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The pursuit of quantum-enhanced parameter estimations without the need for nonclassical initial
states has long been driven by the goal of achieving experimentally accessible quantum metrology.
In this paper, employing a coherent averaging mechanism, we prove that the prototypical cavity-
quantum electrodynamics (QED) system, such as the Tavis-Cummings (TC) model, enables us
to achieve not only the Heisenberg scaling (HS) precision in terms of the average photon number
but also the double-HS sensitivity concerning both the average photon and atom numbers. Such
a double sensibility can be experimentally realized by introducing either photon- or atom-number
fluctuations through quantum squeezing. Furthermore, we discuss the methodology to achieve this
double-HS precision in a realistic experimental circumstance where the squeezing is not perfect.
Our results provide insights into understanding the coherent averaging mechanism for evaluating
quantum-enhanced precision measurements and also present a usable metrological application of the
cavity QED systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum metrology endeavors to achieve high-
precision measurements of physical parameters by ex-
ploiting metrological resources, including quantum en-
tanglement [1–8] and quantum squeezing [9–17], etc. Re-
markable progress in experimental technology has facil-
itated extensive applications of quantum metrology in
a variety of fields such as atomic clocks [18–20], gravi-
tational wave detectors [21], magnetometry [22–27] and
quantum imaging [28–32]. A central challenge of quan-
tum metrology involves identifying inherent metrological
limitations and designing accessible schemes to enhance
the precision of parameter estimation. For this purpose,
it is necessary to analyze the scaling behavior of the quan-
tum Fisher information (QFI), which poses the theoreti-
cal limit for estimating an unknown parameter γ via the
quantum Cramér-Rao bound [33] δγ ≥ 1/

√
νFγ . This

bound can be asymptotically approached by increasing
the number of independent measurements ν.
In the scenario of the quantum phase estimation,

the highest achievable precision using the separable N -
particle states is known as the standard quantum limit
(SQL), represented by Fγ ∝ N . However, the entan-
gled states are indispensable for surpassing this limit to
approach the Heisenberg limit (HL), i.e., Fγ ∝ N2. In-
stead of directly employing entangled probes, numerous
alternative approaches have been explored to enhance
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measurement precisions by harnessing the quantum fea-
tures arising from many-body physics [34, 35], such
as criticality-enhanced metrology [25, 36–42], chaotic
quantum metrology [43–45], quantum Zeno effect-based
metrology [46], or by optimal adaptive quantum con-
trols [47–49].

A promising scheme called “coherent averaging” [50–
52] has been proposed, where a central spin (a “quantum
bus”) is coupled with a cavity. Thus, it becomes possible
to utilize an initial product state to attain the Heisenberg
scaling (HS) sensitivity for estimating a global phase.
Consequently, a crucial question naturally arises: Can we
improve measurement precision by enlarging the quan-
tum bus from a single atom to N atoms? Moreover, is it
feasible to extend the coherent averaging mechanism for
precise estimation of a non-global parameter?

In this paper, we report on a realization of the double-
HS sensitivity Fγ ∝ N2n̄2 with respect to the num-
ber of two-level atoms N and the average number of
photons n̄ in the Tavis-Cummings (TC) model [53], see
Fig. 1. This model provides a versatile platform for in-
vestigating the interplay between light and matter in the
paradigm of quantum optics and quantum metrology. In
contrast to the previous scenario with a single central
spin, the N atoms in the TC model, acting as a quantum
bus, could show the collective interplay with the light
and involve quantum resources. We claim that the co-
herent averaging mechanism naturally emerges, enabling
the estimation of even a non-global parameter, such as
a weak magnetic field, in the TC model. Furthermore,
we demonstrate that the introduction of quantum fluc-
tuations in photon or atom numbers, achieved through
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Quantum bus

|α

g

N

Figure 1. Cavity-QED setup. A coherent field |α⟩ with n̄
photons is injected into the cavity and couples to N trapped
two-level atoms (green) with the coupling strength g. The
N atoms, serving as a quantum bus, exhibit equal coupling
strengths to the optical field, forming the TC model. We
will estimate a non-global parameter, the strength of a weak
magnetic field h, appearing in the Hamiltonian (1).

squeezing, allows for the attainment of double-HS sen-
sitivity. Our findings highlight a potential application
of the TC model to the experimental implementation
of the high-precision quantum measurement with exper-
imentally accessible quantum resources.

In Sec. II, we present the TC model, and employ the
time-averaged method to derive an effective description
of the TC model. In Sec. III, we introduce the metro-
logical scheme and derive the analytic QFI to quantify
measurement precision. The impact of selecting differ-
ent initial states on QFI is comprehensively discussed in
Sec. IV. Finally, Sec. V summarizes and discusses our
findings.

II. TAVIS-CUMMINGS MODEL AND ITS
EFFECTIVE DESCRIPTION

The TC model characterizes the coupling of a single
bosonic cavity mode to a collection of N two-level atoms
(or spin-1/2 spins), as illustrated in Fig. 1:

H = (h+ ω0)Jz + ωaa
†a+HI, (1)

HI = g
(
a†J− + aJ+

)
, (2)

where HI denotes the interaction Hamiltonian and
Jx,y,z =

∑N
j=1 σ

x,y,z
j /2, J± = Jx ± iJy are the collec-

tive spin operators; a† and a are creation and annihila-
tion operators for the cavity mode; ω0, ωa and 2g are
the original spin transition, the cavity frequency and the
single-photon Rabi frequency; h is the magnetic field to
be estimated. Throughout the paper, we set the Planck
constant ℏ = 1. Next, we will derive an effective metro-
logical Hamiltonian for estimating the weak magnetic
field h and prove that the coherent averaging mechanism
will emerge.

After applying the unitary transformation U1 =
exp

[
−i

(
ωJz + ωaa

†a
)
t
]
, the total Hamiltonian (1) in

the interaction picture takes the form:

H(I) = i
dU†

1

dt
U1 + U†

1HU1 = g
(
a†J−e

−i∆t +H.c.
)
, (3)

where ∆ = ω−ωa is the effective detuning and ω ≡ ω0+h.
Utilizing the time-averaged method of the Ref. [54], the

interaction Hamiltonian H(I) =
∑N

i=1

(
fie

−i∆it +H.c.
)

could be rewritten as the following compact form

H(I) ≈
N∑

i,j=1

1

∆̄ij

[
f†i , fj

]
ei(∆i−∆j)t

= −g
2

∆

[
a†J−, aJ+

]

=
g2

∆

(
2Jza

†a+ J+J−
)
, (4)

where the operator fi = gaσ+
i /2, the i-th effective de-

tuning ∆i ≡ ∆ and the harmonic average frequency
∆̄ij ≡ |2∆i∆j/ (∆i +∆j)| = |∆| > 0 correspond to our
system. The validity of the approximation in Eq. (4)
is guaranteed by the fact that the high-frequency con-
tribution can be neglected from the average [55], which

relies on the large detuning condition, i.e., ∆ ≫ g
√
N

and ∆ ≫ g
√
N2/n̄. n̄ ≡

〈
a†a

〉
denotes the average pho-

ton number. Returning to the Schrödinger picture, we
obtain the effective Hamiltonian as follows

H
(s)
eff = i

dU1

dt
U†
1 + U1H

(I)U†
1

≃ ωJz + ωaa
†a+

2g2

∆
Jza

†a+
g2

∆
J+J−, (5)

Generally, the average photon number is much larger
than the number of up spins, i.e., n̄ ≫ ⟨Jz⟩ =
⟨[J+, J−]⟩/2, then the Hamiltonian (5) can be further
reduced as follows:

Heff = ωJz + ωaa
†a+

2g2

∆
Jza

†a. (6)

It should be emphasized that the estimated parameter
h now appears in the coupling term, i.e., ∆ = ω0−ωa+h,
which reveals the existence of the coherent averaging
mechanism in the TC model. The effective Hamilto-
nian (6) without dissipation can be achievable for the
strong light-atom interaction of the cavity-atom system
[56–59]. We will demonstrate that the Hamiltonian (6)
enables achieving n̄2 HS sensitivity without requiring ini-
tial entanglement or squeezing between atoms and pho-
tons due to the emergent coherent averaging mechanism,
i.e., the effective coupling term Jza

†a. We will also
show an attainable double-Heisenberg-scaling sensibility
in measuring the weak field h by introducing some quan-
tum resources.

III. METROLOGICAL SCHEME AND
QUANTUM FISHER INFORMATION

We consider an initial probe state of a bipartite prod-
uct of an optical component and an atomic component,
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i.e., ρ = ρop ⊗ ρat. The optical component is chosen as a
single-mode Gaussian state [60, 61]

ρop = D (α)S (ξ) ρthS
† (ξ)D† (α) , (7)

which gives a displaced squeezed thermal state (DSTS).
In the above equation, ρth =

∑
n pn |n⟩ ⟨n| denotes

a thermal state with a probability amplitude pn =
nnth/ (1 + nth)

n+1
, where nth is the thermal photon num-

ber and |n⟩ denotes the Fock state. While D (α) =
exp

(
αa† − α∗a

)
is the displacement operator with a dis-

placement parameter α = |α| exp (iζ) (|α| ≥ 0) and
S (ξ) = exp

(
−ξa†2/2 + ξ∗a2/2

)
is a squeezing opera-

tor with a squeezing parameter ξ = r exp (iϑ) (r ≥ 0).
In general, the optical quantum state ρop can character-
ized by the parameters (|α| , ζ, r, ϑ, nth), which represent
the displacement amplitude, the displacement angle, the
squeezing amplitude, the squeezing angle and the ther-
malization, respectively.

Following the unitary evolution ρ(t) = U(t)ρU†(t)
where U(t) = e−iHefft, the estimated parameter h will
be encoded into the evolved state ρ(t). The precision as-
sociated with estimating the magnetic field h is governed
by the quantum Cramér-Rao bound [33]

δh ≥ 1√Fh

, (8)

where the QFI can be determined by the following for-
mula [62, 63]

Fh=
∑

pi∈S
4pi

〈
Ψi

∣∣H2
h

∣∣Ψi

〉
−

∑

pi,pj∈S

8pipj
pi+pj

|⟨Ψi|Hh|Ψj⟩|2. (9)

Here, |Ψi⟩ is i-th eigenstate of the initial system ρ =
ρop ⊗ ρat with the eigenvalue pi, S = {pi ∈ {pi} |pi ̸= 0}
is the support of the initial density matrix. Based on
the effective Hamiltonian (6), the generator of quantum
sensing is given by

Hh = i[∂hU
†(t)]U(t) =

(
2g2

∆2
a†a− 1

)
tJz. (10)

We restrict the initial optical cavity to a Gaussian
state (7) due to its encompassment of commonly encoun-
tered quantum states in experiments, such as the coher-
ent and squeezed states. By substituting the initial sys-
tem ρ = ρop⊗ ρat (7) and the generator (10) of quantum
sensing into the definition of the QFI (9), we obtain the
QFI as follows

Fh = 4t2

{(
1− 2g2

∆2
n̄

)2

Var (Jz) +
4g4

∆4
Var

(
a†a

) 〈
J2
z

〉

−4g4

∆4
nth (nth + 1) ⟨Jz⟩2

[
cosh 4r (2nth + 1)

2
+ 1

4nth (nth + 1) + 2

+
4 |α|2

2nth + 1

[
1 + 2 sinh2 r − sinh 2r cos (2ζ − ϑ)

]
]}

,(11)

where

Var
(
a†a

)
=

sinh2 2r

2

(
2n2th + 2nth + 1

)

+ |α|2(2nth+1) [cosh2r−sinh2r cos (2ζ−ϑ)]
+

(
1 + 2 sinh2 r

)2
nth (nth + 1) , (12)

is the photon-number fluctuation, ⟨·⟩ represents the ex-
pectation with respect to the initial state, and Var (O) =〈
O2

〉
− ⟨O⟩2 is the variance of the operator O. Subse-

quently, we will proceed to demonstrate that the ana-
lytical outcome (11) for the QFI offers highly practical
theoretical insights for metrological applications within
the cavity QED systems.

IV. RESULTS

A. Coherent spin state with different photon states

In this section, we fix the atom state to be uncor-
related, namely separable states, and explore the con-
ditions that allow a photon state to achieve a double-
HS precision. Separable spin-coherent states ρat =
|µ⟩at at⟨µ| are given by [64]

|µ⟩= exp(µJ−)(
1+|µ|2

)j
|0⟩= 1

(
1+|µ|2

)j

2j∑

p=0

√
(2j)!

p!(2j−p)!µ
p|p⟩ ,

(13)

where |p⟩ ≡ |j, j − p⟩ with |j, j⟩ = |0⟩, being the eigen-
state of Jz for j = N/2. Meanwhile, the phase pa-
rameter µ is parameterized by the angles (θ, ϕ) via the
stereographic projection µ = eiϕ tan (θ/2) [θ ∈ [0, π) and
ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)]. In order to ascertain the separability of |µ⟩,
we can rewrite it as

|µ⟩ ≡ |θ, ϕ⟩ =
N⊗

i=1

(
cos

θ

2
| ↑⟩i + eiϕ sin

θ

2
| ↓⟩i

)
, (14)

which is expressed as the tensor product of identical
qubits, thereby leading us to categorize it as a classical
atom state.
Optical coherent state.—Firstly, we consider the pho-

ton state as a classical coherent state (CS) |ψ⟩op = |α⟩ =
D(α)|0⟩, where |ψ⟩op is the wavefunction of the reduced
density matrix ρop = |ψ⟩op op⟨ψ|. From Eqs. (11) and
(13), we obtain

FCS
h = 4t2

[(
1− 2g2

∆2
n̄

)2

Var(Jz)+
4g4

∆4
Var

(
a†a

) 〈
J2
z

〉
]

= 4t2

[(
1− 2g2

∆2
n̄

)2
N

4
sin2θ+

g4

∆4
n̄N

(
sin2θ+Ncos2θ

)
]
,

(15)
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where nth = 0, n̄ = |α|2, Var (Jz) =
(
N sin2 θ

)
/4 and

Var
(
a†a

)
= n̄. Under the large average photon num-

ber condition (n̄ ≫ N and 2g2n̄/∆2 ≫ 1), the above
expression of QFI becomes

FCS
h ≈ t2

16g4

∆4
n̄2Var (Jz) =

4g4

∆4
t2Nn̄2 sin2 θ, (16)

that suggests the maximum QFI FCS
h ≈ 4g4t2Nn̄2/∆4

for θ = π/2. Hence, the result (16) gives the HS precision
(∝ n̄2) through the utilization of the coherent averaging
mechanism without using any entanglement of the initial
state. In particular, the initial probe states are totally
classical in the sense that the photon state is a coher-
ent state and the atom state is a separable spin-coherent
state.

The QFI provides the optimal measurement precision
by optimizing over all positive operator-valued measure-
ments. However, not all the experimental measurements
can reach the precision limit bounded by the QFI, i.e.,
δh ≃ 1/

√Fh. The actual measurement precision δh is
given by the error-propagation formula

δ2h =
Var[M(t)]

|∂h ⟨M(t)⟩|2
, (17)

where M is an observable to be determined. In our case,
we choose theM = Jφ ≡ Jx cosφ+Jy sinφ. By using the
Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula [65] and the effective
Hamiltonian (6), we find

M(t) = eitHeffMe−itHeff

=
1

2

[
J+e

−i(φ−ν̂t) + J−e
i(φ−ν̂t)

]
,

M2(t) =
1

4

[
N

(
N

2
+1

)
−2J2

z +J
2
+e

−2i(φ−ν̂t)+J2
−e

2i(φ−ν̂t)

]
,

where ν̂ ≡ ω0+h+2g2a†a/∆. For an initial spin-coherent
state |θ, ϕ⟩, Eq. (13), the expectation values are given by

⟨M(t)⟩ = N

2
sin θ cos(νt+ ϕ− φ), (18)

〈
M2(t)

〉
=

1

16
N {N + 3 + (1−N) cos 2θ

+2(N − 1) sin2 θ cos [2 (νt+ ϕ− φ)]
}
, (19)

where ν ≡ ω0 + h + 2g2n̄/∆. By substituting Eqs. (18)
and (19) into the error-propagation formula (17), we have

(δh)
2
=

csc2 θ csc2 (νt+ϕ−φ)−cot2 (νt+ϕ−φ)
Nt2

(
2g2

∆2 n̄− 1
)2 (20)

≳
csc2 θ csc2 (νt+ϕ−φ)−cot2 (νt+ϕ−φ)

4t2 g4

∆4Nn̄2
, (21)

when the average photon number satisfies 2g2n̄/∆2 ≫ 1.
By choosing θ = π/2, the greatest lower bound is taken
as follows

(δh)
2 ≳

1

4t2 g4

∆4Nn̄2
. (22)
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Figure 2. Expectation values ⟨M(t)⟩,
〈
M2(t)

〉
for the initial

state |ψ⟩ = |α⟩ ⊗ |µ⟩ versus the rescaled time ωt, with the
spin number N = 4, the average photon number n̄ = 100, the
original atomic transition frequency ω0/ (2π) = 6.9 GHz, the
cavity frequency ωa/ (2π) = 6.89 GHz, the Rabi frequency
g/ (2π) = 1.05 MHz, the magnetic field h = 1 mHz, the pa-
rameterized angles θ = π/2 and ϕ = 0, the rotation angle
φ = π/3. The red circles and blue squares represent the nu-
merical results obtained from the original Hamiltonian (1);
meanwhile, the solid red curve and blue dotted curve denote
the analytical results obtained from the effective Hamilto-
nian (6). The parameters used in the calculation are similar
to the ones given in Ref. [56], and numerical computations
are performed by QuTip [66].

The validity of effective Hamiltonian is checked in
Fig. 2 by comparing the expectation values obtained
from the original Hamiltonian (1) and from analytic re-
sults (19) based on the effective Hamiltonian (6). Fig-
ure 3 shows that the optimal measurement precision de-
termined by the QFI (15), i.e., the HS precision, can be
achieved by performing measurements on the spin part.
Optical squeezed vacuum state.—In the second case,

we replace the classical coherent photon state with a
squeezed vacuum state (SVS) |ψ⟩op = |ξ⟩ ≡ S (ξ) |0⟩.
By invoking Eq. (11) with |α|2 = nth = 0, Var (Jz) = 0
and ⟨µ| J2

z |µ⟩ = N2/4 for θ = 0, the associated QFI is
given by

FSVS
h = t2 16g4

∆4 Var
(
a†a

) 〈
J2
z

〉
= t2 2g4

∆4 N
2 sinh2 2r.(23)

Given that it is perfect squeezing n̄ = sinh2 r in this
scenario and considering substantial quantum fluctuation
such that Var

(
a†a

)
= 2 sinh2 r cosh2 r ≥ 2n̄2, we further

approximate Eq. (23) as

FSVS
h ≥ 8g4

∆4
t2N2n̄2, (24)

which implies the attainment of the double-HS precision
(∝ N2n̄2) through the utilization of an SVS as the only
resource state. We observe that the double-HS preci-
sion elucidated by Eq. (23) is essentially attributed to
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Figure 3. QFI FCS
h and measurement precision δh (in units

of 1/t) of the cavity-QED system versus the average photon
number n̄, with the spin number N = 4, the original atomic
transition frequency ω0/ (2π) = 6.9 GHz, the cavity frequency
ωa/ (2π) = 6.89 GHz, the Rabi frequency g/ (2π) = 1.05
MHz, the magnetic field h = 1 mHz, the rotation angle
θ = π/2. The blue line stands for the QFI FCS

h obtained
from Eq. (15); meanwhile, the red circles denote the measure-
ment precision δh obtained from numerical calculation via
the error-propagation-formula. The black dotted-dashed line
is for SQL, and the black line denotes the HL. Our setting
refers to the experimental parameters given in Ref. [56].

the fluctuation in photon number, exhibiting the scaling
of n̄2 induced by the SVS. Consequently, the double-HS
contribution exists in the QFI FSVS

h ∝ Var
(
a†a

) 〈
J2
z

〉
∝

n̄2N2, regardless of whether the atom state is classi-
cal or nonclassical. This presents an avenue for achiev-
ing the double-HS precision, accomplished by harnessing
the photon-number fluctuations engendered by squeezed
photon states.

Displaced squeezed vacuum state.—In current realistic
experimental capability, it is, however, hard to prepare
a perfect squeezed photon state. It often involves the
simultaneous coexistence of both squeezing and displace-
ment. To elucidate the distinct roles played by the opti-
cal displacement and the optical squeezing, we consider
the initial state is a product state |ψ⟩ = |α, ξ⟩ ⊗ |µ⟩,
where the optical part is a displaced squeezed vacuum
state (DSVS), i.e. |α, ξ⟩ = D (α)S (ξ) |0⟩ with nth = 0.
In this scenario, the average photon number is given by
n̄ = |α|2+sinh2 r and we define β as the ratio of quantum

squeezing and coherence, i.e., β ≡ sinh2 r/ |α|2.
Now, we explore to what extent quantum squeezing

can ensure the realization of the double-HS precision.
From the Eq. (12), we obtain the photon-number fluc-
tuation

Var
(
a†a

)
=

1

2
sinh2 2r + |α|2 [cosh 2r − sinh 2r cos (2ζ − ϑ)]

=
1

2
sinh22r+

n̄

1 + β
(cosh 2r − τ sinh 2r) , (25)

where τ ≡ cos (2ζ − ϑ) reflects the phase configuration of

0 200 400 600 800 1000
0
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20

30

40

| 2

s
in
h
2
r

Fixed n
ln( DSVS/t2)

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

Figure 4. Density plot of the rescaled QFI ln
(
FDSVS

h /t2
)

as

a function of displacement |α|2 and squeezing sinh2 r with
the angle condition τ = 1. The grey dot-dashed lines de-
note the states with a given average photon number (i.e.,
n̄ = 200, 400, 600, 800, 1000), and the arrow direction shows
an increase with squeezing. The white dashed line shows the
minimum of the rescaled QFI versus displacement and squeez-
ing. Other parameters are the same as those in Fig. 3.

the initial optical state. Given the fact that 2 sinh2 r ≤
sinh 2r < 2 sinh2 r + 1, it follows that

Var
(
a†a

)
> Var+

≡ n̄

1 + β

[
2βn̄

1 + β
(β + 1− τ) + 1− τ

]
(26)

for τ ≥ 0, and

Var
(
a†a

)
≥ Var−

≡ n̄

1 + β

[
2βn̄

1 + β
(β + 1− τ) + 1

]
(27)

for τ < 0. When β ≫ 1/ (2n̄), Eqs. (26) and (27) further
suggest the scaling of quantum fluctuation

Var
(
a†a

)
≳

n̄

1 + β

(
2β2n̄

1 + β
+ 1

)
≳

2β2

(1 + β)
2 n̄

2. (28)

Based on the above analysis, we have Var
(
a†a

)
≈ 2n̄2,

⟨µ| J2
z |µ⟩ = N2/4, and Var (Jz) = 0 for a spin-coherent

state with a large enough β and the angle θ = 0. Conse-
quently, the QFI (11) gives

FDSVS
h =

4g4

∆4
t2N2Var

(
a†a

)
≳

8g4

∆4

β2

(1+β)
2 t

2N2n̄2, (29)

showing a novel existence of the double-HS. It is noticed
that we also require the average photon and atom num-
bers satisfying ∆ ≫ g

√
N ≫ g

√
N2/n̄ (corresponding to

the requirement in the time-averaged method) and the
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squeezing satisfying β ≫ 1/ (2n̄). We observe that the
growth of squeezing can enhance measurement precision
for a fixed number of atoms.

We now further ascertain the conditions under which
the QFI increases with the quantum squeezing. In Fig. 4,
the density plot depicts the rescaled QFI ln

(
FDSVS

h /t2
)
,

as a function of displacement |α|2 and squeezing sinh2 r,
with a fixed τ = 1. For a given average photon num-
ber n̄ (indicated by the grey dot-dashed lines), the QFI
first decreases and subsequently increases as the squeez-
ing component rises. The white dashed line delineates
the minimum of the QFI. We observe that, at least for
the τ = 1 case, squeezing is not always beneficial to the
QFI for a small value of squeezing.

In Fig. 5a, the QFI FDSVS
h depicts the role of squeez-

ing parameter in terms of sinh2 r and the phase param-
eter τ = cos (2ζ − ϑ) for a fixed average photon number
n̄ = 1000. The parameter space can be divided into two
distinct regions: the QFI exhibits a monotonic increase
with growing squeezing in region-I, while the QFI expe-
riences a monotonic decrease as squeezing increases in
region-II. Therefore, for τ < 0, regardless of the squeez-
ing value, an increase in the squeezing always leads to
a growth of the QFI. Meanwhile, for τ < 0, the phase
parameter provides an additional positive effect to the
QFI FDSVS

h = 4g4t2N2Var
(
a†a

)
/∆4, see Fig. 5b. We

thus can optimize the efficiency of the quantum resource
(squeezing) to maximize the measurement precision by
controlling the phase parameter (τ = −1) in the pres-
ence of an imperfect squeezing light. Therefore, for a
DSVS, the double-HS precision is attainable if the ratio
β between the quantum squeezing and coherence is large
enough β ≫ 1/(2n̄).

B. Optical coherent state with a spin-squeezed
state

We have demonstrated the realization of a double-HS
precision by building on optical squeezing. Now we fur-
ther explore the role of spin squeezing in the metrological
sensibility of measuring the magnetic field. To this end,
we consider an initial state |ψ⟩ = |α⟩ ⊗ |ϕ⟩, comprising a
classical coherent state |α⟩ for the optical component and
a nonclassical spin-squeezed state [67–70] for the atomic
component

|ϕ⟩ = e−iχ2 J2
x |1⟩ . (30)

Here, |1⟩ = |j,−j⟩ is the collective ground state with
the eigenvalue −N/2, χ = 2κt is the one-axis twisting
angle and κ is the coupling constant. Then we have the
fluctuation

Var (Jz) =
1

8
N

[
(N − 1) cosN−2 χ− 2N cos2N−2

(χ
2

)

+N + 1] . (31)

sinh2rmin
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Figure 5. Monotonicity of the QFI FDSVS
h and the photon-

number fluctuation Var
(
a†a

)
for DSVSs. (a) Monotonic re-

gions of the QFI FDSVS
h versus the squeezing sinh2 r and the

angle condition τ = cos (2ζ − ϑ) with a given average pho-
ton number n̄ = 1000. The black line indicates the deriva-
tive zeros ∂sinh2 rFDSVS

h = 0, dividing the parameter space
into two regions: monotonically increasing region-I (pink)
and monotonically decreasing region-II (cyan). The black
dashed line sinh2 rmin denotes the squeezing value at the
boundary when τ = 1. (b) The photon-number fluctuation
Var

(
a†a

)
as a function of the squeezing sinh2 r with a fixed

average photon number n̄ = 1000 and specific angle condi-
tions τ = 0,±1, respectively. The fluctuations for τ = −1
(gray line), τ = 0 (orange line), τ = 1 (green line), their ap-
proximations Var−|τ=−1 ( blue squares) and Var+|τ=1 (red
triangles), and the maximum fluctuation 2n̄2 (black dots),
confirm the scalings Eqs. (26) and (27). Other parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 3.

For the one-axis twisting angle χ = π+2kπ (k is integer),
we have

Var (Jz) =

{
N2

4 , even N ;
N
4 , odd N.

(32)

Moreover, for χ = π/2+kπ and the spin number N ≫ 1,
we find Var (Jz) ≈ N2/8 is insusceptible to the parity of
spin N . Here, we may chose the case χ = π + 2kπ with
an even N and Var

(
a†a

)
= |α|2 = n̄ ≫ ∆2/

(
2g2

)
so
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that the maximum QFI is given by

Fh = 4t2

[(
1− 2g2

∆2
n̄

)2

Var (Jz) +
4g4

∆4
Var

(
a†a

) 〈
J2
z

〉
]

≳
4g4

∆4
t2N2n̄2. (33)

By comparison, we observe that both Eq. (23) and
Eq. (33) give a double-HS precision. In the latter, the
utilization of atom-number fluctuation results in Fh ∝
n̄2Var(Jz). Similarly, we could also obtain the maxi-
mum QFI Fh ≈ 12g4t2N2n̄2/∆2 in frequency estima-
tion by inducing both the light and spin squeezing with
χ = π + 2kπ, |α| = nth = 0 and large even N .

V. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In a prototypical and theoretically significant cavity
QED, TC model, we have explored the feasibility of
achieving double-HS precision. The derived effective
Hamiltonian (6) unveils the emergence of the coherent
averaging mechanism even in estimating a non-global pa-
rameter, which leads to the HS precision for the photon
number when classical states serve as the probing enti-
ties. The underlying cause of the HL scaling resides in the
fact that the evolved atom state (i.e., quantum bus) cap-
tures the accumulated phase arising from the interaction
between the cavity field and the quantum bus. Hence,
measuring the quantum bus suffices to achieve this HS
precision even without nonclassical inputs.

Considering nonclassical inputs, we have derived an
analytical expression for the QFI, showing that the
double-HS precision is attainable through the introduc-
tion of either the photon-number fluctuation via opti-
cal squeezing or the atom-number fluctuation via spin
squeezing. In addition, we have also investigated differ-

ent metrological scenarios, where optical squeezing and
coherence coexist. In such instances, we have observed
that an increase in the squeezing can decrease measure-
ment precision when the photon number remains fixed
and squeezing is small. Judiciously adjusting the phase
parameter could offer a viable solution to mitigate the
imperfect squeezing.
Our work goes beyond the conventional coherent av-

eraging mechanism, extending the quantum bus from a
single atom to N atoms and from estimating a global
parameter to a non-global one. These extensions pro-
vide deeper insights into the realization of the double-HS
precision in the models with star-like long-range interac-
tions. Our findings hold immediate implications for de-
termining the minimum quantum resource prerequisites
for high-precision metrology in more intricate metrolog-
ical networks featuring multiple quantum buses. Re-
cent remarkable experimental advancements in attaining
strong coupling [56–59, 71–73], as well as the develop-
ment of the TC model [74], also instill optimism regard-
ing the prospective realization of our theoretical frame-
work.
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S. Filipp, P. J. Leek, A. Blais, and A. Wallraff, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 103, 083601 (2009).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.023603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.023603
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.87.637
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/12/6/065032
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/12/6/065032
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.190403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.190403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0034-4885/72/7/076901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys566
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.253605
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.253605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.260503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.260503
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.010502
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.010502
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.16166
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.16166
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031010
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2040-8978/18/7/073002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.063847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.063847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.062107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.062107
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.16919
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1364/OPTICA.493227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.3439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.72.3439
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.170801
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.170801
http://arxiv.org/abs/2308.03696
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.08045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.095701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.095701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.010354
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.200501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.200501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.020402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.020402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.042105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.042105
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.120504
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03623-z
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.103.023309
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.103.023309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.adg9500
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.070502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.070502
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.020301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.020301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.160505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1220
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201500169
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201500169
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.90.035006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/RevModPhys.90.035006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.170.379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.170.379
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/p07-060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09500349314551321
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/09500349314551321
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05461
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1073/pnas.1306993110
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1073/pnas.1306993110
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.71.013817
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.71.013817
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.033806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.67.033806
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.04.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.84.621
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1751-8121/ab5d4d
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1751-8121/ab5d4d
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rinp.2021.104159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/4/3/009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/plms/s1-34.1.347
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.02.021
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2012.02.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.47.5138
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.81.022106
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.102.052423
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.102.052423
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/nature07112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.123602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.123602
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.173601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.173601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.083601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.083601

	 Approaching the double-Heisenberg-scaling sensitivity in the Tavis-Cummings model 
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Tavis-Cummings Model and its effective description
	Metrological scheme and Quantum Fisher information
	Results
	Coherent spin state with different photon states
	Optical coherent state with a spin-squeezed state

	Conclusion and Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	References


