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Open systems possess unique potentials in high-precision sensing, yet the majority of previous
studies rely on the spectral singularities known as exceptional points. Here we theoretically pro-
pose and experimentally demonstrate universal non-Hermitian sensing in the absence of exceptional
points. The scheme makes use of the intrinsic sensitivity of a non-Hermitian probe to weak external
fields, which can be understood as the direct consequence of non-Hermiticity. We confirm the basic
mechanism by simulating the sensor-field dynamics using photon interferometry, and, as a concrete
example, demonstrate the enhanced sensing of signals encoded in the setting angle of a wave plate.
While the sensitivity of the probe is ultimately limited by the measurement noise, we find the non-
Hermitian sensor showing superior performance under background noises that cannot be suppressed
through repetitive measurements. Our experiment opens the avenue of enhanced sensing without
exceptional points, complementing existing efforts aimed at harnessing the unique features of open
systems.

Introduction.—High-precision sensing plays an increas-
ingly important role in modern science, and much ef-
fort has been invested in designing novel sensing schemes
and next-generation sensors [1, 2]. A promising route is
to exploit the unique sensitivity of open systems to ex-
ternal perturbations, of which an outstanding example
is exceptional-point (EP)-based sensing [3–24]. While
the dynamics of open systems can be described by non-
Hermitian effective Hamiltonians, their complex eigen-
spectra exhibit exotic degeneracies at the branch-point
singularities known as the EPs [25–27]. A system can
exhibit fascinating properties near an EP, where, im-
portantly, the eigenspectra become highly susceptible
to weak perturbations, a feature that has been ex-
tensively researched for EP-enhanced sensing. Over
the past decades, proof-of-principle EP-enhanced sen-
sors have been demonstrated using classical electromag-
netic or acoustic waves [28–38], and in quantum open
systems of trapped ions [39], solid spins [40], or single
photons [41]. These prototype sensors and their under-
lying protocols vitally depend on the presence of EPs,
necessitating specific designs of non-Hermitian effective
Hamiltonians with fine-tuned parameters.

In this work, we propose and demonstrate non-
Hermitian sensing in the absence of EPs. The scheme
relies on the non-Hermiticity-enhanced susceptibility of
physical observables to weak perturbations, which, dis-
tinct from the EP-based sensitivity, is a generic feature
of non-Hermitian systems, making the sensing scheme
universal [42]. Using a cyclic photonic interferometer,
we experimentally simulate the discrete-time dynamics
of the probe-field system with tunable non-Hermiticity.

We observe enhanced sensitivity under a non-Hermitian
setting, thus confirming the feasibility of our scheme. To
provide a prototype scenario for application, we then
demonstrate the sensing of signals encoded in the set-
ting angle of a wave plate. We also theoretically analyze
and experimentally confirm the superiority of the non-
Hermitian sensing scheme—it outperforms its Hermitian
counterpart in the presence of background noises that do
not average out through repetitive measurements.
Theoretical framework.—We consider a generic non-

Hermitian qubit sensor perturbed by a weak external
field, with the overall Hamiltonian given by H = H+λV ,
and λ denotes the small parameter to be estimated. In a
properly chosen orthonormal basis denoted by {|0⟩, |1⟩},
the Hamiltonian of the bare non-Hermitian sensor can be
generally expressed as (up to an arbitrary constant)

H =
2E

1 + a

(
1 a

δ
δ a

)
(1)

with |a| ≤ 1. Its two eigenstates are given by |ϕ+⟩ ∼
|0⟩+ δ|1⟩ and |ϕ−⟩ ∼ |0⟩− (δ/a)|1⟩, respectively, with an
associated energy splitting 2E . Importantly, our sensing
scheme assumes the condition |δ| ≪ 1, which is always
possible by a proper choice of the basis. Since the re-
quirement of E → 0 is released, the non-Hermitian sensor
under study is independent of the properties of any EPs.
We first focus on the unperturbed system dynamics

governed by H with the sensor initialized in the basis
state, |ψ(0)⟩ = |0⟩. The time-evolved state can then be
written as

|ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHt|ψ(0)⟩ = 1− ei2Et

1 + a
(Dt|0⟩+ δ|1⟩) , (2)
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FIG. 1. Mechanism of the non-Hermiticity-enhanced sensing.
(a) Schematic of the workflow. Within the sensor’s range,
a tiny variation in an external parameter λ leads to small
changes in the sensor, parameterized by Dt and δ. These
changes further give rise to significant variations in a de-
tectable S(λ). (b) A qubit sensor is initialized in the basis
state |0⟩, close to an eigenstate (denoted as |ϕ+⟩) of its non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian, with |ϕ+⟩ ∼ |0⟩ + δ|1⟩ and |δ| ≪ 1
is a parameter of the non-Hermitian sensor. Under a weak
perturbation, the sensor generically evolves into the state
|ψ(t)⟩ ∼ Dt|0⟩+ δ|1⟩. Generally, when the parameter Dt is in
the same order as δ, with |Dt| ∼ |δ| ≪ 1, the final population
in state |0⟩ (denoted as S) exhibits a sensitive reliance on the
small parameters |δ| or Dt, thus offering a practical probe for
these parameters.

where 2Dt = (1− a) + i(1 + a) cot Et. The population in
the state |0⟩ is straightforwardly determined by

S =
|Dt|2

|δ|2 + |Dt|2
. (3)

Now, consider the time evolution under H, where an
additional weak field is present. The parameters of the
time-evolved state {δ, a, E} all become λ-dependent, so
is the normalized population in |0⟩, which we denote as
S(λ). Its sensitivity to λ is captured by the susceptibility
χλ = ∂λS(λ), which can be decomposed into

χλ = χ|δ|∂λ|δ|+ χ|D|∂λ|Dt|, (4)

where χ|δ| and χ|D| are responses of S to variations in
the parameters |δ| and D, respectively.
As illustrated by Fig. 1, in the region |Dt| ∼ |δ| ≪ 1,

S(λ) shows fast variations with respect to |δ| and |Dt|,
thus also features a highly sensitive response to λ. Specif-
ically, in the region with |Dt| ≃ |δ| ≪ 1, the populations
in the states |0⟩ and |1⟩ are comparable to each other.
Due to the smallness of δ and Dt, a weak perturbation
(characterized by λ) could take the non-Hermitian sen-
sor out of this region, causing a significant change in the
signal.

The above population-matching condition (namely
|Dt| ∼ |δ| ≪ 1) is achieved by exploiting the generic
non-Hermiticity of the sensor, inherently facilitated by
the non-orthogonal eigenstates and complex eigenvalues.
For example, the non-orthogonality of eigenstates in a

pseudo-Hermitian system (where E is real) allows a to
be of the order unity (a ≈ 1), which straightforwardly
yields Dt ≈ i cot Et [42]. When the evolution time is
close to Et ≃ π

2 , |Dt| could be on the order of |δ|, satis-
fying the population-matching condition. More general
non-Hermitian sensing configurations beyond the pseudo-
Hermitian case can also be established based on the
population-matching condition [43].
The observations above form the basis of our non-

Hermiticity-enhanced sensing scheme, which is funda-
mentally different from the previously reported EP-
enhanced sensing [3, 4]. While the latter typically relies
on the sensitivity of eigenstates and eigenvalues close to
the EP, our scheme exploits the non-Hermitian sensing
region illustrated in Fig. 1, which is emergent from the
non-Hermitian dynamics starting from a specific initial
state in the close proximity to an eigenstate of the un-
perturbed system.
However, the above discussion does not hold for a

Hermitian system, where a unitary time evolution gives
2Dt ≈ 1+i cot Et (where a = δ2 ≪ 1), and thus 2|Dt| ≥ 1.
More specifically, we consider an exemplary Hermitian
sensor, where the full Hamiltonian is given by Hs = λσx.
The time-evolved state follows the form of Eq. (2), by
taking δ = 1 and Dt = −i cotλt, corresponding to the
smooth non-sensitive region in Fig. 1. The normalized
population in state |0⟩ is

S(λ) =
1

2
(1 + cos 2λt) . (5)

The advantage of the non-Hermitian sensor is clearly
revealed by comparing the susceptibilities defined in
Eqs. (4) and (5), respectively, the latter being a smooth-
varying sinusoidal.
Experiment implementation.—As a paradigmatic ex-

ample, we experimentally implement the pseudo-
Hermitian sensor described above using linear optics, di-
viding the process into many segments, each of which
simulates a fixed time evolution governed by a pseudo-
Hermitian Hamiltonian. The process can be extended to
a real-time evolution and is regarded as a genuine quan-
tum simulation in linear optics [44].
In our experiment, we encode the qubit basis in the

horizontal and vertical polarization states of photons, i.e.,
|0⟩ ≡ |H⟩ and |1⟩ ≡ |V ⟩. As illustrated in Fig. 2, our ex-
perimental setup includes three stages: state initializa-
tion, time evolution, and projective measurement. The
wave packets of photons are generated by a pulsed laser
source with a central wavelength of 808nm, a pulse width
of 88ps, and a repetition rate of 31.25kHz. The pulses
are attenuated to the single-photon level using neutral
density filters. The photons are projected into the initial
state |H⟩ via a polarizing beam splitter (PBS) and then
coupled in and out of an interferometric network through
a low-reflectivity beam splitter (BS, reflectivity 10%), for
time evolutions under the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian.
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FIG. 2. Experimental schematic of the non-Hermitian cyclic-
structure quantum evolution. A pulse laser is attenuated to
the single-photon level via a set of neutral density filters and
coupled into the cyclic quantum simulator through a beam
splitter (BS). The non-unitary evolution operator u is imple-
mented by a series of optical elements. After each evolution
u, about 10% photons are reflected by the BS for projec-
tive measurement and the transmitted photons continue to
go through the next cycle. The cyclic evolution process is
depicted in the inset diagram. The state of the sensor is de-
scribed as |ψ(nτ)⟩ = u(τ)n|ψ(0)⟩.

Each segment of the time evolution is realized by the in-
terferometric network involving several wave plates and
two beam displacers (BDs). Such an interferometric net-
work is capable of realizing an arbitrary 2×2 non-unitary
operator [45–47].

We implement a stroboscopic simulation of the non-
Hermitian dynamics, partitioning the overall evolution
time t into n short segments t = nτ . In our experiment,
we choose a = 1 and n = 5. The non-unitary time evo-
lution operator in each segment is

u(τ) = e−i(H−EI)τ =

(
cosατ −i β

αδ sinατ

−iβα sinατ cosατ

)
, (6)

where α =
√

(Eδ + λ)(E + δλ)/δ and β = Eδ+λ. For the
implementation of u, we further decompose it according
to

u = R2 (θ2, ϕ2)L (θH , θV )R1 (θ1, ϕ1) , (7)

where the rotation operator Ri(θi, ϕi) (i = 1, 2) is real-
ized by a quarter-wave plate (QWP) at ϕi and a half-
wave plate (HWP) at θi, and the polarization-dependent
loss operator L is realized by a combination of two BDs
and a pair of HWPs at θH and θV . By adjusting the pa-
rameters of wave plates, we can simulate dynamics under
Hamiltonians with tunable non-Hermiticity.

Each segment of the time evolution u(τ) is repeated
through an optical cycle, in which photons propagate
both in free space and through single-mode fibers. At the
end of each cycle, the photons are re-coupled into the in-
terferometric network through a low-reflectivity BS. The

transmitted photons recycle for the next segment, while
about 10% of the photons are reflected and coupled out
of the cycle and into the measurement module.
Finally, after photons have completed multiple cycles

and are coupled out of the network by the BS, they regis-
ter clicks at an avalanche photo-diode (APD) with a time
jitter of 350ps for detection. The population of photons
is obtained through projective measurement, which con-
sists of a PBS and APDs. The counts of the horizontally
polarized photons NH and vertically polarized ones NV

are registered in the measurement stage and are used to
determine susceptibilities in our experiment.
Measuring susceptibility.—We construct the normal-

ized population of state |H⟩ through the measured pho-
ton counts NH and NV , with

S̄ =
NH

NH +NV
. (8)

The populations of the state |H⟩ after 5 segments of the
time evolution governed by non-Hermitian and Hermi-
tian Hamiltonians with the initial state |H⟩ are shown in
Figs. 3(a) and 3(c), respectively. In the non-Hermitian
case, the population changes more sharply compared to
its Hermitian counterpart, with respect to small varia-
tions in λ, especially when λ/ε ∈ [−1.402, 1.832].
In Figs. 3(b) and 3(d), we show the measured suscepti-

bility χλ as a function of λ/ε for both the non-Hermitian
and Hermitian sensors. Since we take discretized values
of λ in our experiment, the susceptibility is numerically
estimated according to

χλi
=
S̄(λi+1)− S̄(λi)

λi+1 − λi
, (9)

where the subscript i represents the data index. As illus-
trated in Fig. 3(b), for the non-Hermitian sensor, we have
the measured susceptibility |χλ| ≤ 1018 ± 97. Whereas
for the Hermitian case in Fig. 3(d), the measured sus-
ceptibility |χλ| ≤ 262± 9. Therefore, the non-Hermitian
sensor demonstrates a remarkable advantage for the es-
timation of λ.
An application.—In the experiment above, the exter-

nal field V is simulated by a set of linear optical ele-
ments, and the adjustment of the parameter λ is realized
by tuning the setting angles of the combination of wave
plates (H1, H2 and HV ). As a primordial demonstration
of non-Hermitian sensing, we now encode the signal λ
in the setting angle of a single wave plate. Our goal is
to estimate the parameter θ1 of the wave plate H1 with
the non-Hermitian sensor. For this purpose, photons are
initialized in the state |ψ(0)⟩ = |H⟩. We fix the setting
angles of the other wave plates as φ1 = 0.5π, φ2 = −0.5π,
θ2 = 0.03π, θV = 0.43π, which are determined by numer-
ical simulations and optimization analysis. The popula-
tions of the state |H⟩ after 5 segments of the time evo-
lution governed by the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian with
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FIG. 3. Experimental results of the susceptibility of non-Hermitian and Hermitian sensors. The normalized population S(λ) of
the state |H⟩ and the susceptibility χλ as a function of λ for the non-Hermitian sensor (a)-(b) and its Hermitian counterpart
(c)-(d), respectively. The normalized population S(θ1) and the susceptibility χθ1 as a function of θ1 for the non-Hermitian
sensor (e)-(f) and its Hermitian counterpart (g)-(h), respectively. Symbols represent the experimental data and lines are
the corresponding theoretical predictions with the initial state |H⟩ and the evolution time t = π/2E . Other parameters are
δ = 0.3015, E = δ/50 and ε = 0.001. Error bars are due to the statistical uncertainty in photon number counting.

the initial state |H⟩ are shown in Fig. 3(e). Apparently,
the measured population becomes more sensitive to θ1
round θ1 = −0.06π. The susceptibility χθ1 is calculated
from the measured population and shown in Fig. 3(f).
The maximum value of the susceptibility is 115± 18.

For comparison, we use a Hermitian sensor for the
same task. We remove the BDs along with H2, HH ,
and HV , leaving wave plates Q2(ϕ2)-H1(θ1)-Q1(ϕ1). We
fix the setting angles of the wave plates to be the same
as those of the non-Hermitian sensor, with φ1 = 0.5π,
φ2 = −0.5π. Figures 3(g) and 3(h) show the popula-
tion and the susceptibility of the Hermitian sensor. The
measured susceptibility is |χθ1 | ≤ 10.8± 0.4. Hence, the
non-Hermitian enhancement ratio is ∼ 10.6.

Non-Hermitian sensing under noise.—Noise is a fun-
damental challenge for sensors as the sensitivity of a sen-
sor is ultimately limited by noise. Generally, the in-
fluence of measurement noises on the sensitivity of the
non-Hermitian sensor can be eliminated by repeating the
measurement. However, for systematic noises that can-
not be averaged out, the non-Hermitian sensors demon-
strated here also outperform the Hermitian ones. In the
following, we take background noises [48, 49] as an exam-
ple, and experimentally confirm the non-Hermitian ad-
vantage.

We characterize the measurement sensitivity ∆S us-
ing the standard deviation of the parameter to be esti-
mated. The measurement sensitivity indicates the mini-
mum change of the parameter that can be distinguished
in the presence of the background noise. This allows us
to directly compare the non-Hermitian sensing protocols

to more established methods. For simplicity, we focus on
the background noise due to the imperfection of detec-
tors. The measured population of the state |H⟩ in Eq. (8)
is then modified as

S̄′ =
NH +N ′

H

NH +N ′
H +NV +N ′

V

≈S̄ + (1− S̄)
N ′

H

N
− S̄

N ′
V

N
. (10)

Here N ′
H,V represents the additional photon numbers in

the corresponding polarization states caused by the back-
ground noise, and N = NH +NV . In general, the back-
ground noise is completely random. The corresponding
photon numbers are therefore given by N ′

H ∈ [0, ηHN ]
and N ′

V ∈ [0, ηVN ], respectively. Applying error propa-
gation on Eq. (10), the standard deviation of S̄′ is

∆S̄′2 =(
∂S̄′

∂S̄
∆S̄)2 + (

∂S̄′

∂N ′
H/N

∆
N ′

H

N
)2 + (

∂S̄′

∂N ′
V /N

∆
N ′

V

N
)2

=(1− ηH + ηV
2

)2∆S̄2 +
1

12
[(1− S̄)2η2H + S̄2η2V ].

(11)

The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (S6) (in the
second line) comes from the fluctuation of photons, which
can be averaged out through repetitive measurements.
Namely, the term tends to zero when N ≫ 1. By con-
trast, the second term comes from the background noise,
which is independent of N and cannot be averaged out.
We experimentally demonstrate the performance of

the non-Hermitian sensor in the presence of background



5

(a) (b)

Non-Hermitian
Hermitian

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Hη

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Hη

0

1

2

λ
Δ
× 1
0-
4 4

2

6

0

Δ
× 1
0-
3

1θ

FIG. 4. Experimental results of the measurement uncertainty.
Measured standard deviation ∆λ in (a) and ∆θ1 in (b) as a
function of the strength ηH of the background noise. Symbols
representing the results are obtained by repeating measure-
ments for 50 times for each of the noise strengths chosen in
our experiment. The lines are numerical simulations that are
obtained from 10000 measurements for each noise strength.

noise. We use two light-emitting diode (LED) which are
placed close to the APDs, to simulate the background
noise. We adjust the intensity of the LEDs to ensure that
the changes in N ′

H,V are proportional to N . For simplic-
ity, we choose ηV = 1.2ηH . We choose the working point
of the sensor, i.e., λ corresponding to |χλ|max, and repeat
measurements for 50 times for each of the noise strengths
chosen in our experiment. For the measured population
of the state |H⟩, we calculate the standard deviation ∆S̄′

based on Eq. (S6) and ∆λ = ∆S̄′/|χλ|max through the
propagation of error.

In Fig. 4, we show how the measurement uncertainty
varies as a function of the noise strength ηH , for both
the non-Hermitian and Hermitian sensors. The results
show that, with increasing noise strength, the measure-
ment sensitivity ∆λ (∆θ1) deteriorates in both cases.
However, ∆λ (∆θ1) of the non-Hermitian sensor is al-
ways smaller compared to the Hermitian one. Thus,
the non-Hermitian sensor possesses enhanced sensitivity
compared to the Hermitian counterpart in the presence
of background noise. As such, non-Hermiticity allows one
to enhance the measurement sensitivity, over a conven-
tional Hermitian sensor, both with and without noise.

Conclusion.—We propose and demonstrate a generic
non-Hermitian sensing scheme that does not rely on the
presence of EPs. Simulating the non-Hermitian dynam-
ics of the sensor-field system, we show that the non-
Hermitian sensor is superior to its Hermitian counter-
part, both in terms of susceptibility, and in terms of
performance against background noise. While the non-
Hermitian sensor in our experiment is time-independent,
it is possible to achieve time dependence through electro-
optical modulators, which should open up fresh oppor-
tunities for novel sensor design. Furthermore, while our
demonstration is performed on the single-qubit level, it
is possible to extend the sensing scheme to multi-qubit
cases. Our work thus paves the way toward a new class
of non-Hermitian sensors.
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Supplemental Materials for “Non-Hermitian sensing in the absence of exceptional points”

In the supplemental material, we provide general non-Hermitian configurations for enhanced sensing, and the effect
of the background noise on the non-Hermitian sensing.

General non-Hermitian configurations for enhanced sensing

In the main text, we demonstrate the pseudo-Hermitian scenario for non-Hermiticity enhanced sensing without
involving exceptional points. In this section, we elaborate on more general non-Hermitian sensing configurations
in the proposed theoretical framework while going beyond the pseudo-Hermitian scenario based on the population-
matching condition, i.e., |Dt| ≃ |δ|. Recalling that

Dt =
1 + aei2Et

1− ei2Et
=

1

2
[(1− a) + i(1 + a) cot Et] , (S1)

the population-matching condition, i.e., |Dt| ≃ |δ| is achieved by requiring a = 1 and Et ≈ π
2 corresponding to the

pseudo-Hermitian scenario in the main text.
Here we point out that the population-matching condition |Dt| ≃ |δ| ≪ 1 may also be satisfied by non-Hermitian

systems with complex energy splitting, i.e., 2E = ω+ iγ. In this case, the eigenstates may not be fully symmetric, for
example, |ϕ+⟩ ∼ |0⟩ + δ|1⟩ and |ϕ−⟩ ∼ |0⟩ − (δ/a)|1⟩ with a ∈ (0, 1). Correspondingly, the Hamiltonian of the bare
non-Hermitian sensor can be expressed as the following more general form

H =
ω + iγ

1 + a

(
1 a

δ
δ a

)
. (S2)

The pseudo-Hermitian scenario Hamiltonian in the main text corresponds to a = 1 and γ = 0. We note that, if a ≳ |δ|,
by choosing a negative value of γ, the condition of |Dt| ≃ |δ| can be reached in the neighboring region of ae−γt = 1
and ωt = π, which leads to that Dt = 0. Moreover, the value of a can even be much smaller than |δ|, e.g. a = |δ|2,
such that the two eigenstates of the non-Hermitian sensor are orthogonal to each other. In this case, we can set
e−γt = |δ|−1 to approximately achieve the sensitive non-Hermitian region supported by the condition |Dt| ≃ |δ| ≪ 1.
In Fig.S1, we demonstrate the response behavior of three different non-Hermitian sensing configurations for values of
a in those different regions. The external perturbing field is assumed to be described by the Hamiltonian V = λσx.
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FIG. S1. The normalized population S(λ) of the state |0⟩ for different non-Hermitian sensing configurations. From the left to
right panels, the values of a are set as a = e for (a), a = δ for (b) and a = |δ|2 for (c) respectively. It can be seen that the
population signal shows a significant change for a small perturbing field λ. Here we choose the parameter δ = 0.05, γ = −1,
{ω, t} = {−π/ log a,− log a} in (a)-(b), and {ω, t} = {−π/(2 log δ),− log δ} in (c).

As an detailed example, we derive an explicit non-Hermitian Hamiltonian that serves as a sensor and examine its
performance. The Hamiltonian is given as

H = σx + (c+ id)σz, (S3)

where c, d ∈ R and σx,y,z are Pauli matrices. There are no pertinent symmetries in the Hamiltonian H. We take into
account an external weak field V = λσx, as demonstrated in the main text. Consequently, the coupled Hamiltonian
is denoted by

H = H+ V = (1 + λ)σx + (c+ id)σz. (S4)
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For simplicity, we fix the parameters c = 0.75, d = −0.5, and the evolution time t = 5.45. As illustrated in Fig. S2,
we experimentally characterize the normalized population of the state |0⟩ and the susceptibility χλ. The maximum
susceptibility |χλ|max = 71 ± 2 for the non-Hermitian sensor is shown in Fig. S2(b). Its Hermitian counterpart
|χλ|max = 6.3± 0.2 is shown in Fig. S2(d). In consequence, the non-Hermitian enhancement ratio in |χλ|max is 11.3.

   λχ 
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FIG. S2. The normalized population S(λ) of the state |0⟩ and the susceptibility χλ of the non-Hermitian and Hermitian
sensors, respectively. (a)-(b) S(λ) and χλ for the non-Hermitian sensor. (c)-(d) S(λ) and χλ for the Hermitian counterpart.
The symbols with error bars denote the experimental data, while the curves represent the theoretical prediction obtained by
numerical simulations. Error bars are due to the statistical uncertainty in photon-number-counting. The initial state is chosen
as |0⟩ and the cycles of evolution are set to n = 5.

The effect of the background noise

In this part, we analyze the performance of the non-Hermitian sensor compared to its Hermitian counterpart when
considering the background noise. The counts of the horizontally polarized photons N ′

H and vertically polarized ones
N ′

V are registered in the measurement stage and are used to determine the performance of the non-Hermitian sensor
with the background noise. Then, the population can be written as follows,

S̄′ =
NH +N ′

H

NH +N ′
H +NV +N ′

V

=
NH

NH +NV

1 +
N ′

H

NH

1 +
N ′

H+N ′
V

NH+NV

≈ NH

NH +NV

(
1 +

N ′
H

NH

)(
1− N ′

H +N ′
V

NH +NV

)
≈ NH

NH +NV

(
1 +

N ′
H

NH
− N ′

H +N ′
V

NH +NV

)
=

NH

NH +NV

[
1 +

NVN
′
H −NHN

′
V

NH(NH +NV )

]
=S̄ +

(
1− S̄

) N ′
H

N
− S̄

N ′
V

N

=S̄ +
1

2

(
1− S̄

)
ηH − 1

2
S̄ηV , (S5)

where ηH,V = N ′
H,V /N is the noise strength, N = NH + NV and NH and NV are the counts of the horizontally

polarized photons and vertically polarized ones in the case without noise, respectively. When
N ′

H+N ′
V

NH+NV
≪ 1 is satisfied,

we assume 1

1+
N′

H
+N′

V
NH+NV

≈ 1 − N ′
H+N ′

V

NH+NV
in the equation above. In general, the background noise is completely random

and uniform. We then have the photon counts N ′
H ∈ [0, ηHN ] and N ′

V ∈ [0, ηVN ]. Hence, the ratios N ′
H/N ∈ [0, ηH ]

and N ′
V /N ∈ [0, ηV ] are also random and uniform.

The standard deviation of S̄′ is developed by the relationship of the error transmission function based on Eq. (S5)
as

∆S̄′2 =

(
∂S̄′

∂S̄
∆S̄

)2

+

(
∂S̄′

∂N ′
H/N

∆
N ′

H

N

)2

+

(
∂S̄′

∂N ′
V /N

∆
N ′

V

N

)2

=

(
1− ηH + ηV

2

)2

∆S̄2 +
1

12

[(
1− S̄

)2
η2H + S̄2η2V

]
, (S6)
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FIG. S3. (a) The standard deviation of S̄ as a function of N . (b) The standard deviation of λ. The red curves denote the
non-Hermitian sensor, while the blue curves represent the results of its Hermitian counterpart. We choose the parameters
ηH = 0.05 and ηV = 0.06. We also fix S̄ = 0.34 for the non-Hermitian sensor and S̄ = 0.5 for its Hermitian counterpart to get
the maximum susceptibility.

where ∆S̄2 = NHNV

pN3 is the standard deviation for the non-Hermitian sensor and p is the success probability, while

∆S̄2 = NHNV

N3 is for its Hermitian counterpart. In Eq. (S6), the first term which is from the fluctuation of single
photons, tends to 0 when N ≫ 1, even if the success probability is considered. Whereas, the second term results in
a constant that is independent of N . Based on the above analysis, we can approximate the minimum measurement
uncertainty through ∆λ ≃ ∆S̄′/|χ|max. Therefore, the ratio of the minimum measurement uncertainty between non-
Hermitian and Hermitian sensors is ∆λnon-H/∆λH = |χ|Hmax/|χ|non-Hmax . The corresponding results are presented in
Fig. S3, which agree with the above derivation.
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FIG. S4. The Fisher information as a function of N without and with the background noise in (a) and (b), respectively. The
strength of noise is fixed at ηH = ηV = 0.1. The shaded area indicates the standard deviation.

To further illustrate the background noise’s effect, we numerically calculate the Fisher information for both non-
Hermitian and Hermitian sensors in the presence of the background noise. The Fisher information is defined by [1]

I(λ) =
∫
fN (S̄′|λ)

(
∂

∂λ
log fN (S̄′|λ)

)2

dS̄′, (S7)

where fN (S̄′|λ) is the probability density function for the random variable S̄′ defined in Eq. (S6), conditioned on the
value of λ. In Fig. S4, we show the Fisher information as a function of N . Importantly, the Fisher information for both
the Hermitian and non-Hermitian scenarios in presence of the background measurement noise, instead of satisfying
I(λ) ∝ N , would reach a plateau for a sufficiently large N ≫ 1. This behavior is consistent with the feature of
technical experiment noises that cannot be averaged out by repetitive measurements [2]. However, the non-Hermitian
scenario can help us to achieve a larger Fisher information with respect to the parameter λ, which is attributed to
the non-Hermitian-enhanced susceptibility, i.e., |χ|non-Hmax ≫ |χ|Hmax. The results reveal that the non-Hermitian sensor
indeed improves the performance of the parameter estimation.
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