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Reciprocal and nonreciprocal effects in dielectric and magnetic materials provide crucial informa-
tion about the microscopic properties of electrons. However, experimentally distinguishing the two
has proven to be challenging, especially when the associated effects are extremely small. To this end,
we propose a contact-less detection using a cross-cavity device where a material of interest is placed
at its center. We show that the optical properties of the material, such as Kerr and Faraday rotation,
or, birefringence, manifest in the coupling between the cavities’ electromagnetic modes and in the
shift of their resonant frequencies. By calculating the dynamics of a geometrical photonic state, we
formulate a measurement protocol based on the quantum metric and quantum process tomography
that isolates the individual components of the material’s complex refractive index and minimizes
the quantum mechanical Cramér-Rao bound on the variance of the associated parameter estima-
tion. Our approach is expected to be applicable across a broad spectrum of experimental platforms
including Fock states in optical cavities, or, coherent states in microwave and THz resonators.

Quantum materials offer new technological opportuni-
ties while posing key challenges for existing characteri-
zation methods. Phenomena such as superconductivity,
topology [1–5], magnetism, and collective motion [6, 7]
are all manifestations of quantum effects in solid-state
systems, which can in turn offer potentially novel elec-
tronic device functionalities. A commonality between
these examples is the way that different symmetries are
broken, and the manifestation of these broken symme-
tries in macroscopic electrodynamic response [8]. One of
the most fundamental of such symmetries is time-reversal
symmetry (TRS), which when present ensures that ma-
terial responses are reciprocal, as seen from Onsager’s
famous relations [9, 10]. The breaking of TRS then al-
lows for nonreciprocal material responses, which are of
practical importance for the design of optical and mi-
crowave components such as photon routers and circu-
lators [9, 10]. In topological insulators and semimetals,
TRS breaking is expected to induce interesting nonrecip-
rocal responses manifesting as a nonzero Hall conductiv-
ity [11, 12], and in correlated insulators is often associ-
ated with the onset of magnetic order such as ferromag-
netism or antiferromagnetism [13–15].

In recent years there has been an immense interest
in unconventional superconductors which spontaneously
break TRS [16] as they may be candidates for the highly
sought after chiral topological superconductivity [17, 18].
Signatures of reciprocity breaking can, hence, provide in-
sights to the underlying pairing mechanism, as well as
elucidate the coexistence of superconductivity and mag-
netism [19, 20]. Beyond the conventional U(1) gauge
symmetry, unconventional superconductors may sponta-
neously break additional symmetries, such as orbital or
spin rotation symmetries [21, 22]. In general, these effects
are often orders of magnitude smaller than what can be
measured with conventional optical measurements [23].
Therefore, estimating the degree by which a material
breaks reciprocity requires sensitive apparatuses.

Most frequently, high precision measurements of non
reciprocity are reported through muon spin relaxation
(µSR) where spin polarized muons precess depending on
the complex refractive index and decay in spin-dependent
trajectories [24–26]. Magneto-optical Kerr probes have
also been used to directly demonstrate nonreciprocity at
the onset of superconductivity below the critical temper-
ature by measuring the rotation of light polarization with
a sophisticated zero-area Sagnac interferometer; in this
way reciprocal effects, such as birefringence, are explicitly
canceled [23]. These techniques have proven to be very
powerful for measuring single crystals [27, 28] and super-
conducting/ferromagnetic hybrid materials [29]. How-
ever, the discovery of unconventional superconducting
states in van der Waals (vdW) superconductors, such as
magic-angle twisted bilayer graphene [30] and monolayer
WTe2 [31, 32], requires reimagining probes that reach a
high level of precision and overcome small sample mode
volumes or low densities.

Here, we propose an alternative platform to measure
the components of the complex refractive index in par-
allel and provide a detection protocol for disentangling
distinct symmetry classifications. Specifically, we con-
sider two cross-aligned, single-mode cavities where a sam-
ple placed at the intersection is evanescently coupled to
the electromagnetic fields. We calculate the evolution of
photonic states and relate the photon occupation num-
ber to the quantum metric characterizing the space of
states. As the latter is determined by the sample’s sus-
ceptibility and conductivity, the induced quantum geom-
etry is used to separate reciprocal and nonreciprical ef-
fects, in addition to minimizing the quantum uncertainty
of the measured parameters. Finally, we define an opti-
mised detection protocol that uses the minimum number
of sampling points to extract the sample’s optical prop-
erties. Notably, our contact-free spectroscopic probe is
particularly useful for studying materials where obtain-
ing reliable electrical contacts can be challenging, such as
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FIG. 1. (a) A realization of the cross-cavity device using
rectangular resonators (gray) fabricated on a substrate (pur-
ple). The sample (turquoise) is mounted at the intersection
of the two resonators and couples evanescently to the elec-
tric field modes. (b) The spectrum of the two cavities has
equispaced energy levels separated by the resonant frequency
ωx or ωy. The complex coupling g = gχ + igσ between the
energy levels is determined by the off-diagonal components
of the susceptibility tensor χ and Hall conductivity σH . The
energy levels in each Fock subspace are split according to the
magnitude of B. (c) Schematic of the setup. A photon source
is used to excite one arm of the cross-cavity device. The out-
put electric fields from the two cavities are collected and sent
to their corresponding photo-detector. In addition, a pre- and
post-processing setup of beam splitters and phase shifters is
used to rotate the frame of reference to obtain the geometrical
state of Eq. (4).

in the aforementioned vdW 2D materials. Furthermore,
our proposal can be generalized for both coherent and
Fock states, allowing for various implementations across
the optical, terahertz, and microwave regimes.

I. RESULTS

A. Cross-cavity model

We consider a cross-cavity device in a planar geome-
try with a small dielectric sample at the intersection, see
Fig. 1(a). The latter is well described by a δ(r) distribu-
tion, susceptibility tensor χij , and a conductivity tensor
σij = εijσH , where σH is the Hall conductivity and εij

is the Levi-Civita tensor. For simplicity, the diagonal
conductivity is set to zero and its effect is incorporated
in the coherence time of the device. The cavities are
characterized by a conductivity tensor σ0 and a suscepti-
bility tensor χ0 which define the “reference vacuum” for
the electric field. Without loss of generality, we choose
a trivial reference vacuum with zero conductivity σ0 = 0
and an isotropic susceptibility tensor χ0 ∼ χ01; addi-
tional contributions from nontrivial vacua can be equally
treated by absorbing them into the definitions of δ(r),
χ and σ. Furthermore, we assume that each cavity can
support a single mode with the electric field sufficiently
permeating into free space such that it evanescently cou-
ples to the sample.
Before introducing quantum mechanical effects, it is

instructive to showcase the behaviour of the device in
its classical limit. Solutions to Maxwell’s equations can
be obtained perturbatively using classical electromag-
netic fields with their evolution computed using a stan-
dard Green’s function approach (see Methods IIIA). As
a result, the action of the sample becomes equivalent to
a beam splitter where an incident electromagnetic field
scatters to the available channels; in this geometry, the
associated split ratio is determined by the magnitude of
the off-diagonal component of the complex refractive in-
dex, while a relative phase shift between the two arms
of the device will only occur when there is a finite imag-
inary off-diagonal element. Importantly, the classical
treatment of Methods IIIA is only perturbatively valid
with leading-order corrections proportional to σH/ω ≪ 1
(note that in natural units conductivity and frequency
both have units of energy, see Methods IIIA). Hence, de-
tecting nonreciprocal effects may be challenging due to
background radiation or experimental uncertainties.
We now treat the system quantum mechanically in the

case of closed dynamics, i.e., in the absence of any cou-
pling to the environment; we will later introduce nonuni-
tary process, e.g., losses, by replacing the unitary evolu-
tion operator with a completely positive map. The rele-
vant quantised Hamiltonian in the rotating wave approx-
imation is given by (see Methods III B)

Ĥ = ∆ω̃(â†yây − â†xâx) + gâ†xây + h.c. (1)

where 2∆ω̃ = ω̃x − ω̃y is the difference of the cavities’
resonant frequencies, with ω̃i = ωi + δωi the sum of the
bare resonant frequency of the cavity in the ith direction
ωi (assumed to be almost equal in the two directions) and
the shift δωi due to the diagonal terms of the sample’s
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FIG. 2. (a) Polar plot of the quantum metric g(θ, ϕ) as
a function of θ and ϕ. The quantum metric vanishes along
the vector B, chosen randomly at (θB , ϕB) = (π/3, 5π/8). (b)
Density plot of the quantum metric and the precession trajec-
tories of the state vector S. The inset shows the trajectories
when B is along the y axis.

susceptibility χxx, or χyy. The hybridization between
the two cavity modes g = gχ + igσ is determined by the
real coupling gχ induced by a finite off-diagonal suscep-
tibility χxy, and the imaginary coupling gσ induced by
a finite Hall conductivity σH . Hamiltonian (1) can be
interpreted as the effective dynamics of a spin in a mag-
netic field B, namely

Ĥ = B · Ŝ (2)

where Ŝ = {Ŝx, Ŝy, Ŝz} define the elements of the SU(2)
algebra and are given in terms of the creation and anni-

hilation operators âi and â
†
i (see Methods III B), and

B = {gχ, gσ,∆ω̃}. (3)

is a vector determined by the complex coupling g be-
tween the two cavities and their relative frequency dif-
ference ∆ω̃. While both the Bx and Bz components are
expected due to the polarizability of the sample, mode
splitting, or even due to geometrical effects of the de-
vice’s shape and impurities, a nonzero By component
arises only when time-reversal symmetry is broken.

Since the Hamiltonian (2) conserves the total photon

number operator N̂ = â†xâx + â†yây, the Fock space is
diagonal with respect to the total number of photons
N = ⟨N̂⟩ in the cross-cavity system. In the absence of
any coupling, i.e., when |B| = 0, the spectrum of the
system is given by the tensor product of equispaced en-
ergy levels corresponding to each cavity, see Fig 1(b). A
finite coupling between the modes or a non-zero energy
difference between the cavities’ resonant frequencies lifts
the degeneracy in each Fock subspace and forms an ef-
fective spin-N/2 Schwinger boson in a magnetic field B
with the irreducible representations of the SU(2) algebra
characterized by the total number of photons [33].

B. Unitary evolution

Our measuring protocol is based on observing the dy-
namics of the N -photon geometrical Fock state

|ψ0(θ, ϕ)⟩ = 1√
N !

(
cos( θ2 )e

−iϕ
2 â†x + sin( θ2 )e

iϕ
2 â†y

)N

|0, 0⟩ (4)

where |0, 0⟩ is the vacuum state with zero photons in both
cavities, and |n,m⟩ = 1√

n!m!
(â†x)

n(â†y)
m |0, 0⟩ represents

the (n+m)-photon eigenstate with n (m) photons in the
x (y) cavity. The proposed geometrical state |ψ0(θ, ϕ)⟩
can be prepared by a pre-processing optical setup of beam
splitters and phase shifters, see Fig.1(c). Specifically, a
photon source initializes the system in the |N, 0⟩ Fock
state of N photons in the x cavity. The beam splitter

rotates the state according to the operator Yθ = eiθŜy ,
with θ defined by the split ratio. Finally, a phase shifter

is used to further rotate the state by Zϕ = eiϕŜz , leading
to the desired geometrical state |ψ0(θ, ϕ)⟩ = ZϕYθ |N, 0⟩
of Eq. (4).
The geometrical photonic state in the device will evolve

according to

|ψt(θ, ϕ)⟩ = U(t) |ψ0(θ, ϕ)⟩ (5)

where U(t) = eitĤ is the evolution operator; conse-
quently, the state undergoes precession around the vector
B with frequency proportional to |B|. However, the di-
rection and magnitude ofB are a priori unknowns, there-
fore, the precision in estimating the angular change is
limited by the quantum metric g(θ, ϕ) which determines
the distance between adjacent quantum states, namely
| ⟨ψt+δt(θ, ϕ)|ψt(θ, ϕ)⟩ | = 1− 1

2δt
2g(θ, ϕ), and serves as a

measure of their distinguishability [34–37]. For our sys-
tem, the quantum metric is given by

g(θ, ϕ) = 1− (B · S)2 (6)

where g(θ, ϕ) ∈ [0, 1] takes values between zero and one
[see Fig. 2(a)], B = B

|B| is the normalized vector and

S =
1

N
⟨Ŝ⟩ = {sin(θ) cos(ϕ), sin(θ) sin(ϕ), cos(θ)} (7)

is a unit vector on the 2-sphere defined by the expecta-
tion value of the spin operators Ŝ with respect to the
geometrical state of Eq. (4). For example, when S is
perpendicular to B, the quantum metric is maximized
and the state undergoes precession around the equator
defined by B, see Fig. 2(b). On the contrary, when the
initial state vector S is parallel to B the quantum metric
is equal to zero and the state will not undergo precession.
We extract the quantum metric by performing a pro-

jective measurement of the final state after a post-
processing setup of a beam splitter Y−θ and phase shifters
Z−ϕ, cf. Fig. 1(c). The measuring protocol, shown in
Fig. 3, is based on the algebraic properties of the SU(2)
group which, ultimately, are related to the geometry of
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FIG. 3. The measuring sequence. The initial state is represented by a vector pointing at the north pole of the Bloch sphere.
The first beam splitter induces a rotation around the y-axis by an angle θ. The phase shifters further rotate the state vector
around the z-axis by an angle ϕ. The state precesses around B (pink vector) according to the evolution operator Û(t). Next,
phase shifters are used to rotate the state around the z-axis by an angle −ϕ. The last beam splitter induces a rotation around
the y-axis by an angle −θ. Finally, the state is projectively measured by the photo-detector. The change between the initial
and final state vectors is determined by the quantum metric, indicated here by the orange line.

the photonic states. The probability distribution of si-
multaneously measuring N − n photons in the x cavity
and n photons in the y cavity after evolving the state for
time t is given by (see Methods III C for specific expres-
sion)

PN (n) = | ⟨N − n, n|U ′(t) |N, 0⟩ |2 , (8)

where U ′(t) = Y−θZ−ϕU(t)YθZϕ is the evolution oper-
ator in the rotated basis induced by the pre- and post-
processing optical setup. The mean photon number in

each cavity Ni = ⟨â†i âi⟩ is given by

Ny = N −Nx = Ng(θ, ϕ) sin2
(
|B|t
2

)
(9)

and the variance by ∆N2
i = Ny − 1

NN
2
y for both i = x

and y. Depending on the quantum metric, the average
occupation of each cavity will oscillate with frequency
|B|; these oscillations are maximized (minimized) when
the initial state vector S is perpendicular (parallel) to
B. The direction and magnitude of B can, therefore, be
determined by observing the precession of the geometri-
cal state for different values of θ and ϕ. When the initial
state vector S is prepared to be perpendicular to B, the
Fock states |N − n, n⟩ of the N -excitation submanifold
will perform oscillations with frequency |B| and the en-
tire photon population will be transfered between the two
cavities, cf. Fig. 4(a) and (b). Notably, the variance of
the mean photon number becomes zero every half oscilla-
tion period. On the other hand, when the state vector S
lays almost parallel to B, the photons remain primarily
in the x cavity, cf. Fig. 4(c) and (d).

C. Process tomography of nonunitary evolution

In any experimental setup, the system will decohere
through various decay channels due to its coupling to the

environment and due to Ohmic dissipation (finite con-
ductivity). We, hence, replace the unitary evolution by a
completely positive map Et that evolves the initial den-
sity matrix ρ0(ϕ, θ) =

1
N ! (ZϕYθâ

†
xâxY−θZ−ϕ)

N of a Fock
state according to ρt(ϕ, θ) = Et[ρ0(ϕ, θ)]. For process to-
mography of a noisy implementation of our unitary gate
U(t) there is a total of sixteen free parameters that have
to be uniquely determined [38, 39]. Here, we assume
that the dominant contributions to Et are well captured
by a photon leakage out of the device with coherence
time τ that results in a nonunitary evolution towards
the center of the Bloch sphere. Such process has four un-
knowns that can be extracted using three states and a set
of positive operator valued measure (POVM) that con-

sists of two elements {N̂x, N̂y}. The states are chosen as

ρ(1) = ρt(0, 0), ρ
(2) = ρt(π/2, 0), and ρ

(3) = ρt(π/2, π/2)

with associated photon numbers {N (i)
x , N

(i)
y }. The three

components of B, and the coherence time τ can be found
from a minimization routine of the relations

e−t/τ = 1
3N

∑
i

(N
(i)
y +N

(i)
x )

sin2
(

|B|t
2

)
= 1

2N

∑
i

N
(i)
y

tan θB =

√
2N

(1)
y

−N
(1)
y +N

(2)
y +N

(3)
y

tanϕB =

√
N

(1)
y +N

(2)
y −N

(3)
y

N
(1)
y −N

(2)
y +N

(3)
y

(10)

where θB (ϕB) is the polar (azimuthial) angle of B.

II. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

We highlight that our protocol can be implemented in
optical Fabry-Perot cavities, allowing access to complex
dielectric properties at THz and optical frequencies [40–
42]. We note that experimentally, components of our pro-
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posal have been realized, where microwave cavity devices
drive polarization selective transitions [43, 44]. Here,
we propose an implementation in the microwave regime,
aiming to maximize the sensitivity of this technique. Our
approach involves utilizing high-quality factor supercon-
ducting resonators, either in a coplanar waveguide geom-
etry or in 3D cavities, which can achieve large Q factors
ranging from 107 to 1012 [45]. The initial Fock state
can be prepared using a coupler transmon that disper-
sively couples to the two cavity modes, enabling quan-
tum state transfer between the qubit and the cavity [46].
The coupler transmon functions as a beamsplitter that
uses the nonlinearity of the Josephson junction to drive
parametric conversion, as described previously [47, 48].
Furthermore, by controlling the phase of the microwave
drive tones applied to the transmon, the phase between
the photonic states can also be manipulated. In addi-
tion, the possibility of using highly entangled states as
optimal probes provides a promising route to extract the
complex dielectric properties of the material by attaining
the Heisenberg limit of precision [49].

For such a microwave device at finite temperature, the
uncertainty associated to the POVM is bounded by ther-
mal noise. For a thermal coherent state, the experimental
error in measuring the By component from the photon
expectation value Ny is given by the variance (see Meth-
ods IIID) [50]

∆B2
y ≳ ∆2Ny

(∂Ny/∂By)
2

≳ 2nth.+h2

ÑF

(11)

where F = 1
h2
( ∂h2

∂By
)2 is the Fisher information, Ñ is

the mean number of photons in the coherent state and
nth. ≈ 1/(eβω0 − 1) is the mean number of thermal pho-
tons, with β is the inverse of temperature multiplied
by the Boltzmann factor. In reality, the period of pre-
cession T = 2π|B|−1 will be dominated by ∆ω̃ due ex-
perimental challenges in engineering identical cavities;
typical values that can be achieved in superconducting
cavities operating at GHz frequencies can be as small
as ∼ 1 MHz, leading to a precession period on the or-
der of a few µs, which is well below the device’s life-
time τ ∼ 1s. Assuming a coherent state with a typical
mean number of photons Ñ = 10 and a thermal photon
number nth. = 1.6 at 100mK, we estimate the optimal
mean-squared error (see Methods IIID) to be of order√
τ∆By ≈ 300Hz/

√
Hz or in terms of unitless Hall con-

ductivity
√
τ∆σH ≈ η−110−7(e2/h)/

√
Hz, where η is a

geometrical factor proportional to the ratio of the volume
of the sample over the cavity mode volume (see Meth-
ods III B). In materials that exhibit notably small Kerr
signals, such as Sr2RuO4, low frequency Hall conductiv-
ity is reported as 10−2(e2/h) [51], which is well within
our sensitivity.

To conclude, we discuss possible extensions of the pro-
posal. One of the crucial ingredients of our protocol is
the coupling of the sample to the evanescent modes of the
electric field in the cross-cavity device. However, such

coupling can be hindered by contact imperfections that
can arbitrary change the complex susceptibility or gen-
erate stray fields. Therefore, introducing an insulating
layer between the sample and the cavities can prevent
any build-up of surface effects. Moreover, Eq. (2) is valid
only in the limit where the ratio |B|/ω is treated per-
turbatively, i.e., the cavities’ frequencies are much larger
than the coupling strength. Even though for small values
of |B| this is automatically satisfied, we note that the
rotating wave approximation will break down in cases
where the Hall conductivity σH or polarizability χ are
large compared to the cavities’ central frequency. In this
regime, the system is expected to undergo a phase tran-
sition where the ground state acquires a nonzero photon
number. Our technique can also be expanded on to study
nonlinear media, which can connect topology with spec-
tral electronic properties [52].
In the proposed platform, we demonstrate how oscilla-

tions between cavity modes in a cross-aligned geometry
can be used to detect the relative complex dielectric func-
tion of a sample placed at the intersection. The Hamil-
tonian dynamics describing the photonic states in the
cavities is derived, where the sample’s Hall conductiv-
ity σH and susceptibility tensor χ are shown to induce a
complex coupling between the two cavity modes, as well
as shift their resonant frequencies. By considering the N -
photon excitation subspace, we determine the evolution
of a geometrical quantum state prepared by a pre- and
post-optical setup of beam splitters and phase shifters.
We show that the oscillations of the photon population
in each cavity depend on the quantum metric which is
defined by both the shift of the resonant frequencies in-
duced by the diagonal terms of the susceptibility χxx and
χyy, as well as the complex coupling between the modes
induced by the off-diagonal elements of the susceptibil-
ity χxy and Hall conductivity σH . Finally, we present
a measuring protocol to uniquely determine the dielec-
tric properties of the sample using a minimal number of
sampling points.

III. METHODS

A. Classical treatment

The equation of motion for the vector potential in the
cross-cavity geometry up to linear order in the complex
susceptibility is given by the Helmholtz equation

−n2Ä+∇2A = δ(r)µ0σȦ , (12)

where n2 = n20 + δn2 is determined by the refractive
index of the cavity n20 = µ0ϵ0(1 + χ0) and the sample
δn2 = δ(r)µ0ϵ0χ. Without lost of generality, we take
ϵ0 = µ0 = 1 for simplicity and work in natural units
where conductivity has units of energy and susceptibility
is dimensionless. The incident vector potential in each
waveguide is classically described by Ainc.

i = αie
iωitfi(r)

where αi is a complex coefficient, ωi is the frequency
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FIG. 4. Evolution of theN = 11 excitation manifold of states
for two different values of θ and ϕ. (a) The average photon
number in each cavity as a function of time for S almost per-
pendicular to B, i.e., g(θ, ϕ) ≈ 1. The width of each line
indicates the variance ∆N2

i . The average photon number is
transfered entirely between the two cavities with a vanishing
variance at period T = 2π/|B| and T/2. (b) The probability
distribution PN (n) of each state associated to (a). The pho-
ton population oscillates between the entire set of states with
frequency |B|. In addition, the precession path (dashed line)
associated to the probability evolution is shown on the Bloch
sphere. The blue region is a plane perpendicular to B. (c)
The average photon number in each cavity as a function of
time for S almost parallel to B, i.e., g(θ, ϕ) = 0.1. The width
of each line indicates the variance ∆N2

i . In this case, the aver-
age photon number stays primarily in the x cavity throughout
the cycle. (d) The probability distribution PN (n) associated
to (c). The photonic states oscillate between only a certain
subset with frequency |B|. The precession path (dashed line)
on the Bloch sphere associated to the probability evolution is
now located closer to the position of the vector B.

and fi(r) is the mode profile. From the equation of mo-
tion (12) the function fi(r) satisfies (where the index i is
omitted for simplicity)∫

drf∗∇2f =

∫
d3rf∇2f∗ = −(n0ω)

2 (13)

as well as
∫
dr(|n0ωf |2 + f∗∇2f) = 0. The to-

tal vector potential can be found by decomposing
the solutions into incident and scattered fields, i.e.,
A(r) = Ainc.(r) +Asca.(r), and solving Eq. (12) using

a Green’s function approach. In the regime where χ and
σ can be treated perturbatively, the total vector potential
at the output of the device is given by

A(r) = τ(r, r′)Ainc.(r′) (14)

where τ(r, r′) = G(r, r′)(1 − Z)−1 is the transfer ma-
trix, Z =

∫
drδ(r)(χω̄2 + iσω̄) is related to the complex

susceptibility, and G(r, r′) is the Green’s function of the
homogeneous equations of motion(

(n0ω̄)
2 +∇2

)
G(r, r′) = δ(r, r′) (15)

with ω̄ij = ωiδij .

B. Quantum treatment

The Lagrangian density corresponding to the differen-
tial equations (12) is given by

L =
1

2

((
nȦ

)2

− (∇×A)
2 − δ(r)AσȦ

)
, (16)

with the corresponding Hamiltonian given by

H =
∫
dr

(
Π · Ȧ− L

)
= 1

2

∫
dr

(
(Π− δ(r)σA)

T · n−2 · (Π− δ(r)σA)

+ (∇×A)
2
) (17)

where Π = ∂L
∂Ȧ

and in the second line we have ne-

glected surface terms which vanish in the limit of large
volume. It is understood that in principle both n2 and
σ are tensors characterizing the susceptibility and Hall
conductivity, respectively, and the transpose acts on the
vectorial indices, which in particular will change sign
(σA)T = −ATσ due to the antisymmetric nature of the
Hall conductivity.
We quantize the Hamiltonian (17) by defining the vec-

tor potential as an operator (taking ℏ = 1)

Ai → Âi =

√
1

2n20ωi
fi(r)âi + h.c. , (18)

where ωi and fi(r) are the frequency and spatial pro-
file of the cavity mode in the ith direction, respectively.
Using the relations (13) and the normalization condition∫
d3r|f |2 = 1, the Hamiltonian operator in the rotating-

wave-approximation is given by

Ĥ = ω0N̂ +∆ω̃
(
â†yây − â†xâx

)
+ gâ†xây + h.c.

(19)

where N̂ = â†xâx+ â
†
yây is the total photon number oper-

ator, ω0 ≫ ∆ω̃, |g| are the central frequency, mode split-
ting and hybridizations, respectively, with g = gχ + igσ
a complex coupling between the two modes. The central
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frequency 2ω0 = ω̃x + ω̃y and splitting 2∆ω̃ = ω̃x − ω̃y

are determined by the resonant frequencies of the cav-
ities ω̃i = ωi + δωi, with ωi the bare frequency and
2δωi = ηωiχ

ii the frequency shift due to the diagonal sus-
ceptibility χii of the sample. The real gχ = η

√
ωxωyχ

xy

and imaginary gσ = η
2
ωx+ωy√
ωxωy

σH coupling between the

modes arise due to an off-diagonal susceptibility χxy

and finite Hall conductivity σH , respectively. The geo-
metrical factor η = n−2

0

∫
drδ(r)|f(r)|2 in the above ex-

pressions is determined by the cavities’ refractive in-
dex, mode profile, and sample shape. When the cav-
ities’ bare frequencies are equal, i.e., ωx = ωy = ω0,
the mode splitting and hybridization are simplified to
2∆ω̃ = ηω0(χ

yy−χxx), and g = η(ω0χ
xy + iσH), respec-

tively.
Equation (19) describes two bosonic oscillators with

commutation relations
[
âi, â

†
j

]
= δij and resonant fre-

quencies ω̃x and ω̃y, that interact via a complex coupling
g. It can be readily recast into Eq. (2) by defining the
elements of the SU(2) algebra as

Ŝx = 1
2

(
â†xây + h.c.

)
, Ŝy = i

2

(
â†xây − h.c.

)
,

and Ŝz = 1
2

(
â†xâx − â†yây

) (20)

with commutation relations
[
Ŝi, Ŝj

]
= iϵijkŜk and

Ŝ2 = 1
4 (N̂

2 − 2N̂).

C. Probability evolution

The evolution of the geometrical ground state, c.f.,
Eq. (4), is obtained from the operator relations

U(t)a†xU
−1(t) = a†x

(
cos

(
|B|t
2

)
+ i sin

(
|B|t
2

)
Bz

)
+ia†y sin

(
|B|t
2

) (
Bx − iBy

) (21)

U(t)a†yU
−1(t) = a†y

(
cos

(
|B|t
2

)
− i sin

(
|B|t
2

)
Bz

)
+ia†x sin

(
|B|t
2

) (
Bx + iBy

) (22)

The probability distribution of photon states after evolv-
ing with Û(t) is given by

PN (n, n0) = | ⟨N − n, n|U ′(t) |N − n0, n0⟩ |2

=
N−n0∑
m=0

n0∑
m′=0

CN−n0
m Cn0

m′ (h1)
N−m−m′

× (h2)
m+m′

δm−n,m′−n0

(23)

where Cn
m is the binomial coefficient and

h1 = cos2
(
|B|
2
t

)
+
(
1− g(θ, ϕ)

)
sin2

(
|B|
2
t

)
(24)

h2 = g (θ, ϕ) sin2
(
|B|
2
t

)
(25)

In the specific case of n0 = 0, i.e., when the initial state
has all photons in the x cavity, equation (23) is reduced
to

PN (n) = CN
n (h1)

N−n
(h2)

n
. (26)

D. Thermal noise

We assume a microwave resonator device with intrin-
sic loss rate κi, driven by a thermal coherent state with
external coupling rate κext.. In the density matrix repre-
sentation the state operator of a thermal coherent state
is given by

ρ =
∑
nx,ny

1

Z
ZϕYθD(α)e

−
∑
i
βωini

D†(α)Y−θZ−ϕ (27)

where Z = Tr ρ =
∏

i(1 − e−βωi)−1 is the normaliza-

tion factor, and D(α) = eαâ
†
x−α∗âx is the displacement

operator.
The expectation value of the photon number in the y

cavity is given by

Ny = Tr N̂yρ = κext.Ñh2 + nth. (28)

where the trace is over all Fock states, Ñ = |α|2
is the mean photon number of the coherent state,

h2 = g (θ, ϕ) sin2
(

|B|
2 t

)
is a probability amplitude [c.f.,

Eq. (25)], and nth. = κext.Ze−β(ωx+ωy) is determined by
the thermal distribution of the states. Similarly, the vari-
ance of the photon number in the y cavity is given by [50]

∆2Ny = κ2ext.Ñh2(2nth. + h2) + n2th. + nth. . (29)

Assuming that the mean photon number of the input field
is much larger than the mean photon number of thermal
noise, i.e., Ñ ≫ nth., the variance is approximated as
∆2Ny ≈ κext.Ñh2(2nth. + κext.h2)
The precision in estimating the y component of the

vector B, which is related to the Hall conductivity, is
given by the mean-squared error

τ∆B2
y ≳ τm

∆2Ny

(∂Ny/∂By)
2

≳ τm
2nth.+h2

ÑF

(30)

where τ is the coherence time of the device and
τm ∼ |B|−1 is the duration of a single measurement
which is determined by the period of oscillations. The
Fisher information is given by F = 1

h2
( ∂h2

∂By
)2 and at the

working time t = π|B|−1 it can be as high as F ∼ |B|−2.
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