arXiv:2205.07468v1 [quant-ph] 16 May 2022

Harnessing the center-of-mass excitations in quantum metrology

Karol Gietka^∗ Quantum Systems Unit, Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology Graduate University, Onna, Okinawa 904-0495, Japan (Dated: May 17, 2022)

In quantum metrology, one typically creates correlations among atoms or photons to enhance measurement precision. Here, we show how one can use other excitations to perform quantumenhanced measurements on the example of center-of-mass excitations of a spin-orbit coupled Bose- Einstein condensate and a Coulomb crystal. We also present a method to simulate a homodyne detection of center-of-mass excitations in these systems, which is required for optimal estimation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum metrology relies on exploiting non-classical correlations between system constituents to overcome the standard quantum limit of precision when estimating an unknown parameter [1, 2]. In typical situations, these correlations are being created among atoms [3] or photons [4, 5] which are subsequently used to imprint the information about the unknown parameter. Then, the final state of the system is measured, and the resulting measurement outcomes are used to estimate the parameter. Unfortunately, in some cases, obtaining a suitable correlated state of atoms or photons might be challenging, hindering the possibility of performing quantum-enhanced measurements. However, atoms and photons do not exhaust the set of possible excitations among which the correlations could be generated and potentially used [6– 10].

Let us, for example, consider a single atom in a harmonic trap for which it seems impossible to create quantum correlations for metrological purposes. Nevertheless, if the harmonic trap has a very high frequency, the wavefunction of the atom will be very localized, which means that the center-of-mass excitations must be correlated (squeezed). Such squeezing is known to enhance the precision of measurement in the context of photons [11]; unfortunately, most of the forces that one would want to measure do not couple to the center-of-mass motion (except gravity), but to the atomic internal degrees of freedom, thus such correlations might seem indeed metrologically useless.

To overcome this apparent limitation, one could couple the center-of-mass motion of an atom with its internal degree of freedom (for example, via spin-orbit coupling) and potentially transfer the information from an atom whose internal structure is affected by some force to the centerof-mass motion and subsequently measure the position or momentum distribution to estimate the unknown parameter. Then the precision of such estimation should scale with the number of center-of-mass excitations which for a very squeezed state might be very large even for a single atom. A similar approach is typically exploited in lightmatter systems. There, some force affects an ensemble

∗ Corresponding author: karol.gietka@oist.jp

of atoms, and due to the light-matter interactions, the state of the light is also affected by that force [12–14]. Performing then quadrature measurements on the light usually allows one to estimate the strength of the force. In this case, the precision scales typically with the number of field excitations (photons).

In this manuscript, on the example of center-of-mass excitations, we show how one can harness less obvious excitations in quantum-enhanced measurements in analogy to light-matter systems. To this end, we consider an adiabatic protocol involving a spin-orbit coupled Bose- Einstein condensate and a (sudden) quench protocol involving a Coulomb crystal. We also show how one can simulate a homodyne detection of center-of-mass excitations in these systems which is required for optimal estimation.

II. ADIABATIC PROTOCOL WITH A SPIN-ORBIT COUPLED BOSE-EINSTEIN CONDENSATE

A spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate is a system in which atoms are coupled to different momenta depending on their spin state. Although it is well understood [15] and has been realized experimentally [16, 17], its metrological potential remains unexplored. In the simplest possible case of a two-mode non-interacting condensate, the behavior of each atom can be described by the following single-particle Hamiltonian (we set ℏ = 1 throughout the entire manuscript)

Ĥ = (p̂ + kσ̂^z)^2 2m + mω^2x̂^2 2 + Ω 2 σ̂_x (1)

where x̂ and p̂ ≡ −i∂_x are position and momentum operators of an atom, ω is the frequency of the harmonic trap, m is the atomic mass, Ω is the atomic frequency, σ̂_i are the standard Pauli matrices, and k is the spin-orbit interaction strength. Depending on the strength of the coupling between the two modes of the condensate Ω, one can distinguish two phases. The single minimum phase is characterized by Ω > 2k^2/m, and a double minimum phase (stripe phase) is characterized by Ω < 2k^2/m.

For the sake of comparison with light-matter systems, we can now rotate Hamiltonian (1) and rewrite it in the form of a quantum Rabi model using the annihilation and creation operators of the harmonic oscillator

Ĥ = ωâ^†â + Ω 2 σ̂_z + k √ ω 2m (â + â^†)σ̂_x. (2)

In other words, a non-interacting spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate of N atoms trapped in a harmonic potential is equivalent to N indistinguishable copies of a quantum Rabi model with critical coupling strength k_c = √ Ωm/2. The latter has been extensively studied in the context of light-matter interactions [18, 19] and (critical) quantum metrology [20–23].

Let us now discuss an equilibrium protocol which relies on adiabatic preparation of the ground state of the system in the single minimum phase [20]. For the sake of brevity, we assume now that Ω is an unknown parameter, and we can control all other parameters to an arbitrary extent. In order to find the ground state (in a suitable form), we can apply the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation [24]

Û = exp ( i k k_c √ ω 2 √ Ω (â + â^†)σ̂_y ) , (3)

and for 1 − k^2/k^2_c ≫ (ω/Ω)^{2/3} rewrite the Hamiltonian as (see Appendix A for details)

Ĥ ≈ ωâ^†â + Ω 2 σ̂_z + k^2 ω 2mΩ (â + â^†)^2σ̂_z . (4)

whose ground state is a squeezed vacuum coupled to the spin down state |ψ⟩ = Ŝ(ξ)|0⟩ ⊗ | ↓ ⟩ with Ŝ(ξ) ≡ exp{(ξ/2)(â^†)^2 − (ξ^∗/2)â^2} being the squeeze operator with ξ = −^1_4 ln{1 − (k/k_c)^2}. We can now use this ground state to calculate the quantum Fisher information I_Ω = ⟨∂_Ωψ|∂_Ωψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|∂_Ωψ⟩^2 which is related to the sensitivity of estimating an unknown parameter through the Cramér-Rao bound Δ^2Ω ≥ 1/NI_Ω [25] with N being the number of system’s copies. The quantum Fisher information becomes

I_Ω = 1 8Ω^2 ( 1 −^{k2}_{k2c}

)_2 k^4 k^4_c

. (5)

Since the ground state is a squeezed vacuum state, which is entirely characterized by the width of the distribution (a consequence of Gaussianity), the measurement that leads to such Fisher information is the measurement of the second moment of position (or momentum) [26, 27]. The above expression tells us, in fact, how distinguishable neighboring ground states (as a function of k) are [28]. In order to make a metrological sense out of this expression, we now assume that the coupling was adiabatically changed from k = 0 to k = k_f < k_c which took time [20] T_{kf} ≈ ( 2γω √ 1 − k^2_f /k^2_c )_{−1} where γ ≪ 1. Here we see the effect of critical slowing down; increasing k towards k_c closes the energy gap which means that preparation time also has to increase. Plugging this time into the expression for the quantum Fisher information yields

I_Ω = 8 ω^2 Ω^2 γ^2⟨n̂⟩^2T^2_{kf} , (6)

where ⟨n̂⟩ = sinh^2 ξ ≈ ( 4 √ 1 − k^2_f /k^2_c )_{−1} is the average number of center-of-mass excitations [29]. Thus, the Cramér-Rao bound becomes

Δ^2Ω ≥ ( 8N ω^2 Ω^2 γ^2⟨n̂⟩^2T^2_{kf} )_{−1} (7) and exhibits a Heisenberg scaling with respect to the center-of-mass excitations (similar scalings can be shown for other parameters of the system).

The above expression for the quantum Fisher information (and Cramér-Rao bound) is valid as long as 1 − k^2/k^2_c ≫ (ω/Ω)^{2/3}; in order to check what happens once this condition is no longer satisfied, we have to perform numerical calculations. These are presented in Fig. 1 where we calculate the number of excitations, quantum Fisher information, and the normalized energy gap Δ_ϵ/ω as a function of 1 − k^2/k^2_c for a fixed ω/Ω using the Hamiltonian (1) (see also Appendix A). As can be seen in Fig. 1, once the condition 1 − k^2/k^2_c ≫ (ω/Ω)^{2/3} is no longer satisfied, the state does not change anymore and the number of excitations (Fig. 1a), quantum Fisher information (Fig. 1b), and the energy gap (Fig. 1c) does not alter.

The above results prove that adiabatic preparation of the ground-state of a spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate can, in principle, lead to sensitivities exhibiting Heisenberg scaling with the number of center-of-mass excitations without exploiting any correlations between the atoms. In practice, however, overcoming the standard quantum limit with an adiabatic approach might be substantially limited due to the critical slowing down effect. This is caused by the fact that during adiabatic dynamics, the (squeezed) excitations are created very slowly—and thus ineffectively—as we are closing the energy gap while increasing k towards k_c. In order to remove the problem of critical slowing down, one can perform a fast quench beyond the transition point k_c to increase the rate at which the excitations are being created and thus make an advantage out of closing energy gap. Although one can apply the sudden quench protocol to the spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate, in order to show the generality of using center-of-mass excitations, we will now demonstrate this mechanism on the example of a Coulomb crystal.

III. SUDDEN QUENCH PROTOCOL WITH A COULOMB CRYSTAL

A Coulomb crystal [30] is a crystal-like system composed of cold ions which can serve as a quantum simulator. For example, in a recent experiment [31] a Coulomb

FIG. 1. Comparison between the effective model (dashed black line) and Hamiltonian (1) (solid red line) for Ω/ω = 10^6. The vertical dotted line indicates 1 − k^2/k^2_c = (ω/Ω)^{2/3}. (a), (b), and (c) shows the number of excitations, quantum Fisher information, and energy gap, respectively.

crystal in the presence of an external transverse field was used to engineer a simulator of the paradigmatic Dicke Hamiltonian [32]. This was achieved by coupling vibrational modes of the crystal with the spin degree of freedom via a spin-dependent optical dipole force generated by the interference of a pair of lasers. In the presence of an additional transverse field, the system is described by the Dicke Hamiltonian Ĥ = −δâ^†â + BŜ_x − g√ N (â + â^†)Ŝ_z, (8)

where â (â^†) is the annihilation (creation) operator of the center-of-mass excitation and Ŝ_i are the collective spin operators. In the above Hamiltonian δ ≡ ω_R − ω is detuning between the laser frequency ω_R and the centerof-mass mode frequency ω, g is the homogeneous coupling between each ion and the center-of-mass mode, and B is the strength of the applied transverse field. Depending on the transverse field strength, one can distinguish two phases. The paramagnetic (normal) phase for B > g^2/|δ| ≡ B_c and the ferromagnetic (superradiant) phase for B < B_c.

Dynamic metrological protocol relies on performing a sudden quench from the single minimum (normal) phase to the double minimum (superradiant) phase and [33] exploits the dynamics of an inverted harmonic oscillator [34]. This provides an exponential speed up with respect to the adiabatic protocol [35]. In the following, we treat δ as the unknown parameter and change B to perform a quench between the two phases. In order to see the effect of an inverted harmonic oscillator, we first apply the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

Û = exp ( i B_c B δ g √ N (â + â^†)Ŝ_y ) , (9)

to the Hamiltonian (8) and rewrite it with the help of quadrature operators (see Appendix B) Ĥ = δ 2 P̂^2 + δ 2 ( 1 − B_c B ) X̂^2. (10)

The above Hamiltonian describes a harmonic oscillator with a tunable frequency which can become negative. It gives an accurate ground state description only in the paramagnetic phase (B > B_c), as for B < B_c the ground state does not exist. Nevertheless, this Hamiltonian can be still used to describe quenches from paramagnetic to the ferromagnetic phase until a certain number of centerof-mass excitations is reached (n_{max} ∝ NB/δ), and we assume now that this number is not exceeded (see Appendix B).

In order to calculate the quantum Fisher information, we assume that the system is quenched from the ground state at B ≫ B_c, where the center-of-mass excitations are decoupled from the spin, to some B_f < B_c. Unfortunately, apart from dependence on hyperbolic functions (see Appendix C) which reflects the fact that inverted harmonic oscillator dynamics stimulates squeezing, the full expression for quantum Fisher information is complicated and one does not clearly see its advantage. For a special case of B_f = B_c/2, one can show that the quantum Fisher information is equal to

I_δ =

B^2_c 2δ^2B^2_f sinh^4 δt = 2 δ^2

⟨n̂⟩^2, (11)

where ⟨n̂⟩ = sinh^2 δt is the instantaneous number of center-of-mass excitations.

In order to inspect what happens once the inverted harmonic oscillator dynamics is no longer valid, we have to resort to numerical calculations. These are presented in Fig. 2, where we can see ⟨X̂^2⟩, ⟨n̂⟩^2, and I_δ as a function of time after the quench. As can be seen in Fig. 2(b), once the number of excitations does not grow exponentially, the same happens with the quantum Fisher information [Fig. 2(c)] and squeezing [Fig. 2(a)].

FIG. 2. Comparison between the effective model (10) (dashed-black line) and the Hamiltonian (8) (solid red line) for B_f = Bc/2. (a), (b), and (c) shows ⟨X̂^2⟩, number of excitations, and normalized quantum Fisher information, respectively. For the numerical calculations, we have set N = 1, B = Bc/2, g/δ = 80, and B/δ = 3200.

In the case of a quench protocol, the final state is Gaussian, and the optimal measurement that can lead to saturation of the Cramér-Rao bound is also a homodyne detection but at an angle that is dependent on time and parameters of the system [35]. Therefore, one needs a method to simulate a homodyne detection at an arbitrary angle for the center-of-mass excitations.

IV. SIMULATING HOMODYNE DETECTION

In the case of light-matter systems and Gaussian states of light, it is well known that in order to extract the maximum amount of information from the system one has to perform a homodyne measurement in the optimal direction [36], which can be controlled with the phase of the local oscillator. For a Bose-Einstein condensate and a Coulomb crystal, it seems that one is limited to the quadrature measurement in only two directions, namely x̂ (X̂) and p̂ (P̂ ). In the following, we will explain how an equivalent of a generalized quadrature operator Q̂(θ) = x̂ cos θ + p̂ sin θ (θ is the local oscillator phase) for the center-of-mass excitations could be measured in a spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate and a Coulomb crystal. To this end, let us consider Hamiltonian (1) for k = 0. Such a Hamiltonian describes two subsystems that are decoupled. This means that for k = 0, the dynamics of center-of-mass excitations is governed solely by Ĥ = ωâ^†â. Such a Hamiltonian generates rotations in the quadrature phase space around its origin. Therefore, by performing a sudden quench back to k = 0 after the final state was reached, it is possible to rotate the wavefunction by an arbitrary angle θ in the phase space and perform thus a measurement of Q̂(θ) by measuring either momentum or position distribution.

In the case of a Coulomb crystal [Hamiltonian (8)], decoupling of the collective spin from the center-of-mass motion can be done by turning off the lasers or, alternatively, quenching the magnetic field back to B ≫ B_c after the final state is obtained. Therefore an arbitrary rotation can be performed in the phase space of center-of-mass excitations by exploiting an appropriate parameter quench. Then Q̂(θ) could be measured by inspecting either momentum or position distribution (see Appendix D for a visualization) similarly as in the case of a spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensate.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have shown how to exploit excitations other than photonic or atomic to enhance measurement precision. To this end, we have proposed how to exploit center-of-mass excitations of a Bose-Einstein condensate and a Coulomb crystal. We presented two protocols based on an adiabatic and a sudden quench, originally developed for light-matter systems, that could be used to estimate unknown parameters of the system with sensitivities exhibiting Heisenberg scaling with respect to the center-of-mass excitations. We have also presented how one can simulate the measurement of a generalized quadrature operator, which is required for extracting the maximal amount of information about the unknown parameter from these systems. This could be achieved by decoupling the center-of-mass mode from the spin degree of freedom, waiting until the state aligns with the position or momentum axis, and finally measuring its distribution. Then, as the resulting states are Gaussian, the second moment of position and momentum can serve as the optimal estimator.

In the case of a spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstien condensate, we did not consider any interactions. In general, small spin-spin repulsive interactions will shift the critical spin-orbit coupling strength to a larger value and change the shape of the wavefunction (it will no longer be Gaussian). This, however, should not prevent using center-of-mass excitations in quantum metrology. The major difference will be the necessity to use the entire distribution of position (or momentum) to construct an optimal estimator.

In both cases, for finite temperature systems, where the system occupies incoherently excited states, it can be shown that while the effective Hamiltonian description is valid, the quantum Fisher information increases with growing temperature (see Appendix E) which is caused by the increased number of excitations in a thermal state. Once the effective harmonic oscillator model is not valid anymore, the quantum Fisher information decreases with increasing temperature. In this case, the entire distribution of position (or momentum) is also required for optimal estimation as the state is no longer Gaussian.

The presented protocols could be used in any system that can be mapped to a harmonic oscillator coupled to a (collective) spin; one intriguing example is electrons trapped on the surface of liquid Helium, where the role of the harmonic oscillator is played by Landau levels [37]. We hope that this work will stimulate the search for new metrological protocols (in known and wellunderstood systems) involving various kinds of excitations that might be more robust to decoherence and losses than atoms or photons. In particular, protocols involving spin-orbit coupled fermionic atoms [38] (or a Tonks- Girardeau gas [39–41]) might lead to protocols robust to atom losses and benefiting from both correlated centerof-mass excitations and naturally existing fermionic correlations [42].

VI. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

K.G. is pleased to acknowledge Mohamed Hatifi, Thomás Fogarty, Ayaka Usui, Yongping Zhang, and Thomas Busch for fruitful discussions. Simulations were performed using the open-source QuantumOptics.jl framework in Julia [43]. This work was supported by the Okinawa Institute of Science and Technology Graduate University.

Appendix A: Effective Hamiltonian for the spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate

Here we derive the effective Hamiltonian (4). The Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

Û = exp ( i k k_c √ ω 2 √ Ω (â + â^†)σ̂_y ) , (A1)

is a simultaneous rotation of the spin by an angle ϕ =^k_{kc}^{√ω√}_Ω ( â^† + â ) and displacement of the harmonic oscillator by

α = i^k_{kc}^{√ω}_2^√_Ω σ̂_y. Applying this transformation to the Hamiltonian (2) yields

Ĥ = ω (â^† − α) (â + α) + Ω 2 (cos ϕσ̂_z − sin ϕσ̂_x) + k √ ω 2m ( â + â^† ) (cos ϕσ̂_x + sin ϕσ̂_z ) . (A2)

Assuming ω/Ω → 0, we obtain Hamiltonian (4)

Ĥ ≈ ωâ^†â + Ω 2 σ̂_z + k^2 ω 2mΩ (â + â^†)^2σ̂_z . (A3)

By projecting the above Hamiltonian onto the spin down sector we finally get

Ĥ = ωâ^†â − k^2 ω 2mΩ (â + â^†)^2, (A4)

which can be rewritten using the position and momentum operators in the form of a harmonic oscillator with a tunable frequency.

Ĥ = p^2 2m + mω^2 2 ( 1 − k^2 k^2_c ) x̂^2. (A5)

We now expect that there exists a weaker condition than ω/Ω → 0 that relates ω/Ω and k/k_c such that the effective description is still valid. In order to find this condition and check the limits of applicability of the effective Hamiltonian we now compute its ground state as a function of 1−k^2/k^2_c and Ω/ω and compare with the ground state of the original Hamiltonian. We choose to compare the second moments of x̂ and p̂ as they characterize a Gaussian state centered at the origin of the phase space. The results of the simulations are presented in Fig. 3 where we also indicate the 1 − k^2/k^2_c = (ω/Ω)^{2/3} condition with a dashed-black line. Similar calculations can be performed for the Coloumb crystal.

FIG. 3. Comparison between the Hamiltonian (2) and (4). For (ω/Ω)^{2/3} ≪ 1 − k^2/k^2_c , the two Hamiltonians have the same ground state (the difference in negligible). Once this condition is not satisfied, the ground state of Hamiltonian (2) does not change anymore by further increasing k towards kc. (a) and (b) shows logarithm of 2mω⟨x̂^2⟩ and mω/2⟨p̂^2⟩. (c) and (d) shows second moments of x̂ and p̂ for Hamiltonian (2) normalized to second moments of x̂ and p̂ for Hamiltonian (4).

Appendix B: Effective Hamiltonian for the Coulomb crystal

Here we derive the effective Hamiltonian (10). Similarly as in the case of a spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensate, the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

Û = exp ( i B_c B δ g √ N (â + â^†)Ŝ_y ) (B1)

is a rotation of the collective spin around the y axis by an angle φ =^{Bc}_B^δ_g^√_N (â+â^†) and displacement of the harmonic oscillator by β = i^{Bc}_B^δ_g^√_N Ŝ_y. Applying the transformation to Hamiltonian (8) yields Ĥ = −δ (â^† − β) (â + β) + B ( cos φŜ_x + sin φŜ_z ) − g √ N ( â + â^† ) ( cos φŜ_z − sin φŜ_x ) . (B2)

Assuming δ/B → 0 we get

Ĥ = −δâ^†â + BŜ_x − g^2 2NB (â + â^†)^2Ŝ_x, (B3)

which upon projecting on the low energy sector and using quadrature operators gives Ĥ = δ 2 P̂^2 + δ 2 ( 1 − B_c B ) X̂^2, (B4)

and describes a harmonic oscillator with a tunable frequency which can become negative. By quenching from paramagnetic to ferromagnetic phase this Hamiltonian will give a proper description until the number of excitations approaches the number of excitations characterizing the ground state of the quenched Hamiltonian which can be calculated to be (assuming B < B_c)

⟨â^†â⟩_{GS} = NB 4δ ( B_c B − B B_c ) , (B5) where the subscript GS indicates the ground state. Therefore, for a fixed B the time for which the effective description is valid can be extended by increasing^{NB}_δ . This is illustrated in Fig. 4 where we plot the number of excitations as a function of time for different parameters.

FIG. 4. The dashed black line is the inverted harmonic oscillator dynamics. In (a) the number of ions is fixed to N = 1; yellow, blue, and red line is a simulation for NB/δ = 0.1875, NB/δ = 18.75, and NB/δ = 1875, respectively. In (b) the B/δ ratio is fixed to B/δ = 18.75; yellow, blue, and red line is a simulation for NB/δ = 18.75 (N = 1), NB/δ = 187.5 (N = 10), and NB/δ = 1875 (N = 100), respectively.

Appendix C: Quantum Fisher information for a sudden quench in a Coulomb crystal

Here we calculate the quantum Fisher information for a sudden quench from the paramagnetic phase to the ferromagnetic phase. The quantum Fisher information can be calculated as a variance of the local generator ĥ_λ, where λ is the unknown parameter. The local generator ĥ_λ for a Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥ_0 + λĤ_λ can be expressed as ĥ_λ = ie^{iĤt} ( ∂_λe^{−iĤt} ) = ∫_t 0 e^{iĤs}Ĥ_λe^{−iĤs}ds = ∫_t 0 ∞∑ n=0 (is)^n n! [ Ĥ, Ĥ_λ ] n ds = −i ∞∑ n=0 (it)^{n+1} (n + 1)! [ Ĥ, Ĥ_λ ] n , (C1)

where [Ĥ, Ĥ_λ]_{n+1} = [Ĥ, [Ĥ, Ĥ_λ]]_n and [Ĥ, Ĥ_λ]_0 = Ĥ_λ. Now it can be shown that if [Ĥ, Ĥ_λ] = iĈ, [Ĥ, iĈ] = −D̂, and [Ĥ, −D̂] = iϵĈ, then

[Ĥ, Ĥ_λ]_{2n+1} = iϵ^nĈ and [Ĥ, Ĥ_λ]_{2n+2} = −ϵ^nD̂. (C2)

Therefore, one can express the local generator ĥ_λ as

ĥ_λ = Ĥ_λt − i^∞ ∑ n=0 (it)^{2n+2} (2n + 2)! iϵ^nĈ + i ∞∑ n=0 (it)^{2n+3} (2n + 3)!

ϵ^nD̂ = Ĥ_λt + cos( √ ϵt) − 1 ϵ Ĉ − sin( √ ϵt) − √ ϵt √ ϵϵ D̂. (C3)

Taking the effective Hamiltonian for the Coulomb crystal Ĥ = δ 2 P̂^2 + δ 2 ( 1 − B_c B ) X̂^2, (C4)

assuming that δ is unknown, choosing Ĥ_δ =^1_2 (X̂^2 + P̂^2) and Ĥ_0 = −^{g2}_{2B} X̂^2, one can show that

ĥ_δ = t 2 ( X̂^2 + P̂^2 ) − g^2 2B cos ( √ ϵt) − 1 ϵ ( X̂P̂ + P̂ X̂ ) + g^2δ B sin ( √ ϵt) − √ ϵt ϵ^{3/2} ( X̂^2 − P̂^2 ) − g^4 B^2 sin ( √ ϵt) − √ ϵt ϵ^{3/2} X̂^2,

(C5)

where ϵ = 4δ^2(1 − B_c/B). Once ϵ becomes imaginary (B < B_c), the sine and cosine functions become hyperbolic which reflects the exponential generation of excitations following a quench and leads to exponential dependence of the quantum Fisher information I_δ = 4Δ^2ĥ_δ on time. A similar calculation can be performed treating other parameters as unknown as well as for the spin-orbit-coupled Bose-Einstein condensate.

Appendix D: simulating homodyne detection

Here we present simulations explaining how one can simulate homodyne detection of center-of-mass excitations. In order to simulate the homodyne detection, we decouple the center-of-mass mode from the spin degree of freedom after the final state is obtained. Waiting subsequently for a proper amount of time makes it possible to rotate the state in the phase space and align it with the real (position) or imaginary (momentum) axis. Therefore by measuring the distribution of position or momentum, one can measure an arbitrary quadrature. This mechanism is presented in Fig. 3, where we plot the Husimi representation Q(α) =^1_π ⟨α|ρ̂_ψ (t)|α⟩ (where |α⟩ is a coherent state with amplitude α and ρ̂_ψ(t) ≡ |ψ(t)⟩⟨ψ(t)| is the state of the system) for the (a) initial (t = 0) and (b) final (t = T ) state, as well as the rotated final state aligned with the (c) x̂ and (d) p̂ quadratures.

FIG. 5. Simulating homodyne detection of center-of-mass excitations. (a) is the initial state (vacuum), (b) is the final state (squeezed state), (c) is the final state rotated to align with the x̂ quadrature, (d) is the final state rotated to align with the ŷ quadrature.

Appendix E: Finite temperature calculations

In the main text, we have focused on the zero temperature case where the system resides in its ground state and is described by a pure state. From a practical point of view, however, it is relevant to consider a finite temperature case where the system occupies (incoherently) excited levels as well. In such a case, the state of the system can be described using a density matrix operator (statistical mixture)

ρ̂ = ∞∑ n=0 p_n|n⟩⟨n|, (E1) where n labels the excited states and p_n is given by

p_n = 1 Z exp(−βE_n), (E2)

where Z = ∑ n exp(−βE_n) is the partition function (statistical sum) with E_n being the energy of the nth excited state, and β = 1/k_bT where k_b is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature. In order to calculate the quantum Fisher information for a statistical mixture, we have to use the following formula

I_λ = 2 ∑ n,m (p_n − p_m)^2 p_n + p_m |⟨n|ĥ_λ|m⟩|^2. (E3) The results of numerical simulations for the spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate are presented in Fig 6. In panel (a), we plot the quantum Fisher information for the limiting case where ω/Ω → 0 (solid lines) and for finite ω/Ω (dashed lines). Interestingly, the quantum Fisher information increases with growing temperature until the maximum amount of squeezing is obtained. Once the plateau is reached, increasing the temperature decreases the quantum

Fisher information. This is further illustrated in panel (b), where we plot the quantum Fisher information as a function of temperature for the case where the maximum amount of squeezing has been reached (1 − k^2/k^2_c = 10^{−5}). The (initial) growth of the quantum Fisher information is caused by the increased number of center-of-mass excitations for a thermal state.

FIG. 6. Quantum Fisher information for various temperatures of a spin-orbit coupled Bose-Einstein condensate. In panel (a) the solid lines represent Ω/ω → ∞ case and the dashed lines represent Ω/ω = 10^4 case. Black, blue, and red colors correspond to ωβ = 2, 0.3, 0.1, respectively. In panel (b), we plot the final value of the quantum Fisher information as a function of ωβ. Once ω ≲ 2 the plateau value of the quantum Fisher information starts to decrease.

The results of numerical simulations for the Coulomb crystal are presented in Fig 7. Similarly as in Fig. 6, in panel (a) we plot the quantum Fisher information for the limiting case where NB/δ → 0 (solid lines) and for finite NB/δ (dashed lines). The quantum Fisher information increases (again) with growing temperature until the inverted harmonic oscillator picture is no longer applicable. Once quantum Fisher information does not grow exponentially anymore, the effect of increased temperature decreases the quantum Fisher information. The growth of the quantum Fisher information is further illustrated in panel (b), where we plot the quantum Fisher information as a function of temperature for the case when the inverted harmonic oscillator picture is still valid (without the loss of generality, we choose δt = 4 point).

FIG. 7. Quantum Fisher information for various temperatures of a Coulomb crystal. In panel (a) the solid lines represent NB/δ → ∞ case and the dashed lines represent NB/δ = 200 case. Black, blue, and red colors correspond to δβ = 2, 1, 0.5, respectively. In panel (b), we plot the value of the quantum Fisher information for the infinite case (NB/δ → ∞) as a function of δβ for δt = 4. Once δβ ≲ 4, the final value of the quantum Fisher information starts to increase.

[1] V. Giovannetti, S. Lloyd, and L. Maccone, Quantum

metrology, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 010401 (2006). [2] V. Giovannetti, S. Lloyd, and L. Maccone, Advances in

quantum metrology, Nat. Photonics 5, 222 (2011). [3] L. Pezzè, A. Smerzi, M. K. Oberthaler,

R. Schmied, and P. Treutlein, Quantum metrology with nonclassical states of atomic ensembles,

Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 035005 (2018).

[4] R. Demkowicz-Dobrzański, M. Jarzyna, and J. Kołodyński, Chapter four - quantum limits in optical interferometry (Elsevier, 2015) pp. 345–435.

[5] E. Polino, M. Valeri, N. Spagnolo, and F. Sciarrino, Photonic quantum metrology, AVS Quantum Science 2, 024703 (2020).

[6] J.-M. Pirkkalainen, E. Damskägg, M. Brandt, F. Massel, and M. A. Sillanpää, Squeezing of quantum noise of motion in a micromechanical resonator, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 243601 (2015).

[7] J. Zhang, M. Um, D. Lv, J.-N. Zhang, L.-M.

Duan, and K. Kim, Noon states of nine quantized vibrations in two radial modes of a trapped ion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 160502 (2018).

[8] M. Xin, W. S. Leong, Z. Chen, Y. Wang, and S.-Y. Lan, Rapid quantum squeezing by jumping the harmonic oscillator frequency, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 183602 (2021).

[9] K. Kustura, C. Gonzalez-Ballestero, A. d. l. R. Sommer, N. Meyer, R. Quidant, and O. Romero-Isart, Mechanical squeezing via unstable dynamics in a microcavity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 143601 (2022).

[10] E. A. Wollack, A. Y. Cleland, R. G. Gruenke, Z. Wang, P. Arrangoiz-Arriola, and A. H. Safavi-Naeini, Quantum state preparation and tomography of entangled mechanical resonators, Nature 604, 463 (2022).

[11] B. J. Lawrie, P. D. Lett, A. M. Marino, and R. C. Pooser, Quantum sensing with squeezed light, ACS Photonics 6, 1307 (2019).

[12] K. Gietka, F. Mivehvar, and H. Ritsch, Supersolid-based gravimeter in a ring cavity, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 190801 (2019).

[13] K. Gietka, F. Mivehvar, and T. Busch, Cavity-enhanced magnetometer with a spinor bose–einstein condensate, New J. Phys. 23, 043020 (2021).

[14] J. Amorós-Binefa and J. Kołodyński, Noisy atomic magnetometry in real time, New J. Phys. 23, 123030 (2021).

[15] Y. Zhang, M. E. Mossman, T. Busch, P. Engels, and C. Zhang, Properties of spin–orbit-coupled bose–einstein condensates, Front. Phys. 11, 118103 (2016).

[16] Y. J. Lin, K. Jiménez-García, and I. B. Spielman, Spin–orbit-coupled bose–einstein condensates, Nature 471, 83 (2011).

[17] J. Li, W. Huang, B. Shteynas, S. Burchesky, F. i. m. c.

b. u. i. e. i. f. Top, E. Su, J. Lee, A. O. Jamison, and W. Ketterle, Spin-orbit coupling and spin textures in optical superlattices, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 185301 (2016).

[18] A. Crespi, S. Longhi, and R. Osellame, Photonic realization of the quantum rabi model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 163601 (2012).

[19] D. Braak, Q.-H. Chen, M. T. Batchelor, and E. Solano, Semi-classical and quantum rabi models: in celebration of 80 years, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 49, 300301 (2016).

[20] L. Garbe, M. Bina, A. Keller, M. G. A. Paris, and S. Felicetti, Critical quantum metrology with a finite-component quantum phase transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 120504 (2020).

[21] Y. Chu, S. Zhang, B. Yu, and J. Cai, Dynamic framework for criticality-enhanced quantum sensing, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 010502 (2021).

[22] T. Ilias, D. Yang, S. F. Huelga, and M. B. Plenio, Criticality-enhanced quantum sensing via continuous measurement, PRX Quantum 3, 010354 (2022).

[23] K. Gietka, Squeezing by critical speeding up: Applications in quantum metrology, Phys. Rev. A 105, 042620 (2022).

[24] J. R. Schrieffer and P. A. Wolff, Relation between the anderson and kondo hamiltonians,

Phys. Rev. 149, 491 (1966).

[25] L. Pezzé and A. Smerzi, Entanglement, nonlinear dynamics, and the heisenberg limit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 100401 (2009).

[26] A. I. Lvovsky and M. G. Raymer, Continuousvariable optical quantum-state tomography, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 299 (2009).

[27] C. Weedbrook, S. Pirandola, R. García-Patrón, N. J.

Cerf, T. C. Ralph, J. H. Shapiro, and S. Lloyd, Gaussian quantum information, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 621 (2012).

[28] S. L. Braunstein and C. M. Caves, Statistical distance and the geometry of quantum states, Phys. Rev. Lett. 72, 3439 (1994).

[29] D. F. Walls, Squeezed states of light, Nature 306, 141 (1983).

[30] R. C. Thompson, Ion coulomb crystals, Contemp. Phys. 56, 63 (2015).

[31] A. Safavi-Naini, R. J. Lewis-Swan, J. G. Bohnet, M. Gärttner, K. A. Gilmore, J. E. Jordan, J. Cohn, J. K. Freericks, A. M. Rey, and J. J. Bollinger, Verification of a many-ion simulator of the dicke model through slow quenches across a phase transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 040503 (2018).

[32] B. M. Garraway, The dicke model in quantum optics: Dicke model revisited, Philos. Trans. Royal Soc. A 369, 1137 (2011).

[33] A. J. Hayes, S. Dooley, W. J. Munro, K. Nemoto, and J. Dunningham, Making the most of time in quantum metrology: concurrent state preparation and sensing, Quantum Sci. Technol. 3, 035007 (2018).

[34] K. Gietka and T. Busch, Inverted harmonic oscillator dynamics of the nonequilibrium phase transition in the dicke model, Phys. Rev. E 104, 034132 (2021).

[35] K. Gietka, L. Ruks, and T. Busch, Understanding and Improving Critical Metrology. Quenching Superradiant Light-Matter Systems Beyond the Critical Point, Quantum 6, 700 (2022).

[36] A. Monras, Optimal phase measurements with pure gaussian states, Phys. Rev. A 73, 033821 (2006).

[37] K. M. Yunusova, D. Konstantinov, H. Bouchiat, and A. D. Chepelianskii, Coupling between rydberg states and landau levels of electrons trapped on liquid helium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 176802 (2019).

[38] K. Gietka, (unpublished).

[39] L. Tonks, The complete equation of state of one, two and three-dimensional gases of hard elastic spheres, Phys. Rev. 50, 955 (1936).

[40] E. H. Lieb and W. Liniger, Exact analysis of an interacting bose gas. i. the general solution and the ground state, Phys. Rev. 130, 1605 (1963).

[41] T. Kinoshita, T. Wenger, and D. S. Weiss, Observation of a one-dimensional tonks-girardeau gas, Science 305, 1125 (2004).

[42] F. Benatti, R. Floreanini, and U. Marzolino, Entanglement in fermion systems and quantum metrology, Phys. Rev. A 89, 032326 (2014).

[43] S. Krämer, D. Plankensteiner, L. Ostermann, and H. Ritsch, QuantumOptics.jl: A Julia framework for simulating open quantum systems, Comput. Phys. Commun 227, 109 (2018).