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Proposed rapid detection of nuclear spins with entanglement-enhanced sensors
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Recently, there have been significant developments to detect nuclear spins with an nitrogen va-
cancy (NV) center in diamond. However, due to the nature of the short range dipole-dipole inter-
action, it takes a long time to detect distant nuclear spins with the NV centers. Here, we propose
a rapid detection of nuclear spins with an entanglement between the NV centers. We show that
the necessary time to detect the nuclear spins with the entanglement is several orders of magni-
tude shorter than that with separable NV centers. Our result pave the way for new applications in

nanoscale nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy is a
widely applicable technique to characterize the behav-
ior of atoms by measuring the magnetic fields generated
from nuclear spins. However, a conventional NMR, sys-
tem with inductive coil sensors requires large sample vol-
umes to obtain sufficient signals because of the weak mag-
netic fields and low thermal polarization of nuclear spins.

Qubit-based sensors, called quantum sensors, have at-
tracted much attention for their ultra-high sensitivity be-
yond conventional magnetic sensors. Among the quan-
tum sensors a nitrogen-vacancy (NV) quantum sensor,
where the electron-spin state of a NV center in diamond
is used as a spin qubit, has high spatial resolution in
addition to high sensitivity of magnetic field [ 2].

With its advantages, an NV quantum sensor is ex-
pected to be a candidate for realizing NMR spec-
troscopy for small quantity of nuclear spins on micro-
and nanometer- scales [3H7]. To detect the nuclear spins
with the NV centers, a thermal polarization of the nu-
clear spins are not required but a statistical polarization
of the nuclear spins is used. In this case, although the
mean polarization of the nuclear spins is zero, there is
a statistical fluctuation of the nuclear spins [8HI0], and
this induces measurable signals on the NV centers.

However, the NMR with NV centers is useful only
when the distance between the NV center and nuclear
spins is around tens of nanometers or less. The dipole-
dipole interaction between the NV center and nuclear
spins decreases by r—3 where r denotes the distance be-
tween them, and this limits the sensing distance of the
NV centers.

On the other hand, entanglement enhanced sensing
has been attracted the attention of researchers due to
the potentially high sensitivity. To detect global mag-
netic fields, the sensing with L probe qubits (or spins)
provides with an estimation uncertainty to decrease by
L~1/2, which is called the standard quantum limit (SQL).
On the other hand, by using an entangled state with
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L probe qubits, we can decrease the estimation uncer-
tainty by L~! under ideal conditions. Even under the
effect of decoherence, there are many protocols to use the
entanglement enhanced sensing that surpasses the SQL
11, [12).

Recently, a theoretical scheme to use the entangle-
ment for the detection of a single spin was proposed
[13, [14]. The crucial idea is to detect spatially inhomo-
geneous magnetic fields from the target single spin by
using the entanglement enhanced magnetic field sensor.
It was shown that, as long as the target spin is polarized
during the protocol, the entanglement sensing allows us
to detect the target single spin much faster than the con-
ventional sensing strategy with separable probe qubits
[13, [14].

Here, we propose an entanglement enhanced NMR
where we use an entanglement among the NV centers
to detect a nuclear spin ensemble. Especially, we con-
sider a case that the target nuclear spins are not polar-
ized but prepared in a completely mixed state, which is
the standard assumption when we perform the NMR at
room temperature. We show that a typical entanglement
called a ”GHZ state” among the NV centers can detect
the nuclear spins by preforming a spin echo sequence on
the NV centers. Moreover, when the distance between
the NV centers and nuclear spins is around hundreds
of nanometers, the necessary time to detect the nuclear
spins with the entangled NV centers is several orders of
magnitude smaller than that with separable NV centers.
Our results paves the way for many applications of the
nano-scale NMR, especially when the nuclear spins are
located in a distant place.

II. SETUP

As shown in Fig.[l] we prepare L-qubit probe NV cen-
ters uniformly distributed with a density pnv inside a
semicylindrical form to detect M-qubit nuclear spins. Al-
though the NV centers are spin-1 system, we can use only
|0) and | 4+ 1) by ignoring | — 1) by using a frequency se-
lectivity. We set i = 1 throughout this paper. The total
Hamiltonian, which describes the Zeeman and the dipole-
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FIG. 1. Schematic of our scheme to detect unpolarized nu-
clear spins by using NV centers as a probe. The NV centers
are uniformly distributed with a density pnv inside a semi-
cylindrical form ({(z,v,2)| 22 + ¥* < rlax, Zmin < 2 < Zmax,
x > 0}). We choose z-direction as a quantization axis for
both the nuclear spins and the probe spins.

dipole interaction between the nuclear spins and the NV
centers, is given by
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where w(™ (wP)) is a resonant frequency of the nuclear
. 1oy (T~ (P) . .
spins (NV centers), G = % is an effective coupling

strength between the nuclear spins and NV centers, ~(T)
( ¥®)) denotes magnetic moments of the nuclear spins
(NV centers), gJ(.P) = (6;1?, 6;1;), AEPJ)) is a set of the Pauli
matrices of the NV centers at 7; = (x;,y;, z;), and 7; =
7, — 75 is a relative vector between a nuclear spin and
a NV center. In a rotating frame defined by e*f*?, we

can use a rotating wave approximation and obtain the
following effective Hamiltonian

B = @3 [ AT+ B+ ot ] o
(4)

where we define A(7;) = —Bﬁljiz‘f;j, B(7%;) = —S%ﬁ?,

and C(7;) = ﬁ (1 - %) Here, we assume G <

w(™ and we will calculate the leading order of G /w(T).
It is worth mentioning that the dynamics between the
nuclear spins and NV centers was analyzed for the sep-
arable states by adopting a semi-classical model to treat
the nuclear spins as a classical bath [I5]. However, it is
not clear whether such a semi-classical can be used when

the NV centers to probe the nuclear spins are highly en-
tangled. So we adopt a fully-quantized model to describe
both nuclear spins and NV centers.

Since the most relevant decoherence of the NV center
is dephasing, we consider the dephasing noise. For a
single-qubit state p, the dephasing map €M) is defined
by [16}, [17]
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where ¢ is an interaction time and 75 is a dephasing time.
For an L-qubit state, the dephasing map independently
acts on each qubit: E=EM oM o...0 M),

III. CONVENTIONAL PROTOCOL:
SEPARABLE STATE

We describe how to detect the unpolarized nuclear
spins with separable states through the periodic dy-
namical decoupling sequences. The conventional pro-
tocol is shown as below: In step 1, prepare the initial
state 2M le |+); (+1;- Here, It denotes a completely
mixed state of the nuclear spins. In step 2, let the state
evolve for 2 time 7 with the effective total Hamiltonian
Hr + H ) \nder the dephasing noise, and perform a
7 pulse on all the probe spins. In step 3, repeat step 2
npp times. For simplicity, we only consider that npp is
a odd number. In step 4, measure the probe spins with
the operator It ® M,, where M, = Zle &gj). In the
final step, repeat 1-4 steps N,,, times.

The expectation value (M, ) with dephasing noise (see
the derivation in Appendix A) can be calculated as
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(npp + 1)7 is an interaction time,
= T35 x (npp)*/? [16, 08, 19], and I{Y =

ijwzl ijzl[A(ij)]2 + [B(7%;)]? is a geometric factor,
which is essentially the same result obtained in the pre-
vious study [I5]. We assume that a distance between
nuclear spins is sufficiently small. By assuming zpyi, >
(pnv) Y3, we take a continuous limit
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where pny is a density of the probe NV centers,
as shown in Flg [ We can calculate the integral:

[dv 2 24y2)22 3r =3 F(sep) although
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an analytical expression of is too complicated to be
included here (the explicit form is in Appendix .

The variance is obtained as ((M,)?) — (Mx>2 =L(1-
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FIG. 2. Minimum detectable time TCEDD) with separable states
in Eq. against zmin with npp = 63. All the nuclear spins
are protons (v = 27 x42 MHz T~!), and the number of the
nuclear spins are M = 1.25x 10° (i.e. density 1.0 x 10?2 cm ™3
inside a cube with a linear length 50 nm). We employ the
parameters of the NV centers realized in the previous experi-
ment [20]: (NV1) 75" = 8.3x107° s, pxv = 1.1x10*7 em™%;
(NV2) T = 4.5 x 1075 5, pxv = 1.1 x 10'® cm™2; (NV3)
T =31 x107% s, pnv = 1.8 x 10 cm ™3,

3
2 ;)
e <T53 "/ ). We can calculate the signal-to-noise ra-
tio from these results. The signal for the case of sep-
arable states is given by Spp = [(My)go_o — (Ma) |,

3
where <MT>G:O = Lei<T2'ﬁD> . The noise is given by

= )
Npp = 4/ W\Iw7 where N,,, = T'/t is the number
of measurement and 7T is the total measurement time.

To detect the nuclear spins, % > 1 is required, and

a minimum detectable time to satisfy % =1 is calcu-

lated as TLgDD) = fPD)(7) x W, where f(PD)(r) =
M,L

t X

2
T ) . We need to opti-
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mize (i)fPP)(r) and (ii) ﬁ We can minimize the
first term by choosing optimal w and 7 so that a reso-
nant condition of 7 = 7/w(T) should be satisfied, and

: (DD) _ nt .
obtain f () = o0 )2 ()7 G Also, for fixed
Zmin and pny, we can numerically minimize the second
9
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Tmax == 1.16 and Zpnax ~ 1.29. After these optimization,
we obtain the optimized minimum detectable time

7 by choosing
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where ¢(PP) ~ 0.0536. In Figs. [2{ and [3| we plot TéDD)
against zpyin. These results clearly show that, for zpyy, >
500 nm, we cannot detect the nuclear spins using the
separable states in a realistic time (e.g., 10%s ~ 30 years).
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FIG. 3. Minimum detectable time TéDD) with separable states
echo

in Eq. against zmin for several npp with 75 and pnv
fixed for NV3. All the other parameters are the same in Fig.

IV. OUR PROTOCOL: GHZ STATE

Compared with the separable states, we show how to
detect the unpolarized nuclear spins with GHZ states
through the spin echo sequences, which corresponds to
a special case of the dynamical decoupling at npp = 1.
Our protocol is shown as below: In step 1, prepare the
initial state 1% ® |GHZ) (GHZ|, where we define

1
V2

In step 2, let the state evolve for a time 7 with the ef-

IGHZ) = —(|00- - 0) + |11 ---1)). (9)

fective total Hamiltonian Hr + Ifll(eﬁ) under dephasing
noise, and perform a 7 pulse on the probe spins. In step
3, again, let the state evolve for a time 7 with Hy —|—I:II(EH),
and perform a 7 pulse on the probe spins. In step 4,
Measure the probe spins with the projection operator
It ® |GHZ) (GHZ|. In the final step, repeat 1-4 steps N,,
times.

We can calculate the measurement probability p(GHZ)
(see the derivation in Appendix A) in step 4:
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where Ty p = D k=1 jl,j2:1[A(7"kj1)A(Tka) +
B(7j,)B(Tkj,)] is a geometric factor. Under the same

p(GHZ) =

X sin

assumption of the separable states, Fg@ntL) can be approx-
imated as FS&ML) ~ M x Fff). The geometric factor can
be simplified as

T 2 (onv) P (P, ) (1)

although an analytical expression of is too complicated to
be included here (the explicit form is in Appendix. We
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FIG. 4. Minimum detectable time T;em) with GHZ states in
Eq. against zmin. All the parameters are the same in
Fig. [

can calculate the signal-to-noise ratio form the measure-
ment probability p(GHZ). The signal for the case of GHZ
states is given by Scuz = |p(GHZ)|g=0—p(GHZ)|, where

1,1 e ’
p(GHZ)|g=0 = 5 + 3¢ T2
by Neuz = \/ w. Similarly, we define the
minimum detectable time Téent) such that % =1 as

T = fen(F) x

The noise is given

L _ 7 T) _
Ty where 7 = i3 w™ =
M,L

2f[ez($>37u <[@<T>]2)2

LY3aM and flent)(7) = e

s o5
sin® w(z)T

f(DD) (1) |NDD:1' For fixed zpyin and pNv, we can numer-

3 2 s

: T L T o Zmi [Fiax [Zmax—1]]

ically minimize —=~— = I x Zgin max b
Y TR~ 270 TR o o) |

choosing 7ax = 5.05 and Zpax = 4.96. After these opti-
mization, we obtain the optimized minimum detectable
time

1 23
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where ¢(®Y) = 0.0107. In Fig. 4, we plot Técnt) against
Zmin.- Compared with the separable states, we can ef-
ficiently detect the distant nuclear spins, as shown in
Fig. 4l Actually, we can confirm in Fig. Técm) ~ 60 s
at Zmin = 1 pum for NV1, which is 107 times faster than
the case with the separable states.

V. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we propose an entanglement enhanced
detection of nuclear spins by using NV centers. We show
that we can detect the nuclear spins with entangled NV
centers several orders of magnitude faster than the case
with separable NV centers, especially when the distance
between the nuclear spins and NV centers is around or
more than hundreds of nanometers. Our results suggest
a novel approach to nanoscale NMR for detecting distant
nuclear spins.
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Appendix A: Derivation for separable states and GHZ states

In this section, we will derive the expectation value in Eq. @ and the measurement probability in Eq. .

1. Second order perturbation formula

We use the relation of the unitary operator up to the second order of e:

e—i(A—sB)T _ e—iAT <1 +i5/ d)\eiA/\Be—i(A—sB)A> (Al)
0
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where F(\) = e?4*Be~"4* and
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We will use this perturbation formula in the following.

2. Derivation of the expectation value in Eq. @

Let us calculate the expectation value of M, when the NV centers are prepared in separable states. Without loss
of generality (up to the second order perturbation), we calculate a case of a single-nuclear spin M = 1. We prepare
the initial states with

L
i = 2 @ I+, (+, (A6)
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So the initial state is a classical mixture of |[+) (+| ®%_, |+); (+1; and |=) (—] %, [+), (+];. However, as shown
below, the result with an initial state of |+) (+] @, |4+); (+|; is the same as that with the other initial state of
|—) (] ®3L:1 |4+); (+|;- Therefore, we firstly consider the initial state |+) (+] ®JL:1 |+); (+];, and secondly we show
that the two initial states give the same result.

As we explain in the main text, the conventional protocol is shown as below: In step 1, prepare the initial state
[¥(0)) = |+) ®f:1 |+),- In step 2, let the state evolve for a time 7 with the effective total Hamiltonian Hr + ﬁfeﬁ):

L
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where we expand the states of the probe spins on the computational basis: |s) = [s152---s.) (s; = 0 or 1 or all 7)
and we define

A = G| A6 + B(7)e{" + C(7)aP| (A12)

Moreover, perform a 7w pulse on the probe spins:

L
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Using the second order perturbation in Eq. 1) ]\Zfél) and MS(Q) can be written as
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where we define a vector
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In step 3, repeat the step 2 Npp (2Npp = npp + 1) times:
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In step 4, measure the expectation value as
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(A27)

(A28)

(A29)

(A30)

(A31)

(A32)
(A33)



and we obtain
(M} )Now (M) Voo =l + e Voo™ DAT (40N 4 cihNoow st 4(1)

3
i W™ 15D ; (T) 15 (T) G
2[(AD)TAW 4 (AD)femiNope Dol 1 i(NopwDir)os Aﬁ”HO((W) ) .

Here, we use the following relation:

L L
P
(s'] M, |s) Z ( ) Z 55'15155’252 o 6535.7'+1 T 5SILSL’ (A35)

Jj=1 Jj=1

and it leads to these relations for L > 2:

1 )
7 U 1N = 7 31 =0 .
1 s
5 Z (1901 18) = 5 3 (1) =0 T
oL Z Jortee (| Me |s) = o Z )t (| M |s) = L3, 5, (A38)
2L Z s +s]2 |M | _ 2L Z 511+5 |Mr |5> = (L — 2)5j17j2. (A39)

From these relations, we can calculate the expectation value. The first order of O(e) gives zero:

57 Z (+]e] il (Nppw™ )5 (D (AE )) ‘(NDD“J(T)T)‘?LT)AQ)] 1+) ('] Max |s) (A40)
= N, <T) j ety oy eWpp=D+Der (1) N
2L Z Z (+]e i(Nppw(™ —i—g 02 gMS( )i 6; |+) <8/| M, |s) + c.c. (Ad1)
s,s’ 1=1
; Npp
L (2( Y+ 1)w (T L (2( —+1)w(Tr
=51 / A Y (L 15) S (4] D () ) ez
0
Jj=1 s,s’ =1
(A42)
=0- (A43)

The second order of O(g2) gives a non-zero contribution:

(T)

1 . . .
LS (AL AL (APt NP rotD 4 om0 4@ ) (0, ) (Ad4)



The first term gives

zLZ (+ (AT AL 4) (/| AL |5)

;
L
1 ~ @Wpp— 11)+1)w(T)T (T) T I, . .
=0 D (| Mals) D (+]ef / dAY (=) [ (V) = 715 (=N)] - &
s,s’ Iy, j=1

2ty —21)w (M r T L  (2(Npp—l)+ w7
T NS 1) () ()] 7 | R

L
,2Wpp—tp+ne@- 1y [ 2G . . .
SURE DI M — : (Wm 1~ cos (w <T>r>]x[B(rn,—A(rj),o«o)

oy 2y 2
S el (fu ~ cos (W™1)] % [B(F,), —A(7),0 - &

w(T)

I+)

- (T),
> =i 2nn=ty) e @ 5 ()

4G? L ;CWpp -1 +0er (1) o o
=(L =)l —cos (WM 303 (+ e (G760 — AG)s(")

l1,l2 j=1
e_,i(2<NDD*112)+1)M(T)7-&gT)ei(Q(NDD*lQQ)Jrl)w(T)TO"—iT) (B(Fj)&g(ﬂT) _ A(F})&;T)> e_iw;ﬁﬂ
4G?
=(L = 2) oy 1= cos Y G4 ) ) )

Iy, l2] 1

4G?
=(L-2) [1 — cos (w (T Zznll My + 4 (| (7, x 7,) - 6 [+)

T))2
[W( )] l1,l2 j=1
4G?
=(L = 2) 5 [1 — cos (w w7 ZZTL[I 7L, ]
] iy =1
4G? B (T) )2 _ (T)
=(L — 2)[ GIE 51— cos ( ZZ (B(7;))7] cos [2(l1 — la)w' /7]
l1,l2 j=1

. 2
(L-2) 16G? . w(T)T]4 [SIH(NDDW(T)T):| [(sep)

w(T)]Q[Sm 2 sin (w(M)7) LL >

where we define a vector

iy =[B(7%) cos [(2(Npp — 1) + 1)w 7] — A(7) sin [(2(Npp — 1) + 1)w 7]
, —[A(7;) cos [(2(Npp — 1) + 1)w ™ 7] + B(7;) sin [(2(Npp — 1) + 1)w 7]}, 0]

and use the relation »; ; (7}, X 7i;,) = 0, and we define a geometric factor

L
reP = STIA))? + (B(7))?).

Jj=1

(A45)

(A46)

(A47)

(A48)

(A49)

(A50)

(A51)

(A52)

(A53)

(A54)

(A55)



Moreover, the other terms give

o2 3 (H (AR e (Voo el oo 4@ 1) (1] N, |5

s,s’
Nop jen-ne®r l)w( )T, 5 (1) 2021w~ ll)w( )r . 5™ A() ;WD =) +Dw M r ()
==z § HIY e MPe~ MW e =0
s,s’ lo>14

Npp
e 1>w<T>r &M 2r(2) i CNpp= l)+1>w(T’r M\t (T) 1y 5(T)
+ E e~ M( ) — )T i(Nppw' "/ 1)d,

=1

Npp T T (T)
+ e’i(NDDw(T)T)&iT)( e,iW&iT)M(l)e,iw(}gT)M(l)e,iM&iT)
E s s

la>1
Nop ;=D 1)w(T)T 5™ ”(2) (Z(NDD*1)+1)W(T)76.(T> "o
+) e g =)+ (s'| Mz |s)
=1
L (N (T) ;eh—De™r 1>w<T’T 5™ 2G T R o
N SITPLTLEE T S (25511 = cos D] [B(75).~A(7).0] -
Jj=1 la>1

1= cos (@D7)] x [B(7y), ~A(7;),0] - 7

1D,
22ty L PYC ( 2G

_ (D)1
) JERCR SEEEAESH 5D

Nop Tr (T
DI e ”/ dA/ dE(—1) x [i1;(N) - 8106 - 3) + i35 (—€) - 3[ii; (—) - 6]
+/o C“/O dﬂﬁju)ﬂ[ﬁj(—é)-&1e-iw&iT>>|+>+c.c.

es )2 2
=—2x Lyl —cos @D 3 D (H (i, -9, - 3) [+)

2> j=1
2(Npp—D+Dw (M (1 T A
FLI Y (e R [y [l (0 2, €) 01+ 7 (<€) 2l (A) -]

T T - @e(Npp-D+Dw (M~
+ / X [ defii;(N) - G (=€) - Flemi TR e |4
0

Npp L

4G?
= — Lm[l — COS (T) Z Z ny 'I’le

l1#£l2 =1

L T
) 2G2 Z +] i (2(Npp— z)+1)w( )7 5(m [~[1 — cos (w(T)T)]Q[(A(Fj))Q + (B(f’]))z]ﬂ

 @2(Npp =D+ T 7 (1)

—i[(A(7))? + (B(7))?6 DV [wP 7 — 2sinw M7 + sinwMrcosw@rle™ 2 % | £ he |+)
NDD L

4G?
LR 3 S

l1,l2 j=1

) 2
16G? i w™r 4 | sin (NDDw(T)T) (sep)
[w(D)]2 2 sin (w(T 1) LL -

10

(A56)

(A57)

(A58)

(A59)

(A60)

(A61)

(A62)
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Therefore, we obtain

w(T)
i NDD2 t &iT)

1 210 AW\t 4(1) @)t —iYopeDe (1) 2) Y
57 2 (A AL 4 (AD) e T AP |4) (| M |s) (A63)

s,s’

22 (T) in (N (T) 2
32G sinw 7]4 {sm( DDW T)} F(lsip). (A64)

T w2 [ 2 sin (w(T 1)

If we prepare the initial state [¢(0)) = |—) ®jL:1 |+);, we can confirm that the expectation value (M,) is the same.

Therefore, (M,) does not depend on whether the initial state is |+) or |—).
Note that the dephasing map £ in Eq. is Hermitian:

Te[AE[p]] = Tr[E[A]p), (A65)

for any observable A. Therefore, we can obtain the expectation values and the variance with dephasing by using the
results without dephasing;:

E[M,) = e*(Tr?%DY x M,. (A66)

The variance can be easily calculated in terms of the leading order:

((N1)?) — (N1, = L(1 — 6‘2(5'%13) )+ O (Lﬁ)} 2) : (A67)

3. Derivation of the measurement probability in Eq. (10))

Let us calculate the measurement probability when the NV centers are prepared in a GHZ state. As we explain
in the main text, our protocol is shown as below: In step 1, prepare the initial state |[+) ® |[GHZ). In step 2, let the

state evolve for a time 7 with the effective total Hamiltonian Hr + fII(eH):

(7)) = e I |1y |GHZ,) (A68)
(T i (T) 1
— il oMyt BT +) ® <\/§(|OO e 0) 4 11 1>> (A69)
1 (D) A () -
— E |:el(20§T)+Z]Ll H](‘T))T |+> ® ‘00 - 0> + e*l(TaiT)*Zle HJ(‘T))T |+> ® |11 . 1> (A?O)
1 - .
:E[Ul|+>®|00---O>+U2|+>®|11--~1>} (AT1)

Subsequently, perform a 7 pulse on the probe spins:

L
(P
() = | Q5] | o) (A72)
J
1 14 .
= =[O @11 1)+ 05 +) @ j00---0) (AT3)
In step 3, again, let the state evolve for a time 7 with Hr + fII(eH), and perform a 7 pulse on the probe spins:

L

' (2r)) = | Qe | e Hx+ AT |y () (AT4)
j=1
- % {0201 14+) @ (00 0) + U107 |+) @ 11 - - - 1>} (AT5)
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In step 4, measure the probe spins with the projection operator It ® |GHZ) (GHZ|. The probability p(GHZ) is given

by

:1+%Re[< |A2TA UxUy |+)].

1r~ & N
p(GHZ) = H2 [UQU1 + UlUg]
)
2 1

(A76)

(A7)

We apply the second order perturbation to UsU; and U;rf]f of Eq. for A = :I:QJET) and eB =+ Zle I:Ij(T):

0,0, = e%@&ﬁ“zﬁl i) =i e+l i) (AT78)
(T, me
= e 20 (Ip 4 UM 4 20 @)1= (A79)
where we define
;w2 (1)) L 7 (T) ;0T s (T)
eF,(\) =¢" 27 7= ZHj ez % (A80)
L
=G Z[A(Tj)( (M) cos (wMN) — ) sin (w™N)) + B(Fj)(&?(/T) cos (W) + 6D sin (W) + C(f})&g)]
j=1
(A81)
L
=> il;(\)-& (A82)
j=1
eUM :is/ AN[Fa(N) — Fu(=X\)] = z/ dAZ i) — 7 (—=N)] - & (A83)
0
R T A
200 =2 [ [ wr© « m-one s [To [Can R, (A4
0 0
and
OIOT = (5o =S A )7 (2o ol D) (A85)
e (- (T) (T)+Z (T))T —i(— W( ) A (T) ZL (T)) (A86)
.W<T . <T>T N
=0 (I 4 U + 20D )t 2" (A87)
where we define
L
eFy(N) = —eFo(—X) = = Y _ii;(—))- & (AS8)
j=1
U =ie / ANFy(\) — Fy(=\)] = UM (A89)
0
20 = / dX / dE[Fy (A Fy (&) + Fy (=) Fy(—=N)] + ¢ / d\ / dEF, (N Fy(—¢€) (A90)
and finally we will calculate
At AL A A cw(T)r o A ~ w( )7~
U 0,0, = =70 Iy + [0 + U] + 20N TW + U@ 4+ §P))ei=>0t", (A91)
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and therefore we obtain

UM 4+ 0] = 2ie / ' AN[F(\) — F(=))] (A92)
0
L r
=2iy / AAG[—A(7)6 (D sin (wTN) + B(7;)6{ sin (w™N)] (A93)
j=1"0

50 + B(7;)6 ("] (A94)

Moreover, we calculate each of the terms e [U( oM + 0P + U(Q)]

20MTM = (e0M)? (A95)
_ [ie /0 AAF(N) —F(—/\)]} (A96)
L 2
=—12) / AAG[-A(7)6 (D) sin (wTN) + B(7)6 () sin(w(T))\)]] (A97)
1 (T2 | L ?
- gzt ) [g-awgﬂ " B(@)&;Tw] (A98)
2[L—cos (WD) (N DN " ) =\ B(m (D
= —4G [W(T)]2 ; ;1[ (le) (rjz) + B(le)B(T]é)wT + [ (Th)B(rjz) - A(T]'Q)B(le)]dz (A99)
—cos (wM)]2 —
et [W((T>]2 ) [A% + BIy (A100)
2 W(T)T ent
-~k ST o
where we define
L L
A= "A(F), B=Y_ B() (A102)
j=1 j=1
A2+ B2 =T, (A103)
Also, we calculate the other terms:
0 0
e [ / aA / PP+ FOFO) - | " OT dEF(—N)F(€) (A104)
- [ " / CAEFOF() + F(-NF(—€) - FOF(—€) - F(-NF(E)]  (A105)
- 2
_ {5 /0 ANF(\) — F(—)\)]} (A106)
= 20MoWm (A107)
= — 16G* [sin W(T) ] Fgezt)]l (A108)

W2
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Therefore, we obtain

WD)y —cos (WM _ 2 (T) W™, .
0§01 050, = =270 (H +oigroeost T COS((;;’ ) (Bo(™ — As(M] - [33512[ © Tpr ““‘“H) o”,
w
(A109)
and
16G? | . w(T)T4 ent G 1°
p(GHZ) =1 — 2 [sin 5 I°T '+ 0 |:w(T):| . (A110)

If we prepare the initial state [¢(0)) = |—) ® |GHZ), we can confirm that the measurement probability p(GHZ) is the
same. Therefore, p(GHZ) does not depend on whether the initial state is |[4) or |—).

Note that the dephasing map £ in Eq. is Hermitian as we explained in Eq. . Therefore, we can obtain
the measurement probability with dephasing by using the results without dephasing and measuring the following
observable:

3
1 L —t—
E[|GHZ) (GHZ|] = 5 0---0)¢0---0]+[1---1)(1---1] +e (TSClm) [0---0)(1---1]+]1---1)(0---0]] (A111)
Hence,
p(GHZ) = Tr|E[|/(2r)) (' (27) [z © |GHZ) (GHZ | (A112)
= Tr [0/ (20)) (' (27) | Tn © E[|GHZ) (GHZ]]| (A113)
3
L) -
=5+ 5 Re[(+| U3UIT0n [+)]. (A114)
Appendix B: Explicit form of geometric factor
For the case of the separable states, after the calculation of the integral in Eq. , we obtain
(SCP) 1 1 5rr5naxzmax + 8Tmax max + 5Tmaszax + 5( max + zmax)SArCTan[émaX/,FmaX]
F 1,L (rmaxy zmax) =3
3 321’31’13.)( 167‘131’1'1)(( m'}x + ZIZIIELX)

B —570 8T+ BFmax + 5(72 1)3ArcTan[1/rmax] (B1)

16r§lax< max + 1)

where we define dimensionless variables: 7o = ’;‘“a" Zmax = 2max,

For the case of GHZ states, the geometric factor can be snnphﬁed as

2
\/m + fmax \/ 72 ax T 1 + Tmax n 27 max 27 max
e

= z = 2 \1/2 (72
rr2nax + Zrznax - rmax m Tmax max + Zmax) / (Tmax + 1

F(ent) (rmaxa Zmax) = |~ IOg
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