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We analyze the continuous variable (CV) dense coding protocol between a single sender and a
single receiver when affected by noise in the shared and encoded states as well as when the decoding
is imperfect. We derive a general formalism for the dense coding capacity (DCC) of generic two-
mode Gaussian states. When the constituent modes are affected by quantum-limited amplifiers,
pure-loss channels, and environmental interactions together with an inefficient decoding mechanism
comprising imperfect double-homodyne detection, we investigate the pattern of DCC of the two-
mode squeezed vacuum state (TMSV) by varying the strength of the noise. We further establish
that the negative conditional entropy is responsible for providing quantum advantage in CV dense
coding and identify a class of pure states capable of furnishing the maximal dense coding capacity
equal to that of the TMSV under equal energy. We also demonstrate that, while the TMSV state
provides the maximum quantum advantage in the DC protocol, there exists a class of states that is
more resilient against noise than the TMSV state in the context of the DCC.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum teleportation [1] and superdense coding
[2] are among the intriguing quantum communication
protocols that have captivated the scientific commu-
nity, highlighting the remarkable potential of entangle-
ment [3]. While the first one is about transmitting quan-
tum information from one place to another distant lo-
cation, the latter one involves transmitting classical in-
formation from a sender to a receiver with the aid of
pre-shared entanglement [2, 4–7], which enhances the
transmission capacity compared to the optimal classi-
cal scheme (for networks, see Refs. [8–12]). Quan-
tum advantage in dense coding (DC) has also been
demonstrated using several physical platforms such as
trapped ions [13, 14], photons [15–21], and nuclear mag-
netic resonance [22–24].

In practical situations, noise is unavoidable, and
systems inevitably get disturbed due to the interac-
tion with the environment which, in general, degrades
quantum properties. For instance, in the presence of
local dephasing noise, entanglement can abruptly van-
ish, a phenomenon known as entanglement sudden
death [25], which, in turn, negatively impacts vari-
ous information processing tasks including DC. Devi-
ations from the ideal DC protocol can occur in multi-
ple ways. Noise can interfere during the distribution
of resources between the sender(s) and receiver(s) [26–
31]. Alternatively, after the encoding process, the en-
coded quantum state may be transmitted through a
noisy channel [32–35]. Additionally, the measurement
operations performed at the receiver’s end for decod-
ing can be imperfect. Numerous studies have been
devoted to addressing these situations, investigating
the effects of both Markovian [10, 11, 36] and non-
Markovian noise [37, 38] on the DC protocol primarily
involving finite finite-dimensional systems.

Continuous variable (CV) systems, on the other hand,
offer an important platform for implementing quantum
schemes since they can overcome specific challenges

encountered in finite-dimensional systems, including
the difficulty in distinguishing Bell states using linear
optics [39] during the classical information decoding
stage of DC. The exploration of the dense coding pro-
tocol within the realm of CV systems was initiated by
Ban [40] and independently by Braunstein and Kimble
[41]. Their pioneering work entails the sharing of an
Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) [42] state between a sin-
gle sender and a single receiver for the transmission of
classical information in which the sender encodes infor-
mation using a displacement operator with parameters
chosen from a Gaussian distribution with zero mean
and a fixed variance, and the receiver decodes infor-
mation by applying a double-homodyne measurement
(see Ref. [43] for DC with multiple modes). Follow-
ing the theoretical proposal, numerous experimental
efforts have been undertaken to realize classical infor-
mation transmission in CV systems, specifically using
two-mode Gaussian states [44–50]. However, the study
which deals with the effect of noise on the performance
of CV dense coding is limited in the literature. Only
exceptions include the investigation of the DC scheme
in the presence of entanglement impurity and detector
inefficiency [45], and when the quantum channel is sub-
jected to linear dissipation [51].

In this work, we examine how the performance of the
DC protocol in CV systems gets disturbed in the pres-
ence of noise affecting the shared and encoded state as
well as the decoding process (see Fig. 1). We explore
the impacts of two noisy situations on DC – (1) when
the parties have knowledge of the specific type of noise
affecting the system, we call it the adaptive noisy sce-
nario, and (2) in the non-adaptive case, the parties are
unaware of the specific noise model. In both pictures,
we report the expressions for the DC capacity under the
energy constraint at the sender’s end when the shared
state is a generic two-mode Gaussian state. Our find-
ings reveal that the adaptive scheme consistently yields
a higher dense coding capacity and extends the range of
noise strengths over which quantum advantage is main-
tained in comparison with the non-adaptive one.
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FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the noisy continuous variable dense coding protocol. A source emits a two-mode state,
one mode being sent to the sender and the other to the receiver. During distribution, noise acts on the two modes, thereby
affecting the properties of the state. The sender encodes information via a displacement operation, D̂(α), and transmits the
encoded mode to the receiver station. Note that noise also acts on the encoded mode which travels from the sender to the
receiver. The receiver then performs a double-homodyne measurement to decode the message, a process that is also considered
to be imperfect. M represents the mirrors.

For demonstration, we examine two exemplary noisy
channels, the amplifier and the attenuator channels [52].
Using the two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state as
a resource, we determine the threshold noise strengths
for both types of noise, below which the system exhibits
non-classical capacity. Interestingly, we observe that al-
though the TMSV state is the least robust against noise,
the quantum advantage furnished by it is still the high-
est among a specific class of states in a noisy environ-
ment, thereby establishing its superiority.

In discrete variable systems, the negative conditional
entropy of the shared state is recognized as a key re-
source for achieving quantum advantage in DC. How-
ever, in CV systems, this connection is less obvious. In-
terestingly, we establish that the negative conditional
entropy can also serve as a crucial resource in the CV
paradigm both in the noiseless and noisy scenarios.

We finally present an example of a class of pure states
that can achieve the same dense coding capacity as the
TMSV state with equivalent energy, and exhibit that
they also possess the same entanglement content. Fur-
ther, we prove a one-to-one correspondence between
the Holevo quantity and the entanglement of pure two-
mode Gaussian states having the same energy at the
sender’s mode, which is similar to the discrete variable

case.
The paper is organized in the following way. In Sec.

II, we introduce the noisy dense coding framework, il-
lustrating how noise can be incorporated during both
state distribution and the transmission of the encoded
mode through a noisy channel. We also address the
treatment of imperfect double-homodyne measurement
and derive the computation of DC capacity for both
adaptive and non-adaptive strategies. Following this,
in Sec. III, we explore how the negative conditional en-
tropy of the resource state at the sender’s system can
play a pivotal role in achieving quantum advantage in
the DC protocol. Sec. IV delves into the effects of
various noise models on the dense coding protocol us-
ing the TMSV state as a resource, and demonstrating
the quantum advantage with respect to the noise pa-
rameters. We demonstrate a peculiar behavior of the
TMSV state – it provides the maximum quantum ad-
vantage even when maximally affected by noise and we
establish this by comparing the TMSV state with a one-
parameter family of pure two-mode initial states in Sec.
V. In Sec. VI, we present a class of pure states capable of
achieving the same dense coding capacity as the TMSV
state with equivalent energy. Finally, the concluding re-
marks are provided in Sec. VII.
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II. IMPACT OF NOISE ON CV DENSE CODING

Before presenting the noisy DC setup, we briefly de-
scribe the noiseless CV dense coding routine, where a
two-mode entangled state, such as the TMSV state [42],
is employed as a resource [41]. After the distribution of
the TMSV state between the sender, A, and the receiver,
B by the source, A encodes the classical message, α,
in his(her) mode through a local displacement opera-
tion, with respect to a fixed probability distribution of
messages, P(α), and transmits the encoded mode to B
through a noiseless quantum channel. Subsequently,
B performs a perfect double-homodyne measurement
on both modes at his(her) disposal to recover the mes-
sage [41].

In discrete systems, the performance of DC is mea-
sured via the dense coding capacity (DCC), denoted as
C, which is obtained by optimizing the Holevo quan-
tity [53–55] (see Appendix A for the role of the Holevo
quantity in CV systems). On the other hand, in the
CV formalism, the DCC depends on the energy at
the sender’s side of the shared resource, equivalent
to the number of photons in the sender’s mode. For
a fixed photon number at the sender’s side, N̄S, the
dense coding capacity of the TMSV state is given by
log

(
1 + N̄S + N̄2

S
)

[41]. To determine the success of
any information-theoretic protocol, one must compare
its figure of merit with that of the corresponding clas-
sical scheme. In this case, the best classical protocol
comprises a collection of coherent states, whose ampli-
tudes are chosen from a Gaussian distribution, thereby
yielding a capacity of Ccl = (N̄S + 1) log(N̄S + 1) −
N̄S log N̄S [56, 57]. We claim that the quantum advan-
tage, Q, is achieved when the capacity of the DC proto-
col surpasses the classical threshold, i.e., Q = C−Ccl >
0.

A. Noisy CV dense coding

In real-world applications of dense coding, one can
seldom avoid noise and imperfections. In this work,
we shall consider three different kinds of shortcomings
that may affect the dense coding routine - (1) noise dis-
turbing both the modes during the distribution of the
resource between the sender and the receiver, (2) noisy
channel transmitting the encoded mode, and (3) an im-
perfect double-homodyne setup during the decoding
step, as represented schematically in Fig. 1. Although
in finite dimensional systems, noisy dense coding has
been widely studied [26–31], when it acts both before
and after the encoding process [10, 11, 32, 34–36, 58],
the effect of noise in CV dense coding has not been ad-
dressed in full generality, which is the main aim of this
paper.

In the phase space formalism, the displacement vec-
tor (d) and the covariance matrix (Ξ) of a generic two-
mode Gaussian state, ρAB, up to local symplectic oper-

ations, can be written as [59–61]

d =

⟨x̂A⟩
⟨ p̂A⟩
⟨x̂B⟩
⟨ p̂B⟩

 ; Ξ =

(
A B
B C

)
, (1)

where A = aI2, C = cI2, and B = diag(b1, b2) [62]
with a, b1, b2, c being real numbers, and I2 being the
2 × 2 identity matrix. The quadrature expectation val-
ues ⟨x̂i( p̂i)⟩ (i = A, B) may be taken to be zero, since
they can easily be manipulated using local displace-
ment operations which do not affect the entanglement.
Furthermore, it has been established that using local
displacement operations to obtain a null displacement
vector prior to the dense coding protocol helps to max-
imize the mutual information between the sender and
the receiver [63].

When a single mode undergoes evolution while inter-
acting with the environment, the decoherence dynam-
ics can be well represented with the help of determinis-
tic Gaussian completely positive (CP) maps [52]. Such
maps are generally characterized by two operators X,
and Y. The displacement vector and the covariance ma-
trix of a two-mode state, ρAB, one of whose modes, say
A, has undergone a noisy evolution, are given by

d′ =

(
X 0
0 I2

)⟨x̂A⟩
⟨ p̂A⟩
⟨x̂B⟩
⟨ p̂B⟩

 ; Ξ′ =

(
XAXT + Y XB

BXT C

)
. (2)

One can recover the noiseless limit when X = I2 and
Y = 0. We now proceed to describe the noisy dense
coding routine and derive its capacity.

Noise in state distribution

Let us consider that the channels through which the
two modes are distributed to the sender and the re-
ceiver are noisy and are respectively characterized by
[52]

X1 = x1 I2 ; Y1 = y1 I2, (3)
X2 = x2 I2 ; Y2 = y2 I2, (4)

where x1, y1, x2, y2 are the noise parameters. The dis-
placement vector and the covariance matrix of the state
after the noise has acted may be represented as

ddist =

(
X1 0
0 X2

)
d, (5)

Ξdist =

(
X1AXT

1 + Y1 X1BXT
2

(X1BXT
2 )

T X2CXT
2 + Y2

)
. (6)

Here we consider the initial displacement vector as d =
(0, 0, 0, 0)T .



4

Noisy channel used to send the encoded mode

AThe sender can encode information in both the po-
sition and momentum quadrature using a suitable dis-
placement operation, D̂(α) = exp

(
αâ† − α∗ â

)
, where

â(â†) is the annihilation (creation) operator of the
sender’s mode and α = αx + ιαp = ⟨ ⟨x̂⟩+ι⟨ p̂⟩√

2
⟩ is the

displacement parameter with ι =
√
−1. The message is

encoded according to a Gaussian probability distribu-
tion of vanishing mean and standard deviation σ given
by

P(α) =
exp

[
−(α2

x+α2
p)

2σ2

]
2πσ2 , (7)

while the displacement vector upon encoding assumes
the form

den =


√

2αx√
2αp
0
0

 . (8)

Note that displacement operations do not affect the co-
variance matrix and thus, after encoding, Ξen = Ξdist.

Suppose the channel transmitting the encoded mode
to the receiver is imperfect, which we represent using
the noise operators, X3 = x3 I2, and Y3 = y3 I2. Such a
noise would modify the encoded state as

d′
en =

(
X3 0
0 I2

)
den, (9)

and

Ξ′
en =

(
X3(X1AXT

1 + Y1)XT
3 + Y3 X3X1BXT

2
(X3X1BXT

2 )
T X2CXT

2 + Y2

)
.

(10)
At this point, the receiver has both the modes of the

two-mode state characterized by Eqs. (9) and (10).

Imperfect double-homodyne measurement

The decoding scheme comprising double-homodyne
detection can also suffer from inaccuracies. Recall that
a double-homodyne detection on two modes consists
of mixing the modes at a 50/50 beam splitter (BS), fol-
lowed by homodyne detection of conjugate quadratures
on the output modes. We can model the inexact decod-
ing scheme in two ways : (1) When instead of a 50/50
beam splitter, one uses a BS with different transmissiv-
ity, κ < 1, and (2) when the imperfection comes from
imperfect photon counting measurements comprising
the double-homodyne setup. We shall consider the sec-
ond one in our work. This can be modeled by two

BSκ

BSτ1BSτ2

mode-1 mode-2

vacuum
vacuum

perfect homodyne
perfect homodyne

FIG. 2: Schematic diagram of the imperfect double-
homodyne setup. The two modes, mode-1 and mode-2, are
initially impinged at an unbalanced beam splitter, BSκ , of
transmissivity κ. The subsequent output modes are mixed
with vacuum at two fictitious beam splitters BSτi (i = 1, 2) of
transmissivity τi. The transmitted modes from the fictitious
beam splitters are subjected to perfect homodyne detection.

fictitious beam splitters with transmission coefficients
τ1 and τ2, followed by perfect homodyne setups [64]
as shown in Fig. 2. Specifically, the two modes to be
measured, are mixed with vacuum at the two beam
splitters, and the two corresponding transmitted modes
undergo perfect homodyne measurement. Note that,
when τ1 = τ2, and for the two-mode Gaussian state
in Eq. (9)-(10), the scheme is equivalent to mixing the
two modes with vacuum first and then impinging them
on the BS with transmissivity κ. In our work, while
computing the DCC, we consider τ1 = τ2 = τ and
κ = 1/2, thereby quantifying the imperfection in the
double-homodyne setup by a single parameter, τ < 1.
At τ = 1, we recover the perfect decoding measure-
ment.

The symplectic operator for a beam splitter operator
with transmission coefficient τ is given as :

BSτ =


√

τ 0
√

1 − τ 0
0

√
τ 0

√
1 − τ√

1 − τ 0 −
√

τ 0
0

√
1 − τ 0 −

√
τ

 . (11)

Thus, the displacement vector and the covariance ma-
trix of the transmitted state undergoing imperfect
double-homodyne detection with τ1 = τ2 = τ, and
κ = 1/2, can be represented as

dimper = BSτd′
en =


√

2x3αx
√

τ√
2x3αp

√
τ

0
0

 , (12)

and Ξimper = BSτΞ′
enBST

τ =

(
A′ B′

B′ C ′

)
, (13)
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where

A′ =
(

1 + (−1 + x3
2(ax1

2 + y1) + y3)τ
)

I2,

B′ = x1x2x3τ × diag(b1, b2)

C ′ =
(

1 + (−1 + cx2
2 + y2)τ

)
I2. (14)

The receiver thereafter performs a perfect double-
homodyne measurement on the above state to infer the
position quadrature of one mode, βx, and the momen-
tum quadrature of the other mode, βp. The condi-
tional probability distribution of the output variable,
β =

βx+ιβp√
2

, with respect to the input variable, α, is
given as

P(β|α) =
exp

[
−(βp−x3αp

√
2τ)2

G1

]
√

πG1

exp
[
−(βx−x3αx

√
2τ)2

G2

]
√

πG2
,

(15)
where Gi = 2+

(
− 2+ cx2

2 + x3((−1)i2bix1x2 + ax2
1x3 +

x3y1) + y2 + y3

)
τ for i = 1, 2. We can easily calculate

the unconditional output probability distribution, P(β),
and the mutual information, I , corresponding to the
noisy dense coding setup as

P(β) =
∫ ∞

−∞
P(β|α)P(α) dαxdαp, (16)

and

I =
∫ ∞

−∞
P(β|α)P(α) log

(
P(β|α)
P(β)

)
dαxdαpdβxdβp

=
1
2

2

∑
i=1

log
(

1 +
4x2

3σ2τ

Gi

)
. (17)

Note that the mutual information is a function, not only
of the state parameters but also of the various imper-
fection variables. In the noiseless limit, i.e., xi = 1, yi =
0, τ = 1, we have I = log

(
1 + 2e2rσ2) for a TMSV state

of squeezing strength r.

Energy at the sender’s side

In order to calculate the dense coding capacity, we
need to maximize the mutual information over the en-
coding parameter, σ, subject to a fixed number of pho-
tons at the sender’s mode, i.e., C = max

σ
I . Let us

assume that the photon number at the sender’s mode
be N̄S, given by

N̄S =
∫ ∞

−∞
NαP(α) dαxdαp (18)

=
(−1 + y3 + x2

3(ax2
1 + y1 + 4σ2))τ

2
, (19)

where Nα quantifies the energy after the encoding pro-
cess and can be calculated from Ξimper and dimper as

Nα =
A′

11 +
√

2x3
√

τ(αx + αp)

2
. (20)

Here, A′
11 is the first element in the matrix A′ in Eq.(14).

The mutual information can be optimized in two ways
- one when the noise is known to the parties, which we
refer to as the adaptive scheme while in the other case,
the users are oblivious to the noise, which we call the
non-adaptive scheme. Below, we derive the dense coding
capacity for both these scenarios.

Adaptive and non-adaptive dense coding capacity

In the adaptive scheme, since the noise is known to
the involved parties, we can calculate the encoding pa-
rameter σ from Eq. (19) as

σad =

√
2N̄S + (1 − x2

3(ax2
1 + y1)− y3)τ

2x3
√

τ
. (21)

Substituting the above expression in Eq. (17), we can
maximize the mutual information. For a TMSV state
with a = c = cosh 2r, and b1 = −b2 = sinh 2r, which
possesses the highest DCC in the noiseless case (see Ap-
pendix B), the optimal squeezing strength can be ob-
tained as

ropt
ad =

1
2

log
( 1

2N̄S(x2 − x1x3)2 − x2
2(−1 + x2

3y1 + y3)τ + 2x1x2x3(−1 + x2
3y1 + y3)τ + x2

1x2
3(2 + (−1 + y2)τ)

×

[−2x3
1x2x3

3τ +
1
2
{16x6

1x2
2x6

3τ2 + 4(2N̄S(x2 + x1x3)
2 − x2

2(−1 + x2
3y1 + y3)τ − 2x1x2x3(−1 + x2

3y1 + y3)τ

+x2
1x2

3(2 + (−1 + y2)τ))(2N̄S(x2 − x1x3)
2 − x2

2(−1 + x2
3y1 + y3)τ + 2x1x2x3(−1 + x2

3y1 + y3)τ

+x2
1x2

3(2 + (−1 + y2)τ))}1/2]
)

. (22)

Using the above form of ropt
ad , the DCC in the adaptive

situation can be found as

Cad = I(N̄S, τ, x1, y1, x2, y2, x3, y3). (23)

For a specific noise model and imperfection, {xi, yi}
(i = 1, 2, 3) and τ (see Sec. IV) the behavior of Cad
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can be investigated by varying N̄s. In case the parties
are ignorant about the imperfections in the system, the
DCC can be estimated using the optimal distribution
parameters derived from the noiseless scenario. Specif-
ically,

ropt
non-ad =

1
2

log(1 + 2N̄S), (24)

where N̄S = sinh2 r + 2σ2 which leads to the non-
adaptive DCC, Cnon-ad, as computed from the mutual
information.

Note. In actual experiments, a state of fixed squeez-
ing strength r is provided. Knowing the expression for
ropt (in either the adaptive or the non-adaptive scheme),
one can calculate N̄S and hence the optimal encoding
distribution, σ, to obtain the DCC.

III. NEGATIVE CONDITIONAL ENTROPY AS THE
RESOURCE

It is intriguing to find the resource responsible for
quantum advantage in DC protocol. In discrete variable
settings, the negative conditional entropy is known to
provide quantum advantage in the dense coding proto-
col [31], while in CV systems, the resource responsible
for quantum advantage is still unclear. We shall argue
here that the negative conditional entropy serves as the
resource in the CV paradigm as well.

The conditional entropy of the sender’s mode is de-
fined as S(A|B) = S(ρAB) − S(ρB) with ρB being the
subsystem of the receiver’s mode. Given any Gaus-
sian state, χ, the von Neumann entropy is given by
S(χ) = ∑n

j=1 s(νj) [52], where, νj are the symplectic
eigenvalues of the covariance matrix of the state, and

s(x) =
x + 1

2
log2

x + 1
2

− x − 1
2

log2
x − 1

2
. (25)

For an N-mode covariance matrix, ΞN , the symplec-
tic eigenvalues are given by the positive eigenvalues

of ιΩΞN with Ω = ⊕N
i=1

(
0 1
−1 0

)
being the symplectic

form. In the noisy scenario, we will compute the con-
ditional entropy, S(A|B)noisy, by using the covariance
matrix, Ξimper, as specified in Eq. (13).

Since we consider the noiseless state to be
the TMSV state, we obtain S(A|B)noisy =
f (r, x1, y1, x2, y2, x3, y3, τ). By substituting
r → ropt, as given in Eq. (22), we obtain
S(A|B)noisy = f (N̄S, x1, y1, x2, y2, x3, y3, τ) and are
thus able to compare it with the dense coding capacity
when the noise parameters are known, as shown in
succeeding sections.

In the case of the noiseless TMSV state, CTMSV =
log

(
1 + N̄S + N̄2

S
)

while the quantum advantage reads
QTMSV(N̄S) = CTMSV −Ccl which is positive only when
the sender-side energy is above a certain threshold
value, i.e., N̄S > N̄S−th = 1.883. In this case, the nega-
tive conditional entropy has the form

−S(A|B)TMSV(N̄S) =
(1 + N̄S)

2 log2(1 + N̄S)
2 − N̄2

S log2 N̄2
S − (1 + 2N̄S) log2(1 + 2N̄S)

1 + 2N̄S
. (26)

The variation of the quantum advantage, Q, with re-
spect to −S(A|B) for N̄S ∈ (0, 30) shows that the quan-
tum advantage is positive beyond −S(A|B)th = 1.717
(see Fig. 3(a)), i.e., the resource state must have a
definite value of negative conditional entropy in or-
der to overcome the classical threshold value. Inter-
estingly, this threshold conditional entropy provides
a limit on the sender-side energy, i.e., -S(A|B)th =
−S(A|B)TMSV(N̄S−th). To justify the use of negative
conditional entropy as a resource, we define the quan-
tity, ∆Sc = −S(A|B) + S(A|B)th. In the scenario of dis-
crete variable noiseless dense coding, a resource state
offers a quantum advantage if and only if it possesses
negative conditional entropy. Therefore, all pure en-
tangled states provide quantum advantage in this con-
text. However, in CV systems, a pure state must have a
certain threshold energy to provide a quantum advan-
tage, even if it is entangled. This indicates that achiev-
ing quantum advantage requires the resource state to

meet this energy threshold, which justifies the subtrac-
tion of threshold negative conditional entropy when in-
vestigating the resource in CV dense coding. From Fig.
3(b), it is evident that both Q and ∆Sc are monotonically
increasing functions of N̄S, obtaining positive definite
values at the same energy threshold, and that a higher
value of ∆Sc implies a higher quantum advantage in the
noiseless DC scheme. In the following sections, we shall
demonstrate that ∆Sc is synchronal with the adaptive
quantum advantage even in the noisy scenario, thereby
establishing the negative conditional entropy as a uni-
versal resource in CV dense coding protocols.

IV. DENSE CODING CAPACITY UNDER EXEMPLARY
NOISE MODELS

To explore the trends of noisy DCC and the robust-
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−S(A |B)

ΔSc

−S(A |B)th = 1.717

N̄S−th = 1.883

N̄S

(a) (b)

FIG. 3: Quantum advantage and negative conditional entropy for the noiseless TMSV state. (a). The variation of the
quantum advantage Q (ordinate) vs the negative conditional entropy −S(A|B) (abscissa) for the noiseless TMSV state. Both
axes are represented in bits. (b) The quantum advantage, Q (light orange line) and ∆Sc (dark blue line) (ordinate) with respect
to the sender’s-side energy, N̄S (abscissa). The y-axis is in bits while the x-axis is dimensionless.

ness of the shared resource state, we now present some
typical noise models used for illustration.

• Amplifier channels: When the state interacts
with a thermal environment of mean photon
number, nth, through a two-mode squeezing oper-
ation, the resulting noisy channel is referred to as
the amplifier channel [52]. The deterministic Gaus-
sian CP map corresponding to such a channel is
characterized by

X = cosh sI2; Y = nth sinh2 sI2, (27)

where 0 ≤ s < ∞ and nth ≥ 1. Such a channel rep-
resents the enhancement in the amplitude of the
input state. When nth = 1, we obtain the quantum-
limited amplifier channel, which we will consider in
our calculations.

• Attenuator channels: Attenuator channels de-
scribe the mixing of the input state with a thermal
environment of mean photon strength nth ≥ 1 at
a beam splitter [52]. Such channels denote the re-
duction of the first moments of the affected state
and are defined by

X = cos θ I2; Y = nth sin2 θ I2, (28)

with θ ∈ [0, 2π]. We deal with a special class of

attenuator channels for which nth = 1, known as
the pure-loss channel.

• Environmental noise: When the constituent
modes interact with the environment during
transmission, the system-environment interac-
tion, for a single mode, may be characterized
by the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarshan–Lindblad
master equation [65, 66] under the paradigm of
open system dynamics as

dρ

dt
= (n̄ + 1)Dρ[â] + γn̄Dρ[â†], (29)

where ρ is the density matrix of a single mode sys-
tem which admits the creation(annihilation) op-
erator â†(â) and the dissipator Dρ[ô] = ôρô† −
1
2{ρ, ô† ô} with γ denoting the coupling strength
between the system and the environment. Such
an interaction eventually drives the system to a
thermal state of mean photon number n̄ in the
long-time limit. For Gaussian systems, such en-
vironmental noise may be modeled by [67]

X = exp
(
−γt

2

)
I , Y = (n̄ +

1
2
)(1 − e−γt)I. (30)
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θ

N̄S N̄S

ΔSc−s=0.1 ΔSc−s=0.4

ΔSc−θ=0.1

ΔSc−θ=0.4

0.4670.398

0.571
0.428

2.088
11.555

1.969

4.572

FIG. 4: Quantum advantage and negative conditional entropy for the TMSV state affected by noise during distribution.
(Upper panel) The behavior of the adaptive quantum advantage, Qad (light orange solid line), the non-adaptive quantum
advantage (light orange dashed line), along the ordinate against the noise parameter. (a) the quantum-limited amplifier with
noise parameter s, and (b) the pure loss channel with noise strength θ. The sender-side photon number is fixed to N̄S = 30.
(Lower panel) The variation of the quantum advantage, Q (solid line), and the conditional entropy difference, ∆Sc (dashed line),
along the ordinate is demonstrated against the sender-side energy, N̄S (abscissa) for the quantum-limited amplifier with noise
strength s = 0.1 (dark red line) and s = 0.4 (light green line) in (c), and for the pure-loss channel with θ = 0.1 (dark red line)
and θ = 0.4 (light green line) in (d). The horizontal axis is dimensionless whereas the vertical axis is in bits.

where t denotes the time for which the interaction
takes place.

A. Influence of amplifier and pure-loss channel on shared
state

Let us first assume that the channels that are used
to share the resource state between the sender and
the receiver are noisy, i.e., the quantum-limited ampli-
fier or the pure-loss channel act on both the modes of
shared state, before encoding. It implies x1 = x2 =

cosh s, y1 = y2 = sinh2 s for the former case while
x1 = x2 = cos θ, y1 = y2 = sin2 θ for the latter.

In the case of the quantum-limited amplifier chan-
nel, the adaptive capacity decreases with the increase
of s and it exceeds the corresponding classical thresh-
old, e.g. when s ≲ 0.467 for a fixed sender-side en-
ergy of N̄S = 30. Specifically, in that range of the noise
strength, we obtain Q = Cad − Ccl > 0 (see Fig. 4 (a)).
In a similar setting of N̄S = 30, the situation worsens
in the non-adaptive case, whence Q > 0 only in a more
limited noise range, s ∈ (0, 0.398). This clearly indicates

that prior knowledge of the noise is beneficial in ob-
taining non-classical capacity against a higher amount
of noise as compared to the non-adaptive case.

On the other hand, for the pure-loss channel, the
quantum advantage oscillates between positive and
negative values due to the periodic nature of the noise
operator, both in the adaptive and the non-adaptive
case (see Fig. 4 (b)). In fact, at θ = pπ with p ∈ integers,
the quantum advantage attains its noiseless value. Once
again, the adaptive strategy proves superior to the non-
adaptive case since the quantum advantage persists
over a larger range of the noise strength as shown in
Fig. 4 (b). For example, the region where the quantum
advantage vanishes is given by 0.571 ≤ θ ≤ 2.57 (adap-
tive) and 0.428 ≤ θ ≤ 2.713 (non-adaptive) at N̄S = 30.

The variation of the adaptive quantum advantage
and the conditional entropy difference are observed to
be in one-to-one correspondence, akin to the noise-
less TMSV scenario. For the quantum-limited ampli-
fier, the threshold energy for quantum advantage is
given by N̄S−th = 2.088, 11.555 for s = 0.1, 0.4 re-
spectively. We observe that beyond these threshold
energies, a higher value of ∆Sc = −S(A|B)(N̄S, s =
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FIG. 5: Quantum advantage and negative conditional entropy for the TMSV state affected by noise after encoding. All
specifications are the same as in Fig. 4

0.1, 0.4)+ S(A|B)(N̄S−th, s = 0.1, 0.4) indicates a greater
quantum advantage (see Fig. 4(c)). A similar behav-
ior emerges for the pure-loss channel (see Fig. 4(d))
whence N̄S−th = 1.969, 4.572 for θ = 0.1, 0.4 respec-
tively. Moreover, the quantum advantage becomes sig-
nificant with an increase in ∆Sc. Therefore, even though
the analytical form of the conditional entropy is too
complicated to investigate its role as a resource, nu-
merical evidence suggests that it dictates the success
of the dense coding protocol even when the system is
affected by noise. It is also notable that the threshold
sender-side energy increases with the increase in noise
strength, which is an expected result due to the destruc-
tive influence of noise.

B. Noise after encoding

Let us now consider the scenario when the encoded
mode is sent to the receiver through a noisy quan-
tum channel, although the sharing of the state and the
decoding process are perfect, i.e., when x1 = x2 =
1, y1 = y2 = 0 and τ = 1. Akin to the previous
discussion, we set x3 = cosh s, y3 = sinh2 s for the
quantum-limited amplifier whereas for the pure-loss
channel, x3 = cos θ, y3 = sin2 θ. The behavior of the
quantum advantage, Q, is qualitatively similar to the
case when noise acts during the state distribution (see

Figs. 5 (a) and (b)). Specifically, the threshold noise pa-
rameters, when the quantum advantage vanishes, are
given by sth-ad = 0.539, and θth-ad = 0.636 and, while
sth-non-ad = 0.411, and θth-non-ad = 0.379. Furthermore,
in the case of the pure-loss channel, the revival of the
quantum advantage is twice as frequent in the adaptive
scenario as compared to the non-adaptive one (see Fig.
5(b)). We also notice that noise on the encoded mode
furnishes a quantum advantage over a larger range of
noise strength as compared to the case when noise acts
on the shared state. This higher robustness to noise
may be attributed to the fact that only the encoded
mode is affected by the noise while the other mode re-
mains untouched. The quantum advantage, when in-
vestigated against the sender-side energy, follows the
exact same behavior as ∆Sc beyond the threshold en-
ergy for both considered noise models (see Figs. 5 (c)
and (d)), thereby allowing us to identify the conditional
entropy as the resource for obtaining quantum advan-
tage.

C. Imperfect homodyne detection

To visualize the effects of imperfection in the mea-
surement setup on the DCC, all other kinds of noise,
during distribution and after encoding, are considered
to be absent, and hence the quantum advantage is a
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N̄S N̄S

1.883 3.181

7.085

1.883
3.181

7.085

ΔSc

FIG. 6: Quantum advantage and negative conditional entropy after imperfect homodyne detection for the TMSV state. (a)
Qad (ordinate) and (b) ∆Sc (ordinate) against N̄S (abscissa). From dark to light lines, the imperfections are τ = 1 (perfect),
τ = 0.9, τ = 0.8, and τ = 0.7 respectively. The y-axis is in bits whereas the x-axis is dimensionless.

function of only the sender-side energy, N̄S and τ of the
BS before perfect double-homodyne measurement.

It is observed that as τ decreases (the double-
homodyne measurement becomes more faulty), the
threshold photon number at the sender’s mode also
increases at which quantum advantage is obtained
(see Fig. 6(a)). For instance, we find N̄S−th =
1.883, 3.181, 7.085 when τ = 1, 0.9, 0.8 respectively. Our
numerical calculations suggest that when the maximum
sender-side energy is constrained to N̄S−max = 30, the
threshold imperfection reads as τth = 1/

√
2 for the

adaptive scheme and τth ≈ 0.85 for the non-adaptive
case. Therefore, we can see that the dense coding pro-
tocol is not robust against very high imperfections in
the decoding mechanism for moderate energy at the
sender’s mode.

Further, comparing Figs. 6 (a) and (b), it is evident
that as long as the energy at the sender’s side is above
a certain threshold, greater quantum advantage is in-
dicated by a larger amount of negative conditional en-
tropy.

D. Noisy channels used in state distribution and after
encoding

Let us now consider a situation in which the en-
tire DC protocol is implemented in a noisy environ-
ment as described by Eq. (29). Such noise would
impact the resource both during distribution between
the participants and also after the encoding process.
Therefore, while calculating the capacity according to

Eq. (23), we can set x1 = x2 = x3 = exp
(
− γt

2

)
and

y1 = y2 = y3 = (n̄ + 1)(1 − e−γt). Note that, since we
have already established that the capacity is greater in
the adaptive scheme, we restrict our analysis here to the
same.

With the variation of the interaction time, t, for
n̄ = 0.5 and different coupling strengths, we observe
that the quantum advantage decreases monotonically
with t, vanishing much faster as the coupling with
the environment grows. Specifically, we have tth ≈
2.061, 1.031, 0.687 for γ = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 respectively (see
Fig. 7 (a)), where we define tth as the threshold time for
obtaining quantum advantage. This can be explained
by the fact that a higher interaction rate with the en-
vironment drives the involved state towards a thermal
state much faster, thereby causing the quantum advan-
tage to persist only for short periods of time.

To analyze the effect of the mean photon number of
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FIG. 7: Quantum advantage and negative conditional entropy for the TMSV state upon interaction with the environment.
(Upper panel) The adaptive quantum advantage, Qad (ordinate), with respect to the interaction time, t (abscissa) when (a)
n̄ = 0.5 at the coupling strength γ = 0.1 (dotted line), γ = 0.2 (solid line), γ = 0.3 (dashed line), and (b) γ = 0.2 with mean
environment photon number n̄ = 0.5 (dotted line), n̄ = 1.0 (solid line), n̄ = 1.5 (dashed line). In both situations, N̄S = 30. The
y-axis is in bits whereas the x-axis is in seconds. (Lower panel) The variation of the quantum advantage, Q (solid line) and the
conditional entropy difference (dashed line) (ordinate) against the sender-side energy, N̄S (abscissa) when (c) n̄ = 0.5 is fixed
and γ = 0.1 (dark red line) and γ = 0.3 (light green line), (d) γ = 0.1 while n̄ = 0.5 (dark red line) and n̄ = 1.0 (light green line).
The interaction time is taken to be t = 0.5 in both the cases. The abscissa is dimensionless whereas the ordinate is in bits.

the environment, n̄, on the success of the protocol, we
focus on the behavior of the quantum advantage at vari-
ous values of n̄ at γ = 0.1. Fig. 7 (b) depicts that the Qad
vanishes faster for higher n̄, i.e., tth ≈ 2.061, 1.321, 0.966
for n̄ = 0.5, 1, 1.5. This may be attributed to the fact
that a higher mean environmental photon number im-
plies that the system interacts with an environment of
higher temperature, leading to faster degradation of en-
tanglement and hence a quicker decline in capacity.

Interestingly, the rate of decrease of the quantum ad-
vantage with n̄ is slower than that with γ (compar-
ing Figs. 7 (a) and (b)). To analyze this observation,
let us define the change in threshold interaction time
by δtth = ti

th − t f
th, the change in coupling strength

by δγ = γ f − γi, and the change in the mean back-
ground environmental photon number by δn̄ = n̄ f − n̄i,
where the superscripts, i, f stand for initial and fi-
nal instants respectively. Quantitatively then, we find
that δtth ≈ 1.538 when δγ ≈ 0.1 while δtth ≈ 0.74
when δn̄ ≈ 0.5. This means that the quantum ad-
vantage persists for a much shorter interaction time
when the coupling strength changes even by a small

value as compared to the change in the thermal pho-
ton number. Therefore, we can conclude that the cou-
pling strength with the environment affects the protocol
much more drastically than the environment’s thermal
photon number.

Even though open system dynamics is different from
the case of noisy transmission through imperfect chan-
nels, we can still identify the negative conditional en-
tropy as the resource for quantum advantage in this sce-
nario. Specifically, for a fixed interaction time, t = 0.5,
we study the variation of the quantum advantage, and
the conditional entropy difference at different coupling
strengths (Fig. 7(c)) and different mean thermal photon
number (Fig. 7(d)) against the sender-side energy. It is
evident that beyond the threshold energy, both Q and
∆Sc are concomitant with each other, thereby highlight-
ing the role of conditional entropy in the noisy dense
coding protocol.
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κ κ

FIG. 8: Depletion in quantum advantage and the adaptive quantum advantage. (a) The change in the adaptive quantum
advantage, δQad (ordinate) as defined in the main text with the state parameter, κ (abscissa) when affected by different forms of
noise. From dark to light lines, we represent the limited amplifier channel with s = 0.1 acting during state distribution, the pure-
loss channel with θ = 0.2 after encoding, environmental noise acting on the shared and encoded state with γ = 0.1, n̄ = 0.5, t = 1,
and imperfect homodyne detection at τ = 0.8 respectively. (b) The adaptive quantum advantage, Qad (ordinate) against κ
(abscissa) for the same specifications as in (a). The x-axis is dimensionless the y-axis is in bits.

V. MORE QUANTUM ADVANTAGE WITH LESS
ROBUSTNESS

So far, we have focused on the TMSV state to inves-
tigate the effect of noise on the CV dense coding pro-
tocol. The question arises as to how the TMSV state
fares as compared to other pure states in the presence
of noise. A class of states considered for comparison
with the TMSV state can be created when two modes,
squeezed in the position and momentum quadratures
respectively, are passed through a BS of transmissiv-
ity κ (0 ≤ κ ≤ 0.5), which we refer to as the κ−class.
For this class of states, the bipartite entanglement is a

monotonic function of κ, and it becomes maximum for
the TMSV state, which is recovered at κ = 0.5.

Towards addressing the question of the robustness
of a shared resource against noise, let us consider the
TMSV state and the κ− class of states and compare
their DCC without and with noise. Quantitatively,
we introduce the parameter, δQ = Qnoiseless − Qnoise
which measures the robustness of a shared state against
noise. Comparing two states, say 1 and 2, if we find
δQ1 > δQ2, it implies that state 2 is more robust in
the presence of noise than the state 1. The covariance
matrix for the κ−class of states is given as

Ξ =


e−2r(1 + (−1 + e4r)κ) 0 2

√
−((−1 + κ)κ) sinh 2r 0

0 e2r − 2κ sinh 2r 0 −2
√
−((−1 + κ)κ) sinh 2r

2
√
−((−1 + κ)κ) sinh 2r 0 e2r − 2κ sinh 2r 0

0 −2
√
−((−1 + κ)κ) sinh 2r 0 e−2r(1 + (−1 + e4r)κ)

 .

(31)

When we consider noise to be affecting the state dur-
ing distribution, after encoding as well as through im-

perfect homodyne detection, the mutual information of
this class of states reads
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Iκ =
1
2

log
(

1 +

2N̄s − (−1 + x2
3y1 + y3)τ − x2

1x2
3τ cosh 2r

2 + τ(−2 + y2 + y3 + x2
2(e

2r − 2κ sinh 2r) + x3(e−2r(1 + (−1 + e4r)κ)x2
1x3 + x3y1 − 4(

√
(1 − κ)κ)x1x2 sinh[2r]))

)
+

1
2

log
(

1 +

2N̄s − (−1 + x2
3y1 + y3)τ − x2

1x2
3τ cosh 2r

2 + τ(−2 + e−2r(1 + (−1 + e4r)κ)x2
2 + y2 + y3 + x3(x3y1 − 4(

√
(1 − κ)κ)x1x2 sinh 2r + x2

1x3(e2r − 2κ sinh 2r)))

)
.

(32)

In the adaptive scheme, we are unable to determine ropt

analytically from Eq. (32) by maximizing over r, and
hence, we perform numerical optimization over r for
fixed noise parameters and fixed energy (N̄s = 30), re-
sulting in the DCC. For presenting the observation, we
opt for the limited amplifier noise at s = 0.1, a pure
loss channel at θ = 0.2 and an environmental noise at
γ = 0.1, n̄ = 0.5 and t = 1, affecting both shared and
encoded states. For imperfect double-homodyne, we
will take τ = 0.8.

We observe that although δQTMSV > δQκ for all other
values of κ ̸= 0.5, implying less robustness for the
TMSV state as compared to other states in this class,
QTMSV

ad > Qκ
ad, i.e., the quantum advantage for the

TMSV state even in presence of noise remains higher
than the states with κ ̸= 0.5 (as shown in Fig. 8). This
qualitative discussion is valid even for other choices of
parameters in the noise models and demonstrates the
peculiar superiority offered by the TMSV state in CV
dense coding routines.

VI. A CLASS OF PURE STATES WITH MAXIMUM
DENSE CODING CAPACITY

In this penultimate section, we shall demonstrate that
all pure states which have a specific form, can provide
the same dense coding capacity as the TMSV state with
equal energy. Let us consider a class of pure states
which are represented by the following covariance ma-
trix

Ξpure =

(
aI2

√
a2 − 1σz√

a2 − 1σz aI2

)
, (33)

where the displacement vector may be taken to be
dpure = (0, 0, 0, 0)T without loss of generality. Note that
the TMSV state corresponds to a = cosh 2r in this rep-
resentation.

Upon encoding at the sender’s mode with a Gaus-
sian probability distribution of standard deviation, σ,
the mutual information can be written as

Ipure = log
(

1 + 2σ2(a +
√

a2 − 1)
)

, (34)

while the sender’s side energy has the form N̄S−pure =
1
2 (a + 4σ2 − 1). Substituting σ in Eq. (34) and opti-
mizing with respect to the state parameter a leads to

aopt =
(1+2N̄S−pure)

2+2
2(1+2N̄S−pure)

and the corresponding DCC can

be found to be Cpure = log
(

1 + N̄S−pure + N̄2
S−pure

)
which is exactly the same as that of a TMSV state
having average energy at the sender’s mode equal to
N̄S−pure. Therefore, all pure states, characterized by Eq.
(33) lead to the same maximal dense coding capacity
for a given energy at the sender’s mode.

This observation may be explained by the entangle-
ment content of the states. In the case of the TMSV
state, the sender’s side energy, N̄S−TMSV = sinh2 r +
2σ2, and νTMSV = cosh 2r = 2N̄S−TMSV + 1 − 4σ2 re-
quired to compute entanglement [52] while N̄S−pure =
a−1+4σ2

2 and the symplectic eigenvalue νpure = a =

2N̄S + 1− 4σ2, which is exactly the same relation as that
of the TMSV state. Therefore, pure states of the consid-
ered form have the same degree of entanglement as a
TMSV state of equivalent energy. This indicates why
such states can also provide the maximal dense coding
capacity. This phenomenon is further vindication of our
observation (see Appendix A) that the Holevo quantity
of pure states is monotonically increasing function of
entanglement at a fixed energy of the sender’s mode.

Furthermore, our numerical simulations reveal that
when states of the form given by Eq. (33) are affected
by noise, the resulting quantum advantage is exactly
the same as that of the equal-energy noisy TMSV state.
This reveals that such states have the same robustness
against noise as the TMSV state. Therefore, the TMSV
state is not the only maximal Gaussian resource in CV
dense coding, but there exists a wider class of states that
can furnish the optimal dense coding capacity. This re-
flects the fact that, similar to discrete variable DC, all
maximally entangled pure states at fixed energy pro-
vide maximal DCC, even though the continuous vari-
able DCC is not in one-to-one correspondence with en-
tanglement for pure states.
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VII. CONCLUSION

The dense coding protocol, used for the transmis-
sion of classical information between distant parties,
has been widely realized in optical setups and con-
tinuous variable (CV) states are proven to be an ef-
ficient resource towards obtaining non-classical dense
coding capacities. The original CV dense coding pro-
tocol was proposed with the two-mode squeezed vac-
uum (TMSV) state. However, during the physical im-
plementation of the protocol, noise is inevitable and is
expected to adversely impact the success of the scheme.
Noise can affect the resource state in several instances,
e.g., during the distribution of the state between the
involved parties and also during the transmission of
the encoded mode from the sender to the receiver.
There can also exist imperfections in the decoding setup
which would further lower the regime of quantum ad-
vantage.

In this work, we analyzed the dense coding proto-
col between a single sender and a single receiver in the
presence of environmental interactions. In particular,
we found the expression for the mutual information of a
generic two-mode Gaussian state when it is affected by
noise represented by deterministic Gaussian completely
positive maps. In order to compute the dense coding
capacity, we considered two independent schemes - the
adaptive scheme, when the involved parties are aware
of the noise affecting the protocol, and the non-adaptive
scheme where the sender and the receiver are oblivious
to environmental influences.

For illustration, we considered two kinds of noisy
channels - the quantum-limited amplifier and the pure-
loss channel - through which the modes are transmit-
ted, and calculated the dense coding capacity for each
noisy channel. The channels were assumed to act on the
resource state both before and after the encoding pro-
cess. Moreover, we proposed an optical design to model
the imperfect double-homodyne detection to study the
impact of erroneous decoding on the dense coding ca-
pacity. We demonstrated that the adaptive scheme al-
ways furnishes a higher dense coding capacity and al-
lows for quantum advantage over a larger range of
noise strength. Interestingly, we showed that the na-
ture of the pure-loss channel allows the dense coding
capacity to revive at periodic instances, thereby making
the quantum advantage attain its noiseless limit. Con-
sidering the TMSV state as the resource, we provided
threshold noise strengths beyond which non-classical
capacity can be obtained for both kinds of noises. Us-
ing our proposed model for faulty double-homodyne
detection, we also quantified the range of imperfection
which allows for quantum advantage even when the
decoding mechanism is not ideal. Apart from imper-
fect quantum channels, we also studied the effect of
environmental interaction on the dense coding capac-
ity furnished by the resource state. We demonstrated
that a greater coupling strength between the system and

the environment, and a higher mean photon number of
the environment, led to a faster collapse of the quan-
tum advantage. Furthermore, the impact of the cou-
pling strength was shown to be much more detrimental
than that of the mean photon number of the environ-
ment. A curious result we reported is that the TMSV
state provides the best quantum advantage under noise
and imperfections, even though its capacity is the most
depleted in the presence of noise. This demonstrates
the superiority of the TMSV state in the dense coding
protocol despite its higher fragility than the other states
having lower entanglement.

The conditional entropy of the resource state has
been established as a resource for quantum advantage
in dense coding in the discrete variable case although
this result is not apparent for continuous variable sys-
tems. Here, we showed that it can indeed serve as a
resource for CV dense coding protocols. Specifically, a
positive difference between the conditional entropy of
the state and its value at the threshold energy mimics
the quantum advantage. Furthermore, the higher the
conditional entropy difference, the higher the quantum
advantage over the classical information transmission
scheme. We also identified another class of pure states
which has identical dense coding capacity as the TMSV
state with equal energy both in the noiseless and noisy
scenarios. We note that any pure state can be brought
to the considered form through local symplectic oper-
ations which leave the entanglement invariant, thereby
providing a wider selection of resource states for ob-
taining quantum advantage in CV dense coding rou-
tines.
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Appendix A: The Holevo quantity for pure two-mode CV
states

Let us recall that in the case of discrete variable DC,
the capacity of pure states is uniquely determined by
their entanglement. Such a relation, however, is not
straightforward to assume for dense coding with con-
tinuous variable states. While it is not analytically pos-
sible to estimate the dense coding capacity of arbitrary
pure Gaussian states, we can still determine the Holevo
quantity given by

https://github.com/titaschanda/QIClib
https://titaschanda.github.io/QIClib
https://titaschanda.github.io/QIClib
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FIG. 9: The Holevo quantity for pure two-mode Gaussian
states. The variation of the Holevo quantity, H (ordinate)
against entanglement, E (abscissa), for pure two-mode Gaus-
sian states with sender-side energy, N̄S = 30 (solid line),
N̄S = 40 (dotted line), and N̄S = 50 (dashed line). The hori-
zontal axis is in exits while the vertical axis is in bits.

H = S(
∫

d2αP(α)ρα)−
∫

d2αS(ρα), (A1)

where ρα is the encoded state, with the encoding proba-
bility distribution over the displacement parameter be-
ing given by P(α). Estimating Eq. (A1) for pure two-
mode Gaussian states, we can arrive at the following
observation :

Observation. The Holevo quantity of all pure two-mode
Gaussian states having the same sender-side energy is pro-
portional to the entanglement.

To verify our claim, we simulate 104 random two-
mode pure Gaussian states [68] with different sender-
side energies. From Fig. 9, the one-to-one correspon-
dence between the Holevo quantity and the entangle-
ment of the states having a fixed sender-side energy is
apparent.

Let us now elucidate the procedure adopted for sim-
ulating random two-mode pure Gaussian states for
which we try to estimate the Holevo bound and the cor-
responding entanglement. We note that, since the states
are pure, the Holevo bound in Eq. (A1) reduces to H =
S(
∫

d2αP(α)ρα) while the entanglement is quantified by
the von-Neumann entropy of the reduced single-mode
state, i.e., S(ρA) = −Tr(ρA log ρA) where ρA is the sub-
system of AB and S(x) = −Tr(x log x) is the von Neu-
mann entropy. Specifically, for a Gaussian state, the en-
tanglement reduces to ϵ = ν−1

2 log2
ν+1

2 − ν−1
2 log2

ν−1
2 ,

where ν represents the symplectic eigenvalue of the co-
variance matrix of the reduced state. Since the von Neu-
mann entropy depends only on the symplectic eigenval-
ues of the covariance matrix of the Gaussian state, we
shall only be concerned with generating random two-
mode covariance matrices while assuming that the dis-
placement vector is given by d = (0, 0, 0, 0)T .

The covariance matrix of any two-mode Gaussian
state may be represented as [68, 69]

Ξ = OΓOT , (A2)

where O represents an orthogonal symplectic matrix
and Γ = D⊕D−1. The energy of the state is completely
specified by Γ, and for a given sender-side energy of N̄S,
we choose D = N̄S

2 I2 [68]. Then, for such fixed energy,
the random covariance matrices are simulated by ran-
domly generating O as [68]

O =

(
Re[U] Im[U]
−Im[U] Re[U]

)
, (A3)

where U ∈ SU(2) is a random unitary matrix while Re
and Im denote real and imaginary parts respectively.
In our calculations, we fix N̄S = 30, 40, 50 and for each
case, we choose 104 random orthogonal symplectic ma-
trices according to Eq. (A3) in order to generate random
two-mode pure Gaussian states.

The encoding probability distribution is taken
to be P(α) = 1

2πσ2 exp
[
−(α2

x + α2
p)/2σ2

]
=

1
4πσ2 exp

[
−(x2 + p2)/4σ2], with α = αx + ιαy =

(⟨x̂⟩+ ι⟨ p̂⟩)/
√

2. The covariance matrix corresponding
to the encoded ensemble in the Holevo quantity may
be estimated as [52]

∫
d2αP(α)ρα ≡ Ξ + 4σ2

(
I2 0
0 0

)
. (A4)

Now, finding the symplectic eigenvalues, νi, of Eq.
(A4) allows us to estimate the Holevo quantity whereas
those corresponding to the covariance matrix of the
sender-mode give us the entanglement. In our calcula-
tions, we set σ = 1 which makes the sender-side energy
N̄S + 4.

Appendix B: Highest dense coding capacity for the TMSV
state

Throughout our work, we have considered two-mode
Gaussian states which are characterized by a covariance
matrix of the form

Ξ =

(
A B
B C

)
, (B1)

as defined in Eq. (1). In this section, we aim to prove
that among all such states, the TMSV state furnishes
the highest dense coding capacity. To that end, we note
that such states can be prepared by two single-mode
squeezing operations followed by a global two-mode
squeezing on two vacuum states [62], i.e.,
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Ξ = S2(r)
(

S1(s1)⊕ S1(s2)
)

I4

(
S1(s1)⊕ S1(s2)

)T
S2(r)T ,

(B2)
where S1(si) and S2(r) are the symplectic transforma-
tions corresponding to single- and two-mode squeez-
ing parameters respectively with squeezing degrees si
and r and I4 is the covariance matrix of the two-mode
vacuum state. Note that the single-mode squeezing pa-
rameters, si comprise a squeezing degree, s̃i, together
with a squeezing angle, θi, i.e., si = s̃ieιθi . The TMSV
state is obtained with s̃i = 0 for i = 1, 2.

Let us first concentrate on the entanglement content
of the considered pure state, at a given sender-side en-
ergy. The symplectic eigenvalue of the reduced state is
given by ν = cosh r whereas the energy of the sender
mode reads as N̄S = (cosh 2r cosh 2s̃1)/2. To obtain
the entanglement as a function of the energy, we recast
the symplectic eigenvalue as ν = (2N̄S + 1)/ cosh 2s̃1.
It is immediately evident that ν decreases with an in-
crease in s̃1 and since the entanglement is a monotonic
function of the symplectic eigenvalue, the maximum
entanglement at a given energy is obtained at s̃1 = 0.
Therefore, in order to calculate the capacity, we shall set
s̃1 = 0, since we have already proved that the Holevo
quantity of pure states is proportional to their entangle-

ment at a fixed N̄S. Furthermore, the entanglement, be-
ing independent of the squeezing angle, we can safely
choose θ1 = 0 and θ2 = π without loss of generality.

The mutual information for the state in Eq. (B2) with
s̃1 = 0, θ1 = 0, θ2 = π, in terms of the sender-side en-
ergy, is given as

I =
1
2

log
(

1 + e2rζ
)(

1 + e2(r+s̃2)ζ
)

, (B3)

where, ζ = (cosh2 r + sinh2 r cosh 2s̃2 − 2N̄S −
1)(tanh s̃2 − 1). Taking the derivative of Eq. (B3) with
respect to r and s̃2, we simultaneously solve the follow-
ing two equations :

cosh 2s̃2(e2r − 1) + e2r − 4N̄S − 1 = 0, and (B4)

sinh2 r sinh 2s̃2(4 sinh 2r − 3 cosh 2r − 1)

−4N̄2
s tanh s̃2 sech2 s̃2 = 0. (B5)

The solutions for optimal r and s̃2 yield ropt =
1
2 log(1 + 2N̄S) and s̃2−opt = 0, which correspond to the
TMSV state (since s̃1 = 0 already). Therefore, in the
noiseless regime, the TMSV state provides the highest
dense coding capacity for states of the form considered
in this manuscript.
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