Nonlinear interferometry beyond classical limit facilitated by cyclic dynamics
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Time-reversed evolution has substantial implications in physics, including prominent applications
in refocusing of classical waves[1–3] or spins[4] and fundamental researches such as quantum information scrambling[5–8]. In quantum metrology[9, 10], nonlinear interferometry based on time reversal
protocols[11–13] supports entanglement-enhanced measurements without requiring low-noise detection. Despite the broad interest in time reversal, it remains challenging to reverse the quantum
dynamics of an interacting many-body system as is typically realized by an (effective) sign-flip of
the system’s Hamiltonian. Here, we present an approach that is broadly applicable to cyclic systems for implementing nonlinear interferometry without invoking time reversal. Inspired by the
observation that the time-reversed dynamics drives a system back to its starting point, we propose
to accomplish the same by slaving the system to travel along a ‘closed-loop’ instead of explicitly
tracing back its antecedent path. Utilizing the quasi-periodic spin mixing dynamics in a threemode 87 Rb atom spinor condensate, we implement such a ‘closed-loop’ nonlinear interferometer and
achieve a metrological gain of 3.87+0.91
−0.95 decibels over the classical limit for a total of 26500 atoms.
Our approach unlocks the high potential of nonlinear interferometry by allowing the dynamics to
penetrate into deep nonlinear regime, which gives rise to highly entangled non-Gaussian state. The
idea of bypassing time reversal may open up new opportunities in the experimental investigation of
researches that are typically studied by using time reversal protocols.

Time reversal is an important concept in physics,
supporting the understanding of the origin for ‘time’s
arrow’[14] and applications in technologies such as time
reversal mirrors[1–3] and spin or photon echos[4, 15].
Time reversal of quantum many-body dynamics is also of
significant interest, due to its importance in investigating
quantum information scrambling [5–8], diagnosing quantum phase transition or criticality[16–18], and developing
entanglement-enhanced precision metrology[11–13]. The
commonly adopted approach for realizing time-reversed
dynamics comes from time-forward evolution with a signflipped Hamiltonian. While simple and straightforward,
this approach is generally difficult to realize in an interacting many-body system. Hence, developing approaches
capable of bypassing the sign-flip of a Hamiltonian is of
significant practical importance.
In this study, we address the challenge of effecting time-reversed evolution in the context of quantum
metrology[9, 10], aimed at beating the standard quantum limit (SQL) by using entanglement. Nonlinear interferometry based on time reversal protocol[11–13] was
proposed to circumvent low-noise detection unanimously
required in entanglement-enhanced metrology based on
linear interferometry, where the improvement to measurement signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) comes from reduced quantum noise by correlations between entangled

particles[19–26]. To benefit from such squeezed noise,
however, other noises especially the readout (or detection) noise must be made smaller, which is technically
challenging for ensembles of large particle numbers[27–
29]. Nonlinear interferometry improves SNR by magnifying signal instead, hence it is inherently robust against
detection noise[11–13]. A typical nonlinear interferometer consists of three building blocks: nonlinear ‘path’
splitting (U1 ) for generating entangled probe state, phase
encoding (Up ), and nonlinear ‘path’ recombining (U2 ) for
transforming the encoded phase into easily measured observables. Usually, the recombining is taken to be the
time reversal of the splitting process, i.e., U2 = U1† , such
that the state traces back its entanglement generation
trajectory and returns to the input state if no phase is
encoded (see the left panel of Fig. 1(a)). The presence of
a nonzero encoded phase, however, breaks such a closedloop and gives rise to a phase dependent output state.
The capability of nonlinear interferometry for enhanced
SNR has been demonstrated in several pioneering experiments, ranging from photons[30, 31] to Bose-Einstein
condensate (BEC)[32, 33], cold thermal atoms[34], and a
mechanical oscillator[35]. As a cost of engineering time
reversal, these experiments are typically constrained to
short-term evolutions, where the effective time-reversed
dynamics kicks in before the probe states become too
deeply entangled to be disentangled, hence sacrificing potentially higher metrological gain.
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FIG. 1. Three-mode nonlinear interferometry based on by cyclic dynamics. (a) Nonlinear interferometry is typically
realized by a pair of time-reversed operations: ‘path’ splitting U1 and recombining U2 , with phase encoding Up (orange triangle)
sandwiched in between. The probe state |ψp i generated by U1 returns back to the initial state |ψi i after U2 if the phase encoded
in between is φ = 0, while it ends up at a different state |ψf i if φ 6= 0. For a system with cyclic dynamics, the required time
reversal can be circumvented by properly timing the instant to complete a periodic return. (b) Schematic illustration for
our three-mode nonlinear interferometer based on spin mixing dynamics (SMD) that creates (annihilates) paired atoms in
|1, ±1i components from (into) the |1, 0i component. The corresponding SMD evolution effects nonlinear ‘path’ splitting or
recombining. The encoded relative phase φ = 2φ0 −(φ1 +φ−1 ) can be extracted from measured fractional population ρ0 = N0 /N
in the end. (c) SMD is initiated by a sudden change of quadratic Zeeman shift (QZS) from q  2|c2 | to q ≈ |c2 |. (d) Temporal
evolution of ρ0 starting with all atoms in the |1, 0i component. The upper panel denotes the ideal case without atom loss
or technical noises, where q is set to be 0.99|c2 |, while the middle and lower panels present experimentally measured data
respectively for fixed q = 0.99|c2 | and tuned q(t) = 0.99|c2 |e−0.4γt with loss rate γ = 0.09 s−1 (to compensate for slightly
drifting c2 due to decreasing N ). All data points denote average over 30 experimental runs and error bars stand for 1 standard
deviation. The solid lines and shaded regions denote numerically simulated mean and standard deviation of ρ0 based on the
truncated Wigner method.

time reversal. The key idea is to employ cyclic dynamics, which automatically drives the system back to the
vicinity of initial state, as a substitute for time reversal.
As shown in the right panel of Fig. 1(a), the complete
interferometric protocol starts with a classical product
state |ψi i. The subsequent evolution (clockwise) under
a many-body interaction Hamiltonian H enacts nonlinear splitting U1 before the system arrives at an intermediate entangled probe state |ψp i. In the absence of
phase encoding, cyclic dynamics drives the system forward, clockwise towards the initial state after the second stage of complementary time-forward evolution U2 ,
which mimics the effect of time reversal of U1 (shown
by the counter-clockwise pointed dashed arc in the left
panel of Fig. 1(a)). Such an implementation not only
circumvents the challenge of flipping the sign of Hamiltonian, it also enables evolution beyond the short-term
limit, and enhances the metrological performance with
highly entangled non-Gaussian probe states generated by
long-term dynamics.
We demonstrate the above protocol in a 87 Rb
atom spinor BEC, prepared initially in the |F =
1, mF = 0i hyperfine ground state and described by the

Hamiltonian[36],

c2  † †
2(a1 a−1 a0 a0 +h.c.)+(2N0 −1)(N −N0 ) −qN0 ,
2N
(1)
where a†mF (amF ) denotes the creation (annihilation)
operator for the mF (= ±1, 0) spin component, NmF =
a†mF amF its atom number, and N the total number of
atoms. The terms inside the square brackets describe
spin mixing dynamics (SMD) at a spin-exchange rate
|c2 |, which creates (annihilates) paired atoms in |1, ±1i
from (into) |1, 0i components, as well as elastic collision
caused energy shifts. The last term describes an effective
quadratic Zeeman shift (QZS), tunable with magnetic
field or off-resonance microwave. Linear Zeeman shift is
omitted here due to the conservation of magnetization
(Lz = N1 − N−1 ).
In the undepleted pump regime with nearly all atoms
in the |1, 0i component, the operator
a0 can be approx√
imated by a complex number N eiφ0 , which reduces
(1) to the widely discussed SU(1,1) form[37] (κa†1 a†−1 +
κ∗ a1 a−1 ) that creates or annihilates paired atoms in the
|1, ±1i modes with strength κ = c2 e2iφ0 when QZS is
adjusted to cancel the energy shift of elastic collsion at
H=
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FIG. 2. Phase sensitivity. (a) Our implementation of the nonlinear interferometry with ‘path’ splitting and recombining
both from time-forward SMD for t1 = 290 ms and t2 = 230 ms respectively. Spinor phase is encoded by quenching q to 52|c2 |
with microwave dressing and holding the condensate for variable time τ . (b) Temporal evolution of ρ0 for different φ encoded
at the instant marked by vertical black dashed line. Error bars are the statistical uncertainty of over 30 experimental runs,
and the shading denotes the simulated standard deviation. (c) Probability distributions of ρ0 for the probe state and for the
final states obtained from 400 experimental runs. (d) Mean value and (e) standard deviation of ρ0 in the vicinity of φ = 0
and within [−π, π] (insets). The rapid variations of both quantities near φ ∼ 0 implicate our nonlinear interferometry is highly
sensitive to small encoded phase. Each point represents the result of 100 experimental runs. (f) Metrological gain obtained
from error propagation formula. We observe a highest gain of 3.87+0.91
−0.95 dB at φ = 0.012 rad. The blue dashed lines in (d-f) are
biquadratic fitted curves to experimental data with the shaded regions indicating the fitting uncertainties. The grey dashed
line (and shading) in (f) denotes the sensitivity (and its uncertainties) achieved in linear three-mode interferometry, while the
grey solid line denotes the standard quantum limit (SQL) with respect to the total number of atoms. Solid blue and orange
lines in (b-f) are the simulation results.

q = |c2 |. The sign of this Hamiltonian can be flipped by
imprinting a phase of π/2 on the |1, 0i pump mode, which
has been employed to realize the first atomic SU(1,1)
interferometry[32, 33]. While beating the classical limit
with respect to the small number (∼ 2.8) of atoms in the
phase sensing modes (namely the |1, ±1i components),
the precision realized was far below the SQL for the total atom number (N ≈ 400).
One can increase the number of atoms in the phase
sensing modes to increase phase sensitivity, for example by extending SMD beyond the undepleted pump
regime[38], or by linearly coupling the three spin components before phase sensing[39]. This work adopts the
former strategy with the consequent interferometry based
on the complete Hamiltonian (1) of SMD controlled by
the relative strength of q vs |c2 |, over extended time
into the deep nonlinear regime. In a ferromagnetic system (c2 < 0), the ground state at zero magnetization
for q  2|c2 | is a product state of all atoms occupying the |1, 0i component (or a polar state). When
suddenly quenched to q ∈ (−2, 2)|c2 |, the initial polar
state undergoes coherent many-body spin oscillation[40],
whose dynamics can be mapped to that of a nonlin-

ear pendulum in a semiclassical treatment[41, 42]. Although the quantum superposition of unequally spaced
energy eigenstates prevents exact pendulum-like periodic
oscillations from evolving indefinitely, for a typical condensate with tens of thousands of atoms or more, the
first period of collective state oscillation remains clearly
recurrent[43, 44] nevertheless. The cyclic dynamics then
drives the system back to the immediate vicinity of the
initial state, in line with the time-reversed evolution as
discussed (see the upper panel of Fig. 1(d)). Based on
this understanding, we construct a three-mode nonlinear interferometer as illustrated in Fig. 1(b), with splitting and recombining effected by complementary timeforward SMD, for durations t1 and t2 , respectively. With
such a setup, as we will show below, the encoded relative
phase φ = 2φ0 − (φ1 + φ−1 ) can be inferred at a precision
below the classical limit with respect to the total number of atoms for all three spin components, by simply
measuring the final population of |1, 0i.
Our experiments are carried out in an almost pure
87
Rb BEC of N ≈ 26, 500 atoms. The bias magnetic
field is fixed at 0.23 G and stabilized by feedback control to a temporal peak-to-peak fluctuation of 150 µG,
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corresponding to a QZS of qB = 2π × 3.8 Hz with a
relative uncertainty of 0.001. Since this value of qB
is well below the quantum critical point at qc = 2|c2 |
with c2 = −2π × 3.85 Hz calibrated experimentally[23],
a microwave dressing field (10 MHz red detuned from
the clock transition between |1, 0i and |2, 0i) is switched
on during the preparation of initial state (see Methods), whose AC Stark shift augments the total QZS to
10|c2 | such that the condensate is maintained in the polar
phase. To illustrate the near cyclic behavior, we switch
off the microwave to quench the condensate to below the
quantum critical point, and let the system freely evolve
at q = qB = 0.99|c2 | for 1.8 s. At the end of the evolution, the trap is turned off and atoms in different spin
components are spatially separated using a Stern-Gerlach
pulse followed by 10 ms time-of-flight expansion, and are
finally detected with low-noise absorption imaging[23].
The system’s evolution in terms of the measured fractional population ρ0 = N0 /N is shown in the middle
panel of Fig. 1(d). Compared to the expected dynamics
free from external noise or loss (upper panel), we find a
clear deviation starting from the end of the first oscillation period. The prominent plateau, or the collapsed
region between the first two oscillation troughs is shortened, and the subsequent oscillation features larger frequency and amplitude. Such seemingly improved coherence in fact arises from decoherence due to mechanisms
including particle loss[42] and weak radio-frequency (RF)
noise from electronic devices around the BEC chamber.
Taking these imperfections into considerations, we find
the measured data agrees well with the numerical simulations based on the truncated Wigner method (see Supplementary Information for more details). The effect of
loss can be partially mitigated by tuning the bias B-field
to maintain a fixed ratio of q/|c2 |, which compensates for
the drift of c2 ∝ N 2/5 from decreasing N , and leads to a
better agreement of the data with ideal dynamics (slower
oscillation as well as faster damping, shown in the lower
panel of Fig. 1(d)). Such a compensation improves the
metrological performance of our system, and is therefore
adopted in the reported interferometry.
The specific sequence of the implemented nonlinear
interferometry protocol is illustrated in Fig. 2(a). We
first hold the condensate (initially in the polar phase) for
t1 = 290 ms (marked by the vertical black dashed line in
Fig. 2(b)) at q/|c2 | = 0.99. At this instant, the system
is already far beyond the undepleted pump regime, and
the corresponding generated state takes on a highly nonGaussian distribution (Fig. 2(c) left panel) with around
22% of the atoms transferred to |1, ±1i components. For
phase sensing, we switch on the dressing microwave for
a variable time τ , which quenches q to 52|c2 | to sufficiently suppress SMD, and imprints a phase φ = 2qτ on
the condensate via Up = eiφN0 /2 (see Methods). Finally,
the interferometer is completed by resuming SMD for a
second time-forward duration t2 = 230 ms with the microwave field switched off.
Figure 2(b) presents time evolution of measured ρ0 for

FIG. 3. The dependence of metrological gain on spin
mixing times t1 and t2 . (a) The ‘path’ splitting time t1
is scanned while the total evolution time t1 + t2 is fixed at
520 ms. The gains optimized over φ ∈ [0, 0.03 rad] for every point share similar dependence on t1 as ∆ρ0 . (b) For
t1 fixed at 290 ms, the phase-optimized gain oscillates with
t2 , almost in sync with hρ0 i. The local maxima appear at
hρ0 i ≈ 1, when ‘path’ recombining nearly reverses ‘path’ splitting. Black dashed and dash-dotted vertical lines denote the
durations employed in our experiments. Red circles represent
the experimental data point, and grey shaded regions indicate
metrological gain beyond SQL.

small but different phase φ. In the absence of an encoded phase, the system nearly returns to its initial state
at the end of the interferometry (marked by the vertical
dash-dotted line), with the probability distribution P (ρ0 )
concentrated around ρ0 = 1 √
(middle panel of Fig. 2(c)).
A nonzero phase shift of 2/ N ≈ 0.013 rad causes the
second oscillation cycle to inch forward, leading to an evident decrease in the mean value of ρ0 as well as broadening of its distribution (right panel in Fig. 2(c)). The long
tail of this distribution is near-Gaussian, which enables
us to extract the encoded phase (with a high sensitivity)
by measuring the mean value of ρ0 . The phase sensitivity shown in Fig. 2(f) is obtained from error propagation formula ∆φ = ∆ρ0 /|dhρ0 i/dφ|, where the denominator and the numerator are obtained from fitting
experimental data to biquadratic functions (blue dashed
lines in Fig. 2(d-f)). We define the metrological gain
as G = −20√
log10 (∆φ/∆φSQL ) with respect to the SQL
∆φSQL = 2/ N , the optimal phase sensitivity achievable
for a coherent spin state (CSS) in a three-mode linear
interferometer with the same phase imprinting operator

5
(Supplementary Information). To benchmark this reference value, we prepare a CSS with single-particle wavefunction |ψi = − 2i |1, 1i + √12 |1, 0i − 2i |1, −1i, which is
known theoretically to saturate the SQL, and then measure the angular momentum Lx after phase encoding (see
Methods). The obtained phase sensitivity is indeed found
to be around SQL as shown by the grey dashed line in
Fig. 2(f). In comparison, for our nonlinear interferometer, we observe a maximal gain of 3.87+0.91
−0.95 dB beyond
this SQL at φ = 0.012 rad.
The metrological performance of the implemented nonlinear interferometer crucially depends on the spin mixing times t1 and t2 . The ‘path’ splitting part of SMD
for t1 determines the probe state |ψp i used for phase encoding, whose multi-particle entanglement is ultimately
responsible for observing phase p
sensitivity beyond SQL.
The highest sensitivity ∆φ = 1/ FQ achievable is characterized by quantum Fisher information FQ of the probe
state[10]. Thus ideally, one should employ a probe state
with an FQ as large as possible in order to optimize the
interferometric gain. For phase encoding with the generator N0 /2 employed here, FQ = (∆N0 )2 = (N ∆ρ0 )2 in
the absence of decoherence, which equals to the variance
of population in the |1, 0i component.
The blue line in Fig. 3(a) shows the simulated ∆ρ0 as
a function of t1 . The interferometer therefore is expected
to perform well in the vicinity of t1 , where ∆ρ0 reaches a
peak[45]. This is indeed what we observe from the numerical simulations (including particle loss and RF noise),
where we fix the total time t1 + t2 and investigate the
dependence of the optimal phase sensitivity on t1 (black
solid curve). In the experiment, we work at t1 = 290
ms, as marked by the vertical dashed line. The probe
state generated at this instant is highly non-Gaussian, as
shown in the left panel of Fig. 2(c). Although such a state
is capable of providing a high phase sensitivity, it is difficult to reach this by using linear interferometry, where
the output state remains non-Gaussian and thus the measurement of high order moments[46] or even full probability distribution[47] will be required. In contrast, the
nonlinear interferometry protocol reported here gives an

output state with a nearly Gaussian distribution, which
makes it possible to obtain a high phase sensitivity based
only on the mean value and standard deviation of ρ0 . Our
work therefore demonstrates an implementable method
to exploit highly entangled non-Gaussian states for quantum metrology, which until now are rarely utilized due
to the associated complexity of characterizations[47].
Next we investigate the recombining part of the nonlinear interferometer. In Fig. 3(b), we keep splitting time
t1 (therefore the probe state) fixed while scan t2 . Phase
sensitivity beyond SQL is found over a wide range, and
the metrological gain oscillates with t2 , almost in sync
with hρ0 i. Especially worthy of pointing out is the fact
that local maxima of gain appear near the maxima of
hρ0 i. At these moments, the state returns back to the
close vicinity of the initial polar state, or in other words,
the ‘path’ recombining most closely resembles the time
reversal of the splitting. This further confirms the feasibility of our protocol for bypassing time reversal. It is
also noted that there exists a short delay between the first
maxima of gain and that of hρ0 i, which is attributed to
our specific characterization of final state through measuring only the mean value and standard deviation of ρ0 .
This delay disappears when the full distribution of ρ0 is
used, as shown in the Supplementary Information.
The nonlinear interferometer we implement is robust to
detection noise. This can be appreciated by noting that
detection noise, around 20 (atoms) in our system, is almost two orders of magnitude smaller than the measured
number fluctuation of atoms in |1, 0i components (see
Fig. 2(e)). The achievable phase sensitivity is currently
limited by technical imperfections including atom loss
and RF noise due to the long evolution time required to
complete the ‘closed-loop’. This loop, as specifically implemented in our work, is based on cyclic dynamics, while
more flexible approaches can be actively sought for by using optimal control[48] or machine learning[49, 50]. Our
idea for bypassing time reversal may open up new opportunities in the experimental investigation of researches
that are typically studied by using time reversal protocols.
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Hume, L. Pezzè, A. Smerzi, and M. K. Oberthaler, Science 345, 424 (2014).
[48] I. Walmsley and H. Rabitz, Physics Today 56, 43 (2003).
[49] G. Carleo, I. Cirac, K. Cranmer, L. Daudet, M. Schuld,
N. Tishby, L. Vogt-Maranto, and L. Zdeborová, Rev.
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7
METHODS
Initial state preparation

We prepare a 87 Rb BEC of around 27500 atoms in |1, 0i
hyperfine ground state, confined by a crossed optical
dipole trap with trapping frequencies 2π × (209, 97, 169)
Hz. The initial bias magnetic field is 0.8 G, which gives
a QZS of 2π × 46 Hz. To initiate SMD, we need to compensate for such a large QZS with microwave dressing.
However, as the relative stability of the microwave power
is about 0.001, direct dressing will lead to a fluctuation
of QZS on the order of 0.01|c2 |, which could severely degrade the coherence of spin dynamics. Instead, we first
lower the magnetic field to 0.23 G within 200 ms. The
resulting QZS matches |c2 | in the absence of microwave
dressing, while has a much smaller peak-to-peak fluctuation of 0.001|c2 | arising from the fluctuating magnetic
field. To inhibit spin mixing during the ramping process,
we switch on microwave field 10 MHz red-detuned from
|1, 0i to |2, 0i transition to keep QZS above 10|c2 |. After
the ramping, the condensate is hold for another 100 ms to
assure the magnetic field is sufficiently stabilized. During the ramping process, ambient RF noise may transfer a
tiny amount of atoms from |1, 0i to |1, ±1i, which can be
carefully removed by two consecutive resonant microwave
π pulses to transfer atoms in the |1, ±1i to |2, ±2i states,
and cleaned out with a flush of resonant probe beam.
The total atom number is around 26500 after this operation. The SMD is then initiated by switching off the

dressing microwave field.

Phase imprinting

Spinor phase can be imprinted by shifting the QZS
with microwave dressing. To sufficiently halt the SMD
during phase imprinting, we switch on the microwave
field 3.1 MHz red-detuned from the |1, 0i to |2, 0i transition to a power of 0.6 W. The resulting QZS reaches
q = 2π × 200.9(6) Hz, which corresponds to 52|c2 |, much
higher than the quantum critical point qc = 2|c2 |. The
power of microwave pulse (denoted as ‘dressing’ pulse) is
linearly ramped up and down within 12 µs respectively to
avoid sideband excitation. Measurement of phase sensitivity requires a precise control of small imprinted phase
in the vicinity of φ = 0, which is realized by using composite pulses as adopted in our earlier work[24]. Specifically, we apply a ‘pre-dressing’ microwave pulse with opposite detuning, and optimize its amplitude to cancel the
phase shift induced by the rising and trailing edges of
the ‘dressing’ pulse. The net accumulated phase is then
given by φ = 2qτ , where τ denotes the duration of the
‘dressing’ pulse without the edges.

Calibration of QZS

Starting from a polar state, we apply a resonant RF
Rabi pulse to transfer a quarter of the atoms to |1, ±1i
modes. The microwave field is then switched on, which
quenches QZS to the target value qt for measurement.
For qt  |c2 |, the SMD is energetically suppressed, therefore the subsequent evolution does not lead to noticeable
population changes in the Zeeman sublevels, but provides
a time dependent relative phase φ(τ ) = 2qt τ instead. After holding the condensate for variable time, we switch
off the microwave to initiate SMD at q = |c2 | and let the
system evolve for t = 5 ms. At the end of such a shortterm evolution, the change of hρ0 i can be approximated
as
hρ0 (τ )i − ρ0 ≈ 2c2 tρ0 (1 − ρ0 ) sin(2qt τ ),

Extended Data Fig. 1. Calibration of QZS during phase imprinting. For qt  |c2 |, the state will accumulate a time
dependent relative phase without undergoing noticeable population changes in three Zeeman sublevels. Following the
short-term spin dynamics for 5 ms at q ≈ |c2 |, the imprinted
phase converts to fringes of hρ0 i oscillation at a frequency
2qt . Blue (orange) dots denote data points measured with
microwave detuning of ∆ = −3.1(3.1) MHz for the ‘dressing’
(‘pre-dressing’) pulse. Fitting them with sinusoidal function
Eq. (2) enables us to determine the value of qt . Solid lines
refer to the corresponding fitting curves.

(2)

where ρ0 ≈ 0.75 denotes the value before evolution,
from linearizing the mean field differential equation[41]
at t = 0. Therefore, by tuning the phase accumulation
time τ and fitting the final value of hρ0 i with sinusoidal
function, we calibrate the QZS to be 2π×200.9(6) Hz and
−2π×185.0(4) Hz for the ‘dressing’ and ‘pre-dressing’ microwave pulses respectively (as shown in Extended Data
Fig. 1).

Three-mode Linear Interferometer

To benchmark the SQL, we implement a three-mode
linear interferometer. With polar state as input, a π/4
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(b)

Extended Data Fig. 2. (a) Schematic illustration of the experimental sequence for the three-mode linear interferometer.
(b) Data in the main figure shows single-shot results, while
the solid line is the fitted curve based on sinusoidal function.
Two horizontal black dashed lines denote hLz i/N = ±1 respectively. In the inset, we obtain the mean value and fluctuation in the vicinity of φ = 0 by repeating the measurement
50 times for every point. Error bars denote one standard deviation and the breadth of shaded area refers to the quantum
projection noise for ideal coherent spin state. Solid line in the
inset denotes the result of linear fit.

RF pulse rotates it around Lx axis, and gives rise to the

single particle state |ψi = − 2i |1, 1i + √12 |1, 0i − 2i |1, −1i
for phase sensing. Since hψ|ρ0 |ψi = 0.5, this state provides the optimal phase sensitivity among all coherent
spin states (see Supplementary Information for the discussion of SQL). Accumulation of phase φ under the action of N0 will lead to phase-dependent mean value and
standard deviation of Lx . A final RF π/2 pulse along
−Ly axis converts the phase signal to population imbalance in |1, ±1i√components, leading to hLz i = N sin(φ/2)
and ∆Lz = N | cos(φ/2)| for N atoms (see Extended
Data Fig. 2). Error propagation
√ formula then gives the
phase sensitivity as ∆φ = 2/ N , which coincides with
the SQL we defined.
The linear interferometer is implemented at a bias
magnetic field of 0.4 G. The first RF pulse takes 10 µs,
corresponding to a Rabi frequency of 2π × 12.5 kHz. The
phase is imprinted by applying two resonant π pulses coupling |1, 0i and |2, 0i. Atoms in |1, 0i component accumulate a geometric phase afterwards, which can be flexibly
adjusted by tuning the relative phase of the microwave
pulses[51]. Each of the pulses takes 12 µs, and their
amplitudes follow the Blackman profile in order to reduce crosstalk among other spin levels. Ideally, the phase
imprinting process should only change the spinor phase
(φ = 2φ0 −φ1 −φ−1 ). However, the microwave pulses will
also induce unbalanced AC stark shifts to |1, ±1i components, thereby generate an extra change to the Larmor
phase (φl = φ1 − φ−1 ). Fortunately, since this latter
phase only depends on the power and frequency of the
applied microwave pulses, we can treat it as a constant
offset and compensate for it by tuning the phase of the
following RF pulse. An additional RF spin echo pulse is
applied in the middle of the interferometer to mitigate
the decoherence due to slow drift of magnetic field.
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limit and phase estimation methods in Sec. II.

I.

SIMULATION OF SPIN MIXING DYNAMICS

A.

Unitary Evolution

Hamiltonian is a tridiagonal sparse matrix with elements

0, |k − k 0 | > 1,







1
 c2


(N
−
2k)
−
2k − q(N − 2k), k = k 0 ,
N
2
Hk,k0 = c p
2


(N − 2k)(N − 2k − 1)(k + 1), k = k 0 − 1,


N


p


 c2 (N − 2k + 1)(N − 2k + 2)k, k = k 0 + 1.
N
(S2)
The diagonalization of the Hamiltonian gives the matrix
V composed of eigenstates and D for eigenvalues, which
are related through HV = V D. The instantaneous wavefunction is obtained by
|ψ(t)i = e−iHt |ψ(0)i = V e−iDt V −1 |ψ(0)i.
B.

For spin-1 87 Rb atom Bose-Einstein condensates
(BEC) tightly confined in an optical trap, its dynamics
can be simulated under the single-mode approximation
(SMA) [1], which assumes the same spatial wave function
for all the spin components and only the spin degree of
freedoms evolves. The system is then described by the
following Hamiltonian

c2  † †
H=
2(a1 a−1 a0 a0 + a1 a−1 a†0 a†0 ) + (N1 − N−1 )2
2N

+ (2N0 − 1)(N1 + N−1 ) − qN0 .
(S1)
Here ai (a†i ) is the annihilation (creation) operator for
atoms in the |F = 1, mF = ii (i = ±1, 0) spin component and Ni is the associated number operator. The
c-number parameters c2 , q, and N respectively denote
the spin-exchange interaction strength, quadratic Zeeman shift (QZS), and total atom number. Numerical simulation can be implemented by directly diagonalizing the Hamiltonian within the Fock state basis
|N1 , N0 , N−1 i. Due to the conservation of total magnetization (Lz = N1 − N−1 ), for dynamics starting from
polar state (|ψ(0)i = |0, N, 0i) as considered in this work,
it is sufficient to work in the Lz = 0 subspace spanned
by |k, N − 2k, ki(0 ≤ k ≤ bN/2c). The corresponding

(S3)

Evolution with Dissipation

To properly simulate the experiments, it is necessary
to take atom loss into account. Spin mixing dynamics
in the presence of dissipation can be described by the
master equation
X
dρ
= −i[H(t), ρ]+
γi D[ai ]ρ,
(S4)
dt
i=0,±1
with D[ai ]ρ = ai ρa†i − {a†i ai , ρ}/2 for dissipative rate γi .
Here, the atom loss is approximately modeled by singleparticle dissipative channel, although in reality the initial loss is dominated by three-body recombination [2].
The loss rate γi = γ is assumed the same for all spin
components, and H(t) is the time-dependent Hamiltonian obtained by replacing the N and c2 in Eq. (S1) by
N (t) = N e−γt and c2 (t) = c2 e−2γt/5 , where the prefactor 2/5 in the exponent comes from the dependence
on N in the Thomas-Fermi approximation. In principle, the above master equation can be numerically solved
with quantum Monte-Carlo wave function method [3].
However, the calculation for large atom number becomes
time-consuming. As an alternative, we resort to the
semiclassical truncated Wigner method (TWM) [4]. The
mapping from master equation to the equation of motion
for the Wigner function can be realized by making use of
the following substitution rules:

2

1 ∂
W,
2 ∂ψi∗


1 ∂
W,
ρai ↔ ψi −
2 ∂ψi∗
ai ρ ↔



ψi +




1 ∂
W,
2 ∂ψi


1 ∂
ρa†i ↔ ψi∗ +
W,
2 ∂ψi
a†i ρ ↔

ψi∗ −

(S5)

where W is the Wigner function with complex c-numbers ψi (ψi∗ )(i = ±1, 0). Applying the above rules to Eq. (S4),
and neglecting the third-order derivatives, we obtain the corresponding equation

 γ
∂W
∂  0 2 ∗
ic2 ψ0 ψ−1 + (|ψ1 |2 − |ψ−1 |2 + |ψ0 |2 )ψ1 + ψ1 +
=
∂t
∂ψ1
2




γ
∂
ic02 2ψ1 ψ−1 ψ0∗ + |ψ1 |2 + |ψ−1 |2 ψ0 − iqψ0 + ψ0 +
∂ψ0
2
(S6)

∂  0 2 ∗
γ
ic2 ψ0 ψ1 + (|ψ−1 |2 − |ψ1 |2 + |ψ0 |2 )ψ−1 + ψ−1 +
∂ψ−1
2

γ ∂2
γ
∂2
γ ∂2
+
+
∗ + h.c. W,
4 ∂ψ1 ∂ψ1∗
4 ∂ψ0 ∂ψ0∗
4 ∂ψ−1 ∂ψ−1
with both drift and diffusion terms easily identified. Following the textbook transformation [5], we can unravel it into
coupled Ito stochastic differential equations (SDEs) as given in the following:
r
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2
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(S7)
dψ0 = −ic02 2ψ1 ψ−1 ψ0∗ + |ψ1 |2 + |ψ−1 |2 ψ0 dt + iqψ0 dt − ψ0 dt +
dξ0 (t),

2
2


r





γ
γ

dψ−1 = −ic02 ψ02 ψ1∗ + (|ψ−1 |2 − |ψ1 |2 + |ψ0 |2 )ψ−1 dt − ψ−1 dt +
dξ−1 (t).
2
2

Here c02 = c2 (t)/N (t) and dξi (t) are complex Wiener noise increment satisfying dξi (t) = 0 and dξi∗ (t)dξj (t) = δi,j dt.
In addition to atom loss, we find the spin dynamics is also susceptible to radio-frequency (RF) magnetic field noise
in the transverse plane, which couples the three spin components and therefore slightly alters their populations. To
simulate this effect on spin dynamics, we include a fluctuating term ω(t)Lx into the Hamiltonian Eq. (S1). The SDEs
then become
r
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γ
γ
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2
2
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dξ0 (t) − √ dχ(t) (ψ1 + ψ−1 ) , (S8)
dψ0 = −ic02 2ψ1 ψ−1 ψ0∗ + |ψ1 |2 + |ψ−1 |2 ψ0 dt + iqψ0 dt − ψ0 dt +

2
2
2
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γ
γ
i

dψ−1 = −ic02 ψ02 ψ1∗ + (|ψ−1 |2 − |ψ1 |2 + |ψ0 |2 )ψ−1 dt − ψ−1 dt +
dξ−1 (t) − √ dχ(t)ψ0 ,
2
2
2

where dχ(t) = ω(t)dt = ωdξ(t) also denotes Wiener noise increment satisfying dξ(t) = 0 and dξ(t)2 = dt.
To solve the SDEs, it is necessary to properly describe the initial state. In the TWM, this is achieved by random
sampling according to the probability distribution given by the Wigner function of the initial state. Specifically, for
polar state with N atoms, the Wigner function is found to be
∗
W (ψ1 , ψ1∗ , ψ0 , ψ0∗ , ψ−1 , ψ−1
)|t=0

 3
√
2
=
exp(−2|ψ1 |2 ) exp(−2|ψ−1 |2 ) exp(−2|ψ0 − N |2 ).
π

(S9)

In numerical simulation, we typically choose 105 trajectories with initial conditions
ψ1 =

1
(α1 + iβ1 ),
2

ψ−1 =

1
(α−1 + iβ−1 ),
2

ψ0 =

√

1
N + (α0 + iβ0 ),
2

(S10)

where αi and βi are real numbers independently sampled from standard normal distribution. The average and
variance of mode population are then obtained from the average of these trajectories, according to hNi i = ψi∗ ψi − 1/2,
(∆Ni )2 = (∆ψi∗ ψi )2 − 1/4.

3


for SQL is dependent on the optimal phase sensitivity
that can be achieved with uncorrelated particles under
the same phase sensing protocol. It is straight-forward
to check that the above two cases indeed satisfy this definition. Thus the specific SQL for the nonlinear interferometer discussed here follows the same spirit. With
the phase imprinting operation U (φ) = exp(iφN0 /2),
the phase sensitivity achieved by a classical pure probe
state |ψi is limited by thep
quantum Cramer-Rao bound
(QCRB) [7] ∆φQCRB = 1/ FQ [N0 /2, |ψi] = 1/(∆N0 ) =
p
1/ N hρ0 i(1 − hρ0 i), where FQ = (∆N0 )2 denotes the
quantum Fisher information (QFI), and ρ0 = N0 /N
refers to the fractional population in the |1, 0i mode. This
bound reaches its minimum of
√
∆φSQL = 2/ N ,
(S11)



at hρ0 i = 0.5, and is therefore defined as the SQL
of our nonlinear interferometer. We note that for
1−
approximately reduces to
p hρ0 i  1, the QCRB
p
1/ N (1 − hρ0 i) = 1/ hN1 + N−1 i, which recovers the
SQL of the atomic SU(1,1) interferometer in the undepleted pump regime [8].
FIG. 1. The comparison for the simulations based on solving master equation with Monte-Carlo (MC) wave function
approach (blue line) and SDEs (orange dashed line) verifies
the accuracy of the TWM. Calculations are performed for a
system with 10000 atoms at q = |c2 |, loss rate of 0.001|c2 | and
RF noise strength ω = 0. The mean value and standard deviation of ρ0 are obtained from the statistics of 10000 (1000)
trajectories for TWM (Monte-Carlo) simulations.

To confirm the validity of TWM, we compare the dissipative spin mixing dynamics starting with all atoms in
|1, 0i spin component by using TWM and Monte-Carlo
(MC) wave function simulations. As shown in Fig. 1,
the mean value and standard deviation of ρ0 from these
two approaches agree well for extended time evolutions.
Given the high computation efficiency of the TWM approach for large systems with respect to MC, we mainly
employ it for the theoretical simulations reported in the
main text.

B.

Phase estimation

In our experiment, the spinor phase is extracted by
measuring the population in |1, 0i component. The corresponding phase sensitivity is lower bounded
by the
p
Cramer-Rao bound (CRB) ∆φCRB = 1/ FC (φ), where
FC (φ) is the classical Fisher information (CFI) defined
as [9]
FC (φ) =

X
ρ0


2
1
dP (ρ0 |φ)
,
P (ρ0 |φ)
dφ

(S12)

with P (ρ0 |φ) being the probability distribution function
of ρ0 . In the TWM approach, numerical calculation of
CFI using this formula tends to diverge when P (ρ0 |φ)
approaches 0. So we adopt the method based on the
Hellinger distance [10] instead, which is defined as
d2H (φ, φ0 ) =

i2
p
1 X hp
P (ρ0 |φ) − P (ρ0 |φ0 ) . (S13)
2 ρ
0

II.
A.

PHASE SENSITIVITY
Standard Quantum Limit

To discuss the metrological gain of a nonlinear interferometer, we need to properly specify its classical reference,
namely the standard quantum limit (SQL). In the traditional two-mode
Ramsey interferometry, SQL is known
√
to be 1/ N for N uncorrelated input particles. However this value depends on the types of interferometers
employed. For example, the√SQL of a M -mode Ramsey
interferometer is 1/(M − 1) N [6]. A general definition

It is related to FC (φ) in the vicinity of φ = φ0 according
to
d2H (φ, φ0 ) =

FC (φ)
(φ − φ0 )2 + O((φ − φ0 )3 ).
8

(S14)

Therefore FC (φ) can be extracted by a parabolic fitting
of d2H (φ, φ0 ).
In Fig. 2, we compare the metrological gains obtained
by measuring the mean value and standard deviation of
ρ0 (black solid line) with the CRB (black dashed line).
The spin mixing time for ‘path’ splitting t1 is fixed at

4
290 ms and the gains (or CRB) are optimized over φ ∈
[0, 0.04] rad. We find that for the experimental case with
‘path’ recombining time t2 = 230 ms, the achieved gain
is two decibels short of the CRB. We also note at the
first maximum of hρ0 i, measuring the first two moments
of ρ0 is insufficient to characterize the variation of state
with imprinted phase, although the corresponding CRB
is beyond the SQL.

FIG. 2. Comparison of metrological gains obtained by
measuring hρ0 i and ∆ρ0 (black solid line) with the CRB
(black dashed line). Simulations are carried out by solving
Eq. (S8) with 105 trajectories. CFI is extracted by fitting the
Heillinger distance with parabolic function over a phase range
of [−2.8, 2.8] mrad. Other parameters are typical experimental settings for atom number N = 26500, c2 = −2π × 3.85 Hz,
q = 2π × 3.8 Hz,√loss rate γ = 0.09 s−1 and RF noise strength
ω = 2π × 0.017 mHz.
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