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The scalable production of multipartite entangled states in ensembles of qubits is a fundamental
function of quantum devices, as such states are an essential resource both for fundamental studies
on entanglement, as well as for applied tasks. Here we focus on the U(1) symmetric Hamiltonians
for qubits with dipolar interactions – a model realized in several state-of-the-art quantum simulation
platforms for lattice spin models, including Rydberg-atom arrays with resonant interactions. Making
use of exact and variational simulations, we theoretically show that the non-equilibrium dynamics
generated by this lattice spin Hamiltonian shares fundamental features with that of the one-axis-
twisting model, namely the simplest interacting collective-spin model with U(1) symmetry. The
evolution governed by the dipolar Hamiltonian generates a cascade of multipartite entangled states
– spin-squeezed states, Schrödinger’s cat states, and multi-component superpositions of coherent
spin states. Investigating systems with up to N = 144 qubits, we observe full scalability of the
entanglement features of these states directly related to metrology, namely scalable spin squeezing
at an evolution time O(N1/3); and Heisenberg scaling of sensitivity of the spin parity to global
rotations for cat states reached at times O(N). Our results suggest that the native Hamiltonian
dynamics of state-of-the-art quantum simulation platforms, such as Rydberg-atom arrays, can act
as a robust source of multipartite entanglement.

Introduction. Quantum entanglement [1] is the dis-
tinctive feature of many-body quantum mechanics, at the
root of its fundamental complexity as well as of its poten-
tial as a technological resource [2–4]. Generic pure states
in the Hilbert space have a large bipartite entanglement,
captured by entanglement entropies of a subsystem that
scale like the subsystem volume [5]; a similar scaling is
observed in states which are obtained e.g. by evolving
initially non-entangled states with a generic interacting
many-body Hamiltonian for a macroscopic time, leading
to quantum thermalization [6]. Nonetheless a more spe-
cialized form of entanglement is widely recognized as a
resource, namely certifiable multipartite entanglement, in
which 1) the number of inseparable degrees of freedom
(a.k.a. entanglement depth [7]) is as big as a macroscopic
fraction of the system, and 2) such a depth can be effi-
ciently estimated with criteria based on the measurement
of a few observables. States of this kind allow for an ef-
ficient (i.e. scalable) entanglement certification [8]; and
they represent the basis of quantum technology tasks,
such as entanglement-assisted metrology [3, 4]. There-
fore identifying robust protocols that lead to an efficient
and scalable production of certifiable multipartite states
– namely of states with an entanglement depth scaling
with the number N of degrees of freedom, and in a time
scaling polynomially with N – is a central task of modern
quantum science and technology. In this work we show
that scalable production of multipartite entangled states
can be achieved in qubit ensembles with U(1) symmetric
dipolar interactions, which are most prominently realized
by Rydberg atoms with resonant interactions [9] among
other platforms [10–12]. Making use of state-of-the-art
time-dependent variational approaches, pushed to macro-
scopic evolution times, we show that two-dimensional
lattices of qubits interacting with dipolar couplings for

two spin components, initialized in a coherent spin state
along an interaction axis, evade generic thermalization;
and they develop paradigmatic examples of multipartite
entangled states, namely spin-squeezed states [13, 14] and
Schrödinger’s cat states [15, 16]. The dynamics of dipo-
lar systems is found to exhibit a deep similarity to that
of the paradigmatic model of collective-spin interactions,
namely the one-axis-twisting (OAT) Hamiltonian [13]. In
particular we observe cat-like states in dipolar lattices for
up to N = 144 qubits – a remarkable observation in a
system with non-mean-field interactions. Our work paves
the way for the scalable production of multipartite entan-
glement in dipolar quantum simulators.

Certifiable multipartite entanglement. We specialize
our attention to the case of qubit ensembles, whose most
basic description is achieved in terms of the collective
spin operator J =

∑N
i=1 Si, where Si represent spin-1/2

operators for each of the N qubits. A primary example
of certifiable multipartite entanglement in qubit ensem-
bles is offered by spin-squeezed states [13, 14], namely
entangled states that are characterized by a finite net
spin orientation 〈J〉, and by relative fluctuations of one
collective-spin component transverse to the average ori-
entation which are reduced with respect to all fully sep-
arable states. The relative fluctuations are captured by
the spin-squeezing parameter [14]

ξ2
R =

N min⊥Var(J⊥)

|〈J〉|2 (1)

where the minimization is made over the plane per-
pendicular to 〈J〉; and spin squeezing amounts to the
condition ξ2

R < 1. Spin squeezing is an entanglement
witness [17] and it is an entanglement-depth estima-
tor: ξ2

R < 1/k with k > 1 guarantees that a state is
not k-producible, namely the smallest block of entan-
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FIG. 1: (a) Cascade of entangled states observed in the OAT model and in this work – here we only indicate even-headed
cat states, but q-headed states with odd q exist as well, at times t = 2πI/q; (b) Dynamics of the average spin 〈Jx〉(t) for the
dipolar XX model on the square lattice; (d) Fourier transform 〈Jx(ω)〉; (d) effective moment of inertia for the square (Squ)
and triangular (Tri) dipolar lattices as extracted from the tVMC dynamics (squares and triangles); and estimated from the

low-energy spectrum (dashed lines). The specific combination πI
(eff)
N J represents the time of the q = 2 cat state.

gled qubits is composed of k+ 1 elements [18–20]. More-
over, when subject to rotations e−iθJ

′
⊥ around the anti-

squeezed direction J ′⊥ (perpendicular to both 〈J〉 and to
the squeezed component), spin squeezed states allow for
an estimate of the angle of rotation with an uncertainty
δθ = ξR/

√
N below the so-called standard quantum limit

(δθ)SQL = 1/
√
N . A second example of certifiable mul-

tipartite entanglement is offered by Schrödinger’s cat (or
Greenberger-Horne-Zeilinger – GHZ [21]) states. Intro-
ducing the coherent spin state (CSS) with all spins po-

larized along the n direction, |CSSn〉 = |n〉⊗N

– with
| ± n〉 a generic qubit state with Bloch vector ±n – the
most general form for a cat state (up to local unitaries) is
|GHZn〉 =

(
|CSSn〉+ eiφ|CSS−n〉

)
/
√

2. This state has
an entanglement depth of N , and, when rotated around
the n direction with the unitary e−iθJ·n, it allows for an
estimate of the rotation angle with uncertainty δθ = 1/N ,
representing the ultimate (Heisenberg) limit for phase es-
timation. A generalization of the cat state is offered by
so-called “q-headed” cat states [15], which are superpo-
sitions of q CSS along directions np (p = 0, ..., q − 1) in
e.g. the xy plane, forming an angle of 2πp/q with the

x axis : |q−cat〉 = A−1
∑q−1
p=0 cp|CSSnp

〉 with complex
cp coefficients of unit modulus, and A a normalization
factor.

Long-range interacting XX Hamiltonians and OAT
model. In this work we show how spin-squeezed states
and cat-like states are generated along the unitary dy-
namics initialized in the coherent spin state |CSSx〉 with
n = ex, and governed by the long-range XX ferromag-
netic Hamiltonian

Hα−XX = − JNα
∑

i<j

1

rαij

(
Sxi S

x
j + Syi S

y
j

)
(2)

where J > 0 is the coupling constant; rij is the distance
between the i-th and j-th spins; and Nα is a normal-

ization factor ensuring an extensive energy. Throughout
this work we shall consider spins arranged on a planar
lattice with N = L×L sites and periodic boundary con-
ditions; we shall present results for both the square and
the triangular lattice. All of our results are for dipolar
(α = 3) interactions (for which we can take N3 = 1), so
as to realize with Eq. (2) the Hamiltonian of resonantly
interacting Rydberg atoms [9]. The latter system has
in fact antiferromagnetic interactions (J < 0), but our
focus is on the unitary dynamics initialized from a time-
reversal symmetry state such as |CSSx〉, for which the
global sign of the interactions is irrelevant [22]. In order
to understand the dynamics of the dipolar system, a fun-
damental reference is offered by the limit α = 0. In this

limit, taking N0 = N , one obtains H0−XX = (Jz)2

2I + c,
with c = −(J /2N)J2 +J /4 a constant factor, since the
Hamiltonian commutes with J2. The latter Hamiltonian
is the OAT model [13] of a planar rotor with moment
of inertia I = N/J , whose dynamics is exactly solv-
able. When the dynamics is initialized in the |CSSx〉
state, this model is known to generate a cascade of en-
tangled states [4, 13, 15, 16] (see Fig. 1(a) for a sketch),
namely: 1) at a time tsq ∼ N1/3, a spin-squeezed states
with ξ2

R ∼ N−2/3; 2) (with N even) at times tq = 2πI/q
a q-cat state – in particular a GHZ state of the kind
|GHZx〉 = (|CSSx〉 + i|CSS−x〉)/

√
2 for tGHZ = πI. The

OAT Hamiltonian can be realized with spinor Bose con-
densates in a single spatial mode, and spin squeezing has
been observed in seminal experiments [23–25] (see also
[26] for a trapped-ion realization); more recently its im-
plementation with superconducting circuits has allowed
the generation of (q-headed) cat states with up to N = 20
qubits [27]. The full OAT dynamics is also realized with
giant single-atom spins in Dy gases [28]. The main result
of this work is that the same sequence of entangled states
can be realized with the dipolar Hamiltonian Eq. (2) with
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α = 3 for Rydberg atoms, with metrological qualities of
the produced states that have the same scaling behavior
as in the ideal case of the OAT dynamics. This result
is far from trivial, as the OAT model is integrable (with
non-thermalizing dynamics), while the dipolar Hamilto-
nian is expected to be chaotic (see discussion below).

Time-dependent variational dynamics. To investigate
the scalable production of entangled states along the dy-
namics generated by the dipolar XX model, we com-
pute the exact dynamics up to N = 20 qubits [29, 30],
and for larger N we employ a time-dependent Varia-
tional Monte Carlo (tVMC) scheme [31, 32], based on
the pair-product (or spin-Jastrow) wavefunction [33]
|Ψ(t)〉 =:

∑
σ

∏
j 6=k cjk(σj , σk; t)|σ〉, where σi is the state

of the i-th spin on the computational basis (eigenbasis of
Szi ). The evolution of the pair coefficients cjk is dictated
by the time-dependent variational principle. This wave-
function captures exactly the dynamics of the OAT model
[34]; as shown in the Supplemental Material (SM) [35],
it remains extremely accurate in the case α = 3 on pla-
nar lattices, when compared with exact calculations for
small lattices; and it allows us to push the calculation of
the dynamics to sizes N ∼ 100 and to reach macroscopic
evolution times tJ ∼ O(N) thanks to its small number
of variational parameters (O(N) with translational sym-
metry).

OAT-like dynamics of a planar dipolar array. To
establish a first link between the OAT dynamics and
the dynamics of the dipolar XX model, we investigate
the time evolution of the average collective spin, whose
only component which is not identically zero is 〈Jx〉(t).
Fig. 1(b) shows the time evolution of 〈Jx〉, exhibiting
the characteristic pattern of the OAT dynamics, with an
inversion of the collective spin orientation at time tinv fol-
lowed by a revival of the original orientation at time trev.
These two events occur at times 2πI and 4πI in the OAT
dynamics, and therefore they allow us to define an effec-

tive, size-dependent moment of inertia I
(eff)
N for the dipo-

lar system such that tinv = 2πI
(eff)
N and trev = 4πI

(eff)
N .

The effective moment of inertia I
(eff)
N for the dipolar

square and triangular lattices is shown in Fig. 1(c), and it
is found to scale linearly with N ; in particular the trian-

gular lattice has a smaller I
(eff)
N due to its higher connec-

tivity, guaranteeing a faster dynamics. In fact, as further

discussed in the SM [35], I
(eff)
N can be predicted ab-initio

by inspecting the low-energy excitation spectrum for a
small system (N = 16); and recognizing in it the charac-
teristic planar rotor spectrum (known as Anderson tower
of states [34, 36, 37]). This allows us to extract the mo-

ment of inertia I
(eff)
N=16, which can then be appropriately

rescaled to an arbitrary size N by using Kac renormal-
ization factors, in very good agreement with the moment
of inertia extracted directly from the time dependence of
system of size N (see Fig. 1(c)). The Fourier transform of
〈Jx〉(t) further reveals the nature of the low-lying energy

spectrum of the system as that of a planar rotor: indeed,
as Jx connects states with Jz = M differing by one unit,
one expects [35] to see characteristic frequencies with en-

ergies ωI
(eff)
N = [(M + 1)2 −M2]/2 = M + 1/2, which is

precisely what is observed in Fig. 1(c).
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FIG. 2: (a) Evolution of the spin squeezing parameter for
the dipolar XX model on a square lattice – the circles mark
the optimum; (b) scaling of the optimal squeezing value and

optimal squeezing time (with Kac normalization K
(α)
N [35]),

showing exponents ν = 0.72 and µ = 0.36 (to be compared
with ν = 2/3 and µ = 1/3 for the OAT model).

Squeezed states and OAT scaling. The first class of
multipartite entangled states produced by the Hamilto-
nian dynamics is represented by spin squeezed states:
Fig. 2 shows the time evolution for the squeezing param-
eter for various system sizes: clearly scalable squeezing
is exhibited, with optimal squeezing time and optimal
squeezing scaling in a way which is compatible with the
behavior of OAT model. Our results are consistent with
those of Ref. [38], based on an independent semiclassical
calculation.

Multi-headed and double-headed cat states. The
squeezing dynamics is followed by the generation of over-
squeezed states: their entanglement pattern is best rec-
ognizable at times 2πI(eff)/q, at which these states are
expected to take the form of q-cats (see Fig. 3(a) for a
sketch). In order to detect the appearance of a q-cat,
we inspect the probability distribution P (Jx) for the Jx

spin component [39], reconstructed via exact calculations
in Fig. 3(b) (while in [35] we show a tVMC study of the
overlap with the |q−cat〉 states). At times 2πI(eff)/q the
P (Jx) distribution exhibits a multi-peaked structure, re-
flecting the appearance of a q-cat as superposition of sev-
eral CSS with discrete projections along the Jx axis. In
particular we observe a characteristic 4-peak structure
for the q = 6 cat state, a 3-peak structure for the q = 4
cat state, and a 2-peak structure for the q = 2 cat / GHZ
state. In the latter case, the distribution associated with
the ideal cat state would be P (Jx) = 1/2 for Jx = ±N/2
and zero otherwise, while the dipolar cat state exhibits
instead two peaks with a tail. Nonetheless, as shown in
Fig. 3(c), the tail in question decays exponentially when
moving away from the maxima; this localized structure of
the distribution around the maxima has important con-
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sequences that we shall further explore below.

In spite of their different multi-peak structures, the dis-
tributions for the q > 2 cat states have nearly the same
variance, as shown in Fig. 4(a) – therefore their specific
nature is only seen via higher moments. On the other
hand the q = 2 cat/GHZ state stands out for its variance
Var(Jx), which attains the maximum possible value of
N2/4 for N qubits in the case of the ideal cat state,
while it attains a value which approaches this maximum
in the case of the state generated by the dipolar dynam-
ics. As shown in Fig. 4(b), for the system sizes of interest
the maximum of the variance Var(Jx) reached for dipolar
cat states scales indeed with N2, attaining a value which
is > 90% of its maximum. Even though we do not have
access to the P (Jx) distribution within the tVMC ap-

proach, this result is fully coherent with the distribution
remaining exponentially localized around ±N/2 values
up to the largest systems we considered.
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FIG. 5: (a) Many-body coherence C = 2FGHZ−Fx−F−x as
a function of time, for N = 100 square and triangular lattices.
(b) Size scaling of the maximal value of C for both lattices.

Fidelity between the dipolar cat states and ideal ones.
A general figure of merit used for the realization of cat
states in experiments (or in any imperfect preparation
protocol) is their fidelity with respect to the desired tar-
get state [27, 40]. Nonetheless this criterion should be
used here with a grain of salt: indeed the preparation
of an ideal cat state is not the target of the evolution
we study, given that it is not guaranteed even in the
ideal conditions of the theoretical calculations. tVMC
gives us access to the fidelity FGHZ = |〈GHZx|Ψ(t)〉|2,
as well to the fidelities F±x with the two coherent spin
states |CSS±x〉 [35]. In particular the difference C =
2FGHZ−Fx−F−x = 〈|CSSx〉〈CSS−x|+h.c.〉 is most rel-
evant, as it probes the presence of N -body coherence in
the system. Fig. 5(a) shows that such coherence is max-
imal at the time of formation of the dipolar cat, but it
is close to its maximum value of 1 (attained by an ideal
cat state) only on small system sizes, while it is reduced
to ∼ 0.5 for the largest system sizes we considered. This
observation is compatible with the result seen above that
dipolar cat states are states with several Jx components
exponentially localized around the extremal ±N/2 val-
ues; and therefore containing coherences between macro-
scopically distinct states other than |CSS±x〉. The fact
that the state retains macroscopic quantum coherence,
even though it deviates from the ideal GHZ state, is at
the root of its extreme metrological sensitivity, as we shall
see below.

Heisenberg-limited interferometry using parity. Similar
to ξ2

R for squeezed states, a fundamental figure of merit
for the entanglement content of cat-like states is provided
by their sensitivity to rotations U(θ) = e−iθJ

x

, which
is best captured by the θ-dependence of the expecta-
tion value of the parity operator P z =

∏
i(2S

z
i ), namely

of 〈P z〉θ = 〈Ψ(t)|U(−θ)P zU(θ)|Ψ(t)〉. The quantum
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Cramér-Rao bound [4] imposes that

max
θ∗

1

Var(P z)θ=θ∗

∣∣∣∣
d〈P z〉θ
dθ

∣∣∣∣
2

θ=θ∗
≤ QFI(Jx) ≤ 4Var(Jx),

(3)
where the left-hand side expresses the inverse squared un-
certainty (δθ)−2 on the angle estimation using the parity
measurement, and QFI(Jx) is the quantum Fisher in-
formation associated with the Jx operator, which in the
case of pure states coincides with the upper bound given
by 4Var(Jx). Our tVMC calculations allow us to re-
construct the left-hand side of the inequality Eq. (3) for
θ∗ = 0 [35]. The result is shown in Fig. 4(a) and com-
pared to 4Var(Jx): there we see that, upon formation of
the dipolar cat state, the inequality chain of Eq. (3) col-
lapses to an identity, showing that the measurement of
the parity around θ∗ = 0 is optimal – as expected for cat
states. This optimality is observed for all the system sizes
we considered: therefore the fact that 4Var(Jx) ≈ aN2

with a >∼ 0.9 (as shown in Fig. 4(b)) allows us to conclude
that dipolar cat states allow interferometry to attain the
Heisenberg scaling; and to achieve > 90% of the Heisen-
berg limit.

Discussion and conclusions. We have shown that pla-
nar qubit arrays with dipolar interactions can repro-
duce the entanglement dynamics of the one-axis twist-
ing Hamiltonian, with the scalable production of spin
squeezed states and of cat-like states. This result is
rooted in the deep correspondence between the low-
energy spectra of the two models, taking the form of
a tower of states for a planar rotor. Nonetheless the
cascade of entangled states and the revivals of the initial
state observed in this work are in clear contradiction with
the picture of quantum thermalization of closed quantum
systems [41], in which local observables should exhibit
small fluctuations around their thermodynamic equilib-
rium value; and this in spite of the fact that the dipolar
spin model is expected to be a non-integrable one. The
deviation of the observed dynamics with respect to stan-
dard thermalization can be understood within a picture
in which the collective spin and the fluctuations of the
spins at finite momentum effectively decouple, as we shall
present in a forthcoming publication; nonetheless this de-
coupling is only approximate, and should break down
at sufficiently long times. Yet our observation is that
dipolar systems comprising N ∼ O(100) qubits – cur-
rently accessible experimentally with Rydberg-atom ar-
rays [42, 43] – do not show any significant degradation of
the decoupling picture up to macroscopic evolution times
∼ O(N). This fundamental property of dipolar Hamilto-
nians implies that atomic quantum simulators realizing
dipolar qubit ensembles with U(1) symmetry – Rydberg
atoms [9], as well as dipolar molecules [10], trapped ions
[26, 44], magnetic atoms [12] etc. – have the potential
to reach unprecedented levels of multipartite entangle-
ment, including cat states with N > 100, and Heisenberg

scaling of metrological properties. The latter scaling re-
quires the measurement of the parity, which is perfectly
accessible in state-of-the-art quantum simulators grant-
ing single-qubit addressability. In the specific case of
Rydberg atoms with resonant interactions, the ∼ O(N)
evolution times required to reach large cat states may ap-
pear out of reach due to the finite lifetime of the Rydberg
states; but the lifetime can be extended far beyond the
requirements of our observations when using e.g. circular
Rydberg states [45].
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Benchmark of the pair-product Ansatz
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FIG. 6: Comparison between exact and tVMC dynamics for
a 4× 4 dipolar system on the square lattice. (a) Var(Jx); (b)
many-body coherence C.

The main limitation of the tVMC method is its bias
due to the specific choice of an Ansatz wavefunction.
Nonetheless the pair-product Ansatz used in this work
reproduces exactly the dynamics of the one-axis-twisting
(OAT) Hamiltonian (namely the long-range XX model
with α = 0) starting from the state |CSSx〉; and therefore
it is expected to remain highly accurate for sufficiently
small values of α – as already verified for one-dimensional
systems [34]. Working in two dimensions (as in this work)
makes the Ansatz even more accurate (for the same value
of α), because of the higher connectivity of the lattice
which brings the system closer to the OAT case. We
put the quantitative accuracy of the variational dynam-
ics to the test by comparing it with the exact dynamics
on a small system (a periodic 4 × 4 square lattice), for
which exact calculations can be performed. Fig. 6 shows
this comparison for the evolution of Var(Jx), and of the
macroscopic coherence C = 2FGHZ−Fx−F−x: the vari-
ational time evolution is in excellent agreement with the
exact one, with small deviations observed only at the
large (∼ O(N)) times. This result leads us to conclude
that our variational results for larger systems sizes are
fully quantitative.

Tower of states and effective OAT dynamics

We consider the dipolar XX model on a periodic square
lattice (with N = 4 × 4 spins), and we compute the
low-energy common eigenstates |n〉 of H and Jz. As
shown in Fig. 7(a), an Anderson tower of states (ToS)
is clearly identified in the spectrum as a set of states
with energy scaling as (Jz)2, and we extract an effec-

tive moment of inertia I
(eff)
N=16 by fitting these energies to

1 9 16 25 36 49

(Jz)2

−14

−10

−6

−2

E
n
/J

(a)

Spectrum

ToS

ToS (fit)

−8 −4 0 4 8

Jz
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10−2

10−1

100

|〈n
|C

S
S
x
〉|

(b)

FIG. 7: (a) Low-energy spectrum of the dipolar XX model
on a 4 × 4 periodic square lattice, resolved as a function of
Jz. States of the ToS are marked with blue diamonds, and
the dotted line is a linear fit of their energy as a function of
(Jz)2. (b) Overlap of the eigenstates with the initial state of
the dynamics (CSSx state).

const + (Jz)2/(2I
(eff)
N=16). This value reads

J I(eff)
N=16 = 2.4168 (square lattice), (4)

J I(eff)
N=16 = 1.9587 (triangular lattice). (5)

The value for the triangular lattice has been extracted in
the same way by fitting the spectrum of a 4× 4 periodic
lattice.

Knowing an estimate of I
(eff)
N for a given system size N

allows us to provide an estimate for larger system sizes
N ′, in spite of the fact that their diagonalization might be
technically impossible. A scaling formula for the effective
moment of inertia can be obtained by postulating that
the dipolar model with α = 3 has the same behavior of a
OAT Hamiltonian (α = 0) after proper normalization of
the coupling constant. Such a normalization is provided
by the α-dependent Kac factor

K
(α)
N =

1

N

∑

i6=j

1

rαij
(6)

which allow us to define a Kac-normalized long-range XX
Hamiltonian

H̃α−XX = − J
K

(α)
N

∑

i<j

1

rαij

(
Sxi S

x
j + Syi S

y
j

)
. (7)

The moment of inertia extracted above for the dipolar
model is related to that of the Kac-normalized version of
the same model by the relationship Ĩ

(eff)
N = I

(eff)
N K

(3)
N .

In the case of the OAT limit α = 0, one can immedi-
ately observe that the (Kac-normalized) moment of iner-

tia reads ĨN = K
(0)
N /J , so that one obtains the scaling

relation

ĨN =
K

(0)
N

K
(0)
N ′

ĨN ′ . (8)

We postulate then that the effective moment of inertia
of the Kac-normalized dipolar model scales in the same
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way as for the Kac-normalized OAT model, namely

Ĩ
(eff)
N =

K
(0)
N

K
(0)
N ′

Ĩ
(eff)
N ⇒ I

(eff)
N =

K
(3)
N ′

K
(3)
N

K
(0)
N

K
(0)
N ′

I
(eff)
N ′ . (9)

Using the reference value N ′ = 16, for which the moment
of inertia could be extracted from exact diagonalization,
we can then reconstruct the effective moment of inertia
from the above scaling formula for all the other system
sizes we studied up to N = 144. The results of the above
scaling formula are shown in Fig. 1 of the main text, and
they are in very good agreement with the estimate of
the effective moment of inertia extracted from the tVMC
dynamics (specifically from the time of the dipolar cat,

estimated as tGHZ = πI
(eff)
N ).

Dynamics of the spin length, and quench
spectroscopy of the tower of states

The crucial role of the tower of states in the dipolar
XX dynamics follows from the fact that the time-evolved
state remains close to the sector of maximal total spin.
The initial state |CSSx〉 clearly has the strongest overlaps
with the ToS states – see Fig. 7(b). At later times, the
total squared spin deviates only slightly from its initial
(maximum) value, 〈J2〉(t = 0) = (N/2)(N/2+1), retain-
ing >∼ 90% of its length without any appreciable scaling
for N ≥ 64 – see Fig. 8.

The above result shows that the dynamics remains
approximately confined to the sector with maximal to-
tal spin length, composed by the so-called Dicke states
|J = N/2,M〉 with M = −N/2, ..., N/2. This observa-
tion is at the root of the similarity between the dipolar
dynamics and the OAT dynamics (which remains strictly
confined in the Dicke-state sector), and it has other sig-
nificant consequences on the dynamics of the collective
spin operator J . In general, time-evolution of the expec-
tation value of an operator O can be written as

〈O〉(t) =
∑

nm

ei(Em−En)t〈m|O|n〉cnc∗m (10)

where |n〉 , |m〉 are Hamiltonian eigenstates, with related
eigenvalues En, Em, and cn = 〈n|Ψ(0)〉 is the overlap
of the initial state with the related Hamiltonian eigen-
vector. The Fourier transform 〈O〉(ω) =

∫
dteiωt〈O〉(t)

reads therefore

〈O〉(ω) = 2π
∑

nm

cnc
∗
m〈m|O|n〉δ(ω − ωnm) (11)

where ωnm = En−Em, and we have set h̄ = 1. If O = Jx

and for a dynamics confined to Dicke states, we have that

〈J,M |Jx|J,M ′〉 =
1

2

(√
J(J + 1)−M(M − 1) δM ′,M−1

+
√
J(J + 1)−M(M + 1) δM ′,M+1

)

(12)

so that only transitions M → M ± 1 contribute to
the spectrum of 〈O〉(t). For a OAT model, or alter-
natively for states belonging to the ToS, one has that
ωM±1,MI = ±(M + 1

2 ), with spectral weight decreas-
ing with |M | via the form factor 〈m|O|n〉 as well as
via the overlaps c∗McM±1. This behavior is clearly ob-
served in Fig. 1(c) of the main text in the dipolar
model, when trading I for I(eff) . If instead one uses
O = (Jy)2 = 1

4

(
J+J− + J−J+ − (J+)2 − (J−)2

)
, only

transitions M → M or M → M ± 2 contribute to the
Fourier spectrum (with a negative spectral weight), with
frequencies ωM,M = 0 or ωM±2,MI = ±2(M+1), respec-
tively. This is indeed observed in Fig. 9, once again with
the identification I → I(eff). These results show in turn
that the Fourier analysis of the collective-spin dynamics
allows one to spectroscopically reconstruct the ToS in the
low-lying spectrum of a system.

Computing fidelities in VMC

For two (non-normalized) quantum states |Φ〉 and |Ψ〉,
their squared overlap can be written as

|〈Φ|Ψ〉|2
〈Φ|Φ〉〈Ψ|Ψ〉 =

〈
Ψ(σ)

Φ(σ)

〉

Φ

〈
Φ(σ)

Ψ(σ)

〉

Ψ

, (13)

where 〈. . . 〉Φ and 〈. . . 〉Ψ are averages over the prob-
ability distributions |Φ(σ)|2/〈Φ|Φ〉 and |Ψ(σ)|2/〈Ψ|Ψ〉.
When |Φ〉 and |Ψ〉 can be represented via a variational
Ansatz amenable to Monte Carlo sampling (like the pair-
product wave function used in this study), the overlap
can be obtained as the product of two Monte Carlo aver-
ages. A similar estimator for fidelities was recently used
in Ref. [46].

In order to compute fidelities of the time-evolved state
|Ψ(t)〉 with respect to some reference states, it is conve-
nient to express all states in the same variational repre-
sentation. In particular in our work we are interested in
the fidelities FGHZ(t), Fx(t) and F−x(t) of the evolved
state with a GHZ state and with coherent spin states
aligned along x and −x. A general CSS with collective
spin pointing in the θ direction in the xy plane [that is,
with 〈(cos θ)Jx + (sin θ)Jy〉 = N/2] corresponds to the
following (non-normalized) pair-product state,

Ψθ(σ) =
∏

j<k

exp

[−iθ(σj + σk)

4(N − 1)

]
. (14)

The GHZ state |CSSx〉+ i|CSS−x〉 can also be expressed
in a (non-normalized) pair-product form,

〈σ|GHZx〉 =
∏

j<k

exp
[
−iπ

2
δσj ,σk

]
. (15)

This is the GHZ state that appears during OAT or
dipolar dynamics when N is an integer multiple of 4;
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FIG. 8: Dynamics of the total spin 〈J2〉 for the dipolar XX model on the periodic square lattice, obtained by tVMC. Different
panels correspond to different system sizes.
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FIG. 9: Collective-spin dynamics in (a) real time and (b) fre-
quency space for 〈(Jy)2〉, obtained via tVMC for the dipolar
XX model on a square periodic lattice. Different lines corre-
spond to different system sizes.

the GHZ state appearing for N = 2, 6, 10, .. (namely
|CSSx〉 − i|CSS−x〉) is obtained by changing the sign of
the exponent in Eq. (15). Note that any other state ap-
pearing during the OAT dynamics for a given N can be
directly written in a pair-product representation, since
such an Ansatz is exact for this model; the explicit ex-
pression is derived in Ref. [34]. This allows us to compute
fidelities with the finite-N q-cat states – see next section.
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FIG. 10: Overlap between the states |ΨOAT(tq)〉 obtained via
the OAT dynamics at times tqI = 2π/q and the state obtained
along the dynamics governed by the dipolar Hamiltonian, for
a square lattice with N = 10× 10. Time is shown in units of
tGHZ, which we take to be the time of maximal fidelity with
the q = 2 GHZ state. Peaks are visible at times t = tGHZ (for
q = 2), t = tGHZ/2 (for q = 4), t = tGHZ/3 (for q = 6), and
t = tGHZ/4 (for q = 8) .

Large-N multicomponent GHZ states in dipolar XX
dynamics

As already mentioned in the main text, the dynamics
of the OAT model generates special states at times tq =
2tGHZ/q, which are the linear combination of q coherent
spin states |CSSnp〉, forming angles 2πp/q with the x
axis, where p = 0, . . . , q − 1. The exact results on the
distribution P (Jx) in the main text (for N = 20) show
that such states also appear in the dynamics generated
by the dipolar XX model.

Our tVMC calculations allow us to reach sizes exceed-
ing the ones accessible with exact calculations. Yet we are
unable to reconstruct the P (Jx) distribution from tVMC,
since the pair-product Ansatz is formulated in a basis in
which Jx is off-diagonal. Nonetheless we can still probe
the formation of q-cat states on sizes far exceeding the
realm of exact diagonalization, by computing the overlap
of the time-evolved state |Ψ(t)〉 with the q-cat states ap-
pearing in the evolution of the OAT Hamiltonian for the
same system size. Indeed the latter evolution is perfectly
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captured by the pair-product Ansatz, so that overlaps
can be calculated as explained in the previous section.

Fig. 10 shows the squared overlap |〈ΨOAT(tq)|Ψ(t)〉|2
between the q-cat state realized by the OAT dynamics at
times tq, |ΨOAT(tq)〉 (for which an exact representation
as pair-product state exists [34]); and the tVMC result
for the state |Ψ(t)〉 generated by the evolution governed
by the dipolar Hamiltonian, the size N being the same.
For a system with N = 100, we observe a well ordered
structure of peaks in the overlaps corresponding to times
tq for the dipolar system having the same structure of
those for the OAT model. This result shows therefore
that the dipolar dynamics allows for a scalable produc-
tion of q-cat states. For the q CSS to be well resolvable
in the q-cat state one needs that they form an angle 2π/q
larger than the angular uncertainty on the orientation in-
trinsic to any CSS, namely the standard quantum limit
1/
√
N . This leads to the condition N >∼ q2/(2π)2, valid

for both the OAT as well as the dipolar dynamics.

Predictions of interferometry via parity
measurements using tVMC

The average parity 〈P z〉 = 〈∏i(2S
z
i )〉, as well as its

variance, can be straightforwardly calculated via tVMC,
giving that it is a diagonal quantity in the computational
basis. In fact the dynamics is parity conserving, and
given that 〈P z〉(0) = 0 for the initial coherent-spin state,
this remains valid at all times. Also (P z)2 = 1, so that
Var(P z) = 1. As for the derivative of the average parity
with respect to the rotation angle θ one has that

d〈P z〉
dθ

= −i〈[P z, Jx]〉 = 〈
∑

j

(2Syj )
∏

i6=j
(2Szi )〉 (16)

which can also be straightforwardly calculated via tVMC,
for θ = 0.
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