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Abstract. We present a novel, detailed study on the usefulness ofthoeke Gaussian states
states for realistic processing of continuous-variablangum information, with a particular
emphasis on the possibilities opened up by their genuipartiie entanglement. We describe
practical schemes to engineer several classes of pure aed thiree-mode states that stand
out for their informational and/or entanglement propettieln particular, we introduce a
simple procedure — based on passive optical elements —doigegure three-mode Gaussian
states witharbitrary entanglement structure (upon availability of an initiabtmode squeezed
state). We analyze in depth the properties of distributadrglement and the origin of its
sharing structure, showing that the promiscuity of entamgint sharing is a feature peculiar
to symmetric Gaussian states that survives even in the mresef significant degrees of
mixedness and decoherence. Next, we discuss the sujtabilithe considered tripartite
entangled states to the implementation of quantum infaomand communication protocols
with continuous variables. This will lead to a feasible expental proposal to test the
promiscuous sharing of continuous-variable tripartittaerglement, in terms of the optimal
fidelity of teleportation networks with Gaussian resourd#s finally focus on the application
of three-mode states to symmetric and asymmetric telewjorand single out the structural
properties of the optimal Gaussian resources for the lptttocol in different settings. Our
analysis aims to lay the basis for a practical quantum conigatian with continuous variables
beyond the bipartite scenario.

PACS numbers: 03.67.Mn, 03.67.Hk, 03.65.Ud
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1. Introduction

The study oimultipartiteentanglement in Gaussian states of continuous variableraghas
lately received much attention, both in view of their intras a theoretical testground and
because of their versatility towards the effective implatagon of communication protocols.
Nevertheless, a complete understanding of the generalrésabf multipartite quantum
correlations and of their (often controversial) operagioimterpretation still appears to be
far from accomplished.

For the basic instance of three-mode Gaussian states, #atjualclassification of
multipartite entanglement has been introduded [1], whilerenrecently a consistent way
to quantify such a multipartite entanglement has been ptedewith the definition of the
“residual (Gaussian) contangl€”l[2]. It has also been shdwat pure, symmetric three-
mode Gaussian states exhibp@miscuousharing of quantum correlations (where bipartite
and genuine multipartite entanglement are not mutuallyiusiee but rather reciprocally
enhanced)[3,]12]. However, several important aspecteetatthe complex sharing structure
of quantum correlations between the three parties awdtftrer inspection and clarification.

In this respect, the purpose of this paper is threefold. tligirst investigates the
origin of the promiscuous entanglement sharing and shoatsittis crucially related to the
global symmetry of the states (as its signature is still @nésn mixed, symmetric, while
it is lost in pure, asymmetric states). Secondly, it pres@mactical strategies to engineer
three-mode Gaussian entangled states, which may have akadrteaexperimental impact
towards the practical realization of optimal resourcesfmcific multipartite communication
tasks. Thirdly, it aims at providing the residual contangled its properties with an
operational interpretation by addressing its relatiopstith the figures of merits of optimized
communication protocols (teleportation networks andclel@ng). As we will see, these two
objectives are intimately intertwined, as they both contke characterization of the structure
of multipartite entanglement and of its sharing properties

The article opens with a brief review of the basic propertieshree-mode Gaussian
states and of their entanglement (J€c. 2). We then proceawestigate the sharing of
guantum correlations in asymmetric, mixed three-modeestantroducing a paradigmatic
class of states (which will be dubbed “basset hound” stadas) showing that symmetric
mixed states still feature a promiscuous entanglemenitghavhereas pure asymmetric states
lose such a peculiarity (Séd. 3). In Selc. 4, we describe diegenomical’ (in a well-defined
sense) strategy to build pure three-mode Gaussian statesany, arbitrary entanglement
structure; furthermore, we present guidelines for thecaptjeneration of classes of pure
and noisy three-mode Gaussian with relevant entanglemepepies. Sed¢.]5 introduces the
second part of the paper, devoted to communication pragoctl Sec[ b we review and
discuss the equivalence between the optimal fidelities refetparty teleportation networks
and Gaussian residual contangle in symmetric pure resgycgoosing a direct experimental
test of the promiscuous sharing; the demise of the optimelifyounder thermal decoherence
of the three-mode resource is also exactly studied and gumenstric states are shown to
be the most robust (in the specific sense of optimally préasgmhe maximal fidelity under
decoherence). In Sdd. 7 we focus on symmetric and asymrtad&atoning, showing that the
operational interpretation of entanglement measuresingef teleportation fidelity breaks
down for asymmetric states and determining several insto€ three-mode states acting
as optimal (under various constraints) resources for soaimunication protocols. Secl 8
concludes the paper, finalizing the line of work undertakeRef. [2] and completed in the
present article.
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2. Three-mode Gaussian states: structural and entanglement properties

We consider a continuous variable (CV) system consisting Nof bosonic modes,
associated to an infinite-dimensional Hilbert spdteand described by the vectdf =
{#1,p1,...,2n,pn} Of the field quadrature operators, whose canonical comioutat
relations can be expressed in matrix foriX;, X;] = 2iQ;;, with the symplectic form
Q= @?:1(.0 andw = 5ij71 — 6ij+17 1,7 =1, 2.

Quantum states of paramount importance in CV systems arsdiwalled Gaussian
states,i.e. states with Gaussian characteristic functions and quasigbility distributions
[4l [5,[6,[7]. The interest in this special class of states ¢Wwhincludes vacua, coherent,
squeezed, thermal, and squeezed-thermal states of thmslagnetic field) stems from the
feasibility to produce and control them with linear optieé#ments, and from the increasing
number of efficient proposals and successful implememtatad quantum information and
communication protocols involving multimode Gaussiartesta For a review of the basic
properties of Gaussian states and their structural anchgletment characterization, see
e.g.Ref. [7]. A more concise (and closely related to the contéxhis paper) background
is provided in Ref.[[2], which is focused on three-mode staed contains a quite general
introduction to phase-space formalism and symplectic atjmrs (making use of the same
notation adopted here). In this section, we limit ourseteedefine the relevant notation and
recall some useful results.

Neglecting first moments (which can be arbitrarily adjudtgdocal unitaries), one can
completely characterize a Gaussian state by the real, symaroevariance matrix (CMyr,
whose entries are;; = 1/2({X;, X;}) — (X;)(X;). Throughout the paper will be used
indifferently to indicate the CM of a Gaussian state or tlaesitself. The CMo- must fulfill
the Robertson-Schrodinger uncertainty relatos i > 0 [8].

For future convenience, let us write down the GMf a3-mode Gaussian state in terms
of two by two submatrices as

01 €12 €13
o=| ey o2 e . (1)

€3 €33 O3
In what follows, we will refer to three-mode Gaussian statedowed with symmetries under
mode exchange as “bisymmetric” (invariant under the peatiut of a specific pair of modes)
and “fully symmetric” states (invariant under the permiataiof any pair of modes). In terms
of the2 x 2 blocks of Eq.[(1), the CM of three-mode bisymmetric statefefined byo ; = o,
ande;; = ey for indexesj # k # [ with values between and3. Clearly, fully symmetric
states have

=01 =092 =03 and 4561225132623. (2)

The entanglement of bisymmetric states can be concentirateeb modes by local unitary
operations[9, IdJ In general, fo{ M 4+ N)-mode states, bisymmetric states are defined as
invariant under the exchange of any two modes within theystbms ofA\/ and N modes.

2.1. Separability properties

The positivity of the partially transposed Célhas been proven to be necessary and sufficient
for the separability of(1 + N)-mode and bisymmetri¢M + N)-mode Gaussian states
[111,[12, I3[ 9], providing a clearcut qualitative charaiziaion of the entanglement of such

1 A pictorial description of such unitary-localization pemsture is provided in the following (see Fig. 2).
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states (PPT criterion). An ensuing computable measure afi@@hglementis thegarithmic
negativity[14] Ex = In ||g]|1, where|| - ||; denotes the trace norm, which constitutes an upper
bound to thdistillable entanglemenrif the statep. For Gaussian states, it can be computed
in terms of the symplectic spectruip of the partially transposed Clgt [2]:

En —max{O, —Zi:ﬂidlnw} . 3)

A completequalitative characterization of the entanglement of three-mode Gassi
state has been obtained[in [1], where five different instahese been classified according to
their separability properties under different bipartito Let us also recall that, from a more
practically-oriented viewpoint, efficient criteria to éet multipartite entanglement from the
knowledge of the second moments have been developedinjidskover, another effective
way of testing the presence of bipartite and/or genuineattife entanglement in Gaussian
states is througbntanglement withnessdsased on linear and nonlinear functionals of the CM
[18].
As for the quantificationof the tripartite entanglement of Gaussian states, it has be
shown in [3/17] that, assuming thc(ex)ntangle’Ei“C as an entanglement measure (formally
defined as the convex roof of the squared logarithmic neigatiere the notatiorj| % refers to
some pair of subsystems), a ‘monogamy’ inequality [18] agals to the finite dimensional
one [19]20] holds. For three modes, the inequality reajs*) — pilk _ pill > 0, where
j, k., label the three modes and can be permuted at will. One cardafgee theGaussian
contangIeGJ}Ik, where the convex roof is restricted to Gaussian deconipositClearly, the
Gaussian contangle is in general easier to handle andlyttban the contangle; it fulfills
the monogamy inequality as well. The monogamy constraumgest proper quantifiers of
genuine tripartite entanglement. In particular, the mimnresidual contangleE’ < [3] is
defined as

E'® = min [Eﬁ(jk) _Eli Ei"“} , )

(i,5,k)

where (i, j, k) denotes all the permutations of the three mode indexes. wiske the
minimum residual Gaussian contanglé“®, compactly referred to aarravogliament(or
“arravojament”)[3[ 2], reads

gres = Gililk = min [Gﬂ(Jk) e . Gﬂk} . (5)
Such a measure is monotonic under Gaussian local operamhslassical communication
[3] and will be adopted to quantify the genuine tripartitéegrgylement of three-mode Gaussian
states. The operational status of this measure will be gésmlin the final part of the paper,
in terms of teleportation fidelities.

As demonstrated in Ref.[][2], the three local symplectic iifars Det o1, Det oo
and Det o3 (strictly related to the local mixednesses of the staté)[filly determine the
entanglement of any possible bipartition of a pure threelenGaussian state with Ch#,
and also the genuine tripartite entanglement containeldrstate[[B]. Moreover, defining
a; = y/Deto; for j = 1,...,3 one has that the three single-mode mixednesses are
constrained by the following ‘triangle’ entropic inequgl{see [2] for a detailed proof)

la; —aj|+1<ar<a;i+a;—1. (6)

Remarkably, Inequality{6) (together with the conditians> 0 Vi) fully characterizes the
local symplectic eigenvalues of the CM of three-mode puradsin states, thus providing
a complete characterization of the entanglement of sughsstdn fact, the CM of Eq[{1)
can be put in &tandard formcompletely parametrized by the three local mixednesséh, wi
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o, = diag{a,, a;} and the blockg;; diagonal as well, with elements only functions of the

{ai}'s [2).
3. Promiscuous entanglement sharing ver sus noise and asymmetry

In Ref. [3], as a direct application of the monogamy conastran the distribution of tripartite
quantum correlations, the entanglement sharing struciutleree-mode Gaussian states has
been investigated. In particular, it has been demonstthttgure, fully symmetrici(e. with

Det oy = Det 03 = Det o3 = a in Eq. (1)) Gaussian states exist which are maximally three-
way entangled and, at the same time, possess the maximuiblpasstanglement between
any pair of modes in the corresponding two-mode reducedsst@hose states, known as CV
finite-squeezing GHA¥V states, are thus said to exhibipeomiscuougntanglement sharing
[Bl[2]. The notion of “promiscuity” basically means that &ifite and genuine multipartite
(in this case tripartite) entanglement are increasingtfans of each other, and the genuine
tripartite entanglement is enhanced by the simultanecesepice of the bipartite one, while
typically in low-dimensional systems like qubits only thppmsite behaviour is compatible
with monogamy[[19, 22]. The promiscuity of entanglementiree-mode GHZV states is,
however,partialy. Namely they exhibit, with increasing squeezing, an urtkaitripartite
entanglement given b{/[2]

: ! 2 1-9a"=10a" + 1
G (oonz/W) = arcsinh? {M} -3 In2 l3a 9a 0a2 + @

2

and thus diverging in the limit — oo. At the same time, they also possess a nonzero,
accordingly increasing bipartite entanglement betwegntan modes, which nevertheless
stays finite even for infinite squeezing. Precisely, from @&, it saturates to the value
2
Gl (genz/v g — 00) = % ~0.3. (8)

We will see later on how this promiscuous distribution of amglement can be
demonstrated experimentally in terms of CV teleportati@pegiments. Prior to that, it
is natural to question whethall three-mode Gaussian states are expected to exhibit a
promiscuous entanglement sharing. So far, such a questismot yet been addressed.
We shall therefore investigate the robustness of prontis@gainst the lack of each of
the two defining properties of GHH/ states: full symmetry, and global purity. We will
specifically find that promiscuity survives under mixedndsst is in general lost if the
complete permutation-invariance is relaxed.

3.1. Promiscuity versus mixedness: Entanglement digtoibun noisy GHZYW states

We consider here the noisy version of the three-mode GHZlates, which are a family of
mixed Gaussian fully symmetric states, also called thredersqueezed thermal states| [24].
They resultin general from the dissipative evolution of@pGHZM states in proper Gaussian
noisy channel$]2]. Let us mention that various propertfem@y three-mode Gaussian states
have already been addressed, mainly regarding their wHeefss in the implementation of
CV protocols [25[26]. However, here we focus on the propertf genuine multipartite
entanglement of such states, which have not been consigegebusly. This analysis will

§ It can be in fact shown that in Gaussian states of CV systerttismore than three modes, entanglement can be
distributed in arinfinitely promiscuous way [23].
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allow us to go beyond the set of pure states, thus gainingedéegight into the role played
by realistic quantum noise in the sharing and charactéoizaf tripartite entanglement.

Noisy GHZM states are described by a fully symmetric @GNf* of the form [2), with
a = als and¢ = diag{e™, e}, where

ei:a2—n2:|:\/(a2—n2)(9a2—n2)’ ©)
4a

wherea > n to ensure the physicality of the state. These states aredhnpletely
determined by the local purity; = ! and by the global purity, = n‘3|ﬂ For ease of
notation, let us replace the parametarith the “squeezing parametes, defined bydas =
nv2s* 4+ 5s2 + 2 (whose physical significance will become clear once the exatal
generation of GHZV will be described in Se€_4.2.1). Noisy GHZ/states reduce to pure

GHZ/W statesi¢e.three-mode squeezedcuunstates) fom = 1.

3.1.1. Separability propertiesDepending on the defining parameteendn, noisy GHZIW
states can belong to three different separability classesrding to the classification of Ref.
[1]. Namely, as explicitly computed in Ref. [24], we have i motation

\/9n4—2n2+9—|—3(n2—1)\/9n4+14n2+9
s>
4n

\/9n4 —2n24+943(n2—-1)VvInt+14n2+9
1 = Class 4; (12)
n

s<n = Class 5. (12)

States which fulfill Ineq.[{Z0) are fully inseparable (Cldssencoding genuine tripartite
entanglement), while states that violate it have positaial transposition with respect to all
bipartitions. However, in this case PPTness does not imggaability. In fact, in the range
defined by Ineq[{111), noisy GHH/ states are three-mode biseparable (Class 4), that is they
exhibit tripartitebound entanglementThis can be verified by showing, using the methods
of Ref. [1], that such states cannot be written as a convexbamation of separable states.
Finally, noisy GHZIV states that fulfill Ineq[(12) are fully separable (ClasscBptaining no
entanglement at all.

The tripartite residual Gaussian contangle of Ef. (5), Wigcnonzero only in the fully
inseparable region, can be explicitly computed. In paldicihel x 2 Gaussian contangle
Gﬂ(jk) is obtained by exploiting thenitary localizability of entanglement in symmetric
Gaussian state5][9]. Namely, if one lets modeasnd 3 interfere at a 50:50 beam-splitter,
this operation (local unitary with respect to the impod¢@®3) bipartition) decouples the
transformed mod8’ (more details will be given later, see Fig. 2). Moreover, {inds that
the resulting equivalent two-mode state of modlesd2’ is symmetric, and so the bipartite
contangle between modeand the block of mode$23), equal to the bipartite contangle
between mode$ and?2’, coincides with the squared logarithmic negativity [3]. #s the
two-mode Gaussian contangl@é|2 = G the same result holds, as the reduced states are
symmetric. Finally one gets, in the range defined by Iied, @ Gipartite entanglement given

by

= Class 1; (10)

n<s<

952

s () = % IHQ{ n? [4s* + 5% + 4 — 2 (52 — 1) VAsT + 105 + 4] }

|| The “purity” u fo a quantum statey is given by Tr (0?). For a Gaussian state with CM o one has

u=1/+/Det o [21].
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2

Bi — Separable
(Tripartite Bound Entangled) |

S(queezing) [dB]
Promiscuous Sharing

Fully Separable

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
N(oise) [dB]

Figure 1. Summary of separability and entanglement properties @fetimode squeezed
thermal states, or noisy GHW/ states, in the space of the two parameterands. The
separability is classified according to the scheme of RE]. Rbove the dotted line the
states are fully inseparable (Class 1); below the solid ey are fully separable (Class 5).
In the narrow intermediate region, noisy GHE/states are three-mode biseparable (Class
4), i.e. they exhibit tripartite bound entanglement. The relatidefining the boundaries for
the different regions are given in EqE_{[0}-12). In the fiigeparable region, the residual
(Gaussian) contangle Ef_{13) is depicted as a contourgrmting with increasing darkness
from G7¢° = 0 (along the dotted line) t6+7°° ~ 1.9 (atn = 0 dB, s = 7 dB). On
the left side of the dashed line, whose expression is giveiEdpy[I3), not only genuine
tripartite entanglement is present, but also each redugedrtode bipartition is entangled.
In this region,G7¢° is strictly larger than in the region where the two-mode rtidns are
separable. This evidences the@miscuoussharing structure of multipartite CV entanglement
in symmetric, even mixed, three-mode Gaussian states.

nvs? + 2 ’
-2 [max{o, —1In (W) }] , (13)

and G7¢*(at") = 0 when Ineq.[(ID) is violated. For noisy GHZ/ states, the residual
Gaussian contangle E@.(13) is still equal to the true ond4jdlike in the special instance of
pure GHZIV states), thanks to the symmetry of the two-mode reductampf the unitarily
transformed state of modésand?2’.

3.1.2. Sharing structure The second term in Eq_(IL3) embodies the sum of the couplewise
entanglement in th&|2 and1|3 reduced bipartitions. Therefore, if its presence enhatiees
value of the tripartite residual contangle (as comparedhatvnappens if it vanishes), then
one can infer that entanglement sharing is ‘promiscuoutsién(mixed) three-mode squeezed
thermal Gaussian states as well (‘noisy GHZ/states). And this is exactly the case, as
shown in the contour plot of Fi§l 1, where the separabilitgd antanglement properties of
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noisy GHZM states are summarized, as functions of the parametarsl s expressed in
decibelsﬁ Explicitly, one finds that for

n>3, (14)
corresponding te= 2.386 dB of noise, the entanglement sharing can never be promis¢uo
as the reduced two-mode entanglement is zero for any (ebdnaaily large) squeezing.
Otherwise, applying PPT criterion to any two-mode reductoe finds that for sufficiently
high squeezing bipartite entanglement is also present in any two-modeatezhy namely

V2n

n<+v3 and s> Neyry = promiscuousharing (15)

Evaluation of Eq[(T13), as shown in Fig. 1, clearly demoneg¢hat the genuine tripartite
entanglement increases with increasing bipartite enéamght in any two-mode reduction,
unambiguosly confirming that CV quantum correlations diste in a promiscuous way not
only in pure [3]2], but also imixedsymmetric three-mode Gaussian states. However, the
global mixedness is prone to affect this sharing structubéch is completely destroyed if, as
can be seen from Ed._{1L4), the global puyityalls below1/(3+v/3) ~ 0.19245. This purity
threshold is remarkably low: a really strong amount of glofi@se is necessary to destroy
the promiscuity of entanglement distribution.

We will now provide an example of three-mode states with veeakmmetry constraints,
where the entanglement exhibits a more traditional shaingture,i.e. with bipartite and
tripartite quantum correlations being mutual competitors

3.2. Promiscuity versus lack of symmetry: basset houndsstat

Let us consider here an instance of tripartite entangldgdsstahich are not fully symmetric,
but merely bisymmetric pure Gaussian states. Bisymmetpydperty definable for/ x N
Gaussian state§][9]) means in this case invariance undesxitfeange of mode2 and 3,
and not under the exchangeariytwo modes as in the previous (pure and mixed) GHZ/
instances.

Following the arguments summarized in Hi§. 2, bisymmetrai&sian states will be in
general referred to dsasset houndtates. To our aims, it is sufficient here to consiglgre
basset hound stat8sSuch states are characterised by a €Mof the form Eq.[(L), with

1
o = aly, Oy =03 = (a—;— ) 1o, (16)
a—1 Va2 =1 Va2 —1
€93 = 1y, €12 = e13 = dia, ,y — . (a7
23 (2 > 2 12 13 1g{ \/5 \/5 } (17)

They belong to a family of states introduced in Réf.1[31] asoteces for optimal CV
telecloning {.e. cloning at distance, or equivalently teleportation to mibi@n one receiver)
of single-mode coherent states. We shall discuss this gubito detail in Sed.17.

9 The noise expressed in decibels (dB) is obtained from thar@we matrix elements via the formu\g; (dB) =

10 10g10(ai]-).

+ Unless explicitly stated, we will always assume in the follog that the expression “basset hound state” denotes
a pure bisymmetric Gaussian state. Notice that the possibilityrifary localization is common to all pure states
[28,[29]30] and is not specifically relateder pure states- to their symmetry properties.
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Figure 2. IF You CUT THE HEAD OF A BASSETHOUND, IT WILL GROW AGAIN [27].
Graphical depiction of the process of unitary localizat{opncentration) and delocalization
(distribution) of entanglement in three-mode bisymmetaussian state$][9] (or “basset
hound” states), described in the text. Initially, madis entangled (entanglement is depicted
as a waving string) with both modé&sand 3. It exists a local (with respect to thg(23)
bipartition) symplectic operation, realizedg. via a beam-splitter (denoted by a black thick
dash), such that all the entanglement is concentrated betwdel and the transformed
mode2’, while the other transformed mo@é decouples from the rest of the systenmifary
localizatior). Therefore, the head of the basset hound (nRSjidras been cut off. However,
being realized through a symplectic operatibe. (initary on the density matrix), the process is
reversible: operating on modesand3’ with the inverse symplectic transformation, yields the
original mode and3 entangled again with mode without any loss of quantum correlations
(unitary delocalizatiolr the head of the basset hound is back again.

3.2.1. Tripartite entanglemenfrom a qualitative point of view, basset hound states are
fully inseparable forw > 1 and fully separable for = 1, as already remarked in Ref. [31];
moreover, the PPT criterion entails that the two-mode redstate of modeksand3 is always
separable. Following the guidelines of Jec] 2.1, the regi@aussian contangl&’*® of such
states is easily computable. As we knéw [3], the minimum in @ is attained by choosing
as probe the mode of smallest local mixedness. In our settirggcorresponds to set either
mode2 or mode3 (indifferently, due to the bisymmetry) to be the probe mddet.us choose
mode3; then we have

G (aly) = GO (0h) — G (o), (18)
with

Gi‘(u) (o) = arcsinh? % (a—1)(a+3)|, (19)
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2
G (o) = arcsinh? l % — 11 . (20)
The tripartite entanglement of EQ._{18) is strictly smatlean that of GHZVV states, but it
can still diverge in the limit of infinite squeezing (~ oo) due to the global purity of these
basset hound states. Instead, the bipartite entangleﬁﬁé%wt: G2? between modé and
each of the mode® and3 in the corresponding two-mode reductions, given by Eq.,(20)
strictly larger than the bipartite entanglement in any two-mode reductfcd@tZ/1V states.
This does not contradict the previously given charactéonaf GHZ/IW states as maximally
three-way and two-way entangled (maximally promiscuous)fact, GHZM states have
maximal couplewise entanglement betweery two-mode reduction, while in basset hound
states only two (out of three) two-mode reductions are eyi¢ah allowing this entanglement
to be larger. Thisis the reason why these states are wédlesiar telecloning, as we will detail
in Sec.[Z.1L. Nevertheless, this reduced bipartite entamgié cannot increase arbitrarily in
the limit of infinite squeezing, because of the monogamyuadity satisfied by the Gaussian
contangle. In fact, it saturates to

G (o, a = 00) = [3+2v3] ~ 3.1, (21)

which is about ten times the asymptotic value of the redugeattite two-mode entanglement
for GHZ/W states, Eq[{8).

3.2.2. Sharing structure It is interesting to notice that entanglement sharing irsbasound
states imot promiscuous. Tripartite and bipartite entanglement csidge latter only in two

of the three possible two-mode reductions), but the presefa strong bipartite entanglement
does not help the tripartite one to be stronger (at fixed lotat¢dness) than in other states,
like GHZ/W states or eveff’ states[[3] (which are globally mixed and moreover contain no
reduced bipartite entanglement at all).

3.3. The origin of tripartite entanglement promiscuity?

The above analysis of the entanglement sharing structutbree-mode Gaussian states
(including the non-fully-symmetric basset hound statdspse entanglement structure is not
promiscuous) delivers a clear hint that, in the tripartiteu€sian setting'promiscuity’ is

a peculiar consequence not of the global purity (noisy GHZA&tates remain promiscuous
for quite strong mixedness), but of the complsyenmetryunder modes-exchange. Beside
frustrating the maximal entanglement between pairs of m{@&], symmetry also constrains
the multipartite sharing of quantum correlations. In badsaund states (bisymmetric
Gaussian states), the separability of the reduced stateodés2 and 3 prevents the three
modes from having a strong genuine tripartite entanglea®oing them all, despite the heavy
qguantum correlations shared by the two couples of maeand1|3.

Itis instructive to recall that, obviously, fully symmetistates are bisymmetric under any
bipartition of the modes: pictorially (see FId. 2), they #ras a special type of basset hound
state resembling @erberusstate, in which any one of the three heads can be cut and can be
reversibly regrown. Only in this case can a promiscuousisaf entanglement arise. It is
worth stressing that fully symmetric Gaussian states ttelnearly all the states of tripartite
CV systems currently produced in the laboratory by quantptical means [33, 34]; we will
discuss their usefulness as resources for quantum comatiomigrotocols with continuous
variables in Sedl6.
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Let us also mention that the argument connecting promiscentanglement to complete
permutation invariance does not hold anymore in the caseafs§an states with four
and more modes, where relaxing the symmetry constraintsglfor anenhancemenof
the distributed entanglement promiscuity to an unlimitgteet [23] (thanks to the greater
freedom available in &-dimensional phase space).

4, Optical production of three-mode Gaussian states

In this Section, we present a novel (and more economicalyielladefined sense, with respect
to previous proposals) recipe to generate pure three-madsestan states with any, arbitrary,
entanglement structure. Moreover, we provide a systenaatidysis of state engineering
of the classes of three-mode Gaussian states — charadtéyzpeculiar structural and/or
entanglement properties — introduced in the previous @eand in Ref.[[2]. For every
family of Gaussian states, we shall outline schemes for fireduction with current optical

technologyl[35].

4.1. The “allotment” box for the production of arbitrary the-mode pure states

The investigation of the structural properties and the aatamion of the tripartite
entanglement, quantified by the residual Gaussian corgafdtg. [B) (arravogliament), in
generalpure three-mode Gaussian states has been presented in fullide®af. [2]. Here
we investigate how to engineer these states with opticahseallowing for any possible
entanglement structure.

A viable scheme to produce all pure three-mode Gaussiagsstas inspired by Euler
decomposition[[36], would combine three independent szeetenodes (with in principle
all different squeezing factors) into any conceivable coration of orthogonal (energy
preserving) symplectic operations (essentially, bealitteys and phase-shifters). This
procedure, that is obviously legitimate and will surely ldecto generate any pure state, is
however not, in general, the most economical one in term$g$ipal resources. Moreover,
this procedure is not particularly insightful because tlegrdes of bipartite and tripartite
entanglement of the resulting output states is not, in géneasily related to the performed
operations.

In this section, we want instead to give a precise recipeigioy the exact operations
to achieve a three-mode pure Gaussian state with any giy@attfa;, as, as} of local
mixedness, and so with any desired ‘physiciaé.(, constrained by Inequalitif}(6)) asymmetry
among the three modes and any needed amount of triparta@giatment. Clearly, such a
recipe isnot uniqueﬁ We provide here one possible, novel scheme, which may ndide t
cheapest one but possesses a straightforward physiagrigiiztion: the passive distribution,
or allotmentof two-mode entanglement among three modes.

Explicitly, one starts with modes and2 in a two-mode squeezed state (which can be
obtained in the lal{[38], either directly in non-degenepeametric processes or by mixing
two squeezed vacua at a beam-splitter), and n®dethe vacuum state. In Heisenberg
picture:

. .. s . L. "o
qlzﬁ(e @ +e"d), plzﬁ(e P +e py) (22)

* An alternative scheme to produce pure three-mode Gaussites £an be inferred from Refl_[37], where the
state engineering of pu¥-mode Gaussian states with no correlations between positid momentum operators is
discussed. We will discuss it in comparison with the preseheme, later in the text.
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Figure 3. Scheme to produce arbitrary pure three-mode Gaussias §tgt¢o local unitaries).
A two-mode squeezed state and a single-mode vacuum are mednby the “allotment”
operator A1o3, which is a sequence of three beam-splitters, Eql (25). Tlpuo yields
an arbitrary pure Gaussian state of modg®blue circlee ), 2 (red squarem), and3 (green
triangle A), whose CM depends on the initial squeezing faetor= cosh(2r) and on two
beam-splitter transmittivities andt.

~ 1 ~0 —r A0 ~ 1 —r ~0 ~0

= (e" —e T , = (e T —e , 23
q2 \/5 ( q1 q2) b2 \/5 ( P1 p?) ( )
43 = qu ) ﬁ3 = ﬁg ) (24)

where the suffix “0” refers to the vacuum.
The three initial modes are then sent in a sequence of thram-splitters, which

altogether realize what we will call “allotment” operatarcedenote byd ;.3 (see Fig[B):

Aoz = ng(arccos \/2/3) - f?lg(arccos \/E) . Blg(arccos Vs). (25)
Here the action of an ideal (phase-free) beam-splitterai'pmrBij on a pair of modesand
jis defined as

5 | a; — a;cos@ + a;sind

Bi; (0) : { aj — a;sinf — a;cos ’ (26)
with a; = (Z; + ip;)/2 being the annihilation operator of modeandé the angle in phase
space f = /4 corresponds to a 50:50 beam-splitter).
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It is convenientin this instance to deal with the phase-spapresentations of the states
(i.e.their CM) and of the operatorsé.the associated symplectic transformations). The three-
mode input state is described by a GM, of the form Eq.[(1L) fom = 3, with

o1 =09=mlo, o3 =1y, (27)
512:diag{\/m2—1,—\/m2—1}, €13:€23:0, (28)

andm = cosh(2r). A beam-splitter with transmittivityr corresponds to a rotation of
¢ = arccos,/7 in phase space, see E1(26). In a three-mode system, thdesyimp
transformation corresponding 18;;(6) is a direct sum of the matri®;; (7),

VT 0 Vi=r 0
- 0 VT 0 1—7
Bi;(t) = - 0 _Jr 0 ; (29)
0 Vi—71 0 —/T
acting on modesandj, and of the identityl, acting on the remaining mode
The output state after the allotment will be denoted by a&l}y), given by

ob, = Aol Ay, (30)

where A1»3 is the phase-space representation of the allotment opegto[25), obtained
from the matrix product of the three beam-splitter transfations. The output state is clearly
pure because the allotment is a unitary operator (symplecghase space). The elements of
the CMo? ,, not reported here for brevity, are functions of the thrempeters

out?
mell, 00), s€l0,1], te][0,1]. (31)

In fact, by letting these three parameters vary in their @eipe domain, the presented
procedure allows for the creation of three-mode pure Ganssates with any possible triplet
of local mixednesses$ay, a2, as} ranging in the physical region defined by the triangle
inequality [6), and thus encompassing all the possiblengfganent structures, under any
partition of the system.

This can be shown as follows. Once identifief),, with the block form of Eq.[{1L) (for
n = 3), one can solve analytically the equatibat o, = a7 to find

t(t(s—1)?+5—1)++/aZ(st+t—1)2+4s(t—1)t(2t—1)(2s5t—1) (32)

m(alasvt) = (sttt—1)2

Then, substituting Eq[(B2) in?,,, yields a reparametrization of the output state in terms
of a; (which is given),s andt. Now solve (humerically) the system of nonlinear equations
{Detos = a3, Det o3 = a3} in the variabless andt. Finally, substitute back the obtained
values of the two transmittivities in EQ.(32), to have theids triplet{m, s, ¢t} as functions

of the local mixedness€s, as, a3} characterizing the target state.

An arbitrary pure three-mode Gaussian state, with a CM lpaadjuivalent to the
standard form of Eq[{1) with all diagonalx 2 subblocks, can thus be produced with the
current experimental technology by linear quantum op&osploying the allotment box with
exactly tuned amounts of input two-mode squeezing and tegaitter properties, without any
free parameter left. The outcome of this procedure is shovig.[4, where at a given local
mixedness of modeé (a; = 2), several runs of the allotment operator have been sintilate
adopting beam-splitters of random transmittivitiemndt. Starting from a two-mode squeezed
input with m given by Eq.[(3R), tensor a vacuum, the resulting outpuéstate plotted in the
space ofu; andas. By comparing Fig[ ¥ with Fig. 1 of Ref[[2], one sees cleaHgttthe
randomly generated states distribute towards a complet# fthe physical region emerging
from the triangle inequality {6), thus confirming the getigyaf our scheme.
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3
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W

]

Figure 4. Plot of 100000 randomly generated pure three-mode Gausties, described
by their single-mode mixednesses andas, at fixeda; = 2. The states are produced by
simulated applications of the allotment operator with @ndoeam-splitter transmittivities
andt, and span the whole physical range of parameters alloweddmy [6). A comparison of
this plot with Fig. 1 of Ref.[[2] may be instructive. See teat further details.

A remark is in order here. The optical scheme presented in [B€éf to produce pure
N-mode Gaussian states with “generic entanglement” (cooreging to standard form CMs
with null position-momentum covariances), also allowshe special case oV = 3 for
the creation ofall pure three-mode Gaussian states with CM in standard foren$se.[2
and Ref. [[2]). Therefore, such a state engineering recipeesents an alternative to the
allotment box of Figl.B. However, there is a crucial diffezeretween the two schemes: the
allotment box requirem toto (considering both the preparation and the further mantjmria
of the input states out of three vacuum beams) a single ‘&ctive. non energy-preserving),
sgueezing operation, whereas the scheme of Ref. [37] naeedsueezing operations to be
accomplished. In this specific sense, the allotment styatetmore economical” over the
scheme of Ref[[37] (in view of the superior expediency withich passive operations —
beam-splitters, in this instance — can be realized in practieing considerably more efficient
and reliable than squeezings). More in detail, in both sa@he input in modes 1 and 2 is
a two-mode squeezed state, whose squeezing parametenecimywne of the three degrees
of freedom of pure three-mode Gaussian states in standard f6till, while in the present
scheme mode 3 starts off in the vacuum state, the scheme.dBRpfequires an initial single-
mode squeezed state in mode 3: a single beam-splitter (betwedes 2 and 3) is then enough
to achieve a completely general entanglement structureh©ather hand, the allotment box
presented here is realized byassiveredistribution of entanglement only, as the third mode
is not squeezed, but the three modes need to interfere withather via three beam-splitters
(one of which has fixed transmittivity) and this again yieddsompletely general entanglement
freedom. Summing up, the allotment scheme presented hedks ieur operations, three of
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Figure 5. Scheme to produce CV GHH/ states, as proposed in Réf. [39] and implemented
in Ref. [33]. Three independently squeezed beams, one inentum and two in position, are
combined through a double beam-splitter (tritter). Thepatyields a pure, symmetric, fully
inseparable three-mode Gaussian state, also known as CVi@Isite.

which are passive, while the scheme of Ref] [37] needs tweeagperations and one passive
operation to achieve full generality. Depending on the Bjgeexperimental facilities, one
may thus choose either scheme when aiming to produce pwe-thode Gaussian states.
Clearly, if a very high amount of final entanglement is reqdirthe strategy adoptirtgvo
squeezing operations in lieu of one might be more suitalddla squeezing achievable in
a single parametric process is limited); however, suchelaegtanglement will come at the
price of a considerably higher level of noise (as paramptacesses are generally less stable
than passive linear optics).

4.2. Concise guide to tripartite state engineering and diiiiepl schemes

Let us now turn to the production of the classes of three-nstates introduced in Secl 3

and in Ref.[[2]. For mixed instances of such tripartite stgteot subsumed by the allotment
operator), efficient state engineering schemes will beiradl Also, in special instances

of pure states, depending in general on less than three ptaencheaper recipes than the
general one in terms of the allotment box will be presented.

4.2.1. Pure and noisy GHZ/W stateSeveral schemes have been proposed to produce pure
GHZ/W states with finite squeezingl[3} 2]e. fully symmetric pure three-mode Gaussian
states (with promiscuous entanglement sharing). In paaticas discussed by Van Loock
and Braunstein [39], these states can be produced by mikieg squeezed beams (one in
momentum and the other two in position) in a double beanttsplortritter [40].

One starts with modé squeezed in momentum, and modesd3 squeezed in position.
In Heisenberg picture:

R T (33)

Qo3 =¢"" Q5 Prz=c"Pyy, (34)
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where the suffix “0” refers to the vacuum. Then one combineshhee modes in a tritter
Bias = Bas(m/4) - Bya(arccos /1/3) (35)

where the action of an ideal (phase-free) beam-splittenaﬂntij on a pair of modesand
j is defined by Eq[(26).
The output of the tritter yields a CM of the form Ef] (2) with

a = diag {% (e +2e7777) % (e7 + 2€2T2)} , (36)
e = diag {% (e’ —e ), % (e7?m — €2T2)} . (37)

This resulting pure and fully symmetric three-mode Gausstate, obtained in general with
differently squeezed inputs # r,, is locally equivalent to the state prepared with all initia
squeezings equal to the average- (r; + r2)/2 [41]. The CM described by Eqd._(86]37)
represents a CV GHZV state. It can be in fact transformed, by local symplecticratiens,
into the standard form CM of Ref.][2], which obeys Hd. (2) witke v/ Det a given by

a= %\/4cosh[2 (ri4+mre)]+5. (38)

Noisy GHZMW states, whose entanglement has been characterized i.3gcaB be
obviously obtained by an analogous procedure starting {(f@aussian) thermal states instead
of vacua (with average photon number= [n — 1]/2 > 0) and combining them through
a tritter Eq. [[3b). The initial single, separable, modesthres described by the following
operators in Heisenberg picture (we will now assume the sgueezing parameter= r for
the three beams, as it allows for any case of noisy GHAtates up to local unitaries)

G =/ne" qf pr=+/ne " By, (39)
Go3=Vne "33, Pos=ne pys. (40)
Definings = €27, at the output of the tritter one obtains a CM of the form EJ, {@th

L n(s?+2)  n(2s2+1)

o= dlag{ 35 , 35 } , (41)
o n(s?—1) n(s? —1)

e = diag { s , = 35 } . (42)

This resulting CM is locally equivalent to the standard farfof Ref. [2], which obeys Eql{2)
with a = v/Det a given by
VT TET D
Qo 234—1—5524—2. (43)
3s
Clearly, setting: = 1 corresponds to the case of pure GHZktates.

The preparation scheme of CV GHZ/ states is depicted in Figl 5. It has has been
experimentally implemented [33], and the full insepaiipidf the produced states has been
verified through the violation of the separability ineqtiaé derived in Ref.[[15]. Very
recently, the production of strongly entangled GHZ/states has also been demonstrated
by using a novel optical parametric oscillator, based orcaaenty (2 nonlinearities[[34].
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4.2.2. T states TheT states have been introduced in Ref$[]2, 3] to show that,imsstric
three-mode Gaussian states, imposing the absence of teblipegtite entanglement between
any two modes results in a frustration of the genuine trigaeintanglement. It may be useful
to know how to produce this novel class of mixed, fully symrneeBaussian states in the lab.
The simplest way to engineét states is to reutilize the scheme of Hi)i.g, basically
the tritter of Eq. [[3b), but with different inputs. Namelynehas modé squeezed again in
momentum (with squeezing parametgrbut this time mode8 and3 are in a thermal state
(with average photon numbeér= [n(r) — 1]/2, depending om). In Heisenberg picture:

G1=e"qj, pr=ec " Py, (44)
Go,3 = V/n(r) qu,3 . D23 =+/n(r) ﬁg,3 ; (45)

with n(r) = V3 + e=% — e~2". Sending these three modes in a tritter Egl (35) one recovers
at the output, & state whose CM is locally equivalent to the standard formedt 2], with

0= V262 /34 eI (<3 4 et) 4 Gt + 11, (46)

4.2.3. Basset hound stated scheme for producing the basset hound states of [Sec. 3.2,
and in general the whole family of pure bisymmetric Gaussiates known as “multiuser
guantum channels” (due to their usefulness for teleclgnasgwe will show in Sed.]7), is
provided in Ref.[[31]. In the case of three-mode pure bassendth states of the form given
by Egs. [1#.1l7), one can use a simplified version of the a#dotrmtroduced in Se€. 4.1 for
arbitrary pure states. One starts with a two-mode squedaé=l (svith squeezing parameter
r) of modesl and2, and mode3 in the single-mode vacuum, like in EqE_122}-24). Then,
one combines one half (mode 2) of the two-mode squeezedwstifitéhe vacuum mode 3
via a 50:50 beam-splitter, described in phase spacBHhy1/2) of Eq. (29). The resulting
three-mode state is exactly a basset hound state desciliegsb{18.1]7), once one identifies
a = cosh(2r). In arealistic setting, dealing with noisy input modes, edisymmetric states
can be obtained as well by the same procedure.

5. Application: Multiparty quantum teleportation with continuous variables

We now address more closely the usefulness of three-modss@austates for the efficient
implementation of quantum information and communicatioatgcols. In particular, we
intend to provide the theoretical entanglement charatan of three-mode Gaussian
states with a significant operative background and to ep#etieir capability for quantum
communication tasks. To this aim, we shall focus on the trassion of quantum states within
a network of three parties which share entangled Gausssanirees.

For two parties, the process gliantum teleportatiorusing entanglement and with
the aid of classical communication was originally propoded qubit systems [[42],
and experimentally implemented with polarization-entadgphotons|[[43["44]. The CV
counterpart of discrete-variable teleportation, usingdyature entanglement, is in principle
imperfect due to the impossibility of achieving infinite sgzing. Nevertheless, by
considering the finite EPR correlations between the quadsatof a two-mode squeezed
Gaussian state, a realistic scheme for CV teleportatiom Ref. [45] for a recent review)
was proposed [46, 47] and experimentally implemerited [@8¢leport coherent states with
a measured fidelityF = 0.70 + 0.02 [49]. Without using entanglement, by purely classical
communication, an average fidelity of

1

Fcl = 5 (47)
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is the maximal achievable with an alphabet of uniformly rilistted coherent input states
[50,/51]. Let us recall that the fidelitf, which is the figure of merit quantifying the success
of a teleportation experiment, is defined with respect tore gtatd ") as

F =M™ [p™") . (48)
Here “in” and “out” denote the input and the output states (#iter being generally mixed)
of a teleportation process, respectivelf: reaches unity only for a perfect state transfer,
0% = [¢i")4p*|. To accomplish teleportation with high fidelity, the sen¢lice) and
the receiver (Bob) must share an entangled state (resourbe)sufficientfidelity criterion
[50] states that, if teleportation is performed with> F;, then the two parties exploited an
entangled state. The converse is generally false: thatige gurprisingly, some entangled
resources may Yield lower-than-classical fidelities! [49]. 3This point will be discussed
thoroughly in the following.

To generalize the process of CV teleportation from two te¢hfand more) users, one
can consider two basic possible scenarios. On the one haetivark may be created where
each user is able to teleport states with better-thanictdgsficiency (being the same for all
sender/receiver pairs) to any chosen receni¢h the assistance of the other parti€3n the
other hand, one of the parties may act as the fixed sender,istnthute approximate copies
(with in principle different cloning fidelities) to all thetloers acting as remote receivers. These
two protocols, respectively referred to as “teleportatietwork” [38] and “telecloning”[[311],
will be described in the two following sections, and the cactions between their successful
implementation with three-mode Gaussian resources amahtioeints of shared bipartite and
tripartite entanglement will be elucidated. We just memtioat several interesting variants to
these basic schemes do exist (sg, the ‘cooperative telecloning’ of Ref. [52], where two
receivers — instead of two senders — are cooperating).

6. Teleportation networkswith fully symmetric resour ces

The original CV teleportation protocdl [47] has been gehegd to a multi-user teleportation
network requiring multiparty entangled Gaussian stateReh [39]. This network has been
recently experimentally demonstrated by exploiting thmesde squeezed states (namely,
noisy CV GHZ/W states, extensively addressed in se¢fiohwete employed), yielding a
maximal fidelity 7 = 0.64 + 0.02 [53].

In Ref. [41] the problem was raised of determining tmimal multi-user teleportation
fidelity (in the generalN-mode setting), and to extract from it a quantitative infation on the
multipartite entanglement in the shared resource. Thenigdition consists in a maximization
of the fidelity over all local single-mode operations (‘grescessing’ the initial resource),
at fixed amounts of noise and entanglement in the sharedrmsoThis is motivated by
the simple observation that states equivalent up to locallsimode unitary operations
(which possess, by definition, the same amount of bipartite raultipartite entanglement
with respect to any partition) behave in general differemthen employed in a fixed (not
locally optimized) quantum information protO(ﬂ)In the previous section, dedicated to state
engineering, we provided schemes for the generation adsstaith CMslocally equivalent
to the corresponding standard forms. The teleportatiociefity, instead, depends separately
on the different single-mode properties (in particulartlo® squeezings degrees of the input
states before combining them via optical networks like thtet or the allotment).

t Clearly, this fact isper se not that surprising. Also, it may be noted that one couldjrigaa complete knowledge
about the resource, always include the local optimizinggeoeessing as the first step of the considered “protocol”.
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For fully symmetric (pure or mixed) shared resource, it hasrbshown in Ref[[41]
that the optimal fidelityFX,”t obtained in such way isquivalento the presence of genuine
multipartite entanglement in the shared resource. Thigltegield quite naturally a direct
operative way to quantify multipartite entanglemeniirmode (mixed) symmetric Gaussian
states, in terms of the so-call&htanglement of Teleportatipmefined as the normalized

optimal fidelity
N FN' = Fe
E;, ) = max {0, ]1\[_7‘/___61} 9 (49)

with F.; = 1/2 being the classical threshold For any, the entanglement of teleportation
ranges from O (separable resource states) to 1 (CV geredtalzHZ resource state,
simultaneous eigenstate of total momentum and all relgtiaitions of theV-mode radiation
field). As we will discuss in detail later on, the equivalerasween optimal fidelity of
teleportation and entanglement breaks down in the asyriomestance, even for two-mode
states.

We shall now remind a particular relationship (first foundRef. [41]) between the
entanglement of teleportation and the residual Gaussiatangle introduced in Selc. 2.1 and
further discuss its operational consequences in termsl@dgation networks, eventually
leading to a proposal to experimentally test the promissugharing of correlations with
three-mode Gaussian states.

6.1. On the operational interpretation of tripartite Gaiess entanglement and on how to
experimentally investigate its sharing structure

6.1.1. Entanglement of teleportation and residual contand-et us focus, for the following
discussion, on the casé = 3, i.e. on three-mode states shared as resources for a three-party
teleportation network. This protocol is a basic, naturaldidate to operationally investigate
the sharing structure of CV entanglement in three-mode sytmicGaussian states.

A first theoretical question that arises is to compare thgattite entanglement of
teleportation Eq.[(49), which is endowed with a strong ofi@nal motivation [41], and
the tripartite residual (Gaussian) contangle Kd. (5), Wwhg built on solid mathematical
foundations. Remarkably, in the casepafre and symmetricthree-mode resourcesd for
CV GHZzZ/W states) the two measures are completely equivalent [4ifjghmaonotonically
increasing functions of each other. Namely, from E§. (7),

G:ES(UGHZ/W) _ 1n2 2\/iET - (ET + 1) V E% +1 1 2 E% +1

S CSm2— =TT (50
N IS Y ES R

where Ep = E(T3) in Eq. (49). Let us moreover recall that’** coincides with the
true residual contangle (globally minimized in principleeo all, including non-Gaussian,
decompositions), Eq.X4), in these stafé$ [3, 2].

Therefore, in the specific (but relevant) instance of symimetre states, the residual
(Gaussian) contangle is enriched of an interesting meamsngresourceenabling a better-
than-classical three-party teleportation experimentjaemno operational interpretations are
presently known for the three-way residual tangle quaimtfyripartite entanglement sharing
in qubit systemd[19, 22]. We remark that in the tripartitstamce, the optimal fidelity-‘gpt
— determining the entanglement of teleportation — achiéw#sed itsglobal maximum over
all possible Gaussian POVMs performed on the shared rescagscan be confirmed with the
methods of Ref[[54].
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6.1.2. The role of promiscuity in symmetric three-modeuess The relationship between
optimal teleportation fidelity and residual (Gaussian)taogle, embodied by E4_{b0), entails
that there is a ‘unique’ kind of three-party CV entanglemenpure symmetricchree-mode
Gaussian states (alias CV finite-squeezing GHZstates), which merges at least three
(usually inequivalent) properties: those of being maxiyngenuinely tripartite entangled,
maximally bipartite entangled in any two-mode reductiaomd &naximally efficient’ (in the
sense of the optimal fidelity) for three-mode teleportatietworks. Recall that the first two
properties, taken together, label such entanglemegmbasiscuousas discussed in Séc, 611.2.
These features add up to the property of tripartite GHZBaussian states of being maximally
robust against decoherence effects among all three-maodes@a states, as shown in REf. [2]
and operatively demonstrated later in $ecl 6.2.

All this theoretical evidence strongly promotes GHZktates, experimentally realizable
with current optical technology [33, B4] (see SEc.4.2.F)paradigmatic candidates for
the encoding and transmission of CV quantum information andeneral for reliable
CV quantum communication. Let us mention that, in particulaese tripartite entangled
symmetric Gaussian states have been successfully employonstrate quantum secret
sharing [55], controlled dense codirig [56], and the abogewised teleportation network
[53]. Quite recently, a theoretical solution for CV Byzarg&tiagreement has been reported
[57], based on the use of sufficiently entangled states flanfamily of CV GHZIV states.

Building on our entanglement analysis, we can preciselyrarate the peculiarities
of those states which make them so appealing for practicaleimentations. Exploiting a
strongly entangled three-mode CV GHZ/state as a quantum channel affords one with a
number of simultaneous advantages:

(i) the “guaranteed success’d. with better-than-classical figures of merit) of any known
tripartite CV quantum information protocol;

(i) the “guaranteed success” of any standard two-user CMogol, because a highly
entangled two-mode channel is readily available after gamnireversible) localization
of entanglement has been performed through a single bebtters{see FiglR);

(i) the “guaranteed success” (though with nonmaximatedficy) of any two-party quantum
protocol through each two-mode channel obtained discgmiire of the three modes.

Point (iii) ensures that, even when one mode is lost, the irgnga(mixed) two-mode resource
can be still implemented for a two-party protocol with bettean-classical success. It is
realized with nonmaximal efficiency because, as we have Beem Eq. [8), the reduced
entanglementin any two-mode partition remains finite evitn nfinite squeezing (the reason
why promiscuity of tripartite Gaussian entanglement isydphrtial”, compared to the four-
partite case of Refl [23]).

We can now readily provide an explicit proposal to implemi@ above checklist in
terms of CV teleportation networks.

6.1.3. Testing the promiscuous sharing of tripartite eglament The results just elucidated
pave the way towards an experimental test for the promiscwbaring of tripartite CV
entanglement in symmetric Gaussian states, as anticipatdte outlook of Ref.[[41].To
unveil this peculiar feature, one should prepare a pure C\Z(BHstate according to Fifl 5,
in the optimal form given by Ref[[41]. It is worth remarkintgt, in the case of three modes,
non-optimal forms like that produced with = r, in Eqgs. [38[34)[[33, 53] yield fidelities
really close to the maximal one [see Hig. 6(a)], and are thastically as good as the optimal
states (if not even better, taking into account that thestatthr; = r, are generally easier
to produce in practice).
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Figure 6. (a) Plot of the fidelities for teleporting an arbitrary coherstdte from any sender
to any receiver chosen frodlVv = 3 parties, sharing a GH®V state. In a small window of
average squeezing, we compare the optimal fidélity [41]ddivle), the fidelity obtained for
the unbiased states discussed in Ref] [58] (dashed lind)thenfidelity for states produced
with all equal squeezers [B9] (dotted line). The three csine very close to each other, but
the optimal preparation yields always the highest fidetig/first proven in[41](b) Expected
success for an experimental test of the promiscuous shafi@y entanglement in GHZV
states. Referring to the check-list in S€c. 8.1.2: the smlidve realizes point (i), being the
optimal fidelity }'gpt of a three-party teleportation network; the dotted cunadizes point
(ii), being the optimal fidelitngﬁfm of two-party teleportation exploiting the two-mode pure
resource obtained from a unitary localization applied oo tfthe modes; the dashed curve
realizes point (iii), being the optimal fidelinfgfjfed of two-party teleportation exploiting the
two-mode mixed resource obtained discarding a mode. Alhefit lie above the classical
thresholdF¢! = 0.5, providing a direct evidence of the promiscuity of entanwgat sharing
in the employed resources.

To detect the presence of tripartite entanglement, oneldhma able to implement
the network in at least two different combinations|[53], battthe teleportation would be
accomplished, for instance, from modeto mode2 with the assistance of modg and
from mode2 to mode3 with the assistance of mode To be complete (even if it is not
strictly needed([15]), one could also realize the transfemf mode3 to model with the
assistance of mod2. Taking into account a realistic asymmetry among the motes,
minimum experimental fidelitfgpt over the three possible situations would provide a direct
guantitative measure of tripartite entanglement, thrdagé. [49E5D).

To demonstrate the promiscuous sharing, one would then toegidcard each one of
the modes at a time, and perform standard two-user tel¢jportaetween the remaining pair
of parties. The optimal fidelity for this two-user telepdida (which is achieved exactly for
r =19 =7)Is

opt 3

T &1
Again, one should implement the three possible configunatamd take the minimum fidelity
as figure of merit. As anticipated [n_6.1.2, this fidelity cahmeach unity because the
entanglement in the shared mixed resource remains finit,irafact 75~. , saturates to
3/(3 ++/3) =~ 0.634 in the limit of infinite squeezing.

Finding simultaneously bottFy”* and F3? , above the classical threshold EG(47),
at fixed squeezing, would be a clear experimental fingerprint of the promisausiaring
of CV entanglement. Theoretically, this is true for all> 0, as shown in Fig.[J6(b).
From an experimental point of view, the tripartite teleptidn network has been recently

implemented, and the genuine tripartite shared entangieamambiguosly demonstrated by
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obtaining a nonclassical teleportation fidelity (u@t64 & 0.02) in all the three possible user
configurations[53]. Nevertheless, a nonclassical fidéfity.., in the teleportation exploiting
any two-mode reduction was not observed.

This fact can be consistently explained by taking into act@xperimental noise. In
fact, even if the desired resource states were pure @Hgfates, the unavoidable effects
of decoherence and imperfections resulted in the expetahproduction ofmixedstates,
namely of the noisy GHZ¥ states discussed in Sec.13.1. It is very likely that the noise
was too high compared with the pumped squeezing, so thatthalgproduced states were
still fully inseparable, but laid outside the region of prisouous sharing (see Figl. 1), having
no entanglement left in the two-mode reductions. Howevergasing the degree of initial
squeezing, and/or reducing the noise sources might be gdistied with the state-of-the-art
equipment employed in the experiments of Ref] [53] (see[d@@]). The conditions required
for a proper test (to be followed by actual practical appias) of the promiscuous sharing of
CV entanglement in symmetric three-mode Gaussian staetetailed in Se¢.6.1.2, should
be thus met shortly. As a final remark, let us observe thatatapgthe same experiment but
employingT states, described in Sdc. 4.2, as resources, would be aimg#vesting option.

In fact, in this case the expected optimal fidelity is styistnaller than in the case of GHZ/
states, confirming the promiscuous structure in which titiced bipartite entanglement
enhances the value of the genuine tripartite one.

With the same GHZV shared resources (but also with all symmetric and bisymaemetr
three-mode Gaussian states, includingtates([2], noisy GHZV states and basset hound
states), one may also test the power of the unitary locaizaf entanglement[9] (see F[d. 2),
as opposed to the nonunitary localization of entanglemgniéasurements 59, 60], needed
for the teleportation network. Suppose that the three gm#lice, Bob and Claire share a
GHZ/W state. If Bob and Claire are allowed to cooperate (nonlggalhey can combine
their respective modes at a:50 beam-splitter. The result is an entangled state shared by
Alice and Bob, while Claire is left with an uncorrelated stathe optimal fidelity of standard
teleportation from Alice to Bob with the unitarily localideesource, reads

—1
FPt = E (\/4 cosh(47) 4+ 5 — 2+/cosh(47) — 1) + 1] : (52)

Notice thatFs...; is larger tharFs”* [see Fig[B(b)]. This is true for any numh&rof modes,
and the difference between the two, at fixed squeezing,asesewithV, confirming that the
unitarily localizable entanglement ¢f/[9] is strictly stiger than the (nonunitarily) localizable
entanglement of Refs. [59, 60], as discussed in Ref. [61is iBrof course not surprising, as
the unitary localization generally requires a high degfa®alocal control on the two subset
of modes, while the localizable entangement is defined mdef LOCC alone.

6.2. Degradation of teleportation efficiency under quannaise

In Ref. [2] we have addressed the decay of three-partitengtgment (as quantified by the
residual Gaussian contangle) of three-mode states in #sepce of losses and thermal noise.
We aim now at relating such an ‘abstract’ analysis to preoiserational statements, by
investigating the decay of the optimal teleportation figetif shared three-mode resources
subject to environmental decoherence. This study will gisovide further heuristic
justification for the residual contangle as a proper meastitapartite entanglement even
for mixed (‘decohered’) Gaussian states. We will focus oa diecay of the teleportation
efficiency under decoherence affecting the resource siftersgheir distribution to the distant
parties.
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Figure 7. Evolution of the optimal fidelity]—'é”’t for GHZ/W states with local mixedness

a = 2 (corresponding to" ~ 0.6842) (solid curves) andl’ states with local mixedness

a = 2.8014 (dashed curves). Such states have equal initial residuaaicgle but allow for
different initial fidelities. The uppermost curves referitaths withn = 0 (‘pure losses’),
while the lowermost curves refer to baths with= 1. T states affording for the same initial
fidelity as the considered GHW/ state were also considered, and found to degrade faster than
the GHZMW state.

We will assume, realistically, a local decoherence (ith no correlated noises) for the
three modes, in thermal baths with equal average photon eumb The evolving states
maintain their Gaussian character under such evolutiongfdetailed description of the
master equation governing the system and of its Gaussiatia®d, refer to[[2]).

As initial resources, we have considered both pure GH%tates and mixed’ states,
as described in SeE_%.2. The results, showing the exacttemolof the fidelity 75"
(optimized over local unitaries) of teleportation networxploiting such initial states, are
shown in Fig[Y. GHZW states, already introduced as “optimal” resources foptaiation
networks, were also found to allow for protocols most rolungter decoherence. Notice how
the qualitative behaviour of the curves of Hig. 7 follow toatFig. 5 of Ref. [2], where the
evolution of the residual Gaussian contangle of the santesstander the same conditions is
plotted. Also the vanishing of entanglement at finite timesc(rring only in the presence
of thermal photonsi.e. for n > 0) reciprocates the fall of the fidelity below the classical
threshold of1/2. The status of the residual Gaussian contangle as a measieeting
operational aspects of the states is thus strengthenedsimetspect, even in the region of
mixed states. Notice, though, that Hi@j. 7 also shows tha¢ti@nglement of teleportation is
notin general quantitatively equivalent (but for the puresestzase) to the residual Gaussian
contangle, as the initial GHEV andT states of Fig.17 have the same initial residual Gaussian
contangle but grant manifestly different fidelities andtlier, the times at which the classical
threshold is trespassed do not exactly coincide with thegiat which the residual contangle
vanishes.

This confirms the special role of pure fully symmetric GHZ/Gaussian states in
tripartite CV quantum information, and the “uniqueness” tbeir entanglement under
manifold interpretations as discussed in Jec. 6.1.2, muttthe same footage as the
“uniqueness” of entanglement in symmetric (mixed) two-me&hussian states (see $ecl 7.1)
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Entanglement and optimal fidelity for nonsymmetric Gausgsources?

Throughout this whole section, we have only dealt with catgly symmetric resource
states, due to the invariance requirements of the considen@ocol. In Ref. [[41], the
guestion whether expressions like Hq.(49), connectinghienal teleportation fidelity to the
entanglement in the shared resource, were valid as welbfiesymmetric entangled resource
states, was left open (see also Refl [45]). In Skc. 7, devotedecloning, we will show with
a specific counterexample that thisuistthe case, not even in the simplest cas&of 2.

7.1 — 2 telecloning with bisymmetric and nonsymmetric resour ces

Quantumtelecloning[62] amongN + 1 parties is defined as a process in which one party
(Alice) owns an unknown quantum state, and wants to digkiber state, via teleportation,
to all the otherlV remote parties. The no-cloning theoreémi[63, 64] yields thatV remote
clones can resemble the original input state only with adjnmionmaximal fidelity. In CV
systems] — N telecloning of arbitrary coherent states was proposed fn[RE], involving

a special class dfN + 1)-mode multiparty entangled Gaussian states (known as iinselt
guantum channels”) shared as resources amongvthe 1 users. The telecloning is then
realized by a succession of standard two-party telepontatbetween the sender Alice and
each of theN remote receivers, exploiting each time the correspondidgced two-mode
state shared by the selected pair of parties.

Depending on the symmetries of the shared resource, thedaeieg can be realized
with equal fidelities for all receiverssymmetrictelecloning) or with unbalanced fidelities
among the different receiveragymmetrictelecloning). In particular, in the first case, the
needed resource must have complete invariance under mogheitagions in theN-mode
block distributed among the receivers: the resource stedbe thus & x N bisymmetric
state [10. 9] (see Fid] 2).

In this manuscript we specialize @an— 2 telecloning, where Alice, Bob and Claire share
a tripartite entangled three-mode Gaussian state and Whegs to teleport arbitrary coherent
states to Bob and Claire with certain fidelities. As the pssciéself suggests, the crucial
resource enabling telecloning is not the genuine tripaetiittanglement (needed instead for a
successful ‘multidirectional’ teleportation network,sf®wn in the previous section), but the
couplewise entanglement between the pair of mdd2and1|3 [if the sender (Alice) owns
model, while the receivers (Bob and Claire) own modeand3].

Let us natice that, very recently, the first experimental destration of unconditional
symmetricl — 2 telecloning of unknown coherent states has been achievéditwsawa’s
group [65], with a fidelity for each clone of = 0.5840.01, surpassing the classical threshold
of 0.5, Eq. [4T). This experimental milestone has raised renemtecdst towards CV quantum
communication[66]. Moreover, in keep with the generalispirthe paper, the context of CV
telecloning constitutes here the proper testground tostiyate the operational significance
of the proposed entanglement measures. The present analifjdead to conclusively show
that the correspondence between entanglement and telgporfidelity does not extend to
non-symmetric Gaussian states.

7.1. Symmetric telecloning

Let us first analyze the case of symmetric telecloning, aaogiwvhen Alice aims at sending
two copies of the original state with equal fidelities to Baoll&laire. In this case it has been
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proven [67[ 68, 31] that Alice can teleport an arbitrary aené state to the two distant twins
Bob and Claire (employing a Gaussian cloning machine) viighnhaximal fidelity

]_‘1—}2 — 2

max 3 °

(53)

This argument inspired the introduction of the ‘no-clonitigreshold’ for two-party
teleportation[[6D], basically stating that only a fideliyegter thar2/3 (thus greater than the
previously introduced threshold o2, which implies the presence of entanglement) ensures
the realization of actual two-party quantum teleportatibra coherent state. In fact, if the
fidelity falls in the rangel /2 < F < 2/3, then Alice could have kept a better copy of the
input state for herself, or sent it to a ‘malicious’ Claire.this latter case, the whole process
would result into an asymmetric telecloning, with a fidelffy> 2/3 for the copy received by
Claire. It is worth remarking that, as already mentioned-party CV teleportation beyond
the no-cloning threshold has been also recently demoedtedperimentally, with a fidelity
F =0.70 & 0.02 [49]. Another important and surprising remark is that thelfigt of 1 — 2
cloning of coherent states, given by Eqg.l(53)n the optimal one. As recently shown in
Ref. [70], using non-Gaussian operations as well, two idahtopies of an arbitrary coherent
state can be obtained with optimal single-clone fidefitye 0.6826.

In our setting, dealing with Gaussian states and Gaussianatipns only, Eq.[(33)
represents the maximum achievable success for symnietric 2 telecloning of coherent
states. As previously anticipated, thasset hound states}, of Sec.[3. are the best suited
resource states for this task. Such states belong to théyfamnultiuser quantum channels
introduced in Ref.[[31], and arke x 2 bisymmetric pure states, parametrized by the single-
mode mixedness of model. In particular, it is interesting to study how the singlecd
telecloning fidelity behaves compared with the actual amhafrentanglement in the|
(I = 2, 3) nonsymmetric two-mode reductions®¥, states.

A brief excursus has to be made here. Setting, as usual,sdlhfioments to zero, the
fidelity of two-user teleportation of arbitrary single-neaussian states exploiting two-
mode Gaussian resources can be computed directly from spectve CMs[[71]. Being
o, the CM of the unknown input state, and

oan < T Eab ) , (54)

T
Ewn Ob

the CM of the shared two-mode resource, and defining the xnéte= diag{—1, 1}, the
fidelity reads|[71]

2
F= , Y =20+ E0.E+ oy + Eea, +eNLE. 55
\/m S S b 5 b bS ( )

In our caseg;, = 1, because Alice is teleporting coherent states, while theureg
o . 1S Obtained discarding either the third € 1, b = 2) or the secondd = 1, b = 3) mode
from the CMo;, of basset hound states. From E{s] (I6[1V, 55), the singfedidelity for
symmetricl — 2 telecloning exploiting basset hound states is:

]_—1%2 _ 4 )
T 3a—2v2Va2 145

Notice, remembering that each of modesnd 3 contains an average number of photons
n = (a — 1)/2, that Eq. [(Bb) is the same as Eq. (19) of Ref.1[72], where aymioh
scheme for three-mode Gaussian states by interlinkedmeanlinteractions iy(?) media is
presented, and the usefulness of the produced resourcesfdr telecloning is discussed as
well. The basset hound states realize an optimal symmédtniéng machinej.e. the fidelity
of both clones saturates Ef. [53), for the finite vaiue- 3. Surprisingly, with increasing

(56)
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Figure 8. Bipartite entanglemer@l“ (dashed line) int|l (I = 2, 3) two-mode reductions

of basset hound states, and genuine tripartite entangte@igi (solid line) among the three
modes, versus the local mixednessf model. Entanglements are quantified by the Gaussian
contangle. The fidelity]—';ﬁn2 of symmetricl — 2 telecloning employing basset hound
resource states is plotted as well (dotted line, scaled emigfint axis), reaching its optimal
value of2/3 fora = 3.

a > 3, the fidelity Eq.[(56) starts decreasing, even if the two-eendtanglements Ed.(20) in
the reduced (nonsymmetric) bipartitions of modigsand1|3, as well as the genuine tripartite
entanglement Eq._(18), increase with increasings shown in Fig[B, the telecloning fidelity
is not a monotonic function of the employed bipartite entamgent. Rather, it roughly follows

the differenceGi“ — G7¢°, being maximized where the bipartite entanglement is g&on
than the tripartite one. This fact heuristically confirmattim basset hound states bipartite and
tripartite entanglements are competitors, meaning tteeC entanglement sharing in these
states is not promiscuous, as described in Bet. 3.2.

The example of basset hound states represents a clear ditihé¢hteleportation fidelity
with general two-mode (pure or mixed) nonsymmetric resesitisnot monotone with the
entanglement. Even if an hypothetical optimization of thukelity over the local unitary
operations could be performed (on the guidelines of [41aduld entail a fidelity growing
up to2/3 and then staying constant while entanglement increaseéshwieans that no direct
estimation of the entanglement can be extracted from theymmetric teleportation fidelity,
at variance with the symmetric case (see the previous s@ctiblore precisely, it can be
easily shown that the direct relationship between nedgtamd teleportation fidelity valid
for symmetric states cannot carry over to nonsymmetriciness as well. In point of fact,
applying it to thel|l (I = 2,3) two-mode reduced resources obtained from basset hound
states, would imply an “optimal” fidelity reachirgy4 in the limita — oo. But this value
is impossible to achieve, even considering non-Gaussiamirg machines [70]: thus, the
simple relation between teleportation fidelity and entanggnt, formalized by Eql_(%#9), fails
to hold for nonsymmetric resources, even in the basic twadanestance. Let us mention that
the relationship between entanglement and teleportatitatitii had already been partially
addressed in Refl_[73] (which also points out other counteitive features occurring for
asymmetric mixed resources, like the enhancement of fidalitder suitable noisy pre-
processing). However, Ref. 73] actually addresses tragiogiship between teleportation



Optical state engineering, quantum communication, . .hie¢-mode Gaussian states 28

fidelity and the squeezing parameter of an asymmetricalbpllered two-mode squeezed
state (used as the entangled resource). We remark that spuenéty, while being related to
the entanglement of the state is not, by itself, a propemgh¢anent quantifierg.g, it does
not determine the negativity of the nonsymmetric state).

This somewhat controversial result can be to some exteatprated as follows. For
symmetric Gaussian states, there exists a ‘unique typdpaftite CV entanglement. In fact,
measures such as the logarithmic negativity (quantifyirg\iolation of the mathematical
PPT criterion), the entanglement of formation (relatedhe e€ntanglement cost, and thus
quantifying how expensive is the process of creating a mérgdngled state through LOCC),
and the degree of EPR correlation (quantifying the cori@iatbetween the entangled degrees
of freedom) arall completely equivalent for such states, being monotonictions of only
the smallest symplectic eigenvaltie of the partially transposed CM. As we have seen, this
equivalence extends also to the efficiency of two-user guarieleportation, quantified by
the fidelity optimized over local unitaries. For nonsymnuestates, the chain of equivalences
breaks down. In hindsight, this could have been somehowaotggeas there exist several
inequivalent but legitimate measures of entanglemenh ebthem capturing distinct aspects
of the quantum correlations (one could think, for instammééhe operative difference existing
between the definitions of distillable entanglement ancémgliement cost). In the specific
instance of nonsymmetric two-mode Gaussian states, it @as bhown that the negativity
is neither equivalent to the (Gaussian) entanglement ghdétion (the two measures may
induce inverted orderings on this subset of entangledtfifé], nor to the EPR correlation
[75]. It is thus justified that a process like teleportatianpdasizes a distinct aspect of
the entanglement encoded in nonsymmetric resources. eéNalso that the richer and more
complex entanglement structure of non symmetric statesprpared to that of symmetric
states, reflects a crucial operational difference in thpaetive (asymmetric and symmetric)
teleportation protocols. While in the symmetric protodile choice of sender and receiver
obviously does not affect the fidelity, this is no longer tlese in the asymmetric instance:
this physical asymmetry between sender and receiver gyogemplifies the more complex
nature of the two-mode asymmetric entanglement.

7.2. Asymmetric telecloning

In this section we focus on tressymmetridelecloning of coherent states, through generic pure
three-mode Gaussian states shared as resources amomgéhgatties. Considering states in
standard form (see Séc. ¥.1 and Ref. [2]), parametrizededlpttal single-mode mixednesses
a; of modes: = 1,2, 3, the fidelity]-";;ﬁw of Bob’s clone (employing the|2 two-mode

reduced resource) can be computed from Eg. (55) and reads

Fosmon = { — 243 + 2a1az + 4 (a1 + az) + 3 (af + a3) (57)

- (a1+a2+2)\/[(al+a2_a3)2_1][(a1+a2+a3)2_1] +2} 57
a1a9

Similarly, the fideIity.?L‘;;y),%u3 of Claire’s clone can be obtained from Eq.}(57) by exchanging
the roles of 2” and “3".

Itis interesting to explore the space of paramefess a-, a3} in order to find out which
three-mode states allow for an asymmetric telecloning thi#hfidelity of one clone above the
symmetric threshold a2 /3, while keeping the fidelity of the other clone above the dtads
threshold ofl /2. Let us keep; fixed. With increasing difference betweepandas, one of
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Figure 9. Fidelities for asymmetric telecloning with three-mode @g@aussian resources,
at a fixeda; = 2, as functions ofzz andas, varying in the allowed range of parameters
constrained by Ineql]6) (see also Fig. 4). The darker sarfmcthe right-hand side of the
diagonalaz = a3 (along which the two surfaces intersect) is the fidelity ofbBoclone,

Flo2 o, While the lighter, ‘mirror-reflected’ surface on the léfnd side of the diagonal is

asym:

the fidelity of Claire’s cIone}'j;ﬁuS. Only nonclassical fidelities.e. 7 > 1/2) are shown.

the two telecloning fidelities increases at the detrimetitefother, while with increasing sum
a2 + a3 both fidelities decrease to fall eventually below the clesghreshold, as shown in
Fig.[8. The asymmetric telecloning is thotimalwhen the sum of the two local mixednesses
of modes2 and3 saturates its lower bound. From Indd. (6), the optimal resesimust have

a3:a1—a2—|—1, (58)
A suitable parametrization of these states is obtainethgett = « and
az =1+ (a—1)t, 0<t<1. (59)

Fort < 1/2 the fidelity of Bob's clone is smaller than that of Claire’seowF, 2, <
Foem:3» While for¢ > 1/2 the situation is reversed. In all the subsequent discusaiatice
that Bob and Claire swap their rolestifs replaced byl — ¢. Fort = 1/2, the asymmetric
resources reduce to the bisymmetric basset hound statid fgesymmetric telecloning.
The optimal telecloning fidelities then read
]_-opt:l—>2 _ 2

asym:2 T V(@+3)2+(a—1)212+2(a—1)(3a+5)t—41/(a®—Dtlat(a—1)t+3]

and similarly for]-"gfzj;,lf?f replacingt by 1 — ¢. The two optimal fidelities are plotted in Fig.
aa

(60)

With these pure nonsymmetric resources, further optintratcan be performed
depending on the needed task. For instance, one may nee@l@nient telecloning with
the highest possible fidelity of one clone, while keepingdtteer nonclassical. This problem
is of straightforward solution, and yields optimal asymrivatesources with

7 4
==, t=-. 61
a=g. t=c (61)
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Figure 10. Optimal fidelities for asymmetric telecloning with threesde pure Gaussian
resources, as functions of the single-mode mixedaesé mode 1, and of the parameter
determining the local mixednesses of the other modes, ghrdigs. [GB.59). The darker,

rightmost surface is the optimal fidelity of Bob’s cIonEZf;;;za while the lighter, leftmost

surface is the optimal fidelity of Claire’s cloné'gg’;;}l}? Along the intersection line = 1/2

the telecloning is symmetric. Only nonclassical fidelifes. 7 > 1/2) are shown.

In this case the fidelity of Claire’s clone saturates thesitas threshold F?"1 22 — 1/2,

sym:3
while the fidelity of Bob’s clone reaches;”", ;* = 4/5, which is the maximum allowed
value for this setting [76]. Also, choosirig= 1/5, Bob's fidelity gets classical and Claire’s
fidelity is maximal.
In general, a telecloning witF?*'1 22 > 2/3 and F2?"*1 22 > 1/2 is possible only in

. asym:2 asym:3
the window

1.26%2@{2—\/@} gagzﬁ[2+\/1+ﬁ ~10.05 (62)

and, for eachu falling in the region defined by Ined_{62), in the specificgan
a—2va+1+2 <i< 2(\/§\/a+ —2)

a—1 - a—1

For instance, fon = 3, the optimal asymmetric telecloning (with Bob’s fidelityaie no-
cloning and Claire’s fidelity above classical bound) is flassin the whole rangd /2 <
t < 2v/2 — 1, where the boundary= 1/2 denotes the basset hound state realizing optimal
symmetric telecloning (see Fid] 8). The sWfft!=2 = Fob 22 4 7o 2 can be
maximized as well, and the optimization is realized by valeé « falling in the range
2.36 < a < 3, depending on. The absolute maximum af°r*1~2 is reached, as expected,
in the fully symmetric instance= 1/2, a = 3, and yieldsS2r:1 =2 = 4/3.

We finally recall that optimal three-mode Gaussian resayrcan be produced by
implementing the allotment operator (see S€c.] 4.1), andmymg to perform all-optical
symmetric and asymmetric telecloning machines|[31, 76].

(63)
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8. Conclusions

In the present paper and in Ref[] [2], we have aimed at progidinto a good extent)
comprehensive treatment on the characterization, quaatidn and experimental generation
of genuine multipartite entanglement in three-mode Gansstates of CV systems, including
relevant, practical implementations in the context of C\&wgum information.

Similarly with what happens for bipartite entanglementymsnetric Gaussian states,
but at striking variance with the discrete-variable scen@n particular for systems of three
qubits), we have shown that there isirsiquekind of genuine tripartite entanglement in pure,
symmetric, three-mode Gaussian states, which combinedteematical significance in the
context of entanglement sharing with an operational imegtion in terms of teleportation
experiments. This fact is a remarkable consequence of #igat®n to Gaussian states, as
the proven existence, for infinite dimensional systemsfiritely many mutually stochastic-
LOCC-incomparable states (even under the bounded enedjfjréte information exchange
condition) suggests$ [77]. Even more strikingly, this trifte entanglement distributes in a
promiscuousvay, being enhanced by the presence of bipartite entangkemany two-mode
reduction. Here we have shown that the promiscuity of CV mgitament survives even for
non-pure states like noisy GH/ states, with purities down @2. However, with increasing
mixedness the structure of three-party entanglementlesijcas tripartite bound entangled
states can exist even in the fully symmetric instance. Farspmmetric (pure or mixed)
three-mode states, the promiscuity fades leaving room fooee traditional entanglement
sharing structure. We further remark that for all fully ipaeable Gaussian states (which
represent one of the five possible separability clagdestfig)residual Gaussian contangle,
or arravogliamentis abona fide computable measure of genuine tripartite entanglemsnt, a
first demonstrated in Refs.][3, 2], and evaluated in sevegaiat instances here.

The core of this paper has been devoted to providing seveeahgles of tripartite
entangled Gaussian states, relevant for their entanglgpneperties and/or for applications
in CV quantum information. For each of them, we have comptitedripartite entanglement
explicitly, and dedicated great attention to quantum séaigineering, proposing schemes
for the experimental production of the considered states.pdrticular we developed a
self-contained procedure to engineer (up to local opergji@rbitrary pure three-mode
Gaussian states by means of linear optics, based on thiéuiigtn, orallotmentof two-mode
entanglement among three modes.

In the last part of this work we have investigated the po#dities of the introduced
families of three-mode Gaussian states for the implemientadf multipartite quantum
communication protocols with continuous variables. Thas tallowed us to focus on
the physical significance of the applied ‘genuine multipartentanglement measure
(arravogliament), shifting the analysis’s testing grodram the domain of mathematical
convenience to that of operational effectiveness.
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