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Typical behaviour of genuine multimode entanglement of pure Gaussian states
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Trends of genuine entanglement in Haar uniformly generated multimode pure Gaussian states with fixed
average energy per mode are explored. A distance-based metric known as the generalized geometric measure
(GGM) is used to quantify genuine entanglement. The GGM of a state is defined as its minimum distance from
the set of all non-genuinely entangled states. To begin with, we derive an expression for the Haar averaged value
of any function defined on the set of energy-constrained states. Subsequently, we investigate states with a large
number of modes and provide a closed-form expression for the Haar averaged GGM in terms of the average
energy per mode. Furthermore, we demonstrate that typical states closely approximate their Haar averaged
GGM value, with deviation probabilities bounded by an exponentially suppressed limit. We then analyze the
GGM content of typical states with a finite number of modes and present the distribution of GGM. Our findings
indicate that as the number of modes increases, the distribution shifts towards higher entanglement values and
becomes more concentrated. We quantify these features by computing the Haar averaged GGM and the standard
deviation of the GGM distribution, revealing that the former increases while the latter decreases with the number

of modes.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of Gaussian states enjoys a privileged position
in the investigation of continuous-variable quantum systems.
The special status is enforced by a rather rare coincidence in
the world of physical theories where mathematical elegance
and experimental feasibility go hand in hand [1-4]. The math-
ematical simplicity is revealed in the phase space formalism
of quantum mechanics. Like Gaussian functions, in the phase
space, the Gaussian states can be completely characterized by
the first two moments, namely the displacement vector and the
covariance matrix [4].

After the characterization of Gaussian states, the descrip-
tion of Gaussian operations involving state transformation and
measurement was translated into the phase space. A consid-
erable research volume has been allotted for translating the
usual notions of quantum correlations [1-4], quantum pro-
tocols [2, 5-7] etc in the phase space formalism. In partic-
ular, for quantum correlations, the aim is to express them
in terms of invariants under phase space (Symplectic) oper-
ations, which goes by the name of symplectic invariants. In
this work, our central quantity of interest is the genuine multi-
party entanglement in multimode pure Gaussian. Apart from
a mere theoretical interest, genuine multiparty entanglement
is an important ingredient for implementing various quantum
information protocols, especially in the network scenario [8—
10]. This motivates our investigations from a practical point
of view.

Quantifying genuine entanglement in quantum systems is a
significant step in analyzing multiparty quantum correlations.
Although various measures are proposed, most of them suffer
from issues in computability. At this point, the Generalized
geometric measure (GGM) efficiently quantifies the genuine
entanglement content of pure states [11] (see also [12-18]). It
is a distance-based measure, where the GGM of a state is the
minimum distance of the state from the set of non-genuinely
entangled states. For pure states, this geometrical minimiza-
tion can be transformed into an algebraic maximization over
Schmidt coefficients across all its relevant bipartition. Sev-

eral follow-up works investigating genuine entanglement have
also utilized GGM [19-22]. Generalizing its computation for
mixed states was attempted [23], but positive results were re-
stricted to states with special symmetries. Nevertheless, GGM
was successfully translated to the phase space for pure Gaus-
sian in terms of symplectic invariants in [24]. Henceforth it
has been used extensively to track genuine entanglement for
multimode Gaussian states in different contexts [25-31].

In this work, we analyze the genuine entanglement prop-
erties of Haar uniformly generated multimode pure Gaussian
states of fixed average energy per mode. We provide a brief
description of their generation and furnish an expression of
the Haar averaged value of any function defined on the set
of states. Then we concern ourselves with results involving
states with a large number of modes. First, we note that the
symplectic spectrum [32] of k-mode reductions of n-mode
pure Gaussian states is sharply concentrated around the Haar
averaged value for n >> 1. Using this feature, we infer
that the GGM can be characterized by the symplectic eigen-
values of only the single-mode reduced states. This conse-
quently allows for a closed-form expression of the Haar av-
eraged value GGM in terms of the average energy per mode.
Finally, we show that the GGM of any typical state is very
close to the Haar averaged value of GGM. The above state-
ment is made quantitative by bounding the probability that a
typical state possesses a GGM value different from the Haar
averaged value with an exponentially suppressed bound.

Then we look at the GGM content of typical states with
a finite number of modes (n = 3,4, 5, and 6). For each n,
we present the distribution of GGM values of the Haar uni-
formly generated states. We find that as the number of modes
increases the distribution shifts to greater GGM values and be-
comes progressively sharper. Quantitatively we capture these
features by computing the Haar averaged value of the GGM
and the standard deviation of the GGM distribution for each
n. Our analyses reveal that while the Haar averaged value of
the GGM increases with the number of modes, the standard
deviation decreases.

The contents of the paper are laid out as follows. After a



brief introduction in Sec. I, we discuss the prerequisites to
discuss the results in Sec. II. We discuss the technique of con-
structing Haar averaged quantities for typical pure Gaussian
states with constrained energy per mode in Sec. III. The GGM
characteristics of a large number of modes are showcased in
Sec. IV, while exact numerical computations for a few modes
is presented in Sec. V. Finally, we conclude in Sec. VL.

II. SETTING THE STAGE

In this section, we discuss the prerequisites required to
present our results. We begin with a quick overview of the
phase space formalism for Gaussian states and operations.
This brief primer is followed by an overview of the genuine
entanglement measure we use to quantify and analyze the gen-
uine multimode entanglement of random n-mode pure Gaus-
sian states.

A. The phase space representation of Gaussian states and
operations

Consider a bosonic system of n-modes with a free Hamil-
tonian given by

n 1 ) )
H:Z;Hj, where H; = i(qj +p3), (1)

where g and p; are the phase space quadrature operators satis-
fying the canonical commutation relation [q, p;] = idx;. For
a compact notation, we introduce a vector of all the quadrature
operators R = (q1,42, - -, Gn,P1,P2,---,Pn)" . The canoni-
cal commutation relations can be rewritten as

(R, Ry] = iJi0p1, 2
where J, the symplectic matrix, is an antisymmetric 2n x 2n

matrix given
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Like Gaussian functions, Gaussian states can be characterized
in the phase space by the first two moments: the displacement
vector d and the covariance matrix o.
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Now we would shift our attention to Gaussian operations.
An affine Symplectic group ISp(2n,R) [4] characterizes the
most general Gaussian unitaries denoted by the pair (S, v).
Here S € Sp(2n,R) is areal 2n x 2n symplectic matrix sat-
isfying SJST = J, and v denotes any phase space displace-
ments (translations). It induces the following transformations

d —» Sd+wv
o — SoST. 5)

Since the correlations are entirely contained in the covariance
matrices, without loss of generality, we will restrict our atten-
tion to Gaussian states with zero mean and translation-free
Gaussian operations. For Gaussian states, in particular for
which d = 0, we have an elegant expression for the average
energy

(H) = %Tr . ©)
When dealing with multiple modes, not only the total energy,
but the average energy per mode turns out to be an important
quantity. Since the total energy is extensive, for a large num-
ber of modes n >> 1, we can have (H) >> 1. Therefore the
quantity to look at is the average energy per mode. It is simply
given by

H _ Ly, 7)

B. Genuine multimode entanglement

The genuine multimode entanglement of an n-mode pure
Gaussian state can be computed using the generalized geo-
metric measure (GGM) [24]. It is a distance-based measure,
where the GGM of any state is the minimum distance of the
state from the set of non-genuinely entangled states. This op-
timization can be efficiently performed for pure states, where
the GGM can be expressed in terms of the Schmidt coeffi-
cients of its various bipartitions. In particular, the GGM of
any n-party pure state can be expressed as

g =1- )\maxa (8)

where A ax is the maximal Schmidt coefficient among all the
Schmidt coefficients from all bipartitions of the given state.
For a n-mode pure Gaussian state, the GGM in Eq. (8) can be
expressed in terms of the symplectic invariants [24]

g=1—max77m{ﬁlfyi}[g]
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m=
i=1
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where P,,, denotes all the reduced states with m-modes, and
[x] denotes the integral part of .

III. COMPUTATION OF HAAR AVERAGES

Any n-mode pure Gaussian state can be obtained from the
vacuum state by applying a Gaussian unitary. Therefore their
covariance matrix can be written as ¢ = SST, where S is a
symplectic operation. Using the Euler decomposition, every
S € Sp(2n,R) can be written as

S§=0z0, (10)

where O, O’ are orthogonal symplectic matrices, and Z =
D @ D! with D being a positive diagonal matrix. Z cor-
responds to n single mode squeezing unitaries. This allows



us to write the covariance matrix of a n-mode pure Gaussian
state as

o =0ro7, 1D

where I' = Z? is tensor product of n single mode squeezed
states. We can now express I' = diag{z1,22,...,2n} ®
diag{z; ", 25", ..., 2,1}, where z; € [1,00). The issue with
Haar uniform generation of Gaussian states lies in the fact that
the group Sp(2n, R) is not compact [32]. However, the group
of orthogonal symplectic matrices K(n) := Sp(2n, R)N0(2n)
is isomorphic to the complex unitary group U(n), where 0(2n)
denotes the orthogonal group. The Haar measure on U(n)
induces a Haar measure on K(n) where the isomorphism
U(n) — K(n) is given by

Re(U) Im(U)

Ueun) — [—Im(U) Re(U)

} =O0(U) €X(n). (12)
The orthogonal symplectic matrices are passive since they
keep the average energy invariant. This follows from Eq. (6)
by noting that Tr (OcOT) = Tr o for all O € K(n).

Physically the Euler decomposition allows us to split the
symplectic operation into an active and passive component.
While the passive part supports a Haar measure, the active part
does not. The reason for this is simple: unbounded squeezing.
This in turn translates to divergent energy of the generated
state. It can only be tamed by applying additional constraints
suppressing its divergences, like an energy bound. One way to
achieve this is by bounding the average energy per mode. Fol-
lowing Eq. (7), this translates to 2%LTrF < v, where v > 1is
a universal constant. However, since correlations are sensitive
to the energy content of the state, in our work, we concentrate
on Haar uniform generation of pure n-mode Gaussian states
with a fixed average energy per mode:

n

1 1 1y
%TrFZ%Z(szZ—i) — 7. (13)

i=1

Let {I'} be a set of all covariance matrices satisfying Eq. (13).
Finally, a pure n-mode Gaussian state can be generated by
randomly choosing the pair T, O, where T" € {T'} and O €
K(n). The covariance matrix of the randomly generated state
is as mentioned in Eq. (11), 0 = OT'O.

In general, the average value of any function f : f(O,I') —
R is given by a dual average: First, over the Haar measure on
the orthogonal Symplectic group K(n) and, secondly over the
set {T'}.

1
Blf = (i [ H0.0)d.0) . (14)

where d,,(O) is invariant Haar measure on K(n), and V' =
J d,(O). Here (.)(r} denotes averaging with respect to the
set {T'}. However, we will show next that this average quan-
tity can be expressed in a simpler form.

Theorem 1. The average value of any function f
f(O,T) — R over random pure Gaussian states is given by

Blf] = 1 [ £(0.1)4,(0) (1s)

foranyT € {T'}.

Proof. Note that for any two I', IV € {T'}, energy conserva-
tion dictates that we have some passive Gaussian unitary (or-
thogonal symplectic transformation) connecting them: IV =
O'T(0")T, with O’ € K(n). Therefore we have

f(O,T") = f(OO',T). (16)

Using the right and left invariance of the Haar measure [33],
we get

i [ #0.m4.0) = ¢ [ 100 1)4,0)
1
- V/f(O,F)d#(O). (17)

The above relation renders the averaging over {I'} in Eq. (14)
redundant. Therefore, we finally have

Blf] = 1 [ £(0.1)4,(0) 18)

for any I" € {T'}. Hence the proof. O

IV. TYPICAL GENUINE ENTANGLEMENT OF PURE
GAUSSIAN STATES WITH A LARGE NUMBER OF MODES

For a random pure Gaussian state with a large number of
modes, a lot of interesting features emerge. The most promi-
nent being the concentration of the value of GGM around
its Haar averaged value. We elaborate on these features in
this section. Regarding Haar uniform generation of Gaussian
states, following Theorem. 1, we choose I' = D ¢ D1
where D = %H without loss of any generality.

Lemma 1. For a random n-mode (n >> 1) pure Gaussian
state, the maximal Schmidt coefficient comes from the single
mode reduced sector.

Proof. The starting point of the proof is a result from [32]
where they show for any k-mode reduced subsystem, where
the maximal subsystem size Ky < Kn® with 0 < o < 1,
we have

V-2:D2—O(

7

L ) (19)

nl—a

Now for any large enoughn € N, 3k < 1, s.t. kpax = [5].
Here [x] represents the integral part of x. Therefore, for for
n >> 1, the symplectic eigenvalues {v;}*_, of any k-mode
reduced covariance matrix (k < knayx = [%]) of a random n-
mode pure Gaussian state are almost identically equal to the

average energy per mode, 7.

v, = Viellk]. (20)
Note that {v;}*_, constitutes a product of k thermal states,
whose maximal eigenvalue is simply the product of the largest
eigenvalues of each constituent thermal state with inverse tem-

perature 3; = In Z—ﬂ Since the eigenvalues of the tensor
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product of states multiply, the largest Schmidt coefficient from
any k-mode reduction is the product of the largest eigenvalue
of each thermal state. Recalling that the largest eigenvalue of
a thermal state is its first one, the largest eigenvalue of any

k-mode reduction is
2 \Fk
— . (21
( ). e

k k
)‘fnax:H]‘_e i Hl
i=1

Since 7 > 1, we have

9 9 \k
s 1. 2
1+p><1+p)v’€> (22)

Therefore the largest eigenvalue A, comes from the single-
mode sector, with

2
Amax 1= max{/\mdx} )\max ekt

(23)
Hence the proof. O
With this, we are ready to state the following theorem.

Theorem 2. The typical GGM of a random n-mode pure
Gaussian states for n>>1 is given by

v—1

G~ v+1

(24)

Here, we have E[G,,1] == G.

Proof. From Lemma. 1, we know the largest eigenvalue
comes from the single-mode sector and is given by Apax ~
see Eq. (23). The typical value of the GGM then is

1+1/ ’
given by
= v—1
=1 —Apax & — . 25
g v+1 25)
Hence the proof. O

Finally, we attempt to bound the deviation of GGM of a typi-
cal state from its Haar averaged value.

Theorem 3. For n >> 1, the GGM G of any random Gaus-
sian state satisfies

Prob{(G — G)* > €} < exp(—ce’n), (26)

where € > % Here C, c > 0 are universal constants.

Proof. For n >> 1, it follows from Lemma. 1 that the largest
eigenvalue comes from the single mode sector. Let the largest
eigenvalue be induced by the symplectic eigenvalue v, which
we know from Eq. (20) that v ~ v. The corresponding GGM
is

2
1+v’

G=1- 27
EVe now intend to examine its deviation from tlle mean value
G. Therefore, the quantity of interest is (G — G)?, where the
typical value of GGM, ¢, is obtained in Theorem. (1).

On the other, from [32], for universal constants C, ¢ > 0,
and € > %

Prob{(v* — 7°)* > €} < exp(—ce’n). (28)
The proof proceeds by noting that

2(v — D)

MR (e

(29)
This in turn translates to
1/27172:%(afg)(l+u)(1+l7)(u+l7). (30)

Since v, 7 > 1, we have

(v? - %)% > (G- G)>. G1)

Finally, by combining Egs. (28) and (31) we arrive at
Prob{(G — G)* > €} < exp(—ce’n). (32)
Hence the proof. O

V. TYPICAL GENUINE ENTANGLEMENT OF PURE
GAUSSIAN STATES WITH A FEW MODES

In the previous section, we demonstrated that the genuine
entanglement content of a typical state is sharply concentrated
around its mean value for Gaussian states with a large number
of modes. This section intends to visualize this phenomenon
with typical Gaussian states with finite modes.

To this goal, we randomly generate N pure multimode
Gaussian states of three, four, five and six modes and com-
pute their GGM. A brief description of the procedure for
generating random pure Gaussian states follows. From Eq.
(11), the covariance matrix of any pure Gaussian state is
of the form ¢ = OT'OT. To construct a random o, we
first need to choose a I'. Following Theorem. 1, any I
consistent with Eq. (13) is equivalent. Therefore, without
loss of any generality we choose I' = D @ D~!, where
D = %H. Now, we sample a random unitary matrix U fol-
lowing the Haar measure in U(n). See [33, 34] for a de-
tailed description of Haar uniform generation of U € U(n).
We now briefly describe their generation procedure. First,
we generate n random pure states {|11),[ta2),...,|¥n)}
each of dim = n. Here |[¢y) = normallze[(ak +
ib, a3 4 i3, ... a} + ibp)T], where all (al,b])s are inde-
pendently chosen from a standard normal dlstrlbutlon By a
standard algorithm, Grahm-Schmidt orthogonalization [35],
we arrive at an orthonormal set {|¢1),|@2),...,|dn)} =

orthoganalize[{|11),|t)2),...,|¥n)}]. The unitary can
be constructed as
U= [|¢1) [¢2) .- |én)] - (33)
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FIG. 1. The bars at a given value = represents the fraction of ran-
domly generated n-mode pure Gaussian states f with GGM values
between  — 0.05 to z. The distribution shifts progressively towards
higher GGM values with an increase in the number of modes. The
average energy per mode is chosen to be 7 = 2.6. Both axes are
dimensionless.

Finally, we obtain the required orthogonal symplectic ma-
trix O from U from Eq. (12).

The numerical experiment is performed by generating N ~
10% n-mode pure Gaussian state with an average energy per
mode fixed to ¥ = 2.6. Using Eq. (9), we compute and
record the GGM of each such generated state. We use this data
to construct the distribution of GGM values across the range
consistent with the chosen average energy per mode, see Fig.
1. We find that with an increase in the number of modes, the
distribution progressively sharpens from a relatively flat one
that we get for n = 3. On top of the sharpening (concen-
tration), we notice a progressive shift of the overall distribu-
tion towards higher GGM values with an increasing number
of modes.

We then move on to calculate statistical averages like,
mean, the Haar averaged GGM E|[G,,] and the corresponding
standard deviation E[AG,] and track them with the increase
in the number of modes:

1L .
E[G,] = 5 D%
=1

E[AG,] = VE[G2] —E2[G,], (34)

where G! is the GGM of the i™ randomly generated n-mode
pure Gaussian state, and E[G2] = L SV (G1)2. We find
that the average value of GGM increases as the number of
modes increases. At the same time, the standard deviation
of the distribution of Haar uniformly generated n-mode pure
Gaussian states decrease monotonically, see Table. I for ex-
act values. As mentioned before, in our case, we choose
N = 10°. The convergence of the reported numbers for
N = 106 is guaranteed by the invariance of these values by
changing the number of generated states. The result remains
qualitatively similar for other choices of average energy per
mode as well. Finally, for # = 2.6 and n >> 1, Theorem. 2

n 3 4 5 6
E[G.] | 0.2068 | 0.2357 | 0.2647 | 0.2874
E[AG,]| 0.1101 | 0.0941 | 0.0814 | 0.0707

TABLE I. The Haar averaged value of GGM E[G,] and the standard
deviation E[AG,] for n = 3 to 6. The average energy per mode is
restricted to 7 = 2.6.

predicts E[G,>>1] = G = g ~ 0.4444. We verify this nu-
merically for n = 50. Assuming Lemma. 1 holds for n = 50,
we get E[G,—50] ~ 0.4129 which is pretty close to G. The
corresponding distribution is also quite sharp as indicated by

a minuscule standard deviation: E[AG,,—50] = 0.0089.

VI. CONCLUSION

Investigation of typical properties of a certain set of states
has attained a lot of focus, particularly in finite dimensional
systems [36—42]. In the continuous variable sector as well,
typical features of Haar uniform Gaussian states ranging from
bipartite entanglement and work extraction have been exam-
ined in [32, 43].

In this work, we first outline the generation of Haar uniform
multimode pure Gaussian states and derive an expression for
the Haar averaged value of any function on the set of gen-
erated states. Then we move on to the central tenant of our
work: investigation of the genuine entanglement characteris-
tics of Haar uniformly generated multimode pure Gaussian
states with a fixed average energy per mode. We choose the
generalized geometric measure (GGM) [11, 24] to quantify
the genuine entanglement content of the Haar uniformly gen-
erated states. We accomplish this aim by initially focusing
on states with a large number of modes. By leveraging the
concentration of the symplectic spectrum [32], we infer that
the generalized geometric measure (GGM) content can be de-
scribed by the symplectic eigenvalues of single-mode reduc-
tions. This insight facilitates a closed-form expression for the
Haar averaged GGM based on the average energy per mode.
Additionally, we show that, for typical Haar states, the GGM
closely resembles its Haar averaged value. We quantify this
closeness by demonstrating the probability of the GGM of a
typical state to be different from the Haar averaged value is
upper bounded with an exponentially suppressed bound. Note
that the above findings hold for states with a large number of
modes.

Finally, we investigate the patterns of GGM distribution
of Haar uniformly generated multimode pure Gaussian states
with three, four, five and six modes. Our findings show that
the distribution becomes more concentrated and shifts towards
larger GGM values as the number of modes grows. By cal-
culating the Haar averaged GGM and the GGM distribution
standard deviation, we are able to quantify these patterns and
demonstrate that, as the number of modes rises, the former
increases while the latter decreases. Overall, we believe that
our work sheds some light on the genuine entanglement prop-
erties of typical multimode Gaussian states. We hope that the



findings presented in this work will serve as a foundation for
future research in this direction.
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