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We consider the generation of Schrödinger cat states using a quantum measurement-induced logical gate
where entanglement between the input state of the target oscillator and the Fock state of the ancillary system
produced by the quantum non-demolition entangling CZ operation is combined with the homodyne measurement.
We utilize the semiclassical approach to construct both the input-output mapping of the field variables in the
phase space and the wave function of the output state. This approach is found to predict that the state at the gate
output is represented by a minimum disturbed cat-like state which is a superposition of two initial state copies
symmetrically displaced by momentum variable. For the target oscillator prepared in the coherent state, we show
that the fidelity between the exact solution for the gate output state and the “perfect” Schrödinger cat reconstructed
from the semiclassical theory can reach high values exceeding 0.99.

I. INTRODUCTION

Continuous-variable (CV) optical systems are a promising
platform for large-scale quantum information processing. The
properties of the CV schemes with embedded non-Gaussian
gates are being actively investigated nowadays [1–3]. Along
with the large-scale Gaussian operations enabled by the cluster
states [4, 5], quantum non-Gaussian gates are essential compo-
nents [6, 7] for a variety of practical tasks in optical quantum
technology and advanced quantum information processing in-
cluding quantum communication, quantum computation, quan-
tum algorithms, and quantum control. It has been found that
non-Gaussianity [8–11] in the form of non-Gaussian quan-
tum states [12–21] and non-Gaussian operations [2, 22–27] is
crucial, due to the limited capability of Gaussian states and
operations, for various CV quantum information protocols re-
quired for quantum teleportation [28–30], entanglement distilla-
tion [31, 32], error correction [33, 34], fault-tolerant universal
quantum computing [2, 35–38], loophole-free test of quantum
non-locality [39, 40], and quantum simulations [41, 42].
Optical Schrödinger cat states have been considered as a

substantial non-Gaussian resource for practical employment
in quantum science since the early 2000s [43, 44]. They play
a considerable role in up-to-date quantum technologies [44–
55] and CV quantum information processing [44, 54, 56, 57],
including quantum metrology [52, 58–60], quantum telepor-
tation [61, 62], quantum communication and quantum re-
peaters [48–51], and error correction schemes for fault-tolerant
quantum computing [43, 45, 46, 63–67]. From a basic research
point of view, the Schrödinger cat states have been of great
interest both for testing the foundations of quantum mechan-
ics and determining the limits of its validity by exploring the
quantum-to-classical transition.

∗ Email address: rkgoncharov@itmo.ru
† Email address: alexei.d.kiselev@gmail.com

The main challenge for most applications in quantum in-
formation technologies is to produce Schrödinger cat-like
states whose “size”, namely the distance in phase space be-
tween the two coherent states, is sufficiently large to enable
good-quality operations [43, 45, 68–70]. Such large-amplitude
coherent-state superpositions exhibiting unique non-classical
attributes such as sub-Planck phase-space structures [71] and
non-Gaussian interference features [72–74] are commonly
used as a base for preparing qubits in CV quantum com-
puting [43, 75], and a resource for quantum error-correcting
codes [35, 76–78].
Currently, cat-like quantum superpositions are being suc-

cessfully simulated in various physical systems [79–83], but
developing realistic schemes to produce optical Schrödinger
cat states with a large number of photons and controlled quan-
tum properties remains a challenging task. To achieve this
goal, a variety of well-established conditional generation ap-
proaches have been proposed, including schemes based on such
non-Gaussian operations as photon-number measurement and
subtraction [47, 84–90] and other cat-states generation meth-
ods [12, 69, 70, 86, 91–93], some of which have been success-
fully implemented [57, 69, 88, 89, 91–93]. In nondeterministic
schemes which create the target state only under predetermined
conditions, the auxiliary channel can be prepared in the Fock
state [68, 69, 91, 93, 94], or even in complex superpositions
which arise in the iterative cat breeding schemes [69, 70, 95, 96].
In particular, a low-frequency regime of optical Schrödinger
cat state generation using the Fock state as a resource, a beam
splitter as an entangling element, and homodyne detection was
experimentally demonstrated [69, 91].
In this paper, we consider the conditional generation of a

Schrödinger cat state from an arbitrary coherent state employ-
ing a two-node non-Gaussian gate (“cat gate”) based on the
Fock state of the ancillary oscillator as an elementary non-
Gaussian resource, the quantum non-demolition (QND) entan-
gling operationCZ , and the projecting homodynemeasurement.
We show that a CV quantum circuit with such measurement-
induced two-node non-Gaussian element may generate a cat-
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Figure 1. The scheme for conditional generation of cat states em-
ploying a two-node non-Gaussian gate (“cat gate”) using an ancilla
oscillator in the photon number (Fock) state. The states |ψ(in)

t ⟩ and
|ψa⟩ of the target and ancillary oscillators are sent to the input of the
gate. After applying the entangling non-demolition CZ operation, a
homodyne measurement of the ancilla momentum is performed. De-
pending on the measurement outcome ym, the state of the composite
system collapses to a cat-like superposition state |ψ(out)

t ⟩.

like quantum superposition and, under optimal conditions, the
output state is close to the “perfect” Schrödinger cat state which
is a superposition of the two (in general, more) symmetrically
displaced undistorted copies of the input state. In parallel with
the exact theoretical description of the gate operation, we in-
troduce a clear visual interpretation of the output state based
on the semiclassical mapping of the input field variables and
construct the semiclassical wave function of the undisturbed
cat state closest to the exact output state.
The scheme can produce optical Schrödinger cat states of

any desired size with high fidelity exceeding 0.99 and we find
the conditions under which the gate generates high-quality cat-
like states by computing the fidelity between the exact output
state and the superposition of two symmetrically displaced
undistorted copies of the input coherent state. We also demon-
strate the output state quantum statistics in terms of the Wigner
function.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we provide
a semiclassical description of the creation of Schrödinger cat
states using a measurement-induced two-node non-Gaussian
logic gate. In Section III, we derive the target oscillator’s exact
output state following the non-Gaussian gate’s action, provid-
ing an analytic expression for the output wave function. Sec-
tion IV focuses on generating cat-like states from a coherent
state. Section V concludes the paper. Technical details on the
method used to evaluate the Wigner functions are relegated to
Appendix A.

II. SEMICLASSICAL DESCRIPTION OF SCHRÖDINGER
CAT STATE CREATION

Following to Ref. [97], we consider the measurement-
induced two-node non-Gaussian logic gate shown in Fig. 1.
It can be seen that this gate uses the photon number (Fock)
state of the ancilla as an elementary non-Gaussian resource,
the CZ operation which entangles an input signal with the an-
cilla, and the projecting homodyne measurement. An essential
feature of the scheme is that the ancilla measurement outcome

provides multivalued information about the target oscillator
output momentum that gives rise to a cat-like output state. This
peculiarity can be easily interpreted [98] in terms of a clear
visual representation of the quadrature amplitudes transforma-
tions in the scheme which demonstrates that two-component
(or multi-component) Schrödinger cat state arises when the
measurement outcome is compatible with not one but with
multiple (two or more) values of the target oscillator variables.
Such a pictorial description might also be useful for the analysis
of measurement-induced schemes based on more complicated
non-Gaussian resource states where a closed-form (analytic)
expression for the output state is not available.
According to Ref. [97], for the photon number state-based

gate, a cat-like superposition of two “copies” of the target state
closest to the exact output state can be effectively evaluated
using the semiclassical approximation. To this end, we assume
the Heisenberg representation and consider how the canoni-
cal variables, coordinate and momentum operators, of both
oscillators are transformed under the action of the entangling
operation. Then the relations imposed on the canonical vari-
ables are treated as c-numerical and the measurement of the
ancilla momentum is also described semiclassically by substi-
tuting momentum with its observed value giving an explicit
expression for the input-output mapping between the target
oscillator variables.

More specifically, let us introduce the coordinate q and mo-
mentum p operators for each of the oscillators in conventional
way as a = (q+ ip)/

√
2, where [q, p] = i. Next, the two-mode

entangling unitary evolution operator CZ = exp (iq1q2) is ap-
plied to the initial state of the oscillators. In the Heisenberg
picture, we have the relation

q(out) = q(in), p(out) = p(in) + q(in)
a ,

q(out)
a = q(in)

a , p(out)
a = p(in)

a + q(in), (1)

where the index a marks the ancilla variables. In what fol-
lows, the variables of the subsystems that enter Eq. (1) will
be interpreted as c-numbers. For an ancilla initially prepared
in the Fock resource state |n⟩, n is the photon number, the
semiclassical amplitudes qa and pa are related as follows

q(in)2
a + p(in)2

a = 2n+ 1. (2)

After applying the operationCZ , the resource state is described
by the resource curve equation

q(out)2
a + (p(out)

a − q(in))2 = 2n+ 1, (3)

which is a circle of radius
√

2n+ 1 vertically displaced by q(in)

(see Fig. 2).
Finally, a homodyne measurement of the ancillary oscilla-

tor momentum p
(out)
a with outcome ym is described by the

change p(out)
a → ym giving two values of the ancilla coor-

dinate: q(out)
a = x

(±)
a ≡ ±

√
2n+ 1 − (ym − q(in))2. As is

shown in Fig. 2, these values are the coordinates of the points
of intersection of the horizontal line p(out)

a = ym with the
circle (3). Figure 2 presents a clear geometrical description
based on the semiclassical mapping that directly indicates the
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Figure 2. The measurement-induced semiclassical mapping of the
quadrature amplitudes (canonical variables) of the target q, p [(a)
column] and ancilla qa, pa [(b) column] oscillators performed by
the gate is schematically shown here. The initial canonical variables
approximated by c-numbers are randomly chosen in phase spacewithin
the support region (in the picture it is a circle in the vicinity of the
origin) [the bottom row of (a) column] of the target oscillator field,
and represented by the arrows; where the ancilla is initially prepared
in the Fock state with the number of photons n represented by a circle
of radius

√
2n+ 1 in phase space [the bottom row of (b) column]. At

first, the randomly chosen initial amplitudes undergo the entangling
non-demolition CZ operation. Then a homodyne measurement of the
ancilla momentum with the outcome ym is performed [the top row
of (b) column], which ensures measurement-induced splitting of the
ancilla coordinate (as marked by horizontal dashed arrows) resulting
in the displacement of the copies along the momentum axis in the
output state due to entanglement. As a result, the state of the composite
system collapses to the two-component cat-like superposition state, the
components of which are symmetrically displaced in phase space along
the momentum axis by x(±)

a = ±
√

2n+ 1 − (ym − x)2, where x
is the initial coordinate of the target oscillator [the top row of (a)
column].

number, position, and offset of these points depending on the
target oscillator coordinate.
Owing the quantum correlation of the target and ancillary

subsystems, the ambiguity of the solution for the ancilla coor-
dinate arising from results in the multivaluedness of the target
oscillator momentum (hereafter x ≡ q denotes the target oscil-
lator coordinate) that enter the semiclassical mapping

(q(out), p(out)) = (x, p(in) ±
√

2n+ 1 − (ym − x)2), (4)

and, under additional conditions discussed below, to the emer-
gence of a cat-like state which is a quantum superposition of
two macroscopically distinguishable coherent states.

Note that Eq. (4) implies distortion of the copies of the initial
state: at any fixed ym the region of phase space where x ≈ ym

experiences the greatest displacement that decreases with the

magnitude of the difference |ym − x| leading to deformation
of the cat components. The distortion of copies is minimal if,
for a given measurement outcome ym, the resource curve at its
intersection points is x(±)

a of the horizontal line p(out)
a = ym

is close to vertical (Fig. 2, the top row of (b) column). In this
case, measurement-induced splitting of the ancilla coordinate
(indicated by dashed horizontal arrows) is almost independent
of the target oscillator coordinate x (i.e., from the resource
curve’s vertical shift). In general, the ideal case is when the
coordinates of the intersection points x(±)

a do not change when
shifting the position x of the initial point, chosen within the
support region of the target oscillator in the phase space. For the
resource Fock state, as can be seen from Fig. 2, the deformation
of the copies is minimal for the phase space points belonging
to the region x ≈ ym—for them the horizontal dashed arrows
lie on the diameter of the Fock circle.
In order to illustrate these effects, let us assume that the

target oscillator is prepared in the coherent state |α⟩ with
the amplitude α = (x0 + ip0)/

√
2 and the uncertainty re-

gion (x − x0)2 + (p − p0)2 ≤ 1 indicated in Fig. 3 as a
magenta colored circle. Figure 3 shows what happen to the
uncertainty circle under the semiclassical mapping (x, p) 7→
(x, p±

√
2n+ 1 − (ym − x)2) (images of the circle are shown

as the orange colored regions) at different values of ym. In
Fig. 3 the area liable to minimal deformation is: (a) x ≈ 3 (the
center of the uncertainty circle); (b) x ≈ 2 (the left edge of
the uncertainty circle); (c) x ≈ 1 (the set of points outside the
uncertainty region of the initial coherent state).
The obtained semiclassical relations can be used to recon-

struct the target oscillator wave function when the ancilla oscil-
lator in the Fock state. Indeed, in the semiclassical treatment,
as is shown in [97], the input-output mapping performed by the
gate under consideration

ψout(x) = ψin(x)φscl(x), (5)

can be described by multiplying the input wave function of the
target oscillator ψin(x) by the factor

φscl(x) ∼
√
P (+)(x, ym) exp [i

∫
dx δp(x)]

+
√
P (−)(x, ym) exp [−i

∫
dx δp(x)], (6)

which is the sum of the added factors coming from two inter-
section points of the resource curve with the horizontal line
p

(out)
a = ym. It depends only on the state of the ancilla, the

target oscillator coordinate x, and the ancilla momentum mea-
surement outcome ym. Formula (5) reflects universality of
the gate implying that its action is independent of the target
oscillator state at the input of the scheme.
From Eq. (4), we have

δp(x) ≡ p(out) − p(in) = ±
√

2n+ 1 − (ym − x)2 (7)

and, according to [97], the quantities P (±) given by

P (+)(x, ym) = P (−)(x, ym) ∼ 1
|δp(x)| (8)
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Figure 3. Semiclassical mapping of quadrature amplitudes (see Eq. (4)) for the target oscillator prepared in the coherent state |α⟩ with the
amplitude α = (3 + 3i)/

√
2 performed by the “cat gate” at n = 4 and (a) ym = x0 = 3; (b) ym = 2; (c) ym = 1. The uncertainty region of

the input coherent state (x− 3)2 + (p− 3)2 ≤ 1 is magneta colored, whereas its images are orange colored. It is demonstrated that distortions
of the input state copies enhance with deviation of the measurement result ym from the value x0 representing the coordinate of the point where
the initial support region for target oscillator is localized.

can be interpreted as the classical probability of obtaining
the measurement outcome ym at the value of the ancilla
coordinate in the vicinity of the overlap points x(±)

a ≡
±

√
2n+ 1 − (ym − x)2 of the horizontal line p(out)

a = ym

with the resource curve (p(out)
a − x)2 + x2

a = 2n+ 1 (see Fig.
2(b)).
The exponential factors in Eq. (6) provide the symmetrical

displacement of the output state components in phase space
along the momentum axis by δp(x). Substituting Eq. (7) into
the momentum produced by the gate in the semiclassical added
factor (6) gives the factor in the following explicit form:

φscl(n, z) ∼ 1(
1 − z2

)1/4

[
eiϕ(n,z) + (−1)ne−iϕ(n,z)], (9)

where

ϕ(n, z) ≡ 1
2(2n+ 1)

(
z
√

1 − z2 + arcsin z
)
, (10)

z ≡ x− ym√
2n+ 1

. (11)

III. EXACT OUTPUT STATE

In the Schrödinger representation, the action of the non-
Gaussian gate schematically depicted in Fig. 1 can be described
based on the von Neumann reduction postulate. This consider-
ation yields an exact analytic expression for the output wave
function of the target oscillator initially prepared in a quantum
state that, in the coordinate representation, is given by

|ψ(in)
t ⟩ =

∫
dxψ(in)(x)|x⟩, (12)

where ψ(in)(x) is the wave function of the input state. The
ancillary oscillator is prepared in the Fock state with n photons

|ψa⟩ =
∫
dx2 ψ

(n)(x2)|x2⟩ (13)

with the wave function

ψ(n)(x2) = 1
π1/4

√
2nn!

Hn(x2)e−x2
2/2, (14)

where Hn(x2) is the Hermite polynomial.
Then a two-mode entangling QND operation CZ =

exp (iqqa) is applied to the composite system state |ψt⟩ ⊗ |ψa⟩
and a projective ancilla momentum measurement is performed
with outcome p(out)

a = ym, resulting in a reduction of the to-
tal state to the output state of the target oscillator state (see
Ref. [97] for details). The closed-form expression for the wave
function of the output state reads

ψ(out)(x, ym) = 1√
N
ψ̃(out)(x, ym), (15)

ψ̃(out)(x, ym) = ψ(in)(x)

× (−i)n

π1/4
√

2nn!
Hn(ym − x)e−(ym−x)2/2, (16)

where ψ̃(out)(x, ym) is the unnormalized output wave function
of the target oscillator and N is the normalization factor. For-
mulas (15) and (16) define the state that will be referred to as
the exact output state.
Note that, similar to the semiclassical formula (5), the out-

put wave function is obtained by multiplying the input wave
function by the factor representing the gate action. This factor
is solely determined by the initial state of the ancilla and the
difference between the variables x and ym while remaining
independent of the initial state of the target oscillator. The so-
lution (15) can be expressed in terms of the Fourier transform
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F of the Fock state wave function

ψ(out)(x, ym) ∼ ψ(in)(x)[Fψ(n)](ym − x), (17)

so that the gate induced factor is the Fourier transform of the
resource state coordinate wave function corresponding to the
value of momentum ym − x. In the geometric representation
shown in Fig. 2, the latter is consistent with the upward shift
of x in the circle representing the Fock resource state on the
phase plane (see top row of (b) column in Fig. 2).

In the next section we demonstrate that, when the input state
is a Glauber coherent state and the value of the measurement
outcome is optimal, the exact output state (15) will be close to
the Schrödinger cat state with high fidelity regardless of the
photon number of the resource Fock state.

IV. GENERATION OF CAT-LIKE STATES FROM
COHERENT STATE

In this section, we consider the conditional generation of
the Schrödinger cat state via the “cat gate” described above
and concentrate on the special case where the initial state of
the target oscillator is the Glauber coherent state |α0⟩ with the
amplitude α0 = (x0 + ip0)/

√
2, whereas the ancillary one is

still assumed to be prepared in the n-photon Fock state. In the
qp phase space, the coherent state |α0⟩ can be represented by
the uncertainty (localization) region bounded by the circle of
the radius δx ∼ 1/

√
2 centered at the point (x0, p0). In this

case, the wave function of the input state is

ψ(in)(x) = ⟨x|α0⟩ = ψvac(x− x0) exp {ip0x− ip0x0/2}
= π−1/4 exp {−(x− x0)2/2 + ip0x− ip0x0/2}, (18)

where ψvac is the vacuum wave function in the coordinate rep-
resentation, and Figure 4 schematically shows the semiclassical
input-output mapping of the quadrature amplitudes of the target
and auxiliary oscillators predicting an emergence of the output
state in the form of a cat-like superposition of two “copies” of
the input target state.

In Fig. 5, we compare theWigner function of the exact output
state (15)

W (x, p) = 1
π

∫
dz ψ(out)∗(x+ z, ym)

× ψ(out)(x− z, ym)e2ipz (19)

computed for the input coherent state (18) with the appropriate
semiclassical mapping of the phase space region corresponding
to the Gaussian function (18) performed by the gate according
to the Eq. (4). Calculations were performed at ym = 0 for the
photon number n = 10 with x0 ∈ {0, 1, 2} assuming that the
uncertainty region radius of the mapped coherent state is unity.
For calculating the Wigner functions, we have developed the
fast and efficient method which is based on the tachnique of
generating functions and, thus, avoids performing time consum-
ing numerical integration. Details on this method are relegated
to Appendix A.
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Figure 4. Schematic representation of the measurement-induced two-
node “cat gate” operation using the Fock state as an elementary non-
Gaussian resource, the entangling CZ operation, and the projecting
homodyne measurement, in the form of semiclassical mapping of the
quadrature amplitudes of the target q, p [(a) column] and ancilla qa, pa

[(b) column] oscillators on the phase plane when the target oscillator is
initially prepared in a coherent state |α0⟩ with amplitude α0 = (x0 +
ip0)/

√
2 depicted by an uncertainty disc centered at the point (x0, p0)

[bottom row of (a) column], and the ancilla in the Fock state with
the number of photons n represented by a circle of radius

√
2n+ 1

in phase space [bottom row of (b) column]. As a result of applying
the two-mode entangling operator CZ and carrying out a homodyne
measurement of the ancilla momentum with the outcome ym, the Fock
state-based gate conditionally generates a Schrödinger cat state—a two-
component cat-like superposition state, the components of which are
symmetrically displaced in phase space along the momentum axis by
x

(±)
a = ±

√
2n+ 1 − (ym − x)2, where x is the initial coordinate

of the target oscillator [the top row of (a) column]. The Schrödinger
cat state arises when two values of the target oscillator momentum
correspond to the measurement result ym.

Referring to Fig. 5, results for the Wigner functions and
the semiclassical mapping are in good agreement. Thus, a
simple geometric representation in the phase space based on the
semiclassical description can reproduce the output state with
high accuracy and also predict the appearance of a minimum
disturbed cat-like superposition at the gate output (see the left
column in Fig. 5).

Given the input state, from Eqs. (5) and (9), we can construct
the semiclassical wave function at the gate output

ψ
(out)
scl (x, ym) ∼ ψ(in)(x)

[
eiϕ(n,z) + (−1)ne−iϕ(n,z)], (20)

where ϕ(n, z) is the phase function given by Eq. (10), and
calculate the fidelity Fscl between the semiclassical and exact
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Figure 5. The (top row) Wigner function of the exact output state (15) and (bottom row) semiclassical mapping of the quadrature amplitudes
of the target oscillator (see Eq. (4)) at n = 10 and ym = 0 for the input coherent state (18) with p0 = 3 and (left column) x0 = 0; (central
column) x0 = 1.5; (right column) x0 = 2. The radius of the uncertainty region for the input coherent state is unity. See also the caption of
Fig. 3.

output states

Fscl(ym, x0, n) =
∣∣∣∣∫ dxψ(out)∗(x, ym)ψ(out)

scl (x, ym)
∣∣∣∣2
.

(21)
Note that, for the input wave function (18), this fidelity is inde-
pendent of p0.

The plots of Fscl computed in relation to the photon number
n of the resource state at ym = 0 and different values canonical
variable x0 are shown in Fig. 6. It is seen that the exact output
state and the output state recovered from the semiclassical the-
ory are in perfect agreement at small x0, namely, with fidelity
Fscl > 0.9970 at x0 = 0 for any n, Fscl > 0.9733 at x0 = 1
for any n, Fscl > 0.9056 at x0 = 2 for n ≥ 2.
In subsequent sections, we shall use formula (20) to de-

duce the expression for the semiclassical wave function of a
Schrödinger cat-like superposition of two “copies” of the initial
target state representing the state closest to the exact output
state (15) for an arbitrary coherent input state.

A. Schrödinger cat-like state when the input wave function is
localized near zero

We begin with the case of cat state generation by the Fock
state-based gate when the input state in the phase space occupies
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F
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Figure 6. Fidelity Fscl between the exact output state (15) and the
semiclassical cat (20) as a function of the photon number n of the
ancillary oscillator state at ym = 0 for the input coherent state with
different values of x0.

a limited range of the coordinate near the point x0 = 0, i.e.,
x ≈ x0 ≪

√
2n+ 1. Under this assumption, the weighting
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factor in Eq. (9) can be assumed constant, and the function
ϕ(n, z) can be decomposed into a Taylor series in powers of
x, which converges at |x| <

√
2n+ 1 provided that |ym| ≪√

2n+ 1. For x ≪
√

2n+ 1, we can limit ourselves to the
first few terms of the Taylor series for phase ϕ. So, up to the
second order in the coordinate x, we have

ϕ(n, z) ≈ θ + p(+)x+ δp(+)x2, (22)

where

θ ≡ ϕ
(
n,−ym/

√
2n+ 1

)
, p(+) ≡

√
2n+ 1 − y2

m,

δp(+) ≡ ym

2
√

2n+ 1 − y2
m

. (23)

When the measurement result ym = 0 the Taylor series (22)
can be written up to a linear term in the coordinate x. This
approximation yields the gate output state in the form

ψ
(out)
cat (x) ∼ ψ(in)(x)[ei(θ+p(+)x) + (−1)ne−i(θ+p(+)x)],

(24)

which corresponds to the “perfect” Schrödinger cat state,
namely a superposition of two undistorted copies of the target
oscillator initial state symmetrically shifted in the phase q − p
space along the momentum axis by ±p(+) = ±

√
2n+ 1, with

the phase θ = 0. Such semiclassical “perfect” cat state may be
represented in terms of a superposition of the Glauber coherent
states |α+⟩ and |α−⟩,

|ψ(out)
cat ⟩ = 1√

N
[eiθ|α+⟩ + (−1)ne−iθ|α−⟩], (25)

whereα± = [x0+i(p0±p(+))]/
√

2 andN is the normalization
factor.
The terms of the second order and higher concerning x in

the Taylor series of the added factor phase ϕ(n, z), indicate
the dependence of the momentum transmitted by the gate on
the target oscillator coordinate x and lead to a distortion of
the shape of the region on the phase plane where the Wigner
function component is localized. In the geometrical description
(see Figs. 2 and 4), this dependence follows from the fact that,
for a given measurement outcome ym, the intersection points
x

(±)
a are displaced when the resource curve is shifted along the

vertical axis in changing the coordinate x of the target oscillator
if the resource curve is not a vertical line at the intersection with
the horizontal line pa = ym. This results in the copies of the
input state of the target oscillator undergo shear deformation
of the opposite sign due to the nearly linear dependence of the
displacement on x for large enough measurement outcomes
ym, which is described by the quadratic term in the Taylor
expand ofϕ(n, z) and characterized by themeasure of the linear
shear deformation being ym/(2

√
2n+ 1 − y2

m), as follows
from Eq. (23).

In order to evaluate the “closeness” of the exact output state
to the Schrödinger cat state, we consider the fidelity

Fcat(ym, x0, n) =
∣∣∣∣∫ dxψ(out)∗(x, ym)ψ(out)

cat (x)
∣∣∣∣2
. (26)
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x0

0.0
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Figure 7. Fidelity Fcat (26) between the exact output state (15) and the
undisturbed semiclassical cat (24) for the input coherent state (18) as
a function of x0 at the measurement outcome ym = 0 and the photon
number n ∈ {5, 15, 25} of the Fock resource state. Fidelity Fcat is
an even function of x0.
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n
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Figure 8. Fidelity Fcat (26) between the exact output state (15) and
the “perfect” semiclassical cat (24) versus the photon number n of the
ancillary oscillator state at the measurement outcome ym = 0 for the
input coherent state (18) with x0 ∈ {0, 1, 1.5, 2}.

between the state (15) and the “perfect” cat state (24) recovered
from the semiclassical picture.
From the explicit expressions for the wave functions

ψ(out)(x, ym) and ψ(out)
cat (x), it is not difficult to conclude that

Fcat does not depend on the coordinate y0. In Fig. 7, Fcat is
plotted against x0 at ym = 0 for various values of the photon
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number. It shown that the fidelity reaches unity at x0 = 0 for
any value of n. So, Fcat remains close to unity only for such
coherent states where x0 lies in the vicinity of the origin. It
can also be seen that the fidelity rapidly drops with x0.
The Wigner functions of the exact solution (15) at ym = 0

for the input coherent state with x0 ∈ {0, 1.5, 2} pictured in the
top row Fig. 5 demonstrate that, for the resource Fock state with
n = 10, the output state is close to the undisturbed Schrödinger-
cat-like superposition (24) at x0 = 0 in agreement with the
curves for Fcat (26) plotted in Figs. 7 and 8. Note that, for
the columns shown in Fig. 5, the values of the fidelity Fcat are:
0.9974 (left column), 0.8926 (central column) and 0.704 (right
column).

B. Schrödinger cat-like state when the input wave function is
localized away from zero

From Figs. 7 and 8, at the measurement outcome ym = 0, the
fidelity Fcat between the exact solution (15) and the “perfect”
semiclassical cat (24) for the input state (18) is close to unity
when the x-quadrature of the input coherent state amplitude
x0 is in the immediate vicinity of zero. It is expected that the
size of the vicinity is of the order of vacuum fluctuations level
δx = 1/

√
2, i.e., |x0| ≤ δx (the maximum magnitude for x0

can be chosen based on the requirements for the value of Fcat).
However, the fidelity Fcat rapidly declines with x0 and one

of the reasons for this significant reduction is that the wave func-
tion (24) of the semiclassical cat state obtained in the previous
subsection fails to give a good approximation for the output
state (15) provided that the magnitude of x0 exceeds δx.
In this section, we give a prescription for constructing the

Schrödinger cat state closest to the exact output state for the
general case when the coherent state (18) with x0 ̸= 0 is sent
to the input of the Fock state-based gate. In other words, the
support of the input wave function ψ(in)(x) is now localized
in the vicinity of the point x0 which is well separated from the
origin of the phase space
To construct a cate-like superposition state giving a high

fidelity approximation of the exact output state, we expand the
phase (10) in the added factor φscl in a Taylor series in the
localization region of the Gaussian ψ(in)(x) as was performed
in the previous subsection, i.e., now in the vicinity of the point
x = x0. By analogy with (22), in the region |x − x0| <√

2n+ 1 under the condition |x−ym| ≪
√

2n+ 1 we expand
the phase function ϕ(n, z) into the Taylor series in powers
of x − x0. In the sufficiently small neighborhood of x0 with
|x−x0| ≪

√
2n+ 1, the expansion of the function ϕ(n, z) can

be truncated up to the second order terms quadratic in x− x0.
So, we have

φscl ∼ eiϕ(n,z) + (−1)ne−iϕ(n,z), (27)

ϕ(n, z) ≈ θ0 + p
(+)
0 · (x− x0) + δp

(+)
0 · (x− x0)2, (28)

0 5 10 15 20 25
n

0.90
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0.96

0.98

1.00

F
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|ym − x0| = 0

|ym − x0| = 0.5

|ym − x0| = 1

Figure 9. Plot of the fidelity Fcat between the exact output state (15)
and the “perfect” semiclassical cat state (32) at x0 = 1, shown as a
function of the photon number n of the ancillary oscillator state for
different values of ym = {0, 1, 1.5}.

where

θ0 = ϕ(n, (x0 − ym)/
√

2n+ 1), (29)

p
(+)
0 =

√
2n+ 1 − (x0 − ym)2, (30)

δp
(+)
0 = − x0 − ym

2
√

2n+ 1 − (x0 − ym)2
. (31)

At δp(+)
0 = 0 when the measurement result of the ancillary

oscillator is ym = x0, the approximate gate output state (5)
with the semiclassical factor determined by formulas (27)–(31)
will be the undistorted semiclassical Schrödinger cat given by

ψ
(out)
cat (x, x0) ∼ ψ(in)(x)[ei(ϕ0+p

(+)
0 x) + (−1)ne−i(ϕ0+p

(+)
0 x)],
(32)

where

ϕ0 ≡ −p(+)
0 x0, p

(+)
0 =

√
2n+ 1. (33)

In terms This “perfect” Schrödinger cat can also be written as
a superposition of Glauber coherent states of the form:

|ψ(out)
cat ⟩ ∼ eiϕ0 |α̃+⟩ + (−1)ne−iϕ0 |α̃−⟩, (34)

where α̃± ≡ [x0 + i(p0 ± p
(+)
0 )]/

√
2.

From relations (15), (16), and (32), the fidelity between
ψ(out)(x, ym) and ψ(out)

cat (x, x0) at ym = x0

Fcat(n) =
∣∣∣∣∫ dxψ(out)∗(x, x0)ψ(out)

cat (x, x0)
∣∣∣∣2

ym=x0

(35)

is independent of both p0 and x0 (since the integrand depends
only on the difference x − x0 and the integral is taken over
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(a) n = 1, Fcat = 0.9734 (b) n = 5, Fcat = 0.9948 (c) n = 15, Fcat = 0.9983

Figure 10. Wigner functions of the (top row) exact output state (15) and (bottom row) “perfect” semiclassical cat (32) obtained from the input
coherent state with amplitude α0 = (3 + 3i)/

√
2 corresponding to the measurement result ym = x0 = 3 for the Fock resource state with the

photon number (a) n = 1; (b) n = 5, (c) n = 15. Fcat is the fidelity between the corresponding states.

an unbounded interval) and, thus, is determined solely by the
photon number n.

Note that from the semiclassical description it can be inferred
the output state created by the scheme under consideration from
the coherent state |α0⟩with the amplitudeα0 = (x0+ip0)/

√
2,

at ym = x0, will be close to the “perfect” cat (32) with
high fidelity for any photon number of the resource state be-
cause target state is localized in proximity of x0 with the char-
acteristic length δx ∼ 1/

√
2. Therefore, for all x belong-

ing to the input function support, the semiclassical relation
|x − x0| ≪

√
2n+ 1 will be fulfilled, which guarantees the

generation of an undistorted cat state.
Fig. 9 illustrates that an increase in the difference |ym − x0|

has a detrimental effect on the fidelity. The curves for the
fidelity (35) plotted in Fig. 9 show that the quality of the semi-
classical approximation given by Eq. (34) improves as the pho-
ton number n increases. This conclusion is also illustrated
in Fig. 10 where, for ym = x0 = 3 and n ∈ {1, 5, 15}, the
Wigner functions of the exact output state (15)) are compared
with their semiclassical counterparts computed for the unde-
formed cat (32).

Statistics of the homodyne measurements of the ancilla mo-
mentum is described by the probability density to observe the
outcome ym given by the norm of the unnormalized output
wave function (16)

P (ym) = ⟨ψ̃(out)|ψ̃(out)⟩ =
∫
dx|ψ̃(out)(x, ym)|2, (36)

so that the wave function (15) of the output state can be written

as

ψ(out)(x, ym) = ψ̃(out)(x, ym)√
P (ym)

. (37)

For the input coherent state (18) of the target oscillator and
the Fock resource state (13) with n photons, the probability
density takes the explicit form

P (ym, x0) = 1
π2nn!

∫
dx |Hn(ym − x)|2e−(ym−x)2

e−(x−x0)2

= P (ym − x0, 0) = P (x0 − ym, 0) (38)

where the probability density P (ym, 0) corresponds to the vac-
uum state of the target oscillator [97]. Note that P (ym, 0) is
even in ym due to the parity in ξ of the absolute value of the
Hermite polynomials |Hn(ξ)|. In Fig. 11, the probability den-
sity P (ym, 0) is plotted as a function of ym at different values
of the photon number. It is seen that each curve for P (ym, 0)
has the local maximum value that decreases with n.

Since, in real-world experiments, the measurement outcome
can only be identified with a certain precision, it is instructive to
consider a mixed output state that emerges when the observed
ancilla momentum falls within an acceptance interval ranged
from −d/2 to d/2 of the width d centered at ym = 0 provided
x0 = 0. In this case, the weighted fidelity between the “perfect”
semiclassical cat state (24) and themixed state at the gate output
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Figure 11. The probability density P (ym, 0) in relation to the ancilla
momentum measurement outcome ym at different values of of the
photon number n ∈ {1, 5, 10, 15} of the Fock resource state for the
input coherent state with x0 = 0. P (ym, 0) is an even function of ym

and P (ym, x0) = P (ym − x0, 0).

is evaluated as follows

Fmix(d) = 1
Pmix(d)

∫ +d/2

−d/2
dym P (ym, 0)Fcat(ym), (39)

where Pmix(d) ≡
∫ +d/2

−d/2
dym P (ym, 0) is the probability that

the measurement outcome is within the acceptance interval.
When x0 ̸= 0, we choose the acceptance interval to be

centered at ym = x0 and insert the ideal cat (32) into the
expression for Fcat(ym). After change of the variable: x →
x− x0, the expression for Fmix(d) is reduced to Eq. (39).
Figure 12 presents the results for the fidelity Fmix(d) eval-

uated as a function of the acceptance interval length, d, at
different values of the photon number, n ∈ {1, 5, 10}. From
Fig. 12 it is essential to use sufficiently narrow acceptance inter-
vals in order to prepare a mixed state with high fidelity Fmix(d)
to the undistorted semiclassical cat state (24).
It is useful to note that, for small intervals with d ≪√
2n+ 1, the probability that the measurement outcome lies

in the acceptance interval is proportional to d and can be esti-
mated as Pmix(d) ≈ P (0, 0)d. This behavior comes from the
weak dependence of the probability density on ym at low ym

(see Fig. 11).

V. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSION

We have studied the CV measurement-induced Fock state-
based “cat gate” which can conditionally generate a two-
component Schrödinger cat-like superposition from the input
coherent state. It is shown that the geometric semiclassical
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d
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Figure 12. Fidelity Fmix (see Eq. (39)) between the output mixed state
and the “perfect” semiclassical cat state (24) of the target oscillator
as a function of the acceptance interval d at n ∈ {1, 5, 10, 15}.

mapping in the phase space can be used to evaluate such impor-
tant characteristics as the number of components of the cat-like
superposition, their positions, and distortions produced by the
logical element. We have identified the gate operation regime,
where the output state is close to the “perfect” semiclassical
Schrödinger cat state represented by the superposition of two
undeformed copies of the input state symmetrically displaced
in the phase space. The “size” of the generated Schrödinger
cat at the gate output - the “distance” between the copies - can
be made as large as required by an appropriate choice of the
gate parameters. A key feature of the gate under consideration
is that the Schrödinger cat state emerges when the ancillary
oscillator measurement is compatible with multiple values of
the target oscillator physical variables.

We have performed a detailed analysis of the fidelity between
the gate output state and “perfect” Schrödinger cat state derived
from semiclassical theory. We have found the criteria for the
gate operation with high fidelity values exceeding 0.99 (see
Fig. 9) for a coherent state at the gate input and have illustrated
the qualitative features of the output cat states in terms of their
Wigner functions depending on on the gate parameters and
measurement outcome. A clear interpretation of the output
state quantum statistics in terms of the Wigner function in
dependence on the gate parameters and measurement outcome
was presented.

In analogy to some other non-Gaussian CV schemes, the
studied “cat gate” uses the same key elements such as the Fock
resource state, the entangling CZ operation, and the homodyne
measurement. A key feature of the regime where the cat-like
superposition emerges is that the projective measurement pro-
vides multivalued information about the target system’s phys-
ical variables. From our analysis, it might be concluded that
this feature may arise in CV quantum networks with embedded
non-Gaussian gates of a general kind using more complex re-
source states and other types of measurements that may cause
measurement-induced evolution leading to the generation of
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the multi-component Schrödinger cat states which can be used
as the logical qubit basis for error correction codes. The cat-
breeding transformations of an arbitrary input state may be
combined with standard Gaussian operations such as displace-
ment, rotation, squeezing, and shear deformation, and can be
successfully applied in complex non-Gaussian quantum net-
works.
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Appendix A: Wigner Function from Mehler Formula

In this section, we describe how to calculate the Wigner
function efficiently, avoiding heavy numerical integration while
maintaining high accuracy. This approach is based on the tech-
nique of generating functions and is especially suited for sym-
bolic computation environments like Maple or Mathematica to
deal with power series expansions.
We apply our method to the Wigner function (19) of the

exact solution given by Eqs (15), (16) and (18). To this end,
the expression for the Wigner function can be conveniently
rewritten in the form

Wn(x̃, p̃) = 1
πÑn

∫ ∞

−∞
w̃n(x̃, z)e2ip̃zdz (A1)

w̃n(x̃, z) = 1
π1/22nn!

Hn(x̃− z)Hn(x̃+ z)

× exp{−x̃2 − (x̃+ ∆x)2 − 2z2} (A2)

Ñn =
∫ ∞

−∞
w̃n(x̃, 0)dx̃ (A3)

where x̃ = x− ym, p̃ = p− p0 and ∆x = ym − p0.

The well-known Mehler formula [99, 100]
∞∑

n=0

ρn

2nn!Hn(x1)Hn(x2) = 1√
1 − ρ2

× exp
{2ρx1x2 − ρ2(x2

1 + x2
2)

1 − ρ2

}
, (A4)

can now be used to evaluate the generating functions

∞∑
n=0

Ñnρ
n = 1√

2(1 − ρ)
e− ∆x2

2 (1−ρ), (A5)

∞∑
n=0

ρn

∫ ∞

−∞
w̃n(x̃, z)e2ip̃zdz = e−∆x2/2

√
2

W0(x̃, p̃)

× 1√
1 + ρ

exp
{ 2ρx̃2

1 + ρ
+ ρp̃2

2

}
, (A6)

where

W0(x̃, p̃) = 1
π

exp
{

−2(x̃+ ∆x/2)2 − p̃2

2

}
. (A7)

The final result reads

Wn(x̃, p̃) = W0(x̃, p̃)W̃n(x̃, p̃)
Nn

, (A8)
∞∑

n=0
W̃n(x̃, p̃)ρn = 1√

1 + ρ
exp

{ 2ρx̃2

1 + ρ
+ ρp̃2

2

}
, (A9)

∞∑
n=0

Nnρ
n = e

ρ∆x2
2

√
1 − ρ

. (A10)

For the photon number n, formula (A8) gives the Wigner
functionWn expressed terms of the function W̃n and the nor-
malization coefficient Nn that can be found as coefficients of
power series expansions in ρ of the corresponding generating
functions. The right-hand sides of Eqs. (A9) and (A10) provide
analytical expressions for these functions.
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