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Continuous clocks, i.e. the clocks that measure time in a continuous manner, are regarded as an
essential component of sensing technology. Precision and recurrence time are two basic features of
continuous clocks. In this paper, in the framework of quantum estimation theory various models
for continuous quantum clocks are proposed, where all tools of quantum estimation theory are
employed to seek the characteristics of clocks with high precision and long recurrence time. Then,
in a resource-based approach, the performance of the proposed models is compared. It is shown
that quantum clocks based on n two-qubits system not only can have better precision than quantum
clocks based on 2n one-qubit system but also support long recurrence time. Finally, it is shown that
while employing the number of n entangled qubits improves the precision of clocks by a factor of
1/
√
n, it inevitably worsens the recurrence time of the clock.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although the time in its abstract form emerges as a
dilemma in quantum mechanics [1], it has a simple op-
erational definition. From an operational point of view,
rather than considering the time as universal coordinate
t in space-time, time is considered as a dynamical vari-
able of a physical system in space-time [2]. This is just
where the concept of clocks comes into play.

The basic idea behind the operation of any clock is
that, as the position variable q of a point particle resem-
bles the space coordinate x, physical systems exist that
have a dynamical variable that resembles in the same
way the time coordinate t. From this perspective, the
estimation of the time has a direct correspondence to
the dynamics description of physical systems that at the
fundamental level is given by the laws of quantum me-
chanics.

To present the motivation of our proposed quantum
clock, it is constructive to distinguish between two kinds
of clocks, i.e. discrete and continuous clocks. Discrete
clocks, like pointer clocks, employ the dynamical systems
which pass through a succession of recordable states at
constant time intervals, therefore can only record the pre-
cise time at discrete intervals and are inaccurate within
the intervals. Continuous clocks like hourglass or sun-
dial, however, record the continuous dynamical evolution
of the system, capable of measuring the time in a con-
tinuous manner. Therefore, while with discrete clocks we
are concerned with both accuracy (i.e. tick intervals) and
precision (i.e. ticking on true time), in continuous clocks
we are concerned only with precision (i.e. the resolution
of clocks).

The recurrence time (RT) of a clock, i.e. the maximum
time interval in which a clock can measure, is another
characteristic of a clock we are concerned with. For dis-
crete clocks which are periodic systems that work with
the so called tiks (i.e. the recorded states of the system
in regular intervals), one can count the number of tiks
to measure the arbitrary long time intervals. However,
the characterization of RT is of serious concern for con-
tinuous clocks, because there is nothing similar to tiks in

these clocks.

It is also instructive to distinguish between two types of
clocks mechanism, deterministic vs. probabilistic mech-
anism. In the deterministic mechanism there is a de-
terministic relation between the time, t and dynamical
variable that represents the time, say χ(t). To introduce
the concept of probabilistic mechanism consider the dy-
namical variable X(t) of a quantum system with Hamil-
tonian H, where [H,X] 6= 0. In this system, although the
evolution of X(t) as a quantum dynamical variable is de-
terministic, its classical description in the Hamiltonian
eigenbasis is restricted to quantum measurement with
probabilistic outcomes. Therefore, in the so-called prob-
abilistic mechanism, the correspondence is between the
time and probability distribution of measurement out-
comes, say P (X|t).

A Quantum clock is a quantum system that its dynam-
ical variable X(t) lies in the Hilbert space of the system.
There have been proposed various models for a quantum
clock [3],[4],[5],[6],[7]. The common point of most of these
approaches is that the quantum state of a system swipes
some specified states |φ1〉 , |φ2〉 , ..., |φn〉, respectively in
equal time intervals. Therefore, they are considered as
discrete quantum clocks. Continuous clocks can be re-
garded as essential elements of sensors and therefore are
on high demand in one of the main components of to-
day’s technology, i.e. metrology and sensing. In this
paper we employ the approach of quantum estimation
theory (QET) to propose a continuous quantum clock
with optimal characteristics. In this regard, the quantum
clock is modeled as an encoding-decoding mechanism,
where the time is the parameter that is coherently en-
coded into qubit systems by an optimal Hamiltonian and
subsequently decoded via an optimal projective measure-
ment, corresponding to optimal encoding and decoding
operators, respectively. Two basic elements of a contin-
uous clock are precision and RT of the clock. Therefore
our main problem is to propose a continuous quantum
clock with high precision and long RT. Since the pro-
posed clock is based on the probabilistic mechanism, the
problem naturally is introduced in the context of QET.
Therefore, we should tackle the problem with all tools of

ar
X

iv
:2

20
3.

00
59

4v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
 M

ar
 2

02
2



2

QET.
In the first step, we show that, given an ensemble of

n qubit systems, one can improve the resolution of the
quantum clock by proper choice of the driving Hamilto-
nian and measurement basis up to Cramer-Rao bound.
In this way, the shot noise due to the quantum mea-
surements is the only inevitable source of the noise that
determines the ultimate precision of the clock. However,
obtaining the time estimator for quantum clock based on
ensemble of n qubit systems, shows that there is a trade-
off between the precision and RT of the proposed clock,
a problem imposed by the quantum recurrence theorem
[8]. In the second step, we show that this problem can
be resolved by using two-qubits system instead of one-
qubit system. Obtaining the time estimator for quan-
tum clocks based on the dynamics of coherent two-qubit
systems shows that one can introduce coarse and fine
estimators of the time through slowly and rapidly vary-
ing parts of the dynamics, respectively. The frequency
of the slowly varying part of the dynamics determines
the RT of the clock and can be set to arbitrary small
values corresponding to large values of the RT. Instead,
this is the frequency value of the rapidly varying part of
the dynamics that determines the precision of the quan-
tum clock and independent of the former can be set to
arbitrary large values. In this way, the characteristics
of a quantum clock with high precision and long RT is
obtained.

But this is not quite the whole story. QET gives us an-
other powerful tools that can improve the resolution of
the estimators up to Heisenberg limit [9], [10], [11]. Ac-
tually, the theory suggests that by exploiting more strong
resources, i.e. the number of n entanglement resources,
the resolution of the estimators scales as 1/n that im-
proves the shot noise limit by a factor of 1/

√
n. But

a closer investigation indicates that this improvement is
solely due to the increasing the evolution frequency of the
system that in turns reduces the RT of the clock. Thus,
in this scenario there exists a trade-off between the two
quantities, that is, while entanglement improves the pre-
cision of the quantum clock, it also worsens the RT of
the clock.

The proposed models employ a resource-based ap-
proach. In this regard, the paper is concluded with a
discussion about the comparisons between the perfor-
mance of the introduced models in terms of the number
of used resources. Especially, it is shown that the quan-
tum clocks based on n non-entangled two-qubits systems
not only support the clocks with long RT but also its
precision outperforms the quantum clocks based on 2n
one-qubit systems.

II. PARAMETER ESTIMATION THEORY

Suppose that outcomes of an experiment is described
by a random variable X, where the probability distribu-
tion corresponding to the the outcomes of the experiment

depends on the parameter θ, i.e. P (X = x) := Px(θ).
Let x = {x1, x2, x3, ..., xn} be the random outcomes of
the experiment in n trials. An estimator of a parameter

θ is a function θ̂(x) that assigns a value for θ from the

outcomes of the experiment. The estimator θ̂ is an unbi-

ased estimator if E(θ̂) = θ, where E denotes the average

of the random variable θ̂. The theoretical limitation on
the resolution of an unbiased estimator is given by the
Cramer-Rao inequality [12]:

∆θ ≥ 1√
nF [Px(θ)]

, (1)

where ∆θ, the estimated error, is the standard deviation
of the estimator

∆θ =
√
E(θ2)− E(θ)2, (2)

and F [Px(θ)] is the so-called Fisher information [12],
given by

F [Px(θ)] :=
∑
x

Px(θ)[∂θ log(Px(θ))]2. (3)

For a quantum system with density matrix %(θ), sub-
jected to the protective measurement {Πx}, the proba-
bility distribution Px(θ) is given by

Px(θ) = Tr[%(θ)Πx]. (4)

If the parameter θ is encoded via an observable A ac-
cording to the following equation

%(θ) = exp (−iθA)%0 exp (+iθA), (5)

the quantum Fisher information FQ[%(θ), A] attributed
to the quantum state %(θ) and encoder operator A is
defined as follows [13]

FQ[%(θ), A] = 2
∑
k,l

(λk − λl)2

(λk + λl)
|〈k|A|l〉|2, (6)

where λk and |k〉 are the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of
the density matrix %(θ), respectively.

It can be shown [13] that quantum Fisher information
is equal to the maximum Fisher information introduced
in Eq.(3) where the maximization is taken over all possi-
ble measurement bases, i.e.

FQ[%(θ), A] = max
{Πx}

F [Px(θ)]. (7)

Therefore, in quantum scenarios the optimal estima-
tors are those saturating the inequality given in Eq.(1),
where F [Px(θ)] is replaced by the quantum version of
Fisher information.
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FIG. 1. (a) Energy levels of a system with Hamiltonian
H = ω

2
σz is considered as a qubit system, where the states |0〉

and |1〉 are eigenstates of the Pauli matrix σz. (b) When the
system initially is prepared in the state |+〉, it starts to oscil-
late between the states |+〉 and |−〉 with frequency ω, where
the states |±〉 are eigenstates of the Pauli matrix σx.This
dynamics is used to estimation of the time with optimal pre-
cision.

III. PRECISE QUANTUM CLOCK BASED ON
ONE-QUBIT SYSTEM

The key idea behind the operation of any typical clock,
whether be a classical or quantum system, is to find a
one-to-one correspondence between the time and evolu-
tion of a dynamical variable of the system. However, the
precision of the clock is determined by the nature of the
clock system and the underlying laws for describing it.
Therefore, the ultimate resolution in measuring time is
determined by the laws of quantum mechanics. Although
the evolution of a quantum system is deterministic, its
classical description required for reading the time is prob-
abilistic. From this perspective, the characteristics of a
quantum clock with optimal precision can be determined
in the context of statistical approaches. In this section,
we show how QET can be employed to design a clock
with optimal precision.

A. The model description

Consider a qubit system that in its abstract form corre-
sponds to the Hilbert space {span(|+〉 , |−〉)} and assume
the system initially is prepared in the state |ψ(0)〉 = |+〉.
Suppose that the Hamiltonian eigenstates of the system
are expended in terms of the basis {|+〉 , |−〉} as follows

|ϕ0〉 = a |+〉 − b |−〉 , (8)

|ϕ1〉 = c |+〉+ d |−〉 , (9)

where, |ϕ0〉 and |ϕ0〉 are eigenstates corresponding to en-
ergy levels E0 and E1, respectively and the quantities
a, b, c and d are real numbers satisfying the orthogonality
and normalization conditions according to the following
relations

a2 + b2 = 1, c2 + d2 = 1, ac− bd = 0. (10)

FIG. 2. Schematic model of quantum clock based on dynamics
of n one-qubit system. All qubits are initially prepared in the
state |+〉 and then evolve with Hamiltonian H = ω

2
σz. At

finite time t a measurement in the basis {|±〉} is carried out on
each qubit. From the statistical of the measurement outputs
the time t can be estimated, where the minimum error of the
estimation scales as 1/(

√
nω).

The Schrodinger equation then determines the evolu-
tion of the system in any given time t as follows

|ψ(t)〉 =
( ad

ad+ bc
e−iE0t +

bc

ad+ bc
e−iE1t

)
|+〉

+
( −bd
ad+ bc

e−iE0t +
bd

ad+ bc
e−iE1t

)
|−〉 . (11)

Form Eq.(11) it is evident that performing a mea-
surement with projective operators Π+ = |+〉 〈+| and
Π− = |−〉 〈−| on the system at any time t leads to the fol-
lowing probabilities associated to the measurement out-
comes Π+ and Π−, respectively:

P+(t) = 1− χsin2
(ωt

2

)
, (12)

P−(t) = χsin2
(ωt

2

)
, (13)

where, ω = E1 − E0 and χ = 2abcd
(ad+bc)2 with 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1.

Now, considering the time-dependent probability dis-
tribution given in Eq.(12) and Eq.(13), we are faced with
a standard problem in QET, where the parameter to be
estimated is time. Following the approach presented in
Sec.II, the Fisher information corresponding to the prob-
ability distribution {P+(t), P−(t)} is given by

F [Pi(t)] =
∑
i=+,−

Pi(t)[∂t ln[Pi(t)]]
2

=
χ2ω2sin2(ωt)

χ(1− 2χ)(1− cos(ωt)) + χ2sin2(ωt)
. (14)

According to the Cramer-Rao inequality, to enhance
the precision of estimating time through the measure-
ment outputs, the Fisher information corresponding to
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the outputs statistics must be maximized. Therefore,
optimization over the precision of the quantum clock is
equivalent to finding a Hamiltonian that maximize the
Fisher information given in Eq.(14). This is equivalent
to fix the Hamiltonian and find a measurement basis that
maximizes the Fisher information. A simple investigation
of Eq.(14) shows that the Fisher information reaches its
maximum value when

χ = 1, (15)

which implies that

F [Pi(t)] = ω2. (16)

A possible solution for the variables a, b, c, d that sat-
isfies Eq.(10) and Eq.(15) is

a = b = c = d =
1√
2
. (17)

If we consider the states {|+〉 , |−〉} as eigenstates of
the Pauli matrix σx, then the states introduced in Eq.(8)
with the coefficients given by Eq.(17) are eigenstates of
the Pauli matrix σz. Thus, the optimal Hamiltonian is
of the following form

H =
ω

2
σz =

(
ω
2 0
0 −ω

2

)
. (18)

Therefore, a measurement process described by the
projective operators {Π+,Π−} on a qubit system pre-
pared in the initial state |ψ(0)〉 = |+〉 whose dynamics is
driven by the Hamiltonian given by Eq.(18) maximizes
the Fisher information associated to the measurement
outputs (see Fig.1). In this way, when n probes are used
to estimation the time, the resolution of the estimator
obeys the following inequality

∆t ≥ 1√
nω

. (19)

Fig.(2) represents the schematic model of the quantum
clock based on dynamics of n one-qubit system.

Having characterized the model of quantum clock with
optimum precision, in the following section we seek the
best estimator of the time, i.e. an operational way to read
the time with minimal error through a measurement over
an ensemble of n similar qubit systems with mentioned
characteristics.

B. The Estimator of the time - Operational way
for reading the time

In this subsection we briefly describe how one can find
the best estimator for measuring time. Consider a system
of n non-interacting qubits in the initial state

%(0) = (|+〉 〈+|)⊗n, (20)

all of which have a Hamiltonian of the form of Eq.(18).
The state of the system at time t is given by

%(t) = (|ψ(t)〉 〈ψ(t)|)⊗n, (21)

where

|ψ(t)〉 = cos(
ωt

2
) |+〉+ sin(

ωt

2
) |−〉 . (22)

Let M = {Π1,Π2, ...,Πn} be a projective measurement
that counts the number of post-measured qubits in the
state |−〉:

Πk =
∑

i1<i2<..<ik

|ϕk(i1, i2, ..., ik)〉 〈ϕk(i1, i2, ..., ik)| ,

(23)
where |ϕk(i1, i2, ..., ik)〉 is a state in which the ith1 , i

th
2 , ...,

and the ithk qubits are in the state |−〉 and all other qubits
are in the state |+〉:

|ϕk(i1, i2, ..., ik)〉 = | +︸︷︷︸
1st

, +︸︷︷︸
2nd

, ..., −︸︷︷︸
ith1

, ..., −︸︷︷︸
ith2

, ..., −︸︷︷︸
ithk

, ..., +︸︷︷︸
nth

〉 . (24)

Performing the measurement M at time t yields the
outcome associated with Πk with probability:

Pk(t) =

(
n
k

)
[sin2(

ωt

2
)]k[cos2(

ωt

2
)]n−k. (25)

In order to find a time estimator using the above
probability distribution, we employ maximum likelihood
method (MLM). The likelihood function, L(θ|x), indi-
cates how likely we are to observe the outcomes of a mea-
surement for a known parameter θ. As a matter of fact,
changing θ will result in different likelihoods for observ-
ing our specific measurement outcomes x. For instance
if we find L(θ1|x) > L(θ2|x), we know that x is more
likely to be observed under parameter conditions θ = θ1

rather than θ = θ2. This property of likelihood function
will lead us to find the best estimator.

Using Eq.(25), we can write our likelihood function as
follows

L(t|k) =

(
n
k

)
[sin2(

ωt

2
)]k[cos2(

ωt

2
)]n−k, (26)

where the unknown parameter is t. In order to find the
best estimator for time, we should choose t such that it
gives us the best likelihood to observe our measurement
outcomes. In the other words, the estimator t̂(k) will be
equal to tmax(k) by which the likelihood function given
in Eq.(26) is maximized, i.e.

∂L(t|k)

∂t
|t(k)=tmax(k) = 0. (27)

Solving the above equation for t will give us the time
estimator associated to the outcomes of the measurement
M :

t̂(k) =
2

ω
sin−1(

√
k

n
). (28)
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FIG. 3. The error of estimation versus time for different values of n and ω. The dashed lines show the minimum error of
unbiased estimators, i.e. 1√

nF [Px(t)]

To check the precision of the quantum clock, it is
instructive to evaluate the error of estimated time, i.e

∆t =

√
〈t2〉 − 〈t〉2, where

〈tn〉 =

n∑
k=1

Pk(t)t̂n(k), n = 1, 2 (29)

in which Pk(t) and t̂(k) are given in Eq.(25) and Eq.(28),
respectively. Fig.(3) illustrates the numerical results of
∆t for different values of n and ω. The results confirm
that the lower bound of Eq.(1) is saturated; i.e. the pro-
posed clock has a resolution equal to the optimal amount
of ∆t = 1√

nω
. This relation indicates that increasing ω,

enhances the resolution of the QC. However, according
to Eq.(28), the RT of the system, that is the maximum
time interval in which the QC can measure, scales as ω−1.
Thus, there is a trade-off between the precision and the
RT of the QC, i.e. increasing one, decreases the other.
In the next section we show that the dynamics of a two-
qubit system can be employed to propose a QC with high
precision and long RT.

IV. QUANTUM CLOCK WITH HIGH
PRECISION AND LONG RECURRENCE TIME

In addition to the precision of the clock, the maximum
time interval in which the clock is able to measure is
another characteristic of an optimal clock. Our model
of quantum clock, is based on the estimation of time
through the results of a measurement performed on a
dynamical variable of the quantum system. According
to the quantum recurrence theorem [8], for a quantum
system in the initial state |ψ(0)〉 and for any positive
number ε, there exists a time T such that

‖|ψ(T )〉 − |ψ(0)〉‖ < ε. (30)

Since, for unique determining of time, a one-to-one cor-
respondence between the time and dynamics of the sys-
tem is necessary, the recurrence time T restricts the time
measuring interval in which the quantum clock operates.
In this section we aim to circumvent this difficulty by
adding another qubit to the system. It is shown that
a two-qubits system can support a quantum clock with
optimal precision and long RT.

A. Model Description

Consider a two-qubits system with the Hamiltonian H,
which in the basis {|00〉 , |01〉 , |10〉 , |11〉} is represented as
follows

H =


ω
2 0 0 0
0 −ω

2 0 0
0 0 Ω

2 0
0 0 0 −Ω

2

 , (31)

and suppose that the system is prepared in the initial
state |ψ(0)〉, where

|ψ(0)〉 = |+〉 ⊗ |+〉 . (32)

Using the eigen-states and eigen-vectors of the Hamil-
tonian H, which are of the following form

|ϕ1〉 = |0〉 ⊗ |1〉 , E1 =
−ω
2

(33)

|ϕ2〉 = |0〉 ⊗ |0〉 , E2 =
+ω

2
(34)

|ϕ3〉 = |1〉 ⊗ |1〉 , E3 =
−Ω

2
(35)

|ϕ4〉 = |1〉 ⊗ |0〉 , E4 =
+Ω

2
(36)
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FIG. 4. The dynamics of a two-qubits system is employed to
propose a quantum clock with high precision and long RT.

and considering the initial state of the system, the time
evolution of the system is described by the following state

|ψ(t)〉 =
1√
2
|0〉 ⊗ [cos(

ωt

2
) |+〉 − i sin(

ωt

2
) |−〉] +

1√
2
|1〉 ⊗ [cos(

Ωt

2
) |+〉 − i sin(

Ωt

2
) |−〉]. (37)

According to the Eq.(37), if at time t we carry out the
measurement M with the following projective operators:

Π0+ = |0〉 〈0| ⊗ |+〉 〈+| ,
Π0− = |0〉 〈0| ⊗ |−〉 〈−| ,
Π1+ = |1〉 〈1| ⊗ |+〉 〈+| ,
Π1− = |1〉 〈1| ⊗ |−〉 〈−| , (38)

then the probability of obtaining outcomes associated
with Π0+,Π0−,Π1+ and Π1− are as follows

P0+(t) =
1

2
cos2

(ωt
2

)
, P0−(t) =

1

2
sin2

(ωt
2

)
,

P1+(t) =
1

2
cos2

(Ωt

2

)
, P1−(t) =

1

2
sin2

(Ωt

2

)
. (39)

From Eq.(39) it is evident when the first qubit is in the
state |0〉 (|1〉) then the second qubit oscillates between the
states |+〉 and |−〉 with frequency ω (Ω) (see Fig.(4)).

The Fisher information of the probability distribution
{P0+, P0−, P1+, P1−}, is given by

F [Px(t)] =
1

2
(ω2 + Ω2). (40)

Therefore, when n probes are used to estimate time,
the resolution of the estimator obeys the following in-
equality

∆t ≥ 1√
n(ω

2+Ω2

2 )
. (41)

FIG. 5. Schematic model of quantum clock based on dynam-
ics of n two-qubits system. All two-qubits system are initially
prepared in the state |+〉 |+〉 and then evolve with the Hamil-
tonian given in Eq.(31). At finite time t a measurement in
the basis {|±〉 |±〉} is carried out on each two-qubits system.
From the statistical of the measurement outputs the time t
can be estimated, where the minimum error of the estima-
tion scales as 1√

n(ω2+Ω2

2
)
. In this model the RT scales as

1/min[ω,Ω].

.

On the other hand, from Eq.(37) it is evident that RT
of the system scales as

T ∼ 1

min[ω,Ω]
, (42)

where min denotes minimum value.
From Eq.(40) and Eq.(42), we see that decreasing ω and
increasing Ω at the same time, increases the RT and pre-
cision of the quantum clock, respectively. Thus, at the
cost of adding one more qubit, one can make a quantum
clock with high precision and long RT. Indeed, the RT
of the clock can be determined by frequency ω, and the
precision of the clock can be determined by frequency Ω
of the system. In this way, as we see in the next section,
while the frequency ω is related to coarse tuning of the
quantum clock, the frequency Ω is responsible for the fine
tuning of the proposed quantum clock. Fig.(5) illustrates
the schematic representation of the quantum clock based
on dynamic of n two-qubits system.

B. Operational way to read the long and precise
time

Consider n non-interacting two-qubits systems,where
the corresponding state of 2n-qubits system at time t is
represented as follows

%(t) = (|ψ(t)〉 〈ψ(t)|)⊗n, (43)

and |ψ(t)〉 is given by Eq.(37). If this 2n-qubits system
is subjected to the projective measurement M⊗n with M
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FIG. 6. Average of estimators t̂m(k) with all lm = 0

introduced in Eq.(38), the probability distribution asso-
ciated to the outcomes of the measurement M⊗n at time
t is obtained as follows

Pk(t) = (
1

2
)n
(
n
k1

)(
n− k1

k2

)(
n− k1 − k2

k3

)
cos2k1

(ωt
2

)
sin2k2

(ωt
2

)
cos2k3

(Ωt

2

)
sin2k4

(Ωt

2

)
, (44)

where k = (k1, k2, k3, k4) with k1, k2, k3 and k4 denote
the number of qubits found in the post-measurement
states associated to the outcomes Π1−,Π1+,Π0− and
Π0+, respectively; and k1 + k2 + k3 + k4 = n. To seek
the time estimator associated to this measurement out-
comes, once again we employ MLM which was delineated
in the previous section. Here, the likelihood function is
given by Eq.(44). Thus by maximizing Eq.(44) or its log-
arithm with respect to t, one can obtain the desired time
estimator. Hence, the time estimator t̂(k) is obtained by
solving the following equation for t:

∂ ln(Pk(t))

∂t
|t(k)=t̂(k) = 0. (45)

For simplicity, consider the case in which ω = 0.5 and
Ω = 1. For this case, solving the Eq.(45) leads to the
following four solutions:

t̂1(k) = +4tan−1(

√
k1+k2+4k3+2k4−

√
(k1−k2)2+8(k1+k2+2k4)k3+16k2

3

2(k1+k4) ) + 2l1π,

(46)

t̂2(k) = −4tan−1(

√
k1+k2+4k3+2k4−

√
(k1−k2)2+8(k1+k2+2k4)k3+16k2

3

2(k1+k4) ) + 2l2π,

(47)

t̂3(k) = +4tan−1(

√
k1+k2+4k3+2k4+

√
(k1−k2)2+8(k1+k2+2k4)k3+16k2

3

2(k1+k4) ) + 2l3π,

(48)

t̂4(k) = −4tan−1(

√
k1+k2+4k3+2k4+

√
(k1−k2)2+8(k1+k2+2k4)k3+16k2

3

2(k1+k4) ) + 2l4π,

(49)
where lm, m ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} are integers. Fig.(6) illus-
trates the average of estimators for all estimators given
in Eq.(46)-Eq.(49).

We are only interested in unbiased estimators in pos-
itive time domain. From Fig.(6) it is evident that t̂1 is
an unbiased estimator in time interval [0, π], and t̂3 is an
unbiased estimator in time interval [π, 2π]. In this way,
for measurement outcomes taken in time t, to recognize
the relevant estimator t, we first need a coarse estimation
of the time. Hence, one can introduce coarse estimators
of the time through slowly varying part of the dynamics,
i.e. the dynamics of the system when is driven with fre-
quency ω. For this purpose, we need only consider the
following probabilities:

P0+(t) =
1

2
cos2

(ωt
2

)
, (50)

P0−(t) =
1

2
sin2

(ωt
2

)
. (51)

Suppose that for the n two-qubits system, k
′

1 (k
′

2) of
them are found in the post-measurement state |0〉 |+〉
(|0〉 |−〉). The joint probability associated to these mea-
surement outcomes is obtained as follows

Pk
′ (t) =

(
1
2

)k′1+k
′
2

(
n

k
′

1

)(
n− k′

1

k
′

2

)
cos2k

′
1(ωt2 )sin2k

′
2(ωt2 ),

(52)

where k
′

= (k
′

1, k
′

2). Considering the likelihood function
given in Eq.(52) for ω = 0.5 and Ω = 1, once again
using the MLM leads to the following estimator for coarse
estimating of the time:

t̂h(k
′
) = 4tan−1

(k′

1

k
′
2

)
. (53)

The estimator t̂h(k
′
) is used to estimate the time inter-

val in which the fine estimators t̂1(k) or t̂3(k) belong to.
Therefore, by combining the fine tuning and coarse tun-
ing estimators, the operational way to read the precise
and long time is as follows:

t̂(k) =

{
t̂1(k), 0 ≤ t̂h(k

′
) ≤ π

t̂3(k), π ≤ t̂h(k
′
) ≤ 2π

(54)

From this perspective, our clock is similar to a pointer
clock, where its coarse and fines estimator corresponds
to the hours and minutes pointers, respectively. How-
ever, there is a subtle difference between them: while in
the typical pointer clocks the hours pointer is driven by
the minutes pointer, in our quantum clock this is coarse
estimator that drives the fine estimator.

Fig.(7) and Fig.(8) depict the average and error of the
estimator, respectively. As n grows the estimator be-
comes more unbiased and it touches the Cramer-Rao’s
lower bound for longer time.

V. QUANTUM CLOCKS BASED ON
ENTANGLEMENT RESOURCES

In the previous section we saw that by adding one qubit
to the clock system, one can increase the precision and
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FIG. 7. The average of estimator given in Eq.(54) for time
interval [0, 2π].

FIG. 8. The error of the estimator given in Eq.(54) for time
interval [0, 2π] and various value of n. The horizontal parts
of the curves, touch the corresponding Cramer-Rao’s lower
bound. The green curve touches this bound for longer time
compared with the other curves.

RT of the clock at the same time. In that scenario the
time is encoded into the initially separated two-qubits
system. However, quantum estimation theory suggests
that encoding parameters in an initially entangled state
may improve the resolution of the estimators. Therefore
it is tempting to examine the characteristics of the quan-
tum clocks with these stronger resources. To investigate
this new scenario, in the first step consider a two-qubits
system initially prepared in the following state

|++〉 =
|00〉+ |11〉√

2
, (55)

that is evolved with time according to the following
Hamiltonian

H = −ω
2
I ⊗ σz −

ω

2
σz ⊗ I. (56)

At some finite time after the evolution of the
system, it is subjected to the measurement M =
{|±〉 〈±| ⊗ |±〉 〈±|}. The corresponding output proba-

bilities are as follows

P++(t) =
1

2
cos2(ωt), P+−(t) =

1

2
sin2(ωt),

P−+(t) =
1

2
sin2

(
ωt), P−−(t) =

1

2
cos2(ωt). (57)

It is a straightforward task to show the Fisher infor-
mation of this probability distribution is 4ω2. There-
fore, using the Cramer-Rao inequality for a fixed number
of n/2 samples, the resolution of the time-estimator is

bounded by the quantity 1/
√

(n/2) (4ω2) = 1/
√

2nω2.
In the second step consider the number of n/3 sam-
ples of 3-qubits systems initially prepared in the state
|+ + +〉 = (|000〉+ |111〉)/

√
2 and evolved with Hamilto-

nian

H = −ω
2
I ⊗ I ⊗ σz −

ω

2
I ⊗ σz ⊗ I −

ω

2
σz ⊗ I ⊗ I, (58)

and consequently subjected to the measurement M =
{|±〉 〈±| ⊗ |±〉 〈±| ⊗ |±〉 〈±|}. The corresponding output
probabilities are as follows

P+++(t) =
1

4
cos2

(3ωt

2

)
, P++−(t) =

1

4
sin2

(3ωt

2

)
,

P+−+(t) =
1

4
sin2

(3ωt

2

)
, P+−−(t) =

1

4
cos2

(3ωt

2

)
,

P−++(t) =
1

4
cos2

(3ωt

2

)
, P−+−(t) =

1

4
sin2

(3ωt

2

)
,

P−−+(t) =
1

4
sin2

(3ωt

2

)
, P−−−(t) =

1

4
cos2

(3ωt

2

)
.

(59)

Similar calculations show that in this case the reso-
lution of the time-estimator is bounded by the quantity
1/
√

(n/3) (9ω2) = 1/
√

3nω2 as well. Consequently, one
easily derives that the resolution of the time estimator for
n entangled samples is bounded by the quantity 1/

√
n2ω2

that is nothing but a well-known bound called Heisenberg
limit. Therefore, by exploiting more strong resources,
i.e. the number of n entanglement resources, the reso-
lution of the estimators scales as 1/n that improves the
Cramer-Rao bound by a factor of 1/

√
n. However, a

careful comparison of Eq.(39) and Eq.(57) recovers the
fact that the increase of the precision of the estimator
is solely due to the increase of the evolution frequency
of the system (for n = 2 evolution frequency of the en-
tangled system becomes twice the evolution frequency of
separable system), that in turns reduces the RT of the
clock. Thus, while entanglement improves the precision
of the quantum clock, it inevitably worsens the RT of the
clock, i.e. there exists a intrinsic tradeoff between the two
quantities. Fig.(9) represents the schematic model of the
quantum clock based on n entangled qubits.

VI. CONCLUSION

Continuous clocks are regarded as essential compo-
nents of sensing technology. In addition to precision, RT
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FIG. 9. Schematic model of quantum clock based on dynam-
ics of n entangled qubits. The Entangled n-qubits system is
initially prepared in the state (|0...0〉+ |1...1〉)

/√
2 and then

evolves with the Hamiltonian given in Eq.(58). At finite time
t a measurement in the basis {|±〉 ... |±〉} is carried out on
the system. From the statistical of the measurement out-
puts the time t can be estimated, where the minimum error
of the estimation scales as 1/nω. Although the model based
on entanglement resource improves the precision of quantum
clocks, it cannot support long RT (see the text).

is one of the main features of this kind of clocks. There-
fore, proposing and characterizing a continuous clock
with optimal precision and long RT is of great interest.
In this paper, we used the approach of quantum estima-
tion theory to propose a continuous quantum clock with
optimal characteristics, i.e. high precision and long RT.
In this context, we investigated the behavior of the quan-
tum clock with mentioned characteristics by employing
various tools of QET.

In the first proposal, the time is encoded into the dy-
namics of a one-qubit system via an optimal Hamilto-
nian and subsequently decoded via an optimal projective
measurement. In this scenario, the resolution of the op-

timal time estimator for the number of n qubits scales
as 1/

√
n. But for a fixed amount of resources, the pre-

cision and RT of the clock are inversely proportional i.e.
this scenario cannot support long RT and high precision
at the same time. To deal with this challenge, the dy-
namics of coherent two-qubits system was introduced as
second proposal of quantum clock, where the frequency
of the slowly varying part of the dynamics determines
the RT of the clock and can be set to arbitrary small
values corresponding to large values of the RT. Instead,
this is the frequency of the rapidly varying part of the
dynamics that determines the precision of the quantum
clock and independent of the former frequency can be
set to arbitrary large values. In this way, the characteris-
tics of a quantum clock with high precision and long RT
was obtained. In this scenario, the precision of the clock
scales as 1/

√
n as well. Therefore, at first glance one may

think that apart from the RT it doesn’t make a better
precision than first scenario. However, a true comparison
based on the number of used resource states shows that
the second scenario (QC based on n two-qubits system)
can do better than first scenario (2n one-qubit system).
As an example, one can check that for values Ω = 1.0
and ω = 0.5 introduced in Sec.IV, the quantum clock
based on n two-qubits system has better precision than
quantum clock based on 2n one-qubit system.

Quantum mechanics provide us with more powerful re-
source, i.e. entanglement resource, which may improve
the performance of the clocks. It was shown, using n en-
tanglement resources, improves the precision of the quan-
tum clock by a factor of 1/

√
n. However, in this case the

increase of the precision is solely due to the increase of the
evolution frequency of the system that in turns reduces
the RT of the clock. Thus, while entanglement improves
the precision of the quantum clock, it inevitably worsens
the RT of the clock, i.e. there exists a intrinsic tradeoff
between the two quantities.

[1] G. Muga, R. S. Mayato, and I. Egusquiza, Time in quan-
tum mechanics, Vol. 734 (Springer Science & Business
Media, 2007).

[2] J. Hilgevoord, American Journal of Physics 70, 301
(2002).

[3] H. Salecker and E. Wigner, in Part I: Particles and
Fields. Part II: Foundations of Quantum Mechanics
(Springer, 1997) pp. 148–154.

[4] A. Peres, American Journal of Physics 48, 552 (1980).
[5] M. P. Woods, R. Silva, and J. Oppenheim, in Annales
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