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Abstract

Gaussian boson sampling (GBS) is considered a candidate problem for demonstrating quantum
advantage. We propose an algorithm for approximate classical simulation of a lossy GBS instance.
The algorithm relies on the Taylor series expansion, and increasing the number of terms of the
expansion that are used in the calculation yields greater accuracy. The complexity of the algorithm
is polynomial in the number of modes given the number of terms is fixed. We describe conditions for
the input state squeezing parameter and loss level that provide the best efficiency for this algorithm
(by efficient we mean that the Taylor series converges quickly). In recent experiments that claim to
have demonstrated quantum advantage, these conditions are satisfied; thus, this algorithm can be

used to classically simulate these experiments.

1 Introduction

Quantum computers are computational devices which operate using phenomena described by quan-
tum mechanics. Therefore, they can carry out the operations which are not available for classical
computers. The ability of a quantum computer to solve a specific task faster that any classical
computer is usually referred to as quantum advantage. Although quantum algorithms that provide
exponential speedup over classical ones are known, they are hard to implement in practice. Examples
of such algorithms include Shor’s algorithm of factoring integers, that works in polynomial time,
whereas all classical algorithms require exponential time. Modern quantum computers are far from
experimentally demonstrating quantum advantage on basic problems like integer factorization.

Boson sampling is a problem that was proposed as a good candidate for demonstrating quan-
tum advantage due to its nature. A boson sampler is a linear-optical device that consists of non-
classical sources of indistinguishable photons, a multichannel interferometer mixing photons of dif-
ferent sources, and photon detectors at the output channels of the interferometer. In the original
proposal, the indistinguishable photons were prepared in Fock states. The problem then is to calcu-
late the photon statistics after the interferometer, given an input state and the interferometer matrix.
The relevant parameters are the number of modes N and the total number of photons injected in
the interferometer M. Experimentally it corresponds to performing multiple measurements of the
photon counts at the outputs of such a device[3].

Due to the technological complexity of generating Fock states, several variants of the original boson
sampling problem have been proposed. They aim at improving the photon generation efficiency and
increasing the scale of implementations. One such example is the Scattershot boson sampling, which
uses many parametric down-conversion sources to improve the single photon generation rate. It has
been implemented experimentally using a 13-mode integrated photonic chip and six PDC photon
sources|4].

Another variant is the Gaussian boson sampling@, in which Gaussian states are injected into
the interferometer instead of Fock states. Gaussian input states can be generated using PDC sources,

and it allows the non-classical input states to be prepared deterministically. In this variant, the



relative input photon phases can affect the sampling distribution. Experiments were carried out with
N = 12[7], N = 100[8] and N = 144[9|. The latter implementations used PPKTP crystals as PDC
sources and employs an active phase locking mechanism to ensure a coherent superposition.

Any experimental set-up, of course, differs from the idealized model considered in theoretical mod-
elling. Bosonic samplers suffer from two fundamental types of imperfections. First, the parameters
of a real device, such as the reflection coefficients of the beam splitters and the phase rotations, are
never known exactly. A small change in the interferometer parameters can affect the sampling statis-
tics drastically, so that modelling of an ideal device no longer makes much sense. Another type of
imperfections is photon losses. These losses happen because of imperfections in photon preparation,
absorption inside the interferometer and imperfect detectors and coupling.

There are different ways of modelling losses, for example by introducing extra beam splitters|10]
or replacing the interferometer matrix by a combination of lossless linear optics transformations and
the diagonal matrix that contains transmission coefficients|11]. In the algorithm described in this
paper we will assume that losses occur on the inputs of the interferometer, and we will describe the
exact way that we model them.

Imperfections in middle-sized systems make them, in general, easier to emulate with classical
computers|12]. It was shown[13] that with the increase of losses in a system the complexity of the
task decreases. When the number of photons M’ that arrive at the outputs is less than /M, the
problem of boson sampling can be efficiently solved using classical computers. On the other hand, if
the losses are low, the problem remains hard for classical computers|14].

In this paper we propose a classical algorithm for calculating probabilities of output states in a
GBS problem. The algorithm uses Taylor series expansion, and it converges faster depending on the
parameters of the problem, namely the amount of losses in the system and the squeezing parameter
of the input states. The higher the losses in the system, the less orders of the series are needed to
approximate the probability of observing a given output state.

The work by Oh et al.[15] used the following approach to simulating GBS: the covariance matrix of
the output Gaussian state was decomposed into ”quantum” and ”classical” parts, and the ”quantum”
part was simulated using matrix product states and the ”classical” part was simulated by random
displacement. Thus, when the photon loss rate is high, computational complexity of this algorithm
is reduced.

The algorithm that we propose in this paper uses some similar ideas, namely the zeroth order
of the Taylor series may be considered the ”classical” part that is computed quite easily, while the
remaining terms are the ”quantum” part that is more computationally complex. The contribution
of this ”quantum” part is smaller when the losses in the system are high; thus, our algorithm also
has optimal conditions that depend on the magnitude of losses. We also analyze some recent GBS
implementations to compare the conditions in those experiments with the optimal conditions for our

algorithm.

2 Problem specification

Let us first consider a lossless linear-optics interferometer with a transmission matrix U:

al = Uydl, ai=>) Ujd, (1)
J J

where creation operators acting on the ¢-th input and output modes are denoted aj and d;r. Suppose

the input modes are injected with single-mode squeezed states:

) = = F @ o). o)

The goal is to calculate the probability of detecting ni1 photons in the first output mode, no
photons in the second output mode and so on. This probability can be calculated in the following

way:



Tr {ﬁoutﬁ} =Tr {ﬁout ® |nq) <nz} , (3)

where poy: is the density matrix of the output state.

2.1 Modelling losses

In real-life bosonic samplers there will always be losses. Here we will model them by substituting

t

al — cal + sb], (4)

where b:-r acts on a mode that we cannot observe, and ¢ + s? = 1, ¢,s € R. Now, the goal is to

compute the same probability (T'r {pgutﬁ}), but taking losses into account. Input state will now be

Q4 cﬁT sAT 2
') = e 2 (At 0,0,) (5)

and we now take partial trace over all loss modes when calculating the density matrix:
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3 Algorithm derivation
Let us consider a single mode:

2 (cal+sb)?
[0") = e+ 0,0,) (7)
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3.1 Calculating partial trace

We start by applying the Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation|16][17]

A2 N 2
P S /ef“*%dg (9)
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to both exponents in the density matrix operator. This gives us the following:
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Let us redefine &/a — €, £\/a — £ for convenience:

1 ) . S g24e2 N
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We can now calculate the partial trace over loss modes:
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The following expression can be simplified:
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The density matrix now can be written in the following way:
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3.2 Switching between probability density functions

We can view this integral as taking an expected value over a 2-dimensional normal distribution. &
and 5 then become normally distributed random variables with mean vector equal to zero. Their

covariance matrix has the following form:

(1] —s? ! B 1 /o &
Y= <SQ 1/&) - 1/O¢2 — g4 ( 82 1/a> . (12)

Then we can write
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where Ey(g,x) denotes averaging over the 2-dimensional normal distribution N(0, X).

The expression ebea [0) (0| ¢4 is troublesome to calculate, since there are two different variables I3
and €. We want to arrive somehow at an expression with only one such variable, i.e. etea! |0) (0] €54,
which we will denote o(&c).

‘We now will choose normally distributed random variables &o, x, X € R such that & = &, + ¥, é =

&o 4+ x and the distributions over g,é and &o, X, X have the same moments:

2 =(&+x)?2=8+28x+x2
€2 = (& + X)? = & + 20X + X7, (15)
€€ = (G +0(8 + X) = & + &ox + EoX + XX.

We have some freedom in choosing these variables; we will set £ox = & X = 0 so that & 1L x and

& 1L ¥. Then the covariance matrix I' of &g, X, ¥ will be determined by one parameter h = x¥:
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Note that fl/aﬁ <h< 1/:27_34. We will later find an optimal way to choose h. The density

matrix in terms of the new variables &g, x, x € N(0,I") is
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3.3 Taylor series expansion

We now consider the Taylor series of the expression eléotx)eal |0y (0] e®0 0@ eayving only & in the

exponent:
pléotx)eal 10) (0] eGoHRea — exeal jgocal 10) (0] ef0cieXed —
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Each term in the expression will be proportional to



XX (@1 p(€oc)a™,
and since & 1L x and & 1L x, the integral over &, X, X can be written as a product of integrals over

& and x, x. The latter can be taken analytically:

/ R dxdR o Enory DR (19)

which can be calculated using Wick’s probability theorem.

3.4 Choosing I'

The idea consists in minimizing the ”perturbation parameter” so that each subsequent order of

the Taylor series expansion has less impact on the expression. Since higher orders of the expansion
contain higher powers of ¢® and higher moments Ey(o,ry [x"¥""], and these moments can be calculated

via second moments x2 = %2 and xx = h, the role of the ”perturbation parameter” is played by

e =c?-max(x2, |xX|)-

Let us consider the conditions that must be satisfied by h. Firstly, h must satisfy — <h<

1

1/a+s2 =
2 - — . . . A

1/;27—547 because £2 > 0 and x2 > 0. Secondly, since I is a covariance matrix, its eigenvalues must

be non-negative. The eigenvalues of I' are g, x2 — h and x2 4+ h. Thus, h needs to satisfy

1

1
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The minimum of max(x2, |h|) is realised when h = —x2 = —5Tare

3.5 Multimode case

Let’s apply the steps described above to the case of N modes. We start with an input state

N
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We construct a density matrix and take the partial trace over loss modes:
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We apply the Hubbard—Stratonovich transformation 2N times, resulting in an integral over
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Again, we redefine & /o — &, &iv/a — &
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We compute partial trace over loss modes:
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This expression now can be considered as taking an expected value over a 2/N-dimensional normal

distribution, where all variable pairs &;, §~1 are independent. Every variable pair &, g} has covariance



matrix ¥, and we can write this expression in the following way:
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For each variable pair &;, §~Z we now choose &oi, Xi, Xi in a way that is described above. Then,
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We now consider the Taylor series expansion (up to the second order) of the expression in the

square brackets, which we will denote fi:
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The creation operators a that act on the input modes can be written in terms of the operators

JI that act on the output modes:
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We will denote

9 (§oc) = e ity [0) (0] eZ S0V, (23)

We can expand the brackets in the expression for i, leaving the terms up to the second order:
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When we take the product of these two expressions, most of the resulting terms will have zero

expected value because of the properties of the normal distribution. Then
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The integrals over x;, X: result in specific moments of the distribution, and the integral over &p;

can be calculated using Monte-Carlo methods. The final expression is
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where by Wick’s probability theorem x2x?2 X5 = X7 X5 XX XaXs T XX XiX = (Xz) + 203 ()o})Z.

3.6 Calculating traces

In order to calculate Tr {ﬁoutﬁ}, we need to be able to calculate expression like Tr{l)(i’)ﬁ},
Tr {ci;cﬂ } Tr { d dkn} Tr {J;ﬁ(f)cikﬁ’}, etc, for different . The first one can be calcu-
lated fairly easily:
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Now suppose we need to calculate T'r {((ﬂ)q1 o (dN) N D(Z) ()2 ...(cZN)QNn} First, we note that
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Finally, we can write
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4 Algorithm overview

The goal of the algorithm is to calculate the probability of a state |7i), given 7, «a, ¢, s and U.
We assume that the Taylor series expansion is done up to the desired order before computation
starts. The integrals over x; and ¥; should also be computed (it can be done analytically via Wick’s
probability theorem).

We start by calculating two-variable covariance matrix 3 using o and s. We now select I' in the
way specified above such that it minimizes the series expansion parameter €. In order to compute
the integrals over £y;, we sample £o; for each i from a normal distribution N (0,%).

‘We now compute T'r { [u%}, which by linearity consists in computing traces of the form described
above; for each sample é) we need only a polynomial number of operations.

Finally, we take an average over our samples and multiply by the necessary constant terms.

5 Taylor series convergence for actual experimental con-
ditions
We have discussed above the fact that the role of the ”perturbation parameter” in the series expansion

%1/;% This parameter depends

on the experimental conditions (i.e. the squeezing parameter of the input state « and loss level 32).

is played by ¢*-min(x2, |h|), which we can choose to be equal to € =

The smaller this parameter is, the faster the series will converge. Thus, the best conditions for this
algorithm are achieved when the loss level s? is high and the squeezing parameter « is low. Let us
consider actual experimental implementation of the gaussian boson sampling problem, and estimate
how small this parameter is in those conditions.

Let’s consider the relation between o and the average amount of photons per state (n). If the
squeezing parameter is ¢ = re’?, then o = tanhr, while (n) = sinh?r

In a paper by Zhong et al. [§] 25 PPKTP crystals were used to produce 25 two-mode squeezed
states, which is equivalent to 50 single-mode squeezed states. The average number of photons reg-
istered by the detectors is 43. Thus, the average amount of photons per mode (n) is around gg,
r = arcsinh(m) ~ 0. 855 a = tanhr =~ 0.694. The average collection efficiency is said to be

? = (.628. Then, 6—5 1+2 ~ 0.18.

In another paper by Zhong et al. 9], the average amount of photons produced was increased to
70 at maximum pump intensity. This corresponds to a =~ 0.76. The overall transmission rate in the
experiment is said in the paper to be 48% and 54% for different settings, so we take s* ~ 0.5. This
yields € ~ 0.14.

The conclusion that we draw is that even in large GBS experiments which are said to demonstrate
quantum advantage the conditions are such that ¢ is fairly small, and not many orders of the series

need to be calculated to produce an approximation.



6 Implementation details

6.1 Contraction precomputation

Let’s consider the term

1— St a2 NA
5)(202 Z UijUir - Tr {d;dlu(foc)n} .
ijk

We can rewrite it as

%;7 S {ddlp(Eai} 3 Ul = %;7 So e {ddlo(Eo)i ) T,
Ik 7 ik

where Tjr = >, UsjUsr is a contraction of U with itself. It depends only on U, and can be calculated
before sampling 50, which reduces the amount of operations required to calculate each probability

sample from a EO sample.

6.2 Factorial fractions precomputation

In calculating traces of the form described above, we need to calculate factorial fractions of the form
m! — m
=F,

oot = 5% where 0 < p < m. Since the target state il is fixed, m < max(n;).

6.3 Reusing ), z,U;;

During calculation, while calculating each trace, we can calculate ), x;U;; only once for each f_z)
sample and then reuse it, thus using less operations to calculate each trace. Let’s denote S; =
> iU S =U"Z. Then,

rr{o@i} =1 nijl 15,27 (24)

J

and
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7 Complexity analysis

7.1 Precomputation

In this section we will analyze the computational complexity of precomputation. By precomputa-
tion we mean the calculations that need to be carried out only once before E_E) sampling and before

calculating probability samples for each Eo. The multiplicative constant before the integral sign
(det )N/2

alN (2m)3N/2(det T)

resulting sum, we will define its order to be the number of variables x and ¥, or, equivalently, the

~73 can be calculated with O(N) multiplication operations. For each term in the

power of the loss parameter c¢. Thus, the term

XS UL Ui - Tr {d}ﬁ(;{oc)dkﬁ}
ijk

will be of the second order. Then, each term of the order K will have a contraction of the form

Z UiyjrUizga - Uigcjir (25)
J1---JK

where some of the Uj; can be conjugated. This leaves at most K + 1 different ways to conjugate
the factors. Each contraction has K free indices, and calculating the sum requires N¥ additions and
N¥(K —1) multiplications. The total number of additions is N?® and the number of multiplications

is N?X(K — 1), where K is the maximum order we choose to calculate.



Calculating all F}" = L'), for 0 < p < m < max(n;) requires only around %"”2 multiplica-

(m—p

tions, since Vm Fg* =1, F{" =m, F;" =m(m—1)=(m—1)F{", ..., F.* = (m—k+ 1)F",.

7.2 Probability sample computation

Here we will analyze the computational complexity of calculating a single probability sample given
5_6. We will assume that the terms are calculated up to some order K.

Calculating the trace

2nj
rr{s@i} =1 oy [
J 7

requires one multiplication of an N X N matrix by a N-dimensional vector, N exponentiation oper-

ations and 2N multiplication operations. This calculations needs to be done only once for each Z.

Calculating any other trace of the form

Tr{ (@)™ ()™ (@) (d)" . (dw) Vi)
requires 2N exponentiation operations and 4N multiplication operations (since factorial fractions are

precomputed).
The number of terms for a given order K is N¥ times the number of different non-zero K-th

order moments Xi, ‘- Xi,Xiy4; ' Xix- Lhe exact amount is hard to calculate, but the total number
of moments (including those that are zero) is (K + 1)N*. Thus, the maximum amount of terms
required to is (K + 1)N?¥.

Since the amount of operations required to calculate each term is O(N), the total computational

complexity of calculating a probability sample for a given EE) is O (K - N2E )

8 Results

Below are the results of probability calculation for N = 5 for different output states. The calculated
probabilities are compared to exact solutions. The parameters are: a = 0.9, ¢ = s = /2. Number of

samples is 4096.

= Oth order
mmm 2nd order
Emm 4th order
B Exact solution

0.007 4

0.006 4

0.005 4

ities

0.004 4

Probabil

0.003 4

0.002 4

0.001 4

0.000 -
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

States

Figure 1: Probability calculation for 5 modes for different 2-photon output states.
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Oth order
2nd arder
4th order
Exact value

0.008 4

0.006 4

0.004 4

Probability

0.002 4

0.000 4

T T T T T T
0 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 60000
Number of samples

Figure 2: Graph of the average probability and the standard deviation calculated up to different orders
for different numbers of samples. The state for this graph is 2-photon.

These results show that for calculating a single output state probability accurately the number
of samples needs to be on the order of 10*. Below are the results of using fewer samples per state,
but instead of comparing individual probabilities we look at cosine similarity between exact and

approximated probability distributions over all 2-photon states.

1.00 4

0.98 1

0.96

Cosine similarity

0.94

0.92 1

= =z==
o
o u s oW

0.90 4

T T T T T T T T T
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Number of samples

Figure 3: Convergence of the cosine similarity between estimated probability distribution over the set of

all 2-photon states and ground truth for different N.

The above graph suggests that the number of samples per state needed to approximate the dis-
tribution doesn’t depend much on N. It is computationally hard to check this when comparing to
the exact solution, but if we assume that the cosine similarity converges to a value close to 1, we
can estimate how quickly it converges. Below we look at the cosine similarity between a distribution
calculated with K samples per state and a distribution calculated with K + 10 samples per state
for different K. Figure 4 suggests more strongly that the number of samples per state required for
accurate approximation is not really influenced by N
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Figure 4: Cosine similarity between probability distribution over the set of all 2-photon states after K
samples and after K + 10 samples for different N.

Below are benchmark results that show average precomputation time, which depends only on IV,

and time per sample, which depends on N and the amount of photons M in the target state.
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Figure 5: Precomputation time on an Intel i5 CPU in ms versus the number of modes.
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Figure 6: Average time per sample on an Intel i5 CPU versus the number of modes for states with

different photon numbers.

These results show that even N = 40 mode GBS can be simulated on an average laptop using

this algorithm.

9 Conclusion

In this paper we have presented a new algorithm for the approximate calculation of the probability
of observing a given output state in Gaussian boson sampling instance. We have discussed various
implementation details that help to reduce the number of operations needed to calculate each proba-
bility sample. We also analyze the total computational complexity both of the calculations that need
to be carried out once for each specific problem and of computing each probability sample.

This algorithm relies on the Taylor series expansion where the ”perturbation” parameter is depen-
dent on the problem conditions. The algorithm consists in calculating the terms of this Taylor series
up to some finite order. For a fixed maximum order, the computational complexity of the algorithm
is polynomial in N.

We have demonstrated that increasing the maximum order does increase the accuracy of the
answer. We have also measured precomputation and sampling time for a regular CPU, showing that
even large instances of Gaussian boson sampling (N & 40) can be solved in reasonable time.

We have considered recent GBS experiments and estimated the parameters of the problem for
those conditions. We believe that in those conditions our algorithm doesn’t require many orders of

the Taylor series to be calculated for approximating a probability of an output state.
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