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Jarom��r Fiur�a�sek1 and Nicolas J. Cerf2

1
Departm ent ofO ptics,Palack�y University,17. listopadu 50,77200 O lom ouc,Czech Republic
2
Q uIC,Ecole Polytechnique, CP 165,Universit�e Libre de Bruxelles, 1050 Brussels,Belgium

W einvestigatetheasym m etricG aussian cloning ofcoherentstateswhich producesM copiesfrom

N input replicas,such that the �delity ofallcopies m ay be di�erent. W e show that the optim al

asym m etric G aussian cloning can be perform ed with a single phase-insensitive am pli�er and an

array ofbeam splitters. W e obtain a sim ple analyticalexpression characterizing the setofoptim al

asym m etric G aussian cloning m achines.

PACS num bers:03.67.-a,03.67.H k,42.50.-p

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theperfectcopyingofunknown quantum statesisfor-

bidden by the linearity ofquantum m echanics[1]. This

observation lies at the heart ofnovelquantum com m u-

nication protocols, such as quantum key distribution

(Q K D) which allows the provably secure sharing of a

secret key between two distant partners (see,e.g.,[2]).

Any eavesdropping on a Q K D system introduces noise

into the transm ission,which can be detected by the le-

gitim ateusers.Theoptim alindividualeavesdroppingat-

tackson m any Q K D protocolsconsistoftheoptim al(ap-

proxim ate)copyingofthequantum statestransm itted in

the channel,whereonecopy issentto the legitim atere-

ceiverwhile the othercopy is keptby the eavesdropper

and m easured upon at a later stage. After the sem inal

paper by Bu�zek and Hillery [3], where the concept of

universalquantum cloning m achine wasintroduced,the

issue ofquantum copying hasattracted considerable at-

tention (see,e.g.,[4,5]). This e�ort culm inated in the

recentyearswith theexperim entaldem onstration ofop-

tim al1 ! 2 cloning m achines for polarization states of

photonsbased eitheron param etricam pli�cation [6,7,8]

oron thesym m etrization ofthem ultiphoton stateon an

array ofbeam splitters[9,10].The lattertechniquewas

also exploited lately to realize the universalsym m etric

cloning m achine for qubits that produces three clones

[11].

In applicationssuch asQ K D,oneisoften interested in

asym m etric cloning where the �delitiesofthe clonesare

di�erent.Thisisindeed necessary to study thetrade-o�

between theinform ation gained by theeavesdropperand

the noise detected by the legitim ate users. The optim al

1 ! 2 asym m etriccloning ofqubitsand quditshasbeen

studied in detail[12,13,14]and very recently an exper-

im entaldem onstration of1 ! 2 asym m etric cloning of

polarization statesofphotons[15]based on partialtele-

portation [16]was reported. G oing beyond two copies,

m ultipartite asym m etriccloning m achineshavebeen in-

troduced in [17],which produce M copieswith di�erent

�delitiesFj (j= 1;� � � M ).Severalexam plesofsuch m ul-

tipartite asym m etric clonersfor qubits and qudits were

presented in [18,19].

In thecontextoftherapid developm entofquantum in-

form ation processing with continuousvariables[20],the

cloning ofcoherent states has been extensively studied

overthe lastyears[21,22]. Itwasshown thatthe opti-

m alN ! M sym m etriccloningofopticalcoherentstates

thatpreservestheG aussian shapeoftheW ignerfunction

can beaccom plished with thehelp ofa phase-insensitive

am pli�erfollowed by an array ofbeam splittersthatdis-

tributes the am pli�ed signalinto M m odes [23,24]. It

is also possible to exploit the o�-resonant interaction

oflight beam s with atom ic ensem bles and perform the

cloning ofcoherent states into an atom ic m em ory [25].

Thecloningofa�nitedistribution ofcoherentstateswas

studied [26],and a reversalofcloning by m eansoflocal

operationsand classicalcom m unication wassuggested in

[27].

O n theexperim entalside,the1! 2 optim alG aussian

cloning ofcoherent states oflight was recently dem on-

strated in [28]. There,the phase-insensitive opticalam -

pli�er was replaced with a clever com bination ofbeam

splitters, hom odyne detection, and feedforward,which

e�ectively sim ulated theam pli�cation process.Usingho-

m odyne detectorswith very low electronic noise,itwas

possible to achieve a cloning �delity ofabout65% ,very

closeto the theoreticalm axim um of2=3.In anotherex-

perim ent,the1 ! 2telecloningofcoherentstatesoflight

wasalso realized [29].

In this paper,we extend the concept ofm ultipartite

asym m etric cloning to continuousvariablesand present

the optim alm ultipartite asym m etric G aussian cloning

m achinesforcoherentstates. These devicesproduce M

approxim ate replicas ofthe coherent state j�i from N

input replicas,such that the �delity Fj ofeach clone is

generally di�erent,and,fora given setofF1;:::;FM � 1,

the�delity oftheM -th cloneFM isthem axim um possi-

ble.Them ulticopy asym m etric1 ! M cloning ofcoher-

entstate waspreviously studied by Ferraro and Parisin

thecontextoftelecloning [30].Here,werigorously prove

that their schem e is optim al,and present a generic op-

tim alasym m etric cloning m achine forany num berN of

inputreplicas,aswellasitsopticalim plem entation.W e

also considerthe related problem ofthe optim alpartial

stateestim ation ofcoherentstates.

The restofthe paperisstructured asfollows.In Sec-

tion II,we present an opticalcloning schem e based on
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phase-insensitiveam pli�cation and passivelinearoptics.

W e also derive the trade-o� between the �delities (or,

equivalently,added therm alnoises),which fully charac-

terizesthe classofthe optim alm ultipartite asym m etric

G aussian cloners.In Section III,wedescribean alterna-

tivecloningschem ewheretheam pli�cation isreplacedby

m easurem entand feedforward.In Section IV,weshortly

discuss the relationship between the optim alasym m et-

riccloning and optim alpartialm easurem entofcoherent

states. Then,the proofofthe optim ality ofthe asym -

m etric cloning m achine is given in Section V.Finally,

Section VIcontainsa briefsum m ary and conclusions.

II. A SY M M ET R IC G A U SSIA N C LO N IN G O F

C O H ER EN T STA T ES

In what follows, we restrict ourselves to G aussian

cloning transform ations. Note that it has been found

in [31]thattheoptim al1 ! 2 cloning transform ation for

coherentstates(i.e. the transform ation thatm axim izes

the single-clone�delity)isin factnon-G aussian,though

the gain in �delity is tiny. Nevertheless,it should be

stressed that,while thisnon-G aussian cloneris optim al

in term sof�delity,itaddsm ore noise to the clones(as

m easured by thequadraturevariances)than theoptim al

G aussian cloner.In potentialapplicationsofcloningsuch

aseavesdroppingon Q K D protocolswith coherentstates

and hom odyne detection [32,33],one isoften interested

in m inim izing the quadrature variance. In such a case,

the G aussian cloning turns out to be the m ost danger-

ousattack [34]. Finding the m ultipartite generalization

ofasym m etricG aussian cloning isthereforea very inter-

esting question.

As we willprove in Section V,the optim alG aussian

cloning m achine has the sim ple structure depicted in

Fig.1, which is a direct generalization of the 1 ! 2

asym m etriccloner[24].Thesignalcontained in N input

replicasofthe coherentstate j�iis�rstcollected into a

singlem odeby an array ofN � 1 unbalanced beam split-

ters [23,24]. After this,a single m ode a carriesallthe

signal,and isin a coherentstate j
p
N �i. This m ode is

senton an unbalanced beam splitterBS with am plitude

transm ittance tand reectance r,which dividesthe sig-

nalinto two m odesa and b1. M ode a isthen am pli�ed

in a phase-insensitive am pli�er(NO PA)with am plitude

gain g. The m odes a and b1 togetherwith M � 2 aux-

iliary m odesbj,with j = 2;:::;M � 1,are com bined in

a passive linearM -portinterferom eterIF whose output

m odes contain the M clones. The interferom eteris de-

signed in such a way thatthatthe coherentcom ponent

in each outputm odeisequalto�.In theHeisenbergpic-

ture,the overallinput-outputtransform ation describing

the clonerdepicted in Fig.1 reads

aj =
1

p
N
a+

M � 1X

k= 1

�jk bk +
p
njc

y
; (1)

FIG .1:O ptim alG aussian N ! M fully asym m etric cloning

ofcoherentstates.See textfordetails.

wherecy isthe creation operatorofthe idlerportofthe

am pli�er and bk are the annihilation operators of the

M � 1 auxiliary m odes, initially in the vacuum state.

Here,nj representsthe am ountofnoise added to the j-

th clone,and the�jk coe�cientsarechosen in such away

thatthe canonicalcom m utation relationsareconserved.

Itfollowsfrom the canonicaltransform ations(1)that

each clone is in a m ixed G aussian state with coherent

am plitude � and added therm alnoise characterized by

a m ean num beroftherm alphotonsnj. The Husim iQ -

function ofthej-th clonereads,

Q j(�)=
1

�(nj + 1)
exp

�

�
j� � �j2

nj + 1

�

: (2)

The�delity ofthej-th cloneisproportionalto thevalue

ofthe Husim iQ -function at � = �,and is therefore a

m onotonicfunction ofthe added therm alnoise,

Fj =
1

1+ nj
: (3)

The cloning is covariant and isotropic,i.e.,the �delity

does not depend on the input state j�i and the added

noise is the sam e for each quadrature. These are natu-

ralconditions that the optim alcloning m achine should

satisfy.

Theshot-noiselim ited am pli�cation isgoverned by the

transform ation

aout = g(ta� rb1)+
p
g2 � 1cy (4)

and thetotalm ean num beroftherm alphotonsproduced

during theam pli�cation isntot = g2� 1.Sincethelinear

interferom eterdoesnotadd any noise,we have

g =
p
1+ ntot; (5)

where ntot =
P M

j= 1
nj. The totalintensity ofthe coher-

entsignalafteram pli�cation isN (r2 + g2t2)j�j2,which
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should beequalto M j�j2 ifwerequirethecoherentcom -

ponentofeach cloneto beequalto �.From this,wecan

determ ine the transm ittanceofBS,nam ely

t=

r
M � N

ntotN
: (6)

Them ultipletsofnj cannotbearbitrary.Indeed,theM -

portinterferom eterIF in Fig.1 isdescribed by a unitary

m atrix V ,such that aj =
P M � 1

j= 1
vjkbk + vjM aout. The

unitarity ofV im posesa constrainton nj which can be

expressed as

 
MX

k= 1

p
nk

! 2

= (M � N )

0

@

MX

j= 1

nj + 1

1

A : (7)

This form ula provides a sim ple analyticalparam etriza-

tion ofthesetofoptim alN ! M m ultipartiteasym m et-

ricG aussian cloning m achinesforcoherentstates.

In the specialcase ofa 1 ! 2 asym m etric G aussian

cloner,Eq.(7)reducesto

n1 n2 = (1=2)2 ; (8)

which coincideswith the no-cloning uncertainty relation

that was displayed in [22, 24]. (Note that 1/2 corre-

spondshere to one shot-noise unit.) Interestingly,ifwe

considera 1 ! 3 clonerand assign to the�rsttwo clones

the �delity ofthe optim al1 ! 2 sym m etric cloner,that

is,n1 = n2 = 1=2,we obtain by solving Eq.(7)thatthe

noise ofthe third clone is not in�nite,n3 = 2. As no-

ticed in [18],thism eansthatsom equantum inform ation

rem ains available beyond the one contained in the two

clones(itactually correspondsto theinform ation hidden

in the anticlone). In the case where N = 1 but M is

arbitrary,we recoverthe expression thatwasderived by

Ferraro and Paris[30]. Finally,note thatifone clone is

perfect,e.g.,nM = 0,then Eq.(7) is transform ed into

the sam e equation butfora (N � 1)! (M � 1)cloner,

which m eansthatoneoftheinputreplicasissim ply redi-

rected to theperfectclonewhilethecloning oftheN � 1

rem aining input replicas into the M � 1 other clones is

sim ply governed by the sam erelation.

III. O P T IM A L A SY M M ET R IC C LO N IN G V IA

M EA SU R EM EN T A N D FEED FO RW A R D

In the experim ental dem onstration of the optim al

cloning of coherent states of light carried out in [28],

the am pli�cation in a phase-insensitiveam pli�erwasre-

placed by a clevercom bination ofa partialm easurem ent

and feedforward thate�ectively sim ulatesthe am pli�ca-

tion process.Sincean am pli�erofarbitrarygain gcan be

im plem ented in thisway [35],theschem eshown in Fig.1

can bestraightforwardly transform ed into a setup which

involves only passive linear optics,balanced hom odyne

FIG . 2: Setup for the m ultipartite asym m etric G aussian

cloningofcoherentstatesusinghom odynedetection and feed-

forward.

detection and coherent displacem ent ofthe beam s pro-

portionalto the m easurem ent outcom es. The resulting

con�guration isillustrated in Fig.2.

W e assum ethatallavailablesignalhasbeen collected

into a single m ode a which isthusin the coherentstate

j
p
N �i. The beam isdivided into two partson a beam

splitter BSg with am plitude transm ittance ~t and re-

ectance~r.Thereected partisfed intoaheterodynede-

tectorconsistingofabalanced beam splitterwhoseauxil-

iary inputportcisin thevacuum stateand twobalanced

hom odynedetectorsBHD m easuringthex and pquadra-

tures,respectively.Thisdetectore�ectivelym easuresthe

operatoro= ~ra+ ~tb+ cy.Theportion ofthebeam trans-

m itted through BSg,characterized by ~ta� ~rb,isdivided

into M m odes aj by an array ofM � 1 beam splitters

with reectances rk. Each m ode ak is then coherently

displaced by am ountgjo,wheregj istheelectronicgain

ofthe corresponding feed forward. The added therm al

noisein theoutputm odeaj readsnj = g2j,which im m e-

diately �xesallelectronicgains,

gj =
p
nj: (9)

Asshown in [35],the opticalam pli�cation gain g isob-

tained in thefeed-forward equivalentschem eifthebeam

is split on a beam splitter with reectance
p
1� 1=g2,

and the reected part is heterodyne m easured. Since

in the schem e ofFig.1 only an (am plitude) fraction t

ofthe input beam a is actually am pli�ed,we see that

by replacing the am pli�er with a beam splitter of re-

ectance
p
1� 1=g2, the fraction of the beam that is

sent to the heterodyne detector is t
p
1� 1=g2. Thus,

in Fig.2,the reectance ofthe beam splitterBSg m ust

be ~r= t
p
1� 1=g2,which yields

~r=

s

M � N

(1+ ntot)N
: (10)
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It rem ains to determ ine the reectances rk ofthe �nal

array ofbeam splitters.They are�xed by the condition

that the coherent am plitude ofeach clone is �. After

som ealgebra we�nd that

rj =

p
1+ ntot�

p
(M � N )nj

p
(2+ ntot)N � M

j� 1Y

k= 1

(1� r
2
k)

� 1=2
: (11)

From thisform ula,allrk’scan becalculated in an itera-

tiveway,starting from r1 [which isgiven by Eq.(11)for

j= 1 with the productoverk replaced by 1].

IV . O P T IM A L C LO N IN G A N D O P T IM A L

PA R T IA L EST IM A T IO N O F C O H ER EN T STA T ES

There is a close relationship between optim alcloning

and optim alstate estim ation. An interesting scenario

thatrecently attracted a lotofattention consistsin the

partialestim ation ofa state,which yields the classical

estim ate ofthe state aswellas the perturbed quantum

state [37,38,39,40,41,42]. According to the factthat

in the lim itofan in�nite num berofcopies,the optim al

cloning becom es equivalent to optim alstate estim ation

[36], this optim alpartialestim ation can be viewed as

a lim iting case ofan asym m etric cloning producing one

(quantum )copywith �delity F and in�nitely m any(clas-

sical) copies with �delity G [17]. From the analytical

form ula (7),we can thus rigorously derive the optim al

trade-o� between the �delities F and G in the partial

G aussian estim ation ofcoherentstates.W esetn1 = nF ,

n2 = n3 = :::= nM = nG and take the lim itM ! 1 ,

which resultsin

nG =
(nF + 1)2

4nF
: (12)

In the lim itofan undisturbed quantum copy (nF = 0),

wehavean in�nitely noisy stateestim ation,asexpected.

W ealso notethatnF = nG = 1 isa solution ofEq.(12),

which correspondsto theoptim al(full)estim ation ofco-

herent states. Equation (12) also translates in the fol-

lowing relation between the �delities,

G =
4F (1� F )

4F (1� F )+ 1
: (13)

Thisagreeswith the trade-o� derived in [37]which con-

�rm sthattheexperim entally dem onstrated partialm ea-

surem entofcoherentstatesin thatwork wasindeed op-

tim alam ong allG aussian strategies. Note thatusing a

non-G aussian protocolaslightly bettertrade-o�between

F and G could be achieved [43].

V . P R O O F O F O P T IM A LIT Y

In what follows,we willprove the optim ality ofthe

asym m etricclonerde�ned in Secs.IIand III.Letus�rst

note that the �delities are m onotonic functions of nj,

so that instead ofm axim izing the �delities Fj we can

equivalently m inim ize the added therm alnoise nj. The

design oftheoptim alclonercan bethusrephrased asthe

m inim ization ofa costfunction [17]

C (nj)=

MX

j= 1

xjnj; (14)

which is a linear convex m ixture of nj, xj > 0. The

ratiosofthecoe�cientsx j controltheasym m etry ofthe

cloning m achine.

The m ost general G aussian operation is a trace-

preserving G aussian com pletely positive (CP)m ap [21],

and wehaveto m inim ize(14)overallsuch m aps.Atthe

levelofcovariancem atrices,theG aussian CP m ap acts

as

out = SinS
T + G : (15)

The covariance m atrix ofN m odes is de�ned as jk =

h�r j�r k + �r k�r ji,where r = (x1;:::;xN ;p1 :::;pN )

isthevectorofquadratureoperators,[xj;pk]= i�jk.The

�rstm om entstransform undertheG aussian CP m ap ac-

cording to hrouti= Shrini.

Them atricesS and G m ustsatisfy thecom pleteposi-

tivity constraint

A � G + iK � 0; K = JM out
� SJM in

S
T
; (16)

wherethe m atrix

iJM = i

�
0 I

� I 0

�

; (17)

com prisesthecom m utatorsofthequadratureoperators,

whileI denotestheidentity m atrix ofdim ension M ,and

M in and M outarethenum berofinputand outputm odes,

respectively. The cloning m achine ofinterest has e�ec-

tively only a single input m ode a (as we collect the N

inputsignalsinto a single m ode)and M outputm odes,

so thatM in = 1 and M out = M .The M � 2 m atrix S is

�xed by the condition thatthe �rstm om entsshould be

preserved by cloning.W e get

S
T =

1
p
N

�
1 1 ::: 1 0 0 ::: 0

0 0 ::: 0 1 1 ::: 1

�

: (18)

W ehavetom inim izeC (nj)overthesetofallG aussian

com pletelypositivem aps(15)with them atrixS given by

(18),thatis,we have to optim ize overallG ’ssatisfying

(16).Clearly,ifG 1 and G 2 satisfy (16),then any convex

com bination pG 1 + (1� p)G 2 with p 2 [0;1]also does.

Thus,wehaveaconvexoptim ization problem .M oreover,

since nj = (G jj + G M + j;M + j + 2=N � 2)=4, the cost

function (14)islinearin them atrixelem entsofG .Hence,

the problem am ountsto m inim izing

~C (G )=

MX

j= 1

xj(G jj + G M + j;M + j) (19)
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undertheconstraints(16),which isan instanceofalinear

sem ide�nite program [44]. W e shallnow provethe opti-

m ality of(1)by deriving a lowerbound on ~C (G )which

issaturated by (1).

The speci�c feature ofthe transform ation (1) is that

only a single creation operatorcy isadm ixed to the an-

nihilation operators.Thisoperatorisresponsibleforthe

added noise in cloning. Since allm odes are initially in

coherent states, the norm ally ordered m om ents of the

operatorsaj forthe clonescan be easily calculated,

h�a j�a ki= h�a
y

j�a
y

k
i= 0;

h�a
y

j�a ki=
p
njnk:

The covariance m atrix ofthe M clonesisthen fully de-

term ined by the added noisesnj,

out =

�
I+ 2F 0

0 I+ 2F

�

; (20)

where F is a sym m etric M � M m atrix with elem ents

Fjk =
p
njnk.Since the m atrix S is�xed and the input

state ofthe cloner is a coherent state with covariance

m atrix in = I,the m atrix G opt corresponding to trans-

form ation (1) can be determ ined from Eq. (15). This

yields

G opt =

�
I+ 2F � 1

N
H 0

0 I+ 2F � 1

N
H

�

; (21)

whereH isa m atrix whoseelem entsareallequalto one,

H jk = 1.

Since the transform ation (1) can be associated with

a CP m ap,the m atrix G opt m ust satisfy the inequality

(16).Forthe particularS m atrix (18),thisgives

A opt �

 
I+ 2F � 1

N
H i(I� 1

N
H )

� i(I� 1

N
H ) I+ 2F � 1

N
H

!

� 0 (22)

W e can transform the m atrix A opt to a block-diagonal

form with the help ofthe unitary m atrix

U =
1
p
2

�
I iI

iI I

�

; (23)

which gives U A optU
y = diag(2F + 2I � 2H =N ;2F ),so

thatthere rem ainsto prove thatF + I� H =N � 0 and

F � 0. The m atrices F and H both have rank one,

and can be written in Dirac notation as F = jfihfj,

where jfi =
P M

j= 1

p
njjji, and H = jhihhj, where

jhi=
P M

j= 1
jji.Thecondition F � 0 issatis�ed by de�-

nition,whilesolvingF + I� H =N � 0yieldsthenontrivial

constrainton nj’s. Actually,itissu�cientto check the

latter positivity condition in the two-dim ensionalsub-

space spanned by the (un-norm alized) vectors jfi and

jhi,and onecan provethatitisindeed satis�ed provided

thatEq.(7)holds.

W e now derivea tightlowerbound on ~C (G ),which is

saturatedby(1).Supposethatwe�nd apositivesem idef-

inite m atrix Z � 0 such thatitsatis�esthe conditions

Tr[ZG ]= ~C (G ) (24)

and

Z A opt � Z(G opt+ iK )= 0; (25)

whereiK = iJM � iSJ1S
T .Then,theG aussian CP m ap

with m atrixG opt istheoptim alonethatm inim izes ~C (G ).

Since for every adm issible G we have G + iK � 0,it

followsfrom Z � 0thatTr[Z(G + iK )]� 0,which im plies

that ~C (G )� � iTr[ZK ],8G .Equation (25)im pliesthat

thislowerbound issaturated by G opt,which istherefore

optim al.

The m atrix Z can be determ ined from Eqs. (24)and

(25).W e �nd that

Z =

�
X iY

� iY X

�

; (26)

where X = diag(x1;:::;xM )is �xed by Eq.(24),while

Y isa realsym m etric m atrix thatsatis�es

Y (I� N
� 1
H )+ X (I+ 2F � N

� 1
H )= 0;

X F = Y F ; (27)

asa consequence ofEq.(25). Note thatX > 0 by def-

inition because xj > 0. Since the m atrix I � N � 1H is

invertible,we can express the m atrix Y in term s ofX

using the �rstcondition of(27),

Y = � X [I+ 2F (I� (M � N )� 1H )]: (28)

The second condition of(27)isthen satis�ed forany X

provided that(7)holds.

In orderto furthersim plify the m atrix Y ,we need to

establish the relationship between xj and nj. W ithout

lossofgenerality,wecan restrictourselvesto thecloning

m achines that satisfy (7),and m inim ize the costC (nj)

underthe constraint(7). Using the standard m ethod of

Lagrange m ultipliers,we obtain the extrem alequations

forthe optim alnj’sfora given setofxj’s,

xj
p
nj � �(M � N )

p
nj + �

MX

k= 1

p
nk = 0: (29)

with � being the Lagrange m ultiplier. W ith the help of

theseform ulas,wecan show that

X F (I� (M � N )� 1H )=
1

�(M � N )
X F X ; (30)

so that

Y = � X �
2

�(M � N )
X F X : (31)
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The m atrix X F X is sym m etric,hence Y = Y T as re-

quired.

Thelaststep oftheproofisto show thatthem atrix Z

ispositive sem ide�nite. W e �rstapply a transform ation

thatpreservesthe positivesem ide�niteness, ~Z = V ZV y,

whereV = diag(X � 1=2;X � 1=2),

~Z =

 
I � iI� i2�X 1=2F X 1=2

iI+ i2�X 1=2F X 1=2 I

!

;

where � = 1=(�(M � N )). W e m ultiply Eq.(31) with

X � 1 and takethe trace,so we�nd that

�Tr[X 1=2
F X

1=2]= � 1; (32)

where we m ade use of Eq. (7). Since F is propor-

tionalto rank one projectorthe norm alization (32)im -

plies that �X 1=2F X 1=2 = � j�ih�j � � �, where j�i

is a norm alized realvector, h�j�i = 1. W e can con-

vert ~Z to block diagonal form with the unitary (23),

U ~ZU y = diag(2�;2I� 2�),which is obviously positive

sem ide�nite. This concludes the proofofoptim ality of

the cloning m achine(1).

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we have proposed a m ultipartite asym -

m etricG aussiancloningm achineforcoherentstates.The

m achine produces M approxim ate copies ofa coherent

state from N replicas ofthis state in such a way that

each copy can have a di�erent �delity. A sim ple ana-

lyticalform ula characterizing the set ofoptim alG aus-

sian asym m etriccloning m achineshasbeen derived,and

it was shown that the asym m etric cloning can be real-

ized by am plifying ofa partofthe inputsignalfollowed

by m ixing the am pli�ed signaland the bypasssignalto-

getherwith auxiliary vacuum m odeson an arrayofbeam

splitterswith carefully chosen transm ittances.An alter-

nate im plem entation isalso described,where the am pli-

�erisreplaced by a passiveopticalcircuitsupplem ented

with feedforward.W ehopethatourstudyofm ultipartite

asym m etric cloning willtriggerfurtherinvestigationsof

optim alquantum inform ation distribution in continuous-

variablequantum com m unication networks.
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