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We demonstrate that the Rényi-2 entropy provides a natueakure of information for any multimode Gaus-
sian state of quantum harmonic systems, operationallgdirik the phase-space Shannon sampling entropy of
the Wigner distribution of the state. We prove that, in thei€stan scenario, such an entropy satisfies the strong
subadditivity inequality, a key requirement for quanturiormation theory. This allows us to define and analyze
measures of Gaussian entanglement and more general queottetations based on such an entropy, which
are shown to satisfy relevant properties such as monogamy.
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In quantum information theory, the degree of informationgeneral subadditivé|[1]; this entails, e.g., that if ondaeps
contained in a quantum stateis conventionally quantified S by S,.1 in (@), the corresponding quantity can become neg-
via the von Neumann entropy of the st&6) = —tr(o In p), ative, i.e., meaningless as a correlation measure] skddi 8]
that isthedirect counterpart to the Shannon entropy in classi-explicit two-qubit instances of this fact when= 2.
cal information theory [1]. The most fundamental mathemati  In this Letter, we focus our attention on multimode quan-
cal implications and physical insights in quantum inforimat  tum harmonic oscillators, and analyze the informationappr
theory, ranging from the Holevo bourld [2] all the way to the erties of general Gaussian states as measured by the Rényi-
whole genealogy of quantum communication protodols![3, 4]2 entropy. Gaussian states constitute versatile resotoces
rely on a key property satisfied by the von Neumann entropyguantum communication protocols with continuous variable
the strong subadditivity inequalityl[5, 6] )E@,@] and are important testbeds for investigating thecst

ture of quantum correlation5 [21], whose role is crucial in
Slons) + S(psc) > Slonsc) + S(os) , (1) fields as diverse as quantum field theory, solid state physics
guantum stochastic processes, and open system dynamics.
Gaussian states naturally occur as ground or thermal equi-
librium states of physical quantum system in the ‘small-
22,

for an arbitrary tripartite stateagc. The strong subadditivity
inequality implies in particular that the mutual inforneati
oscillations’ limit 123], and can be veryfziently engi-

L(oas) = Slpa) + Slos) = Sloas) (2) neered, controlled and detected in various experimental se

which measures the total correlations between the sulmsgste {UPS: including light, atomic ensembles, trapped ionsonan
AandBin the bipartite statpag, is always nonnegative. How- %to-m_echanlcal res_onators, and hybrid mte_rfaces tiereo
ever, in classical as well as quantum information theony; se [20]- Given the special role played by Gaussian states and
eral other entropic quantities have been introduced ara stu OPerations, which are formally ‘extremal’ with respect évs

ied. In particular, Rényir entropies|[7] are an interesting ©ralquantum primitives [23], a Gaussian-only theory ofrua
family of additive entropies, whose interpretation is teta (UM information is actively pursuell [24,]25]. In particylar

to derivatives of the free energy with respect to tempeeatur K€Y conjecture which —despite its disproof for general ehan
[8], and which have found applications especially in thelgtu nels [26]— still stands within the Gaussian scenario, issthe

of channel capacitie5|[9], work value of informatién/[10jca called minimum output entropy conjecture for bosqni(_: chan-
entanglement spectra in many-body systems [11]. They argels [24]25( 27, 28]. Interestingly, the conjecture is fiexl
defined as (for all phase-insensitive channels) if using Rémgéntropies

with @ > 2 [29], but to date is resisting an analytical proof for
Sulp) = (- ) tIntr(p?), R a—1 [30]. This somehow raises the question whether the

von Neumann entropy is indeed the most natural one within
and reduce to the von Neumann entropy in the limit> 1.  the Gaussian scenario [31].
Rényi entropies are powerful quantities for studying guem Here we show that the Rényi-2 entropy should be regarded
correlations in multipartite states. For a bipartite puldes as a specially meaningful choice to develop a Gaussianyheor
oas, any of the entropies in Eq.](3) evaluated on the reducedf quantum information and correlations. We prove that the
density matrix of one subsystem only, say, is an entan- Rényi-2 entropyS; satisfies the strong subadditivity inequal-
glement monotoné [12], dubbed Rényientanglement [13]. ity (@) for all Gaussian states, is operationally linked he t
Any such measure can be extended to mixed states via cohannon entropy of Gaussian Wigner distributions (praxgdi
ventional convex roof techniques [14]. Using the= 2 in-  a natural measure of state distinguishability in phaseejpac
stance,S>(p) = —Intr(p?), the ensuing Rényi-2 measure of and can be employed to define valid measures of Gaussian en-
entanglement has been defined and proven to satisfy the inmnglement/[32, 33] and genemikcordlike quantum corre-
portant ‘monogamy’ inequality [15, 16] for multiqubit sést  lations [34-38], whose monogamy propertles [15/16 39-42]
[13,[17]. Nonetheless, Rényi-entropies for # 1 are notin  we investigate in detail. In particular, we obtain a trblyna
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fide measure of genuine tripartite entanglement for threetheir respective Wigner distributiona/,, andW,,, yielding
mode Gaussian states, based$n Our study allows us to  [4€]
explore within a unified framework the various facets of non-

classicality in the Gaussian realm. HOW, W) = f W, |n(Wp1(§)) g )
Rényi-2 entropy for Gaussian states— We consider an- ne R W,,(€)

mode continuous variable system; we collect the quadrature 1 dety, .

operators in the vectd® = (G1, P1. 6o, P2, - - - » Gn, Pn)" € R?" =5 [ n (detyl) +1r (7’172 )] —-n.

and write the canonical commutation relations compactly as
[R).R] = i (®"), with & = (701 (1)) being the symplectic ma- Let us evaluate EqLY7) when = pag is a generic Gaussian
trix. A Gaussian statg is described by a positive, Gaussian- state of a composite system, partitioned into two subsystem

shaped Wigner distribution in phase space, AandB (of ny andng modes respectively, withs + ng = 1),
andp; = pa ® pg is the tensor product of the two marginals of

1 _ pag- Writing the CMs in block form,
W,(€) = ————exp(~£779). @
" 4/dety
_ [ YA |SAB _
7’1=7’AB—( T )’ Y2=7A0 78> (8)
where¢ € R?, andy is the covariance matrix (CM) of ele- Sl 7B

mentsy|x = tr{p{R;, Ry}.], which (up to local displacements)
completely characterizes the Gaussian state

Let us now evaluate fierent entropic quantities on the
Gaussian statg. All the measures defined below are invari-

we have t{y;y3?) = 2(na + ng) = 2n, which entails

H (WPAB”WPA®PB) H (WPA) +H (WPB) -H (WPAB)

ant under local unitaries, so we will assume our states te hav _ 1 (deU’A det?’B)

zero first moments(R) = 0, without loss of generality. The 2 detyag

purity is easily computed asdf = (2r)" [,, W2(¢) d?'¢ = = Sa(on) + S2(p.) — S2(paB)
(dety)*%. Hence the Rényi-2 entropy of an arbitraymode = T(paB). 9)

Gaussian state is
The above equation defines the ‘Gaussian Rényi-2 (GR2)
Sa(p) = }In(dety), (5) ~ mutual information’ 7, for an arbitrary bipartite Gaussian
2 statepap. It follows that 7;(poas) > 0O, as it coincides ex-
actly with the Shannon continuous mutual information of the

ranging from_O on pure states (get= 1) _and growing un- Wigner function ofpag, Which is positive semidefinite. The
boundedly with increasing mixedness (i.e., temperatufe) Oexpression in Eq.79), which is analogous to the more fa-

Dlcated uncion that depends on the local temporatures il von Neumann one [EG[2). has thus a precise oper-
P P P tional interpretation as the amount of extra discretermée

all the n normal modes that is, on the full symplec- . : ,
. N ' . tion (measured in natural bits) that needs to be transmitted
:Ir::es\?v?cggrr?u(r)]f(}:,ti[?ig).b;)brilliihecji(;i?iﬁ:nri]g:d"jl-nce over a continuous variable channel to reconstruct the com-
ing a f?,l” equivalent descri tFi)on qf w)(/a can aIterna%vel plete joint Wigner function ojag rather thanr{]jglst the two

9 y €q b ' y marginal Wigner functions of the subsysterhs! [45, 46]; in

compyf[e the Shz_mnon efﬁ“opy“fo to obtain an alter_nanve short, 72(pa:g) measures the total quadrature correlations of
guantifier of the informational content of any Gaussianestat .

Such an entropy has a clear interpretation in terms of phasg—A :
space sampling via homodyne detectidng [45]. The contin. We can then enquire whether a more general property such

: .. as the strong subadditivity inequalify (1) —which would in-
uous (Boltzmann-Gibbs—)Shannon entropy for a probability f - i :
distribution P(x) is defined asH(P) = —fP(x) n PEX) dx dependently imply the nonnegativity 85— holds in general

for S, in the Gaussian scenario. Letsc be a tripartite Gaus-
z;[ﬁ(;za.ri\llgtcigz) be shown thal [47] (see the Appendix|[48] for sian state whose subsystems encompass arbitrary number of

modes. Writing its CM in block form as in Ed.](8), and using
the definition[(b), we have the following

— 2n
HOAL) jl;m WoE) IN[W,(E)] &% Theorem 1 The RényR entropyS, satisfies the strong sub-
= Ss(p)+n(d+Inmx). (6) additivity inequality for all Gaussian stateggc,
Interestingly, we see that this sampling entropy coincides Sa(pas) + Sa(psc) — Sa(pasc) — S2(0s)
(modulo the additional constant) with the Rényi-2 entropy 1 (detygdetygc (10)
rather than the von Neumann one for Gaussian states. We can T2 (m) =0

now take an extra step and introduce a ‘relative sampling en-

tropy’, to quantify the phase-space distinguishabilittwbd  Proof. The result follows by applying a particular norm
n-mode Gaussian quantum staj@sand p, (with CMs y, compression inequality to the Cpge. Given a positive
andy,, respectively), defined as the relative Shannon entropidermitian matrix A € My, and given any two index sets
(also known as Kullback-Leibler divergence [1, 6]) betweene,3 € N = {1,...,m}, the Hadamard-Fisher inequalify [49]
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states that ded,us detA,s < detA, detAs. Recalling that The one-way classical correlatiof&(oga), with measure-

any CM y,gc iS a positive real symmetric matrik [50], the ments onA, can be defined accordingly by swappitg- B.

claim follows upon identifyingr with the indices of modes We can now define a Gaussian measure of quantumness of

ABandg with the indices of modeBC. [ correlations based on Rényi-2 entropy. Following the saini
Beyond its apparent simplicity, Theordh 1 has profoundstudy by Ollivier and Zurek([34], and the recent analysis of

consequences. It yields that the core of quantum informatio Gaussian quantum discord using von Neumann entiopy [37,

theory can be consistently reformulated, within the Gaussi [38], we define the ‘GR2 discord’ as theffé¢irence between

scenario([24] 25], using the simpler and physically naturamutual information[{B) and classical correlations] (13),

Rényi-2 entropy in alternative to the von Neumann one. én th

rest of this Letter we will focus on defining GR2 quantifiers Da(pag) = Lalons) = T2(oas)
of entanglement and other correlations for Gaussian states 1, (detygdetyh (14)
Gaussian Renyi-2 measures of correlations— The GR2 en- = 'pnf P In (V]
tanglement, can be defined as follows. Givemamode bi- s AB
partite Gaussian statgg with CM y g, For the case of andB being single modes, that jsag being
1 a general two-mode Gaussian state, closed formulae can be
Eapas) = inf > In (detoa) . (11)  obtained for Eqs[{dB.14) thanks to the results of [37]. We re
{iwﬂ;"ef::g;lms.} port them in the Appendix [48] for completeness. We remark

) o that Theorenl]l is crucial to guarantee the nonnegativity and
For a pure Gaussian stat@s = l¥as)(¥asl, the minimum  the fajthfulness of the GR2 discoild [55-57]. Notice alsd tha
s saturated byrag = yap, SO that€o(Yas) = Salon) = L17,(pas) = Jaloas) = Daloas) = S2(pa) for pure bipartite

5 In(dety,), wherey, is the reduced CM of subsystef Gaussian statgsg.

For a generally mixed state, E@.{11) —where the minimiza- A trade-df relation between the entanglemehtand the
tion is over pure-mode Gaussian states with GhMg smaller  ¢assical correlationg, can be written for arbitrary tripartite
thany ,g— amounts to taking the Gaussian convex roof of thepure Gaussian statgggc [37], following Koashi and Win-
pure-state Rényi-2 entropy of entanglement, accordintj¢o  ter {59]. One can essentially exploit the fact that all poissi
formalism of [21[ 3P]. Closed formulae fé can be obtained Gaussian POVMs oiB induce all possible Gaussian pure-

for special classes of two-mode Gaussian st@s}ﬁﬁl, 52}ate decompositions of the subsyst&@ (see also[[16]),
exploiting the same procedure adopted for the Gaussian eighich implies

tanglement of formation [32, 48]. Like the latter measurei(a
all Gaussian convex-roof entanglement measures), itviislio Sa(pa) = T2(pa) + E2(oac) - (15)

from the results of [32] that the GR2 entanglement is in gen-_ _ _ ) _
eral monotonically nonincreasing under Gaussian locat-ope This relation can be manipulated to express the “consenvati

ations and classical communication, and is additive for-two Of different types of correlations in a generic pure tripartite
mode symmetric Gaussian states. Gaussian stajeasc, along the lines of [€0].

We can also introduce a ‘GR2 measure of one-way classi- W& now look at monogamy properties of the GR2 mea-
cal correlations’ in the spirit of Henderson and Ved [35] Sures. For an entanglement monotdaeand an-partite
We define7,(oae) as the maximum decrease in the Rényi-2Stat€ pas,..A,, the monogamy relation (choosing pamy
entropy of subsystem, given a Gaussian measurement has®S the focus), which constrains the distribution of biperti
been performed on subsysteBnwhere the maximization is  €ntanglement among féirent splits, can be written as [15]
over all Gaussian measurements—i.e. those that map GaLg(pAliAZ-éfﬁﬁj:Z Eloa;a) 2 0. The Rényi-2 entanglement
sian states into Gaussian stales [37, 38]. Any such measurﬁﬁlsur . 17], as well as the tangle (squared concujrence
ment on, say, theg-mode subsysterB = (B; ... By,), is de- ,], satisfy this inequality for generadqubit states. A
scribed by a positive operator valued measure (POVM) [SSE‘?UhSaSéaQe‘éﬁrzg‘n:(‘; :Egt tj‘g‘g'g t(r?:'sr?:q OQI_foléé:: :iﬁogzgatlv-

— N8 \A NAOTTI® AT (9. Ity [ 3 [ uality

of the form Ma(n) = " [Hl=1 WBj (1AL, We, Em)] Gaussian statels [40]. We now show tBaidoes too.
whereWs(n;) = exp(njb} - n’j‘bj) is the Weyl operatorp; =
(Gs, +iPs,)/ V2,77 [Mg(n)d®™=p = 1, andA{ is the density
matri>l<T of a (generally mixedipg-mode Gaussian state with
CM I'; which denotes the seed of the measurement. The con- n
ditional staten, of subsystenA after the measuremefii (1) Ealom:n,. a) = Ljza Ealoain) 2 0, (16)
has been performed dhhas a CMy! independent of the out- \yhere each Acomprises one mode only.
comen and given by the Schur complement/[54]

Theorem 2 The GR entanglement defined in Ed._{11) is
monogamous for all n-mode Gaussian staigs,. a,,

Proof. The structure of the proof follows closely the one for

~I1 _ -1 T
Ya=7a—sas(rs +I'g) "¢ag: (12) " the tangle ofn-qubit systems[[16]. It sices to prove the
where the original bipartite Chsg of then-mode stateag  inequality for tripartite Gaussian stateg a,a, whereA; com-
has been written in block form as il (8). We have then prisesn — 2 modes (witn arbitrary), as iterative applications
L (detre o prove the mequalty on pure.staes, as i would then ox
J2(pag) = supzIn (—N] : (13) : i
| 2 \dety, tend to mixed ones by convexity [15,/16] 39| 40]. Exploiting
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the phase-space Schmidt decomposition [21, 48, 61], whemeasure of quantumness beyond entanglement in continuous
PAan, 1S pure, the state of subsysted is locally equiva-  variable systems that fulfills monogany [66].

lent to a 2-mode state, tensored by 4 irrelevant vacuum
modes. The problem reduces to proving tBafoasc) >
Ea(oas) + Ex(oac) for an arbitrary pure Gaussian stalesc,
whereA andB are single modes, whil€ groups two modes.
Noting that&(pasc) = S2(oa), and exploiting Eq.[(15), we
see that Eq[{16) is verified if one establishes that

Conclusions— In this Letter we planted the seeds for a full
Gaussian quantum information theory|[25] using the Ré&nyi-
entropyS,. This is possible thanks to the fact, proven in The-
orem[1, that such an entropy satisfies the strong subadylitivi
inequality for arbitrary Gaussian states of quantum haimon
systems. We employe$), to define valid measures of entan-
glement, total, classical, and quantum correlations, llgbt
Talonp) = Ealons) (A7) ing their properties. The Rényi-2 mutual information i§-in

holds for all (mixed) two-mode Gaussian statgs. The in- ~ mately related to Wigner distribution sampling by homodyne
equality [IT) is proven in the AppendIx 48], which conclsde detections in phase space. The residual Rényi-2 entaeglem
the proof of the Theorem. m  Mmeasureallows for a quantification of genuine tripartitean

Let us analyze in detail the case of a,a, being a pure glementin three-mode fully inseparable pure Gaussiaastat
3-mode Gaussian state, whose CM is characterized up to I¢¥hich is invariant under mode permutations. We argue that
cal unitaries by three parameters (local symplectic imras) ~ the measures defined in this Letter should be adopted as priv-
aj > 1, with Sa(oa) = Inay (j = 1,2,3) @IE:E] We define ileged tools to address the quantification of relevant daxre
the residual entanglement emerging from the monogamy indons in Gaussian states. A very recent application toivgsat
equality asSo(0a, a:a,) = E2(0a0a00)~E2(0Asa,)—Eo(pasa,).  HC Quantum information has been reported [68].
This quantity, which can be calculated exactly|[39, 52], de- By conception, this work has been biased towards Gaus-
pends in general on the focus mode (¢ay chosen for the  gjan states and operations. However, the approach pursued
decomposition of the bipartite entanglements. Remarkablyyere can be extended to arbitrary, even non-Gaussiaade
we find that for all pure three-mode Gaussian states which argates, of continuous variable systems, provided one chooses
fully inseparable and display entanglement in all global an {he \Wehrl entropy![6] to quantify the informational content
reduced bipartitions&(oa:a)) > 0. Ealoa:an) > 0. Vi #  of o Such an entropy is operationally associated to phase-
j # k), the residual GR2 entanglemeii(oa,.a,.a;) IS inVari- - gpace sampling via heterodyne detectidns [45] as it corre-
ant under mode permutations, thus representing (to the beghonds to the continuous Boltzmann—Gibbs—Shannon entropy
of our knowledge) the first and only known intrinsicaligna  fthe HusimiQ distribution ofp, Q(a) = 7 "(e|pla), which is
fidemeasure of genuine tripartite Gaussian entanglernent [62} valid nonnegative) probability distribution fatl quantum
We report its explicit formula here, while a derivation i®pr  giates ]. One can then adopt a distance measure between

vided in [48], any twop;, andp, in terms of the relative Shannon entropy
between their respectiv@ distributions, define ensuing cor-
Eolpasaza) = In(82182ac) (18)  relation measures, and so on. Such a formalism could also ac-
—In[-1- Vo+ Y2, (222 - &) + Zia;tj:l(aiza]?)] , commodate a measure of non-Gaussianity of quantum states

[6S], and one might then naturally compare Gaussian with
with 6 = [T} _ (a1 + (-1)‘az + (-1)"ag)? — 1). The formula non-Gaussian operations for the realization of specifikstas
@) hO|dSl\l/;Ih(élTlai a4 l<ag<(@ia 1) [27] such as extracting classical correlationd [70, 71]xima

. ! , & i j . mizing information-disturbance tradek{i72] and performing
We finally remark that, importantly, the GR2 discord _ . ; -t
ptimal cloning of coherent states [73]. This will be the sub
Eq. (I3) also turns out to be a monogamous measure d

. : . Ject of further study.

guantum correlations for arbitrary pure three-mode Ganssi
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Appendix A: Derivation of formulae () and (@)

For the sake of completeness, here we provide the readeawiéxplicit derivation of Eqs[16) anfll(7), on which the opera
tional interpretation of the Rényi-2 entropy is ultimatehased.
Direct substitution of Eq[{4) intd_{6) yields

HOW,) = exp(~ €Ty f)[fy % ninz -+ 3 In (dety)| % (A1)

1
R2 7" \/det

The first term in the square bracket is conveniently handiegdryforming the integration in phase space coordin&ttésat
diagonalize the symmetric, positive definite matyiXwhose eigenvalues will be denoted ), and by noting that, for any
v > 0, one has

1 f ™ exply 1)y = L (A2)
NGRS 2
Hence, by applyind(A_2) as well as the normalization of thegiéir function to[(AlL), one obtains E&] (6):

2n
i

HW,) = 2 +ninz+ Sy(p) = n+ninz + Sy(p) . (A3)
=1
Next, the substitution of{4) int@17) leads to:
1
HW,,[IW,,) = —H(W,,) + ex Tyt [T Y¥4ning+ 2 In dety,) [d*" A4
(p pz) (p) RZnﬂ”\/Ftl p( f'}’lf)f'}’zf ( t?’2) <. ( )

Once again, it is expedient to carry out the integration iagghspace coordinates whereis diagonal (with eigenvalues j,
while the entries of, will be denoted byy1 j). Then, Eq.[{AR) and the normalization',, lead to [T)

_ 1 dety, YLii 1 dety, 1 -1
HOUIW) = 510G - sz - 5 (Gee2) - n+ 5t (1)

where the last step follows from the invariance of the qlﬁﬁm()/lyil) under changes of basis.

Appendix B: Explicit formulae for two-mode Gaussian correlations

Standard form.— The CMy 45 of any two-mode Gaussian staigs can be transformed, by means of local unitary operations,
into a standard form of the type [21]

a 0c O
YA SaB 0 aOc
= = , B1
Va8 [CLB 78) ¢, 0 b O (B1)
0Oc O b

wherea, b > 1, [( a?-1)(b?-1)-2c_c, - abc +c? (-ab+ cz)] > 0, and we can se, > |c_| without losing any generality.

These conditions ensure that the uncertainty relgtign> iw®? is verified, which is éona fiderequirement for the CM s to
be associated with a phyS|caI Gaussian state in a two-méidiéendimensional Hilbert space [21]. Recall that for p@aussian

statesp=a,c, = —-c_ = Va2 - 1.



All the formulae presented in the following will be writtemicitly for standard form CMs for simplicity. However, ¢ly
can be recast in a locally invariant form by expressing therteims of the four local symplectic invariants of a genewnio-t
mode Gaussian state [44], = dety,, |2 = detyg, I3 = detgpg, |4 = dety,g. This is accomplished by inverting the relations
1 =a%l,=b%l3=c.c_, 1y = (ab-c,)(ab—-c.) so that the{lj}‘j‘:1 appear explicitly in the formulae beloW [21]. The obtained
expressions would then be valid for two-mode CMs in any syt basis, beyond the standard form.

GR2 entanglement— For generally mixed two-mode Gaussian staigs the Rényi-2 entanglement measée€oas), defined
by Eq. [11) in the main text, admits the following expressfdhe CM y 5z is in standard form [32, 33],

1 .
Ea(oas) = > In (ee'[szn] my(a, b, c,, C)) . (B2)

with

my(a,b,c.,c) = 1 + [c+(ab— c?) - c_ + cost \/[a— b(ab- CE)] [b —a(ab- CE)]J2

[c+(ab— c2) + c,]z

x 2(ab- ) (@ + b + 26 ) + sing (o - 1) |11~ |[a—b(ab-c?)][b-a(ab-c?)]

cosd [Zabc'i + (a2 + b2) c.C2 + ((1 - 2b2) a2 + b2) c.— ab(a2 +b2 - 2) c+] ) 3

\/[a— b(ab- c)| [b- a(ab- c2)]

The optimald minimizing Eq. [B3) can be found numerically for general tmode Gaussian states [32], and analytically for
relevant subclasses of states (including symmetric sfaldssqueezed thermal states, and so-called GLEMS—Gaussites
of partial minimum uncertainty [33]).

GR2 classical correlations and discord— For generally mixed two-mode Gaussian statgs the Rényi-2 measures of one-
way classical correlationg,(oags) and quantum discorfD,(oag), defined by Eqs[{13) anf{{14) in the main text, respectively
admit the following expression if the Ci, is in standard form [37]

Jalpas) = Ina- % In (iAnl det,;g,[.¢) , (B4)

Do (oaB)

1 1 I,
Inb -5 In(detyg) + 5 In ('ﬂz dety, ) ; (BS)

with 1 € (0, o), ¢ € [0, 27], and
1, 2a%(b + A)(1 + ba) - a(ci + cE) (Zb/l +A%+ 1) +2c2¢% 1 + a(cﬁ - CE) (/12 - 1) cos(2p)
dety,” = 26+ )(1+bY) '

The optimal values oft and ¢ minimizing Eq. [B6) can be found analyticalljor all two-mode Gaussian states [[37]. In
particular, for standard form CMs, one gets

(B6)

_ B a(a— %) if (ab?c? - 2 (a+ b?))(ak?c? - ¢ (a+bc?)) < 0;
nfdety,™ =1 “acc \/(a(bz—l)—bcﬁ)(a(bz—l)—(bbczi_)z)(za(bz—l)—bc?)(a(bz—l)—bcf)+c§c§ . therwise. (B7)

Inserting Eq.[([BF) into Eqs[{B4.B5) one gets closed formaular the one-way GR2 classical correlations and for the GR2
discord of general two-mode Gaussian states.

1 In general, given thaSz(ArB[) is concave on the convex hull of the set of
Gaussian states —having inherited the property from theiShaentropy
of the corresponding Wigner distributions, via Elgl (6)— agiden that
every Gaussian state admits a convex decomposition in® @aussian
states (seé [28.187.170] for more details), it follows thatdptimizations in
Egs. [T¥.IK) for an arbitrary number of modes are alwayssetiby pure
Gaussian seed elements, i.e., HED(: 1. This simplifies considerably the
evaluation of GR2 one-way classical correlations and désco



Appendix C: Proof that GR2 classical correlations exceed GR entanglement

Here we prove that the inequality

J2(pa) = Ex(paB) » (C1)

holds for all two-mode Gaussian staggg. This is a central step in the proof of the general monogamguality for the GR2
entanglement measure, reported in Thedrem 2 in the mair{stestalsol [16]). Without loss of generality, we can assuree th
CM vy, in standard form.

We observe from Eqd_(BZ.B4) that setting any valué of (B3)) provides an upper bound &, while setting any value of
A, ¢ in (BB) provides a lower bound 6>,

1
Ea(oas) < 5 In (my(a, b, ¢, c.)),
1 ~I1,
jZ(PA\B) > Ina- E In (dEt)/E w) i

We will then sety = x (similarly to what done in[[40]), and = 1, = 0 (corresponding to heterodyne detectionsBo3€]),
and proceed to prove thatdn- % In (detfgm) > LIn(my(a, b, c,, c_)), which implies[[C1). We then want to prove the inequality
1+ F?/G < J, where

F = c.(ab-c?) —c_+ y[a-b(ab-c?)|[b—aab-c?)].
2abc + (a2 + b2) C.C? + ((1 - 2b2) a2+ b2) c.— ab(a2 +b% - 2) Cc,

\/[a— b(ab- c)|[b- a(ab- ¢2)|

G

)

2(ab— cf) (a2 +b%+ 20+c+) -

- a(1 + b)?
~ (a+ab-c?)(a+ab-c?)’

This is equivalent to show that, definikg= K(a, b,c,,c.) = J - F?/G - 1, we have Mifbc,c) K =0.

Let us search for the absolute minimumkf This function has no singularities apart from the triviase of two-mode
vacuum statesa(= b = 1, ¢, = 0) for which we know that limy ., c y-(1.1,00) K = 0. Thus, we can focus on the stationary points
of K and on the values at the boundaries of its domain. We adojtahesh-Kuhn-Tucker methof [74.]75]. Given constraints
fi = fi(a,b,c,,c.) < 0 and associated multipliers; > 0, the coordinatesa(, b*, ¢}, c", A{) associated to a minimum d¢
satisfy the following conditions:

@) (V. & ) L@b.c. e Al b ceeany = (Vs 75 ) (K + X Al by can) = O
(b) Aifi(a*, b*, ci

+

c)=0, Ai=0YVi
(c) there exists a vectot= {x;} such that VK — 3 X V)@ b c:.cr) = O.

Conditions (a) and (b) are necessary, while condition (spicient. In this case, we have

fi = a®+b?+2c,c. —1- (ab-c?)(ab-c?),
f, = —a®—b?+2c,c. + 1+ (ab—c?)(ab-c?),
fa = —c, —cC_.

A bit of algebra reveals that condition (a) is verified by th&ugsons to the following system

oKty _ oK at
da ob ~ b da
, , (C2)
fl fl
oK _ oK R -
dc_ ~ dc, ot

oa

+A a_fl+a_f2_a_fl_a_fz
2 dc, oOc, dc. Oc )’

It follows that, among the stationary points, the absoluit@mum of K is again reached at= b = 1, c. = 0, yieldingK = 0: it
is immediate to verify that the conditions (b) and (c) arés§ed as well at (11, 0, 0). Finally, we have to check the valuestof
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at the boundaries of its domain. The relevant cases aseco, b — c,c, = Vab—-1,c, = |c_|,c_ = 0, and somewhat tedious
yet straightforward analysis reveals tifat- 0 always holds for all those cases.

We therefore conclude that the functighis always nonnegative, which proves Hg. {C1), thereby mgwhat the entan-
glement measuré, satisfies the general monogamy inequality [EEg] (16) of thenrext] for all n-mode Gaussian states of
continuous variable quantum systems. ]

Appendix D: Residual tripartite GR2 entanglement for pure three-mode Gaussian states

Up to local unitaries, the CMp a5, Of @any pure three-mode Gaussian state can be written in tloevfog standard form

[52]

a 0cj 0c; O
0 aa 0c; 0c
c; 0 a 0c O

= D1
Tamns g c; 0 & 0 ¢ (b1)
c; 0c 0a O
0c, 0c 0 a
where
o= Vi@ - 17 - (g - a)?l(a + 1)? - (8 - a)?] + (& - 1)? - (g + a)?[(a + 1)? - (a; + a)?]
' 4 VE ’
andlaj —a+1<ag <aj+a -1,
with {i, j, k} being all possible permutations {f, 2, 3}.
The GR2 entanglement in the two-mode reduced state with/M is
1
Ealoacn) = > Ing, (D2)

with [33]

1, ifakz,/a,.2+a12—1;
B ; (2 2 1
G = 8a§’ if ax <ag < (/& + & 1; (D3)

2 _ g2)\?
(1& ‘] , if & < a
Here we have set
2(a7 +al) + (af — a2)? + |af — & \/(a]? - a%)% +8(&f + &)
Hes 2@ + ) ’
S
B = —1+2a2 +2a% + 283 + 2a2a3 + 2atal + 2a%a3 — ai —aj — aj — Vo,

0 = (—1+a1—ag—a3)(1+a1—ag—a3)(—1+a1+a2—a3)(1+a1+a2—a3)
X (—1+a1—ag+a3)(1+a1—ag+a3)(—1+a1+a2+a3)(1+a1+a2+a3).

The residual GR2 entanglement, with respect to the focusmgds

Ealpaaia) = Ealoaaal) — Ealpaa) — E2(pa:n,)

1 i)
= 2|n[gkgj . (D4)
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In general, this expression is dependent on the choice dbthes mode. However, let us consider the relevant case dfya fu
inseparable three-mode pure Gaussian state, for whicimgletaent is nonzero for all global splittings and for all wedd
two-mode bipartitionsGa(pa:aa) > 0, E2(oa:a;) > 0, Vii, J, k}. In our parametrization, this occurs wheni[33]

|a4—aj|+1<ak<,/a1?+a12—1, (D5)

for all mode permutations. It isimmediate to see that thesemeous verification of such a condition for all mode petatians
imposesy > ax Yk = 1,2, 3. In this case, exploiting EJ_{ID3), the residual GR2 enl@mgnt becomes

1, (64alalsy
Ealpaazad = 51N (T , (D6)
which is manifestly invariant under mode permutations,egorted in Eq.[(I8) in the main text. This symmetry is brokan o
states for which some of the reduced two-mode bipartiti@t®me separable.



