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Here, a physical formalism is proposed for an unconditional microwave quantum teleportation of
Gaussian states via two-mode squeezed states in lossy environments. The proposed formalism is
controllable to be used in both the fridge and free space in case of entanglement between two parties
survives. Some possible experimental parameters are estimated for the teleportation of microwave
signals with a frequency of 5GHz based on the proposed physical framework. This would be helpful
for superconducting inter- and intra-fridge quantum communication as well as open-air quantum
microwave communication, which can be applied to quantum local area networks (QLANs) and
distributed quantum computing protocols.

Introduction− In recent years, several acheivements
have been reported [1–6], which are now the potential
building blocks of microwave quantum communication
protocols. This novel research area is not only use-
ful for free space communications, but also a candidate
for chip-to-chip communication, required by distributed
quantum computing. The latter represents an alternative
paradigm to increasing the number of qubits in a single
quantum processor, and aims at solving larger quantum
algorithms in a distributed form between different proces-
sors with lower number of qubits. Nowadays, one of the
best quantum platforms suited for quantum computing
is superconducting circuits, which interact via microwave
photons. The main challenge concerns the efficient dis-
tribution of such microwave states between circuits, the
two main options being direct state transfer and telepor-
tation. Concerning the former, several experiments have
been done in a single cryogenic environment [7–13], as
well as with microwave to optical conversion [14, 15]. Re-
cently, a successful transfer of transmon qubits has been
reported, via a cryogenic waveguide coherently linking
two dilution refrigerators separated by five meters, with
average transfer and target state fidelities of 85.8 % and
79.5 %, respectively, in terms of discrete variables [16].

So far, microwave teleportation between two fridges
has not been investigated experimentally, neither in
terms of discrete variables nor continuous variables
(CVs). However, a teleportation scheme in the mi-
crowave regime in terms of CVs has been proposed be-
fore [17]. Taking into account the limitations of the pre-
vious protocol, we investigate the feasibility of an exper-
imental implementation of microwave quantum telepor-
tation of Gaussian states in real conditions, e.g. fridge
and free space, in terms of CVs based on a clear physical
formalism. Indeed, in quantum information processing
with CVs, Gaussian states play important roles [19, 21],
which are well-known and commonly-used experimen-
tally. Here, we focus on teleportation of single-mode
Gaussian states via entangled two-mode Gaussian states.

Quantum Teleportation with CV s−A prelimi-
nary CV model for teleportation was proposed by Vaid-
man [23], and then developed by Braunstein and Kim-

ble [24]. The latter represented a conditional telepor-
tation protocol, whereas an unconditional one was pro-
posed by Furusawa et al. [25].

Quantum teleportation uses quantum entanglement
and classical communication to transfer quantum in-
formation between two distant parties, Alice and Bob.
The ideal scenario involves Alice and Bob sharing a
maximally-entangled state, which in CVs translates to
a two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state with infi-
nite squeezing r. In a realistic scenario, the squeezing
r has technological limitations. In such protocol, Al-
ice attempts to send a Gaussian state, with covariance
matrix V ′in and first moments x̄′in = (xin, pin) (see Ap-
pendix) to Bob. The input state can also be described

by a harmonic oscillator mode αin = xin+ipin√
2

. If this

process is successful, then Alice and Bob share a Gaus-
sian entangled state with covariance matrix VTMSS and
null first moments [22]. Then, after entangling the in-
put state with TMSS, Alice makes a double homodyne
measurement of both quadratures (i.e. a heterodyne de-
tection) and modulates the classical results, Xu and Pv,
in the form of a single mode δ = Xu+iPv√

2
and then sends

it to Bob. Finally, Bob applies a unitary displacement
with a function of δ to his share of the original entangled
state to reconstruct the input state (see Fig. 1). Dif-
ferent teleportation protocols in terms of CVs are dis-
cussed in Ref. [26]. In the following, we focus basically
on the Braunstein-Kimble protocol [24] for teleportation
of Gaussian states.

Measurement by Alice−When Alice receives the
mixture of input mode and one mode of the entangled
state, she performs a double homodyne detection (see
Fig. 2), which is the optimal measurement for the tele-
portation protocol. In this case, the results of the mea-
surement (which are two classical values, Xu and Pv) will
be modulated as a single mode δ to be sent to Bob. As
seen in Fig. 2, two modes αin and α1 are passing through
a 50:50 beamsplitter, and then again each output beam
again passes through two other 50:50 beamsplitters while
a classical local oscillator mode αLOx

enters in the top
beamsplitter and another classical local oscillator mode
αLOp passes through the other beamsplitter. According
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FIG. 1. The Braunstein-Kimble Protocol for the Teleporta-
tion of Gaussian States. In this protocol, two parties, Alice
and Bob, share an entangled quantum state with two modes
α1 and α2. In fact, Alice wants to send a single-mode Gaus-
sian state (i.e. mode αin) to Bob via the teleportation mech-
anism where she cannot send the original mode αin to Bob
directly but a classical mode δ is sent instead. Finally, Bob
can reconstruct the input state by applying the displacement
D(δ) operator on his mode α2 to construct the input state as
αout ≈ αin.

FIG. 2. Alice’s measurement is performed via double homo-
dyne detection. First, two modes αin and α1 passing through
a 50:50 beamsplitter, and then again each output beam again
passes through two other 50:50 beamsplitters while a classical
local oscillator mode αLOx enters in the top beamsplitter and
another classical local oscillator mode αLOp passes through
the other beamsplitter. Then, Alice performs a double homo-
dyne detection where the classical result of the measurement
will be modulated as a single mode δ to be sent to Bob.

to Fig. 2 in each line for quantum modes we use the anni-
hiliation operators, and α as classical coherent state for
the local oscillator. Finally, there would be four outputs
at the end, where there is a detector at each output which
can measure the current produced due to the collision of
photons to the detector.

In the symplectic representation (see Appendix), we
consider two symplectic operators in the double-
homodyne detection circuit depicted in Fig. 2,
Sh1 = I2⊕BS(1/2)4⊕ I2 and Sh2 = BS(1/2)4⊕BS(1/2)4

where I2 is the identity 2×2matrix, and BS(1/2)4 is the
50:50 beamsplitter operator, i.e. a 4×4 matrix. The
input first moment in the double-homodyne detection
is x̄′in = (xLOx , pLOx , xin, pin, e

rx1, e
−rp1, xLOp , pLOp)T ,

and therefore the output’s first moments at the
photodetectors right before the measurement
are x̄′out = Sh2Sh1x̄′in, which gives x̄′out =√

2((xu′), (pu′), (xu′′), (pu′′), (xv′), (pv′), (xv′′), (pv′′))
T .

Here, we assume that the detectors are ideal, therefore
we define the produced current as i = 〈n̂〉 = 〈â†â〉 =
〈1/2(x̂2 + p̂2) − 1/2〉 = 1/2(x2 + p2) − 1/2. Then, the
difference between the currents from each detector after
the beam splitters is measured [27]. The current from the

top beamsplitter is the difference between the currents in

u′ and u′′, i.e. i1 = 〈â†u′ â′u〉 − 〈â
†
u′′ âu′′〉, and in the other

two arms i2 = 〈â†v′ âv′〉 − 〈â
†
v′′ âv′′〉.Assuming αLOx

=
|αLOx |eiθx , one obtains i1 = |αLOx |(xin + erx1) by let-
ting θx = 0 that consequently can obtain Xu = i1

|αLOx |
=

xin+erx1 = Re(δ). Similarly αLOp = |αLOp |eiθp , if we let
θp = π/2 then it turns to i2 = |αLOp |(pin − e−rp1), and

therefore Pv = i2
|αLOp |

= pin − e−rp1 = Im(δ). By using

classical coherent light with similar amplitudes for both
local oscillators, one can write |αLOx

| = |αLOp
| = |αLO|,

so the currents i1 and i2 can be modulated into a sin-
gle mode as δ = Xu + iPv, to be sent and received
by Bob. On the other side, at the same time that Al-
ice measures her state, the state at Bob collapses to

α2 = erx2+ie−rp2√
2

with x2 = −x1 and p2 = p1. Com-

paring δ and α2 we realize that δ + α2 = αin. Once Bob
receives this information, he can reconstruct Alice’s input
state by applying the displacement D(δ) on his mode, i.e.
D(δ)|α2〉 = |δ + α2〉 = |αout〉 ≈ |αin〉. In the symplectic
representation, this means that the first moments of Bob,
x̄2 = (x2, p2)T should be displaced with ∆ = (Xu, Pv)

T ,
which means

x̄2 → x̄2 + ∆. (1)

The performance of the teleportation protocol can
be measured by the teleportation fidelity F . It
can be computed via a symplectic approach [20,

26], i.e. F = 2/
√

det(Γ), in which Γ =
2V ′in + ZAZ +B − CZ− ZTCT where A, B, and C are
the block matrices of two-mode squeezed states (TMSS)
in symplectic representation, i.e. shown by a block ma-
trix as VTMSS =

[
A,C;CT , B

]
, where A = AT , B = BT

and C is a 2 × 2 real matrix, and T denotes trans-
pose [22]. If the input is a squeezed coherent state, i.e.

V ′in =
(
e2y 0
0 e−2y

)
where y is the squeezing level of the

input, the fidelity in general form is obtained as

F =
1√

(e−2y + (2n+ 1)σ)(e+2y + (2n+ 1)σ)
. (2)

where σ = exp (−2r) is the variance of the resource, and
n is the number of thermal photons in the two-mode
squeezed thermal states (TMSTS) resource as a general
form for TMSS. The particular case n = 0 represents the
fidelity for the general case when the resource is TMSV
(see Appendix). One can compute the average fidelity
for the teleportation of an arbitrary squeezed displaced
vacuum state by integration over fidelity in the range 0
and 1.

Microwave Quantum Teleportation− Microwave
quantum communication, as an exciting line of research
with potentially broad applications in science and indus-
try, is an accessible technology due to the recent achieve-
ments of circuit quantum electrodynamics (cQED). Since
thermal noise in the microwave domain are much larger
than in the optical one, losses have to be taken into ac-
count, which can significantly affect the quality of the
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teleportation protocol. In order to suppress thermal fluc-
tuations, macroscopic superconducting circuit operate at
low temperatures, i.e. T < 10 − 100mK [17]. In cQED,
superconducting Josephson junctions are nonlinear el-
ements which have essential applications in quantum
computation and quantum information. Recently, path-
entanglement between propagating quantum microwaves
as TMSS was generated via Josephson parametric am-
plifiers (JPAs) and hybrid ring [4] to be used to perform
microwave protocol equivalent to the traditional ones in
optical quantum teleportation. In this protocol, a TMSS
is generated from two single-mode squeezed states, with
squeezing in orthogonal quadratures, generated by two
JPAs, J1 and J2 at the same squeezing level r with possi-
ble endogenous thermal photons, and then sending them
through a hybrid ring, which is a microwave beam split-
ter [4, 17]. In general, the quality of the entanglement
between the two modes is affected by thermal fluctua-
tions on the JPA during the generation of the single-
mode squeezed states. Then, after the interaction of
one mode with the input state via 50:50 beamsplitter,
the outputs are connected to other two JPAs, J3 and J4,
which operate as amplifiers with equal gain gJ = exp(2rJ)
with squeezing parameter rJ (see Fig. 3). The final step
is the measurement by Alice via heterodyne detection.
The method is the same as what we explained before
(and in Appendix) but with taking amplifications and
losses into account. Transfer efficiencies are modelled by
beamsplitters with reflectivities ε, η, κ, and ν, where the
losses are indeed 1 − ε, 1 − η, 1 − κ, and 1 − ν, respec-
tively. The reflectivity η represents the interaction of
TMSS in free space. Other losses are related to JPAs
and amplifiers. For simplicity, we choose ε1 = ε, ε2 = 1,
η1 = η, and η2 = 1. If the single-mode operator Jin

squeezes the input coherent state with squeezing param-
eter y, e.g. Jin = [e−y, 0; ey, 0], it produces a squeezed

coherent state as αin = (e−yxin+ieypin)/
√

2, which is the
state to be teleported. Following the procedure in hetero-
dyne detection, the output components can be obtained
as Xu = |αLO|

√
νκgJ[e−yxin + (erx1

√
ηε + ζx1

)] cos(θx)

and Pu = |αLO|
√

νκ
gJ

[eypin + (e−rp1
√
ηε+ ζp1)] sin(θx) as

the real and imaginary parts, respectively. By letting
θx = 0 the current i1 turns to

Xu = [|αLO|(
√
νκgJ(erx1

√
ηε+ e−yxin) + ζx)] (3)

and Pu = 0 where ζx is the noise term, i.e. ζx =
xth-1

√
νκη(1− ε) +xth-2

√
νκ(1− η) +xth-3

√
ν(1− κ) +

xth-4

√
1− ν where xth-i (i=1, 2, 3, 4) are thermal quadra-

tures at temperatures T1, T2, T3, and T4 respectively. If
there are no losses (ε = η = κ = ν = 1), then the current
is i1 = |αLO|

√
gf(e

rx1 + e−yxin). Similarly for current

i2, one can obtain Xv = |αLO|
√

νκ
gJ

[e−yxin − (erx1
√
ηε−

ζx2
)] cos(θp) and Pv = |αLO|

√
νκgJ[eypin − (e−rp1

√
ηε−

ζp2)] sin(θp). Again, under similar conditions, but letting

FIG. 3. Microwave quantum teleportation circuit for Gaus-
sian states

θp = π/2 the current i2 turns to

Pv = |αLO|[
√
νκgJ(eypin − e−rp1

√
ηε) + ζp] (4)

and Xv = 0, where the noise term ζp is ζp =

pth-1

√
νκη(1− ε) + pth-2

√
νκ(1− η) + pth-3

√
ν(1− κ) +

pth-4

√
1− ν. If there is no any loss, then the noise term

turns to zero, and i2 = |αLO|
√
gJ(eypin − e−rp1).

The above results are in agreement with the hetero-
dyne outputs (see the Appendix) by letting gJ = 1 and
y = 0 for coherent states in the BK protocol. In real-
ity, there are always losses for microwave signals. So,
it is desirable to reduce the losses as far as possible
to have a successful quantum protocol, otherwise the
noisy signal received by Bob makes it harder to recon-
struct the input state. In fact, the realization of a mi-
crowave single-photon detector is a difficult task due to
the low energy of microwave photons, therefore measur-
ing a quadrature of a weak microwave signal is hard.
Thus, amplification of the signal is required. Cryogenic
high electronic mobility transistor (HEMT) amplifiers are
routinely used in quantum microwave experiments be-
cause of their large gains in a relatively broad frequency
band. Basically, HEMT amplifiers are phase insensi-
tive and add a significant amount of noise photons that
may disrupt the protocol (see section E. on Amplifica-
tion). These signals are digitized with analog-to-digital
(ADC) converters and sent to a computer for digital data
processing [4]. In terms of ADC in heterodyne detec-
tion, quadrature moments are I1, I2, Q1, and Q2 (see
Fig. 3) which are calculated and averaged in the com-
puter. The I and Q components can be described in
terms of continuous variables x and p, so they can be
written as Ii =

√
~ωiBRgHxi and Qi =

√
~ωiBRgHpi,

where R = 50Ω, B is the measurement bandwidth set by
a digital filter, and gH is the HEMT gain. The modulated
classical signal δ = I1 + iQ2 =

√
~ωiBRgH(Xu + iPv) is

communicated classically with Bob, where

I1 =
√
~ωiBRgH[|αLO|(

√
νκgJ(e−yxin +

√
ηεerx1 + ζ ′x)],

Q2 =
√

~ωiBRgH[|αLO|(
√
νκgJ(eypin −

√
ηεe−rp1 + ζ ′p)].(5)

where ζ ′x = ζx√
νκgJ

, and ζ ′p =
ζp√
νκgJ

. The above states

I1 and Q2 can be sent (or prepared at distant) to Bob via
remote state preparation (RSP)[4]. Then Bob displaces

his mode, i.e. α2 = (erx2 + ie−rp2)/
√

2, according to the
received signal. In fact, after the measurement the values
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Parameter Symbol Value
Frequency ωi 5 GHz
Measurement bandwidth B 420 kHz
Resistance R 50 Ω
HEMT gain gH 104

Amplification gain of JPA gJ 102

Transfer efficiency (at T1=40mK) ε 0.95
Transfer efficiency (at T2=300K, Free space) η 0.10
Transfer efficiency (at T2=4K, Fridge) η 0.90
Transfer efficiency (at T3=4K) κ 0.65
Transfer efficiency (at T4=100mK) ν 0.75
Local oscillator mode amplitude |αLO| 106V/m
Amplification squeezing rJ 2.30
Squeezing parameter of the TMSS r 1.32
Transmissivity (for T2=300K, Free space) τ 0.095
Transmissivity (for T2=4K, Fridge) τ 0.427
Coupling strength (for T2=300K, Free space) β -0.41
Coupling strength (for T2=4K, Fridge) β -2.40
Coefficient (for T2=300K, Free space) Λ 1.10
Coefficient (for T2=4K, Fridge) Λ 1.74
Noise (zero input, for T2=300K, Free space) ζ′x (0.954)< I1 >+(1.152)< x2 >
Noise (zero input, for T2=300K, Free space) ζ′p (0.954)< Q2 >+(0.082)< p2 >
Noise (zero input, for 2=4K, Fridge) ζ′x (0.758)< I1 >+(2.444)< x2 >
Noise (zero input, for T2=4K, Fridge) ζ′p (0.758)< Q2 >+(0.174)< p2 >

TABLE I. Some approximations for the values in the microwave teleportation circuit

of entangled states already turn to x2 = −x1 and p2 = p1.
The displacement on Bob’s side is implemented with a
directional coupler and is described as an asymmetric
beam splitter with transmissivity τ , which is BS(τ)4 =
[
√

1− τI2,
√
τI2;−

√
τI2,
√

1− τI2] with τ = 1 − 10β/10,
where β is the coupling strength expressed in decibels
(dB)[4, 17]. Letting the first moments before the beam
splitter as xτ = (I1, Q2, e

rx2, e
−rp2)T by adjusting the

parameter τ as

τ =
εη

2
= 1− 1

|αLO|2(~ωiBRνκgJgH)
(6)

and letting Λ = |αLO|2~ωiBRνκgJgH therefore τ = 1− 1
Λ .

Since the maximum value of τ = εη
2 = 1/2 then it makes

a restriction on Λ as 1 < Λ ≤ 2 to have a feasible protocol
of teleportation.

The coupling strength turns to

β = 10 log
1

Λ
(7)

Finally, after the operation BS(τ)4xτ , the state will be
reconstructed in the upper arm after the beam splitter
as
√

2αin = e−yxin + ieypin with noise term ζ = ζ ′x + iζ ′p
where the components are

e−yxin + ζ ′x =
1√
Λ
I1 +

√
τerx2

eypin + ζ ′p =
1√
Λ
Q2 +

√
τe−rp2 (8)

In a lossless protocol, η = ε = κ = ν = 1, the noise
term disappears and the state can be reconstructed per-
fectly, but in reality the amount of loss is significant in
the microwave regime. The magnitudes of noise terms ζ ′x
and ζ ′p can be obtained experimentally via calibration of

the setup by letting the zero input values, i.e. e−yxin = 0
and eypin = 0.

Amplification− The amplification of signals is an es-
sential feature in microwave communication in open air.
In the quantum regime, HEMT amplifiers are suited for
experiments in the microwave regime. A commercial
HEMT usually has gH = 104, and working at 5 GHz fre-
quencies it introduces between n ∼ 10−100 thermal pho-
tons [17] which can have destructive effects on the proto-

col. One alternative for amplification is the replacement
of each HMET with two additional JPAs in the same
arm (see Fig. 4) to reach the same gain of HEMT but
with significant reduction of noise. In this case, the pa-
rameter Λ turns to Λ′ where Λ′J = |αLO|2~ωiBRνκ(gJ)3

and therefore the state can be reconstructed based on the
circuit in Fig. 4, as follows
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FIG. 4. Replacement of each HEMT with two JPAs in each
arm to reach the same gain but with significant lower thermal
noise.

e−yxin + ζ ′x =
1√
Λ′J
I1 +

√
τerx2

eypin + ζ ′p =
1√
Λ′J
Q2 +

√
τe−rp2 (9)

Based on the above theoretical proposed protocols and
physical formalism, an unconditional microwave quan-
tum teleportation is applicable in real conditions. How-
ever, quantum microwave signals are very fragile and
there are experimental limitations in free space as well
as some fundamental bounds [5, 31] that should be stud-
ied as the next research prospect.
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Appendix A: Continuous Variables and Gaussian
States

In quantum mechanics, a continuous variable (CV)
system is defined as a system with degrees of free-
dom associated to operators with a continuous spectrum,
whose eigenstates form bases for the infinite-dimensional
Hilbert space H. For example, a quantized electromag-
netic field is a bosonic CV system that can be modeled as
a collection of non-interacting quantum harmonic oscil-
lators with different frequencies, where each oscillator is
referred to as a mode of the system [18, 19]. CV systems
are represented by N bosonic modes with an infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space H⊗N = ⊗Nk=1Hk, correspond-
ing to N quantum harmonic oscillators associated with N

pairs of annihilation and creation operators {ak, a†k}Nk=1,
respectively, which can be sorted in a vectorial oper-

ator l̂ = (â1, â
†
1, ..., âN , â

†
N ), satisfying in the bosonic

commutation relations [l̂i, l̂j ] = Ωij , i, j = 1, ..., 2N
where Ωij is the generic element of 2N × 2N matrix
Ω := ⊕Nk=1ω, ω :=

(
0 1
−1 0

)
known as the symplectic form

[18]. Besides {ak, a†k} operators, a bosonic system may be
described by the quadrature field operators {qk, pk}Nk=1,
sorted in the vector x̂ = (q̂1, p̂1, ..., q̂N , p̂N ), which are as-
sociated to the bosonic field operators via âk := 1√

2
(q̂k +

ip̂k). The quadrature field operators act like the posi-
tion and momentum operators of the quantum harmonic
oscillator, satisfying in the canonical commutation rela-
tions in natural units (~ = 2), [x̂i, x̂j ] = 2iΩij . The
N-mode Hilbert space can be written as x̂T |x〉 = xT |x〉
with x ∈ R2N and |x〉 := (|x1〉, ..., |x2N 〉)T . A quan-
tum state represented by a density operator ρ̂ includes
all the physical information about the N-mode bosonic
system, which has an equivalent representation in terms
of a quasi-probability distribution, i.e. Wigner function,
over a real phase space. Also, it is equivalent to a Wigner
characteristic function χ(ξ) = tr[ρ̂D(ξ)] where D(ξ) :=
exp(ix̂TΩξ) is the Weyl operator with ξ ∈ R2N that can
be converted to a Wigner function via Fourier transform

W (x) =
∫
R2N

d2Nξ
(2π)2N

exp(−ixTΩξ)χ(ξ), i.e. normalized

to one but non-positive quasiprobability distribution in

general [18, 20]. The CVs, x ∈ R2N , which are the eigen-
values of quadratures operator x̂, span a real symplectic
space (R2N ,Ω), in which a N-mode bosonic state ρ is
equivalent to a Wigner function W (x) defined over a 2N-
dimensional phase space. The statistical moments of the
quantum state characterize χ or W where the first mo-
ment is called the displacement vector or the mean value
x̄ := 〈x̂〉 = tr(x̂ρ), and the second moment is called the
covariance matrix V , i.e. a 2N × 2N , real and symmet-
ric matrix, with elements Vij := 1

2 〈{∆x̂i,∆x̂j}〉 where
∆x̂i := x̂i−〈x̂i〉 and {, } is the anti-commutator. In fact,
the diagonal elements of the covariance matrix are the
variances of the quadrature operators, i.e., Vii = V (x̂i)
where V (x̂i) = 〈(∆x̂i)2〉 = 〈x̂2

i 〉 − 〈x̂i〉2. The covariance
matrix must satisfy the uncertainty principle V −iΩ ≥ 0,
implying the positive definiteness V > 0. The first
two moments are sufficient for a complete characteri-
zation, i.e. ρ̂ = ρ̂(x̄, V ), which is used for the case of
Gaussian states that are bosonic states with Gaussian
Wigner representation (χ or W ). In classical physics,
Gaussian functions are mostly introduced in probabil-
ity theory, often under the name of “normal distribu-
tions”, but in quantum theory, Gaussian states are very
closely related to Gaussian functions, which are defined
as states whose characteristic functions and quasiproba-
bility distributions are Gaussian functions on the quan-
tum phase space [18]. In fact, a pure state is Gaus-
sian, if and only if, its Wigner function is non-negative,
and one can obtain the Wigner function of each Gaus-
sian state by letting its covariance matrix in the formula

W (x) = exp{−1/2((x−x̄)TV −1(x−x̄)}
(2π)N

√
detV

[20]. Furthermore, a

quantum operation is named Gaussian when it preserves
the nature of a Gaussian state. Thus, Gaussian channels
(unitaries) are those channels which preserve the Gaus-
sian character of a quantum state. Gaussian unitaries
are generated via S = exp(−iĤ/2) from Hamiltonians Ĥ
which are second-order polynomials in the field operators.
In terms of the quadrature operators, a Gaussian unitary
is more simply described by map (S, d) : x̂ → Sx̂+ d
where d ∈ R2N and S is a 2N × 2N real matrix, and it is
symplectic if it satisfies in SΩST = Ω. It can be shown
that, if S, S1 and S2 are symplectic, then S−1, ST and
S1S2 are also symplectic [21], with S−1 = ΩSTΩ−1. The
action of a Gaussian unitary in terms of the statistical
moments, x̄ and V , is [20, 21]

x̄→ Sx̄+ d , V → SV ST . (A1)

In this paper, our notations are mostly in symplectic rep-
resentation in terms of statistical moments.

Appendix B: Single- and Two-mode Gaussian States

In this paper, we have only considered single-mode
(N = 1) and two-mode (N = 2) Gaussian states to
be used in the teleportation protocol, which will be dis-
cussed in the following sections. Now, we show the co-
variance matrix representation of single-mode Gaussian
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states, VG, as states to be processed, transferred and
measured. In the following sections, I2 =

(
1 0
0 1

)
will de-

scribe the 2 × 2 identity matrix. One can show that
any 2 × 2 symplectic matrix, as a single-mode Gaussian
state with mean x̄ and covariance matrix VG, is in its
most general form as VG = (2n+1)R(θ)S(2r)R(θ)T [20].
Single mode Gaussian states comprise vaccum states
(x̄ = 0), V0 = I2, coherent states (x̄ 6=0), Vc = I2,
thermal states Vth = (2n+ 1)I2, squeezed vacuum states
(x̄=0) and squeezed coherent states (x̄ 6=0). These two

have the same covariance matrices, Vr =
(
e−2r 0

0 e2r

)
and

V-r =
(
e2r 0
0 e−2r

)
, where r is the squeezing level, n is

the number of thermal photons. A rotation matrix is
R(θ) =

(
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

)
, where θ is the angle of rotation

and S(r) =
(
e−r 0

0 er

)
is the squeezing matrix. Then, the

covariance matrix Vr is obtained as Vr = S(r)S(r)T =

S(2r) =
(
e−2r 0

0 e2r

)
that has different quadrature noise-

variances, i.e., one variance is squeezed below the quan-
tum shot-noise, while the other is anti-squeezed above
it.

Gaussian states of two bosonic modes (N=2) are char-
acterized by simple analytical formulas, which makes
them the simplest states for studying properties like
quantum entanglement. The covariance matrix of a
two-mode Gaussian (TMG) state in symplectic repre-
sentation is shown by a block matrix as follows [22],
VTMG =

[
A,C;CT , B

]
, where A = AT , B = BT and C

is a 2×2 real matrix. Two-mode squeezed states (TMSS)
are the most useful TMG states in quantum information
protocols where entanglement sharing between two par-
ties are required. The two-mode squeezing operator as a

Gaussian unitary is defined as Ŝ2(r) = exp[r(âb̂− â†b̂†)].
By applying Ŝ2(r) to a couple of vacuum states |0〉a|0〉b,
we obtain the two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state,

|λ〉 =
√

1− λ2
∑∞
n=0(−λ)n|n〉a|n〉b where λ = tanh(r) ∈

[0, 1] [20]. In symplectic representation, TMSV state
are characterized by A = B = cosh(2r)I2 and C =
sinh(2r)Z with Z = diag(1,−1). The symmetric two-
mode squeezed thermal state (TMST) can be expressed
by A = B = (2n + 1) cosh(2r)I2 and C = (2n +
1) sinh(2r)Z with equal number of thermal photons, n,
in each mode. Normally, TMSV and TMST states are
the most useful Gaussian resources in quantum proto-
cols, e.g. in quantum teleportation.

The Wigner function of TMG states can be obtained
by replacing V by VTMG in the formula of W (x), where
x turns to x = (x1 p1 x2 p2)T .

1. Measurement in Teleportation of Gaussian
States

The Braunstein-Kimble protocol describes a CV tele-
portation procedure with quantum states employing
Gaussian resources [24]. Let us consider a situation in
which two parties, Alice and Bob, want to share a TMSS.

Then, Alice tries to send a single-mode Gaussian state
to Bob via the teleportation mechanism. Alice performs
double homodyne detection (see Fig. 2), which is the op-
timal measurement for the teleportation protocol. In this
case, the result of the measurement will be modulated
as a single mode δ to be sent to Bob. As can be seen
in Fig. 2, two modes αin and α1 are passing through
a 50:50 beamsplitter, and then again each output beam
again passes through two other 50:50 beamsplitters while
a classical local oscillator mode αLOx enters in the top
beamsplitter and another classical local oscillator mode
αLOp

passes through the other beamsplitter. According
to Fig. 2 in each line for quantum modes we use the anni-
hiliation operators, and α as classical coherent state for
the local oscillator. Finally, there would be four outputs
at the end, where there is a detector at each output which
can measure the current produced due to the collision of
photons to the detector.

In the symplectic representation, we consider two
operators in the double-homodyne detection cir-
cuit depicted in Fig. 2, Sh1 = I2 ⊕ BS(1/2)4 ⊕ I2
and Sh2 = BS(1/2)4 ⊕ BS(1/2)4. The input
first moment in the double-homodyne detection is
x̄′in = (xLOx , pLOx , xin, pin, e

rx1, e
−rp1, xLOp , pLOp)T ,

and therefore the output’s first moments at the
photodetectors right before the measurement
are x̄′out = Sh2Sh1x̄′in, which gives x̄′out =√

2((xu′), (pu′), (xu′′), (pu′′), (xv′), (pv′), (xv′′), (pv′′))
T

where Re(αu′) = xu′ = 1/2(xin + erx1) + xLOx
/
√

2,

Im(αu′) = pu′ = 1/2(pin + e−rp1) + pLOx
/
√

2,

Re(αu′′) = xu′′ = 1/2(xin + erx1) − xLOx/
√

2,

Im(αu′′) = pu′ = 1/2(pin + e−rp1) − pLOx
/
√

2,

Re(αv′) = xv′ = 1/2(−xin + erx1) + xLOx
/
√

2,

Im(αv′) = pv′ = 1/2(−pin + e−rp1) + pLOx/
√

2,

Re(αv′′) = xv′′ = 1/2(xin − erx1) + xLOx
/
√

2, and

Im(αv′′) = pv′′ = 1/2(pin − e−rp1) + pLOx
/
√

2. Here,
we assume that the detectors are ideal, therefore we
define the produced current as i = 〈n̂〉 = 〈â†â〉 =
〈1/2(x̂2 + p̂2) − 1/2〉 = 1/2(x2 + p2) − 1/2. Then,
the difference between the currents from each detector
after the beam splitters is measured [27]. The current
from the top beamsplitter is the difference between the

currents in u′ and u′′, i.e. i1 = 〈â†u′ â′u〉−〈â
†
u′′ âu′′〉, which

gives i1 = 1√
2
[(xin + erx1)xLOx

+ (pin + e−rp1)pLOx
].

Assuming αLOx = |αLOx |eiθx = |αLOx |(cos θx + i sin θx),

and equivalently αLOx = (
xLOx+ipLOx√

2
), if θx = 0

then xLOx =
√

2|αLOx | and pLOx = 0, thus
i1 = |αLOx |(xin +erx1) that consequently one can obtain
Xu = i1

|αLOx |
= xin+erx1 = Re(δ). Similarly, in the other

two arms the current difference is i2 = 〈â†v′ âv′〉−〈â
†
v′′ âv′′〉

yields i2 = 1√
2
[(xin − erx1)xLOx

+ (pin − e−rp1)pLOx
].

Assuming αLOp
= |αLOp

|eiθp , if we let θp = π/2 then
it turns to i2 = |αLOp

|(pin − e−rp1), and therefore

Pv = i2
|αLOp |

= pin − e−rp1 = Im(δ). By using classical

coherent light with similar amplitudes for both local
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oscillators, one can write |αLOx
| = |αLOp

| = |αLO|, so
the currents i1 and i2 can be modulated into a single
mode as δ = Xu + iPv, to be sent and received by Bob
(see Fig. 2). On the other side, at the same time that
Alice measures her state, the state at Bob collapses to

α2 = erx2+ie−rp2√
2

with x2 = −x1 and p2 = p1. The

goal of teleportation is to reconstruct αin = xin+pin√
2

from the received state δ = (xin+erx1)+i(pin−e−rp1)√
2

and

α2 = −erx1+ie−rp1√
2

. Comparing δ and α2 we realize that

δ + α2 = αin where δ is the complex conjugate of δ.
Once Bob receives this information, he can reconstruct
Alice’s input state by applying the displacement D(δ)
on his mode, i.e. D(δ)|α2〉 = |δ + α2〉 = |αout〉 ≈ |αin〉.
In the symplectic representation, this means that the
first moments of Bob, x̄2 = (x2, p2)T should be displaced
with ∆ = (Xu, Pv)

T , which means

x̄2 → x̄2 + ∆. (B1)

2. Fidelity of Teleportation in Free Space

In order to obtain the fidelity in free space, we con-
sider that the resource is a TMSV state interacting in free
space with a thermal bath characterized by N thermal
photons. This mechanism is modeled via a beamsplitter
with reflectivity η, i.e. BS(η). In Fig. 5a in the the circuit
V′out = S′1V

′′
inS
′T
1 where the input is V ′′in = (2N + 1)I2 ⊕

VTMSV with N as the number of environmental thermal
photons, and S′1 = BS(η)4 ⊕ I2, thus the output covari-
ance matrix in block form is V ′out = [A′, C ′;C ′, B′], where
A′ = [(2N+1)(1−η)+η cosh(2r)]I2, B′ = cosh(2r)I2, and
C ′ =

√
η sinh(2r)Z. This interaction between a TMSV

state with squeezing level r and a thermal bath with
N thermal photons in free space can be modeled by a
two-mode squeezed thermal (TMST) state with n ther-
mal photons in the resource and squeezing level s′. In
this case, we use the local operations L1 and L2 in the
circuit (see Fig. 5) to obtain the parameters of (TMSV
state + Air) in terms of TMST state. Then, we obtain
V ′′out = S′2VTMSTS

′T
2 , where S′2 = L1 ⊕ L2

FIG. 5. a) The interaction model of TMSV state with squeez-
ing level r with free space including N thermal photons via a
beamsplitter with reflectivity η, and b) The operation of local
operations L1 and L2 on the TMST state with squeezing level
s′

After the local operations (which are squeezing oper-
ators, L1 with squeezing x1 and L2 with squeezing x2)

FIG. 6. Teleportation fidelity of Gaussian states in free space
in terms of TMSV squeezing level r for different values of
air thermal photons N and beamsplitter reflectivity η (i.e.
efficiency of transfer) for different squeezing level of the input
y.

we have V ′′out = [A′′, C ′′;C ′′, B′′], where the matrices A′′,
B′′, and C ′′ are

A′′ = [e−4x1(2n+ 1) cosh(2s′), 0; 0, e4x1(2n+ 1) cosh(2s′)],

B′′ = [e−4x2(2n+ 1) cosh(2s′), 0; 0, e4x2(2n+ 1) cosh(2s′)],

C ′′ = [e−2(x1+x2)(2n+ 1) sinh(2s′), 0; 0,−e2(x1+x2)(2n+ 1) sinh(2s′)].(B2)

If we equal V ′out to V ′′out, we find

s′ =
1

2
tanh−1

( √
η sinh(2r)

(1− η)(2N + 1) + η cosh(2r)

)
, (B3)

x1 =
1

8
log(sech(2r)(−η − 2ηN + 2N + η cosh(2r) + 1)),

x2 = −3

8
log(sech(2r)(−η − 2ηN + 2N + η cosh(2r) + 1)),

n =
1

2

(√
sech(2r)((η − 1)(−2N− 1) + η cosh(2r))

(
((η − 1)(2N + 1)− η cosh(2r))2 − η sinh2(2r)

)
− 1

)
.

The term under the radical makes a restriction on the squeezing level which should satisfy

1− η sinh2(2r)

((η − 1)(2N + 1)− η cosh(2r))2
> 0. (B4)
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The fidelity is obtained via F = 2/
√

det(Γ), in
which Γ = 2V ′in + ZA′′Z +B′′ − C ′′Z− ZTC ′′T where
A′′, B′′, and C ′′ are the block matrices of V ′′out =[
A′′, C ′′;C ′′T , B′′

]
.

The diagram of the fidelity in terms of r, for different

values of η and N , and for different squeezing level y of
input states has been shown in Fig. 6. It can be seen that
the fidelity is affected significantly by variations in η and
N . To be quantum teleportation, the fidelity should be
higher than 0.50, otherwise the protocol is classical.
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