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ABSTRACT Microwave quantum information networks require reliable transmission of single photon
propagating modes over lossy channels. In this article we propose a microwave noise-less linear amplifier
(NLA) suitable to circumvent the losses incurred by a flying photon undergoing an amplitude damping
channel (ADC). The proposed model is constructed by engineering a simple one-dimensional four node
cluster state. Contrary to conventional NLAs based on quantum scissors (QS), single photon amplification
is realized without the need for photon number resolving detectors (PNRDs). Entanglement between nodes
comprising the device’s cluster is achieved by means of a controlled phase gate (CPHASE). Furthermore,
photon measurements are implemented by quantum non demolition detectors (QNDs), which are currently
available as a part of circuit quantum electrodynamics (cQED) toolbox. We analyze the performance of our
device practically by considering detection inefficiency and dark count probability. We further examine the
potential usage of our device in low power quantum sensing applications and remote secret key generation
(SKG). Specifically, we demonstrate the device’s ability to prepare loss-free resources offline, and its
capacity to overcome the repeater-less bound of SKG. We compare the performance of our device against a
QS-NLA for the aforementioned applications, and highlight explicitly the operating conditions under which
our device can outperform a QS-NLA. The proposed device is also suitable for applications in the optical
domain.

INDEX TERMS Noiseless linear amplification (NLA), Cluster state quantum computing, entanglement,
Quantum non-demolition detection (QND), Remote entanglement, Qubit protection, Secret key generation.

I. INTRODUCTION

FOR a multitude of bosonic microwave quantum infor-
mation processing (QIP) tasks, the reliable transmission

of a single flying photon is critical to their success [1], [2].
However, due to the non-ideal transmissivity of transmission
media, the accumulation of propagation losses would eventu-
ally result in a protocol failure. Seemingly, the most practical
solution would be to deploy phase insensitive amplifiers in
order to combat channel attenuation. Nonetheless, the process
of amplification is always accompanied by at least half a
quantum of noise photons [3]. Unfortunately, a deterministic
noise-free amplifier is fundamentally prohibited by virtue
of the no cloning theorem [4]. However, a nondeterministic

noiseless amplifier (NLA) is physically possible if the oper-
ation is restricted to a subset of states in the device Hilbert
space [5], [6].

Ever since the inception of NLAs, numerous experiments
had been conducted in order to demonstrate the concept
[7]. On the application level, NLAs have found great utility
in fields such as entanglement distillation [8], [9], device-
independent quantum key distribution (DI-QKD) [10], [11],
quantum repeaters [12], and most recently quantum telepor-
tation [13].

A crucial requirement for implementing NLAs as depicted
in Fig. (1) is that the detection process that heralds a suc-
cessful probabilistic amplification is accomplished by photon

VOLUME 11, 2023 i

ar
X

iv
:2

31
2.

04
70

7v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 7
 D

ec
 2

02
3

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1276-5428


Author et al.: Preparation of Papers for IEEE TRANSACTIONS and JOURNALS

number resolving detectors (PNRDs), also know as photon
counters. This presents a major obstacle in front of physical
implementations in the microwave domain, as the low power
of single microwave photons renders the task of finding a
suitable observable for photon numbers a challenging one.

Recently the necessity of using PNRDs for the imple-
mentation of NLAs had been relaxed by proposing a new
model that employs a cluster state as a resource in order to
achieve noiseless amplification [14]. The concept followed
the new architecture of third generation quantum repeaters
[15], [16], which is characterized by its fault-tolerance ca-
pabilities. In the field of quantum computation, the cluster
state model is an alternative to the circuit-based framework
that utilizes a resource of highly entangled qubits [17]. The
cluster nodes (qubits) are initially prepared in the diagonal
basis {|+⟩, |−⟩}. Links (network edges) are established be-
tween nodes by means of a CPHASE gate. Every quantum
computing algorithm can be realized on a cluster state re-
source by performing single qubit measurements on the nodes
comprising the cluster in a pre-defined Pauli basis [17]. The
same concept of cluster state computation or synonymously,
the one-way model, was later developed for the more versatile
continuous variable (CV) systems [18].

Our main objective in this article is to propose a NLA
model suitable for microwave bosonic QIP. Since PNRDs are
currently not available in the microwave domain, we propose
utilizing microwave QNDs, which are efficient and have
low dark count rates [19], [20]. Furthermore, owing to their
deterministic generation process, we adopt bosonic temporal
modes as an encoding scheme for all the qubits involved in our
protocol [21]–[23]. It is worth mentioning at this point that
the aforementioned characteristics are essentially different
from our previous proposal [14], that relied on coincidence
counters and polarization qubits.

Our proposed model is composed of a simple 4-node one
dimensional cluster state engineered in a manner that exactly
simulates the dynamics of a heralded NLA as depicted in Fig.
(1). However, as we demonstrate in the upcoming sections,
this model is extremely powerful since it inherits the fault
tolerance capacity of the one-way quantum computingmodel.

In order to practically evaluate the performance of our
proposed device, we consider two important microwave QIP
tasks that could be greatly enhanced by the usage of our de-
vice. Firstly, we study the problem of storing a single bosonic
mode in a leaky memory element. Then we turn our attention
towards the task of entanglement generation between remote
parties. We further consider the remote generation of secure
keys over the established entanglement channel.

This article is organized as follows: In Section (II) we start
with a formal description of the theory of NLA followed
by a mathematical representation of damping and losses.
Then we focus on the inner workings of a heralded NLA
based on quantum scissors. Section (III) is dedicated to our
one-way NLA. Firstly we briefly introduce the mathematical
formalism of bosonic temporal modes. After that we describe
in details the working principle of our device. Then we study

α|0⟩I + β|1⟩I γ

BS1

E

50/50

t

BS2

ρ(out)|1⟩F
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Ẽ
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FIGURE 1. Qubit noiseless amplification. The depicted setup is composed
of three beamsplitters and two PNRDs denoted by D+ and D−. The first
beamsplitter, BS1, models a lossy channel with transmissivity γ. The
second one, BS2, has a variable transmissivity t , whereas the third is
balanced. The output of a lossy channel is a mixture of single photon
state and vacuum. The amplifier rescales the probabilities of the
channel’s output density operator in favor of the single photon
component. Noiseless amplification succeeds probabilistically by
registering one and only one click in either D+ or D−.

the effect of dark counts and non ideal efficiency on the de-
vice’s success probability. Finally the last part of this section
focuses on the relation between the success probability and
the tuning parameter of our device. In section (IV) we study
two important applications of our device. Firstly we tackle
the problem of storing an idler mode in an entanglement-
enhanced sensing protocol. We show the cost at which our
device is capable of fully restoring the attenuated mode. Then
we turn our attention towards another interesting problem,
that is, remote entanglement generation. We first demonstrate
the ability of our device to establish remote entanglement
deterministically, due to its fault tolerant capacity. After that
we examine the secret key rate that can be generated ac-
cordingly. We mainly focus in this final section on showing
the ability of our cluster state NLA to beat the repeater-less
bound of remote SKG, and we further highlight the operating
conditions under which it can outperform a NLA based on
QS. Finally section (V) is our conclusion.

II. THEORY OF NLA
We begin this section with a brief definition of NLA, then
formally define channel losses. In the last part of this section
we describe how amplification is achieved with a QS-NLA.

A. FORMAL DEFINITION OF NLA
Ideally a NLA can be described by defining the following
operator [5]

T̂ = gn̂, (1)

where |g|≥ 1 is a real number characterizing the amplifier’s
gain, and n̂ is the number operator.
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Consider now a coherent state |α⟩ undergoing the afore-
mentioned transformation

T̂ |α⟩ = gn̂
[
e

−|α|2
2

∞∑
n=0

αn√
n!
|n⟩

]
= e

−|α|2
2

∞∑
n=0

αn√
n!
gn̂|n⟩

= e
−|α|2

2

∞∑
n=0

(gα)n√
n!

|n⟩

= e
|α|2
2 (g2−1)|gα⟩, (2)

where |gα⟩ = e
−|gα|2

2

∞∑
n=0

(gαn)√
n!
|n⟩, gn̂ = eln g

n̂
= e(ln g)n̂ =

∞∑
n=0

[(ln g)n̂]n/n!, n̂|n⟩ = n|n⟩, and Pd = e|α|
2(g2−1) is the

success probability of this transformation which equals to the
norm of the output state [5].

A linear operator in a Hilbert space, Ô ∈ L(H), Ô : H1 →
H2, is bounded if there exists a constantK ≤ 0 such that [24]

||Ôv||H2≤ K||v||H1 ∀v ∈ H1 (3)

where H1, H2 are the domain and target Hilbert spaces
respectively, v is a ket vector, and the smallest possible value
of K is called the operator norm, which is denoted by ||Ô||.

The transformation described in Eq. (2) effectively multi-
plies the coherent field input amplitude α by a gain factor g
without the addition of any extra noise, T̂ |α⟩ → c|gα⟩, where
c is a complex number satisfying 0 < |c|< 1. However, in
order for this transformation to be valid for all gain values,
the operator T̂ has to be unbounded, and hence the entire
process becomes nonphysical. Overcoming this problem was
achieved in the original proposal [5] by splitting the input
coherent state evenly on an N -port beamsplitter, such that
each individual photon comprising the original input enters a
quantum scissor (QS) device [25] similar to the one depicted
in Fig. (1). The overall success of the device is the indepen-
dent successes of each QS, which is heralded by registering
one and only photon in eitherD+ orD−. Finally the outputs of
theN quantum scissors are interferometrically recombined on
a second N-port beamsplitter in order to produce the desired
amplified output. When N is large, the success probability
of this device becomes Pd ≈ (1 − t)

N
2 e|α|

2(g2−1) which
decreases when the variable transmissivity (see Fig. (1)) t >
1/2, and N is large. Consequently this bounds the operator’s
norm which deems the transformation physical.

The vanishing success probability as the number of ports
increases implies that NLA is physically tangible only when
considering a truncation of the original input state. Alterna-
tively by limiting the device’s operation to small input states,
|α|≪ 1, the operator T̂ can be made physical by using only
one QS.

B. CHANNEL MODEL
In bosonic QIP information loss is dominantly due to energy
dissipative processes. Mathematically a lossy transmission

medium is described as an amplitude damping channel
(ADC) [26]. In the language of quantum operations, ADC
transforms an input positive semidefinite (PSD) density op-
erator ρin ≥ 0, into an output PSD, thus rendering it a
completely positive trace preserving map (CPTP) [27]. The
quantum operation corresponding to a qubit ADC can be
written in terms of its Kraus representation [28], EAD(ρin) =
1∑

k=0

KkρinK
†
k = K0ρinK

†
0 + K1ρinK

†
1 , where K0 =

(
1 0
0
√
γ

)
,

K1 =
(

0
√
1−γ

0 0

)
satisfy

1∑
k=0

K †
k Kk = I , such that I is the two

dimensional identity matrix, and γ is the survaivability of one
photon. Practically, a qubit ADC can bemodelled by a unitary
passive beamsplitter transformation, where the beamsplitter’s
unused port injects a vacuum mode, Uθ = e−iθH/ℏ, where
H = i(a†b + b†a) is the beamsplitter’s Hamiltonian, θ is its
angle, and a and b are its first and second modes respectively.
An arbitrary single photon state state occupying the first
mode evolves under the previous Hamiltonian as Uθ(α|0a⟩+
β|1a⟩)⊗ |0b⟩ = (α|0a⟩+ β cos θ|1a⟩)⊗ |0b⟩+ β sin θ|0a⟩ ⊗
|1b⟩, where Uθa

†U†
θUθ|0a0b⟩ = Uθa

†U†
θ |0a0b⟩ = a† cos θ +

b† sin θ|0a0b⟩. Then, tracing out the environment mode b
leaves the input state in a mixture, ρout = (1/(1 +
β2 sin2 θ))|Ψ⟩⟨Ψ|+

(
(β2 sin2 θ)/(1 + β2 sin2 θ)

)
|0⟩⟨0|,

where |Ψ⟩ = (α|0⟩ + β cos θ|1⟩)/(
√
α2 + β2 cos2 θ). The

Krauss representation defined earlier can yield the same
output mixed state by defining γ = cos2 θ, and thus 1− γ =
sin2 θ would be the probability that a photon is lost.
It is useful at this point to introduce the gate-based model

of amplitude damping. This will be recalled when we develop
our one-way NLA. Consider an arbitrary single photon state,
α|0⟩c+β|1⟩c, as the control of a two-qubit controlled rotation
gate, |0⟩c⟨0|c⊗It + |1⟩c⟨1|c⊗Rθ

t , where R
θ =

(
cos θ − sin θ
sin θ cos θ

)
,

and the gate’s target is prepared in a vacuum state |0⟩t . The
gate’s output can be written as,

[
α|0⟩c ⊗ |0⟩t

]
+

[
β|1⟩c ⊗(

cos θ|0⟩t + sin θ|1⟩t
)]
. Then using the same output as an

input to a controlled not (CNOT) entangling gate, CNOT =
|0⟩c⟨0|c⊗It + |1⟩c⟨1|c⊗Xt , where X is the Pauli bit flip oper-
ation, and exchanging the roles of control and target qubits,
yields the following output state, α|0t⟩⊗ |0c⟩+β cos θ|1t⟩⊗
|0c⟩ + β sin θ|0t⟩|1c⟩. Finally after tracing out the control
qubit, it can be straightforwardly verified that the output is
similar to that of the aforementioned ADC.

An equivalent model for a qubit ADC can be obtained
by using a controlled phase operation (CPHASE), two
Hadamard gates and employing the relation X = HZH ,
where H is a Hadamard gate, and Z is a Pauli phase flip
operator [26]. This will be more clear in the next section when
developing our device model.

C. QS-NLA
Fig. (1) depicts an experimental setup of a NLA based on a
single QS. At a transmitter an arbitrary single photon state
α|0⟩I + β|1⟩I , where |α|2+|β|2= 1, is prepared. The photon
undergoes an ADC characterized by a unitary beamsplit-
ter transformation as described in the previous section. By
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choosing an appropriate beamsplitter angle θ, an ADC can be
simply written as a 2× 2matrix, BS1 =

( √
γ −

√
1−γ√

1−γ
√
γ

)
. In

the Heisenberg picture the output modes are transformed by
the beamsplitter matrix as

Ĩ =
√
γI +

√
1− γE

Ẽ =
√
γE −

√
1− γI , (4)

whereas, in the Schrödinger picture an input state vector
evolves as

|Φ⟩IE = (α|0⟩I + β|1⟩I )⊗ |0⟩E
= α|00⟩IE + βI †|00⟩IE

|Φ⟩Ĩ Ẽ = (α|0⟩Ĩ +
√
γβ|1⟩Ĩ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ −

√
1− γβ|0⟩Ĩ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ .

(5)

Simultaneously an auxiliary single photon is mixed with a
vacuum input on a second beamsplitter defined by BS2 =( √

t −
√
1−t√

1−t
√
t

)
. We assume that the beamsplitter’s trans-

missivity t is controllable and can be adjusted as desired.
Accordingly the beamsplitter’s modes transform as

F̃ =
√
tF −

√
1− tA

Ã =
√
tA+

√
1− tF , (6)

and hence the auxiliary photon state vector evolves as

F†|0⟩A|0⟩F = (
√
tF̃† +

√
1− tÃ†)|00⟩ÃF̃

|Φ⟩ÃF̃ =
√
1− t|10⟩ÃF̃ +

√
t|01⟩ÃF̃ . (7)

The two modes, Ĩ , Ã are then redirected towards a bal-
anced beamsplitter for a Bell state measurement (BSM). They
evolve according to

Ĩ =
1√
2
(D+ − D−)

Ã =
1√
2
(D+ + D−), (8)

where D+ and D− are detector operators.
Hence the overall state becomes

|Φ(out)⟩ = |Φ⟩Ĩ Ẽ ⊗ |Φ⟩ÃF̃
= (α|00⟩Ĩ Ẽ + β

√
γ|10⟩Ĩ Ẽ − β

√
1− γ|01⟩Ĩ F̃ )

⊗ (
√
1− t|10⟩ÃF̃ +

√
t|01⟩ÃF̃ )

= α
√
1− t|0010⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + α

√
t|0001⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√

γ(1− t)|1010⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + β
√
γt|1001⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

− β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|0110⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

− β
√
(1− γ)t|0101⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

= (α
√
1− tÃ† + α

√
tF̃† + β

√
γ(1− t)Ĩ †Ã†

+ β
√
γt Ĩ †F̃† − β

√
(1− γ)(1− t)Ẽ†Ã†

− β
√

(1− γ)tẼ†F̃†)|0000⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ . (9)

The required event for a successful amplification occurs
when one and only one detector clicks. Thus, whenD+ clicks,
a BSM projects the overall state to

|Φ(out)
+ ⟩ = 1√

2
(α

√
1− t|0⟩F̃ + β

√
γt|1⟩F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

− 1√
2
(β

√
(1− γ)(1− t))|0⟩F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ , (10)

whereas when D− clicks the overall state becomes

|Φ(out)
− ⟩ = 1√

2
(α

√
1− t|0⟩F̃ − β

√
γt|1⟩F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

− 1√
2
(β

√
(1− γ)(1− t))|0⟩F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ , (11)

where the single photon sign flip in the previous equation can
be fixed by an application of a Pauli phase flip operator Z on
mode F̃ .
Tracing out the environment mode Ẽ yields the density

operator of the amplifier’s output

ρ(out) =
1

N

[
|Ψ(out)⟩⟨Ψ(out)|+β2(1− γ)(1− t)|0⟩⟨0|

]
, (12)

where |Ψ(out)⟩ = α
√
(1− t)|0⟩F̃ + β

√
γt|1⟩F̃ , and N =

α2(1−t)+β2[γt+(1−γ)(1−t)] is a normalization constant.
The transformation applied by a NLA on the input state

lead to a change in the weightings of the vacuum and single
photon components. As can be seen, an increase in the value
of the tunable parameter t rescales the input photon probabil-
ity amplitudes in favor of the single photon component. The
purely vaccuum output corresponds to an error event or more
precisely a failed amplification attempt which embodies the
probabilistic nature of such device.
The success probability of the amplifier can be calculated

as

Psucc = 2⟨Φ(out)
+ |Φ(out)

+ ⟩
= α2(1− t) + β2[(γt + (1− γ)(1− t)],

where the factor of 2 comes from the fact that a click in either
D+ or D− signifies a successful amplification.

The implementation of the previous amplification protocol
in the microwave domain is extremely challenging, since
microwave single photon counters are still at the conceptual
level. Furthermore, when a QS-NLA fails, that is, none of the
detectors register any photon or they capture both photons, the
entire process has to be repeated again, since the amplifier’s
output in this case is two uncorrelated error modes. By ex-
ploiting a cluster state of entangled photons, we demonstrate
in the next section that we can achieve microwave NLA by
using the available microwave technology. Furthermore, we
show that our device is fault-tolerant and can operate on the
protocol’s failed instances to correct an error state, which is a
feature that cannot be attained by QS-NLA.
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III. MICROWAVE ONE-WAY NLA
For microwave bosonic QIP, the most efficient state of the
art encoding scheme is photon temporal modes (TMs) [22],
[23]. This is due to the unprecedented controllability of light-
matter couplings in cQED systems that facilitated the gener-
ation and absorption of single photon wavepackets. Thus we
spend the first part of this section introducing the mathemati-
cal formalism of bosonic temporal modes [23]. After that we
proceed with explaining the inner workings of our device.

A. BOSONIC TEMPORAL MODES
A single bosonic mode occupying a particular TM can be
represented as a coherent superposition of a continuum of
single bosonic monochromatic modes

|1α⟩ =
∞∫
−∞

dω αj(ω)a†(ω) |0⟩ , (13)

where αj(ω) is a complex-valued spectral function of the

corresponding wave-packet,
∞∫
−∞

dω|α(ω)|2 = 2π, a†(ω) is

a monochromatic creation operator and the vacuum state is

assumed to be multimode, i.e.,
∞⊗
m=1

|0⟩.
In the time domain the previous representation can be

interpreted as a coherent superposition of a continuum of
creation times

|1α⟩ =
∞∫
−∞

dt αj(t)a†(t) |0⟩

= ã†j |0⟩ , (14)

where ã†j is denoted as broadband operator, and the following
Fourier relations were assumed

a(t) =
1

2π

∞∫
−∞

dωe−iωta(ω)

a(ω) =

∞∫
−∞

dteiωta(t)

α(t) =

∞∫
−∞

dωe−iωtα(ω)

α(ω) =
1

2π

∞∫
−∞

dωeiωtα(t). (15)

Together with the convention that the adjoint operator is

defined as a†(ω) = [a(−ω)]† =
∞∫
−∞

dωeiωta(t), and the

wave-packet bosonic commutation relations [a(ω), a†(ω′)] =
2πδ(ω − ω′), whereas in the time-domain [a(t), a†(t ′)] =
δ(t − t ′), we have a complete characterization of the creation
and annihilation operators in each of the frequency and time
domains.

X X

E I A F
CZ CZ CZ

Bell measurement

Ẽ F̃

FIGURE 2. A schematic of the one-way NLA. The amplification process is
composed of three steps. First state preparation, this is done by
entangling each of the I − E and A − F pairs by means of a CZ operation.
After that, a BSM is performed on the middle nodes, I & A. This is
achieved by first entangling the two nodes via a CZ gate followed by two
projective X-basis measurements. As a result, the two nodes are removed
from the cluster and nodes E & F are directly entangled. Finally, according
to the measurement outcomes we either perform error correction or not.
The protocol is a reminiscent of an entanglement swapping based
quantum repeater

TMs comprise a basis for a single boson wavepacket. Thus
any arbitrary single bosonic mode can be expanded as a linear
superposition of TMs

|Ψ⟩ =
∞∑
j=0

cjã
†
j |0⟩ , (16)

where cj is a complex amplitude.
Accordingly, a 2-dimensional bosonic space can be de-

fined, such that any arbitrary qubit is written as

|Ψ⟩ =
1∑
j=0

cjã
†
j |0⟩ , (17)

where the logical zero basis state is defined as,
∣∣0̃〉 =

ã†0|0⟩ =
∞∫
−∞

dω αj(ω)a†(ω) |0⟩, whereas the logical one is,∣∣1̃〉 = ã†1|0⟩ =
∞∫
−∞

dω βj(ω)a†(ω) |0⟩, such that ⟨αj|βj⟩ =

∞∫
−∞

dωᾱjβj = 0 are orthonormal complex temporal modes.

Experimentally an arbitrary TM qubit is prepared by split-
ting the photon’s wavepacket on a beamsplitter, more pre-
cisely its microwave counterpart, the quadrature hybrid [21],
[29], [30], ã†b|00⟩ = (

√
T ã†1 +

√
1− T ã†v)|00⟩ = c0|0̃⟩ +

c1|1̃⟩, where ãb is the beamsplitter’s output, T is its transm-
sissivity, c0, c1 are equal to

√
1− T ,

√
T respectively and we

have assumed a dual-rail encoding defined as |011v⟩ → |0̃⟩,
|110v⟩ → |1̃⟩. It is also worth mentioning that a Hadamard
transformation can be realized in a similar way [31].
The qubit space defined in Eq. (17) can be regarded as anal-

ogous to the two dimensional polarization space, where the
basis vectors {|H⟩, |V ⟩} correspond to the bosonic polariza-
tion state. For ease of readability we drop all tildes, subscripts
from all qubit TMs and their corresponding operators, since
it is now clear that a qubit’s TM space is isomorphic [26] to a
conventional two-dimensional Hilbert space.
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B. DEVICE DESCRIPTION
The core idea of our device is that a cluster state model
is capable of simulating the dynamics of any circuit-based
quantum algorithm. Furthermore, the model’s inherent redun-
dancy guarantees fault tolerance. Our task in this section is
to show that the setup described in Fig. (1) can be simulated
by a cluster model (see Fig. (2)) with the capacity of being
immune to failed attempts, thus promising an uninterrupted
performance.

Consider an arbitrary single photon undergoing a passive
loss channel, an amplitude damping channel (ADC), as pre-
viously described. By adopting the gate-based ADC model
explained earlier, the channel’s dynamics can be described as
follows

|Φ⟩EI = (α|0⟩E + β|1⟩E)⊗ |0⟩I
CRθ|Φ⟩EI = α|00⟩EI + β

√
1− γ|10⟩EI

+ β
√
γ|11⟩EI ,

(H⊗ I)CRθ|Φ⟩EI = α|+0⟩EI + β
√
1− γ|−0⟩EI

+ β
√
γ|−1⟩EI

CZ(H⊗ I)CRθ|Φ⟩EI = α|+0⟩EI + β
√
1− γ|−0⟩EI

+ β
√
γ|+1⟩EI ,

finally,

(H⊗ I)CZ(H⊗ I)CRθ|Φ⟩EI = |Φ⟩Ẽ Ĩ ,
|Φ⟩Ĩ Ẽ = (α|0⟩Ĩ + β

√
γ|1⟩Ĩ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ + β

√
1− γ|0⟩Ĩ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ ,

(18)

where CZ = |0⟩c⟨0|c⊗It + |1⟩c⟨1|c⊗Zt , I = |0⟩⟨0|+|1⟩⟨1|,
Z = |0⟩⟨0|−|1⟩⟨1|, H = 1√

2
(|0⟩⟨0|+|0⟩⟨1|+|1⟩⟨0|−|1⟩⟨1|),

and |0⟩c⟨0|c⊗It + |1⟩c⟨1|c⊗Rθ
t , where Rθ = cos θ|0⟩⟨0|

− sin θ|0⟩⟨1|+sin θ|1⟩⟨0|+cos θ|1⟩⟨1|, |α|2+|β|2= 1, and
γ = cos2 θ.

Simultaneously two resource modes are prepared, such
that, one is prepared as a |+⟩F = (1/

√
2)(|0⟩F + |1⟩F ), while

the other is a weighted superposition |Φ⟩A =
√
1− t|0⟩A +√

t|1⟩A, where t serves as a tunable parameter as before. Then
a CZ entangles the two modes in a simple 2-node cluster [32]
as follows

|Φ⟩AF = |Φ⟩A ⊗ |+⟩F

|Φ⟩AF =

√
1− t
2

|00⟩AF +

√
1− t
2

|01⟩AF +

√
t
2
|10⟩AF

+

√
t
2
|11⟩AF

CZ|Φ⟩AF = |Φ⟩ÃF̃

|Φ⟩ÃF̃ =

√
1− t
2

|00⟩ÃF̃ +

√
1− t
2

|01⟩ÃF̃ +

√
t
2
|10⟩ÃF̃

−
√
t
2
|11⟩ÃF̃ ,

then,

|Φ⟩ÃF̃ =
√
1− t|0+⟩ÃF̃ +

√
t|1−⟩ÃF̃

(I⊗H)|Φ⟩ÃF̃ =
√
1− t|00⟩ÃF̃ +

√
t|11⟩ÃF̃ (19)

After that modes Ĩ , and Ã enter another CZ gate, such that
mode Ĩ is the gate’s control, whereas mode Ã is its target

|Φ(out)⟩
= |Φ⟩Ĩ Ẽ ⊗ |Φ⟩ÃF̃
= α

√
1− t|0000⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + α

√
t|0011⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
γ(1− t)|1000⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + β

√
γt|1011⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|0100⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + β

√
t(1− γ)|0111⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ ,

CZ|Φ(out)⟩
= α

√
1− t|0000⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + α

√
t|0011⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
γ(1− t)|1000⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ − β

√
γt|1011⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|0100⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + β

√
t(1− γ)|0111⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ ,

(HĨ ⊗HÃ)|Φ
(out)⟩

= α
√
1− t|+0 + 0⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ + α

√
t|+0− 1⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
γ(1− t)|−0 + 0⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ − β

√
γt|−0− 1⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|+1 + 0⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
t(1− γ)|+1− 1⟩Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ , (20)

where in the last step a change of basis was applied to modes
Ĩ and Ã by performing two Hadamard operations. It can be
seen from the previous expression that |Φ(out)⟩ is a four mode
entangled state. Performing two X-basis projective measure-
ments on Ĩ and Ã, disentangles them and directly entangles Ẽ
and F̃ . The state’s form is dependent on the outcomes of the
projective measurements.

When the measurement outcomes are similar, we denote
this as operating point one (OP1), the output state is

|Φ(out)
+ ⟩ = 1√

N+

[
(α

√
1− t|0⟩F̃ − β

√
γt|1⟩F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|0⟩F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ

]
, (21)

where N+ = α2(1 − t) + β2[γt + (1 − γ)(1 − t)] is a
normalisation constant.

The transformation of the 4-node cluster state into a 2-node
one re-scaled the weights of the vacuum and single photon
components. In order to quantify the amount of re-scaling, a
gain expression is defined. By calculating the ratio between
the single photon component in the final mode, F̃ , given a
successful BSM, and the single photon component entering
the amplifier, Ĩ , we arrive at the desired gain expression [33],
[34]

GOP1 =
t

α2(1− t) + β2[γt + (1− γ)(1− t)]
. (22)

It can be seen from the previous expression that GOP1 > 1
when t > 1/2.When t = 1/2,GOP1 = 1 and the device oper-
ates as a teleporter. Furthermore, ideal gain,GOP1 ≈ t/(1−t)
[5], is achieved given a successful BSM and high input losses,
i.e., γ = 1.
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(a) (b)

FIGURE 3. A plot of the amplifier’s gain against its tunable parameter t
for OP1 and OP2. In OP1, increasing the value of t , higher gain values can
be achieved in order to restore an attenuated qubit initially prepared in a
balanced superposition state, i.e., α = β = 1/

√
2. On the other hand, by

lowering the value of t , OP2 can achieve higher gain values. Effectively
lowering the value t in OP2 means higher reflectivity, while increasing t in
OP1 means high transmissivity and lower reflectivity. The gain is state
dependent as depicted, it depends on how much attenuation is
introduced by the transmitting channel and the qubit’s initial weightings.
We have considered different channel transmissivities and their
corresponding gain curves. As can be seen gain is plotted for
γ = 0.2, 0.5, 0.6, and 0.8.

On the other hand, in the event of different measurement
outcomes, denoted as operating point 2 (OP2), the output
state becomes

|Φ(out)
− ⟩ = 1√

N−

[
(α

√
t|1⟩F̃ − β

√
γ(1− t)|0⟩F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

+ β
√
t(1− γ)|1⟩F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ

]
, (23)

where N− = α2t + β2[γ(1− t) + t(1− γ)].
As can be seen the weightings of the single photon and

vacuum components are switched. This can be redeemed by
performing an error correction step. First observe how the
state transforms after applying a Pauli-X correction to the
final mode

|Φ(out)
− ⟩ = 1√

N−

[
(α

√
t|0⟩F̃ − β

√
γ(1− t)|1⟩F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

+ β
√
t(1− γ)|0⟩F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ

]
. (24)

The corresponding gain expression in this case is

GOP2 =
1− t

α2t + β2[γ(1− t) + t(1− γ)]
. (25)

Contrary to the previous case, here a GOP2 > 1 operation
is achieved when t < 1/2, whereas when t = 1/2 the device
operates as a teleporter as before, and the ideal gain in this
case would be GOP2 ≈ (1− t)/t .

The key feature of our device is that the BSM required
for a successful amplification event was achieved by a CZ
operation followed by two qubit X-basis measurements. This
approach, as demonstrated in details, doesn’t necessarily re-
quire photon counters in order to achieve amplification event.
This is due to the fact that the device’s final measurement
is performed individually on each qubit, unlike a QS-NLA
which detects a photon number interference event between
two modes and thus requires photon counters to post-select

the desired amplified output. Furthermore, the extra redun-
dancy in our device, opened the way for an alternative oper-
ating point when a BSM fails, which can not be replicated by
a QS-NLA.
We end this section by analyzing the gain expressions of

our device for both OP1 and OP2. In Fig. (3) we have plotted
the amplifier’s gain against its tunable parameter t . We firstly
observe that both gain expressions are state dependent, i.e.,
they rely on α, β, and channel loss γ. Thus, without loss of
generality, we have assumed for both OPs in Figs. (3a) and
(3b) respectively, that α = β = 1/

√
2. In OP1, by increasing

the transmissivity t , higher gain values can be achieved in
order to restore an attenuated qubit. On the other hand, OP2
has higher tunable gain when the beamsplitter’s reflectivity
increases, in other words, when its transmissivity decreases.
We now turn our attention towards assessing the two mod-

els, QS-NLA and one-way NLA, against eachother by con-
sidering detection imperfections. We show in the next section
the regime of operation where our device has a higher success
probability and hence outperform a QS-NLA.

C. EFFECT OF DETECTOR’S NOISE AND INEFFICIENCY
In the previous sections it was pointed out that the state of
the art QS-NLAs rely on (PNRDs) for successful amplifica-
tion. As of today, microwave single photon counters remain
elusive. Nonetheless, microwave photo-detectors have en-
joyed great success, specifically, the quantum non-demolition
(QND) type, owing to the versatility of circuit quantum
electrodynamics (cQED) platforms. Practically, detection er-
rors such as, non-ideal efficiency and dark count probability,
would affect the performance of any QIP protocol. Hence,
we focus in this section on studying these effects. Firstly,
we begin with a brief description of the working principle
of QND detectors, followed by a mathematical definition of
the detection operators and then finally an evaluation of the
success probabilities corresponding to the two possible device
operating points. The last part of this section is dedicated to
the performance analysis of the one-way NLA, specifically,
we study the relation between the device’s success probability
and gain for each operating point. Furthermore, we compare
our device to a practical QS-NLA and show its capacity to
achieve a higher success probability.
Suppose that our device performs the X-basis projective

measurements required for a successful amplification via
QND detectors. Physically a QND detector is a qubit-cavity
system engineered such that the interaction between the qubit
and a single photon populating the cavity is described as,
Hint = iΩ(aσ+ + a†σ−), where Ω is the qubit’s Rabi fre-
quency, and σ+(σ−), a†(a) are the qubit and photon raising
(lowering) operators respectively [35].

When the cavity captures an arbitrary single photon wave-
packet α|0⟩+ β|1⟩, a series of controlled qubit pulses evolve
the compound system into an entangled state that can be
written as α|0g⟩ + β|1e⟩. As described earlier, applying a
Hadamard transformation to the photonic degree of freedom
transforms the state into, α|+g⟩ + β|−e⟩. When the sin-
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gle photon state is |+⟩, the qubit assumes its ground state,
whereas when the photon state is |−⟩ the qubit is in the
excited state. Thus, the presence of a photon in any of the
2-dimensional diagonal basis states, {|+⟩, |−⟩}, is detectable
by measuring the qubit state.

The aforementioned QND detector provides information
on the presence or absence of a specific single photon state.
This process is denoted as on-off detection [36]–[38]. The
measurement operators describing an ideal on-off detector are
defined as

Moff = |0⟩⟨0|

Mon = I−Moff =

∞∑
n=1

|n⟩⟨n|. (26)

For the case at hand, the QND detector "on" operator,Mon,
is truncated to the single photon level. Detector imperfections
manifest as dark count probability, which is incorporated to
the off operator, Moff , and inefficiency, which is modeled
by a beamsplitter of transmissivity η followed by a perfect
detector. More precisely, the mode to be detected impinges
first on an attenuating beamsplitter then followed by an on-off
detector, aout =

√
ηain +

√
1− ηav, where ain is the input

to be detected, aout is the beamsplitter’s output, and av is a
vacuum mode entering from the beamsplitter’s unused port.
In addition to that, we recast the photon projector operators
in the Hadamard basis. Thus the on-off operators become

Moff = (1− µ)|+⟩⟨+|
Mon = µ|+⟩⟨+| + |−⟩⟨−|, (27)

where µ is the dark count probability.
Let us now focus on the output state of our device, Eq.

(20). In our scheme, two QND on-off detectors are utilised to
perform a projective measurement on the two middle cluster
nodes. A successful amplification event is decided based on
measuring the following observables

M0 = Moff ⊗Moff

M1 = Moff ⊗Mon

M2 = Mon ⊗Moff

M3 = Mon ⊗Mon, (28)

where an "off" event corresponds tomeasuring a photon in the
|+⟩ state, whereas an "on" event corresponds to measuring a
|−⟩ state. After recasting Eq. (20) as follows

|Φ(out)⟩
= α

√
1− t|00⟩ẼF̃ ⊗ |Ψ0⟩+ α

√
t|01⟩ẼF̃ ⊗ |Ψ1⟩

+ β
√

γ(1− t)|00⟩ẼF̃ ⊗ |Ψ2⟩ − β
√
γt|01⟩ẼF̃ ⊗ |Ψ3⟩

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|10⟩ẼF̃ ⊗ |Ψ0⟩

+ β
√
t(1− γ)|11⟩ẼF̃ ⊗ |Ψ1⟩, (29)

where |Ψ0⟩ = |++⟩, |Ψ1⟩ = |+−⟩, |Ψ2⟩ = |−+⟩, and
|Ψ3⟩ = |−−⟩.

The probability of successfully obtaining a specific combi-
nation of the aforementioned on-off observables becomes

P(l) = ⟨Φ(out)|I⊗Ml ⊗ I|Φ(out)⟩, (30)

where l = 0, 1, 2, 3.
Consequently the success probabilities can be calculated as

⟨Φ(out)|I⊗M0 ⊗ I|Φ(out)⟩
= (1− µ)2[(1− t)[α2 + β2(1− γ)]]

⟨Φ(out)|I⊗M1 ⊗ I|Φ(out)⟩
= (1− µ)[µ(1− η) + η][α2t + β2t(1− γ)]

⟨Φ(out)|I⊗M2 ⊗ I|Φ(out)⟩
= (1− µ)[µ(1− η) + η][β2γ(1− t)]

⟨Φ(out)|I⊗M3 ⊗ I|Φ(out)⟩
= β2γt[µ(1− η) + η]2. (31)

where detection inefficiency was manifested as the following
transformation, |−⟩ = √

η|−⟩+
√
1− η|+⟩.

According to the previous equation the device has two suc-
cess probabilities corresponding to its two operating points.
When OP1 is true, the probability of success Psucc

OP1 corre-
sponds to the sum of on-on and off-off events. On the other
hand, when OP2 is true, the success probability Psucc

OP2 corre-
sponds to the on-off and off-on events after error correction.
In practice the efficiency and dark count probability of

a QND detector are η ≈ 0.75 − 0.85, and µ ≈ 0.015
respectively [19], [20], [39]. However, due to TM mismatch
errors, the efficiency may drop to 50% [40]. We consider both
cases in the next section and show the effect of reducing the
detector’s efficiency on the success probability of our device.
We also compare the performance of our device to a QS-
NLA similar to the one depicted in Fig. (1) utilizing PNRDs,
and show that our device has an enhanced success probability
besides being fault-tolerant.

D. PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS
Fig. (4) is a plot of the success probability of a one-way
NLA against its tunable parameter for different detector ef-
ficiencies, channel transmissivites and operating points. The
plot also includes a QS-NLA in order to compare the two
models against eachother. Without loss of generality, we
have assumed a single photon as the channel’s input, i.e.,
α = 0, β = 1. In the upper panel Figs. (4a), (4b), and
(4c) consider one-way NLA OP1, QS-NLA, and one-way
NLA OP2 respectively. Both one-way NLAs utilize QND
detectors whereas QS-NLA utilize PNRDs. The detection
efficiencywas assumed η = 0.85 for all detectors. Dark count
probability for QND detectors was assumedµ = 0.015, while
that for PNRDs is µ = 0.5. This is due to the fact that ideal
microwave photon counters are currently unavailable [41].
As can be seen, both one-way NLAs outperform QS-NLA in
terms of the probability of success. This is due to the fact that
a BSM in one-way NLA heralds a successful amplification
event by performing two separate photodetections. Unlike
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(d) (e) (f)

FIGURE 4. Success probability curves of one-way NLAs and QS-NLA versus their tuning parameter t respectively. The channel’s input was assumed to be a
single photon, i.e., α = 0, β = 1. In the above panels detector’s efficiency is η ≈ 0.85, whereas in the below ones is η ≈ 0.5. A dark count probability,
µ ≈ 0.015, was assumed for both one-way NLAs, whereas µ ≈ 0.5 for QS-NLA. An efficieny of η ≈ 0.5 was considered for all amplifiers in the below
panels, while dark count probability is the same as before respectively. Figs. (4a) and (4c) show that both one-way NLAs outperform a QS-NLA for
different channel transmissivities respectively. In Fig. (4a) OP1’s success probability is controlled by the transmissivity of the auxiliary photon, whereas
OP2’s success probability is controlled by its reflectivity. OP1 and OP2 outperform QS-NLA for all the considered channel transmissivites except for the
case when γ = 0.8 where QS-NLA outperforms OP1.

QS-NLA where a BSM rely on detecting a two mode photon
number interference pattern with PNRDs. For one-way OP1
and QS-NLA, when the channel’s transmissivity is γ < 1/2,
the success probability decreases by increasing t . This can be
justified by observing that when the input’s weightings are
already in favor of the vaccum component, a large value of
t means that the auxilary photon is mostly transmitted and a
BSM fails since with high probability no photons enter the
bell state analyzer. On the other hand when γ > 1/2 the
success probability increases by increasing t , since in this
case the input weightings are already in favor of the single
photon component and by increasing t less fraction of the
auxiliary photon interferes with the input and a BSM succeeds
since with high probability only one photon enters the bell
state analyzer. For one-way NLA OP2, the amplifier’s gain is
controlled by varying the auxiliary beamsplitter reflectivity
1 − t (see Fig. (3)). As can be seen from Fig. (4c) when
γ < 1/2 the success probability increases by increasing the
reflectivity, since the input weightings are already in favor
of the vacuum mode and large reflectivity means a larger
portion of the auxiliary mode enters the amplifier and hence
enhances the success of a BSM. On the other hand when
γ > 1/2, i.e., weightings are in favor of the single photon
component, the success probability decreases by increasing

the reflectivity, since this situation leads to a larger portion of
the auxiliary photon entering the amplifier and hence a BSM
fails. In the lower panel the same amplifiers were considered,
however the detection efficiency was assumed η = 0.5 for all
detectors. The dark count probability was assumed as before
respectively. Similarly it can be seen that both one-way OP1
and OP2 outperform QS-NLA for all channel transmissivi-
ties, except when γ = 0.8, it can be seen that QS-NLA can
only beat OP1 while being outperformed by OP2.

IV. APPLICATIONS OF ONE-WAY NLA
In this section we are mainly concerned with microwave
quantum sensing applications that thrive on low power sig-
nals. Quantum illumination [42], [43], and entanglement-
enhanced radar sensing [44] are the most studied protocols
fitting this category.
The aforementioned protocols utilize an entanglement re-

source in the form of a TMSV in order to interrogate a target.
A probe denoted as signal is sent towards a target, whereas its
twin (denoted as idler) is retained in a lossy memory element
for a correlation measurement with the target’s return. Anal-
ogously, we can regard the dissipative dynamics of the stored
mode as a propagation through an ADC. Thus our objective
here is to evaluate the cost at which NLAs are capable of

VOLUME 11, 2023 ix



Author et al.: Preparation of Papers for IEEE TRANSACTIONS and JOURNALS

protecting an idler mode against storage losses during an
entanglement-based quantum sensing protocol.

A. LOW POWER MICROWAVE QUANTUM SENSING
Suppose now that a TMSV is generated at a transmitter

|Ψ⟩SI =
∞∑
n=0

√
N n
S

(NS + 1)n+1
|n⟩S |n⟩I , (32)

where NS is the mean photon number in each of the signal
and idler modes, i.e., ⟨a†SaS⟩ = ⟨a†I aI ⟩ = NS . It is often more
convenient to recast the previous expression by defining the
following parameter λ2 = NS

1+NS
, hence

|Ψ⟩SI =
√
1− λ2

∞∑
n=0

λn|n⟩S |n⟩I . (33)

Assume now that the idler mode is undergoing an ADC repre-
senting a lossy memory element with transmissivity γ. Simi-
larly as before, this can be modeled by a passive beamsplitter
with the same transmissivity, where its unused port injects
vacuum. In the Heisenberg picture, the corresponding beam-
splitter unitary operator can be defined as, Uθ = eθ(a

†b+b†a),
where the beamsplitter’s transmissivity equals γ = cos2 θ,
and a, b are its modes. Thus the input transforms as

|Ψ⟩SI =
√

1− λ2

∞∑
n=0

λn
a†S

n

√
n!

a†I
n

√
n!
|0⟩⊗3

SIE

Uθ|Ψ⟩SI =
√
1− λ2

∞∑
n=0

λn
a†S

n

√
n!

[Uθa
†
IU

†
θ ]
n

√
n!

|0⟩⊗3
SIE

=
√
1− λ2

∞∑
n=0

λn
a†S

n

√
n!

[
√
γa†I +

√
1− γa†E ]

n

√
n!

|0⟩⊗3
SIE .

By utilizing the Binomial expansion theorem we get

|Ψ⟩SIE =
√
1− λ2

∞∑
n=0

λn
n∑

k=0

(
n
k

)
a†S

n

√
n!

[γ
n−k
2 a†I

n−k
][(1− γ)

k
2 a†E

k
]√

n!
|0⟩⊗3

SIE ,

where |0⟩⊗3
SIE = |0⟩S ⊗ |0⟩I ⊗ |0⟩E , and E is an environment

mode.
Then finally by utilizing the properties of the factorial

function we arrive at

|Ψ⟩SIE =
√

1− λ2

∞∑
n=0

λn
n∑

k=0

√(
n
k

)
γ

n−k
2 (1− γ)

k
2

|n⟩S |n− k⟩I |k⟩E . (34)

For low powered quantum sensing applications, the number
of photons in each of the signal and idler modes is approxi-

mately NS ≪ 1. Thus we can truncate the previous expansion
to first order

|Ψ⟩SIE ≈
√
1− λ2

[
|000⟩SIE + λ

√
γ|110⟩SIE

+ λ
√
1− γ|101⟩SIE

]
≈ α|000⟩SIE + β

√
γ|110⟩SIE + β

√
1− γ|101⟩SIE ,

(35)

where α =
√
1− λ2, β = λ

√
1− λ2.

In order to complete the amplification protocol, the receiver
prepares an auxiliary mode defined as

|Ψ⟩AF =
√
1− t|00⟩AF +

√
t|11⟩AF . (36)

Thus the whole state of the amplifier becomes

|Ψ⟩SIEAF = |Ψ⟩SIE ⊗ |Ψ⟩AF . (37)

After that modes I and A are redirected towards a CZ gate,
such that, mode I is the control, whereas mode A is the
target. We note that exchanging the roles of the control and
target modes won’t affect the protocol’s outcome due to the
symmetry of the CZ gate

|Ψ⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ = α
√
1− t|0 + 0 + 0⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ α
√
t|0 + 0− 1⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
γ(1− t)|1− 0 + 0⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

− β
√
γt|1− 0− 1⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|1 + 1 + 0⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃

+ β
√
t(1− γ)|1 + 1− 1⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ , (38)

where Ĩ and Ã are written in the diagonal basis.
Then two X-basis measurements are performed on modes

Ĩ and Ã, yielding the following output state when the mea-
surement outcomes are the same

|Ψ⟩S̃ẼF̃ =
1√
N+

[
(α

√
(1− t)|00⟩S̃F̃ − β

√
γt|11⟩S̃F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|10⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ

]
. (39)

Conversely, when the outcomes are different we get

|Ψ⟩S̃ẼF̃ =
1√
N−

[
(α

√
t|01⟩S̃F̃ − β

√
γ(1− t)|10⟩S̃F̃ )⊗ |0⟩Ẽ

+ β
√
(1− γ)t|11⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |1⟩Ẽ

]
, (40)

where N+ and N− are normalization constants defined as
before.
Then we can operate on the erroneous state in Eq. (40) by

applying a Pauli X correction on mode F̃ as described earlier
in details (see section IIIB). Thus, the amplifier’s output state
for each case respectively becomes

ρ
(out)
+ =

1

N+

[
|Ψ(out)

+ ⟩⟨Ψ(out)
+ |+β2(1− γ)(1− t)|10⟩⟨01|

]
,

(41)
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where |Ψ(out)
+ ⟩ = 1√

N+

[
α
√
1− t|00⟩S̃F̃ − β

√
γt|11⟩S̃F̃

]
ρ
(out)
− =

1

N−

[
|Ψ(out)

− ⟩⟨Ψ(out)
− |+β2(1− γ)t|10⟩⟨01|

]
,

(42)

where |Ψ(out)
− ⟩ = 1√

N−

[
α
√
t|00⟩S̃F̃ − β

√
γ(1− t)|11⟩S̃F̃

]
.

Considering the previous equations more carefully, it can
be seen that when the environment mode is in the vacuum
state, the amplifier’s output is an entangled state, whereas
error occurs when the environment captures an input photon.
As previously described in great details, by increasing (de-
creasing) t for OP1(OP2), the probability amplitudes of the
entangled output can be rescaled in favor of the single photon
component, and thus restoring the lost photon.

We end this section by considering a practical entanglement-
enhanced sensing scenario where a one-way NLA is utilized
to restore a non-ideally stored idler mode I .

Let’s consider a microwave storage device of 50% effi-
ciency. This corresponds to a lossy channel with transmis-
sivity equal to γ = 0.5. The number of signal-idler probe
pairs that can be generated in a typical microwave quantum
sensing protocol is approximatelyM ≈ 105−106. Due to the
probabilistic nature of NLAs, this number is rescaled by the
device’s success probability. Thus the number of generated
pairs has to be increased in order to compensate for this
reduction. Considering the worst case scenario first, it can be
seen from Fig. (4) that when OP1 is true, and the detector’s
efficiency is 0.5, the success probability corresponding to
a complete restoration of the single photon component is
≈ 0.5, whereas whenOP2 is true it becomes 0.24. Since one-
way NLA is fault tolerant and has uninterruptible operation,
its success probability on average is ≈ 0.4. On the other
hand for the same case a QS-NLA has a success probability
of ≈ 0.2. Consequently the minimum number of required
pairs would be 2.5 × 105 for one-way NLA, and 5 × 105

for QS-NLA which is double that of one-way NLA. For
completeness we consider the case where the efficiency is
η ≈ 0.85, the average success probability of one-way NLA
is approximately≈ 0.5 and that of QS-NLA is≈ 0.3 thus the
minimum number of required pairs would be ≈ 2 × 105 for
the former and ≈ 3.5× 105 for the latter.

To conclude, we have shown that a one-way NLA is capa-
ble of complete restoration of a lossy idler mode participating
in a quantum sensing protocol. The corresponding cost was
an increase in the number of utilized probe pairs, however
compared to aQS-NLAour device requires a fewer number of
pairs which would result in a faster quantum sensing protocol.

B. ENTANGLING REMOTE SUPERCONDUCTING QUBITS
We turn our attention towards the task of entangling two
remote network nodes. As initially proposed, successful en-
tanglement is established by performing a joint BSM in a
mid-way station between the two communicating parties [45].
Recently the intriguing idea of NLA has been deployed in
order to implement this BSM [46]–[48].

CZ CZ CZ

X X

S I A F

BSM

FIGURE 5. Remote entanglement between two superconducting qubits.
Each qubit-photon pair is composed of a transmon and a flying photon
entangled system. Entanglement between different bosons is achieved by
a CZ gate. BSM is performed with QNDs as described in the main text.

When BS1& BS2 in Fig. 1 are considered as two channels
linking two remote nodes to a midway balanced beamsplitter,
the resemblance between entanglement sharing and NLA
protocols is clear. However, as pointed out earlier, heralded
NLA requires single photon counters, furthermore it is non-
fault tolerant when amplification fails.

Here we investigate utilizing our one-way NLA in order to
perform the required BSM for remote entanglement. In Fig.
(5) we consider an instance of our proposed protocol. Nodes
S & F are two remote nodes to be entangled, while I & A are
intermediate ones. At each node a transmon-cavity system is
prepared in a qubit-photon entangled state, 1√

2
(|0e⟩ + |1g⟩)

[49]. After that a photonic CZ gate entangles ; SI , AF , and IA
pairs respectively. The whole state of the system can then be
written as

|φ⟩ =
[ 1√

2
(|0e⟩S + |1g⟩S)

]
⊗

[ 1√
2
(|0e⟩I + |1g⟩I )

]
⊗

[ 1√
2
(|0e⟩A + |1g⟩A)

]
⊗
[ 1√

2
(|0e⟩F + |1g⟩F )

]
.

(43)

Applying a CZ between SI and AF , transforms the state into

|φ⟩ =
[1
2
(|00ee⟩SI + |01eg⟩SI + |10ge⟩SI − |11gg⟩SI )

]
⊗[1

2
(|00ee⟩AF + |01eg⟩AF + |10ge⟩AF − |11gg⟩AF )

]
.

(44)
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Then another CZ is applied between nodes I & A

|φ⟩ =
1

4

(
|0 + +0eeee⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ + |0 + +1eeeg⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃

+ |0 +−0eege⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ − |0 +−1eegg⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃
+ |0−+0egee⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ + |0−+1egeg⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃
− |0−−0egge⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ + |0−−1eggg⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃
+ |1 + +0geee⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ + |1 + +1geeg⟩SIAF
+ |1 +−0gege⟩SIAF − |1 +−1gegg⟩SIAF
− |1−+0ggee⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ − |1−+1ggeg⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃
+ |1−−0ggge⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃ − |1−−1gggg⟩S̃ Ĩ ÃF̃

)
. (45)

Finally performing two X-basis measurements on the middle
nodes completes the protocol. When the measurement out-
comes are the same, we get

|φ(out)
+ ⟩ = 1√

2

(
|01eg⟩S̃F̃ + |10ge⟩S̃F̃

)
. (46)

On the other hand, when the outcomes are different, the state
becomes

|φ(out)
− ⟩ = 1√

2

(
|00ee⟩S̃F̃ + |11gg⟩S̃F̃

)
. (47)

By applying a Pauli-X correction to the second mode on both
the photonic and atomic degrees of freedom, we get the same
output as in Eq. (46).

The previous protocol is a specific realization of the more
general one-wayNLAdescribed earlier.When γ = 1, and t =
1/2 a one-way NLA reduces to the aforementioned remote
entanglement swapping.

From Fig. (4) we can directly estimate the success proba-
bility of the protocol. When detection efficiency is ≈ 0.85,
a one-way NLA based remote entanglement has an average
success probability of≈ 0.7, whereas that of a QS based pro-
tocol is ≈ 0.45. The success probability drops significantly
when detection efficiency is further reduced. For the case of
≈ 0.5 efficiency, a one-way NLA based protocol has on the
average a probability of success of ≈ 0.38, such that, OP1
success probability is ≈ 0.26, while OP2’s is ≈ 0.5. On the
other hand the success probability of a QS is≈ 0.36 which is
clearly outperformed by OP2.

Remote entanglement is the basis of many QKD protocols
[10]. Many practical imperfections play a role in limiting the
distance over which remote entanglement can be generated.
The primary causes for the case at hand are qubit decoher-
ence and propagation losses. For long distance entanglement
sharing the qubit state has to be preserved for milliseconds.
Most recently, significant progress has been made towards
longer qubit coherence times. Approximately the coherence
time that can be achieved with the current state of the art tech-
nology is in the range of 1− 3ms [50], [51], which suggests
a maximum sharing distance of ≈ 30 km. As for attenuation
due to propagation losses, the survivability of a microwave
wavepacket in a transmission medium decreases exponen-
tially as a function of its length L0. This is captured by the

famous Beer’s formula, [52] P(L0) = exp (−L0/2Latt),
where Latt is the attenuation length.
In the next section we study in details the effect of trans-

mission losses on SKR. More specifically, we consider two
remote parties establishing a shared secure key by generating
remote entanglement over a lossy channel. As before, we
compare our one-way NLA entanglement sharing protocol
to a QS’s, and demonstrate the conditions under which our
protocol outperforms both direct transmission and a QS.

C. REMOTE SECRET KEY GENERATION
Consider now a slight variation of the previous protocol
where the S & I nodes (see Fig. (5)) are prepared in a weak
TMSV state identical to that in Eq. (35), while A and F
are prepared in the same resource state described before,
|Φ⟩AF =

√
1− t|00⟩AF +

√
t|11⟩AF . Suppose further, that

modes I and A undergo two ADCs with transmissivities γ,
and γ̃ respectively.
Practically in such scenario each of the input and auxiliary

photons are subjected to damping quantified by the aforemen-
tioned tranmissivities. After applying a CZ between nodes I
and A, we can write an expression for the overall state by
including the two environment lossy modes as follows

|φ⟩ = α
√
1− t|0 + 0 + 00⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ α
√
t γ̃|0 + 0− 10⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ α
√
t(1− γ̃)|0 + 0 + 11⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ β
√
γ(1− t)|1− 0 + 00⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

− β
√
γγ̃t|1− 0− 10⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ β
√
γ(1− γ̃)t|1− 0 + 11⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|1 + 1 + 00⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ β
√
t(1− γ)γ̃|1 + 1− 10⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′

+ β
√
t(1− γ)(1− γ̃)|1 + 1 + 11⟩S̃ Ĩ Ẽ ÃF̃ Ẽ′ , (48)

where Ẽ , Ẽ ′ are two environment modes each in a vacuum
state, and nodes Ĩ and Ã are written in the diagonal basis.
After performing two X-basis measurements on nodes Ĩ ,

and Ã, the state becomes the followingwhen themeasurement
outcomes are the same

|φ⟩ = 1√
N+

[
(α

√
1− t|00⟩S̃F̃ + β

√
γγ̃t|11⟩S̃F̃ )⊗ |00⟩ẼẼ′

+ α
√
t(1− γ̃)|01⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |01⟩ẼẼ′

+ β
√
(1− γ)(1− t)|10⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |10⟩ẼẼ′

+ β
√
t(1− γ)(1− γ̃)|11⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |11⟩ẼẼ′

]
. (49)

However, when the outcomes are different, it becomes

|φ⟩ = 1√
N−

[
(α

√
t γ̃|01⟩S̃F̃ + β

√
γ(1− t)|10⟩S̃F̃ )⊗ |00⟩ẼẼ′

+ β
√
γt(1− γ̃)|11⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |01⟩ẼẼ′

+ β
√

γ̃t(1− γ)|11⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |10⟩ẼẼ′

]
. (50)
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIGURE 6. SKR of our one-way NLA based on weak TMSV and QND detection. The plots depict SKR in (bits/use) against transmission distance in (km).
Included in all plots the performance of a QS-NLA for comparison. All detectors in the first two plots are assumed ideal. It can be seen that OP2 and
QS-NLA have the best performance in Fig. (6a), however, they both outperform a point to point link only for distances greater than ≈ 500 km as shown in
Fig. (6b). In Fig. (6c) detector’s efficiency is assumed η ≈ 0.85, and a dark count probability of µ = 0.015 for both one-way NLAs and µ = 0.5 for QS-NLA.
In Fig. (6d) both detector’s efficiency and dark count probability were assumed 0.5 for all detectors. OP2 outperforms QS-NLA in Fig. (6c) and achieves the
best performance, whereas OP1 has the least SKR. For a wireless transmission link, Fig. (6d) shows that OP2 & QS-NLA has the highest SKR only for
distances over 1200 km. As before, OP1 has the least SKR.

Then after applying a bit-flip operation on the final mode, F̃ ,
the state becomes

|φ⟩ = 1√
N−

[
(α

√
t γ̃|00⟩S̃F̃ + β

√
γ(1− t)|11⟩S̃F̃ )⊗ |00⟩ẼẼ′

+ β
√
γt(1− γ̃)|10⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |01⟩ẼẼ′

+ β
√

γ̃t(1− γ)|10⟩S̃F̃ ⊗ |10⟩ẼẼ′

]
, (51)

where N+ = α2(1 − t γ̃) + β2[t γ̃(2γ − 1) + 1 − γ], and
N− = α2t γ̃+β2[γ+γ̃t(1−2γ)] are normalization constants.
Let us now analyze the previous equations in more details.

In Eq. (49) the first term on the right side represents an entan-
gled state established between the remote parties when each
environment mode is in a vacuum state. The rest of the terms
are error states corresponding to the following loss events
respectively: when the second environment mode Ẽ ′ captures
a photon, loss occurs to the auxiliary mode, whereas when Ẽ
captures a photon, it occurs to the input. The final termmeans
that both photons were lost. Similarly, after error correction,
the terms in Eq. (51) corresponds to the following: the first
term represents a successful entangled state as can be verified
by inspecting the environment vacuum states, whereas the rest
of the error terms correspond to a loss in either the input or
the auxiliary modes depending on which environment mode
captured a photon. Unlike the state in Eq. (49), the event
where both the input and auxiliary modes are lost doesn’t
occur, since the physical meaning of different measurement
outcomes corresponds to detecting one and only one photon
in either Ĩ or Ã.

Focusing now on SKG, the repeater-less bound [53] for two
remotely communicating parties defines a relation between
the SKR that can be generated and the tranmsissivity of the
linking channel, SKR ≈ −log2(1 − χ1/K ), where χ is the
channel’s transmissivity, and K is the number of repeater
links. When K = 1, SKR corresponds to a point-to-point
direct transmission link, whereas when K = 2 it corresponds
to a single repeater case.

The inner workings of one-way NLA resembles that of
a quantum repeater, this can be shown by noting that the

device’s BSM swaps the entanglement between the middle
nodes to the remote ones. Furthermore, a secret key rate
(SKR) can be estimated according to the success probability
of the device [54], since it establishes an entanglement chan-
nel between the involved remote parties.
When the outcomes of a BSM are identical, i.e., OP1, the

success probability is Psucc
S ≈ α2(1 − t) + β2γγ̃t , whereas

when they are different, OP2, it becomes Psucc
D ≈ α2t γ̃ +

β2γ(1 − t). In the limit of small squeezing λ < 1, α2 ≈ 1,
β2 ≈ λ, symmetric loss, γ = γ̃ =

√
χ, t = 1/2, it can

be seen that the success probabilities become Psucc
S ∝ χ/2,

and Psucc
D ∝ √

χ/2 respectively. The previous approxima-
tions can be justified by observing that the first term in both
success probability expressions is a vacuum offset, since it
corresponds to the event were both the input and the auxiliary
modes are in vacuum states.
In Fig. (6) we have studied the behaviour of SKR (in

bits/use) against the transmission distance (in km) for two
different transmission media and both ideal and non-ideal
detection. We have included in this analysis SKR of a point
to point link as an indicative of the PLOB bound. The first
two panels study the case where the device’s detectors are
operating in the ideal limit, whereas the last two plots consider
detection imperfections. For the ideal case, the performance
of a one-way NLA OP2 and a QS-NLA coincide.
We have taken in Fig. (6a) a cryogenic waveguide trans-

mission medium with 0.6 dB/km attenuation factor, whereas
in Fig. (6b) a wireless transmission link with 0.0063dB/km
attenuation factor [55] was assumed. In the former, from
Beer’s law, the attenuation length was found to be Latt =
7.3 km, whereas in the latter it was Latt ≈ 700 km. The
last two plots consider the same transmissionmedia, however,
detection non idealities were considered. Similar to Fig. (6a),
Fig. (6c) considers the same channel attenuation factor, while
detector’s efficiency is η ≈ 0.85. Furthermore, we have
assumed dark count probability of µ ≈ 0.015 for one-way
NLA and µ ≈ 0.5 for QS-NLA, since microwave PNRD are
currently unavailable as mentioned earlier. On the other hand,
in Fig. (6d) a wireless transmission medium was assumed
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as in Fig. (6b), however, both detector’s efficiency and dark
count probability were assumed 0.5 for all detectors.
In Fig. (6a), it can be seen that one-way NLA operating

under OP2 and QS-NLA have the best SKR. This can be
justified by noticing that when the channel’s transmissivity
is small, splitting the overall distance by a NLA outper-
forms direct transmission, due to its entanglement proper-
ties. Comparatively a higher channel transmissivty as in Fig.
(6b), namely 0.0063 dB/km, resulted in an improved per-
formance over direct transmission only for large distances,
L0 > 500km. We note that in both of the previous cases when
one-way NLA operated under OP1 it had the least SKR.

When detection imperfections were considered, SKR of all
protocols dropped as shown in Fig. (6c), however, a practical
QS-NLA would be outperformed by a one-way NLA operat-
ing under OP2, due to the unavailability of perfect microwave
PNRD. Similarly as before one-way NLA OP1 has the least
performance. For the last case where the detection limits of all
detectors are the same, Fig. (6d) showed that direct transmis-
sion had the best SKR among all channels for distances less
than ≈ 1200km, nonetheless, when the distance exceeds this
limit, it can be seen that one-way NLA OP2 & QS-NLA have
the best SKR, thus suggesting that they are more suitable for
long distance microwave QIP.

To summarize, in this section we have shown that due
to the inherent resemblance between one-way NLA and a
quantum repeater, our device can be utilised to establish a
remote entanglement channel for SKG. The device’s success
probability translates to a SKR that can be generated. Fur-
thermore, it can beat the repeater-less bound when operating
under OP2 and outperform a QS-NLA for lossy cryogenic
links, thus offering a more secure option for cryogenic chip-
to-chip communications [56].

V. CONCLUSION
In this paper we have proposed a novel microwave bosonic
NLA based on a simple one dimensional linear cluster of four
nodes. Unlike conventional QS-NLAs, our proposed device
doesn’t rely on PNRDs to signal the success of the BSM
required for amplification. Instead, our device utilizes QND
detectors operating in the photodetection limit, which signif-
icantly eases the experimental requirements for a microwave
NLA. Operationally, the proposed device inherits the fault
tolerant capabilities of a cluster state, which renders it capable
of correcting the erroneous output and achieve amplification.
This feature is not possible in a conventional QS-NLA, which
has to repeat the whole process when amplification fails.

Owing to the low dark count probability of a QND detector,
our device showed an enhanced probability of success over
a QS-NLA operating with microwave PNRDs. Furthermore,
our device also demonstrated a great ability to enhance mi-
crowave QIP tasks. For quantum sensing applications, we
have shown that with the aid of a one-wayNLA, entanglement
enhanced sensing protocols can fully restore an attenuated
idler beam despite detection imperfections. This was achieved
at the expense of a fewer increase in the number of probe

pairs, which is still significantly lower than that required by
a QS-NLA performing the same task. Furthermore, we have
also shown that our device can generally establish secret keys
between remote parties at a rate surpassing that of a direct
communication link, both for a cryogenic ADC and a long
distance wireless channel. More specifically, it has showed
higher SKR than that of a QS-NLA for cryogenic ADC when
detection inefficiencies were considered.
Finally we note that the proposed device model can be

also employed in the optical domain, thus rendering it a new
addition to the QIP toolbox.
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