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Quantum illumination is an entanglement-based target detection protocol that provides quan-
tum advantages despite the presence of entanglement-breaking noise. However, the advantage of
traditional quantum illumination protocols is limited to impractical scenarios with low transmitted
power and simple target configurations. In this work, we propose a quantum illumination network
to overcome the limitations, via designing a transmitter array and a single receiver antenna. Thanks
to multiple transmitters, quantum advantage is achieved even with a high total transmitted power.
Moreover, for single-parameter estimation, the advantage of network over a single transmitter case
increases with the number of transmitters before saturation. At the same time, complex target
configurations with multiple unknown transmissivity or phase parameters can be resolved. Despite
the interference of different returning signals at the single antenna and photon-loss due to multiple-
access channel, we provide two types of measurement design, one based on parametric-amplification
and one based on the correlation-to-displacement conversion (CtoD) to achieve a quantum advan-
tage in estimating all unknown parameters. We also generalize the parameter estimation scenario
to a general hypothesis testing scenario, where the six-decibel quantum illumination advantage is
achieved at a much greater total probing power.

I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is a unique feature of quantum physics
that brings benefits in information processing tasks [1].
Quantum illumination (QI) is an example where entan-
glement provides advantages in sensing tasks even when
it is eventually destroyed by noise and loss during the
sensing process [2, 3]. The protocol sends out a signal
to probe the target while storing the entangled idler for
reference. Upon return of the noisy signal, a measure-
ment is performed on both the return and the idler to
determine the properties of the target.

QI came as a conceptual surprise, and much effort has
been devoted towards making the quantum advantage
practically relevant. To begin with, the original paper
by Tan et al. [3] showed quantum advantage with perfor-
mance bounds and left the measurement design problem
open. The initial design based on off-the-shelf compo-
nents of the parametric amplifier provides sub-optimal
quantum advantages [4], which has been demonstrated
in the optical domain [5, 6] and more recently in the mi-
crowave domain [7]. The optimal measurement has been
subsequently proposed, with the sum-frequency genera-
tion process [8] and via the correlation-to-displacement
(CtoD) conversion [9, 10]. With the development of the
CtoD concept, simplified sub-optimal receivers based on
heterodyne-homodyne is proposed to bring hope to prac-
tical microwave implementations [11].

While the challenges in the measurement design have
been relaxed, many other issues plague the practical rel-
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evance of QI, as summarized in Refs. [12, 13]. One prob-
lem regards the fact that the original protocol only de-
tects the presence and absence of a single target in a
spatiotemporal bin, which is far away from real radar de-
tection scenarios. Efforts in extending the applicability
of QI have shown that advantage in ranging can be possi-
ble [14, 15], where the target can be at different locations
along a single direction. However, the more important
problem is that QI is considering an energy constraint
that is far from realistic. As the brightness—the photon
flux per bandwidth—needs to be less than unity to en-
able quantum advantage, the power of the transmitter is
extremely low given the gigahertz bandwidth available at
microwave frequency.

In this work, we propose a quantum illumination
network to resolve the above low-power and single-
target constraints of the original QI protocols. While
a single transceiver can only detect a single target, in
the QI network, multiple targets are simultaneously
probed with a network of transmitters, and the return
is detected by a single receiver antenna (see Fig. 1i).
Due to multiple transmitters probing the same region,
the total probing power can be large. As a result, for
single target case, the advantage of QI network over the
original single-transmitter QI protocol increases with the
number of transmitters before saturation (see Fig. 1ii).
The inevitable interference of different returning signals
creates a challenge to the reception end. Surprisingly,
we show that even with a single receiver, one is able
to overcome the interference problem and achieve
estimation precision advantages over the best classical
strategies in the estimation of multiple phases or trans-
missivities. We also provide the measurement strategy
to achieve quantum advantage based on parametric
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FIG. 1. (i)Quantum illumination network set-up. A trans-
mitter array sends out multiple probes {S;} to multiple tar-
gets (or different aspects of the same target) and then stores
the corresponding entangled idlers {I;} in quantum memory
marked by M. The physical parameters that need to be iden-
tified correspond to the phase {0;} and reflectivity {n;} im-
printed on the return state. With a single antenna to receive
the returning mode R, the experimenter can conduct multi-
parameter quantum estimation and hypothesis testing under
the influence of background noise (marked by B). (ii) A sim-
ple depiction of the discrepancy in estimation performance
between a QI network and a traditional QI protocols. Here
we illustrate the root-mean-square error in estimating an av-
erage of multiple phases with reflectivity ratio n ~ 0.5, the
photon numbers Ng = 0.5 and Ng = 32.

amplification [4] or the CtoD conversion [9, 10].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, we describe the framework of the QI network.
Section III focuses on the practical relevance of our pro-
posal. Then, we examine the classical benchmark of the
QI network in Section IV and introduce the measurement

protocols in Section V. The sensing superiority of the QI
network is demonstrated in the analysis of multiple-phase
sensing in Section VI and in the classification of reflectiv-
ity patterns in Section VII. Following that, we discuss a
potential advantage of non-asymptotic parameter estima-
tion in Section VIII. Finally, the conclusions are drawn
in Section IX.

II. QUANTUM ILLUMINATION NETWORK
SET-UP

A shown in Figure 1, a quantum illumination net-
work consists of an array of m transmitters, each emits a
signal-idler pair {S;,I;} in a two-mode squeezed vacuum
(TMSV) state [16]
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where Ng is the average photon number of S; or I,
as, (ar;) and aéj (aL) denote the annihilation and cre-
ation operators of the signal (idler) mode, respectively,
and |0) is the vacuum state. Then, the experimenter
stores the idlers, {aj, };":_01, and sends the m signal
modes, {as; };”:_01, to the target. The experimental re-
alization of the transmitter array can be potentially
achieved by nano-antenna array [17, 18], in particular
at the higher frequency end of radar detection.

At the common receiver, a single return mode is re-
ceived, with interference between all return probes. The
m transmitters are able to excite more spatial modes of
the target, which may have non-zero overlap with the re-
ceiver spatial mode. As a simplified model, we assume
the maximum number of spatial modes of the target (or
multiple targets) being excited is m;, and different trans-
mitters excite different spatial modes. Therefore, the re-
turn mode is given by the input-output relation
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which forms a multiple-access channel [19, 20] from me
senders and a single receiver. Note that we assume that
the other m,. — 1 output modes other than ar are not
accessible to the receiver end. When there are m < my.
transmitters, the rest m,, — m transmitter modes are in
vacuum. Here we define each virtual individual return
ar; to model the loss and noise in the channel [3, 21, 22],

ag, = €% \fjas, + /1 —njas,;, 1 <j<m, (3)

where 7; € [0,1] is the reflectivity, §; € [0,27) is the
phase angle and the noise mode ap; has an average pho-
ton number Ng/(1—mn;) > 1. Typically, the actual num-
ber of transmitters m < mye, therefore we focus on the
case where m < my.. Here, we adopt the premise of



reflectivity-independent noise Np as in the original ap-
proach [3], which may arise from realistic scenarios such
as low reflectivity [3], bright thermal-noise bath [3, 23],
Gaussian measurement [24], and Gaussian additive noise
channels [16].

Here the targets are described by m phase shifts
{0, };-”:_01 and m transmissivities {n; ;-":_01. These param-
eters can in general model different targets in the same
region, or different parts of a single target. As a special
case, the m sets of parameters can also be equal, repre-
senting a degenerate case where only a single target is
being considered. Such a degenerate case represents a
spatial multiplexing at the transmitter. Due to multiple
transmitters, the total transmitted average photon num-
ber is increased to mNg; at the same time, as we assume
a single receiver, the received photon number
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increases linearly with m before saturation at large m =
mye transmitters. As a result, the performance of the
QI network increases with the number of transmitters m
before saturation at m = my.. As exemplified in Fig. 1ii,
the root-mean-square estimation error in single parame-
ter estimation of QI network improves as the number of
transmitters increase. The performance evaluation uti-
lizes Eq. (13) in the degenerate case, as we detail in Sec-
tion VI.

The final measurement is applied on the return mode
R jointly with m idler modes, {I; ;’:01. The resulting
(m + 1)-mode is in a zero-mean Gaussian state with
quadrature covariance matrix (see basic definitions with
natural units i = 2 in Ref. [16]):
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where Nf, := Np + Z;";Ol n;Ns/m refers to the adjusted
background photon number, I, is the identity matrix of
dimension /, {Sj =2 \/UjNS(NS +1)/mye ZR;} are 2x
2 matrices defined by R; = cos 0;I; —isin6;Y with Z and
Y being the Pauli matrices.

To achieve the desired high precision in sensing, one

v—1

7—os at each trans-

sends out v mode pairs, {S§n),I§n)}
mitter 0 < j < m —1 and therefore receive modes R(")g,
Such a repetition is typically realized by broadband
probes, where v = BT is the time-bandwidth product
for bandwith B and pulse duration 7. We can also

introduce the virtual received modes R(-")

T similar to
the single pair case in Eq. (3). The multiple mode pairs
can come from the large time-bandwidth product of the

spontaneous parametric down-conversion source that

generates the TMSVs.

Finally, the performance of sensing is characterized
by the square root of the weighted mean-square error
(rWMSE)

Z_: Z Tr[pg M,] [éj(a) — @}2 /m  (6)
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where pg refers to v copies of output states from
the QI process, the parameters of interest are ¢ =
(6o, -+ ,0m_1)T for multiple-phase sensing or ¢ =
(M0, -+ s Mm—1)T for reflectivity sensing, {M,} refer to
the positive operator-valued measure (POVM) associated
to v-rounds of measurement, the estimator {d;j(a)} are
mapping from the measurement data a (which could be
multidimensional) to the parameters.

Given the classical and quantum Cremér-Rao theo-
rem [25-31], the rWMSE of a measurement M can be
bounded as follows:
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where Faq is the classical Fisher information matrix
based on the measurement results p(a) = Tr[peM,]:
Fatoyin = X p(a) (9p(a)/06;) (9p(a)/06) , and F is
the quantum Fisher information matrix based on the
output state pg: Fy, 6, = Tr[(LiLj + LjL;)pe)/2 with
L; being the symmetric logarithmic derivative (SLD)
defined by dpg/00; = (pgLi + Lipg) /2.

The interference among multiple returning modes, as
shown in Eq. (2), will have distinct consequences in clas-
sical and quantum scenarios. For instance, in the trivial
lossless and noiseless limit of n; = 1, Ng = 0,0; = 0, clas-
sical illumination (CI) with coherent probe states [12, 32]
will lead to the output coherent state with an ampli-
tude my/Ng/my.. In this scenario, the receiving pho-

ton number will have a scaling <a;aR>Ci ~ QO (mz/mre).

The photons of m returning modes are regained in a
single mode. In contrast, the receiving photon num-
ber in the QI network, given by Eq. (4), has a scaling

(hon

Cl
ton loss. Nevertheless, we will show that the QI network
can still achieve quantum advantages in multi-parameter
estimation and hypothesis testing.

~~ O(m/mye) with a much higher level of pho-

IIT. APPLICATION SCENARIOS

In contrast to previous QI protocols [2, 3, 12, 13], the
present approach exhibits significantly enhanced power
of probing as a result of an m tramsmitter system, hence
increasing its practical applicability. Here we provide
modeling for different sensing scenarios in terms of the
parameter choices. We will obtain thermal noise from



Bose-Einstein distribution Ny o< 1/[exp{(hf,/ksT)} —
1], where f, is the center frequency, T is the effective
temperature of the system, h is the Planck constant and
kp is the Boltzmann constant. The total power of the
QI network will be P := mNgB h f,,, where B refers to
the bandwidth.

One parameter region of interest is the traditional mi-
crowave radar being considered in quantum illumina-
tion [3, 12, 15]. We take W-band as an example, with
fp = 100 GHz, bandwidth B = 10 GHz and sky tem-
perature T' = 150K, leading to thermal noise Ng ~ 32.
Another parameter region of interest is the THz-wave
radar [33, 34]. At THz frequency (wavelength ~ 100um),
with the implementation of nano-antenna array [17, 18],
a large number of transmitters can be engineered, greatly
enhancing the total power output over the single trans-
mitter QI system [12]. We consider Ng = 0.6 for 300K
as THz radar is in short range. In this case, the QI net-
work has the potential to exhibit advantages robust to
the presence of various forms of sky noise [34, 35].

On this ground, the QI networks can be applied
to multi-parameter estimation and hypothesis testing,
which feature circumstances when a macroscopic target
cannot be effectively characterized by a single parameter
due to its complexity. Moreover, the QI network may be
taken into account when assessing the temporal evolu-
tion of the target. In the present work, the parameters
of interest are phases and reflectivities imprinted on the
returning state, each associated with the range or pres-
ence of the target. Finally, via the design of measurement
protocols, these physical parameters and their statistical
properties can be determined.

IV. CLASSICAL BENCHMARK

As a benchmark for quantum advantage, we exam-
ine the minimal estimation error achievable by classi-
cal strategies, under the constraint that probes are pre-
pared via a statistical mixture of coherent states [12, 32]
with the same total signal power as the quantum case.
We shall use the rWMSE to characterize the perfor-
mance of estimation. In the degenerate case where
all the phases have the same value, or where only the
global information in the form of weighted average phase

7 = > j \/m 6; is unknown, we also adopt the root
of the mean-square error (RMSE) directly to characterize
the performance.

Based on this premise and the convexity of quantum
Fisher information matrix (QFIM) [31, 36, 37], we can
obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 1 (Asymptotic benchmark of phase
sensing (v > m)) In the classical illumination network,
where the input is restricted to random miztures of co-
herent states, its TWMSE of estimating m independent

phases satisfies the asymptotic bound

Mye(2NE + 1)
4vNg max; 1,

(8)
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A detailed proof of Theorem 1 is illustrated in Appendix
A. Note that it is impossible to achieve the equality
of Ineq. (8) by pure coherent states when the num-
ber of experiments is limited, particularly with the con-
dition v < [m/2]. This is caused by the fact that
only mixed input states can output states with full-rank
QFIMs. However, mixed input states such as ampli-
fied spontaneous emission (ASE) source are not opti-
mal due to the convexity of QFIM (see detailed proof
in Appendix A). Nevertheless, one can resolve this issue
by conducting more than m/2 experiments, by which
a full-rank QFIM can be achieved by a summation of
non-full-rank QFIMs. We can prove that the rtWMSE
o0 = \/mre(2NB +1)X,m; " /(4muNs) is achievable
with pure input states for the favorable condition v =
¢m/2, for any positive integer £ and any positive even in-
teger m. Specifically, the experimenter estimates two pa-
rameters 6; and 60}, in each experiment, with an effective
concentration of energy [16, 38] and fine-tuned phases.
Therefore, a diagonal QFIM F7™* = 2mNg /[mye(2Ng +
1)|diag(n;, nx) can be achieved [29, 39]. By repeating
this experiment yet with different pairs of parameters,
the experimenter is able to obtain the minimum rWMSE.

V. MEASUREMENT DESIGN FOR QUANTUM
ILLUMINATION

We propose two designs of measurement to achieve the
quantum advantage of a QI network.

A. Parametric amplifier network

The quantum illumination network allows the estab-
lishment of a multiple access channel [19, 20], where the
follow-up measurement design of the (m + 1) modes can
resort to the protocols based on parametric-amplifiers
(PAs). For the sake of simplicity, we will examine
two PA-based protocols: the parallel and serial phase-
conjugate receiver (pPCR/ sPCR), where PA is adopted
to perform a phase conjugation on the return. Both re-
ceivers provide a 3-dB quantum advantage in the error-
probability exponent when it comes to discriminating be-
tween target’s presence or absence [40].

Specifically, the pPCR consists of the following steps
(see schematic in Fig. 2(a) and detailed derivation in Ap-
pendix B):

(01) Conduct a joint PA operation on the return and
vacuum to obtain the phase-conjugated return.
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FIG. 2. Schematic of two practical PA receiver designs. (a) serial phase-conjugate receiver (sPCR), (b) parallel phase-conjugate

receiver (pPCR).

(O2) Distribute the phase conjugated return from the
PA via a multi-port beamsplitter.

(O3) Implement balanced beamsplitters that produce
interference pairwisely on each portion of the
phase conjugated return output from the multi-
port beamsplitter and a set of idlers.

(O4) Perform photodetection on the interfered modes
and estimate physical parameters from the differ-
ence between total photon numbers from the two
output ports of each balanced beamsplitter.

In addition to applying the pPCR protocol, the ex-
perimenter can implement multiple PA operations in a
sequence. As illustrated in Figure 2 (b), the sSPCR con-
sists of the following steps (see details in Appendix B):

(O1’) Same as O1.

(02') Consume one of the outputs from the PA operation
to interact with one of the stored idler. Provide
the other output and an additional vacuum to a
subsequent PA. Repeat the aforementioned step for
m times in total.

(O3') Implement balanced beamsplitter operations to
pair-wisely generate interference between the PA
outputs and the idlers.

(O4’) Perform photodetection on the interfered modes
and estimate the parameters of interest via detect-
ing the photon count difference at each balanced
beamsplitter.

Note that photon statistics from PA receivers are phase
sensitive. To achieve the best performance, either prior
information about the phases or adaptive strategies are
needed to choose the right phase angles. In Section VI,
we shall show that the PA protocols are adequate for
achieving quantum advantages over any classical strate-
gies.

B. Correlation-to-displacement conversion

In addition to the PA receiver network, one can con-
sider the CtoD conversion protocol (see details in Ap-
pendix B), which involves the following steps:

(Q1) Upon receiving the return, perform heterodyne
measurement described by the positive operator-
valued measure (POVM) {|x)(x|/7} on the re-
turning mode, where |y) refers to the coherent
state with complex amplitude y. The measure-
ment outcome can be described by the vector x =
2[Re(x), Im(x)]T, which satisfies the distribution:

p(a) = [4(Ng + 1]~ exp [~[4(Np + 1))z *] . (9)

Conditioned on the measurement result x, the re-
maining idlers will have the mean and covariance
matrix

& =RIVE+ 178w @ 2), (10)
Vi = (2Ns+ 1)y, — [2(Nj + 1)]71SST,
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FIG. 3. Schematic of the CtoD measurement protocol. The
procedure is comprised of three operations: (i) heterodyne
detection on v returning mode (ii) v-mode passive operations
U based on the heterodyne measurement results (iii) local
homodyne detection and post-processing.

where § = (Sg,--+,Sh_ 1) is a 2m x 2 matrix.
Considering the multl mode nature of the return,
we denote the heterodyne measurement result as
Xn for each n = 0, -+ ;v — 1-th mode, where v is
the total number of modes.

(Q2) Implement identical r-mode passive operations
V{j@,|y on each of the idler (containing v modes)
to align the displacements {&,,} and to concen-
trate all displacements of mv modes into a single
m-mode state (see details in Appendix D 2. )

(Q3) Perform homodyne measurement {|q){g|} on each
of the m concentrated idlers, where |q) refers to
the eigenstate of the position operator § := a + a'.

The diagram of the CtoD protocol is illustrated in
Figure 3. The protocol is based on the CtoD con-
version [9, 10], and is a direct generalization of the
heterodyne-homodyne version of CtoD receiver [11]. In
the following parts of this paper, we will evaluate the
quantum advantages of the PA and CtoD protocols
in the context of multiple-phase sensing and pattern
classification.

VI. MULTIPLE-PHASE SENSING

With the receivers in hand, now we examine the per-
formance of the QI network in multiple-phase sensing.
We begin with the PA receiver in Section V A. Denote
the PA gain of the pPCR as g; For sPCR, we also choose
uniform PA gains and denote it as g, while the actual
value of g is optimized separately in sPCR and pPCR.
Thanks to the Gaussian nature of the quantum states
and operations involved (see Appendix C), we obtain the
following theorem.

Theorem 2 (PA network for multiple phase sens-
ing) In the QI network, the PA protocol can achieve the

Fisher information matriz (v > 1):

pa

0,0, —
8b 8bk 1 (alak)flb-bk
Oir — J J 11
96, 90;, [a i* 7 11 bTdiag(a)-'b (11)

where the coefficients are a; = f;(g — 1)(Nj + 1)(2Ns +
1) + Ns and b; = \/2f;(g — 1)Ns(Ns + 1)n; /mqe cos 0;,
fj =1/m for pPCR and f] = ¢’ for sPCR.

Tr [(fpa)*l] /m

The corresponding rWMSE eg =

to the leading order can be obtained as

2mv [2f;(g — 1)Ns(Ns + 1)1; cos? 6]
Ns
+0 ( mreVNB> . (12)

A detailed proof of Theorem 2 can be found in Ap-
pendix C. In the above result, the PA gain is not speci-
fied. Indeed, one can optimize the sensing performance
by tuning the values of gain. We observe that the ideal
amplification rate g varies between pPCR and sPCR. In
pPCR, the best value of g is close to two, while in sPCR,
it is close to one.

For the CtoD measurement approach, exact expres-
sion of the Fisher information matrix is complicated. On
the other hand, we can obtain the rWMSE expression
asymptotically.

e ’”Z Ml £ (g — 1)(NG + 1)(2Ns + 1) + Ng]
=0

Theorem 3 (CtoD conversion for multiple phase
sensing) In the QI network for multiple phase sensing,
the CtoD protocol achieves the TWMSE

eV + 1)(2Ns + 1) mzl .
0= 4muNS Ng + 1 iz "
Ns
O — . 13
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A concrete proof of Theorem 3 is shown in Appendix
D. To thoroughly understand the trend of the precise
rWMSE obtained by the QI network in terms of the sig-
nal and noise brightness, we consider the two applica-
tion scenarios introduced in Section III, where the noise
N = 32 for a W-band radar and Ng = 0.6 for a THZ
radar. Then we tune the signal brightness Ng and evalu-
ate the phase sensing rWMSE error ¢y for pPCR, sPCR
and CtoD in QI network. In Fig. 4, we plot the ratio
of the quantum rWMSE (Egs. (12) and (13)) over the
classical rWMSE (Eq. (8)) versus the ratio Ng/Np. It
is shown that, as the input signal brightness grows, the
quantum advantage tends to vanish as expected. On the
other hand, given the low-brightness limit (Ng < 1), the



ratio between the rWMSEs will converge to a constant
factor [10, 41]—a factor of two advantage in terms of the
variance.

Remarkably, Theorems 2 and 3 extend upon earlier
approaches of quantum illumination [2, 3, 12, 13, 41] by
introducing an efficient measurement design for the QI
network in the typical parameter region of Ng < Ng.
In particular, the errors shown in Egs. (11) and (13)
converge to the same value in the weak signal limit of
Ng < Np (see Figure 4). Further, Eq. (13) achieves the
quantum limit for single parameter estimation [9, 42],
thus being tight in the scenario when only one phase is
unknown. In addition, it is shown in Appendix D that the
second and third steps of the CtoD method are optimal,
conditionally on the choice of heterodyne measurement
in its first step.

Note that Egs. (12) and (13) approach a scaling of
O(y/mye/v). This is caused by the fact that information
about each phase is vanishing as its corresponding quan-
tum amplitude decreases. To resolve this issue, we can
alternate the parameter of interest to the average phase
0, which induces an error of scaling O(/1/(mv)). Thus,
it is possible to achieve a finite error with an arbitrarily
high number of transmitters, even when the number of
transmitters m far exceeds the number of experiments v.

In addition to estimating the phase of each mode, the
QI network can also be used to estimate the reflectivity
(assuming knowledge of the phases). Given that the PA
and CtoD have the same leading order of rWMSE, by
changing parameters of interest, we have the following
Corollary:

Corollary 1 (Reflectivity sensing) In QI reflectivity
sensing for {n;}, the achievable rWMSE is:

> Ns
en <260y g + O/ —— . 14
n = o ank_l mreNp ( )

Corollary 1 can be quickly verified by substituting
parameters of interest by reflectivity ratios when com-
puting QFIMs (see Appendix D).

Remark 1: ((m + 1)-mode vs single-mode output
states) The QI network produces a Gaussian state with
(m + 1) modes, using m copies of TMSV input states
(see Equation (5)). The zero-mean state’s properties
are defined by its 2m-by-2m covariance matrix, which
in turn allow for the estimation of m independent
phases. In contrast, classical correlations can only be
produced by classical mixtures of states, which does not
help in achieving the bound in Eq. (8). In addition,
if the input state is pure, the corresponding output
state will be a single-mode displaced thermal state, in
which the information of m independent phases can
only be determined by its displacement, with only two
independent degree of freedom. The limited degree of
freedom cannot allow the independent extraction of m
parameters. In Appendix A, we show that the rWMSE
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FIG. 4. rWMSE ratio of phase estimation regarding the SNR.
Here we precisely evaluate two cases: (i) microwave Radar
with Ng = 32;(ii) THz Radar with Ng = 0.6, with m = 50
transmitters with v = 5000 rounds of experiment. For PA
receivers, the amplification rate is g ~ 2m for pPCR and
g ~ 2 for sPCR. Its error refers to the minimum error of all
phase values. For CtoD protocol, the error is calculated for
0; — 0 and n; ~ 0.5.

for arbitrary classical estimation protocol is subjected
to €9 = 20Ei_/m+ (1 —2v/m)72/3 in the case
v < m/2, where FEq_. refers to the minimum mean-
square-error achievable via a single-shot measurement of
the output state from classical illumination networks.

Remark 2: (PA receiver vs CtoD method) Here we
address different challenges of experimental implementa-
tion of both protocols in the microwave frequency region.
While the PA receiver only requires Gaussian operations
and photo detection, the implementation of PA receiver
requires direct interaction between the noisy return with
the idler stored in the fridge (see Fig. 2), which may in-
duce additional loss and noise to the idler system. As
shown in Fig. 3, the CtoD receiver avoids the direct in-
teraction between the noisy return and the idler stored
in the fridge and only relies on classical feed-forward to
connect the separable measurements on the signals and
idlers. Furthermore, the CtoD receiver consistently out-
performs all other PA receivers in terms of estimate error.

VII. PATTERN CLASSIFICATION

Besides multi-parameter estimation, hypothesis test-
ing between different targets is one of the first appli-
cations of QI, particularly in determining the presence
or absence of a target [2, 3]. In the setting with a
QI network, the hypotheses can be described by the

change of possible values of reflectivity: (I) n = n©,
and (I) 7 = n®, where ™ = (ng", -~ 7}’ )T for

h = 0,1. Given multiple copies of the (m + 1)-mode
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FIG. 5. Phase-estimation errors of PA receiver networks
regarding amplification ratios. Here we numerically simu-
late the microwave Radar with photon numbers Ng = 32,
Ns = 0.5, and parameters 1; ~ 0.5 and 6; ~ 0. The maximal
modes is mye = 120. Number of transmitters is m = 50. Ex-
periments rounds is v = 2 - 10%.

signal-idler state, the CtoD scheme will generate condi-
tional states at j-th mode, whose displacement depends
on the reflectivity n; and the heterodyne measurement
results {x,}. By conducting passive operations on the
v copies of each mode, it is possible to produce v iden-
tical m-mode states only based on the knowledge of the
heterodyne measurement results (see detailed proof in
Appendices D2 and E): ppo) np (2,1 = pn“” _. There-
fore, if we quantify the performance of pattern classifi-
cation by the error probability: pp, (pn<0)7hp, pn(l),hp) =

1-— max o Tr [ﬂh,apn(m,hp] /2 with {f[h} being an ar-

bitrary (mv)-mode measurement, the following two the-
orems are given:

Theorem 4 (Benchmark for pattern classifica-
tion) When the reflectivities are unknown or time-
varying, which prevents the concentration of power in
some probe modes, the minimal error probability for
multiple-pattern classification is:

= ()
Pei ~5 €Xp{ —

2 mre(\/NB"'_l'i_\/NiB)

VNS

(15)

A concrete proof of Theorem 4 can be found in Appendix
E. It is shown that the benchmark can be achieved by
preparing a statistic mixture of coherent states as input
[12, 16].

On the other hand, we have the following theorem if
entangled probes are allowed:

Theorem 5 (Quantum limit for pattern classifica-
tion) The QI network that satisfies the conditions that
Ns = O(1) < Ng can achieve the error probability:

m 1 (1)
] vNg(Ng +1)>" (\/773 —\/ 1 )

Pqi ~5 €Xp [ —
¢ 2 mye(NG 4 1) (\/NS F1+Ns)°

m2v
+(9(m2 N]_%))' (16)

A concrete proof of Theorem 5 can be found in Appendix
E.
Remark 3: (Quantum advantage vs disadvan-
tage) We note that the CI and QI error probabilities in
Eq. (15) and Eq. (16) have different dependence on the
reflectivities—the classical case has amplitude summed
and then square while the quantum case has amplitude
squared and then summed. Such a difference comes from
the interference in Eq. (2): in the classical case, Eq. (2)
will directly combine coherent state in amplitudes; while
in the quantum case the multiple idlers are obtained in
weakly thermal coherent states and they will only be
combined in energy even if one further applies beam-
splitter to concentrate all coherent states. Similar scaling
difference can also be identified for single parameter esti-
mation (see Appendix F). Remarkably, this phenomenon
does not appear in multi-parameter estimation. In sim-
ple terms, the reason is that Eq. (7) excludes the off-
diagonal elements of the inverse of Fisher information
matrices, resulting in the rWMSE being unaffected by
how parameters are collectively encoded in states.

Finally, Eq. (16) achieves the optimal error probability
for hypothesis testing with a single parameter [9]. The
error exponent of the QI network has an overhead as
follows:

n(2pq) _ (VNB +1+VNg)® (Ns +1)
n(2pei) (VN5 +1+Ns)” (N +1)
st ( ) — 77(1)>2
X ‘ " ( ’ ’ ) 3 (17)
Z;ﬁ:fl n](O) . nj(l)

where in the second approximation we have considered
the Ng > 1 and Ng < 1 limit. When the number
of transmitters m = 1, the above results recovers the
general hypothesis testing result in Ref. [10] and pro-
vides a factor of In(2 pg;i)/In(2 pe;) ~ 4 advantage in error
exponent (6 dB). In typical cases where the differences

{\/nj(o \/Mj (1) } has values +c with equal probabilities



(representing absent or present), there will be an exact
6-dB advantage in error exponent as the denominator of
Eq. (18) will be proportional to m [43].

VIII. DISCUSSION: POTENTIAL ADVANTAGE

IN THE OPTICAL REGION

Optical region typically there is no-go theorem on
quantum advantage when it is very lossy [2, 3, 12, 13].
Here we present results in the non-asymptotic region
that may bring hope to quantum advantage in lossy
optical sensing. In particular, this non-asymptotic
estimation situation arises when the transmitter number
is comparatively larger than the number of experiment
rounds. On this account, the following Theorem can be
given:

Theorem 6 (Non-asymptotic  benchmark  for
phase sensing (v < [m/2])) The classical benchmark
for multiple phase sensing with the uniform distribution
has the following non-asymptotic bounds:

in; FBaye ',9' 2
607(:>m}n\/(]mulj Baye (08,,(j) J)+<1_J>7T’

m v m) 3
(19)
J—1
. 1 Ec homo,k J\ w2
e < — —_— 1—— ) —. 20
“Bc = 1’I}]1/Il m kz_;) v/ + m/) 3 (20)

where Epaye(p(0),0;) is a Beyesian variance [39, 44—
46], {Echomox} 1S the mean-square-error achievable
by preparing coherent state probes and performing
homodyne measurement for J = |2v/v'|(/J = |v/V'])
phases with v/ =1,2,--- ,2v/J(v/J").

A concrete demonstration of Theorem 6 is shown in Ap-
pendix A4a. In simple terms, when the value of v is
much less than m, the rWMSE converges to a constant.
This phenomenon is caused by the limitation that coher-
ent state probes can only have two independent phases.
Additionally, a statistical mixture of coherent states will
induce a biased measurement results at each possibility,
thus leaving other parameters at random guess. On the
other hand, the QI network with CtoD measurement pro-
tocol will generate a (m + 1)—mode output state, pro-
viding us with the opportunity to estimate each of m
independent parameters for enough experiment rounds
without random guess (see Section VI).

Interestingly, this disadvantage of non-asymptotic clas-
sical estimation protocols might be present in the optical
region, unlike the conventional illumination situation de-
tecting a single parameter [9]. Here, we illustrate the
performance of optical illumination networks in the sce-
nario ¥ < m in Fig. 6. Specifically, we evaluate the lower
bound and upper bound of the classical benchmark by
considering Eq. (19) and Eq. (20), respectively. Due

Optical illumination €9, .; Homodyne
— cg . Bayesian
with v <m = = eg: eval. QFI
Random guess
€3]
[p]
P
z
~
—
- o -
=~
-
— — —
i —
ir : ‘ = =
*800 1000 1200 1400 1600
v

FIG. 6. Performance in non-asymptotic QI phase sensing.
Here we numerically evaluate the optical scenario with Ng =
200, Ng = 0.01, m = 1600 effective transmitters, m,. = 2000,
and transmissivity ratios n; ~ 0.7. The classical benchmarks
€o,c is evaluated by assuming that the whole energy mNg
is concentrated in a single probe in each experiment trail.
Given a fixed experiments round number v, we optimize the
phase number J,J' = v/ to be estimated while leaving the
other phases at random guess. The upper bound of bench-
mark is evaluated by v’-shot homodyne measurement with
MSE FEc homox = 6.31/1'. The lower bound of benchmark is
evaluated by the Bayesian bound with Epaye = 3.53/1/. The
non-asymptotic Bayesian bound for QI network is evaluated
by the asymptotic Cramér-Rao bound obtained with para-
metric amplifier networks (see Theorem 2 of Section VI). The
explicit calculation of the cases where two classical probes are
used, i.e. J = 2v/v is an open problem as it induces negative
Beyasian bound in this case. In addition, the derivation of
the non-asymptotic performance of QI network remains un-
resolved.

to the difficulty of computing non-asymptotic bound of
rWMSE with correlated measurement data (see Section
VI), we evaluate the non-asymptotic error with asymp-
totic Cramér-Rao bound in Fig. 6 and leave the explicit
proof of this potential open for future approaches.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the metrological usefulness and mea-
surement, design in the quantum illumination network,
where a transmitter array and a single receiver antenna
are used. We proved an advantage in multiple-parameter
sensing and hypothesis testing. Specifically, we ana-
lytically computed the minimum rWMSE achievable by
both the QI network and arbitrary classical strategies
for the typical scenarios where the probe photon number
is smaller than that of the background noise. We show
that for a significant range of probe photon numbers, the
rWMSE achieved by either a PA or CtoD measurement
protocol has a favorable value. In contrast, all classi-
cal strategies are subjected to a larger error when the



signal is comparatively smaller than the noise. Further,
we extend the discussion to pattern classification of the
reflectivity pattern. We show that when each transmit-
ter is constrained to a fixed number of photons, the QI
network can achieve the six-decibel advantage as in the
single-parameter hypothesis testing case. As explored in
Ref. [15], we expect the six-decibel advantage can lead
to large resolution advantage in the threshold region of
parameter estimation.

Finally, we point out a few future directions. In the
QI network, we have only considered a single receiver an-
tenna. An array of antenna such as that in the multiple-
input and multiple-output (MIMO) channel scenarios
can enable further enhancement of signal-to-noise ratios.
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While we considered multi-parameter estimation, it is an
open question how such advantages can be generalized to
more general measurement settings, such as tomography
and learning.

Acknowledgments.— This project was supported by the
National Science Foundation CAREER Award CCF-
2142882, the National Science Foundation (NSF) Engi-
neering Research Center for Quantum Networks Grant
No. 1941583, Office of Naval Research (ONR) Grant No.
N00014-23-1-2296, National Science Foundation OMA-
2326746, and the Defense Advanced Research Projects
Agency (DARPA) under Young Faculty Award (YFA)
Grant No. N660012014029. QZ also acknowledge sup-
ports from Halliburton Technology.

[1] Z. Zhang, C. You, O. S. Magafia-Loaiza, R. Fickler,
R. d. J. Le6n-Montiel, J. P. Torres, T. S. Humble, S. Liu,
Y. Xia, and Q. Zhuang, Advances in Optics and Pho-
tonics 16, 60 (2024).

[2] S. Lloyd, Science 321, 1463 (2008).

[3] S-H. Tan, B. I. Erkmen, V. Giovannetti, S. Guha,
S. Lloyd, L. Maccone, S. Pirandola, and J. H. Shapiro,
Physical review letters 101, 253601 (2008).

[4] S. Guha and B. I. Erkmen, Physical Review A 80, 052310
(2009).

[5] Z. Zhang, S. Mouradian, F. N. Wong, and J. H. Shapiro,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 110506 (2015).

[6] S. Hao, H. Shi, C. N. Gagatsos, M. Mishra, B. Bash,
I. Djordjevic, S. Guha, Q. Zhuang, and Z. Zhang, Phys-
ical Review Letters 129, 010501 (2022).

[7] R. Assouly, R. Dassonneville, T. Peronnin, A. Bienfait,
and B. Huard, Nature Physics 19, 1418 (2023).

[8] Q. Zhuang, Z. Zhang, and J. H. Shapiro, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 118, 040801 (2017).

[9] H. Shi, B. Zhang, J. H. Shapiro, Z. Zhang, and
Q. Zhuang, Physical Review Applied 21, 034004 (2024).

[10] H. Shi, B. Zhang, J. H. Shapiro, Z. Zhang, and
Q. Zhuang, Phys. Rev. Applied 21, 034004 (2024).

[11] M. Reichert, Q. Zhuang, J. H. Shapiro, and R. Di Can-
dia, Phys. Rev. Appl. 20, 014030 (2023).

[12] J. H. Shapiro, IEEE Aerospace and Electronic Systems
Magazine 35, 8 (2020).

[13] A. Karsa, A. Fletcher, G. Spedalieri, and S. Pirandola,
arXiv:2310.06049 (2023).

[14] Q. Zhuang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 240501 (2021).

[15] Q. Zhuang and J. H. Shapiro, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128,
010501 (2022).

[16] C. Weedbrook, S. Pirandola, R. Garcia-Patrén, N. J.
Cerf, T. C. Ralph, J. H. Shapiro, and S. Lloyd, Reviews
of Modern Physics 84, 621 (2012).

[17] 1. Llatser, C. Kremers, A. Cabellos-Aparicio, J. M. Jor-
net, E. Alarcén, and D. N. Chigrin, Photonics and
Nanostructures-Fundamentals and Applications 10, 353
(2012).

[18] S. Kavitha, K. Sairam, and A. Singh, SN Applied Sci-
ences 4, 114 (2022).

[19] A. Winter, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory
47, 3059 (2001).

[20] H. Shi, M.-H. Hsieh, S. Guha, Z. Zhang, and Q. Zhuang,

npj Quantum Information 7, 74 (2021).

[21] H. P. Yuen, Physical Review A 13, 2226 (1976).

[22] H. P. Yuen and R. Nair, Physical Review A 80, 023816
(2009).

[23] M. M. Wilde, M. Tomamichel, S. Lloyd, and M. Berta,
Physical review letters 119, 120501 (2017).

[24] A. Karsa and S. Pirandola, IEEE Aerospace and Elec-
tronic Systems Magazine 35, 22 (2020).

[25] R. A. Fisher, in Mathematical Proceedings of the Cam-
bridge Philosophical Society, Vol. 22 (Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, 1925) pp. 700-725.

[26] C. R. Rao, in Breakthroughs in Statistics (Springer, New
York, USA, 1992) pp. 235-247.

[27] H. Cramér, Mathematical Methods of Statistics, Vol. 9
(Princeton University Press, Princeton, New Jersey,
USA, 1999).

[28] C. W. Helstrom, Quantum detection and estimation the-
ory (Academic press, 1976).

[29] A. S. Holevo, Probabilistic and statistical aspects of quan-
tum theory, Vol. 1 (Springer Science & Business Media,
2011).

[30] S. L. Braunstein and C. M. Caves, Physical Review Let-
ters 72, 3439 (1994).

[31] J. Liu, H. Yuan, X.-M. Lu, and X. Wang, Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 53, 023001
(2020).

[32] A. Serafini, Quantum continuous variables: a primer of
theoretical methods (CRC press, 2017).

[33] K. B. Cooper, R. J. Dengler, N. Llombart, B. Thomas,
G. Chattopadhyay, and P. H. Siegel, IEEE Transactions
on terahertz science and technology 1, 169 (2011).

[34] J. Kokkoniemi, J. Lehtomaéki, and M. Juntti, Nano com-
munication networks 8, 35 (2016).

[35] L. J. Ippolito, R. Kaul, and R. Wallace, Propagation
effects handbook for satellite systems design (National
Aeronautics and Space Administration Washington, DC,
1981).

[36] M. Takeoka, K. P. Seshadreesan, C. You, S. Izumi, and
J. P. Dowling, Physical Review A 96, 052118 (2017).

[37] A. Slaoui, L. B. Drissi, E. H. Saidi, and R. A. Laamara,
arXiv preprint arXiv:2204.14252 (2022).

[38] S. Guha, Physical review letters 106, 240502 (2011).

[39] C. W. Helstrom, Journal of Statistical Physics 1, 231
(1969).


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.040801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.040801
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.20.014030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.240501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.010501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.010501

[40] S. Guha and B. I. Erkmen, Phys. Rev. A 80, 052310
(2009).

[41] M. Sanz, U. Las Heras, J. J. Garcia-Ripoll, E. Solano,
and R. Di Candia, Physical review letters 118, 070803
(2017).

[42] H. Shi, Z. Zhang, and Q. Zhuang, Phys. Rev. Appl. 13,
034029 (2020).

[43] G. F. Lawler and V. Limic, Random walk: a modern in-
troduction, Vol. 123 (Cambridge University Press, 2010).

[44] S. Personick, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory
17, 240 (1971).

[45] H. Yuen and M. Lax, IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory 19, 740 (1973).

[46] J. Rubio and J. Dunningham, Physical Review A 101,
032114 (2020).

[47] V. Dodonov, O. Man’ko, and V. Man’ko, Physical Re-
view A 50, 813 (1994).

[48] K. Parthasarathy and R. Sengupta, Infinite Dimensional
Analysis, Quantum Probability and Related Topics 18,
1550023 (2015).

[49] G. Vallone, G. Cariolaro, and G. Pierobon, Physical Re-
view A 99, 023817 (2019).

[50] M. G. Genoni, L. Lami, and A. Serafini, Contemporary
Physics 57, 331 (2016).

[61] B. Porat and B. Friedlander, IEEE transactions on acous-
tics, speech, and signal processing 34, 118 (1986).

11

[52] J. Pinele, J. E. Strapasson, and S. I. Costa, Entropy 22,
404 (2020).

[63] Y. Gao and H. Lee, The European Physical Journal D
68, 1 (2014).

[64] R. Nichols, P. Liuzzo-Scorpo, P. A. Knott, and
G. Adesso, Physical Review A 98, 012114 (2018).

[55] D. Safranek, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and
Theoretical 52, 035304 (2018).

[56] R. A. Horn and C. R. Johnson, Matriz analysis (Cam-
bridge university press, 2012).

[67] C. N. Gagatsos, B. A. Bash, S. Guha, and A. Datta,
Physical Review A 96, 062306 (2017).

[68] J. Suzuki, Y. Yang, and M. Hayashi, Journal of Physics
A: Mathematical and Theoretical 53, 453001 (2020).

[59] K. M. Audenaert, J. Calsamiglia, R. Munoz-Tapia,
E. Bagan, L. Masanes, A. Acin, and F. Verstraete, Phys-
ical review letters 98, 160501 (2007).

[60] S. Pirandola and S. Lloyd, Physical Review A 78, 012331
(2008).

[61] M. A. Nielsen and I. L. Chuang, Quantum computation
and quantum information (Cambridge university press,
2010).

[62] E. W. Swokowski, Calculus with analytic geometry (Tay-
lor & Francis, 1979).

[63] Q. Zhuang and S. Pirandola, Communications Physics 3,
103 (2020).

Appendix A: Benchmark for phase estimation

In this Appendix, we shall demonstrate the estimation error limit that can not be surpassed by any classical schemes.

1.

Set-up

Without losing the generality, let us consider a situation in which the experimenter is constrained to signal-idler in

mixtures of coherent states [12, 32]:

2m—1

pe= [ 4B3(8) R 18:)(5;] @ 0} 0=, (A1)
=0

where B = (Bo, - , Bam—1) refers to the vector of complex amplitudes and {p(3)} denotes an arbitrary probability

distribution. The energy constraint can be expressed as:

m—1
> [ a8u(B)13 1 < m Vs (A2)
j=0
Then, the output state of a multi-parameter illumination process becomes:
Pci = Qn,e (pc) (AS)
2m—1
— [485()0na | @ 18451 = o) (0" | (A4)
j=0

m—1 m—1
= [assB)D | Y- varme 5 | pwoD | 3 vame ",
Jj=0

2m—1

Q) 18x) (Bl (A5)
k=m

=0


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.052310
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.052310
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.13.034029
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where Q¢ is the quantum channel of illumination process, pn, refers to a thermal state with an average photon

Mye—1

number Ng, qw; > 0,7 =0, , My ijo wj = 1} are weights defined by linear operation a; — wjag in consid-

eration of m signaling transmitters and m.. —m vacuum inputs, {n;} and {6;} are the parameters defined by Eq. (3)
in the main text. Without loss of generality, we adopt the simplification w; = 1/my. as in Eq. (2) of the main text
in estimating error scalings throughout all Appendices, as imhomogenuity can be absorbed into the different values
of n;’s.

2. Lower bound of rWMSE

Given the definition of parity for matrices A > B <= A — B > 0 and the convexity of quantum Fisher information
matrix (QFIM) [31, 36, 37], we have the following bound:

2m—1

Foo=maxFo | [ a80(8)0n0 | Q) 18)(5] 0 [0)(0/° (A6)
§=0
2m—1 )
< mas / ABp(8)Fo | Qno | () 18:)(8;] @ 0) (02w (A7)
§=0
_ 1 T T
— max [ A8p(8) 51— (Cam.nlCa + Sam.n’Sa) (48)
1 J dBp(B)Cpn.n.; Cp + Spn.n.; Sp / T T
= max w © d Tr |Cenwun, Ce + Semum, S A9
2Ng+1 » [dyp(y) Tt (Cynunl Cy + SymunlSy) £p() Tr [Cemom, Ce + Senam. S (A9
4mNs max;win; [ dBp(B)CanuniCp + Spm.my Ss (A10)
- 2Np+1 p o [dyp(y) Tr [Cymunl Cy + SynunlSy]’
where  Fg(p) refers to the QFIM for the state p defined in Eq. (M, (s =
diag(2|5y| cos(0g + arg(Bo) + arg(wo)/2), - -+, 2|Bm—1] c0o8(0rm—1 + arg(Bm—1) + arg(wm—1)/2)), Sp =
diag(2|5o|sin(fy + arg(Bo) + arg(wo)/2), -+ , 2|Bm-1|sin(0m—1 + arg(Bm-1) + arg(wm—1)/2)) and 7y =
(\/wono, sy \/wm,lnm,l)T. The second inequality is obtained by the relation
m—1
/dﬁp(ﬁ) Tr (Canwni; Cp + Senwn Sp) Z/dﬁp(ﬁ) > 41B;1Pwim; (A11)
3=0
m—1
<tmacwyn; Y- [ 46p(8)|5P (A12)
3=0
<4mNg max w;n;. (A13)
J
Thereby, the rWMSE for an arbitrary classical strategy can be lower bounded as:
H[ng}
€e =\ ——= (A14)
m
2Ng + 1 = -
. B
>  min Tr iloi) (d; Al5
Z | TN s, o, (; pilgi) (@ |> (A15)
m—1
_ INg + 1 .
= min - Al6
{pislo)} \| 4m? Ns max; w;n; ; bi (416)

2N +1
= =Bl (A17)
4NS max; wjn;

where {p;|¢;)} refers to an eigendecomposition for an arbitrary density matrix, the inequality is derived by the relation
Tr[WB_l] > ’I‘r[WA_l], VA > Band W > 0. This proves Theorem 1.
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3. Achievability of the lower bound

Based on the inequality shown in Eq. (A15), it can be inferred that the optimal QFIM exhibits a spectrum
decomposition characterized by a uniform distribution. However, this requirement cannot be satisfied if we also want
to establish equality in the inequality shown in Eq. (A7), as it achieves equality when applied to pure input states
and the associated QFIM are rank-two matrices.

To resolve this issue, one can consider a scenario where the experimenter implements v rounds of experiments. In
this case, we have the following bounds of QFIM:

4mNs max; w;n; e
Foep < SNg 1 1 v Z qi|vi) (¥4, (A18)
i=0

where {q;, |¢;)} represents the eigen-decomposition for the density matrix associated to the summation of v different
QFIMs. In this case, one can achieve the lower bound of Eq. (A17) without requiring full-rank QFIM for each round
of the experiment.

In the case with v > [m/2], one can concentrate the displacement energy into two specific input pure modes in
principle, in order to achieve linear independence of the QFIMs:

Foew= Y FIP, (A19)
{5k}

where FU" is a rank-two QFIM that can be obtained by {Bj = Bre 10— Ortargw;/2—argun/247/2) — | /mNg /2, B; =
0,Vi # j,k # j}. Then, each QFIM is bounded as follows:

. QmNS Wil 0
k) — 315 . A2
¢ 2Ng+1\ 0 wing (A20)

In the ideal case v =Im/2, VI € N and m is even, we have:

2Ngp

+ m—
60|u:lm/2, VIEN and m is even 4mu § : wjnj . (A21)
Jj=0

In practice, if the values {#;} are completely unknown, one can alternatively devise more than m experiments to
avoid the design of two-mode experiments with fine- tuned phases.

For the estimation of the average phase 9 Z _0 w;n;0;, by applying the Jacobi transformation on the optimal
QFIM of two parameters in Eq. (A20), we will have the Fisher information as follows:

4mu Ng
Fy < o
© 7~ 2N +1

[2Ng + 1
65/,C Z m. (A23)

4. Non-asymptotic parameter estimation with v < [m/2]

(A22)

The corresponding RMSE is:

In practice, it is usually challenging to conduct more than v ~ [m/2] experiments when the effective transmitter
number m is large. In this situation, one has to prepare a mixture of |P| := [m/(2v)] pure coherent states as the
input to guarantee a full-rank QFIM. However, the upper bound in Eq. (A7) will become loose with mixed probes
due to the convexity of QFIM. Moreover, the QFIM is not applicable for evaluating errors in non-asymptotic cases.
In this subsection, we will demonstrate a lower bound of error based on the Bayesian approach and an upper bound
from homodyne detection.



14

a. Lower bound of error with Bayesian approaches

Given the fact that if the input is a 2m-mode pure coherent state, the output state of the illumination network
can only be encoded with two independent real parameters, the rWMSE for estimating each phase with single-shot
measurement can be bounded as follows:

€c,single—shot | <

—  min ;/ ¥ Sy m

{Ma,0;(a),P} P jEP a

(Z p:@h(J)p/@h> a- [@(a) *9]}2 (A24)

heP

@ 27r)m P 2jep Pon() 2a ¥ {Pﬂhm M«Eh)} {A(h)( )—er

& 5(h) min - ) 2 (A25)
010" @ O P\ 44 [ 2 520 5 (1= P )] T Tt [Py ME" | [0 — 03]
{ E 6;) + (1 ) ”2} (A26)
E > |p : e ) =
1P {pﬁh(J)} m 7 icp Br(j)~Baye pﬁh(?) Br(5) 3
20\ w2
. mlnEBaye PBr(5)s 0; ) + (11— E —3 , (A27)

where B3,(j) is associated to the state that encodes the information about §; and P denotes a mutually orthogonal
set of |P| ~ % subscripts from 1 to m, pg, = D <Zk:0 wEnge” 19",6’,C )pNB (leo Ve Blh)) ®@2m—1

|ﬂ(h)><ﬁ(h)| is the output state of a classical illumination network when the input is a 2m-mode pure coherent state
®12"6 Y16;). Here, the state pp, carries information for two independent phases, while its mixture ), pg, pg, can
encode 2|P| independent phases. éﬁh) (a) refers to the unbiased estimator when the output is pg, ;). Here, the

second equation is derived from the fact that the state pg, (;) can only carry information for at most two independent
real parameters. The inequality is derived by considering a uniform distribution of the phases and by using the

relation minme[o 27) fOQTr %( — 6;)? = 72/3 and the Bayesian bound for non-asymptotic measurement [39, 44-46]:
Egaye(p(0),6 f dé p(6 02 —Tr [p(0) BJQ] where {B,} are Bayesian counterpart of the equation for the SLD defined
by: B, dep 0) + fd@p(O)p(B) Bj =2 [d0p(0)p(0)8; with p(6) being the uniform distribution. This Bayesian

bound can be evaluated numerically by solving the above Sylvester equation.
More generally, if we choose to estimate J = |2v/1'| phases and leave the other for random guess, we have the
€rror:

€c,multiple— 5h0t|u< m = = min

: \/J min; Egaye(0g,,(): 05) + (1 _ T‘i) 12 (A28)

m v 3’
where Epaye(pg, (j),0;) is the single-shot MSE of estimating j for the probe with displacement \/wknst/Qe_w’“ +

anjNS/2e_i9j for arbitrary j # k.

b.  Upper bound of error with pure probe and homodyne measurement

Consider the situation where the experimenter prepares a highly-bright single-mode probe for the estimation of a
single phase. The returning state will be:

pr=2D (e_i‘g’“ v/ mwrniNs ) PNs Dt (e_w" v/ mwgni Ns ) ) (A29)

Then, the experimenter performs a single-shot homodyne measurement, which produces the probability distribution
[32]:

exp [_2(2N713+1) (q — c0s Ox/m wink Ng )2}
T (QNB + 1)

plg) = ; (A30)
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where g € R refers to the homodyne measurement result.
By constructing the maximum likelihood estimator:

A arccos (g (mwymNg)~1/2) # <1
o= 1 i )
2’ Vi NS

the mean-square-error will be:

2w
de ?
Ec,homo,k = / = / (q) o 9k:| (A32)

27 g, d —1/2) _ 9,12

q q arccos (q (m wpn, N; 0
_ fO 2m f\/ﬁg1 \/271'(2NB+1) [ ( (2 ETlk S) ) k] (A33)

+f2ﬂ,% d exp{—W(q—cos@k\/mwknst) ] (3771__9 )2
0 2w o V272N +1) 2 Uk

o d0 exp[—m(q—cosekfcﬂ _ 2
B o [T 4o f\q\<1 Nty [arccos () — 6]
B 2T 4o exP{*ﬁ(Q*COSGk)?‘CQ] 2 (A34)

™ 2(2Np F1 ¢ 3r
+ fO o |q|>1dq \/2m(2Ng+1) (2 gk)
szﬂ a0, fo d9/ 1n9/ cxp[fm(cosegﬂowk )2C2] (0;6 _ak)z
V2 (2Ng+1) (A35)

27 dgy 1 _ c(l—cos0y) _ c(14cos 0y) 3T 2’
+f o 5 [2 erf (2(2NB+1)) erf <’72(2NB+1)>:| ( 5 9k)
where ¢ = /mwgnENs is known. Thereby, by repeating experiment v’ times to estimate a single parameter, the
mean-square-error will decrease in a scaling O(1/vv').
Consider the non-asymptotic multi-parameter sensing case where the experimenter only estimate J’ parameters, for

each implementing v’ rounds of experiments. Then, he will leave the other independent parameter at random guess.
Therefore, the overall rWMSE will be:

J'—1
. 1 E Rt k J! 7T2
ool =y 2 3 Ecbomoley (12 Z) 7 (A36)
k=0

where v = v/J’ < m is the total experiment rounds.

Appendix B: Quantum illumination network set-up and its measurement design
1. Representation of Gaussian quantum systems

In this section, we review basic definitions for continuous-variable quantum systems, showing the Gaussian repre-
sentation of quantum states in terms of their moments.

Consider a 2m-mode continuous-variable Gaussian quantum system, where the whole system can be fully described
by its first and second moments [16, 32]. Specifically, if we adopt the natural units i = 2, the characteristic function
of a 2m-mode Gaussian state p € St(H®?™) can be defined as:

x(&') = Tr[pD(&")] (B1)
— exp [—ég'TQTVQg +i(Qe)Te| (B2)

0 —
1 0
is the covariance matrix and @i is the mean. The displacement operator D(¢') = exp(irTQ¢’), where ¢ € R*™
are quadratures to describe quasidistributions and © = (4o, Do, - ,Gom—1,P2m—1)" refers to the quadrature field
operator. The covariance matrix defined by V;; = Tr[{A#;, Ar;}p]/2, (4,5 = 0,--- ,2m — 1) with A7, =7, — &; and
{A, B} = AB + BA being the anticommutator, while the mean & = Tr[rp].

where the matrix Q = ( 1) ® Iy, is known as the symplectic form, D(£’) us the displacement operator, V'
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2. Quantum illumination network

The quantum illumination network that involves the CtoD measurement protocol consists of the following steps:

(I) Preparation of probes:— A transmitter array generates m copies of two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) states.
The overall state can be described by the displacement and covariance matrix [16]:

£I = 07

Vi —1.® (2NS + ].)I[Q 2 NS(NS + 1)Z (B3)
! ™ \2,/Ns(Ns+1)Z (2Ns+ DI, |’

10

0 —1

is the N x N identity, and Ng refers to the average photon number of the two-mode squeezed vacuum state.

where 0 = (0,---,0)T is the vector with zeros, Z = > is the Pauli-Z matrix, I is the 2 x 2 identity, Iy

(IT) Sensing of phase and reflectivity:— The signal modes of the entangled states are sent to the target, and each
independently experiences a thermal loss channel as described by Eq. (3) in the main text. The overall m-mode
noisy process gives rise to the following moments:

&n =0,
V _ @m,1 (QHJNS + 2NB + I)Hg 2\/T]st(NS =+ I)R]Z (B4)
I Jj=0 2«/7]st(NS + 1)ZR]T (QNS + 1)H2 ’

0 —i

with R; being an operator defined as R; = cos8;ll; —isinf;Y, and Y = (z 0 ) being the Pauli-Y operator.

(IIT) Coherent interference:— The interference among multiple returning modes can be modeled by a linear operation
wherein the m signal-imprinted modes are taken as input. This channel will lead to the following moments:

&n= O,
‘/iII = %Pm(W ® HQ S Hm ® ]I2) (]Imre—m ® ]IQ S ‘/EI) (WT & HZ ¥ Hm & H2)1:)m <B5)
T
+%Pm [(W ® HZ ¥ Hm & HZ) (Hm,.e—m & HQ @ ‘/II) (WT ® HZ ® Hm ® ]12)} Pma

where W is a mye X mye unitary matrix with | /w;; € R being the entry at its ¢-th row and j-th column, satisfying
the condition Z?:O—l VWin/Wkn = ik, Vi,n, k =0,--- ,my — 1, P, is the projector to the m signaling modes
and the m idlers. For algebraic convenience, we assume the condition w;; ~ 1/,/mye when estimating error
scalings.

(IV) Discarding of m-1 modes:— Due to the multi-access channel, the experimenter has only access to one of the
modes after interference and therefore equivalently discards the (m — 1) imprinted modes and obtains a state
with the following moments:

&v =0
Viv
(227 wimot (Ns + No)+ 1)L ST o SE N
= So (2Ns + 1)Ly --- 0 (B6)
Sm1 0 - (2Ns +1)I,

where the matrix entries are defined as: S; = 21/w; m—17;Ns(Ns + 1)ZR] .

In the following part of the Appendix and the main text, for the simplicity of notations, we denote the interference
coefficients wj ,»—1 by w; and assume that they are all positive numbers.

3. Parametric-amplifier (PA) receiver network

Let us examine two practical methods for implementing the PA receiver network, known as the parallel (pPCR)
and serial phase-conjugate receiver (sPCR), as shown in Figure 7.
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a. Parallel PCR

The parallel PCR scheme is illustrated in Figure 7 (a). Given the output state from the QI network (as shown in
Eq. (B6)), the pPCR consists of the following steps:

(V- Al) PA on the returning mode and a vacuum state— The experimenter conducts a joint PA operation that
generates interference between the returning mode and a vacuum state:

(jR — \/.a(jvac"' V3 — l(jR
ﬁR%\/gﬁvac_ Vg_lﬁR (B7)
ijac — Vg — l(jvac+\/§(jR
ﬁvac - —Vg— 1ﬁvac + \/gﬁRa
where gg (pr) refers to the position (momentum) operator of the returning mode, gyac(pPvac) refers to the position
(momentum) operator of the vacuum whose covariance matrix is Ip, and g > 1 is the amplification gain. After

discarding one mode of PA, the covariance matrix of the (m + 1)-mode state will be transformed into the
following matrix:

[g+(g—1) (2227;_(lej(77jNS+NB)+1>}]I2 Vg —1ZS5 -+ g —11LS;,_,

Vg —15Z 2Ns+ 1)y --- 0
W_a1 = g e ( S.+ 2 _ . . (B8)
vV3g— 1 Sm,lz 0 s (2NS + 1)]12

(VI- A1) Distribution via a multi-port beamsplitter— By using a multi-port beamsplitter, one can obtain the following
covariance matrix:

1
VA1_a1 :i(U QL @1, ®I) (o1 ® VWia) U@L el, 91) (B9)
1
+ 5 [(U & ]IZ 3] Hm & ]12) (]Im,1 2] VVI.Al) (UT ® HQ ® ]Im ® HZ)]T ) (B]-O)

where U is a m x m unitary matrix with ,/u;; € R being the entry at its ¢-th row and j-th column, satisfying
the condition Z?:_Ol VUiny/Umn = Oim,Vi,m = 0,--- ,m — 1. Without losing the generality, let’s consider the

multi-port beamsplitter with |u,,—1 ;| =1/m,Vj =0,--- ,m — 1. Then, the covariance matrix becomes:
(Fos+ 1)1, a1, - Zhal,  \JeLasy o y/elzsT
2N7 . . . .
\/f%g Hg N
: 2N7
N, . N, N, \/%Lg -
— 2N{, 2N{ 2N7 _ _
Wia1 = Tl o ZRar, ( L. 1) I, \/J&izsy -\ /<tzst | (B11)
=1 57 \VEESZ  (2Ns+ 1), - 0
VEL SmnZ v EE S Z 0 -+ (2Ns + DI

where N = (9 — 1)(Ng + 1) and Njy = Z;.T;Bl w;j(n;Ns + Np).

(VII -A1) Interfere the signal modes and idlers pairwisely with balanced beamsplitters:— Implement balanced beam-
splitter operations: a — (a+b)/v/2,b — (a—b)/+/2 pairwisely on each output from the multi-port beamsplitter
and one of the idler modes. Output states of the j-th balanced beamsplitter can be denoted by the subscript
(j, £). The resulting covariance matrix is denoted by Vyi—a1.

Now let’s define Nj,i = a;iaj,i as the photon number operator of the (j,£) mode. Thanks to the results in

Refs. [47-49], we can express the first and second moments of the photon number operator {N .+ as functions
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of the covariance matrix Viyqr_a;1. Further, if we define the photon number difference operator at the j-th
beamsplitter as N, p := N; + — N, _, we will have the following moments of {N; p}:

(W) = () = (W) = 2\/(g - 1)wjans(Ns D o0, (B12)
R e R O (%) (3,80
) )+ (5 () + (5 (5~ () ()

(B13)
_2(g-1)
=——"Ng(Ns + 1)/w;wrn;ni cos 8; cos by, (B14)
m
& ; o \N_9—1 2(9—1) 2
Nj DN .D Nj7D Nj7D —T(NB + 1)(2NS + 1) + Ns + TNS(NS + 1)wj17j CcoS 9]‘, (B15)
(IX -Al) Detecting the difference between the total photon counts — Given v > 1 rounds of experiments, estimate

physical parameters {6;,7;} from the difference between total photon numbers from the {4, —} output ports
of each balanced beamsplitter. Given the multidimensional central limit theorem, the total photon number

difference NJ§5 := Sy <N ](Tg> of the j-th beamsplitter follows the distribution:

1 1 T =1 ( pytot
PN v oxp {— Nt — )T st (et BI16
( D ) 2" det 3 2( D N) ( D N) ( )
o= <N > (B17)
. T
> = < Nt - p) (N~ p) > (B18)
where Nt := (NgG8, -+, Nt )7 is the vector of total photon count difference, Nt := (N§SS, -+, Ntet, )T

refers to the photon number difference operators of a single experiment, the explicit expressions of m and X
are given by Eqs. B12 and B15.

b. Serial PCR
Consider the serial phase-conjugate receiver as illustrated in Figure 7. (b). It would consist the following steps:

(V -A2) Conduct a joint PA operation to interfere the returned state with a vacuum state:— The experimenter
implements a joint PA operation that takes the first vacuum state and the returning mode as the input. The
covariance matrix can be updated following Eq. (B7):

l9-14+g@2Ng+ D2 2¢/g9(g—1) (Ng+1)Z  JgS5 -+ /9Sm1
2v/9(g—1) (Ng+1)Z [g+ (9 —1) CNp + 1)]Ty /g —1ZS5 --- \Jg—1ZS},_,
VV7A2 — \/55() vV3g— ].S()Z (2Ns + 1)]12 s 0 . (B].g)
ﬁS() \/ﬁsm,lz 0 s (2NS + 1)]12

(VI- A2) Repeated PA:— Store one of the output states from the PA operation. Provide the other output state and
an additional vacuum state to a subsequent PA (see Figure 7). Repeat the aforementioned step for m times in
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total. Finally, the covariance matrix becomes:

Wyi-az
(ng—lNé’g_’_ 1) I, \/WU \/gmi—lu \/.WUO \/va—l
N g s s s
: (2gN]’37g +1) I, Vou V9vo N
= gm—lu e \/gu (2N]’379 + 1) ]12 Vg e VU —1 ) (B20)
gm71vg . N vo (2Ns + 1)Iy --- 0
g1l - N U 0 . (2Ns + 1)l

where Ng , = (9 — 1)(Ng + 1), u = 2Ng Ip, and v; = /g — 1ZS;P.

(VII- A2) Interfere the output states of PA and idlers pairwisely with balanced beamsplitters— The experimenter
implements balanced beamsplitter operations a — (a-+b)/v/2,b — (a—b)/+/2 to pairwisely generate interference
between the stored output states of PAs and the idler states. Output states of the j-th balanced beamsplitter
can be denoted by the subscript (j, £).

Then, the first and second moments of the photon number difference operator {N; p := a;r-’ LAy — a;r-’faj,_} are

as follows:
<J\A/'j7D> :2\/gj (9 — N)w;jnj Ns(Ns + 1) cos §;, (B21)
<]\Afj’DNk,D> — <]\Afj’D> <Nk’D>‘j7&k =2(g — 1)Ns(Ns + 1)y/ g7 Fw;wgn;ni cos b cos b, (B22)
<Nj,DNj,D> — <NJ—,D> <Nj’D> zng]’g’g(2NS + 1) + Ns +2¢7 (g — 1) Ns(Ns + 1)w;n; cos® 6;. (B23)

(VIII -A1) Detecting the difference between the total photon counts — Given v > 1 rounds of experiments, estimate
physical parameters {6;,7;} from the difference between total photon numbers from the {4, —} output ports of
each balanced beamsplitter. Given the multidimensional central limit theorem, the probability of total photon
number difference follows Eq. (B16).

4. Correlation-to-displacement (CtoD) conversion

Let’s look at the measurement design with correlation-to-displacement conversion. After obtaining the overall
output state in Eq. (B6), one can implement the following step:

(V.B) Measuring one returning mode:— The experimenter performs a single-mode heterodyne measurement
{x)xllx = (¢z + ipz)/2 € C} on the output of the multiple-access channel. For simplicity of notation, let’s
define the vector = (qz,p.)T. Then, by adopting the well-known results for conditional Gaussian systems
[50], we will have the resulting moments:

1 T QT T QT T
&v-B :m(w Sg, o, fDqu)
(2Ns + 1)I, 0 0
( ) . SoSg, o, SoSm_q
0 2Ng + 1)y --- : . . .
v - N B 1 P D L
: : N : Sm—1S3, =+ . Smo1Sh_y
0 0 (2Ns+ 1),
m2
plx) = 4(N]’31+1)7r exp (_ 4(1|V]’3‘+1))
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(a) Parallel PCR (b) Serial PCR

FIG. 7. Schematic of two practical PA receiver designs. (a) serial phase-conjugate receiver (sPCR), (b) parallel phase-conjugate
receiver (pPCR).

Appendix C: Performance of PA receivers in phase sensing

1. Quantum Cremér-Rao bound

Consider a quantum state pg, which encodes a vector of parameters of interest @ = (fg,--- ,0,,_1)T. Given the
quantum Cremér-Rao theorem [28-31] , we have the following bound for multiparameter estimation:
E>F! (C1)

where E is the mean-square-error (MSE) matrix with elements {E;; = >_, Tr[pe Ma](8i(a) — 6;)(8,(a) — 6;)}, {M;}
refer to the positive operator-valued measure (POVM) of the measurement that satisfy the condition > M, =1
and M, > 0,Va, éj (a) is a mapping from the measurement result a to the parameter §;, F' is the quantum Fisher
information matrix (QFIM) with the element F;; = Tr[(L;L; + L;L;)pe]/2 and L; being the symmetric logarithmic
derivative defined by dpe/00; = (peL; + Lipe)/2. Note that when the QFIM is a diagonal matrix, the Cremér-Rao
bound is achievable [29, 39].

Furthermore, the bound in Eq. (C1) has a equivalent expression:

Te[W.E] > Tr[W.F '] (C2)

where W, could be an arbitrary positive semidefinite matrix. If we choose W, = I/m and define the average of the
variances in estimating each phase as:

= i |15 S Tl (0 ()~ 0,)0(0) — ), (3)
“ j=0 a

we will have the Cramér-Rao bound for rWMSE:

(C4)
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2. PA receivers

Here we investigate the precision achievable by the parallel PCR scheme introduced in Section B3. Given Eq.
(B16), we know that the measurement probability {p (INf5*)} of pPCR follows a nultivariate normal distribution. By
applying the results in Ref. [51, 52], we will have the element of Fisher information matrix regarding the phases:

1 ap(Ntot) 8p(Ntot)
pper _ D D 5
-ng,ek szt D (N]t)ot) 89]‘ agk ( )
o0x 0 ouT __, o
- ﬁ Py Y ) Y C6
{ 0, a0, 09; a0y, (C6)
where p 1= v2vb and ¥ := v - (al,, + bbT) is the covariance matrix defined in Eq. (B16) with:
1 1
> t=_—1,—- —bb"
va va(a+bTb) (€7)
-1
a == (N} +1)(2Ns +1) + N, (C8)
29 —-1)
b; = \/mNS(NS + 1)w;n; cosb;. (C9)
Given that the first term of Eq. (C6) exhibit a proportional increase with respect to v, we have:
o 2V b;by,
‘Fgﬁek ~ b;by {53'19 bTb] tan 0; tan 6. (C10)

Next, the rWMSE may be calculated by creating the Fisher information matrix F using the diagonal elements
{Fp,} and inputting it into Equation (C4).

The calculation technique for serial PCR is identical to the one described above, with the exception that the
moments are p = /2v b’ and X := v - [diag (a’)+ b'b'T}:

a); = g’(g — 1)(N +1)(2Ns + 1) + Ns, (C11)

b; = \/2gj(g — l)NS(NS -+ 1)wj17j Ccos Hj. (012)

The corresponding Fisher information is:

'—1 -1
a, b;bﬁcak
14+ Tr[a"~1b'b'T)

f;ffgk ~2U- b;Tb;CT la;_léjk - ] tan 6; tan 6. (C13)
Therefore, one can obtain the Eq. (11) in the main text. Furthermore, if we rewrite the Fisher information of Eq.

(11) of the main text as FP* := A + ¢'¢ with A being its first diagonal term and ¢ describing its second term, its
inverse will be:

i B (A7)
Te [FP] =) (A7), + 1+bejl£1bM— é;A—lc' (C14)

J

By applying Eq. (C4), one can achieve Eq. (12) in Theorem 2 of the main text.

Appendix D: Optimal design of the CtoD protocol for phase sensing

In the follow-up section, we shall evaluate the achievable QFIM for the QI network with the condition Ng <« Ng.
Specifically, we first prove that the QFIM of the resulting state after implementing the heterodyne measurement in
the CtoD protocol establishes a diagonal matrix. Then, we take the average of the QFIM based on the heterodyne
measurement result, as the output state is projected to an orthogonal basis [31]. Finally, we show that the classical
FIM obtained by performing homodyne measurement in the last step of the CtoD can achieve the aforementioned
average QFIM.
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1. Explicit expression of the quantum Fisher information matrix

Let’s compute the quantum Fisher information matrix of the conditional state p;, . described by Eq. (B24) in
terms of the phases {6,|7 =0,--- ,m — 1}. Without losing the generality, let’s have the presumption Ng > Ng. We
will later investigate the parameter region for Ng = O(Ng) in the practical design of measurements. On this account,
the quantum Fisher information matrix (QFIM) [31, 53-55] regarding different parameters is:

1 —1 8Vaﬁ aVW/ —1 86# aéy
i = = V 3
F ZROZBJW 00; 89]- Y00, 86j

(D1)

where R=V oV +Q® Q/4.

Further, we can define the matrix Rop = Vo ® V) + Q ® ©/4 with V; being the first term of Eq. (B24). Then,
given the relation R — Rq oc O(N3/Ng), we have the condition lim,, (I — Ry R)™ = 0 [56] as well as the following
relation:

R =3 [Ry' (Ro—R)]" Ry (D2)
n=0
=R, " + &(Ns, Np), (D3)

where £(Ng, Np) is an error matrix that has the scaling O {(mreNBNS)_l] Therefore, given the following relations:

re 0 0 —rp

0 r, '8 O

0 ™ Tqa 0 ’ (D4)
—rg 0 0 71,

Ry =1, @1, ®

T
0, S, %Z{ o0
oV . : 0 : 0 :
v _ S sy | as; sy _
90, = NGy | on S0 s Siwg T eSS Sin | (D5)
, 0 : 0 o
T
0, Smfl% o0
(2Ns + 1)1, 0 e 0
Vol - 0 (2Ns + 1), :
0 0 (2Ns+ 1)~ 1,
) SoSgs  +, SoSm_y
+ YA : : , (D6)
2(2Ns + 1)2(Nf + 1) — 4(2Ns + 1)Ng(Ns + 1)C,, T g
Sm—1507 Tty Sm—lsm_l
_ 16(2Ns+1)? - 4 o .
where 7, = 256N§+512N§+3§4NS2+128N5+157 "B = T 356NI{512NI+384N2+128Ns 115’ Cu = 32 wjn;, the overall Fisher
information matrix is lower bounded as follows:
NS(NS + 1) 2 4
= x|? diag{wono -, Wm—1Mm—
(]\]]/3 n 1)2(2NS + 1) | | g{ 070 17 1}
2NZ(Ng +1)?
+ 5(Ns + 1) SF' + &'(Ns, Ng), (D7)

[(2Ng + 1)2(N§ + 1) — 2(2Ng + 1)Ng(Ng + 1)Cy ] (NS + 1)

where F' is a matrix with the elements Fi’j = wiwjnmijR;rRiR;erw = ww;nin;lz|?, &'(Ns, Ng) has the scaling
O (Ng’/(Nere)3>.
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Therefore, the average Fisher information matrix is:

F= [ per (D8)

__ANs(Ns 1) diag{wono -+, Wm—1Mm-1}
(N, +1)(2Ns 4 1) 0t Wm=1im =1

. 8N2(Ns + 1)2
[(2Ns + 1)2(Nj, + 1) — 2(2Ns + 1)Ns(Ns + 1)eTv] (N} + 1)

vv' 4+ &'(Ns, Np), (D9)

where v is a vector v = (wono, -+ ,Wm—1Mm—1) and e = (1,---,1)T, the first and second term of Eq. (D9) has the
scaling O(Ns/(Ngmye)) and O(N3/(Npmye)?), respectively. The dominating part of the average Fisher information
matrix F is diagonal, which indicates that it is achievable by independent single-parameter estimation protocols
[29, 39]. In addition, the first term of Eq. (D9) has the same scaling as that shown in the single-parameter estimation
[57].

2. Repetition of experiments

The average Fisher information matrix in Eq. (D9) is derived by taking an average of the Fisher information
matrix for conditional states, while in practice, different rounds of experiments will lead to different conditional
states. Consider a scenario where the experimenter conducts the CtoD protocol with v rounds of experiment. The
resulting state will be:

v—1
PV = ®p\/,wn (Dlo)
n=0
which has the moments:
€V,u = m (wgsg7 ) $ES£71 T 33317150T, ) w;[‘n—lsngl)
(2Ng + 1)1y 0 . 0
( ) SOSE, cee 50531—1
0 2Ng + )y --- 1 . . .
W o= . . oL = o : : ol
’ ’ - : Sm—lsg‘a Ty Sm—lsg;_l
0 s 0 (2Ns+ 1),
{2n)) = oo exp (— Salzel
PUTny) = v+ P T aivg+1)
(D11)

where @,, refer to the heterodyne measurement reuslt from n-th repetition of the steps (I)-(IV) and (V.B).

(VL.B) Phase rotation and displacement concentration:— The experimenter can implement single-mode phase-rotation
operations based on the measurement results {x, } to make the phase of displacement equal to that of the first
mode. Then, the experimenter can implement m r-mode beam-splitter operations in the redundant space to
concentrate the displacement to m modes with moments:

>, a2 T
EVLI/ = Wq (eESrOT y T eES;E—l)
(2Ng + 1)1, 0 0
( ) . Sosg, ) SOS;E—l
0 2Ng + 1)y --- . : .
Vi = . . ~ T g : (b12)
: : . : Smfng, e Smflsg;_l
0 0 (2Ns + 1)l
(o)) = v o (- ke
Pk Amg ) P\ TN+

where e, = xg/|xo].
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Given the relations &y, = ( Zj |z;|?/|x0|)év,, and Vi1, = Vi, we can quickly derive the quantum Fisher
information matrix:
— 4vNg(Ns + 1)

YN+ 1)(2Ns 1) Vasleoo et}

n 8VNSZ(NS + 1)2
[(2Ns + 1)2(Nf, + 1) — 2(2Ng + 1)Nsg(Ns + 1)eTv] (N} + 1)

vl + &'(Ns, Np), (D13)

where the expressions for v and e are given in Eq. (D9).

3. Optimal design of the estimation protocol (N > Ng)

Let’s consider homodyne measurement on the conditional state in step V.B, which produces the probability distri-
bution [32]:

exp [—5(«; ~ Eva) [(2Ns + D, — 25T ] (g - 5w>]
, (D14)

p(q) =

\/Hm ! 277 2Ns +1- 42]\73(]]\\2111)%71]')

where Tp is a m x m matrix with matrix elements Tg ;; = /w;w;7:7; cos(8; —6;), q := (o, - - ,Gm_1)T is a real
vector with m elements regarding to the measurement result, &y, = /Ns(Ns + 1)/(Nf + 1)[\/wono(gs cos Oy +

Pesinbo), -+, \/Om_1Mm—1(qe €08 0y _1 + ppsinb,, _1)]T is the position component of &y .
Therefore, we have the classical Fisher information matrix:

Fm’n
81 J dav/pe(@porerren (@]
= lim (D15)
€em —0 emen
€n—0
gl1— exp[—1%(€v,q—§v,q.em,en)T(M9+Me+em,en)(ﬁv,q—ﬁv,q,em,e")]
V/det{3ln+5 Mg Moy ey ey, }
> lim (D16)
me €mén
8{1—exp |4 (6vi —&vaene) Mo (6vg — v }
= lim (D17)
AR Eme€n
3 9&v
= 25t Mo —o D18

where & ., and 0 + €, + €, refer to case where the m-th and n-th phases have negligible additional parts €,, and
€n, respectively, Mg = [(2Ns + 1)I,,, — 2Ns(Ns + 1)/(N§ + 1)Tg]_1, and Eq. (D16) is obtained by the relation:

1 1
/dq exXp {_4((1 - £V7q)TM9<q - £V,q) - z(q - £v)q;€'m.76n)TM9+€7VL)EH (g — £V)Q)€7n75n)}

1
dq exp {_qTMeq - i(q £V,q,em €n + SV q) M9+em,en (q £V,q,em €n + £V q)} (Dlg)
1 1 ¢
dq exp €V ,q + €V 3QyEm en) Mﬂ(fq - SV,q + SV,q,em,en) - Zq M0+em,enq (DQO)
L 1
dgexp 4 (Mo + Moe,,,c,)q — gq (MG + Moye,e,) (€v.g = EVigiem.cn)

1
_g(évvq - évvqaenLyfn)T (Mo + M9+57n;5n) q-— g(évxq - éV)Q)€77L7€'rL)T (Me + M0+67n7€’n) (€V7q - £V7q76m;€n)} <D21)

T 1 T
= —_ € €y + Em € €Em€n . D22
\/det (iMe T iMa“‘FEmyen) exp{ 16 (5\/-,11, m€n £V,q) (1‘49 Me.+ ms 77) (€V747 m€n €V7q)} ( )
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Here the inequality is derived from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality: > xny, <>, 22> 2.
Here we have the relation:
-1

(2Ns + DL, ~ 2Ns(Ns + 1)T B 1 (2Ns + 1)(ssT + ccT) + ssTeet + ectssT — cTessT — sTsect
S NL+1 °] T a2Ng+1 "™ (2Ns + 1)[(2Ns + 1 — sT8)(2Ns + L — cTe) — |cTs|2]
(D23)
where ¢ = V/2Ns(Ns + 1) /(N§ + 1) (y/womo cos(8o), -+ +  \/@m—17m—108(0m—1)) and s

V2Ns(Ns + 1)/ (N§ + 1) (y/woro sin(o), + -+ \/@m—17m—1 sin(fm—1)), the second term has the scaling O (1/(mNg))
for 1 < Ng < Np and O (Ng/(mNg)) for Ng <« 1 <« Np. Here, we assume the condition w; ~ O(1/m),Vj. Then,
one can compute the explicit expression for the Fisher information:

2Ng(Ns + 1)
(N +1)2(2Ns + 1

F= ) diag{wono(*% T )7 to awm—lnm—l(fqgc sin 0,,—1 + p, cos Gm—l)Z} + -F/(N& NB)v (D24)

where F'(Ns, Ng) has the scaling O (N3 (s + pz)?/(m2N3)) for either the case 1 < Ng < Np or the case Ng <
1 < Np.

If we adopt the protocol VI in v rounds of experiment and integrate over the set of measurement results {x, }, we
have:

~ [T aestiah)

v—1
2Ng(Ns + 1) . 2 2 .2 2 2 y
d e W1 Thm in20,, 20, F/(Ns, N,
X INL T 1)2(2Ns + 1) G128 woto > @ wmemet | Y 5 sin 1+ Py j COS 1] ¢+ F(Ns, Ng)

=0 k
(D25)

4I/NS(NS + 1) . "
- d e W 1T Ns, Np), D2
(N + 1)(2Ns 1 1) Ti8{e0mo o w1} 4+ 7 (N, Vo) (D26)

where F”(Ng, Ng) has the scaling O (vNZ/(m2,N2)). Therefore, for either the case 1 < Ng < Np or the case
Ng « 1 <« Ng, we have the average of the estimation variance for {6;}:

m—1
— 1 S
B= <(9—9) > (D27)
7=0
m—1
1 ——1 Ng
Yo () (D2s)
7=0
(N 1)( 2NS+1 e
= I Na(Ns T 1) Z win;) Tt 4+ O (D29)

Jj=

where the second equation is obtained by taking into consideration the effect of nuisance parameters [58]. Finally, by

defining the standard derivation by € = \/f, we can achieve the Eq. (13) in the main text.

Note that the achievable rWMSE can also be lower bounded by that obtained by a favorable case where only one of
the m phases is unknown [58]. In this case, the scaling of the lower bound regarding Ng, Np, and v can be given by
an RMSE for estimating identical phases. It has been shown in Ref. [9] that the optimal RMSE achieves the scaling

O(v/Np/(vNsg)). Therefore, we can conclude that Eq. (13) attains the optimal scaling regarding Ng, Np, and v,
despite noncommutative generators for alternative phases.

Appendix E: CtoD protocol for Pattern Classification
1. Set-up

Let’s consider the scenario where the QI network is employed to discriminate the following two hypotheses:

Hypotheses I: 1 = n(®
Hypotheses IT: 5 =n)

)
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where ") = (néh), e ,nr(,il)_l)T for h = 0,1 refers to the vector of reflectivity encoded from the output state p,m)

of the QI network (see Eq. (5) in the main text). Following the first and second steps of the CtoD protocol with v
rounds of experiment in Appendix D2, it is possible to produce an m-mode conditional state described by Eq. (10)
in the main text:

P pe = Pt iz @ Pat g h=0,1 (E2)

except for its displacement where T = 4/ Z;;é |z, |?/v, where the subscript ‘pe’ stands for parameter estimation.
Here, we introduce an alternative second step of CtoD for hypothesis testing:

(2.HP) Use the m v-mode beam-splitter operations to uniformly distributed the displacements to the v m-mode states:
pn(h),hp = p%(uh)757 h = 07 17 (E3)

where the subscript ‘hp’ stands for hypothesis testing.

2. The quantum Chernoff bound

Through the step mentioned by the last subsection, we can apply the quantum Chernoff bound for discriminating
identical states and bound the corresponding error [59, 60]:

Dhp (PS(%MPS(M /Hdaznp ({@n})pnp ( n<“) w’pn“) w) (E4)

14 14 1
Pnp (Ps(o)’ivpf(l)j) =l- {rl'rllax} Tr [Hh zpy, (;L f} (E5)
h,®
1 : s 1—s Y
§§ <S€H[Bf71] Tr [in),wljnm,m]) (E6)

where the inequality is derived from the quantum data processing inequality after heterodyne measurement [61],
{IIl; z} refers to an arbitrary (mv)-mode measurement. In particular, we can further use the relations for Gaussian
quantum systems [60]:

R 1 _ L _
Tr {pnoip:h%} = Qsexp {2(511(0) = &) (Voo s + Vo ios) (Egor — £n(1>)} (E7)
2 175" G (™) G (15"
Qs = . 2 (E8)
\/det n(o))s + Vn(l),lis]
m—1
Voo = S | @ Al | ST (E9)
where Ss(;,lr)n is a symplectic transformation defined by V,,, = Ss(é?n (@ =0 ;h)ﬂg) Ss(yr)n with {,u } being the sym-

plectic eigenvalues, with V;,, being the covariance matrix defined in Eq. (10) of the main text, the displacement

vector €, is defined by €, =1/(2(Ny +1))(SoZ, -+, Sm-1%)", {S;} are defined in Eq. (5) in the main text.
Without losing the generality, let’s consider the practical situation where the phases are known. Then, one can im-

plement phase correction operations to have 9§h) =0forj=0,---,m—1,h =0,1. In this case, the covariance matrices

T
has the form V;,, = (2Ng + 1)Is,, —2Ng(Ng +1)/(Ng + 1)ne MpT & T, with pi) = (\/ W077 , \/wmlnff)l) ,

we could have:

py” = 2Ng + 1 — 2N (DT (1)

:2Ns+1—0( N ) (E10)

mre NB

u —oNg 41, j=1,--m—1
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Thereby, if we take into consideration the condition Ng = O(1) < Np, we have:

Ag(p”) — Ag(2Ns + 1) (h) o (R)T
(h)T'rI(h) Ne "M ® Iy (Ell)

_ 8Ns(Ns +1)s(2Ns +2)°"'(2Ns)* " ) ok Nie nW DT
_AS(QNS + 1)H2m (N’ i 1)[(2NS n 2)5 — (2Ns)s]2 n., ® ]I +0 NB M & I[Q (E].?)

Van,s =Ms(2Ns + 1)Io,, +

=A,(2Ns + DIy + O (N ) nMnMT @1, (E13)

where €4 is a constant from the definition of the derivative limit [62].
With these premises, we have the relation:

s —s 1= ra -1z ra
Tr [p:')t)pih ] < exp {_2(57;(0) - £n(1>)T (Vn(‘)),s + Vn(l),lfs) (En(o) - 577(1))} (E14)
1 €0 — &y m?(zq + xp)?
—expl—- M \%q ™ Tp)” El
P { 2 A @Ns+ D AN+ D) T\ T e (E15)

(E16)

Na(a 1) T (ﬁ F) = +O<m2(mq+wp)2>

2(Nf +1)? AS(QNS +1)+A1_5(2Ns + 1) m2,.N3

Finally, the discrimination error is bounded by:

2 1%
N O PN PN
Ng(Ns+1) Z]w]( g g ) 2 +O<m2’/($q+wzz)2>

1
Rv _ Kv )<z f _
Php (pnm%m’ pnm,m) S5 WP T AVL 112 AN F 1)+ A (@Ns £ 1) m2 N3

(E17)

1  Ng(Ng +1) ZJ“’J <\/77T \/WT)

<-
2 PPy AN 112 Ay (2Ns + 1)

Z zn|® ¢+ O (W) (E18)

2 3
mreNB

Given the probability distribution

NN SO D V1 L0 o
)~ [ i 0 | o (E19)

for a constant Nj; due to the assumption Ng < Np, we have the average error is:

) Ns(Ns +1) 3-; wj (\/; \/»> +0< 2, )

o <=1 E20

Php (pn<°>’pn<“) 2 |+ (Ng + 1AL (2Ns +1) m2,N3 (E20)
] vNs(Ns +1) > wj (\/ () \/77](1 ) 2y

_t _ E21

(N T A (2N 1 1) +0 (v (E21)

which has the same scaling with the single parameter case [9].
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3. Benchmark for pattern classification

Classical pattern classification protocols can be modeled as the situation where the input source for the QI network
will be described by a state with positive P-representation [12, 16]. Equivalently, the input source can be modeled
by a statistical mixture of multi-mode coherent states. Given the result in Ref. [63], we know that the minimum
error is achieved by pure probe states in the quantum discrimination of channels. Therefore, with 2m coherent
probe states ®2m 1|ﬂj> the output state of the QI network will be a single-mode displaced thermal state pg =

(Zk:o WEnke” ’ekﬁk> pNg D (Zﬁgl e 5;), which induces the relations:

2G(2Np + 1)G1_s(2Np + 1) ’Z f(ﬁ \/’%T> Bi

Tr 1-s7 _ s E22
PP e = X NG 1) + A (2N £ 1) As2Ng + 1)+ A, (2Ng + 1) (E22)
where G, (1) and A,(u) are functions defined as follows:
Gy (1) 2 (F23)
n) = ’
? (4 1) = (p—1)P
(n+ 1P+ (u— 1P
Ap(p) = AT (E24)
(h+1)P = (u—1)
Furthermore, it can be proved that Eq. (E22) achieves its minimal value by with s = § [9]. Therefore, we have:
0) 1)
S 1 (\/77]( —\/n ) Bj
Php (Pn(lé),c,p,,<”1>7c) 9 mﬁn eXp 4§ — AL (2Ng + 1) (E25)
2

In the case where either {w;} or {n;} are unknown, the experimenter can not concentrate the power of the probe
modes to one that minimizes the error probability. Further, we have the following conditions:

nf\/@ <m W) = 0(0), (E26)

we will have a scaling advantage using the CtoD quantum strategy.

Appendix F: Discussion on average phase sensing

Let’s reduce our discussion to single-parameter estimation. As a concrete example, we consider the sensing of the
average phase:

=

m—

Vw;n; 0. (F1)

Jj=0

Next, there will be two distinct scenarios: (i) The differences between each pair of the m phases are known. (ii)
There still exist m — 1 independent and unknown phases after estimation of the average phase. In the subsequent
subsections, we shall examine these two scenarios separately.
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1. Degenerative case

If differences between each pair of phases are known, we may apply the following transformation [58] of to the
QFIM achievable by the QI network:

00g
. - a0
Fg:(%’...’%)ﬁ’ : (F2)
BGWL—l
a0
 4mwNs(Ns + 1) m?*vNg (F3)
= (N, +1)(2Ns + 1) meeNg )

where F' is the QFIM obtained by the CtoD, as shown in Eq. (D9), m_,
is given by the premise w; ~ m'. Then, its RMSE is:

egi:\/(N]g+1)(2Ns+1) +o< mNg ) 8

! is defined in Eq. (2) in the main text and

4myvNg(Ns + 1) m2,vNp

On the other hand, given by the convexity of Fisher information [31], the output state from classical illumination
network in Eq. (A5) will achieve the maximal value of quantum Fisher information (QFI) when the probe is pure.
By using the results of QFI for Gaussian states [31, 53-55], we will have the maximal QFT for classical case:

2

m—1 — 30
< —  max 4 aZj:o uimje e (F5)
O {B;:18;1=Ns} 2NB + 1 a0 ’
4m2NS
=__ 5 F
2Ng + 1 (F6)

The corresponding root mean-square-error (RMSE) achievable by the classical network is:

. 2N +1
d_ 0BT F
0 4m2vNg (F7)

As shown in Egs. (F4) and (F7), there is a disadvantage of QI network average parameter sensing in the scaling of
transmitter number m.

2. Non-degenerative case

Consider the case where there are m unknown independent parameters {6,6;,--- ,6,,_1}, where 0 is defined in Eq.
(F1). The partial Fisher information of 6 can be obtain by computing the Schur’s complement [58] of the initial FIM,
i.e. that in Egs. (D9). The presence of m — 1 nuisance parameters in both quantum and classical scenarios leads to
a reduction in the value of partial Fisher information. Given the current focus on multi-parameter sensing, we will
leave this research question for future works.
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