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Quantum interferometry uses quantum resourcestoim-  proaches increases with the number of particles involved in
prove phase estimation with respect to classical methods. the correlated probe state [5]. Two-photon NOON states can
Here we propose and theoretically investigate a new quan- be produced deterministically simply by quantum interfer-
tum interferometric scheme based on three-dimensional ence of two identical photons on a balanced two-mode beam-
waveguide devices. These can be implemented by fem- splitter. However, two-mode NOON states with more than
tosecond laser waveguide writing, recently adopted for two particles are difficult to produce. Increasing the numbe
guantum applications. In particular, multiarm interfer- of modes to more than two represents an interesting possibil
ometers include “tritter” and “quarter” as basic elements, ity to extend the concept of multiparticle interferometag,
corresponding to the generalization of a beam splitter to  pointed out by Greenberger et all [8]. This requires muttitp
a 3- and 4-port splitter, respectively. By injecting Fock devices, instead of simple two-mode beam-splitters, ttdbui
states in the input ports of such interferometers, fringe  multi-arm interferometers. Multi-port beam splitters dag
patterns characterized by nonclassical visibilities are x- potentially realized by properly combining several bakthc
pected. This enables outperforming the quantum Fisher two-port beam-splitters and phase shiftdl]le, 10]: such im
information obtained with classical fields in phase estima- plementation has anyway tight requirements on interfetome
tion. We also discuss the possibility of achieving the simul
taneous estimation of more than one optical phase. This
approach is expected to open new perspectives to quantum  ~¥_
enhanced sensing and metrology performed in integrated ::\‘
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Quantum metrology is one of the most fascinating frontiers 1&»2)3 : I )
of the science of measurement: the counterintuitive laws 0- ~ — ~ = - = = ——= == = — - = - — - e
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guantum mechanics are exploited to maximize the amount ckz@ @ M
information extracted from an unknown sample, beating the/@\ i @)\m

limits imposed by classical physics. The low decoherence o % /\ S\ 7; K
photons, enabling the observation of quantum effects in a":&/(ﬁ o v @\'%m
easier way, makes optical interferometry a promising candi

date for demonstrating quantum enhanced sensitivity. She e | ) k

o : ; : d £ W 0,1,2,3,
timation of an optical phas¢ through interferometric exper- \@ ((.)) o —
iments is indeed an ubiquitous technique in physics, rangin K e N Q23,4
from the investigation of fragile biological samples, siash /@ S 7 X ‘ @m

tissues|[1] or blood proteins in aqueous buffer solutidn [2] A 6 v
to gravitational wave measuremenits [B, 4]. Whereas opti K;

cal interferometry relying on classical interference igim

sically a single-particle process, quantum advantagee ari FIG. 1: (a) 3D structure of tritter. (b) 3-dimensional stwe of
when quantum-correlated states of more than one partiele afuarter. (c) Geometry showing the direct coupling betwéerthree
employed EB], such as Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger (GHZ odes of the tritter. (d) Geometry showing the direct coygplbe-

. . ween the four modes of the quarter. (e) Indirect couplingvben
[Ia] and NOON IEV] states. NOON states, in particular, aIIOWthe four modes of the quarter by means of one ancillary mofje. (

to saturate the Heisenberg limit of sensitivity: the ultea 3 yode interferometer built by using two cascaded trittefg) 4-
limit to the precision of a measurement imposed by the lawsnode interferometer built by cascading two quarter devi¢gs(g)
of physics. ¢: phase to be measured): additional phase for adaptive phase

Generally, the quantum advantage over classical apestimation.
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ric stability, making its effective realization challengiwith  for a certain interaction length and couple by evanescddt fie
bulk optics. In fact, the few experimental realizationswéls  The feasibility of such structures, in the case of thredspor
devices are reported on fiber-based [11] or integratect®pti (tritter), has already been demonstrated by femtosecwed la
[IE] multi-mode devices; in both cases the characterimatio writing [@ ], albeit characterization has only been-per
was performed with only two-photon states. Multi-photon in formed in a classical framework. Note that in these compact
terferometry is, indeed, still a widely unexplored field. multi-waveguide structures the interaction between tfferdi

Times are mature to demonstrate multi-photon and multient arms happens simultaneously, without the decompnsitio
port devices. In fact, on the one hand in the last few years thinto cascaded two-mode beam splitters. This is made pessibl
efficiency of quantum multi-photon sources have dramdyical by the 3D capabilities of femtosecond laser micromachining
improved leading to several experiments with up to 8 photonghus relaxing the strict requirements on path-length abiwofr
[IE]. On the other hand, the advent of integrated quantunalternative approaches.
photonics have opened exciting perspectives for the @aliz  The symmetric configuration of a tritter can be easily ob-
tion of scalable, miniaturized and intrinsically stabletiogl ~ tained by adopting a triangular geometry, as shown in Hig. 1
setu s]. In particular, the ultrafast laser-writingtteique (). In this configuration it is possible to obtain equal clingp

] has proved to be a powerful tool for demonstrat-coefficients, so that a single photon entering in one input po

ing new quantum integrated-optics devices, able to perfornhas the same probability of exiting from one of the three out-
quantum logic operation’s [119] as well as two-photon quantunput ports. The symmetric configuration of a quarter can be
walks [20, 21]. This technique exploits nonlinear absanpti achieved by adopting two possible solutions. In the first one
of focused femtosecond laser pulses to induce permanent atige four modes are directly coupled, and the symmetric con-
localized increase of the refractive index in transpareatemi  dition can be obtained by appropriately tuning the intéoact
als. Waveguides are directly fabricated in the materigt byl  length [Fig.[1 (d)]. Alternatively, an indirect geometry yna
translating the sample at constant velocity along the ddsir be exploited by coupling waveguides 1-4 through an angillar
path with unique three-dimensional (3D) capabilities. mode, as shown in Fi@] 1 (e), and without any direct coupling

In the field of quantum metrology, recent results havebetween them.
demonstrated the possibility of using two-mode path-
entangled states in integrated structures for phase dgiima
below the Standard Quantum Limit (SQL) [2) 22-24]. Com- Output states
bination of all the above elements would enable steppirg int
multi-photon/multi-port quantum metrology. However, the - We start by considering the action of a single tritter and of
potentials of this approach have not yet been investighted t a single quarter. The action of these devices on an inp@ stat
oretically. l) is expressed by a unitary matdx’’1) [/('V)], which

In this work we introduce the concept of 3D multi-photon maps the input field operatous to the output field operators
interferometry. First, we propose novel geometries for in-5! according tobj — Zijui(f)a;, with k = I11,1V [9,[10,
tegrated multi-arm interferometers based on three-pott (t ] (see Supplementafy Material). Let's consider the Fock
ter) and four-port (quarter) devices. Second, we theaiyic state|1, 1, 1), whereli, j,1) = i)k, |7)k, ||k, iS the input state
study possible measurement protocols, based on the injef the tritter. By applying/(/’) we obtain the output state:
tion of multi-photon Fock states in this kind of multi-port
devices, demonstrating relevant metrological advantages L4 = el L) 4 ¢500{3,0,01). (1)
p.hase—estimation t_ask_s. Our resu_lts are not mergly speella Here cii1 = —e?/3)\3, Cs00) = e"7/3, /273, and
since both the reahza_tlon of such integrated multi-povickes {i,7,1}) is the symmetric superposition of three-photon
[25] and the generation of multi-photon quantum staites [26ktates wher¢i, j, 1) photons exit in the three output ports. A
appear to be within reach of present state-of-the-art ®@ehn gimilar result is obtained for a quarter fed withial, 1, 1) =

o9y D D [Dies [ 1, state:
|17 17 17 1> — C{1,1,1,1}|17 17 17 1> =+ 6{2,2,070}|{23 27 07 O}>+
RESULTS + €74,0,0,011{4,0,0,0}),
(@)
Multi-arm interferometric schemes wherecii11 = 1/2, ¢ra0005 = V6/4, {4,000} =

—+/6/4. In both cases, we observe that some terms of the out-
A multi-arm interferometer can be realized by cascadingout states are suppressed due to quantum interference. They

two multi-port beam splitters. In particular, a three-anter-  correspond in particular to the contributiofi, 1,0} in the
ferometer is build by the combination of two tritters and arfo  tritter case,{3,1,0,0} and {2,1,0,0} in the quarter one.
arm interferometer by the combination of two quarters. In ou This feature is av-mode analogue of the Hong-Ou-Mandel
approach the integrated-optics multi-port device is daViss  bosonic coalescence effe[ 281-30]. The two devices can be
a 3D multi-waveguide directional coupler [Figl 1 (a)-(k3], exploited to generate maximally-entangled NOON states in a
structure in which the waveguides are brought close togethgost-selected configuratidﬂSl].
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FIG. 2: (a)-(c) Output fringe patterri%,f;n,q of the 3-modes interferometer fed withla 1, 1) input state. (d) Diagram of th¥'-fold visibilities

V,F ., of the output fringe patternB/; ,, , fora N = 3 interferometer with &1, 1, 1) input state, compared with the classical botili,, , .
(e) Corresponding diagram for the 4-modes case.

N-modes interferometry Nonclassicality criterion for sub-Rayleigh fringe pattems

- The 3D, N-port structure of tritter and of quarter de- - In order to formally address the nonclassicality of this
vices can be exploited to implement an integradédnodes ~ S€tup we have extended the criterion proposed by Afek
interferometer. This can be realized by a chain of two subsedl- in Ref. [33] from a 2-modes to a 3-modes interferome-
quent multiport beam-splitter, leading to a generalized¢a ter. This criterion sets an upper boufif}, ,, , for classical
Zehnder structure [see Fidd 1 (f)-(g)]. The phase shiftingstates on thév-fold visibilites of the Fourier expansion of the
could be introduced for instance by adopting a microfluidicffinge pattern distributiong,, ,,(¢) = >~ Ay cos(kp —
channel as reported in Ref[|[2.132]. Let us now considedk), WhereN = m + n + ¢. The visibilities are defined
the 3-modes system obtained with two tritter devices, aad thas the ratio between the Fourier coefficiety, , , of the
action of a relative phase shift in the optical mode; in- term oscillating asV¢ and the constant coefficienty, i.e.
side the interferometer, which is described by the operatotm.n.q = [Am.n.q/Aol. The classical bound foVy, ., 4 is
Z/{¢ = exp (_Zn3¢)r beingn3 the photon number operator for obtained by Calcullating the prObablllty distribution Om
modeks. The output probability distributions,, ,, ,(¢) cor-  (m,7,q) photons in the output modes, 2, 3) respectively,
responding to the detection ¢, n, ¢) photons in the three by feeding the interferometer with a classical cohereriesta
output ports, are obtained by the overall evolution of the in |1, &2, a3), wherea; = |a;|e*’s. Then, theN-fold visibil-
terferomete/(/D14,.{71) acting on the input state. Let Ity Vi nq is maximized with respect toy;| andd;, leading
us consider again an input Fock statel, 1); the obtained 0 maxVing = T, . In general, it can be shown that
fringe patternsPl, | (¢), symmetric for an index exchange for any classical stat&),,,., < Iy, .. since any classical
(m,n, q), are reported in Fig§l 2 (a)-(c). We observe the presstate can be expanded in the coherent states basis accarding
ence of interferometric patterns presenting the sum oéuiff pc = | d>a P(a)|or) (| with a well behaved®(«). The cor-
ent harmonics up teos(3¢). Furthermore we note that the respondingV-fold visibilities V,} ,  for the input Fock state
PJ’, 4(¢) term presents a sub-Rayleig3 behavior with a  |1,1,1) are obtained from the probability distributioR, ,, ,
unitary visibility. These results suggest that the outpatesof ~ shown in Figs[ R (a)-(c), leading to higher visibilities ththe
the interferometer, for &, 1, 1) input state, presents nonclas- classical limits, except for thﬁé’fL1 case [Fig.[R (d)]. The
sical features. Similar results can be obtained when a 4esiod same criterion can be extended t&vamodes interferometer.
interferometer is fed with &, 1,1, 1) input state [Fig[1L (g)] We then repeated the same analysis forthe- 4 case when
(see Supplementary Material). the interferometer is built by two subsequent quarter devic
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FIG. 3: (a) Comparison of the QFls for thé = 2, N = 3, N = 4 interferometers fed with a Fock sta@, a coherent state with an external

phase reference beaﬂig’(i), and a coherent state without an external phase referermnﬁé’(“). (b)-(c) QFI Hg and FIIE for (b) a
3-modes interferometer with|a, 1, 1) input state, and (c) for a 4-modes interferometer with amtinp, 1, 1, 1) state. The optimal working
points are obtained whelf = H.

[Fig. @ (g)], showing the presence of nonclassical behaviorber of photons impinging onto the phase shifter. Further-
in the fringe patterns [see Figl 2 (e)]. more, for a coherent state input two different cases can be
identified. (i) If an external reference beam, providing an
absolute reference frame for the optical phase, is availabl
Phase estimation at the measurement stage, the QFI is calculated for a pure
|ag, a, a3) input state:Hf’(Z). (ii) If no reference frame
- The present interferometric configuration can be adopteds available at the measurement stage (such as for photon-
to perform a phase estimation protocol. In this context, thecounting detection), one needs to average the input state on
aim is to measure an unknown phase shifintroduced in ~ a random phase shit common to all input modes leading
an interferometer with the best possible precision by probi to Hg’(”). In absence of an external reference beam, an in-
the system with av-photon state, and by measuring the re-put statep has to be replaced with the phase-averaged state
sulting output state. The classical limit is provided by the, — (27)~! 02” dOUFUZUG oy U TUS T, whereld; s the
SQL, which sets a lower bound to the minimum uncertaintyphase shift operator for mode. The two conditions (i) and
dpsqr, = 1/v M N which can be obtained onby exploiting (i) are equivalent for thé1,1,1) probe, since this state has
classicalV -photon states on two modes ahfirepeated mea- a fixed number of photons [39]. We then evaluated the three
surements [34]. Recently, it has been shown that the adoptichuantitieng’(“ : H§7(ii), HY, and obtained that the adoption
of quantum states can lead to a better scaling Wittsetting 4 5 11,1,1) probe state leads to quantum improved perfor-
the ultimate precision td¢ur, > 1/(vV'M N), correspond- nances. The same result is found for thenodes case, as
ing to the Heisenberg limit [3, 85, 36]. Hereafter, we showgnown in Fig. (B (). We note that, whilsC(? is fixed,
that the present integrated technology can lead to a sub-SQhe QF| achievable with a Fock state input increases with the
performance in the estimation of an optical phase, exppiti ,ymper of modes, leading progressively to a greater adganta
multi-mode interferometry. in phase estimation protocols. Furthermore, no post-tefec
is needed to generate the required probe state [40].

Quantum Fisher information
Achieving the optimal bound

- In order to characterize the preséamodes interferom-
eter fed with a|1,1, 1) input state, and analogously the - We now show that the QCR bound provided H% can
modes case, we need to determine the quantum Fisher infdoe achieved by adopting a feasible and practical choiceeof th
mation (QFI)HE of the output stat@ 8]. This quantity measurement setup, consisting in a photon-counting ajysara
sets the maximum amount of information which can be ex+ecording the number of output photons on each mode. The
tracted on the phasgfrom a statep, according to the quan- detection apparatus can be implemented by splitting eaish ou
tum Cramér-Rao (QCR) boundy > (M H,)~'/? [@]. The  put mode in three parts by means of a chain of beam-splitters,
classical limit is provided by the quantum Fisher informa-and by placing a single-photon detector on each part. The oc-
tion Hg when a coherent state;, s, a3) is injected into  currence of 1, 2 or 3 simultaneous clicks of the detectors on
the interferometer. Note that the comparison between the pethe same mode corresponds to the detection of 1, 2, 3 pho-
formances achievable with an input coherent state and an irtens. For a fixed choice of the measurement setup, the amount
put|1,1,1) Fock state must be performed for the same num-of information which can be extracted aris provided by the



Cramér-Rao (CR) boundt) > (MI,)~'/2 [37], wherel, is 0.0036r
the Fisher information of the output probability distrilmut |
of the measurement outcomes. The resultslg)rwith the
1,1, 1) input state and photon-counting measurements arere- ~ 0.003p
ported in Fig.[B (b). By comparing the trendfg with the

corresponding QFHE, we observe that the ultimate precision . 7‘* -0.01 4
given by the QCR bound can be achieved with this choice of <0.0024 ) _ﬂ/3xf/6 2m /3 Zg/6 57T/3f
the measurement apparatus §oe= 0,27 /3, 47/3. An anal- x 5% ¢ £ :
ogous result is found for th& = 4 case, where the optimal | x % £ X o

) ) : 0.0018% ro% X% ¥
working points are now = 0, 7 [Fig. 3 (c)]. . : ¥ f ié f i

0.0012 : ‘ ‘
Adaptive protocol /3 w/6 2n/3 Tm/6 b5m/3
¢

- The obtained)-dependence of the Fisher informatign
suggests that an adaptive protocol [41] is necessary témobtariG. 4: Results for the phase estimation eréar of a numerical
optimal performances in the full phase range, that is, ta-sat simulation with A/ = 10° repeated measurements with the three
rate the QCR bound for all values of To this purpose, we modes interferometer of Fi@l 1 (f). Blue circular pointg for the
consider the adoption of a three-step adaptive strategyevhedaptive protocol as a function ¢t Blue solid line: QCR bound
the first two steps of the protocol are performed to obtain V€N PY ;. Red cross points for the non-adaptive protocol.

: : Red dashed line: Fisher informatidrj, providing the bound for
rough estimate, of the phase (more details on the protocol he non-adaptive strategy. Shaded region correspondsbi&@IL

can be found in the Supplementary information). The amoun&erformances achievable with quantum resources. Insatopthe

of measurements performed in these steps is a small fractiQfiference between the true valgeand the estimated valug.; ob-
of the overall resourced/, namelyM; = Ms = VM. In tained with the adaptive protocol.

the first step, a rough estimate of the phase is obtained up to
a two-fold degeneracy due to the symmetry of the interfero-
metric fringes ¢,47/3 — ¢). The second step is exploited to
remove this degeneracy for the estimatg . Finally, the third
step consisting oM3 = M — My — M, measurements is per-
formed by sending thél, 1, 1) input state, and the system is

by the optical modé;, and the phases to be measurggl,
and¢s, correspond respectively to the optical moétgsand
k; [see Fig.[b (a)]. In order to evaluate the maximum preci-

; k : sion achievable in the two parameter problem, it is necgssar
tuned to operate in the optimal regime 4 v ~ 2r/3) by to extend the concept of quantum Fisher information to the

means of an additional phase shift At each step of the pro- . L ; )
.multiparameter case [44]. Indeed, it is possible to define a
tocol, the measurement outcomes are analyzed by a Bayesian

approach and assuming no a-priori knowledgesdaz]. The guantum Fisher information matrix (QFINE) .., colrres_pond-
. . . 5 ' ing to the set of parametex = (\q,...,\,), which in the

results of the numerical simulation faf = 10° are reported at Y G ' defined in t

in Fig. [, together with the results for a numerical simula—p?rﬁ state ;:asbzw _Ge B ('; |1/g> '? ehlne In terms

tion of a one step non-adaptive strategy. We observe that iﬁ tT?]seto gene[]ato_ _I (G, -, ”])c ortf.e pdararl‘neterfs

the latter case, the uncertainiy associated to the estima- " ﬁerror on the sing ghparametgj t?r adlxz bva Ee 0

tion process resembles closely the CR bound provided by thtge other parameters,, with 1/ 7 1 is bounded by the in-

ity -1 1/2 ; i
Fisher information/¥'. A better result is obtained with the equality: oA, > [(H™7),,,/M]*/. When performing the si

adaptive strategy, showing that the quantum Fisher infermamu“"jm_eous es_tlmanon of the set of pqrameﬁeﬂhe sum of
he variances is bounded by the multiparameter Cramer-Rao

tion is achieved, leading to sub-SQL performances in thie fuI.t ) _

phase interval. The choice of the Bayesian approach leads {Bequallty:zu Var(\,) = Tr[H™1]/M.

an unbiased estimation process, i.e., the estimated phase =~ We now consider as input state a coherent statewith
converges to the true valug (see inset of Fig[J4), and the (7) = 3, which defines the standard quantum limit for a
error on the estimation process can be directly retrievaah fr N = 3 photon probe. As for the single parameter scenario, it
the output distribution fop [43]. is necessary to evaluate the quantum Fisher information-mat

ces both (i) in presence of an external phase referﬂﬁgézfg

and (ii) in absence of an external phase refer&mgzéfzg. The
corresponding bounds for the sensitivities aftérmeasure-

ments in the two cases are givendayf,”” > (Mﬁg‘;(i))—l/?

Two parameter phase estimation

- Let us now consider a different scenario. Thmodes in- C.(id) O (i)
terferometer built with two cascaded tritters proposechia t - anddg, " > (M H""*’)~1/2. When a three photon state
paper may be adopted to perform a two parameters estimat, 1, 1) is injected into the interferometer, the bounds for the
tion process, consisting of the simultaneous measurenient parametersg,; andg; are the same for both cases (i) and (ii)
two optical phases. In this case, the refereficeis provided  leading tode); > (MH(f“)*l/Q. The same analysis may be
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FIG. 5: (a)-(b) Schemes for two parameters phase estimaiibrthe 3- and4-modes integrated interferometers. (c) Comparison betles
effective quantum Fisher information& Q(”, ﬁf"f“), ﬁjﬂ) for the two-parameters problem when the interferometfdsvith Fock states
or coherent states.

performed in the case of 4#4modes interferometer, fed with form phase estimation protocols leading to quantum-ergtanc

a coherent state ofn) = 4 photons or with a Fock state performances. We provided and simulated a full protocol for

|1,1,1,1), where the two parameters are now the phases sub-SQL phase measurements, by exploiting Fock inpusstate

and¢, on modesks andk, [see Fig.[b (b)]. The results are and photon-counting detection, thus not requiring any-post

shown in Fig[h (c), showing that in absence of a phase refeiselection for the generation of the probe state. We also dis-

ence the adoption of Fock probe states can lead to quantuoussed the application of the same multimode structure for

enhanced performances in the measurement of two opticahultiparameter estimation purposes. The present tecgyolo

phases. Furthermore, in full analogy with the one parametes expected to lead to the development of new phase estima-

case, a greater advantange with respect to the classiatd-str tion protocols able to reach Heisenberg-limited perforoesn

gies may be progressively achieved by increasing the numb@] and to open a new scenario for the simultaneous mea-

of modes. surement of more than one optical phase. Indeed, the present
In the single parameter case, the quantum Cramer-Raapproach can be adopted as an accessible test bench té-invest

bound can always be asymptotically achieved [41] performgate theoretically and experimentally the still unexptbsee-

ing a suitable measurement and choosing the right estimatamario of multiparameter estimation. Further perspectivay

On the contrary, in the multiparameter case the bound for thiead to the application of this multiport splitters in ottoen-

statistical errors defined by the quantum Fisher infornmatio texts, such as quantum simulatio@[48], linear-opticah€o

matrix is not in general achievablE[@ 46]. This dependsguting ] and nonlocality testEBO].

on the fact that the optimal measurements for the individual

parameters may not be compatible observables. A necessary

condition for the achievability of the multiparameter qtian

Cram_gr-Rao bound is then given by the weak commutativity ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
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In this Supplementary material we provide more details erésults presented in the paper. We first report
the unitary evolution matrices which describe the actiotritter and quarter devices. Then, we analyze the
multiarm interferometers obtained by cascading two triig@arter) devices and deriving the probability distri-
butions associated to the output photon number statisgiicthé input statél, 1, 1) (]1,1,1,1)). We discuss
more in detail the analyzed phase estimation protocol basdtie 3-dimensional interferometric architecture
obtained with multiport devices. Finally, we perform a fiasialysis on the two parameter estimation problem.

TRITTER AND QUARTER UNITARY EVOLUTION

The basic element of a tritter (quarter) is a directionalpteu(DC) in which 3 (4) waveguides are brought close togethe
and coupled by evanescent field. A DC is described by trassonisoefficientsl’,,,, = |T},..|e'?~, giving the probability
amplitude of the photon exiting in the same optical moge=€ »), and the coupling between different waveguides#£ n).

In the symmetric case we hayg,,,,| = 1/+/N for any (m,n), whereN is the number of waveguides in the DC. The time

evolution of the field operators is obtainediis= D ug%}, wherek = IT1, 1V, {b!} are the output modes operators, and

{aj} are the input modes operators. The mattix’!) in the symmetric case is obtained by imposing the unitagetydition
on the transformation induced by the linear coupling coeffits7 and R, leading to:

1 e3 e3
U(III) _ 1 227 227 1
a \/§ 6137\' 1127r €’ ' ( )
e3 e°3 1

Following the same procedure the unitary matrix which dessrthe evolution in the symmetric quarter device is given b

1 -1 -1 -1
11-1 1 -1 -1
vy — =
u 2(-1 -1 1 —-1]° 2)
-1 -1 -1 1

As shown in Ref.|__[|1], there is no unique choice for the magi¢e ") andi/!"). In the tritter case, there is only one equivalence
class for the matriceld /1), that is, all the allowed transformations are equivalentauphase shifts inserted in the input or in
the output modes. In the quarter case there is a set of eqoniatlasses for the matridgs'), parametrized by a continuous
parameted € [0, 27).

INTERFERENCE FRINGES

A 3-photon Mach-Zehnder interferometer is obtained by adiswy two balanced tritters, and considering the action of a
phase shifty on modek; described by the unitary evolutiéf, = exp(—wn3¢). The output statéy,.) of the interferometer
corresponding to an input stgt,,) is obtained aglout) = U|vi,), whereld = U1 D141 represents the overall evolution
of the system. By feeding the interferometer with the ingates|1,1, 1) the output probability distributions of obtaining
(m, n, q) photons on the three output modes take the form:

Pllil,l(qﬁ) = g — % cos(¢p+7/3) — g cos(2¢ — w/3) + ;—? cos(3¢), 3)
P 4
P2,1,0(¢) = = [1 —cos (39)], 4)
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28 24 12 8
F _ =~ = _ e o - .
ngoﬂo(qs) . cos(¢ — 2m/3) + 513 cos(2¢ — w/3) + 513 cos(3¢). (5)
All the probability distributionsP,fw,q are symmetric with respect to an exchange of the outputésdie, n, q).

By an analogous procedure, the output probability distidims for the 4-modes interferometer, obtained by two cdsda
quarter devices and fed with the input sttel, 1, 1), read:

Ply11(e) = % + % cos ¢ + ;—(1)2 cos(2¢) + % cos(3¢) + % cos(4¢), (6)
PEy 00(0) = 47+ 60 cos ¢ + 2112(;08, (2¢) sin*(¢/2) | Ko

Pl o) = 25010 ®)

Py o(6) = 3(5+3 cosé;) sin®(¢/2) 7 ©)

PFyr1(6) = [17 + 15 cos(2¢)] sin? ¢ (10)

256

As for the 3-mode interferometer fed with thie 1, 1) state, the output probability distributioﬁ%n,q,p of the 4-mode case are
symmetric with respect to an exchange of the output indiges:, ¢, p).

PHASE ESTIMATION WITH 3-MODE AND 4-MODE INTERFEROMETERS

Let us consider the 3-mode and the 4-mode interferometeasnalol by cascading two tritter (quarter) devices, fed thih
input state|1,1,1) (|1,1,1,1)). We calculate the quantum Fisher information associaieti¢ adopted probe state, and the
classical Fisher information obtained with photon-congtietection. We then discuss an adaptive 3-step phaseaéistim
protocol able to achieve optimal performance for an unknphasse shift lying in the full phase interval, that is, ablesaturate
the quantum Fisher information of the scheme.

Quantum Fisher information

In the context of parameter estimation, the quantum Fishirmation H, represents the maximum amount of infor-
mation which can be extracted on the phas&om a family of statespy, according to the quantum Cramér-Rao bound:
5¢ > (MH,)~'/2. When the family of states, is obtained from unitary evolutiotls = exp(—:1G¢) of an input pure
state|i) asog = Uy|o) (o[, the quantum Fisher information is evaluated&s= 4(1|(AG)2|1h) [2]. In the case of the
3-mode interferometer fed with|&, 1, 1) input state, the quantum Fisher information reads:

16
HY = 4(1,1, 1D T (Ang) 21011, 1,1) = 3 (11)

wherens = G is the generator of the phase shift on made In the case of the 4-mode interferometer fed with a, 1, 1)
input state, the quantum Fisher information reads:

HY =4(1,1,1, 1" T (Ang)2UTV)|1,1,1,1) = 6, (12)

wheren, = G is the generator of the phase shift on made



Classical Fisher information

When fixing the detection apparatus to the set of POVM opes&id, }, the maximum amount of information which can be
extracted on the phagefrom a family of stateg,, measured byTI, } is quantified by the Cramér-Rao bouidl > (M 1,)~1/2,
wherel, is the classical Fisher information:

Iy =) p(a[¢)[0slogp(z9))%, (13)

wherep(x|¢) is the conditional probability distribution of the measment outcomes. In the case of the 3-mode interferometer
fed with a|1, 1, 1) input state, when we choose photon-countihg,, , = |m, n, ¢)(m,n, ¢| as the measurement apparatus, we
obtain:

16 2sin” ( )(\/—Sm( )—i—cos( )+2c05(7¢))

r_ 16 39
1o = 9 3 cos < 2 ) * —6v/3sin(¢) + 3 cos(2¢) + 4 cos(3¢) + 6 (v3sin(¢) + 1) cos(¢) + 14

(14)

(sin(¢) + sin(2¢) — 4sin(3¢) + v/3cos(¢) — \/§COS(2¢))2
12v/3sin(¢) — 6v/3sin(2¢) — 12 cos(¢) — 6 cos(2¢) + 16 cos(36) +29 |

An analogous result is obtained for the 4-mode interferemet

Three-step bayesian adaptive protocol

We have also developed and simulated an adaptive phaseasstirprotocol tailored to reach asymptotically the quamtu
Cramér-Rao bound of the input state for all values of thespliza We adopt a Bayesian approach [3], which is based on
inverting the probability distribution of the measurementcomes according to the Bayes formula. Bayesian anglysgent
the relevant properties of being asymptotically optimal anbiased, that is, the estimated value converges to thevéilue of
the parameter with uncertainty reaching the quantum lioritdrge measuremenid. Furthermore, the output distribution for
the phase) presents a fast convergence to a Gaussian shape, and therethe estimation process can be directly retrieved
from the output distribution fos [@] In the case of the 3-mode interferometer under anglytsésprobability distribution oft/
repeated photon-counting measurement outcdﬁq@fl(”, NQ(”, N3” 1M |¢) is inverted to obtain a conditional distribution for
the phase):

7 7 7 P 7 7 7
PN N, N1 = DD b v, M1 o), (15)
where) is a normalization constant, evaluated as:
27 ) ) )
N = [ do PUNT NP NPV o) P(6). (16)
0

Here, P(¢) is the phase probability distribution which represents dhariori knowledge on the value of the phase Fi-
nally, the estimated value of the phagg; and the associated varianeg, are obtained from the conditional distribution

P(@|{N}", N N} ) as
¢m:/m¢mwﬂiwﬂwﬁgx (17)
&) (@) ar@OyM
e:at - / d(b (d) (bcst) (¢|{N1 7N2 3N3 }i:1)7 (18)
where() is the phase interval. More specifically, we considered &2 dn which there is maximum ignorance on the value of
the phase, corresponding a uniform distributidP(¢) in the interval = [—7/3, 57/3).

The strategy analyzed in the paper is an adaptive protaock & is based on driving an additional phasaccording to the
results of each step of the experiment. The protocol is divid three main steps:
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() In a first step, we perfornd/; = M measurements by sendindia0, 0) state in the interferometer starting from a
uniform a priori distributionP(¢) = (27)~!, expressing no knowledge on the phase. In this case, wenobtaiugh

estimate ofp! in terms of a new distributiod?(l)(¢|{N1(i), Ng(i), Néi)}iill) by exploiting a Bayesian approach. The

obtained value o/ still presents a two-fold degenera@%(”,&‘“) due to the periodicity of the fringe patterns.

() In a second step, we perforid, = v M measurements by sendingla0, 0) state in the interferometer and by adding a
1 = /4 feedback phase on modtg. Depending on the sign of the derivative, we can discrineimm:tweenb%’(“) and
¢ "), This leads us to a new probability distributigt?) (¢|{ N{”, N{? | NSV} Mi+Mzy centered in,.

(1IN The last step of the protocol exploits the informatiacquired in steps (I)-(Il). At this stage, our knowledgelwé phase
is encoded in the distributioR® (|{ N\, N{? | N{)}Mi+Mz) e then perform the remainins = M — M; — M,
measurements by adding a feedback phasecording tog, in order to translate the working point, i.e., the total ghas
o = ¢+ of modeks, to the valueb, ~ 27 /3. This choice corresponds to the maximuniﬁfof the system. Finally, by

adopting a Bayesian approach we obtain the final distribLmb”’)(ngNl(i), Nz(i), N?fi)}ﬁ‘il) for the phase). The value
of ¢est ando?,, is then retrieved according to Eqs.J(I7-18).

Multiparameter estimation

Here we briefly present the theory for the multiparametémegion problem. In this case, the bounds for the estimation
the set of parameteps = (\q,--- , \,,) are defined by the quantum Fisher information matrix:

LuL, + LVLH}

H\),, = Tr[pA 5

(19)
Here, L, is the symmetric logarithmic derivative with respect to fla@ametey:, defined ag), px = (L,pa + paL,)/2. The
error on the single parametgy; is bounded by the quantum Cramer-Rao botihg > [(H~1),,,,/M]~'/2. When dealing with
the simultaneous estimation of the set of parameXethe quantum Cramer-Rao inequality on the sum of the vaemrneads:

%: Var(A,) > L[E_l] . (20)

Differently from the single parameter case this bound isalways achievable. A necessary condition for the attalitpbi the
multiparameter quantum Cramer-Rao inequality is provigethe following identity:

Tr[palLy, L] = 0. (21)

This condition corresponds to requiring that the optimaaswuements for the estimation of the single parametersanpatible
observable, which in general may not be satisfied.

Let us now consider the case ®modes and-modes interferometers with two unknown phagesnd¢s presented in the
main text. For pure state inpuh = |¢x)(¥x| and unitary evolutioriy) = Ux 1) of the formidy = e "2 e where
the generators commuté,,, G,] = 0, the symmetric logarithmic derivative can be evaluated.as= Ux Lo, 4L, where:
Loy = 2[(—G)|v0) (o] + |¥0) (o] (2G,.)]. In the case of the integrated interferometers, the gems@;, = n,, commute,
and by directly evaluating Eq[_{R1) we obtain that the nemgssondition for the attainability of the multiparameteraqtum
Cramer-Rao inequality is satisfied.
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