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The trapped ion quantum simulator has demonstrated qualitative properties of different physical
models for up to tens of ions. In particular, a linear ion chain naturally hosts long-range Ising
interactions under the laser driving, which has been used for various phenomena such as quantum
phase transition, localization, thermalization and information propagation. For near-term practical
usage, a central task is to find more quantitative applications of the noisy quantum simulators
that are robust to small errors in the parameters. Here we report the quantum simulation of a
long-range transverse-field Ising model using up to 61 ions and probe the critical behavior of its
quantum phase transition through the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. By calibrating and verifying the
coupling coefficients, we realize the same model for increasing ion numbers, so as to extract a critical
exponent free of the finite size effect. For ferromagnetic interaction, our experimental result agrees
with the previous numerical prediction. As for the anti-ferromagnetic case, signals are too weak to
fit a critical exponent due to the frustration in the interaction, but still consistent with the theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

The transverse-field Ising model [1] is an iconic model
in quantum many-body physics, and is widely used to
illustrate various equilibrium and dynamical properties
such as quantum phase transition [2], spin glass [3] and
many-body localization [4]. In the one-dimensional (1D)
case with nearest-neighbor interaction, this model can be
analytically solved by mapping to free fermions through
Jordan-Wigner transformation [1]. However, when long
range interaction is considered [5–12], the problem be-
comes more complicated and generally relies on numeri-
cal approaches like quantum Monte Carlo [13] or tensor-
network-based methods [14].

As one of the leading platforms for quantum informa-
tion processing, the trapped ion system naturally sup-
ports the long-range Ising-type interaction under laser
driving [15–17], thus is convenient for the quantum sim-
ulation of this model. Previous experiments have demon-
strated various aspects of the long-range transverse-field
Ising model such as equilibrium and dynamical phase
transitions [18, 19], localization [20, 21], thermalization
[22] and information propagation [23, 24]. However,
since quantum error correction is still not available in
this noisy intermediate-scale quantum (NISQ) era [25],
current multi-ion experiments are subjected to consid-
erable experimental noise and errors. Therefore these
previous demonstrations mainly focus on the qualitative
features, while quantitative analysis in the trapped-ion-
based quantum simulators is still largely lacking. On the
other hand, some universal properties, such as the critical
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exponents of a class of quantum phase transition [2], are
more robust to experimental noise and shall survive in
the NISQ devices. These properties thus make ideal can-
didates for the quantitative applications of the ion trap
quantum simulator.

The Kibble-Zurek mechanism (KZM) [26–29] provides
a possible scheme to probe the critical behavior of the
quantum phase transition through a slow quench across
the phase transition point [30–33]. Roughly speaking,
as we approach the critical point from one phase, the
system stays in the ground state adiabatically until we
are sufficiently close to the phase transition point where
the energy gap closes in the thermodynamic limit and
thus the adiabatic condition breaks down. During this
intermediate region, the evolution of the system approx-
imately freezes out so that excitations (defects) are cre-
ated when the system leaves the critical region and the
evolution again becomes adiabatic. The defect density ρ
is determined by how close we are to the critical point
when leaving the adiabatic region, thus a power-law scal-
ing versus the quench time ρ ∝ T−µ. This gives us a
critical exponent µ of the quantum phase transition and
is insensitive to the experimental imperfections.

A great deal of efforts have been made to test KZM in
classical [34–37] and quantum [38–40] phase transitions.
For the transverse-field Ising model with long-range in-
teraction, quantum KZM has been proposed to study its
critical behavior [41, 42] and pioneering works in Rydberg
atoms have been demonstrated [40]. However, for Ryd-
berg atoms, the Ising-type coupling quickly decays as r−6

such that the transition belongs to the same universal-
ity class as the nearest-neighbor interaction [7, 11, 42].
On the other hand, in ion trap it is more convenient
to achieve r−α interaction with α ∈ [0.5, 1.8] [19] (and
in principle for any α ∈ [0, 3][15, 18]) where interesting
physics such as an α-dependent critical exponent is pre-
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dicted [41, 42].
Here we report the quantum simulation of the 1D long-

range transverse-field Ising model using up to 61 ions.
After calibrating and verifying the Ising coupling coeffi-
cients, we probe the critical behavior of the ferromagnetic
(FM) model through the KZM and study its scaling with
the ion number. In particular, we obtain a shared critical
exponent for sufficiently large ion numbers, hence ruling
out the boundary effects for the finite system (a more
detailed finite-size scaling can be found in Appendix C).
As for the anti-ferromagnetic (AFM) case, we still get
consistent results with the theoretical prediction, but it
is more difficult to approach the critical region due to
the frustration and thus much smaller energy gap of the
Hamiltonian.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SCHEME

Our experimental system consists of a linear chain of
trapped 171Yb+ ions as shown in Fig. 1(a). The spin
states are encoded in the clock states |F = 0,mF = 0〉 ≡
| ↓z〉 and |F = 1,mF = 0〉 ≡ | ↑z〉 of the S1/2 manifold
separated by ωHF ≈ 2π × 12.64 GHz. The spin-spin cou-
pling can be realized by bichromatic Raman laser beams
with beatnotes ωHF ± δ [15–17], where we set the fre-
quency detuning δ sufficiently away from all the motional
sidebands to suppress the phonon excitation. In addition,
we drive the carrier transition with a phase shift of π/2 to
generate a transverse field. Together, we get a long-range
transverse-field Ising model Hamiltonian

H =
∑
i<j

Jijσ
i
xσ

j
x +

∑
i

Biσ
i
y, (1)

where σix(y) are the Pauli operators on the ion i and

the summation
∑
i<j runs over all ion pairs. Jij =

ΩiΩj
∑
k η

2
kbikbjkωk/(δ

2 − ω2
k) is the effective spin-spin

coupling depending on the laser detuning δ, the Rabi
frequency on each ion Ωi and the phonon modes with
frequency ωk, Lamb-Dicke parameter ηk and mode vec-
tors bik. Here the Rabi frequencies Ωi and Bi can be
site-dependent because of the nonuniform laser intensity
over the long ion chain. Typically the Ising coupling can
be approximated by Jij ≈ J0/|i − j|α with α ∈ [0.5, 1.8]
[19] (which is however imperfect as we further discuss in
Appendix C). In this work, we achieve α ≈ 1 and an
AFM coupling J0 > 0 for various ion numbers up to 61.
To simulate the FM interaction, we initialize the system
in the highest eigenstate, which is effectively the ground
state of the Hamiltonian −H. In the following, we will
mainly focus on the FM model because it gives stronger
experimental signals, and will postpone the discussion
about the AFM model to the end of the paper.

It is well-known that the transverse-field Ising model
possesses two phases with a quantum phase transition
in between. At large transverse field B � |J0|, the sys-
tem is in the paramagnetic phase where the spins align

with the field in the ground state; when B → 0, we have
double-degenerate FM ground states with all the spins
aligned in either +x or −x directions. As we tune the
transverse field continuously, a quantum phase transition
occurs at a second order phase transition point. Near this
point, the energy gap shrinks and the correlation length
diverges in the thermodynamic limit, so that one can
expect universal critical behavior insensitive to the mi-
croscopic structure of the model such as small fluctuation
in the parameters.

The quantum KZM can be used to measure this crit-
ical behavior. Near the critical point, the temporal cor-
relation length diverges as c0|g − gc|−zν where c0 is a
constant, g an external parameter, e.g. the transverse
field we consider here, gc the critical point, and z and ν
two critical exponents. This deviation |g − gc| from the
critical point is achieved in a timescale c1|g − gc|T if we
scan the external parameter linearly with time for a total
evolution time T , where c1 is another constant. Combin-
ing these two scalings together, we obtain the boundary
between the adiabatic and the “frozen-out” regimes in
the KZM as |g − gc| ∝ T−1/(1+zν). This further gives
us the spatial correlation length after the slow quench as
|g − gc|−ν ∝ T ν/(1+zν) ≡ Tµ, and hence a defect density
ρ ∝ T−µ where we define [41]

ρ =
1

2(N − 1)

N−1∑
i

(1− 〈σixσi+1
x 〉). (2)

In the above derivation, we assume a linear quench
of the transverse field. However, since the KZM is only
affected by the close neighborhood of the critical point,
other forms of B(t) also work if they can be approximated
as linear in the “frozen-out” regime. In particular, cur-
rent NISQ experiments are restricted by the finite coher-
ence time of the system, so that we want to shorten the
total evolution time by performing fast quench away from
the critical point and only slowing down when the energy
gap ∆ shrinks. We can therefore use exponential or local
adiabatic paths to quench the transverse field as shown
in Fig. 1(b). In Fig. 1(c) we take the local adiabatic path
by requiring dB/dt ∝ ∆2 for N = 2 ions [17]. This allows
us to dive into the adiabatic regime as much as possible
within the available coherence time. As we can see, when
T → 0 the defect density is about 0.5, meaning that there
is no correlation between the two spins in the initial state
| ↑y↑y〉. When the quench time T increases, the defect
density decreases, and finally if the adiabatic condition
is satisfied in the whole process, we obtain a ρ ∝ T−2

scaling in the limit T → ∞ (see inset). (In the experi-
ment, the measured ρ is lower-bounded by the detection
infidelity of about 2-3%, so we do not go to longer evo-
lution time.) The KZM works in the middle of these two
extreme cases where the system stays adiabatic except
for a small region near the critical point with a small
energy gap. Because the energy gap decays as we in-
crease the ion number, our task becomes to find a shared
scaling law for sufficiently large ion numbers, which does
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FIG. 1. Experimental scheme. (a) The Ising model Hamiltonian is achieved on a chain of up to 61 ions using two counter-
propagating 355 nm global Raman laser beams. (b) There are different paths to quench the transverse field. The original
Kibble-Zurek mechanism (KZM) assumes a linear quench (green). In this experiment, restricted by the coherence time of the
ions under strong driving laser, a local adiabatic path (blue) can be used to optimize the adiabatic condition over the whole
ramping dynamics, thus allowing us to enter the adiabatic regime as shown in (c). Later when probing the KZM for multiple
ions, we take an exponential path (red) for both theoretical and experimental convenience. (c) To illustrate different regions of
the quench speed, we consider two ions with ferromagnetic coupling J0 = −2π × 450 Hz. Starting from a fully polarized state
| ↑y↑y〉 in the y direction which is close to the ground state under B0 = 6|J0|, we ramp down B(t) following the local adiabatic
path. For sufficiently low quench time, the defect density ρ is close to 1/2, namely a random and independent distribution
σix = ±1 for the two ions. As the quench time increases, the defect density decays as more and more population remains in
the ferromagnetic ground states. The blue dots with error bars representing one standard deviation are the experimental data,
which agree well with the theoretical results (solid black curve). It deviates slightly from the solid red curve, which is the
theoretical result when starting from the true ground state under B0 rather than the fully polarized state. As shown in the
inset, for the two-ion case with a large energy gap, we are just able to enter the adiabatic regime where the defect density
follows ρ ∝ T−2 (dashed line). For larger ion numbers and thus smaller energy gaps, we will not be able to dive deep into the
adiabatic regime, but the critical behavior can still be probed by the KZM.

not require us to reach the fully adiabatic regime. There-
fore in the following experiments we take the exponential
quench path for convenience to save us from computing
the energy gap for the multi-ion Hamiltonian along the
path and from programming this numerical function into
the experimental sequence.

III. CRITICAL BEHAVIOR OF FM
LONG-RANGE ISING MODEL

The universal behavior near the critical point is ex-
pected to be insensitive to local fluctuation of the param-
eters, but it can still depend on the decay rate of the long-
range interaction [7, 11, 41, 42]. Therefore, when study-
ing the scaling with respect to the ion number, we need to
ensure that the long-range Ising coupling Jij ≈ J0/|i−j|α
maintains roughly the same α. This requires us to first
calibrate the coupling coefficients of the simulated Ising
model. In general, O(N2) cost is needed to calibrate
all the coupling coefficients for N ions, which is time-

consuming and also requires individual addressing of the
ions. Since the critical behavior is robust to small local
errors, here we choose to calibrate the Rabi frequency
and the collective phonon modes, compute the coupling
coefficients theoretically as described below Eq. (1), and
then take O(N) cost to verify partial information about
the coefficients.

As shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), we scan the phonon side-
bands for N = 61 ions to extract the frequency ωk of each
mode, and use them to fit the ion spacings. The over-
all spectrum fits well with the theoretical model apart
from small deviation in the high-frequency end. For one
thing, this is because we have about kHz frequency res-
olution for the measured ωk; for another, in the fitting
model we assume a uniform transverse trap frequency
ωx = 2π × 3.1166 MHz over the chain given by the high-
est mode frequency (the center-of-mass mode), while in
reality we find small variation of about 15 kHz in ωx over
the 207µm ion chain. We further calibrate the Rabi fre-
quency of the laser on each ion and then compute the the-
oretical Ising coupling coefficients Jij (see Appendix A).
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FIG. 2. Calibration of the long-range Ising coupling. (a) We
scan the blue phonon sidebands for N = 61 ions (blue dots)
and use them to fit the inter-ion distances. (The grey dots are
identified as peaks for the transverse modes in the orthogonal
direction and are not relevant to this experiment.) The red
dashed lines are the fitting results under a uniform transverse
trapping frequency ωx = 2π × 3.1166 MHz. (b) A zoom-in of
the fitted phonon band at the high-frequency end. The small
discrepancy can be explained by the inhomogeneity in the
transverse trapping potential over the 207µm ion chain. (c)
We initialize the spin chain in | ↑x · · · ↑x〉 (| ↑x〉 ≡ (| ↑z〉+ | ↓z
〉)/
√

2) and drive it with a weak oscillating transverse field
term. The resonant frequencies for individual ions are shown
as the blue dots with error bars representing one standard
deviation, and are compared with the theoretically computed
values (red dots). The upper and lower red dashed curves
represent ±2π × 500 Hz shift in laser detuning. Raman π/2
pulses are used to initialize and to measure the spin states in
the σx basis. Due to the nonuniformity of the laser intensity
over the long ion chain, such pulses are inaccurate for the edge
ions, thus the corresponding results are not shown.

To verify these results, we apply the coherent imag-
ing spectroscopy method [43]. We initialize the spins in
| ↑x · · · ↑x〉 and apply a Hamiltonian similar to Eq. (1)
but with the transverse field term B � |J0| and oscil-
lating at the frequency ω. By scanning ω, we look for

the resonant frequency ∆Ei to flip the i-th spin, which
gives us ∆Ei = 2

∑
j 6=i Jij . As shown in Fig. 2(c), the

measured resonant frequencies agree well with the the-
oretical predictions for the central ions. For the ions
near the edges, there are larger state-preparation-and-
measurement (SPAM) errors due to the inhomogeneity
in the Raman laser beams when converting between σx
and σz bases, which may be improved by using composite
pulses as we discuss later. Nevertheless, this is just the
incapability to verify the coupling for the edge ions, and
does not mean the inaccurate theoretical results. After
such calibration and partial verification of the coupling
Jij , we can now fit J0 and α for the long-range Ising in-
teraction (see Appendix C for more discussion about this
fitting), and we can adjust the laser detuning δ to keep
a constant α when we increase the ion number. This
will allow us to examine how the model approaches the
thermodynamics limit.

We present this scaling analysis for the KZM with vari-
ous ion numbers under roughly the same α ≈ 1 in Fig. 3.
For each ion number N , we initialize the spin state in
| ↑y · · · ↑y〉 and ramp down the transverse field following
an exponential path B(t) = B0[exp(−t/τ)− exp(−T/τ)]
for a total evolution time of T . Here τ is a parameter for
the path and we fix τ = T/5 for all the experiments. To
suppress the artificial oscillation in Fig. 1(c) due to the
mismatch between the initial ground state and the fully
polarized state we prepare, we choose a large initial field
B0 = 42.5|J0|. We measure the spatial spin correlation
in the final state

G(r) ≡ 1

Nr

∑
i

(〈σixσi+rx 〉 − 〈σix〉〈σi+rx 〉), (3)

and directly extract the correlation length R from an ex-
ponential fitting G(r) = Ae−r/R+B (see the right panels
for some typical fitting results for N = 61 ions). Here Nr
is the number of ion pairs with the distance r and we
discard the ions on the edges when computing the cor-
relation length due to the larger SPAM errors described
above. This correlation length should scale as Tµ, from
which we can obtain the critical exponent. The com-
plete fitting results are summarized in the left panel for
N = 13, 36, 40, 55 and 61, and we get a consistent crit-
ical exponent µ ≈ 0.42 for all the ion numbers N ≥ 36
which is also in agreement with the previous numerical
result µ ≈ 0.45 [41]. The mismatch for the small ion
number N = 13 can be explained by the finite size effect.
More discussion about the finite-size scaling and about
the comparison to the theoretical results can be found in
Appendix C.

IV. AFM LONG-RANGE ISING MODEL

Similar methods can also be applied to the AFM
Hamiltonian. Specifically, we initialize the spin state in
| ↓y · · · ↓y〉, which is close to the ground state rather
than the highest excited state of the initial Hamiltonian
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FIG. 3. Quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism and scaling. We
initialize a polarized state | ↑y · · · ↑y〉 along the transverse
field and quench the field to zero following an exponential
path B(t) = B0[exp(−t/τ)− exp(−T/τ)] where τ = T/5. To
make the polarized state close to the initial ground state,
we set a strong initial field B0 = 42.5|J0|. For each to-
tal evolution time T , we measure the two-spin correlation
〈σixσjx〉 − 〈σix〉〈σjx〉 and further extract the correlation length
R on the ion chain through an exponential fitting. (See
the right panels for T = 0.875 ms, 1.75 ms and 2.75 ms as
some typical results at N = 61. The reason for the different
magnitudes of the correlation is discussed in Appendix B.)
We summarize the results for various ion numbers N vs.
the dimensionless quench time |J0|T in the left panel as
semi-log plots. For N = {13, 36, 40, 55, 61}, the slopes are
{0.99± 0.07, 0.40± 0.08, 0.47± 0.08, 0.40± 0.06, 0.39± 0.09},
respectively. Except for the smallest ion number N = 13
where the finite size effect can be significant, we get consis-
tent slopes as an estimation of the critical exponent µ ≈ 0.42.

under a strong transverse field. Then we follow the same
exponential path B(t) = B0[exp(−t/τ)− exp(−T/τ)] to
turn down the transverse field and go across the phase
transition point for a total evolution time of T , and again
we measure the spin-spin correlation 〈σixσjx〉 of the final
state. However, in this case due to the frustration in the
interaction, the energy gap becomes much smaller and
thus we expect a much weaker signal under the same
quench time. As shown in Fig. 4(a), for two ions we still
observe significant change in the spin-spin correlation as
we tune the quench time from zero to 2 ms. (Indeed, the-
oretically one can see that in this case the correlation is
exactly opposite to that in the FM case.) However, if we

(a) (b)

2 4 6 8 10
-0.6-0.4-0.20.0
0.2

0 500 1000 1500 2000
-0.6-0.5-0.4-0.3-0.2-0.10.0

FIG. 4. Similar experiments for anti-ferromagnetic Ising
model. (a) For two ions, considerable change in the two-
spin correlation from 0 to about -0.6 (which corresponds to a
change in the defect density from 0.5 to 0.2) can still be ob-
served as we increase the total quench time up to T = 5τ =
2 ms under the coupling J0 = 2π × 265 Hz. (b) However, for
N = 13 ions, the spatial correlation under J0 = 2π × 67 Hz
α = 1.05 and T = 5τ = 4 ms is much weaker (blue dots for
experimental data and red solid line for theoretical predic-
tion). This is due to the much smaller energy gap for the
anti-ferromagnetic case. To observe significant spatial cor-
relations, 20 ms total evolution time will be needed (purple
dashed line).

go to larger ion numbers such as N = 13 in Fig. 4(b), the
correlation quickly decays from r = 1 to r = 2, which pre-
vents us from fitting a correlation length. Theoretically
we can also simulate the 13-spin dynamics numerically
and we get consistent results. To observe strong correla-
tions, we may need 20 ms total evolution time, for which
the other decoherence effects cannot be neglected.

V. DISCUSSION

To sum up, in this work we experimentally realize the
long-range transverse-field Ising model and examine its
critical behavior using the KZM. We vary the system
sizes while maintaining the same long-range interaction
to obtain a critical exponent after suppressing the finite
size effect. Our experiment goes beyond the qualita-
tive understanding of the simulated physical system and
makes a quantitative application of the ion trap quantum
simulator.

For this long-range interacting model to be well-defined
in the thermodynamic limit, usually Kac normalization
needs to be considered. For example, if we want to com-
pare the phase transition point for different system size
N , then we need to rescale the coupling strength Jij by
the Kac normalization 1

N−1
∑
i 6=j

1
|i−j|α (similar expres-

sions can be found in, e.g., Ref. [44]). However, in this ex-
periment we are measuring the critical exponent through
the quantum Kibble-Zurek mechanism, so that the de-
tailed phase transition points for different N are not im-
portant so long as we always start the quench deep in one
phase and end it deep in the other phase. This is ensured
by a large B0 = 42.5|J0| in Fig. 3, which is sufficient even
for the largest system size N = 61 we use.

Currently our spin system has a coherence time of sev-
eral milliseconds under the laser driving, which is fitted
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from the two-ion Ising model dynamics and mainly comes
from the slow drift in the laser intensity among different
experimental trials. This is still below the reported co-
herence time of tens of milliseconds for two-qubit gates
[45] and may be improved by better stabilization of the
system. However, note that in this experiment such a
slow drift can be regarded as a relative change between
Jij ’s and Bi’s and a rescaling in the quench time. Dif-
ferent from the fast oscillation in the Ising dynamics,
here the KZM will not be significantly affected so long
as the initial condition B0 � |J0| is still satisfied. An-
other possible error source is the motional decoherence,
again on the order of several milliseconds, which is mea-
sured from the Ramsey experiment on the blue motional
sideband. However, in this experiment, to generate the
long-range transverse-field Ising model Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1) we keep the phonon modes to be only virtually
excited, so that its effect is also suppressed. Specifically,
we use a Raman Rabi frequency of about 2π × 100 kHz
and a detuning to the nearest phonon sideband of about
2π × 20 kHz, such that the phonon excitation per ion is
estimated to be on the order of 1% given a Lamb-Dicke
parameter ηk ∼ 0.1. This should suppress the effect of
motional decoherence on the spin system by about 100
times. Other sources of decoherence such as the phase
fluctuation between the Raman laser beams (measured
from the Ramsey experiment) and the spontaneous emis-
sion (computed from the off-resonant excitation to the
P1/2 levels) also have a coherence time above 100 ms,
much longer than our largest quench time below 5 ms.

In this work we set the detuning for large coupling |J0|
and get α ≈ 1. With an enhanced evolution time in the
future, it will be possible to choose other α at the cost of
smaller |J0|, thus allowing us to explore the dependence
of the critical exponent on the long-range interaction α.
Also, for a long ion chain the inhomogeneity of the laser
becomes important and can cause considerable SPAM er-
rors for the edge ions. In this experiment this may not
be a significant problem because we only use the central
ions with large spin-spin correlations to fit the correla-
tion length, but we can also use composite pulses [46] to
implement such π/2 rotations for better performance as
described in Appendix B.
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Appendix A: Experimental setup and calibration of
parameters

We use a segmented blade trap to confine 171Yb+ ions.
We perform Doppler cooling followed by sideband cooling
before each experiment trial to cool the phonon number
in each mode to be below 0.1. The daily operations of
the ions and the methods to calibrate the experimental
parameters are the same as those in our previous work
[47].

We calibrate the Rabi frequency of the global Raman
laser on each ion as shown in Fig. 5. The global Ra-
man laser makes an equal angle of 45◦ to the transverse
x and y directions. We set the splitting between these
two directions to be ∼ 300 kHz for 2 and 13 ions, and
∼ 550 kHz for 36-61 ions, and choose the Raman laser
detuning to be slightly above the higher one ωx (typi-
cally 10-20 kHz), such that the off-resonant coupling to
the undesired y modes can be safely neglected.

After calibrating the ion spacings, we compute the
collective normal modes and the Ising coupling Jij =
ΩiΩj

∑
k η

2
kbikbjkωk/(δ

2−ω2
k). Then we further fit them

by the power law Jij ≈ J0/|i−j|α. The fitting results for
the coupling used in Fig. 3 are shown in Fig. 6. Note that
the difference in J0 can be rescaled by the quench time T .
What matters is to keep α roughly the same for different
system sizes. For N = {13, 36, 40, 55, 61} ions, we get
J0 = 2π×{153±2, 64±1, 141±2, 113±1, 83±1}Hz and
α = {1.19±0.03, 0.98±0.01, 0.93±0.01, 0.92±0.01, 0.87±
0.02}, respectively. Observe that the fitting model is not
perfect, but works reasonably well for the nearby ions.

When measuring the correlation length in the KZM,
we discard {1, 4, 4, 8, 8} ions on each end in the N =
{13, 36, 40, 55, 61} case to suppress the boundary effect.

Appendix B: Composite pulses

For long ion chains, the nonuniform Rabi frequency can
lead to SPAM errors in the σx or σy bases for the ions on
the edge. It can be improved by using composite pulses
[46] such as the BB1 pulse. Nevertheless, we find that
this has little influence to the measured correlation length
in this experiment, which is dominated by the central
ions with strong correlation. In Fig. 7 we compare the
experimental results for a typical quench time T = 4 ms
for N = 55 ions. The fitted correlation lengths are very
similar with and without the use of composite pulses.

Meanwhile, we observe that the absolute values of the
measured correlations differ in the two plots. This can
be caused by an inaccurate setting of the bichromatic
laser frequency (ωb and ωr in Fig. 1, because the Ising
model Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) is achieved in an interac-
tion picture rotating at the frequency (ωb + ωr)/2 [47].
Although the errors in these frequencies can be controlled
to be below 100 Hz, they can still accumulate into con-
siderable misalignment in the σx measurement after an
evolution time of several milliseconds. As we describe in
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FIG. 6. Fit long-range Ising coupling. (a)-(e) Fitting results for N = 13, 36, 40, 55, 61 ions, respectively. Grey dots are the
numerical results from the calibrated parameters. Solid lines are the J0/r

α fitting results.

our previous work [47], this can be solved by scanning
the measurement basis on the σx-σy plane to extract the
oscillation amplitude as the spin-spin correlation. How-
ever, since it is a global effect for all the spins, it will
not influence our measurement of the spatial correlation
length.

Appendix C: Comparison with theoretical results

In Fig. 3, we measure the slopes for different system
sizes N = {13, 36, 40, 55, 61} as µ = {0.99 ± 0.07, 0.40 ±
0.08, 0.47± 0.08, 0.40± 0.06, 0.39± 0.09}. Then in prin-
ciple we should perform finite size scaling to extrapo-
late the critical exponent µ∞ in the thermodynamic limit
N → ∞ by fitting µ(N) = µ∞ + aN−b where a and b
are two fitting parameters [41]. As shown in Fig. 8, this
gives us µ∞ = 0.39 ± 0.11 with a relatively large error
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FIG. 8. Fitting µ(N) with µ∞ + aN−b. The best fit is given
by µ∞ = 0.39 ± 0.11, a = (0.4 ± 2.9) × 103, b = 2.5 ± 3.1 as
the red curve. The upper and lower dashed curves represent
one standard deviation.

bar. Another way to understand this result is that, for
N ≥ 36, the fitted slopes already agree with each other
within the error bars, so that it becomes difficult to fur-
ther extrapolate to N → ∞ and the final result stays
close to their average µ̄ = 0.42 with a relatively large
error bar. This is the value we use in the main text.

The above measured critical exponent agrees well with
the numerical result µ ≈ 0.45 in Ref. [41]. However, we
also note that there are analytical results suggesting that
the critical exponent µ ≡ ν/(1 + zν) should diverge as
1/(α − 1) near α ≈ 1 [5]. This difference could arise
from the different methods used to extract the critical
exponent, whether from the ground state [5] or from the
quench dynamics [41]. Another possibility is that, since
the long-range interaction is of interest, one may need
larger system sizes than those for the nearest-neighbor
cases to reliably extrapolate the critical exponent µ∞.

Finally, note that in Fig. 6 the fitting of Jij to a power-
law decay is not perfect. This is common for ion trap
experiments as the 1/|i − j|α scaling is only an approx-
imation, and in this experiment it is intensified by the
nonuniform laser intensity over the long ion chain. In
Appendix A we perform the least square regression for
all the Jij ’s, but since there are more ion pairs with small
distances, the fitting is not as good for the pairs with
larger distances (see the tails of Fig. 6). Overall, as the
correlation length diverges around the phase transition
point, we expect the critical exponent to be insensitive
to the small fluctuation around the power-law scaling,
but whether this globally fitted α or a larger one with
higher weights on the distant pairs can better represent
this long-range Ising model, still remains an open ques-
tion for future research.
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