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4TÜBİTAK Research Institute for Fundamental Sciences, 41470 Gebze, Türkiye

5Faculty of Engineering and Natural Sciences, Sabancı University, Tuzla 34956, Türkiye

Classical polarimetry is a well-established discipline with diverse applications across different
branches of science. The burgeoning interest in leveraging quantum resources to achieve highly
sensitive measurements has spurred researchers to elucidate the behavior of polarized light within
a quantum mechanical framework, thereby fostering the development of a quantum theory of po-
larimetry. In this work, drawing inspiration from polarimetric investigations in biological tissues,
we investigate the precision limits of polarization rotation angle estimation about a known rotation
axis, in a quantum polarimetric process, comprising three distinct quantum channels. The rotation
angle to be estimated is induced by the retarder channel on the Stokes vector of the probe state. The
diattenuator and depolarizer channels, acting on the probe state, can be thought of as effective noise
processes. We explore the precision constraints inherent in quantum polarimetry by evaluating the
quantum Fisher information (QFI) for probe states of significance in quantum metrology, namely
NOON, Kings of Quantumness, and Coherent states. The effects of the noise channels as well as
their ordering is analyzed on the estimation error of the rotation angle to characterize practical and
optimal quantum probe states for quantum polarimetry. Furthermore, we propose an experimental
framework tailored for NOON state quantum polarimetry, aiming to bridge theoretical insights with
empirical validation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Polarization is a property of a propagating electromagnetic wave which quantifies the direction of the oscillations of
the electric field. This property of the electromagnetic waves is exploited in a diverse set of technological applications
in materials science [1–5], astronomy [6, 7], medical sciences [8–12], and quantum information [13]. Interaction with a
medium can alter the polarization state of light. A simple framework for calculating the transformation of polarized
light by different optical elements is Jones matrix calculus [14]. Here, the polarized light is modeled using a 2 × 1
vector and the optical elements causing the polarized light to undergo linear transformations is modeled by 2 × 2
matrices. However, Jones calculus is only applicable for fully polarized states. A more general framework is the
Mueller matrix calculus, which can be used to model partially polarized states and depolarizing transformations as
well [14]. In Mueller calculus the polarization states are represented by the Stokes vectors which are 4 × 1 vectors
and optical elements are modeled using 4× 4 Mueller matrices.

Optical polarimetry is a field of study and a set of techniques concerning measurement and interpretation of the
polarization information. Studying the polarization of light before and after it interacts (transmission, reflection,
or scattering) with a medium, one can infer several optical and geometric properties of the sample. Based on the
optical properties of the material under study different polarimetry techniques might be used, such as transmission
polarimetry, ellipsometry. Mueller polarimeters comprehensively measure the change of polarization state of light
providing 16 elements of the Mueller matrix of a sample [15]. The non-invasive nature and high precision of polarime-
try makes it suitable for studying sensitive samples. Ellipsometry is widely used for many applications including
measurement of the refractive index and thickness of thin films [3]. Polarimetry techniques can also be used to
measure the polarization parameters of the biological samples. For instance thickness of the retinal nerve fiber layer
(RNFL) can be used to diagnose glaucoma [12, 16–19]. The basic principle is that, RNFL is birefringent, therefore it
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can be modeled by a linear retarder which rotates the Stokes vector of the incoming probe state. Estimation of this
rotation angle yields an estimate of the thickness of the RNFL [17–19].

With growing interest in quantum metrology, there have been attempts to utilize quantum resources for precise
measurement of physical parameters. Estimation of rotation angles is also of a great interest in quantum communi-
cation for studies in alignment of the reference frames of the communicating parties[20–27]. Interestingly, there is a
straightforward link between classical polarization optics and quantum mechanics of two level systems [28]. Other
than rotation sensing, there are also attempts to utilize quantum resources for specific polarimetric tasks [29–31].
Furthermore, quantum correlations of the probe state have been utilized to enhance the measurement precision in
polarimetry tasks [32–37]. Goldberg et al. [38–41] have studied changes in quantum polarization and have consolidated
a quantum mechanical framework for polarimetry.

Several works have been carried out investigating the ultimate sensitivity limit and possible improvement for
measurement of the optical properties of samples. It is shown that the NOON states and Kings of Quantumness
(anticoherent states) yield Heisenberg limit (HL) scaling for rotation sensing [25, 42–47]. For measurement of optical
losses in a bosonic channel it is shown that Fock and two-mode squeezed vacuum (TMSV) states are optimal, however
their error scaling doesn’t surpass the standard quantum limit (SQL) [48–59]. Studies have shown that for sensing the
depolarization parameter HL scaling is not possible. However, using correlated probes and ancilla-assisted schemes
increases the estimation accuracy [60–63]. In general, it was argued that no parameter which is encoded on the
density matrix by a non-unitary operator or a convex combination of unitary operators can be estimated beyond shot
noise limit [64]. At the same time, subsequent studies demonstrated that employing controlled and error-corrected
methodologies in metrology and environmental monitoring could potentially reinstate the HL in specific cases [65–68].

Based on the framework developed in [38] and inspired by the studies in vision and applications of metrology in
biological systems [8–12, 16–19, 69, 70], we aim to assess the feasibility of using quantum polarimetry for estimation
of rotation angle of stokes vector due to a birefringent medium, modeled by a linear retarder, in presence of diattenu-
ation and depolarization. Studies on biological tissues have shown that, although the polar decomposition of Mueller
matrix [71] in tissue polarimetry can yield reliable polarization properties in classical regime, this decomposition
does not correspond to the underlying physical reality [9, 72, 73]. Furthermore, experimental evidence suggests that
optical quantum entanglement can survive while photons are being transmitted through highly scattering biological
tissues [74–77]. Therefore, it is crucial to investigate the precision limits in quantum polarimetry considering non-
commutativity of the elementary components of the Mueller matrix, which implies considering different composition
orders of the quantum polarization channels.

This manuscript is organized as follows. In Section II we introduce concepts in quantum polarimetry such as Stokes
operators and their transformations due to polarization channels. The basic concepts in quantum metrology, i.e.
quantum Fisher information (QFI) and quantum Cramer-Rao bound (QCRB) are introduced in Section III. In Sec-
tion IV the results of our calculations for QFI using NOON, Kings of Quantumness [25, 42–47] and coherent states
as probe states are given. In Section V possible experimental implementation is discussed and finally, in Section VI
we present our conclusions. In the appendix we present a brief explanation on Majorana representation of quantum
polarization states and quantum concepts in optical polarization and introduce Kings of Quantumness and the concept
of anticoherence.

II. QUANTUM DESCRIPTION OF POLARIZED LIGHT AND POLARIZATION TRANSFORMATIONS

In a quantum optical setting, each polarization mode can be thought of as a harmonic oscillator. One can write a
general pure state of light by acting the creation operators of the horizontal and vertical polarization modes on the
vacuum state.

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
n1,n2

cn1,n2 |n1, n2⟩ ,

|n1, n2⟩ ≡
â†n1 b̂†n2

√
n1!n2!

|0, 0⟩ .
(1)

We take â and b̂ to be the annihilation operators of the horizontal and vertical polarization modes respectively. These
operators satisfy the bosonic commutation relations.

[âi, â
†
j ] = δij , [âi, âj ] = [â†i , â

†
j ] = 0, âi ∈ {â, b̂}. (2)
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Using the field operators of the horizontal and vertical polarization modes we can define the Stokes operators as

Ŝ0 =
(
â†â+ b̂†b̂

)
/2, Ŝ1 =

(
â†b̂+ b̂†â

)
/2,

Ŝ2 = −i
(
â†b̂− b̂†â

)
/2, Ŝ3 =

(
â†â− b̂†b̂

)
/2.

(3)

The Stokes operators are quantum generalizations of the Stokes parameters, which are promoted to an operator status.
These operators obey the following su(2) algebraic relations,

[
Ŝi, Ŝj

]
= i

3∑
k=1

ϵijkŜk,

Ŝ2
1 + Ŝ2

2 + Ŝ2
3 = Ŝ0

(
Ŝ0 + 1

)
.

(4)

Similar to the classical case, one can use the Stokes operators to define a semiclassical degree of polarization (DOP) [39]:

Psc =
|⟨Ŝ⟩|
⟨Ŝ0⟩

=

√
⟨Ŝ1⟩2 + ⟨Ŝ2⟩2 + ⟨Ŝ3⟩2

⟨Ŝ0⟩
. (5)

Here, ⟨Ŝi⟩ = Tr[ρ̂Ŝi] denotes the expectation value of the operator Ŝi and Ŝ is the normalized Stokes vector. However,
in general for quantum states, this definition for the DOP fails to capture their polarization behavior and one needs
to take into account so called “hidden polarization” or higher order polarization to which higher moments of the
Stokes operators contribute [78–89]. In quantum mechanics, a general transformation of an operator is described by
a completely positive trace preserving (CPTP) dynamical map which is also dubbed as a quantum channel. Kraus’
theorem states that any quantum channel can be described by a set of Kraus operators {Kl} such that,

Ŝµ →
∑
l

K̂†
l ŜµK̂l. (6)

For the expectation values of the Stokes operators to transform according to the classical Mueller description, the
following condition must be satisfied:

⟨Sµ⟩ →
3∑

ν=0

Mµν⟨Sν⟩. (7)

For both Eq. (6) and Eq. (7) to hold, we can impose the condition that the Stokes operators should transform in the
same way as the Stokes parameters [38], thus∑

l

K̂†
l ŜµK̂l =

∑
ν

Mµν Ŝν . (8)

It has also been shown that if the Mueller matrix is not singular, one can decompose it into a product of three
elementary matrix factors with well-defined polarimetric properties, a retarder, a diattenuator, and a depolarizer [71],
using the standard Lu-Chipman decomposition as

M =MdMRMD. (9)

Here,MD,MR andMd are the elementary Mueller matrices for the diattenuation, retardation and depolarization com-
ponents respectively. Firstly, it must be noted that this decomposition is made solely for interpreting the polarimetric
data and extracting physical parameters more conveniently by capturing the effective polarization transformation and
doesn’t necessarily describe the actual physical underlying process. This is specially the case for biological tissues for
which the depolarization, diattenuation and retardation effects are likely to occur simultaneously [9, 72, 73]. Secondly,
due to the fact that in general the matrix product is non-commutative, the decomposition order given in Eq. (9) is
not the only decomposition that one can make out of the original Mueller matrix. Based on the optical characteristics
of the sample, there exist a multitude of ways to break down the total Mueller matrix into a combination of the
elementary ones, of which Eq. (9) is only a special case [9, 71–73, 90–95]. Based on Eq. (8) we can describe the
quantum mechanical polarization channels as [38]

ε(ρ̂) = εd ◦ εR ◦ εD(ρ̂), (10)
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FIG. 1. (a) A schematic representation of the general polarization channel. In this figure the order of the action of the diattuna-
tor, retarder and depolarizer channels follows the standard Li-Chipman form. (b) Distribution of fibers in an inhomogeneous
biological sample and overall rotation axis experienced by the probe. The large gray arrow represents the net rotation axis for
the entire sample and the smaller colored arrows in dashed circles represents the local net rotation axis for the respective fiber
distribution at each specific subsection of the sample.

in which εD, εR and εd are the diattenuator, retarder and depolarizer channels, respectively. A schematic representa-
tion of this channel is given in Fig. 1(a). The retarder channel rotates the Stokes vector which also acts as a unitary
rotation on the density matrix [38, 40, 41, 44]:

εR(ρ̂) = R̂(θ,n)ρ̂R̂†(θ,n). (11)

Here, the operator R̂ is given by

R̂(θ,n) = exp(iθŜ.n), (12)

in which n = (Θ,Φ) is the rotation axis with and θ is the angle of rotation. In composite, anisotropic mediums such as
biological tissues, retardation phenomena may arise from various factors such as reflection, refraction at interfaces, or
propagation through the medium. Notably, these materials harbor distributed fibers, such as collagen fibers, exhibiting
non-uniform distribution throughout the sample. While initial models often assumed uniformity in the refractive index
difference between ordinary and extraordinary axes, and the uniform direction of the extraordinary axis across the
sample, recent investigations have begun to challenge this simplification [9]. The orientation of the retarder axis aligns
with the prevailing direction of these fibers within a specific volume of the sample [9]. However, during local probing of
the sample, fiber orientations may locally fluctuate across different subsections, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Moreover,
reconstructing three-dimensional images from various sections to ascertain fiber direction introduces inherent noise
susceptibility, leading to inevitable uncertainties in inferred orientations [96–100]. Consequently, among the retarder’s
three parameters, two primarily dictate the resultant fiber orientation—thus determining the rotation axis, albeit
subject to uncertainty arising from the aforementioned factors—while the remaining parameter quantifies the degree
of rotation, facilitating estimation of sample thickness. Our focus lies solely on accurately estimating the rotation
angle.

The diattenuator channel can be modeled by a sequential application of rotation operators in an enlarged Hilbert
space containing two ancillary modes and tracing out the ancillary modes. It is given by [38, 40, 41]

εD(ρ̂) = Trv1,v2 [ÛD(ρ̂⊗ |vac⟩v1,v2v1,v2
⟨vac|)Û†

D], (13)

in which v1 and v2 are the ancillary modes and the operator ÛD is

ÛD = R̂†
a,b(0, β, γ)R̂b,v2(0,−2cos−1(0,

√
r, 0))

R̂a,v1(0,−2cos−1(0,
√
q, 0))R̂a,b(0, β, γ).

(14)

Here, R̂a,b denotes a rotation operator between modes a and b parametrized by the Euler angles (0, β, γ). R̂a,v1 and

R̂b,v2
are rotations between modes a and v1 and b and v2 correspondingly with their respective attenuation parameters
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q and r. For the case of depolarization, one can give a classical-like decomposition of a state into a convex combination
of the completely polarized state and the isotropic state [38].

ε
(c)
d (ρ̂) = pρ̂pol + (1− p)

∑
N

pN
ÎN

N + 1
, (15)

in which p is the depolarization parameter and pN is the weight factor in each photon number subspace. To describe
the action of this channel then what one can do to increase the depolarization factor p. However, this decomposition
doesn’t always work for the case of quantum states and also, such a convex combination can only describe single
photon states and classical states undergoing isotropic depolarization [40, 41, 101]. We can construct a quantum
depolarization channel by a convex combination of different rotation operators [40, 41].

ε
(r)
d (ρ̂) =

n∑
i=1

P (i)R̂iρ̂R̂
†
i . (16)

In Eq. (16), P (i) is the probability for the rotation operator R̂i and the sum of all the probabilities must add up
to one. Depolarization can be caused the interaction of light with an ensemble of atoms due to random rotations
induced by the interaction on the photonic state [102–104]. The channel given in Eq. (16) is a simple model for
such a physical process [40]. However, there are also models for depolarization of quantum states based on master
equations [102–104], two of which are presented in Eq. (17) and Eq. (18).

L(i)
d (ρ̂) =

dρ̂

dt
= νi(D(Ŝ1)ρ̂+D(Ŝ2)ρ̂+D(Ŝ3)ρ̂), (17)

L(a)
d (ρ̂) =

dρ̂

dt
= νa0D(Ŝ0)ρ̂+ νa(D(Ŝ2)ρ̂+D(Ŝ3)ρ̂). (18)

In Eq. (17) and Eq. (18), the expression D(Â)ρ̂ ≡ 2Âρ̂Â† − Â†Âρ̂− ρ̂Â†Â denotes the dissipator superoperator with

the jump operator Â, while L(i)
d and L(a)

d represent the Lindblad generators governing their respective Markovian
depolarization dynamics. Consequently, we establish a connection between these generators and their associated

channels as ε
(x)
dt

(ρ̂) = exp(L(x)
d t)ρ̂(0), where x = i, a. It is important to differentiate between the two depolarization

master equations: in Eq. (18), unlike Eq. (17), the depolarization rates along the three axes Ŝ1, Ŝ2 and Ŝ3 are

not equal. Moreover, it’s worth noting that the dissipator L(Ŝ0) in Eq. (18) holds no relevance for depolarization
dynamics. Accordingly, the master equations described in Eq. (17) and Eq. (18) are commonly referred to as the
isotropic and anisotropic depolarization channels, respectively. The master equation in Eq. (17) is also recognized as
the su(2)-invariant depolarization in literature [104].

While the isotropic depolarization, as delineated by the Markovian master equation in Eq. (17), exhibits a more
intricate dynamic behavior compared to the semi-classical phenomenological channel outlined in Eq. (16) [105], it
inherently assumes that the probability distribution governing the rotation vector (encompassing both rotation di-
rection and angle) is solely contingent upon the magnitude of said vector. Consequently, transformations with non-
negligible probability primarily involve small magnitudes of the rotation vector, hence implying small rotation angles.
Consequently, the isotropic depolarization channel can be conceptualized as a composite of numerous small rotation
operators. On the other hand, the dynamics governing anisotropic depolarization are derived within the weak coupling
limit, thereby implying small rotation angles, and are subject to the rotating wave approximation and Markovianity
assumption [102, 103]. A thorough examination of isotropic and anisotropic depolarization dynamics concerning spin
states is undertaken in [105].

III. QUANTUM PARAMETER ESTIMATION AND QCRB

In this section we introduce some of the fundamental results for quantum single parameter estimation. Assume
that through a process, the parameter θ gets encoded on a quantum state. For a parameterized state the lower bound
for the variance of any unbiased estimator θ̃ of the parameter, is given by the QCRB [106–111]

(∆θ̃)2 ≥ 1

νFQ(θ)
. (19)

Here, FQ is the QFI and ν is the number of measurement repetitions. QFI is a generalization of the classical Fisher
information (CFI) which is defined as the expectation value of the squared derivative of the logarithm of the probability
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distribution. For a pure state QFI is defined as,

FQ(θ) = 4[⟨∂θψ|∂θψ⟩ − |⟨∂θψ|ψ⟩|2]. (20)

For a mixed state, one can define QFI using the symmetric logarithmic derivative (SLD) operator as

FQ(θ) = Tr[ρ̂L̂2
θ]. (21)

SLD is implicitly defined by the following equation

∂θρ̂ =
L̂θρ̂+ ρ̂L̂θ

2
. (22)

By expressing L̂θ in the eigenbasis of ρ̂, one can write QFI as

FQ(θ) = 2
∑
k,l

|⟨k|∂θρ̂|l⟩|2

λk + λl
. (23)

Here, k, l and λk, λl are the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of ρ̂.

IV. RESULTS

In this section we numerically calculate the QFI for the rotation angle θ in order to determine its ultimate mea-
surement precision. In all of our calculations the rotation angle to be estimated is θ = π/10, which falls into the range
of small angles for which the Kings of Quantumness (introduced in appendix) yield optimal sensitivity [45] for every
value of S considered in this study. The probe states have been considered for this task are the coherent state, NOON
states and Kings of Quantumness. For estimation of small rotation angles, coherent state saturates SQL, NOON state
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FIG. 2. QFI for rotation angle (no depolarization and diattenuation) vs average photon number. Calculations are for coherent
state (solid line with triangular data points in red), NOON state (dash dotted line with circular data points in blue) and Kings
of Quantumness (dashed green line with star datapoints) for (a) (Θ,Φ, θ) = (0, 0, π/10) (b) (Θ,Φ, θ) = (π/5, 0, π/10)

.

saturates HL as long as the rotation axis is not orthogonal to (Θ,Φ) = (0, 0) axis (maximum sensitivity occurs for
(Θ,Φ) = (0, 0) axis), and anticoherent states saturate HL for all rotation axes [44]. Because of the dependence of the
precision of NOON state on the rotation axis, the optimal strategy is to align the sample such that (Θ,Φ) = (0, 0)
axis corresponds to the net orientation direction of the fibers. However, as explained earlier, in realistic cases there
will be an uncertainty in the direction of this axis. The Kings of Quantumness utilized in our calculations are taken
from [45]. For all optical modes, the cut-off dimension for Hilbert space is taken to be 12. In our calculations we have
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used the open source QuTiP [112, 113] and QuanEstimation [114] packages for Python. As a reference, our numerical
results for the QFI in case of no depolarization and diattenuation is presented in Fig. 2.

In Fig. 2(a) we consider a perfect alignment of the optimal axis for the NOON state ((Θ,Φ) = (0, 0)) and the
retarder axis and in Fig. 2(b) we consider an uncertainty in the retarder axis which creates a misalignment between
the two directions. Comparing Fig. 2(a) and Fig. 2(b) we see that, as expected, the QFI for NOON state reduces
when the rotation axis is not aligned along its optimal axis, although it scales quadratically with the average photon
number in both cases. QFI for coherent state scales linearly with ⟨n⟩ regardless of the rotation direction. The Kings
of Quantumness (referred to as the King state in the figures) result in a larger value for QFI compared to the coherent
state except for S = 1 (⟨n⟩ = 2) which corresponds to the bi-photon state (which is 1-anticoherent). For both of
the rotation axes, NOON state achieves a higher sensitivity than the Kings of Quantumness. In Fig. 2(a) we observe
non-monotonicity in QFI for Kings of Quantumness at S = 5/2 (⟨n⟩ = 5). This is not surprising if we consider
the fact that optimal rotation sensors must be 2-anticoherent but for S = 5/2 the state is only 1-anticoherent [45].
However, in Fig. 2(b) the QFI for Kings of quantumness is monotonic with ⟨n⟩ and the precision limits for θ are
slightly different as compared to Fig. 2(a). It is instructive to assess the performance of these states by considering
the effect of each of the noise channels on the estimation precision of the rotation angle. Therefore, in Section IV.A
we will study the effect of the depolarization channel on the QFI for the rotation angle and in Section IV.B the joint
effect of depolarization and diattenuation is considered. In both of these cases the ordering of the implementation
of the channels is also considered. Based on the polarimetric studies in biological tissues [96–100], in all subsequent
calculations we will take the retarder axis to be (Θ,Φ) = (π/5, 0) with a misalignment of π/5 with the optimal axis
for the NOON state. Using the terminology common in the classical polarimetry, we will call εfor(ρ̂) = εd ◦ εR ◦ εD(ρ̂)
as the “forward” decomposition and εrev(ρ̂) = εD ◦ εR ◦ εd(ρ̂) as the “reverse” decomposition.

IV.A. Noisy Rotation Sensing with Depolarization

In this section we calculate the QFI for the rotation angle induced by the retarder, in both forward and reverse
processes without considering the effect of diattenuation, focusing only on depolarization. We have considered 3
depolarization channels, namely the isotropic, anisotropic and using convex combination of rotations. Since in the
master equation for the anisotropic depolarization Eq. (18), the dissipator D(Ŝ0) is irrelevant for depolarization [104],
we set νa0

= 0 for the master equation. For implementing the depolarization channel based on convex combination
of rotations we have assumed a range of equally spaced nr rotation angles between ηmin and ηmax with rotation
probabilities in Eq. (16) given by a normal distribution with mean at zero rotation angle. One can choose which
rotation angles to include and their probabilities by changing the range of angles considered and the standard de-
viation σr for the normal distribution respectively. To make sure that no rotation axis or decomposition order is
preferred, we took an average of the results given by all 6 permutations of the convex combination of nr rotations
using three rotation operators R̂1 = exp(−iϕŜ1), R̂2 = exp(−iϕŜ2) and R̂3 = exp(−iϕŜ3). We stress that our choice
of depolarization channel, although is physically motivated, is only a specific one among an infinite number of choices
that are possible based on Eq. (16). For all depolarization channels we considered low and high depolarization regimes
in our calculations. The results for isotropic, anisotropic and random rotation depolarization channels are presented
in Fig. 3, Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 respectively.

It is clear that for all of the considered cases, introducing depolarization greatly reduces the measurement sensitivity
of the retardation angle. Reduction in QFI is more dramatic for larger depolarization values. Additionally for all de-
polarization channels there is no difference in terms of metrological power between forward and reverse decomposition
for coherent state. The isotropic depolarization channel is su(2)-invariant and as discussed in the derivation of master
equation Eq. (17) in [104] different ordering of rotation and depolarization channels should yield the same result.
Additionally, as explained earlier, the depolarization channel based on convex combinations of rotations is chosen
such that the effects of decomposition order and choice of rotation axis for depolarization is minimized. However,
from Fig. 3 and Fig. 5 we see that there are differences between forward and reverse decomposition for NOON state
and Kings of Quantumness, the difference being larger for higher depolarization. These differences can be present due
to a few reasons. First of all, due to numerical nature of our study, the results inevitably contain numerical errors.
Also, from the explicit relation given for νiso in [104] we see that for larger values of νiso either the time derivative
of the probability distribution for the rotation vectors comprising the depolarization channel or the amplitude of
the rotation vectors must be large. The latter condition weakens the su(2)-invariance condition because for perfect
su(2)-invariance to hold the rotations must be infinitesimally small.

Interestingly, in Fig. 4(a) we see that for the anisotropic depolarization channel, the metrological performance for the
NOON state and Kings of Quantumness is slightly better for the case of reverse decomposition. Inspecting Fig. 4(b)
we see that this advantage still holds for a larger amount of depolarization. It is also clear from our results that for all
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FIG. 3. QFI for rotation angle in presence of isotropic depolarization noise vs average photon number. Calculations are for
coherent state in forward (solid line with triangular data points in red) and reverse (dashed line with square data points in
magenta) processes, NOON state in forward (dash dotted line with circular data points in blue) and reverse (dotted line with
triangular data points in cyan) processes and Kings of quantumness in forward (dashed green line with star datapoints) and
reverse (dash-dotted yellow line with plus shaped datapoints) processes for (a) νit = 0.003 (b) νit = 0.03.
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FIG. 4. QFI for rotation angle in presence of anisotropic depolarization noise vs average photon number. Calculations are for
coherent state in forward (solid line with triangular data points in red) and reverse (dashed line with square data points in
magenta) processes, NOON state in forward (dash dotted line with circular data points in blue) and reverse (dotted line with
triangular data points in cyan) processes and Kings of quantumness in forward (dashed green line with star datapoints) and
reverse (dash-dotted yellow line with plus shaped datapoints) processes for (a) νat = 0.05 (b) νat = 0.15.

depolarization channels considered, NOON state and Kings of Quantumness lose their metrological power faster when
depolarization is applied, compared with the coherent state. This confirms the common understanding that quantum
states are more susceptible to noise compared to the classical states. Needless to say that for stronger depolarization
than what we considered in this study, the coherent state results in a larger QFI than the quantum probe states for
all average photon numbers. Another general feature underlying all depolarization channels is that the QFI vs ⟨n⟩ is
no longer monotonic for all states except the coherent state, specially for large depolarization. This might be rather
surprising considering the fact that usually the QFI scales monotonically with the number of resources. However, as
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FIG. 5. QFI for rotation angle in presence depolarization noise based on convex combination of rotations vs average photon
number. Calculations are for coherent state in forward (solid line with triangular data points in red) and reverse (dashed line
with square data points in magenta) processes, NOON state in forward (dash dotted line with circular data points in blue) and
reverse (dotted line with triangular data points in cyan) processes and Kings of quantumness in forward (dashed green line with
star data points) and reverse (dash-dotted yellow line with plus shaped datapoints) processes for (a) [ηmin, ηmax] = [−π/8, π/8],
σr = π/32, nr = 6 (b) [ηmin, ηmax] = [−π, π], σr = π/8, nr = 20.

discussed in [104] and [105], different state multipoles have different decay rates and states with a larger S values
experience a larger decay.

IV.B. Noisy Rotation Sensing with Depolarization and Diattenuation

Finally, we calculate the QFI for the rotation angle vs the average photon number of the probe states considering
both depolarization and diattenuation channels in forward and reverse decomposition channels. The results are shown
in Fig. 6. We have only included the results for the weak depolarization case for each depolarization channel considered
in Section IV.A to see wether the quantum advantage present in this regime still persists after implementation of
the new loss channel. The parameters of rotation are identical with the ones chosen in the previous subsection and
diattenuation parameters are q = r = 0.9. The general behavior of the QFI with the number of photons is similar
to the case where diattenuation is not considered. However, as expected, for all cases it is evident that due to
implementation of the diattenuation channel the QFI for each ⟨n⟩ shrinks even further. Comparing Fig. 6 with the
results given in the previous subsection it is clear that the diattenuation channel diminishes the metrological power of
the NOON state more than it does for Kings of Quantumness. Furthermore, the relative advantage of the NOON state
in reverse decomposition as compared with the forward decomposition still remains after inclusion of diattenuation.
From Fig. 6(a) and Fig. 6(c) it is clear that for larger photon numbers Kings of Quantumness surpass the NOON
state in terms of precision and from Fig. 6(b) we see that for Kings of Quantumness at ⟨n⟩ = 5 (which corresponds
to a 1-anticoherent state) the QFI is smaller than that of the coherent state.

V. EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION OF NOON STATE POLARIMETRY

In addition to theoretical investigations [115], several recent experimental examples of applications of NOON states,
for instance, for scattering-based probing of delicate samples like an atomic spin ensemble [116] and highly sensitive
measurement of protein concentration via the refractive index change [117], support the motivation of our study.
Aiming at experimental validation of the theoretical findings described in the previous sections and at testing the
feasibility to enhance the polarimetric sensing accuracy in presence of depolarization and diattenuation channels, we
conceive a series of measurements. Here, we follow the previous works on realization and characterization of the
two-photon and higher-order NOON states [118–122].
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FIG. 6. QFI for rotation angle in presence of depolarization and diattenuaion noise vs average photon number. Calculations
are for coherent state in forward (solid line with triangular data points in red) and reverse (dashed line with square data points
in magenta) processes, NOON state in forward (dash dotted line with circular data points in blue) and reverse (dotted line
with triangular data points in cyan) processes and Kings of quantumness in forward (dashed green line with star datapoints)
and reverse (dash-dotted yellow line with plus shaped datapoints) processes for q = r = 0.9 and (a) isotropic depolarization
with νit = 0.003 (b) anisotropic depolarization with νat = 0.05 (c) depolarization based on convex combination of rotations
with [ηmin, ηmax] = [−π/8, π/8], σr = π/32, nr = 6.

Experimentally a NOON state can be both prepared and detected by exploiting the Hong-Ou-Mandel (HOM)
effect [123]. Alternatively, in case of a two-photon NOON state, the preparation can be realized by the spontaneous
parametric down-conversion (SPDC) process. Under conditions of type-II phase matching, a correlated pair of the
vertically (V) and horizontally (H) polarized photons |HV ⟩|HV ⟩ is generated by SPDC. This state can be regarded as

a NOON state of the form i/
√
2(|2L, 0R⟩+ |2R, 0L⟩), where L and R stand for the left- and right-circular polarizations,

respectively [124, 125]. The projection of this state to the (H,V) basis can be obtained by a quarter-wave plate (QWP),
oriented with its fast axis at 45◦ to the incoming polarization orientations. Such a strategy is followed in Fig 7, where
a possible optical arrangement for test experiments is represented.

After the two-photon NOON state is prepared, it is split by a polarizing beam splitter into two paths. One of
them is regarded as reference channel, and the other is used for introducing the object under study. The two beams
are then merged with a non-polarizing beam splitter. At both outputs of the latter a polarization state analyzer
consisting of a QWP and a linear polarizer (LP) is implemented to perform projective measurements with the help of
single photon detectors. The coincidences between the two channels for state reconstruction via the quantum state
tomography [124, 126] or HOM interference visibility measurements are counted with the time tagging device.

FIG. 7. A possible optical arrangement for test experiments on polarimetric accuracy enhancement with NOON states. A state
i/
√

2(|2L, 0R⟩+ |2R, 0L⟩) is generated within an SPDC event of type-II phase matching (not depicted). This state is translated
into 1/

√
2(|2H , 0V ⟩ + |0V , 2H⟩) by a quarter-wave plate and enters a Mach-Zehnder interferometer with a sample in one of the

channels. The Hong-Ou-Mandel interference at the last non-polarizing beamsplitter takes place. Coincidence counts between
the two outputs of the beamsplitter are measured.

10



In order to check the feasibility of the method for practical applications like for the already mentioned eye retina
diagnostics, first technical samples of controllable thickness and retardance should be used. For the first case, a
possible option would be a series of transparent homogeneous thin films of different thicknesses. For the second case,
the retardance estimation under minimal impacts of diattenuation and depolarization, fixed (QWP, half-wave plate)
and variable (Soleil-Babinet compensator) retarders at different orientations (angle α) of their optical axis can be
used. It is expected that successful demonstration of such experiments with technical samples could be later directly
translated for method feasibility checks with biological specimen probing.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we studied the precision limits for single parameter estimation of the rotation angle of the Stokes
vector in a polarimetric setup, within the framework of quantum polarimetry. We have incorporated the effects
of depolarization and diattenuation channels within our numerical calculations and considered different orders of
implementations of these channels. For the sake of completeness, we have utilized three different depolarization
channels found in the literature in our calculations. The results show that, for our chosen sets of parameters and
operators, QFI greatly diminishes upon implementation of the depolarization channel. For depolarization based on
convex combination of rotations and the isotropic depolarization, there exists a minimal difference between forward
and reverse decomposition in the final result for the QFI for weak depolarization and the difference is slightly more
pronounced in the strong depolarization regime. However, for the anisotropic depolarization, after applying the
depolarization channel, the reverse and forward decompositions yield different behavior with the average number of
photons for Kings of Quantumness and the NOON state. The scaling of coherent state remains monotonic with the
average number of photons and both decompositions yield the same result. However, for NOON state and Kings of
Quantumness QFI becomes non-monotonic with the average photon number in the strong depolarization regime. As
expected, implementing diattenuation decreases QFI for all cases. However, our results demonstrate that metrological
power of the NOON state diminishes more than that of Kings of Quantumness such that for larger average photon
numbers the latter yields a higher QFI. Therefore our results suggest that, although HL scaling is lost after applying
the noise channels, one can potentially utilize low photon number NOON states to gain a quantum advantage in
polarimetric retardation measurements on a lossy medium. Possible experimental procedure for carrying out such a
task is proposed.
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Appendix: Majorana Constellations and Quantumness of Polarization States

A quantum state describing a particle with angular momentum or spin S is in a (2S+1)-dimensional Hilbert space
HS . For spin S, we label 2S + 1 levels as m = −S, ..., S. HS is spanned by the set of basis |S,m⟩, which is usually
called the angular momentum basis or Dicke basis. One should note that for spin S the space of states is HS ∈ C2S+1

but for angular momentum the space of bound states is the infinite sum of such spaces for every possible value that S
can take, H =

⊕
S HS [127]. Additionally, HS is the carrier of the irreducible representation (irrep) of spin S of su(2),

and therefore any two states in HS which only differ by an su(2) rotation are physically equivalent. An arbitrary pure
state describing such a system can be written as

|Ψ⟩ =
S∑

m=−S

cS |S,m⟩ . (A.1)

Using a method called the Majorana spin representation, one can construct an arbitrary pure state with angular
momentum S as a superposition of 2S spin-1/2 systems. Note that although the Hilbert space of S spin-1/2 systems

H ∈ C2S is of dimension 2S , it’s symmetric subspace, is of dimension 2S + 1 [127, 128]. Majorana showed that there
exists a bijection between the pure spin state given in Eq. (A.1) and roots of the polynomial M(z), which is called
the Majorana polynomial [127, 129].

M(z) =

2S∑
k

ck

(
2S

k

)1/2

z2S−k. (A.2)

The roots ξk ofM(z) in turn, have bijective correspondence to the points on S2. Therefore, one can uniquely represent
the angular momentum state |ψ⟩ in Eq. (A.1) on the surface of the extended complex plane (Riemann sphere), up to
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the action of su(2) rotations [127]. One can accomplish this task by the stereographic projection

tan−1(
θk
2
)eiϕk = ξk, (A.3)

in which θk and ϕk are the polar and azimuthal coordinates for a point on the sphere. Within the symmetric
subspace of the Hilbert space that we mentioned earlier, using Majorana representation one can decompose the
angular momentum state in Eq. (A.1) as a single product of individual spin-1/2 systems.

|Ψ⟩ =
2S⊗
k=1

|ψk⟩ , |ψk⟩ = cos
θk
2

|0⟩+ eiϕksin
θk
2

|1⟩ . (A.4)

Schwinger showed that commutation relations of an angular momentum operator can be reduced to those of a two-
dimensional harmonic oscillator and using a transformation one can map quantum mechanical spins onto bosonic
fields [130]. This method is called Schwinger boson representation, which is a special case of Jordan-Schwinger map.
Upon application of this method the Schwinger boson representation of the angular momentum operators takes the
form given in Eq. (3) for the Stokes operators. In light of this transformation, we can express the quantum polarization
states expressed using Fock basis in Eq. (1) using Dicke (angular momentum) basis. The optical state can be thought
of as a collection of spin-1/2 states with n1 = S + m particles in spin-up and n2 = S − m particles in spin-down
states. It should be noted that, by construction, unlike the usual angular momentum addition rules, combining the
mentioned spin up and down states will result in a symmetric state with n1 + n2 = 2S spin-1/2 particles with total
spin S. The polarization state in Dicke basis is given by

|n1, n2⟩ ≡ |S,m⟩ = â†(S+m)b̂†(S−m)√
(S +m)!(S −m)!

|0, 0⟩ . (A.5)

Due to the isomorphism that is established by Schwinger boson representation between spin systems and two-mode
bosonic systems, one can use Majorana’s method to represent any pure polarization state with n = 2S photons as a
collection of points on the surface a Riemann sphere (Poincare sphere within the context of polarization optics).

|Ψ⟩ = 1

Nn(U)

n∏
k=1

â†uk
|0, 0⟩ ,

â†uk
= cos(

θk
2
)â† + eiϕksin(

θk
2
)b̂†.

(A.6)

In Eq. (A.6), Nn(U) is the normalization factor which is a function of U ≡ {u1, ..., u2S} and uk = (θk, ϕk) are the
coordinates of the points on the Poincare sphere, which are called the constellations of the state. The normalization
factor is given by [131, 132]

Nn(U) =

[
(n+ 1)!

2n

[n/2]∑
k=0

Dn
k

(2k + 1)!!

] 1
2

,

Dn
k ≡

n∑
i1=1

n∑
j1>i1

...

n∗∑
ik>ik−1

n∗∑
jk>ik

(ui1 .uj1)...(uik .ujk).

(A.7)

In Eq. (A.7), in the first line, [•] at the upper limit of the sum signifies the floor function and in the second line, ∗
indicates a restriction on the summations such that the values that the indices take in each term must all be different.

The methodology described so far, explains how to represent a general pure polarization state as a constellation
of points on the surface of a sphere and its connection to the original method by Majorana developed for quantum
angular momentum states. However, it is constructive to briefly describe another approach based on coherent states
to make connections between the constellations, quasi-probability distribution and different notions of quantumness
of polarization states. It is convenient to express the Bloch coherent (a.k.a spin coherent, atomic coherent and su(2)
coherent) state using Dicke basis.

|z⟩ = D̂(θ, ϕ) |S,−S⟩ = 1

(1 + |z|2)S
S∑
−S

(
2S

S +m

) 1
2

zS+m |S,m⟩ . (A.8)
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In Eq. (A.8), D̂ is the displacement operator on S2. Any pure state in Dicke basis can be written as Eq. (A.1). The
stellar function (a.k.a Fock-Bargmann representation) of the state for HS is defined using the overlap between the
state Eq. (A.1) and the Bloch coherent state [133, 134].

F (z) = (1 + |z|2)S ⟨Ψ∗|z⟩ =
S∑

m=−S

cS

(
2S

S +m

) 1
2

zS+m. (A.9)

In Eq. (A.9) we used the following notation.

⟨Ψ| =
S∑

m=−S

cS ⟨S,m| ; |Ψ∗⟩ =
S∑

m=−S

c∗S |S,m⟩ ; ⟨Ψ∗| =
S∑

m=−S

cS |S,m⟩ . (A.10)

It is worth mentioning that the stellar function can also be defined inH∞ (continuous-variable quantum systems) using
the canonical coherent states [134, 135]. F (z) is a holomorphic function which provides an analytic representation of
a quantum state. The transformation in Eq. (A.9) defines the Bargmann-Segal transform on the spin coherent states
which maps a quantum state to the space of holomorphic functions, called the Segal–Bargmann space [133–136]. The
Bargmann representation is directly related to the Husimi Q-function, which is a quasi-probability distribution on the
phase space. For the case of a pure state ρ̂ = |Ψ⟩⟨Ψ| and this relationship becomes

Q(z) = ⟨z|ρ̂|z⟩ = (1 + |z|2)S |F (z∗)|2. (A.11)

Husimi function (unlike Wigner function) is non-negative definite and is bounded by 0 ≤ Q(z) ≤ 1/π. It is evident
that the zeros of the Husimi Q-function are the complex conjugates of the zeros of the stellar function. The Q function
also has a geometric interpretation on the manifold of quantum states. The Fubini-Study distance between states |Ψ⟩
and |z⟩ is related to the Q function by DFS = arccos

√
Q(z). Using Husimi Q-function one can define Wehrl entropy

on the sphere (HS) as

SW (ρ̂) = −2S + 1

4π

∫
S2

dzQ(z)lnQ(z). (A.12)

Unlike Von-Neumann entropy, Wehrl entropy doesn’t vanish for pure states and is always positive. It can be interpreted
as an information measure for a joint noisy measurement of position and momentum of the quantum system. Lieb
and Solovej proved that Wehrl entropy on HS is lower bounded by

SW (ρ̂) ≥ 2S

2S + 1
, (A.13)

and the lower bound is attained only for the Bloch coherent states for which the Majorana constellations are con-
centrated at a single point on the Poincare sphere [135, 137]. The more spread out the points are on the sphere,
the larger the value of the Wehrl entropy becomes. It is also proven that canonical coherent states minimize Wehrl
entropy on the space of states defined on H∞ [138]. Since the coherent states are known to be the most classical-like
states, one can interpret the Wehrl entropy as a measure of non-classicality such that the larger the value for SW (ρ̂)
is, more “distant” the state becomes from the Bloch coherent states. In this sense, the states that maximize the
Wehrl entropy, for which the Majorana constellations are distributed such that the points are as far away as possible
from each other on the unit sphere, are the most quantum ones. For these states the Majorana points are distributed
symmetrically on the Poincare sphere. To obtain these maximally non-classical states, for each S, one must solve
an optimization problem. However, the problem of optimizing the value of SW (ρ̂) based on the positions of the
Majorana points on S2 is extremely challenging, especially for larger values of S [132, 139]. These states are obtained
for a limited set of values of S, not by full-scale optimization, but by selecting a set of candidates for the optimal
states based on the geometry of the constellations and checking if the selected states result in a local maxima for
SW (ρ̂) [140, 141]. We must make it clear that maximization of Wehrl entropy is not the only criterion for finding
the “maximally quantum” states in the literature. Depending on the problem under investigation, there are various
procedures to find such states. Application of different extremum principles result in a different set of maximally
quantum states for discrete variable systems, as opposed to the continuous variable case [135]. The important theme
underlying the methodology for finding such states is that all of these methods are based on identifying an suitable
functional of quantum states and finding the maximally quantum states by optimizing that functional. For a more
detailed explanation of such procedures the readers can refer to [135, 142–145].
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One can verify that in the case of mentioned maximally quantum states, due to the fact that the constellations
are symmetrically distributed on S2, the polarization measure defined in Eq. (5) vanishes. Although these states are
classically unpolarized, they contain hidden polarization which can be understood as a manifestation of the higher
moments of the Stokes operators [39, 80, 89, 145]. One can expand a general polarization state in terms of irreducible
tensors as

ρ̂ =

2S∑
K=0

K∑
q=−K

ρKqT̂
(S)
Kq . (A.14)

In Eq. (A.14), T̂
(S)
Kq are the irreducible tensors defined as [39, 135]

T̂
(S)
Kq =

√
2K + 1

2S + 1

S∑
m,m′=−S

CSm′

Sm,Kq |S,m′⟩⟨S,m| , (A.15)

in which CSm′

Sm,Kq are the Clebsch–Gordan coefficients that couple a spin S and a spinK (0 ≤ K ≤ 2S) to a total spin S.

The tensors form an orthonormal basis Tr[T̂
(S)
Kq (T̂

(S′)
K′q′)

†] = δSS′δKK′δqq′ and are covariant under su(2) transformations.

The expansion coefficients ρKq = Tr(ρ̂T̂ †
Kq) are known as the state multipoles. Complete characterization of the state

requires knowledge of all of these multipoles. One can use these multipoles to expand the Q function as [39, 135]

Q(z) =

2S∑
K=0

Q(K), (A.16)

where Q(K) is the Kth multipole of the Q function and contains information of the Kth moment of the Stokes
operators. It can be expressed as [39, 135]

Q(K) =

√
4π

2S + 1

K∑
q=−K

CSS
SS,K0ρKqY

∗
Kq,

CSS
SS,K0 =

√
2S + 1(2S)!√

(2S −K)!(2S + 1 +K)!
,

(A.17)

in which Y ∗
Kq are the spherical harmonics and in the second line of Eq. (A.17) the analytical form for the Cleb-

sch–Gordan coefficient CSS
SS,K0 is given. Since it is calculated using all of the state multipoles, the Husimi Q function

(and therefore the Wehrl entropy), contains complete information of the state. One can utilize the information en-
coded in the Q function to define a distance based polarization measure which takes into account the contributions
from all of the multipoles [80]

Pq = 1− 1

4π
Σ, Σ =

1∫
dΩ[Q(θ, ϕ)]2

. (A.18)

In Eq. (A.18), the DOP of a state is defined as the distance between the Q function of that state and the Q function for
the maximally unpolarized state (Qunpol = 1/4π). The DOP defined in Eq. (A.18) is more suitable for quantum states
of light compared to Eq. (5) because, as explained previously, the higher order multipoles play a more significant role
in the polarization behavior of the quantum states. However, in most of the cases, one can gain substantial amount
of information on polarization characteristics of the state only considering a finite number of its multipoles. A
useful quantity which encodes the polarization information of a quantum state up to its Mth order is the Mth order
cumulative multipolar distribution defined below [39, 89, 135].

AM =

M∑
K=1

K∑
q=−K

|ρKq|2. (A.19)

su(2) coherent states maximize AM for all orders M . The states that minimize AM are called Kings of Quantumness
(anticoherent states). A state is called M -anticoherent if for all t ≤M and unit vectors n the moments of the Stokes

vector are isotropic ⟨(Ŝ.n)t⟩ = ct and independent of n. It is shown that the states with the anticoherence order of 2
and higher are optimal for estimating all three rotation parameters [25, 42–47].
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