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We report on an experimental simulation of the spin-1 Heisenberg model with composite bosons
in a one-dimensional chain based on the two-component Bose-Hubbard model. Exploiting our site-
and spin-resolved quantum gas microscope, we observed faster superexchange dynamics of the spin-
1 system compared to its spin-1/2 counterpart, which is attributed to the enhancement effect of
multi-bosons. We further probed the non-equilibrium spin dynamics driven by the superexchange
and single-ion anisotropy terms, unveiling the linear expansion of the spin-spin correlations, which
is limited by the Lieb-Robinson bound. Based on the superexchange process, we prepared and
verified the entangled qutrits pairs with these composite spin-1 bosons, potentially being applied in
qutrit-based quantum information processing.

Introduction.— Ultracold atoms in optical lattices
constitutes a powerful tool for investigating intricate
magnetic phases and exploring spin dynamics for its high
degree of isolation, controllability, and detection [1–3].
Previous studies have shown that a two-component Mott
insulator in an optical lattice can be used to realize the
spin-1/2 Heisenberg model [2, 4, 5, 7, 8] and to gener-
ate atomic entanglement based on spin exchange pro-
cess [9–11]. When two spin-1/2 particles co-occupy a
single lattice site, they form a composite spin-1 bosons,
thereby leading the system to the spin-1 regime [5, 12].
In this case, the single-ion anisotropy term, u(Sz

i )
2, also

emerges. This term explicitly breaks the SU(2) sym-
metry of the system into the residual U(1) symmetry
in the xy-plane, playing an important role in stabiliz-
ing magnetism. The spin-1 Heisenberg model shows a
range of intricate phenomena, such as the XY ferromag-
netic phase and the Haldane phase [12–15], and it has
attracted widespread interests both theoretically [16–20]
and experimentally [21–26]. Furthermore, from the view-
point of quantum information processing, this control-
lable spin-1 system posses greater channel capacity and
enhanced robustness to noise [27–29] in comparison to
the spin-1/2 system, underscoring the necessity of inves-
tigating such higher spin systems.

In the simulation of spin-1 Heisenberg model in an op-
tical lattice, a pivotal aspect lies in the dynamic interplay
between the spin exchange interaction , driven by higher-
order virtual processes, and the single-ion anisotropy
term, originating from the difference between the inter-
and intra-component interactions [5, 12]. These factors
can be controlled by tuning the parameters of the optical
lattice. However, the study of such spin-1 system faces
two significant challenges. Firstly, preparing low-entropy
initial states is imperative [10, 30], as an undesired filling
may lead to particle doping in other spin spaces, thereby

disrupting the spin-1 dynamics. Secondly, achieving a
site-resolved readout of the spin-1 state poses a challenge,
since it demands simultaneous resolution of both particle
number and spin state.
In this Letter, we report on the realization of a spin-1

Heisenberg model using a two-component Mott insula-
tor in optical lattices. This is achieved by combining
parallel and local atomic spin manipulations in the spin-
dependent superlattices [31]. We employed a site- and
spin-resolved quantum gas microscope to directly moni-
tor the real-time superexchange dynamics of both spin-
1/2 and spin-1 systems in the double-well potentials. In
comparison with the spin-1/2 case, faster superexchange
dynamics for the spin-1 situation was observed, which is
attributed to the enhancement effect of multi-bosons. By
halting the superexchange-driven evolution of the spin-1
systems in the double well, we created and verified the
entanglement of two spin-1 particles. Furthermore, we
probed the time- and site-resolved non-equilibrium spin
transport in a 6-site spin-1 chain, which is governed by
the interplay between the superexchange and anisotropy.
We observed a light-cone-like propagation of the spin
correlations, which is associated with the Lieb-Robinson
bounds in a short-range interacting spin system [32, 33].
Spin-1 Heisenberg models in optical lattices.—

Our work is focused on exploring the spin-1 Heisenberg
model on a one-dimensional (1D) chain, described by the
following Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −Jex
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Ŝi · Ŝj + u
∑
i

(Ŝz
i )

2, (1)

where, Jex denotes the Heisenberg exchange strength,
u represents the uniaxial single-ion anisotropic inten-
sity, Ŝγ

i is the γ (= x, y, z) component of spin-1 op-
erators on site i, and ⟨i, j⟩ denotes the nearest neigh-
bor coupling. This Heisenberg model (Eq. 1) can be
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FIG. 1. Preparation and detection of the spin-1 composite
bosons. (a) Schematics of the superexchange process. The
superexchange Jex is generated by the exchange of |↑⟩ and
|↓⟩ via second-order process. it couples |0, 0⟩ to |1,−1⟩ and
|−1, 1⟩. there is a energy shift ∆E = 2u + Jex of |0, 0⟩ and
|1,−1⟩ (|−1, 1⟩). Here, u is the single-ion isotropic inten-
sity of the spin-1 Heisenberg model. On the right are the
three eigan states of the two site model, the respected en-
ergy are E1 = (u + Jex/2) −

√
(u+ Jex/2)2 + 2J2

ex, E2 =

(u+Jex/2)+
√

(u+ Jex/2)2 + 2J2
ex and E3 = 2u+Jex, there

is a energy gap U from those state to the excited state. (b)
The mapping relationship between the two components Bose-
Hubbard model (TCBHM) and the spin-1 Heisenberg model.
(c) The spin detection procedure. The spin-1 (1/2) chain
is created along y-direction, and four lattice sites along x-
direction are used for detection. During the detection pro-
cess, the |↓⟩ atoms are moved to the top two sites while the
|↓⟩ atoms are confined in the two bottom sites. (d) An exem-
plary fluorescence image in a single experimental realization.
The black dot is the reconstructed atomic distribution, and
the right panel shows the deduced status in both TCBHM
(upper) and spin-1 (bottom) presentations.

implemented in a two-component Bose-Hubbard model
(TCBHM) that describes two-component bosons in the
lowest Bloch band of the lattice. In the TCBHM, we la-
bel the inter-component on-site energies of spin |↑⟩ and
spin |↓⟩ sites as U↑↓, the tunneling amplitudes of each
species as J , and the intra-component interactions as
U↑↑ and U↓↓. In the regime of large on-site interac-
tion, where U↑↑ = U↓↓ ≡ U,U↑↓ ≫ J , the two-species
Mott insulator with two atoms per site can be effectively
represented by a spin-1 model in second-order pertur-
bation theory [12]. Using this implementation, as de-
picted in Fig. 1(a), the Heisenberg exchange strength
and single-ion anisotropic intensity correspond to Jex =
4(J + 3T )2/U↑↓ (Jex = 4(J + T )2/U↑↓ for S = 1/2) and
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FIG. 2. Superexchange processes in spin-1/2 and spin-1 sys-
tem. (a) The site-resolved oscillation of the initial states in
spin-1/2 (left panel) and spin-1 (right panel) system in a re-
gion of 3× 8. (b) The time-resolved averaged populations for
different states during the superexchange process in the spin-
1/2 (left panel) and spin-1 (right panel) system within a total
of 24 double wells, the initial state is |↓, ↑⟩ for spin-1/2 and
|0, 0⟩ for spin-1 system. Solid lines are the fitted curve with a
damped sinusoidal function, dashed lines are the numeric cal-
culation result with spin-1 Heisenberg model. The evolving
time is rescaled with the fitted Jext in unit of 2π. Error bars
in (b) denote the standard error of the mean (s.e.m.) and
are smaller than the points if not visible. Only samples in
the spin state {|↓, ↑⟩ , |↑, ↓⟩} and {|1,−1⟩ , |0, 0⟩ , |−1, 1⟩} are
adopted.

u = U−U↑↓, where T represents the density-induced tun-
neling strength [34]. Additionally, we can identify the op-

erators as Ŝ+
i = â†i,↑âi,↓, Ŝ

−
i = â†i,↓âi,↑, 2Ŝ

z
i = n̂i,↑ − n̂i,↓,

where â
(†)
i,α is the annihilation (creation) bosonic operator

at site i for species α (=↑, ↓), and n̂i,α = â†i,αâi,α is its
corresponding number operator. As shown in Fig. 1(b),
the effective states of spin-1 in the z direction are pro-
portional to â†i,↑â

†
i,↑ |0⟩ (Ŝz

i = +1), â†i,↑â
†
i,↓ |0⟩ (Ŝz

i = 0)

and â†i,↓â
†
i,↓ |0⟩ (Ŝz

i = −1).

Observation of the superexchange process in
spin-1/2 and spin-1 systems.—Our experiments
begin with preparing near defect-free ultracold 87Rb
atom arrays, as described in ref. [11]. We encode
pseudospins with two hyperfine ground states, |↓⟩ =
|F = 1,mF = −1⟩ and |↑⟩ = |F = 2,mF = −2⟩. To study
the dynamics in the spin-1/2 scheme, we follow the con-
ventional realization by arranging the two 87Rb atoms in
each isolated double-well to a Néel-type antiferromag-
netic order |↑, ↓⟩, with a half-integer filling factor for
each component (the comma separating the left and right
occupations). For the spin-1 scheme, we use the site-
resolved addressing and superlattice techniques to deter-
ministically create commensurate filling chains (along the
y-direction) with an integer occupation per site for each
pseudospin. After the time evolution, we employ a Stern-
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Gerlach-type process to detect the final spin status of the
atoms in each site with three additional auxiliary lat-
tice sites along the x-direction, as illustrated in Fig. 1(c).
During this process, the |↑⟩ atoms are confined in the two
bottom sites while the |↓⟩ atoms are moved to the two top
sites. An exemplary fluorescence image of the detected
atomic distribution in a single experimental realization
is shown in Fig. 1(d), and the corresponding spin status
in both the TCBHM representation and spin-1 represen-
tation are listed in the right panel of the Figure.

We plot the measured site-resolved (averaged) superex-
change dynamics of both spin-1/2 system (left panel)
and spin-1 system (right panel) over 24 double wells in
Fig. 2(a) (Fig. 2(b)). For the spin-1/2 system, the sys-
tem oscillates between states |↓, ↑⟩ and |↑, ↓⟩, with a fitted
superexchange coupling strength Jex/h = 14.6± 0.2 Hz.
The period varies slightly across the 24 double wells due
to spatial inhomogeneity and a residual spin-dependent
chemical potential in the experiment. In the case of
spin-1 system, an oscillation between states |0, 0⟩ and
(|1,−1⟩ + |−1, 1⟩)/

√
2 is observed with Jex/h = 30.3 ±

0.5 Hz and u/h = 14.7± 0.6 Hz, agree with the numeric
calculation of the spin-1 model. The experiment results
indicate that the spin-1 dynamics exhibit a 3.4-fold in-
crease in oscillating frequency compared to the spin-1/2
system. This increase is attributed to the enhancement
effect of multi-bosons (factor of 3) and the single-ion
anisotropic term u.
Entanglement of two qutrits.—While major re-

search in quantum information science has traditionally
focused on qubits, the qudits (d-level quantum objects
with d > 2) is attracted a lot of interest recently [29, 35–
43], which posses greater information storage and in-
creased robustness to noise [27–29, 44]. In the framework
of qubits, superexchange dynamics have been proved
both theoretically and experimentally to be an efficient
protocol for generating scalable multipartite entangle-
ment [9–11], which is a crucial resource for qubit-based
quantum computing. Our target composite S = 1 bosons
are well-suited to serve as qutrits (three-level quantum
objects), holding the potential for qudit-based quantum
computing. In the following, we demonstrate the genera-
tion and verification of two qutrits entanglement through
the superexchange process, which serves as a building
block for scalable multi-qutrits entanglement.

In the experiment, we entangle two qutrits by halt-
ing the evolution time at the midpoint of a period dur-
ing the superexchange process. To verify the entangle-
ment, we utilize non-separability criteria characterized

by the observable W = (−1)⟨Ŝ
z
1+Ŝz

2 ⟩ + 2|⟨Ŝy
1 ⊗ Ŝy

2 ⟩| [34]:
two qutrits are entangled if W > 1. To perform the Sz

measurement, we directly use the aforementioned Stern-
Gerlach-type detection. The measured result under the
Sz basis is shown in the left panel of Fig 3(c). As for the
off-diagonal measurement, we add an extra single qutrit
rotating operator U(θ) by applying a microwave (MW)
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FIG. 3. Off-diagonal correlations and entanglemnent of
qutrits. (a) Microwave pulse driving oscillation of the spin-1
system. The initial state is |S,mS⟩ = |1, 0⟩. (b) The popu-
lation of different basis in Sz(left panel) and Sy(right panel)
detections. (c) The superexchange induced oscillation of the

off-diagonal correlations ⟨Ŝy
i Ŝ

y
j ⟩ during the process. Solid line

denote the numeric calculation of spin-1 Heisenberg model.
Error bars denote the s.e.m. and are smaller than the points
if not visible. We post-selected samples where each lattice
site is occupied by two particles.

pulse: U(θ)ŜzU†(θ) = Ŝz cos θ+ Ŝy sin θ. Fig 3(a) shows
the MW pulse induced oscillation of the qutrit system.
Therefore, the Sy measurement is realized by setting the
duration of MW pulse to t = 9.6 µs. The measured
result under the Sy basis is shown in the right panel of
Fig 3(c). Combining the two measurement results, we ex-
tracted the observable value, that is W = 1.8±0.2, which
clearly exceeds the threshold value of 1. This result con-
firms the entanglement of the two qutrits. Moreover, we
observed the time-resolved averaged off-diagonal corre-
lations ⟨Ŝy

i Ŝ
y
j ⟩ during the whole superexchange process

as illustrated in Fig 3(b), which are in consistent with
theoretical calculation based on the spin-1 model.

Microscopic study of the non-equilibrium dy-
namics in spin-1 chains— In a spin-1 Heisenberg
chain, the quench dynamics is governed by the inter-
play between superexchange and on-site anisotropy, as
expressed in Eq. 1. The first term drives the system
to exchange spin between adjacent sites, while the sec-
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FIG. 4. The non-adiabatic spin dynamics in spin-1 chain. (a) The time evolution of the averaged local magnetization Mz and
its fluctuation (∆Mz)

2. The parameters are set to u/Jex = 2.0, 1.0, 0.6, and solid lines denote the numeric results of spin-1
Heisenberg model. (b) The time evolution of the spin-spin correlation Cz(d) with u/Jex = 1.0 for d = 1, 2, 3, 4. Solid lines
denote the fitted curve with a Gaussian function. The vertical shaded lines indicate the fitted times tp(d) when Cz(d) reach the
first peak value. (c) A schematic demonstration of the spreading of spin-spin correlations (upper panel). The extracted times
tp(d) with varied d are shown in open circles. The black line is the linear fit of the data, and the square dots are the numeric
result using TEBD method. Error bars in (a,b) denote the s.e.m. and in (c) denote the fitting error. They are smaller than
the circles if not visible. We post-selected samples where each lattice site is occupied by two particle

ond term acts as a stabilizing force, lowering the en-
ergy in the |0⟩ state for each site. The competition
between these terms leads to the emergence of diverse
magnetic phases [12]. To conduct a microscopic explo-
ration of this competing phenomenon, we prepare a 6-
site spin chain initialized as |0, ..., 0⟩, and track the out-
of-equilibrium dynamics with various u/Jex. Their dif-
ferences are well characterized by the local magnetiza-
tion Mz = (1/L)

∑
i ⟨Ŝz

i ⟩ and corresponding fluctuation,

(∆Mz)
2 = (1/L)

∑
i(⟨(Ŝz

i )
2⟩−⟨Ŝz

i ⟩
2
). We plot measured

results of Mz and (∆Mz)
2 in Fig 4(a), and find that Mz

remain consistently at zero throughout the entire evolu-
tion owing to [Ŝz

i , Ĥ] = 0, while (∆Mz)
2 grow to a finite

value as a result of the spin transport. Moreover, the
finite value of (∆Mz)

2 is primarily influenced by u/Jex.
Our data show a clear suppression tendency of (∆Mz)

2

with an increasing u/Jex, consistent with theoretical ex-
pectations based on the spin-1 Heisenberg model.

We further investigate the spin transport behavior at
a moderate ratio, u/Jex = 1, through a two-point cor-

relation function Cz(d) = 1/(L − d)
∑L−d

i=1 (⟨Ŝz
i Ŝ

z
i+d⟩ −

⟨Ŝz
i ⟩ ⟨Ŝz

i+d⟩), where d is the distance between sites.
Fig 4(b) show the time evolution results of Cz(d) with
d = 1, 2, 3, 4. We observe that Cz(d) quickly evolves to
a negative peak value, signifying the creation of |1,−1⟩
pair correlations at a distance of d. A schematic under-
standing of this behavior is shown in the upper panel
of Fig 4(c): The superexchange of |0, 0⟩ induces the for-
mation of |1,−1⟩ pairs, resulting in a negative value of
Cz(d) with small d. Subsequent superexchange process
involving |1, 0⟩ (|−1, 0⟩) leads to spreading of the |1,−1⟩
pairs correlations, thereby establishing correlations at

larger distances d. We extract the corresponding time
tp(d) when Cz(d) reaches its first negative peak, and plot
them in Fig 4(c). A light-cone-like propagation of the
spin correlations is observed, and the corresponding ve-
locity is vc = 21.8± 2.7 alattJex/h. This is expected in a
short-range interacting spin system where the velocity is
bounded by the Lieb-Robinson bound [32, 33].
Conclusion and outlook.– In conclusion, we experi-

mentally study the superexchange dynamics of composite
S = 1 bosons in optical lattices. Employing state-of-the-
art spin- and site-resolved manipulation and detection,
we observed a Bose-enhanced superexchange process in
a double well compared to the spin-1/2 case. By halting
the evolution time of the superexchange process, we gen-
erated and verified two qutrits entanglement. Further-
more, we explored the non-equilibrium spin dynamics of
a spin-1 Heisenberg chain, which is dominated by the in-
terplay between superexchange and single-ion anisotropy.
By extracting the spatial spin-spin correlation Cz(d), we
unveil a light-cone-like propagation of the spin-spin cor-
relations.
Our platform shows abilities for the investigation of

spin-1 system. In the future, the symmetry-protected
topological phases such as Haldane phase [13, 26, 45]
can be studied in our system. Furthermore, by adopting
the site-resolved spin flip technique, we can create spin-1
magnon and study its properties, such as the propagation
of magnon or the interaction between magnons [25, 46]
beyond the spin-1/2 case [7].
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Appendix A: Extended Bose-Hubbard model and
modified superexchange intensity

Two component interacting Bose gas in optical lattice
can be described by the following Hamiltonian[1, 2]

ĤBHM =−
∑
i̸=j
σ

Jij,σâ
†
i,σâj,σ +

∑
i,σ

µi,σn̂i,σ

+
1

2

∑
i,j,k,l

σi,σj,σk,σl

Ui,j,k,lâ
†
i,σi

â†j,σj
âk,σk

âl,σl
.

(S1)
Here, J, µ, U are the Hubbard parameters, i, j are the site
index, and σ denotes the internal state index. The den-
sity induced tunneling are generated by the third term
with i = j = k and l = i+ 1. This term contributed as:

Ĥ2 = −T
∑
<i,j>

((Ni +Nj − 1)(â†i âj + b̂†i b̂j)), (S2)

Where T = −Uia,ia,ia,ja, and Ni (Nj) is the total number
of site i (j). In this case, the final Two Components Bose-
Hubbard model (TCBHM) is as follow:

ĤBHM =−
∑
<i,j>

σ

(Jij,σ + (Ni +Nj − 1))â†i,σâj,σ

+
U

2

∑
i,σ

(n̂i,σ(n̂i,σ − 1)) + U↑↓
∑
i

(n̂i,↑n̂i,↓)

+
∑
i,σ

µi,σn̂i,σ.

(S3)
In the deep Mott region, where U ≫ J , this Hamiltonian
is mapped to the spin Heisenberg model as mentioned
in the main paper. Since the total charge of each site is
fixed, the superexchange term is modified as Jex = 4(J+
3T )2/U↑↓ for spin-1 (Jex = 4(J + T )2/U↑↓ for S = 1/2).

Appendix B: two-site model and generation of
spin-1 GHZ state

In the double well lattice structure, the system is de-
scribed by the two-site Heisenberg model

Ĥ =
[
−Jex(Ŝ

x
LŜ

x
R + Ŝy

LŜ
y
R + Ŝz

LŜ
z
R)

]
+ u((Ŝz

L)
2 + (Ŝz

R)
2).

(S1)
The total Ŝz = Ŝz

L + Ŝz
R is conserved during the whole

dynamics since [Ĥ, Ŝz] = 0. So we only consider the
subspace consist of {|1,−1⟩ , |0, 0⟩ , |−1, 1⟩}. The Hamil-
tonian acting on such basis as:

Ĥ |1,−1⟩ = −Jex |0, 0⟩+ (2u+ Jex) |1,−1⟩
Ĥ |0, 0⟩ = −Jex(|1,−1⟩+ |−1, 1⟩)
Ĥ |−1, 1⟩ = −Jex |0, 0⟩+ (2u+ Jex) |−1, 1⟩

(S2)

When the initial state is |0, 0⟩, since both the Hamilto-
nian and the initial state have left-right exchange sym-
metry, the system would oscillate between the |0, 0⟩ and
1√
2
(|−1, 1⟩+ |1,−1⟩) states. Under those two states, the

Hamiltonian can be wrote as

H =

(
0

√
2Jex√

2Jex 2u+ Jex

)
=

(
− 2u+Jex

2

√
2Jex√

2Jex
2u+Jex

2

)
+
2u+ Jex

2

The oscillating frequency and amplitude of |0, 0⟩ are

w = 2

√
2J2

ex + (
2u+ Jex

2
)2

A =
2J2

ex

2(2J2
ex + ( 2u+Jex

2 )2)

(S3)

Under the condition that u = Jex/2, if we halt the evolu-
tion time at t = T/2, the target state is (|0, 0⟩+ |1,−1⟩+
|−1, 1⟩)/

√
3, which is a highly entangle GHZ state.

Appendix C: Criterion for verifying qudit
entanglement

Theorem. Assume the dimension of a qudit is D =
2S. If an N -qudit quantum state ρ is bi-separable for
partition M |M̄ and i ∈ M, j ∈ M̄ , the following inequal-
ity holds,

|
〈
K̂total

〉
|+ 1

S2
|
〈
Ŝx
i ⊗ Ŝx

j

〉
|+ 1

S2
|
〈
Ŝy
i ⊗ Ŝy

j

〉
| ≤ 1,

(S1)

where K̂A =
⊗

l∈A (−1)S+Ŝz
l and Ŝx, Ŝy, Ŝz are Spin-S

operators.
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Proof. The proof of this theorem is as follows. We
first consider the situation of a pure state. If ρ can

be bi-separete in M |M̄ , that is |ϕ⟩ = |ϕM ⟩|ϕM̄ ⟩, with
i ∈ M, j ∈ M , then

|⟨K̂total⟩|+
1

S2
|⟨Ŝx

i ⊗ Ŝx
j ⟩|+

1

S2
|⟨Ŝy

i ⊗ Ŝy
j ⟩| = |⟨K̂M ⟩||⟨K̂M̄ ⟩|+ 1

S2
|⟨Ŝx

i ⟩||⟨Ŝx
j ⟩|+

1

S2
|⟨Ŝy

i ⟩||⟨Ŝy
j ⟩|

≤
√
|⟨K̂M ⟩|2 + 1

S2
|⟨Ŝx

i ⟩|2 +
1

S2
|⟨Ŝy

i ⟩|2 ×
√
|⟨K̂M̄ ⟩|2 + 1

S2
|⟨Ŝx

j ⟩|2 +
1

S2
|⟨Ŝy

j ⟩|2

where the inequality is based on Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity. Next, we will prove the following inequality,

〈
K̂M

〉2

+
1

S2

〈
Ŝx
i

〉2

+
1

S2

〈
Ŝy
i

〉2

≤ 1. (S2)

Let denote k =
〈
K̂M

〉
, x =

〈
Ŝx
i

〉
, y =

〈
Ŝy
i

〉
. It is

evident that inequality (S2) holds true if x2 + y2 = 0. In
the case where x2 + y2 ̸= 0, we introduce the following

operator:

Ôi = kK̂M +
x

S2
Ŝx
i +

y

S2
Ŝy
i = kK̂M +

√
x2 + y2

S2
Ŝ
(θ)
i ,

where Ŝ
(θ)
i = cos θ · Ŝx

i + sin θ · Ŝy
i , and

cos θ =
x√

x2 + y2
, sin θ =

y√
x2 + y2

.

Consequently, the expression for Ô2
i becomes:

Ô2
i = k2ÎM +

x2 + y2

S4

[
Ŝ
(θ)
i

]2
+

k
√

x2 + y2

S2
K̂M−{i} ⊗

(
K̂{i}Ŝ

(θ)
i + Ŝ

(θ)
i K̂{i}

)
.

Taking into account that

⟨Si
z = z1|

(
K̂{i}Ŝ

(θ)
i + Ŝ

(θ)
i K̂{i}

)
|Si

z = z2⟩

=
[
(−1)S+z1 + (−1)S+z2

]
⟨Si

z = z1| Ŝ(θ)
i |Si

z = z2⟩
=
[
(−1)S+z1 + (−1)S+z2

]
δz1,z2±1 ⟨Sz

i = z1| Ŝ(θ)
i |Si

z = z2⟩
≡0,

we have

Ô2
i = k2ÎM +

x2 + y2

S4

[
Ŝ
(θ)
i

]2
.

Since the maximum eigenvalue of
[
Ŝ
(θ)
i

]2
is S2, we have

⟨Ô2⟩ ≤ k2 +
x2 + y2

S2
.

Furthermore, examing the following inequality:

0 ≤⟨Ô2⟩ − ⟨Ô⟩2

≤
(
k2 +

x2 + y2

S2

)
−
(
k2 +

x2 + y2

S2

)2

=

(
k2 +

x2 + y2

S2

)[
1−

(
k2 +

x2 + y2

S2

)]
.

we finally establish:

k2 +
x2 + y2

S2
≤ 1.

and the inequality (S2) proved. For the same reason, we
deduce that:〈

K̂M̄

〉2

+
1

S2

〈
Ŝx
j

〉2

+
1

S2

〈
Ŝy
j

〉2

≤ 1.

Consequently, for pure bi-separable state |ϕ⟩, criterion
(S1) is verified. This result can also extends to mixed bi-
separable states since the equation (K̂M )−1Ŝ±K̂M = Ŝ±

holds.
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