arXiv:2208.07772v1 [quant-ph] 16 Aug 2022

Achieving Heisenberg limit in the phase measurement through three-qubit graph states

Subhasish Bag **,^1 Ramita Sarkar **,^{2, ∗} and Prasanta K. Panigrahi^2 1Indian Institute of Technology Delhi, Hauz Khas, New Delhi, India - 110016.

2Indian Institute of Science Education and Research Kolkata, Mohanpur, Nadia 741246, West Bengal, India (Dated: August 17, 2022)

We study the reciprocal of the mean quantum Fisher information (RMQFI), χ^2 for general three qubit states, having graph and hypergraph states as special cases, for identifying genuine multi party entanglement characterized by χ^2 < 1. We demonstrate that the most symmetric graph state and the GHZ state have the lowest RMQFI values leading to the highest statistical speed showing that both these states attain the Heisenberg limit in phase sensitivity. Unlike the GHZ state, graph states have the same RMQFI values for measurement through different parameters, a property shared by the hypergraph states. Three qubit graph and hypergraph states can violate Bell’s inequality as FQ > N. Both the GHZ state and the most symmetric graph state have the highest concurrence equalling 3 and the maximum QFI values.

** Authors contributed equally

INTRODUCTION

Quantum entanglement plays a significant role in the domain of quantum information. It can be physically described as the connection between two or more than two sub-systems of a multiparty quantum state and finds immense application in teleportation [2], dense coding [3], quantum state sharing [4] etc. The measure of quantum entanglement for multipartite cases is of keen interest as it needed to be understood beyond bipartite case [5]. Several measures such as geometric measure of entanglement [6], concurrence [7], n-way distributive entanglement [8] are well investigated. Entanglement verification procedures like entanglement witnesses, Bell inequalities have been studied extensively[9]. Quantum Fisher Information (QFI) can be treated as an important measure of entanglement. It is widely used in quantum sensing [10], quantum channel estimation [11], quantum phase transition [12–14]. QFI is also established as the fundamental notion of quantum metrology [15–17]. Computing QFI is rather non-trivial. Cerezo et al. have analyzed e a lower bound on the QFI i.e. sub-quantum Fisher information (sub-QFI) [18]. Engaging generalized concepts of fidelity and truncated states, another efficiently computable quantity has been introduced; known as truncated quantum Fisher information (TQFI) [19]. Although estimating QFI for mixed state is computationally challenging, a variational quantum algorithm called variational quantum Fisher information estimation (VQFIE) is developed to carry out this task. QFI has been proved to be four times the convex roof of the variance [20]. In 2009, Pezze and Smerzi introduced a quantity for N qubit state [1]

χ^2 = N F_Q[ρ_{in}, J_n] (1) where F_Q[ρ_{in}, J_n] is the quantum Fisher information. It is also shown that for multipartite entanglement, χ^2 < 1. This criterion is useful for sub shot noise interferometry. An arbitrary N particle mixed separable state as an input of a linear interferometer cannot overcome the Shot Noise Limit (SNL) or standard Quantum Limit (SQL), Δθ = 1/ √ N [21, 22].

But Hyllus et al. have shown that all pure entangled states are not useful for SSN interferometry [23]. They have established the relationship, F_Q > N to archive the SSN sensitivity using the Cramer-Rao theorem. Considering Quantum Cramer Rao (QCR) bound Δθ_{QCR} =^1√_{FQ} =^{χ√}_N , Pezze developed the

condition for phase squeezing i.e χ < 1 [1]. Recently, Heisenberg scaling has been obtained for frequency estimation in the presence of continuous time dephasing noise [27]. To parameterize physical quantity using quantum resources, the most fundamental limit for measuring precision is Heisenberg Limit (HL): Δθ_{HL} = 1/N [28]. Phase sensitivity of experimentally observed bright solitary trains in Bose-Einstein condensate has been demonstrated too [29]. Highly entangled multipartite pure states are efficient enough to use to develop quantum protocols. In this regard, graph states, hypergraph states, cluster states can be beneficial. Graph states, clusters can be utilized as various regular 2D lattices [30]. The criteria for the class of 2-colorable graphs are precisely studied, which is particularly useful in the context of entanglement purification [31]. The quantum hypergraph state [32] was first introduced in [33], are highly entangled multiparty states [34]. Hypergraph states are the generalization of graph states as well as finite dimensional states. They have been largely implemented in various sectors such as quantum error correction [35, 36], quantum blockchain [37], neural networks etc. Also, nonclassical properties of hypergraph states are exciting too [38]. Graph states can be a good resource for quantum metrology [39]. Hypergraph states violate local realism with an exponential strength increasing with the number of particles are also predicted to be beneficial for quantum metrology [40].

The outline of the paper is as follows. The description of graph and hypergraph and the corresponding graph and hypergraph state are given in section 2. RMQFI for the N particle system is described in section 3. Section 4 is dealt with the calculation of RMQFI for a general 3 qubit along with the special example of graph and hypergraph state. Section 5 describes RMQFI with relative phase differences. After that, we came up with the concluding remarks.

GRAPH STATE AND HYPERGRAPH STATE

A graph G = (V (G), E(G)) can be expressed as a combination of vertex set V(G) and edge set E(G). A Loop is an edge connecting vertex with itself. Simple graph is defined as the graph which contains no loops and multiple edges. The vertices (a,b) are said to be adjacent when they are end points of an edge. An isolated vertex is defined as not adjacent to any other vertex.

hypergraph is the generalised version of graph, where an edge can connect any number of vertices, while the length of graph-edge is limited to 2. Both graph state and hypergraph state can be constructed from mathematical graph and hypergraph.

Here we constrain our discussion to 3 qubit graph and hypergraph state. Example of graph and corresponding graph state is given. We also give another example of the construction of 3 qubit hypergraph state. The graph state corresponding to figure 1a will be,

|G⟩ = CZ_{(1,2)}CZ_{(2,3)}CZ_{(3,1)} |+⟩^{⊗3} (2)

Now, the corresponding state to 2 is |G⟩ = 1 √ 8 [|000⟩ + |001⟩ + |010⟩ − |011⟩ + |100⟩ − |101⟩ − |110⟩ − |111⟩] (3)

We have the mathematical expression for the hypergraph in figure 2a-

|H⟩ = C^2Z_{(1,2,3)} |+⟩^{⊗3} (4)

Now, the corresponding state to 4 is |H⟩ = 1 √ 8 [|000⟩ + |001⟩ + |010⟩ + |011⟩ +

|100⟩ + |101⟩ + |110⟩ − |111⟩] (5)

3 2 1 (a) A graph with 3 vertices and 3 edges connecting 1,2; 2,3; 3,1

qubit 1 qubit 2 qubit 3 |+⟩|+⟩|+⟩ (b) Quantum circuit for generating the graph state corresponding to the graph given in figure 1a

321 (a) A hypergraph with 3 vertices and only one hyperedge connecting 1,2,3

qubit 1 qubit 2 qubit 3 |+⟩|+⟩|+⟩ (b) Quantum circuit for generating the hypergraph state corresponding to the hypergraph given in figure 2a

RMQFI FOR N PARTICLE SYSTEM

If we have the total N number of atoms and N_1 out of N are in the ground state and N_2 in the excited state then the corresponding state will be: |^N_2 , m =^{N2−N1}_2 ⟩ = |^N_2 , m⟩. Ex- In the case of 3-qubit GHZ state (^{1√}_2 [|000⟩ + |111⟩]), there will be a superposition of |^3_2 ,^3_2 ⟩ and

|^3_2 , −^3_2 ⟩.

Considering ρ_{in} is an input state and J_n is the collective operator on the N particles, Pezzé and Smerzi [1] introduced the quantity for an N qubit state :

χ^2 = N F_Q[ρ_{in}, J_n] (6) where, F_Q[ρ_{in}, J_n] = 4(ΔR^2) is the mean quantum Fisher information. It was also shown for multipartite entanglement χ^2 < 1. The Hermitian operator R is solved from {R,ρ_{in}}=i[J_n,ρ_{in}] [41] where, the collective operator is defined as: J_n = J.⃗n, ⃗n: an arbitrary direction. Also, (ΔJ_{n+})^2_{max} is the maximum variance of a spin component J_{n⊥} = J.n_⊥ in the perpendicular plane to mean spin direction, we have for the pure state [1]: (ΔR^2) = (ΔJ_{n⊥})^2_{max}. Then one can simplify the Reciprocal of the Mean Quantum Fisher Information per particle (RMQFI) as [42] :

χ^2 = N 4(ΔJ_{n⊥})^2_{max} (7) The collective operator for N particles can be written as [43]:

J_α = N∑ i=1 j_{i,α} (8) Where α∈x, y, z and j_{i,α} is the spin operator for the ith particle. A new coordinate frame was constructed for defining the collective operator mentioned in with the polar angle θ, the azimuthal angle ϕ and the length of mean spin R as θ = arccos( ⟨J_z ⟩ Rsinθ ), (9)

ϕ = { arccos(^{⟨Jx⟩}_{Rsinθ} ) if ⟨J_y⟩ ≥ 0, 2π − arccos(^{⟨Jx⟩}_{Rsinθ} ) if < J_y > ≤ 0 (10)

R = √ ⟨J_x⟩^2 + ⟨J_y ⟩^2 + ⟨J_z⟩^2 (11) r = √ ⟨J_x⟩^2 + ⟨J_y⟩^2 (12) With this new coordinate frame we can calculate the maximal variance [44]

(ΔJ_{n⊥})^2_{max} = 1 2 ⟨J^2_{n1} + J^2_{n2}⟩+ 1 2 √ ⟨J^2_{n1} − J^2_{n2}⟩^2 + ⟨[J_{n1}, J_{n2}]_+⟩^2

(13)

Where, J_{n1} = sinϕJ_x + cosϕJ_y, (14)

J_{n2} = −cosθcosϕJ_x − cosϕsinϕJ_y + sinθJ_z, (15)

[J_{n1}, J_{n2}]_+ = J_{n1}J_{n2} + J_{n2}J_{n1} (16)

RMQFI OF 3 QUBIT ENTANGLED STATE

3 qubit general state can be written in the form of spin as follows, |ψ⟩ = αe^{iμ}(| 3 2 , 3 2 ⟩) + βe^{iν} (| 3 2 , − 3 2 ⟩)+ γe^{iη}(| 3 2 , 1 2 ⟩) + δ(| 3 2 , − 1 2 ⟩) (17)

If we change the basis from bit to spin we can write the state of 3-qubit graph state from 2: |G⟩ = − 1 √ 8 | 3 2 , 3 2 ⟩ + 1 √ 8 | 3 2 , − 3 2 ⟩ − √ 3 8 | 3 2 , 1 2 ⟩ + √ 3 8 | 3 2 , − 1 2 ⟩ (18) In the same manner we can write the state of 3-qubit hypergraph state from 4: |H⟩ = − 1 √ 8 | 3 2 , 3 2 ⟩ + 1 √ 8 | 3 2 , − 3 2 ⟩ + √ 3 8 | 3 2 , 1 2 ⟩ + √ 3 8 | 3 2 , − 1 2 ⟩ (19)

The expectation values of the operators are: ⟨J_x⟩ = √ 3αγcos(η − μ) + 2γδcosη + √ 3βδcosν (20) ⟨J_y⟩ = √ 3αγsin(η − μ) − 2γδsinη + √ 3βδsinν (21)

⟨J_z ⟩ = 1 2 [3(α^2 − β^2) + γ^2 − δ^2] (22)

The generalized form can be depicted as,

⟨J^2_{n1} + J^2_{n2}⟩ = [ 7 4 − (α^2 + β^2) ] [ 1 + {3(α^2 − β^2) + (γ^2 − δ^2)}^2 4R^2 ]

+ ⟨J_x⟩^2 + ⟨J_y⟩^2

R^2 { 1 4 + 2(α^2 + β^2)} + √ 3 R^2

(⟨J_y⟩^2 − ⟨J_x⟩^2) [γβ cos(ν − η) + αδ cos μ] − 2 √ 3 R^2 ⟨J_x⟩⟨J_y⟩[γβ sin(ν − η) − αδ sin μ] − 2 √ 3 R^2 ⟨J_y⟩⟨J_z⟩[αγsin(η − μ) − βδ sin ν]− 2 √ 3 R^2 ⟨J_z⟩⟨J_x⟩[αγcos(η − μ) − βδ cos ν] (23)

⟨J^2_{n1} − J^2_{n2}⟩ = ⟨J_x⟩^2 + ⟨J_y⟩^2 R^2 { 3 2 − 3(α^2 + β^2)} + √ 3[1 +

{3(α^2 − β^2) + (γ^2 − δ^2)}^2

4R^2 ] ⟨J_y⟩^2 − ⟨J_x⟩^2 ⟨J_x⟩^2 + ⟨J_y⟩^2 [γβcos(ν − η) + αδ cos μ] −2 √ 3[1 +

{3(α^2 − β^2) + (γ^2 − δ^2)}^2

4R^2 ] ⟨J_x⟩⟨J_y⟩ ⟨J_x⟩^2 + ⟨J_y⟩^2 [γβsin(ν − η) − αδ sin μ] + 2 √ 3 R^2 ⟨J_y⟩⟨J_z ⟩[αγ sin(η − μ) − βδ sin ν] + 2 √ 3 R^2 ⟨J_z⟩⟨J_x⟩[αγ cos(η − μ) − βδ cos ν]

(24)

⟨[J_{n1}, J_{n2}]_+⟩ = 4 √ 3 ⟨J_x⟩⟨J_y ⟩⟨J_z ⟩ Rr^2 [γβ cos(ν − η) + αδ cos μ] + 2 √ 3 ⟨J_z⟩(⟨J_y ⟩^2 − ⟨J_x⟩^2) Rr^2 [γβ sin(ν − η) − αδ sin μ] − 2 √ 3 R ⟨J_y⟩[αγ cos(η − μ) − βδ cos ν] + 2 √ 3 R ⟨J_x⟩[αγsin(η − μ) − βδ sin ν] (25)

The reciprocal of the mean quantum Fisher information per particle (RMQFI) is plotted with respect to the parameters of the general 3 qubit state; the graph state and hypergraph state mentioned in the example are shown in the plot too.

FIG. 3: α = −^{1√}_8 , β =^{1√}_8 and μ = ν = η = 0, In figure a,b red point depicts graph state;

while figure c,d red point indicates hypergraph state. In figure a, b γ is negative while figure c,d γ is positive.

Now, the outcome of the variation χ^2 (RMQFI) with respect to the parameters of the equations 17 and results are mentioned in the table I,II.

Parameter δ χ^2 0.4960 χ^2_{max}=0.795775 0.2260 χ^2_{min}=0.399956 √_3

8 , hypergraph state in the example

0.6400

(a) χ^2 is varied with respect to δ and γ = √_3

4 − δ^2

Parameter γ χ^2 0.7100 χ^2_{max}=0.795598 0.8360 χ^2_{min}=0.399955 √_3

8 , hypergraph state in the example

0.6400

(b) variation of RMQFI with respect to γ and δ =

√_3 4 − γ^2

TABLE I: General region with parameters α : −^{1√}_8 , β :^{1√}_8 , μ = ν = η = 0 ; where χ^2 is varied with respect to δ and γ respectively. Maximum and minimum value of χ^2 are given in the table, along with the value of χ^2 of hypergraph state in example when varied with δ and γ both

RMQFI for 3 qubit graph and hypergraph states

We have studied QFI for general 3 qubit pure states in spin based system. We have observed different values of RMQFI, varying different parameters of the general states. keeping α : −^{1√}_8 and β :^{1√}_8 fixed at these two values, RMQFI is measured for different regions varying the coefficients γ and δ. By changing those parameters, general region of the RMQFI for the two different cases: (I) −γ and (II) +γ are observed, keeping other parameters constants at certain values. From these two sets, we get the RMQFI<1, which implies the entangled region and pointing out the exact values for the graph and hypergraph states.

Parameter δ χ^2 0.0 χ^2_{max}=0.45758 0.61237 χ^2_{min}=0.33333 √_3

8 , Graph state in the example

0.3333

(a) χ^2 is varied with respect to δ and γ = − √_3

4 − δ^2

Parameter γ χ^2 -0.0030 χ^2_{max}=0.45758 -0.61237 χ^2_{min}=0.33333 − √_3

8 , Graph state in the example

0.3333

(b) χ^2 is varied with respect to γ and and δ =

√_3

4 − γ^2

TABLE II: General region with parameters α : −^{1√}_8 , β :^{1√}_8 , μ = ν = η = 0 ; where χ^2 is varied with respect to δ and γ respectively. Maximum and minimum value of χ^2 are given in the table, along with the value of χ^2 of graph state in example when varied with δ and γ both

From the tables, we identified that both graph and hypergraph states have RMQFI values less than 1 implying multiparty entanglement. Also, it is found that the graph state always has the lowest RMQFI values i.e. 0.33, while the hypergraph state lies between maximum and minimum. Graph states being equally probable with respect to the parameters have the same RMQFI values while measured through any of the parameters. Also, hypergraph states behave similarly.

A relation between the QFI and statistical speed can be defined (v_F ) as v^2_F = F_Q [1]. Statistical speed for the graph state |G⟩ and hypergraph state |H⟩ are 3 and 2.165 respectively. Statistical speed can be described as the relative distance between two states [48, 49]. Considering the entangled criteria, the critical velocity |v_{cr}| = √ N will be overcome only by the entangled states, and the maximum speed (v_{max} = N) corresponding to the strongest entangled state implies the Heisenberg Limit(HL) [28] in phase sensitivity: Δθ_{HL} = 1/N. Here, in this case, we found that this graph state has achieved the maximum speed, and the corresponding Δθ_{HL} is^1_3 .

QFI and concurrence

Concurrence, being an important measure entanglement [45] is strictly positive for entangled states and vanishing for all separable states. This measure contains the entire entanglement, providing necessary and sufficient conditions for separability. Concurrence for a bipartition M|M^′ is defined as [32, 34, 46],

E^2_{M|M} ′ = 2[1 − tr(ρ^M )^2] (26)

Where ρ^M is the reduced density matrix on the sub-system M. 3 qubit GHZ having the concurrence value 3 reached the Heisenberg limit in phase sensitivity Δθ_{HL} = 1/N = 1/3. The most symmetric graph state given in fig-1a, also has the concurrence value 3 and Δθ_{HL} as 1/3. GHZ state, as well as this graph state, have the same and highest QFI value i.e. 9. While this 3 qubit hypergraph state having lower concurrence 2.5981, has lower QFI 4.6875. So, it is easy to observe higher concurrence value implies higher QFI value.

RMQFI WITH RELATIVE PHASE DIFFERENCES

We observed the variation of RMQFI with respect to phase parameters. Initially we considered a pure state keeping α β at^1_2 and varied other parameters δ and γ. We extended our study of RMQFI for phase parameters along with δ, γ too. We kept two phases fixed at different values 0, π/2 and π and varied another phase along with the other two parameters. Fig -4, and 5 exhibit the repetitive pattern of some plots with different phases. Phases μ, ν, η and phase differences of these terms are responsible for this behaviour.

It is observed that for any range and combination we always have the χ^2 < 1 implying the entanglement region and having a maximum value of RMQFI as 0.95 for a particular combination of equal probable state(except for the cases of (b) and (e) of figure 4 and 5). Different phase values of μ, ν, and η; χ^2 will be different; that can be experimentally beneficial to obtain a wide range of χ^2.

CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have studied QFI for general 3 qubit pure states in spin based system. We have observed different values of RMQFI, varying different parameters of the general states. Here we pointed out both graph and hypergraph lie in that entangled region. It is already discussed in this paper [1] that the interferometer using classical separable states provides a very low phase estimation sensitivity than the special class of entangled states having χ < 1. The 3 qubit graph and hypergraph states discussed above are also eligible for this criteria: F_Q > N which significantly says that they satisfy the necessary condition for the violation of Bell’s inequality [47] and allow sub shot noise (SSN) phase uncertainty [50]. We have prepared a general 3 qubit spin based quantum state 17. The lowest value of χ^2 from the first case represents the graph state whereas the hypergraph state lies between the maximum and minimum of χ^2. The two different structures of these states are responsible for different RMQFI. It is already discussed the importance of the graph states [39] in the context of quantum metrology and we are also adding the hypergraph states here.

In the observation of graph and hypergraph states, we get the same values of χ^2 while varying with different parameters. As the Graph and hypergraph states are equally probable with respect to those sub parts, this equal probability ensures the particular point in figure 3. We also found varying with different phases, some figures depict exactly the same patterns due to the phase difference of the configuration.

Oszmaniec et al. showed that most entangled states are not good for quantum metrology, rather most symmetric states are useful for quantum metrology. Thus both graph and hypergraph states can be beneficial in this domain [51]. This 3- qubit graph state is one of the states which is maximally entangled and most symmetric.

Statistical speed for the graph state |G⟩ and hypergraph state |H⟩ are found to be 3 and 2.165 respectively. Other than GHZ state, this graph state |G⟩ also reached the Heisenberg Scaling, (Δθ)^2|_{θ=0} = 1/N^2 [15]. Attaining Heisenberg limit(1/N) covers the broad area of applications from fundamental signals detection to experimental nonclassical states verification [52].

∗ ramitasarkar11@gmail.com [1] Luca Pezzé and Augusto Smerzi. Entanglement, nonlinear dynamics, and the heisenberg limit. Physical review letters, 102(10):100401, 2009.

[2] Sreraman Muralidharan and Prasanta K. Panigrahi. Perfect teleportation, quantum-state sharing, and superdense coding through a genuinely entangled five-qubit state. Physical Review A, 77(3):032321, 2008.

[3] Yingxuan Chen, Shengshuai Liu, Yanbo Lou, and Jietai Jing. Orbital angular momentum multiplexed quantum dense coding. Phys. Rev. Lett., 127:093601, Aug 2021.

[4] Goren Gordon and Gustavo Rigolin. Generalized quantum-state sharing. Physical Review A, 73(6):062316, 2006.

[5] Mostafa Mansour and Saeed Haddadi. Bipartite entanglement of decohered mixed states generated from maximally entangled cluster states. Modern Physics Letters A, 36(03):2150010, 2021.

[6] Lin Chen, Martin Aulbach, and Michal Hajdušek. Comparison of different definitions of the geometric measure of entanglement. Physical Review A, 89(4):042305, 2014.

[7] Vineeth S Bhaskara and Prasanta K. Panigrahi. Generalized concurrence measure for faithful quantification of multiparticle pure state entanglement using lagrange’s identity and wedge product. Quantum Information Processing, 16(5):1–15, 2017.

[8] Shreya Banerjee and Prasanta K. Panigrahi.

Quantifying parallelism of vectors is the quantification of distributed n-party entanglement. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 53(9):095301, feb 2020.

[9] Otfried Gühne and Géza Tóth. Entanglement detection. Physics Reports, 474(1-6):1– 75, 2009.

[10] Christian L Degen, F Reinhard, and Paola Cappellaro. Quantum sensing. Reviews of modern physics, 89(3):035002, 2017.

[11] Vishal Katariya and Mark M Wilde. Geometric distinguishability measures limit quantum channel estimation and discrimination. Quantum Information Processing, 20(2):1–170, 2021.

[12] Teng-Long Wang, Ling-Na Wu, Wen Yang, Guang-Ri Jin, Neill Lambert, and Franco Nori. Quantum fisher information as a signature of the superradiant quantum phase transition. New Journal of Physics, 16(6):063039, 2014.

[13] En-Jia Ye, Zheng-Da Hu, and Wei Wu. Scaling of quantum fisher information close to the quantum phase transition in the xy spin chain. Physica B: Condensed Matter, 502:151–154, 2016.

[14] Katarzyna Macieszczak, Mădălin Guţă, Igor Lesanovsky, and Juan P Garrahan. Dynamical phase transitions as a resource for quantum enhanced metrology. Physical Review A, 93(2):022103, 2016.

[15] Géza Tóth and Iagoba Apellaniz. Quantum metrology from a quantum information science perspective. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 47(42):424006, 2014.

[16] Géza Tóth and Florian Fröwis. Uncertainty relations with the variance and the quantum fisher information based on convex decompositions of density matrices. Phys. Rev. Research, 4:013075, Jan 2022.

[17] Károly F. Pál, Géza Tóth, Erika Bene, and Tamás Vértesi. Bound entangled singlet-like states for quantum metrology. Phys. Rev. Research, 3:023101, May 2021.

[18] Marco Cerezo, Akira Sone, Jacob L Beckey, and Patrick J Coles. Sub-quantum fisher information. Quantum Science and Technology, 6(3):035008, 2021.

[19] Akira Sone, M Cerezo, Jacob L Beckey, and Patrick J Coles. Generalized measure of quantum fisher information. Physical Review A, 104(6):062602, 2021.

[20] Géza Tóth and Dénes Petz. Extremal properties of the variance and the quantum fisher information. Phys. Rev. A, 87:032324, Mar 2013.

[21] Z. Y. Ou. Fundamental quantum limit in precision phase measurement. Phys. Rev. A, 55:2598–2609, Apr 1997.

[22] Vittorio Giovannetti, Seth Lloyd, and Lorenzo Maccone. Quantum metrology. Phys. Rev. Lett., 96:010401, Jan 2006.

[23] Philipp Hyllus, Otfried Gühne, and Augusto Smerzi. Not all pure entangled states are useful for sub-shot-noise interferometry. Phys. Rev. A, 82:012337, Jul 2010.

[24] Anders Sørensen, L-M Duan, Juan Ignacio Cirac, and Peter Zoller. Many-particle entanglement with bose–einstein condensates. Nature, 409(6816):63–66, 2001.

[25] Géza Tóth, Christian Knapp, Otfried Gühne, and Hans J Briegel. Optimal spin squeezing inequalities detect bound entanglement in spin models. Physical review letters, 99(25):250405, 2007.

[26] Duger Ulam-Orgikh and Masahiro Kitagawa.

Spin squeezing and decoherence limit in ramsey spectroscopy. Physical Review A, 64(5):052106, 2001.

[27] Giulio Chiribella and Xiaobin Zhao.

Heisenberg-limited metrology with coherent control on the probes’ configuration. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.03052, 2022.

[28] Vittorio Giovannetti, Seth Lloyd, and Lorenzo Maccone. Quantum-enhanced measurements: beating the standard quantum limit. Science, 306(5700):1330–1336, 2004.

[29] Suranjana Ghosh, Jayanta Bera, Prasanta K.

Panigrahi, and Utpal Roy. Sub-fourier quantum metrology through bright solitary trains in bose–einstein condensate. International Journal of Quantum Information, 17(02):1950019, 2019.

[30] Hans J Briegel, David E Browne, Wolfgang Dür, Robert Raussendorf, and Maarten Van den Nest. Measurement-based quantum computation. Nature Physics, 5(1):19–26, 2009.

[31] Marc Hein, Jens Eisert, and Hans J Briegel.

Multiparty entanglement in graph states. Physical Review A, 69(6):062311, 2004.

[32] Ramita Sarkar, Shreya Banerjee, Subhasish Bag, and Prasanta K Panigrahi. Geometry of distributive multiparty entanglement in 4- qubit hypergraph states. IET Quantum Communication, 2021.

[33] Matteo Rossi, Marcus Huber, Dagmar Bruß, and Chiara Macchiavello. Quantum hypergraph states. New Journal of Physics, 15(11):113022, 2013.

[34] Supriyo Dutta, Ramita Sarkar, and Prasanta K. Panigrahi. Permutation symmetric hypergraph states and multipartite quantum entanglement. International Journal of Theoretical Physics, 58(11):3927–3944, 2019.

[35] Dirk Schlingemann and Reinhard F Werner.

Quantum error-correcting codes associated with graphs. Physical Review A, 65(1):012308, 2001.

[36] Thomas Wagner, Hermann Kampermann, and Dagmar Bruß. Analysis of quantum error correction with symmetric hypergraph states. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 51(12):125302, 2018.

[37] Shreya Banerjee, Arghya Mukherjee, and Prasanta K. Panigrahi. Quantum blockchain using weighted hypergraph states. Physical Review Research, 2(1):013322, 2020.

[38] Ramita Sarkar, Supriyo Dutta, Subhashish Banerjee, and Prasanta K. Panigrahi. Phase squeezing of quantum hypergraph states. Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics, 2021.

[39] Nathan Shettell and Damian Markham. Graph states as a resource for quantum metrology. Physical review letters, 124(11):110502, 2020.

[40] Mariami Gachechiladze, Costantino Budroni, and Otfried Gühne. Extreme violation of local realism in quantum hypergraph states. Physical review letters, 116(7):070401, 2016.

[41] S Boixo and A Monras. Operational interpretation for global multipartite entanglement. Physical review letters, 100(10):100503, 2008.

[42] Song-Song Li, Zhen-Ya Liu, and Yong-Jun Xiao. Dynamics of quantum fisher information in two component bose-einstein condensate. International Journal of Theoretical Physics, 51(5):1323–1328, 2012.

[43] Wan-Fang Liu, Heng-Na Xiong, Jian Ma, and Xiaoguang Wang. Quantum fisher information in the generalized one-axis twisting model. International Journal of Theoretical Physics, 49(5):1073–1081, 2010.

[44] Xiao-jie Yi, Guo-qiang Huang, and Jian-Min Wang. Quantum fisher information of a 3- qubit state. International Journal of Theoretical Physics, 51(11):3458–3463, 2012.

[45] William K Wootters. Entanglement of formation of an arbitrary state of two qubits. Physical Review Letters, 80(10):2245, 1998.

[46] Abhinash Kumar Roy, Nitish Kumar Chandra, S Nibedita Swain, and Prasanta K. Panigrahi. Geometric quantification of multiparty entanglement through orthogonality of vectors. The European Physical Journal Plus, 136(11):1–14, 2021.

[47] Florian Fröwis, Matteo Fadel, Philipp Treutlein, Nicolas Gisin, and Nicolas Brunner. Does large quantum fisher information imply bell correlations? Physical Review A, 99(4):040101, 2019.

[48] William K Wootters. Statistical distance and hilbert space. Physical Review D, 23(2):357, 1981.

[49] Samuel L Braunstein and Carlton M Caves.

Statistical distance and the geometry of quantum states. Physical Review Letters, 72(22):3439, 1994.

[50] Roland Krischek, Christian Schwemmer, Witlef Wieczorek, Harald Weinfurter, Philipp Hyllus, Luca Pezzé, and Augusto Smerzi. Useful multiparticle entanglement and sub-shot-noise sensitivity in experimental phase estimation. Physical review letters, 107(8):080504, 2011.

[51] M. Oszmaniec, R. Augusiak, C. Gogolin, J. Kołodyński, A. Acín, and M. Lewenstein. Random bosonic states for robust quantum metrology. Phys. Rev. X, 6:041044, Dec 2016.

[52] Naoto Kura and Masahito Ueda. Standard quantum limit and heisenberg limit in function estimation. Physical Review Letters, 124(1):010507, 2020.

FIG. 4: Variation of χ^2 with respect to δ, keeping α = β =^1_2 and for different phase values of μ, ν, η.

FIG. 5: Variation of χ^2 with respect to γ, keeping α = β =^1_2 and for different phase values of μ, ν, η.