arXiv:1809.02683v1 [quant-ph] 7 Sep 2018

Optimal Spin Squeezed Steady State induced by the dynamics of non-hermtian hamiltonians.

Ramírez R.^{a)} and Reboiro M.^{b)} a)Department of Mathematics, University of La Plata La Plata,Argentina and b)IFLP, CONICET-Department of Physics, University of La Plata La Plata, Argentina (Dated: February 22, 2019)

In this work, we study the time evolution of a coherent spin state under the action of a nonhermitian hamiltonian. The hamiltonian is modeled by a one-axis twisting term plus a Lipkin-type interaction. We show that when the Lipkin interaction is switched on, depending on the relative values of the coupling constants, the initial state evolves into a steady squeezed state which minimizes the Uncertainty Relations, Intelligent Spin State. We apply this result to look for the generation of an steady intelligent spin state from an ensemble of nitrogen vacancy colour centers in diamond coupled to a mechanical resonator.

PACS numbers: 02.20.-a, 03.67.Bg, 03.67.Mn, 32.80.Uv,42.50.Ex

key words: non-hermitian dynamics, optimal spin squeezing, one-axes twisting and Lipkin-type interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The one-axis-twisting (OAT) and the two-axis-twisting (TAT) mechanisms have been introduced by Kitagawa and Ueda [1] to establish the concept of spin squeezing states and the fundamentals for their generation. From the theoretical point of view, squeezing is closely related to the analysis of Heisenberg Uncertainty Relations. It means that given a physical system, one may be interested in the minimization of the fluctuation of an observable at the expense of the increment of the fluctuation of the conjugate variable.

Since the pioneering work of Kitagawa and Ueda [1], many authors have contributed to the understanding [2– 4] and to the experimental achievement of spin squeezing in atomic systems [5–7]. Recently, the interest in the study of these mechanisms has been renewed [8–21]. The characterization of spin squeezing is relevant in the analysis of potential candidates to be used in the architecture of quantum computing devices [22]. In a series of works, it has been reported the generation of steady squeezed states in dissipative spin systems [21, 23–32]. As an example, we can mention the analysis of phase coherence and spin squeezing of collective spin in systems governed by OAT Hamiltonian with decay [4, 14, 16, 17, 19–21] or in systems governed by non-Hermitian Lipkin-Meshkov- Glick hamiltonian (LMG) [11, 24, 25]. Similar results were found in the study of the behavior of dissipative hybrid systems [26, 29, 32–39]. The reported works can be taken as an indication that non-hermitian dynamics can be used to improve the achievement of squeezing in different spin system.

Moreover, the search for spin squeezed states with minimum uncertainty relations has given rise to the notion of Intelligent Spin State (ISS) [40]. The first references in the literature to intelligent states there is the paper of

C. Argone and co-workers [40]. A considerable amount of work was devoted to the study of both the properties of intelligent spin states [41] as well as to the construction of such states [42–46]. In this work, we analyse the generation of a steady ISS in a system of spins interacting through a non-Hermitian OAT Hamiltonian plus a LMG interaction. As a physical application, we propose to search for steady ISS in diamond nanostructures [47–52].

Among other proposals, nitrogen-vacancy (NV) centers in diamond may be useful in solid quantum information processing due to their long coherence time and to the high feasibility in their manipulation [33–35, 53–58]. The generation of entanglement among NV centers in diamond has been achieved by different mechanisms. The coupling of pairs of NV centers have been obtained directly by dipole-dipole interaction [59, 60]. The coherent coupling of an ensemble of NV centers to a superconducting resonator have been reported in [61]. Also, the coupling of two separated NV electron spin ensembles in a cavity quantum electrodynamics system has been observed recently [62]. Another novel mechanism to generate long-range spin-spin interactions in NV centers in diamond has been proposed in [51]. In this scheme the interaction among NV centers is mediated by their coupling via strain to the vibrational mode of a diamond mechanical nanoresonator. The Authors of [51] have probed that this phonon-mediated effective spin-spin interactions can be used to generate squeezed states of the spin ensemble. In the same direction, the Authors of [47, 48] have shown that under the action of an effective phonon-induced spin-spin interaction for the ensemble of NV color centers in diamond, the initial state evolves into a steady state that behaves as a squeezed state. In this work, we model the interaction of an ensemble of NV centers in diamond coupled to a mechanical resonator by an effective OAT plus LGM effective hamiltonian for the NV centers. We investigate the possibility of the generation of an steady ISS from the time evolution of an initial prepared coherent state under the action of this effective hamiltonian.

The work is organized as follows. The details of the general formalism are presented in Section II. The results of the calculations are presented and discussed in Section III. In Section III A, we present the numerical results that we have obtained from the exact diagonalization of the proposed Hamiltonian. In Sections III B and III C we study some analytical results, so to better understand the mechanism of generation of a steady ISS. In Section III B, the time evolution and the asymptotic behavior of an initial coherent state under the action of a non-hermitian OAT Hamiltonian is discussed. In Section III C, we study the behaviour of the system, when the LMG interaction is taken into account, by performing a boson mapping and keeping terms to dominant order in the number of spins. In doing so, we explore the behavior of the steady state on the different parameters of the model. In section III D we propose a scheme to couple an ensemble of NV centers to a mechanical resonator, so that the system can be model by an effective phonon-mediated interaction, which consists of a OAT plus a LGM interaction. We discuss the generation of a steady ISS for this effective model. Our conclusions are drawn in Section IV.

II. FORMALISM

Let us consider a general collective system consisting of 2S elementary 1/2-pseudo-spins [33–35, 37]. The collective pseudo-spin of the system, S = ( S_x, S_y, S_z), is governed by the cyclic commutation relations [ S_i, S_j ] = i ϵ_{ijk} S_k, where the suffixes i, j, k stand for the components of the spin in three orthogonal directions and ϵ_{ijk} is the Levi-Civita symbol. We shall assume that the physical properties of the system can be modeled by a Hamiltonian of the form

H = H_{OAT} + H_{LMG} + H_γ , H_{OAT} = χ S^2_z , H_{LMG} = = V (S^2_x − S^2_y ), H_γ = (ϵ − iγ) (S_z + S) . (1)

The term H_{OAT} of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) is a oneaxis twisting mechanism with coupling constant χ, while term H_{LMG} stands for a Lipkin-type interaction [63, 64]. In addition, we shall assume that the particles of the system have a finite lifetime, which is given by the linewidth γ. This effect can be model by the non-hermitian term H_γ [24].

From the theoretical point of view, different physical systems can be modeled by hamiltonians closely related to one proposed in Eq.( 1 ), i.e. a system of twocomponent atomic condensates [9, 10, 13, 16], or an ensemble of NV centers coupling via a mechanical resonator [47–49, 51, 52].

The Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) can be diagonalized exactly in the basis of states A_k = {|k⟩}, with

|k⟩ = |S, − S + k⟩ = [ (2 S − k)! (2 S)!k! ]_{1/2} S^k_+ |S, − S⟩.(2) In this basis

S^2|k⟩ = S(S + 1) |k⟩, S_z|k⟩ = (−S + k)|k⟩. (3)

A. Time Evolution.

In writing the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1), we have followed the projection operator formalism of Feshbach [65] to introduce the non-hermtian dynamics of the system.

As the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) is non-hermitian, we have

H|~ϕ_α⟩ = E_α|~ϕ_α⟩, (4) and H^†|ψ_α⟩ = E_α|ψ_α⟩. (5) Both sets of eigenstates, A_H = {|~ϕ_α⟩} and A_H† = {|ψ_α⟩}, are non-orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space, H. It is straightforward to prove [66–68] that

E_α = ~E^∗_α, (6)

and that the set {|ψ_α⟩, |~ϕ_β ⟩} forms a bi-orthonormal basis of H, with

⟨ψ_α|~ϕ_β ⟩ = δ_{αβ} . (7) Clearly, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) depends on the value of the coupling constants [69]. If ϵ = 0, the hamiltonian H of Eq. (1) is a quasi-hermitian operator, and its spectrum has complex pair conjugate eigenvalues. It means that H is iso-spectral to H^†. Otherwise, the spectrum of H contains complex (non-pair-conjugate) eigenvalues, and the eigenvalues of H^† are complex conjugate to the eigenvalues of H.

In the basis A_k , a general initial state can be written as

|I⟩ = ∑ k c_k |k⟩. (8) In terms of the basis formed by the eigenvectors of H the initial state is given by |I⟩ = ∑ α ~c_α |~ϕ_α⟩, ~c_α = ∑ k (Υ^{−1})_{αk} c_k, (9) with Υ the transformation matrix from basis A_k to basis A_H . We shall assume that the initial state is normalized, that is ⟨I|I⟩ = 1. The initial state of Eq.(9) evolves in time as

|I(t)⟩ = e^{−iHt}|I⟩, = ∑ α ~c_α(t) |~ϕ_α⟩. (10)

If H can be diagonalized, ~c_α(t) is given by ~c_α(t) = e^{−i ~Eαt} ~c_α. In order to work with the basis formed by the eigenstates of H, A_H , to calculate the expectation value of a given observable, ^o, we have to equipped the linear vector space with an scalar product. The reader is kindly refer to [69] and references therein. That is, we look for a metric operator S, i.e. an operator which is auto-adjoint and positive definite. The Hilbert space H equipped with the scalar product ⟨f|g⟩_S = ⟨f|Sg⟩_S is the new physical linear space H_S = (H, ⟨.|.⟩_S ). In terms of the eigenvectors of the symmetry operator S, the initial state reads

|I(t)⟩ = ∑ β ≈ c_β(t) |^≈ϕ_β⟩, ≈ c_β (t) = ∑ α (Υ^{′−1})_{βα} ~c_α(t), (11)

with Υ^′ being the transformation matrix from the basis A_H to the basis A_S . We are know in condition of evaluate the mean value of an operator ^o as a function of time as ⟨^o(t)⟩ = ⟨I(t)|^o|I(t)⟩_S = ∑ αβ ≈ c_α(t)^≈c^∗_β(t) ⟨^≈ϕ_β | ^o |^≈ϕ_α⟩_S . (12)

As reported in [69], the form of the metric operator depends on the spectrum of H. It can be summarized as follows.

If the spectrum of H contains complex pair conjugate eigenvalues, there exists a symmetry self-adjoint operator such that S_K H = H^†S_K . It reads

S_K = N_{max}∑

j≤i δ(E_j − Ē^∗_i ) ( α_j |ψ̄_j ⟩⟨ψ̄_i| + α^∗_j |ψ̄_i⟩⟨ψ̄_j | ) . (13)

This operator is not positive define, so that we make use of the formalism of Krein Spaces. After the diagonalization of S, we have S_K = RDR^{−1} = RD_+R^{−1} + RD_−R^{−1} = S_{K+} + S_{K−}, with D_+ the diagonal matrix with positive elements and D_− the diagonal matrix with negative entries. Finilly, the metric operator is given by S = S_{K+} − S_{K−}.

If the non-hermitian Hamiltonian H has real eigenvalues or some eigenvalues are complex (non-pair-conjugate), the metric operator is given by

S = N_{max}∑

j=1 |ψ_j ⟩⟨ψ_j |. (14)

B. Spin-Squeezing Parameter and Intelligent Spin States.

Spin-squeezed-states are quantum-correlated states with reduced fluctuations in one of the components of the total spin. Following the work of Ueda and Kitagawa [1], we shall define a set of orthogonal axes {n_x′ , n_y′ , n_z′ }, such that n_z′ is the unitary vector pointing along the direction of the total spin < S > . We shall fix the direction n_x′ by looking at the minimum value of Δ^2S_x′ . The Heisenberg Uncertainty Relation reads

Δ^2S_y′ Δ^2S_x′ ≥ 1 4 | < S > |^2. (15)

We define the squeezing parameters [1] as

ζ^2_x′ =

2Δ^2S_x′ | < S > | , ζ^2_y′ =

2Δ^2S_y′ | < S > | . (16)

The state is squeezed in the x^′-direction if ζ^2_x′ < 1 and ζ^2_y′ > 1. So defined, the parameters of Eq. (16) are su(2) invariant [72].

When the minimum value of the Heisenberg Uncertainty Relation, Eq. (15), is achieved and ζ^2_x′ < 1, the state is called Intelligent Spin State [40–45].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Let us first present and discuss general results obtained for the time evolution of a Coherent Spin State (CSS) [71] through the action of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1). The initial state has the form

|I(θ_0, ϕ_0)⟩ = N 2S∑ k=0 z(θ_0, ϕ_0)^k ( 2S k )_{1/2} |k⟩, (17) with z(θ_0, ϕ_0) = e^{−iϕ0} tan(θ_0/2). The angles (θ_0, ϕ_0) define the direction ⃗n_0 = (sin θ_0 cos ϕ_0, sin θ_0 sin ϕ_0, cos θ_0), such that ⃗S · ⃗n_0|I⟩ = −S|I⟩ [71]. We shall begin with the analysis, in Section III A, of the numerical results obtained from the exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1). We shall complement these results with the analytical ones of Sections III B and III C. Finally, we shall investigate the possibility of generating a steady Intelligent Spin States in diamond nanostructures, III D.

FIG. 1. Squeezing parameters, ζ^2_x′ and ζ^2_y′ , as a function of time, for the system model by the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1), in units of [dB]. The system consists of N=45 spins. The parameters of the model have been fixed to the values η = 0.6, γ = 2 × 10^{−5} [GHz]. In Insets (a) and (b) are displayed the results obtained when the initial coherent state is prepared with (θ0, ϕ0) = (π/4, 0) and (π/8, 0), respectively.

FIG. 2. Polar angle of the unit vector along the direction of the mean value of the total spin, θ<S>, as a function of time. The parameters are the same as in Figure 1. In Insets (a) and (b) are displayed the results obtained when the initial coherent sate is prepared with (θ0, ϕ0) = (π/4, 0) and (π/8, 0), respectively.

FIG. 3. Contribution of the k−th state of the basis A_k to the state |I(t)⟩ of Eq.(8), as a function of time. The parameters are those of Figures 1 and 2. In Insets (a) and (b) are displayed the results obtained when the initial coherent state is prepared with (θ0, ϕ0) = (π/4, 0) and (π/8, 0), respectively.

A. Exact Numerical Results.

As it has been said before, we shall present results corresponding to the time evolution of the initial coherent state of Eq.(17) under the action of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1), by performing the exact diagonalization of the hamiltonian in the basis Eq. (2). In doing so, we shall describe the behavior of the system in terms of the relative coupling constants

η = |2SV | |ϵ − 2Sχ| , Γ = γ |ϵ − 2Sχ| , (18)

and of the parameter

Ξ^2 = η^2 + Γ^2. (19)

In Figures 1, 2 and 3 we present numerical results for a system consisting of 45 spins. We assume that the system has a characteristic time of coherence of the order of T_C ≈ 100 [μ sec ] [33, 73–75], which is consisting with a value for the line-width of the states of γ = 2 × 10^{−5} [GHz], relative to the coupling constant χ.

In Figure 1, we show the behaviour of the squeezing parameters of Eq. (16), ζ^2_x′ and ζ^2_y′ , as a function of time. We have fixed the coupling relative constant η to the value η = 0.6. In Insets (a) and (b) we have displayed the results obtained when the initial coherent state is prepared with (θ_0, ϕ_0) = (π/4, 0) and with (π/8, 0), respectively. At intermediate times, the pattern of squeezing

FIG. 4. Dependence, as a function of the relative coupling constant η, of the Squeezing Parameters of the steady state (t >> Tc, t = 120 [μ sec]), in units of [dB]. In Insets (a), (b) and (c) we plot the results obtained for ensembles with N = 5, N = 45 and N = 101 spins, respectively. We have fixed γ = 2 × 10^{−5} [GHz]. Solid lines are used to shown the results which we have obtained for the squeezing parameters from the exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1), ζ^2_x′ and ζ^2_y′ of Eq.(16), for an initial coherent state with (θ0, ϕ0) = (π/4, 0), Eq. (17). Dashed-lines correspond to the results which we have obtained by applying the boson approximation of section III C, Q(x, p) and Q(p, x) of Eq.(38). In this case, the initial state of Eq. (33) consists of 5 particles in mean value for Inset (a), and of 45 and 101 particles in mean value for Inset (b) and (c), respectively. With dotted-line and with dashed-dotted-line we present the results for the product of the squeezing parameters in the exact and in the approximate case, respectively.

depends on the value of θ_0. Initial states with θ_0 smaller than π/4 favor the appearance of squeezing as a function of the time. However, independent of the preparation of the initial state, it evolves to an asymptotic steady state which behaves as an ISS, i.e. ζ^2_x′ = −ζ^2_y′ [dB]. To understand the nature of this asymptotic steady ISS, we have studied the dependence, as a function of time, of polar angle of the unit vector along the direction of the mean value of the quasi-spin operator < S >. The corresponding results are shown in Figure 2. The parameters are the same of those of Figure 1. In Insets (a) and

(b) we have displayed the results obtained when the initial coherent state is prepared with (θ_0, ϕ_0) = (π/4, 0), and with (π/8, 0), respectively. The system evolves to an state with < S > pointing in the z-direction, with < S_z >= −S, independent of the choice in the initial coherent state.

In Figure 3, we show the contribution of the k−th state of the basis A_k to the state |I(t)⟩ of Eq.(8), as a function of time, w(k) = |⟨k|I(t)⟩|^2. We have adopted the same parameters of are those of Figures 1 and 2. In Insets (a) and (b) are displayed the results obtained when the initial coherent state is prepared with (θ_0, ϕ_0) = (π/4, 0) and (π/8, 0), respectively. From the analysis of Figure 3, it can be concluded that as the state evolves in time, the dominant contributions to the state come from the channels with low values of k. This fact is in correspondence with the results of Figure 2.

In Figure 4, we show the dependence, as a function of the relative coupling constant η, of the squeezing parameters of the steady state (t >> T_c, t = 120 [μ sec]), in units of [dB]. In Insets (a), (b) and (c) we study systems with N = 5, N = 45 and N = 101 spins, respectively. With solid lines we show the results which we have obtained from the exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1), for and initial coherent state with (θ_0, ϕ_0) = (π/4, 0), Eq. (17). The dotted-line is used to show the behaviour of ζ^2_x′ × ζ^2_y′ in units of [dB]. The results presented support the idea of the existence of to regions with different squeezing properties. The initial coherent state evolves into a steady ISS for η < 1, and looses the squeezing properties if η > 1. In the next sections, we shall present some analytical results to understand this property, and we shall discussed the rest of the curves of the Figure.

Next, we shall study the persistence of an steady ISS as the number of spins is increased. Figure 5 shows the behavior of the squeezing parameters of the steady state, ζ^2_x′ and ζ^2_y′ , as a function of the number of spins of the system, in units of [dB]. The curves have been computing at instant t = 120 [μ sec], with t >> T_C . In Insets (a), (b), (c) and (d) we show the results that we have obtained when the relative coupling constant η takes the value η = 0.25, η = 0.50, η = 0.75 and η = 0.95, respectively. We have chosen an initial coherent state with (θ_0, ϕ_0) = (π/4, 0). The rest of the parameters are those of Figure 1. We have plotted with circles the value of the product ζ^2_x′ ζ^2_y′ in units of [dB]. The line at constant value 0, is just plotted as a guide. As it can be observed from the Figure, except for systems with small number of spins at large values of η, the steady state behaves as an ISS. Also, it can be observed that the amount of squeezing achieved in the steady state is increased as the value of the relative coupling constant approaches η → 1.

In what follows we shall present some analytical results in order to understand the behaviour of the steady state of the system as an ISS.

FIG. 5. Behavior of the Squeezing Parameters of the steady state, ζ^2_x′ and ζ^2_y′ , as a function of the number of spins, N (t >> Tc, t = 120 [μ sec]), in units of [dB]. In Insets (a), (b), (c) and (d) we show the results obtained when the relative coupling constant η is fixed to the value η = 0.25, η = 0.50, η = 0.75 and η = 0.95, respectively. The rest of the parameters are those of Figure 1. We have plotted with circles the value of the product ζ^2_x′ ζ^2_y′ in [dB]. The line at constant value 0, is just to guide the eye.

B. Non-hermitian OAT model.

Let us first consider the time evolution of the initial state proposed in Eq.(17), under the Hamiltonian

H_0 = χ S^2_z + (ϵ − iγ) (S_z + S) , (20)

that is in absence of the LMG interaction. The mean values of the spin components can be calculated straightforwardly, and they read

⟨S_z⟩ = −S 1 − |~z|^2 1 + |~z|^2 ,

⟨S^2_z ⟩ = S^2 − 2S(2S − 1)| ~z|^2 (1 + |~z|^2)^2 , ⟨{S_+, S_−}⟩ = 2S + 4S(2S − 1)|~z|^2 (1 + |~z|^2)^2 ,

⟨S_+⟩ = 2S~z^∗e^{iϵt} ( e^{−itχ} + |~z|^2e^{itχ} )_{2S−1} (1 + |~z|^2)^{2S} , ⟨S^2_+⟩ = 2S(2S − 1)~z^{∗2}e^{i2ϵt} ( e^{−2iχt} + |~z|^2e^{2iχt} )_{2(S−1)} (1 + |~z|^2)^{2S} , (21)

being ~z = z(θ_0, ϕ_0)e^{−γt}.

Clearly, ~z → 0 when t → ∞. In this limit we find ⟨S_z ⟩ → −S, ⟨S_x⟩ = Re(⟨S_+⟩) → 0, ⟨S^2_x⟩ = 1 2 Re(⟨S^2_+⟩) + 1 4 ⟨{S_+, S_−}⟩ → S 2 , ⟨S_y⟩ = Im(⟨S_+⟩) → 0, ⟨S^2_y ⟩ = − 1 2 Re(⟨S^2_+⟩) + 1 4 ⟨{S_+, S_−}⟩ → S 2 . (22)

Consequently, ⟨S⟩ → −Sĕ_z, with

Δ^2S_x → S 2 , Δ^2S_y → S 2 . (23)

This results indicates that, as reported in the previous Section, the initial coherent spin state,|I(θ_0, ϕ_0)⟩, evolves, asymptotically, to the state with |I(π, 0)⟩ = |S, −S⟩, independent of the orientation of the state at t = 0.

C. Non-hermitian LMG model.

The purpose of this section it is to provide an analytical hamiltonian which accounts for the behaviour of the system in the stationary regime, when the Lipkin interaction is included.

We shall perform a Holstein-Primakoff boson mapping [76–78] of the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1). The generators of the su(2), in terms of the boson creation operator, b^†, and of the boson annihilation operator, b, read

S_+ = b^† √ 2S − b^†b ≈ √ 2S b^†, S_− = √ 2S − b^†b b ≈ √ 2S b, S_z = b^†b − S. (24)

The nonlinearity introduced by the square-root term in Eq. (24) ensures that no two excitations can take place at the same spin. If we consider delocalized spin waves involving a large number of spins compared to the number of excitations, the probability that a given spin is excited is inversely proportional to the number of spins N. Therefore, as long as only a few delocalized spin excitations are considered, it is reasonable to neglect the square-root term in Eq. (24)[79].

The assumption we have made in Eq. (24) is valid after the system has reached the stationary regime, and is consistent with the results we have presented in Figure 3. In this approximation, the Hamiltonian of Eq.(1) can be written as

H_B = h_0 + 2αK_0 + 2SV (K_+ + K_−), (25)

with

K_+ = 1 2 b^{†2}, K_− = K^†_+

K_0 = 1 2 b^†b + 1 4 , (26) and

h_0 = χS^2 − 1 2 α, α = (ϵ − 2Sχ − iγ) . (27)

The set of operators {K_+, K_−, K_0} spans the algebra of su(1, 1), that is

[K_−, K_+] = 2K_0, [K_0, K_±] = ±K_±. (28) (29)

The time evolution operator of the system, U(t) = e^{−itHB} , can be easily computed if the exponential were written in a normally ordered form [80, 81]. Making use of the faithful matrix representation of the operators su(1, 1)-algebra, it reads (see Appendix)

U(t) = e^{−itHB} = e^{−ith0} e^{b+K+} e^{ln(b0 )K0} e^{b+K−} , (30)

with

b_0 = ( cos(tβ) ( 1 + α β tanh(itβ) ))_{−2}

b_+ = e^{i(ϕV +π)} 2S|V | β tanh (itβ) 1 +^α_β tanh (itβ) (31) where, ϕ_V = 0 if V > 0 and ϕ_V = π if V < 0. We have defined the complex parameter β = √ α^2 − (2SV )^2.

As |b_+| < 1 (see Appendix), we can introduce the squeezing parameter ζ = re^{i(ϕ+ϕV +π)}, such that

b_+ = (ζ/|ζ|) tanh |ζ|. (32)

In what follows, we shall study the evolution of the state |ψ⟩ = N 2S∑ n=0 ( √ 2S)^n √ n! |n⟩ = D( √ 2S)|0⟩, (33) where, D(η) = e^{(ηb†−ηb)} is the displacement operator. The proposed initial state of Eq.(33) is the limit to dominant order in the number of spins of the coherent state of Eq.(17). This state evolves in time as (see Appendix)

U|ψ⟩ = N e^{−ith0} R_0^{(1/4)}e^{S(|R0|+R−−1)}S_q(ζ)D( √ 2SR_0)|0⟩, N^{−2} = ⟨ψ|U^†U|ψ⟩ = e^{γt}e^{2S(|R0|+Re(R−)−1)} √ |R_0|. (34)

The parameters R_0 and R_− are given by

R_0 = b_0 1 − |b_+|^2 , R_− = b_+ R_0 − b_+, (35)

and S_q (ζ) stands for the squeezing operator, S_q(ζ) = e^{ζK−ζK+} .

We are, now, in condition to compute the uncertainty relations of the operators

x = 1 √ 2 ( b^† + b ) , p = i 1 √ 2 ( b^† − b ) , (36)

on the state of Eq.(34). After some cumbersome algebra (see Appendix) it can be probed that

Δ^2x = 1 2 ( − cos(ϕ + ϕ_V ) 2ρ 1 − ρ^2 + 1 + ρ^2 1 − ρ^2 ) , Δ^2p = 1 2 ( + cos(ϕ + ϕ_V ) 2ρ 1 − ρ^2 + 1 + ρ^2 1 − ρ^2 ) , (37)

with ρ = |b_+| = tanh |ζ|. Consequently we can defined the associated squeezing parameters Q(x, p) and Q(p, x) as Q(x, p) = 2Δ^2x, Q(p, x) = 2Δ^2p. (38)

The system is squeezed in x (p) when Q(x, p) < 1 (Q(p, x) < 1). Our objective is to study the behaviour of the system after a long interval of time (t → ∞).

Due to decoherence, it is straightforward to show that lim_{t→∞} b_+ = e^{i(ϕV )}η √ (1 − iσΓ)^2 − η^2 − (σ + iΓ)

= e^{i(ϕV +ϕ)}ρ_L.

(39)

In the previous expression, σ stands for the sign function of (ϵ − 2Sχ), and

ϕ = − arctan ( β_− − Γ β_+ − σ )

ρ_L = η √ (β_+ − σ)^2 + (β_− − Γ)^2 . (40)

being

β^2_± = 1 2 (√ (1 − η^2 − Γ^2)^2 + 4Γ^2 ± (1 − η^2 − Γ^2) ) , (41)

To leading order in Γ, the phase factor ϕ can be written as

ϕ ≈ arctan ( Γ √_{1−η2 −σ} ) , 0 < Ξ < 1

arctan ( σ( √ η^2 − 1 − Γ) ) , Ξ > 1. We can identify two regions, in the space of coupling constants η and Γ, with different squeezing properties for the steady state of the system. Region I corresponds to values of η and Γ that satisfy the condition Ξ^2 < 1, and Region II for values of η and Γ that satisfy Ξ^2 > 1.

In Region I, for small values of Γ, the phase ϕ of b_+ becomes approximately null, ϕ << 1, so that b_+ ∼= e^{i(ϕV )}ρ_L. Then, the uncertainty relations of the operators x and p, of Eq.(37), for ϕ_V = 0, take the form

Q(x, p) → 1 + ρ_L 1 − ρ_L = e^{2|ζ|}, Q(p, x) → 1 − ρ_L 1 + ρ_L

= e^{−2|ζ|}, (42) and Q(x, p)Q(p, x) → 1. (43) Thus, the steady state of the system behaves as an ISS. Similar expressions hold for ϕ_V = π, but with the exchange of the roles of x and p.

In Region II, the behaviour of the system is completely different. The phase ϕ of b_+ is no longer null, ϕ ≠ 0, moreover for values of η sufficiently large ϕ → ±π/2, depending on σ. In this case the uncertainty relations of the operators x and p, of Eq.(37) take the form

Q(x, p) → 1 + ρ^2_L 1 − ρ^2_L , Q(p, x) → 1 + ρ^2_L 1 − ρ^2_L

. (44)

Thus, in Region II, the asymptotic steady state is not a squeezed state.

Let us compared these analytical results with the ones discussed in Section III A.

In view of Eq.(24) and of Eq. (36), to leading order in the number of spins S_x √ S = 1 2 √ S (S_+ + S_−) → x, S_y √ S = − i 2 √ S (S_+ − S_−) → −p. (45)

So that when, under the action of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (1), the initial state of Eq.(17) evolves to a steady state which points in the z-direction, the squeezing parameters {ζ^2_x′ , ζ^2_y′ } should give the same information as {Q(x, p), Q(p, x)}. This can be seen from Figure 4, where we present, by using dashed-lines, the results obtained for Q(x, p) and Q(p, x) of Eq.(38), for the coherent state of Eq. (33) with N particles in mean value. With dashed-dotted-line we present the results for the product of the squeezing parameters in units of [dB]. Clearly, for systems with more than 9 spins, the initial coherent state evolves into a steady ISS for Ξ^2 < 1, and looses the squeezing properties if Ξ^2 > 1.

We complete our analytical results by analysing the behavior of the phase ϕ of Eq. (40). The results are presented in Figure 6, for the same parameters of Figure 5. The numerical results are in agreement with the analytical estimations of Subsection III C. That is, in Region I the phase ϕ is null, ϕ = 0 and consequently the steady state is an ISS, while in Region II ϕ → −π/2 for increasing values of the coupling constant η, and the steady state is no longer an ISS.

From the presented results it can be inferred that dissipative mechanisms can be used to improve the achievement of squeezing in different spin system [24, 26].

D. Application to phonon-induced spin-spin interactions in diamond nanostructures.

Let us consider the spin-spin interaction, among NV centers in diamond, mediated through the coupling of the spins to a magnetic nano-resonator [47, 48, 51].

An NV center has a ground state with spin 1 and a zero-field splitting D = 2.88 GHz between the |1, 0 > and |1, ±1 > states [54]. If an external magnetic field, B_0

FIG. 6. Behaviour of the phase ϕ of Eq. (40) as a function of the scaled coupling constant η. The values of the different parameters are those of Figure 6.

along the crystalline axis of the NV center, is applied an additional Zeeman splitting between |1, ±1 > sub-levels occurs. Then, it is possible to isolate the subsystem |1, 0⟩ and |1, −1⟩[26, 35, 47, 48].

The mechanical resonator is described by the Hamiltonian H_r = ω_r b^†b, with ω_r as the frequency of the fundamental mode vibration mode of the resonator, and b (b^†) as the corresponding annihilation (creation) operator. We shall chose ω_r almost in resonance with the splitting of the states |1, 0⟩ and |1, −1⟩, so that the NV center can be modeled by a two-level system. The motion of the magnetic mechanical resonator produces a magnetic gradient field on the NV centers, so that within this two-level subspace the Hamiltonian of the system can be modeled as

H_{NV} = ω_r b^†b + δ σ_z + g_1 (σ_+b^† + bσ_−) + g_2 (σ_+b + b^†σ_−), (46)

where δ = D−γ_eB_0 is the energy gap between the ground state |1, 0⟩ and the state |1, −1⟩, being γ_e the gyromagnetic ratio of an electron. We have assumed an asymmetric interaction between the NV centers and the single mode mechanical resonator, which is model by the effective coupling constants parameter g_1 and g_2. The operators σ_x, σ_y , σ_z are collective spin operators for the ensemble of NV centers in diamond, σ_α = ∑ i σ_{α i}, which satisfy the usual angular momentum commutation relations. We shall consider that the intensity of the external magnetic field is fixed in order to have a detuning δ ≈ 0.

A unitary transformation of the form U = e^{−(g1 /ωr )(σ+b†−bσ− ) −(g2 /ωr )(σ+b−b† σ−)} can be applied to the Hamiltonian of Eq. (46), H_{ef f} = UHU^{−1}. To leading order in g_1/ω_r and g_1/ω_r, together with the assumption that δ ≈ 0, the effective Hamiltonian takes the form

H_{ef f} ≈ H_0 + ω_r b^†b + 2 g^2_1 − g^2 ω_r (1 + 2b^†b)σ_z + 2 g^2_1 + g^2 ω_r σ^2_z − 4 g_1g_2 ω_r ( σ_x^2 − σ_y^2 ) , with H_0 = −2^{g21 +g2}_{ωr} S(S + 1). We shall account for dissipation by introducing the mean-life of the NV centers through the additional term

H_γ = −iγ (σ_z + S) . (47)

The characteristic time of coherence of this system is of the order of T_C = 100 [μ sec ][33, 73–75], which is consisting with a value for the line-width of the states of γ = 2 × 10^{−5} [GHz]. Thus, the Hamiltonian of the NV ensemble reads H_{NV E−ph} = H_{ef f} + H_γ . (48) In order to generate a steady ISS, we initialize the ensemble of NV centers in a coherent state (CSS) |CSS⟩ along the direction n̆_0 = (sin(θ_0) cos(ϕ_0), sin(θ_0) sin(ϕ_0), cos(θ_0)) of the collective Bloch sphere. As it is well known, the CSS satisfies the condition σ.n̆_0|CSS⟩ = −S|CSS⟩, and it has equal transverse variances, S/2. This state can be prepared by using optical pumping and microwave spin manipulation applied to the ensemble [51, 82].

The Hamiltonian of Eq. (47) includes a term which couples the phonon number n̂ = a^†a to σ_z . We shall consider an initial phonon with < n̂ >= n_{ph}, which we shall model as a coherent sate of the form |n_{ph}⟩ = e^{−|zph|2/2} ∞∑ n=0 z^n_{ph} √ n! |n⟩, where |n⟩ represents the state with n phonons, and |z_{ph}|^2 = n_{ph}. An initial state of the form |I⟩ = |n_{ph}⟩|CSS⟩, will evolve as

|I(t)⟩ = e^{−|zph|2 /2} ∑ n z^n_{ph} √ n! |n⟩ |I_{NV E} (t, n)⟩, (49) with |I_{NV E} (t, n)⟩ = e^{iHN V E (n)t}|CSS⟩, (50) and H_{NV E} (n) = ϵσ_z + χ σ^2_z + V ( σ_x^2 − σ_y^2 ) + H_γ ,

ϵ = 2 g^2_1 − g^2 ω_r (1 + 2n)σ_z ,

χ = 2 g^2_1 + g^2 ω_r σ^2_z , V = −4 g_1g_2 ω_r . (51)

Following the formalism presented in II A, the mean value of physical operator associated to the NV centers, ô_{NV} , will be computed as

⟨ô_{NV} (t)⟩ = e^{−|zph|2} ∞∑ n=0 |z_{ph}|^{2n} n! ⟨I_{NV E} (t, n)|ô_{NV} |I_{NV E} (t, n)⟩_S , (52)

where the S is the corresponding metric operator [22].

In the previous section we have conclude that, for large number of NV centers, the values of Ξ = η^2+Γ^2 (Eq.(19)) can be used to characterize the appearance of a steady ISS, that is for If Ξ^2 < 1, the initial state evolves into a steady ISS. In terms of g_1, g_2, w_r , γ and of the number of NV centers, N = 2S and of the number of phonons, n, the quantity Ξ^2 reads

Ξ^2 =

2^{g1}_{g2} +^γ_{4S (g2 /ωr )} | | | | (_{g1} g_2

)_2 ( 1 −^{1+2n}_{2S} ) + ( 1 +^{1+2n}_{2S} ) | | | | .

(53)

The quantity Ξ^2, if γ/(4S) is small, depends on the relative coupling constant g_1/g_2 and on the ratio of phonon numbers to the number of spins, (1 + 2n)/(2S).

In Figure 6, we present a contour plot of Ξ^2 as a function of the ratios g_1/g_2 and (1 + 2n)/(2S). We have considered a system of N = 1001 NV-centers. We have taken values of ω_r = 1 [MHz], g_2 = 0.5 [MHz] and γ = 2 × 10^{−2} [MHz] [47, 48, 51]. From the Figure it can be seen that Ξ^2 < 1 for values of g_1/g_2 < 1, or for (1 + 2n)/(2S) <∼ 0.5 if g_1/g_2. Similar results are obtained for systems with different values of the number of the NV centers, N = 2S, and of the number of phonons, provided that (1 + 2n)/(2S) varies among the same values.

In Figure 7, we show the results obtained for the squeezing parameter of the steady state, as a function of the ratio g_1/g_2. We have computed the mean values of the physical operators following Eq. (52). We have chosen an initial coherent state for the NV centers, with θ_0 = π/4 and ϕ_0 = 0. We have considered a system with N = 2S = 1001 NV color centers in diamond.

FIG. 7. Contour plot of the quantity Ξ^2, as a function of the ratios g1/g2 and (1 + 2n)/(2S). We have considered a system of N = 2S = 1001 NV-centers. We have taken values of ωr = 1 [MHz], g2 = 0.5 [MHz] and γ = 2 × 10^{−2} [MHz].

The values of g_2, ω_r and γ are those of Figure 8. We have evaluated the Squeezing parameter at t = 300 [μ s] >> T_C . In Insets (a), (b) and (c) we show the results obtained when the mean value of phonons in the initial state, Eq.(33), is n_{ph} = 6, 100 and 250, respectively. When the mean value of phonons is increased, the contribution from states with large number of n becomes important, so that, at fix number of NV-centers, the parameter Ξ^2 can be > 1 depending on the ratio g_1/g_2. We have verified that the values of the squeezing parameter in the steady state are independent of the initial state adopted [48].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have studied the behavior of a system of spins interacting through a non-hermitian oneaxis twisting Hamiltonian plus a Lipkin-type interaction. We have analysed the time evolution of a coherent initial spin state. We have shown, by performing the exact numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian, that under the action of the one-axes twisting dissipative hamilto-

FIG. 8. Values of the Squeezing Parameters in the steady state, as a function of the relative constant g1/g2, in units of [dB]. We have considered a system with N = 2S = 10001 NV color centers in diamond. The values of g2, ωr and γ are those of Figure 7. We have evaluated the Squeezing parameter at t = 300 [μ s] >> TC . In Insets (a), (b) and (c) we show the results obtained when the mean value of phonons is n_{ph} = 6, 100 and 250, respectively.

nian, the initial state evolves into steady coherent state pointing in the z-direction. This fact have been proved analytically in Section III B. In addition, in Section III A we have shown that, by performing an exact diagonalization of the interaction of Hamiltonian (1), when the Lipkin interaction is turned on, a coherent initial state evolves into steady Intelligent Spin State for a definite range of values of the relative coupling constant η. To get a deeper understanding of the results we have obtained in the staionary regime, we have performed a boson mapping of the su(2) Hamiltonian of Eq.(1). To leading order in the number of spins, the Hamiltonian was written in terms of the operators of the su(1, 1) algebra, and the time evolution of the system was obtained analytically. In the asymptotic limit, that is after long intervals of time compared to the characteristic coherence time of the system, the numerical results that we have presented support the idea that the behaviour of the steady state govern by the su(2)-Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) can be understood in terms of the behavior of the steady state govern by the su(1, 1)-Hamiltonian of Eq.

(25). Both from analytical and numerical results, it is observed that two well defined regions can be identified, depending on the relative value of the coupling constants (η, Γ), with different behaviour of the asymptotic steady state. For systems with more than N ≈ 9 spins, the initial state evolves in a steady Intelligent Spin State when η < 1, Eq. (19), otherwise the asymptotic state does not behave as a squeezed state. The previous reported results indicate that the generation of a steady Intelligent Spin State, for a certain range of values of (η, Γ), is consequence of the dissipative character of the interaction. Similar results have been recently advanced in [26]. As a potential physical application, we have investigated the possibility of searching for an steady Intelligent Spin State in diamond nano-structures. We have presented an effective spin-spin interaction among NV color centers in diamond, mediated through the interaction of the NV centers with a magnetic nano-resonator. We have investigated the regimen of coupling constatnts, so that under the action of this effective interaction a coherent initial state evolves in time into a steady Intelligent Spin State.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was partially supported by the National Research Council of Argentine (PIP 282, CONICET) and by the Agencia Nacional de Promocion Cientifica (PICT 001103, ANPCYT) of Argentina.

APPENDIX

Let us consider the Lie algebra su(1, 1) [81], which is spanned by the operators {K_1, K_2, K_3}. They satisfy the well known commutation relations

[K_1, K_2] = −iK_3, [K_2, K_3] = iK_1, [K_3, K_1] = iK_2.

The complex linear combinations of these operators span the algebra su^c(1, 1), which is isomorphic to sl(2, C).

The time evolution operator, U(t) = e^{−itHB} , is an exponential form of the elements of the su^c(1, 1) Lie algebra ( Eqs. (26) and (29)). Thus, U(t) belongs to the SU(1, 1) Lie group. Consequently, U(t) can be represented by a matrix G. The matrix G is parameterized by two complex numbers w_1 and w_2 as G = ( w_1 w_2 w_2 w_1 ) , moreover, the parameters w_1 and w_2 fulfill the condition |w_1|^2 − |w_2|^2 = 1.

Let us determine w_1 and w_2. In doing so, we shall write U(t) in normal order as

U(t) = e^{−ith0} e^{−it(2αK0+2SV (K++K−))}, = e^{−ith0} e^{b+K+} e^{ln(b0 )K0} e^{b+K−} , with K_± = K_1 ± iK_2 and K_0 = K_3.

Following the prescriptions of [80], it is possible to carry out all calculations, in either the algebra or the group, by using the faithful matrix representation of the operator algebra. It reads

K_+ = ( 0 1 0 0 ) , K_− = ( 0 0 −1 0 ) , K_0 = 1 2 ( 1 0 0 −1 ) . Writting (54) in terms of the faithful matrix representation, we obtain ( c +^{a0s}_{2d}^{as}_d −^{as}_d c −^{a0s}_{2d} ) = ( √ b_0 −^{b+b−√}_{b0}^{b+√}_{b0} −^{b−√}_{b0}^{1√}_{b0} ) , where

c = cosh(itβ), s = sinh(itβ), a_0 = −2itα, a = −itγ. Then, it results

b_0 = ( cos(tβ) ( 1 + α β tanh(itβ) ))_{−2} , b_+ = e^{i(ϕV +π)} 2S|V | β tanh (itβ) 1 +^α_β tanh (itβ) , b_− = b_+,

where, ϕ_V = 0 if V > 0 and ϕ_V = π if V < 0. We have defined β = √ α^2 − (2SV )^2. Clearly, we can identify

w_1 = √ b_0 −^{b2+√}_{b0} , w_1 =^{1√}_{b0} , w_2 =^{b+√}_{b0} , w_2 = −^{b+√}_{b0}

As |w_1|^2 − |w_2|^2 = 1, there exist ζ ∈ C and {θ_1, θ_2} ∈ R so that

w_1 = cosh |ζ|e^{iθ1} w_2 = sinh |ζ|e^{iθ2} .

Consequently

w_2 w_1

= b_+ = e^{i(θ2−θ1)} tanh |ζ|,

verifying that |b_+| < 1.

It is convenient to introduce the operator of squeezing S_q (ζ) = e^{ζK−−ζK+} , with ζ = re^{iτ} and τ = ϕ + ϕ_V + π. In terms of the complex parameter ζ, b_+ is written as b_+ =^ζ_{|ζ|} tanh |ζ|. It is straightforward to show, by using the faithful matrix representation, that

S_q (ζ) = e^{ζK−−ζK+} = e^{b+K+} e^{ln(1−tanh2 |ζ|)K0} e^{−b+K−} , and

U(t) = e^{−ith0} e^{b+K+} e^{ln(1−tanh2 |ζ|)K0} e^{−b+K−} e^{b+K−} e^{− ln(1−tanh2 |ζ|)K0} e^{ln(b0 )K0} e^{b+K−} = e^{−ith0} S_q(ζ)e^{ln(R0)K0} e^{R−K−} ,

where we have defined R_0 =^{b0}_{1−tanh2 |ζ|} , and R_− = (_ζ |ζ| b_0 1−tanh^2 |ζ| − ζ |ζ| ) tanh |ζ|. We shall now consider the time evolution of the coherent state of Eq.(33)

|ψ⟩ = e^{−S} ∞∑ n=0 ( √ 2S)^n √ n! |n⟩ = D( √ 2S)|0⟩,

with D( √ 2S) = exp( √ 2Sa^† − √ 2Sa). It is easy to proof that K_−|ψ⟩ = S|ψ⟩. Then

U|ψ⟩ = N e^{−ith0} S_q (ζ)e^{ln(R0)K0} e^{R−K−} D( √ 2S)|0⟩, = N e^{−ith0} S_q (ζ)e^{ln(R0)K0} e^{SR−} D( √ 2S)|0⟩, = N e^{−ith0} R^{1/4}_0 e^{SR−−S+|R0|}S_q(ζ)D( √ 2SR_0)|0⟩,

and the normalization factor results

N^{−2} = e^{γt}e^{2S(|R0|+Re(R−)−1)} √ |R_0| × ⟨0|D^†( √ 2SR_0)S^†(ζ)S_q (ζ)D( √ 2SR_0)|0⟩ = e^{γt}e^{2S(|R0|+Re(R− )−1)} √ |R_0|. Let us evaluate the fluctuation of the operators x and p. In doing so, we shall make use of well known relations for the squeezing operator S(ζ):

S^†_q (ζ)xS_q (ζ) = x (cosh r − cos τ sinh r) − p sin τ sinh r, S^†_q (ζ)pS_q (ζ) = p (cosh r + cos τ sinh r) + x sin τ sinh r, S^†_q (ζ)x^2S_q (ζ) = x^2 (cosh r − cos τ sinh r)^2 + p^2 sin^2 τ sinh^2 r − {x, p} sin τ sinh r(cosh r − cos τ sinh r), S^†_q (ζ)x^2S_q (ζ) = x^2 sin^2 τ sinh^2 r + p^2 (cosh r + cos τ sinh r) + {x, p} sin τ sinh r(cosh r + cos τ sinh r), and of ⟨0|D^†( √ 2SR_0)xD( √ 2sR_0)|0⟩ = 2 √ S Re √ R_0, ⟨0|D^†( √ 2SR_0)pD( √ 2sR_0)|0⟩ = 2 √ S Im √ R_0, ⟨0|D^†( √ 2SR_0)x^2D( √ 2sR_0)|0⟩ = 1 2 + 4S (Re √ R_0)^2 ⟨0|D^†( √ 2SR_0)p^2D( √ 2sR_0)|0⟩ = 1 2 + 4S (Im √ R_0)^2.

We can proceed to calculate

Δ^2p = ⟨ψ|U^†p^2U|ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|U^†pU|ψ⟩^2, = 1 2 ( cos(τ) sinh(2r) + sinh^2(r) + cosh^2(r) ) , and

Δ^2x = ⟨ψ|U^†x^2U|ψ⟩ − ⟨ψ|U^†xU|ψ⟩^2, = 1 2 ( − cos(τ) sinh(2r) + sinh^2(r) + cosh^2(r) ) .

[1] M. Kitagawa and M. Ueda, Phys. Rev. A 47, (1993) 5138. [2] Jian Ma, Xiaoguang Wang, C.P. Sun, Franco Nori, Phys.

Report 509 (2011) 89 .

[3] Emi Yukawa and Kae Nemoto, J. Phys. A: Math. and Theor. 49 (2016) 255301.

[4] J Borregaard, E J Davis,GS Bentsen,MHSchleier-Smith andAS Sørensen, New J. Phys. 19 (2017) 093021.

[5] J. Estève, C. Gross, A. Weller, S. Giovanazzi and M. K.

Oberthaler, Nature 455 (2008) 1216.

[6] Samuel P. Nolan, Jacopo Sabbatini, Michael W. J. Bromley, Matthew J. Davis, and Simon A. Haine, Phys. Rev. A 93 (2016) 023616.

[7] T. Laudat et al., New J. Phys. 20 (2018) 073018. [8] Samuel P. Nolan, Jacopo Sabbatini, Michael W. J. Bromley, Matthew J. Davis, and Simon A. Haine, Phys. Rev. A 93 (2016) 023616.

[9] Yixiao Huang and Zheng-Da Hu, Scientific Reports 5 (2015) 8006.

[10] Tomáš Opatrný, Michal Kolář, and Kunal K. Das, Phys.

Rev. A 91 (2015) 053612.

[11] E. Yukawa, G. J. Milburn, C. A. Holmes, M. Ueda, and Kae Nemoto, Phys. Rev. A 90 (2014) 062132.

[12] Wen Huang, Yan-Lei Zhang, Chang-Ling Zou, Xu-Bo Zou,f and Guang-Can Guo, Phys. Rev. A 91 (2015) 043642.

[13] Lixian Yu, Caifeng Li, Jingtao Fan, Gang Chen, Tian- Cai Zhang, and Suotang Jia, Chin. Phys. B 25 (2016) 050301.

[14] Zu-Wu Bian and Xiao-Bing Lai, International Journal Theoretical Physics 52 (2013) 3922.

[15] Y. C. Liu, Z. F. Xu, G. R. Jin, and L. You, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 107 (2011) 013601.

[16] Zhong Wei, Liu Jing, Ma Jian, and Wang Xiao-Guang, Chin. Phys. B 23 (2014) 060302.

[17] Tie-Jun Hou, Phys. Rev. A. 95 (2017) 013824. [18] Schliemann J., Phys. Rev. A 92, (2015) 022108. [19] Ling-Na Wu, Meng Khoon Tey, and L. You, Phys. Rev.

A. 92 (2015) 063610.

[20] He-Sheng Liu, Int J Theor Phys 52(2013) 3624. [21] Ling-Na Wu, Guang-Ri Jin, and L. You, Phys. Rev. A.

92 (2015) 033826.

[22] N. M. Linkea, D. Maslovc, M. Roettelerd, S. Debnatha,

C. Figgatta, K. A. Landsmana, K. Wright, and C. Monroe, PNAS 114, (2017) 3305.

[23] E. G. Dalla Torre, J. Otterbach, E. Demler, V. Vuletic, M. D. Lukin1, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013)120402.

[24] T. E. Lee, F. Reiter, and N. Moiseyev, Phys. Rev. Lett.

113 (2014) 250401.

[25] T. E. Lee, Ching-Kit Chan, and S. F. Yelin, Phys. Rev.

A 90, (2014) 052109.

[26] S. Dooley, E. Yukawa, Y. Matsuzaki, G. C. Knee, W. J.

Munro, and K. Nemoto, New J. Phys. 18 (2016) 053011. [27] Andreas Kronwald, Florian Marquardt, and Aashish A.

Clerk, Phys. Rev. A 88 (2013) 063833.

[28] E. M. Kessler, G. Giedke, A. Imamoglu, S. F. Yelin, M.

D. Lukin, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 86 (2012) 012116. [29] Yuichiro Matsuzaki, Xiaobo Zhu, Kosuke Kakuyanagi, Hiraku Toida, Takaaki Shimo-Oka, Norikazu Mizuochi, Kae Nemoto, Kouichi Semba, William J. Munro, Hiroshi Yamaguchi, and Shiro Saito, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2014) 120501.

[30] Xin-You Lü, Ying Wu, J. R. Johansson, Hui Jing, Jing Zhang, and Franco Nori, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 093602.

[31] D. D. Bhaktavatsala Rao, Sen Yang, and Jöog Wrachtrup, Phys. Rev. A 95 (2017) 022310.

[32] M. Reboiro, O. Civitarese and R. Ramirez, Ann. of Phys.

378 (2017) 418.

[33] X. Zhu et al., Nature 478, (2011) 221.

[34] Xin-You Lü, Ze-Liang Xiang, Wei Cui, J. Q. You, and Franco Nori, Phys. Rev. A 88, (2013) 012329.

[35] D. Marcos, M. Wubs, J. M. Taylor, R. Aguado, M. D.

Lukin, and A. S. Sørensen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, (2010) 210501.

[36] Shiro Saito, Xiaobo Zhu, Robert Amsüss, Yuichiro Matsuzaki, Kosuke Kakuyanagi, Takaaki Shimo-Oka, Norikazu Mizuochi, Kae Nemoto, William J. Munro, and Kouichi Semba, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 107008.

[37] Yueyin Qiu, Wei Xiong, Lin Tian, and J. Q. You, Phys.

Rev. A 89, (2014) 042321.

[38] M. Gulka, E. Bourgeois, J. Hruby, P. Siyushev, G.

Wachter, F. Aumayr, P. R. Hemmer, A. Gali, F. Jelezko, M. Trupke, and M. Nesladek, Phys. Rev. Applied 7 (2017)044032.

[39] Yong-Hong Ma, and Xue-Feng Zhang, Laser Phys. Lett.

12 (2015) 075201.

[40] C. Argone, G. Guerri, S. Salamó, J.L. Tani, J. Phys. A:

Math. Nucl. Gen. 7, (1974) L149; C. Argone, E. Chalbaud, S. Salamó, J. Math. Phys. 17, (1976) 1963.

[41] M.A. Rashid, J. Math. Phys. 19, (1978) 1391; M.A.

Rashid, J. Math. Phys. 19, (1978) 1397.

[42] D.A. Trifonov, J. Math. Phys. 35, (1994) 2297, ibid J.

Phys. A: Math. Gen. 30, (1997) 5941.

[43] R. Arvieu, P. Rozmej, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32, (1999) 2645.

[44] G.S. Agarwal, R.R. Puri, Phys. Rev. A 41, (1990) 3782. [45] M.M. Milks, H. de Guise, J. Opt. B: Quantum Semiclass.

Opt. 7, (2005) S622; B.R. Lavoie, H. de Guise, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40, (2007) 2825; P. Joanis, D.H. Mahler, H. de Guise, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43, (2010) 385304; D.H. Mahler, P. Joanis, R. Vilim, H. de Guise, New J. Phys. 12, (2010) 0333037.

[46] M. Reboiro and O. Civitarese, Phys. Lett. A 376, (2011)14; Int. J. of Geometry Methods in Mod. Phys. 12, (2015) 1560023.

[47] Yong-Hong Ma and Xue-Feng Zhang, Phys. Rev. B 89 (2014) 144113.

[48] Yong-Hong Ma, Xue-Feng Zhanga, Jie Song and E. Wu, Ann. of Physics 369 (2016) 36.

[49] Yong-Hong Ma, DangYang Li and E. Wu, Int. Journal of Theoretical Physics 57, (2017)219.

[50] Shengli Ma, Zhen Li, Pengbo Li, Aiping Fang, Shaoyan Gao and Fuli Li, J. Phys. B: Mol. Opt. Phys. 48 (2015) 035504.

[51] S. D. Bennett, N. Y. Yao, J. Otterbach, P. Zoller, P.

Rabl, M. D. Lukin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013) 156402. [52] J. Wrachtrup and A. Finkler, Journal of Magnetic Resonance 269 (2016) 225.

[53] Marcus W. Dohertya, Neil B. Manson, Paul Delaney, Fedor Jelezko, Jörg Wrachtrupe, Lloyd C.L. Hollenberg, Phys. Report 528 (2013)1.

[54] M. W. Doherty, F. Dolde, H. Fedder, F. Jelezko, J.

Wrachtrup, N. B. Manson, and L. C. L. Hollenberg, Phys. Rev. B 85 (2012) 205203.

[55] N.Y. Yao, L. Jiang, A.V. Gorshkov, P.C. Maurer, G.

Giedke, J.I. Cirac and M.D. Lukin, Nature Communications 3(2012) 800.

[56] F. Fávaro de Oliveira, D. Antonov, Ya Wang, P. Neumann, Seyed Ali Momenzadeh, T. Häußermann, A. Pasquarelli, A. Denisenko and J. Wrachtrup, Nature Communications 8 (2017) 14701.

[57] H. Alia, A. Basita, F. Badshaha,b, Guo-Qin Gea, Physica E: Low-dimensional Systems and Nanostructures 104, (2018) 261.

[58] A Albrecht et al.,New Journal of Physics 16 (2014) 093002.

[59] F. Dolde, I. Jakobi, B. Naydenov, N. Zhao, S. Pezzagna, C. Trautmann, J. Meijer, P. Neumann, F. Jelezko and J. Wrachtrup, Nature Physics 9 (2013) 139143.

[60] Takashi Yamamoto, Christoph Müller, Liam P. McGuinness, Tokuyuki Teraji, Boris Naydenov, Shinobu Onoda,

Takeshi Ohshima, Jörg Wrachtrup, Fedor Jelezko, and Junichi Isoya, Phys. Rev. B 88 (2013) 201201(R).

[61] Y. Kubo, F. R. Ong, P. Bertet, D. Vion, V. Jacques, D.

Zheng, A. Dreáu, J.-F. Roch, A. Auffeves, F. Jelezko, J. Wrachtrup, M. F. Barthe, P. Bergonzo, and D. Esteve, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 (2010) 140502.

[62] T. Astner, S. Nevlacsil, N. Peterschofsky, A. Angerer, S.

Rotter, S. Putz, J. Schmiedmayer, and J. Majer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118 (2017) 140502.

[63] Lipkin H. J., Meshkov N. and Glick A. J., Nuclear Physics 62, (1965) 188.

[64] Dusuel S. and Vidal J., Phys. Rev. Lett.93 (2004)237204;

Dusuel S. and Vidal J., Phys. Rev. B 71 (2005) 224420; Barthel T., Dusuel S. and Vidal J., Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 220402; Vidal J., Dusuel S. and Barthel T, J. Stat. Mech.0701 (2007) P01015; Orus R., Dusuel S. and Vidal J.,Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 025701; Wichterich H., Vidal J. and Bose S.,Phys. Rev. A 81 (2010) 032311.

[65] H. Feshbach, Ann. of Phys. 5, (1958) 357. [66] F. H. M. Faisal and J. V. Moloney, J. Phys. B: At. Mol.

Phys. 14, 3603 (1981).

[67] I Rotter, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42 153001 (2009). [68] I Rotter and J P Bird, Rep. Prog. Phys. 78, 114001 (2015).

[69] R. Ramírez and M. Reboiro, sent to Phys. Lett. A for publication(arXiv1807.02888 ).

[70] Ramirez R. and M. Reboiro 2016 Phys. Lett. A 380 1117. [71] K. T. Hecht, Lecture Notes in Physics 290 (Edited by H.

Araki et al. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1980).

[72] A. Luis and N. Korolkova, Phys. Rev. A 74, (2006) 043817.

[73] N. Mizuochi, P. Neumann, F. Rempp, J. Beck, V.

Jacques, P. Siyushev, K. Nakamura, D. J. Twitchen, H. Watanabe, S. Yamasaki, F. Jelezko, and J. Wrachtrup, Phys. Rev. B 80, (2009) 041201(R) [74] P. L. Stanwix, L. M. Pham, J. R. Maze, D. Le Sage, T.

K. Yeung, P. Cappellaro, P. R. Hemmer, A. Yacoby, M. D. Lukin, and R. L. Walsworth, Phys. Rev. B 82, (2010) 201201(R).

[75] M. Gulka et al., Phys. Rev. Applied 7 (2017) 044032. [76] A. Klein and E. R. Marshalek, Rev. Mod. Phys. 63, (1991) 375.

[77] P. Ring and P. SchuckThe Nuclear Many Body Problem(Springer Verlag Berlin Heidelberg, 1980).

[78] Civitarese O. and Reboiro M., Phys. Rev. C 57, (1998) 3055; ibid Phys. Rev. C 58, (1998) 2787; ibid Phys. Rev. C 60, (1999) 034302.

[79] Z. Kurucz, J. H. Wesenberg, and K. Mølmer, Phys. Rev.

A 83 (2011) 053852.

[80] R. Gilmore Lie Groups, Physiscs and Geometry (Cambridge University Press New York, 2008).

[81] D. A. Trifonov and S. G. Donev, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.

31, (1998) 8041.

[82] J. M. Taylor, P. Cappellaro, L. Childress, L. Jiang, D.

Budker, P. R. Hemmer, A. Yacoby, R. Walsworth, and M. D. Lukin, Nat. Physics 4 (2008) 810.