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Abstract

The Gaussian states are essential ingredients in many tasks of quantum information processing.

The presence of the noises imposes limitations on achieving these quantum protocols. Therefore,

examining the evolution of quantum entanglement and quantum correlations under the coherence of

Gaussian states in noisy channels is of paramount importance. In this paper, we propose and analyze

a scheme that aims to specify and examine the dynamic evolution of the quantum correlations in two-

modes Gaussian states submitted to the influence of the Gaussian thermal environment. We describe

the time evolution of the quantum correlations in an open system consisting of two coupled bosonic

modes embedded in a Gaussian thermal environment. We discuss the influence of the environment

in terms of the initial parameters of the input states. The quantum correlations are quantified using

Gaussian interferometric power and the Gaussian entanglement of formation. The behavior of these

quantum correlations quantifiers is strictly dependent on the parameters of the input states that are

employed. We show that the Gaussian interferometric power is a measurement quantifier that can

capture the essential quantum correlations beyond quantum entanglement. In addition, we show that

the Gaussian interferometric power is less influenced than the Gaussian entanglement of formation.
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1 Introduction

Quantum information aims to manipulate and transmit information by exploiting the quantum fea-

tures, in which all pieces of information are symbolized and encoded in quantum states. Recently, the

development of the quantum information processing is experiencing an incredible increase, which is

motivated by quantum improvement communication [1, 2], quantum measurement [3], and quantum

computing [4]. Indeed, most of the quantum protocols were proposed initially for quantum-discrete

variables (DV)[5], especially quantum bits using physical systems such as photons, ions, atoms, solid-

state, superconducting devices, and nuclear magnetic resonance [6]. More recently, considerable at-

tention has been devoted to examining the use of continuous variable (CV) systems in implementing

quantum information processing protocols [7, 8, 9, 10]. In order to perform the different tasks of

quantum information processes, the CV systems are easy to manipulate in labs than the manipulation

of the quantum bit. For this reason, many works have been devoted extensively to CV systems from

theoretical as well as experimental points of view.

Gaussian states, for instance, squeezed coherent beams and twin beams [11], are a particular family

of CV systems that can generate and manipulate experimentally[12, 13]. In addition, the Gaussian

states have a specific elegant formalism and provide beneficial tools to encode and process quantum

information with continuous variables due to the limitation of the degrees of freedom, which is limited

only to the displacement vector and the covariance matrix. As a matter of fact, the Gaussianity of

quantum states is preserved during many quantum transformations operations, either unitary [14, 15]

or non-unitary [16, 17, 18, 19]. These types of quantum states have been used successfully to carry out

quantum teleportation and quantum error correction [20, 21]. Besides, Gaussian states were exploited

extensively in manipulating quantum cloning entanglement purification in the test of quantum non-

locality [22, 23].

Unquestionably, the different kinds of quantum correlations [24], like quantum entanglement [25,

26], non-locality, are playing a paramount role in various areas of quantum information processing.

Indeed, the entanglement was recognized as an essential resource employed for quantum computing

[27], cryptographic protocols [28], and realized quantum teleportation [24]. In addition, quantum

entanglement has been used to improve the detection in Gaussian quantum metrology [29, 30] and

quantum measurement strategy [31]. Recently, quantum entanglement, in CV specifically in Gaussian

states, has been proved as a valuable tool for improving optical resolution [32, 33], spectroscopy [34],

interferometry [35], tomography [36], and discrimination of quantum operations [37].

The implementation of quantum information protocols requires the transfer of the quantum correla-

tions under the physical non-unitary channels. In these types of physical channels, the implementation

tasks of the quantum information process are a challenging procedure due to the unavoidable interac-

tion with the environment. This leads to the degradation of quantum correlations due to decoherence

and dissipation generated by losses and noise [38]. Indeed in the last decades, many works were ded-

icated to realistic descriptions of quantum decoherence and the dynamics of quantum correlations in
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open quantum systems, particularly in CV systems. Among these works, let us mention those based on

the study of the dynamics of quantum correlations in colored-noise environments [39], system-reservoir

[40], two qubits coupled to bosonic baths [41], and the dynamics of quantum correlations under deco-

herence [42]. In this context, the main objective of our work is to continue in the same direction of

investigating the evolution of quantum correlations in noisy Gaussian channels.

In this paper, we examine the dynamics of quantum correlations in a system composed of two

bosonic modes immersed in a Gaussian thermal reservoir, such that each one interacts with its thermal

bath. The paper is structured as follows. Section 2 reviews the basic concept of Gaussian states that

are required to realize our purpose, and we present the basic concepts of Gaussian noises channels. In

the next section 3, we devoted ourselves to a declaration of the quantifiers used to study the dynamics

of quantum correlations in the proposed protocol. Section 4 is dedicated to discussing and analyzing

the results realized in dealing with the dynamics of quantum correlations in the noises environment

channels by using the different quantum quantification measures. We end our paper with a conclusion.

2 PRELIMINARIES OF GAUSSIAN STATES

To start, we consider m-bosonic modes. Each mode k = 1, 2, ...,m is described by the annihilation and

creation operators âk and â†k, that satisfies the commutation relations.
[

âk, â
†
l

]

= δkl. The Hilbert

space of the system is the tensor product of the infinite dimensional Fock space H =
m
⊗
k=1

Fk, where,

the Fock space associared with the mode k is characterized by the number basis {|m〉k}
m
k=1, spanned

by the vectors of this basic are eigenstates of the number operator â†kâk. The free Hamiltonian of non-

interacting modes is given by the Hamiltonian H =
m
∑

k=1

(

â†kâk +
1
2

)

. The corresponding quadrature

operators (position and conjugate momenta) for the kth mode are

Qk = â†k + âk, Pk = i
(

â†k − â
)

. (1)

Here we set ~ = 2. The commutation relations between the quadratics operators write [Qk, Pl] = 2iδkl.

These structure relations can be cast in compact form, using the blocks vector of quadratics operators

R̂ =
(

Q̂1, P̂1, . . . , Q̂m, P̂m,
)T

. In this compact form, the vector of quadratics operators

satisfies the following commutation relation

[

R̂k, R̂l

]

= 2iΩkl, (2)

where Ωkl are the elements of the 2m× 2m symplectic matrix defined by

Ω =
m
⊕
k=1

ω, ω =

[

0 1

−1 0

]

. (3)

For a given m-mode bosonic system, the density operator has an equivalent representation in terms

of the quasi-probability distribution defined in phase space, namely the characteristic function or the

Wigner function [43, 36]. This representation called Wigner representation [44], such that, all the

3



information of the quantum system encoded in the density operator ρ, are analogically encoded in the

displacement vector d =
〈

R̂

〉

and the covariance matrix that defined in the phase space by

σkl ≡ [σ]kl =
1

2

〈{

R̂k, R̂l

}〉

−
〈

R̂l

〉〈

R̂k

〉

, (4)

where {A,B} = AB+BA denotes the anti-commutator and
〈

Ô
〉

= Tr
[

ρ Ô
]

is the expectation value

of the operator Ô. The covariance matrix σ is a 2m × 2m real symmetric matrix which is defined

positive and satisfy the following uncertainty relation [45]

σ + iΩ ≥ 0. (5)

From the diagonal elements of Eq. (5), one can easily derive the usual Heisenberg relation for position

and momentum, i.e

Var

(

Q̂i

)

Var

(

P̂i

)

≥ 1. (6)

The description of the formalism of Gaussian states is quite simple, and a large class of transformations

acting on this kind of state is also simple to describe. In general, a quantum state that undergoes a

quantum operation is described by a map E : ρ → E(ρ), which is completely positive. In fact,

we can distinguish between two types of maps; the first is completely positive and trace-preserving

i.e. Tr [E(ρ)] = 1, the second is a linear map that is completely positive and trace decreasing i.e.

Tr [E(ρ)] ≤ 1. The first category is associated with closed quantum channels which admit reversible

maps. These are described by unitary transformations, Û Û † = 1, that transform a quantum state

according to

Û : ρ→ ÛρÛ †. (7)

The unitary transformations that preserve the Gaussian characteristic of a given quantum state are

called Gaussian unitary channels. They are generated by the operation Û = exp(−iĤ), where Ĥ is

the Hamiltonian of the system having forms that are second-order polynomials in quadrature oper-

ators. These Gaussian unitary transformations are described, in the phase space, by the symplectic

transformations, which are linear transformations preserving the symplectic form

ŜΩŜT = Ω, (8)

where Ŝ is a 2m× 2m real symplectic matrix action on the covariance matrix. In the phase space, the

projection of the rule of Eq. (7) gives

Ŝ : ρ̂→ ŜσŜ†. (9)

Besides the Gaussian unitary channels associated with the first type of maps E : ρ → E(ρ), the

Gaussian no-unitary channels (Noisy Gaussian channels) forming in the second type of maps are of

unusual importance in the implementation of quantum information processing.

Noisy Gaussian channels or Gaussian no-unitary channels are generally subject to noise and loss

of quantum coherence due to interaction with the environment. As matter of fact, the dynamics of
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the m-mode bosonic system evolving under the effect of the noisy channel can be described by the

following master equation:

ρ̇ =
Γ

2

{

(N + 1)L[â] +NL
[

â†
]

−M∗D[â]−MD
[

â†
]}

ρ, (10)

where N ∈ R and M ∈ C represent the effective number of photons and the squeezing parameter

of the bath respectively, while Γ is the overall damping rate, L[Ô]ρ = 2ÔρÔ† − Ô†Ôρ − ρÔ†Ô and

D[Ô]ρ = 2ÔρÔ− ÔÔρ− ρÔÔ are Lindblad super-operators. The expressions proportional to L[â] and

L
[

â†
]

denote the losses and linear, phase-insensitive, amplification processes, respectively, while the

expressions proportional to D[â] and D
[

â†
]

denote the phase-dependent fluctuations. The positivity

of the density matrix imposes the constraint |M |2 ≤ N(N +1). When arriving at thermal equilibrium,

i.e. for M = 0, N synchronize with the average number of thermal photons.

Now, we consider them-mode input Gaussian state ρinp with the second moment σinp. The non-unitary

evolution preserves the Gaussian characteristic and the time dynamics action of the dissipation on the

second moments at a time t is described by the following equations of motion [46]

σ̇ = −Γ (σ − σ∞) (11)

which yields to the following solution

σ(t) = e−Γt
σinp +

(

1− e−Γt
)

σ∞ (12)

with σ∞ =
m
⊕
k=1

σk,∞ is an asymptotic diffusion covariance matrix related to the effect imposed by the

Gaussian environment. It is given only in terms of the bath parameters as

σk,∞ =
1

2

(

(

1
2 +N

)

+ ℜe[M ] ℑm[M ]

ℑm[M ]
(

1
2 +N

)

−ℜe[M ]

)

. (13)

This diffusion matrix represents the asymptotic covariance matrix when the initial state is Gaussian.

3 Dynamics of Gaussian interferometric power and entanglement of

formation

3.1 Gaussian interferometric power

The concept of Gaussian interferometric power (GIP) has been introduced in [47]. It provides us

with another powerful tool to quantify the ability of two-mode Gaussian to estimate the phase shift

parameters in the metrology schema known, in the literature, as black-box interferometry. In this

scheme, for a bosonic continuous variable system of modes A and B, one consider ρAB as the input

Gaussian states of the interferometer, and the mode A is entered into the black-box undergoes the

following unitary transformation

Ûϕ
A (ϕ) = exp

(

iϕĤA

)

, (14)
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where ϕ is unknown phase shift parameter, and ĤA is a generator relate to the dynamics of A. In order

to avoid trivial dynamics, we assume that the spectrum of ĤA is non-degenerate. After the black-box,

the evolved states is write

ρϕAB =
(

Ûϕ
A ⊗ 1B

)

ρAB

(

Ûϕ
A ⊗ 1B

)†

. (15)

The quantum metrology task is the estimation of the parameter ϕ with maximal possible precision. For

that, by collective processing, one can consider an estimator ϕest and improve the statistical accuracy of

the estimator considered by evaluating ∆ϕ2
est =

〈

(ϕest − ϕ)2
〉

. Moreover, the variance of an estimator

is constrained by the quantum Cramér-Rao bound [48]

∆ϕ2
est ≥

1

N F
(

ρϕAB

) , (16)

where N is the iterated number of the measurements has performed and F
(

ρϕAB

)

is designated the

quantum Fisher information, that can be defined as [48, 49]

F
(

ρϕAB

)

= −2 lim
ε→0

∂2F
(

ρϕAB , ρ
ϕ+ε
AB

)

∂2ε
, (17)

where F is the Uhlmann fidelity defined by [50]

F (ρ1, ρ2) =
{

Tr
[

(
√
ρ1ρ2

√
ρ1)

1

2

]}2
(18)

According to Eq. (16), the limit of N large ensures to reach a minimum variance of the estimator.

This limit is known as the asymptotic limit [51, 52]. Thus, the quantum Fisher information is allowed

to quantify the precision in the estimation of ϕ for each given choice of the black-box generator

ĤA. Its importance consists in its inverse which attachment to the minimum variance of the optimal

estimator; whenever the quantum Fisher information is large, the variance of the estimator becomes

minimal. For this reason, the quantum Fisher information is adopted as the figure of merit in quantum

estimation theory. In the context of estimating the parameter ϕ with interest in local generator

information, the minimum of the QFI is performed over all local generators. This minimization is

known as Interferometry Power (IP) of the probing state ρAB [47]

PA (ρAB) =
1

4
inf
ĤA

F
(

ρϕ,ĤA

AB

)

(19)

Recently, it has been proved that, for general mixed states ρAB, the IP is a quantum correlation

measure of discord-type. It reduces to quantum entanglement in the special case of pure states [53].

The minimization of Eq. (19) can be solved analytically for the two-mode Gaussian states whose

covariance matrix is written in the following form;

σAB =

(

α γ

γT β

)

, (20)

where α et β are the 2× 2 covariance matrices for the single modes, and γ is a 2× 2 covariance matrix

which contains the cross-correlations between the diverse modes. In this case, the minimization of Eq.
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(19) gives the expression of the GIP in terms of the covariance matrix elements [24]

PA
G (σAB) =

X +
√
X2 + Y Z

2Y
, (21)

where X = (A+ C)(1 +B +C −D)−D2, Y = (D − 1)(1 +A+B + 2C +D)

and Z = (A + D)(AB − D) + C(2A + C)(1 + B). The quantities X, Y , and Z are expressed in

terms of the symplectic invariant of the general covariance matrix of Eq. (20) that are given by

A = detα,B = detβ,C = det γ and D = detσAB. As mentioned in the literature, the GIP has

some remarkable properties. The GIP is invariant under local unitary Gaussian operations. Also, it is

monotonically non-increasing under local actions on subsystem B. Thus, the GIP is a suitable measure

of bipartite discord-type correlations for two-mode Gaussian states [47]. In addition, for the general

two modes, Gaussian states, the GIP is not symmetric under exchange between mode A and mode B.

The GIP reduces, for pure states, to a Gaussian entanglement monotone [54].

3.2 Gaussian entanglement of formation

Quantum entanglement is the most significant resource in the various task of quantum information

processing, so it is required to quantify this resource in many quantum systems. In the case of quantum

bipartite pure states, the Von Neumann entropy is an appropriate measure for this resource [24]. In

the same direction and for more general issues, many different measurements have been introduced

for two-part mixed quantum states to quantify the amount of quantum entanglement. Among these

measures, one of famous interest is the entanglement of formation (EoF) [55, 57]. It is defined as a

minimum sum of the entanglement amount of pure states

EF (ρAB) = min







∑

j

pjE (ψj)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

ρAB =
∑

j

pj |ψj〉 〈ψj |







(22)

The minimization of Eq. (22) is taken over all eigenstates of the given mixed state ρAB , that is, in

fact, the convex sum of pure states, and E (ψj) is the amount of entanglement of the pure state that

computes using the Von Neumann entropy such as; E (ψj) = S (TrB [|ψj〉 〈ψj |]). In general, it is not

easy to evaluate the minimization of Eq. (22). Therefore, the evaluation of EoF is a difficult task

for the general bipartite mixed states. For this, a few analytical expressions of EoF were derived in

literature, except that some particular quantum cases like; the arbitrary two-qubit states [56], and for

highly symmetric states like the isotropic states [58] and the Werner states [59].

Gaussian family states, whose entanglement originates from squeezing modes [60], have played an

essential role in quantum information processes of continuous-variable systems. Questions related to

the EoF for the Gaussian states have been addressed. In this class of quantum states, the optimal

convex decomposition involved in the definition of the entanglement of formation (22) has been solved

in the special instance of two-mode symmetric mixed Gaussian states [62] and it is given by

EF (ρ) = max {0, h (ṽ−)} , (23)
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where h (x) = (1+x)2

4x log2

(

(1+x)2

4x

)

− (1−x)2

4x log2

(

(1−x)2

4x

)

and ṽ− is the smallest symplectic eigenvalue

of the partially transposed state that is given by

2ν̃2− = ∆̃(σAB)−
√

∆̃(σAB)
2 − 4Det (σAB), (24)

where ∆̃(σAB) = Detα + Detβ − 2Detγ. As mentioned in [61, 62], the quantification of EoF of the

symmetric Gaussian states allows us to analyze the quantum correlations in an equivalence way to that

one can provide by the logarithmic negativity [61, 63].

4 Results and discussion

In this section, we proposed a scheme to consider the evolution of the quantum correlations between

two modes bosonic of Gaussian-type subjected to the influence of the environment interaction. For this

purpose, we initially prepare two-mode Gaussian states and make them evolve under a noisy Gaussian

environment. Second, before the interaction with the environment, we submit one of the two-mode

subjects to phase shift operation by the acting of the phase rotation operator. The state of the system

after the interaction with the environment and phase rotation is given by ρ̂out, that we shall describe

the covariance matrix σout. The proposed scheme is illustrated in Fig. (1).

ρ̂inp G
au

ss
ia
n

En
vi
ro
nm

en
t

ϕ

ρ̂out

Figure 1: A schematic illustrates the protocol proposed. Via the GIP and the EoF, the proposed pro-

tocol aims to study the dynamics of quantum correlation of a two-mode Gaussian state under the noisy

Gaussian environment. We prepare first the probe state ρ̂inp, using the general two-mode Gaussian

state as described by the Eq. (25). Next, before the interaction with the Gaussian environment, one

of the input modes is subjected to an unknown Gaussian unitary transformation modeled by Uϕ
A given

in Eq. (14). After this unitary evolution, the two modes are evolving under a Gaussian thermal envi-

ronment according to the master equation (16), and the final output state is given by the covariance

matrix (28).

In this work, we choose a two-mode squeezed rotated displaced thermal state as an input state,

which is the most general two-mode state, with the initial squeezing parameter r, the rotation angle

θ, and the initial displacement α that is a parameter characterizing the coherent light. The matrix

density of this input state is given by

ρ̂inp = D̂2(α)R̂2 (θ) Ŝ2(r) (ρ̂th ⊗ ρ̂th) Ŝ2(r)
†R̂2(θ)

†D̂2(α)†, (25)
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where Ŝ2(r) = exp
(

r
(

â†1â
†
2 − â1â2

))

is the two mode squeezing operator with the squeezed param-

eter r, and R̂2 (θ) = exp
(

θ
(

a†1a2 − a1a
†
2

))

is the two-mode rotation operator in the phase space,

with the rotation angle θ. It also corresponds to the Beamer splitter that is characterized by the

transmissivity τ = cos2 θ. The two-mode displacement operator D̂2 is given such as D̂2 (α) =

exp
(

α1â
†
1 − α∗

1â1 + α2â
†
2 − α∗

2â2

)

, with the parameter α. In Eq. (25), ρ̂th denote the thermal state,

which is given by

ρ̂th =
∑

n

n̄n

(n̄+ 1)n+1 |n〉〈n|, (26)

where n̄i = Tr
(

ρ̂thâi
†âi
)

is the mean number of photons in ith bosonic mode, which is expressed in

terms of the temperature effect as n̄i =
(

eβ − 1
)−1

. At zero temperature limits, the two-mode thermal

state becomes the two-mode pure vacuum state.

From Eq. (25), one can easily check that the corresponding Wigner function or characteristic function

is Gaussian with the covariance matrix

σinp = R̂2(θ)Ŝ2(r) (2n̄1 + 1) 12×2 ⊕ (2n̄2 + 1) 12×2Ŝ2(r)
†R̂2(θ)

† (27)

where R̂2(θ) and Ŝ2(r) are the symplectic transformations related, respectively, to the squeezing and

rotation operators. The two-mode bosonic system evolves under a noisy Gaussian non-unitary channel,

and it is described by the master equation (10). The corresponding Winger representation is given in

terms of the covariance matrix

σout(t) = e−γt
(

Uϕ
A ⊕ 1B

)

σinp
(

Uϕ
A ⊕ 1B

)†
+
(

1− e−γt
)

σ∞. (28)

Since the considered environment is Gaussian type and when the squeezing parameter of baths vanishes,

the diffusion matrix σ∞ is diagonal and takes the following form

σ∞ = (2n̄1 + 1)12×2 ⊕ (2n̄2 + 1)12×2. (29)

Now, we arrive at the study of the degree of entanglement and the quantum correlation between

the two output modes. These modes are described by the covariance matrix given in Eq. (28). In the

accomplishments of this study, we employ two divers quantifiers: Gaussian interferometer power (GIP)

and the Gaussian entanglement of formation (EoF). The results obtained numerically are presented in

the different figures below. The different figures are plotted in terms of the various parameters of the

initial state. In addition, to clarify the dynamic of quantum correlations during the interaction with

the environment, we plotted the temporal evolution behavior of Gaussian interferometer power and

the Gaussian entanglement of formation.
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Figure 2: The plot of Gaussian interferometric power and Gaussian entanglement of formation, for

a two-mode output state, as a function of the rotation angle θ. Fig. (2a) represents the behavior of

GIP as a function of θ for the different values of time t, with n̄1 = n̄2 = 0, 5 is the mean number of a

photon of the Gaussian environment, and the initial squeezing parameter taking the value 0.3. Fig.

(2b) represents the dynamic of EoF as a function of θ for the different values of time t, with

n̄1 = n̄2 = 0, 5 is the mean number of a photon of the Gaussian environment, and the initial

squeezing parameter taking the value r = 1, 2. This value is greater than the one used for GIP. This

is due to the fact that EoF is not able to capture the existence of a quantum correlation when r takes

small values. This issue is discussed in Fig. (3). In our plots, we take the overall damping rate

parameter at Γ = 1.

In Fig. (2), we depict the temporal behavior of the evolution GIP and EoF versus the initial

rotation angle θ for various values of the time interaction with the Gaussian environment t. From the

results reported in this figure, it is clear that the maximum amount of GIP and EoF is obtained when

θ = π
2 (1 + k) with k ∈ Z, and for small values of time t. In addition, the two behavior are similar

and changes periodically as the periodic functions of period θ = π/2. This indicates that the output

state contains more amount of quantum correlations, especially for lower values of time t and when

θ = π
2 (1 + k). We notice that the increase in time interaction with the Gaussian environment tends,

in fact, to reduce the quantum correlations in the system. We also note that the results obtained by

using GIP are plotted when the initial squeezing parameter is r = 0, 3. Whereas those obtained by

EoF are plotted when the initial squeezing parameter is r = 1, 2. To clarify this difference, we will

plot, in Fig. (3), the two behavior of GIP and EoF as the function of the initial squeezing parameter

r.
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Figure 3: The plot of Gaussian interferometric power and Gaussian entanglement of formation, for

a two-mode output state, as a function of the initial squeezing parameter r. Fig. (3a) represents the

behavior of GIP as a function of r for the different values of time t, with n̄1 = n̄2 = 0, 5 is the mean

number of a photon of the Gaussian environment, and the initial rotation angle takes π/2. Fig. (3b)

represents the behavior of EoF as a function of r for the different values of time t, with

n̄1 = n̄2 = 0, 5 is the mean number of a photon of the Gaussian environment, and the initial rotation

angle π/2. In this plots, we take the overall damping rate parameter at Γ = 1.

Let us now analyze the behavior of quantum correlations measured by GIP beyond the quantum

entanglement measured by EoF when we vary the initial squeezing parameter r for various values of

time t. As depicted in Fig. (3a) and Fig. (3b), it is obvious that the GIP and EoF have exhibited

similar behavior as a function of r for the various values of time t. Moreover, in the limit when r takes

the smallest values, it is easy to see that the GIP can capture the presence of quantum correlations in

comparison with EoF. Indeed, in the limit when r takes values between 0 and 1, the EoF indicates the

absence of quantum correlations, despite the condition that the two modes are correlated whenever

the squeezing parameter is different from zero and in the limit of r → ∞, we have an ideal entangled

state with perfect correlations. One can interpret this by the weakness of EoF compared to GIP. That

is clarified in the following Figure (Fig. (4)), in which we will plot the temporal dynamic behavior of

GIP and EoF as function of time interaction.
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Figure 4: The plot of Gaussian interferometric power and Gaussian entanglement of formation, for

a two-mode output state, as functions of the interaction time t with the Gaussian environment. Fig.

(4a) represents the dynamic behavior of GIP as a function of time t for the different values of the

initial squeezing parameter r, with n̄1 = n̄2 = 0, 5 is the mean number of a photon of the Gaussian

environment, and the rotation angle is fixed as θ = π/2. Fig. (4b) represents the dynamic behavior of

EoF as a function of time t for the different values of the initial squeezing parameter r with

n̄1 = n̄2 = 0, 5 is the mean number of a photon of the Gaussian environment, and the rotation angle

is fixed as θ = π/2. The overall damping rate parameter takes Γ = 1.

In Fig. (4), we depict the dynamics behavior of the GIP and EoF as a function of the interaction

time with the Gaussian environment. From the results plotted in Fig. (4a) and Fig. (4a), we notice

that, in the limit of the period of interaction time t, the GIP and the EoF are able to qualify the degree

of quantum correlations and quantum entanglement between the output modes. That is typically due

to restriction of the effect of the Gaussian environment. While, in the increases of interaction time

with the environment, the amount of correlation detected by EoF tends to zero. This fact is due to

the influence imposed by the Gaussian environment. Furthermore, the behavior dynamics temporal of

the GIP shows its robustness against the effects of the Gaussian environment. This can be interpreted

by the desired property that characterizes the GIP, which is a discord-type quantifier.

5 Conclusion

Quantum Gaussian states and their operations are at the heart of quantum information processing with

continuous variables. The fundamental reason for this importance is that the vacuum state of quantum

electrodynamics is itself a Gaussian state, which leads to its use in various quantum information pro-

cessing tasks. Therefore, it is of special importance to examine and analyze the quantum correlations

in Gaussian states, particularly quantum entanglement and quantum discord. In this work, we have

presented a schema devoted to analyze the general non-classical correlations in continuous variable

Gaussian noise channels, using bipartite Gaussian states as probes. We have described the quantum

correlations of the two-mode Gaussian states under the Gaussian thermal environment by evaluating

12



the Gaussian interferometric power (GIP) and Gaussian entanglement of formation (EoF). The dy-

namics of these quantifiers were described in terms of the covariance matrix for Gaussian input states

and the interaction time with the Gaussian thermal environment. The comparison of these quantizers

shows that GIP is able to capture a non-classical feature beyond the quantum entanglement that is

evaluated by EoF. This non-classical feature is quantum correlation which reflects the robustness of

GIP to withstand the noisy environment compared with EoF.

The data availability statement

No additional data available
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