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Abstract

We propose a general approach for the implementation of the hybrid entangled states consisting
of continuous variable (CV) and discrete variable (DV) states. Peculiarities of DV-CV
interaction mechanism on the beam splitter with arbitrary parameters is key for the for the birth
of the entangled hybridity provided that some measurement event is registered in auxiliary
mode. We show that the CV states forming entangled state can consist exclusively of either
even or odd Fock states. Various input CV states including Schrodinger cat state (SCSs) are
used at the input of the beam splitter where they mix with delocalized single photon. We show
the hybrid entanglement generation is observed at any values of the experimental parameters
used. Degree of the hybrid entanglement is evaluated. Conditions for generating the maximally
entangled hybridity are established.

Keywords DV-CV interaction mechanism, displaced number states, Schrodinger cat states,
even/odd CV states

1 Introduction

Many physical systems, involving photons, atoms, ions and superconducting platforms, are
used for construction of a quantum computer [1] and quantum processors with tens of qubits
have been demonstrated [2,3]. In general, despite the wide variety of the physical systems,
quantum information processing (QIP) comes in two different depending on the degree of
observable used to extract information from quantum state. If we deal with discrete observable
(which implies that its eigenvalues are discrete) then we can say about working with discrete
variable (DV) state [4,5]. If an observable has continuous set of the eigenvalues, we refer to
continuous variable (CV) state [6-8]. Accordingly, the quantum information processing can also
be divided into two areas: DV QIP and CV QIP, depending on the manipulated state.

It is completely natural to combine the two approaches in unified hybrid systems by
simultaneous use of discrete and continuous variables [9-13]. The advantage of the CV
approach to quantum computing lies in that quantum logic gates based on quantum teleportation
[6,14] can be implemented deterministically. However, the gates can be realized with restricted
fidelity due to finite squeezing which severely limits the CV approach to solving quantum
problems from a practical point of view. It is in conflict to the photonic manipulation
procedures, for example to qubit teleportation, which is probabilistic since the Bell state
measurement of the optical qubits is always probabilistic [15]. The main difficulty of the
photonic QIP is in the implementation of controlled-NOT gate. Suppose we have two photonic
qubits: controlling ay|H) + a,|V) and target by|H) + b;|V) being the superpostions of the
single photon in horizontal/vertical basis with corresponding normalized amplitudes.
Implementation of the photonic controlled-NOT gate physically means that a polarization of
the target qubit is flipped only if a control qubit is horizontally polarized. This is equivalent to
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superimposing a m phase shift between two polarizations conditioned by the existence of
another photon in definite polarization. Undoubtedly, this is a nonlinear effect that could be
realized in nonlinear optical media. This phenomena can be realized in third-order nonlinear
media where the refractive of medium varies with the input light power growing. However
currently, no optical material is known in which the nonlinear = phase shift could be performed
with an acceptable material length taking into account the decoherence effect. Note also that
the restriction applies to both DV qubits of different encoding (for example, to superposition of
vacuum and single photon a,|0) + a,|1)) and CV QIP. Note that information of qubits is more
robust and can be protected against errors.

Here we consider the possibility of circumventing this limitation due to the peculiarities of
the interaction of the CV states with photonic qubits on a beam splitter (BS) without increasing
the initial power of the input light states which implies the use of exclusively linear optical
elements including photodetectors. We note the nonlinear nature of the interaction which leads
to the desired shift by mr on the target state. We call this type of interaction as a DV-CV nonlinear
interaction mechanism on the BS [12,16]. We use this type of interaction to generate the hybrid
entangled states consisting of, in general case, even/odd CV states and DV (vacuum, single
photon) states. In our case, the output hybrid state is formed from components that are described
in Hilbert spaces of various dimensions: finite and infinite, respectively. Interest to the
generation of the hybrid states has significantly grown [10, 17-20] since it is believed that the
states can be used to resolve the fundamental problems of the QIP by linear optics. Here, we
show the possibility of generation of the deterministic entangled hybridity when Schrodinger
cat states (SCSs) interacts with delocalized photon on beam splitter. The generation is detected
at arbitrary initial parameters (BS parameters, size of the SCSs) and occurs when any
measurement outcome is recorded in the auxiliary mode. We show that the CV state containing
either even or odd photon states is entangled with the components of the DV qubit (either
vacuum or single photon) so that the output entangled state can be described in four dimensional
Hilbert space. We also find conditions under which the measure of the entanglement negativity
takes on maximally possible values. We develop this approach and show how the DV-CV
nonlinear interaction mechanism can be used for deterministic generation of the hybrid
entangled states in the case of the CV states other than SCSs. We also consider the interaction
of truncated version of the CV state living in a finite Hilbert space with delocalized photon
which confirms the possibility of generating the entangled states from Hilbert spaces of
different dimensions. The theory being developed is exact and is based on the use of the
displaced photon states [21,22] which are, although key concepts for explaining the DV-CV
interaction mechanism, but nonetheless they are intermediate for the final results. Interest to the
displaced states is only growing [23-28] as an additional classical degree of freedom can be
used. In particular, the calculation technique with the displaced states as intermediate is used to
search for optimal strategies for generating large-scale SCSs [25] and manipulating these states
[26,27].

2. DV-CV interaction mechanism
2.1 Interaction of SCS and delocalized photon

Consider the interaction of the DV state being the delocalized photon occupying simultaneously
modes 2 and 3

|9)23 = agl01),3 + a1|10),3, 1)
where amplitudes a, and a, satisfy the normalization condition |ay|? + |a;|?> = 1, with the CV
state in mode 1 being even SCS with real amplitude B. The state is a superposition of two
coherent states with different amplitudes in sign | + 8)

1B:)1 = NO(1 = By + 1B)0), )



-1/2
where Ne(f,’) = (2(1 + exp(—ZBz))) is the normalization parameter. The beam splitter
(BS), which is described by the following unitary matrix

s=[0 7] @

where t and r are the real transmittance and reflectance coefficients (t > 0, > 0) respectively,
satisfying the normalization condition t2 + 2 = 1 is used to mix SCS with delocalized photon

as shown in Fig. 1(a). Here we used the notation Ne(g) for the normalization factor of the even
SCS different from the generally accepted whose meaning will be clear below. Note that we
will get similar results if we make use of the odd SCS

1B-)1 = Nyaa(l = B1 = 1B)), O
-1/2
where N(fgzi = (2(1 — exp(—Z,BZ))) is the normalization parameter for odd SCS.

Suppose modes 1 and 2 are mixed on the BS as in Fig. 1(a), then output state can be written
as

BS12(I1B:)11@)23) = Ne(g)(BS12(| = B)ile)as) + BS12(|5>1|‘P>23)); )
due to linearity of the BS operator. Consider separately each of the terms in Eq. (5). Then we
have

BS15(] = B)1l9)23) = BS12(D1(=p)10)1|9)23) = (BS12D:1(=B)BS13)BS12(|0)1|9)23) =
D1 (—=Bt)D,(Br)BS12(10)1|9)23) = D1 (—=Bt)D,(Br)(ae|00)12|1)5 + as(r[10),, +
t]01)12)[0)3) = D;(—Bt)(ag|0)1|B7)2|1)3 + a1 (r|1)1|BT), + t[0)4]1, BT);)|0)3) =
F(Br)D;(—Pt) Xr=o(aoCon(B)[0)1|1)3 + a1 (rcon(Br)|1)1 + tcin(Br)[0)1)]0)3)|n)2,  (6)

BS12(1B)119)23) = BS12(D1(8)]0)1|9)23) = (BS12D1(B)BS12)BS12(10)11¢)23) =
D;(Bt)Dy(—=Pr)BS12(|0)119)23) = D1 (Bt)Dy(—p1)(ag|00)12]1)5 + a1 (r|10),, +
t101)12)10)3) = D1 (Bt)(ao|0)1| — BT)2|1)3 + a1 (r|1)1| — Br)2 + t]0)1]1, —B7);)|0)3) =
F(Br)D;(Bt) Xn=o(ao(—1)"con(Br)[0)1[1)3 + ay (r(—1)"con (BT)|1)1 +
t(—=1)""c1,(Br)]0)1)[0)3) 1), (7

where the unitary displacement operator D() with amplitude £ is determined by D(B) =
exp(Bat — B*a) with a (a*) being the bosonic annihilation (creation) operators and
BS{,BS;, = I with identical operator I and Hermitian conjugate BS;,. Here, we made use of
definition of the displaced number states (DNS) with some amplitude «

In, @) = D(a)|n), (8)
being intermediate in calculations. Here, we take advantage of decomposing DNS in the basis
of the number states [28]

In, @) = F(a) Xnzo cnm (@) [m), )
where F = exp(—|a|?/2). This decomposition follows from the fact that the infinite set of
Fock states {|n),n = 0,1,2, ..., 0} is complete and therefore any arbitrary pure state can be
represented as a superposition in a given basis with amplitudes c,,,,, (@) calculated as c,,,,, (a) =
exp(|a|?/2){m|n, a) so that the normalization condition exp(—|a|?) Yo _olcam(@)]|? = 1 is
performed for any number n. In our case, we deal exclusively with intermediate states: coherent
state |a) = |0, «) and displaced single photon D(a)|1) = |1, a) whose amplitudes are given by

con(@) = 7=, (10)
c1n(@) = = (n — |af?). (11)

As can be seen from the definition of the amplitudes (10, 11), it can be seen that the following
relations connecting co, (—a) (c1,(—a)) and cop (@) (c1,(@)) between each other take place
con(=a) = (=1)"con(a), (12)
cin(=a) = (=1)"Feyp(a). (13)
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The relationships (12, 13) are the key to the generation of the hybrid entanglement. Finally, the
output state in Fig. 1(a) after the BS becomes
BS1: (1B )1l9)23) = Ne(g)F(,BT) 21?:0(“00071(,37”)“ — pth+(=D"Bt))1); +
a1(rcon(Br) (11, —=Bt)y + (D1, Bt)1) + tcin (Br)(| — Bty +(=1)" 1| Bt)1))10)3) 1),
(14)
The coherent components of the SCS (2) simultaneously displace the state in one of the
modes of the delocalized photon (1) by an amount equal in magnitude but different in sign
(£pr) so that all exact information about the displacement of the mode state disappears. The
phase contribution of the states | — Sr) and |1, —Br) differs by one due to their different parity,
the effect which is akin to the action of the nonlinear effect (DV-CV nonlinear mechanism of
interaction). If a measurement outcome with an even number of photons n = 2m is recorded in
the second mode, then the following hybrid entangled state is generated

|Azmhiz = Nz(rt,)l(a0|.3+)1|1)3 + a1Bym|¥am)110)3), (15)
with the success probability
2
Pom = F2(B1)cozm (Br)PNS 2 (NS (B) /NS (88)) (16)

If an odd number of photons n = 2m + 1 is measured in the second mode, then another hybrid
entangled state is generated

|Azme1)13 = N2(2+1(a0|ﬁ_)1|1)3 + a1Boms1|Wame1)110)3), 17)
with the success probability
Pomsr = F2(B)|Cozma1 (B IPNS 3 (N (B) /NS (BE) ) (18)
Here, we introduce the following notations. So, the states |¥,,,) and |¥,,,,+,) are determined
by

2

|Wom) = Nom (|B-) + Az |1, 0dd)), (19)
[Wom+1) = Noma1(184) + Azimsq|1, eveny)), (20)
where even/odd SCSs |S,) and |B_) are given above in Egs. (2, 4) considering that now the

amplitude of the coherent states is ft. We also introduce the superposition of the displaced
single photon states (SDSPS) with amplitude St
|1, even) = NG (BO(I1,—Bt) — |1, ) = =2F (BONS) (BE) Bz C1zm (BE) [2m), (21)
11, 0dd) = Nigh (BO(1,—Bt) + |1, 8t)) =

2F (BON 3, (BE) Tino Cramar (BE) |2m + 1), (22)

where the normalization factors of the SDSPS are given by Nef;)(ﬁt)=(2(1—
-1/2

exp(=21t1?)(1 - 416t|%))) and NGB0 = (2(1+ exp(=21Btl?) (1 -

-1/2
4|,8t|2))) , respectively. We use the number 1 in the designation of the states |1, even) and

|1, odd) in order to show that these CV superpositions differ from known ones (2, 4) since they
are formed from displaced single photons |1, £t). We also use the notations even/odd inside
the ket vector to show that these superpositions exclusively contain either an even or an odd
number of photons as well as the states |B,) and |B-), respectively. Accordingly, we use

notation Nég'/lgdd for the normalization coefficients with a subscript showing the parity of the

Fock states and with superscript that indicates CV states from which this superposition is
formed. Accordingly, we can name the state |1, even) (Eq. (21)) even SDSPS, while the state
|1, odd) (EQ. (22)) is logical to call odd SDSPS.
The factors A,,, and A,,,,, are determined by
(0)
A = 7 Co2m(BT) Nogq (BE) 23
2m t Ciam(pr) N(Sil)d(ﬁt)’ ( )




T Co2m+1(Br) Nég)(ﬁf)

t Ci2m+1(Br) Ng,) Bt (24)
Note that the states (19) contains exclusively odd Fock states at any value of the parameter A,,,
(Eq. (23)) therefore, they are logically called odd CV ones. While the states (20) are infinite
superpositions of odd Fock states despite the value of the parameter 4,1 (EQ. (24)), therefore,
they are called odd CV states. Nevertheless, pairs of the states |0, even) |1, even) and |0, odd)
|1, odd) are not orthogonal to each other ({1, even|0, even) # 0,(1,0dd|0, odd) # 0), which

entails the following normalization factors Ny = (1 + Ay —
anN® (pe)N'Y —2|pt|? “A 250) 5 Ngpas = (14 |Agey |2
odd(,Bt) odd(ﬁt)exp( |,8t| )((,Bt) om t .Bt Zm) ) 2m+1 — + | 2m+1| +

NS (BONG (B)exp(=21Bt12) (B Apmer + BtAsmsr) )
(19)), and |W,,,,+1) (EQ. (20)), respectively.

The factors B,,,, and B,,,.1 defining entangled properties of the conditional hybridity (more
precisely this will be discussed in the next chapter) are written as

A2m+1 -

/2
for the states |¥,,,) (EQ.

_ . cuam(Br) NOBO 4
Bam =1t Co2m(BT) N(()?i)d(ﬁt) Zm (25)
(0)
m+1(BT) Ny gqa(BL) | _
Boms1 = tcn +1572 “odd 21111+1a (26)

Cozm+1(BT) Né?,) (BY)

which also determine overall normalization factors Nz(f,)l and N{Y  of the conditional states

2m+1
(15, 17)
N = (lagl? + lay 12|Byml®) ™2, @7)
N2(1t71+1 = (lagl? + la11?|Bamy11?) 712, (28)

Using the derived expressions, it is possible directly to show the normalization condition
Yom=0(Pom + Pams+1) = 1 is performed. We show three dimensional plots of the probabilities

P,, P;, P, and P; in dependency on B and t for the case of a, = a; = 1/+/2 in Fig. 2. In the
general case, the dependences of Py, P;, P, and P; are complex. So, we can say that the success
probability P, obviously prevails in the region of small values g for the BS with high reflection
t — 0. As can be seen from Figure 2, the probability P, takes the maximum possible values in
the case of § = 0. The value of £ = 0 will hardly be interesting for the hybrid entanglement, it
means mixing the vacuum with the state (1). If the value of S takes on values close to 0 but
nonetheless f # 0, then we can talk about generating the hybrid entanglement with a high
success probability greater than 0.9 in the case of t close to zero. The probability P, decreases
both with an increase in the coefficient of transparency t and especially with an increase in the
parameter S. Other success probabilities P;, P, and P; have wavy shape depending on . They
reach the greatest values already in the case of § # 0. Another observation is related to the
behavior of the functions with the parameter t changed. So even probabilities P,, P, take the
maximum possible values in the case of highly reflective beam splitter » — 1, t — 0, while
maximum values of the probabilities P;, P; are observed for highly transmitting ones with large
t. We also checked the dependence of the probabilities for other values a,, a, different from
those used in Figure 2. The results of numerical moderation show that the probabilities
qualitatively have the same shape as in Fig. 2 with small deformations.

The nonlinear mechanism of interaction between the CV components and the photon qubit
allows one to preserve the parity of the state rcy,(Br)(|1,—Bt); + (=1D"|1, Bt),) +
tcin (Br)(| — Bty +(—1)"L|Bt),) in the expression (14). Due to this, this state is orthogonal
to another CV component cy,, (Br) (] — Bt);+(—1)"™|Bt),) of the hybrid state for any values 3,
t and n. Otherwise, in absence of the DV-CV interaction mechanism, these components would
not be orthogonal. This mechanism can be extended to other interactions between DV and CV
states. It is worth noting that the odd SCS (4) can also be used in the optical scheme in Fig. 1
for conditional generation of entangled hybridity.
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2.2. Interaction of SCS and two delocalized photons

Due to its versatility, the DV-CV mechanism can be used to generate another type of the hybrid
entanglement. This type of the hybrid state involves entanglement between CV states and a
delocalized photon simultaneously occupying two modes. To do it let us consider the optical
scheme in Fig. 1(b), where now another target state
|0 )3456 = @9|0101)3456 + a1/1010) 3456, (29)

is used. The state is a state of two delocalized photons occupying four modes. Two beam
splitters BS;5 and BS,, in Eq. (3) are used in Fig. 1(b) to generate the new type of entangled
hybridity. The beam splitter BS;; mixes the state (2) with third mode while auxiliary coherent
state | — B1), with real amplitude £; > 0 interacts with fourth mode of the state (29) on the
beam splitter BS,,. The beam splitter BS,, is determined with real transmittance and reflectance
coefficients t; and ry, respectively. To generate the conditional states, two measurements are
used in auxiliary modes 3 and 4. Note that the interaction with the coherent state | — 3;), is
optional and is used only to generate the hybrid state with the delocalized photon. The
corresponding mathematical calculations are presented in Appendix A. Consider the case of
rn—>0andt; - 1.

If the measurement outcomes n = 2m and k in modes 3 and 4, respectively, are registered
(Fig. 1(b)), then the following conditional state is generated

|Azmic)123 = N(t)k(a0|ﬁ+)1|01)23 + a1 Bomic|Wami)1110)23), (30)
If the measurement outcomes n = 2m + 1 and k in modes 3 and 4 are fixed (Fig. 1(b)), then
the following entangled hybrid state appears

|Azme1kdi23 = 2m+1k(ao|ﬁ )1101)53 + a1 Bomy 1| Wame1k)1110)23). (31)
All other parameters are given in Appendix A. Here we have replaced the designation of modes

5 and 6 for the delocalized photon by 1 and 2 (5 — 2,6 — 3). To obtain the states (30, 31), we
believe that W), =~ | — B111), that is correct with high fidelity in the case of r; » 0 and t; —
1. The success probabilities to generate the states can be written as

Pamic = F2(BPF2(B1,) Cozm (BY)I? (Néf,{kzvk)_z(zv@(ﬁ)/zv“”(ﬁt))z (32)

Pamsik = F2BPF2(Bir) coomun BRI (NN ) (NO B /NSL(80)) . (39)
It is possible directly to check the probabilities (32, 33) are normalized Y ;n—o > xeo(Pomk +
Pymi1r) = 1.

The dependencies of the probabilities Py, (measurement of vacuum in both auxiliary third
and fourth modes), P,; (measurement of vacuum in third and single photon in fourth modes) ,
P;, (measurement of single photon in third and vacuum in fourth modes) and P;, (measurement
of the single photons in both third and fourth auxiliary modes) on the parameters of g and t are
shown in Figure 3 inthe case of ay = a; = 1/V2, 8, = 1, t; = 0.95. These dependencies have
some similarities with those presented in Fig. 2. So, fairly high success probabilities of Py, and
P, (close to 0.5) are observed in the region of 5 ~ 0. Sufficiently high values of the probability
of Py, are observed for any values of the transparency coefficient t, in contrast to Py, which
falls with increasing t. The contribution of the probabilities P,, and P;; is absolutely
insignificant in the case of small size |#| < 1 for any parameter values of t. If the parameter
| 8| begins to increase, then the contribution of the success probabilities P;, and P;, increases,
especially with t growing. We only note that the range of changes for P;, and P;, (in range of
< 0.12) is less than the range of variation of Py, and Py, which suggests that the contribution
of events P,, and P,, prevails over all other ones.

Note that one can also consider the generation of an entangled state of light in Figure 1(b)
without using a second beam splitter BS,,. The nonlinear nature of the DV-CV interaction also
allows the generation of an entangled hybridity of the CV state with a rather exotic DV state
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[101) 4+ |010). In this case, it will be possible to use the optical scheme in Fig. 1(a) and the
results presented in the previous section, except for the fact that the DV state will be different
from superposition of vacuum and single photon.

We also note that if we use the conversion of the which-path encoding {|01), |10)}, of the
single photon in a polarization basis with horizontal |[H) and vertical |V) polarizations which
can be done by linear optics, then the states (30, 31) are transformed to |A,mi)iz =

N(t)k(a0|ﬁ+)1|H)2 + a1Bomic|Womi)11V)2) and |Aomi1k)12 = 2m+1k(ao|ﬁ )1|H)z +
a1 Boms1k|Wom+1k)11V)2), respectively.

2.3. Interaction of truncated SCSs with photonic qubit

Generation of the SCSs, especially of a large size, in free-propagating light is a complex
problem of technically unsolved so far. As a rule, the research efforts are aimed at generating a
finite superposition which with some fidelity is truncated version of SCSs. However, these
truncated versions of the SCSs can be useful for practical applications. Consider the
manifestation of the studied DV-CV interaction mechanism on the example of interaction of
the truncated version of the SCSs with, for example, the state (1). In the case, in essence, we
are talking about the interaction of two DV states between each other. The difference between
the DV states is that they can be defined in Hilbert spaces of various dimensions. Consider a
truncated version of even SCS in (2) which is superposition of even number states living inn +

1 Hilbert space
M\ _
257) = N Bieo o= 1200 (34)

where the parameter N,, is the normalization factor and n stands for the number of terms in the
truncated version of SCS. It is interesting to trace whether it is possible to observe the
manifestation of the DV-CV interaction mechanism on the truncated version of the SCS in Fig.
1(a).

So, if we consider truncated version |Z§fl)> = N,(]0) + (B2/+/21)|2)), then the following
conditional states are generated

mé”)lg = Ng” <a0 (100 +£512),) 113 + aVT =2 <|1>1 + \Eﬁzt2|3>l> |o>3>, (35)
provided that vacuum state is fixed in auxiliary second mode and
m&”)w = N2 (~aotVT= 262[1) |15 + ayt ([0 + (62 = 2r2) £12),) [0)5), (36)
provided that single photon is registered in the second mode. Here, N, @ and N @ are the
corresponding normalization factors N(Z) (laol>(1 + B*t*/2D) + lay|2(1 — tz)(l +

364t4/2)) % and NP = (lagl?B4t2(1 — £2) + |ay [262(1 + (£2 — 2r2)2p%/2)) 2.
subscript is responS|bIe for the number of photons measured in second auxiliary mode, whlle
the superscript indicates that the conditional hybrid state was generated from truncated version
of SCS with corresponding number of terms.

Consider another version of the truncated SCS containing first three terms |Zl.(,31)> =

N5(10) + (B2/V21)[2) + (B*/V/4!)|4)), where N is the normalization factor. Then, the
following conditional hybrid states are produced

ao (100 + 2512 + E5 14y, ) 1), +
08) =g @)
13 a; V1 —t? <|1)1 fﬁzt 13) + \/734t4|5) >|0)3



th
—aptV1 —t2p? (|1)1 +B_,|3>1) |1); +
3) ©) V3l
I > =N 2 2y B? 2 24 BAt? IINCD)
13 ast (10); + (¢ = 2r5) o 12), + (2 — 42 B 14, ) (03,
provided that the corresponding measurement outcomes are registered in second auxiliary

mode. The quantities N(§3) and N1(3) are the normalizations factors. Note that the states (35-38)
in the first mode contain either only even or only an odd number of photons but not both at once
what is consistent to above results. The states in the first mode are orthogonal to each other.
This proves that the nonlinear DV-CV interaction mechanism is also applicable to the truncated
versions of SCS interacting with DV states and enables to produce entangled states between
two DV states. Consideration of the conditional states can be continued provided that truncated
versions of SCS (34) with larger number of superposition terms are used.

Now consider how the generated states can be close to the hybrid states resulting from the
application of genuine SCS (2). As a rule, the parameter fidelity is used for this purpose, which
allows us to evaluate the closeness of the states to each other. For two pure states, the fidelity

2 2
is defined as ™ = |<Qf,")|AO>| and F™ = |<Q§")|A1>| , when vacuum and single photon,

respectively, are registered in auxiliary second mode. The mathematical expressions used for
the numerical calculation of the fidelities are presented in Appendix B. In Fig. 4 we show the
dependence of the fidelities £ 2 (Fig. 4(a)), E (Fig. 4(b)), £ (Fig. 4(c)) and > (Fig. 4(d))
on the parameter g for various values of the transmittance t of the beam splitter. Since the CV
components of the states (15, 17) have a size St, then SCS (Eq. (2)) of large size g is required
to generate the hybrid entanglement for small values of the parameter t, which is expressed in

the fact that the fidelities £, >, £, £ and F® can take on sufficiently large values with 3
growing in the case of small values of t. As can be seen from the plots, the fidelity between
states in models with truncated and genuine SCS in Fig. 1(a) takes almost ideal value 1 in a
wide range of experimental parameters, which confirms the possibility of using the states (34)
in producing entangled hybrid states.

3. Entanglement of the generated hybridity

The conditional states (15, 17, 30, 31) are entangled. To evaluate the measure of state
entanglement, we will use negativity [29] which can be easy computed in a four-dimensional
Hilbert space. This quantity can be derived from the positive partial transpose (PPT) criterion
for separability [30] and has all required properties for the entanglement measure. The
negativity V' of a bipartite composed system AB characterized by a density matrix ¢ is defined
by N = (JleT4|| — 1), where T4 is the partial transpose of o with respect to the subsystem A

and ||@T4|| = Tr|eT4| = Try/(oT4)*pT4 is the trace norm of the sum of the singular values of
the operator o74, where (¢74)* means Hermitian conjugate operator of original o74. The
negativity value ranges from V' = 0 (separable state) up to MV,,,, = 1 (maximally entangled
state).

First, evaluate the measure of entanglement of the states (15, 17). The states |5.,.) and |¥,,,)
being CV components of the state (15) are orthogonal to each other {8, |¥,,,) = 0 regardless
of the value of the parameter A,,, (Eq. (23)). It follows from the fact the state |f,) contains
only even Fock states, while the state |W,,,,) is infinite superposition of odd number states.
Therefore, the conditional state (15) can be defined in a four-dimensional Hilbert space with
the basic states {|B:)111)2, |B+)110)2, |Yarm)111)2, [Wam)110)-}. The same approach applies to
the analysis of the entangled state (17) whose CV components are also orthogonal
(B_|Wym+1) = 0 for any value of the parameter A,,,,+1 (EQ. (24)). The state |B_) involves only
odd Fock states and |W,,,,+1) is only composed of even number state. The state (17) can be



describped in a  four-dimensional  Hilbert space with the base states
{UB-)111)2, 1B-)110)2, [Wam+1)111)2, [Pam+1)110)23. Calculations give the following results

N‘Zm _ 2lagllaqlIBaml (39)

B |ao|22|+|c|z|1|2|||BBZm|2’|

Qolld1l152m+1
lagl2+las[2[Bymsa|?” (40)
The same approach applies to states (30, 31) in calculating their negativities. Indeed, these states
can also be defined in the four-dimensional Hilbert space regardless of the parameter values
Aok (Aomsiir) (EQs. (23, 24)) and By (Bamas1x)- Pairs of the CV states (|54), [Wamk) ) and
(IB=), |W2m+1x) ) are orthogonal to each other as well as DV states (]01),|10)). This allows us
to define a four-dimensional Hilbert space as
{|even),|01),, |even),|10),, |odd),|01),, |odd),]|10),}, where | even/odd) states mean all
CV states consisting of either even or odd Fock states. Following the same technique, we have
the negativities

Noma1 =

_ 2|agllail|Bamel
Namie = TaoPotlar 1Byl (41)
O laolas Bl
_ 2|aglla1liBam+1k
Mm+1k _ (42)

lag|2+|a1|2|Bams1kl?’

Corresponding three-dimensional dependencies of the negativities NV, N;, Ny and N;, on
the parameters 8 and t are shown in Fig. 5 and 6, respectively. We present these dependencies
as the most typical observed by us. A high quantity of the hybrid entanglement is observed for
the states |A,) and |Ao) in almost entire range of the parameters § and t. For other states in
Figs. 5 and 6, there are areas, where the negativity takes much smaller values down to zero,
especially near B = 0. In general, the use of additional experimental parameters $; and t; in
Fig. 1(b) compared to the case in Fig. 1(a) may expand the possibilities for generating the
entangled hybridity. A deep ditch along the straight line f = 0 for the negativities v, = 0 and
N, = 0 with k > 0 is due to the fact that in this case no entanglement is generated. The lack
of the entanglement in the case can be verified by direct calculation. The negatives IV, and Ny,
take nonzero values even in the case of § = 0 that indicates about the generation of the
entangled (but not hybrid) states. Both negativities N5, Nom+1 and Nopmk, Nom+1x depend on
the parameters By, Bom+1 and Bomk, Boma1k, respectively, the parameters depends on the
decomposition amplitude of the displaced single photon c,;,,(87) (Eq. (11)). The amplitude
becomes equal to zero if either Br =+2m or fr =v2m + 1 for the case of g # 0 and
therefore, one might think that negativity also takes on zero values for given values.
Nevertheless, the parameters B,,,, Bom+1 and Bomk, Bam+1x @IS0 contain additional factors
N NyL. o and N}, N} o, that grade the contribution of c;,,(8r). Finally, the negativities
(39-42) never take zero values except of the case of § = 0 not being an example of the
generation of entangled hybridity. That is why the generation of the hybrid entanglement in
Figs. 1(a, b) is deterministic.

Conversely, the maximum negativity N,,,, = 1 of the generated states can be determined

from the condition By, (Bam+1) = Bamik (Bam+1k) = +/|a@ol/laq|. 1t follows from it the set of
initial parameters (|ayl, |agl, B8, t) for the case in Fig.1(a) and (a,l, |a,l, B, t, By, t1) for the case
in Fig.1(b) defines measure of the hybrid entanglement. The maximum negativity for balanced
(|a0| = |ay| = 1/\/5) superposition (1) is observed under such settings which provide
By (Bam+1) = Bomi (Bam+1x) = 1. If the experimental parameters are chosen in such a way
that By, (Bom+1) = Bomk (Bam+1x) # 1, then unbalanced (|ag| # |ag|) DV superposition (1)
should be used in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b). In Table 1 we present partial numerical values the
experimental settings that can be used to generate maximum hybridity in optical schemes in
Fig. 1(a). Note that the settings that guarantee maximum entanglement »;,,,, = 1 are huge. It
is interesting to note that maximum hybrid entanglement is generated both for insignificant SCS
amplitude values (8 = 0.1) and those values which are not yet available with perfect fidelity,
for example, f = 1.88492 in the case of n = 0. We could even say that, from a practical point
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of view, generating the hybrid entanglement with a small value of g (for example, g = 0.1)
may even be of more interest in practice. The success probability of generation of such
maximally entangled hybridity is high enough (P, = 0.969829 for f = 0.1) and SCS of such
small size can be realized into practice. The generation of maximum hybrid entanglement is
also observed for the case in the optical scheme in Figure 1(b) both in the case of use of balanced
and unbalanced superposition (29) (numerical data are not presented). In addition, in this case,
two additional parameters ; and t; can be used to manipulate the output hybrid entanglement.

n lay| la| B t Py, P
1.88492 0.3 0.0394327

1/V2 12 1.56391 0.5 0.159716
1.70713 0.8 0.350236

0 | v0.4796 | V0.5204 0.1 0.2 0.969829
V0.36 V0.64 0.1 0.5 0.833727
v/0.11486 | 0.88514 0.2 0.8 0.427518
70.4797 | V0.5203 0.6 0.2 0.693138
1/V2 1/V2 1.26429 0.8 0.270754
1/V2 1/V2 1.47621 0.9 0.262298

) v0.97767 | V0.02233 0.8 0.8 0.09011
v/0.96389 | v0.03611 1 0.9 0.127707
v0.85578 | v0.14422 1.2 0.9 0.214779
v0.44517 | V0.55483 1.3 0.8 0.266999

Table 1. The initial settings (|ayl, |agl, B, t) guarantee the generation of the maximum hybrid
entanglement M., = 1 in the optical scheme in Figure 1(a) with corresponding success
probabilities P,, P; in the case of registration of vacuum and single photon in auxiliary second
mode.

Note that this consideration is applicable to the calculation of the negativity for the entangled
states (35-38). The states can also be defined in four-dimensional Hilbert space
{|even),|0),, |even),|1),, |odd),|0),, |odd),|1),} regardless of their amplitudes. In this case,
the notation | even/odd) means all DV states that are formed from either even or odd Fock
states. Then, negativity is expressed by the same expressions (39-42) with the entangling
parameters B® =1 —2,/(1 + 3p%t*/2)/(1 + p*t*/2)  for the state (35), B> =
V1 —t2/(1 + 3B%*/2 + 5p5t8/41) /(1 + B*t*/2 + BBt8/41) for the state (37), B =
,8‘%/(1 + B4(t? — 2r2)2/2)/(1 —t?) for the state (36) and 31(3) =
B2/ (1 + B4(t% — 2r2)2/2 + [8t2(t2 — 4r2)2/41) /(1 — t2)(1 + B*t*/3!) for the state
(38). Using these expressions, one can find the values of the experimental parameters (8, t) at
which maximally entangled DV-DV states are generated.

4. DV-CV interaction mechanism on example of the states |W,,,) and |W,,+1)
10



In the previous section, we showed the possibility of generating the hybrid entanglement in the
case of use of even SCS (2). It is interesting to check whether the generation of the entangled
hybridity is possible in the case of using other CV states, for example, in the case of use of the
states |W,,,) (EQ. (19)). Consider the case of interaction of the state |W¥,,,) (Eq. (19)) with
delocalized photon (1). For this purpose, Fig. 1 (a) can be used in which the SCS is replaced by
the CV state |W,,,) in first input mode. For simplicity, we consider the state |¥,,,) with an
amplitude g (instead of Bt as in Eq. (19)) and also use the notation A,,, for amplitude of
|1, odd), nevertheless, implying its arbitrary value.

The DV-CV nonlinear interaction mechanism turns out to work in this case (Appendix C).
Using analytical expressions (C1-C6), it is finally possible to show that the optical scheme in
Fig. 1(a) enables to generate the following hybrid entangled states

l l
| D213 = Nz(f) (aol‘l’5§3>1ll)3 + a1le|qJe(12: )>1|0)3)1 (43)
provided that even number of photons 21 is measured in auxiliary second mode and
l l
|DP2ip1)13 = N2(2-1 <a0|lpe(12; +1)>1|1)3 + a1321+1|‘}’0(f1d+1)>1|0)3>, (44)

provided that odd number of photons 21 4+ 1 is measured in auxiliary second mode. Here, the
CV states forming the entangled hybrid states are the following

WD) = NEDR) + Cul, oda)), (@5)

W5P) = NED(1B,) + Dult, even) + Fy|2, even)) (46)
WD) = NEHD(1B,) + Coryal1, even)) (47)

WD) = NEYD(B) + Dareal1, 0dd) + a2, 0dd)). (48)

Again, as in the cases considered above, the CV states consist of either exclusively even
2D (21+1) 2D (21+1)
(|‘Pe,, > |Wer, >) or odd (|lP0dd>, |V, a4q >) Fock states regardless of the parameter values

Cy1/Cy141, D1/ Dy 44 and F,; /F5;. 4. Note also that states (45-48) include additional terms. So
the states (45, 47) additionally include a superposition of displaced single photons (either
|1, odd) or |1, even)), in contrast to the case (15, 17) with SCS as an input in Fig. 1(a). Also
other CV states (46, 48) include an additional state superposition of displaced two photon states
(C7) unlike the CV state with input SCS in Fig. 1(a). Analytical expressions for coefficients C,;
(C5), D,; (C6) and F,; (C7) are presented in Appendix C. The coefficients C,;,1, D,;4+1 and
F,;,, for the states (47, 48) can be determined by analogy.

The entangled hybrid states (43, 44) can also be considered in four-dimensional Hilbert
space despite CV nature of the states (45-48) in first mode. The states (45-48) can be defined
in a two-dimensional Hilbert space with basic states, either even or odd CV state. We note this
representation of CV states in a two-dimensional Hilbert space is possible despite the fact that
each of these states is determined by a continuous variable. DV state is also defined in two-
dimensional Hilbert space with base states either |0) or |1). Then, the base of four-dimensional
Hilbert space becomes {|even),|0),, |even),|1),, |odd),|0),, |odd),|1),} and negativity can
be calculated with help of the expressions (39-42), where now entanglement parameter is given
by
NSNS BO(tc121BrINSRG (B)~VEtT AamCaat (BTINS R4 (B))

By = Né,z,l)Nég)(Bt)Rzl ) (49)
NGNGB0 (11BN (BY~ZEr At (BONSL(B))
BZl+1 = N(zl+1)N( ) (50)

0
odd od)d(ﬁt)Rzl+1
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where we introduce the following normalization factors: Néig is for the state (45), N2 is for

the state (46), N2**) is for the state (47) and N34 is for the state (48). The analytical
expressions for the normalization factors are rather complex (therefore, they are not presented
here) since the states |B.) (|B-)), |1, even) (|1, 0dd)), |2, even) (|2, 0dd)) are not orthogonal
to each other. As a result, the normalization factors will contain nonzero cross factors like
(B-11, odd). And vice versa, the CV components of the states (43 ,44) are orthogonal to each

other, therefore the normalization factors Nz(lt) and Nz(ltll can be represented in the form
Ny = (laol? + lay |2 Boy ) ™V/2, (51)
Nyioy = (lagl? + lay|? 1Bz 1) ~V/2 (52)
Using the parameters, we can finally write an expression for the probability of generating the
corresponding hybrid state

N2, R?
Py = F*(Br) e (53)
(0)2 22 ,,)2!
Noga (BONGqq Ny
Py = Fz(ﬁ") NimRats1 (54)
Né?;)z(ﬁt)Néil+1)2N§§1_21

Similar transformations can also be carried out with the initial state |¥,,,.1) (EQ. (20)) in
Fig. 1(a) with rather tedious calculations and the result also will be the generation of an
entangled hybrid state with either even or odd CV states in first mode. Thus, we have shown
that the CV-DV nonlinear mechanism can be implemented for other CV states being input in
Fig. 1(a). The interaction of the CV state with vacuum on the BS preserves the parity of the
input CV state, while the interaction of the same state with a single photon changes the parity
of the output SM state. This allows one to deterministically generate the hybrid entangled states
(43, 44) that can be described in four-dimensional Hilbert space.

5. Conclusion

We examined the problem of the interaction of CV states with DV ones on the beam splitter in
the most general case for arbitrary values of the experimental parameters. The number of the
optical elements in optical schemes in Fig. 1(a, b) is irreducible and number of resources
consumed is minimal. We have shown the inevitability of generating the hybrid entangled state
in this simple optical scheme due to DV-CV nonlinear interaction mechanism. In particular, we
examined the interaction of the even/odd SCSs (2, 4) with the delocalized single photon (1).
This type of the DV-CV interaction can be carried out in a more complex form with two
delocalized photons (29) and one auxiliary coherent state as shown in Fig. 1(b). We also showed
that DV-CV interaction can be realized simply by use of input either even or odd CV states (19,
20). The final result of this type of interaction is the generation of the hybrid entanglement (43,
44) provided that some measurement event is registered in auxiliary mode. Moreover, either
even CV (containing exclusively even Fock states) or odd CV (containing exclusively odd Fock
states) states become entangled with the DV state. In other words, the CV states are orthogonal
to each other regardless of the choice of the experimental parameters, for example, size g of the
SCSs, parameters of the BS.

The reason for this effect lies in the behavior of the matrix elements (10, 11) being expansion
amplitudes in the Fock basis when the displacement amplitude changes to the opposite value
(12, 13) depending on the parity of the displaced state. This mechanism enables to maintain the
parity of the CV state interacting with DV one either vacuum or single photon. We showed that
the deterministic nature of the birth of the hybrid entanglement, that is, an entangled state is
generated for any fixed measured outcome. The measure of entanglement can vary over a wide
range, but there are also innumerable number of the values of the experimental parameters that
provide maximum entanglement of the output hybrid state. We also tested the possibility of
implementing the hybrid entanglement if a truncated version of the SCSs (as a more realistic
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version of the SCSs used in practice) is used at the input. We have confirmed the possibility of
generating entangled hybrid states (35-38) with sufficiently high fidelity at certain amplitude
values S of the SCSs. In this case, we can talk about the generation of the DV-DV entanglement
of the states of various dimensions. We have shown that the emerging entangled state can also
be described in four-dimensional Hilbert space. Therefore, it is possible to talk about the DV-
DV nonlinear interaction mechanism responsible for the birth of the hybrid entanglement.

Appendix A. Analysis of the optical scheme in Fig. 1(b)

We follow the same mathematical technique that was used to analyze the optical scheme in
Figure 1(b). So, we have

|8y mid1se = Ny (@0lB:)11Wi210Ds6 + @1 Bomic| Wamid1|—Brt1)2|10)se), (L)
if even number of photons n = 2m and k photons are fixed in third and fourth modes and

1A sk 156 = Nz(rt,)lﬂk(ao|,3—)1|ka>2|01)56 + a1Boms 1| Wame 1)1 —B1t1)1110)s6), (A2)
if the detectors register odd number of photons n = 2m + 1 and k photons in the modes. The
states we introduce are the following

|Womi)1 = Nomi (1B-)1 + Azmi |1, 0dd),), (A3)
|Wom+1kd1 = Noma1ie(IB+)1 + Azms1k] 1, even)y), (Ad)
|Wi)2 = Ni(ricox (Bir)11, =11+t (Bar) | — Biri)), (A5)

where the normalizations factors Ny, and N,,, .15 are determined by analogy with N,,, and
Nyms+1 presented above and Ny = (rZlcor(Bir)|? + t2lci (Bir)|?)~V2. The total
normalization factors of the state |A%,,x)156 and |A%,,41x)156 are given by

Nyove = (laol? + |as|?[Bami ™2, (A6)
N = (laol? + a1 | Boms 1D 772 (A7)

The factors B, and B,,,+1x determining the entangled propertied of two-mode hybrid states
can be written as

(0)
B - Cok(B1m1)C12m(BT) Ngyy (Bt) Ny ’ A8
Zmk cozm(BT) Nz()(t)i)d(ﬁt) Nomk ( )
(0)
(Bt) N
B =t cok(B1r1)c12m+1(BT) Noda k . A9
2m+1k Cozm+1(BT) N (Bt) Namek (A9)

The amplitudes A, and A,,,+1x turns out to coincide with A, and A,,,41 &, respectively,
in Egs. (22, 23).

Appendix B. Analytical expressions for the fidelities between the states (15, 17) and (35-
38)

The fidelity between the two types of entangled states, one of which is DV-CV (15, 17) and the
other DV-DV (35-38) can be calculated using the definition of the quantity presented above.
Here we only provide the final expressions for the fidelities that were used to plot the graphs

on Fig. 4. So, the fidelity between the states |Ay),5 (Eg. (15)) and |Q(()2)> (Eq. (35)) is given
13

by
E® = ar2(BONSP? (Jao|2(1 + B*£4/2) + ay|2(1 — t2)(1 + 38%t*/2)).  (Bl)
Similar calculations give the following fidelity
@) 2 Wz laol(L+p*tt/2+ poto/4) + )
Fy77 =4F“(St)N,
0 (BON, (|a1|2(1 —t2)(1 + 3B%t*/2 + 588t8/41))’

between the state |A,);5 (Eg. (17)) and |Q(()3)> (Eq. (37)). Here, the parameter Nét) is the
13

(B2)

following
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_ -1/2
Ne? = (laol>NS 2 (Bt) + s PNg2) (83)
with
— _ -1/2
No = (r2NG 2 (BE) + t21eso (Br) PN oy * () — 8rt?Beyo(Briexp(—26%t%)) . (B4)
Consider again the entangled hybrid state |Ay);3 (EQ. (15)) and the state |Qf)3)> (Eq. (36))
13

resulting from truncated superposition (34) with first two terms. Then, the fidelity between the
states is calculated
E? = 4F2(BON? (lag 262 (1 — £)B* + la P62 (1 + B*(t2 — 2r2)2/2)).  (BY)

The fidelity between |A;),5 (EQ. (17)) and the state |Q§3)>13 (Eqg. (38)) is given by

G3) _ )2 lao|?t?(1 — t*)B*(1 + p*t*/3) +
R = 4o (|a1|2t2(1 +BH(t? = 2rD)?/2 + BB (t? — 4r2)2/4!)>’ (B6)
where
N = (laglleos (BIPNSS 2 (B0) + lar2N52) ®7)
Ny = (r2leoy (BIPNG T (BE) + ey (Br)PNG 2 (B ) +
81t os (Fren (Frexp(=262t)) . (88)

Appendix C. Interaction of |¥,,,,) with delocalized photon in Fig. 1(a)

In the general case, the calculation of the output state resulting in the interaction of the CV state
|W,.) with a delocalized photon (1) is tedious. Consider it on example of the conditional state
when even number of photons 21 is measured second auxiliary mode. For convenience, we
divide the resulting state into two parts. First of them arises from interaction of the CV state
|W,m)1 With |[01),5 on the beam splitter in Fig. 1(a)

aoF (BrINSg *(BORy(IB-)1 + Carl 1, 0dd))[1)s. (C1)
If we consider the interaction of the CV state |W,,,,); with |10),5 on the beam splitter in Fig.
1(a), one obtains

aF(BrINY " (BE)Ry, (1B+)1 + Doyl 1, even), + Fy |2, even);)|0)s, (C2)
where we introduce the following designations
Ry = Con(BrINSGu(B) = Agmiz (BN, (B), (C3)
Ry, = t10/(BrINSon(B) = V2tr Ay Cani (BN ey (B), (Ca)
(0) [€h)

Czl — tAZmCOZl(ﬁr)l\(’f)dd(ﬁt)lvodd(ﬁ)’ (CS)

Rleodd(ﬁt)

NS (B0 (reot BN (BI+(£?~17) Aamer st (BN, () )

Dy = INGY) ) (C5)

Rleev (ﬁt)

 VZtrAgmcon (BN (BONSL,(B)

Note that we here introduced a new notation for the superposition of the displaced two photon
states (SDTPS) with an amplitude St

12, even) = N5 (BO)(12,—Bt) + |2, t)) = 2F(BONS (BE) sz Cozm (BE) [2m), (CT)
with corresponding normalization factor Ne(ﬁ). Using the expressions makes it possible to write
expressions for the entangled hybrid states (43, 44). The use of such a technique allows
obtaining analytical expressions for the entangled hybrid states (44, 47, 48). A similar technique
can be applied if an odd number of photons is detected in auxiliary mode. Amplitudes C,;, 1,
D,;.1 and F,;, 4 can be determined by analogy with C,;, D,; and F,;
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Rots1 = Conis1 (BN (B) — rAgmeini 1 (BHINSL(B), (C8)

Rhrer = traies (BrINogu(B) = V2 2tr Ayt (BrINg N (B, (C9)
tA2m0021+1(ﬁ7')N (BON 4B

Carea = Ry1+1N Gy (Bt) ’ (C10)

((,(Zi)d(ﬁt)(rcozlﬂ(,Br)N((,?i)d(ﬁH(tz—Tz)Asz1zl+1(ﬁT)Nodd(ﬁ))
Ry141Nsgq(BD)

\/—trAszozlﬂ(ﬁr)N((,dd(ﬁf)N((,b)d(ﬁ)
Ry111Noqa(BO)

s (C11)

Dy1yq1 =

Fpi41 = (C12)
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Fig. 1(a) Schematic representation of the optical design for generating deterministic entangled
hybridity |A,,,)13 (EQ. (15)) and |A,,41)13 (EQ. (17)) provided that even number of photons
|2m}) and odd number of photons |2m + 1), respectively, are registered in the second mode.
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Fig. 1(b) Schematic representation of the optical design for generating deterministic entangled
hybridity |As i) 156 (EQ. (30)) and |A,,+1%)13 (EQ. (31)) provided that even number of photons
|2m}) and odd number of photons |2m + 1), respectively, are registered in the third mode while
the detector in fourth mode fixes arbitrary number of photon |k). Two beam splitters BS and
BS; are used to mix SCS and coherent state (CS) with the state (29). S means the source of the
states (29).
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Fig. 2. Dependencies of success probabilities: (a) Py, (b) P;, (c) P, and (d) P; to generate the
hybrid entanglement in Egs. (15, 17) on 8 and t in the case of a, = a; = 1/+/2.
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Fig. 3. Dependencies of success probabilities: (a) Pyq, (b) Py1, (C) Py and (d) P;, to generate

the hybrid entanglement in Egs. (30, 31) on 8 and t in the case of a, = a; = 1/V2, B; = 1,
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Fig. 4 Dependencies of the fidelities F.2 (a), £ (b), F? (c) and F® (d) between DV-CV
(Egs. 15, 17) and DV-DV (Egs. (35-38)) entangled states on g for different values of the
parameter t
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Fig. 5 Dependencies of measure of entanglement negativity of the conditional states (15, 17):
(a) Ny, (b) V; on B and t in the case of a, = a; = 1/v/2.

Fig. 6 Dependencies of measure of entanglement negativity of the conditional states (30, 31):
(@) Nyo, (b) Ny 0n B and t in the case of ay = a; = 1/v/2, B, = 2 and t; = 0.95.
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