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High relative velocities and large distances in space-based quantum communication with satel-
lites in lower earth orbits can lead to significant Doppler shifts and delays of the signal impairing
the achievable performance if uncorrected. We analyze the influence of systematic and stochas-
tic Doppler shift and delay in the specific case of a continuous variable quantum key distribution
(CV-QKD) protocol and identify the generalized correlation function, the ambiguity function, as a
decisive measure of performance loss. Investigating the generalized correlations as well as private
capacity bounds for specific choices of spectral amplitude shape (Gaussian, single- and double-sided
Lorentzian), we find that this choice has a significant impact on the robustness of the quantum com-
munication protocol to spectral and temporal synchronization errors. We conclude that optimizing
the pulse shape can be a building block in the resilient design of quantum network infrastructure.

I. INTRODUCTION

The second quantum revolution [1, 2] is bringing phys-
ical concepts into technological realization. Such are
quantum networks [3], made up of optical quantum chan-
nels and nodes, eventually culminating in the quantum
internet [4–6]. Such a network would interconnect vari-
ous domains of quantum technology, enabling the distri-
bution of quantum resources such as entanglement, quan-
tum computing, sensor networks, and large-scale secure
communication channels [7]. Because quantum systems
are inherently prone to decoherence their channels must
be protected from the environment.

A fiber-based approach to such networks is severely
limited in distance as the transmittance of optical fibers
decreases exponentially with its length. Together with
the fundamental rate-loss scaling of channel capacities
[8], this makes optical fibers alone incompatible with
long-distance, point-to-point transmissions. Integration
of quantum repeaters [5, 9] into the network would al-
leviate this issue, however, for a large-scale network, a
large number of repeaters would be required [10], mak-
ing a pure fiber-based realization unfeasible in the fore-
seeable future. Therefore, the local fiber-based networks
will likely be supplemented by long-distance space-based
networks, opening the realm of satellite-based quantum
communication [10–13]. Its feasibility has already been
demonstrated with the Micius satellite [14–17] and fur-
ther ambitious plans such as the QEYSSat [18–20] and
QUBE [21] are developing.

A major difficulty in satellite-based communication,
especially with lower-earth orbit (LEO) satellites, is the
large relative velocities and distances between satellites
and ground stations. The relative velocities translate to a
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Doppler shift of the transmitted optical signals, deform-
ing the signal spectrum as well as deteriorating the bit
rates [22–24]. The large distances complicate the precise
synchronization between communicating parties needed
to coordinate their communication effort. The optical
domain of quantum communication amplifies these dif-
ficulties twofold; first, the Doppler effect is proportional
to the signal frequency and therefore especially signifi-
cant in the optical (THz) regime, second quantum op-
tical communication requires coherent detection tech-
niques which are inherently more sensitive to synchro-
nization errors. Furthermore, any practical quantum
network will most likely contain quantum memories as
vital elements as they enable the storage of quantum in-
formation and can help increase communication rates.
In space-based applications, the memories are typically
required to be long-lived [25, 26] and therefore operate
with spectrally narrow signals making them vulnerable
to Doppler shifts. There have been efforts to character-
ize the Doppler shift in LEO constellations [27, 28], to
estimate their effect [22, 29, 30] and to compensate it
[31–34]. While certainly fruitful, we propose integrat-
ing inherently resilient designs into the communication
systems alongside these compensation efforts. In this ar-
ticle, we investigate the effect of the choice of spectral
amplitude waveform, or equivalently, the pulse shape of
the signal carrier, on channel capacities as performance
measures of optical quantum communication with a focus
on continuous-variable quantum key distribution (CV-
QKD). Although satellite-based CV-QKD protocols have
been proposed and their feasibility investigated [35], the
effect of Doppler shift in these scenarios has not been
analyzed quantitatively. While a broader signal band-
width naturally mitigates the effects of Doppler shifts, it
shortens the duration of the pulse making it vulnerable
to delays. Mathematically this follows from the scaling
property of the Fourier transformation. However, even at
equal bandwidth, the exact pulse shape (or spectral am-
plitude) changes the effects of Doppler shifts and delays.
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Depending on how well either Doppler shift or synchro-
nization can be controlled, the choice of pulse shape can
help to mitigate these.

The work is organized as follows: In Section IIA, we
introduce the formalism of continuum quantum states of
light and their spectral amplitude shapes. We then de-
termine the exact deformation under Doppler shift and
delay in Section II B. In Section IIC, we introduce the
overlap integral and from this derive the ambiguity func-
tion as a general measure for correlation and mode match
in the presence of delay and Doppler shift. In Section III,
we derive in detail how mode mismatch enters into an ex-
emplary CV-QKD protocol with homodyne detection.

We show that the quantum channel due to delay and
Doppler shift becomes a lossy dephasing channel and dis-
cuss channel capacities. In Section IV, we consider explic-
itly the Gaussian and single- and double-sided Lorentzian
spectral amplitude functions and discuss their robustness
under delay and Doppler shift by investigating their am-
biguity function and the private capacity bound for the
lossy dephasing channel. We conclude in Section V.

II. QUANTUM STATES OF LIGHT AND
DEFORMATION OF SPECTRAL PROFILES

To investigate the spectral properties of quantum
states of light we assume a quantized electric field. Fol-
lowing [36, 37], we can simplify the analysis to essentially
one dimension since we are focusing on free-space prop-
agation. Fixing the propagation direction to the z-axis
and fixing the polarization to the x-axis, we can write the
electric field operator for continuum fields as a decompo-
sition in continuous frequency modes ω ∈ R+ given by
the following scalar function

E+(z, t) = i

∫ ∞

0

dωκωaωe
−iω(t− z

c ), (1)

where κω =
√

ℏω
4πϵ0cA

is the electrical field strength per

photon in the mode of angular frequency ω, A is the
transversal beam width, c is the speed of light and ϵ0 is
the vacuum permittivity. The annihilation and creation
operators fulfill the usual commutation relations

[aω, a
†
ω′ ] = δ(ω − ω′). (2)

A. Photonic wavepackets

To describe spectra instead of single frequencies, we
now define the creation operator for some arbitrary pho-
ton wavepacket shape which is given by some normalized
spectral distribution F (ωA)

a†F =

∫ ∞

0

dωF (ω)a†(ω) (3)

The creation and annihilation operators fulfill the usual
commutator relation

[aF , a
†
F ] = 1. (4)

The commutator of different wavepacket creation and
annihilation operators is given by the overlap of their
spectral distributions

[aF , a
†
F ′ ] =

∫
dωF ∗(ω)F ′(ω). (5)

One can then further introduce a non-continuous set of
orthonormal functions {ξj} such that the correspond-

ing creation operators aξj commute as [aξi , a
†
ξj
] = δij .

This enables a convenient decomposition into orthogo-
nal modes. Such a set of orthonormal functions can
be constructed from any given spectrum F = ξ0 via
Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization. For example, if F
was a Gaussian, the orthonormal functions would be the
Hermite-Gaussian functions [36].
From these photon wavepacket creation operators, we

can construct more complex field states [36]. Multimode
Fock states are constructed as usual

|{ni}⟩ =
∏
j

(a†ξj )
nj√

nj !
|0⟩ . (6)

Continuum mode coherent states are constructed from
the generalized displacement operator for some spectral
amplitude F (ω)

|α⟩F =
⊗
ω

|αF (ω)⟩ = e
∫
dω(αF (ω)a†(ω)−α∗F∗(ω)aω) |0⟩ ,

(7)
where α = |α|eiθ is the coherent state’s complex ampli-
tude such that |α|2 = ⟨n⟩ is the mean total photon num-
ber. Introducing a complete set of orthonormal functions
{ξi}, we can again perform the following mode decompo-
sition

|α⟩F = e
∑

i

(
cia

†
ξi

−c∗i aξi

)
|0⟩ =

∏
i

|ciξi⟩ , (8)

where ci = α
∫
dωF (ω)ξ∗i (ω) are the Gram-Schmidt co-

efficients. Squeezed states are analogously constructed
from a generalized squeezing operator, as done in e.g.
[36].

B. Signal deformation

As the signal propagates between two parties in rela-
tive motion (e.g. satellites), at reception it will be dis-
torted with respect to the expected signal. Possible rea-
sons for this are noise sources at the emitter’s and re-
ceiver’s end as well as the propagation through a possi-
bly inhomogeneous medium. The relative motion of the
parties distorts the signal spectrally and temporally via
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the Doppler shift. For free space propagation, the rela-
tivistic effects of gravitational redshift and corrections to
the Doppler shift are noteworthy. 1

In the following, we focus on free space propagation
taking into account only Doppler shifts and delays, apply-
ing our previously introduced one-dimensional formalism
for spectral amplitudes describing photon wavepackets.
An application where this is highly relevant is satellite
communication with lower earth orbits where the high
relative velocities cause relative shifts of the order of
10−5 = 10ppm [27]. Depending on the constellation,
the rate of change of the Doppler shift (Doppler rate)
might also vary quickly such that a residual shift will re-
main (e.g. [29]) even when compensation is applied. In
Section III C, we will discuss residual errors.

The general relative shift (or rather stretch) in fre-
quency z between an emitter and receiver is

z =
ω − ωrec

ωrec
=

∆ω

ωrec
⇔ ωrec =

ω

1 + z
, (9)

here ω and ωrec are the emitted and received frequency,
respectively. This is a general expression accounting for
various sources of frequency shift such as the classical
and relativistic Doppler shift and gravitational redshift.

For monochromatic narrowband signals, the Doppler
effect results in a simple frequency shift. In spectral dis-
tributions, each frequency experiences a different shift,
causing a stretch or compression of the spectrum. The
argument of the spectral amplitude changes according
to (9), and the received (normalized) amplitude Frec(ω)
can then be expressed in terms of the emitted amplitude
F (ω) as

Frec(ω) =
√
1 + zF ((1 + z)ω) (10)

where the factor
√
1 + z preserves the normalization.

The normalized signal shape in the temporal domain
A(t) is related to the spectral amplitude by a Fourier
transformation,

A(t) =
1√
2π

∫
dωF (ω)eiωt, (11)

where the domain of integration here and henceforth ex-
tends over the whole real axis. For the temporal and
spectral amplitude to be related by Fourier transforma-
tion, we must assume ω0

∆ν ≫ 1; that is, the spectral am-
plitude must have (at least approximately) support only
for positive frequencies.

A delay τ in the expected time of arrival of the signal
which could be caused by synchronization errors can then
be introduced as t 7→ t− τ . In the spectral domain, this
delay acts as a complex rotation

Arec(t) = A(t− τ) =
1√
2π

∫
dωF (ω)eiω(t−τ). (12)

1 The full treatment would of course require solving the actual
wave equation.

The combined effect of Doppler and delay are

Frec(ω) =
√
1 + zF ((1 + z)ω) e−iωτ (13)

Arec(t) = A

(
t− τ

1 + z

)
1√
1 + z

. (14)

A stretch in the frequency domain naturally corresponds
to a compression in the temporal domain while a shift in
the temporal domain corresponds to a complex rotation
in the spectral domain.
For realistic communication scenarios, we can expect

that the Doppler shift and delay would be estimated and
the result would be used to compensate for the effects.
However, the estimation and the correction will have a
finite accuracy. The residual Doppler shift and delay will
consist of a systematic part δ and a statistical part ξ,
that is,

zres = z − zest = δz + ξz (15)

τres = τ − τest = δτ + ξτ . (16)

The systematic and statistical parts can be associated
with the slowly varying and quickly varying contribu-
tions, respectively.

C. Overlap of signal and local reference

Whenever a signal is to be coherently compared with
a previously agreed-upon reference, as in the case of CV-
QKD, the spatiotemporal distortions of the signal rela-
tive to such a reference are of significance. A measure
of correlation that can be used to quantify this distor-
tion is the overlap integral of the signal spectrum with
the reference spectrum. Quantum mechanically this is
equivalent to the fidelity of the signal state with respect
to the reference state. For pure states, which we consider
here, the spectral overlap integral is recovered.
If a signal and local oscillator are given in terms of

their spectral amplitudes FS(ω), FL(ω), their overlap is
defined as the inner product

⟨FL, FS⟩ =
∫

F ∗
L(ω)FS(ω)dω. (17)

If the signal and local oscillator now differ solely by a
Doppler shift and a delay, we make use of equation (13)
and find

Q(z, τ) =
√
1 + z

∫
F ∗
L(ω)FL ((1 + z)ω) e−iωτdω

=
√
1 + z

∫
A∗

L((1 + z)t+ τ)AL(t)dt.

(18)

Q(z, τ) is a generalized autocorrelation function of the
local oscillator mode which is well known in radar lit-
erature as the ambiguity function [38–41] and also ap-
pears in gravitational wave analysis [42, 43]. The am-
biguity function is the output of a matched filter for a
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given waveform. Therefore, the problem in sensing is,
in some sense, dual to the problem in communication;
what is a nuisance in communication might be the sig-
nal in sensing. We note that the ambiguity function is
also the characteristic function of the Wigner-Ville dis-
tribution of time-frequency analysis [44, 45] which is in
turn closely related to the Wigner function of quantum
mechanics [46]. For the remainder of the article, we will
retain the radar terminology and call Q(z, τ) the ambi-
guity function.

For narrowband signals ω0

∆ν ≫ 1 and small Doppler
shifts z ≪ 1, the effect of the Doppler shift on the signal
may be approximated by a constant frequency shift of
the carrier frequency ω0 (peak frequency) ωD = zω0. In
this approximation, the modulation (the shape) remains
unaltered. This reduces the general ambiguity function
(18) to the so-called Woodward ambiguity function[40]

χ(ωD, τ) =

∫
F ∗
L(ω)FL(ω + ωD)e−iωτdω

=

∫
A∗

L(t+ τ)AL(t)e
−iωDtdt.

(19)

In the remainder of the article, we assume narrowband
signals and small Doppler shifts and use only the Wood-
ward ambiguity function.

We shortly note that for zero Doppler shift the ambi-
guity function reduces to the first order coherence func-
tion while for zero delay it reduces to the spectral auto-
correlation function.

III. DOPPLER SHIFT AND DELAY IN CV-QKD

A. Homodyne detection

Here, we illustrate the occurrence of the overlap, i.e.
mode match, in quantum communication. To this end,
we consider continuous-variable quantum key distribu-
tion (CV-QKD) in free space between two parties, Alice
and Bob who are using a coherent state protocol with a
local local oscillator (LLO) design [47]. The LLO design
was introduced to eliminate the security loophole in the
transmitted local oscillator (TLO) design [48–50]. How-
ever, this introduces the possibility of a mode mismatch
between the local oscillator and the signal state as they
no longer propagate through the same channel.

A sketch of the protocol is shown in Fig. 1. From
Alice’s laser source, she generates a train of pulses that
are modulated to weak signal and high-intensity reference
pulses (as a phase reference is necessary for any quantum
information protocol in continuous variables, [51]). The
weak signal state’s quadratures are modulated accord-
ing to a complex Gaussian distribution by Alice [52, 53].
The slightly delayed reference pulses are carrying phase
information to Bob, effectively establishing a common
measurement basis. Bob locally creates a train of local

Alice Bob
Eve

Quantum channel

Classical Channel

Mod

LO Laser

HDLaser

FIG. 1. Sketch of the CV-QKD protocol with a local local os-
cillator, [47]. Alice sequentially sends weak signal pulses (red)
and intense phase reference pulses (blue). Bob performs a ho-
modyne detection (HD) of both signal and reference pulses in
his phase reference system using the local oscillator (LO).

oscillator pulses (at the same repetition rate) that are
used to detect the incoming signal and reference pulses
coherently. According to his local oscillator, he performs
a homodyne measurement on a random quadrature. The
quadratures themselves are determined according to Al-
ice’s phase reference. Having received all signal states
Bob then communicates to Alice his choices of quadra-
ture. Alice only keeps the quadrature values matching
Bob’s choices, ultimately generating the secret key. For
a comprehensive review see e.g. [54]. The rate at which
the secret key can be generated is determined by the
choice of protocol as well as the properties of the optical
quantum channel. Calculations of key rates for CV-QKD
protocols can be found for example in [8, 55]. Fundamen-
tal bounds in quantum communication were established
in [8]. In [56] sources of noise and loss in satellite quan-
tum communication such as thermal noise, pointing er-
rors, diffraction, and atmospheric loss were investigated
as well as their effect on key rates. In the following, we
will assume the channel to be ideal except for the Doppler
and delay-induced mode mismatch.
The signal and local oscillator are assumed to be in a

continuous mode coherent state, which was introduced in
Sec. II A, Eq. (7) (see also [36, 57, 58])

|αS⟩S =
⊗
ω

|αSFS(ω)⟩ , (20)

|αL⟩L =
⊗
ω

|αLFL(ω)⟩ , (21)

where FS(ω) and FL(ω) are the normalized spectral am-
plitude functions of the signal and local oscillator state.
αS,L is the complex amplitude with modulus |αS,L| and
phase θS,L.
We assume the presence of mode mismatch defined as

1− γ > 0 through the generally complex overlap integral

γ :=

∫
dωFS(ω)F

∗
L(ω) , (22)

also called the mode match. In Fig. 2 we illustrate how
a mismatch in the temporal and spectral domain might
occur: A signal pulse is sent in each time bin of length
δt. Due to Doppler shift the time bins are dilated such
that the length is now zδt. Due to this dilation (and
other synchronization errors), there is an offset τ of the
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FIG. 2. A pulsed signal of length T inside time bins of length
T0. Due to Doppler shift the time-bins are dilated by z and
acquire an offset τi each contributing to a mode mismatch.

incoming signals in addition to the Doppler dilation of
each pulse.

Upon receiving the signal, Bob performs balanced ho-
modyne detection as depicted in Fig. 3. The signal and
Bob’s local oscillator are directed at two ports of a bal-
anced beam splitter and the intensities at the output
ports are measured. To simplify the analysis, we decom-
pose the input states into spectral modes parallel and
orthogonal to the local oscillator mode instead of using
a decomposition into monochromatic modes. As in [59]
we find

|α1′⟩1′ = |γαS⟩1′∥ ⊗
∣∣∣√1− |γ|2αS

〉
1′⊥

, (23)

|α2′⟩2′ = |αL⟩2′∥ ⊗ |0⟩2′⊥ . (24)

Coherent states transform in a beamsplitter simply by
transforming their amplitude like classical electromag-
netic fields [60], that is,

α1 =
α1′ + iα2′√

2
and α2 =

iα1′ + α2′√
2

. (25)

Therefore, we find for the output states 2

|α1⟩1 =

∣∣∣∣γαS + iαL√
2

〉
1∥

⊗
∣∣∣∣∣
√
1− |γ|2αS√

2

〉
1⊥

, (26)

|α2⟩2 =

∣∣∣∣ iγαS + αL√
2

〉
2∥

⊗
∣∣∣∣∣ i
√
1− |γ|2αS√

2

〉
2⊥

. (27)

Assuming idealized detectors that do not discriminate
spectral modes (i.e. have a flat detector response), the
statistics of the photocurrents, which are the quantity

2 We assume here that each spectral mode transforms indepen-
dently in the beamsplitter. This was shown in [59].

measured by Bob, are determined by the photon numbers
in each output mode. The total photon number operator
is given by the sum of the individual photon number
operators for parallel and perpendicular mode [36]

n1,2 = n(1,2)∥
+ n(1,2)⊥

. (28)

For the coherent states under consideration, we find

⟨n1⟩ =
1

2
(|αL|2 + |αS |2 − iα∗

LαSγ + iαLα
∗
Sγ

∗) (29)

⟨n2⟩ =
1

2
(|αL|2 + |αS |2 + iα∗

LαSγ − iαLα
∗
Sγ

∗). (30)

The difference in photon numbers is then

⟨∆n⟩ = 2ℑ(γ∗α∗
SαL),

= 2|αSαLγ| sin(θL − θS − Γ)
(31)

where Γ = arg γ is the phase of the overlap integral. From
this, we see that the mode mismatch acts as an effective
loss in the amplitude and a phase shift of the signal beam
through the modulus and the argument of the overlap γ,
respectively.
To find the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), we first evalu-

ate the variance σ2

σ2 =
〈
(∆n)2

〉
− ⟨∆n⟩2 = |αS |2 + |αL|2, (32)

which is the expected shot noise due to signal and local
oscillator intensity. The SNR then is

SNR =
| ⟨∆n⟩ |

σ
=

2|αSαLγ sin(θL − θS − Γ)|√
|αS |2 + |αL|2

, (33)

which in the limit of a strong local oscillator reduces to

SNR = 2|αSγ sin(θL − θS − Γ)| = 2|ℑ(γαS)|. (34)

Except for a phase shift of π
2 originating from the choice

of beamsplitter transformation this is the same result as
obtained in [59] and is analogous to the results of [37] for
spatial mode mismatch.
For a much more detailed treatment of the statistics of

difference counts in homodyne detection without the as-
sumption of a strong local oscillator, we refer to [60–62].
For a more detailed treatment of the homodyne detection
with a temporal mismatch, we refer to [59].

B. Quantum channel description

Here we will shortly demonstrate that the mode mis-
match in homodyne detection can be shown to be equiv-
alent to an effective loss and a phase shift in the signal
channel in the limit of a strong local oscillator. The cor-
responding setup for a lossy signal channel with no mode
mismatch implemented by a beamsplitter of transmissiv-
ity η and a Γ-phase shifter is illustrated in Fig. 4. We
first identify the overall states before detection in both
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FIG. 3. Mode decomposed balanced homodyne detection
scheme for the signal state |αS⟩ and the local oscillator |αL⟩.
Blue and green lines indicate the mode parallel or perpendic-
ular to the local oscillator mode. Circled numbers indicate
the mode.

FIG. 4. Balanced homodyne detection scheme with an η-
transmissivity beamsplitter and Γ-phase shifter in front. Cir-
cled numbers indicate the mode.

setups with each other. In the original setup (fig. 3), the
overall state has four distinct modes. Rearranging the
modes and using (26), we find

|ϕ⟩ =
∣∣∣∣γαS + iαL√

2

〉
1∥

⊗
∣∣∣∣ iγαS + αL√

2

〉
2∥

⊗
∣∣∣∣∣
√
1− |γ|2αS√

2

〉
1⊥

⊗
∣∣∣∣∣ i
√
1− |γ|2αS√

2

〉
2⊥

. (35)

For the lossy dephasing setup (Fig. 4), the state is

|φ⟩ =
∣∣∣∣ηeiΓαS + iαL√

2

〉
1

⊗
∣∣∣∣ iηeiΓαS + αL√

2

〉
2

⊗
∣∣∣∣∣
√
1− η2αS√

2

〉
0′

.

In these two states, we can identify the perpendicular
modes in H1⊥ ⊗ H2⊥ with the undetected beamsplitter
output H0′ . We now assume that these modes are not
seen by the detector and trace them out. Identifying the
magnitude of the overlap with the transmissivity η = |γ|

and the phase with its argument Γ = arg γ we find that
the states are formally equivalent

|ϕred⟩ = |φred⟩

=

∣∣∣∣ηeiΓαS + iαL√
2

〉
1

⊗
∣∣∣∣ iηeiΓαS + αL√

2

〉
2

.
(36)

Calculating the expectation and variance for the differ-
ence operator for this state we find

⟨∆n⟩ = 2ℑ(ηe−iΓα∗
SαL) (37)

σ2 = |ηαS |2 + |αL|2. (38)

Which differs only by the noise of the perpendicular
signal mode which the detector does not detect. In
the strong local oscillator limit, however, the noise is
dominated purely by the local oscillator’s shot noise
and we find the same detection statistics as for the
mode-matched case. We have therefore shown that in
the strong oscillator limit, homodyning of a mode mis-
matched signal is equivalent to the homodyning of a sig-
nal that went through a quantum channel applying loss
and a phase shift. The quantum channel that describes
Doppler shift and delay is therefore a lossy dephasing
channel, that is, a composition, Lη ◦Np, of a lossy chan-
nel Lη with transmissivity η and corresponding loss 1−η

Lη : |α⟩ 7→ |ηα⟩ , (39)

and a dephasing channel Np

Np : |α⟩ 7→
∫ π

−π

p(Γ)
∣∣eiΓα〉 dΓ, (40)

where p is the probability distribution governing the de-
phasing, [63].

C. Quantum channel capacity

In Section II B, we have argued that the residual red-
shift and delay after estimation and compensation can
be separated into systematic (low frequency) contribu-
tions δz and δτ and stochastic (high frequency, vanishing
mean) contributions ξz and ξτ . From the result of the
last section, we can conclude that these contributions
will induce a systematic part of loss and phase δ1−η and
δΓ, respectively, and a stochastic part of loss and phase
ξ1−η and ξΓ, respectively. As the systematic phase corre-
sponds to a rotation of the measurement basis (a unitary
operation), we assume that this can be compensated in
post-processing through appropriate data analysis, such
as precise orbit determination [35, 64, 65]. In contrast,
the systematic loss δ1−η as well as the stochastic contri-
butions cannot be compensated.
Although, to the knowledge of the authors, the private

or quantum capacity of the lossy dephasing channel is not
yet known, one can find an upper bound for the capacity
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from the capacities of its substituents, the lossy chan-
nel and the dephasing channel; the capacity is always
bounded by the lowest capacity of its substituents [63].
The private and quantum capacity of the lossy channel
is given by the so-called PLOB bound [8]

P (Lη) = Q(Lη) = − log2(1− η). (41)

The private and quantum capacities of the dephasing
channel have recently been found to be given by the rel-
ative entropy of the phase distribution to the uniform
distribution [63]

P (Np) = Q(Np)

= D(p||u) :=
∫ π

−π

dϕ p(ϕ) log2
p(ϕ)

1/(2π)
,

(42)

where p(ϕ) is the probability distribution for the phase
such that it is wrapped to the interval [−π, π]. The ca-
pacities of the lossy dephasing channel are then upper
bounded by

Q(Lη ◦ Np) ≤ P (Lη ◦ Np)

≤ min
{
− log2(1− η), D(p||u)

}
. (43)

1. Systematic loss

The systematic loss δ1−η corresponds to the contri-
bution of systematic mode mismatch originating from
the systematic errors in timing (delay) δτ and frequency
(Doppler) δz, see eq. (15),(16). It is given through the
magnitude of the ambiguity function for the given sys-
tematic delay and Doppler shift values

δ1−η = 1− |χ(δωD
, δτ )| , (44)

where δωD
= ω0δz. As already mentioned, we assume

that the systematic phase error is known (e.g. measured
by pilot pulses) and corrected for in post-processing.
Therefore, the phase of the ambiguity function does not
contribute to systematic errors.

2. Stochastic loss and phase fluctuations

The aforementioned stochastic errors in the phase cor-
respond to phase fluctuations in the quantum channel
that are induced by the stochastic errors in delay ξτ and
Doppler ξz, see eq. (15), (16). The probability distribu-
tions of phase and transmissivity are pϕ and pη, respec-
tively. Due to these fluctuations, the channel becomes a
composition of dephasing and fading lossy channels. The
capacity of the pure-loss fading channel P (Lpη ) is given
by [56]

P (Lpη
) = −

∫
dη pη(η) log2(1− η). (45)

The capacity of the composite channel is then, as be-
fore, upper bounded by the minimum of either channel’s
capacity

P (Lpη ◦ Npϕ
) ≤ min

{
P (Lpη ), P (Npϕ

)
}
. (46)

IV. PULSE SHAPE OPTIMIZATION

The actual spectral distribution F (ω) encountered in
experiments of course depends on the source of the ra-
diation as well as many other experimental parameters.
In the following, we will consider the most commonly
encountered shapes, Gaussian and Lorentzian functions.
The Lorentzian is divided into single- and double-sided
Lorentzian functions. The single-sided Lorentzian corre-
sponds to the (spontaneous) emission process of excited
atoms which decay with a one-sided exponential proba-
bility and therefore appear in e.g. quantum dots as well
as the transmission function of an optical cavity [66], [67,
ch. 2.2]. The double-sided Lorentzian occurs for example
in the cavity-enhanced spontaneous down conversion pro-
cess (SPDC) [68–71] commonly used in quantum infor-
mation processing applications. Gaussian functions are
commonly used to approximate the temporal shape of
pulses originating from actively mode-locked lasers [72].
Via the Fourier transformation, the Gaussian temporal
shape corresponds to a Gaussian spectral amplitude func-
tion and spectrum. For quantum information processing
purposes, a single-photon source with a specific lineshape
can be realized from the SPDC process by applying a fil-
ter on one photon which projects the heralded photon
onto the desired spectrum [73–77]. In addition to pair
sources based on SPDC, single photons with controllable
waveforms and timings can be generated using different
atomic systems [78, 79].

The normalized spectral amplitudes are given by

Gaussian: FG(ω) =
1

4
√
2πσ2

e−
(ω−ω0)2

4σ2 , (47)

Lorentzian
single-sided:

FSL(ω) =

√
∆ν

π

1

∆ν + i(ω − ω0)
, (48)

Lorentzian
double-sided:

FDL(ω) =

√
2s

π

s

s2 + (ω − ω0)2
, (49)

where ω0 is the peak-frequency, and σ, s and ∆ν are
width parameters of the distributions. The associated
signals in the temporal domain are depicted in Fig. 6.
The spectrum is the absolute square of the spectral am-
plitudes, shown in Fig. 5. To make the distributions com-
parable we choose the parameters such that all spectra
have equal bandwidth, which we define as the Half Width
at Half Maximum (HWHM) ∆ν. For the Gaussian distri-
bution, the standard deviation is related to the HWHM
by ∆ν = σ

√
ln 4. For the double-sided Lorentzian it is

∆ν = s
√√

2− 1.
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FIG. 5. Square of the modulus of the spectral distributions
(Power spectral density) given in (47)-(49). The frequency is
given in units of bandwidth.
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FIG. 6. Normalized pulse shape in the temporal domain cor-
responding to the spectral amplitudes (47)-(49). The Gaus-
sian spectral amplitude results in a Gaussian pulse shape
while the Lorentzians correspond to an exponential shape
(single- and double-sided). The pulses are centered at t = 0
and time is given in units of inverse bandwidth.

A. Ambiguity Function

As discussed in Sec. III, we interpret the absolute value
of the ambiguity function as an effective transmissivity
of the quantum channel and its complex argument as a
phase shift, a misalignment of the measurement bases.
In this section, we give expressions and plots for the am-
biguity functions for the three different spectral ampli-
tudes and discuss them. We consider the general case of
combined Doppler shift and delays and the limiting cases
of pure Doppler shifts and pure delays. We restrict our
considerations to the regime of narrow bandwidth and
small redshift and the Woodward ambiguity function in
Eq. (19). In that case, we can analytically calculate the
ambiguity function for the spectral amplitudes of inter-
est (Gaussian and single- and double-sided Lorentzians).
Here we only state the results. The derivations of the
ambiguity functions (18) can be found in the App. A.

1. Combined Doppler shifts and delays

We start with the general case where both Doppler
shifts and delays are present. For the Gaussian we find

χG(ωD, τ) = e−
ω2
D

8σ2 − 1
2 (σ

2τ2)e−iτ(ω0−
ωD
2 ). (50)

where ωD ≡ ω0z is the carrier frequency shift. For the
double-sided Lorentzian, we obtain

χDL(z, τ) = e−s|τ |−iτ(ω0− 1
2ωD)

cos
(

ωD|τ |
2

)
+ 2s

ωD
sin
(

ωD|τ |
2

)
1 +

(
ωD

2s

)2 .

(51)
and the ambiguity function for the single-sided
Lorentzian is given by

χSL(ωD, τ) =
e−|τ |∆ν

1 + i ωD

2∆ν

{
e−iτ(ω0−ωD), τ < 0

e−iτω0 , τ ≥ 0.
(52)

For the Gaussian and double-sided Lorentzian, the
modulus and argument of the ambiguity function can be
easily read off from Eqns. (50), (51). For the single-sided
Lorentzian, we find

|χSL(ωD, τ)| = e−|τ |∆ν√
1 + ( ωD

2∆ν )
2
, (53)

argχSL(ωD, τ) =

{
−τ(ω0 − ωD)− arctan

(
ωD

2∆ν

)
, τ < 0

−τω0 − arctan
(

ωD

2∆ν

)
, τ ≥ 0.

(54)

Fig. 7 shows the absolute value of the ambiguity function
obtained by the different spectral amplitude functions.
Fig. 8 shows the differences in the absolute values of the
ambiguity functions |χ|. In general, we find that they
are more sensitive to delays for the Lorentzian spectral
profiles than for the Gaussian profile and vice versa with
respect to Doppler shifts. A more detailed discussion is
given in the figure captions and in the following for the
cases of pure Doppler shift and pure delay.

2. Pure Doppler shifts

Here we examine the scenario involving only the
Doppler shift and assume no delay, that is, a perfect syn-
chronization but imperfect spectral mode match. The
ambiguity functions are obtained from those above by
setting τ = 0. Plots are shown in Fig. 9a. Regarding
the absolute value of the ambiguity function, the Gaus-
sian profile performs worst while the Lorentzians perform
quite similarly. At small Doppler shifts |χDL(ωD, 0)|
for the double-sided Lorentzian lies above |χSL(ωD, 0)|
for the singled-sided Lorentzian while for larger Doppler
shifts |χSL(ωD, 0)| is the largest. In regions of signifi-
cant Doppler shift, say ωD ≈ 5∆ν, |χG| almost vanishes
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FIG. 7. Absolute value of the ambiguity function (mode match, directly related to channel capacities, see Sec. III C) for
Gaussian, double-sided Lorentzian, and single-sided Lorentzian spectra (see Eqns. (50), (51), (52)). The Gaussian’s ambiguity
function has circular contours (or elliptical, depending on the scaling of the axes) indicating that the Gaussian reacts similarly
to delay as to Doppler shifts. This is expected as the Gaussian stays a Gaussian under Fourier transformation. The double-sided
Lorentzians are stretched along the Doppler axes compared to the Gaussian, indicating stronger resilience to Doppler shifts but
less against delay. The contours are also concave showing an increased vulnerability to combined Doppler shifts and delays.
The single-sided Lorentzian is even more robust against Doppler shift in comparison to the Gaussian spectral profile at the
cost of an increased vulnerability to delay.

FIG. 8. Differences in the absolute values of the ambiguity function (mode match, directly related to channel capacities, see
Sec. III C) for various spectra: (a) Gaussian - double-sided Lorentzian (b) Gaussian - single-sided Lorentzian and (c) double-
sided Lorentzian - single-sided Lorentzian. (a) In comparison to the double-sided Lorentzian, the Gaussian profile achieves
higher absolute values of the ambiguity function in the presence of delays while |χG| is smaller for the presence of a pure
Doppler shift. (b) Qualitatively similar to (a), yet the difference along the delay axis is more significant. (c) The double-sided
Lorentzian achieves higher absolute values of the ambiguity function along delay axes, while |χDL| and |χSL| do not differ
significantly w.r.t. Doppler shifts.

while the single- and double-sided Lorentzians exhibit
|χSL| ∼ 38% and |χDL| ∼ 30%, respectively. These re-
sults indicate that, in scenarios where the Doppler shift is
most relevant, signals with a Lorentzian spectral profile
are strongly preferable to a Gaussian one if the absolute
value of the ambiguity function and the corresponding
mode mismatch are the limiting factors for the perfor-
mance of the quantum channel.

3. Pure delays

For the special case of pure delay τ and no spectral
deformation, corresponding to the case of a timing error,
we reproduce in essence the results of [73]. The tempo-
ral overlap |χ| as a function of delay τ for the different
spectra is shown in Fig. 9b. The quantitative differences
between the profiles in terms of |χ| are shown in Fig. 9b

(bottom). It is evident that the Gaussian spectral pro-
file provides the highest absolute value of the ambigu-
ity function (corresponding to the smallest effective loss)
in the presence of delays that are smaller than about
τ ≲ 2.6/∆ν. For larger delays τ ≳ 3/∆ν, however, both
Lorentzian profiles achieve a higher absolute value of the
ambiguity function, while they do not differ significantly
among themselves.

B. Quantum Channel capacities

Based on the above expressions for the overlap inte-
grals for the three different spectral functions, we are now
ready to investigate the bounds of the quantum channel
capacity and analyze the possibilities for their optimiza-
tion. First, we will investigate the general case of com-
bined Doppler shift and delay, and later, consider the
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FIG. 9. Absolute values of the ambiguity functions (top, mode match, directly related to channel capacities, see Sec. III C)
and their differences (bottom) as functions of (a) varying Doppler shift at vanishing delay and (b) varying delay at vanishing
Doppler shift for three different spectral profiles: Gaussian (blue), double-sided Lorentzian (orange), and single-sided Lorentzian
(green) (see Eqns. (50), (52), (51)) (a) It is clearly visible that the Gaussian spectral profile leads to a stronger vulnerability
to Doppler shifts than the Lorentzian profiles which perform very similarly. (b) We find a superior performance in terms of
mode match of the Gaussian spectral profile in comparison to the Lorentzian profiles for small values of τ . This turns into the
opposite for larger delays τ/∆ν ≳ 2.5, where the absolute value of the ambiguity function is already quite small in general,
however.

cases of pure Doppler shift and pure delay in separate
sub-sections.

1. Combined stochastic Doppler shift and delay

Here we investigate the combined effect of both delay
and Doppler shift on the quantum capacity of the fading
lossy dephasing channel. To treat phase fluctuations and
Doppler shifts on the same footing, we consider only fluc-
tuations, i.e. only the stochastic contributions. For this,
we assume that delay and Doppler shift originate from
normal distributions with zero mean ξωD

∈ N (0, σωD
),

ξτ ∈ N (0, στ ). We calculated the ambiguity function of
each spectral profile from the values of delay and Doppler
shift, and subsequently, we obtained the upper bounds
for the channel capacity according to Eq. (46).

In Fig. 10, the upper bounds for the capacities are de-

picted. 3 For the Gaussian profile and the double-sided
Lorentzian profile, the density plots are split into an up-
per left region with approximate homogeneity along the
(horizontal) Doppler shift axis and a lower right region
with approximate homogeneity along the (vertical) delay
axis. This is expected since the phase fluctuations are in-
dependent of the Doppler shift while the transmissivity
remains approximately constant since the considered de-
lay fluctuations are small compared to the pulse length.
The capacity bound (46) is given by the minimum of
either the lossy channel’s or the dephasing channels’ ca-
pacity. The diagonal boundary between the two regions
corresponds to the parameter values at which both val-
ues coincide. The capacity bound for the single-sided
Lorentzian displays a more complex structure. This is

3 The values of the capacity bounds were calculated numerically
by drawing N = 106 samples of delays and Doppler shifts from
normal distributions of given variances, each centered at zero.
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FIG. 10. Private capacity bounds (see Eq. (46)) for varying variances of fluctuations in delay and Doppler shift. Each figure
displays the capacity bounds corresponding to the spectral profiles (a) Gaussian, (b) double-sided Lorentzian, (c) single-sided
Lorentzian. The Gaussian’s and double-sided Lorentzian’s behave qualitatively similar. The single-sided Lorentzian’s capacity
bound shows a sharp decay for Doppler fluctuations since it picks up additional phase fluctuations for Doppler shifts, as
explained in Sec. IVA.

due to the dependence of the phase on the Doppler shift,
as seen in Eq. (54).

To highlight the difference between the profiles, in Fig.
11 we show the differences in the capacity bounds for
the profiles. In Fig. 11a, it is seen that the Gaussian
profile’s capacity bound is greater than the single-sided
Lorentzian’s in a region of small to medium Doppler shift,
while for large Doppler shift fluctuations (where the ca-
pacity is already low), the single-sided Lorentzian slightly
outperforms the Gaussian. For small fluctuations in de-
lay and Doppler shift (where the capacity bound is high),
the Gaussian outperforms the single-sided Lorentzian sig-
nificantly.

The difference between Gaussian and double-sided
Lorentzian is less significant, as seen in Fig. 11b. In
the upper region of large delay fluctuations, they per-
form identically. This is once again due to the indepen-
dence of phase from the Doppler shift for these profiles:
for delay fluctuations the capacity bound is determined
by the dephasing capacity (42) which for both profiles
is equal and independent from the Doppler shift. For
strong Doppler fluctuations, the double-sided Lorentzian
outperforms the Gaussian. This, of course, reflects the
behavior of the ambiguity function already seen in Sec.
IVA, Fig. 9a.

The double-sided Lorentzian also provides a supe-
rior capacity bound in comparison to the single-sided
Lorentzian for a large part of the parameter range, except
for relatively large Doppler shifts where the capacity is
already low) as depicted in Fig.11c. The general features
agree with Fig. 11a, since the Gaussian and double-sided
Lorentzian profiles provide similar capacity bounds.

2. Pure Doppler shifts

The capacities (43) for a residual Doppler shift (at zero
Doppler and delay fluctuations) for the different spectral

profiles are depicted in Fig. 12a. The capacity is a mono-
tonically decreasing function of the residual Doppler shift
δωD

. At larger shifts, the Lorentzian profiles have a signif-
icantly higher capacity than the Gaussian profile which is
falling off exponentially. Naturally, in the limit ωD → ∞
all capacity bounds approach zero. The difference be-
tween the capacity bounds of Gaussian and Lorentzian
profiles is shown explicitly in Fig. 12a (bottom). The dif-
ferences in capacity between the profiles each show a dis-
tinct maximum which is most prominent in the difference
between the Gaussian and the single-sided Lorentzian
profile. For small residual Doppler shifts, the double-
sided Lorentzian provides the highest capacity bound,
outperforming the other profiles. At residual Doppler
shifts of about ωD ≳ 2∆ν, the single-sided Lorentzian
has a larger capacity than the double-sided.

We now assume that the systematic Doppler shift can
be fully corrected, such that only stochastic errors in the
Doppler shift remain. Since these Doppler fluctuations
do not cause phase fluctuations for the Gaussian and
double-sided spectral profiles, the quantum channel is a
pure loss channel and the capacity bound is attained. For
the single-sided Lorentzian spectral profile, as discussed
in Section IV, Doppler fluctuations induce phase fluctu-
ations and the channel becomes a fading lossy dephasing
channel as in (46). The corresponding capacities and the
capacity bound are depicted in Fig. 12b. From the com-
parison of Fig. 12a and 12b we can tell that fluctuations
in the Doppler shift, in contrast to a systematic error,
cause a significant reduction in the capacity (bound) for
the single-sided Lorentzian in comparison to the other
profiles. For larger fluctuations of about σωD

≳ 6∆ν the
single-sided Lorentzians bound on the capacity is larger
than the capacities for the Gaussian and double-sided
Lorentzian spectra. However, it should be kept in mind
that, for the single-sided Lorentzian, an upper bound for
the capacity, not the capacity itself, is depicted. We con-
clude that the single-sided Lorentzian’s performance is



12

FIG. 11. Logarithm of the quotient (equivalent to the difference of logarithms) of the private capacity bounds, see Eq.
(46), between the different profiles: (a) log(PG/PSL), (b) log(PG/PDL), (c) log(PDL/PSL). (a) The Gaussian profile leads to
higher capacity bounds in regions of small to intermediate Doppler fluctuations than the single-sided Lorentzian profile. It also
shows higher robustness against fluctuations in delay. (b) The double-sided Lorentzian shows higher capacity bounds than the
Gaussian if Doppler fluctuations are present. In terms of robustness against delay fluctuations, they do not differ significantly.
(c) The double-sided Lorentzian provides higher capacity bounds (similar to the Gaussian in (a)) except for substantial Doppler
fluctuations at small delay fluctuations.

significantly reduced in the presence of Doppler shift fluc-
tuations as compared to solely systematic Doppler shift.

In the applications of quantum communication that
this article is relevant for, such as satellite communica-
tion links, the Doppler shift factor z = vrel/c is typically
small, z ≪ 1 (e.g. z ∼ 10−5 for LEO satellites [27]).
The ratio of peak frequency to bandwidth ω0

∆ν , however,
is usually very large in quantum communication applica-
tions (e.g. 108−1011, [16, 80–82]). In that case, the over-
lap of the Gaussian spectra decays exponentially while
the Lorentzians decay only hyperbolically. Analytic ex-
pressions for the overlap asymptotics are given in the
Appendix B.

3. Pure delays

If we consider a systematic error in arrival time (de-
lay), we assume the phase error to be measurable and
corrected in post-processing, as explained in III C. Al-
though the phase can be corrected, the delay still causes
an effective loss due to the non-unity overlap of the wave
packets. This corresponds to the modulus of the ambigu-
ity function, which was already discussed in Section IVA
and Fig. 9b. The quantum capacity is then simply given
by the PLOB bound (41).

For stochastic errors, that is, fluctuating delays, in the
absence of Doppler shift, all spectral profiles show the
same behavior in terms of capacity. The capacity is upper
bounded by the dephasing channel capacity (42) which is
independent of the spectral profile in question since the
phase of the ambiguity function reduces to −ω0τ in this
case (see also Section IVA).

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the resilience of optical quantum
communication systems to spatio-temporal distortions.
In the context of continuous-variable quantum key distri-
bution protocols, our findings reveal a direct connection
between the behavior of generalized correlation functions
and channel capacities, emphasizing the fundamental re-
lationship between cryptographic security and spectral
characteristics.
Further analysis centered on Gaussian and Lorentzian

spectral profiles, representing distinct paradigms in spec-
tral engineering. Our results demonstrate the superior
ability of Gaussian profiles to mitigate the detrimental
effect of temporal delays compared to Lorentzian profiles,
whereas Lorentzian profiles effectively reduce the vulner-
ability to spectral deformations originating from Doppler
shifts. We find, however, that in the presence of fluctu-
ating Doppler shift, the single-sided Lorentzian profile
can lead to significant dephasing, making it less prefer-
able in such scenarios. This suggests that optimizing
spectral characteristics could significantly improve sys-
tem resilience.
The practical implications of our findings extend be-

yond theoretical insights, offering concrete guidance for
the design of optical quantum communication systems.
We believe that the addition of spectral optimization to
compensation techniques will yield a more universally re-
silient design of optical quantum network infrastructure.
To better understand the implications of our results for

practical implementations of space-based quantum com-
munication, the present analysis has to be extended to
include realistic satellite and ground station constella-
tions and a model of the timing of emission and reception
of signals (the emitter-observer problem), which will be
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FIG. 12. Private capacity bounds (top) and logarithms of their quotients (bottom) in dependence of (a) constant (systematic,
Eq. (43)) and (b) fluctuating (stochastic, Eq. (46)) Doppler shift and perfect delay compensation for three different spectral
profiles: Gaussian (blue), double-sided Lorentzian (orange), single-sided Lorentzian (green). (a) The Doppler shift causes a
spectral mode mismatch, leading to an effective loss that degrades the channel capacity. The Gaussian provides the lowest
capacity, while the single-sided Lorentzian provides the highest capacity. (b) Although many features are similar to those
in (a), the single-sided Lorentzian profile experiences a significant drop due to additional phase fluctuations induced by the
Doppler shift, as explained in the main text. The other profiles do not exhibit these phase fluctuations, making the single-sided
Lorentzian perform the worst up to a certain threshold. Due to the phase fluctuations the plot in (b) shows only an upper
bound of the capacity for the single-sided Lorentzian. The logarithms of the quotients converge for small Doppler fluctuations,
σωD ≪ ∆ν, like log(PG/PSL) ∼ log(PDL/PSL) ∼ log(2), meaning that, for asymptotically small Doppler fluctuations, the
single-sided Lorentzian yields at most half the private capacity of the other spectral profiles. The Gaussian and double-
sided Lorentzian asymptotically yield equal capacity bounds, log(PG/PDL) ∼ log(1). This can also be seen directly from the
asymptotics derived in the Appendix B 2.

addressed in a follow-up article.

Beyond leading order Doppler shifts, the significantly
smaller relativistic contributions of transverse Doppler
shift and gravitational redshift are also covered by our
analysis as they affect the signal by frequency shifts only.
However, the inclusion of higher order relativistic contri-
butions necessitates a more detailed modeling. For exam-
ple, to include spatial mode properties and how they are
affected by gravity in a relativistic situation, our analysis
has to be extended to 3-dimensional optical pulses. Such
a framework would be able to cover effects like wave-
front deformations due to spacetime curvature and the
Wigner translation of polarized light due to the relative
motion of emitter and observer. Eventually, this should
provide a general framework to investigate the resilience
of quantum communication networks to relativistic ef-
fects, which can also be employed to quantify the utility

of such networks for tests of general relativity and quan-
tum optics in curved spacetime [13, 83–92].
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Appendix A: Derivation of the generalized
correlation function

For the spectral amplitudes of interest (Gaussian and
single- and double-sided Lorentzians) we can analytically
calculate the ambiguity function as given in Eq. (18).

1. Gaussian

To calculate the ambiguity function for the Gaussian
spectrum we integrate in the spectral domain and make
use of the fact that the product of two Gaussians is a
Gaussian and that the Fourier transform of a Gaussian
is also Gaussian.

QG(z, τ) =
√
1 + z

∫
F ∗
G(ω)FG(ω(1 + z))e−iωτdω

=

√
1 + z

2πσ2

∫
e−

1
4σ2 (2(ω−ω0)

2+2(ω−ω0)ωz+ω2z2)e−iωτdω

=

√
1 + z

2πσ2

∫
e−

1
4σ2 (ω2(1+(1+z)2)−ωω02(2+z)+2ω2

0)e−iωτdω

=

√
2(z + 1)

z(z + 2) + 2
e
−ω2

0z2+4iω0σ2τ(z+2)+4σ4τ2

4σ2(z(z+2)+2) ,

(A1)
where the standard deviation σ is related to the band-
width (here HWHM) by σ = ∆ν√

ln 4
. For small Doppler

shifts z ≪ 1 while ωD := zω0 remains significant, we
can retrieve the Woodwards ambiguity function in the
narrowband limit

χG(ωD, τ) = e−
ω2
D

8σ2 − 1
2 (σ

2τ2)e−iτ(ω0−
ωD
2 ). (A2)

2. Double-sided Lorentzian

The calculation for the double-sided Lorentzian can
be performed either in the spectral domain by making
use of the residual theorem or by direct integration of
the exponentials in the temporal domain. We give the
latter derivation. The spectral amplitude function in the
temporal domain is the double-sided exponential function

ADL(t) =
√
se−s|t|+iω0t,

where s is the width parameter of the Lorentzian and

related to the bandwidth by ∆ν = s
√√

2− 1. The am-

biguity function is then given as

QDL(z, τ) = s
√
1 + z

∫ ∞

−∞
e−s(|t|+|τ+t(1+z)|e−iω0(τ+tz)dt.

(A3)

Because the absolute value of τ enters into the expression
we consider each sign separately. The overall ambiguity
function is then the composition

QDL(z, τ) = s
√
1 + z

{
q>DL(z, τ), τ ≥ 0,

q<DL(z, τ), τ < 0.
(A4)

For τ > 0 we integrate three intervals.

1. I = {t > 0}

q>I (z, τ) =

∫ ∞

0

e−s(τ+t(2+z)e−iω0(τ+tz)dt

=
e−sτ−iω0τ

s(2 + z) + iω0z

(A5)

2. II = {t < 0 ∧ t > −τ/(1 + z)}

q>II(z, τ) =

∫ 0

− τ
z+1

e−s(τ+tz)e−iω0(τ+tz)dt

=
e−sτ−iω0τ

sz + iω0z

(
esτ

z
z+1+iω0τ

z
z+1 − 1

) (A6)

3. III = {t < τ/(1 + z)}

q>III(z, τ) =

∫ −τ
z+1

−∞
es(τ+t(2+z)e−iω0(τ+tz)dt

=
esτ−iω0τ

s(2 + z)− iω0z
e−sτ 2+z

1+z+iω0τ
z

z+1

=
e−sτ−iω0τ

s(2 + z)− iω0z
esτ

z
z+1+iω0τ

z
z+1

(A7)

The sum of all three terms yields for τ > 0

q>DL(z, τ) =e
−τ(s+iω0)

z+1

(
1

sz + iω0z
+

1

s(z + 2)− iω0z

)
−e−τ(s+iω0)

(
1

sz + iω0z
− 1

s(2 + z) + iω0z

)
(A8)

For τ < 0 an analogous calculation yields

q<DL(z, τ) =e
τ(s−iω0)

z+1

(
1

sz − iω0z
+

1

s(z + 2) + iω0z

)
−eτ(s−iω0)

(
1

sz − iω0z
− 1

s(2 + z)− iω0z

)
.

(A9)

For small Doppler shifts z ≪ 1 we can make the fol-
lowing approximation

χDL(z, τ) = e−s|τ |−iτ(ω0− 1
2ωD)

cos
(

ωD|τ |
2

)
+ 2s

ωD
sin
(

ωD|τ |
2

)
1 +

(
ωD

2s

)2 .

(A10)
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3. Single-sided Lorentzian

The ambiguity function for the single-sided exponen-
tial function can be found by straightforward integration

QSL(z, τ) =2∆ν
√
1 + z

∫
e−∆ν(t(2+z)+τ)e−iω0(τ+tz)

×Θ(t)Θ (t(1 + z) + τ) dt

=2∆ν
√
1 + z

(∫ ∞

0

e−∆ν(t(2+z)+τ)e−iω0(τ+tz)Θ(τ)dt

+

∫ ∞

−τ/(1+z)

e−∆ν(t(2+z)+τ)e−iω0(τ+tz)Θ(−τ)dt

)
=2∆ν

√
1 + z

e−τ(∆ν+iω0)Θ(τ) + e
τ

1+z (∆ν−iω0)Θ(−τ)

∆ν(z + 2) + iω0z
(A11)

We again approximate the above expression for small
Doppler shifts z ≪ 1

χSL(ωD, τ) =
e−|τ |∆ν

1 + i ωD

2∆ν

{
e−iτ(ω0−ωD), τ < 0

e−iτω0 , τ ≥ 0.
(A12)

Appendix B: Asymptotics

1. Ambiguity functions

Here we give the expressions for the asymptotics of the
ambiguity functions (50),(51),(52) for ωD/∆ν ≪ 1

χG(ωD, τ) ∼
(
1− 1

2

(ωD

2σ

)2)
e−i(ω0−

ωD
2 )τ− τ2σ2

2 , (B1)

χDL(ωD, τ) ∼
(
1−

(ωD

2s

)2)
e−i(ω0−

ωD
2 )τ−s|τ |

×
(
cos

(
ωD|τ |
2

)
+

2s

ωD
sin

(
ωD|τ |
2

))
,

(B2)

χSL(ωD, τ) ∼
(
1− 1

2

( ωD

2∆ν

)2)
×e−i

ωD
2∆ν −∆ν|τ |

{
e−i(ω0−ωD)τ , τ < 0

e−iω0τ , τ ≥ 0

, (B3)

and for ωD/∆ν ≫ 1

χG(ωD, τ) ∼ e−
1
2 (

ωD
2σ )

2− τ2σ2

2 e−i(ω0−
ωD
2 )τ , (B4)

χDL(ωD, τ) ∼
(ωD

2s

)−2

e−s|τ |−i(ω0−
ωD
2 )τ cos

(
ωD|τ |
2

)
,

(B5)

χSL(ωD, τ) ∼
( ωD

2∆ν

)−1

e−∆ν|τ |

×e−iπ/2

{
e−i(ω0−ωD)τ , τ < 0

e−iω0τ , τ ≥ 0.

(B6)

2. Capacities

Here we give the asymptotics of the capacities as ob-
tained from the ambiguity functions’ asymptotics derived
above.

a. Systematic Doppler shift

In the presence of systematic Doppler shift and zero
delay, the capacity is determined by the PLOB bound
(41). Using the asymptotics for the ambiguity function,
we obtain for δωD

/∆ν ≪ 1

PG(δωD
) ∼ − log2

(
1

2

(
δωD

2σ

)2
)

(B7)

PDL(δωD
) ∼ − log2

(
δωD

2s

)2

(B8)

PSL(δδωD
) ∼ − log2

(
1

2

(
δωD

2∆ν

)2
)
. (B9)

b. Stochastic Doppler shift

For an asymptotically small stochastic Doppler shift,
σωD

/∆ν ≪ 1, and zero delay the capacities for the Gaus-
sian and single-sided Lorentzian profile are determined by
the averaged PLOB bound (45), yielding

PG(σωD
) ∼ − log2

(
1

4

(σωD

2σ

)2)
+

γ

log 2
(B10)

PDL(σωD
) ∼ − log2

(
1

2

(σωD

2s

)2)
+

γ

log 2
, (B11)

where γ is the Euler–Mascheroni constant, meaning both
agree asymptotically, PG ∼ PDL. Since the single-sided
Lorentzian suffers dephasing from Doppler fluctuations,
the corresponding capacity is upper bounded by the min-
imum of PLOB bound and dephasing capacity, see (46).
The asymptotic PLOB bound is

PSL(Lη) = − log2

(
1

4

( σωD

2∆ν

)2)
+

γ

log 2
, (B12)

while the asymptotic dephasing capacity is only [63]

PSL(Np) = −1

2
log2

(
e

2π

( σωD

2∆ν

)2)
. (B13)

Therefore, asymptotically, the dephasing bounds the ca-
pacity for the single-sided Lorentzian profile to half the
capacity of the remaining channels which remain pure
loss, i.e. PSL ∼ 1

2PG ∼ 1
2PDL.
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Brukner, Classical and Quantum Gravity 29, 224010
(2012).

[84] D. Rideout, T. Jennewein, G. Amelino-Camelia,
T. F. Demarie, B. L. Higgins, A. Kempf, A. Kent,
R. Laflamme, X. Ma, R. B. Mann, E. Mart́ın-Mart́ınez,
N. C. Menicucci, J. Moffat, C. Simon, R. Sorkin,
L. Smolin, and D. R. Terno, Classical and Quantum
Gravity 29, 224011 (2012).

https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSOS.2011.5783683
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSOS.2011.5783683
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSOS.2011.5783683
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.42.4102
https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.2009.2024959
https://doi.org/10.1109/JSTQE.2009.2024959
https://books.google.de/books?id=_tpQAAAAMAAJ
https://books.google.de/books?id=_tpQAAAAMAAJ
https://books.google.de/books?id=whVTAAAAMAAJ
https://books.google.de/books?id=whVTAAAAMAAJ
https://doi.org/10.1109/TME.1965.4323176
https://doi.org/10.1109/TME.1965.4323176
https://doi.org/10.1109/WMCaS.2015.7233208
https://doi.org/10.1109/WMCaS.2015.7233208
https://doi.org/10.1109/WMCaS.2015.7233208
https://books.google.de/books?id=jLRLVaR97AUC
https://books.google.de/books?id=jLRLVaR97AUC
https://books.google.de/books?id=jLRLVaR97AUC
https://books.google.de/books?id=1bnrCAAAQBAJ
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.3.000272
https://doi.org/10.1364/AOP.3.000272
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.40.749
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.012316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.012316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041010
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.40.003695
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.40.003695
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.555
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.555
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0610030
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0610030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.057902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.057902
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.013279
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.027902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.027902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.109.033722
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/37/29/010
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/37/29/010
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0404090
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0404090
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.47.4227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.47.4227
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.053835
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.053835
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-023-01190-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-023-01190-4
https://doi.org/10.1017/aer.2020.8
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01086
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.2556
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.83.2556
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.30.1386
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.30.1386
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500348714550811
https://doi.org/10.1080/09500348714550811
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.79.043835
https://doi.org/10.61835/12e
https://www.rp-photonics.com/gaussian_pulses.html
https://www.rp-photonics.com/gaussian_pulses.html
https://doi.org/10.1088/1355-5111/9/4/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1355-5111/9/4/009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.103601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.073601
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/75/12/126503
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/75/12/126503
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02961
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13556
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms13556
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.010502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.125.010502
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/ab19d1
https://doi.org/10.1088/2058-9565/ab19d1
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224010
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224010
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224011
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/29/22/224011


18

[85] M. Mohageg, L. Mazzarella, C. Anastopoulos, J. Gal-
licchio, B.-L. Hu, T. Jennewein, S. Johnson, S.-Y. Lin,
A. Ling, C. Marquardt, M. Meister, R. Newell, A. Roura,
W. P. Schleich, C. Schubert, D. V. Strekalov, G. Vallone,
P. Villoresi, L. Wörner, N. Yu, A. Zhai, and P. Kwiat,
EPJ Quantum Technology 9, 25 (2022).

[86] T. B. Mieling, C. Hilweg, and P. Walther, Phys. Rev. A
106, L031701 (2022).

[87] D. E. Bruschi, T. C. Ralph, I. Fuentes, T. Jennewein,
and M. Razavi, Phys. Rev. D 90, 045041 (2014).

[88] J. Kohlrus, D. E. Bruschi, J. Louko, and I. Fuentes, EPJ
Quantum Technology 4, 7 (2017).

[89] D. E. Bruschi, S. Chatzinotas, F. K. Wilhelm, and A. W.
Schell, Phys. Rev. D 104, 085015 (2021).

[90] R. Barzel, D. E. Bruschi, A. W. Schell, and
C. Lämmerzahl, Phys. Rev. D 105, 105016 (2022).
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