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We study theoretically how loss impacts the amplification and squeezing performance of a generic quan-
tum traveling-wave parametric amplifier. Unlike previous studies, we analyze how having different levels
of loss at signal and idler frequencies can dramatically alter properties compared to the case of frequency-
independent loss. We find that loss asymmetries increase the amplifier’s added noise in comparison to the
symmetric loss case. More surprisingly, even small levels of loss asymmetry can completely destroy any
quantum squeezing of symmetric collective-output quadratures, while nonetheless leaving the output state
strongly entangled.
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I. INTRODUCTION

High-fidelity qubit readout is a crucial ingredient to any
viable quantum computing technology. Superconducting
qubits operated in circuit QED architectures are among
the most promising platforms for quantum computing.
Here, readout is typically performed through heterodyne
or homodyne detection of the output signal from a cavity
dispersively coupled to a qubit [1]. High readout fidelity
requires the use of quantum-limited amplifiers [2,3] at the
cavity output. The recently developed Josephson traveling-
wave parametric amplifier (TWPA), a nondegenerate para-
metric amplifier built from a chain of Josephson junctions,
offers this capability across a broad bandwidth of several
GHz [4–6], and will likely be a centerpiece of future circuit
QED experiments of increasing size [7,8].

While TWPAs have proven to be excellent signal ampli-
fiers, their utility is not limited to amplification. Even with
only vacuum input, the output of an ideal TWPA exhibits
broadband two-mode squeezing and entanglement, and can
be viewed as a source of two-mode squeezed vacuum
states (TMSS). Such states have a myriad of possible appli-
cations [9–11]. The collective symmetric quadratures of a
TMSS are squeezed below vacuum, which directly enables
enhanced readout protocols [12,13]. Further, the signal-
idler entanglement generated at the output could be used
to entangle remote qubits [14–16], and opens up the possi-
bility for many continuous variable protocols [9], such as
quantum teleportation [17].

All of the above applications require high-quality output
states, implying that it is necessary to carefully model and
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understand how loss mechanisms in a TWPA degrade its
output; experiments suggest such losses are non-negligible
[5]. Previous theoretical studies of loss in TWPAs have
either treated the loss as occurring only at the end of the
device by introducing a fictitious beam splitter [16], or
have considered distributed loss throughout the device, but
only for a degenerate amplification regime (where signal
and idler are at the same frequency) [18]. Furthermore,
these previous treatments consider the case where signal
and idler modes of the TWPA have equal (or symmetric)
loss rates.

In this work, we extend the methodology of Refs. [16]
and [18] to the more general situation of unequal (or
asymmetric) signal and idler loss, in both the beam split-
ter and distributed models of loss (see Fig. 1). Although
we are motivated by recent work on Josephson TWPAs,
our models and results are general, and thus also apply
to more general TWPAs such as those of Refs. [19–22].
Our key results concern the use of TWPAs as squeezing
sources. We find that asymmetric loss is detrimental to col-
lective quadrature squeezing: asymmetry feeds amplified
noise into the squeezed quadrature, thus quickly suppress-
ing squeezing. This also has implications for applications
to continuous variable teleportation [23,24], as well as
schemes for enhanced qubit readout [12,13]. We also draw
analogy to a cavity-based nondegenerate parametric ampli-
fier (NDPA) source of two-mode squeezing, showing that
a similar susceptibility to asymmetry of the internal loss
exists for such devices.

We further show how the output states of such models
can be understood as thermal two-mode squeezed states.
This allows us to quantify the states’ entanglement and
purity in simple terms. With this description, we find
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 1. Schematic figure of two loss models. (a) Beam-splitter
loss model: signal and idler modes are passed through beam
splitters with transmission coefficients ηS and ηI , respectively.
(b) Distributed loss model: signal and idler modes experience
different decay rates κS and κI , respectively, as they propagate
through the TWPA.

that these quantities are hardly degraded by asymmetric
loss. It is thus possible to have nonzero entanglement
while having no squeezing of symmetric collective quadra-
tures below the vacuum level (see Fig. 4). For applica-
tions where one requires the symmetric quadratures to be
squeezed, we propose a correction protocol to the lossy
output state, which allows one to regain squeezing below
zero point.

We also analyze the impact of asymmetric loss on the
amplification properties of a TWPA. By analyzing the
TWPA as a nondegenerate parametric amplifier with dis-
tributed loss, we find that asymmetry increases the level of
gain (compared to the case of symmetric loss). The amount
of noise added by the amplifier is also increased by loss
asymmetries; nonetheless, the TWPA still remains nearly
quantum limited.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we outline
the generic model of a TWPA, and in Sec. III introduce an
ideal way to describe the output of an imperfect TWPA as
a thermal two-mode squeezed state. In Sec. IV we consider
the effective beam-splitter model of a lossy TWPA, includ-
ing the effects of asymmetry; we do the same using the
distributed model of loss in Sec. V. We quantify the effect
of symmetric and asymmetric distributed loss on the output
squeezing and gain of the TWPA, thereby characterizing
its use as both a squeezing source and an amplifier. Further,
we explore the interplay between phase mismatch [4] and
asymmetric distributed loss, and compare to a cavity-based
NDPA. Our conclusions are finally presented in Sec. VI.

II. MODEL OF AN IDEAL TWPA

As is standard [18], we model a generic TWPA
as a nonlinear one-dimensional transmission line or

waveguide. The basic amplification process involves driv-
ing the system with a large coherent pump tone (frequency
ω̄P, wavevector kP > 0), which is then scattered by the
nonlinearity into photons at signal and idler frequencies.
For a four-wave mixing nonlinearity (as is relevant to
setups employing Josephson junctions), two pump photons
are converted to a pair of signal and idler photons. We con-
sider signal photons with frequency ωS ∈ (ω̄S − D, ω̄S +
D), where D is the maximum bandwidth of interest. Energy
conservation then determines the relevant range of idler
photons via ωI = 2ω̄P − ωS. We focus exclusively on non-
degenerate modes of operation, where signal and idler
frequencies do not overlap; we thus take ω̄S − D > ω̄P.
Given this condition, we can treat signal and idler photons
(in the bandwidth of interest) as propagating in effectively
independent one-dimensional bosonic channels. We take
these fields to have infinite extent, with a nonzero inter-
action only between positions x = 0 and x = L. Further,
only right-moving signal and idler fields are phase matched
to the pump, hence we do not consider left-moving fields
(which are decoupled from the dynamics).

To write the system Hamiltonian, we work in a rotat-
ing frame at frequency ω̄S (ω̄I = 2ω̄P − ω̄S) for the sig-
nal (idler) channel. Treating the nonlinear interaction at
a mean-field level and setting � = 1, the basic TWPA
Hamiltonian is

Ĥ =
∫

dx
{

â†
S(x) (−ivS∂x) âS(x)+ â†

I (x) (−ivI∂x) âI (x)

+ i
2

[
ν(x)â†

S(x)â
†
I (x)− H.c.

] }
. (1)

Here, vn denotes the group velocity of channel n =
S, P, I , and the lowering operator for channel n is b̂n(x) =
eiknxân(x), where kn = ω̄n/vn. The operators ân(x) describe
the spatial envelope of the signal and idler fields, and are
canonical bosonic fields:

[
ân(x), â†

m(x′)
]

= δ(x − x′)δnm.
Finally, the parametric interaction, with units of a rate, is

ν(x) = λp(x)e−i(kS+kI )x [θ(x)− θ(x − L)] , (2)

where λp(x) = λψPeikPx for three-wave mixing and
λp(x) = λ|ψP|2ei2kPx for four-wave mixing, and θ(x) is the
Heaviside function. Here ψP is the classical pump ampli-
tude, λ is the bare three- or four-wave mixing interaction
strength, and the exponential factor accounts for a lack of
phase matching. We start by assuming all group velocities
are the same, implying perfect phase matching; ν(x) can
then be taken to be real and positive without any loss of
generality.

Working in the Heisenberg picture, the output of our
amplifier is described by the operators âS/I (L, t), and
the input by âS/I (0, t). For the ideal TWPA described
by Eq. (1), one can easily solve the Heisenberg equa-
tions of motion for the system. By relating output fields
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to input fields in the frequency domain, one finds the
basic scattering relations that characterize the system as a
nondegenerate (phase-preserving) amplifier:

âS[L,ω] = eiωL/v
√

GidealâS[0,ω]

+ eiωL/v
√

Gideal − 1â†
I [0,ω], (3)

where we have taken the Fourier transform of our fields,
and defined the power gain as

Gideal = cosh2(Lν/v) ≡ cosh2(r), (4)

with r denoting the frequency-independent squeezing
parameter for our model. Note that in a more realistic
model, r is frequency dependent due to, e.g., dispersion
effects that cause a lack of phase matching.

In the case where the input fields are just vacuum noise,
the output of the ideal TWPA is characterized by the
correlation functions

〈
â†

S/I [L,ω]âS/I [L,ω′]
〉
= 2π sinh2(r)δ[ω + ω′], (5)

〈
âS[L,ω]âI [L,ω′]

〉 = π sinh(2r)δ[ω + ω′]. (6)

Note that the frequency-conserving δ functions imply that
there are no L-dependent phase factors above. These corre-
lators imply we have perfect two-mode squeezing at each
frequency.

Introducing Hermitian quadrature operators via
âS/I (L, t) = [X̂S/I (L, t)+ iP̂S/I (L, t)]/

√
2, we define the

symmetric collective quadratures

X̂±(L, t) = X̂S(L, t)± X̂I (L, t)√
2

, (7)

with a similar definition for P̂±(L, t). The noise spectral
density of a generic quadrature is defined as

SX̂ [ω] = 1
2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt eiωt

〈{
X̂ (t), X̂ (0)

}〉
. (8)

One finds that with the choice of interaction phase in
Eq. (1), i.e., ν(x) taken to be real, the ideal TWPA squeezes
fluctuations in both the X̂− and P̂+ quadratures. The noise
spectral density of these squeezed quadratures are

Sideal
X̂−

[ω] = Sideal
P̂+

[ω] = 1
2

e−2r. (9)

For any r > 0 we obtain squeezing below zero point
(SX−[ω] = 1/2).

III. THERMAL TWO-MODE SQUEEZED-STATE
PARAMETERIZATION OF A LOSSY TWPA

The main goal of this paper is to characterize the output
state of an imperfect TWPA. Losses degrade the perfect
two-mode squeezing of the signal and idler generated at
each frequency by an ideal TWPA. Generically, the state at
each frequency is now a thermal two-mode squeezed state
(THTMSS). Such a state has the form

ρ̂THTMSS = Ŝ2(R)
[
ρ̂ th

S (n̄S)⊗ ρ̂ th
I (n̄I )

]
Ŝ†

2(R), (10)

where Ŝ2(R) = exp
[
R
(

B̂SB̂I − H.c.
)]

is the two-mode

squeezing operator for bosonic modes B̂S/I with squeezing
parameter R, and ρ̂ th

i (n̄i) describes a single-mode thermal
state with average photon number n̄i. An imperfect TMSS
can be fully described by these three parameters: n̄S, n̄I ,
and R. In general R can be complex, however, we can
always work in a gauge where R is real.

A general THTMSS has the following nonzero correla-
tors:

〈
B̂†

i B̂i

〉
= n̄i + (n̄S + n̄I + 1) sinh2(R), (11)

〈
B̂SB̂I

〉
= n̄S + n̄I + 1

2
sinh(2R), (12)

where i = S, I . Note that n̄S − n̄I determines the asym-
metry of the state (e.g., how different is the state if we
exchange the S and I modes). The anomalous entan-
glement properties of asymmetric THTMSS have been
discussed in Ref. [25].

Important properties of the state have a simple expres-
sion in terms of the THTMSS description. The purity μ of
the state is independent of R and is given by

μ ≡ Tr
(
ρ̂THTMSS

)2 = 1
(1 + 2n̄S)(1 + 2n̄I )

. (13)

The entanglement of the modes S and I in this state can be
characterized by the logarithmic negativity [9], and takes
the form [26]

EN = − ln
[

nR −
√

n2
R − (1 + 2n̄S)(1 + 2n̄I )

]
, (14)

where

nR = (n̄S + n̄I + 1) cosh(2R). (15)

Introducing Hermitian quadrature operators via
B̂S/I = (X̂S/I + iP̂S/I )/

√
2, we define symmetric collective

quadratures X̂± = (X̂S ± X̂I )/
√

2. A crucial quantity is the
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variance of the squeezed symmetric collective quadra-
ture X̂−,

SX̂− ≡ 〈X̂ 2
−〉 − 〈X̂−〉2 = 1

2
[1 + n̄S + n̄I ] e−2R. (16)

In general, an asymmetric THTMSS (n̄S 
= n̄I ) can be both
entangled and have symmetric collective quadrature vari-
ances above the vacuum level. We show an example of this
in Fig. 2, which plots both the entanglement and symmet-
ric quadrature variance of a THTMSS as a function of n̄I ,
for constant n̄S = 0 and R = 1.2. As can be seen, the vari-
ance grows far above vacuum level as n̄I increases, while
the entanglement saturates at a finite value.

Squeezing of the symmetric collective quadrature only
goes hand in hand with entanglement in the case of a
symmetric THTMSS. For an asymmetric THTMSS, the
entanglement is associated with squeezing of an asymmet-
ric collective quadrature, see Sec. IV B 3, and violation of
generalized Duan and Tan inequalities [9,27]. Such asym-
metric states play a key role in our results, as they describe
the output of a TWPA with asymmetric loss.

Finally, note that the multimode output of the TWPA
(even with loss) can be understood as a product of
THTMSS states. For each frequency ω of interest, we can
introduce frequency-resolved temporal modes, defined as

B̂out
S/I [ω] = lim

δ→0

1√
δ

∫ δ/2

−δ/2
dω′ âout

S/I [±ω + ω′], (17)

where the + (−) sign is for the signal (idler) mode. These
modes have center frequency ±ω, a vanishing bandwidth
δ, and satisfy {B̂j [ω], B̂†

j ′[ω]} = δj ,j ′ . For each frequencyω,

the pair of modes B̂out
S/I [ω] is a THTMSS state of the form

in Eq. (10), and thus can be completely parameterized by
n̄S, n̄I , R.

0 4 8 12 16 20
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

Vacuum noise

FIG. 2. Symmetric collective quadrature variance (solid red
line) and logarithmic negativity (dashed blue line), as a func-
tion of n̄I for an asymmetric THTMSS with n̄S = 0 and R = 1.2.
The quadrature variance grows beyond vacuum level (dot-dashed
black line), indicating amplified noise, even as the entanglement
remains finite.

IV. LUMPED-ELEMENT LOSS

We begin our treatment of loss in a TWPA by consid-
ering the simplest possible model of loss, the so-called
“lumped-element model.” Here, we model the final output
of a lossy TWPA by applying an independent beam-splitter
transformation to each output (S, I ) of an ideal TWPA,
see Fig. 1(a). The nonunity transmission of the beam split-
ters corresponds to loss. This model is described by the
transformation

âout
S [ω] =

√
ηS[ω]âS[L,ω] +

√
1 − ηS[ω]ξ̂S[ω], (18)

âout
I [ω] =

√
ηI [ω]âI [L,ω] +

√
1 − ηI [ω]ξ̂I [ω], (19)

where âS/I [L,ω] are the modes leaving the amplification
region of the ideal TWPA, ηS/I [ω] are the transmission
rates of the signal and idler through the beam splitters,
and ξ̂S/I [ω] are the noise modes coming from the other
input ports of the beam splitters. We take this noise to
be simple δ-correlated vacuum noise (we consider thermal
occupation of these noise modes in Appendix E). Using
Eqs. (18) and (19), we find the output-field variances that
characterize the output of the lossy TWPA:
〈[

âout
S [ω′]

]† âout
S [ω]

〉
= 2πηS[ω] sinh2(r)δ[ω + ω′], (20)

〈[
âout

I [−ω′]
]† âout

I [−ω]
〉
= 2πηI [−ω] sinh2(r)δ[ω + ω′],

(21)〈
âout

S [ω]âout
I [ω′]

〉 = π
√
ηS[ω]ηI [ω′] sinh(2r)δ[ω + ω′].

(22)

Recall that the signal and idler channels correspond to
different frequency intervals of the single nonlinear trans-
mission line that makes up the TWPA. In the original lab
frame, ηS[ω] describes loss at frequency ω̄S + ω, whereas
ηI [ω] describes loss at frequency ω̄I + ω = 2ω̄P − ω̄S +
ω. It is thus entirely possible that these channels experi-
ence different levels of loss. The simplest way to model
this is to allow the transmissions ηS[ω] and ηI [ω] to differ
from one another. While the effects of symmetric lumped-
element loss, ηS = ηI , have been studied previously in Ref.
[16], asymmetric loss effects have not.

To quantify the effects of loss asymmetry on the two-
mode squeezing between âS[ω] and âI [−ω], we use the
following parameterization:

ηS[ω] = 1 − ε̄(1 + δ), ηI [−ω] = 1 − ε̄(1 − δ). (23)

Here ε̄ describes the average loss and δ is the relative
asymmetry; we suppress the explicit ω dependence of ε, δ.
Without loss of generality we take δ > 0, implying that
the signal mode has higher loss than the idler mode. As
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discussed in detail below, we find that asymmetry in the
loss (i.e., nonzero δ) starts to play a significant role when
the average amount of loss is large enough to disrupt
the squeezing of an ideal TWPA. This corresponds to the
condition ε̄ � e−2r [cf. Eq. (9)].

A. Thermal two-mode squeezed states

As discussed in Sec. III, for each frequency ω, the out-
put of the lossy TWPA can be mapped onto a thermal
TMSS using Eqs. (17) and Eqs. (11), (12). We use this
parameterization to discuss the effect of loss.

1. Weak average loss

Consider first the limit of weak average loss, ε̄ � 1 and
a large intrinsic squeeze parameter r. Useful expressions
are obtained by taking the large-r and small-ε̄ limit while
keeping ε̄e2r finite and small. This amounts to an expan-
sion in ε̄e2r. For purely symmetric loss, ε̄e2r � 1 implies
the amount of vacuum noise added from the loss channels
to the output is small enough to not appreciably change the
squeezing in the output.

Following this procedure, and expanding the solution
to Eqs. (11) and (12) in terms of the small parameter ε̄,
the effective thermal occupancies n̄S/I are given to second
order in ε̄ by

n̄S/I ≈ 1
4
(
ε̄e2r) (1 ± δ)− 1

16
(
ε̄e2r)2

(1 − δ2)+ O(ε̄3),

(24)

where +/− corresponds to S/I . Similarly, the effective
squeezing parameter is given by

cosh (R)
cosh (r)

≈ 1 − 1
4
(
ε̄e2r)+ 1

32
(
ε̄e2r)2 (

5 − 2δ2)+ O(ε̄3).

(25)

Thus, in this regime the effect of loss asymmetry is mini-
mal: it only changes the coefficients in the expansions for
each parameter, and is not exponentially enhanced (com-
pared to the symmetric loss case). As we now show, this is
not true for larger levels of loss.

2. Larger average loss, weak asymmetry

For larger values of average loss, we consider the large-
r limit where ε̄ is no longer arbitrarily small. In this case,
ε̄e2r is no longer a small parameter and we therefore cannot
expand with respect to it. Insight is instead obtained by first
assuming a weak asymmetry (δ � 1) and expanding in δ.
We again consider the case of large intrinsic squeezing, and
take the asymptotic large-r form of each coefficient in our
expansion while keeping ε̄ fixed. Doing this, the effective

thermal numbers are given by

n̄S/I ≈
√
(1 − ε̄)ε̄

2
er ± e2r

4
ε̄δ

+ 1
16

√
(1 − ε̄)ε̄

e3rε̄2δ2 + O(δ3). (26)

We now see that asymmetry has a dramatic effect: for δ =
0 the thermal numbers scale as er, whereas with asymmetry
(i.e., δ 
= 0), there is a much stronger heating scaling as e3r.

For the effective squeezing parameter in the same weak-
δ, large-r regime, we find

cosh(R)
cosh(r)

≈
√

1 − ε̄[
1 + (1 − ε̄)ε̄e2r

]1/4

×
{

1 − ε̄2δ2e4r

16
[
1 + (1 − ε̄)ε̄e2r

] + O(δ3)

}
. (27)

Again, we see that the loss-induced suppression of R is
more pronounced in the asymmetric loss case.

The above analysis suggests the existence of a kind of
crossover: for weak average loss ε̄ < e−2r, loss asymmetry
has a minor effect on our output state, whereas for larger ε̄
it has a pronounced effect. This behavior is highlighted in
Fig. 3, where we compare the exact behavior of n̄S/I and R
as a function of average loss, with and without asymmetry;
the crossover scale ε̄ ∼ e−2r beyond which asymmetry is
important is clearly seen.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Properties of the TWPA output state as a function
of average loss for the effective beam-splitter model (cf. Sec.
IV). Using the THTMSS description, we plot (a) the sum of
the average effective thermal photon populations (n̄S + n̄I ) and
(b) the effective squeezing parameter R for symmetric (black-
solid curve) and fully asymmetric (red-dashed curve, asymmetry
parameter δ = 1) loss, as functions of the average loss ε̄. The
asymmetry parameter is defined in Eq. (23). The vertical dot-
ted lines are markers for the crossover point, ε̄ = e−2r; for larger
ε̄ loss asymmetry has a strong impact. The ideal TWPA output
squeezing parameter is r = 3 for both figures, corresponding to a
gain of 20 dB in the loss-free case.
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B. Squeezing below vacuum

1. Symmetric loss

Recall that our choice of pump phase ensures that
without loss, the collective X̂− and P̂+ quadratures are
squeezed, cf. Eq. (7). For the symmetric loss case (ηS =
ηI ≡ η), we find directly from Eqs. (20) and (22) that

Ssym
X̂−

[ω] = 1
2
[
1 − η + ηe−2r] , (28)

with a similar result for Ssym
P̂+

[ω]. As might be expected,
with symmetric loss, we simply interpolate between the
perfect squeezed state at η = 1 and a vacuum state when
η = 0. Note that unless the loss level is 100%, there is
always some squeezing in the output in this symmetric loss
case.

2. Asymmetric loss

When the transmission rates for the signal and idler
modes are different, the noise spectral density of the minus
quadrature of the output field is

Sasym
X̂−

[ω] = 1
2

[(
1 − ηS + ηI

2

)
+ e−2r

4
(√
ηS + √

ηI
)2

+e2r

4
(√
ηS − √

ηI
)2
]

. (29)

In this expression, ηS (ηI ) is evaluated at frequency +ω
(−ω). The first bracketed term of Eq. (29) describes the
vacuum noise added to the output field as a result of the
lossy transmission lines, and the second term describes
the usual squeezed noise (which is suppressed when
ηs, ηI < 1). The third term, unique to asymmetric loss,
describes amplified noise ∝ e2r that is now mixed into
the minus quadrature due to the asymmetry in the beam
splitters’ transmission rates. This mixing in of amplified
noise is clearly detrimental to achieving squeezing below
zero point. In Fig. 4 we see that for larger levels of aver-
age loss, the squeezing for asymmetric loss is above zero
point, whereas for symmetric loss it is still below zero
point. Loss asymmetries can thus have a large impact on
the production of squeezing, and greatly affect schemes
that use the output of a TWPA as a squeezing source, such
as two-mode qubit readout [13] and continuous variable
teleportation [17,23,24].

In the context of using a two-mode squeezed state to per-
form quantum teleportation, Ref. [28] also considered the
effect of asymmetric beam-splitter loss. This work derived
a similar expression for Sasym

X̂−
[ω], and the results of this

paper are consistent with those of Ref. [28].

3. Squeezing of asymmetric collective quadratures

While the symmetric X̂− collective quadrature rapidly
becomes unsqueezed with loss asymmetry, one might ask

whether there are other collective quadratures that remain
squeezed. It is easy to verify that any symmetric collec-
tive quadrature of the form

√
2X̂sym = X̂S + eiφX̂I have

a contribution from amplified noise (∝ e2r) in its noise
spectral density when there is loss asymmetry; hence,
loss asymmetry prevents any such quadrature from being
squeezed.

That being said, one can define asymmetric collective
quadratures (i.e., S and I modes weighted unequally) that
exhibits squeezing even with asymmetric loss. We define

X̂ asym
− = cos θ X̂ out

S − sin θ X̂ out
I , (30)

P̂asym
+ = cos θ P̂out

S + sin θ P̂out
I . (31)

By taking the parameter tan θ = √
ηS/ηI , one finds

SX̂ asym
− [ω] = 1

2

[
1 − 2ηSηI

ηS + ηI

(
1 − e−2r)] , (32)

with a similar result for SP̂asym
+ ; again, in this expression

ηS (ηI ) are evaluated at frequency +ω (−ω). We thus see
that these quadratures are squeezed below vacuum when-
ever r > 0, irrespective of loss asymmetries. Note crucially
that the definition of this quadrature depends sensitively
on the amount of loss asymmetry; further for θ 
= π/4,
the squeezed collective quadratures X̂ asym

− , P̂asym
+ do not

commute with one another.
The utility of having such noncommuting, asymmet-

ric quadratures squeezed is mixed. They do imply the

FIG. 4. Output squeezing of the output state of a TWPA, for the
beam-splitter model (cf. Sec. IV), as a function of average loss
ε̄. The squeezing parameter r = 2.65, corresponding to a gain
of approximately 17 dB. For a fully asymmetric situation where
only the signal mode is lossy [i.e., δ = 1 in Eq. (23), red curve],
loss can destroy any squeezing below the vacuum level. In con-
trast, if the loss is symmetric, one always has squeezing below
vacuum (black curve). Even with fully asymmetric loss, one can
use our proposed correction scheme (cf. Sec. IV D) to regain
squeezing below zero point (blue curve). Note that while asym-
metric loss can kill vacuum squeezing, signal-idler entanglement
always remains nonzero (see Fig. 5).
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FIG. 5. Logarithmic negativity of the output state of a TWPA,
for the beam-splitter model (cf. Sec. IV), as a function of aver-
age loss ε̄. The squeezing parameter r = 2.65, corresponding to
a gain of approximately 17 dB. For asymmetric loss (red curve),
we consider the maximally asymmetric case where all loss is in
the signal mode [i.e., δ = 1 in Eq. (23)]. Logarithmic negativity
is much less sensitive to asymmetry (cf. Sec. IV C). Even with
asymmetry we retain nonzero logarithmic negativity.

presence of entanglement, as they allow violation of gener-
alized versions of the well-known Duan and Tan inequal-
ities [9,27]. As we see in Sec. IV C, this implies that
loss asymmetry does not prevent using the TWPA output
state to entangle other systems. However, there are other
applications that crucially require two commuting joint
quadratures to be squeezed, e.g., the enhanced dispersive
measurement scheme described in Ref. [13].

C. Purity and logarithmic negativity

We now study how loss (modeled using the lumped-
element approach) impacts the purity and entanglement (as
measured by the logarithmic negativity [9]) of the TWPA
output state at a given frequency.

1. Symmetric loss

Without any loss asymmetry [i.e., δ = 0 in Eq. (23)], the
log negativity is given by

EN = − ln
[
e−2r + (1 − e−2r)ε̄

]
. (33)

This saturates to EN = ln [1/ε̄] > 0 in the large r limit. The
logarithmic negativity mimics the behavior of the sym-
metric squeezed quadrature [see Eq. (28)]: it decreases
monotonically from 2r to 0 as the loss ε̄ increases.

In contrast, the purity of the state for symmetric losses
is given by

μ = 1
1 + 2(1 − ε̄)ε̄[cosh(2r)− 1]

. (34)

For any nonzero loss ε̄, the purity decays exponentially as
e−2r in the large-r limit. Thus, for large intrinsic squeez-
ing r, even a small amount of loss leads to a highly

impure output state that nonetheless possesses a potentially
large logarithmic negativity. The utility of such a state
in potential applications is thus at first glance somewhat
suspect.

To test the utility of such an entangled thermal two-
mode squeezed state, we consider the remote entanglement
protocol of Ref. [14]. Here, the signal and idler of a TMSS
are each sent to a separate qubit, with the goal of sta-
bilizing a two-qubit entangled state (see Appendix A for
further details). In the ideal (zero-loss) case, when the sig-
nal (idler) qubit is resonant with the signal (idler) mode,
the steady state of the two-qubit system is a pure entangled
state, and reaches a maximally entangled Bell state in the
large gain limit [14].

The situation changes when there is loss, and the out-
put state from the TWPA becomes a THTMSS. Consider
first the case where the loss is identical for signal and idler
modes, and completely frequency independent. As shown
in Ref. [16], the qubit entanglement (quantified by the con-
currence [29]) has a distinct maximum as a function of
ideal squeezing parameter r (see Fig. 6), which is at odds
with the fact that the logarithmic negativity of a THTMSS
increases monotonically with r. We show here that this can
be simply understood as being a result of the decreasing
purity of the THTMSS with increasing r.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. Signal and idler modes at the output of a TWPA
are each sent to separate qubits, resulting in the entanglement
of qubits. (a) Schematic figure of protocol. (b) Concurrence
[C(ρSS)] of the two-qubit steady state of Eq. (A1), along with the
purity (μ), and logarithmic negativity (EN ) of the qubits’ thermal
TMSS environment, all as functions of r. The logarithmic nega-
tivity is normalized such that its maximum value is 1, i.e., the plot
shows ĒN = EN/Emax

N . While EN saturates at a nonzero value, the
qubit concurrence has a distinct maximum, eventually dropping
to zero as the purity of the thermal TMSS decays. ε̄ = 0.05 and
δ = 0 for these curves.
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An example of this is shown in Fig. 6, where we plot the
qubit concurrence in the steady state, C(ρSS), as a func-
tion of the intrinsic gain Gideal = cosh2 r of the TWPA.
We also plot the corresponding THTMSS purity and log-
arithmic negativity (normalized so that its maximum is
1). The qubit concurrence is calculated by solving for the
steady state of the master equation given in Appendix A.
As can be seen, for increasing r the qubit entanglement ini-
tially grows as the THTMSS entanglement; however, very
quickly the THTMSS becomes too impure, and the qubit
entanglement rapidly decays.

This qubit-based example highlights the fact that the
logarithmic negativity alone is not enough to quantify the
usefulness of the entanglement found in a THTMSS, and
therefore from the output of a lossy TWPA. The purity of
the state also plays a crucial role.

2. Asymmetric loss

Extending to the asymmetric case, δ 
= 0, we use the
small ε̄ expansion for the three THTMSS parameters
derived in Sec. III to calculate asymptotic forms of the log-
arithmic negativity and purity. To second order in ε̄ this
gives a logarithmic negativity

EN ≈ − ln
[
e−2r + (1 − e−2r)ε̄ + tanh(r)ε̄2δ2] . (35)

While introducing asymmetry further decreases the log-
arithmic negativity, in the large-r limit asymmetry adds
only a constant correction of order ε̄2 to the expression,
and hence does not affect the THTMSS entanglement
significantly.

The purity, similarly to the logarithmic negativity, is also
only minimally affected by asymmetry. In the large-r limit,
the expansion takes the form

μ ≈ 1
1 + 2(1 − ε̄)ε̄[cosh(2r)− 1]

−
[

ε̄δ

2(1 − ε̄)ε̄

]2

e−2r.

(36)

As before, the asymmetric correction can be thought of as a
renormalization of the coefficient of the exponential decay
[since the first term also decays as exp(−2r) in the large-r
limit when ε̄ > 0].

As neither the logarithmic negativity or purity are
affected drastically by loss asymmetry it is likely that an
asymmetric version of the two-qubit entanglement pro-
tocol considered previously will also be only minimally
affected. The concurrence of the two-qubit steady state
is shown in Fig. 7 for various amounts of loss asymme-
try, and as can be seen, the fully asymmetric case is only
marginally worse than the symmetric case. Thus the asym-
metric state is almost as useful as the symmetric state for
generating two-qubit entanglement.

FIG. 7. Concurrence [C(ρSS)] of the two-qubit steady state of
Eq. (A1), as a function of r, for various values of loss asymme-
try δ, with ε̄ = 0.05 for all three curves. While an asymmetric
THTMSS leads to lower qubit entanglement the difference is
minimal, and the asymmetric states perform almost equally as
well as the symmetric state in producing qubit entanglement.

D. Correcting for asymmetric loss

We now consider how to correct for asymmetric loss
such that we are able to achieve squeezing below vac-
uum of symmetric and commuting joint quadratures, while
ideally minimally affecting the purity and logarithmic neg-
ativity. The idea here is simple: to counteract asymmetric
loss, simply add extra loss to the less lossy channel (i.e.,
the mode with the larger transmission rate in its effective
beam splitter). Recall that without loss of generality we
take ηS < ηI [see Eq. (23)], implying the signal mode has
more loss than the idler. Our correction thus corresponds
to adding an additional beam splitter at the idler port with
transmission rate η′

I < 1 (thus further attenuating the idler
output). Choosing η′

I = ηS/ηI results in a noise spectral
density of the final output X− quadrature given by

Scor
X̂−

= 1
2
[
1 − ηS + ηSe−2r] , (37)

which for r > 0 is below zero point for any ηS > 0.
Remarkably, by deliberately attenuating the output of the
lossy TWPA by a specific amount, we regain the possi-
bility of squeezing below zero point in a symmetric joint
quadrature, as shown in Fig. 4. Thus, the Tan and Duan
inequalities can now be violated while using symmetric,
commuting joint quadratures. Further, the purity and log-
arithmic negativity of the final output state are minimally
affected, taking the value of that for symmetric loss with
transmission rate ηS. Overall, this deliberate introduction
of loss can increase the usefulness of the lumped-element-
model lossy TWPA output state in certain applications
that require two-mode squeezing of commuting joint
quadratures.
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V. DISTRIBUTED LOSS

In the beam-splitter model of loss, all losses occur at the
end of the amplification region. We now consider a more
realistic model of an imperfect TWPA, where loss occurs
continuously as photons propagate through the device, and
where there is imperfect phase matching between pump,
signal, and idler. We start again with the setup shown in
Fig. 1(b), as described by Eq. (1). We now allow both
signal and idler modes to decay, at independent rates, as
they interact parametrically in the region between x = 0 to
x = L.

To implement this distributed loss, we follow the
approach used in Ref. [18] to model loss in a degener-
ate TWPA. We imagine connecting independent loss ports
at a set of regularly spaced points xj along the TWPA;
at each point, there is an independent loss channel for
signal and for idler photons. These loss ports both pro-
vide a means for photons to leave the TWPA, and also
inject additional vacuum noise into signal and idler modes
(we consider thermal occupation of these noise modes in
Appendix E); their effects are described by standard input-
output theory. We label the injected vacuum noise from
these ports as â(loss)

S/I (x) (where x labels the noise injected at
position x). The coupling rate to the loss port at each point
is taken to be the same: κS for signal photons, κI for idler
photons. Finally, we consider the limit where the spacing
between the coupling points xj tends to zero, resulting in a
continuous loss per unit length [18].

In addition to this distributed loss, we also now include
the effects of imperfect phase matching between pump, sig-
nal, and idler modes. Such phase matching is known to
be important in realistic TWPAs constructed using Joseph-
son junctions (cf. Refs. [4] and [5]). In such a system,
the group velocity is the same for all modes (as they
correspond to the same transmission line), but a phase
mismatch can arise from nonlinearity-induced frequency
shifts. Imperfect phase matching is characterized by a
nonzero wavevector mismatch �k = 2kP − kS − kI . For
nonzero mismatch, the effective parametric drive in the
Hamiltonian has a position-dependent phase, cf. Eq. (2),
which serves to disrupt amplification.

With both of these imperfections included, the
Heisenberg-Langevin equations for our system
become

(
∂t + v∂x + i�k

2

)
âS(x) = νâ†

I (x)− κS

2
âS(x)

+ √
κSâ(loss)

S (x), (38)

(
∂t + v∂x − i�k

2

)
â†

I (x) = νâS(x)− κI

2
â†

I (x)

+ √
κI â

†(loss)
I (x). (39)

Here v is the group velocity (taken to be the same for sig-
nal and idler), ν is the parametric interaction strength, and
κS/I are the respective decay rates for the signal and idler
modes. These equations are valid from x = 0 to x = L.

Solving the equations of motion in frequency space (see
Appendix B), we are able to relate the modes at the end of
the amplification regions to those at the beginning, allow-
ing us to calculate the system’s scattering matrix and per-
formance as a nondegenerate parametric amplifier. Note
that within the approximations we use here, the gain and
output squeezing of the TWPA are completely independent
of frequency; see Appendix B for more details.

A. Gain

1. Effects of asymmetric loss

For the case of symmetric, distributed loss (i.e., κS =
κI ), we find the gain is frequency independent and
given by

Gsym = e−κ̄L/v cosh2 (Lν/v)

≈ e(2ν−κ̄)L/v

4
, (40)

which is equivalent to the result of Ref. [18] obtained for a
degenerate parametric amplifier. This result can be mapped
to the effective beam-splitter model of loss in Sec. IV, if we
take the beam-splitter transmission to be η = e−κ̄L/v .

For the case of asymmetric loss, a simple mapping to the
effective beam-splitter model is no longer possible. Letting
κS = κ̄ + ε, κI = κ̄ − ε, and considering the large length
limit, we find the gain with asymmetric loss to be

Gasym ≈ e(2ν̃−κ̄)L/v

4

[
1 − ε

2ν̃

]2
, (41)

where

ν̃ =
√
ν2 +

(ε
2

)2
, (42)

plays the role of a renormalized interaction amplitude.
Comparing symmetric and asymmetric loss results, we see
that for fixed average loss κ̄ , introducing loss asymme-
try can increase the gain through its exponential depen-
dence on length (outweighing any reduction due to the
nonexponential prefactor).

While this might seem surprising, a similar effect occurs
in a simple cavity-based nondegenerate parametric ampli-
fier. Following the results of Ref. [3], the zero-frequency
gain for such a system is given by

√
Gcav = Q2 + 1

Q2 − 1
Q = 2ν√

κSκI
= 2ν

κ̄
√

1 − ε2
, (43)

where κS/I = κ̄ ± ε are the coupling rates of signal and
idler cavities input-output waveguide, and ν is again the
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parametric interaction amplitude. Again, keeping κ̄ fixed
and increasing ε increases the gain.

This setup is quite different from a TWPA with dis-
tributed loss, as here κS/I represent coupling rates to the
input-output ports rather than internal loss rates, and yet
a similar effect is observed for the gain in both situations.
In Appendix D we consider a cavity-based amplifier with
asymmetric internal loss, which is a closer comparison to
a TWPA with asymmetric distributed loss.

2. Phase mismatch

We now consider the effects of having imperfect phase
matching (�k 
= 0) in addition to asymmetric, distributed
loss. For small asymmetry and in the large length limit, the
gain becomes

G ≈ e−κ̄L/ve2L�(ν̃)/v
∣∣∣∣1 − ε + i�k

2ν̃

∣∣∣∣
2

, (44)

where the effective complex parametric interaction ampli-
tude is defined as

ν̃ =
√
ν2 +

(
ε + i�k

2

)2

. (45)

Without asymmetry, and for large enough�k, the effective
interaction amplitude ν̃ becomes purely complex and there
is no amplification (i.e., G remains smaller than 1) [4,16].
The above result suggests that the effective increase in the
parametric interaction amplitude brought on by loss asym-
metry can be used to partially offset the decrease in gain
due to phase mismatch.

B. Added noise

We also consider the added noise of our amplifier with
distributed loss and imperfect phase matching. Recall that
even in the ideal case, a nondegenerate parametric ampli-
fier must add half a quantum of noise to the input signal.
To calculate the added noise, denoted by Sadded, we look at
the spectral density of the output signal mode, normalize
by the gain and subtract off the input singal contribution to
obtain

2πSaddedδ[ω + ω′] ≡ 〈{aS,out[ω′], a†
S,out[ω]}〉

2Gasym

− 〈{aS,in[ω′], a†
S,in[ω]}〉

2
. (46)

Including both asymmetric loss and phase mismatch, in the
large gain, small asymmetry, and small phase mismatch

FIG. 8. Output squeezing of a TWPA for the distributed loss
model (cf. Sec. V). Curves are plotted as a function of the gain
of the ideal distributed model [see Eq. (4)], where the ideal
gain is increased by increasing the length L. We set ν/v = 1,
κ̄/v = 1/5, and ε = κ̄/2. As we increase gain, asymmetric loss
(red curve) goes above zero-point squeezing whereas symmetric
loss (blue curve) saturates to a value below zero-point squeezing.
The dashed black line represents zero-point squeezing and the
pink curve represents the output squeezing of an ideal TWPA.

limit we find that

Sadded ≈ 1
2

+ 1
2ν − κ̄

[
κ̄ + ε + (�k2 − ε2)

4ν(2ν − κ)

]
, (47)

independent of frequency. We see that loss increases the
added noise above the quantum-limited value of 1/2, and
that this extra noise is sensitive to the amount of asym-
metry. The first order in asymmetry term (∝ ε) reflects the
fact that κ̄ + ε is the loss of the signal mode. The additional
terms (which involve both the amount of phase mismatch
and asymmetry ε) reflect the effective modification of the
parametric interaction amplitude due to imperfections, cf.
Eq. (45).

C. Phase-matched symmetric squeezing

Having analyzed how the gain and added noise are
affected by asymmetric loss, we now focus on the squeez-
ing. We begin by considering the symmetric case where
the signal and idler modes decay at the same rate (i.e.,
κS = κI ≡ κ̄) and the modes are phase matched (�k = 0).
In this case, we find that the noise in the squeezed output
quadrature is given by

Ssym
X̂−

[ω] = 1
2(κ̄ + 2ν)

(
κ̄ + 2νe−2Lν/ve−κ̄L/v) . (48)

Note there is no mixing in of amplified noise, and that
taking the large-length limit is always beneficial, as the
squeezing decreases monotonically with L, saturating at a
value κ̄/[2(2ν + κ̄)] (cf. Fig. 8).

We find that for symmetric amounts of loss in sig-
nal and idler modes, the distributed loss model predicts
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a less severe degradation of squeezing than the lumped-
element model of Sec. IV. To see this, we first re-express
Eq. (48) as

Ssym
X̂−

[ω] = 1
2

[
(1 − η) e−2r′ + ηe−2r

]
, (49)

where

η = 2ν
κ̄ + 2ν

e−κ̄L/v , (50)

e−2r′ = κ̄

κ̄ + 2ν
(
1 − e−κ̄L/v

) , (51)

and r = Lν/v. This expression is reminiscent of Eq. (28)
for the squeezing in the lumped-element model of loss.
It is in fact equivalent to a lumped-element loss model
where squeezed light (characterized by squeezing param-
eter r′ > 0) is injected into the dark port of the effective
beam splitter (rather than just vacuum noise). By varying
the transmission coefficient (via κ̄), we are interpolat-
ing between two different levels of squeezing rather than
one level of squeezing and vacuum (no squeezing). Thus,
unlike the symmetric lumped-element model, the symmet-
ric distributed model always has squeezing below zero
point.

A heuristic understanding of this effect comes from
our model of symmetric distributed loss, where we con-
sider vacuum noise entering throughout the TWPA, (i.e.,
from x = 0 to x = L). One might naively expect this to
be detrimental; however, these fluctuations are themselves
squeezed by the TWPA interaction. In fact, by consid-
ering a spatially varying decay rate [κ̄ = κ̄(x)], we can
show that only the fluctuations entering near the end of
the TWPA section matter. For such a decay rate, the noise
in the squeezed output quadrature takes the form

2Ssym
X̂−

[ω] = e−(1/v) ∫ L
0 dxκ̄(x)e−2Lν/v

+ 1
v

∫ L

0
dxκ̄(x)e−(1/v) ∫ L

x dx′κ̄(x′)e−2ν(L−x)/v, (52)

where the second term corresponds to the contribution
from vacuum fluctuations injected from the loss ports.
In the large-length limit and assuming ν � κ̄(x) ∀ x, the
contribution to the squeezing from the added-noise inte-
gral is exponentially insensitive to noise close to the input
port. In other words, it is only the added noise coming from
a small region near the end of the amplification region that
affects the squeezing. Hence, by minimizing the decay rate
near the end of the TWPA section, one could obtain higher
amounts of squeezing.

This model of a spatially varying decay rate can also
be used to treat weak backscattering of the right-moving
signal and idler fields into the left-moving fields. This

assumes the left-moving fields are extremely lossy, which
prevents multiple scattering events back and forth between
the right- and left-moving fields. A full treatment of
backscattering and disorder is beyond the scope of this
work.

D. Phase-matched asymmetric squeezing

Next, we consider the asymmetric loss case where κS 
=
κI , while keeping the phase-matching condition (�k = 0).
Without loss of generality, we assume κS > κI and define
κS = κ̄ + ε, κI = κ̄ − ε, where κ̄ is the average loss and
ε is the asymmetry. The full expression for Sasym

X̂−
[ω] is

cumbersome, and so we consider the low-asymmetry limit.
Expanding in the small parameter ε/ν and keeping only the
lowest order term for each possible component of the noise
(constant, squeezed, and amplified), we find

Sasym
X̂−

[ω] ≈ 1
2(κ̄ + 2ν)

[
κ̄ + 2νe−2Lν̃/ve−κ̄L/v

]

+ Geff
ε2e−κ̄L/v

4ν(2ν − κ̄)
, (53)

where

Geff = e2Lν̃/v

4
, (54)

is an effective gain parameter and ν̃ is the renormalized
interaction strength given by Eq. (42). As can be seen in
Eq. (53), asymmetric distributed loss introduces a compo-
nent to the noise spectral density, which scales like the gain
of the TWPA. Similarly to the result of Eq. (29) for the
lumped-element model of asymmetric loss, we find that
asymmetric distributed loss introduces amplified noise to
the X− quadrature.

If the gain is large enough this amplified component
dominates the noise, even for small asymmetries. This
can be seen in Fig. 8. The squeezing for asymmetric dis-
tributed loss (red curve) initially goes below zero point,
however, as the gain for the ideal TWPA increases, our
X out

− quadrature itself experiences gain. Unlike the sym-
metric distributed-loss case, there is now an optimal length
for maximal squeezing below zero point. Working in the
low-asymmetry regime, we find that the optimal length is

Lopt ≈ v

2ν
log

ν

|κS − κI | . (55)

Fortunately, we can do better than just using the opti-
mal length to achieve squeezing below zero point in the
asymmetric distributed-loss case. By correcting for the
asymmetry, we can remove this length limitation.

However, before addressing how to correct for asymme-
try, we again draw analogy with the simple cavity-based
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NDPA with asymmetric couplings to the input-output. We
find the squeezing given by

Scav
X̂−

= 1
2

(
Q − 1
Q + 1

)2

. (56)

with Q, as defined in Eq. (43), monotonically increasing as
a function of the asymmetry. This shows that Scav

X̂−
≤ 1 even

for large asymmetry, unlike for distributed asymmetric loss
in a TWPA where Sasym

X̂−
can grow without bound. Thus,

in regards to the squeezing, the analogy between the two
setups is not as close as it is for the gain.

As described in Appendix D, a closer analog to a TWPA
with asymmetric loss is a cavity-based NDPA with sym-
metric input-output coupling, but asymmetric internal loss.
In this case, the squeezing of the symmetric collective
quadratures contain a term that is proportional to the gain
and the asymmetry (and can grow without bound), sim-
ilar to what is seen for a TWPA with asymmetric loss.
This shows that the results we obtain for the output of
an asymmetric TWPA are more generally a property of
two-mode squeezed vacuum that experiences asymmet-
ric loss, either during the internal evolution that creates
it (distributed-loss TWPA, cavity-based NDPA), or in
transmission (lumped-element-loss TWPA).

E. Correcting for asymmetric distributed loss

To correct for the asymmetry, we wish to remove the
amplified component of the noise in Eq. (53). In analogy
with the lumped-element model, we do so by introducing
a beam splitter on the mode with the smaller decay rate
(idler mode), therefore adding additional loss to this mode.
Using the full expression for Sasym

X̂−
[ω], we find that setting

the transmission of this beam splitter to

√
ηI = ν√

ν2 +
(ε

2

)2
+ ε

2

, (57)

completely cancels the coefficient of the amplified compo-
nent of the noise to all orders. The noise is now given, to
lowest order, by the expression

SX̂−[ω] ≈ 1
2(κ̄ + 2ν)

(
κ̄ + 2νe−2Lν̃/ve−κ̄L/v

)

+ 1
4
(1 − ηI ). (58)

We see that the corrected low-asymmetry distributed-loss
squeezing is what would be obtained with symmetric dis-
tributed loss (at decay rate κ̄) plus a constant term coming
from the additional beam-splitter loss. Once again, the
large-length limit is always beneficial after this correc-
tion. Importantly, for sufficiently large gain, adding loss

(through the additional beam splitter) allows for squeezing
below zero point of the commuting, symmetrically defined
collective quadratures X− and P+.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we study the effects of frequency-
dependent loss on the output state of a TWPA, where pho-
tons at signal and idler frequencies see different amounts
of dissipation. Within a simple lumped-element model of
loss, we show that asymmetric loss can be very detri-
mental to output squeezing, yet have only minimal effect
on the entanglement. It is thus possible to have no joint
quadrature squeezing while still having entanglement, and
this entanglement may even be useful. By further adding
loss to the least lossy mode, we show that we are able to
regain squeezing below zero point; this could be useful in
applications that require the squeezing of symmetric and
commuting collective quadratures.

Using a more realistic distributed-loss model, we show
that asymmetric loss increases the gain of the TWPA. By
effectively modifying the interaction strength, the expo-
nential dependence of the gain increases. Asymmetric loss
can also offset the effects of phase mismatch, to a certain
extent, and allow for gain in a situation where it would
not occur otherwise. We show that when asymmetric loss
in included, there is an optimal length for the TWPA after
which output squeezing starts to deteriorate. By mapping
the distributed loss to a lumped-element model, we show
that distributed loss can be thought of as lumped-element
loss, where we inject squeezed noise rather than vacuum,
and that the output squeezing can be corrected in a similar
manner as for the true lumped-element model.

We show that a hallmark of asymmetric loss in a TWPA
is the existence of an asymmetric collective quadrature
(with the signal and idler modes weighted unequally) that
is squeezed below vacuum noise. This remains true even
when the symmetric collective quadratures all have noise
above the vacuum level. Combined with the TWPA out-
put remaining a Gaussian state, this is a reliable way
to pinpoint asymmetric loss as the most likely source
of imperfection. The noise in an asymmetric collective
quadrature can be measured as it is for the symmetric case,
via classical postprocessing on a shot-to-shot basis of the
measurement results for the signal and idler quadratures.

We note that while we are motivated by the Josephson
traveling-wave parametric amplifiers used in circuit QED
[5], our results apply universally to traveling-wave non-
degenerate parametric amplifiers of any design at any fre-
quency [19–22,30–32]. Furthermore, the lumped-element
model applies to any two-mode squeezing source that is
injected into lossy waveguides [33–36], and our work rep-
resents the first exploration of the effects of asymmetric
loss in such systems.
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APPENDIX A: MASTER EQUATION FOR TWO
QUBITS DRIVEN BY AN IMPERFECT TWPA

The evolution of a pair of qubits sharing a correlated
environment, as described in Refs. [14] and [16], can be
described by the master equation (for a detailed derivation
consult Ref. [16])

ρ̇q =
∑
k=1,2

γk
{
(1 + Nk)D[σ̂ k

−] + NkD[σ̂ k
+]
}
ρq

− √
γ1γ2M

(
σ̂ 1

+ρqσ̂
2
+ + σ̂ 2

+ρqσ̂
1
+

− {
σ̂ 1

+σ̂
2
+, ρq

}+ H.c.
)

, (A1)

where D[x]ρ = xρx† − {
x†x, ρq

}
/2 is the usual dissipa-

tor, σ̂ k
± are the raising and lowering operators for qubit

k, and γk is the coupling rate between qubit k and the
environment. The thermal photon population of the envi-
ronment for each qubit (Nk), defined by

〈
â†

k(ωk)âk(ω
′
k)
〉
=

2π Nk δ(ωk + ω′
k), as well as the two-qubit anomalous bath

correlator (M ), defined by
〈
â1(ω1)â2(ω2)

〉 = 2π Mδ(ω1 +
ω2), depend on the nature of the environment at the qubit
frequencies ω1/2. For the output from a lossy TWPA with
signal-idler mode resonant with qubit 1/2 at frequency
ω/− ω, these quantities are given by

N1/2 = n̄S/I + (n̄S + n̄I + 1) sinh2(R) = ηS/I sinh2(r),

(A2)

M = n̄S + n̄I + 1
2

sinh(2R) =
√
ηSηI

2
sinh(2r), (A3)

where we give the form of Nk and M in terms of both
the THTMSS parameterization and the lumped-element
lossy beam-splitter model. Recall that ηS(ηI ) is evaluated
at frequency ω(−ω).

For the results of Sec. IV C shown in Figs. 6 and 7, we
solve for the steady state of Eq. (A1) numerically, and cal-
culate the concurrence of this state. We set γ1 = γ2 = γ

for convenience, and in this case the numerical value of γ
has no effect on the form of the steady state.

APPENDIX B: DISTRIBUTTED LOSS SOLUTIONS

In this appendix, we provide details on how to
obtain the solutions to the distributed-loss model. From
the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) we obtain the followiing

Heisenberg-Langevin equations of motion:

(
∂t + v∂x + i�k

2

)
âS(x) = νâ†

I (x)− κS

2
âS(x)

+ √
κSâ(loss)

S (x), (B1)

(
∂t + v∂x − i�k

2

)
â†

I (x) = νâS(x)− κI

2
â†

I (x)

+ √
κI â

†(loss)
I (x), (B2)

where â(loss)
S/I (x) is vacuum noise injected at position x. To

obtain the expressions in this form, we gauge away the
phase of the parametric interaction [recall Eq. (2)].

Before tackling the full solution, we begin by solving
the differential equations without source terms [â(loss)

S/I (x)].
We Fourier transform to frequency space and express
everything in matrix form

∂x

(
âS[x,ω]

â†
I [x,ω]

)

= 1
v

(
iω − (κS + i�k)/2 ν

ν iω − (κI − i�k)/2

)

×
(

âS[x,ω]

â†
I [x,ω]

)
. (B3)

The eigenvalues of the matrix on the right-hand side are

λ± = 1
v

⎡
⎣iω −

(
κS + κI

4

)
±
√
ν2 +

(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4

)2
⎤
⎦,

(B4)

and the (unnormalized) eigenvectors are

�v± =
⎡
⎣κI − κS − 2i�k

4ν
±
√

1 +
(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4ν

)2

, 1

⎤
⎦

T

.

(B5)

The solutions are given by

(
âS[x,ω]
â†

I [x,ω]

)
= C1eλ+x �v+ + C2eλ−x �v−. (B6)

We use the boundary conditions âS[x = 0,ω] = âS[0,ω]
and â†

I [x = 0,ω] = â†
I [0,ω]. We know the signal and idler

that enters the chain and we wish to study how they evolve
along the TWPA. From these boundary conditions, we can
obtain expressions for the coefficients C1 and C2:
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C1 =
âS[0,ω] −

⎡
⎣κI − κS − 2i�k

4ν
−
√

1 +
(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4ν

)2
⎤
⎦ â†

I [0,ω]

2

√
1 +

(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4ν

)2
, (B7)

C2 = −
âS[0,ω] −

⎡
⎣κI − κS − 2i�k

4ν
+
√

1 +
(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4ν

)2
⎤
⎦ â†

I [0,ω]

2

√
1 +

(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4ν

)2
. (B8)

We now wish to express the solutions in the form of a
scattering matrix equation

(
âS[x,ω]
â†

I [x,ω]

)
=
(

sâS ,âS [x,ω] s
âS ,â†

I
[x,ω]

s
â†

I ,âS
[x,ω] s

â†
I ,â†

I
[x,ω]

)(
âS[0,ω]
â†

I [0,ω]

)
.

(B9)

Using the form of C1 and C2 above, we isolate in terms of
âS[0,ω] and â†

I [0,ω]. The elements of the scattering matrix
are

sâS ,âS [x,ω] = e[iω−(κS+κI )/4]x/v
[

cosh(xν̃/v)

+κI − κS − 2i�k
4ν̃

sinh(xν̃/v)
]

,

s
âS ,â†

I
[x,ω] = s

â†
I ,âS

[x,ω] = e[iω−(κS+κI )/4]x/v ν sinh(xν̃/v)
ν̃

,

s
â†

I ,â†
I
[x,ω] = e[iω−(κS+κI )/4]x/v

[
cosh(xν̃/v)

−κI − κS − 2i�k
4ν̃

sinh(xν̃/v)
]

, (B10)

where

ν̃ =
√
ν2 +

(
κS − κI + 2i�k

4

)2

. (B11)

We can construct the full solution to the differential
equation, including the source terms, using these scattering
matrix elements. The full solution is given by

(
âS[x,ω]
â†

I [x,ω]

)
= s[x,ω]

(
âS(0)
â†

I (0)

)
+ 1
v

∫ x

0
dx′s[x-x′,ω]

×
(√

κSâ(loss)
S [x′,ω]

√
κI â

†(loss)
I [x′,ω]

)
, (B12)

where s(x) is the transfer matrix defined with the above
elements in Eq. (B10).

APPENDIX C: LOGARITHMIC NEGATIVITY AND
PURITY

In this section, we derive the form of Eq. (14) from its
definition based on the covariance matrix of a two-mode
squeezed state (taking our two modes to be the signal and
idler modes). We define a four-dimensional basis vector
X̂ = (X̂S, P̂S, X̂I , P̂I )

T. In this basis, the covariance matrix
takes the form

σ =

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

2〈â†
SâS〉 + 1 0 〈âI âS〉 + 〈â†

I â†
S〉 0

0 2〈â†
SâS〉 + 1 0 −〈âI âS〉 − 〈â†

I â†
S〉

〈âI âS〉 + 〈â†
I â†

S〉 0 2〈â†
I âI 〉 + 1 0

0 −〈âI âS〉 − 〈â†
I â†

S〉 0 2〈â†
I âI 〉 + 1

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠ . (C1)
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To find the logarithmic negativity, we need to take the
partial transpose of the covariance matrix and then find its
eigenvalues. The logarithmic negativity is given by

EN = −
∑

i

ln λi, (C2)

where λi are distinct eigenvalues with a value less than
1. Due to its symplectic form, the partially transposed
covariance matrix only has two distinct eigenvalues. Of
those two, only one will ever be less than 1. We find the
eigenvalues to be

λ± = 〈â†
SâS〉 + 〈â†

I âI 〉 + 1

±
√(

〈â†
SâS〉 − 〈â†

I âI 〉
)2

+
(
〈âI âS〉 + 〈â†

I â†
S〉
)2

, (C3)

where only λ− can ever be less than 1.
We can now express the needed averages using the ther-

mal TMSS parameters as introduced in Eqs. (11) and (12).
A straightforward calculation then yields

EN = − ln
[

nR −
√

n2
R − (1 + 2n̄S)(1 + 2n̄I )

]
. (C4)

The purity, as a function of the covariance matrix is given
by

μ = 1√
det(σ )

. (C5)

For the case of a TMSS, the eigenvalues of the covari-
ance matrix are the same as the partially transposed one.
Since the eigenvalues are repeated, the determinant can be
expressed as

det = (λ+)2 (λ−)2

=
{

n2
R −

[√
n2

R − (1 + 2n̄S)(1 + 2n̄I )

]2
}2

= [(1 + 2n̄S)(1 + 2n̄I )]2 . (C6)

Hence, the purity takes the form

μ = 1
(1 + 2n̄S)(1 + 2n̄I )

. (C7)

APPENDIX D: CAVITY-BASED
NONDEGENERATE PARAMETRIC AMPLIFIER

WITH INTERNAL LOSS

Here we consider the effects of having additional
internal loss for a cavity-based nondegenerate paramet-
ric amplifier. The Heisenberg-Langevin equations for this

system are

˙̂aS = νâ†
I −

(
κS + γS

2

)
âS − √

κSâS,in − √
γSb̂S,in, (D1)

˙̂a†
I = νâS −

(
κI + γI

2

)
â†

I − √
κI â

†
I ,in − √

γI b̂
†
I ,in, (D2)

where we treat the internal loss as coming from another
waveguide with couplings γS/I and noise modes b̂S/I ,in.
Using the input-output relations, the steady-state solution
for the output field of the X− collective quadrature is
given by

√
2X̂ out

− =
(

1 + 2κSσI − 4ν
√
κSκI

4ν2 − σSσI

)
X̂S,in

−
(

1 + 2κIσS − 4ν
√
κSκI

4ν2 − σSσI

)
X̂I ,in

+
(

2
√
κSγSσI − 4ν

√
κIγS

4ν2 − σSσI

)
X̂ b

S,in

−
(

2
√
κIγIσS − 4ν

√
κIγI

4ν2 − σSσI

)
X̂ b

I ,in, (D3)

where σS/I = κS/I + γS/I , and the superscript b denotes the
additional noise modes.

Focussing on the squeezing in the case that the input-
output couplings are equal (κS = κI = κ̄), we consider
general asymmetric internal loss, described by γS/I = γ̄ ±
ε. In the situation where both γ̄ and ε are small compared
to ν and κ̄ , we find to lowest order that

SX̂−[ω] = 1
2

(
Q − 1
Q + 1

)2

+ 1
(Q + 1)3

8νγ̄
κ̄2

+ Gcav 4(3Q − 1)
(Q2 + 1)2(Q + 1)

νε2

κ5 , (D4)

where Gcav is defined as before, and for symmetric cou-
pling Q = 2ν/κ̄ . This shows that there is a correction term
that is linear in the average internal loss, γ̄ , and one that
is quadratic in the asymmetry, ε. As with distributed loss
in the TWPA, the asymmetric correction is amplified as it
scales with the gain.

APPENDIX E: THERMAL OCCUPATION OF THE
NOISE MODES

1. Beam-splitter model

We begin with the beam-splitter model and we allow
for the noise modes ξ̂S/I to be thermally occupied such
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that 〈ξ̂ †
S/I ξ̂S/I 〉 = m̄S/I . The noise in the squeezed output

quadrature is given by

Stherm
X̂−

[ω] = Sasym
X̂−

[ω] + 1 − ηS

2
m̄S + 1 − ηI

2
m̄I , (E1)

where Sasym
X̂−

is the expression of Eq. (29). As can be seen,
this is simply a constant correction to that found in the
main text. We note that this result agrees with that found in
Ref. [28].

2. Distributed-loss model

For the distributed-loss model, we assume the internal
loss modes are thermally occupied and that this ther-
mal occupation is constant along the whole length of the
TWPA. For symmetric loss, we find that with thermal noise
the noise in the squeezed output quadrature is

Stherm
X̂−

[ω] = Ssym
X̂−

[ω] + κ
[
1 − e−(2ν+κ)L/v]

2(2ν + κ)
(m̄S + m̄I ),

(E2)

where Ssym
X̂−

[ω] is from Eq. (48). This is once again a con-
stant correction, which increases with increasing length.

For asymmetric distributed loss, we follow the same
procedure in the main text and find to lowest order in the
asymmetry and average loss that

Stherm
X̂−

[ω] = Sasym
X̂−

[ω] + κ̄
[
1 − e−(2ν̃+κ̄)L/v]

2(2ν + κ̄)
(m̄S + m̄I )

+ ε

4ν

[
1 − e−(2ν̃+κ̄)L/v

]
(m̄S − m̄I )

+ κ̄ε2

8ν2(2ν − κ̄)
Geffe−κ̄L/v(m̄S + m̄I ), (E3)

where Sasym
X̂−

[ω] is from Eq. (53). Asymmetry again feeds
additional amplified noise into the squeezed quadrature.
However, note the emergence of a linear in ε contribution,
which comes from the fact that the signal and idler need
not have equal thermal populations, and that κS/I = κ̄ ± ε.

[1] A. Blais, R.-S. Huang, A. Wallraff, S. M. Girvin, and R.
J. Schoelkopf, Cavity quantum electrodynamics for super-
conducting electrical circuits: An architecture for quantum
computation, Phys. Rev. A 69, 062320 (2004).

[2] C. M. Caves, Quantum limits on noise in linear amplifiers,
Phys. Rev. D 26, 1817 (1982).

[3] A. A. Clerk, M. H. Devoret, S. M. Girvin, F. Marquardt,
and R. J. Schoelkopf, Introduction to quantum noise, mea-
surement, and amplification, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 1155
(2010).

[4] K. O’Brien, C. Macklin, I. Siddiqi, and X. Zhang, Res-
onant Phase Matching of Josephson Junction Traveling
Wave Parametric Amplifiers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 157001
(2014).

[5] C. Macklin, K. O’Brien, D. Hover, M. E. Schwartz,
V. Bolkhovsky, X. Zhang, W. D. Oliver, and I. Siddiqi, A
near-quantum-limited Josephson traveling-wave paramet-
ric amplifier, Science 350, 307 (2015).

[6] T. C. White et al., Traveling wave parametric amplifier
with josephson junctions using minimal resonator phase
matching, Appl. Phys. Lett. 106, 242601 (2015).

[7] A. G. Fowler, M. Mariantoni, J. M. Martinis, and A. N. Cle-
land, Surface codes: Towards practical large-scale quantum
computation, Phys. Rev. A 86, 032324 (2012).

[8] R. Versluis, S. Poletto, N. Khammassi, B. Tarasinski,
N. Haider, D. J. Michalak, A. Bruno, K. Bertels, and
L. DiCarlo, Scalable Quantum Circuit and Control for a
Superconducting Surface Code, Phys. Rev. Appl. 8, 034021
(2017).

[9] S. L. Braunstein and P. van Loock, Quantum informa-
tion with continuous variables, Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 513
(2005).

[10] C. Weedbrook, S. Pirandola, R. García-Patrón, N. J. Cerf,
T. C. Ralph, J. H. Shapiro, and S. Lloyd, Gaussian quantum
information, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 621 (2012).

[11] A. I. Lvovsky, in Photonics, Volume 1: Fundamentals of
Photonics and Physics, edited by D. L. Andrews (Wiley,
West Sussex, UK, 2015), Chap. 5, p. 121.

[12] S. Barzanjeh, D. P. DiVincenzo, and B. M. Terhal, Disper-
sive qubit measurement by interferometry with parametric
amplifiers, Phys. Rev. B 90, 134515 (2014).

[13] N. Didier, A. Kamal, W. D. Oliver, A. Blais, and
A. A. Clerk, Heisenberg-Limited Qubit Read-Out with
Two-Mode Squeezed Light, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 093604
(2015).

[14] B. Kraus and J. I. Cirac, Discrete Entanglement Distribution
with Squeezed Light, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 013602 (2004).

[15] N. Didier, J. Guillaud, S. Shankar, and M. Mirrahimi,
Remote entanglement stabilization and concentration by
quantum reservoir engineering, Phys. Rev. A 98, 012329
(2018).

[16] A. L. Grimsmo and A. Blais, Squeezing and quantum state
engineering with josephson travelling wave amplifiers, npj
Quant. Inf. 3, 20 (2017).

[17] A. Furusawa, J. L. Sørensen, S. L. Braunstein, C. A. Fuchs,
H. J. Kimble, and E. S. Polzik, Unconditional quantum
teleportation, Science 282, 706 (1998).

[18] C. M. Caves and D. D. Crouch, Quantum wideband
traveling-wave analysis of a degenerate parametric ampli-
fier, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 4, 1535 (1987).

[19] B. Ho Eom, P. K. Day, H. G. LeDuc, and J. Zmuidzinas,
A wideband, low-noise superconducting amplifier with
high dynamic range, Nat. Phys. 8, 623 (2012).

[20] A. A. Adamyan, S. E. de Graaf, S. E. Kubatkin, and
A. V. Danilov, Superconducting microwave parametric
amplifier based on a quasi-fractal slow propagation line, J.
Appl. Phys. 119, 083901 (2016).

[21] M. R. Vissers, R. P. Erickson, H.-S. Ku, L. Vale, X. Wu,
G. C. Hilton, and D. P. Pappas, Low-noise kinetic
inductance traveling-wave amplifier using three-wave mix-
ing, Appl. Phys. Lett. 108, 012601 (2016).

034054-16

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.69.062320
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.26.1817
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.1155
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.157001
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaa8525
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4922348
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.86.032324
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.8.034021
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.77.513
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.90.134515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.093604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.013602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.012329
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41534-017-0020-8
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.282.5389.706
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.4.001535
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2356
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4942362
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4937922


LOSS ASYMMETRIES IN QUANTUM... PHYS. REV. APPLIED 12, 034054 (2019)

[22] R. P. Erickson and D. P. Pappas, Theory of multiwave
mixing within the superconducting kinetic-inductance
traveling-wave amplifier, Phys. Rev. B 95, 104506 (2017).

[23] G. Adesso and F. Illuminati, Equivalence between Entan-
glement and the Optimal Fidelity of Continuous Variable
Teleportation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 150503 (2005).

[24] M. S. Kim and J. Lee, Asymmetric quantum channel for
quantum teleportation, Phys. Rev. A 64, 012309 (2001).

[25] G. Adesso, A. Serafini, and F. Illuminati, Extremal entan-
glement and mixedness in continuous variable systems,
Phys. Rev. A 70, 022318 (2004).

[26] Y.-D. Wang, S. Chesi, and A. A. Clerk, Bipartite and tri-
partite output entanglement in three-mode optomechanical
systems, Phys. Rev. A 91, 013807 (2015).

[27] S. M. Tan, Confirming entanglement in continuous variable
quantum teleportation, Phys. Rev. A 60, 2752 (1999).

[28] R. Di Candia, K. Fedorov, L. Zhong, S. Felicetti,
E. Menzel, M. Sanz, F. Deppe, A. Marx, R. Gross, and
E. Solano, Quantum teleportation of propagating quantum
microwaves, EPJ Quant. Technol. 2, 25 (2015).

[29] W. K. Wootters, Entanglement of formation and concur-
rence, Quant. Inf. Comput. 1, 27 (2001).

[30] C. Kim and P. Kumar, Quadrature-squeezed Light Detec-
tion Using a Self-generated Matched Local Oscillator,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 1605 (1994).

[31] V. Boyer, A. M. Marino, R. C. Pooser, and P. D. Lett,
Entangled images from four-wave mixing, Science 321,
544 (2008).

[32] C. S. Embrey, M. T. Turnbull, P. G. Petrov, and V. Boyer,
Observation of Localized Multi-spatial-mode Quadrature
Squeezing, Phys. Rev. X 5, 031004 (2015).

[33] C. Eichler, D. Bozyigit, C. Lang, M. Baur, L. Steffen,
J. M. Fink, S. Filipp, and A. Wallraff, Observation of Two-
mode Squeezing in the Microwave Frequency Domain,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 113601 (2011).

[34] J. U. Fürst, D. V. Strekalov, D. Elser, A. Aiello, U. L.
Andersen, C. Marquardt, and G. Leuchs, Quantum Light
from a Whispering-gallery-mode Disk Resonator, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 106, 113901 (2011).

[35] M. Förtsch, J. U. Fürst, C. Wittmann, D. Strekalov,
A. Aiello, M. V. Chekhova, C. Silberhorn, G. Leuchs,
and C. Marquardt, A versatile source of single photons
for quantum information processing, Nat. Comm. 4, 1818
(2013).

[36] C. Reimer, M. Kues, P. Roztocki, B. Wetzel, F. Grazioso,
B. E. Little, S. T. Chu, T. Johnston, Y. Bromberg, L.
Caspani, D. J. Moss, and R. Morandotti, Generation
of multiphoton entangled quantum states by means
of integrated frequency combs, Science 351, 1176
(2016).

034054-17

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.104506
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.150503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.012309
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.70.022318
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.013807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.60.2752
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjqt/s40507-015-0038-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.1605
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1158275
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.113601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.113901
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2838
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad8532

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. MODEL OF AN IDEAL TWPA
	III. THERMAL TWO-MODE SQUEEZED-STATE PARAMETERIZATION OF A LOSSY TWPA
	IV. LUMPED-ELEMENT LOSS
	A. Thermal two-mode squeezed states
	1. Weak average loss
	2. Larger average loss, weak asymmetry

	B. Squeezing below vacuum
	1. Symmetric loss
	2. Asymmetric loss
	3. Squeezing of asymmetric collective quadratures

	C. Purity and logarithmic negativity
	1. Symmetric loss
	2. Asymmetric loss

	D. Correcting for asymmetric loss

	V. DISTRIBUTED LOSS
	A. Gain
	1. Effects of asymmetric loss
	2. Phase mismatch

	B. Added noise
	C. Phase-matched symmetric squeezing
	D. Phase-matched asymmetric squeezing
	E. Correcting for asymmetric distributed loss

	VI. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENT
	A. APPENDIX A: MASTER EQUATION FOR TWO QUBITS DRIVEN BY AN IMPERFECT TWPA
	B. APPENDIX B: DISTRIBUTTED LOSS SOLUTIONS
	C. APPENDIX C: LOGARITHMIC NEGATIVITY AND PURITY
	D. APPENDIX D: CAVITY-BASED NONDEGENERATE PARAMETRIC AMPLIFIER WITH INTERNAL LOSS
	E. APPENDIX E: THERMAL OCCUPATION OF THE NOISE MODES
	1. Beam-splitter model
	2. Distributed-loss model

	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


