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We introduce a feasible scheme to produce high-rate long-distance entanglement that uses hybrid entan-
glement between continuous variables (CVs) and discrete variables (DVs). We show that hybrid entan-
glement can effectively remove the experimental limitations of existing CV and DV systems to produce
long-range entanglement. We benchmark the resulting DV entangled states using an entanglement-based-
quantum-key-distribution protocol. We show, using hybrid entangled states, that entanglement-based
quantum key distribution is possible with standard telecommunication fibers for 300 km. The key idea
is the use of the CV part, which can be adjusted to be robust regarding photon losses, for increasing the
transmission distance, and the use of the DV part for achieving high secure key rates. Our results show that
hybrid entangled states provide a clear advantage for practical generation of long-distance and high-rate
entanglement that may lead to further applications in quantum information processing.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Generation of high-rate entanglement between distant
locations is crucial for fundamental tests of quantum the-
ory and many applications. For example, it is needed for
extending the current distances and rates of loophole-free
Bell tests [1,2], quantum steering [3], and quantum telepor-
tation [4], which so far are feasible only for relatively short
ranges. It is also needed for increasing the transmission
distance and the key rate of entanglement-based-quantum-
key-distribution (EBQKD) protocols, most notably device-
independent QKD [5–7], which currently suffers from
both these issues. Moreover, higher rates in distant loca-
tions will also allow us to achieve higher detection effi-
ciencies (which are needed both for loophole-free Bell
tests and device-independent QKD) by means of heralded
qubit amplifiers [8] or photonic precertification schemes
[9–11], whose practicality is currently limited by the rates
achieved after transmission.

A benchmark of high-rate entanglement over long dis-
tances, from an operational perspective, can be set by

*Corresponding author: soumyakanti.bose09@gmail.com
†Corresponding author: jaskaran@us.es
‡Corresponding author: adan@us.es
§Corresponding author: h.jeong37@gmail.com

its performance in an information-processing task such
as an EBQKD protocol. These protocols can be broadly
classified into two distinct classes: (1) those using discrete-
variable (DV) entangled states and (2) those that use
continuous-variable (CV) entangled states, where each
class has its own set of advantages and limitations [12–14].
As an example, DV EBQKD protocols offer composable
security proofs with good key rate, but they require precise
Bell-state or single-photon measurements at extremely low
temperatures, which are hard to perform even in labora-
tory conditions. On the other hand, CV EBQKD protocols
generally require Gaussian states, which are compara-
tively easier to prepare, but their performance is limited
by the requirement of almost-ideal homodyne detectors
at telecommunication wavelengths [13,15,16]. As a con-
sequence, despite extensive theoretical and experimental
analysis of both types of system, the quest for an opti-
mal physical system that can be potentially used to share
high-rate entanglement remains open.

Nonetheless, there exists a different class of physi-
cal systems where the entanglement is between CV and
DV systems and that are formally known as hybrid
entangled (HE) states [17–22]. These strongly correlated
[23–25] cross-system entangled states play a crucial role in
various quantum information processing tasks, including
quantum computation, communication, and tests of Bell
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nonlocality [25–33], and have been efficiently generated
in a wide range of experimental setups [34–38]. Conse-
quently, it is interesting to observe whether such hybrid
states can be used to share entanglement among distant
locations without the limitations faced by CV and DV
systems.

Here we propose a scheme based on HE states as an
initial resource that produces high-rate DV entanglement
between locations that are extremely far apart. We pro-
vide a characterization of such states and show that it
is possible to share entanglement between locations that
are hundreds of kilometers apart. We further assess the
quality of shared entanglement in the context of EBQKD.
We show that, by bringing out the best of CV and DV
systems, with HE states, it is possible to achieve secure
key rate at a distance of 300 km by the use of practi-
cal homodyne detectors with efficiency ηh = 0.55 [39–43]
(which is a reasonable value at telecommunication wave-
lengths [40]) and ON-OFF detectors with efficiency η0 =
0.8 [44]. Note that we use the key rates and transmission
distances only to quantify the quality of the entanglement;
our central goal is to show the advantage of the use of
HE states to achieve entanglement over longer distances,
which is a crucial tool enabling a wide range of fundamen-
tal tests in physics and quantum information processing
applications.

Our scheme hinges on generating a single-photon DV
entangled state between two distant parties by exploiting
CV entanglement swapping [33] by a third party located
midway. It offers three major advantages as compared with
earlier CV and DV EBQKD protocols: (1) elimination of
major limiting factors of DV EBQKD, which include high-
precision Bell-state or single-photon measurements as well
as the photon-number-splitting attack by an eavesdrop-
per by considering entanglement swapping over the CV
system; (2) elimination of the requirement of near-unit effi-
ciency for the homodyne detectors used for key generation
in CV EBQKD;(3) long transmission distance at telecom-
munication wavelengths stemming from the robustness
of the multiphoton coherent state regarding transmission
losses and the use of practical devices.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we pro-
vide a brief introduction to HE states. We then propose a
protocol to share DV entanglement among distant loca-
tions by using HE states as an initial resource. We also
characterize the resulting entanglement using logarithmic
negativity and show that it can be nonzero even when the
parties are hundreds of kilometers apart. In Sec. III, we
benchmark the usefulness of the resultant entangled states
by demonstrating our scheme as an EBQKD protocol using
practical devices. In Sec. IV, we discuss our results by
arguing that our protocol provides a practical solution
to the problem of long-distance-entanglement generation,
which is a central requirement in several information-
processing tasks.

II. ENTANGLEMENT SHARING WITH HYBRID
STATES

In this section we first provide a brief description of HE
states. Subsequently, we detail our protocol to share long-
distance entanglement using these states.

A. Hybrid entangled states

Let |0〉 and |1〉 correspond to photon-number states in
the Fock basis and let |α〉 correspond to a coherent state of
quantized light with coherent amplitude α. For the remain-
der of this paper, we represent the number of photons as a
DV system, while the coherent state represents a CV sys-
tem. We define an HE state as an entangled pair, where
the entanglement is between the DV and CV degrees of
freedom. Mathematically, such HE states can be written as

|ψ〉a1a2
= 1√

2

(|0〉a1
|α〉a2

+ |1〉a1
|−α〉a2

)
, (1)

where a1 and a2 are the two modes pertaining to the DV
and CV parts, respectively.

We stress that HE states with small coherent ampli-
tudes (α � 1) are experimentally available. They have
been generated experimentally in various settings, such as
conditional photon subtraction on a coherent state [34] as
well as photon subtraction on two squeezed states [35] (see
Appendix A for further details). While these techniques
produce HE states with nonunit probability, it should be
noted that typical methods to generate standard entangled
photon pairs, e.g., parametric down-conversion, also do
so nondeterministically. In Fig. 1(b), we show the lin-
ear optics–based schematic for generating HE states as
originally described in Ref. [34].

B. Protocol for entanglement sharing

We consider two distant parties, Alice and Bob, each
of them having access to bipartite HE states |ψ〉a1a2

and
|ψ〉b1b2

given by Eq. (1). We consider these as initial
resource states that will be used to share a DV entan-
gled state between the parties. We provide a step-by-step
description of the protocol, schematically represented in
Fig. 1(a), while a detailed mathematical calculation can be
found in Appendix B.

Step 1: Alice and Bob generate HE states |ψ〉a1a2
and

|ψ〉b1b2
in their respective laboratories. Both parties trans-

mit the CV part of their systems, corresponding to modes
a2 and b2, respectively, to a third, untrusted party, Charlie,
who lies midway between them, through a lossy quantum
channel with transmittance T (0 ≤ T ≤ 1). Additionally,
Bob also transmits the state |√2α〉 to Charlie separately
through a similar quantum channel. After passing through
channels with transmission losses, Charlie receives mode
a2 from Alice, mode b2 from Bob, and the additional state
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) Scheme for generating DV entangled states between Alice and Bob using HE states. The DV part (cyan) and the CV
part (red) of the HE state stand for the single-photon state and the coherent state, respectively. Alice and Bob send the CV part of their
individual HE states to Charlie, who then mixes the incoming signals at a balanced beam splitter (BS1) and uses one of the output
modes for homodyne measurement with efficiency ηh. The other outgoing signal of BS1 is used for a postselection measurement by
ON-OFF detectors with efficiency η0, after it has been mixed at another balanced BS (BS2) with the additional coherent signal sent by
Bob. Upon declaration of the results by Charlie, Alice and Bob obtain a DV entangled pair that is used for secure key generation. (b)
Scheme for generating HE states. Two auxiliary single photons (dashed gray line) are mixed with vacuum and coherent states at the
two BSs. The outgoing auxiliary photons are then mixed with each other at a second BS. When the detector placed at the output of the
second BS clicks, the HE state between the single-photon state and the coherent state is obtained.

|√2Tα〉 from Bob, which we label as mode c. While a gen-
eral quantum channel between the parties will comprise
both transmission loss and thermal noise, here, for sim-
plicity, we consider only lossy quantum channels with no
noise. In Appendix F 4 we demonstrate that the scenario
involving a practical level of thermal noise closely matches
our current findings.

The effect of a quantum state passing through a noisy
channel can be seen as the system undergoing photon loss.
In Fig. 2, we plot the logarithmic negativity of the HE
state when its CV part undergoes photon loss as a function
of the coherent amplitude α (see Appendix C for details).
We find that there exists an optimal value of α for a fixed
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FIG. 2. Logarithmic negativity of the HE state undergoing
photon loss over the CV part as a function of the coherent ampli-
tude α. R (0 ≤ R ≤ 1) stands for the normalized strength of
loss.

value of photon loss. We denote the photon-loss fraction
by R, such that R = 0 and R = 1 correspond to no photon
loss and complete photon loss, respectively. For a signif-
icantly lossy channel, we find that the optimal value of α
approaches 0.5. This value becomes important when we
benchmark the resultant DV entangled state by a EBQKD
protocol.

This behavior of HE states can be qualitatively under-
stood in terms of the interplay between entanglement and
the fragility of the initial HE state. Starting from the ini-
tial separable state at α = 0, the HE state becomes more
entangled as α increases. An increase in α also corre-
sponds to an increase in the average number of photons,
which can be understood as an increase in the mean energy
of the system. However, with an increase in the mean
energy, the state becomes more vulnerable to decoher-
ence. This behavior is similar to what is also shown in
Ref. [45] for superposition of coherent states, and the
advantage of using small amplitudes under photon losses
was demonstrated in the context of teleportation [46]. As a
consequence, with increase in α beyond an optimal value,
the HE state becomes extremely fragile under noise, lead-
ing to a drop in entanglement when the multiphoton part
passes through a noisy quantum channel.

Step 2: Next, Charlie mixes the two incoming modes
a2 and b2 via a beam splitter (BS), labeled as “BS1”
in Fig. 1, with two output modes, which we label as a′

2
and b′

2. In our protocol we are specifically interested in
the vacuum-state contributions from mode a′

2. To extract
this contribution, Charlie mixes this mode though a sec-
ond BS (BS2) with mode c with output modes labeled
a′′

2 and c′. Charlie now performs a projective measure-
ment, M = {�0,1 −�0}, where �0 = (1 − |0〉 〈0|)a′′

2
⊗

(1 − |0〉 〈0|)c′ . This measurement is accomplished by the
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use of ON-OFF detectors (which detect only the presence
of photons) on each of the modes a′′

2 and c′. Charlie then
publicly announces the outcome of the projective measure-
ment, which is considered to be successful only if the result
�0 is obtained, i.e., both detectors click. In that case, the
protocol continues. Otherwise, the measurement is deemed
unsuccessful and the parties must repeat the aforemen-
tioned steps. To model realistic detectors, we consider
imperfect ON-OFF detectors with efficiency η0.

Step 3: After a successful projective measurement (as
dictated in step 2), Charlie performs a homodyne mea-
surement on mode b′

2 and, again, announces the results
publicly. We consider that homodyne measurements have
efficiency ηh.

Step 4: After a public announcement of the results of
a successful projective measurement and the homodyne
measurement by Charlie, Alice and Bob end up with the
final normalized single-photon Bellstate in modes a1 and
b1 as

ρa1b1 = 1
2

[ |01〉 〈01| + |10〉 〈10|
+ h

(
g |01〉 〈10| + g∗ |10〉 〈01|)

]

, (2)

with probability

P0 =
(

1 − e−ηoTα2
)2

2
, (3)

where h = e−4(1−Tηh)α
2
, g = e4i

√
Tηhαp , g∗ is the conjugate

of g, and p is the result of the homodyne measurement.

C. Shared DV entanglement between the parties

The entanglement of the final DV entangled state shared
between the parties depends on a number of parameters.
However, the quantities of most interest are the transmis-
sion length and the coherent amplitude.

In Fig. 3, we plot the logarithmic negativity of the state
ρa1b1 as a function of the transmission distance for dif-
ferent values of the coherent amplitude α. We assume
that the transmittance of the channels is given by TA
and TB, respectively, such that TA = 10−l(LAC/10) and TB =
10−l(LBC/10), where l = 0.2 dB/km is the standard chan-
nel loss for telecommunication wavelengths [47,48] and
LAC and LBC are the transmission distances between Alice
and Charlie and between Bob and Charlie, respectively. To
simplify the scenario, we also assume that Charlie is mid-
way between Alice and Bob such that LAC = LBC = L/2,
where L is the total transmission distance. We find that
the entanglement of the final state decreases exponentially
with the total transmission distance. As an example, at
L = 100 km, the logarithmic negativity is 1.3 × 10−4 for
coherent amplitude α = 0.6 (see Appendix D for further
detail).
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FIG. 3. Logarithmic negativity of the state ρa1b1 as a function
of the transmission distance L for different values of coherent
amplitude α. We assume detection efficiencies ηh = 0.55 for the
homodyne detectors and η0 = 0.8 for the ON-OFF detectors, and
p = π/2.

In Fig. 4, we plot the logarithmic negativity as a func-
tion of the coherent amplitude α for different transmission
distances. It is evident from Fig. 4 that the shared entangle-
ment varies nonmonotonically with the coherent amplitude
(α). We observe that as the transmission distance increases,
the optimal value of α becomes less than unity. For greater
transmission distance (L ≥ 150 km), this optimal value
becomes close to 0.5 (not shown in Fig. 4). It is found that
there also exists an optimal value of α that offers maximum
entanglement at a given distance that may be different from
the optimal value of α that maximizes the entanglement of
the original HE state (as shown in Fig. 2).
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FIG. 4. Logarithmic negativity of the state ρa1b1 as a function
of the transmission distance (L) for different values of coherent
amplitude α. We assume detection efficiencies ηh = 0.55 for the
homodyne detectors and η0 = 0.8 for the ON-OFF detectors, and
p = π/2.
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III. QUANTUM KEY DISTRIBUTION USING HE
STATES

In this section we benchmark the quality of the shared
entangled state in terms of an EBQKD protocol that we set
up in accordance with the scheme presented in Sec. II B.
We also consider an eavesdropper, Eve, who may col-
laborate with Charlie to determine the secure key that is
being shared between Alice and Bob. Additionally, in our
protocol we make the following assumptions:

(1) We assume that Alice and Bob have access to secure
laboratories in which they can perform well-characterized
measurements. Moreover, the measurement devices of
Alice and Bob are assumed to be immune to any side-
channel attack since no unwanted system may enter or exit
the secure laboratories. In the protocol, the DV modes a1
and b1 with Alice and Bob, respectively, are assumed to
be in these secure laboratories and do not directly take part
in the transmission. On the other hand, the CV modes a2
and b2 are not assumed to be in secure laboratories and
therefore they are vulnerable to eavesdropping attacks.

(2) We also assume that the quantum channels between
Alice and Charlie and between Bob and Charlie are char-
acterized by transmission losses only, with no thermal
noise. We justify this assumption by demonstrating, in
Appendix F 4, that the scenario with no thermal noise
approximates the scenario with some practical value of the
thermal noise with more than 98% fidelity. This assump-
tion is required only to manage the calculation complexity
of evaluating the final DV state between Alice and Bob.

(3) We also consider a third party, Charlie, who is
assumed to be untrusted and can collaborate with an eaves-
dropper, Eve. In the worst-case scenario, we assume that
he is identified as Eve herself. The QKD protocol, as
described in Sec. II B, dictates that Charlie performs cer-
tain measurements and publicly declares the outcomes so
that Alice and Bob can share an entangled state. In prin-
ciple, we assume that Charlie, as an eavesdropper, may
not perform the operations as dictated by the protocol.
However, it is required for him to supply some outcomes
of the specified measurements to activate the correlations
between Alice and Bob. However, if these outcomes are
tampered with or even fabricated, the correlations between
Alice and Bob will decrease. It is then possible for Alice
and Bob to detect the presence of Eve by various meth-
ods, including state tomography, since the parties know
the final state they should potentially share. More details
on this assumption and the concept of secure laboratories
can be found in Ref. [49].

A. Steps in evaluating the key rate

It should be noted that the steps of the QKD protocol
directly follow after step 4 in Sec. II B as

Step 5: For the case in which Alice and Bob share
ρa1b1 , they perform two-outcome measurements MA and
MB on their respective subsystems to generate a raw key.
The choice of measurements is made before the protocol
is started and the information about this choice is usu-
ally publicly available. In our protocol, they perform Pauli
measurements corresponding to σZ on their respective sub-
systems to generate a raw key. The length of the raw key
that the parties can generate is quantified by the mutual
information I(A : B) between them for the observable σZ .

Step 6: Alice and Bob then estimate the amount of infor-
mation that an adversary, Eve, can have on their raw key.
This information is quantified by the Holevo bound χ(A :
E) between Alice and Eve. In our protocol we consider the
Holevo bound to quantify the knowledge of the coherent
amplitude α and the results of the ON-OFF and homodyne
measurements. These parameters are publicly declared and
actively used in generating the final state between Alice
and Bob. These results can be used by Eve and therefore
must be taken care of in the security analysis.

B. Simulation results on the secured key rate

Our protocol comprises two quantum channels: one
between Alice and Charlie and another between Bob and
Charlie. As before, we consider that the transmittance of
the channels is given by TA and TB, respectively, such
that TA = 10−l(LAC/10) and TB = 10−l(LBC/10), where l =
0.2 dB/km is the standard channel loss for telecommu-
nication wavelengths [47,48] and LAC = LBC = L/2 are
the transmission distances between Alice and Charlie and
between Bob and Charlie, respectively, where L is the total
transmission distance.

Moreover, we consider that the detectors of Alice and
Bob have efficiency ηd such that the error rate is given
as Q = 1 − ηd. With these inefficient detectors, the final
secure key rate (see Appendix E for a detailed analysis)
for the state given in Eq. (2) is given as

r ≥ P0 [I(A : B)− χ(A : E)]

= P0

{
1 − ηd + 1

2
[
(1 + h) log2(1 + h)

+ (1 − h) log2(1 − h)
] − 1

2
[
(2 − ηd) log2(2 − ηd)

− (1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)
]}

, (4)

where it can be seen that the secure key rate depends only
on h [from Eq. (2)], the efficiency of the detectors of of
Alice and Bob, and the probability with which the final
state is prepared.

Generally, for an experimental realization of the QKD
protocol, the laboratories of Alice and Bob are fixed
at some distance L. We show that α cannot be chosen
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FIG. 5. Total transmission distance as a function of the coher-
ent amplitude for different values of the secure key rate. We fix
the channel loss at l = 0.2 dB/km, which corresponds to losses
in standard optical fibers. We also fix ηd = 0 for this analysis.
The optimal value of α that maximizes the transmission distance
is found to be the same in each case. The unit for the secure key
rate r is bits per pulse.

arbitrarily, as there exists an optimal value that can maxi-
mize either the key rate or the total transmission distance.
In Fig. 5, we plot the maximum transmission distance as a
function of the coherent amplitude for various values of the
secure key rate with an ideal detector, ηd = 0. We observe
that there exists an optimal value, α ≈ 0.5, that maximizes
the total transmission distance for any value of the secure
key rate.

In Fig. 6, we plot the secure key rate as a function of the
total transmission distance L for different values of ηd. We
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FIG. 6. Secure key rate as a function of total transmission dis-
tance L for different values of ηd in the optimal case, i.e., α = 0.5.
We assume detection efficiencies ηh = 0.55 for the homodyne
detectors and η0 = 0.8 for the ON-OFF detectors, and p = π/2.

choose ηh = 0.55, η0 = 0.8, and p = π/2 to be as real-
istic as possible and simulate the results for a standard
telecommunication fiber with l = 0.2 dB/km. Furthermore,
the value of the coherent amplitude α is chosen to maxi-
mize the secure key rate over long transmission distances
instead of entanglement. For our analysis we choose α =
0.5 to optimize the total distance. It is also approximately
the same value that optimizes the logarithmic negativity of
an HE state when its CV part undergoes high photon loss.
It is seen that under lower errors on Alice’s and Bob’s side
(ηd = 0.97 and 0.95), a secure key rate can be achieved
for transmission distances of around 300 km, indicating
that the resultant entangled state is useful. However, the
maximum achievable distance drastically falls off as ηd is
increased up to 0.90.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

We have shown that HE states between CV and DV sys-
tems provide a robust practical solution to the problem
of achieving long-distance high-rate entanglement. Both
requirements are fundamental for a number of applica-
tions. In this paper we have benchmarked the usefulness
of the prepared entangled state using an EBQKD protocol,
as it is both a fundamental application and a multipur-
pose test bed. In an EBQKD setup, our results indicate
that HE states bring out the best of both CV and DV sys-
tems, resulting in a secure key rate of approximately 10−9

bits per pulse at a distance of 250 km with 5% detec-
tion inefficiency. This, in itself, represents a significant
contribution. All this was achieved without the use of an
ultralow-loss fiber (with channel loss l = 0.16 dB/km at
1550 nm [50]), which allowed an earlier study to achieve
transmission distances greater than 400 km. With such a
fiber, our approach would allow us to achieve approxi-
mately 10−10 bits per pulse at a distance of 300 km for
ηd = 0.95.

In our analysis, it should be noted that, for of sim-
plicity, we do not consider any thermal noise in the
channels. However, one can qualitatively show that incor-
porating a practical value for such thermal noise will
not significantly affect our results (see Appendix F for
details).

We leave the detailed quantitative analysis in the pres-
ence of thermal noise for future work and acknowledge
that it involves lengthy analytical calculations that may
have an insignificant impact on our findings.

The feasibility of our protocol relies on the fact that HE
states with small coherent amplitudes (α < 1) can be gen-
erated in the laboratory by several nondeterministic tech-
niques [34,35] and the generation rate is comparable to the
rate of production of entangled photon pairs in parametric
down-conversion setups. As an example, it is possible to
prepare HE states where the CV and DV parts correspond
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to the photon-number state and the coherent state, respec-
tively, with fidelity of approximately 0.75 for α = 0.5 [34].
While the rate of generation in the source is comparable
to that of parametric down-conversion sources, losses dur-
ing transmission are reduced, so the effective rate at the
destination increases. The fidelity of the preparation could
be a limiting factor. However, this can be mitigated by
the use of other forms of HE states, most notably with
the CV and DV modes corresponding to cat states and
polarization, respectively, which offer exceptionally good
fidelity of preparation as well as rate of generation [51–
55]. We also note that a recent result indicates that it is
also possible to deterministically generate HE states with
high fidelity [56]

However, it should be noted that there will be effects
from phase modulations and phase mismatch in a practi-
cal implementation of our scheme. Commercially available
lasers, used in the generation of HE states, generally do not
have well-defined phase stabilization while optical fibers,
used for transmission, may introduce nonlinear effects on
the signals. This causes additional concerns for phase lock-
ing and phase tracking to ensure successful interference at
Charlie’s end. Although such issues have been managed
in the context of twin-field QKD [57], it remains unclear
to us whether a similar architecture could be useful in our
setup as well, and we leave it as an open avenue for future
discussions.

Our results highlight the significance of HE states as
a resource in high-rate remote entanglement generation,
which plays a crucial role in enhancing many quantum
information processing tasks, such as the quantum inter-
net [58,59], quantum digital signature [60,61], and network
steering [62]. We believe that our scheme has the potential
to drive a new generation of experimental developments in
quantum information technology.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Stefano Pirandola and Hua-Lei Yin
for their comments on an earlier version of the manuscript.
This work was supported by QuantERA grant SECRET, by
AEI [63] (Project No. PCI2019-111885-2), by National
Research Foundation of Korea grants funded by the
Korean government (Grants No. NRF-2022M3K4A
1097117 and No. NRF-2023R1A2C1006115) via the Insti-
tute of Applied Physics at Seoul National University, and
by Institute for Information and Communications Tech-
nology Planning and Evaluation (IITP) grants funded by
the government of Korea (MSIT) (Grants No. IITP-2021-
0-01059 and No. IITP-2023-2020-0-01606). A.C. is also
supported by AEI [63] (Project No. PID2020-113738GB-
I00). J.S. acknowledges support by the National Science
and Technological Council of Taiwan through Grants No.
NSTC 112-2628-M-006-007-MY4 and No. NSTC 112-
2811-M-006-033-MY4.

APPENDIX A: GENERATION OF THE HYBRID
ENTANGLED STATE

In this appendix, we outline a process, using a setup
in line with the setup in Ref. [34], that can be used to
experimentally generate an HE state of the form

|ψ〉ab = 1√
2

(|0〉a |α〉b + |1〉a |−α〉b
)

(A1)

between modes a and b, where |0〉 and |1〉 correspond to
photon-number states and |α〉 is the coherent state with
coherent amplitude α.

|n〉 and |α〉 correspond to, respectively, the energy eigen-
state and the coherent state of a quantized electromagnetic
field, where n is the number of photons in the state. It
is possible to realize the energy eigenstates as a single-
photon qubit by considering only the photon-number states
corresponding to |0〉 and |1〉. This is our DV system, and
the multiphoton coherent state is our CV system. The key
idea of HE-state generation hinges on conditional photon
addition and erasing the path information of photon addi-
tion. There are several ways of achieving photon addition.
They include a model that uses single-photon sources and
BSs and a model that uses a parametric down-converter
(PDC) with a weak pump. Since the BS setup and the para-
metric down-converter are equivalent [64], here we use the
BS model for photon addition. The following is a step-
by-step description of the generation of the HE state in
Fig. 1(b).

Step 1: A vacuum state |0〉 in mode a is mixed with a
single-photon state |1〉 in mode c with the use of a BS
(BS1) with transmittance T. Similarly, a coherent state
|α〉 in mode c is mixed with another single-photon state
in mode d with the use of another BS (BS2) with trans-
mittance T. The output states from each of these BSs
are

|ψ〉BS1
ac = √

1 − T |1〉a |0〉c +
√

T |0〉a |1〉c ,

|ψ〉BS2
bd = √

1 − Tb̂† |α〉b |0〉d +
√

T |α〉b |1〉d ,
(A2)

where b̂† is the creation operator acting on mode b and
|ψ〉BS1

ac is the output state from BS1, while |ψ〉BS2
bd is the

output state from BS2. The BS transmittance T can be
fine-tuned according to experimental requirements to yield
maximum probability for photon addition. Therefore, the
four-mode state at the output of BS1 and BS2 is

|ψ〉BS1,2
ab,cd =

√
T(1 − T)

(
|1〉a |α〉b ⊗ |0〉c |1〉d

+ |0〉a b̂† |α〉b ⊗ |1〉c |0〉d

)

+ (1 − T) |1〉a b̂† |α〉b ⊗ |0〉c |0〉d

+ T |0〉a |α〉b ⊗ |1〉c |1〉d . (A3)
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Step 2: The outgoing single-photon modes [shown by dashed gray lines in Fig. 1(b)] from both BS1 and BS3 are mixed
with each other with the use of a another BS (BS3), with transmittance τ . This leads to a four-mode state at the output of
BS3 that can be written as

|ψ〉BS3
ab,cd =

√
T(1 − T)

[
|1〉a |α〉b ⊗

(
− √

1 − τ |0〉c |1〉d + √
τ |1〉c |0〉d

)

+ |0〉a b̂† |α〉b ⊗
(√

1 − τ |1〉c |0〉d + √
τ |0〉c |1〉d

)]

+ (1 − T) |1〉a b̂† |α〉b ⊗ |0〉c |0〉d + T |0〉a |α〉b ⊗
(√

1 − τ |2〉c |0〉d + √
τ |0〉c |2〉d

)
. (A4)

Step 3: We now detect the output modes of BS3 via
single-photon detectors D1 and D2. Since the total pho-
ton number at the output of BS3 is 1, this indicates that
both detector D1 and detector D2 cannot click simultane-
ously. We postselect the state when only detector D1 clicks
and discard the runs whenever detector D2 clicks. After
postselection, the state between modes a and b is given as

|ψ〉D1
ab = 〈1|c 〈0|d |ψ〉BS3

ab,cd

=
√

T(1 − T)
(√
τ |1〉a |α〉b +√

1 − τ |0〉a b̂† |α〉b

)
.

(A5)

We can now use the fact that the n-photon-added coher-
ent state is a good approximation to another coherent
state with amplified amplitude, i.e., b̂†n/

√
N |α〉 ≈ |gα〉

[34], where N is the corresponding normalization con-
stant and g ≥ 1 is the amplification factor. This leads to
the result b̂† |α〉b ≈ 1/

√
1 − α2 |gα〉b, where g is properly

chosen. Then, by setting τ = (1 + α2)/(2 + α2) and using
the approximation, we get

|ψ〉D1
ab ≈

√
T(1 − T)
2 + α2

(
|1〉a |α〉b + |0〉a |gα〉b

)
. (A6)

Step 4: Next, we displace mode b by applying a displace-
ment operator on this mode given by Db (−(α + gα)/2) =
exp

[
−(α + gα)/2(b̂† − b̂)

]
, where b̂ is the annihilation

operator. This leads to the final normalized HE state

|ψ〉ab = 1√
2

(|0〉a |αf 〉b + |1〉a |−αf 〉b

)
, (A7)

where αf = (g − 1)α/2.

APPENDIX B: SHARED ENTANGLED STATE
BETWEEN ALICE AND BOB

In this appendix, we calculate the state obtained after
Charlie has performed the entanglement-swapping opera-
tion. We also calculate the states obtained after every step
of the protocol starting from the initial resource of HE
states. The steps of the protocol are detailed in the main
text.

1. Initial states and channel transmission

We denote the two hybrid entangled states with Alice
and Bob as

|ψ〉a1a2
= 1√

2

(|0〉a1
|α〉a2

+ |1〉a1
|−α〉a2

)
,

|ψ〉b1b2
= 1√

2

(|0〉b1
|α〉b2

+ |1〉b1
|−α〉b2

)
,

(B1)

respectively. The initial four-mode resource state can be
written as

|ψ〉a1a2
b1b2

= |ψ〉a1a2
|ψ〉b1b2

= 1
2

(|00〉a1b1
|α〉a2

|α〉b2
+ |11〉a1b1

|−α〉a2
|−α〉b2

+ |01〉a1b1
|α〉a2

|−α〉b2
+ |10〉a1b1

|−α〉a2
|α〉b2

)
,

(B2)

where |ij 〉a1b1
= |i〉a1

|j 〉b1
for all i, j ∈ {0, 1}.

Alice and Bob both send their multiphoton part (modes
a2 and b2) to a third, distant party, Charlie, for mixing and
subsequent measurements through a noisy/lossy channel
with transmittance T. Such channels can be modeled in
terms of an effective BS with transmittance T, where the
input state is fed into one of the inputs of the BS, while the
other input is initialized as a vacuum state. The action of a
BS with transmittance T on the input modes is given by a
unitary Uab

T implementing the following transformation:

(
â
b̂

)
→

(
â′

b̂′

)
=

( √
T

√
1 − T

−√
1 − T

√
T

) (
â
b̂

)
. (B3)

T = 1
2 corresponds to a balanced (50:50) BS. As a con-

sequence, the action of the channel on a coherent state
(|α〉) in mode a is described as Uab

T |α〉a ⊗ |0〉b → |α〉a′ ⊗
|0〉b′ = |√Tα〉a ⊗ |√1 − Tα〉b, where Uab

T is the corre-
sponding BS unitary operation. Subsequently, the resul-
tant state is obtained by our tracing over the ancillary
mode b.

064013-8



LONG-DISTANCE ENTANGLEMENT SHARING. . . PHYS. REV. APPLIED 21, 064013 (2024)

Similarly, the noisy transmission of modes a2 and b2 can be described by the use of two BSs with transmittance T, each
in the paths of modes a2 and b2 with ancillary modes given by fa and fb, respectively. The resultant noisy/lossy state is
obtained by our tracing over the ancillary modes (fa and fb). Therefore, the total input state for Charlie before mixing is
given as

|ψ〉a1,b1;a′
2,b′

2
f ′
a ,f ′

b

= U(a2,fa)
T ⊗ U(b2,fb)

T |ψ〉a1a2
b1b2

⊗ |0〉fa |0〉fb

= 1
2

(
|00〉a1b1

|√1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |
√

Tα〉a2
|
√

Tα〉b2

+ |11〉a1b1
|−√

1 − Tα〉fa |−√
1 − Tα〉fb |−

√
Tα〉a2

|−
√

Tα〉b2

+ |01〉a1b1
|√1 − Tα〉fa |−√

1 − Tα〉fb |
√

Tα〉a2
|−

√
Tα〉b2

+ |10〉a1b1
|−√

1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |−
√

Tα〉a2
|
√

Tα〉b2

)
, (B4)

where U(a2,fa)
T and U(b2,fb)

T are the BS unitary operations corresponding to the respective channels with transmittance T.
Charlie now mixes the incoming multiphoton modes (a2 and b2) through a balanced BS (BS1), leading to the four-mode
entangled state

|ψ〉BS1
a1,b1;a′′

2 ,b′′
2

f ′
a ,f ′

b

= U(a2,b2)
BS1 |ψ〉a1,b1;a′

2,b′
2

f ′
a ,f ′

b

= 1
2

(
|00〉a1b1

|√1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |0〉b2
|
√

2Tα〉a2

+ |11〉a1b1
|−√

1 − Tα〉fa |−√
1 − Tα〉fb |0〉b′

2
|−

√
2Tα〉a2

+ |01〉a1b1
|√1 − Tα〉fa |−√

1 − Tα〉fb |
√

2Tα〉b2
|0〉a2

+ |10〉a1b1
|−√

1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |−
√

2Tα〉b2
|0〉a2

)
. (B5)

It can be seen from Eq. (B5) that, in the total four-mode entangled state after mixing by Charlie, the vacuum-state
contribution in mode a2 appears with probability 1/2. Our primary aim is to postselect the state (B5) in |0〉a2

.

2. State after the ON-OFF measurement

The additional coherent state sent by Bob to Charlie
(
|√2α〉

)
becomes |√2Tα〉 as a result of transmission through the

lossy channel. As described in Ref. [34], for this purpose Charlie first mixes the outgoing mode a2 with this additional
state

(
|√2Tα〉

)
in mode c through the second balanced beam splitter (BS2). Consequently, the state after the mixing at

BS2 is given by

|ψ〉BS2
a1,b1;b′′

2
f ′
a ,f ′

b
a′′′

2 ,c′

= U(a2,c)
BS1 |ψ〉BS1

a1,b1;a′′
2 ,b′′

2
f ′
a ,f ′

b

⊗ |
√

2Tα〉c

= 1
2

(
|00〉a1b1

|√1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |0〉b2
|2

√
Tα〉a2

|0〉c

+ |11〉a1b1
|−√

1 − Tα〉fa |−√
1 − Tα〉fb |0〉b2

|0〉a2
|−2

√
Tα〉c

+ |01〉a1b1
|√1 − Tα〉fa |−√

1 − Tα〉fb |
√

2Tα〉b2
|
√

Tα〉a2
|−

√
Tα〉c

+ |10〉a1b1
|−√

1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |−
√

2Tα〉b2
|
√

Tα〉a2
|−

√
Tα〉c

)
. (B6)

As can be seen from Eq. (B6), if both detectors at the output of BS2 click, then the contribution can arise only from the
respective part in Eq. (B6), i.e., from the part containing |0〉a2

. Experimentally, this could be achieved unambiguously by
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one performing the operation �0 = (I − |0〉 〈0|)⊗ (I − |0〉 〈0|) on Eq. (B6) using two ON-OFF detectors at both output
ports of BS2.

However, here we consider nonideal detectors with efficiency ηo (0 ≤ ηo ≤ 1). Similar to the case of transmission
channels, this could be analyzed by considering two additional BS with transmittance ηo and two ancillary modes ga and
gc for modes a2 and c, respectively. Therefore, before the ON-OFF detectors, the total state is given by

|ψ〉tot
a1,b1;b′′

2
f ′
a ,f ′

b ,g′
a,g′

c
a′′′′

2 ,c′′

= U(a2,ga)
ηo

⊗ U(c,gc)
ηo

|ψ〉BS2
a1,b1;b′′

2
f ′
a ,f ′

b
a′′′

2 ,c′

⊗ |0〉ga |0〉gc

= 1
2

[
|00〉a1b1

|0〉b′′
2
|√1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb |2

√
T(1 − ηo)α〉ga

|0〉gc |2
√

Tηoα〉a2
|0〉c

+ |11〉a1b1
|0〉b2

|−√
1 − Tα〉fa |−√

1 − Tα〉fb |0〉ga |−2
√

T(1 − ηo)α〉gc
|0〉a2

|−2
√

Tηoα〉c

+
(
|01〉a1b1

|
√

2Tα〉b2
|√1 − Tα〉fa |−√

1 − Tα〉fb + |10〉a1b1
|−

√
2Tα〉b2

|−√
1 − Tα〉fa |√1 − Tα〉fb

)

× |
√

T(1 − ηo)α〉ga
|−

√
T(1 − ηo)α〉gc

|
√

Tη0α〉a2
|−

√
Tηoα〉c

]

= 1
2

[
|00〉a1b1

|0〉b2
|
√

T′α〉fa |
√

T′α〉fb |2√
Tη′

oα〉ga
|0〉gc |2

√
Tηoα〉a2

|0〉c

+ |11〉a1b1
|0〉b2

|−
√

T′α〉fa |−
√

T′α〉fb |0〉ga |−2
√

Tη′
oα〉gc

|0〉a2
|−2

√
Tηoα〉c

+
(
|01〉a1b1

|
√

2Tα〉b2
|
√

T′α〉fa |−
√

T′α〉fb + |10〉a1b1
|−

√
2Tα〉b2

|−
√

T′α〉fa |
√

T′α〉fb

)

× |√Tη′
oα〉ga

|−√
Tη′

oα〉gc
|
√

Tη0α〉a2
|−

√
Tηoα〉c

]
, (B7)

where T′ = 1 − T and η′
o = 1 − ηo.

Charlie is now supposed to make the measurement of �a2,c
0 = (1 − |0〉 〈0|)a2 ⊗ (1 − |0〉 〈0|)c on the state in Eq. (B7).

After the measurement of these operators (�0), the total state collapses to ρ0
a1,b1;b2

= tr fa,fbga,gc
a2,c

(
|ψ0〉 〈ψ0|

)
/N0, where |ψ0〉 =

�
a2,c
0 |ψ〉tot

a1,b1;b′′
2

f ′
a ,f ′

b ,g′
a,g′

c
a′′′′

2 ,c′′

and the normalization constants are N0 = tra1,b1,a2,b2,c
fa,fb,ga,gc

(
|ψ0〉 〈ψ0|

)
. It must be noted that the state ρ0

a1,b1;b2

is obtained with probability P0 = tra1,b1
b2

(
ρ0

a1,b1;b2

)
.

Let us fist look at the result

�
a2,c
0 |α〉a2

|β〉c =
(
1a2 ⊗ 1c − |0〉a2

〈0| ⊗ 1c − 1a2 ⊗ |0〉c 〈0| + |0〉a2
〈0| ⊗ |0〉c 〈0|

)
|α〉a2

|β〉c

= |α〉a2
|β〉c − e−α2/2 |0〉a2

|β〉c − e−β2/2 |α〉a2
|0〉c + e−(α2+β2)/2 |0〉a2

|0〉c , (B8)

leading to

�
a2,c
0 |α〉a2

|0〉c = �
a2,c
0 |0〉a2

|α〉c = 0,

�
a2,c
0 |α〉a2

|−α〉c = |α〉a2
|−α〉c − e−α2/2 |0〉a2

|−α〉c − e−α2/2 |α〉a2
|0〉c + e−α2 |0〉a2

|0〉c .
(B9)

Using the results of Eq. (B9) in Eq. (B7), we obtain

|ψ0〉 = �
a2,c
0 |ψ〉tot

a1,b1;b′′
2

f ′
a ,f ′

b ,g′
a,g′

c
a′′′′

2 ,c′′

= 1
2

[
|00〉a1b1

|0〉b2
|
√

T′α〉fa |
√

T′α〉fb ⊗ |2√
Tη′

oα〉ga
|0〉gc × 0

+ |11〉a1b1
|0〉b2

|−
√

T′α〉fa |−
√

T′α〉fb ⊗ |0〉ga |−2
√

Tη′
oα〉gc

× 0
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+
(
|01〉a1b1

|
√

2Tα〉b2
|
√

T′α〉fa |−
√

T′α〉fb + |10〉a1b1
|−

√
2Tα〉b2

|−
√

T′α〉fa |
√

T′α〉fb

)
⊗ |√Tη′

oα〉ga
|−√

Tη′
oα〉gc

⊗
(
|
√
ηoTα〉a2

|−
√
ηoTα〉c − e−ηoTα2/2 |0〉a2

|−
√
ηoTα〉c − e−ηoTα2/2 |

√
ηoTα〉a2

|0〉c + e−ηoTα2 |0〉a2
|0〉c

)]

= 1
2

(
|01〉a1b1

|
√

2Tα〉b2
|
√

T′α〉fa |−
√

T′α〉fb + |10〉a1b1
|−

√
2Tα〉b2

|−
√

T′α〉fa |
√

T′α〉fb

)

⊗ |√Tη′
oα〉ga

|−√
Tη′

oα〉gc
⊗ |�〉a2c , (B10)

where

|�〉a2c = |
√
ηoTα〉a2

|−
√
ηoTα〉c − e−ηoTα2/2 |0〉a2

|−
√
ηoTα〉c − e−ηoTα2/2 |

√
ηoTα〉a2

|0〉c + e−ηoTα2 |0〉a2
|0〉c . (B11)

It can be further shown that

tr
(

|�〉a2c 〈�|
)

= tr
[(

〈
√
ηoTα| |

√
ηoTα〉 〈−

√
ηoTα| |−

√
ηoTα〉 + e−ηoTα2 〈0| |0〉 〈−

√
ηoTα| |−

√
ηoTα〉

+ e−ηoTα2 〈
√
ηoTα| |

√
ηoTα〉 〈0| |0〉 + e−2ηoTα2 〈0| |0〉 〈0| |0〉

)

+ 2
(
−e−ηoTα2/2 〈0| |

√
ηoTα〉 〈−

√
ηoTα| |−

√
ηoTα〉 − e−ηoTα2/2 〈

√
ηoTα| |

√
ηoTα〉 〈0| |−

√
ηoTα〉

+ e−ηoTα2 〈0| |
√
ηoTα〉 〈0| |−

√
ηoTα〉

)
+ 2

(
e−ηoTα2 〈

√
ηoTα| |0〉 〈0| |−

√
ηoTα〉

− e−3ηoTα2/2 〈0| |0〉 〈0| |−
√
ηoTα〉

)
− 2e−3ηoTα2/2 〈0| |

√
ηoTα〉 〈0| |0〉

]

=
(

1 + e−ηoTα2 + e−ηoTα2 + e−2ηoTα2
)

+ 2
(
−e−ηoTα2 − e−ηoTα2 + e−2ηoTα2

)

+ 2
(

e−2ηoTα2 − e−2ηoTα2
)

− 2e−2ηoTα2

= 1 − 2e−ηoTα2 + e−2ηoTα2 =
(

1 − e−ηoTα2
)2

. (B12)

Hence,

tr fa,fbga,gc
a2,c

(
|ψ0〉 〈ψ0|

)
=

(
1 − e−ηoTα2

)2

4
trfa,fb

[(
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈
√

2Tα| ⊗ |
√

T′α〉fa 〈
√

T′α| ⊗ |−
√

T′α〉fb 〈−
√

T′α|

+ |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tα| ⊗ |−
√

T′α〉fa 〈−
√

T′α| ⊗ |
√

T′α〉fb 〈
√

T′α|
+ |01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tα| ⊗ |

√
T′α〉fa 〈−

√
T′α| ⊗ |−

√
T′α〉fb 〈

√
T′α|

+ |10〉a1b1
〈01| ⊗ |−

√
2Tα〉b2

〈
√

2Tα| ⊗ |−
√

T′α〉fa 〈
√

T′α| ⊗ |
√

T′α〉fb 〈−
√

T′α|
)]

× trga,gc

[
|√Tη′

oα〉ga
〈√Tη′

oα| ⊗ |−√
Tη′

oα〉gc
〈−√

Tη′
oα|

]

=
(

1 − e−ηoTα2
)2

4

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈
√

2Tα| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tα|

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tα| + |10〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |−
√

2Tα〉b2
〈
√

2Tα|
)

e−4(1−T)α2
]

,

(B13)
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where tr
(

|α〉 〈−α|
)

= e−2α2
. The corresponding probability and normalization constant are given as

P0 = N0 = tra1,b1
b2

[

tr fa,fbga,gc
a2,c

(
|ψ0〉 〈ψ0|

)]

=
(

1 − e−ηoTα2
)2

2
. (B14)

This leads to the normalized state

ρ0
a1,b1,b2

= 1
N0

tr fa,fbga,gc
a2,c

(
|ψ0〉 〈ψ0|

)

= 1
2

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈
√

2Tα| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tα|

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tα|

+ |10〉a1b1
〈01| ⊗ |−

√
2Tα〉b2

〈
√

2Tα|
)

e−4(1−T)α2
]

. (B15)

3. Final state obtained after the homodyne measurement

Charlie now performs the homodyne measurement along the quadrature Xθ on mode b2. Here we also consider that the
homodyne instruments are not perfect. Rather the efficiency of the homodyne detector is given by ηh. Similarly to the
earlier cases, here also the imperfect homodyne detector can be modeled as a passive beam splitter with transmittance ηh.
Now the action of the imperfect homodyne measurement along quadrature Xθ will lead to the resultant unnormalized state

ρhom,0
un = 〈Xθ |b2

trhb

[(
Uhb,b2
ηh

)
ρ0

a1,b1;b2
⊗ |0〉hb

〈0|
(

Uhb,b2
ηh

)†
]

|Xθ 〉b2
with normalization N hom

0 = tra1,b1

(
ρhom,0

un

)
, where Xθ

in a mode a is defined as Xθ = (aeiθ + a†eiθ )/2 and with the eigenvalue equation as Xθ defined as Xθ |Xθ 〉 = xθ |Xθ 〉.
Thus, after the homodyne measurement by Charlie, the residual normalized state between Alice and Bob will be

given by

ρa1,b1 = ρhom,0
un

N hom
0

. (B16)

In this work we consider the measurement of the quadrature operator for the choice of θ = π/2, i.e., we con-
sider the momentumlike quadrature operator P. Now the measurement of P for a coherent state |α〉 is 〈P| |α〉 =
(1/π1/4)e−p2/2e−α2−i

√
2αp . Now

trhb

[(
Uhb,b2
ηh

)
ρ0

a1,b1;b2
⊗ |0〉hb

〈0|
(

Uhb,b2
ηh

)†
]

= 1
2

trhb

{(
Uhb,b2
ηh

) [
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈
√

2Tα| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tα|

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tα| + |10〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |−
√

2Tα〉b2
〈
√

2Tα|
)

e−4(1−T)α2
]

⊗ |0〉hb
〈0|

(
Uhb,b2
ηh

)†
}

= 1
2

trhb

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα| ⊗ |
√

2Tη′
hα〉

hb
〈
√

2Tη′
hα|

+ |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tηhα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tηhα| ⊗ |−
√

2Tη′
hα〉

hb
〈−

√
2Tη′

hα|

+
(

|01〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |

√
2Tηhα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tηhα| ⊗ |
√

2Tη′
hα〉

hb
〈−

√
2Tη′

hα|

+ |10〉a1b1
〈01| ⊗ |−

√
2Tηhα〉b2

〈
√

2Tηhα| ⊗ |−
√

2Tη′
hα〉

hb
〈
√

2Tη′
hα|

)
e−4(1−T)α2

]
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= 1
2

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tηhα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tηhα|

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tηhα| + |10〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |−
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα|
)

e−4T(1−η′
h)α

2
e−4(1−T)α2

]

= 1
2

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tηhα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tηhα|

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tηhα| + |10〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |−
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα|
)

e−4(1−Tηh)α
2
]

, (B17)

which leads to

ρhom,0
un = 〈P|b2

trhb

[(
Uhb,b2
ηh

)
ρ0

a1,b1;b2
⊗ |0〉hb

〈0|
(

Uhb,b2
ηh

)†
]

|P〉b2

= 1
2

〈P|b2

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| ⊗ |−

√
2Tηhα〉b2

〈−
√

2Tηhα|

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| ⊗ |
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈−

√
2Tηhα| + |10〉a1b1

〈01| ⊗ |−
√

2Tηhα〉b2
〈
√

2Tηhα|
)

e−4(1−Tηh)α
2
]
|P〉b2

= e−p2

2
√
π

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| e−4Tηhα
2 + |10〉a1b1

〈10| e−4Tηhα
2

+
(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| e−4Tηhα
2−4i

√
Tηhαp + |10〉a1b1

〈01| e−4Tηhα
2+4i

√
Tηhαp

)
e−4(1−Tηh)α

2
]

= e−p2
e−4Tηhα

2

2
√
π

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| +

(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| e−4i
√

Tηhαp + |10〉a1b1
〈01| e4i

√
Tηhαp

)
e−4(1−Tηh)α

2
]

,

(B18)

with N hom
0 = tra1,b1

(
ρhom,0

un

) = e−p2
e−4Tηhα

2
/
√
π .

Therefore,

ρa1,b1 = ρhom,0
un

N hom
0

= 1
2

[
|01〉a1b1

〈01| + |10〉a1b1
〈10| +

(
|01〉a1b1

〈10| e−4i
√

Tηhαp

+ |10〉a1b1
〈01| e4i

√
Tηhαp

)
e−4(1−Tηh)α

2
]

= 1
2

[|01〉a1b1
〈01| + |10〉a1b1

〈10| + h
(
g |01〉a1b1

〈10| + g∗ |10〉a1b1
〈01|)] , (B19)

where h = e−4(1−Tηh)α
2

and g = e−4i
√

Tηhαp . The probability of obtaining this final state is given by P0 =
(

1 − e−ηoTα2
)2
/2

[Eq. (B14)].

APPENDIX C: LOGARITHMIC NEGATIVITY OF HYBRID ENTANGLED STATES UNDERGOING
PHOTON LOSS

In our protocol we use the CV part of the HE state for transmission via a lossy quantum channel. It can be shown that
under photon losses in the CV part, an HE state can still retain correlations for a particular value of α.

We analyze the amount of correlations that an HE state retains after its CV system is transmitted via a lossy quantum
channel. Upon transmission, the CV part undergoes photon loss that is directly dependent on the value of α chosen. We
show that the correlations in an HE state after its CV part has undergone transmission loss are a nonmonotonic function
of its coherent amplitude. Specifically, we evaluate the logarithmic negativity [65,66] of the initial HE state as a function
of transmission loss. We find that for α ≈ 0.5, the HE state is highly robust regarding noise.
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Let us consider the HE state

|ψ〉ab = 1√
2

(
|0〉a |α〉b + |1〉a |−α〉b

)
. (C1)

Suppose that mode b undergoes photon loss. The process of photon loss can be equivalently modeled as passage through
a beam splitter with reflectivity R (0 ≤ R ≤ 1), while the other input to the beam splitter is taken to be a vacuum. In such
a case, the beam-splitter matrix is

(√
1 − R

√
R

−√
R

√
1 − R

)
,

where R = 0 and R = 1 stand for zero photon loss and complete photon loss, respectively. Let us consider that mode
b passes through such a beam splitter, while the other input is at |0〉 in mode c. As a consequence, the total state after
passage through the beam splitter becomes

|ψ〉ab ⊗ |0〉c
BS−→ 1√

2

(
|0〉a |√1 − Rα〉b |

√
Rα〉c + |1〉a |−√

1 − Rα〉b |−
√

Rα〉c

)
. (C2)

Subsequently, the two-mode state in modes a and b after photon loss is obtained by our tracing over the ancillary mode c
as

ρ loss
ab = trc

[
1
2

(
|0,

√
1 − Rα〉ab 〈0,

√
1 − Rα| ⊗ |

√
Rα〉c 〈

√
Rα| + |1, −√

1 − Rα〉ab 〈1, −√
1 − Rα| ⊗ |−

√
Rα〉c 〈−

√
Rα|

+ |0,
√

1 − Rα〉ab 〈1, −√
1 − Rα| ⊗ |

√
Rα〉c 〈−

√
Rα| + |1, −√

1 − Rα〉ab 〈0,
√

1 − Rα| ⊗ |−
√

Rα〉c 〈
√

Rα|
)]

= 1
2

(
|0,

√
1 − Rα〉ab 〈0,

√
1 − Rα| + |1, −√

1 − Rα〉ab 〈1, −√
1 − Rα| + e−2Rα2 |0,

√
1 − Rα〉ab 〈1, −√

1 − Rα|

+e−2Rα2 |1, −√
1 − Rα〉ab 〈0,

√
1 − Rα|

)

= 1
2

[
|0〉a 〈0| ⊗ |√1 − Rα〉b 〈√1 − Rα| + |1〉a 〈1| ⊗ |−√

1 − Rα〉b 〈−√
1 − Rα|

+e−2Rα2
(
|0〉a 〈1| ⊗ |√1 − Rα〉b 〈−√

1 − Rα| + |1〉a 〈0| ⊗ |−√
1 − Rα〉b 〈√1 − Rα|

)]
. (C3)

To evaluate the entanglement content in this state, we
use logarithmic negativity as a measure of entanglement.
For a bipartite state ρ loss

ab it is defined as EN
(
ρ loss

ab

) =
log2

∣∣
∣
∣∣
∣
(
ρ loss

ab

)PT
∣∣
∣
∣∣
∣
1
, where ||.||1 is the trace norm and PT

stands for partial transpose over mode a or mode b. We
evaluate the logarithmic negativity for the state after pho-
ton loss in Eq. (C3) numerically, and it is shown in the
main text.

APPENDIX D: LOGARITHMIC NEGATIVITY OF
THE SHARED ENTANGLED STATES

To evaluate the entanglement content in this state, we
use logarithmic negativity as a measure of entanglement.
For a bipartite state ρa1b1 , it is defined as EN

(
ρa1b1

) =
log2

∣∣
∣
∣
∣∣ρPT

a1b1

∣∣
∣
∣
∣∣
1
, where ||.||1 is the trace norm and PT stands

for partial transpose over mode a1 or or mode b1. Here we

evaluate the logarithmic negativity for the shared entan-
gled state between Alice and Bob (B19) under partial
transposition over mode b1. The resultant state after the
partial transpose is written as

ρPT
a1,b1

= 1
2

[|01〉a1b1
〈01| + |10〉a1b1

〈10|
+h

(
g |00〉a1b1

〈11| + g∗ |11〉a1b1
〈00|)] , (D1)

where h = e−4(1−Tηh)α
2

and g = e−4i
√

Tηhαp . This leads to
the eigenvalues of ρPT

a1,b1
as λ1 = λ2 = 1

2 , λ3 = h/2, and
λ4 = −h/2. As a consequence, the logarithmic negativity
of ρa1b1 is given as

EN
(
ρa1b1

) = log2

(
4∑

k=1

|λk|
)

= log2 (1 + h) . (D2)
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However, it should be noted that the final state, ρa1b1 ,
is produced only with probability P0. Consequently, the
entanglement between the parties is effectively given as
En

(
ρa1b1

) = P0 log2 (1 + h). The reason for multiplication
with the probability P0 is because it determines the rate of
generation of the resultant entangled state. As an exam-
ple, consider α = 0. The HE state (A1) is effectively a
separable state and therefore cannot yield any correla-
tions after swapping. This behavior is captured by the fact
that the final entangled state is produced with probability
0. However, if we only look at the state ρa1b1 , we find
that it is maximally entangled with logarithmic negativ-
ity equal to 1. Therefore, it is necessary to include the rate
of production in the analysis of entanglement of the final
state.

APPENDIX E: ANALYSIS OF THE SECURE KEY
RATE

In this appendix, we first provide a description of
the optimal strategy of an eavesdropper, Eve—namely,
an entangling cloner attack. Then we provide a detailed
analysis of the secure key rate under this strategy by Eve.

1. Evaluation of the secured key rate

To evaluate the secure key rate, we assume the existence
of an eavesdropper, Eve, with system E. We assume that
Eve can potentially collaborate with the untrusted party,
Charlie, while also having access to the two quantum chan-
nels that are used to transmit the CV systems. We also
consider that Eve can perform an entangling cloner attack
on each of the quantum channels [48,67,68]. However, the
most-general attack strategy with Eve is a two-mode corre-
lated attack (one mode for each quantum channel). Since,
Alice and Bob use a CV system for transmission purposes,
the aforementioned attacks have been shown to be the opti-
mal choices in such a case. Moreover, since the quantum
channels are assumed to be noninteracting and spatially
well separated, the two-mode correlated attack reduces to
two independent single-mode entangling cloner attacks.

Specifically, a single-mode entangling cloner attack
assumes that Eve can split the incoming CV states in both
channels independently using a BS with transmittance T
that is equal to the loss of the Alice-Charlie and Bob-
Charlie channels (assuming that the loss in both channels is
the same). The two input modes for this BS correspond to
the quantum state being transmitted and a vacuum state (or
a thermal state if we consider thermal noise in the chan-
nels). Eve then stores the reflected states in a quantum
memory, while the transmitted states are sent to Charlie
via identity channels having no loss. Subsequently, Eve
can then perform a joint measurement on the two retained
states (corresponding to Alice-Charlie and Bob-Charlie
channels) that are stored in a quantum memory and try

to guess the key of Alice or Bob on the basis of the out-
comes observed. However, Alice and Bob can estimate the
transmission losses of their respective channels given by
T. As a consequence, the maximum information that can
be obtained by Eve becomes a function of the channel loss
parameter T and the results publicly declared by Charlie.
The information by Eve is then bounded by the Holevo
bound χ(A : E).

Since Alice and Bob share the state ρa1b1 with probabil-
ity P0, the secure key rate r between Alice and Bob is then
given as

r ≥ P0 [I(A : B)− χ(A : E)] subject to

P0 =
(

1 − e−ηoTα2
)2

2
. (E1)

Evaluation of the mutual information between Alice and
Bob is relatively simple and is accomplished by the use
of their observed joint statistics. If Alice and Bob per-
form a measurement corresponding to observables A and
B, the mutual information between the two parties sharing
a state ρab is given as I(A : B) = H(A)+ H(B)− H(A, B),
where H(A) (and H(B)) is the Shannon entropy corre-
sponding to the observable A (and B) measured on the state
ρa = trb (ρab) and H(A, B) is the Shannon entropy of the
observables jointly measured on the state ρab.

2. Calculation of I (A : B) and χ(A : E)

To evaluate the mutual information we first look at the
final state that is shared between Alice and Bob, which is
given as

ρa1b1 = 1
2

[|01〉a1b1
〈01| + |10〉a1b1

〈10| + h
(
g |01〉a1b1

× 〈10| + g∗ |10〉a1b1
〈01|)] , (E2)

where h = e−4(1−Tηh)α
2

and g = e−4i
√

Tηhαp , with the
reduced states of Alice and Bob as

ρa1 = ρb1 = 1
2
(|0〉 〈0| + |1〉 〈1|) . (E3)

In the QKD protocol we consider that both Alice and Bob
choose the observable M = σZ to generate a key. The cor-
responding projective measurement can then be written as
{�0,�1}, where�0 = |0〉 〈0| and�1 = 1 −�0 = |1〉 〈1|.
We also consider that the photon-number detectors are
imperfect, having efficiency ηd. A general m-photon detec-
tor with efficiency ηd is described by the measurement
operators

�m(ηd) = ηm
d

∑

k

(1 − ηd)
k |k + m〉 〈k + m| . (E4)

Because in our scheme we have only two outcomes (cor-
responding to �0 and 1 −�0), an imperfect measurement
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of σZ then corresponds to measurement operators

�0(ηd) = |0〉 〈0| + (1 − ηd) |1〉 〈1| , (E5a)

�1(ηd) = 1 −�0 = ηd |1〉 〈1| . (E5b)

We first consider the imperfect measurement of σZ on
Alice’s reduced state ρa1 . The outcome�0(ηd) occurs with
probability p0 = 1

2 [1 + (1 − ηd)] = (2 − ηd)/2, while the
outcome �1(ηd) occurs with probability p1 = 1 − p0 =
ηd/2. As a consequence, the Shannon entropy of imper-
fectly measuring σZ on Alice’s reduced state is given
as

H(σ3) = −p0 log2 p0 − p1 log2 p1

= −
(

2 − ηd

2

)
log2

(
2 − ηd

2

)
− ηd

2
log2

ηd

2
.

= 1 − 2 − ηd

2
log2(2 − ηd)− ηd

2
log2 ηd. (E6)

Similarly, it can be seen that the same expression also
holds true for the imperfect measurement of σZ on Bob’s
reduced state. The measurement operators corresponding
to the case when Alice and Bob jointly (and imperfectly)
measure σZ on their respective reduced states are

�00(ηd) = |00〉 〈00| + (1 − ηd)
2 |11〉

〈11| + (1 − ηd) |01〉 〈01| + (1 − ηd) |10〉 〈10| ,
(E7a)

�01(ηd) = ηd |01〉 〈01| + ηd(1 − ηd) |11〉 〈11| , (E7b)

�10(ηd) = ηd |10〉 〈10| + ηd(1 − ηd) |11〉 〈11| , (E7c)

�11(ηd) = η2
d |11〉 〈11| , (E7d)

which occur with probabilities p00 = 1 − ηd, p01 = ηd/2,
p10 = ηd/2, and p11 = 0, respectively. As a consequence,
the Shannon entropy for the joint measurement becomes

H(σZ , σZ) = −p00 log2 p00 − p01 log2 p01

− p10 log2 p10 − p11 log2 p11

= −(1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)− ηd log2
ηd

2
= ηd − (1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)− ηd log2 ηd.

(E8)

The mutual information between Alice and Bob can then
be written as

I(A : B) = H(σZ)+ H(σZ)− H(σZ , σZ)

= (2 − ηd)− [
(2 − ηd) log2(2 − ηd)

− (1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)
]
. (E9)

Evidently, in the absence of any imperfection (ηd = 1), one
obtains perfect correlation, i.e, limηd→1 I(A : B) = 1. Next
we evaluate the Holevo bound χ(A : E).

To evaluate the Holevo bound, we assume that Eve has
access to a purification of the state ρa1b1 , which we denote
by ρa1b1E , such that ρe = tra1b1(ρa1b1e) is the reduced state
of Eve. Moreover, we also assume that Alice’s measure-
ment outcomes are represented by rank-1 operators. Since
ρa1b1e is pure by definition, we have S(ρa1b1) = S(ρe),
where S(X ) is the von Neumann entropy of a system
X . Moreover, if Alice’s measurement outcomes are rep-
resented by rank-1 operators, then the reduced state of
Bob and Eve conditioned on Alice’s outcome x, given by
ρb1e|x, is also pure. Therefore, by definition of von Neu-
mann entropy, we have S(ρe|x) = S(ρb1|x), where ρb1|x is
the reduced state of Bob conditioned on Alice’s outcome
x. In this case, the Holevo bound can then be written as
[49]

χ(A : E) = S(ρa1b1)−
∑

x

pxS
(
ρb1|x

)
. (E10)

For the state ρa1b1 as given in Eq. (E2), its eigenvalues
are given as λ± = 1 ± h/2, leading to the von Neumann
entropy as

S(ρa1b1) = −λ+ log2 λ+−λ− log2 λ−

= −
(

1 + h
2

)
log2

(
1 + h

2

)

−
(

1 − h
2

)
log2

(
1 − h

2

)

= 1 − 1
2

[
(1 + h) log2(1 + h)

+ (1 − h) log2(1 − h)
]

. (E11)

On the other hand, the reduced states of Bob corresponding
to the two outcomes of the imperfect measurement of σZ by
Alice are given as

ρb1|0 = tra1

[
ρa1b1�0(ηd)

]

tr
[
ρa1b1�0(ηd)

]

= 1
2 − ηd

(|1〉 〈1| + (1 − ηd) |0〉 〈0|) , (E12a)

ρb1|1 = tra1

[
ρa1b1�1(ηd)

]

tr
[
ρa1b1�1(ηd)

] = |1〉 〈1| , (E12b)

which lead to
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1∑

x=0

pxS
(
ρb1|x

) = 2 − ηd

2

[
−

(
1

2 − ηd

)
log2

(
1

2 − ηd

)
−

(
1 − ηd

2 − ηd

)
log2

(
1 − ηd

2 − ηd

)]

= 1
2
[
(2 − ηd) log2(2 − ηd)− (1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)

]
. (E13)

As a consequence, the Holevo bound can be written as

χ(A : E) = S(ρa1b1)−
∑

x

pxS
(
ρb1|x

)

= 1 − 1
2

[
(1 + h) log2(1 + h)+ (1 − h) log2(1 − h)

] − 1
2

[
(2 − ηd) log2(2 − ηd)− (1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)

]
.

(E14)

By plugging the mutual information given in Eq. (E9) and the Holevo bound, given in Eq. (E14), in the secure key rate,
given by Eq. (E1), we obtain

r ≥ p0 [I(A : B)− χ(A : E)]

= p0

{
1 − ηd + 1

2
[
(1 + h) log2(1 + h)+ (1 − h) log2(1 − h)

] − 1
2

[
(2 − ηd) log2(2 − ηd)− (1 − ηd) log2(1 − ηd)

]}
.

(E15)

APPENDIX F: FIDELITY BETWEEN THE HE STATES THAT PASSED THROUGH LOSS-ONLY AND
LOSSY-AND-NOISY CHANNELS

In this appendix, we analyze the impact of thermal noise present in the quantum channel between Alice (Bob) and
Charlie. We show that the final state after a loss-only channel is almost equivalent to the final state after passing through
a channel characterized by loss and thermal noise. Using this result, we aim to reduce the complexity of the calculation
by focusing only on loss-only quantum channels connecting all the parties.

1. General state after channel transmission

Let us consider that an incoming signal passes through a lossy channel having transmittance T with additional thermal
noise. Mathematically, the channel transmission can be written as Uch : ρs,in → ρs,out, where ρs,in (ρs,out) is input (output)
state of the channel. Such transmission can be modeled as follows. First, the incoming state (in mode a) is mixed with an
ancilla initialized in a thermal state (in mode b) via a BS with transmittance T and two output modes. Subsequently, the
output of the quantum channel is obtained by our tracing out the outgoing ancillary mode of the BS.

The action of a BS with transmittance T is described in terms of a unitary operation Uab
T on the input modes a and b

that leads to the transformation matrix between the input and output modes, labeled by a′ and b′, as

(
â
b̂

)
→

(
â′

b̂′

)
=

( √
T

√
1 − T

−√
1 − T

√
T

) (
â
b̂

)
, (F1)

where â corresponds to the annihilation operator for mode a and T = 0.5 represents a balanced (50:50) BS. As a conse-
quence, the action of the channel on a coherent state (|α〉) in mode a is described as Uab

T |α〉a ⊗ |β〉b → |α〉a′ ⊗ |β〉b′ =
|√Tα + √

1 − Tβ〉a ⊗ |√Tβ − √
1 − Tα〉b = |√Tα + √

1 − Tβ,
√

Tβ − √
1 − Tα〉ab.

Let us consider that, in the coherent-state basis, the incoming signal is in the quantum state given by ρs,in =∫
d2α/π(d2β/π)C(α,β) |α〉a 〈β|, while the ancilla thermal state is described as ρanc,th = (1 − x)

∑
k xk |k〉b 〈k| = (1 −

x)
∫

d2η/π(d2ζ/π)e−((|η|2+|ζ |2)/2)+xη∗ζ |η〉b 〈ζ |, where x = n̄/(1 + n̄) such that n̄ is the average number of thermal
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photons. In view of the action of a BS on the coherent states, one can easily show that

ρout = Uab
T ρs,in ⊗ ρanc,th

(
Uab

T

)†

= (1 − x)
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
C(α,β)e− |η|2+|ζ |2

2 +xη∗ζ
[
Uab

T |α, η〉ab 〈β, ζ | (Uab
T

)†
]

= (1 − x)
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
C(α,β)e− |η|2+|ζ |2

2 +xη∗ζ |
√

Tα + √
1 − Tη,

√
Tη − √

1 − Tα〉

⊗ 〈
√

Tβ + √
1 − Tζ ,

√
Tζ − √

1 − Tβ| . (F2)

Consequently, the channel output signal state becomes

Uch : ρs,in → ρs,out = Tranc (ρout)

= (1 − x)
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
C(α,β)e− |η|2+|ζ |2

2 +xη∗ζ |
√

Tα + √
1 − Tη〉a 〈

√
Tβ + √

1 − Tζ |

×
〈√

Tζ − √
1 − Tβ |

√
Tη − √

1 − Tα〉

= (1 − x)
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
C(α,β)e− 1−T

2

(
|α|2+|β|2

)
+(1−T)αβ∗

e− 1+T
2

(
|η|2+|ζ |2

)
+xη∗ζ+Tηζ∗

× e
√

T(1−T)
[
α∗η+αη∗

2 + β∗ζ+βζ∗
2 −(β∗η+αζ∗)

]

|
√

Tα + √
1 − Tη〉a 〈

√
Tβ + √

1 − Tζ |

= (1 − x)
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
C(α,β)e− 1−T

2

(
|α|2+|β|2

)
+(1−T)αβ∗

e− 1+T
2

(
|η|2+|ζ |2

)
+xη∗ζ+Tηζ∗

× e
√

T(1−T)
[
α∗η+αη∗

2 + β∗ζ+βζ∗
2 −(β∗η+αζ∗)

] ∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
|λ〉 〈ω|

〈
λ |

√
Tα + √

1 − Tη〉 〈
√

Tβ + √
1 − Tζ |ω

〉

= (1 − x)
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
C(α,β)e− 1−T

2

(
|α|2+|β|2

)
+(1−T)αβ∗

e− 1+T
2

(
|η|2+|ζ |2

)
+xη∗ζ+Tηζ∗

× e
√

T(1−T)
[
α∗η+αη∗

2 + β∗ζ+βζ∗
2 −(β∗η+αζ∗)

] ∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
|λ〉 〈ω| e− |λ|2+|√Tα+√

1−Tη|2
2 +λ∗(

√
Tα+√

1−Tη)

× e− |ω|2+|√Tβ+√
1−Tζ |2

2 +(
√

Tβ∗+√
1−Tζ∗)ω

= (1 − x)
∫

d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 |λ〉 〈ω|
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
C(α,β)e− |α|2+|β|2

2 +(1−T)αβ∗+√
T(λ∗α+ωβ∗)

×
∫

d2η

π

d2ζ

π
e−

(
|η|2+|ζ |2

)
+xη∗ζ+Tηζ∗

e−√
T(1−T)(β∗η+αζ∗)+

√
1−T(λ∗η+ωζ∗)

= 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω|
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
C(α,β)e− |α|2+|β|2

2 + 1−T
1−Tx αβ

∗+
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωβ∗). (F3)

In the case of a loss-only channel, i.e., in absence of additional thermal noise (x = 0), Eq. (F3) reduces to

lim
x→0

Uch : ρs,in →
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
C(α,β)e− 1−T

2

(
|α|2+|β|2

)
+(1−T)αβ∗

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2+T(|α|2+|β|2)

2 +√
T(λ∗α+ωβ∗) |λ〉 〈ω|

=
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
C(α,β)e− 1−T

2

(
|α|2+|β|2

)
+(1−T)αβ∗

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
|λ〉 〈λ| |

√
Tα〉 〈

√
Tβ| |ω〉 〈ω|

=
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
C(α,β)e− 1−T

2

(
|α|2+|β|2

)
+(1−T)αβ∗ |

√
Tα〉 〈

√
Tβ| . (F4)
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2. Hybrid state after channel transmission

In our protocol, each party transmits a coherent state through a quantum channel that may have transmission loss
as well as thermal noise. In the following, we evaluate all possible terms that may arise when the parties transmit the
continuous-variable part through the aforementioned channel. In such a case, Eq. (F3) leads to

Uch : |γ 〉 〈γ | → 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω|
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
δ2 (β − γ ) δ2 (α − γ )

× e− |α|2+|β|2
2 + 1−T

1−Tx αβ
∗+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωβ∗)

= 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω| × e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ+ωγ ∗)

= e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2 1 − x

1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω+
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ+ωγ ∗) |λ〉 〈ω| , (F5)

Uch : |γ 〉 〈−γ | → 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω|
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
δ2 (β + γ ) δ2 (α − γ )

× e− |α|2+|β|2
2 + 1−T

1−Tx αβ
∗+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωβ∗)

= 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω| × e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ−ωγ ∗)

= e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2 1 − x

1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω+
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ−ωγ ∗) |λ〉 〈ω| , (F6)

Uch : |−γ 〉 〈γ | → 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω|
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
δ2 (β − γ ) δ2 (α + γ )

× e− |α|2+|β|2
2 + 1−T

1−Tx αβ
∗+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωβ∗)

= 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω| × e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (−λ∗γ+ωγ ∗)

= e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2 1 − x

1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ−ωγ ∗) |λ〉 〈ω| , (F7)

Uch : |−γ 〉 〈−γ | → 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω|
∫

d2α

π

d2β

π
δ2 (β + γ ) δ2 (α + γ )

× e− |α|2+|β|2
2 + 1−T

1−Tx αβ
∗+

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωβ∗)

= 1 − x
1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω| × e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2−

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ+ωγ ∗)

= e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |γ |2 1 − x

1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗γ+ωγ ∗) |λ〉 〈ω| . (F8)

An HE state (A7) is defined as

|ψ〉HE = 1√
2
(|0,α〉 + |1, −α〉) , (F9)
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for which the multiphoton coherent-state part is transmitted through a general (both lossy and noisy) channel. From the
results obtained above, it can be seen that, after the transmission, the final state is

ρch,HE(T, x) = Uch : ρHE = Uch :
1
2
(|0〉 〈0| ⊗ |α〉 〈α| + |0〉 〈1| ⊗ |α〉 〈−α| + |1〉 〈0| |−α〉 〈α| + |1〉 〈1| ⊗ |−α〉 〈−α|)

= e− T(1−x)
1−Tx |α|2

2
1 − x

1 − Tx

∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx λ

∗ω |λ〉 〈ω|

⊗
[

e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωα∗) |0〉 〈0| + e

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α−ωα∗) |0〉 〈1| + e−

√
T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α−ωα∗) |1〉 〈0|

+e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωα∗) |1〉 〈1|

]
. (F10)

3. HE state at Charlie’s end after transmission through a loss-only channel and a general channel

Let us consider that Alice and Bob prepare their individual HE states |ψ〉a1a2
and |ψ〉b1b2

as

|ψ〉a1a2
= 1√

2

(|0,α〉a1a2
+ |1, −α〉a1a2

)
, (F11a)

|ψ〉b1b2
= 1√

2

(|0,α〉b1b2
+ |1, −α〉b1b2

)
, (F11b)

where |0,α〉a1a2
= |0〉a1

|α〉a2
. Using Eq. (F10), one can show that the total four-mode state at the input of Charlie after it

has passed through a general channel is given by

ρin,tot(T, x) = ρch
a1a2

⊗ ρch
b1b2

= e− 2T(1−x)
1−Tx |α|2

4

(
1 − x

1 − Tx

)2 ∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π

d2χ

π

d2ξ

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2+|χ |2+|ξ |2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx (λ

∗ω+χ∗ξ) |λ〉a2
〈ω| ⊗ |χ〉b2

〈ξ |

⊗
[

e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωα∗) |0〉a1

〈0| + e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α−ωα∗) |0〉a1

〈1|

+ e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α−ωα∗) |1〉a1

〈0| + e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (λ∗α+ωα∗) |1〉a1

〈1|
]

⊗
[

e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (χ∗α+ξα∗) |0〉b1

〈0| + e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (χ∗α−ξα∗) |0〉b1

〈1|

+ e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (χ∗α−ξα∗) |1〉b1

〈0| + e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx (χ∗α+ξα∗) |1〉b1

〈1|
]

= e− 2T(1−x)
1−Tx |α|2

4

(
1 − x

1 − Tx

)2 ∫
d2λ

π

d2ω

π

d2χ

π

d2ξ

π
e− |λ|2+|ω|2+|χ |2+|ξ |2

2 + x(1−T)
1−Tx (λ

∗ω+χ∗ξ) |λ,χ〉a2b2
〈ω, ξ |

⊗
[(

e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α+(ω+ξ)α∗] |0, 0〉a1b1

〈0, 0| + e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α+(ω−ξ)α∗] |0, 0〉a1b1

〈0, 1|

+ e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α+(ω+ξ)α∗] |0, 1〉a1b1

〈0, 0| + e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α+(ω−ξ)α∗] |0, 1〉a1b1

〈0, 1|
)

+
(

e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α−(ω−ξ)α∗] |0, 0〉a1b1

〈1, 0| + e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α−(ω+ξ)α∗] |0, 0〉a1b1

〈1, 1|

+ e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α−(ω−ξ)α∗] |0, 1〉a1b1

〈1, 0| + e
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α−(ω+ξ)α∗] |0, 1〉a1b1

〈1, 1|
)
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+
(

e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α−(ω+ξ)α∗] |1, 0〉a1b1

〈0, 0| + e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α−(ω−ξ)α∗] |1, 0〉a1b1

〈0, 1|

+ e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α−(ω+ξ)α∗] |1, 1〉a1b1

〈0, 0| + e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α−(ω−ξ)α∗] |1, 1〉a1b1

〈0, 1|
)

+
(

e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α+(ω−ξ)α∗] |1, 0〉a1b1

〈1, 0| + e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗−χ∗)α+(ω+ξ)α∗] |1, 0〉a1b1

〈1, 1|

+ e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α+(ω−ξ)α∗] |1, 1〉a1b1

〈1, 0| + e−
√

T(1−x)
1−Tx [(λ∗+χ∗)α+(ω+ξ)α∗] |1, 1〉a1b1

〈1, 1|
)]

. (F12)

In the absence of the additional thermal noise (x → 0) the transmission channel simply becomes a loss-only channel and
the state at the input of Charlie (after transmission) can be written as

ρin,tot(T) = lim
x→0

ρin,tot(T, x)

= e−2T|α|2

4

∫
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π

d2ω
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√
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〈0, 1|
)

+
(

e
√
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√
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. (F13)

4. Fidelity between HE states at Charlie’s end after transmission through a loss-only channel and a general
channel

In this subsection, we evaluate how different the state given in Eq. (F12) is from the state given in Eq. (F13) for a given
loss and thermal noise. To estimate it, we evaluate the fidelity between the states given by Eqs. (F12) and (F13) as

F = tr
[
ρin,tot(T)ρin,tot(T, x)

]

= e−2T 2−x(1+T)
1−Tx |α|2
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)
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(F14)

where d2�i = d2λid2ωid2χid2ξi (i = 1, 2).
Let us now consider a generic integral as
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Using the result of the generic integral (F15), we get
from (F14)

F = e−2T 2−x(1+T)
1−Tx |α|2

16

(
1 − x

1 − Tx

)2

× 16e4T (1−x)
1−Tx

= e− 2Tx(1−T)
1−Tx |α|2

(
1 − x

1 − Tx

)2

. (F16)

This analysis is important because a fully general calcu-
lation, in which we consider the quantum channels to be
characterized by transmission loss and thermal noise, is far
more involved and lengthy to perform than if we consider
the quantum channels to be characterized by transmission
loss only. This can be seen from the form of the four-mode

states at Charlie’s input before the entanglement-swapping
operation. In view of the result represented in Fig. 7, we
believe that the consideration of such a general channel
may not yield a result significantly different from the con-
sideration of a loss-only channel but at the cost of a very
difficult, lengthy, and complicated calculation. It may be
noted that in the case of a loss-only channel, the ancilla
thermal state is replaced by a vacuum state. This simplifies
the calculation greatly as now we can proceed with a pure-
state approach in which the total state is a pure state. In this
case, it is possible to take a partial trace over the ancilla
after Charlie’s operations. This simplifies the overall cal-
culation. However, such a simplification is not possible
when we consider an ancilla in the thermal state, for which
the overall state is mixed. This increases the number of
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FIG. 7. Dependence of fidelity between the states obtained
from the initial HE state after transmission through loss-only and
lossy-and-noisy channels.

terms to be calculated by 4 times in comparison with the
pure-state approach.
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