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We present a general quantum metrology framework to study tle simultaneous estimation
of multiple phases in the presence of noise as a discretizecbatel for phase imaging. This ap-
proach can lead to nontrivial bounds of the precision for mutiphase estimation. Our results
show that simultaneous estimation (SE) of multiple phasesialways better than individual

estimation (IE) of each phase even in noisy environment. Thetility of the bounds of mul-

tiple phase estimation for photon loss channels is exempkt explicitly. When noise is low,
those bounds possess the Heisenberg scale showing quanteniranced precision with the
O(d) advantage for SE, whered is the number of phases. However, thi®)(d) advantage of
SE scheme in the variance of the estimation may disappear asyptotically when photon loss
becomes significant and then only a constant advantage ovérdt of IE scheme demonstrates.

Potential application of those results is presented.

A general estimation scheme of multiple parameters can\bdedi into three stages: the

preparation of some probes, the interaction of the prob#s avsystem which is determined by
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the parameter vectd, and measurements of the probes after the interaction. #eastimated
from the results of the measurements. When the dimensi@hisfl, the case becomes single
parameter estimation. If the probes are uncorrelated,ttieenentral limit theorem states that the
estimation errofl'v[Cov(8)] scales ad /v/N, with N being the number of resources (photons,
atoms) employed. While in quantum world by correlating thabes nonclassically, the estimation
error may scale as/N in an ideal scenario, which is the ultimate limit of precisitamed as the
Heisenberg limif*4. The enhancement in the estimation precision is the maioerarof quantum

metrology, and a lot of work has been done, both theorejieait experimentall§2¢

A quantum enhancement in precision is of great importancedtrology such as for imag-
ing and microscopy. Recently, the quantum enhanced imageigng use of point estimation
theory is presented based on single parameter estimatimequre through the Fisher informa-
tion approacH’. Since phase imaging is inherently a multiple parametémesion problem, the
multiple phase estimation is of interést It is found that for unitary evolutions, simultaneous
estimation (SE) of multiple phases provides an advantaginga)(d) in the variance of the esti-
mation over individual estimation (IE) of each phase, whiienumber of phases to be estimated.
This conclusion holds for noiseless processes. Howevex,ragalistic scenario, noise cannot be
avoided due to decoherence. An investigation of whetherativantage still exists for a general

evolution is necessatry.

For noisy processes, it is not known in general if and whengteentum enhancement of

precision from1/v/N to 1/N can be achieved though general expressions for the ungriai



the estimation are known. The problem is that their calcahainvolves complex optimization
procedures. Fortunately, a general framework is propcseshtly to obtain attainable and useful
lower bound of the quantum Fisher information (QFI) in naggtem&~. In particular, this lower
bound captures the main features of the transition from théto 1/v/N precisions for the cases
of noisy channels such as photon loss and dephasing. Thagésrare for the single parameter

estimation.

In this work, we present a general framework for ésemation of multiple phases with noise.
We apply this framework to study a specific example of the phddss type noise. Photon loss
is a very usual noise type in optical systems. We make a comgethat with only photon loss
considered the QFI matrix of the phases can be saturatedcfentain set of initial probes, which
means that we are in principal able to find a measuremett make the Fisher information matrix
after measurement equal to the QFI matrix. In this way, theli@knd computed is a tight lower
bound of the uncertainty of the estimation. We show thateénithit of noiseless, the precision can
achieve the Heisenberg limit N with an advantage aP(d) for multiple phase, thus recover the
known result&S. With noise increasing, SE is always better than |E, butili¢) advantage may
disappear asymptotically, with photon loss taken as an pkanmt the same time, the precision of
estimation decreases to the standard quantum limit (SQ{4N. So similar as for single phase,
our result of multiphase can also capture the main featurébgedransition from Heisenberg limit

to standard quantum limit.

We shall consider a multiple phase estimation model desdtty Fig.1. In the preparation



stage, a probe state is created of the form

D D
o) =Y | Nio, Nt + . Nia) = > | N (1)
k=1

k=1
We assume that the amount of resources employed in the éstinpaiocess is restricted by the
photon numberV, andV,, describes théth possible distribution olV photons in different modes,
which is represented by a vectON; o, Ni.1,-- -, Niq4) , Where N, ; stands for the number of
photons employed in th#h mode andeZ0 Nyi= N. D = (N + d)!/N!d! stands for the total
number of possible distributions. Normalization is reqdisuch thab",  |ax|*> = 1. In an
estimation scheme, the probe state is chosen beforehathdnamaim of metrology is to find out

the optimal probe to estimate the parameters. For simpligit only choose pure states as probes,

so we havey, = |vg) (1o

In the evolution stage, we consider the case that statedferatit modes evolve indepen-
dently. In the modé, evolution is determined by the paramefigrexpressed in terms of Kraus
operatordI;” (¢;), which satisfies™, T1\"7(6,)I1}" (¢;) = L. The evolved state is then given by

p(0) = > T1(0)po11}(6), 2)

l

where we denoté = (6, ..., 04), L = (o, 1. ..., 1) andI,(0) = II}” @ I}V (0,) @ - - - @ LY (6,).

lo
Results

The advantage of simultaneous estimationAs is shown?5, SE provides arO(d) advantage

over IE, without noise considered. Here we shall show thahawnder general evolution, SE is



still better than IE, but thé (d) advantage may disappear gradually, with photon loss taken a
an example. We remark that our results of noisy processesecaner the case of noiseless in a

continuum manner thus possess the SE advantage.

In Fig. 1, only one reference modes implemented to estimate tlephased),; to 6,. We
now consider the scheme to implemémeference modes, with each connected to a corresponding

phase. The initial state can be written as

1%0) = Z%|Nk,o17 + Niod, Ne1, -+, Nia), (3)
%

where each reference mode experiences the same evolutlm@sginal modé). We remark that

any |E strategy is equivalent to use an initial state withfdren

[Y0) = |¥1)01.1 ® |¥2)022 @ - - - @ |Va)od.d, (4)

and only separate measurement for each phase is allowedwieee that IE is actually contained
in the complete set of SE strategies, which leads to the aerel that SE is generally better than

|IE even under noise.

Phase estimation under photon lossA beam splitter is generally used to model photon loss. A

possible set of Kraus operators in each mode is giveH by

~ i 1—m)b .
Hl(i) = _< lln) 6262"27%2 CLZ-I’L, (5)

wherey is the square of the transmissivityranging fromn = 1, lossless case, tp= 0, complete

loss). It is conjectured in Supplementary Material thatlpag as all thev, in Eq.(1) are real, for



this particular set of Kraus operators, the QFI bound canabegrated. Since equivalent sets of
Kraus operators lead to the same evolved state, the QFIxnsawuld be the same no matter what

Kraus operators are chosen. Consider the following set afi&operators

N 1—n)l o L.

whered; are arbitrary real numbers that we are free to choose.

In the methods part, we have derived a method to give a lowerdtor the optimal precision

of multiple phase estimation

1
Cov(0) > ———, (7)
CQ<07 Hl)
where the element of the matrix 6f, is
Cq(6,11));; = 4{(B)) — (AD)o(AD)}, (8)
with (- - - )o standing fors(¢y| - - - |¢0) s and
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Under the noise of photon loss, following the same calooitasis in the single phase case,



we have?!

BW) = (11)

witha; =1 — (14 6;)(1 —n;), b; = (1+6;)?n;(1 — ;). For simplicity of calculation, we suppose

thatn; = n for all 7, or all modes are symmetric.

We first consider the best IE strategy to estimaphases with limited resources 8f pho-

tons. Generally the minimum uncertainty of the estimatehafge can be written as

Gy

n;

wheret is the scaling coefficient under certain conditions with 2 being the Heisenberg scale
andt = 1 being the SQL scale’; is a constant and; is the number of photons employed in the
estimation of phasé Since all modes are symmetric, we assume that under thétbestategy,
the uncertainty of each phase follows the same scaling. \&fe nieed to minimizgfz1 AG? =
CY, # Through basic calculation we know that the minimum is otgdiwhen the estimation

of each phase uses the same amount of resources, whichliphotons, for any positive Then

we have

d
C
. 2 t
min ;:1 Ab; = (N/d)td' (13)

Now we turn to the SE strategy. If we choase= ﬁ — 1 and substitute them into EQ.{11),



all the off-diagonal terms af’; will disappear, we then have

an 1
Tricg'1 =3 %W (14)

from which we can clearly observe the disappearance of tlieeHeerg scale as is expected.

To see that thé(d) advantage may disappear in the asymptotic case, we firsnasthat
N> 1,d> 1, N/d > 1. From Eql(T4), we are to seek a statg) which maximizesy_, ﬁ
Since}”, (7)o < N, we have}~, - < ¢ and the equality is attained whéf,), = & for any

1. Then a lower bound for SE is obtained:

Tr{Cov(8)] > 14_—7777% (15)

We know in the asymptotic case, the scaling coefficiemEq.(13) is 1, and the total variance

2

d
§ 2

Compare Eq.(15) and EQ.(16), we see that®i€) advantage no longer exists.

In order to exhibit more clearly the transition from the Hgiberg scale with th@(d) advan-
tage to the SQL scale without tli®(d) advantage, we investigate the SE strategy using a specific

probe statéy,). [¢,) is a generalized 00N state as defined in R&, explicitly written as

‘¢S>: Oé(|0,]\/'70,...,0>+|0,0’N,...,0>_|_..._._

‘070707‘“7N>)+B|N70707“'70>7 (17)



wherea? = d+1\/3 andda?® + 3? = 1. The reason we choose this state is that in the noiseless

case estimation with this state has both the Heisenberg scal the O(d) advantage and we
will show how they disappear as noise becomes significanfuriieer simplify the calculation, we
assume thai; = 4, which is reasonable since all modes are symmetric. Thegnard variable

needs to be optimized to make the lower boudfidas tight as possible. Asymptotically we have

1 1
TriCoY ~ - , 18
Col>1— (X4 2 N1 (9)
(SAN+1)2 N d (SAN+1)2 d d
wheno = 1,;]7\1[1/&1 — 1, see Supplementary Material for details. Ii(;# < +,we have
1 1
TrC;Y = > ——.
") = 1y

We see that it is the Heisenberg scale, additionally, coatpaith Eq[(IB), theé)(d) advantage of
SE exists. Whereas fov > 1., we havefTr[Cél] = %ﬁd- We see that it is the SQL scale

and compared with EQ.(IL3), thie(d) advantage of SE disappears.

Although we have proven that SE provides at most a constargase of precision over IE
asymptotically for large noise, it doesn’t mean that therea need to use the SE strategy. Rather
contrarily, itis shown in Fig.[2] that fod = 2, » = 0.9 and small numberd/, a significant decrease
of uncertainty abous0% can be achieved. For IE, an optimized state over all statéseoform
Zfﬂfl) an|n, N/d—n) is chosen as the probe to estimate an individual phase. Vedadaulated a
lower bound of the QF#~. For SE without loss, the state,) is chosen as the probe. For SE with
loss, we use the same probe and calculate its QFI matrix ncallgr Since we have proven that
for this initial state, the QFI matrix can be locally sateditwe havéAOsz|* = Tr[In(0)']. So
in principal, an advantage of SE over IE larger than that shinwFig.[2] can be obtained. From

9



the result, we see that if we need to estimate multiple phagzshould estimate simultaneously

to achieve higher precision.

In Fig. 2, we have also made a comparison of different estimatrategies versus varioys
We see that under low, which means the photon loss is significant, SE using statgss worse

than IE. This is understandable, because for calculat® |?, we have used an optimal probe,

but for calculating A@sz|?, only |1, is used.|1,) is a generalizedv 00N state and is vulnerable

to photon loss. A state robust against photon loss may bessaggl. For highem,

1) IS enough

to beat the IE strategy.

Discussion

We have presented a lower bound for the error in multi-patamestimation under noise, within
the framework of quantum metrology, and photon loss is exdegh We have proved the use-
fulness of this bound by showing that it can capture the maatuire of the transition from the
Heisenberg limit with the)(d) advantage to the SQL limit without th@(d) advantage as noise
becomes significant. We have also shown the advantage of &EEin precision. The enhance-
ment in precision can also be applied for single phase bycapig it to several copies. This
novel scheme is better than simply duplicating the measemémstrument. Our analysis of mul-
tiple phase estimation should be of wide interest in manypleras. Quantum enhanced phase
imaging is one potential application. A recent investigatf quantum phase imaging used point

estimation with single parametérsince phase imaging is inherently a multiparameter esitma

10



problem, our results provide an approach to this problenr.réaults should also be of interest in
gravitational wave detecti8f) since it can be recast as optical phase estim#tidmey will also
motivate an investigation into the role of noise in quanturhacement. Thus, the application of

our results is worth investigating for various quantum miety problems.

Methods

It is known that, the precision of the estimateéyfdescribed by its covariance matiiov(0), is

limited by the quantum Cramér-Rao (QCR) inequaiy?
Cov(8) > (MIo(8))™", (19)

where the inequality means th@bvv(6) — (M 1,(0)) ! is positive semidefinitel, () is the QFI
matrix, M is the repetition of the whole estimation process. Here we hasumed that the estima-
tor of @ is unbiased. This is a reasonable assumption since Craasérbved that the maximum
likelihood method will give an asymptotic unbiased estienas)\/ — oo 2. A brief introduction
about the QFI approach for quantum metrology is present&tlipplementary Material. Since
we are interested only in the quantum enhancement, we gtalf $o 1 for this letter. The total

variance of all the phases is then

A0 = 667 = Tr[Cou(0)] > Tr[1(6)"]. (20)

Inspired by the work?, we propose a general method to derive an upper bai(@, ﬁl)
of I(0), wherell, is any Kraus representation of the quantum channel. Sugheseal value of
the parameter vector &, ande is an infinitesimal increment, then we have the relation betw

11



the Bures fidelity and the QFI matrix 6{2%:

(F3[p(), p(6 + €) Z €i6;10(0)s5, (21)
where the Bures fidelity is defined ag[p, o] = T/ /po/p. Uhimann’s theorem states tH¥8t
(Fplp(0), p(0 + €)))* = max [(2(6)|¥(6 + €))|*, (22)

| (6+¢))

where|®(8)) is an arbitrary purification op(€) in an enlarged spac€F, and| V(0 + €)) runs
over all purifications of(6 + €). Since|(®(0)|¥(0 + €))|? = Fp(|®(0)),|¥(0 +€)))* =1 —
izi,j €i€;Co(0);;, whereCy(0) is the QFI matrix a# in spaceSE, we havel,(0) < Cy(0).
The equality may actually be achieved. Because for purest&i(#)), its QFI matrix can be

explicitly written out. This will provide us a method to degiuseful analytical bounds &f,(6).

Notice that for the scheme of Fig. 1, although the probe stete be correlated, the evolu-
tion is separated for different modes. Thus rather than tdypthe systemS on the whole, we
may purify each mode independently, which greatly redulseslifficulty of purification. Add an
environmentt; to the respect systest, and purify the evolutior{ﬁl(f)} to a unitary ond?i(SiE"),

the evolved statpg(0) becomes a pure staté(0)) .., given by

1U(0)) s = USE)(0)|40)5|0) &, (23)

whereUSE)(9) = U0F) @d | 755 (g,),

Vg = ®%,|0)g,. The purified unitary evolution is

connected to the original Kraus representation througletuetiort?,

17(6,) = &, (LU (6,)|0) s, (24)

7

where|l;) g, form a basis for the environme#t.
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We show in Supplemental Material that the QFI matrix for thlEasyed total system SE can

then be expressed as

A~

Cq(0,10)y; = 4{(B)g — (AD)(AD)}, (25)

with (- - - ), standing forg(vy| - - - [10)s and

» artt
(i) _ " (@)
8 N ;Z dez le‘ ’ (26)
dﬂl‘j” dﬂl‘j) o
B A 27)
ADAG) £

So at first place, we havk,)(0) = ming, Cq(0, 11,), with the minimization running over
all possible Kraus representations of the quantum chammelrder to reduce the difficulty of the
optimization process, we only consider independent patifio of each mode, such thﬁ;(e) =
1T, ® 11, (1) ® - - - ® 1T, (6,4). Further we can restrict the minimization process to a susobf all
the possiblél;, depending on a few variational parameters which shall bienared. The subclass
may be constructed based on physical insight. In this wayrivead bound can also be obtained as

we will present below.
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Figure 1. A multiple phase estimation model.An initially prepared probe state),) un-
dergoes a general evolution describediby1 sets of Kraus operators, dependingdgmarameters

which we are supposed to estimate simultaneously. Differerdes evolve independently.

Figure 2. A comparison of SE and IE strategies for multiple ptase estimation with
d=2,0, =20, =2. For(a),nis fixed at0.9 and N is various. For (b)N is fixed at6 and
n is various. The black solid line gives the total variafd®s z;4..;|* Without any noise using the
probe state$y,). The red dashed line gives the total variafd®sz|?> under photon loss using
the probe statelg),). The blue dotted line gives a lower bound of the total vardi®; »|* under

photon loss using IE strategy with the optimal probe .
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