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We investigate a nonequilibrium quantum thermometry protocol in which an ensemble of qubits,
acting as temperature probes, is weakly coupled to a macroscopic thermal bath. The temperature
of the bath, the parameter of interest, is encoded in the dissipator of a Markovian thermalization
process. For some relevant initial states, we observe a peak in the Quantum Fisher Information (QFI)
during the transient of the thermalization, indicating enhanced sensitivity in early-time dynamics.
This effect becomes more pronounced at higher bath temperatures and is further enhanced when the
initial reduced state of the qubits has a large ground-state population and/or it is highly coherent.
We also focus on the role of initial quantum correlations in the thermometric performance, which
emerge as a central feature of this work. We find strong numerical evidence that, given same
single-qubit reduced states, the inclusion of quantum correlations among the qubits of the ensemble
always yields an enhanced QFI. Moreover, even if none of the considered states outperform the
(pure, separable) ground state, maximally entangled states display QFIs values remarkably close
to the standard quantum limit when probing extremely hot thermal baths. Finally, although the
Markovian dynamics does not permit superlinear scaling of the QFI with the number of probes, we
identify the most effective initial states for designing high-precision quantum thermometers within
this setting. We also provide concrete guidelines for experimental implementations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum metrology can offer significant advantages
over its classical counterpart [1–3], as it allows for an
extremely high spatial resolution and an improved pre-
cision on parameter estimations. In terms of the former,
one can engineer quantum sensors at the atomic scale
to allow high-spatial resolution [4]. Moreover, metrolog-
ical performance can be directly enhanced by exploiting
genuine quantum resources, most notably the fragile yet
highly sensitive character of quantum superposition and
quantum entanglement. For example, quantum gravita-
tional wave detectors [5] use squeezed states of light to
enhance their sensitivity to detect extremely weak sig-
nals. Furthermore, when operating in a multi-probe set-
ting, quantum metrology allows for a superlinear scaling
of the precision with the number of probes [6].

Analogous advantages emerge also in quantum ther-
mometry, where quantum probes are employed as ther-
mometers to estimate the temperature of a macroscopic
thermal bath with high precision [7, 8]. In this setting,
the key physical quantity used to characterize the pre-
cision of temperature estimation at any time t is the
Quantum Fisher Information (QFI) associated with the
state of the thermometers. This is exactly the quan-
tity displayed in Fig. 1 for a relevant case-study in our
analysis. Within the quantum thermometry context, the
information about the temperature of the thermal bath
is encoded in the dissipative part of the thermometers’
dynamics responsible for their thermalization. Among
the first models of thermometry in the quantum regime
we mention [9, 10] where a qubit is used to probe the
temperature of a micromechanical resonator, modelled

FIG. 1: Enhancement of estimation precision due to
quantum correlations of an input two-qubit (N = 2)
probe state. We compare the QFIs of the probe state un-
dergoing thermalization over time τ (taken here dimen-
sionless), initializing the probe in a squeezed spin state
and in the product state of its reduced states, respec-
tively. The parameter χ regulates the amount of correla-
tions, which is quantified by the entanglement negativity
NE , shown in the inset.

as a quantum harmonic oscillator. This scenario has
been also further explored in the nonlinear optomechan-
ical regime [11]. Another successful approach to quan-
tum thermometry is via collisional models, in which a
small quantum probe estimates the temperature of a tar-
get environment through repeated, discrete interactions
rather than continuous coupling [12–15]. In this paper,
we set our analysis in the context of qubit thermome-
ters [16, 17], which have been experimentally tested in
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Refs. [18, 19] on a quantum optics platform. Other no-
table examples include non-destructive thermometry of
a Bose-Einstein condensate using impurities as quantum
thermometer [20], thermometry of ultracold atoms via
nonequilibrium work distributions [21], non-destructive
thermometry of cold Fermi gases [22], thermometry of
superconducting quantum circuits [23], pairs of trapped
ions used as thermometers [24], and even biological ap-
plications of quantum thermometry with cells [25, 26].

Recent studies [27–31] have highlighted the advantages
of measurement strategies conducted in nonequilibrium
regimes, where the quantum probes are measured before
reaching their (local) thermal equilibrium. This approach
yields a twofold benefit. First, the procedure is faster
than equilibrium-based thermometry, since the probes
are measured before full thermalization occurs. Second,
it can lead to markedly improved precision in estimating
the bath’s temperature, owing to a QFI peak higher than
its asymptotic value.

Quantum resources play a central role in enabling
metrological advantages within the considered frame-
work. For example, in Ref. [29] the authors demonstrated
that the presence of initial quantum coherence can boost
the value of the QFI, thus leading to improved tempera-
ture sensitivity at finite times. Moreover, in Ref. [12], a
collisional thermometry framework is introduced, where
a quantum probe interacts sequentially with a series of N
auxiliary systems that correlate over time. The informa-
tion about the temperature of the bath is extracted from
the state of the auxiliary systems whose QFI is shown
to scale superlinearly with N . Furthermore, Ref. [32] in-
vestigates quantum thermometry using fermionic probes
strongly coupled to a thermal bath. They show how the
induced non-Markovian dynamics enhances the achiev-
able QFI compared to its Markovian counterpart, pos-
sibly leading to a superadditive QFI for a two-fermion
quantum probe. Ref. [33] discusses a quantum ther-
mometry protocol by means of a thermalizing Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick critical probe of up to four particles. By
tuning the anisotropy and the external magnetic field,
they demonstrate that it is possible to saturate the ulti-
mate bound on the precision of thermometry.

Despite recent advances, the impact of multipartite
correlations in the state of the thermometers on nonequi-
librium quantum thermometry is not yet fully under-
stood and remains an open research question [34]. Inter-
estingly, the presence of entanglement does not necessar-
ily imply an operational advantage: for instance, when
the goal is to estimate the parameter of an amplitude-
damping channel (only spontaneous emission is mod-
eled), the presence of entanglement can be detrimen-
tal [35]. Moreover, in general, there is no guarantee that
a single input state performs optimally for all values of
the parameter to be estimated [36, 37]. For the depolar-
izing channel [38, 39] the optimal state is the maximally
entangled one for small values of the depolarizing pa-
rameter, whereas for values larger that a given threshold
the optimal choice becomes a separable (pure) state (see

Fig. 1 of Ref. [39]). Even the optimal measurement ba-
sis for metrological purposes may depend on the value of
the parameter and/or be highly non-local [40–42]. We
emphasize that it crucial to determine the operational
regimes in which quantum-correlated probes offer a gen-
uine advantage: on the one hand, preparing correlated
states is experimentally resource-intensive; on the other
hand, in certain scenarios such correlations constitute the
most valuable resource.

In this paper we aim to understand the conditions un-
der which the precision of nonequilibrium bath temper-
ature estimation is enhanced by employing an ensemble
of qubits prepared in a quantum-correlated state. To do
this, we consider the Generalized Amplitude Damping
(GAD) quantum channel [43], which contains both ab-
sorption and spontaneous emission. Then, we introduce
relevant correlated initial states for the ensemble of ther-
mometers (described in detail in Sec. IV and listed in
Tab. I), whose features are representative of the mecha-
nisms that lead to the best achievable precision. In our
analysis, we focus on nonequilibrium thermometry con-
ducted during the transient of the qubits’ dissipative dy-
namics induced by the weak coupling with the thermal
bath.

For uncorrelated GAD channels, we provide strong nu-
merical evidences that the presence of correlations among
individual probes in their initial state before the interac-
tion with the bath is always associated with an enhance-
ment of the QFI, if we compare with the tensor product of
the single-probe reduced states. This becomes evident in
Fig. 1, where we display the difference between the QFIs
of both the squeezed spin state and the tensor product of
its reduced states. The difference in the transient QFIs
in the plot is entirely ascribable to quantum correlations.

Furthermore, we find that the thermometry is more
precise when the thermal bath is relatively hot, in agree-
ment with the existing literature [37, 44–48]. Within
the range of parameters explored, also a low local tem-
perature of the individual thermometers is beneficial for
enhancing precision. Then, once the local populations
of each thermometer are fixed, the presence of local co-
herence consistently improves the estimation accuracy.
Concerning the presence of correlations, when the tem-
perature of the bath is sufficiently high, the maximally
correlated state achieves a time-optimized QFI that is re-
markably close to that of the best performing separable
input states. Our numerical results, indeed, show that—
among the states we analyze—the best-performing ones
are separable. In particular, the highest transient peak
of the QFI is achieved by the ground state of the refer-
ence Hamiltonian, in agreement with the existing litera-
ture [31, 37]. However, at later times—though still before
full thermalization—the optimal state shifts to a prod-
uct state endowed with substantial local coherence. The
described behaviors demonstrates that, for the quantum
thermometry protocol considered in this paper, quantum
correlations can represent a valuable resource to a higher
precision in estimating the bath temperature.
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FIG. 2: Quantum-map representation of the system-
environment interaction. The system consists of an en-
semble of N qubits operating as quantum thermometers.
The environment is a thermal bath with unknown inverse
temperature β. Each qubit thermometer undergoes ther-

malization governed by the local map Φ
[t]
β . The ensemble

is initially prepared in a quantum-correlated state ρ̂in.

We also analyze the behavior of the QFI as a function
of the number N of thermometers. By leveraging the ul-
timate bound [49, 50] on the QFI for the estimation of the
bath temperature that is encoded in uncorrelated GAD
channels, we prove that a superlinear asymptotic scaling
with N cannot be achieved. Nevertheless, we examine
how the time-optimized QFI scales with N for various
choices of the input state. We also investigate the behav-
ior of the corresponding optimal time at which an inter-
rogation of the probes yields the maximal information on
the bath temperature. Consistent with earlier results, the
most favorable scaling is achieved by preparing the ther-
mometers in the ground state. However, we show that
correlations bring an enhancement on the scaling with N
of the QFI, again when comparing the results with those
obtained by initializing the thermometers in the tensor
product of the single-thermometer reduced states.

We believe that our results, albeit much of them nu-
merical and valid for specific values of β,N , can provide
a useful framework for an experimental implementation
of the considered thermometry protocols, giving concrete
guidelines on the optimal input states and measurement
times.

II. MODEL

The physical setting considered in this paper is pictori-
ally represented in Fig. 2. The probe system is composed
of N qubits and each of them is a quantum thermometer
that is used for estimating the temperature of a thermal
bath. The latter is characterized by the inverse temper-
ature β ≡ 1/(kBT ), where the Boltzmann constant kB is
fixed to 1 from here on for convenience.

We allow for the N qubits to be initially prepared in
a correlated state, but we assume that no interactions
occur among them during the thermalization. Therefore,
each qubit evolves independently and interacts only with

the thermal bath during the dynamics.
We now explain how the time evolution of each indi-

vidual qubit is modeled. Each qubit thermalizes inde-
pendently in the basis formed by the eigenvectors of the
following Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −ℏω
2
σ̂z. (1)

The ground state |0⟩ has energy ε0 = −ℏω/2 and the
excited state |1⟩ energy ε1 = ℏω/2. A thermal state at
inverse temperature µ is represented, in the Hamiltonian
eigenbasis, by the diagonal matrix

ρ̂th(µ) =

(
π0(µ) 0
0 π1(µ)

)
, (2)

where π0(µ) = e−µϵ0/Zµ is the thermal population of the
ground state and π1(µ) = e−µϵ1/Zµ that of the excited
state. Here, Zµ = e−µε0 + e−µε1 is the qubit’s partition
function.
We assume that each qubit interacts weakly with the

thermal bath and, because of that, its state evolves via a

genuinely dissipative Markovian quantum map Φ
[t]
β . Un-

der the action of this map, the thermalization decay rate
is

λ =
γ

π0(β)− π1(β)
, (3)

which is positive if β > 0. In Eq. (3), the parameter γ
quantifies the coupling strength between the qubit and
the bath, and thus determines the rate at which ther-
malization occurs. Further details are provided in Ap-
pendix A.

The quantum map Φ
[t]
β can be effectively represented

through a GAD quantum channel, realized by the set of
Kraus operators K ≡ {K̂1, K̂2, K̂3, K̂4}, where

K̂1 =
√
q

(
1 0
0

√
1− p

)
, K̂2 =

√
q

(
0

√
p

0 0

)
, (4)

K̂3 =
√
1− q

(√
1− p 0
0 1

)
, K̂4 =

√
1− q

(
0 0√
p 0

)
Here, q = π0(β) and p = 1− e−λt are dynamical param-
eters that depend on the inverse temperature β of the
bath. Under the action of this channel, an input single-

qubit state ρ̂
(1)
in evolves to Φ

[t]
β [ρ̂

(1)
in ] =

∑
a K̂aρ̂

(1)
in K̂

†
a, pro-

viding the output state

ρ̂
(1)
out(t, β) =

(
e−λt(ρ11 − π0) e−

λ
2 tρ12

e−
λ
2 tρ21 e−λt(ρ22 − π1)

)
+ ρ̂th(β),

(5)

where ρjk are the matrix elements of ρ̂
(1)
in . As shown

by Eq. (5), all input states ρ̂
(1)
in evolve asymptotically

towards the thermal state ρ̂th(β) = diag[π0(β), π1(β)] at
bath temperature, namely the fixed point of the GAD
channel. We thus have

lim
t→+∞

Φ
[t]
β [ρ̂

(1)
in ] = ρ̂th(β). (6)
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Having characterized the single-qubit dynamics, we
now consider an ensemble of N qubits acting as quantum
thermometers. Since each qubit evolves independently
from the others, the overall dynamical map is obtained
by applying N uncorrelated GAD quantum channels:

ρ̂out(t, β) =
(
Φ

[t]
β

)⊗N

[ρ̂in], (7)

where ρ̂in and ρ̂out(t, β) are the input and evolved states
of the ensemble, respectively. By combining Eqs. (6) and
(7), and taking into account the Markovianity of the dy-
namics, we find

lim
t→+∞

(
Φ

[t]
β

)⊗N

[ρ̂in] = ρ̂⊗N
th (β). (8)

This entails that every initial state ρ̂in asymptotically
tends to the tensor product of N single-qubit thermal
states at the inverse temperature of the bath. Due to
the independence of the quantum channels applied to
the qubits, no correlation can emerge during the time
evolution. Moreover, as the quantum map of Eq. (5) is
Markovian, quantum correlations in the initial state of
the ensemble vanish exponentially over time.

III. QUANTUM FISHER INFORMATION

The Quantum Fisher Information (QFI) is a central
tool to assess the maximum achievable precision in the
estimation of a parameter—the inverse bath temperature
β in our case—whose unknown value is encoded into the
state of the quantum system used as a probe [51, 52].
Specifically, the QFI enters the Quantum Cramér-Rao
bound (QCRB) [51, 53]

∆β ≥ 1√
νFQ

(
ρ̂out(t, β)

) , (9)

where FQ

(
ρ̂out(t, β)

)
is the QFI of the evolved state in

Eq. (7), and ν is the number of independent measure-
ment repetitions. Eq. (9) sets a fundamental limit on the
standard deviation ∆β achievable in the estimation of β.

The QFI is defined through the Symmetric Logarith-
mic Derivative (SLD), denoted by L̂β(t), which is implic-
itly given by the Lyapunov equation

∂ρ̂out(t, β)

∂β
=

1

2

{
ρ̂out(t, β), L̂β(t)

}
. (10)

In terms of the SLD, the QFI can be expressed as

FQ

(
ρ̂out(t, β)

)
= Tr

[
∂ρ̂out(t, β)

∂β
L̂β(t)

]
. (11)

As indicated by Eq. (9), it is desirable to maximize
FQ

(
ρ̂out(t, β)

)
in order to minimize the estimation uncer-

tainty. Since the parameter-encoding map Φ
[t]
β depends

on t, different stages of the thermalization process may
correspond to a more or less favorable sensitivity. For
t = 0, we have

FQ

(
ρ̂out(t = 0, β)

)
= 0, (12)

as the map Φ
(t=0)
β = 1 provides no information about

β. On the other hand, for t → +∞, all input states
are mapped to a product of thermal states at inverse
bath temperature β, according to Eq. (8). Using the ad-
ditivity of the QFI on product states and the relation
FQ(ρ̂th(β)) = ∆2Ĥ [28, 29, 54], where ∆2Ĥ is the ther-
mal variance at inverse temperature β of the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (1) (see Appendix B for details), we find

lim
t→+∞

FQ

(
ρ̂out(t, β)

)
= N(ε1 − ε0)

2π0(β)π1(β). (13)

Therefore, at thermal equilibrium, the ultimate achiev-
able precision given by the QCRB is limited by the bath
temperature through the thermal populations π0(β) and
π1(β). Initial quantum correlations between qubits are
of no advantage in this regime, as they are completely
washed out by the thermalization process. This moti-
vates our investigation of the non-equilibrium transient
regime, where larger QFI than Eq. (13) can in fact be
attained.

GAD sensitivity limits

The thermometer initial state, ρ̂in, also plays a major
role in determining the QFI behavior. A relevant class of
such states will be introduced in Sec. IV, and their impact
on sensitivity will be examined in Sec. V. Here, however,
we are only concerned with sensitivity limits that do not
depend on the specific choice of ρ̂in. Rather, these arise
as intrinsic limits of the encoding channel. To better
illustrate this point, we define the channel QFI [55]

FQ

(
Φ

[t]
β

)
= max

ρ̂in

FQ

((
Φ

[t]
β

)⊗N

[ρ̂in]

)
, (14)

which, in our case, represents the maximum QFI achiev-
able with N independent GAD encoding channels. In-
stead, if we do not allow quantum correlations in the
input state, the maximum is always achieved by a prod-

uct state (ρ̂
(1)
in )⊗N constructed from the state ρ̂

(1)
in that

maximizes the single-qubit QFI [56]. We thus obtain the
Standard Quantum Limit (SQL) of the channel

FSQL
Q

(
Φ

[t]
β

)
= N max

ρ̂
(1)
in

FQ

(
Φ

[t]
β

[
ρ̂
(1)
in

])
, (15)

whose scaling is always linear with N .
For unitary encoding channels, the SQL can be sur-

passed by the channel QFI in Eq. (14), which yields a
quadratic scaling with N , the Heisenberg scaling [57].
Here, a superior sensitivity is achieved due to highly en-
tangled states similar to the GHZ state of Eq. (21) (see
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 3: Panel (a): SQL, Eq. (15) (thin curves), and up-
per bound, Eq. (16) (thick curves). Panel (b): optimal
values aopt for the parameter a that defines the single-

qubit input state |ψ(1)
in ⟩ =

√
1− a|0⟩+

√
a|1⟩. The values

of aopt identify those input states that provide the max-
imum QFI achievable with no quantum correlations at
different times.

below). This analysis breaks down when the encoding
channel is non-unitary. This corresponds to our case
study, as the inverse temperature β of the thermal bath is
encoded in the Kraus operators of Eq. (4). In some cases,
a gain over the SQL is still possible, but this reduces to
a constant factor with respect to N [55]. In other cases,
entanglement may provide no advantage. Interestingly,
Fujiwara has highlighted the detrimental role played by
entanglement in a channel-estimation problem closely re-
lated to GAD [58].

The optimization in Eq. (15) can be solved based
on the analytic expression of the QFI for the single
qubit [29]. Due to the convexity of the QFI, the max-

imum is achieved for some pure input state |ψ(1)
in ⟩ =√

1− a|0⟩+
√
aeiϕ|1⟩. Here, since the QFI is independent

of ϕ, 0 ≤ a ≤ 1 is the only free parameter to optimize.

The optimization in Eq. (14) is more challenging to
perform as the parameter space grows exponentially with
the number of qubits. In Appendix C, we prove the va-
lidity of the following upper bound [55]:

FQ

(
Φ

[t]
β

)
≤ 4N min

ĥ

∥∥∥ÂK′

∥∥∥ , (16)

where the symbol ∥·∥ is the operator norm. Here, K′

denotes an equivalent set of Kraus operators, obtained

from Eq. (4) by means of K̂ ′
j =

∑4
l=1(e

−iβĥ)jlK̂l (j =

1, . . . , 4), and AK′ =
∑4

l=1(∂K̂
′
l/∂β)

†(∂K̂ ′
l/∂β). In the

above equations, ĥ denotes the generic element of a set
of 4 × 4 Hermitian matrices that satisfy a given linear
constraint (see Appendix C for details). From a com-

putational point of view, the optimization on ĥ can be
performed efficiently as the dimension of the parameter
space is independent of N . Eq. (16) shows that the
asymptotic scaling of the channel QFI must be linear
with N , thereby ruling out the possibility of achieving
Heisenberg scaling. The limitation lies in the encoding
via uncorrelated GAD channels, not in any specific input
state.
Results obtained by performing the optimizations in

Eqs. (15) and (16) are shown in Fig. 3 panel (a), where
thin curves represent the SQL and thick curves the upper
bound. For small values of β (i.e., high bath tempera-
tures), two closely spaced local maxima characterize the
SQL during the transient regime, both surpassing the
QFI asymptotic value given by Eq. (13). The first and
highest maximum is obtained for a = 0, corresponding
to the product state |0⟩⊗N , which is the optimal input
state at early times in the absence of quantum correla-
tions. For later times, however, the optimal input state
is a function of the time elapsed since the beginning of
thermalization. The optimal a value falls inside the in-
terval 0 < a < 1/2, corresponding to a product state
with nontrivial local coherence (see Sec. IV below), which
generates the second, lower maximum. The abrupt tran-
sition between the two types of optimal states is marked
by a discontinuity in the SQL derivative in panel (a) and
by a jump in the optimal value of a in panel (b). For
large values of β (i.e., low bath temperatures), no peak
emerges; instead, the largest value of the QFI is attained
asymptotically. An analogous behavior is observed for
the upper bound (thick curves), except that only a single
peak of the QFI appears during the transient regime.
When comparing the SQL with the upper bound, we

find that the smaller the value of β, the larger the dis-
crepancy between the two bounds. This opens up the
possibility of using entangled states to surpass the SQL,
especially for low values of β and at early times. We
investigate this possibility in the following sections.

IV. CORRELATED INPUT STATES

In this work, we consider a class of N -qubit input
states ρ̂in that exhibit relevant quantum properties, such
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Symbol Def. Name Parameters What the parameters tune (resources)

|0⟩⊗N - Ground state - -

|GHZ⟩ Eq. (21) GHZ state - -

ρ̂th-m(η, µ) Eq. (19) Thermal-mixtured GHZ state
modified by thermal weights

η ∈ [0, 1]; µ ∈ [0,+∞[ η: quantum correlation, µ: local inverse tem-
perature, quantum correlation

ρ̂1-m(η) Eq. (22) Identity-mixtured GHZ state η ∈ [0, 1] η: quantum correlation

|ψk-s(α)⟩ Eq. (23) k-GHZ superposition state α ∈ [0, π[ α: quantum correlations (local coherence
when |k⟩ = |±⟩)

|ψsq(χ)⟩ Eq. (25) Squeezed spin state χ ∈ [0, π[ χ: quantum correlation, local coherence

TABLE I: Summary of the input states ρ̂in employed in this paper.

as quantum coherence or entanglement. Each state is
characterized by specific parameters that determine the
extent to which these properties are present in the state.
This enables a systematic analysis of how different quan-
tum resources influence the achievable precision in the
estimation of β.

All the states considered in this section are invariant
under particle exchange. Consequently, for each density
operator ρ̂ listed below, the compact notation TrN−1[ρ̂]
refers to the single-qubit reduced state obtained by trac-
ing over any arbitrary subset of N − 1 qubits. We can
also define the local inverse temperature and the local
coherence of a generic N -qubit state in terms of the ma-
trix elements of its single-qubit reduced density operator.
The diagonal elements, ρ22 and ρ11 = 1− ρ22, determine
the local inverse temperature as

µ =
1

ε1 − ε0
ln

(
ρ11
ρ22

)
, (17)

by analogy with the thermal case, while the module
|ρ12| = |ρ21| of the off-diagonal elements quantifies the
local coherence of the state.

A summary of the states introduced below can be
found in Table I.

a. Thermal-mixtured GHZ states modified by thermal
weights (th-m). Let us construct the superposition state

|ψth-m(µ)⟩ ≡
√
π0(µ) |0⟩⊗N

+
√
π1(µ) |1⟩⊗N

, (18)

with probabilities given by the populations π0(µ) and
π1(µ) of the thermal state ρ̂th(µ). Then, we define the
target density operator as a mixture of |ψth-m(µ)⟩ and
the tensor product of N thermal states at inverse tem-
perature µ:

ρ̂th-m(η, µ) = η |ψth-m(µ)⟩⟨ψth-m(µ)|+ (1− η)ρ̂⊗N
th (µ),

(19)
where η ∈ [0, 1]. The parameters η and µ tune the
amount of correlations among qubits, which grows as η
increases and is reduced when µ decreases. The corre-
sponding single-qubit reduced state remains unaffected
by the value of η:

TrN−1

[
ρ̂th-m(η, µ)

]
= ρ̂th(µ), (20)

whereby the parameter µ corresponds to the local in-
verse temperature of the individual qubits according to
Eq. (17).

When µ → +∞, the ground state |0⟩⊗N
is recovered.

On the other hand, when µ → 0+, the superposition in
Eq. (18) becomes the well-known GHZ state [59, 60]

|GHZ⟩ = |0⟩⊗N
+ |1⟩⊗N

√
2

. (21)

Thus, the density operator in Eq. (19) simplifies to the
state

ρ̂1-m(η) = η |GHZ⟩ ⟨GHZ|+ (1− η)
12N

2N
, (22)

which we call the identity-mixtured GHZ state. Inter-
estingly, when N = 2, ρ̂1-m corresponds to an isotropic
state [61], which in turn is related to a Werner state [62]
since applying the partial transposition operation to one
of the two subsystems (qubits in our case) transforms an
isotropic state to a Werner state and vice versa [63].
b. k-GHZ superposition states (k-s). These states

are constructed as a superposition of the |GHZ⟩ state and
the product state |k⟩⊗N

, where |k⟩ is a generic single-
qubit pure state. The weights of the superposition are
given by sin (α) and cos (α), respectively, divided by the
appropriate normalization constant C(k,N, α) that de-
pends on α, k and the number N of qubits. Hence,

|ψk-s(α)⟩ =
sin(α) |GHZ⟩+ cos(α) |k⟩⊗N

C(k,N, α)
; (23)

the density operator associated to this pure state is
ρ̂k-s(α) = |ψk-s(α)⟩ ⟨ψk-s(α)|. The parameter α deter-
mines the correlations among the qubits—being maxi-
mal for the GHZ state and vanishing when the state is
fully separable—but it also affects other properties as lo-
cal inverse temperature and coherence. For instance, by
setting |k⟩ = |+⟩ = (|0⟩+ |1⟩)/

√
2 (as we will do below),

α controls the local coherences of the input state, while
the corresponding populations are constant and equal to
1/2. In this case, the reduced density operators is indeed

TrN−1[ρ̂+-s(α)] =
1

2

(
1 1− x(α,N)

1− x(N,α) 1

)
, (24)
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where x(N,α) = sin2(α)/[1 + 2
1−N

2 sin(2α)]; the details
of the derivation of Eq. (24) are given in Appendix D.

c. Squeezed spin states. “Spin squeezing” refers to
the reduction of quantum fluctuations in a collective
pseudo-spin observable within a finite-dimensional sys-
tem. Interestingly for us, this effect is associated with
the generation of entanglement among the system’s con-
stituents.

Squeezed spin states have been realized through dif-
ferent techniques on a variety of experimental platforms,
and play a central role in quantum metrology [64–66]. In
the following, we consider squeezed spin states generated
via one-axis twisting [67]. If the N qubit thermometers

are initially prepared in the product state |+⟩⊗N
, one-

axis twisting

|ψsq(χ)⟩ = e−iχĴ2
z |+⟩⊗N

(25)

generates a squeezed spin state with spin squeezing in

the Ĵx − Ĵy plane. Here, the triplet Ĵα ≡
∑N

i=1 σ
(i)
α /2

(α = x, y, z) satisfies the su(2) commutation relations,
and can therefore be interpreted as a set of pseudo-spin
operators. The squeezing strength is determined by the
parameter χ. The state is periodic in χ up to a phase
factor: we have a complete revival of the initial state for
χ = π if N is odd, and for χ = 2π if N is even.

Using ρ̂sq(χ) ≡ |ψsq(χ)⟩⟨ψsq(χ)|, the reduced density
operator for each qubit is found to be

TrN−1

[
ρ̂sq(χ)

]
=

1

2

(
1 cosN−1(χ)

cosN−1(χ) 1

)
, (26)

as proved in Appendix E. The local coherence and entan-
glement of the state are both governed by the squeezing
parameter χ: varying χ continuously transforms the state
from a product state with maximal coherence (χ = 0)
to a maximally entangled state with no coherence (χ =
π/2). Indeed, at χ = π/2, one obtains the maximally

entangled state |ψsq(π/2)⟩ = e−iπ(N2/8−1/4)(|a⟩⊗N −
i|b⟩⊗N )/

√
2, where |a⟩ = |0⟩ − eiNπ/2|1⟩ and |b⟩ =

|0⟩ + eiNπ/2|1⟩ are orthogonal states. Conversely, the
local temperature is fixed, regardless of the value of χ.
Notably, for χ ̸= nπ the reduced density operator in
Eq. (26) approaches the maximally mixed state in the
large-N limit.

V. RESULTS

We now present the results of our analysis, focusing on
how specific properties of the bath and of the thermome-
ter initial state influence the QFI [68]. The properties
under investigation are: (i) the inverse temperature of
the bath β, (ii) the local inverse temperature µ of the
thermometers as defined in Eq. (17), (iii) the local coher-
ence of the thermometers and (iv) the quantum correla-
tions among the N thermometers. The analysis on quan-
tum correlations and the interplay between them and the

other properties represent the main novel contribution of
this work.
Each physical property P listed above is controlled

in the input states ρ̂in by some set of parameters (see
Sec. IV) that we collectively denote as φ. We de-
note by φmax (φmin) the set of parameters that maxi-
mizes (minimizes) the property P in ρ̂in. Furthermore,
we introduce the shorthand notation F∗

Q

(
ρ̂in(φ)

)
:=

maxt FQ

(
(Φ

[t]
β )⊗N [ρ̂in(φ)]

)
. We then define

GP(ρ̂in) =
F∗

Q

(
ρ̂in(φmax)

)
F∗

Q

(
ρ̂in(φmin)

) . (27)

This quantity determines a potential sensitivity gain of-
fered by P by comparing the maximum achievable QFI
when the property P in the input state is maximized to
the case where it is minimized or absent. GP(ρ̂in) > 1
indicates a positive contribution of the property P to
the QFI, signifying an enhancement in sensitivity. If
GP(ρ̂in) = 1, then P provides no advantage. This situa-
tion includes, for instance, cases where the maximal QFI
is achieved asymptotically: any difference determined by
the properties of the input state is lost, in such case, due
to thermalization. Conversely, a value of GP(ρ̂in) in the
range 0 ≤ GP(ρ̂in) < 1 implies that the presence of P is
actually detrimental to the QFI and to the sensitivity.
In order to be able to manipulate single properties of

various states, we define a new N -qubit state where all
correlations contained in ρ̂ have been removed:

ρ̂ no-c =
(
TrN−1[ρ̂]

)⊗N
. (28)

In the final part of the Results section, we examine how
the QFI of some correlated input states scales with the
number N of thermometers. We also compare the scaling
behaviors obtained from these states with the SQL and
the upper bound discussed in Sec. III.

A. The role of bath and thermometers’
temperatures

In Sec. III, we have shown how the sensitivity limits
provided by the SQL and the upper bound on the channel
QFI depends on β. Both indicate an enhanced sensitiv-
ity when probing a hot bath (small β) as compared to
a cold one (large β). This behavior, which has been ob-
served in a variety of thermometric systems [37, 44–48]—
including the single-qubit thermometer [29]—is recovered
in the analysis of the multiqubit correlated states intro-
duced in Sec. IV. As a representative example, Fig. 4
illustrates the behavior of the QFI associated with a five-
qubit thermometer prepared in a thermal-mixtured GHZ
state. The QFI exhibits an earlier and more marked peak
during the transient for small values of β, similarly to
what is seen in Fig. 3. Moreover, the time required for
the QFI to converge to its asymptotic value decreases as
the bath temperature increases. This result is consistent
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ρ̂th-m(η = 0.75, µ = 1.5)

FIG. 4: QFI of the evolved state of an ensemble of 5
qubits initialized in the ρ̂th-m state. Different colors cor-
respond to different bath temperatures. Similar results
can be obtained for all the analyzed input states, both
correlated and uncorrelated. A more consistent improve-
ment in the precision of the estimate of β can be obtained
for hotter baths.

ρ̂ no-c
th-m(µ), β = 0.5.

FIG. 5: QFI of the evolved thermometers’ ensemble
state, initialized in the thermal state. Different colors
correspond to different values of the local thermometers’
inverse temperature µ. Inset: gain Gtemp(ρ̂

no-c
th-m) due to

a low local temperature of the input state, defined in
Eq. (30), as a function of β. A lower local temperature of
the qubits proves to be beneficial for the QFI, especially
when estimating the inverse temperature of hot thermal
baths. The SQL is recovered in the limit µ→ ∞ as ρ̂ no-c

th-m
approaches the ground state.

with the fact that, according to Eq. (3), the thermaliza-
tion rate λ increases for smaller values of β: an higher
bath temperature entails a faster relaxation of each ther-
mometer to thermal equilibrium.

We next compare the influence of the bath tempera-

ture with the effect of a variation in the thermometers’
local temperature. Since µ controls more than one input
resource, we remove correlations from ρ̂th-m(η, µ) to iso-
late the effect of local temperature, postponing an analy-
sis of the interplay between different resources to a later
section. Following Eq. (28), we get the input state

ρ̂ no-c
th-m(µ) = ρ̂⊗N

th (µ). (29)

In Fig. 5, we plot the QFI obtained by preparing 5
thermometers in the ρ̂ no-c

th-m state, fixing the value of the
inverse bath temperature at β = 0.5 and allowing µ to
vary. Our results show that reducing the local tempera-
ture of the thermometers’ input state (increasing µ) has
a positive effect on the QFI, similar to that induced by
increasing the bath temperature. Consequently, for a
fixed value of β, the optimal performance is attained in
the limit µ → +∞, which corresponds to the SQL asso-
ciated with the given temperature of the bath. In this
regime, indeed, the state ρ̂ no-c

th-m approaches the ground

state |0⟩⊗N
.

The improvement in sensitivity due to the local tem-
perature of the input state can be quantified by the gain

Gtemp(ρ̂
no-c
th-m) =

F∗
Q

(
|0⟩⊗N )

F∗
Q(12N /2N )

, (30)

defined according to Eq. (27). This quantity compares
the performance achieved in the limit µ→ +∞ with that
at µ = 0. As shown in the inset of Fig. 5, cold input states
are always the most favorable, since Gtemp ≥ 1 for all
values of β. However, a substantial gain is only achieved
at low values of β—where a transient peak exists—while
Gtemp decrease to 1 for high values of β—where the max-
imum QFI is achieved asymptotically regardless of the
input state.

B. The role of quantum coherence

Some of our input states are characterized by a fixed
local temperature but exhibit varying degrees of local
coherence. To distinguish the effects of this resource from
those of quantum correlations, it is therefore necessary
to investigate its influence on the QFI. The amount of
coherence can be adjusted in a squeezed-spin input state
|ψsq(χ)⟩ by tuning the squeezing parameter; however, χ
also controls entanglement. For this reason, following
Eq. (28), we remove initial correlations, getting

ρ̂ no-c
sq (χ) =

1

2N

(
1 cosN−1(χ)

cosN−1(χ) 1

)⊗N

(31)

as the thermometer input state. This state attains max-
imal local coherence for χ = 0, when off-diagonal ele-
ments are maximized, whereas it contains no coherence
for χ = π/2, when these vanish.
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ρ̂ no-c
sq (χ), β = 0.3.

FIG. 6: QFI of the evolved thermometers’ ensemble
state, initialized in the tensor product of the reduced
state of the squeezed spin state for two qubits. Different
colors correspond to different values of the local coher-
ence, regulated by χ. The inverse bath temperature is set
at β = 0.3. Inset: gain Gcoh(ρ̂

no-c
sq ) due to the presence of

local coherence in the input state, defined in Eq. (32), as
a function of β. Local coherence improves the precision
on the estimate of β, especially at high values of the bath
temperature.

Results obtained from numerical simulations are shown
in Fig. 6, where the QFI is depicted as a function of time
for different values of χ ∈ [0, π/2], keeping the inverse
bath temperature fixed at β = 0.3. By increasing χ,
or, equivalently, by decreasing the local coherence, we
observe a consequent reduction of the QFI during the
transient. Consistently with existing literature [29], this
demonstrates the beneficial role played by quantum co-
herence in temperature estimation.

The same conclusion can be drawn by examining the
inset of Fig. 6. Here, we plot the gain

Gcoh(ρ̂
no-c
sq ) =

F∗
Q

(
|+⟩⊗N )

F∗
Q(12N /2N )

, (32)

which compares the performance achieved with χ = 0 to
χ = π/2. The gain curve lies above 1 for every value
of the bath temperature, but substantial gains are only
achieved fo low values of β. Once again, this behavior
highlights that thermometry of hot baths is compara-
tively easier than operating at low temperatures.

C. The role of quantum correlations

We now come to analyze the effect of quantum corre-
lations in the input state of the thermometers. We start
by considering the identity-mixtured GHZ input state
of Eq. (22) , which can be obtained from the thermal-
mixtured GHZ state of Sec. VA by setting µ = 0. In-

ρ̂1-m(η), β = 0.5

FIG. 7: QFI of the evolved state of a five-qubit ther-
mometer initialized in the identity-mixtured GHZ state
ρ̂1-m as a function of time. Different colors correspond
to different values of the correlation parameter η ∈ [0, 1].
The inverse bath temperature is set at β = 0.5. In-
set: gain Gcorr(ρ̂1-m) due to the presence of quantum
correlation in the input state, defined in Eq. (33), as a
function of β. When the reduced states of each qubit
are held fixed, the presence of initial quantum correla-
tions enhances the QFI during the transient, especially
when probing hot baths. Accordingly, quantum corre-
lations can serve as an alternative to the local inverse
temperature in enhancing the precision of the tempera-
ture estimation, as illustrated in Fig. 5.

terestingly, this state has vanishing inverse local temper-
ature and coherence, and thus represents the most inef-
ficient case from the perspective of the other input re-
sources. Therefore, any aspect of its thermometric per-
formance can be attributed entirely to the presence of
quantum correlations, whose amount can be adjusted by
tuning the parameter η.

Fig. 7 shows the QFI of the evolved state for differ-
ent values of η. The inverse bath temperature is set at
β = 0.5. As η increases, a clear progression of dynam-
ical features is observed: (i) the emergence of a peak
during the transient regime at η = 0.25; (ii) the peak
exceeding the QFI asymptotic value at η = 0.75, and
(iii) attaining its maximum at η = 1, corresponding to
the case in which the initial state becomes a GHZ state.
Notably, when other input resources are minimized, the
use of correlated probes can still secure an advantage in
sensitivity compared to thermal equilibrium. Moreover,
a similar behavior is obtained for different values of β and
for input states with a non-vanishing inverse local tem-
perature (i.e., for thermally-mixtured states with µ ̸= 0).
These results unambiguously establish quantum correla-
tions as a valuable resource for nonequilibrium quantum
thermometry, alongside the local resources well charac-
terized in previous works. We also notice that the amount
of correlations required to generate a transient peak that
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exceeds the QFI asymptotic value increases with β, in
agreement with the results discussed in Sec. VA.

In the inset of the same figure, we plot the gain

Gcorr(ρ̂1-m) =
F∗

Q

(
|GHZ⟩

)
F∗

Q

(
12N /2N

) , (33)

which compares the performances achieved with η = 1
and η = 0, as a function of β. This quantity shows a be-
havior analogous to that of Gtemp and Gcoh (see Secs. VA
and VB, respectively). We find Gcorr ≥ 1, with larger
values for smaller β, indicating that quantum correlations
are particularly useful when probing hot baths. More
complete details regarding this type of gain will be pro-
vided in the following sections.

We provide further evidence of a correlation-induced
sensitivity gain in Fig. 1. To quantify the contribu-
tion of quantum correlations, we compare the QFI ob-
tained from the squeezed input state, Eq. (25), with that
achieved after removing all its initial correlations, as in
Eq. (31). The difference between the two QFIs is plotted
in Fig. 1 as a function of time τ = γt, for different values
of the squeezing parameter χ. This quantity increases
as χ approaches π/2, when the squeezed spin state pos-
sesses a larger amount of quantum correlations, and it
is maximized when the input state becomes maximally
entangled, for χ = π/2, as one would expect for an en-
hancement arising from quantum correlations.

If a general conclusion is to be drawn from our results
up to this point, it would be that, among states sharing
the same single-qubit partial trace, those endowed with
the largest amount of quantum correlations consistently
yield the best precisions. In the next two subsections, we
further examine quantum correlations and their interplay
with local temperature and local coherence in specific
classes of states.

D. Interplay between quantum correlations and
local temperature

For a multiqubit input state, a full characterization
of the thermometric performance is possible only when
the interplay among local and nonlocal input resources is
properly taken into account. In this section, we analyze
the interplay between local temperature and quantum
correlations.

As a first step in this analysis, we revisit the case study
presented in Fig. 5, now restoring quantum correlations
in the input state. In Fig. 8 we consider a thermally-
mixtured GHZ state whose mixing parameter is fixed to
η = 0.75. In this case too, decreasing the local temper-
ature of the initial state of the thermometers increases
their sensitivity during the transient. Moreover, compar-
ing with Fig. 5, we find evidence of a sensitivity enhance-
ment induced by quantum correlations. This is more
pronounced at higher local temperatures: in particular,
small transient maxima now appear even at very low µ

ρ̂th-m(η = 0.75, µ), β = 0.5.

FIG. 8: QFI of the evolved thermometers’ ensemble
state, initialized in the ρ̂th-m state of 5 qubits. Different
colors correspond to different values of the local ther-
mometers’ inverse temperature µ. A lower local temper-
ature of the qubits proves to be beneficial for the QFI.
By comparing the figure with Fig. 5, we observe that
the presence of quantum correlations improves the ther-
mometers’ sensitivity, especially when their local temper-
atures is high.

values. However, none of the entangled input states sur-
pass the SQL, which corresponds to the µ → +∞ curve
in the figure. That is, thermometer preparation in the

|0⟩⊗N
state entails the highest QFI peak. While high-

lighting undeniable advantages for quantum thermome-
try, our analysis thus also reveals some of the limitations
associated with the use of entangled states, particularly
when compared to certain optimal product states.
This coexistence of advantages and limitations is fur-

ther addressed and clarified by the plot in Fig. 9, where
we evaluate the gain

Gcorr(ρ̂th-m) =
F∗

Q

(
|GHZ⟩

)
F∗

Q

(
ρ̂⊗N
th (µ)

) . (34)

This extends the analysis of Sec. VC (cfr. Eq. (33))
by comparing the performance of the GHZ state—
characterized by a vanishing inverse local temperature
and local coherence—with that of a thermal product
state with a variable local temperature. Within the
family of thermally-mixtured states defined by Eq. (19),
these two states respectively exhibit the maximum and
minimum amount of quantum correlations. In Fig. 9,
Gcorr is plotted as a function of β for different values
of µ. The common behavior exhibited by the different
gain curves allows us to identify two distinct β regimes.
In the high-β regime, where the gain increases with β,
the GHZ state does not generate a transient peak; conse-
quently, Gcorr effectively compares the peak of the prod-
uct state with the QFI asymptotic value. By contrast,
in the more relevant low-β regime—where the gain de-
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ρ̂th-m(µ)

FIG. 9: GainGcorr of the five-qubit ρ̂th-m state, defined in
Eq. (34), as a function of β. Different colors correspond
to different values of µ characterizing the initial state. As
µ increases, both the local temperature of the thermome-
ters and the correlation between them decrease. Since
the curve comparing the GHZ with the ground initial
states is always non-positive, we can conclude that the
maximally entangled state does not exceed the SQL. Re-
markably, however, for extremely hot baths (β → 0), the
quantity Gcorr goes to 1: in this regime, quantum corre-
lations can compensate for an otherwise disadvantageous
high local temperature, allowing for performances close
to the SQL.

creases with β—distinct transient peaks are generated
by both states considered in Eq. (34). Here, we can fur-
ther distinguish three distinct regimes depending on the
value of µ. For small µ (µ ≤ 1), the gain never falls be-
low unity. This behavior, analogous to that observed in
Fig. 7, shows that hot thermometers which lack quantum
correlations can never outperform the GHZ state. How-
ever, as µ is increased to moderately colder temperatures
(2 ≤ µ ≤ 3), an expanding region of β values emerges in
which the gain falls below unity. Only extremely cold
thermometers (µ ≥ 4) are found to outperform the GHZ
state unconditionally, as the gain curves lie entirely below
unity. It should be noted, however, that although these
states do not require quantum correlations to achieve
optimal performance, their practical realization is hin-
dered by the significant thermodynamical effort required
to cool the uncorrelated qubit probes. We also see that
the sensitivity advantage of these states over the GHZ
state tends to vanish as β → 0, since Gcorr → 1. This
means that cold uncorrelated and maximally entangled
states perform equally well when probing extremely hot
baths, both achieving the optimal thermometric sensitiv-
ity in this temperature regime.

E. Interplay between quantum correlations and
local coherence

Our aim in this section is to clarify how the QFI is af-
fected by the interplay between quantum correlations and
local coherence. For this analysis, we select those corre-
lated input states whose control parameters do not affect
the state’s local temperature: the squeezed spin state,
Eq. (25), and the k−GHZ superposition state, Eq. (23),
with |k⟩ = |+⟩. Working with two-qubit states, we can
precisely quantify the amount of entanglement in the ini-
tial state and during evolution. To this purpose, we use
the negativity of entanglement NE [69]:

NE ≡

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
λj<0

λj

∣∣∣∣∣∣ , (35)

where λj are obtained by applying partial transposition
on the thermometer state and then extracting its neg-
ative eigenvalues. NE vanishes on separable states; for
two-qubit states, one has 0 ≤ NE ≤ 1/2 and NE = 1/2
if and only if the state is maximally entangled.
First, we consider the squeezed spin input state. The

QFI of the evolved state is shown in Fig. 10a as a function
of time and for different values of χ, the squeezing param-
eter of the input state. As a side note, we observe that
the QFI displays a symmetry in the squeezing parame-
ter such that the input states |ψsq(χ)⟩ and |ψsq(π − χ)⟩
lead to the same values of the QFI over time. Tran-
sient peaks of variable magnitude are observed across all
curves. A comparison with Fig. 6 reveals that, while
peaks around χ = 0 and χ = π persist even when cor-
relations are removed from the initial state—owing to a
high degree of coherence—peaks around χ = π/2 emerge
only in the presence of quantum correlations. Notably,
while the largest peak occurs at χ = 0, π, corresponding
to maximal coherence and the absence of entanglement, a
secondary local maximum in the peak height is obtained
for χ = π/2, i.e., when the thermometer is prepared in a
maximally entangled state with no local coherence. This
behavior is confirmed by a three-dimensional plot of the
QFI as a function of both t and χ (Fig. 10b). In Fig. 10c,
we plot the gain

Gcorr(|ψsq⟩) =
F∗

Q

(
|ψsq(π/2)⟩

)
F∗

Q

(
|+⟩⊗N ) (36)

as a function of β, for a quantitative comparison of the
optimal sensitivities achieved by χ = π/2 and χ = 0. As
the curve stays consistently below unity, the plot confirms
that thermometers with high local coherence do outper-
form highly entangled input states despite lacking quan-
tum correlations, similarly to those characterized by low
local temperature. In the high-β regime, where the gain

increases with β, only the |+⟩⊗N
product state exhibits

a transient peak, and Gcorr → 1 as the height of this
peak approximates the QFI asymptotic value. Instead,
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(a) |ψsq(χ)⟩, β = 0.5

(b) QFI 3D (c) Gain Gcorr

(d) Negativity of entanglement (e) Local coherence

FIG. 10: Panels (a)-(b): QFI of a two-qubit state initialized in the squeezed spin state of Eq. (25). In panel (a),
the QFI is plotted as a function of the normalized time γt, and different curves correspond to different values of the
squeezing parameter χ. Panel (b) shows the QFI as a two-variable function of γt and χ. The QFI, being periodic in χ
with period π, is plotted on the interval χ ∈ [0, π]. The inverse temperature of the bath is fixed at β = 0.5. Panel (c):
Gain Gcorr(|ψsq⟩) due to correlations, defined in Eq. (36), as a function of β. For small values of β. i.e. hot baths, the
lack of local coherence in the initial thermometers state can be compensated by the presence of quantum correlations
among the qubits. Panels (d)-(e): Negativity of entanglement (cfr. Eq. (35)) and local coherence, respectively, of the
two-qubit state as functions of time and of the parameter χ. As for the QFI, these two quantities are periodic in χ
with period π and here plotted on the interval χ ∈ [0, π]. The inverse temperature of the bath is fixed at β = 0.5.
For this input state, enhancements of the transient QFI can be ascribed to the presence of local coherence and/or
quantum correlations.

in the more relevant low-β regime, both input states give
rise to a transient peak. In this case, the gain decreases
with β and the sensitivity gap also progressively narrows
as β → 0. Therefore, highly coherent and highly entan-
gled states deliver almost identical performances when
probing extremely hot baths.

As anticipated above, for a two-qubit thermometer we
can track the temporal evolution of both local coherence
and entanglement. We provide three-dimensional plots
of these two quantities as functions of both time and χ
in the last two panels of Fig. 10. Fig. 10d shows the nega-
tivity of entanglement, NE , defined in Eq. (35). Fig. 10e
displays the state local coherence, derived from the mod-
ule of the off-diagonal elements of the evolved density ma-
trix. A comparison with Figs. 10a and 10b reveals several
interesting features. In particular, the early and narrow
peaks observed in the QFI curves at values of χ close to
π/2 appear to correlate with the rapid temporal decay
of the negativity of entanglement during the early stages
of the thermalization process. By contrast, the curves
associated with χ values around 0 and π exhibit later
and larger transient peaks, which are consistent with the
slower decay of local coherence. The temporal behavior
of these quantities therefore supports our intuition that
distinct quantum resources are responsible for different

sensitivity peaks in the QFI curves.

Analogous results are obtained when employing the k-
GHZ superposition state, suggesting that our conclusions
are general and not tied to a particular choice of input
state. Fixing |k⟩ = |+⟩, the state parameter α governs
the interplay between initial local coherence and entan-
glement (as χ for the |ψsq(χ)⟩ state). Fig. 11 presents
the results obtained with this input state; the panel or-
ganization is the same as in Fig. 10. The QFI land-
scape appears even richer and more complex than in the
previous case: Fig. 11b shows five local maxima in the
height of the transient peaks. With the aids of Figs. 11d
and 11e, these maxima can be attributed to one of two
quantum resources, namely quantum correlations or lo-
cal coherence. Two of the five local maxima, which oc-
cur at early times, are generated by maximally entangled
states, specifically the GHZ state (α = π/2) and the Bell

state [|01⟩ + |10⟩]/
√
2 (α = 3π/4). The remaining three

maxima occur at later times and are produced by states
exhibiting maximal coherence, corresponding to α = 0,
α = arcsin [1/

√
3] + π/2 and α = π. In Fig. 11c, we plot

the gain

Gcorr(|ψ+-s⟩) =
F∗

Q

(
|GHZ⟩

)
F∗

Q

(
|+⟩⊗N ) (37)
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(a) |ψ+-s(α)⟩, β = 0.5

(b) QFI 3D (c) Gain Gcorr

(d) Negativity of entanglement (e) Local coherence

FIG. 11: Panels (a)-(b): QFI of a two-qubit state initialized in the k-GHZ superposition state of Eq. (23) with
|k⟩ = |+⟩. In panel (a), the QFI is plotted as a function of the normalized time γt, and different curves correspond to
different values of the parameter α. Panel (b) shows the QFI as a two-variable function of γt and α and the parameter
α. The QFI, being periodic in α with period π, is plotted on the interval α ∈ [0, π]. The inverse temperature of the
bath is fixed at β = 0.5. Panel (c): Gain Gcorr(|ψ+-s⟩), defined in Eq. (37), as a function of β. For small values of
β. i.e. hot baths, the lack of local coherence in the initial thermometers state can be compensated by the presence
of quantum correlations among the qubits. In particular, for β → 0 the performance of the GHZ state appears to
match the SQL. Panels (d)-(e): Negativity of entanglement (cfr. Eq. (35)) and local coherence, respectively, of the
two-qubit state as functions of time and of the parameter α. As for the QFI, these two quantities are periodic in α
with period π and here plotted on the interval α ∈ [0, π]. The inverse temperature of the bath is fixed at β = 0.5.
For this input state, enhancements of the transient QFI can be ascribed to the presence of local coherence and/or
quantum correlations.

as a function of β, in order to compare the optimal sen-
sitivities achieved by α = π/2 and α = 0. The observed
behavior closely resembles that shown in Fig. 10c, and
therefore support analogous conclusions.

Finally, we observe that by considering the tensor
products of the single-qubit reduced states of the two-
qubit states |ψsq(χ)⟩ and |ψ+-s(α)⟩—namely, ρ̂ no-c

+-s (α)
and ρ̂ no-c

sq (χ)—we observe that, by choosing χ and α such
that all the local coherences vanish, both constructions
yield the maximally mixed input state 14/4. In agree-
ment with the findings of Secs. VA, VB and VC, the
maximally mixed state exhibits the worst metrological
performance, as it lacks quantum correlations, possesses
no local coherence, and has infinite local temperature.

F. Scaling of the maximal QFI with N

As discussed in Sec. III, no superlinear scaling of the
QFI with the number N of thermometers is achievable
by any input state at any fixed time of the dynamics,
if the encoding of β is performed via the application of
N independent GAD quantum channels. In spite of this
constraint, we examine here how the time-optimized QFI
varies with the number of thermometers for different in-

put states, while keeping the bath temperature fixed at a
value that generally permits the emergence of a transient
QFI peak.

In Fig. 12, we plot the time-optimized QFI obtained

from the following initial states: |0⟩⊗N
, ρ̂th-m(η = 1, µ =

1.5), |GHZ⟩, ρ̂1-m(η = 0.8), and 12N /2
N , with the num-

ber of qubits taking values in the set N ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5, 6}.
For the inverse bath temperature, we use: β = {0.1, 0.5}.
We denote by t∗ the time instant at which the QFI
of the evolved N -qubit state attains its maximal value.
The figure also displays the (linear) scaling of the time-
optimized upper bound in Eq. (16). In the two insets
of Fig. 12, we show t∗ as a function of N for the differ-
ent input states; we also include the time instants that
maximize the upper bound [70].

By initializing the thermometers’ ensemble in the prod-

uct states |0⟩⊗N
and 12N /2

N , the scaling of the time-
optimized QFI is strictly linear due to the additivity
property of the QFI for separable states. Additionally,
the optimal time to extract information from the ther-
mometers is the same for all N . Indeed, employing an
N -qubit product state as input state is formally equiv-
alent to conducting N independent single-qubit experi-
ments.
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FIG. 12: Maximal QFI over time as a function of the
number N of thermometers. Different colors and line
styles correspond to the initial states of the thermome-
ters shown in the legend. The ground state (red dots)
achieves the best performance and saturates the SQL,
while the maximally mixed state (pink asterisks) per-
forms worst as it shows no transient enhancement. Quan-
tum correlations provide an improvement in the maximal
QFI and lead to slight deviations from linear behavior for
small N .

For the initially correlated ρ̂th-m, |GHZ⟩ and ρ̂1-m

states, we observe deviations from a perfectly linear trend
at small N . However, as the number of thermometers in-
creases, the QFI approaches a linear scaling, character-
ized by a specific slope that must hold up to the large-
N limit (due to the upper bound in Eq. (16)). More-

over, the time at which the QFI is maximized varies for
these states: it decreases with increasing system size, ap-
proaching a constant value for N > 4.
We observe that the upper bound is never saturated.

Among all the states considered, and for each value of

N , the product state |0⟩⊗N
, obtained from the ground

state of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), yields the largest QFI
value. The corresponding curve also determines the SQL,
as given in Eq. (15). The gap between the upper bound
and the SQL increases as the bath temperature increases,
as can be inferred from the comparison between Figs. 12a
and 12b. Furthermore, by comparing the two panels,
we observe that the difference between the QFI values
obtained with (i) the highly entangled states ρ̂th-m(η =
1, µ = 1.5) and |GHZ⟩, and (ii) the ground state decreases
as the bath temperature increases. This is consistent
with the results obtained in Sec. VD, Fig. 9, for small
values of β.
The poorest performance is always provided by the

maximally mixed state. Since the QFI associated with
this state never displays any peaks during the transient
regime, its maximum is always attained at thermal equi-
librium. Therefore, the corresponding curve is accurately
described by Eq. (13) and can serve as a reference for the
precision achievable in equilibrium thermometry. Com-
parisons with the other curves in Fig. 12 further high-
light the precision advantage offered by the nonequilib-
rium approach. The discrepancy between early-stage and
asymptotic temperature estimation becomes more pro-
nounced at higher bath temperatures (corresponding to
smaller β), as shown in Fig. 12a, owing to the amplifica-
tion of the transient peaks of the QFI.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we analyze the fundamental limits
of temperature estimation for a macroscopic thermal
bath using an ensemble of initially correlated qubit-
thermometers undergoing weak, Markovian interactions
with the bath. By tracking the time evolution of the
QFI during the thermalization process, our study con-
firms that quantum thermometry performed in the tran-
sient regime offers a significant advantage over thermom-
etry at equilibrium, in agreement with the literature on
the subject [27–31]. This enhancement arises from the
ability to harness resources endowed in the input ther-
mometers’ state, including quantum correlations. The
analysis further characterizes how the QFI depends on
the bath temperature and on local properties of each
thermometer, such as coherence and population terms.
Indeed, we have verified that lower the local tempera-
ture and higher the amount of quantum coherence of the
initial thermometers’ state, better the thermometric per-
formance. This observation is fully consistent with the
existing literature.
Our paper presents several key results that constitute

its main novelty. First, we show that quantum corre-
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lations in the initial state of the thermometers’ ensem-
ble lead to an enhancement of the nonequilibrium ther-
mometry precision, if compared to the performance ob-
tained when initializing the thermometers in the tensor
product of their single-qubit reduced states. In other
words, correlated states outperform uncorrelated ones
with same local finite-temperature and coherence. Sec-
ond, we illustrate that highly correlated input states—
despite featuring high local temperatures and/or lack-
ing local coherence—can still surpass the performances
of separable states with lower local temperature, satu-

rating the sensitivity of the optimal state |0⟩⊗N
in the

limit of extremely hot thermal baths.

None of the tested entangled input states surpasses the

sensitivity of the |0⟩⊗N
state, corresponding to the SQL.

However, the gap with the upper bound on the QFI al-
lows for the existence of a quantum correlated input state
capable of achieving a precision beyond the SQL. On top
on that, the ground state is thermodynamically challeng-
ing to prepare, according to the third law of thermody-
namics [71], as it corresponds to a zero-temperature pure
state. This is confirmed by the fact that many studies
are currently being conducted on high-fidelity prepara-
tion of low-temperature states in specific, well-controlled
laboratory settings [72, 73]; the problem is of obvious rel-
evance for quantum computing [74]. Still, initializing the
ensemble of thermometers in a quantum-correlated state
with a local temperature significantly greater than zero
appears quite more feasible.

We have identified some main outlooks of this work.
(i) Firstly, it would be interesting to optimize the chan-
nel QFI on the pure state space for small values of N .
This would allow us to uniquely identify the state with
the best performance and examine its defining charac-
teristics. (ii) As emphasized in the discussion, the peak
of the QFI for entangled input states, although less pro-
nounced, occurs earlier than for the maximally locally-

coherent product state |+⟩⊗N
. This may provide an ex-

perimental advantage in practical scenarios where the ac-
cessible experimental time is limited by external distur-
bances. Indeed, achieving enhanced precision at shorter
times reduces the overall duration of the experiment and,
consequently, the impact of unwanted interactions with
external systems that could degrade the encoding of the
bath temperature in the thermometers’ state. (iii) The
third would be to design a protocol achieving a global
thermometric analysis [40, 75], whereby no substantial
prior knowledge on the bath temperature is available to
us. As a matter of fact, the precision enhancement in
nonequilibrium thermometry can only be achieved within
a narrow time window, whose position depends on the
initially unknown value of β. A step towards this goal
could be made by introducing an initial equilibrium ex-
periment, which would supply prior information about
the bath temperature. Then, this estimate could be used
to approximately identify the time interval where the QFI
reaches its nonequilibrium peak. (iv) Furthermore, al-
though entangled initial states would not guarantee op-

timal sensitivity in terms of QFI, they may prove to be
more effective in enhancing the (classical) Fisher informa-
tion, when one is constrained to use an experimentally-
feasible, non-optimal estimation basis instead of the opti-
mal one. (v) It would also be interesting to design a quan-
tum channel for performing nonequilibrium thermometry
such that the upper bound allows for a superlinear scaling
of the QFI with N (see Appendix C for further detail).
It would be already quite interesting to identify a chan-
nel with these characteristics even within a short time
window, and verify if the Heisenberg scaling can be ob-
served in the nonequilibrium regime. In this regard, a
promising direction would be to consider nonlocal maps,
which introduce quantum correlations among the ther-
mometers over time, while they undergo thermalization.
In this regard, the Authors of Ref. [31] have recently
demonstrated that a quadratic scaling of the QFI with
the number of thermometers can be achieved through
continuous measurement and re-initialization of the ther-
mometers in their ground state, while they undergo col-
lective dynamics. Hence, proceeding along this line, it
would worth determining the minimal conditions that al-
lows for a quadratic scaling of the QFI when quantum co-
herence and entanglement are present in the initial state
of the thermometers or generated during their collective
(non-local) thermalization.
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Appendix A: Lindblad formulation of the GAD
channel dynamics

We model the local Markovian map evolving the state
of each thermometer qubit via a GAD quantum chan-
nel. In addition to what discussed in the main text, we
show that this dynamics can be also described by means
of the Gorini-Kossakowski-Lindblad-Sudarshan quantum
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master equation

∂ρ̂

∂t
= − i

ℏ
[Ĥ, ρ̂] +

∑
j ̸=k

(
L̂jkρ̂L̂†

jk − 1

2

{
L̂†
jkL̂jk, ρ̂

})
,

(A1)

where Ĥ is the qubit Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) and L̂ij

are the jump operators responsible for the Markovian
thermalization dynamics, which read as

L̂jk =
√
Γjk|j⟩⟨k|, j, k ∈ {0, 1}. (A2)

In Eq. (A2),

Γjk =


γ(njk + 1) j < k

0 j = k

γnjk j > k

(A3)

are the transition rates from state k to state j, with γ > 0
denoting the evolution rate of the single thermometer,
while njk are the thermal ratios njk = 1/(eβ(εk−εj) − 1).
The solution of the quantum master equation in

Eq. (A1) evolves the single-qubit density operator with
entries ρjk into the state

ρ̂
(1)
out(t, β) =

(
e−λt(ρ11 − π0) e−

λ
2 t−itρ12

e−
λ
2 t+itρ21 e−λt(ρ22 − π1)

)
+ ρ̂th(β),

(A4)
with π1 = 1 − π0. Eqs. (5) and (A4) provide the
same quantum state apart from the off-diagonal phase
e−it stemming from the coherent dynamics i[Ĥ, ρ̂]/ℏ in
Eq. (A1). This similarity allows us to determine the phys-
ical meaning of the parameters p, q entering the Kraus
operators of Eq. (5). If we neglect the oscillations in the
off-diagonal terms in Eq. (A4), the thermalization pro-
cess can be described by the GAD channel.

From Eqs. (5) and (A4), it follows that the evolution
of the populations is unaffected by the initial coherences,
and similarly, the evolution of the coherences is inde-
pendent of the initial populations. The exponential fac-
tors governing the thermalization of the diagonal and off-
diagonal elements of each thermometer’s state differ by
a factor 1/2.

Appendix B: Details on the QFI at thermal
equilibrium

It is known [28] that for diagonal states—and thus, in
particular, for asymptotic thermal states—the relation
FQ(ρ̂th(β)) = ∆2Ĥ holds. We can therefore evaluate
the asymptotic value of the QFI from the variance of
the thermometer Hamiltonian w.r.t. the thermal state at
the temperature T (inverse temperature β = 1/T ) under
consideration. Following Ref. [29], we have

⟨Ĥ⟩ = ε0π0(β) + ε1π1(β) = ε1 − [ε1 − ε0]π0(β) (B1)

and therefore

∆2Ĥ =
(
⟨Ĥ⟩ − ε0

)2
π0(β) +

(
⟨Ĥ⟩ − ε1

)2
π1(β) =

=
[
(ε1 − ε0)[1− π0(β)]

]2
π0(β)

+
[
(ε1 − ε0)π0(β)

]2
[1− π0(β)] =

= (ε1 − ε0)
2π0(β)[1− π0(β)]. (B2)

One can see that the maximum value of the equilibrium
QFI is attained for π0 = π1 = 1/2, corresponding to the
limit of infinite bath temperature, T → +∞. In con-
trast, the QFI vanishes in the zero-temperature limit,
T → 0. This behavior is consistent with that of the non-
equilibrium QFI as a function of the bath temperature,
as discussed in Sec. VA. Therefore, the limit on the esti-
mation precision for ν repetition of the experiment given
by the quantum Cramér-Rao bound becomes

∆β̃ ≥ 1

ℏω
√
νπ0(β)[1− π0(β)]

, (B3)

where we substituted the values for the energy eigenval-
ues ε0(1) = −(+)ℏω/2.

Appendix C: Proof of Eq. (16)

In Eq. (14), we have defined the channel QFI of the

channel (Φ
[t]
β )⊗N , denoted by FQ(Φ

[t]
β ). The channel acts

independently on each qubit probe; therefore, the chan-
nel QFI can be upper-bounded as [49, 50]:

FQ

(
Φ

[t]
β

)
≤ 4min

K′

[
N
∥∥∥ÂK′

∥∥∥+N(N − 1)
∥∥∥B̂K′

∥∥∥2] ,
(C1)

where

ÂK′ =

4∑
j=1

∂K̂ ′
j
†

∂β

∂K̂ ′
j

∂β
, B̂K′ = i

4∑
j=1

∂K̂ ′
j
†

∂β
K̂ ′

j . (C2)

In these equations, K′ denotes an equivalent Kraus
representation of the GAD channel, obtained from
the Kraus operators in Eq. (4) by means of K̂ ′

j =∑4
l=1 Ujl(β)K̂l (j = 1, . . . , 4), where Ujl(β) is a 4×4 uni-

tary matrix that depends on β. A modified version of the
bound in Eq. (C1) holds also for unitary encoding chan-
nels that are affected by noise, even when the measure-
ment on the probes’ state is performed adaptively [77].
According to Eq. (C1), finding a single representation

K′ such that ∥B̂K′∥ = 0 constitutes a sufficient condition

to establish the asymptotic linear scaling of FQ(Φ
[t]
β ) with

N , the total number of qubits. In our case, one can actu-
ally show that the original Kraus representation already
provides a valid option for obtaining this scaling. Indeed,
by evaluating the derivatives of the Kraus operators in
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Eq. (4), we get

∂βK̂
†
1 =

 ∂βq
2
√
q 0

0 − ∂βp

2
√
1−p

√
q +

∂βq
2
√
q

√
1− p

 ,

∂βK̂
†
2 =

(
0 0

∂βp
2
√
p

√
q +

∂βq
2
√
q

√
p 0

)
,

∂βK̂
†
3 =

− ∂βp

2
√
1−p

√
1− q − ∂βq

2
√
1−q

√
1− p 0

0 − ∂βq

2
√
1−q

 ,

∂βK̂
†
4 =

(
0

∂βp
2
√
p

√
1− q − ∂βq

2
√
1−q

√
p

0 0

)
. (C3)

By then multiplying each derivative by the corresponding
Kraus operator

∂β(K̂
†
1)K̂1 =

1

2
∂β

(
q 0

0 q(1− p)

)
,

∂β(K̂
†
2)K̂2 =

1

2
∂β

(
0 0

0 pq

)
,

∂β(K̂
†
3)K̂3 =

1

2
∂β

(
(1− p)(1− q) 0

0 −q

)
,

∂β(K̂
†
4)K̂4 =

1

2
∂β

(
p(1− q) 0

0 0

)
, (C4)

and taking the sum of the resulting terms, we find that
B̂K vanishes identically. Notably, as demonstrated by
the foregoing calculation, this result holds for arbitrary
functional forms of the coefficients q(β) and p(β).

Few additional steps are now required to complete the
proof of Eq. (16). We notice that both ÂK′ and B̂K′

depend on β only through K′ and its first derivative
with respect to β. Moreover, they are insensitive to
changing the Kraus representation with a β−independent
unitary transformation. Therefore, in view of the op-
timization prescribed by Eq. (C1), the parametrization

Ujl(β) = e−iβĥ, where ĥ is a 4 × 4 hermitian ma-
trix, appears to be sufficiently general. The optimiza-

tion can thus be equivalently expressed in terms of ĥ.
Moreover, with this parametrization we have ∂K̂ ′

j/∂β =

∂K̂j/∂β−i
∑4

l=1 hjlK̂l. Being primarily interested in the
asymptotic linear scaling of the channel QFI with N , we

derive a further upper bound on FQ(Φ
[t]
β ):

FQ

(
Φ

[t]
β

)
≤ 4min

ĥ

[
N
∥∥∥ÂK′

∥∥∥+N(N − 1)
∥∥∥B̂K′

∥∥∥2]
≤ 4N min

ĥ

∥∥∥ÂK′

∥∥∥ . (C5)

Note that, unlike the optimization over ĥ appearing in
the first line, the optimization in the second line, which
corresponds to Eq. (16), is constrained and subject to the

condition

4∑
jl=1

hjlK̂
†
j K̂l = i

4∑
j=1

∂K̂†
j

∂β
K̂j , (C6)

where the Kraus operators are those of Eq. (4). This

linear constraint on ĥ comes from restricting the opti-
mization to those hermitian matrices that preserve the
condition B̂K′ = 0. As proven in Ref. [55], this con-
strained minimization problem can be reformulated as a
semi-definite program. This approach has been employed
for our numerical computation of the upper bound.

Appendix D: Proof of Eq. (24)

We first introduce the unnormalized +-s state as de-
fined in Eq. (23)

|ψ̃+-s⟩ = sinα |GHZ⟩+ cosα |+⟩⊗N
(D1)

We observe that the tensor product of N |+⟩ states can
be rewritten as

|+⟩⊗N
=

1

2
N
2

2N−1∑
x=0

|x⟩ (D2)

where the overlined state |x⟩ is the vector of an N -qubit
state defined by the binary representation of x. There-
fore, we have

|ψ̃+-s⟩ =

(
sin(α)√

2
+

cos(α)

2
N
2

)(
|0⟩⊗N

+ |1⟩⊗N
)
+

+
cos(α)

2
N
2

2N−2∑
x=1

|x⟩ (D3)

Now we compute the inner product of |ψ̃+-s⟩ with itself,
to obtain the normalization constant of the state. As all
vectors on the RHS are orthonormal,

⟨ψ̃+-s|ψ̃+-s⟩ = 2

(
sin(α)√

2
+

cos(α)

2
N
2

)2

+
2N − 2

2N
cos2(α) =

= 1 + 2
1−N

2 sin(2α) = C(+, α,N)2. (D4)

Then, we evaluate the unnormalized density operator
for the +-s N-qubit state

|ψ̃+-s⟩ ⟨ψ̃+-s| =

=

(
sin(α)√

2
+

cos(α)

2
N
2

)2 (
|0⟩⊗N

+ |1⟩⊗N )( ⟨0|⊗N
+ ⟨1|⊗N )

+

(
sin(α)√

2
+

cos(α)

2
N
2

)
cos(α)

2
N
2

[(
|0⟩⊗N

+ |1⟩⊗N )×
×

2N−2∑
x=1

⟨x|+ c.c

]
+

cos2(α)

2N

2N−2∑
x,y=1

|x⟩ ⟨y| . (D5)
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Now we can evaluate the reduced density operator of the
first qubit, considering the following expression

2N−2∑
x=1

|x⟩ = |0⟩
2N−1−1∑
m=1

|m⟩+ |1⟩
2N−1−2∑
m=0

|m⟩ . (D6)

Only the first and the third terms of Eq. (D5) give a
contribution to the populations of the reduced density
operator. Notably, the populations turn out to be equal,
namely

[
TrN−1[ρ̃+-s]

]
11

=

(
sin(α)√

2
+

cos(α)

2
N
2

)2

+
2N−1

2N
cos2(α) =

=
1

2
C(+, N, α)2 = [ρ̃+-s]22. (D7)

Therefore [ρ+-s]11 = [ρ+-s]22 = 1/2. The elements out-
side the diagonal Only the second or third terms con-
tribute to the coherence term[

TrN−1[ρ̃+-s]
]
12

= 2

(
sin(α)√

2
+

cos(α)

2
N
2

)
cos(α)

2
N
2

+

+
2N−1 − 2

2N
cos2(α) =

=
1

2

(
2

1−N
2 sin(2α) + cos2(α)

)
. (D8)

Dividing for the squared normalization constant
C(+, N, α)2 gives Eq. (24).

Appendix E: Proof of Eq. (26)

In order to derive the expression of the partial trace
given in Eq. (26), let us analyze the squeezed spin state
of Eq. (25). Recall that this state belongs to the bosonic
subspace of the N -qubit Hilbert space, and can therefore
be expressed as a combination of N + 1 orthogonal Fock
states:

|ψsq(χ)⟩ =
1

2N/2

N∑
k=0

√(
N

k

)
e−iχ(N

2 −k)
2

|N−k, k⟩. (E1)

Here, the notation |N−k, k⟩ refers to a bosonic Fock state
with N − k particles in the qubit state |0⟩ and k parti-

cles in the qubit state |1⟩ and
(
N
k

)
denotes the binomial

coefficient N !/[(N − k)!k!].
The density operator associated with the squeezed

state can thus be expressed as

ρ̂sq(χ) =
1

2N

N∑
k,k′=0

√(
N

k

)(
N

k′

)
eiχ(N−k−k′)(k−k′)×

× |N − k, k⟩⟨N − k′, k′|. (E2)

The partial trace ρ̂
(1)
sq (χ) = TrN−1

[
ρ̂sq(χ)

]
can now be

evaluated by tracing over any subset of N − 1 qubits,
since the state is invariant under particle exchange. To
show how this calculation is carried out, we rewrite the
Fock state |N − k, k⟩ in a more explicit form:

|N − k, k⟩ = 1√
MN,k

∑
P∈SN

|ψP1⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ |ψPN
⟩ . (E3)

In this equation, P is a permutation in SN , the symmetric
group of orderN ,MN,k = N !(N−k)!k! is a normalization
constant and |ψPj ⟩ ∈ {|0⟩ , |1⟩} so that |0⟩ and |1⟩ appear
N − k and k times, respectively, in the tensor product.
Using the above equation, we obtain

TrN−1

[
|N − k, k⟩⟨N − k′, k′|

]
=

1√
MN,k MN,k′

×

×
∑

P,P ′∈SN

|ψP1⟩ ⟨ψP ′
1
|

N∏
j=2

⟨ψPj |ψP ′
j
⟩, (E4)

where, without loss of generality, we chose to trace over
the last N − 1 qubits. Due to the N − 1 scalar products
that appear in this formula, the partial trace will vanish
for all pairs k, k′ that do not fulfill the condition k −
k′ = 0,±1. The combination k − k′ = 0 will provide
terms proportional to |0⟩ ⟨0| and |1⟩ ⟨1|, while k−k′ = −1
and k − k′ = 1 terms proportional to |0⟩ ⟨1| and |1⟩ ⟨0|,
respectively. Through simple combinatorics, it is possible
to derive explicit expressions for all the relevant partial
traces in Eq. (E4). By combining these with Eq. E2, we
then find

⟨0| ρ̂(1)sq (χ) |0⟩ = 1

2N

N−1∑
k=0

(
N − 1

k

)
=

1

2
, (E5)

⟨1| ρ̂(1)sq (χ) |1⟩ = 1

2N

N∑
k=1

(
N − 1

k − 1

)
=

1

2
, (E6)

⟨0| ρ̂(1)sq (χ) |1⟩ = 1

2N

N−1∑
k=0

(
N − 1

k

)
e−iχ(N−2k−1) =

=
cosN−1(χ)

2
, (E7)

⟨1| ρ̂(1)sq (χ) |0⟩ = 1

2N

N∑
k=1

(
N − 1

k − 1

)
eiχ(N−2k+1) =

=
cosN−1(χ)

2
. (E8)

We have thus obtained the elements of the single-qubit
reduced state given in Eq. (26).
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[64] L. Pezzé, A. Smerzi, M. K. Oberthaler, R. Schmied, and
P. Treutlein, Quantum metrology with nonclassical states
of atomic ensembles, Rev. Mod. Phys. 90, 035005 (2018).

[65] J. Ma, X. Wang, C. Sun, and F. Nori, Quantum spin
squeezing, Phys. Rep. 4509, 89 (2011).

[66] W. J. Eckner, N. Darkwah Oppong, A. Cao, A. W.
Young, W. R. Milner, J. M. Robinson, J. Ye, and A. M.
Kaufman, Realizing spin squeezing with Rydberg inter-
actions in an optical clock, Nature 621, 734 (2023).

[67] M. Kitagawa and M. Ueda, Squeezed spin states, Phys.
Rev. A 47, 5138 (1993).

[68] These evaluations are primarily carried out using the
Wolfram Mathematica software [78]. The state evolution
is implemented analytically. This approach allows for the
analytical computation of the derivative of the state with
respect to β , required to solve the Lyapunov equation
(10) and determine the Symmetric Logarithmic Deriva-
tive (SLD). This step, as well as the final numerical eval-
uation of the QFI, is performed numerically.

[69] R. Horodecki, P. Horodecki, M. Horodecki, and
K. Horodecki, Quantum entanglement, Rev. Mod. Phys.
81, 865 (2009).

[70] Strictly speaking, the scaling of the maximal QFI with
N does not coincide exactly with the quantity bounded
by Eq. 16, as the optimal time t∗ is allowed to vary inde-
pendently for each value of N . However, the resulting dis-
crepancies in the QFI are negligible. Furthermore, when
increasing N the optimal time exhibits a clear tendency
to stabilize around a characteristic value for each input
state. Importantly, the fluctuations in the maximal QFI
reported in this section continue to appear even when a
fixed evolution time t∗ is used for each qubit number.

[71] L. Buffoni, S. Gherardini, E. Zambrini Cruzeiro, and
Y. Omar, Third Law of Thermodynamics and the Scaling
of Quantum Computers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 150602
(2022).

[72] L. Buffoni and M. Campisi, Cooperative quantum infor-

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.100503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.190402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.130502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.040330
https://doi.org/10.1103/PRXQuantum.3.040330
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.062103
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.04878
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.04878
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.04878
https://arxiv.org/abs/2412.04878
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2019-07-09-161
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043184
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/41/25/255304
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/15/7/073043
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9601(67)90366-0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab5d4d
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/ab5d4d
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2067
https://doi.org/10.1038/35086525
https://doi.org/10.1038/35086525
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.70.012317
https://doi.org/10.1119/1.16243
https://doi.org/10.1119/1.16243
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.59.4206
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.40.4277
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.AOP.2020.168371
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.035005
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2011.08.003
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-023-06360-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.47.5138
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.47.5138
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.865
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.865
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.150602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.129.150602


21

mation erasure, Quantum 7, 961 (2023).
[73] L. Buffoni and M. Campisi, Collective preparation of

large quantum registers with high fidelity, Quantum Sci.
Technol. 10, 025053 (2025).

[74] T. P. Harty, D. T. C. Allcock, C. J. Ballance, L. Guidoni,
H. A. Janacek, N. M. Linke, D. N. Stacey, and D. M. Lu-
cas, High-fidelity preparation, gates, memory, and read-
out of a trapped-ion quantum bit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,
220501 (2014).

[75] J. Boeyens, S. Seah, and S. Nimmrichter, Uninformed

bayesian quantum thermometry, Phys. Rev. A 104,
052214 (2021).

[76] E. Trombetti, M. Pezzutto, M. Malitesta, and S. Gher-
ardini, Nonequilibrium thermometry via an ensemble of
initially correlated qubits. Figures’ data, GitHub (2025).

[77] S. Kurdzia lek, W. Górecki, F. Albarelli, and
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