arXiv:2205.03808v2 [quant-ph] 21 Jun 2022

Ground-state and dynamical properties of a spin-S Heisenberg star

Jiaxiu Li^{1, 2} and Ning Wu^{1, 2, ∗} 1Center for Quantum Technology Research, School of Physics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China 2Key Laboratory of Advanced Optoelectronic Quantum Architecture and Measurements (MOE), School of Physics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China

We generalize the Heisenberg star consisting of a spin-1/2 central spin and a homogeneously coupled spin bath modeled by the XXX ring [Richter J and Voigt A 1994 J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 27 1139-1149] to the case of arbitrary central-spin size S < N/2, where N is the number of bath spins. We describe how to block-diagonalize the model based on the Bethe ansatz solution of the XXX ring, with the dimension of each block Hamiltonian ≤ 2S + 1. We obtain all the eigenenergies and explicit expressions of the sub-ground states in each l-subspace with l being the total angular momentum of the bath. Both the eigenenergies and the sub-ground states have distinct structures depending whether S ≤ l or l < S. The absolute ground-state energy and the corresponding l as functions of the intrabath coupling are numerically calculated for N = 16 and S = 1, 2, · · · , 7 and their behaviors are quantitatively explained in the weak and strong intrabath coupling limits. We then study the dynamics of the antiferromagnetic order within an XXX bath prepared in the Néel state. Effects of the initial state of the central spin, the value of S, and the system-bath coupling strength on the staggered magnetization dynamics are investigated. By including a Zeeman term for the central spin and the anisotropy in the intrabath coupling, we also study the polarization dynamics of the central spin for a bath prepared in the spin coherent state. Under the resonant condition and at the isotropic point of the bath, the polarization dynamics for S > 1/2 exhibits collapse-revival behaviors with fine structures. However, the collapse-revival phenomena is found to be fragile with respect to anisotropy of the intrabath coupling.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum spin systems are important physical systems that can exhibit many-body effects and strong correlations. They are ubiquitous in quantum magnetism, statistical physics, and more recently, quantum information and quantum simulations. It is generally challenging to theoretically study many-body spin systems due to the exponential growth of the dimension of the relevant Hilbert space with the system size. In this context, exactly soluble spin models play an important role in understanding the ground-state and dynamical properties of general large-scale spin systems.

Two important classes of soluble spin models are spin chains [1] and central spin models [2, 3], which can be solved by using free-fermion techniques or the Bethe ansatz. Currently, typical quantum spin chains such as the quantum Ising model and the XXZ chain have been realized on different experimental platforms [4, 5] and continue to attract the attention of theorists [6, 7]. Central spin models are highly relevant to solid-state setups that are promising candidates for performing quantum information processing, including electrons trapped in quantum dots [8] and nitrogen vacancy centers in diamond [9], etc.

In an early theoretical work, Richter and Voigt proposed a spin model that combines the above two types of soluble models, i.e., a spin-1/2 central spin model

∗Electronic address: wunwyz@gmail.com

and an antiferromagnetic XXX periodic chain [10], with the intention of investigating the effect of central-spin induced frustration on the ground-state properties of the latter. Such a composite spin system, named as a Heisenberg star, is originally considered as an antiferromagnetic chain with a perturbation and has several conserved quantities that ensure the solvability of the model. Alternatively, the Heisenberg star can also be viewed as a central spin system in the presence of nearestneighbor intrabath interactions. Recently, the solvability and real-time dynamics of higher-spin central spin models with/without intrabath interaction are studied and a richer variety of physical properties are observed compared to the spin-1/2 counterpart [11, 12].

In this work, we extend the spin-1/2 Heisenberg star to the case of a higher central spin of size S ≤ N/2, where N is the number of sites in the XXX ring. Following Ref. [13], in which the coherence dynamics of a spin-1/2 Heisenberg star in the presence of an external magnetic was studied, we first describe how to block-diagonalize a spin-S Heisenberg star based on the Bethe ansatz solutions of the XXX ring. The dimensions of the resultant block Hamiltonians are at most 2S + 1. With the help of the conserved quantities of the system, we then obtain all the eigenenergies of the model in terms of the quantum numbers l and j, where l and j are the total angular momenta of the XXX bath and the whole system, respectively. Similar to the case of S = 1/2, the sub-ground state energy in the l-subspace depends only on l. However, we find that these sub-ground state energies have different structures depending whether S ≤ l or l < S. Based on these results, we numerically calculate the absolute ground state energy and the corresponding bath angular momentum as functions of the intrabath coupling for an XXX bath of N = 16 sites. The dependence of these quantities on varying S is analytically analyzed in the weak intrabath coupling. We derive closed-form expressions of the 2j + 1 degenerate sub-ground states in the l-subspace, which can be written as a sum of tensor products of the central-spin state and the degenerate sub-ground states of the XXX bath, with the coefficients being determined analytically.

We are also interested in the real-time dynamics of the Heisenberg star. As observed in Ref. [13], for a star prepared in a pure state the dynamics of any observable belonging to the central spin does not depend on the intrabath coupling, and hence is equivalent to the result for a noninteracting bath. Rather than focusing on the central spin dynamics, we study the staggered magnetization dynamics within the XXX bath when it is prepared in the Néel state. This is motivated by a theoretical investigation of the relaxation of antiferromagnetic order in a spin-1/2 XXZ chain following a quantum quench [14]. We reveal the influence of central-spin size, the central-spin initial state, and the system-bath coupling strength on the staggered magnetization dynamics. Some of the observed dynamical behaviors are consistent with those obtained in an inhomogeneous Heisenberg star [12]. For example, increasing the size of the central spin and adopting a superposed central-spin initial state can both accelerate the initial decay of the antiferromagnetic order, while these effects becomes less prominent in the strong intrabath coupling regime. It is intriguing that although the central spin dynamics is independent of the intrabath coupling, the magnetic order within the bath exhibits rich and robust dynamical behaviors even for homogeneous system-bath coupling.

We finally study the central-spin polarization dynamics for a slighted modified spin-S Heisenberg star in the presence of an external magnetic field and with anisotropic intrabath coupling. Following Refs. [15–17], we choose the spin coherent state as the bath initial state. We demonstrate that at the isotropic point of the bath the central spin dynamics from the spin coherent state is the same as that for a noninteracting bath. For an XXX bath with S = 1/2, we recover the prior results presented in Ref. [16]. For S > 1/2, we find that the polarization dynamics exhibits collapse-revival behaviors with fine structures under the resonant condition. However, the collapse-revival phenomena are destroyed once the anisotropic intrabath coupling is introduced.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the spin-S Heisenberg star and its conserved quantities. In Sec. III, we study the eigenenergies of the model in detail and obtain expressions of the subground state energies in each l-subspace. In Sec. IV, we describe the block diagonalization procedure using the Bethe ansatz solution of the XXX bath and derive explicit expressions for the degenerate sub-ground states in each l-subspace. In Sec. V, we study in detail the dynamics of the Heisenberg star for baths prepared in the Néel state and the spin coherent state. Conclusions are drawn in Sec. VI.

II. MODEL AND CONSERVED QUANTITIES

The Heisenberg star was first introduced in Ref. [10] and is described by the Hamiltonian (see Fig. 1)

H = H_B + H_{SB},

H_B = J N∑ n=1 ⃗S_n · ⃗S_{n+1},

H_{SB} = g ⃗S · N∑ n=1 ⃗S_n. (1)

Here, H_B describes a spin-1/2 periodic Heisenberg XXX spin chain with antiferromagnetic nearest-neighbor coupling strength J > 0. The interaction between the central spin ⃗S with size S and the XXX spin bath is of isotropic Heisenberg type and the coupling strength is measured by g > 0. The static properties of H for S = 1/2 were studied in detail in Ref. [10], but here we allow for arbitrary values of S with S < N/2.

We define the total spin of the whole system as ⃗J = ⃗S + ⃗L, (2) where ⃗L =^N ∑ n=1 ⃗S_n (3)

is the total spin of the XXX bath. We can rewrite H_{SB} in terms of ⃗S and ⃗L as H_{SB} = g ⃗S · ⃗L. (4)

It is easy to check the following commutation relations

[H, ⃗J^2] = 0, [H, J_z] = 0,

[H, ⃗L^2] = 0, [H, H_B] = [H_{SB}, H_B] = 0. (5)

The last relation indicates that we can diagonalize H_B and H_{SB} separately. Due to the high symmetry of the model, any eigenstate |ψ_{E,j,m,l}⟩ can be labelled by four quantum numbers E, j, m, l, which belong to the conserved quantities H, ⃗J^2, J_z, ⃗L^2, respectively. For simplicity, we assume that N is an even integer. In the discussion of static properties of the spin-S Heisenberg star (Sec. II), we further assume that S is an integer (the case of half-odd-integer S can be similarly analyzed). In order to obtain universal size-independent results, we use the collective coupling g̃ ≡ g √ N as an overall energy scale throughout this work.

FIG. 1: A spin-S Heisenberg star consists of a central spin of size S and a homogeneously coupled XXX ring. The systembath (intrabath) coupling is of XXX-type with strength g (J).

From the relation ⃗S · ⃗L = ( ⃗J^2 − ⃗S^2 − ⃗L^2)/2, we can further rewrite H as

H = JH_b + g 2 ( ⃗J^2 − ⃗S^2 − ⃗L^2), (6)

where H_b = ∑_N n=1 ⃗S_n · ⃗S_{n+1}.

III. EIGENENERGIES

All the eigenenergies of the spin-S Heisenberg star can be determined from Eq. (6) once the spectrum of the bath Hamiltonian H_b is solved. We first review the eigenenergy structure of an isolated XXX ring, based on which we construct all the eigenenergies of the Heisenberg star.

A. Energy levels of an isolated XXX ring

For completeness, let us first review some known results about the pure XXX ring described by H_b. It is well known that the eigenenergies and eigenstates of the XXZ chain can be solved by using the coordinate Bethe ansatz within individual sectors possessing fixed magnetization [1]. For the isotropic XXX chain, the total angular momentum ⃗L is further conserved, yielding simpler state structures and increasing degrees of degeneracy of the energy levels.

For even N, the addition of the N spins-1/2 in the ring results in N/2 + 1 total angular momenta l = 0, 1, · · · , N/2, where a fixed l appears (C^n_m =^{m!}_{n!(m−n)!} is the binomial coefficient and vanishes for n > m) d_{N,l} = C^{l+N/2}_N − C^{l+1+N/2} N (7)

times [18]. Since [H_b, ⃗L^2] = [H_b, L_z] = 0, any eigensate of H_b can be written as |ϕ_E(α_l )_{b (l),l,lm} ⟩, where E^{(αl)}_b (l) is the corresponding eigenenergy with the superscript α_l = 1, 2, · · · , d_{N,l} distinguishing the energy levels having the same value of l, and l_m is the eigenvalue of L_z. Note that E^{(αl)}_b (l) does not depend on l_m and is (2l+1)-fold degenerate, with the corresponding degenerate eigenstates {|ϕ_E(α_l)_{b ,l,−l}⟩, |ϕ_E(α_l )_{b ,l,−l+1}⟩, · · · , |ϕ_E(α_l )_{b ,l,l}⟩}. It is easy to check that N/2∑ l=0 (2l + 1)d_{N,l} = 2^N , (8)

leading to a consistency.

If we assume that E^{(1)}_b (l) ≤ E^{(2)}_b (l) ≤ · · · ≤ E^{(dN,l)}_b (l), then the Lieb-Mattis-Marshall theorem [19, 20] tells us that the sub-ground state energy E^{(1)}_b (l) in every lsubspace satisfies

E^{(1)}_b (l) < E^{(1)}_b (l + 1). (9)

Moreover, the lowest-energy state for fixed l_m is just |ϕ_E(1)_{b ,|lm|,lm} ⟩, which is nondegenerate in this l_m-subspace

and possesses energy E^{(1)}_b (|l_m|). In other words, E^{(1)}_b (l) is the lowest energy level in magnetization sector with l_m = l. A direct consequence of these results is that the global ground state of H_b is a unique singlet |ϕ_E(1)_{b ,0,0}⟩.

B. Eigenenergies of the spin-S Heisenberg star

Let us now turn back to the spin-S Heisenberg star. Depending on whether S ≤ l or S > l, the total angular momentum j of the star is accordingly determined by:

1) For fixed l satisfying S ≤ l ≤^N_2 , the addition of l and S gives the following 2S + 1 different values of j j = l + s, s = −S, −S + 1, · · · , S. (10) According to Eq. (6), for a given l, the eigenenergy for a fixed s (and hence for a fixed j = l + s) is

E^{(αl)}(l, s) = JE^{(αl)}_b (l) + g 2 [s^2 + s(2l + 1) − S(S + 1)].

(11)

The energy level E^{(αl)}(l, s) is (2j + 1)-fold degenerate since the 2j + 1 states |ψ_E(α_l )_{(l,s),j,m,l}⟩ (m = −j, −j + 1, · · · , j) possess the same energy and are connected by the raising or lowering operator J_±. We are interested in the lowest eigenenergy for a fixed l, i.e., the sub-ground state energy in the l-subspace. By noting that s^2 +s(2l + 1) is an increasing function of s for s > −(l + 1/2), the second term in Eq. (11) is minimized for s = −S. Thus, the sub-ground state energy in the l-subspace with S ≤ l ≤^N_2 is

E^{(gs)}(l) ≡ E^{(1)}(l, −S) = JE^{(1)}_b (l) − gS(l + 1), (12)

FIG. 2: Main panel: The ground-state energy E^{(G)}/g̃ as a function of J/g̃ for a spin-S Heisenberg star with N = 16 bath spins. Results for S = 1, 2, · · · , 7 are shown. The dashed black line represents the result for a pure XXX chain or a Heisenberg star with S = 0. Inset: The evolution of total angular momentum of the bath, l^{(G)}, as J/g̃ increases.

which is [2(l−S)+1]-fold degenerate with the correspond- ing eigenstates {|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩}, −(l −S) ≤ m ≤ l −S. Since JE^{(1)}_b (l) is an increasing function of l for J > 0 and −gS(l + 1) is a decreasing function of l for g > 0, there exists a competition between the two terms in E^{(gs)}(l) and there must be some l = l_> that minimizes E^{(gs)}(l).

2) For fixed l satisfying 0 ≤ l < S, j can take values j = S + s, s = −l, −l + 1, · · · , l. (13) The eigenenergy for fixed l and j is

E^{(αl)}(l, s) = JE^{(αl )}_b (l) + g 2 [s^2 + s(2S + 1) − l(l + 1)].

(14)

Similarly, the sub-ground state in the l-subspace with 0 ≤ l < S is achieved for s = −l:

E^{(gs)}(l) ≡ E^{(1)}(l, −l) = JE^{(1)}_b (l) − gl(S + 1), (15)

which is [2(S − l) + 1]-fold degenerate. There exists a certain l = l_< that minimizes E^{(gs)}(l) for 0 ≤ l < S.

Once E^{(gs)}(l_<) and E^{(gs)}(l_>) are obtained, the absolute ground state energy of H is simply

E^{(G)}(l^{(G)}) = min{E^{(gs)}(l_<), E^{(gs)}(l_>)}, (16)

where l^{(G)} is the total angular momentum of the bath in the global ground state.

The main panel of Fig. 2 shows the ground-state energy E^{(G)}(l^{(G)}) as a function of J/g̃ for N = 16 and S = 1, 2, · · · , 7. We observe that:

i) For fixed J/g̃, the ground-state energy E^{(G)} decreases with increasing S. In the large J/g̃ limit, E^{(G)} converges to the result of S = 0 (or of a pure XXX chain) for different values of S.

ii) For fixed S, E^{(G)} is a nonmonotonic function of J/g̃, indicating that there might exist level crossings at certain values of J/g̃.

iii) In the small J/g̃ limit, E^{(G)} increases linearly with increasing J/g̃ and the energy difference for adjacent S’s is a constant.

The above behaviors of E^{(G)} can be understood by inspecting Eqs. (12) and (15). In the large J/g̃ limit, the system-bath coupling can be viewed as a perturbation for the XXX ring and the first terms in Eqs. (12) and (15) are dominated, which explains the convergence of E^{(G)} to the result for S = 0.

Since the ground-state energy E^{(G)}(l^{(G)}) depends only on the bath angular momentum l^{(G)}, it is expected that the nonmonotonic behavior of E^{(G)}(l^{(G)}) and the associated level crossings are caused by the sudden change of l^{(G)}. To this end, we plot in the inset of Fig. 2 the evolution of l^{(G)} with varying J/g̃. It can be seen that l^{(G)} shows plateaus that decrease from l^{(G)} = N/2 to l^{(G)} = 0 as J/g̃ increases. Actually, in the small J/g̃ limit, the second terms in the ground-state energy E^{(gs)}(l) dominate, resulting in E^{(gs)}(l) ≈ −gS(l + 1) for S ≤ l ≤ N/2 and E^{(gs)}(l) ≈ −gl(S + 1) for 0 ≤ l < S. For fixed S < N/2, it is apparent that l^{(G)} tends to take its largest possible value, i.e., l^{(G)} = N/2, as can be seen from the inset of Fig 2. We also observe that the transition point from l^{(G)} = N/2 to l^{(G)} = N/2 − 1 increases with increasing S. To understand this phenomenon as well as observation (iii), we will look at the small J/g̃ limit in detail, where some analytical results for E^{(G)} are available.

C. Analytical results in the small J/g̃ limit

For l^{(G)} = N/2 and N/2 − 1, the sub-ground state energy E^{(1)}_b (l^{(G)}) of the XXX chain admits analytical expressions. To find out the transition point from l^{(G)} = N/2 to l^{(G)} = N/2 − 1, we first study the case of l^{(G)} = N/2 > S. From Eq. (12), we have

E^{(G)}(^N_2 ) g̃ = J g̃ E^{(1)}_b ( N 2 ) − g g̃ S ( N 2 + 1 )

= N 4 J g̃ − S √ N ( N 2 + 1 ) , (17)

where we used E^{(1)}_b (_N 2 ) = N/4 for the fully polarized state. This explains the initial linear increase of E^{(G)}(l^{(G)})/g̃ before the first transition occurs. The slope is N/4 for all S and the energy difference for adjacent S’s is a constant^{1√}_N (N/2 + 1) in this linear region.

For l^{(G)} = N/2 − 1, the condition S ≤ l^{(G)} is still satisfied. We thus have E^{(G)}(N/2 − 1)/g̃ = JE^{(1)}_b (N/2 − 1)/g̃ − gS^N_2 /g̃. According to the Lieb-Mattis-Marshall theorem, E^{(G)}(N/2 − 1) is the eigenenergy of the lowest single-magnon state. It is known that the single-magnon dispersion for the XXX chain H_b is [21]

E_1(k) = N 4 − (1 − cos k), e^{ikN} = 1, (18)

which gives E^{(1)}_b (^N_2 − 1) = E_1(k = 0) =^N_4 − 2, and hence

E^{(G)}(^N_2 − 1) g̃ = ( N 4 − 2 ) J g̃ − 1 2 S √ N. (19)

We see that E^{(G)}(N/2 − 1)/g̃ is also a linearly increasing function of J/g̃ before the transition l^{(G)} = N/2 − 1 → N/2 − 2 occurs, but the slope is reduced to N/4 − 2 compared to the case of l^{(G)} = N/2. The transition point for l^{(G)} = N/2 → N/2 − 1 is determined by

E^{(G)}(^N_2 ) g̃ = E^{(G)}(^N_2 − 1) g̃ , (20)

yielding the transition coupling strength J g̃ = S 2 √ N , (21)

which is actually a linear function of S (inset of Fig. 2, the top horizontal lines).

IV. EIGENSTATES

Let us now turn to study the eigenstates of the spin-S Heisenberg star. We first briefly describe how to obtain all the eigenstates of the Heisenberg star with the help the Bethe ansatz solution of the XXX chain, which divides the full Hilbert space into invariant subspaces of at most 2S + 1 dimensions. We then focus on the subground states within the sector with fixed l and derive closed-from expressions of these states in terms of the sub-ground states of the XXX chain in the l-sector.

A. General eigenstates: the Bethe ansatz method

We closely follow Refs. [13, 22] to construct invariant subspaces of H based on the Bethe ansatz solution of the XXX bath H_B. The Bethe states of H_B with M ≤ N/2 spin flips are of the form |λ_1, · · · , λ_M ⟩ = B(λ_1) · · · B(λ_M )|F ⟩, (22) where {λ_j } are the Bethe roots determined by the Bethe ansatz equations, B(λ_i) is the spin-flipping operator appearing in the so-called monodromy matrix [22], and |F ⟩ = | ↑ · · · ↑⟩ is the fully polarized reference state.

It is known that the Bethe state given by Eq. (22) is the highest weight state of the su(2) Lie algebra generated by the bath operators (L_±, L_z). By successively applying the lowering operator L_− to the Bethe states, we can obtain the (N −2M +1)-fold degenerate manifold corresponding to the eigenenergy E_B(λ_1, · · · , λ_M ), which satisfies the Schrödinger equation H_B|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ⟩ = E_B(λ_1, · · · , λ_M )|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ⟩. Explicitly, we define [13] |λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ = C_{M,n}(L_−)^{M−n}|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ⟩, (23) where M = N/2 − M is the magnetization of the Bethe state |λ_1, · · · , λ_M ⟩, n = M, M − 1, · · · , −M, and C_{M,n} is a suitable normalization coefficient. The degenerate states given by Eq. (23) satisfy the following relations, L_z|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ = n|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩, L_±|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ = √ (M ∓ n)(M ± n + 1) ×|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n ± 1⟩. (24) It is obvious that L_±|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; ±M⟩ = 0.

Having the above eigenstates of the XXX chain in hand, the base states for the spin-S star are {|S_m⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩}, where S_m = S, S − 1, · · · , −S, M = 0, 1, · · · , N/2, and n = M, M − 1, · · · , −M. By rewriting the Hamiltonian as H = H_B +^1_2 g(S_+L_− + S_−L_+) + gS_zL_z, it can be easily seen that the two states |S⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; M⟩ and | − S⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; −M⟩ are simple eigenstates of H with the same eigenenergy E_B(λ_1, · · · , λ_M ) + gSM. For S_m + n ≠ ±M, we apply H to the state |S_m⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ to get H|S_m⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ = (E_B + gn)|S_m⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ + g 2 √ (S − S_m)(S + S_m + 1)(M + n)(M − n + 1) ×|S_m + 1⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n − 1⟩ + g 2 √ (S + S_m)(S − S_m + 1)(M − n)(M + n + 1) ×|S_m − 1⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n + 1⟩. (25) Unlike the case of S = 1/2 where |1/2⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n⟩ and | − 1/2⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n + 1⟩ already form a closed subspace [13], for a general S ≤ N/2 we need to further apply H to the newly generated states |S_m +1⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n− 1⟩ and |S_m − 1⟩|λ_1, · · · , λ_M ; n + 1⟩ to obtain a multidimensional invariant subspace.

For S ≤ N/2, these invariant subspaces can be classified into three categories:

I) For −S − N/2 ≤ m ≤ S − N/2 with m = S_m + n the total magnetization of the star, the configurations of (S_m, n) that conserve m are (−S, m + S), · · · , (m + N/2, −N/2). The dimension of the corresponding invariant subspace is therefore m + N/2 + S + 1 ≤ 2S + 1.

II) For S − N/2 + 1 ≤ m ≤ −S + N/2 − 1, the configurations of (S_m, n) that conserve the total magnetization are (−S, m + S), · · · , (S, m − S). The dimension of the corresponding invariant subspace is 2S + 1.

III) For −S + N/2 ≤ m ≤ S + N/2, the configurations of (S_m, n) that conserve the total magnetization are (m−N/2, N/2), · · · , (S, m−S). The dimension of the corresponding invariant subspace is S−m+N/2+1 ≤ 2S+1.

6 In this way, the whole Hilbert space of the spin-S Heisenberg star is divided into invariant subspaces whose dimensions are at most 2S + 1. In principle, we can numerically diagonalize the block Hamiltonians to obtain all the eigenstates and eigenenergies of the system.

The Bethe ansatz method presented above is also applicable when a Zeeman term ωS_z of the central spin is included [13]. In this case, the total angular momentum ⃗J is no longer conserved since [ ⃗J 2, S_z ] = 2[⃗S · ⃗L, S_z] ≠ 0, so that the state |ψ_{E,j,m,l}⟩ is not well-defined. However, if the Heisenberg star H given by Eq. (1) (in the absence of the Zeeman term) is mainly concerned, the states {|ψ_{E,j,m,l}⟩} provide a more convenient form to analyze the eigenstate structure of H.

Corresponding to the two types of eigenenergies given by Eqs. (11) and (14), the number of eigenstates {|ψ_E(α_l)_{,j,m,l}⟩} can be counted as

N = N 2∑ l=S d_{N,l} S∑ s=−S [2(l + s) + 1]

+ S−1∑ l=0 d_{N,l} l∑ s=−l [2(S + s) + 1]. (26)

It can be checked that N is identical to the total dimension of the Hilbert space (2S + 1)2^N . Below we focus on the sub-ground states for fixed l’s. As we will see, these sub-ground states admit closed-form expressions in terms of the sub-ground states of the pure XXX ring.

B. Sub-ground states for S ≤ l ≤^N_2

For fixed l ≥ S, the sub-ground states {|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩} have total spin j = l − S, and satisfy H|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩ = E^{(gs)}(l)|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩, (27) where −(l − S) ≤ m ≤ l − S and E^{(gs)}(l) = JE^{(1)}_b (l) − gl(S + 1). For fixed m, we have −l ≤ m − S_m ≤ l for all −S ≤ S_m ≤ S, so that |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩ is of the form

|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩ = S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩, (28) where |S_m⟩ is the eigenstate of S_z with eigenvalue S_m, |ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩ is the lowest eigenstates of H_b for fixed l

and l_m with energy E^{(1)}_b (l), and the A’s are coefficients to be determined by Eq. (27).

After a tedious but straightforward calculation, we arrive at the following unnormalized sub-ground state (see the Appendix for the derivation) |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩ = S∑ S_m=−S (−1)^{S−Sm} √ C^{S+Sm} 2S

× √ (l + m − S_m)!(l − m + S_m)! (l + m − S)!(l − m + S)! |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩. (29)

In particular, the highest-weight state |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,l−S,l}⟩ can be normalized as (see Appendix) |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,l−S,l}⟩ = √ (2l − 2S + 1)(2S)!

(2l + 1)! × S∑ S_m=−S (−1)^{S−Sm} √ (2l − S − S_m)! (S − S_m)! |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,l−S−Sm} ⟩. (30)

Note that the sub-ground states do not depend on the coupling strengths J and g but are determined by the quantum number l.

C. Sub-ground states for 0 ≤ l < S

For fixed 0 ≤ l < S, the sub-ground states {|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),S−l,m,l}⟩} have total angular momentum j = S − l and satisfy H|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),S−l,m,l}⟩ = E^{(gs)}(l)|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),S−l,m,l}⟩, (31) where −(S − l) ≤ m ≤ S − l. For fixed m, we have −S ≤ m − l_m ≤ S for all −l ≤ l_m ≤ l. The most general form of |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),S−l,m,l}⟩ is |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),S−l,m,l}⟩ = l∑ l_m=−l B_{lm} |m − l_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,lm} ⟩. (32) It can be similarly shown that [by making the substitutions S → l, l → S, S_m → l_m in Eq. (29)] |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),S−l,m,l}⟩ = l∑ l_m=−l (−1)^{l−lm} √ C^{l+lm}_{2l}

× √ (S + m − l_m)!(S − m + l_m)! (S + m − l)!(S − m + l)! |m − l_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,lm} ⟩. (33)

V. REAL-TIME DYNAMICS

The spin-S Heisenberg star given by Eq. (1) is so special that it cannot generate any intrabath couplinginduced central-spin dynamics. Suppose χ_S is an arbitrary observable belonging to the central spin, its time evolution from an initial state |ψ(0)⟩ is given by

⟨χ_S(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(0)|e^{iHt}χ_Se^{−iHt}|ψ(0)⟩. (34)

From H = JH_b + g ⃗S · ⃗L and [H_b, χ_S] = 0, we have [H, χ_S] = g[⃗S · ⃗L, χ_S], which is independent of the intrabath coupling J. By noting that H_b is rotationally invariant, i.e., [H_b, L_i] = 0, we further have [H, [H, χ_S]] = g^2[⃗S · ⃗L, [⃗S · ⃗L, χ_S]], [H, [H, [H, χ_S]]] = g^3[⃗S · ⃗L, [⃗S · ⃗L, [⃗S · ⃗L, χ_S]]],· · ·, giving ⟨χ_S(t)⟩ = ⟨ψ(0)|e^{iHSB t}χ_Se^{−iHSBt}|ψ(0)⟩. In other words, the time evolution of any central-spin observable is independent of the intrabath coupling J, and hence recovers the result for a noninteracting bath.

It is easy to see that including any central-spin term (such as a Zeeman term or a single-ion anisotropy, etc.) does not change the foregoing property, as already been observed in the investigation of the central spin coherence from a pure state [13]. Thus, to obtain nontrivial dynamics of the central spin induced by the intrabath coupling, one has to either include the thermal effect [13] or to go beyond the homogeneous system-bath coupling or isotropic intrabath coupling [12]. In spite of these facts, the dynamics of any bath operator η_B depends on both J and g since generally [H_b, η_B] ≠ 0 and [⃗S · ⃗L, η_B] ≠ 0.

In this work, we first study the dynamics of the antiferromagnetic order in the XXX bath governed by the spin-S Heisenberg star H, with the XXX bath prepared in a Néel state. We then study the central spin dynamics in a slighted generalized Heisenberg star with intrabath anisotropy. To be specific, in this case we choose the bath initial state as a spin coherent state.

A. Dynamics of antiferromagnetic order in the spin-S Heisenberg star

The dynamics of antiferromagnetic order in an XXZ bath with inhomogeneous system-bath coupling and anisotropic intrabath coupling has been thoroughly studied in a related work by the authors [12]. Compare with the case of an isolated XXZ chain [14], it is found that both the system-bath coupling and the size of the central spin have significant influence on the relaxation of the antiferromagntic order. We show that some of the dynamical behaviors of the antiferromagnetic order observed in Ref. [12] for inhomogeneous system-bath couplings are still robust in the homogeneous Heisenberg star described by H.

We assume that the star is initially prepared in a product state

|ψ(0)⟩ = |ϕ^{(S)}⟩ ⊗ |AF⟩, (35)

where |ϕ^{(S)}⟩ is the initial state of the central spin and the bath initial state is chosen as the Néel state |AF⟩ = | ↓↑ · · · ↓↑⟩. For arbitrary S < N/2, the dynamics of the spin-S Heisenberg star H is simulated by using an equations-of-motion method based on analytical expressions of spin-operator matrix elements for the XX chain [24], see Ref. [12] for details of the method.

We consider two types of initial states for the central spin, i.e., the polarized state |ϕ^{(S)}⟩_1 = |S⟩ and the equally weighted superposition state |ϕ^{(S)}⟩_2 =^{1√}_{2S+1} (|S⟩ + |S −

FIG. 3: Dynamics of the staggered magnetization ⟨ms(t)⟩ in a spin-3/2 Heisenberg star with N = 12 bath spins. Two types of initial states for the central spin is used, i.e., |ϕ^{(S)}⟩1 = |S⟩ and |ϕ^{(S)}⟩2 =^{1√}_{2S+1} (|S⟩ + |S − 1⟩ + · · · + | − S⟩). The bath is initially prepared in the Néel state |AF⟩ = | ↓↑ · · · ↓↑⟩.

1⟩ + · · · + | − S⟩). We are interested in the time evolution of the staggered magnetization

m_s = 1 N N∑ j=1 (−1)^j S^z_j , (36)

which is a measure of the antiferromagnetic order within the XXX bath. Figure 3 shows the staggered magnetization dynamics ⟨m_s(t)⟩ for an XXX bath with N = 12 sites and for a central spin of size S = 3/2. For both types of the central-spin initial states |ϕ^{(S)}⟩_1 and |ϕ^{(S)}⟩_2, we see that ⟨m_s(t)⟩ decays more rapidly as the intrabath coupling J increases, which is consistent with the case of inhomogeneous system-bath couplings. Qualitatively, it is the nearest-neighbor intrabath coupling that mainly controls the short-time dynamics of the staggered magnetization. For a fixed J/g̃, we find that the state |ϕ^{(S)}⟩_2 induces a faster initial decay of ⟨m_s(t)⟩ compared to |ϕ^{(S)}⟩_1 since the former is more widely distributed in the Hilbert space. However, we observe that the difference between the two becomes smaller and smaller as we enter the strong intrabath coupling regime, where the system-bath coupling can be viewed as a perturbation, making the dynamics insensitive to the initial state of the central spin.

In Fig. 4 we plot ⟨m_s(t)⟩ for different values of S and intrabath coupling J. Generally, a larger S induces a faster initial decay of ⟨m_s(t)⟩ since there are 2S + 1 channels for the central spin to interact with the XXX bath. This behavior is similar to that obtained for inhomogeneous system-bath couplings [12]. As expected, the deviation in the dynamics for different S’s becomes smaller when the intrabath coupling is large enough (lower panels of Fig. 4).

FIG. 4: Dynamics of the staggered magnetization ⟨ms(t)⟩ in a spin-S Heisenberg star with N = 12 bath spins. Results for S = 1/2, 1, and 3/2 are shown for fixed J/g̃. The initial state of the central spin is chosen as |ϕ^{(S)}⟩1 = |S⟩ and the bath is initially prepared in the Néel state |AF⟩ = | ↓↑ · · · ↓↑⟩.

B. Central spin dynamics in a modified Heisenberg star

The polarization dynamics of a qubit coupled to a noninteracting spin bath prepared in the spin coherent state has been studied in several previous works [15–17]. However, the case of a larger central spin coupled to an interacting spin bath is less studied. In this subsection, we will study the polarization dynamics of the central spin when the bath is prepared in a spin coherent state. As mentioned above, to get nontrivial intrabath couplinginduced central spin dynamics, we have to slightly modify the Heisenberg star given by Eq. (1):

H̃ = ωS_z +^N ∑ j=1 [J(S^x_j S^x_{j+1} + S^y_j S^y_{j+1}) + J^′S^z_j S^z_{j+1}]

+2g N∑ j=1 ⃗S · ⃗S_j , (37)

where ω is an external magnetic field, J and J^′ are the inplane and Ising parts of the intrabath coupling strength, respectively. Note that the bath angular momentum ⃗L^2 is no longer conserved for J ≠ J^′. For J = J^′ and S = 1/2, H̃ is reduced to the model studied in Ref. [13], which

conserves ⃗L^2. If one further sets J = 0, then H̃ is reduced to a qubit−big-spin model [16], whose dynamics can be analytically solved by using either a recurrence method [16, 23] or an interaction-picture method [17].

The initial state of the whole system reads |ψ(0)⟩ = |S⟩ ⊗ |Ω̂⟩, (38) where |Ω̂⟩ is the spin coherent state of the bath defined

FIG. 5: Dynamics of the central-spin polarization ⟨Sz(t)⟩/S for J = J^′ and an XXX bath prepared in the spin coherent state |Ω̂⟩. Parameters: N = 14, θ =^π_2 , ϕ = 0, and ω = g.

by [25] |Ω̂⟩ = e^{−iLzϕ}e^{−iLy θ}| N 2 , N 2 ⟩ = N∑ n=0 Q_n| N 2 , n − N 2 ⟩, (39)

with Q_n =^{zn}_{(1+|z|2)N/2} √ C^n_N and z = cot^θ_2 e^{−iϕ}. Here, |^N_2 , n −^N_2 ⟩ is the Dicke state belonging to l = N/2 and has magnetization l_m = n − N/2.

Let us first look at the case of an XXX bath with J = J^′. We have demonstrated that in this case the central spin dynamics is independent of the value of J, which can be seen more straightforwardly by noting that the spin coherent state |Ω̂⟩ is an eigenstate of JH_b with eigenvalue NJ/4: JH_b|Ω̂⟩ = e^{−iLzϕ}e^{−iLy θ}JH_b| N 2 , N 2 ⟩ = NJ 4 |Ω̂⟩. It is thus necessary to go beyond the isotropic point J = J^′ in order to observe nontrivial polarization dynamics induced by the intrabath coupling. Nevertheless, let us first study the effect of the value of S on the central spin polarization dynamics for J = J^′.

The top panel of Fig. 5 shows the polarization dynamics ⟨S_z (t)⟩/S of an S = 1/2 central spin for J = J^′ and under the resonant condition ω = g [16]. It can be seen that the polarization exhibits the so-called collapse-revival behavior and the revival peaks occur at gt ≈ mNπ (m ∈ Z), recovering the analytical results presented in Ref. [16]. The middle and bottom panels of Fig. 5 show ⟨S_z(t)⟩/S for S = 1 and S = 3/2, respectively. The polarization still shows collapses and revivals during the evolution, but with rich fine structures. For example, the initial revival region seems show 2S discrete

FIG. 6: Polarization dynamics of a qubit homogeneously coupled to an XXZ bath with J ≠ J^′. Parameters: N = 14, θ =^π_2 , ϕ = 0, and ω = g.

sub-peaks before the first collapse occurs. These structures reappear after the regular revival region consisting of 2S + 1 packets. We note that similar polarization dynamics is observed in Ref. [23] for a spin-1 central spin homogeneously coupled to a noninteracting spin bath.

To see the effect of the anisotropy of the intrabath coupling on the polarization dynamics, we plot in Fig. 6 ⟨S_z(t)⟩/S for S = 1/2 and several pairs of (J/g, J^′/g). It can be seen that the collapse-revival behaviors are generally destroyed, although for (J, J^′)/g = (1, 0.8) and (1, 1.2) there is some evidence of collapse (middle column of Fig. 6) at short time since they are close to the isotropic point J^′/J = 1. If we separate the term (J^′ − J) ∑_N j=1 S^z_j S^z_{j+1} out of H̃, it is easy to check that this term does not commute with the remaining part of H̃. As a result, the dynamics depends not only on J ′ − J but also on J (right column of Fig. 6). Actually, since the term (J^′ − J) ∑_N j=1 S^z_j S^z_{j+1} breaks the conservation of ⃗L^2, the time-evolved state will run out of the l = N/2 subspace, making the collapse-revival phenomena fragile with respect to anisotropic intrabath coupling.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we generalize the spin-1/2 Heisenberg proposed by Richter and Voigt [10] to the case of arbitrary S < N/2. Compared with the spin-1/2 counterpart, both the ground-state and the dynamical behaviors are found to have richer structures. In principle, the eigenenergies and eigenstates of the system can be obtained by block diagonalizing the Hamiltonian using the Bethe ansatz solution of the XXX bath, yielding invariant subspaces whose dimensions do not exceed 2S + 1. Based on the four conserved quantities of the model, we obtain all the eigenenergies of the model. The expressions of these eigenenergies differ depending whether S is larger or smaller than the bath angular momentum l. The sub-ground state energies for fixed l depend only on the quantum number l. The evolutions of the groundstate energy and the associated bath angular momentum are numerically analyzed when the intrabath coupling J and the central-spin size S are varied. We explain the observed behaviors of these quantities in the weak and strong intrabath coupling limits. We also derive closedform expressions for the degenerate sub-ground states in each l-subspace.

We then study the real-time dynamics of the spin-S Heisenberg star. Since the bath Hamiltonian commutes with the whole Hamiltonian, the intrabath coupling has no effect on the central spin dynamics if the system is prepared in a pure state. We thus turn to study the antiferromagnetic order dynamics within the XXX bath. Following Ref. [12], we set the bath initial state to be a Néel state and investigate how the staggered magnetization evolves under the combined influence of the intrabath coupling and the system-bath coupling. We study the effects of the central spin initial state, the central spin size, and the system-bath coupling strength on the staggered magnetization dynamics and find similar behaviors to the inhomogeneous coupling case [12].

We finally study the central-spin polarization for a bath prepared in a spin coherent state. This is motivated by several recent works in which the polarization dynamics of a spin-1/2 coupled to a noninteracting spin bath is thoroughly studied [15–17]. To observe nontrivial polarization dynamics that depends on the intrabath coupling, we extend the spin-S Heisenberg star by including a Zeeman term of the central spin and the anisotropy in the intrabath coupling. At the isotropic point of the bath, we find that the polarization dynamics for S > 1/2 exhibits collapse-revival behaviors with fine structures. However, for a spin bath with anisotropic coupling, the collapse-revival phenomena is generally found to be destroyed.

As an exactly soluble model, there are some other aspects of the spin-S Heisenberg star deserve further investigation. For example, it would be interesting to study the dynamics of entanglement and quantum Fisher information and to understand quantum metrology in the present model. The analytical calculation of spin correlations in the weak intrabath coupling limit should be appealing. These studies will be left for future works. Acknowledgements: This work was supported by the National Key R&D Program of China under Grant No. 2021YFA1400803 and by the Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under Grant No. 11705007.

Appendix

To derive Eq. (29), we apply the Hamiltonian H = JH_b + g(^1_2 S_+L_− +^1_2 S_−L_+ + S_zL_z) to the eigenstate

|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩ = ∑_S S_m=−S ASm |Sm⟩|ϕE^{(1)}_b ,l,m−S_m ⟩: H|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,m,l}⟩ = [ JH_b + g ( 1 2 S_+L_− + 1 2 S_−L_+ + S_z L_z )]_S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩

= JE^{(1)}_b S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩ + g S∑ S_m=−S S_m(m − S_m)A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩

+ g 2 S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} √ (S − S_m)(S + S_m + 1)(l + m − S_m)(l − m + S_m + 1)|S_m + 1⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm−1}⟩

+ g 2 S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} √ (S + S_m)(S − S_m + 1)(l − m + S_m)(l + m − S_m + 1)|S_m − 1⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm+1}⟩

= JE^{(1)}_b S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩ + g S∑ S_m=−S S_m(m − S_m)A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩

+ g 2 S∑ S_m=−S+1 A_{Sm−1} √ (S − S_m + 1)(S + S_m)(l + m − S_m + 1)(l − m + S_m)|S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩

+ g 2 S−1∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm+1} √ (S + S_m + 1)(S − S_m)(l − m + S_m + 1)(l + m − S_m)|S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩

= E^{(gs)}(l) S∑ S_m=−S A_{Sm} |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,m−Sm} ⟩. (40)

By comparing the coefficients on both sides, we get (1) For S_m = S,

A_S [JE^{(1)}_b + gS(m − S) − E^{(gs)}(l)] + g 2 A_{S−1} √ 2S(l + m − S + 1)(l − m + S) = 0. (41)

(2) For −S < S_m < S,

A_{Sm} [JE^{(1)}_b + gS_m(m − S_m) − E^{(gs)}(l)] + g 2 A_{Sm−1} √ (S − S_m + 1)(S + S_m)(l + m − S_m + 1)(l − m + S_m) + g 2 A_{Sm+1} √ (S + S_m + 1)(S − S_m)(l − m + S_m + 1)(l + m − S_m) = 0. (42)

(3) For S_m = −S,

A_{−S} [JE^{(1)}_b − gS(m + S) − E^{(gs)}(l)] + g 2 A_{−S+1} √ 2S(l − m − S + 1)(l + m + S) = 0. (43)

By using E^{(gs)}(l) = JE^{(1)}_b − gS(l + 1), we have (1) S_m = S: A_S √ 2S(l + m − S + 1) + A_{S−1} √ l − m + S = 0. (44) (2) −S < S_m < S: 2A_{Sm} [S_m(m − S_m) + S(l + 1)] +A_{Sm−1} √ (S − S_m + 1)(S + S_m)(l + m − S_m + 1)(l − m + S_m) +A_{Sm+1} √ (S + S_m + 1)(S − S_m)(l − m + S_m + 1)(l + m − S_m) = 0. (45)

(3) S_m = −S: A_{−S} √ 2S(l − m − S + 1) + A_{−S+1} √ l + m + S = 0. (46)

To solve these coupled system of equations, we note that Eq. (44) and (46) give (note that l − m − S ≥ 0 and l + m − S ≥ 0) A_{S−1} A_S = − √ 2S(l + m − S + 1) l − m + S , A_{−S} A_{−S+1} = − √ l + m + S 2S(l − m − S + 1) . (47)

Setting S_m = S − 1 in Eq. (45) gives

2[(S − 1)(m − S + 1) + S(l + 1)] + A_{S−2} A_{S−1} √ 2(2S − 1)(l + m − S + 2)(l − m + S − 1) + A_S A_{S−1} √ 2S(l − m + S)(l + m − S + 1) = 0. (48)

Combining Eqs. (47) with (48) gives A_{S−2} A_{S−1} = − √ (2S − 1)(l + m − S + 2) 2(l − m + S − 1)

. (49)

The forms of Eqs. (47) and (49) suggest the following ansatz: A_{Sm} A_{Sm+1} = − √ (S + S_m + 1)(l + m − S_m) (S − S_m)(l − m + S_m + 1)

. (50)

It is straightforward to verify that the above ansatz indeed solves Eqs. (45) for all −S < S_m < S.

Starting with A_S , we find after iteration A_{Sm} = (−1)^{S−Sm} √ C^{S+Sm} 2S √ (l + m − S_m)!(l − m + S_m)! (l + m − S)!(l − m + S)! A_S . (51)

By inserting Eq. (51) into the wave function, we obtain the unnormalized sub-ground state given by Eq. (29) in the main text.

If we choose m = l − S, then |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,l−S,l}⟩ = S∑ S_m=−S (−1)^{S−Sm} √ (2S)!

(S + S_m)!(S − S_m)!

(2l − S − S_m)!(S + S_m)!

(2l − 2S)!(2S)! |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,l−S−Sm} ⟩

= √ 1 (2l − 2S)! S∑ S_m=−S (−1)^{S−Sm} √ (2l − S − S_m)! (S − S_m)! |S_m⟩|ϕ_E(1)_{b ,l,l−S−Sm} ⟩, (52) whose squared norm is ⟨ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,l−S,l}|ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,l−S,l}⟩ = 1 (2l − 2S)! S∑ S_m=−S (2l − S − S_m)! (S − S_m)! = 1 (2l − 2S)! 2S∑ S^′_m=0

(2l − 2S + S^′_m)!

S^′_m! = 1 (2l − 2S)!

(2l + 1)!(2S + 1) (2l − 2S + 1)(2S + 1)! = (2l + 1)!

(2l − 2S + 1)!(2S)!

= C^{2S}_{2l+1}. (53)

Thus, the normalized state |ψ_E(gs)_{(l),l−S,l−S,l}⟩ is given by Eq. (30).

[1] Takahashi M 2005 Thermodynamics of One-dimensional Solvable Models (Cambridge University Press) [2] Gaudin M 1976 Diagonalisation d’une classe d’hamiltoniens de spin J. Phys. France 37 1087-1098 [3] Dukelsky J, Pittel S and Sierra G 2004 Colloquium: Exactly solvable Richardson-Gaudin models for many-body quantum systems Rev. Mod. Phys. 76 643 [4] Monroe C et al 2021 Programmable quantum simulations of spin systems with trapped ions Rev. Mod. Phys. 93 025001 [5] Jepsen P N, Amato-Grill J, Dimitrova I, Ho W W, Demler E and Ketterle W 2020 Spin transport in a tunable Heisenberg model realized with ultracold atoms Nature (London) 588 403-407 [6] Keselman A, Balents L and Starykh O A 2020 Dynamical signatures of quasiparticle interaction in quantum spin chains Phys. Rev. Lett. 125 187201 [7] Babenko C, Göhmann F, Kozlowsk K K, Sirker J and Suzuki J 2021 Exact real-time longitudinal correlation functions of the massive XXZ chain Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 210602 [8] Khaetskii A V, Loss D and Glazman L 2002 Electron spin decoherence in quantum dots due to interaction with nuclei Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 186802 [9] Doherty M W, Manson N B, Delaney P, Jelezko F, Wrachtru J and Hollenberg L C L 2013 The nitrogenvacancy colour centre in diamond Phys. Rep. 528 1-45 [10] Richter J and Voigt A 1994 The spin-^1_2 Heisenberg star with frustration: numerical versus exact results J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 27 1139-1149 [11] Wu N, Guan X W and Links J 2020 Separable and entangled states in the high-spin XX central spin model Phys. Rev. B 101 155145 [12] Li J, Cao Y and Wu N 2022 Relaxation of antiferromagnetic order and growth of Rényi entropy in a generalized Heisenberg star arXiv:2108.07055 [13] Lu P, Shi H L, Cao L, Wang X H, Yang T, Cao J and

Yang W L 2020 Coherence of an extended central spin model with a coupled spin bath Phys. Rev. B 101 184307 [14] Barmettler P, Punk M, Gritsev V, Demler E, and Altman E 2009 Relaxation of Antiferromagnetic Order in Spin- 1/2 Chains Following a Quantum Quench Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 130603 [15] Dooley S, McCrossan F, Harland D, Everitt M J and Spiller T P 2013 Collapse and revival and cat states with an N-spin system Phys. Rev. A 87 052323 [16] He W B, Chesi S, Lin H Q and Guan X W 2019 Exact quantum dynamics of XXZ central spin problems Phys. Rev. B 99 174308 [17] Li Z, Yang P, You W L and Wu N 2020 Dynamics of the homogeneous two-qubit XXZ central spin model with the spin bath prepared in superpositions of symmetric Dicke states Phys. Rev. A 102 [18] Dicke R H 1954 Coherence in spontaneous radiation processes Phys. Rev. 93 99 [19] Lieb E and Mattis D C 1962 Ordering Energy Levels of Interacting Spin Systems J. Math. Phys. 3 749 [20] Marshall W 1955 Antiferromagnetism Proc. R. Soc. A 232 48 [21] Wu N, Katsura H, Li S W, Cai X and Guan X W 2022 Exact solutions of few-magnon problems in the spin-S periodic XXZ chain Phys. Rev. B 105 064419 032409 [22] Shastry S B, Jha S S and Singh V 1982 Lecture Notes in Physics 242 (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1985) [23] Nepomechie R I and Guan X W 2018 The spin-s homogeneous central spin model: exact spectrum and dynamics J. Stat. Mech. 2018 103104 [24] Wu N 2018 Determinant representations of spin-operator matrix elements in the XX spin chain and their applications Phys. Rev. B 97 014301 [25] Arecchi F T, Courtens E, Gilmore R and Thomas H 1972 Atomic coherent states in quantum optics Phys. Rev. A 6 2211