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Entanglement boosts performance limits in sensing and communication, and surprisingly the
advantage over classical protocols can be even larger in presence of entanglement-breaking noise.
However, to maximally fulfill such advantages requires an optimal measurement design, a challenging
task as information is encoded in the feeble quantum correlation after entanglement is destroyed
by loss and noise. For this reason, the optimal measurement design is still elusive for various
entanglement-enhanced protocols long after their debut. We propose a conversion module to capture
and transform the quantum correlation to coherent quadrature displacement, which enables the
optimal receiver design for a wide range of entanglement-enhanced protocols, including quantum
illumination, phase estimation, classical communication, and arbitrary thermal-loss channel pattern
classification. Via heterodyne and passive linear optics, the conversion module maps the multi-mode
quantum detection problem to the semi-classical detection problem of a single-mode noisy coherent
state, so that explicit measurements can be constructed to achieve the optimal performance. Our
module provides a paradigm of processing noisy quantum correlations for near-term implementation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement not only refreshes our under-
standing of the world but also brings unprecedented
power in sensing [1–8] and communication [9–12]. Entan-
glement is fragile—noise can easily destroy entanglement.
Surprisingly, by evaluating information-theoretical lim-
its, people find that benefits from entanglement survive
in various applications such as target detection (quan-
tum illumination, QI) [13–15] and classical communica-
tion [16]. In fact, the quantum advantage relative to the
classical protocols thrives on the large noise in these ap-
plications. However, it is hard to actually design and
build systems to fulfill such benefits optimally, as it re-
quires extracting information that is delicately hidden in
the remaining quantum correlations from entanglement’s
destruction. Indeed, till now the experimental demon-
strations of these protocols are far from optimal [17–19]
and optimal measurement schemes are either challeng-
ing [20] or completely unknown.

We resolve this open problem and fulfill entanglement’s
optimal advantage in a surprisingly neat fashion—with
a conversion module from intermodal correlation to in-
tramodal coherence. We prove that such a correlation-
to-displacement (‘C )D’) conversion preserves all informa-
tion of interest and therefore enables the optimal per-
formance in a long list of entanglement-assisted (EA)
sensing and communication protocols—QI target detec-
tion, phase sensing and classical communication. More-
over, the conversion module enables exact performance
analyses and extends quantum advantages to the non-
asymptotic region, unexplored due to the limitations of
asymptotic tools [20–24]. It also enables a proof of a
folklore that a six-decibel advantage in the error expo-
nent exists in an arbitrary thermal-loss channel pattern
classification problem. The conversion module reduces
the multi-mode quantum measurement problem to the
detection of a single-mode noisy coherent state. Com-
bining our conversion module with a standard optimal
coherent-state measurement [25, 26], we provide explicit
optimal measurement designs, relying only on linear op-
tics and photon detection. Our C )D conversion module
has broad applications and brings new insights into how
quantum correlations can be processed.

II. RESULTS

A. Entanglement-assisted protocol

In optical sensing and communication, light propaga-
tion can often be modeled as an overall quantum phase-
shift thermal-loss channel Φκ,θ [27]: upon an input mode
described by the annihilation operator âS , the output
mode

âR = eiθ
√
κâS +

√
1− κâB , (1)

where κ is the transmissivity, θ is the phase shift, and
âB models the thermal background with mean photon
number NB per mode.

As shown in Fig 1, in a sensing protocol, âS describes
the probe signal sent out from the transmitter to interact
with a subject, and then unavoidably encounters noise
âB , before finally get detected. For example, in an ideal
target detection scenario [13, 14], a present target re-
flects a κ portion of the signals back to the receiver,
corresponding to the channel Φκ,0, assuming a known
reflection phase (which is set to zero without loss of gen-
erality); while when the target is absent, only noise can
be received, and the channel is modeled as Φ0,0 with zero
reflection. In a phase sensing scenario [28] that models
bio-sensing, ranging [15] and gravitational-wave detec-
tion [29], time of flight in different media leads to an
unknown phase shift and therefore we consider the esti-
mation of the parameter θ of channel Φκ,θ. Similarly, in
a phase-shift-keying (PSK) [30] communication protocol,
one encodes a classical message θ to the phase of the sig-
nal eiθâS , and then a κ portion of the signal is received
in mixture with noise. From sender’s encoding to the re-
ceiver, light propagation is modeled as an overall channel
Φκ,θ. In all the above sensing and communication sce-
narios, the information of interest is in the transmissivity
κ and phase θ of the channel.

In a classical strategy, one directly measures the re-
ceived mode âR from inputting a signal mode âS . To
boost the sensing and communication performance, an
EA strategy entangles the initial signal with an an-
cilla, which is jointly measured with the received sig-
nal. In particular, we consider M signal-idler pairs
{âSm , âIm}Mm=1, where each pair is in a two-mode
squeezed-vacuum (TMSV) state with mean photon num-
ber NS [27], known to be optimal in these applica-
tions [30, 31]. TMSV is a zero-mean two-mode Gaussian
state with the covariance matrix (See Appendix B 1 for
details on Gaussian state formalism)

VSI =

(
(2NS + 1)I 2

√
NS(NS + 1)Z

2
√
NS(NS + 1)Z (2NS + 1)I

)
, (2)

where Z is the Pauli-Z matrix and I is 2× 2 identity.
While the signals are sent through the channel Φκ,θ,

the idlers are stored or pre-shared to the receiver side,
leading to M return-idler pairs {âRm , âIm}Mm=1. For the
input-output relation in Eq. (1), the covariance matrix
of the return and the idler is then

VRI =

(
(2κNS + 2NB + 1)I 2

√
κNS(NS + 1)RZ

2
√
κNS(NS + 1)ZRT (2NS + 1)I

)
,

(3)
where R = cos θI − i sin θY and Y is the Pauli-Y ma-
trix. In the sensing and communication applications of
interest, information is encoded in either the transmissiv-
ity κ or the phase θ in the return-idler states. We note
that both κ and θ are embedded in the phase-sensitive
cross-correlation 〈âRm âIm〉 = eiθCp with the amplitude
Cp ≡

√
κNS (NS + 1). At the same time, when NS is
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Figure 1. Schematic of (a) an entanglement-assisted/classical (switches on/off) sensing or communication protocol and (b) the
C )D conversion module that transforms correlation between 2M return-idler modes to a single mode of noisy coherent state.
(c) Schematic of the beamsplitter mode transform to combine the complex mean fields d1, · · · , dM to a single mean field dT
(indicated by the blue patterns), while the noise (indicated by the orange pattern) is not added due to independence.

small, the amplitude of the correlation Cp ∝
√
NS in an

EA protocol. As a comparison, for a classical sensing
protocol with a coherent-state probe of the same bright-
ness NS and strong local oscillator as the reference, the
correlation ∝ NS and is therefore much smaller when NS
is small. In this regard, the crucial part of a measure-
ment design to fulfil entanglement’s benefit is to detect
the phase-sensitive cross correlation.

B. Correlation-to-displacement conversion

Now we design a module to convert phase-sensitive
cross-correlation betweenM signal-idler pairs to the com-
plex displacement amplitude of a single-mode coherent
state. Through this module, the quantum problem of
receiver design is mapped to a semi-classical problem of
coherent state processing.

Given the return-idler pairs, {âRm , âIm}Mm=1, as shown
in Fig. 1(b), the module first performs individual het-
erodyne measurement on each âRm , producing the com-
plex measurement resultMm, which obeys a circularly-
symmetric complex Gaussian distribution with variance

vM ≡ (NB + κNS + 1)/2. (4)

Here NB/(1 − κ) is the mean photon number of noise
âB [32]. Conditioned on the output Mm [27, 33], each
âIm is in a displaced thermal state ρ̂dm,E , with mean
dm = (Cp/2vM)eiθM∗m and thermal noise photon num-
ber

E = NS (NB + 1− κ)/2vM ≤ NS . (5)

A succinct summary of the derivation can be found in
Appendix A, while the full details can be found in Ap-
pendix D. To gain an intuitive understanding on the
order of magnitudes of the displacement and noise, we
consider the noisy (NB � 1) and low brightness re-
gion (NS � 1) in which EA sensing and communication
thrive. In this case, the typical amplitude of the mea-
surement outcome |Mm| ∼

√
vM ∼

√
NB , the order of

magnitude of the mean |dm| ∼ Cp/
√
vM ∼

√
κNS/NB .

(𝑎) (𝑏)

Figure 2. QI in the asymptotic region. (a) Error probability
versus number of copies M with NS = 0.001, NB = 20. (b)
Error exponent ratio rC )D/rCS versus NS , NB . Red dashed
line indicates NS = NB . The red dot indicates the parameters
chosen in (a). In both cases κ = 0.01.

Therefore, |dm|2 ∼ κNS/NB is typically much smaller
than the noise E ∼ NS—the non-zero mean of the
idlers are embedded in significant noise, as indicated in
Fig. 1(c).

To extract the information with sufficient signal-to-
noise ratio, as indicated in Fig. 1(c), we perform a beam-
splitter array with proper weights to constructive com-
bine the mean field of the idler modes, which are known
from the measurement results; while the noise are not
accumulating due to the independence between noise
among different idler modes. With the weights of the
beamsplitter array wm = d∗m/|dT | chosen for each input
idler mode, all M idler modes have the mean field com-
bined into a single mode

∑M
m=1 wmâIm in state ρ̂dT ,E ,

with mean dT = |dT |eiθ and thermal noise E. Here
the amplitude square |dT |2 =

∑M
m=1 |dm|2 satisfies the

χ2 distribution of 2M degrees of freedom P
(M)
κ (x) ∝

(x/ξ)
M−1

e−x/(2ξ), with mean 2Mξ and variance 4Mξ2,
where ξ ≡ C2

p/4vM . As the mean accumulates with num-
ber of modesM , while the noise stays constant, the signal
is therefore much stronger than noise when the number
of modes are large, as indicated in Fig. 1(c).

A few points are worth addressing before the perfor-
mance analyses. First, the experimental realization of
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the beamsplitter array depends on the specific protocol.
For time-domain modes, it can be realized by a single
beamsplitter that adjusts its ratio to combine a stored
mode with each incoming mode. Similar feed-forward
with phase and amplitude modulation has been realized
in previous experiments realizing the Dolinar receiver for
coherent-state discrimination [34]. The device level re-
alization of such a conversion module are subject to fu-
ture study, for example see recent works along this direc-
tion [35, 36]. For frequency modes, it can be potentially
realized by an integrated four-wave mixing process [37–
39]. Second, although heterodyne detection on TMSV
has been conceptually utilized in the security proof of
quantum key distribution [40–42], the adaptive manipu-
lation of the conditional quantum state, for the sensing
and communication purpose, in such a noisy environment
has never been considered.

C. Performance limits

We now analyze the performance limit of the C )D con-
version module in various sensing and communication
applications, while we defer the semi-classical coherent-
state processing to later part. We will use the label ‘C )D’
for quantities involving the correlation-to-displacement
conversion module.

1. Quantum illumination

QI for target detection considers the discrimination
between two channels Φ0,0 and Φκ,0. In this case, the
conversion module produces two displaced thermal state
ρ̂0,NS (target absent) and ρ̂√x,E (target present), where
x ∼ P (M)

κ (·) obeys the χ2 distribution. This leads to the
error probability performance limit

PC )D =

ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x)PH(ρ̂0,NS , ρ̂
√
x,E), (6)

where PH(ρ̂, σ̂) is the Helstrom limit of error probability
in state discrimination between ρ̂ and σ̂ with equal prior
probability [43–45] (See Appendix B 3).

To compare with the ultimate performance, we eval-
uate the Nair-Gu (NG) lower bound PNG [31] on the
error probability applicable to any source of illumina-
tion (See Appendix C). To benchmark for entanglement
advantage, we also consider the Helstrom limit of the
optimal classical scheme based on coherent states [13],
PH,CS = PH(ρ̂0,NB , ρ̂

√
κMNS ,NB

).
We begin with the asymptotic limit of low brightness

NS � 1 and low reflectivity κ � 1 considered in prior
works [13, 20], where M is large to guarantee a decent
signal-to-noise ratio. At this limit, we can approximate
ρ̂√x,E as a coherent state and ρ̂0,NS as vacuum; There-
fore, the Helstrom limit PH(ρ̂0,NS , ρ̂

√
x,E) ' e−x/4 and

(𝑎𝑎) 𝑏𝑏

Figure 3. QI in the non-asymptotic region. (a) Error prob-
ability ratio PC )D/PH,CS versus NS , NB , M is chosen to fix
PH,CS = 0.05. The red dot indicates the choice of NS , NB in
(b). The red dashed line indicates NS = NB and the orange
line indicates QCB equaling PH,CS. (b) Error probability ver-
sus the number of copies M with NS = 0.01, NB = 0.1. The
vertical line indicates the M values such that PH,CS = 0.05.
In both cases, κ = 0.01.

Eq. (6) leads to

PC )D '
1

4
(1 + 2ξ)−M ' 1

4
exp{−MrC )D}, (7)

which saturates the lower bound PNG (See Appendix C)
with the error exponent rC )D = 2ξ. In fact, one can easily
check that the optimality holds as long as NS � 1 and
κ � 1 + NB . We verify this optimality in Fig. 2(a),
where a close agreement is seen between PC )D (red) and
PNG (green). At the same time, huge advantage over the
classical limit PH,CS (black) can be observed.

Now we examine the error exponent more closely. In
general, when ξ � 1 (e.g., due to κ � 1) we can
obtain a lower bound on the error exponent, rC )D ≥
2ξ(
√
NS + 1−√NS)2, while the coherent state error ex-

ponent rCS = κNS(
√
NB + 1 − √NB)2 [13] (See Ap-

pendix C). We can show that the entanglement advan-
tage exists as long as the signal brightness is smaller than
the noise brightness, i.e., NS ≤ NB , as also confirmed in
Fig. 2(b) via plotting rC )D/rCS.

Finally, we emphasize that Eq. (6) provides an effi-
ciently calculable and achievable error-probability lower
bound for QI, in contrast to the asymptotically tight
quantum Chernoff (upper) bound (QCB) [13, 21, 22].
As a consequence, Eq. (6) allows the exploration of QI’s
advantage in the non-asymptotic region. As shown in
Fig. 3(a), when the classical Helstrom limit is fixed at
PH,CS = 0.05, the ratio PC )D/PH,CS ≤ 1 when NS ≤ NB
(above the red dashed line). However, QCB can only
show quantum advantage in a strictly smaller region
above the orange dashed curve. We also pick a set of
parameters NS , NB to explicitly plot the error probabil-
ity versus the number of copiesM in Fig. 3(b)—whenM
is small, QCB fails to identify quantum advantage, while
our Eq. (6) shows advantage.
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(a) (b)

Figure 4. Quantum Fisher information normalized by the
coherent-state limit FCS. (a) The conversion module (red) in
comparison the EA upper bound (blue dashed), with NB =
20. (b) Contour of FC )D/FCS versus NS , NB . The red dashed
diagonal line indicates NS = NB/(1 − κ). In both cases,
κ = 0.01.

(a) (b)

Figure 5. Information rates normalized by the unassisted ca-
pacity C. (a) χC )D under repetition coding order M = 1
(red) and M = 104 (yellow), compared with the ultimate EA
capacity (blue dashed). Here the three lines almost overlap.
NB = 100. (b) Contour of χC )D/C versus NS , NB . The
red dashed diagonal line indicates NS = NB . In both cases,
κ = 0.01.

2. Quantum phase estimation

For quantum phase estimation, we aim at estimating
the phase shift θ of the channel Φκ,θ described in Eq. (1).
After the conversion module, we obtain a displaced ther-
mal state ρ̂eiθ√x,E , where x ∼ P

(M)
κ (·). The variance

of unbiased estimators has an asymptotically tight lower
bound δθ2 = 1/F , with F being the quantum Fisher
information (QFI). The overall QFI enabled by the con-
version module can be obtained as (See Appendix D3)

FC )D =
4MκNS (NS + 1)

1 +NB +NS (2NB + 2− κ)
. (8)

We compare FC )D with the ultimate upper bound of
Fisher information FUB derived in Ref. [46] (See Ap-
pendix C. At low brightness NS � 1, we find FC )D '
[1− κ/(1 +NB)]FUB and if reflectivity κ is low, we can
further show that FC )D ' FUB achieves the optimum.

Now we show the quantum advantage by compar-
ing with the classical limit using coherent-state sources
FCS = 4MκNS/(1 + 2NB) .When the noiseNB � 1, the
optimal performance of FC )D has a factor of two advan-
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(a) (b)

Figure 6. Schematic of quantum sensing over a composite
channel in a quantum channel pattern classification problem.
(a) Classical strategy. (b) Entangled strategy.

tage over FCS, as verified in Fig. 4 (a). Comparing FC )D

and FCS, we can show quantum advantage (FC )D ≥ FCS)
as long as NS ≤ NB/(1− κ), as verified in Fig. 4(b).

3. Entanglement assisted communication

Consider PSK with repetitions, whereM signal modes
are modulated by the same phase θ uniformly randomly
chosen from [0, 2π). Below we present the results, while
details can be found in Appendix D4. The output of
the conversion module is in state ρ̂√xeiθ,E , where x ∼
P

(M)
κ (·). At this point, the achievable information rate

per symbol from the output state is

χC )D =
1

M

ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x)χ
(
{ρ̂√xeiθ,E}

)
, (9)

where χ
(
{ρ̂√xeiθ,E}

)
is the Holevo information [11, 47]

of the corresponding state ensemble. Due to the uniform
phase modulation and the Gaussian nature of each state
ρ̂√xeiθ,E , Eq. (9) can be efficiently evaluated.

To compare with the ultimate performance, we con-
sider the EA classical capacity CE [16]. At the same time,
to understand the advantage over the classical schemes,
we also compare with the classical capacity without assis-
tance C [48]. In Fig. 5(a), we see that χC )D approaches
CE, therefore verifying the optimality of the conversion
module to fulfill the EA advantage in communication.
Indeed, at the limit of low brightness, NS → 0, we ob-
tain χC )D ∼ κNS ln(1/NS)/(NB + 1) , which achieves the
scaling of the EA capacity. The same optimality result
also holds for the binary PSK modulation.

To fully understand the advantage enabled by the con-
version module, we plot the ratio χC )D/C in Fig. 5(b)
versus NS , NB . When NS � 1, NB � 1, we indeed see
the huge advantage; Moreover, we find that entangle-
ment’s benefit can be identified in a large region when
NS ≤ NB , similar to the previous cases. Note that
the NS � 1 region is relevant to covert communication,
where the brightness is low to avoid the revelation of
communication attempts [49, 50].
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 7. (a) QI error probability. The limit (red) of the C )D conversion module and its practical performance achieved by
Dolinar receiver (green) are shown in comparison with PCR(orange), OPAR(yellow), and the classical homodyne receiver using
coherent state (black). The light green area shows the numerical precision. NS = 0.001, NB = 20 and κ = 0.01. (b) Fisher
information per probe for phase estimation, normalized by FCS. The QFI of C )D module, which is achieved by homodyne
measurement (red), in comparison with performance of PCR (orange), OPAR (yellow), and the classical coherent-state limit
(black). NB = 1, κ = 0.98. (c) The information rate per symbol, normalized by the unassisted capacity C. The quantum limit
χC )D (red) and its practical performance achieved by Green machine (magenta) are shown in comparison with the performances
of PCR (orange), OPAR (yellow), and the unassisted capacity (black). NB = 100, κ = 0.01.

4. Quantum channel Pattern classification

So far, we have considered the sensing of a single phase-
shift thermal-loss channel Φκ,θ. In general, complex sens-
ing problems often involve composite channels with M
different sub-channels, Φκ,θ = ⊗Mm=1Φκm,θm , where the
vector notation κ = {κm}Mm=1, θ = {θm}Mm=1 and we
have assumed that the noise background NB is iden-
tical across all sub-channels. Fig. 6 shows an exam-
ple of quantum sensing over composite channels with
M = 3 sub-channels. Previous works on quantum chan-
nel position-finding [51], barcode recognition [52], quan-
tum ranging [15, 51], and absorption spectrum recogni-
tion [50] can all be considered as special cases of this
composite channel.

As indicated in Fig. 6, in a classical strategy, one in
general sends in coherent states or their mixtures to
probe the composite channel; While in an entanglement-
enhanced scheme, one sends in the signal of the TMSV
state for probing and store the idler for entanglement-
assistance. For hypothesis testing between general com-
posite channels, we are able to prove a universal error
exponent advantage from entanglement.
Theorem 1.— In the high noise NB � 1 and low signal

brightness NS � 1 limit, entanglement from two-mode
squeezed vacuum enables a factor of four (six decibel)
error-exponent advantage over classical sources of coher-
ent states for the discrimination between multiple general
composite thermal-loss channels.

The proof directly utilizes the C )D conversion mod-
ule, and is achievable with the module plus optimal dis-
crimination between multiple coherent states (See Ap-
pendix D5 for the full proof). This result immediately
implies that the conversion module is also optimal in the
quantum channel position finding problem [51].

D. Completing the measurement design

With the conversion module, the detection of cross-
correlation in EA scenarios is reduced to the detection
of single-mode semi-classical coherent states, where mea-
surement designs have been extensively explored theo-
retically and experimentally [25, 26, 53–59]. Below, we
present some examples based on only linear optics and
photon detection to complete the optimal measurement
design. We will also benchmark with practical schemes
based on optical parametric amplifier receivers (OPAR)
or phase conjugation receivers (PCR) [17, 30, 60] (See
Appendix C 7 for a review of OPAR and PCR).

For QI target detection, as we explained earlier, the
conversion module outputs coherent states with low noise
at the NS � 1 limit; therefore, the well-known Dolinar
receiver [25] based on linear optics and photon count-
ing saturates the Helstrom limit and completes the opti-
mum measurement design (See Appendix C 6). Dolinar
receiver utilizes an adaptive control of displacement oper-
ations and photon counting. We perform numerical sim-
ulations to obtain Dolinar receiver’s performance in pres-
ence of noise. In Fig. 7(a), we evaluate the performance
of the Dolinar receiver combined with a C )D conversion
module (green), which indeed achieves the optimal error
probability (red). Some discrepancy can be found when
M is too large, due to the small noise E ' NS being
significant at low error probability. As expected, OPAR
(yellow) and PCR (orange) give worse performance, al-
though still better than the coherent-state homodyne
scheme (black) [60].

For phase estimation, C )D conversion produces a
weakly thermal coherent state, whose phase is being
estimated. In this regard, a simple homodyne detec-
tion on the C )D conversion output achieves the QFI in
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Eq. (8) and completes the measurement design (See Ap-
pendix D3). The Fisher information can be obtained
from the measurement statistics. Although OPAR and
PCR are also asymptotically optimal [30], we note that
the C )D scheme has larger Fisher information in the non-
asymptotic region, especially when κ is close to unity and
NB is small, as can be verified in Fig. 7(b).

For EA communication, after the conversion module,
the rest of the measurement design problem reduces to
achieving the Holevo information among an ensemble of
noisy coherent state [26, 61]. To enable a near-term mea-
surement design, we consider binary PSK combined with
the Hadamard code and Green machine [26, 62] (See
Appendix D4). The performance is shown in Fig. 7(c)
(magenta), which achieves the optimal ln(1/NS) scaling
of χC )D, while only relying on linear optics and photon
counting. Note that the constant factor off here is not
due to the conversion module, which achieves the opti-
mal as shown in Fig. 5(a); instead, the Green machine
has room for improvement.

III. DISCUSSIONS

Now we address feasibility of experimental realizations.
In terms of microwave QI, a recent experiment has even-
tually realized a 20% advantage in the error exponent,
utilizing the sub-optimal OPAR [19]. The C )D module is
practical in that it does not require the return signals and
the stored idlers to interact—one heterodyne detects the
returned signals and perform (potentially adaptive) pho-
ton counting on all idler modes conditioned on measure-
ment results, leading to tremendous simplification in ex-
perimental realizations [19]. A device-level experimental
design of the actual receiver system based on the conver-
sion module is an important future direction, as recently
explored in Refs. [35, 36] since the appearance of the pre-
print version of this paper on arxiv [63]. Lastly, we point
out that although we have assumed a Gaussian channel
model with no phase noise, the conversion module can
also operate in the presence of non-Gaussian phase noise
to enable entanglement’s advantage [64, 65].
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Appendix A: Derivation on
correlation-to-displacement conversion.

By performing the heterodyne measurement on the re-
turned mode, it is mapped to a coherent state with mean
xΠ ≡ (qΠ, pΠ) and identity covariance matrix, VΠ = I.
In general, for input state ρ̂RI of a single pair of return
and idler, conditioned on the heterodyne measurement
result (qΠ, pΠ), we produce an output state

ρ̂I =
〈qΠ + ipΠ|ρ̂RI |qΠ + ipΠ〉

tr [〈qΠ + ipΠ|ρ̂RI |qΠ + ipΠ〉]
, (A1)

where |qΠ + ipΠ〉 is a coherent state with amplitude qΠ +
ipΠ.

From conditional Gaussian map analyses [33] (See Ap-
pendix B 2), the idler mode’s covariance matrix and
mean, and the distribution of measurement outcome are

V ′I =

(
2

(1− κ+NB)NS
κNS +NB + 1

+ 1

)
I, (A2a)

x′I =

√
κNS(NS + 1)

κNS +NB + 1

(
cos θqΠ + sin θpΠ

+ sin θqΠ − cos θpΠ

)
,

(A2b)

p(xΠ) =
e
− |xΠ|

2

4(κNS+NB+1)

4π(κNS +NB + 1)
. (A2c)

One can directly realize that the idler mode is in a dis-
placed thermal state with mean x′I and thermal photon
number E ≡ (1−κ+NB)NS/(κNS +NB + 1), as stated
in the main text.

Using the distribution of quadratures Eq. (D6c), we
can obtain the distribution of the complex heterodyne
readout on the mth returned mode Mm = (qRm +
ipRm)/2 as

p(Mm) =
e
− |Mm|2

(κNS+NB+1)

π(κNS +NB + 1)
. (A3)

At the same time, the complex displacement of idler con-
ditioned on the measurement result is

dm =

√
κNS(NS + 1)

κNS +NB + 1
eiθMm

∗ (A4)

whereM∗m denotes the complex conjugate.
Through the change of variables, one can write the

total displacement amplitude square

|dT |2 ≡
M∑
m=1

|dm|2 = ξ

2M∑
i=1

z2
i , (A5)

with

ξ = κNS(NS + 1)/2(NB + κNS + 1) (A6)
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and zi ∼ N (0, 1) being a standard normal random vari-
able, and thus we obtain the χ2 distribution of |dT |2

P (M)
κ (x) ∼ 1

ξ

(
x

ξ

)M−1

e−x/(2ξ), (A7)

with mean 2Mξ and variance 4Mξ2, where ξ ≡ C2
p/4vM .

Appendix B: Preliminary

In this section, we define Gaussian states and general
Gaussian measurements. Then, we review measurement
statistics of general Gaussian measurements on general
Gaussian states. Finally, we review ultimate limits of
quantum state discrimination and quantum parameter
estimation.

1. Gaussian states

We consider a system of K modes, described by the
annihilation operators {â`, 1 ≤ ` ≤ K} satisfying the
canonical commutation relation [â`, â

†
k] = δ`k. We define

the momentum and position quadratures [27] as

q̂` = â` + â†` , p̂` = −i(â` − â†`). (B1)

Now we can introduce the vector operator

x̂ = (q̂1, p̂1, · · · , q̂K , p̂K)T , (B2)

which satisfies the commutation relation

[x̂l, x̂k] = 2iΩlk. (B3)

Here Ω =
⊕K

k=1 iY with Y being the Pauli-Y matrix.
For a quantum state ρ̂, one can define the mean and the
covariance matrix as

x ≡ 〈x̂〉 (B4)

Vkl =
1

2
〈{x̂k − 〈x̂k〉 , x̂l − 〈x̂l〉}〉 , (B5)

where {â, b̂} ≡ âb̂+b̂â is the anti-commutator and
〈
Â
〉

=

Tr
(
Âρ̂
)
for any operator Â.

Gaussian states are entirely characterized by the mean
and covariance matrix. In this paper, we consider en-
tanglement from two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV),

which is a zero-mean two-mode Gaussian state with the
covariance matrix

VSI =

(
(2NS + 1)I 2

√
NS(NS + 1)Z

2
√
NS(NS + 1)Z (2NS + 1)I

)
, (B6)

where Z is the Pauli-Z matrix and I is 2× 2 identity.
The TMSV state is still Gaussian after the signal mode

is transmitted through a bosonic Gaussian channel. For
the input-output relation in Eq. (1) of the main text, the
covariance matrix of the return and the idler is

VRI =

(
(2κNS + 2NB + 1)I 2

√
κNS(NS + 1)RZ

2
√
κNS(NS + 1)ZRT (2NS + 1)I

)
,

(B7)

where R =

(
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)
.

2. General-dyne measurement statistics

Consider a bipartite system, A with KA modes and B
with KB modes, in a Gaussian state characterized by the
mean and covariance matrix

x ≡ (xA,xB)T , (B8)

V =

(
VA VAB
V TAB VB

)
. (B9)

A general-dyne measurement on subsystem B can be de-
scribed by a projective measurement with a set of pure
Gaussian states {|ψΠ〉}, each with mean xΠ and covari-
ance matrix VΠ where Π denotes the corresponding Gaus-
sian measurement. Under a general-dyne measurement,
the remaining subsystem results in a Gaussian state con-
ditioned on the measurement outcome following a Gaus-
sian distribution, as shown in Ref. [33]. Below, we pro-
vide a brief derivation of the measurement results and
output Gaussian states.

Following the Fourier-Weyl relation, any quantum
state ρ̂ can be written in the basis of displacement oper-
ator as

ρ̂ =
1

(2π)KA+KB

ˆ
R2(KA+KB)

dzχ(z)D̂(−z) (B10)

where the displacement operator D̂(ξ) ≡ exp
(
ix̂TΩξ

)
and satisfys orthogonal relation tr

[
D̂(ξ)D̂(ξ′)

]
=

πKA+KBδ(ξ+ξ′). For Gaussian states, the Wigner char-
acteristic function has a Gaussian form

χ(z) = Tr{ρ̂D(z)} = exp

[
−1

2
zT
(
ΩV ΩT

)
z − i (Ωx)

T
z

]
.

(B11)
From the state overlap between ρ̂ and |ψΠ〉, we have
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〈ψΠ| ρ̂ |ψΠ〉 =
1

(2π)KA+KB

ˆ
dze−

1
2z

TΩV ΩT z−i(Ωx)T z 〈ψΠ| D̂(−z) |ψΠ〉

=
1

(2π)KA+KB

ˆ
dze−

1
2z

TΩV ΩT z−i(Ωx)T z × e− 1
2z

T
BΩVΠΩT zB+i(ΩxΠ)T zBD̂ (−zA)

=
1

(2π)KA+KB

ˆ
dz′Ae

− 1
2z
′T
A VAz

′
A−ix

T
Az
′
AD̂(−Ωz′A)

ˆ
dz′Be

− 1
2z
′T
B (VB+VΠ)z′B+z′TB [−V TABz

′
A+i(xB−xΠ)]

=
1

(2π)KA
√

det(VB + VΠ)

ˆ
dzAe

− 1
2z

T
AVAzA−ix

T
AzAD̂(−ΩzA)e

1
2 [−V TABzA+i(xΠ−xB)]

T 1
VB+VΠ

[−V TABzA+i(xΠ−xB)]

=
e
− 1

2 (xΠ−xB)T 1
VB+VΠ

(xΠ−xB)

(2π)KA
√

det(VB + VΠ)

ˆ
dzAe

− 1
2z

T
A

(
VA−VAB 1

VB+VΠ
V TAB

)
zAe
−izTA

(
xA+VAB

1
VB+VΠ

(xΠ−xB)
)
D̂(−ΩzA),

(B12)

where we have denoted z = (zA, zB) in the second line;
in the third line we replaced the variable (z′A, z

′
B) = Ωz;

in the fourth line, we apply the formula of integral´
dzez

TAz+zT b = πKAeb
TA−1b/4/

√
det(A) and omitted

prime for simplicity. From the above projection, the
mean and covariance matrix of the unmeasured subsys-
tem A, and the measurement outcome distribution are
directly found as

V ′A = VA − VAB
1

VB + VΠ
V TAB , (B13a)

x′A = xA + VAB
1

VB + VΠ
(xΠ − xB), (B13b)

p(xΠ) =
e
− 1

2 (xΠ−xB)T 1
VB+VΠ

(xΠ−xB)

(2π)KB
√

det(VB + VΠ)
. (B13c)

3. Helstrom limit and Quantum Chernoff bound

In general, given ms quantum states {pj , ρ̂j}msj=1
with prior probability pj for each state, there ex-
ists a well-known lower bound of error probability in
discrimination—the Helstrom limit [43–45],

PH({ρ̂j}msj=1) = 1−max
{Π̂j}

ms∑
j=1

pj Tr
{

Π̂j ρ̂j

}
(B14)

where {Π̂j} is a set of POVM operators whose jth ele-
ment corresponds to state ρ̂j and

∑
j Π̂j = Î. In the case

of ms = 2 with equal prior probability p1 = p2 = 1/2,
the Helstrom limit is

PH(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) =
1

2

(
1− 1

2
Tr{|ρ̂1 − ρ̂2|}

)
(B15)

and for pure states |ψ1〉 , |ψ2〉, it can be further simplified
to PH =

(
1−

√
1− | 〈ψ1|ψ2〉 |2

)
/2.

In general, the Helstrom limit is hard to evaluate. A
useful upper bound of the the Helstrom limit is the quan-
tum Chernoff bound (QCB) [21]. For the binary state

discrimination between M identical copies of states, ρ̂⊗M0

and ρ̂1
⊗M , we have

PH(ρ̂⊗M0 , ρ̂1
⊗M ) ≤ PQCB =

1

2

(
infs∈[0,1]Qs

)M
, (B16)

with Qs(ρ̂1, ρ̂2) = Tr
{
ρ̂s1ρ̂

1−s
2

}
.

QCB can be efficiently evaluated for Gaussian
states [22]. For two K-mode Gaussian states {ρ̂h}2h=1
with mean quadrature xh and covariance matrix Vh, one
can find the symplectic decomposition of the covariance
matrix as Vh = ShV

⊕
h S

T
h where V ⊕h = ⊕Kj=1ν

(h)
j I with

the symplectic spectrum {ν(h)
j }Kj=1 [27]. In this case, the

QCB can be evaluated via

Qs = Qs exp

{
−1

2
dT
(
Ṽ1(s) + Ṽ2(1− s)

)−1

d

}
(B17)

where d = x1 − x2 and Qs is defined as

Qs =
2K
∏n
j=1Gs(ν

(1)
j )G1−s(ν

(2)
j )√

det
[
Ṽ1(s) + Ṽ2(1− s)

] (B18)

with Ṽh(s) = Sh

[
⊕Kj=1Λs(ν

(h)
j )I

]
STh . Here two known

functions are introduced as

Gp(ν) ≡ 2p

(ν + 1)p − (ν − 1)p
, (B19a)

Λp(ν) ≡ (ν + 1)p + (ν − 1)p

(ν + 1)p − (ν − 1)p
. (B19b)

4. Quantum Fisher information for Gaussian states

We will utilize the formula of quantum Fisher infor-
mation (QFI) of Gaussian states proposed in Ref. [66],
summarized as the following. To be consistent with
Ref. [66], we will adopt a different definition of mean
and covariance matrix compared with Appendix B 1.
For an arbitrary n-mode Gaussian state, define a vec-
tor of annihilation operators â = [â1, â

†
1, . . . , ân, â

†
n].
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The state has mean d ≡ 〈â〉 , and covariance ma-
trix Σµν ≡ 1

2 〈(âµ − dµ)(âν − dν) + (âν − dν)(âµ − dµ)〉 .
The commutation relation is [âi, âj ] = Ωij , where Ω =⊕K

k=1 iY with Y being the Pauli-Y matrix. Given the
mean d and covariance matrix Σ, Ref. [66] states the
formula of the Gaussian-state QFI as

F =
1

2
R−1
αβ,µν∂θΣαβ∂θΣµν + Σ−1

µν ∂θdµ∂θdν , (B20)

where R ≡ Σ⊗Σ + Ω⊗Ω/4. Here θ can be an arbitrary
parameter, while we focus on the estimation of the signal
phase θ in this paper.

Appendix C: Review of known results

In this section, we review known results mentioned in
the main text and/or utilized in Appendix D.

1. Nair-Gu lower bound PNG on error probability

Nair and Gu derived a lower bound on the error prob-
ability of QI [31] target detection applicable toM probes
with mean photon number NS assisted by arbitrary form
of entanglement,

PE ≥ PNG ≡
1

4
exp [−βMNS ] , (C1)

where β ≡ − log(1− κ/(NB + 1)). We adopt this lower
bound for comparison in quantum illumination target de-
tection.

2. Upper bound FUB on phase sensing Fisher
information

Ref. [46] derived an ultimate upper bound of Fisher
information in noisy phase estimation applicable to any
form of entangled input

FUB =

4MκNS (κNS + (1− κ)N ′B + 1)

(1− κ)
[
κNS (2N ′B + 1)−κN ′B (N ′B + 1) +(N ′B + 1)

2
] ,

(C2)
where N ′B = NB/(1 − κ) is the mean photon number of
the thermal state at the environment mode in the Stine-
spring representation of the channel [46].

3. Comparing with ‘no-go’ results

Here, we discuss the relationship of our results on
quantum illumination to some no-go type of results.
In general, local operations and classical communica-
tion (LOCC) strategy on each copy is not optimal for

the discrimination between a pair of identical copies
of states [67, 68]. For finite NS , our approach is not
LOCC between copies because it requires jointly detec-
tion of the M idler modes, e.g. via a beamsplitter trans-
form and then joint photodetection on output. At the
NS � 1 limit, the conversion module produces pure co-
herent states, and then LOCC in the form of Dolinar
receiver can be adopted directly without the beamsplit-
ter on all idlers to achieve the optimal. However, this
does not contradict Refs. [67, 68] as they do not preclude
special cases of optimal mixed-state discrimination to be
achievable by LOCC between copies.

Another relevant paper is Ref. [69], however, there they
consider first measuring the idler and then show that
quantum advantage is gone; in our work, we are measur-
ing the signal and then perform operations on the idlers
conditioned on the measurement results, which is entirely
different from Ref. [69].

4. Review of classical communication capacity.

For the channel Φκ,θ described by Eq. (1) of the
main text, the classical capacity with energy constraint〈
â†â
〉
≤ NS , without entanglement assistance, is known

as [70]

C = g(κNS +NB)− g(NB) . (C3)

Here, g(n) = (n+ 1) log2(n+ 1)− n log2 n is the entropy
of a thermal state with mean photon number n. When
NS → 0, we can expand C to the leading order as

C = κNS log2(1 +
1

NB
) +O(N2

S) . (C4)

In the noisy scenario NB � 1, the classical capacity
C ' κNS/ ln(2)NB is saturated by a heterodyne or a
homodyne receiver [30].

Entanglement assistance boosts the communication ca-
pacity to [16]

CE = g(NS) + g(N ′S)− g(A+)− g(A−), (C5)

where A± = (D−1±(N ′S−NS))/2, N ′S = κNS+NB and
D =

√
(NS +N ′S + 1)2 − 4κNS(NS + 1). When NS →

0, the leading order can be obtained as

CE =
κNS
NB + 1

[
log2

(
1

NBNS (NB − κ+ 1)

)
+R

]
+O

(
N2
S

)
=
κNS log2(1/NS)

NB + 1
+O(NS) ,

(C6)
where R =

[
(NB + 1) log2 (NB − κ+ 1) + κ +

(−NB + 2κ− 1) log2 (NB + 1)
]
/κ is independent of NS .

We see a diverging advantage CE/C ∼ ln (1/NS) , in the
NS � 1 limit. Remarkably, such an advantage is not
limited to the region NB � 1, NS � 1 considered in
Ref. [16, 30], as shown in Fig. 16. In the main text such
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an extension of advantageous region is shown to hold
for our conversion module as well. The EA capacity is
known to be achieved by the Holevo information of phase
encoding on TMSV at this limit [30].

5. Review of Green machine for achieving optimal
scaling of EA communication

The ‘Green machine’ is a receiver that attains a rate
very close to the classical communication capacity with
phase modulation of coherent states [26]. Here we show
that a design concatenating it with our C )D module (see
Fig. 9 for a schematic plot) achieves the same scaling of
the ultimate EA capacity. The sender jointly encodes a
block of n signal modes by BPSK modulation according
to an n-codeword Hadamard code, where n is a power
of 2 and each codeword contains n symbols {θk}nk=1.
Fig. 8 shows an example with n = 8. The information
rate can be further improved by repetitive encoding over
M i.i.d. copies of signal modes with identical symbols,
where M is to be optimized. After an n-block of signals
goes through the channel Φκ,0, the receiver obtains an
n-block of returned signals. Then the receiver applies
the C )D conversion module to the n-block of return-idler
pairs, which yields n displaced thermal states as defined
in Eq. (D7), with quadrature phase subject to the n-
codeword Hadamard code. We note that, the C )D con-
version module combines the M copies together, thereby
the brightness of the n displaced thermal states is in-
creased such that the thermal background E is negligible

and the states resemble coherent states. The n quasi-
coherent-state outputs are input into the Green machine.
The Green machine consists of a beamsplitter array. De-
note the input modes as a vector â = [â1, . . . ân]T , with
mean 〈â〉 ∝ [eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn ]T , where we have left out the
amplitude to focus on the phase. The beamsplitter array
fulfills a Bogoliubov transform â→ Sâ with the unitary
matrix

S =
1√
n

(
1 1
−1 1

)⊗ log2 n

. (C7)

Finally the receiver makes zero-or-not photon counting
on the n output modes of the Green machine individually.
At the limit of weak thermal background E → 0, each
output mode yields non-zero photon count iff the input
modes are constructively interfered by the beamsplitter
array. Concretely, the Green machine converts one of the
n codewords of BPSK Hadamard code (in the quadrature
phase) into one of the n codewords of coherent-state pulse
position modulation (PPM) (in the photon count), i.e.
the photons of n input modes are merged into one output
mode.

Now we evaluate the performance of the above proto-
col. The magnitudes of the means at the output modes
of the C )D module depend on the squared mean x of the
random heterodyne readout, which is subject to the χ2

distribution Pκ(x) as defined in Eq. (D12). For an M -
copy, n-codeword Green machine, the per-symbol rate
given squared mean x is [62]

RGM(x) =
1

Mn ln 2

[
(n− 1)Pd (x) ln

(
nPd (x)

PE (x)

)
−
(

(n− 1)Pd (x) + PE (x)

)
ln

(
(n− 1)Pd (x)

PE (x)
+ 1

)
+ PE (x) ln (n)

]
(C8)

where Pd(x) = [1 − Pc(x)]Pb(1 − Pb)
n−2, PE(x) =

Pc(x)(1− Pb)n−1 and

Pc(x) = 1− e−
x

1+E

1 + E
,Pb = 1− 1

1 + E
. (C9)

Here the thermal background E =
NS (NB + 1− κ)/2vM ≤ NS is defined in the main
text. Thus, the overall rate is

RGM =

ˆ ∞
0

dxPκ(x)RGM(x). (C10)

Observe that RGM depends on M,n. We numerically
optimize RGM over integer M for each value of NS in
Fig. 9, while choosing the block size n? to be the asymp-
totic optimum Eq. (C15). The results in the main text
is obtained similarly.

Below, we provide asymptotic analyses to obtain more
insights. Note that our numerical results above are eval-

uated via the exact formula Eq. (C10) without asymp-
totic approximations, using only the value of n? derived
below, and therefore represents an exact achievable rate.
The optimizedM∗ ≡ argmaxMRGM is numerically found
∼ 104, sufficiently large for all parameters being consid-
ered. Thus it is fair to invoke the law of large numbers,
that the squared mean x converges in probability to the
expectation value x = MκNS(NS + 1)/(NB + κNS + 1)
of the χ2 distribution. Hence, the rate converges to the
value at x = x

RGM → RGM(x) = RGM

(
MκNS(NS + 1)

NB + κNS + 1

)
(C11)

Below we optimize RGM with respect to n, in the asymp-
totic regime NS → 0. Let the optimal n be

n∗ ≡ argmaxn∈NRGM, (C12)

where N = {2k|k ∈ {1, 2, . . .}} is the set of positive pow-
ers of 2. In this case PE � Pd, thus the rate in Eq. (C8)
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Phase (correlation) Photon count

BPSK Hadamard code (n=8) Pulse position modulation

Phase (displacement)

Alice 

Bob

ℰ𝑚𝑚1

Decoding

C → D

Encoding

Channel Φ𝜅𝜅,0

Green 
machine PD

Signal

Idler

Figure 8. Entanglement-assisted communication protocol using BPSK Hadamard code and Green machine. The Green machine,
a beamsplitter array defined in Eq. (C7), converts the BPSK Hadamard code in phase to pulse position modulation in photon
count.

0.5

1

1.5

22.5
33.5
4

Figure 9. The information rate per symbol of the Green
machine using BPSK-encoded TMSV state under various
NB , NS , normalized by the unassisted capacity C. Plotted
with numerical optimized repetition M and asymptotically
optimal codeword length n Eq. (C15). The black diagonal
line indicates NS = NB . κ = 0.01.

is dominated by PE ln(n)/Mn. Then one can obtain the
second-order expansion of the rate

MRGM '
PE ln(n)

n ln 2
= (u+ vn) log2(n) +O(N3

S) (C13)

where

u =
−NS

[
−κ (NB+1) (M+2NS)+(NB+1) 2NS+κ2NS

]
(NB + 1) 2

,

v = −κMN2
S

[
2 (NB + 1) + κ(M − 2)

]
2 (NB + 1)

2 .

(C14)
By solving dRGM/dn = 0, we obtain

n∗ ' − u

vW (−ue/v)
, (C15)

where W is the principle branch of the Lambert W func-
tion which satisfies W (xex) = x for x ≥ −1. Using the
relation lnW (x) = ln(x)−W (x) and the asymptotic ex-
pansion W (x) = ln(x)− ln ln(x) +O(1) as ln(x)→∞,

lnn∗ '− 1 +W (
−ue
v

)

=− ln

[
ln

(
−2e

(
−κ (NB + 1) (M + 2NS) + (NB + 1) 2NS + κ2NS

)
κMNS (2NB − 2κ+ κM + 2)

)]

+ ln

(
−2
(
−κ (NB + 1) (M + 2NS) + (NB + 1) 2NS + κ2NS

)
κMNS (2 (NB + 1) + κ(M − 2))

)
.

(C16)
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Plugging Eqs. (C15) and (C16) in Eq. (C13), we have the
asymptotic rate

RGM =
κNS

(
ln
(

2(NB+1)
NS(2(NB+1)+κ(M−2))

)
− 1
)

(NB + 1) ln 2
+O

(
N2
S

)
.

(C17)
At the limit of NS → 0, it achieves the optimal scaling
of the ultimate EA capacity CE [16]

RGM =
κNS

(NB + 1) ln 2
(ln(1/NS)−O(1)) ∝ NS ln(1/NS) .

(C18)
Remarkably,

RGM

CE
= 1−O(

1

ln(1/NS)
) (C19)

which goes to 1 as NS → 0.

6. Review of coherent state discrimination

In this section, we summarize coherent-state discrimi-
nation, including the Helstrom limit [43–45], homodyne
detection, heterodyne detection, Kennedy receiver [71]
and Dolinar receiver.

In the following discussion, we consider the case of dis-
crimination between a vacuum state |0〉 and a coherent
state |α〉, where in general α = αR + iαI . The noisy
version of this discrimination problem is exactly the sub-
task necessary to complete the receiver design for the
entanglement-assisted applications after the conversion
module.

We begin with the noiseless version, in which case the
Helstrom limit of error probability has a closed-form so-
lution

PH(|0〉 , |α〉) =
1

2

(
1−

√
1− e−|α|2

)
. (C20)

Now we discuss the performance of homodyne detec-
tion. Homodyne detection consists of measuring a single
quadrature of the mode, for example the position quadra-
ture q̂. For binary discrimination, we can write out the
POVM element as

Π̂0,homo =

ˆ B

−∞
dq |q〉 〈q|

Π̂1,homo = Î− Π̂0,homo,

(C21)

where B determines the decision threshold. With the
POVM elements, the error probability using homodyne

detection is

PE,homo = min
B

1

2
(〈α|Π0,homo |α〉+ 〈0|Π1,homo |0〉)

= min
B

1

2

(ˆ B

−∞
dq| 〈α|q〉 |2 + 1−

ˆ B

−∞
dq| 〈0|q〉 |2

)

= min
B

1

2
+

1

2
√

2π

(ˆ B

−∞
dqe−(q−2αR)2/2 −

ˆ B

−∞
dqe−q

2/2

)

= min
B

1

4

(
Erfc(

√
2αR −B/

√
2) + Erfc(B/

√
2)
)

=
1

2
Erfc

(
αR√

2

)
,

(C22)

where in the last line the error probability is minimized
at the threshold B = αR/

√
2. When the amplitude of

coherent state αR � 1, as Erfc(x) ∼ e−x2

/
√
πx, we have

PE,homo ∼ exp
(
−|αR|2/2

)
.

Similarly, heterodyne detection projects the modes to
coherent states with the POVM for a binary discrimina-
tion task

Π̂0,het =
1

π

ˆ
A

dβ |β〉 〈β|

Π̂1,het = Î− Π̂0,het,

(C23)

where A denotes a decision region in the complex plane
(denoted as x and y axes in the following discussion).
The error probability applying heterodyne detection is
thus

PE,het =
1

2
(〈α|Π0,het |α〉+ 〈0|Π1,het |0〉)

=
1

2

(
1

π

ˆ
A

dβ| 〈β|α〉 |2 + 1− 1

π

ˆ
A

dβ| 〈β|0〉 |2
)

=
1

2
+

1

2π

(ˆ
A

dβe−|β−α|
2 −
ˆ
A

dβe−|β|
2

)
.

(C24)

Through simple geometry analysis, we can find the re-
gion A to achieve the optimal error probability as A ≡
{(x, y)|y ≤ −αRαI x + |α|2

2αI
with boundary denoted as lA

for simplification. Therefore, we have the optimal error
probability with heterodyne as

PE,het =
1

2
+

1

2·2π

ˆ ∞
−∞

dx

ˆ lA

−∞
dye−(x−

√
2αR)2/2−(y−

√
2αI)2/2

− 1

2·2π

ˆ ∞
−∞

dx

ˆ lA

−∞
dye−x

2/2−y2/2

=
1

2
+

1

4

(
1− Erf

( |α|
2

))
− 1

4

(
1 + Erf

( |α|
2

))
= Erfc

( |α|
2

)
.

(C25)



14

When |α| � 1, we have PE,het ∼ exp
(
−|α|2/4

)
.

For coherent state discrimination, there exists a well-
known nulling receiver called Kennedy receiver [71]. For
two arbitrary coherent states |α1〉 , |α2〉, the Kennedy re-
ceiver performs a displacement −α1, such that one of the
state results in vacuum state |α1〉 → |0〉 while the other
is |α2〉 → |α2 − α1〉. The unknown state is considered
to be |α1〉 when there is no photon detected and |α2〉
otherwise. Therefore the error probability with Kennedy
receiver is

PE,Kennedy =
1

2
| 〈0|α2 − α1〉 |2 =

1

2
e−|α2−α1|2 , (C26)

since there is no error in predicting the state |α1〉. For
the case under consideration, |0〉 versus |α〉, as one of the
state is always in vacuum state, the Kennedy receiver
is equivalent to the a direct photon counting with error
probability

PE,Kennedy =
1

2
e−|α|

2

(C27)

which is approximately PE,Kennedy ' 2PH when the mean
photon number |α|2 � 1.

Note that Kennedy receiver is only sub-optimal in
the coherent states discrimination, an adaptive receiver,
Dolinar receiver [25], has been proposed to approach the
Helstrom limit in the noiseless case. The Dolinar re-
ceiver splits the input coherent state into S slices and
makes a decision in terms of the prior probability of
the each slice where displacement and Bayesian updating
rule are applied. To help explain the detail, we intro-
duce h to denote the true state, g as the current decision
(h, g ∈ {0, 1}) and p

(k)
h as the prior probability for kth

slice to be state ρ̂h. The number of photons measured
from kth slice is denoted as N (k) following a distribution
P

(M)
N (N (k), g|h). We use p(N (k), g|h) to represent the

Bayesian conditional probability for obtaining N (k) pho-
tons when the kth slice is determined to be ρ̂g while it is
actually ρ̂h. For |0〉 and |α〉 with equal prior probability
p

(0)
0 = p

(1)
1 , the Dolinar receiver works as the following.

Algorithm 1 Dolinar receiver
S, h, γ =

√
|α|2/2

√
S

k ← 1, g ← None
while k ≤ S do

u(k) = γ/
√

1− exp{−|α|2(k − 1/2)/S}
if p(k)0 > p

(k)
1 then

g ← 0

else if p(k)0 < p
(k)
1 then

g ← 1
else

g ← {0, 1} with equal probability
end if
if g = 0 then

Perform displacement −γ + u(k)

else
Perform displacement −γ − u(k)

end if
Measure the photon number N (k) with probability

pN (N (k), g|h)
Update prior probability

p
(k+1)
0 ← p

(k)
0 p(N (k), g|0)/

∑1
h′=0 p

(k)

h′ p(N
(k), g|h′)

p
(k+1)
1 ← p

(k)
1 p(N (k), g|1)/

∑1
h′=0 p

(k)

h′ p(N
(k), g|h′)

end while
if pS+1

0 > pS+1
1 then

g ← 0
else if pS+1

0 < pS+1
1 then

g ← 1
else

g ← {0, 1} with equal probability
end if.
return g

The Dolinar receiver gives a prediction on the unknown
state and we perform Monte-Carlo simulation to evaluate
the error probability.

For noiseless case |0〉 versus |α〉, the measured photon
distribution on kth slice follows Poisson distribution

N (k) ∼ pN (n, g|h) =

{
Pois(n; (γ − u(k))2), if g = h

Pois(n; (γ + u(k))2), otherwise
(C28)

where Pois(µ;λ) is the Poisson probability mass function.
The conditional Bayesian probability of gettingN (k) pho-
tons is p(N (k), g|h) = pN (N (k), g|h).

7. Known sub-optimal receivers for quantum
illumination target detection, phase sensing, and

communication

a. Optical parametric amplifier receiver (OPAR)

Fig. 10 shows the protocol of the OPAR. The
OPAR applies parametric amplification across all the
M return-idler mode pairs {â(m)

R , â
(m)
I } to recast the

cross-correlations between the input modes into photon-
number differences. The amplification produces M out-
put modes ĉ(m) =

√
Gâ

(m)
I +

√
G− 1â

†(m)
R , 1 ≤ m ≤ M .
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For two-mode Gaussian states with zero mean and co-
variance matrix specified by Eq. (B7), each output mode
is in a thermal state with mean photon number

N(θ, κ) ≡
〈
ĉ†(m)ĉ(m)

〉
=GNS+(G−1)(κNS+NB+1)

+ 2
√
G(G− 1)κNS(1 +NS) cos θ .

(C29)

We collect the total photon number N̂ =
∑M
m=1 ĉ

†(m)ĉ(m)

across the M modes. The probability mass function of
the random-variable readout N is [30]

P
(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ) =(
n+M−1

n

)(
N(θ, κ)

1+N(θ, κ)

)n(
1

1+N(θ, κ)

)M
, (C30)

where
(
a
b

)
is the binomial coefficient a choose b. Below

we utilize the above measurement statistics to evaluate
the performance of quantum illumination, phase sensing,
and communication.

In quantum illumination scenario, the task is to dis-
criminate between two channel hypotheses, H0 : Φ0,0 and
H1 : Φκ,0. When M � 1, due to the central limit theo-
rem, Eq. (C30) approximates to a Gaussian distribution,
with mean and variance µ0 = GNS + (G − 1)(1 + NB),
σ2

0 = µ0(µ0 + 1) for H0, and µ1 = GNS + (G − 1)(1 +

NB+κNS)+2
√
G(G− 1)κNS(NS + 1), σ2

1 = µ1(µ1 +1)
for H1. One can make a near-optimum decision using
a threshold detector that decides in favor of hypoth-
esis H0 if N < Nth, and H1 otherwise, with Nth ≡
dM(σ1µ0 + σ0µ1)/(σ0 + σ1)e [60]. The error probabil-
ity for target detection is

PE,OPAR =
1

2
Erfc

(√
RQI

OPARM

)
(C31)

where RQI
OPAR = (µ1 − µ0)2/2(σ0 + σ1)2. At the limit of

NS � 1, κ � 1, NB � 1, RQI
OPAR ' κNS/(2NB). Note

Optical Parametric 
Amplifier

(OPA)

Gain: G

Idler
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†(𝑘𝑘)

Figure 10. Schematic of the OPAR.M i.i.d. return-idler pairs
{â(m)

R , â
(m)
I }Mm=1 are input to the receiver. An OPA compo-

nent combines the idler and the conjugate of the signal, while
only one of the output port is detected with photodetection.
The total photon number over the M pairs is collected.

that the exact optimal decision threshold is lengthy and
only change the results slighly.

In the phase estimation scenario, the task is to estimate
the parameter θ of quantum channel Φκ,θ. The Fisher
information of OPAR is

FOPAR ≡
∞∑
n=0

(
∂θlogP

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ)

)2

P
(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ) .

(C32)
Plugging in Eq. (C30), we find that the Fisher informa-
tion depends on amplification gain G as

FOPAR(G) =
4M(G− 1)GκNS(1 +NS)sin2θ

N(1 +N)
. (C33)

We derive the optimal gain as

GOPAR
opt ≡ argmaxGFOPAR(G) = max{G∗, 1} (C34)

where

G∗ = 1 +

√
NS (NS + 1) (N ′B − 1)N ′B +NS (NS + 1)

(N ′B −NS − 1) (N ′B +NS)
,

(C35)
and N ′B ≡ NB + κNS + 1. Here it is necessary to
take the maximum between G∗ and 1, because when
NS > NB/(1− κ), the optimum G∗ falls below 1, which
is not physical. As a result, at the limit NS � 1 we
have G∗ = 1 +

√
NS/

√
NB(1 +NB) + O(NS). In this

regime, the optimum Fisher information is FOPAR =

4MκNS sin2 θ/(1 +NB) +O(N
3/2
S ) .

In the communication scenario, let us consider the
BPSK modulation where θ ∈ {0, π} with equal
probability 1/2. Then the conditional statistics of
Eq. (C30) leads to the unconditional statistics P (M)

N (n) ≡∑
θ∈{0,π} P

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ)/2. Using these two distributions,

we obtain the Shannon information

I(N ; θ) = H(N)−H(N |θ) , (C36)

where

H(N |θ) =−
∑

θ∈{0,π}

1

2

∞∑
n=0

P
(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ) log2 P

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ) ,

H(N) = −
∞∑
n=0

P
(M)
N (n) log2 P

(M)
N (n) .

(C37)
For simplicity of the description, in our simulation, we
choose M = 1000 to match the choice of PCR in quan-
tum illumination where Gaussian approximation requires
large M . Indeed, we find that it achieves a performance
almost identical to the optimum choice of M = 1. The
optimality is due to the fact that data processing, e.g.
summing over M photon counts here, never increases
Shannon information.
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Figure 11. The schematic of PCR. M i.i.d. correlated return-
idler pairs {â(m)

R , â
(m)
I }Mm=1 are input to the receiver. The

receiver applies a joint measurement on the returned signals
{â(m)

R } and the idlers {â(m)
I }: first {â(m)

R } are phase conju-
gated to produce {â(m)

C }, and then an interferometry is ap-
plied to {â(m)

C } and {â(m)
I } by a balanced beamsplitter, finally

the total photon number difference over the M pairs is col-
lected.

b. Phase conjugate receiver (PCR)

Fig. 11 shows the protocol of PCR. The inputs are M
i.i.d. return-idler pairs {â(m)

R , â
(m)
I }. A phase conjugator

recasts {â(m)
R } to their phase conjugates {â(m)

C }. Then
the receiver recombines each phase conjugate â(m)

C with
the paired idler â(m)

I on a 50 : 50 beamsplitter. Finally,
the total photon number difference N̂ = N̂X − N̂Y is de-
tected between the two arms X,Y over the M modes,
where N̂X =

∑M
m=1 â

(m)†
X â

(m)
X , N̂Y =

∑M
m=1 â

(m)†
Y â

(m)
Y .

The random readout N is approximately a Gaussian ran-
dom variable at the limit of M � 1 due to the central
limit theorem, subject to the Gaussian probability den-

sity function

P
(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ) =

1√
2πσ2(θ, κ)

exp

{
− (n− µ (θ, κ))

2

2σ2 (θ, κ)

}
(C38)

with mean and variance

µ(θ, κ) = M · 2CCI cos(θ) ,

σ2(θ, κ) = M ·
(
NI + 2NCNI +NC + 2C2

CI cos(2θ)
)
,

(C39)
where NC = (G − 1)(κNS + NB + 1), NI = NS and
CCI =

√
(G− 1)κNS(1 +NS).

In the quantum illumination scenario, as a reminder,
the task is to discriminate between two channel hypothe-
ses, H0 : Φ0,0 and H1 : Φκ,0. The mean and variance of
the Gaussian statistics are different in the two hypothe-
ses: µ0 = µ(0, 0), σ2

0 = σ2(0, 0) for H0, and µ1 = µ(0, κ),
σ2

1 = σ2(0, κ) for H1. Using the near-optimum threshold
detector with threshold Nth ≡ dM(σ1µ0 + σ0µ1)/(σ0 +
σ1)e [60], the error probability for target detection is

PE,PCR =
1

2
Erfc

(√
RQI

PCRM

)
, (C40)

where RQI
PCR = κNS(NS + 1)/(2NB + 4NSNB + 6NS +

4κN2
S+3κNS+2). At the NS � 1, κ� 1, NB � 1 limit,

its performance RQI
PCR ' κNS/(2NB) becomes identical

to the OPAR. Away from the asymptotic parameter re-
gion, PCR typically has a slightly better performance
than OPAR.

In the phase estimation scenario, one estimates the pa-
rameter θ of the channel Φθ,κ, the PCR yields Fisher
information

FPCR(G) =

ˆ ∞
−∞

dn
[
∂θ ln

(
P

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ)

)]2
P

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ)

= [∂θµ(θ, κ)]
2
/[σ2(θ, κ)/M ]. (C41)

Substituting with Eq. (C39), the Fisher information is
dependent on the conjugator gain G as

FPCR(G) = M · 4(G− 1)κNS(NS + 1) sin2 θ

(NI +NC) + (2NCNI + 2C2
CI cos(2θ))

.

(C42)
It is easy to check that FPCR(G) monotonically increases
with G, while the gradient decays rapidly. As a result,
one may regard the case of G = 2 as almost saturating
the large gain limit, and obtain a performance sufficiently
close to the optimum

FPCR(G = 2) =
4MκNS (NS + 1) sin2 θ

NB(1 + 2NS) +NS (2κNS + κ+ 3) + 2κ cos(2θ)NS (NS + 1) + 1
. (C43)

In practice, the gain can be limited because the photon- photon interaction is intrinsically weak. When NS is suf-
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ficiently small, we can obtain a less stringent condition
for G to saturate the quantum advantage. Consider the
weak gain limit G− 1� 1, we have

FPCR(G) =
4MκNS(NS + 1) sin2 θ

1 +NB +NS/(G− 1) +O(NS)
. (C44)

The term NS/(G − 1) in the denominator will be negli-
gible when

(G− 1)(1 +NB)� NS . (C45)

Indeed, as long as this condition holds, the Fisher infor-
mation of PCR reduces to the zero-order asymptotic for-
mula FPCR ' 4MκNS sin2 θ/(1 + NB), which saturates
the optimum 3dB entanglement-assisted advantage over
the classical coherent-state approach locally at θ = π/2.

In the communication scenario, we consider the
BPSK modulation such that θ ∈ {0, π} with equal
probability 1/2. Then the conditional statistics of
Eq. (C38) leads to the unconditional statistics P (M)

N (n) =∑
θ∈{0,π} P

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ)/2, and thereby the Shannon in-

formation is also given by Eq. (C36), substituting
P

(M)
N |θ,κ(n|θ, κ) with Eq. (C38). In the simulation, we

chooseM = 1000 to validate the Gaussian approximation
of Eq. (C38). Similar to the OPAR, we numerically find
that the information rate does not decay significantly as
M increases up to 1000 in the parameter region of inter-
est.

Appendix D: Detailed analyses for
correlation-to-displacement conversion

In this section, we provide detailed analyses for our
results presented in the main text.

1. Measurement statistics

In the main text, we consider a pair of modes (de-
noted as ‘signal’ and ‘idler’ mode, corresponding toKA =
KB = 1 in Appendix B 2) in a TMSV state with mean
photon number NS , described by the covariance matrix
Eq. (B6), resulting channel output with covariance ma-
trix Eq. (B7). By performing the heterodyne measure-
ment on the returned mode, it is mapped to a coherent
state with mean xΠ ≡ (qΠ, pΠ) and identity covariance
matrix, VΠ = I. In general, for input state ρ̂RI of a single
pair of return and idler, conditioned on the heterodyne
measurement result (qΠ, pΠ), we produce an output state

ρ̂I =
〈qΠ + ipΠ|ρ̂RI |qΠ + ipΠ〉

tr [〈qΠ + ipΠ|ρ̂RI |qΠ + ipΠ〉]
, (D1)

where |qΠ + ipΠ〉 is a coherent state with amplitude qΠ +
ipΠ. Similar to Eq. (B12), we can express the input-
output relation in characteristic function. Starting from

the general two-mode input characteristic function

ρ̂RI =
1

(2π)2

ˆ
R4

dzχ(z)D̂(−z), (D2)

we have the conditional state

ρ̂I ∝
ˆ

dzχ(z) 〈qΠ + ipΠ| D̂(−z) |qΠ + ipΠ〉 (D3)

=

ˆ
dzχ(zR, zI)× e−

1
2z

T
RzR+i(ΩxΠ)T zRD̂ (−zI) .

(D4)

Therefore the output has the characteristic function

χI(ξ) =

ˆ
dzRχ(zR, ξ)e−

1
2z

T
RzR−i(ΩxΠ)T zR (D5)

For non-Gaussian input states, one needs to perform
the integral to obtain the output characteristic function.
For Gaussian states, we can make use of results in Ap-
pendix B 2 to obtain analytical solution.

From Eqs. (B13), the idler mode’s covariance matrix
and mean, and the distribution of measurement outcome
are

V ′I =

(
2

(1− κ+NB)NS
κNS +NB + 1

+ 1

)
I, (D6a)

x′I =

√
κNS(NS + 1)

κNS +NB + 1

(
cos θqΠ + sin θpΠ

+ sin θqΠ − cos θpΠ

)
,

(D6b)

p(xΠ) =
e
− |xΠ|

2

4(κNS+NB+1)

4π(κNS +NB + 1)
. (D6c)

One can directly realize that the idler mode is in a dis-
placed thermal state with mean x′I and thermal photon
number E ≡ (1−κ+NB)NS/(κNS+NB+1), as stated in
the main text. Formally, a displaced thermal state with
complex mean α and mean thermal photon number E is
defined as

ρ̂α,E ≡
∞∑
n=0

D̂(α)
En

(1 + E)n+1
|n〉〈n| D̂†(α), (D7)

where D̂(α) = exp
(
αâ† − α?â

)
is the complex displace-

ment operator acting on a mode â and |n〉 is a number
state. Note that the comeplex displacement α = 〈â〉 =
〈q̂ + ip̂〉 /2.

Using the distribution of quadratures Eq. (D6c), we
can obtain the distribution of the complex heterodyne
readout on the mth returned mode Mm = (qRm +
ipRm)/2 as

p(Mm) =
e
− |Mm|2

(κNS+NB+1)

π(κNS +NB + 1)
. (D8)

At the same time, the complex displacement of idler con-
ditioned on the measurement result is

dm =

√
κNS(NS + 1)

κNS +NB + 1
eiθMm

∗ (D9)
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whereM∗m denotes the complex conjugate.
Through the change of variables, one can write the

total displacement amplitude square

|dT |2 ≡
M∑
m=1

|dm|2 = ξ

2M∑
i=1

z2
i , (D10)

with

ξ = κNS(NS + 1)/2(NB + κNS + 1) (D11)

and zi ∼ N (0, 1) being a standard normal random vari-
able, and thus we obtain the χ2 distribution of |dT |2

P (M)
κ (x) ∼ 1

ξ

(
x

ξ

)M−1

e−x/(2ξ), (D12)

with mean 2Mξ and variance 4Mξ2, where ξ ≡ C2
p/4vM .

At the end of the section, we discuss the Gaussian
approximation to the distribution Eq. (D12) to enable
a more efficient numerical simulation when M ≥ 107.
Note that the following approximation is not utilized in
any proof in the paper. First, we define Z ≡∑2M

i=1 z
2
i ∼

χ2(2M). By central limit theorem, at the limit ofM � 1,
(Z − 2M)/

√
4M ∼ N (0, 1) follows standard normal dis-

tribution. Therefore, when M � 1, we can approximate
the distribution

|dT |2 ∼ N (2Mξ, 4Mξ2) (D13)

as a Gaussian distribution with mean 2Mξ and variance
4Mξ2.

2. Details on error probability analyses

In this section, analyze the error probability in quan-
tum illumination target detection, enabled by the conver-
sion module. In particular, we obtain upper bound on the
error probability limit PC )D in Eq. (6) of the main paper,
then utilize the upper bound to obtain lower bound on
the error exponent rC )D.

Lemma 1 The error probability performance limit en-
abled by C )D conversion module in quantum illumination
target detection

PC )D ≤
1

2
min
s∈[0,1]

(
1 +

4ξ

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)

)−M
,

(D14)

where ξ is defined in Eq. (D11) and we have defined the
function

Λp(ν) ≡ (ν + 1)p + (ν − 1)p

(ν + 1)p − (ν − 1)p
. (D15)

Before proving the lemma, we provide some discus-
sions. By choosing s = 1/2, we can also obtain a slightly
looser upper bound

PC )D ≤
(

1 +
4ξ

h(NS) + h(E)

)−M
, (D16)

where h(y) ≡ Λ1/2(1 + 2y) =
(√
y + 1 +

√
y
)2.

When ξ � 1, we can approximate the above upper
bounds as exponential functions and obtain lower bounds
on the error exponent. So we obtain a lower bound of the
conversion module

rC )D ≥ max
s∈[0,1]

4ξ

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)
(D17)

≥ 2

h(NS) + h(E)

κNS (NS + 1)

NB + κNS + 1
(D18)

≥ (
√
NS + 1−

√
NS)2 κNS (NS + 1)

NB + κNS + 1
, (D19)

where in the last step we used the fact that the noise
E ≤ NS . A comparison of the above three lower
bounds, normalized by the coherent-state Chernoff ex-
ponent rCS = κNS(

√
NB + 1 −√NB)2 [13], is shown in

Fig. 12. The lower bounds are shown to be always close
to each other.

From the above lower bound, we have

rC )D

rCS
≥ (
√
NS + 1−√NS)2

(
√
NB + 1−√NB)2

(NS + 1)

NB + κNS + 1
. (D20)

It is easy to see that when κ � 1, the condition for
advantage (rC )D/rCS > 1) is true as long as NS < NB .

Now we prove Lemma 1
Proof. To begin with, the Helstrom limit is upper
bounded by the QCB for any number of copies of
states [21, 22], therefore

PH(ρ̂0,NS , ρ̂
√
x,E) (D21)

≤ 1

2
inf

s∈[0,1]
Qs
(
ρ̂0,NS , ρ̂

√
x,E

)
(D22)

=
1

2
inf

s∈[0,1]
Qs exp

{
−1

2
dT
(
Ṽ1(s) + Ṽ2(1− s)

)−1

d

}
(D23)

=
1

2
inf

s∈[0,1]
Qs exp

{
− 2x

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)

}
,

(D24)

where we utilize the definition of QCB in Appendix B 3,
with d = (2

√
x, 0) and Ṽ1(s) = Λs(1 + 2NS)I, Ṽ2(s) =

Λs(1 + 2E)I.
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Figure 12. Comparison of the three lower bounds. Step 1,
2 and 3 corresponds to Eqs. (D17), (D18), and (D19) of the
error exponent of correlation-to-displacement module and the
QCB error exponent between the channel outputs using the
TMSV source, under various NB . (a-d) NS = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10.
Normalized by the coherent-state error exponent rCS. Chan-
nel transmissivity κ = 0.01.

Therefore,

PC )D =

ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x)PH(ρ̂0,NS , ρ̂
√
x,E) (D25)

≤
ˆ

dxP (M)
κ (x)

1

2
inf

s∈[0,1]

[
Qs

exp

{
− 2x

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)

}]
(D26)

≤ 1

2
inf

s∈[0,1]

[
Qs

ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x)

exp

{
− 2x

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)

}]
(D27)

=
1

2
inf

s∈[0,1]
Qs

(
1 +

4ξ

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)

)−M
(D28)

≤ 1

2
min
s∈[0,1]

(
1 +

4ξ

Λs(1 + 2NS) + Λ1−s(1 + 2E)

)−M
.

(D29)

To complete the error probability analysis of our con-
version module in the entire parameter region, in addi-
tion to the figures presented in the main text, we study

the case where the parameters NS , NB are both large but
NS ≤ NB . We see that quantum advantage still exists
in Fig. 13(a)-(b). In the non-asymptotic region, we also
see that quantum advantage can only be revealed by our
module, not the known QCB. Note when the brightness is
large, there is a relatively large gap to the Nair-Gu bound
in Eq. (C1) of the main text, which is further confirmed
in Fig. 13(c).

In the main text, we show the error probability ratio
with fixed PH,CS = 0.05; here, we extend to PH,CS =
0.1, 0.01, 0.001 in Fig. 14(a)-(c) to cover both the non-
asymptotic and asymptotic regions. With the conversion
module, the error probability decreases with a smaller
fixed PH,CS, indicating a larger quantum advantage. At
the same time, the parameter region where quantum ad-
vantage can be predicted by QCB also increases. Note
that there exist a region where PQCB < PH,CS < PC )D

and quantum advantage can only be revealed by QCB,
as shown in Fig. 14(c). The advantage can also be seen
from Fig. 12(b),(c), when NB / NS , the error exponent
lower bound of conversion module is smaller than the co-
herent state one, while the QCB error exponent is larger
than it.

3. Quantum Fisher information for phase sensing

In this section, we evaluate the QFI for phase sensing,
utilizing Eq. (B20), where the parameter is the signal
phase shift θ.

A displaced thermal state ρ√xeiθ,y defined in Eq. (D7)
has the mean and covariance matrix

d = [
√
xeiθ,

√
xe−iθ]T ,

Σ =

(
0 y + 1/2

y + 1/2 0

)
.

(D30)

Thus the QFI for phase sensing

FDTS =
4x

1 + 2y
. (D31)

Consider M independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) probes estimating the lossy channel Φκ,θ (defined
in Eq. (1) of the main text) with thermal noise NB , each
with mean photon number NS . For a classical proto-
col using coherent-state probes

∣∣√NS〉⊗M , observe that
the channel output [Φκ,θ(

∣∣√NS〉〈√NS∣∣)]⊗M is a product
of displaced thermal states. Then the M channel out-
puts can be combined into a single mode in a displaced
thermal state by a balanced M -port beamsplitter. This
processing does not change the QFI, because the beam-
splitter transform is a unitary and the output is again a
product state, where the additional noise modes can be
discarded. The output state has x = MκNS , y = NB ,
thus

FCS =
4MκNS
1 + 2NB

. (D32)
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(𝑎) (𝑏) (𝑐)

Figure 13. Quantum illumination error probability versus number of identical copies M with (a) NS = 1, NB = 10 and (b)
NS = 0.3, NB = 1. Vertical dashed lines indicate corresponding error probability with PNG = 10−5 and PNG = 0.02 separately.
(c) Error probability ratio PC )D/PNG versus NS for PNG and NB chosen from (a) and (b). In all cases κ = 0.01.
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Figure 14. Quantum illumination error probability ratio PC )D/PH,CS (plot in logarithmic scale) versus NS , NB with PH,CS =
0.1, 0.01, 0.001 (from left to right). Red dashed lines indicate the boundary of quantum advantage by the conversion module
NS ≤ NB and orange dashed curves represent the quantum advantage boundary by QCB. The discontinuity of curve in the
upper right of (c) is due to the integer requirement of optimal M to hold PH,CS = 0.001. In all cases κ = 0.01.

Similarly, for an entanglement-assisted protocol using
correlation-to-displacement (C )D) module with TMSV
probes, the outputs at the idler ports are combined into a
displaced thermal state. The random readouts of hetero-
dyne detection at the signal ports determines the squared
mean x of the displaced thermal state to be in the χ2 dis-
tribution P (M)

κ (x) defined as Eq. (D12). Thus

FC )D ≡
ˆ

dxP (M)
κ (x)Fθ(ρ̂eiθ√x,E) =

8Mξ

1 + 2E
. (D33)

where Fθ(ρ̂eiθ√x,E) = 4x/(1 + 2E) is the QFI of the dis-
placed thermal state conditioned on a specific x. Plug-
ging the definitions of ξ, E in the main text, we obtain

FC )D =
4MκNS (NS + 1)

1 +NB +NS (2NB + 2− κ)
. (D34)

At the neighborhood of true value, the QFI of a dis-
placed thermal state is achieved by homodyne measure-
ment. This can be seen as follows. For ρ̂√xeiθ,y, suppose
one first apply a phase rotation of angle θc, the state be-
comes ρ̂√xei(θ+θc),y. Then we apply homodyne detection,

giving the random readout Q subject to the distribution

pQ(q) =
1√

2πσ2
exp

{
−
(
Q−

√
2 Re (d)

)2
2σ2

}
(D35)

where σ2 = 1/2 + y, d =
√
xeiθ. Thus the Fisher infor-

mation of homodyne measurement, depending on a phase
compensation θc, can be calculated from the distribution
as

Fhom(x,E, θ) =
4x

1 + 2y
sin2(θ + θc) . (D36)

Now we see that homodyne measurement achieves the
QFI in Eq. (D31) locally, which is true only when the
prior knowledge is sufficient such that θ + θc is close to
π/2, while its performance decays rapidly when θc devi-
ates from the ideal compensation π/2 − θ. When prior
knowledge is insufficient, an adaptive policy can be de-
signed to approach the ideal compensation, as the num-
ber of available probes is sufficiently large.

It is worthwhile to note that the C )D module is optimal
for TMSV-based phase estimation: it achieves the QFI
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Figure 15. The ratio in quantum Fisher information of
the correlation-to-displacement conversion module over the
TMSV limit under various NS , NB . The red dashed diago-
nal line indicates the boundary of quantum-enhanced region
NS = NB/(1− κ). κ = 0.01.
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Figure 16. The ultimate EA capacity over lossy channel un-
der various NB , NS , normalized by the unassisted capacity C.
The red dashed diagonal line indicates NS = NB . Channel
transmissivity κ = 0.01.

of the channel output of TMSV sources [30]

FTMSV =
4MκNS (NS + 1)

1 +NB(1 + 2NS) +NS(1− κ)
(D37)

at the limit of NB � 1. It is verified in the numerical
evaluation as shown in Fig. 15.

4. Entanglement-assisted communication rate
analyses

We evaluate the Holevo information [11, 47] of the out-
put ensemble of our C )D module, using phase-encoded
TMSV source. The Holevo information is a tight upper
bound on the information rate of a channel given a spe-
cific encoding ensemble {pθ, ρ̂θ}, which is achieved by the
optimum receiver. The ultimate capacity can be obtained
by optimizing the Holevo information over {pθ, ρ̂θ}. In
general θ can be an arbitrary parameter, while we specify
it to be the phase shift in this paper. We consider rep-
etition coding that yields M i.i.d. copies of the output
ensemble. Given θ, the output state is ρ̂√Xeiθ,E defined

by Eq. (D7), where X is a random readout under χ2 dis-
tribution P (M)

κ (x) defined in Eq. (D12). Let the encoding
phase be a random variable Θ subject to probability dis-
tribution PΘ. Denote the output quantum system as O.
In the communication protocol, the readouts X, the out-
put quantum system O along with the input symbol Θ is
in a classical-quantum state

σ̂XOΘ =ˆ
dθpΘ(θ)

ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x) |x〉〈x|X ⊗
(
ρ̂√xeiθ,E

)
O
⊗ |θ〉〈θ|Θ .

(D38)
The overall Holevo information about the input symbol
is

χC )D ≡
1

M
[S(XO)σ̂ − S(XO|Θ)σ̂]

=
1

M

ˆ
dxpX(x) [S(O|X = x)σ̂−S(O|Θ, X = x)σ̂]

=
1

M

ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x)χ
(
{pΘ, ρ̂√xeiΘ,E}

)
.

(D39)
The second equality is due to the joint entropy the-
orem [72] given the orthogonality of {|x〉X}. Here
χ
(
{pΘ, ρ̂√xeiΘ,E}

)
can be efficiently evaluated in the fol-

lowing example.
Consider continuous PSK (CPSK) modulation on

TMSV sources with PΘ(θ) = 1/2π, θ ∈ [0, 2π). The
output ensemble of the C )D module yields the Holevo
information

χ
(
{PΘ, ρ̂√xeiΘ,E}

)
= S(

ˆ
dθPΘ(θ)ρ̂√xeiθ,E)−

ˆ
dθPΘ(θ)S(ρ̂√xeiθ,E)

= H [{P (n|X = x)}]− g(E).
(D40)

The third line follows from the following. The conditional
states {ρ̂√xeiθ,E} are Gaussian states with identical en-
tropy, S(ρ̂√xeiθ,E) = g(E), where g(n) = (n+1) log2(n+
1)− n log2 n is the entropy of a thermal state with mean
photon number n. Thus

´
dθPΘ(θ)S(ρ̂√xeiθ,E) = g(E).

Meanwhile, the unconditional state
´

dθPΘ(θ)ρ̂√xeiθ,E is
completely dephased due to [0, 2π) uniform phase encod-
ing thus its eigenbasis is the photon number Fock basis.
Its distribution on the Fock basis is

P (n|X = x) = En(E + 1)−n−1e−
x

E+1Ln

(
− x

E(E + 1)

)
,

(D41)
where Ln(x) is the nth Laguerre polynomial. Thus the
unconditional entropy reduces to the Shannon entropy of
the photon number distribution

H [{P (n|X = x)}] ≡ −
∞∑
n=0

P (n|X = x) log (P (n|X = x)) .

(D42)
Combining Eqs. (D39) and (D40), we have the Holevo
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information for CPSK

χCPSK
C )D =

1

M

[ˆ
dxP (M)

κ (x)H [{P (n|X = x)}]− g(E)

]
.

(D43)
We can adopt Eq. (D43) for efficient numerical evalua-
tion. Below, we further obtain some asymptotic results.

At the limit M → ∞, x converges to 2Mξ with prob-
ability by law of large numbers. Then we have a closed-
form formula

χCPSK
C )D =

1

M
[H [{P (n|X = 2Mξ)}]− g(E)]

=
κNS

[
ln
(

1
NS

)
+RC )D

]
(NB + 1) ln 2

+O(N2
S)

=
κNS ln(1/NS)

(NB + 1) ln 2
+O(NS) ,

(D44)

where RC )D = 2(−NB+κ−1)
κM tanh−1

(
κM

2NB−2κ+κM+2

)
+

(ln (NB + 1) + 1) − ln (NB + κ(M − 1) + 1) is indepen-
dent on NS . In the last two lines, we are expanding at

the NS → 0 limit. Here |O(x)|/x <∞ as x→ 0.

Note that the above scaling at NS → 0 saturates the
EA classical capacity in Eq. (C6), therefore is asymp-
totically optimal. At the same time, the information
per symbol is strictly higher than the case of M � 1,
therefore the optimal scaling applies to any finite M .

One may follow a similar route to solve the binary
PSK (BPSK) case, where PΘ(0) = PΘ(π) = 1/2. The
conditional entropy is the same as that in the CPSK,
S(ρ̂√xeiΘ,E) = g(E). The evaluation of the uncondi-
tional entropy is more challenging: it is now a Von Neu-
mann entropy where eigenvalues of the density operator
ρ̂ =

´
dθPΘ(θ)ρ̂√xeiθ,E are to be solved. Nevertheless,

we find that a closed-form formula is still available at the
limit of M � 1 (such that x → 2Mξ) and NS → 0. In-
deed, the performance of BPSK is almost identical to the
CPSK case in the parameter region of Fig. 5 in the main
text. Below, we approximate the eigenvalues via matrix
perturbation theory. We consider the representation in
Fock basis

ρmn =
〈
m|ρ̂|n

〉
=

√
m!En |x|(m−n)/2

1F̃1

(
m+ 1;m− n+ 1; x

E2+E

)
e−

x
E+iθ(m−n)

(E + 1)m+1
√
n!

, (D45)

where 1F̃1(a; b; z) is the regularized confluent hypergeo-
metric function. In the numerical evaluation, we truncate
ρ in finite dimension d× d.

In the final approximation of eigenvalues, we expect to
keep the infinitesimal terms up to O(NS). We find that
d = 3 is sufficient, the error analysis is deferred to the
end of this section. Now, we apply Taylor expansion to
each matrix entry ρmn as

ρmn = ρ̃mn + δρmn , (D46)

where the approximation ρ̃mn ∼ O(Nd
S) omits higher or-

der term δρmn ∼ O(Nd+1
S ). With d = 3, the eigenvalues

of ρ̃ can be solved analytically, and thus we obtain the
Holevo information

χBPSK
C )D =

1

M
[S(ρ)− g(E)] +O(δd)

=
κNS

[
ln
(

1
NS

)
+RC )D

]
(NB + 1) ln 2

+O(δNS ) +O(δd)

=
κNS ln(1/NS)

(NB + 1) ln 2
+O(NS) +O(δNS ) +O(δd) ,

(D47)

where δd is the maximal error in eigenvalues from the
matrix truncation and δNS is from the matrix Taylor ex-
pansion, the residue RC )D is the same as that defined
below the CPSK case Eq. (D44). The leading term of

the matrix Taylor expansion at the second equality coin-
cides with Eq. (D44).

At last, we analyze the errors δd, δNS in Eq. (D47).
First, let us consider δd. Define the true eigenvalues of
the operator ρ̂ as µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ . . . and the eigenvalues of
the truncated representation ρ as λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ . . . ≥ λd.
Then δd ≡ maxi∈[d] |µi − λi|. Using Theorem 4.14 in
Ref. [73], we have

|δd| = ||diag (µi − λi) ||2 ≤ ||X||2 , (D48)

where X = ρ(∞)Id − Idρ, Id is a d × d matrix repre-
sentation of projector that implements the cutoff, ρ(∞)

is the exact infinite-dimensional matrix representation of
the operator ρ̂. Here the matrix 2-norm is defined us-
ing vector 2-norm: for d × d matrix A ∈ Rd×d, ||A||2 ≡
supx 6=0 ||Ax||2/||x||2,∀x ∈ Rd. Observe that the 2-norm
||X||2 = O(N

d/2
S ). Thus d = 3 is sufficient to suppress

the error to O(N
3/2
S ). Next, we consider δNS . Define the

eigenvalues of ρ as {λi}di=1, and the eigenvalues of ρ̃ as
{λ̃i}di=1. The error in eigenvalues is equal to the Haus-
dorff distance |δNS | ≡ maxi |λ̃i − λi| = hd(ρ, ρ̃), when
the perturbation is small such that the eigenvalues are
still pairwise matched: j = argminj′ |λ̃j′−λj |. Note that
||δρ||2 = O(Nd+1

S ). According to Elsner’s theorem[73],
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the error is upper bounded by

|δNS | ≤ (||ρ||2 + ||ρ̃||2)1−1/d||δρ||1/d2 = O(N
1+1/d
S ) ,

(D49)
which is much smaller than O(NS). Finally, we see that
the overall error |δd|+|δNS | � O(NS) when d = 3, NS →
0.

5. Proof of Theorem 1 of channel pattern
classification in the main text on error exponent

The error exponent of multiple-hypothesis testing is
given by the worst case of binary hypothesis testing be-
tween any of the two hypotheses involved [21, 23, 24].
More precisely, this comes from two inequalities that are
true for any number n ≥ 1 of iid states [24]

PH({p1ρ̂
⊗n
1 , · · · , prρ̂⊗nr }) ≤ 10(r − 1)2C2

r (n+ 1)2d

×max{p1, · · · , pr}max
i,j

(
infs∈[0,1]Qs (ρ̂i, ρ̂j)

)n
,

(D50)

which is asymptotically tight in the error exponent.

a. Classical performance

Due to the convexity of the Helstrom limit and the
quantum Chernoff bound (see ref [14] supplemental ma-
terials), the optimal classical strategy is to utilize a prod-
uct of coherent state ρ̂C = ⊗Mm=1 |αm〉 as the probe input,
which leads to the output of a product of displaced ther-
mal states ⊗Mm=1ρ̂exp

(
iθ

(h)
m

)√
κ

(h)
m αm,NB

. When one has

n� 1 copies of the coherent states, the iid nature of the
output states allows us to focus on the quantum chan-
nel discrimination (QCD) between the worst pair of two
channels Φκ(h),θ(h) , with h = 1, 2. For the two displaced
thermal state, we have the mean

xh =
(
q

(h)
1 , p

(h)
1 , . . . , q

(h)
M , p

(h)
M

)T
, (D51)

where q
(h)
m = 2 Re

{
eiθ

(h)
m

√
κ

(h)
m αm

}
and p

(h)
m =

2 Im

{
eiθ

(h)
m

√
κ

(h)
m αm

}
. The covariance matrix is diag-

onal BI where B ≡ 2NB + 1. Now we evaluate the quan-
tum Chernoff bound according to Appendix B 3. First,
the quantity

Qs = Qse
− 1

2d
T [Ṽ1(s)+Ṽ2(1−s)]−1d

= Qse
− 1

2(Λs(B)+Λ1−s(B))
dTd

= Qse
− 1

2(Λs(B)+Λ1−s(B))

∑M
m=1(q(1)

m −q
(2)
m )2+(p(1)

m −p
(2)
m )2

= Qse
− 2

Λs(B)+Λ1−s(B)

∑M
m=1 |e

iθ
(1)
m

√
κ

(1)
m αm−eiθ

(2)
m

√
κ

(2)
m αm|2

= Qse
− 2

Λs(B)+Λ1−s(B)

∑M
m=1 δm|αm|

2

(D52)

where we define δm ≡ |eiθ
(1)
m

√
κ

(1)
m − eiθ

(2)
m

√
κ

(2)
m |2 and

Qs =

(
Gs(B)G1−s(B)

Λs(B) + Λ1−s(B)

)M
=

1

2M
. (D53)

Therefore, the quantum Chernoff bound is

PQCD
QCB =

1

2
infs∈[0,1]Qs

=
1

2
Q1/2

=
Q1/2

2
exp

[
− 1

Λ1/2(B)

M∑
m=1

δm|αm|2
]

=
G1/2(B)2M

2Λ1/2(B)M
exp

[
− 1

Λ1/2(B)

M∑
m=1

δm|αm|2
]

=
1

2
exp

[
−

M∑
m=1

δm|αm|2(
√
NB + 1−

√
NB)2

]
,

(D54)

where in the second line we utilize the fact that the min-
imum of Qs takes place at s = 1/2. This is because
Qs in Eq. (D53) is independent on s and the exponent
1/(Λs(B)+Λ1−s(B)) in Eq. (D52) is symmetric on s and
strictly concave as its second order derivative is negative

∂2
s

(
1

Λs(B) + Λ1−s(B)

)
= −1

4

(B + 1)2s−1 + (B − 1)2s−1

(B2 − 1)s−1
log2

(
B − 1

B + 1

)
< 0

(D55)

due to B > 1. Therefore maxs∈[0,1]{1/(Λs(B) +
Λ1−s(B))} = 1/2Λ1/2(B) where infs∈[0,1]Qs = Q1/2.

To conclude, we solve the error exponent between the
discrimination of any two channels via the coherent state
input as

PQCD
CS ∼ exp

[
−
∑
m

δm|αm|2
(√

NB + 1−
√
NB

)2
]

∼ exp

[
−
∑
m

δm|αm|2/4NB
]

(D56)

where we approximate
(√
NB + 1−√NB

)2
=

NB(
√

1 + 1/NB−1)2 = NB(1/2NB+O(N2
B))2 ' 1/4NB

at the NB � 1 limit.
Note that the above exponent is tight asymptotically,

when one consider the iid copies of the input coherent
state ρ̂⊗nC .

b. Entangled performance

For the entangled strategy, one inputs a product
of TMSV, each mode pair with mean photon number
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NS,m = |αm|2 matching that of the classical input. For
each channel, we have n identical copies of TMSV. Com-
bining the M channels, the overall output state has the
identical copy form of {ρ⊗nh }h, where each ρh has M
modes. Once we apply the conversion module to the
output state, one caveat is that the iid structure of out-
put states is no longer preserved as the measurement out-
come is random in different copies. The way out of such a
dilemma is as the following: when provided with n copies
of output states {ρ⊗nh }h from the quantum channel, one
applies the conversion module on each copy, and pro-
duce product of displaced thermal states {σ̂h}h, where
each state is nM modes and

σ̂h = ⊗Mm=1

[
⊗n`=1ρ̂ζ(h)

m eiθ
(h)
m Mm,`

∗,E
(h)
m

]
(D57)

is conditioned on the measurement results {Mm,`, 1 ≤
` ≤ n, 1 ≤ m ≤M}. The constant

ζ(h)
m ≡

√
κ

(h)
m NS,m (NS,m + 1)

NB + κ
(h)
m NS,m + 1

, (D58)

and mean thermal photon number

E(h)
m =

NS,m

(
NB − κ(h)

m + 1
)

NB + κ
(h)
m NS,m + 1

. (D59)

The measurement result Mm,` = (qMm,`
+ ipMm,`

)/2,
with each quadrature output obeying a zero-mean Gaus-
sian distribution with variance (NB + κ

(h)
m NS + 1)/2 '

NB/2. We consider the NB � 1 limit, then E
(h)
m '

NS,m ' NS is a constant noise background.
Because the conversion module is a quantum process,

we have the Helstrom limit of the entangled input case

PH({phρ⊗nh }) ≤ E[PH({phσh})] ≤ 10(r − 1)2C2
r22d

×max{p1, · · · , pr}Emax
i,j

[
infs∈[0,1]Qs (σ̂i, σ̂j)

]
,

(D60)

where the expectation value is over the measurement
statistics. In the last step, we applied Ineq. (D50) with
the single-copy case and provide an upper bound on the
error probability directly. Then we can still reduce the
calculation to the Chernoff exponents for the displaced
thermal states. However, now each state σ̂h has nM
modes and are dependent on the measurement result.

Now we consider the binary exponent
infs∈[0,1]Qs (σ̂i, σ̂j) in Ineq. (D60). Conditioned on
the measurement result, following Eq. (D54), we have

infs∈[0,1]Qs (σ̂i, σ̂j) '

exp

[
−
∑

mNS,m(NS,m + 1)δm
∑n

`=1 |Mm,`
∗|2

(NB + 1)2(
√
NS,m + 1 +

√
NS,m)2

]
,

' exp

[
−n

∑
mNS,mδ

(i,j)
m

NB

]
,

(D61)

where δ(i,j)
m ≡ |eiθ(i)

m

√
κ

(i)
m − eiθ

(j)
m

√
κ

(j)
m |2. In the asymp-

totic limit of n � 1,
∑n
`=1 |Mm,`

∗|2 converges to its
mean nNB , and therefore we have the last step of ap-
proximation. We have also applied the asymptotic limit
NB � 1 and NS � 1.

Then, we have from Eq. (D60),

PH({phρ⊗nh }) ≤ 10(r − 1)2C2
r22d

×max{p1, · · · , pr}max
i,j

exp

[
−n
∑
mNS,mδ

(i,j)
m

NB

]
,

(D62)

Comparing Eq. (D56) and above, in terms of general
pattern classification, entanglement combined with our
conversion module enables a 6dB advantage in the error
exponent.

6. Simulation of noisy Dolinar receiver

In this section, we generalize the Dolinar receiver de-
scribed in Appendix C 6 to the noisy coherent state
case and describe the numerical evaluation of the perfor-
mance. When there is noiseNB,h for both coherent states
in the two hypotheses, original candidate states become
displaced thermal state, ρ̂0 = ρ̂0,NB,0 and ρ̂1 = ρ̂α,NB,1 .
For simplicity, we only consider the case with equal ther-
mal noise NB,0 ' NB,1 = NB .

When one slices the input state into many slices, as
in the Dolinar receiver presented in Appendix C 6, the
thermal noise part is no longer independent from each
other between the different slices, which creates a chal-
lenge in numerical evaluating the performance. To solve
this problem, we make use of the fact that ρ̂h has pos-
itive P-function, and therefore can be realized by gen-
erating random coherent state |αh〉 where α0 = r0 and
α1 = α + r1 with {rh}1h=0 are random complex num-
ber. The module |rh| follows exponential distribution
|rh|2 ∼ Exp(1/NB) and the argument is uniformly ran-
dom as arg(rh) ∼ U(0, 2π) [74]. As the measured
states are still coherent states, the probability distribu-
tion of measured photons also follows Poisson distribu-
tion N (k) ∼ pN (n, g|h),

pN (n, g|h) =

{
Pois(n; | αh√

S
− γ + u(k)|2), if g = 0

Pois(n; | αh√
S
− γ − u(k)|2), otherwise

(D63)
Recall that photon number probability distribution for a
displaced thermal state ρ̂α,NB is [74]

Pα,NB (n) =e
− |α|2
NB+1

Nn
B

(1 +NB)n+1

× 1F1

(
−n, 1,− |α|2

NB(NB + 1)

)
, (D64)

where 1F1(a, b; z) is the confluent hypergeometric func-
tion of the first kind. The conditional Bayesian probabil-
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ity of getting N (k) photon is thus

p(N (k), g|h) =

{
Pγ−u(k),NB/S(N (k)), if g = h

Pγ+u(k),NB/S(N (k)), otherwise
.

(D65)
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