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Building scalable quantum systems that demonstrate genuine performance enhancement based on
entanglement is a major scientific goal for fields including computing, networking, simulations, and
metrology [1–3]. The tremendous challenge arises from the fragility of entanglement in increasingly
larger sized quantum systems. Optical atomic clocks utilizing a large number of atoms have pushed
the frontier of measurement science [4–6], building on precise engineering of quantum states and
control of atomic interactions [7]. However, today’s state-of-the-art optical atomic clocks are limited
by the quantum projection noise (QPN) defined by many uncorrelated atoms [5, 8]. Pioneering work
on producing spin squeezed states of atoms has shown a path towards integrating entanglement into
the best performing clocks [9, 10]. However, to directly demonstrate advantage of quantum entan-
glement in a working clock we must prevent backaction effects that degrade quantum coherence and
introduce uncontrolled perturbations, as well as minimize the influence of technical noise arising
from the interrogating clock laser. Here we present a new optical clock platform integrated with col-
lective strong-coupling cavity QED for quantum non-demolition (QND) measurement. Optimizing
the competition between spin measurement precision and loss of coherence, we measure a Wineland
parameter of -1.8(7) dB for 1.9× 104 atoms, thus verifying the presence of entanglement. Further-
more, a moving lattice allows the cavity to individually address two independent sub-ensembles,
enabling us to spin squeeze two clock ensembles successively and compare their performance. This
differential comparison between the two squeezed clocks directly verifies enhanced clock stability of
2.0(3) dB below QPN, and 0.6(3) dB above the standard quantum limit (SQL), at the measurement
precision level of 10−17, without subtracting any technical noise contributions.

Optical atomic clocks are rapidly advancing the fron-
tier of measurement science with continued progress in
their precision and accuracy. Accuracy evaluations at
the 10−18 level [6, 11, 12] and frequency ratio measure-
ments in networks of atomic clocks are setting the stage
for the redefinition of the SI second based on optical tech-
nology [13, 14]. Besides time-keeping, advanced atomic
clocks are also being employed for tests of fundamental
symmetry and searches for new physics, as well as appli-
cations in relativistic geodesy and quantum information
science [15–18]. Clock precision on the 21st digit has
recently enabled the measurement of the gravitational
redshift within a single atomic ensemble at the sub-mm
length scale [4]. Improving upon the fundamental limits
of optical clock stability promises to open new opportu-
nities in physics.

A fundamental noise source in atomic clocks is the
quantum projection noise that stems from the inher-
ent population fluctuations associated with the projec-
tive measurement of N uncorrelated atoms [19]. With

QPN-limited stability scaling as 1/
√
N , operating with a

higher atom number N is advantageous. However, tech-
nical noise from imperfect state readout, intrinsic atom-
atom interactions, or aliased frequency noise of the inter-
rogating clock laser pose challenges for observing clock
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performance at the QPN limit [20]. With precise engi-
neering of quantum states and control of atomic interac-
tions [7], and using laser-noise mitigation techniques such
as synchronous comparisons [5, 8], state-of-the-art opti-
cal clocks are currently approaching QPN-limited stabil-
ity with up to 105 atoms [4].

The development of quantum entanglement has pro-
vided an exciting new direction for reducing the impact
of QPN in quantum sensors, offering the opportunity to
greatly advance upon this state-of-the-art performance.
A particular form of entanglement, the spin squeezed
state (SSS), was proposed early on to utilize quantum
correlation to conceal noise from individual atoms and
thus achieve improved measurement precision and band-
width [21, 22]. The creation of entanglement for metrol-
ogy has been explored in a wide variety of atomic quan-
tum sensors including microwave clocks [9, 23–29], ion
clocks[30, 31], magnetometers [32], and matterwave in-
terferometers [33].

Spin-squeezing in atomic clocks has yet to yield en-
hancement at state-of-the-art stability levels. A spin-
squeezed microwave clock has observed 11 dB of enhance-
ment [9] at the 10−10 stability level at 1 s, in contrast
with microwave fountain clocks at 10−14 [34]. For optical
clocks, which operate at much higher stability, generation
of entanglement has been demonstrated by a measured
Wineland parameter of -4.6 dB [10]. After subtraction of
a laser noise model, an optical clock employing a SSS was
inferred to operate -4.4 dB below the SQL at a fractional
frequency stability of 1.3×10−13 τ−1/2 (where τ is the av-
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FIG. 1. Optical clock with cQED architecture (a)87Sr atoms are trapped in a movable vertical optical lattice (by
detuning one lattice beam by δl), enabling both independent squeezing and readout of two sub-ensembles (red and blue)
within the atomic cloud. The clock laser propagates along the vertical lattice, providing a global drive of the clock transition.
Populations are measured non-destructively via homodyne detection of the laser probing the atom-cavity system. (b) The
relevant energy levels of 87Sr. We prepare coherent superpositions between the clock states |↓〉 and |↑〉. The frequency of the
optical cavity ωcav is tuned near the |↓〉 →|e〉 transition in order to realize the atom-cavity coupled system. Atoms in the
ground state N↓ shift the cavity frequency by an amount ω↓, while atoms in |↑〉, the other optical clock state, do not couple to
the cavity. (c) Rabi spectroscopy of the clock transition with a Fourier-limited linewidth of 1 Hz using a π-pulse of 0.8 s. Open
black circles indicate the measured data, with the corresponding Rabi fit as the dashed green line. (d) Left: The measured
vacuum Rabi splitting indicates we are in the collective strong-coupling regime. Middle: Avoided crossing behavior of the
atom-cavity system. Right: When the cavity is slightly detuned by δc = 2π × 1 MHz we observe the dispersive shift of the
cavity-like mode.

eraging time in seconds) [10]. However, metrological ap-
plications require direct observation of clock stability en-
hancement without post-processed removal of technical
noise. It remains to be seen whether spin-squeezing will
enhance the operation of state-of-the-art atomic clocks.

In this work, we report the design and operation of
a spin-squeezed clock to specifically address these out-
standing challenges. An optical lattice clock employing
104 atoms is interrogated with a state-of-the-art optical
local oscillator [5, 35], ensuring competitive performance
for both atomic coherence and clock stability. A col-
lective, strongly-coupled cavity QED system is used to
perform QND measurement of the clock state [36], pro-

viding spin squeezing and clock readout. We generate a
SSS with a single ensemble of N = 2.4×104 atoms and
directly measure a Wineland parameter of -1.8(7) dB,
proving the creation of entanglement in this sample. A
movable optical lattice intersecting the cavity mode is
used to transport atomic ensembles into and out of the
cavity mode to address multiple independent clock en-
sembles. By alternately shuttling two spatially separated
sub-ensembles in and out of the cavity, we demonstrate
the first direct comparison between two spin-squeezed op-
tical clocks at 2.0(3) dB below QPN, and 0.6(3) dB above
the standard quantum limit. This comparison performs
not far from the state-of-the-art, averaging down to the
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FIG. 2. Non-demolition measurements of the collective spin state (a) Measurement of the QPN fluctuations of the
initial CSS. Red line: fit to the data, giving g = 2π × 5.2(2) kHz, with the shaded area indicating the 1-sigma confidence
interval. Inset: Pictoral representation of the CSS on a Bloch sphere. (b) The high-degree of correlations are shown between
Jz,p and Jz,f . Inset: SSS shown on the Bloch sphere. (c) The pre measurements Jz,p (red), final measurements Jz,f (purple)
and the difference Jz,f − βJz,p (green) are shown for each experimental shot. (d) State tomography of the SSS. The measured
noise relative to the QPN as a function of rotation angle ψ. The solid red line is a fit to the measured data, and the dashed
gray line indicates a unitary spin-squeezed state.

level of 10−17 measurement precision, setting the stage
for future entanglement-enhanced measurements that ri-
val the top-performing classical clocks.

Our clock operates with up to 1.9×104 87Sr atoms
confined in a vertical one-dimensional (1D) magic wave-
length optical lattice (Fig 1a). The clock laser propagates
along the vertical trapping lattice, globally addressing all
of the atoms on the ultra-narrow |↓〉 ≡|1S0,mF = +9/2〉
to |↑〉 ≡|3P0,mF = +9/2〉 clock transition (Fig. 1b). We
demonstrate Rabi spectroscopy at a Fourier-limited full-
width-half-maximum of 1 Hz with a peak π-pulse trans-
fer efficiency of 97(1)% (Fig. 1c). While our squeezed-
clock experiments currently operate at shorter interroga-
tion times, this demonstrates the capability of achieving
state-of-the-art laser-atom coherence times.

The key novel features of the system are the combina-
tion of the state-of-the-art clock spectroscopy with QND-
based spin squeezing, and the capability of moving clocks
with entangled atoms for direct comparison. The cou-
pled atom-cavity system is realized by tuning the bare
optical cavity near the |↓〉→|e〉 ≡|3P1,mF = +11/2〉

transition (Γ = 2π × 7.48(1) kHz) [37]. The effec-
tive vacuum Rabi frequency for atom-cavity coupling
is 2g = 2 × (2π × 5.2(2)) kHz (Fig. 2a, see Meth-
ods) [26, 28, 38, 39]. With the bare cavity photon decay
rate of κ = 2π×158(7) kHz, we have a single-atom effec-

tive cooperativity of C = 4g2

κΓ = 0.1. For effective atom

number N = 104 we are well into the collective strong-
coupling regime with NC=103, as is clearly seen by the
vacuum Rabi splitting (Fig. 1d).

To optimize the information we gain about the collec-
tive spin state over the loss of coherence, we detune the
cavity resonance from |↓〉 →|e〉 by δc = 2π×1 MHz (Fig.
1b). A fixed-frequency laser is then parked on resonance
of the cavity-like mode to measure the dispersive shift
ω↓. We express the number of atoms in |↓〉 in terms of

ω↓ as N↓ = ω↓
δc
g2 (1 +

ω↓
δc

) (see Methods). An optical

π-pulse is then applied to swap the population between
|↑〉 and |↓〉. The frequency shift is measured again to
determine the excited state population N↑. We generate
entanglement using conditional spin squeezing by mak-
ing repeated QND measurements of the collective spin
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FIG. 3. Directly observed Wineland parameter versus
QND probe strength (a) The degree of atomic coherence
is measured by scanning the Ramsey fringe with two distinct
pulse sequences. Top: Sequence with all optical rotations re-
quired for squeezing but with no probing applied. Bottom:
sequence with QND probing. (b) Ramsey fringes for the two
corresponding pulse sequences taken at a probe photon num-
ber of 2.3× 104 and a Ramsey dark time of T = 14 ms. The
reduction of contrast at this probe power is 11(1)%. (c) Rel-
ative spin noise reduction R (cyan circles), fractional contrast
loss Ci/C

2
f (red circles), and the corresponding Wineland pa-

rameter ξ (black circles). At the optimal photon number, we
directly measure a Wineland parameter of -1.8(7) dB. Ex-
pected R given our estimated quantum efficiency of Q = 0.28
(cyan line), expected contrast loss via free-space scattering
(red line), and the corresponding expected Wineland param-
eter (black line, see Methods).

projection Jz = (N↓ − N↑)/2 [27]. Two repeated mea-
surements of Jz contain highly correlated QPN, hence
their difference allows one to perform sub-QPN metrol-
ogy [24, 27].

To properly quantify spin squeezing, we first measure
the QPN of a coherent spin state (CSS). A π/2 pulse pre-
pares the CSS on the equator of the Bloch sphere, and
a measurement of Jz is performed. The standard devia-
tion of Jz, expressed in units of cavity frequency shift, is
then fit to determine the effective atom-cavity coupling,
extracting g = 2π × 5.2(2) kHz (Fig. 2a), compared to
an independently estimated value of g = 2π× 4.8(2) kHz
based on cavity parameters and atomic cloud distribu-
tions (see Methods).

We now demonstrate repeated measurements of Jz
with differential resolution well below QPN. After an ini-
tial π/2, we make a pre-measurement denoted by Jz,p,

wait a typical dwell time of 20 ms, and perform the fi-
nal measurement Jz,f (Fig. 2b). For the photon number
of 2.3×104, the data was taken with a dwell time of 4
ms. We have found that the spin noise reduction does
not depend on dwell time at these short times. While
the pre-measurement fluctuates with standard devia-
tion ∆Jz,QPN =

√
N/2, the final measurement contains

highly correlated QPN, as seen by the reduced noise in
the difference between the two measurements (Fig. 2c).

Spin noise reduction is defined as R =
(

∆(Jz,f−β Jz,p)
∆Jz,QPN

)2

,

where we use an optimal estimator β to account for dif-
ferential technical noise. We directly observe spin-noise
reduction R = −4.8(6) dB relative to QPN at the opti-
mal squeezing photon number. Assuming the detection
noise between the two measurements is uncorrelated, we
can infer the intrinsic spin-noise reduction of −6.7(6) dB.
We perform state tomography to evaluate the amount
of anti-squeezing introduced by the QND measurement
(Fig. 2d). The observed anti-squeezing is well above the
expected level given our estimated quantum efficiency of
Q = 0.28, indicating additional technical noise in the
anti-squeezing quadrature (see Methods).

To certify that the measured spin noise reduction arises
from entanglement, one must weigh R against the loss
of coherence induced by the probe as measured by the
Ramsey fringe contrast. The Wineland parameter, serv-
ing as a criterion for the generation of entanglement, is
expressed as [21, 28] :

ξ =

(
∆(Jz,f − βJz,p)

∆Jz,QPN

)2
Ci
C2
f

, (1)

where Ci and Cf are the initial and final contrast, re-
spectively. ξ = 1 corresponds to the SQL. Generat-
ing and using entanglement directly in the optical clock
states requires performing several optical rotations that
induces loss of Ramsey contrast due to single-particle mo-
tional effects in the 1D optical lattice, even without QND
probing. This is in comparison to the generation of en-
tanglement in a ground-state manifold, where the use of
microwave rotations typically leads to less degradation
of the atomic coherence [10, 40]. To distinguish the ef-
fect of our QND probing on optical atomic coherence,
we measure the Ramsey fringe contrast with and with-
out probe, keeping all other rotations in the sequence
(Fig. 3a). The initial contrast with no QND probing
is Ci = 0.71(1) (Fig. 3b). Turning on a QND probe
with 2.3 × 104 photons per population measurement re-
duces the contrast to Cf = 0.60(1). At this optimal
probe power, the measured Wineland parameter reaches
-1.8(7) dB (Fig. 3c), a direct verification of spin entan-
glement in our system. Assuming uncorrelated detection
noise in the two Jz measurements, we infer a Wineland
parameter of -3.7(7) dB.

To demonstrate the spin squeezing gain on clock per-
formance, we perform a direct clock comparison between
two spin-squeezed ensembles. Using the moving optical
lattice, we address two independent sub-ensembles la-
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FIG. 4. Differential clock comparison (a) The optical
lattice is moved in order to shuttle the two sub-ensembles in
and out of the cavity, allowing for independent squeezing and
readout. The clock laser, coming from below, address both
ensembles in a global fashion. (b) Allan deviation of the
CSS-CSS comparison (green open squares) and of the SSS-
SSS comparison (black circles), showing an enhancement of
2.0(2) dB using spin squeezing. Theoretical QPN limit of the
clock comparison (dashed green line), and the theoretical SQL
limit (dotted blue line). The inset shows the different states
on the Bloch sphere for each clock comparison.

belled A and B (Fig. 4a) within the same atomic cloud,
separated by a vertical distance of 150 µm (see Meth-
ods). We perform differential clock comparisons between
the two sub-ensembles, contrasting the case where both
are projected into SSSs (black circles) against the case
of CSSs without the use of the QND probe (green open
squares) (Fig. 4b). In either case, all rotations and trans-
ports that manipulate the states are performed identi-
cally, allowing for a direct measurement of the impact of
spin squeezing on clock stability. The observed stability
is 1.58(3)×10−15 τ−1/2 and 1.25(2)×10−15 τ−1/2 for the
CSS - CSS and SSS - SSS comparison, respectively. We

directly observe an enhancement of stability by 2.0(2) dB
in the SSS - SSS comparison over that of CSS - CSS.

To put our results in the proper context, we seek
to benchmark the observed SSS-SSS stability to both
the practically achievable limit set by QPN and funda-
mental limit set by SQL. The measurement of (Jz,A −
Jz,B) is limited by the quadrature sum of QPN aris-
ing from each sub-ensemble. The QPN-limit is then
1/
(
Ci
√
NA +NB

)
, using Ci as the slope of the Ramsey

fringe to convert QPN into fractional frequency noise.
With a measured Ci = 0.55(1) for both ensembles, this
sets the bound of optimal practically achievable stability
for CSS - CSS (dashed green line, Fig. 4b). However,
the ultimate bound on the performance of an unentan-
gled ensemble is the SQL. This strictest bound treats
the (1− Ci) fraction of atoms as no longer participating
in the pure CSS, thus reducing projection noise to give
the SQL-limited stability 1/

√
Ci(NA +NB) (dotted blue

line, Fig. 4b).
The observed stability of the CSS - CSS comparison is

consistent with the QPN-limited stability, and 2.6(3) dB
above SQL. Implementing QND-based squeezing opera-
tion and accounting for the final contrast of Cf = 0.50(1),
the SSS - SSS comparison shows a 2.0(3) dB gain over the
QPN-limited stability, demonstrating practical metrolog-
ical enhancement from the squeezing operation. This re-
sult is above SQL by 0.6(3) dB, indicating a Wineland
parameter near unity.

The direct observation of the clock comparison below
the QPN limit with measurement precision averaging
down to the 10−17 level is a crucial step towards im-
proving the performance of the best optical lattice clocks
via entanglement. Such improvement in differential clock
stability translates directly into increased sensitivity for
many applications of interest, including the measurement
of the gravitational redshift at ever-shorter length scale
and the future development of clock networks for fun-
damental physics [14, 30, 41, 42]. Further improvement
will come from enhanced control of atomic motion, which
will yield improved spin rotation fidelity and increased
coupling to the cavity mode. Larger atom number, im-
proved single-atom cooperativity, and better quantum ef-
ficiency will all lead to stronger spin squeezing. By in-
tegrating the exquisite stability of a competitive optical
lattice clock with the all-to-all interactions enabled by
cavity QED, this system opens the door for explorations
of other flavors of entanglement-enhanced metrology [43–
45], as well as implements important tunability and flex-
ibility for studies of a wide variety of many-body spin
dynamics [46–51].
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Optical local oscillator

The clock local oscillator is a 698 nm fiber laser pre-
stabilized by a 40 cm ultralow expansion glass cavity.
This 698 nm laser is phase locked to a frequency comb
that is stabilized by a 21 cm crystalline silicon cavity
operating at 124 K [5, 35]. A portion of the fully stabi-
lized 698 nm light seeds an injection locked laser, which
is then delivered to the experiment via a fiber-noise can-
celled optical fiber. The 1st order of an AOM is used
to probe the atomic resonance, and the zeroth order of
the AOM serves as the phase reference for the fiber noise
cancellation. Differential noise between the 0th and 1st

order is minimized using beam tubes and multiple layers
of isolation from acoustic noise.

Optical cavity and QND probe

The optical cavity with cavity length of L =
6.9720(2) cm supports a TEM00 mode with a 1/e2 beam
waist of w0 = 71 µm and has a power-decay rate of
κ = 2π × 158(7) kHz. The cavity is one-sided such that
the transmission coupling rate of the input mirror κ1 is
much greater than that of the back mirror, κ2. The cav-
ity is isolated from vibrations by suspending the spacer
in a double-pendulum configuration, using Viton as the
lossy springs. The vibration isolation results in a roll-off
in vibration noise coupling above ≈ 30 Hz.

We stabilize the cavity length to a pre-stabilized 813
nm laser via Pound-Drever-Hall (PDH) locking, feeding
back to the cavity PZT with a bandwidth of ≈ 1 kHz.
The 813 nm ECDL is pre-stabilized via a phase lock to
the same frequency comb that transfers the clock local
oscillator phase. For the QND probe light, an ECDL at
689 nm is stabilized to a Hz-level optical cavity, and at
low frequency, stabilized to the frequency comb. A phase-
modulated sideband at 137.59 MHz is then generated by
a fiber electro-optic modulator (EOM) to probe the cav-
ity. We set the probe photon number by changing the
modulation depth of the EOM drive. The technical noise
floor of the entire locking chain is evaluated by probing
the empty cavity at a probe photon number of ≈106 per
measurement window. The standard deviation of two
repeated bare cavity frequency measurement yields 200
Hz, approximately 20 dB below the QPN limit. Atoms
trapped in the vertical 1D optical lattice have longitudi-
nal trap frequency of 25 kHz and radial trap frequency
34 Hz. The duration of each QND measurement is cho-
sen to be 40 ms to average the single-particle motional
effects of atoms.

Balanced homodyne detection

We measure the phase shift of the probe laser in the
reflection port of the cavity using homodyne detection
against a reference LO (Fig. 1a). The homodyne fringe

is detected using a home built balanced photodetector,
where we take the difference between the two output
ports of the homodyne beamsplitter. The combination of
active stabilization of the LO intensity and the common-
mode rejection of the LO intensity noise allows the ho-
modyne detection to be photon shot noise limited. The
technical dark noise of the photodetector is ≈ 31 dB
below the LO photon shot noise. We stabilize the phase
of the carrier with respect to the LO by detecting the
carrier-LO beat note and phase locking it to a reference
RF synthesizer. By stabilizing this phase, we remove
any path length fluctuations that arise in the differential
path between the probe beam and the LO. The power
in the carrier is approximately 150 nW, so the photon
shot noise of this phase lock is negligible compared to
the probe sideband.

Vibrations of the optical breadboard couple to the ho-
modyne output voltage via differential pointing instabil-
ities of the LO beam through the interferometer. An ac-
celerometer placed on the table near the homodyne inter-
ferometer shows strong correlations with the homodyne
output voltage at ≈20 Hz and ≈30 Hz, coming from air
conditioning motor vibrations. We simultaneously record
the homodyne signal and the accelerometer output on an
oscilloscope, and perform subtraction of the vibrations in
order to reach the photon shot noise limit.

A. Effective atom-cavity coupling

To fit g to our measured noise of the differential cavity
frequency shift ∆(ω↓ − ω↑), we require an expression for
this noise in terms of the sum shift ωsum = ω↓+ω↑ (Fig.
2a). The eigenvalues for the |↓〉 and |↑〉 states are

ω↓,↑ =
δc +

√
δ2
c + Ω2

↓,↑

2
, (2)

where the vacuum Rabi splitting for each spin state are
Ω↓ = 2g

√
N↓ and Ω↑ = 2g

√
N↑. The QPN fluctuation

of the frequency shift is obtained using the derivative,

∆ω↓ = | dω↓
dN↓
|∆N↓. For a CSS of N total atoms prepared

by a π/2 pulse on the equator of the Bloch sphere with
state population N↓ = N↑ = N/2, one can express N in
terms of the sum of measured frequency shifts ωsum =
ω↓ + ω↑

N = ωsum
δc
g2

(
1 +

1

2

ωsum

δc

)
. (3)

QPN for the two spin states is ∆N↓ = ∆N↑ =
√
N/2.

We can calculate the projection noise fluctuations of the
frequency shift using the derivative of the eigenvalue ex-
pression. Projection noise fluctuations of N↓ and N↑
are perfectly anti-correlated, and therefore ∆(ω↑ − ω↓)
is twice of the fluctuations of ω↓,

∆(ω↑ − ω↓) = 2∆ω↓ =
g2
√
N√

δ2
c + Ω2

↓

. (4)
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Using Eq.(3) and Eq.(4), the expression for characteriz-
ing g based on the measurement on QPN fluctuations of
the initial CSS is

∆(ω↑ − ω↓) = g

√
ω2
sum/2 + δcωsum
(ωsum + δc)2

(5)

To account for technical measurement noise in the ab-
sence of atoms (ωsum = 0), we fit Eq 5 with an offset
term added in quadrature. At high atom numbers, rota-
tion noise becomes noticeable in the QPN measurement.
By including a linear in ωsum term in the fit equation,
we can model rotation noise present in the measurement.
This result is consistent with subtracting independently
measured rotation noise. Our final result is a value of
g = 2π × 5.2(2) kHz as shown in Fig 2a, and the bare
cavity noise offset of 2π × 0.76(5) kHz.

The effective atom-cavity coupling g is independently
estimated as a consistency check on our experimentally
determined value from Fig. 2a. We follow the convention
from [39], where the effective g is

g2 =
〈g4
i 〉
〈g2
i 〉
, (6)

where gi is the atom-cavity coupling for the ith atom.
The effective atom number is

N = Ntot
〈g2
i 〉2

〈g4
i 〉

(7)

where Ntot is the total atom number. In this work, when
we refer to g and N , we refer to the effective quanti-
ties. Our coordinate system is defined such that X is the
direction along the cavity axis, Y is the other horizontal
axis orthogonal to X, and Z is the vertical direction along
gravity. The atomic density distribution in Z is modeled

as a Gaussian, ρZ(Z) = N√
2πσZ

e−Z2/(2σ2
Z), with standard

deviation σZ . The probability distribution along Y is

PY(Y) = 1√
2πσY

e−Y2/(2σ2
Y) is a Gaussian with a standard

deviation σŷ set by the thermal cloud radius. We calcu-
late σY from the radial temperature of Tr = 290(10) nK
from a radial Doppler scan of the clock transition and the
radial trap frequency of 34(3) Hz. If we allow the atoms
to sufficiently time-average the standing wave along x,
we have

g2
i (Y,Z) =

g2
0

2
e−2(Y2+Z2)/w2

0 (8)

with peak coupling g0 = d0

√
ωp

2ε0~V = 2π×8.6 kHz. Here,

d0 is the dipole matrix element and ωp is the angular
frequency of the |↓〉 →|e〉 transition, and V = 1

4πω0L is
the effective cavity mode volume. The ensemble averages
are evaluated as

〈g2
i 〉 =

1

N

∫
g2
i (Y,Z)ρZ(Z)PY(Y)dYdZ (9)

and

〈g4
i 〉 =

1

N

∫
g4
i (Y,Z)ρZ(Z)PY(Y)dYdZ, (10)

and when combined using Eq. 6 gives the estimated value
of g = 2π × 4.8(2) kHz.

Quantum efficiency

The overall quantum efficiency of the measurement
plays a key role in QND-based spin squeezing. The
amount of attainable spin-squeezing is linearly propor-
tional to the quantum efficiency [53]. Furthermore,
Q < 1 leads to excess noise in the anti-squeezed quadra-
ture. We first estimate the overall quantum efficiency
by considering the different contributions, including the
cavity quantum efficiency κ1/κ = 0.68, mode overlap of
the cavity leakage light and the homodyne LO beam of
0.75, quantum efficiency of the photodiode of 0.88, and
finite path efficiency of 0.62, and other negligible sources.
Multiplying these together gives a quantum efficiency of
Q = 0.28. We use this value when estimating the ex-
pected R (cyan line in Fig. 3c), showing reasonable
agreement. The measured noise level at the anti-squeezed
quadrature is 9 dB above what is expected from the esti-
mated quantum efficiency (Fig. 2d). This indicates an ad-
ditional noise source contributing to the anti-squeezing,
but it does not preclude observing the benefit of spin
squeezing.

Independence of the atomic sub-ensembles

To assess the independence of the sub-ensembles, we
vary the vertical separation between the ensembles and
evaluate the Pearson correlation coefficient between the
measured Jz for each ensemble. For no separation, we
probe the same ensemble and expect high correlations
between the measured QPN, and as we increase the sep-
aration distance, the correlation coefficient will decrease.
We first measure Jz,A for ensemble A, apply a vertical
displacement of the cloud via the movable optical lattice
to put ensemble B in the cavity, and subsequently mea-
sure Jz,B . The measured correlation coefficient between
Jz,A and Jz,B is shown versus the separation distance be-
tween the ensembles in units of the mode waist w0 (Ex-
tended Data Fig. 1a). The blue line is a numerical Monte
Carlo simulation of the correlation coefficient for two en-
sembles with varying mean separation. We also calculate
the change of the combined QPN versus the separation
distance using both analytical and numerical methods
(Extended data Fig. 1b). For the differential clock com-
parisons of Fig. 4, a spatial separation of 150 µm (dashed
grey line) is chosen to guarantee independence of the en-
sembles.
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Differential clock comparison

The timing sequence for the differential clock compar-
ison includes clock rotations, transports, and QND mea-
surements (Extended data Fig. 2a). Clock pulses are
shown as black pulses, with the pulse area and axis of
rotation shown. Transport steps are indicated by the
green and purple pulses, and the transport waveform for
the optical lattice detuning are linear ramps of the fre-
quency over 5 ms. All clock pulses are applied with the
lattice at the same vertical location, so we do not have
to take into account the varying clock laser phase. After
the pre-measurements, the π

2 |x clock pulse rotates the
spin-squeezed axis to the phase-sensitive axis. After a
total evolution time of T = 14 ms, the final π/2 pulse
rotates back to the Jz-basis for readout. The final mea-
surements are taken at a higher probe photon number
than the pre measurements. The CSS - CSS comparison
uses the same pulse sequence, but the pre-measurements
have no probe light applied. We set the relative separa-
tion between the two ensembles such that they give the
same shift of ≈ 215 kHz, corresponding to ≈ 8500 atoms
per ensemble.

The pre and final measurements for each ensemble con-
stitute cavity frequency shifts for each spin state. Mak-
ing use of the eigenvalue expression for the atom-cavity
system, we convert these frequency differences to atom
number differences, labelled dN = N↓ −N↑. To convert
measured atom number differences directly to phase, we
scan out the Ramsey fringe (Extended data 2b). The
fitted amplitude of this fringe α is used to convert the
measured atom number difference for each ensemble to
differential phase (in the small angle limit),

φA−φB =
(dNA,f − βAdNA,p)− βD(dNB,f − βBdNB,p)

α
(11)

where we have introduced optimal estimators βA, βB for
the pre-measurements and βD for the differential noise
of ensemble A and B. The three parameters are simulta-
neously optimized to give the smallest ∆(φA − φB). By
varying the length of the dataset from half the length to
the full length, we take the mean and standard deviation
of each optimal estimator. The values are βA = 0.49(1),
βB = 0.48(1) and βD = 0.907(5) (Extended data 2c,2d).
The slight deviation of βD from unity indicates some
small asymmetric noise between the ensembles. This
could arise from inhomogenous ac Stark shifts, unequal
squeezing of the ensembles, or differential thermal mo-
tion impacting clock rotations. This βD is accounted for
in the estimated SQL for the clock comparison,

∆ (φA − φB)SQL =

√
1

CiNA
+ β2

D

1

CiNB
. (12)
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EXTENDED DATA FIGURES
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Extended data Fig. 1. Independence of atomic ensem-
bles (a) Measured correlation coefficient between Jz,A and
Jz,B versus the separation between the ensembles. (black
circles). The blue line is a Monte Carlo simulation. (b) Cor-
responding change of the QPN due to the finite overlap of
the ensembles, with numerical Monte Carlo simulation (blue)
and analytical calculation (orange). At our operating ensem-
ble separation, the change to QPN is 0.05 dB.
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Extended data Fig. 2. Pulse sequence for SSS - SSS comparison Clock pulses are the black pulses, measurements
of ensemble A are the red pulses, and the transports are shown as the green and purple pulses. The Bloch spheres depict
the spin state distribution at various points during the sequence. (b) Ramsey fringe measured by varying the phase of the
final π/2 pulse. (c) Pre and final measurements of ensemble A. (d) Pre and final measurements of ensemble B. (e) The final
measurements of ensemble A and B show strong correlations, allowing for the subtraction of the common-mode laser phase
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