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Abstract

We discuss an expansion of the detection probabilities of biphoton states in terms of increasing
orders of the joint spectral amplitude. The expansion enables efficient time- or frequency-resolved
numerical simulations involving quantum states exhibiting a high degree of spectral entanglement.
Contrary to usual approaches based on one- or two-pair approximations, we expand the expressions
in terms corresponding to the amount of correlations between different pairs. The lowest expansion
order corresponds to the limit of infinitely entangled states, where different pairs are completely
uncorrelated and the full multi-pair statistics are inferred from a single pair. We show that even
this limiting case always yields more accurate results than the single-pair approximation. Higher
expansion orders describe deviations from the infinitely entangled case and introduce correlations

between the photons of different pairs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement represents one of the most prominent examples of a purely quantum-
mechanical phenomenon that shares no analogue with classical physics. Throughout the
years, entangled states have evolved from a curiosity used to test the fundamental predic-
tions of quantum physics [1-3] to a valuable resource with many important applications,
especially in quantum computation and quantum communication [4-7]. In quantum optics,
one of the most common sources of entanglement are biphoton states arising from the exci-
tation of higher-order interaction processes such as spontaneous parametric down-conversion
(SPDC) or spontaneous four-wave mixing (SFWM) within media exhibiting non-linear re-
sponse functions [8-13].

Due to the probabilistic nature of these processes, whenever a pair of entangled photons
is created, there is a non-vanishing probability of generating one or more additional pairs,
an effect that may be detrimental to the performance of many applications employing such
resources. To limit the impact of these multi-pair events, the intensity of the light used to

pump the non-linear optical process can be lowered to a level where they become negligible.
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However, this also severely reduces the probability of generating any pair at all and, in
consequence, results in a lower system performance.

The statistics of multi-pair generations are determined by the joint spectral amplitude
(JSA) of the process. Nonetheless, many theoretical models do not consider the spectral
degree of freedom (DOF) at all or restrict their considerations to single- [8, 9, 14-19] or
two-pair [20-22] generations. The latter require the evaluation of second and fourth order
terms in the JSA, respectively, while the inclusion of higher-order pair generations leads to
correspondingly more complex expressions.

A mathematical framework to describe the entire photon statistics, including all orders
of multi-pair effects, is the phase-space formalism of Gaussian states [23-25]. In this formal-
ism, the biphoton spectrum can be included by representing the JSA in terms of its Schmidt
decomposition [9, 26-28]. In practice, a numerical Schmidt decomposition can be obtained
by solving coupled integral equations [26, 29] or by performing either an orthogonal basis
expansion [27] or a discretization of the spectrum [9, 28, 30] followed by a singular value de-
composition of the resulting matrix. The latter approach was recently used in ref. 31, where
expressions for photon-number-resolved detection were derived and the effect of spectral and
photon-number impurity on the Hong-Ou-Mandel interference visibility were examined.

For highly entangled biphoton states, however, implementing these methods directly may
require considerable computational resources. The temporal and spectral correlations be-
tween the photons of an entangled pair are characterized by the contributing Schmidt modes
and can be quantified by the Schmidt number [15, 28, 32, 33| of the JSA. A high degree
of spectral entanglement is associated with a large Schmidt number and many contribut-
ing Schmidt modes. Therefore, numerically performing a Schmidt decomposition becomes
computationally challenging for highly entangled biphoton states and infeasible when ap-
proaching the limit of infinitely strong entanglement.

A large Schmidt number is typically accompanied by the corresponding JSA exhibiting
a large aspect ratio between the difference and the sum of the observable frequencies of
the signal and idler photons, leading to an increasingly narrow grid required to perform a
sufficiently accurate discretization of the frequency space. Ultimately, this also leads to the
question of how the covariance formalism generalizes in the limit of a continuum of modes.
Some mathematical properties of such continuous-mode Gaussian states have been examined

in ref. 34. In ref. 35, the fact that the large aspect ratio limits the spread of higher orders



of the JSA was used to enable a point-wise evaluation of the arising expressions.

In this work, we provide an alternative approach, intuitively exploiting the monogamy of
entanglement, i.e. the fact that a larger amount of pairwise entanglement leads to a lower
amount of correlations between distinct pairs [36, 37]. For example, in the limit of an infinite
amount of equally contributing Schmidt modes the pair statistics follow a Poisson distribu-
tion [28]. Thus, in this case, the description of a single pair already contains all information
about the entire multi-pair state. Within the framework of Gaussian states, we examine
series expansions of the covariance matrix and the arising detection probabilities to obtain
expressions in terms of a bivariate Poisson distribution, corresponding to infinitely strong
entanglement and correction terms representing higher-order correlations. Such a descrip-
tion is convenient because, due to the weak correlations between different pairs, it allows
to accurately describe higher numbers of generated pairs without the need of computing
correspondingly higher orders of the JSA. For example, we show that the bivariate Poisson
approximation only requires the evaluation of terms quadratic in the JSA and nonetheless
is more accurate than the single-pair approximation in all parameter regimes. Similarly,
including terms of fourth order in the JSA yields the lowest-order correction in terms of
a bivariate Hermite distribution. To allow for a simple assessment of the applicability, we

derive easy to evaluate bounds on the relative errors introduced by these expansions.

This work constitutes the first of a two-part series, focusing on the mathematical methods
and their physical interpretation. In the second part of the series, ref. 38, we demonstrate our
methods by simulating entanglement-based quantum key distribution systems and validate

compare the results to measurement data.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In section II we introduce the
formalism of Gaussian states and its generalization to a continuum of frequency modes. We
present the series expansion of the arising detection probabilities in the general context of
Gaussian states. In section [II we review some important properties of entangled biphoton
states before examining the series expansion of the renormalized covariance. To provide some
further intuition to the physical interpretation of our approximations, the two lowest-order

expansions in terms of the JSA are explicitly discussed in more detail.
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II. GAUSSIAN STATES IN PHASE-SPACE

We recap the well-known description of Gaussian states in section [T A, before discussing
the extension of the formalism to the limit of a continuum of time and frequency modes
in section IIB and the inclusion of number-resolved detection in section IIC. Lastly, in
section II D, we discuss the evaluation of the detection probabilities in a continuous-mode

setting.

A. Discrete-Mode Gaussian States

Vacuum, coherent, thermal and squeezed states, as well as biphoton states generated by
SPDC or SFWM are prominent examples of so-called Gaussian quantum states 9, defined

by their characteristic function C(&) = Tr(¢exp(i€'a)) being Gaussian [24, 39-42]:

1 :
C6) = exp(~j€hve +iga) 0
The normal-mode vectors for a system with M € N discrete DOF's read [31]
a, al
.| au N Y
a= and a; = : (2)
al a,
al, ans

In general, within each discrete DOF, some additional continuous DOF can be specified, such
as time, space, frequency or momentum. Discretizing these quantities on a sufficiently fine
grid results in an additional N € N modes within each of the M discrete DOFs. Therefore,
the elements of a in eq. (2) are vectors themselves, with their components given by the

creation and annihilation operators of the corresponding modes:
T
a, = (a;wl Ay - - CLkMN) s (3&)
T
AT (AT A1 A1
a, = (., ey - Ay - (3b)

Here, k =1,..., M labels the discrete DOFs and w; with [ = 1,..., N labels the discretized

continuous DOF's, which we take to be different frequency components.



Gaussian states are fully characterized by their displacement vector av = (a) and positive

definite covariance matrix

Y11 .- YioMm
A B

v = =1+ , (4)
Bf A*
Yom1 --- YoM oM

where A and B are M x M block matrices representing the M discrete DOFs and each
block
Vel = <&&:rf>k:l + <E‘TaT>zk - 2<&>k<a;r>l (5)
of the covariance is an N x N matrix representing the discretization of the continuous
DOFs.! An example of a Gaussian state is the vacuum state, characterized by v = 1 and
a = 0, where 1 is the identity operator.
Transformations described by Hamiltonians linear or quadratic in the creation and anni-
hilation operators map Gaussian states to other Gaussian states. While linear interactions

simply correspond to translations of the displacement vector, quadratic interactions can

always be written in the form [31, 33, 42]
3 —if 3 e —
U=e'", where Hzéu Ha, (6)

with a Hermitian matrix H. The state’s evolution caused by such interactions is obtained

by transforming the covariance matrix and displacement vector according to [42]
~ — S~S1 and a— Sa, (7)

with the complex-valued transformation matrix [42, 45]

7 (1 O
S =e”, where Z =—i H (8)
0 —1
fulfilling the symplectic relation
1 0 1 0
S St = : (9)
0 —1 0 —1

1 Other formulations of the covariance exist in the literature, differing by a factor of two [41, 43, 44] or

defining a real-valued covariance with respect to the quadrature basis [39, 41, 42].



Thus, the matrix S is directly obtained by writing the unitary transformation in the form
of eq. (6). An important subgroup of symplectic transformations are so-called passive trans-
formations, corresponding to unitary transformation matrices which, in contrast to active
transformations, preserve the state’s photon number [42, 45].

Many quantum-optical setups employ single-photon detectors limited to distinguish between
the presence and absence of vacuum, with the probability of obtaining a vacuum detection

result given by [24, 31]

_guN exp(—al(l+v) 'a)

PVaC
det(1 + ~)

(10)

This expression is invariant under permutations of the elements in the normal-mode vector
in eq. (2). Therefore, the elements of the displacement vector and the covariance can always
be reordered by simultaneously swapping the corresponding row-column-pairs.

A detection over a subset of the modes can be considered by applying an orthogonal pro-

jection P to the covariance and displacement:
~v — P~P, a— Pao, where P=PpP. (11)

Such projections correspond to taking the partial trace over the state’s density operator
to obtain the remaining subsystem and preserve the Gaussian state property [42]. In ap-
pendix A, we present all Gaussian transformations relevant for this work as well as their

continuous-mode counterparts.

B. The Continuous-Mode Limit

Most commonly, the Gaussian state formalism is used to describe the transformations
of a finite number of discrete modes. In the majority of quantum optical systems, where
the states are not localized within some kind of cavity, a continuum of time and frequency
modes is present. This section describes how the formalism can be extended to account for
such continuous degrees of freedom.

To allow for a description of states featuring an infinite amount, or even a continuum of

modes, we rewrite eq. (10) in the form

po_ exp(—al(1+ I')'a/2)
e det(1 + I)

(12)
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where

1
F:'YT (13)

was introduced. We will refer to I" as the renormalized covariance, as it removes the (infinite)
vacuum contributions from the covariance. In the continuous-mode limit, the renormalized
covariance preserves the structure of eq. (4), i.e. it is still a 2M x 2M matrix, however its

blocks I}; become integral operators with the corresponding kernels given by?
L. . . . . .
Da(w,w') = §<ak(w)a§(w’) + a;(w’)ak(w» - <ak(w)><a;(w/)> — 0w — ). (14)

One of the most important properties of the renormalized covariance I" is that it is a trace
class operator [46]. An intuitive reason for this is given by the fact that [ dw|Im(w, w)| < oo
for all m < M,* which is satisfied due to the direct correspondence between the trace of the

renormalized covariance and the expectation value of the photon number operator:

2M
(n) = % Z/ Ao (T (w,0) + (85(w) (@ (@) ) = w <oo.  (15)

m=1
A more rigorous discussion about the properties of Gaussian states featuring an infinite
amount of modes can be found in ref. 34, where I' being trace class is introduced as a
necessary condition for the corresponding covariance to describe a Gaussian quantum state.
The renormalized covariance being trace class is significant as it allows for a generalization

of the determinant in eq. (12) to a Fredholm determinant [49, 50], fulfilling
det(1 4+ I') = exp{Tr[ln(1 + I')]} (16)

2 The generalization is straight forward: In the discretized case, the elements I}; of the renor-
malized covariance are N X N matrices acting on some vector x; via matrix multiplication:
(Lxi)m :Zgzl(Fkl)mn(wl)n. In the continuous-mode limit N — oo, the sum is replaced by
an integral and the discrete index m becomes a continuous variable w. Thus we have
(M) (w) = [ dw' Ty (w,w' )2 (w'), where integrals without bounds are taken over the whole space of

interest. The action of the total renormalized covariance I" on some vector & = (1, X2, ..., Tapr) is given

2M
by ()i (w) = 2212 (D) (w)-
Strictly speaking, this is not a sufficient condition but may still serve as valuable intuition according to

ref. 47: "If an integral operator with kernel K occurs in some “natural” way and [|K(z,z)|dz < oo, then
the operator can (almost always) be proven to be trace class”. A sufficient condition is given e.g. by K

being a Schwartz function [48, 49].



and ensuring that eq. (12) is well-defined in the continuous-mode limit.

C. Photon-Number-Resolved Detection

With recent advances in developments and applications of photon-number resolved detec-
tion [51-53] and photon-number resolving detectors becoming commercially available [54],
the inclusion of the full counting statistics in theoretical models has become an increasingly
relevant topic. As the covariance formalism naturally contains the complete information
about the photon statistics of the Gaussian state, it is well suited to model photon-number-
resolved detection, e.g. by calculating the photon statistics from the Hafnian and loop Haf-
nian function of matrices derived from the covariance matrix [55-60].

Another approach of obtaining the photon-number distribution is to introduce the matrix
W = diag(w)®? into eq. (12), where X®? = X @ X indicates the direct sum of an operator
X with itself. This generalizes the vacuum probability to a probability-generating function
for the photon statistics [25]:
exp(—af(1+ WI') 'a/2)

Cluw) = Jdet(1 + WT)

(17)

For D detectors, the M, discrete modes sent into detector d =1,...,D are labeled as
mq = 1q,..., My, with the total number of discrete modes M =), M,. This introduces

additional structure to the renormalized covariance, as we can write

All . AID
A = .. D detectors ,
ADl . ADD
> (18)

D detectors

corresponding to the different detector combinations and

Aljlk ((A),(A)/) . Alek (CL),CL)’)
M discrete
Ajk = - modes in
detector j
AMjlk(w,w’) c. AMij(w,w’)
S ~ g (19)

M, discrete modes in detector k

representing the modes within each detector. The same applies for Bj; in eq. (4).

With w = (wy,...,wp), the multivariate probability distribution for the detection of
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n = (n1,ng,...np) photons can be calculated by repeated differentiation [25, 31, 35]:

D

P(n) = D Glw) = (H %ﬁ) G(w)

d=1

(20)

Replacing w by simple functions of the differentiation parameters yields expressions for the
generating functions of the moments and factorial moments of the photon statistics [25].
When the Hafnian-based approach is used to calculate the photon number distribution,
the size of the matrix of which the Hafnian is calculated scales with the number of modes.
All modes are considered independently, leading to discrete spatial modes and frequency
modes being treated equally. In contrast, the generating-function-based approach is well
suited to model the simultaneous detection of multiple modes because the number of required
derivatives only depends on the number of detectors and photons instead of the total number
of modes [31]. This advantage of the generating-function approach allows for a natural
generalization of the expressions for the photon statistics to continuous-mode Gaussian
states without adding complexity to the computation of the derivatives. For the Hafnian-

based approach, a generalization to a continuum of modes is yet to be developed.

D. Retrieval of the Detection Probabilities

To obtain the detection probabilities, the determinant in eq. (17) needs to be evaluated.
A direct approach would be to compute all non-zero eigenvalues of I', which, however,
quickly becomes numerically infeasible for kernels with narrow diagonal and anti-diagonal
shapes arising for highly entangled biphoton states. Alternative methods involving the
discretization on a rectilinear grid and applying quadrature rules to evaluate the determinant
numerically have been discussed in the literature [49] but suffer from the same limitation:
the large amount of discretization points required renders these methods impractical for

highly entangled states.

1. Series Expansion of the Determinant

Especially in the regime of small mean photon numbers, the eigenvalues of the renormal-

ized covariance are sufficiently close to zero for the Neumann series and the Taylor expansion
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of the logarithm to converge.! Therefore, the Neumann series expansion of the inverse [61],

o0

L+WID)™' =) (-wI)", (21)

n=0

and the Taylor expansion of the logarithm in eq. (16),

3

det(1 + WTI) = exp( Z

n=1

WF)”]) : (22)

can be used to rewrite eq. (17) as

= (—=1)" Tr[(WI)"
vt 2 n
Using eq. (15), the lowest order of this expansion corresponds to independent Poissonian
statistics:
f o (a)
P(n) s DZ ef[a Wa+Tr(WI)]/2 _ H n—d' ef(nd> _ (24)
d=1

Higher expansion orders represent corrections to these statistics, which immediately shows
that at least one more term in the expansion must be included to account for correlations
between different detectors, as they are expected for entangled biphoton states.

For the remainder of this work, we will consider states with a = 0. In this case, the

second-order expansion reads

2
d,d'=1

Clw >~exp< > i) + S i ”Add"'Hs+”de"'Hs) (25)

and introduces correlations in terms of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||-||gs of the renormalized
covariance.

To quantify the quality and applicability of this approximation, in appendix D we derive
an upper bound to eq. (D2), i.e. the relative error of the vacuum detection probability
introduced by truncating the expansion in eq. (22) after order N. Figure 1 shows this bound
for a type-II SPDC state with a JSA given by a 2D Gaussian as a function of the ratio of the

standard deviations in anti-diagonal (A_) and diagonal (A, ) direction for the lowest-order

4 For the series to converge the condition |A| < 1 needs to be fulfilled, where |A}| refers to the eigenvalue

with the largest modulus of the covariance after applying all transformations.
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FIG. 1. Relative error bound from eq. (D9) for the vacuum detection probabilities of a type-II SPDC
state with a Gaussian JSA when truncating the logarithm series in the determinant expansion after
order N = 2. Different values of the total transmission 772 and the mean number of generated photon

pairs p are considered.

approximation N = 2.° Here, u represents the mean number of generated photon pairs
and 7 is the maximum field transmittivity over all modes, i.e. the amplitude transmission
factor that every mode experiences (cf. appendix D). The decrease of the relative error
with an increasing aspect ratio and decreasing p and 1 can be observed, showing that even
the lowest-order yields a sufficiently well approximation to the detection probabilities over a
large regime of practically relevant parameters. Note that the emphasis here is to provide an
upper bound to the relative error that can be computed efficiently even for states exhibiting
strong spectral entanglement, however in most cases is not very tight. Thus, the actual error

is expected to be notably smaller than the bound provided here.

> For a 2D Gaussian JSA, the Schmidt decomposition in eq. (35) admits an analytic solu-
tion with the coefficients \; = (1 —¢?)¢2U~Y and Schmidt number K = (14 ¢?)/(1—¢?), where

C=(A_/Ay —1)/(A_/As +1) 28],
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2. Compression of the Determinant

A very common situation is that of some modes initially containing the vacuum state,
e.g. due to beam splitters containing vacuum in one of their inputs. This can be used to
effectively reduce the dimension of the covariance matrix and therefore significantly increase
the computational performance when implementing the corresponding operations. Consider
a system containing M discrete modes, with My = M — M’ > 0 modes containing vacuum
after all active transformations have been applied. Choosing the order of basis elements

such that all vacuum modes are listed last, all transformations act according to
S(F & 02M0><2M0)ST = SFST’ (26)

where I' is the 2M’ x 2M' renormalized covariance matrix describing only the modes ini-
tially not containing vacuum, S is the total 2M x 2M transformation matrix, and s is
a 2M x 2M’ reduced transformation matrix containing only the first 2M’ columns of S.
Naively, the total transformation S is the composition of many subsequent 2M x 2M trans-
formations describing the components present in the setup. The total transformation s is
obtained by multiplying 2M x 2M matrices with 2M x 2M’ matrices, resulting in a signif-
icant computational advantage for large M,.

Furthermore, this allows us to apply the analogue of Sylvester’s determinant theorem®
for trace-class operators [46] to extract the detection probabilities from the determinant of
a smaller matrix:

det (121 + PsI's'P) = det(Loyy + s'PsT). (27)

The term s'Ps leads to the contributions of the different modes being added up before
applying the determinant. For large matrices, the number of numerical operations to com-
pute the determinant via the LU decomposition scales approximately with the third power
of the matrix dimension [63], thus the expected gain in performance amounts to a factor
of (M/M')3. For example, the simulation of the QKD system we present in ref. 38 re-

quires M = 12 discrete modes, however, initially only M’ = 2 discrete modes (one for each

6 Sylvester’s determinant theorem states that for two matrices Apxn, and Bk, it holds
det(1,, + AB) = det(1,, + BA) [62]. The continuous analogue to this statement used here can be inferred

from the cyclic permutation under the trace in eq. (22).
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party) contain a non-zero intensity. By using eq. (27), the size of the matrix for which the
determinant is to be computed reduces by a factor of 6, resulting in (M/M’')? = 216.

The steps to compute the detection probabilities can be summarized as follows: First,
construct the renormalized covariance after application of the last active transformation.
Then, identify all remaining passive transformations describing the setup under consider-
ation to compute the total transformation s analytically on the block-matrix level for the
discrete modes only. Compute the analytic expression of s'PsI” depending on the modes
over which a detection is performed, specified by P. These steps can be simplified by using
software for symbolic computations when many transformations or many discrete DOF's are
involved. Finally, translate the products between the different blocks to integral transforms
to obtain the detection probabilities in terms of the continuous DOFs. We demonstrate the

procedure for two entanglement-based QKD systems in the second part of this series, ref. 38.

III. HIGHLY ENTANGLED BIPHOTON STATES

In section IIT A, the representation of biphoton states in the continuous covariance for-
malism is discussed. The series expansion of the renormalized covariance as well as an easily
computable error bound are presented in section III B, before explicitly examining the two

lowest-order approximations in sections [I1 C and II1D.

A. Covariance Representation of Biphoton States

For simplicity, photon pair generations in wave guide structures supporting only one spa-
tial mode are considered. In the undepleted pump approximation, the state of the generated

photon pairs after tracing out the pump signal reads [10, 28, 31, 64]

) = exp( § [ dirwena)il )il ) - e 0), (28)

where v and p label the polarization modes of the signal and idler photons and the
coefficient C' incorporates all constant factors such as the intensity of the pump field
and the strength of the non-linear interaction. The only non-vanishing commutator is
[ (ws), @f (wi)] = 6,0 (ws — i)

A process is called type-0 or type-I (which we will summarize as type-0/I) if both gen-

erated photons share the same polarization, i.e. v = p in eq. (28). Due to the waveguide

14



supporting only one spatial mode, this leads to signal and idler being indistinguishable, i.e.
featuring a symmetric JSA ¢ (ws, w;) = ¥(wi,ws). If they are polarized orthogonally to each
other, i.e. v # p, the process is called type-II.

The joint spectral density (JSD) is the squared modulus of the JSA:

T (ws, wi) = [9(ws, wi) | (29)

It describes the bivariate spectral probability density of the generated photons. As all

constant factors are absorbed into C' in eq. (28), the JSD is normalized to
/ dws dw; ¥ (ws, wi) = 1. (30)
The signal and idler spectral densities are given by the marginal distributions of the JSD:

Uy (wg) = /\I/(ws,wi)dwi, (31a)
Ui(wy) = /\If(ws,wi) dwy . (31b)

A common approach to simplify the biphoton state from eq. (28) for sufficiently small

pump powers is to truncate the series expansion after the linear term [8, 9, 14-19]

C . .
) o (1045 [ don vt atilfalfwlo)). (32)
neglecting the possibility of multiple photon pairs being created simultaneously.

To include all orders of multi-pair events, the Gaussian state formalism may be employed.

The quadratic unitary transformation in eq. (28) is re-written in the form of eq. (8) to obtain

0 0 0 %
z0_c| Y g _C [0 0 %70
Pt 0 210 v 0 0

»T 0 0 0
(33)

for type-0/1 and type-1I processes, respectively, where 1) is the integral operator with kernel
(ws,wi). The state is constructed by applying Z to the vacuum, such that, according to
eq. (7), the covariance is given by

v = exp(2Z). (34)
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The Schmidt decomposition [9, 27, 28] of the JSA reads
w(wsawi) = Z V )‘juj(ws)v;<wi) ) (35)
J

where the Schmidt modes {u;(w)}; and {v;(w)}; are two sets of orthonormal functions and
the Schmidt coefficients {\/)\_J}] are real, non-negative and enumerated in decreasing order
VA > +/Aj11. The normalization in eq. (30) is represented by >N =1

The magnitude of the entanglement can be quantified by the Schmidt number K = 1/%: A% [15,
28, 32, 33]. Its minimum value K = 1 implies that A; = 1 is the only non-zero Schmidt coef-
ficient, corresponding to the JSD factorizing as W(ws, w;) = Ws(ws)Wi(w;), rendering the two
photons independent from each other without any spectral entanglement between them. For
a given number of non-zero Schmidt coefficients J, the Schmidt number takes its maximum
value K = J when all contributing coefficients are equal, i.e. \; =1/J for j < J. Such a
state is called maximally entangled.

In analogy to the singular value decomposition of a matrix [63], the Schmidt decompo-
sition of the Hilbert-Schmidt operator v with kernel 1(ws, w;) can be written compactly as
1 = ULV, with the diagonal matrix ¥ containing the singular values, that is, the Schmidt
coefficients \/)\_j The columns of the unitary matrices U and V' are the corresponding
Schmidt modes of 7). This can be used to write the covariance in the form

U cosh(eW)UT U sinh(eW) VT

7= , (36a)
vV sinh(o'(I))UJr VvV Cosh(o-(l))VT

U cosh(e™MU' U sinh(e™)V'
V@

(I _

7
V sinh(e™MU' V cosh(a™
(36b)
for type-0/1 and type-II processes, respectively, with the squeezing parameters
oV =2€0%, oW=0Cxn. (37)

In the low-gain regime, where cosh(o) ~ 1+ 0?/2, the corresponding mean numbers of

generated photons pairs p are given by

O ~c?2, W c?/4. (38)
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For type-II processes, the basis elements in eq. (36b) have been reordered according to

7 T

a— (a(w), bt (w),a' (w),bw)) ", (39)

where a(w) and b(w) correspond to the orthogonal polarization modes of signal and idler,
respectively.” Appendix B shows how the eigenvalues of the renormalized covariance as well

as the generating functions of the processes are obtained from the squeezing parameters.

B. Approximation of the Renormalized Covariance

For a large amount of spectral entanglement, the Schmidt decomposition of the JSA
in eq. (36) becomes very challenging to evaluate in practice. Instead, the renormalized
covariance can be approximated by truncating the series expansion of the exponential in

eq. (34) at some sufficiently large order N:

N

N (2Z)"

FNNZ 2n! (40)
n=1

In appendix C we show that the relative truncation error w.r.t. the trace norm® is bounded

by
-2, [sinh(a;) — sx (o))

Y for N even,
IT— Tyl _ | 5L sin(o;) "
1T~ ) 32 [cosh(oy) — en(oy)] N odd
Zj]\il sinh(o;) ’
for all M < J, where
x?n x2n+1
en(z) =) n)” sn(r) = Gnt ) (42)

{0<2n<N} {0<2n+1<N}
are the contributions to the cosh(z) and sinh(z) series when truncating the expansion of
exp(z) at order N, respectively. This means, that the relative error is bounded by the M

largest squeezing parameters, where equality holds for M = J.

7 The shape of vy is a consequence of the generation of signal and idler photons in orthogonal polarization
modes. When separating both photons of a type-0/I process by using wavelength-division demultiplexing,
the covariance takes on the same shape if the frequency channels are chosen such that both photons can

never end up in the same channel (see ref. 38).
8 The trace norm of an operator A is given by [|A|lx, = Tr(VATA).
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FIG. 2. Relative error bound from eq. (41) for the N-th order approximation of the renormalized
covariance of a type-II SPDC state with Gaussian JSA w.r.t. the trace norm. Different expansion

orders N and mean numbers of generated photon pairs u are considered.

The relative error in eq. (41) takes its maximum value in the non-entangled case, i.e. when
all of the state’s energy is concentrated within one Schmidt mode. For an increasing amount
of entanglement, more and more Schmidt modes become relevant and it becomes more
and more expensive to perform an explicit Schmidt decomposition. At the same time, the
relative error in eq. (41) decreases the more uniformly the energy is distributed amongst an
increasing number of contributing Schmidt modes. Therefore, the more expensive it becomes
to perform an explicit Schmidt decomposition, the faster the sum in eq. (41) converges and

the easier it becomes to use this approximation.

In practice, to obtain a bound for the relative approximation error without performing a
full Schmidt decomposition, it is sufficient to compute the M largest squeezing parameters,
which can be done by discretizing 1(ws,w;) and computing a truncated singular value de-
composition of the resulting matrix [65-68]. Figure 2 shows the upper bound of the relative
error for M =1, i.e. only using the largest squeezing parameter o, and for different values

of yand N over the aspect ratio A_/A, of a 2D Gaussian JSA [28].
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C. Bivariate Poisson Approximation

The lowest-order expansions of the covariance and determinant series provides further
insights into the physical meaning of the different expansion orders. For the covariance, the
approximation orders N = 0 and N = 1 in eq. (40) yield no contribution to the expected

number of photons, such that the lowest non-trivial expansion order is given by N = 2:
I'~27Z+2*. (43)

Similarly, as discussed in section I D, at least a second order approximation of the logarithm
is required to account for correlations. In the presence of any block-diagonal transformations,
which we represent as frequency-dependent losses 1, i.e. I' — nI'n, the resulting generating

function reads

(44)

2
G(N:Z)(w) A exp (_TT(WT’F") + ||W77F77||HS) )

2 4

Due to the anti-diagonal structure of Z, only even orders of Z can contribute. Thus, the

second term in eq. (44) is composed of two contributions after inserting eq. (43):

W, Lllis = W Zlis + | Wi Z° |l - (45)
02 o)

For a large amount of spectral entanglement or a sufficiently small mean number of photon

pairs, the O(1*) term can be neglected, such that
. 1
GFelson) (1) = exp —1T(Z* (1 W,)Z%)| (46)
where W, = nWn. This can be rewritten according to

(;(Poisson) (,w) _ e*#(wsps(Is)+wipi(Ii)*wswips,i(lsﬂfi)) ’ (47)

where p is given by eq. (38).
For type-II processes,

po(L) = Te(Wiypap') = /l oy 72 () Uy () (48a)
pi(E) = Tr(Wygplep) = / Aoy 7 () Us(1) (48h)

and
poi(I O 1) = T (W Wiy') = / deo, / Qs ()P () Ulan ) (49)
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are the probabilities of detecting signal or idler in their corresponding interval and coinciden-
tally detecting both photons in their intervals, respectively, conditioned on the generation
of exactly one photon pair.

For type-0/1 SPDC, due to the indistinguishability of signal and idler, we have Iy = I; = I
and therefore

(1) = () = Te (Wiypap') = / AP () U (w) (50)

as well as

psi(IsN L) = Tr(Wyp W' = / dw/ dwn?*(W)n* (W) ¥ (w,w') . (51)
I I

In many applications featuring type-0/1 processes, signal and idler would be distinguished
after separating both generated photons by their frequency, e.g. by introducing a wave-
length division demultiplexer with two non-overlapping channels for signal and idler:
n*(w) = n%(w) + n?(w). However, depending on the choice of the frequency channels and
the shape of the JSA, there will be a possibility of both photons of a pair ending up in the
same channel. This will be discussed in the second part of this series, ref. 38. If the channels
are chosen such that both photons will never end up in the same channel, signal and idler
are well-defined and the resulting expressions are equal to the ones for type-II processes in
eq. (48) and eq. (49).

The covariance may always be transformed into the time domain via the symplectic
Fourier transform in eq. (A4), permitting the consideration of detections in time instead of
frequency intervals. Using eq. (D1), the additional relative error of neglecting the O(¢?)
term in eq. (45) is bounded by

1 —exp (——04) for type-0/1,

AP\EaPCOiSSOH) 2K
p= = 77 1 (52)
vae 1 —exp S32K1 C for type-II,
where APSS = | PO=2 — pEesem)| and 2, n2, n? are the maxima of the corresponding

intensity transmission functions.

Evidently, eq. (47) is the generating function of a bivariate Poisson distribution [69, 70].
Therefore, the signal and idler marginals as well as the pair distribution are Poissonian
with means ups(1s), ppi(L) and pps;(Is N 1), respectively. The vacuum probabilities in this

approximation are given by

P(Poisson) — Gv(Poisson)(l7 1) — e—,u,ps,i(lsuli)

vac

: (53)
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FIG. 3. Vacuum detection probability for the Poisson approximation, the non-entangled case with
only one contributing Schmidt mode for type-0/I and type-II processes and the linear approxima-

tion from eq. (32).

where psi(Is U I;) = ps(Is) + pi(Li) — psi(Ls N 1;) is the probability of finding at least one of
the photons in the corresponding intervals.

This leads to a very intuitive interpretation of this approximation: As discussed in sec-
tion [1T A, the photon-pair statistics are expected to be Poissonian in the limit of an infinite
amount of entanglement. Thus, combining the series expansions in eq. (40) and eq. (22)
yields an approximation of the state in terms of an infinitely entangled state with Poissonian
pair statistics and higher-order corrections.

Note that the bivariate Poisson approximation is always more accurate than the one-pair
approximation in eq. (32), independent of the shape of the JSA and the mean number of
photon pairs, even though it requires the evaluation of the same integrals. In the one-pair
approximation, the coincidence vacuum probability is given by P&mea) — 1 — upsi(Is U L),
which is the first-order expansion of eq. (53). Thus, as depicted in fig. 3, it is always smaller

than the lower bound of the vacuum detection probabilities given in eq. (B3).

D. Bivariate Hermite Approximation

The bivariate Poisson approximation is valid if different pairs are generated independently
from each other such that the multi-pair statistics can be inferred from the state of a single-

pair. Therefore, it can be regarded as the analogue of the linear approximation of eq. (28),
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both requiring the evaluation of O(1)?) terms. Similarly, the quadratic approximation of
eq. (28) describes the generation of two pairs through O(¢?) terms, including correlations
between both pairs. Extending our series expansions correspondingly to O(1*) terms refines
the statistics, introducing pairwise correlations between all generated pairs. To include those

terms, series expansions of the renormalized covariance

VAN A

as well as the logarithm up to the fourth order need to be employed. The resulting generating

function can be written as

GHermite) (44) — exp {—é Tr(Z* - [(1 - Wn)Z]A‘)—i Tr [(]l — §Z2) (z2 - [(1- W,,)Z]Z)]
(55)
For frequency-independent losses, this can be simplified to’
GHermite) (1) — exp [—§ (1= (= n2w) (1= n2w) ) = (= £2) (1= (1= 2w (1 - wai))}
(57)
Again, for type-0/I processes with indistinguishable signal and idler photons, we have 7, =
7 =n and ws = w; = w.
Due to the increased amount of correlations, the mean number of photon pairs is trans-

formed according to yu — p + €2/3 w.r.t. the Poisson approximation in eq. (38), i.e.

ot ot
O_= 4 = am_= 4~ 58
H > e M T (58)
where
4 4
m2 _ 7 an2_ C
) =5 () 16K ° (59)

is a measure of the strength of the two-pair correlations.

In this approximation, the pair generation is described as the sum of two independent Poisson

9 This corresponds to the Hg(u,v) bivariate Hermite distribution introduced in ref. 71,
Hg(u,v) = exp (b1ws + bow? 4 byw; + baw? + bswsw; + bgw2w; + brwsw; + bgwgw?) , (56)

with wg = w — 1, w; = v — 1 and parameters by = —nZu, by = nie?/2, by = —n?u, by = nle?/2,

bs = n2n2(p + %), bg = —ninZe?, by = —n2nte? and by = ninte? /2.
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processes, one generating photon pairs with mean u — &2, while the other one generates pairs
of pairs with mean £2/2. An easy way of seeing this is to observe the marginal statistics of

signal photon generations, i.e. setting s = 1 and w; = 0, resulting in
G(Hermite) (wb) — ef(‘u752)w5752(2w57w§)/2 ) (60)

This corresponds to the probability-generating function of a Hermite distribution [72, 73].
The probability of n pairs being generated is given by the n-th Hermite polynomial H,

according to [72]

P(n) = %e(”sm)fln (%) | (61)

Note that this only represents a valid probability distribution for p > 2. The correlations
between different pairs can be quantified by the second-order correlation function [12]

N B () S

e S
ST T @y 2=

, (62)

with (7) and (7?) calculated from the moment-generating function M (Hermite) () = G (Hermite) (1 _ ewy [95],
In fig. 4 the relative error of the vacuum probability for type-II SPDC is presented for a

process with a Gaussian JSA, comparing the bivariate Poisson approximation, the bivariate

Hermite approximation and the quadratic two-pair expansion of eq. (28). It has already

been established that the linear expansion always performs worse than the bivariate Pois-

son approximation, thus it is omitted here. Although significantly easier to compute, the

bivariate Poisson approximation outperforms the quadratic expansion in a large parameter

regime, while the bivariate Hermite approximation outperforms the quadratic expansion for

all examined parameters.
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FIG. 4. Relative error of the vacuum detection probability for type-II SPDC employing the bivari-
ate Poisson approximation, the bivariate Hermite approximation and the quadratic expansion of

eq. (28) w.r.t. a process with Gaussian JSA.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Highly entangled biphoton states exhibit a large amount of contributing Schmidt modes in
the decomposition of their JSA. This is usually accompanied by a large aspect ratio between
the sum and difference frequencies of signal and idler photons. Both of these properties
render the usual approach of computing the Schmidt decomposition by discretization and
subsequent singular value decomposition computationally expensive. A commonly used
alternative is to truncate the expansion of the squeezing operator after the term of second
or fourth order in the JSA, as the inclusion of higher orders becomes increasingly more
complex. This corresponds to single or two-pair generations but neglects all higher numbers
of multi-pair events. These, however, can constitute a limiting factor to the performance of
many systems and should therefore be properly accounted for.

In this publication, we discussed an approach that avoids the expensive computation of
higher orders of the JSA whilst still accounting for higher orders of photon-pair generations.
This is done by introducing series expansions of the renormalized covariance and the detec-
tion probabilities arising from the formalism of Gaussian states. An intuitive interpretation

of our expansions is given in terms of correlations, where terms up to second order corre-

24



spond not to a single, but a multitude of independent pair generations, while terms up to
fourth order introduce correlations (bunching) between pairs of pairs. We showed that with
equal numerical complexity, these expressions yield more accurate results for the detection
probability than the usual one- and two-pair expansions for a wide range of mean photon
numbers.

We discussed the covariance formalism of Gaussian states in the limit of a continuum of
time or frequency modes and identified the renormalized covariance as the essential quan-
tity of interest. It is a matrix whose rows and columns represent the discrete degrees of
freedom (DOFSs) of the state while each of its elements is an integral operator with a kernel
representing the distribution over the continuous DOFs. As the renormalized covariance is
a trace class operator, the determinants arising in the expressions for the detection prob-
abilities are well-defined. The separate treatment of discrete and continuous DOF's allows
for a generalization of Gaussian transformations to a combination of matrix multiplications
over the discrete DOF's and integrals over the continuous DOFs, as well as simple modeling
of photon-number resolved detection.

Future work could apply our considerations to similar states with a non-zero displacement
vector and extend the results to multi-dimensional continuous DOFs such as position and
momentum, which is relevant for example to model the generation of photon pairs that are

not confined to waveguide structures.

Appendix A: Continuous-Mode (aussian Transformations

Gaussian transformations are transformations mapping one Gaussian state to another
one. The respective symplectic transformations given by eq. (8) need to be adapted to the
continuous-mode setting by replacing the normal-mode operators in eq. (2) with their con-
tinuous analogues and obtaining the corresponding transformations via eq. (6). To simplify
the notation, we make use of the invariance of eq. (12) under permutations of the basis
elements and reorder them such that the modes affected by the transformation are listed
first.

As described above, the elements of the transformation matrices are themselves linear
integral operators. Most operators f of interest here are diagonal in the continuous-mode

variables in the sense that their kernel is given by f(w,w’) = f(w)d(w —w'). Such opera-
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tors act as multiplication operators (fx)(w) = f(w)z(w) and for ease of notation we will

denote them by simply writing f(w) when they occur in block structures such as in eq. (A1l).

Phase Shift
The transformation shifting the phase of all modes within one discrete DOF by ¢(w) is

given by
eiow)

R= | P, (A1)

O efi(b(w

meaning that the corresponding modes are simply multiplied with a frequency-dependent
phase factor. To describe the phase acquired due to the propagation within some medium
of length L, a Taylor expansion of the wave number k(w) around the carrier frequency wy is
performed:

n(w)w  nowo

klw) = c  c +c

g

W+ gaﬂ +O0@*), (A2)

where W = w — wy. Neglecting O(w?) terms yields the phase
_ _ . Boe
d(w) = k(w)L = ¢ + 7w + §Lw . (A3)

The first term ¢y describes a constant phase shift ¢y = worng/ng, where ny and n, are
the refractive phase and group indices, respectively. The second term represents the time
T = nyL/c the signal takes to travel the distance L, and the third term describes a chirp,

inducing chromatic dispersion according to the group velocity dispersion .

Fourier Transform
The covariance can be transformed between the temporal and spectral domain by means

of the symplectic Fourier transformation

F O
F = P, (A4)
0 F*

where F is the unitary Fourier transform, i.e. the integral operator with kernel F(t,w) = et /\/27t.

Beam Splitter
One of the most important transformations is the mixing of modes at a beam splitter,

which can also be used to describe many important experimental imperfections such as losses
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and mode mismatches. In general, a frequency-dependent mode mixing between the modes

of two discrete DOFs is described by the transformation matrix

@2
T(w) R(w)

B-= 1, A5
—R(w) T(w) D )

where 7 and R are the transmission and reflection coefficients with 7 (w)? + R(w)? = 1.

Orthogonal Projections

The detection statistics are typically considered only over a subset of modes. The modes

of interest are selected by application of the orthogonal projection

P = Precty,, (w)]**, (A6)

m=1

where [, is the interval over which the corresponding mode is observed and rect;,, is a
rectangular function spanning this interval either in the time or frequency domain. For
I, — (—00,00), the projection becomes the unit operator for the discrete DOF m and,

similarly, for I,, — ) it becomes the zero operator.

Loss Transformations

Losses introduced by optical devices lower the system’s total energy and are, therefore, no
passive transformations. However, the loss transformation can be described by coupling the
system to a number of auxiliary loss modes via virtual beam splitters [24]. Those modes are
never detected but always discarded by the projection in eq. (AG). As the loss modes do not
interact with the system anymore, the projection can be performed right away, simplifying

the loss transformation to I' — nI'n, where

n— nw) 0 @]1

(A7)
0 nw)

with the field transmittivity factor n(w) < 1 [24].
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Appendix B: Eigenvalues and Generating Functions

The eigenvalues {Ay;}; of the renormalized covariance can be inferred from the squeezing

parameters via

et — 1
hyy =L B1)

ordered according to A_j;1) < A_; <0 < Aj < Ajyy. For type-II processes, each eigenvalue
is at least twofold degenerate. From the eigenvalues, an analytical expression for the gener-

ating function can be obtained. It reads

J
1
O w) =] , (B2:)
=1 \/cosh2 %2 — (1 —w)?sinh* %

2

G(H)(ws,wi) — H H ! 7

: . 205 o 2 inh2 %
j=1 p=s,i \/cosh £ — (I —w,)?sinh” 3

(B2b)

where J is the number of non-zero Schmidt coefficients of the JSA.

The vacuum probabilities are obtained by setting w = wy = w; = 0. For a given mean
number of photon pairs pu, it takes its maximum value for non-entangled states, where
o; = 0101; and, by Jensen’s inequality,’ it takes its minimum value for maximally entan-
gled states, where o; = 04 for all j < J — 1. Thus, the maximum and minimum vacuum
detection probabilites are attained for one and infinitely many equally contributing Schmidt-

modes, respectively:

LS P> Lo pm s et (B3)

TQ,U — < vac ) 1+ [ vac =
where lim ;_,o cosh”’ (z/v/J) = exp(22/2) and eq. (38) were used. This also reflects the fact
that in the limit of an infinite amount of contributing Schmidt modes J — oo, a maximally

entangled state approaches Poissonian pair statistics [28].

10 Jensen’s  inequality  [74] states that for a convex function f(z) and ¢; > 0

f(Z] ijj/zg' ¢j) < Zj ij(xj)/zj' Cj-
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Appendix C: Error Bound for the Renormalized Covariance Series Approximation

The relative error ||[I' — Iy ||w /|| || introduced by truncating the series expansion of

the renormalized covariance in eq. (40) is given by
o N o} —o; N (=o)"
55167 = Eolo | + Xy = Xl
S 1+ 5l 1]

Note that ex(0) = ¢ — SN 6" /n! > 0 because o > 0. From eg(—0o) < 0, ex(0) = 0 and
Osen(—0) = —eny_1(—0) it follows enx(—0c) < 0 for even N and ey (o) > 0 for odd N, which

(C1)

can be used to eliminate the absolute-value function. Therefore
>_;lsinh(o;) — sn(0;)]
IF - Iyfn | >, sinh(o)
1|y >_;lcosh(a;) — en(o;)]
> ; sinh(o;)
with s and ¢y defined in eq. (42). Applying the mediant inequality yields the desired result
in eq. (41).
The application of the mediant inequality is possible because fy (o) = [sinh(c) — sy(0)]/ sinh(o)

for even NNV,
(C2)
for odd N,

and hy (o) = [cosh(o) — ¢n(0)]/sinh(o) increase monotonically:

sinh?(o) afg( ) = cosh(o)sy (o) — sinh(o) coshy_1 (o)
o
o 37! 2(n+m)+1
o 1 1 )
=2 - >0 (C3)
e (2n)!(2m)! (2m +1 2n+1
and
sinh?(o) hg(U) = cosh(o)en(0) — sinh(o)sy_1(0) — 1
o
B i i o 2(mAn+1) N
S A m)2n+ DI2m 1 20 42

g2kt N+1 2’“:{(21{+N+1) (2k+N+1>}
< (2k + N +1)! = 20+ 1 21
0.2k+N+1 2]€+N
:k02k+N+1(2k+1>

Mg I[V]8

>0 (C4)

In eq. (C3) it was used that all terms for n < N/2 vanish due to symmetry and in eq. (C4)
the inner sum was evaluated by employing Egorychev’s method [75, 76].

29



Appendix D: Error Bound for the Fredholm Determinant Approximation

Suppose we initially have a state described by its renormalized covariance I'" with eigen-
values {A;}. The state is subject to only passive and loss transformations, before a detection
is performed. Then, the error introduced by truncating the Fredholm determinant expansion
at order N in eq. (22) is bounded by the eigenvalues of the initial renormalized covariance.
Passive transformations preserve the eigenvalues due to their unitarity. As discussed in
appendix A, loss transformations can be described by a beam splitting operation with an
auxiliary vacuum mode that is deleted from the renormalized covariance afterwards. For the
sake of this argument, however, we split the loss transformations into two contributions. Let
n? be the maximum transmission over all detected modes, that is, the transmission every
mode reaching one of the detectors of interest experiences when traversing the setup. Then,
according to eq. (A7) this leads to a multiplication of the renormalized covariance with a
scalar factor of n? < 1. The additional losses that some modes experience are treated as
passive beam splitter transformations redirecting photons into auxiliary modes, which are
later deleted by the projection onto the modes of interest. Thereby, the eigenvalues of the
renormalized covariance after traversing the whole setup, before the projection, are given by
{n*A; },- It remains to be discussed how the orthogonal projection onto the modes of interest
affects the eigenvalues. For the discrete case, where the renormalized covariance is a Her-
mitian matrix of finite dimension, the answer is given by repeated application of Cauchy’s
interlacing theorem [77]. However, in the continuous case, an orthogonal projection of the
shape given by eq. (A6) does not necessarily lower the corresponding space’s dimension, so
that Cauchy’s interlacing theorem cannot be applied directly. However, a similar interlacing
inequality holds in the infinite-dimensional case, stating that the relation between the initial
eigenvalues A; and the eigenvalues after applying an orthogonal projection A are connected

by the relation [78]

(D1)

Using Tr[(—I")"] = >_,(=n?A})", where I'" is the renormalized covariance after the projec-

tion, the relative error of the vacuum detection probability
AP [Pac = exp (S0, BIGET))

= D2
P vac P vac ( )
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can be written as

APLY 1
P 1 —exp (5 Ej ErrN(n2A;)> : (D3)
with the truncation error of the logarithm given by
()
Erry(A) =In(1+A) + E . (D4)

n=1

Taking the absolute value of the exponent, using the triangle inequality and 1 — e~1#l < el*l — 1

yields

vac 2

J

AP 1
5 < exp(— > ErrN(nzA;)O —1. (D5)

Using eq. (D1) and the fact that |Erry(£A)| is monotonically increasing in A > 0, the

relative error can be connected to the initial eigenvalues {A,}; according to

APGY 1

o S e (5 Z|ErrN(n2Aj)|> —1. (D6)
J

Thus, the eigenvalues of the initial renormalized covariance bound the relative error in the

detection probability when truncating the Fredholm determinant expansion.

In some cases, for example when considering highly entangled biphoton states, it is numer-

ically expensive to compute all contributing eigenvalues. For such situations, the triangle

inequality can be used again:
[P [P
[Errn(?A))] < D0 F0e < ATy H— (D7)
n=N+1 n=N+1

where

(D8)

00 n— N 2A"
So P = g + S
n=N-+1 n 774A%
Using the fact that the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the initial renormalized covariance can be

expressed as |[I'[|fg = Y ; A7, this yields

n T3/ (2A3)
Apv(é\cf) exp(— 27]1\]:1 \17221\ > s/ (2A1
<

Pvac - 1_772|A1|

1 (DY)

Thereby, the relative error is bounded in terms of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm and the eigen-

value of largest absolut value A; of the initial renormalized covariance.
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In many applications, active transformations such as photon-pair generation followed by
pump filtering are performed at an early stage while the remainder of the setup employs
passive transformations and subsequent detections over a subset of the modes. Thus, we can
bound the error of this approximation by constructing the renormalized covariance after the
last active transformation and computing only the eigenvalue of largest magnitude as well
as the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, either analytically from an appropriate model or numerically

by employing a truncated eigenvalue solver.

In case the initial renormalized covariance corresponds to that of a biphoton state, the
eigenvalues are completely determined by the Schmidt coefficients of the JSA, obtained by
performing a singular value decomposition after introducing a sufficiently fine discretiza-
tion [27]. This becomes increasingly expensive to compute for highly entangled states.
However, there are algorithms for calculating truncated SVDs efficiently [65-68], which al-
low to obtain the largest singular values of the JSA and hence the largest eigenvalues of the

initial renormalized covariance, without ever performing a full Schmidt decomposition.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This research has been funded by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German
Research Foundation), under Grant No. SFB 1119-236615297. We thank Robin Krebs for
valuable discussions about the complex-valued continuous-mode covariance formalism and

the Poisson approximation.

[1] J. S. Bell, On the einstein podolsky rosen paradox, Physics Physique Fizika 1, 195 (1964).

[2] J. F. Clauser, M. A. Horne, A. Shimony, and R. A. Holt, Proposed experiment to test local
hidden-variable theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 23, 880 (1969).

[3] A. Aspect, J. Dalibard, and G. Roger, Experimental test of bell’s inequalities using time-
varying analyzers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 1804 (1982).

[4] A. K. Ekert, Quantum cryptography based on bell’s theorem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 67, 661 (1991).

[5] C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, and N. D. Mermin, Quantum cryptography without bell’s theo-
rem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 557 (1992).

32


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysicsPhysiqueFizika.1.195
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.23.880
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.1804
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.67.661
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.557

[6]

C. H. Bennett, G. Brassard, S. Popescu, B. Schumacher, J. A. Smolin, and W. K. Wootters,
Purification of noisy entanglement and faithful teleportation via noisy channels, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 76, 722 (1996).

W. Tittel, J. Brendel, H. Zbinden, and N. Gisin, Quantum cryptography using entangled
photons in energy-time bell states, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 4737 (2000).

W. P. Grice and I. A. Walmsley, Spectral information and distinguishability in type-ii down-
conversion with a broadband pump, Phys. Rev. A 56, 1627 (1997).

C. K. Law, I. A. Walmsley, and J. H. Eberly, Continuous frequency entanglement: Effective
finite hilbert space and entropy control, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 5304 (2000).

Z. Yang, M. Liscidini, and J. E. Sipe, Spontaneous parametric down-conversion in waveguides:
A backward heisenberg picture approach, Phys. Rev. A 77, 033808 (2008).

L. G. Helt, Z. Yang, M. Liscidini, and J. E. Sipe, Spontaneous four-wave mixing in microring
resonators, Opt. Lett. 35, 3006 (2010).

A. Christ, K. Laiho, A. Eckstein, K. N. Cassemiro, and C. Silberhorn, Probing multimode
squeezing with correlation functions, New Journal of Physics 13, 033027 (2011).

S. Euler, E. Fitzke, O. Nikiforov, D. Hofmann, T. Dolejsky, and T. Walther, Spectral char-
acterization of spdc-based single-photon sources for quantum key distribution, The European
Physical Journal Special Topics 230, 1073 (2021).

T. E. Keller and M. H. Rubin, Theory of two-photon entanglement for spontaneous parametric
down-conversion driven by a narrow pump pulse, Phys. Rev. A 56, 1534 (1997).

Y. M. Mikhailova, P. A. Volkov, and M. V. Fedorov, Biphoton wave packets in parametric
down-conversion: Spectral and temporal structure and degree of entanglement, Phys. Rev. A
78, 062327 (2008).

C. Lee, Z. Zhang, G. R. Steinbrecher, H. Zhou, J. Mower, T. Zhong, L. Wang, X. Hu, R. D.
Horansky, V. B. Verma, A. E. Lita, R. P. Mirin, F. Marsili, M. D. Shaw, S. W. Nam, G. W.
Wornell, F. N. C. Wong, J. H. Shapiro, and D. Englund, Entanglement-based quantum com-
munication secured by nonlocal dispersion cancellation, Phys. Rev. A 90, 062331 (2014).

H. Liu and A. S. Helmy, Joint measurement of time—frequency entanglement via sum frequency
generation, npj Quantum Information 6, 66 (2020).

S. P. Phehlukwayo, M. L. Umuhire, Y. Ismail, S. Joshi, and F. Petruccione, Influence of

coincidence detection of a biphoton state through free-space atmospheric turbulence using a

33


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.76.722
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.76.722
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.4737
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.56.1627
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.5304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.033808
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.35.003006
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/3/033027
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00081-5
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00081-5
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.56.1534
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.062327
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.062327
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.062331
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-020-00293-y

22]

[25]

[28]

[29]

partially spatially coherent pump, Phys. Rev. A 102, 033732 (2020).

K. Dorfman, S. Asban, B. Gu, and S. Mukamel, Hong-ou-mandel interferometry and spec-
troscopy using entangled photons, Communications Physics 4, 49 (2021).

Z. Y. Ou, J-K. Rhee, and L. J. Wang, Photon bunching and multiphoton interference in
parametric down-conversion, Phys. Rev. A 60, 593 (1999).

V. Scarani, H. de Riedmatten, I. Marcikic, and N. Gisin, Four-photon correction in two-photon
bell experiments, The European Physical Journal D - Atomic, Molecular, Optical and Plasma
Physics 32, 129 (2005).

C. Miiller, A. Ahlrichs, and O. Benson, General and complete description of temporal photon
correlations in cavity-enhanced spontaneous parametric down-conversion, Phys. Rev. A 102,
053504 (2020).

X. Ma and W. Rhodes, Multimode squeeze operators and squeezed states, Phys. Rev. A 41,
4625 (1990).

M. Takeoka, R.-B. Jin, and M. Sasaki, Full analysis of multi-photon pair effects in spontaneous
parametric down conversion based photonic quantum information processing, New Journal of
Physics 17, 043030 (2015).

E. Fitzke, F. Niederschuh, and T. Walther, Simulating the photon statistics of multimode
gaussian states by automatic differentiation of generating functions, APL Photonics 8, 026106
(2023).

E. Schmidt, Zur theorie der linearen und nichtlinearen integralgleichungen, Mathematische
Annalen 63, 433 (1907).

L. Lamata and J. Ledn, Dealing with entanglement of continuous variables: Schmidt de-
composition with discrete sets of orthogonal functions, Journal of Optics B: Quantum and
Semiclassical Optics 7, 224 (2005).

W. Mauerer, M. Avenhaus, W. Helwig, and C. Silberhorn, How colors influence numbers:
Photon statistics of parametric down-conversion, Phys. Rev. A 80, 053815 (2009).

W. Mauerer, On Colours, Keys, and Correlations: Multimode Parametric Downconversion in
the Photon Number Basis, doctoralthesis, Friedrich-Alexander-Universitat Erlangen-Niirnberg
(FAU) (2009).

S. Parker, S. Bose, and M. B. Plenio, Entanglement quantification and purification in

continuous-variable systems, Phys. Rev. A 61, 032305 (2000).

34


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.033732
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-021-00542-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.60.593
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2004-00170-7
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2004-00170-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.053504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.053504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.41.4625
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.41.4625
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/4/043030
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/4/043030
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0129638
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0129638
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01449770
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01449770
https://doi.org/10.1088/1464-4266/7/8/004
https://doi.org/10.1088/1464-4266/7/8/004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.053815
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.032305

[31]

[37]

[38]

[41]
[42]

[43]

[44]

O. F. Thomas, W. McCutcheon, and D. P. S. McCutcheon, A general framework for multimode
gaussian quantum optics and photo-detection: Application to hong-ou-mandel interference
with filtered heralded single photon sources, APL Photonics 6, 040801 (2021).

M. V. Fedorov, M. A. Efremov, P. A. Volkov, and J. H. Eberly, Short-pulse or strong-field
breakup processes: a route to study entangled wave packets, Journal of Physics B: Atomic,
Molecular and Optical Physics 39, S467 (2006).

D. B. Horoshko, L. La Volpe, F. Arzani, N. Treps, C. Fabre, and M. I. Kolobov, Bloch-messiah
reduction for twin beams of light, Phys. Rev. A 100, 013837 (2019).

B. V. Rajarama Bhat, T. C. John, and R. Srinivasan, Infinite mode quan-
tum gaussian states, Reviews in Mathematical Physics 31, 1950030 (2019),
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X19500302.

J. K. Nauth, Full time-dependent counting statistics of highly entangled biphoton states, Phys.
Rev. A 106, 053716 (2022).

V. Coffman, J. Kundu, and W. K. Wootters, Distributed entanglement, Phys. Rev. A 61,
052306 (2000).

T. J. Osborne and F. Verstraete, General monogamy inequality for bipartite qubit entangle-
ment, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 220503 (2006).

P. Kleinpaf}, E. Fitzke, and T. Walther, Frequency-resolved simulations of highly entangled
biphoton states: Beyond the single-pair approximation. ii. application to entanglement-based
quantum key distribution, preprint (2024).

X.-B. Wang, T. Hiroshima, A. Tomita, and M. Hayashi, Quantum information with gaussian
states, Physics Reports 448, 1 (2007).

C. Weedbrook, S. Pirandola, R. Garcia-Patrén, N. J. Cerf, T. C. Ralph, J. H. Shapiro, and
S. Lloyd, Gaussian quantum information, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 621 (2012).

S. Olivares, Quantum optics in the phase space, Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 203, 3-24 (2012).
G. Adesso, S. Ragy, and A. R. Lee, Continuous variable quantum information: Gaussian states
and beyond, Open Systems & Information Dynamics 21, 1440001 (2014).

C. S. Hamilton, R. Kruse, L. Sansoni, S. Barkhofen, C. Silberhorn, and I. Jex, Gaussian boson
sampling, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 170501 (2017).

R. Kruse, C. S. Hamilton, L. Sansoni, S. Barkhofen, C. Silberhorn, and I. Jex, Detailed study
of gaussian boson sampling, Phys. Rev. A 100, 032326 (2019).

35


https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0044036
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/39/13/S20
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/39/13/S20
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.013837
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X19500302
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1142/S0129055X19500302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.053716
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.053716
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.052306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.61.052306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.220503
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2012-01532-4
https://doi.org/10.1142/s1230161214400010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.170501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.032326

[45]

[46]

[47]

(48]
[49]

[52]

[57]

[58]

Arvind, B. Dutta, N. Mukunda, and R. Simon, The real symplectic groups in quantum me-
chanics and optics, Pramana 45, 471 (1995).

I. Gohberg, S. Goldberg, and N. Krupnik, Traces and Determinants of Linear Operators
(Springer Basel AG, Birkenhauser Verlag, Basel, 2000).

B. Simon, Trace ideals and their applications (American Mathematical Society, 2005).

C. Brislawn, Kernels of trace class operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 104, 1181 (1988).

F. Bornemann, On the numerical evaluation of fredholm determinants, Math. Comp. 79, 871
(2010).

I. Fredholm, Sur une classe d’équations fonctionnelles, Acta Mathematica 27, 365 (1903).

C. Cahall, K. L. Nicolich, N. T. Islam, G. P. Lafyatis, A. J. Miller, D. J. Gauthier, and
J. Kim, Multi-photon detection using a conventional superconducting nanowire single-photon
detector, Optica 4, 1534 (2017).

G. He, H. Li, R. Yin, L. Zhang, D. Dong, J. Lv, Y. Fei, X. Wang, Q. Chen, F. Li,
H. Li, H. Wang, X. Tu, Q. Zhao, X. Jia, J. Chen, L. Kang, and P. Wu, Simulta-
neous resolution of photon numbers and positions with series-connected superconducting
nanowires, Applied Physics Letters 120, 124001 (2022), https://pubs.aip.org/aip/apl/article-
pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0084744/16446115/124001 _1_online.pdf.

R. Cheng, Y. Zhou, S. Wang, M. Shen, T. Taher, and H. X. Tang, A 100-pixel photon-number-
resolving detector unveiling photon statistics, Nature Photonics 17, 112 (2023).

ID Quantique SA, ”id281 superconducting nanowire series” (2022), product Brochure.

N. Quesada, L. G. Helt, J. Izaac, J. M. Arrazola, R. Shahrokhshahi, C. R. Myers, and K. K.
Sabapathy, Simulating realistic non-gaussian state preparation, Phys. Rev. A 100, 022341
(2019).

N. Quesada, Franck-condon factors by counting perfect matchings of graphs with loops, The
Journal of Chemical Physics 150, 164113 (2019).

A. Bjorklund, B. Gupt, and N. Quesada, A faster hafnian formula for complex matrices and its
benchmarking on a supercomputer, ACM J. Exp. Algorithmics 24, 10.1145/3325111 (2019).
N. Quesada, R. S. Chadwick, B. A. Bell, J. M. Arrazola, T. Vincent, H. Qi, and
R. Garcia—Patron, Quadratic speed-up for simulating gaussian boson sampling, PRX Quan-

tum 3, 010306 (2022).

36


https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02848172
https://doi.org/10.2307/2047610
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0025-5718-09-02280-7
https://doi.org/10.1090/S0025-5718-09-02280-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02421317
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.4.001534
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0084744
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/apl/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0084744/16446115/124001_1_online.pdf
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://pubs.aip.org/aip/apl/article-pdf/doi/10.1063/5.0084744/16446115/124001_1_online.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-022-01119-3
https://marketing.idquantique.com/acton/attachment/11868/f-023b/1/-/-/-/-/ID281_Brochure.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.022341
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.022341
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5086387
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5086387
https://doi.org/10.1145/3325111
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010306

[59]

[60]

[61]
[62]

[70]

[71]

N. Quesada, J. M. Arrazola, and N. Killoran, Gaussian boson sampling using threshold de-
tectors, Phys. Rev. A 98, 062322 (2018).

J. F. F. Bulmer, S. Paesani, R. S. Chadwick, and N. Quesada, Threshold detection statistics
of bosonic states, Phys. Rev. A 106, 043712 (2022).

D. Werner, Funktionalanalysis, 8th ed. (Springer Spektrum, 2018).

C. Pozrikidis, An Introduction to Grids, Graphs, and Networks (Oxford University Press, New
York, 2014).

L. N. Trefethen and D. Bau III, Numerical Linear Algebra (SIAM, Philadelphia, 1997) dOI:
10.1137/1.978089 8719574.

N. Quesada and J. E. Sipe, Effects of time ordering in quantum nonlinear optics, Phys. Rev.
A 90, 063840 (2014).

G. Golub and W. Kahan, Calculating the singular values and pseudo-inverse of a matrix,
Journal of the Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics Series B Numerical Analysis
2, 205 (1965), https://doi.org/10.1137/0702016.

M. E. Hochstenbach, A jacobi—-davidson type svd method, STAM Journal on Scientific Com-
puting 23, 606 (2001), https://doi.org/10.1137/51064827500372973.

N. Halko, P. G. Martinsson, and J. A. Tropp, Finding structure with randomness: Probabilistic
algorithms for constructing approximate matrix decompositions, STAM Review 53, 217 (2011),
https://doi.org/10.1137/090771806.

L. Wu and A. Stathopoulos, A preconditioned hybrid svd method for accurately computing
singular triplets of large matrices, SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing 37, S365 (2015),
https://doi.org/10.1137/140979381.

J. T. Campbell, The poisson correlation function, Proceedings of the Edinburgh Mathematical
Society 4, 18-26 (1934).

K. Kawamura, The structure of bivariate poisson distribution, Kodai Mathematical Seminar
Reports 25, 246 (1973).

C. D. Kemp and H. Papageorgiou, Bivariate hermite distributions, Sankhya: The Indian
Journal of Statistics, Series A (1961-2002) 44, 269 (1982).

C. D. Kemp and A. W. Kemp, Some properties of the ‘hermite’ distribution, Biometrika 52,
381 (1965).

37


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.062322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.106.043712
https://doi.org/10.1137/1.9780898719574
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.063840
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.90.063840
https://doi.org/10.1137/0702016
https://doi.org/10.1137/0702016
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1137/0702016
https://doi.org/10.1137/S1064827500372973
https://doi.org/10.1137/S1064827500372973
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1137/S1064827500372973
https://doi.org/10.1137/090771806
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1137/090771806
https://doi.org/10.1137/140979381
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1137/140979381
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500024135
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500024135
https://doi.org/10.2996/kmj/1138846776
https://doi.org/10.2996/kmj/1138846776
http://www.jstor.org/stable/25050313
http://www.jstor.org/stable/25050313
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2333691
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2333691

[73]

[74]

[75]

[76]

A. W. KEMP and C. D. KEMP, An alternative derivation of the Hermite distribution,
Biometrika 53, 627 (1966).

J. L. W. V. Jensen, Sur les fonctions convexes et les inégalités entre les valeurs moyennes,
Acta Mathematica 30, 175 (1906).

M. Riedel and H. Mahmoud, Egorychev method: A hidden treasure, La Matematica 2, 893
(2023).

G. P. Egorychev, Integral Representation and the Computation of Combinatorial Sums (Amer-
ican Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 1984).

S.-G. Hwang, Cauchy’s interlace theorem for eigenvalues of hermitian matrices, The American
Mathematical Monthly 111, 157 (2004 ), https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.2004.11920060.
P. Massey, D. Stojanoff, and S. Zarate, Norm inequalities for the spectral spread of hermitian

operators, Mathematische Nachrichten 296, 4335 (2023).

38


https://doi.org/10.1093/biomet/53.3-4.627
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02418571
https://doi.org/10.1007/s44007-023-00065-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s44007-023-00065-y
https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.2004.11920060
https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.2004.11920060
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1080/00029890.2004.11920060
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/mana.202200350

	Frequency-Resolved Simulations of Highly Entangled Biphoton States:Beyond the Single-Pair Approximation. I. Theory
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Gaussian States in Phase-Space
	Discrete-Mode Gaussian States
	The Continuous-Mode Limit
	Photon-Number-Resolved Detection
	Retrieval of the Detection Probabilities
	Series Expansion of the Determinant
	Compression of the Determinant


	Highly Entangled Biphoton States
	Covariance Representation of Biphoton States
	Approximation of the Renormalized Covariance
	Bivariate Poisson Approximation
	Bivariate Hermite Approximation

	Summary and Conclusions
	Continuous-Mode Gaussian Transformations
	Eigenvalues and Generating Functions
	Error Bound for the Renormalized Covariance Series Approximation
	Error Bound for the Fredholm Determinant Approximation
	Acknowledgements
	References


