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Abstract
We give generators and relations for the hypergraph props of Gaussian relations [65] and positive
affine Lagrangian relations. The former extends Gaussian probabilistic processes by completely-
uninformative priors, and the latter extends Gaussian quantum mechanics with infinitely-squeezed
states. These presentations are given by adding a generator to the presentation of real affine relations
and of real affine Lagrangian relations which freely codiscards effects, as well as certain rotations.

The presentation of positive affine Lagrangian relations provides a rigorous justification for many
common yet informal calculations in the quantum physics literature involving infinite-squeezing. Our
presentation naturally extends Menicucci et al.’s graph-theoretic representation of Gaussian quantum
states [59] with a representation for Gaussian transformations. Using this graphical calculus, we
also give a graphical proof of Braunstein and Kimble’s continuous-variable quantum teleportation
protocol [25]. We also interpret the LOv-calculus [27], a diagrammatic calculus for reasoning about
passive linear-optical quantum circuits in our graphical calculus. Moreover, we show how our
presentation allows for additional optical operations such as active squeezing.
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1 Introduction

The research programme of categorical quantum mechanics seeks to axiomatize quantum
mechanics and quantum computing using the theory of monoidal categories. More specifically,
the ZX-calculus community has sought out to find diagrammatic presentations for different
fragments of quantum theory using string diagrams [29, 54, 61, 4, 73, 49, 5, 32]. This
graphical quantum-mechanical paradigm has found a wide-ranging applications in quantum
computing [53, 41, 35, 31, 52, 40, 56, 6, 67], as well as in teaching quantum theory [30, 50].

Up until relatively recently, however, the fragments of quantum mechanics of study
have been almost exclusively finite dimensional. This is partly due to the inconvenient fact
that the category of (infinite-dimensional) Hilbert spaces is not compact closed, a highly
desirable feature for rewriting. This is at odds with much of quantum physics, where many
systems have continuous degrees of freedom which can only be modelled in infinite dimensions.
Famously, the canonical commutation relations only hold in infinite dimensions.
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Different approaches have been taken to get around this obstacle and attempt to dia-
grammatically axiomatize infinite-dimensional quantum systems.

One general approach to tackling this obstacle has been to change the semantics. For
example, Gogioso and Genovese suggest embedding Hilbert spaces into a larger compact
closed category using nonstandard analysis [45]. On the other hand Cockett et al. have
sought to completely abandon the Hilbert space semantics, shifting to non-degenerate models
of multiplicative linear logic, and exploiting more refined notion of duals in the setting
of *-autonomous categories [28]. However, neither of these lines of inquiry have provided
presentations in the same spirit of the ZX-calculus; instead, they have led to categorical
reconstructions, and exotic toy models of quantum mechanics.

Another approach has been to just put up with the lack of duals [2]. This line of thinking
has produced graphical presentations for different fragments of quantum mechanics, including
for coherent control [23] and passive linear quantum optics [27, 51]. However, the lack of duals
makes it harder to incorporate existing quantum circuit optimization techniques which exploit
duals and hypergraph structure. For example the quantum circuit optimisation package PyZx
represents quantum circuits as undirected open graphs [56], and the cutting-edge ZX-calculus
quantum circuit optimization techniques often make use of these graph-like representations
[40, 56, 6].

However, these two approaches are not mutually exclusive. For example De Felice et
al. [36] mix both approaches: working in one semantics without duals, and taking finite
truncations into another semantics in a way similar to Gogioso and Genovese, albeit without
nonstandard analysis.

In this paper, we restrict our attention in two main ways. Firstly, we seek an ax-
iomatization only of the Gaussian fragment of infinite-dimensional quantum mechanics.
Gaussian quantum mechanics (GQM) is an important fragment for many candidate physical
systems for implementing quantum computation [58, 26, 62], including quantum optics
[43, 78, 79, 3, 10, 37]. Formally, it bears a strong resemblance to the stabiliser fragment of
finite-dimensional quantum theory, although many of the primitives of stabiliser theory do
not generalize well to infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces.

Secondly, instead of looking for a Hilbert space semantics, we give our semantics in
the category AffLagRelC of complex affine Lagrangian relations. This allows us to express
all of Gaussian quantum mechanics, as well the nonphysical operations known as “infinite
squeezing,” which includes hypergraph structure, compact structure as well as a notion of
Dirac deltas (eg. [72, page 18]). Our relational interpretation of Dirac deltas makes them
behave algebraically how physicists (often informally) manipulate them; however we do not
give a distributional semantics in the sense of Schwartz [64]. To be more specific about
our semantics, we construct a subcategory of AffLagRelC of relations verifying a positivity
condition which exactly captures these aforementioned primitives. This change of semantic
category is partly motivated by the fact that the stabiliser fragments of odd prime dimensional
qudit quantum systems are already known to be projectively equivalent to categories of
affine Lagrangian relations over finite fields [33]. Therefore the equational theory of affine
Lagrangian relations of Booth et al. [22] restricts to the stabiliser fragment of the ZX-calculus
[21, 63]. Furthermore, Lagrangian relations have been extensively studied in the context of
geometric quantization: AffLagRelC is Weinstein’s affine symplectic category [75], we discuss
this connection further in subsection 3.3.

Notably, although they do not give semantics in terms of Lagrangian relations, Menicucci
et al. use symplectic-geometric methods in order to represent Gaussian states using graphs [59].
Although they do not give generators and relations for a monoidal category, they do provide
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graph transformation rules. Therefore, our work can be seen as a relational/compositional
extension of theirs.

Although our original motivation was find a relational semantics, as well as a graphical
presentation for Gaussian quantum mechanics; surprisingly, by imposing a single additional
constraint on our subspaces, we also obtain a complete presentation for the category of
Gaussian relations, which was originally formulated by Stein and Samuelson [65]. Our
semantic formulation of this category makes it into a concrete category of relations: where
composition is given merely by relational composition. This presentation extends that of
affine relations by Bonchi et al. [17] (at least over R) which itself extends the presentation of
linear relations by Bonchi et al. [18]. Similar, yet disjoint presentations exist for piecewise
linear relations [13], and polyhedral relations [15]. Such presentations for categories of
relations with algebraic structure have been used as a syntax for signal flow diagrams in
control theory [16, 8, 20, 19, 34, 42], systems with bounded resources [15], and electrical
circuits [17, 14, 7, 9, 13, 34]. Therefore, it is likely that our presentation for positive affine
Lagrangian relations will be useful outside of quantum mechanics.

Related work.
Independently of this work, Stein et al. [66] give the same presentation of Gaussian

relations. However, their semantics are completely different: their semantics are non-linear
varieties whereas we regard Gaussian relations as a subcategory of affine relations. The precise
connection between these interpretations still needs to be elucidated. Their characterisation
does not extend to the quantum case.

Structure of paper
In section 2, we review string diagrams for symmetric monoidal categories, and related
notions. In section 3, we review graphical symplectic algebra: commencing with a brief
review of symplectic linear algebra in subsection 3.1, and the graphical language for affine
Lagrangian relations in subsection 3.2. In subsection 3.3, we begin to discuss the quantum
nature of affine Lagrangian relations, which motivates our more refined semantics.

Section 4 is devoted to giving a complete presentation of Gaussian relations. We first
review Gaussian probability theory in subsection 4.1. Then in subsection 4.2, we give a novel
formulation of Gaussian relations in terms of a subcategory of complex affine Lagrangian
relations, followed by a graphical presentation in subsection 4.3.

The final section 5 is devoted to giving a complete presentation for positive affine
Lagrangian relations. We begin with subsection 5.1 with a review of Gaussian quantum
mechanics. In subsection 5.2, we characterize positive Lagrangian relations more concretely.
In subsection 5.3, we give a presentation for this category. In subsection 5.3, we connect our
work to Menicucci et al.’s graphical representation of Gaussian states [59]. In subsection 5.5, we
give a graphical proof of Braunstein and Kimble’s continuous variable quantum teleportation
protocol [25]. Similarly, in subsection 5.6 we show how the graphical language for passive
linear quantum optics known as the LOv calculus [27] can be interpreted in our language.

2 Graphical languages

In this section we review the necessary background on string diagrams and graphical languages
needed to understand this article. A more in depth introduction to this topic can be found
in the article of Booth et al. [22, section 2].
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2.1 String diagrams
A prop is a strict symmetric monoidal category such that the monoid of objects under the
tensor product is the natural numbers under addition. For this reason, by convention we
denote the tensor product on objects by +, and on maps by ⊕. We draw a map of type
n → m as a box with n incoming wires and m outgoing wires. The composition of g ◦ f of
arrows f and g is drawn by “plugging wires” and the monoidal product f ⊕ g as “vertical
juxtaposition”; we can also exchange wires with the symmetry map σ1,1 : 2 → 2 drawn as
two wires crossing (satisfying the topologically evident equations):

g ◦ f... ... f... ... g ...= =f ⊕ g
... ... f... ...

g... ...... ...
= =f ... ...... f...... ... (1)

Arrows of type 0 → n are states; n → 0 are effects; 0 → 0 are scalars.

2.2 Duality and flexsymmetry
▶ Definition 1. A compact prop is a prop in which a single wire can be bent into cups
η1 : 0 → 2 and caps ε1 : 2 → 0, satisfying the topologically evident equations:

η1 =: and ε1 =: such that = = = =

One advantage of working with compact props is that every map f : n → m, can be
uniquely represented by a state called its name given by bending the inputs into outputs
⌊f⌋ : 0 → n+m. Sometimes the order of wires in the name of a map doesn’t matter:

▶ Definition 2. An arrow f : n → m in a compact prop is flexsymmetric if for any
permutation ς of m+ n, ς ◦ ⌊f⌋ = ⌊f⌋.

In some cases, compact props admit presentations where all generators are flexsymmetric.
This means that the string diagrams consisting of such generators can be treated as undirected
graphs. We use this extensively throughout this paper.

2.3 Scalable notation
In order to reason about props C, it will often be useful to work in their strictification [C].
When representing maps in [C], each wire is labelled by a natural number n, indicating that
the wire represents a bundle of n atomic wires. This prop is given by the generators and
equations of C in addition to new generators which divide and gather the wires:

... ...
Dividers Gatherers

... = ... ... ...= ...
...

...
...
...

...
= ...

...

...
...
...

...
=n1Σnj

nk

n1

nk

Σnj

n1

nk

n1

nk

n1

nk

n1

nk

(2)

In other words, in this setting, we are able to reason about composite systems in C. As a
matter of convention, we will typeset generic wires as thicker, to indicate when there may be
some n ∈ N atomic wires bundled together. If we know that there is only a single atomic
wire within such a bundle, we will draw it thinly; moreover, if we know that the bundle is
empty, we will omit the wire entirely. This will allow us to make inductive arguments using
only pictures; therefore, given any such C, getting a hold of [C] will be very useful. We will
call the ways of thinking about C using [C] scalable notations.
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3 Graphical symplectic algebra

In this section, we review graphical symplectic algebra of Booth et al. [22, section 3]:

3.1 Symplectic linear algebra
First, we review symplectic linear algebra. K will denote an arbitrary field, although in the
remainder of the article and unless otherwise stated, we will take K to be either the field of
real, or complex numbers. The group of units of K is denoted by K∗.

▶ Definition 3. A symplectic K-vector space is a K-vector space V endowed with a
bilinear map ωV : V ⊕ V → K called the symplectic form which is:

Alternating: For all v⃗ ∈ V , ωV (v⃗, v⃗) = 0.
Nondegenerate: Given some v⃗ ∈ V : if for all u⃗ ∈ V ωV (v⃗, u⃗) = 0, then v⃗ = 0⃗.

A symplectic K-linear map between symplectic spaces (V, ωV ) → (W,ωW ) is a K-linear
map S : V → W that preserves the symplectic form, i.e. ωW (Sv⃗, Su⃗) = ωV (v⃗, u⃗) for all
v⃗, u⃗ ∈ V . A symplectomorphism is a symplectic isomorphism. Similarly, a symplectic
K-affine map S, a⃗ is a K-affine map whose linear component S is symplectic; and an affine
symplectomorphism is an symplectic K-affine isomorphism.

▶ Example 4. The vector space K2n has a symplectic form ωn

([
z⃗
x⃗

]
,

[
z⃗′

x⃗′

])
:=

n−1∑
j=0

zjx
′
j −xjz

′
j

As a matter of notation, denote the skew-symmetric 2n × 2n matrix which represents
this form by Ωn. Note that ω1 measures the (oriented) area of parallelograms in K2.

▶ Theorem 5 (Linear Darboux theorem). Every finite-dimensional symplectic vector space
(V, ωV ) is symplectomorphic to the symplectic vector space (K2n, ωn).

A linear subspace S of a symplectic vector space (V, ω) is Lagrangian, if 2 dim(S) =
dim(V ) and for all v⃗, w⃗ ∈ S, ω(v⃗, w⃗) = 0. In particular, every Lagrangian subspace
S ⊆ (K2n, ωn) is the kernel of a n× 2n matrix ker[Z|X] = S, called a generator matrix, so
that for all rows v⃗, w⃗, ω(v⃗, w⃗) = 0. Recall the following generalisation of a linear subspace:

▶ Definition 6. Given n ∈ N, an affine subspace of Kn is a subset S+ a⃗ := {v⃗ ∈ Kn | Sv⃗ =
a⃗} ⊆ Kn for some vector a⃗ ∈ Km and matrix S : n → m. An affine subspace S + a⃗ of
a symplectic vector space (V, ω) is Lagrangian when either S is Lagrangian or empty. An
affine Lagrangian relation m → n is an affine Lagrangian subspace of K2m ⊕ K2n with
respect to the symplectic form given by:

ωm,n


z⃗0
x⃗0
z⃗1
x⃗1

 ,
z⃗2
x⃗2
z⃗3
x⃗3


 := ωn

([
z⃗1
x⃗1

]
,

[
z⃗3
x⃗3

])
− ωm

([
z⃗0
x⃗0

]
,

[
z⃗2
x⃗2

])

We must introduce this twisted symplectic form ωm,n, as opposed to ωm+n, so that affine
Lagrangian relations can be composed relationally:

▶ Definition 7. The compact prop of affine Lagrangian relations AffLagRelK has:

Arrows affine Lagrangian relations.
Composition of R : n → m and S : m → k is given by:

S ◦R := {(⃗a, c⃗) ∈ K2n ⊕ K2k | ∃⃗b ∈ K2m : (⃗a, b⃗) ∈ R, (⃗b, c⃗) ∈ S} : n → k



6 Complete equational theories for classical and quantum Gaussian relations

Identity on n, given by the diagonal relation {(v⃗, v⃗) ∈ K2n ⊕ K2n} : n → n

Monoidal structure, given by the object 0 and the direct sum:

S ⊕ T :=



 z⃗S

z⃗T

x⃗S

x⃗T

 ,

z⃗′

S

z⃗′
T

x⃗′
S

x⃗′
T



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
([

z⃗S

x⃗S

]
,

[
z⃗′

S

x⃗′
S

])
∈ S,

([
z⃗T

x⃗T

]
,

[
z⃗′

T

x⃗′
T

])
∈ T


Symmetric structure is given by the relation:

σ1,1 :=



z0
z1
x0
x1

 ,
z1
z0
x1
x0



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ z0, z1, x0, x1 ∈ K

 : 2 → 2

The compact structure is given by:

η1 :=


•,

 z
z
x

−x



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ z, x ∈ K

 : 0 → 2 ε1 :=



 z
z
x

−x

 , •

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ z, x ∈ K

 : 2 → 0

Note that every affine symplectic map f induces an affine Lagrangian relation via its
graph Γ(f). This is a faithful functor so AffLagRelK strictly generalises (affine) symplectic
maps.

3.2 Graphical presentation
In this section, we review the presentation of affine Lagrangian relations of Booth et al [22]:

▶ Theorem 8. Given a field K, the compact prop AffLagRelK has a flexsymmetric presentation
GSAK (read graphical symplectic algebra), generated by, for all a, b ∈ K and n,m ∈ N:

s
m
... n

...
a, b

{GSA

ALR
:=



 z⃗x...m
x

 ,
 z⃗′

x...n
x



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
z⃗ ∈ Km, z⃗′; ∈ Kn, x ∈ K such that
m−1∑
j=0

zj −
n−1∑
k=0

z′
k + bx = a


s
m
... n

...
a, b

{GSA

ALR
:=



 z...mz
x⃗

 ,
−z...n

−z
x⃗′



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
x⃗ ∈ Km, x⃗′ ∈ Kn, z ∈ K such that
m−1∑
j=0

xj +
n−1∑
k=0

x′
k − bz = a


Modulo flexsymmetry of the generators and for all a, b, c, d ∈ K and z ∈ K∗, the equations:

=

=
z

z

z

z
=... ... ......

ba -ab=

a

b
a + b=

=

==

==
=......

......
...

...
...

...
(Bigebra)

(Colour)

(Id1) (Id2)

(Copy)

(Times)

(Plus)

(Zero)
(BFusion)

(One1) (One2)
=......

......
...

...
...

...
(WFusion)

= =

With derived
generators,
for all a ∈ K:

:=a

:= 1

:=− −1 :=a −a :=a a

... ... ... ...:= ... ... ... ...:=

1, 0 1, 0

a, 0a, 0

a, 0a, b z-1a, z-2b

a, 0

c, d

a, b

c, d

a+c,
b+d

a, b

c, d

a+c,
b+d

0, -a 0, -a

0, a

0, 0 0, 0



R. I. Booth et al 7

Call the white and grey nodes spiders. The Abelian group K2 from which they take
their labels is called their phase-group. Call the first component of K2 ∼= K ⊕ K the affine
phase, and the second component the symplectic phase. Spiders which are unlabelled
are called phase-free. The distinguished boxes with labels 1 and −1 are respectively the
symplectic Fourier transform and inverse symplectic Fourier transform. The
derived arrow-shaped generators are called squeezing maps.

A prop equipped with the structure satisfying the axioms encapsulated by the phase-free
grey spiders here is called a hypergraph-prop [55]. Conceptually, the grey spider should be
regarded as way to formally wire things together.

It is useful to have some geometric intuition for the generators of GSAK. The affine phases
of 1 → 1 grey and white spiders shift the affine plane in orthogonal directions; whereas, the
symplectic phases shear the affine plane. The symplectic Fourier transform rotates the affine
plane by π/2. A squeezing map by a multiplies one axis in the plane by a and divides the
other axis by a. Spiders with more legs are more complicated to visualise..
▶ Remark 9. We can restrict the semantics to the prop AffRelK of affine relations whose
morphisms are merely affine subspaces, by restricting the syntax to the following generators,

for all a ∈ K: ... ... ... ... a
a, 0

There is a presentation, which we call GAAK, whose axioms we have included in ap-
pendix A.1. Here, the squeezing map corresponds to ordinary scalar multiplication.

Let Symn(K) denote the set of symmetric n× n matrices over K and Mm,n(K) the set of
m× n matrices over K. We define scalable versions of the generators of GSAK, where now
multiple wires are bundled together:

▶ Definition 10. Phase free scalable spiders are defined by induction on the number of wires.
The base case is trivial, and the inductive step is given by:

:=m... n... ... ...
... ......

... :=m... n... ... ...
... ......

...
k + 1 k + 1

k + 1 k + 1

k k

k k

k + 1 k + 1

k + 1 k + 1

k k

k k (3)

This allow us to define block matrices by induction as well, with the inductive step:

:=A B
C D

A
B
C
D

(4)

When restricted to GAAK ∼= AffRelK these block matrices correspond to honest matrices,
regarded as affine relations. Back in GSAK, we also have scalable versions of the Fourier
transform, as well and the relational converse of matrices:

:=n + 1 n + 1
n n

A A:= (5)

Now we define Kk × Symk(K)-phased scalable spiders. For the inductive step, take n,m ∈ N,
a, b ∈ K, v⃗, w⃗ ∈ Kk and A ∈ Symk(K), we define [k + 1]-coloured phased spiders as:

:=

w⃗
T

m... n...
...

...

...
...

...

...
k + 1 k + 1

k + 1 k + 1

k k

kk

[
a
v⃗

]
,

[
b w⃗T

w⃗ A

] a, b

v⃗, A

:= -
w⃗

m... n...
...

...

...
...

...

...
k + 1 k + 1

k + 1 k + 1

k k

kk

[
a
v⃗

]
,

[
b w⃗T

w⃗ A

] a, b

v⃗, A

(6)

A [k]-coloured n → m spider parametrizes an undirected open graph with edges coloured
by K, vertices coloured by K2, with n / m distinguished inputs / outputs:
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▶ Example 11. On the left hand side we have a “graph state” with n = 0, m = 1 and k = 3.
On the right hand side, we have a spider with m = 3, n = 2 and k = 3:

X1,3

X1,2

X2,3

=3

x1, X1,1

x2, X2,2

x3, X3,3

x⃗, X

X1,3

X1,2

X2,3

=
3

3

3
3

3

x1, X1,1

x2, X2,2

x3, X3,3

x⃗, X
(7)

Theorem 8 follows from the fact that nonempty states 0 → n in GSAK can be uniquely
represented by a more general notion of graph where not all vertices are outputs:

▶ Proposition 12. Every nonempty state 0 → n in GSAK is reducible to a unique reduced-
AP form, given by a 5-tuple (L,Σ, x⃗, µ⃗, ς), where m ⩽ n ∈ N, x⃗ ∈ Km, µ⃗ ∈ Kn−m,
L ∈ Mm,n−m(K) and Σ ∈ Symn−m(K), where ς ∈ Mn,n(K) is a permutation:

ς

m + n
n
m

[
x⃗

0m
µ⃗

]
,

[
0 1m L

1m 0 0
LT 0 Σ

]
It is also useful to think of this normal form concretely in terms of generator matrices:

▶ Remark 13. The normal form of proposition 12 corresponds to reducing a nonempty affine
Lagrangian relation to a unique generator matrix:

ker
([
Im L Σ 0
0 0 −LT In−m

] [
ς 0
0 ς

])
+
[
x⃗
µ⃗

] [
ς 0
0 ς

]
The affine part of the subspace is irrelevant for much of the calculations; therefore, we

will often just refer to the pair ([I, L]ς,Σ) as the AP-invariant of the Lagrangian subspace.

3.3 Weil representation into Hilbert spaces
In this subsection, we begin to discuss how AffLagRelK gives a semantics for fragments of
quantum mechanics. First, we recall the state space for finite dimensional quantum systems:

▶ Definition 14. Given a finite set X, there is an associated |X|-dimensional Hilbert space
of square summable functions on X:

ℓ2(X) :=
{
f : X → C

∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
x∈X

|f(x)|2 < ∞

}
with inner product ⟨f, g⟩ :=

∑
x∈X

f(x)g(x)

The Dirac deltas for elements of X determine a distinguished orthonormal basis {|x⟩}x∈X

on on ℓ2(X). Given some 1 ⩽ d ∈ N, we identify the Hilbert space ℓ2(Z/dZ) with the state
space of a qudit, and ℓ2((Z/dZ)n) ∼= (ℓ2(Z/dZ))⊗n with the state space of n-qudits.

Informally, qudits are d-dimensional quantum analogues of classical bits: the basis
elements (and their normalized linear combinations) are the possible values of the qudit.

Building on the work of Gross [46], Comfort and Kissinger showed that for odd prime p,
there is a projective equivalence between AffLagRelFp

and “odd-prime qudit stabiliser quantum
circuits” (where there is an isomorphism of crings Fp

∼= Z/pZ) [33]. Symplectic vector spaces
(F2n

p , ωn) are identified with Hilbert spaces ℓ2(Fn
p ); and nonempty affine Lagrangian subspaces

(S + a⃗) ⊆ (F2n
p , ωn) with stabiliser states ℓ2(F0

p) → ℓ2(Fn
p ) given by the projector:
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1
pn

∑
[z⃗T x⃗T]T∈S

pn−1⊗
j=0

exp(2πiai/p)Zzj X xj where Z|j⟩ := exp(2πij/p)|j⟩ X |j⟩ := |j+1⟩ (8)

Because finite dimensional Hilbert spaces, and in particular, qudit stabiliser circuits are
compact, this determines the representation completely. There is a natural generalization of
qudits to infinite dimensions, used for example, in quantum optics:

▶ Definition 15. The Hilbert space of square integrable functions on Rn is:

L2(Rn) :=
{
f : Rn → C

∣∣∣∣ ∫
Rn

|f(v⃗)|2 dv⃗ < ∞
}

with ⟨f, g⟩ :=
∫
Rn

f(v⃗)g(v⃗) dv⃗

We identify the Hilbert space L2(R) with the state space of a qumode, and L2(Rn) ∼=
(L2(R))⊗n with the state space of n-qumodes.

One might hope to obtain a similar projective representation of AffLagRelR into infinite
dimensional Hilbert spaces. Indeed, affine symplectomorphisms on (R2n, ωn) are known to
give a projective representation of the group of “Gaussian unitaries” on the Hilbert space
L2(Rn) (see subsection 5.1, definition 30). However, attempting to lift the representation of
states taken in the discrete setting to qumodes reveals that the analogous projector to that
in equation (8) is not bounded, and therefore not a state in the category of Hilbert spaces.
Even worse, the category infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces is not even compact, so it does
not suffice to only concern ourselves with states.

Nevertheless, this technical difficulty has not stopped physicists from widely employing
such “unphysical” states in their calculations, where they are known as infinitely-squeezed
states [60, 47]. Because AffLagRelR has a simple presentation in terms of the hypergraph
prop GSAR, this provides both a rigorous syntax and semantics for infinitely squeezed states
and Gaussian operators: so that GSAR can be regarded as the “ZX-calculus for infinitely
squeezed quantum circuits with Gaussian operators.” For example, we can think of the
diagram r, 0 as a formal Dirac delta centered at r ∈ R.

The hypergraph structure of AffLagRelR has already been exploited to perform calcula-
tions on affinely constrained, classical mechanical systems. For example, in the context of
electrical circuits, the hypergraph structure is interpreted as idealised-resistance-free wiring
[7, 9]. Quantising this classical mechanical interpretation of AffLagRelR is a notoriously
difficult problem in geometric quantisation. Much research has been done on the geometric
quantization of classical mechanics although, oftentimes they work in the nonlinear setting
of Lagrangian submanifolds between symplectic manifolds [48, 75, 12, 57, 68, 76, 11, 69, 1].

There is however a natural continuous-variable analogue of the finite-dimensional stabiliser
circuits, called Gaussian quantum mechanics (GQM) [74], where the states of GQM are
genuine quantum states (ie. normalized, bounded linear maps out of C). In this setting, the
measurement statistics are described by Gaussian probability distributions, and the reversible
transformations are given by Gaussian unitaries. However, as we have just discussed, GQM
is not adequately axiomatised by AffLagRelR. The main goal of this article to obtain a
presentation of a hypergraph prop that preserves the convenient features of AffLagRelR while
being expressive enough to capture GQM. In order to transform infinitely squeezed states to
Gaussian states, we need to add some notion of Gaussian blur to them, which will have the
effect of making them “less sharp,” and thus continuous.
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4 Classical Gaussians

In this section we first review how Gaussian transformations can be composed. Next, we
give a novel concrete description of the prop of Gaussian relations of Stein and Samuelson
[65] as a sub-prop of AffLagRelC. Finally, we give a presentation for Gaussian relations by
extending that of GAAR.

4.1 Gaussian distributions and transformations
First, we review multivariate Gaussian distributions. Given any n ∈ N and Σ ∈ Symn(K),
denote that Σ is respectively positive semi-definite and positive definite by 0 ⪯ Σ and 0 ≺ Σ.

▶ Definition 16. Given any n ∈ N, an n-variable Gaussian distribution N (Σ, µ⃗) is a
probability distribution on Rn determined by some 0 ⪯ Σ ∈ Symn(n), called the covariance
matrix and a vector µ⃗ ∈ Rn, called the mean. The characteristic function of N (Σ, µ⃗) is
given by u⃗ 7→ exp

(
iu⃗Tµ⃗− 1

2 u⃗
TΣu⃗

)
. Moreover, when 0 ≺ Σ, then N (Σ, µ⃗) has a density

function given by u⃗ 7→ exp
(−1

2 (u⃗− µ⃗)TΣ−1(u⃗− µ⃗)
)
/
√

(2π)n det(Σ).

Gaussian distributions can be pushed forward along affine transformations to form a prop,
following Fritz [44, §6]:

▶ Definition 17. The prop, Gauss, of Gaussian transformations has:

Morphisms: given by triples (A ∈ Mm,n(K), 0 ⪯ Σ ∈ Symm(R), µ⃗ ∈ Rm) : n → m;
Composition: (B,∆, ν⃗) ◦ (A,Σ, µ⃗) := (BA,∆ +ATΣA, ν⃗ +Aµ⃗) and 1n := (1n, 0, 0);
The rest of the prop structure is given pointwise by the direct sum.

Affine transformations embed in Gaussian transformations via (T, a⃗) 7→ (T, 0, a⃗). Thus, is
natural to ask if Gaussian distributions can also be composed relationally. To find the right
category we need to get a hold of the subobjects that will arise by relational composition.
The following notion was first introduced by Willems [77], and later coined by Stein and
Samuelson [65] to this end:

▶ Definition 18. An extended Gaussian distribution on Rn consists of a linear subspace
D ⊆ Rn in addition to a Gaussian distribution N (Σ, µ⃗) on the quotient Rn/D ∼= Rn−dim(D).

4.2 Gaussian relations
In this subsection, we refine the morphisms of complex affine Lagrangian relations in order
to us to compose extended Gaussian distributions, relationally:

▶ Definition 19. A complex Lagrangian relation S : n → m is:

positive when for all v⃗ ∈ S, then iωn,m

(
v⃗, v⃗
)
⩾ 0;

quasi-real when it is positive, and for all [v⃗T
I v⃗T

O]T, [w⃗T
I w⃗T

O]T ∈ S:

χm(v⃗O, w⃗O) − χn(v⃗I , w⃗I) = 0 where χn([z⃗T
0 x⃗T

0 ]T, [z⃗T
1 x⃗T

1 ]T) := z⃗0
Tx⃗1 + x⃗0

Tz⃗1

A nonempty affine Lagrangian relation (S+ a⃗) is positive (resp. quasi-real) when both a⃗ is real
and S is positive (resp. quasi-real), where empty affine Lagrangian relations are quasi-real.

Both of these notions induce more refined compact props:
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▶ Lemma 20. Both positive and quasi-real complex affine Lagrangian relations are closed
under composition and tensor product, and the prop structure is positive and quasi-real.

There are different equivalent definitions of positive Lagrangian subspaces:

▶ Proposition 21. Let L be a Lagrangian subspace of (C2n, ωn) with AP-invariant (E,φ),
where r := rank(Im(φ)) then the following conditions are equivalent:

1. E has real coefficients and Im(φ) ⪰ 0;
2. L is real symplectomorphic to ker

[
In i diag(Ir, 0⃗)

]
.

That is, there exist a real symplectomorphism S such that
r

S0, i
zGSA

ALR
= L;

3. L is positive.

Similarly, there are equivalent ways to define quasi-real Lagrangian subspaces:

▶ Proposition 22. Let L be a Lagrangian subspace of (C2n, ωn) with AP-invariant (E,φ),
where r := rank(Im(φ)), then the following conditions are equivalent:

1. Re(φ) = 0;

2. L is real diagonal symplectomorphic to ker
[
Ir 0 i diag(Ir, 0⃗) 0
0 0 0 In−r−m

]
for m ⩾ n− r.

That is, there exists an invertible matrix S such that
s

0, i S
{GSA

ALR
= L;

3. L is quasi-real.

With propositions 22 and 21 combined, we have enough information to completely
characterize the reduced AP-form of quasi-real affine Lagrangian subspaces:

▶ Proposition 23. Nonempty, quasi-real affine Lagrangian subspaces of (C2n, ωn) have reduced
AP-form given by 5-tuples (L, iΣ, 0, µ⃗, ς), where L ∈ Mn,n−m(R), µ⃗ ∈ Rn−m and 0 ⪯ Σ ∈
Symn−m(R). This induces an extended Gaussian distribution N (Σ, µ⃗) on Rn/(ker([I, L]ς)),
so that if m = 0, this is a Gaussian distribution on Rn.

Annoyingly, due to an incompatibility of conventions because we chose our normal
form to have black spiders as vertices, this restricts to affine relations with respect to the
colour-swapped, interpretation of remark 9, where an antipode must be also be inserted.

▶ Definition 24. Define the compact prop of Gaussian relations, GaussRel, to be the
sub-prop of AffLagRelC whose morphisms are quasi-real.

Gauss embeds in GaussRel, just as affine symplectomorphisms embed in AffLagRelK. As
previously mentioned, the prop of Gaussian relations was first formulated by Stein and
Samuelson [65], although it is constructed using structured cospans, where composition is
given by conditionals instead of directly by relational composition. Surprisingly, a detour
through symplectic geometry makes this into a concrete category of relations!

4.3 Graphical presentation
Just as in the previous subsection, we restricted AffLagRelC to obtain GaussRel; here we take
the opposite approach and extend the presentation GAAR ∼= AffRelR ↪→ AffLagRelC with
shearing by i, 0, i , interpreted as the Gaussian distribution N (1, 0) on R, to present
GaussRel:
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▶ Definition 25. Let GGA be the compact prop given by adding adding a single generator
: 0 → 1 to GAAR, called the vacuum such that the scalable vacuum codiscards rotations

and effects; ie. so that for all n ∈ N, x⃗ ∈ Rn and θ ∈ [0, 2π):

= = = where =:
n

n + 1
R(θ) x

▶ Theorem 26. There is an isomorphism of compact props GGA ∼= GaussRel.

Note that our proof of completeness follows from the analogous result for positive Lagrangian
relations (theorem 38) in the following section. However, this is purely pedagogical, as we
need to introduce Gaussian probability theory before Gaussian quantum mechanics.

5 Symplectic Gaussians

Recall from subsection 3.3 that affine Lagrangian subspaces of (R2n, ωn) cannot be canonically
represented by bounded linear maps L2(R0) → L2(Rn) because they would correspond to
infinitely-squeezed states. It turns out that by dropping the requirement from the previous
section that affine Lagrangian relations are quasi-real, we obtain a semantics which can
accommodate for both such infinitely-squeezed state and “Gaussian” quantum states.

5.1 Gaussian quantum mechanics
In this section, we review Gaussian quantum mechanics, and their Wigner representation.
See the review article of Weedbrook et al. for a detailed reference [74]. Brask provides
an abridged, yet helpful reference [24]. Recall from subsection 3.3, that the continuous
variable analogue of a qudit, the qumode has state space given by the Hilbert space of square
integrable complex functions on R, L2(R); where the state space of n-qumodes is identified
with the Hilbert space of square integrable complex functions on Rn, L2(Rn):

▶ Definition 27. An n-qumode Gaussian state φ ∈ L2(Rn) has the form:

φ (x⃗) = exp(iα) exp
(
is⃗Tx⃗

)
4
√

det(Im(Φ))/πn exp
(
i(x⃗− t⃗ )TΦ(x⃗− t⃗ )/2

)
where α ∈ [0, 2π), s⃗, t⃗ ∈ Rn, and Φ ∈ Symn(C) with Im(Φ) ≻ 0. We call such a matrix
Φ a phase matrix, and the vector

[
s⃗ T t⃗ T

] T ∈ R2n a displacement. Together, they
characterise the Gaussian state up to the “global phase” exp(iα). There is an important
Gaussian state on L2(R) called the vacuum with trivial displacement and phase matrix i.

Importantly, unlike Dirac deltas, Gaussian states are continuous and normalized, so that
they are quantum states. In other words φ can be regarded as a wave-function.

The connection between Gaussian quantum states and the Gaussian probability distribu-
tions which we discussed in section 4 is revealed by considering the symplectic vector space
(R2n, ωn) as the phase space for the quantum system on L2(Rn), on which Gaussian states
correspond to particular Gaussian distributions.

▶ Definition 28. The Wigner transform of φ ∈ L2(Rn) is a real-valued W ∈ L2(R2n):

W

([
q⃗
p⃗

])
:= 1

πn

∫
Rn

φ
(
q⃗ + ξ⃗

)
φ
(
q⃗ − ξ⃗

)
exp

(
2iξ⃗Tp⃗

)
dξ⃗ for all p⃗, q⃗ ∈ Rn
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▶ Proposition 29. The Wigner transform of an n-qumode Gaussian state with phase matrix
Φ and displacement µ⃗ is the density function of the Gaussian distribution N (Σ, µ⃗) on R2n

where:

Σ :=
[
Im(Φ) + Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) − Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

− Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

]
Moreover, this is a bijection up to global phase, as conversely, Gaussian distributions N (∆, µ⃗)
on R2n, with

∆ :=
[
A B
BT C

]
for A,C ∈ Symn(R), B ∈ Mn,n(R) such that det(∆) = 1 and ∆ + iΩn ⪰ 0 induce Gaussian
states with phase matrix Φ := −BC−1 + iC−1.

▶ Definition 30. The n-qumode Gaussian unitaries are the unitaries on L2(Rn) whose
action on Gaussian states by postcomposition is closed.

To characterize Gaussian unitaries up to global phase, it suffices to know how their action
on Gaussian states effects their Wigner representation:

▶ Lemma 31. Any Gaussian unitary U on L2(Rn) can be represented, up to global phase,
by an affine symplectomorphism (x⃗, S) on (R2n, ωn) such that the action of U on the Wigner
representation of Gaussian states is described by Σ 7→ SΣST and µ⃗ 7→ µ⃗+ x⃗.

In other words, since the pair (Σ, µ⃗) does not account for global phases, Gaussian unitaries
correspond to a projective representation of the real affine symplectic group [74]. Although
this representation can be deprojectivised to a genuine unitary representation, called the
metaplectic representation [39], our graphical calculi do not account for global scalars in the
first place. As a result, we content ourselves with the projective representation described by
lemma (31). Finally, there is also a good notion of Gaussian quantum effect:

▶ Definition 32. Take a Gaussian state φ represented by the Gaussian distribution N (Σ, µ⃗)
on R2n ⊕ R2m, and another ψ represented by N (∆, ν⃗) on R2n where:

Σ :=
[

Σn,n Σn,m

ΣT
n,m Σm,m

]
µ⃗ :=

[
µ⃗n

µ⃗m

]
The projection of φ onto ψ is the Gaussian state represented by the Gaussian distribution
induced by generalised Schur complement:

N
(
Σm,m − Σn,m(Σn,n + ∆)+ΣT

n,m, µ⃗m − Σn,m(Σn,n + ∆)+(µ⃗n − ν⃗)
)

(9)

Where (Σn,n + ∆)+ denotes the Moore-Penrose pseudo-inverse of Σn,n + ∆ (this coincides
with the inverse when the matrix is invertible).

These projections correspond precisely to the corresponding projections of quantum states in
Hilbert space, lifted to the covariance matrix representation.

▶ Definition 33. The prop of quantum Gaussian transformations, QGauss, has:

morphisms generated by n-qumode Gaussians states with type 0 → n, n-qumode Gaussian
unitaries with type n → n, and projections onto n-qumode Gaussian states of type n → 0
for all n ∈ N, all up to global phase;
composition given by the action in lemma 31 and equation (9);
the rest of the prop structure is given pointwise by the direct sum.

It is easy to see how there is an embedding Gauss → QGauss, by doubling.
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5.2 Positive Lagrangian relations
Recall the characterization of Gaussian relations of definition 24 in terms of quasi-real
complex affine Lagrangian relations. In this section, we relax the requirement that these
relations need to be quasi-real, yet retain that they must be positive:

▶ Definition 34. Let AffLagRel+C denote the sub-prop of AffLagRelC of positive affine Lag-
rangian relations.

From proposition 21, it follows that:

▶ Proposition 35. Nonempty positive affine Lagrangian subspaces of (C2n, ωn) have reduced
AP-form given by 5-tuples (L,∆ + iΣ, ν⃗, µ⃗, ς), where L ∈ Mn,n−m(R), µ⃗ ∈ Rn−m, ν⃗ ∈ Rm

and ∆,Σ ∈ Symn−m(R) with 0 ⪯ Σ.

By regarding the Wigner representation of n-qumode Gaussian states as positive, affine
Lagrangian subspaces of (C2n, ωn), effects as subspaces of (C2n,−ωn), and taking the complex
graphs of the affine symplectomorphisms given by Gaussian unitaries, it is clear that:

▶ Proposition 36. There is an embedding of props QGauss → AffLagRel+C .

5.3 Graphical presentation
Just as in the previous subsection, we restricted AffLagRelC to obtain AffLagRel+C ; here we
take the opposite approach and extend the presentation GSAR ∼= AffLagRelR ↪→ AffLagRelC
with shearing by i, 0, i , interpreted as the vacuum, to give a presentation for AffLagRel+C :

▶ Definition 37. The compact prop GSA+
C is presented by adding adding a single generator

: 0 → 1 to GSAR modulo the equations codiscarding symplectic rotations and effects.
Equationally, we impose that for all n ∈ N, a, b ∈ R, θ ∈ [0, 2π)/{π/2, 3π/2}, and ϑ ∈ [0, 2π):

== = where =:
n

n + 1

a, b

0, tan(θ)

0, cos(θ) sin(θ)cos(θ) R(ϑ)

▶ Theorem 38. There is an isomorphism of compact props GSA+
C

∼= AffLagRel+C .

This elucidates the connection of positive Lagrangian relations to Gaussian relations:

▶ Corollary 39. There is a symmetric monoidal embedding [−]GSA+
C

GGA : GSA+
C → GGA acting

on objects by [n]GSA+
C

GGA := 2n and on generators by:

s

... ...
µ⃗, Σ

{GSA+
C

GGA
:=

... ...

... ...
...... -Σ

µ⃗

s

... ...
µ⃗, Σ

{GSA+
C

GGA
:=

... ...

... ...
...... Σ

µ⃗ r zGSA+
C

GGA
:=

So that we see that positive affine Lagrangian relations can be regarded as extended
Gaussian distributions on the phase space.

Putting things together we have the following commutative diagram of props, which
wraps around on the left and right:

· · · GAAR
∼= ��

// //oo GGA // //

∼= ��

GSA+
C
// //

∼= ��

GSAC
∼= ��

GSARoooo

∼= ��

kkss
· · ·oo

· · · AffRelR // //oo GaussRel // // AffLagRel+C // // AffLagRelC AffLagRelRoooo
rrll

· · ·oo

AffMatR // //
OO

OO

Gauss // //
OO

OO

QGauss
OO

OO
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5.4 Picturing Gaussian quantum states
There is a close link between the states of GSA+

C and the graph-theoretic representation of
Gaussian states of Menicucci et al. [59]. This mirrors the relationship between quantum
graph states [71, 80] and states in the stabiliser ZX-calculus for both even [4] and odd-prime-
dimensional quantum systems [21].

Recall from [59] that any Gaussian state can be uniquely associated to a matrix U + iV

where U, V ∈ Symn(R) and V is positive-definite. This matrix corresponds exactly to the
phase matrix of the associated Gaussian state. As a result, it is represented in GSAC by
0, U + iV . Therefore, there is a very natural embedding of the graph representation

of [59] into GSA+
C ↪→ GSAC given by the following algorithm:

1. To each vertex of the graph, associate a grey spider. If that vertex has a self-edge with
weight w, give the corresponding grey spider the label (0, w).

2. To each edge between two different vertices with weight w, associate an edge between the
corresponding spiders mediated by an a-labelled box.

3. Connect each spider in the graph to a (unique) output.
4. Using BFusion, for each vertex unfuse the complex symplectic phase ai of vertices

into one-legged spiders, and then use Colour, to turn this spider into a vacuum state
connected to the original vertex with edge-weight 1/

√
a.

This amounts to identifying the phase matrices of the graph representation and the GSA+
C

diagram. For example:

a

b

d

c

ie-2r ie-2s

ie-2t ie-2u

7−→

a

b

d

c

0, ie-2r

0, ie-2s

0, ie-2t
0, ie-2u

7−→
a

b

d

c

er

et

es

eu (10)

In other words, we have extended the diagrammatic representation of Menicucci et al.
with a representation of Gaussian unitaries and effects as diagrams rather than through their
action on Gaussian states, along with an equational theory for manipulating these diagrams.
By completeness of GSA+

C , the action of Gaussian unitaries on Gaussian states is derivable.
We also have a natural representation of translations, although the reduced-AP form of
translated Gaussian states is not as simple as equation (10) since it can include internal
vertices which carry part of the translation.

5.5 Picturing quantum protocols
Infinitely-squeezed eigenstates of the position and momentum displacement operators p̂ and q̂
are represented by |p : p̂⟩ 7→ p, 0 and |q : q̂⟩ 7→ q, 0 . The vacuum state is represented
by |φ⟩ 7→ 0, i . We can also translate a universal gate set for Gaussian unitaries into
our language; consisting of the displaced shear of position, the Fourier transform and
weighted CNOT [47] with a, b ∈ R:

exp
(
i(aq̂ + bq̂2)

)
7→

a, b
exp
(
i
π

2 (q̂2 + p̂2)
)

7→ − exp(ia(q̂ ⊗ p̂)) 7→ a (11)

We can now give a straightforward graphical proof of Braunstein and Kimble’s continuous
variable quantum teleportation protocol [25] (to be compared with the graphical proof in
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finite dimensions eg. [70, §5.4] or [30, §9.2.7]), where Alice and Bob share a Gaussian Bell
state with covariance of position 0 < ε ∈ R. Alice records the homodyne measurement
outcome (a, b) ∈ R2 in the Bell basis, and sends it to Bob, who performs the phase correction
p̂−bq̂−a. This is stated graphically and simplified as follows:

= =

= = =

Bob
Alice -a, 0

-b, 0

a, 0

b, 00, iε
a, 0

-b, 0

a, 0

b, 0

0, iε a, 0a, 0

0, iε

a, 0 a, 0

0, iε a, 0 0, iε a, 0 -a, i/ε

The result is a quantum channel with an error; however, in the infinitely-squeezed limit of

ε = 0 Alice teleports a perfect channel to Bob: ==
0, iε a, 0 a, 0 . In the literature,

the infinitely-squeezed Bell state is often haphazardly represented by the non-convergent
integral

∫
R |p : p̂⟩⊗|p : p̂⟩ dp. However, we reiterate that this expression can be represented in

our calculus by an unlabeled 2-legged grey node; and it is interpreted soundly in our semantics
by replacing the integral over position eigenstates |p : p̂⟩ with the relational composition in
the phase-space.

Note that in this derivation we could have used the vacuum generator instead of the (0, i)
phase, just like in equation (10).

5.6 Picturing quantum optics
GSA+

C allows us to reason diagrammatically about Gaussian quantum mechanics. Perhaps
the most important application of Gaussian quantum mechanics is for quantum optics. The
LOv-calculus is a complete diagrammatic language for passive linear quantum optics [27]. It
is a prop defined on the following set of generators, for all θ, φ ∈ R;

the phase shifter, wave plate, beamsplitter, polarising beamsplitter, vacuum
state and effect:

φ : 1 → 1
θ

: 1 → 1 : 2 → 2 θ : 2 → 2 0 : 0 → 1 0 : 1 → 0

There is a symmetric monoidal embedding LOv → GSA+
C , given by JnKLOv

GSA+
C

= 2n and:

r

θ

zLOv

GSA+
C

=
cos(θ)

- tan(θ)tan(θ)

cos(θ)

r
φ

zLOv

GSA+
C

= 0,
[

φ 0
0 φ

] r
0

zLOv

GSA+
C

=

r
θ

zLOv

GSA+
C

=
cos(θ)

- tan(θ)tan(θ)

cos(θ)

q yLOv
GSA+

C
=

r
0

zLOv

GSA+
C

=

The doubling of the objects of LOv accounts for the two polarisation modes of light
(typically the vertical and horizontal modes). By working in GSA+

C , we already have the
ability to model additional quantum-optical components and Gaussian unitaries that are not
present in LOv, given by the real affine symplectic group [74]. For instance, active squeezing of
the vertical polarisation mode, and shearing between the position and momentum operators,
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are respectively given for a ∈ R by:

a
0, a

(12)

Furthermore GSA+
C is compact closed, as opposed to the usual infinite dimensional Hilbert

space semantics, so by contrast we have much more freedom for rewriting in this setting.
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A Axiom tables

A.1 Graphical affine algebra

The following presentation of AffRelK is adapted from, Booth et al. [22], which is itself a
modified version of the presentation given by Bonchi et al. [17].

▶ Definition 40. Let GAAK be the compact prop where the arrows are generated by grey and
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B Representing symplectomorphisms and rotations

In this appendix, we review generators for the groups of symplectomorphisms, rotations and
symplectic rotations over R.

▶ Definition 41. Denote the group of symplectomorphisms on
(
K2n, ωn

)
by Spn(K).

▶ Lemma 42. Elements of this group have the following matrix representation

Spn(K) =


[
A B
C D

]
∈ M2n,2n(K)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ATC = CTA
BTC = CTB

I = ATD − CTB


▶ Lemma 43. The prop

⋃
n∈N Spn(K) is generated by the following matrices (with the

corresponding matrices in GSAK drawn beside them) under the direct sum and composition,
for all A ∈ Gln(K) and B ∈ Symn(K):[

A 0
0 A−T

]
↔ A

,

[
I B
0 I

]
↔

0, B

,

[
I 0
B I

]
↔

0, B

,

[
0 I

−I 0

]
↔

▶ Definition 44. A matrix Q ∈ Gln(K) is orthogonal when QTQ = QQT = 1. The
orthogonal group On(K) consists of the subgroup of Gln(K) given by orthogonal matrices. A
rotation is an orthogonal matrix R ∈ On(K) with det(R) = 1. The special orthogonal
group SOn(K) is the subgroup of On(K) given by rotations.

▶ Lemma 45. The prop of rotations,
⋃

n∈N SOn(R), is generated rotation matrices R(θ) and
the identity matrices on 0 and 1 under direct sum and composition, for all θ ∈ [0, 2π):

R(θ) :=
[
cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

]
drawn in GAAK as

R(θ)

▶ Definition 46. The group of symplectic rotations is the intersection Spn(R) ∩ O2n(R).
In other words, a symplectic rotation is a symplectomorphism of the form:

R :=
[
C −S
S C

]
The condition that R is a symplectomorphism is equivalent to A+ iB being unitary; which

induces a group isomorphism Spn(R) ∩ O2n(R) ∼= Un(C).

▶ Lemma 47. The prop of symplectic rotations,
⋃

n∈N Spn(R) ∩ O2n(R), is generated by the
following matrices under direct sum and composition, for all θ ∈ [0, 2π):

R(θ) :=
[
cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

]
and S(θ) :=

cos(θ) − sin(θ) 0 0
sin(θ) cos(θ) 0 0

0 0 cos(θ) − sin(θ)
0 0 sin(θ) cos(θ)


The symplectic rotations R(π/2), R(3π/2), R(θ), and S(ϑ) for θ ∈ [0, 2π)/{π/2, 3π/2} and
ϑ ∈ [0, 2π) are respectively given in GSAR by:

, − ,
0, tan(θ)

0, cos(θ) sin(θ)cos(θ)
and

R(ϑ)

Where R(π/4)2 = R(π/2) and R(π/2)3 = R(3π/2), so the symplectic Fourier transform
and inverse symplectic Fourier transform, which account for the asymptotes of the tangent
function are not needed as generators.
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C Proofs

C.1 Proofs of section 4
Proof of proposition 21. First, remark that the definition of a Lagrangian subspace being
positive is equivalent to the Hermitian form H := -i

2 Ω being positive semidefinite, where we
recall that Ω is the antisymmetric matrix induced by the symplectic form ω(−,=).

We proceed by showing first (1) ⇒ (2) then (2) ⇒ (1) and finally (1) ⇔ (3). In each
case, we have have a Lagrangian subspace L ⊆ (C2n, ωn) with AP invariant (E,φ), with
r := rank(Im(φ)). For convenience, take Jr := diag(Jr, 0) ∈ Mn,n(R).

(1) ⇒ (2)

Suppose that E is real and Im(φ) ⪰ 0. Then, L is real symplectomorphic to:

ker
[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]
Where L has real coefficients and Im(φ) ⪰ 0. Then:

[
I −L
0 I

] [
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]I 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 I 0 I


I 0 − Re(φ) − LLT L

0 I LT −I
0 0 I 0
0 0 0 I

 =
[
I 0 i Im(φ) 0
0 I 0 0

]

We get that L is real symplectomorphic to:

ker
[
I 0 i Im(φ) 0
0 I 0 0

]
Since Im(φ) ⪰ 0 there is an orthogonal matrix O such that OT Im(φ)O = Λ where Λ is a

diagonal matrix with non-negative coefficients. We denote
√

Λ the invertible diagonal matrix
whose coefficients are the square root of those of Λ if they are non-zero and else 1. We have√

Λ
−1

Λ
√

Λ
−1

= Jr. Then:

[
OT 0
0 I

] [
I 0 i Im(φ) 0
0 I 0 0

]O 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 O 0
0 0 0 I

 =
[
I 0 iΛ 0
0 I 0 0

]

and:

[√
Λ

−1
0

0 I

] [
I 0 iΛ 0
0 I 0 0

]
√

Λ 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0

√
Λ

−1
0

0 0 0 0

 =
[
I 0 iJr 0
0 I 0 0

]

Finally, L is real symplectomorphic to ker [I iJr].

(2) ⇒ (1)
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Suppose that L is real symplectomorphic to ker [I iJr]. By reducing to the AP-form we
already know that L is real symplectomorphic to

ker
[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]
Furthermore we have:

[
I −L
0 I

] [
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]I 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 I 0 I


I 0 Re(−φ− LLT) Re(L)

0 I Re(LT) −I
0 0 I 0
0 0 0 I

 =
[
I 0 i Im(φ+ LLT) −i Im(L)
0 I −i Im(LT) 0

]

Thus L is real symplectomorphic to:

ker
[
I 0 i Im(φ+ LLT) −i Im(L)
0 I −i Im(LT) 0

]

Now setting Φ :=
[
Im(φ+ LLT) − Im(LT)

− Im(L) 0

]
, we look at the conditions that L and φ

must satisfy for L = ker [I iΦ] to be real symplectomorphic to ker [I iJr]. In other words,

such that there exists real matrices A,B,C,D,X and Y , with X + iY invertible and
[
A B
C D

]
a symplectomorphism, such that:

[I iJr]
[
A B
C D

]
= (X + iY ) [I iΦ]

This gives:

[A+ iJrC B + iJrD] = [X + iY −Y Φ + iXΦ]

and then by identifying the real and imaginary parts:


A = X

JrC = Y

B = −Y Φ
JrD = XΦ

we can elmininate X and Y :

{
B = −JrCΦ
JrD = AΦ

To this we can furthermore add the symplectic condition giving:
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

B = −JrCΦ
JrD = AΦ
BTD = DTB

ATC = CTA

I = ATD − CTB

Notice that the third equation is redundant as it follows from the others:

BTD = −ΦCTJrD = −ΦCTAΦ = −ΦATCΦ = −DTJrCΦ = −DTB.

We can now eliminate B and get:


JrD = AΦ
ATC = CTA

I = ATD + CTJrCΦ

Multiplying the last equation by Φ on the left we get:

Φ = ΦATD + ΦCTJrCΦ

Using JrD = AΦ gives:

Φ = DTJrD + ΦCTJrCΦ

We see that Φ is a sum of positive matrices, this implies that Φ ⪰ 0. But as Φ =[
Im(φ+ LLT) − Im(LT)

− Im(L) 0

]
, this implies that Im(L) = 0 and Im(φ) ⪰ 0. In other words E

has real coefficients and Im(L) = 0.

(3) ⇔ (1)

As L is Lagrangian, using Lω = L and ker(B)ω = Im(ΩBT) we get:

L = ker [Z X] = Im
(

Ωn

[
ZT

XT

])
= Im

[
XT

−ZT

]
Thus the matrix representing the restriction H|L of the Hermitian form H to L is:

[
X −Z

] -i
2 Ωn

[
XT

−ZT

]
= -i

2
(
ZXT −XZT)

We now take [Z X] =
[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

] [
P 0
0 P

]
. We notice that for any matrix, setting

B = A

[
P 0
0 P

]
, we have:
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(ΩnB
T)† -i

2 Ωn(ΩnB
T) = -i

2BΩnB
T = -i

2A
[
P 0
0 P

]
Ωn

[
PT 0
0 PT

]
AT = -i

2AΩnA
T

This gives the following matrix for the restricted Hermittian form:

H|L = -i
2

([
I L
0 0

] [
φ −L
0 I

]
−
[
φ 0

−LT I

] [
I 0
LT 0

])
=
[

Im(φ) − Im(L)
− Im(LT) 0

]
This matrix is positive if and only if Im(φ) ⪰ 0 and Im(L) = 0 in other words if and only

if Im(φ) ⪰ 0 and E has real coefficients. ◀

Proof of proposition 22. We proceed in very similar fashion to the proof of propsition 21;
indeed we reuse many facts established therein. As a matter of notation, let K be the
symmetric matrix corresponding to the Hermitian form χ(−,=); ie:

K :=
[
0 I
I 0

]
Moreover, take Jr := diag(Jr, 0⃗) to be the diagonal matrix with r 1’s followed by the

appropriate number of 0’s.
Again we first show (1) ⇒ (2) then (2) ⇒ (1) and finally (1) ⇔ (3). In each case, we

have have a positive Lagrangian subspace L ⊆ (C2n, ωn) with AP invariant (E,φ), with
r := rank(Im(φ)). For convenience, take Jr := diag(Jr, 0) ∈ Mn,n(R).

(1) ⇒ (2)

L is real diagonal symplectomorphic to:

ker
[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]
Where L has real coefficients, Im(φ) ⪰ 0 and Re(φ) = 0. Then:

[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]I −L 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 0 LT I

 =
[
I 0 i Im(φ) 0
0 0 0 I

]

We reuse the same trick as for the positive case. Since Im(φ) ⪰ 0 there is an orthogonal
matrix O such that OT Im(φ)O = Λ where Λ is a diagonal matrix with non-negative
coefficients. Then:

[
OT 0
0 I

] [
I 0 i Im(φ) 0
0 0 0 I

]O 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 O 0
0 0 0 I

 =
[
I 0 iΛ 0
0 0 0 I

]

We denote
√

Λ the invertible diagonal matrix whose coefficients are the square root of
those of Λ if they are non-zero and else 1. We have

√
Λ

−1
Λ

√
Λ

−1
= Jr. So:
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[√
Λ

−1
0

0 I

] [
I 0 iΛ 0
0 0 0 I

]
√

Λ 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0

√
Λ

−1
0

0 0 0 I

 =
[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]

Finally, L is real diagonal symplectomorphic to ker
[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]
.

(2) ⇒ (1)

First, L is real diagonal symplectomorphic to

ker
[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]
Using the same notation as before, denoting O the orthogonal matrix diagonalizing Im(φ)

into a diagonal matrix Λ, we have:

[
OT 0
0 I

] [
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

]O −L 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0 O 0
0 0 LTO I

 =
[
I 0 OT Re(φ)O + iΛ 0
0 0 0 I

]

Denoting again
√

Λ the invertible diagonal matrix whose coefficients are the square root
of those of Λ if they are non-zero and else 1. We have

√
Λ

−1
Λ

√
Λ

−1
= Jr and then:

[√
Λ

−1
0

0 I

] [
I 0 OT Re(φ)O + iΛ 0
0 0 0 I

]
D


√

Λ 0 0 0
0 I 0 0
0 0

√
Λ

−1
0

0 0 0 I

 =
[
I 0 α+ iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]

with α :=
√

Λ
−1
OT Re(φ)O

√
Λ

−1
. We can now look for the necessary conditions on Re(φ)

for ker
[
I 0 α+ iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]
to be real diagonal symplectomorphic to ker

[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]
. In other

words, such that there exists real matrices A1, A2, A3, A4, D1, D2, D3, D4 and complex

matrices W1, W2, W3, W4 with
[
W1 W2
W3 W4

]
invertible and

[
D1 D2
D3 D4

]
being the transpose of

the inverse of
[
A1 A2
A3 A4

]
, satisfying:

[
I 0 α+ iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]A1 A2 0 0
A3 A4 0 0
0 0 D1 D2
0 0 D3 D4

 =
[
W1 W2
W3 W4

] [
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]

This gives:

[
A1 A2 αD1 + iJrD1 αD2 + iJrD2
0 0 D3 D4

]
=
[
W1 0 iW1Jr W2
W3 0 iW3Jr W4

]
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We directly get W1 = A1, W2 = αD2 + iJrD2, W3 = 0 and W4 = D4, and then A2 = 0
and D3 = 0. From the constraints it follows that D1 = A−T

1 , D2 = −A−T
1 AT

3A
−T
4 and

D4 = A−T
4 .

Then by identifying the real and imaginary parts gives:

{
αA−T

1 = 0
JrA

−T
1 = A1Jr

It implies that α = 0 and then Re(φ) = 0, as expected.

(3) ⇔ (1)

As L is Lagrangian, using Lω = L and ker(B)ω = Im(ΩBT) we get:

L = ker [Z X] = Im
(

Ωn

[
ZT

XT

])
= Im

[
XT

−ZT

]
Thus the matrix representing the restriction K|L of the Hermitian form K to L is:

[
X −Z

]
K

[
XT

−ZT

]
= −ZXT −XZT

We now take [Z X] =
[
I L φ 0
0 0 −LT I

] [
P 0
0 P

]
. We notice that for any matrix, setting

B = A

[
P 0
0 P

]
, and using KΩn = −ΩnK =

[
−I 0
0 I

]
we have:

(ΩnB
T)†K(ΩnB

T) = A

[
P 0
0 P

]
ΩnKΩn

[
PT 0
0 PT

]
AT = AKAT

This gives the following matrix for the restricted Hermittian form:

K|L = −
([
I L
0 0

] [
φ −L
0 I

]
+
[
φ 0

−LT I

] [
I 0
LT 0

])
=
[

2 Re(φ) +2i Im(L)
−2i Im(LT) 0

]
As we already know that Im(L) = 0, this matrix is 0 if and only if Re(φ) = 0. ◀

Proof of lemma 20. First, we prove that positive affine Lagrangian relations are closed under
composition. Take two such relations (S + s⃗) : n → m and (R+ r⃗) : m → k. If the composite
is empty, then the claim follows vacuously. Otherwise, take some [v⃗T

I v⃗T
O]T ∈ (R+ r⃗) ◦ (S+ s⃗).

Then there exists some w⃗ ∈ C2m such that [v⃗T
I w⃗T]T ∈ (S + s⃗) and [w⃗T v⃗T

O] ∈ (R + r⃗).
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Therefore:

iωn,k

([
v⃗I

v⃗O

]
,

[
v⃗I

v⃗O

])
= iωn,k

([
v⃗I

v⃗O

]
,

[
v⃗I

v⃗O

])
(13)

= iωk

(
v⃗O, v⃗O

)
− iωn

(
v⃗I , v⃗I

)
(14)

= iωk

(
v⃗O, v⃗O

)
− iωk

(
w⃗, w⃗

)
+ iωk

(
w⃗, w

)
− iωn

(
v⃗I , v⃗I

)
(15)

= iωn,m

([
v⃗I

w⃗

]
,

[
v⃗I

w⃗

])
+ iωm,k

([
w⃗
v⃗O

]
,

[
w⃗
v⃗O

])
(16)

= iωn,m

([
v⃗I

w⃗

]
,

[
v⃗I

w⃗

])
+ iωm,k

([
w⃗
v⃗O

]
,

[
w⃗
v⃗O

])
⩾ 0 (17)

Suppose moreover, that (S + s⃗) : n → m and (R + r⃗) : m → k are quasi-real. Again if
the composite is empty, it is vacuously quasi-real. Otherwise, take some

[u⃗T
I u⃗T

O]T, [v⃗T
I v⃗T

O]T ∈ (R+ r⃗) ◦ (S + s⃗)

Then there exist a⃗, b⃗ ∈ C2m such that [v⃗T
I a⃗

T]T, [u⃗T
I b⃗

T]T ∈ (S+s⃗), [⃗aT v⃗T
O]T, [⃗bT u⃗T

O]T ∈ (R+r⃗).
Therefore,

χk(u⃗O, v⃗O) − χn(u⃗I , v⃗I) (18)
=χk(u⃗O, v⃗O) − χn(u⃗I , v⃗I) + 0 + 0 (19)

=χk(u⃗O, v⃗O) − χn(u⃗I , v⃗I) − χm(⃗b, a⃗) + χn(u⃗I , v⃗I) − χk(u⃗O, v⃗O) + χm(⃗b, a⃗) (20)

=χk(u⃗O, v⃗O) − χk(u⃗O, v⃗O) + χn(u⃗I , v⃗I) − χn(u⃗I , v⃗I) + χm(⃗b, a⃗) − χm(⃗b, a⃗) (21)
=0 (22)

Now we prove that the cup quasi-real. Take any (•, [z z x − x]) ∈ η1. Then

ω0,1((•, [z z x − x]T), (•, [z z x − x]T)) = iω1([z z x − x]T, [z z x − x]T) (23)
= iω1([z z x − x]T, [z z x − x]T) (24)
= i(z(x) + z(−x) + x(z) − x(z)) (25)
= 0 (26)

(27)

So it is positive. Take another (•, [z′ z′ x′ − x′] ∈ η1), then

χ1([z z x − x]T, [z′ z′ x′ − x′]T) = z(x′) + z(−x′) + x(z′) − x(z′) = 0 (28)

so it is quasi real. The cap and identity are also quasi-real by the same argument. The
symmetry are also clearly quasi-real, and the tensor product clearly preserves both properties.

◀

▶ Lemma 48. Any diagram in GAAR can be rewritten as:

S Tx y

where S and T are invertible.
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Proof of lemma 48. We will work with bipartite states. First any affine subspace can be

written as the image of a matrix
[
A
B

]
translated by a vector

[
x
y

]
giving a diagram:

A

B

x

y

Then we know that we can act on A with an invertible matrix P and on B with an
invertible matrix Q such that

A = P

[
0
X

]
and B = Q

[
Y
0

]
Giving a diagram:

P

Q

X

Y

x

y

Now we decompose the domain as ker(X) ∩ ker(Y ) ⊕ E and then as ker(X) ∩ ker(Y ) ⊕
E ∩ ker(Y ) ⊕ S ⊕ E ∩ ker(Y ). Denoting K an invertible matrix doing a change of basis
adapted to this decomposition we get:

[
X
Y

]
K =

[
0 X0 X1 0
0 0 Y0 Y1

]
Diagramatically:

= = =
P

Q

X

Y
K

P

Q

X

Y

P

Q

X0

X1

Y1

Y0

P

Q

X′

Y ′

x

y

x

y

x

y

x

y

Then one can notice that both X ′ = [X0 X1] and Y ′ = [Y0 Y1] are invertible. ◀

▶ Lemma 49. Any diagram in GGA reduces to the pseudo normal form: S x

Proof. We start by moving all vacuums to the left giving a diagram in the form:

L

where L is a diagram in GAAR. Applying lemma 48 we get:

=S Tx y
X

T

Yx
y
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Thus without loss of generality we restrict to reducing in pseudo normal form diagrams
of the form:

X

Yx

We first apply singular value decomposition to X giving:

=

=

=

=

= =

= =

=

X

Y
O′

Y

O
Λ

Y O

Λ

O

Y O

Λ

Y O Y O

Y O Y O

Z

x

x

z

z

z z

z
a

b
b Z c

Then applying singular value decomposition to Z gives:

=

= =

O′O
Λ

O′Λ

O′Λ
O′Λ

c c

c c

◀

▶ Lemma 50.

s
S x

{
=

s {
⇒ =S

S11

S14

S4

S31

S32

S12

x3

x

Where S11 is orthogonal, and S14 and S4 are invertible, furthermore the number of vacuum
state generators must be the same on both sides.
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Proof. In the semantics, the equality:

s
S x

{
=

s {

translates to:

[
x− a
−b

]
∈ ker

[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

] [
S 0
0 S−T

]
⇔
[
a
b

]
∈ ker

[
I 0 iIk 0
0 0 0 I

]
This implies that that affine subspaces on the left contains 0, thus the affine shift on the

left must be in the linear space on the right:[
x
0

]
∈ ker

[
I 0 iJk 0
0 0 0 I

]
so that x =

[ 0
0
x3

]

Now that the affine shift has been taken care of we have:

ker
[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

] [
S 0
0 S−T

]
= ker

[
I 0 iIk 0
0 0 0 I

]
In other words, there is an invertible complex matrix W such that:

[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

] [
S 0
0 S−T

]
= W

[
I 0 iJk 0
0 0 0 I

]
Setting:

W =
[
W1 W2
W3 W4

]
, S =

[
S1 S2
S3 S4

]
and S−T =

[
(S−T)1 (S−T)2
(S−T)3 (S−T)4

]
we get:

[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]S1 S2 0 0
S3 S4 0 0
0 0 (S−T)1 (S−T)2
0 0 (S−T)3 (S−T)4

 =
[
W1 W2
W3 W4

] [
I 0 iJk 0
0 0 0 I

]

This gives:

[
S1 S2 iJr(S−T)1 iJr(S−T)2
0 0 (S−T)3 (S−T)4

]
=
[
W1 0 iW1Jk W2
W3 0 iW3Jk W4

]
We directly get W1 = S1, W2 = iJk(S−T)2, W3 = 0 and W4 = (S−T)4. We also

have S2 = 0, Jr(S−T)1 = S1Jk and (S−T)3 = 0. From the constraints it follows that
(S−T)1 = (S1)−T, (S−T)4 = (S4)−T and (S−T)2 = −S−T

1 ST
3 S

−T
4 . Therefore, r = k and:

S =
[
S1 0
S3 S4

]
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with only constraint that Jr = S1Jr(S1)T.
We write:

S1 =
[
S11 S12
S13 S14

]
The constraint then becomes:

[
I 0
0 0

]
=
[
S11 S12
S13 S14

] [
I 0
0 0

] [
(S11)T (S13)T

(S12)T (S14)T

]
=
[
S11(S11)T S11(S13)T

S13(S11)T S13(S13)T

]
So that S13 = 0. It follows that:

S =
[
S11 S12 0
0 S14 0
S31 S32 S4

]
with S11 orthogonal, and S14 and S4 invertible.
Then in GAAR we have:

=S

S11

S14

S4

S31

S32

S12

x3

x

◀

Proof of theorem 26. We define an interpretation prop morphism J_K : GGA → GaussRel
by sending all generator from GGA to the corresponding Lagrangian subspaces and vacuum
generators to the subspace corresponding to a white node with phase (0, i).

By lemma 49 we know that any diagram in GGA can be put in pseudo normal form, but
by proposition 22, we see that replacing the vacuum generator by a white node with phase
(0, i), we can represent all quasi-real subspaces. In other words, the interpretation of GGA
into quasi-real spaces is surjective. It only remains to prove that this interpretation is also
injective.

Let X and Y be two diagrams in Gauss such that JXK = JY K. Using lemma 49 we can
assume that both diagrams are in pseudo normal form. We have:

t
SX x

|

=
t

SY y
|

Composing by the same the two diagrams on both sides we get:

u

v
SX x (SY )−1−y

}

~ =
t |

Then by lemma 50:

=

S11

S14

S4

S31

S32

S12

x3

SX x (SY )−1−y
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with S11 orthogonal, and S14 and S4 invertible. Therefore:

=

=

==

= =

SX SX (SY )−1 SY

S11

S14

S4

S31

S32

S12 SY

S11

S14 S12 SY

S11

S12 SY

S11

SY SY

x yx −y

y

x3

y

y y

◀

C.2 Proofs of section 5
Proof of proposition 29. We start by computing the Wigner function from the wave-function:

W (q, p) = 1
πn

∫
Rn

φ(q + ξ)φ(q − ξ) exp
(
2ipTξ

)
dξ (29)

= 1
πn

√
det(Im(Φ))

πn

∫
Rn

(30)

exp
(

− i

2(q + ξ)TΦ(q + ξ)
)

exp
(
i

2(q − ξ)TΦ(q − ξ)
)

exp
(
2ipTξ

)
dξ (31)

We first compute the exponent:

− i

2(q + ξ)TΦ(q + ξ) + i

2(q − ξ)TΦ(q − ξ) + 2iπpTξ (32)

= i

2
(
−qTφq − 2qTΦξ − ξTΦξ + qTΦq − 2qTΦξ + ξTΦξ + 4pTξ

)
(33)

= i

2
(
2iqT Im(Φ)q − 4qT Re(Φ)ξ + 2iξT Im(Φ)ξ + 4pTξ

)
(34)

= −qT Im(Φ)q − 2iqT Re(Φ)ξ − ξT Im(Φ)ξ + 2ipTξ (35)
= −qT Im(Φ)q − ξT Im(Φ)ξ + 2i

(
pT − qT Re(Φ)

)
ξ (36)

Back to the integral:

W (q, p) = 1
πn

√
det(Im(Φ))

πn
exp
(
−qT Im(Φ)q

)
(37)∫

Rn

exp
(
−ξT Im(Φ)ξ + 2i

(
pT − qT Re(Φ)

)
ξ
)
dξ (38)

= 1
πn

exp
(
−qT Im(Φ)q −

(
pT − qT Re(Φ)

)
Im(Φ)−1 (p− Re(Φ)q)

)
(39)
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Here we used the identity:

∫
Rn

exp
(
−ξTAξ + iJTξ

)
dξ =

√
πn

det(A) exp
(

−1
4J

TA−1J

)
We can rewrite the exponent as:

= −qT Im(Φ)q −
(
pT − qT Re(Φ)

)
Im(Φ)−1 (p− Re(Φ)q) (40)

= −qT (Im(Φ) + Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ)
)
q + 2qT Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1p− pT Im(Φ)−1p (41)

= −
[
qT pT] [Im(Φ) + Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) − Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

− Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

] [
q
p

]
(42)

Setting

Σ :=
[
Im(Φ) + Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) − Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

− Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

]
we get:

W (q, p) = 1
πn

exp
(

−
[
qT pT]Σ

[
q
p

])
We still have to prove that Σ is a covariance matrix. Notice that by definition ΣT = Σ

and that the Shur complement formula directly gives det(Σ) = 1. For positivity, setting:

S =
[
Im(φ) 1

2 − Re(φ) Im(φ) −1
2

0 Im(φ) −1
2

]
We get: SST = Σ ⪰ 0. Finally, setting

T =
[
0 Im(Φ) 1

2 + iRe(Φ) Im(Φ) −1
2

0 −i Im(Φ) −1
2

]
We get: TT † = Σ + iΩ ⪰ 0.
Conversely, given a covariance matrix Σ such that ΣT = Σ, det(Σ) = 1, Σ ⩾ 0 and

Σ + iΩ ⩾ 0, Williamson theorem gives us a symplectic matrix S and a positive diagonal Λ
such that:

S

[
Λ 0
0 Λ

]
ST = Σ

So:

Σ + iΩ = S

[
Λ 0
0 Λ

]
ST + iSΩST = S

[
Λ iI

−iI Λ

]
ST

This matrix being positive semi-definite implies that λ ⩾ 1 (take any principal minor
of size two) for all symplectic eigenvalues λ. But det(Σ) = 1 implies that λ = 1 such that
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Λ = I. Thus Σ = SST. Any symplectic matrix S admits a unique decomposition of the
following form (see [38]):

S =
[
I B
0 I

] [
A

1
2 0

0 A
−1
2

]
O

where B is symmetric and A is symmetric positive and O is symplectic orthogonal. Thus
Σ is of the form:

Σ =
[
A+BA−1B BA−1

A−1B A−1

]
Setting Φ = −B + iAwe then see that there is a bijection between covariance matrices Σ

and matrices Φ such that Im(Φ) ≻ 0. The bijection is given by:

Σ =
[
Im(Φ) + Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) − Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

− Im(Φ)−1 Re(Φ) Im(Φ)−1

]
And if

Σ =
[
A B
BT C

]
then Φ = −BC−1 + iC−1.

◀

▶ Lemma 51. Given any symmetric matrix X we have:

=
(I + X2)− 1

2 0, X(I + X2)−1
X

Proof. First remark that the composition of those three symplectomorphisms is a symplectic
rotation:

[
I 0

−X I

] [
I X(I +X2)−1

0 I

] [
(I +X2)− 1

2 0
0 (I +X2) 1

2

]
=
[

(I +X2) 1
2 X(I +X2) 1

2

−X(I +X2) 1
2 (I +X2) 1

2

]
Thus we have:

=
(I + X2)− 1

2 0, X(I + X2)−1
−X

And then:

=
(I + X2)− 1

2 0, X(I + X2)−1
X

◀

▶ Lemma 52. Any diagram in GSA+
C can be reduced to the pseudo normal form:

S

where S is a real affine symplectomorphism.
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Proof. We start by moving all vacuums to the left which yields a diagram in the form:

L

where L is a diagram in GSAR, putting L in graph-like form as in [22], and then applying
Lemma 51, we get:

= =a⃗, A b⃗, BC a⃗, 0 b⃗, BC0, XY a⃗′, 0 b⃗, BC′0, X′

Where Y is invertible. Thus without loss of generality we can restrict to diagrams of the
following form after applying singular value decomposition on C ′:

= =O Oa⃗′, 00, X′ z⃗, 00, Z

z⃗2, 0

0, Z z⃗1, 0

Where O is a rotation. Without loss of generality we now have to reduce a diagram of
the form:

= = =

t⃗, 00, Z

T

t⃗, 00, Z

T

t⃗, 0

T

t⃗, 0

T

t⃗, 0

Finally, applying singular value decomposition on T gives:

= =

= =

T

t⃗, 0
O1 t⃗, 0O2D

t⃗2, 0

t⃗1, 0

O1 O1

t⃗2, 0

t⃗1, 0 O1

t⃗2, 0

t⃗1, 0 O1

Which is either zero or in the desired form. ◀

▶ Lemma 53.

s
S

{
=

s {
⇒ =S

U
C2

A4 x⃗, β

A2

Where β is symmetric, U is a symplectic rotation, and A4 is invertible, furthermore the
number of vacuum state generators must be the same on both sides.
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Proof. In the semantics, the equality:

s
S

{
=

s {

implies that that affine subspaces on the left contains 0, thus the affine shift on the left
must be in the linear space on the right:

[x] ∈ ker [I iJk]

so that

x =

 0
0
0
x4


Now that the affine shift has been taken care of we end up with the equality:

ker
[
I 0 iJr 0
0 0 0 I

]
S = ker

[
I 0 iIk 0
0 0 0 I

]
For a real linear symplectomorphism S. In other words, such that there exists real

matrices A,B,C,D,X and Y , with X + iY invertible and[
A B
C D

]
a symplectomorphism, such that:

[I iJr]
[
A B
C D

]
= (X + iY ) [I iJk]

This gives:

[A+ iJrC B + iJrD] = [X + iY −Y Φ + iXΦ]

and then by identifying the real and imaginary parts:


A = X

JrC = Y

B = −Y Ik

JrD = XIk

we can eliminate X and Y :

{
B = −JrCIk

JrD = AIk

To this we can furthermore add the symplectic condition giving:
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

B = −JrCJk

JrD = AJk

BTD = DTB

ATC = CTA

I = ATD − CTB

Notice that the third equation follows from the others:

BTD = −JkC
TJrD = −JkC

TAJk = −JkA
TCJk = −DTJrCJk = −DTB.

We can now eliminate B and get:


JrD = AJk

ATC = CTA

I = ATD + CTJrCJk

We can now divide our matrices in blocks:

A :=
[
A1 A2
A3 A4

]
C :=

[
C1 C2
C3 C4

]
D :=

[
D1 D2
D3 D4

]
The first constraint then gives:

[
I 0
0 0

] [
D1 D2
D3 D4

]
=
[
A1 A2
A3 A4

] [
I 0
0 0

]
Implying that D2 = 0, A3 = 0, and A1 = D1. The third constraint gives:

[
I 0
0 I

]
=
[
AT

1 0
AT

2 AT
4

] [
A1 0
D3 D4

]
+
[
CT

1 CT
3

CT
2 CT

4

] [
I 0
0 0

] [
C1 C2
C3 C4

] [
I 0
0 0

]

[
I 0
0 I

]
=
[

AT
1A1 0

AT
2A1 +AT

4D3 A
T
4D4

]
+
[
CT

1 C1 0
CT

2 C1 0

]
This implies that AT

4D4 = I, so the (n− r) × (n− k) matrix D4 is injective. Therefore,
(n− k) ⩽ (n− r), and thus r ⩽ k. Since the role of k and r is symmetric up to replacing S
by its inverse, we finally get that r = k, and that AT

4 is invertible. We can now eliminate
D4 = A−T

4 and reformulate the third constraint as:

{
I = AT

1A1 + CT
1 C1

D3 = −A−T
4 AT

2A1 −A−T
4 CT

2 C1

Allowing to eliminate D3. The second constraint gives us:
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[
AT

1 0
AT

2 AT
4

] [
C1 C2
C3 C4

]
=
[
CT

1 CT
3

CT
2 CT

4

] [
A1 A2
0 A4

]
In other words:


AT

1C1 = CT
1 A1

AT
2C1 +AT

4C3 = CT
2 A1

AT
2C2 +AT

4C4 = CT
2 A2 + CT

4 A4

We can thus eliminate C3 = A−T
4 CT

2 A1 −A−T
4 AT

2C1.
If we gather the constraints we have so far, we have only A1, A2, A4, C1, C2 and C4 as

degree of freedom satisfying:


I = AT

1A1 + CT
1 C1

AT
1C1 = CT

1 A1

AT
2C2 +AT

4C4 = CT
2 A2 + CT

4 A4

We get the following symplectomorphism:

 A1 A2 −C1 0
0 A4 0 0
C1 C2 A1 0

A−T
4 CT

2 A1 −A−T
4 AT

2C1 C4 −A−T
4 AT

2A1 −A−T
4 CT

2 C1 A
−T
4


We can now decompose it. First A4 ∈ Gln−r(R) only acts on the lower part:

I 0 0 0
0 A4 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 0 0 A−T

4


 A1 A2 −C1 0

0 I 0 0
C1 C2 A1 0

CT
2 A1 −AT

2C1 A
T
4C4 −AT

2A1 − CT
2 C1 I


Then, we can see the symplectic rotation[
A1 −C1
C1 A1

]
acting on the upper part:

I 0 0 0
0 A4 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 0 0 A−T

4


 I A2 0 0

0 I 0 0
0 C2 I 0
CT

2 AT
4C4 −AT

2 I


A1 0 −C1 0

0 I 0 0
C1 0 A1 0
0 0 0 I


Finally, denoting β := AT

4C4 +AT
2C2, we know that β is symmetric, thus we end up with

a symplectomorphism of the form:

I 0 0 0
0 A4 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 0 0 A−T

4


I A2 0 0

0 I 0 0
0 0 I 0
0 0 −AT

2 I


 I 0 0 0

0 I 0 0
0 C2 I 0
CT

2 β 0 I


A1 0 −C1 0

0 I 0 0
C1 0 A1 0
0 0 0 I


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Then in GSAR:

=S

U
C2

A4 x⃗, β

A2

Where U is a symplectic rotation. ◀

Proof of theorem 38. We define an interpretation prop morphism J_K : GSA+
R → AffLagRel+C

by sending all generator from GSAR to the corresponding Lagrangian subspaces and vacuum
generators to the subspace corresponding to a white node with phase (0, i).

By lemma 52 we know that any diagram in GSA+
R can be put in pseudo normal form,

but by proposition 21, we see that replacing the vacuum generator by a white node with
phase (0, i), we can represent all positive subspaces. In other words the interpretation of
GSA+

R into positive subspaces is surjective. It only remains to prove that this interpretation
is also injective.

Let X and Y be two diagrams in GSA+
R such that JXK = JY K. Using lemma 52 we can

assume that both diagrams are in pseudo normal form. We have:

s
Sx

{
=

s
Sy

{

And then, by lemma 53 it follows that S = Sx(Sy)−1 is of the form:

=S

U
C2

A4 x⃗, β

A2

with β symmetric, U symplectic rotation and A4 invertible. Therefore:
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Sx = Sx (Sy)−1 Sy

U

Sy=

U

Sy=
U

Sy=

U

Sy=
U

Sy=

U

Sy=
U

Sy= Sy=

C2

A4 x⃗, β

A2

C2

A4 x⃗, β

A2 C2

x⃗, β

A2

C2

x⃗, β

A2 C2

◀
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