arXiv:2403.04596v2 [quant-ph] 13 Mar 2024

Matrix decompositions in Quantum Optics:

Takagi/Autonne, Bloch-Messiah/Euler, Iwasawa, and Williamson

Martin Houde,^{1, ∗} Will McCutcheon,^{2, †} and Nicolás Quesada^{1, ‡} 1Département de génie physique, École Polytechnique de Montréal, Montréal, QC, H3T 1J4, Canada 2Institute of Photonics and Quantum Sciences, Heriot-Watt University, Edinburgh EH14 4AS, UK (Dated: March 15, 2024)

In this note we summarize four important matrix decompositions commonly used in quantum optics, namely the Takagi/Autonne, Bloch-Messiah/Euler, Iwasawa, and Williamson decompositions. The first two of these decompositions are specialized versions of the singular-value decomposition when applied to symmetric or symplectic matrices. The third factors any symplectic matrix in a unique way in terms of matrices that belong to different subgroups of the symplectic group. The last one instead gives the symplectic diagonalization of real, positive definite matrices of even size. While proofs of the existence of these decompositions exist in the literature, we focus on providing explicit constructions to implement these decompositions using standard linear algebra packages and functionalities such as singular-value, polar, Schur and QR decompositions, and matrix square roots and inverses.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this note we provide explicit constructions to obtain several commonly used matrix decompositions in Quantum Optics which can be readily implemented using standard numerical libraries and functions. Each of the decompositions described here has been implemented and tested in the module decompositions of thewalrus [1] in Python using standard functions from the numpy [2] and scipy [3] numerical linear algebra packages and also in the SymplecticDecompositions.jl package [4] written in Julia [5].

In Sec. II we provide some basic review of linear algebra results, including normal matrices and matrix square roots, as well as eigen, polar, singular-value, Schur and QR decompositions. References to literature where the proofs of the existence of these decompositions are provided. These decompositions have already been implemented in LAPACK [6] and thus are available in most (if not all) common numerical linear algebra packages (including the aforementioned scipy, numpy and Julia).

In Sec. III we discuss some basic facts about the symplectic group which plays an important role later on. The discussion presented borrows from many excellent references such as Serafini [7], Arvind et al. [8] and Nicacio [9].

In Sec. IV we discuss the Takagi/Autonne decomposition of a square real- or complex-symmetric matrix, which is a specialized singular-value decomposition that takes advantage of the symmetry of the input matrix. As noted in page 159 of Horn and Johnson [10] this decomposition was introduced by L. Autonne in 1915. According to Ref. [11] it was then rediscovered by T. Takagi in 1925 [11]. This decomposition finds applications when introducing Schmidt modes of biphotons [12] or

∗ martin.houde@polymtl.ca † W.McCutcheon@hw.ac.uk ‡ nicolas.quesada@polymtl.ca

squeezed states [13, 14] and also when encoding matrices into Gaussian Boson Samplers [15, 16], which are subuniversal photonic quantum computers [17, 18].

In Sec. V we discuss the Bloch-Messiah/Euler decomposition, which as Serafini [7] notes is “nothing but the singular value decomposition of a symplectic matrix”. The name Bloch-Messiah was introduced by Braunstein [19] as this is the Boson “formal extension of the original result for fermions” derived by C. Bloch and A. Messiah in Ref. [20]. The Euler name comes from “a faint analogy with the Euler decomposition of orthogonal transformations” [7]. This decomposition finds application in e.g. identifying irreducible resources in continuous-variable (CV) quantum information [19, 21], developing compilers for CV quantum computers [22– 24], and identifying input- and output modes of optical squeezers [12, 25, 26].

In Sec. VI we discuss the pre-Iwasawa and Iwasawa decompositions. In Ref. [27], K. Iwasawa introduced the decomposition that bears his name for general semisimple Lie groups. We provide details of this decomposition for the specific case of the symplectic group. Both of these find applications in the study of group-theoretic properties of the symplectic group (see for example Arvind [8], Prop. 2.29 of Gosson [28], Page 2 of Haberman and Haberman [29] and Page 179 of Folland [30]). Moreover, the Iwasawa decomposition finds applications in e.g., obtaining keyrate bounds in quantum key distribution [31] and discussing properties of CV cluster states [32].

Finally, in Sec. VII we discuss the Williamson decomposition which can be used to diagonalize positivedefinite matrices of even size using a symplectic matrix. This decomposition is a corollary of the general results derived by J. Williamson in Ref. [33] (see also Appendix 6 of Arnol’d [34] and Ref. [35] for possible generalizations to positive semi-definite matrices). This decomposition finds applications in many areas of CV quantum information such as the calculation of entanglement measures of Gaussian CV states [36, 37], effects of filtering in twinbeams [38], pure state decompositions of mixed Gaussian states [36], fidelity of Gaussian states [39], and in speeding the classical simulation of gaussian boson sampling [40].

II. LINEAR ALGEBRA RESULTS

In this section, we review some basic concepts in linear algebra; for a thorough discussion cf. e.g. Horn and Johnson [10]. We use boldface letters to denote a matrix such as A with (i, j) entry A_{i,j} . We use A^∗, A^T and A^† to denote the conjugate, transpose and conjugatetranspose of the matrix A with entries A^∗_{i,j} , A_{j,i} and A^∗_{j,i} respectively. In this manuscript we are only interested in square matrices with complex or real entries.

A. The spectral theorem and matrix square roots

We recall that a matrix A is normal if it commutes with its conjugate transpose A^†, i.e., AA^† − A^†A = 0. The spectral theorem states that a matrix A is unitarily diagonalizable if and only if A is normal (cf. Theorem 2.5.3. from Horn and Johnson [10]). A unitary diagonalization (“eigendecomposition”) of a matrix A allows one to write it as A = U [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}a_i ] U^†, (1)

where U is a unitary matrix, ℓ is the dimension of the square matrix A, and a_i are the eigenvalues of A. We use direct sum notation for scalars such that ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}a_i = diag(a_1, a_2, . . . , a_ℓ) is a diagonal matrix.

Important instances of normal matrices are hermitian matrices for which A = A^† and unitary matrices for which W W^† = W^†W = 1_ℓ; moreover for these two types of matrices the eigenvalues are real and of unit complex absolute value respectively. Note that for unitarily diagonalizable matrices, one can introduce matrix square roots. For a matrix unitarily diagonalized as in Eq. (1) one introduces matrix square roots as follows √ A ≡ U [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}(± √ a_i) ] U^†. (2)

Note that we use the term a matrix square root and not the matrix square root since one can pick the plus or minus sign for any of the eigenvalues appearing in the last equation. Regardless of the choice of sign, note that any matrix square root satisfies √ A √ A = A. In the special case where all the eigenvalues are non-negative (positive), the unitarily diagonalizable matrix is termed positive semi-definite PSD (or positive definite PD) and then its unique PSD (PD) square root is obtained by always taking the plus signs in the equation above. The spectral theorem also applies to real-symmetric matrices where in Eq. (1) the unitaries are replaced by orthogonal matrices and a_i ∈ R. Similarly, one can construct real PSD matrices as the symmetric matrices that have nonnegative eigenvalues, these too have unique square roots, just like in the hermitian case. These conclusions, namely the replacement of unitary matrices by orthogonal matrices when discussing real-symmetric instead complexhermitian matrices extend to the polar and singular-value decompositions discussed below.

B. The polar decomposition

Given a square matrix A the polar decomposition states that one can factorize it as the product of a PSD matrix P and a unitary matrix W ,

A = P W , (3)

where P = √ AA^†. If A is invertible then W = P^{−1}A.

For a proof see Caves [41] or Theorem 7.3.1. of Horn and Johnson [10]. An important property of normal matrices is that the P and W in their polar decomposition commute. Moreover, √ P and W also commute. To see why this is the case note that if A is normal then

P^2 = AA^† = A^†A = W^†P^2W . (4)

Since the matrices on the left-hand side and right-hand side are PSD we can take square roots to find P = W^†P W ←→ W P = P W . (5) If we take the square root twice in Eq. (4), we easily find that [ √ P , W ] = 0 for normal matrices.

C. Singular-value decomposition

Once the polar decomposition of a matrix is at hand, one can further build a singular-value decomposition (SVD) by unitarily diagonalizing the PSD matrix P in Eq. (3) as P = U [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}a_i ] U^†, (6)

plugging back in to the polar decomposition of A we find A = U [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}a_i ] U^†W . (7)

Since both U^† and W are unitary, their product is unitary and thus we can identify a unitary matrix (or its transpose, conjugate or conjugate-transpose) as V^† = U^†W (V^∗ = U^†W , V^T = U^†W or V = U^†W respectively) to write the SVD of A as A = U [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}a_i ] V^†. (8)

Note that the singular values a_i are all non-negative, as they are the eigenvalues of a PSD matrix.

D. The real Schur decomposition

From theorem 7.4.1 of Golub and van Loan [42] we have that every real square matrix A of size ℓ can be written as A = ORO^T , (9) where O is an orthogonal matrix and

R = R_{11} R_{12} . . . R_{1m} 0 R_{22} . . . R_{2m} . . . . .. . . . 0 0 . . . R_{mm} , (10)

where each R_{ii} is either a 1-by-1 matrix or a 2-by-2 matrix having complex-conjugate eigenvalues.

Note that if A is antisymmetric and of even dimensions (as it is below) A = −A^T then, one can apply the spectral theorem to the hermitian matrix iA to show that the eigenvalues of A are purely imaginary. Since the matrix A is real, then, they come in complex conjugate pairs of the form ±ia, a ∈ R. Relative to Eq. (10) and bearing the conclusion from the last paragraph it is easy to see that for an antisymmetric A it must be that R_{ij} = 0 if i ≠ j and that each block diagonal matrix must have the form R_{ii} = (_{0 ±ai} ∓a_i 0 ) with a_i ≥ 0. This observation giving a quasi-diagonalization for real antisymmetric matrices can also be derived in a more self-contained way without invoking the Schur decomposition as done by C. Caves in Ref. [43].

E. The QR decomposition

For square real matrices, A ∈ R^{ℓ×ℓ}, the QR decomposition states that any matrix from this set can be factored as A = QR (11)

where Q is orthogonal, QQ^T = 1_ℓ, and R is upper triangular (i.e. R_{i,j} = 0 if i > j). A proof of the existence of this decomposition is given in Sec. 5.2. of Golub and van Loan [42]. In this same reference it is shown that if the matrix A is invertible then this decomposition is unique if the diagonal elements of R are chosen to be positive.

III. THE SYMPLECTIC GROUP

The real symplectic group [7, 8] is defined as the set of matrices of even size 2ℓ that satisfy

Sp(2ℓ, R) = {S ∈ R^{2ℓ×2ℓ}|SΩS^T = Ω}, (12)

where the symplectic form is given by, Ω = ( 0_ℓ 1_ℓ −1_ℓ 0_ℓ ) . (13)

If we partition an even size matrix in equal sized blocks S = ( A B C D ) , (14)

then the conditions for being an element of the symplectic group translate into the following for the blocks

A^T C = C^T A, B^T D = D^T C, A^T D − C^T B = 1_ℓ, (15a) AB^T = BA^T , CD^T = DC^T , AD^T − BC^T = 1_ℓ. (15b)

This group has several interesting properties which are useful in certain derivations. The symplectic form, Ω, has the following properties

Ω ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R), (16)

Ω^{−1} = Ω^T = −Ω ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R). (17)

By taking the determinant of the symplectic condition in Eq. (12) one easily finds

| det(S)| = 1. (18)

Therefore, all symplectic matrices are invertible and moreover

S^{−1} = ΩS^T Ω^T ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R). (19)

From this we can also show that if S ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R) then so is its transpose, S^T ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R). Since all symplectic matrices are invertible, they can all be uniquely decomposed into polar form

S = P O, (20)

where by construction P = P^T is PD and O is orthogonal. Since this decomposition is unique, we can also show the both P ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R) and O ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R).

To see this, we consider the symplectic definition

SΩS^T = Ω =⇒ S = Ω ( S^T )_{−1} Ω^T = Ω ( O^T P )_{−1} Ω^T

= ΩP^{−1}OΩ^T = ( ΩP^{−1}Ω^T ) ( ΩOΩ^T ) . (21)

Since P is symmetric PD then so is P^{−1}. The product ( ΩP^{−1}Ω^T ) is symmetric and also PD as the symplectic matrix is orthogonal.

The second product, ( ΩOΩ^T ) , is orthogonal. We have thus obtained a second expression for the polar decomposition of S and by uniqueness

P = ΩP^{−1}Ω^T =⇒ P ΩP = Ω, (22)

O = ΩOΩ^T =⇒ OΩO^T = Ω, (23)

which proves that P ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R) and O ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R). This uniqueness can be used to show that the absolute value can be removed in Eq. (18) without loss of generality for any symplectic matrix.

A. Complex Form

We define the complex form of Sp(2ℓ, R) denoted by Sp_c(2ℓ) as

Sp_c(2ℓ) = {S ∈ C^{2ℓ×2ℓ}|S = R^†SR; S ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R)}, (24)

where R = 1 √ 2 ( 1_ℓ 1_ℓ −i1_ℓ i1_ℓ ) (25)

is a unitary matrix. Note that this is not the same as Sp(2ℓ, C), which is the set of complex matrices that are symplectic. The matrices S have interesting properties as well. By applying the transformation to the symplectic definition, we find that matrices S ∈ Sp_c(2ℓ) obey SZS^† = Z, (26) where Z = ( 1_ℓ 0_ℓ 0_ℓ −1_ℓ ) . (27)

Furthermore, by expressing S ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R) in block form and applying the transformation, we find that the matrices S take a very specific form S = ( H K K^∗ H^∗ ) , (28)

for some ℓ × ℓ blocks H and K. We can obtain further constraints on the block matrix form of S given extra conditions on the matrices S. Consider an orthogonal symplectic matrix O and its complex form U = R^†OR. It is straightforward to see that U is unitary. To satisfy unitarity, the condition of Eq. (26), and the condition of Eq. (28) the block matrix structure of U must be U = ( U 0_ℓ 0_ℓ U^∗ ) = exp [ i ( J 0_ℓ 0_ℓ −J^T )] , (29)

where the block U = exp(iJ) is unitary and J = J^† is its hermitian generator. If we consider a symmetric PD symplectic matrix P and its complex form P = R^†P R, we see that P = P^† is hermitian. Furthermore, the characteristic polynomial of P is equivalent to that of P and so P is also PD. To satisfy hermiticity and the conditions of Eqs. (26), (28) we find that the block matrix form is, similarly to S, P = ( N M M^∗ N^∗ ) , (30)

but now M = M^T is symmetric and N is hermitian. Since N is the diagonal block of a PD matrix, it too is PD. With these constraints we can consider the polar decomposition of matrices S ∈ Sp_c(2ℓ). From the definition S = R^†SR = R^†P OR = R^†P RR^†OR = PU, (31)

where U is unitary with the block structure of Eq. (29) and P is hermitian PD with the block structure of Eq. (30). This tells us that Eq. (31) is the unique polar decomposition of the complex forms S. The properties above are important when considering the Bloch- Messiah/Euler decomposition of real symplectic matrices.

IV. TAKAGI/AUTONNE DECOMPOSITION

Given a symmetric (and in general complex) matrix M = M^T ∈ C^{ℓ×ℓ} its Takagi/Autonne decomposition is given by

M = W ΛW^T , Λ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}λ_i, (32)

where W is unitary, W W^† = 1_ℓ and λ_i ≥ 0. This decomposition is an SVD, albeit one with a special symmetry that makes it explicit that the matrix being decomposed is symmetric; indeed the decomposition on the right-hand side of the Eq. (32) makes it explicit that the object on the left-hand side is symmetric.

To obtain the decomposition we first obtain an SVD of M

M = UΛV^†. (33)

For arbitrary matrices there is nothing special we can say about the relation between the unitary matrices U and V . However, M is no arbitrary matrix and indeed we will show that for symmetric M the product

V^T U (34)

has a number of special properties that will allow us to construct the sought-after W in Eq. (32). To this end let us introduce the following matrix

L = V^T MV . (35)

Since M = M^T then it holds that L = L^T is symmetric. Moreover when using the SVD of M in Eq. (33) we obtain the polar decomposition L = V^T ( UΛV^† ) V = V^T U

Unitary · Λ PSD . (36)

It is also easy to verify that the matrix L is normal as

L^†L = V^†M^†MV = Λ^2 (37)

LL^† = V^T MV V^†M^†V^∗ = V^T MM^†V^∗ (38)

= (V^†M^†MV )^∗ = Λ^{∗2} = Λ^2. (39)

Using the results from Sec. II B, we thus have

[V^T U, Λ] = [V^T U, √ Λ] = 0, (40)

which allows us to write

L = V^T U √ Λ √ Λ = √ ΛV^T U √ Λ. (41)

Note that if Λ has all distinct singular values, then it automatically holds that V^T U is also diagonal as there are no degenerate subspaces. In the more general case where there are degeneracies, it must be that V^T U is blockdiagonal with each block corresponding to a degenerate subspace labelled by a degenerate singular value; the dimension of each degenerate block is precisely the number of times a given singular values is repeated in Λ. Note moreover, that within each subspace labelled by λ_i the matrix Λ acts as a multiple of the identity matrix, this immediately implies that [ √ V^T U , Λ] = 0. (42)

These equations allow us to conclude that in any block of the matrix V^T U that does not correspond to null singular values, the matrix V^T U must be symmetric. Formally, if we assume without loss of generality that the singular values are ordered in decreasing order and that there are k that are zero, and introducing the projection matrix

K = 1_{ℓ−k} ⊕ 0_k, (43)

then it holds that Q ≡ KV^T UK = V^T UK = KV^T U, (44) is symmetric, Q = Q^T . Moreover, by construction this projector satisfies

ΛK = KΛ = KΛK = Λ. (45)

Putting Eq. (44) and Eq. (45) together one easily obtains

ΛV^T U = V^T UΛ = ΛQ = QΛ. (46)

In summary, relative to the SVD of the symmetric matrix M in Eq. (33) we have that the block-diagonal unitary matrices V^T U and √ V^T U commute with Λ and moreover, the matrix Q in Eq. (44) is symmetric.

With these lemmas proven, we now claim that the sought-after Takagi/Autonne unitary is W = U √ (U^T V )^∗, (47)

which we confirm straightforwardly using the above derived properties of Λ, V^T U and √ V^T U as follows

W ΛW^T =U √ (U^T V )^∗Λ √ (U^T V )^†U^T (48a) =UΛ √ (KU^T V )^∗ √ (KU^T V )^†U^T (48b) =UΛ √ Q^∗ √ Q^∗U^T (48c)

=UΛV^†U^∗U^T (48d)

=UΛV^† = M. (48e)

In Eq. (48b) we have used the commutative property of Eq. (42) as well as Eq. (45) and Eq. (44) to introduce the projection matrices K which we can and have moved it into the square-roots. In Eq. (48c) we have used the definition of Q along with the fact that it is symmetric. Finally, in Eq.(48e) we have used Eq. (46). This derivation partially follows the presentation of Caves [41] and also the results in Ref. [44] (where it is shown to be numerically stable) and is summarized in the box below.

Box 1. Takagi/Autonne decomposition

Input: Symmetric matrix M = M^T . Calculate the SVD M = U [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}λ_i ] V^†.

Return: Λ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}λ_i, W = U √ (U^T V )^∗.

Consider the special case where M is real and symmetric. We can immediately write an eigendecomposition as M = O [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}r_i ] O^T , (49)

where O is real and orthogonal (satisfying OO^T = 1_ℓ) and r_i ∈ R are the eigenvalues of M. We can, from the above eigendecomposition, obtain the Takagi/Autonne decomposition by writing r_i = |r_i| sign r_i = √ sign r_i|r_i| √ sign r_i where we define sign x = +1 if x ≥ 0 and −1 if x < 0. With this notation we have M =O [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}|r_i| sign r_i ] O^T (50) = O [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} √ sign r_i ] ≡W [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}|r_i| ] ≡Λ [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} √ sign r_i ] O^T . ≡W^T (51)

Note that the matrix O [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} √ sign r_i ] is unitary as it is the product of an orthogonal matrix and a diagonal unitary matrix. Note that if M is real, symmetric and PSD (i.e. r_i ≥ 0 for all i) then the Takagi/Autonne decomposition and its eigendecomposition coincide.

V. BLOCH-MESSIAH/EULER DECOMPOSITION

A real symplectic matrix S can be decomposed as S = ODQ, (52) where

D = Γ ⊕ Γ^{−1}, Γ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}γ_i, (53)

and γ_i ≥ 1. O, Q ∈ C(ℓ) where C(ℓ) denotes the maximal compact subgroup of the symplectic which is isomorphic to the unitary group of size ℓ, C(ℓ) = Sp(2ℓ, R) ∩ O(2ℓ) ∼= U(ℓ), where O(ℓ) and U(ℓ) denote the orthogonal and unitary groups respectively. The equations above mean that any symplectic matrix can be (singular-value) decomposed into a symplectic-diagonal and PD matrix D together with two orthogonal-symplectic matrices O and Q. This decomposition is known as the Bloch-Messiah, Euler or Symplectic SVD decomposition [7].

To obtain this decomposition we first perform a polar decomposition on the input matrix

S = P Y , (54)

where P is PD and symplectic and Y is orthogonal and symplectic, which implies that for some unitary matrix U of size ℓ we can write Y = ( Re (U) −Im (U) Im (U) Re (U) ) , (55)

as shown in Sec. III.

We now investigate the complex-version of the positive definite part, P = R^†P R = ( N M M^∗ N^∗ ) , (56)

where M = M^T is symmetric, N is hermitian and PD as it is a diagonal block of a PD matrix. Since P satisfies Eq. (26) we have that

N^2 = 1_ℓ + MM^∗

= 1_ℓ + W ΛW^T W^∗ΛW^†

= W W^† + W Λ^2W^† = W ( 1_ℓ + Λ^2 ) W^† = W √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2 √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2W^† = W √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2W^†W √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2W^† = ( W √ 1 + Λ^2W^†

)_2

. (57)

Since N is PD, so is N^2 and as such it has a unique square-root. Therefore, by knowing the Takagi/Autonne decomposition of M we can obtain the eigendecomposition of N N = W √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2W^†. (58)

Note that it is important to use the Takagi/Autonne decomposition of M and not the eigendecomposition of N. This is because the latter in general does not give complete information about the unitary we are after. Indeed, consider the case where Λ = x1_ℓ, then N = √ 1 + x^21_ℓ (from which we cannot obtain W ). On the other hand M = xW W^T which does contain information about W .

We can combine our findings on N and M to write P = ( W 0_ℓ 0_ℓ W^∗ ) (√ 1_ℓ + Λ^2 Λ Λ √ 1 + Λ^2 ) ( W^† 0_ℓ 0_ℓ W^T )

(59)

= exp [( 0_ℓ W sinh^{−1}(Λ)W^T W^∗ sinh^{−1}(Λ)W^† 0_ℓ )] . (60)

In the last equation we used the fact that exp [(^{0 x}_{x 0} )] = (_{cosh x sinh x}

sinh x cosh x ) . Combining Eq. (59) with Eq. (29) and Eq. (31), we find that the Bloch-Messiah/Euler decomposition in complex form is S = ( W 0_ℓ 0_ℓ W^∗ ) (√ 1 + Λ^2 Λ Λ √ 1 + Λ^2 ) ( X 0_ℓ 0_ℓ X^∗ ) (61) = ( W √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2X W ΛX^∗ W^∗ΛX W^∗ √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2X^∗ ) (62)

with X = W^†U.

In real form we have that

P = ODO^T , (63) O = ( Re (W ) −Im (W ) Im (W ) Re (W ) ) , (64)

D = Γ ⊕ Γ^{−1} with Γ = Λ + √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2. (65)

Note that D has the desired form (as it is diagonal and symplectic) and that O ∈ C(ℓ). We can then define Q = O^T Y and complete the decomposition. Note that the multiplicative inverse of Λ + √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2 is precisely −Λ + √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2.

If we partition the real PD matrix as P = ( A B B^T C ) , (66)

then we can obtain

M =^1_2 ( A − C + i [ B + B^T ]) , (67)

whose Takagi/Autonne decomposition gives directly D and O in Eq. (63). The decomposition is summarized in the box below.

Box 2. Bloch-Messiah/Euler decomposition

Input: Real symplectic matrix S, SΩS^T = Ω. Obtain polar decomposition S = P Y .

Partition symplectic P = ( A B B^T C ) . Obtain M =^1_2 ( A − C + i [ B + B^T ]) . Takagi/Autonne decompose M = W ΛW^T .

Form O = ( Re (W ) −Im (W ) Im (W ) Re (W ) ) , Γ = Λ + √ 1_ℓ + Λ^2, D = Γ ⊕ Γ^{−1}.

Obtain Q = O^T Y . Return O, D, Q. Note that this decomposition is unique up to permutations and or degeneracies of the Takagi/Autonne singular values.

VI. PRE-IWASAWA AND IWASAWA DECOMPOSITIONS

The Iwasawa decomposition gives the decomposition of a symplectic matrix in terms of three matrices from different subgroups of the symplectic group [8]. Two of these groups have already appeared before, namely the group of diagonal symplectic matrices (which is Abelian) and the compact subgroup C(ℓ) which is isomorphic to the unitary group U(ℓ). The third subgroup that we will need for the Iwasawa decomposition is the nilpotent symplectic subgroup N(ℓ). The matrices from this subgroup have the form ( A 0_ℓ C [ A^{−1} ]_T ) ∈ N(ℓ) (68)

where the square blocks satisfy A^T C = CA^T and moreover A is lower unit triangular, i.e., A_{i,i} = 1, A_{i,j} = 0 if i < j. It is direct to verify that matrices of the form in Eq. (68) are symplectic and form a matrix group (i.e., they are a closed set under matrix multiplication and the inverses belong in the same set).

Before obtaining the Iwasawa factorization, we compute the pre-Iwasawa factorization, following Arvind [8]. To obtain the decomposition we first partition the to-be-factorized symplectic matrix as in Eq. (15) and define

A_0 = √ AA^T + BB^T , (69)

C_0 = ( CA^T + DB^T ) A^{−1}_0 , (70)

X = A^{−1}_0 A, (71)

Y = A^{−1}_0 B. (72)

We now prove some useful properties of these quantities. First note that A^2_0 is the top left block of the product SS^T . Since this product is PD, then so is A_0 = A^T_0 . Second we note that the product C_0A^{−1}_0 = A^T_0 C^T_0 is symmetric. To this end we simply note that

C_0A^{−1}_0 = A^{−1}_0 C^T_0 ←→ C_0 = A^{−1}_0 C^T_0 A_0. (73)

The equality on the right-hand side is derived by using the properties of the blocks (cf. Eq. (15)) as follows

C_0 = A^{−2}_0 A^2_0C_0 (74)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AA^T + BB^T )( CA^T + DB^T ) A^{−1}_0 (75)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AA^T CA^T + AA^T DB^T + BB^T CA^T + BB^T DB^T ) A^{−1}_0 (76)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AC^T AA^T + A(1_ℓ + C^T B)B^T

+ B(D^T A − 1_ℓ)A^T + BD^T BB^T ) A^{−1}_0 (77)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AC^T + BD^T )( AA^T + BB^T ) A^{−1}_0 (78)

= A^{−1}_0 C^T_0 A_0. (79)

Finally, we now show that U = X + iY is unitary. To this end consider the complex matrix A + iB. If we do a polar decomposition of this matrix we easily find the square of the PD part to be (A + iB)(A + iB)^† = AA^T + BB^T ≡A^2_0 +i(BA^T − A^T B ≡0, cf. Eq. (15) ). (80)

Having the PD part, the unitary part is simply A^{−1}_0 (A+ iB), completing the proof.

With these properties proven we now state the (unique) pre-Iwasawa decomposition of a real symplectic matrix as S = EDF , (81) where E = ( 1_ℓ 0_ℓ C_0A^{−1}_0 1_ℓ ) , D = ( A_0 0_ℓ 0_ℓ A^{−1}_0 ) , F = ( X Y −Y X ) , (82)

such that A_0 = A^T_0 and F ∈ C(ℓ). It can be straightforwardly computed as indicated in Box 3. One can verify that the decomposition is correct by multiplying the matrices in the equation above and using the properties of the blocks of a symplectic matrix (cf. Eq. (15)). These details are presented in Appendix A. Note that matrices of the form E as in the last equation form an Abelian subgroup of the symplectic group. This group is isomorphic to the group of real symmetric matrices under matrix addition. Note also that matrices of the form D are not a subgroup under matrix multiplication. The Iwasawa decompositon further decomposes the set of matrices above to obtain a unique decomposition in which each element of the decomposition belongs to a subgroup.

Box 3. Pre-Iwasawa decomposition Input: Real symplectic matrix S, SΩS^T = Ω.

Partition symplectic S = ( A B C D ) . Obtain A_0 = √ AA^T + BB^T and X = A^{−1}_0 A, Y = A^{−1}_0 B, C_0 = ( CA^T + DB^T ) A^{−1}_0 .

Form E = ( 1_ℓ 0_ℓ C_0A^{−1}_0 1_ℓ ) , D = ( A_0 0_ℓ 0_ℓ A^{−1}_0 ) , F = ( X Y −Y X ) . Return E, D, F .

To obtain the Iwasawa decomposition we follow Benzi and Razouk [45] and use the QR decomposition of the blocks in the central term of the pre-Iwasawa decomposition.

A_0 = A^T_0 = QR = R^T Q^T (83)

and writing

R^T = R^T (D_aD_s)^{−1} D_aD_s (84)

where D_a = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}|R_{i,i}| and D_s = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} sign(R_{i,i}). The matrix R̃^T = R^T (D_aD_s)^{−1} is lower unit triangular and the matrix Q̃^T = D_sQ^T is orthogonal. This allows us to write

A_0 = R̃^T D_aQ̃^T (85)

A^{−1}_0 = [A^T_0 ]^{−1} = R̃^{−1}D^{−1}_a Q̃^T (86)

With this observation we can write EDF = E ( A_0 0_ℓ 0_ℓ A^{−1}_0 ) F (87) = E (~ R^T 0_ℓ 0_ℓ R̃^{−1} )

≡Ẽ

( D_a 0_ℓ 0_ℓ D^{−1}_a )

≡D̃

( D_sQ^T 0_ℓ 0_ℓ D_sQ^T ) F ≡F̃ .

(88)

Note that F̃ is part of the compact subgroup as it is the product of two elements from this set. It is also direct to verify that the matrix Ẽ has precisely the form in Eq. (68).

Box 4. Iwasawa decomposition Input: Real symplectic matrix S, SΩS^T = Ω. Pre-Iwasawa decompose to obtain E, D, F .

Identify elements D = ( A_0 0_ℓ 0_ℓ A^{−1}_0 ) , Obtain QR-decomposition A_0 = QR = R^T Q^T . Form diagonal matrices D_a = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}|R_{i,i}| and D_s = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} sign(R_{i,i}) Form R̃ = D_sD_aR Ẽ = E (~ R^T 0_ℓ 0_ℓ R̃^{−1} ) , D̃ = ( D_a 0_ℓ 0_ℓ D^{−1}_a ) , F̃ = ( D_sQ^T 0_ℓ

0_ℓ D_sQ^T ) F Return Ẽ, D̃, F̃ .

VII. WILLIAMSON DECOMPOSITION

Williamson’s theorem states that given a real symmetric PD matrix Σ ∈ R^{2ℓ×2ℓ} (Σ^T = Σ > 0) there exists a real symplectic matrix S ∈ Sp(2ℓ, R) such that

Σ = ST S^T , (89)

where

T = (Δ ⊕ Δ) , Δ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}δ_i, (90)

with δ_i > 0. Each value, δ_i, is such that

det (δ_i1_{2ℓ} + iΩΣ) = 0, (91)

where Ω is the symplectic form(recall Eq. (13)) [9, 33]. The values δ_i are thus the eigenvalues of the matrix iΩΣ.

We follow Idel et al.[46, 47] and define Ψ ≡ [√ Σ ]_{−1} Ω [√ Σ ]_{−1} . (92)

By construction, Ψ is real and antisymmetric and so its real Schur decomposition (recall Sec. II D) takes the form

Ψ = Õ[⊕^ℓ_{i=1} (_{0 ±ϕi} ∓ϕ_i 0 ) ]Õ^T , (93)

where ϕ_i ≠ 0 ∀i, as | det(Ψ)| = ∏_ℓ i=1 ϕ^2_i = 1/| det(Σ)| ≠ 0 and Õ is an orthogonal matrix.

We can always insert a permutation matrix, Π_1, such that all the positive values are above the diagonal

Π^T_1 [⊕^ℓ_{i=1} (_{0 ±ϕi} ∓ϕ_i 0 ) ]Π_1 = [⊕^ℓ_{i=1} (_{0 ϕi} −ϕ_i 0 ) ], (94)

which allows us to write

Ψ = ÕΠ_1[⊕^ℓ_{i=1} (_{0 ϕi} −ϕ_i 0 ) ]Π^T_1 Õ^T . (95)

Although this permutation depends on the output of the Schur decomposition algorithm used, we can express it in general as

Π_1 = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}w_i, (96)

where w_i = 1_2 if the positive value is above the diagonal and w_i = (^{0 1}_{1 0} ) if it is not.

Furthermore, we can always insert another permutation matrix, Π_2, which transforms the block-diagonal matrix into an off-diagonal block matrix

Π^T_2 [ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} (_{0 ϕi} −ϕ_i 0 )] Π_2 = ( 0_ℓ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}ϕ_i − ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} ϕ_i 0_ℓ ) . (97)

This permutation is independent of the Schur decomposition. Although it is slightly more convoluted to express in matrix form, this permutation is commonly used in quantum optics and represents a change of basis from the (x_1, p_1, . . . , x_ℓ, p_ℓ) basis to the (x_1, . . . , x_ℓ, p_1, . . . , p_ℓ) basis. Collecting all the permutations and orthogonal matrices we define a new orthogonal matrix

O = ÕΠ_1Π_2, (98)

which by construction satisfies O √ Φ ⊕ ΦΩ √ Φ ⊕ ΦO^T = Ψ, (99)

where we introduced the diagonal matrix Φ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}ϕ_i and factored ( 0_ℓ ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}ϕ_i − ⊕^ℓ_{i=1} ϕ_i 0_ℓ ) = √ Φ ⊕ ΦΩ √ Φ ⊕ Φ (100)

=[Φ ⊕ Φ]Ω. (101)

We can equate (99) and (95) and pre- and post- multiply both sides by √ Σ to obtain [√ ΣO √ Φ ⊕ Φ ] Ω [√ Φ ⊕ ΦO^T √ Σ ] = Ω. (102)

Notice that the orthogonal matrix O could also be obtained by finding the eigendecomposition of the symmetric matrix [9]

Ψ^{−2} = √ ΣΩΣΩ √ Σ = −O(Φ ⊕ Φ)^{−2}O^T . (103)

Numerically, directly obtaining the eigendecomposition of Ψ^{−2} does not always lead to the correct orthogonal matrix satisfying Eq. (102), as each eigenvalue of Ψ^{−2} is pair-wise degenerate. In particular they can always be swapped which can lead to an incorrect symplectic form on the right-hand side of Eq. (102), where not all the elements above the diagonal are non-negative.

Returning to our derivation, from Eq. (102) we identify the symplectic matrix S = √ ΣO √ Φ ⊕ Φ = √ ΣÕΠ_1Π_2 √ Φ ⊕ Φ. (104)

Furthermore if we define Δ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}δ_i = Φ^{−1} = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}ϕ^{−1}_i , it directly follows that

S[Δ ⊕ Δ]S^T = ST S^T = Σ, (105)

completing the proof.

The derivation is summarized in the box below.

Box 5. Williamson decomposition Input: Real symmetric positive definite matrix Σ, Σ = Σ^T , Σ ∈ R^{2ℓ×2ℓ}.

Construct antisymmetric Ψ = [√ Σ ]_{−1} Ω [√ Σ ]_{−1} . Calculate Schur decomposition Ψ = Õ[⊕^ℓ_{i=1} (_{0 ±ϕi} ∓ϕ_i 0 ) ]Õ^T .

Find permutation matrix Π_1 given Schur output. Construct fixed permutation matrix Π_2 which transforms Π_2(x_1, p_1, . . . , x_ℓ, p_ℓ)^T = (x_1, . . . , x_ℓ, p_1, . . . , p_ℓ)^T . Construct Φ = ⊕^ℓ_{i=1}ϕ_i. Return: S = √ ΣÕΠ_1Π_2 [√ Φ ⊕ Φ ] , T = Δ ⊕ Δ = [Φ ⊕ Φ]^{−1}.

Note that the symplectic eigenvalues of Σ are identical to the absolute values of the “regular” eigenvalues of iΩΣ. To this end, first recall Sylvester’s determinant theorem [48] (or Appendix B of [49]), det(1z − AB) = det(1z − BA) for any two matrices of compatible sizes A and B. Consider now the characteristic polynomial of iΩΣ det(1_{2ℓ}z − iΩΣ) = det(1_{2ℓ}z − iΩST S^T ) (106)

= det(1_{2ℓ}z − iS^T ΩST ) (107) = det(1_{2ℓ}z − iΩT ) (108) = ℓ∏ i=1 (z^2 − δ^2_i ), (109)

as claimed in Eq. (91).

Note that the existence of this decomposition is discussed in e.g. theorem 1 of Ferraro, Olivares and Paris [50] and that the symplectic matrix appearing in this decompositions can also be obtained by evaluating sub-matrix determinants [51].

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

M.H. and N.Q. acknowledge support from the Ministère de l’Économie et de l’Innovation du Quèbec and the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada. W.M. acknowledges support from European Research Council Starting grant (950402). M.H. and N.Q. thank J.E. Sipe for insightful discussions. N.Q. thanks S. Duque Mesa for comments on the Python implementation and H. de Guise for valuable discussions.

Appendix A: Proof of Pre-Iwasawa Decomposition

The expressions for the pre-Iwasawa decomposition can be seen to hold true by simply multipying the purported decompositions and invoking the symplectic conditions Eq. (15) and Eq. (77) as follows:

S = ( A B C D ) (A1)

= EDF (A2) = ( 1_ℓ 0_ℓ C_0A^{−1}_0 1_ℓ ) . ( A_0 0_ℓ 0_ℓ A^{−1}_0 ) . ( X Y −Y X ) (A3) = ( A_0 0_ℓ C_0 A^{−1}_0 ) . ( X Y −Y X ) (A4) = ( A_0X A_0Y C_0X − A^{−1}_0 Y C_0Y + A^{−1}_0 X ) (A5)

To simplify the bottom blocks we do

C_0X − A^{−1}_0 Y (A6)

= C_0A^{−1}_0 A − A^{−2}_0 B (A7)

= A^{−1}_0 C^T_0 A − A^{−2}_0 B (A8)

= A^{−2}_0 ( ( AC^T + BD^T ) A − B ) (A9)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AC^T A + BD^T A − B ) (A10)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AA^T C + B ( 1_ℓ + B^T C ) − B ) (A11)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AA^T + BB^T ) C = C, (A12)

C_0Y + A^{−1}_0 X (A13)

= C_0A^{−1}_0 B + A^{−2}_0 A (A14)

= A^{−2}_0 ( ( AC^T + BD^T ) B + A ) (A15)

= A^{−2}_0 ( ( AC^T + BD^T ) B + A ) (A16)

= A^{−2}_0 ( AC^T B + BD^T B + A ) (A17)

= A^{−2}_0 ( A ( A^T C − 1_ℓ ) + BB^T D + A ) = D. (A18)

[1] B. Gupt, J. Izaac, and N. Quesada, Journal of Open Source Software 4, 1705 (2019).

[2] C. R. Harris, K. J. Millman, S. J. van der Walt, R. Gommers, P. Virtanen, D. Cournapeau, E. Wieser, J. Taylor, S. Berg, N. J. Smith, R. Kern, M. Picus, S. Hoyer, M. H. van Kerkwijk, M. Brett, A. Haldane, J. F. del Río, M. Wiebe, P. Peterson, P. Gérard-Marchant, K. Sheppard, T. Reddy, W. Weckesser, H. Abbasi, C. Gohlke, and T. E. Oliphant, Nature 585, 357 (2020).

[3] P. Virtanen, R. Gommers, T. E. Oliphant, M. Haberland, T. Reddy, D. Cournapeau, E. Burovski, P. Peterson, W. Weckesser, J. Bright, S. J. van der Walt, M. Brett, J. Wilson, K. J. Millman, N. Mayorov, A. R. J. Nelson, E. Jones, R. Kern, E. Larson, C. J. Carey, İ. Polat, Y. Feng, E. W. Moore, J. VanderPlas, D. Laxalde, J. Perktold, R. Cimrman, I. Henriksen, E. A. Quintero, C. R. Harris, A. M. Archibald, A. H. Ribeiro, F. Pedregosa, P. van Mulbregt, and SciPy 1.0 Contributors, Nature Methods 17, 261 (2020).

[4] N. Quesada, “SymplecticDecompositions.jl a Julia package for symplectic matrix decompositions,”

https://github.com/polyquantique/SymplecticDecompositions.jl

(2024).

[5] J. Bezanson, A. Edelman, S. Karpinski, and V. B. Shah, SIAM review 59, 65 (2017).

[6] E. Anderson, Z. Bai, C. Bischof, S. Blackford, J. Demmel, J. Dongarra, J. Du Croz, A. Greenbaum, S. Hammarling, A. McKenney, and D. Sorensen, LAPACK Users’ Guide, 3rd ed. (Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, Philadelphia, PA, 1999).

[7] A. Serafini, Quantum continuous variables: a primer of theoretical methods (CRC press, 2017).

[8] Arvind, B. Dutta, N. Mukunda, and R. Simon, Pramana 45, 471 (1995).

[9] F. Nicacio, American Journal of Physics 89, 1139 (2021). [10] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matrix analysis (Cambridge university press, 2012).

[11] C. Brezinski, G. Meurant, and M. Redivo-Zaglia, A Journey through the History of Numerical Linear Algebra (SIAM, 2022).

[12] C. Fabre and N. Treps, Reviews of Modern Physics 92, 035005 (2020).

[13] F. Arzani, C. Fabre, and N. Treps, Physical Review A 97, 033808 (2018).

[14] N. Quesada, L. Helt, M. Menotti, M. Liscidini, and J. Sipe, Advances in Optics and Photonics 14, 291

(2022).

[15] S. Jahangiri, J. M. Arrazola, N. Quesada, and N. Killoran, Physical Review E 101, 022134 (2020).

[16] C. Oh, L. Jiang, and N. Quesada, arXiv preprint arXiv:2302.00536 (2023).

[17] C. S. Hamilton, R. Kruse, L. Sansoni, S. Barkhofen, C. Silberhorn, and I. Jex, Physical review letters 119, 170501 (2017).

[18] R. Kruse, C. S. Hamilton, L. Sansoni, S. Barkhofen, C. Silberhorn, and I. Jex, Physical Review A 100, 032326 (2019).

[19] S. L. Braunstein, Physical Review A 71, 055801 (2005). [20] C. Bloch and A. Messiah, Nuclear Physics 39, 95 (1962). [21] A. Serafini and G. Adesso, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 40, 8041 (2007).

[22] T. Kalajdzievski and N. Quesada, Quantum 5, 394 (2021).

[23] G. Cariolaro and G. Pierobon, Physical Review A 94, 062109 (2016).

[24] G. Cariolaro and G. Pierobon, Physical Review A 93, 062115 (2016).

[25] M. Houde and N. Quesada, arXiv preprint arxiv:2401.10197 (2024).

[26] S. Jiang, N. Treps, and C. Fabre, New Journal of Physics 14, 043006 (2012).

[27] K. Iwasawa, Annals of Mathematics , 507 (1949). [28] M. A. De Gosson, Symplectic geometry and quantum mechanics, Vol. 166 (Springer Science & Business Media, 2006).

[29] K. Habermann and L. Habermann, Introduction to symplectic Dirac operators (Springer, 2006).

[30] G. B. Folland, Harmonic analysis in phase space, 122 (Princeton university press, 1989).

[31] J. Lodewyck and P. Grangier, Physical Review A 76, 022332 (2007).

[32] C. González-Arciniegas, P. Nussenzveig, M. Martinelli, and O. Pfister, PRX Quantum 2, 030343 (2021).

[33] J. Williamson, American journal of mathematics 58, 141 (1936).

[34] V. I. Arnol’d, Mathematical methods of classical mechanics, Vol. 60 (Springer Science & Business Media, 2013).

[35] N. T. Son and T. Stykel, arXiv preprint arXiv:2208.05291 (2022).

[36] C. Weedbrook, S. Pirandola, R. García-Patrón, N. J.

Cerf, T. C. Ralph, J. H. Shapiro, and S. Lloyd, Reviews of Modern Physics 84, 621 (2012).

[37] G. Adesso and F. Illuminati, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 40, 7821 (2007).

[38] M. Houde and N. Quesada, AVS Quantum Science 5 (2023).

[39] L. Banchi, S. L. Braunstein, and S. Pirandola, Physical review letters 115, 260501 (2015).

[40] N. Quesada, R. S. Chadwick, B. A. Bell, J. M. Arrazola, T. Vincent, H. Qi, R. García, et al., PRX Quantum 3, 010306 (2022).

[41] C. M. Caves, “Polar decomposition, singular-value decomposition, and autonne-takagi factorization,”

http://info.phys.unm.edu/~caves/courses/qinfo-s17/lectures/polarsingularAutonne.pdf

(2017), accessed on July 11, 2023.

[42] G. H. Golub and C. F. Van Loan, Matrix computations (JHU press, 2013).

[43] C. M. Caves, “Antisymmetric operators on a real vector space,”

http://info.phys.unm.edu/~caves/reports/antisymmetric.pdf

(2001), accessed on Feb 4, 2024.

[44] A. M. Chebotarev and A. E. Teretenkov, Applied Mathematics and Computation 234, 380 (2014).

[45] M. Benzi and N. Razouk, Applied mathematics letters 20, 260 (2007).

[46] M. Idel, D. Lercher, and M. M. Wolf, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 49, 445304 (2016).

[47] M. Idel, S. S. Gaona, and M. M. Wolf, Linear Algebra and its Applications 525, 45 (2017).

[48] J. J. Sylvester, The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science 16, 267 (1883).

[49] C. Pozrikidis, An introduction to grids, graphs, and networks (Oxford University Press, USA, 2014).

[50] A. Ferraro, S. Olivares, and M. G. Paris, arXiv preprint quant-ph/0503237 (2005).

[51] J. L. Pereira, L. Banchi, and S. Pirandola, Proceedings of the Royal Society A 477, 20210513 (2021).