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In this paper, we derive a general expression of the quantum Fisher information of an SU(1,1)
interferometer with an arbitrary state and a Fock state as inputs by the phase-averaging method.
Our results show that the same quantum Fisher information can be obtained regardless of the specific
form of the arbitrary state. Then, we analytically prove that the parity measurement can saturate
the quantum Cramer-Rao bound when the estimated phase sits at the optimal working point. For
practical reasons, we investigate the phase sensitivity when the arbitrary state is a coherent or
thermal state. We further show that a Fock state can indeed enhance the phase sensitivity within
a constraint on the total mean photon number inside the interferometer.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past decades, optical interferometers in the
field of quantum metrology have been widely used in the
study of the phase estimation. A Mach-Zehnder interfer-
ometer (MZI) is a basic and important tool to measure
an unknown phase, which typically contains two linear
beam splitters. For an MZI wih classical input states, the
phase sensitivity of the phase estimation is bounded by
the shot-noise limit (SNL) A¢ = 1/v/n [1], where 7 is the
mean photon number inside the interferometer. While,
with nonclassical input states |[IH10], the phase sensitiv-
ity can beat the SNL and even reach the Heisenberg limit
(HL) A¢ = 1/n [11,112].

The other way of beating the SNL is to use an interfer-
ometer in which the mixing of the optical beams is done
through a nonlinear transformation, such as an SU (1,1)
interferometer. The SU(1,1) was first proposed by Yurke
et al. [13], where the nonlinearity implemented by op-
tical parametric amplifiers (OPAs) or four-wave mixers.
It has been shown that the SNL can be beaten by an
SU(1,1) interferometer in experiments with photons [14]
and Bose—Einstein condensates |15, [16]. Recently, some
theoretical work with an SU(1,1) interferometer has also
been done [17-24]. For example, Plick et al. |[17] demon-
strated that an SU(1,1) interferometer with two coherent
states as input states can surpass the SNL by the inten-
sity measurement. Li et al. analyzed the SU(1,1) inter-
ferometer fed by coherent and squeezed vacuum states,
and found that the phase sensitivity can also reach the
HL with balanced homodyne measurement [18] and par-
ity measurement [20]. With parity measurement, Ma et
al. [24] studied the phase sensitivity of an SU(1,1) inter-
ferometer with a thermal state and a squeezed vacuum
state as inputs, and found that the phase sensitivity can
beat the SNL and approach the HL with increasing input
photon number.

In this manuscript, we consider the phase sensitivity of

an SU(1,1) interferometer with an arbitrary state p, (for
instance, coherent or thermal states) and a Fock state
|n), as inputs, i.e.,

Pin = Pa & |n>b (n|, (1)

where an arbitrary state p, can be written as p, =
>y Cmyme M), (m/[ in the basis of Fock states. Such
scheme uses a classical input mode, it is feasible to
create particle-entangled input states of large intensity,
which are essential ingredient in quantum metrology.
As early as in 2013, Pezzé and Smerzi [25] has con-
sidered the phase sensitivity of an MZI with such non-
Gaussian states. They obtained the corresponding quan-
tum Cramér-Rao bound (QCRB) A¢qers = 1/1/Fg =
(2nTr [paa’a) + n+ Tr [peatal), which provides a sub-
SNL phase sensitivity. Here, Fy is the quantum Fisher
information. Their results show that the same ultimate
limit of the phase sensitivity can be obtained for such
input state in Eq. (). Subsequently, it has been proved
that the phase sensitivity with photon-number-resolving
detection or parity detection can saturate the QCRB
[25, 126]. Following the work in Ref. [25], we further
investigate whether the above results are still valid for
an SU(1,1) interferometer. For practical reasons, we will
explore the improvement of the phase sensitivity induced
by the single-mode Fock state while the other input port
is fed by a coherent or thermal state.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In Sec. 2, we give the quantum Fisher information of
an SU (1,1) interferometer with the inputs shown in Eq.
). In Sec. 3, we analytically prove that the phase
sensitivity via the parity measurement can saturate the
QCRB. In Sec. 4, we investigate the phase sensitivity
with the mixing a coherent state (or thermal state) and
a Fock state. Finally, our conclusions are presented in
Sec. 5.
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II. QUANTUM FISHER INFORMATION IN AN
SU(1,1) INTERFEROMETER

In recent years, it has been shown without proper con-
sideration of the external phase reference that the quan-
tum Fisher information (QFI) will give different preci-
sion limits with different configurations of the unknown
phases for an MZI (27, 128] or an SU(1,1) interferometer
[29, 130]. Jarzyna and Demkowicz-Dobrzanski [27] first
pointed out that the naive calculation of QFI sometimes
leads to overestimation of the limit. They introduced
the phase-averaging of the two-mode input state via a
common phase shift to rule out any additional phase ref-
erence that might give some phase information to the
measurement device. To do this, the possibility of this
overestimation is circumvented and the same QFT for dif-
ferent phase configurations is obtained. Related to this,
the fundamental limits of the MZI and SU(1,1) interfer-
ometers when one of the inputs is a vacuum state were
discussed |28, 130], respectively.

pa

FIG. 1. (color online) Schematic diagram of an SU(1,1) inter-
ferometer. The two input beams are in an arbitrary state and
a Fock state, respectively. OPA: optical parametric amplifier;
II: parity measurement; M: mirror.

Here, we consider the single-phase estimation of the
SU(1,1) interferometer with an arbitrary state p, and
a Fock state |n), as the input state, as shown in Fig.
1. It is known that the action of the OPA on a two-
mode state is described by a two-mode squeezing oper-
ator S, (&) = exp (§dTIST —5*&3) with ¢ = ge®®, where
g and 6 are the parametric gain and the phase of the
OPA, respectively. According to the work in Ref. [217],
the phase reference between the input state and the mea-

surement can be removed through the use of the phase-
averaging operation, defined as

dp o acp - i
wmz/—w@m@mwmwmﬁ

d
= Z / ® '“P m—m’ Cm,m/ |m>a <m/| & |n>b <TL|

Z Pm M), (m| @ |n), (n|, (2)
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where Vf = eiva'a, Vf ="t and p,, = Crm.m 18 a real
positive number satisfying > p,, = 1 [31]. Obviously,
the phase-averaging operation drops off all nondiagonal
terms. If the unknown phase to be estimated occurs in
the upper or lower mode, it is modeled by the unitary
operator (7:; = ¢i'b¢ op Ué = ¢'@'a®_ Upon leaving the
estimated phase, the state evolves as
Wiie = UsS2 (6) WareS3 () U]

avg

= Z Pm |¢m,n ((b)
m=0

Dap (Ymn (D)1 (3)
where
[V (0)) =

= Cmmrlm+k =1, n+k=1),, (4)
k=0
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with the coefficient ¢, », k. When the phase shift ¢ occurs
only in the mode a (the lower mode), ¢ pn i reads as

e tanh® gv/m!n! il i k-0 g—ild gl 2g
k! cosh™ T g P (—2)l

Vim+k—-D'(n+k—1)!
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It can be seen that the coeflicient ¢, n i is a function of
the phase 6 and the parametric gain g, as well as the
phase shift ¢ to be estimated.

By using the convexity of the QFI [32, [33] and noting
that [¥m.n (¢)) and |[m ., (¢)) are orthogonal for m #

m’, we have

Cm,n,k =

(5)

FQ avg meFQ wjmn( )>) (6)

m=0

Especially, in the case of n = 0, i.e., the above result
reduces to that results in Ref. [30]. For pure states, the
QFT of the |z/1m7n (¢)) |34] is given by

= 4 (W }wmn 9)) = [V (9] Y ())[*)7)

where ‘7,/1;71" (¢)) = O|tbm,n(¢)) /0p. For the conve-

nience, we consider the phase shift in the mode «a, i.e.,
U, = ¢'@'@_ Then, we obtain

Fq (l"/’m,n (¢)>) =

Substituting Eq. (@) into Eq. (@), we can immediately
obtain the QFI of the phase-averaged input state as fol-
lows

(2mn +m +n + 1)sinh? (2¢9).  (8)

Fo (\I!fvg) = (2f4n + Tig + n 4 1)sinh? (2g),  (9)
where 1, =Tr [dT&[)a} = >, Mpm is the average photon

number of the arbitrary state p,. Obviously, compared



with the case of an MZI considered in Ref. [25], when
one input of an SU(1,1) interferometer is a Fock state
and the other input leaves in an arbitrary state, one will
also obtain the same QFT.

Now we examine the effects of some parameters on the
phase sensitivity. The phase sensitivity of an interfer-
ometer is mainly determined by the total mean photon
number inside the interferometer. When an arbitrary
state and a Fock state are considered as the input state,
the total mean photon number inside the SU(1,1) inter-
ferometer is

Nriot = <d];d1 + lA)];lA)l> = (g + n) cosh2g + 2 sinh? g,
(10)
where we have used the relationship between the opera-

tors of the out modes (@1,b1) and the input modes (@, b)
for an OPA

a1 = acoshg — bt sinh g,
by = —e?al sinh g + beosh g. (11)

The ultimate bounds of the phase sensitivity with a gen-
eral input state pi, is given by the quantum Cramér-Rao
bound (QCRB) [34, 135], A¢QCRB = 1/\/% For the in-
put state expressed in Eq. (D), the corresponding QCRB
of the SU(1,1) interferometer reads

Adaons = 7 ! L (12)

(2fian 4 g + 1 + 1) sinh? (2g)

In Fig. 2, we plot that the QCRB varies with the
total mean photon number inside the interferometer for
different values of the parameters 7n,, n and g. From
Fig. 2 (a), we can see that the phase sensitivity greatly
improves with increasing n. For given the parameters
n and g, the phase sensitivity can not approach the HL
with increasing the total mean photon number. While for
given the parameters n, and some values of n, the phase
sensitivity will approach the HL with increasing the total
mean photon number determined by the parametric gain
g as shown in Fig. 2 (b). It can be seen that the Fock
state can greatly improve the phase sensitivity within a
constraint on the total mean photon number inside the
SU(1,1) interferometer, especially in the case of single-
photon Fock state.

III. PARITY MEASUREMENT FOR AN
ARBITRARY STATE AND A FOCK STATE

So far, we have investigate the QCRB. It is well
known that this limit can be saturated by the opti-
mal generalized measurement [34, [35]. Here, we con-
sider the parity measurement and demonstrate that it
saturates the QCRB and is optimal for our considered
scheme. The parity operator is given by II = exp [iﬂ'de]

or exp [iwiﬂf)], which distinguishes even or odd num-

bers of photons. The parity measurement is actually
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FIG. 2. (color online) The QCRB as a function of the total
mean photon number inside the SU(1,1) interferometer. (a)
Only the mean photon number 7, of an arbitrary state is be-
ing changed; (b) Only the parametric gain g is being changed.
The upper black dashed line denotes the SNL, while the below
black dashed line represents the HL.

to obtain the expectation value of such observable vi-
able. In the traditional operator methods, the parity
signal on one output mode of an interferometer reads

<f[ (go)> =Tr [ﬁoutﬂ] In pricinple, it is very difficult to
directly calculate the parity signal in an interferometer
by such operator method, especially for an SU(1,1) inter-

ferometer. Therefore, the expectation value of the par-
ity operator is usually obtained by the value of Wigner
function at the origin, i.e., <fI (90)> = 7W (a,0) (or
7W (0, 8)), where W (o, B) is the Wigner function of the
output state of an MZI or SU(1,1) interferometer. How-
ever, it is still difficult to derive the parity signal by the
transformation of Wigner functions when non-Gaussian
states are considered as the input state, especially for an
SU(1,1) interferometer.

In our previous work, we present an alternative op-
erator method [36] in the Heisenberg representation to
analyze the signal of the parity measurement within an
SU(1,1) interferometer, i.e.,

(11(6)) = Tr [t (€, )] (13)

where the measurement operator fi (&, ¢) (a Hermitian



operator) completely describes the whole operation of
the parity measurement combined with an SU(1,1) in-
terferometer. Consequently, one can directly investigate
the parity signal in terms of the input states. When the
estimated phase occurs in the upper or lower mode of the
SU(1,1) interferometer, we can obtain the same measure-
ment operator [ (£, ¢). Its normal ordered form is

. 1
Ak 9) = 1+ 2sin? & sinh? 29

. exp [—aTaC—BTzSD} . exp [dISM],

exp [dTBTM*] (14)

where

e (z sin ¢ — 2sin? % cosh 29) sinh 2¢
M =

, (15
1+ 2sin® £ sinh® 2g 1s)

2sin? % sinh? 2¢g 2 + 2sin? % sinh? 2¢g

1 + 2sin’ £ sinh?® 2g’ 1+ 2sin® & sinh® 2g’
(16)
with the relation CD = |M|*. Noting that the eigen-
value equations of the annihilation operator a|a) =
aay and the properties of the normal ordered form
of the operators [37, 138], one can directly obtain the
parity signal when a two-mode coherent state p;, =
la), 18), b (B] o (e is fed into an SU (1,1) interferome-

ter, i.e.,

. 1
H =
< (¢)> 1 + 2sin? % sinh? 2¢g

exp [2Re(a/3M) —JafC -8 D] . (17)

Therefore, based on our method, it is convenient to derive
the signal of the parity measurement when the input state
is expressed in the coherent state basis.

A. Parity measurement as the detection strategy

For our purpose, we first consider the interferome-
ter input state with asymmetric two-mode Fock states
with arbitrary photon numbers, i.e., [in) = |m),|n), =

dTmIST") /vm!nl|0),|0),. For the convenience, it is use-
ful to expand the Fock state in the coherent state basis,

oF o
k)

=— [ —e
VEOzk ™

According to Egs. ([[3) and (), when an asymmetric

two-mode Fock state is fed into an SU(1,1) interferome-

ter, we can obtain the parity signal as following

(b (9)

1 82m+2n

2 *
“lalteat 10y . (18)

1 + 25sin® £ sinh® 2g mInl0z™dy"dgmOp™
exp [zyM™ 4+ pgM + xq (1 — C)
+py (1 — D)] |w,y,p,q:0= (19)

where we have used the integral formula [39]

2
/ﬁe“z'Q*fZW* = le-w (20)
m ¢

whose convergent condition is Re({) < 0. Equation (I9)
can be further rewritten as

(@)

Qb —(m+n+1)
=mln! (-1)" (1 + 2sin? 5 sinh? 29>

k
2

P (=1)* (k12 (m — k)! (n — k)!

min[m,n] [(Sin2 ¢ + 4sin* £ cosh? 29) sinh? 29}
X

1)

Specially, in the limit ¢ — 0, by expanding <fIb (¢)>

in the Taylor series around ¢ = 0, we obtain

<ﬁb (¢)>m7n l6—0

n 2mn+m+n+1
=1 {1_ 2!

+0 (¢")]. (22)
Therefore, for an interferometer using an arbitrary state
Pa = Y Cmm |m) (M'| in mode a and a Fock state

[n) (n| in mode b, the corresponding signal of the parity
measurement can be immediately obtained

m,n

$?sinh? (29)

oo

(@) =3 (@) . ()

Da s m,n
Pas m—0 )

It should be pionted out that, in the
case of m #+ m/, one can prove that
(11, (6)) =Tx[jm), (m'| In}, (] 1 (,0)] = 0.
Therefore, all nondiagonal terms of the arbitrary state
pa do not contribute to the parity signal. As mentioned
in the above, for calculating the QFI, these nondiagonal
terms of p, are also ruled out by the phase-averaging

operation. In the limit of ¢ — 0, combining Eqs. (22)
and (23] we can directly obtain

m,m’,n

<ﬁb (¢)>ﬁmn
_ (-1 {1_ 2ﬁan+z¢!l+n+1
+0 (0], (24)

sinh? (2g) ¢*

where we have used the mean photon number 7, of
the state p, and the normalizing condition Tr[p,] = 1.
Therefore, when the estimated phase approaches to zero
(the optimal working point), our results indicate that the
same parity signal will be obtained for given the same
mean photon number of the arbitrary state p,. When



the estimated phase somewhat deviates from zero, differ-
ent inputs may give different phase resolutions, as shown
in the following.

According to the error propagation theorem, the phase
sensitivity is obtained by

1/2

09

Substituting Eq. (23) into Eq. (28), we can analytically
demonstrate that the parity measurement saturates the
QCRB and is the locally optimal for our scheme.

B. Phase sensitivity with single-mode Fock state

In this section, we consider the arbitrary state p, to
be a coherent state or a thermal state. Additionall,
we investigate the corresponding phase resolutions and
phase sensitivity with leaving the other input in a Fock
state. First, we consider a coherent state and a Fock
state pin = |a),|n), b (n| o (a| as the input state of an
SU(1,1) interferometer. The Fock state can be expressed
in the coherent state basis as shown in Eq. ([I8). Then,
according to Egs. ([3) and ([I4)), the signal of parity mea-
surement is

(@),
=Trfla), [n), o (nl o (] (€ 9)]
exp (— la)? C) 92n
14 2sin? % sinh? 2g n!0xmoy"
exp [zy (1 — D) + xaM™* + ya™* M]

(26)

z,y=0"

or

i (l—D)neXp (—|a|2O)L |Oz|2|M|2
< b(¢>> © 1+2sin’ Zsinh?2g ( D-1 ) ’
(27)
where L, (z) is the Laguerre polynomials [40].
We turn to consider the arbitrary state p, to be a ther-
mal state p,. For the convenience, the thermal state pgp
is expressed in P-representation, i.e.,

1 d%a 1
o = — [ == exp (___ |a|2> la), (a].  (28)
Nth

ﬁth ™

When a thermal state and a Fock state py, = pin ®
In),, (n| are injected into the SU(1,1) interferometer, the

corresponding signal of parity measurement is

<ﬂb (¢)>

Pth,M
1 d2a 12 N
= — [ = m T |a), )y, b (0] o (0] 2 (€, )]
th ™

_ (14700 -D)" (1 +nuC) " (29)
1 + 2sin’ £ sinh®2g ’
where we have used Eq. (26]).
Within the constraint of the same total mean photon

number inside the interferometer, in Fig. 3 we plot the

<f[b (¢)> against the estimated phase ¢ for some values

of the mean photon number 71, = |a|® (fiq = fitn) and
n of the input state p, ® |n), (n]. From Fig. 3, one can

see that, in the limit of ¢ — 0, the value of <f[b (¢)>

a,n

is almost exactly equal to that of <f[b (¢)> , which is
PthT

consistent with Eq. ([24)). In addition, the central peak of

the <f[b (¢)> in the limit of  — 0 narrows as n increases,

which indicates that the single-mode Fock state can fur-
ther improve the phase resolution. Compared with the
thermal and Fock inputs, the coherent and Fock inputs
can give better phase resolution.
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FIG. 3. (color online) Within the constrain of the total mean
photon number inside the SU (1,1) interferometer, the parity
signal versus the estimated phase ¢ with a coherent state (or
a thermal state) and a Fock state QCRB as input states.

Finally, we investigate the effects of Fock states on the
phase sensitivity. In Fig. 4, we draw the phase sen-
sitivity as a function of the estimated phase ¢ for the
same total mean photon number inside the interferome-
ter. From Fig. 4, the Fock state indeed can improve the
phase sensitivity, even with a single-photon state. Under
the constraint of the same total mean photon number
inside the interferometer, the coherent state and Fock
state also gives better phase sensitivity than the mixing
of a thermal state and a Fock state when the estimated
phase ¢ slightly deviates from zero as shown in Fig. 4.
In the limit of ¢ — 0, we have proved that the parity



measurement saturates the QCRB, thus the variation of
the phase sensitivity with the total mean photon number
inside the interferometer is same to Fig. 2.
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FIG. 4. (color online) The phase sensitivity as a function of
the estimated phaset ¢ with a coherent state (or a thermal
state) and a Fock state as input states. The solid lines rep-
resent the product of a coherent state and a Fock state,while
the dashed lines represent the mixing of a thermal state and
a Fock state.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we showed that the same QCRB can be
obtained when a single-mode Fock state is injected into

one of two ports of an SU(1,1) interferometer, while the
other port is fed by an arbitrary state. Through a new
method, we analytically demonstrated that the parity
measurement can saturate the QCRB and is optimal for
our scheme in the limit of ¢ — 0. Subsequently, we
considered the arbitrary state to be a coherent state and
a thermal state, respectively. Then, we investigated the
phase sensitivity obtained by the parity measurement.
Our results show that, within the constraint of the same
mean photon number inside the interferometer, a single-
mode Fock state can further improve the phase resolution
and the phase sensitivity when compared with only a
coherent or thermal state as an interferometer state.
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