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Recent breakthroughs in quantum technology pave the way for extensive utilization of higher-dimensional
quantum systems, which outperform their qubit counterparts in terms of capabilities and versatility. We present
a framework for accurately predicting weak external magnetic fields using a higher-dimensional many-body
quantum probe. We demonstrate that dimension serves as a valuable resource for quantum sensing when a
transverse spin-s Ising chain interacts locally with a magnetic field whose strength has to be determined. We
observe the distinct performance of sensors for spin chains with half-integer and integer spins. Furthermore,
we highlight that the time duration appropriate for quantum-enhanced sensing increases with the increase of
dimension. Additionally, we observe that, in addition to nearest-neighbor interactions, incorporating interactions
between the next nearest-neighbor sites increases sensing precision, particularly for spin chains with integer
spins. We also prove the dimensional-dependence of the bound on quantum Fisher information which provides
the limit on the precision in estimating parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Accurate determination of physical quantities is a cru-
cial endeavour in numerous branches of quantum technology.
Quantum metrology protocols have the potential to achieve
higher precision in estimating physical parameters when com-
pared to their classical counterparts [1–4]. They have a wide
range of applications including optical interferometry [5, 6],
photonics [7], gravity [8], imaging [9] and biology [10]. It
is well established that the Cramér-Rao bound, quantified by
quantum Fisher information (QFI) [1, 5, 11, 12], limits the
precision of estimating an unknown parameter θ, as measured
by the variance, δθ. The multipartite entangled state [13] with
local measurements can ensure quantum advantage in sensors
[2, 3] when sensitivity can go beyond the standard quantum
limit (the shot noise limit), attainable by separable states al-
though not all entangled states are shown to be beneficial [14].
Specifically, by exploiting the quantumness of the sensor, it is
possible to attain a higher precision with quadratic scaling of
QFI, termed as Heisenberg limit (HL) [2, 3, 15, 16], than with
the classical ones in which QFI scales linearly with the system
size.

There are two primary areas of theoretical research in quan-
tum metrology and sensing. On one hand, it deals with the
advancement of the basic concepts of metrology, which in-
cludes the achievement of HL through the uses of quantum
resources such as entanglement [3], squeezing [5, 17], super-
position using quantum switch [18], diagonal quantum dis-
cord [19], quantum steering [20, 21] and criticality of many-
body quantum systems [22, 23] or by performing sequential
unsharp measurements without preshared entanglement [24].
It is interesting to note that the system possessing k-body in-
teractions (with k > 2) [25–27] or allowing the sensors in
contact with the target field periodically [15, 16] can provide
bounds in precision which is beyond HL (known as super-
Heisenberg limit). Another key direction is to identify suit-
able quantum systems that can be utilised to construct quan-
tum sensors (QS) that will outperform standard quantum limit
(SQL) and provide more precision in parameter estimation,
which is also one of the primary goals of this work. More-

over, the recent developments have also leveraged many-body
quantum scars [28], stark localization [29], and the transition
from localization to delocalization in lattice systems [30] as
reliable resources for estimation protocols.

The majority of proposed quantum sensors currently re-
volve around qubit systems, with only a limited number
of studies examining the use of higher-dimensional quan-
tum systems, notably qutrits, as probes for quantum sensing
[28, 31, 32]. In this paper, we provide a design of a quantum
sensor based on the spin-s quantum spin chain and demon-
strate its advantage over qubit-based sensors. Building such
higher-dimensional sensors is motivated by the results, which
establish that resources in enlarged Hilbert space can provide
higher efficiencies for quantum technologies like quantum key
distribution [33, 34], quantum computing [35], quantum ther-
mal devices like quantum battery [36] and quantum refrigera-
tor [37] as compared to resources in two-dimensional Hilbert
space. Most importantly, qudit systems can be engineered in
the laboratory by using photons [38], ion trap [39], nitrogen-
vacancy center [40], and also superconducting systems[41].

By formulating analytical expressions for both the standard
quantum limit and the Heisenberg limit for δθ in arbitrary di-
mensions, we propose a qudit-based quantum sensing proto-
col that can beat SQL for a fixed dimension. In particular,
the quantum sensor is initially prepared in the canonical equi-
librium state of the transverse spin-s nearest-neighbor Ising
chain consisting of N spins with a boundary qudit measured
in an optimal basis followed by an evolution for a certain time
period. Note that the measurement basis is chosen in such
a way that the fidelity of the state with maximum QFI gets
optimized with the final state after this preparation process.
In the second step, the optimal state interacts with the target
field whose strength has to be estimated before evolving with
the reversed unitary operator and performing measurement on
the same qudit where the initial measurement was performed.
Notice that the reverse unitary operator is applied to concen-
trate the information about the parameter to be estimated in
the single qudit while the measurement on an optimized ba-
sis provides the probability distribution of the target magnetic
field required to assess its performance. We report that the
variance of the parameter not only crosses the SQL, but the
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distance of the variance with the Heisenberg limit of a fixed
dimension decreases with the increase of the dimension of the
individual site, thereby exhibiting the dimensional gain. Re-
markably, we observe that the dimensional benefit is more ev-
ident in the case of half-integer spins (fermions) compared to
that of integer spins (bosons). However, we demonstrate that
the addition of next-nearest neighbor interaction to a quan-
tum sensor with integer spins can help to improve the preci-
sion so that the advantage with dimension becomes apparent.
Moreover, we establish that time can play important roles in
quantum sensing in two ways – firstly, the range of time in
evolution in the preparation step where the variance exceeds
SQL, increases with dimensions, and secondly, the exponent
of evolution-time required to maximize QFI also increases as
the dimension increases.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we derive the
modified expressions of SQL and HL for qudit systems and
establish a sufficient condition for detecting genuinely multi-
qudit entangled states from the perspective of QFI. Quantum
sensing protocol used to demonstrate dimensional advantage
is prescribed in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we establish the dimen-
sional gain in QS. Sec. V includes concluding remarks.

II. PRECISION LIMITS FOR QUDITS

In literature, a qubit-based sensor is constructed which can
estimate unknown parameters encoded in it. Bounds on the
estimation that guarantees quantum advantage and the scal-
ing of quantum Fisher information have also been derived in
a two-dimensional scenario [4]. Note that QFI and its scal-
ing can predict whether the quantum resources are useful for
estimation or not. However, when the local Hilbert space di-
mension is arbitrary, the parameter estimation is not known.
We derive the exact variation of QFI with the increase of the
local dimension in the system and provide compact forms for
the standard quantum and Heisenberg limits for the arbitrary
d-dimensional quantum systems. Moreover, we establish a
connection between QFI and multipartite entanglement in ar-
bitrary dimensional systems.

We estimate the strength of the magnetic field encoded into
the probe state, ρ, as a relative phase denoted by θ by per-
forming positive operator-valued measurement (POVM) on
the probe and by obtaining the distribution of the measured
quantity. In the quantum domain, the uncertainty in the es-
timation of parameter, δθ, obeys the quantum Cràmer-Rao
bound [4], i.e.,

δθ ≥ 1√
µFQ(ρ,G)

, (1)

where FQ(ρ,G) is the quantum Fisher information of the
probe state ρ with respect to the generator, G of the pa-
rameter, θ and µ is the number of independent measure-
ments performed. To minimize the error thereby maximiz-
ing the precision in the estimation, the probe state must be
kept in the state with the highest QFI. QFI is defined by using
FQ(ρ,G) = tr(ρL2

θ), where Lθ is the symmetric logarithmic

derivative defined as∂ρ
∂θ = Lθρ + ρLθ. For a unitary evolu-

tion, U = e−iGθ where G is the generator of the parameter
θ, the symmetric logarithmic derivative (SLD) takes the form
as [42] Lθ = 2i

∑
k,l

pk−pl

pk+pl
|k⟩⟨l|⟨k|G|l⟩, which leads to the

QFI as

FQ(ρ,G) = 2
∑
k,l

(pk − pl)
2

pk + pl
|⟨k|G|l⟩|2, (2)

where pk and |k⟩ are the eigenvalues and the eigenvectors
of the probe state ρ. For a pure state, ρ = |ψθ⟩⟨ψθ|,
Lθ = 2∂θρ, and hence QFI simplifies as FQ(|ψθ⟩⟨ψθ|, G) =
4[⟨∂θψθ|∂θψθ⟩+ (⟨ψθ|∂θψθ⟩)2][43].

Standard quantum limit (SQL) and Heisenberg limit (HL) for
qudits

Let us first discuss the maximum achievable accuracy (stan-
dard quantum limit) in parameter estimation protocols with
the exclusive use of classical resources or separable probe
states [2]. The single qudit state that achieves the maximum
quantum Fisher information is given by [44]

|ψd⟩ =
1√
2
(|0⟩+ |d− 1⟩), (3)

where d = 2s+ 1 denotes the dimension of the Hilbert space
of a single system of spin-s. The standard quantum limit
can now be found via the interaction of the optimal separable
state over N -qudits |Ψsep⟩ = |ψd⟩⊗N with the local opera-
tor. It can be experimentally realized as an external magnetic
field that interacts locally with the state to encode the param-
eter θ which is the strength of the field. The initial state is
evolved locally for a certain time t with Hθ = θ

∑N
i=1 S

z
i ,

where Sα
i is the SU(2) representation in d-dimension. The

matrix representation of the spin operators in arbitrary di-
mension can be written in the computational basis given by
|m⟩ ∈ {|0⟩, |1⟩, . . . , |d− 1⟩} as

⟨m′ |Sx|m⟩ =(δm′,m+1 + δm′+1,m)

1

2

√
s(s+ 1)−m′m,

⟨m′ |Sy|m⟩ =(δm′,m+1 − δm′+1,m)

1

2i

√
s(s+ 1)−m′m,

⟨m′ |Sz|m⟩ = δm′,mm,

and
〈
m′ ∣∣S2

∣∣m〉
= δm′,ms(s+ 1). (4)

The encoded time-evolved state takes the form |Ψsep
ini (t)⟩ =

e−iHθt|Ψsep⟩ = [ 1√
2
(e−iθst|0⟩+eiθst|d−1⟩)]⊗N . The infor-

mation about the parameter θ is accumulated by performing
POVM on individual qudits with the POVM elements being
M+ = P

[
|0⟩ + i|d − 1⟩

/√
2] and M− = I −M+, where

P [∗] = |∗⟩⟨∗| denotes the projector, such that the probability
of projecting the system to the space ofM+ for each qudit be-
comes p+ = 1+sin(2θst)

2 . After repeating the measurement on
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N independent systems, the uncertainty in measuring θ can
be evaluated by

δθ =

√
p+(1− p+)

|∂p+

∂θ |
√
Nµ

. (5)

The factor of
√
N in the denominator is the consequence

of the central limit theorem [3] when the experiment is per-
formed on N independent systems. A few lines of algebra
lead to the minimum uncertainty in the estimation of the pa-
rameter, δθSQL = 1

2st
√
Nµ

, where the number of measure-
ments µ can be defined as the ratio between total time con-
sumed tall and the time of each round t. It leads to the stan-
dard quantum limit for the qudit system as it is indeed clear
from this expression that increasing the local dimension of
the subsystem reduces the value of δθ, in comparison with the
qubit system by a factor of 2s as δθSQL

√
tall =

1
2s

√
Nt

.

Bounds for quantum Fisher information and criteria for
multipartite entanglement in qudit systems

It was recently shown that QFI can be used as an efficient
witness for multipartite entanglement [14, 45] of an N -party
state. Specifically, an N -qubit quantum state is genuinely
multipartite entangled (GME) if the QFI corresponding to the
local operator such as Jz =

∑N
i=1 S

z
i has a lower bound of

(N − 1)2. We derive generalized versions of these bounds in
the case of multiqudit systems.

Theorem 1. QFI with respect to the local operator Jα =∑N
i=1 S

α
i (α ∈ {x, y, z}) of a quantum state ρ, composed

of N qudits with local dimension d = 2s + 1 (s being the
quantum number) is upper bounded by

FQ(ρ, J
α) ≤ 4s2N2,

and
∑
α

FQ(ρ, J
α) ≤ 4sN(sN + 1).

Proof. The QFI corresponding to an operator Jα is related to
its variance as FQ(ρ, J

α) ≤ 4(∆Jα)2 [1], where the equality
holds only for the pure states. Since

(∆Jα)2 ≤ ⟨Jα2⟩ =
∑
i ̸=j

⟨Sα
i S

α
j ⟩+

∑
i=j

⟨Sα
i
2⟩, (6)

and by using inequalities ⟨Sα
i
2⟩ ≤ s2 and ⟨Sα

i S
α
j ⟩ ≤ s2, we

have

(∆Jα)2 ≤ N(N − 1)s2 +Ns2. (7)

Hence, the upper-bound on QFI in d-dimension becomes

FQ(ρ, J
α) ≤ 4s2N2. (8)

The state that saturates the bound is a genuinely multipartite
entangled state, given by |Ψent⟩ = 1√

2
(|0⟩⊗N + |d− 1⟩⊗N ).

Summing over all the directions of both sides of Eq. (6), i.e.,∑
α FQ(ρ, J

α) ≤ 4
∑

α(∆J
α)2, we obtain∑

α

(∆Jα)2 ≤
∑
i=j

⟨Sx2⟩+ ⟨Sy2⟩+ ⟨Sz2⟩+

∑
i ̸=j

⟨Sx
i S

x
j ⟩+ ⟨Sy

i S
y
j ⟩+ ⟨Sz

i S
z
j ⟩. (9)

Since ⟨Sx2⟩+ ⟨Sy2⟩+ ⟨Sz2⟩ = ⟨S2⟩ = s(s+ 1) and the in-
equality of the form ⟨Sx

i S
x
j ⟩+⟨Sy

i S
y
j ⟩+⟨Sz

i S
z
j ⟩ ≤ s2 ∀ {i, j}

exists, (the latter can be inferred by considering one of the
eigenvectors of either of spin operators and the corresponding
expectation values of other spin operators being vanishing),
the bound on the QFI becomes∑

α

FQ(ρ, J
α) ≤ 4Ns(Ns+ 1). (10)

Having obtained the bounds on the QFI, we can use them
to obtain bounds for k−producible states i.e., where the num-
ber of entangled parties is upper bounded by k. Consider a
k−producible pure state |ψ⟩ =

⊗l
i=1 |ψri⟩ where |ψri⟩ rep-

resents the ri-party entangled state and max{r1, r2, . . . rl} =

k and
∑l

i=1 ri = N . Now using the additivity property of
QFI for separable states and and the inequalities derived from
the variance of Jα, we obtain

FQ(ρ, J
α) ≤ 4s2

∑
i

r2i , (11)

and
∑
α

FQ(ρ, J
α) ≤ 4

∑
i

sri(sri + 1). (12)

Heisenberg limit: Instead of a seperable state, if we now
use entangled state to encode θ using Ramsey interferome-
try [2, 46], we can overcome SQL. Following the Cramer-
Rao bound, the uncertainty for the highest QFI state, under
the best possible measurement given by the SLD, is δθ =

1√
µFQ(|Ψent⟩, Jz)

= 1
2sNt

√
µ as the value of θ is induced on

to the state using the operator e−iθJzt. As we did in the case
of SQL, the number of independent measurements can be in-
ferred as µ = tall

t , such that the Heisenberg limit for qudit
system becomes δθHL

√
tall =

1
2sN

√
t

[47, 48].

Corollary 1. There exist k− producible entangled states with
individual subsystems having spin-s2 that have QFI greater
than the maximum possible QFI achieved by N - party spin-
s1 state, where s2 > s1, such that k ≥

(
1 + Ns1

s2

)
.

Proof. As seen from the proof of Theorem 1, theN -party state
that maximizes QFI for spin-s1 is 1√

2
(|0⟩⊗N + |d1 − 1⟩⊗N ),

where d1 = 2s1 + 1, for which the QFI is 4s21N
2. Now, as

the spin increases to s2, the k-producible entangled states in
the corresponding Hilbert space can have QFI which is lower
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FIG. 1. (Color Online.) The normalized frequency (ν) distribution
(ordinate) of QFI, FQ(ρ, J

z) (abscissa) of Haar uniformly generated
four-qudit states with different values of local dimension, d = 2s+1.
The number of random states generated is 104. The dotted lines rep-
resent the QFI of the optimal separable state FQ(|Ψsep⟩, Jz). The
distribution and SQL become darker as the value of s increases. Both
the axes are dimensionless.

bounded by 4s22(k − 1)2, such that the maximum QFI of s1-
system can be realized by a fewer party entangled state using
s2-system. Mathematically,

4s21N
2 ≤ 4s22(k − 1)2 =⇒ k ≥

(
1 +

Ns1
s2

)
,

which implies that a k-producible state in spin-s2 is enough to
generate the same QFI as the maximum QFI of the spin-s1.

Let us illustrate [14] that not all N -qudit entangled
states are useful for quantum metrology. To manifest this,
we generate Haar uniformly [49] pure four-qudit states∑d−1

ijkl=0 aijkl|ijkl⟩ with aijkl = a′ijkl + ia′′ijkl where
a′ijkl(a

′′
ijkl) are chosen randomly from Gaussian distribution

with zero mean and unit standard deviation, calculate QFI as
FQ(ρ, J

z), and study the corresponding frequency (ν) dis-
tribution. In the case of spin-1/2, the mean of the distribu-
tion is very close to the QFI of the optimal separable state,
FQ(|Ψsep⟩, Jz) while as the dimension increases, the mean
of the distribution is significantly smaller than FQ(|Ψsep⟩, Jz)
(as shown in Fig. 1 by dotted lines). This is possible due to
the fact that the number of states other than |0⟩ and |d− 1⟩ in
which the superposition is made up increases, as s increases,
which results in a decrement of QFI. This shows that the states
that are useful for quantum-enhanced metrology become in-
creasingly sparse as the dimension increases.

This motivates us to design a measurement-based sensing
protocol that does not require maximum genuine multipar-
tite entanglement. In addition to that, we show that as the
dimension of the system increases, the amount of time it takes

to reach the maximum QFI or minimum uncertainty also de-
creases. This two-fold benefit is displayed in the succeeding
section which can be termed as dimensional gain.

III. MINIMUM UNCERTAINTY TRANSVERSE FIELD
SPIN-S ISING CHAIN

First, we present the sensing protocol by using a nearest-
neighbor transverse field Ising chain, consisting of N number
of qudits with open boundary conditions, given by

Hsen = Hzz +Hf = J

N−1∑
i=1

Sz
i S

z
i+1 + h

N∑
i=1

Sx
i , (13)

where J denotes the coupling constants between the sites
and h is the strength of the local magnetic field acted on
the individual site. The initial state is prepared in the
canonical equilibrium state of the Hamiltonian, i.e., ρini =
exp(−βHsen)/Z with β = 1

kBT being the inverse tempera-
ture T , and Z = tr[exp(−βHsen)] is the partition function.
By using this as the probe, our main aim is to accurately esti-
mate the strength of the external magnetic field ω, described
by the target Hamiltonian

Htar = ω

N∑
i=1

Sz
i . (14)

The sensing protocol considered here consists of three basic
steps (c.f. [48]):

Step 1 - State preparation and generation of resource.
In the preparation step, we perform a POVM in the optimized
basis on a boundary qudit, say the first site of the spin chain,
so that, after evolving the post-measured state for a certain
time, say, t∗, the resultant state shares a significantly high fi-
delity with the maximally QFI state on that specific dimen-
sion. Unlike the qubit case, finding the optimal measure-
ment basis is non-trivial in the qudit case. However, if we
restrict ourselves to the two-outcome POVM in arbitrary di-
mensions, we can assume that the measurement is performed
in the basis, M1 = P [

∑d−1
i=0 ai|i⟩] and M2 = I −M1. We

find the optimal measurement by ensuring that the state at the
end of this step as ρ(t∗) = exp(−iHsent

∗)ρM1
exp(iHsent

∗)

with ρM1
= M1ρiniM1

tr(M1ρiniM1)
becomes as close as possible to the

maximum QFI state. Due to the nature of the dynamics of
the protocol, the last qudit or the qudit on the opposite end
of the measured qudit does not entangle with the rest of the
chain. Thus, we calculate the fidelity between the maximal
QFI state and ρ̃(t∗) = trN ρ(t∗) as F = ⟨Ψent|ρ̃(t∗)|Ψent⟩.
In this regard, we numerically maximize F with dimension,
3 ≤ d ≤ 6. For example, let us consider the spin-3/2 sys-
tem in which an arbitrary projector can be applied on the
first site written as P [a0|0⟩ + a1|1⟩ + a2|2⟩ + a3|3⟩] where
a20 + a21 + a22 + a23 = 1. Extensive numerical search confirms
that it is sufficient to keep the coefficients to be real and the
optimization lies on the surface of a0 = a3. We then maxi-
mize the fidelity F over the two-dimensional space of a1 and



5

−0.5 0.0 0.5
a1

−0.5

0.0

0.5

a
2

0.300.30

0.300.30

0.50

0.60
0.70

0.80

0.30

0.50

0.60

0.70

0.80

0.99
F

FIG. 2. (Color Online.) The map plot of fidelity (F) of the four-
qudit state after Step 1 (having spin-3/2) with the maximal QFI state
when the measurement outcome is M1 = P [a0|0⟩+a1|1⟩+a2|2⟩+
a3|3⟩] with a0 = a3. The plot is against a1 (horizontal axis) and
a2 (vertical axis). The relevant range of both the parameters is in
between [−0.7, 0.7]. The evolution-time t∗3/2 = 50.76. It shows
that the fidelity becomes maximum when a1 = a2 = 0. Both the
axes are dimensionless.

a2 and find that the fidelity F is maximum only when they
vanish (see Fig. 2). This indicates that the optimal measure-
ment in this step can be taken as M1 = P [(|0⟩+ |d−1⟩)/

√
2]

and its orthogonal subspace.
Step 2 - Encoding the target parameter. With ρ(t∗),

the sensor Hamiltonian Hsen is turned off, allowing the sys-
tem to interact with the target field for a time interval of
tint. As a result, the system evolves according to the uni-
tary, Utar(tint) = e−i(Htar)tint which leads to a resultant
state ρ(t∗+ tint) = Utar(tint)ρ(t

∗)U†
tar(tint) which contains

the information about ω.
Step 3 - Estimating ω through optimized measurement.

To estimate the relevant parameter, ω, the system evolves ac-
cording to the time-reversed unitary generated by the sensor
Hamiltonian Hsen up to a time interval t∗ as U†

sen(t
∗) =

exp(iHsent
∗). The boundary qudit, on which the measure-

ment is initially performed, becomes disentangled from the
rest of the part of the spin-chain, and all the information
gets concentrated on that subsystem. We then measure the
same qudit in the aforementioned basis M+ and its orthog-
onal space in obtaining SQL. Incidentally, the measurement
is the eigenbasis of the SLD such that the Cramer-Rao bound
is saturated. After the post-selection of the measurement out-
put corresponding to M+, we obtain the probability distribu-
tion that contains information about the target field. Denot-
ing the total time required to complete the entire protocol as
tall = 2t∗ + ttar+ time for measurements in steps 1 and 3
and initialization in step 1 of the state in steps 1 and 3 and
tsense = 2t∗ + ttar, the uncertainty in estimating the target
field ω reads as

δω
√
tall =

√
p+(1− p+)

|∂p+

∂θ |
√
tsense. (15)

The value of tall

tsense
denotes the independent repetitions of the

protocol. For a given dimension or alternatively, spin-s sys-

tems, the minimum uncertainty, denoted as δωmin can be ana-
lyzed to determine the performance of the sensing scheme.

IV. LOCAL DIMENSION AS RESOURCE FOR QUANTUM
SENSING: INTEGER VS HALF-INTEGER SPIN

We analyze the performance of the sensor constructed via
a spin-s transverse Ising chain. To gauge the accuracy of the
proposed sensor, we evaluate the value of δω, i.e., the variance
of the target magnetic field, as given in Eq. (15). We establish
first the dimensional advantage, i.e., the benefits for building
spin-s QS (s > 1

2 ). In addition, we also illustrate the advan-
tage in time for the higher dimensional sensor. Interestingly,
we report that the dimensional benefits are more pronounced
for half-integer QS compared to the integer-spin one.

Dimensional gain. To establish that the dimension in
the individual site is beneficial, one has to compare δω

√
tall

obtained from the scheme described in Sec. III with both
δωSQL

√
tall and δωHL

√
tall. In particular, when δω

√
tall <

δωSQL

√
tall (marked with dashed line in Fig. 3), it guar-

antees the quantum advantage. We observe that for a given
spin quantum number s, there exists a range of evolution-
time in Steps 1 and 3, t∗s , for which δω

√
tall always goes

below δωSQL

√
tall and δω

√
tall itself decreases with vary-

ing dimension (as shown in Fig. 3). To establish dimensional
gain, we have to compare δω

√
tall, especially δωmin

√
tall =

mint∗s δω
√
tall with δωHL

√
tall, i.e., we define a quantity

called dimensional gain as ∆adv = (δωmin − δωHL)
√
tall.

If one can demonstrate that ∆adv decreases with s(d), which
is indeed the case for our scheme as depicted in Fig. 4, we
confirm the dimensional gain. Note that in Step 1 of Sec. III,
we use Eq. (11) to ensure that the system is at most (N − 1)-
party entangled, due to which we set the Heisenberg limit
with respect to the N − 1 number of qudits as opposed to
N . Moreover, we find that the range of t∗s where δω

√
tall <

δωSQL

√
tall increases with the increase of dimension. Specif-

ically, for a fixed s, we can define ∆t∗s = (t∗s)max − (t∗s)min,
where (t∗s)max(min) denotes the maximum (minimum) value
of t∗s up to which the precision is more than that of the SQL.
We observe that ∆t∗s2 > ∆t∗s1 where s2 > s1, thereby again
exhibiting the advantage of dimension. Notice that ∆t∗s can be
presented as robustness for the resource to obtain the quantum
advantage in sensing which is different than the one reported
before [24].

Let us now compare the benefits for the systems with in-
teger and half-integer spins. Interestingly, we notice that the
case of s = n

2 ∀n = 1, 3, . . . ∆adv is more substantial com-
pared to the case with integer spins (see Fig. 4). Although
we cannot find the clear reasoning behind this, especially by
examining the fidelity after Step 1, corresponding to M+, we
notice that in the case of half-integer spins, the fidelity is much
higher than that of the model with integer spins. We will ex-
hibit that such differences can be eliminated by adding more
interaction between neighboring sites.
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s δωSQL

√
tall δωHL

√
tall δωmin

√
tall

1/2 0.0126157 0.00841044 0.00917038
1 0.00630783 0.00420522 0.00515845

3/2 0.00420522 0.00280348 0.00306021
2 0.00315392 0.00210261 0.00302282

5/2 0.00252313 0.00168209 0.00188483
3 0.00210261 0.00140174 0.00196205

TABLE I. For each dimension or spin quantum number, s, the cor-
responding SQL, HL, and minimum uncertainty for the sensor are
tabulated. All of the uncertainty values are scaled by

√
tall. We

consider N = 4, β = 10, ω = 10−6, tsense ≈ tint = 500π,
h/J = 0.10.

0 20 40 60 80 100
t*

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

t a
ll

t*
1/2 = 40.6

t*
3/2 = 46.25

t*
5/2 = 49.2

1e 02

s-1/2
s-3/2
s-5/2

FIG. 3. (Color Online.) Variation of minimum uncertainty δω
√
tall

(ordinate) with the evolution-time t∗(abcissa). Different curves cor-
respond to different quantum sensors as described in Sec. III, with
different values of half-integer spins. The horizontal lines represent
the SQL for the corresponding spin quantum number, s, given by

1

2s
√

Ntint

. Here N = 4, β = 10, ω = 10−6, tsense ≈ tint = 500π

and h/J = 0.1. Both the axes are dimensionless.

Advantage in time for spin-s quantum sensor

The total time required to complete the protocol has re-
cently been argued as a resource for quantum sensing [24].
We propose yet another kind of advantage in time for the spin-
s sensing protocol considered here. As shown in the preceding
section, the QFI of the state after Step 1 increases as the lo-
cal dimension increases. We observe that the maximum QFI
can be obtained with increasing exponent of time t∗ as seen
in Fig. 5. In particular, we find γ in (t∗)γ when QFI ap-
proaches maximum increases with the increase of dimension.
Even here, there is a distinction between half-integer and inte-
ger spins. Specifically, we note that the value of the maximal
QFI for integer spins is less than the half-integer ones with
respect to the value of minimum uncertainty (see Table. I).
Although the values of γ are comparable for all values of s
(as shown in Table II).

1/2 1 3/2 2 5/2
s

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

ad
v

1e 04

Half-Integer NN
Integer NN
Half-Integer NN+NNN
Integer NN+NNN

FIG. 4. (Color Online.) Dimensional gain (∆adv = δωmin −
δωHL)

√
tall (Ordinate) vs s (abscissa). Sensors comprised of

only nearest-neighbor (NN) interaction and nearest and next-nearest-
neighbor (NN+NNN) interactions, as in Eq. (16) are indicated
with four- and three-sided polygons respectively. Dashed and dot-
ted lines represent systems with integer and half-integer spins.
All other specifications are the same as in Fig. 3. In addi-
tion, the value of fall-off rate α used in case of Hα

sen is opti-
mized for each spin quantum number s to obtain the highest ∆adv

and the optimal pair is denoted by {s, α}. In particular, we find
{ 1
2
, 2.89}, {1, 1.76}, { 3

2
, 3.56}, {2, 2.39}, and { 5

2
, 3.41}. Both the

axes are dimensionless.

s γ

1/2 1.15743928
1 1.46397299

3/2 1.34294337
2 1.54826223

5/2 1.65154762

TABLE II. The quantum fisher information initially increases with t∗

and attains a maximum at which δωmin is obtained. The correspond-
ing QFI is fitted with the curve (t∗)γ . We observe that γ increases
with s. We consider the same parameters as in Table. I.

Effects of next-nearest-neighbor interactions on quantum
sensors

Long-range interacting spin systems naturally appear in
trapped-ion systems, possessing highly multipartite entangled
states and hence have the potential to increase quantum bene-
fits in metrology [50, 51]. Apart from this motivation, we also
want to raise dimensional gain for the spin model consisting of
integer spins. Let us consider the sensor Hamiltonian which is
modified by adding the next nearest neighbor term as [52–54],

Hα
sen = J

N−1∑
i=1

Sz
i S

z
i+1 +

J

2α

N−2∑
i=1

Sz
i S

x
i+1S

z
i+2 + h

N∑
i=1

Sx
i ,

(16)
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10 20 30 40 50
t*

0

50

100

150

200

F Q
[

,J
z ]

t*1.65

t*1.55

t*1.34

t*1.46

t*1.16

s 5/2
s 2
s 3/2
s 1
s 1/2

FIG. 5. (Color Online.) QFI (vertical axis) with respect to t∗ (hori-
zontal axis). The dotted lines represent the fit in the evolution-time of
the corresponding maximum QFI, i.e. the fit (t∗)γ where γ is given
in Table. II. The color shade becomes lighter to darker with the in-
crease of dimension. All the specifications are the same as in Fig. 3.
Both the axes are dimensionless.

where J = (1+ 1
2α )

−1 is known as the Kac factor and the fall-
off rate α > 0 represents the range of interactions. For s = 1

2 ,
the model can be easily mapped to the spinless fermions us-
ing the Jordan-Wigner transformation which leads to the next-
nearest neighbor interacting Kitaev chain [55–57]. Following
the similar steps as above, the sensors with integer spins can
provide a significant advantage in terms of ∆adv with the in-
crease of spin quantum number s while the sensing precision
with half-integer spins remains unaltered with the additional
interactions (see Fig.4).

V. CONCLUSION

Quantum sensors (QS) are built to assess unknown param-
eters that are encoded in them and can provide advantages be-
yond classical thresholds. We delved into the realm of higher-
dimensional quantum sensing, exploring the possibility of ac-

quiring quantum advantage beyond qubit-based ones. To con-
struct a useful quantum sensor with multiqudit systems, the
first requirement is to fix the standard in precision, which is
provided by the mathematical expressions for the standard
quantum limit (SQL) and the Heisenberg limit for arbitrary
spin quantum numbers. Additionally, we established an up-
per bound of quantum Fisher information (QFI) which fur-
nishes the bound on the error in the estimation of the param-
eter and the connection with multipartite entanglement of the
state. By considering a spin-s Ising chain with s > 1

2 as the
quantum sensor, we demonstrated that along with system size,
the Hilbert space dimension of local subsystems of QS can
also be used as an efficient resource in the sensing protocols.
Within this context, we explored the distinctive behaviors of
half-integer and integer spins in quantum sensing, providing
a promising avenue for investigating the role of indistinguish-
able particles, especially, the contrasting behaviors of bosons
and fermions in parameter estimation scenarios.

Furthermore, our investigations highlighted the utilities of
evolution-time as a resource. On one hand, we found that
the range of time-period in which the uncertainty is below
SQL increases with the increase of the dimension of individ-
ual sites. On the other hand, we observed the scaling of QFI
with the evolution-time, when QFI approaches maximum, in-
creases with the augmentation of the local dimension of the
subsystems, indicating the eventual attainment of the Heisen-
berg limit. Our work unfolds new possibilities for leveraging
quantum advantages in sensing and for expanding the fron-
tiers of precision measurement in quantum technologies with
the variation of dimensions.
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