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We describe a method to create and store scalable and long-lived entangled spin-squeezed states
within a manifold of many-body cavity dark states using collective emission of light from multilevel
atoms inside an optical cavity. We show that the system can be tuned to generate squeezing in a
dark state where it will be immune to superradiance. We also show more generically that squeezing
can be generated using a combination of superradiance and coherent driving in a bright state, and
subsequently be transferred via single-particle rotations to a dark state where squeezing can be
stored. Our findings, readily testable in current optical cavity experiments with alkaline-earth-like
atoms, can open a path for dissipative generation and storage of metrologically useful states in

optical transitions.

Subradiant states that emit light at a rate slower than
independent atoms because of (quantum) interference [1],
have attracted widespread interest owing to their poten-
tial applications in quantum memories [2], mirrors [3, 4],
excitation transport [5, 6], topological physics [7-11], en-
tangled photons [12], and quantum metrology [13-16]. A
long-standing challenge is finding simple ways to prepare
target many-body subradiant states with useful prop-
erties such as scalable entanglement, i.e. entanglement
which increases with system size. Optical cavities have
demonstrated the capability to create collective (i.e., fully
symmetric) quantum many-body states with scalable en-
tanglement in the form of squeezing [17-23]. However,
creating optically excited entangled states that are im-
mune to collective dissipation and metrologically useful
has remained a major challenge.

In generic atom-cavity experiments with two-level
atoms, collective states are typically not dark but super-
radiant [1, 24, 25]. One way to stabilize the decay and
create scalable entanglement is by using an additional
coherent drive which competes with superradiance [26—
35]. However, after turning off the drive, excited atoms
superradiantly decay to the ground state, and the entan-
glement is destroyed.

Here, we propose to use multilevel atoms coupled to
a dissipative cavity [see Fig. 1(a)] to generate scalable
squeezing in two distinct modes and store it in dark
states, recently shown to exist in these systems [36-38].
At the mean-field level, these dark states can be under-
stood as the cancellation of the collective dipoles cor-
responding to different internal atomic transitions, see
orange arrows in Fig. 1(b). In the full quantum theory,
however, these dark states are necessarily entangled, as
revealed by their squeezed fluctuations, and are hence
absent in single atoms. We focus on effective four-level
atoms [Fig. 1(b)] and describe two cases: one where
collective decay generates squeezing in a dark state di-
rectly, and one where squeezing is created in a bright
state due to a combination of superradiance and coher-
ent driving. For the bright state, we show how to transfer
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FIG. 1. (a) Atom-cavity setup: Atoms loaded inside a

standing-wave cavity, resonant with the atomic transition,
decay at a rate I'. Atoms are coherently driven with right-
circularly-polarized light with an effective Rabi frequency €.
(b) Destructive interference of the collective dipoles Dy, /2
among two transitions in six-level atoms leads to a dark state
which does not decay to the ground state. Blue and orange
arrows are the mean Bloch vector and dipole for the two tran-
sitions. (c) Squeezing in a two-level system, visualized on a
Bloch sphere (left) and bosonic noise distribution (right). The
steady state is squeezed along Xf o S°. (d) Squeezing in a
multilevel system. The panels plot projections of the noise
distribution onto Schwinger boson quadratures X 12 and Yfg,
which are proportional to spin variables perpendicular to the
multilevel Bloch vector. Black arrows indicate that the distri-
butions shear perpendicular to conserved Bogoliubov bosonic
variables X% and Y3’ (red arrows), which leads to two squeezed
modes.

the squeezing into a dark state using single-particle ro-
tations, and store it by using symmetries which preserve
quantum noise. The storage protocol can in principle be
applied to squeezing generated in multilevel systems via
other schemes [23, 39-42] such as near-unitary two-mode
squeezing in cavities.

The multilevel squeezing can be understood by approx-
imating the spin projections orthogonal to the mean col-
lective spin, to bosonic degrees of freedom (large N ex-
pansion). In this picture, multilevel superradiance leads



to two-mode squeezing [Fig. 1(d)], in contrast to the one-
mode squeezing of two-level atoms [Fig. 1(c)]. This pro-
vides an alternative method to produce squeezed states in
two independent modes, akin to the two-mode squeezed
states realized in BECs and thermal gases [43-51]. Some
spin projections are unaffected by superradiance, as sug-
gested by the black arrows in Fig. 1(d), where two specific
bosonic quadratures [X3 and Yy (red)] are conserved, a
property absent from the two-level case. The squeezing
can therefore be preserved by rotating the state such that
the squeezed quadratures are aligned along the conserved
directions.

Setup.— We consider an ensemble of N atoms pinned
in a deep magic optical lattice within an optical cavity
[see Fig. 1(a)]. For concreteness, we consider atoms with
degenerate ground states [g, mgy), my € [—3, 3], and long-
lived electronic excited states |e, m.), me € [~2, 3] and
ground-excited transition frequency w,, where the quan-
tization axis is along the cavity axis. This can be realized,
for example, with the 1Sy and 2Py states of "1Yb [52].
While our arguments work for generic multilevel atoms,
this is the simplest nontrivial atomic structure which
shows the relevant physics.

Two cavity modes with angular frequency w. and or-
thogonal polarizations couple ground state atoms to the
excited state. For simplicity, we consider that the cavity
is resonant with the atoms, w. = w, = w. We drive the
cavity modes with a right-circularly-polarized laser whose
frequency is also resonant with the cavity, w;, = w. In the
bad cavity limit where the cavity field can be adiabati-
cally eliminated [53], the atom dynamics are described
by the Lindblad master equation fip = —i[H, p| + L][p]
with

H=n0D%,, (1)
~ ~ 1 ~, -
Ll =n0 Y (DapDf = {D5D5.0}), (@)
a=%1

where {---} is the anticommutator. Equation (1) de-
scribes a right-circularly-polarized (a=+1) coherent
drive, and Eq. (2) describes superradiant emission of
left-(«¢ = — 1) and right-circular (o« =+ 1) polarizations.
Here, € is the atoms’ effective Rabi coupling strength
generated by the drive, and T" sets the rate at which
atoms decay and emit light which leaks out of the cavity.
The operator D} =3 C%S';{W describes the collective
atomic excitation due to absorbing an a-polarized pho-
ton that imparts o units of angular momentum, St =

m,x
Eﬁil le,m + ), (g, m|; is the collective spin-raising op-
erator for N atoms within the two-level manifold of
lg,m); and |e,m + a);, Cr, = (Fg,m;1,a|F.,;m + «) is
the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient for the associated tran-
sition, and m is the angular momentum projection of
lg,m) onto the quantization axis. We further define
Dz — (D} + D;)/2] and DY = [(DF — Dy),/2i].

We initialize the atoms in a product of single-

particle ground states |Gg) = cos(6/2)|g,—1/2) +
sin(8/2)|g,1/2), and apply a right-circularly-polarized
pulse to excite a fraction of the atoms to the excited
state, leaving them in the coherent state |Wq,.5) =
W60:8) 2" = exp(—iBy D% ) [G)®N. The levels |e, —3/2)
and |e,—1/2) are always empty, so only the right-
handed polarization is relevant [Fig. 1(b)]. For con-
venience, we define a family of states |¥(6;5)) =
exp(—i0D%,) |Gp)*™, with [Wo,.5) = [¥(00; B)).-

To study the subsequent evolution it is useful to rewrite
the above master equation as hip = £'[p] where L'[p] looks
like L[p] [Eq. (2)] but with the modified jump operators

. R Q.
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where 0,17 = Q and 2_; = 0. One can then show that
the system’s steady state fulfills 92;1Pss =0 [26, 34, 35].

Mean-field physics.— A convenient way to visualize
the state under the mean-field approximation is in terms
of multiple Bloch spheres (labeled m), one for each of
the two-level subspaces composed of |g,m) (south pole)
and |e,m + 1) (north pole), see Fig. 1(b). The dynam-
ics of the mth Bloch vector, Sp,, = ((SZ),(S¥), (7)),
where expectation values are taken in the mean-field
state and we dropped the subscript «, is given by [53]
S = CHYQ +TD,) x S, where & = (€,0,0) and
D, =(— (ﬁf/H) ,0,0) for the initial state |¥q,.3). There-
fore, both the Rabi drive and superradiance separately
lead to a rotation of each Bloch vector around an axis
with fixed directions €1/|(3] at a rate oc C;i!. This means
that all Bloch vectors can be described by the single an-
gle O(t) as S (t) = |S,](0, sin[C;:10(2)], — cos[CH1O(1)]),
where |S,,| is constant and 6(0) = 6. The mean-field
time-evolved state associated with this Bloch vector is
1 (0(1); 5)).

The angle 6(t) evolves according to 6 =
Q — NI[OV3(0)/00], where V3(0) =+ +
Lw(6;8)3,,5219(0;8) is  the  superradi-
ance potential [36]. The potential V3(0) =
cos?(/2)sin*(0/2v/3) + sin®(B/2)sin?(/2) is plot-
ted in Fig. 2(a). We can visualize the mean-field
dynamics as the classical evolution of a particle with
coordinate 6 on the potential Vz(#). Superradiance,
which is a form of dissipation, pulls 6 towards a min-
imum of the potential, keeping [ fixed, whereas the
coherent drive increases (decreases) 6 at a constant rate
for Q>0 (Q<0).

The mean-field steady state (§ = 0) is given by the
solution to Q = NT[0Vp(0)/06], when it exists. The
stability of this steady state is determined by the cur-
vature of the potential. The steady state is stable to
quantum fluctuations for [02V3(0)/06%] > 0, and un-
stable for [92V;3(0)/06%) < 0. The inflection points at
[02V;5(0)/060%)|9=p. = O [red dashed lines in Fig. 2(a)]
determine critical lines that separate the stable and un-
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FIG. 2. Superradiance potential V3 (6). Both height and color
indicate V3(8), black dashed lines are stable mean-field dark
states, and red dashed lines are critical lines. Pink, gray,
and yellow lines are parametric cuts explored in this Letter.
(b) Steady-state squeezing gi(y) in the X (V) quadratures.
The squeezing becomes significant near the critical points [red
dashed lines in (a)]. White regions are unstable. The dot
indicates where the dark state and critical point coincide.

stable regions. In the absence of drive, 2 = 0, the steady
states are mean-field dark states, and occur when the po-
tential has a minimum with respect to 6 [black dashed
lines in Fig. 2(a)]. They emerge from destructive inter-
ference of the collective dipoles D,, in the various Bloch
spheres [Fig. 1(b)] [36].

The steady-state solution for § depends on 6y, Q/NT,
and B. For simplicity, we choose throughout the Letter
Q = NT[0V3(0)/00]|p=p, and [02V(0)/06%]|p=p, > O.
For this choice, the initial state |¥y,.) is a stable mean-
field steady state. Below the critical points, |¥g,.s) is
a good approximation to the full quantum steady state,
and we can treat fluctuations around the mean field as a
perturbation.

Quantum noise.— We treat the perturbations around
the mean field in a bosonic picture in the large-IN ap-
proximation. For atoms with ¢ relevant internal lev-
els in the ground and excited manifolds, we can define
Schwinger boson operators dgy(c),, that annihilate parti-
cles in |g(e), m), but a more convenient choice turns out
to be fy-dependent operators ¢, (6, ), p € [0,¢—1], that
are related to agy(c), via a unitary transformation. For
brevity, we will drop the (6, 3) dependence of ¢,.

We choose the definition of ¢, based on two consid-
erations. First, we define ¢,—¢ to annihilate particles in
[t0a,:8). Since we have chosen the initial state |¥g,.3) to
be a mean-field steady state, in the large-N limit we can
make the generalized Holstein-Primakoff (HP) approxi-
mation [40], ég ~ v/N, and assume that the occupation
in |tg,.5) is always close to N. Note that |¥g,.5) is a
macroscopically occupied state of ¢y, and the coherent
vacuum for ¢,»9. The real and imaginary parts of ¢,~0,
Xe=1(e,+¢})/v2] and V¢ = [(¢, — ¢l,)//2i], describe
spin variables perpendicular to the Bloch vector (see be-
low). Second, we define ¢, such that 92_;1, which is a
linear combination of é,~¢, has a simple form [53]. We
exemplify this later.

We diagonalize the Lindbladian with a Bogoliubov
transformation of ¢,»o which defines Bogoliubov bosons

i)#>0 such that _@;1 o VN by. lA)# also depends on (6, 3)
and we denote their real and imaginary parts as Xﬁ
and Y’: . This transformation lets us visualize the many-
body steady state satisfying -@_less = 0, as the vacuum
of by. Thus, during the dynamics, the system evolves
from the vacuum of ¢,~, which has a positive value for
<IAJ]£ZA)1> = 1[(AX})? + (AYY?)? — 1], to the vacuum of by,
which has (bib;) = 0 and (AX?)2 = (AY?)?2 = 1/2,
while the b;<,<¢ bosons remain untouched [Fig. 1(d)].
This noise reduction perpendicular to the Bloch vector
corresponds to the generation of spin squeezing.

Specifically, the system is squeezed if some of the spin
variables S| , perpendicular to the Bloch vector ful-
fill £ = 4(AS.,)?/N < 1. In our approximation,
this corresponds to a variance in the ¢,~o bosons. We
find the smallest variances by calculating the 2(¢ — 1)
eigenvalues 53 of the covariance matrix X, whose matrix
elements are {({Xg, Xc}) (X5, Vh) o (076, VD) o)
where ({A4,B}), = (AB+BA> — 2<A) (B) [53]. Ini-
tially, > is the identity matrix, which corresponds to
no squeezing. As the driven-dissipative system evolves,
some eigenvalues of 3 become squeezed, &3 2 < 1. We show

in [53] that an eigenvalue {2 < lisan entanglement wit-
ness [54, 55].

Two-level systems.— To exemplify squeezing in the
simplest case, we consider |Gg=r) lg,1/2) [yellow
line in Fig. 2(a)]. In this case, the dynamics is con-
strained to |g, 3) and e, 3), effectively realizing a two-
level system whose physics has been extensively stud-
ied previously [26, 27, 29-35]. For this case, the super-
radiance potential is Vs—,(0) = sin®(6/2), whose crit-
ical points are 6. = +(m/2). The steady-state Bloch
vector is along S'Eﬂloc}l = Sin905'i’ 5 — cosHOS’f/Q, sta-
bilized at the mean-field level with a drive strength
Q = (NI'/2)sinfy for |0g| < (m/2). Defining Schwinger
bosons such that [53] X§ ~ /(2/N) 51/2 and Y{ ~

vV (2/N)(cos 9051/2+sm Bo 1/2) in the HP approximation
[see Fig. 1(c)], the Lindblad operator can be written as
9_:1 ~ \/(N/2)(X¢+i cos 6Yy). Thus, we define the Bo-
gohubov operator by = (Xl/\/W) +iY/(cos 0y /2),
so that 9+1 = /N cos 0 by. Since the steady state is the
vacuum of by with (AX?)? = (AYP)? = L
that X1 and Y1 are squeezed and antlsqueezed in the
steady state, respectively, with (AX¢)? = (cosfy/2) and
(AYY)? = (1/2cosby) as shown in Fig. 1(c). The squeez-
ing (antisqueezing) approaches 0 (co) as 6y approaches
the critical point, 8, = +(7/2).

, this implies

Multilevel systems.— When both ground levels are
initially populated, the system hosts four nontrivial
Schwinger bosons ¢, and thus three Bogoliubov bosons



b, . We define ¢, such that the jump operator is [53]
9;1 ~VN (xf(f + iy(cos Y + sin (bf’zc)) , (4

where (x,y,$) are parameters that depend on (6, 3).
Specifically, all the critical points, [0%V3(0)/06%]|o=g, =
0, correspond to ¢ = (m/2). As before, we define b; via

~ /Nzycosd b;. We define the other two Bogoli-

ubov operators as by = {[(X§ — tan ¢pX¢) + zYQ]/\f}

and by = ¢3. These modes commute with @fl(oc by, bl),
and therefore their quadratures are conserved during dy-
namics. by and by are said to be generators of strong
symmetries [56-59].

The evolution relaxes the system to the vacuum of 31,
which leads to dynamics in ¢; and ¢ only. The 133 boson
thus plays no role in the dynamics. However, since by
is conserved, the dynamics in ¢; and ¢és is such that the
noise distributions shear perpendicular to X3 and Y7,
as shown in Fig. 1(d). This shearing leads to squeezing
in two distinct modes in the ¢ basis, one in the X7-X§
plane and one in the Y*-Yy plane, as opposed to the
single squeezed mode of the two-level system above. The
shearing is reminiscent of spin squeezing via e.g. one-axis
twisting (OAT). Unlike OAT, however, the dissipative
dynamics does not preserve the area of the noise distri-
bution, and also the shearing rate is time dependent and
stops when (AX?)? = (AYP)? = 1.

Figure 2(b) plots the squeezing in the two squeezed
modes. The squeezing in both modes approaches 0 at
the critical lines (¢ = 7/2), but finite-N effects limit the
best squeezing achievable. Near the critical point, the
squeezed quadratures approach X , which is o D= Y1, and
Y, which is o D+1 - <D§’H> [53].

Squeezing in a dark state.— The simplest way to gen-
erate scalable squeezing in a dark state is to initially pre-
pare the system in a mean-field dark state that is close
to a critical point, and let the system evolve with Q = 0.
We achieve this by choosing £ and 6y appropriately. Fig-
ure 2(a) shows that the dark manifold (black dashed
line) intersects the critical manifold (red dashed line) at
a saddle point (black dot) given by (0c dark; Be,dark) =
(2.45m,0.417) [53]. To avoid finite-N effects, we can
work at a slightly larger 3, e.g. B = 0.411w, whose
superradiance potential is shown in Fig. 3(a) and as a
pink line in Fig. 2(a). The potential has a dark state

t (6o, 8) = (2.417,0.4117), which is close to the criti-
cal point at 6§, = 2.45w. Preparing the system at this
value of (0, ) will yield €2 ~ 0.05 without any driv-
ing. This squeezing gets better as the critical point
(Oc,darks Be,dark) = (2.457,0.417) is approached.

Transferring the squeezing to the dark state.— Scal-
able squeezing can also be generated with Q # 0 in a
bright state close to other critical points. This squeezing
can still be transferred to a dark state, 0g.,k, where it
will be immune to superradiance after switching off the

e

~Saddle point

2
&m

0.010
0.005

9/7r
\
0.100

0 500 1000 1500 2000 10*
NT't

FIG. 3. (a),(b) Superradiance potential V3(0) at (a)
B = 0417 and (b) 8 = 0.57. Blue triangles and red stars
indicate dark states and critical points respectively. (c) The
six leading eigenvalues of the spins’ covariance matrix ¥ dur-
ing the storage protocol at (6p,8) = (4.467,0.57), calcu-
lated using a cumulant expansion truncated at second or-
der [53]. These eigenvalues correspond to the six normal-
ized variances, 4(AS?T )/N, of the spin variables perpendic-
ular to the Bloch vector. The two squeezed modes preserve
the noise after rotating to the dark state at ¢ = 1000/(NT").
Lines are guides to the eye. (d) Finite-size scaling of the

best squeezing in the X and YV quadratures near the critical
points (6., 8) = (4.477,0.57) [dots] and (0c dark, Be,dark) =
(2.457,0.417) [squares].

drive. This idea works regardless of how the squeezing
was generated as long as the HP approximation is valid.

As an example, we consider spin squeezing generated
at (0o, B) = (4.46m,0.57) [green circle in Fig. 3(b)], where
6o is close to a critical point, 6, = 4.477 [Fig. 3(b) and
gray cut in Fig. 2(a)]. The basic idea, after acquiring
squeezing in a bright state, is to first rotate the Bloch
vector to a mean-field dark state and switch off the con-
tinuous drive 2. This can be accomplished by a rotation
expli(6y — Hdark)ﬁf_l] to the dark state at Ogac = 3.877.
Then, to avoid losing the squeezing due to further evo-
lution towards the new steady state at Oqa,x and = 0,
one needs to perform additional single-particle rotations
that transfer the squeezed quadratures to the conserved
quadratures Xé’, Xg, }A/Qb, or }A@f’. Explicit forms of these
rotations are given in [53]. Single-particle rotations for
multilevel atoms can be implemented using, e.g., quan-
tum optimal control [60]. Note that all rotations should
be fast compared to NT.

We numerically simulate this protocol using a cu-
mulant expansion [53] in Fig. 3(c), which shows the
evolution of the noise (variances of spin variables) for
(0o, B) = (4.467,0.57). At t = (1000/NT') we implement
the above rotations and let the system evolve freely with
Q0 = 0. Clearly, the two most squeezed quadratures are
preserved.

Best squeezing achievable.— The best squeezing



achieved is limited by higher-order terms in the HP ap-
proximation, and single-particle decoherence set funda-
mentally by the single-particle linewidth +. In Fig. 3(d),
we use the cumulant expansion, which includes the
higher-order HP corrections, to find the best squeezing
in the two modes for the two above protocols: squeezing
at a dark state or a bright state. Specifically, we scan 6y
between 27 and 2.457 along the dark manifold [dashed
black line in Fig. 2(b)], and 6y between 3.877 and 4.47w
at 8 = 0.57 [Fig. 3(b)]. We numerically find in all cases
that the squeezing &2 scales as N~925 and derive this
scaling in [53]. We show in [53] that free-space spon-
taneous emission yields squeezing which scales with N
as 1/VNC where C = T'/~ is the cavity-cooperativity.
For NC? >> 1, finite-size effects limit the squeezing more
than spontaneous emission. Our protocol has the ad-
vantage that squeezing is generated in more than one
quadrature and is thus useful for more general metrolog-
ical tasks [61].

Outlook.— While we have focused on the case with
only one relevant polarization, the ideas presented can
be generalized to situations with two relevant polariza-
tions, where up to four quadratures can be squeezed [53].
The presented ideas open unique opportunities for the
generation and storage of squeezing in generic multilevel
systems even beyond the cavity setting discussed here.
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DERIVING THE EFFECTIVE MULTILEVEL
SPIN MODEL

In the main text, we considered coherently driven
atoms in a cavity undergoing superradiant emission
[Eq.(1)] in the bad-cavity limit. Here, we present a de-
tailed discussion of the full atom-light master equation
describing this system and show that it can be reduced
to the effective spin master equation considered in the
main text.

The dynamics of the atom-light system is modeled by
the Lindblad master equation,

do _

Kot —
dt

_i[ﬁtotap] + ‘Ccav[p]' (Sl)

Here, H’tot = ﬁA + fIL + fIAL is a Hamiltonian including
contributions from the atoms, cavity modes, atom-light
coupling, and external driving:
Hy = hwhe,
N ih
Ay =Y hwila, + o2
(0%

5 ((AIT eiwt —& efiwt)

@ e )

HaL =hg)» aaDf +hec, (S.2)

and Leay[p] describes the dissipation given by the jump
operators L, = v/ka, due to leakage of photons out of
the cavity at rate k:

. 1., |
Conlpl =Y (dupil, ~ gaknp — 5pila, ). (53)

In the above equations, 7. is the occupation in the ex-
cited manifold, and @, annihilates a photon in the cavity
mode with polarization a.

It is convenient to move to a rotating frame that ro-
tates at the frequency w. In this frame, the atomic angu-
lar frequency, cavity frequency, and laser frequency are
shifted by w, yielding the Hamiltonian

Aot = thea &1 —a.) + hg (aaDf +he.), (S4)

and the same Lindblad jump operators as before.
The master equation for the photon operators is

ia>.

: (S.5)

O (aa) = (~ 50 — igDy +

Assuming the bad cavity limit, x > gv/ N, the photons’
evolution follows the spins,

o + 29D
_, fea+ 29Dy
1R

(S.6)

2

We adiabatically eliminate the photons by substituting
Eq. (S.6) into Egs. (S.2) and (S.3), and obtain

Vhk(ieo +29Dy)
ik ’

Heg = 0; chf,a -

(S.7)

Defining I' = % and Q, = QETQQ, we find that i/eﬂ7a =
—iVAT (D; —H’QF—“) = —iVRT9;. The factor —i in
front is irrelevant, therefore we drop it hereafter.

The master equation due to Z_,

N N 1 ~, -
y=hl'Y D, p95 — {25927, p}, S.8
p Xa: AR A N R
is equivalent to the master equation with H and L[]
given in Eq.(1) of the main text.

MEAN-FIELD EVOLUTION

We described the mean-field evolution of the Bloch vec-
tor in terms of a superradiance potential in the main text.
Here, we derive the mean-field equations, and obtain the
simple description in terms of Vz(9).

The master equation for (5‘7‘;7H>, € {z,y,z}, is
d GH ; Qi Y
at <Sm,+1> = —1{) <[Sm,+1» +1]>
o - e en
b5 D8 0 D)+ (DF, St D)

(5.9)

Making the mean-field approximation, (ab) ~ (a) (b),
Eq. (S.9) simplifies to
d

= (S 1)

2 = —i(Q =T (DY) (S .1, D21])

— il (DY) ([Sh 11 DY) -
Finally, realizing that the equation for the commuta-
tors, [Sh 11, D] = i35 €uaCitS), 41, have the same

form as the equation for a cross product, we can write
Eq. (S.10) as

(S.10)

S = CENQ T (D)) T (D%)),0) x S (S.11)



For the given initial condition, a parametric equa-

tion that solves Eq. (S.11) is § = Q — I'(D¥,) with

= 15,,] (0, sin[C;F10], — cos[C;-16]).
tential V3(6) such that

We define a po-

V() 1 N
DO w(0: ) D w0 )
1 T
N<G5|619D+1Dy e PNGg) . (S12)
Using the commutation [ 57, il] = if)il, it follows
that
V _ Z G5|620D+1SZ 719D+1 |G5>

\H 2\

N; (6:8)1S5(8:8))  (5.13)

where c is an irrelevant additive constant.

EQUIVALENT BOSONIC DESCRIPTION

In the main text, we defined the Schwinger bosons ¢; as
a unitary transformation of a;, ¢; = Zj (Mp,)ija;. Here,
we (a) explicitly define ¢;, and (b) simultaneously give
a general recipe to find a definition such that the jump
operator (for any polarization and multilevel structure)
has the form 9~ ~ vV Nz X¢ +iy(cos pY{ +sin oY) that
we used in the main text [see Eq. (3)].

1. By convention, we choose ¢y such that it annihilates
particles in the “condensate”. For the present case,
this gives

Co = cos é (cos Q—O&g__l/g + ¢ sin 9—0&6 1/2>
2 23 % 23

0 0
+ sing <cos gd971/2 + i sin 20&5,3/2) . (8.14)

2. The next Schwinger boson is ¢; = Zj Mija;. We
choose ¢; via

D*, = VNzX¢ (S.15)

in the HP approximation. This uniquely deter-

mines the coefficients M;; and thus é; as

B
) COS 5

0 0
& = 7 sin (g _1/2 + COS —=0 1 2)
Jeo? 3+ 3572 (1 gty e e

V3sin £ <

4 2

4/ cos? g + 3sin? g
(S.16)

Moreover, by equating the variance of ﬁil in the

mean-field state with the variance of vV NzX¢ in
the coherent vacuum of ¢;, we find that

2 A
v =y (ADY)mp

For the present case, this
\/cosz(,ﬁ/2) | sin?(8/2)
6 2

0, 0.
151n§ag71/2+008 9%e3/2 |-

(S.17)

value is = =

3. Next, we define ¢, via 9211 In the HP approxima-
tion, 2%, reduces to

9211 = VN(aX{ + o'Y{ + remaining). (S.18)
where the relations

o= <{D+1’@-y+1}>MF’

o =L (D%, D)) (5.19)

can be shown by direct substitution into Egs. (S.15)
and (S.18). We define é such that the ‘remaining’
terms in ZY, are proportional to YQC. To deter-
mine «, note the identity ({D%,2Y{,}),,, = 0,
therefore @« = 0. Therefore, 9211 in the HP ap-
proximation is 9}{_1 = VN(/'YE + 'Y5), and we
defined
o =ycos¢
"= ysing (S.20)
in the main text. Similar to z, we have that y =
\/ & (ADL)MF. Using this fact and the expression

for o/ = ycos¢ in Eq. (S.19), we obtain

2 B gin 0
. COSQBJF n2§71 cos QSm‘/ngsté
6 2 2 V3 2
20?2

1
cos ¢ = 61y (cos2 5 cos jg + 3sin? g cos 9) , (S5.22)

where 2 is the coherent driving strength.
Finally, from the HP expansion 92_3{_1 = y(cos Y+
sin ¢Yy), we obtain the definition of &,



sin 3 . 1 . 0
Co :m (81110 — TSIH \/7>
X <ZS]HCOS Q, _ ZCOSﬁCOSQd — S
239 /2= 9%g,1/2

0
cos 6 — cos 7

sin 3
Q\fysmqbcosgﬁ + 3sin 2§

X (—2\/§ sin ) sin

0
——Q, _1/9 + 1COS =
23 7712 2

4. The third Schwinger boson, ¢s, is uniquely deter-

in — sin

.0
Sin §ag’1/2 —

id —l—cosésingd
2 2\/§ 6,1/2 2 2 673/2

0 0
V3sin g cos ﬁde,lﬂ + cos g cos 2&6’3/2> (S.23)

(S.24)

mined as the one that commutes with ég, é]{, and

é;:
. sin 3 0
:m <cos9 — cos \/§>
X (isincos id 1 —icosécos Q& —sinésin i& —i—cosésin Qd )
2 23 9,—1/2 9 2 9,1/2 9 23 e,1/2 9 5 €,3/2
sin 3 . 1 .
— m (sm@ — ﬁsm \/3)

ma B0 .
X (—2\/351n2sm ﬁ%’_lm —+ 1 cos 5

QUANTUM NOISE IN THE HP
APPROXIMATION

The covariance matrix ¥ calculates the connected cor-
relations between X¢ and Y. For the multilevel sys-
tem considered, which has 3 HP bosons, it is defined
as Xy = ({X7, Xf}eos Bivsges = (Y5 Y he, and
Yiis = ({X£,V hHe fori,j € {1,2,3}. Note that X
is symmetric and by definition of the HP bosons we have
(X¢) = (V) = 0, so we will drop the subscript ‘C’ in the
following.

The initial uncorrelated state is the vacuum of ¢;~¢,
therefore the initial value of the covariance matrix is ¥ =
15 O3
03 13
and zero matrix.

, where 13 and O3 are the 3 x 3 identity matrix

In the main text, we defined Bogoliubov operators such
that the steady state is the vacuum of b, and 5i>2, and
the dynamics preserves the quadratures of bo. Therefore,
in order to calculate X, it is convenient to first calcu-
late the initial and steady state covariance matrix for
the quadratures of the b operators.

0 0 0
551n ag1/2 \fsm—cos 2\/§de71/2+cos§c052d6’3/2> (S.25)

(

Using the definitions of bi, i.e.

b T ¢
X Vivess O O\ [
X3 | =| —tang 10 )| X5 |, (S.26)
Xt 0 01 X5
b y cos ¢ ysin ¢ ¥
5:'1 Tycosd /xycoso 0 }A/lc
vPo| = 0 1 Yy |, (8.27)
Yy 0 0 1 Y
the initial covariance matrices for Xf’ and ij are
(X2, X)) (XD, X8} ({XY,X2))
(X, X0)) ({X5,X8)) (X5, X0}
({X5, X7} (A5, X3} ({X3, X5}
T —x tan ¢
Tt Vves
= \/W sec d) 0 s (828)
0 0 1



<{}>1 ’ Yb}>
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({¥3, Y9}
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(V2.9 (V2.2
({9, ¥P)) ({V9,¥21)
Y ysing
0
1

T cos ¢ vy cos ¢
— ysin ¢ 1

s , (S.29)

0

<{X1b’ Y]b}> =0. (S.30)

Dynamics of the noise

9 (0) = NI(ZT09~ —

for the observables O =

The master equations,
%‘@J“.@*O — %O.@*.@ﬂ,
XfXJl?,f/;bf/}b, and Xff’;’ are

0; ((X1)?) = NTaycos ¢(1 — 2((X7])%)),

o (XbXb> = —Nny cos ¢ (X7 XP)

0 (X} X}) =

00 (Y7)?) = NPwycow(l —2((Y})*)),

0, (YY) = —erinOS¢ (VPYy),

0, < Alb Jb> _

Oy (XPY)) = (S.31)

where 4,5 > 1. Solving them gives the time-dependent
solution for the covariance matrix elements,

(X0, R0)) ((XDREY) (R0, X0))
(X5, X)) (X5, X2)) (%5, X0 | =
({3, X7} ({X3,X3}) ({X§,X%})
Teesg) (A —=F) %f
J%f sec2p 0 |, (S.32)
0 0 1
(Y20 (VY2 (Y0, Y))
(Y2, ¥0)) (Y2, ¥2)) (Y3, Y9} | =
(v, vy) (V9,2 (V9,9
s/ A=) JEEf 0
gg/czlzxoﬁ¢e—Nthy cos ¢ 1 0 s (833)
0 0 1
(X0, =0, (S.34)

where f = e~ NTtzycos¢,

Inverting the Bogoliubov transformation [Eq. (S.26)
and (S.27)] gives ¥ in the steady state. ¥ has a block-
diagonal form due to Eq. (S.34), ¥ = ( Xxx 05 ) .

03 Yyy
The eigenvalues of ¥ x x and Yyy give the widths of the
noise distribution. Two of these eigenvalues are always
equal to 1 because é; undergoes no dynamics [see bottom
right entry in Eqs. (S.26),(S.27),(S.32) and (S.33)]. The

nontrivial eigenvalues in the steady state are

2
o Ax2+1 _\/(Ax;l) - Pt

2
§§—Ay+1—\/(‘4yl> + (1= f)*tan? ¢
2 2
2
o Az;l +\/(%@21) -t
2
gz—Ay;1+\/ (Ayz‘l) + (1 f)2tan’ 6, (5.35)
where A, = 222 (1— %) = (1 = 2f) + (1 — f)*sec® ¢
and A, = Lo (1~ f?) — (1 —2f) + (1 — f)*sec® ¢.

The top two lines in Eq. (S.35) give the steady-state
squeezing in the X and Y quadratures respectively, and
the bottom two lines give the steady-state anti-squeezing.
Note that the spin squeezing cannot be extracted by di-
agonalizing the covariance matrix for Xﬁ [Eq. (S.32)] and
f’lf [Eq. (S.33)], since the Bogoliubov transformation is
not unitary.

Steady-state noise

The steady state values of the squeezing and anti-
squeezing, obtained by setting f = 0, are

e (1+ yciw) —y\/ (1—|— ycow) — 4dxycos ¢

2 _
&= 22y coS ¢ ’
2
, (1+LCOS¢)—1‘\/ (1+M05¢) — 4xy cos ¢
b= 22y cos ¢ ’
2
1 ) 7 (] s
3 22y cos ¢ ’
2
(1+xcos¢)+x\/ (1+MOS¢) — 4xy cos ¢
2 _
&= 22y coSs ¢ '

(S.36)

NUMERICAL BENCHMARKING

We benchmark our results with cumulant and exact
diagonalization simulations, as described in this section.
Since both approximations go beyond the HP approxima-
tion, we also describe a procedure to obtain the squeezing
of the system in the spin basis without having to explic-
itly define the HP bosonic variables.



Gell-Mann matrices and spin squeezing

For an /{-level system, a complete basis of single-
particle operators is given by the generalized Gell-Mann
matrices g; k. k € [1,0%2 — 1],i € [1,N], defined such
that Tr(gikgi1) = 20x;. For fully symmetric states, the
relevant observables are collective Gell-Mann matrices,
G = Zf\il Gi k-

To compute squeezing, we define the spin covariance
matrix, ¥, with matrix elements %5, = ({Gi,Gm}) —
2(G)) (Gyn). The covariance matrix 3 is an (/2 — 1) x
(¢ — 1) matrix. However, for large N and in the stable
phase, we find using the cumulant approximation (see
below) that only 2(¢ — 1) eigenvalues are significant, and
the others are insignificant. This is consistent with the
expectation that the Bloch vector’s length stays nearly
constant, and therefore the only relevant covariances in-
volve the 2(¢ — 1) spin variables perpendicular to the
Bloch vector.

These orthogonal variables correspond to the Gell-
Mann operators A, = 37, [0), (u|, + h.c. (u > 0) corre-
sponding to coherences between the condensed direction
|0) and the orthogonal states | > 0), and their variances
in the large-IV approximation are equal to the variances
of the é,50 bosons. Thus, the 2(¢ — 1) largest eigenval-
ues of ¥ are approximately the same as the eigenvalues
of the ¥ HP covariance matrix. Similarly, the orthogo-
nal spin variables S 1,y mentioned in the main text would
correspond to linear combinations of [\u- For the exam-
ples considered in this paper, ¢ is effectively 2 (if 5 is a
multiple of 7) or 4 (for non-multiples of 7).

Cumulant expansion

In Fig. 3 of the main text, we plotted the noise in spin
variables that were calculated using a numerical cumu-
lant expansion. Here, we explain this method.

We write the master equation for one-point opera-
tors (G;) and two-point correlators (G;G,,). The mas-
ter equation for n-point operators involves (n + 1)-point
correlators. Our approximation consists in setting the
third-order cumulant to zero, i.e.

(G1GnG) = (GG (G + (G1GL) (G + (GG (GY)
(G (S

37)

This approximation works well for near-Gaussian states.
Our initial uncorrelated state is Gaussian, and the many-
body state stays near-Gaussian in the stable superradiant
phase. Therefore, we expect our approximation to be
valid in this regime. We chose N = 10° for Fig. 3 in the
main text.
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FIG. S.1. Numerical benchmarking with exact diagonaliza-
tion. (a) We plot the steady-state in the six noise quadra-
tures perpendicular to the Bloch vector, obtained from exact
diagonalization for N = 30 as dots, and from HP as solid
lines. The lines agree excellently with the dots. (b) Nu-
merically exact simulation of the protocol to create squeez-
ing at (0o, 8) = (4.07m,0.57) until NIT't = 20, and store it in
(edarlw ﬂ) ~ (3.877r, 0.571’).

Exact diagonalization

We further benchmark the HP predictions with numer-
ical exact diagonalization on small systems (N = 30).
Restricting to the space of fully symmetric states, we ex-
actly simulate the system’s evolution and calculate the
spins’ covariance matrix . Figure S.1(a), which plots
the 2(¢ — 1) = 6 leading steady-state eigenvalues of by
versus 6y at 8 = m/2, shows that the HP predictions
(lines) agree excellently with the numerically exact re-
sults (dots).

Furthermore, we also numerically benchmark our pro-
tocol to create and store the squeezing in a dark state,
in Fig. S.1(b). We perform the spin rotation to the dark
manifold at NI't = 20 and turn off the drive. Although
the squeezing is not preserved for NI't > 20, due to finite-
size effects (N = 30), Fig. S.1(b) shows that the system
in fact gets more squeezed after turning off the drive.

ENTANGLEMENT CRITERION

Ref. [1] showed several tight inequalities satisfied by
all separable states, violating which is a proof of entan-
glement. In this section, we consider one of these in-
equalities, and rewrite it in a form reminiscent of the
spin-squeezing criterion for spin-1/2 systems. In the HP
approximation, violating this inequality is equivalent to
obtaining an eigenvalue of the covariance matrix 3 to be
< 1.

For (-level systems and collective Gell-Mann matrices
{G1}, Ref. [1] proved that

- ~ (-1
(N=1)> (AG)* =Y (G}) = —2N(N - )——
kel k¢l
(S.38)
Here, (G2) = (G2) — YN, (471 is the second moment
and (AGy)? = (AG)? - ZZV:I (97 1) is the modified vari-

ance of Gy, after subtracting same-spin terms. The set I



can be any subset of [1,2,---,¢2 — 1]. Thus, there are
20’-1 inequalities, and violating any one of them is proof
of entanglement. Inserting the definitions of (AGy)? and
(G?), we can rewrite inequality (S.38) as

N
3 (N(AGk-)2 - (Z <g$,k>) - <ék>2>

kel i=1

N
(Z @ -3 <gzk>) —aNv - it

k =1

Y

SO AGikdin) | —2N(N — 1)%,

ko i#j

(S.39)

The term inside the parantheses in the last line is a Cas-
simir operator, and all collective states are eigenstates of
this operator with the same eigenvalue. For two parti-
cles 7 and j, the eigenvalue is 2(¢ — 1)/¢, and summing
over i # j multiplies it by N(N — 1). Therefore, the
entire right hand side of the inequality simplifies to 0.
Inequality (S.39) then simplifies to

, N . e >2
Z(AGk) ZZ <Z <sz>> — ]ff . (S.40)

kel kel \i=1

We now make a special choice of I as a set with only
one element. We choose this element as the Gell-Mann
matrix A, = 3, 10), (u|, +h.c. = égéﬂ +h.c., where |0) is
the macroscopically occupied state, and |u) is orthonor-
mal to |0). The term Zf\;l (g}fk) simplifies to ng + n,,
where ny and n,, are populations in |0) and |g). In this
case, inequality (S.40) is

~ 2 ~ 2
A o (A
N =Y N

(AAL)? > ng +ny, — (5.41)

where the second inequality is tighter, and follows from
n, > 0. Violating these inequalities is proof of entangle-
ment.

In the HP approximation, <Au> = \/W(Xﬁ) ~ 0,
no = (&hég) ~ N, and (AA,)? = 2N(AXS)
choose [) such that X7 is an eigenvector of ¥, then its
eigenvalue is 53 = Q(AXZ)Q. Thus, the squeezing in-
equality reduces to 53 > 1, i.e. having an eigenvalue < 1

If we

indicates entanglement. Replacing |p) with 4 |u) gives
(AA,)? = 2N(AYS)2,

DARK STATE CLOSE TO THE CRITICAL
POINT

In the main text, we considered a case where squeez-
ing is directly created in a dark state via collective de-
cay. For this we initialized the atoms in |U(y;3)) =
exp(—iQOf)ﬁl) (cosBlg, —3) +sin Blg, %>)®N, where we
chose 8 such that this state is a mean-field dark state
and it is close to a critical point. Here, we derive the
condition for such 8 and 6.

The dark state and critical point conditions are, re-
spectively,

oV (0) cos?(B/2) . 0 sin?(3/2) .
gy = ———=—=s8in— 4+ ————=sinf = 0,
g o=t 2v/3 /3 2

LRRZIC) cos?(3/2) 0  sin?(8/2)

o002 lo=0, = 6 cos 7 + — cosf = 0.
(S.42)

Both equations will be satisfied if tan % = ta\%go and 8 =

2tan~! %ﬁéﬁ). The parameters 6y ~ 2.457 and

B ~ 0.417 used in the main text satisfy these equations.

TRANSFERRING THE SQUEEZING

We specify here the rotations employed for the case
where squeezing is created in a bright state close to a
critical point and then transferred to a dark state.

As a first step, upon reaching the steady state, we ro-
tate the Bloch vector to the dark state. For this we use
the same external drive that we used for the initial state
preparation and continuous driving. This operation also
rotates the noise quadratures along with it. In general,
when the Bloch vector rotates from any angle 61 to 65 via
a rotation expli(f; — 02)D? ], the map for the rotation
of the noise directions is given by

61 — él,
62 — )\62 + )\/63,

3 — /\/62 — )\63, (843)

For 8 = 0.5m, A and X are given by A = ¥(61) -
171(92), /\/ = 171 (91) 172(92) where



: 1o 0
. 1 sm@—ﬁsm—g 1 0 1 COS ¢ P 1 COS @
U = — | cos —= — ,C —
' 2ysing V2 V3 V3 T T ’
1 cos@—cosi3 Siﬂ@—%sm% %sin%—sm@
= , , S.44
Taysnd 3 V2 NG (5.44)
[
In our case, we rotate from 61 ~ 0. to 03 = 0., Note (a) At Oy ~ 0.
that in principle we can rotate to any of the dark states
f4ark available in the superradiance potential. oo <
. e e
When the system settles into the steady state close to B
the critical point, the squeezed quadratures are close to
X7 and Yy, and the anti-squeezed quadratures are close X7 Y
to X§ and Yy [see Fig. S.2(a)]. Thus, from the above (b) At Ogark
expressions we see that immediately after rotating to the §é° >..<’
dark state, the squeezed quadratures are X7 and \Yy + < j_”
B e
XYy, and the anti-squeezed quadratures are AXS + N X§ + N
and Yy [see Fig. S.2(b)]. o =
As a second step, we would like to rotate the squeezed =~ X7 Y
quadratures to align along the conserved directions. Afl
; . ) c) After U,
First, we describe how to rotate X{ to sin @garxX|{ — um( ) rot, 1
08 Gdark X5 ¢ X8(Ogark), Where Oqari is associated with §€ @ - + + g
a dark state and @gark = @(0gark). The rotation of the < E = | ——— L T z
n ~ —
bosonic operator ¢; to ¢;, where ¢; and ¢; are not nec- S i ’J: @ g =
essarily independent, is achieved by the beam-splitter ~ . p . . . o 0%
Hyor = z(éjéj — éjél) Time evolution of the operators (sin @X7 — cos 9.X3) (sin @Yy — cos 9Yy)
under this Hamiltonian is given by (d) After Uypt 2
Ci — A
&i(7) = & cos(TV1 =A%) + (& Z2&) ]1 )\;) sin(7v/1 — A2), o4 - ———

(S.45)
where A = [é&,él]. Thus, ¢&(r) = ¢ at
T = % The desired rotation from X§{ to

Sin @gark X5 — €OS Pdark X{ is accomplished by Uyor1 =
exp (5 = daand) (elez — éfen)).

Immediately after Uyot,1, the squeezed quadratures
are sin @gark Xy — €0S Pdark X5 and A(cos dgark Yy +
Sin @aarkYs ) + A'YS, and the anti-squeezed quadratures
are A(CoS Pdark X {480 Paark X5) +A' XS and sin ¢gark Y —
cOS Paark Yy [see Fig. S.2(c)].

Next, we wish to rotate A(Cos @qark Y7® + Sin @aark Yy ) +
NY{ to Y. This can also be achieved using an oper-
ation Uyet,2 derived from the recipe given above. After
this rotation, the squeezed quadratures are sin ¢ga,xk X{ —
cos Paark X5 and Yy, and the anti-squeezed quadratures
are X§ and sin @aark Yy — oS daark Yy [see Fig. S.2(d)].

For 8 = 0.57, 0, = 4.477, and Ogax = 3.877, the two
rotations have the form U,q 1 = exp(iﬁé},)) and Uyop,2 =

(sin X7 — cos ¢X3) (sin Y| — cos ¢Yy)

FIG. S.2. Tlustration of noise distributions during the pro-
tocol to transfer the squeezing to the dark state. (a) The
system is squeezed along X{ and Yy at 6y ~ 6.. (b)
The squeezed quadratures are X{ and \Yy + NY{ imme-
diately after rotating to the dark state. (c) After applying
Urot,1, the squeezed quadratures are sin ¢ X{ — cos X5 and
A(cos Y + sin ¢Ys) + XYy, After this, the squeezing in
sin X —cos X5 will be preserved. (d) After applying Usot,2,
the squeezed Y quadrature is Y5, and will be preserved after
this.

exp(i(ﬁéz) + 02+ ﬁéﬁ))), where

H() = —0.745", , + 1.2857 ) — 0.7111] 5 + 1.36T",

e .

H?) = 0128,

H® = -1.585Y,

H) = —0.425", ) — 044575 — 0.081I] ;5 + 0.14T7, .
(S.46)



5’5‘ and S’? are spin-1/2 operators within the ground
manifold, and within the two-level excited manifold
{le,1/2),le,3/2)}, S are the spin-1/2 operators within
the manifold {|g,m),|e,m + 1)} as defined in the main
text, and 117, = §9,1/2) (¢,1/2| + h.c. and T7, ,, =
119,-1/2) (e, 3/2|+h.c.. The Hamiltonians in Eq. (S.46)
can potentially be implemented via a sequence of mag-
netic fields, Stark shifts, and microwave and Raman tran-
sitions. As a guiding example, below we also provide
an explicit decomposition of Uyot,1 which may be imple-
mented in an experiment:

Urot,l = (RQRE)T X Reg X (RgRe)7
Ry = exp (in(0.6957 +0.725;))
R, = exp (m(o.48§g . 0.88§§)) ,

Reg = exp (—0.68@'m§f1 /2) . (S.47)

We point out that while the separate steps Rg4, R. and
R,y may rotate the Bloch vector away from the dark
state, the sequence of rotations which compose Uyq,1 will
return the Bloch vector to the dark state.

EFFECT OF SINGLE-PARTICLE
DECOHERENCE

In the main text, we considered collective dissipation
as the only source of decoherence, and studied how the
interplay of driving and collective dissipation can lead to
squeezing. However, atoms can also spontaneously emit
light into free space, which is a source of decoherence
which degrades entanglement and squeezing. The jump
operators for this process are

d;,a = ﬁz C??”bg;i,i,a (848)

where a denotes the polarization of the emission, v is
the linewidth of the excited state, and 81,10 1s the single-
particle spin lowering operator for the transition between
le,m + a) and |g, m).

The degradation of the squeezing due to spontaneous
emission is due to additional corrections which typically
take the form fZ = ;2@0 + At, with 5370 the squeezing due
to only collective dissipation, and 4 . The expres-
sion for &2 ; was given in Eq. (S.35). It monotonically
decreases from 1 as ¢ varies from 0 to oo, whereas ¢
monotonically increases. Thus, there is an optimal time
where the squeezing is optimal. We calculate this below,
and consider only £2 for concreteness. A similar analysis
can be applied for &3.

The optimal value of squeezing

We minimize the squeezing by solving

dé
dt

+5=0. (S.49)

Eq. (S.49) has a solution in the regime cos ¢ < 1—f < 1.

In this time window,
dé? cos? ¢ ( cos® ¢ )

’ + O , S.50

a—pr O\ampe) BN

dt
therefore the solution for Eq. (S.49) is (1 — f)/cos¢ =~
yV2NC where C = T'/# is proportional to the single-
particle cavity cooperativity. Furthermore, since 1 — f <
1, we can Taylor expand the exponent in f, f ~ 1 —
NTtxycos ¢, and thus obtain the optimal time for the
squeezing,

~ —2NTy?

1 f2C

t~ —
'V N

(S.51)

The value of the squeezing at this optimal time is

, 2 [2

g~y ve

Ve (S.52)

The condition (1 — f) ~ NTtxycos¢ < 1 also means
that the equation for the optimal time [Eq. (S.51)] is

. . . 1
valid only if cos ¢ < Vo ToR

HIGHER-ORDER CORRECTIONS IN N

In the main text, we approximated the jump opera-
tor as .@Il ~ VN (xX| + iy(cos Y] + sin ¢Y3)), and we
ignored corrections of O(1). The O(1) corrections mod-
ify the value of the squeezing, and in particular, limit
the best squeezing achievable. We observed this limit-
ing in Fig. 3(d), where we plotted the best squeezing
that was numerically computed from solving the coupled
equations in the cumulant expansion. Here, we give a
brief analytical argument that supports the numerical
scaling observed for the best squeezing. We also compare
it with the best squeezing achievable when spontaneous
emission is also present.

To find the best squeezing and the t;me at which the

dg

best squeezing is achieved, we solve - = 0. The lead-

ing term in % is % = O(NT) [see e.g. Eq. (S.50)],
and arises from 92;1 ~ VN (2 X1 +iy(cos ¢Y1 +sin ¢Y3)).
The next term in % arises from the O(1) corrections in
971, and is O(I"). Near the critical point, the O(T") con-
tribution is nearly equal to ngn‘cifsm where fgmifsq =¢2
or £7 is the anti-squeezing [Eq. (S.35)]. A detailed

derivation of this heuristic argument is left to future



work [2]. In sum, including this correction, we solve
2 2
% = % + F{“gmifsq = 0. This equation has a solution
at the time ¢ that fulfils cos ¢ < 1 — f <« 1. Specifically,
de? o cosé (1= f)?
— ~ —2NT r . S.53
dt 4 (1-1)? + cos? ¢ (5-53)

The solution is (1 — f)/cos¢ =~ (2Ny?)'/4, and the
squeezing at these optimal parameters scales as &2
N4,

In Fig. 3(d), we plotted the best steady-state (¢ —
o0) squeezing, i.e., f = 0. Thus, the best steady-state
squeezing is obtained at cos ¢ oc N~1/4,

Including both higher-order corrections and
spontaneous emission

In the regime cos¢p < 1 — f < 1,

S o cos’ (1-f)7

— ~ 4 —2NT r . S.54

at 7 4 (1-=1)2 + cos? ¢ (5-54)
The solution to %: = 0 is dominated by spontaneous

emission, and the squeezing scales < 1/vVNC, if NC? <

1. The solution to ddi: = 0 is dominated by finite-N
corrections, and the squeezing scales x N~V/4 if NC? >

1.

SUPERRADIANT EMISSION OF TWO
POLARIZATIONS

In the main text, we considered squeezing generated
by the driven-dissipative dynamics for atoms populating
lg,£1/2), |e,1/2), and |e,3/2). In this case, only the
right-handed polarization was relevant. The cavity can,
however, support two polarization modes, and both po-
larizations will be relevant for the case where atoms pop-
ulate all six levels, or an arbitrary initial state for atoms
with an arbitrary internal structure. For concreteness,
we focus on the six-level system from the main text, and
explain the resultant squeezing.

In the case of two polarizations, the master equation
for the atoms is hp =) La[p], where

. 1 .. .

Lalgl =10 (9098 - 419395}
. R 0.,
We assume the driving strengths are chosen to keep the
mean Bloch vector stationary, Q, = T'(DY).

When the atoms populate all six levels
lg,—1/2<m <1/2) and |e,—3/2<m <3/2), { = 6
and therefore there are six ¢, Schwinger bosons, and

9

five Bogoliubov bosons ZA)#. We define the Bogoliubov
bosons as follows. First, we define Bogoliubov operators
by o @;1 for the jump operator for right-handed
polarization, and bs o 9:1 for the jump operator for
left-handed polarization. We note that b, and by defined
in this way may not satisfy [by,bi] = 0 (the actual
Bogoliubov bosons will be linear combinations thereof).
However, the steady state will still be the vacuum with
respect to both by and 133, so the same procedure used
for the one-polarization case can be applied here to find
squeezing.

As Dbefore, we define ¢y to annihilate particles in
|t)(t = 0)), and we define é; and é as explicitly described
earlier to yield the following form of the jump operator,

by o 92;1 = X¢ + iy (cos PYY + sin ¢YQC) , (S.56)

for some value of the parameters z1,y1,¢. The pro-
portionality constant should be chosen to enforce the
right commutation for b; and l;]; Since 92_;1 and 77,
commute at leading order in the HP approximation, i.e.
(21, 224]) ;= 0, then bz necessarily has to be of the
form

?)3 X 2’181 + CCQ(COS (ng — sin (lec) + Z'yg)};
+ I3X§ + i(y;;?; + y4f/4c> (857)
for some value of the parameters 21, x2, yo2, T3, Y3, y4, and
for an appropriate choice of é3 and ¢4, which can be de-
fined in a similar procedure to how ¢; and ¢y were chosen.
The three other Bogoliubov bosons are defined such
that they commute with b, and bL,u € {1,3}. For ex-
ample,

by o<(ys sin ¢ X ¢ — y3 cos pX§ + o cos X )
+ i(xoys cos Y — x3ysYs + zoyy cos pY)
by x(ya X§ — ys X5) + iV,
by =és. (S.58)
The above judicious definitions of ¢, and b, lets us
extend our argument in the main text to describe the

squeezing with two polarizations. Both by and by are
conserved, since they commute with Qfl. Due to similar

arguments as the main text, conservation of Xé’ and X i’
will lead to squeezing in at most two modes in the X{-
X§-X$-X§ hyper-plane, and conservation of Y and Y}
will lead to squeezing of at most two modes in the Y°-
Yy-Y5-Y hyper-plane. Thus, there can exist up to four
squeezed quadratures due to dissipation into two cavity
polarization modes.

* Now at Rigetti Computing, Berkeley, CA 94710, USA



10

[1] G. Vitagliano, P. Hyllus, I. L. Egusquiza, and G. Téth, oli, Driven-dissipative four-mode squeezing of multilevel
Spin squeezing inequalities for arbitrary spin, Phys. Rev. atoms in an optical cavity, Article in preparation.
Lett. 107, 240502 (2011).

[2] B. Sundar, D. Barberena, A. M. Rey, and A. Pineiro Ori-



