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The addition of a photon into the same mode as a coherent state produces a nonclassical state that has interest-
ing features, including quadrature squeezing and a sub-Poissonian photon-number distribution. The squeezed
nature of photon-added coherent (PAC) states potentially offers an advantage in quantum sensing applications.
Previous theoretical works have employed a single-mode treatment of PAC states. Here, we use a continuous-
mode approach that allows us to model PAC state pulses. We study the properties of a single-photon and
coherent state wavepacket superimposed with variable temporal and spectral overlap. We show that, even with-
out perfect overlap, the state exhibits a sub-Poissonian number distribution, second-order quantum correlations
and quadrature squeezing for a weak coherent state. We also include propagation loss in waveguides and study
how the fidelity and other properties of PAC state pulses are affected.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonclassical states are important resources for quantum in-
formation processing and probing fundamental properties of
quantum mechanics [1, 2]. A wide range of states have been
studied in the literature, most notably in optical-based sys-
tems, including Fock states [3], displaced Fock states [4, 5]
and different types of squeezed states [6]. In particular,
photon-added coherent (PAC) states [7, 8], where a photon
is added to the same mode as a coherent state, have received
much attention [9, 10]. They have applications in quantum
sensing [11–13] and helping to develop security protocols
in quantum key distribution [14–17]. Furthermore, the pro-
cess of adding (and subtracting) a photon in an optical field
has interesting physical consequences [18], enabling quan-
tum state engineering [19] and the probing of quantum fea-
tures, such as bosonic commutation relations [20] and quan-
tum thermodynamics [21]. In recent years, theoretical stud-
ies have investigated the generation of PAC states in cavity
and ion-trap systems [22], and their creation using photon-
subtracted states [23], amplification methods [24] and nonlin-
ear optics [25, 26]. Studies have also investigated their en-
tanglement properties [27, 28], robustness to noise and dis-
sipation [28, 29], in addition to their statistics [17], practi-
cal characterisation [30] and generalisation to more complex
structured states [31, 32]. On the experimental side, studies
have investigated the generation of PAC states by parametric
down-conversion [33], as well as the characterisation of prop-
erties, such as photon statistics and the Wigner function [34],
and degree of non-Gaussianity [35].

Although considerable progress has been made in the devel-
opment of PAC states, an important issue is that the theoretical
works carried out so far use a single-mode description, while
in experiments pulsed light is used, which naturally requires
a continuous (temporal) mode description [36, 37]. The re-
sults observed in pulsed experiments are roughly in line with
the single-mode theory, however, the impact of temporal and
spectral wavepacket imperfections on the properties of PAC
states cannot be predicted from a single-mode picture. For ex-
ample, it is not possible to predict how a mismatch in the pulse
duration of the single photon and coherent state wavepackets,
when added together, affects the sub-Poissonian behaviour
and quadrature squeezing. This may have an adverse effect

on the performance of the generated PAC states in quantum
sensing and other applications.

In this work, we use a continuous-mode formalism to show
how the properties of PAC states are affected by timing and
bandwidth imperfections, as well as loss from propagation
in waveguides. We study the photon-number distribution,
second-order correlations, quadrature squeezing and fidelity
of pulsed PAC states. We find that PAC states are reasonably
robust to temporal and spectral mismatch, as well as propa-
gation loss. The results of the work may help in the further
development of experimental schemes for PAC state genera-
tion and their use in quantum information applications.

In Section II we introduce the model for the work and some
preliminary details, including some mathematical relations
that will be used throughout the study. In Section III we in-
vestigate the photon statistics of continuous-mode PAC states,
including photon-number distribution and second-order cor-
relations. In Section IV we study quadratures and squeezing,
and in Section V we derive an expression for the fidelity. Fi-
nally, in Section VI we summarize our findings.

II. MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

A. Photon-added coherent state

A salient feature of the continuous mode formalism is the
use of frequency dependent photon annihilation and creation
operators â(ω) and â†(ω), respectively. The Fourier trans-
forms of these operators give the instantaneous operators

â(t) =
1
√

2π

∫
dωâ(ω)e−iωt (1)

and its Hermitian conjugate â†(t). These operators obey the
commutation relation

[â(t), â†(t′)] = δ(t′ − t). (2)

Using â†(t) a photon wavepacket creation operator may be de-
fined as

â†ξ =

∫
dtξ(t)â†(t), (3)
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FIG. 1: Generation and propagation of continuous-mode photon-added coherent (PAC) state pulses. (a) A scheme for generating a PAC
state using an optical parametric amplifier with a Beta Barium Borate (BBO) crystal. A coherent state is sent into the signal mode and a
down-converted photon is emitted into the same spatial mode via stimulated emission. A second photon is emitted into the idler mode and
used to herald the successful photon addition. Ideally, the stimulated photon is in phase with the coherent state and has the same temporal
shape. However, temporal properties of the pump pulse may affect the emission time, duration and shape of the added photon wavepacket. (b)
Propagation of the continuous-mode PAC state pulses in three example waveguides: (i) surface plasmon polariton (SPP) nanowire, (ii) SPP
stripe and (iii) dielectric fibre. In all waveguides a perfect coupling from free space is assumed. Imperfect coupling can be included in an
overall loss factor [45]. (c) Loss incurred, η, for a given propagation distance L in the waveguides considered in (b). Here, the loss factor
η = e−kiL, with ki set as 1/1.2, 1/15 and 1/1010 as examples for light at optical wavelengths in the respective waveguides.

where ξ(t) is the wavepacket amplitude.
A continuous-mode PAC state in a single spatial mode is

constructed by the action of the photon wavepacket creation
operator, â†ξ , with pulse profile ξ(t + τ), on a spatial mode
containing a pulsed coherent state, |{α}〉, with pulse profile
α(t) [36, 37]. The parameter τ enables the single photon and
coherent state pulses to be offset in time. The resulting state,

|{α}, 1ξ〉 = |N|1/2 â†ξ |{α}〉, (4)

is renormalised by the factor |N|1/2. The normalisation con-
stant is obtained from the relation 〈1ξ, {α}|{α}, 1ξ〉 = 1, by
substituting in Eq. (4) and writing the operators in normal-
order using the commutation relation [âξ, â

†
ξ ] = 1. The fol-

lowing equation is also used,

âξ|{α}〉 = σ(τ)|{α}〉, (5)

which is obtained from the relations âξ =
∫

dtξ∗(t +τ)â(t) and
â(t) |{α}〉 = α(t) |{α}〉 (see Appendix A). The quantity σ(τ),
given by

σ(τ) =

∫
dt ξ∗(t + τ)α(t), (6)

is the cross-correlation of the single-photon and coherent state
pulse profiles, and serves as a measure of the overlap between
the pulses. The above steps lead to the normalization

|N(τ)| =
(
1 + |σ(τ)|2

)−1
. (7)

In the limit of perfect overlap, i.e. τ = 0 and ξ(t) = α(t)/
√

nα,
where nα is the mean photon number of the coherent state, we
have |σ(τ)|2 = nα and a normalization N = (1 + nα)−1, which
recovers the well-known single-mode result [7].

To the best of our knowledge, this continuous-mode version
of a PAC state has not been considered before. While similar

to the single-mode case on which it is based, its construction is
not obvious as it involves an overlap between a single photon
and a coherent state wavepacket. This naturally leads to the
possibility of temporal and bandwidth mismatch in the state,
which may occur depending on the physical scenario.

As an example, the continuous-mode PAC state introduced
above can be produced using the process shown in Fig. 1 (a),
where a coherent state is fed into the signal spatial mode
of an optical parametric amplifier (OPA) and a single down-
converted photon is emitted into the same mode via stimulated
emission, with another photon emitted into the idler mode and
used to herald the successful photon addition [33, 34]. Under
ideal conditions the stimulated photon in the signal mode pro-
duced by the ensemble of atoms in the OPA will be in phase
with the coherent state and have the same temporal shape [38].
However, the arrival time, duration and shape of the pump
pulse entering the OPA (BBO crystal) will affect the emission
time, duration and shape of the added photon wavepacket.
This may cause a mismatch in the overlap between it and the
coherent state. For instance, the pump pulse could have a time
duration narrower than the coherent state, and potentially even
an offset in its arrival time at the crystal.

Another example is in the stimulated emission from a single
excited atom by a coherent state [9], under the assumption of
a weak intensity, well-defined spatial mode and long enough
pulse profile [38, 39]. Due to the finite lifetime of the atom’s
excited state, a pump pulse must be used to place the atom
into this state close in time to the arrival of the coherent state
wavepacket. If the timing of the pump is not exact, it will af-
fect the time at which the atom can produce a stimulated pho-
ton in the same mode as the coherent state. For instance, the
atom might only be put into the excited state by the pump af-
ter part of the coherent state pulse has already passed, causing
a mismatch in the overlap between it and the coherent state.

Other scenarios for generating PAC states can be consid-
ered with different timing and bandwidth imperfections [10].
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For instance, when adding a spontaneously emitted photon
in phase with a coherent state [40, 41]. To keep the model
general we consider the case where the coherent state and
the single-photon wavepackets have arbitrary time profiles
with time durations and pulse centre times varied as inde-
pendent parameters. As mentioned earlier, the single pho-
ton pulse in our model has a complex wavepacket amplitude,
or profile, ξ(t + τ). This profile has a bandwidth Ω1, phase
θ1(t + τ) = ω0(t + τ) and pulse centre shifted in time by τ with
respect to that of the coherent state. The coherent state, with
profile α(t), has a mean photon number of nα, a bandwidth of
Ω, and a phase θ(t) = ω0t. The peak of the coherent state pulse
passes the coordinate origin z = 0 of the single spatial mode
that it occupies at time t0 = 0. For simplicity, we limit our
study to pulses of the same central frequency ω0 and assume
that the coherent state frequency can be tuned to closely match
that of the single photon [33]. All the results shown are for the
case of Gaussian pulses, however the theory is applicable to
more general pulse profiles.

In the above model, we have described PAC states using
the continuous-mode formalism of Refs. [36, 37], as it is most
appropriate for narrowband wavepackets. Brief descriptions
of number state and coherent state pulses are provided in Ap-
pendix A for the interested reader, with minor details required
for some of the derivations given in the remainder of the work.

B. Propagation

Finally, we describe the model used for the propagation of
continuous-mode PAC states in various types of waveguides,
such as those shown in Fig. 1 (b). As example waveguides,
we consider a surface plasmon polariton (SPP) nanowire [42],
SPP stripe [43] and dielectric fibre [44], all with varying
amounts of loss incurred for a given propagation distance, as
described by the function η shown in Fig. 1 (c).

An input state propagating in a waveguide with a complex
dispersion relation k(ω) = kr(ω)+ iki(ω) will undergo a phase-
shift and attenuation due to the real and imaginary parts of
k(ω), respectively. The travelling-wave attenuation model of
Ref. [47] enables a description of such propagation using an
effective beamsplitter system. The input-output relations are

âL(t) = η
1
2 (L) â(tr) + i(1− η(L))

1
2 v̂(t) (8)

and

v̂L(t) = η
1
2 (L) v̂(t) + i(1− η(L))

1
2 â(tr). (9)

The operators â(t) and v̂(t) represent the initial single guided
and environment (bath) modes respectively, while âL(t) and
v̂L(t) are correspondingly the modes after the state propagates
a distance L. A retarded time, tr, takes into account the time
for a state to propagate the distance L and the loss factor, η(L),
represents the amount of loss experienced during the propaga-
tion. In the next sections, loss is introduced into observables
by substituting â(t) → âL(t), v̂(t) → v̂L(t), and similary for
their Hermitian conjugates, with the environment taken to be
in the vacuum state initially and traced out finally.

The loss factor, η(L) = e2ikr(ω)Le−ki(ω)L, is approximately

η(L) ' e2i[kr(ω0)L−ω0L/vg(ω0)] e−ki(ω0)L (10)

for a narrowband input state. The amplitude and phase of η(L)
are identified as |η(L)| = exp(−ki(ω0)L) and ϕη = 2[kr(ω0)L−
ω0L/vg(ω0)], respectively. The retarded time is

tr = t − L
vg(ω0)

, (11)

where vg(ω0) = dω/dk|ω0 is the wavepacket group velocity.

III. PHOTON STATISTICS

We start our investigation of continuous-mode PAC states
by studying their photon statistics. In particular, the photon
number distribution and second-order correlation function are
considered, and we study the impact of temporal mismatch
and loss on these statistical properties. Both are experimen-
tally relevant for the characterization of PAC states [33–35].

A. Photon number distribution

The first property we investigate is the photon number dis-
tribution Pn, its mean 〈n〉, and variance (∆n)2. We begin by
deriving the expression for Pn and then describe its modifica-
tion when propagation loss is included. These expressions are
then evaluated for PAC states with arbitrary temporal profiles
for the combined single-photon and coherent state.

Due to the composite nature (ambiguity in the pulse pro-
file) of PAC states, we first calculate the probability density
Pn

({ti}n
i=1

)
by projecting out the transient number state de-

fined as

|{1ti}n
i=1〉 =

1
√
N

n∏
i=1

â†(ti) |0〉 , (12)

(see Appendix A for further details) giving,

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

= | 〈{1ti}n
i=1|ψ〉 |

2. (13)

The projection selects out the probability amplitude of the n-
photon eigenstate in the state |ψ〉, which may be in a superpo-
sition of different photon numbers. This approach allows us
to avoid specifying the profile of the state |ψ〉. Integrating the
probability density then gives the probability distribution,

Pn =

∫
dt1 · · · dtn Pn

({ti}n
i=1

)
. (14)

Eq. (14) is valid for photon numbers n ≥ 1, as Eq. (13) yields
the probability P0 (and not the density) when the vacuum state
|0〉 is projected out. For consistency, we restrict Eq. (13) to
n ≥ 1, and treat the vacuum state separately using

P0 = 1−
∞∑
n=1

Pn. (15)
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Introducing loss during propagation requires that we project
out the guided mode state |{1ti}n

i=1〉g, as well as trace out the
environment states |{1ti}m

i=n+1〉e ∀ m ≥ n. As an example, we
consider a guided mode state having m ≥ n photons present,
m− n of which can be lost to the environment. In the Heisen-
berg picture the projectors evolve, while the state remains the
same. We denote the initial state as ρ = |Ψ〉〈Ψ|, where |Ψ〉 =

|ψ〉g |0〉e, and the projectors as P̂g,L = |{1ti}n
i=1〉〈{1ti}n

i=1| and
P̂e,L = |{1ti}m

i=n+1〉〈{1ti}m
i=n+1|, which are constructed using the

definition of the transient number state in Appendix A and the
replacement â(t) → âL(t) and v̂(t) → v̂L(t) to account for the
evolution (propagation). The joint probability density of hav-
ing n photons in the guided mode and m−n in the environment
after a propagation distance L is given by

Pn,m−n
({ti}m

i=1, L
)

= Tr
[
P̂g,L({ti}n

i=1)⊗ P̂e,L({ti}m
i=n+1)ρ

]
. (16)

We then have the expression

Pn,m−n
({ti}m

i=1, L
)

=
1

n!(m− n)!
×

| 〈0|e 〈0|g
m∏

j=n+1

v̂L(t j)
n∏

i=1

âL(ti) |ψ〉g |0〉e |
2
,

in which the factorials arise from the normalisation of the tran-
sient number states (see Appendix A). Next, the expressions
for âL(t) and v̂L(t) from Eqs. (8) and (9) are used, taking into
account that the environment is initially in a vacuum so that
the expectation value of all terms with v̂ vanishes. The photon
number probability density is then

Pn,m−n
({ti}m

i=1, L
)

= |η(L)|n|1− η(L)|m−n
(
m
n

)
Pm

({tri}m
i=1

)
.

(17)
Integrating with respect to all times gives the probability dis-
tribution

Pn,m−n
(
L
)

= |η(L)|n|1− η(L)|m−n
(
m
n

)
Pm. (18)

In general the initial guided state may be a superposition of
number states, in which case the environment will evolve into
a superposition state. This necessitates tracing out all the en-
vironment states. Thus, the probability of exactly n photons
remaining in the guided mode after propagating a distance L
is then simply Eq. (18) summed for all m ≥ n;

Pn(L) = |η(L)|n
∞∑

m=n

|1− η(L)|m−n
(
m
n

)
Pm. (19)

Here, Pm
({tri}m

i=1
)

and Pm are the lossless probability density
(retarded) and probability distribution defined in Eqs. (13)
and (14), respectively. The above formula in Eq. (19) is a
continuous-mode generalisation of the single-mode result that
applies a Bernoulli transformation to a state’s probability dis-
tribution in order to account for loss [48].

We are now in a position to apply the continuous-mode
probability density and its associated probability distribution
to the PAC states we consider. We allow n = 0, 1, 2, · · · in

Eq. (19), but make the restriction that 0 < |η(L)| < 1. The
boundaries of |η(L)| are excluded due the occurrence of 00

when n = 0 and n = m. When |η(L)| = 0 we have Pn(L) = δ0,n
for any initial state, since all photons will have been lost.
When |η(L)| = 1, the lossless distribution derived for a spe-
cific initial state from Eq. (13) is used.

We start by calculating the photon number probability dis-
tribution, mean, and variance for PAC states. As outlined ear-
lier, we begin with the probability density,

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

=
|N(τ)|

n!
| 〈0|

n∏
i=1

â(ti)â
†
ξ |{α}〉 |

2, (20)

which has been expanded from Eq. (13) using the state defi-
nitions in Eqs. (12) and (4). Writing the operator product in
normal order using Eq. (A6) and then carrying out the opera-
tions we obtain,

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

=
|N(τ)|

n!

∣∣∣∣ n∑
k=1

[
ξ(tk + τ)

n∏
i=1
i,k

α(ti)
]∣∣∣∣2e−nα

=
|N(τ)|

n!

( n∑
k=1

|ξ(tk + τ)|2
n∏

i=1
i,k

|α(ti)|2 +

n∑
k=1

n∑
k′=1
k′,k

ξ(tk + τ) α∗(tk) ξ∗(tk′ + τ) α(tk′ )

×
n∏

i=1
i,k,k′

|α(ti)|2
)
e−nα .

(21)

The modulus-squared factor has been separated into squared
and mixed terms. In this form, the integral of Eq. (21) with re-
spect to all times simplifies easily. Performing the integration
gives the photon number probability distribution,

Pn =
|N(τ)|

n!

( n∑
k=1

∫
dtk |ξ(tk + τ)|2

n∏
i=1
i,k

∫
dti|α(ti)|2 +

n∑
k=1

n∑
k′=1
k′,k

∫
dtk ξ(tk + τ) α∗(tk)

∫
dtk′ ξ∗(tk′ + τ) α(tk′)

×
n∏

i=1
i,k,k′

∫
dti |α(ti)|2

)
e−nα .

(22)

Substituting Eqs. (A4), (A9), (6) and its complex conjugate
for the integrals, and simplifying we obtain

Pn = |N(τ)| nn−1
α

(n− 1)!
e−nα

(
1 + (n− 1)

|σ(τ)|2

nα

)
. (23)

In the limit of perfect temporal overlap, i.e. τ = 0 and Ω1 = Ω,
we recover the single-mode result given in Ref. [34].
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FIG. 2: Photon number probability distributions for a continuous-mode PAC state as it propagates in a waveguide and undergoes loss. Top
row: a PAC state with nα = 3, middle row: a coherent state with nα = 4, and bottom row: a Fock state with n = 4. The loss increases from left
to right and is shown above each column. The corresponding propagation distances, L, for a plasmonic nanowire (n), stripe (s), and dielectric
fibre (d), as shown in Fig. 1 (c), are Ln = Ls = Ld = 0 (η = 1); Ln = 0.35µm, Ls = 4.32µm and Ld = 2.88km (η = 0.75); Ln = 0.83µm,
Ls = 10.40µm and Ld = 6.93km (η = 0.5); Ln = 1.66µm, Ls = 20.79µm and Ld = 13.86km (η = 0.25); Ln = Ls = Ld = ∞ (η = 0). The mean
photon number and variance are also shown for each distribution as insets.

To obtain an expression for the distribution after propaga-
tion, we substitute Eq. (23) into Eq. (19) and find that the se-
ries converges, yielding

Pn(L) = |η(L)|n |1− η(L)| |N(τ)| e−|η(L)|nα nαn

n!

×
(
1 +

2 n |σ(τ)|2

nα
+ |1− η(L)| |σ(τ)|2

)
+ |η(L)|n |N(τ)| e−|η(L)|nα nαn−1

(n− 1)!

×
(
1 + (n− 1)

|σ(τ)|2

nα

)
.

(24)

In Fig. 2 we show histograms of the photon number distri-
bution for a PAC state (first row) with τ = 0, Ω1 = Ω and
nα = 3. The value of nα is chosen as an example due to it giv-
ing the greatest amount of quadrature squeezing in the single-
mode treatment [33]. The histograms for various values of
|η(L)| clearly show that, with increasing loss, the distribution
shifts and skews toward lower photon numbers. A coherent
state with nα = 4 and a four-photon Fock state are also shown
for comparison in the middle and bottom rows, respectively.
The analytical forms of the probability distributions for these
continuous-mode states are given in Appendix B.

The histograms highlight that the PAC state has an in-
creased mean and a narrower distribution (variance) initially
compared to the coherent state with the same mean photon
number and is therefore sub-Poissonian [37]. One can clearly
see how the mean and variance of the PAC state are affected
by loss compared to the other states. The figure illustrates
the basic number statistics of the continuous mode PAC state

when there is perfect temporal and bandwidth overlap.
We now study the effect of imperfect temporal overlap, fo-

cussing on the sub-Poissonian nature of PAC states, which is
not clearly demonstrated by photon number distribution his-
tograms. Thus, we extract the mean of the distribution in
Eq. (24) using

∑∞
n=0 nPn(L), which converges to the result

〈n〉 = |η(L)|
(
1 + nα + |σ(τ)|2 |N(τ)|

)
. (25)

Similarly, using
∑∞

n=0(n−〈n〉)2Pn(L), the variance is given by

(∆n)2 = 〈n〉 −
(
1− |σ(τ)|4 |N(τ)|2

)
|η(L)|2. (26)

Again, in the limit of perfect temporal overlap and no loss,
it is straightforward to verify that the above expressions give
the single-mode results for the mean and variance of the pho-
ton number distribution [7]. With perfect overlap and in the
limit of large nα, |σ(τ)|4 |N(τ)|2 → 1. Thus for a coherent
state with a large mean photon number, the variance is neg-
ligibly close to the mean. The second term, which reduces
the variance, is quadratic in |η(L)|, while the mean is linear.
Therefore, as loss increases (|η(L)| decreases) the reduction
of the variance decays faster than the mean, and the variance
to mean ratio increases linearly.

In Fig. 3 (a), the ratio of the variance and mean are plot-
ted as the temporal offset τ and bandwidth Ω1 of the added
single photon in the PAC state are varied (with nα = 3). The
loss is set to zero for the moment. In the cross section cuts in
Figs. 3 (b) and (c) we have included the results for the coher-
ent state with arbitrary mean photon number, which is Pois-
sonian (variance equal to the mean) and serves as an upper-
bound for sub-Poissonian states (variance less than the mean).
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FIG. 3: Sub-Poissonian behaviour of continuous-mode PAC states
using the ratio of the variance to mean of the number state distribu-
tion, (∆n)2/〈n〉. The added single-photon pulse has a temporal offset
τ in units of 1/Ω and bandwidth Ω1 in units of Ω, where Ω is the
bandwidth of the coherent state pulse. The central frequency ω0 has
no impact on any expressions plotted, however its value should be at
least 10Ω in order to satisfy the narrowband approximation. (a) A
density plot showing the variance to mean ratio as τ and Ω1 are var-
ied. In (b) and (c), cross sections of the plot in (a) are shown for the
PAC state (solid, blue). Also included in these cross sections are the
ratios for the number state (solid, orange) and coherent state (dashed,
green). The number state and coherent state ratios are independent
from τ, Ω1, and nα, but are shown as a reference. The parameters not
being varied in these plots are nα = 3 and |η| = 1 (no loss).

Also included is an n-photon state which, having a variance
of (∆n)2 = 0, is an ideal sub-Poissonian state. As can be seen
in Fig. 3 (a), the ratio (∆n)2/〈n〉 < 1 for all parameter ranges,
thus demonstrating the sub-Poissonian nature of PAC states.

In Fig. 3 (b), we see that the PAC state is always sub-
Poissonian regardless of the temporal overlap. However, the
variance (and ratio) decreases with better overlap, with the
lowest variance and ratio at τ = 0. The fact that the ratio is
always less than one regardless of the temporal offset of the
single photon is due to the populations being derived from in-
tegrated values. For example, adding a photon completely out
of time (or even incoherently) with the coherent state leads
to the Pn distribution shifting up by 1 (n → n + 1), which
increases the mean, but leaves the variance unchanged. This
results in a variance to mean ratio of nα/(nα + 1), which is
always less than 1 and gives the asymptotic value of the ratio.
In Fig. 3 (b) this is given by 3/4 = 0.75 for large τ.

In Fig. 3 (c), the PAC state is again always sub-Poissonian
regardless of the bandwidth mismatch, with a minimum value
at Ω1 = Ω, corresponding to perfect spectral overlap.

It is therefore clear that a sub-Poissonian behavior is not
enough on its own to completely determine the quantum, or
nonclassical, character of a continuous-mode PAC state and
further analysis of its properties is needed.

B. Second-order correlation function

The second property of continuous-mode PAC states we in-
vestigate is the second-order correlation function, g(2), which
allows us to go beyond basic photon number statistics and
study temporal correlations in the statistics of a state. In par-
ticular, the correlation between the intensity of a field at time
t1 and at time t2, for a fixed position. A value of less than unity
at zero delay (t1 = t2) is only possible for a nonclassical state
and therefore we can use it to determine nonclassicality [37].
The second-order correlation function is given by [37, 48]

g(2)(t1, t2) =
〈â†(t1)â†(t2)â(t2)â(t1)〉
〈â†(t1)â(t1)〉 〈â†(t2)â(t2)〉

. (27)

In this form, g(2)(t1, t2) represents the average measure of cor-
relation of the second order of the field at the set of times
{t1, t2}. However, when pulses are involved, as in an experi-
ment, it is also useful to consider a ‘measured’ second-order
correlation function at zero time delay, given by [37]

g(2)[0] =

∫
dt1dt2 〈â†(t1)â†(t2)â(t2)â(t1)〉∫

dt1 〈â†(t1)â(t1)〉
∫

dt2 〈â†(t2)â(t2)〉
. (28)

The measured version can be obtained from the detection
events in an experiment, where detectors monitor photocounts
over a fixed period of time, T , which encompasses the pulse
duration. We will consider both g(2)(t1, t2) and g(2)[0]. Further
details about these two types of second-order correlation and
how they are related can be found in Ref. [49].

We start by identifying the constituent quantities of
Eqs. (27) and (28), for the case of no loss, as the photon flux,

f1(t) = 〈â†(t)â(t)〉 , (29)

and two-time coincidence rate,

f2(t1, t2) = 〈â†(t1)â†(t2)â(t2)â(t1)〉 . (30)

Following the same procedure as was done for the photon
number distribution, we arrive at the PAC state photon flux,

f1(t) = |N(τ)| 〈{α}|âξâ†(t)â(t)â†ξ |{α}〉

= |α(t)|2 + 2|N(τ)||σ(τ)||ξ(t + τ)||α(t)|
+ |N(τ)||ξ(t + τ)|2,

(31)

and coincidence rate,

f2(t1, t2) = |N(τ)|
[
|ξ(t1 + τ)|2|α(t2)|2 + |ξ(t2 + τ)|2|α(t1)|2

+ |α(t1)|2|α(t2)|2/|N(τ)|
+ 2|ξ(t1 + τ)||ξ(t2 + τ)||α(t1)||α(t2)|
+ 2|σ(τ)||ξ(t1 + τ)||α(t1)||α(t2)|2

+ 2|σ(τ)||ξ(t2 + τ)||α(t2)||α(t1)|2
]
.

(32)

The second-order correlation function, g(2)(t1, t2), is then

g(2)(t1, t2) =
f2(t1, t2)

f1(t1) f1(t2)
. (33)
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FIG. 4: Second-order correlation function g(2)(t1, t2) of the continuous-mode PAC state for various cases of temporal overlap between the added
photon and coherent state. (a) Perfect temporal overlap between the photon and coherent state. (b) The bandwidth of the single photon is the
same as the coherent state (Ω1 = Ω), but the single-photon pulse is shifted in time by τ = 3/Ω. (c) The single photon and coherent state have
zero delay, but the bandwidth of the single photon is larger than that of the coherent state (pulse duration shorter) by a factor of three. (d) The
bandwidth of the single photon is three times larger than that of the coherent state and its pulse is shifted in time by τ = 3/Ω. In all cases the
second-order correlation function has a value at zero time delay (t1 = t2) of less than 1, confirming nonclassicality of the state.

To include the effects of propagation and loss the operators
are transformed, as carried out in the previous section, using
â(t) → âL(t). We then have that f1(ti) → |η(L)| f1(tr,i) and
f2(t1, t2) → |η(L)|2 f2(tr,1, tr,2), where tr,i = ti − L/vg is a re-
tarded time. Thus, g(2)(t1, t2) is unaffected by loss as the loss
factors cancel in the numerator and denominator, and the re-
sulting propagation only shifts the time arguments.

In Fig. 4 we show g(2)(t1, t2) for various cases of tempo-
ral overlap between the added photon and coherent state, with
nα = 3. Fig. 4 (a) shows the case of perfect temporal overlap
between the photon and coherent state. The correlation func-
tion is rotationally symmetric in time due to the wavepack-
ets of the single-photon and coherent state being rotationally
symmetric and having perfect overlap. Fig. 4 (b) shows the
case where the bandwidth of the single photon is the same as
the coherent state (Ω1 = Ω), but the single-photon pulse is
shifted in time by τ = 3/Ω. The function is no longer ro-
tationally symmetric due to a time offset in the wavepackets.
Fig. 4 (c) shows the case where the single photon and coher-
ent state have zero time delay, but the bandwidth of the single
photon is three times larger than the coherent state (shorter
duration). Finally, Fig. 4 (d) shows the case where the band-
width of the single photon is three times larger than that of the
coherent state and its pulse is shifted in time by τ = 3/Ω.

In all cases, the second-order correlation function has a
value at zero time delay (t1 = t2, i.e. along the diago-
nal) of less than 1, confirming non-classicality of the state.
This is in contrast to a coherent state pulse, which gives
g(2)(t1, t2) = 1 ∀ t1, t2, and a single-photon pulse, which gives
g(2)(t1, t2) = 0 ∀ t1, t2 [37]. The fact that g(2)(t1, t2) is constant
over all time for these states, even though they are represented
by a Gaussian pulse is due to g(2)(t1, t2) being a ratio of a coin-
cidence rate and a photon flux of a wavepacket state that theo-
retically extends over all time, with the amplitudes of the coin-
cidence rate and flux cancelling to give a constant at all times.
On the other hand, g(2)(t1, t2) for the PAC state is not uniform
like the coherent and single-photon states, but has localised
hotspots, corresponding to pairs of times where there is more
likely to be a coincidence. These additional coincidences are

those between the added single-photon and photons of the co-
herent state pulse. Thus, the location and shape of the hotspots
are determined by the temporal offset and width of the sin-
gle photon with respect to the coherent state. The value of
g(2)(t1, t2) remains approximately zero outside these hotspots
due to the relative amplitudes of the coincidence rate and flux.

To calculate the measured version of the second-order cor-
relation, g(2)[0], we must perform the integrations. For no
loss, integrating Eq. (31) gives the mean photon number

f1 = 1 + nα + |N(τ)||σ(τ)|2, (34)

which matches Eq. (25) for |η(L)| = 1. Integrating Eq. (32)
over both times gives the average number of coincidences

f2 = n2
α + 2nα + 2|N(τ)||σ(τ)|2(nα + 1

)
. (35)

Taking the ratio f2/ f 2
1 then gives

g(2)[0] =
n2
α + 2nα + 2|N(τ)||σ(τ)|2(nα + 1

)(
1 + nα + |N(τ)||σ(τ)|2

)2

= 1−
1 + |N(τ)|2|σ(τ)|4(

1 + nα + |N(τ)||σ(τ)|2
)2 .

(36)

When loss is included, the loss factors cancel for f 2
1 and f2,

as in the case of g(2)(t1, t2). Note that in this case there is no
retarded time as all times have been integrated. From Eq. (36),
it is clear that g(2)[0] < 1 for all parameters as |N(τ)| > 0 and
|σ(τ)| ≥ 0 always. Furthermore, the second term is always
less than 1 for non-zero nα. In the limit of large nα, the second
term approaches zero resulting in a g(2)[0] value approaching
1, as would be expected with a strong coherent state.

In Fig. 5 (a) we show g(2)[0] as the temporal offset, τ, and
bandwidth, Ω1, are varied. The mean photon number of the
coherent state within the PAC state is nα = 3 as an example.
In Figs. 5 (b) and (c) we show cross sections corresponding
to Ω1 = Ω and τ = 0, respectively. Also shown are values
of g(2)[0] for a coherent state (arbitrary mean photon number).
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FIG. 5: Measured second-order correlation function, g(2)[0], of
continuous-mode PAC states. The added single-photon pulse has a
temporal offset τ in units of 1/Ω and bandwidth Ω1 in units of Ω,
where Ω is the bandwidth of the coherent state pulse. (a) Density
plot showing g(2)[0] as τ and Ω1 are varied. In (b) and (c), cross
sections of the plot in (a) are shown for the PAC state (solid, blue).
Also included in these cross sections are g(2)[0] values for the coher-
ent state (dashed, green). The values are independent from τ, Ω1,
and nα, but are shown as a reference. The value of the mean photon
number for the coherent state in the PAC state is nα = 3.

One can see that the value of g(2)[0] is less than 1 for the PAC
state for all values of τ and Ω1, confirming its nonclassicality.

The study of the second-order correlation function comple-
ments that of the photon number statistics for determining the
nonclassical character of a continuous-more PAC state. How-
ever, both the photon number statistics (sub-Poissonian be-
haviour) and the second-order correlation do not completely
characterize a given PAC state, even though they highlight its
nonclassicality well.

IV. QUADRATURES

We now move on from studying the basic statistics of the
field and derive the mean and variance of the quadrature op-
erator. The aim is to determine if, and under what conditions,
the continuous-mode PAC state |{α}, 1ξ〉 may be quadrature
squeezed. Such a state would have one quadrature with a
variance less than that of a coherent state quadrature and is
another signature of nonclassicality [6].

The PAC state is formally described as a non-Gaussian
state [50], as its Wigner function is not a Gaussian distribu-
tion [7]. As such, the mean and variance of the quadrature
operator do not completely characterize it, unlike for Gaus-
sian states. However, they represent additional physical quan-
tities beyond the basic sub-Poissonian statistics and second-
order correlations that can be used to characterize a state’s
nonclassicality. In general, Gaussian and non-Gaussian states
are important in a wide range of applications in quantum in-
formation processing [50]. In particular, in quantum sensing,

where the squeezed nature of a state gives intra-mode corre-
lations that can be exploited to improve precision measure-
ments of phase [51]. This has been studied for non-Gaussian
states [12], where it was found that non-Gaussian states gener-
ated by Gaussian states (e.g. a coherent state) modified by the
subtraction and addition of photons provides enhanced sen-
sitivity in phase sensing. Thus, the squeezed nature of non-
Gaussian states such as PAC states can provide advantages
under certain conditions and it is therefore an important as-
pect to study.

The derivation of the mean and variance of the continuous-
mode coherent state and number state quadratures are given
in Appendix C. Here, we focus on the PAC state.

We begin with the instantaneous quadrature operator [37],

X̂ϕ(t) =
1
2

(
â(t)e−iϕ(t) + â†(t)eiϕ(t)

)
, (37)

where ϕ(t) is the quadrature phase. Similar to the measured
second-order correlation function, this definition is integrated
with respect to time, making it suitable in an experimental
context where measurements usually span a period of time, T .
Taking the expectation value of Eq. (37) and then integrating,
we obtain the total mean quadrature,

〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉 =

∫ t+T

t
dt′ Re

{
〈â(t′)〉 e−iϕ(t′)

}
. (38)

The conjugate quadrature X̂ϕ+π/2(t,T ) is obtained by substi-
tuting ϕ(t)→ ϕ(t) + π/2 in Eq. (37).

The variance of the quadrature operator is given by(
∆Xϕ(t,T )

)2
= 〈X̂2

ϕ(t,T )〉 − 〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉2. This expression be-
comes simpler to use in the normal-ordered form [36]:(

∆Xϕ(t,T )
)2

=
T
4

+ 〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉 − 〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉2 , (39)

where

〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉 =

1
2

∫ t+T

t
dt′dt′′ Re

{
〈â(t′)â(t′′)〉 e−i{ϕ(t′)+ϕ(t′′)}

+ 〈â†(t′′)â(t′)〉 e−i{ϕ(t′)−ϕ(t′′)}
}
.

(40)

The expression in Eq. (39) can be derived by squaring
Eq. (37), then normal-ordering the result using the commu-
tation relation in Eq. (2) and taking the expectation value to
obtain 〈X̂2

ϕ(t,T )〉 = T/4 + 〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉.

We now study the quadrature mean and variance with no
propagation loss for PAC states using the above formulas. The
mean can be calculated by evaluating Eq. (38) with respect to
the state |{α}, 1ξ〉, which is expanded using Eq. (4), giving

〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉 = |N(τ)|
∫ t+T

t
dt′Re

{
〈{α}|âξâ(t′)â†ξ |{α}〉 e

iϕ(t′)
}
.

(41)
The operator product can be re-ordered as,

âξâ(t′)â†ξ = ξ(t′ + τ)âξ + â(t′) + â†ξ âξâ(t′), (42)
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using Eqs. (A5) and (A6). Then carrying out these operations
on |{α}〉 using Eqs. (A10) and (5), we obtain

〈{α}| âξâ(t′)â†ξ |{α}〉 = σ(τ)ξ(t′ + τ) + α(t′)(1 + |σ(τ)|2)

=
(
|σ(τ)||ξ(t′ + τ)| + |α(t′)|(1 + |σ(τ)|2))e−iθ(t′).

(43)

Substituting this into Eq. (41) and taking the real part, gives

〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉 = |N(τ)||σ(τ)|
∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′ + τ)| cos

[
θ(t′)− ϕ(t′)

]
+

∫ t+T

t
dt′ |α(t′)| cos

[
θ(t′)− ϕ(t′)

]
.

(44)

In the same manner, 〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉 can be derived;

〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉 = 〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉2 − |N(τ)|2|σ(τ)|2

×
[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′ + τ)| cos

[
θ(t′)− ϕ(t′)

]]2

+
1
2
|N(τ)|

∫ t+T

t
dt′dt′′|ξ(t′ + τ)||ξ(t′′ + τ)|

× cos
[
θ(t′)− ϕ(t′)− θ(t′′) + ϕ(t′′)

]
.

(45)

By inserting Eqs. (44) and (45) into Eq. (39), we obtain(
∆Xϕ(t,T )

)2
=

T
4

+ |N(τ)|
(1
2
− |N(τ)||σ(τ)|2

)
×

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′ + τ)| cos

[
θ(t′)− ϕ(t′)

]]2

+
1
2
|N(τ)|

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′ + τ)| sin

[
θ(t′)− ϕ(t′)

]]2

.

(46)

When Eq. (46) is less than the quadrature variance of the co-
herent state, T/4 (see Appendix C 1), the PAC state can be
said to be squeezed. To determine the quadrature most likely
to be squeezed, we look for the quadrature phase ϕ(t) such
that the variance (∆Xϕ(t,T ))2 is minimal. Since only the sec-
ond term in Eq. (46) may be negative, we choose ϕ(t) = θ(t)
to maximise the integral factor while reducing the third term
to zero. This gives the average

〈X̂θ(t,T )〉 =

∫ t+T

t
dt′

(
|N(τ)||σ(τ)||ξ(t′ + τ)| + |α(t′)|

)
, (47)

with the minimal variance(
∆Xθ(t,T )

)2
=

T
4

+ |N(τ)|
(1
2
− |N(τ)||σ(τ)|2

)
×

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′|ξ(t′ + τ)|

]2

.

(48)

A reduction in the variance is determined by the value of
|N(τ)||σ(τ)|2, with larger values providing higher reduction.

Values greater than 1/2 yield a variance (∆Xθ(t,T ))2 < T/4,
indicating that the state exhibits quadrature squeezing. In the
case of perfect overlap |N(τ)||σ(τ)|2 = nα/(1 + nα), which is
greater than 1/2 for nα > 1, with the corresponding variance
expression resembling the single-mode result [7].

Propagation loss is incorporated into the mean by replacing
â(t′) in Eq. (38) with âL(t′) . Then, using Eq. (8) we obtain

〈X̂ϕ(t,T, L)〉 =

∫ t+T

t
dt′ Re

{〈
η

1
2 (L)â(t′r)

+ i(1− η(L))
1
2 v̂(t′)

〉
e−iϕ(t′)

}
,

(49)

where t′r = t′− L/vg(ω0). Since the environment is initially in
a vacuum state, 〈v̂(t′)〉 = 0, the above expression reduces to

〈X̂ϕ(t,T, L)〉 = |η(L)|1/2
∫ t+L/vg+T

t+L/vg

dt′ Re
{
〈â(t′r)〉 e−iϕr(t′r )

}
= |η(L)|1/2 〈X̂ϕr (t,T )〉 .

(50)

Note that we have shifted the integral limits by the propaga-
tion time L/vg to remain centred on the pulse. This allows the
mean quadrature with loss to equal the attenuated and phase-
shifted lossless quadrature. The phase is shifted, resulting in
a retarded phase of ϕr(t′r) = ϕ(t′r + L/vg(ω0))− ϕη/2.

Applying the same procedure to Eq. (40) as was performed
for the mean, gives

〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T, L) :〉 = |η(L)| 〈: X̂2

ϕr
(t,T ) :〉 . (51)

Combining this result with the mean in Eq. (50) gives the vari-
ance with loss, which can be expressed in terms of the phase-
shifted lossless variance as [36, 37](

∆Xϕ(t,T, L)
)2

=
T
4
(
1− |η(L)|) + |η(L)|

(
∆Xϕr (t,T )

)2
. (52)

Minimising the lossy variance in Eq. (52), requires that
we minimise the phase-shifted lossless variance (∆Xϕr (t,T ))2.
Thus, as before, we simply set ϕr(t) = θ(t) in Eqs. (50)
and (52). This means that the quadrature phase, and that
of the local oscillator in a homodyne detection scheme, is
ϕ(t) = θ(tr) + ϕη/2. The lossy quadrature mean is then

〈X̂ϕ(t,T, L)〉 = |η(L)|1/2 〈X̂θ(t,T )〉 , (53)

with the minimal variance(
∆Xϕ(t,T, L)

)2
=

T
4

+ |η(L)|
[(

∆Xθ(t,T )
)2
− T

4

]
. (54)

In Eq. (54) we see that with increasing loss (|η(L)| → 0+) the
variance linearly approaches T/4 as the initial state goes to
the vacuum. Thus, as loss increases, the quadrature variance
of a squeezed PAC state linearly increases as the second term
in Eq. (54) becomes decreasingly negative.

In Fig. 6 (a) we show the difference in the value of the
quadrature variance for continuous-mode coherent states and
PAC states given by Eq. (48) as the temporal offset τ and band-
width Ω1 of the added single photon in the PAC state is varied
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FIG. 6: Variance of the quadrature operator for continuous-mode
PAC states. (a) The difference in the value of the quadrature vari-
ance (ϕ = θ) for continuous-mode coherent states and PAC states as
the temporal offset τ and bandwidth Ω1 of the added single photon
in the PAC state is varied (with nα = 3). Negative regions in the plot
indicate a parameter regime in which quadrature squeezing occurs.
(b) The single-photon offset τ is varied. (c) The single-photon band-
width is varied. In (b) and (c) the results for a single-photon state
and the out-of-phase quadrature for the PAC state (ϕ = θ + π/2) are
included as solid orange and dashed blue lines, respectively.

(with nα = 3). The loss is set to zero for the moment. In
the cross section cuts in Figs. 6 (b) and (c) we have included
the results for a single-photon state (see Appendix C 2) and
the out-of-phase quadrature for the PAC state (θ → θ + π/2).
Negative regions in the plot indicate a parameter regime in
which quadrature squeezing occurs. Thus, from Fig. 6 (b),
one can see that the variance of X̂θ is less than that of the co-
herent state, provided that the added single photon is off-set
by less than a pulse-width. As the offset increases beyond
one pulse-width, the PAC state becomes anti-squeezed, with
its variances approaching the number state result. In general,
maintaining the indistinguishability of the added single pho-
ton from the coherent state photons is required to ensure op-
timal squeezing. Similarly, in Fig. 6 (c), as the single-photon
bandwidth is broadened it reduces its pulse-width in time,
which induces some distinguishability. The PAC state quadra-
ture variance then approaches that of the number state result.

In Fig. 7 we consider perfect temporal overlap and show the
quadrature variance for continuous-mode PAC states given by
Eq. (48) as the mean photon number of the coherent state,
nα, is varied. Also shown are the results for a single-photon
state and the out-of-phase quadrature for the PAC state. In
Fig. 7, one can see that as the intensity of the coherent state
increases, the less squeezed the PAC state becomes as it begins
to resemble a coherent state, a result well known from the
single-mode case [33]. Conversely, if the coherent state pulse
within the PAC state has fewer than one photon on average,
the single-photon pulse dominates resulting in anti-squeezing.
The optimal coherent state pulse has nα = 3. By modifying
the parameters τ and Ω1, behaviour similar to that seen in the

FIG. 7: Variance of the quadrature operator (ϕ = θ) for continuous-
mode PAC states as the mean photon number of the coherent state,
nα, is varied. The dotted vertical line corresponds to nα = 3, giving
the value obtained in Fig. 6 (a) at τ = 0 and Ω1 = Ω. Also shown are
the single-photon state (solid, orange) and the out-of-phase quadra-
ture for the PAC state (dashed, blue) with ϕ = θ + π/2.

plots of Fig. 6 (b) and (c) are obtained for arbitrary nα, but
with overall low values of the quadrature variance for small
nα (& 3) and higher values for large nα, as well as nα < 3.

When loss is included during propagation, with an ini-
tial imperfect pulse overlap, the variance of the quadrature is
given by Eq. (54). Here, changing the pulse parameters sim-
ply changes the starting variance at the boundary |η(L)| = 1.
As with the case of perfect overlap, the variance linearly in-
creases from its starting value as the second term becomes
decreasingly negative for increasing loss.

V. FIDELITY

In the previous sections it was found that the sub-
Poissonian behaviour, second-order correlation function and
quadrature squeezing all highlight the nonclassical nature of
continuous-mode PAC states. In the case of sub-Poissonian
behaviour and the second-order correlation function, it is in-
teresting to note that for all values of τ and Ω1 a PAC state can
be said to be nonclassical to a varying degree. The nonclassi-
cality of continuous-mode PAC states is in some sense robust
to timing and bandwidth imperfections for certain quantities
like these and therefore they do not tell us how good or bad a
given state is compared to the ideal case.

We now introduce a final quantity, the fidelity, with the
aim of characterizing the ‘quality’ of the PAC state. In this
case, the quality is represented by the overlap squared of the
PAC state with the ideal case. The fidelity is a measure of
the closeness between two states |ψ〉 and |φ〉. It is defined
as F = |〈ψ|φ〉|2 [54], which is equal to 1 for perfect overlap
and zero for no overlap. In the case of PAC states we have
|ψ〉 = (1 + nα)−1/2â†ξ0

| |{α}〉 as the ideal PAC state with a sin-
gle photon pulse profile ξ0(t) = 1√

nα
α(t) having perfect tim-

ing and bandwidth, and |φ〉 = |1ξ, {α}〉 as the PAC state with a
single photon profile ξ having arbitrary timing and bandwidth.
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This leads to

F = |〈ψ|φ〉|2 =
|N(τ)|
1 + nα

|〈{α}|âξ0 â†ξ |{α}〉 |
2. (55)

Using the techniques in Section III, it is straightforward to
show that (see Appendix D)

F =
|σ(τ)|2(1 + nα)
nα(1 + |σ(τ)|2)

, (56)

For perfect overlap of the single photon, |σ(τ)|2 = nα, which
gives F = 1. As the overlap decreases, |σ(τ)|2 → 0,
and we have that F → 0. In general, for a given photon
number of the coherent state, nα, the fidelity decays with a
|σ(τ)|2/(1 + |σ(τ)|2) dependence. The corresponding expres-
sion for the fidelity with loss present is given in Appendix D.
In an experiment, the fidelity could be obtained by carrying
out time-dependent state tomography, such as in a reconstruc-
tion of the Wigner function for the state [52, 55–57].

As an example from Section III, for nα = 3 and no loss,
an imperfect PAC state with τ = 5/Ω and Ω1 = 5Ω displays
sub-Poissionian behaviour with (∆n)2/〈n〉 ' 0.75 and has a
second-order correlation g(2)[0] ' 0.94, and is therefore non-
classical. However, |σ(τ)|2 ∼ 0 and thus the state’s fidelity
with the ideal PAC state is effectively zero. Choosing τ = 1/Ω
and Ω1 = Ω, the sub-Poissonian behaviour and second-order
correlation do not change appreciably, while F ' 0.70. The
fidelity appears to have little correlation with these two non-
classical quantities, however, they are correlated in that as F
increases, the sub-Poissonian behavior and second-order cor-
relation improve slightly, reaching their minimum ideal val-
ues, as seen in Figs. 3 and 4.

For the quadrature variance we observe a larger variation.
As seen in Fig. 6 (b), we have a minimum of 0.15 below
the coherent state value at τ = 0 and Ω1 = Ω (where
F = 1) demonstrating squeezing, which increases to the co-
herent state value at τ = 1/Ω and Ω1 = Ω (where F = 0.70)
corresponding to no squeezing. Thus, squeezing and fidelity
appear to be more correlated with each other, which can be
seen more clearly by comparing the functional forms of Eqs.
(48) and (56). Further work on connecting continuous-mode
fidelity to quadrature squeezing and nonclassicality in general
is an interesting direction for future studies.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work we used a continuous-mode formalism for
PAC states to describe how various properties are affected by
timing and bandwidth imperfections. We also included loss
during propagation. The properties studied were the photon-
number distribution, the second-order correlations, quadrature
squeezing and fidelity. For the photon-number distribution we
calculated its mean and variance, and used these to quantify
the degree of nonclassicality in terms of how much the vari-
ance to mean ratio went below unity, where the state becomes
sub-Poissonian. We found the ratio to be robust to temporal
and spectral mismatch, and that for increasing loss the ratio

had a linear dependence. For the second-order correlations,
we found that they are also robust to temporal and spectral
mismatch, with values consistently in the quantum (nonclas-
sical) regime and unaffected by loss. For the quadratures, we
found that the variance is again robust to temporal and spectral
mismatch, although not as much as the photon-number distri-
bution and correlations. Squeezing was found for a range of
temporal and spectral mismatch, further highlighting the non-
classical nature of the continuous-mode PAC state. For the
fidelity, we derived the functional dependence describing the
closeness of a PAC state to the ideal case and found a small
correlation between the fidelity and the sub-Poissonian behav-
ior, as well as the second-order correlation. On the other hand,
the fidelity and quadrature variance had an improved correla-
tion.

The combined results of this study may aid the further de-
velopment of robust schemes for PAC state generation and
their use in quantum information applications. Future work
could study multi-photon added coherent states and quantify
the performance of continuous-mode PAC states in quantum
sensing.
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Appendix A: Continuous mode formalism

Here we provide some brief details of continuous-mode
pulsed number states and coherent states. These details are
needed to derive the photon number distribution, second-order
correlation function, and the mean and variance of the quadra-
ture operator for each state, including the PAC state.

1. Photon number states

A number state in a single spatial mode, with n photons
arbitrarily distributed in time, may be expressed as [37, 46]

|nβ〉 =

∫
dt1...dtnβ(t1, ..., tn) |{1ti}n

i=1〉 , (A1)

where β(t1, · · · , tn) is an n-fold joint wavefunction. Here
we use a transient number state basis, |{1ti}n

i=1〉, defined in
Eq. (12), which has the orthonormality relation

〈{1t′i }
m
i=1|{1ti}n

i=1〉 =
1
N
δn,m

∑
∀ρ

n∏
i=1

δ(t′i − tρ(i)). (A2)

The normalisation is given by N =∫
dt1 · · · dtnβ∗(t1, · · · , tn)

∑
∀ρ β(tρ(1), · · · , tρ(n)). The summa-

tion is over all permutations, ρ, of the sequence {1, · · · , n}.
For overlapping photons which are indistinguishable,
β(t1, · · · , tn) is symmetric under pair-wise permutations of its
time arguments and

∫
dt1 · · · dtn|β(t1, · · · , tn)|2 = 1. In this

case, the normalisation is simply N = n!. For an arbitrary
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state, some of the n photons may be distinguishable. In this
case β(t1, · · · , tn) is partially symmetric and may be factored
into a product of fully symmetric wavefunctions [46]. The
transient number state normalisation, N , would then change
as a result. One may also fix the normalisation of the transient
number state in Eq. (A1) to be n! and rescale the partially
symmetric wavefunction β so that it satisfies the relation∫

dt1 · · · dtnβ∗(t1, · · · , tn)
∑
∀ρ β(tρ(1), · · · , tρ(n)) = n!. Thus, in

what follows we fix the normalisation of the transient number
states to that of the symmetric case, N = n!.

We use the transient number state basis for an arbitrary state
as it is more convenient when calculating the photon number
probability density. We will also use the above relations to
derive various formulas. However, for the moment we will
consider the special case of number states of n independent
and indistinguishable photons. For such a state we may write
β(t1, ..., tn) = ξ(t1)...ξ(tn), thereby reducing Eq. (A1) to

|nξ〉 =
1
√

n!
(â†ξ )

n |0〉 . (A3)

The photon wavepacket creation operator â†ξ , given by
Eq. (3), creates a photon with a temporal wavepacket ampli-
tude ξ(t) that is normalised;∫

dt|ξ(t)|2 = 1. (A4)

The Hermitian conjugate, âξ, absorbs a single-photon
wavepacket, and with â†ξ obeys the commutation relation

[âξ, â
†
ξ ] = 1. (A5)

Additionally, we have [â(t), â†ξ ] = ξ(t), from which one may
derive the more general relations[ n∏

i=1

â(ti), â
†
ξ

]
=

n∑
k=1

(
ξ(tk)

n∏
i=1
i,k

â(ti)
)

(A6)

and [
â(t),

(
â†ξ

)n]
= nξ(t)

(
â†ξ

)n−1
. (A7)

From the commutation relation in Eq. (A7) and the number
state definition in Eq. (A3), it follows that

â(t) |nξ〉 =
√

nξ(t) |(n− 1)ξ〉 . (A8)

2. Coherent state

A continuous-mode coherent state in a single spatial mode
is defined as |{α}〉 = exp(â†α − âα) |0〉, where the creation
operator, â†α, is defined similarly to â†ξ in Eq. (3), but with
ξ(t) → α(t) [37]. Unlike the function ξ(t), α(t) is not nor-
malised but is square-integrable;∫

dt|α(t)|2 = nα. (A9)

The definition of the continuous-mode coherent state is not
explicitly used, however, we make use of the eigen-relation,

â(t) |{α}〉 = α(t) |{α}〉 , (A10)

when calculating expectation values.

Appendix B: Photon statistics

1. Photon number distribution

a. Coherent state

The photon number distribution of a coherent state is de-
rived in the same manner as that of the PAC state. The tran-
sient number state is expanded in operator form by using
the Hermitian conjugate of Eq. (12) in Eq. (13). The eigen-
relation in Eq. (A10) is then used to carry out the operation of
each â(ti) on |ψ〉 = |{α}〉. The resulting probability density is

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

= |〈{1ti}n
i=1|{α}〉|

2

=
1
n!

e−nα
n∏

i=1

|α(ti)|2.
(B1)

Integrating Eq. (B1), gives the lossless photon distribution

Pn =
e−nα

n!

n∏
i=1

∫
dti |α(ti)|2

=
nαn

n!
e−nα ,

(B2)

which is equal to the usual single-mode result [37], and is
valid for n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . Substituting this result into Eq. (19)
introduces the effects of loss, giving

Pn(L) = |η(L)|n
nn
α

n!
e−|η(L)|nα . (B3)

This distribution has a mean of 〈n〉 = |η(L)|nα and a variance
of (∆n)2 = |η(L)|nα, confirming that the wavepacket state con-
tinues to have Poissonian statistics as it propagates.

b. Number state

The photon number probability density for a number state
|mβ〉, is obtained by using the number state definition in
Eq. (A1) and substituting it for |ψ〉 in Eq. (13).

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

= | 〈{1ti}n
i=1|mβ〉 |2

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

dt′1 · · · dt′m β(t′1, · · · , t
′
m) 〈{1ti}n

i=1|{1t′j}
m
j=1〉

∣∣∣∣∣∣2.
(B4)
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Using the orthonormality relation in Eq. (A2) leads to

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∫

dt′1 · · · dt′m β(t′1, · · · , t
′
m)

×
∑
∀ρ

n∏
i=1

δ(t′i − tρ(i))δn,m/n!

∣∣∣∣∣∣2
=

∣∣∣∣∑
∀ρ
β(tρ(1), · · · , tρ(m))δn,m/n!

∣∣∣∣2.
(B5)

Setting m = n due to δn,m, we have that for n indistin-
guishable photons, β(tρ(1), · · · , tρ(n)) is symmetric with re-
spect to the interchange of any pair of times and so we may
choose any permutation, e.g. ρ(i) = i. We can then write∑
∀ρ β(tρ(1), · · · , tρ(n)) = n!β(t1, · · · , tn), where n! is the total

number of permutations. The probability density is then

Pn
({ti}n

i=1
)

=|β(t1, · · · , tn)|2δn,m. (B6)

Integrating with respect to all times, we obtain the distribution

Pn =

∫
dt1 · · · dtn|β(t1, · · · , tn)|2 δn,m = δn,m, (B7)

which is the expected result as there are exactly m photons in
the state. Using Eq. (15), the vacuum probability is found to
be P0 = δ0,m. Thus Eq. (B7) is valid for n = 0, 1, 2, · · · . With
the lossless photon population known, the case with loss is
found by substituting Eq. (B7) into Eq. (19), giving

Pn(L) = |η(L)|n |1− η(L)|m−n
(
m
n

)
, (B8)

which coincides with the single-mode result.
The mean of this distribution is given by 〈n〉 = m|η(L)|

and the variance by (∆n)2 = m |η(L)|
(
1 − |η(L)|

)
. Single-

mode number states are known to have sub-Poissonian statis-
tics [37]. Taking the ratio of the mean and variance, we ob-
tain (∆n)2/〈n〉 = 1 − |η(L)| ≤ 1, thus confirming the sub-
Poissonian nature of number state wavepackets.

2. Second-order correlation function

a. Coherent state

As was done for the PAC state, we use the eigen-relation
in Eq. (A10) to evaluate the averages. Unlike the PAC state
normal-ordering is not necessary. The photon flux is

f1(t) = 〈{α}|â†(t)â(t)|{α}〉 = |α(t)|2, (B9)

which yields a total photon number equal to the mean, nα,
upon integration. We similarly find the coincidence rate

f2(t1, t2) = 〈{α}|â†(t1)â†(t2)â(t2)â(t1)|{α}〉
= |α(t1)|2|α(t2)|2.

(B10)

Using these expressions in Eq. (27), one obtains the second-
order correlation function [37],

g(2)(t1, t2) =
|α(t1)|2|α(t2)|2

|α(t1)|2|α(t2)|2
= 1. (B11)

Using the expressions for f1 and f2 it is straightforward to
show that g(2)[0] = 1.

b. Number state

The photon flux for the number state is calculated by ap-
plying â(t) to |nξ〉 using Eq. (A8), and multiplying this by its
Hermitian conjugate, which gives

f1(t) = 〈nξ|â†(t)â(t)|nξ〉 = n|ξ(t)|2. (B12)

Similarly we obtain the coincidence flux,

f2(t1, t2) = 〈nξ|â†(t1)â†(t2)â(t2)â(t1)|nξ〉
= n(n− 1)|ξ(t1)|2|ξ(t2)|2.

(B13)

Using Eq. (B12) and (B13) in Eq. (27) yields a time-
independent second-order correlation function,

g(2)(t1, t2) =
f2(t1, t2)

f1(t1) f1(t2)

=
n(n− 1)|ξ(t1)|2|ξ(t2)|2

n2|ξ(t1)|2|ξ(t2)|2

= 1− 1
n

= g(2)[0].

(B14)

These results are equal to the single-mode case [37].

Appendix C: Quadratures

1. Coherent state

The coherent state is well known as a minimum-uncertainty
state; the uncertainty product, ∆Xϕ(t,T )∆Xϕ+π/2(t,T ), as-
sumes the minimum permissible value. As shown below, a
coherent state wavepacket has a constant quadrature variance
over all ϕ, thus making it non-squeezed. Any state with one
quadrature variance less than that of the coherent state value
is considered squeezed [37].

We begin by evaluating Eq. (38) for |{α}〉, with the help of
the eigen-relation in Eq. (A10), which gives the mean

〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉 =

∫ t+T

t
dt′ Re

{
α(t′)e−iϕ(t′)

}
. (C1)

It can similarly be shown that

〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉 = 〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉2 , (C2)
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which cancels the square of Eq. (C1) when both are substi-
tuted into Eq. (39) to calculate the variance. This removes the
dependence on ϕ and the wavepacket profile, giving(

∆Xϕ(t,T )
)2

=
T
4
. (C3)

This result differs from the single-mode value of 1/4 only by
the factor T , which occurs due to the integration. The vacuum
state shares the same quadrature variance.

2. Number state

Due to the orthogonality of number states, the quadrature
mean in Eq. (50) evaluates to

〈X̂ϕ(t,T )〉 = 0 (C4)

when taking the expectation value with respect to |nξ〉. Sim-
ilarly, only the second term of Eq. (40) with â†(t′′)â(t′) re-
mains, which simplifies to

〈: X̂2
ϕ(t,T ) :〉 =

n
2

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′)| cos

(
θ1(t′)− ϕ(t′)

)]2

+
n
2

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′)| sin

(
θ1(t′)− ϕ(t′)

)]2

.

(C5)

When ϕ(t′) , θ1(t′), the integrands oscillate about zero with
an envelope of |ξ(t′)|. For T � 1/Ω1, the integral evaluates
to roughly zero. Setting ϕ(t′) = θ1(t) removes the oscillations
and the integrals evaluate to a positive value. Thus, only the
quadrature in phase with the field produces a non-trivial result,

〈: X̂2
θ1

(t,T ) :〉 =
n
2

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′)|

]2

≤nT
2

∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′)|2.

(C6)

The upper bound is obtained by applying the Cauchy-
Schwartz inequality to the squared integral. For T � 1/Ω1,
the upper bound is approximately nT/2 which resembles the
single-mode result. Equality is achieved when |ξ(t′)| is con-
stant in time, in which case

∫ +∞
−∞ dt|ξ(t)|2 is no longer finite,

making a continuous-mode treatment unsuitable. For this rea-
son, we leave the upper bound of the variance open. Using
Eqs. (C4) and (C5) in Eq. (52) gives the quadrature variance,

(
∆Xθ1 (t,T )

)2
=

T
4

+
n
2

[ ∫ t+T

t
dt′ |ξ(t′)|

]2

, (C7)

which lies between T/4 and (2n + 1)T/4.

Appendix D: Fidelity

In the main text the expression for the fidelity is given by

F = |〈ψ|φ〉|2 = 〈ψ| F̂φ |ψ〉 , (D1)

where |ψ〉 = |{α}, 1ξ0〉g |0〉e = 1
(1+nα)1/2 âξ0 |{α}〉g |0〉e is the

ideal state and F̂φ = |φ〉 〈φ| is the fidelity operator for the
imperfect state. We have included the environment mode (e)
in addition to the guided mode (g) to account for loss during
propagation. In the Heisenberg picture, the ideal state remains
fixed while the fidelity operator (the observable) is modified.
Under the transformation in Eq. (8) we have |φ〉 → |φ′〉 with

|φ′〉 = |N(τ)|1/2
∫

dt′ξ(t′ + τ)[η1/2â†(t′)− i(1− η)1/2v̂†(t′)]

× |{η1/2α}〉g |{−i(1− η)1/2α}〉e . (D2)

Here, the L dependence of η has been suppressed for conve-
nience and the retarded time is set to the non-retarded time
(equivalent to the ideal state shifted in time to account for
propagation without loss). We then have

〈ψ|φ′〉 = η1/2 |N(τ)|1/2

(1 + nα)1/2 〈0|{−i(1− η)1/2α}〉e〈{α}|{η1/2α}〉g

×[σ∗(τ)/
√

nα + η1/2√nασ∗(τ)]. (D3)

One can then use 〈{β}|{α}〉 = e−nβ/2 〈0|∑∞n=0
(âβ)n

n! |{α}〉 =

e−nβ/2e−nα/2eµ, where µ =
∫

dtβ∗(t)α(t). This leads to

F′ = |〈ψ|φ′〉|2 = ηe−2nα(1−η1/2) |N(τ)|
(1 + nα)

|σ(τ)|2

nα
(1 + η1/2nα)2,

(D4)
with µ = η1/2nα. For η = 1 we recover the result in the main
text for the case of no loss.
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