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Accurate thermometry of laser-cooled ions is crucial for the performance of the trapped-ions quantum com-
puting platform. However, most existing methods face a computational exponential bottleneck. Recently, a
thermometry method based on bichromatic driving was theoretically proposed by Ivan Vybornyi et al. to over-
come this obstacle, which allows the computational complexity to remain constant with the increase of ion
numbers. In this paper, we provide a detailed statistical analysis of this method and prove its robustness to
several imperfect experimental conditions using Floquet theory. We then experimentally verify its good perfor-
mance on a linear segmented surface-electrode ion trap platform for the first time. This method is proven to
be effective from near the motional ground state to a few mean phonon numbers. Our theoretical analysis and
experimental verification demonstrate that the scheme can accurately and efficiently measure the temperature in
ion crystals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Surface ion traps are important development direction for
scalable trapped-ion quantum computers [1–3]. Due to the
serious heating problem of surface traps, it is essential to de-
velop thermometry methods characterized by straightforward
experimental configuration, fast measurement speed, applica-
bility in multi-ion scenarios, minimal computational resource
consumption, and an extensive measurement range. Such
methods will enable precise evaluations of cooling schemes
and heating rates for these platforms.

From the perspective of parameter estimation, thermomet-
ric approaches near the motional ground state are catego-
rized into two types: single-parameter and multi-parameter
estimation schemes. Single-parameter estimation assumes a
thermal distribution of phonons, requiring only the estima-
tion of the average phonon number. Techniques in this cat-
egory include fitting the time evolution of a red or blue side-
band process [4], blue-to-red sideband ratio [5], coupling via
a bichromatic laser field in a transverse mode [6], and rapid
adiabatic passage (RAP) techniques [7]. By contrast, multi-
parameter estimation involves measuring the population of
each Fock state within the phonon space, with methods such
as red-sideband adiabatic evolution [8], singular value de-
composition (SVD) frequency-domain analysis [9], compos-
ite pulses [10], and time-average measurement of multi-order
sideband processes [11].

Commonly utilized techniques based on the evolution of
red or blue sidebands in experiments face a serious challenge,
i.e. exponential computational bottlenecks when dealing with
a large number of ions. The red and blue sideband ratio tech-
nique becomes biased at high phonon numbers, rendering it
unsuitable for high temperatures and necessitating modifica-
tions. Additionally, the RAP method, which maps phonon ex-
citations to qubit excitations, is slow and thus unsuitable for
surface trap platforms with high heating rates.
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The bichromatic driving scheme, recently introduced in
Ref. [12], has the potential to overcome the computational
exponential bottleneck. However, the analytical results are
based on the first-order Lamb-Dicke approximation. In this
paper, we extend the analytical expression for the excited state
population to higher temperatures, based on their work. We
find that the results in Ref. [12] remain accurate for estimat-
ing a higher mean phonon number. We further analyze the
statistical characteristics of this method, and give an estima-
tor that utilizes information from all qubits. Additionally, we
explore solutions in the strong coupling regime using Floquet
theory. We then experimentally validate the scheme on a lin-
ear segmented surface-electrode ion trap platform [13, 14].
We measure the cooling limits and heating rates of the cen-
ter of mass (COM) mode using blue-sideband evolution, red-
sideband evolution, and bichromatic driving methods. We
also measure the cooling limit of the breathing mode. By
comparing these results, we demonstrate the accuracy of the
bichromatic driving scheme. Consequently, this method al-
lows for the determination of the temperature of a motional
mode in multi-ion systems without significant computational
resources. Despite its advantages, the method has limitations,
which we will discuss at the end of the paper.

The structure of this paper is as follows: Sec. II.A presents
the model of bichromatic driving. Sec. II.B discusses the sta-
tistical analysis. Sec. III gives the details of our experimental
procedure and provides a comprehensive description of the
numerical processing involved. We conclude and provide fu-
ture perspectives in Sec. IV.

II. THEORY OF BICHROMATIC DRIVING
THERMOMETRY

II.A. Model

We consider a quantum composite system described by two
Hilbert subspaces: the qubit subspace and the harmonic oscil-
lator (phonon) subspace. For trapped ions we consider here,
these subspaces can be coupled using a sideband laser. Our
ability is limited to detecting the qubit state population, rather
than performing direct projective measurement on the phonon

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

15
18

2v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
1 

Ju
l 2

02
4

mailto:weiwu@nudt.edu.cn
mailto:xieyi2015@nudt.edu.cn
mailto:cwwu@nudt.edu.cn


2

subspace. Consequently, the information from the harmonic
oscillator must be transferred into the qubit subspace through
a positive-operator valued measurement (POVM). We will
first concentrate on the state of the harmonic oscillator.

Assuming that the phonon has a thermal population charac-
terized by a single free parameter, the average phonon number
n̄,

P th
n (n̄) =

n̄n

(n̄+ 1)
n+1 , (1)

and we can estimate its value directly by a certain technique
which is a projection valued measurement (PVM). The quan-
tum Fisher information (QFI) of n̄ is [7]

FQ (n̄) =
n̄
√

1
n̄ + 1

2
ln2

(
1

n̄
+ 1

)
. (2)

QFI can be derived by optimizing the set of measurements
for classical Fisher information (CFI), with the maximum CFI
equating to QFI, i.e. FC ≤ FQ. Consequently, a measure-
ment scheme can be evaluated based on how closely its CFI
approaches the QFI.

The model under consideration involves a red-detuned laser
and a blue-detuned laser of the same equivalent strength
and absolute detuning, which couple the qubits to a specific
phonon mode. The Hamiltonian for our model is described by

H =
∑
i

hi = −
∑
i

δi |e⟩ii ⟨e|

+
Ω

2
(|e⟩ii ⟨g|+ |g⟩ii ⟨e|)

[
Âi(e

−i∆it + ei∆it)+

M̂ie
−i(ν−∆i)t + M̂†

i e
i(ν−∆i)t

]
, (3)

where the frequency inhomogeneity of ions δi is caused
by inhomogeneous magnetic field and i is the index of
the ion, ν is the phonon angular frequency, ∆ is the laser
detuning to the carrier resonant frequency, Ω is the cou-
pling strength between a qubit and the phonon, |g⟩ and
|e⟩ denote the qubit’s ground and excited states. We
use â to denote the phonon annihilation operator and |n⟩
to denote the phonon number state. The operators Âi,

and M̂i are defined as Âi ≡
∑

n e
− η2

i
2 L0

n(η
2
i ) |n⟩ ⟨n| and

M̂ ≡
√
n+ 1ηie

− η2
i
2 L1

n

(
η2i
)
|n⟩ ⟨n+ 1| , n = 0, 1, 2, 3, · · · ,

where ηi is the Lamb-Dicke parameter for a selected vibra-
tional mode on the ith ion, and Lα

n is the generalized Laguerre
polynomial [11, 15]. In weak coupling regime,Âi ≈ I and
M̂i ≈ â.

The Hamiltonian described has several characteristics:
Firstly and most importantly, each hi commutes with the
others, thereby simplifying the computational process sig-
nificantly. This commutation allows for the analysis of
individual qubits and phonon modes, rather than requir-
ing a comprehensive examination of all qubits simultane-
ously. Secondly, under conditions of weak coupling strength,
equal laser detuning to the phonon frequency, and uni-
form Zeeman splitting, the Hamiltonian is represented as
hi = ηiΩ

2 (|g⟩ii ⟨e|+ |e⟩ii ⟨g|) (â + â†), as demonstrated in

Ref. [12]. Thirdly, experimental conditions with strong laser
intensities may lead to significant AC Stark effects, and non-
resonant carrier excitations cannot be disregarded. Addition-
ally, if the Zeeman splitting is not uniform, Floquet theory
becomes necessary to analytically describe the system’s evo-
lution, which will be [16, 17]

U =
∏
i

Ui, (4)

where

Ui = e−iK(tf )e−i(tf−ti)Heff eiK(ti), (5)

Heff = −δi |e⟩ii ⟨e|+
Ω

2
(|e⟩ii ⟨g|+ |g⟩ii ⟨e|) (M̂i + M̂†

i ),

(6)

and

K(t) =
Ω

i2ν
(|e⟩ii ⟨g|+ |g⟩ii ⟨e|) (e

−iνt + eiνt). (7)

From Eq. (7) we can find that, in this situation, if we choose
discrete measuring time points at k 2π

ν , k = 1, 2, 3, · · · , the
evolution is as the same of the weak coupling regime. The
derivation of above evolution can be found in Appendix. A.

We generalize the analytical expression of the excited state
population to a higher temperature, based on the previous
works in weak coupling regime, as

P i
e (n̄, t) =

1

2

[
1− e−η2

iΩ
2t2( 1

2+n̄)
]

− 1

2
η4iΩ

2t2 (n̄+ 1)
[
2− η2iΩ

2t2 (1 + n̄)
]
e−η2

iΩ
2t2( 1

2+n̄).

(8)

The derivation of Eq. (8) is presented in Appendix B. In a
wide range of n̄, Eq. (8) can be reduced to

P i
e (n̄, t) =

1

2

[
1− e−2(ηi

Ω
2 t)

2
(1+2n̄)

]
. (9)

Consequently, the analytical results of Eq. (9) applicable in
the near motional ground state remain valid at higher temper-
atures. Both analytical and numerical verifications confirm
that the expansion maintains sufficient accuracy for n̄ < 20.

II.B. Temperature estimation

In this subsection, we give the statistics analysis of bichro-
matic driving method for estimating n̄ of the ion crystal.

When conducting N measurements, the variance ∆n̄2 is
constrained by the Cramér-Rao bound (CRB)

∆n̄2 ≥ 1

NF (n̄)
. (10)

Therefore, a higher Fisher information value in thermometry
corresponds to increased accuracy.

The QFI of bichromatic thermometry is equivalent to its
CFI due to the vanishing off-diagonal elements of the qubit’s
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reduced density matrix, Peg = Pge = 0. A detailed deriva-
tion can be found in Appendix C. The Fisher Information for
bichromatic driving thermometry is

Fi (n̄, t) =

(
∂n̄P

i
e

)2
P i
e

+

(
∂n̄P

i
g

)2
P i
g

=
16

(
ηi

Ω
2 t
)4

e4(ηi
Ω
2 t)

2
(2n̄+1) − 1

,

(11)

which is a function of n̄ and t. In Fig. 1(a), we show that dif-
ferent n̄ have different optimal measuring time t. Fig. 1(b)
shows a comparison of Fisher information of Eq. (2) and
Eq. (11). The statistical analysis indicates that the variance of
an estimate depends upon the chosen estimator; the optimal
estimator that achieves the CRB is the Maximum Likelihood
Estimator (MLE). However, in practical estimation processes,
MLE is rarely selected due to its complexity. Instead, a sim-
pler expression is often preferred. In this instance, we adopt
Eq. (12) as our estimator,

ˆ̄n = −
ln
(
1− 2P i

e

)
(ηiΩt)

2 − 1

2
. (12)
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FIG. 1: (a)The QFI of bichromatic driving thermometry depends on
both the mean photon number, n̄, and the time, t. (b) A comparison
of the Fisher information as expressed in Eq. (2) and (11). (c) A
comparison of the standard deviation derived from the MLE using
the CRB and the estimator described in Eq. (12). With 400 detec-
tions, the variance of the estimator approaches that of the CRB. (d)
A comparison of standard deviation using MLE with single qubit
(MLE 1-ion), 3 qubits (MLE 3-ions) and Eq. (17), which indicates
that simultaneously using all the state information can significantly
improve measuring accuracy.

We employ the electronic shelving method to detect the
state of qubits [18]. The number of qubits in state |e⟩ with
N detections follows a binomial distribution. As the number
of detections becomes large, the distribution of the population
p of |e⟩ approximates a normal distribution [19],

fN→∞ (p̂) =
1√
2πσs

e
− (p̂−p)2

2σ2
s , (13)

where σs = p(1−p)
N , p̂ is the estimate of |e⟩’s population, and

p is the true value. Using this estimator, the estimate bias is

δn̄ = ⟨ˆ̄n⟩ − n̄ ≈ −
P i
e

(
1− P i

e

)
(2n̄+ 1)

N (1− 2P i
e)

2
ln (1− 2P i

e)
, (14)

and the variance is

∆n̄2 = ⟨
(
ˆ̄n− n̄

)2⟩ ≈ P i
e

(
1− P i

e

)
(2n̄+ 1)

2

N (1− 2P i
e)

2
ln2 (1− 2P i

e)
. (15)

In our experiment, we possess the capability to simultane-
ously read the states of all qubits. Consequently, by utilizing
the states of M qubits rather than a single one, we can obtain
a more accurate estimate. Therefore, the QFI becomes

F (n̄, t) =

2M∑
k=1

(∂n̄Pk)
2

Pk
;Pk =

M∏
i=1

P i
l (n̄, t) , l = |e⟩ , |g⟩ .

(16)

We employ the estimator as the following type:

Ên̄ = argmin
n̄

M∑
i=1

(ˆ̄ni − n̄)2

∆n̄i
2 . (17)

In Figs. 1 (c) and (d), we present a comparison of the standard
deviations using MLE and Eq. (12) /Eq. (17). The results in-
dicate that using the state information from all qubits simulta-
neously can significantly enhance measurement accuracy.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

To verify the accuracy of bichromatic driving thermome-
try, we measured the cooling limit and heating rate in our lin-
ear segmented surface-electrode ion trap platform using three
methods: blue-sideband evolution fitting, red-sideband evo-
lution fitting, and bichromatic driving thermometry. The re-
sults indicate that the red- and blue-sideband evolution fitting
methods can achieve high accuracy due to the large volume of
measurement data they employ. We point that these methods
have sufficient accuracy to serve as benchmarks for evaluating
the new bichromatic driving thermometry.

We placed a surface-electrode ion trap in a vacuum cham-
ber to confine 40Ca+ ions. Fig. 2 illustrates the laser setup in
our platform. Lasers at 423 nm and 732 nm are used for ion-
izing the atoms, while lasers at 854 nm, 866 nm, and 397 nm
are employed for state initialization. The 397 nm laser is also
used for electronic shelving detection of the qubit state, and
the 729 nm laser couples the axial phonon mode and qubits,
encoding the temperature information of a phonon mode into
the qubit. Due to the uncertainty of the heating rate of the
surface-electrode ion trap, we actively introduced noise into
the system to simulate heating [20]. An EMCCD camera is
used to collect fluorescence from individual ions simultane-
ously during the electronic shelving detection process.

Furthermore, we provide a comparison of three meth-
ods in Fig. 3. When using bichromatic, red-sideband, or
blue-sideband excitation for thermometry, as previously men-
tioned, their quantum Fisher information is a function of n̄ and
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FIG. 2: Schematic diagram of the experimental platform.

evolution time t. Fig. 3 shows the standard deviation changes
with temperature at their respective optimal time points. This
result indicates that estimating temperature by measuring at
an optimal time point theoretically yields the highest accu-
racy. In the experiment, we adjusted the specific measurement
process according to the characteristics of different schemes.
For red or blue sideband thermometry, we typically fit the
evolution of the qubit (which has m data points) to esti-
mate n̄ rather than using a single time point, in which case
ˆ̄n = argmin

n̄

∑m
i=1

(n̄−n̄i)
2

σ2
i

. However, for bichromatic driv-
ing thermometry, we continue to use a single time point.

n ̄
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�
N

Δ
n̄ n̄

100.3

100.4

100.5

100.6

100.7

Blue-sideband fitting
Red-sideband fitting
Bichromatic method

FIG. 3: Minimum standard deviations bounded by the Cramér-Rao
Bound (CRB) of blue-sideband, red-sideband, and bichromatic
driving thermometry vary with n̄ when considering the temperature
measurement of a single ion at the optimal time point.

We initially measure the heating rate of the center-of-
mass (COM) phonon mode using both red-sideband and blue-
sideband thermometry. Specifically, we monitor the evolution
of the qubit excitation during a blue-sideband process. The
evolution time ranges from 0 to 200µs, in intervals of 2µs.
The subsequent step involves data processing.

This is an optimization problem aiming at determining the

value of n̄ that best fits the evolution of the sideband process.
The loss function we employ is:

loss (n̄) =

M∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

[
P i (n̄, tj)− xi,j

]2
σ2
i,j

, (18)

where M is the number of ions, j is the index of discrete de-
tection time, P is the population of qubit excitation calculated
numerically, x comes from the experimental data and σ2 is the
variance of x, and ˆ̄n = argmin

n̄
loss(n̄). In Eq. (18), the state

of all qubits is considered when fitting n̄, allowing us to fully
utilize the state data obtained from EMCCD readings. The
variance of this estimator is derived from the theory of error
estimation in non-linear least squares data analysis [21],

∆n̄2 ≈

M,m∑
i,j=1

(
Ai,j

σi,j

)2
−1

loss (n̄)

Mm− 1
F (1,Mm− 1; 1− β) ,

(19)

where

Ai,j =
∂P i (n̄, tj)

∂n̄
=

∂P⃗thermal(n̄)

∂n̄
.P⃗ i(tj),

P⃗thermal(n̄) =
[
P th
0 (n̄), P th

1 (n̄), P th
2 (n̄), · · ·

]
,

P⃗ i(tj) =
[
pi0(tj), p

i
1(tj), p

i
2(tj), · · ·

]
,

σ2
i,j is the variance of the experiment data of the ith ion at

jth time point, F (1,Mm− 1) is the statistical F distribution
and β = 0.317; pin(tj) in the last vector is the population of
|e⟩i|n⟩ at time tj . We compute the partial derivative using
Zygote [22] automatic differentiation package in Julia [23].
And we use Optimal [24] package to search the minimum
and minimizers of the loss function. The results are plotted
using CairoMakie [25] package.

To improve the accuracy of the estimation, it is essen-
tial to emphasize one particular issue. Prior to performing
the sideband process, we must experimentally measure the
Rabi frequency of the coupling (Ω) and the phonon mode fre-
quency (ν) of interest. Due to the AC Stark shift induced
by non-resonant carrier excitation, the first-order sideband
frequency does not equal the mode frequency, necessitating
knowledge of the sideband laser detuning (∆). The evolution
is calculated using the Hamiltonian νââ† − ∆

∑
i |e⟩ii ⟨e| +∑

i
Ω
2

(
|e⟩ii ⟨g| eiηi(â+â†) + h.c.

)
. With these parameters,

we can generate a file containing the evolution of the ex-
cited state population, sweeping the initial state from |g⟩ |0⟩
to |g⟩ |n⟩. This numerical data allows us to fit the evolution
and determine n̄.

When using bichromatic thermometry, we conduct 2000 re-
peated detections at an optimal time point, rather than fitting
the evolution as done in sideband processes. In our exper-
iment, the initial temperature is unknown prior to measure-
ment, thus preventing us from specifying an accurate detec-
tion time point. By substituting Eq. (9) into Eq. (11), we de-
rive the following equation:

Fi

(
P i
e , n̄

)
=

4

(2n̄+ 1)2
ln2

(
1− 2P i

e

)
(1− 2P i

e)
−2 − 1

. (20)
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FIG. 4: Subfigures (a), (b), and (c) respectively present the experi-
mental data for the heating rate, including error bars, and the corre-
sponding fitting lines obtained through blue-sideband, red-sideband,
and bichromatic driving thermometries. In (d), the black line repre-
sents the theoretical bound of the change in ∆n̄ relative to n̄, while
the blue dots indicate the experimental data for ∆n̄.

From this equation, we observe that the maximum point of
F at different values of n̄ corresponds to the same Pe. It is
straightforward to calculate that Pe ≈ 0.274618. For exper-
imental convenience, we initially perform an evolution time
scan, repeating the measurement 100 times at each point. We
then identify the time point where the population of the ex-
cited state is approximately 0.27. This time is chosen as the
optimal time point, at which we repeat the measurement 2000
times to estimate n̄.

In Fig. 4, we present the results of our experiments.
The heating rates obtained using three different thermom-
etry methods are as follows: blue-sideband thermome-
try yielded 0.072(3)/µs, red-sideband thermometry yielded
0.075(3)/µs, and bichromatic driving thermometry yielded
0.073(3)/µs. The close agreement among these heating rates
corroborates the accuracy of each method. The error bars in
our experiments align with the predictions shown in Fig. 3, in-
dicating that the variances for red-sideband and blue-sideband
thermometry are similar, and the variance for bichromatic
driving thermometry is also minimal. Another significant
finding, depicted in Fig. 4(d), is that the standard deviation
of the experimental data for bichromatic driving thermometry
nearly reaches the CRB of the theoretical prediction. Thus,

we have validated the accuracy of bichromatic driving ther-
mometry both theoretically and experimentally.

We also tested bichromatic driving thermometry in the axial
breathing mode. The cooling limit measured by blue-sideband
thermometry is 0.59 with a standard deviation of 0.03. In con-
trast, using bichromatic driving thermometry, we obtained a
cooling limit of 0.47 with a variance of 0.03. Therefore, this
thermometry method remains effective for measuring non-
COM modes.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we extend the thermometry measurement
regime discussed in Ref. [12] to n̄ < 20, demonstrating that
the evolution expression for the excited state population re-
mains valid. We then present a detailed statistical analysis of
this bichromatic driving thermometry. The accuracy of our
method is verified by comparing it with data from three dif-
ferent thermometric approaches. In our experiments, we use
an EMCCD to detect the state of individual qubits, allowing
us to fit or calculate n̄ using data from all qubits. The exper-
imental results show that the accuracy of bichromatic driving
thermometry approaches the theoretical CRB. We also eval-
uate its applicability in non-COM motional modes, conclud-
ing that this method is computationally efficient, user-friendly,
and accurate.

Although all three methods are applicable and accurate on a
small scale, the red- or blue-sideband method will encounter
an exponential bottleneck problem when the scale becomes
larger, while the bichromatic driving method will not. This
will be the focus of our future work.

However, we also identified some limitations of bichro-
matic driving thermometry during our experiments. In Eq. (9),
the parameters Ω, t, and n̄ are multiplicatively related, neces-
sitating precise measurement of Ω and accurate control of t.
Some anomalies, such as delays in RF circuits, may go unde-
tected if only single time-point measurements are considered.
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Appendix A: VAN VLECK EXPANSIONS

Given a time-periodic driving system with multiple fre-
quencies, all sharing a common divisor ω, a Fourier transform
can be applied. The Fourier coefficient for each component is:

Hn =
ω

2π

∫ 2π
ω

0

dteinωtH(t), (A1)

where H(t) is the time periodic Hamiltonian. The evolution
of this system can be decomposed into a van Vleck degenerate
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perturbation form,

Ui = e−iK(tf )e−i(tf−to)Heff eiK(to), (A2)

where

Heff =

∞∑
n=0

H(n),

H(0) = H0,

H(1) =
∑
m ̸=0

[H−m, Hm]

2mω
,

H(2) =
∑
m ̸=0

[[H−m, H0], Hm]

2m2ω2
,

+
∑
m ̸=0

∑
n ̸=0,m

[[H−m, Hm−n], Hn]

3mnω2
, (A3)

and

K(t) =

∞∑
n=0

K(n)(t),

K(1) = i
∑
m̸=0

Hm

mω
eimωt,

K(2) = −i
∑
m ̸=0

∑
n ̸=0,m

[Hn, Hm−n]

2mnω2
e−imωt,

− i
∑
m̸=0

[Hm, H0]

m2ω2
e−imωt. (A4)

When the coupling is weak, the Zeeman splitting is homo-
geneous, and the laser detuning matches the selected phonon
mode frequency, the Hamiltonian of a single qubit interacting
with the phonon mode can be described as follows:

Hi = δi |e⟩ii ⟨e|+
Ω

2
(|e⟩ii ⟨g|+ |g⟩ii ⟨e|)

[
I(e−i∆it + ei∆it)

+ M̂i + M̂†
i

]
. (A5)

We can easily get Eq. (5), Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) by substituting
Eq. (A5) into van Vleck expansion.

Appendix B: DERIVATION OF EXCITED STATE
POPULATION

We give the derivation process in this appendix. We show
an easy case first. Considering that a Hamiltonian of a single
ion is hi = ηiΩ

2 (|g⟩ii ⟨e|+ |e⟩ii ⟨g|) (â + â†), the evolution
of the system is

e−i[ ηiΩ2 (|e⟩ii⟨g|+|g⟩ii⟨e|)(â+â†)]t|g⟩ii⟨g|

⊗

[∑
n

pn|n⟩⟨n|

]
ei[

ηiΩ

2 (|e⟩ii⟨g|+|g⟩ii⟨e|)(â+â†)]t

=
∑
n

pne
−i

ηiΩ

2 (|e⟩ii⟨g|+|g⟩ii⟨e|)(â+â†)t|g⟩i|n⟩

⟨n|i⟨g|ei
ηiΩ

2 (|e⟩ii⟨g|+|g⟩ii⟨e|)(â+â†)t. (B1)

The first key step of the derivation is to represent the qubit
state in the eigenbasis of (|g⟩ii ⟨e|+ |e⟩ii ⟨g|), such that

e−i
ηiΩ

2 (|e⟩ii⟨g|+|g⟩ii⟨e|)(â+â†)t|g⟩i|n⟩

=
1√
2
|+⟩ie

iηiΩt

2 (â+â†)|n⟩ − 1√
2
|−⟩ie

−iηiΩt

2 (â+â†)|n⟩.

(B2)

Then, we have

P i
e(n̄, t) =

1

2

[
1−

∑
n

n̄n

(n̄+ 1)n+1
⟨n|

eiηiΩt(â+â†) + e−iηiΩt(â+â†)

2
|n⟩

]
. (B3)

Using Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff (BCH) formula, we get

⟨n|eiηiΩt(â+â†)|n⟩ = ⟨n|e−α′aeαa
†
e

|α|2
2 |n⟩

= e
|α|2
2

[
1 +

α2

(1!)2
(n+ 1)+

α4

(2!)2
(n+ 1)(n+ 2) + · · ·

]
, (B4)

where α = iηiΩt. After this, we get

P i
e(n̄, t) =

∑
n=0

pn

(
1 +

α2

(1!)2
(n+ 1)+

α4

(2!)4
(n+ 1)(n+ 2) + · · ·

)
,

(B5)

where pn =
(

n
n̄+1

)
p0, p0 = 1

n̄+1 . The summation opera-
tions in Eq. (B4) can be done with the following transforma-
tion: ∑

n=0

pn(n+ 1) =
1

n̄+ 1

∑
n=0

(n+ 1)

(
n̄

n̄+ 1

)n

=
1

n̄+ 1

∂

∂k

∑
n=0

kn+1 =
1

n̄+ 1

∂

∂k

(
1

1− k

)
,

∑
n=0

pn(n+ 1)(n+ 2) =
1

n̄+ 1

∂2

∂k2

(
1

1− k

)
,

∑
n=0

pn(n+ 1)(n+ 2)(n+ 3) =
1

n̄+ 1

∂3

∂k3

(
1

1− k

)
,

(B6)

where k = n̄
n̄+1 . According to Eq. (B6), we have

⟨n|e−α′aeαa
†
|n⟩ =1 +

α2

(1!)2
1

n̄+ 1

∂

∂k

(
1

1− k

)
+

α4

(2!)2
1

n̄+ 1

∂2

∂k2

(
1

1− k

)
+ · · · ,
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1

n̄+ 1

∂m

∂km

(
1

1− k

)
= m!(1 + n̄)m. (B7)

Finally, after a few easy derivations, we obtain the expres-
sion of P i

e(n̄, t) whose initial phonon thermal state is in near
ground motional state,

P i
e(n̄, t) =

1

2

[
1− e−2(ηi

Ω
2 t)

2
(2n̄+1)

]
. (B8)

When measuring temperatures slightly above the ground state,
it is essential to consider higher-order terms in the expo-
nential expansion rather than just the first order. Assum-
ing weak coupling and that the laser resonates with the
first-order sideband, the Hamiltonian is given by hi =
ηiΩ
2 (|g⟩ii ⟨e|+ |e⟩ii ⟨g|) (M̂i + M̂†

i ). Then,

P i
e(n̄, t) =

1

2

[
1−

∑
n

n̄n

(n̄+ 1)n+1
⟨n|

eiΩt(M̂i+M̂†
i ) + e−iΩt(M̂i+M̂†

i )

2
|n⟩

]
. (B9)

It is easy to verify that M̂†
i , [M̂i, M̂

†
i ]] = [M̂i, [M̂i, M̂

†
i ]] = 0.

So we can still use BCH formula as before. The specific pro-
cess is omitted here. The key step to obtain the analytical
expression is to find a suitable approximation of elements of
operator M̂i(M̂

†
i ). After trying assisted by numerical calcula-

tion, we choose

M̂i[n, n+ 1] = M̂†
i [n+ 1, n] ≈ f(n)

= ηi
√
n+ 1− η3i

2

n(n+ 1)√
n+ 1

. (B10)

The rest of the derivations are similar to the previous ones.
We finally get expression Eq. (8). Thus we can conclude by
our analytical derivation that the accuracy of Eq. (9) is still
enough for a higher temperature.

Appendix C: CFI=QFI

According to the characteristic of trace and eÂB̂e−Â =

B̂ + [Â, B̂] + 1
2! [Â, [Â, B̂]], we can easily get

P i
eg + P i

ge = Tr
[
(|g⟩ii ⟨g| ⊗ ρth)e

i
ηiΩ

2 (|g⟩ii⟨e|+|e⟩ii⟨g|)(â+â†)t

(|e⟩ii ⟨g|+ |g⟩ii ⟨e|)e
−i

ηiΩ

2 (|g⟩ii⟨e|+|e⟩ii⟨g|)(â+â†)t
]
= 0.

(C1)

Combine the results of Eq. (B4), we can get

P i
eg − P i

ge = iTr
[
(|g⟩ii ⟨g| ⊗ ρth)e

i
ηiΩ

2 (|g⟩ii⟨e|+|e⟩ii⟨g|)(â+â†)t

(i |e⟩ii ⟨g| − i |g⟩ii ⟨e|)e
−i

ηiΩ

2 (|g⟩ii⟨e|+|e⟩ii⟨g|)(â+â†)t
]

= Tr

[
ρth

i

2

(
ei

ηiΩ

2 (â+â†)t − e−i
ηiΩ

2 (â+â†)t
)]

= 0.

(C2)

Thus, P i
eg = P i

ge = 0, and the reduced density matrix of the
qubit only has the diagonal elements, in which case the QFI
[26] is FQ = ∂n̄ρ11

ρ11
+ ∂n̄ρ22

ρ22
= FC .
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