
Building a large-scale quantum computer with
continuous-variable optical technologies

Kosuke Fukui & Shuntaro Takeda
Department of Applied Physics, School of Engineering, The University of Tokyo, 7-3-1
Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan

E-mail: fukuik.opt@gmail.com, takeda@ap.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp

Abstract. Realizing a large-scale quantum computer requires hardware platforms that can
simultaneously achieve universality, scalability, and fault tolerance. As a viable pathway
to meeting these requirements, quantum computation based on continuous-variable optical
systems has recently gained more attention due to its unique advantages and approaches. This
review introduces several topics of recent experimental and theoretical progress in the optical
continuous-variable quantum computation that we believe are promising. In particular, we
focus on scaling-up technologies enabled by time multiplexing, bandwidth broadening, and
integrated optics, as well as hardware-efficient and robust bosonic quantum error correction
schemes.
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1. Introduction

Over the past decades, much effort has been dedicated
to developing quantum computers with the promise
of performing previously impossible computing tasks.
Various quantum computing (QC) hardware platforms have
emerged, such as superconducting circuits [1, 2], trapped
ions [3, 4], semiconductor quantum dots [5, 6], and
photonic circuits [7, 8]. One of the leading platforms is
the superconducting circuits, as highlighted by a recent
demonstration of “quantum supremacy” with a 53-qubit
superconducting quantum computer [1]. This device
successfully performed a specific computing task that was
classically hard to simulate even with the state-of-the-
art supercomputer. The current quantum computers are,
however, still too small and noisy to perform practical
quantum algorithms. Recently, near-term applications
with such noisy intermediate-scale quantum computers
have been pursued with several approaches, such as
the development of quantum-classical hybrid algorithms
and error mitigation techniques [9, 10]. However, the
applicability of these approaches is currently limited and
still unclear. Scaling up quantum computers is an inevitable
direction to take advantage of the full potential of quantum
computers.

What are the requirements imposed on hardware plat-
forms to realize practical, large-scale quantum computers?
Here we will focus on three requirements. The first require-
ment is “universality”: the ability to perform a set of op-
erations necessary to construct arbitrary quantum computa-
tion (QC). This requirement is essential to realize general-
purpose quantum computers which can run any kinds of
quantum algorithms. The second is “scalability”: the possi-
bility to increase the number of qubits and operational steps
efficiently without constraints. The difficulty of this re-
quirement lies in the fact that quantum processors for more
and more qubits and operations often suffer from increas-
ing noise channels and more severe restrictions originating
from their environmental conditions. The third is “fault tol-
erance”: the functionality to correct errors during compu-
tation and derive reliable results. Various quantum error-
correction (QEC) schemes are already known [11], but they
not only require a low error rate below 1% but also incur
tremendous resource overhead that makes their implemen-
tation a daunting challenge.

As a viable pathway to meeting these severe require-
ments, QC based on continuous variables (CVs) has re-
cently gained more and more attention. The mainstream
of QC utilizes qubits as fundamental quantum informa-
tion units and encodes them into two-level physical sys-
tems. In contrast, QC based on CVs is a complemen-
tary approach expressing quantum information by quan-
tum states in an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space [12].
This infinite-dimensional space offers computational mod-
els unique to CVs, such as Gaussian boson sampling and
its related algorithms [13, 14, 15, 16], quantum machine

learning based on CVs [17, 18, 19], and other CV quan-
tum algorithms and simulations [20, 21, 22]. Even more
powerful tools in CVs are bosonic quantum error-correcting
codes (QECCs) [23, 24]. The bosonic codes can encode
an error-correctable logical qubit into a single-mode quan-
tum state by exploiting its infinite-dimensional space as a
resource to introduce redundancy. These codes are more
efficient than the standard error-correcting codes requiring
additional two-level physical systems to increase the dimen-
sionality and introduce redundancy. Therefore, the bosonic
codes potentially reduce resource overhead and thus pro-
vide hardware-efficient implementations of QEC.

Several quantum systems that can potentially perform
CVQC are known, such as microwave modes in super-
conducting circuits [25, 26], vibrational modes of trapped
ions [27, 28] or mechanical oscillators [29], atomic spin en-
sembles [30, 31], and optical modes [32, 33, 34]. For mi-
crowave and optical modes, several architectures for fault-
tolerant CVQC have been recently proposed [24, 35, 36,
37, 38, 39]. Here in this review, we shed light on “opti-
cal” CVQC, expecting its potential to satisfy the universal-
ity, scalability, and fault tolerance simultaneously. The op-
tical CV approach has recently made remarkable progress
in realizing scalability, as exemplified by the deterministic
generation of large-scale entangled states [40, 41, 42] and
their application to many steps of QC [43, 44]. This scal-
ability comes from deterministic quantum resources avail-
able in CV schemes and optical multiplexing techniques to
increase optical modes efficiently. In addition, optical plat-
forms suffer from fewer limitations to scalability since they
do not require severe environments such as very low tem-
perature or vacuum. In terms of fault tolerance, the opti-
cal CV approach has unique advantages. Optical quantum
systems are inherently robust because light has almost no
interaction with environments. The dominant cause of er-
rors is optical losses, but the bosonic QECCs can deal with
such loss errors in the hardware-efficient ways. The last
requirement, universality, has long been one of the major
difficulties in the optical QC. This is because the strong
optical nonlinearity required for universal quantum oper-
ations has been hard to achieve deterministically. How-
ever, recent progress in the CV approach has found sev-
eral feasible methodologies to realize deterministic non-
linear optical quantum operations [45, 46, 47]. For these
reasons, various types of optical architectures for scalable,
fault-tolerant, and universal CVQC have recently been pro-
posed [37, 48, 38].

This review aims to introduce several topics of recent
experimental and theoretical progress in the optical CVQC
that we believe opens a promising path to realizing
universality, scalability, and fault tolerance at the same time.
First, Section II focuses on the universality. We define
basic operations in the CVQC and show how to perform
the universal QC in theory. We also outline the one-way
CVQC model, which is the leading approach in this field.
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Then, Section III focuses on the scalability. After briefly
summarizing elementary technologies developed thus far,
we mainly concentrate on experimental progress in three
topics related to scalability, including optical multiplexing,
bandwidth broadening, and integrated photonic chips.
Section IV focuses on the fault tolerance. We introduce
bosonic QECCs, focusing on Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill
(GKP) qubits [23] in particular. We also discuss the
methodologies for the fault-tolerant optical CVQC with
GKP qubits. Finally, Sec. V summarizes and concludes
this review.

2. Universal quantum computation with CVs

2.1. Continuous variables

In the beginning, we review the operators and the measure-
ment of quantum states for CVQC. The Hamiltonian of a
quantized electromagnetic mode is described by that of a
quantum harmonic oscillator, where quadratures of a single
mode k correspond to the harmonic oscillator’s position and
momentum operators q̂k and p̂k, respectively. The Hamilto-
nian of the quantum harmonic oscillator can be written by
these operators as

Ĥk =
1
2
(p̂2

k +ω
2
k q̂2

k) = h̄ωk

(
â†

k âk +
1
2

)
, (1)

where âk and â†
k are annihilation and creation operators,

ωk is the center frequency ω of the mode k, and h̄
is the Planck constant divided by 2π . The position
and momentum operators are described by creation and
annihilation operators as

q̂k =

√
h̄

2ω k
(âk + â†

k), p̂k =−i

√
h̄ωk

2
(âk− â†

k), (2)

which satisfy the commutation relation, [q̂k, p̂k′ ] = ih̄δkk′ ,
[âk, â

†
k′ ] = δkk′ , and [âk, âk′ ] = 0 (δkk′ is the Kronecker delta).

The position and momentum quadratures then represent
a conjugate pair, and the well-known uncertainty relation
becomes

〈(∆q̂k)
2〉〈(∆p̂k)

2〉 ≥ 1
4
|〈[q̂k, p̂k]〉|2 =

h̄2

4
. (3)

In the following, we will use the position and momentum
quadratures with ωk = 1 and h̄ = 1, and may omit the label
k.

The measurement in the quadrature eigenbasis is
implemented by the homodyne measurement, which is an
essential part of implementing CVQC. In the (balanced)
homodyne measurement [49], the signal mode to be
measured and the local oscillator (LO) mode are coupled
by a beam splitter with a transmissivity 50%, and these
two modes are measured by photodetectors. The difference
of the output photocurrents is given by δ î = c(â†

LOâsig +

âLOâ†
sig) with constant c, where âsig(âLO) is the annihilation

operator for the signal (LO) mode. Assuming a large

amplitude of the LO mode, i.e., âLO → αLO = |αLO|eiΦ

with the relative phase between signal and LO modes Φ,
we can describe δ î as δ î ∝ |αLO|(q̂sigcosΦ+ p̂sigsinΦ). By
changing Φ we can measure the quadratures of the signal
mode. The cases for Φ = 0 and π/2 correspond to the
measurement in the q and p quadratures, respectively.

2.2. Quantum computation with CVs

2.2.1. Continuous and discrete variables For quantum
information processing based on the qubit, the eigenbasis
{|0〉L , |1〉L} is used for the computational basis. For
CVs, the eigenbasis of q̂, {|s〉q}s∈R, is conventionally
used as the computational basis, and it spans an infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space. Comparison between qubits and
qumodes in quantum information processing is summarized
in Table 1, where qumodes are CV equivalent of the qubits.
Reviews for quantum information processing with CVs
were provided in Refs. [50, 51, 33, 34].

QC has a great deal of potential to efficiently solve
some hard problems for conventional computers. On the
other hand, the Gottesman-Knill theorem for qubits [52]
shows that a class of QC with qubits which employs
only Clifford gates as well as projective measurements in
the computational basis can be efficiently simulated by
a classical computer. Thus, non-Clifford gates play an
important role in providing a speedup over a classical
computer, and allow us to realize universality defined
by the condition that any unitary transformation can be
implemented with arbitrary accuracy. It is known that
universality can be achieved by a finite set of Clifford and
non-Clifford gates, which is called a universal gate set.

CVQC was proposed by Lloyd and Braunstein [12],
showing the way to use CVs for QC and the universal
gate set for CVQC. For universal CVQC, non-Gaussian
gates corresponding to the non-Clifford gates are required.
The CV analogue of the Gottesman–Knill theorem for
qubits [52] was formulated by Bartlett et al. [53], showing
that CVQC cannot overcome a classical computer if initial
states, gates, and measurements are all Gaussian. We note
that Gaussian (non-Gaussian) gates linearly (nonlinearly)
transform quadratures by Hamiltonians with the second
or lower order (the third or higher order) of quadrature
operators, requiring only second-order (third or higher-
order) optical nonlinearity. In the following Secs. 2.2.2 and
2.2.3, we see the universal gate set consisting of a finite set
of Gaussian and non-Gaussian gates.

2.2.2. Gaussian quantum gates A typical Gaussian
quantum gate set for universality consists of {Ẑ(t), P̂(η),
R̂(θ), ĈZ}, where Ẑ(t) is p quadrature displacement, P̂(η)
is shearing (also referred to as the phase gate), R̂(θ) is
rotation (also referred to as the phase shift), and ĈZ is
the controlled-phase (CZ) gate. The above Gaussian gates
can be partly substituted by q quadrature displacement
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Table 1. Comparison between qubits and qumodes in quantum information processing.

Discrete variables (qubits) Continuous variables (qumodes)

Computational basis {|0〉L , |1〉L} {|s〉q}s∈R

Conjugate basis {|±〉L = 1√
2
(|0〉L±|1〉L)} {|t〉p = 1√

2π

∫
∞

−∞
ds eist |s〉q}t∈R

Encoding |ψ〉= α |0〉L +β |1〉L (|α|2 + |β |2 = 1) |ψ〉=
∫

∞

−∞
dsψ(s) |s〉q (

∫
∞

−∞
ds|ψ(s)|2 = 1)

Detector Photon detector Homodyne detector
Bit-flip gate: X̂ Displacement in q̂ basis: X̂(v) = e−ivp̂ (v ∈ R)
X̂ |0〉L = |1〉L , X̂ |1〉L = |0〉L X̂(v) |s〉q = |s+ v〉q

Phase-flip gate: Ẑ Displacement in p̂ basis :Ẑ(u) = eiuq̂ (u ∈ R)
Ẑ |0〉L = |0〉L , Ẑ |1〉L =−|1〉L Ẑ(u) |t〉p = |t +u〉p

Quantum gate Hadamard gate: Ĥ Fourier gate: R̂(π

2 ) = ei π
4 (q̂

2+p̂2)

Ĥ |0〉L = |+〉L , Ĥ |1〉L = |−〉L R̂(π

2 ) |s〉q = |s〉p, R̂(π

2 ) |t〉p = |−t〉q
Controlled-NOT (CX) gate: ĈX CX gate: ĈX = e−iq̂1 p̂2

ĈX |0〉L |0(1)〉L = |0〉L |0(1)〉L ĈX |s1〉q1
|s2〉q2

= ĈX |s1〉q1
|s2 + s1〉q2

ĈX |1〉L |0(1)〉L = |1〉L |1(0)〉L ĈX |t1〉p1
|t2〉p2

= ĈX |t1− t2〉p1
|t2〉p2

Carrier Degrees of freedom of a photon Quadratures of a light field

X̂(t), squeezing Ŝ(r), the controlled-NOT (CX) gate, and a
beam-splitter coupling B̂S(θ). In terms of an experimental
realization in an optical setup, the Gaussian quantum gate
set for universality, {Ŝ(r), Ẑ(t) (or X̂(t)), R̂(θ), B̂S(θ)}, is
also employed since these Gaussian gates are more feasible
than others.

We see the Gaussian quantum gates in more detail.
Displacement operators in position and momentum quadra-
tures are defined as X̂(v) = e−ivp̂ and Ẑ(u) = eiuq̂ with
v,u ∈ R, respectively. These operators act on the quadra-
ture eigenbasis as

X̂(v) |s〉q = |s+ v〉q , Ẑ(u) |t〉p = |t +u〉p . (4)

In the Heisenberg picture, X̂(v) and Ẑ(u) transform the
position and momentum quadratures as q̂→ q̂+ v and p̂→
p̂+u, respectively. X̂(v) and Ẑ(u) are analogous to bit- and
phase-flip gates for the qubit, called Pauli X and Z gates,
which act on the computational basis as X̂ |0〉L (X̂ |1〉L) =
|1〉L (|0〉L) and Ẑ |0〉L (Ẑ |1〉L) = |0〉L (−|1〉L), respectively.
Additionally, X̂(v) and Ẑ(u) are generalized to the Weyl-
Heisenberg group of the displacement operator D̂(α) which
is any linear combination of X̂(v) and Ẑ(u) and defined
as D̂(α) = exp(α â† − α∗â) with the complex amplitude
α = (v+ iu)/

√
2.

The squeezing, phase, and rotation gates are defied as
Ŝ(r) = ei r

2 (q̂p̂+p̂q̂), P̂(η) = ei η

2 q̂2
, and R̂(θ) = ei θ

2 (q̂
2+p̂2),

respectively. In the Heisenberg picture, they transform
quadratures as

Ŝ(r) : q̂→ e−rq̂, p̂→ er p̂, (5)
P̂(η) : q̂→ q̂, p̂→ p̂+η q̂, (6)
R̂(θ) : q̂→ q̂cosθ − p̂sinθ , p̂→ q̂sinθ + p̂cosθ . (7)

In addition to the single-mode Gaussian gates de-
scribed above, two-mode Gaussian gates are also required

for CVQC. The typical example is the CZ gate ĈZ = eiq̂1q̂2 ,
which transforms the quadratures for the modes 1 and 2 as
q̂1→ q̂1, p̂1→ p̂1 + q̂2, q̂2→ q̂2, p̂2→ p̂2 + q̂1. (8)
In addition, the CX gate is defined as ĈX = e−iq̂1 p̂2 , which
transforms the quadratures as
q̂1→ q̂1, p̂1→ p̂1− p̂2, q̂2→ q̂2 + q̂1, p̂2→ p̂2. (9)
The CX gate for CVs is also referred to as the quantum-
nondemolition (QND) gate or the sum gate. We note that,
more generally, CZ and CX gates for CVs can be defined
as ĈZ(g) = eigq̂1q̂2 and ĈX(g) = e−igq̂1 p̂2 , respectively, with
interaction strength g, but g=1 is used throughout this
review.

Experimentally, the CZ and CX gates can be
implemented by linear optics and ancillary squeezed
vacuum states, Ŝ(r) |0〉 [54, 55, 56]. However, the ancilla
state introduces additional errors due to finite squeezing.
Instead, a beam splitter operation can be generally used
for a two-mode gate due to the experimental feasibility
in an optical setup. The beam-splitter operation B̂S(θ)
with the parameter θ is defined as B̂S(θ) = e

θ
2 (â

†
1â2−â1â†

2) =

e
iθ
2 (q̂1 p̂2+p̂1q̂2), where â1(2) is the annihilation operator for

the mode 1(2) and θ determines the transmissivity of the
beam splitter T = cos2 θ

2 ∈ [0,1]. B̂S(θ) transforms the
quadratures for two modes 1 and 2 as
q̂1→

√
T q̂1 +

√
Rq̂2, p̂1→

√
T p̂1 +

√
Rp̂2, (10)

q̂2→ −
√

Rq̂1 +
√

T q̂2, p̂2→−
√

Rp̂1 +
√

T p̂2, (11)
where R = 1−T is the reflectivity of the beam splitter.

Note that a combination of the above Gaussian gates
can generate any Gaussian gate which transforms the
quadratures linearly in the Heisenberg picture. On the other
hand, these gates provide only Gaussian operations, and are
thus not sufficient to generate an arbitrary unitary gate.
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2.2.3. Non-Gaussian quantum gates and universality
Next, we see the non-Gaussian quantum gates for
universality. A typical non-Gaussian gate is a unitary
Ûn(t) = ei t

n q̂n
with a natural number n≥ 3 and the nonlinear

interaction strength t. The unitary Û3(t) is referred to as the
cubic phase gate. We can see Û1(t) and Û2(t) correspond to
Ẑ(t) and P̂(t), respectively. In the Heisenberg picture, ei t

n q̂n

with n≥ 3 nonlinearly transforms quadratures as

q̂→ q̂, p̂→ p̂+ tq̂n−1. (12)

It is known that an arbitrary unitary operator can be
constructed from Gaussian gates and Û3(t). Thus, the
universal gate set for an optical setup is given by a finite
set of gates, e.g.,{Ŝ(r), Ẑ(t) (or X̂(t)), R̂(θ), B̂S(θ),Û3(t)}.

The way to construct approximately an arbitrary
unitary operator was introduced by Lloyd et al. [12] and
formulated by Sefi et al. [57, 58]. Also, there have
been many studies on the decomposition of an arbitrary
or specific unitary operator exactly or approximately [59,
60, 61, 62, 63]. An arbitrary unitary Û is described
as Û = exp(iĤ), and Ĥ is the Hermitian operator
consisting of a sum of products of quadrature operators.
Universality is realized when Ĥ can be approximated
with arbitrary precision by using Hamiltonians composing
the universal gate set. To decompose and approximate
a given Hamiltonian, the following approximations for
Hamiltonian operators Â and B̂ are typically used:

eit(Â+B̂) ≈ eiÂ t
2 eiB̂teiÂ t

2 +O(t3), (13)

et2[Â,B̂] ≈ eiB̂teiÂte−iB̂te−iÂt +O(t3), (14)

where t is a time to apply each of the Hamiltonians [64, 57].
When we apply these operators repeatedly by replacing t
with t/N, Eqs. (13) and (14) are transformed as

eit(Â+B̂) ≈ (eiÂ t
2N eiB̂ t

N eiÂ t
2N )N +O

(
t3

N2

)
, (15)

et2[Â,B̂] ≈ (eiB̂ t
N eiÂ t

N e−iB̂ t
N e−iÂ t

N )N2
+O

(
t3

N

)
, (16)

where N is the number of repetitions of sequential
operations consisting of operators Â and B̂. Thus, we can
realize (Â + B̂) and [Â, B̂] from Â and B̂ with arbitrary
precision in principle, assuming sufficiently large N so that
O
(
t3/N2

)
,O
(
t3/N

)
7→ 0. This fact enables us to construct

higher-order Hamiltonians of q̂ and p̂ from lower-order
ones. Additionally, the several exact gate decompositions
without any approximations have been shown [57, 63], e.g.,

q̂m+1 = − 2
3m

[q̂m, [q̂3, p̂2]], (17)

q̂m pn + p̂nq̂m = − 4i
(n+1)(m+1)

[q̂m+1, p̂n+1]

− 1
n+1

n−1

∑
k=1

[p̂n−k, [q̂m, p̂k]]. (18)

The above results allow us to implement an arbitrary
Hamiltonian and thus an arbitrary unitary from a universal
gate set composed of a finite number of gates.

Figure 1. Cubic phase gate. (a)The cubic phase gate by the measurement-
induced scheme using the cubic phase state. (b) The preparation of the
cubic phase state [65, 66].

2.2.4. Non-Gaussian gates in an optical setup As already
mentioned in the previous section, universal QC can be
implemented by a finite set of Gaussian gates and a single
non-Gaussian gate. Optical non-Gaussian gates require
third or higher-order optical nonlinear effects. However,
such nonlinearity is extremely weak in general and difficult
to achieve for optical quantum states at the single-photon
level. In fact, this lack of sufficient nonlinearity has
been a major problem in realizing two-qubit gates in the
optical discrete variable approach. One possible way to
circumvent this problem is to introduce ancillary photons
and projective measurement to probabilistically induce
effective nonlinearity, as proposed by Knill, Laflamme,
and Milburn [67]. However, this scheme requires a
substantial resource overhead to make the two-qubit gate
deterministic. Another way is to enhance the nonlinearity
by using strong interaction between Rydberg atoms [68], or
by coupling two-level systems with photons in cavities or
waveguides [69, 70, 71, 72, 73].

In the case of the CV approach, a simple measurement-
based scheme to deterministically perform a non-Gaussian
gate was proposed by Gottesman, Kitaev, and Preskill.
Figure 1(a) shows their scheme to perform the cubic phase
gate V̂ (γ) = Û3(γ) = exp(i γ

3 q̂3) with γ ∈ R. In their
scheme, the cubic phase state is used as a resource to
implement the cubic phase gate, where the ideal cubic
phase state is defined as |γ〉 = V̂ (γ) |0〉p ∝

∫
dsei γ

3 s3 |s〉q.
Figure 1(a) shows the implementation of the cubic phase
gate on the input state |ψ〉. In Fig. 1(a), the CX gate
between |γ〉 and |ψ〉 is implemented, and the upper mode
is measured in the q quadrature. After the measurement,
the p quadrature for the input state is transformed as p̂→
p̂+ γ q̂2 + 2mγ q̂+m2γ in the Heisenberg picture, where m
is the homodyne measurement outcome. Finally, V̂ (γ) |ψ〉
is obtained after canceling the terms 2mγ q̂ and m2γ via
feedforward operations P̂(−2mγ) and Ẑ(−m2γ) depending
on m.

The state |γ〉 can be prepared approximately by
using squeezed vacuum states, a beam-splitter coupling,
a displacement operation, and an adaptive squeezing
operation depending on the result of a photon counting
measurement [66], as shown in Fig. 1(b). This scheme,
however, requires a high squeezing level for the preparation
of the cubic phase gate. For the experimental feasibility,
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thus, a superposition of Fock states can be alternatively
used to approximate the cubic phase state. For example, the
state |φ〉cps ∝ |0〉+ c |3〉 with c = iγ

√
3/2 has the position

wave function φ(q) ∝ 1+ iγ(q3− 3q/2). Since the wave
function of |γ〉 can be described as 1+ iγq3 +O(γ2), the
state |φ〉cps effectively approximates |γ〉 with γ � 1 except
for the term 3γq/2 whose effect can be canceled out later.
For the implementation of a cubic phase gate including
the preparation of the cubic phase state, there are many
theoretical efforts [46, 74, 66, 47, 75] and experimental
efforts described in Sec. 3.1.1.

2.3. One-way CVQC

2.3.1. One-way QC A model of QC analogous to classical
computation is called a quantum circuit model. In the
circuit model, unitary quantum gates are performed on the
input quantum states in a quantum register. After the unitary
time evolution required for the algorithm, the quantum
states are measured in the register. To implement a practical
quantum algorithm, this model requires a number of
deterministic unitary quantum gates with coherent control
of individual qubits [76].

Instead of the quantum circuit model, Raussendorf
and Briegel formulated one-way QC [77], also called
measurement-based QC. Qubit-based one-way QC pro-
vides the ability to perform universal QC using only mea-
surements of the qubits composing the multipartite entan-
gled state, called the cluster state; accordingly, an arbi-
trary quantum algorithm can be performed via a sequence
of single-qubit measurements on qubit-based cluster states.
In an optical setup, the measurement of qubits is usually
easier than the quantum gate based on the quantum circuit
model, which requires coherent control of qubits. Thus,
one-way QC has been a promising model to implement
large-scale QC in optical systems if one can prepare a large-
scale cluster state. Later, one-way CVQC was established
by Menicucci et al. [78] and Gu et al. [65]. The CV ver-
sion of the cluster state can implement any computational
algorithm based on CVQC.

The cluster state is typically described by a graph G =
(V,E) with the sets of vertices V and edges E, as illustrated
in Fig. 2(a), where the elements of V and E correspond to
qubits (qumodes) and CZ gates, respectively. The cluster
state for qubits is generated by implementing CZ gates
between neighboring qubits which are initially prepared to
|+〉L = (|0〉L + |1〉L)/

√
2, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b). The

CV cluster state is generated by performing the CZ gate
between neighboring qumodes which are initially prepared
to momentum-squeezed vacuum states, as illustrated in
Fig. 2(c). The cluster state is efficiently described by the
stabilizer formalism. For CVs, the operator X̂(v) is a
stabilizer operator for the state |0〉p because of X̂(v) |0〉p =
|0〉p. For the CV cluster state, the stabilizers for n modes
can be defined as the set of Ŝi(v) = X̂i(v)∏ j∈N(i) Ẑ j(v) for

Figure 2. Cluster state. (a) Graph G = (V,E) (b) The cluster state for
qubits. (c) The CV cluster state. (d) The three mode cluster state.

i = 1, · · · ,n and for all v ∈ R, where N(i) means the set of
vertices in the neighborhood of the vertice i. Here Ŝi(v) is
described by using nullifiers Ĥi as Ŝi(v) = e−ivĤi for all v∈
R. Considering the expression of Ŝi(v) for the CV cluster
state, Ĥi can be written as p̂i −∑ j∈N(i) q̂ j. For a simple
example, the nullifiers of the cluster state in Fig. 2(d) are
given by p̂1− q̂2, p̂2− q̂1− q̂3, and p̂3− q̂2. The stabilizer
generators are written as X̂1(v)Ẑ2(v), Ẑ1(v)X̂2(v)Ẑ3(v), and
Ẑ2(v)X̂3(v) for all v. The +1 eigenstate of the stabilizer
generators, however, requires infinite squeezing and thus
infinite energy. Since such a state is not realistic, a common
way to approximate the CV cluster state is to replace
each eigenstate |0〉p with a squeezed vacuum state whose
variance in the p quadrature is equal to 〈(∆p̂)2〉 = 1

2 e−2r

with a finite squeezing parameter r.
Universal one-way CVQC requires the preparation

of two-dimensional cluster states where qumodes are
connected in a two-dimensional array. The preparation of
three-dimensional cluster states has also been considered
to introduce fault tolerance into one-way QC [79, 80]. To
prepare the cluster state in an optical setup, a beam-splitter
operation is generally used for a two-mode gate, instead
of the CZ gate which requires a complicated setup and
introduces additional noise from finitely-squeezed ancilla
states [54, 55, 56]. Thus, the CZ gates are replaced by
beam-splitter networks with appropriate configuration and
parameters. The way to generate the cluster state using
beam-splitter networks has been developed over the past
two decades [81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 41, 42, 86, 48], and related
experimental progress is explained in Sec. 3.2.

2.3.2. Quantum gates in one-way CVQC One-way CVQC
is performed on the CV cluster state described above. As
a simple example, we consider the Fourier gate using the
entangled pair prepared by the CZ gate. Figures 3(a)
and (b) show the Fourier gate in one-way QC using
the quantum circuit representation and the cluster state
representation, respectively. Before the CZ gate, the q
and p quadratures for the mode 1(2) are described as
(q̂1(2), p̂1(2)), respectively. The CZ gate transforms the
quadratures as (q̂1(2), p̂1(2)+ q̂2(1)). When the input mode
1 is measured in the p quadrature, the quadratures for
mode 2 are transformed to (p̂1, p̂2 + q̂1) after the feed-
forward operation in the q quadrature for the mode 2.
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Figure 3. Quantum gates in one-way QC. (a) Quantum circuit for the
Fourier gate. (b) Cluster state representation for the Fourier gate. (c)
Quantum circuit for the cubic phase gate. (d) Cluster state representation
for the cubic phase gate [65].

In the case of infinite squeezing, i.e., 〈(∆p̂2)
2〉 → 0,

the quadratures (−p̂1, p̂2 + q̂1) become (−p̂1, q̂1). Thus,
the above circuit with the infinite squeezing corresponds
to the Fourier gate R̂(π/2) described in Eq. (7). In a
practical implementation, due to a finite squeezing effect
in a practical implementation, the state after this circuit
suffers from a noise corresponding to 〈(∆p̂2)

2〉 = 1
2 e−2r.

For the implementation of the other quantum gates, it is
known that an arbitrary single-mode Gaussian gate can
be achieved by using a four-mode linear cluster state via
changing the measurement basis [87]. For example, given
the measurement on the i-th mode in the quadrature p̂+miq̂,
the phase gate is implemented by four measurements with
(m1,m2,m3,m4) = (1,0,0,0) [87, 88]. In Sec. 3.1.1, the
experimental realization of the single- and two-mode gates
in one-way CVQC is described. To achieve universality,
the cubic phase gate should be implemented within the
framework of one-way QC. Figure 3(c) shows the quantum
circuit representation for the cubic phase gate based on the
measurement-induced scheme using the cubic phase state
|γ〉. Figure 3(d) shows the cluster state representation of
Fig. 3(c) [78, 65].

3. Scalable quantum computation with CVs

3.1. Scalability of photonic QC

3.1.1. Building blocks for photonic QC Recent experi-
mental progress has found unique strategies that make op-
tical CVQC highly scalable. Before discussing such strate-
gies, let us first briefly review the history of developing ba-
sic building blocks for optical CVQC over the past several
decades [89, 32, 34, 33].

One of the most essential building blocks for optical
QC is quantum light sources. The most commonly used
quantum light source in CV systems is the sources for
squeezed vacuum states Ŝ(r) |0〉 because these states not
only well approximate the quadrature eigenstate |0〉q in the
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Figure 4. Optical implementation of a universal CV gate set. χ(2) and χ(3)

represent second- and third-order nonlinearity, respectively. Measurement-
induced implementations are based on Refs. [54, 46]. EOM, electro-optic
modulator; Disp., displacement operation.

high squeezing limit (r → ∞) but also play an important
role in generating various CV entangled states [90]. The
first generation of squeezed light in 1985 used four-
wave mixing in an atomic vapor of sodium atoms [91].
However, it was later found that high-level squeezed
light can be generated more conveniently by an optical
parametric oscillator (OPO), which is an optical cavity
with a second-order nonlinear crystal inside and pumped
by a continuous-wave beam [92]. In this configuration,
more than 10 dB (up to 15dB) of squeezing has been
observed [93, 94, 95]. Thus far we have only focused
on single-mode squeezing produced from OPOs operated
below threshold. However, depending on the configuration
and operating condition, OPOs can also produce multimode
squeezing and entanglement, such as standard two-mode
squeezing [96], entanglement between spatial or temporal
modes [97, 98, 99, 100], frequency modes [40, 101, 102],
and different colors [103, 104]. The OPOs are also used
to generate non-Gaussian states with high purity, such
as single photon states [105], Fock-state superposition
states [106], and Schrödinger’s cat states [107, 108, 109],
by sending part of the squeezed light to photon detectors
and adopting specific detection events.

The central challenge in optical QC has been the
realization of a universal set of CV quantum gates, the
combination of which allows us to perform an arbitrary
unitary transformation on optical quantum states (Fig. 4).
From the experimental point of view, here we consider a
universal set composed of four Gaussian gates, including
phase shift R̂(θ), beam splitter B̂S(θ), displacement D̂(α),
and squeezing operations Ŝ(r), as well as at least one
non-Gaussian gate such as a cubic phase gate V̂ (γ)
(their definitions are given in Sec. 2.2). Deterministic
implementation of all these Gaussian gates has already
been well-established. Phase shift and beam splitter
operations are easy to implement with only passive linear
optics (Figs. 4(a) and (b)). Displacement operations are
also easily implemented by partly mixing a modulated
ancillary beam to the target beam (Fig. 4(c)). In contrast,
implementing squeezing operations requires second-order
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nonlinearity and thus is nontrivial. A straightforward
way to perform squeezing is to directly couple the target
beam to a nonlinear medium, but this method often suffers
from unwanted coupling loss that degrades the operational
fidelity. This problem is avoided by a measurement-induced
squeezing gate [54], where an ancillary squeezed vacuum
state is consumed to indirectly apply a squeezing operation
to the target state (Fig. 4(d)). Such a measurement-induced
squeezing gate has been demonstrated [110] and further
extended to implement a two-mode CX gate for CVs [55].
In the early experiments, these gates were performed on
Gaussian input states defined in optical narrow frequency
sidebands. They were later updated to cover much broader
bandwidth so that they can be applied to non-Gaussian input
states that are usually created in optical wave packets with
broad frequency spectra [111, 56].

Instead of constructing these quantum gates one
by one in optical circuits, one-way QC based on CV
cluster states has also been pursued as an alternative
approach. In the early experiments, small-scale CV
cluster states with up-to eight modes have been generated
by preparing multiple squeezed light sources in parallel
and mixing the generated squeezed vacua with multiple
beam splitters [112, 113, 114]. Gaussian quantum gates,
including single-mode [115], two-mode [116], and also
sequential gates [117], were demonstrated by performing
homodyne measurements on these cluster states with
appropriate measurement bases.

Thus far, all demonstrated CV gates were limited
to Gaussian gates. Non-Gaussian gates have yet to
be achieved, and they have been one of the most
challenging building blocks in optical CVQC. However,
there has been continuous theoretical and experimental
progress towards the realization of non-Gaussian gates
based on measurement-induced schemes. As already
mentioned in Sec. 2.3.2, Ref. [23] proposed an original
measurement-induced scheme for deterministic cubic phase
gates V̂ (γ), requiring only Gaussian operations except
for the preparation for an ancillary cubic phase state
V̂ (γ) |0〉p. The original proposal was later rearranged to
a simpler implementation method which is experimentally
more feasible [45, 46] (Fig. 4(e)). Moreover, it was also
found that higher-order phase gates can be implemented
similarly with additional non-Gaussian ancillary states [47].
A probabilistic source of approximated cubic phase
states [106] and the feedforward system for the cubic
phase gate [118] have been reported already. Toward
deterministic cubic phase gates, an all-optical quantum
memory to store the cubic phase states has also been
investigated [119]. These technologies are expected to lead
to the demonstration of a cubic phase gate shortly.

3.1.2. Integrating building blocks to scale up QC Once
all the necessary basic building blocks for photonic QC
are realized, it is in principle possible to scale up photonic

QC by building large optical circuits incorporating all
these ingredients. However, this kind of in-principle
scalability does not mean that the implementation is
experimentally efficient. All the early proof-of-principle
demonstrations introduced in Sec. 3.1.1 used bulky optical
components in free space and beam-path encoding where
one beam path represents one quantum mode. Such
implementations are flexible and suitable for building
simple optical circuits designed for specific purposes.
However, the number of optical components and spaces
linearly increases with the number of optical modes and
operational steps. A vast number of gates and modes
are estimated to be required for quantum computers to
outperform current supercomputers in solving practical
and meaningful quantum algorithms [120, 121]. In
Ref. [121], the number of the physical gates and modes
for factoring 2048 bit integers are estimated as ∼ 109 and
2× 107, respectively. Building such a powerful quantum
computer by the straightforward extension of the previous
implementations is almost impractical.

However, recent progress has revealed that the
property of light enables us to overcome the problem and
efficiently scale up photonic QC. Here, we focus on three
important research directions to scale up photonic QC: one
is optical multiplexing techniques to use the rich degrees
of freedom of light; second is the increase in operational
bandwidth to utilize the large information capacity of light;
third is photonic chips to miniaturize and integrate optical
components. In the following Secs. 3.2 to 3.4, we introduce
the basic idea and recent experimental progress for each
direction.

3.2. Scaling up with multiplexing

3.2.1. Types of multiplexing The basic implementation
of optical quantum information processing uses path
encoding. However, there exist many other degrees of
freedom of light for encoding, such as frequency, time,
and spatial modes. These degrees of freedom enable us
to potentially pack a large amount of quantum information
in a single optical path and perform large-scale QC more
efficiently. This approach is called multiplexing and one
of the unique advantages in optical systems. We introduce
three different options for multiplexing below, each of
which has advantages and disadvantages. Note that these
options can be combined and simultaneously exploited.

The first option is spatial-mode multiplexing using
different spatial distributions of light. In principle, one can
define arbitrarily many orthogonal spatial modes in a single
optical beam. For example, the experiment in Ref. [122]
generated multimode CV entangled states in a single optical
beam by defining modes to be combinations of different
spatial regions of one beam. In another approach, several
spatial modes with different orbital angular momentum
(OAM) were used to generate entangled states [123,
124] or realize quantum teleportation of several modes
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in parallel [125]. These approaches may be suitable
for enhancing the data-carrying capacity in quantum
communication protocols by combining multiple channels
into a single optical transmission channel. However, it is
difficult to individually access or separate each spatial mode
in a single beam, and thus the efficient scheme to implement
QC in this strategy is unclear.

The second option is frequency multiplexing using
different frequency bins. One prominent approach in this
direction is to use equally spaced resonant frequency modes
(optical frequency combs) of an OPO [126, 127, 33]. By
pumping a single OPO with multi-frequency continuous-
wave pump beams, up to 60 frequency modes were
demonstrated to be entangled [40]. In contrast, another
approach repeatedly pumps an OPO by synchronized
pulsed pump beams, succeeding in generating entangled
states of∼ 10 independent frequency modes [101, 102] and
non-Gaussian states in selectable frequency modes [128].
The challenges in these approaches include the limitation
of maximum frequency modes (for example, the phase-
matching bandwidth limits the modes in the frequency-
comb approach on the order of 104 [33]) as well
as difficulties in frequency-sensitive measurement and
efficient separation of individual frequency modes.

The third option is time multiplexing using different
time bins [34]. By dividing an optical beam into non-
overlapping time bins, an unlimited number of wave-packet
modes can be defined. These modes are individually
accessible, and the same optical components can be
repeatedly used at different times for operations and
measurements of the modes. Time multiplexing is currently
one of the leading approaches in optical CVQC, as
highlighted by recent demonstrations of ultra-large-scale
cluster states and one-way QC with these states [84, 85, 41,
42, 43, 44]. One disadvantage of this approach is the lossy
long optical delay lines required for introducing interaction
between optical pulses at different times and increasing the
number of processable modes. In the following Secs. 3.2.2
and 3.2.3, we focus on two specific approaches in this
direction and explain more details of technical progress and
challenges.

3.2.2. Time-multiplexed one-way QC Here, we review
the recent impressive experimental progress in one-way
CVQC with a time-multiplexing approach. As mentioned
in Sec. 3.1.1, the early demonstrations of one-way QC
relied only on path encoding [112, 113, 114]. However,
this encoding requires one squeezed light source for one
quantum mode, making it infeasible to generate large-scale
cluster states. In around 2010, novel ideas to efficiently
generate large-scale cluster states with time multiplexing
were proposed [129, 83]. Based on these ideas, the
generation of more than 10,000-mode cluster states was
verified in 2013 [84]. Later the number of modes was
increased up to one million by technical improvement of the

experimental system [85]. In fact, this is the largest number
of modes confirmed to be entangled in any physical system.
The schematic of these experiments is shown in Fig. 5(a).
In this setup, two OPOs continuously generated squeezed
beams, each of which was divided into time bins to define
a train of pulsed squeezed states. These squeezed states
were then combined at the first beam splitter to produce
an Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) entangled state. The
optical delay line followed by the second beam splitter
combined one part of the EPR state with one part of another
EPR state. This interaction finally generated a large-scale
entangled state, where quantum modes were connected in
a one-dimensional chain fashion. The generated states
were proven to be equivalent to one-dimensional CV cluster
states, a resource for one-input one-output QC.

In 2019, two research groups further extended this
approach to generate two-dimensional cluster states, a
universal resource for multi-input multi-output one-way
QC [41, 42]. Although experimental setups were slightly
different (Figs. 5(b) and (c)), these two demonstrations
share the common idea that two optical delay lines with
different lengths allow for entangling optical modes in two
dimensions. The shorter delay line was for connecting
neighboring modes to produce one-dimensional cluster
states and the longer one was for connecting these cluster
states in another dimension to produce two-dimensional
cluster states. The graph of the resultant cluster state can
be depicted as quantum modes arranged on a continuous
cylindrical structure in both experiments, as shown in
Fig. 6. The number of modes along the cylinder
circumference was determined by the length of the longer
delay line and limits the number of input modes for QC. On
the other hand, the number of modes along the cylindrical
axis was infinite in principle, enabling an unlimited number
of quantum operations.

Recently, these groups have demonstrated one-way
QC using these time-multiplexed cluster states. CV one-
way QC can be performed by homodyne measurement of
each mode of cluster states with appropriate measurement
basis and the following displacement operation on spe-
cific modes. When using time-multiplexed cluster states,
it is necessary to change the measurement basis pulse-by-
pulse in time. In fact, rapidly changing the homodyne
measurement basis is easily achieved by phase-modulating
the LO beams with electro-optic modulators. The phase
modulation pattern can be defined by programmable elec-
tric signals, meaning that the gate sequence can be easily
programmed and changed according to computational pur-
poses. It is an advantage over the standard circuit-model QC
whose gate sequence is determined by the arrangement of
optical components and thus not easily variable. Thus far,
one-input 100-step quantum gates with one-dimensional
cluster states [43] and three-input 12-step quantum gates
with two-dimensional cluster states [44] have been exper-
imentally demonstrated. In these experiments, optical dis-
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Figure 5. Experimental schematic for generating time-multiplexed cluster states. (a) One-dimensional cluster states in Refs. [84, 85]. (b) Two-
dimensional cluster states in Ref. [41]. (c) Two-dimensional cluster states in Ref. [42]. OPO, optical parametric oscillator; BS, beam splitter; HD,
homodyne detector; LO, local oscillator.

Figure 6. Graphical representation of the two-dimensional CV cluster
states. Reproduced from [41].

placement operations were replaced by classical signal pro-
cessing after the measurement. This replacement is valid
when the purpose is to know only classical calculation re-
sults at the final step.

Despite these impressive experiments demonstrating
scalability, there still exist a lot of challenges to be
overcome in time-multiplexed one-way QC. First, the
current implementations rely on optical delay lines to
increase the number of processable modes. An optimal
choice for long delay lines is optical fibers having
the minimum loss of 0.2 dB/km at telecommunication

wavelength. For example, transmitting a 1-km optical
fiber introduces 5% loss, which is below the fault-tolerant
threshold for some QEC schemes [130]. The minimum
time interval of wave packets in the recent experiments
is 40 ns (12 m in length) [43], and thus the 1-km
fiber enables QC with the order of 100 processable
modes. Further scale-up requires a shorter time interval
or modified architectures (one methodology to shorten the
time interval is given in Sec. 3.3). Another issue is
that all the previous implementations have been limited to
the Gaussian regime, which is efficiently simulatable by
classical computers [53]. Possible options for introducing
non-Gaussian elements include photon-number resolving
measurement on cluster states [78, 65] or injection of non-
Gaussian states as ancillary states [131]. Finally, QEC
needs to be incorporated into the one-way QC. For this
purpose, the extension from two- to three-dimensional
cluster states and the introduction of bosonic QECCs are
being considered [48, 86, 37, 38].

3.2.3. Loop-based architecture for time-multiplexed QC
Another emergent approach for scalable time-multiplexed
optical QC is to use loop-based architectures, where
optical pulses circulating in loops transmit the same optical
components repeatedly. The repeated use of the same
optical components leads to a dramatic reduction of the
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circuit size, making photonic QC more scalable. In 2014,
Ref. [132] proposed a dual-loop architecture that realizes
an arbitrary multi-mode linear interferometer in a compact
setup. This architecture was proven to have applications
in boson sampling and universal QC based on single
photons [132, 133], and several related experiments have
been reported already [134, 135].

This idea was later extended to a dual-loop architecture
for universal CVQC in Fig. 7(a) [136]. The essential
working principle of this architecture is simple. The outer
loop is a quantum memory to store a train of optical
pulses for input states and ancillary states for QC. The
inner one is a quantum processor to sequentially perform
gates to the pulses by dynamically controlling several
parameters, such as beam splitter transmissivity (T ), switch
polarity, phase shift (θ), measurement basis (φ), and
feedforward gain (g). This configuration enables us to
perform a universal set of gates either directly or by
measurement-induced schemes [54, 46], once necessary
ancillary states are provided. This architecture can deal
with arbitrarily many modes and operational steps without
increasing the number of optical components. Moreover,
the gate sequence can be easily modified by changing the
control signal of the parameters, meaning that the QC is
programmable.

One advantage of the above loop-based scheme
compared to the one-way QC scheme in Sec 3.2.2
is the decrease in the required resources. One-way
QC first prepares universal entanglement resources for

arbitrary QC. When performing a specific computational
task, unnecessary parts of the entanglement have to be
removed by measurement and feedforward operations [131,
138]. This process increases operational steps and
often introduces additional noise and imperfection to the
computation. In contrast, the loop-based scheme requires
fewer steps because it creates entanglement only when
necessary. However, the challenge is the requirement for
fast and precise control of many variable parameters, which
is unnecessary for the one-way QC.

Recent efforts have tackled the technical challenge
and partly demonstrated the advantageous functionalities
of the dual-loop architecture. Based on the original
proposal, Ref. [139] dynamically controlled a single-loop
circuit with a variable beam splitter and phase shifter to
demonstrate the programmable and scalable generation of
various entangled states from two-mode EPR states to
1,000-mode cluster states. A later experiment updated this
circuit to a single-mode photonic quantum processor in Fig.
7(b), demonstrating programmable and multi-step Gaussian
operations [137]. This demonstration included optical
feedforward that was omitted in the time-multiplexed
one-way QC experiments [41, 42]. This inclusion of
feedforward means that this processor can finalize quantum
operations and export the output optical quantum states
for further use, thereby working as a versatile photonic
quantum processor with potential applications to quantum
communication and sensing. The next challenge will be the
demonstration of non-Gaussian gates and multi-mode gates.

The idea of using loop structures has been introduced
in several proposals for optical CV quantum information
processing. In contrast to the dual-loop architecture in
Ref. [136], the chain-loop architecture was introduced
in Ref. [140] to implement universal QC with lower
loss. The loop structure is also effective for increasing
the success probability of photon subtraction [47] and
efficient implementation and verification of Gaussian boson
sampling [141].

3.3. Scaling up with broadening bandwidth

3.3.1. Why broadband? The carrier frequency of a light
field is a few hundred THz, and the available broad
frequency space is a rich resource to encode large-capacity
quantum information. This resource will ultimately enable
us to process unlimitedly many independent frequency
modes simultaneously in frequency multiplexing or ultra-
short optical pulse trains at an ultra-high clock frequency in
time multiplexing. However, the operational bandwidth in
actual optical QC is inherently limited to the electronically
accessible MHz-to-GHz range, posing a dramatic gap
between potentially usable bandwidth and accessible
bandwidth. For example, the maximum bandwidth in
recent experiments on CV quantum operations is ∼ 100
MHz [56], limiting the operational clock frequency in
time-multiplexed processing to 25 MHz at most [43].
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Figure 8. Design of the periodically poled LiNbO3 waveguide for OPA.
Reproduced from [144].

This limitation came from the bandwidth of squeezed
light sources and electronics to measure and manipulate
optical states. Broadening the bandwidth of these
elements is an important research direction to exploit the
optical bandwidth maximally. Below, we refer to recent
advancements in this direction and finally explain, as an
ultimate dream, an all-optical QC scheme that is not limited
by electronic bandwidth anymore.

3.3.2. Ultra-broadband squeezed light source One of the
most fundamental light sources in CVs is squeezed light
sources, which are used for producing various Gaussian
and non-Gaussian states. The bandwidth of the squeezed
light sources usually limits the bandwidth of the generated
optical states and their generation rates. As already
mentioned in Sec. 3.1.1, the most successful squeezed light
source to date is an OPO, where second-order nonlinearity
is enhanced in optical cavities. Instead, these cavities
limit the bandwidth of the generated squeezed states. For
example, typical ring-cavity OPOs used in state-of-the-
art time-multiplexed experiments [41, 43, 139, 137] have
only 65 MHz bandwidth [142], which mainly limited the
computational speed of these experiments. The bandwidth
can be broader by fabricating smaller cavities but has
been limited to around 2 GHz even with a monolithically
integrated OPO [143].

This bandwidth limit can be broken by removing
cavities and using a single-pass optical parametric amplifier
(OPA). The OPA’s bandwidth is no longer limited by the
cavities and reaches THz, limited only by dispersion or
phase-matching conditions of the nonlinear crystal itself.
In general, high-level squeezing cannot be produced by
simply injecting a continuous-wave pump beam into a
standard nonlinear crystal without cavity enhancement.
Instead, pulsed pump beams with intense peak power can
induce sufficient nonlinearity in this single-pass OPA [145].
However, the pulsed configuration introduces another
technical difficulty in optimizing spatiotemporal mode
matching between pulsed beams and thus often degrades the
quality of the squeezed light [146]. Another option is to use
waveguide nonlinear crystals, enhancing nonlinearity by

transverse field confinement of pump beams in small cross-
sections over long interaction length. Several experiments
have reported squeezed light generation from waveguide
OPAs with continuous-wave pump beams [147, 148], but
until recently, the squeezing level was limited to around 2
dB [149, 150]. In 2020, 4.0-dB squeezing was reported
by a fiber-coupled OPA module with a periodically poled
LiNbO3 (PPLN) waveguide [151]. Without the fiber
coupling, the same waveguide produced 6.3-dB squeezing
and was confirmed to have the squeezing bandwidth of
2.5 THz [144] (Fig. 8). In these experiments, a higher
level of squeezing is expected by improving the fabrication
process of the waveguides to reduce the optical propagation
loss due to structural imperfections. Such broadband
squeezed light sources will further strengthen the capacity
of frequency- and time-multiplexing. For example, their
THz-order bandwidth enables us to use micrometer wave-
packet modes for time multiplexing, much shorter than the
tens-of-meter modes in recent experiments [41, 42, 43, 44,
139]. It dramatically reduces the length of required delay
lines and downsizes the optical circuits, ultimately leading
to large-scale time-multiplexed QC on compact photonic
chips.

3.3.3. Ultra-broadband quadrature measurement In addi-
tion to the broadband light sources, broadband light detec-
tors are required for broadening the operational bandwidth
of photonic QC. In CVs, the most commonly used detec-
tor is homodyne detectors to measure quadratures of light
fields. Among the electronics in CVQC, the bandwidth of
the homodyne detector most severely limits the overall op-
erational bandwidth (other signal processing, such as ampli-
fication and modulation, can easily reach GHz-bandwidth
operation). Standard homodyne detection lets an input op-
tical signal interfere with a LO beam, converts the optical
signal into photocurrent by photodiodes, and then ampli-
fies the signal by transimpedance amplifiers. The response
of photodiodes and amplifiers usually limit the speed per-
formance of the detector. Conventional high-quantum-
efficiency homodyne detectors for quantum optics have typ-
ically had bandwidths of ∼ 100 MHz or below. [153, 154].
Recently, high-speed homodyne detectors with up to 1.1-
GHz bandwidth have been reported with free-space photo-
diodes [155]. Another experiment has developed a 1.7-GHz
bandwidth homodyne detector with on-chip photodiodes
and measured squeezed light with up to 9 GHz [156]. These
GHz-bandwidth homodyne detectors will lift the bandwidth
of QC from the current MHz range to the GHz range. How-
ever, as far as electronics are concerned, a further dramatic
increase in bandwidth cannot be expected.

A completely different approach to overcome this
limitation is to use high-gain OPAs for quadrature
measurement, as shown in Fig. 9 [157, 152, 158].
The parametric amplification process selects one of the
quadratures of an optical field and amplifies it without
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Figure 9. Standard homodyne detection (a) and OPA-based quadrature measurement (b). Reproduced from [152].

adding noise while attenuating the other quadrature. This
process is equivalent to the standard homodyne detection,
where the LO beam selects a quadrature of interest and
amplifies it to an electrical signal level sufficiently above
the electric noise of the detection system. In the high-
gain OPA, a high-power pump beam plays the role of
the LO beam, amplifying the optical signal to the level
sufficiently above the vacuum noise level of light. There are
several advantages to this measurement scheme. First, the
same nonlinear process can be used both for squeezed light
generation and quadrature measurement, thus guaranteeing
that the measurement system can cover the entire bandwidth
of the squeezed light. Second, the high-gain OPA
amplifies the originally quantum signal of quadratures to
a classical optical signal which is insensitive to optical
losses, including propagation losses, mode mismatching,
and detector inefficiencies [159, 160]. Therefore, the
quadrature can be measured with high quantum efficiency
even by low-quantum-efficiency detectors.

In 2018, a high-gain OPA was realized by third-order
nonlinearity of a photonic crystal fiber to achieve broad-
band quadrature measurement of squeezed light [157]. In
this experiment, a pulsed laser pumped the fiber to generate
pulsed squeezed light through the nonlinearity. Its quadra-
ture was then amplified by using the same nonlinear process
again and finally detected by a spectrometer. This config-
uration realized the observation of squeezing over 55 THz
and also showed its robustness to detection inefficiencies.
In applications to CVQC, a more suitable option for high-
gain OPAs is to use second-order nonlinearity of waveguide
crystals with continuous-wave pump beams. The difficulty
of this approach lies in the fact that the crystal for high-
gain OPAs is required to have high optical conversion ef-
ficiency as well as high durability to a high-power pump
beam. In 2019, an over-30-dB-gain OPA was reported by a
highly durable PPLN waveguide with a continuous pump
beam [161]. In 2020, the PPLN waveguides were used
both for squeezed light generation and quadrature measure-
ment [152]. As a result, 3-dB squeezing was observed over
3 THz by detecting the amplified optical signal with an op-
tical spectrum analyzer. The emergence of these broadband
quadrature measurement schemes with high-gain OPAs will

open a promising pathway for ultrahigh capacity quantum
communication and computation.

3.3.4. Towards ultra-broadband QC by all-optical means
As an ultimate form of ultra-broadband optical QC, there
is a potential to realize “all-optical” QC. Its essential idea
is to replace all electronics with corresponding optical
components and break the electrical bandwidth limit. The
resultant all-optical quantum computer may be able to
exploit the entire THz bandwidth of light.

This idea dates back to the original proposal of “all-
optical” CV quantum teleportation in 1999 [162] (Fig. 10).
CV quantum teleportation [163, 164] is the fundamental
building block for one-way QC and measurement-induced
quantum gates in CVs. The original protocol of optical CV
quantum teleportation proceeds in the following four steps:
(i) generation of an EPR-entangled state shared by a sender
and a receiver, (ii) sender’s joint homodyne measurement
on an input state and his/her part of the entangled state, (iii)
transmission of the measured electric signals to the receiver
through classical channels, and (iv) receiver’s feedforward
operation to his/her part of the entangled state through
electro-optic modulation. The all-optical teleportation
scheme (Fig. 10) replaces the homodyne detectors in step
(ii) with high-gain OPAs, amplifying the optical signals
without converting them to electric signals. The amplified
optical signals can be sent through lossy classical optical
channels to the receiver because they are well above the
vacuum noise level and tolerant to losses. These optical
signals are then directly used for feedforward operation
by weakly injecting the beam to the target beam via a
beam splitter. In this way, the teleportation protocol can
be performed all-optically without any electronics, leading
to potentially ultra-broadband operation.

Recently, all-optical quantum teleportation was exper-
imentally demonstrated as a means to simultaneously tele-
port nine channels multiplexed in the OAM of a single
beam [125]. In this experiment, OPAs based on four-wave
mixing were used to amplify the optical signals in different
OAM modes simultaneously. The amplified optical beam
was used to perform feedforward operation directly for all
nine channels in parallel. This demonstration showed that
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Figure 10. All-optical quantum teleportation proposed in Ref. [162] and
demonstrated in Ref. [125].

the all-optical method is a promising path to simultaneous
processing of a large amount of quantum information en-
coded in degrees of freedom of a single light beam. In terms
of exploiting its frequency degree of freedom, the recent de-
velopment of ultra-broadband squeezed light sources and
measurement based on waveguide OPAs [151, 144, 152]
will be an enabler for ultra-broadband all-optical quantum
teleportation circuits. Such all-optical teleportation circuits
can be further extended to more advanced QC protocols,
such as one-way QC and measurement-induced gate opera-
tions, opening the path for the all-optical QC with over-THz
bandwidth.

3.4. Scaling up with integrated optics

Another important research direction for scaling up optical
QC is to miniaturize optical circuits on small chips [167,
168]. Traditional quantum optics experiments were
based on bulky optical components separately sitting
on a tabletop. In this case, the optical circuit is
unavoidably large and susceptible to the instability of
the surrounding environment, thus lacking scalability. In
the same way as the evolution of on-chip integration of
electronic components, there has been a tremendous effort
in integrating and miniaturizing optical components on
photonic chips. Photonics chips offer a promising path
to packaging many quantum light sources, interferometers,
and detectors compactly. There are many advantages for
the on-chip integration, not to mention the miniaturization
of large-scale optical circuits. First, on-chip integration
improves the stability of the optical circuits compared
to the bulky setups that are susceptible to vibration
and temperature change. Second, it enhances the
precision of quantum operations by avoiding spatial mode
mismatching between propagating beams and reducing
propagation losses with an appropriate choice of materials.
Third, optical circuits become reconfigurable and versatile
because on-chip beam splitter transmissivity and phase
shifts can be externally controllable. Finally, electronic
circuits for measurement and feedforward operations can
also be integrated into the same chip, enabling very fast and
low latency operations. There are several material options

for photonic chips, each of which has advantages for
realizing a practical integrated quantum photonics platform.
Quantum light sources for single-photon or squeezed states
can be integrated on the chips if the material has sufficient
second-order nonlinearity, converting one pump photon into
two photons, or third-order nonlinearity, converting two
pump photons into another two photons.

One of the most typical materials for the integra-
tion is fused silica (SiO2) due to its low propagation loss
and good coupling efficiency to optical fibers. Silica-
based photonic chips integrating beam splitters and phase
shifters have been used for the early demonstrations in
single-photon-based quantum information processing, such
as high-fidelity two-photon interference and two-qubit
gates [169], Shor’s factoring algorithm [170], multi-particle
quantum walks [171], and boson sampling [172]. The
silica-based chips were later applied to CV quantum in-
formation processing, such as CV entanglement genera-
tion [165] (Fig. 11(a)) and measurement-induced squeez-
ing operations [173]. However, the silica-based circuits are
based on low-refractive-index-contrast waveguides whose
low transverse confinement leads to relatively large chip
size. Even simple circuits require a chip size of ∼ 10 cm.
Therefore, the silica-based platform is not suitable for the
fabrication of large complex photonic circuits. In addition,
silica has no second-order nonlinearity and also much lower
third-order nonlinearity compared to silicon. Thus, sil-
ica is not suitable for integrating high-level squeezed light
sources, although single-photon sources on silica chips have
been reported [174].

On the other hand, silicon-based platforms such
as silicon (Si) and silicon nitride (Si3N4) offer a very
high-refractive-index contrast as well as compatibility
with existing foundary processes [175, 176]. Its high-
index contrast leads to not only high component density
by reducing the circuit size but also high transverse
confinement that is suitable for nonlinear processes. These
materials do not possess second-order nonlinearity but have
sufficient third-order nonlinearity, enabling us to fabricate
and integrate on-chip squeezed light sources. There have
been several CV experiments with silicon-based platforms.
For example, Ref. [177] used a silicon chip to produce
squeezed states by four-wave mixing and perform Gaussian
boson sampling in a fixed configuration. Silicon nitride ring
resonators have also been demonstrated to generate non-
degenerate two-mode squeezed states [178] and degenerate
single-mode squeezed states [179, 180, 181] by four-wave
mixing or self-phase modulation. One of such sources were
later integrated into a programmable photonic chip based
on silicon nitride, demonstrating Gaussian boson sampling
and its related algorithms [8].

Another reasonable choice for the material is lithium
niobate (LiNbO3, LN) since it has second-order nonlin-
earity for more efficient squeezed light generation [182,
183]. In addition, its large electro-optic coefficient enables
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(b)(a)

Figure 11. Integrated photonic chips for CV quantum information processing. (a) The silica-based photonic chip for generating CV entanglement in
Ref. [165]. (b) The LN-based photonic chip for generating, mixing, and measuring squeezed beams. Reprinted from [166]. © The Authors, some rights
reserved; exclusive licensee AAAS. Distributed under a CC BY-NC 4.0 license http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

fast amplitude and phase modulation, which is suitable
for switching and feedforward operations in CVQC. LN
waveguides themselves have been investigated as single-
pass squeezed light sources [151, 144, 147, 184]. Several
experiments reported more advanced integrated photonic
chips based on LN waveguide, integrating periodically
poled waveguide segments for squeezed light generation
and other segments for couplers and phase shifters [185,
166, 149] (Fig. 11(b)). These experiments used proton-
exchanged LN waveguides having low index contrast. In
contrast, high index contrast LN waveguides can be fab-
ricated by a lithium-niobate-on-insulator (LNOI) platform,
which offers much better scaling properties similar to
silicon-based platforms. Fabrication of LNOI waveguides
for quantum state generation and manipulation has also
been investigated [186, 183, 187].

Photonic QC on integrated chips has often been trou-
bled with optical losses caused by waveguide roughness,
material absorption, and coupling efficiency at input and
output ports. These effects are expected to be reduced
by suitable material choice and improved fabrication pro-
cesses. Ultimately, it is favorable to integrate all elements,
including quantum light sources, interferometers, and de-
tectors, on the same chip to avoid coupling losses. In addi-
tion to integration of sources and interferometers described
above, there has been much effort towards integration of
detectors, such as homodyne detectors [188, 189, 156], su-
perconducting nanowire single-photon detectors [190, 191],
and transition-edge sensors for photon number resolving
detection [192, 193]. Integrated chips for time-multiplexed
CVQC may use off-chip fiber delay lines, so the devel-
opment of structures for near-unity chip-fiber coupling
efficiency is also desired. On-chip integration of suit-
able CVQC architectures with broad operational bandwidth
would be the ultimate form of photonic quantum comput-
ers, leading to scalable and universal QC at an ultra-high
clock rate.

4. Fault-tolerant quantum computation with CVs

4.1. Quantum error correction with CVs

In the previous section, we have seen the progress to scale
up photonic QC by several approaches, which enable us to
increase the number of processable modes and gate steps.
Considering the errors during quantum gates, however,
the errors are accumulated and propagated via quantum
gate operations, which leads to the destruction of quantum
information even if each of these errors is small. Thus,
we must remove the errors to implement large-scale QC.
To solve the problem of errors during QC, the QEC for
qubits [194] has been widely developed. By using the
QECC such as Knill’s C4/C6 code [195], Steane’s seven
qubit code [196, 197], or surface codes [198, 199] in a fault-
tolerant manner, the errors can be substantially reduced
if the error per quantum operation is below a constant
threshold value [200, 201, 202]. This is called a threshold
theorem.

The QEC for CVs was introduced by Braunstein [203],
Lloyd and Slotine [204], where the standard qubit-based
QECC such as Shor’s nine qubit code [205] was applied
to the quadrature eigenbasis {|s〉q}s∈R. The QECC
by Braunstein has been demonstrated experimentally in
Ref. [206], where Shor’s nine qubit code was encoded
and decoded by using squeezed light and linear optics.
Although it is worthwhile demonstrating the principle of
the QECC for CVs, unfortunately, error models of these
protocols do not correspond to the realistic errors, for
example, photon loss during QC. Bosonic codes overcome
this problem, as described in Sec. 4.2.

4.2. Bosonic codes

4.2.1. A family of bosonic codes Bosonic codes encode
discrete quantum information into bosonic modes. The
bosonic code is a key ingredient to protect quantum
information against errors from an environment such as
photon loss. By concatenating bosonic codes with standard

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
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Table 2. A family of bosonic codes.
Superposition of (squeezed) coherent states Fock state superposition Hybrid approach

Example Cat code [207] GKP qubit [23] Binomial code [208] Cat-photon qubit [209]

|0〉L state |α〉
∞

∑
m=−∞

|2m
√

π〉q 1√
2N

[0,N+1]
∑

p∈even

√(N+1
p

)
|pM〉 |+〉 |α〉

|1〉L state |−α〉
∞

∑
m=−∞

|(2m+1)
√

π〉q 1√
2N

[0,N+1]
∑

p∈odd

√(N+1
p

)
|pM〉 |−〉|−α〉

Experiment
(examples)

Optical setup [210],
Superconducting cir-
cuits [211]

Ion trap system [212],
Superconducting cir-
cuits [213].

Superconducting circuits
[214]

Optical setup [215]

Other code
examples

Multicomponent cat code [216], Rotation
symmetric cat code [217], Pair cat code [218]

NOON code [219, 220], Loss
tolerant code [221, 222, 223]

N/A

qubit-based QECCs such as Steane’s seven qubit code [196,
197], one can implement large-scale QC thanks to the
threshold theorem. There are a variety of bosonic codes
for encoding quantum information in a CV system [224],
where they could be classified into three categories: a
superposition of coherent states (or squeezed coherent
states), a superposition of a finite number of Fock states,
and a hybrid approach of them. In this review, we classify
the GKP qubit [23] into the first category. We will explain
more details of the GKP qubit in subsequent subsections.
Table 2 summarizes examples of the bosonic codes.

The first category includes the cat code, which is a
superposition of a few coherent states [225, 218, 226]. The
logical 0 and 1 states for one of the simplest cat codes
are defined as |0〉L = |α〉 and |1〉L = |−α〉, respectively,
where |α〉 is a coherent state with a real amplitude α .
Since the overlap 〈−α|α〉 = e−2α2

is not zero, there is
the probability of misidentifying the logical state, i.e., the
bit-flip error. By using large α , this probability becomes
effectively zero [227, 228, 229]. For a photon loss channel
with the efficiency η , the probabilities of the bit- and
phase-flip errors after photon loss are given by e−2ηα2

and
1
2 (1− e−2(1−η)α2

), respectively [229].
The second category includes the binomial code

composed of a superposition of Fock states with coefficients
which obey a binomial distribution [208]. The binomial
code can correct amplitude damping, displacement, and
dephasing errors by detecting the number parity of
photons. The logical 0 and 1 states for the binomial
code, which can correct L photon losses, G photon gain
errors, and D dephasing events, are given by |0(1)〉L =

1√
2N ∑

[0,N+1]
p∈even(odd)

√(N+1
p

)
|pM〉, where M = L+G+ 1 and

N = max{L,G,2D}.
For the third category, there are several proposals

for a hybrid approach of cat and photonic qubits [209,
215, 32, 230, 231, 232, 233]. The logical 0 and 1
states for a typical cat-photon qubit are given by |0〉L =

|+〉 |α〉 and |1〉L = |−〉 |−α〉 with |±〉 = (|H〉 ± |V 〉)
√

2,

respectively, where |H〉 and |V 〉 are horizontal and vertical
polarization states of a photon, respectively. The cat-photon
qubit allows us to implement near-deterministic quantum
teleportation [209]. For large-scale QC with the hybrid
approach, the architecture for fault-tolerant QC with the
hybrid of photon and cat qubits has been proposed [234,
235].

4.2.2. GKP qubit Among bosonic codes, the GKP qubit
proposed by Gottesman, Kitaev, and Preskill [23] is the
most promising alternative to photon-based qubits, which
provides both universality and fault tolerance for CVQC.
A GKP qubit encodes a qubit into the oscillator’s position
and momentum quadratures. Indeed, the GKP qubit
can correct small random displacement errors for both
q and p quadratures. Furthermore, the GKP qubit has
an excellent error tolerance against noises that frequently
occur in an optical system, e.g., photon loss, compared
with cat and binomial codes [224]. GKP qubits inherit
the advantage of squeezed vacuum states on optical
implementation; they can be entangled by only beam-
splitter coupling. By virtue of this feature, the large-scale
CV cluster state combined with the GKP qubits allows
large-scale QC if these states have a sufficient squeezing
level [88]. Experiments involving trapped ions [212]
and superconducting circuits [213] have demonstrated
the generation of the GKP qubit. The squeezing level
of the GKP qubit generated in Ref. [213] is sufficient
for fault tolerance [130, 236]. In recent years, the
GKP qubit has gathered a lot of interest for various
applications. In addition to the application for QC [237,
238, 239], the GKP qubit performs well for quantum
communication [240, 241, 242] thanks to the robustness
against photon loss [224]. Indeed, recent results show
that using GKP qubits may greatly enhance the distance of
quantum communication [243, 244].

The ideal code states of the GKP code are Dirac combs
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in q and p quadratures and are described as

|0〉GKP =
∞

∑
m=−∞

|2m
√

π〉q , (19)

|1〉GKP =
∞

∑
m=−∞

|(2m+1)
√

π〉q , (20)

respectively, as shown in Fig. 12(a). Since the ideal GKP
code is not a normalizable state, physical states for the GKP
code are finitely squeezed approximations to these and are
often modeled as a comb of Gaussian peaks of variance δ 2

with separation 2
√

π damped by a larger Gaussian envelope
of variance1/κ2. In the position basis, the logical 0 and 1
states of approximate code states, |0̃〉GKP and |1̃〉GKP, are
given by

|0̃〉GKP ∝

∞

∑
m=−∞

∫
e
− [(2m)

√
π]2

2(1/κ2) e−
(s−2m

√
π)2

2δ2 |s〉q ds, (21)

|1̃〉GKP ∝

∞

∑
m=−∞

∫
e
− [(2m+1)

√
π]2

2(1/κ2) e−
[s−(2m+1)

√
π]2

2δ2 |s〉q ds, (22)

respectively. In the case of infinite squeezing (κ → 0,
δ → 0) the states become ideal GKP qubits. In this
review, we choose κ2 and δ 2 so that the variance of
each peak in the position and momentum observables is
equal to σ2

gkp, i.e., κ2 = δ 2 = 2σ2
gkp. These approximate

states are not orthogonal, and there is a probability of
misidentifying |0̃〉GKP as |1̃〉GKP (and vice versa) in the
computational basis measurement. The computational
basis measurement is implemented by the measurement
in the q quadrature and binning to the integer multiple
of
√

π . A qubit-level measurement error occurs when
the measured outcome is more than

√
π/2 away from the

correct outcome. The probability of misidentifying the bit
value of a non-ideal GKP qubit with the variance σ2

gkp,
Pfail(σ

2
gkp), is approximately given by

Pfail(σgkp
2) = 1−

∫ √
π

2

−
√

π

2

dx
1√

2πσgkp
2

exp
(
− x2

2σgkp
2

)
.(23)

Figure 12. The codeword for the GKP qubit. (a) Ideal GKP qubit with
infinite squeezing. (b) The GKP qubit with finite squeezing.

4.2.3. Representation of the GKP qubit We review further
studies for the mathematical formalism of the GKP qubit,
which is an important research direction to understand
CVQC with the GKP qubits. Here we will see three
formalisms for the GKP qubits.

The first formalism is the normalization of the
GKP qubit. In addition to the state in Eqs. (21) and
(22), there are various ways to approximate the ideal
states in Eqs. (19) and (20) as physical states, i.e.,
normalizable states. In Ref. [245], Tzitrin et al. summarized
various ways to describe the GKP qubit as a physical
state such as the following ways: (1) The states in
Eqs. (21) and (22). (2) The state suffered from a Fock
damping operator Ê(ε) = e−ε n̂ with ε > 0 and n̂ =
â†â, described by Ê(ε) |0/1〉GKP [88]. (3) The state
suffered from an operator of coherent random shifts Ĝ =√

2/π∆2
∫

d2αe−|α|
2/∆2

D̂(α), defined by Ĝ |0/1〉GKP. The
equivalence of the above ways (1)-(3) was analytically
shown in Ref. [246].

The second formalism is the modular subsystem
decomposition developed by Pantaleoni et al. [247], where
arbitrary CV state can be decomposed into discrete variable
and CV parts. For a particular case of this formalism, the
ideal GKP qubit can be described as |φ〉GKP = |φ〉L ⊗
|+I〉G , where |φ〉L = c0 |0〉GKP,L + c1 |1〉GKP,L (|c0|2 +
|c1|2 = 1) represents the two-dimensional qubit subspace
for the logical mode, and |+I〉G = ∑

∞
m=−∞ |m

√
π〉q,G is

represented as a state in the other infinite-dimensional space
for the gauge mode [247]. Then, the normalizable GKP
qubit can be described as Ê(ε) |φ〉GKP = Ê(ε)(|φ〉L ⊗
|+I〉G ) by using the Fock damping operator Ê(ε). One
of the applications of this technique is to define the
Bloch sphere for the GKP qubit. Specifically, the density
operator of the GKP qubit is obtained by tracing out the
gauge mode as ρ̂(ε) = TrG [Ê(ε) |φ〉GKP 〈φ | Ê(ε)]. Then,
ρ̂(ε) provides information about the Bloch sphere for
the qubit from ρ̂(ε) = 1

2 ∑
3
i=0 siσ̂i, where σ̂i and si are

the Pauli/identity matrix and the Stokes parameter [245].
Additionally, many studies have recently been conducted on
the mathematical formalism using the modular subsystem
decomposition [248, 249, 250, 245, 251, 252].

The third formalism is the Wigner representation of the
GKP qubit, which is also useful to characterize the GKP
qubit. As mentioned in the original GKP’s paper [23],
the Wigner function of the ideal GKP qubit, |0/1〉GKP,
can be described by the sum of delta functions. In
Ref. [253], it has been shown that the Wigner function
of the normalizable GKP qubit, Ê(ε) |0/1〉GKP, can be
also described by the sum of Gaussian functions. This
enables us to efficiently simulate the unitary time evolution
of the GKP qubit. Also, other non-Gaussian states such
as the cat code and Fock states can be represented by
this formalism. Consequently, this formalism allows us
to efficiently perform the numerical simulation of quantum
information processing where several bosonic codes evolve



Topical Review: Building large-scale quantum computers with continuous-variable optical technologies 18

simultaneously [254].

4.2.4. Universality for the GKP qubit To realize non-
Gaussian gates and universality for fault-tolerant QC with
GKP qubits, the cubic phase gate is expected to be a
typical resource [23]. The cubic phase gate, however,
may not be appropriate for the GKP qubit in terms of
the gate fidelity [255]. To achieve universality with the
GKP qubit, the GKP magic state teleportation will be
preferable compared with the cubic phase gate if we can
prepare the GKP magic state with sufficient fidelity for
the magic state distillation [256, 257, 258]. Ref. [259]
has investigated the way to implement the GKP magic
state teleportation in an optical setup. For the preparation
of the magic state of the GKP qubit, Baragiola et al.
proposed an impressive scheme to prepare a noisy magic
state from a logical GKP qubit and a vacuum state by
only Gaussian operations and measurement. Then, a high-
fidelity magic state is prepared from many noisy magic
states by using the magic state distillation [256]. This
implies that the preparation of the GKP logical basis and
Gaussian operations allow us to implement universal and
fault-tolerant QC. In contrast, Ref. [260] proposed a more
efficient scheme to achieve universal and fault-tolerant QC
without the magic state distillation, where high-fidelity
GKP magic states are directly prepared and combined with
Gaussian operations.

4.2.5. Error model for the GKP qubit Here we will review
an error model for the GKP qubit to lay the groundwork for
the description of the QEC with the GKP qubit. We describe
the additive Gaussian noise (AGN) [261, 23, 262], also
known as a Gaussian random displacement channel, as a
convenient error model. The AGN is a kind of the Gaussian
quantum channel (GQC) and is a common type of noise in
bosonic systems. The AGN randomly displaces the state
in phase space according to a Gaussian distribution, which
is described by the superoperator Gξ acting on density
operator ρ̂ as

ρ̂ → Gξ (ρ̂) =
1

πξ 2

∫
d2

α e−|α|
2/ξ 2

D̂(α)ρ̂D̂†(α), (24)

where D̂(α) = eα â†−α∗â is the phase-space displacement
operator. With α = (v + iu)/

√
2, the position q and

momentum p are displaced independently as q̂ → q̂ + v,
p̂ → p̂ + u, where v and u are real Gaussian random
variables with mean zero and variance ξ 2. Therefore, the
AGN maintains the locations of the Gaussian peaks in the
probability for the measurement outcome, but it increases
the variance of each peak by ξ 2 in both quadratures. Notice
that the outputs of this channel are mixed states, even when
ρ̂ is pure.

The dominant noise channel in an optical setup is
photon loss. We will see that photon loss combined with
the amplification techniques can be modeled by the increase

of a variance, likewise the AGN. The equivalence between
the photon loss combined with amplifiers and the AGN can
provide the way to apply the numerical results such as the
threshold for fault-tolerant QC with the AGN to that with
the photon-loss channel.

The photon-loss channel can be modeled as an
unwanted beam-splitter coupling with an environmental
vacuum state. In the Heisenberg picture, the loss channel
transforms the q̂ and p̂ quadratures as

q̂→
√

η q̂+
√

1−η q̂vac, p̂→
√

η p̂+
√

1−η p̂vac, (25)

where η is the efficiency, and q̂vac(p̂vac) is the position
(momentum) quadrature of the vacuum state. After the loss
channel, the variances of the GKP states in the q̂ and p̂
quadratures are transformed as

σ
2

gkp→ ησ
2
gkp +

1−η

2
. (26)

In Refs. [224, 263], the equivalence between the
AGN and the photon-loss channel combined with the
amplification has been studied. At the cost of additional
Gaussian noise, photon loss can be converted into a random
displacement error channel, i.e., AGN by applying phase-
insensitive amplifiers. The phase-insensitive amplifiers
may be implemented either after or before the photon-
loss channel, and these two methods are called post- and
preamplification, respectively. For the postamplification,
the quadrature variances of the GKP qubits in both q̂
and p̂ are transformed as σ2

gkp → σ2
gkp +

1−η

η
. For the

preamplification, the variances are transformed as σ2
gkp →

σ2
gkp +1−η . Note that the latter introduces less noise than

the former. In addition to the phase-insensitive amplifiers,
rescaling the outcome of the homodyne measurement is
another method for the amplification. Unlike the phase-
insensitive amplifiers, the rescaling is implemented after the
measurement of the target quantum state. In the rescaling,
the measurement outcome m is rescaled on a classical
computer as m/

√
η . The variances are transformed as

σ2
gkp→ σ2

gkp +(1−η)/2η . The performance of the above
three techniques has been compared in the context of the
quantum repeater protocol in Ref. [243]. Additionally, the
rescaling technique has been applied to fault-tolerant QC
with the GKP qubits [236].

4.2.6. QEC with the GKP qubit We review the way to cor-
rect small displacement errors in q and p quadratures [23],
which is referred to as the single-qubit level QEC (SQEC)
in the following. We consider errors derived from the vari-
ances of the input qubit and auxiliary states.

In the SQEC for the q quadrature, a single ancilla qubit
is entangled with the data qubit by the CX gate, where the
ancilla qubit is the target qubit, as illustrated in Fig. 13.
The ancilla qubit is prepared in the state |+̃〉GKP to prevent
us from identifying the bit value of the data qubit in the
subsequent syndrome measurement. The CX gate, which



Topical Review: Building large-scale quantum computers with continuous-variable optical technologies 19

Figure 13. A quantum circuit for the single-qubit level QEC (SQEC) with
the GKP qubit.

corresponds to the operator e−iq̂D p̂A for CVs, transforms the
quadratures as

q̂D→ q̂D, p̂D→ p̂D− p̂A, (27)
q̂A→ q̂A + q̂D, p̂A→ p̂A, (28)

where q̂D(p̂D) and q̂A(p̂A) are the quadrature operators
of the data and ancilla qubits in the q(p) quadrature,
respectively. Regarding the displacement errors in the q
and p quadratures, the CX gate transforms the displacement
errors as

∆q,D→ ∆q,D, ∆p,D→ ∆p,D−∆p,A, (29)
∆q,A→ ∆q,A +∆q,D, ∆p,A→ ∆p,A, (30)

where ∆q,D(∆p,D) and ∆q,A(∆p,A) are the true values for
the displacements of the data and ancilla qubits in q(p),
respectively. We assume that the true values for the
data (ancilla) qubit in the q and p quadratures obey the
Gaussian distribution with the variance σ2

D(A),q and σ2
D(A),p,

respectively. After the CX gate, we measure the ancilla
qubit in the q quadrature. When |∆q,A +∆q,D| <

√
π/2, we

obtain the measured displacement error of the ancilla qubit
as ∆mq,A = ∆q,A+∆q,D. Then, we perform the displacement
operation on the q quadrature of the data qubit by −∆mq,A,
and the true value of the displacement becomes ∆q,D −
∆mq,A =−∆q,A. On other hand, when |∆q,A+∆q,D| >

√
π/2,

we obtain the outcome of the displacement ∆mq,A = ∆q,A +
∆q,D−

√
π , assuming ∆q,A,∆q,D > 0. After the displacement

operation by−∆mq,A, the true value for the data qubit in the
q quadrature becomes ∆q,D−∆mq,A = ∆q,A+

√
π . Since the

displacement by |
√

π| in the q quadrature corresponds to the
bit-flip error, the qubit-level error occurs on the data qubit
in the q quadrature if |∆q,A +∆q,D| >

√
π/2. Assuming that

the true value ∆q,D(A) obeys the Gaussian distribution with
the variance σ2

D(A),q, the probability of the bit-flip error is
given by Pfail(σ

2
D,q +σ2

A,q) using Eq. (23). Consequently,
the SQEC in the q quadrature can reduce the variance of
the data qubit in the q quadrature from σ2

D,q to σ2
A,q when

σ2
D,q > σ2

A,q. For the variance of the data qubit in the p
quadrature, the initial variance σ2

D,p becomes σ2
D,p +σ2

A,p
after the SQEC in the q quadrature.

The SQEC in the p quadrature can then be performed
using the second ancilla qubit with the CX gate, where the
ancilla is prepared in |0̃〉GKP and the data qubit is assumed
to be the target qubit. In a similar manner to the SQEC in q,
but with the measurement of the ancilla in the p quadrature,

the SQEC for the data qubit in the p quadrature can reduce
the variance of the data qubit in the p quadrature from
σ2

D,p +σ2
A,p to σ2

A2,p, where σ2
A2,p(q) is the variance in the

p(q) quadrature for the second ancilla qubit. In the SQEC
in p, there is the phase-flip error whose probability is given
by Pfail(σ

2
D,p +σ2

A,p +σ2
A2,p) using Eq. (23).

As a result of the sequential SQECs, the variances
of the data qubit are replaced by those of the ancilla
qubits, as (σ2

D,q,σ
2
D,p)→ (σ2

A,q +σ2
A2,q,σ

2
A2,p). This kind

of variance reduction with the SQEC is helpful for the QEC
against the AGN which increases the variance, if we can
prepare ancilla qubits whose variance is sufficiently small.
We note that the SQEC can be applied to a photon-loss
channel by transforming the channel into an AGN with the
amplification technique as described in Sec. 4.2.5. While
we have used the CX gate for the SQEC, the SQEC can
be also performed by using a beam-splitter coupling and
a squeezing operation instead of the CX gate. The error
analysis using such a setup was studied in Refs. [264, 265].

4.3. Fault-tolerant QC with the GKP qubits

4.3.1. Higher-level encoding for GKP qubits Although
the SQEC works well for the small displacement error,
we need to use the logical-qubit level QEC to correct the
displacement error greater than

√
π/2. In general, the error

probability for each logical-qubit level operation should
be below 10−12− 10−15 [120] to employ useful quantum
algorithms. Therefore, when we use GKP qubits for such
algorithms, we must sufficiently reduce the logical qubit
level errors by concatenating the GKP qubits with the
higher-level encoding, i.e., the qubit-based standard QECCs
such as Steane’s seven qubit code [196, 197], Knill’s C4/C6
code [195], the surface code [198, 199], and so on. Then,
the logical-qubit level error probability of the QECC can
be suppressed to an arbitrary value if the physical-qubit
level error is smaller than the threshold value. In the case
of the GKP qubits, the threshold value corresponds to the
required initial squeezing level of the resource state, which
determines the physical-qubit level error probability of the
GKP qubits.

4.3.2. Threshold for fault-tolerant QC A squeezing level
is commonly used to represent the threshold for fault-
tolerant CVQC, where a squeezing level s is given by
s = −10log102σ2

gkp. Now, we move on to the threshold
value for fault-tolerant CVQC with the GKP qubits. The
first work for the threshold of the squeezing level was
provided by Menicucci in 2014 [88]. Also, Ref. [88] is
the first work that showed fault-tolerant QC is possible
within the framework of one-way QC using large-scale CV
cluster states. In the case of one-way CVQC, besides errors
from an environment such as photon loss, errors derived
from the CV cluster state itself accumulate during QC [88].
The GKP qubit overcomes this problem by performing



Topical Review: Building large-scale quantum computers with continuous-variable optical technologies 20

the SQEC with CV cluster states, and qubit-level Clifford
gates on the GKP qubits are implemented simultaneously
by homodyne measurements on CV cluster states. In the
following, we see the implementation of the SQEC on the
CV cluster state and the procedure to obtain the threshold
of the squeezing level.

First, we see the way to perform the SQEC during
one-way CVQC. Figures 14(a) and (b) show a quantum
circuit and the cluster state representation for the SQECs,
respectively, where Fig. 14(a) corresponds to the quantum
circuit in Fig. 13 up to Fourier gates. Figure 14(c) shows the
cluster state to perform a single-mode quantum gate and the
SQECs in the q and p quadratures. For the implementation
of a single-mode quantum gate, the first four modes in the
transverse direction are used (we recall that an arbitrary
single-mode quantum gate can be implemented by the
four-mode linear cluster state). The SQECs in q and
p quadratures are implemented by using ancillary GKP
qubits entangled with the last two modes in the transverse
direction, as can be understood from the correspondence
between Figs. 14(b) and (c). Therefore, the cluster state
in Fig. 14(c) enables us to perform the SQECs in q and
p quadratures during single-mode one-way QC. We note
that there is the failure probability of SQECs, and the
error probability for the single mode gate is given by the
probability that at least one of the two SQECs fails.

In general, the CZ or CX gate sets the threshold for
qubit-based fault-tolerant QC since the two-qubit gate is
the noisiest gate among the universal gate set for qubits.

Figure 14. One-way QC based on the CV cluster state with the GKP
qubit. (a) A quantum circuit for the SEQC in the q and p quadratures,
which corresponds to Fig. 13 (up to Fourier gates). (b) Cluster state
representation corresponding to (a). (c) A quantum circuit for one-way
QC to implement an arbitrary single-mode quantum gate with the SQECs
in the q and p quadratures. (d) Cluster state representation of the cluster
state to implement the CZ gate with the SQECs in the q and p quadratures.
(e) Cluster state representation after the CZ gate between the data qubits,
|ψ̃〉GKP and |φ̃〉GKP, via the measurements of the two ancilla qubits in the
p quadrature [88].

Figure 15. Analog quantum error correction. Reproduced from [267].

Figures 14(d) and (e) show the CZ gate between the data
GKP qubits, |ψ̃〉GKP and |φ̃〉GKP, by the measurement of
the squeezed vacuum states between the data qubits in
the p quadrature. In this model [88], the CZ gate is
followed by four SQECs, and thus the error probability
for the CZ gate is given by the probability that at least
one of the four SQECs fails. We assume that the initial
variance σ2

gkp for the GKP qubit is the same as that of the
initial momentum-squeezed vacuum states used to make
the CV cluster state with a finite squeezing parameter r,
σ2

in = 1
2 e−2r. Then, the Gaussian-distributed shift errors

in two of the four SQECs (including noise of ancillary
squeezed vacuum states after CVQC) have variance 7σ2

in,
and two others have variance 5σ2

in [88]. Therefore, the
probability that at least one of those corrections fails is
perr(σ

2
in) = 1− [1− Pfail(7σ2

in)]
2[1− Pfail(5σ2

in)]
2. Then,

it can be expected that fault-tolerant QC is possible if
perr is smaller than the threshold value pFT of the qubit-
based QECCs [194, 196, 197, 195]. The threshold value
pFT depends on QECCs for qubits, e.g. 10−6–10−2 in
Refs. [200, 201, 198, 199, 195, 266]. The threshold of
the squeezing level can be obtained from the condition
pFT = perr(σ

2
in). For example, when we use pFT = 10−6 for

Steane’s seven qubit code [197], fault-tolerant QC can be
realized if σ2

in < 4.44 × 10−3. In this case, we obtain the
threshold of the squeezing level as −10log102σ2

in ∼ 20.5
dB. The GKP qubit enables us to implement large-scale
QC, but it is still challenging to experimentally generate the
GKP qubit with the squeezing level 15.6–20.5 dB for qubit-
based QECCs [88]. In Secs. 4.3.3, 4.3.4, and 4.3.5, we will
see several efforts to reduce the threshold of the squeezing
level.

4.3.3. Analog QEC with GKP qubits The effect of noise
on CV states is observed as the displacement error in an
analog measurement outcome, which includes beneficial
information for the QEC. Thus, the analog measurement
outcome is expected to improve the QEC performance
compared to the QEC based on only binary information.
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Analog QEC [267] provides such an improvement of the
QEC performance by using the real-valued syndrome of
a GKP qubit. In the measurement of the GKP qubit,
we obtain the measurement outcome (2t + k)

√
π +∆m, as

shown in Fig. 15(a), where t, k, and ∆m are integer, the bit
value, and the measured displacement error. As described
in Sec. 4.2.6, there are two possible events: one is no error,
i.e., the true value for the displacement error ∆ is equal to
∆m, as shown in Fig. 15(b). The other is the bit(phase)-flip
error in the q(p) quadrature, i.e., |∆| is equal to

√
π−|∆m|,

as shown in Fig. 15(c). Then, we obtain two likelihoods
for the two events as f (∆) = 1/

√
2πσ2e−∆

2
/(2σ2) since ∆

obeys the Gaussian distribution f (∆). The analog QEC
applies these likelihoods to higher-level encoding, namely
the qubit-based standard QECC. Then, the most likely
error pattern is selected to improve the performance of the
decoding in the QEC. For example, the likelihood is used
for procedures of the decoding, such as a belief propagation
for the concatenated code [268, 269] and a minimum-
weight perfect-matching algorithm for the surface code
[198, 199, 270].

One may wonder how the analog QEC improves the
QEC performance. We focus on the attainable rate against
the AGN with the code capacity model. We note that the
attainable rate does not correspond to the threshold for
fault-tolerant QC, while we see it as a simple example of
the analog QEC. In the code capacity model, the noise
is parametrized by a single variance σ2 of the AGN,
where the GKP qubits with zero variance (i.e., infinite
squeezing) become those with the variance σ2 after the
AGN. The attainable rate for the GQC without the analog
QEC can be obtained by the quantum capacities of the
binary channel [194, 271], assuming that bit- and phase-
flip errors occur with the probability pe independently.
Using the binary Calderbank-Shor-Steane code [194, 196],
the attainable rate R is defined by R > 1− 2H2(pe) =
1 + 2pelog2 pe + 2(1 − pe)log2(1 − pe), i.e., the rate is
nonzero when pe < 0.11, where H2(pe) is the binary
entropy function. For the case of the GKP qubit, the error
probability pe is equal to Pfail(σ

2) described in Eq. (23).
Since Pfail(σ

2) with σ ∼ 0.555 corresponds to pe ∼ 0.11,
the nonvanishing quantum capacity for the AGN is defined
when σ < 0.555. In Refs. [267, 130], it has been shown the
analog QEC with Knill’s C4/C6 code [195] and the surface
code [198, 199] can achieve σ ∼ 0.607, which is larger
than ∼ 0.555. This value reaches the hashing bound of
the GQC, also known as a lower bound on the quantum
capacity of the GQC [23, 262]. Thus, the analog QEC
considerably improves the error tolerance, indicating the
potential to improve the threshold for fault-tolerant QC.

4.3.4. The highly reliable measurement Another tech-
nique to improve the threshold was proposed in Ref. [130],
where the postselected measurement, referred to as the
highly reliable measurement (HRM), is used to prevent the

Figure 16. (a) The conventional measurement of the GKP qubit, where the
Gaussian probability distribution following the displacement error of the
GKP qubit has variance σ2. (b) The highly-reliable measurement (HRM).
Reproduced from [130].

Figure 17. (a) The small-scale cluster state construction by using the
Bell measurement with the HRM. (b) The three-dimensional (3D) cluster
construction from the small-scale cluster state, which is referred to as
the hexagonal cluster state, by using the Bell measurement without the
HRM [130].

squeezing level from decreasing during the cluster state
preparation. Figures 16(a) and (b) show the schematic of
the HRM. Here we see one of the peaks for the logical 0
state, which lies in position 2k

√
π with integer k in the q

quadrature. In Fig. 16(a), the plain blue region and the red
region with vertical lines represent the different code words
of the logical 0 and 1 states, respectively. In the conven-
tional measurement, the red regions marked with vertical
lines correspond to the probability of incorrect decision of
the bit value. In the HRM, we set the dotted lines which
represent an upper limit ζ , as shown in Fig. 16(b). The yel-
low areas with horizontal lines show the probability that the
results of the measurement are discarded by introducing ζ .
The vertical line areas show the probability that our method
fails. By using the HRM, the probability of misidentifying
the bit value, namely bit- and phase-flip errors, decreases
with increasing ζ at the cost of reducing the success proba-
bility of the measurement.

One of the applications of the HRM is the reliable
construction of large-scale cluster states. Figures 17(a)
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and (b) show the schematic of the three-dimensional
(3D) cluster state construction with the HRM, where the
large-scale 3D cluster state can be used for topologically
protected one-way QC with the surface code [79, 80]. In
Ref. [130], the three mode cluster state, composed of a node
qubit and two leaf qubits, is firstly prepared by the CZ gate,
as shown in Fig. 17(a). Then, the elementary cluster state,
referred to as the hexagonal cluster state, is prepared from
the three mode cluster states by using the Bell measurement
with the HRM, where the HRM reduces the probability
of misidentifying the bit values in the Bell measurement.
The reason for using the Bell measurement is that the
entanglement generation using the Bell measurement does
not increase the variance of the node qubit, while that using
the CZ gate increases the variances due to the propagation
of the displacement errors between qubits. Once the
hexagonal cluster states are prepared probabilistically, the
large-scale 3D cluster state is generated deterministically
by using the Bell measurement without the HRM, as shown
in Fig. 17(b). In Ref. [130], the fault-tolerant threshold of
the squeezing level can be relaxed to less than 10 dB by
combining the reliable 3D cluster state construction and the
analog QEC. Fault-tolerant QC employing the HRM has
been studied in several works [236, 272]. Furthermore, the
Gauss-Markov theorem in statistics is useful to improve the
threshold introduced in Refs. [236, 273, 272]. In addition,
the HRM has been applied to loss-tolerant QECCs with the
GKP qubits, e.g., Varnava’s code [274] to achieve long-
distance quantum communication [243] and the quantum
parity code [222] to realize the efficient decoding of the
QEC [239].

4.3.5. Architecture for fault-tolerant QC with the
GKP qubits Promising architectures for fault-tolerant QC
with the GKP qubit have been proposed recently in
a superconducting circuit [24, 35, 36] and an optical
setup [37, 39, 38]. In an optical setup, there are roughly two
types of architectures for implementing large-scale QC. The
first one is the time-multiplexing approach (see for example
Refs. [275, 38]), which is described in Sec. 3.2.2. The
second one is the integrated approach (see Refs. [37, 39] as
an example). In the following, we see these two approaches.

In the first time-multiplexing approach, a time-
multiplexed cluster state for the resource of one-way QC
is prepared by using a compact experimental setup. In
Ref. [275], the noise analysis of the quantum gate and the
threshold for fault-tolerant QC have been studied under an
experimentally feasible noise model, employing an efficient
way to perform one-way QC, called the macro node
protocol [276, 131]. In Ref. [38], the generation scheme
of the 3D cluster state has been proposed by using time-
multiplexing, where topologically protected QEC using the
surface code on the 3D cluster state was considered. The
threshold in this architecture was found to be 13.2 dB.
Experimental realization of one-way QC based on the time-

multiplexing approach is described in Sec. 3.2.2.
In the second integrated approach in Refs. [37, 39],

the 3D cluster state is generated from integrated photonic
devices. This architecture circumvents one disadvantage of
the first approach, namely lossy long optical delay lines
required for increasing the number of qubits, while the
size of photonic devices becomes larger as the number
of the logical qubits and the code distance of a surface
code increase. Ref. [37] is the first work considering the
probabilistic nature of the GKP qubit preparation schemes
in one-way QC with GKP qubits. This probabilistic
nature has been a crucial problem in large-scale QC. In
Ref. [37], the node for the event of the failure of the
GKP qubit preparation is replaced by the node of the
squeezed vacuum state. Then, one-way QC is performed
on the 3D cluster state whose nodes are partially replaced
by the squeezed vacuum states. This scheme allows us
to implement large-scale QC even with non-deterministic
GKP qubit preparation. On the other hand, it requires an
optical switches for reconfigurability and inline squeezing
for implementing the CZ gate.

These experimental requirements are removed by
the scheme in Ref. [39]. Additionally, Ref. [39]
proposed to construct the 3D cluster states from so-called
qunaught states, which are also useful for quantum sensing
applications [277]. The logical 0 and 1 states for the ideal
qunaught state are given by |0〉naught = ∑

∞
m=−∞ |2m

√
2π〉q

and |1〉naught = ∑
∞
m=−∞ |(2m+1)

√
2π〉q, respectively. For

the 3D cluster state construction, an entangled pair of the
GKP qubits is prepared from two approximate qunaught
states with σ2

gkp by using a beam-splitter coupling, where
the variance of the GKP qubit composing the entangled pair
is (σ2

gkp,σ
2
gkp) in q and p quadratures. In the case of the

entangled pair preparation by two GKP qubits with σ2
gkp and

the CZ gate, the variance of the GKP qubit is (σ2
gkp,2σ2

gkp).
Thus, the qunaught state reduces the noise in the entangled
pair, which is expected to improve the threshold of the
squeezing level.

4.3.6. Preparation of the GKP qubit in an optical setup
In superconducting circuit and ion trap systems, the GKP
qubit has been realized recently [212, 213], and the
efficient preparation of the GKP qubit has been extensively
studied [278, 279, 280, 281, 75, 245, 282]. In an optical
setup, to the best of our knowledge, the GKP qubit has not
been realized, although there are several approaches such as
the breeding protocol [283, 279], the use of photon-number
resolving detectors [284, 282], the use of the interaction
between light and matter qubits [285, 286, 287], the use of
the cross-Kerr interaction [288, 289], and so on. Here we
see the first two approaches, which can prepare the GKP
qubit in an all-optical setup.

The breeding protocol proposed by Vasconcelos et
al. [283] is the method to generate the GKP qubit by linear
optics from squeezed cat states, where a cat state is defined
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Figure 18. Preparation of the GKP qubit in an optical setup. (a) Breeding
protocol [283]. (b) Optical quantum state synthesizer referred to as the
Gaussian boson sampling (GBS)-based device [284, 245].

as a superposition of two coherent states with opposite
phases. In the original protocol [283], two squeezed cat
states are interfered by a beam splitter and the homodyne
measurement is performed on one of the modes in the p
quadrature, as shown in Fig. 18(a). When the measurement
outcome is close to zero, the first step of the protocol
succeeds. Assuming that the wave function of the cat state
has two Gaussian peaks illustrated in Fig. 18(a), the output
state has three Gaussian peaks. Then, by repeating the
breeding, the number of the Gaussian peaks grows, and
the output states after each of the steps become similar
to the GKP qubit. The total success probability of the
GKP qubit generation for the original protocol is too low
due to the postselection in the homodyne measurement.
Ref. [278] overcomes this problem by applying a phase
estimation, where the postselection in the measurement is
not required, but only the specific feedforward operation for
phases depending on measurement outcomes is required.
The scheme in Ref. [278] is intended for the GKP
qubit generation in microwave modes in superconducting
circuits. In Ref. [279], the breeding protocol with a phase
estimation was developed by using linear optics. The
breeding protocol has been experimentally demonstrated in
Ref. [290], while the scheme in Ref. [290] was not aimed to
increase the number of Gaussian peaks, but to enlarge the
amplitude of the cat state.

Another method is to use the optical quantum state
synthesizer consisting of linear optics and photon-number
resolving detectors, which is referred to as the Gaussian
boson sampling (GBS)-based device [284, 245]. Figure
18(b) shows the schematic diagram for the optical quantum

state synthesizer, where l input vacuum states are initially
displaced and squeezed, then interacted by a beam-
splitter network, and finally those except for the output
state are measured by photon-number resolving detectors.
Depending on the pattern of the detected photon numbers
and circuit parameters for linear optics, the output state
is prepared as |ψ〉out ≈ Û ∑

nmax
i=0

ci
N |i〉 , where nmax, ci, and

N, are the truncated photon number in the Fock basis,
the coefficient of the Fock state |i〉, and a normalization
factor, respectively, and Û is composed of single-mode
Gaussian operations (e.g., squeezing, displacement, and
rotation) [284]. The truncated photon number is given by
nmax = ∑

l
i=2 mi, where mi is the detected photon number

in the i-th detector. The coefficients ci depend on mi and
the circuit parameters such as transmissivities of the beam
splitters and the amount of the squeezing and displacement
operations [284]. Those parameters are optimized by an
optimization algorithm running on a classical computer so
that the output state |ψ〉out becomes close to the target
non-Gaussian state. To prepare an arbitrary non-Gaussian
state with nmax, we need to optimize coefficients of the
generated state up to nmax independently. The number of
independent parameters, which we can access to optimize
them, has been conjectured as (l +2)(l−1)/2 [284] and
scales polynomially with l. Thus, the GBS-based device
with l input states is expected to prepare an arbitrary state
up to |nmax〉 with nmax = (l +2)(l−1)/2−1.

For fault-tolerant QC, the GBS-based device needs
to generate well-approximated GKP qubits, which require
sufficiently large nmax. However, the complexity for the
classical numerical simulation of the GBS-based device
scales exponentially with l. This limits the number
of coefficients we can optimize, considering nmax scales
polynomially with l. The complexity mainly comes from
the calculation of a loop ha f nian which is contained in
the class of #P-complete problems [291, 292]. In fact,
the complexity of the calculation of a hafnian has been
used for achieving quantum supremacy over a classical
computer by a protocol called GBS [7, 293]. Recently,
the efficient backcasting search has been developed to solve
the problem of time complexity for arbitrary non-Gaussian
state generation [282]. Also, Ref. [282] has shown a
specific configuration of an optical circuit based on the
GBS in order to generate the GKP qubit required for fault-
tolerant QC.

5. Conclusion

By virtue of many advantages compared with other physical
systems, optical CVQC has attracted much interest in
the last decade as a promising candidate for realizing
universal and fault-tolerant QC. In this review, we have
highlighted several topics of recent experimental and
theoretical progress in terms of universality, scalability,
and fault tolerance in optical CVQC. As we have
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seen, the technologies of optical multiplexing, bandwidth
broadening, and integrated photonic chips pave the
way towards scaling up photonic quantum computers.
Furthermore, there are many recent theoretical efforts
towards universal and fault-tolerant CVQC with bosonic
codes, including reductions of the threshold for the
squeezing level and proposals for the architecture of
CVQC. Among the many available bosonic codes, the
GKP qubit has been shown to be the optimal code for
CVQC because it not only has superior error tolerance
but also requires only Gaussian operations for universality.
Thus, the promising research direction towards large-scale
CVQC would be to develop efficient light sources for
optical GKP qubits and process these states with time-
multiplexed CVQC architectures, which already have been
demonstrated to perform Gaussian operations in a scalable
manner.

Of course, there remains a long way towards the
realization of large-scale QC. Specifically, non-Gaussian
gates required for universality have not been demonstrated
experimentally. In addition, the GKP qubits with a
sufficient squeezing level for large-scale QC has not been
generated yet in an optical setup. Furthermore, those
need to be combined with the optical technologies in a
scalable and low-loss configuration manner. Nevertheless,
we believe that the emerging ideas described in this review
will open promising paths to these problems. These ideas
will also open up new possibilities for architecture design,
hardware integration, and operating software for CVQC,
which finally lead to large-scale QC. We hope that this
review will attract many researchers to the field of quantum
information with CVs.
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