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Abstract. We focus our attention on the problem of reconstruction of density operators of
quantum states from propensities, i.e. generalized quasiprobability density distributions obtained
by quantum filtering. We consider propensities obtained by filtering with pure Gaussian as well
as non-Gaussian states and we present two examples: when the filter is in a squeezed coherent
state and in a Fock state, respectively. We also show that even in the case of filtering with
statistical mixtures a complete reconstruction of a density operator of the measured quantum
state can be performed.

1. Introduction

It is well known that if all system observables (i.e. the quorum [1]) are measured precisely,
then the density operator of a quantum-mechanical system can be completely reconstructed
(i.e. the density operator can be determined uniquely based on the available data). In
principle, one can consider two different schemes for a complete reconstruction of the
density operator of the given quantum-mechanical system (in both schemes we assume an
ideal, i.e. unit-efficiency, measurement).

The first type of measurement is such that on each element of the ensemble of the
measured states onlysingleobservable is measured. In particular, in the case of a quantum-
mechanical harmonic oscillator, a result of this kind of measurement isfaite set of
distributions W,y (x,) of the rotated quadratur® = g cosf + p sind. Each distribution
Wu)(x9) can be obtained in a measurement o$iagle observablex,, in which case a
detector (filter) is prepared in an eigenstatg) of this observable. It has been shown by
Vogel and Risken [2] that from an infinite set (in the case of the harmonic oscillator) of
the measured distributiord)y, (x,) for all values of¢ such that [0< 6 < x], the density
operator (and the Wigner function) can be reconstructed uniquely via a transformation
which was later identified by Raymet al [3] to be the inverse Radon transformation.
This scheme for reconstruction of the Wigner function (the so-catigtical homodyne
tomography methodhas recently been realized experimentally by Raymer and his co-
workers [3]. In these experiments Wigner functions of a coherent state and a squeezed
vacuum state have been reconstructed from tomographic data.

In the second type of measuremerdimultaneousneasurement of two non-commuting
observables (let us sa9 and P) is considered. In this case it is not possible to construct
a joint eigenstate of these two operators, and therefore it is inevitable that the simultaneous
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measurement of two non-commuting observables introduces additional noise (of a quantum
origin) into the measured data. This noise is associated with Heisenberg’'s uncertainty
relation and it results in a specific ‘smoothing’ (equivalent to a reduction of resolution) of
the original Wigner function of the system under consideration (see [4, 5]). To describe
a process of simultaneous measurement of two non-commuting observalildkieWicz

[6] (see also [7]) has proposed a formalism based on an operational probability density
distribution (also known as the propensity) which takes into account explicitly the action of
the measurement device modelled as a ‘filter’ (quantum ruler). A particular choice of the
state of the ruler samples a specific type of accessible information concerning the system,
i.e. information about the system is biased by the filtering process. The quantum-mechanical
noise induced by filtering results formally in a smoothing of the original Wigner function

of the measured state [4, 5, 8], so that the operational probability density distribution can
be expressed as a convolution of the original Wigner function and the Wigner function
of the filter state. In particular, if the filter is considered to be in its vacuum state then
the corresponding operational probability density distribution is equal to the Hugimi (
function [4] defined in the modern representation by Kano [8]. Théunction of optical

fields has been measured experimentally by Walker and Carroll [9]. The direct experimental
measurement of the operational probability density distribution with the filter in an arbitrary
state is feasible in an eight-port experimental set-up of the type used byiNdH10].

As a consequence of a simultaneous measurement of non-commuting observables, the
measured distributions are fuzzy (i.e. they are equal to smoothed Wigner functions). In the
present paper we will study how the noise induced by quantum filtering can be ‘separated’
from the measured data and the density operator (Wigner function) of the measured system
can be ‘extracted’ from propensities.

In this paper we consider a reconstruction on a complete observation level [11], when
all system observables are measured, i.e. the data containing complete information about
the system are available, but the question is how to invert these data and how to separate
them from the noise induced by filtering, so that the information about the measured system
in terms of the corresponding density operator (Wigner function) can be obtained. In other
words, in this paper we are not going to apply any kiné @osteriori estimation of density
operators (see for instance [12—-14]), but we will stuldyerministicinversion procedures.

2. Generalized coherent-state quasiprobabilities: propensities

Coherent stategr) can be defined as vacuum staf@sdisplaced by the operatdp(«, o*)
[15]. Therefore, it is very natural to define the class of generalized coherent-state
quasiprobabilities with the help of displacements of arbitrary statgs). The set of

t The modern form of the coherent-state quasiprobability was introduced in quantum optics in 1965 by Kano
[8] and Glauber [16]. Only later was it realized that Husimi [4] had already (in 1940) introduced a class of
positive semi-definite quasiprobabilities which contains the coherent-state quasiprobability as a special case (see
[17]). Husimi's class of quantum distribution functions corresponds to the subclass of generalized coherent-state
quasiprobabilities where coherent states are substituted by the class of states with a minimum uncertainty product.
However, these quasiprobabilities are written in such a form that the connection with Glauber’s formalism is not
obvious (see formulae (5.6) on p 278 in [4]). The states with minimum uncertainty product correspond to the
special class of squeezed coherent states for which the squeezing axes are parallel to the coordinate axes [18, 19].
The minimum uncertainty product is not invariant with respect to rotations of the coordinate axes [20—22], but after
an appropriate choice of the coordinate axes parallel to the squeezing axes one obtains the minimum uncertainty
product for all squeezed coherent states [18, 19, 23—-25]. The class of generalized coherent-state quasiprobabilities
based on squeezed states and the corresponding generalized Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobabilities were proposed
by Yuen [19] and investigated in 1988 by Haake and Wilkens [26] (see also [27]).
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displacement operator®(«, «*) forms the essential part (without phase factors) of the
Heisenberg—Weyl group in quantum mechanics. This was used to define the generalized
coherent states by the action of the Heisenberg—Weyl group to arbitrary gtate$ the

Hilbert space and, more generally, by the action of other Lie groups on states of a Hilbert
space [28, 30-32]. In this sense, the action of the set of displacement operators of the
Heisenberg—Weyl group on a complete set of states of the Hilbert space makes a
foliation of the Hilbert space into orbits without intersection where each state belongs
exactly to one orbit of generalized coherent states and the class of generalized coherent-state
guasiprobabilities corresponds uniquely to the class of orbits with respect to the Heisenberg—
Weyl group [33].

Generalized coherent states form an overcomplete set of states. The well known
completeness relation for coherent states was first derived by Klauder [34] and later by
Sudarshan [35], Glauber [15] and by Cabhill and Glauber [36] (see also [27, 28, 37—
39]). As in the case of coherent states, the generalized coherent states can be used for
a diagonal representation of arbitrary density operators. This leads to generalized Glauber—
Sudarshan quasiprobabilities which are in a certain sense dual to the generalized coherent-
state quasiprobabilities. The so-called Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobability was introduced
almost simultaneously by Sudarshan [35] and Glauber [15] in 1963 (i.e. before the modern
introduction of the coherent-state quasiprobability in 1965 [8, 16]). The most general
concept of quasiprobabilities was considered by Agarwal and Wolf [37] and is presented
and developed in the monograph byfiRa [40] and in the review articles [17, 41]. The
role of the parity operator in this concept was discussed by Bishop and Vourdas [39] and by
Czirjak and Benedict [42]. The Gaussian class of quasiprobabilities was analysed in detail
in [25, 27].

2.1. General formalism

An arbitrary quasiprobability¥ (¢, p) associated with a density operatorcan be defined
as

F(q,p) = (oT(q, p)) (--) =Trace:-) (2.1)
with a ‘transition’ operatolT (¢, p) of the ‘displacement’ structure [27, 36—-39]:
T(q, p) = D(q, p) T(0,0) (D(g, p))". (2.2)
The unitary displacement operatbr(q, p) is defined as usual by
i
DG p) = exp|-zaP — pO)] 23)

where Q and P are canonical operators satisfying the canonical commutation relation
[0, P] = ihl. The normalization of the quasiprobability(q, p) is connected with the
phase-space decomposition of the unity operdtdsy means of the transition operator

T (g, p), which is a consequence of its ‘displacement’ structure and requires a restriction of
its trace as follows (see [27, 36, 38, 39]):

/qudpF(q,p)=1<=>/qude(61»17)=I
(2.4)

1
(T(q, p)) = (T(0,0) = %

If we restrict ourselves to real-valued quasiprobabilitteg, p) thenT (¢, p) must be
a Hermitian operator and vice versa

F(q,p) = (F(q, p))* < T(q, p) = (T(q, p)'. (2.5)
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Such a Hermitian operator with a finite trace possesses the spectral decomposition

70,0 =) Jlyad¥al (Wl =8 k=3

= . (2.6)
(T(0,0) =Y rp=—

; T Ohn

with a countably infinite set of, possibly degenerate, real eigenvalydsom which at

least one must be positive, which guarantees positivity of the tra@&®f0). This implies

the following general structure of a real-valued (but not necessarily positive semi-definite)
guasiprobability:

F(g,p) =) Ml(g, p). Yilel(q, p), i) 2.7)
k=1

where |(g, p), i) denotes a generalized coherent state of the Heisenberg—Weyl group
corresponding to the definition used by Perelomov [28]

I(q. p), ¥) = D(q, p)IY). (2.8)
We will call |(g, p), ¥) a displacedy)-state, for example, a displaced Fock stéie p), n)
[29] if |¥) is a Fock statén).
If |¢) = |0) then from equation (2.1) we obtain the coherent-state quasiprobability
0(q, p) defined as

1 1
Q(q,p) = 2hT(OI(D(q, p)'oD(q, p)I0) = —((q. p)lel(q, p)) (2.9)
T 2hm

where|(g, p)) = |(q, p), 0) are coherent states parametrized by real canonical variables
(¢, p). On one hand, th@-function can be considered as a formal expression for a mean
value of the density operator in a coherent stége p)). On the other hand, this function
has an operational meaning: it describes a result of filtering with the quantum ruler prepared
in the vacuum stat¢)) [6, 7].

One can define a generalized coherent-state quasiprobafijity, p) by substituting
the vacuum stat@) in equation (2.9) by an arbitrary normalized state, i.e.

1 1
- t -
Oy(q,p) = T (¥|(D(g, p)'eD(q, pl¥) = T (g, p), ¥lolq, p), ¥)

(ly) =1

This quasiprobability distribution can be viewed as a generalization of the usual coherent-
state quasiprobability (i.e. generalization of fi€unction) when one evaluates mean values

of the density operator in a displaced state. Alternatively, this quasidistribution has an
operational meaning: it describes a result of filtering when the quantum ruler is in &/state

(i.e. in the case of the eight-port homodyne measurement instead of the vacuum, thg)state

is launched into the device). &dkiewicz [6] has named this operational quasiprobability
density distribution a propensity (in what follows we will use both the names, i.e. the
generalized coherent-state quasidistribution and the propensity) for the object defined by
equation (2.10).

(2.10)

2.2. Properties of propensities

(i) The quasiprobabilityQ (¢, p) is normalized and is positive semi-definite

/dq ANdp Qy(g, p) =1 Qy(q,p) = 0. (2.11)
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(if) One can consider instead of pure staj¢s, mixed statesp, as quantum filters.
Then the corresponding propensities are given by the expression

Fy(@. p) = =—(@D(q. pos(D(g, p)))
2hm (2.12)
oy = 2hnTp(0,0) = 2h  _ Mel) (Wil 2 > 0.
k
As an example one can consider filtering with thermal states (see section 7).

(iii) One of the consequences of the fundamental laws of quantum mechanics is that
filtering with quantum rulers results in additional noise in the measured quasiprobability
Qy(q, p). This ‘deterioration’ of information is intrinsically related to the fact that states
|(¢g, p), ¥) are not orthonormal, i.e. mutually shifted rulers do overlap.

(iv) Wodkiewicz has shown [6] (see also [7]) that the quasiprobability (i.e. the
propensity) Oy (g, p) can be expressed as a phase-space ‘convolution’ (see later) of two
Wigner functions, describing the state of interest and the quantum filter. These two Wigner
functions can be expressed as

W(g. p) = (0To(q, p)) o = 2hn / dg Adp W(q, p)To(q, p)
(2.13)
Wy (g, p) = (¥1Tolg, p)IY) V) (¥ | = 2hm / dg A dp Wiy (g, p)To(q, p)
where the transition operatdk(q, p) reads (see [27, 38])
ad a
To(g, p) = eXp(—Qa— - P— )5(61)5(17)- (2.14)
q ap

From the definition o0 (¢, p) given by equation (2.10) and with the help of the expression
(5.12) in [27]

(To(q', pP)(D(q, p)To(q", P")(D(q, p))) = (To(q, P To(q" +q, P + p))

1 / " / 1
= o 8q' —q" =)' —p" —p) (2.15)
T
we obtain
Qy(q, p) =/dq//\dp/ W@ —q, 0" — p)W(', p). (2.16)

It is obvious that the propensity carries information about both the measured state and the
guantum filter.

(v) Marginals of quasiprobabilitie®, (¢, p) have been considered in [6, 7]. From the
representation in equation (2.16) one easily obtains by integrationotlee expression

+0o0 +00
Qw(q)E/dp Qw(q,p)=/dq’ @ — ) Wld - adid'leld) (2.17)

which is associated with the operational distributioryinThis distribution is biased by a
particular choice of the filter state.

(vi) We note that with the help of the generalized coherent stiigsp), ) we
can define a class of generalized quasiprobabilifgéq, p) analogous to the Glauber—
Sudarshan quasiprobabilit® (¢, p). Using the ‘diagonal’ representation of the density
operatorg in the basis of generalized coherent states, we défjjlg, p) as

QE/dq/\dP Py (g, pP)I(g. p), ¥){(q, p), VI /qudp Py(q,p) =1 (2.18)
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We note that the two quasiprobability distributio@s, (¢, p) and Py (g, p) are related as
follows:

1
Qu(q.p) = 5— f dg' Adp' Qy(q' —q.p" — p)Py(q’, p). (2.19)

The kernel in this integral relation betweef, (¢, p) and P,(q, p) is equal to the
generalized coherent-state quasiprobabifity(¢, p) for the density operatasy = |)(y/].

3. Reconstruction of density operators from propensities

When measured ideally, propensiti€s, (¢, p) contain complete information about the
measured state. This information is ‘biased’ by the choice of the filter and the noise induced
by the filtering. Nevertheless, one can try to ‘separate’ the filter noise iy, p) and

to reconstruct the density operator of the sysfmnse The formal inverse transformation
between the propensity and the density operator can be written as

2 2
o= 2/ dg Andp exp(u> exp(Qi
h aq
In general, it is difficult to use this expression. The exponential functiori(exp- p?)/h)
in equation (3.1) can only be considered as an analytic functional and the integrals can be
evaluated only by analytic continuation and deformation of the integration contours to the
complex planes of each of the variablgs p) (see section 7).

A more useful inverse transformation between the propen@iifg, p) and the
corresponding density matrix can be obtained when the phase space is parametrized by
a pair of complex numbergx, «*). In this case boson operatois, a') are related to the
Hermitian operatorgQ, P), and (¢, «*) can be expressed in terms of the real canonical
variables(q, p) according to

9
+P—a )Q(q,p). (3.1)
)4

otzq+ip a*Eq—ip aEQ+iP aTEQ_iP 3.2)
NZ Nen Nen N '

The integration measures are related as

dg Adp Qy (g, p) = Lida A do* Qy (o, a) dq/\dp:ZfT%ida/\da* (3.3)

(g, p). ¥) = la. ¥).

Analogous terms are the related quasiprobabilifgsq, p) and Py («, «*) associated with
different parametrizations of the phase space.

3.1. Reconstruction of density operator from figfunction

The formula for the reconstruction of the density operatdrom the usual coherent-state
quasiprobabilityQ («, «*) (i.e. from the O-function) can be written in the ‘normal-ordered’
form [27, 38] as

0= 7'[{ exp(a*%) exp(aai) O(a, a*)} ) (3.4)
o o (a=a*=0)

After performing the Taylor series expansion we find (see also appendix A for the definition
of the operatow ;)

0]

(Qakﬁl)atkal. (3.5
=0

a'*a

l ak+l [ee)
Kl {aa*kaalQ(“’“ )}(m*:@ =2

k=0 [

o=m
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This formula or the preceding equation (3.4) illustrate the fact that, in principle, the function
O(a, a®), in an arbitrarily small vicinity of the pointt = «* = 0, contains complete
information about the system. In other words, it is not necessary to measugeftirection
in the whole (infinite) phase space. An equally good reconstruction might emerge from a
scheme which would allow us to measure the value of@hiinction andall its derivatives
at the origin of the phase space. This also follows from the fact that the density operator
o is determined by a countably infinite set of matrix elements, for exampigg|n) in
the Fock-state representation, n = 0, 1, ..., co), whereasQ(«a, «*) is a function of the
continuous variables and«*. In equation (3.5), the abbreviatien ; is introduced for a
set of operators. In appendix A we show how the density opegatan be reconstructed
from the normally ordered momentsat*a').

For completeness of the discussion we note that one can easily obtain an expression
which relates thed-function and the density operator in the Fock basis

=3 ) '”i'{ . expaa) 0 a*>} (3.6)
m=0n=0 In! do dorx" ’ (a:a*:o). .

3.2. Reconstruction of the density operator from arbitrary propensities

Let us perform the Fock-state expansions of the filter gtate If we use equation (5.4)
in [38] which relates the generalized projection operators for the displaced Fock states with
the projectora) (x| we then find

1 4
Oy (,a") = —(Y|(D(a, @) e D(e, &™) )

T
1 o0 o0
== > (Win)(a. nlole, m)(m[y)
7T =0 n=0
0 0 .
=5 aa aa*>Q(“’“ ) (37
where
a S S am_n m-—n 82
Lw(aa aa*) = ;; m|y) (¥ In) ,/ Py (—aaaa*) (3.8)

and L) (z) are associated Laguerre polynomials.
Now, it becomes clear that one has to determine the inverse of the operator in
equation (3.7) to obtain th@-function from the propensitp, («, «*), i.e.

3 9 \\*'
Oa,a™) = (Llﬂ(%,%)) Qy (o, a"). (3.9)

The reconstruction relation between the arbitrary propensity and the density operator of the
state under consideration reads

a0 \\*! 3 3
_ t 9 9 X
o= n{(Lv,(aa % *>> exp(a 8a*> exp(a aol)Q,/,(ot, o )}(a—a*—o)‘ (3.10)

Analogously, we obtain the expression for the generalized Glauber—Sudarshan
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guasiprobability

9 3 \\*

3 3 3 3 \\*
= <Q exp(—aT Ba*) exp(—aa—a)><Lv, (_8_0{’ —%>> S(a, ™). (3.11)

The formal inverse transform for the density operatdrom Py («, «*) is given by

0= / Fida A da* Py (, @) D(a, @)Y ) (W |(D (@, a*)f (3.12)

which obviously follows from the definition oPy (o, «*). Consequently, when we insert
the last expression far into the definition of the generalized coherent-state quasiprobability
(propensity) we find

1 . ,
Oyl ) == f Lidp A dB (W I(D(B — a. B* — o) [y)

X(YID(B —a, B — )W) Py (B, BY). (3.13)

One can also relate the propensit@, («,«*) with the Glauber—Sudarshan
quasiprobabilityP (e, o*):

0y (@.a") = / 1idB A dB* Quyy(B — o B — a®)P(B. ) (3.14)

where Q) («, «*) denotes the ‘usual’ coherent-state quasiprobability of the filter stete
The corresponding ‘dual’ expression is

0@, a") = / 1id A dB* Puy(B — . B — a") Q(B. B°) (3.15)

where Py, (o, «*) denotes the Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobability of the filter gtate
We note that equations (3.14) and (3.15) have a form which is analogous totitiaéiicz
expression (2.19) for the propensity

0, (e, a") = / Lidp A dB* Wipy(B — o B* — a®)W(B. B*) (3.16)

rewritten in terms of complex variables, where the density operators of the filter state and of
the considered state are both expressed by their Wigner quasiprobabilijigs:, «*) and

W, a*), respectively. Equations (3.14)—(3.16) can be used for a calculation of generalized
coherent-state quasiprobabilities of given density operators. These equations may also be
represented as convolutions, for example,

Qy (o, ") = Wy (—a, —a™) « W(a, a™) (3.17)

however, with inverted signs of the arguments in the Wigner quasiprobability of the filter
state.

3.3. Comments

(i) To give an operational meaning to equation (3.8) we have to prove the existence and the
unigueness of the inverse of the operalqr and to find its explicit form. Sometimes it is
possible to perform summations in equation (3.7) and to find this operator and its inverse
in a closed form. In addition to the trivial case of filtering with the vacuum state when
Ly, = 1, we derive the explicit expression faSrvjl when the filter state is in a squeezed
vacuum state (see section 5).
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(i) We note that marginal distributions of the generalized coherent-state quasiprob-
abilities (propensities) can be obtained by going back from (thex*)-representation to
the phase-space representation in terms of the real canonical variabjgs Using the
equation

a h(o .0 d h(a .9
i _ —ji— === 4+i— (3.18)
oo 2 g ap da* 2\ dq ap

we obtain the expression for the marginal distribution associated with the propensity
Qv (q, p) given in terms of the marginal distribution related to the ordin@runction:

/dpQw(q p) = Lw( )/dpQ(q P)
+00 +00

9
qu Qw(q,p)=Lz,v,<5)/dq 0(q, p)

—00 —00

(3.19)

where the two differential operatofs, , and L, , are defined as

— m+n—2j
X (m|y) (¥|n) {mn} m!n! h 9
L i
”’( ) 2 Tt 2 Fim Pl (V28q>

Me L0

j=0

I 7o\ " oo B2
D ml) i)~ <\f28q> L, (—Ea—qz) (3.20)

n=0
m|‘/’)(¢|n)ln —m {g} min! \/?i m4n—2j
Jmin! = Jjlm — )l — j)! 20p .
(3.22)

(iif) Some of the formulae in this section can be easily extended to more general cases
of quasiprobabilities if one substitutes the density operatoKys| of the pure filter state
|v) by more general density operators

[Y)(¥| = of > nT(@=0,0"=0)=2anT(g=0,p=0). (3.22)

:

0

m

and

o (57) = 3

gM8

In other words, when filtering by statistical mixtures, we can still make use of equation (3.7)
which relatesQ., («, &*) and Q(«, «*). Analogously equation (3.19) can be used.

4. Filtering with Fock states

Let us assume that the quantum ruler is prepared in a Fock |8tatdhe corresponding
propensity is then defined as

1
O1(a,0") = it 1ole, 1). (4.1)

Using equations (3.7) and (3.8) we express this propensity vi@tfenction as

‘ 92 “ 92 .
O1(a, a®) = L1<— 80{80{*)Q(a’a ) = <1+ a0[80[*)Q(oz,oz ). (4.2)
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From the general solution of the homogeneous equation (two-dimensional Helmholtz

equation)
82
(1+ )f(a, o) =0

dada*

4.3)
flo, o) = / rdr Ade f(r, @) eXp(reiwa _ r*le—iwa*)

with an arbitrary Z-periodic functionf (r, ¢) of ¢, it follows that among the eigenvalues of

the differential operatoL; in equation (4.2) is the eigenvalue equal to zero. Consequently,
the inverse of this operator is not uniquely defined. Nevertheless, one can find an explicit
solution for this inverse operator. To do so we determine a Green funGtiena*) defined

as

2
<1+ 9 )G(a, o) = 8(a, a). (4.4)
dada*
A particular solution of equation (4.4) (see, e.g., [43]) reads
G(a, a*) = Yo(2Vaa*) (4.5)

whereYy(x) is the Neumann function with index 0 (here we adopt the notation introduced
in [44]). We note that the corresponding Bessel functigtx) is a particular solution of
the following homogeneous equation:

2
<1+ 9 )Jo(Z\/O[Ol*) =0 f(r, @) = %3(1’ - 1. (4.6)

dada*
From equations (4.2) and (4.4) together with (4.5) it follows that
O(a, a*) = Yo(2vaa* ) * Q1(e, @)
= [ i ndp vo(2/a - e - ) Qs BN @)

Using equations (3.4) we now find a reconstruction (inversion) formula for the density
operatorp from Q1 (o, a*)

0= JT{Y()(Z\/O{(X*) * exp<a7i> exp(ai> Ql(a,oc*)} . (4.8)
dor* do

(a=a*=0)

With the help of the definition of the Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobaffiligy o*)

P(o,a®) = <Q exp(—aT 9 ) exp(—ai>>8(a, o) (4.9)
ao* oo

and the results presented above we find the generalized Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobability
Pi(a, o),

Pi(o, a®) = <Q exp(—aT 88

a*

)exp(—aai»Yo(ZW). (4.10)

o

4.1. Comments

(i) Due to the fact that the Green function (see equations (4.3)—(4.5)) is not uniquely defined,
the corresponding generalized Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobahility «*) is also not
defined uniquely. This means that one can utilize some other Green function, for example,
the Hankel functions-iHy" (2J/@a* ) or iHy? (2J/aa* ) instead of the Neumann function
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Y0(2\/aa*). We stress that in spite of this ambiguity in the choice of the Green function,
the reconstructed densipyoperator is uniquely determined from the propengitya™, «).

(i) When the quantum system is filtered by higher-excited Fock staje@ > 1) then
in order to reconstruct the density operator of the measured system, one has to determine the
inverse of a differential operator of order Zwhich is due to the presence of the Laguerre
polynomial of order: in equations (3.7)—(3.9)). Obviously, in this case one can, in principle,
derive an inversion transformation between the propensity and the corresponding density
operator, but we do not see the way to obtain the solution in a compact analytical form.
Consequently, it would be difficult to invert data obtained in a simultaneous measurement
of the conjugate observables based on the filtering with an arbitrary Fock state.

5. Filtering with squeezed states

Let us assume that the quantum ruler is prepared in a squeezed state. In this case the
propensity given by equation (2.10) can be understood as a mean value of the density
operator in a squeezed coherent state. We therefore start this section with a brief description
of squeezed and squeezed coherent states. For technical convenience in what follows we
will consider nonunitary squeezed states defined as (see, for instance, [23-25, 46])

. o _1m / 2m |
10;¢) = exp(—3¢a'?)|0) = ) %c"ﬂzm
m=0 ' (5.1)

1
0. . —
( ’ §|O’ é‘) m
where ¢ is a complex squeezing parameter such flgat< 1. In the unitary approach
one can determine the normalized squeezed vacuum $tatdsy the action of a unitary
squeezing operatdf(¢’'*, 0, ¢’) onto the vacuum stat®) as follows:

1¢) = 8", 0,¢"]0) (¢'eh=1
S n.¢) =exp{3ta® +ijnaa’ +a'a) — ¢a'?}

h 1 L(aa'+a'a) h (52)
/* , §/tan |§/| 2>( )2 aa'+a'a <§./* tan |C/| 2)
S0, =exp| —= al exp| Z=—=————a
€00 p( 2 17 CoshiZ P\2 e
where the complex parametersand¢’ are related as (cf [27])
__tanh|z’] , _ arctanhz|
12l <] . . . (5.3)
— tanh|¢’| = [¢] coshi¢’| =

N Il
The equivalence (up to a normalization constant) between the action of the unitary squeezing
operatorS(¢’*, 0, ¢’) and the nonunitary squeezing operato®, O, ) on the Fock stat¢)
can also be extended to the Fock stdte Unfortunately, it does not work for higher Fock
states (the reason being that Fock stategn > 2) are not annihilated by the operatc?).

The displacement of the squeezed vacuum states yields

D(a, )|0; ¢) = exp{—3 (e + ca)a* o + ¢a*; ) (5.4)

where we have changed the order of action of the displacement and squeezing operator and
have used the notatig; ¢) introduced in [23]

2 n
\:_é’ p >|n). (5.5)

) = Ca, o s (V)
1B ¢) = exp(Ba’ — 3¢a )|0>—2=; ZMHM(\/Z

n
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Now, we define the normalized squeezed-coherent-state quasiprob@hility o*) in the
following way (cf also [26])

140 ¢1(P (@, @) oD, @*)10; ¢)
T (0; 10 ¢)

1—1¢c* .
- —ﬂ“/ Lidg A dB* (0 £ — (B — l0: C) P(B. ). (5.6)

QC (a’ a*)

Here we have used the representation of the density operdigrthe Glauber—Sudarshan
quasiprobabilityP (8, 8*). Taking into accounta|a’ = o*(«| we find for the scalar product
(@]0; ¢) the expression

(@l0; ¢) = exp{—3(a + ¢a*)a*} (5.7)

and using equation (3.14) (see also [27]) we find

. 1 82 é— 82 é-* 82 .
et o) = 0| 1= (Guder 3707~ 272) | P ©8

Using the results of previous sections we can express the propedsity, «*) via the
Q-function of the same state (cf equation (3.15)):

0o’y == | 1_“*ex{ *+“2+“*2}*Q( )
o, o) =—_[— oo — o, o
4 o\ e OF 2 2

_ 1 . 32 ¢ 82 g—* 82 .
_eXp{l—gg* (zz S )}Q(a,a ). (5.9)

dada* 2022 2 dar2

Comparing this equation with equations (3.7) and (5.1) we find the following identity (which
we prove in appendix B):

(2 el L SR R S AR S
Noa var ) = P11\ G0 2902 2 922

X X q\mtngEmgEkxn

b= 2"t min!
{2m,2n} (2m)! (2n)! §2(m+n—j) 5 10
Z j'@2m — jHl(2n — j)! da?—iga*2—i’ (510

Jj=0

From equations (3.11), (3.9) and (5.9) we find the connection betwegen «*) and
P(a, a"),

1 1-¢¢* a?  a*?
P;(a,a*):; — Tz exp{—(aa*—i—z—i-zg*)}*P(oz,a*)

1 . 82 ¢ 82 C* 82 .
= EXp{_l— 7z (“ dadar 2002 ?aa*z)}P(“’“ ) (>11)

Analogously we can derive two other formulae connectlag, «*) with the Wigner and

the Q-functions of the state under consideration. A complete list of all connections of
Q¢ (a, a®) and P; (a, o) to the usual quasiprobabilities will be given in appendix C. The
direct connection betwee@, («, «*) and P, (o, «*) can be obtained when we combine the
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convolution in equation (5.8) with the inverse convolution in equation (5.11), that is

w1 [ (@tiet)e + ) .
Q¢(a, ) = - exp{ 1o }*P;(ot,oz )
1 3,0 d 3 .
=eXp{1_;¢* (@‘f w)(aa* *a)}f’i(%“ ) (5.12)

In the case of convolutions with normalized Gaussian functions one can determine the
inverse convolutions as convolutions with normalized Gaussian functions with a changed
sign in the exponent. Therefore, the quasiprobabilitigg, «*), W(a, «*) and P(«, a*)
can be expressed via the propensi@ («, «*) or the generalized Glauber—Sudarshan
quasiprobabilityP, (o, or*).

An explicit formula for the calculation of the generalized Glauber—Sudarshan
quasiprobability P, (o, «*) from the given density operatop can be obtained from
equations (3.11) and (5.11) as follows:

P (o, ) = (0 exp| —a' 9 ex —ai
el @)=\ &xp dor P dat
X ex = * o ¢ 9 ¢ 9 8( ")
— - = o, o
Pl 1= % daier ~ 292~ 20902
= (o exp| —a' 9 ex —ai
=\e &P Ja* b da
1 1— Cé’* { < . Ot2 a*z) }
X— | — expy —| aa™ + — + . 5.13
e T 2 "2 &1
With the help of the convolution (5.12) we obtain from equation (5.13) the expression

Q;(a,a*) = <Q exp(—a" 9 )exp(—ai»
da* do

P el + e + ) (514

Equations (5.13) and (5.14) are expressed in the normal-ordered form. It is not difficult to
rewrite these equation with other orderings of the creation and annihilation operators.

6. Squeezed-state propensities with squeezed filters

As an example of a propensity with the squeezed filter, in this section we evaluate the
propensity of a squeezed state filtered by the squeezed quantum rulers with the same complex
parametet . In this case one obtains the corresponding squeezed-state propensities by linear
symplectic argument transformations of the corresponding usual quasiprobabilities for the
unsqueezed initial state. We will consider the squeezed vacuum |Bi&tgom. In this

case the displacement with the unitary displacement opefatgr 8*) results in a simple
transformation of phase-space variables> o — 8, o* — a* — g*. Using the general
formalism presented above we easily find the propensity for the squeezed vacuum filtered
by the same squeezed vacuum as

@ son) o

o= L expl—
Q;(ot,ot )_ ﬂexp{ 1_;;*
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We recall that the Wigner quasiprobability for the stfles )nom IS given by the expression
2(a + Ca™) (" + ) }
1-c¢¢x '

Here we also present the generalized Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprolrafgitity*) for the
states|0; ¢ )norm

W, a™) = éexp{— (6.2)

o+ ot af + o
VI J1=2tF

It is of the same form as the usual Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobabilityex*) for

the vacuum staté0). We see that equations (6.1)—(6.3) can also be obtained from the
guasiprobabilitieQ («, a™), W (a, a*) and P (a, «*) for the vacuum stat@d) with the help

of the following substitution of the phase-space variables:

()= ()= === (e 1)) 60

which is true in the case of the usual quasiprobabilities only for the Wigner quasiprobability
W(a, ). The determinant of the linear transformation in equation (6.4) is equal to
unity. Therefore equation (6.4) describes a homogeneous linear canonical (symplectic)
transformation. This corresponds to a linear transformation of the boson opetatots

P (o, a®) = 8( ) = §(a, ™). (6.3)

coshi¢/| , —¢'* sinh/lc/l
. NS 1 /% N _ T 2 Iy
(5™, 0.¢) (@, aHS( »O,U—(“’“)( —¢Smel - coshig/|

a— é'aT al - C*a > - , 1or% 2 1,7 12
- , S('*.0.¢") = exp(Le*a® — 1¢/al?) (65
(\/1_54‘* J1I-1¢¢F ¢ ¢ p(zg“ 2t ) 6.5

where we have used the connection betweeand ¢’ given in equation (5.3). From here
we find the following unitary transformation of displacement operators:

o+t of +
VI=5o7 V18t

which is equal to a symplectic transformation (6.4) of the phase-space variables. For
a density operatop obtained from a density operateg by squeezing with the unitary
squeezing operatdf(¢’'*, 0, ¢’) according to

0=5("%,0,¢)00(5(¢"*, 0, (6.7)

one obtains for the generalized coherent-state quasiproba@ility, o*)

(Mﬁiazwﬁx%aﬂﬂﬁﬂad>=0< ) (6.6)

1 N
(O1(SE"*, 0, N(D(a, @) o D(a, a*)S('*, 0, ¢)|0)

Q;(Ol,fx*):;
1 a+ca* of +ta ))T <a+§a* a*+§*a>
=—(0|l D , D , 0
n<|< (Jl—cc i) P\ e = )
1/ a+c¢a* a+la* >
== . 6.8
ﬂ<¢1—CU N ©9)

Thus we have proved that the generalized coherent-state quasiprob@bility«*) for the
density operatop can be obtained from the coherent-state quasiprobalglity, «) for the
density operatopg by the argument substitutions according to equation (6.4).
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6.1. s-parametrized quasiprobabilities

It is well known that the linear interpolation between the quasiprobabilifiés, «*) and

P(«, @) leads to the class afordered quasiprobabilities. Therefore we will now consider
guasiprobabilities obtained via a linear interpolation (in terms of the Fourier transforms)
betweenQ, («, o) and P, (o, o*) with the Wigner quasiprobability in its centre. Using the
formalism presented in [25, 27, 38] (here we set the parameter; = —s) we define the
generalized class of quasiprobabiliti€s o o ) (o, «*) as

P ( = 2 i 1—r\"
6000 % &)= A+rm =\ 1+r

x (n](S(¢"*,0,¢N(D(e, a*) oD (a, a*)S(¢'*, 0, ¢)|n). (6.9)

Alternatively, if we take into account equation (6.7) we can write

o 2 e 1 "l o+ ca* a+ ot
Frontena) = 2 (1) (s e ) 60

where|B, n) denotes the displaced Fock states. In particular, one obtains for the normalized
squeezed vacuum statfs ¢ )nom

(6.11)

Fr 0.0 (a, o) = 2 (a4 o) (o + ) }

1+rm eXp{_1+r 1—¢¢

We can now easily check that for= 1, 0, —1 F; (0,0.- (o, «*) equals the quasiprobabilities
given by equations (6.1)—(6.3), respectively.

7. Filtering with thermal states

Let us now consider that the quantum ruler is prepared in a thermal state described by the
density operatop; [15]

1<N)N 1i(1\7>"|><|
= — — = — = n)n
“TTEN\1EN 1+N = \1+N
1 N w ,

= — — =exp| —— N=a'a

explhw/kT) — 1 1+ N kT
where w is the frequency of the harmonic oscillator mode,is the temperaturek is
Boltzmann’s constant ant¥ is the number operator. From equations (3.7) and (3.8) with

the help of the substitutiofw)(y| — oy we find for the quasiprobabilitys(«, «*) the
expression

(7.1)

N = (o/N)

(@D (a, a*)os(D(a, a®))')

QP

Fr(a, ") =

2

M

dada*

1 &/ N Y 32 .
:1+NZ<1+1\7>L"<_3a3a*>Q(a’a)" (7.2)

n=0

(nlofln)Ly (— )Q(Ot,a*)

3
I
o
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Using the generating function of the Laguerre polynomidls(z) we can rewrite
equation (7.2) as
2

Fr(a, o) = exp(N )Q((x, o)

Jdooa*

= _i exp(—ag*) * Q(a, a™). (7.3)

Nm

This means that the quasiprobabilify (¢, «*) associated with the thermal-state filtering
can be represented as a convolution of the coherent-state quasiprob@ldity*) with a
Gaussian function. The quasiprobabilify («, o*) can also be expressed via the Wigner
function of the measured state

2

Jdada*

1 oo*
= — exp| ——= * W(a, a™) 7.4
e w) "o
and via the Glauber—Sudarshan quasiprobability of the measured state

2

dada*

Fr(a, a*) = exp{(N +3) }W(a, a®)

Fr(a,a*) = exp{(N +1) }P((x, a®)

( ao*
= — exp I
(N +Dn N+1
It is obvious that at zero temperature (i.e. wh&n= 0) the quasiprobabilityFy (o, o*)

equals the coherent-state quasiprobabiitge, o*).

We note that the quasiprobabilit§;(«, «*) obtained as a result of filtering with a
thermal state can be expressed as a properly weighted sum of propensities associated with
filtering with Fock statesn), i.e.

1 o0

o N n
Fr(o, ") = AT g <1+1\_]) (a, nlola, n). (7.6)

) x P(a, a™). (7.5)

When we compare the expression (7.6) fBf(x,«*) with the class ofs-ordered
quasiprobabilitiesF (o 0,4 (o, ™) Which possesses the diagonal representation (see [25, 27],
s = —r3)

2 e 1—}"3 "
Foor (o, o) = ——— — o, nlola, n 7.7
0.0 (@, @) (1+r3)n;< 1+r3)< lole, n) (7.7)

we find thatFy («, «*) and Fig 0, (o, @*) are equal when
r3=1+2N>1 (N >0). (7.8)

This means that one can obtain quasiprobabilifig&r, «*) corresponding to the filtering
with thermal states as a formal extension of the class-ofdered quasiprobabilities to
valuesrz > 1.

7.1. Reconstruction of density operators from ‘noisy’ propensities

It is not surprising that one can completely reconstruct the density operator of the measured
state out of the propensity obtained from filtering withre-statefilters. Obviously, when
the filter is prepared in a highly nonclassical state, then the reconstruction procedure can
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be very difficult technically and rather inefficient practically. Nevertheless, in principle, it
is possible. On the other hand, when the quantum ruler is prepared in a statistical mixture,
then information contained in the measured propensity is also biasethbsical noise.
So the question is whether the inversion from the propensity to the density operator of the
measured state can be performedquely In what follows we show that this is possible.
We will consider one particular example when the filter is in a thermal state.

The reconstruction of the density operagofrom the quasiprobability; (o, «*) can be
made in two steps. Firstly, we eliminate the classical noise from the propansity o*),
i.e. we perform a transformatiofy(«, a*) — Q(a, «*). Once this is done, then using
results of previous sections (see equations (3.4) and (3.5)) we can obtain the density operator
of the measured system.

The first step of this procedure is based on the formal inversion of equation (7.3), i.e.

2

doda*

O, o*) = exp<—1\7 )Ff(a, o)

1 ao* N
T exp< 5 > * Fr(o, o). (7.9)
Unfortunately, this is a convolution dfy («, «*) with a Gaussian function having a positive-
definite quadratic form in the exponent. This simply means that the integral (7.9) cannot be
performed in the sense of the usual integral representation of the convolution. To overcome
the problem we have to define this convolution according to the theory of generalized
functions [43, 45]. That is, we have to treat éxp*/N) as a generalized function, i.e. a
linear analytic functional for which the real variables(Reand Im«) can be separately
extended to complex variables. Simultaneously, we transform the two integrations over
the real axes into integrations over the imaginary axes of the new independent complex
variables (the sign of the square root in equation (7.9) depends on the chosen direction on
integration paths).

Alternatively, the convolution (7.9) can be performed with the help of Fourier transforms
of the right- and left-hand side of this equation. In this case we obtain in the right-hand
side of the new equation the product of the Fourier transform ¢, «*) and the Fourier
transform of the Gaussian function with positive exponent (which has to be considered in a
sense of the Fourier transformations of generalized functions, which in this particular case
is equal to a Gaussian function with a positive-definite quadratic form in the exponent). The
inversion of the Fourier transform of the product of the Fourier transforms in the right-hand
side of equation (7.9) can be performed due to the rapid decrease of the Fourier transform
of Fy(a, ) atinfinity. Finally, the convolution (7.9) can be evaluated with the help of the
Taylor series expansion of the integral operator(exp 32/(dada*)) which is the Fourier
transform of the Gaussian function in (7.9) with the variables substituted by corresponding
partial derivatives

. o (_N)n aZn .
Oa, a ):Z()TWFf(a’a ). (7.10)

As an example let us consider that the measured system is prepared in a coherent state
|B). If the filter is in a thermal state, then the corresponding propensity reads

(@ =P = BY) }

= 7.11
N+1 ( )

o 1
Fr(a,a™) = (N gy exp{
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To obtain theQ-function from this ‘noisy’ propensity we utilize equation (7.10) and we
find}

o N8 1 (e =B’ =)
O, a™) = ; W dada (Nt Dn exp{ N1 }

B p{_(a—ﬁ)(a*—ﬂ*)}
 (N+Drx N+1

o (_N)n 9 O(*—,B* n O(—,B n
XZO n! (5_ N+1)(_N+l)

n=

_ p{_(a—ﬁ)(a*—ﬁ*)}
 (N+Drx N+1
- N(a — B)(a* — B%)
x(N+1)exp{— N1 }
1
== exp—(a — B)(a* — )} (7.12)

Thus we show that thg-function (as well as the corresponding density operator) of a
coherent stat¢s) can beuniquely reconstructed from propensities obtained from filtering
with the help of thermal filters.

To conclude this section we make two comments:

(i) The convolution in equation (7.3) is unigue in the sense that there exists a one-to-
one mapping between quasiprobabiliti@$x, «*) and propensitie’ (o, «*). This can be
understood as a consequence of the fact that the equatio @Xp(dada*)) f (o, a*) = 0
only has the trivial solutionf (o, @*) = 0. Operationally, this allows us to create a
(complete) list of direct transformations from specific functiagpéx, «*) to their ‘noisy’
counterpartsFy (o, «*) and vice versa.

(ii) Problems and difficulties in the evaluation of convolutions with Gaussian functions
having positive-definite quadratic forms in the exponent are present in every case when one
has to perform the transition from oneordered quasiprobability to another less smoothed
s-ordered quasiprobability (for example, frod(«, o*) to W (a, «*) or from W(«a, o*) to
P(a,a*)). Convolutions with normalized Gaussian functions form Abelian Lie groups
which in the two-dimensional case lead to a three-parameter group of Gaussian functions
centred at the coordinate origin with the delta functidn, «*) as the unit element [27].

More generally, they form some algebra of convolutions [43].

8. Conclusions

In this paper we have focused our attention on the problem of reconstruction of density
operators from propensities obtained in eight-port homodyne detection with arbitrary
guantum rulers. We have also introduced the corresponding generalized Glauber—Sudarshan
guasiprobabilities associated with these propensities. We have shown that the transition from

1 The sum over in this equation is evaluated in the following way. First, the binomial formula is applied to the
differential operator and then the differentiations are accomplished. The double sum which arises is reordered. The
first summation leads to the sum of the Taylor serieg!of — 2)~®**D with z = N/(N + 1) which is convergent

for arbitrary|z| < 1 and therefore for arbitrariy. The remaining summation leads to the sum of the Taylor series

of the exponential function which is an entire function and therefore is uniformly convergent in arbitrary compact
regions of the real axis or complex plane.



Reconstruction of quantum states from propensities 649

the usual coherent-state quasiprobability (i.e. ghdunction) to the generalized coherent-
state quasiprobability is associated with the problem of the inversion of certain differential
or integral operators. However, as we have shown, in general, it is difficult to perform this
inversion explicitly. For instance, we have not found a closed expression for the inverted
operators under consideration in the case when Fock gigtés > 2) are used as quantum
rulers. On the other hand, if quantum rulers belong to the class of Gaussian states (for
instance, squeezed vacuum sta®s )norm and their displacements) it is possible to give

all necessary formulae in a closed explicit form. Finally, we have shown that propensities
based on filtering with quantum rulers prepared in statistical-mixture states can be inverted
and the noise induced by filtering can be separated from measured data, so the density
operator of the measured state can be reconstructed uniquely.
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Appendix A. Reconstruction of density operators from normally ordered moments

In equation (3.5) we defined the set of operatgrs (k,/ =0, ..., o0) as
1 ak+1
B W{ do kol o e }(aza*=0).

In this appendix we derive the Fock-state representation of these operatofRewriting
equation (A.1) in the Fock basis we find

1S nm] [0
Akl = WZ 1| 9a* k9ol
" m=0n=0 m!n! o o (a=a*=0)

N — exp(—ao - — —a o "
Kl ,;); it | SN G oo (a=at=0)

_ R DN = )tk = ]

W E=DIT= !

where {k, [} denotes the smaller of the two integersand /. In a normally ordered
representation one obtains from equation (A.2) the expression

DM &S (=D
KU Lt (s = Il = D! a (A.3)

a1 (A 1)

exp(—aa*)a*ma”}

(A.2)

ag,1 =

where k, /] denotes the larger of the two integérsaand/. We find that the operatots; ;
are orthogonal to the operatar§‘a’ according to

(atkalam,n) = ak,mgl,n' (A4)

So we can write the normally ordered expansion of the density operator in equation (3.5)
as

]

[e.¢]
0= Z oar)a'*d. (A.5)

(
=0 1=0
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With the help of the orthogonality relation (A.4) we also obtain the dual relation

0= > aulatdo). (A.6)

This equation can be interpreted as a reconstruction formula for the density opefator
its normally ordered moments*a’o) [47].

Appendix B. Proof of a summation identity

We prove the identity in equation (5.11) by using the Mehler formula [44]

00 k 1 nyZ _ (x2 + )’Z)ZZ
PITRE . B.1
£ 2kk| k(X)) Hi (y) = N exp{ I } (B.1)
First, we perform the following chain of transformations:
1 72
V1-22 exp{ 1—12(2xyz - (x2+y2))}
! 2eyz — (2 4192
= ex exn(—2x
~/1—z p{ 1_22 P(—2xyz)
- Z 2k 1 s He () Hie (y) Z
g
m=0 n=0 22m+mmnl
{2m,2n} oo |
D kHl=2n  k+1—2m jo_\k-+
: Py ;”(k 201 (k — 2m)!” y (22)
[ IeS) ( 1)m+n {2m,2n} b o y -
= - - m-+n)—,
B ZZ 22(m+")m|n| Z X ]y ](ZZ) /
m=0 n=0 =0
(2m—j,2n—j} (—1)1(2(m+n)—]_1)|
= UN@m—j-DI@n—j-D!
a m=0 n=0 2m+"m!n!
{2m,2n}
@m)t(2n)! - -
x ; - — (v/22x V27 5.2
=0 ]!(2’"—])-'(211—])!( )" (V2zy) (B.2)

where after a change of the order of the summations in the fourth step we performed the
index substitutionj + k + [ = 2(m + n) and then used the summation formula

= B.3

Nr—j—D's—j—D"" jlr— )i — ! B3

in the special case when= 2m ands = 2n. This summation formula is true far=s =0
with arbitrary j and can be easily proved then for arbitrérys) andj by complete induction
r — r+1ands — s+1. The polynomial written by the summation ovein equation (B.2)

"—i‘f’ —Dlr+s—j—D! rls!
1
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can also be expressed by a Laguerre polynomial and we obtain a new identity for Laguerre
polynomials. With the substitutions

1 0 1 0
X m£ Y=ﬁ% =488 (B.4)

we transform this identity into equation (5.10).

Appendix C. Connections between squeezed-state propensities

We give here a complete list of the connections of the squeezed-state propensities to the
usual quasiprobabilitie® («, a*), W (a, «*) and Q(«, @*). This can be obtained by using

the convolutions of normalized Gaussian functions with the additive complex parameters
(r1, rp, r3) introduced in [27].

(i) Connection ofQ, (o, «*) to usual quasiprobabilities:
(a) Connection taQ(«a, o*)

0@ == [-2125E exp{““* vt a*z} * Q(a, &)
R TS 2" 2 ’
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(b) Connection toW («, o*)
o _ 2 2o+ fat) (@ + M) X
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(c) Connection toP («, a*)

Q¢ (o, ) =

1 82 é- 82 é-* 82 .
_eXp{—l—gg*(aaaa* _Eﬁ_?_aaﬂ)}”“’“ ) €3

@ exp{—(aa® + 1*e® + 3¢a*?)} x P(a, a®)

(if) Connection of P; («, «*) to usual quasiprobabilities:
(a) Connection taQ («, a™)

v1-2¢¢*
T

P (o, a®) = exp{aa* + %{*az + %;a*z} * Q(a, ™)
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(b) Connection toW («, o*)
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P (o, a®) = ;exp{ } * W(a, a®)
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(c) Connection toP («, a™)

. 1 1—¢¢* {( . o? a*z)} .
P(a,a") = — | ————eXpy—|aa” + — + * P(a, ™)

n ce 2
- eXp{_ 1 —1;;* (;;* aaaaza* N %aaT; - C_;az;)}m“’ o). (C.6)
(iii) Direct connection betweetP; (o, «*) and Q, («, o*)
0 (o, a*) = %exp{_(“ + C(;?(?;:- c*a) } - Py, )
ol (L)LY )

The inversion of all these convolutions can be obtained by changing the sign in the
exponents of the Gaussian functions in these convolutions. By settin@® one can take
from (C.1)—(C.7) the connections between the usual quasiprobabifitiese™), W («, o*)
and P («, a™).
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