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The homodyne detection is one of the most basic tools for identifying the quantum state of
light. It has been used to detect useful non-local properties, such as entanglement for the quantum
teleportation and distillability of a secret key in quantum key distribution. In so doing, the detection
scheme employs a bright optical pulse, called the local oscillator (LO) pulse, and the LO pulse is
usually transmitted along with the signal pulses. The LO pulse is presumed to be a coherent state
with an infinite intensity. However, it is difficult in practice to hold this presumption owing to noise
in the optical transmission channels or an intervention by a malicious third party. As a result, the
implementation may no longer be the homodyne detection, and those outcomes may merely disguise
successful detection of entanglement or a secret key. Here, we present an alternative scheme that
works as the homodyne detection to detect the non-local properties of light in a verifiable manner,
without any presumption for the LO pulses. This scheme is essentially based on the same setup as
the conventional implementation for the homodyne detection. This result contributes to close any
possible loophole in the homodyne detection caused by the deviation from the ideal LO pulses.

I. INTRODUCTION

The homodyne detection is implemented by making
the signal light interfere with the local oscillator (LO)
pulse in a coherent state with an (ideally infinitely)
large amplitude. This way, many fundamental exper-
iments [1–18], ranging from the field of quantum op-
tics to quantum information, have successfully been per-
formed. In the continuous-variable quantum key distri-
bution (CVQKD), the homodyne detection is used to
generate a secret key by exploiting the infinite dimen-
sionality of light [19–23], which has already been ready
for practical use [24]. Therefore, the homodyne detection
is one of the most basic tools for detecting or utilizing
quantum properties of light, and its implementation is
the foundation of the optical quantum information pro-
cessing as well as exploring quantum optical phenomena.
Implemented exactly as the theory requires, the ho-

modyne detection can faithfully accomplish the tasks as
we expect. Unfortunately, however, the implementation
may be deviated from the ideal homodyne detection, es-
pecially when we use it for detecting non-local properties
of light. To see this, let us consider an example of a con-
ventional experiment to detect a non-local property of
light in Fig. 1(a) [2]. Here, separated parties, Alice and
Bob, argue that a non-local property of light sent by a
third party (Eve) is confirmed from the data obtained by

∗ go.kato@nict.nict.go.jp

the conventional implementation of the homodyne detec-
tion. This argument is true if the LO pulses from Eve are
not disturbed at all and the states are in the ideal states,
that is, a coherent state with an infinitely large ampli-
tude. However, this presumption is difficult to satisfy or
even impossible to verify in practice, owing to noise in the
transmission of the LO pulses or an intervention to the
LO pulses by an eavesdropper (perhaps by Eve herself).
Hence, the implementation is not robust against such a
disturbance and an imperfection, which could lead to a
loophole of the experimental demonstrations of entangle-
ment detection and CVQKD [25].
To make the implementation more robust, in [26] they

proposed to employ another LO pulse locally generated in
a coherent state at the receiver side. This local LO pulse
is made phase-locked to the received LO pulse through
an interferometric measurement, with an active feedfor-
ward technique. Thanks to this phase-locked local LO
pulse, this implementation guarantees that the employed
LO pulse is in a coherent state. However, besides the
complication in implementing the active feedfoward, the
intensity of the locally generated LO pulse is still finite
in contrast to what the theory requires. To make mat-
ters worse, this gap between the implementation and the
ideal homodyne measurement is not quantified, opening
up the room of disguising the successful detection of en-
tanglement or a secret key.
In this paper, we present an implementation of the ho-

modyne detection for detecting non-local properties of
light without making any unverifiable presumption for
the LO pulses. Our main idea is explained as follows.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.10958v1
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FIG. 1. Test of a non-local property of light. Panel (a) shows Alice and Bob who employ the conventional homodyne detection
scheme to check the existence of non-locality for the input signals. The conventional homodyne detection is composed of an
optical switch (SW), a θ-phase shifter (θ-PS), a 50:50 beamsplitter (BS) and photodetectors. Unfortunately, “the successful
detection” of the non-local property using this system may not be reliable because the states of LO pulses are deviated from
the ideal ones owing to disturbances to the LO pulses. In contrast, if Alice and Bob employ the SHD composed of a local
“squashing” quantum operation Λsr→v and the ideal homodyne detection as in panel (b), the situation becomes different. If
the SHD informs Alice and Bob of the successful detection of the non-local property, this is so irrespectively of disturbances for
LO pulses, because the non-locality is confirmed by the ideal homodyne detection. Here, in the squashing quantum operation
Λsr→v, the signal pulse s and the LO pulse r are the input systems.

We start with introducing an idealized detection scheme
referred to as “squashing homodyne detection (SHD)”,
which is purely a theoretical measurement model and we
do not need to implement in reality. The SHD is com-
posed of a “squashing” quantum operation Λsr→v which
squashes two input modes sr, the signal light s and the
LO pulse r, into a single mode v, followed by the ideal
homodyne detection on the single mode v. Thanks to
the ideal homodyne detection in the SHD and the mono-
tonicity of entanglement under the squashing operation,
it can faithfully detect a non-local property of light (see
Fig. 1(b)). The implementation of the SHD itself is chal-
lenging, but fortunately, it turns out that an experimen-
tal setup close to the SHD can be implemented by slightly
modifying the conventional setup for the homodyne de-
tection. This approximated implementation is enough for
our purpose because our theory developed here allows us
to rigorously estimate the statistics which we could have
obtained if we had performed the SHD. This way, we can
estimate and confirm the non-local property using the
data obtained from our modified experimental setup. We
also derive analogous results applicable to implement the
heterodyne measurement by using LO pulses, rather than
homodyne measurement. Therefore, our work closes any
loophole in LO pulses by using practical devices, which
paves a way to accomplishing quantum information pro-
cessing in an unconditional manner.
This manuscript is structured as follows. In the next

section, we define the SHD, and in Sec. III, we show
how to implement it with practical devices. In Sec. IV,
we present analytical formula that estimates how close
the SHD and the implemented SHD are. In Sec. V, we
present applications of our technique. The last section is
devoted to discussion and conclusions.

II. DEFINITION OF SHD

As we have mentioned, the SHD performs a squashing
operation Λsr→v which squashes the input of two modes
sr, the signal light s and the LO pulse r, in a state
ρ̂2 into a single mode v, and then applies to the single
mode v the ideal homodyne measurement to measure a
quadrature x̂v(θ) ∶= x̂v cosθ+p̂v sin θ, where x̂v and p̂v are
quadratures for mode v with [x̂v, p̂v] = i/2. Hence, the
probability with which the single mode v is found in an
eigenstate ∣x(θ)⟩v of the quadrature x̂v(θ) by the homo-
dyne measurement is given by v⟨x(θ)∣Λsr→v(ρ̂2)∣x(θ)⟩v.
The squashing operation Λsr→v is a completely positive
trace-preserving (CPTP) map defined by

Λsr→v(ρ̂2)
=
∞∑

m=0

m∑
n,n′=0

sr⟨n,m − n∣ρ̂2∣n′,m − n′⟩sr ∣n⟩vv⟨n′∣, (1)

where {∣l,m⟩sr}l,m=0,1,⋯ and {∣n⟩v}n=0,1,⋯ represent the
number states of the input two modes sr and the output
single mode v, respectively.
When the input state ρ̂2 is equal to ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣s ⊗ ∣βr⟩⟨βr ∣r

where ∣βr⟩r is a coherent state with a positive amplitude
βr in mode r and an arbitrary state ∣ψ⟩s = ∑n̄

n=0 νn∣n⟩s
with ∣βr ∣2 ≫ n̄ for a certain integer n̄, the output
Λsr→v(ρ̂2) is close to ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣s. Therefore, the SHD for
such an input state ρ̂2 = ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣s ⊗ ∣βr⟩⟨βr ∣r is approxi-
mately equivalent to the ideal homodyne detection for
the state ∣ψ⟩s, as shown in Fig. 2.
Similarly, the SHDs for any state ρ̂2N consisting of

N pairs of signal pulses and LO pulses can be de-
fined. That is, the probability with which the j-th
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FIG. 2. Closeness of the ideal homodyne detection,
the SHD, and our implementation of the SHD. We eval-
uate the expected value of an output and its square for
the three detectors when the input two-mode state is ρ̂2 =
∣αs⟩⟨αs∣s ⊗ ∣βr⟩⟨βr ∣r, where a signal pulse is in a coherent
state ∣αs⟩s with αs = 1.4 and a LO pulse is in a coher-
ent state ∣βr⟩r. Two black horizontal lines correspond to
the case of the ideal homodyne detection, i.e., Tr[(x̂s(0) ⊗

Î)ρ̂2] = 1.4 and Tr[(x̂s(0)
2 ⊗ Î)ρ̂2] = 1.42 + 1/4. The thin

(thick) red dotted line indicates the values for the SHD, i.e.,
Tr[x̂v(0)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] (Tr[x̂v(0)

2Λsr→v(ρ̂2)]). The thin (thick)
blue line represents the values for our implemented SHD, i.e.,
⟨z(0)⟩ρ̂2 (⟨z(0)2⟩ρ̂2). The yellow (skyblue) region describes
the region [⟨z(0)⟩ρ̂2 −0.525⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2 , ⟨z(0)⟩ρ̂2 +0.525⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2]
([⟨z(0)2⟩ρ̂2−0.162⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2 , ⟨z(0)

2⟩ρ̂2+1.085⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2]), which
is depicted by using our implemented SHD, and the
region must sandwich the target Tr[x̂v(0)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)]
(Tr[x̂(0)2Λsr→v(ρ̂2)]) according to Eq. (4) (Eq. (7)). This
figure implies that, if the photon number in the LO pulse is
more than a few hundred, the first and second moments of
the ideal homodyne detection are approximated by those of
the SHD, which are tightly bounded by expected values given
by the implementation of the SHD.

pair is found in an eigenstate ∣x(θj)⟩vj of a quadra-
ture x̂vj(θj) ∶= x̂vj cos θj + p̂vj sin θj—where x̂vj and
p̂vj are quadratures for the single output mode of the
squashing operation Λsjrj→vj for the j-th pair, with[x̂vj , p̂vj′ ] = iδj,j′/2 for the Kronecker’s delta δj,j′—

is given by (⊗j vj ⟨x(θj)∣)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)(⊗j ∣x(θj)⟩vj ) where
Λ⊗N ∶=⊗j Λsjrj→vj .

III. AN IMPLEMENTATION OF SHD

Our implementation close to the SHD (see Fig. 3(b)),
which is characterized by the parameter θ ∈ [0,2π),
is based on the experimental setup composed of 50:50
beamsplitters (BSs), a phase shifter, and photodetectors.
First, the LO pulse is subjected to a θ-phase shift, and
it splits into two pulses by a BS, one of which is directly
measured with a photodetector D0. Then, the signal
pulse and the other half of the LO pulse interfere with
each other by the other BS, followed by the detection
with photodetectors D1 and D2. Let nk(θ) be the num-

ber of photons detected by Dk (k ∈ {0,1,2}) for a se-
lection of θ. The outcome [27] of our implementation is
represented by

z(θ) ∶= n1(θ) − n2(θ)√
2(n1(θ) + n2(θ) + n0(θ) + 1) . (2)

In the followings, the expected value of the outcome for
the two-mode input ρ̂2 is expressed by ⟨z(θ)⟩ρ̂2

.
Having finished defining the SHD as well as explain-

ing its implementation, we have a remark below. The
outcome of this implementation for ∣ψ⟩s ⊗ ∣βr⟩r is simi-
lar to that of the ideal homodyne detector for the sig-
nal state ∣ψ⟩s if the LO pulse is in a coherent state∣βr⟩r with βr ≫ 0. In particular, for large βr, the dif-
ference n̂1(θ) − n̂2(θ) of the number operators n̂1(θ)
and n̂2(θ) for the pulses into the detectors D1 and

D2 is close to βr(âse−iθ + â†
se

iθ)/√2 = √2βrx̂s(θ) with
the annihilation operator âs and a quadrature x̂s(θ) ∶=(âse−iθ+â†

se
iθ)/2 for the signal pulse. On the other hand,

n̂1(θ) + n̂2(θ) + n̂0(θ) + 1 is approximated to β2
r because

n̂1(θ) + n̂2(θ) + n̂0(θ) is the total number of photons of
the signal pulse and the LO pulse, which can be ap-
proximated to β2

r when the intensity of the LO pulse is
large. Therefore, the expected value of ⟨z(θ)⟩ρ̂2

is close

to Tr [(x̂s(θ)⊗ Î)ρ̂2] in the case of ρ̂2 = ∣ψ⟩⟨ψ∣s⊗∣βr⟩⟨βr ∣r
with a strong LO pulse (see Fig. 2).
The SHDs on N pairs can be implemented in a similar

manner. That is, the setup for the implementation is
just to apply the SHD for a single pair repeatedly to
every pair, and the outcome for the j-th pair is defined
as

z(j)(θj) ∶= n
(j)
1 (θj) − n(j)2 (θj)√

2(n(j)1 (θj) + n(j)2 (θj) + n(j)0 (θj) + 1) , (3)

where n
(j)
k
(θj) is the number of photons detected by Dk

in the implementation for the j-th pair, and θj is the
parameter of the phase shifter in the implementation.

IV. CLOSENESS OF THE SHD AND ITS
IMPLEMENTATION

In this section, we explain our formula that estimates
the deviation between the SHD and our implementa-
tion. For this, we use several expected values, includ-
ing ones of the SHD Tr[x̂v(θ)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] and of our im-
plementation ⟨z(θ)⟩ρ̂2

. Also, we employ correlations de-
scribed by Tr[x̂vk(θk)x̂vl(θl)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)] in the SHD and

by ⟨z(k)(θk)z(l)(θl)⟩ρ̂2N
in our implementation. For each

of these values, we can obtain an upper bound on the dif-
ference between the SHD and its implementation. It is
noteworthy that these upper bounds can be statistically
evaluated from the data obtained from our implementa-
tion without any assumptions on the LO pulse, and the
obtained bounds turn out to be very small for a standard
input.
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FIG. 3. The squashing homodyne detection. The panel (a) indicates the ideal case, that is the SHD. The input state, a pair
of the signal pulse and the reference pulse, is squashed into a single-mode state with the squashing quantum operation Λsr→v

followed by ideal homodybe detection. The panel (b) indicates our implementation for the SHD. This is composed of 50:50
beamsplitters (BSs), a θ-phase shifter (θ-PS), and photodetectors. Without any assumption on the input state, we can confirm
the closeness in term of the statistics of the outcomes between the SHD and its implementation.

The upper bounds on the difference for a single pair in
state ρ̂2 can be expressed in the following form:

Theorem 1 For any two-mode input state ρ̂2, the devia-
tion between the expected values, Tr[x̂v(θ)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] in
the SHD and ⟨z(θ)⟩ρ̂2

in our implementation, is bounded
by

∣Tr[x̂v(θ)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] − ⟨z(θ)⟩ρ̂2
∣ ≤ 0.525⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2

, (4)

where ⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2
is the expected value of the quantity

dhom ∶= ∑
θ∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

fhom(n1(θ), n2(θ), n0(θ))
4(n1(θ) + n2(θ) + n0(θ) + 1) ,

(5)

for the input ρ̂2 with

fhom(n1, n2, n0) ∶= δ0,n0
[3
4
(n1 + n2)2 + 7

6
(n1 + n2) + 1

2
]

+ (n1 − n2)4
6(n0 + 1)(n0 + 2) . (6)

Also, for the square of the output, the deviation is
bounded as

− 0.162⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2

≤ Tr[x̂v(θ)2Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] − ⟨z(θ)2⟩ρ̂2

≤ 1.085⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2
, (7)

∣Tr[(x̂v(π/4)2 − x̂v(3π/4)2)Λsr→v(ρ̂)/2]
− (⟨z(π/4)2⟩

ρ̂
− ⟨z(3π/4)2⟩

ρ̂2

)/2∣
≤ 0.622⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2

. (8)

Note that (x̂v(π/4)2 − x̂v(3π/4)2)/2 = (x̂v p̂v + p̂vx̂v)/2.

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix D. x̂v(θ)2
with particular choices of θ = π/4,3π/4 is considered in
Eq. (8), to derive the expected value of (x̂vp̂v + p̂vx̂v)/2
which is used for evaluating the covariance matrix of
the state Λsr→v(ρ̂2), associated with various applications
(such as ones exemplified below).
In the experiment, we expect to have ⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2

≃ 0
for any state ρ̂2 when the number of photons in the LO
pulse is much larger than that in the signal pulse. For
example, following a similar approximation to estimate
n1(θ) − n2(θ) in the previous section, we have that if
the input state ρ̂2 is a pure state ∣αs⟩s⊗ ∣βr⟩r with a very
strong coherent state ∣βr⟩r and a very weak coherent state∣αs⟩s, we can find that Tr[fhom(n̂1(θ), n̂2(θ), n̂0(θ))ρ̂2]
is approximated to s⟨αs∣83(x̂s(θ)4∣αs⟩s, which implies⟨dhom⟩ρ̂2

is approximated to (∣αs∣4 + 11
6
∣αs∣2 + 2

3
)/∣βr ∣2 ∼ 0

(see Fig. 2). Therefore, Theorem 1 implies that our im-
plementation is very close to the SHD, and guarantees
that our implementation enables us to evaluate the co-
variance matrix of the state Λsr→v(ρ̂2) with high accu-
racy without any unverifiable assumption for the input
state.
Similarly, the upper bound of the difference of correla-

tions for N pairs of two input modes in a state ρ̂2N can
be expressed in the following form:

Theorem 2 For N pairs of two input modes in a
state ρ̂2N , the deviation between correlations described
by Tr[x̂vk(θk)x̂vl(θl)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)] in the SHDs and by⟨z(k)(θk)z(l)(θl)⟩ρ̂2N

in our implementations is bounded
by

∣Tr[x̂vk(θk)x̂vl(θl)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)] − ⟨z(k)(θk)z(l)(θl)⟩ρ̂2N
∣

≤ 0.605⟨d(k,l)
hom,hom

⟩ρ̂2N
, (9)
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where ⟨d(k,l)
hom,hom

⟩ρ̂2N
is an expected value of the quantity

d
(k,l)
hom,hom

∶= ∑
θ,θ′∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

f
(k)
hom
(θ)g(l)

hom
(θ′)

16(N (k)
hom
(θ) + 1)

+ ∑
θ,θ′∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

f
(l)
hom
(θ)g(k)

hom
(θ′)

16(N (l)
hom
(θ) + 1) ,

(10)

for the input ρ̂2N with

f
(k)
hom
(θ) ∶= fhom(n(k)1 (θ), n(k)2 (θ), n(k)0 (θ)), (11)

g
(k)
hom
(θ) ∶= ghom(n(k)1 (θ), n(k)2 (θ), n(k)0 (θ)), (12)

N
(k)
hom
(θ) ∶= n(k)1 (θ) + n(k)2 (θ) + n(k)0 (θ), (13)

ghom(n1, n2, n0) ∶= 1

2
δ0,n0

(n1 + n2 + 1) + (n1 − n2)2
2(n0 + 1) ,

(14)

and fhom(n1, n2, n0) being defined by Eq. (6).

The proof of this theorem is also given in Appendix D.
Like before, in the experiment, we expect to have⟨d(k,l)
hom,hom

⟩ρ̂2N
≃ 0 for any state ρ̂2N , as long as the

number of photons in each LO pulse is much larger
than that in the paired signal pulse. For example,
if j-th input pairs for j = k, l are in a pure state∣αsj ⟩sj ⊗ ∣βrj ⟩rj with a very strong coherent state ∣βrj ⟩rj
and a very weak coherent state ∣αsj ⟩sj , we can find
that sr⟨αsj , βrj ∣fhom(n̂1(θ), n̂2(θ), n̂0(θ))∣αsj , βrj ⟩sr and

sr⟨αsj , βrj ∣ghom(n̂1(θ), n̂2(θ), n̂0(θ))∣αsj , βrj ⟩sr are ap-

proximated to s⟨αsj ∣83 x̂(θ)4∣αsj ⟩s and s⟨αsj ∣x̂(θ)2∣αsj ⟩s,
respectively, which concludes ⟨d(k,l)

hom,hom
⟩ρ̂2N

∼ (∣αsk ∣4 +
11
6
∣αsk ∣2+ 2

3
)(∣αsl ∣2+ 1

2
)/∣βrk ∣2+(∣αsk ∣2+ 1

2
)(∣αsl ∣4+ 11

6
∣αsl ∣2+

2
3
)/∣βrl ∣2 ∼ 0. Therefore, by combining experimental data

from our implementation with Theorem 2, we obtain a
tight and accurate estimation of the correlation that we
would have observed from the SHD.
So far, we have seen how well we can estimate the first

and second moments given by the SHDs from the experi-
mental data of our implementation. In different scenarios
where we are interested in estimating correlation between
outcomes of the ideal homodyne measurement and those
of the SHD, rather than between those of SHDs, we can
develop a similar method for the estimation. In particu-
lar, for given two signal pulses s1s2, one of which, say s2,
is sent together with a LO pulse r2, we apply the ideal
homodyne detection to measure a quadrature x̂s1(ϕ) of
the first signal mode s1 and our implementation of the
SHD to the pair of the second signal mode s2 and its
accompanied LO mode r2. This allows us to estimate
the correlation Tr[x̂s1(ϕ)x̂v2(θ)Λs2r2→v2(ρ3)], where the
quadrature x̂v2(θ) is given by applying the ideal SHD to
the pair, and ρ̂3 represents the state of input three modes.
The following theorem shows how good this estimation
from our implementation is.

Theorem 3 For any 3-mode input state ρ̂3, the relation

∣Tr[x̂s1(ϕ)x̂v2(θ)Λs2r2→v2(ρ̂3)] − ⟨x(ϕ)z(2)(θ)⟩ρ̂3
∣

≤ 0.605(⟨x(0)2d(2)
hom
⟩ρ̂3
+ ⟨x(π/2)2d(2)

hom
⟩ρ̂3
), (15)

holds. x(ϕ) indicates the outcome of the ideal homodyne

measurement with angle ϕ for mode s1. d
(2)
hom

is defined
in the same way as dhom:

d
(2)
hom
∶= ∑

θ∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

f
(2)
hom
(θ)

4(N (2)
hom
(θ) + 1) . (16)

⟨x(ϕ)2d(2)
hom
⟩ρ̂3

is an expected value of the quantity

x(ϕ)2d(2)
hom

for the input ρ̂3.

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix D.
In Appendices A-C, we derive analogous theorems for

cases where it is needed to implement the heterodyne
measurement, without assuming anything on the LO
pulses.

V. APPLICATIONS OF THE IMPLEMENTED
SHD

Our implementation is useful for various kinds of quan-
tum information processing, and in this section, we con-
sider detection of the entanglement and CVQKD as ex-
amples of the applications.
Let us first consider detecting the entanglement by us-

ing the SHD. Suppose that we perform the SHDs on N
pairs of a signal pulse and a LO pulse in a state ρ̂2N .
Then, using the statistics of the observed measurement
outcomes from our implementation, we can estimate the
covariance matrix for Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N) with accuracy given by
Eqs. (4), (7), and (15), from which we can judge [28–
32] whether the state Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N) has entanglement. If
Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N) is concluded here to be entangled, the original
state ρ̂2N is so because entanglement does not increase
under local operations, i.e., the squashing operation Λ⊗N .
As a result, we can confirm the existence of entanglement
without any unverifiable assumption for the LO pulses.
Our method can also be applied to CVQKD proto-

cols. As an example of such applications, we consider a
protocol which is based on the transmission of Gaussian-
modulated squeezed states and LO pulses from Alice to
Bob, as well as Bob’s implementation of the SHDs on the
received pulses. Here Alice’s preparation of each signal
pulse s2 in a Gaussian-modulated squeezed state could
have been replaced with preparing an entangled pair s1s2
in a two-mode squeezed state, followed by the ideal ho-
modyne measurement on the pulse s1. As a result, the
security of the protocol above is equivalent to that of a
virtual protocol where Alice sends Bob signal pulse s2
in a two-mode squeezed state entangled with local pulse
s1, as well as a LO pulse r2, to share a three-mode state
ρ̂s1s2r2 between Alice’s local pulse s1 and Bob’s receiving
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pulses s2r2, followed by Alice’s ideal homodyne measure-
ment on the pulse s1 and Bob’s implementation of the
SHD on the pulses s2r2. Therefore, by applying The-
orem 1 to pulses s2r2 and Theorem 3 to three-mode
state ρ̂s1s2r2 , we can estimate the covariance matrix of
the state Λs2r2→v2(ρ̂s1s2r2), from which we can estimate
an upper bound on the amount of information available
to Eve [33]. This estimated information is used to deter-
mine the amount of privacy amplification to generate a
secret key [34].
The application for CVQKD protocols is not limited

only to the specific protocol presented above. For in-
stance, if Alice’s ideal homodyne measurement on her
local pulse s1 is replaced with the ideal heterodyne mea-
surement, then the corresponding actual protocol be-
comes one sending Gaussian-modulated coherent states,
rather than squeezed states. Bob could also replace
the implementation of the SHD on his receiving pulses
s2r2 with a hetrodyne measurement analogous to the
SHD, i.e., a “squashing” heterodyne detection defined
in Appendix A. For this kind of variations of the pro-
tocol, to estimate the covariance matrix of the state
Λs2r2→v2(ρ̂s1s2r2) for proving the security, we establish
the estimation formulas analogous to the above Theo-
rems 1-3, as presented in Appendix C.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The conventional implementation of the homodyne de-
tection forces us to assume that the LO pulse is an in-
finitely strong coherent state. Unfortunately, however, it
is difficult in practice to verify this assumption due to
potential noises or eavesdropping that the LO pulse is
subjected to during the transmission. In order to solve
this problems, we define a squashing homodyne detec-
tion, present an example of its implementation, and show
that the difference between them can be evaluated ana-
lytically and can be very small. As shown in Appen-
dices A-C, we can generalize the squashing homodyne
detection to a squashing heterodyne detection, and we
present an example of its implementation as well as a
theory to estimate the closeness between the two. With
our result, we are able to perform fundamental CV infor-
mation processing tasks, including the detection of the
entanglement and generation of the key, without putting
any assumption on LO pulses.
We note that our implementation of the SHD assumes

to be able to measure the difference between photon
numbers output by two photodetectors (for instance,
n1(θ) − n2(θ) in Eq, (2)) exactly. Fortunately, this is
not a big issue [35, 36] because the accuracy for the dif-
ference in the current implementation of the homodyne
detection has already been sufficiently better than the
square root of the number of photons detected by each
photodetector. Therefore, our scheme is implementable
by using photodetectors which have already been used in
the conventional implementation of the homodyne detec-

tion.
Our method provides us with a good estimate on the

mean and the variance of the output of the squashing
operation, which is enough to construct the covariance
matrix. On the other hand, we have not discussed the
higher order of the moment, and we would make the con-
jecture that even the probability distribution itself of the
output is very close to that estimated in our implementa-
tion for various two-mode inputs, as long as the photon
number of the LO pulse is very large. If our conjecture
held, not only the statistics of the output of the imple-
mentation, but also the output itself could be regarded as
if it were the output of the ideal detector. For example,
in CVQKD, even if we consider a reverse reconciliation
protocol where a part of Bob’s measurement outcomes
are disclosed to Eve, the security proof may go through
with exactly the same manner as the the conventional
proof.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

G.K. and M.O. was supported in part by JSPS KAK-
ENHI Grant Numbers 20K03779, 21K03388. K.T.
acknowledges support from JSPS KAKENHI grant
JP18H05237 and JST CREST grant JPMJCR 1671.
K.A. acknowledges the support from Moonshot R&D,
JST Grant No. JPMJMS2061 and from JSPS KAKENHI
Grant No. 21H05183 JP.

Appendix A: Definition of SHeD

In the main text, we have defined the SHD (Fig. 3).
In this appendix, we define the squashing heterodyne de-
tection (SHeD) from the SHD by replacing the ideal ho-
modyne detection used in the SHD with the ideal het-
erodyne detection. That is, the two-mode input state
ρ̂2 is squashed by the operator Λsr→v (Eq. (1)), followed
by the ideal heterodyne detection (see Fig. 4(a)). As a
result, the probability density function of the outcome
β can be expressed by v⟨β∣Λsr→v(ρ̂2)∣β⟩v, where β is a
complex amplitude and ∣β⟩v is a coherent state on mode
v outputted from Λsr→v.
In the following appendices, we use the following two

notations in the context of the SHeD: βθ indicates the
real number Reβ cosθ+Imβ sin θ, which is defined by the
outcome β of the SHeD and the parameter θ ∈ [0,2π),
where ReX (ImX) is the real (imaginary) part of the

complex number X . The operator F̂v(f(β)) for mode v
is defined by

F̂v(f(β)) ∶= ∫ f(β)∣β⟩⟨β∣v d2β
π
, (A1)

for any function f(β). These definitions leads to, for in-

stance, F̂v(βθ) = x̂v(θ) and F̂v(β0βπ/2) = (x̂v p̂v+p̂vx̂v)/2.
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FIG. 4. The squashing heterodyne detection. The panel (a) shows the ideal situation. The input state, a pair of the signal pulse
and the reference pulse, is squashed into a single mode state with the quantum operation Λsr→v followed by ideal heterodyne
detection. In order to implement this measurement, we employ 50:50 beamsplitters, a π

2
-phase shifter, and photodetectors (b).

Note that the state in modes a′, b′, and c′ is always the vacuum state, which is useful to clarify the expressions of our proofs
in the appendix.

Appendix B: An implementation of SHeD

In this appendix, we show an example of the imple-
mentation of SHeD. Our basic idea is that we first mea-
sure the intensity of the LO pulse’s, and then perform
the conventional implementation of the heterodyne de-
tection. To be precise (see also Fig. 4(b)), the LO pulse
first splits into two pulses by a 50:50 beamsplitter, one
of which is directly observed with a photodetector D0′ .
The other half of the LO pulse and the signal split with
50:50 beamsplitters. One of the separated LO pulse is
subjected to a π

2
-phase shift, and after this shift, each

pairs of the signal pulse and the LO pulse interfere by
a 50 ∶ 50 beamsplitter, followed by the detection with
D1′ and D2′ or D3′ and D4′ . For later convenience, we
express by nk′ the number of photons detected by Dk′ .
With this notation, the outcome of our implementation
is represented by

α ∶=
√
2 ((n1′ − n2′) + (n3′ − n4′)i)√
n0′ + n1′ + n2′ + n3′ + n4′ + 1 . (B1)

We note that unlike the implemented SHD, this imple-
mentation is uniquely determined and has no characteriz-
ing parameter. Similar to the case in the SHD, we define⟨αθ⟩ρ̂2

as the expected value of αθ ∶= Reα cos θ+Imα sin θ,
which is the the outcome α of the measurement on ρ̂2
with a parameter θ.

When the input is a N -pair state ρ̂2N and we measure
the j-th pair with this implementation, all the outcomes
in this measurement are described just by adding the
subscript (j). For example, we express the outcome of

the j-th measurement as

α(j) ∶=
√
2 ((n(j)1′ − n(j)2′ ) + (n(j)3′ − n(j)4′ )i)√
n
(j)
0′ + n(j)1′ + n(j)2′ + n(j)3′ + n(j)4′ + 1

, (B2)

where n
(j)
k′

is the number of photons detected by Dk′ in
the SHeD for the j-th pair.

Appendix C: Closeness of the ideal measurements
and those implementations of the SHD and the

SHeD

Theorem 1, Theorem 2, and Theorem 3 in the main
text present inequalities that estimate the deviation be-
tween the SHD and our implementation of it. In this
appendix, we provide further inequalities to estimate the
deviation for the SHeD and the SHD. In the following,
we call “the ideal (implemented) situation” when SHD
or SHeD in the system is ideal (implemented) detection.
We consider the following three cases. Case I: the in-

put state is a 2-mode state ρ̂2, and the state is measured
by the SHD or the SHeD. Case II: the input state is a
2N -mode, i.e., N pairs, whose state is ρ̂2N , and each
pair is measured by the SHD or the SHeD. Case III:
the input state is a 3-mode state ρ̂3, the first mode s1
is measured by the ideal homodyne or heterodyne de-
tection, and the last 2 modes s2r2 are measured by the
SHD or the SHeD. For each cases, we compare the ideal
and implemented situations by evaluating the deviation
between them. Note that, in case III, we consider to mea-
sure the first mode by the ideal homodyne or heterodyne
detection, which is useful for the analysis of a prepare
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and measure CVQKD in which the ideal detection is as-
sumed.
Before presenting the inequalities, we summarize no-

tations used below (all the notations except for γ, φ,

γφ, and F̂ (f(γ)) have already been defined, but we have
summarized them for completeness):

• n0(θ), n1(θ), n2(θ), n0′ , n1′ ,⋯, n4′ : Photon num-
bers detected by the photodetectors D0, D1, D2,
D0′ , D1′ ,⋯, D4′ in the implemented SHD or SHeD
in the case I.

• z(θ): The outcome of the implemented SHD, which
is defined by Eq. (2). We use the angle θ for the
case I.

• α: A complex number as the outcome of the im-
plemented SHeD for the case I, which is defined by
Eq. (B1).

• β: A complex number as the outcome of the SHeD
for the case I.

• x̂µ(θ): The observable defined as x̂µ cos θ+ p̂µ sin θ,
where x̂µ and p̂µ are the canonical operators for
mode µ.

• x(ϕ): An outcome of the ideal homodyne detector
for the first mode s1 in the case III. Its correspond-
ing observable is x̂s1(ϕ).

• γ: A complex number as the outcome of the ideal
heterodyne detector for the first mode s1 in the case
III.

• n
(k)
0 (θ), n(k)1 (θ), n(k)2 (θ), z(k)(θ), n(k)0′ , n

(k)
1′ ,⋯,

n
(k)
4′ , α(k), and β(k) : The values n0(θ), n1(θ),
n2(θ), z(θ), n0′ , n1′ ,⋯, n2′ , α, and β for the k-th
measurement device in the case II or III.

• αθ, βθ, γφ, α
(k)
θk

, β
(k)
θk

: The real numbers Xµ ∶=
ReX cosµ+ImX sinµ defined from a complex num-
ber X ∈ {α,β, γ,α(k), β(k)} and a real number
µ ∈ {θ,φ, θk}.

• F̂µ(f(β)): An operator on mode µ. This operator
is defined by Eq. (A1) where f is a function from
a complex number to a real number. For example,
we will use F̂µ(βθ), F̂µ((βθ)2), F̂µ(β0βπ/2), etc.

• ⟨X⟩σ̂: The expected value of the outcome X when
the input state is σ̂ ∈ {ρ̂2, ρ̂2N , ρ̂3}.

Below, we introduce three Theorems, and we will prove
them in Appendix D.
In the case of a single pair state ρ̂2, i.e., in the case

I, the upper bound of the deviation can be given for the
SHeD as well as for the SHD as follows.

Theorem 4 For any input two-mode state ρ̂2, the
deviation between the expected value of the SHeD

Tr[F̂v(βθ)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] and that of our implementation⟨αθ⟩ρ̂2

is bounded by

∣Tr[F̂v(βθ)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] − ⟨αθ⟩ρ̂2

∣ ≤ 0.226⟨dhet⟩ρ̂2

,(C1)

where ⟨dhet⟩ρ̂2

is the expected value of the quantity

dhet ∶= fhet(n1′ , n2′ , n3′ , n4′ , n0′)
n1′ + n2′ + n3′ + n4′ + n0′ + 1 , (C2)

fhet(n1′ , n2′ , n3′ , n4′ , n0′)
∶= δ0,n

0′
[7
2
(n1′ + n2′ + n3′ + n4′) + 2]

+ ((n1′ − n2′)2 + (n3′ − n4′)2)2(n0′ + 1)(n0′ + 2) , (C3)

for the input ρ̂2.
Also, for the square of the output, we can obtain the

relation

−0.084⟨dhet⟩ρ̂2

≤
Tr[F̂v((βθ)2)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] − ⟨(αθ)2⟩ρ̂2

≤ ⟨dhet⟩ρ̂2

,

(C4)

∣Tr[F̂v(β0βπ/2)Λsr→v(ρ̂2)] − ⟨α0απ/2⟩ρ̂2

∣ ≤ 1

2
⟨dhet⟩ρ̂2

.

(C5)

These relations imply that the SHeD and its imple-
mentation are close since ⟨dhet⟩ρ̂2

≃ 0 for typical input

states, i.e., the states such that the signal pulse and the
LO pulse are not correlated and the number of photons
in the LO pulse is much larger than that of the signal
pulse.
ForN -pair state ρ̂2N , i.e., for the case II, we may imag-

ine that some pairs are measured by the SHD, and the
other pairs are measured by the SHeD. Even in this case,
we can give inequalities which imply the closeness as fol-
lows.

Theorem 5 For any input N -pair state ρ̂2N , the
deviation between the correlation of the SHeDs
Tr[F̂vk(βθk)F̂vl(βθl)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)] and that of our im-

plementations ⟨α(k)
θk
α
(l)
θl
⟩
ρ̂2N

is bounded as

∣Tr[F̂vk(β(k)θk
)F̂vl(β(l)θl

)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)] − ⟨α(k)θk
α
(l)
θl
⟩
ρ̂2N
∣

≤ 0.160⟨d(k,l)
het,het

⟩
ρ̂2N

, (C6)

where ⟨d(k,l)
het,het

⟩
ρ̂2N

is the expected value of the quantity

d
(k,l)
het,het

∶= f
(k)
het
g
(l)
het

N
(k)
het + 1

+ f
(l)
het
g
(k)
het

N
(l)
het + 1

, (C7)

for the input ρ̂2N . Moreover,

f
(k)
het
∶= fhet(n(k)1′ , n

(k)
2′ , n

(k)
3′ , n

(k)
4′ , n

(k)
0′ ) (C8)
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is defined by Eq. (C3), and g
(k)
het

and N
(k)
het

are defined as

g
(k)
het
∶= ghet(n(k)1′ , n

(k)
2′ , n

(k)
3′ , n

(k)
4′ , n

(k)
0′ ,m

(k)
0 ), (C9)

ghet(n1′ , n2′ , n3′ , n4′ , n0′)
∶= δ0,n

0′
+ (n1′ − n2′)2 + (n3′ − n4′)2

n0′ + 1 , (C10)

N
(k)
het
∶= n(k)1′ + n(k)2′ + n(k)3′ + n(k)4′ + n(k)0′ . (C11)

Also, when k-th(l-th) pair is measured by the
SHD(SHeD), we can obtain a similar bound:

∣Tr[x̂vk(θk)F̂vl(β(l)θl
)Λ⊗N(ρ̂2N)] − ⟨z(k)(θk)α(l)θl ⟩ρ̂2N

∣
≤ 0.371⟨d(k,l)

hom,het
⟩
ρ̂2N

, (C12)

where ⟨d(k,l)hom,het
⟩
ρ̂N

is the expected value of

d
(k,l)
hom,het

∶= ∑
θ∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

f
(k)
hom(θ)g(l)het

4(N (k)
hom
(θ) + 1) +

f
(l)
hetg

(k)
hom(θ)

4(N (l)
het
+ 1) ,
(C13)

for the input ρ̂2N , the variables f
(l)
het

, g
(l)
het

, N
(l)
het

, f
(k)
hom
(θ),

g
(k)
hom
(θ), and N

(k)
hom
(θ) are defined by Eqs. (C8), (C9),

(C11), (11) , (12), and (13), respectively.

When we estimate the correlation of quadratures for the
state ΛN(ρ̂2N) by the implemented SHD or SHeD, The-
orem 2 and Theorem 5 can be used to evaluate the upper
bound of the estimation error.
In the case of a combination of the ideal homodyne

or heterodyne detection and the SHD or the SHeD for
three mode state ρ̂3, i.e., in the case III, we can provide
the following three inequalities in addition to the one in
Theorem 3, which characterize the closeness.

Theorem 6 Suppose that the input state is a 3-mode
state ρ̂3. When the first mode s1 is measured by the ideal
homodyne detection and the last two modes s2r2 are mea-
sured by the SHeD, the following relation holds

∣Tr[x̂s1(ϕ)F̂v2(β(2)θ
)(id⊗Λs2r2→v2)(ρ̂3)] − ⟨x(ϕ)α(2)θ

⟩
ρ̂3

∣
≤ 0.261(⟨x(0)2d(2)

het
⟩
ρ̂3

+ ⟨x(π
2
)2d(2)

het
⟩
ρ̂3

), (C14)

where ⟨x(ϕ)2d(2)het⟩ρ̂3
is the expected value of x(ϕ)2d(2)het for

the input ρ̂3, which is obtained in the implemention, and

d
(2)
het

is defined in the same way as Eq. (C2):

d
(2)
het
∶= f

(2)
het

N
(2)
het
+ 1 , (C15)

When the first mode is measured by the ideal hetero-
dyne detection and the last two modes are measured by
the SHeD, we have the following relation.

∣Tr[F̂s1(γφ)F̂v2(β(2)θ
)(id⊗Λs2r2→v2)(ρ̂3)] − ⟨γφα(2)θ

⟩
ρ̂3

∣
≤ 0.160⟨∣γ∣2d(2)

het
⟩
ρ̂3

, (C16)
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FIG. 5. The ancillary mode a in the implemented SHD. The
expressions used in the proof become clearer by noting that
this mode always contains the vacuum only.

where ⟨∣γ∣2d(2)
het
⟩ρ̂3

is the expected value of ∣γ∣2d(2)
het

for the
input ρ̂3, which is obtained in the implementation.
When the first mode is measured by the ideal hetero-

dyne detection and the last two modes are measured by
the SHD, the following relation holds.

∣Tr[F̂s1(γφ)x̂v2(θ)Λs2r2→v2(ρ̂3)] − ⟨γφz(2)(θ)⟩ρ̂3

∣
≤ 0.371⟨∣γ∣2d(2)

hom
⟩
ρ̂3

, (C17)

where ⟨∣γ∣2d(2)
hom
⟩ρ̂3

is the expected value of ∣γ∣2d(2)
hom

for
the input ρ̂3, which is obtained in the implementation,

and d
(2)
hom

is defined by Eq. (16).

Appendix D: Proofs of the theorems

Below, we prove all the theorems, from Theorem 1 to
Theorem 6. That is, we prove Eqs. (4), (7), (8), (9),
(15), (C1), (C4), (C5), (C6), (C12), (C16), (C14), and
(C17). These 13 inequalities can be divided into four sets
depending on the similarity of the proofs. The first oneE1 consists of Eqs. (4) and (C1), and the second one E2
is composed of Eqs. (7), (8), (C4), and (C5). The third
set E3 is formed by Eqs. (15), (C16), (C14), and (C17),
and the final one E4 consists of Eqs. (9), (C6), and (C12).
The inequalities in the same set can be proved with the
same manner, and just a slight change in the parameters
suffices. Therefore, in the following, we will first present
the proof only a representative inequality of each of the
set, and then we show the parameter adjustment that is
needed to prove the other inequalities in the same set.
Before showing the proofs, we define several notations.

• {s, r, r′, v, a, a′, b′, c′,0,1,2,0′,1′,2′,3′,4′, sj , rj ,
r′j , vj , aj , a

′

j , b
′

j , c
′

j ,0j ,1j ,2j ,0
′

j,1
′

j ,2
′

j ,3
′

j ,4
′

j} =∶ M:
The set of identifiers of the modes for the SHD
in the case of θ = 0 or the SHeD. s and r means
that the input modes are the signal pulse and
the LO pulse, respectively. Mode v is the output
mode of the operator Λsr→v for the SHD or the
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SHeD. Mode r′ is the one of the modes split from
mode r by a beam splitter, which is not observed
by the photodetector D0(0′) in the implemented
SHD(SHeD). a, a′, b′, c′ are the modes combined
with the modes of the signal or the LO pulse
at beam splitters (see Fig. 4(b) and 5). 0,⋯,
0′,⋯ refer to the modes that are measured by
photodetectors D0,⋯,D0′ ,⋯, respectively in the
implemented SHD or SHeD. The subscript j is
used to identify the j-th measurement device when
we have multiple measurement devices in the
setup.

• n̂µ∈M: The photon number operator for mode µ.

• âµ∈M: The annihilation operator for mode µ, i.e.,[âµ, â†
µ] = 1, [â†

µ, â
†
ν] = [âµ, âν] = 0, and n̂µ = â†

µâµ
for any µ, ν ∈M.

• ∣m1,m2,⋯⟩µ1µ2⋯⊆M: The photon number state
for modes µ1µ2⋯, i.e., âµ∣m⟩µ = √m∣m − 1⟩µ and

â†
µ∣m − 1⟩µ =√m∣m⟩µ.

• Λ†
µ→ν1ν2

for µ, ν1, ν2 ∈ M: The conjugate of the

map Λν1,ν2→µ, i.e. for any operator X̂, we de-

fine the conjugate of the map as Λ†
µ→ν1ν2

(X̂) ∶=∑∞m=0M †
mX̂Mm for Mm ∶= ∑m

n=0 ∣n⟩µν1ν2⟨n,m − n∣.

Note that, from the definitions, we have that the three
modes sra are mutually independent, i.e., [â†

ν , âµ] = 0
for ν ≠ µ ∈ {s, r, a}. In the same way, modes sr′0,
120, srb′c′a′, sr′b′c′0′, and 1′2′3′4′0′ are mutually in-
dependent, respectively. The above definition also im-
plies that the vacuum state for modes sra is equal to
the one for sr′0 or 120, i.e. ∣0,0,0⟩sra = ∣0,0,0⟩sr′0 =∣0,0,0⟩120. Similarly, the relation ∣0,0,0,0,0⟩srb′c′a′ =∣0,0,0,0,0⟩sr′b′c′0′ = ∣0,0,0,0,0⟩1′2′3′4′0′ also holds.

For ease of the proof, we assume that the π phase shift
is applied only when the input light from the above is
reflected to the right at the beamsplitters in Figs. 4 and

5. This leads to the following relationships:

â1 = 1√
2
âs + 1

2
âr − 1

2
âa = 1√

2
âs + 1√

2
âr′ , (D1)

â2 = − 1√
2
âs + 1

2
âr − 1

2
âa = − 1√

2
âs + 1√

2
âr′ , (D2)

âr = 1√
2
âr′ + 1√

2
â0, (D3)

â1′ = 1

2
âs + 1

2
âr′ + 1

2
âb′ + 1

2
âc′ , (D4)

â2′ = −1
2
âs + 1

2
âr′ + 1

2
âb′ − 1

2
âc′ , (D5)

â3′ = +1
2
âs + i

2
âr′ − i

2
âb′ − 1

2
âc′ , (D6)

â4′ = −1
2
âs + i

2
âr′ − i

2
âb′ + 1

2
âc′ , (D7)

âr′ = 1√
2
âr − 1√

2
âa′ , (D8)

âr = 1√
2
âr′ + 1√

2
â0′ . (D9)

Note that the coefficients of âr in Eqs. (D1)−(D3) are
due to the particular choice of the parameter θ = 0 in the
SHD.

1. Proof of Eq. (4)

As a representative of the first set E1, we prove Eq. (4).
We start with providing a sufficient condition of the in-
equality in Eq. (4), which is an operator inequality on
the two-mode rs:

±(Λ†
v→sr(x̂v(θ)) − a⟨0∣ẑhom(θ)∣0⟩a) ≤ c1 f̂hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
,

(D10)

where

c1 ∶=
√

8

5
(√2 − 1) = 0.52494⋯, (D11)

ẑhom(θ) ∶= e−iθn̂r
n̂1 − n̂2√

2(n̂1 + n̂2 + n̂0 + Î)e
iθn̂r , (D12)

f̂hom

∶= ∑
θ∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

1

4
e−iθn̂r

a⟨0∣fhom(n̂1, n̂2, n̂0)∣0⟩aeiθn̂r ,

(D13)

and fhom(n1, n2, n0) is defined by Eq. (6). The inequal-
ity in Eq. (4) is reconstructed from the inequality in
Eq. (D10) by evaluating the expected value of operators
in both sides for the input state ρ̂2 and maximizing the
sign in the left-hand side. Note that the division and the



11

square root used above are well-defined since the opera-

tor n̂s + n̂r + Î is commutes with f̂hom, and the operator
n̂1 + n̂2 + n̂0 + Î are positive and commutes with n̂1 − n̂2.
The proof of Eq. (D10) can be decomposed into the

proof of the non-negativity of the following two operators,

f̂hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
− n̂

2
s + n̂s + 1

2
Î

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D14)

c1
n̂2
s + n̂s + 1

2
Î .

n̂s + n̂r + Î
∓ (Λ†

v→sr(x̂v) − a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)∣0⟩a). (D15)

If those operators are non-negative, then Eq. (D10) is
proved. This is so because c1 × (D14)+ e−in̂rθ(D15)ein̂rθ

is equal to the right hand side minus the left hand side of
the inequality in Eq. (D10), where we have used the re-

lation ein̂rθΛ†
v→sr(X̂)e−in̂rθ = Λ†

v→sr(e−in̂vθX̂ein̂vθ) holds
for any operator X̂.

We first prove the non-negativity of the operator in
Eq. (D14). For this, we evaluate its matrix elements with
the photon number basis {∣n,m⟩

sr
}n,m=0,1,⋯:

(n +m + 1) × sr⟨n,m∣ f̂hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
− n̂

2
s + n̂s + 1

2
Î

n̂s + n̂r + Î
∣n′,m′⟩sr

= ∑
θ∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

1

4
e−iθ(m

′
−m) ((3

4
(n +m)2 + 7

6
(n +m) + 1

2
) sra⟨n,m,0∣δ0,n̂0

∣n′,m′,0⟩sra
+sra⟨n,m,0∣ (âsâ†

r′ + â†
sâr′)4

6(n̂0 + 1)(n̂0 + 2) ∣n′,m′,0⟩sra
⎞⎠ − δn,n′δm,m′ (n2 + n + 1

2
)

= δn,n′δm,m′ ((3
4
(n +m)2 + 7

6
(n +m) + 1

2
) sra⟨n,m,0∣δ0,n̂0

∣n,m,0⟩sra − (n2 + n + 1

2
)

+sra⟨n,m,0∣ (6n̂2
s + 6n̂s + 3)n̂2

r′ + (6n̂2
s − 4n̂s − 2)n̂r′ + (3n̂2

s − 2n̂s)
6(n̂0 + 1)(n̂0 + 2) ∣n,m,0⟩sra)

= δn,n′δm,m′ (2−m (3
4
(n +m)2 + 7

6
(n +m) + 1

2
) − (n2 + n + 1

2
)

+
m∑
k=0

m! ((6n2 + 6n + 3)(m − k)(m − k − 1)+ (12n2 + 2n + 1)(m − k) + (3n2 − 2n))
6(k + 2)!(m − k)!2m ⎞⎠

= δn,n′δm,m′ ( 1 − 2−m
3(m + 1) + m(9m

2 + 17m + 6)
12(m + 1) 2−m + m(4 + (3m2 + 8m + 3)2−m)

6(m + 1)(m + 2) n

+ 2(2m + 5)n2

(m + 1)(m + 2)(1 − (1 +m + 1

2
m(m − 1))2−m) + m(4(m − 1)2 + 15(m − 1) + 2)

4(m + 1)(m + 2)2m n2) . (D16)

From this evaluation, we find that the operator in
Eq. (D14) is diagonal for the photon number basis
of modes sr, and the last expression clarifies that all
the diagonal elements are non-negative, i.e., all the 5
terms in the last expression are trivially non-negative for
n,m ∈ Z≥0. Therefore, the operator in Eq. (D14) is non-
negative, given that Eq. (D16) holds.

Each of the equalities in Eq. (D16) can be derived
by noting the following points. In the first equality, we
rewrite the annihilation and creation operators for modes
120 by using those for modes sr′0, i.e. we employ the
relations in Eqs. (D1) and (D2). In the second equal-

ity, we expand the term (âsâ†
r′ + â†

sâr′)4 and find that
the off-diagonal terms vanish due to averaging with re-
spect to θ. In the third equality, we exploit the relation∣m,0⟩ra = 1√

m!2m
(â†

r′ + â†
0)m∣0,0⟩r′0, which comes from

Eq. (D3), to expand the term (â†
r′ + â†

0)m. In the last
equality, we take the summation over k, i.e., the relation

∑m
k=0

m!
(k+2)!(m−k−2)!2m = 1 − (1 +m)2−m etc. is used.

Next, we move on to showing the non-negativity of the
operator in Eq. (D15), which can be proved from the
non-negativity of the small matrices. By definition, the
operator can be expressed as

∞∑
n,m=0

∆̂(1)n,m + ∑
(n,m)∈Ω(1)

Ŵ
(1)
±,n,m, (D17)

where

∆̂(1)n,m ∶= (δn,m + δn,0)h2(n,m)P̂n,n,m, (D18)

Ω(1) ∶= {(n,m)∣n,m ∈ {1,2,⋯} ∧ n ≤m}, (D19)

Ŵ
(1)
±,n,m ∶= h2(n − 1,m)P̂n−1,n−1,m ∓ h1(n,m)∗P̂n−1,n,m

∓h1(n,m)P̂n,n−1,m + h2(n,m)P̂n,n,m, (D20)

P̂n,n′,m ∶= ∣n,m − n⟩srsr⟨n′,m − n′∣, (D21)

h1(n,m) ∶= 1

2

√
n(1 −√1 − n

m + 1), (D22)
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h2(n,m) ∶= c1
2

n2 + n + 1
2

m + 1 . (D23)

Here, we have used the relations

Λ†
v→sr(x̂v) = 1

2
Λ†
v→sr(âv + â†

v)
=

∞∑
n,m=1

√
n

2
(∣n,m − 1⟩srsr⟨n − 1,m∣

+ ∣n − 1,m⟩srsr⟨n,m − 1∣), (D24)

a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)∣0⟩a= âsâ
†
r + â†

sâr

2
√
n̂s + n̂r + Î

=
∞∑

m,n=1

√
m

m + n
√
n

2
(∣n,m − 1⟩srsr⟨n − 1,m∣

+ ∣n − 1,m⟩srsr⟨n,m − 1∣). (D25)

The first relation in Eq. (D25) is justified by converting
the annihilation and creation operators in ẑhom(0), i.e.,
â
†
1â1 = n̂1, for modes 120 into those for modes sra. In

doing so, we used the relations in Eqs. (D1) and (D2).
The sufficient condition of the non-negativity of the

expression in Eq. (D17) is that all the terms in the ex-

pression are non-negative, that is, ∆̂
(1)
n,m ≥ 0 for n,m ∈ Z≥0

and Ŵ
(1)
±,n,m ≥ 0 for (n,m) ∈ Ω(1), and below, we prove

each of the non-negativity.

The non-negativity of ∆̂
(1)
n,m can be confirmed as fol-

lows. In the photon number basis of modes rs, this op-
erator is diagonal from the definition in Eq. (D18), and
moreover, its diagonal elements, which are defined by
Eq. (D23), are trivially non-negative for n,m ∈ Z≥0.
The non-negativity of Ŵ

(1)
±,n,m is guaranteed from the

non-negativity of the 2 × 2 matrix

( h2(n − 1,m) ∓h1(n,m)∗∓h1(n,m) h2(n,m) ) , (D26)

for (n,m) ∈ Ω(1) since Ŵ (1)
±,n,m has all zero elements in the

photon number basis of modes rs except for a principal
submatrix of this form, which can be checked from the
definition in Eq. (D20). Therefore, it is enough to check
that its trace and determinant of the small matrix are
non-negative. The non-negativity of the trace is trivial
from the definition in Eq. (D23). On the other hand, the
non-negativity of the determinant can be confirmed by
the following inequality.

4
(m + 1)2

n(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (h2(m,n)h2(m,n − 1) − ∣h1(m,n)∣2)
= 1(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (c21

n4 + 1
4

n
− (m + 1)(√m + 1 −√m − n + 1)2)

≥ c21
n4 + 1

4

n(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 − 1 ≥ 5

8(√2 − 1)2 c21 − 1 = 0. (D27)

In the first equality, we employ the definitions in
Eqs. (D22) and (D23). The second relation comes from

(m + 1)(√m + 1 −√m − n + 1)2 ≤ (n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2,
(D28)

for 1 ≤ n ≤ m, which is satisfied by any (n,m) ∈ Ω(1).
The last inequality is due to the constraint 1 ≤ n.
Now that we have shown the non-negativity of the op-

erators in Eqs. (D14) and (D15), following that Eq. (4)
is proved.

2. Proof of Eq. (C1)

Eq. (C1) can be proved in the same manner as Eq. (4).
For this, it is enough to show the following inequality

± (Λ†
v→sr(F̂v(βθ)) − a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣ẑhet(θ))∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′)
≤ c1,1 f̂het

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D29)

where

c1,1 ∶= 1√
30
(√5 − 1) = 0.22567⋯, (D30)

f̂het ∶= a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣fhet(n̂1′ , n̂2′ , n̂3′ , n̂4′ , n̂0′)∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′ ,
(D31)

ẑhet(θ) ∶=√2(n̂1′ − n̂2′) cosθ + (n̂3′ − n̂4′) sin θ√
n̂1′ + n̂2′ + n̂3′ + n̂4′ + n̂0′ + Î

,

(D32)

and fhet(n1′ , n2′ , n3′ , n4′ , n0′) is defined by Eq. (C3).
Eq. (C1) can be reproduced from Eq. (D29) by using
the input state ρ̂2.

The sufficient condition for the relation in Eq. (D29)
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to hold is the non-negativity of the two operators

f̂het

n̂s + n̂r + Î
− n̂

2
s + 3n̂s + 2Î
n̂s + n̂r + Î

, (D33)

c1,1
n̂2
s + 3n̂s + 2Î
n̂s + n̂r + Î

∓ (Λ†
v→sr(x̂v) − a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)∣0⟩a),

(D34)

since the non-negativity of the operator c1,1 × (D33) +
e−in̂rθ(D34)ein̂rθ leads to the relation (D29), where we

have used the relations F̂v(βθ) = x̂v(θ) and
eiθn̂r

a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣ẑhet(θ)∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′e−iθn̂r

= eiθn̂r
eiθâ†

sâr + e−iθâsâ†
r

2
√
n̂s + n̂r + Î

e−iθn̂r = a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)∣0⟩a.
(D35)

Note that in order to derive the relation in Eq. (D35), we
rewrite the annihilation and creation operators in ẑhet(0)
for modes 1′2′3′4′0′ into those for modes srb′c′a′, i.e.,
we use the relations in Eqs. (D4), (D5), (D6), (D7), and
(D8). Below, we show the non-negativity of the operators
in Eqs. (D33) and (D34).
First, the non-negativity of the operator in Eq. (D33)

can be shown by the expression

(n +m + 1)sr⟨n,m∣ f̂het

n̂s + n̂r + Î
− n̂

2
s + 3n̂s + 2Î
n̂s + n̂r + Î

∣n′,m′⟩sr
= ((7

2
(n +m) + 2)sra′⟨n,m,0∣δ0,n̂

0′
∣n′,m′,0⟩sra′

+sra′⟨n,m,0∣ (n̂2
s + 3n̂s + 2)n̂r′(n̂r′ − 1)+ (4̂n2

s + 4n̂s + 1)n̂r′ + 2̂n2
s − n̂s(n̂0′ + 1)(n̂0′ + 2) ∣n′,m′,0⟩sra′)

− δn,n′δm,m′ (n2 + 3n + 2)
= δn,n′δm,m′ (2−m (7

2
(n +m) + 2)

+
m∑
k=0

m! ((n2 + 3n + 2)(m − k)(m − k − 1) + (4n2 + 4n + 1)(m − k) + (2n2 − n))
6(k + 2)!(m − k)!2m

− (n2 + 3n + 2))
= δn,n′δm,m′ ( 2

m + 1(1 − 2−m) + m(3m + 1)2(m + 1) 2−m + m(8(m − 1)2 + 27(m − 1) + 2)
2(m + 1)(m + 2) 2−mn

+ m(3m − 1)(m + 3)(m + 1)(m + 2) 2−mn(n − 1) + 4(2m + 3) + 8(m + 3)n(m + 1)(m + 2) (1 − (1 +m + 1

2
m(m − 1))2−m)n) . (D36)

Here, in the first equality, we transform the annihilation and creation operators for modes 1′2′3′4′0′ into those for
modes sr′b′c′0′, i.e., we use the relations in Eqs. (D4), (D5), (D6), and (D7). We can show the other two equalities
in the same manner as that in the case of Eq. (D16). Note that we can easily check that the five terms in the last
expression of the diagonal elements are non-negative for any n,m ∈ Z≥0.

Next, we show the non-negativity of the operators in
Eq. (D34). For this, note that it can be expressed by the
form of (D17) where we replace the definition h2(n,m)
in Eq. (D23) with

c1,1

2

n2 + 3n + 2
m + 1 , (D37)

but we use the other definitions in Eqs. (D18)−(D22)
as they are. The modification of the definition of

h2(n,m) causes the change in the definitions of ∆̂
(1)
n,m

and Ŵ
(1)
±,n,m implicitly. Therefore, in order to prove the

non-negativity of the operator in Eq, (D34), it suffices if
we can show the non-negativity of the modified operator
∆̂
(1)
n,m for n,m ∈ Z≥0, as well as the non-negativity of the

trace and the determinant of the modified 2×2 matrix in
Eq. (D26), which is the principal submatrix of Ŵ

(1)
±,n,m,

for (n,m) ∈ Ω(1). The non-negativity of the modified

∆̂
(1)
n,m and the trace of the matrix can be checked from

the explicit expression of h2(n,m) in Eq. (D37). The
non-negativity of the determinant of the modified ma-
trix can be shown by using the following inequality.
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4(m + 1)2
n(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (h2(m,n)h2(m,n − 1) − ∣h1(m,n)∣2)
= 1(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (c21,1(n + 1)2(n + 2) − (m + 1)(

√
m + 1 −√m − n + 1)2)

≥ n2 + 3n + 2(√n + 1 − 1)2 c21,1 − 1 ≥ 30(√5 − 1)2 c21,1 − 1 = 0. (D38)

The second relation is due to Eq. (D28), and the third
relation comes from the fact that the left hand side is
minimized at n = 4 for n ∈ Z≥1.
Now, we have finished showing the non-negativity of

the operators in Eqs. (D33) and (D34), leading to the
proof of Eq. (C1).

3. Proof of the second inequality of Eq. (7)

As a representative of the second set E2, i.e., the set
of Eqs. (7), (8), (C4), and (C5), we select the second
inequality in Eq. (7). This relation holds, if the following
inequality holds,

(Λ†
v→sr(x̂2v(θ)) − a⟨0∣ẑhom(θ)2∣0⟩a) ≤ c2 f̂hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
,

(D39)

where

c2 ∶= 12 +
√
1145 − 624√2
26

= 1.08472⋯, (D40)

and, ẑhom(θ) and f̂hom are defined by Eq. (D12) and
Eq. (D13), respectively. The second inequality of Eq. (7)
can be rebuilt from Eq. (D39) in the same manner as the
derivation of Eq. (4) from Eq. (D10).

Like the case of Eq. (D10), the correctness of Eq. (D39)
can be demonstrated from the non-negativity of the op-
erators in Eq. (D14), which we have already shown, and
that of

c2
n̂2
s + n̂s + 1

2
Î

n̂s + n̂r + Î
−Λ†

v→sr(x̂2v(0)) + a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)2∣0⟩a.
(D41)

To show the non-negativity of the latter operator, like
the case in Eqs. (D24) and (D25), we rewrite the last
two operators in Eq. (D41) as

Λ†
v→sr(x̂2v(0)) = 1

4
Λ†
v→sr((âv + â†

v)2)
=

∞∑
n,m=2

√
n(n − 1)

4
(∣n,m − 2⟩srsr⟨n − 2,m∣ + ∣n − 2,m⟩srsr⟨n,m − 2∣) + ∞∑

n,m=0
(1
2
n + 1

4
)∣n,m⟩srsr⟨n,m∣),

(D42)

a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)2∣0⟩a = â†2
s â

2
r + â2sâ†2

r + 2n̂sn̂r + 2n̂s + n̂r

4(n̂s + n̂r + Î)
=

∞∑
n,m=2

√
n(n − 1)

4

√
m(m − 1)
m + n − 1 (∣n,m − 2⟩srsr⟨n − 2,m∣ + ∣n − 2,m⟩srsr⟨n,m − 2∣)

+
∞∑

n,m=0
(1
2
n + 1

4
− 2n2 + n + 1
4(m + n + 1)) ∣n,m⟩srsr⟨n,m∣. (D43)

With the help of these expressions, the operator in
Eq. (D41) can be rewritten as

∞∑
n,m=0

∆̂(2)n,m + ∑
(n,m)∈Ω(2)

Ŵ (2)
n,m, (D44)

where we have made the following definitions

∆̂(2)n,m = (δn,m + δn,m−1 + δn,0 + δn,1)h4(n,m)P̂n,n,m,

(D45)

Ω(2) ∶= {(n,m)∣n,m ∈ Z≥1 ∧ n <m}, (D46)

Ŵ (2)
n,m ∶= h4(n − 1,m)P̂n−1,n−1,m

− h3(n,m)∗P̂n−1,n+1,m
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− h3(n,m)P̂n+1,n−1,m

+ h4(n + 1,m)P̂n+1,n+1,m, (D47)

h3(n,m) ∶=
√
n(n + 1)

4
(1 −

√(m − n)(m − n + 1)
m + 1 ),

(D48)

h4(n,m) ∶= (2c2 − 1)(2n2 + 2n + 1) + n
8(m + 1) , (D49)

and P̂n,n′,m is defined by Eq. (D21).

In order to show the non-negativity of the operator
in Eq. (D41), it suffices to show the non-negativity of

∆̂
(2)
n,m (Ŵ

(2)
n,m) for n,m ∈ Z≥0((n,m) ∈ Ω(2)). The non-

negativity of ∆̂
(2)
n,m for n,m ∈ Z≥0 is trivial from the fact

c2 > 1 and the definitions in Eqs. (D45) and (D49). As

for the non-negativity of the operator Ŵ
(2)
n,m, it can be

demonstrated if we can show the non-negativity of the
principal submatrix

( h4(n − 1,m) h3(n,m)∗
h3(n,m) h4(n + 1,m) ) , (D50)

in the photon number basis of modes rs since the other
matrix elements in the basis are zero (see Eq. (D47)).
The non-negativity of this matrix can be confirmed from
the facts that the definition in Eq. (D49) leads to the
non-negativity of the trace of it, and the non-negativity
of the determinant of it can be checked as follows:

16(m + 1)2(h4(m,n − 1)h4(m,n + 1)− ∣h3(m,n)∣2)
= 16(m + 1)2h4(m,n − 1)h4(m,n + 1) − n(n + 1)(m + 1 −√(m − n)(m − n + 1))2
≥ 16(m + 1)2h4(m,n − 1)h4(m,n + 1) − n(n + 1)(n + 2 −√2)2
= (n − 1)(4c2(c2 − 1)(n − 1)3 + 1

24
(524c2(c2 − 1) + 44(c2 − 1) + 25)(n − 1)2

+7
2
(10c2(c2 − 1) + 2(c2 − 1)+ 1)(n − 1) + 1

24
(292c2(c2 − 1) + 172(c2 − 1) + 59)) ≥ 0. (D51)

The second relation comes from

0 ≤m + 1 −√(m − n)(m − n + 1)) ≤ n + 2 −√2,
(D52)

for 1 ≤ n ≤m − 1, which is satisfied by any (n,m) ∈ Ω(2).
For the derivation of the fourth expression from the third
one, we use the relation

√
2 = − 13

12
c22 + c2 + 77

48
in order to

simplify the expression. The last inequality comes from
c2 > 1.
Therefore, the operator in Eq. (D41) is shown to be

non-negative, and therefore, the second inequality of

Eq. (7) is proved.

4. Proof of the first inequality of Eq. (7), and
Eqs. (8), (C4), and (C5)

The first inequality of Eq. (7) and Eqs. (8), (C4), and
(C5), i.e., the rest of the relations in the second set E2,
can be proved in exactly the same way as the second
inequality of Eq. (7). Therefore, we will only give key
expressions that enable us to construct the entire proof.
The operator relations that are sufficient for proving

the four respective relations are

− (Λ†
v→sr(x̂2v(θ)) − a⟨0∣ẑhom(θ)2∣0⟩a) ≤ c2,1f̂hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D53)

±1
2
(Λ†

v→sr(x̂2v(π/4) − x̂2v(3π/4))− a⟨0∣(ẑhom(π/4)2 − ẑhom(3π/4)2)∣0⟩a) ≤ c2,2f̂hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D54)

b (Λ†
v→sr(F̂v(β2

θ)) − a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣ẑhet(θ)2∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′) ≤ c
(b)
2,3f̂het

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D55)

± (Λ†
v→sr(F̂v(β0βπ/2)) − a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣ẑhet(0)ẑhet(π/2)∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′) ≤ 1

2

f̂het

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D56)

where b ∈ {+,−},
c2,1 ∶=

√
1145− 624√2 − 12

26
= 0.16164⋯, (D57)

c2,2 ∶=
√

2

13
(3 −√2) = 0.62199⋯, (D58)

c
(+)
2,3 ∶= 1, (D59)
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c
(−)
2,3 ∶=

√
5(653 − 288√2) − 25

120
= 0.08374⋯, (D60)

and f̂hom, f̂het, ẑhom(θ), and ẑhet(θ) are defined by
Eqs. (D13), (D31), (D12), and (D32), respectively.
We can evaluate the operators in Eqs. (D53)−(D56) as

1

2
Λ†
v→sr(x̂2v(π/4)− x̂2v(3π/4)) = ŶI , (D61)

1

2
a⟨0∣(ẑhom(π/4)2 − ẑhom(3π/4)2)∣0⟩a = ŶR, (D62)

eiθn̂rΛ†
v→sr(F̂v(β2

θ))e−iθn̂r = Λ†
v→sr(x̂v(0)2) + 1

4
Î , (D63)

eiθn̂r
a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣ẑhet(θ)2∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′e−iθn̂r

= a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)2∣0⟩a + ∞∑
n,m=0

m + 2n
4(m + n + 1) ∣n,m⟩srsr⟨n,m∣,

(D64)

Λ†
v→sr(F̂v(β0βπ/2)) = ŶI , (D65)

a′b′c′⟨0,0,0∣ẑhet(0)ẑhet(π/2)∣0,0,0⟩a′b′c′ = ŶR , (D66)

where

ŶI ∶=
∞∑

n,m=2

√
n(n − 1)

4
i(∣n,m − 2⟩srsr⟨n − 2,m∣ − ∣n − 2,m⟩srsr⟨n,m − 2∣), (D67)

ŶR ∶=
∞∑

n,m=2

√
n(n − 1)

4

√
m(m − 1)
m + n + 1 i (∣n,m − 2⟩srsr⟨n − 2,m∣ − ∣n − 2,m⟩srsr⟨n,m − 2∣) . (D68)

Using these expressions, the relations in Eqs. (D53)−(D56) can respectively be derived from the non-negativity of the
following operators

c2,1
n̂2
s + n̂s + 1

2
Î

n̂s + n̂r + Î
+Λ†

v→sr(x̂v(0)2) − a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)2∣0⟩a, (D69)

c2,2
n̂2
s + n̂s + 1

2
Î

n̂s + n̂r + Î
∓ (ŶI − ŶR) , (D70)

c
(b)
2,3

n̂2
s + 3n̂s + 2Î
n̂s + n̂r + Î

− b⎛⎝Λ†
v→sr(x̂v(0)2) + 1

4
Î − a⟨0∣ẑhom(0)2∣0⟩a − ∞∑

n,m=0

m + 2n
4(m + n + 1) ∣n,m⟩srsr⟨n,m∣⎞⎠ , (D71)

1

2

n̂2
s + 3n̂s + 2Î
n̂s + n̂r + Î

∓ (ŶI − ŶR) . (D72)

Here, we have also use the non-negativity of the operator in Eq. (D14) or Eq. (D33), which was already shown.

Any of the operators in Eqs. (D69)−(D72) can be
expressed with the form of Eq. (D44), in which we
use the definitions in Eqs. (D45)−(D47), except for the
definitions of h3(n,m) and h4(n,m), i.e., Eqs. (D48)
and (D49). Depending on the respective operators in
Eqs. (D69)−(D72), the definition of h3(n,m) is changed
into

−
√
n(n + 1)

4
(1 −

√(m − n)(m − n + 1)
m + 1 ), (D73)

±i
√
n(n + 1)

4
(1 −

√(m − n)(m − n + 1)
m + 1 ), (D74)

b

√
n(n + 1)

4
(1 −

√(m − n)(m − n + 1)
m + 1 ), (D75)

±i
√
n(n + 1)

4
(1 −

√(m − n)(m − n + 1)
m + 1 ), (D76)

and the definition of h4(n,m) is modified to

(2c2,1 + 1)(2n2 + 2n + 1) − n
8(m + 1) , (D77)

c2,2

2

n2 + n + 1
2

m + 1 , (D78)

2c
(b)
2,3(n + 1)(n + 2) − b(n2 + 1)

4(m + 1) , (D79)

1

4

n2 + 3n + 2
m + 1 . (D80)

The modification of the definitions of h3(n,m) and

h4(n,m) affects the definitions of ∆̂
(2)
n,m and Ŵ

(2)
n,m, im-

plicitly. Therefore, the non-negativity of the opera-
tors in Eqs. (D69)−(D72) are guaranteed from the non-

negativity of the modified ∆̂
(2)
n,m for n,m ∈ Z≥0 and the

non-negativity of the trace and the determinant of the
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modified 2 × 2 matrix in Eq. (D50), which is the princi-

pal submatrix of Ŵ
(2)
n,m, for (n,m) ∈ Ω(2). For any of the

cases, the non-negativity of the modified ∆̂
(2)
n,m and the

trace of the matrix can be checked from the explicit ex-
pressions of the modified h4(n,m) in Eqs. (D77)−(D80).
By using the relation in Eq. (D52), a lower bound of the
the determinant of the modified matrix for any of the

cases can be expressed as

16(m + 1)2(h4(n − 1,m)h4(n + 1,m) − ∣h3(n,m)∣2)
≥ 16(m + 1)2h4(n − 1,m)h4(n + 1,m)
− n(n + 1)(n + 2 −√2)2 . (D81)

This is so because the value of ∣h3(n,m)∣2 remain the
same in all the cases as we can see from the modified def-
initions of h3(n,m) in Eqs. (D73)−(D76). In each of the
cases, the right hand side can be respectively evaluated
as

(n − 1)(4(c2,1 + 1)c2,1(n − 2)3 + 1

24
(812c22,1 + 768(c − 1

8
) + 77)(n − 2)2

+ 1

12
(1088c22,1 + 960(c2,1 − 1

8
) + 59)(n − 2) + 1

49
(3577(c2,1 − 1

7
)2 + 3815(c2,1 − 1

7
) + 31)) , (D82)

(n − 1)(4(c22,2 − 1

4
)(n − 2)3 + 1

24
(812(c22,2 − 1

4
) + 3)(n − 2)2 + 272

3
(c22,2 − 1

4
)(n − 2) + 1

3
(219(c22,2 − 1

3
) + 13)) ,

(D83)

(7 + 2√2)(n − 1)3 + 3(17+ 4√2)(n − 1)2 + 11(9 + 2√2)(n − 1)+ 35 + 12√2, (D84)

(n − 2)(4c(−)2,3 (c(−)2,3 + 1)(n − 3)2(n − 1) + 1

12
(480(c(−)2,3 −

1

12
)2 + 556(c(−)2,3 −

1

12
) + 27)(n − 3)(n − 1)

+1
6
(648(c(−)2,3 −

1

12
)2 + 714(c(−)2,3 −

1

12
) + 13)⎛⎝n − 3 +

(12c(−)2,3 − 1)(20c(−)2,3 + 19)(c(−)2,3 + 1)(108c(−)2,3 − 7)
⎞⎠⎞⎠ , (D85)

n(1 + n)((2√2 + 1)n + 4√2) . (D86)

From top to bottom, they correspond to the case of
Eq. (D69), i.e., h4(n,m) is equal to Eq. (D77), the case
of Eq. (D70), i.e., h4(n,m) is equal to Eq. (D78), the case
of Eq. (D71) with b = +, i.e., h4(n,m) and b are equal
to Eq. (D79) and +, the case of Eq. (D71) with b = −,
i.e., h4(n,m) and b are equal to Eq. (D79) and −, the
case of Eq. (D72), i.e., h4(n,m) is equal to Eq. (D80).

The non-negativity of these values for (n,m) ∈ Ω(2), i.e.
n ∈ Z≥1, can be confirmed from the above expressions

as well as the facts c2,1 > 1
7
, c22,2 > 1

3
, c
(−)
2,3 > 1

12
, and

1 > (12c
(−)
2,3
−1)(20c(−)

2,3
+19)

(c(−)
2,3
+1)(108c(−)

2,3
−7)
> 0.

These are key expressions for confirming the correct-
ness of the first inequality in Eq. (7) and Eqs. (8), (C4),
and (C5).

5. Proof of Eq. (15)

As a representative of the third set E3 , i.e., the set in
Eqs. (15), (C16), (C14), and (C17), we select Eq. (15)
and prove this.

Eq. (15) is a relation for the three-mode states ρ̂3. The
first mode s1 is measured by the ideal homodyne detec-
tion, and the other two modes s2r2 are measured by the
SHD. Using this notation, a sufficient condition for the
inequality in Eq. (15) to hold can be expressed as follow-
ings:

±x̂s1(φ) (Λr2→s2r2(x̂r2(θ)) − a1
⟨0∣ẑ(2)

hom
(θ)∣0⟩a1

)
≤ c3(n̂s1 + 1

2
Î) f̂

(2)
hom

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
, (D87)

where

c3 ∶=
√

32

15
(√2 − 1) = 0.60499⋯, (D88)

and the operators f̂
(j)
hom

and ẑ
(j)
hom
(θ) are defined in

the similar way as f̂hom in Eq. (D13) and ẑhom(θ) in
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Eq. (D12):

f̂
(j)
hom
∶=
∑

θ∈{π/4,π/2,3π/4}

1

4
e−iθn̂rj

aj
⟨0∣fhom(n̂1j , n̂2j , n̂0j)∣0⟩aj

eiθn̂rj ,

(D89)

ẑ
(j)
hom
(θ) ∶= e−iθn̂rj

n̂1j − n̂2j√
2(n̂1j + n̂2j + n̂0j + Î)e

iθn̂rj . (D90)

The inequality in Eq. (15) can be reproduced by using
input state ρ̂3 like we did in the previous proofs.

As was the case in Eq. (D10), Eq. (D87) is derived
from the non-negativity of

f̂
(j)
hom

n̂sj + n̂rj + Î
− (n̂sj)2 + n̂sj + 1

2
Î

n̂sj + n̂rj + Î
=∶ F̂(j)

hom
, (D91)

which is the operator in Eq. (D14) for the j-the pair in

ρ̂2N , and

c3(n̂s1 + 1

2
Î) n̂2

s2
+ n̂s2 + 1

2
Î .

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
∓ x̂s1(Λr2→s2r2(x̂r2(θ)) − a1

⟨0∣ẑ(2)
hom
(θ)∣0⟩a1

) .
(D92)

This is so because c3 × (n̂s1 + 1
2
Î) ⋅ F̂(2)

hom
+

eiφn̂s1
−iθn̂r2 (D92)e−iφn̂s1

+iθn̂r2 is equal to the right
hand side minus the left hand side of the inequality in
Eq. (D87).
The non-negativity of Eq. (D91) is provided from that

of Eq. (D14) just by replacing the variables. As for the
operator in Eq. (D92), it can be rewritten as

∑
u,n,m ∈ Z≥0
s.t. n ≤m

∆̂(3)u,n,m + ∑
(u,n,m,t)∈Ω(3)

Ŵ
(3)
±,u,n,m,t,

(D93)

where

∆̂(3)u,n,m ∶= (4 − (δn,m + δn,0 − 2)(δu,0 − 2))h6(u,n,m)P̂u,u,n,n,m, (D94)

Ω(3) ∶= {(u,n,m, t)∣u,m,n ∈ Z≥1 ∧ n ≤m ∧ t ∈ {0,1}}, (D95)

Ŵ
(3)
±,u,n,m,t ∶= h6(u + t − 1, n − 1,m)P̂u+t−1,u+t−1,n−1,n−1,m ∓ h5(u,n,m)∗P̂u+t−1,u−t,n−1,n,m

∓ h5(u,n,m)P̂u−t,u+t−1,n,n−1,m + h6(u − t, n,m)P̂u−t,u−t,n,n,m, (D96)

and

P̂u,u′,n,n′,m ∶= ∣u,n,m − n⟩⟨u′, n′,m − n′∣, (D97)

h5(u,n,m) ∶= √un
4
(1 −√1 − n

m + 1), (D98)

h6(u,n,m) ∶= c3
4
(u + 1

2
)n2 + n + 1

2

m + 1 . (D99)

As a sufficient condition for the non-negativity of the
operator in Eq. (D93), we will show the non-negativity

of ∆̂
(3)
u,n,m (Ŵ

(3)
±,u,n,m,t) for u,n,m ∈ Z≥0 such that n ≤

m((u,n,m, t) ∈ Ω(3)). The non-negativity of ∆̂
(3)
u,n,m is

trivial from c3 > 0 and the definitions in Eqs. (D94)

and (D99). In order to guarantee the non-negativity

of the operator Ŵ
(3)
±,u,n,m,t, it suffices to check the non-

negativity of the principal submatrix

( h6(u + t − 1, n − 1,m) h5(u,n,m)∗
h5(u,n,m) h6(u − t, n,m) ) , (D100)

in the photon number basis of the three input modes
since the other matrix elements in the basis are zero (see
Eq. (D96)). The non-negativity of the trace of this ma-
trix can be confirmed from the definition in Eq. (D99).
As for the non-negativity of the determinant, it can be
checked as follows:

16(m + 1)2
un(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (h6(u − t,m,n)h6(u + t − 1,m,n − 1) − ∣h5(u,m,n)∣2)
= 1(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (c23

u2 − 1
4

u
⋅ n

4 + 1
4

n
− (m + 1)(√m + 1 −√m − n + 1)2)

≥ c23
(u2 − 1

4
)(n4 + 1

4
)

un(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 − 1 ≥ 15

32(√2 − 1)2 c23 − 1 = 0. (D101)
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The second relation is due to Eq. (D28), and the left hand
side of the third relation is minimized in the case of u = 1
and n = 1 when (u,n,m, t) is in Ω(3).
Therefore, the operator in Eq. (D92) is non-negative,

and therefore, Eq. (15) is proved.

6. Proof of Eqs. (C14), (C16), and (C17)

Eqs. (C14), (C16), and (C17), i.e., the rest of relations
in the third set E3, can be proved with minor modifica-

tions to the proof of Eq. (15) in the previous subsection.
Below, we provide only the key equations, which are es-
sential for the proof.

To guarantee Eqs. (C14), (C16), and (C17), it is suffi-
cient to respectively show

±x̂s1(φ)(Λ†
v2→s2r2

(F̂v2(β(2)θ )) − a′
2
b′
2
c′
2
⟨0,0,0∣ẑ(2)het(θ))∣0,0,0⟩a′

2
b′
2
c′
2

) ≤ c3,1(n̂s1 + 1

2
Î) f̂

(2)
het

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
, (D102)

±x̂s1(φ)(Λ†
v2→s2r2

(F̂v2(β(2)θ
)) − a′

2
b′
2
c′
2
⟨0,0,0∣ẑ(2)

het
(θ))∣0,0,0⟩

a′
2
b′
2
c′
2

) ≤ c3,2(n̂s1 + Î) f̂
(2)
het

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
, (D103)

±x̂s1(φ)(Λ†
v2→s2r2

(x̂v2(θ)) − a2
⟨0∣ẑ(2)

hom
(θ))∣0⟩

a2

) ≤ c3,3(n̂s1 + Î) f̂
(2)
hom

n̂s + n̂r + Î
, (D104)

where

c3,1 ∶=
√
2

3
√
5
(√5 − 1) = 0.26058⋯, (D105)

c3,2 ∶= 1

2
√
15
(√5 − 1) = 0.15957⋯, (D106)

c3,3 ∶= 2√
5
(√2 − 1) = 0.37048⋯, (D107)

and, f̂
(2)
hom

, ẑ
(2)
hom
(θ), f̂ (2)

het
, and ẑ

(2)
het
(θ) are defined by

Eqs. (D13), (D90), (D31), and (D109), respectively.

Moreover, the operators f̂
(j)
het

and ẑ
(j)
het
(θ) are defined in

the similar way as f̂hom in Eq. (D31) and ẑhet(θ) in
Eq. (D32):

f̂
(j)
het
∶=

a′
j
b′
j
c′
j
⟨0,0,0∣fhet(n̂1′

j
, n̂2′

j
, n̂3′

j
, n̂4′

j
, n̂0′

j
)∣0,0,0⟩

a′
j
b′
j
c′
j

,

(D108)

ẑ
(j)
het
(θ) ∶=√2(n̂1′

j
− n̂2′

j
) cosθ + (n̂3′

j
− n̂4′

j
) sin θ√

n̂1′
j
+ n̂2′

j
+ n̂3′

j
+ n̂4′

j
+ n̂0′

j
+ Î

.

(D109)

Since the operators in Eq. (D91) and

f̂
(j)
het

n̂sj + n̂rj + Î
− (n̂sj)2 + 3n̂sj + 2Î

n̂sj + n̂rj + Î
=∶ F̂(j)

het
(D110)

are non-negative, the inequalities in Eq. (D102), (D103),
and (D104) can be respectively derived from the non-

negativity of the operators

c3,1(n̂s1 + 1

2
Î)(n̂2

s2
+ 3n̂s2 + 2Î)

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
∓ x̂s1(Λ†

v2→s2r2
(x̂v2) − a2

⟨0∣ẑ(2)
hom
(0)∣0⟩

a2

), (D111)

c3,2(n̂s1 + Î)(n̂2
s2
+ 3n̂s2 + Î)

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
∓ x̂s1(Λ†

v2→s2r2
(x̂v2) − a2

⟨0∣ẑ(2)hom(0)∣0⟩a2

), (D112)

c3,3(n̂s1 + Î)(n̂2
s2
+ n̂s2 + 1

2
Î)

n̂s2 + n̂r2 + Î
± x̂s1(Λ†

v2→s2r2
(x̂v2) − a2

⟨0∣ẑ(2)
hom
(0)∣0⟩

a2

) . (D113)

Here, we used the fact that

∫ d2γ

π
∣γ2∣∣γ⟩⟨γ∣s1 = n̂s1 + Î , (D114)

and the non-negativity of F(j)
hom

in Eq. (D91) and F(j)
het

in
Eq. (D110), which can be derived from the non-negativity
of Eq. (D33) just by replacing the variables.

The three operators in Eqs. (D111)−(D113) can be
written in the form in Eq. (D93). In doing so, the defi-
nitions of all the terms in Eqs. (D94)−(D98) remain the
same except for the definition of h6(u,n,m) for each of
the Eqs. (D111)−(D113), i.e., Eq. (D99), which is respec-
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tively replaced with

c3,1

4
(u + 1

2
)n2 + 3n + 2

m + 1 , (D115)

c3,2

4
(u + 1)n2 + 3n + 2

m + 1 , (D116)

c3,3

4
(u + 1)n2 + n + 1

2

m + 1 . (D117)

This modification implicitly affects the definitions of

∆̂
(3)
u,n,m and Ŵ

(3)
±,u,n,m,t. As a result, we can prove the

non-negativity of the operators in Eqs. (D111), (D112),
and (D113) in the same way as the case of Eq. (D92), i.e.,

it is sufficient to check the non-negativity of the modified

operators ∆̂
(3)
u,n,m and Ŵ

(3)
±,u,n,m,t for appropriate param-

eters u,n,m, t. The non-negativity of the modified op-

erator Ŵ
(3)
±,u,n,m,t is obtained from that of the modified

2×2 matrix in Eq. (D100), i.e., the non-negativity of the
trace and the determinant of it. The non-negativity of

the modified operator ∆̂
(3)
u,n,m and the trace of the matrix

for appropriate parameters u,n,m, t is guaranteed from
the non-negativity of the modified function h6(u,n,m)
for u,n,m ∈ Z≥0 such that n ≤ m. This can be checked
from the definitions in Eqs. (D115), (D116), and (D117)
directly. The non-negativity of the determinant can be
confirmed by the following expression:

16(m + 1)2
un(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 (h6(u − t,m,n)h6(u + t − 1,m,n − 1) − ∣h5(u,m,n)∣2)
≥ 16(m + 1)2
un(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2h6(u,m,n)h6(u − 1,m,n − 1) − 1 ≥ 0. (D118)

Here, the first inequality is due to the relation in
Eq. (D28). The last expression can be evaluated as

c23,1
(u2 − 1

4
)

u
⋅ (n + 1)(n + 2)(√n + 1 − 1)2 − 1 ≥ 0, (D119)

c23,2(u + 1)(n + 1)(n + 2)(√n + 1 − 1)2 − 1 ≥ 0, (D120)

c23,3(u + 1) (n4 + 1
4
)

n(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 − 1 ≥ 0, (D121)

respectively. Note that these values are minimized at the
point u = 1, n = 4 for the first two values and at the point

u = 1, n = 1 for the last one when (u,n,m, t) ∈ Ω(3).
This ends the derivation of Eqs. (C14), (C16), and

(C17).

7. Proof of Eq. (9)

As a representative of the fourth set E4 , i.e., the set
of Eqs. (9), (C6), and (C12), we select Eq. (9), which we
will prove in this subsection.
In the case of Eq. (9), N pairs of the signal pulse and

LO pulse are input. Especially, k-th and l-th pair is

observed by the SHD. The operator ĝ
(j)
hom

is defined by:

ĝ
(j)
hom
∶= ∑

θ∈{π/4,π/2,3π/4}

1

4
e
−iθn̂rj

aj
⟨0∣ghom(n̂1j , n̂2j , n̂0j )∣0⟩aj

e
iθn̂rj , (D122)

where ghom(n1, n2, n0) is defined by Eq. (14).
The inequality in Eq. (9) can be derived from the following operator relation:

± (Λ†
vk→skrk

(x̂vk(θk))Λ†
vl→slrl

(x̂vl(θl)) − ak
⟨0∣ẑ(k)

hom
(θk))∣0⟩ak

al
⟨0∣ẑ(l)

hom
(θl))∣0⟩al

)
≤ c3( f̂

(k)
hom

n̂sk + n̂rk + Î
ĝ
(l)
hom
+ ĝ(k)

hom

f̂
(l)
hom

n̂sl + n̂rl + Î
), (D123)

where c3 is defined by Eq. (D88). The inequality in
Eq. (9) is rebuilt by using ρ̂2N .
Eq. (D123) can be derived from the non-negativity of

the following three operators: F(j)
hom

(D91),

ĝ
(j)
hom − (n̂sj + 1

2
Î) =∶ Ĝ(j)hom, (D124)

and
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c3
⎛⎝(n̂sk)2 + n̂sk + 1

2
Î

n̂sk + n̂rk + Î
(n̂sl + 1

2
Î) + (n̂sk + 1

2
Î) (n̂sl)2 + n̂sl + 1

2
Î

n̂sl + n̂r1 + Î
⎞⎠

∓ (Λ†
vk→skrk

(x̂vk(0))Λ†
vl→slrl

(x̂vl(0))− ak
⟨0∣ẑ(k)

hom
(0))∣0⟩

ak
al
⟨0∣ẑ(l)

hom
(0))∣0⟩

al
),

(D125)

since the difference between the both sides of the re-

lation in Eq. (D123) is equal to c3( f̂
(k)
hom

n̂sk
+n̂rk

+Î
Ĝ(l)
hom
+

F̂(k)hom
(n̂sl + 1

2
Î) + Ĝ(k)hom

f̂
(l)

hom

n̂sl
+n̂rl

+Î
+ (n̂sk + 1

2
Î) F̂(l)hom) +

e−iθkn̂sk
−iθln̂rl (D125)eiθkn̂sl

+iθln̂rl . Here, trivial relations

f̂
(j)

hom

n̂sj
+n̂rj

+Î
≥ 0 and n̂sj ≥ 0 are also employed.

From the matrix element of Eq. (D124), which can be
evaluated as

sjrj ⟨n,m∣ĝ(j)hom
− (n̂sj + 1

2
Î)∣n′,m′⟩sjrj

= ∑
θ∈{0,π/4,π/2,3π/4}

1

4
e−iθ(m−m

′) (1
2
(n +m + 1) sjrjaj

⟨n,m,0∣δn̂0j
,0∣n′,m′,0⟩sjrjaj

+sjrjaj
⟨n,m,0∣ (âsj â

†

r′
j

+ â†
sj
âr′

j
)2

2(n̂0j + 1) ∣n′,m′,0⟩sjrjaj

⎞⎟⎠ − δn,n′δm,m′ (n + 1

2
)

= δn,n′δm,m′ (1
2
(n +m + 1) sjrjaj

⟨n,m,0∣δn̂0j
,0∣n,m,0⟩sjrjaj

+ sjrjaj
⟨n,m,0∣2n̂sj n̂r′

j
+ n̂sj + n̂r′

j

2(n̂0j + 1) ∣n,m,0⟩sjrjaj
− (n + 1

2
))

= δn,n′δm,m′ (2−m−1 (n +m + 1)+ m

∑
k=0

m! ((2n + 1)(m − k) + n)(k + 1)!(m − k)!2m+1 − (n + 1

2
))

= δn,n′δm,m′ ( n

m + 1(1 − (1 +m/2)2−m) +m2−m−1) , (D126)

we can see that the operator in Eq. (D124) is diagonal for

the photon number basis {∣n,m⟩(j)sr }n,m=0,1,⋯. The equal-
ities in Eq. (D126) are assured for the same reasons as in
Eq. (D16). Since all the 2 terms in the diagonal elements
on the last expression are non-negative for n,m ∈ Z≥0, we
have that Eq. (D124) is non-negative.

Next, we show the non-negativity of the operator in

Eq. (D125). By definition, the operator can be rewritten
as

∑
n,m,u,w ∈ Z≥0

s.t. n ≤m ∧ u ≤ w

∆̂(4)n,m,u,w + ∑
(n,m,u,w,t)∈Ω(4)

W
(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t,

(D127)

where all the notations are defined as follows:

∆̂(4)n,m,u,w ∶= (4 − (δn,m + δn,0 − 2)(δu,w + δu,0 − 2))h8(n,m,u,w)P̂n,n,m,u,u,w, (D128)

Ω(4) ∶= {(n,m,u,w, t)∣n,m,u,w ∈ Z≥0 ∧ n ≤m ∧ u ≤ w ∧ t ∈ {0,1}}, (D129)

Ŵ
(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t ∶= h8(n − 1,m,u + t − 1,w)P̂n−1,n−1,m,u+t−1,u+t−1,w ∓ h7(n,m,u,w)∗P̂n−1,n,m,u+t−1,u−t,w

∓ h7(n,m,u,w)P̂n,n−1,m,u−t,u+t−1,w + h8(n,m,u − t,w)P̂n,n,m,u−t,u−t,w, (D130)

P̂n,n′,m,u,u′,w ∶= ∣n,m − n⟩(k)s,r
(k)
s,r⟨n′,m − n′∣⊗ ∣u,w − u⟩(l)s,r(l)s,r⟨u′,w − u′∣, (D131)

h7(n,m,u,w) ∶= √nu
4
(1 −√(1 − n

m + 1)(1 − u

w + 1)), (D132)

h8(n,m,u,w) ∶= c3
4
(n2 + n + 1

2

m + 1 (u + 1

2
) + (n + 1

2
)u2 + u + 1

2

w + 1 ). (D133)
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As a sufficient condition for the non-negativity of the op-
erator in Eq. (D127), we will show the non-negativity

of ∆̂
(4)
n,m,u,w (Ŵ

(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t) for n,m,u,w ∈ Z≥0 such that

n ≤ m and u ≤ w((n,m,u,w, t) ∈ Ω(4)). The non-

negativity of ∆̂
(4)
n,m,u,w for n,m,u,w ∈ Z≥0 such that n ≤m

and u ≤ w is trivial from the fact c3 > 0 and the defini-
tions in Eqs. (D128) and (D133). In order to confirm the

non-negativity of the operator Ŵ
(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t, it is enough

to check the non-negativity of the principal submatrix

( h8(n − 1,m,u + t − 1,w) ∓h7(n,m,u,w)∗∓h7(n,m,u,w) h8(n,m,u − t,w) ) , (D134)

in the photon number basis of the four input modes
since the other matrix elements in the basis are zero (see
Eq. (D130)). The non-negativity of this matrix can be
confirmed from the facts that the definition in Eq. (D133)
guarantees the non-negativity of the trace of it, and the
non-negativity of the determinant can be checked by the
following inequality

∣h7(n,m,u,w)∣−2(h8(n,m,u − t,w)h8(n − 1,m,u − 1 + t,w) − ∣h7(n,m,u,w)∣2)
= c

2
3

nu
∏

s∈{1,−1}

(n2 + sn + 1
2
)(u + (−1)t s

2
)n−1 n

m+1
+ (n + s

2
)(u2 + (−1)tsu + 1

2
)u−1 u

w+1

1 −√(1 − n
m+1
)(1 − u

w+1
) − 1

≥ c
2
3

nu
min [ (n4 + 1

4
)(u2 − 1

4
)

(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 ,
(u4 + 1

4
)(n2 − 1

4
)

(u + 1)(√u + 1 − 1)2 ] − 1 ≥ c23 15

32(√2 − 1)2 − 1 = 0, (D135)

for (n,m,u,w, t) ∈ Ω(4). In the second relation, we apply
the following inequality:

∏
b∈{1,−1}

αb
n

m+1
+ βb u

w+1

1 −√(1 − n
m+1
)(1 − u

w+1
)

≥min[ α1α−1n
2

(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 , β1β−1w
2

(w + 1)(√w + 1 − 1)2 ],
(D136)

under the constraints α1, α−1, β1, β−1 > 0, 0 < n ≤ m,
and 0 < u ≤ w, which will be proved in the next sub-
section. In order to apply this inequality, we assign val-
ues as follows: αb ∶= (n2 + bn + 1

2
)(u + (−1)t b

2
)n−1, and

βb ∶= (n + b
2
)(u2 + (−1)tbu + 1

2
)u−1. The third expression

in Eq. (D135) is minimized when n = 1 and u = 1.
Therefore, we have derived the non-negativity of the

operator in Eq. (D130), and we have shown the correct-
ness of the relation in Eq. (9).

8. Proof of Eq. (D136)

In this subsection, we prove Eq. (D136). Under the
constraints α1, α−1, β1, β−1 > 0, 1 > x0 ∶= n

n+1
≥ x ∶= n

m+1
>

0, and 1 > y0 ∶= u
u+1
≥ y ∶= u

w+1
> 0, the relation in

Eq. (D136) can be shown as follows:

∏
b∈{1,−1}

αbx + βby
1 −√(1 − x)(1 − y)

≥ ⎛⎝
√
α1α−1x +√β1β−1y

1 −√(1 − x)(1 − y)
⎞⎠
2

≥min[ α1α−1x
2

(1 −√1 − x)2 , β1β−1y
2

(1 −√1 − y)2 ]
≥min[ α1α−1x

2
0(1 −√1 − x0)2 ,

β1β−1y
2
0(1 −√1 − y0)2 ]. (D137)

The first inequality comes from α1β−1 + α−1β1 ≥
2
√
α1α−1β1β−1 for any positive variables α1, α−1, β1, and

β−1. The last inequality comes from the fact that the
function x

1−
√
1−x

is a monotonically decreasing and posi-

tive function when 0 < x < 1. Therefore, it is sufficient to
prove the second inequality.

The second inequality is derived from the fact that

(z1(1 −w2
1) + z2(1 −w2

2)
1 −w1w2

)2
≥min[z21(1 +w1)2, z22(1 +w2)2] (D138)

holds when 1 > wb∈{1,2} ≥ 0 and zb∈{1,2} > 0, since the

second inequality is obtained by substituting
√
1 − x,√

1 − y, √α1α−1, and
√
β1β−1 with w1, w2, z1, and z2,

respectively. In the rest of this subsection, we give the
proof of Eq. (D138). For this, we consider three regions
for a given zb∈{1,2} > 0;
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R1 ∶= {(w′1,w′2)∣z1(1 −w′21 ) + z2(1 −w′22 ) ≥ z1(1 +w′1)(1 −w′1w′2)},
R2 ∶= {(w′1,w′2)∣1 −w′2 ≥ 0 ∧ z2(w′2 + 1) ≥ (w′1 + 1)w′1z1},
R3 ∶= {(w′1,w′2)∣1 ≥ w′1 ≥ 0 ∧ 1 ≥ w′2 ≥ 0 ∧ z21w′1 ≤ z22w′2}. (D139)

The relation R1 ⊇ R2 holds since the inequality identify-
ing R1 can be rewrite (1−w′2)(z2(w′2+1)−(w′1+1)w′1z1) ≥
0. The relation R2 ⊇ R3 also holds since the region R2

is a convex set and all the vertices of the polytope R3

is included in R2, i.e., (0,0), (0,1), (z−21 z22 ,1) ∈ R2 in the
case of z1 ≥ z2 > 0 and (0,0), (0,1), (1,1), (1, z21z−22 ) ∈ R2

in the case of z2 ≥ z1 > 0. Therefore, R1 ⊇ R3 holds. This
relation assures that when 1 ≥ wb∈{1,2} ≥ 0, z21w1 ≤ z22w2,
and zb∈{1,2} ≥ 0, i.e., (w1,w2) ∈ R3,

z1(1 −w2
1) + z2(1 −w2

2) ≥ z1(1 +w1)(1 −w1w2),
(D140)

holds, i.e. (w1,w2) ∈ R1. Since w1w2 < 1 and z1(1+w1) >
0, this relation leads to

(z1(1 −w2
1) + z2(1 −w2

2)
1 −w1w2

)2 ≥ z21(1 +w1)2. (D141)

By replacing wb and zb with w3−b and z3−b, respec-

tively, we can also obtain the relation

(z1(1 −w2
1) + z2(1 −w2

2)
1 −w1w2

)2 ≥ z22(1 +w2)2, (D142)

when 1 > wb∈{1,2} ≥ 0, z21w1 ≥ z22w2, and zb∈{1,2} ≥ 0.
As a result, when 1 > wb∈{1,2} ≥ 0 and zb∈{1,2} ≥ 0, the

relation in Eqs. (D141) or (D142) hold. This is equivalent
to the relation in Eq. (D138).

9. Proof of Eqs. (C6) and (C12)

Eqs. (C6) and (C12), i.e., the rest of the relations in
the fourth set E4, can be proved with minor modifications
of the proof of Eq. (9). All the notations used here are
the same as those in the proof of Eq. (9).

For the modification, we employ additional operators
that will be proved to be non-negative:

ĝ
(j)
het
− (n̂sj + Î) =∶ Ĝ(j)het

, (D143)

where the operator ĝ
(j)
het

is defined from
ghet(n1′ , n2′ , n3′ , n4′ , n0′) in Eq. (C10) as:

ĝ
(j)
het ∶= a′

j
b′
j
c′
j
⟨0,0,0∣ghet(n̂1′

j
, n̂2′

j
, n̂3′

j
, n̂4′

j
, n̂0′

j
)∣0,0,0⟩a′

j
b′
j
c′
j
. (D144)

The matrix element of Eq. (D143) can be evaluated as

sjrj ⟨n,m∣ĝ(j)het
− (n̂sj + Î)∣n′,m′⟩sjrj

= ⎛⎝sjrja′j ⟨n,m,0∣δn̂0′
j
,0∣n′,m′,0⟩sjrja′j + sjrja

′
j
⟨n,m,0∣ (n̂sj + 1)n̂r′

j
+ n̂sj

n̂0′
j
+ 1 ∣n′,m′,0⟩sjrja′j⎞⎠

− δn,n′δm,m′ (n + 1)
= δn,n′δm,m′ (2−m + m

∑
k=0

m! ((n + 1)(m − k) + n)(k + 1)!(m − k)!2m − (n + 1)) = δn,n′δm,m′ ( n

m + 1(2 − (2 +m)2−m)) . (D145)

From this expression, we can find that the operator
in Eq. (D143) is diagonal for the photon number basis
of the input modes. The equalities in Eq. (D145) are
justified with the same reasons as in Eq. (D36). From
the last expression, we have that the diagonal elements

are positive for n,m ∈ Z≥0, and the non-negativity of
Eq. (D143) is guaranteed.

In order to confirm Eqs. (C6) and (C12), it is sufficient
to respectively show
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± (Λ†
vk→skrk

(F̂vk(βθk))Λ†
vl→slrl

(F̂vl(βθl)) − a′
k
b′
k
c′
k
⟨0,0,0∣ẑ(k)

het
(θk))∣0,0,0⟩a′

k
b′
k
c′
k
a′
l
b′
l
c′
l
⟨0,0,0∣ẑ(l)

het
(θl))∣0,0,0⟩a′

l
b′
l
c′
l

)
≤ c3,2( f̂

(k)
het

n̂sk + n̂rk + Î
ĝ
(l)
het
+ ĝ(k)

het

f̂
(l)
het

n̂sl + n̂rl + Î
), (D146)

± (Λ†
vk→skrk

(x̂vk(θk))Λ†
vl→slrl

(F̂vl(βθl)) − ak
⟨0∣ẑ(k)

hom
(θk))∣0⟩ak

a′
l
b′
l
c′
l
⟨0,0,0∣ẑ(l)

het
(θl))∣0,0,0⟩a′

l
b′
l
c′
l

)
≤ c3,3( f̂

(k)
hom

n̂sk + n̂rk + Î
ĝ
(l)
het
+ ĝ(k)

hom

f̂
(l)
het

n̂sl + n̂rl + Î
) . (D147)

Here, f̂
(j)
hom

, ĝ
(j)
hom

,f̂
(j)
het

, ẑ
(j)
hom
(θ), ẑ(j)

het
(θ), c3,2, and c3,3 are

defined by Eqs. (D89), (D122), (D108), (D90), (D109),
(D106), and (D107), respectively.
Since we already checked the non-negativity of the

operators in Eqs. (D91), (D124), (D110), and (D143),
Eqs. (D146) and (D147) can be derived from the non-
negativity of the operators

c3,2((n̂(k)s )2 + 3n̂(k)s + 2Î
n̂
(k)
s + n̂(k)r + Î

(n̂(l)s + Î) + (n̂(k)s + Î)(n̂(l)s )2 + 3n̂(l)s + 2Î
n̂
(l)
s + n̂(l)r + Î

)
∓ (Λ†

vk→skrk
(x̂vk(0))Λ†

vl→slrl
(x̂vl(0))− ak

⟨0∣ẑ(k)
hom
(0))∣0⟩

ak
al
⟨0∣ẑ(l)

hom
(0))∣0⟩

al
), (D148)

c3,3((n̂(k)s )2 + n̂(k)s + 1
2
Î

n̂
(k)
s + n̂(k)r + Î (n̂(l)s + Î) + (n̂(k)s + 1

2
Î)(n̂(l)s )2 + 3n̂(l)s + 2Î

n̂
(l)
s + n̂(l)r + Î

)
∓ (Λ†

vk→skrk
(x̂vk(0))Λ†

vl→slrl
(x̂vl(0))− ak

⟨0∣ẑ(k)hom(0))∣0⟩ak
al
⟨0∣ẑ(l)hom(0))∣0⟩al

), (D149)

respectively, as was the case of the justification of
Eq. (D123). Here, we have used the relations F̂v(βθ) =
x̂v(θ) and Eq. (D35). The above two operators can be
written in the form in Eq. (D127) where all the defini-
tions in Eqs. (D128)−(D132) remain the same, but the
definition of the function h8(n,m,u,w) is modified from
Eq. (D133) into the following two values

c3,2

4
(n2 + 3n + 2

m + 1 (u + 1) + (n + 1)u2 + 3u + 2
w + 1 ),

(D150)

c3,3

4
(n2 + n + 1

2

m + 1 (u + 1) + (n + 1

2
)u2 + 3u + 2

w + 1 ),
(D151)

respectively. This modification implicitly affects the def-

initions of ∆̂
(4)
n,m,u,w and Ŵ

(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t. As a result, we

can prove the non-negativity of the above operators in
Eqs. (D148) and (D149) in the same manner as the
case of Eq. (D125). That is, it is sufficient to check

the non-negativity of the modified operators ∆̂
(4)
n,m,u,w

and Ŵ
(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t for appropriate parameters n,m,u,w.

The non-negativity of the modified operator Ŵ
(4)
±,n,m,u,w,t

is obtained from that of the modified 2 × 2 matrix in
Eq. (D134), i.e., the non-negativity of the trace and the
determinant of it. The non-negativity of the modified

operator ∆̂
(4)
n,m,u,w and the trace of the matrix for ap-

propriate parameters n,m,u,w is guaranteed from the
non-negativity of the modified function h8(n,m,u,w) for
n,m,u,w ∈ Z≥0. This can be checked from the definitions
in Eqs. (D150) and (D151). Lower bounds of the deter-
minant times ∣h7(n,m,u,w)∣−2 can be derived as

c23,2min [(n2 + 3n + 2)(u + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 ,
(u2 + 3u + 2)(n + 1)(√u + 1 − 1)2 ] − 1 ≥ c23,2 60(√5 − 1)2 − 1 = 0, (D152)

c23,3min [ (n4 + 1
4
)(u + 1)

n(n + 1)(√n + 1 − 1)2 ,
(u3 + 3u + 2)(n2 − 1

4
)

n(√u + 1 − 1)2 ] − 1 ≥ c33,3 5

4(√2 − 1)2 − 1 = 0, (D153)

respectively. In the first case, the left-most lower bound in Eq. (D152) is justified by the inequality in
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Eq. (D136), where (n + 1)(n + b + 1)(u + (−1)t b
2
+ 1

2
)n−1

and (n + b
2
+ 1

2
)(u + 1)(u + (−1)tb + 1)u−1 are substituted

as the parameters αb and βb, respectively. This left-
most bound is minimized at the point u = 1 and
n = 4 when (n,m,u,w, t) ∈ Ω(4) to obtain the second
lower bound. In the second case, the left-most lower
bound in Eq. (D153) is confirmed by the inequality in

Eq. (D136), in which (n2 + bn + 1
2
)(u + (−1)t b

2
+ 1

2
)n−1

and (n + b
2
)(u + 1)(u + (−1)tb + 1)u−1 are substituted as

the parameters αb and βb, respectively. The left-most
bound is minimized at the point u = 1 and n = 1 when(n,m,u,w, t) ∈ Ω(4).
As a result, Eqs. (C6) and (C12) are justified.
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