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High-harmonic generation (HHG) has recently emerged as a promising method for generating non-
classical states of light with frequencies spanning from the infrared up to the extreme ultraviolet
regime. In this work, we theoretically investigate the generation of squeezed states of light through
HHG processes in atomic systems that had been initially driven to their first excited state. Our study
reveals significant single-mode squeezing in both the driving field and low-order harmonic modes. Ad-
ditionally, we characterize two-mode squeezing features in the generated states, both between funda-
mental and harmonic modes, and among the harmonic modes themselves. Using these correlations,
we demonstrate the generation of optical Schrödinger kitten states through heralding measurements,
specifically via photon subtraction in one of the modes influenced by two-mode squeezing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-classical states of light are defined as states whose
properties cannot be described by classical electromag-
netism, and therefore require the framework of quantum
optics. These states have become crucial for the devel-
opment of photonic quantum technologies [1], provid-
ing versatile and resilient tools for quantum information
science applications [2–6]. Among them, squeezed states
have been of fundamental importance. These states ex-
hibit reduced levels of noise for specific physical observ-
ables compared to classical states, at the expense of in-
creased uncertainty in the corresponding conjugate ob-
servable, while still complying with Heisenberg’s uncer-
tainty principle [7–9]. For this reason, they have been
essential for improving measurement sensitivity in inter-
ferometric setups [10–17]. Additionally, they have been
used as a source of more elaborate non-classical states of
light [18–20].

The generation of squeezed states in practice typically
relies on nonlinear optical processes such as four-wave
mixing [11], optical parametric oscillators [21, 22], or
optical parametric amplification [23]. However, despite
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high-harmonic generation (HHG) being one of the most
prominent examples of nonlinear optical phenomena
known to date, its capabilities for generating squeezed
states and other non-classical states of light have only re-
cently being explored [24, 25]. In HHG, high-intensity in-
frared (IR) radiation is upconverted into high-frequency
radiation after subfemtosecond electron dynamics driven
in a given matter system, producing frequencies that
span from the infrared regime to the extreme ultravio-
let (XUV) [26–28]. Consequently, HHG has been used in
various applications: from the generation of XUV radia-
tion sources [29, 30] to attosecond science [31, 32]. Within
a quantum optical context, recent experimental [24, 33–
35] and theoretical [36–40] studies have shown that HHG
can produce states of light with seemingly non-classical
features, including squeezed states, as evidenced in exper-
iments [41] and theoretical models [42–44]. Furthermore,
squeezed states have been used to drive HHG processes
both experimentally [45, 46] and theoretically [47, 48],
with predictions suggesting the generation of high-order
harmonic squeezed states [49].

The generation of squeezed states and other non-
classical states of light directly from classical HHG se-
tups, where a classical driving field interacts with a mat-
ter system, strongly depends on the cross-talk between
different energy levels of the system. In Ref. [42], the ob-
served squeezing and entanglement features resulted from
correlations between the time-dependent dipole moment
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at different times. These correlations become significant
when fields with sufficient intensity are used, which in-
evitably causes non-negligible depletion of the ground
state of the system [50, 51]. Under these conditions,
substantial squeezing was observed in the fundamental
mode, with properties depending on the specific exci-
tation conditions. In Ref. [43], a theoretical analysis of
HHG driven in a 1D Fermi-Hubbard model revealed sig-
nificant non-classical features on the field when the mat-
ter system was in the Mott-insulating phase, where the
coupling between different sites in the chain becomes non-
vanishing. Conversely, these features were absent in the
corresponding uncorrelated phase. Similar results were
observed in the context of HHG in semiconductor ma-
terials [52], attributed to the delocalized nature of the
electron dynamics resulting in HHG [53, 54]. Further-
more, in solid-state systems, experimental observations
have indicated the presence of two-mode squeezing fea-
tures between low-order harmonics [41], which seem to
result from Bloch oscillations of electrons within the con-
duction band of the solid [55].

In this work, we deviate from these studies by con-
sidering the active participation of excited states of
atomic systems during the HHG process [56–58]. Re-
cently, Ref. [44] demonstrated that the backaction of gen-
erated harmonics on the coupling between ground and
excited states, potentially enhanced by a cavity, can be
a versatile tool for generating various non-classical states
of light. This includes squeezed-like states, with proper-
ties strongly influenced by the mean photon number of
the generated harmonics. Additionally, Ref. [59] reported
non-classical features affecting both light and matter
when driving HHG in diatomic molecular systems. These
features arise from the involvement of both ground and
excited states due to the various pathways electrons can
take during HHG [60–62]. Moreover, Ref. [63] observed
that initial entanglement features involving the ground
and excited states of a many-body system of atoms could
be mapped onto the generated harmonics.

Here, we explore a setup in which atomic systems
are initially pumped to their first excited state be-
fore interacting with a classical, strong-laser field [56–
58]. We observe squeezing features arising from the cross-
talk between the electronic ground and first excited
states through the time-dependent dipole moment. These
squeezing effects influence both the input driving field
and the generated harmonic modes under field parame-
ters typical of standard HHG experiments. Additionally,
we observe significant two-mode squeezing features be-
tween different field modes. We demonstrate that these
correlations are sufficient to generate other types of non-
classical states of light, such as optical Schrödinger kitten
states, via heralding measurements, specifically through
photon substraction in one of the modes affected by two-
mode squeezing. This approach offers an alternative to
the postselection schemes described in Refs. [33, 34, 38–
40] for producing optical Schrödinger kitten-like states
via HHG processes.

II. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

Our analysis is based on solving the time-dependent
Schrödinger equation describing the interaction of an
atomic system with a quantized field, assuming the ini-
tial state of the system is |Ψ(t0)⟩ = |e⟩ ⊗ |αL⟩

⊗qc
q=2 |0q⟩.

This implies that the electron is initially in the (non-
degenerate) first excited state of the atom (|e⟩), and
the field is in a product of coherent states where mode
q = 1 ≡ L has amplitude |αL| ≫ 1, with the rest in
the vacuum state. This scenario can be prepared by first
applying a π-pulse resonant with the transition between
the atomic ground (|g⟩) and first excited states, followed
by a strong-laser field represented by the coherent state
|αL⟩. Under the length gauge, and the dipole and single-
active-electron approximations, the Schrödinger equation
for this system can be expressed as [33, 34, 40]

iℏ
∂ |Ψ(t)⟩
∂t

= Ê(t)d̂(t) |Ψ(t)⟩ , (1)

in the interaction picture with respect to the free field
Hamiltonian Ĥfield =

∑qc
q=1 ℏωqâ

†
qâq, in the displaced

framework with respect to |αL⟩ and within the inter-
action picture with respect to the semiclassical Hamil-
tonian Ĥsc(t) = Ĥat + Ecl(t)d̂. Here, d̂ represents
the dipole moment operator and d̂(t) = Ûsc(t)d̂U

†
sc(t)

its time-dependent version; Ê(t) =
∑qc

q=1 Êq(t) =

−if(t)
∑qc

q=1 g(ωq)[âe
−iωqt − h.c.] is the electric field op-

erator with 0 ≤ f(t) ≤ 1 an envelope function com-
patible with the applied field envelope; and Êcl(t) =

⟨αL, {0}qcq=2|Ê(t)|αL, {0}qcq=2⟩.
Within the displaced framework of Eq. (1), under

which the initial state reads as |Ψ(t0)⟩ = |e⟩
⊗qc

q=1 |0q⟩ ≡
|e⟩ ⊗ |0̄⟩, we proceed to solve the dynamics. To do so,
similarly to Refs. [33, 34, 40], we neglect the continuum
populations at all times, assuming their contribution to
be small compared to those of the lowest-energy atomic
states [56, 57]. This leads to the following set of coupled
differential equations (see Appendix A)

iℏ
∂ |Φg(t)⟩

∂t
= µgg(t)Ê(t) |Φg(t)⟩+ µge(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩ ,

(2)

iℏ
∂ |Φe(t)⟩

∂t
= µeg(t)Ê(t) |Φg(t)⟩+ µee(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩ ,

(3)

where µij(t) ≡ ⟨i|d̂(t)|j⟩ and |Φi(t)⟩ ≡ ⟨i|Ψ(t)⟩. It is worth
noting that although continuum states are not taken into
account in the interaction picture we are working with,
they are considered in the computation of µij(t) [56, 57].

For the parameters considered here (peak intensity
I0 = 1014 W/cm2, central wavelength λL = 800 nm,
and ionization potentials Ip,g = 54.4 eV and Ip,e = 13.6
eV), it is found that |µee(t)| ≫ |µeg(t)| ≫ |µgg(t)| (see
Appendix A). This allows us to write the following per-
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turbation theory solution for Eq. (2)

|Φg(t)⟩ ≈ − i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ) |Φe(τ)⟩ , (4)

and introducing this expression into Eq. (3) results in

iℏ
∂ |Φe(t)⟩

∂t
≈ µee(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩+ µeg(t)Ê(t) |Φg(t)⟩

− i

ℏ
µeg(t)Ê(t)

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ) |Φe(τ)⟩ .

(5)
To simplify the analysis of this equation, we perform a

Markov-like approximation, i.e. |Φe(τ)⟩ → |Φe(t)⟩, which
neglects transient changes on the quantum optical state
between times t0 and t, effectively assuming that the cu-
mulative influence of past interactions can be represented
by an instantaneous operator acting on the state at time
t [64]. Under this approximation, a solution to Eq. (5)
can be expressed as (see Appendix A)

|Φe(t)⟩ ≈ Û(t, t0) |0̄⟩

+
1

ℏ2

∫ t

t0

dτ1Û(t, τ1)µeg(τ1)Ê(τ1)

×
∫ τ1

t0

dτ2µge(τ2)Ê(τ2)Û(τ2, t0) |0̄⟩ ,

(6)

where Û(t, t0) is given, up to a phase prefactor, by

Û(t, t0) = D̂
(
χe(t)

)
exp

[
− i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτQ̂(τ)

]
, (7)

where D̂(χe) ≡
∏qc

q=1 D̂(χ
(q)
e (t)) with D̂q(·) being

the displacement operator acting on the qth harmonic
mode [8]; χ(q)

e (t) ∝ g(ωq)
∫ t

t0
dτµee(τ)e

iωqτ ; and Q̂(t) ≡
i
ℏµeg(t)Ê(t)

∫ t

t0
dτµge(τ)Ê(τ).

From Eq. (6) we see that in addition to the displace-
ment operator, the field degrees of freedom are also af-
fected by an operator that is second order in Ê(t). This
involves second-order terms with respect to creation and
annihilation operators acting on the different modes, ul-
timately leading to the presence of squeezing and entan-
glement between the field modes [42]. These phenomena
originate from the cross-talk between the ground and first
excited states through the time-dependent dipole mo-
ment operator d̂(t), represented here by µeg(t) [59]. It
is worth noting that this cross-talk might only involve
population exchanges mediated by the electronic contin-
uum states if both excited and ground states have the
same parity.

It is also important to note that the contribution of
these squeezing-like terms is much smaller than the con-
tributions stemming from the displacement χ(q)

e (t), as
the former are proportional to g(ωL)

2 while the latter to
g(ωL), with g(ωL) being a perturbative quantity [59, 65].
Consequently, to observe squeezing and entanglement ef-
fects, it is necessary to consider the collective contribu-
tion of many atoms [42]. This, a priori, involves solving

the strong-field dynamics for a many-body problem in-
volving Nat atoms, with each atom coupled to the same
electromagnetic field. However, assuming that the time-
dependent dipole moments of different atoms are uncor-
related [66], the potential correlations between different
atoms arising due to this light-mediated dynamics aver-
age to zero (see Appendix B), with standard deviations
being proportional to g(ωL)

4. Hence, from the point of
view of our analysis, which focuses on the squeezing prop-
erties of the field that scale as g(ωL)

2, we can regard the
interaction of each atom with the electromagnetic field as
independent. This implies that, assuming all atoms are
initially in the same state, the many-body evolution can
be approximately written as

|Ψ(t)⟩ ≈
Nat∏
i=1

U(t, t0)

Nat⊗
i=1

|e⟩ ⊗ |0̄⟩ , (8)

with U(t, t0) the time-evolution operator obtained from
Eq. (1), and that approximately leads to Eqs. (4) and (6).

Among all possible outcomes, we particularly focus on
scenarios where all electrons return to their initial state,
i.e., the excited state. Hence, upon returning to the orig-
inal frame of reference for the electronic degrees of free-
dom, we obtain (see Appendix B)

|Φ̄e(t)⟩ =
[
Û(t, t0)

+
1

ℏ2

∫ t

t0

dτ1Û(t, τ1)µeg(τ1)Ê(τ1)

×
∫ τ1

t0

dτ2µge(τ2)Ê(τ2)Û(τ2, t0)

]Nat

|0̄⟩ (9)

≈
[
Û(t, t0)

]Nat |0̄⟩ , (10)

where we approximate the total state by considering only
the first contribution, which is valid under the condition
Natg(ωL)

2 ≲ 1, ensuring that the second term in Eq. (9)
is significantly smaller than the first one. This condition
sets the stage for the results discussed in the next section.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we characterize the squeezing prop-
erties of the state in Eq. (10) using a constructive ap-
proach. Initially, we neglect the contribution of âqâq′
and related second-order terms where q ̸= q′, to iden-
tify which harmonic modes are most affected by squeez-
ing. Subsequently, we incorporate these additional terms.
The numerical analysis presented in this section considers
an applied pulse with sin2 envelope, I0 = 1014 W/cm2,
λL = 800 nm and ∆t ≈ 16 fs of duration, while set-
ting the ionization potentials of the atomic system to
Ip,g = 54.4 eV and Ip,e = 13.6 eV, corresponding to those
of He+ [56, 57]. Details about the numerical implemen-
tation can be found along the Appendix.
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FIG. 1. Amount of single-mode squeezing for different har-
monic orders. In panel (a), the blue curve shows the results
of the optimization from Eq. (12), while the orange curve dis-
plays the variance of the conjugate variable. Their product
is represented by the dashed black curve, corresponding to
the minimum Heisenberg uncertainty. The gray dotted line
shows ∆Xq = ∆X̄q for the case of having a coherent state in
each harmonic mode. In panel (b), the squeezing parameter
is computed as r = −(1/2) log10(2∆Xq(θ

∗)). In both plots,
we set Natg(ωL)

2 = 1.

A. Single-mode squeezing

When referring to single-mode squeezed states, we are
describing quantum optical states where the uncertainty
in one optical quadrature, hereupon ∆X̂ ≡ ⟨X̂2⟩− ⟨X̂⟩2,
is reduced below the uncertainty found for coherent states
(∆X = 1/2), at the expense of increased uncertainty in
the conjugate quadrature ∆ ˆ̄X. Here, we aim to determine
whether states in the form of Eq. (10), after neglecting
correlations between the different optical modes, can ex-
hibit such features. This expectation arises since, in that
scenario, Eq. (10) can be rewritten as

|Φ̄e(t)⟩ ≈ D̂
(
χ̃
)
exp

[
−

qc∑
q=1

iNat

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτQ̂q,q(τ)

]
|0̄⟩ ,

(11)
where Q̂q,q(t) ≡ i

ℏµeg(t)Êq(t)
∫ t

t0
dτµge(τ)Êq(τ), which

involves second-order terms of creation and annihilation
operators. In this expression, χ̃ ≡ f(χe(t)), where f(·) is
a function that depends on the prefactors accompanying
the product between creation and annihilation operators
in Q̂q,q [67].

Given the definition of squeezed states presented in
the previous paragraph, a natural way to determine the
amount of squeezing in Eq. (11) is by identifying a di-
rection in phase space along which there is a decrease in
uncertainty in the corresponding photonic quadrature.
To achieve this, we define a phase-dependent quadrature
X̂q(θ) = X̂q cos(θ) +

ˆ̄Xq sin(θ), with X̂q = (âq + â†q)/
√
2

and ˆ̄Xq = (â†q−âq)/(i
√
2), and define the optimal squeez-

ing direction θ∗ as that satisfying

∆Xq(θ
∗) = min

θ
[∆Xq(θ)], (12)

where the expected values involved in the variance are
taken with respect to the state in Eq. (11).

FIG. 2. In panel (a), the amount of squeezing as a function of
Natg(ωL)

2 for different harmonic modes. The results are pre-
sented in dB, related to the squeezing parameter r through
[dB] = 10 log10(e

2|r|). In panel (b), the Wigner functions
of the obtained states are displayed for various values of q
and Natg(ωL)

2. The black and grey dashed lines compare the
squeezing between the leftmost and rightmost Wigner func-
tions, respectively.

The results from the optimization in Eq. (12) are de-
picted in Fig. 1 for harmonic modes smaller than q = 5.
Beyond this value, the obtained results were below the
numerical precision of the used software. In panel (a)
we display the optimal values of the quadrature un-
certainties (blue and orange curves) and their product
(black dashed line), which is expected to remain con-
stant everywhere and equal to 1/4. However, the uncer-
tainties along the different quadratures do not uniformly
reach 1/2 for all harmonic modes (gray dotted line), ex-
hibiting peaks for harmonics q = 1 (fundamental) and
q = 3. This suggests the presence of significant squeez-
ing for these specific harmonic modes. This observation
is reinforced in panel (b), where the squeezing parame-
ter r = −(1/2) log10(2∆Xq(θ

∗)) is plotted for the differ-
ent harmonic modes. A smaller value of r indicates less
pronounced squeezing features in our state. These plots
reveal additional peaks for even harmonic orders, albeit
diminishing as q increases.

The calculations leading to Fig. 1 were performed with
Natg(ωL)

2 = 1. However, it is anticipated that increasing
this quantity would enhance the squeezing effects. This
enhancement is indeed illustrated in Fig. 2, where panel
(a) presents the amount of squeezing (in dB units) as a
function of Natg(ωL)

2. The plot shows an increase in the
total amount of squeezing for larger values of this pa-
rameter, as further exemplified in the Wigner function
representations for modes q = 1 (panels (b) and (d) with
squeezing of 0.763 and 1.411 dB respectively) and q = 3
(panels (c) and (e) with squeezing of 0.277 and 0.526 dB
respectively). In these subplots, the vertical and horizon-
tal dashed lines delineate the quadrature uncertainties
for modes q = 1 (black lines) and q = 3 (gray lines)
for each value of Natg(ωL)

2. It is important to note that
excessively large values of this parameter would necessi-
tate consideration of the influence of the second term in
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Eq. (9). Additionally, Nat represents the number of atoms
initially in the excited state, and its value depends on the
initial excitation conditions, including the fidelity of the
employed π-pulse, and its time delay relative to the sub-
sequent strong-laser field. For example, if this delay sur-
passes the excited state lifetime, the squeezing features
will be absent.

B. Two-mode squeezing

When referring to two-mode squeezed states, we are
describing states that exhibit correlations between two
different modes, denoted as q1 and q2, resulting in un-
certainties along certain components for each mode that
are reduced below those of the vacuum state. Thus, in
this scenario, we extend Eq. (11) to include correlations
between modes q1 and q2

|Φ̄e(t)⟩ ≈ D̂
(
χ̄
)
exp

[
− iNat

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτQ̂{q1,q2}(τ)

]
|0̄⟩ , (13)

where Q̂{q1,q2} ≡
∑2

i,j=1 Q̂qi,qj . In this expression, we
are only considering correlations between modes q1 and
q2, while neglecting the influence of all others. It will be
shown later in this section that, similar to the amount of
single-mode squeezing, the presence of correlations be-
comes important only for harmonics q = 1 and 3.

One of the main advantages of two-mode squeezed
states, similarly to single-mode squeezed states, is that
their properties can be entirely characterized through the
covariance matrix σq1,q2 [68], which is defined as

σq1,q2 =

(
A C
CT B

)
, (14)

where A, B and C are 2× 2 matrices whose elements are
given by

Ai,j =
⟨X̂i,q1X̂j,q1⟩+ ⟨X̂j,q1X̂i,q1⟩

2
− ⟨X̂i,q1⟩⟨X̂j,q1⟩,

(15)

Bi,j =
⟨X̂i,q2X̂j,q2⟩+ ⟨X̂j,q2X̂i,q2⟩

2
− ⟨X̂i,q2⟩⟨X̂j,q2⟩,

(16)

Ci,j =
⟨X̂i,q1X̂j,q2⟩+ ⟨X̂j,q2X̂i,q1⟩

2
− ⟨X̂i,q1⟩⟨X̂j,q2⟩,

(17)

with the expectation value taken with respect to the state
in Eq. (13). Here, we denote X̂1,q ≡ X̂q and X̂2,q ≡ ˆ̄Xq.

By utilizing the covariance matrix, we can equiva-
lently perform an optimization similar to the one in
Eq. (12) by diagonalization instead of using parametriza-
tion methods. This diagonalization enables us to identify
the principal axes for the squeezing in phase space, where
the different eigenvalues determine the extent of squeez-
ing along these axes. If the maximum eigenvalue λmax

FIG. 3. In panel (a), we present the maximum eigenvalue of
the covariance matrix σq1,q2 for different pairs (q1, q2). The
absence of squeezing features corresponds to λmax(σ) = 0.5.
In panel (b), we show the logarithmic negativity computed as
in Eq. (18) for various pairs (q1, q2). We set Natg(ωL)

2 = 1.

equals 0.5, it indicates the absence of squeezing, while
λmax > 0.5 indicates squeezing is present. In Fig. 3 (a),
we display the maximum eigenvalue for different values
of q1 and q2. Despite the presence of peaks at q2 = 3,
the maximum eigenvalue remains constant and varies
depending on q1. This reflects the single-mode squeez-
ing trends shown in Fig. 1. However, the introduction of
correlations with other modes extends the total squeez-
ing beyond this constant value. As observed, the greatest
squeezing is found between modes q = 1 and q = 3, al-
though significant values can also occur between modes
q = 2 and q = 3.

Although observing peaks in λmax suggests the pres-
ence of correlations between the different modes, it does
not directly quantify them. Instead, the quantification
is typically done using entanglement measures [69]. An
example of such a measure is the Positive Partial Trans-
pose (PPT) criterion, also known as Peres-Horodecki cri-
terion [70, 71]. Interestingly, for bipartite Gaussian states
as those considered here, this criterion is a necessary
and sufficient condition for separability [72]. Therefore,
based on this criterion, the logarithmic negativity [69]
serves as an ideal entanglement measure for quantifying
the correlations between modes q1 and q2 arising from
Eq. (13). This quantity can be computed as [69]

EN (ρ̂) = max
{
0,− log2(2ν̃−)

}
, (18)

where ν̃− is the smallest of the two symplectic eigenval-
ues of the partial transpose of our covariance matrix [73]
(see Appendix D). The results from this analysis are pre-
sented in Fig. 3 (b) where, consistent with our previous
observations, the modes most correlated are q = 1 and 3.
Interestingly, for odd values of q1, the logarithmic nega-
tivity exhibits peaks for odd values of q2 and troughs for
the even ones. Conversely, the opposite trend is observed
when q1 is even.

The presence of these correlations can be utilized for
various purposes. For instance, in Ref. [19], it was ob-
served that performing heralding measurements on one
of the involved modes allows for the generation of optical
Schrödinger kitten states, i.e., superpositions of two dif-
ferent coherent states |α⟩ and |β⟩ with |α− β| < 2. This
operation, termed photon subtraction, was implemented
using a single-mode squeezed state, a beam splitter and



6

FIG. 4. Wigner functions for the two-mode squeezing involv-
ing modes q1 and q2 after performing heralding operations
in mode q2 (first row) and in mode q1 (second row). For each
row, the probabilities of successful heralding are as follows: in
(a1) P✓(q1) = 2.87× 10−3 and in (a2) P✓(q2) = 6.09× 10−3;
in (b1) P✓(q1) = 3.51×10−9 and in (b2)P✓(q2) = 3.85×10−3;
in (c1) P✓(q1) = 1.38×10−9 and in (c2) P✓(q2) = 4.87×10−4.
We set Natg(ωL)

2 = 1.

photodetector heralding the presence of at least one pho-
ton in one of the output modes of the beam splitter. In
this context, the beam splitter’s role was to introduce
correlations between the output beams.

In our case, these correlations are already present be-
tween the different modes as we are dealing with two-
mode squeezed states. Consequently, heralding opera-
tions can be implemented by physically distinguishing
between different modes using a grating system, for ex-
ample, and detecting the presence of at least one photon
in either mode q1 or q2. Mathematically, such a mea-
surement can be represented by the projective operator
Π̂q2 = 1 ⊗ (1 − |0⟩⟨0|) when aiming to obtain the non-
classical state in mode q1, and as Π̂q1 = (1 − |0⟩⟨0|) ⊗ 1

when targeting mode q2. It is worth noting these opera-
tors are defined in the displaced quantum optical frame
of reference D̂(χ̄), and thus would require the implemen-
tation of displacement operations acting on the herald-
ing mode [74]. Therefore, the heralded state reads, upon
normalization, as ρ̂q1 = trq2(Π̂q2 |Φ̄e(t)⟩⟨Φ̄e(t)|) when per-
forming the heralding on mode q2.

The results out of this process are presented in Fig. 4
for different combinations of q1 and q2, with the success
probability of heralding P✓(q1) = tr(Π̂q2 |Φ̄e(t)⟩⟨Φ̄e(t)|)
shown in the caption. As observed, this approach leads
to non-classical Wigner functions with negative regions,
especially pronounced in the first row, whereas in the
second row (panel (a2)), the non-classical features are
less pronounced, and even vanish in some cases (panels
(b2) and (c2)). This corresponds to cases where corre-
lations are weaker, with the state being predominantly
dominated by a (displaced) vacuum component (see Ap-
pendix D). As the correlations between the involved
modes weaken, the success probability of heralding de-
creases significantly, as seen for modes q1 = 3 and q2 = 5.

It is worth noting that, despite the similarity of the
optical Schrödinger kitten-like states in the first row of
Fig. 4 to those reported in Refs. [33, 34, 38–40], it is the
heralding protocol that sets these results apart. In the ref-
erenced studies, optical Schrödinger kitten-like features
were obtained by postselecting measured data based on
energy conservation relations resulting from HHG pro-
cesses [75, 76]. In contrast, our approach here leverages
the entanglement features inherent to two-mode squeez-
ing, allowing a given harmonic mode to serve as herald for
the non-classical state generated in the additional mode.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we explored a pathway for generating
squeezed states of light using HHG by driving atomic
systems initially prepared in their (non-degenerate) first
excited state. We characterized the amount of squeezing
in both the driving field and harmonic modes, finding sig-
nificant values for the low-harmonic orders and negligible
amounts for the higher orders. We also investigated two-
mode squeezing features and used the generated correla-
tions to propose heralding measurements that facilitate
the generation of optical Schrödinger kitten states.

Despite the presence of two-mode squeezing features,
the results presented here differ from those of Ref. [41]
not only in the matter system under consideration, but
also in the underlying dynamics leading to two-mode
squeezing. In Ref. [41], the non-classical features seem-
ingly arose from Bloch oscillations within a specific band
of the solid-state system [55]. In contrast, our results are
attributed to the cross-talk between the atomic ground
and first excited states, similar to the origin of squeezing
in Ref. [42] and of non-classical features in Refs. [44, 59].

Although our setup involves excited states, it differs
from that in Ref. [44] in that the electron is initially
driven to the excited state and then interacts with the
strong-field. Additionally, the non-classical features ob-
served here result from second-order effects in g(ωL)

2,
while the effects in Ref. [44] and those in Ref. [59] stem
from first-order effects. However, a synergistic approach
combining the setup from Ref. [44] with ours could be of
interest. Incorporating a cavity could enhance the cou-
pling between light and matter, thereby strengthening
the non-classical features. Moreover, investigating more
complex driving field conditions could extend our find-
ings to the high-order harmonic regime.

This work represents an alternative pathway to ex-
isting methods for generating non-classical states of
light from strong-field processes [24]. This emerging and
promising direction not only helps in further delineat-
ing the quantumness of attosecond science [77], but also
holds potential to provide unprecedented tools for gener-
ating high-intensity non-classical states of light. These
states can drive nonlinear processes in matter [35]
and advance the integration of attosecond science with
photonic-based quantum information science applica-
tions [25, 77].
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Appendix

A. Describing the light-matter interaction from a single-atom perspective

We begin this analysis by writing the time-dependent Schrödinger equation describing the interaction of an atomic
system with a quantized electromagnetic field. This is done within the length gauge, and working under the single-
active-electron and dipole approximations. In the interaction picture with respect to the semiclassical light-matter
interaction Hamiltonian Hsc(t) = Ĥat + Ecl(t)d̂ (see, e.g., Refs. [34, 40] for details), this equation can be written as

iℏ
∂ |Ψ(t)⟩
∂t

= Ê(t) · d̂(t) |Ψ(t)⟩ , (A1)

with d̂(t) the dipole moment operator in the corresponding interaction picture, and Ê(t) the time-dependent electric
field operator, given by

Ê(t) =

qc∑
q=1

Êq(t) = −if(t)
qc∑
q=1

g(ωq)
[
âe−iωqt − â†eiωqt

]
, (A2)

where we discretize the electromagnetic field modes and account for the pulsed nature of the employed source by
means of an envelope function 0 ≤ f(t) ≤ 1.

The main difference between this work and Refs. [34, 40, 42] is that we consider the initial state of the system to
be in a superposition of the form

|Ψ(t0)⟩ =
[
cg |g⟩+ ce |e⟩

] qc⊗
q=1

|0q⟩ , (A3)

that is, the atomic system is in a superposition of different energetic states, where cg and ce represent the initial
probability amplitudes associated with the ground and first excited states, respectively. To solve the differential
equation above, we introduce the identity in the electronic subspace as

1 = |g⟩⟨g|+ |e⟩⟨e|+
∑
n=2

|ψn⟩⟨ψn|+
∫

dψc |ψc⟩⟨ψc| , (A4)

where the first two terms are projectors with respect to the ground and first excited states of the atomic system,
respectively, which we assume non-degenerate. The third term includes the projector onto all other bound states, and
the last term accounts for all continuum states. In the following analysis, we neglect the contribution of continuum
states, as their impact is small compared to that of the atomic lowest energy states for the field parameters we
consider [42]. However, it is important to highlight that these continuum states have indeed been taken into account
to compute the time-dependent dipole moment matrix elements, as these are evaluated in the original electronic frame
of reference. Furthermore, contrary to the standard Strong-Field Approximation (SFA) assumptions that disregard
contributions from all bound states other than the ground state [78], we include the contribution of the first excited
state. This inclusion is crucial, as the initial state of the atom, as described in Eq. (A3), makes the contributions from
excited states significant in defining the properties of the generated harmonic radiation [56, 57].

Therefore, introducing Eq. (A4) into the Schrödinger equation (A1) and taking into account the simplications above,
we arrive to the following set of coupled differential equations

iℏ
∂ |Φg(t)⟩

∂t
= µgg(t)Ê(t) |Φg(t)⟩+ µge(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩ , (A5)

iℏ
∂ |Φe(t)⟩

∂t
= µeg(t)Ê(t) |Φg(t)⟩+ µee(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩ , (A6)

where |Φi(t)⟩ ≡ ⟨i|Ψ(t)⟩ and µij(t) ≡ ⟨i| Û†
sc(t, t0)r̂Ûsc(t, t0) |j⟩ are the time-dependent dipole moment matrix elements.

These matrix elements are computed following Ref. [56, 57], by combining numerical integration with saddle-point
approaches. More specifically, 3D integrals involving momentum variables have been evaluated using the saddle-point
approximation, while the time-dependent integrals numerically using adaptive algorithms. Different laser parameters
were used compared to the aforementioned references to make the forthcoming numerical calculations less time-
consuming. The absolute values of these matrix elements are presented in Fig. 5, where it is observed that |µee(t)| ≥
|µeg| ≥ |µgg(t)|, in agreement with those of Ref. [37].



12

Given that µgg(t) is perturbatively smaller compared to the other two, we apply perturbation theory to |Φg(t)⟩

|Φg(t)⟩ = |Φ(0)
g (t)⟩+

∞∑
n=1

|Φ(n)
g (t)⟩, (A7)

such that, when substituted in Eq. (A5), it yields the following set of coupled differential equations for each pertur-
bative order

iℏ
∂|Φ(0)

g (t)⟩
∂t

= µge(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩ , (A8)

iℏ
∂|Φ(n)

g (t)⟩
∂t

= µgg(t)Ê(t)|Φ(n−1)
g (t)⟩ ∀n > 0, (A9)

whose solutions are straightforwardly given by

|Φ(0)
g (t)⟩ = |Φ(0)

g (t0)⟩ −
i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ) |Φe(τ)⟩ , (A10)

|Φ(n)
g (t)⟩ = |Φ(n)

g (t0)⟩ −
i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµgg(τ)Ê(τ)|Φ(n−1)
g (t)⟩ ∀n > 0. (A11)

We now substitute this solution into Eq. (A6). Given that |µeg(t)| can be treated as a perturbative quantity
with respect to |µee(t)|, we retain only the zeroth-order solution of Eq. (A7). Consequently, the resulting differential
equation can be approximately expressed as

iℏ
∂ |Φe(t)⟩

∂t
≈ µee(t)Ê(t) |Φe(t)⟩+ µeg(t)Ê(t)|Φ(0)

g (t0)⟩ −
i

ℏ
µeg(t)Ê(t)

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ) |Φe(τ)⟩ , (A12)

and, similarly to Ref. [42], we apply the Markov approximation, which allows us to express the equation above as

iℏ
∂ |Φe(t)⟩

∂t
≈

[
µee(t)Ê(t)− i

ℏ
µeg(t)Ê(t)

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ)

]
|Φe(t)⟩+ µeg(t)Ê(t)|Φ(0)

g (t0)⟩, (A13)

which is an inhomogeneous first-order differential equation with distinct homogeneous and inhomogeneous parts. A
solution to this equation can be expressed as the sum of a solution to the homogeneous part and a particular solution
to the inhomogeneous part. Therefore, we first focus on the homogeneous differential equation, which is given by

iℏ
∂|Φ(h)

e (t)⟩
∂t

≈
[
µee(t)Ê(t)− i

ℏ
µeg(t)Ê(t)

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ)

]
|Φ(h)

e (t)⟩, (A14)

FIG. 5. Behavior of the matrix elements of the time-dependent dipoles as a function of time. Here, we considered a field of
amplitude E0 = 0.053 a.u., ωL = 0.057 a.u., with a sin2-envelope and duration of 6 optical cycles. The target atom used in
the analysis is He+, which has ionization potentials Ip,g = 2 a.u. and Ip,e = 0.5 a.u. for the ground and first excited states,
respectively. In the plots, some of the matrix elements have been multiplied by a constant to properly observe their behavior.
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and whose solution can be generally written, for small enough values of ∆t, as

|Φ(h)
e (t)⟩ = lim

N→∞

{
N∏

n=1

exp

[
− i

ℏ
Ô(tn)∆t

]}
|Φ(h)

e (t0)⟩, (A15)

where we define Ô(t) ≡ µee(t)Ê(t)− Q̂(t) and Q̂(t) ≡ i
ℏµeg(t)Ê(t)

∫ t

t0
dτµge(τ)Ê(τ). Our main objective is to express

the exponential operator as the product of two exponential operators, each incorporating the effects of µee(t)Ê(t)

and Q̂(t), respectively. This involves using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula. To achieve this, we first
evaluate the commutation between these operators at different times.

We begin by evaluating the commutator [Ê(t), Ê(t′)]. Considering the definition of the electric field operator given
in Eq. (A2), and using the commutation relation [âq, â

†
q′ ] = δq,q′ , we can write

[Ê(t), Ê(t′)] = −i2f(t)f(t′)
qc∑
q=1

sin(ωq(t− t′)) ≡ i

qc∑
q=1

φq(t
′, t), (A16)

which is essentially a complex constant that depends on g(ωq)
2 multiplied by the identity. This expression can be

used to evaluate the commutator [Ê(t), Q̂(t′)], which can be expressed as

[Ê(t), Q̂(t)] =
i

ℏ
µeg(t

′)

∫ t′

t0

dτµge(τ)[Ê(t), Ê(t′)Ê(τ)], (A17)

with the commutator in the integrand satisfying

[Ê(t), Ê(t′)Ê(τ)] = Ê(t′)[Ê(t), Ê(τ)] + [Ê(t), Ê(t′)]Ê(τ) = i
∑
q

[
φq(t, τ)Ê(t′) + φq(t, t

′)Ê(τ)
]
∝ Ô(g3(ωq)). (A18)

Thus, if we restrict ourselves to cases where terms of order O(g(ωq)
3) are negligible, we can approximate

[Ê(t), Q̂(t′)] ∝ Ô(g3(ωq)) ≈ 0. Similarly, one can show that [Q̂(t), Q̂(t′)] ∝ Ô(g4(ωq)) ≈ 0. Consequently, using
the BCH formula and incorporating these approximations, we can express Eq. (A15) as

Û(t, t0) ≈ lim
N→∞

{ N∏
n=1

exp

[
− i

ℏ
µee(tn)∆t

]
exp

[
− i

ℏ
Q̂(tn)∆t

]
≈ eiφ(t) exp

[
− i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµee(τ)Ê(τ)

]
exp

[
− i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτQ̂(τ)

]}
,

(A19)

where we have denoted |Φ(h)
e (t)⟩ = Û(t, t0)|Φ(h)

e (t0)⟩. With this solution, we can then write the solution to the
inhomogeneous equation

|Φe(t)⟩ = Û(t, t0)|Φe(t0)⟩+
i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτÛ(t, τ)µeg(τ)Ê(τ)|Φ(0)
g (τ)⟩, (A20)

and, similarly, we get for the zeroth order term in Eq. (A10)

|Φ(0)
g (t)⟩ = |Φ(0)

g (t0)⟩ −
i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ)Û(τ, t0)|Φe(t0)⟩

+
1

ℏ2

∫ t

t0

dτ1µge(τ1)Ê(τ1)

∫ τ1

t0

dτ2Û(τ1, τ2)µeg(τ2)Ê(τ2)|Φ(0)
g (τ2)⟩

≈ |Φ(0)
g (t0)⟩ −

i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ)Û(τ, t0)|Φe(t0)⟩

+
1

ℏ2

∫ t

t0

dτ1µge(τ1)Ê(τ1)

∫ τ1

t0

dτ2Û(τ1, τ2)µeg(τ2)Ê(τ2)|Φ(0)
g (t0)⟩,

(A21)

where in the last approximation we have omitted the contribution of O(g3(ωq)) terms.



14

At this point, we can introduce the initial conditions, which in our case are |Φe(t0)⟩ = ce |0̄⟩, |Φ(0)
g (t0)⟩ = cg |0̄⟩ and

|Φ(n)
g (t0)⟩ = 0. More specifically, in the main text we are interested in the regime where all the population is initially

in the excited state, i.e. ce = 1 and cg = 0. From this, we can write

|Φe(t)⟩ ≈ Û(t, t0) |0̄⟩+
1

ℏ2

∫ t

t0

dτ1

∫ τ1

t0

dτ2Û(t, τ1)µeg(τ1)Ê(τ1)µge(τ2)Ê(τ2)Û(τ2, t0) |0̄⟩ , (A22)

|Φ(0)
g (t)⟩ ≈ − i

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Ê(τ)Û(τ, t0) |0̄⟩ . (A23)

B. Laboratory frame and a many-atom considerations

The analysis we have presented thus far has been conducted in the semiclassical framework, specifically in the
interaction picture with respect to Ĥsc(t). Within this framework, we have derived the following solution to the
Schrödinger equation

|Ψ(t)⟩ ≈ |e⟩ ⊗ |Φe(t)⟩+ |g⟩ ⊗ |Φ(0)
g (t)⟩, (B1)

where |Φe(t)⟩ and |Φ(0)
g (t)⟩ are given in Eqs. (A22) and (A23), respectively.

Given that the relation between the laboratory frame and the semiclassical picture considered here is given by
|Ψ̄(t)⟩ = Ûsc(t) |Ψ(t)⟩, we can express the state in the electronic laboratory frame as follows

|Ψ̄(t)⟩ =
(
Ûsc(t) |e⟩

)
⊗ |Φe(t)⟩+

(
Ûsc(t) |g⟩

)
⊗ |Φg(t)⟩ , (B2)

and under the strong-field approximation [56, 57], we can write

Ûsc(t) |e⟩ = e−iIp,et/ℏ |e⟩+
∫

dc bc(t) |ϕc⟩ , (B3)

Ûsc(t) |g⟩ = e−iIp,gt/ℏ |g⟩ , (B4)

where {|ϕc⟩} denotes the set of continuum states, and Ip,g and Ip,e denote the ionization potential for ground and
first excited states, respectively. Among all possible events, we are particularly interested in those where the electron
returns to its initial state, i.e., the excited state. Consequently, considering those, we find for the quantum optical
state

|Φ̄e(t)⟩ = ⟨e|Ψ̄(t)⟩ ≈
[
Û(t, t0) +

1

ℏ2

∫ t

t0

dτ1

∫ τ1

t0

dτ2Û(t, τ1)µeg(τ1)Ê(τ1)µge(τ2)Ê(τ2)Û(τ2, t0)

]
|0⟩

≡ Û(t) |0⟩ ,
(B5)

corresponding to the superposition of a displaced squeezed vacuum state, a photon-added displaced squeezed vacuum
state, and a photon-subtracted displaced squeezed vacuum state.

However, all the analysis presented thus far has been conducted at the single-atom level. Consequently, given the
weak coupling between light and matter, the non-classical features we could potentially observe in our state are
minimal. Nevertheless, in typical HHG setups, many atoms independently couple to the same electromagnetic field.
In this scenario, and within the semiclassical interaction picture, the time-dependent Hamiltonian describing the
system’s dynamics is given by

Ĥ(t) =

Nat∑
i=1

Ê(t)d̂i(t), (B6)

where d̂i(t) is the time-dependent dipole moment operator of the ith atom. It is important to note that this Hamil-
tonian is not local, as all the atoms couple independently to the same electromagnetic field. This ultimately leads to
coupled dynamics, and, in general, we have that[

Ê(t)ri(t), Ê(t′)rj(t
′)
]
= r̂i(t)r̂j(t)

[
Ê(t), Ê(t′)

]
= ir̂i(t)r̂j(t)

∑
q

φq(t) ̸= 0, (B7)

where we have taken into account that [r̂i(t), r̂j(t)] = 0 ∀i ̸= j.
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Formally, this means that to solve the many-body problem, we must consider the contributions from all atoms.
However, if we assume that, on average, the time-dependent dipole moments of different atoms are uncorrelated [66],
i.e. ⟨r̂i(t)r̂j(t′)⟩ = 0, the contributions in Eq. (B7) average to zero. More specifically, considering for simplicity a
single harmonic mode q, we obtain∫

dt

∫
dt′

〈[
Êq(t)ri(t), Êq(t

′)rj(t
′)
]〉

= i

∫
dt

∫
dt′⟨r̂i(t)r̂j(t′)⟩ sin(ωq(t− t′))

=
1

2

∫
dt

∫
dt′⟨r̂i(t)⟩⟨r̂j(t′)⟩

[
eiωq(t−t′) − e−iωq(t−t′)

]
=

1

2

[∣∣∣∣ ∫ dt⟨r̂i(t)⟩eiωqt

∣∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣∣ ∫ dt⟨r̂i(t)⟩eiωqt

∣∣∣∣2
]
= 0,

(B8)

where we have assumed that ⟨r̂i(t)⟩ = ⟨r̂j(t)⟩ ∀i, j, which is valid under the dipole approximation and when all atoms
are of the same species. Thus, Eq. (B8) implies that the average correlations vanish. Given that the coupling of each
atom with the field is weak, it is then expected that the influence of each individual atom on the field is weak enough
for the interaction to be considered independent. Consequently, if we assume that all atoms are initially in the same
state, the many-body evolution can be expressed as

|Ψ̄(t)⟩ = ˆ̄U(t)

Nat⊗
i=1

|e⟩ ⊗ |0̄⟩ ≈
Nat∏
i=1

Û(t)

Nat⊗
i=1

|e⟩ ⊗ |0̄⟩ , (B9)

and focusing on those cases where the electron ends up in the excited state, we obtain in the laboratory frame

|Φ̄e(t)⟩ ≈
[
Û(t)

]Nat |0̄⟩ . (B10)

C. Details about the single-mode squeezing analysis

Provided the state in Eq. (B10), we want to characterize the amount of squeezing. In principle, such states involve
correlations between all possible modes, but for the moment we are going to consider the squeezing terms affecting
single modes. In other words, we will neglect, for simplicity, the two-mode squeezing contributions of Q̂ and keep only
the diagonal ones, i.e.

Q̂q,q =
i

ℏ
µeg(t)Êq(t)

∫ t

t0

dτµge(τ)Êq′(τ), (C1)

such that we approximate Eq. (B10) as

|Φ̄(t)⟩ ≈ D̂
(
χ̄
)
exp

[
−

qc∑
q=1

iNat

ℏ

∫ t

t0

dτQ̂q,q(τ)

]
|0̄⟩ , (C2)

where we defined D̂(χ
)

≡
∏qc

q=1 D̂q(χq) with D̂(·) representing the displacement operator and Q̂q,q(t) ≡
i
ℏµeg(t)Êq(t)

∫ t

t0
dτµge(τ)Êq(τ), which involves second-order terms of creation and annihilation operators. In this

expression, χ̄ ≡ f(χe(t)), where f(·) is a function that depends on the prefactors accompanying the product of
the creation and annihilation operators in Q̂q,q. This can be observed from the fact that we can always write
[f(â2, â†â), g(â)] = h(â), with f(·), g(·) and h(·) being linear functions of the corresponding operators. Therefore,
exp

[
−f(â2, â†â)

]
exp[g(â)] exp

[
f(â2, â†â)

]
= exp[h̃(â)], where h̃(·) does not necessarily have to be equal to h(·), but

still is a linear function of creation and annihilation operators.
To quantify the amount of squeezing present in each harmonic mode of our state, we estimate the value of the

squeezing parameter r by solving the following optimization problem

∆Xq(θ
∗) = min

θ

[
∆Xq(θ)

]
, (C3)

where X̂(θ) is a phase-dependent photonic quadrature defined as

X̂q(θ) ≡ X̂q cos(θ) +
ˆ̄Xq sin(θ), (C4)
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with X̂q = (âq + â†q)/
√
2 and ˆ̄Xq = (â†q − â†q)/(i

√
2). Thus, the optimization problem in Eq. (C3) allows us to find a

direction in phase space along which the corresponding distribution gets squeezed.
Such optimization has been implemented numerically in Python by combining a brute force search with built-in

functions from the Qutip package [79, 80]. Firstly, the prefactors to the set of operators {â2q, âqâ†q, â†qâq, â†2q } were
computed through numerical integration using the quad function of the Scipy package [81], with the integration
parameters suitably adjusted to achieve convergence. Specifically, an upper bound of 1000 subintervals was employed
in the adaptive algorithm.

These prefactors were sequentially used to construct the single-mode-squeezing-like operator in Eq. (C2) by com-
bining built-in functions in Qutip for defining creation and annihilation operators, with linear algebra functions of
Scipy that allow the exponentiation of matrices. Given that Qutip expresses quantum optical states and operators
in the Fock basis, which is inherently infinite dimensional, it is important to select a sufficiently high cutoff dimension
for the Fock basis to ensure accurate representation of quantum states, while not exceeding the memory capabilities
of the employed hardware. For the parameter regime we worked with, we found that ncutoff = 50 was sufficient to
achieve this balance, although convergence tests were performed with ncutoff = 200. These conditions were used for
evaluating the optimization problem in Eq. (C3), which was addressed through brute-force search. This method is
particularly useful here, as we have a single parameter θ ∈ [0, π]. Consequently, we generated an array composed of
100 elements linearly distributed within this interval and proceed to sequentially evaluate Eq. (C3) for each harmonic
mode individually.

D. Details about the two-mode squeezing analysis

In the analysis of Sec. C, we have purposely omitted the contribution of correlations between different field modes.
In other words, we have neglected cross terms of the form âqâ

†
q′ with q ̸= q′. However, these correlations are present

and must be characterized. The main challenge here is that the number of harmonic modes in this problem is large,
making it numerically daunting to characterize all modes simultaneously. Consequently, we restrict our analysis to two-
mode squeezing contributions affecting only modes q1 and q2. As observed in Fig. 3, this approximation is particularly
valid as, among all the modes involved, the correlations are specially significant between modes q = 1 and 3, while
for the others they are almost negligible.

Provided that the states we are dealing with are Gaussian states, their properties are fully determined by their
covariance matrix σq1,q2 , defined as in Eq. (14). For simplicity, in the numerical calculations of this matrix we have
omitted the contribution of the displacement operator appearing in Eq. (13). This omission is justified because such
displacement operators do not affect the correlation properties of the covariance matrix; their influence can be easily
removed by means of local unitary transformations [69, 82].

One of the most interesting aspects about Gaussian states is that the PPT or Peres-Horodecki criterion is a necessary
and sufficient condition for separability for all bipartite Gaussian states [72]. Thus, the logarithmic negativity is an
ideal entanglement measure to characterize the entanglement in these states. This quantity can be computed as [69]

EN (ρ̂) = max
{
0,− log2(2ν̃−)

}
, (D1)

where ν̃− is the smallest of the two symplectic eigenvalues of the partial transpose of our covariance matrix. For
the case of Gaussian states, the partial transpose can be computed as σ̃ = ΓσΓ with Γ = diag(1, 1, 1,−1) [72].
The symplectic eigenvalues of σ̃ are then computed as the eigenvalues of the matrix |iΩσ| with Ω =

⊕n
i=1 Λ with

Λ =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
[73]. However, when considering matrices of the form of Eq. (14), ν̃− can also be computed as [73]

ν̃− =

√
∆(σ̃)−

√
∆(σ̃)2 − 4 det(σ)

2
, (D2)

with ∆(σ̃) = det(A) + det(B)− 2 det(C), with det(·) denoting the determinant operation.
Similar to Sec. C, the prefactors of the operators {â2qi , â

†2
qi , âqi â

†
qi , â

†
qi âqi , âqi â

†
qj , â

†
qi âqj} were numerically computed

using the quad function of Scipy. Then, the two-mode squeezing operator and the corresponding covariance matrix
were computed by combining built-in Qutip functions with linear algebra functions of Scipy. For both q1 and q2
modes, the upper bound used for their respective Hilbert space dimension was set to ncutoff = 50, leading to a joint
Hilbert space dimension of 2500. Under these conditions, we obtained the Wigner functions in Fig. 6 for different
combinations of (q1, q2).

The Wigner functions in Fig. 6 correspond to those of Fig. 4 prior to the performance of the heralding operation.
That such heralding operations can lead to other kinds of non-classical states of light becomes evident when expanding
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FIG. 6. Wigner functions for the two-mode squeezing involving modes q1 and q2. The amount of squeezing found, in dB units,
is (a1) 6.71× 10−2, (a2) 8.46× 10−3, (b1) 6.71× 10−2, (b2) 4.63× 10−14, (c1) 8.46× 10−3 and (c2) 5.98× 10−14.

the two-mode-squeezing-like operator in Eq. (13) in polynomial series. By denoting, for instance, the prefactor of the
operator â2qi as g(â2qi), and by considering only first-order terms while omitting the effect of the displacement operator,
we can express our state as (up to normalization factors)

|Φ̄e(t)⟩ ≈ |0̄⟩+
2∑

i,j=1

[
g(âqi âqi)âqi âqj + g(â†qi â

†
qi)â

†
qi â

†
qj + g(â†qi âqi)â

†
qi âqj + g(âqi â

†
qi)âqi â

†
qj

]
|0̄⟩

= |0̄⟩+
2∑

i,j=1

g(â†qi â
†
qj )â

†
qi â

†
qj |0̄⟩ ,

(D3)

which after performing the heralding operation, for instance in the second mode, leads to

ρ̂q1 = trq2(Π̂q2 |Φ̄e(t)⟩⟨Φ̄e(t)|) =
∣∣g(â†2q2)∣∣2 |0⟩⟨0|+ ∣∣g(â†q1 â†q2)∣∣2 |1⟩⟨1| , (D4)

with the obtained non-classical features strongly dependent on the ratio between the single-mode squeezing found in
mode q2 (|g(â†2q2)|

2), and the strength of the correlations between q1 and q2 (|g(â†q1 â
†
q2)|

2). As observed in Fig. 1, the
single-mode squeezing properties of our state decrease for higher-harmonic orders, as well as the correlations between
the modes, although with different scaling as observed in Fig. 3.

Thus, when performing the heralding on q2 > q1 (first row of Fig. 4), it leads to higher non-classical features
because the single-mode squeezing properties in these higher-order modes are almost vanishing. On the contrary,
when performing the heralding in mode q1 with q2 > q1 (second row of Fig. 4), the single-mode squeezing properties
are dominant, and therefore the presence of non-classical features become more diluted (panel (a2)), if existing at all
(panels (b2) and (c2)).
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