arXiv:quant-ph/0211173v5 7 Feb 2003
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We introduce a protocol that maps finite-dimensional pupaftistates onto approximately Gaussian states in
an iterative procedure. This protocol can be used to dhtihly entangled bi-partite Gaussian states from a
supply of weakly entangled pure Gaussian states. The gmticedure requires only the use of passive optical
elements and photon detectors that solely distinguishdmithe presence and absence of photons.

PACS numbers: 03.67.-a, 42.50.-p, 03.65.Ud

I. INTRODUCTION only. Surprisingly however, it was recently proven thasthi
is not the case [10, 11]. For example, no matter how the
G . . local Gaussian quantum operations are chosen, one cannot
aussian entangled states may be prepared quite simply In
ap a large number of weakly entangled two-mode squeezed

optical systems: one only has to mix a pure squeezed Stag%ates onto a single highly entangled Gaussian state. {aauss
with a vacuum state at a beam splitter, both of which are spe- 9 - gny 9 : S
Pantum operations[110,111,12] correspond in optical syste

cial instances of Gaussian states in systems with canonic ) the application of optical elements such as beam sjtter
coordinates/|1,12]. The beam splitter acts as a Gaussian uni; bp P ’

; . i i (2). i -
tary operation which modifies the quantum state, but does n(ﬁehce':iso ism{ﬁhaens% o Se?;t?gﬁse:r'etot%eégﬂgvgg r:g(reng;j;/ne (rjgc
alter the Gaussian character of the state. The resulting pu ' P ’ 9 cgu

state is awo-mode squeezed stafEhis state may be used as experimentally accessible. With non-Gaussian quantum ope

. . . .~ ations, in turn, one can distill finite-dimensional statetaf a
the resource for protocols in quantum information processi supply of Gaussian statés [13], but the resulting statenatre
In fact, teleportation[3], dense coding [4] and cryptogriap puzgian and the ex eriment:ell im Iementatio?n of the known
schemes.|5] on the basis of such two-mode squeezed statgsa ’ . perimer P

. . : .~ “’protocols constitutes a significant challenge.
have been either studied theoretically or already experime
tally realised. For the theory of quantum information psxe
ing in systems with canonical degrees Gaussian states play a
role closely analogous to that of entangled states of gubits —O O
which most of the theory of quantum information processing
has been developed.

However, there are significant limits to what accuracy
highly entangled two-mode squeezed states may be prepared A B
and distributed over large distances. Firstly, the degfee o
single-mode squeezing that can be achieved limits the degrerIG. 1: A single step of the protocol. Two pairs of entangled-t
of two-mode squeezing of the resulting state. Secondly, demode states are mixed locally at 50:50 beam splitters aneinabs
coherence is unavoidable in the transmission of stateagiro or presence of photons is detected in one of the output arrbstbn
fibres, and the original highly entangled state will deterie ~ sides.
into a very weakly entangled mixed Gaussian state [6]. For
finite-dimensional systems, it has been one of the key obser- One may be tempted to think that this observation renders
vations that in fact, from weakly entangled states one can olall attempts to increase the degree of entanglement in Gaus-
tain highly entangled states by means of local quantum opesian states impossible. In this article, however, we discus
ations supported by classical communicatian [7] at theepric the possibility of obtaining a Gaussian state with arbilyar
of starting from a large number of weakly entangled systemsigh fidelity from a supply of non-Gaussian states employ-
but ending with a smaller number of more strongly entan-ing only Gaussian operations, namely linear optical elgsen
gled systems. The term entanglement distillation has beeaind projections onto the vacuum. We describe a protocol that
coined for such procedures. Importantly, such methods-fungrepares approximate Gaussian states from a supply of non-
tion also as the basis for security proofs of quantum cryptoGaussian states, which shall be called 'Gaussificatiomhfro
graphic schemes|[9]. now on. The non-Gaussian states that we use could in par-
It was generally expected that an analogous procedurécular be obtained from weakly two-mode squeezed vacua,
should exists for the distillation of Gaussian states bymsea by the application of a beam splitter and a photon detector.
of local Gaussian operations and classical communicatioiogether with this step, the proposed procedure offers a com
plete distillation procedure of Gaussian states to (alregst
act) Gaussian states, but via non-Gaussian territory. ith4s
portant to note that the protocol introduced below is by no
*Electronic addres$: d.browne@ic.aé.uk means restricted to a bi-partite setting. The bi-partiteda
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only practically the most important one, as it allows in effe the actual un-normalised state vectors except that thepean
for distillation of Gaussian states with non-Gaussian aper expressed in the following form
tions. But this method can, in particular, also be used in a -
mono-partite setting to approximately obtain a Gaussiaie st |1/)(0)> _ Z MO In, n) 1)
from a supply of unknown non-Gaussian states. b S T

The paper is organised as follows: First, we will describe
the protocol, that generates Gaussian states from a supply @here{a{’),}22, with "), > 0 are proportional to the real
non-Gaussian states. This protocol requires only pasgive 0 Schmidt coefficients of the state vector, afijd) : n € N}
tical elements and photon detectors that can distinguish b&ootes the Fock basis. We only asswné% > 0 and it is
:‘é"frﬁizéh; Z‘i?s;;%? 2err)1rl3e§ren\3\(/aeq[fr\220|;cr)2§ebelg g;/a:j?s?:l:]sostin len cor}\égenient to consider un-normalized states for which
the effect of the protocol in more detail. We will discuss thea/e S?t%’o = 1. The un nor-mallzed stat.e§ arls(g\g in later
special case of pure states in Schmidt form as well as gerstéPsi=1,2, ... are characterised by coefficieqis,. » } ;2.
eral pure states. The fixed points of the iteration map will pel hese coefficients then become identical to the Schmidt co-

identified as pure Gaussian states and a proof of convergeng#icients only after appropriate normalisation. Startiragn
will be given. Finally, we will discuss the feasible prepioa two identical copies of state vectors that have been olfaine

of finite-dimensional states from a supply of pure Gaussiai" theith step of the protocol , i.e.
states. ] ]
) ™) 2

one obtains after application of the 50:50 beam splittees th
Il. THE PROTOCOL state vectof U1, @ Upa)|1(D)[™). Here, the beam splitter
is described by (see, e.g.,[15])
The protocol is very simple indeed. We start with a sup-

ply of identically prepared bi-partite non-Gaussian stafthe Upg =T e o201 gRi2tp—nz (3)
g;ggigl@cm then amounts to an iteration of the follogyi wherelU;, acts on the amplitude operators of the field modes
ps: as
1. Th_e states will pe mixed pairwise locally at 50:50 beam 0 a ot T R as 4
splitters (see Fidl1). 121 4, 12= | _p* * i

2. On one of the outputs of each beam splitter a photon deyhere we sef’ = R = 1/1/2. The resulting un-normalised

tector distinguishes between the absence and presenggite vector, conditional on vacuum outcomes in both detec-
of photons. It should be noted that we do not requiretors, is given by

photon counters that can discriminate between different

photon numbers. [y = (0,0](U12 @ Ua) |00 |1)
o0 n
3. In case of absence of photons at both detectors for a par- = Z [Q—n Z (”) ag‘)rafjlr nr} In, n)
ticular pair one keeps the remaining modes as an input ne0 —o \T ’ '
for the next iteration, otherwise the state is discarded. oo .
altbin n 5
This is one iteration of the protocol which we will con- nz:% ), ©)
tinue until we finally end up with a small number of states
that closely resemble Gaussian states. This is clearlylzpro Where
bilistic protocol. However, the success probability, aswilé . N
see later, can be quite high. It should also be noted that the altt =27y ( )arfzﬂaff)m,‘ (6)
operations in a successful run are indeed Gaussian op&satio —o \"

namely the use of linear optical elements and vacuum projecf-Or n =01 The probability of vacuum outcomes being
tions. Each of these steps can be realised with present-day, .. 1aq'in E)Oth modes 1 [y} /(@ (1)) |2, The

technology. protocol is a Gaussian quantum operation, in the sensetthat i

is a completely positive map that maps all Gaussian states on
Gaussian states. The interesting feature is that by repeate

Il EXAMPLES OF THE PROTOCOL application it also maps non-Gaussian states arbitralidyec
to Gaussian states, as will be demonstrated below.
A. Pure states in Schmidt form In effect, in each iteration one maps one sequence of co-

efficientsa(® = {a{),}°°, onto another sequencéi+?) =
In order to demonstrate the general mechanism, we stat{tagjjln}zo:w defining the mag via
by discussing a particularly simple case, namely pure state
in Schmidt form. We do not require any prior knowledge of ot = (o). 7



In the following we use the notatioh") = and®(+!) = Hence, asi\’} = o] > 0foralli =0,1,.
dodl) forz‘ =0, 1 . The main observation is that in fact, _
prowdeda1 1 < ao 0, the sequence of coefficienfa(" 12, lim % N (14)
converges to a distribution corresponding to a Gaussiae, sta i—oo a(zl L
in this special case a two-mode squeezed vacuum.
In other words, although the initial state was not Gaussiannow let us assume that a|readgi) ., > Oforalli =

but say, a state corresponding to a finite-dimensionalséate (. 1, ... and

tor of the form o

a’ﬂ n
@) =10,0) +a{?11,1), ® lim —="— = aff) (15)
e Qp— 1,n—1
0) <

Whereoz1 € [0, 1), after a number of steps the resulting states. <omen — 1,2,.... Then, from
is Gaussmn to a high degree of accuracy. We will first show
that tr_ns convergence is a general feature of this protaca, Sill)rH»l 1 Z"H o n> il r+1( :jl)
we will then discuss the consequences. We start by demon-  — 4y~ = B} )0 o (16)
strating that those distributions associated with puresSian An,n Yo @y (7)

states are fixed points of the mép it follows after a few steps thai,f?n > 0foralli =0,1,...,
Proposition 1. — The distributionsoy = {a,,}22, of the  and

form (i4+1)
n an+1 n+1l

Ap.n = A ) (9) llifgo a(z+l) -
A > 0, corresponding to two-mode squeezed states, are the 1 20 (17)
only fixed points of the map. 1i>m ShrT ntzl)nﬂ 4 (2n ! — 2)0[5(2 7

Proof. This can be immediately derived from the definition An,n
of ®: Let us assume that which means that
= (i+1)

holds. It can be verified by substitution that , = A" is a i—00 as;;U ’

solution of this equation. The uniqueness of this solutimm C )

be verified by observing that EG{10) also impliesy =a3 ,,  Hence, by induction we find that the ratiosa@ffﬂ n41 @nd
that is,ap,0 = 1. Thenay,; is a free parameter and once set ("), converge to the ratio af< o) < 1 andao )=1asi—

(ie. asai; = \) the remaining coefficients are uniquely o, This means that the coefficients correspond to a Gaussian

determined. [0  state as specified in Proposition 1. In case th(fptf( = 0an

These coefficients, fok € [0,1), in turn correspond ex- I G
. : . analogous argument can be applied in order to arrmé ét:
actly to two-mode pure Gaussian states) Ifes outside this 1foralli —0.1,...and ,

range, the state is not normalizable. The next Proposition
states that those distributions associated with Gaustemrss lim ), =0 (19)

are not only fixed points of the majp, but prowdedmO 0#0, oo

each sequence of coefficients converges to such a fixed poirforalln=1,2,.... 0
Proposition 2. — Leta(® = {a®), with o — 1 and Thl_s shows forr_nallythat';he (poin_twise) convergence to an
P @ {a min=o 0,0 effectively Gaussian state is genelici[14]. Putting aside t

(0)
0<ajy<l. Then restriction thatozf)?()J = 1, three cases shall be discussed in

zlggo a(” - a(oo) (11) more detail.

1If aoog >0 ando<1 1< ao O, then the states converge to
foralln = 0,1, ..., wherea(>) is a distribution of the type of a Gaussian state.

Proposition 1. (0)

_ _ 2. A special instance is wheg, ; >0, butoz1 =0. Then
Proof. As before, let us set”) := &@ () for i = the states converge to a Gaussian state, but to the prod-
1,2,.... The first step is to see that uct of two vacua.
Y a(i) 3. 1f %) < a(o)’ then the sequence does not converge to
11 MO 12 0,0 1,1 .- ' .
G+D) — () - 1 (12) a sequence of coefficients corresponding to a Gaussian
@0,0 @0,0 state. In particular, this is always the case when
foralli=0,1,.... Letus first assume thatﬂ > 0. Then, as aéo()J:O. (20)
can be seen from the definition &f ’
(41) () _ (Z) )t (), 40+ 13) This follows immediately from EqL{6) aso o =0 for
22 Q11 = 2 Q1Q17) Qg " all 4.
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In practice, one can actually expect a state that is ver)ecloa/vhereaﬁg?n € C for all n,m. If the procedure described in
to a Gaussian state already after a very small number of,stepSec[]] is carried out, using 50:50 beam splitters with appro
say, three or four steps. As has already been mentioned, tigiate phases, such that= R =1/+/2, then, for a large class
whole scheme is probabilistic. That is, the success prébabiof input states, after repeated iterations of the protacstate
ity of actually obtaining the desired state is always lesmth closely approximating a Gaussian state will be obtained. If
one. In Fig[2 we show the total probability of SUCC@éQscess the identical retained states aftdterations of the procedure
and in Fig[® the corresponding fidelify*), i.e. the overlap are labeled

with the Gaussian state to which the protocol convergess, aft

1=1,2,3 iteration steps. Here, we started with coefficients Z Oy |m n) (22)
aéog =1 ando<1 1 =A. We see that for a large range of val-

we can describe each iteration in terms of the following recu
rence relation,

2
Psuccess

o), > alith) = 9= 3O S Loy (e
r=0 s=0 ( )
m n 1/2
ot ()]
T S
where again
A ot = o(al?), (24)

with o = {a}) mYoem—o fOr i = 0,1,.... We will in the

FIG. 2. Success probabilityéﬂ)ccessafteri =1 (dotted line),; = 2 following write

(dashed line) and= 3 (solid line) iteration steps, where the initial
tat A1, 1).
states werex |0, 0) + A|1,1) a(oo) ~ Jim ol ) (25)

1—00

whenever this limit exists. The fixed points & charac-
FO terised byagﬁf’,)l € C, correspond to states which are un-

! changed by one or more iterations of the procedure, and sat-
o8 isfy ®(a(*))=a(>), thus
0.6 0457307)1 _ 277"7”‘ ZZ(_I)(ern)f(rJrs)
0.4 r=0s=0 (26)
1/2
2 X a(oo)a(oo) ("
0. m—r,n—s r s
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 A for all n, m. We immediately see that
FIG. 3: Fidelity ") of the approximately Gaussian state aiterl a((JOS) = (aé ©))2 (27)

(dotted line),i = 2 (dashed line) and = 3 (solid line) iterations
where the initial states were |0, 0) + A[1, 1). and thUSa((fg) =1. (The other possibilityaéff;) =0 leads to
- . (o) .
ues for the fidelity is just below unity, and fok = 0.5 the ~ the trivial solutiona, , = 0 for all i, n.) We also find that
probability of success is still above 0.5. the coefficients.\}’, a3 andayy’ are the only free param-
eters. When these values are specmed all other coefficient
are determined. The general solution of Eq] (26) is

B. General pure states o
aém)Qn-ﬁ-l aéml—l o2n — O ’ (28)
Suppose now we have a supply of pure states with state
vectors of the general form ) [0 N1 STy
0 2s 2 2
W)= 3 allm.n). 21) U S i R T Pt

ooy 0<somscn (28)! (m—s)! (n—s)!
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aéﬁlmnﬂ =/@2m+1)/(@2n+1)! In fact, as can be shown, the state ve@¢F')|0, 0) is, apart
_ _ from normalisation, equal to the state vector of the two-enod
T (/2" (/)" g
X Z 12 (30)  squeezed vacuum staf¢Z)|0,0), where
0<s<m;s<n

2s+ 1) (m—s)! (n—2s)!
N 1 1
_ “ahTz@ah - =@z (a
where the coefficients;, 7, and~;s are usefully expressed as 5(2) = exp {2(a )" Z(al) 2(‘1) z (a)} - @)
elements of the symmetritx 2 matrix

S(Z) is a generalized two-mode squeezing operator [17],

71 712
= 31
<712 V2 > ( ) Z=_ ( Cl <12 ) (38)
and are determined uniquely by the free parameters G2 G2

aé‘?S),aé?;” and ozgi’f). A specific form for this correspon- whereZ =arctanlfrr)e?r with the polar decomposition

dence is given in Proposition 4. The coefficientsS) deter-
mine an un-normalized state vectgr(T')). In the Fock state
representation this state vector is given by

L=rpe'r. (39)

Proposition 4. — Suppose we are given a supply of iden-
1)(T)) = Q(I)|0,0), (32) tical two-mode pure states with state vectdis”)) =

. Domn ol jm, n), and let
where the operatap(T') is expressed in terms df and the '

vectorat = (d{, d;)T as r._ ( V2820 — Bio Bri—Proboa ) (40)
= ) ,
X 1 Br1— Brobor V2602 — B3,
Q) = oxp | (@) T(a"] (33)
2 whereg,, » ::agg?n/aé%. If ||IT'||s <1 then

The state vectors)(T")) are not normalized, and the require- . )

ment that they be normalizable, i.€2(T)|(T)) is finite, Hm anl, = amn (41)
places a restriction oR. The following proposition takes its

most concise form when we use the spectral norm which i€or all n,m = 0,1,..., where

defined as [16 )
efined as/[16] Cmm = (m,n|Q(T)|0,0). (42)
1 X oo = v/ Amax (34)
0)

where\max is the largest eigenvalue of X T Proof. To rr_1a!<e the proof simpler, we shal_l ua_é,o =1
as above. This is merely a change of normalization and does

not alter the general validity of the argument. Before pngvi

Proposition 3. — If and only if ||| < 1, then|y(T)) := ) \
Q(I")|0,0) is normalizable and represents a pure Gaussianthe coq\f)rgence of all coefﬂmenﬁém undere to the fixed

state. point a,y,.n, 8Si — 00, let us first show that a certain subset
of coefficients actually reach their final value after a singl
iteration of®.

The coeﬁicientméﬁ,{“,zn andozéir)hzn+1 reach zero, their
fixed point, after a single iteration corresponding te 1, for

Proof: The matrixI' in Eq. {31) is a complex symmetric
2 x 2-matrix. Following Takagi's Lemmé.[16], there exists a
unitary matrixU such that

UTTU =: A (35) all m, n. To see this, note that in the following equation,
where A is a diagonal ma}trix the entries of which are the g — gy ii(_l)(nﬂrn)f(wrs)
eigenvalues of/TT't. With b:=Ua we have o e 43)

1/2
o) = e | 5607 A6 10,0 (39) <ol (M) (7))

Because thé; andb, commute, this is a tensor product of renaming the summationindices s)+— (m—r,n—s), yields
two single-mode Gaussian states. It is now straightforward@n identical sum except for an overall factor @f1)™*".

to show that the single mode state vectors are normalizble £onsequently, for odd values of +n the whole sum must
and only if both diagonal elements & are smaller than one. vanish and coefficients of the formgiflﬂzn and aéﬁfh%ﬂ
Then, each of the modes is in a single-mode squeezed statanish after a single iteration step. As a consequence g thi
[17]. The transformation— U d represents a beam-splitter the coefficients\”), a{’) anda{’) also do not change after
transformation mapping the original modesnto the modes  one iteration. For example,

b, i.e. itis a passive transformation. Hence, the resultiates

vector Eq.[3R) is also normalizable. 0 o't = ol —afal) (44)
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foralls =0,1,.... Similarly, aélg andaff% also assume their retain the state whenevanynonzero photon number is ob-
respective fixed points after the first iteration, and thies th tained. Again, only detectors that distinguish betweeenbs

matrixI" is determined to be as in E§.{40).
Now let us show that all coeﬁicientsﬁfln do indeed con-

verge to their respective fixed poirmén"?% asi — oco. The
recurrence relations in Eq.{23) can be re-written as

ot =25 a4 305 (e
r=0 s=0

(r,5)#(0,0)#(m;n)
o m\ /m\ 112
ettt ()G
' " )\ s

Let us assume that all coefficieniéf)s, wherer <m, s<n

butr+s < m+n, do converge to the fixed points(ff’so) as
i — 00. Then

(45)

. . _m+n . -
lim o(tD = 20="7) fim o)
i—00 ? i—00 ’

min ii (_1)(m+n)7(r+s)
r=0 s=0

(r,8)#(0,0)#(m,n)
X aﬁf)a(oo)

(O]

Now let us use the substitutioi{\i),n = a%{n —aﬁn"?ﬁ and we
obtain, using Eq[{26),

+2(=
(46)

m-+4n

lim 60+ = 20=555) Jim §00) (47)
1—00 ’ 1—00 ’
We see thazﬁf,i),n converges to zero as long as
2(1==3) (48)

which is the case whenevet + n > 2. However, since

or presence of photons are needed. Let us start with a sup-
ply of two-mode squeezed vacuum states the state vectors of
which can be written in Schmidt basis as

g) = VI=¢2Y_ q"In,n),
n=0

(49)

with ¢ € [0, 1).

In general, it will be easier to generate two-mode squeezed
states with low values of in an experiment, and using the
following simple protocol one can use a supply of such states
to generate a supply of non-Gaussian states which, when used
as the input of the procedure described in Eéc. Il, lead to the
generation of two-mode squeezed states with much higher

Let us feed two copies of the state of the form as in EJ. (49)
with ¢ < 1 into the device schematically depicted in H{j. 1
and retain those outcomes that correspond to a ‘click’ ifnbot
detectors. It does not matter how many photons have been
measured, and we do not assume that a different classieal sig
nal is associated with different photon numbers. The projec
tion operatorl[18] describing this process is

P = (1-10){0]) ® (L — |0)(0). (50)
Although the vacuum projection (as well as the identity op-
eration) are Gaussian, the difference of them is not, and,
indeed, we find that when the states used in the protocol
have sufficiently small, then this projection approximates
[1){(1] @ |1)(1] with high accuracy. Thus, we are not in the
situation as in Refs| [10, 11]. Acting witi-{50) on two copies
of the state[(49) after rotating them at the beam splittersi
the non-Gaussian state with un-normalised state vector

\W(g;Ta, Ra; T, Rp)) =
P [U12(TA7RA) ® Ulg(TB,RB)} ) %2, (51)

where again

we have already shown that all coefficients.,,, where U1o(T, R) = T™ e~ R akan gRagd] p—iia (52)
m+n<2,ie. aé%, agf)l, a%, agf)l, aéf) anda%, converge _
to a final value after a single iteration, the convergencdlof a @"d7a, T, Ra, Rp € C with
other coefficients follows by induction. Note that whenever 9 2 9 2
|||« > 1, although the coefficients individually converge ITal” + [Ra]” = Ts|" + |R5|" = 1. (53)
tq thelf respecuye fixed pomts,_ the state as a whole does not ., simplicity of notation, let
since@(T")|0, 0) is not a normalizable state vector. 0
w(q;TAaRA;TBaRB) = (54)

trar[|V(q; Ta, Ra; T, RB))(V(q; Ta, Ra; T, RB)]
tr[lqj(q7 TA’ RA7 TBa RB)><\IJ(Q7TA7 RA7T37 RB)”

IV. GENERATION OF THE INITIAL STATES FROM
GAUSSIAN STATES

be the normalised state after application of the beam syitt
So far we did not specify where the supply of initial statesand the two projections, wherefris the partial trace over the
should come from. In fact, one could use two (weakly) en-measured modes. The most appropriate choice for the reflec-
tangled Gaussian states and feed them into one of the itetivities and transmittivities clearly depends on the vabfie
ation components shown in Figl 1. Then, instead of retainand on the figure of merit of how one quantifies the quality
ing the state in the case of measuring the vacuum, we nowf the output state. However, whenre [0, 1) is very small,



the output state can be made arbitrarily close to a maximally Pdistill
entangled state 1750 1.x10°
o1 i 6 1o 8107

= —110,0) + e *?|1,1)||(0,0] + €*?(1,1 55
ot = 25 00,0) + eI D][0,0] + €4 01,1]] - (55) 1250 6 107
. . . . 750 4.x107
in 2 x 2 dimensions. Where the phas& depends on the 500 i
phases of’ andR in the beam splitter chosen. More precisely, 250 2.x107
0

: . . +| —
lim [|eo(a; t(q), v(q): 0,1) = p* |, = 0, (56)
where FIG. 4: This figure illustrates a full distillation procedur Begin-
ning with a supply of two-mode squeezed vacua, with 0.01, the
1—(1+ 8q2)1/2 protocol outlined in SedlV is then applied, which maps ttiste
lt(q)] = — 1q (57) onto a non-Gaussian state of higher entanglement, folldwetree
q . iterations of the protocol described in SEE. Il. The prapsrof state
Ir(q)] = [1 — |t(q)|2] K (58) produced depend on the transmittivity of the beam splitter em-

ployed in the first step. Here, the factor by which the entamgint
and||.|[; denotes the trace-norin_[16]. In other words, in theof the final achieved statéiina is greater than the entanglement of the
limit of very small two-mode squeezing the maximally entan-initial supply Eint, (Where the entanglement is calculated as the Von
gled state can be obtained to a high degree of accuracy. S¥umann entropy of the reduced density matrix of a singleepod
the appropriate choice for the beam splitters on one side dods Plotted as a solid line, and the overall success profylufi the
depend on the value af, whereas the beam splitter on the entire process, when this initial step is followed by thtteedtions of

penc ! T P the protocol to generate Gaussian states, is plotted adadlise.

other side becomes redundant. In a similar manner, one can

generate states of the forih 0) + aﬁ?ﬂl, 1). If one does not
care about the phase af ;, the correct choice for the above

L ) significant that this scheme does, in fact, realise pure-sta
transmittivities and reflectivities is then

distillation intoapproximateGaussian states via suitable non-
Gaussian operations, here photon detection.

This simple protocol is not suitable when the initial sup-
ply consists of two-mode squeezed states with a higgnd
another method of generating non-Gaussian states of higher

and|r(q)|:=|1 — |t(q)|2]%. This analysis shows that with the e_ntanglement must be used. A more detailed analysis of op-

help of passive optical elements and photon detectors,-quaMa! Preparation protocols that only include passive agti
tum states of the appropriate kind can in fact be preparecﬁ'emems and photon detectors will be investigated elsmwvhe

There is, however, a trade-off concerning accuracy of the pr [€re, we concentrate on the proof-of-principle that Gaus-
tocol and success probability: For any finitethe resulting ~ Sian states can indeed be distilled to approximately Ganssi
states are not exactly pure, whereas the probability ofesscc States.
(such that the non-vacuum outcome is obtained in both detec-
tors) is a monotone decreasing functionof

The resulting states of this protocol can then form the-start V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS
ing point of the generation of Gaussian states via the pobtoc
in Secl. In effect, this scheme allows one to generate ap- We have shown that, using passive optical elements and
proximate Gaussian states (in fact, two-mode squeeze@dyacuphoton detectors that do not distinguish different photemn
with a higherg than the initial supply, which is nothing other bers, one can distill pure Gaussian states to arbitrarg hi
than a distillation procedure. precision, in spite of the impossibility of distilling Gasian

An example of the results of such a distillation protocol, states with Gaussian operations![LQ, 11]. It should be noted
where the initial step is followed by three iterations of gine-  that in our discussion we have assumed the photon detegtors t
tocol from Sec[l, is illustrated in Figd4. The overall prob have unit efficiency, in order to show that how one can in prin-
ability is far lower than for three steps of the protocol from ciple generate Gaussian states from a non-Gaussian supply.
Secdl alone (cf. Figd2), due to the low success probabilityNeedless to say, in any experimental realisation, one would
of the initial step. This is largely due to the low probalilit have to deal with detector efficiencies significantly lesanth
of measuring the presence of photons on the side where rme. Such detectors can, e.g., be modeled by employing per-
beam splitter is employed, i.e. Alice’s side. Since theatffe fect detectors, together with an appropriate beam splititr
of this measurement is to prepare a single photon on Bob'san empty input pori[19]. If the detector efficiency is stlbhse
this low probability step could be avoided if a single photonto one, one would expect — after a small number of iterations
source were available. of the procedure — the resulting states to be still closedsgh

In light of the fact that distillation with Gaussian opera- presented in this idealised protocol. The convergencegerop
tions alone was shown to be impossitlel [10, 11], it is therties will in general be different from the ideal situationan®

0 0 1/2
) ‘Iag,i — [l + 8¢?]
q =

17 ‘ (59)
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counts of the detector, in turn, do not affect the perfornearfc  tocols for general mixed states is lengthy and will be prisbn
the protocol, except that the success probability is dseita elsewhere. To summarize, we have identified a procedure,
These matters will be discussed in more detail elsewhere. that asymptotically produces Gaussian states from a supply
In several practical applications of the procedure, one canf non-Gaussian, finite-dimensional states by means of Gaus
actually assume the initial state to be known. This is the cas sian operations . In fact, the limiting Gaussian state fonig p
for example, if one uses the above protocol in order to pugiven input can be found analytically. We have seen that even
rify a state in a quantum privacy amplification procedure [9] after a very small number of iteration steps the degree aftove
Then, one may use homodyne detection together with passivap between the resulting state and the theoretical liratiest
optical elements in order to implement a positive-operatoris close to unity. Moreover, the probability of obtainingsth
valued measure (POVM)|a) (| : o € C}, where|a) de-  approximate state is of the order of 0.1. In that respect the
notes the state vector of a coherent state, instead of photavhole protocol is experimentally feasible with presenttec
detection|[11, 20]. This would render a displacementin phasnology. This result should contribute to the search fortetra
space necessary in the last step, depending on the measugges to distribute continuous-variable entanglement arge
ment outcomes in each step. Such a modification, howevedistances.
would transform the originally probabilistic protocol ine
deterministic one. Also, the detector efficiencies can be as
sumed to be significantly larger. Even the displacementtoul
be accounted for in the classical analysis of the measutted da
in the final stage of a protocol that makes use of the prepared
entangled Gaussian state, e.g., a quantum cryptograptospro  We would like to thank I. Walmsley and J.I. Cirac for fruit-
col. ful discussions, and K. Audenaert, A. Lund and W.J. Munro
In this article we have restricted our analysis to pure state for very helpful remarks on the manuscript. This work was
In practical implementations it would clearly also be usefu partially funded by the Alexander von Humboldt foundation,
to be able to distill highly entangled Gaussian staes from ddewlett-Packard Ltd., the EPSRC and the European Commis-
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