arXiv:2012.05165v1 [quant-ph] 9 Dec 2020

Quantum Discrimination of Two Noisy Displaced Number States

Renzhi Yuan, Student Member, IEEE and Julian Cheng, Senior Member, IEEE.

Abstract

The quantum discrimination of two non-coherent states draws much attention recently. In this letter, we first consider the quantum discrimination of two noiseless displaced number states. Then we derive the Fock representation of noisy displaced number states and address the problem of discriminating between two noisy displaced number states. We further prove that the optimal quantum discrimination of two noisy displaced number states can be achieved by the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection. Simulation results verify the theoretical derivations and show that the error probability of on-off keying modulation using a displaced number state is significantly less than that of on-off keying modulation using a coherent state with the same average energy.

Index Terms

Displaced number state, quantum discrimination, thermal noise.

I. INTRODUCTION Quantum discrimination of two optical quantum states plays a crucial rule in quantum information processing tasks, e.g., continuous-variable quantum key distributions and optical quantum communications [1]–[4]. Due to the good compatibility with classical optical infrastructures, coherent states [5] generated by lasers are usually employed as the information carriers in quantum communication systems. However, the minimum discrimination error probability (MDEP) of discriminating two coherent states cannot be zero because of the non-orthogonal property of two coherent states [5]. To improve the performance of the quantum discrimination, new information carriers using non-coherent states draw much attention recently [6], [7].

Renzhi Yuan and Julian Cheng are with the School of Engineering, The University of British Columbia, Kelowna, BC, Canada (e-mails: renzhi.yuan@ubc.ca, julian.cheng@ubc.ca).

For example, the problem of discriminating between two noisy photon-added coherent states (PACSs) was addressed in [7]. The PACS is generated by sequentially applying the displacement operator and the creation operator on a vacuum state. It was demonstrated that the error probability can be significantly reduced when PACSs instead of coherent states are employed in pulse position modulations [6]. Inspired by [7], we focus on the quantum discrimination between two noisy displaced number states (DNSs). The DNS is generated by sequentially applying the creation operator and the displacement operator on a vacuum state. The properties of noiseless DNS were discussed in [8]–[10]. However, the thermal noise is inevitable in preparing a DNS and the property of a noisy DNS has not been studied yet. Besides, to the best of the authors’ knowledge, the problem of discriminating between two noisy DNSs has not been addressed.

In this letter, we first address the problem of discriminating between two noiseless DNSs. Then we derive the Fock representation of noisy DNSs and address the problem of discriminating between two noisy DNSs. Using the Fock representation of noisy DNSs, we further prove that the optimal quantum discrimination of two noisy DNSs can be achieved using a Kennedy receiver with a threshold detection. The simulation results verify our theoretical derivations. We also explore the possibility of employing DNSs instead of coherent states in on-off keying (OOK) modulations; and find that the error probability of OOK modulation using a DNS can be significantly reduced compared with the error probability of OOK modulation using a coherent state with the same average energy.

II. QUANTUM DISCRIMINATION OF TWO NOISELESS DNSS A. Displaced Number State

The DNS is generated by sequentially applying the creation operator and the displacement operator on a vacuum state; and it can be written as [8], [9] |μ, k⟩ = D̂(μ) |k⟩ (1) where D̂(μ) is the displacement operator; and |k⟩ is the number state containing k photons. The number state decomposition of a DNS can be obtained as [9] |μ, k⟩ = ∞∑ n=0 b_n |n⟩ (2) where the coefficient b_n is given by [9]

b_n = √_{n!} k! (−μ^∗)^{k−n}e^{− |μ|2}2 L^{(k−n)}n (|μ|^2), for n < k √_{k!} n! μ^{n−k}e^{− |μ|2}2 L^{(n−k)}n (|μ|^2), for n ≥ k (3) and where L^{(a)}n (x) is the generalized Laguerre polynomial of order n with parameter a.

Using the number state decomposition, we can obtain the inner product of two DNSs |μ, k⟩ and |ξ, h⟩, where we let h ≥ k without loss of generality, as ⟨ξ, h|μ, k⟩ = ⟨h| D̂(μ − ξ) |k⟩ = ∞∑ n=0 ⟨h| b_n(μ − ξ, k) |n⟩

= √ k! h! (μ − ξ)^{h−k}e^{− |μ−ξ|22} L^{(h−k)}_k (|μ − ξ|^2) (4)

where in the first step we have used the properties of displacement operator: D̂(α) = D̂^†(−α) and D̂(α)D̂(β) = D̂(α + β).

B. Discriminate Two Noiseless DNSs

The key of discriminating between any two quantum states {ρ̂_0, ρ̂_1} with prior probabilities {p_0, p_1} is to find two positive operator-valued measure (POVM) operators {Π̂_0, Π̂_1} that can minimize the discrimination error probability. According to the Helstrom’s theory [11], the optimal POVM operators can be obtained as Π̂_0 = ∑ λ_n<0 |λn⟩ ⟨λn| and Π̂1 = Î− Π̂0, where λn and |λ_n⟩ are the eigenvalue and the eigenvector of the decision operator Δ̂ = p_1ρ̂_1 − p_0ρ̂_0; Î is the identity operator. The MDEP of discriminating {ρ̂_0, ρ̂_1} is obtained as the Helstrom bound [11] P_e = 1 2 (1 − ‖Δ̂‖_1) = p_1 − ∑ λ_n>0 λ_n (5)

where ‖Â‖_1 = tr{ √ Â†Â} denotes the trace norm of the operator Â.

For discriminating between two pure states ρ̂_0 = |ψ_0⟩ ⟨ψ_0| and ρ̂_1 = |ψ_1⟩ ⟨ψ_1|, the Helstrom bound (5) can be rewritten as P_e = 1 2 − 1 2 √ 1 − 4p_0p_1| ⟨ψ_0|ψ_1⟩ |^2. (6) Therefore, the MDEP for discriminating between two noiseless DNSs |ξ, h⟩ and |μ, k⟩ is determined by the inner product ⟨ξ, h|μ, k⟩. Substituting (4) into (6), we can obtain the MDEP as P_e = 1 2 − 1 2 { 1 − 4p_0p_1 k! h! |μ − ξ|^{2(h−k)}e^{−|μ−ξ|2} × [ L^{(h−k)}_k (|μ − ξ|^2) ]_2}^1_2 . (7)

From (7), we can observe that the perfect discrimination with zero error probability happens in the following two situations: (i) μ = ξ and h ≠ k; (ii) L_k(|μ − ξ|^2) = 0 and h = k ≠ 0. Notice that when h = k = 0, the two DNSs becomes two non-orthogonal coherent states |ξ⟩ and |μ⟩. Then the MDEP approaches zero when |μ − ξ|^2 approaches ∞.

III. QUANTUM DISCRIMINATION OF TWO NOISY DNSS A. Noisy DNSs

A noisy number state ρ̂(k) is obtained by applying creation operators on a thermal state ρ̂_{th}, which results in ρ̂(k) =

(Â^†)^kρ̂_{th}Â^k tr{(Â^†)^kρ̂_{th}Â^k} (8) where tr{·} denotes the trace operation.

Then the noisy DNS ρ̂(μ, k) is defined as ρ̂(μ, k) ≜ D̂(μ)(Â†)kρ̂_{th}ÂkD̂†(μ) N_k (9) where N_k can be obtained as

N_k = tr{D̂(μ)(Â^†)^kρ̂_{th}Â^kD̂^†(μ)} = k!(n_t + 1)^k (10) and where n_t is the average number of thermal photons due to the presence of thermal noise. The following theorem presents the Fock representation for a noisy DNS.

Theorem 1. (Fock representation) The Fock representation of a noisy DNS ρ̂(μ, k) is found to be ⟨n|ρ̂(μ, k) |m⟩ = k∑ i=0 k∑ j=0 I(n ≥ i; m ≥ j) (−1)^{i+j} (_m j )(_k i ) (k − j)! √ n! m! e^{− |μ|} 2 nt+1

× |μ|^{2(k−j)}(μ^∗)^{m−n}n^{n−i}_t (n_t + 1)^{m+k−j+1} L^{(m−n+i−j)} n−i ( − |μ|^2 n_t(n_t + 1) ) (11)

where I(n ≥ i; m ≥ j) is an indicator function defined as I(n ≥ i; m ≥ j) ≜ 1, for n ≥ i and m ≥ j 0, otherwise.

(12)

Proof. See Appendix A.

Using the Fock representation in (11), we can obtain the photon statistics of a noisy DNS as p(n) = ⟨n| ρ̂(μ, k) |n⟩ = k∑ i=0 k∑ j=0 I(n ≥ i; n ≥ j) (−1)^{i+j} (_n j )(_k i ) (k − j)! e^{− |μ|} 2 nt+1

× |μ|^{2(k−j)}n^{n−i}_t (n_t + 1)^{n+k−j+1} L^{(i−j)}_{n−i} ( − |μ|^2 n_t(n_t + 1) ) . (13)

Then the average number of photons n_p contained in a noisy DNS can be obtained in the following lemma.

Lemma 1. The average number of photons n_p(μ, k) contained in a noisy DNS ρ̂(μ, k) is found to be n_p(μ, k) = |μ|^2 + k(n_t + 1) + n_t. (14)

Proof. See Appendix B.

B. Discriminate Two Noisy DNSs

Now we consider the discrimination of two noisy DNSs ρ̂_0 = ρ̂(ξ, h) and ρ̂_1 = ρ̂(μ, k) with prior probabilities p_0 and p_1, respectively. Here we let h ≥ k without loss of generality. According to the Helstrom bound (5), the MDEP is determined by all the positive eigenvalues λ_n of the decision operator Δ̂ = p_1ρ̂(μ, k) − p_0ρ̂(ξ, h). Because the displacement operator is an unitary operator, Δ̂ and D̂(−ξ)Δ̂D̂^†(−ξ) share the same eigenvalues. Then it is readable to show that ‖p_1ρ̂(μ, k) − p_0ρ̂(ξ, h)‖_1 = ‖p_1ρ̂(μ − ξ, k) − p_0ρ̂(0, h)‖_1. (15)

It is challenging to obtain an analytical form of the eigenvalues λ_n for an arbitrary Δ̂. However, eq. (15) indicates that when μ = ξ, we only need to obtain the eigenvalues of p_1ρ̂(0, k)−p_0ρ̂(0, h). Using the Fock representation (11), we can obtain the eigenvalues of p_1ρ̂(0, k) − p_0ρ̂(0, h) as λ_n = p_1 ⟨n| ρ̂(0, k) |n⟩ − p_0 ⟨n| ρ̂(0, h) |n⟩

= 0, for n < k p_1 (_n k )_nn−k_t (n_t+1)^{n+1} , for k ≤ n < h

p_1 (_n k )_nn−k_t (n_t+1)^{n+1} − p0 (_n h )_nn−h_t (n_t+1)^{n+1} , for n ≥ h.

(16)

Now the key of obtaining a tractable MDEP is to find all the positive eigenvalues. To achieve this, in the following we first introduce the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection [12], and then we prove that the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection can achieve the optimal discrimination and provide a tractable MDEP.

C. Kennedy Receiver with Threshold Detection

A Kennedy receiver with threshold detection [12] consists of a displacement operator D̂(β) and a photon counting process followed by a threshold detection based on the counted photons. The threshold detection is characterized by two POVM operators M̂_0 = Î− n_{th}∑

n=0 |n⟩ ⟨n| ; M̂_1 = n_{th}∑

n=0 |n⟩ ⟨n| (17) where n_{th} is the detection threshold of the counting photons. These two POVM operators correspond to the following threshold detection rule n ρ̂_1 ⋚ ρ̂_0

n_{th}. (18)

If we set the displacement operator as D̂(β) = D̂(−μ), then the input states ρ̂(μ, h) and ρ̂(μ, k) are displaced as ρ̂(0, h) and ρ̂(0, k), respectively. Then the error probability of the receiver can be calculated by P_e = p_0tr{M̂_1ρ̂(0, h)} + p_1tr{M̂_0ρ̂(0, k)}. (19) Substituting (17) into (19), we can obtain

P_e = p_1 − n_{th}∑

n=0 (p_1 ⟨n| ρ̂(0, k) |n⟩ − p_0 ⟨n| ρ̂(0, h) |n⟩)

= p_1 − n_{th}∑

n=0 λ_n. (20)

The optimal threshold n_{th} is obtained by minimizing the error probability in (20). The following optimal discrimination theorem guarantees that the Kennedy receiver with optimal threshold n_{th} can always achieve the MDEP.

Theorem 2. (Optimal discrimination) The optimal discrimination of two noisy DNSs ρ̂(μ, h) and ρ̂(μ, k) can be achieved by the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection, where the displacement operator is D̂(−μ); and the MDEP can be obtained as

P_e = p_1 − n_{th}∑

n=0 λ_n (21)

Fig. 1. MDEP for discriminating two noiseless DNSs (nt = 0)

where the optimal threshold n_{th} is the maximum n satisfying ( n k ) n^{h−k}_t ≥ ( n h ) p_0 p_1

. (22)

Proof. See Appendix C.

Although the POVM operators of optimal quantum discrimination for two quantum states can be obtained from the Helstrom’s theory, the realization of the optical quantum discrimination is usually intractable. However, Theorem 2 indicates that the optimal quantum discrimination of two noisy DNSs ρ̂(μ, h) and ρ̂(μ, k) is realizable by the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection^1.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS The prior probabilities are set as p_0 = p_1 = 0.5 in this section. Figs. 1 and 2 present the MDEP for discriminating two noiseless DNSs and two noisy DNSs, respectively. From Fig. 1, we can observe that when k = h, the MDEP decreases as |μ − ξ| increases; and when k ≠ h, the MDEP achieves zero when μ = ξ. Besides, when k ≠ h, the MDEP decreases as the gap h − k increases. Comparing Fig. 2 with Fig. 1, we can see that the MDEP for discriminating two noisy DNSs demonstrates similar properties to that for discriminating two noiseless DNSs. Besides,

1Note that the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection is a near-optimum receiver for discriminating between two coherent states.

Fig. 2. MDEP for discriminating two noisy DNSs (nt = 0.2)

Fig. 3. Error probabilities under different gap (μ = ξ = 1, nt = 0.2)

the MDEP for discriminating two noisy DNSs is always larger than that for discriminating two noiseless DNSs with the same parameters.

Next we check the error probability for discriminating between two noisy DNSs obtained by the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection with μ = ξ = 1 under different gaps, shown in Fig. 3. We also plot the MDEP results of Helstrom bound obtained by the optimal quantum discrimination. We can see that the error probabilities obtained by the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection coincide with the MDEP results of Helstrom bound obtained by the optimal quantum discrimination. This verifies the result of Theorem 2. The MDEP decreases as the gap

Fig. 4. Error probabilities of OOK modulation under different thermal noises

increases for a given k, which is as expected. Besides, when the gap is fixed, the MDEP decreases as k decreases. For a given gap, a smaller k implies a smaller energy requirement. This indicates that if we use DNSs as the information carriers in intensity modulations, a smaller k can achieve a better performance in not only error probability but also energy efficiency. Therefore, the OOK modulation with k = 0 for a given energy gap is the optimal intensity modulation in terms of both the error probability and the energy efficiency.

At last, we consider a special case of discriminating two noisy DNSs with μ = ξ = 0 and k = 0 under different gaps h, which corresponds to an OOK modulation in communication systems. The error probabilities under different h with different thermal noises are shown in Fig. 4. We also plot the error probabilities of the OOK modulation employing a coherent state with the same average energy per information bit. We can see that the error probability decreases as h increases, which is as expected. Besides, we can also see that the error probability of OOK modulations employing a DNS can be significantly reduced compared with that of employing a coherent state with the same average energy.

V. CONCLUSION We addressed the problem of discriminating between two noisy DNSs. We first considered the quantum discrimination of two noiseless DNSs. Then we derived the Fock representation of a noisy DNS, and then used the Fock representation to derive the MDEP of discriminating two noisy DNSs. We further proved that the optimal quantum discrimination of two noisy DNSs can be achieved by the Kennedy receiver with threshold detection. The simulation results verified our theoretical derivations. Besides, we found that the error probability of OOK modulation employing a DNS is significantly less than that of OOK modulation employing a coherent state with the same average energy.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Silberhorn, T. C. Ralph, N. Lütkenhaus, and G. Leuchs, “Continuous variable quantum cryptography: Beating the 3 db loss limit,” Phys. Rev. Lett, vol. 89, no. 16, p. 167901, Sept. 2002.

[2] F. Grosshans, G. Van Assche, J. Wenger, R. Brouri, N. J. Cerf, and P. Grangier, “Quantum key distribution using Gaussianmodulated coherent states,” Nature, vol. 421, no. 6920, p. 238, Jan. 2003.

[3] S. Ghorai, P. Grangier, E. Diamanti, and A. Leverrier, “Asymptotic security of continuous-variable quantum key distribution with a discrete modulation,” Physical Review X, vol. 9, no. 2, p. 021059, June 2019.

[4] R. Yuan and J. Cheng, “Free-space optical quantum communications in turbulent channels with receiver diversity,” IEEE Trans. Commun, vol. 68, no. 9, pp. 5706–5717, May 2020.

[5] R. J. Glauber, “Coherent and incoherent states of the radiation field,” Phys. Rev, vol. 131, no. 6, p. 2766, Sep. 1963. [6] S. Guerrini, M. Chiani, M. Z. Win, and A. Conti, “Quantum pulse position modulation with photon-added coherent states,” in 2019 IEEE Globecom Workshops (GC Wkshps). IEEE, Dec. 2019, pp. 1–5.

[7] S. Guerrini, M. Z. Win, M. Chiani, and A. Conti, “Quantum discrimination of noisy photon-added coherent states,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Inf. Theory, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 469–479, July 2020.

[8] F. De Oliveira, M. Kim, P. L. Knight, and V. Buek, “Properties of displaced number states,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 41, no. 5, p. 2645, Mar. 1990.

[9] R. Tanas, B. Murzakhmetov, T. Gantsog, and A. Chizhov, “Phase properties of displaced number states,” Quantum Optics:

Journal of the European Optical Society Part B, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 1–7, Feb. 1992.

[10] K. Mo, T. Jo, J. P. Dahl et al., “Displaced squeezed number states: Position space representation, inner product, and some applications,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 54, no. 6, p. 5378, Dec. 1996.

[11] C. W. Helstrom, “Quantum detection and estimation theory,” Journal of Statistical Physics, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 231–252, Jun. 1969.

[12] R. Yuan, M. Zhao, S. Han, and J. Cheng, “Kennedy receiver using threshold detection and optimized displacement under thermal noise,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 24, no. 6, pp. 1313–1317, Mar. 2020.

APPENDIX A PROOF OF THEOREM 1 We use the coherent-state representation of noisy DNS ρ̂(μ, k) to obtain its Fock representation.

The coherent-state representation of a noisy DNS can be obtained by [5] R(α^∗, β) = e^{12 |α|2+ 12 |β|2} ⟨α| ρ̂(μ, k) |β⟩ . (23)

Substituting (9) into (23), we obtain R(α^∗, β) = e^12^{|α|2+ 1}2^{|β|2} k!(n_t + 1)^k ⟨α − μ| (Â^†)^kρ̂_{th}Â^k |β − μ⟩ = e^12^{|α|2+ 1}2^{|β|2} (α^∗ − μ^∗)^k(β − μ)^k k!(n_t + 1)^k ⟨α| ρ̂_{th}(μ) |β⟩ (24)

where ρ̂_{th}(μ) is the displaced thermal state. Using the coherent-state representation R_{th}(α^∗, β) of displaced thermal state [7], we can obtain R(α^∗, β) = (α^∗ − μ^∗)^k(β − μ)^k

k!(n_t + 1)^k R_{th}(α^∗, β) = ∞∑ n=0 ∞∑ m=0 (α^∗)^nβ^m √ n!m! k∑ i=0 k∑ j=0 I(n ≥ i; m ≥ j) (−1)^{i+j} (k − j)! × ( m j )( k i )√ n! m! e^{− |μ|} 2 nt+1 |μ|2(k−j)(μ∗)m−n × n^{n−i}_t (n_t + 1)^{m+k−j+1} L^{(m−n+i−j)} n−i ( − |μ|^2 n_t(n_t + 1) ) .

(25)

Using the relation between the coherent-state representation and the Fock representation [5], we obtain the Fock representation of noisy DNS as (11).

APPENDIX B PROOF OF LEMMA 1 The displacement operator is defined as D̂(α) ≜ e^{αÂ†−α∗Â} = e^{− 1}2^{|α|2} e^{αÂ†} e^{−α∗Â}. (26) Using the Taylor series of matrix exponential e^{αÂ†} = ∑_∞ k=0 α^k k! (Â^†)^k and the commutator [Â^†, Â] = Î, we can obtain the following commutators

[Â, D̂(α)] = αD̂(α); [Â^†, D̂(α)] = α^∗D̂(α). (27)

The average number of photons n_p(μ, k) of a noisy DNS ρ̂(μ, k) is defined as n_p(μ, k) ≜ tr{ρ̂(μ, k)Â^†Â} = tr{ρ̂(0, k)D̂^†(μ)Â^†ÂD̂(μ)}. (28)

Using the commutators in (27), we can obtain D̂^†(μ)Â^†ÂD̂(μ) = (Â^†Â + μÂ^† + μ^∗Â + |μ|^2Î). (29)

Substituting (29) into (28), we can obtain n_p(μ, k) = |μ|^2 + tr{ρ̂(0, k)Â^†Â} + μtr{ρ̂(0, k)Â^†} + μ^∗tr{ρ̂(0, k)Â} (30)

where tr{ρ̂(0, k)Â^†Â} = k(n_t + 1) + n_t is the average number of photons of a photon-added thermal state [7, eq. (19)]. Note that

tr{ρ̂(0, k)Â^†} = tr{ρ̂(0, k)Â} = 0 (31)

where we have used the property that P (α)|_{μ=0} is an even function of α. Therefore, we have n_p(μ, k) = |μ|^2 + k(n_t + 1) + n_t.

APPENDIX C PROOF OF THEOREM 2

From (16), we can observe that λ_n ≥ 0 for any n < h. Then the key is to find all positive λ_n when n ≥ h. Note that if λ_n < 0 when n ≥ h, then we have

p_1 ( n k ) n^{h−k}_t < p_0 ( n h ) . (32)

Then for λ_{n+1}, we have

λ_{n+1} = n^{n+1−h} t (n_t + 1)^{n+2} [ n + 1 n + 1 − k p_1 ( n k ) n^{h−k}_t − n + 1 n + 1 − h p_0 ( n h )]

≤ n^{n+1−h} t (n_t + 1)^{n+2} n + 1 n + 1 − h [ p_1 ( n k ) n^{h−k}_t − p_0 ( n h )] (33)

where we have used the inequality^{n+1}_{n+1−k} ≤^{n+1}_{n+1−h} for h ≥ k. According to (32), we have λ_{n+1} < 0. In other words, λ_n < 0 guarantees λ_{n+1} < 0. This indicates that there exists a threshold n_{th} such that λ_n ≥ 0, n ≤ n_{th} λ_n < 0, n > n_{th}. (34)

Therefore, by optimizing the threshold in (20), we can always achieve the MDEP in (5), i.e., we have ∑ λ_n>0 λ_n = n_{th}∑

n=0 λ_n. (35)

Accordingly, the optimal threshold n_{th} is the maximum n satisfying (22).