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Quantum state preparation is important for quantum information processing. In particular, in
optical quantum computing with continuous variables, non-Gaussian states are needed for universal
operation and error correction. Optical non-Gaussian states are usually generated by heralding
schemes using photon detectors. In previous experiments, the temporal resolution of the photon de-
tectors was sufficiently high relative to the time width of the quantum state, so that the conventional
theory of non-Gaussian state preparation treated the detector’s temporal resolution as negligible.
However, when using various photon detectors including photon-number-resolving detectors, the
temporal resolution is non-negligible. In this paper, we extend the conventional theory of quantum
state preparation using photon detectors to the finite temporal resolution regime, analyze the cases
of single-photon and two-photon preparation as examples, and find that the generated states are
characterized by the dimensionless parameter B, defined as the product of the temporal resolution
of the detectors ∆t and the bandwidth of the light source ∆f . Based on the results, B ∼ 0.1 is
required to keep the purity and fidelity of the generated quantum states high.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, continuous variable optical quantum
computation has been attracting attention due to its
scalability. In fact, large-scale computational resources
for measurement based quantum computation called
cluster states have been generated by a time-domain-
multiplexing method using continuous-wave (CW) light
sources [1–6], and Gaussian operations using these clus-
ter states have already been implemented [7, 8]. On the
other hand, one of the challenges in optical quantum com-
putation is the preparation of non-Gaussian states neces-
sary for error correction and universal operation [2, 9–11].
As shown in Fig. 1, non-Gaussian states are generated
using an entangled quantum state and photon-number-
resolving detectors (PNRDs) [12, 13]. However, most of
previous experiments have generated only simple non-
Gaussian states such as a Schrödinger’s cat state or a
fock state using on-off detectors, which discriminate only
the presence or absence of photons [14–18]. In order to
prepare practical non-Gaussian states for quantum com-
putation such as Gottesman-Kitaev-Preskill (GKP) state
[9], it is necessary to use a PNRD capable of multiphoton
detection [19, 20].

When using a PNRD, however, the temporal resolu-
tion of the detector is an issue. Most of previous experi-
ments for non-Gaussian state preparation used on-off de-
tectors such as Avalanche Photodiodes (APDs) whose
timing jitter is several tens of picoseconds [21]. On
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the other hand, Transition Edge Sensors (TESs), known
as a high-performance PNRD, have a timing jitter of
about 4 ns even for a high precision device [22]. This
is a non-negligible value compared to the time width of
quantum states in conventional state preparation exper-
iments, which is about several tens of nanoseconds [14–
17]. Although it was shown that the generated state
can be regarded as a single-mode pure state defined on
a certain temporal mode as shown in Fig. 2(a) when the
temporal resolution is sufficiently high [23], the generated
state when the temporal resolution is non-negligible has
not been discussed.

In this paper, we extend the theoretical analysis of
quantum state preparation using photon detectors to
the finite temporal resolution regime. Furthermore, we
conduct a specific analysis of single-photon and two-
photon states as examples, and show that the generated
states are characterized by the dimensionless parameter
B, which is defined as the product of the detector’s tem-
poral resolution ∆t and the bandwidth of the light source
∆f . Based on the results of this study, the smaller the
parameter B is, the higher the purity P and the fidelity
F of the generated state become, and B ∼ 0.1 is required
for P, F > 0.9.

The structure of this paper is as follows. First, Sec.II
summarizes the notations needed for the theoretical anal-
ysis of this paper, and Sec.III explains quantum state
preparation using a photon detector with sufficiently high
temporal resolution. In Sec.IV, we extend the discussion
to the case where the temporal resolution of the detector
is non-negligible, and analyze the preparation of single-
photon state and two-photon state as examples. Then,
Sec.V discusses future quantum state preparation based
on the analysis in Sec.IV, and finally, Sec.VI summarizes
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this research.

Entangled state Beam splitter 
network 

Ancillary inputs
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FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of general non-Gaussian state
preparation. When general measurement, which is composed
of beam splitter network, ancillary inputs (usually coher-
ent states) and photon-number-resolving detectors (PNRDs),
is applied to one mode of the entangled state (idler), non-
Gaussian state is generated in the other mode (signal) de-
pending on the measurement result.

II. NOTATIONS

Here, we summarize how to describe a quantum state
of light beam where longitudinal mode is expressed in
time domain [24, 25]. First, we introduce â(t) as an an-
nihilation operator at time t, satisfying the commutation
relation [â(t), â†(t′)] = δ(t−t′). In the following sections,

Â(t) is also used for convenience centered on the carrier
frequency ω0 of the light source, which is given by

Â(t) = â(t)eiω0t. (1)

Â(t) satisfies the same commutation relation

[Â(t), Â†(t′)] = δ(t − t′) as â(t). Also, the creation

and annihilation operators Âf , Â
†
f in the temporal mode

f(t) are defined using Â(t), Â†(t) as

Âf =

∫ ∞
−∞

dtf∗(t)Â(t) , Â†f =

∫ ∞
−∞

dtf(t)Â†(t). (2)

By imposing the normalization condition
∫∞
−∞ dt|f(t)|2 =

1, the bosonic commutation relation [Âf , Â
†
f ] = 1 holds.

Using this, for example, the single-photon state |1f 〉 and
the two-photon state |2f 〉 in temporal mode f(t) are ex-
pressed as follows,

|1f 〉 = Â†f |∅〉 =

∫ ∞
−∞

dtf(t)Â†(t) |∅〉 , (3)

|2f 〉 =
(
Â†f

)2

|∅〉

=

∫∫ ∞
−∞

dtdt′f(t)f(t′)Â†(t)Â†(t′) |∅〉 . (4)

(a) 

(b) 
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FIG. 2. Schematic diagram of fock state preparation by
a heralding method using a PNRD. Here, the two-mode
squeezed state is used as the light source whose bandwidth
is ∆f . In this paper, the bandwidth ∆f is defined by the
Half Width at Half Maximum (HWHM). (a)When the tem-
poral resolution of the detector ∆t is sufficiently high with
respect to the bandwidth of the light source ∆f , the gener-
ated state can be approximated as a single-mode fock state
[23]. (b)When the temporal resolution of the detector ∆t is
not enough with respect to the bandwidth of the light source
∆f , the generated state becomes a multi-mode state in gen-
eral.

Here, the multimode vacuum state |∅〉 can be defined as
a quantum state satisfying the following equation,

Â(t) |∅〉 = 0 , ∀t ∈ R. (5)

So far, unbounded and continuous time expression is
used, but experimentally finite and discrete time expres-
sion is needed. Therefore, we consider dividing finite time
width [−T/2, T/2] into M pieces. For this, we define time
bin mode function tj(t), which has a finite value only in
the j-th interval and is expressed as follows,

tj(t) =


√
M

T
(j−1)T
M − T

2 ≤ t ≤
jT
M −

T
2

0 otherwise,
(6)

where j is an integer from 1 to M . Using this time bin
mode function tj(t), the annihilation and creation oper-

ators in finite and discrete time Âtj , Â
†
tj are given by

Âtj =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt tj(t)Â(t) , Â†tj =

∫ ∞
−∞

dt tj(t)Â
†(t). (7)

Considering
∫∞
−∞ dt|tj(t)|2 = 1, the bosonic commuta-

tion relation [Â†tj , Ât′j ] = δjj′ holds. Here, δjj′ is the
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Kronecker delta. When the temporal mode function f(t)
has negligible values outside the time width [−T/2, T/2]
and could be regarded as constant in each interval, f(t)
can be expressed as follows,

f(t) '
M∑
j=1

f [tj ]tj(t), (8)

where f [tj ] ≡
√
T/Mf(jT/M−T/2). Therefore, the an-

nihilation and creation operators for the temporal mode
f can be written as follows,

Âf =

M∑
j=1

f∗[tj ]Âtj , Â†f =

M∑
j=1

f [tj ]Â
†
tj . (9)

Finally, we note that the range of integration for the
integrals that appear in this paper is from −∞ to ∞
unless otherwise specified, and also only one

∫
in multiple

integrals is described.

III. QUANTUM STATE PREPARATION IN
INFINITE TEMPORAL RESOLUTION REGIME

As a simple example, we consider fock state prepara-
tion. In fock state preparation experiment, the quantum
state to be measured is a two-mode squeezed state rep-
resented as follows,

|Ψ〉s,i =
√

1− q2

∞∑
n=0

qn |n〉s |n〉i , (10)

where q = tanh r is a squeezing parameter. Here, if one
mode (idler, i) is measured by a PNRD, the quantum
state appearing in the other mode (signal, s) is

|ψ〉s ∝ i 〈k|Ψ〉s,i ∝ |k〉s . (11)

This is the simple description of fock state preparation
using a PNRD. However, in actual experiments, photon
pairs are not generated in two modes, but are gener-
ated continuously with time correlation when a CW light
source is used. Therefore, the above explanation is not
accurate.

In the following, we introduce conventional theory
of fock state preparation in time domain applicable to
the actual experimental situation [23, 26]. As already
mentioned, this theoretical analysis treats the tempo-
ral resolution of the detectors as infinite. The two-
mode squeezed state |Ψ〉 = Ŝ |∅〉s ⊗ |∅〉i generated by
parametric down conversion can be expressed by apply-
ing the squeezing operator Ŝ to two-mode vacuum state
|∅〉i ⊗ |∅〉s. In the case of using a CW pump light, the

squeezing operator Ŝ has time translational symmetry as
follows,

Ŝ = exp

(∫
dtdt′r∗(t− t′)Âs(t)Âi(t

′)

−r(t− t′)Â†s(t)Â†i (t′)
)
. (12)

In the weakly pumped regime, the two-mode squeezed
state |Ψ〉s,i can be approximated as follows,

|Ψ〉s,i '
(

1−
∫
dtdt′r(t− t′)Â†s(t)Â†i (t′)

)
|∅〉s ⊗ |∅〉i .

(13)

When a single photon is detected on the idler mode at
t0, the generated state |ψt0〉s is given by

|ψt0〉s ∝ i 〈∅|Âi(t0)Ŝ |∅〉s ⊗ |∅〉i '
∫
dtr(t− t0)Â†s(t) |∅〉s .

(14)

|ψ〉s can be regarded as a single-photon state in the tem-
poral mode function N [r(t)], as in Eq. (3). Here, N [·] de-
notes the normalization of the function. When squeezed
light is generated using an Optical Parametric Oscillator
(OPO) in the weakly pumped regime, r(t) is determined
by the bandwidth of the cavity ∆f , i.e., the bandwidth
of the squeezed light, and is a both-side exponential func-
tion as follows [23, 26],

r(t) = ε
√

2πe−
γ
2 |t| , γ = 4π∆f. (15)

Here, ε denotes the relative amplitude of the pumped
light which is dimensionless. The following analysis in
Sec. IV B and Sec. IV C considers a both-side expo-
nential function as an example. Here we note that this
temporal mode function could be modified by introduc-
ing assymmerty [27].

IV. QUANTUM STATE PREPARATION IN
FINITE TEMPORAL RESOLUTION REGIME

A. Analysis of general quantum state preparation

In this section, we extend the theory to the case where
the detector’s temporal resolution is non-negligible with
respect to the width of the wave packet. Here we con-
sider a simple case where the idler mode of the two-mode
entangled state is detected by a PNRD with finite tem-
poral resolution as shown in Fig. 2(b). In general, the
generated state becomes mixed state when the photon
detector has finite temporal resolution. Therefore, we
introduce the density operator ρ̂s to describe the gener-
ated quantum state. When n photons are detected at
time {tk}k=1,2,··· ,n, ρ̂s can be expressed using a Positive

Operator-Valued Measure (POVM) operator Π̂n,{tk} and
the initial two-mode entangled state ρ̂ as follows,

ρ̂s =
tri

(
Π̂n,{tk}ρ̂

)
tr
(

Π̂n,{tk}ρ̂
) , (16)

where tri(·) denotes partial trace operation for the idler
mode (i). Here, the denominator of the right hand side



4

corresponds to the probability density p(n, {tk}) for de-
tecting n photons at time {tk}, which is expressed as
follows,

p(n, {tk}) = tr
(

Π̂n,{tk}ρ̂
)
. (17)

Also, from the property of the probability density func-
tion, the following equation,∑

n

∫
dt1dt2 · · · dtnΠ̂n,{tk} = Î (18)

holds.
Now, we proceed to discuss the specific form of the

POVM operator Π̂n,{tk}. First, we consider n = 1 as a
simple example. By introducing jitter function g(t), the

POVM operator Π̂1,t0 for detecting single photon at time
t0 is expressed as follows,

Π̂1,t0 =

∫
dtg(t− t0)Â†(t) |∅〉〈∅| Â(t). (19)

The jitter function g(t) is non-negative function deter-
mined by the characteristics of the photon detector, sat-
isfying

∫
dt g(t) = 1. Also, we can check that when jitter

function g(t) is a delta function δ(t), the above results
coincide with those of Sec. III. This expression can be
easily extended to the multiphoton detection case as fol-
lows,

Π̂n,{tk} =
1

n!

∫
dt′1 · · · dt′ng(t′1 − t1) · · · g(t′n − tn)

Â†(t′1) · · · Â†(t′n) |∅〉〈∅| Â(t′n) · · · Â(t′1). (20)

Note that we are not considering the dead time of the
photon detector for simplicity. Also, when the effects of
loss and dark counts are considered, the POVM operators
are modified such that different photon number terms
are mixed. Now, it is possible to calculate the generated
quantum state ρ̂s given the specific functional form of
g(t) and the quantum state to be measured ρ̂.

In general, the generated quantum state ρ̂s becomes
multimode state. However, we can determine the tem-
poral mode function of the generated state as the one
containing maximal photons. This is the function f1(t)
that maximize Ef1 in the following equation,

Ef1 = tr
(
ρ̂sÂ

†
f1
Âf1

)
. (21)

This f(t) can be calculated by diagonalizing the autocor-
relation function E(t, t′), which is given by

E(t, t′) = tr
(
ρ̂sÂ

†
s(t)Âs(t

′)
)
. (22)

This process is similar to the method used to estimate the
temporal mode function by principal component anal-
ysis from experimentally obtained data of quadratures
[25, 28, 29].

In the following subsection, the autocorrelation func-
tion E is calculated numerically as follows,

E[i, j] = tr
(
ρ̂sÂ

†
tiÂtj

)
(1 ≤ i, j ≤M), (23)

where finite and discrete time expression is used as
shown in Eq. (6)–(9). As for the jitter function g(t), we
analyze the cases where g(t) are Gaussian functions or
rectangular functions with various jitter width ∆t.

B. Single-photon state preparation

Here, we consider single-photon state preparation. The
quantum state to be measured ρ̂ is a two-mode squeezed
state generated by a CW light source in the weakly
pumped regime, and is expressed as ρ̂ = |Ψ〉〈Ψ| using
|Ψ〉 in Eq. (13). The generated quantum state ρ̂s are
calculated using this quantum state ρ̂ and the POVM
operator Π̂1,tc in Eq. (19) corresponding to one photon
detection at time tc as follows,

ρ̂s ∝ tri

(
Π̂1,tc ρ̂

)
= tri

(
Π̂1,tc |Ψ〉〈Ψ|

)
. (24)

In this paper, two cases are considered for the jitter func-
tion g(t): one is a rectangular function gr(t) that is uni-
form within ∆t and the other is a Gaussian function gg(t)
whose Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM) matches
∆t, as follows,

gr(t) ∝

{
1 |t| ≤ ∆t

2

0 otherwise
or gg(t) ∝ exp

(
− 4 ln 2

(∆t)2
t2
)
.

(25)

From the above, the generated quantum state ρ̂s can be
calculated as

ρ̂s ∝ tri

(
Π̂1,tc ρ̂

)
= tri

(∫
dtg(t− tc)Â†i (t) |∅〉〈∅|i Âi(t) |Ψ〉〈Ψ|

)
=

∫
dtdt′dt′′g(t− tc)r(t′ − t)

r∗(t′′ − t)Â†s(t′) |∅〉〈∅|s Âs(t
′′)

=

∫
dtg(t− tc) |ψt〉〈ψt|s , (26)

where |ψt〉 shown in Eq. (14) is used. The generated state
is in the form of |ψt〉〈ψt| integrated over time t, which is a
classical mixed state. In the case of a single-photon state
considering here, instead of diagonalizing the autocorre-
lation matrix E(t, t′) in Eq. (22), the density matrix ρ̂s

can be directly diagonalized as shown in Fig. 3 and in
the following equation,

ρ̂s =
∑
k

λk |ψk〉〈ψk| , (27)
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idler
signal

PNRD

OPO

FIG. 3. Schematic diagram of the single-photon state gener-
ated when the detector’s temporal resolution is non-negligible.
This figure shows the generated state is a multimode state and
it can be decomposed to single-mode single-photon states |ψk〉
whose temporal mode function is fk(t).

where |ψk〉 satisfies 〈ψk |ψk′〉 = δkk′ . Here, the
single-photon states |ψk〉 are defined as |ψk〉 =∫
dtfk(t)Â†(t) |∅〉, where fk(t) are mutually orthogonal

eigenmode functions. The first eigenmode function f1(t)
corresponding to the biggest eigenvalue λ1 can be re-
garded as the optimal temporal mode function of the
generated quantum state. Also, fidelity F between the
generated state and the target state |ψ1〉 and purity P of
the generated state can be calculated from the eigenval-
ues as follows,

F = 〈ψ1| ρ̂s |ψ1〉 = λ1 , P = tr
(
ρ̂2
)

=
∑
k

λ2
k. (28)

In the following, the numerical analysis of the temporal
mode function, fidelity and purity are shown depending
on a dimensionless parameter B. Here, B = ∆f ×∆t is
defined as the product of the light source bandwidth ∆f
in Eq. (15) and the detector’s temporal resolution ∆t in
Eq. (25).

Fig. 4 shows the numerical calculation of the temporal
mode functions when g(t) are Gaussian functions with
B = 0.05, 0.25, 1.0. Here, the photon detection time tc is
set to 0 for simplicity. WhenB is small, the first temporal
mode function almost matches the both-side exponential
function r(t), but as B becomes larger, the first temporal
mode becomes like a blunted both-side exponential func-
tion. The similar results are obtained for the case where
g(t) are rectangular functions.

Next, the purity and the fidelity of the generated state
are shown in Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 7(a). These plots show
that the smaller the value of B is, the closer the fidelity
and purity are to the ideal value 1. The plots also show
that, for example, if we want to keep the purity and fi-
delity of the generated state above 0.9, we need B < 0.1

(a) (b) 

(c) 

FIG. 4. Numerically calculated temporal mode functions of a
single-photon state. In this calculation, the quantum state ρ̂s
is described in finite and discrete time. The time width T is
set to 10, which is normalized by the bandwidth of the light
source and the number of divisions M is set to 800. In this
figure, only the first and second eigenmodes f1(t), f2(t) are
shown when g(t) are Gaussian functions. For clarity, r(t) is
also plotted, appropriately multiplied by a constant. (a)The
case of B = 0.05. (b)The case of B = 0.25. (c)The case of
B = 1.0. Here, we note that the temporal mode functions
only depend on the dimensionless parameter B = ∆f × ∆t
because the time is normalized by the bandwidth of the light
source ∆f .

when g(t) are Gaussian functions. For further detailed
calculations, see Appendix A.

C. Two-photon state preparation

Next, let us consider two-photon state preparation as
an example of a multiphoton state using the POVM
operator Π̂2,{t1,t2}. Here we only analyze the case of
t1 = t2 = tc in order to consider only the effects of timing
jitter. The generated quantum state ρ̂s is given by

ρ̂s ∝ tri

(
Π̂2,tc ρ̂

)
= tri

(
Π̂2,tc |Ψ〉〈Ψ|

)
. (29)

In order to analyze the case of two-photon state prepara-
tion, we extend the initial entangled state |Ψ〉 up to four
photon terms as follows,

|Ψ〉 '
(

1−
∫
dtdt′r(t− t′)Â†s(t)Â†i (t′)

+
1

2

∫
dtdt′dt′′dt′′′r(t− t′)r(t′′ − t′′′)

Â†s(t)Â
†
i (t
′)Â†s(t

′′)Â†i (t
′′′)
)
|∅〉s ⊗ |∅〉i .

(30)
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Next, the POVM operator Π̂2,tc can be expressed as

Π̂2,tc =
1

2

∫
dtdt′g(t− tc)g(t′ − tc)

Â†i (t)Â†i (t′) |∅〉〈∅|i Âi(t
′)Âi(t), (31)

where g(t) is gg(t) or gr(t) defined in Eq. (25). Based
on the above, the generated quantum state ρ̂s can be
calculated as

ρ̂s ∝
∫
dt1dt2g(t1 − tc)g(t2 − tc)

∫
dtdt′dt′′dt′′′

r(t− t1)r(t′ − t2)r∗(t′′ − t1)r∗(t′′′ − t2)

Â†s(t)Â†s(t′) |∅〉〈∅|s Âs(t
′′)Âs(t

′′′). (32)

In the case of a multiphoton state, the diagonalization of
density matrix doesn’t correspond to the orthogonaliza-
tion of the temporal mode functions. Therefore, the tem-
poral mode functions are obtained by the diagonalization
of the autocorrelation matrix E as described in Sec.IV A.
Fig. 5 shows the temporal mode functions when g(t) are
Gaussian functions. As in the case of the single-photon
state, the first temporal mode becomes like a blunted
both-side exponential function as B increases. The sim-
ilar results are obtained for the case where g(t) are rect-
angular functions. Also, the fidelity and the purity of
the generated quantum state ρs are calculated as shown
in Fig. 6(b) and Fig. 7(b). Here, Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 show
that the purity and the fidelity are determined only by
B, and the smaller the value of B is, the closer the value
of P and F is to 1. For example, if g(t) are Gaussian
functions, B < 0.15 is required to satisfy P > 0.9 and
F > 0.9. Surprisingly, we can see the requirement for
B does not become stronger when photon number is in-
creased. For further detailed calculations, see Appendix
B.

V. DISCUSSION

The above analysis showed that B . 0.1 should be
satisfied to keep the fidelity and the purity of the quan-
tum state. This means that the upper limit of the avail-
able light source bandwidth ∆f is about 1/(10∆t) for the
temporal resolution ∆t of the detector. Here, the band-
width ∆f of the light source is an important quantity
that determines the quantum computation speed [30].
In measurement-based optical quantum computation, the
computation speed is determined by the time required for
measurement, that is, the time width of the wave packet
containing quantum information. Since the time width
of the wave packet is about the reciprocal of the light
source bandwidth ∆f , the upper limit of the clock fre-
quency is determined by the light source bandwidth ∆f .
Based on the above discussion, it can be also said that
the clock frequency of quantum computation is limited
by about 1/(10∆t). Therefore, the temporal resolution
of the detector ∆t needs to be small in order to real-
ize faster quantum computation in the future, and the

(a) (b) 

(c) 

FIG. 5. Numerically calculated temporal mode functions of
a two-photon state. In this calculation, the autocorrelation
function E(t, t′) is described in finite and discrete time. The
time width T is set to 10, which is normalized by the band-
width of the light source and the number of divisions M is set
to 800. In this figure, only the first and second eigenmodes
f1(t), f2(t) are shown when g(t) are Gaussian functions. For
clarity, r(t) is also plotted, appropriately multiplied by a con-
stant. (a)The case of B = 0.05. (b)The case of B = 0.25.
(c)The case of B = 1.0. Here, we note that the temporal
mode functions only depend on the dimensionless parameter
B = ∆f × ∆t because the time is normalized by the band-
width of the light source ∆f .

(a) (b) 

FIG. 6. The plot of the purity of the generated state against
B = ∆f×∆t where g(t) are Gaussian functions and rectangu-
lar functions. (a)The purity of single-photon state. the num-
ber of divisions M and the time width T are set to M = 800
and T = 10. (b) The purity of two-photon state. Due to the
speed of numerical calculations, the number of divisions M
and the time width T are set to M = 100 and T = 4.

required value of the detector’s temporal resolution can
be obtained using the analysis in Sec.IV. For example, if
we want to perform quantum computation with a clock
frequency of 1 GHz, we need to use a detector with a
temporal resolution of less than 100 ps. Of course, this
upper limit depends on the quantum state used and the
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(a) (b) 

FIG. 7. The plot of the fidelity of the generated state against
B = ∆f ×∆t where g(t) are Gaussian functions and a rect-
angular functions. (a)The fidelity of single-photon state. the
number of divisions M and the time width T are set to
M = 800 and T = 10. (b) The fidelity of two-photon state.
Due to the speed of numerical calculations, the number of
divisions M and the time width T are set to M = 100 and
T = 4.

required value of the fidelity or purity. Thus, we expect
that future works based on this paper will reveal a re-
lationship between B and the fidelity F or purity P for
fault-tolerant quantum states such as GKP qubits.

Now, we discuss current photon-number-resolving de-
vices for optical quantum computation. First, Transi-
tion Edge Sensors (TESs), which have already been in-
troduced, are capable of detecting up to about 20 photons
and its temporal resolution is about 4 ns for a high pre-
cision one [22]. While TESs can resolve a large number
of photons, its temporal resolution is an issue. Recently,
it was also shown that Superconducting Nanostrip Pho-
ton Detectors (SNSPDs) can be used as PNRDs [31, 32].
Although it can only detect up to 5 photons at present,
it has a high temporal resolution of less than 100 ps [32].
In this way, photon-number-resolving devices are still un-
der research and development, and further performance
improvements are expected in the future.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we propose a general analysis method
for quantum state preparation using a photon detector
with finite temporal resolution. Also, in the analysis
of single-photon state and two-photon state prepara-
tion, the temporal mode function, fidelity and purity
are shown to be dependent on the bandwidth of the
light source ∆f and the temporal resolution of the
detector ∆t. As a result, it is shown that the smaller
B(= ∆f × ∆t) is, the higher the purity and fidelity
of the generated state become. The proposed analysis
method is important for non-Gaussian state preparation
because it shows required temporal resolution of PNRD
to keep the purity and fidelity of the generated quantum
state.

Appendix A: Detailed calculations in the analysis of
single-photon state preparation

In sec.IV B, the eigenmode functions and eigenvalues
were obtained by diagonalizing the generated quantum
state, and the detailed calculations are shown here. First,
Eq. (26), which indicates the generated state ρ̂s, can be
further organized as follows,

ρ̂s =

∫
dt′dt′′ρ(t′, t′′)Â†s(t′) |∅〉〈∅|s Âs(t

′′),

ρ(t′, t′′) =

∫
dtg(t)r(t′ − t)r∗(t′′ − t) , (A1)

where the photon detection time tc = 0 is assumed. This
ρ(t′, t′′) can be calculated analytically as follows when
g(t) is both a rectangular function and a Gaussian func-
tion. Here, we label ρ(t′, t′′) as ρg(t′, t′′) when g(t) is
Gaussian, and ρr(t

′, t′′) when g(t) is rectangular.

• When g(t) is a Gaussian function as shown in Eq. (25)
(
g(t) ∝ exp

(
−µt2

)
, µ = 4 ln 2

(∆t)2

)
, ρg(t′, t′′) is given by

ρg(t′, t′′) ∝ exp

(
−γ

2
(t′ + t′′) +

γ2

4µ

)(
1 + erf

(
√
µ(t′′ − γ

2µ
)

))
+ exp

(γ
2

(t′′ − t′)
)

(erf (
√
µt′)− erf (

√
µt′′))

+ exp

(
γ

2
(t′ + t′′) +

γ2

4µ

)(
1− erf

(
√
µ(t′ +

γ

2µ
)

))
(t′ > t′′), (A2)

where normalization constant is ignored. Here, since ρg(t′, t′′) is symmetric with respect to the interchange of
variables, we consider only the case of t′ > t′′. Also, erf(x) is the error function which is defined as

erf(x) =
2√
π

∫ x

0

e−t
2

dt. (A3)

• When g(t) is a rectangular function as shown in Eq. (25), ρr(t
′, t′′) is given by
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ρr(t
′, t′′) ∝



exp
(
−γ2 (t′ + t′′ −∆t)

)
− exp

(
−γ2 (t′ + t′′ + ∆t)

)
t′ > ∆t

2 , t
′′ > ∆t

2

exp
(
−γ2 (t′ − t′′)

)
− exp

(
−γ2 (t′ + t′′ + ∆t)

)
+ γ(∆t

2 − t
′′) exp

(
−γ2 (t′ − t′′)

)
t′ > ∆t

2 ,−
∆t
2 < t′′ < ∆t

2

γ∆t exp
(
−γ2 (t′ − t′′)

)
t′ > ∆t

2 , t
′′ < −∆t

2

2 exp
(
−γ2 (t′ − t′′)

)
− exp

(
−γ2 (t′ + t′′ + ∆t)

)
− exp

(
γ
2 (t′ + t′′ −∆t)

)
+ γ(t′ − t′′) exp

(
−γ2 (t′ − t′′)

)
−∆t

2 < t′ < ∆t
2 ,−

∆t
2 < t′′ < ∆t

2

exp
(
γ
2 (−t′ + t′′)

)
− exp

(
γ
2 (t′ + t′′ −∆t)

)
+ γ(t′ + ∆t

2 ) exp
(
−γ2 (t′ − t′′)

)
−∆t

2 < t′ < ∆t
2 , t

′′ < −∆t
2

exp
(
γ
2 (t′ + t′′ + ∆t)

)
− exp

(
γ
2 (t′ + t′′ −∆t)

)
t′ < −∆t

2 , t
′′ < −∆t

2 ,

(A4)

where normalization constant is ignored. As when g(t) is a Gaussian function, ρr(t
′, t′′) is symmetric with

respect to the interchange of variables, so here we consider only the case of t′ > t′′.

When ρ(t′, t′′) is diagonalized, the generated state ρ̂s is
expressed as a mixture of single-photon states in tem-
poral mode functions fk(t), as shown in Eq. (27). In
Sec.IV B, ρ(t′, t′′) is discretized in a finite time span for
simplicity and diagonalization is performed numerically.
Some of these results are shown in Fig. 4, Fig. 6(a) , and
Fig. 7(a).

Appendix B: Detailed calculations in the analysis of
two-photon state preparation

In Sec.IV C, we obtained the autocorrelation function
E(t, t′) of the generated two-photon state and diagonal-
ized it to obtain the temporal mode function, and here
we show the detailed calculation. As in the case of the
single-photon state, the generated state ρ̂s can be further
organized as

ρ̂s =

∫
dtdt′dt′′dt′′′ρ(t′, t′′, t′′′, t′′′′)

Â†s(t)Â†s(t′) |∅〉〈∅|s Âs(t
′′)Âs(t

′′′),

ρk(t, t′, t′′, t′′′) =

∫
dt1dt2g(t1)g(t2)

r(t− t1)r(t′ − t2)r∗(t′′ − t1)r∗(t′′′ − t2) , (B1)

where the photon detection time tc = 0 is assumed. This
ρ(t, t′, t′′, t′′) can be expressed as follows when g(t) is both
a rectangular function and a Gaussian function using ρg

and ρr calculated in Appendix.A.

ρk(t, t′, t′′, t′′) = ρk(t, t′′)ρk(t′, t′′′) (k = g, r). (B2)

Here, we treat the density matrix ρ̂s by discretizing the
interval [−T/2, T/2] into M pieces so that it can be han-
dled numerically. Using the creation operator in the fi-

nite and discrete time Â†tj defined in Eq. (7), the density
matrix ρ̂s can be approximated as follows.

ρ̂s '
M∑

a,b,c,d=1

T 2

M2
ρ[a, b, c, d]Â†taÂ

†
tb
|∅〉〈∅| ÂtcÂtd , (B3)

where the density matrix elements are considered to have
negligible values beyond the time width [−T/2, T/2] and
do not vary significantly within a single interval. Here,
density matrix element ρ[a, b, c, d] is given by

ρ[a, b, c, d] = ρ

(
aT

M
− T

2
,
bT

M
− T

2
,
cT

M
− T

2
,
dT

M
− T

2

)
(1 ≤ a, b, c, d ≤M). (B4)

Using this discretized density matrix, the autocorrelation
matrix E[i, j] can be calculated as

E[i, j] ∝
M∑
t=1

(ρ[i, t, j, t] + ρ[i, t, t, j]

+ρ[t, i, j, t] + ρ[t, i, t, j]) (1 ≤ i, j ≤M). (B5)

In Sec.IV C, the temporal mode functions are obtained
by numerically calculating E[i, j] and diagonalizing it.
Some of the results are shown in Fig. 5, Fig. 6(b) and
Fig. 7(b).
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