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We introduce the stellar decomposi-
tion, a novel method for characteriz-
ing non-Gaussian states produced by
photon-counting measurements on Gaus-
sian states. Given an (m + n)-mode Gaus-
sian state G, we express it as an (m + n)-
mode “Gaussian core state” Gcore followed
by an m-mode Gaussian transformation
T that only acts on the first m modes.
The defining property of the Gaussian core
state Gcore is that measuring the last n of its
modes in the photon-number basis leaves
the first m modes on a finite Fock support,
i.e. a core state. Since T is measurement-
independent and Gcore has an exact and
finite Fock representation, this decompo-
sition exactly describes all non-Gaussian
states obtainable by projecting n modes
of G onto the Fock basis. For pure states
we prove that a physical pair (Gcore, T ) al-
ways exists with Gcore pure and T unitary.
For mixed states, we establish necessary
and sufficient conditions for (Gcore, T ) to be
a Gaussian mixed state and a Gaussian
channel. We also develop a semidefinite
program to extract the ‘largest’ possible
Gaussian channel when these conditions
fail. Finally, we present a formal stellar de-
composition for generic operators, which
is useful in simulations where the only re-
quirement is that the two parts contract
back to the original operator. The stellar
decomposition leads to practical bounds
on achievable state quality in photonic cir-
cuits and for GKP state generation in par-
ticular. Our results are based on a new
characterization of Gaussian completely
positive maps in the Bargmann picture,
which may be of independent interest.
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1 Introduction

Quantum information processing promises a rad-
ical paradigm shift compared with its classical
counterpart [1–3]. This second quantum revolu-
tion [4] is based on several physical platforms,
among which photonics stands out for its po-
tential for deterministic entanglement generation,
room-temperature operation, high clock speeds,
and long coherence times [5–9].

Quantum states of light—and by extension,
quantum operations—are usually separated into
two broad classes, Gaussian [10] and non-
Gaussian [11], which share mathematical simi-
larities with the Clifford/non-Clifford dichotomy
in qubit systems [12]. Gaussian states and op-
erations are generated by quadratic Hamiltoni-
ans in the bosonic canonical operators, and are
often regarded as easier to handle from a theo-
retical point of view. However, they suffer from
severe limitations for quantum information pro-
cessing [13–19]: in particular, Gaussian compu-
tations can be simulated efficiently by classical
computers [20]. This has led to the understand-
ing of non-Gaussian states and operations as re-
sources for many quantum information processing
tasks [21–23], and to the introduction of associ-
ated resource measures [11]. One such measure,
the stellar rank [24, 25], provides a natural way
of bookkeeping the “degree of non-Gaussianity"
of quantum states in situations where one does
not have access to Hamiltonians of degree higher
than quadratic, or couplings between bosonic op-
erators and those of two-level systems such as
quantum dots, nor measurements of observables
that are beyond quadratic. Indeed, the stellar
rank of a non-Gaussian quantum state is non-
increasing under Gaussian operations and lower
bounds the number of photonic non-Gaussian op-
erations (photon-addition or photon-subtraction)
necessary to engineer a non-Gaussian state from
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a Gaussian one [24,25].

From an experimental standpoint, Gaussian
states and operations are also simpler to engi-
neer in photonic platforms than non-Gaussian
ones [26]: currently, the standard technological
toolkit in quantum photonics consists of the abil-
ity to generate deterministic Gaussian states, to
implement Gaussian transformations determinis-
tically, and to perform photon-number-resolving
(PNR) measurements. Using this toolkit, a prac-
tical method to produce non-Gaussian resource
states is to start with a multimode Gaussian state
and then measure a subset of its modes in the
photon number basis (Fock basis) using PNR
detectors. This projects the state of the left-
over modes onto a non-Gaussian quantum state
based on the heralded pattern, with its stellar
rank depending on the number of detected pho-
tons [27]. There is a rich history of herald-
ing non-Gaussian states from Gaussian states
[11,26], including the generation of single-photon
[28, 29], two-photon [30, 31] and three-photon
states [32], photon-added coherent states [33]
and photon-added thermal states [34], displaced
single-photon states [35], finite Fock superposi-
tions [36, 37], photon-subtracted squeezed states
[38–41], cat states [42–49], multimode cat states
[50–52], better cat states [53,54] and Gottesman–
Kitaev–Preskill (GKP) states [55,56] using Gaus-
sian breeding protocols on top of non-Gaussian
heralding [8, 57–60].

Such quantum states are crucial building
blocks for existing and future photonic devices
[8, 60–62]. However, the intrinsic complexity of
heralded non-Gaussian states generated by large-
scale devices makes tracking such states chal-
lenging, even though it is an essential task for
device characterization, architecture design, and
benchmarking. In this context, state decomposi-
tions [63–66] are particularly useful, as they allow
complex non-Gaussian states to be expressed in
terms of simpler, well-understood components.

In this work, we present a new mathemati-
cal decomposition for Gaussian states, which we
call the stellar decomposition due to its link with
the stellar rank, that dramatically simplifies the
analysis of non-Gaussian state generation proto-
cols based on heralding photons from multimode
Gaussian states. Specifically, we show that a mul-
timode Gaussian state G on m + n modes can
be expressed as a “Gaussian core state” Gcore on

m+ n modes, followed by a Gaussian channel T
on m modes. Gcore has the special property that
if one counts N photons across the n heralding
modes, then the cutoff in the Fock basis to rep-
resent the state of the remaining m modes before
T will be at most 2N . In general, without the
stellar decomposition, the Fock cutoff required to
express the output state to high numerical ac-
curacy is much greater than 2N . Moreover, we
find the channel T is independent of which pho-
ton pattern is heralded, which allows us to ob-
tain general bounds on the levels of noise in the
multimode Gaussian state G that can be toler-
ated in non-Gaussian state preparation protocols.
Our results are based on a new characterization of
Gaussian CPTP maps in the Bargmann picture
which may be of independent interest.

The structure of the paper is as follows: In the
first section, we introduce the stellar decomposi-
tion for multimode Gaussian states, first in the
pure state case, then for mixed states. We inves-
tigate properties of the decomposition, including
the conditions under which the pieces of the de-
composition, Gcore and T , correspond to a physi-
cal state and channel, finding it to always be the
case for pure states, but not for mixed states in
general. For convenience, we have listed our main
contributions in Table 1.

We then explore two applications of the decom-
position: simulation improvements, and bound-
ing the quality of GKP states produced by photon
heralding on multimode Gaussian states. For the
former, the physicality conditions of the decom-
position are irrelevant, while for the latter, if the
Gaussian core stateGcore and channel T are phys-
ical then we can understand T as adding a fun-
damental level of noise to any state produced by
the protocol. Since we cannot always guarantee
physicality conditions, we provide an additional
technique to ‘factor out’ as much of the channel T
as possible, while keeping the remaining state G′

physical, with the caveat that G′ does not enjoy
the finite Fock cutoff benefits of Gaussian core
states.

2 Stellar decomposition

We highlight that the stellar decomposition ap-
plies to bipartite Gaussian quantum systems. Let
the subsystems denoted by M and N contain m
and n modes, respectively. We often use cardinal-
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Case Result Application
Pure States Theorem 1: |ψ⟩ = (U ⊗ 1)|ψcore⟩ Exact heralded state simulation

(Section 3.1)
Mixed States Theorem 2: ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)(ρcore) Bounds on GKP generation

(Section 3.2)
Generic Operators Proposition 3: vec(G) = (T ⊗ 1)vec(Score) Exact noisy heralded state simu-

lation (Section 3.1)

Table 1: Summary of the decomposition results. For each of our main decomposition results, we have provided
their prominent application discussed in the manuscript. We highlight that the states, operators, and channels in
this table are all Gaussian. The Gaussian core states (or operators) written in the second column have special
Fock representations with special properties, allowing us to perform exact heralded state simulations, as discussed in
Section 3.1. On top of this, our mixed state decomposition results (Theorem 2 and Proposition 2) provide us with
useful bounds on the quality of any candidate GKP state that can be generated by a wide range of state preparation
protocols.

ity notation to denote the size of the subsystem,
i.e. we have |M | = m and |N | = n.

The Gaussian stellar decomposition techniques
in this work make use of the Bargmann repre-
sentation [67], also known as the stellar repre-
sentation [24]. In particular, we associate to all
Gaussian states and operators a Bargmann func-
tion in the form of the exponential of a quadratic
polynomial:

F (z) = c exp
(1

2z
TAz + zTb

)
z ∈ Ck, (1)

and therefore we can focus on the finite param-
eters A, b, c, which we refer to as the “Abc
parametrization”. See Section A for a detailed
discussion of this formalism and the technical
conventions we use. Certain features of Gaussian
states are naturally represented in the Bargmann
formalism. For instance, determining if a Gaus-
sian state is pure can be naturally decided in
this representation, as pure states have zero off-
diagonal blocks in their A matrix, written in type-
wise ordering (see Section A.1 for ordering con-
ventions). However, purity is mysteriously en-
coded in the covariance matrix of a Gaussian
state, as one has to inspect the symplectic eigen-
values to decide if a given state is pure. An-
other example is projecting onto vacuum, which is
equivalent to evaluating the Bargmann function
at zero, and therefore it is equivalent to delet-
ing the rows and columns of the A and b pa-
rameters corresponding to the variables evaluated
at zero. The same operation is not as straight-
forward when using the covariance matrix and
the vector of means. In this manuscript, we will
see how a class of states which we call “Gaussian

core states” can be naturally represented in the
Bargmann formalism as well.

A generic Gaussian completely positive (CP)
map has an Abc parametrization (AΦ, bΦ, cΦ)
with the following block form

AΦ =
[
Λ∗

Φ ΓΦ
Γ∗

Φ ΛΦ

]
, bΦ =

[
β∗

Φ
βΦ

]
, (2)

in the type-wise ordering (see Section B for de-
tails). We obtain the following characterization,
which we use as a basis for the proofs of our re-
sults:

Lemma 1. A Gaussian map, represented
by a Gaussian Bargmann function with Abc
parametrization as in (2), is completely positive
if and only if

ΓΦ ≥ 0 and cΦ ≥ 0. (3)

We refer to Section B for a proof, where we
also identify conditions on the Bargmann rep-
resentation of a Gaussian mixed state that cor-
respond to its positivity (i.e., positivity and fi-
nite trace properties). Note that the reason dif-
ferent ordering conventions appear in the above
proposition is that capturing complete positivity
is more natural in type-wise ordering, while the
trace-preserving property appears more naturally
in the output-input ordering.

Throughout the manuscript we are using
N = {0, 1, · · · } to denote non-negative integers.
Moreover, given a tuple of m integers K =
(k1, · · · , km) ∈ Nm, we use

IK := {(i1, i2, · · · , im)| ∀j : 0 ≤ ij ≤ kj} (4)
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to indicate the m-dimensional hypercube of
points in Nm with K as the farthest corner from
the origin. We also recall that ∥K∥1 = ∑

j kj .
For n ∈ N, we define the set of m-tuples with
sum at most n as

Jmn := {(i1, · · · , im)|
∑
j

ij ≤ n} ⊂ Nm. (5)

For a tuple of non-negative integers, say K =
(k1, · · · , kn) ∈ Nn, we use the following conven-
tion for multivariate factorial

K! := k1!k2! · · · kn!, (6)

and the multivariate derivative notation

∂Kz := ∂k1
z1 · · · ∂kn

zn
, (7)

where z = (z1, · · · , zn) is the tuple of derived
variables.

2.1 Gaussian core states
Gaussian core states are the essence of the stellar
decomposition. They are related to core states
[24, 68], which are defined as those with finite
Fock support. We define Gaussian core states as
follows.

Definition 1. A bipartite Gaussian state ρ over
the MN partition is a Gaussian core state if for
any k1, k2 ∈ Nn, the operator

(1M ⊗ ⟨k1|N )ρ(1M ⊗ |k2⟩N ) (8)

has finite support in the Fock basis.

The above definition readily implies that mea-
suring the subsystem N in the Fock basis gen-
erates core states on M . Indeed, in Section B.3
we prove that enforcing k1 = k2 in the definition
above does not change the set of Gaussian core
states, and hence they can be exactly understood
as the states on MN whose conditional states
on M have finite Fock support. The two-mode
squeezed vacuum is a familiar example of Gaus-
sian core state. The following claim establishes
the condition for a state to be a Gaussian core
state.

Proposition 1. A state ρ is Gaussian core, if
and only if its Ab part (denoted by matrix Aρ
and vector bρ), written in the mode-wise order,
appears in the following block form:

Aρ =
[
0 ∗
∗ ∗

]
, bρ =

[
0
∗

]
. (9)

Moreover, for a Gaussian core state ρ, the stellar
rank of the post-selected state

(1 ⊗ ⟨k|)ρ(1 ⊗ |k⟩) (10)

is upper bounded by ∥k∥1 i.e., the total number of
measured photons.

We emphasize that the above proposition ap-
plies to both pure and mixed states. The proof is
provided in Section C.2. Note that postselecting
the first m modes of the Gaussian core state does
not project the last n onto a finite Fock support:
this property is directional. In order to herald the
bottom n modes onto a finite Fock support, the
bottom-right block of A has to be zero too. In
what follows, we consider different scenarios for
decomposing a state into a Gaussian core state
followed by local operations on M .

2.2 Pure states
We begin by the stellar decomposition of a Gaus-
sian pure state |ψ⟩ over MN , illustrated in Fig. 1.

Theorem 1. Let |ψ⟩ be a pure (m + n)-mode
Gaussian state bipartite over MN . There exists
an m-mode Gaussian unitary U such that

|ψ⟩ = (U ⊗ 1)|ψcore⟩

= (U ⊗ 1)
∑
k∈Nn

|corek⟩|k⟩

= (U ⊗ 1)
∑
k∈Nn

 ∑
j∈Jm

∥k∥1

cj,k|j⟩

 |k⟩,

(11)

where |ψcore⟩ is an (m+ n)-mode Gaussian state
such that projecting its last n modes onto a Fock
state |k⟩ with k ∈ Nn leaves a state on the first m
modes with Fock support up to ∥k∥1 = ∑n

i=1 ki.
The Abc parametrization of |ψcore⟩ and U can be
computed in time O((n+m)3).

We highlight that replacing (|ψcore⟩ , U) by
((W ⊗ 1)|ψcore⟩, UW †) for any passive Gaussian
unitaryW acting onM is a valid stellar decompo-
sition. Interestingly, the unitary U can be found
in a simple and intuitive way, as shown visually
in Fig. 2. We refer to Section C.3 for a detailed
proof of the theorem.

2.3 Mixed states
Analogously to Theorem 1, we ask if a mixed
state bipartite over MN can be decomposed into
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|ψ⟩

m modes

n modes

= |ψcore⟩
U

Figure 1: Stellar decomposition for pure Gaussian states
(see Theorem 1). The triangle shape indicates a Hilbert
space vector (a ket). Every pure Gaussian state |ψ⟩
can be decomposed as a Gaussian core state |ψcore⟩ fol-
lowed by an m-mode Gaussian unitary U acting only on
M . Any (W |ψcore⟩, UW †) pair for W the unitary of an
m-mode interferometer is a unitarily equivalent stellar
decomposition.

|ψ⟩
⟨0n|

= |ψcore⟩
⟨0n|

U

= |0m⟩ U

Figure 2: A visual demonstration that the unitary of
the pure stellar decomposition is one that maps the m-
mode vacuum |0m⟩ to the heralded state (1 ⊗ ⟨0n|)|ψ⟩
corresponding to measuring vacuum on the last n modes
of |ψ⟩.

a Gaussian core state followed by a Gaussian
channel Φ on M . Formally, we want to have

ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)(ρcore), (12)

where Φ is a Gaussian channel acting on M , and
ρcore is a mixed Gaussian core state as illustrated
in Fig. 4. The following theorem summarizes
when this is possible. We use the following con-
vention for the Ab parametrization of ρ in mode-
wise order:

Aρ =
[
A

(m)
ρ RT

ρ

Rρ A
(n)
ρ

]

bρ =
[
b

(m)
ρ

b
(n)
ρ

]
.

(13)

Theorem 2. A mixed (m + n)-mode Gaussian
state ρ bipartite over MN admits a stellar de-
composition

ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)(ρcore), (14)

where Φ is a Gaussian channel on M , if and only
if

rank
(
rρr

†
ρ + σρσ

†
ρ

)
≤ m, (15)

|ψcore⟩
⟨k|

Stellar rank ≤ ∥k∥1

Figure 3: Measuring a Fock pattern k ∈ Nn on sub-
system N leaves the state on subsystem M with Fock
support on the set of Fock states Jm

∥k∥1
(see (5) for the

definition of such sets). This means the stellar rank is
upper bounded by ∥k∥1 i.e. the total number of mea-
sured photons.

ρ

m modes

n modes

= ρcore
Φ

Figure 4: Stellar decomposition for mixed Gaussian
states (see Theorem 2). Not every mixed Gaussian state
ρ admits a stellar decomposition in terms of physical
parts (i.e. a Gaussian mixed state and a Gaussian chan-
nel). The rounded shape indicates density matrices.

where rρ and σρ are the block entries of the off-
diagonal block of Aρ (see Eq. (13)):

Rρ =
[
r∗
ρ σ∗

ρ

σρ rρ

]
. (16)

The time-complexity for computing the Abc
parametrization of ρcore and Φ is O((n+m)3).

We refer to Section C.4 for a proof. If m < n,
not all mixed Gaussian states over MN admit
a physical stellar decomposition. On the other
hand, if m ≥ n not only can the decomposition
always be carried out, but the Gaussian core state
can always be chosen to be pure. This is because
the condition (15) is always satisfied if m ≥ n as
rρr

†
ρ + σρσ

†
ρ is an n × n matrix and hence m is

greater than or equal to its rank.

Proposition 2. In the special case where the
m+n modes of the initial mixed state ρ are par-
titioned such that m ≥ n, a physical stellar de-
composition always exists and the Gaussian core
state is pure:

ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)(|ψcore⟩⟨ψcore|). (17)

We can compute the Abc parameters of |ψcore⟩
and Φ in time O(m3).
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We refer to Section C.5 for a proof. Intu-
itively, this result shows that the channel on the
top mode is capable of extracting all of the noise
present in the initial Gaussian state. In other
words, we can factor out the entire source of im-
purity of ρ on subsystem M . This idea of extract-
ing noise out of a subset of modes will later help
us put bounds on the quality of heralded states.

We remark that in cases where m < n, one
can simply add n − m ancillary vacuum states
to M and obtain the stellar decomposition from
Proposition 2. This decomposition gives us a core
state ρcore over 2n modes where the n−m ancil-
lary modes can be entangled with the rest of the
modes, and a channel Φ that maps n modes to
m modes. From a state preparation perspective,
we would like to apply interferometers on sev-
eral instances of our heralded Gaussian states [8],
and are interested in cases where we can commute
the channel through the subsequent beam-splitter
network. Following this practical motivation, we
investigated the application of stellar decomposi-
tion to cases where the channel Φ maps only m
modes to m modes (characterized by our results
above).

2.4 General operators
Recall that corresponding to any linear operator
is a Bargmann function and that the operator is
called Gaussian if its Bargmann function is in the
Gaussian form given by Eq. (1) (see Section A
for more details). We can vectorize any Gaus-
sian operator, say G, to obtain a Gaussian vector
vec(G). Formally, letting FG : Cn → C represent
the stellar function of G, we have (see [69])

vec(G) := FG(a†
1, · · · , a†

n) |0n⟩ . (18)

As an example of vectorization, we have that the
Fock damping operator on one mode after vec-
torization becomes proportional to a two-mode
squeezed vacuum state. Note that by vectoriza-
tion, we obtain a Gaussian vector with the same
Abc triple as the initial object. In the rest of this
section, we provide a result on the stellar decom-
position of a generic Gaussian vector. We start
by defining Gaussian core vectors. Note that
such Gaussian vectors do not need to satisfy any
physicality constraint as we do not give physical
meanings to them, and they might correspond to
functions outside of the Siegel-Bargmann Hilbert
space as they can be non-normalizable.

vec(G)

m variables

n variables

= vec(Score)
T

Figure 5: Stellar decomposition for Gaussian operators
(see Proposition 3). If no physicality requirement is nec-
essary, any multimode Gaussian object G can be decom-
posed into two Gaussian parts such that S has the core
property of needing a finite Fock cutoff on the subsys-
tem M , when we project the subsystem N onto the Fock
basis.

Definition 2. A Gaussian vector vec(G) defined
in the joint space MN is called Gaussian core if
it has a finite Fock support when we project the
N subspace onto number states.

In general, the stellar decomposition can be
carried out on any Gaussian operator G in a for-
mal way, if no physicality requirement is needed.
Formally:

Proposition 3. Any Gaussian vector vec(G) de-
fined on spaces MN can be decomposed as

vec(G) = (T ⊗ 1)vec(Score), (19)

where vec(Score) is a Gaussian core vector, and
T is a Gaussian operator that acts as identity on
space N . This decomposition can be computed in
time O(n2). In fact, each entry of the Ab rep-
resentations of T and Score can be computed in
constant time.

The proof is provided in Section C.6. Also, we
refer to Fig. 5 for an illustration of the decompo-
sition. We highlight that although not all mixed
states admit a physical stellar decomposition, one
can always vectorize a Gaussian mixed state and
perform the formal decomposition above. Note
that the formal decomposition can be performed
more efficiently than Theorem 1 and Theorem 2,
as we do not impose physicality conditions on
|Score⟩ and T . Nevertheless, as we discuss below,
this decomposition provides us with a powerful
tool for simulating physical systems.

3 Applications
In this section we consider applications of the
stellar decomposition such as simulating heralded
non-Gaussian states and assessing the quality of
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such states. In particular, in Section 3.1 we
show how one can exactly simulate heralded non-
Gaussian states, and in Section 3.2 we show how
one can upper bound the best quality (measured
in terms of effective squeezing [70]) of a candi-
date GKP state that can be obtained based on
Gaussian Boson sampling circuits.

3.1 Simulating heralded non-Gaussian states
As we shall demonstrate, the stellar decomposi-
tion leads to useful techniques for evaluating the
Bargmann function, and for simplifying deriva-
tives of Bargmann functions.

For instance, consider a (1 + n)-mode
pure Gaussian state with Bargmann function
F|ψ⟩(z, w) with z ∈ C and w ∈ Cn, and project
the last n modes onto |Nph⟩⊗n. Let us denote
the Fock representation of a state |ψ⟩ over 1 + n
modes as ψ[ℓ] for ℓ ∈ N1+n, i.e.

|ψ⟩ =
∑

ℓ∈N1+n

ψ[ℓ] |ℓ⟩ . (20)

Recall that using state-of-the art algorithms for
computation of Fock amplitudes [71, 72], we can
compute the Fock coefficient ψ[ℓ] for a Gaus-
sian state |ψ⟩ over n modes in time O(∏i ℓi)
or O(n2∥ℓ∥n/2

1 ) depending on the algorithm.
Therefore, to compute the post-selected state
⟨Nph

⊗n|ψ⟩ up to some cutoff C, we require time
O(CNn

ph) or O(n2∥C+nNph∥n/2
1 ). We now show

that through the stellar decomposition, one can
choose C = nNph and obtain an exact represen-
tation of the state. To see this, note that by The-
orem 1 we can write

|ψ⟩ = (U ⊗ 1) |ψcore⟩ , (21)

where U is a single-mode Gaussian unitary.
Therefore, we have

|ψout⟩ = (1 ⊗ ⟨Nph|⊗n) |ψ⟩ (22)

= U
(
(1 ⊗ ⟨Nph|⊗n) |ψcore⟩

)
. (23)

Using the core properties of |ψcore⟩, we know that

ψcore[k,Nph, · · · , Nph︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

] = 0 if k ≥ nNph, (24)

due to the stellar rank upper bound in Theo-
rem 1. Therefore, we can compute the state
(1 ⊗ ⟨Nph|) |ψcore⟩ exactly if we choose a cutoff

C = nNph on the first mode. We can view the
stellar decomposition as transforming the prob-
lem of computing nmultivariate derivatives of de-
gree Nph on an (1+n)-variate complex Gaussian,
into the problem of computing a single (nNph)-
th order derivative of another complex Gaussian
with only two variables. Mathematically, we have

F|ψout⟩(z1) = ∂
Nph
z2 · · · ∂Nph

zn+1√
Nph!n Fψ(z1, . . . , zn+1)|zi>1=0

(25)

=
nNph∑
k=0

ck
∂kz2√
k!
FU (z1, z2)|z2=0, (26)

where

ck := ψcore[k,Nph, · · · , Nph]. (27)

Note that although (∂kz2FU (z, 0))nNph
k=0 can be

computed in polynomial time, the computation
of ck still takes O(Nn

ph) time.
We note that leveraging the stellar decompo-

sition, we can precisely compute the effective
squeezing parameters for any state obtained by
measuring all but one mode of a Gaussian state
in the photon number basis (for background in-
formation, see Section 3.2). To this end, note that
U †Dv⃗U = Dv⃗′ , meaning we only need to evalu-
ate ⟨ψout|Dv⃗′ |ψout⟩. As |ψout⟩ has a finite Fock
support, and the Fock matrix elements of dis-
placement operators have a closed-form expres-
sion [73,74], we can exactly compute the effective
squeezing.

The kind of non-Gaussian objects that we are
interested in are those obtained by projecting one
or more modes onto the Fock basis. As seen
above, the Bargmann function of such objects is
the original Bargmann function with derivatives
applied to it and evaluated at zero. More gener-
ally, if we want to project an (m+n)-mode state
|ψ⟩ onto the n-mode state |ϕ⟩ = ∑

k∈IK
ϕ[k] |k⟩

where k ∈ Nn is a multi-index, we obtain the m-
mode state (1⊗⟨ϕ|)|ψ⟩ whose Bargmann function
is
F(1⊗⟨ϕ|)|ψ⟩(z) =

∑
k∈IK

ϕ[k]∗(1 ⊗ ⟨k|)|ψ⟩

=
∑
k∈IK

ϕ[k]∗ ∂
k
v√
k!
F|ψ⟩(z, v)|v=0

=
∑

j∈Jm
∥K∥1

dj
∂jw√
j!FU (z, w)|w=0

(28)
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where dj = ∑
k∈IK

ϕ[k]ψcore[j, k]. In the last step
we have used the stellar decomposition of |ψ⟩:
F|ψ⟩(z, v) =

∫
Cm dµ(w)FU (z, w)F|ψcore⟩(w∗, v). So

we can regard the polynomial of derivatives
P⟨ϕ|(∂v) = ∑

k∈IK
ϕ[k]∗ ∂k

v√
k! as a differential opera-

tor acting on the Bargmann function, and we can
delay its application as needed in order to gain an
advantage. For example, we can apply Gaussian
operations to the leftover variables z, because it is
much simpler to do so while the Bargmann func-
tion is still in Gaussian form (note that we used a
similar technique above for exact computation of
effective squeezing). We provide a numerical im-
plementation of this technique in the MrMustard
library [75].

3.2 General bounds on the quality of GKP
states
A promising approach to creating GKP states is
based on Gaussian boson sampling (GBS) de-
vices. Such architectures have been proposed
to prepare GKP states in all-photonic settings
[8, 76–78] and demonstrated experimentally in
Ref. [56]. In this setting, we prepare a Gaussian
state, then post-select on all but one of the modes
via photon number measurements, to make a
non-Gaussian state. We aim to make the non-
Gaussian state resemble a GKP state, with the
goal to maximize the effective squeezing of the
state as a figure of merit.

An example of a GBS architecture for mak-
ing GKP states is the “staircase” family of cir-
cuits [8,56,78]. In Fig. 6 we have demonstrated a
two-mode example of the staircase architectures.
Note that in realistic settings, we need to consider
a loss channel before the number measurement.
This imperfection can pose fundamental bounds
on the best quality of state we can achieve by
any post-selection procedure. For completeness,
we have also provided an example of a four-mode
staircase architecture in Fig. 7, to show how one
can generalize this setting to an arbitrary number
of modes.

Motivated by such GKP generation protocols,
we consider having a state factory that allows
for the preparation of Gaussian states and has
the ability to post-select using non-Gaussian mea-
surements (note that we do not restrict to num-
ber measurements in our analysis). We then can
ask: given a mixed, i.e., noisy, Gaussian state ρ,
is there any scheme that measures all but one of

candidate GKP|0⟩ S(r)

|0⟩ S(−r) Lη

Figure 6: The staircase architecture for GKP state gen-
eration. The figure shows a 2-mode architecture. The
second mode is subject to a loss channel Lη and is post-
selected by a number-basis measurement.

θ1

θ2

θ3

candidate GKP|ξ1⟩

|ξ2⟩

|ξ3⟩

|ξ4⟩

Figure 7: An example of a staircase architecture on
1 + 3 modes. The state |ξi⟩ = S(ξi) |0⟩ represents the
squeezed vacuum state. The circuit can be made ar-
bitrarily wider following the staircase pattern. The loss
channels before the photon-number measurements are
omitted, but taken into account in the theoretical anal-
ysis.

the modes that can prepare a good enough GKP
state with any non-zero probability? To fix our
definition of a good enough GKP state candidate,
we employ the stabilizer expectation values of the
candidate GKP state [58, 70, 79], which can be
related to the effective squeezing that typically
parametrizes thresholds for fault-tolerant quan-
tum computation using GKP states [8,61,62,80].

To fix our notation, we let

Dv⃗ = exp(i(v2Q− v1P ))

denote the displacement operator that shifts by
v⃗ = (v1, v2) in the phase space. We also recall
that a Gaussian channel Φ is parametrized by
(X,Y ) if it maps a state with covariance matrix
Σ via

Φ : Σ 7→ XΣXT + Y. (29)

Later, in Section A.2, we provide formu-
las to transform between the phase-space and
Bargmann representations of channels.

From hereon, we focus on the task of preparing
a sensor state, which is a particular instance of
a GKP state. We highlight that these choices
are arbitrary and the results of this section are
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readily applicable to any choice of GKP state, by
choosing the proper stabilizers.

We now recall the formal definition of Q and
P quadrature effective squeezings (denoted by σq
and σp respectively)

σ2
p : = 2

π
log

 1
| tr
[
ρD√

2πh̄e⃗2

]
|

 ,
σ2
q : = 2

π
log

 1
| tr
[
ρD√

2πh̄e⃗1

]
|

 ,
(30)

which intuitively capture the average broadening
of each peak of a candidate GKP state ρ. To
provide an explanation about this definition, we
note that the GKP encoding naturally defines a
periodic domain, and for a random variable Z de-
fined on a periodic domain [0, 2π) one can define
variance via σ2 = −2 log |E[eiZ ]| [81]. We refer
to discussions around equation (6) in the Sup-
plementary Information of [8] for a more elab-
orate explanation. One might be interested to
work with the symmetric effective squeezing [8],
defined as the mean of the above

σ2
sym :=

σ2
q + σ2

p

2 . (31)

Note that effective squeezing has a different
definition from how we define the input squeez-
ing levels of squeezed states used in GBS devices
to prepare non-Gaussian states, so in general the
two are not related. For example, preparing a
two-mode squeezed vacuum state and counting
one photon in the heralding mode will yield, in
the heralded mode, a single photon state which
has a positive effective squeezing value regardless
of the squeezing level of the input state, meaning
the output state effective squeezing can in gen-
eral exceed the input squeezing level. The input
squeezing level is, however, directly related to the
probability of obtaining a given PNR outcome,
rather than the effective squeezing of the output
state associated with that outcome. Instead, it
is the number of photons detected in a GBS de-
vice that is related to the effective squeezing of
the GKP state produced. It was shown numeri-
cally that the quality of approximate GKP states
can be improved with higher stellar rank (see Fig.
S19 of Ref. [56]), and it was conjectured (with
numerical evidence) [82] and proven [83] that an
arbitrary state of a given stellar rank N can be

ρ
... n modes

= ρ′

Φ

...

⇒
|tr(ρDv⃗)| ≤ exp

(
− 1

2h̄2 v⃗TY v⃗
)

Figure 8: Factoring out a channel can help bound
the quality of a candidate GKP state. The expression
| tr(ρD(v⃗))| represents the effective squeezing in direc-
tion v⃗ (see (30)). Proposition 4 provides an efficient
computation of the best bound.

produced using a GBS device detecting N pho-
tons, which suggests GKP states with arbitrarily
high quality can be produced by GBS devices de-
tecting high enough numbers of photons.

In general, computing the best achievable effec-
tive squeezing, given a Gaussian state ρ, might
be an extremely difficult problem. This is due
to the fact that the POVM element should be a
highly non-Gaussian object, and computing the
projection of Gaussian states into non-Gaussian
states is #P-hard [84–87], let alone finding the
optimal measurement. Instead, we aim to de-
rive efficiently computable upper bounds on the
quality of any candidate GKP state (measured
with either the quadrature or the symmetric ef-
fective squeezings) that can be prepared via post-
selection on a given Gaussian state ρ.

Interestingly, if ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)(σ) for some one-
mode channel Φ, from [88, Eq. (5.55)], we have
that for any displacement Dv⃗

tr(ρDv⃗) = exp
(

− 1
2h̄2 v⃗

TY v⃗

)
tr(σDu⃗), (32)

for some other displacement Du⃗. As a result, if
Φ can be factored out from ρ, we can bound the
effective squeezing of ρ by a stabilizer v⃗ via

|tr(ρDv⃗)| ≤ exp
(

− 1
2h̄2 v⃗

TY v⃗

)
. (33)

This implies that a physical stellar decomposi-
tion for a state ρ as in Theorem 2 directly leads
to bounds on the quality of the best GKP state
which can be obtained from that Gaussian state
by heralding.
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Further, when no physical stellar decomposi-
tion is available, we are looking to maximize
v⃗TY v⃗ under the condition that there exists a
channel with (X,Y ) representation that can be
factored out from ρ. We show that this optimiza-
tion can be done efficiently by reformulating it as
a semi-definite program (SDP):

Proposition 4. For any Gaussian density ma-
trix ρ with covariance matrix Σ, the following
SDP

maximize 1
πh̄2 v⃗

TZv⃗

s.t. Z ≥ i
h̄

2 Ω1,

Σ +
[
0 0
0 i h̄2 Ωn

]
≥
[
Z 0
0 0

]
,

Z ∈ Herm(C2×2),

(34)

computes an upper bound on the largest achiev-
able effective squeezing, with respect to a given
displacement Dv⃗ that one might achieve by
performing any (possibly non-Gaussian) post-
selection that may succeed with any non-zero
probability.

The proof is given in Section C.7. In Sec-
tion C.8, we discuss how other figures of merit
can also be directly bounded by a slight alter-
ation of the SDP. Furthermore, recall that the
value of an SDP is achievable if and only if it is
equal to the value of its dual formulation [89]. We
provide the dual problem in Section C.8 as well.
We highlight that this technique can be extended
to obtain an SDP computing bounds on the qual-
ity of multi-mode GKP encodings, as presented
in Section C.10.

Although the computation of the best achiev-
able quality could be very hard, we have provided
an efficient algorithm for non-trivially bounding
this number. It remains open how tight this
bound is, or if we can further close this gap with
better algorithms. We study the bounds that can
be imposed by our method to the staircase archi-
tecture, introduced in Fig. 6.

3.3 Staircase architectures

In this section, we study the staircase GBS ar-
chitecture, and provide bounds on the symmetric
effective squeezing of the GKP states produced
by the device, as a simple example demonstrating
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Figure 9: The upper bound on staircase architectures.
Here, we interfere 15 dB squeezed vacuum states at a
beam-splitter with angle θ = 0.4 [8] for the circuit shown
in Fig. 6. Using the bounds developed in our work, we
can upper bound the maximum possible symmetric ef-
fective squeezing of this proposed architecture. We can
see that the result we get from the stellar decomposition,
which factors out a channel on a pure state, coincides
with the bound given by the SDP. As shown in Proposi-
tion 5, the same bound also applies to larger staircases.

the power of the stellar decomposition of Gaus-
sian states. Recall the two-mode circuit shown
in Fig. 6. Since it only has two modes, i.e.,
m = n = 1, we can use either the stellar decom-
position (Proposition 2), or the optimal solution
provided by the SDP (Proposition 4) to obtain
bounds on the potential best GKP state which
can be obtained using this architecture. We have
provided both bounds as a function of the loss
parameter of the circuit in Fig. 9. The circuit
parameters are chosen to achieve high symmetric
effective squeezing based on the study in [8].

Interestingly, the decompositions based on
Proposition 2 (stellar decomposition) and Propo-
sition 4 provide the same result. Note that Propo-
sition 4 is guaranteed to provide the optimal
bound. We attribute this coincidence to the fact
that the stellar decomposition factors out all of
the non-unitary evolution and puts it on the first
mode. Note that Proposition 4 is applicable for
arbitrary architectures, while the stellar decom-
position’s application is limited to cases identified
by Proposition 9.

Next, we consider multimode staircase archi-
tectures, with the four-mode instance depicted in
Fig. 7. Such GBS architectures have been stud-
ied as probabilistic sources of high-quality GKP
states [8, 78, 90]. We determine how the bound
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given by the SDP from Proposition 4 changes
as we increase the number of modes. Interest-
ingly, the bounds found from the two-mode case
are identical to any bound found for the multi-
mode cases. To formulate this statement con-
cretely, let the output of the SDP on an architec-
ture with squeezings ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξM , beam-splitter
angles θ1, · · · , θM−1, and loss η be denoted by

B((ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξM ), (θ1, · · · , θM−1), η), (35)

noticing that the length of the input determines
the size of the staircase architecture. Moreover,
let the feasible set of the SDP be denoted by

Z((ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξM ), (θ1, · · · , θM−1), η). (36)

We use the shorthand notation ξ1:M =
(ξ1, ξ2, · · · , ξM ) and θ1:M−1 = (θ1, · · · , θM−1) for
brevity. We then have:

Proposition 5. For any M ≥ 2,

Z(ξ1:M , θ1:M−1, η) = Z(ξ1:2, θ1, η), (37)

and therefore,

B(ξ1:M , θ1:M−1, η) = B(ξ1:2, θ1, η). (38)

The proof is provided in Section C.9. This re-
sult allows us to put universal bounds on staircase
designs with arbitrarily many modes. For exam-
ple, with maximum input squeezing of 15 dB, and
θ1 = 0.4 (parameters reported in [8]) no staircase
architecture can get more than 10 dB symmet-
ric effective squeezing (the approximate thresh-
old obtained in [8] for fault tolerance) by post-
selection on any PNR pattern if there is more
than 3% loss in the path to the PNR detectors.

4 Conclusions
In this work we have introduced the stellar de-
composition of Gaussian quantum states, which
leads to an exact and compact description of
states heralded by photon-counting measure-
ments, providing a versatile tool for both the-
oretical analysis and experimental simulation of
non-Gaussian photonic circuits.

For pure bipartite Gaussian states, we proved
that a local Gaussian unitary can always be fac-
tored out such that the residual core state has
a finite Fock support on the unmeasured mode
determined by the measurement outcome. For

mixed states, we derived necessary and sufficient
conditions for the existence of a physical decom-
position, and in cases where such a decomposition
is impossible, we formulated a semidefinite pro-
gram to factor out as much of a Gaussian channel
as possible.

A particularly compelling application of our
approach is in the characterization and simula-
tion of GKP state preparation protocols. By re-
lating the stellar decomposition to the effective
squeezing of candidate states, we derived rigorous
bounds on the quality of GKP states achievable
via heralding, even in realistic scenarios with loss.
These results not only simplify the simulation of
complex photonic circuits, but also set practi-
cal limitations on state quality that are critical
for designing fault-tolerant quantum information
processors.

Looking ahead, our work opens several ex-
citing avenues. Extensions to broader classes
of non-Gaussian operations, optimized measure-
ment strategies, and deeper investigations into
the interplay between Gaussian noise extraction
and non-Gaussian resource quality are natural
next steps. We anticipate that the stellar decom-
position will prove to be a valuable tool in bridg-
ing the gap between idealized theoretical mod-
els and realistic experimental implementations in
quantum optics.
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A Bargmann representation
The Bargmann function (also known as the stellar function) arises when we use the Bargmann basis
of rescaled coherent states, e.g.

|ψ⟩ → F|ψ⟩(z) = e
|z|2

2 ⟨z∗|ψ⟩, z ∈ C. (39)

In this representation, the creation operator acts as multiplication by z, and the annihilation operator
acts as a derivative with respect to z. The Bargmann function can be extended to other objects such
as mixed states, unitaries, channels, Kraus operators, etc. We can do so by using the Bargmann basis
in all the Hilbert spaces spanned by a given object. For instance, the Bargmann function of a unitary
operator U is defined as:

FU (z, w) = e
|z|2+|w|2

2 ⟨z∗|U |w⟩. (40)

The presence or absence of conjugates in the variables is purely convention, and it is typically adjusted
such that the Bargmann F function does not depend on conjugated variables. The exponential rescaling
makes the Bargmann function holomorphic, which leads to a series of benefits in terms of integrability,
derivatives and relationship to other representations, as we shall see below.

In general the Bargmann function belongs to the Segal-Bargmann Hilbert space (here z ∈ Cn):

HL2(Cn, µt) =
{
F ∈ H(Cn)

∣∣∣∣ ∫
Cn

|F (z)|2µt(z)dnz < ∞
}
, (41)

where H(Cn) is the space of holomorphic functions from Cn to C, the measure is µt(z) = 1
(πt)n e

−∥z∥2/t

and dnz is shorthand for dn Re(z)dn Im(z). We will choose t = 1, but the choice t = 1/π is also
common. The inner product between two Bargmann functions belonging to the same Segal–Bargmann
Hilbert space is given by

⟨F,G⟩ =
∫

Cn
dnzµt(z)F (z)∗G(z). (42)

We are also interested in inner products between functions defined on different Hilbert spaces, often
over only a subset of the variables. As an example, consider an m-mode unitary U acting on the first
m modes of an (m + n)-mode ket |ψ⟩. The inner product then involves the integral of the product
of the two corresponding Bargmann functions and the result is the Bargmann function of the state
(U ⊗ I)|ψ⟩:

F(U⊗I)|ψ⟩(z, v) =
∫

Cm
dµ(w)FU (z, w∗)F|ψ⟩(w, v), (43)

with z ∈ Cm and v ∈ Cn. We will see a few explicit examples below, and derive close-form expressions
when working with Gaussian objects in particular.

A.1 Conventions for ordering variables

Recall that the Bargmann function is defined using a basis of rescaled coherent states and that when
the object it represents is defined on a tensor product of Hilbert spaces and/or dual Hilbert spaces,
the Bargmann function has multiple variables. Therefore, one needs to specify a canonical ordering of
these variables. Here we introduce the main conventions used throughout the manuscript. We order
the variables in “mode-wise” or “type-wise” order, depending on whether we group the variables by
mode or by type, i.e. all types of variable for a given mode before moving on to the next mode, or all
the variables of a given type in ascending mode order before moving on to the next type. We now go
through examples for kets, density matrices, unitaries and channels, to see the orderings in action.
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The Bargmann function of an n-mode pure state |ψ⟩ is

F|ψ⟩(z1, . . . , zn) = e
|z1|2+···+|zn|2

2 ⟨z∗
1 , . . . , z

∗
n|ψ⟩, (type-wise or mode-wise order). (44)

In this case there is only one type of variable and therefore the two orderings coincide.
For an n-mode density matrix ρ, we have n variables on the ket side and another n on the bra side,

giving rise to two orderings. In the type-wise ordering we have

Fρ(w1, . . . , wn, z1, . . . , zn) = e
∥z∥2+∥w∥2

2 ⟨z∗
1 , . . . , z

∗
n| ρ |w1, . . . , wn⟩ , (type-wise order) (45)

whereas in the mode-wise order we have

Fρ(w1, z1, . . . , wn, zn) = e
∥z∥2+∥w∥2

2 ⟨z∗
1 , . . . , z

∗
n| ρ |w1, . . . , wn⟩ , (mode-wise order). (46)

For a unitary U , in the type-wise order we have

FU (z1, . . . , zn, z
′
1, . . . , z

′
n) = e

∥z∥2+∥z′∥2
2 ⟨z∗

1 , . . . , z
∗
n|U

∣∣z′
1, . . . , z

′
n

〉
, (type-wise order), (47)

whereas in the mode-wise order we have

FU (z1, z
′
1, . . . , zn, z

′
n) = e

∥z∥2+∥z′∥2
2 ⟨z∗

1 , . . . , z
∗
n|U

∣∣z′
1, . . . , z

′
n

〉
, (mode-wise order). (48)

Note that we use z and z′ rather than z and w. This is a convention to indicate that a unitary acts on
kets and returns other kets, so we put a prime on “input” variables and no prime of “output” variables.

Lastly, for an n-to-n mode channel Φ we have four variables per mode: a bra and a ket variable at
the input and a bra and a ket variable at the output. So we define

FΦ(w1, . . . , wn, w
′
1, . . . , w

′
n, z1, . . . , zn, z

′
1, . . . , z

′
n) =

e
∥w∥2+∥z∥2+∥w′∥2+∥z′∥2

2 ⟨z∗| Φ
(∣∣z′〉 〈w′∗∣∣) |w⟩ , (type-wise order),

(49)

whereas in the mode-wise order we have

FΦ(w1, w
′
1, z1, z

′
1, . . . , wn, w

′
n, zn, z

′
n) = e

∥w∥2+∥z∥2+∥w′∥2+∥z′∥2
2 ⟨z∗| Φ

(∣∣z′〉 〈w′∗∣∣) |w⟩ , (mode-wise order).
(50)

At times for channels we may want to introduce yet a different ordering, where we write all the output
variables before the input ones: FΦ(w1, . . . , wn, z1, . . . , zn, w

′
1, . . . , w

′
n, z

′
1, . . . , z

′
n), which we will refer to

as the output-input order. Note that for a unitary, the output-input order coincides with the type-wise
order.

So far it may look like specifying these orderings is just a pedantry, but in the next section we
introduce Gaussian objects, whose parametrization does depend on the chosen ordering, and some
operations and proofs in this paper may require one to switch between different orderings.

A.2 Gaussian stellar functions and the Abc parametrization

A generic multivariable Gaussian complex function is the exponential of a quadratic polynomial:

F (z) = c exp
(1

2z
TAz + zTb

)
z ∈ Cn, (51)

where A is a complex symmetric matrix (not necessarily hermitian) with eigenvalues in the unit disk,
b is a complex vector and c is a complex scalar. We refer to (A, b, c) as the “Abc” parametrization.
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As an example to show how the orderings change the Abc parametrization, consider a two-mode
mixed Gaussian state, which is defined by an A matrix in type-wise order as

Aρ =

w1(bra 1) w2(bra 2) z1(ket 1) z2(ket 2)


w1(bra 1) a11 a12 a13 a14
w2(bra 2) a21 a22 a23 a24
z1(ket 1) a31 a32 a33 a34
z2(ket 2) a41 a42 a43 a44

, (52)

while the same state in mode-wise order would have the two central rows and columns swapped:

Aρ =

w1(bra 1) z1(ket 1) w2(bra 2) z2(ket 2)


w1(bra 1) a11 a13 a12 a14
z1(ket 1) a31 a33 a32 a34
w2(bra 2) a21 a23 a22 a24
z2(ket 2) a41 a43 a42 a44

. (53)

Associated with any Gaussian pure state, mixed state, unitary, channel, Kraus operator, and any
object that can be obtained by compositions of such elements is a Gaussian stellar function. Such
a unified parametrization grants complete flexibility when working with Gaussian stellar functions
because it requires only one formula for the inner product that can then be used for unitary evolution,
Gaussian measurements, tracing operations, and so on.

Note that for several kinds of objects, c is not independent of A and b. For example, for pure states
we can require the norm to be 1, for mixed states we can require the trace to be 1, for unitaries we
can require the product with the inverse to be the identity, and c will follow from A and b via special
cases of Eq. (111). In this paper we will omit c if it can be derived from A and b and by knowing the
nature of the object they parametrize.

A.3 Relation to other representations

In this subsection we lay out the connections between the Bargmann representation and the Fock,
quadrature and phase-space representations.

A.3.1 Fock representation

The Bargmann and Fock representations are intimately connected, as the Taylor series of the Bargmann
function (rescaled by a square-root factorial) consists precisely in the Fock amplitudes. For example,

|ψ⟩ =
∞∑
n=0

ψn|n⟩ → F|ψ⟩(z) =
∞∑
n=0

ψn
zn√
n!
, (54)

In particular, the Bargmann function of a number state is a monomial: F|n⟩(z) = e|z|2/2⟨z∗|n⟩ = zn
√
n! .

This implies that the Fock amplitudes can be computed in two ways: using derivatives

⟨n|ψ⟩ = ∂nz√
n!
F|ψ⟩(z)|z=0, (55)

or using integrals

⟨n|ψ⟩ =
∫

C

d2z

π
e−|z|2 zn√

n!
F|ψ⟩(z). (56)
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In the case of Gaussian objects their Bargmann function is the exponential of a quadratic polynomial,
and so the rescaled Taylor series Gk (with k ∈ NN ) of an N -variables Gaussian object parametrized
by A, b, c as in Eq. (51) can be found recursively [71,91,92]:

Gk+1i
= 1√

ki + 1

biGk +
N∑
j=1

√
kjAijGk−1j

 , (57)

or using the more numerically stable (albeit slower) version

Gk = 1
|{i|ki > 0}|

∑
i|ki>0

1√
ki

biGk−1i
+

N∑
j=1

√
kj − δijAijGk−1j−1i

 , (58)

with G0 = c and where 1i is the vector of zeros with a 1 at index i. Note that this recursive formula is
independent of the nature of the object, as long as its Bargmann function has the functional form in
Eq. (1).

It is possible to apply the recurrence relation on a subset of lattice points, and produce a subset of
Fock amplitudes. This can be more efficient than calculating all the amplitudes up to a certain cutoff
on all the modes [93,94].

A.3.2 Quadrature representation

There are two natural ways to go from the Bargmann representation to the quadrature representation.
The first consists in the observation that the integral of the Bargmann function along an axis yields
the wave function (using z = x+ ip):

√
2(π3h̄)1/4e

1
4h̄
x2
ψ

(
x√
2h̄

)
=
∫

R
dp e− 1

2p
2
F|ψ⟩(x+ ip),

√
2(π3h̄)1/4e

1
4h̄
p2
ψ̃

(
− p√

2h̄

)
=
∫

R
dx e− 1

2x
2
F|ψ⟩(x+ ip),

(59)

and this holds for any intermediate direction, in which case one obtains the wavefunction on the
quadrature orthogonal to the integration axis.

Alternatively, one can use an integral transform with an appropriate kernel written in the Bargmann
representation. This allows us to use yet again the Abc formulation. For example an n-mode ket with
Bargmann function F|ψ⟩(z) where z ∈ Cn has a wavefunction along the quadrature λ ∈ Rn at angle ϕ
with the position axis given by:

ψϕ(λ) =
∫

Cn

d2nz

πn
e−∥z∥2

Kϕ(λ, z)F|ψ⟩(z), (60)

where the kernel is the exponential of a quadratic polynomial and therefore admits an Abc parametriza-
tion:

Kϕ(λ, z) = 1
(πh̄)n/4 e

1
2 (λ z )Aϕ(λz ). (61)

The Abc parametrization of the kernel is

Aϕ =

 −1
h̄ e−iϕ

√
2
h̄1

e−iϕ
√

2
h̄1 −e−2iϕ1

 ,
bϕ = 0,

cϕ = 1
(πh̄)n/4 .

(62)
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An advantage of this formulation is that we can decide which subset of variables to transform to other
representations. For example, one could start with a two-mode ket F|ψ⟩(z1, z2), apply the integral
transform with ϕ = 0 to the first mode obtaining a new function F ′

|ψ⟩(x1, z2), and then transform
the second mode to the Fock representation F ′′(x1|k) = 1√

k!∂
k
z2F

′
|ψ⟩(x1, z2)|z2=0 yielding position wave

functions on the first mode conditional on projecting the second mode onto number states |k⟩.

A.3.3 Phase-space representations

Analogously to the case of the wavefunction, one can transform the Bargmann function to the phase-
space functions (Wigner, Husimi, Glauber, and their characteristic functions) by integrating against
kernels that are themselves exponentials of a quadratic polynomial—therefore admitting an Abc
parametrization. This means that the phase-space functions of Gaussian objects can be computed
with a Gaussian integral and expressed as exponentials of a quadratic polynomial. However, note that
contrary to the Bargmann function, the phase-space functions, being real and non-constant, are not
holomorphic.

The s-parametrized kernel ∆s that underpins the transformation from the Bargmann representation
to the phase-space functions is known as the Stratonovich-Weyl kernel [95]. The map from ρ to the
s-parametrized phase-space functions is then:

Ws(z∗, z) = Tr[ρ∆s(z∗, z)] =
∫

C2n

d2ny

πn
d2nw

πn
e−∥y∥2−∥w∥2

Fρ(w, y)F∆s(z, z∗, w, y)∗, (63)

such that for s = 0 we obtain the Wigner function, for s = 1 we obtain the Glauber P function
and for s = −1 we obtain the Husimi Q function. The Abc triple of the Stratonovich-Weyl kernel in
output-input order is:

A∆s = 2
s− 1

[
X −1
−1 s+1

2 X

]
,

b∆s = 0,

c∆s = 2
πn|s− 1|n

,

(64)

where

X =
[

0 1
1 0

]
.

We highlight that the Glauber P function of states can be even more singular than a delta function,
and therefore the appearance of |s− 1| in the denominator of A∆s and c∆s is not surprising. Note that
in order to obtain the usual Wigner function defined over the position and momentum coordinates
we need a further transformation of the coordinates from (z∗, z) to (q, p), and a rescaling by

√
2h̄ per

mode. In other words, we have

WPS
s (x, p) = 1

(2h̄)nWs(z∗, z) (65)

with z = 1√
2h̄(x + ip), where the superscript ‘PS’ is shorthand for ‘phase space.’ For instance, the

function WPS
0 is the standard phase-space Wigner function.

Closely related is the complex Fourier transform version which maps from the Bargmann represen-
tation to the s-parametrized characteristic functions:

χs(z∗, z) = Tr[ρ Ts(z∗, z)] =
∫

C2n

d2ny

πn
d2nw

πn
e−∥y∥2−∥w∥2

Fρ(w, y)FTs(z, z∗, w, y)∗, (66)
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whose Abc parametrization is given by

ATs =
[
s−1

2 X ΩT

Ω X

]
,

bTs = 0,
cTs = 1,

(67)

where Ω =
( 0 1

−1 0
)
.

Note that these integrals can also be mathematically carried out with s taking non-integer values.

A.4 Stellar function of Gaussian objects
Let us now see a few examples of the Abc parametrization of common Gaussian objects.

A.4.1 Mixed states

The Abc parametrization of an n-mode Gaussian state ρ is related to the covariance matrix Σ and
mean vector µ in the q/p basis via the Husimi covariance Q and means β. These are defined as
Q = W

(
1
h̄Σ + 1

2

)
W † and β = 1√

h̄
Wµ where

W = 1√
2

[
1 1i
1 −1i

]
(68)

is the unitary that rotates the q/p basis into the amplitude basis. Then we can define

Aρ = X(1 −Q−1) = X

[
1 −W

(1
h̄

Σ + 1
2

)−1
W †

]
(69)

bρ = XQ−1β = 1√
h̄
XW

(1
h̄

Σ + 1
2

)−1
µ (70)

cρ = e− 1
2β

†Q−1β√
det(Q)

= e− 1
2h̄
µT( 1

h̄
Σ+ 1

2 )−1
µ√

det
(

1
h̄Σ + 1

2

) (71)

where X = [ 0 1
1 0 ]. Note that the covariance matrix of an n-mode state has 2n rows and columns

whether the state is pure or mixed. In contrast, the size of the Abc parametrization depends on the
nature of the object it represents, so Aρ has 2n rows and columns, but A|ψ⟩ has only n of them.

A.4.2 Unitaries

Let us now turn to the Abc parameterization of Gaussian unitaries. Recall that a Gaussian unitary,
say U , represented by the symplectic transformation S, corresponds to the phase-space transformation

U : v⃗ 7→ Sv⃗ + d⃗. (72)

Recall that for an n-mode unitary, the corresponding symplectic transforms form the symplectic group
Sp(2n,R), defined as

Sp(2n,R) := {M ∈ R2n×2n|MTΩM = Ω}, (73)

with

Ω =
[

0 1n
−1n 0

]
. (74)

The following proposition shows how we can efficiently transform the Bargmann representation of a
unitary to its symplectic form. Moreover, as the map can be readily inverted, we get also a simple
map from the symplectic representation to the Bargmann parametrization.
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Proposition 6. Consider a Gaussian unitary U with the symplectic matrix

S = W

[
S1 S2
S∗

2 S∗
1

]
W †, (75)

and the displacement part [
γ⃗
γ⃗∗

]
= W

[
x⃗
p⃗

]
, (76)

with W as defined in (68). Then, the Abc parametrization of this unitary is1

AU =
[
S2S

∗
1

−1 S†
1

−1

S∗
1

−1 −S∗
1

−1S∗
2

]

bU =
[
−S2S

∗
1

−1γ∗ + γ
−S∗

1
−1γ∗

]

|cU | =
exp

(
− 1

2h̄d
T(1 + SST)−1d

)
[
det

(
1
2(SST + 1)

)]1/4 .

(77)

Proof. We show this through the identities

aiU =
∑
j

(S1)ijUaj + (S2)ijUa†
j + γiU,

a†
iU =

∑
j

(S∗
2)ijUaj + (S∗

1)ijUa†
j + γ∗

i U,
(78)

which are essentially the formula for evolving annihilation operators under Gaussian transformations.
Defining the unitary’s Bargmann function as (40), we can rewrite (78) as

∂ziFU (z, w) =
∑
j

(S1)ijwjFU (z, w) +
∑
j

(S2)ij∂wjFU (z, w) + γiFU (z, w),

ziFU (z, w) =
∑
j

(S2)∗
ijwjFU (z, w) +

∑
j

(S1)∗
ij∂wjFU (z, w) + γ∗

i FU (z, w).
(79)

Expanding the above equation using the Gaussian expression for FU gives Ab provided in (77). To
elaborate, note that

∂ziFU (z, w) = c ·
(
(b1)i + (A1z)i + (AT

2 w)i
)
FU (z, w)

∂wiFU (z, w) = c · ((b2)i + (A2z)i + (A3w)i)FU (z, w),
(80)

where we have used blocks of Ab parametrization of U as

AU =
[
A1 AT

2
A2 A3

]
, bU =

[
b1
b2

]
. (81)

Plugging this into (79), gives

b1 +A1z +AT
2 w = S1w + S2(b2 +A2z +A3w) + γ

z = S∗
2w + S∗

1(b2 +A2z +A3w) + γ∗.
(82)

1We note that the phase of cU cannot be inferred from the phase-space description of the unitary alone, as U and
eiϕU have the same phase space effect. However, this phase is calculated in [96, 97], given the quadratic Hamiltonian
generating the dynamics.
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As the above set of equations must hold for all z, w ∈ Cn, we get

1 = S∗
1A2 ⇒ A2 = S∗

1
−1,

0 = S∗
2 + S∗

1A3 ⇒ A3 = −S∗
1

−1S∗
2

(83)

Furthermore, we have

A1 = S2A2
(i)= S2S

∗
1

−1, (84)

where (i) follows from (83). Finally, note that (82) also gives

0 = S∗
1b2 + γ∗ ⇒ b2 = −S∗

1
−1γ∗, (85)

and also

b1 = S2b2 + γ
(ii)= −S2S

∗
1

−1γ∗ + γ, (86)

where (ii) follows from (85).
Finally, the expression for c is obtained from unitarity (i.e., computing c of UU † in the Bargmann

representation, using contraction formulas of Section A.5).
Note that the inverse map of (77) is readily constructible. In other words, given Abc triple of a

Gaussian unitary, it is straightforward to use (77) and compute the symplectic representation.

A.4.3 Channels

As obtained in [71, Appendix B], for Gaussian channels we have

AΦ = XL

[
12m − ξ−1 ξ−1XΦ
XT

Φξ
−1 12m −XΦ

Tξ−1XΦ

]
L†,

= XL

(
14m −

[
ξ−1 −ξ−1XΦ

−XΦ
Tξ−1 XΦ

Tξ−1XΦ

])
L†,

bΦ = 1√
h̄
L∗
[

ξ−1d

−XΦ
Tξ−1d

]
,

cΦ =
exp

[
− 1

2h̄d
Tξ−1d

]
√

det(ξ)
,

(87)

where X =
[

0m 1m
1m 0m

]
and

L = 1√
2


1m i1m 0m 0m
0m 0m 1m −i1m
1m −i1m 0m 0m
0m 0m 1m i1m

 , ξ = 1
2

(
12m +XΦXΦ

T + 2YΦ
h̄

)
. (88)

and XΦ, YΦ, dΦ represent the phase-space transformation, meaning that, assuming a Gaussian state ρ
with covariance matrix Σρ and mean µρ, we have that the covariance matrix and vector of means for
Φ[ρ] is given by

ΣΦ[ρ] = XΦΣρX
T
Φ + YΦ, µΦ[ρ] = XΦµρ + dΦ. (89)

One can invert this map, to convert the Abc parametrization to the XΦ, YΦ representation. This is a
new result, that we summarize in the following proposition.
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Proposition 7. Consider a Gaussian channel with A matrix given as

AΦ =
[
Aout

Φ ΓT
Φ

ΓΦ Ain
Φ

]
. (90)

It is the case that

XΦ = W †(1 −XAout
Φ )−1XΓT

ΦXW, (91)
1
h̄
YΦ = W †(1 −XAout

Φ )−1W − 1
2XΦX

T
Φ , (92)

with W defined in (68).

Proof. Note that we are guaranteed the invertibility of 1 − XAout
Φ from the physicality constraints

(Remark 1). To obtain (91), we provide two separate proofs.

First proof We apply a perturbative approach. Note that the covariance matrix Σ corresponding
to a state can be written as (see (69))

1
h̄

Σ = W †(1 −XA)−1W − 1
21. (93)

We use perturbations to find the XΦ matrix. Let A correspond to the A matrix of a state ρ that is
close to vacuum i.e., ∥A∥ ≪ 1. We have

1
h̄

Σ = 1
21 +W †XAW +O(∥A∥2). (94)

Moreover, for small A we have that if ρ′ = Φ[ρ], then

A′ = Aout
Φ + ΓT

ΦAΓΦ +O(∥A∥2). (95)

This concludes that

1
h̄

Σ′ = W †(1 −XAout
Φ −XΓT

ΦAΓΦ)−1W − 1
21 +O(∥A∥2),

= W †
(
(1 −XAout

Φ )−1 + (1 −XAout
Φ )−1XΓT

ΦAΓΦ(1 −XAout
Φ )−1

)
W +O(∥A∥2),

= 1
h̄
YΦ +

[
W †(1 −XAout

Φ )−1XΓT
ΦXW

] Σ
h̄

[
W †ΓΦ(1 −XAout

Φ )−1W
]

+O(∥A∥2),

(96)

where 1
h̄YΦ = W †(1 − XAout

Φ )−1W − 1
2XΦX

T
Φ is the zeroth-order term. Now, note that W † = W †X,

and (1 −XAout
Φ )−1T = (1 −Aout

Φ X)−1 = X(1 −XAout
Φ )−1X, which leads to

W †ΓΦ(1 −XAout
Φ )−1W = XT

Φ , (97)

and therefore

Σ′ = YΦ +XΦΣXT
Φ +O(∥A∥2), (98)

which is the formula for channel transformation in the limit where the higher-order term vanishes.
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Second proof Let D(α) = exp
(
αa† − α∗a

)
and note that

Φ†(D(α)) ∝ D(α′), (99)

where α = (x+ ip)/
√

2 and, α′ = (x′ + ip′)/
√

2 are related via [88, Eq. (5.55)][
x′

p′

]
= −ΩXT

Φ Ω
[
x
p

]
. (100)

Using the fact that D(α) is parametrized by Ab parameters

AD(α) = X, bD(α) =
[
α

−α∗

]
= ZW

[
x
p

]
, (101)

with Z =
[
1 0
0 −1

]
. Note that this parametrization can be readily obtained from Proposition 6.

Therefore, we get

bD(α′) = −WXT
ΦW

†bD(α), (102)

where in doing so, we have used the identity ZWΩ = iW . Alternatively, we can use inner product
formulas in Bargmann representation (see Section A.5) to obtain that the b vector corresponding to
Φ†(D(α)) is

bD(α′) = −
[
0 ΓΦ

] [X −1
−1 Aout

Φ

]−1 [
bD(α)

0

]
= −ΓΦ(1 −XAout

Φ )−1bD(α).

(103)

Combining (102) with (103), we get

XT
Φ = W †Γ(1 −XAout

Φ )−1W, (104)

which is identical to (97), and hence, we have obtained the same result. For the YΦ matrix, we
can simply send a vacuum state inside the channel and compute its A matrix via Bargmann inner
products and from there, compute the covariance matrix. The resulting covariance matrix must be
equal to h̄

2XΦX
T
Φ + YΦ, and from there, we get YΦ. As this is equivalent to calculations performed for

computation of YΦ in our first proof, we do not repeat it.

A.5 Inner product formulas
One of the many advantages of the Bargmann representation is that all inner products between Gaus-
sian objects are defined through a complex Gaussian integral, regardless of the nature of the objects
involved. In this section, we provide a general formula for computing such inner products and we give
some examples.

As an example of combining two Gaussian objects, we consider the action of an m-mode unitary on
the first m modes of an (m+ n)-mode ket. Then the integral is to be computed as follows:

F(U⊗I)|ψ⟩(z, v) =
∫

Cm

d2mw

πm
e−∥w∥2

FU (z, w∗)F|ψ⟩(w, v) (105)

=
∫

Cm

d2mw

πm
e

1
2 (w∗

w )T
(

0 −1
−1 0

)
(w∗
w )

cU exp
[1

2 ( z
w∗ )TAU ( z

w∗ ) + ( z
w∗ )T bU

]
(106)

× c|ψ⟩ exp
[1

2 (wv )TA|ψ⟩ (wv ) + (wv )T b|ψ⟩

]
= cUc|ψ⟩

∫
Cm

d2mw

πm
exp

[
1
2

( z
w∗
w
v

)T
A

( z
w∗
w
v

)
+
( z
w∗
w
v

)T
b

]
, (107)
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where the A matrix and b vector can be expressed in block form:

A =


Aout
U ΓT

U 0 0
ΓU Ain

U −1 0
0 −1 Aw|ψ⟩ ΓT

|ψ⟩
0 0 Γ|ψ⟩ Av|ψ⟩

 , b =


bout
U

bin
U

bw|ψ⟩
bv|ψ⟩

 . (108)

Note that we incorporated the term e−||w||2 from the measure into the Amatrix through the off-diagonal
identity blocks.

Eq. (107) is a well-known complex Gaussian integral with leftover variables. The solution is yet
another exponential of a quadratic polynomial with a new triple of Abc parameters:

A =
[
Aout 0

0 Av|ψ⟩

]
−
[
ΓT
U 0
0 Γ|ψ⟩

]
M−1

[
ΓU 0
0 ΓT

|ψ⟩

]
, (109)

b =
[
bout

bv|ψ⟩

]
−
[
ΓT
U 0
0 Γ|ψ⟩

]
M−1

[
bin
U

bw|ψ⟩

]
, (110)

c = cUc|ψ⟩

exp
(

−1
2

[
bin
U bw|ψ⟩

]
M−1

[
bin
U

bw|ψ⟩

])
√

det(iM)
, (111)

where M =
[
Ain
U −1

−1 Aw|ψ⟩

]
is the block that includes the off-diagonal identities coming from the measure.

All inner products between two Gaussian objects take this form, with the appropriate blocks replaced.
The only “exception” is the tracing operation, which does not involve two initial Bargmann functions,
but rather only one. In that case one can start directly by subtracting the off-diagonal identities from
the A matrix of the Bargmann function on the corresponding integration variables, and then proceed
with the Gaussian integral. As an example, we show how to calculate the partial trace of a two-mode
Gaussian density matrix (note we use mode-wise order):

FTr0[ρ](w, v) =
∫

C

d2z

π
e−∥z∥2

Fρ(z∗, z, w, v)

= cρ

∫
C

d2z

π
exp

{[1
2

(
z∗
z
w
v

)T [A0 −X R
RT A1

](
z∗
z
w
v

)
+
(
z∗
z
w
v

)T [b0
b1

]]} (112)

So M = A0 − X and we can apply the standard formulas for Gaussian integrals to obtain the triple
that parametrizes the result:

A = A1 −RT(A0 −X)−1R

b = b1 −RT(A0 −X)−1b0

c = cρ
exp

[
−1

2b
T
0 (A0 −X)−1b0

]
√

− det(A0 −X)

(113)

A useful way to show the formulas for the Gaussian integral is to think of matrices in block form and
then to manipulate the blocks. So after subtracting the off-diagonal identities due to the integration
measure, we permute rows and columns until the integration variables come before all the other ones.
Then the matrix and the vector that parametrize the integrand will have the following block form:

M

A =
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b =

Then, the Abc triple that parametrizes the result of the integral is given by the following block
formulas:

A =
M−1

b =
M−1

iM

c =
M−1exp

(
−1

2
)

√
det

One special case where the Bargmann representation is particularly useful is the inner product with
the vacuum. The Bargmann function of the n-mode vacuum is the constant function F|0⟩(z) = 1,
which leads to the useful fact that the leftover Bargmann function is obtained by evaluating the
original Bargmann function at zero on the variables involved in the inner product, or alternatively by
discarding the corresponding rows and columns from the Abc parametrization.

This gives a direct interpretation of the c part of the Abc parametrization. For a ket it is c|ψ⟩ =
F|ψ⟩(0) = ⟨0|ψ⟩, i.e., the vacuum amplitude of |ψ⟩. For a unitary it is cU = FU (0, 0) = ⟨0|U |0⟩, i.e.,
the vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude. For a density matrix it is cρ = Fρ(0, 0) = ⟨0|ρ|0⟩, i.e.,
the vacuum probability. And so on depending on the nature of the object described by the Bargmann
function.

An instructive example of this is the Fock damping operator, which is equivalent to a beamsplitter
with vacuum in one of its inputs and in one of its outputs. In fact, the Bargmann matrix of the Fock
damping operator can be computed by starting from the Bargmann matrix of a beam splitter and then
deleting the two rows and columns that correspond to one input and one output.

In what follows, we describe how one can use inner product formulas above to compute the inverse
of a Gaussian operation.

A.6 Convergence of Gaussian integrals
As a remark, we highlight that the contraction formulas introduced above assume the Gaussian integral
converges. This is often the case, as the application of Gaussian unitaries and channels on Gaussian
states is well-defined. However, convergence of a Gaussian integral is not always guaranteed, and we
should be careful when contracting non-physical Gaussian components. Assume we are contracting
two Gaussian objects G1 and G2, where G1 is defined on the joint space MN and G2 is defined on the
joint space NP . The contraction is on the space N . This is the most general form of a contraction.
Let A(i)

N be the N block of AGi for i = 1, 2. This means

AG1 =
[
∗ ∗
∗ A

(1)
N

]
, AG2 =

[
A

(2)
N ∗
∗ ∗

]
. (114)

We are interested in checking the convergence of the following integral∫
z∈C|N|

e−∥z∥2
FG1(w, z∗)FG2(z, v) d2|N |z (115)

for all w ∈ C|M | and v ∈ C|P |. We show that
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Proposition 8. The contraction of G1 and G2 is well-defined if∥∥∥A(1)
N +A

(2)
N

∗
∥∥∥ < 2, (116)

where ∥·∥ denotes the operator norm (i.e., the largest singular value).

Proof. The convergence of the contraction requires the convergence of the integral∫
z∈C|N|

exp
(

1
2[z∗TzT]M

[
z∗

z

]
+ ζT

[
z∗

z

])
d2|N |z, (117)

where

M =
[
A

(1)
N −1

−1 A
(2)
N

]
(118)

Here, ζ is some vector that depends on the other blocks of the Abc parametrizations of G1 and G2
and extra variables w, v, but it will not impact the convergence of the integral. We can rewrite the
integral in terms of real-valued parameters by letting z = x+iy√

2 and noticing that

[
z∗T zT

]
M

[
z∗

z

]
=
[
xT yT

] −1 + A
(1)
N +A(2)

N
2

iA
(1)
N −iA(2)

N
2

iA
(1)
N −iA(2)

N
2 −1 − A

(1)
N +A(2)

N
2


︸ ︷︷ ︸

M ′

[
x
y

]
. (119)

As the Gaussian integral∫
x,y∈R|N|

exp
(

1
2[xTyT]M ′

[
x
y

]
+ vT

[
x
y

])
d|N |xd|N |y (120)

is convergent if Re(M ′) < 0 (see [98, Section 1.2]). Using (119) for the expression of M ′, we get[
Re(A(1)

N +A
(2)
N ) − Im(A(1)

N −A
(2)
N )

− Im(A(1)
N −A

(2)
N ) − Re(A(1)

N +A
(2)
N )

]
< 2 · 1. (121)

We then use the following lemma. In the following lemma, we use (λj)j to denote the eigenvalues,
and we use σmax to denote the largest singular value.

Lemma 2. The symmetric matrix constructed as

C =
[
D E
E −D

]
(122)

by real-valued symmetric matrices D,E ∈ Rn satisfies maxj=1,··· ,2n |λj(C)| = σmax(D + iE).

Proof. Let W = 1√
2

[
1n i1n
1n −i1n

]
and notice that

WCW † =
[

0 D + iE
D − iE 0

]
. (123)

Let H = WCW †. As H is Hermitian, we have that maxj |λj(H)| = maxj
√
λj(H2). Furthermore, we

have

H2 =
[
(D + iE)(D − iE) 0

0 (D − iE)(D + iE)

]
, (124)

and as eigenvalues of (D + iE)(D − iE) and (D − iE)(D + iE) are the squared singular values of
D+ iE, we conclude that maxj |λj(H2)| = σmax(D+ iE)2. The final result follows as λj(H) = λj(C)
since they are related through a conjugation by a unitary (W ).
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We finish the proof, by noting that according to Lemma 2, the largest eigenvalue on the left-hand
side of (121) is

∥∥∥Re(A(1)
N +A

(2)
N ) − i Im(A(1)

N −A
(2)
N )
∥∥∥ =

∥∥∥A(1)
N

∗ +A
(2)
N

∥∥∥.
To give example use cases of Proposition 8, we note that the condition for a Gaussian state |ψ⟩ (with

Aψ) to be normalizable is that it should be able to contract it with ⟨ψ| (which has the A-matrix A∗
ψ).

According to Proposition 8, this is possible if
∥∥∥Aψ + (A∗

ψ)∗
∥∥∥ < 2 which is equivalent to the known

condition ∥Aψ∥ < 1. As another example we consider inversion of a Gaussian operator. Let G be a
Gaussian operator, with Abc parametrization in the output-input order written as

AG =
[
Aout RT

R Ain

]
, (125)

where Aout, Ain, R ∈ Cn×n. We have that G is invertible if
∥∥∥A∗

in + (Ain −RA−1
outR

T )−1
∥∥∥ ≤ 2, and its

inverse G−1 is parametrized by

AG−1 = XA−1
G X, bG−1 = −XA−1

G bG, (126)

where X =
[

0 1n
1n 0

]
. This can be verified directly by using the Gaussian contraction formulas and

checking Proposition 8.

B Physicality requirements

In this section we discuss conditions under which a CV Gaussian operator is Hermitian, positive, and
lastly conditions under which the operator corresponds to a CV density matrix. We then continue by
extending these conditions to CV maps, using their Choi–Jamiołkowski operator.

B.1 Operators

Recall that every Gaussian operator that acts on a Hilbert space of n particles (e.g., a Gaussian mixed
state, or a Gaussian unitary) has a Gaussian Bargmann function [71] defined as

F (z, z′) = exp
(

∥z∥2 + ∥z′∥2

2

)
⟨z∗| ρ

∣∣z′〉
= c exp

(
ζTAζ + ζTb

)
,

(127)

with ζ =
[
z
z′

]
∈ C2n. Let G represent such an operator. Note that A ∈ C2n×2n and b ∈ C2n. If

the operator is a Hermitian CV operator, then its Ab parametrization has to satisfy certain block
structures, determined in the next lemma.

Lemma 3. Let AG and bG represent the Ab parameters of a Hermitian operator in type-wise ordering.
Then, they admit the following block structures

AG =
[

Λ† Γ
ΓT Λ

]
, bG =

[
β∗

β

]
(128)

with blocks satisfying

Λ = ΛT, Γ = Γ†, (129)
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Proof. Note that AG represents a quadratic form, and hence, can always be taken to be complex
symmetric. Moreover, as G is Hermitian, we get

⟨z|G |w⟩ = ⟨w|G |z⟩∗ . (130)

Using the formulation in (127), this gives XAGX = A∗
G and Xb = b∗ with X = ( 0 1

1 0 ), which (using the
fact that AG is symmetric) gives the conditions in Eq. (129) and the block structures in Eq. (128).

We now introduce conditions under which G corresponds to a positive CV operator.

Lemma 4. The operator G is positive semi-definite, if and only if

Γ ≥ 0, and c ≥ 0. (131)

Proof. First, note that c ≥ 0 must hold as

⟨0|G |0⟩ = c, (132)

and that ⟨0|G |0⟩ ≥ 0 is imposed by positivity of G. We show the rest this in two steps:

• G ≥ 0 ⇒ Γ ≥ 0: To see this, let |1i⟩ represent the Fock state of n modes that has one photon on
the i-th mode and is vacuum elsewhere, i.e.,

|1i⟩ := |0 · · · 0 1︸︷︷︸
i-th position

0 · · · 0⟩. (133)

We then have

⟨1i| ρ |1j⟩ = c · (Γ + β∗βT)ij . (134)

Note that (⟨1i| ρ |1j⟩)ij represents the principal submatrix of the Fock representation where the
total photon number is 1, it should be a positive semi-definite matrix. As the b vector can be
made zero through conjugation by displacement operators (which does not affect the A matrix),
we conclude that positivity of G implies c · Γ ≥ 0.

• Γ ≥ 0 ⇒ G ≥ 0: Here, we use the following decomposition

G = T †T (135)

with T being a Gaussian operator acting on Hilbert space of n modes with the following Ab
matrices

AT =
[

Λ
√

ΓT
√

Γ 0

]
, bT =

[
β
0

]
, cT =

√
c. (136)

One can readily verify that G = T †T through the inner product formulas introduced in Sec-
tion A.5. We also highlight that T and T † can be contracted as the contraction condition of
Proposition 8 (in this case ∥0 + 0∥ = 0 < 2) is satisfied.

We now introduce a physicality requirement for mixed states and quantum channels. Recall that
the only requirement for A|ψ⟩ to represent a physical pure state |ψ⟩ was to be complex symmetric
with eigenvalues in the unit disk [69], which simply corresponds to |ψ⟩ having a finite norm. We now
proceed to introduce physicality requirements for a mixed Gaussian state. To this end, we first need
an intermediary lemma:
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Lemma 5. We have the following equivalence[
P R
R† Q

]
≥ 0 ⇔

{
P ≥ 0
Q ≥ R†P+R.

(137)

and similarly, [
P R
R† Q

]
> 0 ⇔

{
P > 0
Q > R†P−1R.

(138)

Proof. Let us first show (137). Note that we can diagonalize P by conjugating the big block matrix
by ( V 0

0 1 ), where V diagonalizes P i.e., V PV † is diagonal. Now, note that if any entry on the diagonal
of V PV † is zero, the corresponding row in V R must be entirely zero. Therefore, if the projector onto
the image of P is denoted by ΠP , we have R = ΠPR. Also, let us denote the pseudo inverse of a
matrix, say M , by M+. We then proceed to prove each direction of (137) in the following.

• To prove the backward (⇐) direction, note that[
P R
R† Q

]
=
[

1 0
R†P+ 1

] [
P 0
0 Q−R†P+R

] [
1 P+R
0 1

]
. (139)

To see the equality, it is important to note that R†P+P = R†ΠP = R†.

• For the forward (⇒) direction, we first note that[
1 A
0 1

]−1

=
[
1 −A
0 1

]
, (140)

which, based on Eq. (139) implies[
P 0
0 Q−RP+R†

]
=
[

1 0
−R†P+ 1

] [
P R
R† Q

] [
1 −P+R
0 1

]
. (141)

and proves the forward (⇒) direction.

For proving (138), note that all principal submatrices of a positive definite matrix, are positive definite.
This ensures the existence of P−1. The rest of the proof is analogous to the proof of (137), where
one should note that the matrices of the form ( 1 A

0 1 ) are full-rank and therefore, if M = ( 1 0
A† 0 )N( 1 A

0 1 )
with N > 0, we conclude that M > 0.

Proposition 9. Let ρ be a Gaussian mixed state with Ab parameters Aρ, bρ written in type-wise order
as

Aρ =
[

Λ† Γ
ΓT Λ

]
(142)

Then, we have

0 ≤ Γ < 1,

Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1Λ < 1 − Γ,

cρ =
√

det(1 −XAρ) exp
(1

2b
T
ρ (1 −XAρ)−1b∗

ρ

)
.

(143)

These conditions are both necessary and sufficient for a Bargmann function to represent a Gaussian
mixed state.

Proof. We provide two separate proofs here.
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First proof An operator ρ corresponds to a valid density matrix if and only if ρ is a positive
semi-definite operator and tr(ρ) = 1. The positivity condition, according to Lemma 4 is equivalent to

Γ ≥ 0. (144)

We now need to check tr(ρ) = 1. To this end, we write

tr(ρ) = 1
πm

∫
Cm

⟨z| ρ |z⟩ d2mz

= 1
πm

∫
Cm

Fρ(z∗, z) exp
(
−∥z∥2

)
d2mz

= cρ
πm

∫
Cm

exp
(

1
2
[
z∗T zT

]
A

[
z∗

z

]
+ bT

[
z∗

z

])
exp

(
−∥z∥2

)
d2mz

= cρ
πm

∫
R2m

exp
(

−
(
xT yT

)
T †(1 −XA)T

(
x
y

))
dmxdmy,

(145)

where x, y are real vectors representing the real and imaginary part of the complex vector z, and

T =
(

1 −i1
1 i1

)
is proportional to a unitary matrix. Finally, note that

∫
R2m

exp
(

−
(
xT yT

)
T †(1 −XA)T

(
x
y

)
+
(
βr βi

)(x
y

))
dmxdmy < ∞ ⇔ 1 −XA > 0, (146)

We can write the if and only if in (146) since 1−XA is always Hermitian as ρ is a Hermitian operator.
Finally, applying Lemma 5, we obtain that

1 −XA > 0 ⇔
{

Γ < 1,

Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1Λ < 1 − Γ.
(147)

Moreover, note that using tr(ρ) = 1 and using the Gaussian integral above, we get

c =
√

det(1 −XAρ) exp
(1

2b
T
ρ (1 −XAρ)−1b∗

ρ

)
, (148)

which together with (144) form all our physicality conditions.

Second proof The Aρ matrix of a mixed state is related to the Husimi covariance matrix via
Σ = (1 − XAρ)−1. The physicality constraints using the Husimi covariance are Σ ≥ ( 0 0

0 1 ), meaning
that a state is physical if and only if its Husimi covariance matrix satisfies such inequality. Therefore,
we need to convert this requirement into conditions that apply to Aρ.

Recall that we want to find conditions on Aρ such that

(1 −XAρ)−1 ≥
[
0 0
0 1

]
. (149)

Using Schur’s complement formula, we can rewrite the LHS as[
1 − ΓT −Λ

−Λ† 1 − Γ

]−1

=
[
(1 − ΓT)−1 + (1 − ΓT)−1ΛH−1Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1 (1 − ΓT)−1ΛH−1

H−1Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1 H−1

]
, (150)

where H = 1 − Γ − Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1Λ. Therefore, the condition (149) combined with Lemma 5 implies

• The first condition on the RHS of the lemma reads as

H−1 − 1 ≥ 0 ⇔ 0 < H ≤ 1. (151)
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• The second condition on the RHS of the lemma gives

(1 − ΓT)−1 + (1 − ΓT)ΛH−1Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1 ≥ (1 − ΓT)−1ΛH−1(H−1 − 1)−1H−1Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1.
(152)

Note that the above inequality implies Γ < 1. Using this fact, we get the following equivalent
form

(1 − ΓT)−1 ≥ (1 − ΓT)−1Λ(1 −H)−1Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1, (153)

which then finally gives

1 − ΓT ≥ Λ(1 −H)−1Λ†. (154)

Now, noticing that this is simply equivalent to 1 − H ≥ Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1Λ, and plugging in H =
1 − Γ − Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1Λ, we get that this all becomes equivalent to Γ ≥ 0. Overall, this condition
gave us the following

0 ≤ Γ < 1. (155)

We point out that plugging in the expression for H in (151) and utilizing the condition 0 ≤ Γ < 1,
we get the other physicality condition Λ†(1 − ΓT)−1Λ < 1 − Γ. Lastly, we point out that c can be
computed as in the first proof we presented.

Remark 1. Note that (1 −XAρ) > 0 is imposed by the first two lines of inequalities in (143), which
then imposes that cρ ≥ 0 via the last equality there. To see (1 − XAρ) > 0, note that following our
second proof, we have obtained that (149) is identical to the first two lines of inequalities in (143).
This is while (149) indicates 1 − XAρ is invertible and positive semi-definite, which then results in
positive definiteness of 1 −XAρ

B.2 Maps

We now turn to prove complete positivity and trace-preserving conditions on Gaussian maps. Firstly,
we point out that a generic Gaussian CP map has an Abc triple (AΦ, bΦ, cΦ), with the following block
form

AΦ =
[
Λ†

Φ ΓΦ
ΓT

Φ ΛΦ

]
, bΦ =

[
β∗

Φ
βΦ

]
. (156)

Note that as A matrix is symmetic, we have ΛΦ = ΛTΦ. Also, as we will show later in Remark 2, for
any CP map Φ, it is the case that ΓΦ = Γ†

Φ. Hence, (156) matches the block structure in (2). We
recall that the channel has the following blocks in output-input ordering[

Aout
Φ RT

Φ
RΦ Ain

Φ

]
. (157)

We now prove the lemma introduced in the main text, determining the conditions for completely
positive (CP) maps.

Lemma 6 (Lemma 1 in the main text). A Gaussian map, say Φ, represented by a Gaussian Bargmann
function as in (2), is completely positive if and only if

0 ≤ ΓΦ, and 0 ≤ cΦ. (158)
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Φ

= JΦ, =
∫
x |x⟩ |x⟩ dx

Figure 10: The Choi state (JΦ) corresponding to a channel Φ. As it can be observed, the Choi state is obtained by
merely ‘bending the wires’ of Φ. This simply corresponds to rearranging the indices of the Bargmann representation.
Interestingly, the order of indices does not change, if written in type-wise ordering (introduced in Section A.1).

Proof. The proof relies on utilizing the Choi state representation of the channel. Recall that the Choi
state, represented by JΦ is defined as

JΦ = (I ⊗ Φ)[|EPR⟩⟨EPR|], (159)

and as shown in Fig. 10, this transformation simply ‘bends the wires’ of Φ (here |EPR⟩ =
∫
x |x⟩ |x⟩ dx =∑

n |n⟩ |n⟩ represents the CV maximally entangled state). This means that by properly arranging the
indices of AΦ, it will transform into the A matrix representing the Choi state. We recall that a channel
is completely positive (CP) if and only if JΦ corresponds to a positive operator [99], and hence, by
applying Lemma 4, we get the CP requirement as

ΓΦ ≥ 0, and cΦ ≥ 0. (160)

Remark 2. From the proof above, we can see that the Choi state of a Gaussian channel is a Gaus-
sian state with the same Abc parameters as the channel itself (in the type-wise ordering). Hence, by
Lemma 3, we can see that for any CP map Φ, it is the case that ΓΦ = Γ†

Φ. This was also implied by
the condition ΓΦ ≥ 0 from Lemma 6.

We can also derive trace-preserving conditions for a map, and therefore, summarize the conditions
under which a map is CPTP.

Proposition 10. A map Φ is trace-preserving if and only if

1 −XAout
Φ > 0,

Ain
Φ = RΦ(Aout

Φ −X)−1RT
Φ +X,

cΦ =
√

det(1 −XAout
Φ ) exp

(1
2(bout

Φ )T(1 −XAout
Φ )(bout

Φ )∗
)
.

(161)

As a result, Φ corresponds to a CPTP map if and only if other than (161) it satisfies ΓΦ ≥ 0.

Proof. First, note that sending vacuum into the channel, we get a Gaussian state with A matrix of
Aout

Φ . Requiring the output state to have a finite trace we get (see (145))

1 −XAout
Φ > 0. (162)

Next, we note that Φ is trace preserving if and only if its dual is unital, i.e.

Φ†(1) = 1. (163)

Applying contraction formulas of (A.5), we can re-write (163) as

X = Ain
Φ −RΦ(Aout

Φ −X)−1RT
Φ, (164)

which is the other condition for Φ to be TP. The equation for cΦ is also obtained from equating the
‘c’ parameter of the equation Φ†(1) = 1.
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B.3 Variation to Gaussian core states
We highlight an interesting fact about our definition of core states. In particular, we show that
restricting to k1 = k2 in Definition 1 results in the same set of core states.

Proposition 11. A Gaussian state ρ defined on a bipartite system MN is a Gaussian core state if
and only if for all k ∈ Nn, the conditional state

(1 ⊗ ⟨k|)ρ(1 ⊗ |k⟩) (165)

has finite support in the Fock basis.

This proposition allows us to interpret Gaussian core states as those that result in core state when
we measure a subsystem (i.e., N) in the number basis.

Proof. It is transparent that any Gaussian core state (as defined in Definition 1) satisfies the provided
constraint. We need to show that any ρ that satisfies Eq. (165), is a Gaussian core state. To this end,
we use the constraint with k = 0 to get (1 ⊗ ⟨0|)ρ(1 ⊗ |0⟩) ∝ |0⟩ ⟨0| as vacuum is the only Gaussian
state with finite Fock support. Moreover, note that (1 ⊗ ⟨0|)ρ(1 ⊗ |0⟩) ∝ |0⟩ ⟨0| implies that the top
left block of Aρ and the first block of bρ in mode-wise ordering must be zero. This, together with
Proposition 1 implies that ρ is a Gaussian core state (as defined in Definition 1).

C Proofs
Here we provide the technical proofs for the claims in the main text.

C.1 The b ̸= 0 case
In the following, we show that if a state with Ab parameters A1, b1 = 0 (either pure or mixed) satisfies
a stellar decomposition, so does any state with A1, b2 ̸= 0. This implies that the existence of a stellar
decomposition solely depends on the quadratic exponent described by the A matrix.

Lemma 7 (Disregarding displacements). Whether or not a state (either pure or mixed) accepts a
stellar decomposition is solely dependent on A. In other words, a state ρ with Ab parameters (A, b)
admits a stellar decomposition iff σ with Ab parameters (A, 0) does so.

Let the stellar decomposition of σ be σ = (Φ′ ⊗ I)(σcore), where the parametrization of Φ′ and σcore
are AΦ and Acore. It is straightforward to show that ρ = (Φ′ ⊗ I)(ρ′) where ρ′ has the same A matrix
as σcore i.e., Acore but has potentially non-zero b vector, which we denote by b′. Recall that we need
the part of b′ corresponding to the first m modes to be zero in order for ρ′ to be a core state. In what
follows, we show that by absorbing a displacement D(γ) into ρ′ we can make it a Gaussian core state.
We refer to Fig. 11 for a schematic representation of the argument.

A straightforward calculation shows that D(γ) ⊗ 1 affects the b vector of a state ρ(A, b) as

D(γ) ⊗ 1 : b 7→
[
1 −XmAm −XmR

T

−XnR 1 −XnAn

] [
γ̃
0

]
+ b, (166)

where the equation is written in mode-wise ordering with Xn := ( 0 1n
1n 0 ) being an X Pauli of size 2n.

Recall that our goal is to bring the b vector into the form ( 0
∗ ). By restricting (166) to the first entries

(i.e., the ones corresponding to the first m modes), and recalling that the state ρ′ has the A matrix of
a core state (i.e., (Am)ρ′ = 0) we find the displacement that allows transformation of ρ′ into an actual
core state

γ = −(b′
m)k, (167)

where (b′
m)k is the part of the b vector of ρ′ (i.e., b′) that corresponds to the ket part of the first m

modes of ρ.
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ρ(A, b)
m modes

n modes

= ρ′(Ac, b′)
Φ′

= ρ′
D(γ) D(γ)† Φ′

= ρcore
Φ

Figure 11: Circuit diagram of the method for dealing with states with non-zero b. We start by applying the stellar
decomposition as if b was zero. This gives us the first equation, where ρ′ has the right A matrix (Acore represented
by Ac in the figure) but the it could be that b′ ̸= 0. In this case (i.e., b′ ̸= 0), we consider absorbing a displacement
into ρ′. As explained in this Appendix, we can always find D(γ) such that ρcore = (D(γ) ⊗ 1)ρ′ has the right b
vector bcore.

C.2 Proof of Proposition 1

We first show that a Gaussian core state must satisfy (9). To see this, let Fρ(z1, w1, z2, w2) be the
Bargmann function of ρ in mode-wise order, and note that Fρ(z1, w1, 0, 0) defines the Bargmann func-
tion of (1 ⊗ ⟨0|)ρ(1 ⊗ |0⟩). Note that (1 ⊗ ⟨0|)ρ(1 ⊗ |0⟩) ∝ |0⟩ ⟨0| as vacuum is the only Gaussian state
with finite Fock support, and therefore, we get that the top-left block of Aρ must be zero (note that
the top-left block of A is the A matrix of an object where all other modes are projected into zero).

For the other direction, we need to show that the block parametrization of (9) implies the state is
a Gaussian core state. We do this in two steps:

• The pure state case: We consider |ψcore⟩ with the following Abc parametrization:

A|ψcore⟩ =
[

0 RT

R A

]
, (168)

b|ψcore⟩ =
[
0
b

]
, (169)

for some blocks R, A and b. The zero blocks guarantee that the Taylor coefficients of the Bargmann
function parametrized by A|ψcore⟩, b|ψcore⟩ and c|ψcore⟩ terminate whenever the sum of the orders of
the derivatives on the first m variables is larger than the sum of the orders of the derivatives on
the last n variables [92]. To see this, recall that the Fock amplitudes are

Gℓ := ⟨ℓ|ψcore⟩ = 1√
ℓ!
∂ℓF (0). (170)

where |ℓ⟩ is a Fock state for any tuple of integers ℓ ∈ Nm+n. In other words, we have |ψcore⟩ =∑
ℓ∈Nm+n Gℓ |ℓ⟩. Interestingly, these Fock amplitudes Gℓ satisfy a simple recursion relation detailed

in (57). We exploit this recursion relation to complete the proof. Let us write ℓ = (j, k) for
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j ∈ Nm, k ∈ Nn. We claim that

Gj,k = 0, if ∥j∥1 > ∥k∥1. (171)

To see this, note that whenever ∥j∥1 = ∥k∥1, taking any more derivative with respect to the first
m variables (i.e., when i ≤ m) results in a zero Fock amplitude:

Gj+1i,k = 1√
ji + 1

[
bi︸︷︷︸
0

Gj,k +
n∑
p=1

√
kpRipGj,k−1p︸ ︷︷ ︸

0

]
, (172)

where Gjk is the Fock amplitude at the point (j, k) in the (m+ n)-dimensional Fock lattice. The
first contribution is zero by definition (bi = 0 whenever i ≤ m because of the zero block in (169)).
That the second part is zero can be seen recursively for all values of ∥k∥1. Starting from ∥j∥1 = 0
and ∥k∥1 = 0 we have that

√
kp = 0 for all p and so Gjk = 0 for i ≤ m, ∥j∥1 = 1 and ∥k∥1 = 0.

The same holds for larger values of ∥j∥1, i.e. Gjk = 0 if ∥j∥1 > 0 and ∥k∥1 = 0. Then consider
Gj+1i,k with ∥j∥1 = 1 and ∥k∥1 = 1. Again, the first contribution in (172) is zero because bi = 0
for i ≤ m and the second contribution is zero because we just proved that Gjk = 0 when ∥j∥1 > 0
and ∥k∥1 = 0. As before, this holds for larger values of ∥j∥1, proving Gjk = 0 with ∥j∥1 > 1
and ∥k∥1 = 1. This argument can be repeated for all the subsequent values of ∥k∥1, proving that
Gjk = 0 whenever ∥j∥1 > ∥k∥1 in general.

• Mixed state case: Note that by vectorizing our core state ρcore (in the type-wise ordering), we
have (see [99])

vec ((1 ⊗ ⟨k1|)ρcore(1 ⊗ |k2⟩)) = (1 ⊗ ⟨k1| ⊗ 1 ⊗ ⟨k2|)vec(ρcore) (type-wise ordering) (173)

Rewriting the above equation in mode-wise ordering, would simply swap the middle two spaces
(see e.g. (52) and (53)), and hence, we get

vec ((1 ⊗ ⟨k1|)ρcore(1 ⊗ |k2⟩)) = (1 ⊗ ⟨k1, k2|)vec(ρcore) (mode-wise ordering) (174)

and hence, we would like to show that vec(ρ), with the Ab parametrization

Aρcore =
[

0 RT

R A

]
, bρcore =

[
0
b

]
(175)

has the property that the right-hand-side of (174) has a finite support in the Fock basis.2 This
is guaranteed by our proof above for the pure states (note that we did not use the property that
|ψcore⟩ is of unit norm, and the only property we needed was the zero blocks (168) and (169)).

Lastly, we highlight that, as shown in our proof for pure states, the state

(1 ⊗ ⟨k|) |ψcore⟩ (176)

has Fock support at most on the set

Jm∥k∥1
:= {ℓ ∈ Nm : ∥ℓ∥1 ≤ ∥k∥1}. (177)

Similarly, the operator

ρ̃ = (1 ⊗ ⟨k1|)ρcore(1 ⊗ |k2⟩) (178)

satisfies

⟨ℓ1| ρ̃ |ℓ2⟩ = 0 (179)

whenever

∥ℓ1 + ℓ2∥1 ≥ ∥k1 + k2∥1. (180)

We have provided a pictorial representation of this fact for pure states in Fig. 12.

2Note that R is a 2n × 2m and A is a 2n × 2n matrix.
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|ψcore⟩
⟨k|

Stellar rank ≤ ∥k∥1

Figure 12: A Gaussian core state over MN with |M | = m and |N | = n. By definition (Definition 1), such states
have finite support in the photon number basis, whenever we perform a number-basis measurement on modes N .
Moreover, we can show that measuring a Fock pattern k ∈ Nn on subsystem N leaves the state on subsystem M
with Fock support on the set Jm

∥k∥1
of Fock states (see (5) for the definition of such sets). Recall that this means

the stellar rank (or equivalently the degree of the polynomial stellar function associated to the state on subsystem
M) is upper bounded by ∥k∥1 i.e., the total number of measured photons. This figure is reported in the main text
(Fig. 3).

C.3 Proof of Theorem 1

Our proof is structured as follows: we start from a generic (m + n)-mode pure Gaussian state, and
we construct a Gaussian core state |ψcore⟩ and a Gaussian unitary U such that when the unitary is
applied to the first m modes of the Gaussian core state we obtain the original Gaussian state.

Consider then an initial Gaussian (m+ n)-mode state |ψ⟩ with Abc parametrization

A|ψ⟩ =

A(m)
ψ RT

ψ

Rψ A
(n)
ψ

 , (181)

b|ψ⟩ =

b(m)
ψ

b
(n)
ψ

 , (182)

where we have specified the separation between the first m modes and the remaining n modes using
blocks of appropriate size: A(m)

ψ is m × m, Rψ is n × m and A
(n)
ψ is n × n. b(m)

ψ is an m-dimensional

complex vector and b
(n)
ψ is an n-dimensional complex vector. We omit c|ψ⟩ as it is determined by

normalization.
Recall that if we project the last n modes of |ψcore⟩ onto |k⟩, the corresponding marginal |corek⟩ on

the first m modes will have Fock support on Jm∥k∥1
. In particular, if we project the last n modes onto

vacuum, the marginal on the first m modes must be the m-mode vacuum. It follows that the unitary
U that we seek must map the m-mode vacuum to the pure Gaussian state that results from projecting
the last n modes of the original state |ψ⟩ onto vacuum. In other words, we want U to satisfy

(1 ⊗ ⟨0n|) |ψ⟩ = U(1 ⊗ ⟨0n|) |ψcore⟩ . (183)

Since |ψcore⟩ is a Gaussian core state, we have that

(1 ⊗ ⟨0n|) |ψcore⟩ ∝ |0m⟩ . (184)

As a result, we have

(1 ⊗ ⟨0n|) |ψ⟩ ∝ U |0m⟩ . (185)

The fact that vacuum projections are elementary operations in the Bargmann formalism (see Sec-
tion A.5), allows us to use (185) to compute the Gaussian unitary U straightforwardly.

Gaussian unitary. We now find the Abc parametrization of such U , and note that the requirement
uniquely identifies U up to an m-mode passive Gaussian transformation that preserves the photon
number (interferometer). To this end, note that the A matrix of the left-hand-side of (185) is A(m)

ψ
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|ψ⟩
⟨0n|

= |ψcore⟩
⟨0n|

U
=

|0m⟩ U

Figure 13: A visual proof that the unitary of the pure stellar decomposition maps the m-mode vacuum to the heralded
state ⟨0n|ψ⟩ corresponding to measuring vacuum on the last n modes of |ψ⟩ (Fig. 2 in the main text).

(i.e., the top-left block in (181)). Let AU and bU be parametrized as follows:

AU =
[
Aout
U ΓT

U

ΓU Ain
U

]
=
[

x
√

1 − xx∗
√

1 − x∗x −x∗

]
, (186)

bU =
[
bout
U

bin
U

]
=
[

ΓT
Uγ

Ain
U γ − γ∗

]
, (187)

for some matrix x ∈ Cm×m and complex vector γ ∈ Cm. We can write the four m×m blocks in (186)
this way because the A matrix of a Gaussian unitary is itself unitary and symmetric [92]. The blocks
in (187) are obtained by composing U with a displacement by γ ∈ Cm, which will be chosen such that
U applied to |ψcore⟩ reproduces the displacement of the original state.

Therefore the condition that U maps vacuum to the state with A matrix of A(m)
ψ and b of b(m)

ψ

implies

Aout
U = x = A

(m)
ψ , bout

U = ΓT
Uγ = b

(m)
ψ . (188)

This is enough to identify U :

AU =

A(m)
ψ ΓT

U

ΓU −A(m)
ψ

∗

 ,
bU =

 b
(m)
ψ

−A(m)
ψ

∗
Γ−1
U b

(m)
ψ − Γ−T

U b
(m)
ψ

∗

 ,
(189)

with ΓU =
√

1 −A
(m)
ψ

∗
A

(m)
ψ and cU determined by the unitarity condition (up to a global phase).

Gaussian core state Following Proposition 1, we can parametrize the Abc representation of our
Gaussian core state |ψcore⟩ as

A|ψcore⟩ =
[

0 RT
c

Rc A
(n)
c

]
, b|ψcore⟩ =

[
0
b

(n)
c

]
, (190)

where Rc is an n×m and A(n)
c is an n× n matrix, with b(n)

c being a vector of size n.
There are two ways to find the unknown Rc, A

(n)
c and b(n)

c . One is to apply U † to the first m modes
of |ψ⟩. The other is to apply U to the first m modes of |ψcore⟩ and set the result equal to |ψ⟩. We
follow the second approach, but both are possible. Using (109) and (110) to compute the action of U
on the first m modes of |ψcore⟩ and we obtain

AU |ψcore⟩ =
[
Aout
U ΓT

UR
T
c

RcΓU A
(n)
c +RcA

in
UR

T
c

]
,

bU |ψcore⟩ =
[

bout
U

Rcb
in
U + b

(n)
c

]
,

cU |ψcore⟩ = cUc|ψcore⟩.

(191)
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This ought to be equal to the Abc parametrization of the original state |ψ⟩, which implies Rc = RψΓ−1
U ,

A
(n)
c = A

(n)
ψ +RcA

∗
mR

T
c and b(n)

c = b
(n)
ψ −Rcb

in
U , yielding

A|ψcore⟩ =

 0 Γ−T
U RT

ψ

RψΓ−1
U A

(n)
ψ +Rψ(A(m)

ψ

∗−1
−A

(m)
ψ )−1RT

ψ

 , (192)

b|ψcore⟩ =
[

0
b

(n)
ψ +RψΓ−1

U

(
A

(m)
ψ

∗Γ−1
U b

(m)
ψ + Γ−T

U b
(m)
ψ

∗
)] , (193)

with ΓU =
√

1 −A
(m)
ψ

∗
A

(m)
ψ , bin

U = −A(m)
ψ

∗
Γ−1
U b

(m)
ψ − Γ−T

U b
(m)
ψ

∗
and c|ψcore⟩ set by normalization. We

have the freedom to distribute the phase of c|ψ⟩ between cU and c|ψcore⟩ as we wish.

C.4 Proof of Theorem 2
The initial state has Abc parameters in mode-wise order (see Section A.1):

Aρ =
[
A

(m)
ρ RT

ρ

Rρ A
(n)
ρ

]
,

bρ =
[
b

(m)
ρ

b
(n)
ρ

]
.

(194)

Note that A(m)
ρ is 2m×2m, Rρ is 2n×2m, A(n)

ρ is 2n×2n, b(m)
ρ is a 2m-vector and b(n)

ρ is a 2n-vector.
We start with a core density matrix and a Gaussian channel with Bargmann matrices in mode-wise

order:

Aρcore =
[

0 RT
c

Rc A
(n)
c

]
, (195)

AΦ =
[
Aout

Φ ΓT
Φ

ΓΦ Ain
Φ

]
, (196)

where the blocks of Aρcore have the same size as the blocks of Aρ and the blocks of AΦ are all 2m×2m.
Just like in the proof of our pure state’s case (i.e. Theorem 1), we apply the channel to the core

state and set the result equal to the initial state obtaining
Aout

Φ = A
(m)
ρ

RcΓΦ = Rρ

A
(n)
c +RcA

in
ΦR

T
c = A

(n)
ρ .

(197)

The first equation gives us Aout
Φ which we can interpret as the fact that the channel maps the m-mode

vacuum to the m-mode state resulting from measuring vacuum on the last n modes of the initial state.
Using the TP condition of channels (see Proposition 10), we set

Ain
Φ = RΦ(Aout

Φ −X)−1RT
Φ +X (198)

the first and last equations can be combined into

A(n)
c +RcXR

T
c = A(n)

ρ −Rρ(A(m)
ρ −X)−1RT

ρ . (199)

We note that (199) has an expected physical meaning: the initial state and the core state must have
the same marginals on the last n modes. This is expected since the channel is trace-preserving, and
tracing the output of the channel is the same as tracing the first m modes of the core state directly
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ρ

n modes

=
Trace

ρcore
Φ Trace

= ρcore
Trace

Figure 14: The TP condition for the channel Φ contributes to identifying the core state as one that has the same
n-mode marginal as the initial state ρ.

(see Fig. 14). Note that since Aout
Φ = Aρ, we have that 1 −XAout

Φ > 0 (see Remark 1), and hence, by
setting (198), we are guaranteed that Φ is trace-preserving (note that we eliminate discussions about
the ‘c’ parameters as it is straightforward and can be calculated at the end).

Note that we require ρcore to be physical. This means that it should have finite trace and also be
positive. The finite trace condition is implied by assuming ρ has a finite trace and that Φ is TP. As
we already have imposed these conditions, it follows that ρcore has finite trace. It remains to check
whether ρcore is positive. From hereon, for any A matrix in mode-wise order (which is the convention
throughout this proof), we assume without loss of generality the following block form

A =
[
a∗ α∗

α a

]
. (200)

This convention applies to submatrices such as A(m)
ρ , A(n)

ρ , etc. Similarly, for any R matrix, we assume

R =
[
r∗ σ∗

σ r

]
. (201)

We highlight that rρ, σρ and rc, σc are all n×m matrices. With these conventions in mind, we employ
Lemma 4 to write the positivity condition of ρcore as[

0 σ†
c

σc α
(n)
c

]
≥ 0. (202)

This is equivalent to

σc = 0, α(n)
c ≥ 0. (203)

Plugging σc = 0 in the second equation of (197) we get stringent conditions on Rρ. Let blocks of ΓΦ
be expressed as

ΓΦ =
[
γ∗

Φ λ∗
Φ

λΦ γΦ

]
, (204)

so we can rewrite RcΓΦ = Rρ as

rcγΦ = rρ, (205)
rcλΦ = σρ, (206)

which immediately implies

σρσ
†
ρ + rρr

†
ρ = rc(γΦγ

†
Φ + λΦλ

†
Φ)r†

c. (207)
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As rc is an n×m matrix, we get

rank(σρσ†
ρ + rρr

†
ρ) ≤ m. (208)

Therefore, we have ruled out the possibility of a physical stellar decomposition when (208) is violated
(i.e., the ‘only if’ direction). Note that (208) is an extremely stringent condition if n > m since almost
all density matrices in this case satisfy rank(σρσ†

ρ+rρr†
ρ) = 2m. However, as the rank is upper bounded

by the dimension, we have rank(σρσ†
ρ+ rρr

†
ρ) ≤ n, which implies that if n ≤ m the condition is already

satisfied. In what follows, we prove that if (208) is satisfied, one can indeed find a set of physical core
states and physical channels that can satisfy the decomposition.

Claim 1. Assuming (15), the following has a solution for rc:

rcr
†
c =

[
0 1

]
Rρ(X −A(m)

ρ )−1RT
ρ

[
1
0

]
+ σρα

(m)
ρ

+σ†
ρ. (209)

Such a solution for rc, together with

σc = 0
α(n)
c = α(n)

ρ − σρα
(m)
ρ

+σ†
ρ

a(n)
c = a(n)

ρ +
[
0 1

]
Rρ(X −A(m))−1RT

ρ

[
0
1

]
Aout

Φ = A(m)
ρ

ΓΦ = R+
c Rρ

Ain
Φ = ΓΦ(Aout

Φ −X)−1ΓT
Φ +X,

(210)

where ·+ indicates pseudo-inverse, form a physical solution for the stellar decomposition of ρ.

Let us first show that (209) has a solution. Note that if we measure modes in the set N of ρ all in
the vacuum state (to get a state on the set M of modes), we get a density matrix whose A matrix is
A

(m)
ρ . This state must be physical, which implies 1 − XA

(m)
ρ > 0 by Remark 1. Moreover, note that

XRT
c X = R†

c. As a result, we have

[
0 1

]
Rρ(X −A(m)

ρ )−1RT
ρ

[
1
0

]

=
[
0 1

]
Rρ(1 −XA(m)

ρ )−1R†
ρ

[
0
1

]
≥ 0.

(211)

This implies that RHS of (209) is indeed positive semi-definite. Therefore, a solution rc exists if either
n ≥ m, or if n < m but the RHS has a rank less than m (this is because we are taking rc to have
dimensions of n×m). As discussed above, n ≥ m always satisfies (15), and therefore, we will focus on
n < m and show the rank condition in that case: notice that (15) implies

Rρ =
[
Π∗
m 0
0 Πm

]
Rρ, (212)

where Πm ∈ Cn×n is some projector of rank m. Utilizing this, we get

[
0 1

]
Rρ(X −A(m)

ρ )−1RT
ρ

[
1
0

]
= Πm

[
0 1

]
Rρ(1 −XA(m)

ρ )−1R†
ρ

[
0
1

]
Πm. (213)

Furthermore, note that σc = Πmσc is implied by (212). Putting all together, we have shown the rank
condition, and therefore, (209) has a solution.
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Now, we need to verify that the proposed solution satisfies positivity of ρcore, as well as complete
positivity of Φ. Recall that positivity of ρ is equivalent to (see Lemma 4)[

α
(m)
ρ σ†

ρ

σρ α
(n)
ρ

]
≥ 0, (214)

which is equivalent to α(n)
ρ ≥ σρα

(m)
ρ

+σρ and α(m)
ρ ≥ 0 (see, Lemma 5). Therefore, with our choice in

the claim we get that α(n)
c ≥ 0. As we discussed before in (203) this implies that ρc ≥ 0.

Note that RcR+
c Rρ = Rρ which also implies that with our choice of ΓΦ in the claim, we get

RcΓΦ = Rρ. Furthermore, the equation for a(n)
c imposes equality for diagonal blocks of (199), while the

equations for rc and α
(n)
c makes sure that the off-diagonals block are equal. Hence, we have satisfied

all equations in (197) and all that is left to check, is complete positivity of Φ. To this end, note that
with our choice of parameters, the A matrix of Φ can be decomposed as

AΦ =
[
1 0
0 R+

c

] [
A

(m)
ρ RT

ρ

Rρ A
(n)
ρ −A

(n)
c

] [
1 0
0 R+

c
T

]
, (215)

where, to obtain the bottom-right block, we have again used (199)3. Note that (215) shows how one
can relate AΦ to Aρ. From this, we show how complete positivity of Φ can be related to positivity of
ρ. From Lemma 6, the matrix we need to check for complete positivity of Φ is[

1 0
0 r+

c

] [
α

(m)
ρ σ†

ρ

σρ α
(n)
ρ − α

(n)
c

] [
1 0
0 r+

c
†

]
?
≥ 0, (216)

which is indeed satisfied by our choice of α(n)
c (see Lemma 5).

C.5 Proof of Proposition 2
To show this, first let us point out that it is sufficient to consider m = n as if m > n one can always
add m− n many vacuum states to the second partition of the state and perform the pure state stellar
decomposition associated to the evenly partitioned state. It is clear that the extra modes remain in
the vacuum state after the decomposition and therefore can be removed in the end. Hence, in what
follows, we restrict our attention to the m = n case.

Note that a pure Gaussian core state in mode-wise order:

A|ψcore⟩⟨ψcore| =
[

0 RT
c

Rc A
(n)
c

]
, (217)

b|ψcore⟩⟨ψcore| =
[

0
b

(n)
c

]
, (218)

has A(n)
c =

[
a∗ 0
0 a

]
, Rc =

[
r∗ 0
0 r

]
and b(n)

c =
[
β∗

β

]
for some n×n block a, n×m block r and n-vector

β. Then, the condition in Eq. (199) becomes[
a∗ r∗rT

rr† a

]
= A(n)

ρ −Rρ(A(m)
ρ −X)−1RT

ρ , (219)

which can be solved independently for a and r (since rr† can be full-rank in this case), and finally one
can use the second equation in (197) to find ΓΦ = R+

c Rρ. The physicality conditions are automatically
satisfied as a pure state trivially implies a positive semi-definite density matrix, and the trace condition
had been considered in trace-preserving condition of Φ.

3Note that here we have assumed rank(Rc) = m, so that 1m = R+
c Rc. If this was not the case, we would end up

adding a positive semi-definite (indeed a projector) term to the bottom-right block of (216) which keeps the positivity
argument intact.

Accepted in Quantum 2025-11-05, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 46



C.6 Proof of Proposition 3
Given a Gaussian object with Abc parametrization AG, bG, cG, we can partition the A matrix and b
vector into blocks of appropriate size (which in general may not represent physical objects)

AG =
[
Am RT

R An

]
, bG =

[
bm
bn

]
, (220)

and then write the decomposition as

ASc =
[

0 RT

R An

]
, bSc =

[
0
bn

]
,

AT =
[
Am 1
1 0

]
, bT =

[
bm
0

]
.

(221)

Note that the operator S has the property that its Bargmann function has a Taylor series that termi-
nates whenever the order on the first m variables exceeds the order on the last n variables, which can
be interpreted as its Fock amplitudes terminating whenever the photon number on the first m Hilbert
spaces exceeds the photon number on the last n Hilbert spaces. The T operator has divergent Fock
coefficients (because the AT matrix has eigenvalues outside of the unit disc), and should be fused with
other components before making sense of its Fock expansion.

As a note, we highlight that the contraction of Sc and T is well-defined as the contraction condition
in Proposition 8 (in this case ∥0 + 0∥ = 0 < 2) is satisfied.

C.7 Proof of Proposition 4
Recall that a Gaussian state is fully characterized by its first two moments [88], which we denote by
(Σ, µ). An N -mode Gaussian state is physical if and only if

2
h̄

Σ ≥ iΩN , (222)

where ΩN = ⊕N
i=1 Ω1 with

Ω1 =
[

0 1
−1 0

]
. (223)

Note that we are employing the so-called XPXP ordering (which is introduced and compared to the
other XXPP ordering in [100]). Moreover, one can characterize a Gaussian channel Φ by two matrices
and a vector (X,Y, d), where X,Y ∈ R2N×2N and d ∈ R2N . Recall that the action of an N -mode
Gaussian channel on a Gaussian state parametrized by (Σ, µ) is given by

Φ : (Σ, µ) 7→ (XΣXT + Y,Xµ+ d). (224)

Also, a Gaussian channel is CPTP if and only if 2
h̄Y + iXΩNX

T ≥ iΩN . We refer the reader to [88]
for an in-depth introduction to the phase-space formulation of Gaussian objects.

We say that a one-mode channel Φ can be factored out from an (1+n)-mode state ρ if ρ = (Φ⊗I)(σ)
for some density matrix σ. Let X,Y ∈ R2×2 describe Φ, and (Σ, µ) and (Σ′, µ′) represent ρ and σ,
respectively. The equation ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)(σ) translates into

Σ =
[
X 0
0 1

]
Σ′
[
XT 0
0 1

]
+
[
Y 0
0 0

]
. (225)

Using the physicality condition of σ, we have 2
h̄Σ′ ≥ iΩN , which gives

Σ ≥ i
h̄

2

[
X 0
0 1

]
ΩN

[
XT 0
0 1

]
+
[
Y 0
0 0

]
. (226)

Accepted in Quantum 2025-11-05, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 47



Asking for Φ to be CPTP, we need to add the condition iXΩ1X
T + 2

h̄Y ≥ iΩ1. Putting all together,
we get the following optimization problem

maximize v⃗TY v⃗

s.t. iXΩ1X
T + 2

h̄
Y ≥ iΩ1,

Σ ≥ i
h̄

2

[
X 0
0 1

]
ΩN

[
XT 0
0 1

]
+
[
Y 0
0 0

]
,

Y ∈ Sym(R2×2), X ∈ R2×2.

(227)

Note that the second constraint can be re-written as

Σ ≥ i
h̄

2

[
XΩ1X

T 0
0 Ωn

]
+
[
Y 0
0 0

]
. (228)

Note that XΩ1X
T is the only quadratic constraint we have. Moreover, for any matrix X ∈ R2 we

have XΩ1X
T = det(X)Ω. Therefore, one can let r = det(X) ∈ R be a new free optimization variable.

Moreover, note that Y + i h̄2 Ωr for symmetric matrices Y and real-valued r sweeps over all 2 × 2
Hermitian matrices. Letting Z = Y + i h̄2 Ωr in our optimization problem (227) we can rewrite it as the
following semi-definite program (SDP)

maximize v⃗TZv⃗

s.t. Z ≥ i
h̄

2 Ω1,

Σ −
[
0 0
0 −i h̄2 Ωn

]
≥
[
Z 0
0 0

]
,

Z ∈ Herm(C2×2).

(229)

C.8 Dual formulation of Proposition 4
The dual formulation is a useful tool, as the equality of the primal and dual values proves that the
value is reachable. Recall that our primal problem was phrased as

Primal Problem
maximize tr(MZ)

s.t. Z ≥ i
h̄

2 Ω1,

Σ −
[
0 0
0 −i h̄2 Ωn

]
≥
[
Z 0
0 0

]
,

Z ∈ Herm(C2×2),

(230)

where we have put a generic matrix M to capture different figures of merit one might be interested in.
We list a few of these choices in Table 2.

For this generic formulation, we obtain the dual problem below.

Dual Problem

minimize tr
((

Σρ + i
h̄

2 Ωm+1

)
Z

)
s.t.

[
12 0

]
Z

[
12
0

]
≥ M,

Z ≥ 0,
Z ∈ C2(m+1)×2(m+1).

(231)

Here, 12 refers to the 2 × 2 identity matrix.

Accepted in Quantum 2025-11-05, click title to verify. Published under CC-BY 4.0. 48



Figure of Merit Choice of M

Effective squeezing for lattice spacing v⃗ 1
πh̄2 v⃗v⃗

T

Symmetric effective squeezing 1
h̄12

Symmetric effective squeezing for arbitrary lattice 1
h̄S

TS

Table 2: The choice of matrix M in the primal optimization (230). The first row corresponds to effective squeezing as
discussed in the main text. The second row corresponds to the symmetric effective squeezing σsym (see Eq. (31)). The
last row corresponds to the symmetric effective squeezing with respect to a lattice that has undergone a symplectic
transform S. This is relevant when one is interested in the preparation of an arbitrary GKP state (as opposed to the
sensor state).

C.9 Proof of Proposition 5

We prove the following lemma which is a stronger statement and can be applied to non-Gaussian
unitaries and states as well.

Lemma 8. Let ρ1 and ρ2 be bipartite quantum states over PQ. If ρ2 = (1 ⊗ U)ρ1(1 ⊗ U †) for some
unitary U acting on Q, then a channel Φ acting on P can be factored out of ρ1 if and only if it can be
factored out of ρ2.

Proof. Assume we can factor out Φ from ρ1. Then, ρ2 = (Φ ⊗ I)(σ) for some state σ. Therefore

ρ2 = (1 ⊗ U)ρ1(1 ⊗ U †)
= (1 ⊗ U) [(Φ ⊗ I)(σ)] (1 ⊗ U †)

= (Φ ⊗ I)
[
(1 ⊗ U)σ(1 ⊗ U †)

]
,

(232)

which implies that Φ can also be factored out from the P component of ρ2. Using a similar logic (as
ρ1 = (1 ⊗ U †)ρ2(1 ⊗ U)) we get that Φ can be factored out of ρ1 if it can be factored out of ρ2.

We now get back to the staircase situation and show that a staircase of width M can be transformed
into a staircase of width 2 (along with some product states) via unitaries on the last M − 1 modes.
We refer to Fig. 15 where we show how the reduction works by reducing a four-mode staircase to a
three-mode one. Below we present this proof in words.

Our proof is based on induction. Consider a staircase of width M . We apply the inverse of the last
beam-splitter commuting the losses through the added beam-splitter. Since the beam-splitters cancel
each other, we have removed the connection of the last mode to the first M − 1 modes. Therefore,
we reduced the staircase of width M to one of width M − 1. By doing so, we can go all the way to a
two-level staircase.

We have therefore shown that the feasible set of our SDP for all staircases is the same.

C.10 Extension of Proposition 4 to multimode GKP states

Here we show that one can write an SDP to characterize the set of multimode Gaussian channels that
can be factored out of a set of given modes from a given mixed Gaussian state. Using this technique,
we can bound the stabilizer expectation values of any candidate multimode GKP state. We summarize
this result in the following proposition. Note that we are applying the XPXP convention in this section
(similar to Section 3.2).

Proposition 12. Let ρ be a state over (m + n) modes. For any Gaussian density matrix ρ with
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|ξ1⟩ Lη

|ξ2⟩ Lη

|ξ3⟩ Lη

|ξ4⟩ Lη

=

|ξ1⟩ Lη

|ξ2⟩ Lη

|ξ3⟩ Lη

|ξ4⟩ Lη

=

|ξ1⟩ Lη

|ξ2⟩ Lη

|ξ3⟩ Lη

|ξ4⟩ Lη

Figure 15: Illustration for reduction of a four-mode staircase to a three-mode staircase in the proof of Proposition 5.
The blue beam-splitter added represents the unitary U in Lemma 8 that reduces the four-mode staircase to a three-
mode staircase. The first equality simply commutes the losses through the beam-splitter (this can be done so long
as the two losses are the same). Lastly, the beam-splitters between the bottom modes cancel each other, and we
end up with a three-mode staircase. Using the same logic, one can inductively reduce a staircase of width M ≥ 2 to
that of width 2.

covariance matrix Σ, the following SDP

maximize 1
πh̄2 v⃗

TZv⃗

s.t. Z ≥ i
h̄

2 Ωm,

Σ −
[
0 0
0 −i h̄2 Ωn

]
≥
[
Z 0
0 0

]
,

Z ∈ Herm(C2m×2m),

(233)

computes an upper bound on the largest achievable value of

| tr(ρ̃ Dv⃗)| (234)

where ρ̃ is any m-mode state that one might achieve by performing any (possibly non-Gaussian) post-
selection on the last n modes of ρ that may succeed with any non-zero probability.

Proof. To prove this, we recall that if ρ = (Φ ⊗ I)[σ] for some state σ and a Gaussian channel Φ with
(X,Y ) parametrization acting on the first m-modes, then

| tr(ρ̃Dv⃗)| ≤ exp
(

− 1
2h̄2 v⃗

TY v⃗

)
, (235)

where v⃗ = (x1, p1, · · · , xm, pm) ∈ R2m, and Dv⃗ = ⊗m
j=1 exp(i(pjQj − xjPj)) is the multi-mode dis-

placement by v⃗ in the phase-space. Therefore, we maximize v⃗TY v⃗ where Y corresponds to the Y
matrix of a Gaussian channel that can be factored out from the state. Following the steps similar to
Section C.7, we get the following optimization problem

maximize v⃗TY v⃗

s.t. iXΩmX
T + 2

h̄
Y ≥ iΩm,

Σ ≥ i
h̄

2

[
X 0
0 1

]
Ωm+n

[
XT 0
0 1

]
+
[
Y 0
0 0

]
,

Y ∈ Sym(R2m×2m), X ∈ R2m×2m.

(236)

Note that XΩmX
T is an anti-symmetric matrix. Indeed, we can use the following lemma, to replace

XΩmX
T with any generic anti-symmetric matrix, say A.
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Lemma 9 ( [101,102]). For any 2m×2m real anti-symmetric matrix, say A, there exists a real matrix
X ∈ R2m×2m such that

A = XΩmX
T. (237)

As a result, we rewrite our optimization problem (236) as

maximize v⃗TY v⃗

s.t. iA+ 2
h̄
Y ≥ iΩm,

Σ ≥
[
Y + i h̄2A 0

0 i h̄2 Ωn

]
Y ∈ Sym(Rm×m), A ∈ Asym(R2m×2m),

(238)

where Asym(R2m×2m) represents the set of anti-symmetric real matrices of size 2m × 2m. Letting
Z := Y +i h̄2A, and noting conditions on Y and A imply that Z is Hermitian, we obtain the formulation
in the statement of the proposition.

D Bargmann parametrization of common Gaussian elements
In this section we summarize the Abc parametrization of common quantum optical states and trans-
formations. When used in conjunction with the inner product formulas, introduced in Section A.5,
they can describe a wide variety of circuits and Gaussian operations. At any point one can use the
Abc triple of a Gaussian object to parametrize the recurrence relation in Eq. (57) and compute the
Fock basis representation.

D.1 States
In Table 3, we have listed the Bargmann parameterization of a few common states in the literature of
quantum optics. We adopt the notation

X =
[
0 1
1 0

]
, 02 =

[
0
0

]
. (239)

Moreover, the thermal state is defined as

ρth(n̄) = (1 − e−β) · e−βN̂ , (240)

with

n̄ = e−β

1 − e−β , (241)

being the average particle number of the thermal state.

D.2 Transformations
In this section, we list the Bargmann parametrization of some unitaries. All the triples in this section
are in output-input order (which for unitaries coincides with the type-wise order). Table 4 shows the
parametrization of some of the single-mode unitary gates. Note that we have employed the convention

S(ξ) = exp
(1

2(ξ∗a2 − ξa†2)
)
, (242)

for the squeezing gate, where ξ = reiθ represents the complex squeezing parameter.
Below, we list the parameters of some multi-mode Gaussian unitaries and some single-mode channels:
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Name Description A b c

Bargmann Eigenstate e
1
2 |α|2 |α⟩ 0 α 1

Coherent State |α⟩ 0 α e− 1
2 |α|2

Squeezed Vacuum State S(r, ϕ) |0⟩ −eiϕ tanh r 0
√

sech(r)

Displaced Squeezed State D(α)S(r, ϕ) |0⟩ −eiϕ tanh r α+ α∗eiϕ tanh r e− 1
2 |α|2− 1

2 α∗2eiϕ tanh r
√

cosh r

Two-mode Squeezed Vacuum State S2(r, ϕ) |00⟩ eiϕ tanh rX 02 sech(r)
Quadrature Eigenstate |x⟩ϕ −e2iϕ

√
2
h̄xe

iϕ e−x2/(2h̄)

(πh̄)1/4

Thermal State ρth(n̄) n̄
n̄+1X 02 (n̄+ 1)−1

Table 3: Quadratic-exponential form parameters (A, b, c) for various quantum states in the Bargmann representation.

Name Description A b c

Identity 1 X 02 1

Rotation eiθN̂ eiθX 02 1

Displacement eαa
†−α∗a X

 α

−α∗

 e− 1
2 |α|2

Squeezing e
1
2 (ξ∗a2−ξa†2)

−eiϕ tanh r sech r

sech r e−iϕ tanh r

 02
1√

cosh r

Table 4: Quadratic-exponential form parameters (A, b, c) for various single-mode Gaussian unitaries.

• For a beamsplitter gate defined as

B(θ, ϕ) = eθ(eiϕa1a
†
2−e−iϕa†

1a2), (243)

we have the following Abc parametrization

A =


0 0 cos θ −e−iϕ sin θ
0 0 eiϕ sin θ cos θ

cos θ eiϕ sin θ 0 0
−e−iϕ sin θ cos θ 0 0

 , b = 04, c = 1. (244)

• For an N -mode interferometer defined by U ∈ SU(N) determining its action on the single-photon
subspace, we have the following Abc parametrization

A =
[
0N×N U
UT 0N×N

]
, b = 02N , c = 1. (245)

• For an N -mode real interferometer (which does not mix position and momentum coordinates in
phase space), defined by V ∈ SO(N) determining its action on the single-photon subspace, we
have the following Abc parametrization

A =
[
0N×N V
V T 0N×N

]
, b = 02N , c = 1. (246)

• For a two-mode squeezing gate, defined as

S2(ξ) = exp
(1

2(ξ∗a1a2 − ξa†
1a

†
2)
)
, (247)
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with ξ = reiϕ, we have that

A =


0 eiϕ tanh r sech r 0

eiϕ tanh r 0 0 sech r
sech r 0 0 e−iϕ tanh r

0 sech r e−iϕ tanh r 0

 , b = 04, c = 1
cosh r . (248)

• For a photon loss channel with transmissivity η, we have

A =


0 0 √

η 0
0 0 0 √

η√
η 0 0 1 − η

0 √
η 1 − η 0

 , b = 04, c = 1. (249)

We note that one can define “Gaussian core channels” as follows: a Gaussian channel Φ is a
Gaussian core channel, if it maps any input state with a finite Fock cutoff to an output state with
a finite Fock cutoff. Concretely, if Φ[|n⟩ ⟨m|] has a finite Fock cutoff for any n,m ∈ N. The loss
channel is then a natural example of a core Gaussian channel.

• For an amplification channel with gain g, we have

A =


0 1 − 1/g 1/√g 0

1 − 1/g 0 0 1/√g
1/√g 0 0 0

0 1/√g 0 0

 , b = 04, c = 1/g. (250)

• For the Fock damping operator e−βN̂ , we have

A =
[

0 e−β

e−β 0

]
, b = 02, c = 1. (251)

• We highlight that one can always write a set of Gaussian Kraus operators for any Gaussian channel.
For instance, we have that the action of the loss channel with transmissivity η, denoted by Lη,
can be written as

Lη[•] =
∫
z∈C

K(z) • K(z)† dµ(z), (252)

where K(z) is an operator. Note that K can be parametrized in the Bargmann space as

FK(z, w, v) = ⟨w∗|K(z) |v⟩ e
1
2 (|w|2+|z|2+|v|2). (253)

Since we know that a loss channel is equivalent to inputting an ancilla vacuum to a beamsplitter
and tracing out the ancilla, we can readily obtain the Abc parametrization of FK by removing
the third row and column (i.e. input on first mode) of the beamsplitter with ϕ = 0 and θ =
arcsin(

√
1 − η) (see Section A.5), which yields

A =

 0 0 −
√

1 − η
0 0 √

η
−

√
1 − η

√
η 0

 , b = 03, c = 1. (254)

This parametrizes a continuous Kraus operator with variable order (z, w, v). Lastly, note how it
is straightforward to remove the first row and column (i.e. output on first mode) and show that
the remaining 2 × 2 bottom-right block is the same as (251), i.e.

K(0) = √
ηN̂ = e−βN̂ , (255)

as the Fock damping operator can be written as a beamsplitter with a vacuum input and a
vacuum-postselected output.
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D.3 Maps between representations
For convenience, we summarize the maps between common continuous-variable representations and
the Bargmann representation. These maps are explained in detail in Section A.3. The following
representations are written in the output-input ordering.

• The mapping kernel between Bargmann and quadrature representations of a pure state is
parametrized by the following triple:

Aϕ =

 −1
h̄ e−iϕ

√
2
h̄1

e−iϕ
√

2
h̄1 −e−2iϕ1

 , bϕ = 02, cϕ = 1
(πh̄)n/4 . (256)

• The mapping kernel between Bargmann and s-parametrized phase space functions (Stratonovich-
Weyl kernel) is parametrized by the following triple:

A∆s = 2
s− 1

[
X −1
−1 s+1

2 X

]
, b∆s = 04, c∆s = 2

πn|s− 1|n
. (257)

• The mapping kernel between Bargmann and s-parametrized characteristic functions (Fourier
transform of Stratonovich-Weyl kernel) is parametrized by the following triple:

ATs =
[
s−1

2 X ΩT

Ω X

]
, bTs = 04, cTs = 1. (258)
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