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The rapidly developing quantum technologies and thermodynamics have put forward a require-
ment to precisely control and measure the temperature of microscopic matter at the quantum
level. Many quantum thermometry schemes have been proposed. However, precisely measuring
low temperature is still challenging because the obtained sensing errors generally tend to diverge
with decreasing temperature. Using a continuous-variable system as a thermometer, we propose non-
Markovian quantum thermometry to measure the temperature of a quantum reservoir. A mechanism
to make the sensing error δT scale with the temperature T as the Landau bound δT ' T in the
full-temperature regime is discovered. Our analysis reveals that it is the quantum criticality of the
total thermometer-reservoir system that causes this enhanced sensitivity. Efficiently avoiding the
error-divergence problem, our result gives an efficient way to precisely measure the low temperature
of quantum systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Precise sensing of temperature is of significance in
fields ranging from the fundamental natural sciences to
the rapidly developing quantum technologies [1–4]. Peo-
ple’s increased capabilities of controlling and using quan-
tum characters of microscopic matter have led to the de-
velopment of the field of quantum thermodynamics [5–
8], where the precise measuring of thermodynamic quan-
tities at the quantum level invalidates classical sensing
schemes and calls for advanced ones. On the other hand,
temperature is one of the main reasons causing decoher-
ence, which is a main bottleneck in the practical realiza-
tion of quantum technology protocols. Thus, from an ap-
plication viewpoint, quantum devices generally work at
ultralow temperature, e.g., cold-atom and ion-trap sys-
tems [9–13], which also calls for the ability to precisely
control and sense temperature.

Quantum thermometry aims to realize the precise mea-
surement of temperature using quantum features [13–32].
A quantum system is chosen as a thermometer and is
brought into thermal contact with the measured system
in thermal equilibrium. The temperature is measured in
either the equilibrium thermal state or nonequilibrium
dynamical state of the thermometer through certain ob-
servables. It has been explored in various platforms, in-
cluding nitrogen-vacancy centers in diamond [33, 34], op-
tical nanofibres [35], cavity optomechanical systems [36],
and quantum dots [37]. The advantage of using quan-
tum features in thermometry is that an enhanced preci-
sion can be achieved in certain temperature regimes due
to quantum coherence [14–16], strong coupling [11, 19],
quantum correlation [27, 28, 36], periodic driving [23],
or nonequilibrium dynamics [13, 29–32]. A challenge of
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almost all of the existing schemes is that their sensing er-
rors tend to diverge with decreasing temperature [38, 39],
although some ways to slow down the divergence via
strong coupling [11], periodic driving [23], and finite mea-
surement resolution [24, 25] have been explored. There-
fore, quantum thermometry performing well in the low-
temperature regime is still absent.

In this paper, we propose a quantum thermometry
scheme efficiently avoiding the error-divergence problem
in the low-temperature regime. Using a continuous-
variable system as a thermometer to measure the tem-
perature of a quantum reservoir, our scheme permits us
to achieve a scaling of sensing error as δT ' T , which
is called the Landau bound [40], in the full-temperature
regime. We find that it is the combined action of the
non-Markovian dynamical encoding of the thermome-
ter and quantum criticality of the total thermometer-
reservoir system that causes this notable performance.
The quantum criticality occurs as a consequence of quan-
tum phase transition of the total thermometer-reservoir
system with the abrupt formation of a bound state out
of its continuous energy band. Supplying a useful idea to
design quantum thermometry, our study may potentially
prompt advances of low-temperature sensing in quantum
thermodynamics and technologies.

II. QUANTUM THERMOMETRY

Quantum sensing to a quantity θ of a certain system
generally involves three steps [41, 42]. One first pre-
pares a quantum sensor in certain state ρin. Then the
interaction of the sensor with the measured system is
switched on to encode θ into the sensor state ρθ = Ěρin.
Acting on the Liouvillian space of the density matrix,
the superoperator Ě may be either unitary or nonuni-
tary. Lastly, one measures the sensor and infers the value
of θ from the results. The inevitable errors mean that
one cannot estimate θ exactly. The ultimate estimation
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error of θ is constrained by the quantum Cramér-Rao
bound δθ = (NFθ)−1/2 [43, 44]. Here N is the measure-

ment times and Fθ = Tr(L̂2
θρθ), with L̂θ determined by

∂θρθ = (L̂θρθ + ρθL̂θ)/2, is the quantum Fisher informa-
tion (QFI) describing the most information for estimat-
ing θ from ρθ. Due to the independence of Fθ on N ,
we choose N = 1. It has been found that entanglement
[45, 46], squeezing [47–50], chaos [51], and criticality [52–
54] can act as quantum resources to beat the sensitivity
limit of classical sensors.

We are interested in measuring the temperature of a
quantum reservoir with infinite degrees of freedom. We
choose a continuous-variable system as the quantum ther-
mometer. It may be an LC oscillator [18], harmonic po-
tential trapped BEC [4], or mechanical oscillator [55]. Its
interaction with the reservoir for encoding the tempera-
ture into the state of the thermometer reads (~ = 1)

Ĥ = ω0â
†â+

∑
k

[ωk b̂
†
k b̂k + gk(â†b̂k + b̂†kâ)], (1)

where â and b̂k are the annihilation operators of the ther-
mometer with frequency ω0 and the kth reservoir mode
with frequency ωk, and gk is their coupling strength.
Their coupling is further characterized by the spectral
density J(ω) =

∑
k g

2
kδ(ω−ωk). We consider the Ohmic-

family spectral density J(ω) = ηωsω1−s
c e−ω/ωc , where η

is a dimensionless coupling constant, ωc is a cutoff fre-
quency, and s is an Ohmicity index [56]. It is widely
used to describe the noises in circuit QED [57–59], ion
trap [60], and waveguide [61] systems. Depending on
the dispersion relation and density of states of the reser-
voir, ωc characterizes the dominate modes coupled to
the thermometer and relates to the typical time scale
of the correlation function of the reservoir. The in-
dex s generally is determined by the reservoir dimen-
sion [62]. The temperature T is carried by the ini-

tial state ρR(0) =
∏
k e
−βωk b̂

†
k b̂k/Tr[e−βωk b̂

†
k b̂k ], where

β = (KBT )−1 and KB is the Boltzmann constant.
Setting the initial state of the total system as ρtot(0) =

ρ(0)⊗ρR(0), we can derive the exact non-Markovian mas-
ter equation of the quantum thermometer by the path-
integral influence-functional method [63–65] as

ρ̇(t) = −iΩ(t)[â†â, ρ(t)] + [Γ(t) + Γβ(t)/2]Ľâρ(t)

+Γβ(t)/2Ľâ†ρ(t), (2)

where Ľô· = 2ô · ô† − ·ô†ô − ô†ô· is the Lindblad su-
peroperator. Here Ω(t) = −Im[u̇(t)/u(t)] is the renor-
malized frequency, Γ(t) = −Re[u̇(t)/u(t)] and Γβ(t) =
v̇(t) + 2v(t)Γ(t) are the dissipation and noise coefficients.
The functions u(t) and v(t) are determined by

u̇(t) + iω0u(t) +
∫ t

0
dt1µ(t− t1)u(t1) = 0, (3)

v(t) =
∫ t

0
dt1
∫ t

0
dt2u

∗(t1)ν(t1 − t2)u(t2), (4)

under u(0) = 1. The kernel functions µ(x) =∫∞
0
dωJ(ω)e−iωx and ν(x) =

∫∞
0
dωJ(ω)n̄(ω)e−iωx with

n̄(ω) = (eβω − 1)−1. Keeping the same Lindblad form
as the Born-Markovian master equation [66], Eq. (2) in-
corporates all the non-Markovian effects induced by the
backactions of the reservoir into these time-dependent
coefficients self-consistently. It can be seen that the tem-
perature of the reservoir is successfully encoded into the
thermometer state ρ(t) via Γβ(t). It is worth noting that
the encoding in our scheme is different from that of either
quantum metrology schemes based on Ramsey [67] and
Mech-Zehnder [68] interferometers, where the encoding
dynamics is unitary, or quantum sensing to the spectral
density of a reservoir [69, 70], where, although the encod-
ing is also nonunitary, the sensed quantities are carried
by the sensor-reservoir interactions.

We consider that the initial state of the thermometer
is a coherent state, i.e., ρ(0) = |α0〉〈α0|. Governed by
Eq. (2), it evolves to (see Appendix A)

ρ(t) =

∞∑
n=0

M(t)n+1v(t)nD̂t|n〉〈n|D̂†t , (5)

where M(t) = [1 + v(t)]−1 and D̂t = exp[α0u(t)â† −
α∗0u

∗(t)â]. As a Gaussian state, the characteristic func-
tion of Eq. (5) is of Gaussian form [71]: χ(γγγ) ≡
Tr[ρD̂(γ)] = exp(− 1

4γγγ
†σσσγγγ− id†Kγγγ), where γγγ = (γ, γ∗)T ,

K = diag(1,−1), and the elements of the displace-
ment vector d and the covariant matrix σσσ are di =
Tr(ρÂi) and σij = Tr[ρ{∆Âi,∆Â†j}] with Â = (â, â†)T

and ∆Âi = Âi − di. Its QFI for θ reads Fθ =
1
2 [vec(∂θσσσ)]†M−1vec(∂θσσσ)+2(∂θd)†σσσ−1∂θd, whereM =
σσσ∗⊗σσσ−K ⊗K, with σσσ∗ being the complex conjugate of
σσσ [72]. The QFI of the temperature for Eq. (5) reads

FT (t) = M(t)[∂T v(t)]2/v(t). (6)

It can be proven that the QFI (6) is reached by measuring
the number operator â†â of the thermometer.

As a special case, we first revisit the precision under
the Born-Markovian approximation. When the coupling
is weak and the time scale of the reservoir correlation
function is much smaller than that of the thermometer,
we can make this approximation and obtain uMA(t) =
e−[κ+i(ω0+∆(ω0))]t and vMA(t) = n̄(ω0)(1 − e−2κt) (Ap-

pendix B). Here κ = πJ(ω0) and ∆(ω0) = P
∫ J(ω)
ω0−ωdω,

with P denoting the Cauchy principal value. Then
the coefficients in Eq. (2) reduce to ΓMA(t) = κ,

ΩMA(t) = ω0 + ∆(ω0), and ΓβMA(t) = 2κn̄(ω0). The
unique steady state is a canonical state ρMA(∞) =

e−βω0â
†â/Tr[e−βω0â

†â], which is independent of the initial
state. Thus the thermometer equilibrates to a thermal
state with the same temperature as the reservoir in Born-
Markovian dynamics. According to Eq. (6), we obtain
the QFI

FMA
T (t) = F̄T (ω0)

n̄(ω0) + 1

n̄(ω0) + (1− e−2κt)−1
, (7)

where F̄T (ω0) ≡ (βω0)2n̄(ω0)[1 + n̄(ω0)]/T 2. We have
neglected the constant ∆(ω0), which is generally renor-
malized into ω0 [56]. Equation (7) reveals that the QFI
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increases with time and saturates to F̄T corresponding
to the QFI of ρMA(∞). The equilibrium-state perfor-
mance of the thermometer reads limT→∞ F̄T (ω0) = T−2

in the high-temperature regime, which is called the Lan-
dau bound [40]. However, it is unfortunate to find that
the QFI tends to zero in the low-temperature limit. Being
consistent with previous works [13–32], this means that
the thermometer becomes insufficient for measuring low
temperatures under the Born-Markovian approximation.

The non-Markovian solution of Eq. (3) is [69]

u(t) = Ze−iEbt +

∫ ∞
0

dEΘ(E)e−iEt, (8)

with Z = [1 +
∫∞

0
J(ω)

(Eb−ω)2 dω]−1 and Θ(E) =
J(E)

[E−ω0−∆(E)]2+[πJ(E)]2 . Here Eb is a possibly formed iso-

lated root of the transcendental equation

y(E) ≡ ω0 −
∫ ∞

0

J(ω)

ω − E
dω = E. (9)

The solutions of Eq. (9) are the eigenenergies of Eq.
(1) in the single-excitation subspace. Since y(E) is a
decreasing function in the regime E < 0, Eq. (9) has
one isolated root E ≡ Eb provided y(0) < 0. We call
the eigenstate corresponding to this isolated eigenenergy
the bound state. On the contrary, it has infinite roots
in the regime E > 0, which form a continuous energy
band. Since an extra band gap is induced by the forma-
tion of the bound state, we claim that a quantum phase
transition occurs in the total system. Such a quantum
phase transition has a profound impact on the dynam-
ics of the thermometer. Contributed by the continuous
energy band, the integral in Eq. (8) gradually vanishes
with time due to out-of-phase interference. Thus, if the
bound state is formed, then limt→∞ u(t) = Ze−iEbt, lead-
ing to a dissipationless dynamics; while if it is absent,
then limt→∞ u(t) = 0, characterizing a complete deco-
herence. It has been found that, when the bound state is
absent, the thermometer equilibrates to a thermal state
at an effective temperature; whenever the bound state is
present, it tends to a steady state no longer capable of
being described by thermal state [65]. For the Ohmic-
family spectral density, the bound state is formed when
ω0/ωc < ηγ(s), where γ(s) is Euler’s γ function. Dif-
ferent from the previous schemes based on the thermal
state [14, 20, 24, 29, 38–40, 73], our dynamical scheme
enables us to reveal its full performance in both the tran-
sient process and steady state regardless of whether the
thermometer equilibrates to a thermal state or not.

Equation (4) is recast into v(t) =
∫∞

0
dωAω(t)n̄(ω),

where Aω(t) = J(ω)|ũω(t)|2, with ũω(t) =
∫ t

0
dτu(τ)eiωτ ,

is called the heat-exchange spectrum, which tends to
Aω(∞) = Θ(ω) + Z2J(ω)/(ω − Eb)2. Then we obtain
from Eq. (6) an upper bound of the QFI (see Appendix
C)

FT (∞) ≤M(∞)

∫ ∞
0

dωF̄T (ω)Aω(∞)[1 + n̄(ω)]. (10)

FIG. 1. Evolution of the non-Markovian QFI for different ωc

by numerically solving Eqs. (3) and (4). The red solid line
is analytically obtained from Eq. (10) and the black dashed
line is the long-time QFI F̄T (ω0) under the Born-Markovian
approximation. We use η = 0.1, s = 1, and T = 0.1ω0/KB .

This reveals that the non-Markovian QFI is fully de-
termined by the overlap integral between the QFI of
an equilibration mode with given frequency ω and
the thermal-excitation dressed heat-exchange spectrum
M(∞)Aω(∞)[1 + n̄(ω)]. First, limT→∞ F̄T (ω) = T−2 re-
duces Eq. (10) to limT→∞ FT (∞) ≤ [1 − Z2M(∞)]T−2

in the high-temperature limit, where
∫∞

0
dωAω(∞) =

1 − Z2 has been used. This scaling relation with tem-
perature matches with the Landau bound (7) under the
Born-Markovian approximation except for the prefactor
when the bound state is formed. Second, it is remark-
able to find that v(∞) and Aω(∞) show an infrared di-
vergence at the critical point of forming the bound state.
Therefore, the integral in Eq. (10) is dominated by the
infrared-frequency regime. Using limω→0 F̄T (ω) = T−2

at the critical point, we readily convert Eq. (10) into

FT (∞)|CP ≤ T−2 (11)

at the critical point of forming the bound state (see Ap-
pendix C). This scaling relation works well in the full-
temperature regime. Such quantum-criticality-enhanced
QFI succeeds in avoiding the problem that the QFI tends
to zero in the low-temperature regime in conventional
quantum thermometry schemes [13–32]. Being indepen-
dent of s, our low-temperature scaling relation surpasses
the result FT ∝ T s−1 obtained in the spin-boson model
[25]. Note that our quantum-criticality-enhanced ther-
mometry is substantially different from that in Ref. [73],
where a similar scaling is obtained for the Caldeira-
Leggett model without quantum criticality under the
condition of ω0 equal to zero.

III. NUMERICAL CALCULATIONS

Taking the Ohmic spectral density as an example, we
plot in Fig. 1 the non-Markovian evolution of FT (t) for
different cutoff frequencies ωc. It can be seen that FT (t)
gradually increases with time from zero to ωc-dependent
stable values, which are larger than the Markovian ap-
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FIG. 2. Energy spectrum in the single-excitation space of the
total system (a), |u(t)|2 (b), and v(t) (c) as a function of ωc.
(d) Heat-exchange spectrum Aω(∞) for different ωc, which
shows an infrared divergence at the critical point ω0 = ηωc.
(e) Steady-state QFI for different T and ωc. The red solid
line is obtained via the analytical function [1−Z2M(∞)]T−2.
Other parameters are the same as Fig. 1.

proximate one F̄T (ω0) in the full-parameter regime. It
indicates one of the advantages of our non-Markovian
quantum thermometer over the Markovian approximate
ones. The stable FT (∞) shows good matching with the
analytical form in Eq. (10). It verifies the validity of
Eq. (10) in characterizing the steady-state performance
of our quantum thermometer. Another interesting fea-
ture is that an obvious maximum of the QFI is present
at ω0 = ηωc. To uncover the physical reason, we plot
in Fig. 2(a) the energy spectrum in the single-excitation
space of the total system of Eq. (1). We really see that an
isolated eigenenergy with the associated eigenstate called
the bound state is present in the band-gap regime when
ω0 < ηωc. Its presence opens an extra band gap in the
energy spectrum, which signifies a quantum phase tran-
sition of the total system. Accompanying its formation,
the long-time |u(t)|2 abruptly increases from zero to a fi-
nite value [see Fig. 2(b)]. The functions v(t) and Aω(∞),
respectively, show a long-time and low-frequency diver-
gence at the critical point of forming the bound state [see
Figs. 2(c) and 2(d)]. Because F̄T (ω)(n̄(ω) + 1) is a de-
creasing function of ω, the overlap integral in Eq. (10) is
dominated by the low frequencies and leads to the maxi-
mum at the critical point. All the results confirm that the
maximum of FT (∞) at ω0 = ηωc is intrinsically rooted

FIG. 3. Energy spectra for different η when s = 1 (a) and for
different s when η = 0.1125 (c). (b), (d) The corresponding
steady-state QFI for different T . ωc = 10ω0 is used.

in the quantum criticality induced by the bound state.

To further reveal the superiority of such quantum-
criticality-enhanced thermometry, we plot in Fig. 2(e)
the steady-state QFI FT (∞) for different T and ωc.
It clearly demonstrates that, in the high-temperature
regime, FT (∞) matches with our analytical result [1 −
Z2M(∞)]T−2. At the critical point of forming the bound
state, the QFI scales with the temperature as Eq. (10)
in the full-temperature regime, which means that the
performance of our non-Markovian quantum thermom-
etry becomes better and better with a decrease of the
temperature. A similar performance can be obtained
by tuning the coupling constant η [see Figs. 3(a) and
3(b)]. This successfully solves the problem of the con-
ventional schemes where the QFI tends to zero in the
low-temperature regime. It is noted that the sensitivity
(10) is achievable not only exactly at the critical point,
but also in a relatively wide parameter regime near the
critical point. Via the criticality-scaling analysis, we
find that the condition to achieve (10) can be relaxed
to |ω0 − ηωc| ≤ 1.52KBT (see Appendix D). Thus, the
parameter regime supporting (10) becomes wider with
increasing temperature, as confirmed by Figs. 2(e) and
3(b). Given the fact that we never experiment exactly
at zero temperature, it endows our scheme with a fault
tolerance to the imprecise parameter tuning to reach the
critical point. This parameter regime also reveals that
what really matters is the relative value ωc/ω0. The crit-
ical regime is also achievable by tuning ω0 for given ωc
and η.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Our result can be generalized to other forms of spec-
tral density, where the specific condition on the quantum
criticality may be different, but the conclusion remains
unchanged [see Figs. 3(c) and 3(d)]. Many ways of con-
trolling the spectral density in circuit QED [57–59] and
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trapped ion [60] platforms have been proposed. As the
essential feature of our scheme, the bound state and its
dynamical effect have been observed in circuit QED [74]
and ultracold atom [75] systems. These progresses indi-
cate that our scheme via engineering the quantum criti-
cality caused by the bound state is realizable in the state-
of-the-art technique of quantum optics experiments.

In summary, we propose a non-Markovian quantum
thermometry scheme to measure the equilibrium tem-
perature of a quantum reservoir by use of a continuous-
variable system as a thermometer. A quantum critical-
ity induced by the formation of a thermometer-reservoir
bound state and its crucial role in enhancing the per-
formance of the thermometer are revealed. It is revealed
that the scaling relation of the QFI in the long-time limit
reaches the Landau bound T−2 in the full-temperature
regime near the critical point. This efficiently avoids the
problem that the QFI of conventional quantum thermom-
etry schemes tends to zero in the low-temperature regime.
Supplying a mechanism for designing high-precision sen-
sors to low temperature, our result may be used in devel-
oping temperature-monitoring components in quantum
thermodynamics and quantum device fabrication.
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Appendix A: Time-dependent state of the
thermometer

Here, we give the derivation details of Eq. (5). Accord-
ing to the path-integral influence-function theory, the
evolution of the thermometer state in the coherent-state
representation [65] reads

ρ(ᾱf , α
′
f ; t) =

∫
dµ(αi)dµ(α′i)J (ᾱf , α

′
f ; t|ᾱ′i, αi; 0)

×ρ(ᾱi, α
′
i; 0), (A1)

where ρ(ᾱf , α
′
f ; t) ≡ 〈ᾱf |ρ (t) |α′f 〉 and ρ(ᾱi, α

′
i; 0) =

〈ᾱi|ρ(0)|α′i〉, with |α〉 = eαâ
† |0〉 and dµ(α) =

e−|α|
2

d2α/π. After eliminating the degrees of free-
dom of the reservoir, the propagation functional
J (ᾱf , α

′
f ; t|ᾱ′i, αi; 0) reads

J (ᾱf , α
′
f ; t|ᾱ′i, αi; 0) = M(t) exp{J1(t)ᾱfαi

+ J2 (t) ᾱfα
′
f − [J3 (t)− 1]ᾱ′iαi + J∗1 (t)ᾱ′iα

′
f},(A2)

where

M(t) = [1 + v(t)]−1, J1(t) = M(t)u(t), (A3)

J2(t) = M(t)v(t), J3(t) = M(t)|u(t)|2. (A4)

The equations of motion of u(t) and v(t) take the forms
of Eqs. (3) and (4), respectively.

The thermometer is initially in a coherent state

ρ(ᾱi, α
′
i; 0) = exp(− |α0|2 + ᾱiα0 + ᾱ0α

′
i). (A5)

Substituting (A5) into Eq. (A1) and performing the
Gaussian integration, we get

ρ(ᾱf , α
′
f ; t) = M(t) exp[−J3(t) |α0|2 + J1(t)ᾱfα0

+J2(t)ᾱfα
′
f + J∗1 (t)ᾱ0α

′
f ]. (A6)

Remembering that the density matrix is expressed as
ρ(t) =

∫
dµ(αf )dµ(α′f )ρ(ᾱf , α

′
f ; t)|αf 〉〈ᾱ′f |, we obtain

ρ(t) = M(t) exp[−J3(t) |α0|2] exp
[
J1(t)α0a

†]
× exp

[
ln J2(t)a†a

]
exp [J∗1 (t)α∗0a] .

= M(t)D̂teâ
†â ln J2(t)D̂†t , (A7)

where D̂t = exp[α0u(t)â† − α∗0u∗(t)â]. The last equality
of Eq. (A7) can be proven as follows.
Proof. Temporally neglecting the arguments “(t)” of
each time-dependent functions for brevity, we have

D̂teâ
†â ln J2D̂†t = exp[(a† − u∗α∗0)(a− uα0) lnJ2]

= J
|uα0|2
2 exp[− ln J2uα0â

† + ln J2â
†â

− ln J2u
∗α∗0â]. (A8)

Then according to the rule of disentangling an ex-
ponential of operators of a harmonic oscillator al-

gebra, i.e., e(β+â
†+β0â

†â+β−â) = ef+â
†
ef0â

†âef−âeg,
with f± = β±(eβ0 − 1)/β0, f0 = β0, and g =
β+β−(eβ0 − 1− β0)/β2

0 , we readily obtain

D̂teâ
†â ln J2D̂†t = e−|uα0|2(1−J2)e(1−J2)uα0â

†
eln J2â

†â

×e(1−J2)u∗α∗0 â

= e−J3|α0|2eJ1α0â
†
eln J2â

†âeJ
∗
1α
∗
0 â, (A9)

which just the first equality of Eq. (A8).
After inserting the complete basis

∑
n |n〉〈n| = 1 into

Eq. (A8), we have

ρ(t) = M(t)D̂t
∑
n

en ln J2(t)|n〉〈n|D̂†t

= D̂t
∑
n

v(t)n

[1 + v(t)]n+1
|n〉〈n|D̂†t . (A10)

Appendix B: Born-Markovian limit of u(t) and v(t)

Defining u(t) = e−iω0tu′(t), we rewrite Eq. (3) as

u̇′(t) +

∫ t

0

dτ

∫ ∞
0

dωJ(ω)e−i(ω−ω0)(t−τ)u′(τ) = 0. (B1)

When the thermometer-reservoir coupling is weak and
the time scale of the reservoir correlation function is
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much smaller than that of the thermometer, we can
calculate the Born-Markovian approximate solution of
Eq. (B1) via neglecting the memory effect [66], i.e.,
u′(τ) ' u′(t), and extending the upper limit of the in-

tegral to infinity, i.e.
∫ t

0
dτ '

∫∞
0
dτ . Utilization of

the identity limt→∞
∫ t

0
dτe−i(ω−ω0)(t−τ) = πδ(ω − ω0) +

iP 1
ω0−ω , with P being the Cauchy principal value, re-

sults in u′MA(t) = e−[κ+i∆(ω0)]t, where κ = πJ(ω0)

and ∆(ω0) = P
∫∞

0
J(ω)
ω0−ωdω. We thus have the Born-

Markovian approximate solution of u(t) as uMA(t) =
e−[κ+i(ω0+∆(ω0))]t.

Equation (4) is rewritten as

v(t) =

∫ ∞
0

dωn̄(ω)Aω(t), (B2)

where Aω(t) = J(ω)|ũω(t)|2 with ũω(t) =
∫ t

0
dτu(τ)eiωτ .

The function Aω(t) is further recast into∫ ∞
0

dωAω(t) =

∫ t

0

dτ1

∫ t

0

dτ2u
∗(τ2)µ(τ2 − τ1)u(τ1).

(B3)
Its derivative with respect to time reads

d

dt

∫ ∞
0

dωAω(t) = u(t)
[ ∫ t

0

dτ2u(τ2)µ(t− τ2)
]∗

+u∗(t)

∫ t

0

dτ1µ(t− τ1)u(τ1)

= −d|u(t)|2

dt
, (B4)

where Eq. (3) has been used in the last equality. Then
integrating Eq. (B4) with time and using

∫∞
0
dωAω(0) =

0, we readily obtain∫ ∞
0

dωAω(t) = 1− |u(t)|2. (B5)

Under the Born-Markovian approximation, we safely
replace n̄(ω) in Eq. (B2) by n̄(ω0). Then we have

vMA(t) = n̄(ω0)

∫ ∞
0

dωAω(t) = n̄(ω0)[1− |uMA(t)|2]

= n̄(ω0)(1− e−2κt). (B6)

Appendix C: Derivation of the QFI

To calculate the long-time QFI, v(t) and Aω(t) in Eq.
(B2) should be known. It can be proven that

Aω(∞) = J(ω)|ũω(∞)|2 = Θ(ω) +
Z2J(ω)

(ω − Eb)2
. (C1)

Proof. The exact solution of u(t) is

u(t) = Ze−iEbt +

∫ ∞
0

dEΘ(E)e−iEt, (C2)

with Z = [1 +
∫∞

0
J(ω)

(Eb−ω)2 dω]−1 and Θ(E) =
J(E)

[E−ω0−∆(E)]2+[πJ(E)]2 . It induces

ũω(∞) = πZδ(ω − Eb) + iP Z

ω − Eb

+πΘ(ω) + iP
∫ ∞

0

dE
Θ(E)

ω − E
, (C3)

where limt→∞
∫ t

0
dτe−i(E−ω)τ = πδ(ω−E) + iP 1

ω−E has

been used. Rewriting Θ(x) = i
π Im[ 1

E−ω0−∆(x)+iπJ(x) ]

with x = ω and E and using the Hilbert transform [76]

Re[h(x)] = 1
πP
∫ +∞
−∞ dω Im[h(x)]

ω−x for an analytical function

h(x), we recast the last two terms of Eq. (C3) as

πΘ(ω) + iP
∫ ∞

0

dE
Θ(E)

ω − E
=

1

E − ω0 −∆(ω) + iπJ(ω)
.

(C4)
It is noted that, in deriving Eq. (C4), we have extended
the lower limit of the integral of E from zero to −∞ based
on the fact that J(E) = 0 in the regime E ∈ (−∞, 0).
Because of Eb < 0, the first term of Eq. (C3) has no
contribution to the integral in Eq. (B2) and the Cauchy
principal value in the second term of Eq. (C3) is equal
to the function itself. Therefore, using Eq. (C4), we can
safely convert Eq. (C3) into

ũω(∞) =
iZ

ω − Eb
+

1

E − ω0 −∆(ω) + iπJ(ω)
, (C5)

which results in

|ũω(∞)|2 =
1

[ω − ω0 −∆(ω)]2 + [πJ(ω)]2
+

Z2

(ω − Eb)2

+
πZΘ(ω)

ω − Eb
. (C6)

The last term also has no contribution to the integral in
Eq. (B2) because, according to the residue theorem, the
residue of its only pole ω = Eb is equal to zero due to
J(Eb) = 0. We thus finally arrive at Eq. (C1).

We are now ready to prove Eq. (11).
Proof. The QFI is calculated via FT (t) =
M(t)[∂T v(t)]2/v(t) as

FT (t) =
M(t)

T 2v(t)

[ ∫ ∞
0

dω
√
Aω(t)βω

√
n̄(ω)[1 + n̄(ω)]

×
√
n̄(ω)Aω(t)

]2
. (C7)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality [
∫∞

0
dωx(ω)y(ω)]2 6∫∞

0
dωx(ω)2

∫∞
0
dωy(ω)2 [76], we obtain

FT (t) 6
M(t)

T 2

∫ ∞
0

dωAω(t)(βω)2n̄(ω)[1 + n̄(ω)]2

= M(t)

∫ ∞
0

dωF̄T (ω)Aω(t)[1 + n̄(ω)], (C8)
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FIG. 4. (a) Aω(∞) for different |ω0 − ηωc| for the Ohmic
spectral density. (b) Numerical fitting to the frequency ωmax

of the peak of Aω(∞) with respect to |ω0 − ηωc|.

where F̄T (ω) = (βω)2n̄(ω)[1 + n̄(ω)]/T 2. The long-time
QFI reads

FT (∞) 6

∫∞
0
dωF̄T (ω)Aω(∞)[1 + n̄(ω)]

1 + v(∞)
. (C9)

At the critical point of forming the bound state, ω0 =
ηωcγ(s), Eb = 0, Z = 0, and ∆(0) = −ω0 from Eq. (9).
We thus have

Aω(∞)
∣∣
CP

= Θ(ω) =
J(ω)

[ω − ω0 −∆(ω)]2 + [πJ(ω)]2
,

(C10)
which has a sharp peak at ω = 0 due to
limω→0Aω(∞)

∣∣
CP

= limω→0 1/[π2J(ω)] = ∞. There-

fore, the integral in Eq. (C9) is dominated by ω = 0.
According to limω→0 F̄T (ω) = T−2, we have

FT (∞)
∣∣∣
CP

6 T−2

∫∞
0
dωAω(∞)[1 + n̄(ω)]

1 + v(∞)

= T−2 1− |u(∞)|2 + v(∞)

1 + v(∞)
= T−2, (C11)

where Eqs. (B2) and (B5), and |u(∞)|2 = Z2 = 0 at the
critical point have been used.

Appendix D: QFI near the critical point

The result FT (∞) ∝ T−2 is also achievable when the
parameters are near but not exactly at the critical point.
Here, we give the proof of this conclusion. The function
Aω(∞) shows a sharp peak at ω = 0 when the parameters
are exactly at the critical point. When the parameters
slightly deviate from the critical point, the sharp peak
exhibits a blue shift to ωmax [see Fig. 2(d)]. This implies
that we can approximately equate Aω(∞) in Eq. (C9) as
Aω(∞) ' δ(ω−ωmax). Then we calculate from Eq. (C9)
that

FT (∞) 6 F̄T (ωmax) ≡ f(βωmax)

T 2
, (D1)

where f(x) = x2n̄(x)[1 + n̄(x)] and Eq. (B2) have been
used. According to the fact that f(x) is a monotonically
decreasing function with an increase of x, a QFI larger
than f(1)/T 2 = 0.92/T 2 is obtained as long as

βωmax 6 1. (D2)

We now numerically explore the scaling law of ωmax

near the critical point. Figure 4(a) shows Aω(∞) for
different |ω0−ηωc| near the critical point

∣∣ω0−ηωc
∣∣
CP

= 0
for the Ohmic spectral density. The numerical fitting in
Fig. 4(b) reveals that the position of the peak of Aω(∞)
scales with |ω0 − ηωc| as

ωmax = 0.66ω0|(ω0−ηωc)/ω0|1.04 ' 0.66|ω0−ηωc|. (D3)

Substituting Eq. (D3) into Eq. (D2), we conclude that
the QFI takes as FT (∞) 6 f(1)/T 2 = 0.92/T 2 as long as
the parameters fall in a relatively wide parameter regime
near the critical point, i.e.,

|ω0 − ηωc| 6 1.52KBT. (D4)

Equation (D4) indicates that FT (∞) 6 0.92/T 2 is
achievable only at single parameter point ω0 = ηωc when
and only when the temperature is absolute zero. The pa-
rameter regime supporting FT (∞) 6 0.92/T 2 becomes
wider and wider with increasing temperature. Given the
fact that we never experiment at absolute zero temper-
ature, this wide parameter regime endows our scheme
with a fault tolerance to the imprecise tuning of the sys-
tem parameters to reach the critical point.
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