
ar
X

iv
:2

01
2.

02
44

1v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 4
 D

ec
 2

02
0

Improving phase estimation using the number-conserving operations
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We propose a theoretical scheme to improve the resolution and precision of phase measurement
with parity detection in the Mach-Zehnder interferometer by using a nonclassical input state which
is generated by applying a number-conserving generalized superposition of products (GSP) operation,
(

saa† + ta†a
)m

with s2+t2 = 1, on two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) state. The nonclassical prop-
erties of the proposed GSP-TMSV are investigated via average photon number (APN), anti-bunching
effect, and degrees of two-mode squeezing. Particularly, our results show that both higher-order m
GSP operation and smaller parameter s can increase the total APN, which leads to the improvement of
quantum Fisher information. In addition, we also compare the phase measurement precision with and
without photon losses between our scheme and the previous photon subtraction/addition schemes. It
is found that our scheme, especially for the case of s = 0, has the best performance via the enhanced
phase resolution and sensitivity when comparing to those previous schemes even in the presence of
photon losses. Interestingly, without losses, the standard quantum-noise limit (SQL) can always be
surpassed in our our scheme and the Heisenberg limit (HL) can be even achieved when s = 0.5, 1 with
small total APNs. However, in the presence of photon losses, the HL cannot be beaten, but the SQL
can still be overcome particularly in the large total APN regimes. Our results here can find important
applications in quantum metrology.

PACS: 03.67.-a, 05.30.-d, 42.50,Dv, 03.65.Wj

I. INTRODUCTION

The ultimate aim of quantum metrology is to achieve
a higher precision and sensitivity of the phase estimation
using (non)classical field of light as the input of optical
interferometers [1–4]. Among them, the Mach-Zehnder
interferometer (MZI) is one of the most practical interfer-
ometers, and its phase sensitivity is limited by the stan-
dard quantum-noise limit (SQL) ∆ϕ = 1/

√
N (N is the

average number of photons inside the interferometer),
together with solely classical resources as the input of the
MZI [5]. In order to go beyond this limit, both the non-
classical states [6, 7] and the entangled states [2, 8, 9]
are applied to quantum metrology, which results in the
reduction of the phase uncertainty, thereby reaching the
Heisenberg limit (HL) ∆ϕ = 1/N [10]. For instance,
Dowling et al. [2] pointed out that the so-called N00N
states in quantum optical interferometry can achieve the
HL. Unfortunately, these states are extremely sensitive to
photon losses [9–11]. To solve this problem, Anisimov
et al. [8] theoretically studied that using the two-mode
squeezed vacuum state (TMSV) as the input of the MZI
with parity detection scheme can reach the so-called sub-
Heisenberg limit with small total average photon num-
bers (APN). However, restricted by current experimental
techniques, it is still difficult to generate strongly entan-
gled TMSV in which its maximum obtainable degree is

∗yeweicsu@csu.edu.cn
†liaozy7@mail.sysu.edu.cn
‡hlyun@jxnu.edu.cn

about r = 1.15 (n = sinh2 r ≈ 2) [14]. Thus, how to pre-
pare highly non-classical and strongly entangled quan-
tum states has become one of the most important topics
in quantum information and quantum metrology.

For this purpose, the usage of non-Gaussian operations
[15–24] is a feasible method, e.g., photon subtraction
(PS) [15], photon addition (PA) [18–22], and their su-
perposition [23, 24], which also plays an vital role in
quantum illumination [25, 26], quantum cryptography
[27–31] and quantum teleportation [32–34]. For in-
stance, Agarwal and Tara proposed that the classical co-
herent states can be transformed into highly nonclassical
quantum states by the PA operation [18] and this PA op-
eration can be experimentally implemented which was
proposed by Zavatta [19]. In addition, highly nonclassi-
cality has been shown for the PA- (or PS-) squeezed states
[35, 36]. Based on the facts mentioned above, Gerry et
al. [6] first proposed to use the PS-TMSV (simultane-
ously subtracting the same number of photons from the
TMSV ) as the input of the MZI, and showed that the
phase measurement uncertainty of the PS-TMSV scheme
is smaller than that of the usual TMSV for the same
squeezing parameters. Then, Ouyang et al. [22] used the
PA-TMSV as the input state of the MZI, and showed that
it has better performance in terms of phase sensitivity for
small phase shift when compared with both the PS-TMSV
and the usual TMSV. In addition to the aforementioned
typical non-Gaussian operations, here we suggest to use
a new type of non-Gaussian states as the input of the
MZI in an attempt to further enhance the resolution and
sensitivity of the phase estimation. The non-Gaussian
states we consider here are the output states by apply-
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ing the number-conserving generalized superposition of
products (GSP) operation

(
saa† + ta†a

)
with s2+ t2 = 1,

to the TMSV. It is interesting to notice that the PA-then-
PS (aa†) and the PS-then-PA (a†a) as well as their super-
position can be considered as three special cases in our
scheme. In particular, the first two have been used to
improve entanglement and fidelity of quantum telepor-
tation, but none of them are used to improve phase mea-
surement accuracy. Not only can this GSP operation be
implemented experimentally, proposed by Kim [37], but
also the GSP operation on the TMSV is able to generate a
strongly entangled non-Gaussian state as well [38, 39].

In order to extract quantum phase information more
effectively, three types of detection schemes are usually
used, including intensity detection [40, 41], homodyne
detection [42] and parity detection [43, 44]. It should
be noted that not all detection schemes can employ the
full potential of nonclassical states to achieve the super-
resolution and supersensitivity. In particular, as referred
to Ref. [45], the intensity detection is more suitable for
optical interferometers with coherent light as input, but
it is not applicable to the TMSV. In contrast, the parity
detection can be used in the quantum metrology with
the TMSV to achieve the superresolution and even sub-
Heisenberg limit sensitivity [8, 46, 47]. Thus, in this
paper, we take advantage of parity detection to extract
phase information and study the phase resolution and
sensitivity of the MZI by using the GSP-TMSV as input.
The numerical simulation results show that our scheme,
especially for the case of the PS-then-PA TMSV (s = 0),
is always superior to the original TMSV scheme in terms
of the quantum Fisher information (QFI) and the phase
resolution and sensitivity. Dramatically, the SQL can be
always surpassed in our scheme and the HL can even be
beaten for the cases when s = 0.5, 1 in the regime of
small total APN. Furthermore, since the interaction with
the environment is inevitable, we also investigate the ef-
fects of GSP operations against the photon losses placed
in front of parity detection (denoted as an external loss)
and between the phase shifter and the second beam split-
ter (BS) (denoted as an internal loss) from a practical
point of view. Our results show that in the presence of
photon losses the phase sensitivity with the GSP-TMSV,
especially for the case of s = 0, can still be better than
that with both the TMSV and the PA(PS)-TMSV under
the same accessible parameters. Interestingly, we also
find that the effects of the external losses on phase un-
certainty are more serious than the internal-loss cases.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows: In
Sec. II, we briefly outline the preparation of the GSP-
TMSV state, and then present its nonclassicality accord-
ing to APN, antibunching effect and two-mode squeezing
property. In Sec. III, we show the application of the GSP-
TMSV in the MZI and mainly focus on its QFI behavior.
The resolution and sensitivity of phase estimation with
parity detection are further discussed in Sec. IV. In Sec.
V, we mainly pay attention to the effects of photon losses,
involving external and internal losses, on the resolution
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Schematic diagram of a balanced MZI for
the detection of the phase shift (Violet) when the GSP-TMSV
state is sent to the first BS (Green), and the photon-number
parity measurements are performed on the output b mode.

and sensitivity. Finally, the main results are summarized
in Sec. VI.

II. THE GENERATION OF THE GSP-TMSV AND
NONCLASSICAL PROPERTIES

In this section, we first introduce the GSP-TMSV in the-
ory, and then show its nonclassicality by means of APN,
anti-bunching effect and two-mode squeezing property.

A. The generation of the GSP-TMSV

In recent years, it has been demonstrated that both the
PS-TMSV and the PA-TMSV as the inputs of the MZI can
improve the phase sensitivity effectively [6, 22], since
these nonGaussian states have the advantages over the
Gaussian states in terms of the nonclassicality and the en-
tanglement degree. In this section, we introduce a new
kind of non-Gaussian state, the GSP-TMSV, which can be
prepared by acting two GSP operations on the TMSV, as
pictured in Fig.1 (orange box). As referred to [38, 39],
this GSP operation can be seen as an equivalent operator

Ô =
(
s1aa

† + t1a
†a
)m (

s2bb
† + t2b

†b
)n
, (1)

where s2i + t2i = 1 (i = 1, 2) and both a
(
a†
)

and b
(
b†
)

are annihilation (creation) operators for modes a and b,
respectively. Note that (m,n) represent m-order opera-
tion of s1aa

† + t1a
†a on mode a and n-order operation

of s2bb
† + t2b

†b on mode b. Thus, the GSP-TMSV can be
given by

|ψ〉ab =
ÔS2 (z)√

Pd
|00〉

=
ℜu√
Pd

exp
(
va†b†

)
|00〉 , (2)
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with

ℜ =
∂m+n

∂τm1 ∂τ
n
2

{·} |τ1=τ2=0,

u =
√
1− z2 exp (s1τ1 + s2τ2) ,

v = z exp (s1τ1 + t1τ1 + s2τ2 + t2τ2) , (3)

where S2 (z) = exp[
(
a†b† − ab

)
arctanh z] is the two-

mode squeezing operator with a squeezing parameter z
and Pd is a normalization coefficient which can be calcu-
lated as

Pd = ℜ̃ uu1
1− vv1

, (4)

with

ℜ̃ =
∂2m+2n

∂τm1 ∂τ
n
2 ∂τ

m
3 ∂τ

n
4

{·}|τ1=τ2=τ3=τ4=0 ,

u1 =
√
1− z2 exp (s1τ3 + s2τ4) ,

v1 = z exp (s1τ3 + t1τ3 + s2τ4 + t2τ4) . (5)

It should be emphasized that for simplicity, all the fol-
lowing simulations are based on the assumption of s1 =
s2 = s, t1 = t2 = t. In particular, when s = 0, 0.5 and
1, from Eqs. (1) and (2), one can obtain the PS-then-PA
TMSV, a general GSP-TMSV and the PA-then-PS TMSV,
respectively.

For the sake of analysis in the following, here we
present the expectation value of a general quantum op-
erator, i.e.,

〈
albka†hb†g

〉
= ℜ̃D̃P−1

d uu1∆e
∆w, (6)

with

D̃ =
∂l+k+h+g

∂τ l5∂τ
k
6 ∂τ

h
7 ∂τ

g
8

{·} |τ5=τ6=τ7=τ8=0,

∆ = (1− vv1)
−1 ,

w = τ7τ8v1 + τ6τ5v + τ6τ8 + τ5τ7, (7)

where l, k, h and g are integers (> 0), Eq. (6) can be
used to calculate some expectation values, such as

〈
aa†

〉
,〈

bb†
〉
,
〈
aa†bb†

〉
,
〈
a2b†2

〉
, and

〈
a†2b2

〉
.

B. Nonclassical properties of the GSP-TMSV

As described in Refs. [6, 7], the nonclassical states of
optical field offer a significant improvement in the sen-
sitivity and precision of the MZI, thereby promoting the
development of quantum metrology. Before investigat-
ing how does the GSP-TMSV as the input affect the sen-
sitivity and resolution of the MZI, let us first examine its
nonclassicality in terms of APN, anti-bunching effect and
two-mode squeezing property, which provide the basis
for the performance improvement of the phase estima-
tion in next section.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Average photon number as a func-
tion of squeezing parameter z for different operator pa-
rameter s = 0, 0.5, 1. for (a) single-side GSP operations
((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}), (b) two-side symmetric GSP oper-
ations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). Solid lines correspond to the
TMSV case.

1. Average photon number

As one of statistical properties of the light field, the
APN is an important factor for optical interferometry. In
addition, as a kind of non-Gaussian operation, the PS
from squeezed vacuum state can surprisingly increase
the APN, by which the phase sensitivity can be improved.
Here, we first pay attention to the APN and examine if it
can be increased by the GSP operation or not. According
to Eq. (6), the APN, say for mode a, can be calculated as

Na =
〈
a†a

〉
=

〈
aa†

〉
− 1

=
ℜ̃uu1
Pd

∂2

∂τ5∂τ7
∆e∆τ5τ7 |τ5=τ7=0 − 1. (8)

For mode b, there is the same result, i.e., Na = N b = N,
which can be easily seen from Eq. (6).

Figure 2 shows the total APN (2N) before injecting
into the MZI as the function of the squeezing parame-
ter z for different superposition parameters s = 0, 0.5, 1.
For a comparison, the APN of the TMSV is also plotted
in Fig. 2, see the solid black line. From Fig. 2, it is
clear that the APN of the generated states outperforms
that of the TMSV in nearly all squeezing ranges for both
single-side and two-side GSP operations. In addition, for
a fixed superposition s, the APN increases as the increas-
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FIG. 3: (Color online) As a comparison, the APN as a function
of the squeezing parameter z. The dot-dashed lines represent
our scheme for operation parameters s = 0, 0.5, 1 (correspond-
ing to green, red, and blue color line, respectively), and dashed
lines represent the previous work of using the PA-TMSV (ma-
genta color line) and the PS-TMSV (cyan color line) as inputs.
Solid line corresponds to the TMSV case.

ing (m,n) and z. The APN with two-side symmetrical
GSP ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}) is bigger than that with
single-side case ((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}) by comparing
Fig. 2(a) with 2(b). On the other hand, it is interesting to
notice that, for fixed m and n, the APN decreases as the
increasing s. In particular, in the limit s = 0, correspond-
ing to the PS-then-PA case, the APN has the biggest value
when other parameters are fixed. While for the case of
s = 1 corresponding to the PA-then-PS case, the APN has
the lowest value when comparing with other cases for
s. Even so, both PA-then-PS and PS-then-PA have bigger
APN than the TMSV. Among these non-Gaussian opera-
tions, the PS-then-PA case presents the biggest APN.

In Fig. 3, under the same parameter of m = n = 1, we
also compare about the APN 2N changing with z for giv-
ing several non-Gaussian states, including the PA-TMSV
(Magenta dashed), the PS-TMSV (cayan dashed) and the
GSP-TMSV. Distinctly, the APN of the GSP-TMSV is al-
ways greater than that of the PS-TMSV for all squeezing
ranges. Especially, for the PS-then-PA TMSV (s = 0), it
presents the largest APN compared with those for the
PA-TMSV and the PS-TMSV. This means that our scheme
can show the advantage in terms of the total APN, which
is beneficial for the improvement of QFI. We also no-
tice that, compared with the PA-TMSV, the APN of the
GSP-TMSV when s = 0.5 (s = 1) is smaller at z < 0.18
(z < 0.4).

2. Antibunching effect of the GSP-TMSV

In this subsection, let us consider the nonclassical
properties of the GSP-TMSV through the anti-bunching
effect, which reflects the sub-Poisson distribution imply-
ing the existence of nonclassical states [48]. For an ar-
bitrary two-mode system, generally, the criteria of the
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The antibunching effect Ra,b as a func-
tion of squeezing parameter z for different operator param-
eter s = 0, 0.5, 1. for (a) the single-side GSP operations
((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}), (b) the two-side symmetric GSP op-
erations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). Solid lines correspond to
the TMSV case.

antibunching effect turns out to be [20, 49]

Ra,b =

〈
a†2a2

〉
+
〈
b†2b2

〉

2 〈a†ab†b〉 − 1. (9)

According to Eq. (6), we can obtain the explicit expres-
sion of anti-bunching effect Ra,b in theory. In principle,
the condition of Ra,b < 0 corresponds to the existence of
the antibunching effect, which means that this quantum
state has the nonclassicality. To clearly see this point, in
Fig. 4, we show the antibunching effect Ra,b as the func-
tion of squeezing parameter z for different several super-
position values s = 0, 0.5, 1, together with the single-side
((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}) and the two-side symmetric
GSP operations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). It is found that
the GSP-TMSV states, involving the single-side GSP case
(see Fig. 4(a)) and the two-side symmetric GSP cases
(see Fig. 4(b)) always present the anti-bunching effect,
which indicates the usage of the GSP operations make it
possible to show the nonclassicality. However, this cri-
teria of the antibunching effect can not reflect how the
change of s = 0, 0.5, 1 in our scheme affects the strength
of the nonclassicality.
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3. Two-mode squeezing property

To solve the aforementioned problem, in this subsec-
tion, we further discusses the two-mode squeezing prop-
erty of the GSP-TMSV state by using

〈
∆X2

1

〉
and

〈
∆X2

2

〉
,

where
〈
∆X2

i

〉
=

〈
X2
i

〉
−〈Xi〉2 (i = 1, 2) and X1 (X2) are

the sum (difference) of the orthogonal components ofXa

and Xb, i.e. X1 = Xa +Xb (X2 = Xa −Xb) with Xa =(
ae−iθ1 + a†eiθ1

)
/
√
2 and Xb =

(
be−iθ2 + a†eiθ2

)
/
√
2.

For a given two-mode system, its two-mode variances are
given by [50]

〈
∆X2

1,2

〉
= 1 + 2

〈
a†a

〉
± 2 〈ab〉 cos(θ1 + θ2), (10)

For simplicity, here we take θ1 + θ2 = π. From Eqs. (6)
and (10), when m = n = 0, we can obtain

〈
∆X2

1

〉
=

(1− z) / (1 + z) and
〈
∆X2

2

〉
= (1 + z) / (1− z) , which

are compatible with the TMSV case, as expected.
Note that, for the two-mode vacuum state |00〉 ,〈
∆X2

1

〉
||00〉 =

〈
∆X2

2

〉
||00〉 = 1, which is a standard

noise. Therefore, by using a logarithmic scale defined
as dB[X1||ψ〉] = 10 log10

[〈
∆X2

1

〉
||ψ〉/

〈
∆X2

1

〉
||00〉

]
and

dB[X2||ψ〉] = 10 log10
[〈
∆X2

2

〉
||ψ〉/

〈
∆X2

2

〉
||00〉

]
, one can

quantify the two-mode squeezing property of an arbi-
trary two-mode quantum state |ψ〉 . If dB[X1||ψ〉] < 0 or
dB[X2||ψ〉] < 0, in general, the state |ψ〉 can be viewed as
a squeezed state.

To study the improvement of two-mode squeez-
ing property between the GSP-TMSV and the initial
TMSV, in Fig. 5, we plot the difference ∆dB[X1] =
10 log10

[〈
∆X2

1

〉
||ψ〉

ab
/
〈
∆X2

1

〉
|TMSV

]
as the function

of z with several superposition values s = 0, 0.5, 1,
including the single-side GSP operations ((m,n) ∈
{(0, 1) , (0, 2)}) and the two-side symmetric GSP opera-
tions ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). In principle, the condi-
tion of ∆dB[X1] < 0 means the existence and improve-
ment of two-mode squeezing property, but ∆dB[X1] > 0
only indicates that two-mode squeezing property cannot
be enhanced. It is interesting that, as for the two types
of the GSP operations, the improved area of two-mode
squeezing property for s = 0 can not be shown, which
means that using PS-then-PA operation on the TMSV
makes it impossible to present the improvement of two-
mode squeezing property. Whereas for other cases for
s = 0.5 and 1, the latter can always show the existence
and improvement of two-mode squeezing property, and
the improved area of two-mode squeezing property for
the former would be limited at a small squeezing range.
Besides, with the increase of (m,n), this limitation is
more obvious with respect to the narrower of achievable
squeezing ranges. We also notice that, at a fixed s, for
the case of s = 0.5, the achievable squeezing range for
the single-side GSP operations are bigger than that for
the two-side symmetric GSP operations in terms of the
improvement of the two-mode squeezing property.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The two-mode squeezing property
dB[X1||ψ〉] as a function of squeezing parameter z for different
operator parameter s = 0, 0.5, 1. for (a) the single-side GSP op-
erations ((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}), (b) the two-side symmetric
GSP operations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). Solid lines corre-
spond to the TMSV case.

III. IMPROVEMENT OF THE QFI VIA THE GSP-TMSV

After evaluating the nonclassical properties of the GSP-
TMSV, then we consider whether the GSP-TMSV can be
used to improve the QFI when the GSP-TMSV is used as
inputs of the balanced MZI, which consists of two sym-
metrical beam splitters (BSs), shown in Fig. 1 (Box 2).
In Ref. [51], it is pointed out that the behavior of a BS
can be described as a rotation, i.e., using the Schwinger
representation of SU(2) algebra,

J1 =
1

2

(
a†b+ ab†

)
, J2 =

1

2i

(
a†b− ab†

)
,

J3 =
1

2

(
a†a− b†b

)
, J0 =

1

2

(
a†a+ b†b

)
, (11)

where J0 is a Casimir operator that commutes with
all others angular momentum operators [Ji, J0] = 0
(i = 1, 2, 3), which should satisfy the commutation rela-
tion [Ji, Jj ] = iεijkJk (i, j, k = 1, 2, 3), then the action of
the MZI can be equivalent to the following unitary oper-
ator

U (ϕ) = eiπJ1/2e−iϕJ3e−iπJ1/2 = e−iϕJ2 . (12)

Thus, when inputting any pure state |in〉 into the MZI,
the output state is given by

|out〉MZI = e−iϕJ2 |in〉 . (13)
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Combining Eqs. (2) and (13), for our scheme, the re-
sulting state prior to the parity detection can be derived
as

|out〉MZI =
ℜu√
Pd
ea

†b†v cosϕ+ 1

2
(b†2−a†2)v sinϕ |00〉 , (14)

where we have used eiϕJ2 |00〉 = |00〉 and the following
transformation relations,

e−iϕJ2a†eiϕJ2 = a† cos
ϕ

2
+ b† sin

ϕ

2
,

e−iϕJ2b†eiϕJ2 = b† cos
ϕ

2
− a† sin

ϕ

2
. (15)

In particular, for the case of m = n = 0, Eq. (14) reduces
to

|TMSV 〉=
√
1− z2ez[a

†b† cosϕ+ 1

2
(b†2−a†2) sinϕ] |00〉 ,

(16)
which is just the result in Ref. [8], where the TMSV is
used as inputs of the MZI, and the superresolution and
sub-Heisenberg sensitivity can be achieved using parity
detection. It is interesting that, due to the fact that the
usefulness of non-Gaussian (PA- and PS-) operations for
achieving the strongly nonclassical states, the PS(PA-)-
based TMSV scheme has been proposed for further im-
proving the measurement precision of quantum metrol-
ogy. Then a question naturally arises: can our proposed
GSP-TMSV scheme improve the phase sensitivity and res-
olution in quantum metrology?

Next, we first consider the proposed GSP-TMSV as the
input of the MZI to study its QFI denoted by FQ. The
QFI is associated with the ultimate limit of phase sensi-
tivity, which is given by the quantum Cramer-Rao bound-
ary (QCRB) [52], i.e.,

∆φmin =
1√
FQ

. (17)

In particular, for any pure state |ψ (θ)〉 , the QFI can be
calculated as

FQ = 4

{〈
ψ

′

(θ)
∣∣∣ ψ

′

(θ)
〉
−
∣∣∣
〈
ψ

′

(θ) |ψ (θ)〉
∣∣∣
2
}
, (18)

where |ψ (θ)〉 = e−iθJ3e−iπJ1/2 |in〉 and
∣∣∣ψ′

(θ)
〉

=

∂ |ψ (θ)〉 /∂θ. Thus, for the GSP-TMSV state shown in Eq.
(2), the QFI can be directly calculated as

FQ = 2N (N + 1)− 〈in|
(
a†2b2 + a2b†2

)
|in〉 , (19)

where the APN N has the same definition as Eq. (8) and
the second term can be derived using Eq. (6). Especially,
for the case of m = n = 0 corresponding to the TMSV

as inputs, Eq. (19) reduces to FQ = 4z2/
(
1− z2

)2
, as

expected [22].
According to Eq. (19), we illustrate the QFI as a func-

tion of z for the single-side ((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)})
and the two-side symmetric GSP operations ((m,n) ∈

{(1, 1) , (2, 2)}), as shown in Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), respec-
tively. It is obvious that the QFI using TMSV input (the
black solid line) is outperformed by that using the GSP-
TMSV for these two cases above. Specifically speaking,
when given some parameters s and z, the QFI of our
scheme increases with the increase of (m,n), especially
for two-side symmetric GSP operations. The reason may
be the fact that the APN of the GSP-TMSV increases as the
increasing (m,n) (see Fig. 2). In addition, at some fixed
parameters (m,n) and z, it is found that the QFI corre-
sponding to the PS-then-PA operation (s = 0) is always
better than other cases, including s = 1 and s = 0.5. In
addition, compared to the cases with s = 0 and s = 0.5,
the QFI using PA-then-PS operation has a relatively poor
improvement.

In order to highlight the advantages of the GSP-TMSV
as the input of the MZI, we further make a compar-
ison about the QFI for several different non-Gaussian
states, such as single PA-TMSV (magenta dashed), sin-
gle PS-TMSV (cayan dashed) and the GSP-TMSV with
m = n = 1. The QFI as a function of squeezing pa-
rameter z is plotted in Fig. 7. It is interesting that both
PA and PS operations always achieve an improvement of
the QFI compared to the TMSV in the whole squeezing
parameter region, while the PA operation presents a bet-
ter performance than the PS operation. In addition, for
the two cases with s = 1 and s = 0.5, the QFI can be
also improved when the squeezing parameter exceeds a
small threshold. The latter with s = 0.5 performs better
than the former with s = 1. However, among these non-
Gaussian operations, the PS-then-PA operation (s = 0)
presents the best improvement in the whole squeezing
parameter region. These results are similar to the APN
cases of different (non-)Gaussian states (see Fig.3).

IV. PHASE ESTIMATION WITH PARITY DETECTION

In this section, we considered the QFI, which corre-
sponds to the upper bound of measurement preision. Ac-
tually, the practical precision depends on the way of mea-
sure. In this section, we further examine the phase esti-
mation using special measures. Note that the parity de-
tection has advantages over the other detection schemes,
thus here we shall take the parity detection as a powerful
tool for analyzing the phase sensitivity of our scheme.

A. The parity detection

In fact, the aim of parity detection is to obtain the ex-
pectation value of the parity operator in the output state
of the MZI [53], which plays a vital role in quantum
measurements. In particular, when the TMSV is used as
the input, the parity detection can effectively extract the
phase information, while the intensity detection is not
applicable [45]. For convenience, we choose the b mode
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Plots of the quantum Fisher information
FQ against the squeezing parameter z for different operator
parameter s = 0, 0.5, 1. for (a) the single-side GSP operations
((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}), (b) the two-side symmetric GSP op-
erations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). Solid lines correspond to
the TMSV case.

of the output, then the parity operator can be written as

Πb = eiπb
†b =

∫
d2γ

π
|γ〉 〈−γ| , (20)

where |γ〉 is the coherent state, such that for an arbitrary
output state ρout = |out〉MZI 〈out| in the MZI, the corre-
sponding expectation value of Πb can be expressed as

〈Πb〉 = Tr[Πbρout] =

∫
d2γ

π
〈−γ| ρout |γ〉 . (21)

Thus, based on Eq. (13), the expectation value 〈Πb〉 can
be calculated as

〈Πb(ϕ)〉 = ℜ̃ uu1Ω1

Pd
√
Ω2 − Ω3

, (22)

with

Ω1 =
(
1− v1v sin

2 ϕ
) 1

2 ,

Ω2 = (v1v cos 2ϕ+ 1)
2
,

Ω3 = v1v (vv1 − 1)2 sin2 ϕ. (23)

In particular, when m = n = 0, Eq. (22) reduces to

〈Πb(ϕ)〉 =
(
1− z2

)
/
√
(1− 2z2 cos 2φ+ z4) (ϕ = φ +

PA-TMSV

PS-TMSV
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FIG. 7: (Color online) As a comparison, the QFI FQ as a func-
tion of the squeezing parameter z. The dot-dashed lines repre-
sent our scheme for operation parameter s = 0, 0.5, 1 (corre-
sponding to green, red, and blue color line, respectively.), and
dashed lines represent the previous work of performing the PA-
TMSV (magenta color line) and the PS-TMSV (cyan color line).
Solid line corresponds to the TMSV case.

π/2), corresponding to the TMSV case, as expected [8].
In the following, we will use the variable φ to investigate
the resolution and sensitivity.

In Ref. [8], it has been shown that the central peak
of 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 at φ = 0 for the TMSV inputs is nar-
rower than that for the coherent state input under the
same parameters, thereby achieving superresolution and
sub-Heisenberg sensitivity of the MZI. However, it is
interesting that the case can be further improved us-
ing our scheme. For given squeezing parameter z =
0.6, using Eq. (22) we illustrate the expectation val-
ues 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 as a function of the phase shift φ in
Fig. 8, including both the single-side GSP operations
((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)} in Fig. 8(a)) and the two-side
symmetric GSP operations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)} in
Fig. 8(b)).

From Fig. 8, it is clear that the central peak of
〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 at φ = 0 for all the GPS-TMSV inputs is
much narrower than that for the TMSV input. It implies
that the use of the GSP operation is beneficial for signifi-
cantly increasing the superresolution. Among these non-
Gaussian operations, the PS-then-PA operation (s = 0)
presents the best performance again. In addition, for
both the single-side (Fig. 8(a)) and two-side (Fig. 8(b))
GSP operations, the resolution can be further enhanced
by increasing the parameter (m,n). Compared to the
single-side case, the two-side case has a better perfor-
mance for the improvement of superresolution under the
same parameters.

In Fig. 9, we make a comparison about 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉
between single PA(PS)-TMSVs and our proposed scheme
with m = n = 1 for a given squeezing parameter z = 0.6.
It is obvious that these non-Gaussian operations can ef-
fectively enhance the resolution and the effects of im-
provement can be ranked from small to large, i.e., PS,
PA, PA-then-PS (s = 1), PA-then-PS plus PS-then-PA
(s = 0.5), and PS-then-PA (s = 0). Thus, compared
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FIG. 8: (Color online) The expectation values of the parity
operator 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 versus the phase shift φ for a given
squeezed parameter z = 0.6 and different operator parame-
ter s = 0, 0.5, 1. (a) the single-side GSP operations ((m,n) ∈
{(0, 1) , (0, 2)}), (b) the two-side symmetric GSP operations
((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). Solid lines correspond to the TMSV
case.

to both PA and PS, our scheme presents the advantages
for further improving superresolution, especially for PS-
then-PA (s = 0).

B. The phase sensitivity

After investigating the resolution of our scheme in the
MZI, in this subsection, we further consider the sensi-
tivity of phase estimation based on the outcome of parity
detection. In general, the phase sensitivity of the MZI can
be estimated by the error propagation formula [54, 55],
i.e.,

∆φ =

√
1− 〈Πb(ϕ)〉2

|∂Πb/∂φ|
. (24)

In particular, when m = n = 0 corresponding to the case
of TMSV input, using Eq. (22) then Eq. (24) reduces to
∆φTMSV =

(
1− 2z2 cos 2φ+ z4

)
/
{
[2z(1− z2) cosφ]

}
,

as expected. At the limitation of φ → 0, ∆φTMSV be-
comes ∆φmin =

(
1− z2

)
/ (2z) = 1/

√
FQ, in which FQ

is the QFI for the TMSV input into the MZI. This indicates
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FIG. 9: (Color online) The expectation values of the parity op-
erator 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 as a function of φ for fixed squeezed pa-
rameter z = 0.6 for different non-Gaussian operations. The
dot-dashed lines represent the our work for operation parame-
ter s = 0, 0.5, 1 (green, red, and blue color line, respectively.),
and dashed lines represent the previous work performing the
PA (magenta color line) and the PS operations (cyan color line).
Solid line corresponds to the TMSV case.

that the QCRB can be achieved especially at φ → 0 with
the help of the parity detection.

Generally, the lower the value ∆φ, the higher the
phase sensitivity. In order to clearly see the effects of
different parameters on the phase sensitivity, at fixed
values of z = 0.6 and s = 0, 0.5, 1, we plot the phase
sensitivity ∆φ as a function of the phase φ for the single-
side ((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}) and the two-side ((m,n) ∈
{(1, 1) , (2, 2)}) symmetric GSP operations in Fig. 10(a)
and 10(b), respectively. Compared to the TMSV case, the
minimum value of ∆φmin can be significantly reduced by
single- and two-side cases above. For given parameter
s, the ∆φmin can be further decreased with the increas-
ing of the parameters (m,n). Comparing single-side case
with two-side case (Fig. 10(a) and 10(b)), it is clear that
the latter can achieve a lower ∆φmin than the former. In
addition, the PS-then-PA (s = 0) is the best operation for
getting the minimum value ∆φ under the condition that
other parameters are the same.

In Fig. 11, we further make a comparison about ∆φmin

between single PA(PS)-TMSVs and our proposed scheme,
where the condition is the same as that in Fig. 10.
In terms of minima ∆φmin, the effects for these non-
Gaussian operations can be ranked from large to small,
i.e., PS, PA, PA-then-PS (s = 1), PA-then-PS plus PS-
then-PA (s = 0.5), and PS-then-PA (s = 0). Again, the
PS-then-PA is the best choice for achieving the minima
of ∆φmin due to the fact that the APN can be increased
by the PS-then-PA. These results indicate that under the
same parameters the phase sensitivity ∆φ can be further
enhanced by using our scheme when comparing to the
PA-TMSV and the PS-TMSV.

On the other hand, it is interesting to notice that the
HL based on parity detection can be beaten when the
TMSV is considered as the input of the MZI [8]. How-
ever, when the PA-TMSV or PS-TMSV is used as inputs,
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FIG. 10: (Color online) The phase uncertainty ∆φ versus the
phase shift φ for a given squeezed parameter z = 0.6 and dif-
ferent operator parameter s = 0, 0.5, 1. (a) the single-side GSP
operations ((m,n) ∈ {(0, 1) , (0, 2)}), (b) the two-side symmet-
ric GSP operations ((m,n) ∈ {(1, 1) , (2, 2)}). Solid lines corre-
spond to the TMSV case.
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FIG. 12: (Color online) The phase sensitivity ∆φ as a func-
tion of the total APN 2N for different operator parameter
s = 0, 0.5, 1. for (a) the single-side GSP operations ((m,n) ∈
(0, 1)), (b) the two-side symmetric GSP operations ((m,n) ∈
(1, 1)). Solid lines correspond to the TMSV case.

the HL cannot be beaten and the corresponding phase
uncertainties perform worse compared to the TMSV un-
der the same parameters [22]. Then how about our
scheme? In order to clearly see this point, for given
phase φ = 0.05 and s = 0, 0.5, 1, we show the phase
sensitivity as function of the total APN 2N for single-side
((m,n) ∈ (1, 0)) and two-side symmetric GSP operations
((m,n) ∈ (1, 1)) in Figs. 12(a) and 12(b), respectively.
For our scheme, it is shown that the SQL is always bro-
ken through due to the fact that the GSP-TMSV is a kind
of nonclassical state. As discussed above, the PS-then-PA
(s = 0) can be used to achieve the best phase sensitivity
and superresolution, however, the HL cannot be beaten
by this case, but by the cases of s = 0.5, 1 in the regime
of the small total APN (or say, the small initial squeez-
ing parameter z). The reason may be that, except for
s = 0, the two-mode squeezing property can be always
improved for the cases of s = 0.5, 1 at the certain range
of z, which can be seen from Fig. 5. In addition, it is also
interesting to notice that, for the cases of s = 0.5, 1, it is
much significant for beating the HL using single-side GSP
operation (m,n) ∈ (1, 0) rather than two-side GSP opera-
tion (m,n) ∈ (1, 1) at small range of the total APN. While
in the larger total APN region, two-side GSP operation is
much easier to make the phase uncertainty close to the
HL, which is beneficial for the practical implementation
of achieving the super-sensitivity.



10

50:50

b

Parity Detection

50:50

b

Parity Detection

(a) (b)

FIG. 13: (Color online) Schematic diagram of the photon losses
(a) in front of the parity detection (denoted as an external loss)
and (b) between the phase shifter and the second BS (denoted
as an internal loss).

V. EFFECTS OF PHOTON LOSSES ON PHASE SENSITIVITY

In practice, the travelling states are inevitably cou-
pled to the environment, so that the decoherence pro-
cess should be taken into account. Generally, there are
several models of decoherence processes, such as pho-
ton loss, phase diffusion and thermal noise. As de-
scribed in Ref. [56], particularly, it is shown that the
photon losses have a significant impact on phase sensi-
tivity. Thus, here we only consider the effects of photon
loss for (m,n) = (1, 1) and z = 0.6 in our scheme, in-
cluding external and internal losses shown in Figs. 13(a)
and 13(b), respectively. For this season, in the following
simulations, we shall give more detailed analysis for our
scheme about the effects of photon losses on the super-
resolution and the phase sensitivity. For simplicity, the
relevant calculation details are not shown here, please
refer to the appendix A.

In Fig. 14, at a fixed dissipation value η1 = η2 =
0.9, we show the expectation values

〈
Πlossb (φ + π/2)

〉

with the external- and internal- losses as a function of
the phase shift φ for several different parameters s =
0, 0.5, 1. It is clear that the photon-loss processes make
the central peak of

〈
Πlossb (φ+ π/2)

〉
at φ = 0 lower

than that of 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 for the ideal cases (see Fig.
9). Nevertheless, we can see that the central peaks of〈
Πlossb (φ + π/2)

〉
at φ = 0 for all the GPS-TMSV inputs

are much narrower than that for both the TMSV and
the single PA(PS)-TMSVs inputs, which reveals that the
GPS operations, especially for PS-then-PA (s = 0), help
to increase the superresolution even in the presence of
photon losses, compared to both PA and PS. Besides, in
contrast to the external-loss cases, the central peaks of〈
Πlossb (φ + π/2)

〉
for the internal losses at φ = 0 are rel-

atively narrower, which implies that the external losses
have a greater influence on the superresolution than the
internal ones.

To visually display the effects of photon losses on
phase sensitivity, we illustrate the phase sensitivity ∆φL
as a function of the phase φ for several dissipation val-
ues ηl = 1, 0.9, 0.8 (l = 1, 2), as shown in Fig. 15. The
solid lines represent the ideal case with ηl = 1 where
the optimal phase point is at φopt = 0. However, in
the presence of photon losses, the optimal phase point
that tends to be far away from zero for ηl = 0.9, 0.8 is at
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FIG. 14: (Color online) The expectation values of the parity
operator 〈Πb(φ+ π/2)〉 with (a) external losses and (b) inter-
nal losses as a function of φ for some fixed parameter z = 0.6,
η1 = η2 = 0.9 and m = n = 1. The dot-dashed lines represent
the our work for several different s = 0, 0.5, 1 (correspond-
ing to green, red, and blue dot-dashed line, respectively). As a
comparison, dashed lines represent the previous work perform-
ing the PA (magenta color line) and the PS operations (cyan
color line). Solid line corresponds to the TMSV case.

φopt 6= 0, which leads to the decrease of phase sensitivity.
The reason may be that the noise could be suppressed in
near decorrelation point (φ = 0), as shown in Ref. [57].
Furthermore, under the same accessible parameters ex-
cept for ηl = 1, the phase sensitivity ∆φL for the inter-
nal losses performs better than that for the external-loss
cases, which indicates that the latter has a greater impact
on the precision of phase measurement. In order to show
the advantages of our scheme, on the other hand, we
take a fixed ηl = 0.9 and make a comparison about ∆φL
changing with the phase φ for several non-Gaussian re-
sources inputs involving single PA(PS)-TMSVs and GSP-
TMSV, as shown in Fig. 16. It is found that, com-
pared with the TMSV input (black solid line), these non-
Gaussian resources can still be used for enhancing the
phases sensitivity even in the presence of photon losses.
Among them, all the GSP-TMSV inputs, present better
advantages for further improving the phases sensitivity
when considering photon losses, in which the PS-then-
PA (s = 0) is the best.

In Fig. 17, we plot the phase sensitivity ∆φL as a func-
tion of η1(or η2) for several non-Gaussian resources in-
puts mentioned above at fixed parameters z = 0.6 and
φ = 0.05, from which the phase sensitivity can be deteri-



11

 1 = 1

 1 = 0.9

 1 = 0.8

(a)

-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

!

"
!
L

 1 = 1

 1 = 0.9

 1 = 0.8

(b)

-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

!

"
!
L

FIG. 15: (Color online) The phase sensitivity with (a) external
losses and (b) internal losses ∆φL as a function of φ at some
fixed parameter z = 0.6 and m = n = 1 for several dissipation
values η1 = η2 = 1, 0.9, 0.8 and s = 0, 0.5, 1 (corresponding
to green, red, and blue dot-dashed lines, respectively.) As a
comparison, the solid line corresponds to the ideal cases, the
dot-dashed and dashed lines represent η1 = η2 = 0.9 and η1 =
η2 = 0.8, respectively.

orated severely with the decrease of η1(or η2). In contrast
to the TMSV input, fortunately, the phases sensitivity can
be still improved even in the presence of photon losses
by using these non-Gaussian resources, especially for the
GSP-TMSV. In this sense, this means that the GSP opera-
tions are more effective to resist photon losses comparing
with the PA(PS) operation. In addition, the effects of the
external losses on phase sensitivity are more serious than
the internal-loss cases, particularly in the small η1(or η2)
regimes.

On the other hand, as shown in Fig. 12, without losses,
it is shown that the SQL can be broken for all the GSP-
TMSV inputs and the HL for the cases of s = 0.5, 1 can
be beaten in the regime of the small total APN. In the
context of photon losses, then, can the two limits be
broken by using the GSP-TMSV? To this end, for some
given parameters (m,n) = (1, 1) , z = 0.6 and φ = 0.05,
in Fig. 18, we plot the phase sensitivity ∆φL as a
function of total APN 2N for several dissipation values
ηl = 1, 0.99, 0.98, 0.97, 0.96 and 0.95. It is clearly seen
that the phase sensitivity decreases rapidly with the de-
crease of η1(or η2). Particularly, when η1 = 0.95, the SQL
cannot be achieved for the external-loss cases but can be
still broken through at large range of the total APN for
the internal-loss ones. These results indicate that the ex-
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FIG. 16: (Color online) The phase sensitivity ∆φL with (a) ex-
ternal losses and (b) internal losses as a function of φ for some
fixed parameters z = 0.6, m = n = 1 and η1 = η2 = 0.9.
The dot-dashed lines represent the our work for several differ-
ent s = 0, 0.5, and 1 (corresponding to green, red, and blue
dot-dashed lines, respectively). As a comparison, dashed lines
represent the previous work performing the PA (magenta color
line) and PS operations (cyan color line). Black solid line cor-
responds to the TMSV case.

ternal losses make against to the effective improvement
of phase sensitivity compared to the internal-loss cases.

VI. CONCLUSION

In summary, we propose a scheme to improve the
phase sensitivity and resolution using a novel non-
Gaussian quantum state, the GSP-TMSV, as the input
of the MZI via parity detection. The nonclassicality of
the proposed state is discussed in terms of the APN, the
anti-bunching effect and two-mode squeezing property.
We also investigate both the QFI and the phase reso-
lution/sensitivity based on parity detection when using
GSP-TMSV as input in detail. The numerical results show
that our scheme, especially for the case of the PS-then-PA
TMSV, is always superior to the original TMSV scheme in
terms of the QFI and the phase resolution and sensitiv-
ity, which is caused by the fact that the total APN of the
former is larger than that of the latter.

In addition, to show the advantages of our scheme,
we also make comparisons between the GSP-TMSV and
the previous PA(or PS)-TMSV schemes in terms of the
total APN, the QFI, and the phase resolution and sensi-
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FIG. 17: (Color online) The phase sensitivity with (a) external-
losses and (b) internal-losses as a function of transmissivity
of fictitious beam splitter η1(or η2) for some fixed parameters
z = 0.6, φ = 0.05 and s = 0, 0.5, 1 (green, red, and blue dot-
dashed lines, respectively). As a comparison, black solid line
corresponds to the TMSV case. Cyan- and purple dashed lines
correspond to the PS-TMSV and the PA-TMSV, respectively.

tivity. The results indicate that the current scheme can
surpass the previous schemes, especially when the PS-
then-PA TMSV is used. This means that the proposed
GSP operation can obviously improve the QFI and the
phase resolution and sensitivity. In addition, compar-
ing with the single-side GSP operations, the improve-
ment of phase sensitivity via two-side symmetric ones
is more remarkable under the same accessible parame-
ters. Furthermore, the SQL can always be surpassed by
our scheme and the HL can be beaten when s = 0.5, 1
in the regime of the small total APN, but not by the case
of s = 0. These results show that the GSP-TMSV is an
useful resource for improving phase sensitivity remark-
ably beyond the classical limit, and even going beyond
the HL.

From a realistic point of view, we also study the
sensitivity of phase estimation with parity detection in
the presence of photon losses, including external- and
internal- losses. The results indicate that compared with
the internal photon losses, the external ones have a
greater impact on phase sensitivity when several non-
Gaussian resources, involving single PA(PS)-TMSVs and
GSP-TMSV, are used as the inputs. Dramatically, under
the same parameters, the phase sensitivity with the GSP-
TMSV, especially for the case of s = 0, can be better than
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FIG. 18: (Color online) The phase sensitivity ∆φL with (a)
external-losses and (b) internal-losses as a function of the to-
tal APN 2N at some fixed parameters s = 1,m = n = 1 and
φ = 0.05. The dot-dashed and dashed line correspond to the
SQL and HL, respectively. The color lines from down to up cor-
respond to dissipation value η1 = η2 = 1, 0.99, 0.98, 0.97, 0.96,
and 0.95, respectively.

those base on the TMSV or the PA(PS)-TMSV in the pres-
ence of photon losses. Besides, it is also noted that in
the presence of photon losses, the HL cannot be beaten,
but fortunately the SQL can still be surpassed when GSP-
TMSV is used as the inputs particularly when the total
APN is large. Our results shown here can find important
applications in quantum metrology.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the phase sensitivity
with parity detection in the presence of photon losses

In order to derive the phase sensitivity with parity de-
tection in the presence of photon losses, for simplicity,
here we consider two special photon-loss processes, i.e.,
the external loss and the internal one, shown in Fig. 13.
In practice, the photon losses on auxiliary mode bv can
be structured using a fictitious beam splitter (denoted
as Bηi) with a dissipation factor ηi (i = 1 and 2 cor-
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responding to the external and internal losses, respec-
tively), whose transform relation is given by [58]

B†
ηi

(
b

bv

)
Bηi =

( √
ηi

√
1− ηi

−√
1− ηi

√
ηi

)(
b

bv

)
. (A1)

It is worth mentioning that the smaller the values of ηi,
the more severe the photon losses. Particularly, ηi = 1
corresponds to the ideal case. To get the parity operator
in the presence of the external losses, on one hand, it is
necessary to rewrite Eq. (20) under the Weyl ordering
representation [59], i.e.,

Πb =
π

2

:
:
δ (b) δ

(
b†
) :
:
, (A2)

where
:
:
• :

:
denotes the symbol of the Weyl ordering

and δ (•) denotes the delta function. Thus, by using Eq.
(A1), one can obtain the parity operator with external
losses (denoted as Πlossb ), namely,

Πlossb =
π

2 v
〈0| :

:
δ
(√

ηib+
√
1− ηibv

)

× δ
(√

ηib
† +

√
1− ηib

†
v

)
:
:
|0〉v , (A3)

where |0〉v is the vacuum noise input on auxiliary mode
bv. Finally, according to the classical correspondence of
the operator

:
:
f
(
b, b†, bv, b

†
v

) :
:

=4

∫
d2βd2γf (β, β∗, γ, γ∗)

×∆(β, β∗)∆ (γ, γ∗) , (A4)

with Wigner operators under the normal ordering [60]

∆(β, β∗) =: exp
[
−2(b† − β∗)(b − β)

]
: ,

∆(γ, γ∗) =: exp
[
−2(b†v − γ∗)(bv − γ)

]
: , (A5)

and using the IWOP technique [61], it is easy to obtain

Πlossb =: e−2η1b
†b : = (1− 2η1)

b†b
, (A6)

where the symbol : : denotes the normal ordering.
Thus, combining Eqs. (14) and (A6), the average value
of Πlossb for the output state can be given by

〈
Πlossb

〉
= Tr

[
ρoutΠ

loss
b

]
= ℜ̃ uu1

√
ϑ1

Pd
√
ϑ22 − ϑ3

, (A7)

with

ϑ1 = 1− vv1 sin
2 ϕ,

ϑ2 = 1− vv1 + 2η1v1v cos
2 ϕ,

ϑ3 = (1− 2η1)
2 sin2 ϕv1v (1− vv1)

2 . (A8)

On the other hand, different from the derivation of Eq.
(A6), we rewrite the parity operator with the internal
losses as

Π̃lossb =v 〈0|B†
1U

† (ϕ)B†
vB

†
2e
iπb†bB2BvU (ϕ)B1 |0〉v

= : e̟1a
†a−̟2b

†a−̟∗
2
a†b+̟3b

†b : , (A9)

where U (ϕ) is given in Eq. (12) and

̟1 =
√
η2 cosϕ− 1 + η2

2
,

̟2 =
(η2 + 1)

2 − 4η2 cos
2 ϕ

4
(
iη2 − i+ 2

√
η2 sinϕ

) ,

̟3 = −√
η2 cosϕ− 1 + η2

2
, (A10)

as well as we have used the following transformation re-
lationships

B†
1

(
a
b

)
B1 =

√
2

2

(
1 i
i 1

)(
a
b

)
,

B†
2

(
a
b

)
B2 =

√
2

2

(
1 −i
−i 1

)(
a
b

)
. (A11)

Thus, for a given input GSP-TMSV, one can obtain the

expectation value of Π̃lossb for the internal losses, i.e.,

〈
Πlossb

〉
= Tr[|ψ〉ab 〈ψ| Π̃lossb ]

=
ℜ̃uu1
pd

[
(1− ω1)

2 − ω2

]− 1

2

, (A12)

with

ω1 = v1v
(
̟1̟3 − η2 + |̟2|2

)
,

ω2 = 4 |̟2|2 v21v2 (̟1̟3 − η2) . (A13)

Finally, using Eqs. (A7) and (A12), the phase sensitivity
(denoted as ∆φL) in the presence of external and in-
ternal losses can be estimated by the error propagation
formula

∆φL =

√
1−

〈
Πlossb

〉2
∣∣∂Πlossb /∂φ

∣∣ . (A14)
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