Beam splitters as controlled-Z gate for hybrid state
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Abstract: We explore a scheme based on adding a nonlocal photon and subtracting some
number of photons to entangle the initial single-mode squeezed vacuum (SMSV) state with
the photon state. In a realistic model of interaction of the SMSV state with the photonic state
on a beam splitter (BS) with changeable transmissivity or reflectivity the hybrid entanglement
is realized for any values of the squeezing of input SMSV state. Maximum hybrid
entanglement is achieved at certain values of the squeezing and BS parameter, which can
mean implementation of a two-qubit controlled — Z (CZ —) operation using the BS with the
appropriate initialization of the input states. The success probability of the gate, taking into
account multiphoton outcomes in the measuring mode of the BS, is more than 0.3. We also
propose to use new continuous variable (CV) states of definite parity that could increase the
success probability of generating maximal hybrid entanglement. We show sufficient
robustness of the generated entanglement under photon number resolving detection with
practical quantum efficiency.

1. Introduction

Idea of entangling two subsystems of different nature into unified system is often referred to
as hybrid entanglement. A fairly common version of the optical hybrid entanglement involves
both CV and discrete variable (DV) states, an idea that goes back to Schrodinger's pioneering
work on the interpretation of quantum mechanics, so called Schrodinger's cat paradox [1].
The hybrid entanglement has been widely demonstrated in several optical systems [2-4] with
an application for verification of the loophole-free violation of Bell’s inequality [5]. In
addition to its fundamental importance, the hybrid entanglement has a fairly wide range of
practical applications. The hybrid entangled state can be used as a quantum channel in various
modifications for transmission of unknown qubit [6-8]. It may become efficient resource for
quantum key distribution [9] and quantum computation [10,11]. The hybrid entanglement can
be used as a basis for building quantum networks [12,13] and also serve as converter [14].
The hybrid entangled states can also form the basis for conditional quantum engineering of
new nonclassical states of light [15-19]. The method is based on measuring entangled system
in auxiliary mode to control post-measurement state.

The hybrid entangled states are usually considered as a form of quantum correlations
unifying coherent states of light with directly opposite amplitudes and a single photon, i.e.
|a)|0) + | — a)|1) [20], although researchers can deal with another type of the hybrid
entangled states, obtained by replacing the coherent states with even and odd Schrédinger cat
states (SCSs) |SCSJ_,), respectively, that is, |[SCS_)|0) + |SCS,)|1) [12,21]. Detecting a single
photon in an indistinguishable manner, where the information that the photon is either
subtracted from the SCS state, changing its parity, or simply detected, leaving the parity of the
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original state, is lost, allows the hybrid entanglement to be realized. Another type of the
hybrid entanglement realized through superposition of the creation operators in neighboring
modes, i.e. of the kind af + a3, is demonstrated in [22].

Photon subtracted and photon added CV states are experimentally realizable [23-27]. So,
an application of the annihilation operator to the appropriate power k to the Gaussian state p
allows for one to realize k —photons subtracted state, i.e. p_,~a*pa™® [25]. But the
annihilation and creation operators are non-unitary and cannot be directly implemented in the
laboratory. Therefore, the action of the annihilation operator on the input state is
approximated by passing the CV state through a high transmittance beam splitter with
subsequent registration of k photons in the adjacent measuring mode [25-27]. A realistic
model of the interaction of the initial CV state with photonic states on the BS with variable
transmissivity and reflectivity allows for one to accurately evaluate the output characteristics,
in particular, to show the possibility of generating brighter nonclassical light [28]. Realistic
approach provides the opportunity to take into account the redistribution of input photons for
different BSs, involving highly transmitting one. So, the SMSV state is shown to be
transformed into a hybrid entangled state if it passes through the BS [29]. Detection of a
certain number of photons, given the development of photon resolving technology [30,31],
conditionally generates the CV states of a certain parity, which are useful in quantum
engineering of the SCS states [32,33].

Here we consider the combined action of adding a nonlocal photon to the SMSV state
followed by subtracting some number of photons within a realistic interaction model to
deterministically implement the hybrid entanglement. In the model, macroscopic objects are
the CV states of a certain parity different from SMSV states, the average number of photons
in which only increases with the increase in the number of subtracted photons [28]. The CV
components are the states into which the initial SMSV state is transformed when passing
through the BS with arbitrary transmission and reflection coefficients. Under certain
conditions, the CV states can approximate SCSs states with high fidelity [32,33]. A realistic
model allows us to estimate the probability of realizing the maximally hybrid entangled state
of light in the case of multiphoton outcomes, with the exception of the vacuum outcome, the
registration of which presents corresponding difficulties [34]. From a formal point of view,
the generation of maximum hybrid entanglement can be interpreted as the action of the
CZ —gate implemented by BS. In realistic model, we estimate the fidelity of the output state
in the case of using a photon number resolving (PNR) detector with non-unit quantum
efficiency [30,31]. We also propose to use other input even CV states of a certain parity with
smaller vacuum contribution as well as odd CV states to implement deterministic the hybrid
entanglement.

2. Photon subtraction as a way to realize CZ —operation with balanced photonic state

A scheme for the hybrid entanglement generation in Fig. 1 involves nonclassical resource in
the form of the SMSV state [35] in mode 1
2 2n), (1)

1 ©o
ISMSV (y)) = \/coshsznzO Jen)! nl
and either a nonlocal single photon propagating in two separate spatial modes 2 and 3

o 1$)23 = a0|_01)23 + a1|10),3, 2
or superposition of vacuum and correlated single photon states
16)23 = a0[00)23 + aq|11),3. 3)

For simplicity, we assume that the amplitudes of the states (2,3) a, and a, are real numbers
satisfying the normalization condition a3 + a? = 1. DV state in Eq. (2) can be realized by
passing a single photon through the BS with transmittance and reflectance corresponding to



the amplitudes of the nonlocal photon. The source of the photon state in Eg. (3) can be a two-
mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state |[TMSV (s1)) = Ymeo tanh™s, |nn)/cosh s; [35] with
small squeezing amplitude s;. In the case of s; = 0.1, the amplitude of the correlated four-
photon state |22) is approximately 100 times smaller than the amplitude of the state |11)
which allows us to neglect higher-order correlated terms in TMSV states and limit oneself to
consideration of the states as in Eqg. (3). As for the SMSV state, a squeezing parameter
y = tanhs/2 is introduced to describe it with s > 0 being the squeezing amplitude which
provides the range of its change 0 < y < 0.5. In addition, the squeezing in decibels S =
-10 log(exp(—Zs)) dB and the average number of photons (ngys,) = sinh?s can be used
when describing the SMSV state. Practical squeezing values can range from 9 dB [36] to
15 dB [37]. In this section we consider the case of a, = a; = 1//2.

The interaction of the SMSV state with second mode of the states in Egs. (2,3) on the

beam splitter the action of which is described by the matrix BS;, = [ﬁ —tr] with arbitrary

real transmittance t > 0 and reflectance r > 0 subject to the normalization condition ¢t +
2 =1 with subsequent registration of Fock state in the measuring mode (mode 2) and
replacing mode subscripts (2 < 3) generates, as shown in figure 1, the following hybrid
entangled states
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where the measurement-induced CV states of definite parity |1P,£0)(y1,B)>, |lP,El) (yl,B)> and

related to them parameters: reduced squeezing parameter y,, beam splitter parameter B,
functions Z(y,), Z® (y,) and G(l) (y1, B) forming normalization factors of the corresponding

CV states as well as the amplitudes c(o) (y.,B) and c(l) (y1, B) of the hybrid entangled state
are presented in Appendix A. Here, the normalization coefficient of generated entangled state
in Egs. (4,5) is N, = 1 + bZ with an additional coefficient
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arising as a result of the interaction of the SMSV state with the photonic state on the BS.
Presented forms in equations (4,5) are provided by application of the phase shift operator on
m, i.e. P(m) = exp(ima*a) in second mode in the case of k # 0. Probability distribution
describing the conditional generation of the hybrid entangled states is the following
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Here, the orthogonality condition of the CV states <lP(°)(y1,B)|lP(1)(y1,B)> =0 is

satisfied since the CV states are of opposite parity. Therefore, regardless of the values of the
experimental input parameters S and B, the generated entangled states can be considered in a
four-dimensional Hilbert space. The negativity N has all required properties for the
entanglement measure [38,39] and can be can be calculated in four-dimensional Hilbert space,
that is, IV}, = 2b, /N, where the case of IV, = 1 arising in the case of b, = 1 corresponds to
the maximally entangled state. For the reason, the coefficient b, can also be called amplitude




distorting as it can reduce the degree of entanglement of the generated state. The amplitude-
distortion factor by (y,,B) depends on the values of the initial squeezing S and the beam
splitter parameter B, as y; can be expressed through S and B. Since by, is not equal to zero for
any values of S and B, then, regardless of the measurement outcome in the measurement
mode, the output state is always hybrid entangled, that is, one can talk about deterministic
implementation of the hybrid entangled state.

Now we are going to use parity encoding to present the entangled states in equations (4,5)
as output of a two-qubit gate. Indeed, the heralded CV states can be represented as even either

|[4+cv) = |LP2(S,Z(y1,B)> for k =2m or |+qy) = |W§2+1(y1,B)> for k=2m+1 and odd

either |—¢y) = |‘P2($,)l+1(y1,B)> fork=2m+1o0r|—¢y) = |‘Pz(1)(y1,B)> for k = 2m. As the

m

basic elements of the computer zero and one, the corresponding superpositions of the |+y)
and |—.p) states can be used, i.e. CV states of indefinite parity, for example, |0-y) =
(1% B) + 1520, B)) V2 and [1cy) = (1¥500, B) = W5, B)))/V2 which
are not explicitly applied here. We introduce a subscript CV to distinguish them from photon
superpositions. On the contrary, photonic states can be represented as superpositions of
vacuum and a single photon, i.e. | +) = (]0) + [1))/v2 and | =) = (|0) — |1))/v/2. Then,
output entangled states in equations (4,5) can be formally realized by applying one-qubit
rotation operator about the y axis at the corresponding angle ©,, that is, R, (©) =
cos(0,/2) —sin(©,/2) _ [tk

sin(®,/2) cos(©,/2) Tk
are the following t;, = (b + 1)//2Ny, 1 = (b — 1) /2N, and functions cos(®,/2) and
sin(®,/2) can be expressed through the coefficients t; and r;, and CZ — gate, where Z is the
Pauli matrix [40], i.e.

—T] . .
tkk]’ where the parameters of the qubit transformation

CZR§,2(®k)Zf+1(|+CV>1| +)2), (8)
for the entangled state in equation (4) and
CZR, , O©)Zf (I+cv)1l )2, 9)

for the entangled state in equation (5), where the superscript T indicates the transposition of
the original matrix. Here an additional operation Z to the power of either k + 1 or k is used in
order to allow for initialization |+ )1| +),. Thus, the measurement-induced hybrid entangled
state can result of the CZ —gate action with a preliminary transformation of the initial
photonic state associated with rotation around y axis. For example, for k = 2m in Eq. (8), we
have the chain of transformations:

CZR} (0,0 Z7™  (|+ev)il +)2) = Z1CZR} (01 ) (| +cv )| +)2) =

(bam|=cv)110)2 + |+cr)1l1)2)// Nom,
which corresponds to the output state in equation (4) for k = 2m.

To get rid of the additional action of the rotation operator like Ry_2(®k),R§_2(®k) or the
same from the amplitude distorting multiplier b, and realize alone CZ —gate, it is necessary to
find the values of the parameters S and B that ensure the fulfillment of the condition b, =1
what guarantees R,,(®) = I, where [ is the unit operator. Then, the generation of the hybrid
entangled states in equations (4,5) can be represented in the form of the output of the CZ
operation: either CZZ¥*1(|+cp)1] +)2) or CZZX(J+cy)1| +)2). Numerical findings show that
the condition b, = 1 can be satisfied only with even photon subtraction, i.e. for k = 2m,
while for odd photon subtraction the parameters S,B that ensure the fulfillment of the
condition b,,,,; = 1 are not found for any m. At that the lines of unit values b,,, = 1 are
horizontal in coordinates S, B, that is, with some B = By, o, = const the condition by, = 1
is satisfied at a given value of S, as shown in Figure 2(a-d) for k = 0,2,4,6, respectively. The
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horizontal lines represent level lines corresponding to a certain value of By, 4. The
maximum number of level lines is observed for k = 0 in the lower part of the graph in Fig.
2(a), where the lines are located quite densely with some By ;¢ max €INg the maximum.
Increasing the number of subtracted photons reduces the number of level lines to three for
k=4in Flg Z(C) (Say1 B4,opt,1’ B4,opt,2 and B4,opt,3’ where B4,opt,3 > B4,opt,2 > B4,opt,1 and
the third subscript is simply the serial number of the line), two in the case of k = 2 in Fig.
2(b), i.e., Byopr1 and By ope o, Where By o2 > By o1 @nd ONe B,y in Fig. 2(d) in the
selected range of change B leaving other possible level lines with larger B not shown. It is
interesting to note that By oyt max = B2,opt.2 = Baopts = Beopt = 8380.3.

The main feature of the level lines is that they take values greater than 1, i.e. Byy opr > 1,
which corresponds to the BS with predominance of reflectance R = r? over transmittance
T = t2, that is R > T. In the case of Bymopt > 1000, we can talk about use of a highly
reflective beam splitter (HRBS) with R > T. Application of the HRBS in quantum
engineering of new states is counterintuitive, quite often a highly transmitting beam splitter
(HTBS) is used [15-17]. Use of the HRBS allows for one to redirect a significant part of the
light energy into the measuring channel and thereby increase the success probability of the
measurement outcomes. Values of the squeezing S and By ot = Bo,opt.max = 8380.3 in the
used range of their changes and corresponding them the probabilities P, of the measurement
outcomes following from equation (7) are presented in the Table 1.

The fact that the success probability P, is almost equal to 1, i.e., P, = 1, does not come as
a surprise. Indeed, in the case of s = 0, the input state in the first mode is a vacuum, and its
mixing with a nonlocal single photon in equation (2) followed by measurement of the vacuum
outcome, that is, the absence of a click, in the measuring mode nearly deterministically
guarantees the heralded return of the photonic state in the case of r - 1 and t —» 0. In

addition, the amplitude y; of the output measurement-induced states |lP§°)(y1,B)> and

|lP§1)(y1,B)> also approaches zero for t — 0 transforming them into a near vacuum state.

Taking into account it and also the fact that the practical registration of a no-click outcome is
accompanied by some difficulties [34], we do not take vacuum contribution into account in
the overall probability of outcomes that can generate maximal entangled hybrid state. As can
be seen from the Table 1, equality b, = b, = b = 1 can be performed under the same values
of the parameters S and By opt2 = Baopts = Beopt: SO, the total success probability of the
events can be estimated as P,,¢ = P, + P, + P, = 0.342859. Taking into account the
measurement results of more than 6 photons, i.e. 8,10 and so on, and also by increasing the
range of change of S > 10 dB it is possible to increase the total success probability to = 0.36.
Accordingly, one can take the value for the probability of multiphoton implementation of the
CZ — gate by ideal PNR detector, i.e. Pcz = P46 = 0.36. In general, the gate can be
implemented with a significantly lower value of B, which entails some decrease in the
probability P, of the CZ gate implementation.

k=0 | k=2 k=4 k=6
S | 00002 | 9.99995 | 9.99995 | 9.99995
Biopt | 83803 | 8380.3 | 83803 | 83803
P, | 099994 | 019244 | 0.096619 | 0.05386




Table 1. Values S and By ,,, Which ensure not only the fulfillment of the condition b, =1
for k = 0,2,4,6 but also the highest possible success probabilities P, in the selected ranges of
change S and B. The values of S for calculating P, and the remaining P,, P, and Py lie at
opposite ends of the range of change S.

3. Realization of controlled—Z gate with unbalanced photonic state

As noted in the previous section, implementation of the CZ gate on click of PNR detector
with input balanced DV state does not allow its realization, for example, with single photon
outcome. To expand the possibilities for its implementation involving the cases with
subtraction of odd photons, one should consider unbalanced photonic states in equations (2,3),
use of which leads to the generation of the same hybrid entangled states as in equations (4,5)
but with amplitude distorting coefficient b, = a,b,/a, and the normalization factor N, =
1+ b;?. The success probability of implementation of the CZ — gate with preliminary
corresponding transformation of the DV state, i.e. with b, # 1, is given by the formula (7)
with replacement of the multiplier N,/2 by a3N, which is converted into 2a2 =
2b2/(1 + b2) in the case of perfect realization of two-qubit gate without prior single-qubit
conversion, occurring when b, = 1 resulting in N;, = 2, i.e.

2
P, B) = /T = 47 (1L + By 20022 0unk (10)
Since there is an additional degree of control over the output hybrid entangled state, namely,
relationship between a, and a,, either ay/a, or a;/a,, it enables to increase the success
probability by amplifying multiplier 2b2 /(1 + bZ) at least in the case of b, > 1 on compared
with one in equation (7). The amplitudes of the initial photonic states in Egs. (2,3) are related

to the corresponding parameter b, through the relations: ay = by /y/1+ b} and a; =
1/4/1+ bZ.

Figure 3(a) shows the dependences of even probabilities Py, P, and P, on the initial
squeezing (S, dB) obtained by optimization according to the parameter B, i.e., for a given S,
only those B = By, are selected that ensures the maximum probability of the measurement
outcome P,,,. Accordingly, figure 3(b) demonstrates the dependencies of By o,¢, B2 opts Ba,opt
on S that provide the success probabilities in the figure 3(a). As can be seen from the figure
3(b), all even optimizing values take the same values, i.e., By oyt = B2opt = Baopt = 99,
which corresponds to use of the BS with greater reflectivity, i.e. with R > T. The values of
even optimizing parameters By, o,,¢ differ from each other by thousandths, which leads to the
appearance of a total horizontal line in Figure 3(b). It is interesting that the behavior of the
optimizing values By op¢, B3 op: In figure 3(d) that provides the maximum probabilities of odd
measurement outcomes P;, P; in Figure 3(c) differs significantly from those presented in
figure 3(b). For example, B ,,;, although it takes on values greater than 1, can already reach
the value B;,,; = 1 with § growing, which corresponds to use of the balanced beam splitter
(BBS). On the contrary, the values of the optimizing parameter B, ., <1 (T > R) with
By 0pt = 1 in the vicinity of S ~ 0 are observed. As for the probabilities, P, prevails over the
others starting almost with P, = 1, but its contribution begins to fall with increasing S. The
probabilities associated with the click of the PNR detector, i.e. P;, P,, P; and P, can increase
with S growing. The probability P; can especially significantly increase approaching P, from
below with increase of S. The maximum observed probabilities Py 4, for k = 0,1,2,3,4 and
their accompanying values S (although some of them with large squeezing S may be difficult
to implement in practice) and optimizing values By .., as well as the values of the parameter
b, that allows us to find the amplitudes a, and a, of photonic state, are shown in Table 2.
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k=0 k=1 k=2 k=3 k=4

S,dB | 0.00017 24.535 9.981 29.996 12.464
Biopt 99 0.01 99 0.01 99

Pemax | 0995 0.2616 0.184 0.081 0.0985
by 0.995 1.709 1.852 1.669 1.75

Table 2. Maximum possible values of the success probabilities Py 4, and values of the
parameters S and By, ,,,; in the selected range of their changes that provide them. Additionally,
the values of the amplitude distorting factors b, for given values of S and By, Which
determine the amplitudes a, and a, of the DV state in Egs. (2,3) are also demonstrated.

In order to estimate the probability of the multiphoton implementation of the CZ —gate
excluding vacuum contribution in the case of an input unbalanced photonic state, it is
necessary to find such S and B that could ensure the equality of the corresponding amplitude
distorting factors by. If such values of the parameters exist, then the probability of the
multiphoton CZ —gate can be estimated as the sum of the corresponding probabilities P,. Our
numerical results allow us to estimate the probability of multiphoton two-qubit transformation
in three cases. Numerical findings in Figs. 3 show that achieving the maximum probability of
even and odd outcomes requires different BSs with either B > 1 for even or B < 1 for odd
outcomes. Therefore, the implementation of the CZ — gate with both even and odd outcomes
will most likely require use of BS with parameter B, a value of which is in the vicinity of 1.
Indeed, in the case of S = 9.22dB and B = 0.46 (despite the fact that the BS has more
transmittance, it is already closer to balanced), we have b, = b, = b, = 1 which allows us to
estimate the probability of the CZ —gate as P;; = P; + P, + P, = 0.306. Using BS with
B = 0.359 to mix the SMSV state with squeezing of S = 11,131 dB with DV state allows
us to implement CZ —gate with probability P., = P, + P; = 0.284, where by, = b3 =
0.793. Third case is associated with the values of S = 14,91 dB and B = 0.135, which
allows the CZ —gate to be realized without a preliminary single-qubit transformation with
probability P., = 0.31, where b; = b; = 0.5. Other values of S and B allow the CZ —gate
to be implemented only for one measurement event, the probabilities of which are presented
in Fig. 3(a,c). Accordingly, all other measurement outcomes generate the hybrid entangled
state with some amplitude distorting factor.

A factor that can have a rather destructive effect on increasing the probability of the
multiphoton CZ —gate implementation is the significant contribution of the vacuum in the
SMSYV state. The amplitude of the vacuum state in the SMSV state is predominant in the case
of original squeezing < 10 dB which is the most common in practice [35]. As a consequence,
the vacuum measurement outcome (no click) can dominate over the others in heralded
generation of the hybrid entanglement. Therefore, it is quite in demand to propose a source of
new CV states of a certain parity that would have smaller vacuum contribution. As such CV
states, let us offer even CV state realized by subtracting two photons from the SMSV state
that has previously passed through BS which follows from the formula (A2)

(0) _ 1 w ¥y (2m+D)!
%20 1’B)> @y 0V an: ) 12n), (11)
and odd CV state that can be realized by adding a single photon to the SMSV one and
subtracting two photons which stems from equation (A9)

) _ [ 1 ve _¥r (o) 2n+1
|\, (}’1,B)>— G§1)(y113)2n=0 GniDl (1) (1 — B)|2n+1). (12)




The corresponding probability distributions Psysy, PZ(‘?Q) and PZ(‘,? of the CV states of both
even SMSV and it from which two photons are subtracted in equation (11) and the odd CV
state in expression (12) over number states n are shown in Figure 4. As can be seen from the
plots, the even two-photon subtracted CV state can have a significantly reduced vacuum

contribution in P’ due to an increase in the contributions from 2,4,6 and even 8 photons. In

2,n
general, the probability distribution Pz(,?q) shifts towards multiphoton states and partly acquires
a bell-shaped form in contrast to the original SMSV state. On the contrary, the odd probability

distribution Pz(}l) does not has a vacuum contribution and the maximum probability is fixed for

single photon, that is for Pz(i). These circumstances can support their use in implementing the
hybrid entanglement with higher probability of success.

4. Influence of quantum efficiency of PNR detector on quality of hybrid entanglement

The above estimates of the probability of the multiphoton implementation of the CZ —gate are
carried out with PNR detector with unit fidelity. In realistic experiments, PNR detectors with
a certain non-unit quantum efficiency n # 1 are used [33] which already leads to generation
of a mixed state described by the density matrix presented in Appendix B, in particular, in Eq.
(B2). Using the CV state generated by imperfect PNR detector, its fidelity and success
probability to create it can be estimated as

. 1 (1-1n)? Nj, 2
Fid) = = (1+ 552 B2 n ) n8)) M (08| ). (13)
¢ !
Py = URQE)Pk, (14)
where
Ny, (1-1)2 Ny,
g =1+ A= mBm?) et + B ) T (15)

and the success probability P, under use of perfect PNR detector is present in Eq. (10).
In Figure 5(a) we show the dependence of the fidelity of the hybrid entanglement in the
case when even measurement outcomes are registered by PNR detector with n = 0.6, i.e.,

Fidéf) and Fidff), on S. Here, the values of the parameters S and B are assumed to be chosen
so that the k —photon-subtracted CV state |A§f)> is maximally entangled, i.e. with b;, = 1 and

Ny =2 but b, ; # 1 and Ny, ; # 2 for j # 0. As can be seen from the graphs, the more
photons are subtracted, the faster the fidelity of the output hybridity decreases. The fidelity
Fidéf) of the generated entanglement can be quite robust to fairly large errors in the detector
determining the number of incoming photons. Accordingly, as can be seen from the figure
5(b), the success probability of generating the maximum hybrid entanglement decreases if it is
implemented on the PNR detector with n = 0.6 compared to if it had been generated with
ideal PNR detection (P2 > Py, Py > P4,,,7). This is due to the increase in cases of not
measuring k incoming photons. In general, the probabilities P,,, P,, can increase with
increasing initial squeezing S even if the PNR detector has non-ideal quantum efficiency
n = 0.6.

5. Conclusion
The generation of the maximally entangled hybrid state [29] can find its practical application
[6-19], therefore, in connection with advancement of photon-resolving measuring

technologies [30,31], it is important to know the conditions under which it can be
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implemented more effectively taking into account the registration of the multiphoton
outcomes [32,33] not limited to just a single-photon measurement outcome [25,26]. Here, we
have investigated properties of generated hybrid entanglement and possible limits imposed on
them when the SMSV state is subjected to the combined action of adding a nonlocal photon
followed by subtracting a certain number of photons. The hybrid entanglement is constructed
on the basis of the states of different parity for both CV states and photonic states, which
allows for one to consider the generated entangled state in a four-dimensional Hilbert space.
Due to the fact that the amplitude distorting factor does not take a zero value, the output
entanglement is realized deterministically regardless of the values of the experimental
parameters. From a formal point of view, the heralded implementation of the hybrid
entanglement can be represented in terms of single-qubit operation performed on the photon
state, which is associated with appearance of the amplitude distorting multiplier, with
subsequent action of the two-qubit CZ —gate. The BS can act as CZ —gate [40] at certain
values of the experimental parameters which ensure that the amplitude distortion factor is
equal to one.

Note that the model with the BS with transmissivity close to unity can also show the
possibility of realizing the hybrid entanglement. Indeed, replacing the beam splitter operator
with the corresponding combination of creation and annihilation operators, one can obtain the
following hybrid entangled state
BS1;(ISMSV)11€)23) = agafaz®(|SMSV)1]0),)|1); + ajaf~ a3 (|SMSV),]0),)[0); =
(aoa’f|5M5V)1|1)3 + ala’f_llSMSV)1|0)3)|k)2,
when subtracting k photons, where the CV states a¥|SMSV) and a¥~1|SMSV) are the states
of different parity whose parity depends on the value of k. But such an approximation does
not allow us to analyze the cases of using BBS, BSs with larger reflectivity and even more so
HRBSs thus to estimate the probability of success of conditional generation of the hybrid
entanglement. However, a realistic model of the interaction of the SMSV and nonlocal
photonic states on the BS whose transmittance or reflectance can be changed allows us to
accurately estimate the probability of successful implementation of the maximum hybrid
entanglement. Taking into account the multiphoton outcomes that ensure the amplitude
distortion factor being equal to one, the success probability of implementation of the
CZ —gate excluding a vacuum contribution can be estimated higher of 0.3 for practically
feasible values of the parameter S [36,37] and B that is, for the beam splitters that are not only
either HTBSs or HRBSs. Taking into account the vacuum outcome can significantly increase
the probability of implementing the CZ —gate, but from a practical point of view, setting up
such a scheme can be quite complex [34]. Using the balanced photonic state allows to slightly
improve the success probability by using only HRBSs. The hybrid entanglement generation
can show some robustness in the case of detection with rather low quantum efficiency. The
fidelity of the output entanglement decrease slightly with increasing initial squeezing.

In general, using even CV state of definite parity with smaller vacuum contribution
compared to the SMSV state may become more efficient when implementing maximum
hybrid entanglement with a higher probability of success. The odd CV state represented in
equation (12) without vacuum contribution may also become useful when implementing alone
CZ —gate since use of the states can significantly change the output redistribution of photons.
Moreover, proposed CV states of definite parity in Egs. (11,12) are brighter in comparison
with the initial SMSV state. Application of the CV states deserves separate consideration.

Appendix A. Interaction of SMSV state with photonic states (2,3)

Here we present the main moments of interaction between the SMSV state in equation (1)
with DV ones in Egs. (2,3) on BS with arbitrary real transmittance ¢t > 0 and reflectance
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r > 0. The theory is based on the simultaneous interaction of the CV state with the vacuum,
that is, simply the passage of the SMSV state through the BS, and with a single photon. These
cases are examined in turn.

The BS mixes the modes 1 and 2 transforming the creation operators af and aJ as
BS,,afBS{, = ta —raf and BS,,a3BS;, = raj + ta}, respectively. This transformation
of the creation operators converts the original state into the hybrid entangled state
[28,29,32,33]

BS1,(ISMSV(y))1]0);) = WZk ocko)()’pB)\/Z(k)(% |qj(0)(3’1)> [k)2, (A1)

with even (k = 2m)

(0) 1 w ¥ (@im)
|LIJ (y1)> mZn:Om (n+m)! |2 ) (AZ)

andodd (k =2m + 1) CV components
(0) / v (2(n+m+1)!
|l.IJ +1(}’1)> Z(Zm"'l)(y )Zn Om (n+m+1)! |2Tl + 1) (AB)

whose amplitudes are given by

¥ (1, B) = (~1)* “”1‘”2, (Ad)
where the input squeezing parameter y decreases by t2 times, that is, it becomes equal to
y,=yt?=y/(1+B) <y and the BS parameter is equal to B = (1 —t2)/t?. The
normalizing factors of the CV states of a certain parity in Egs. (A2,A3) are determined
through 2m,2m + 1 derivatives of the analytical function Z(y,) =1/{1—4yZ, e,
Z@M (y)) = dZ?™/dy?™ and Z@M+D(y,) = dZ?™+1 /dy?™+1 | respectively. The subscript
2m,2m + 1 is responsible for the number of subtracted photons, while the superscript
accounts for the number of additional input photons, so (0) corresponds to the input vacuum
state. Note the average number of photons in the measurement-induced k — photon subtracted
CV states in Egs. (A2,A3) are given by
) 7(k+1)
() =mn 700 * (A5)
Adding single photon to original SMSV state can be realized by its presence at the
entrance to the BS
BS1,(ISMSV (¥))111),) = (raf + taz)BS;,(ISMSV (¥))110),), (A6)
that generates the following hybrid entangled state

BS1,(ISMSV()11)2) = 7= Tieo ¢k (31, B) /c,&”(yl,B)|w,£”(y1,3>)l|k>z (A7)

with measurement-induced CV states of definite parity

@ 1 v ¥ G
|Lp0 (y1)> = \/G(T(}I)ero\/m ! 2n + 1)|2n + 1), (A8)
(1 ¥y (2(n+m))! _2n+1
kg (yl'B)> G(l)(yl B) L= 0 /Gn+1)! (n+m)! (1 )|2 +1), (A9)
D) o ¥ (2m+m))! 2n
|'¥; (y,B)> —y 1- B)|2n), (A10)
m+1371 ’G(1)+1(371 5) n=0 /o) (n+m)! ( 2m+1 )
whose amplitudes become
» VB, ifk=0
1
(y1.B) = k- : (All1)
VP (et 222 g if k0
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The CV states have a more complex form in contrast to the measurement-induced CV ones of
a certain parity without an additional input single photon, which leads to more extended
expressions for the normalization factors

GV ) = - (1Z0w) = 22 (), (A12)

— d
6V (1, B) = 24D (y) + a3 (B) (ylz<k> ) + a3 B - (129 6), (A13)
where

ah(B) = -2, (AL4)
2
a)(B) = (;) . (A15)

As in the case discussed above, the subscript k indicates the number of photons being
subtracted while the superscript (1) is responsible for the number of added photons. Let us
only note that the mean number of photons in the CV states in Egs. (A8-A10) can be
determined by a formula similar to formula (A5) but with the replacement of the
normalization factors, that is,
W, _ 01zy7)s 018
(ng’) = oum) (A16)
The approach with output hybrid entangled states is directly used when deriving target
states in formulas (4,5). Let's consider them using balanced DV state in equation (2). Indeed,

we have chain of transformations
_ 1 (BS;(ISMSV(¥))110)2)[1)
BS(SMSV IO = 5 (g5t smsv oo 10y )

which, using formulas (A1, A6), can finally be rewritten as
BS1,(ISMSV(16)2) = = B0 ok 01, BYVZP ()N |87 (y1.3>) 139

(A18)
The measurement of the measuring mode (mode 2) generates the hybrid entangled state of
type (4) with the probability given by formula (7). The state contains an additional coefficient

(A17)

1)
P8 |60 31,B)
bk (yl; B) (0)(y ,B) Z(k)(yl)

the analytical expression of which in Eq. (6) can be derived on the basis of expressions for the

amplitudes c” (y;, B) (A4) and c(* (y,, B). This coefficient indicates the preliminary use of
a unitary transformation over the original photonic state associated with rotation around the
axis y. A similar method can be used in the case of other photonic states including unbalanced
ones in Egs. (4,5).

(A19)

Appendix B. Derivation of the output state with imperfect PNR detector

Effect of the quantum efficiency n of PNR detector can be modeled by means of use of
positive operator-valued measure (POVM) formalism {II;,k =0,...,0} with POVM

elements [33]
M, = 77k Y < 2(m+x)(1 77)2" +12(m + x))2(m + x)| + ) (B1)
T\ (=P 2(m+ x) + 1)(2(m +x) + 1]/’
where Cz(m+x) and Cz(m+x)+1 are the binomial coefficients and 7 is a quantum efficiency of

the PNR detector. The case n = 1 corresponds to a perfect PNR detector.
Using the general definition of the measurement-induced state realized with
corresponding measurement operator in Eq. (B1) and taking into account terms up to the
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second order of smallness on parameter 7, i.e. (1 —n)?, for example for input photonic state
in Eq. (2), we have
NI
© A§?> <A§f)| +(1- n)B(n,(f))I’;—Zl |A§fjl> <A§21| +
pk = © (1- )2 N ' (BZ)
W\ Oy ez a4,

where the multiplier g,(f) is given in Eq. (13) and all the notations used are presented above.

Acknowledgments

The work was supported by the Foundation for the Advancement of Theoretical Physics and
Mathematics “BASIS”.

References

1. E. Schrodinger, “Die gegenwirtige situation in der quantenmechanik,”
Naturwissenschaften 23, 823-828 (1935).

2. A.L. Lvovsky, R. Ghobadi, A. Chandra, A.S. Prasad and C. Simon, “Observation of
micromacro entanglement of light,” Nat. Phys. 9, 541-544 (2013).

3. P. Sekatski, N. Sangouard, M. Stobinska, F. Bussiéres, M. Afzelius and N. Gisin, “Proposal
for exploring macroscopic entanglement with a single photon and coherent states,” Phys. Rev.
A 86, 060301 (2012).

4. N. Bruno, A. Martin, P. Sekatski, N. Sangouard, R.T. Thew and N. Gisin, “Displacement of
entanglement back and forth between the micro and macro domains,” Nat. Phys. 9, 545-547
(2013).

5. A. Cavaillés, H.L. Jennic, J. Raskop, G. Guccione, D. Markham, E. Diamanti, M.D. Shaw,
V.B. Verma, S.W. Nam and J. Laurat, “Demonstration of Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen steering
using hybrid continuous- and discrete-variable entanglement of light,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121,
170403 (2018).

6. S. Takeda, T. Mizuta, M. Fuwa, P. van Loock and A. Furusawa, “Deterministic quantum
teleportation of photonic quantum bits by a hybrid technique,” Nature 500, 315-318 (2013).

7. A.E. Ulanov, D. Sychev, A.A. Pushkina, I.LA. Fedorov and A.l. Lvovsky, “Quantum
teleportation between discrete and continuous encodings of an optical quabit,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 118, 160501 (2017).

8. S.A. Podoshvedov, “Efficient quantum teleportation of unknown qubit based on DV-CV
interaction mechanism,” Entropy 21, 150 (2019).

9. C. Wittmann, J. Fiirst, C. Wiechers, D. Elser, H. Haseler, N. Liitkenhaus and G. Leuchs,
“Witnessing effective entanglement over a 2 km fiber channel,” Opt. Express 18 4499-4509
(2010).

10. T.P. Spiller, K. Nemoto, S.L. Braunstein, W.J. Munro, P. van Loock and G.J. Milburn,
“Quantum computation by communication,” New J. Phys. 8, 30 (2006).

11. P. van Loock, W.J. Munro, K. Nemoto, T.P. Spiller, T.D. Ladd, S.L. Braunstein and G.J.
Miburn, “Hybrid quantum computation in quantum optics,” Phys. Rev. A 78, 022303 (2008).
12. O. Morin, K. Huang, J. Liu, H.L. Jeannic, C. Fabre and J. Laurat, “Remote creation of
hybrid entanglement between particle-like and wave-like optical qubits,” Nat. Photonics 8,
570-574 (2014).

13. G. Guccione, T. Darras, H.L. Jeannic, V.B. Verma, S.W. Nam, A. Cavaillés and J. Laurat,
“Connecting heterogeneous quantum networks by hybrid entanglement swapping,” Sci. Adv.
6, eaba4508 (2020).

12



14. T. Darras, B.E. Asenbeck, G. Guccione, A. Cavaillés, H.L. Jeannic and J. Laurat, “A
quantum-bit encoding converter,” Nat. Photon. 17, 165-170 (2023).

15. R. Carranza and C.C. Gerry, “Photon-subtracted two-mode squeezed vacuum states and
applications to quantum optical interferometry,” JOSA B 29, 2581-2587 (2012).

16. S.A. Podoshvedov, “Single qubit operations with base coherent states,” Optics Commun.
290, 192-201 (2013).

17. O.S. Magafa-Loaiza, et al., “Multiphoton quantum-state engineering using conditional
measurements,” npj Quantum Information 5, 80 (2019).

18. A.S. Rab, et al., “Entanglement of photons in their dual wave-particle picture,” Nat.
Commun. 8, 915 (2017).

19. E.V. Mikheev, A.S. Pugin, D.A. Kuts, S.A. Podoshvedov and Nguyen Ba An, “Efficient
production of large-size optical Schrodinger cat states,” Sci. Rep. 9, 14301 (2019).

20. U.L. Andersen, J.S. Neergaard-Nielsen, P. van Loock and A. Furusawa, “Hybrid discrete-
and continuous-variable quantum information,” Nat. Phys. 11, 713-719 (2015).

21. K. Huang, H.L. Jeannic, O. Morin, T. Darras, G. Guccione, A. Cavaillés and J. Laurat,
“Engineering optical hybrid entanglement between discrete- and continuous-variable states,”
New J. Phys. 21, 083033 (2019).

22. N. Biagi, L.S. Costanzo, M. Bellini and A. Zavatta, “Entangling macroscopic light states
by delocalized photon addition,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 033604 (2020).

23. J. Wenger, R. Tualle-Brouri and P. Grangier, “Non-gaussian statistics from individual
pulses of squeezed light,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 153601 (2004).

24. A. Zavatta, S. Viciani and M. Bellini, “Quantum-to-classical transition with single-
photon-added coherent states of light,” Science 306, 660-662 (2004).

25. M.S. Kim, “Recent developments in photon-level operations on travelling light fields,” J.
Phys. B 41, 133001 (2008).

26. V. Parigi, A. Zavatta, M.S. Kim and M. Bellini, “Probing quantum communication rules
by addition and subtraction of single photons to/from a light field,” Science 317, 1890-1893
(2007).

27. T. Gerrits, S. Glancy, T.C. Clement, B, Calkins, A.E. Lita, A.J. Miller, A.L. Migdall, S.W.
Nam, R.P. Mirin and E. Knill, “Generation of optical coherent-state superpositions by
number-resolved photon subtraction from the squeezed vacuum,” Phys. Rev. A 82, 031802
(2010).

28. M.S. Podoshvedov and S.A. Podoshvedov, “Family of CV state of definite parity and their
metrological power,” Laser Phys. Lett. 20, 045202 (2023).

29. S.A. Podoshvedov and M.S. Podoshvedov, “Entanglement synthesis based on the
interference of a single-mode squeezed vacuum and delocalized photon,” JOSA B 18, 1341-
1349 (2021).

30. D. Fukuda et al., “Titanium-based transition-edge photon number resolving detector with
98% detection efficiency with index-matched small-gap fiber coupling,” Opt. Express 19,
870-875 (2011).

31. M. Eaton, et al., “Resolution of 100 photons and quantum generation of unbiased random
numbers,” Nat. Photon. 17, 106-111 (2023).

32. D.A. Kuts, M.S. Podoshvedov, Ba An Nguyen, S.A. Podoshvedov, “A realistic
conversion of single-mode squeezed vacuum state to large-amplitude high-fidelity
Schrodinger cat states by inefficient photon number resolving detection,” Phys. Scr. 97,
115002 (2022).

33. M.S. Podoshvedov, S.A. Podoshvedov and S.P. Kulik, “Algorithm of quantum
engineering of large-amplitude high-fidelity Schrodinger cat states,” Sci. Rep. 13, 3965
(2023).

13



34. S.U. Shringarpure and J.D. Franson, “Generating photon-added states without adding a
photon,” Phys. Rev. A 100, 043802 (2019).

35. R. Schnabel, “Squeezed states of light and their applications in laser
interferometers,” Phys. Reports 684 1-51 (2017).

36. Y. Takeno, M Yukawa, H, Yonezawa and A. Furusawa, “Observation of -9 dB quadrature
squeezing with improvement of phase stability in homodyne measurement,” Opt. Express, 15
4321-4327 (2007).

37. H. Vahlbruch, M. Mehmet, K. Danzmann and R. Schnabel, “Detection of 15 dB squeezed
states of light and their application for the absolute calibration of photoelectric quantum
efficiency,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 110801 (2016).

38. A. Peres, “Separability criterion for density matrices,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 1413-1415
(1996).

39. G. Vidal and R.F. Werner, “Computable measure of entanglement,” Phys. Rev. A 65,
032314 (2002).

40. M.A. Nielsen, “Cluster-state quantum computation,” Rep. on Math. Phys. 57, 147-161
(2006).

PNR
| k) k|
2
|SMSV) 1
1 ABS
2
3
1€)23 |C)23

Fig. 1. Schematic representation of the optical scheme used to implement the hybrid
entanglement based on the SMSV state and one of the two DV states in equation (2,3). The
SMSV state is mixed with one of the modes of the two-mode photonic state, followed by
measurement of the number of photons by the PNR detector, which deterministically
generates the hybrid entanglement. Under certain conditions that is, for certain values of S, B
and amplitude relations of the DV states a,/a,, the BS used can implement CZ —gate with
maximum hybrid entanglement at the output.
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Fig. 2(a-d). Graphical dependencies of the BS parameter By ., and S (dB) which ensure
fulfillment of the condition b, = 1 for the corresponding even numbers (a) k = 0, (b) k = 2,
(c) k =4 and (d) k = 6 in the case of use of the balanced DV state in equations (2,3). The
dependencies are horizontal lines, and largest values of By ,,. can coincide for different
values of k.
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Fig. 3(a-d). (a) Dependences of the maximum even (a) probabilities P, for k = 0,2,4 and odd
(c) ones for k = 1,3 of the measurement outcomes and, as a consequence, measurement-
induced generation of the hybrid entangled states in equations (4,5) on the input squeezing S
of the SMSV state. The obtained probabilities are optimized by the BS parameter By o,
dependencies of which on S are shown for even (b) and odd (d) outcomes. The values of
Bo,opts B2,opts Baope  @lmost coincide, differing from each other by thousandths, which is
reflected on the graph in the form of a horizontal line.
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Fig. 4. Probability distributions for the CV states with two photons subtracted PZ('SB (even CV

state) and a single photon added and two photons subtracted Pz(,il). These CV states may be
candidates for realizing the maximum hybrid entanglement with higher probability. For
comparison, SMSV distribution Pgys, with the maximum vacuum contribution is also
presented. The distributions PZ(,SI) and PZ(}B are obtained with S = 8 dB taking into account

optimization by the parameter B. The selected optimization provides maximum squeezing of
noise of one of the quadrature components for the states in Egs. (11,12).
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Fig. 5(a,b). (a) Dependence of the fidelity of the generated hybrid entanglement conditionally
realized by the PNR detector with quantum efficiency n = 0.6 on the squeezing S of the
initial SMSV state for the case when an even number of photons are measured in the
measuring mode. (b) Probabilities of the measurement outcomes Py ,, in the case when PNR
detector with n = 0.6 is used. The obtained probabilities take smaller values compared to
those in Fig. 3(a) that could be obtained in the case of ideal PNR detector.
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