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Continuous variable quantum teleportation using photon subtracted and photon

added two mode squeezed coherent state
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We consider non-Gaussian states generated by photon subtraction (PS) and photon addition
(PA) on two-mode squeezed coherent (TMSC) states, as resource states for continuous variable
(CV) quantum teleportation (QT). To this end, we derive the Wigner characteristic function for the
family of photon subtracted and photon added TMSC states, which is then utilized to calculate the
fidelity of teleporting a single mode coherent state and a squeezed vacuum state. The analysis shows
that while symmetric PS enhances the fidelity of QT in an extensive range of squeezing, asymmetric
PS enhances the performance marginally and only in the low squeezing regime. The addition
operations on the other hand are less useful, symmetric three-PA leads to a marginal improvement
while the other addition operations are useless. We have considered the actual experimental setup
for PS and PA operations and computed their success probabilities which should be kept in mind
while advocating the use of these operations. We could compute the fidelity of QT for a broad
range of states because we analytically derived the Wigner characteristic function for these family
of states which we think will be useful for various other applications of these families of states.

I. INTRODUCTION

The non-classical subset of, two mode Gaussian states,
in particular, two mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state,
have played a crucial role in the development of vari-
ous continuous variable (CV) quantum information pro-
cessing (QIP) protocols, for instance, quantum telepor-
tation [1], entanglement swapping [2], and quantum key
distribution [3]. However, in recent times, much atten-
tion is being paid to non-Gaussian states, which are
generated using non-Gaussian operations such as pho-
ton subtraction (PS) and photon addition (PA) on initial
Gaussian states [4]. These non-Gaussian operations can
enhance the nonclassicality [5] and entanglement content
of the state that they act upon [6–10]. Non-Gaussian
operations have already been considered for performance
enhancement in quantum illumination [11–15], quantum
teleportation (QT) [16–25] and quantum metrology [26–
33]. Furthermore, non-Gaussian operations have been
utilized in loophole-free tests of Bells inequality [34, 35]
and in quantum computing [36].
While dealing with Gaussian states and Gaussian op-

erations is theoretically simple, calculations involving
non-Gaussian states and non-Gaussian operations can be
complicated. This poses a formidable challenge to ana-
lyzing non-Gaussian operations, even on simple Gaus-
sian states. The PS and PA operations on TMSV states
have been extensively studied in quantum teleportation,
whereas PS and PA operations on more general class
of Gaussian states such as two mode squeezed coherent
(TMSC) states are unexplored. This can be attributed
mainly to challenges involved in the mathematical de-
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scription of these general non-Gaussian states and in cal-
culating the quantities of interest such as QT fidelity.
It should be noted that PS and PA are probabilistic

processes, and therefore, the success probability must be
taken into account while analyzing any quantity of in-
terest. However, most previous research has considered
ideal PS and PA operations via the annihilation and cre-
ation operators and ignored the success probability en-
tirely. To account for the success probability, one needs
to consider the practical scheme for non-Gaussian op-
erations, which results in additional parameters. For in-
stance, transmissivity parameters are included while con-
sidering the PS operation modeled using a beam splitter.
This additional parameter further increases the challenge
of working out an analytical solution.
This work considers non-Gaussian states generated by

realistic PS and PA operations on TMSC state as re-
source states for CV QT. TMSC state can be easily gen-
erated in a lab by feeding coherent state to a paramet-
ric down converter [37]. TMSC states have already been
studied in detail [38, 39] and recently, theoretical analysis
was undertaken in the context of quantummetrology [37].
Here we endeavor to explore whether the state generated
by PS and PA operations on TMSC state when used as
resource states can yield higher fidelity of QT. To this
end, we first derive the Wigner characteristic functions
of the PSTMSC and PATMSC states in terms of two-
variable Hermite polynomials. These functions have the
transmissivity of the two beam splitters as parameters,
and by suitably choosing the transmissivity, we can per-
form asymmetric and symmetric PS and PA operations.
We then derive the fidelity of QT for an input coherent
state and squeezed vacuum state. Since we have consid-
ered practical models for PS and PA operations, we take
the success probability of the respective non-Gaussian
operations into account while analyzing the fidelity of
QT.
The results show that symmetric PS operations en-
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hance the fidelity of QT. However, for the asymmetric
PS operations, the enhancement is seen only in the low
squeezing range. We note that the success probability for
symmetric n-PS is less when compared to asymmetric n-
PS. Among the PA operations, symmetric 3-PA, whose
success probability is very low, slightly improves the fi-
delity of QT for an input squeezed vacuum state. For
all other cases, the PA operation is not useful. We were
able to carry out fidelity calculations because we man-
aged to compute the the Wigner characteristic function
for the PSTMSC and PATMSC states which we think
would be valuable in characterizing these states and to
analyse their use in various QIP tasks.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we de-

rive the Wigner characteristic functions of the PSTMSC
and PATMSC states. In Sec III, we derive the fidelity
of teleportation for an input coherent state and squeezed
vacuum state and analyze them. Finally, in Sec. IV, we
provide some concluding remarks and discuss future di-
rections. In Appendix A, we provide a brief overview of
CV systems and their phase space representation.

II. WIGNER CHARACTERISTIC FUNCTION
OF PSTMSC AND PATMSC STATES

We first derive the Wigner characteristic function of
the PSTMSC state. The schematic for the generation of

FIG. 1. Scheme for the preparation of PSTMSC state. Modes
A1 and A2 of TMSC state are mixed with modes F1 and F2,
initialized to vacuum states, using beam splitter of transmis-
sivity T1 and T2, respectively. Photon number resolving de-
tectors (PNRD) given by the POVM {|n1〉〈n1|, 1 − |n1〉〈n1|}

and {|n2〉〈n2|, 1−|n2〉〈n2|} are applied to modes F
′

1 and F
′

2 re-
spectively. Simultaneous click of the POVM elements |n1〉〈n1|
and |n2〉〈n2| represents successful subtraction of n1 and n2

photons from the modes A1 and A2 of the TMSC state, re-
spectively.

the PSTMSC state is shown in Fig. 1. We start with an
uncorrelated two mode coherent state given by

|ψ〉A1A2
= DA1

(d, d)DA2
(d, d)|00〉, (1)

where Di(d, d) is the displacement operator defined in
Eq. (A5) of the Appendix A. Since two-mode coherent
state is a Gaussian state, the Wigner characteristic func-

tion can be written using Eq. (A20) as

χ(Λ) = exp

[
− τ21 + σ2

1 + τ22 + σ2
2

4

+ i(σ1 + σ2) d− i(τ1 + τ2) d

]
.

(2)

The TMSC state is generated by sending two-mode co-
herent state through a non-linear optical down con-
verter [37]:

|Ψ〉A1A2
= U(SA1A2

(r))|ψ〉A1A2
, (3)

where U(SA1A2
(r)) is the two mode squeezing oper-

ation defined in Eq. (A12) of the Appendix A. The
Wigner characteristic function transforms as χ(Λ) →
χ(S−1

A1A2
(r)Λ), which evaluates to

χA1A2
(Λ) = exp

[
i(σ1 + σ2) d e

r − i(τ1 + τ2) d e
−r

− τ21 + σ2
1 + τ22 + σ2

2

4
cosh(2r) +

τ1τ2 − σ1σ2
2

sinh(2r)

]
.

(4)
We combine the modes A1 and A2 of the TMSC state
with ancilla modes F1 and F2, initiated to vacuum states
using beam-splitters of transmissivity T1 and T2 respec-
tively. We represent the modes A1 and A2 by the quadra-
ture operators (q̂1, p̂1)

T and (q̂2, p̂2)
T , and the ancilla

modes F1 and F2 by the quadrature operators (q̂3, p̂3)
T

and (q̂4, p̂4)
T , respectively. The characteristic function of

the four mode system before the beam splitter operations
can be written as

χF1A1A2F2
(Λ) = χA1A2

(Λ)χ|0〉(Λ3)χ|0〉(Λ4), (5)

where χ|0〉(Λi) (i = 3, 4) is the Wigner characteristic
function of the vacuum state. The four modes get en-
tangled as a result of mixing by the two beam splitters
B(T1, T2) = BA1F1

(T1) ⊕ BA2F2
(T2), where Bij(T ) is

beam splitter operation defined in Eq. (A9) of the Ap-
pendix A. The transformed characteristic function can
be calculated as

χF ′

1
A′

1
A′

2
F ′

2
(Λ) = χF1A1A2F2

(B(T1, T2)
−1Λ). (6)

The modes F
′

1 and F
′

2 are measured with photon number
resolving detectors (PNRD) represented by the positive-
operator-valued measure (POVM) {Πn1

= |n1〉〈n1|, 1 −
Πn1

} and {Πn2
= |n2〉〈n2|, 1 −Πn2

} respectively. When
the POVM elements Πn1

and Πn2
click simultaneously,

PS operation on both the modes is considered to be suc-
cessful. In this paper, we consider symmetric and asym-
metric PS operation. Symmetric PS corresponds to equal
number of photons being detected in both the modes, i.e.,
n1 = n2 = n. The resultant state is referred to as Sym
n-PSTMSC state. Asymmetric PS corresponds to PS on
one of the modes (mode A2 in this paper). The resul-
tant state is referred to as Asym n-PSTMSC state. The
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results for Asym n-PSTMSC state can be obtained from
the general expression by setting n1 = 0, n2 = n, and
T1 = 1. Post-measurement, the unnormalized Wigner
characteristic function can be written as

χ̃PS
A′

1
A′

2

=
1

(2π)2

∫
d2Λ3d

2Λ4 χF ′

1
A′

1
A′

2
F ′

2
(Λ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Four mode entangled state

× χ|n1〉(Λ3)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Projection on |n1〉〈n1|

χ|n2〉(Λ4)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Projection on |n2〉〈n2|

,
(7)

where χ|ni〉(Λi) (i = 3, 4) is the Wigner characteristic
function of the Fock state |ni〉 and can be written in
terms of Laguerre polynomial as given in Eq. (A15) of
the Appendix A. Integration of Eq. (7) yields

χ̃PS
A′

1
A′

2

= a0 exp
(
ΛTM1Λ+ΛTM2

)

× F̂1 exp
[
− a1u1v1 + a2u1 + a3v1 − a4u2v2

+ a5u2 + a6v2 + a7(u1u2 + v1v2)
]
,

(8)

where the coefficients ai are provided in Eq. (B1) of
the Appendix B, the column vector Λ is defined as
(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2)

T , and the matrices M1 and M2 are given
in Eqs. (B3) and (B4) of the Appendix B. Further, the

differential operator F̂1 is defined as

F̂1 =
2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!

∂n1

∂ un1

1

∂n1

∂ vn1

1

∂n2

∂ un2

2

∂n2

∂ vn2

2

{•}u1=v1=0
u2=v2=0

. (9)

Equation (8) can further be expressed in terms of two-
variable Hermite polynomialsHm,n(x, y), which has been
explicitly demonstrated in Appendix B:

χ̃PS
A′

1
A′

2

= a0
2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!
exp

(
ΛTM1Λ+ΛTM2

)

×
min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

an1

1√
a1

i+j

an2

4√
a4

i+j

ai+j
7

i! j!
Pn1

i Pn1

j Pn2

i Pn2

j

×Hn1−i,n1−j

[
a2√
a1
,
a3√
a1

]
Hn2−i,n2−j

[
a5√
a4
,
a6√
a4

]
,

(10)
where Pn

r = n!/(n − r)! is r-permutation of n. We
note that the afore-derived Wigner characteristic func-
tion is unnormalized. The normalization corresponds to
the probability of simultaneous click of both the PNRD
detectors and can be computed as follows:

PPS = χ̃PS
A′

1
A′

2

∣∣∣∣τ1=σ1=0
τ2=σ2=0

= a0F̂1 exp
[
− a1u1v1 + b2u1

+ b3v1 − a4u2v2 + b5u2 + b6v2 + a7 (u1u2 + v1v2)
]
,

(11)
where the coefficients bi are provided in Eq. (B2) of
the Appendix B. Equation (11) can also be expressed

in terms of two-variable Hermite polynomials as

PPS = a0
2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!

min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

an1

1√
a1

i+j

an2

4√
a4

i+j

ai+j
7

i! j!
Pn1

i

× Pn1

j Pn2

i Pn2

j Hn1−i,
n1−j

[
b2√
a1
,
b3√
a1

]
Hn2−i,

n2−j

[
b5√
a4
,
b6√
a4

]
.

(12)
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FIG. 2. Success probability PPS of PSTMSC states as a func-
tion of (a) transmissivity T and (b)squeezing parameter r.
The displacement has been taken as d = 0.5. (n1, n2) repre-
sents the number of photons subtracted from each mode.

We now analyze the success probability for various
PSTMSC states as a function of transmissivity and
squeezing parameter in Fig. 2. For numerical analysis,
we have assumed T1 = T2 = T throughout this paper.
We see that the success probability decreases as trans-
missivity increases and approaches zero at unit transmis-
sivity. The results show an optimum squeezing at which
the probability is maximum. We notice that the Asym
n-PSTMSC and Sym n-PSTMSC states achieve the max-
imum around the same squeezing; however, the magni-
tude of the success probability is less for Sym n-PSTMSC
state as compared to Asym n-PSTMSC state. Further-
more, the success probability for Asym n-PSTMSC and
Sym n-PSTMSC states decreases as n increases. We also
noticed from our numerical analysis (not shown) that the
maximum shifts to lower squeezing as the transmissivity
decreases.

The normalized Wigner characteristic function χPS
A′

1
A′

2
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of the non-Gaussian PSTMSC state is obtained as

χPS
A′

1
A′

2

(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2) =
(
PPS

)−1
χ̃PS
A′

1
A′

2

(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2).

(13)
Several special cases can be obtained from the above ex-
pression. The Wigner characteristic function of the ideal
PSTMSC state ân1

1 ân2

2 |TMSC〉 can be obtained by set-
ting T1 = T2 = 1 in Eq. (13). Further, setting d = 0, and
T1 = T2 = 1 in Eq. (13) yields the Wigner characteris-
tic function of the ideal PSTMSV state ân1

1 ân2

2 |TMSV〉.
Now we derive the Wigner characteristic function of
PATMSC state.

FIG. 3. Scheme for the preparation of PATMSC state. Modes
A1 and A2 of TMSC state is mixed with modes F1 and F2,
initialized to Fock states |n1〉 and |n2〉, using beam splitter of
transmissivity T1 and T2, respectively. On-off detectors given
by the POVM {|0〉〈0|, 1 − |0〉〈0|} and {|0〉〈0|, 1 − |0〉〈0|} are

applied to modes F
′

1 and F
′

2 respectively. Simultaneous click
of the ‘on’ elements of both the detectors represents successful
addition of n1 and n2 photons to the TMSC state.

The schematic for the generation of PATMSC state is
portrayed in Fig. 3. We mix the modes A1 and A2 of
the TMSC state, with ancilla modes F1 and F2, initi-
ated to Fock states |n1〉 and |n2〉, using beam-splitters
of transmissivity T1 and T2 respectively. The Wigner
characteristic function of the four mode system post the
beam splitter operations can be written as

χF1A1A2F2
(Λ) = χA1A2

(Λ1,Λ2)χ|n1〉(Λ3)χ|n2〉(Λ4). (14)

The two beam splitters entangle the four modes. The
Wigner characteristic function after the beam-splitter op-
erations is given by

χF ′

1
A′

1
A′

2
F ′

2
(Λ) = χF1A1A2F2

(B(T1, T2)
−1Λ). (15)

The modes F
′

1 and F
′

2 are measured with on-off detectors
represented by the POVM {Π0 = |0〉〈0|, 1 − Π0}. When
both the POVM elements Π0 click simultaneously, n1

and n2 photons are considered to be added to the TMSC
state. Analogous to the PS case, we consider symmetric
PA for n1 = n2 = n and asymmetric PA (on mode A2)
for n1 = 0, n2 = n and T1 = 1. The corresponding states
are called Sym n-PATMSC and Asym n-PATMSC states.
The unnormalized Wigner characteristic function for the

PATMSC state can be written as

χ̃PA
A′

1
A′

2

=
1

(2π)2

∫
d2Λ3d

2Λ4 χF ′

1
A′

1
A′

2
F ′

2
(Λ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Four mode entangled state

× χ|0〉(Λ3)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Projection on |0〉〈0|

χ|0〉(Λ4)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Projection on |0〉〈0|

.
(16)

On integrating Eq. (16), we obtain

χ̃PA
A′

1
A′

2

= a0 exp
(
ΛTM1Λ+ΛTM2

)

× F̂1 exp
[
− c1u1v1 + c2u1 + c3v1 − c4u2v2

+ c5u2 + c6v2 + c7 (u1u2 + v1v2)
]
,

(17)

where the coefficients ci are provided in Eq. (B9) of the
Appendix B. The afore-derived expression can also be
written in terms of two variable Hermite polynomial as

χ̃PA
A′

1
A′

2

= a0
2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!
exp

(
ΛTM1Λ+ΛTM2

)

×
min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

cn1

1√
c1

i+j

cn2

4√
c4

i+j

ci+j
7

i! j!
Pn1

i Pn1

j Pn2

i Pn2

j

×Hn1−i,n1−j

[
c2√
c1
,
c3√
c1

]
Hn2−i,n2−j

[
c5√
c4
,
c6√
c4

]
.

(18)
The probability of n1 and n2 photon addition on the
TMSC state can be evaluated from the above equa-
tion (18) as follows:

PPA = χ̃PA
A′

1
A′

2

∣∣∣∣τ1=σ1=0
τ2=σ2=0

= a0F̂1 exp
[
− c1u1v1 + d2u1

+ d3v1 − c4u2v2 + d5u2 + d6v2 + c7 (u1u2 + v1v2)
]
,

(19)
where the coefficients di are given in Eq. (B10) of the Ap-
pendix B. Equation (19) can also be expressed in terms
of two-variable Hermite polynomial:

PPA = a0
2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!

min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

cn1

1√
c1

i+j

cn2

4√
c4

i+j

ci+j
7

i! j!
Pn1

i

× Pn1

j Pn2

i Pn2

j Hn1−i,
n1−j

[
d2√
c1
,
d3√
c1

]
Hn2−i,

n2−j

[
d5√
c4
,
d6√
c4

]
.

(20)
Now we analyze the success probability for the

PATMSC states as a function of transmissivity and
squeezing parameter in Fig. 4. Again we see that the
success probability decreases as transmissivity increases
and approaches zero at unit transmissivity. Further, the
Asym n-PATMSC and Sym n-PATMSC states achieve a
maximum around the same squeezing, and the magnitude
of success probability for Sym n-PATMSC state is lower
than the Asym n-PATMSC state. Further, the success
probability for Asym n-PATMSC and Sym n-PATMSC
states decrease as n increases. We also observed that the
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FIG. 4. Success probability PPA of PATMSC states as a func-
tion of (a) transmissivity T and (b) squeezing parameter r.
The displacement has been taken as d = 0.5. (n1, n2) repre-
sents the number of photons added to each mode.

maxima shifts to lower squeezing as the transmissivity
decreases.
The normalized Wigner characteristic function χPA

A′

1
A′

2

of the non-Gaussian PATMSC state is given by

χPA
A′

1
A′

2

(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2) =
(
PPA

)−1
χ̃PA
A′

1
A′

2

(τ1, σ1, τ2, σ2).

(21)
We can obtain the Wigner characteristic function of

several special cases from the above expression. For in-
stance, by setting T1 = T2 = 1 in Eq. (21), we get
the Wigner characteristic function of the ideal PATMSC

state â†1
m1

â†2
m2 |TMSC〉. On further setting d = 0, we

obtain the Wigner characteristic function of the ideal

PATMSV state â†1
m1

â†2
m2 |TMSV〉.

III. CV QT USING PSTMSC AND PATMSC
STATES

After deriving the Wigner characteristic function of the
PSTMSC and PATMSC states, we derive the teleporta-
tion fidelity to teleport a coherent and squeezed vacuum
state.
Here we consider the ideal Braunstein-Kimble (BK)

protocol for the QT of an unknown input quantum state
between two distant physical systems [1]. The schematic
is shown in Fig. 5. In the protocol, Alice and Bob share

FIG. 5. Schematic of ideal Braunstein-Kimble protocol for the
quantum teleportation of an unknown input quantum state.
The shared resource state can be either TMSC, PSTMSC or
PATMSC.

an entangled resource state. The density operator and
the characteristic function of the entangled resource state
is represented by ρA′

1
A′

2
and χA′

1
A′

2
(Λ1,Λ2), respectively.

Alice has the single mode input state that has to be tele-
ported. We denote the density operator and the charac-
teristic function of the unknown input state by ρin and
χin(Λin), respectively. Using a balanced beam splitter,
Alice mixes her mode and the single mode input state.
Alice then performs homodyne measurements of x̂ and p̂-
quadratures on the two output modes of the beam split-
ter and classically communicates the result to Bob. Bob
performs a displacement operation D(x, p) on his mode,
and consequently, the mode A′

2 with Bob is transformed
to mode ‘out’. The state corresponding to the mode ‘out’
is the teleported state. In the characteristic function for-
malism, we can write the teleported state as a product
of the input state and the entangled resource state [40]:

χout(τ2, σ2) = χin(τ2, σ2)χA′

1
A′

2
(τ2,−σ2, τ2, σ2). (22)

To assess the success of the QT protocol, we define
fidelity of QT as the overlap between the single mode in-
put state ρin and the output state ρout as F = Tr[ρinρout].
The fidelity of QT in characteristic function can be writ-
ten as [41]

F =
1

2π

∫
d2Λ2χin(Λ2)χout(−Λ2). (23)

The maximum fidelity of teleporting a coherent state
without using a shared entangled state is 1/2 [42, 43];
therefore, fidelity greater than 1/2 signifies a success for
CV QT. We note that perfect teleportation, i.e., telepor-
tation with unit fidelity, can only occur with an infinitely
entangled resource state.

A. Teleportation of input coherent state

Now we evaluate the fidelity of teleportation for an in-
put coherent state using entangled PSTMSC state (13) as
a resource. The Wigner characteristic function for the co-
herent state is provided in Eq. (A21) of Appendix A. The
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expression for fidelity can be evaluated using Eq. (23),
which turns out to be

FPS =
e0
PPS

2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!

min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

en1

1√
e1

i+j

en2

4√
e4

i+j

ei+j
7

i! j!
Pn1

i

× Pn1

j Pn2

i Pn2

j Hn1−i,
n1−j

[
e2√
e1
,
e3√
e1

]
Hn2−i,

n2−j

[
e5√
e4
,
e6√
e4

]
,

(24)
where the coefficients ei are given in Eq. (B11) of the
Appendix B. The afore-derived expression represents the
fidelity of QT for a very general family of non-Gaussian
resource states. By taking proper limits, we can obtain
the fidelity of QT for various special cases as follows: (i)
Ideal PS on TMSC state by setting T1 = T2 = 1. (ii)
Realistic PS on TMSV state by setting d = 0. (iii) Ideal
PS on TMSV state by setting d = 0 and T1 = T2 = 1.
Further, we can obtain fidelity of QT for asymmetric PS
operations (on mode A2) by setting n1 = 0 and T1 = 1
in the aforementioned cases.
The fidelity of QT using TMSC resource state can be

obtained by taking n1 = n2 = 0 and the T1 = T2 = 1 in
Eq. (24):

FTMSC =
1 + λ

2
exp

[
d2 (λ− 1)

]
, λ = tanh r. (25)

Setting d = 0, we obtain the fidelity corresponding to the
TMSV resource state: (1+λ)/2 [1]. Similarly, in the unit
transmissivity limit with n1 = n2 = 1, the fidelity results
matches with the resource state â1â2|TMSV〉 considered
in Ref. [19]. We see that the fidelity is independent of dis-
placement of the input coherent state and depends upon
the displacement and squeezing of the TMSC state. Sim-
ilarly, the fidelity of QT for an input coherent state us-
ing PATMSC resource state (21) can be evaluated using
Eq. (23):

FPA =
e0
PPA

2−(n1+n2)

n1!n2!

min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

fn1

1√
f1

i+j

fn2

4√
f4

i+j

f i+j
7

i! j!
Pn1

i

× Pn1

j Pn2

i Pn2

j Hn1−i,
n1−j

[
f2√
f1
,
f3√
f1

]
Hn2−i,

n2−j

[
f5√
f4
,
f6√
f4

]
,

(26)
where the coefficients fi are given in Eq. (B12) of the
Appendix B. The fidelity results matches with the re-

source state â†1â
†
2|TMSV〉 obtained in the unit transmis-

sivity limit with n1 = n2 = 1 [19].
We numerically analyze the fidelity of QT for an input

coherent state as a function of transmissivity and squeez-
ing for the PSTMSC resource state and plot these results
in Fig. 6.
From Fig. 6(a), we observe that the fidelity of QT in-

creases as transmissivity increases; however, as we no-
ticed in Fig. 2(b) that the success probability approaches
zero in the unit transmissivity limit. Therefore, we need
to work in the T < 1 regime. For symmetric opera-
tions, the fidelity of QT is above 1/2 for all values of
transmissivity for the considered squeezing parameter
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FIG. 6. Teleportation fidelity FPS for an input coherent state
using PSTMSC resource states as a function of (a) transmis-
sivity T and (b) squeezing parameter r. The displacement
has been taken as d = 0.5. The black solid curve represents
fidelity of teleportation for an input coherent state using the
TMSC resource state.

r = 0.8. According to BK protocol, the excess value
beyond the classical bound 1/2 is an indicator of the
success of CV QT. While Asym 1-PSTMSC state sur-
passes the 1/2 limit for all transmissivity values, Asym
3-PSTMSC only surpasses the 1/2 limit for T ≈ 0.8. Fur-
ther, the teleportation fidelity for Sym 1-PSTMSC and
Sym 3-PSTMSC states outperforms the TMSC state af-
ter a threshold transmissivity T ≈ 0.9.

In Fig. 6(b), we see that Sym 1-PSTMSC and Sym
3-PSTMSC states outperform the TMSC state in the
approximate interval r ∈ (0, 0.8). Moreover, the tele-
portation fidelity for these states surpasses the classical
limit 1/2 for r ≈ 0.15, which is a positive result. Asym
1-PSTMSC state outperforms Sym 1-PSTMSC when the
fidelity of teleportation is over the classical bound 1/2.
However, Asym 3-PSTMSC state outperforms Sym 1-
PSTMSC when the fidelity of teleportation is below the
classical bound 1/2. Therefore this scenario does not re-
flect the success of the CV QT protocol.

The success probability for Sym 1-PSTMSC and Sym
3-PSTMSC states are of the order 10−2 and 10−5 at r =
0.6. For Asym 1-PSTMSC state the probability is of the
order 10−2 at r = 0.2.

We study the teleportation fidelity of an input coherent
state using the PATMSC resource state. Figure 7 shows
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FIG. 7. Teleportation fidelity FPA for an input coherent
state using PATMSC resource states as a function of (a) trans-
missivity T and (b) squeezing parameter r. The displacement
has been taken as d = 0.5. The black solid curve represents
fidelity of teleportation for an input coherent state using the
TMSC resource state.

the results. We observe that the symmetric and asym-
metric photon addition only weakens the teleportation
fidelity in the sense that PATMSC resource states un-
derperform compared to the TMSC resource state. How-
ever, the PATMSC states do surpass the classical bound
1/2, reflecting success for CV QT.

B. Teleportation of input squeezed vacuum state

We now consider the teleportation of input squeezed
vacuum state with squeezing ǫ using entangled PSTMSC
state as a resource state. The Wigner characteristic func-
tion of squeezed vacuum state can be obtained using
Eq. (A22) of the Appendix A. The expression for the
fidelity of QT can be evaluated using Eq. (23), which
turns out to be

FPS =
F̂1 exp

(
u
TM3u+ u

TM4 +m0

)

PPS
√
b20 + d20 + 2b0d0 cosh (2ǫ)

, (27)

where d0 = (cosh r− sinh r
√
T1T2)

2 and the column vec-
tor u is defined as (u1, v1, u2, v2)

T . Further the expres-
sions for m0 and the matrices M3 and M4 are provided
in Eqs. (B13), (B14), and (B16) of the Appendix B.
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FIG. 8. (a) Teleportation fidelity FPS for input squeezed vac-
uum state using PSTMSC resource states as a function of the
squeezing parameter ǫ. (b) Teleportation fidelity FPS for an
input squeezed vacuum state using PSTMSC resource states
as a function of transmissivity T . (c) Teleportation fidelity
FPS for an input squeezed vacuum state using PSTMSC re-
source states as a function of squeezing parameter r. The dis-
placement has been taken as d = 0.5. The black solid curve
represents fidelity of teleportation for an input squeezed vac-
uum state using the TMSC resource state.

On taking n1 = n2 = 0 and T1 = T2 = 1, we obtain
fidelity of QT of an input squeezed vacuum state using
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TMSC resource state:

FTMSC =

[(
1 + tanh (r + ǫ)

2

)(
1 + tanh (r − ǫ)

2

)]1/2

× exp
[
d2 (tanh (r + ǫ)− 1)

]
,

(28)
which depends on the squeezing ǫ of the input state and
displacement and squeezing r of the TMSC state. Fur-
ther on taking ǫ = 0 in Eq. (28), we obtain Eq. (25), the
fidelity of QT of an input coherent state using TMSC
resource state.
We now proceed to evaluate the fidelity of QT of an

input squeezed vacuum state using PATMSC resource
state, which evaluates to

FPA =
F̂1 exp

(
u
TM5u+ u

TM6 +m0

)

PPA
√
b20 + d20 + 2b0d0 cosh (2ǫ)

, (29)

where the explicit forms of the matrices M5 and M6 are
provided in Eqs. (B18), and (B20) of the Appendix B.
We analyze the fidelity of QT of an input squeezed

vacuum state using the PSTMSC resource state. We plot
the teleportation fidelity as a function of the squeezing
ǫ of the input squeezed vacuum state in Fig. 8(a). The
fidelity of QT for the symmetric PSTMSC state and the
TMSC state initially increases, attains a maximum value,
and then starts to decrease as ǫ increases.

We plot the fidelity of QT as a function of transmis-
sivity in Fig. 8(b). We observe that the performance of
the symmetric PSTMSC state surpasses the TMSC state
after a threshold transmissivity T ≈ 0.8. The fidelity of
QT as a function of squeezing parameter r is shown in
Fig. 8(c). We observe that the qualitative behavior of the
fidelity for different PSTMSC states is similar to that of
Fig. 6, the teleportation fidelity for input coherent state.

In Fig. 9, we analyze the teleportation fidelity of input
squeezed vacuum state using PATMSC resource state.
We observe from Fig. 9(b) that the Sym 3-PATMSC
state outperforms the TMSC state only for high value
of transmissivity (T ≈ 0.99). Further Fig. 9(c) shows
that the Sym 3-PATMSC state outperforms the TMSC
state for high squeezing parameter. We note that the
success probability for Sym 3-PATMSC is of the order
10−8 at r = 1.

To conclude the analysis of fidelity of QT using
PSTMSC and PATMSC resource states, we find that the
symmetric PS is the most beneficial non-Gaussian oper-
ation. In Table I, we have provided the advantageous
range of the squeezing parameter along with the success
probability for non-Gaussian operations providing posi-
tive results.

TABLE I. Advantageous range of squeezing parameter and success probability.

Operation Squeezing Range (coh) Squeezing Range (sqv) Success Probability

Asym 1-PS r ∈ [0.0, 0.4] for T = 0.9 r ∈ [0.0, 0.2] for T = 0.9 P ∼ 10−2 at r = 0.2

Sym 1-PS r ∈ [0.0, 0.8] for T = 0.9 r ∈ [0.0, 1.0] for T = 0.9 P ∼ 10−2 at r = 0.6

Sym 3-PS r ∈ [0.0, 0.8] for T = 0.9 r ∈ [0.0, 1.1] for T = 0.9 P ∼ 10−5 at r = 0.6

Sym 3-PA ∅ for all values of T r ∈ [0.6, 2.0] for T = 0.99 P ∼ 10−8 at r = 1

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we analytically derived the Wigner
characteristic function for the families of PATMSC and
PSTMSC states. Using the expression for the Wigner
characteristic function, we computed the expression of
the fidelity of quantum teleportation for input coherent
states and squeezed vacuum states. For the PS case, our
analysis showed that the symmetric PS operations turn
out to be more advantageous compared to the asymmet-
ric PS operations which was useful only in the low squeez-
ing range. PA operations were in general, less useful than
PS operations for quantum teleportation and it was only

the symmetric 3-PA which resulted in a modest improve-
ment over the TMSC state for an input squeezed vacuum.
We were able to recover the previous results available in
this context as special cases from our more general anal-
ysis.

We considered an explicit physical model to carry out
the PS and PA operations. As it turns out, the scheme
succeeds only with a certain probability, leading to a re-
duction of available resources. The success probability
for Sym 1-PS is of the order 10−2, while for Sym 3-PS
and Sym 3-PA, the orders drop to 10−5 and 10−8, respec-
tively. Therefore, for a realistic comparison we must take
into account these success probabilities which further re-
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FIG. 9. (a) Teleportation fidelity FPA for input squeezed vac-
uum state using PATMSC resource states as a function of the
squeezing parameter ǫ. (b) Teleportation fidelity FPA for an
input squeezed vacuum state using PATMSC resource states
as a function of transmissivity T . (c) Teleportation fidelity
FPA for an input squeezed vacuum state using PATMSC re-
source states as a function of squeezing parameter r. The dis-
placement has been taken as d = 0.5. The black solid curve
represents fidelity of teleportation for an input squeezed vac-
uum state using the TMSC resource state.

duces the reason for using these operations. In any case,
given the overall picture, we conclude that the Sym 1-PS
operation is the most profitable non-Gaussian operation
for the purpose of carrying out quantum teleportation.
We stress that a more efficient way of carrying out PS
and PA operations is desirable if we want to use them for
enhancement of the efficiency of QIP protocols based on

CV systems.
We expect that the current work, where we have ex-

plicitly computed the Wigner characteristic function for
PSTMSC and PATMSC states will pave the way to bet-
ter analyse the application of these non-Gaussian states
in various other QIP protocols such as QKD, quantum
metrology, and entanglement swapping.
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Appendix A: Continuous variable systems,
symplectic transformations and phase space

description

We represent an n-mode continuous variable quantum
system via n pairs of Hermitian quadrature operators
q̂i, p̂i (i = 1 , . . . , n) which can be grouped together in
the form of a column vector as [44–48]

ξ̂ = (ξ̂i) = (q̂1, p̂1 . . . , q̂n, p̂n)
T , i = 1, 2, . . . , 2n. (A1)

The bosonic commutation relation between them can be
expressed in a compact form as (~=1)

[ξ̂i, ξ̂j ] = iΩij , (i, j = 1, 2, ..., 2n), (A2)

where Ω is the 2n × 2n matrix given by

Ω =
n⊕

k=1

ω =



ω

. . .

ω


 , ω =

(
0 1

−1 0

)
. (A3)

We can also represent an n-mode continuous variable
quantum system via n-pairs of annihilation âi and cre-

ation operators â†i (i = 1, 2, ..., n). The field annihilation

and creation operators âi and â
†
i (i = 1, 2, . . . , n) can be

expressed in terms of quadrature operators as

âi =
1√
2
(q̂i + ip̂i), â†i =

1√
2
(q̂i − ip̂i). (A4)

Displacement operator : Displacement operator act-
ing on the ith mode is defined as

D̂i(ai, bi) = ei(biq̂i−aip̂i), (A5)

where ai and bi is the amount of displacement along q̂
and p̂-quadrature of the ith mode. Coherent state are
generated by the action of the displacement operator on
the vacuum state:

|ai, bi〉i = D̂i(ai, bi)|0〉i. (A6)
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Symplectic transformations are linear homogeneous
transformations, which are characterized by real 2n× 2n
matrices S and transform the quadrature operators as

ξ̂i → ξ̂′i = Sij ξ̂j . The S matrices obey the the canon-
ical commutation relations (A2) leading to the condi-
tion SΩST = Ω. These real transformations constitute
a non-compact group in 2n dimensions known as sym-
plectic group denoted by Sp(2n, R). For each element
S ∈ Sp(2n, R), there exists an infinite dimensional uni-
tary representation U(S) acting on the Hilbert space.
Now we define three symplectic operations, which are
relevant to this work [44, 47].
Single mode squeezing operation : The single mode
squeezing operation transforms the quadrature operators
(q̂, p̂)T according to the symplectic matrix

S(r) =

(
e−r 0

0 er

)
. (A7)

The infinite dimensional unitary representation for the
single mode squeezing operation can be written as

U(S(r)) = exp[r(a2 − â†
2

)/2]. (A8)

Beam splitter operation : The two mode beam split-
ter operation is a symplectic transformation whose action

on the quadrature operators ξ̂ = (q̂i, p̂i, q̂j , p̂j)
T of a two

mode system is given by

Bij(T ) =

( √
T 12

√
1− T 12

−
√
1− T 12

√
T 12

)
, (A9)

where 12 is the 2×2 identity matrix. The infinite dimen-
sional unitary representation corresponding to the beam
splitter transformation is

U(Bij(T )) = exp[arccos(
√
T )(â†i âj − âiâ

†
j)]. (A10)

Two mode squeezing operation : The two mode
squeezing operation is also a symplectic transformation
whose action on the quadrature operators (q̂i, p̂i, q̂j , p̂j)

T

is given by

Sij(r) =

(
cosh r 12 sinh rZ

sinh rZ cosh r 12

)
, (A11)

where Z = diag(1, −1). The corresponding infinite di-
mensional unitary operator acting on the Hilbert space
is

U(Sij(r)) = exp[r(â†i â
†
j − âiâj)]. (A12)

While the beam splitter operation acting on the Hilbert
space through its infinite dimensional unitary representa-
tion U(Bij(θ)) conserve the total photon number, single-
and two-mode squeezing operator acting on the Hilbert
space through its infinite dimensional unitary representa-
tion U(Sij(r)) do not conserve the total photon number.
We note that all the infinite dimensional unitary trans-
formations of the three aforementioned symplectic trans-
formations are generated by quadratic Hamiltonians.

1. Phase space description

For our current work, it is convenient to work in phase
space formalism, more specifically, Wigner characteristic
function. For a density operator ρ̂ of an n-mode quantum
system, the corresponding Wigner characteristic function
is given by

χ(Λ) = Tr[ρ̂ exp(−iΛTΩξ̂)], (A13)

where ξ = (q̂1, p̂1, . . . q̂n, p̂n)
T , Λ = (Λ1,Λ2, . . .Λn)

T with
Λi = (τi, σi)

T ∈ R2. The Wigner characteristic function
for a single mode Fock state |n〉 can be evaluated using
Eq. (A13) as

χ|n〉(τ, σ) = exp

[
−τ

2

4
− σ2

4

]
Ln

(
τ2

2
+
σ2

2

)
, (A14)

where Ln(x) is the Laguerre polynomial. It can further
be expressed as

χ|n〉(τ, σ) = exp

[
−τ

2

4
− σ2

4

]
F̂ e2st+s(τ+iσ)−t(τ−iσ),

(A15)
with

F̂ =
1

2nn!

∂n

∂ sn
∂n

∂ tn
{•}s=t=0. (A16)

For an n mode system, the first order moments are
defined as

d = 〈ξ̂〉 = Tr[ρ̂ξ̂], (A17)

and the second order moments, which can be written in
the form of a real symmetric 2n× 2n matrix, is defined
as

V = (Vij) =
1

2
〈{∆ξ̂i,∆ξ̂j}〉, (A18)

where ∆ξ̂i = ξ̂i−〈ξ̂i〉, and { , } denotes anti-commutator.
This matrix is called covariance matrix. The uncertainty
principle puts the following condition on the covariance
matrix:

V +
i

2
Ω ≥ 0. (A19)

A state is called a Gaussian state if the corresponding
Wigner characteristic function is a Gaussian. Gaussian
states are completely determined by their first and sec-
ond order moments. For a Gaussian state, the Wigner
characteristic function is given by [47, 49]

χ(Λ) = exp[−1

2
ΛT (ΩV ΩT )Λ − i(Ωd)TΛ], (A20)

where V is the covariance matrix of the state and d rep-
resents the displacement of the Gaussian state. Using
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the above expression, the Wigner characteristic func-
tion of a single mode coherent state with displacement
d = (dx, dp)

T turns out to be

χcoh(Λ) = exp

[
−1

4
(τ2 + σ2)− i(τdp − σdx)

]
. (A21)

Similarly, the characteristic function of a single mode
squeezed vacuum state obtained by the action of a single
mode squeezing operator (A8) on vacuum state evaluates
to

χsqv(Λ) = exp

[
−1

4
(τ2e2r + σ2e−2r)

]
. (A22)

For a homogeneous symplectic transformation S and
its infinite dimensional unitary representation U(S), the
density operator transforms as ρ → U(S)ρU(S)†. The
corresponding transformation of the displacement vector,
covariance matrix and Wigner characteristic function is
given by [44, 47, 49]

d → Sd, V → SV ST , and χ(Λ) → χ(S−1Λ).
(A23)

We conclude this brief introduction of CV systems and
its phase space formalism with a note that most of the
concepts discussed are available at length in Refs. [44,
47, 48].

Appendix B: Matrices and coefficients appearing in
the Wigner characteristic function, success

probability and the fidelity of QT using PSTMSC
and PATMSC state.

1. Wigner characteristic function and probability
expression of the PSTMSC state

Here we provide the values of ai and bi, which appear in
the Wigner characteristic function (10) and probability
expression (11) of the PSTMSC state. The values for
coefficients ai and bi are given by

a0 =b−1
0 exp

(
d2
(
t21 + t22
b0

− 2

))
,

a1 = − b−1
0 (α2r21t

2
2),

a2 =b2 −
r1t2α

b0
(αt1t2(τ1 + iσ1) + iβ (iτ2 + σ2)),

a3 =b3 +
r1t2α

b0
(αt1t2(τ1 − iσ1)− β (τ2 + iσ2)),

a4 = − b−1
0 (α2r22t

2
1),

a5 =b5 −
r2t1α

b0
(αt1t2(τ2 + iσ2) + iβ (iτ1 + σ1)),

a6 =b6 +
r2t1α

b0
(αt1t2(τ2 − iσ2)− β (τ1 + iσ1)),

a7 =b−1
0 (αβr1r2),

(B1)

where,

b0 =1 + α2
(
1− t21t

2
2

)
,

b2 =
r1d

b0
(i+ 1)

(
iαt22 − β

)
,

b3 =
r1d

b0
(i+ 1)

(
iβ − αt22

)
,

b5 =
r2d

b0
(i+ 1)

(
iαt21 − β

)
,

b6 =
r2d

b0
(i+ 1)

(
iβ − αt21

)
.

(B2)

Here ti =
√
Ti and ri =

√
1− Ti (i = 1, 2). Further

α = sinh r and β = cosh r. The matrix M1 is given by

M1 =
−1

4b0




c0 0 −2αβt1t2 0

0 c0 0 2αβt1t2
−2αβt1t2 0 c0 0

0 2αβt1t2 0 c0


 ,

(B3)
where c0 = 1+α2(1 + t21t

2
2). The explicit form of matrix

M2 can be written as

M2 =
d

ib0




t1
(
β − αt22

)

−t1
(
β + αt22

)

t2
(
β − αt21

)

−t2
(
β + αt21

)


 . (B4)

Expressing Eq. (8) in terms of two variable Hermite
polynomials

We first provide two identities concerning two variable
Hermite polynomials and its differentiation:

Hm,n(x, y) =

min(m,n)∑

i=0

(−1)im!n!xm−iyn−i

i! (m− i)! (n− i)!

=
∂m

∂ sm
∂n

∂ tn
exp(−st+ sx+ ty)

∣∣∣∣
s=t=0

.

(B5)

and

∂i

∂ xi
∂j

∂ yj
Hm,n(x, y) =

m!n!

(m− i)! (n− j)!
Hm−i,n−j(x, y),

(B6)



12

Now we consider the part of Eq. (8) that depends only
on ui and vi (i = 1, 2) and arrange them as follows:

F̂1e
a7(u1u2+v1v2)e−a1u1v1+a2u1+a3v1e−a4u2v2+a5u2+a6v2

=F̂1

∞∑

i=0

(a7u1u2)
i

i!

∞∑

j=0

(a7v1v2)
j

j!
e−a1u1v1+a2u1+a3v1

× e−a4u2v2+a5u2+a6v2

=F̂1

∞∑

i=0

(a7)
i

i!

∞∑

j=0

(a7)
j

j!
∂ia2

∂ia5
∂ja3

∂ja6
e−a1u1v1+a2u1+a3v1

× e−a4u2v2+a5u2+a6v2

=

∞∑

i,j=0

(a7)
i+j

i! j!
∂ia2

∂ia5
∂ja3

∂ja6
an1

1 Hn1,n1

[
a2√
a1
,
a3√
a1

]

× an2

4 Hn2,n2

[
a5√
a4
,
a6√
a4

]
.

(B7)
Now we use Eq.(B7) to obtain the final form (10):

min(n1,n2)∑

i,j=0

(a7)
i+j

i! j!
an1

1

Pn1

i Pn1

j√
a1

i+j Hn1−i,n1−j

[
a2√
a1
,
a3√
a1

]

× an2

4

Pn2

i Pn2

j√
a4

i+j
Hn2−i,n2−j

[
a5√
a4
,
a6√
a4

]
.

(B8)

2. Wigner characteristic function and probability
expression of the PATMSC state

Now we furnish the values of the coefficients ci and
di arising in the Wigner characteristic function (17) and
probability expression (19) of the PATMSC state. The
values for coefficients ci and di are given as follows:

c1 =− b−1
0 (β2r21),

c2 =d2 −
r1β

b0
(αt1t2(τ2 − iσ2)− β (τ1 + iσ1))

c3 =d3 +
r1β

b0
(αt1t2(τ2 + iσ2) + iβ (iτ1 + σ1))

c4 =− b−1
0 (β2r22)

c5 =d5 −
r2β

b0
(αt1t2(τ1 − iσ1)− β (τ2 + iσ2))

c6 =d6 +
r2β

b0
(αt1t2(τ1 + iσ1) + iβ (iτ2 + σ2))

c7 =b−1
0 (αβr1r2t1t2)

(B9)

where,

d2 =− t1b2, d5 =− t2b5,

d3 =− t1b3, d6 =− t2b6.
(B10)

3. Fidelity for input coherent state using PSTMSC
and PATMSC state

The coefficients ei appearing in the fidelity of QT of
input coherent state using PSTMSC state (24) are

e0 =(b0 + d0)
−1 exp

(
d2
(
t21 + t22
b0 + d0

− 2

))
,

e1 =− (b0 + d0)
−1(α2r21t

2
2),

e2 =
r1d

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (αt2(t1 + it2)− 2β) ,

e3 =
r1d

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (2iβ − αt2(it1 + t2)) ,

e4 =− (b0 + d0)
−1(α2r22t

2
1),

e5 =
r2d

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (αt1(it1 + t2)− 2β) ,

e6 =
r2d

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (2iβ − αt1(t1 + it2)) ,

e7 =(b0 + d0)
−1αr1r2 (2β − αt1t2) ,

(B11)

where d0 = (β − αt1t2)
2. Further, the coefficients fi

arising in the fidelity of QT of input coherent state using
PATMSC state (26) are given by

f1 =− (b0 + d0)
−1(β2r21),

f2 =
r1dβ

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (t1 − it2) ,

f3 =
r1dβ

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (t2 − it1) ,

f4 =− (b0 + d0)
−1(β2r22),

f5 =
r2dβ

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (t2 − it1) ,

f6 =
r2dβ

b0 + d0
(i+ 1) (t1 − it2) ,

f7 =(b0 + d0)
−1
(
β2r1r2

)
.

(B12)

4. Fidelity for input squeezed vacuum state using
PSTMSC and PATMSC state

The expression for m0 in the fidelity of QT of input
squeezed vacuum state using PSTMSC state (27) is

m0 = d2

((
t21 + t22

)
δ + 2t1t2γ + b0

(
t21 + t22

)
d−1
0

2(c0 + b0δ)
− 2

)
,

(B13)
with γ = sinh(2ǫ), and δ = cosh(2ǫ). The matrix M3 is
given by

M3 =
1

2(c0 + b0δ)




g1 g2 g3 g4
g2 g1 g4 g3
g3 g4 g5 g6
g4 g3 g6 g5


 , (B14)
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where

g1 =− α2r21t
2
2γ,

g2 =α2r21t
2
2

(
b0
d0

+ δ

)
,

g3 =αr1r2

(
c0√
d0

+ β + δ

(
b0√
d0

+ β

))
,

g4 =2α2r1r2t1t2γ,

g5 =− α2r22t
2
1γ,

g6 =α2r22t
2
1

(
b0
d0

+ δ

)
.

(B15)

The matrix M4 is given by

M4 =
d(i + 1)

2(c0 + b0δ)




αr1t2(t1 − it2)g7 + g8
αr1t2(t2 − it1)g9 − ig8
αr2t1(t2 − it1)g7 + g10
αr2t1(t1 − it2)g9 − ig10


 , (B16)

where

g7 =
b0
d0

+ δ − iγ, g9 =
b0
d0

+ δ + iγ,

g8 =2βr1(1 + δ), g10 =2βr2(1 + δ).

(B17)

The expression for M5 in the fidelity of QT of input
squeezed vacuum state using PATMSC state (29) is

M5 =
1

2(c0 + b0δ)




h1 h2 h3 h4
h2 h1 h4 h3
h3 h4 h5 h6
h4 h3 h6 h5


 , (B18)

where,

h1 =− β2r21γ,

h2 =β2r21

(
b0
d0

+ δ

)
,

h3 =βr1r2

(
c0√
d0

− αt1t2 + δ

(
b0√
d0

+ αt1t2

))

h4 =β2r1r2γ,

h5 =− β2r22γ,

h6 =β2r22

(
b0
d0

+ δ

)
.

.

(B19)

The matrix M6 is given by

M6 =
d(i+ 1)

2(c0 + b0δ)




r1(t1h7 − it2h8 + βγ(t2 + it1))

r1(t2h8 − it1h7 − βγ(t1 + it2))

r2(t2h7 − it1h8 + βγ(t1 + it2))

r2(t1h8 − it2h7 − βγ(t2 + it1))


 ,

(B20)
where

h7 =β

(
b0
d0

+ δ

)
, and

h8 =αt1t2

(
b0
d0

+ δ

)
+ b0

(
d0
b0

+ δ

)
d
−1/2
0 .

(B21)
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