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This work establishes a versatile theoretical framework that explicitly describes single-photon
subtraction from multimode quantum light in the context of non-Gaussian state generation and ma-
nipulation. The treatment focuses on easy-to-implement configurations in which no mode-selective
operation is available and evaluates features and advantages of scheme where only simple filtering
stages are employed on the experiments. Such configuration, by considerably reducing the experi-
mental overheads, makes experiments involving single photon subtraction easier to be implemented.
Obtained theoretical framework allows retrieving, given a multimode input state, optimal condi-
tions required to herald and then to detect non-Gaussian states, providing a practical and powerful
toolbox for experiments’ design. The application of the proposed approach to the case study of
Schrödinger kitten preparation starting from a frequency multimode squeezed state illustrates the
impact of the derived theoretical tools.

INTRODUCTION

In the context of emerging quantum technologies, con-
tinuous variable (CV) quantum optics offers a wide
panel of applications, encompassing quantum metrol-
ogy [1], quantum communication [2], and quantum com-
puting [3]. A full exploitation of the CV approach
relies on the ability of producing high quality states
represented by non-Gaussian functions in the quantum
phase space [4]. A powerful strategy to generate and
manipulate such non-Gaussian states consists in sub-
tracting (or adding) photons from an appropriate in-
put. In particular, the subtraction of single photons
from squeezed vacuum is the most common way to pro-
duce key CV resources such as Schrödinger kitten- and
Fock-states [5, 6], experimentally demonstrated in both
pulsed [7] and continuous-wave [8, 9] regime. At the
same time, the performances of this kind of operations
are strongly affected by the properties of the protocol
input state whose multimode features must be carefully
mastered. In experiments, this point can play a very crit-
ical role, as most of bulk and guided-wave realisations
rely on input squeezed states produced by spontaneous
parametric down conversion (SPDC), that, depending on
the working conditions, can be highly multimode in the
frequency domain [10, 11]. To comply with this situa-
tion, single-mode engineered SPDC sources [12] as well
as mode-selective state manipulation [13, 14] have been
studied and experimentally demonstrated. Nevertheless,
the specific experimental conditions required for such op-
erations remain difficult or unaccessible to many practical
situations.

In this context, this work offers a general and versa-
tile theoretical framework able to describe single pho-
ton subtraction in a highly multimode context and with
no hypothesis on the nature, shape or number of in-
volved modes. Previous theoretical models have already
treated the case of mode-selective photon-subtraction
schemes [13, 15], whose practical implementation de-

mands non-linear optical stages [14, 16]. This work fo-
cuses, instead, on the very common experimental situ-
ation in which single-mode or mode-selective operations
are not possible or practically unavailable. It aims at as-
sessing the performances of extremely easy-to-implement
experimental setups where single-photon subtraction is
obtained by using a standard beam-splitter followed by a
simple bandpass filter in the heralding path [6]. Thanks
to its simplicity, this configurations has been repeatedly
implemented in experiments [7–9] but, so far, without an
explicit and exhaustive theoretical evaluation of its fea-
tures. The model presented here closes this gap. Given a
multimode state, it makes it possible to derive the exact
shape of the state obtained after the single photon sub-
traction and to determine, based on chosen working pa-
rameters, the optimal conditions to announce and detect
its non-Gaussian properties. These ingredients are essen-
tial for the conception, design and optimisation of any
experiments in which multimode features, in frequency,
time or space, are important or unavoidable and open
the way to future ambitious realisations. As for an il-
lustration of its impact, the developed theoretical frame-
work is applied to Schrödinger kitten preparation from
a frequency multimode squeezed state, including in the
very practical scenario where squeezing is provided by
SPDC from a lithium niobate optical waveguide compat-
ible with integrated systems [17]. The properties and ex-
plicit shapes of the protocol detection modes are reported
and discussed as functions of the input multimode char-
acteristics and of realistic heralding conditions. The de-
veloped methods, derived for the generic case of no-mode
selective single photon subtraction, can also be applied to
further manipulation of non-Gaussian states via cascaded
photon subtraction. In addition, as briefly discussed in
what follows, they can be easily adapted to the special
case of mode-selective operations. Note that theoretical
models for mode-selective operations have already been
reported in the literature [15, 16] and, accordingly, shall
not be discussed in detail.
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The paper is structured as follows. Section I pro-
vides a multimode description of single-photon subtrac-
tion as well as the explicit expression of the heralded
non-Gaussian state as it is measured by a homodyne de-
tection. In Sec. II, the obtained formalism is applied
to the case of Schrödinger kitten generation. Different
experimental configurations for both heralding and de-
tection stages are discussed and compared. For the sake
of simplicity, derived results adopt the formalism of mul-
timode features of multiple spectral components. This
choice makes it possible to gain easy physical intuitions
of obtained results and discuss the common cases of non-
Gaussian state generation via single-photon subtraction
from squeezed states generated by SPDC [11, 15]. All nu-
merical simulations refer to the manipulation of squeez-
ing emitted in the C-band of classical telecommunication,
compatible with future practical applications to fibre-
based quantum communication.

I. PHOTON-SUBTRACTION ON MULTIMODE
STATES

Following a very common strategy, multimode states
are treated in terms of the so-called supermodes [18].
These permit rewriting the output of a multimode quan-
tum optical source as a tensor product of independent
single mode states, each being described by a spectral
envelop ψk(ω) [10, 18, 19]. Supermode envelops {ψk(ω)}
form an orthonormal basis (

∫
ψk(ω)ψ∗l (ω)dω = δk,l, δk,l

being the Kronecker delta) and their associated bosonic

operators {Âk} are:

Âk =

∫
ψ∗k(ω) â(ω) dω, (1)

where â(ω) are the bosonic operators associated with the
individual spectral components of the source output.

The multimode state, generically indicated as |ψ〉, un-
dergoes the typical subtraction scheme shown in Fig. 1;
it is sent towards a subtraction beam-splitter (BS) with
reflection coefficient rs � 1. The reflected beam goes
towards the heralding path, while the transmitted one
carries the heralded state. In experiments, light in the
heralding path is sent to a bucket single-photon detec-
tor (SPD), unable to distinguish light from different
modes and whose detection signal heralds a successful
photon subtraction and the preparation of a desired non-
Gaussian state [6]. At the same time, the subtraction BS,
a priori, acts in a similar way on all spectral components
of |ψ〉 or, equivalently, on all supermodes {ψk(ω)}. This
makes it impossible to associate a photon detection event
with a subtraction operation on a specific supermode,
and can eventually lead to mixed heralded states [20]. To
comply with such a situation, a certain mode selectivity
on the heralding path is generally obtained by adding an
optical frequency filter before the photon-counting detec-
tor [6, 20–22]. The filter action can be modelled as a BS:

FIG. 1. Subtraction scheme applied to a multimode input
state |ψ〉 in case of (a) mode-selective and (b) non mode-
selective operations. The working supermode basis for each
spatial mode is explicitly indicated in both cases. A hybrid
Schrödinger / Heisenberg approach is adopted, as the oper-
ators do not evolve on the subtracting beam-splitter, but do
evolve on the filter beam-splitter. Mode b̂out represents the
spatial mode of the heralding photons downstream of the fil-
ter that are directed toward the single-photon detector (SPD).
Mode ĉout represents photons that are rejected by the filter
and thus disregarded. After the photon-counting operation,
mode â carries the heralded non-Gaussian state ρ̂out.

different scenarios can thus be considered based on the
shape of the transmission coefficient of the filter BS.

Perfect mode-selective single-photon subtraction

Fig. 1-a represents a conceptual scheme of mode-
selective photon-subtraction. In this case, the filter is
modelled as a mode-selective beam splitter, able to trans-
mit towards the bucket single-photon detector only one

given detection mode ψ
//
k (ω). Depending on the chosen

mode, it is possible to manipulate the original multimode
state in a controlled manner or even to entangle formerly
independent supermodes {ψk(ω)} [14]. In particular, in
the special case in which the detection mode matches one

of the supermode envelops (i.e. ψ
//
k = ψk), Schrödinger

kitten or Fock states can be heralded. As already dis-
cussed, the theory underlying mode-selective operation
has already made the object different works [15, 16] and
its treatment is beyond the scope of this paper. At the
same time, it is pertinent to observe that original meth-
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ods and results reported in the following paragraphs can
be adapted to the mode-selective case by considering for
a filter BS with discrete transmission coefficient tk equal

to 0 for all modes excepted for a specific ψ
//
k (ω).

Non mode-selective single-photon subtraction

Experimentally, mode-selective single-photon subtrac-
tions require adapted non linear optical stages [14]. In the
large majority of reported experimental works, standard
(passive) optical filters are used in the heralding path [6].
In such a non-mode selective operation, the filter can be
modelled as a beam-splitter whose real transmission coef-
ficient t(ω) depends on the optical frequency. No a priori
hypothesis on the filter transmission profile is imposed.

In order to perform the mathematical derivation, a hy-
brid Schrödinger/Heisenberg approach is adopted [23]:
the bosonic operators do not evolve on the subtracting
beam-splitter, but do evolve on the filter beam-splitter in
the heralding path (see Fig. 1-a). Such a strategy allows

introducing a global evolution operator, Û , that can be
used to describe the state obtained when both the sub-
traction and filter beam-splitter are explicitly considered:

Û =eθ
∫
(â†(ω)b̂(ω)−â(ω)b̂†(ω))dω. (2)

≈ 1̂ + θ

∫ (
â†(ω)b̂(ω)− â(ω)b̂†(ω)

)
dω, (3)

where sin θ/2 = rs � 1 gives the reflection coefficient
of the subtraction BS. Spatial modes are named as indi-
cated in Fig. 1. The operator Û correctly encompasses
all the spectral components of the field. In the previous

expression, each operator b̂(ω) undergoes the transfor-
mation due to the filtering stage and can be rewritten in

terms of the bosonic operators b̂out(ω) and ĉout(ω) that
describe the fields transmitted and reflected by the filter
BS, respectively:

b̂(ω) = t(ω)b̂out(ω) + r(ω)ĉout(ω), (4)

with t(ω)2 + r(ω)2 = 1. Expression (3) can thus be writ-
ten as:

Û ≈ 1̂ + θ

∫
dω
(
â†(ω)t(ω)b̂out(ω) + â†(ω)r(ω)ĉout(ω)

− â(ω)t∗(ω)b̂†out(ω)− â(ω)r∗(ω)ĉ†out(ω)
)
.

(5)

To highlight the multimode features, Û can be conve-
niently expressed in terms of bosonic operators associated
with the supermodes {ψk(ω)} by inverting relation (1)

and by defining, by analogy with Âk, operators B̂out,k

and Ĉout,k associated with the spatial modes downstream

of the filter BS:

â(ω) =
∑
k

ψk(ω)Âk (6a)

b̂out(ω) =
∑
k

ψk(ω)B̂out,k (6b)

ĉout(ω) =
∑
k

ψk(ω)Ĉout,k. (6c)

Transformation (6) leads to the appearance in Eq. (5) of
terms of the kind:

â†(ω)t(ω)b̂out(ω) =
∑
k,k′

ψ∗k(ω)Â†kt(ω)ψk′(ω)B̂out,k′ . (7)

and analogous. However, filtered supermode functions
{t(ω)ψk(ω)} are no longer appropriate to define optical
modes as they are not orthogonal to each other or to
the original {ψk(ω)} [20]. This reflects the fact that the
contributions of the original input supermodes are mixed
together by the mode-insensitive filter. It is thus a pri-
ori impossible to factorise the action filter BS into that
of multiple BS acting each on only a given supermode
ψk(ω).

A. Supermode decomposition

Products involving the filter transmission and the su-
permodes functions can adequately be decomposed in a

suitable orthonormal basis {ψ//k (ω)} whose support cor-
responds to spectral regions for which t(ω) > 0 [20].
Thanks to such new modes, it is possible to express
the detection of single photons downstream of the fil-

ter. However, in principle, the set of {ψ//k (ω)} is suffi-
cient only to describe the state of systems that actually
passed through the filter; as-a-matter-of-fact, in a condi-
tional preparation scheme, this restricts the use of such
functions to the sole description of the heralding photon
detection. To overcome this limitation, in this work, the

basis {ψ//k (ω)} is completed with a set of orthonormal

functions {ψ⊥k (ω)}. Functions {ψ//k (ω), ψ⊥k (ω)} are or-
thogonal to each other and have disjoint supports. Their
properties are detailed in Appendix A. The complete or-

thonormal basis {ψ//k (ω), ψ⊥k (ω)} can now be used to de-
compose all spectral modes involved in the non-Gaussian
manipulation scheme, including those of the subsystem
carrying the heralded state. In particular, the supermode
functions can be written as:

ψk(ω) =
∑
n

pknψ
//
n (ω) + qknψ

⊥
n (ω), (8)

where

pkn =

∫
ψk(ω)

(
ψ//n (ω)

)∗
dω

qkn =

∫
ψk(ω)

(
ψ⊥n (ω)

)∗
dω. (9)
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The specific shape of {ψ//k (ω), ψ⊥k (ω)} depends on that of
the input supermodes and on the filter profile t(ω). In the
case of continuous functions t(ω) with continuous deriva-
tives, such as in the case of Lorentzian-shaped or Gaus-
sian filter profiles, as demonstrated in the Appendix A,

the sets of {ψ//n (ω)} can be in principle sufficient to ob-
tain a complete basis (see Eqs. (A3b) and (A9)). In all
cases in which t(ω) = 0 in one or more spectral regions,

both {ψ//n (ω)} and {ψ⊥n (ω)} are non-null and must be
taken into account to obtain a complete basis. This con-

cept is illustrated in Fig. 2 where the first {ψ//n (ω)} and
{ψ⊥n (ω)} are represented for the case of a Gaussian and
of a rectangular filter.

Relations (8) can be used to rewrite the bosonic op-
erators associated with the initial system supermodes so
as to express single mode squeezed states at the protocol
input in terms of the bosonic operators associated with

the filter supermodes ψ
//
n (ω) and ψ⊥n (ω). More explicitly:

Âk =
∑
n

p∗knÂ//n + q∗knÂ⊥n ⇐⇒
Â//n =

∑
k pknÂk

Â⊥n =
∑
k qknÂk.

(10)

Expressions in terms of the coefficients pkn and qkn
and identical to Eqs. (10) can be obtained for operators

B̂out(ω) and Ĉout(ω), leading to operators B̂//out,n, B̂⊥out,n,

Ĉ//out,n and Ĉ⊥out,n, respectively.
By exploiting the properties (A9) and (A10) of func-

tions {ψ//n (ω), ψ⊥n (ω)}, the evolution operator can now be
written as:

Û ≈ 1̂ + θ
∑
kl

[
TlkB̂//out,l

(
Â//k
)†
− T ∗lk

(
B̂//out,l

)†
Â//k

]
+ θ

∑
kl

[
RlkĈ//out,l

(
Â//k
)†
−R∗lk

(
Ĉ//out,l

)†
Â//k

]
+ θ

∑
k

[
Ĉ⊥out,k

(
Â⊥k
)†
−
(
Ĉ⊥out,k

)†
Â⊥k
]
, (11)

with:

Tlk =

∫ (
ψ
//
k (ω)

)∗
t(ω)ψ

//
l (ω)dω

Rlk =

∫ (
ψ
//
k (ω)

)∗
r(ω)ψ

//
l (ω)dω. (12)

The explicit shape of Tlk, Rlk depends on chosen exper-

imental conditions via t(ω) and ψ
//
l (ω). In Eq. (11) op-

erators Ĉout are associated with the spectral components
reflected by the filter and will be eventually traced out;
accordingly, the most relevant contribution is given by

the term TlkB̂//out,l

(
Â//k
)†

and its hermitian conjugate.

As shown by the explicit expression of Û , the intro-
duction of the filter BS defines a new basis of modes and
associated bosonic operators that permit to describe the
whole subtraction process, although, in general, they do

not necessarily match the original {ψk(ω)} and corre-

sponding {Âk}. Due to such a mismatch, any operation

performed in a single detection mode ψ
//
k (ω) can have an

impact distributed on all original supermodes {ψk(ω)}
and can even entangle them. This very general result
has been experimentally demonstrated in Ref. [14] for
the mode-selective case. In the special case of non-mode
selective operation, expressing Û in terms of the paral-
lel modes (as shown in Eq. (11)) shows that a photon-

counting operation on a single ψ
//
k (ω) also affects in a co-

herent way all parallel modes of the heralded state and
entangle them too. In the language of single-photon sub-
traction, measuring a photon-counting event on a single

ψ
//
k (ω) would correspond to herald the delocalised sub-

traction of a single-photon on a set of {ψ//k }. It is im-
portant to note that since standard photon-counting de-
tectors do not discriminate among signals coming from

different ψ
//
k (ω), a photon-counting event downstream of

the filter eventually leads to a mixed state as it will be
discussed in the next paragraph.

B. Heralded single-photon subtracted state

The above formalism allows explicitly describing the
action of the operator Û on any generic protocol input
|ψ〉 at the port a of the subtraction beam-splitter. The
results obtained in this section refer to the case of a pure
input state ρ̂in = |ψ〉〈ψ|; however, the entire treatment
can be easily extended to a mixed input. The states
at the input port b of the subtraction beam-splitter and
at the input c of the filter BS are assumed to be the
vacuum states |0〉. The mode entering the subtraction
beam-splitter will thus be indicated as ρ̂ = ρ̂in ⊗ |0〉〈0|.

The state after the filter BS but right before the herald-
ing detection stage can be written as Û ρ̂ Û†, with Û
given by Eq. (11). As discussed, in general, the photon-
counting detector on the heralding path is a bucket one
unable to distinguish signals that originate from different

parallel modes {ψ//k (ω)}. Accordingly, the overall her-
alded state is given by the mixture:

ρ̂out =
1

P
TrB̂//out

[Π̂B̂//out
Û ρ̂ Û†], (13)

where P = Tr[Π̂B̂//out
Û ρ̂ Û†] and P · θ2 is the protocol

success probability. TrB̂//out
is a partial trace over all de-

tection modes {ψ//n (ω)} of b̂out. In Eq. (13), the state
ρ̂out and the probability P are obtained by performing
also the trace over the modes reflected by the filter BS;
the explicit indication of the TrĈout has been omitted to
simplify the notation. Both ρ̂out and P depend on the
chosen heralding detector and measurement result via
the detector positive operator-valued measure (POVM),

Π̂B̂//out
that accounts, in principle, for limited detection
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FIG. 2. (Color online) (a): Examples of the first three {ψ//n (ω)} in the case of a filter with a Gaussian transmission coefficient

t(ω) centred around 1560 nm and with FWHM of 5 nm (≈ 600 GHz). (b) Examples of the first three {ψ//n (ω)} and (c) {ψ⊥
n (ω)},

in the case of a filter with a rectangular profile centred around 1560 nm with a FWHM of 5 nm. For the rectangular filter, the
coefficient t(ω) goes exactly to zero outside the 5 nm transmission bandwidth. The input state supermodes are assumed to be

Hermit functions. For both filters, ψ
//
0 (ω) is given by t(ω)ψ0(ω)√∫

|t(ω)ψ0(ω)|2dω
with a Gaussian ψ0(ω) function. {ψ//n>0(ω), ψ⊥

n (ω)} are

constructed by Gram-Schmidt process [24].

efficiency, photon counting ability, time resolving abil-
ity [25]. Here, the operator Π̂B̂//out

reads as:

Π̂B̂//out
=
∑
n

|1〉〈1|B̂//out,n
(14)

and is given by the superposition of projectors |1〉〈1|B̂//out,n ,

each describing the detection of a single photon in a spe-

cific mode ψ
//
n (ω). Without any loss of generality, the

bucket detector on the heralding path is assumed here to
be able to perfectly project its input on a single-photon
state. The impact of poor or no photon number resolv-
ing ability on heralded state preparation is discussed in
Ref. [26].

By making use of the explicit expression of Û reported
in Eq. (11) as well as of relations (10), it is easy to ob-
tain the exact expression of the density matrix ρ̂out in
terms of the bosonic operators associated with the input
supermodes:

ρ̂out =
1

P

∑
n,k

γk,nÂk ρ̂in Â
†
n, (15)

where P can be expressed as:

P =
∑
n

γn,nTr[Ânρ̂inÂ
†
n]. (16)

The coefficients γk,n can be written in a compact form
as functions of the filter BS transmission:

γk,n =

∫
|t(ω)|2ψk(ω)ψ∗n(ω)dω. (17)

Expression (15) describes in a very simple and general
form the mixed state heralded by a single-photon sub-
traction from the initial input state ρ̂ in all cases where
no mode-selective operation is possible on the herald-
ing path. As anticipated, this corresponds to the ex-
tremely common experimental situation in which passive,

linear filters are employed on the heralding path [6, 20–
22]. The special case of mode-selective single-photon
subtraction in a given supermode ψn̄(ω) corresponds to
γk,n = δk,n̄δn,n̄ in (15) and correctly leads to a pure out-

put state ρ̂out = 1
P Ân̄ ρ̂in Â

†
n̄ [15].

C. Continuous variable detection of the heralded
state

Non-Gaussian properties of the heralded state ρ̂out can
be retrieved by sending it to a homodyne detector (HD)
to make it beat with a classical local oscillator beam
(LO). This technique is used to fully reconstruct the
properties of the produced states via quantum homodyne
detection. In experiments, the HD is generally triggered
by the photon-counting events detected on the heralding
path. As widely discussed in the literature [6, 14], the
homodyne detector acts as a logic AND gate, in which
the properties of the LO select the mode that will be
actually measured. In particular, by expressing the am-
plitude of the LO beam as αLO(ω) =

∑
k ckψk(ω), it is

simple to prove that the homodyne detection measures
the observable:

X̂H(ϕ) =

∞∑
k=0

ckX̂k(ϕ), (18)

where ϕ is the LO phase and
∑
k |c|2k = 1. Observable

X̂k(ϕ) is the quadrature X̂k(ϕ) =
1√
2

(
e−iϕÂk + eiϕÂ†k

)
associated with the supermode ψk(ω). Amplitude and

phase quadratures, X̂ and Ŷ , correspond to ϕ = 0, π/2,
respectively. Depending on the chosen spectral profile of
the LO, αLO(ω), it is thus possible to observe the quadra-
tures of a given supermode or of a combination of them.
This possibility is extremely relevant when it comes to
chosing how to measure the multimode features or to
optimise the detection of a chosen mode. By exploit-
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ing Eqs. (15) and (18), the single mode Wigner function
of the state detected by the homodyne detector can be
written as:

WH(x, y) =
1

2π2P

∑
k,n

γk,n·∫
ei2x

′ye−i(x−x
′−ct·x)z〈x|Âk ρ̂in Â

†
n|x + 2x′c〉dxdzdx′,

(19)

where ct = (c0, ..., ck, ...) and |x〉 = |x0, ..., xk, ...〉. The
previous expression is obtained by tracing out all modes
orthogonal to the one defined by the homodyne via the
LO profile [11] as expressed by (18).

II. HERALDED GENERATION OF
SCHRÖDINGER KITTEN STATES

The formalism established in the previous section de-
scribes in a general way the heralded state when single-
photon subtraction is performed in a nonmode-selective
way on an arbitrary input state ρ̂. This section focuses on
the interesting case study of the heralded preparation of
Schrödinger kitten states [6]. The typical heralded state
generation and detection scheme is represented in Fig. 3.

Ideally, the protocol for generating small size
Schrödinger cats relies on photon subtraction from a
single-mode squeezed vacuum state ρ̂sq,k = |ψ〉〈ψ|sq,k in

a well defined supermode ψk(ω) and exhibiting a low
squeezing level [6]. The corresponding state Wigner func-
tion is given by:

WT (x, y) =
e−(x2/s+sy2)

π

[
2

s
x2 + 2sy2 − 1

]
, (20)

where s =
1 + µ

1− µ
depends on the squeezing parameter

ζ via µ = tanh ζ. In many experimental situations,
squeezed vacuum states are obtained by means of sponta-
neous parametric down conversion of an optical pump in
a non linear optical cristal. However, to produce single-
mode squeezing, SPDC sources demand to be engineered
according to specific characteristics, that cannot be ob-
tained for all wavelengths and non linear materials [12].
In general, the SPDC process can induce frequency/time
correlations among optical components thus leading to a
multimode behaviour [20]. In this situation, the squeezed
states produced by the SPDC process is rather described
by ρ̂in = ⊗kρ̂sq,k, i.e. by the product of independent
pure single-mode squeezed vacuum states each in a dif-
ferent supermode ψk(ω). The explicit shape of the su-
permodes depends on the spectral profile of the SPDC
pump beam and phase matching condition; by assuming
a pump beam with a Gaussian spectrum, in the weak
squeezing regime, {ψk(ω)} are given by Hermite func-
tions and have the same global phase factor (leading to
real γk,n) [10]. The squeezing parameter ζk of individual

FIG. 3. Heralded preparation and detection of Schrödinger
kitten states via single photon subtraction from a squeezed
state produced by spontaneous parametric down conversion.
Depending on the SPDC working condition, a multipartite
squeezed state, ρ̂in, is produced. An optical passive filter of
FWHM ∆λF is set before the SPD on the heralding path of
the scheme, so as to implement a non mode-selective single-
photon subtraction. The SPD detection signal is used to her-
ald the production of the non-Gaussian state ρ̂out as well as to
trigger the homodyne detection. The measured state, repre-
sented by its Wigner function WH(x, y), strongly depends on
the spectral profile αLO(ω) of the homodyne local oscillator.

ρ̂sq,k decreases as the supermode index k increases. The
effective number of excited modes can be quantified in
terms of the Schmidt number [27],

K =
(
∑
k ζ

2
k)2∑

k ζ
4
k

. (21)

The Schmidt number K is equal to 1 in the single-mode
case and it increases with the number of supermodes with
non-negligible excitation. In experiments, it depends on
the SPDC pump spectral width as well as on the non
linear medium opto-geometrical properties at the chosen
working wavelengths [27]. The expression of the out-
put state provided by (15) can be applied to the general
case of a single-photon subtraction at the output of a
multimode SPDC process. Correspondingly, the Wigner
function of the heralded state, as measured by the ho-
modyne detector, can be expressed in terms of the mean
photon number of squeezed states, nk = sinh2(ζk), and
of µk = tanh ζk, as:

WH(x, y) =
e
−
(
x2

2σ2x
+ y2

2σ2y

)
2πσxσyP∑

k

γk,knk +
1

2σ2
x

(
x2

σ2
x

− 1

)∑
k,n

γk,n
µkµnckcn

(1− µk)(1− µn)

+
1

2σ2
y

(
y2

σ2
y

− 1

)∑
k,n

γk,n
µkµnckcn

(1 + µk)(1 + µn)

 , (22)
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with

σ2
x =

1

2

∑
n

c2n
1 + µn
1− µn

and σ2
y =

1

2

∑
n

c2n
1− µn
1 + µn

.

(23)
Thanks to expression (22), it is possible to explicitly eval-
uate the impact on the measured state of both the filter
profile, via the {γk,n}, and of chosen the LO shape via
the {cn}. The multimode features of the protocol input
state are taken into account via nk and µk.

A. Measured heralded state without filtering on
the heralding path

The case of heralded states obtained when no filter is
used on the heralding path provides a good intuition of
the relevance of the filtering stage applied in the proto-
col. The absence of filter is described by t(ω) = 1 for all
ω, i.e., according to Eq. (17), by γk,n = δk,n. Trivially,

in this case, parallel modes {ψ//k (ω)} exactly correspond
to {ψk(ω)} (see Eq. (A1)). As indicated by Eq. (15), the
protocol output state is a perfect mixture of photon sub-
tracted states of the kind Ânρ̂inÂ

†
n. Correspondingly, the

Wigner function of the detected state can be expressed
as:

WH,NF(x, y) =
∑
k

pk

[
c2kW

(1)
k (x, y) + (1− c2k)WSVS(x, y)

]
,

(24)
with pk = nk∑

l nl
the probability of subtracting a photon

from the mode k. The first term of the previous expres-
sion represents the Wigner function of a single-photon
subtracted squeezed state in supermode ψk(ω) as seen
by the HD:

W
(1)
k (x, y) =

e
−
(
x2

2σ2x
+ y2

2σ2y

)
2πσxσy

[
(1 + µk)

2σ2
x(1− µk)

(
x2

σ2
x

− 1

)
+

(1− µk)

2σ2
y(1 + µk)

(
y2

σ2
y

− 1

)
+ 1

]
.

(25)

This state correctly corresponds to the target state of
Eq. (20) when the homodyne LO is in the supermode
ψk(ω). In general cases, the effect of imperfect mode
matching with the LO is included in σx and σy.
The other term corresponds to squeezed vacuum contri-
butions as detected by the homodyne detector.

WSVS(x, y) =
e−(x2/2σ2

x+y2/2σ2
y)

2πσxσy
(26)

Equation (24) expresses the fact that, in absence of filter,
photon-counting events cannot be associated to a spe-
cific supermode (nor to any subset of them); as a conse-
quence, the state measured by the HD only occasionally
corresponds to the desired non-Gaussian one. A physical

intuition of this idea is provided by the case of a LO in
a specific supermode αLO(ω) = ψn(ω), i.e. |ck|2 = δk,n.
In this condition:

WH,NF(x, y)||cn|2=1 = pnW
(1)
n (x, y) +

∑
k 6=n

pkWSVS(x, y).

(27)

The measured heralded state is equal to W
(1)
n (x, y) only

with a probability pn, corresponding to the probability
of subtracting a photon in the LO mode ψn(ω). All re-
maining cases lead to the detection of squeezed vacuum
with a probability

∑
k 6=n pk = 1− pn.

State non-classicality can be evaluated using several
metrics. For a pure state, non-Gaussianity implies a
Wigner function that is negative in a given region in
phase space [28]. However, mixed states with non-
Gaussian features can still exhibit a positive Wigner func-
tion. In these conditions, specific criteria can be adopted
to quantify the non-Gaussianity of a quantum state [29].
At the same time, to discuss optimally accessible features
of heralded states, it is pertinent to focus on the Wigner
function negativity, as it represents a stricter metric [30].
Note that, in what concerns all results that will be pre-
sented in the following sections, the Wigner function neg-
ativity and its non-Gaussianity share the same qualita-
tive behaviour. The negativity is defined as the volume
of the negative part of the Wigner function [31] and it
can be expressed as:

Ng =
1

2

[∫∫
|WH(x, y)|dxdy − 1

]
. (28)

The negativity for the ideal case of a single-photon sub-
traction on a single-mode squeezed vacuum state is com-
puted to be Ng = 2e−1/2 − 1 ≈ 0.213.

Fig. 4-top shows Ng for the detected heralded state as
a function of the local oscillator spectral width and of
the Schmidt number K. To comply with many experi-
mental cases, in which the LO beam is directly provided
by the output of a pulsed laser, the LO profile, αLO(ω),
is assumed to be Gaussian with FWHM of ∆λLO. As
shown by the figure, optimal Ng values are obtained for
low K ≈ 1 and when the Gaussian LO profile αLO(ω)
is chosen so as to match exactly the first SPDC super-
mode, i.e. αLO(ω) = ψ0(ω) and |c0|2 = 1. This case is
represented in the figure by the white dotted line. When
the number of supermodes at the SPDC output increases
(K > 1), Ng rapidly degrades. This behaviour can be
understood by observing Fig. 4-bottom, that represents
the probability pn of subtracting a photon in the super-
mode n; as it can be seen, the probability p0 is gener-
ally higher than pn>0 and the single-photon subtraction
mostly takes place on the first supermode (n = 0). Ac-
cordingly, choosing the LO profile identical to the first
supermode (αLO(ω) = ψ0(ω)) corresponds to optimis-
ing, in Eq. (27), the detection of the non-Gaussian state

W
(1)
n (x, y) that shows a negative Wigner function. Note

that, to measure high negativities, contributions with
pn>0, that lead in Eq. (27) to the detection of squeezed
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Properties of the measured heralded
state WH,NF(x, y) in the absence of filter on the heralding
path. Top: Wigner function negativity Ng of WH,NF(x, y)
as a function of the local oscillator spectral bandwidth and
the multimode character of the SPDC source providing the
input state ρ̂in via K; the LO spectrum is assumed to be
Gaussian with a FWHM ∆λLO. The white dotted curve in-
dicates the case of a local oscillator perfectly matched with
the first SPDC supermode (i.e. |c0|2 = 1). Bottom: Probabil-
ity pn of detecting an heralding photon from the supermode
ψn(ω) for different SPDC working condition. Probabilities
pn are directly proportional to the excitation of the squeezed
supermodes {ψn(ω)}. In all the simulations, the bandwidth
of the SPDC pump beam is set to 0.5 nm. K depends on the
SPDC pump spectral width as well as on the the non linear
medium opto-geometrical parameters at the chosen working
wavelength [27].

vacuum, should be minimised. This condition is easily
respected when K ≈1. However, as soon as the Schmidt
number increases, the distribution of pn becomes flatter,
thus explaining why, for high K values, Ng progressively
decreases along the white dotted line.

B. Rectangular or Gaussian spectral filters in the
heralding path

In experiments, the use of narrowband filters on the
heralding path represents a widely reported strategy to
improve the quality of single-photon subtracted states [6].

At the same time, to our knowledge, no theoretical and
quantitative description of the filter impact has been pro-
vided so far. The formalism that has been introduced in
this work can be conveniently use to illustrate the lim-
its and the advantages of different filter strategies. As
discussed in the previous sections, the actual spectral
profile of the function t(ω) determines the shape of the

filter supermodes {ψ//k (ω), ψ⊥k (ω)} and, via Eq. (17), the
explicit shape of the coefficients γk,n to be included in
WH(x, y) of Eq. (22). Accordingly, different filter pro-
files and FWHM can have a strong effect on the heralded
states as well as on the LO profile that must be chosen
to optimise the detection of non-Gaussian features. From
the experimental side, different filter spectral profiles can
be chosen depending on the specific situation. Plug-
and-play filters with a rectangular profile, transmitting
light only within a certain bandwidth are widely used in
guided-wave experiments, where broadband SPDC emis-
sion is generated in single-pass configuration in non linear
waveguides [12, 17]. This scenario covers dense wave-
length multiplexers (DWM) and Bragg filters and it is
quite common when quantum optical states are produced
at classical telecommunication wavelengths so as to be
compatible with low loss fibre networks. Alternatively,
filters with t(ω) described by continuous and strictly non-
null functions, such as Gaussian or Lorentzian, can be
used. This is the case, for instance, of bulk configura-
tions in which DWM or Bragg filters with desired char-
acteristics in terms of transmission or spectral width are
not available and optical cavities are instead employed
on the heralding path [22]. In the following, the cases
of a rectangular filter and of a Gaussian-shaped t(ω) will
be considered and compared. The explicit expressions of
γk,n for these cases are reported in Appendix C. As for
the previous section, a Gaussian LO profile αLO(ω) will
be considered.

Fig. 5 gives the Wigner function negativity for the de-
tected heralded state in the case of a rectangular spec-

tral filter in the heralding path. The first {ψ//n (ω)} and
{ψ⊥n (ω)} for this kind of t(ω) are reported in Fig. 2 for
the case of a filter FWHM of 5 nm. Two different filter
bandwidths are considered (5 nm and 1 nm). As a general
consideration, for both FWHMs, Ng decreases when the
number of excited supermodes increases (K > 1). In the
case of a wide filter (Fig. 5-top), the degradation is quite
fast, with a behaviour similar to the one discussed for the
case of no filter in the previous section. The optimal LO
is still very close to the case of αLO(ω) = ψ0(ω), match-
ing the first SPDC supermode (i.e. |c0|2 = 1, see the
white dotted curve). The situation dramatically changes
when the width of the filter is reduced (Fig. 5-bottom). In
this case, the protocol performances are much robuster
against the multimode character of the SPDC source and
high negativity values can be obtained also for higher
K > 1, provided the FWHM ∆λLO for the Gaussian LO
is suitably chosen. Remarkably, the optimal αLO(ω) pro-
file does not match any of the supermodes {ψk(ω)}, nor
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Negativities Ng of the measured her-
alded Wigner function WH(x, y) in the case of a rectangu-
lar filter on the heralding path expressed as functions of the
local oscillator spectral bandwidth and Schmidt number K.
Two filter bandwidths are considered: top 5 nm (≈600 GHz)
FWHM and bottom 1 nm (≈100 GHz)) FWHM. In both plots,
the dotted curve indicates the case of a local oscillator per-
fectly matching the first SPDC supermode (i.e. |c0|2 = 1).

any of the filter-defined functions {ψ//n (ω)} and {ψ⊥n (ω)}
(see Fig. 2). Its FWHM ∆λLO can be easily computed
numerically. The possibility of using a Gaussian LO in
combination with a narrowband filter confirms qualita-
tive experimental observations [7–9] and opens the way to
simple realisations, free from spectral shaping stages on
the local oscillator path and mode-selective single-photon
subtraction.

The qualitative behaviour discussed for the case of a
rectangular filter is found also in the case of a Gaussian

t(ω). In this case, only the {ψ//n (ω)} are non-null. Their
profile, similar but not exactly matching the one of the
original supermodes, is represented in Fig. 2-(a). As for
the rectangular filter, reducing the FWHM of the Gaus-
sian t(ω) has the effect of making the protocol robuster
against higher K and makes it easy to identify an optimal
LO bandwidth ∆λLO. A comparison among the different
filter shapes is shown in Fig. 6 in the case of an SPDC
pump with spectral width of 0.5 nm. Fig. 6-top represents
the negativity of the Wigner function in the case of no
spectral filtering in the heralding path (dashed black), as
well as of 5 nm (red solid and red points) and 1 nm (dot-

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
LO (nm)

0.00
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0.10

0.15

0.20

N
g

Without filtering
F = 5nm
F = 1nm

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
K

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

N
g

Without filtering
Filter = 5nm
Filter = 1nm

FIG. 6. (Color online) Top: Negativity of the Wigner func-
tion as a function of the FWHM of the LO spectral ampli-
tude α(ω) in the case where K = 1.77. Bottom: Negativity of
the Wigner function as a function of the Schmidt number K
when imposing an optimal ∆λLO. For both figures the pump
SPDC has a spectral bandwidth of 0.5 nm. Curves refer to a
single-photon subtraction scheme. Dashed (black): without
spectral filter in the heralding path; solid (red): with 5 nm
(≈ 600 GHz) rectangular spectral filter in the heralding path;
points (red): with 5 nm (≈ 600 GHz) Gaussian spectral filter
in the heralding path; dotted (green): with 1 nm (≈ 100 GHz)
spectral filter in the heralding path (the Gaussian and rect-
angular shapes are equivalent in this case).

ted green) filter bandwidths for K= 1.77. The red solid
line represents rectangular spectral filters whereas the red
points represent Gaussian spectral filters. As expected,
the narrowband spectral filters improve the negativity
of the homodyne detected state. Also, the optimal LO
bandwidth is slightly shifted to lower values when the
filter FWHM decreases. The narrower is the filter, the
smaller is the difference between the behaviour obtained
with a rectangular or a Gaussian filter profile (dotted
green matches solid green curve). As shown in Fig. 6-
bottom, similar results can be found for different values
of K > 1, where optimal measured negativities (i.e. cor-
responding to the optimal LO profiles) are reported as a
function of K and for different filter widths. It is rele-
vant to stress that the pertinence of narrowband filters in
heralding schemes is equally confirmed in the context of
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low squeezing and heralded single photon sources, where
pure single photon state can be retrieved, even from a
highly multimode squeezed states, when delta-like t(ω)
are employed. This case is discussed in detail in Ap-
pendix D.

C. Application to a practical experimental
situation

Discussed results provide a powerful tool to model
single-photon subtraction in a multimode context and
to optimise experimental conditions for the generation
and detection of high quality non-Gaussian states. As
for an example, in what follows, the developed treatment
is applied to the practical situation of Schrödinger kit-
ten states obtained from single-photon subtraction from
squeezed light emitted by a realistic source. A particu-
larly interesting case is that of a SPDC process occur-
ring in integrated photonic circuits on Lithium Niobate
(LN), where on-chip generation and active manipulation
of optical quantum states at telecom wavelengths can
be provided by the association of the material non lin-
ear optical- and electro-optical properties [17, 32]. At
the same time, in pulsed regime, LN dispersion prop-
erties prevent from working in single mode conditions
and generated squeezed light can exhibit a high num-
ber of modes (K > 1). Fig. 7 considers a typical case
of multimode light generated around 1560 nm via type-0
SPDC in a 10 mm-long LN crystal pumped by a pulsed
beam at 780 nm with a spectral width of 0.5 nm. In such
conditions, the Schmidt number can be calculated to be
K ≈ 9 [10]. Fig. 7-top shows the obtained Ng for dif-
ferent filtering and LO choices. As it can be seen, for a
filter of 1 nm, almost optimal Ng values can be reached
for experimentally accessible Gaussian LO profiles with
∆λLO ≈ 2 nm. This corresponds to optical pulses in pi-
cosecond regime, that can be easily employed in guided-
wave configurations, with the possibility of limiting para-
sitic non linear optical effects and chromatic dispersion in
optical fibres. For a subtraction BS reflectivity r2

s ≈ 0.05,
the corresponding protocol success probability, P · θ2, is
on the order of 0.01, in agreement with typical values
reported in the literature [6–9]. Higher probabilities can
in principle be obtained with wider filters at the price of
a reduced Ng. The protocol heralding rate is measured
in Hz and it is the product of P · θ2 with the experiment
clock, i.e. the pulse repetition rate (PRR) of the laser
pumping the SPDC stage used to generate the squeezing.
Its value corresponds to the count rate at the output of
the DV heralding detector that triggers the homodyne
measurement. For a fixed P ·θ2, the ultimate limit to the
protocol heralding rate is given by the bandwidth of the
slower between the DV and CV detector. From one side
the PRR must be chosen so as to guarantee a DV detec-
tion rate below the photon counter saturation level. From
the other, even if this condition is satisfied, the heralding

rate must also be kept below the homodyne electronic
bandwidth, so as to avoid triggering the acquisition at
a speed non-compatible with the detector time resolu-
tion [33]. Commercial single photon detectors can safely
work with count rate below 10 MHz, corresponding, in
the case of P · θ2 ≈ 0.01, to a maximum PPR of ≈1 GHz.
These values are fully compatible with commercial homo-
dyne systems that have typical bandwidths of the order
of 100 MHz. Ultra-fast heralding rates above 100 MHz
(with PRR higher that 10 GHz) could be obtained by
multiplexing the DV detectors and employing research-
grade homodyne with bandwidth in the GHz regime [33].
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Top: Negativity of the Wigner func-
tion as function of the LO spectral width, for K ≈ 9 as for
frequency degenerate SPDC around 1560 nm, pumped with
optical pulses at 780 nm with a width of 0.5 nm. The SPDC
crystal is taken to be 10 mm-long. Curves refer to a single-
photon subtraction scheme. Solid (red): with 5 nm rectan-
gular spectral filter in the heralding path; dotted (red): with
5 nm Gaussian spectral filter in the heralding path; dashed
(green) with 1 nm spectral filter in the heralding path (the
Gaussian and rectangular shapes are equivalent in this case).
Bottom: Optimal ∆λLO (solid black line) and ∆λF (dashed
red line) required to ensure, for a given K, a fidelity with the
target state of 0.95.

Eventually, note that results observed with Ng are con-
firmed by the fidelity between the measured heralded
state and the target one of Eq. (20) (see Appendix B
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for the explicit calculation):

F = 2π

∫∫
WH(x, y)WT (x, y)dxdy. (29)

In the simulations, the squeezing parameter of the target
state is assumed to be equal to ζ0, i.e. to the squeezing of
the first spectral supermode (k = 0) and set to give -3 dB
of noise reduction with respect to the standard quantum
level; such a value is commonly used in Schrödinger kitten
generation [6]. Fig. 7-bottom shows, for different K, the
LO bandwidth and the filter FWHM required to obtain
a fidelity with the target state of 0.95. As it can be seen
for K=9, this leads to a filter FWHM of ≈ 1.15 nm and
to a ∆λLO ≈ 2.15 nm.

CONCLUSIONS

This work presents a versatile and practical theoret-
ical framework allowing to describe single-photon sub-
traction in the case where no mode-selective operation
is available and a simple spectral filter is considered on
the heralding path of the scheme. Such configuration
considerably simplifies the experimental setups, making
them easier to be implemented. The explicit shape of the
heralded state, as measured by a homodyne detector, is
provided as a function of the multimode character of the
protocol input state, of the spectral profile of the filter
and of the local oscillator shape. Based on the desired
target features, this allows choosing adequate working
conditions for future practical realisations, thus repre-
senting a powerful tool for optimally designing future
experiments. The strength of the model is illustrated
by applying it to the generation of Schrödinger kittens,
obtained from single-photon subtraction from a multi-
mode squeezed state. Different working conditions have
been investigated and discussed, to determine the fea-
tures of heralded non-Gaussian states that can be actu-
ally obtained and retrieved when single-mode generation
or state manipulation are not easy to be implemented.
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Appendix A: Properties of functions {ψ//n (ω), ψ⊥
n (ω)}

In this appendix, we provide some important proper-

ties of the functions {ψ//n (ω)} and {ψ⊥n (ω)} that are used
in the main text. The starting point consists in decom-
posing the functions t(ω)ψk(ω) in an orthonormal basis

{ψ//n (ω)}:

t(ω)ψk(ω) =
∑
n

aknψ
//
n (ω), (A1)

with

akn =

∫
t(ω)ψk(ω)

(
ψ//n (ω)

)∗
dω, (A2)

and to complete this basis with the set {ψ⊥n (ω)}. The
functions {ψ⊥n (ω)} are orthogonal to each other and to

the {ψ//n (ω)}, such that the ensemble of {ψ//n (ω), ψ⊥n (ω)}
forms a complete orthonormal basis. By inverting the
relations (9), one obtains:

ψ//n (ω) =
∑
k

p∗knψk(ω) (A3a)

ψ⊥n (ω) =
∑
k

q∗knψk(ω). (A3b)

Also, by noting that∑
k

pkn1
p∗kn2

=
∑
k

qkn1
q∗kn2

= δn1,n2
, (A4a)∑

k

pkn1
q∗kn2

=
∑
k

qkn1
p∗kn2

= 0, (A4b)

it can be proved, thanks to (8) and∑
k

ψk(ω)ψ∗k(ω′) = δ(ω − ω′) (A5)

that∑
l

ψ
//
l (ω)

(
ψ
//
l (ω′)

)∗
+ ψ⊥l (ω)

(
ψ⊥l (ω′)

)∗
= δ(ω − ω′),

(A6)

thus providing a completeness relations for the ensemble

of functions {ψ//n (ω), ψ⊥n (ω)}.
By multiplying (A3a) and (A3b) by t(ω) and remem-

bering definition (A1) one obtains:

t(ω)ψ//n (ω) =
∑
l

(∑
k

p∗knakl

)
ψ
//
l (ω) =

∑
l

Tnlψ
//
l ,

(A7a)

t(ω)ψ⊥n (ω) =
∑
l

(∑
k

q∗knakl

)
ψ
//
l (ω). (A7b)

Then:∫
|t(ω)|2|ψ⊥n (ω)|2dω =

∫ [
|t(ω)|2ψ⊥n (ω)

] (
ψ⊥n (ω)

)∗
dω.

(A8)

However, according to the two relations (A7),

|t(ω)|2ψ⊥n (ω) only has components along ψ
//
n , which
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implies that
∫
|t(ω)|2|ψ⊥n (ω)|2dω = 0, and, as a

consequence, that:

∀ω, t(ω)ψ⊥n (ω) = 0. (A9)

This result is quite strong, and implies that ψ⊥n (ω) is
only nonzero where r(ω) = 1, i.e. in all region for
which the filter transmission coefficient t(ω) goes exactly
to 0. This also means that

∀ω, r(ω) ψ⊥n (ω) = ψ⊥n (ω). (A10)

Note also that (A1) implies that if t(ω) = 0 then ψ
//
n (ω) =

0, for regular enough continuous functions, with contin-
uous derivatives, such as for a Gaussian or Lorentzian
filter transmission profile. This implies that ψ⊥n (ω) and

ψ
//
n (ω) have disjoint supports.

Appendix B: Fidelity of the measured state with a
target non-Gaussian state

The quality of the detected state can be evaluated by
its fidelity with a monomode photon subtracted squeezed
vacuum state as target state thaks to the overlap formula:

F = 2π

∫ ∫
WH(x, y)Wt(x, y)dxdy. (B1)

By replacing (22) and (20) in (B1), we find that:

F =
2

Pσxσy
√

( 1
σ2
x

+ 2
s )( 1

σ2
y

+ 2s)
[−A+

(
2A

s
−B

)
1

1
σ2
x

+ 2
s

+ (2As− C)
1

1
σ2
y

+ 2s

+
2B

s

3

( 1
σ2
x

+ 2
s )2

+ 2Cs
3

( 1
σ2
y

+ 2s)2(
2C

s
+ 2Bs

)
1

( 1
σ2
x

+ 2
s )( 1

σ2
y

+ 2s)

]
, (B2)

with

A =P − 1

2σ2
x

∑
k,n

γk,n
µkµnckcn

(1− µk)(1− µn)
−

1

2σ2
y

∑
k,n

γk,n
µkµnckcn

(1 + µk)(1 + µn)
(B3a)

B =
1

2σ4
x

∑
k,n

γk,n
µkµnckcn

(1− µk)(1− µn)
(B3b)

C =
1

2σ4
y

∑
k,n

γk,n
µkµnckcn

(1 + µk)(1 + µn)
. (B3c)

Appendix C: Gaussian and rectangular filters on the
heralding path

In the case of a Gaussian shaped JSA, the explicit
shape of the supermode is given as in [10]:

ψk(ω) ∝
√

τs√
π2kk!

Hk [τs(ω − ωp/2)] e−τ
2
s (ω−ωp/2)2/2,

(C1)
where ωp is the SPDC pump central frequency and τs is
given by the pump and by the process K [10]. In general,

γk,n =

∫
|t(ω)|2ψk(ω)ψ∗n(ω)dω, (C2)

where ψk(ω) is the signal mode k given by the equation
C1 with a phase factor which does not depend on the
mode order k [10].

A Gaussian filter with transmittance t(ω) can be de-
scribed by:

t(ω) = e
− 4 ln(2)

∆ω2
F

(ω−ωp2 )2

, (C3)

where ∆ωF is the FWHM bandwidth. Accordingly, by

defining τ̄2 =
8 ln(2)

∆ω2
F

+ τ2
s , the coefficients γk,n are:

γk,n =
τs√

2k+nk!n!π
×∫

e−τ̄
2(ω−ωp2 )2Hk

[
τs(ω −

ωp
2

)
]
Hm

[
τs(ω −

ωp
2

)
]
dω.

(C4)

By using the integration formula given in [34]:∫
e−y

2

Hk(ay)Hn(ay)dy =

√
π

min[k,n]∑
m=0

2mm!

(
k

m

)(
n

m

)
(1− a2)

k+n
2 −mHk+n−2m(0),

(C5)

it is possible to write:

γk,n =
τs√

τ̄22k+nk!n!
×

min[k,n]∑
m=0

2mm!

(
k

m

)(
n

m

)
(1− τ2

s

τ̄2
)
k+n

2 −mHk+n−2m(0).

(C6)

As the Hermite-Gauss polynomials verify:

Hk(0) =


0 if k is odd

(−1)
k
2
k!

(k2 )!
if k is even. (C7)
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Then, for a Gaussian filter, γk,n = 0 if k + n is odd, and

γk,n =
τs√

ν2k+nk!n!
×

min[k,n]∑
m=0

2mm!

(
k

m

)(
n

m

)
(
τ2
s

ν
− 1)

k+n
2 −m

(k + n− 2m)!

(k+n
2 −m)!

(C8)

if k + n is even.
Following a similar reasoning, the case of a rectangular
filter can also be described. In this case:

t(ω) =

{
T0 if ω ∈ [−∆ωF2 ,+∆ωF

2 ]
0 elsewhere.

(C9)

In this case, γk,n = 0 if k + n is odd, and:

γk,n =
1√

2k+nk!n!

∫ +τs
∆ωF

2

−τs
∆ωF

2

e−x
2

Hk(x)Hn(x)dx (C10)

if k + n is even.

Appendix D: Heralded single photon production in
a non mode-selective configuration

The impact of the filter bandwidth on heralded state
preparation can be discussed in the context of her-
alded single-photon sources. In this case, a particu-
larly common configuration relies on pairs of single pho-
tons produced by a SPDC process in the weak pumping
regime [20]; by deterministically separating the paired

photons, for instance thanks to their polarisation, it is
indeed possible to use the detection of one photon to
herald the presence of its twin. The quality of produced
states strongly depends on the possibility of engineering
the SPDC process so as to work in single-mode configura-
tion (K=1), a condition that often corresponds to sources
exploiting type II SPDC [20]. Here, we will consider
instead the case of degenerate SPDC, such that paired
photons have parallel polarisations and that two-mode
SPDC is not experimentally accessible; this configura-
tion is for instance very common in integrated quantum
optics [17, 32]. In the special case of weak pumping ap-
proximation, light at the output of the degenerate SPDC
can be approximated as in the state:

|ψ〉 ≈ |0〉+A

∫∫
dωdω′f(ω, ω′)â†(ω)â†(ω′), (D1)

where the joint spectral amplitude f(ω, ω′) (JSA) de-
pends on the SPDC pump spectral width and on the
process working condition via the phase-matching. The
factor A gathers the constants linked with the non lin-
ear process, such as pump power and non linear suscep-
tibility (here A << 1 as we are in the weak pumping
regime). The bosonic operators verify the commutation
rule [â(ω), â†(ω′)] = δ(ω − ω′) and [â(ω), â(ω′)] = 0.
The special case of perfectly single-mode regime (i.e.
K=1) corresponds to a factorisable JSA, f(ω, ω′) =
g(ω)h(ω′) [10]. The state after the subtraction beam-
splitter and the filtering stage can be obtained by em-
ploying the expressions (3) and (5). In the special case
considered here, dealing with single photon regime, vac-
uum contributions are traced out by the single-photon
detection process and the state right before the detectors
can be written as:

|ψ′〉 ∝
∫∫∫

dωdω′dω′′f(ω, ω′)t(ω′′)â(ω′′)b̂†out(ω
′′)â†(ω)â†(ω′) |0〉 , (D2)

where b̂out(ω) indicates spectral components at frequency
ω downstream of the filter defined as in Eq.(4). As in
the main text, the heralded state can be obtained by
introducing a POVM operator describing the detection
of light at the SPD. In the case considered here, without
introducing the description in terms of the supermodes,
the single photon detection is associated with the POVM
operator:

Π̂out =

∫
dω |1out(ω)〉〈1out(ω)| , (D3)

where |1out(ω)〉 = b̂†out(ω) |0〉 and describes, in a very
general way, single photons downstream of the filter. By
tracing over the degrees of freedom of the detected mode

(i.e. those related to b̂out), the heralded state can be
written as:

ρ̂out ∝
∫
dωdω′dω′′dΩdΩ′f(ω, ω′)t(ω′′)â(ω′′)â†(ω)â†(ω′) |0〉〈0| â(Ω)â(Ω′)â†(ω′′)t∗(ω′′)f∗(Ω,Ω′). (D4)

A particularly interesting case is represented by the limit of an extremely narrowband filter, that we describe here
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by a transmission profile t(ω) = δ(ω − ω0). In this limit, the previous expression reads as:

ρ̂out ∝
∫
dωdω′dΩdΩ′f(ω, ω′)â(ω0)â†(ω)â†(ω′) |0〉〈0| â(Ω)â(Ω′)â†(ω0)f∗(Ω,Ω′). (D5)

By exploiting the commutation relations among bosonic operators at different frequency, it is possible to re-
express the output state as:

ρ̂out ∝
∫
dωdω′[f(ω, ω0)f∗(ω0, ω

′) + f(ω0, ω)f∗(ω0, ω
′)]â†(ω) |0〉〈0| â†(ω′)

+

∫
dωdω′[f(ω, ω0)f∗(ω′, ω0) + f(ω0, ω)f∗(ω′, ω0)]â†(ω) |0〉〈0| â†(ω′)

=

∫
dωdω′G(ω)G∗(ω′)â†(ω) |0〉〈0| â†(ω′), (D6)

where we introduced G(ω) = f(ω, ω0) + f(ω0, ω). By

defining Â =
∫
dωG(ω)â†(ω), Eq. (D6) can be re-

expressed as:

ρ̂out ∝ Â† |0〉〈0| Â. (D7)

This relation correctly describes a pure single photon
state heralded in the mode described by the operator Â.
This confirms the results found in the very general case

described in the main text, about the purity and the qual-
ity of heralded state with narrowband filters. This result
provides an analytical proof that optimal filtering is as
narrow as possible for the generation of odd Schrödinger
cat states with vanishingly small amplitude (single pho-
ton Fock states). This reasoning must be put in parallel
with the well-established result that a pure signal photon
can be heralded by the detection of a narrow filtered idler
photon from a non-degenerate SPDC source.
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