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To improve the phase sensitivity, multi-photon subtraction schemes within the SU(1,1) interferom-
eter are proposed. The input states are the coherent state and the vacuum state, and the detection
method is homodyne detection. The effects of multi-photon subtraction on phase sensitivity, quan-
tum Fisher information, and quantum Cramér-Rao bound are analyzed under both ideal and photon
losses situations. It is shown that the internal subtraction operation can improve the phase sensitivity,
which becomes better performance by increasing subtraction number. It can also efficiently improve
the robustness of the SU(1,1) interferometer against internal photon losses. By comparing separatively
arbitrary photon subtraction on the two-mode inside SU(1,1) interferometer, the performance differ-
ences under different conditions are analyzed, including the asymmetric properties of non-Gaussian
operations on the phase precision and the quantum Fisher information. Our proposed scheme repre-
sents a valuable method for achieving quantum precision measurements.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum precision measurement, leveraging the
unique properties of quantum states, offers a highly accu-
rate approach that has the potential for widespread uti-
lization in diverse fields [1–9], such as quantum comput-
ing and quantum communication. Remarkable achieve-
ments in quantum measurement technologies have been
made, including simultaneous measurement and coher-
ent measurement using quantum entanglement states.
These techniques have found applications in biology,
physics, and chemistry, enabling improved accuracy in
areas such as microbial detection and drug discovery,
surpassing classical measurement techniques. More-
over, studying quantum measurement technology not
only deepens our understanding of quantum mechanics
but also profoundly influences the development of quan-
tum information science. Recognizing that the measure-
ment process itself can introduce disturbances to quan-
tum states, it is essential to identify and mitigate sources
of interference, and develop more robust interference
cancellation techniques. As the demand for computation
and communication continues to grow, the application
of quantum measurement technology will expand across
various domains. Consequently, the research on quan-
tum precision measurement holds immense value, as it
opens up endless opportunities for scientific exploration
and technological advancement.

Phase estimation is a critical aspect of precision mea-
surement, with optical interferometers playing a key role
in this technique. In 1986, Yurke et al. [10] introduced
the SU(1,1) interferometer, which replaced traditional
beam splitters (BSs) with optical parametric amplifiers
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(OPAs). The entangled state generated by the first OPA
leads to noiseless amplification during the quantum de-
structive interference of the SU(1,1) interferometer [11],
enhancing the precision of phase estimation. This tech-
nique revolutionized phase estimation, becoming a vi-
tal tool in quantum precision measurements. By utiliz-
ing entangled photon states, the SU(1,1) interferome-
ter can surpass the standard quantum limit (SQL), en-
abling higher precision. In recent years, there has been
significant interest in studying the SU(1,1) interferome-
ter [12]. In 2011, Jing et al. [13] successfully imple-
mented this interferometer experimentally. In this non-
linear interferometer, the maximum output intensity can
be much higher than that of linear interferometer due to
the OPA. Apart from the standard form, various config-
urations of SU(1,1) interferometer have also been pro-
posed [14–21].

Photon loss inevitably decreases the phase sensitiv-
ity during the estimation process, presenting a signifi-
cant challenge in mitigating its adverse effects. In 2012,
Marino et al. [22] investigated the impact of losses on
the phase sensitivity of the SU(1,1) interferometer with
intensity detection. Their findings revealed that although
propagation losses reduced phase sensitivity, it was still
feasible to surpass the SQL even in the presence of sub-
stantial losses. Subsequently, in 2014, Li et al. [23]
demonstrated that the SU(1,1) interferometer employ-
ing coherent and squeezed-vacuum states can approach
the Heisenberg Limit (HL) through homodyne detection.
Additionally, Manceau et al. [24] illustrated that increas-
ing the gain of the second amplifier enables the interfer-
ometer to maintain phase supersensitivity despite up to
80% detection losses.

To further fulfill the aforementioned goal, effective
methods grounded in non-Gaussian operations, such as
photon subtraction [25–27], have been proposed. These
operations are notably important in quantum communi-
cation and quantum computation [28–31]. They present
the potential to generate a more strongly entangled sub-
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ensemble from a weakly entangled state [32] and con-
tribute to enhancing quantum measurement precision
[33–35]. Experimental studies have illustrated the con-
ditional generation of superpositions of distinct quantum
operations through single-photon interference, providing
a practical approach for preparing non-Gaussian opera-
tions [36]. This advancement has unveiled new possibil-
ities in quantum state manipulation and implications for
various quantum technologies.

As previously mentioned, although SU(1,1) interfer-
ometer is highly valuable for precision measurement
[37, 38], the precision is still affected by dissipation,
particularly photon losses inside the interferometer [22,
39]. Consequently, to further enhance precision, non-
Gaussian operations should serve as an alternative ap-
proach to mitigate internal dissipation. In Reference
[40], single-photon subtraction within the SU(1,1) inter-
ferometer is utilized to enhance phase sensitivity, thereby
increasing robustness against internal losses. Notably,
this process only involves the simultaneous subtraction
of single photons from two modes.

In this paper, our focus lies in enhancing precision by
individually performing arbitrary photon subtraction on
the two-mode inside the SU(1,1) interferometer to com-
prehend the effects of non-Gaussian operations. This
includes analyzing the asymmetric properties of non-
Gaussian operations on phase precision and the quantum
Fisher information (QFI). For instance, it is to under-
stand on which mode multi-photon subtraction scheme
works better. The paper is structured as follows. Sec. II
outlines the theoretical model of the multi-PSS. Sec. III
delves into phase sensitivity, encompassing both the ideal
case and the internal photon losses case. Sec. IV cen-
ters on the QFI and quantum Cramér-Rao bound (QCRB)
[41, 42]. Finally, Sec. V provides a comprehensive sum-
mary.

II. MODEL

In this section, we commence by introducing the
SU(1,1) interferometer, depicted in Fig. 1(a). Typi-
cally, the SU(1,1) interferometer comprises two optical
parametric amplifiers (OPAs) and a linear phase shifter,
representing one of the most commonly employed in-
terferometers in quantum metrology research. The first
OPA is characterized by a two-mode squeezing operator
US1

(ξ) = exp(ξ∗1ab − ξ1a
†b†), where a (b), a† (b†) repre-

sent the photon annihilation and photon creation opera-
tors, respectively. The squeezing parameter ξ1 = g1e

iθ1

can be expressed in terms of a gain factor g1 and a phase
shift θ1, and plays a critical role in shaping the inter-
ference pattern and determining the phase sensitivity of
the system. Following the first OPA, mode a undergoes
a phase shift process Uϕ = exp[iϕ(a†a)], while mode b
remains unchanged. Subsequently, the two beams are
coupled in the second OPA with the operator US2

(ξ) =
exp(ξ∗2ab − ξ2a

†b†), where ξ2 = g2e
iθ2 and θ2 − θ1 = π.

In the proposed scheme, g1 = g2 = g, and we utilize co-
herent state |α⟩a and vacuum state |0⟩b as input states.
Homodyne detection on the a-mode of the output is em-
ployed.

The SU(1,1) interferometer is generally susceptible
to photon losses, particularly in the case of internal
losses. To simulate photon losses, the use of fictitious
BS is proposed, as depicted in Fig. 1(a). The oper-
ators of these fictitious BSs can be described as UB =
UBa ⊗UBb

, with UBa = exp
[
θa

(
a†av − aa†v

)]
and UBb

=

exp
[
θb

(
b†bv − bb†v

)]
, where av and bv represent vacuum

modes. Here, Tk (where (k = a, b)) denotes the trans-
missivity of the fictitious BSs, associated with θk through
Tk = cos2 θk ∈ [0, 1]. A transmissivity value of (Tk = 1)
corresponds to the ideal case without photon losses [43].
In an expanded space, the expression for the output state
of the standard SU(1,1) interferometer can be repre-
sented as the following pure state, i.e.,∣∣Ψ0

out

〉
= US2

UϕUBUS1
|α⟩a |0⟩b |0⟩av

|0⟩bv . (1)

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of the SU(1,1) interferometer. (a)
the standard SU(1,1) interferometer, (b) the SU(1,1) interfer-
ometer with multi-PSS. The two input ports are a coherent state
|α⟩a and a vacuum state |0⟩b. av and bv are vacuum modes.
US1 and US2 are the optical parametric amplifier, Uϕ is the
phase shifter. UP is the multi-photon subtraction operation and
Da is the homodyne detector.

To mitigate the impact of photon losses, following
the first OPA, we introduce the multi-PSS on the two
modes within the SU(1,1) interferometer, illustrated in
Fig. 1(b). In the multi-PSS, m and n photons are sub-
tracted from mode a and mode b, respectively. This pro-
cess can be described by the operator UP = am ⊗ bn.
Consequently, the output state of the interferometer can
be expressed in the following form∣∣Ψ1

out

〉
= AUS2

UϕUPUBUS1
|α⟩a |0⟩b |0⟩av

|0⟩bv . (2)

The normalization constant for the multi-PSS, denoted
by A, is given by [43]

A−2 = Dm1,n1,m2,n2
ew1 , (3)
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whereDm1,n1,m2,n2
= ∂m1+n1+m2+n2/∂λm1

1 ∂λn1
2 ∂λm2

3 ∂λn2
4

(·)|λ1=λ2=λ3=λ4=0 , and

w1 = u1u2 + u3u4 + u3α (4)

+
(
λ1

√
Tk cosh g + u4

)
α∗, (5)

u1 = −λ1
√
Tke

−iθ1 sinh g, (6)

u2 =
√
Tk

(
λ2 cosh g − λ3e

iθ1 sinh g
)
, (7)

u3 =
√
Tk

(
λ3 cosh g − λ2e

−iθ1 sinh g
)
, (8)

u4 = −λ4
√
Tke

iθ1 sinh g. (9)

III. PHASE SENSITIVITY

Quantum metrology, an effective approach utilizing
quantum resources for precise phase measurements [44,
45], aims to achieve highly sensitive measurements of
unknown phases. In this section, we further investi-
gate the phase sensitivity for the multi-PSS within the
SU(1,1) interferometer [46]. Various detection methods
are available for this purpose, such as homodyne detec-
tion [47, 48], parity detection [49, 50], and intensity
detection [51]. Each of these methods offers different
trade-offs between sensitivity, complexity, and practical
implementation. It is important to note that for different
input states and interferometers, the phase sensitivities
of various detection schemes may be different [52].

Here, we take homodyne detection as the detection
method of the output a due to the fact that it is often the
most straightforward method to implement experimen-
tally. In homodyne detection, the measured variable is
is one of the two orthogonal components of the mode a,
i.e., X = (a+a†)/

√
2. According to the error propagation

equation [10], the phase sensitivity can be written as

∆ϕ =

√
⟨∆2X⟩

|∂ ⟨X⟩ /∂ϕ|
=

√
⟨X2⟩ − ⟨X⟩2

|∂ ⟨X⟩ /∂ϕ|
. (10)

Based on Eqs. (2) and (10), the phase sensitivity for
the multi-PSS can be theoretically determined. The de-
tail calculation steps for the phase sensitivity ∆ϕ of the
multi-PSS are provided in Appendix A.

A. Ideal case

First, we explore the ideal case, corresponding to Tk =
1 (where (k = a, b)), i.e., without photon losses. For
different numbers of photons subtracted, we depict the
phase sensitivity ∆ϕ as a function of ϕ in Fig. 2, in-
cluding single-mode photon subtraction (Fig. 2(b)), as
well as symmetrical and asymmetrical two-mode photon
subtraction (Fig. 2(a) and (c)). The observations de-
rived from Fig. 2 are as follows. (i) The phase sensitiv-
ity initially improves and then diminishes as the phase
increases, with the optimal sensitivity deviating from

ϕ = 0. (ii) It is noteworthy that photon subtraction
within the SU(1,1) interferometer effectively enhances
the phase sensitivity ∆ϕ, particularly with an increased
number of subtracted photons on both modes. (iii) In the
case of single-mode photon subtraction, it is evident that
the performance of photon subtraction from mode b sur-
passes that from mode a at small phase values, while the
reverse holds true at larger phase values (see Fig. 2(b)).
(iv) Similarly, this observation applies to asymmetrical
two-mode photon subtraction (refer to Fig. 2(c)), in-
dicating the asymmetric impact of photon subtraction
on modes a and b, with the optimal sensitivity achieved
through photon subtraction from mode a.
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FIG. 2. The phase sensitivity of multi-PSS based on the homo-
dyne detection as a function of ϕ with α = 1 and g = 1. (a)
symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS,
(c) Arbitrary multi-PSS.

In Fig. 3, the phase sensitivity ∆ϕ is plotted as a func-
tion of the gain factor g for different numbers of sub-
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tracted photons. The plot demonstrates that the phase
sensitivity is enhanced with an increase in the gain fac-
tor g, and this improvement is further enhanced with an
increase in the number of subtracted photons. Particu-
larly noteworthy from Fig. 3(b) is the observation that
the multi-PSS on mode b exhibits higher phase sensitivity
than that on mode a when the value of g is small, while
the reverse is true when the value of g is large. Further-
more, in the case of asymmetrical multi-PSS on mode b,
the change in phase sensitivity is relatively flat with in-
creasing g. Conversely, for the asymmetrical multi-PSS
on mode a, the enhancement in phase sensitivity initially
improves and then diminishes with the gain factor g.

(a)
m=0,n=0
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m=3,n=3
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FIG. 3. The phase sensitivity as a function of g, with α = 1 and
ϕ = 0.6. (a) symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode
multi-PSS.

Similarly, we examine the phase sensitivity ∆ϕ as a
function of the coherent amplitude α, as illustrated in
Fig. 4. Several similar findings are observed compared
to those in Fig. 3. For example, the phase sensitiv-
ity exhibits improvement with the coherent amplitude
α, which can be attributed to an increase in the aver-
age photon number with α. Moreover, the enhancement
effect initially grows and then diminishes with the co-
herent amplitude α and the number of subtracted pho-
tons. Once again, the asymmetrical property of multi-
PSS on modes a and b is evident. Notably, as depicted in
Fig. 4(b), the multi-PSS on mode a yields higher phase
sensitivity than that on mode b in a smaller region of α,
whereas the converse holds true in a larger region of α.
These findings indicate that the selection of the mode for

implementing the multi-PSS depends on the specific pa-
rameters and requirements of the measurement task.
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FIG. 4. The phase sensitivity as a function of α, with g = 1 and
ϕ = 0.6. (a) symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode
multi-PSS.

B. Photon losses case

The SU(1,1) interferometer plays a critical role in
achieving high-precision measurements. However, preci-
sion is significantly affected by photon losses, especially
internal losses. Now, we pay our attention to the internal
photon losses, corresponding to Tk ∈ (0, 1). The phase
sensitivity is plotted as a function of transmittance Tk in
Fig. 5 for fixed g, α, ϕ, with varying numbers of sub-
tracted photons. As anticipated, the phase sensitivity
is enhanced with increasing transmittance Tk because
lower transmittance corresponds to higher levels of in-
ternal losses, which weaken the performance of phase
estimation. The improved effects of phase sensitivity are
also evident with an increase in the number of subtracted
photons. Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the multi-
PSS on mode b yields higher phase sensitivity than that
on mode a in a highly dissipative region (approximately
> 70%), while the reverse is true in a low dissipative
region (approximately < 30%). However, the sensitiv-
ity difference is not significant for the latter case. This
suggests that the single-mode multi-PSS on mode b ex-
hibits more robustness than that on mode a against large
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internal photon losses.
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FIG. 5. The phase sensitivity as a function of transmittance Tk,
with g = 1, ϕ = 0.6 and α = 1. (a) symmetrical two-mode
multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

C. Comparison with SQL

Additionally, we compare the phase sensitivity with the
SQL and the HL in this subsection. The SQL and HL are
defined as ∆ϕSQL = 1/

√
N and ∆ϕHL = 1/N , respec-

tively, where N represents the total mean photon num-
ber inside the interferometer before the second OPA for
each scheme [53–55]. N can be calculated as

N = A2⟨Ψin|U†
S1
U†
BU

†
P

(
a†a+ b†b

)
×UPUBUS1

|Ψin⟩
= A2[Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2

ew1

+Dm1,n1+1,m2,n2+1e
w1 ]. (11)

In our schemes, we set the total mean photon number
N = 4 for all interferometers and compared the phase
sensitivity ∆ϕ with the SQL and the HL, as depicted in
Fig. 6. Our findings demonstrate that (i) the original
state (without multi-PSS) cannot surpass the SQL. (ii)
Within a wide range, the multi-PSS is capable of surpass-
ing the SQL even in the presence of significant photon
losses (Fig. 6(b) and (c)). Additionally, the multi-PSS
can successfully surpass the SQL even for relatively high
internal losses (Tk = 0.5). This suggests that the multi-

PSS exhibits better robustness against internal photon
losses.
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FIG. 6. Comparison of the phase sensitivity with SQL and HL. In
the figure, the blue circle is SQL and the yellow triangle is HL.
The black solid line corresponds to the standard SU (1,1) inter-
ferometer, the red solid line, the blue dashed line and the green
dotted line correspond to the simultaneous deduction of one
photon, two photons and three photons from the dual modes,
respectively.

IV. THE QUANTUM FISHER INFORMATION

In the preceding discussions, we have examined the
impact of multi-PSS on phase sensitivity and the correla-
tion between phase sensitivity and relevant parameters
based on homodyne detection. It is important to note
that the phase sensitivity discussed above is contingent
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on the chosen measurement method. Then, for a given
interferometer, how to get the maximum phase sensi-
tivity which does not depend on the specific measure-
ment methods? In this section, we turn our attention
to the QFI, which represents the maximum information
acquired from the interferometer system, regardless of
the specific measurement method. We will cases the QFI
under ideal and realistic cases, respectively.

A. Ideal case

For a pure state system, the QFI can be derived by [56]

F = 4
[〈
Ψ′

ϕ|Ψ′
ϕ

〉
−
∣∣〈Ψ′

ϕ|Ψϕ

〉∣∣2] , (12)

where |Ψϕ⟩ is the quantum state after phase shift and

before the second OPA, and
∣∣∣Ψ′

ϕ

〉
= ∂ |Ψϕ⟩ /∂ϕ. Then

the QFI can be reformed as [56]

F = 4
〈
∆2na

〉
, (13)

where
〈
∆2na

〉
= ⟨Ψϕ| (a†a)2|Ψϕ⟩ − (⟨Ψϕ| a†a|Ψϕ⟩)2.

In the ideal multi-PSS, the quantum state is given by
|Ψϕ⟩ = AUϕUpUS1 |Ψin⟩ with |Ψin⟩ = |α⟩a ⊗ |0⟩b, and
Up = am ⊗ bn. Thus, the QFI is derived as

F = 4[A2Dm1+2,n1,m2+2,n2e
w1

+A2Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2e
w1

−
(
A2Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2

ew1
)2
]. (14)

In the above equations, Tk = 1. It is possible to explore
the connection between the QFI and the related parame-
ters using Eqs. (14).

Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 depict the QFI as a function of g (α)
for a specific α (g). It is evident that a higher value of
g (α) corresponds to greater QFI. Additionally, it is ob-
served that the QFI is enhanced for the multi-PSS due to
the non-Gaussian operation, and this enhancement fur-
ther increases with the number of manipulated photons.
Furthermore, the multi-PSS exhibits slightly better per-
formance on mode b than on mode a (Fig. 7(b) and
8(b)).

Actually, the QFI can be related with the phase sensi-
tivity via [57]

∆ϕQCRB =
1√
vF

, (15)

Where v is the number of measurements. For simplicity,
we set v = 1. Another quantum limit, the QCRB [41, 42],
is denoted as ∆ϕQCRB , and it establishes the ultimate
limit for a set of probabilities resulting from measure-
ments on a quantum system. It is an estimator imple-
mented asymptotically by a maximum likelihood estima-
tor and provides a detection-independent phase sensitiv-
ity.

(a)
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(b)

FIG. 7. The QFI as a function of g, with α = 1. (a) symmetrical
two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

Fig. 9 and Fig. 10 illustrate the variation of ∆ϕQCRB

as a function of g (α) for a specific α (g). It is shown that
∆ϕQCRB improves with increasing g and α. Additionally,
as the number of photon operations increases, the multi-
PSS exhibits greater enhancement for ∆ϕQCRB . Over-
all, the multi-PSS exhibits better performance on mode b
compared to mode a, especially when the gain factor g is
smaller (refer to Fig. 9(b)). Furthermore, the improve-
ment in ∆ϕQCRB is more obvious for small coherent am-
plitude α (refer to Fig. 10).

In order to acquire a more comprehensive understand-
ing of the impact of the multi-PSS on QFI or ∆ϕQCRB ,
we have graphed the total mean internal photon number
N as a function of the gain factor g and the amplitude
α, as illustrated in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12. It is evident
that the multi-PSS can increase N as the number of sub-
tracted photons increases. Moreover, the total mean pho-
ton number for the multi-PSS on mode b is higher than
that on mode a.

B. Photon losses case

In this subsection, we expand our analysis to encom-
pass the QFI in the presence of photon losses. We con-
sider homodyne detection on mode a, which is suscepti-
ble to photon losses on mode a. Consequently, our atten-
tion is directed toward the QFI of mode a under photon
losses, as illustrated in Fig. 13. For realistic quantum
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FIG. 8. The QFI as a function of α, with g = 1. (a) symmetrical
two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

systems, we have verified the feasibility of computing the
QFI with internal non-Gaussian operations by redefining
the Kraus operator according to the method proposed by
Escher et al. [56]. The detailed computational proce-
dure is outlined in Appendix B. Simplifying the calcula-
tion process allows us to derive the QFI under photon
losses [58].

FL =
4Fη ⟨na⟩

(1− η)F + 4η ⟨na⟩
, (16)

where F is the QFI in the ideal case, and η is the trans-
mittance [59]. Hence, in the presence of photon losses,
the QFI in our scheme can be expressed by the following
equation

FL =
4Fη

(
A2Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2

ew1
)

(1− η)F + 4η (A2Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2
ew1)

. (17)

Under the condition of photon losses, we analyze the
effects of each parameter on the QFI to further charac-
terize the degradation of QFI due to photon losses. In
Fig. 14, it can be observed that the QFI increases as the
transmittance η increases, which is further enhanced as
the photon-subtracted number increases. Similar to the
ideal case of QFI, this can be attributed to the multi-PSS
increasing the number of photons internally, resulting in
higher quantum information. It is noteworthy that for
both symmetrical and asymmetrical multi-PSS, the im-

(a) m=0,n=0

m=1,n=1

m=2,n=2

m=3,n=3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

g

Δ
ϕ
Q
C
R
B

(b) m=0,n=0

m=1,n=0

m=2,n=0

m=3,n=0

m=0,n=1

m=0,n=2

m=0,n=3

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

g

Δ
ϕ
Q
C
R
B

FIG. 9. The ∆ϕQCRB as a function of g, with α = 1. (a)
symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

proved QFI increases with the transmittance η. Further-
more, the multi-PSS on mode b exhibits a higher QFI than
that on mode a (Fig. 14(b)).

Fig. 15 and Fig. 16 illustrate the QFI as a function
of g (α) for a given α (g), with η = 0.8. In general,
the QFI increases as g (α) increases. With an increase in
the photon-subtracted number, the multi-PSS exhibits a
more pronounced enhancement in QFI. Once more, the
QFI of multi-PSS on mode b surpasses that on mode a
(refer to Fig. 15(b) and 16(b)). Additionally, for both
symmetrical and asymmetrical multi-PSS, the enhanced
QFI increases with the gain factor g, while the changes
in the enhanced QFI with the coherent amplitude α are
insignificant.

Similar to the ideal case, the calculation of ∆ϕQCRBL

is ∆ϕQCRBL
= 1/

√
vFL, with v = 1. From Fig. 17, it is

evident that the ∆ϕQCRBL
improves as the transmittance

η increases. For the multi-PSS, the ∆ϕQCRBL
further en-

hances with the number of subtracted photons. It can be
observed that the multi-PSS on mode b exhibits a better
∆ϕQCRBL

than that on mode a (Fig. 17(b)). Addition-
ally, for both symmetrical and asymmetrical multi-PSS,
the improved ∆ϕQCRBL

initially increases and then de-
creases with the transmittance η.
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FIG. 10. The ∆ϕQCRB as a function of α, with g = 1. (a)
symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have not only analyzed the effect
of multi-PSS on the phase sensitivity, the QFI and the
QCRB in both ideal and real cases, but also compared
the results on different modes. Additionally, we have
investigated the effects of the gain coefficient g of the
parametric amplifier, the coherent state amplitude α
and the beam splitter transmittance Tk, which simu-
lates internal photon losses, on the system performance.
Through analytical comparison, we have confirmed that
the multi-PSS can improve the measurement accuracy of
the SU(1,1) interferometer and enhance the robustness
to internal photon losses.

The results indicate that increasing the number of op-
erated photons can enhance the phase sensitivity ∆ϕ,
and more operated photons corresponding to better in-
terferometer performance. The non-Gaussian opera-
tion can increase the total mean photon number of
the SU(1,1) interferometer, consequently enhancing in-
tramode correlations and quantum entanglement be-
tween the two modes. Additionally, we analyze the ef-
fects of performing separatively arbitrary photon sub-
traction on the two-mode inside SU(1,1) interferometer,
including the asymmetric properties of non-Gaussian op-
erations on the phase precision and the QFI. Regarding
phase sensitivity, multi-PSS on mode a demonstrates su-
perior performance overall under certain parameters, at-
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FIG. 11. The total mean photon number N as a function of g,
with α = 1. (a) symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single
mode multi-PSS.

tributed to homodyne detection on the mode a of the
outport. Furthermore, in the presence of internal pho-
ton losses, the multi-PSS exhibits better performance on
mode b when the losses are substantial, while the oppo-
site is true in the other case. In terms of the QFI, the
multi-PSS performs better on mode b than on mode a.

In summary, the multi-PSS plays a role in overcoming
the internal photon losses in SU(1,1) interferometers and
in improving the accuracy of quantum measurements.
This study underscores the potential of the multi-PSS as
a valuable tool for improving the performance of quan-
tum metrology and information processing systems.
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APPENDIX A : THE PHASE SENSITIVITY OF MULTI-
PSS

In this Appendix, we give the calculation formulas of
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FIG. 12. The total mean photon number N as a function of α,
with g = 1. (a) symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single
mode multi-PSS.

FIG. 13. Schematic diagram of the photon losses on mode a.
the losses occurs before the multi-PSS.

the phase sensitivity for multi-PSS as follows

∆ϕ =

√
⟨Ψ1

out|X2 |Ψ1
out⟩ − ⟨Ψ1

out|X |Ψ1
out⟩

2

|∂ ⟨Ψ1
out|X |Ψ1

out⟩ /∂ϕ|
. (A1)

The output state
∣∣Ψ1

out

〉
is given by equation (2) in our

paper, so the expectations related to the phase sensitivity
for multi-PSS are specifically calculated as [43]

〈
Ψ1

out

∣∣X ∣∣Ψ1
out

〉
=A2[e−iϕ cosh gDm1+1,n1,m2,n2e

w1

+ sinh gDm1,n1,m2,n2+1e
w1

+ eiϕ cosh gDm1,n1,m2+1,n2
ew1

+ sinh gDm1,n1+1,m2,n2
ew1 ], (A2)
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FIG. 14. The FL as a function of transmittance η, with g = 1
and α = 1. (a) symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single
mode multi-PSS.

and 〈
Ψ1

out

∣∣X2
∣∣Ψ1

out

〉
=A2[e−2iϕ cosh2 gDm1+2,n1,m2,n2

ew1

+ e−iϕ sinh (2g)Dm1+1,n1,m2,n2+1e
w1

+ sinh2 gDm1,n1,m2,n2+2e
w1

+ e2iϕ cosh2 gDm1,n1,m2+2,n2e
w1

+ eiϕ sinh (2g)Dm1,n1+1,m2+1,n2
ew1

+ sinh2 gDm1,n1+2,m2,n2
ew1

+ 2 cosh2 gDm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2
ew1

+ e−iϕ sinh (2g)Dm1+1,n1+1,m2,n2
ew1

+ eiϕ sinh (2g)Dm1,n1,m2+1,n2+1e
w1

+ 2 sinh2 gDm1,n1+1,m2,n2+1e
w1 ]

+ cosh (2g) .

APPENDIX B : THE QFI OF PHOTON LOSSES

The quantum state of the input state passing through
the first OPA is denoted as |ψ⟩ = US1

|α⟩a ⊗ |0⟩b , and
its corresponding density operator is represented as ρ0,
which satisfies the following relation

Trρ0 = 1. (B1)
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FIG. 15. The FL as a function of g, with α = 1 and η = 0.8. (a)
symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

The density matrix corresponding to the quantum state
UBa

|ψ⟩ of |ψ⟩ after experiencing photon losses is ρ

ρ =
∑
l

Πl (η) ρ0Π
†
l (η) , (B2)

where Πl (η) represents the Kraus operator, i.e.,

Πl (η) =

√
(1− η)

l

l!
η

n
2 al. (B3)

It satisfies

Trρ = 1,
∑
l

Π†
l (η)Πl (η) = 1. (B4)

The quantum state of UBa |ψ⟩ after photon subtrac-
tion operation can be expressed as A

′
UPUBa

|ψ⟩ =

A
′
ambmUBa

|ψ⟩, where A
′

is the normalization factor. It
density operator ρ′ is

ρ′ = A
′2ambmρb†ma†m

=
∑
l

Πl (η) ρ
′
0Π

†
l (η) , (B5)

which satisfies Trρ′ = 1. Here ρ′0 =

A
′2ηmambmρ0b

†ma†m = A
′2ηmUP |ψ⟩ ⟨ψ|U†

P = |ψ′⟩ ⟨ψ′|
is the density operator corresponding to the quantum
state |ψ′⟩ after the input state passes through the first
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FIG. 16. The FL as a function of α, with g = 1 and η = 0.8. (a)
symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b) single mode multi-PSS.

OPA and then through photon subtraction, and ρ′0 also
satisfies Trρ′0 = 1. A

′
η

m
2 is the normalization factor of

|ψ′⟩

A
′2ηm = A2

0, (B6)

and A0 reduces to A for Tk = 1. These derivations above
utilize the following equations

η
n
2 a†m = η

m
2 a†mη

n
2 , (B7)

amη
n
2 = η

m
2 η

n
2 am. (B8)

The density operator ρ′ is equivalent to the density op-
erator of the quantum state obtained by first passing the
input state through the first OPA, then performing pho-
ton subtraction, and finally experiencing photon losses
(i.e. |ψ′⟩, the quantum state after photon losses). We
consider the phase shifter operator eiϕ(a

†a) = eiϕn and
introduce the parameter λ, which accounts for the selec-
tion of whether photon losses occurs before or after the
phase shifter. Specifically, for λ = 0, it corresponds to
photon losses occurring before the phase shifter, and for
λ = −1, it corresponds to photon losses occurring after
the phase shifter.

Next, we define the Kraus operator

Πl (ϕ, η, λ) =

√
(1− η)

l

l!
eiϕ(n−λl)η

n
2 al, (B9)
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FIG. 17. The ∆ϕQCRBL as a function of transmittance η, with
g = 1 and α = 1. (a) symmetrical two-mode multi-PSS, (b)
single mode multi-PSS.

and it satisfies∑
l

Π†
l (ϕ, η, λ)Πl (ϕ, η, λ) = 1. (B10)

Hence, in the case of photon losses, the density operator

corresponding to the quantum state of |ψ′⟩ after passing
through a phase shifter satisfies

ρ′ →
∑
l

Πl (ϕ, η, λ) ρ
′
0Π

†
l (ϕ, η, λ) . (B11)

The consistency between the form of this density oper-
ator and the Kraus operators Πl (ϕ, η, λ), ρ (x) and Πl (x)
in Ref. [56], allows for the utilization of the correspond-
ing formulas.

FL ≤ CQ = 4
[
⟨H1⟩ − ⟨H2⟩2

]
, (B12)

where

H1 =
∑
l

dΠ† (ϕ, η, λ)

dϕ

dΠ(ϕ, η, λ)

dϕ
, (B13)

H2 = i
∑
l

dΠ† (ϕ, η, λ)

dϕ
Π(ϕ, η, λ) , (B14)

and

FL =
4η ⟨n0⟩

〈
∆n2

〉
0

⟨∆n2⟩0 (1− η) + η ⟨n0⟩

=
4Fη ⟨n0⟩

(1− η)F + 4η ⟨n0⟩
. (B15)

For the multi-PSS with photon losses, the QFI can be
obtained as

FL =
4Fη ⟨ψ′| a†a |ψ′⟩

(1− η)F + 4η ⟨ψ′| a†a |ψ′⟩

=
4FηA2

0Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2
ew1

(1− η)F + 4ηA2
0Dm1+1,n1,m2+1,n2

ew1
. (B16)
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