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We propose a new protocol for preparing spin squeezed states in controllable atomic, molecu-
lar, and optical systems, with particular relevance to emerging optical clock platforms compatible
with Rydberg interactions. By combining a short-ranged, soft-core potential with an external drive,
we can transform naturally emerging Ising interactions into an XX spin model while opening a
many-body gap. The gap helps maintain the system within a collective manifold of states where
metrologically useful spin squeezing can be generated at a level comparable to the spin squeezing
generated in systems with genuine all-to-all interactions. We examine the robustness of our proto-
col to experimentally-relevant decoherence and show favorable performance over typical protocols
lacking gap protection.

As the means to control quantum systems has pro-
gressed in recent decades, so too has the ability to create
and harness quantum entanglement for improved quan-
tum technology. In the context of quantum sensors, this
entails applying entangled resources to increasingly push
beyond the standard quantum limit (SQL) — the funda-
mental noise floor for uncorrelated particles — towards
the fundamental limits imposed by quantum mechanics
[1–5]. Although current state-of-the-art optical clocks
provide some of the most precise measurements in physics
[6–8], they will eventually reach a point where improve-
ments in sensing capabilities based on uncorrelated atoms
have diminishing returns due to both fundamental phys-
ical and practical constraints. In light of this, the uti-
lization of entanglement provides an additional axis for
optimization, which will be crucial for the next genera-
tions of optical clocks once the limits of these constraints
are reached.

In recent years, tweezer arrays of neutral atoms have
emerged as a promising new platform for optical clocks
[9–11], driven by a number of recent advances, includ-
ing the rapid preparation of tunable arrays with high
filling fractions and single-atom control [12–17] and half-
minute-scale coherence times on optical clock transitions
[10, 11]. Such platforms combine the control and high-
duty cycles of ion clocks [8, 18, 19] with the scalability
of optical lattice clocks [6, 7] while mitigating their re-
spective drawbacks, such as interatomic collisions in lat-
tice clocks or large shot noise in ion clocks. Moreover,
in these systems tunable Ising interactions via Rydberg
states [20–23] that decay as 1/rα with interparticle dis-
tance r offer a natural avenue for the generating metro-
logically useful entanglement in the form of spin squeez-
ing [24–26]. However, as long as the dimension of the
array D ≤ α, such interactions yield spin squeezed states
that provide only a small, constant noise reduction that
is independent of particle number [27].

Rydberg dressing has been proposed as a way to mod-
ify the form of the interaction via a dipole blockade mech-

FIG. 1. Comparison of two approaches to generating spin
squeezing using dressed Rydberg interactions. (a) The state
|e〉 is weakly dressed with a Rydberg state |r〉 with Rabi fre-
quency Ω and detuning ∆, resulting in a soft-core potential
with blockade radius (i.e., range) rb for the dressed state |d〉.
(b) Forming a two-level system with |d〉 and a ground state
|g〉, realizes an approximate OAT Hamiltonian for N . Nb.
However, for larger systems, the perturbation to OAT quickly
limits any additional gains with increasing N due to the ab-
sence of a gap. (c) By applying a strong transverse field B via
a drive between |g〉 and |d〉, the system realizes an approxi-
mate OAT Hamiltonian with an additional term which opens
a gap Egap between different S manifolds. Due to the re-
sulting gap protection, OAT scaling is preserved well beyond
N ∼ Nb, leading to enhanced squeezing.

anism, resulting in a tunable soft-core potential, which
can be turned off by extinguishing the dressing field [28–
37]. This enables effective collective interactions within
the region set by the soft-core potential, which can im-
prove squeezing but with minimal gain for systems larger
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than the potential range [38]. This limits the utility of
the generated Ising interactions given that the soft core
radius in current many-body experiments has been ∼ 1-
2 times the inter-atomic spacing [33–36], partly to avoid
the onset of avalanche processes that are caused by black-
body radiation [39–41]. Although Rydberg dressing can
be implemented in a variety of neutral atom platforms,
we shall focus on tweezer arrays, which provide means of
controlling both the atomic density and number, both of
which can be used to mitigate blackbody avalanche pro-
cesses and, as we shall show, are beneficial for optimizing
the performance of our protocol.

Here, we propose to combine the collective effects of
a soft-core potential and a strong transverse field via
a coherent drive to convert the Ising model to an XX
model [42–47]. The XX model features a many-body gap
that protects the manifold of collective states and miti-
gates the effect of non-collective interactions [48–52] (see
Fig. 1). We show that the interplay between soft core in-
teractions plus gap protection dramatically extends the
system sizes for which the optimal spin squeezing mimics
that of a fully collective Ising model, also known as the
one axis twisting (OAT) model [24, 53]. For example,
in a 2D system of 32 × 32 atoms, a soft-core potential
range of only 3 times the lattice spacing is needed to
realize near-OAT squeezing, even though the number of
atoms that fall within the soft-core potential is about 36
times smaller than the system size. In addition, we show
that such collective behavior remains robust to the pres-
ence of fundamental decoherence processes for realistic
tweezer array experiments.

Model.—We consider a scheme where an internal state
|e〉 is dressed with a Rydberg state |r〉 via a drive with
Rabi frequency Ω and detuning ∆ [28–37]. The resulting
dressed state |d〉 ≈ |e〉+ Ω

2∆ |r〉 and a ground state |g〉 are
used to form an effective spin-1/2 system governed by a
Hamiltonian of the form

H =
∑

i<j

Jij(1/2 + szi )(1/2 + szj ), (1a)

Jij =
Ω4

8∆3

1

1 + (r/rb)6
,

C6

r6
b

= −2∆, (1b)

where sµi ≡ σµi /2 denote the spin-1/2 operators at site
i, Jij is a soft-core potential with a range of blockade
radius rb and 1/r6 tail, and C6/r

6 is the van der Waals
(vdW) interaction. Physically, we can understand the
emergence of this Hamiltonian as follows: at large dis-
tances, the Rydberg states interact weakly, leading to a
vdW tail with reduced strength f2C6, where f ≡ Ω2/4∆2

is the Rydberg fraction. However, at short distances
where |C6/r

6| � |2∆| (i.e., r � rb), the excitation of
more than one Rydberg atom is strongly suppressed due
to blockade. As a result, the corresponding contribution
to the light shift is suppressed, leading to a plateau of

strength J0 ≡ 2∆f2 = Ω4/8∆3. Finally, we note that in
addition to the Ising interactions, an inhomogeneous lon-
gitudinal field is also introduced. Unless otherwise noted,
we shall assume that these terms can be neglected either
via spin-echo or a rotating wave approximation (RWA)
in the presence of a strong drive as discussed below [54].

In the system under consideration, an effective trans-
verse field along the x-direction can be generated by ap-
plying a drive which couples |g〉 and |d〉 with Rabi fre-
quency B. In the limit of B � (N − 1)J ≡ 1

N

∑
i,j Jij ,

where (N−1)J is the average interaction each atom feels,
and in the frame of the applied transverse field, the Ising
interactions take the form of flip-flop interactions since
under the RWA, the fast oscillating terms can be dropped
out. The final Hamiltonian takes the form of an XX
model [42–47]

HRWA =
1

2

∑

i<j

Jij(s
y
i s
y
j + szi s

z
j ). (2)

Note that in the course of making the RWA, the overall
strength of the interactions have been reduced by a factor
of two, indicating that the dynamics will occur at a slower
rate. In the Supplement, we discuss the effects of a finite
transverse field B [54].
Enhanced squeezing.—For a system of N spin-1/2 par-

ticles, the Wineland spin squeezing parameter, ξ, defined
as [25, 26]

ξ2 ≡ N min 〈∆S2
⊥〉

|〈S〉|2 , (3)

quantifies the reduction in the phase uncertainty beyond
the SQL of 1/

√
N . Here S ≡ ∑i si, and min 〈∆S2

⊥〉 de-
notes the minimum variance in directions perpendicular
to the Bloch vector. Note also that in contrast to OAT
where the initial state is typically oriented along x, for
the above XX model squeezing dynamics happen when
one starts along z, and in this case the spin squeezing
will be on the xy-plane.

For Ising interactions, the soft-core potential from
weak Rydberg dressing allows for an improvement in
squeezing over pure power-law interactions [38]. This
is because within a blockade radius, the interactions are
all-to-all, and thus the model realizes an effective OAT

Hamiltonian HOAT ≡ J
2S

2
z when the length of the sys-

tem N . Nb. The optimal spin squeezing accessible
via OAT dynamics scales as, ξ2 ∼ N−2/3, in a time
Jtopt ∼ N−2/3 [24, 53]. However, as we increase the sys-
tem size N & Nb, the deviations from OAT can quickly
become significant by coupling |S,mz〉, |S′,mz〉 states (S
denotes the total spin and mα the projection onto Sα),
which are degenerate in HOAT. Accordingly, increas-
ing the system size leads to limited squeezing improve-
ment. For vdW interactions the 1/r6 tail does allow for a

moderate enhancement over the naive estimate of N
−2/3
b
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based on OAT scaling, and in the thermodynamic limit,
ξ2
∞ ∝ r−.76D

b ∝ N−.76
b for D ≤ 3 [38], where Nb is the

number of atoms within a blockade radius and the ∞
subscript denotes the thermodynamic limit.

To understand how the squeezing behavior changes for
the XX model, it is convenient to re-express the Hamil-
tonian as

HRWA =
1

2
HgOAT +

1

2

∑

i<j

(J − Jij)sxi sxj , (4a)

HgOAT =
∑

i<j

Jijsi · sj −
J

2
S2
x. (4b)

Here, we see that the effective OAT Hamiltonian has an
additional SU(2) symmetric term. Although this is not a
collective term, it nevertheless commutes with S2. As a
result, this term will not couple different S manifolds, but
it will break their degeneracy in the OAT model, lead-
ing to a gapped OAT Hamiltonian HgOAT. Like with the
Ising model, the XX model will similarly lead to OAT for
N . Nb. However, the presence of a gap between differ-
ent S manifolds permits that as N is increased beyond
Nb, the deviations from HgOAT can be initially treated
as a perturbation, extending the effective OAT behavior
to larger N compared to Ising interactions and provid-
ing enhanced squeezing. While a similar argument can
apply for power-law interactions [51], the soft-core po-
tential here ensures that this perturbation grows much
more slowly initially as the system size is increased.

While the gap protection indicates that the XX model
will realize improved squeezing compared to the Ising
model, it need not necessarily be significant. To deter-
mine the degree of enhancement, we study both models
numerically. For the Ising model, this can be done ex-
actly. However, for the XX model, this is no longer possi-
ble and we must rely on numerical approximations. Here,
we will consider using the discrete truncated Wigner ap-
proximation (DTWA) [55–57], which shows good agree-
ment with results using the time-dependent variational
principle for matrix product states in 1D [54]; analogous
benchmarks in 2D for spin systems with power law inter-
actions exhibit similar agreement [58].

In Fig. 2(a,b), we compare the squeezing performance
of the resulting XX model vs. the original Ising interac-
tion using DTWA for vdW interactions. The squeezing
for the XX model retains OAT scaling well beyond the
naive expectation of N ∼ Nb ≈ πr2

b , while the squeez-
ing for the Ising interactions saturate at much smaller
system sizes in comparison. For example, for rb = 3,
corresponding to Nb ≈ 28, the squeezing from Ising in-
teractions begins to diverge from OAT around N = 9. In
contrast, for the XX interactions, the squeezing is only
slightly reduced from OAT at N = 1024 ≈ 36Nb.

To understand the scaling of the squeezing with Nb, we
define NOAT as the number of atoms necessary for OAT

FIG. 2. (Top) Comparison of the spin squeezing generated by
(a) the XX model and (b) the Ising model. We show the opti-
mal squeezing generated as a function of the blockade radius
rb and the system side length L for various two-dimensional
systems of size N = L × L. The black dotted line corre-
spond to systems with L = 14, for which we later consider
the effects of decoherence. The dashed contours denote the
reduction in the optimal squeezing for each model compared
to that of an OAT model for the corresponding particle num-
ber (color variation selected for visibility). (c) Scaling of ef-
fective OAT atom number NOAT associated with ξ2∞ for 1D
(triangles) and 2D (circles) for a potential with a sharp cutoff

as a function of Ñb ≡ Nb + 1. (d) Scaling of N0.95 (N at
which 〈S2〉/(N/2(N/2 + 1)) = 0.95 at topt) as a function of

Ñb. Lines are meant to illustrate the scaling and are not fits.

to realize ξ2
∞, thus determining the system sizes for which

OAT scaling persists. We also investigate the gap protec-
tion by investigating the behavior of 〈S2〉/(N/2(N/2 +
1)), which provides a measure of how collective the sys-
tem is. In particular, we identify N0.95, the number of
atoms at which 〈S2〉/(N/2(N/2 + 1)) = 0.95 at topt.
This scaling is presented in Fig. 2(c,d) for 1D and 2D
with a sharp cutoff in the soft-core potential and peri-
odic boundary conditions. We see that both indicate that
OAT scaling for the Ising model persists toN ∝ Nb and is
independent of the dimension, as expected. In contrast,

OAT scaling for the XX model persists to N ∝ N
3D/2
b ,

corresponding to ξ2
∞ ∝ N−Db . Aside from the enhance-

ment over Ising interactions, we see that the gap protec-
tion appears to be stronger at higher dimensions, leading
to a further enhancement in the OAT scaling.

Finally, let us discuss the behavior of the squeezing
time. When N . Nb, J is approximately equal to the
nearest-neighbor interaction strength J0, so the squeez-
ing time scales like J0topt ≈ Jtopt ∼ N−2/3. However,
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for N > Nb, we have J ≈ J0Nb/N , and the squeezing
time scales like J0topt ∼ N1/3/Nb, leading to a tradeoff
between enhanced squeezing and squeezing times, which
can become particularly important in the presence of de-
coherence.

Decoherence.—While under ideal conditions we have
shown the XX model outperforms the Ising model, it re-
mains to be seen whether this advantage can be realized
in the presence of relevant decoherence processes found
in experiments. There are two key distinctions regarding
the effects of decoherence in the XX model as compared
to the Ising model. First, the XX model is realized in a
rotating frame, in which the dissipation takes on a differ-
ent form. This can be understood by noting that due to
the strong transverse field, each spin oscillates between
being in the weakly-dressed Rydberg state |d〉, which de-
cays, and being in |g〉, which does not. Second, the time
scale necessary to realize the optimal squeezing is much
longer for the XX model, owing to both the factor of two
reduction in the interaction strength in the XX model
relative to the Ising model and the comparatively longer
time (scaled by the interaction strength) it takes to real-
ize collective squeezed states in the XX model. As such,
the XX model will generically be more affected by deco-
herence.

In the context of Rydberg dressed atoms, the dominant
form of dissipation will come from the Rydberg state |r〉
or from |e〉. For the Rydberg decay, there are two sce-
narios we consider: decay to |g〉 (γrg) and decay to |e〉
(γre). In the case of the former, this will correspond to
dissipation from the weakly dressed Rydberg state to |g〉
at rate fγrg; for the latter, this will correspond to an
effective dephasing of rate fγre. For dissipation from |e〉
at rate γeg, this will correspond to decay from the weakly
dressed Rydberg state to |g〉 at rate (1− f)γeg.

In the resulting effective spin-1/2 system, we include
the effects of all three forms of decoherence via the Lind-
blad master equation

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] +
∑

µ

γµDµ[ρ], (5a)

Dµ[ρ] ≡
∑

i

[
lµ,iρl

†
µ,i −

1

2
{ρ, l†µ,ilµ,i}

]
, (5b)

where Dµ[ρ] describes a Lindbladian evolution term with
rate γµ and Lindblad jump operator lµ. In the effective
two-level system, there is decay at rate γ− = fγrg + (1−
f)γeg with l− = s− and dephasing at rate γd = fγre with
ld ≡ ni = 1/2 + szi . In the rotating frame, the system
dephases in the transverse field direction at a rate γ− and
in the two orthogonal directions at a rate (γ−+γd)/2 with
Lindblad jump operators sx and sy,z, respectively [54].

For Ising interactions, it is possible to solve Eq. (5)
exactly [59]. For the XX model, we use a dissipative
generalization of DTWA [60, 61]. Briefly, this amounts to

Ω, f−3/2J0 (2π × MHz)

ξ2
(d
B
)

rb

2
γ
−
/J

0 +0
dB

+2
dB

+4dB

Squeezing enhancement 
compared to Ising model

FIG. 3. Spin squeezing generated by the XX model when
incoherent effects are taken into account with γ− = γd =
fγr/2 in a 14 × 14 lattice. The dashed contours indicate
the squeezing enhancement of the XX model over the Ising
model, with decoherence taken into account in both models
(color variation selected for visibility). We further illustrate
lines of expected parameters for several possible systems [54]:
88Sr with n = 80 (square), 88Sr with n = 41 (diamond), 87Rb
with n = 60 (upside-down triangle), and 133Cs with n =
60 (triangle). The lines labeled with black (white) symbols
correspond to a fixed Rydberg fraction f = 0.01 (f = 0.001),
while the color scale associated with each line indicates the
corresponding Rabi frequency Ω, which can be related to the
nearest-neighbor coupling via J0 = f3/2Ω. We terminate each
line when the required transverse field B or dressing field Ω
exceed typical thresholds for each atom [54]. (Squeezing color
scale is the same as in Fig. 2)

including fluctuations due to dissipation approximately
via stochastic noise terms [54].

In Fig. 3, we compare the performance of the Ising and
XX models in the presence of dissipation in a 14 × 14
lattice. The relative values of γ− and γd will depend
on the choice of Rydberg state, branching ratios, and
the temperature of the system. For simplicity, we take
γ− = γd = fγr/2, where γr is the total decay rate of |r〉
at T = 300 K to all states; a more complete treatment
would take into account branching ratios and losses to
states outside the manifold we consider but this likely
affects both Ising and XX implementations in a similar
way. In the figure, we show the achievable spin squeezing
in the XX model as a function of γ−/J0 and rb for several
different choices of Rydberg atoms, excitation fraction,
and Rydberg states (for further details, see [54]).

We observe that increasing the blockade radius im-
proves the overall squeezing generated by the XX model
for any fixed γ−/J0 and also extends the relative advan-
tage in performance of the XX model over the Ising model
to stronger decoherence rates. This is largely a conse-
quence of the fact that larger rb shortens the squeezing
time, mitigating the effect of decoherence on the perfor-
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mance advantage of XX model over the comparatively
faster Ising protocol. We also note that increasing Ω for
fixed f (tracing the solid lines towards the bottom left
of the plot) increases the interaction strength relative to
the decoherence, but at the cost of requiring a compara-
tively larger transverse field for the RWA to remain valid.
Furthermore, we observe that by working at larger values
of f , it is generally possible to attain smaller values of
γ−/J0 for fixed rb, thus improving the amount of gener-
ated squeezing. However, the associated faster timescales
again raise the value of the requisite transverse field [54],
while sufficiently large f may also lead to a breakdown of
the weak dressing model. Lastly, as we can observe from
the n = 41 and n = 80 results for 88Sr and f = 0.001 in
Fig. 3 (lines denoted by the white diamond and square,
respectively), increasing n for fixed rb and f yields a
slight degradation in the amount of squeezing generated,
owing to a larger value of γ−/J0. Nonetheless, doing so
also significantly reduces the overall value of J0, again
enabling one to operate with a much smaller transverse
field. Overall, we find that the XX model outperforms
the Ising model for a wide range of experimental param-
eters and atoms, paving the way for generically realizing
gap-protected enhanced squeezing in Rydberg platforms.

Outlook.—Although we have focused on spin squeezing
with Rydberg atoms, the driving idea discussed here can
potentially be used in other systems with finite-range in-
teractions. For example, since even an interaction range
of two sites is sufficient to realize significant enhance-
ments in the squeezing, circuit-QED systems with inter-
actions beyond nearest-neighbor may benefit from this
approach [62, 63]. From a theoretical point of view,
a comprehensive examination of the various scaling be-
haviors with rb and how they depend on the dimension,
power-law tail, and system size, as well as any potential
connection between the scaling with the presence Ander-
son’s tower of states [64], would be very illuminating.
Additionally, the work here provides a foundation for de-
veloping more sophisticated protocols including Floquet
engineering [35, 65–69] or variational algorithms [70–72]
which might take further advantage of the combination
of a soft-core potential with gap protection and generate
even better and more robust spin squeezing.
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This supplemental material is organized as follows: in Sec. I, we investigate the effect that a finite transverse field
has on the squeezing dynamics. In Sec. II, we benchmark DTWA in 1D by comparing it to exact numerics using matrix
product states (MPS) via the time-dependent variational principle (TDVP). In Sec. III, we discuss the experimental
parameters used in Fig. 3 of the main text and how they scale with the principal quantum number. Finally, in Sec. IV,
we discuss the implementation of dissipative DTWA.

I. FINITE TRANSVERSE FIELD

In this section, we investigate the effects that a finite transverse field has on the validity of the effective XX model

H =
∑

i<j

Jij(1/2 + szi )(1/2 + szj ) +B
∑

i

sxi . (S1)

Note that aside from the desired interactions, there is also a longitudinal field B
‖
i ≡

∑
j Jij/2 introduced by the

Rydberg dressing. Although in the bulk of the system this is homogeneous, near the boundaries, this is no longer the
case. In the limit of B � NJ , we also have B � B‖, so the longitudinal field is dropped via the RWA. However, for
finite transverse field, it is important to take into account its presence.

There are two possible approaches to reducing the effects of the longitudinal field. In the first, a π pulse is applied
halfway through the evolution, effectively flipping the sign of the longitudinal field while leaving the interactions and
transverse field unchanged. As a result, the evolution from the longitudinal field is removed in a spin-echo fashion.

In the second, we can detune the drive used to generate the transverse field by the average 1
N

∑
iB
‖
i . Since the

longitudinal field is not homogeneous, this will not fully remove it, but it will drastically reduce its effect. Here, we
will focus on the second approach.

FIG. S1. Effect of finite transverse field on the squeezing for (a) rb = 2 and (b) rb = 4. Squeezing is numerically calculated
using DTWA with 104 samples in a 14 × 14 lattice.

In Fig. S1, we investigate the squeezing in a 14 × 14 lattice with open boundary conditions and a vdW tail for
blockade radii of rb = 2, 4 and for B/J = 2.5, 12.5, and the limit of infinite transverse field where the RWA is valid.
We see that when there is a finite transverse field, there are oscillations in the squeezing. As the transverse field is
increased, these oscillations increase in frequency and decrease in magnitude. Note that each oscillation corresponds
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approximately to half a Rabi cycle, so the squeezing is maximal when the Bloch vector is near either of the two
poles of the Bloch sphere. Interestingly, we see that at these maxima, the squeezing for the finite transverse field
can potentially exceed that of the infinite transverse field. While this requires stopping the evolution at the right
time, we note that for B/NJ = 2.5, the optimal squeezing time corresponds to approximately 12 Rabi cycles, so for
transverse fields of the order of 10− 100 kHz, stopping the evolution near one of the maxima is feasible. Note that as
the transverse field is increased, the number of Rabi cycles will increase accordingly.

II. BENCHMARKING DTWA IN 1D

In this section, we benchmark the discrete truncated Wigner approximation (DTWA) (see [S1–S3], and also Sec. IV
below) by comparing to results based on time-evolved matrix product states (MPS) [S4]. Owing to the generic difficulty
of simulating the exact dynamics of higher-dimensional systems or systems exhibiting interactions between distant
spins with MPS, we benchmark DTWA for 1D chains, utilizing a sharp cutoff in the potential with no power-law tail
and open boundary conditions. We utilize the time-dependent variational principle (TDVP) to provide quasi-exact
solutions to the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for our MPS [S5–S8]. In Fig. S2, we compare results for the
optimal squeezing generated by the XX model (see Eq. (2) in the main text) in 1D. We generally find improved
agreement for both the predicted squeezing and the time at which this occurs as the potential range increases, and
the system becomes increasingly connected. In fact, for all rb > 1 shown, we observe excellent agreement in the
predicted amount of attainable squeezing. While we average these DTWA results over 10,000 trajectories, in the main
text we utilize 20,000 trajectories for Fig. 2(a,b), and 40,000 trajectories for Fig. 3.

For smaller rb where the most notable discrepancies arise, we observe that DTWA underestimates the attainable
squeezing, as well as overestimates the time at which this occurs. Thus, in our examination of the effects of decoherence
in Fig. 3, where the dynamics at longer times are increasingly susceptible to the degrading effects of the finite Rydberg
lifetime, we expect that DTWA provides, at worst, a conservative estimate for the attainable squeezing. Overall
however, our benchmarking suggests that such deviations, when they occur, should remain small. Furthermore, both
the consideration of higher-dimensions (i.e. 2D) and the addition of a power-law tail lead to enhanced connectivity of
our lattice, and we expect this to lead to further improvement of our results. In fact, similar benchmarks in power-law
interacting systems in 2D demonstrate that DTWA yields reliable results for the spin squeezing dynamics [S9, S10].

FIG. S2. Benchmarking DTWA in 1D. Comparison between TDVP (x’s) and DTWA (o’s) results for the optimal squeezing, in
decibels (left), and the corresponding squeezing time, scaled by the nearest-neighbor coupling J0 (right), obtained with the XX
model as given by Eq. (2) in the main text for various system lengths L and potential ranges rb. We utilize a potential with
a sharp cutoff, as well as open boundary conditions for various chain lengths L = N . DTWA results are averaged over 10,000
stochastic trajectories. For our TDVP results, our we utilize a time step J0dt = 0.02, resulting in the discrete jumps observed
in the corresponding values of J0tsq.
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III. EXPERIMENTAL PARAMETERS

In this section, we shall discuss the experimental parameters used to produce Fig. 3 of the main text. First, we
note that the we restrict the range of the parameters such that Ω ≤ 2π × 10 MHz and NJ ≤ 2π × 20 kHz, where the
latter restriction is to ensure the validity of the RWA. We considered three commonly-studied Rydberg S (i.e., zero
angular momentum) atoms: 133Cs, 87Rb, and triplet 88Sr. To extract the interaction strengths and decay rates, we
utilize the ARC code [S11]. To determine the lattice spacing, there are two behaviors we take into account. First,
we ensure that there are no significant level crossings due to the interactions that would lead to a weak Rydberg
interaction, weakening the blockade effect. Second, we ensure that the dipole-dipole interactions are perturbative
at twice the lattice spacing. Here, we take this to be the point at which the two-atom eigenstate is 95% |ss〉, i.e.,
5% of the eigenstate involves other Rydberg states. Although this implies that the eigenstate at shorter distances
is strongly composed of additional Rydberg states, for most of the blockade radii considered in Fig. 3, this is well
into the blockaded region, so as long as the effective Rydberg blockade interaction is not significantly reduced, the
soft-core potential will not be strongly modified.

In the case of 88Sr, the numerical methods for extracting the decay rates are inaccurate since it is an alkaline-
earth atom. In this case, we rely on experimentally-measured values. In particular, we use Ref. [S12] to extract the
spontaneous emission rate’s scaling behavior γse = an∗−3, where n∗ is the effective principle quantum number, for
n = 19− 23. To incorporate the effect of blackbody radiation, we utilize measurements from an ongoing experiment
at n = 41 that is consistent with a lifetime of at least 20 µs [S13] and fit the total decay rate γ = an∗−3 + bn∗−2 to
extrapolate to arbitrary n∗ at T = 300 K, where we have utilized the fact that the blackbody radiation rate will scale
approximately as n∗2. Fitting the experimental values, we find a = 2070 µs−1, b = 15.8 µs−1. For n = 80 in the main
text, this corresponds to a lifetime of 137 µs.

The lattice spacing a, C6, and lifetimes for the states considered in Fig. 3 of the main text are listed in Table
S1. Although we have focused on a particular set of Rydberg states, we can determine how the behavior changes
for different n through scaling arguments. First, we note that the energy difference between different Rydberg states
scales like n∗−3, while the dipole-dipole interaction dispersion coefficient scales like C3 ∝ n∗4. The first of these
two scaling behaviors implies that we should take Ω,∆ ∝ n∗−3, implying J0 ∝ n∗−3. Additionally, in order for
the dipole-dipole interactions to continue to remain perturbative, the dipole-dipole interactions must scale with the
Rydberg state energy differences, i.e., C3/a

3 ∝ n∗−3, which implies a ∝ n∗7/3. Since the vdW dispersion coefficient
scales like C6 ∝ n∗11, we see that the vdW interactions scale like C6/a

6 ∝ n∗−3. As a result, the blockade radius
(in units of the lattice spacing) does not scale with n∗, and NJ ∝ n∗−3, which implies smaller transverse fields are
needed with increasing n∗. Moreover, we see that γ/NJ ∝ a + bn∗, so the presence of blackbody radiation leads to
worse decoherence with increasing n∗, although based on the values of a, b for 88Sr above, we see that the effect is
relatively small even at room temperature.

In Fig. S3, we plot the values of NJ and Ω as well as the dimensionless quantity Jτ/f as a function of rb for each
curve shown in Fig. 3, corresponding to each Rydberg level and atom considered, and different fixed Rydberg fractions
f ; we additionally consider results for 88Sr with n = 60, not shown in the main text. We also plot the corresponding
value of the spin squeezing in the presence of the relevant decoherence for the considered atom, Rydberg level,
Rydberg fraction f , and blockade radius rb. Values of rb for which either Ω or NJ exceeds the restricted range, i.e.
Ω > 2π × 10 MHz or NJ > 2π × 20 kHz are denoted by a dotted line; in Fig. 3, we simply terminate the curves
when these conditions are violated. For the comparable Ising results shown in Fig. S3 (which we do not plot in
Fig. 3), we only impose the restriction on the value of Ω, since we do not need to implement a transverse field for
this protocol. We note that for f = 0.01, where the associated interaction timescales are typically large compared to
when f = 0.001, the threshold on NJ is exceeded before the threshold on Ω for the chosen examples, whereas the
opposite tends to be the case with f = 0.001. As also evident in Fig. 3 of the main text, we observe that for fixed f ,

a C6/2π τ
88Sr 413S1 0.651 µm 1.5 GHz µm6 20 µs
88Sr 603S1 1.79 µm 156 GHz µm6 61.3 µs
88Sr 803S1 3.76 µm 4.8 THz µm6 137 µs
87Rb 60S 1.74 µm 138 GHz µm6 101 µs
133Cs 60S 1.62 µm 107 GHz µm6 95.6 µs

TABLE S1. Lattice spacings a, vdW dispersion coefficients C6, and lifetimes τ at 300 K used in Fig. 3 of the main text.
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FIG. S3. Parameters used for the overlaid curves in Fig. 3 of the main text as a function of rb, in addition to the achievable
spin squeezing. We plot the values of (a-b) NJ , (c-d) Ω, and (e-f) Jτ/f for each atom considered. The dotted continuations of
each line denote parameters for the maximum cutoff on Ω (2π × 10 MHz) or NJ (2π × 20 kHz) has been exceeded. (g-h) We
also show the spin squeezing achievable for these parameters, and compare to the corresponding Ising dynamics, denoted by the
faded lines. For the Ising results, we only consider a cutoff on Ω, as we do note require a restriction on NJ for implementing a
transverse field. We show results for Rydberg fractions f = 0.01 (a,c,e,g) and f = 0.001 (b,d,f,h). Note that the values of NJ
and Ω for 88Sr and 87Rb with n = 60 lie virtually on top of each other.

an increase in rb is also accompanied by a decrease in NJ , and the dynamics become increasingly susceptible to the
effects of decoherence, leading to a comparably faster degradation of the achievable spin squeezing for the XX model
vs the Ising model.

IV. DISSIPATIVE DTWA

To treat incoherent processes in the system, we use the semiclassical dissipative discrete truncated Wigner approx-
imation (DDTWA) [S14, S15] to simulate the dynamics of the master equation in Eq. (5a) of the main text. We
formulate a semiclassical description of our system, introducing classical variables Sµi corresponding to the value of
sµi , where µ = x, y, z and 1 ≤ i ≤ N . For an initial spin-polarized state along +z, we form a discrete Wigner function

W ( ~Si) =
1

4

[
δ(Sxi − 1/2) + δ(Sxi + 1/2)

][
δ(Syi − 1/2) + δ(Syi + 1/2)

]
δ(Szi − 1/2). (S2)

For each spin, this amounts to the four phase space points (Sxi ,Syi ,Szi ) = (±0.5,±0.5, 0.5) each occurring with equal
probability 1/4. The coherent dynamics are then obtained by solving the associated classical equations of motion of
the relevant Hamiltonian, in conjunction with randomly sampling initial values for (Sxi ,Syi ,Szi )1≤i≤N according to
the above distribution. Incoherent terms in our master equation may be accounted for by the addition of stochastic
noise terms to our classical equations of motion. For further details, see [S14–S16].

For an ensemble of dynamical trajectories with initial conditions sampled from our initial Wigner distributions,
quantum expectation values may then be approximated via 〈sµi (t)〉 ≈ Sµi (t), where · denotes averaging with respect

to this ensemble. Likewise, symmetrically-ordered correlators may be obtained via 〈(sµi sνj +sνj s
µ
i )(t)〉/2 ≈ Sµi (t)Sνj (t).

Given the generic nonlinear nature of our classical equations of motion, this averaging produces results beyond mean-
field theory that take into account the effect of the quantum noise distribution on the dynamics [S1–S3].
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