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Abstract—Bosonic channels describe quantum-mechanically
many practical communication links such as optical, microwave,
and radiofrequency. We investigate the maximum rates for the
bosonic multiple access channel (MAC) in the presence of thermal
noise added by the environment and when the transmitters
utilize Gaussian state inputs. We develop an outer bound for
the capacity region for the thermal-noise lossy bosonic MAC. We
additionally find that the use of coherent states at the transmitters
is capacity-achieving in the limits of high and low mean input
photon numbers. Furthermore, we verify that coherent states
are capacity-achieving for the sum rate of the channel. In the
non-asymptotic regime, when a global mean photon-number
constraint is imposed on the transmitters, coherent states are
the optimal Gaussian state. Surprisingly however, the use of
single-mode squeezed states can increase the capacity over that
afforded by coherent state encoding when each transmitter is
photon number constrained individually.

I. INTRODUCTION

The multiple access channel (MAC) is the principal building
block of many practical networks. Quantum information []1]],
[2] governs the fundamental limits of physical channels com-
prising any network, and offers substantial benefits in their
performance [3]]-[6] and security [7]-[11]. While the MAC
has been studied extensively in classical network information
theory [12], the quantum perspective has been underexplored.
With notable exception of [13]], [14]], previous work has
largely focused on the quantum channels that act on finite-
dimensional qudits [[I15]—[17]. While recent results focused on
coding [[18]]-[20], entanglement-assisted communication [21]-
[24], and secrecy [25]], [26], there is a gap in understanding
of the fundamental limits of the bosonic multiple access
communication in the presence of thermal-noise.

While bosonic channels model quantum-mechanically many
practical channels (including free-space and fiber optical, mi-
crowave, and radiofrequency (RF)), they are particularly useful
in optical communications. This is because noises of quantum-
mechanical origin limit the performance of advanced high-
sensitivity photodetection systems [27]—[29] and the bosonic
MAC in particular accurately represents high-speed optical
interconnects between and within silicon microchips. Fur-
thermore, quantum methodology includes resources such as
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squeezed states, shared entanglement, and joint detection re-
ceivers that can substantially increase communication capacity.
Indeed, the bosonic channel model allows the fundamental
limits in throughput and security to be explored by lifting all
the assumptions on the transceiver and the adversary except
those allowed by the laws of physics. Previous work developed
and analyzed the pure-loss bosonic MAC when no excess noise
was injected by the environment and the transmitters were
restricted to Gaussian inputs [[13]], [14]]. However, such a model
does not completely describe practical communication systems
as it does not take into account noise in the system. While
this previous work [13], [14]] demonstrated that utilization
of coherent states at the input and heterodyne detection are
capacity-reaching in the high signal-to-noise (SNR) regime for
the pure-loss MAC, it did not analyze the asymptotic limit of
low mean photon-number constraints at the input. Progress has
also been made on the use of entanglement-assistance in the
bosonic MAC [21]], but the capacity region for the unassisted
thermal-noise lossy bosonic MAC still remains underexplored.

We present a model that allows for thermal noise from
the environment to be injected into the system. This model
allows us to analyze the thermal-noise lossy bosonic MAC via
development of maximum rates when Gaussian state inputs are
used at the receivers. It additionally allows for the investiga-
tion of capacity bounds when asymptotically large and small
mean photon number at the transmitters are employed. The
inclusion of thermal noise and understanding the limit of low
signal power are essential in performing covert communication
analysis where an adversary is unable to distinguish between
a signal from the transmitter(s) and background noise [9]-
[11], [30]-[33]]. In evaluating the asymptotic limits of high and
low mean photon number at the inputs, we find that coherent
states are capacity-achieving (Lemmas [T] and [2] respectively).
However, in the finite mean photon-number regime we find
that the use of single-mode squeezed states can be beneficial
over the use of coherent states unless there is a global mean
photon-number constraint at the transmitters in which case
coherent states are the optimal Gaussian states (Section [[II-C).

After formally defining our channel model and stating
necessary previous technical results in Section [[I} in Section
we build on [13]], [14] to develop the maximum rates for
the lossy thermal-noise bosonic MAC when the transmitters
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Fig. 1. The generalized three-input, three-output, lossy thermal-noise bosonic
channel modeled by beamsplitters with transmissivity 71, 72, 73, an assumed
known phase shift set to zero for each beamsplitter, and modal input and
output operators a, b, €, é1, éz, ¢. Input modal annihilation operators & and b
represent transmitters Alice and Bob while the third € is the environment. The
receiver, Charlie, is modeled by output modal annihilation operator ¢ while
é1, é2 represent photon loss to the environment. The path photons take from
each of the input modes through the beamsplitters and arrive at the receiver
is highlighted.

are limited to Gaussian inputs. We conclude in Section[[V]with
discussion of the implications of our results on future work.

II. PRELIMINARIES
A. Thermal-Noise Bosonic MAC

This pure-loss channel analyzed by Yen and Shapiro in
[13], [14] consists of two input ports (Alice and Bob) and
two output ports (Charlie and the environment) along with a
single beamsplitter which modeled power coupling to Charlie.
However, the applications of the lossy bosonic MAC in [13],
[14] are limited to systems that are not afflicted by excess
thermal noise. Including thermal noise results in a richer
model. Therefore, in this paper, we include thermal noise by
adding an input port and a corresponding output port to the
model, which also requires an additional two beamsplitters
to model the modal annihilation operator relationships [34],
[35]]. This channel is depicted in Fig. |l} Two input modes a, b
represent the transmitters Alice and Bob, while a third input
mode é is the environment and can inject thermal noise. This
model also requires three beamsplitters 71, 72,73 Where we
ignore their phase shift e’®7,j = 1,2, 3, setting ¢; = 0 as is
customary in the literature. The three output modes consist of
the receiver Charlie, ¢, and two environment modes, €1, éo,
which can be traced out to account for photon loss to the
environment. The modal relationship between the input modes
and the output mode at the receiver is given by:

¢ = /a4 /(1= n)mab + /1= naé. (1)

We note that this model can be generalized to K > 2
transmitters. In this scenario, K input ports are reserved
for transmitters and one additional input is needed for the
environment. Likewise, a single output port is needed for the
receiver while K output ports are reserved for the environment.
In this generalized model, K(K+1) arbitrary beamsplitters with
transmissivity n;, j = 1,2,. .., w are also required [34],
[35]. Here, we focus on K = 2 as seen in Fig. [I}

To define the capacity region for the two-transmitter bosonic
MAC in Fig. |1} we must first define an achievable rate pair.

A rate pair (R4, Rp) is achievable if there exists a sequence
of (27114 2nfi8) n) codes such that the probability of error
decays to zero as the length of the codes, n, increases to
infinity. Winter developed the capacity region for the quantum
MAC [15]] requiring finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces. Never-
theless, we can use Winter’s capacity region by extending it
to infinite-dimension Hilbert spaces using a limiting argument
[13) Appendix A.1]. Then the capacity region for the two-
sender bosonic MAC is then defined as the convex closure of
the union of all achievable rate pairs satisfying
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where «, 5 € C are Alice and Bob’s inputs with distributions
pa(a),pp(B) and p}, P4, p are the mean density operators at
the receiver for Alice, Bob and over the product distribution
pa(a)pp(B) for the state p(«, B) respectively:
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Additionally, S = [[ pa(a)ps(8)S(p(a, B))dadp.

While the sum-rate capacity, (@), is achieved using coherent-
state encoding described in Sec. only the bounds exist for
the individual capacities, the exact solution is an open problem.
As such, we consider Gaussian state inputs described next.

B. Gaussian-Input Bosonic MAC

A single-mode quantum state p is called Gaussian if its
Wigner function is of the form [36]:

exp [~ (p— ) = (p
=

— )]

W(n) = ;o ®
where |[A| and AT respectively denote the determinant and
transpose of matrix A. The mean (displacement) g =

g g
[fi1 fi2] " and covariance matrix X = %1 12
031 3
terize p, and are given for quadrature components p = Im (a)
and ¢ = Re(a) of the annihilation operator . We do not

employ entanglement between quadratures, setting o2, =

03, = 0. States of particular interest to us are:
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fully charac-

e vacuum states: [
o coherent states: |fi| > 0,0%, = 03, = +

. smgle mode squeezed states: |z| > 0,07, = 1€*", 03, =
ie " where r € R is the squeezing parameter
o thermal states: 1 = 0,0%, = 03, = 3(ir + 3) where

nr > 0 is the mean photon number.

The squeezed, coherent, and vacuum states are minimum
uncertainty states, the product of their quadrature variances is



1—16. When squeezing in one quadrature the uncertainty in that
quadrature is decreased while the other is increased at the cost
of 1(e* +e7%") — 1 = L cosh(2r) — 1 additional photons.
The generalized bosonic channel described in Section [[I-A
preserves Gaussianity. Thus, if Alice and Bob employ Gaus-
sian input states, then Charlie’s state is also Gaussian. The
covariance matrix at the receiver in terms of the covariance

matrices of the three inputs is given by:

V=mmX+ 1 -m)nY +(1-n)Z, ©)
where
1 eQT‘A 0 1 627"B O
X=1 [ 0 62“‘] - Y =7 [ 0 62”3} (19)
1 {2np+1 0 Vi Vi
Z_4[ 0 2nT—|-1]’ V‘[Vm Vol

Alice and Bob’s squeezing parameters are given by r4,rp
respectively, X, Y, Z are the covariance matrices for the input
modes of the two transmitters and environment respectively,
and V is the covariance matrix at Charlie’s output mode ¢.
The components of V' are explicitly given by:

1
Vii=- (n17]262r‘4 + (]. — 771)77262TB +1-— 772(27_LT + 1))

4
1n
1
Vaz =7 (mmae™" + (1 = m)mee " +1 = na(2a7 + 1))
12)
Vig = Vo1 = 0. (13)

Additionally, if Alice is constrained to mean photon number
na and when 74 # 0, then she can only use n, =
g — %cosh (2ra) + % =n4—-X; — X9+ % photons for
modulating the mean of her Gaussian input state with the
rest of the photons reserved for squeezing. Similarly, for Bob:
ng=np—Y1 — Yo+ % The fractional signal mean photon
numbers received by Charlie from Alice and Bob are

1
Néq = MN2Na = N72 <TLA - X —X2+2> (14)
1
NE = (1 —m)ne <nB—Y1—Y2+2). (15)

C. Coherent Receivers

It is useful to examine coherent receivers when considering
channel capacity for Gaussian states as they are commonly
used in practice [36, Section II.LE]. Coherent receivers are ei-
ther homodyne or heterodyne. Homodyne detection measures
a single quadrature, and is described by the positive operator-
valued measure (POVM) I1, = |¢) (g|, for ¢ € R, where |q)
are eigenstates of the real quadrature component ¢ = Re(a)
of annihilation operator a.

If Alice and Bob both transmit squeezed states with means
& = [a; as)" and B = [B; B2] the quadrature mean and
variance at Charlie are Z1 = /201 + /(1 — n1)n2P1 and
Vi = g(mmee 4 4+ (1 —m)mee " + (1 — 1) (207 + 1))

with a similar expression for V5. Homodyne detection mea-
surement outcomes are governed by the Gaussian distribution
conditioned on the quadrature mean z; of Charlie’s state

1 (q—21)°
exp| ————— | -
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Since the choice of homodyne receiver induces an addi-
tive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel, its capacity is
maximized for a Gaussian input. The sum-rate capacity (@)
of squeezed state homodyne detection for the Alice-to-Charlie
channel in Fig. [T]is [37, eq. 7.51]

p(qlT1) = (16)

= A=—m) =
1 4(ng + —n
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Note that setting 74 = rp = 0 yields the coherent-state

homodyne detection capacity.

One can describe heterodyne detection as homodyne detec-
tion along both quadratures. The heterodyne detection capacity
derivation follows similarly to that of homodyne described
above with a POVM II, = Lla)(a| where |a) are eigenstates
of a. It is maximized when coherent states are employed
(ra = rp = 0). The sum-rate capacity of coherent-state

heterodyne detection is [37, eq. 7.43]

.
Crop =log 1 M4 LZmn ) g
1+ 2 (1+ 2n7)

and for individual user capacity heterodyne and homodyne
detection:

19)
(20)

C'hetA = Chet|ﬁB:07 C’hetB = Chet|ﬁA:0

C(homA = Chom|ﬁB:0a C'homB = OhOII]|ﬁA:0 .

D. Quantum Gaussian MAC

Yen and Shapiro extended the Holevo-Sohma-Hirota classi-
cal capacity of quantum point-to-point Gaussian channels for
squeezed states [3[] to two users [13]], [[14]. They found that
the maximum rates of the channel are given by a piecewise
function, which we restate here using the following three
functions:

1

Gll(va):g(Vl‘f"/Q‘i‘N_z)a (21)
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where g(-) is defined as
glz)=(1+2x)log(l+z)—xlogz. (24)

The sum rate for the MAC is

Rmaapy if NATB > \/(Vi = )% + 4V

Runaxana it NG < \/(V1 — Vo) + 4V,
(25)

RmaxAB =

where Né+B = N& + NE, Ruaxap1 = Gll(Né+BaV) -
G2(V), and Rpaxapz = Gi2(NGTP, V) — Go(V). The
individual rate is

Rmaxat if N& > \/(Vi = V0)° + 4V

Rz if N < /(Vi = V5) + 4V
(26)

RmaxA =

where Rpaxar = G11(N&, V) — Ga(V), and Rpaxaz =
Glg(Né, V) — G2(V). An expression for Ry,.xp is obtained
by swapping N(‘J4 with NN, g . For the states we are interested in,
V12 = 0 and the threshold in (26) evaluates to Né < |[Vi—Val.
A similar condition also holds for (23).

E. Coherent-State Gaussian Random Code

Consider input with block size of M bits and codewords of
length n. Then a channel code’s rate is R = M /n bits/symbol.
Let p(«) be a coherent state with mean « € C. Then suppose
the encoder generates 2"* codewords for codebook C =
(@7 (am) )2 each according to p(®7,_, pr(m)) =
7 _, p(cm ), where p(a) = e~1°*/7/(xn) is the circularly-
symmetric complex Gaussian distribution, ®?_; denotes the
n-mode tensor product, and 7 is the mean photon number per
symbol. Yen and Shapiro showed that such a random code
combined with a joint measurement receiver maximizes the
sum rate R,,xap for the pure-loss bosonic MAC. Moreover,
such encoding also was shown to be optimal for the sum rate
for the generalized phase-insensitive bosonic MAC [21]. We
employ this code in the next section.

III. THERMAL-NOISE LOSSY BOSONIC MULTIPLE ACCESS
CHANNEL CAPACITY

In this section we investigate the capacity for the thermal-
noise lossy bosonic MAC and its asymptotic limits.

A. Individual Rate Outer Bounds

It was conjectured in [5]] and later proven in [6] that for
the point-to-point thermal-noise lossy bosonic channel, the
capacity is reached with coherent-state encoding. For a general
point-to-point lossy thermal-noise channel, given Z as the
mean photon number of the signal from the transmitter at the
receiver and ¥ as the mean photon number of the thermal noise
at the receiver, the capacity is:

C,9) =9(+79) —9®). @27)

Thus, the capacity of Alice-to-Charlie (point-to-point) channel
when Bob inputs vacuum is:

Ca = C(mmzna, (1 —n2)nr). (28)

For our two-user thermal-noise MAC, the ultimate upper
bound, (ub) regardless of input state (Gaussian or otherwise)
for the individual rates ignores the interference from the other
user. This corresponds to a nonphysical receiver that can undo
the beamsplitter between the two transmitters yielding

(29)
(30)

Riaxa < Rupa = O(UQﬁAv (1 - WQ)ﬁT)
Ryaxs < Rub = 0(7727737 (1 - nQ)ﬁT)'

B. Asymptotics of Photon-Number Constraints

The sum-rate capacity is achieved through the use of coher-
ent Gaussian states [6]], [21],

Ra+ Rp < C(ne(mna+ (1 —m)ng), (1 —n2)nr), (31)

where the RHS is equivalent to substituting coherent states
in and C(Z,y) is defined in (27). Now, we evaluate the
scaling of the individual rate for Alice with respect to the
upper bounds in 29) in the case of asymptotically large input
power noting that the same process applies for Bob and (30).
Lemma 1: A random code with coherent-state encoding with
heterodyne detection achieves the individual rate capacity of
the thermal-noise lossy bosonic MAC in the asymptotic limit
of large transmitter input power with constant thermal noise.
Proof: For coherent-state inputs (r4 = rp = 0) at Alice
and Bob and a heterodyne detector at the receiver, Charlie, the
capacities Chetp and Cheip are given by (19). Then
1i CvhetA _
im =

A —>00 ubA

. Chetn
lim

=1.
fip—oo RypB

(32)
Evaluation of the limits are performed using L"Hdpital’s rule
and derived in Appendix Hence, coherent-state encoding
with heterodyne detection yields the individual rate upper
bounds as n4 — oo and ng — oco. ]

For homodyne detection utilizing coherent states or
squeezed states, the scaling of the individual rate for Alice
with respect to the upper bound in (29) is evaluated as follows:

C(hom 1

lim max lim max = -,
MA—00 TA MB—00 TR RubA 2

(33)

where the maximization over g in the inner limit as ng — oo
puts all the energy available to Bob into squeezing, that is,
optimal rg — —oo. This contrasts the pure-loss channel result
in [T3], [T4] where (33) evaluates to unity.

Lemma 2: In the limit of small photon number and constant
thermal noise, utilizing a random code with coherent-state
encoding at Alice and Bob and a joint detection receiver
at Charlie achieves the capacity of the thermal-noise lossy
bosonic MAC.

Proof: We evaluate the three cases corresponding to the
order in which photon numbers input by Alice and Bob decay
to zero.



Case 1. Bob’s input photon number decays to zero first:

. . Rmaxa
lim lim —222 —1
na—0np—0 CA

(34)

When Bob’s photon number decays to zero first, he effectively
has no photons for squeezing guaranteeing that Né > Vi —
V| and Rimaxa = Rmaxa1. Hence, the MAC reduces to a
point-to-point channel in which Alice’s signal photon number
is attenuated by an 7;72 term and coherent-state encoding
achieves the capacity C, in (28). This demonstrates that
can be made tighter in the asymptotic limit of small input
power. Limits in (34) are evaluated by inspection.
Case 2. Alice’s input photon number decays to zero first:

. . RmaxA
lim lim ———
np—+0n—0 CA

=1 (35)
We allow Bob to perform an arbitrary amount of squeezing,
setting his squeezing parameter to rp = sinh ™' (y/7ig). If Al-
ice’s input photon number decays to zero first, N4 < [V} — V5|
and Ryaxa = Rmaxas. The first limit (ng — 0) is evaluated
using a single application of L’Hopital’s rule, yielding a simple
expression that allows the second limit (ng — 0) to be
evaluated by inspection. Details are in Appendix [BT}

Case 3. Alice and Bob’s input photon numbers decay to
zero simultaneously. Let ny = an,np = bn with arbitrary
constants a,b > 0. We show that

RI X
lim 2

n—0 Chy (36)
First consider N4 > |V; — Va| when Rpaxa = Rmaxal-
Then any squeezing at Alice is sub-optimal because

G11(N&, V) = g (mmpan + (1 — 1) n2bi + (1 — n2)nr)

is a function of the total photon number an at Alice and does
not depend on squeezing parameter r4. Furthermore |V| in
@]) is minimized for coherent-state input at Alice. Therefore,
since g(-) is monotonic, Rimaxa1 1S maximized by setting r4 =
0. When Bob and Alice both use coherent-state encoding:

. RmaXAl ra=rg=0
- Buwertlrazrs

lim, o =1. (37)

To show that any squeezing at Bob’s transmitter cannot help,
we first note that the only impact from Bob’s transmissions on
Ryaxa1 is through transmission of squeezed states. Suppose
that Bob is allowed to squeeze arbitrarily. As b is arbitrary,
let Bob’s squeezing parameter be rp = sinhfl(\/%), and
Alice is transmitting an optimal coherent state (r4 = 0) as
discussed previously. However, the constraint NN, (’;‘ > Vi — V3
upper bounds b as

m—1+ \/1 +m(2 —m (1 — 4a?n?))
2(1 —m)n '

Note that b is dependent on n. Then, to upper bound Bob’s
possible arbitrary squeezing, let b = Kbpaxa1 Where k is

bmaXAl < (38)

arbitray and x € [0,1]. Hence the limit involving Rpaxa1
becomes

. RmaXAl|TA:O,TB:sinh’1(\/nbmaxAlﬁ)
lim =

lim A 1. (39)

Evaluation of the limit involves an application of L"Hdpital’s
rule and is shown in Appendix Thus, squeezing does not
help when N(‘J4 > |V =V

Now consider N& < [V4 — Va| when Rpaxa =
Rmaxa2. For Gaussian state inputs, Gi2(N4,V) =
9(2\/V1(n1172p,4aﬁ—|— Vo) — %) for Vi > V5 (with
and V5 swapped when V5 > Vj), where py € [0,1] is the
fraction of photons Alice uses for displacement and (1 — p4)
the fraction used for squeezing. Additionally, for coherent-
state encoding, G11(N&,V) = g(mnean + (1 — no)ir).
Now

NA
lim Glj( V)
n—0 Gll(NC 9 V)‘TA:TBZO

which is derived using meticulous expansion of the terms
and taking their corresponding limit in Appendix Thus,
because the definitions of Ryaxa1 and Ryaxa2 include Go(V')
terms

(40)

. RmaXAQ
lim
n—0 RmaLxAl | ra=rg=0

<1 (41)

Squeezing by Alice or Bob increases Ga(V') as g(-) is
monotonic, and when 7o > 0, |V'] is an increasing function of
74 and 7. Thus, including G2(V') terms causes the numerator
of {@0) to decay faster than the denominator. Therefore, any
squeezing by Alice and Bob in R,.xa2 is at best equivalent
to the optimal rate defined by Raxa1 With r4 =rp =0 in
the asymptotic limit of small input power.

Employing Bob’s maximum rate Rpaxp and corresponding
Ca = C((1 —m)nefip, (1 —n2)nr) instead of Ryaxa results
in limits above also evaluating to 1 as expected. [ ]

We note that when we replace R, axa in with coherent
or squeezed homodyne or coherent heterodyne capacities, the
limit evaluates to zero. Therefore achieving bosonic MAC
capacity requires more complex receiver designs.

C. Fixed Mean Photon-Number Constraints

While utilization of coherent states are optimal at both
asymptotically high and low input mean photon number, most
practical systems operate in a finite mean photon number
regime of fixed input power. There are two possible ways to fix
the input power, via a global mean photon-number constraint
that is spread across all transmitters, and a mean photon-
number constraint for each of the individual transmitters.

We first examine the global mean photon number constraint
ng, for both the transmitters. Let the fractional photon-number
constraint for Alice be ny4 = sng and likewise for Bob,
fip = (1 —s)ng where s € [0,1]. As this constraint is global,
we assume Alice and Bob can control s. Only the photons
Bob uses for squeezing affect Alice’s rate as they introduce
additional noise in the channel. In this case, we can treat the
channel as a point-to-point channel from Alice to Charlie with



a mean photon-number constraint ng such that sing photons
are used for the signal and (1 — s)iig photons are used for
squeezing by the transmitter. As mentioned in Sec.
coherent states are optimal in the point-to-point channel, which
corresponds to Alice using all ng photons for displacement,
or when s = 1. For the sum rate R,,xAB, substituting (]E[),
(@), and (I5) into G11(N,V) yields Gi1(NGTP, V)
g(ir + (np — iy + (Ma — fip)n1)n2), without squeezing
parameter dependence. Similarly, Glg(NéH'B , V) is strictly
smaller than Gu(NéH'B , V). Thus maximization of Ry,axAB
reduces to the minimization of of Go(V'), or |V, as g(-)
is monotonic. The minimum occurs for coherent-state inputs
(r4 = rg = 0) and matches the results in [13[], [14], [21].

On the other hand, if the mean photon-number constraints
are for the individual transmitters i.e. the transmitters cannot
share their power, coherent-state encoding does not necessarily
maximize the individual rates for the lossy thermal-noise
bosonic MAC. While squeezing does not encode information
directly, an example showing that squeezed states outperform
encoding using only coherent states is shown in Fig. 2] The
non-linear optimization of squeezing parameters is analytically
intractable. However, given the parameters of a channel, a
numeric search quickly shows whether squeezing helps and
the corresponding values for the squeezing parameters. In
Fig. 3 we plot the capacity rate region for coherent homodyne,
coherent heterodyne, coherent Gaussian encoding (with joint
detection), an example of using squeezed states, and the
individual rate outer bound in (29). In this example, utilizing
squeezed states pushes out R4 beyond the coherent Gaussian
encoding envelope at the expense of reduced Rp.

R A (nats)

Fig. 2. Individual rates generated for all possible squeezed states given
input parameters ngq = 4,np = 8,nyr = 4,m1 = 02,72 = 0.9.
pa = sinh? (ra)/na and pp = sinhQ(TB)/ﬁB are fractions of the total
photon number utilized for squeezing by Alice and Bob respectively. The
dark red plane indicates the rate achieved utilizing coherent-state encoding
(pa = pp = 0) at both transmitters.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

When there is a total mean photon-number constraint on the
system, Alice and Bob can do no better than the capacity of
coherent-state encoding, allocating all of the power to Alice
or Bob, depending on the transmission goal. For individual
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Fig. 3. Capacity region given for rates (23), (26) (and corresponding

RpaxB) for the use of coherent Gaussian states and joint detection, coherent
homodyne, coherent heterodyne detection, Gaussian squeezed states, and the
outer bound defined in @) Here, ng = 1,np = 1000,n = 1,m =
0.25,7m2 = 0.9, and in the case of the squeezed state region, 74 = 0,rg = 3.

mean photon-number constraints, or when Alice and Bob
lack control over total power allocation, Figs. [2] and [3] show
that squeezing can improve the individual rates, although an
intuitive explanation for this remains elusive. Characterizing
the benefit of such “local” quantum enhancement at the
transmitters is a compelling direction for future work. It is
possible that the use of non-Gaussian states can reach the outer
bound and further exploration of these states remains an open
problem as well.

In Lemmas [T}f2] we prove that in asymptotic regimes of both
very high or very low SNR, coherent-state encoding is optimal
at the transmitters. The fact that coherent states are capacity-
achieving for asymptotically low mean photon number lays
the foundation for performing covert communication analysis
for the thermal-noise bosonic MAC, and is a logical next
step. However, unlike the high SNR regime, neither homodyne
nor heterodyne detection are capacity-achieving, and other
physically realizable receiver designs should be explored.
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APPENDIX

The limits in Section [II] are derived utilizing the proper-
ties found in most undergraduate calculus textbooks. We list
them here for reference. For arbitrary real-valued functions
f(z), h(x) and constant c:

tin e () = ¢ lim 1 (2) @)
lim f(@)h(x) = lim f(2) lim A(z) (43)
. f(CC) _ limg 4 f(:L‘) P

I @) T T hz) T amh@ A0 @
ligl f@) £ h(z) = liin flx) £+ liin h(x) (45)
lim f(A(z)) = f(lim h(z)), (46)



where the limits must exist and (#6) is applicable only when
lim,_,, h(z) is in the domain of f. (6) allows for L'Hopital’s
rule to be applied as well as two useful instances in our limits:
lim, 4 log(f(z)) = log(limg—, f(z)) and lim, ., v/ f(z) =
lim,_,, f(z) when f(a) > 0.
We also use the following on hyperbolic trigonometric
identities:

1
cosha = i(em +e ") 47

1
sinhz = g(ew —e ") (48)
S TVE = a4+ Va1 (49)

We denote the first and second derivatives of the function

f(z) by f'(z) and f"(z).
A. Evaluation of the Limit in (32)) in the Proof of Lemma [I|

Taking the forms of Cheta and Ryupa in (19), @9) re-
spectively and applying (@) to (32) yields the indeterminate
form of co/co. The first application of L'Hopital’s rule with
derivatives taken with respect to 74 yields:

C/
lim —leth (50)
na—00 RubA
77177% _
= lim n2+(1—n2)(1+277)+nin2na (51)
naA—o0 ’y
Where v = na(log(l + n2fia + (1 — n2)iir) — log(neiia +

(1 — m2)nr). Applying (@) to (31) yields the indeterminate
form of 0/0 and hence a second application of L’Hopital’s
rule yields a simplified form

1

li ~hetA 32
nAlgoo RubA ( )
~ lim e —1 (3

na—oo (1 4+mmnena + 2(1 —no)nr)?

Where ky = n?(ne(fia—n7)+n7)(14+n2(fia —Air)+nr) and
the limit is evaluated through the application of the properties
of limits described earlier noting that the highest order terms in

both the numerator and denominator are equivalent to n7n3n%.

B. Limit Evaluations for the Proof of Lemma [2]

1) Evaluation of the Limit in (33) : Taking the functional
forms of the numerator and denominator defined in (26) and
(28), and taking their limits as n4 — O gives the indefinite
form of 0/0, hence we can apply L'Hopital’s rule.

First note that C, is defined in terms of C(z,
derivative with respect to z of C(Z,y) is

C'(z,7)

7). The

=log(l+Z +y) —log(Z + ¥). (54)

Then we can define the derivative of C with respect to 7.4
as
Cy = mn2C' (mn2iia, (1 — n2)nr), (55)

noting the additional constant factor of 7;7s.

Next, recalling Rmaxaz = G12(NG, V) — Ga2(V), we
simplify G12(NZ&, V') when Alice is using coherent states:

1
G12(N&, V) =g (2\/1/1(n1n2n,4 + Vi) — ) . (56)

2

G(V) is the same as in (23)), noting no dependence on 71 4 due
to Alice’s use of coherent states. Then R! with respect

maxA2
to 4 is
maxaz = G12(NE, V) + Go(V) +0 (57)
_ mn2V1 (58)
VVi(mnana + Va)
1+4 n V-
« log + \/‘/1(77177271_A +V3) . (59)
=1+ 4y/Vi(mnana + V2)
Through L’Hopital’s rule
/
lim lim Zmaxa2 (60)
Aip—0n4—0 CA
/ NA
= lim lim n 2( C’V) (61)
np—=074—0 1N112C' (77177271A» (1 —mne2)nr)
log( 1+4VViVs )
~ im \/vl Va —1+4vV WV Vo : (62)

np—0 log (1 + m)

where the limit of 74 can be evaluated by inspection and
utilizing the properties of limits defined previously. In order
to perform the limit of np — 0, we first expand V; and V5:

Vi = 10— m)(@ar +1)
+ 3(1 — M )nee sinh ™ (VAaz) 4 3771772 (63)
1 (1 —n2)(2n7 + 1)
+ i(l — 1 )ippe” b (VAR inmz- (64)

Using @6) and @3)) we only need to perform the limit for V;
and sz: limﬁg—)O V1 = limﬁBHO ‘/2 = %((1 — 7’]2)(277,]‘ + 1) +
nin2), and hence (62) evaluates to unity.

2) Evaluation of the Limit in (39): Applying the properties
of limits to the limit in (39) yields an indeterminate form
of 0/0 and we rely on L’Hépital’s rule. The derivative with
respect to 7 in the denominator, C";, has no b dependence and
is given by:

C'y = ammnallog(1 + ningan(1 — n2)nr) (65)

— log(mmnean + (1 — n2)nr)].
This limit can be performed by inspection,

lim C”y = amna[log(1 + (1 — na)ar) — log((1 — n2)Ar)].

n—0
(66)
The derivative of the numerator,
, L.
RmaxAl ‘TA:O,TB:sinhfl(\/m)’ can be Spht nto



two parts as R/, n, = G11(N&, V) — G4(V). Taking the

maxA
derivative of the two terms yields

CNAV) = 2 (l0g(1 1 03) — log(03)

0, (67)

0
G5(V) = 5o (log(1 +62) —log(~1+64)),  (68)

104
where

0y =[1—m(2—m — da®>pn?)]? (69)
0o = amna(2an; k70 + 607) (70)

1
03 = amymen — 5772#;(1 —m —01)+ (1 —m)nr (71)
01 = [2m26(m + 61 — 1)(1 = 1n2(1 — 1 + 2n7) (72)
+ir) 4+ (1+2(1 = n2)nr)?]? (73)
05 = 2a277f772mi(1 —1n2(1 —m + 207) + 207). (74)

Using (@3) we can additionally split the limit into two parts.
In order to take the limit as n — 0 of (@), note that the
denominator and log terms are strictly non-zero as 64 and 6
only have partial 7 dependence, additionally 5 has an 7 factor
which goes to 0, hence

: !/
flllg}] GL(V) =0.

To find the limit as 7 — 0 of (67) we apply @) and
take the limits of the numerator and denominator. While the
equations are lengthy, the limits can be performed through
inspection and use of egs. (42)-(46). After the limit is evaluated
through inspection additional algebraic steps can be performed
to simplify as

(75)

lim G4 (NE, V) = amnallog(1 + (1 — n2)nir)

—log((1 — n2)nr)]. (76)

This matches the results of the limit in (66) and hence the
limit in (39) evaluates to unity.

3) Evaluation of the Limit in 0): For an arbitrary amount
of squeezing at Bob, as in the previous limits, rp =
sinh ™' (v/bn). We define py to be the fraction of photons
Alice uses for her signal and (1 —p4) are used for squeezing.
Therefore 74 = sinh~*(y/a(1 — pa)7). Here,

1 - -
Vi :Z((l _ 772)(2'hT + 1) + (1 . "71)772€smh L(Vbr)

+ nanQSinh_l(«/a(lpr)ﬁ))

1 . —1 —
Vo =7 ((1=m2) (20 + 1) + (1 = )™ =" (von)

+ nlnzesinh’I(—\/a(l—pA)’ﬁ)).

Note that similar to Appendix Gi12(N&, V) =

92/ Vi(mmepaan + Vo) — ).
Additionally,

(77)

(78)

G11(NE V) |razrp0 = glmmnean + (1 — no)ar).  (79)

The limit can be evaluated using (@4). Note that the limit for
G12(NE, V) only needs to be evaluated for and due
to (@6). By inspection and appropriate substitutions,

G12(N&, V)

lim (80)
n—0 Gll(Nga V)|T‘A:T‘B:0
_ limp 0 9(2/Vi(mmepaan + Va) — 1) _1 @

limp 0 g(mn2ans + (1 — n2)7ag)
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