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Abstract—In this work we probe the usefulness of non-
Gaussian entangled states as a resource for quantum commu-
nication through atmospheric channels. We outline the initial
conditions in which non-Gaussian state transfer leads to en-
hanced entanglement transfer relative to that obtainable via
Gaussian state transfer. However, we conclude that in (antici-
pated) operational scenarios - where most of the non-Gaussian
states to be transferred over the air are created just-in-time via
photonic subtraction, addition or replacement from incoming
Gaussian states - the entanglement-generation rate between
stations via non-Gaussian state transfer will be substantially less
than that created by direct Gaussian state transfer. The role
of post-selection, distillation and quantum memory in altering
this conclusion is discussed, and comparison with entanglement
rates produced via single-photon technologies is provided. Our
results suggest that in the near term entangled Gaussian states,
squeezed beyond some modest level, offer the most attractive
proposition for the distribution of entanglement through high-
loss atmospheric channels. The implications of our results for
entanglement-based QKD to low-earth orbit are presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

non-Gaussian operations or de-Gaussification proceduass -
outcome forbidden for Gaussian statés|[27].][28]. Second,
in some circumstances, the entanglement intrinsic to non-
Gaussian states is more robust against decoherence campare
to the entanglement intrinsic to Gaussian stdtes [22]-[24]
Previous works [118]--[24] on the robustness of non-Gaussian
entanglement have focussed on nofswed attenuation (or
amplification) channels. However, illuminating as sucldss
are we note that the turbulent atmosphere between ground
and low-earth orbit (LEO) leads to an attenuation channel
that is highly stochastic in nature (i.e. a fading channel).
As such, in the context of entanglement transfer through
atmospheric channels towards (and from) LEO, it remains
unclear if non-Gaussian states actually represent antiefiec
resource relative to Gaussian states. Further, in opesdtio
modes the non-deterministic nature of the operations that
produce many non-Gaussian states can have a dramatic effect
on their perceived usefulness [2€], [29]. For example, i th
deployment scenario we focus on in this work, most of the

The deployment of systems that provide for the distributiomon-Gaussian entangled states will be created dynamiaally
of entangled quantum states via satellite would represent @on-Gaussian operations on input two-mode squeezed vacuum
important step in the pursuit of a global quantum commyTMSV) states that would otherwise be used directly in the
nications network[[1]+[6]. However, a serious issue thdt wicommunication channel.
be faced by such systems is the unavoidable degradation oft is the purpose of the present work to include both channel
entanglement caused by atmospheric effects, most notafalging and non-deterministic production effects in a dethi
atmospheric turbulencé][7]. From the perspective of futusmmparison study of the ground-to-LEO (and vice-versa)
guantum communications, it is therefore important to fullgntanglement-generation rates offered by a wide class mf no
quantify this anticipated entanglement degradation, and Gaussian entangled states. Our initial focus will be theaise

pursue system designs that minimize it.

such states ifirst-generation deployments aimed at delivering

In the continuous-variable (CV) space, previous efforts ireal-time quantum keys between Earth and LEO satellites,
this regard have largely focussed on the transmittance without the assistance of any entanglement distillaticrstp
Gaussian entangled states through atmospheric chanijels flection, or quantum memory. Later in the paper we will
[11]. Although Gaussian quantum states are a well-estadadis explore the impact such assistance can have on the outcomes
resource from both a theoretical and an experimental pef-second-generation deployments. We will also discuss our
spective (for review see [12]), the use of CV non-Gaussiaasults in the context of the most well-known non-Gaussian
guantum states as a means for quantum communicatemtangled state - single photons combined into a Bell pair.
has also garnered intereét [13]H[26]. Consideration of-non The remainder of this paper is as follows. In Sec. Il we
Gaussian states is interesting for many reasons, includidetail our system model, and describe the evolution of our

teleportation[[1B]-[1]7],[23],125],126], and cloning [1,.920].

entangled states over the atmospheric channel. In Secelll w

However, in the context of quantum communications via satglresent our key results. In Sec. IV we discuss the potential

lite, entangled non-Gaussian states are particularlyestig

impact of distillation, post-selection, and quantum meynor

for two key reasons. First, non-Gaussian states can undeagal provide a comparison with single-photon technologies i

entanglement distillation without the requirement fortffiar

the context of quantum key distribution (QKD).
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Since depolarization is very weak in the atmospheric chan-
nel, dephasing will also be weak and thus we will ignore it
[31]. We will initially consider the ensemble-average state.

: the case where the specific realization of the channel @rans

,, ; mittance value) is unknown. (The passing a local oscillator

through the channel in an orthogonal polarized mode to the

Portaclection ). signal and measuring it in real-time at the receiver will be

discussed later in the paper.) We will also assume the sgndin
station initially possesses a two-mode (mode 1 and mode 2)
entangled state, with one (or more) of the modes transmitted
to the receiving station(s) through the atmospheric chianne
whose fading characteristics are as described above.ddis |
to two operational settings.

Asymmetric Setting. In this setting we will assume one
mode, mode 1, remains at the ground station (satellite)lewhi
the other mode, mode 2, is transmitted to the satellite gtou
station) over the fading uplink (downlink) with probabylit
density distributionp (n). A schematic illustration of this
setting in an example uplink configuration is shown in Eig. 1.

Il. SYSTEM MODEL AND QUANTUM STATE EVOLUTION  The density operator of the two-mode state at the ground
We outline our system model, the quantum entangled stagégtion and satellite for each realization of the transioiss
adopted, the evolution of the states through the atmosphdctor 7 is given by p(n). Sincen is a random variable, the
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Memory
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Photons,

Fig. 1. An example of our system model in the ground-to-LE®figuration.

channel, and determination of the final entanglement. elements of the total density operator of the resulting chixe
statept are calculated by averaging the elements of density
A. System Model operator p(n) over all possible transmission factors of the

In free-space channels the transmittance fluctuates dug@@ing channel giving* = [ p (1) p (n) dn.

atmospheric effects. Such fading channels can be chaiwtder  Symmetric Setting. In this setting we will assume the
by a distribution of transmittance (transmission) factpigith  satellite initially possesses a two-mode entangled staité,
a probability density distributiom (). Consistent with other one mode, mode 1, transmitted to the ground station 1 over a
recent studies [7][19].[30], we will assume that transaritte fading downlink with probability density distributiop; (1),
fading arising from the atmosphere is due only to beam wawhile the other mode, mode 2, is transmitted to the ground sta
der. Assuming the beam spatially fluctuates around the certien 2 over a different fading downlink with probability dsity
of the receiver's aperture, the probability density dimition distribution p2(n2). Here, the two fading downlinks are as-
p (n) can be described by the log-negative Weibull distributiosumed to be independent and identically distributed. Tie de
[30], sity operator of the two-mode state at the ground stations fo

- (21 12 (2) each realiza’Fion of the transmission factgrsand is given
p(n) == (2 m@) exp (__2 (2 ln@> by th_e density operatop(nl,n?). The elements of the total

Oy VsN Ui 20} density operator of the resulting mixed stateare calculated
(1) by averaging the elements of density operafay , 72) over all

for n € [0, no], with p(n) = 0 otherwise. Hereg? is the possible transmission factors of the two separate fadiag-ch

beam wander variancey, is the shape parametet, is the nels givingp' = 0"“ O”“ p1 (m) p2 (n2) p (n1,m2) dyrdns.

scale parameter, ang is the maximum transmittance value. oy two key performance indicators will g, v, the entan-
The latter three parameters are given by glement (logarithmic negativity); an®, the entanglement-
B exp(—4h) 2 [47] o2 -1 generation rateFy represents the entanglement generated
Vs = 8h1—exp(—4h)lo [4R] {ln (l—exp(—4h)10[4h] )} between two stations following the transfer of a pulse tigitou
the lossy fading channel(@)andRE encapsulates directly the
I— ﬂ[ln (1 202 )}‘(1/75) (2) probability of creating the initial state. Introducing., the
—exp(—4h)Io[4h] creation probability of the initial state (we adopt = 1 for
TMSYV states), we hav&®y = P. Ern. Note, Rg is in units
of entanglement per initial pulse, where by initial pulse we

77(2) =1—exp(—2h),

where I, [.] and I; [.] are the modified Bessel functions, and
whereh = (3/W)?, with 3 being the receiver aperture radius

and W the beam-spot radius. In our Subsequent Ca|cu|ati0n51When one mode is retained by the sender, the pulse refere tsettond
mode sent between the sender and receiver. When one modet ito sene

we will adOpt W = 1.'151 and let the mean fadmg loss bereceiver and the other mode sent to a different receiverpthige refers to
controlled only by adjustments to the value of. the two modes collectively.



mean the original TMSV pulﬁ. state arising from this process and its creation probghitjt,
The range of losses we consider cover a wide range @t given by[[26]
anticipated scenarios for a communication loop with LEO

satellites. Such a loop which should be well covered by |PSSs) = 3 qnln + 1),|n),, where

losses in the range 5dB (downlink) to 30dB losses (uplink), n=0

espemally \_/vhen we bear in mind the p035|b|I|_ty of adaptive dn = (1 _ )\sz) AT Vi 1 (4)
optic solutions being able to compensate significantly for

beam wander (e.gl_[32]). Although not our focus here, our 22 (1-32)(1-7?)

results will also be applicable to direct line-of-sightrestrial Pss = —q=wrar—

communications through air. Creation of non-Gaussian states via photon subtractidm tec

nigues as described above has been experimentally demon-
B. Entangled States strated [[38], [[39]. Note that use of other kinds of photon
For the Gaussian entangled state we adopt the TMSV statgtectors such as on/off detectors for obtaining a PSS state
This state is generated deterministically by non-lineaicap from a TMSV state has been studied (inl[17], but we will not
processes (e.gi-[12]), and is described in the Fock ba3|sCé)§3|39r SUth PrO(ljUCtLOH here. ) . I
n Addition of single photons to coherent states and therma
[TMSV) = Z Gnlny|n)y, Where g, = AV =A%, states of light has been experimentally realiZed [40]), .[#bf
where A = tanhr, r € R being a squeezing parameter, angeneration of our PAS state, we assume a single photon is
indices 1 and 2 indicating the two modes. The two-mod&ided to each mode of a TMSV state at a beam splitter, with
squeezing in dB is given by 10log; (exp(—2r)). the outputs of the beam splitter entering photon detectors.
For non-Gaussian entangled states we consider photgphen a vacuum state is registered in both detectors simulta-
subtracted squeezed (PSS) states [13], [14], [16], [1E], [2neously a pure non-Gaussian state is obtained with pratyabil
[26], [29], [33], photon-added squeezed (PAS) staies [15},,. The resulting normalized state and its creation proktgbili
[16], [26], [33], [34], photon-replaced squeezed (PRS)esta are given by[[25],[[34]
[23], [26], and NOON states [85]=[87]. Such states cover
a wide range of the non-Gaussian state possibilities, and |PASy) = Z qn|n);|n)y, where
represent the non-Gaussian states most likely to be used in n=0
future quantum application and communication deployment
scenarios. qn =/ %(/\TQ) “'n ®)
For generation of a PSS state, we assume each mode of an
incoming TMSV state interacts with a vacuum mode in a beam (1-22) (142274) (1-72)?
splitter with transmissivityl” (all beam splitters discussed here (1=x21)?
will have their transmissivity given by’). The two outputs A normalized PAS state obtained by applying the photon
of the beam splitter feed single-photon detectors. Wheh beiddition as described above to a single mode of the TMSV
detectors register one photon simultaneously, a pure n@gate, and its creation probabilify,, are given by[[26]
Gaussian state is heralded with probabily,. The resulting o
normalized state arising from this process and its creation |[PASs) = > qn|n),|n + 1),, where
probability are given by [14]/117]/126] n=0

Pab:

|PSSy) = Z qn|n);|n)y, where q ( )( ) Vn
- (1-3%)(1-7%)
(1 >\2T4)’3 2 (3) Pas = W
" \/WZW(AT ) (n+1) Note also that in the process of photon addition the final prob

ability of generating a PAS state is obtained by multiplying
P,s (Py) by the production probability of the required one
(two) additional photon(s). Here, we will assume that sngl
We will also study a PSS state where the photon subtractiongi®tons can be created with probability Ghe.

described above is applied to a single mode of the TMSV stateFor generation of a PRS state, we assume each mode of a
(all single-mode non-Gaussian operations discussed héire WMSV state interacts with a single photon in a beam splitter,
apply to mode 2 of the original TMSV state). The normalizedith the outputs of the beam splitter entering photon detsct
When both detectors register one photon simultaneously, a

A2(1-22) (14227) (1-72)?

Pop = (1—X2T%)3

2The entanglement rate in units of entanglement/second gamalbulated
as TRy, whereT, is the generation rate of TMSV states (per second) at 3At the present time there exists no experimental techniquachieve this,
the TMSV source. IfP. = 1 for a state then its rate into the channellis. and therefore we can currently consider the entanglemeas realculated
However, in our comparison tests the valueIofwill not be important. Note under this assumption to be limited to upper limits. This sassumption
that for NOON states, by initial pulse we mean the initial NO&tate. (and limitation) also applies to our discussion of PRS andONCstates.



pure non-Gaussian state is heralded with probab#fity The probability of production forn > 2 NOON states (we note
resulting normalized state and its creation probabiligygiven two-photon NOON states can be created deterministicﬁlly).

by [ZGE C. Evolution of Entangled States Over a Lossy Channel

|PRSy) = i gn[n),|n),, where Unlike Gaussiqn states, non_—Gaussian states are not com-
n=0 pletely characterized by the first and second moments of
the quadrature operators. Therefore, we cannot quantdy th
I = 7= V1= XA D12 — (1~ 72))? evolution of non-Gaussian states solely through the canag
matrix. Previous works have looked at the evolution of non-
P, = 1-)2 . Gaussian states through noisy loss channels through a Maste
(1-T*X2) @)

equation approach[18], a characteristic function appgr¢2g]
or through a Kraus operator approachl[22].

We will employ the Kraus representation _[45] in order
to directly analyze the action of the channel on our states.
Considering a quantum state with density operatgras the
input of a trace-preserving completely positive channad t
output density operator of the channel can be described in an

Considering operation of the photon replacement as disdusgperator-sum representation of the fopgy,; = S Gopin G,
above on a single mode of the TMSV state, the resulting £=0

normalized state and its creation probability, are given by \yhere the Kraus operatois, satisfy f G¢G} = I, with
[26]

X [T+ (1 — 872 4 24T* — 32T° + 11T%) A2
+T4 (11 — 5672 + 96T — 561° 4 117%) A*

+T8 (11 — 3272 + 24T* — 8T + T8) X6 + T12 8] .

I being the identity operator. A néi_sg/ attenuator channel
|PRS,) = f: gn|n), |n), , where with the transmission factop < 7 < 1 and an additional
n=0 Gaussian noisg > 0 can be realized by the composition of
. two ‘noiseless’ channels; and~: via v2(¢) o v1(¢), where
Gn = Zp=V1— NARTH(T? —n (1 - 1T7)) ¢ =+/1+x/2 and¢ = n/+/1+ x/2. The Kraus operators

(8) of v5 and~; can be written respectively as,

G ()= 67 3 VO (VI=672) 67 fm o+ 0) ]
X [N+ T2 (14 (T? —4) A2 + M1)] . m=0 )

The creation probability of a PSS state and a PAS stateddd
reduced by increasing the transmissivity of the beam eplitt . > ’
. e . — N/ m+L \/1 — m

such that the creation probability is zero for = 1, while ¢’ (€)= Z " Cf( 1 CQ) ¢" |m) {m +£], (10)
the creation probability of a PRS state is increased with m_:° _ _ o
transmissivity, such that the creation probability is ooe fWhefemHCz is the binomial coefficient. From these operators
T = 1. We note that the resultant PRS state is identical to tiecan then be shown that the action of the composite channel
original TMSV state forl’ = 1. on the elementary density operatot) (n| can be written as

NOON states are another form of well-known non-Gaussi&22],
states. Such states have been studied extensively in the72(¢) ov1(¢) (|m) (n|) —
context of quantum metrology where they can be used to

_ 1=
Prs = imoxeye

obtain high-precision phase measurements (e.g. [42]). NOO , oo min{m.n} : :
states are described in the Fock basis |ABOON) = ¢ 2 VI G O Cyn G
75 (In),10), +10),|n),). Using the interference of a single r=0 =0 (11)

mode squeezed state and a classical coherent state on a | |\ (m+n—20) N o ¢
50:50 beam splitter| [43][ [44] demonstrated the expertalen (7<) (1-¢72) (1-¢)
production of NOON states up to = 5. On the theoretical , ,
side, different proposals for NOON state generation have * m — £+ 47) {n — £+ 1]

been considered (e.d. [35]=]37]). In_[35] it is shown how a Let us consider a two-mode entangled stdte) =
NOON state can be prepared from the vacuum stjtg) by ioj qn|n),|n), for which the initial density operator can be
applyingn times a non-unitary transformation which is im-=p
plemented probabilistically using only single-photon sms, Wte,
linear optics, and photo-detectors. In this scheme theraypti
probability for generation of the entangled NOON state is Pin = Z quq"|m>1<"|1 ® [m) 3 (nl,- (12)
given by P, = (n—1)!(2n)'~", and we will adopt this as the m=0n=0

oo o0

5In this work we will not consider the single-particle entiargent repre-
4A typographical error in theP,, of [26] is corrected for here. sented by the single-photon NOON state.



In the symmetric setting we assume one channel has transifita —b = ¢ — d anda — b + ¢’ > 0, otherwisepgpcqa = 0.
tancen = n; and noisey = x; (traversed by mode 1), and ondn the quantum limited attenuator channel for the asymmetri
channel has transmittange= 1, and noisey = x- (traversed case {» = 0), Eq. [1T) takes the following form

by mode 2). After traversing the channels the density operat a—b
. . — a c (1 _ 2) b+d (18)
of the output mixed state can be calculated in the Fock Pated = dafdeV "“a—b"te—d m, m,

basis through the use of Eq.{11), giving (see Appendix f@ g — p = ¢ — d > 0, otherwisepapeq = 0.
derivation),

D. Determination of the Entanglement
oo oo o0 o0

Pout = Z Paved|a)y (c]; @ |bY,(d],, (13) We adopt the logarithmic negativity in order to evaluate the
=0 b—0 =0 d=0 entanglement since it gives an upper bound on the dis#labl
. entanglement [46]. The logarithmic negativity of a bipa@rti
with I [46]. The | ithmi ivity of a bip@rti
statep is defined a¥iL n (p) = log, (1 + 2N (p)), whereN (p)
pabed = ((bly(aly) pout (l€),1d),) = is the negativity defined as the absolute value of the sumeof th
negative eigenvalues of’”, the partial transpose of with
o min{b+i—€d+l—£} min{bd} oo respect to either subsystem. For a pure entangled state in th
¢1 205" > Z Z Qot-0—0 Qd+0—/ S . -
3=0 o= form of [¢) = > ¢n|n),|n),, the logarithmic negativity can
n=0
X/ *Cop—t304Co—a—irr 4,0 C; U C; 14 be calculated analytically a&;n(|v)) = 2logy [ > an
n=0
(brdr2(e—e—) bttt (14) Hence, the logarithmic negativity of all our initial states
x (7 ¢1) - H)” ! (before propagating through the channel) can be calculated

‘ analytically (except thePSS, state and thePAS; state).
« (1 _ <12)J VPCpdC, b+=E Cyd+i=0'C, However, in general it is not possible to analytically detire
the logarithmic negativity of the states after transmisswver

b+d—2¢ the lossy channel.
x (¢2 <2)( )(1 — ¢ ) (1 - CQ) In this work a numerical method is deployed for evaluation
ifa—b=c—danda—b—L+¢ +5>0, of the logarithmic negativity in the general case. We deteem
the logarithmic negativity of our evolved states via the ake
otherwise pgpeq = 0. artificial cutoffs in the size of the density (matrix) opemat.
In this sense our approach is similar to that adopted_in [14]
Here, for the case of noiseless loss channels. Relativé tb [14], we
b = m, (1= Wl/\/m will need to introduce an additional cutoff term.
(15) Consider an initially entangled state in the form of Eql (12)
bo = m’ Co = m/\/m. passing through the channel. The partial transpose of the

evolved density operatop,,; in Eq. (13), with respect to
In the case of a quantum limited attenuator channel (Whe&igyde 2, is given by

x1 = x2 = 0), Eq. [13) takes the following form o o s o

= pout Z ZZ Zpadcbl C|1 ® |b> <d|27 (19)

Pabed = e—mag% ) ab+e 9d+e 9—0 b—0 c—=0 d—0
7 where paicr, = ((d|y(al;) pout (I¢)1|b)5), and where the el-
_nz)b—aﬂ“f (16) ementSpqqc, are zero unless +b = c¢c+d = F > 0.
! Note that here the partial transpose of the density operator
N TSRETTGH ngﬂl(l _ 775)13 is block diagonzil in the Fock state ba_sis, where the blocks
correspond taF = 0, 1,2, ... (corresponding to each, there
if a —b=c— d, otherwisepgpcq = 0. is a(F+1) x (F+1) block). For numerical computation
In the asymmetric setting mode 1 is kept at the sending saj the logarithmic negativity, we are required to approxiena
tion (and we set); = 1 andy; = 0), while mode 2 is passed p.; by limiting its size, i.e. creating a truncateg . In
through the channel, and in this case the density operatortioé symmetric setting, first we will set a cutoff af, i.e.
the output mixed state can be described by Egl (13), wherex (F) = Fyax, and then we will set a cutoff ofiin Eq. (14)
Pabed 1S given by or Eq. [18), i.emax (£) = lmax. The value ofFy,.x and /o, .«
introduced should be large enough compared with the mean
mm{b 0 photon number of the state, and the trace of the trungaffgd
Pabed = B3 >qa qc VPCwICyaCy 1 0°Cogrpr (~ 1) can be used as a measure of the validity of our chosen
0 (17) cutoff values. In our simulations in the next sections we wil
chooseF .« = fmax = 10 in the low squeezing regime (3dB)
and Fiax = fmax = 50 in the high squeezing regime (10dB).

X /Ty eyt 17 (1

y (1 B ¢2_2)e’ ((b2_1<2)(b+d72l’)(1 _ C%)aberg/



The logarithmic negativity can then be determined directly

from the negative eigenvalues of the truncatgd,. For the | Asymmetic Setiing |

asymmetric setting a similar exposition is utilized excejt 05T\ vl

will only need to set a cutoff od. AN == -pas |
Note, that the density operators of tR&S; state and the o7l ‘t«k = x EQ?’ ,

PAS, state are not in the form of Eq_{12), and therefore o ol X ‘@\ —<—E::b |

Eqgs. [14){(IB) cannot be used directly to evolve them. How- " 45| \\"*“~< e o pss, ||

ever, a very similar approach to that described by Egd. (14)- oaf ‘e

(I8) can be used to calculate the output density operator 03}

and the logarithmic negativity (the partial transpose d th o2}

output density operator is still block diagonal in the Fotates o1t

basis). Note also, that the density operator of a NOON state 0

is different from the form of Eq.[{12). Hence, again we are
not able to use Eqd._(1L4)-(18) to calculate the evolved tensi

operator. Instead, we utilize Eq.{11) to calculate the el Symmetric Setting

of the evolved state. However, in the case of noisy channels, ! ‘ ‘ ‘ ooz
the final density operator again possesses an infinite nuafiber 0%\ 0 - NOONS |
elements. Similar to before, we set a truncation cutoff thist ke PAS,
time on the?’ in Eq. (11). From the eigenvalues of the now < _::222 |
truncated NOON density operator, the logarithmic neg@tivi Ey -0- PSS,
is once again determined. el

Ill. RESULTS

Unless stated otherwise all calculations shown in this work
assume an excess channel (Gaussian) noisg 6f 0.02
(i.e. in symmetric settingy; = x2 = 0.02; in asymmetric
settingy: = 0, x2 = 0.02). We note a value of < 0.02 is
consistent with receiver noise in modern detector$ [47thén
first instance we ignore any realistic operational constsai
and probe the evolution of our states under conditions wherig 2. Logarithmic negativity of the ensemble-averageestasulting from
the initial entanglement of all states is equal. We cou Z?ensfitrzé(mp):fr;%itsymmemc (bottom) settings with éltess initially
have chosen other metrics as the equality condition (e.qg. N '

energy, covariance matrix), but these first calculationsebe

demonstrate the important role played by the relativeahiti 05 : : : : :
entanglement of the states, and will prove more useful when 045 e Noonal]
we come to discuss the impact of non-Gaussian operations on o4

the TMSV states within anticipated operational settings. 0.3}
In Fig.[2 the logarithmic negativity of the ensemble-averag 04

state is plotted as a function of channel loss. The top figure Eu

is for asymmetric channels and the bottom figure is for

symmetric channels (in this bottom figure the channel loss

shown is applied to both channels - thus explaining the rediuc

entanglement). Here we assume all of our states have the same

initial entanglement of 1 ebitH; y = 1) before transmission

(achieved for some states by using differently squeezdidlini

TMSYV states and applying non-Gaussian operations to them).

The TMSV state shown here has an initial squeezing of 3dBg. 3. Logarithmic negativity of the ensemble-averageesimthe symmetric

Note that the pure NOON states, regardless of the value sefting with a large Gaussian noise pf = x2 = 0.4. Again, all states

n, contain 1 ebit of entanglement. The abscissa correspofftflly possessiizy =1 ebit

to fon" n?p (n) dn, and represents mean fading losses under

different channels (different;). The fading losses shown

cover the range anticipated for satellite-to-ground lifiks. setting, andPSSy, in the symmetric setting), with both these

downlinks). states showing more robustness than the other states. Note
The main trend seen from Fi§] 2 is that in terms of rén the symmetric setting single-mode photon subtractioth an

taining entanglement, the TMSV state shows almost the sasiegle-mode photon addition lead to the same entanglement

robustness as the PSS std®8%, andPSS;, in the asymmetric robustness. Although not shown, similar trends (albeithwit

0.25




less entanglement surviving) are found also for the hidbes-
(uplink) channels. Taken at face value, Hi§j. 2 implies thsre

1.8 T T T T T
effectively no advantage in using non-Gaussian statesigjiro . ooz |
atmospheric fading channels if the initial entanglemersuah B AN -,
states is equal to the TMSV state. a, " el PRiz

The impact of much higher Gaussian noise in the symmetric Vg . PRS, ||
. .. . . . T N =0~ PSS,
setting is investigated in Fig] 3. Here we have adoptgd & TR, e .
x2 = 0.4 simply to highlight the effect large Gaussian noise I -

can have on the relative robustness of the states. As we see,
such a high noise level has a major impact on the entanglement
trends, with in this case the TMSV state evolving to zero
entanglement for very low losses, but with most of the other
states retaining their entanglement relatively bettee Mriost
robust state shown here is the= 2 NOON state. Clearly, in
these higher noise conditions, most of the non-Gaussigéessta

perform better than the TMSV state. 'R ‘ ‘ ‘ " [—e— noonz
We now investigate initial conditions more likely to be AN vl
present in operational scenarios. We consider a scenario in 0e e PAS,
which all the non-Gaussian operations are applied to idahti o7 Eiib |
TMSYV states. For each non-Gaussian operation we select an &, °° =0 PSS, ]
optimal value off. The determination of the optimdl is a o e ]

function of the initial squeezing of the TMSV state, and also
whether it is the initialE; y or Rg that is being maximized.
Optimizing Er y for PSS states and PAS states always leads
to an optimal value off’ = 1, independent of the initial
squeezing R brings in the creation probability of the initial
state P. (where P, refers to the relevanby,, P, etc. of
Sec. Il) and therefore brings in an additional dependence on
T, relative toE v .

In Fig.[4 the evolution ofE;y (top) andRg (bottom) is Fig. 4. TheEy (top) andRy (bottom) in the asymmetric setting where
shown for an initial TMSV state of 3dB sql_Jeezing. In Hig. ﬁqoenfggﬂs;gfzpsgf;ﬁou? a squeezing of 3dB, this state peised for the
the same results are shown for a squeezing of 10dB on the
initial TMSV state. Again,Ery and Rg of the ensemble-
average state are plotted as a function of the mean fading ] - ) ) ]
loss. The top figures of Fig§l[@-5 clearly show the benefifly non-unity prop_ablhty associated with t_he genera_tlbﬂne
of applying the non-Gaussian operations to the TMSV statéd1gle-photons utilized in the non-Gaussian operationsois
Assuming that the sending rates (into the channel) for @fcounted forin these plots &fx (e.g. heralded single-photon
the states are equal, then some non-negligible advantagéJ%FFerat'on via a TMSV would entail an additional factor of
utilizing non-Gaussian states would be obtained. Howeagr, A~ (1 — A%) per photon).
can be seen from thE values in the bottom plots of Figs. 4- A final result for this section is given in Figl 6 where we
B, once the probability of generation is taken into accoufPnsider the symmetric scenario in which an initial TMSV
any advantage gained from non-Gaussian states disappe¥f€ Of 3dB squeezing is utilized. The general trends we
We can also see that single-mode non-Gaussian operatiensigcussed above are again seen, albeit at lower entanglemen
more useful for the entanglement-generation rate thamtbe t Values and rates (relative to the asymmetric setting) as a
mode operations - consistent with the former being producé@nsequence of the equal mean fading loss in both channels.
with h|gher probabmty Furthermore, the PAS states areamo Additional calculations beyond those illustrated in this
useful than the PSS states in terms of the entang|eme$gction have been carried out, covering the full spectrum of
generation rate, again since the PAS states are created WHRospheric channel and noise conditions anticipated to be
higher probability. Note that as discussed earlier wifies 1 relevant to LEO communications. All of these calculations
the replacement operation has no effect on the initial TMSi@sult in similar trends to those indicated above.
state. However, optimizind?g for PRS states results in an
optimal value of 7" = 1. As such, the photon replacement
operation is redundant in this context - the initial PRSestat Let us now assume a slightly modified scenario in which
at the operating poinf” = 1 is not a non-Gaussian state buthe variable transmittance is measured via the use of aaepar
rather just a TMSV state (other valuesBfor PRS states may coherent signal (e.g. a local oscillator in an orthogonddpo
have benefits in other contexts). We also remind the readér tlzed mode to the signal sent through the channel). Although

IV. DISTILLATION, MEMORY AND SINGLE PHOTONS
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Fig. 5. TheEpN (top) andRg (bottom) in the asymmetric setting whereFig. 6. TheFE y (top) and Rg (bottom) in the symmetric setting where
the initial TMSV state had a squeezing of 10dB, this statadeised for the the initial TMSV state had a squeezing of 3dB, this state gpeised for the
non-Gaussian operations. non-Gaussian operations.

= = = PAS
=0~ PSS i
TMSV (upper bound)

this adds some complexity to the system, the entanglement
generated between stations will be enhanced. In this iostan

the TMSV states collected at the receiver during each trans- | ®ge 2=~ TSV (ower ound n oiey hannet)
mittance window are Gaussian. 4l "8

Fig. [4 shows the values oRg in this scenario for the “; sl
TMSV (marked as TMSV (upper bound)), the PASand g

the PSS states in the noiselesg( = x2 = 0) asymmetric
setting. Here a squeezing of 10dB on the initial TMSV state
is adopted, and the logarithmic negativity is calculated as
Ern = [J°p(n) Ern (n) dn, where Epy () is the loga- B ‘ ‘ ‘
rithmic negativity of a state that has traversed a channel of ° ° Mean Fading Loss (dB) *
transmittance). The entanglement-generation rates shown are

then R = P.Ern, where P, refers to the relevanf,; and Fig. 7. Comparison of TMSV entanglement with the upper boanchon-
P, of Sec. Il (P, =1 for TMSV states). The entanglement-Gaussian distillable entanglement.

generation rates are higher (factor 2) in this case reldatve

the ensemble-average case, and quantifies the gain acfioeved

the additional Complexity of Sending a local oscillatormhngh upper bound on the distillable entang|en@M{e also note

the channel. that the conditional entropy provides a lower bound on the
There remains the question as to whether, given some

Optimized distillation procedure, the non-Gaussian stateild 6f the ensemble state is used a different (weaker) bound éslet since
d high | . h logarithmic negativity is not a convex function. This diff@t bound is given
produce a higher entanglement-generation rate than tiat FHy Epn = log, [1 + 2f0"017(77) N (1) dn] where N (1) is the negativity

duced by TMSV states. However, we note tHat iS an of a state that has traversed a channel of transmittance




distillable entanglement [48], [49]. The conditional ety is the TMSV state) dependent on the transmittance measurement
calculated asElcg = fO”Op(n) Ecg (n) dn, whereEcg (n) being above some thresholg,. When below this threshold
is the conditional entropy of a state that has traversedttee sending station stores all non-Gaussian states prdduce
channel of transmittancg. Ecg () is given by Ecg (n) = from the TMSV state. Consider the following relation for som
S(p1) — S(p), whereS(.) is the von Neumann entropy,is atmospheric channel and for some non-Gaussian state dreate
the density operator of the state after each realization, of from a squeezed TMSYV,
and p; refers to its reduced density operator with respect to - ng
the mode 1. The rate for the TMSV state (marked as TMSV Pe [, PODELN ()dn (20)
(lower bound)) based on the conditional entropy is also show 0”“ p(n)EY 5 (n)dn —
in Fig.[d. Since the TMSV state after each realization;o$
still Gaussian, its conditional entropy can be calculatednf where . = Probability [n > 7.,], and EZ?V(Q) is the loga-
its covariance matrix. For a given covariance matrix in thethmic negativity of the non-Gaussian (Gaussian) statd th
form of M = {A, C;C7T, B}, the entropies can be calculatedhas traversed a channel of transmittancéf there existed a
as S(p1) = f(y/det(A)) and S(p) = f(n) + f(v2), non-Gaussian state that satisfied Hql (20) for sgme> 0,
where f(z) = ””T“logQ (””T“) - 17—110g2 (IT—l) andv; o = then a quantum memory that could store the non-Ga}ussian
(At /AT 4det(]V[))/2)1/2 where A — det(A) + state for a timescale of _ordeﬂsts(;fl - 1), whgre At is
' - the channel coherence timescale, would provide equality of
det(B) + 2det(C). the entanglement rates produced by the Gaussian and non-
We can see from Figl]7 that distillation on the nonGaussian states. However, for the non-Gaussian stateswse ha
Gaussian states shown will not lead to any improvement #topted (and their associatéd values), we find no solution
the entanglement-generation rates relative to those ff@m to Eq. [20) for some,;, > 0 in any realistic channel settings
TMSV state (the distillable entanglement lower bound on thand useful initial squeezing values). Further, in thisdssion
TMSV state is greater than the upper bounds on non-Gaussja have ignored gains to be had by also storing the TMSV
states). This same conclusion is reached for all other nafiate. As such, a more likely use of quantum memory in
Gaussian states studied. In faBt; of the other non-Gaussianthe context of high-loss atmospheric channels would be in
states studied is below that of the non-Gaussian statesnsh@iyuations where both types of states are stored in memory
in Fig.[d. This figure also shows the TMSV rate based on it as to produce a true ‘on-demand’ system. Assuming only
conditional entropy in the case of a noisy asymmetric chlnngutput from the quantum memory is used for transmission,
with x1 = 0, x2 = 0.02. As we can see for losses greater thafhe entanglement rate generated between stations (by any
about 10dB the distillable entanglement lower bound on ﬂg@te) would simply increase linearly with the timescale of
TMSV state falls below the upper limit on the non-Gaussiafie memory.
states. For a noisy asymmetric channel and initial squgezin Finally, it is perhaps worth considering our results in
of 10dB on the initial TMSV state, we fing> must be less relation to the entanglement generation-rate over atmeraph
than approximatel$.01 (an attainable limit) for our argumentchannels achievable by the transfer of single photons (goan
on no improvement from distillation to be valid across abommunication with LEO using single-photon technology has
channels Ios_ses we consider. A similar result would apply fgen achieved recentli1[6]). In the single-photon settimg t
the symmetric case. loss manifests itself directly as a reduced detection Fite[8
Distillation can still play a role in enhancing the qualign¢  (top) showsR, the ratio of the entanglement-generation rate,
tanglement) of a received state relative to direct transiois R, achieved by asymmetric transfer of the TMSV state (our
of a TMSV state. However, the results of Hig. 7 (even thoughate with the highesRz) to that achieved by single photon
they apply only strictly in the infinite limit of state number transfer. Here we have assumed the channel transmittance is
do imply that for optimizingthe number of received pulses measured, the single photon is the entangled partner of a
above a specific entanglement target in a low-noise channel, Bell pair, and the rate of TMSV generation is equal to the
direct transmission of modestly squeezed TMSV states woutlgte of Bell-pair generation. We have set = y» = 0.02
be superior (the more squeezing the better). for the CV entanglement determination, but have ignored any
Of course this last implication could be altered if a geradditional noise terms in the single-photon detectors gr an
eration rate of non-Gaussian states beyond that adopted hreduction in the Bell pair entanglement caused by secondary
could be achieved. One route to this would be through tlwhannel effects (e.g. depolarization). We have also asswane
availability of a long-term quantum memory coupled to a formerfect Bell pair source (i.e. only pure two-photon Belltasta
of classical post-selection at the receiver. In such a s@engroduced). The ratio of the entanglement rates are shown as
the receiver will feedback to the sender a transmittance- meafunction of the initial squeezing of the TMSV state, and
surement of the channel - possible due to the long coheremsea function of the fading channel loss. From this idealized
time of the channel (in the milliseconds range). On receipetting for the single-photon production, we can see thavab
of this classical message, the sending station will makeapproximately 3dB squeezing (current state-of-the-ar0dB
decision on whether to send the non-Gaussian states psiyviol50]) the entanglement in the TMSV states dominates for all
stored in memory (in addition to those being produced frofading losses studied.




The comparison in Fig.18 (top) is of limited value in its
own right for several reasons, most important of which is
the fact that the forms of entanglement being compared are
fundamentally different. A true comparison of the merits of
CV versus Bell-pair entanglement technologies is comphek a
ultimately requires performance evaluation in the contafxt
some operational measure (indeed operational measures are
useful even in comparison amongst CV states - entanglement
is not always a unique measure of operational efficiency). An Mean Fading Loss (dB)
important operational measure would be the key rates of QKD.

The results shown in the middle figure of FId. 8 for the
same asymmetric setting illustrate the ratio, definedRas
of the key rates of a CV entanglement-based QKD scheme
relative to a discrete entanglement-based QKD scheme. For R,
the CV case, we have adopted the secret key r&dtg,

(bits per initial pulse) of a reverse reconciliation schemith 0l

homodyne detection by the sender and receiver. This iselbriv 20
asKcey = fonop (n) Kev (n) dn, where Koy () is the key Mean Fading Loss (dB) o0 Squeezing (dB)
rate resulting from a TMSV state that has traversed a channel
of transmittance; (we do not investigate key rates generated
by our non-Gaussian states due to their low production rates
in realistic operational settings). Since the TMSV stateraf
each realization of; is still Gaussian, the CV key rate can
be calculated through the use of Egs. (5)-(11) of [51]. Again
we have sel; = x2 = 0.02 for the CV system. The discrete
QKD scheme adopted here is the entanglement-based QKD
of [52], in which a source emits a state described by Eq. (2)
of [52] (at the same generation rate of the TMSV state)
which is then transmitted through the fading channel to the

recelvgr. The secret key ratépy (bits per initial pulse) can Fig. 8. A comparison of CV and discrete systems. The entamgi¢ ratio

be derived as{py = fono p(n) Kpv (n) dn, whereKpy (1) R (top) and the key-rate ratide;, (middle) in the asymmetric setting with

is the key rate resulting from a state (described by Eq. (2) @fpect to the initial squeezing of the TMSV state, and thamiess of the

52) tathas vaversed  chanel of uansmitapck  (7) 240 s Th sk ot b e syt g v spec

is determined through the use of Egs. (9)-(12)[of [52], Wnthat, in the middle figure the CV key rate is 0.07 (bits periahipulse) at the

the variables defined in_[52] set gs= 0.5, f(E,) = 1.22, mean fading loss of 11dB and squeezing of 9.5dB.

You = Yop = 6.024%x1076, ¢y = 0.5, e4 = 0.015, and a value

of u = 0.175[1 The ratio Ry, is then given byKcv /Kpy.

Note, this ratio implicitly assumes the number of exchangg$ the intrinsic advantage infinite-dimension Hilbert spac

between sender and receiver are infinite. Note aISO, in cbmersystems possess, and show that this advantage can pem’ist ov

largely remove detector issues from the comparison we hayg fading channels anticipated for communications betwee

set all detector efficiencies to(the efficiency of the homodyne terrestrial stations and low-earth orbit satellites.

detectors will likely be larger in practice). In the bottom figure of Fig.]8 we repeat our comparison of
As can be seen from this middle figure, significant erhe quantum key rates just described, but this timefifau

hancements in CV QKD relative to discrete QKD are preserhannel losses. The dramatic differences seen here eetativ

Of course, any comparison of CV QKD and discrete QKkhe middle figure clearly demonstrates the impact the fading

is ultimately more complex than that provided here. Quiighannel can have on a quantum communication outcome - in

different detectors are deployed in the different schemgfis case on the quantum key rates of an entanglement-based

(different efficiencies, dark counts, etc.) and variantstio® Cv system relative to those of an entanglement-based qubit
implementation strategies (and assumptions adopted) tf bgystem.

schemes are available which can impact final key rates sig-

nificantly. Nonetheless, the results of the entanglemeset V. CONCLUSION

QKD comparison shown in Fid.] 8 (middle) are indicative In this work we have explored the entanglement robustness
of a wide range of non-Gaussian states against decoherence

7 This value ofy is effectively optimal. If put to a more practical setting under atmospheric fading channels. We have found that if the
of say . = 0.05 (as discussed i _[52]) the probability of producing a single

two photon Bell states is significantly reduced, and theor&tj, would then sending rates of all the st_ates could be equalized, e.g. via
be about twice that shown. an on-demand system derived from quantum memory, some

Squeezing (dB)

50

30 0 .
Loss (dB) Squeezing (dB)



non-Gaussian states can be produced and used to proyidg K. K. Sabapathy, J. Solomon Ivan, and R. Simon, Robusstra# non-
an entanglement transfer advantage relative to the usage ofcaussian entanglement against noisy amplifier and at@neairon-

Gaussian states. If, however, the non-Gaussian states@re pg;
duced (and sent) just-in-time via non-Gaussian operatons

ments, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 130501 (2011).
J. Lee and H. Nha, Entanglement distillation for contins variables in
a thermal environment: Effectiveness of a non-Gaussianatipe, Phys.

arriving TMSV states, then simply sending the arriving TMSV__Rev. A 87, 032307 (2013).

state over the atmospheric channel would most likely be !

S. N. Filippov, and M. Ziman, Entanglement sensitivity signal
attenuation and amplification, Phys. Rev. A 90, 010301 (R1L42.

best option in terms of the entanglement-generation rate. T[25] K. P. Seshadreesan, J. P. Dowling, and G. S. Agarwal-Gaussian
calculations presented here should be of value in assetsmen entangled states and quantum teleportation of Schrodraestates,

of the different technology solutions under considerafion
future space-based quantum communications.
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APPENDIX

into Eq. [21) gives,

oo oo min{b,d} oo

Z Z > Z Z%H 0 Qdto—0dy > X

a=0b=0c¢=0d=0 {'=

pout

min{a,c} min{b+£—¢' ,d+0—0"}

\/a C_j’ ccj, b+0—0’ Cj d+0—0 Cj

5'=0 j=0

% (671c) T (1 g2 (1 - ) 23)

X0t (a—b—tt'45) @)1 (O], @

¢2—2 \/bCZ, A, b+ =l Cyd+l=' (),

Let us consider an initial entangled state with density aper

tor in the form of Eq.[(IR). Considering the symmetric seftin

mode 1 (2) evolves according to Eg.{11) with transmittance

m (n2) and noiseyx; (xz2). The final density operator of the
output state can be calculated through the use of [Ed. (1

giving

o 00
Pout = Z Z gmQgn X

m=0n=0

oo min{m,n}

. I
N /M it O mCn Gy

5

J'=0

(o7 c) ™ (1= (1- @)

XIm—=j+30n—7+7'h®

=0

(21)

oo min{m,n}

Z Z \/mferl’Og,nflJrE’Og,mOEnCl

% (0716) ™0 (1 - 6 (1-2)

X|m =L+ ) y(n—L+ 1),

Now we will rewrite the above density operator in the follow:
ing form

oo oo o0 o0

Pout = Z Zpabcd|a’>1<cll ® |b>2<d|2’
d=0

a=0b=0 c=0d=

(22)

wherepapca = ((bly(aly) pout (|¢);]d),) . Comparing Eq.[(21)
and Eq.[(2R) we havey =m —j+ 75, c=n—j+75, b=
m—{+¢', andd = n—/¢+/¢'; which givesyn = b+(—1', n =
d+¢—¢ andj’ =a—b— ¢+ ¢+ j. Substitutingm, n, j/

b+d—2¢") (

< (67162)" 1-6;%)" (1-¢3)f

15<’|b>2<d|2,

whered; ; is the Kronecker delta function. From Ef.123), the
matrix elementg,;.q Of density operatop,,; can be written
in the form of Eq. [(14).

We can also use the density operator in Eq] (21) directly
to compute the logarithmic negativity. The partial transgo
pPT of the density operator with respect to mode 2 is given
by Eq. [21) except in the last term we have the substitution,

Im—C+ )y n—L+ ]y = In—L+ ) (m— 0+ 1],

For numerical computation of the logarithmic negativitye w
need to approximate’’ by limiting its size based on a cutoff
on the variables ofn,n,j’ and/’, i.e. creating a truncated
pPT We can first set a cutoff om andn, i.e. max (m) =
Mmax aNdmax (n) = nyax. By Setting these two cutoffs we
limit the size of the initial density operator, which meahs t
number of elements contributing to each elemenpff, is
limited. Now we setF' =m — j + j' +n — £+ ¢. From this

we see the maximum value gf and /¢’ is F, hence, instead
of setting two cutoffs oy’ and/#’, we can only set a cutoff on
F,i.e.max (F) = Fyax. By setting this cutoff we limit the
number of photons which are produced by the noise in either
of the modes. A final check on the truncated matrix (the cutoff
values) is that its trace is very close to 1 (more formally we
can set an accuracy parameteand ensure the trace of the
truncated matrix is betweeh— ¢ and1). For the asymmetric
setting a similar exposition can be utilized except thealges

j andj’ are not required.
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