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CNRS, Collège de France, 4 Place Jussieu, F-75252 Paris, France

Quantum light is described not only by a quantum state but also by the shape of the electro-
magnetic modes on which the state is defined. Optical precision measurements often estimate a
“mode parameter” that determines properties such as frequency, temporal shape and the spatial
distribution of the light field. By deriving quantum precision limits, we establish the fundamental
bounds for mode parameter estimation. Our results reveal explicit mode-design recipes that enable
the estimation of any mode parameter with quantum enhanced precision. Our approach provides
practical methods for optimizing mode parameter estimation with relevant applications, including
spatial and temporal positioning, spectroscopy, phase estimation, and superresolution imaging.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a particularly sensitive carrier of information, light
represents an exceptional platform for precision measure-
ments, with applications including spectroscopy, interfer-
ometry, positioning, timing, and imaging. The properties
of quantum light are determined, on the one hand, by its
quantum state, which may be coherent, thermal or a Fock
state, for instance. On the other hand, a full description
of the electromagnetic field further requires knowledge
of the modes on which this quantum state is defined [1].
These modes are normalized solutions of Maxwell’s equa-
tions that determine the spatial intensity distribution,
frequency spectrum and polarization of the light field.
We refer to the parameters that determine these modal
properties as mode parameter. In contrast, the number
of photons, purity or temperature are parameters that
define the state on these modes. Other parameters, such
as phase shifts, can be equivalently considered as param-
eter of the mode or the state.
The ultimate precision limit on the measurement of

any parameter can be determined within the framework
of quantum metrology [2–7]. A lower bound on the vari-
ance of any unbiased estimator for the parameter of in-
terest is given by the quantum Cramér-Rao bound. This
bound can be achieved asymptotically when a large num-
ber of measurement results is available, for instance by
applying maximum likelihood estimation to the data ob-
tained from an optimal observable. This approach has
led to the improvement of the error scaling in several
measurements [8–10], e.g., in gravitational wave detec-
tors [11] or atomic clocks and interferometers [9].
Methods to construct the optimal observable and to

determine the quantum Cramér-Rao bound are, in prin-
ciple, available for arbitrary states and parameters. Ex-
plicit expressions can be obtained, e.g., from the spectral
decomposition of the state [6, 7, 9, 12], from integral

∗ manuel.gessner@uv.es

representations [6], or using matrix vectorization tech-
niques [13]. Furthermore, convenient decompositions in
terms of the covariance matrix are available for Gaus-
sian states [14]. However, all of these techniques require
the explicit description of the evolution of the quantum
state under variations of the parameter. This is partic-
ularly simple when the parameter is imprinted by a uni-
tary transformation and the evolution is given in terms of
a parameter-independent Hamiltonian via Schrödinger’s
equation. But when the parameter of interest describes a
property of the mode, the resulting evolution of the state
is less evident.

So far, mode parameter estimation has been ap-
proached on a case-by-case basis. Known results that
explicitly discuss the precision limits for a mode param-
eter are either limited to specific observables and esti-
mators [15–17], or to specific states, such as a combina-
tion of a coherent state with a pure Gaussian state [18].
A notable recent breakthrough was the identification of
sub-Rayleigh imaging strategies that outperform tradi-
tional direct imaging [10, 19] through a systematic opti-
mization over all measurement observables. Formally,
the imaging problem addresses the estimation of the
separation of the two source’s transverse spatial modes.
The quantum limit was first derived in the limit of very
faint sources [19], and has since been generalized to arbi-
trary number-diagonal states [20], which include thermal
states [21].

One of the most interesting prospects of quantum
metrology is the improvement of the error scaling beyond
the standard quantum limit (SQL). Quantum-enhanced
measurement strategies exploit squeezed or entangled
states [4, 5, 9, 22, 23] in order to reduce the relevant quan-
tum fluctuations beyond those of the vacuum, which de-
fine the SQL. Several results in the existing literature sug-
gest that such enhancements are impossible for mode pa-
rameter estimation problems: Known precision bounds,
e.g., in superresolution imaging [20] and the estimation
of a beam displacement with a single mode field [15], de-

pend only on the average number of photons N = 〈N̂〉.
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Quantum strategies can suppress measurement fluctua-
tions beyond the SQL only if the precision bound actu-
ally depends on these fluctuations, e.g., when terms such
as 〈N̂2〉 are present. In such cases, which include in-
terferometric measurements, quantum metrology offers a
wealth of well-known strategies ranging from squeezed to
NOON states that lead to improved precision [7, 9]. The
maximal theoretically possible improvement is known as
the Heisenberg limit and corresponds to a factor of N
over the SQL. For the estimation of a beam displace-
ment, it was shown that by populating a second, care-
fully designed mode, quantum enhancements are possi-
ble [15, 24].

In this article, we derive a quantum theory that identi-
fies the quantum precision limit on the estimation of any
mode parameter by optimizing over all possible quan-
tum measurements without making assumptions about
the state or the modes on which it is defined. We find that
any mode parameter can be estimated with quantum-
enhanced precision if suitable modes are populated with
nonclassical states. Our results reveal mode design
strategies that enable a scaling improvement which con-
sist in either (1) choosing initial modes that have non-
vanishing overlap with their own derivative modes or (2)
populating suitably chosen auxiliary modes. Both ap-
proaches open the way to reduce measurement noise be-
low the SQL using standard techniques based on squeezed
or other nonclassical states. We illustrate the general ap-
plicability of our framework with various examples, in-
cluding the estimation of beam displacements and super-
resolution imaging.

Quantum theory of mode parameter estima-

tion. The quantum limit on the estimation of a pa-
rameter θ is given by the quantum Cramér-Rao bound
(∆θest)

2 ≥ 1/FQ[ρ̂(θ)], where the quantum Fisher infor-
mation (QFI) FQ[ρ̂(θ)] [2, 6, 9, 12] describes the sensi-
tivity of the state ρ̂(θ) under variations of θ. The cen-
tral quantity of interest, the QFI, can be determined ex-
plicitly with a variety of methods [6, 7, 12–14], which
all require explicit knowledge of ∂

∂θ ρ̂(θ). The evolution
∂
∂θ ρ̂(θ) describes the variation of the quantum state un-
der changes of the parameter of interest. Note that it
is generally not necessary to vary the parameter θ in an
experiment. Typically, we detect small deviations of θ
around a fixed value that we can use to define θ = 0.

A particularly simple situation arises when the pa-
rameter is imprinted via a unitary transformation with
a parameter-independent Hamiltonian H . In this case,
∂
∂θ ρ̂(θ) = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂(θ)] is governed by the von Neumann

equation and explicit expressions for the QFI FQ[ρ̂, Ĥ]
are available as a function of the initial state ρ̂ = ρ̂(0)

and the Hamiltonian Ĥ. The QFI FQ[ρ̂, Ĥ] expresses
the quantum fluctuations of the state ρ̂ and, indeed, de-

pends quadratically on Ĥ . In fact, for pure states ψ̂,
the QFI for unitary evolutions reduces to the variance:

FQ[ψ̂, Ĥ ] = 4(∆Ĥ)2
ψ̂
= 4(〈Ĥ2〉ψ̂ − 〈Ĥ〉2

ψ̂
) [12]. The non-

linear term 〈Ĥ2〉ψ̂ can be exploited to reduce the quan-

tum noise beyond the SQL with the help of nonclassical
states, such as metrologically useful entangled states or
squeezed states whose quantum fluctuations are smaller
than those of coherent and vacuum states [4, 5, 9, 22, 23].

Let us now address the variation of a quantum state
∂
∂θ ρ̂(θ) that is caused by changes of a parameter θ that
determines the modes on which the state is defined.
We focus on the common situation where a parameter-
independent quantum state is prepared in one or several
modes whose shape depends on a single parameter of in-
terest. Consider a mode basis {fk}k with an inner prod-
uct (fk|fl) =

∫
dxf∗

k (x)fl(x) = δkl. Here, x denotes an
abstract set of arguments of the modes, which may be,
e.g., spatial, temporal, frequency or other coordinates. A
perturbation of these modes gives rise to the shifted mode
basis {fk[θ]}k, parametrized by θ, such that at θ = 0 we
recover the original modes, i.e., fk[0] = fk for all k.

As our first result, we show that changes of an arbitrary
state ρ̂ due to a variation of the mode parameter θ around
θ = 0 can be described by a unitary beam-splitter evo-
lution (see Supplemental document) as ∂

∂θ ρ̂ = −i[Ĥ, ρ̂],
with the effective Hamiltonian

Ĥ = i
∑

jk

(fj |f ′
k)â

†
j âk =

∑

k

wkd̂
†
kâk. (1)

Here, â†k and d†k = i
wk

∑

j(fj |f ′
k)â

†
j create a photon in the

mode fk and
if ′

k

wk
= i

wk

∂
∂θfk[θ]|θ=0, respectively, where

wk =
√
(f ′
k|f ′

k). The resulting mode-mixing evolution
thus coherently redistributes populations from the origi-

nal modes fk into the derivative modes
if ′

k

wk
. The coupling

coefficients of the effective Hamiltonian depend on the
shape and normalization wk of the modes via the overlap
integral i(fj |f ′

k). Note that orthonormality of the modes

implies that (f ′
k|fj) = −(fk|f ′

j) and thus Ĥ is Hermitian.

The effective Hamiltonian (1) provides a remarkably
simple description of a quantum state’s dependence on
a mode parameter and translates an evolution of the
modes into an evolution of the state. Most importantly
in our context, this result allows us to determine the
quantum limits on any mode parameter estimation using
well-known expressions for the QFI FQ[ρ̂, Ĥ ] for unitary
evolutions, which apply to arbitrary quantum states.

In practical situations, typically only a finite number
of the modes fk will be occupied by the initial state ρ̂. By
explicitly distinguishing populated modes from vacuum
modes, we gain insight into the strategies that allow us
to optimize the quantum limits on mode parameter esti-
mation. To this end, let us introduce

ĤI = i
∑

jk∈I

(fj |f ′
k)â

†
j âk, (2)

where I is the set of modes that is occupied by the state ρ̂.
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We obtain our main result (see Supplemental document):

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ] (3)

+ 4
∑

kl∈I



(f ′
k|f ′

l )−
∑

j∈I

(f ′
k|fj)(fj |f ′

l )



 〈â†kâl〉ρ̂.

In this expression, the sensitivity of the state is de-
scribed exclusively in terms of modes that are initially
populated. The first term in (3) is the QFI for a uni-

tary evolution generated by ĤI and thus contains rel-
evant quantum fluctuations of the state ρ. As we will
detail below, nonclassical states with quantum fluctua-
tions below the SQL are able to generate quantum en-
hancements by increasing this term beyond classical lim-
its. In contrast, the second term always scales linearly
with the average number of photons. It is therefore in-
dependent of the state’s quantum fluctuations and con-
sequently cannot beat the scaling of the SQL. This less
favorable scaling ensues from the quantum noise of vac-
uum modes that exchange relevant information about the
parameter through the effective beam splitter. Whenever

the derivative modes
if ′

k

wk
have nonvanishing overlap with

some initially unpopulated modes fk, part of the informa-
tion about the parameter will end up in vacuum modes
whose fluctuations limit the measurement precision. To
see this explicitly, note that we may rewrite Eq. (3) as

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ] + 〈Ô〉ρ̂, where

Ô = 4
∑

kl∈I

(f ′
k|Πvac|f ′

l )â
†
kâl, (4)

and Πvac =
∑

j /∈I |fj)(fj | is the mode projector on all
the vacuum modes.

II. QUANTUM-ENHANCED STRATEGIES

Mode design. We are in the position to make a sim-
ple but important observation about the origin of quan-
tum sensitivity scaling enhancements in mode parameter
estimations: Any improvement of the measurement pre-
cision must have its origin in the unitary QFI FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ],
which is the only term that actually depends on the quan-
tum fluctuations of the state. However, this term van-
ishes when the Hamiltonian (2) is zero, and in this case
the SQL cannot be overcome. This can be avoided if
there exist k, l ∈ I such that i(fj |f ′

k) 6= 0.
In other words, a necessary condition for quantum-

enhanced mode parameter estimation can be formulated
as follows: For at least one initially populated mode fk, a

mode with nonzero overlap with the derivative mode
if ′

k

wk

must also be populated. There are generally two ways to
achieve this: (1) the mode fk may already be nonorthog-

onal to its own derivative mode
if ′

k

wk
, or (2) one may pop-

ulate additional auxiliary modes that are proportional to
if ′

k

wk
.

In situation (1), quantum enhancements are possible
even if fk is the only populated mode. The most general
single-mode scenario is discussed in detail in the Sup-
plemental document. We demonstrate that single-mode
approaches are sufficient to achieve quantum-enhanced
estimation of a mode parameter only if this parameter is
encoded in the phase of the mode, which applies to the
estimation of frequency and time, as well as to orbital
angular momentum of Laguerre-Gauss modes [25].

In practical situations, it may not always be possible
to manipulate the shape of the modes of interest as they
are usually determined by the problem at hand. Never-
theless, even when fk is orthogonal to its derivative mode
if ′

k

wk
, we may achieve quantum enhancements by following

approach (2). To this end, we employ a multimode set-
ting by incorporating suitable auxiliary modes with non-

vanishing overlap with
if ′

k

wk
. The unitary QFI FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ]

increases as the overlap between the populated modes

fk and their derivatives
if ′

k

wk
grows. An extreme situa-

tion is found when all of the derivative modes
if ′

k

wk
can

be expanded using only the initially populated modes
fk. In this case, of which a Mach-Zehnder interferometer
is an important instance (see Supplemental document),
the second line in Eq. (3) vanishes and all the informa-
tion about the precision limit is contained in the unitary
QFI.

In summary, the population of suitable modes al-
lows us to establish the necessary condition for achiev-
ing quantum-enhanced measurement precision. However,
this condition is not sufficient: These modes must also
be populated with suitable nonclassical states in order to
overcome the fluctuations of the vacuum.

State design. Quantum states that lead to a sensi-
tivity improvement beyond the SQL can be identified for
any nonzero effective Hamiltonian using standard meth-
ods from quantum metrology by maximization of the
QFI over a set of quantum states under appropriate con-
straints [7, 9]. The choice of suitable nonclassical states
depends on the limitations of the experimental setup
at hand. Maximal quantum enhancements that achieve
the Heisenberg limit typically require large and fragile
superposition states that are hard to prepare, such as
NOON states. Nevertheless, other classes of more acces-
sible states are also able to achieve useful and scalable
quantum enhancements under realistic conditions. For
instance, we demonstrate in the Supplemental document
that a strongly populated coherent state in a mode that
is orthogonal to its own derivative can always be comple-
mented by a squeezed state in a suitably designed auxil-
iary mode in order to improve the measurement precision
of any mode parameter with simple homodyne measure-
ments.
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III. APPLICATIONS

Given any mode parameter estimation task, a suitable
measurement strategy is identified in two steps. First,
a study of the effective Hamiltonian identifies a set of
modes whose nonvanishing population establishes the
necessary condition to achieve quantum-enhanced preci-
sion. Second, the precision limit for any quantum state,
pure or mixed, Gaussian or non-Gaussian, prepared in
those modes can be determined by virtue of the QFI. In
the following, we apply our formalism to transverse spa-
tial modes and superresolution imaging, focusing on the
design of suitable modes. Additional examples are given
in the Supplemental document.
Transverse spatial modes. Whenever the mode of

interest is orthogonal to its own derivative, quantum en-
hanced precision can only be achieved by populating an
additional auxiliary mode. This is the case for the mea-
surement of transverse displacements of a beam described
by Hermite-Gauss modes fn[θ](x, y) = HGnm(x + θ, y)
with m fixed (see Supplemental document for details),
which is a fundamental task in optics known as beam
positioning. Populating only the single mode HGnm
thus leads to the precision FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = 4 (2n+1)

w2 〈N̂〉ρ̂
that scales linearly with N and depends on the beam
waist w. A classical enhancement of the sensitivity is
offered by modes of higher order n. By complementing
with suitable auxiliary modes, the quadratic scaling and
the potential for quantum enhancements, can be recov-
ered. These auxiliary modes correspond to the deriva-
tives w ∂

∂xHGnm =
√
nHGn−1,m −

√
n+ 1HGn+1,m, and

can again be expressed in terms of Hermite-Gauss modes.
For arbitrary multimode quantum states that occupy a
basis of Hermite-Gauss modes, we obtain the effective
Hamiltonian (1)

Ĥ =
i

w

∑

n

√
n+ 1(â†nân+1 − â†n+1ân), (5)

demonstrating that information about the spatial dis-
placement θ will leak from each mode HGnm into the
neighboring modes HGn−1,m and HGn+1,m. Preparing
these modes in nonclassical states with reduced quantum
fluctuations therefore allows us to obtain a quantum-
enhanced measurement precision. A similar analysis
in the Supplemental document identifies strategies for
quantum-enhanced estimation of the beam waist param-
eter w.
Superresolution imaging. The resolution of two

point sources with a diffraction-limited imaging system
is a mode parameter estimation problem of fundamen-
tal relevance for astronomy and microscopy [10, 19].
The ultimate quantum limit was derived for thermal
sources [20, 21] but a general upper sensitivity bound
reveals that even strongly nonclassical states cannot
yield a quantum scaling enhancement [20]. Following
Refs. [19, 20], we describe the problem in an orthogonal
mode basis containing (anti-)symmetric combinations f±

of the local source modes. This orthogonalization pro-
cedure leads to parameter-dependent populations that
are not described by the mode transformation due to
losses [20]. We thus amend our general expression (3)
by adding the classical Fisher information of the popula-
tions, Fc =

∑

n(p
′
n)

2/pn [6, 12].
Whenever the phase of the point-spread function

(PSF) of the imaging system [26] is independent of the
transverse coordinate, we have (f ′

∓|f ′
±) = (f∓|f ′

±) =
(f±|f ′

±) = 0. Since the derivative modes are orthogonal
to the populated modes, the vanishing of the Hamilto-
nian (1) implies SQL scaling even if the source modes
could be prepared in arbitrary nonclassical states [20].
The remaining terms in Eq. (3) read FQ[ρ̂(θ)]θ=0 =

Fc+4(f ′
+|f ′

+)〈N̂+〉+4(f ′
−|f ′

−)〈N̂−〉 and produce exactly
the expression that was derived in Ref. [20] for number-
diagonal states, demonstrating its validity for arbitrary
states whose eigenstates are independent of the source
separation (see Supplemental document).
Our general theory for quantum mode parameter es-

timation allows us to discuss possibilities for achieving
beyond-SQL quantum enhancements in superresolution
imaging, assuming that some control is available over
the state of the sources as is the case, e.g., in certain mi-
croscopy settings or in the time-frequency domain. First,
if the phase of the PSF is nonconstant, suitably con-
structed (anti-)symmetric modes will no longer be or-
thogonal to their derivatives. While for superresolution
of spatial modes in the paraxial regime the assumption
of a constant phase is well justified [20, 26], nonconstant
phases emerge naturally in the time-frequency domain,
which has been studied experimentally [27]. For exam-
ple, we show in the Supplemental document that a linear
phase ψ(x) = u(x)e−ikx adds to the sensitivity the term

FQ[ρ̂, Ĥ] with the Hamiltonian (1) Ĥ = k(N̂+ + N̂−)/2.

Because FQ[ρ̂, Ĥ] = 0 whenever ρ̂ and Ĥ commute, the
sensitivity of number-diagonal states, in particular ther-
mal states, remains unaffected by this additional term,
reflecting their inability to overcome the SQL. However,
suitable nonclassical emitters are able to exploit this term
to achieve nonlinear sensitivity scalings with the number
of photons N . Second, as we have seen in our general
discussions as well as in previous examples, another pos-
sibility to achieve quantum scaling enhancements even
if the mode shape cannot be modified consists in pop-
ulating the derivative modes. These strategies open up
interesting avenues for quantum-enhanced superresolu-
tion.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

Any mode parameter estimation problem can be mod-
eled by a suitable effective bilinear Hamiltonian that con-
tains information about the shape of the modes. This re-
veals the general quantum limits for high-precision mea-
surements of mode parameter, without requiring assump-
tions about specific states, modes, measurement observ-
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ables or estimators. Our general result predicts precisely
how the shape of modes influences the quantum limits
and ultimately determines whether or not quantum en-
hancements beyond the standard quantum limit are pos-
sible. We find that, generally, such quantum enhance-
ments can be achieved by a suitable design of the modes
on which the probe state is being prepared. These results
reveal strategies to optimize precision measurements of
mode properties in quantum optical settings with light
and atoms, including in spectroscopy and imaging.
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Supplemental Document

SUPPLEMENT 1: DESCRIBING MODE TRANSFORMATIONS BY AN EFFECTIVE BEAM-SPLITTER

EVOLUTION

We start by expressing the shifted modes in terms of the original, unshifted basis, i.e.,

fk[θ] =
∑

j

(fj |fk[θ])fj . (S.1)

The same expansion (S.1) applies to the mode creation operators [1]. Hence, if â†k[θ] and â†k = â†k[0] create an
excitation in the mode fk[θ] and fk, respectively, we obtain

â†k[θ] =
∑

j

(fj |fk[θ])â†j . (S.2)

Subsequent applications of â†k[θ] to the vacuum creates Fock states in the perturbed modes, which in turn can be used
to represent arbitrary quantum states |ψ〉θ, parametrized by θ. Here, we assume the coefficients of the state in such
a representation to be θ-independent, i.e., changes of θ exclusively affect the modes.
We are interested in the evolution of quantum states due to changes in the modes that they occupy, while the

coefficients of the state remain constant. An arbitrary pure multimode state can be expressed in terms of a basis of
multimode Fock states

|ψ〉θ =
∞∑

n1=0

∞∑

n2=0

· · · cn1,n2,...|n1〉1,θ|n2〉2,θ · · · , (S.3)

where |nk〉k,θ is an nk-photon Fock state in the mode fk[θ]. We thus consider the evolution of the state |ψθ〉 that is
due to changes in these modes at constant coefficients cn1,n2,.... We obtain

∂

∂θ
|n1〉1,θ|n2〉2,θ · · ·

=
1√

n1!n2! · · ·
∂

∂θ
(â†1[θ])

n1(â†2[θ])
n2 · · · |0〉

=
1√

n1!n2! · · ·






∑

k

(
∂

∂θ
(â†k[θ])

nk

)
∏

l
l 6=k

(â†l [θ])
nl




 |0〉

=
1√

n1!n2! · · ·






∑

k

(

nk(â
†
k[θ])

nk−1

(
∂

∂θ
â†k[θ]

))
∏

l
l 6=k

(â†l [θ])
nl




 |0〉

=




∑

k

nk

(
∂

∂θ
â†k[θ]

)
√

(nk − 1)!

nk!

1√
nk
âk[θ]



 |n1〉1,θ|n2〉2,θ · · ·

=

(
∑

k

(
∂

∂θ
â†k[θ]

)

âk[θ]

)

|n1〉1,θ|n2〉2,θ · · · , (S.4)

where we used that âk[θ]|nk〉k,θ =
√
nk|nk − 1〉k,θ. We thus find that

∂

∂θ
|ψ〉θ =

∑

k

(
∂

∂θ
â†k[θ]

)

âk[θ]|ψ〉θ , (S.5)

where

∂

∂θ
â†k[θ] =

∑

j

(fj |f ′
k[θ])â

†
j , (S.6)
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and the prime denotes the derivative with respect to θ, i.e., f ′
k[θ] =

∂
∂θ fk[θ]. We can always absorb a shift of the value

of θ into the definition of the initial mode basis fk, such that without loss of generality, we focus on deviations from
the value θ = 0. Denoting |ψ〉 = |ψ〉θ=0, we obtain from Eq. (S.5)

∂

∂θ
|ψ〉 = −iĤ|ψ〉, (S.7)

where we introduced the effective beam-splitter Hamiltonian

Ĥ = i
∑

k

(
∂

∂θ
â†k[θ]

)

âk[θ]

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

= i
∑

ij

∑

k

(fi|f ′
k) (fk|fj)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

δkj

â†i âj

= i
∑

ij

(fi|f ′
j)â

†
i âj

=
∑

k

wk d̂
†
kâk. (S.8)

In those last steps we used Eqs. (S.2) and (S.6), and we introduced the operator

d†k =
i

wk

∂

∂θ
â†k[θ]

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

=
i

wk

∑

j

(fj |f ′
k)â

†
j , (S.9)

which creates a particle in the derivative mode
if ′

k

wk
, with f ′

k = ∂
∂θfk[θ]|θ=0 and the normalization constant wk =

√
(f ′
k|f ′

k).

To verify that Ĥ is indeed Hermitian, recall that the fk[θ] form a basis and thus satisfy (fk[θ]|fl[θ]) = δkl. Expanding
the left-hand side up to first order at θ = 0 yields

(fk[θ]|fl[θ]) = δkl + θ [(f ′
k|fl) + (fk|f ′

l )] +O(θ2). (S.10)

We thus obtain the condition

(f ′
k|fl) + (fk|f ′

l ) = 0, (S.11)

implying that

Ĥ† = −i
∑

ij

(f ′
i |fj)â†i âj = Ĥ. (S.12)

SUPPLEMENT 2: QUANTUM FISHER INFORMATION FOR GENERAL MODE TRANSFORMATIONS

We now consider a quantum state that depends on the parameter θ via its eigenstates. As θ is varied, these
eigenstates retain their coefficients, but the modes they occupy vary as described above:

ρ̂(θ) =
∑

n

pn|ψn〉θ〈ψn|θ. (S.13)

The quantum Fisher information for estimations of the parameter θ is given by [6, 12, 28, 29]:

FQ[ρ̂(θ)] = 2
∑

n,m
pn+pm>0

(pn − pm)2

pn + pm
|θ〈∂θψn|ψm〉θ|2, (S.14)

where |∂θψn〉θ = ∂
∂θ |ψn〉θ. Focussing on the sensitivity of the state at θ = 0, we obtain [28, 30]

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = 2
∑

n,m
pn+pm>0

(pn − pm)2

pn + pm
|〈ψn|Ĥ|ψm〉|2

= 4〈Ĥ2〉ρ̂ − 8
∑

n,m
pn+pm>0

pnpm
pn + pm

|〈ψn|Ĥ |ψm〉|2, (S.15)
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where we made use of Eq. (S.7) and we denote |ψn〉 = |ψn〉θ=0.

Notice that Ĥ contains not only modes that are initially populated, but also those that are in the vacuum. To
distinguish between these modes, we denote by I the set of modes that are initially populated by the eigenstates |ψn〉
of (S.13), i.e., âk|ψn〉 = 0 for all k 6= I and for all n. We define [recall the definition of d̂k in Eq. (S.9)]

Ĥ =
∑

k∈I

wkd̂
†
kâk

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥρ̂

+
∑

k 6∈I

wkd̂
†
kâk

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥvac

. (S.16)

From Ĥvac|ψn〉 = 0 for all n, we now obtain for the first term in (S.15) that

〈Ĥ2〉ρ̂ = 〈Ĥ2
ρ̂ + Ĥρ̂Ĥvac + ĤvacĤρ̂ + Ĥ2

vac〉ρ̂
= 〈Ĥ2

ρ̂〉ρ̂ + 〈ĤvacĤρ̂〉ρ̂. (S.17)

Using

[âk, wld̂
†
l ] = i

∑

j

(fj |f ′
l )[âk, â

†
j ] = i(fk|f ′

l ), (S.18)

we obtain

〈ĤvacĤρ̂〉ρ̂ =
∑

k 6∈I

∑

l∈I

wkwl〈d̂†kâkd̂
†
l âl〉ρ̂

=
∑

k 6∈I

∑

l∈I

wkwl〈d̂†kd̂
†
l âkâl〉ρ̂ + i

∑

k 6∈I

∑

l∈I

wk(fk|f ′
l )〈d̂†kâl〉ρ̂

= −
∑

k 6∈I

∑

l∈I

∑

j

(fk|f ′
l )(fj |f ′

k)〈â†j âl〉ρ̂

=
∑

jl∈I

∑

k 6∈I

(f ′
j |fk)(fk|f ′

l )〈â†j âl〉ρ̂

=
∑

jl∈I

[

(f ′
j |f ′

l )−
∑

k∈I

(f ′
j |fk)(fk|f ′

l )

]

〈â†j âl〉ρ̂, (S.19)

and we used (S.11) and the completeness of the basis fk. Finally, note that 〈Ĥ2
ρ̂〉 = 〈Ĥ2

I 〉 and 〈Ĥρ̂〉 = 〈ĤI〉 where

ĤI = i
∑

jk∈I

(fj|f ′
k)â

†
j âk. (S.20)

Inserting Eqs. (S.16), (S.17) and (S.19) into Eq. (S.15) yields the final result, Eq. (3).
A further generalization is obtained by considering that the eigenvalues pk(θ) of the state (S.13) may also depend

on the parameter θ. This leads to an additional term in the quantum Fisher information that describes the classical
Fisher information of the populations [6, 12, 29], and we obtain

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 =
∑

n

1

pn

(
∂pn
∂θ

)2

+ FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ] (S.21)

+ 4
∑

kl∈I



(f ′
k|f ′

l )−
∑

j∈I

(f ′
k|fj)(fj |f ′

l )



 〈â†kâl〉ρ̂,

where pk = pk(0) and
∂
∂θpk = ∂

∂θpk(θ)|θ=0.
The result (S.21) determines the quantum limit on the estimation of an arbitrary mode parameter as a function of

the shape of the populated modes. Being valid for arbitrary quantum state, our explicit expression for the quantum
Cramér-Rao bound can be used to identify optimal quantum states and measurements for arbitrary mode parameter.
In the following we illustrate the applicability of this result by providing the quantum limits on the estimation of a
selection of mode parameter of particular interest.
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SUPPLEMENT 3: EXAMPLES

This section provides additional details on the examples discussed in the main manuscript as well as further
illustrative case studies of the general mode parameter estimation framework.

Single-mode case

Let us focus on the case where only a single mode fθ(x) = Aθ(x)e
−iφθ(x) is initially occupied, with all remaining

modes in the vacuum. This scenario contains the common situation of experiments that use a single-mode laser for
precision measurements, e.g., of frequency or spatial and temporal positioning. We assume that amplitude Aθ and
phase φθ are real, differentiable functions of θ. From Eqs. (S.20) and (S.21), we obtain ĤI = i(f |f ′)N̂ and

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = |(f |f ′)|2FQ[ρ̂, N̂ ] + 4[(f ′|f ′)− |(f |f ′)|2]〈N̂〉ρ̂, (S.22)

where N̂ = â†â is the number operator of the mode f = fθ=0. The relevant mode integrals read

(f |f ′) = −i
∫

dxA(x)2φ′(x),

(f ′|f ′) =

∫

dx
[
A′(x)2 +A(x)2φ′(x)2

]
, (S.23)

where we used the short notation F (x) = Fθ(x)|θ=0 and F ′(x) = ∂
∂θFθ(x)|θ=0 for F = A, φ.

Since the term FQ[ρ̂, N̂ ] in Eq. (S.22) scales quadratically in N̂ , it can be improved with squeezed vacuum and it

is maximized by the strongly nonclassical superposition states (|0〉 + |N〉)/
√
2. This is, however, only possible when

the effective Hamiltonian (S.20), ĤI = i(f |f ′)N̂ , is nonzero. From Eq. (S.23) we observe that this can be achieved
only when the phase φθ(x) is a nonconstant function of θ at θ = 0. Any mode with a parameter-independent phase
is orthogonal to its own derivative and therefore the sensitivity (S.22) reduces to

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = 4(f ′|f ′)〈N̂ 〉ρ̂. (S.24)

For a shifted Gaussian beam fθ(x) = f(x+θ) with f(x) = A(x) = (2/πw2)1/4e−x
2/w2

, we obtain that (f ′|f ′) = w−2 is
determined by the variance, i.e., the beam waist when x is a transverse spatial coordinate or the frequency spread when
f describes the spectrum. The expression (S.24) holds for arbitrary states and shows that the parameter sensitivity

is always limited to a linear scaling in N = 〈N̂〉ρ̂, independently of the initial state or measurement scheme that is
used.
This is different when information about the parameter of interest is contained in the phase. For a translation of

a linear phase fθ(x) = Aθ(x)e
−ik(x+θ), we have φθ(x) = k(x+ θ) and ĤI = kN̂ , independently of the amplitude Aθ.

If additionally Aθ is independent of θ, the derivative mode has zero overlap with the vacuum modes and we obtain
that FQ[ρ(θ)]|θ=0 = k2FQ[ρ̂, N̂ ]. This situation applies, e.g., to the estimation of orbital angular momentum with
Laguerre-Gauss modes, which has been explored experimentally in Ref. [25]. In addition to potential quantum gains,
higher-excited modes with larger k lead to a classical sensitivity improvement by a factor of k2.

Transverse spatial modes

For the estimation of transverse spatial beam properties, we consider a basis of Hermite-Gauss modes, defined as

HGnm(x, y; z, w, k) =

√

2

π2n+mn!m!

1

w(z)
Hn

(√
2x

w(z)

)

Hm

(√
2y

w(z)

)

× e
− x2+y2

w(z)2 e−ik
x2+y2

2R(z) e−ikzei(n+m+1)ψ(z), (S.25)

with

w(z) = w

√

1 +
(
z
zR

)2

, ψ(z) = arctan
(
z
zR

)

,

R(z) = z +
z2R
z , zR = w2k

2 ,

(S.26)
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with wave vector k, beam waist w, and Hn(x) = (−1)nex
2 dn

dxn e
−x2

are the Hermite polynomials. We discuss the
estimation of displacements in the transverse coordinates x or y and of the beam waist w. The corresponding effective
Hamiltonian (S.8) depends on the derivative of these modes with respect to the parameter of interest.
Transverse beam displacements We consider first transverse displacements of a beam. For simplicity, we

consider the displacement axis to be the x axis and we focus on the excited modes in the x direction. We define a
mode basis fn[θ](x, y) = HGn,m0(x + θ, y; z, w, k) for some arbitrary, fixed value of m0. We use basic properties of
the Hermite polynomials Hn(x), namely the recurrence relation

Hn+1(x) = 2xHn(x)−H ′
n(x), (S.27)

and

H ′
n(x) = 2nHn−1(x), (S.28)

to express the derivative of Hermite-Gauss modes as

w
∂

∂x
HGnm =

√
nHGn−1,m −

√
n+ 1HGn+1,w. (S.29)

The orthonormality of the Hermite-Gauss modes implies that

w(fn|f ′
m) =

√
mδn,m−1 −

√
m+ 1δn,m+1, (S.30)

and

w2(f ′
n|f ′

m) = (2n+ 1)δn,m −
√

n(n− 1)δn,m+2

−
√

(n+ 1)(n+ 2)δn,m−2. (S.31)

The effective beam-splitter Hamiltonian, Eq. (1), thus reads

Ĥ =
i

w

∑

n

√
n+ 1(â†nân+1 − â†n+1ân), (S.32)

and the sum extends over all values of n ≥ 0. The existence of quantum enhancements, i.e., quadratic terms, now
again depends on the populations in the modes fn(x, y).
To take full advantage of the Hamiltonian (S.32), we need nonvanishing population in pairs of modes with indices

n and n+1. The simplest scenario that allows for quantum enhancements is given when nmax = 1, i.e., when besides
the fundamental mode only the first excited mode is populated. For the fundamental Gaussian mode f0(x, y) =

HG00(x, y) =
√

2/πw2e−(x2+y2)/w2

, we obtain f ′
0(x, y) = −HG10(x, y)/w, which is orthogonal to f0. This scenario

has been studied theoretically [15, 16, 18] and realized experimentally with squeezed vacuum [24? ]. Population of
the derivative mode f1 = −wf ′

0(x, y) leads to a sensitivity as large as

w2FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = FQ[ρ̂, i(â
†
0â1 − â†1â0)] + 8〈â†1â1〉ρ̂. (S.33)

Beam waist For the estimation of the beam waist w, we define fnm[θ](x, y) = HGnm(x, y; z, w+θ, k). A calculation
similar to the one above reveals that

2w
∂

∂w
HGnm = −

√

n(n− 1)HGn−2,m −
√

m(m− 1)HGn,m−2

+
√

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)HGn+2,m +
√

(m+ 2)(m+ 1)HGn,m+2.

The evolution of the state under variations of the beam waist around w, i.e., changes of θ, where the beam waist is
given by w + θ, is described by the effective Hamiltonian

Ĥ =
i

2w

∑

n,m

(
ĉ†n,mân,m − â†n,mĉn,m

)
, (S.34)

where â†n,m creates a photon in the mode HGnm and

ĉn,m =
√

(n+ 2)(n+ 1)ân+2,m +
√

(m+ 2)(m+ 1)ân,m+2.
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Clearly, populating only a single HG mode, again, leads to an SQL-limited estimation precision, since all modes
are orthogonal to their derivatives. If only the mode HGnm for fixed choices of n and m is populated, we obtain the
sensitivity limit

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 =
2(n2 +m2 + n+m+ 2)

w2
〈N̂〉ρ̂. (S.35)

which is linear in N and, for the fundamental mode, n = m = 0, coincides with the limit for displacement sensing
with the same mode. In contrast, quadratic terms may emerge when modes proportional to ĉn,m are populated.
For example, a quantum state in the fundamental mode f00 can be complemented by population of the normalized
derivative mode wf ′

00 = (HG20 +HG02)/
√
2, which leads to a sensitivity of

w2FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = FQ[ρ̂, i(ĉ
†
00â00 − â†00ĉ00)] + 16〈ĉ†00ĉ00〉ρ̂, (S.36)

where ĉ†00 creates a photon in the mode wf ′
00. The second term in (S.36) again reflects losses to the vacuum, since we

cannot express the second mode’s derivative mode, f ′′
00, in terms of the two initially populated modes f00 and wf ′

00.

Mean field mode

In this simple but general scenario, we illustrate how to optimally design both a classical mode and a quantum
state that will maximize the precision of a mode parameter measurement in a realistic setting. We consider the
experimentally common situation in which some mode f0 is prepared in a strongly populated coherent state |α0〉
with |α0|2 = N ≫ 1. We further assume that (f0|f ′

0) = 0, which applies to relevant precision measurements, such as
interferometers or estimations of transverse spatial displacements or the beam waist. We address the question: how
can the sensitivity be optimized under these constraints by making optimal use of the remaining modes, i.e., what
kind of state should we prepare and in which modes?
We devide the set I of initially populated modes into I = {0} ∪ I+, where we assume that the mode k = 0 is

prepared in the state |α0〉, leading to the total initial state ρ̂ = |α0〉〈α0| ⊗ ρ̂+, where ρ̂+ describes the state on the

modes in I+. In order to determine FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 from Eq. (3), we first consider FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ]. According to Eq. (S.15),

we need to determine the terms |〈Ψn|ĤI |Ψm〉|2 and 〈Ĥ2
I 〉ρ̂. Considering the first term, we note that the eigenstates

of ρ̂ are given by |Ψn〉 = |α0〉 ⊗ |ϕn〉, where |ϕn〉 are the eigenvectors of ρ̂+. We thus obtain

|〈Ψn|ĤI |Ψm〉|2 = N |〈ϕn|e−iφb̂+ eiφb̂†|ϕm〉|2 +O(
√
N), (S.37)

where we have introduced

b̂ = i
∑

k∈I+

(f0|f ′
k)âk, (S.38)

α0 =
√
Neiφ. (S.39)

Moreover, we obtain that

〈Ĥ2
I 〉ρ̂ = N〈(e−iφb̂+ eiφb̂†)2〉ρ̂+ +O(

√
N). (S.40)

Finally, in the second term in Eq. (3), only terms where k = l = 0 will contribute at the leading order in N and thus,
we finally obtain

1

N
FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = FQ[ρ̂+, e

−iφb̂+ eiφb̂†] + 4



(f ′
0|f ′

0)−
∑

k∈I+

(f ′
0|fk)(fk|f ′

0)



+O
(

1√
N

)

. (S.41)

We note that [b̂, b̂†] =
∑

k∈I+
(f ′

0|fk)(fk|f ′
0) and introduce the physical, i.e., normalized mode

ĉ =
1

√∑

k∈I+
(f ′

0|fk)(fk|f ′
0)
b̂, (S.42)
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which, by construction, satisfies [ĉ, ĉ†] = 1. We express the quadrature operator of the normalized mode ĉ as

q̂φ = e−iφĉ+ eiφĉ†

=
1

√∑

k∈I+
(f ′

0|fk)(fk|f ′
0)
(e−iφb̂+ eiφb̂†), (S.43)

and we obtain from Eq. (S.41):

1

N
FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 =

∑

k∈I+

|(f ′
0|fk)|2FQ[ρ̂+, q̂φ] + 4



(f ′
0|f ′

0)−
∑

k∈I+

|(f ′
0|fk)|2



+O
(

1√
N

)

. (S.44)

This expression reveals optimal choices for both the mode and the corresponding quantum state. To see this, let us
consider two extreme scenarios.
First notice that the second term is bounded from above by 4(f ′

0|f ′
0), since the sum is positive. This upper bound

is reached when all elements in the sum are zero, which is the case when I+ is the empty set, i.e., besides the mean
field mode, no other mode is populated, or when all the other populated modes fk with k ∈ I+ are orthogonal to f ′

0.
In this case, the sensitivity is given by

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = 4N(f ′
0|f ′

0). (S.45)

This expression is independent of ρ̂+ and, hence, this scenario leaves no further possibilities for optimizations over
the quantum state. This is simply due to the fact that whatever modes are populated besides the mean field mode
f0, they carry no information about the parameter and thus their quantum state is irrelevant for the task at hand.
The opposite extreme is described by the scenario where f ′

0 can be perfectly reconstructed as linear combinations
of the populated modes fk with k ∈ I+. In this case, we have (f ′

0|f ′
0) =

∑

k∈I+
|(f ′

0|fk)|2. A simple possibility to

achieve this is to populate the mode f ′
0/
√

(f ′
0|f ′

0). We obtain

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = N(f ′
0|f ′

0)FQ[ρ̂+, q̂φ]. (S.46)

This expression depends on the state of the modes in I+ and it is maximized by a pure state because of the convexity

of FQ in the state. For a pure state ρ̂+ = ψ̂+ ≡ |ψ+〉〈ψ+|, we obtain

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = 4N(f ′
0|f ′

0)(∆q̂φ)
2
ψ̂+
. (S.47)

We thus see that pure states with a variance (∆q̂φ)
2
ψ̂+

above the value of 1 outperform the sensitivity of Eq. (S.45).

Indeed, the vacuum state satisfies (∆q̂φ)
2
|0〉〈0| = 1, confirming once more the result (S.45), as expected, for the case

when only the mean field mode is populated. Improvements beyond this bound are possible by using squeezed vacuum
states with sub-SQL quantum noise along the conjugate quadrature q̂φ+π—a standard technique in quantum optics.
Moreover, among all states with the same average photon number, this strategy maximizes the quantum enhancement
and is therefore optimal.

Mach-Zehnder interferometer

A closed system of two modes with no information loss to the vacuum is a Mach-Zehnder interferometer. Even
though this case is well understood [4, 7, 31], it is instructive to treat it in our framework of mode parameter estimation.
Assume that we estimate the phase θ from the mode

f1 =
1√
2
(g1e

−iθ/2 + g2e
iθ/2), (S.48)

where g1, g2 are two orthonormal modes describing the two arms of the interferometer. The derivative mode

f ′
1 = − i

2
√
2
(g1e

−iθ/2 − g2e
iθ/2) (S.49)
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is orthogonal to f1, implying a sensitivity limited to the SQL whenever one interferometer input mode is in the
vacuum. By populating also

f2 =
1√
2
(g1e

−iθ/2 − g2e
iθ/2), (S.50)

we obtain f ′
1 = (−i/2)f2 and f ′

2 = (−i/2)f1. Hence, the vacuum term, Eq. (4), disappears and we obtain that

ĤI =
1

2
(â†2â1 + a†1â2). (S.51)

The sensitivity FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = FQ[ρ̂, ĤI ] scales quadratically in ĤI and can therefore be improved beyond the SQL
using appropriate nonclassical states, such as squeezed states [4, 7, 31].

Timing resolution with chirped pulses

Consider a temporal mode described by the chirped pulse

f(t; a, b, ω0) =

(
2a

π

)1/4

e−iω0t−(a+ib)t2 , (S.52)

with a, ω0 > 0, b ∈ R. Such pulses are used in radar systems to estimate the distance of an object by measuring the
time of arrival of the reflected pulse [32]. We thus consider estimations of a time delay f [θ](t; a, b, ω0) = f(t+θ; a, b, ω0).
Assuming that only the mode (S.52) is initially populated, with all other modes in the vacuum, the sensitivity limit
is described by Eq. (S.22). We obtain

i(f |f ′) = ω0,

(f ′|f ′) = a+
b2

a
+ ω2

0 , (S.53)

leading to the quantum limit

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = ω2
0FQ[ρ̂, N̂ ] + 4

(

a+
b2

a

)

〈N̂〉ρ̂. (S.54)

SUPPLEMENT 4: SUPERRESOLUTION IMAGING

This section contains the details on the application of our framework to the scenario of superresolution imaging.
We formulate the problem of superresolution imaging [19–21] in the framework of mode parameter estimation with

two populated modes. Consider two incoherent point sources at positions ±s/2. The emitted light is collected by a
diffraction-limited imaging system [26] with point-spread function ψ(x). In general the PSF

ψ(x) = eiϕ(x)u(x), (S.55)

is described by real functions for the amplitude u(x) and phase ϕ(x), with normalization
∫
dxu2(x) = 1.

To circumvent the problem of nonorthogonality of the distributions generated by the two sources in the image
plane, ψ(x ± s/2), we introduce the orthonormal symmetric and anti-symmetric modes

f±(x) =
ψ(x+ s/2)± δ

|δ|ψ(x− s/2)
√

2(1± |δ|)
, (S.56)

which we can extend to a full spatial mode basis. Here

δ =

∫

dxψ∗(x− s/2)ψ(x+ s/2)

=

∫

dxeiϕ(x+s/2)−iϕ(x−s/2)u(x− s/2)u(x+ s/2). (S.57)
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For a PSF with constant phase, i.e., when ϕ(x) is independent of x, this coincides with the ansatz by Lupo and
Pirandola [20].
We are interested in estimating a variation of s, i.e., here our parameter θ of interest describes a displacement

s→ s+ θ and will be estimated in the vicinity of θ = 0. Assuming that only the two sources are initially populated,
we obtain that only the modes â± are populated in the image plane and I = {+,−} in Eq. (S.21).
We now focus on the special case where the phase dependence is linear, i.e., when

ψ(x) = e−ikxu(x). (S.58)

In this case, we obtain from Eq. (S.57)

δ = e−iks
∫

dxu(x− s/2)u(x+ s/2)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

|δ|

, (S.59)

and the (anti-)symmetric modes (S.56) are given by

f±(x) = e−ik(x+s/2)
u(x+ s/2)± u(x− s/2)

√

2(1± |δ|)
. (S.60)

To identify the quantum limit, we need to identify the mode overlap integrals. The derivative modes read

∂f±(x)

∂s
=

(

−ik
2
∓ γ

2(1± |δ|)

)

f±(x) +
dψ(x+s/2)

dx ∓ dψ(x−s/2)
dx

2
√

2(1± |δ|)
, (S.61)

where

γ =
∂|δ|
∂s

. (S.62)

Using that u(x) is normalized and vanishes at ±∞, we obtain

(f±|f ′
±) = −ik

2
,

(f∓|f ′
±) = 0,

(f ′
±|f ′

±) =
k2

4
+

1

4(1± |δ|)
(
(∆p)2 ∓ β

)
− γ2

4(1± |δ|)2 ,

(f ′
∓|f ′

±) = 0, (S.63)

where we introduced

(∆p)2 =

∫

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

dψ(x)

dx

∣
∣
∣
∣

2

=

∫

dx

(
du(x)

dx

)2

, (S.64)

β =

∫

dx
du(x − s/2)

dx

du(x+ s/2)

dx
. (S.65)

The quantum Fisher information for sub-wavelength imaging of two sources in arbitrary quantum states is given
according to Eq. (S.21) as

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 =
∑

n,m

1

pn,m

(
∂pn,m
∂θ

)2

+ FQ[ρ̂,
k

2
(â†+â+ + â†−â−)]

+ 4
[
(f ′

+|f ′
+)− |(f ′

+|f+)|2
]
〈â†+â+〉ρ̂

+ 4
[
(f ′

−|f ′
−)− |(f ′

−|f−)|2
]
〈â†−â−〉ρ̂, (S.66)

where we used the orthogonality described in Eqs. (S.63). The nonvanishing coefficients are independent of k and
read

4
[
(f ′

±|f ′
±)− |(f ′

±|f±)|2
]
=

1

1± |δ|

[

(∆p)2 ∓ β − γ2

1± |δ|

]

. (S.67)
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This generalizes previous results on the sensitivity limit in quantum imaging that were available for a PSF with
constant phase, i.e., k = 0, assuming thermal states [20, 21], or more generally, states that are diagonal in the Fock
basis [20]. Interestingly, for nonzero k, the unitary QFI generated by the nonvanishing Hamiltonian

ĤI =
k

2
(â†+â+ + â†−â−), (S.68)

can be exploited with common nonclassical strategies to suppress the quantum measurement noise below the standard
quantum limit.
Let us finally show how to recover the results of Refs. [20, 21] from our general result (S.66) as a special case. Thermal

states with ηN photons in the nonorthogonal modes correspond to thermal states in the symmetric/anti-symmetric
modes with average photon numbers [20]

〈â†±â±〉ρ̂ = N± = η(1± |δ|)N. (S.69)

The thermal phonon populations

pn,m =
1

N+ + 1

1

N− + 1

(
N+

N+ + 1

)n(
N−

N− + 1

)m

(S.70)

depend on the parameter θ and yield the classical Fisher information [20]

Fc =
∑

n,m

1

pn,m

(
∂pn,m
∂θ

)2

= 2ηN

[
γ2

2(1 + δ)(1 + (1 + δ)ηN))
+

γ2

2(1− δ)(1 + (1− δ)ηN))

]

. (S.71)

Inserting Eqs. (S.67), (S.69), and (S.71) into Eq. (S.66), we obtain for k = 0

FQ[ρ̂(θ)]|θ=0 = 2ηN

(

(∆p)2 − ηN(1 + ηN)γ2

(1 + ηN)2 − η2N2δ2

)

. (S.72)

This result coincides with the one given in Refs. [20, 21].
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