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Nonreciprocal Quantum Sensing
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Nonreciprocity can not only generate quantum resources, but also shield noise and reverse inter-
ference from driving signals. We investigate the advantages of nonreciprocal coupling in sensing a
driving signal. In general, we find that the nonreciprocal coupling performs better than the corre-
sponding reciprocal coupling. And we show that homodyne measurement is the optimal measure-
ment. A single non-reciprocal coupling can increase measurement precision up to 2 times. Using
N non-reciprocal couplings in parallel, the measurement precision can be improved by N2 times
compared with the corresponding reciprocal coupling. In a non-zero temperature dissipative envi-
ronment, we demonstrate that the nonreciprocal quantum sensing has better robustness to thermal
noise than the reciprocal quantum sensing.

Introduction.- Quantum sensing[1, 2] is the use
of quantum resources, such as critical phase transi-
tion points[3–5], the boundary time-crystal[6], coherent
superposition[7], quantum entanglement[8] and quantum
squeezing[9], to break through the limits of classical mea-
surement technology, and then develop a new generation
of more precise measurement sensing technology. With
the rapid development of the frontier fields, such as in-
tegrated circuits, life health, brain science, space tech-
nology, deep earth and deep sea, the quantum precision
measurement technology characterized by high precision,
miniaturization and low cost has gradually matured.
Quantum precision measurement technology is helpful to
the further development of quantum metrology[10]. Sim-
ilarly, the quantum metrology theory will further guide
the quantum precision measurement technology to sur-
pass the existing technology in terms of measurement
precision, sensitivity, resolution and so on.
Quantum non-reciprocal interactions are asymmetric

interactions between quantum systems, where changes
in one system affect the other, but not vice versa. It
can make the interaction between systems directional.
The basis of nonreciprocity lies in breaking the inverse
symmetry of time, which is the fundamental principle
that controls the behavior of electromagnetic waves[11–
13]. Nonreciprocity not only promotes one-way selectiv-
ity in the signal transmission direction, but also shields
sensitive signals from back-scattered noise. It stimulates
the exploration of new functions of quantum devices[14].
Circulators are essential components, operating as single-
port couplers or isolators, which can shield the fragile
quantum states of the cavity and qubits from electromag-
netic noise and reflections of strong signals/pumps[15–
19]. In addition, there are many other applications of
non-reciprocity. For example, non-reciprocal devices are
used to regulate the flow of thermal noise, thus realizing
thermal rectifiers in nanoscale quantum devices[20]; non-
reciprocal coupling has recently been shown to improve
the energy storage efficiency of quantum batteries[21].

∗ xiedong@mail.ustc.edu.cn

As an important component of future superconducting
devices, nonreciprocal superconducting electronics have
been studied extensively in recent years[22–24]. The
concept of quantum nonreciprocity has been widely ex-
tended to various fields, such as nonreciprocal pho-
ton blockade[25], which has been predicted in various
systems[26–32].

Many theories and experiments have shown that
non-reciprocity can produce quantum resources, such
as directional entanglement[33–35], Schrodinger’s cat
state[36, 37], quantum squeezing[38], nonreciprocal phase
transitions[39] and quantum correlations[40]. These
quantum resources can be used to improve measure-
ment precision. In addition, as mentioned earlier, non-
reciprocity protects quantum states from interference
of noise and the driving signal in the opposite direc-
tion. Therefore, based on the above two reasons, non-
reciprocity has the ability to improve the precision of
parameter measurement. At present, there is a lack of
systematic research on non-reciprocity in improving the
quantum sensing precision.

In this letter, we hope to fill this gap and explore
the advantages of non-reciprocal coupling over reciprocal
coupling in quantum sensing. In terms of sensing a driv-
ing signal, we find that the nonreciprocal coupling always
performs better than the reciprocal coupling. The mea-
surement precision can be increased by up to two times
through the non-reciprocal coupling. To amplify the ad-
vantage, we consider that there areN non-reciprocal cou-
plings. Compared with the reciprocal couplings, the non-
reciprocal couplings can improve the measurement preci-
sion of N2 scale. Finally, we find that the nonreciprocal
quantum sensing can be more robust to thermal noise
than the reciprocal quantum sensing.

Nonreciprocal coupling.-We consider that a quantum
sensing system is composed of a probe system with a
resonance frequency of ωa and a measurement system
with a resonance frequency of ωb, as shown in Fig. 1. A
driving signal with a frequency ωd and an unknown am-
plitude ξ directly interacts with the probe system. The
driving amplitude ξ denotes the parameter to be tested,
which can carry the information of the magnitude of the
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electric filed or the power of a pump laser[41]. The in-
formation of ξ is transferred from the probe system to
the measurement system by a coherent coupling with a
rate J and a dissipation coupling with a rate λ. Through
the local measurement of the measurement system, the
information of ξ is finally obtained.

Figure 1. Schematic representation of the nonreciprocal quan-
tum sensing system, which is composed of a probe system a
and a measurement system b. The probe system a interacts
with the measurement system b by a coherent coupling J and
a dissipation coupling λ. The non-reciprocity is achieved by
balancing the two couplings, specifically J = iλ/

√
2. The

probe system a detects a single-mode driving signal with an
amplitude ξ, which will be read by the measurement system
b. κa and κb denote the local damping rates of each mode.

The Hamiltonian of the quantum sensing system is de-
scribe by(~ = 1)

H = ωaa
†a+ ωbb

†b+ (Ja†b+ J∗b†a) + ξ(eiωdta+ e−iωdta†),
(1)

where a and b are the annihilation bosonic operators of
the probe system and the measurement system, respec-
tively.
By adiabatically eliminating the common reservoir

shared by the two systems, an effective dissipative cou-
pling can be obtained[42, 43]. In addition to the com-
mon bath, each system is also subject to the inevitable
local dissipation. The evolution of two systems can be
described by the standard master equation

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] +
∑

j=a,b

κjLj [ρ] + λLz [ρ], (2)

where the dissipation superoperator is Lo[ρ] = oρo† −
1
2{o†o, ρ}, κj denotes the local dissipation rate, λ de-
notes the nonlocal dissipation rate. We assume that the
probe system and the measurement system are coupled
to the common reservoir with the same strength, i.e., the
collective annihilation operator z = (a+ b)/

√
2.

The corresponding quantum Langevin-Heisenberg
equation of an operator O is derived by[44–46]

Ȯ = i[H,O]−
∑

c=a,b,z

{[O, c†](κcc−
√
2κccin)

−(κcc−
√
2κccin)[O, c]}, (3)

where κz = λ and the expected values of noise operators
cin = {ain, bin, zin} satisfy

〈cin(t)〉 = 〈c†in(t)〉 = 0, 〈c†in(t)cin(t′)〉 = 0, (4)

〈cin(t)c†in(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′). (5)

For simplicity, we assume that ωa = ωb = ωd = ω, κ =
κa = κb and O = {a, b}, we obtain the detail quantum
Langevin-Heisenberg equation according to Eq. (3) in the
rotating frame

ȧ = (−κ− λ√
2
)a− (

λ√
2
+ iJ)b+

√
2κain − iξ +

√
2λzin,

(6)

ḃ = (−κ− λ√
2
)b− (

λ√
2
+ iJ∗)a+

√
2κbin +

√
2λzin.

(7)

When J = iλ/
√
2, the evolution of the mode a is unaf-

fected by the presence of the mode b. The corresponding
evolution equation of the mode A = {a, b}⊤ is abbrevi-

ated to Ȧ = MA+Ain with the evolution matrix

M =

(

−κ− λ/
√
2 0

−
√
2λ − κ− λ/

√
2

)

, (8)

and the noise operator Ain = A
nr
in = (−iξ +

√
2λzin +√

2κain,
√
λzin +

√
2κbin). The evolution matrix is com-

pletely non-reciprocal, i.e., |M21| > |M12| = 0.
Reciprocal coupling.- Without the common reservoir,

the master equation is described as

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] +
∑

j=a,b

κjLj [ρ]. (9)

By the same procedure, the evolution matrix of the
mode A = {a, b} is given by

M
r =

(

−κ − iJ
−iJ∗ − κ

)

, (10)

where J = iλ/
√
2 = iλ′. And the noise operator

Ain = (−iξ +
√
2κain,

√
2κbin). The evolution matrix

M
r is reciprocal, i.e., |Mr

21| = |Mr
12|.

The optimal measurement.- For the Gaussian state, the
quantum Fisher information (QFI) is derived by[47]

F(η) =
2d2

4d2 + 1
Tr[(C−1∂ξC)2] +

8(∂ξd)
2

16d4 − 1

+ 〈∂ξX⊤〉C−1〈∂ξX〉, (11)

where the abbreviation ∂ξ = d
dξ , X = (q, p)⊤ with

quadrature operators defined as: p = 1√
2
(b + b†), and

q = 1
i
√
2
(b − b†). And the entries of the covariance ma-

trix are defined as Cij = 1
2 〈XiXj + XjXi〉 − 〈Xi〉〈Xj〉.
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d is given by d =
√
DetC. By the calculation (see the

Supplementary Material), the QFI can be expressed as

F(η) = 2|∂ξ〈q〉|2. (12)

According to the Cramér-Rao bound[48–50], the mea-
surement precision of ξ is given by

δξ ≥ 1
√

F(η)
=

1
√

2|∂ξ〈q〉|2
. (13)

With a specific measurement operator X , the uncer-
tainty of ξ can be calculated by the error propagation
formula

δξ =

√

〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2

|d〈X〉
dξ |

. (14)

Using the homodyne detection with the quadrature op-
erator X = q, we can get the same result as the QFI. It
shows that the homodyne detection with the quadrature
operator q is the optimal measurement.
For the nonreciprocal quantum sensing, the estimation

precision is given by

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2

4λ′ . (15)

For the reciprocal quantum sensing, the estimation
precision is given by

δξr =
κ2 + λ′2

2λ′ . (16)

The ratio of measurement uncertainty is defined as

η = δξnr/δξr =
(κ+ λ′)2

2(κ2 + λ′2)
. (17)

We further get

1/2 ≤ η ≤ 1. (18)

It shows that the nonreciprocal quantum sensing per-
forms better than the reciprocal quantum sensing unless
κ = λ′. When κ ≫ λ′ or κ ≪ λ′, the nonreciprocity re-
sults in a two-fold increase in the measurement precision,
i.e., η ≃ 2.
Measurement before reaching steady state.- For the re-

ciprocal Hamiltonian, the measurement uncertainty of ξ
at the time t is

δξr =
κ2 + λ′2

2e−κt[eκtλ′ − λ′ cos(λ′t)− κ sin(λ′t)]
(19)

For the non-reciprocal Hamiltonian, the measurement
uncertainty is

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2

4λ′[1− e−t(κ+λ′)(1 + κt+ λ′t)]
(20)

κ 0.1
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κ 1000
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Figure 2. Evolution diagram of the ratio of measurement
uncertainty η with three decay rates. Here, the dimensionless
parameters are chosen as: λ = 10, κ = {0.1, 1, 1000}.

From Eq. (20), we can prove that the optimal preci-
sion by the nonreciprocal Hamiltonian is obtained at the
steady state, i.e., t → ∞. In general, the optimal pre-
cision by the reciprocal Hamiltonian is obtained before
it reaches the steady state. As shown in Fig. 2, when
κ ≪ λ or κ = λ, the radio η can be larger than 1 with
unsteady state. It shows that the reciprocal Hamiltonian
can perform better than the non-reciprocal Hamiltonian
in a very short period. When κ ≫ λ, the radio η is al-
ways less than 1. It means that the nonreciprocal quan-
tum sensing always achieves better measurement preci-
sion than the reciprocal quantum sensing in the weak
coupling.

Parallel non-reciprocal quantum sensing.- We consider
that the mode a interacts with N modes {b1, b2, ..., bN}.
The Hamiltonian in the rotating frame is described by

HN =

N
∑

j=1

(Jpa
†bj + J∗

pab
†
j) + ξ(a+ a†). (21)

By eliminating the Markovian reservoir, the standard
master equation of the probe system a and N subsys-
tems {b1, b2, ..., bN} is described by

ρ̇ = −i[HN , ρ] +
∑

j=a,b1,b2,...,bN

κjLj [ρ] +
N
∑

k=1

λLzk [ρ].

(22)

where the dissipation superoperator is Lo[ρ] = oρo† −
1
2{o†o, ρ}, κj denotes the local dissipation rate, λ denotes
the nonlocal dissipation rate. We assume that the probe
system and the measurement subsystems are coupled to
the common reservoir with the same strength, i.e., the
collective annihilation operator zk = (a + bk)/

√
2. Let

κ = κj with j = a, b1, b2, ..., bN , we obtain the quantum
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Langevin-Heisenberg equations in the rotating frame

ȧ =(−κ−Nλ′)a− (Nλ′ + iJp)
N
∑

j=1

bj

+
√
2κain − iξ +

N
∑

j=1

√
2λzjin, (23)

ḃj =(−κ− λ′)bj − (λ′ + iJ∗
p )a+

√
2κbjin +

√
2λzjin.

(24)

When the coherent coupling Jp = iNλ′, the coupling
between the probe system a and the subsystems b be-
comes nonreciprocal. For a long time, the system is in
a steady state. The corresponding expected values are
given by

〈bj〉s =
iξλ′(N + 1)

(κ+Nλ′)(κ+ λ′)
, 〈b†jbj〉s =

ξ2λ′2(N + 1)2

(κ+Nλ′)2(κ+ λ′)2
,

(25)

〈b2j〉s = 〈b2†j 〉s =
−ξ2λ′2(N + 1)2

(κ+Nλ′)2(κ+ λ′)2
. (26)

Utilizing the error propagation formula, the measure-
ment uncertainty of ξ is obtained by the measurement

operator
∑N

j=1
1√
2i
(bj − b†j)

δξNnr =
(κ+ λ′)(κ+Nλ′)

2
√
Nλ′(N + 1)

. (27)

It shows that the measurements precision can be further
improved by N nonreciprocal couplings between mea-
surement subsystems and the probe system.
Parallel reciprocal quantum sensing.- Without the

common reservoir, the standard master equation is de-
scribed by

ρ̇ = −i[HN , ρ] +
∑

j=a,b1,b2,...,bN

κjLj [ρ]. (28)

Let κ = κj with j = a, b1, b2, ..., bN and Jp = iNλ′,
we obtain the quantum Langevin-Heisenberg equations
in the rotating frame

ȧ = −κa+

N
∑

j=1

Nλ′bj +
√
2κain − iξ +

N
∑

j=1

√
2λzjin,

(29)

ḃj = −κbj −Nλ′a+
√
2κbjin +

√
2λzjin. (30)

The corresponding expected values at the steady state
are given by

〈bj〉s =
iξNλ′

κ2 +N3λ′2 , 〈b†jbj〉s =
ξ2λ′2N2

(κ2 +N3λ′2)2
, (31)

〈b2j〉s = 〈b2†j 〉s =
−ξ2λ′2N2

(κ2 +N3λ′2)2
. (32)

Utilizing the error propagation formula, the measure-
ment uncertainty of ξ is obtained by the measurement

operator
∑N

j=1
1√
2i
(bj − b†j)

δξNr =
κ2 +N3λ′2

2
√
NNλ′

. (33)

The advantage of parallel non-reciprocal quantum

sensing.- The radio of the parallel measurement uncer-
tainty of the nonreciprocal quantum sensing and the re-
ciprocal quantum sensing is given by

ηN = δξNnr/δξ
N
r =

N(κ+ λ′)(κ+Nλ′)

(N + 1)(κ2 +N3λ′2)
. (34)

When N ≫ 1 and λ′ ≫ κ, we obtain the radio

ηN ≈ κ+ λ′

N(N + 1)λ′ ≃
1

N2
. (35)

Therefore, for sufficiently large N , the nonreciprocity can
obtain the measurement precision of N squared times
higher than that obtained by the reciprocal coupling.
When λ′ = κ, we obtain the radio

ηN =
2N

(N3 + 1)
. (36)

From the above equation, we can see that the nonrecipro-
cal quantum sensing performs better than the reciprocal
quantum sensing by the parallel strategy (N > 1).
When N3/2λ′ ≪ κ, we obtain the radio

ηN ≈ N

(N + 1)
. (37)

In this case, the advantage will decrease with N . This
also means that the parallel strategy has no advantage
when the dissipation rate is high and the number N of
non-reciprocal couplings is not large.
Non-resonant drive.- In the previous section we con-

sidered the drive of full resonance, and we will discuss
the effect of non-resonance. We consider that the drive
is not resonant with each local mode, i.e., ∆m = ωm−ωd

with m = {a, b}. When ∆a > 0 and ∆b > 0, without loss
of generality, we set ∆a = ∆b = ∆. The detail quantum
Langevin-Heisenberg equation in the rotating frame

ȧ = (−κ′ − λ′)a− (λ′ + iJ)b+
√
2κain − iξ +

√
2λzin,

(38)

ḃ = (−κ′ − λ′)b − (λ′ + iJ∗)a+
√
2κbin +

√
2λzin. (39)

where κ′ = κ+ i∆.
For the nonreciprocal quantum sensing, the estimation

precision at the steady state is given by

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2 +∆2

4λ′ . (40)
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For the reciprocal quantum sensing, the estimation
precision is given by

δξr =

√

(κ2 + (λ′ −∆)2)(κ2 + (λ′ +∆)2)

2λ′ . (41)

The ratio of measurement uncertainty is achieved

η∆ = δξnr/δξr =
(κ+ λ′)2 +∆2

2
√

(κ2 + (λ′ −∆)2)(κ2 + (λ′ +∆)2)
.

(42)

When κ ≫ λ′, we obtain η∆ = 1/2, which is inde-
pendent of the detuning ∆. It shows that non-resonance
does not change the advantage of non-reciprocity in the
case of weak coupling κ ≫ λ′. In the case of κ ≪ λ′,
η∆ = 1/2 can also be obtained for the large detuning
∆ ≫ λ′ or the small detuning ∆ ≪ λ′.
When ∆ ≃ λ′ ≥ κ, we derive that η∆ ≥ 1. It shows

that the nonreciprocal quantum sensing can not always
perform better than the reciprocal quantum sensing.
To make a small summary, in special cases non-

resonance can destroy the advantages of non-reciprocity;
But in most cases, the advantages of non-reciprocity are
not affected by non-resonance.
When ∆a > 0 and ∆b < 0, without loss of generality,

we set ∆a = −∆b = ∆′. By the same procedure, the es-
timation precision is given by the nonreciprocal quantum
sensing

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2 +∆′2

4λ′ . (43)

For the reciprocal quantum sensing, the estimation pre-
cision is given by

δξr =
κ2 + λ′2 +∆′2

2λ′ . (44)

The ratio of measurement uncertainty is achieved

η∆′ =
(κ+ λ′)2 +∆′2

2(κ2 + λ′2 +∆′2)
. (45)

When |∆′| > 0, we can prove that η∆′ is still less than
1 no matter what the values of κ and λ′ are. It shows
that the nonreciprocal quantum sensing can still perform
better than the reciprocal quantum sensing in the case
of ωa > ωd > ωb.
Robustness to thermal noise.- We consider that sub-

systems are subjected to dissipative environments with
non-zero temperatures. We also obtain the quantum
Langevin-Heisenberg equation in the rotating frame

ȧ = (−κ− λ′)a− (λ′ + iJ)b+
√
2κain − iξ +

√
2λzin,

(46)

ḃ = (−κ− λ′)b− (λ′ + iJ∗)a+
√
2κbin +

√
2λzin. (47)

where the correlation values of the thermal noise cin =
{ain, bin}are

〈cin(t)〉 = 〈c†in(t)〉 = 0, (48)

〈c†in(t)cin(t′)〉 = n(ω, Tc)δ(t− t′), (49)

〈cin(t)c†in(t′)〉 = [n(ω, Tc) + 1]δ(t− t′). (50)

Here, n(ω, Tc) = (exp[ω/Tc] − 1)−1 with c = {a, b}. For
the nonreciprocal quantum sensing, we obtain the mea-
surement precision

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2

4λ′ [1 +
4n(ω, Ta)κλ

2 + 2n(ω, Tb)κ(κ+ λ′)2

(κ+ λ)3
].

(51)

For the reciprocal quantum sensing, the measurement
precision is given by

δξr =
κ2 + λ′2

2λ′ [1 +
n(ω, Ta)λ

2 + n(ω, Tb)(2κ
2 + λ2)

(κ2 + λ′2)
].

(52)

Then, the radio of the measurement precision is de-
rived

η = δξnr/δξr = µ
(κ+ λ′)2

2(κ2 + λ′2)
, (53)

where the factor µ comes from the thermal noise. With-
out loss of generality, assuming that Ta = Tb = T , the
factor µ is given by

µ =
(κ+ λ)3 + 4nκλ2 + 2nκ(κ+ λ′)2

(1 + 2n)(κ+ λ)3
, (54)

where n = n(ω, T ). Then, we further achieve that

µ− 1 =
−2nλ(κ2 + λ2)

(1 + 2n)(κ+ λ)3
≤ 0. (55)

From the above equation, we can see that the factor µ is
still less than 1 when the temperature is not 0 (n 6= 0).
And the difference between µ and 1 keeps increasing as n
increases. This indicates that the nonreciprocal quantum
sensing is more robust to thermal noise than the recipro-
cal quantum sensing as the temperature increases. When
λ = κ, η = µ = 1− n

2(1+2n) . This shows that in the case

of λ = κ, when the temperature is not zero, it is not
the previous conclusion, but the nonreciprocal quantum
sensing does better than the reciprocal quantum sens-
ing. When λ ≫ κ, η = µ/2 = 1

4(1+2n) . When λ ≪ κ,

η = µ/2 = 1
2 − nλ

κ(1+2n) . It shows that the thermal noise

makes the result becomes different in case of λ ≫ κ and
λ ≪ κ. Obviously, the non-reciprocal quantum sensing
has the best advantage over the reciprocal quantum sens-
ing in the weak dissipation case, i.e., λ ≫ κ. In the high
temperature limit (T → ∞), we can obtain η → 0. This
fully shows that the nonreciprocal quantum sensing has
better robustness to thermal noise.
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Conclusion.- We have investigated the role of nonre-
ciprocal coupling in quantum sensing. Making measure-
ments at the steady state, we obtain quantum Fisher
information and prove that the homodyne measurement
is the optimal measurement. In general, the nonrecipro-
cal quantum sensing performs better than the reciprocal
quantum sensing. The nonreciprocal coupling helps to
improve measurement precision by up to two times. Even
in non-resonant drives or non-steady state measurements,
the nonreciprocal coupling performs better than the re-
ciprocal coupling in most cases. Using N nonreciprocal
couplings in parallel improves the measurement precision
by a factor of N2 times over the reciprocal couplings, as
long asN is large enough. Only when the dissipation rate
is high and N is not large, the parallel strategy loses the
advantage. Finally, we show that nonreciprocal coupling

has a stronger ability to resist thermal noise interference.
Our proposed nonreciprocal quantum sensing can be

feasible in the current various experimental platforms,
such as, highly-tunable cavity magnonics[51], super-
conducting quantum circuits[52], and optomechanical
circuit[53]. It is worth exploring whether the non-
reciprocity induced by kerr nonlinear[54] can be used to
improve the sensing precision.
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Supplementary Material for: Nonreciprocal quantum sensing

Here, we give a specific derivation of the measurement uncertainty in different cases. For the robustness of general
local thermal noise, we obtain the ratio of measurement uncertainty dependent on two local temperatures.

The solution with the nonreciprocal Hamiltonian

The corresponding evolution equation of the mode A = {a, b}⊤ can be always described by the formula

Ȧ = MA+Ain. The general analytical solution of {a, b} is derived by

A(t) = eMt
A(0) +

∫ t

0

eM(t−t′)
Ain(t

′). (S1)

For the nonreciprocal coupling, the evolution matrix is given by

M =

(

−κ− λ/
√
2 0

−
√
2λ − κ− λ/

√
2

)

, (S2)

and the noise operator Ain = A
nr
in = (−iξ +

√
2λzin +

√
2κain,

√
2λzin +

√
2κbin). Substituting above equation into

Eq. (S1), we achieve the solutions

a(t) = e−(κ+λ′)ta0 +

∫ t

0

e−(κ+λ′)(t−t′)(−iξ +
√
2κain(t

′) +
√
2λzin(t

′)), (S3)

b(t) = −2tλ′e−(κ+λ′)ta0 + e−(κ+λ′)tb0 +

∫ t

0

e−(κ+λ′)(t−t′)[(−2tλ′)(−iξ +
√
2κain(t

′)

+
√
2λzin(t

′)) +
√
2κbin(t

′) +
√
2λzin(t

′)], (S4)

where λ′ = λ/
√
2. After a long time, the system arrives at the steady state.

a(t → ∞) =

∫ ∞

0

e−(κ+λ′)(t−t′)(−iξ +
√
2κain(t

′) +
√
2λzin(t

′)), (S5)

b(t → ∞) =

∫ ∞

0

e−(κ+λ′)(t−t′)[(−2tλ′)(−iξ +
√
2κain(t

′) +
√
2λzin(t

′)) +
√
2κbin(t

′) +
√
2λzin(t

′)]. (S6)

By utilizing the expected values of noise operators cin = {ain, bin, zin}:

〈cin(t)〉 = 〈c†in(t)〉 = 0, 〈c†in(t)cin(t′)〉 = 0, 〈cin(t)c†in(t′)〉 = δ(t− t′), (S7)

we can get the expected values of the mode b over the steady state

〈b(t → ∞)〉 = 〈b〉s =
2iξλ′

(κ+ λ′)2
, 〈b†b〉s =

4ξ2λ′2

(κ+ λ′)4
, 〈b2〉s = 〈b2†〉s =

−4ξ2λ′2

(κ+ λ′)4
. (S8)

The solution with the reciprocal Hamiltonian

For the reciprocal coupling, the evolution matrix of the mode A = {a, b}⊤ is given by

M
r =

(

−κ − iJ
−iJ∗ − κ

)

. (S9)

and the noise operator Ain = (−iξ +
√
2κain,

√
2κbin). Let the coherent coupling J = iλ′, we obtain

a(t) = e−κt[cos(λ′t)a0 + sin(λ′t)b0] +

∫ t

0

e−κ(t−t′)[cos(λ′t′)(−iξ +
√
2κain(t

′)) +
√
2κ sin(λ′t′)bin(t

′)], (S10)

b(t) = e−κt[cos(λ′t)b0 − sin(λ′t)a0] +

∫ t

0

e−κ(t−t′)[− sin(λ′t′)(−iξ +
√
2κain(t

′)) +
√
2κ sin(λ′t′)bin(t

′)], (S11)

where λ′ = λ/
√
2.
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By the same procedure, we obtain the expected value at the steady state

〈b〉s =
iξλ′

κ2 + λ′2 , 〈b†b〉s =
ξ2λ′2

(κ2 + λ′2)2
, 〈b2〉s = 〈b2†〉s =

−ξ2λ′2

(κ2 + λ′2)2
. (S12)

Quantum Fisher information vs. the error propagation formula

For the Gaussian state, the quantum Fisher information(QFI) is derived by

F(ξ) =
2d2

4d2 + 1
Tr[(C−1∂ξC)2] +

8(∂ξd)
2

16d4 − 1
+ 〈∂ξX⊤〉C−1〈∂ξX〉, (S13)

where X
⊤ = (q, p) with quadrature operators defined as: p = 1√

2
(b+ b†), and q = 1

i
√
2
(b− b†). And the entries of the

covariance matrix are defined as Cij = 1
2 〈XiXj +XjXi〉 − 〈Xi〉〈Xj〉. d is given by d =

√
DetC.

Using Eq. (S8) and Eq. (S12), we find that the covariance matrix C is the same for the nonreciprocal coupling and
the reciprocal coupling

C =

(

1/2 0
0 1/2

)

. (S14)

Due to that C and d are independent of the amplitude ξ, the QFI is simplified as

F(ξ) = 〈∂ξX⊤〉C−1〈∂ξX〉 = 2|∂ξ〈q〉|2, (S15)

where the second equation comes from 〈p〉 = 1√
2
〈b+ b†〉s = 0, which is the same for both reciprocity and

non-reciprocity.
The uncertainty of ξ can be calculated by the error propagation formula

δξ =

√

〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2

|d〈X〉
dξ |

. (S16)

By using Eq. (S8) or Eq. (S12), we can obtain

〈q2〉 − 〈q〉2 = 1/2. (S17)

Substituting the above equation into the error propagation formula in Eq. (S16), we achieve

δξ =

√

〈X2〉 − 〈X〉2

|d〈X〉
dξ |

=
1

√

2|∂ξ〈q〉|2
=

1
√

F(ξ)
. (S18)

From the above equation, we can see that the homodyne detection can get the same result as the QFI. It shows that
the homodyne detection with the quadrature operator q is the optimal measurement.

Measurement before reaching steady state

By using Eq. (S11) and assuming that the initial states of the both systems are vacuum states, we can obtain the
expected value of q(t) in the case of reciprocal quantum sensing

〈q(t)〉 =
√
2e−κt[eκtλ′ − λ′ cos(λ′t)− κ sin(λ′t)]

κ2 + λ′2 (S19)

And the variance is 〈q(t)2〉 − 〈q(t)〉2 = 1/2. Using the error propagation formula, the measurement uncertainty of ξ
is obtained,

δξr =
κ2 + λ′2

2e−κt[eκtλ′ − λ′ cos(λ′t)− κ sin(λ′t)]
. (S20)
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By the same way, we can obtain the expected value and the variance of q(t) in the case of nonreciprocal quantum
sensing

〈q(t)〉 = 2
√
2λ′[1− e−t(κ+λ′)(1 + κt+ λ′t)]

(κ+ λ′)2
, (S21)

〈q(t)2〉 − 〈q(t)〉2 = 1/2. (S22)

The corresponding measurement precision is given by

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2

4λ′[1− e−t(κ+λ′)(1 + κt+ λ′t)]
. (S23)

Non-resonant drive

After a long time, the nonreciprocal system is at the steady state, which gives the expected values like the solution
in Eq. (S8)

〈b〉s =
2iξλ′

(κ′ + λ′)2
, (S24)

〈b†b〉s =
4ξ2λ′2

(κ′ + λ′)4
, (S25)

〈b2〉s = 〈b2†〉s =
−4ξ2λ′2

(κ′ + λ′)4
. (S26)

When the reciprocal system is at the steady state, we obtain the expected values like the solution in Eq. (S12)

〈b〉s =
iξλ′

κ′2 + λ′2 , (S27)

〈b†b〉s =
ξ2λ′2

(κ′2 + λ′2)2
, (S28)

〈b2〉s = 〈b2†〉s =
−ξ2λ′2

(κ′2 + λ′2)2
. (S29)

Robustness to thermal noise

At the steady state, the expected values are achieved by the nonreciprocal coupling

〈b〉s =
iξλ′

κ2 + λ′2 , (S30)

〈b†b〉s =
ξ2λ′2

(κ2 + λ′2)2
+

2n(ω, Ta)κλ
2 + n(ω, Tb)κ(κ+ λ′)2

(κ+ λ)3
, (S31)

〈b2〉s = 〈b2†〉s =
−ξ2λ′2

(κ2 + λ′2)2
. (S32)

At the steady state, the expected values are achieved by the reciprocal coupling

〈b〉s =
iξλ′

κ′2 + λ′2 , (S33)

〈b†b〉s =
ξ2λ′2

(κ′2 + λ′2)2
+

n(ω, Ta)λ
2 + n(ω, Tb)(2κ

2 + λ2)

2(κ2 + λ′2)
, (S34)

〈b2〉s = 〈b2†〉s =
−ξ2λ′2

(κ′2 + λ′2)2
. (S35)

For the nonreciprocal quantum sensing, we obtain the measurement precision by the error propagation formula

δξnr =
(κ+ λ′)2

4λ′ [1 +
4n(ω, Ta)κλ

2 + 2n(ω, Tb)κ(κ+ λ′)2

(κ+ λ)3
]. (S36)
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For the reciprocal quantum sensing, the measurement precision is given by

δξr =
κ2 + λ′2

2λ′ [1 +
n(ω, Ta)λ

2 + n(ω, Tb)(2κ
2 + λ2)

(κ2 + λ′2)
]. (S37)

Then, the radio of the measurement precision is derived

η = δξnr/δξr = µ
(κ+ λ′)2

2(κ2 + λ′2)
, (S38)

where the factor µ is given by

µ =
1 + 4n(ω,Ta)κλ

2+2n(ω,Tb)κ(κ+λ′)2

(κ+λ)3

1 + n(ω,Ta)λ2+n(ω,Tb)(2κ2+λ2)
2(κ2+λ′2)

. (S39)


