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Modeling local decoherence of a spin ensemble using a generalized Holstein-Primakoff
mapping to a bosonic mode
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We show how the decoherence that occurs in an entangling atomic spin-light interface can be
simply modeled as the dynamics of a bosonic mode. Although one seeks to control the collective
spin of the atomic system in the permutationally invariant (symmetric) subspace, diffuse scattering
and optical pumping are local, making an exact description of the many-body state intractable.
To overcome this issue we develop a generalized Holstein-Primakoff approximation for collective
states which is valid when decoherence is uniform across a large atomic ensemble. In different
applications the dynamics is conveniently treated as a Wigner function evolving according to a
thermalizing diffusion equation, or by a Fokker-Planck equation for a bosonic mode decaying in
a zero temperature reservoir. We use our formalism to study the combined effect of Hamiltonian
evolution, local and collective decoherence, and measurement backaction in preparing nonclassical

spin states for application in quantum metrology.

I. INTRODUCTION

Atom-light entanglement of spin ensembles is an im-
portant tool in a range of applications in quantum infor-
mation processing (QIP), including quantum memory [1],
quantum metrology [2], quantum simulation [3], quantum
computing [4], and quantum feedback [5]. In many of
these applications the spins are uniformly coupled to a
given spatial mode of an entangling probe-field, in which
case quantum information is encoded in the collective
spin of the permutationally invariant symmetric subspace.
Examples include the creation of spin squeezed states [6—
9] and Dicke states [10, 11] of the collective spin based on
the backaction induced by measurement of the probe-field.
The latter is an example of a nonGaussian state — a par-
ticularly useful resource in QIP — which can be created
through, e.g., the measurement backaction on the atoms
following the counting of single photons [12, 13].

All QIP applications are limited by decoherence. For
the atom-light interface the major source of decoherence
is due to the loss of photons that are entangled with the
atoms but not measured. This loss could arise from finite
detector efficiency, (and thus loss of forward scattered
photons), or by diffuse scattering of photons out of the
probe mode. The former leads to collective spin jumps,
which are easily modeled as the system remains in the
symmetric subspace. The latter is a local jump process
associated with spin flips (i.e., optical pumping). In a
given quantum trajectory of the system, the environment
retains information about which atomic spin flipped, and
thus the system is no longer permutationally symmetric.
Exact modelling of the many-body system in the presence
of this “local decoherence” becomes intractable, as the
full Hilbert space grows exponentially with the number
of atoms. A good approximate description of local de-
coherence is thus necessary to evaluate the usefulness of
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the atom-light interface, particularly as the nonGaussian
states will be most sensitive to effects such as optical
pumping.

An important step in this direction was made by Chase
and Geremia who defined so-called “collective states” for
N-body spin systems [14]. These mixed states are invari-
ant not only under unitary processes that are permuta-
tionally symmetric but also under dissipative processes
such as those with local jump processes that are uni-
form across the ensemble. For weak decoherence this
allows us to restrict the Hilbert space to subspaces that
grow polynomially with the number of spins, a substan-
tial reduction over the exponentially large total space.
Zhang et al. used this collective states formalism to sim-
ulate the superradiant dynamics of ensembles of atoms
in the presence of collective and individual atomic de-
cay processes [15]. Their simulations were based on the
Monte-Carlo wave function method [16], using ensembles
of quantum trajectories to simulate the Lindblad master
equation, and made possible by the limited Hilbert space
of the collective states for a moderate number of atoms.

In cases where large ensembles, e.g., N ~ 10° atoms,
are used to enhance the cooperativity, even this reduction
of the Hilbert space size due to collective states will often
be insufficient to allow for tractable numerical simulations
and additional approximations will be necessary. For the
case of the collective spin in the symmetric subspace, the
Holstein-Primakoft transformation [17] — where the spin
degrees of freedom are replaced by those of single bosonic
mode — well approximate the quantum fluctuations around
the mean field. The spin ensemble is then accurately
modeled in a Hilbert space with a continuous variable
representation over a limited phase space.

In this work we extend the phase space description of
spin ensembles beyond the usual Holstein-Primakoff ap-
proximation on the symmetric subspace. This is done by
applying the phase space description to the case of collec-
tive states, which allows for an open systems description
of the atom-light interface in the presence of local, but


https://orcid.org/0009-0003-8730-8007
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6302-7567
mailto:aforbes@unm.edu

uniform, decoherence. In turn, the description enables
us to model the master equation in the Wigner-Weyl
representation as a diffusion or Fokker-Planck equation,
in some cases with analytic solutions. Our results for
the open system generally allows us to study the degree
of quantum advantage that we can expect in the cre-
ation of nonclassical states, e.g., through the reduction
of the quantum Fisher information seen in smoothing of
sub-Planck structure of the Wigner function.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows. In
Sec. IT we develop a formalism based on collective states
to show how the state of an atomic spin ensemble under-
going optical pumping is approximated by the equation
of motion on bosonic phase space. In Sec. IIT we further
expand our formalism to include operator dynamics, and
we discuss a choice of frame in which both operators and
states are time dependent. In Sec. IV we rigorously prove
the results of Sec. II and go beyond optical pumping by
generalizing the formalism to other types of local deco-
herence. In Sec. V we demonstrate how our formalism
can be used to quantify the metrological usefulness of
a given state by deriving a correspondence between the
quantum Fisher information of the atomic spin ensemble
and that of the bosonic phase space description. Finally,
we conclude on our work in Sec. VI.

II. OPTICAL PUMPING IN THE COLLECTIVE
STATE BASIS

We study the atom-light interface in which a probe
laser mode is entangled with an atomic ensemble of spins
through a dispersive interaction. For concreteness we con-
sider the Faraday interaction whereby the rotation of the
photon polarization is determined by the magnetization of
the atoms along the propagation direction [18]. Assuming
all N atoms in the ensemble are uniformly coupled to the
probe, the interaction entangles the Stokes vector of the
polarization with some component .J, = Zfil Go/2 of
the collective magnetization. A measurement of the rota-
tion of the light polarization on the Poincaré sphere thus
provides a quantum nondemolition (QND) measurement
of ja and the associated backaction.

Figure 1 shows a simplified atomic model for linearly
polarized light coupling dispersively on a Sy,5 — P2
transition. The difference in the atom-light coupling for
o+ polarization leads to a Faraday effect. Spontaneous
emission of 7-polarized light in turn causes optical pump-
ing and spin-flips |1) < |}) with equal scattering rates ~.
This is necessarily associated with diffuse scattering out of
the probe mode. In the absence of any other Hamiltonian
interaction, the master equation describing this optical
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the atom-light interface. A laser
probe mode uniformly interacts with an ensemble of atoms.
Wavy lines denote diffuse local scattering of photons out of the
mode, causing decoherence. Due to a Faraday interaction, a
single photon from the probe can be collectively scattered from
|v)-polarization to |h)-polarization and detected, as shown in
the dashed box. The resulting measurement backaction will
create a nonGaussian state. (b) Schematic level diagram for
optical pumping that causes spins spin flips, |1) = [g2) +
[4) = |g1), for the spin-quantization axis perpendicular to v.

pumping is given by,
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where v is the photon scattering rate, N is the total
number of atomic spins, and where we have defined the
superoperator D[e]p = épel — Fétep — $pefe. The general
solution to this equation is intractable, as local jump
operators take the state out of the symmetric subspace,
requiring one to keep track of the full Hilbert space of
dimension 2V. Instead, we solve Eq. (1) by making use
of the formalism developed in [14]. The Hilbert space
is decomposed into the irreducible subspaces (irreps) of
SU(2), with eigenvectors |J, M, ) which are the (generally
degenerate) simultaneous eigenvectors of J? and J,. The
quantum number « labels the degenerate irreps such that
(J, M,a|J,M,a’) =0 for a # o’. The degeneracy of the
irreps with the same J quantum number is [14]

NI(2J +1)

a5 = (N2—=DI(N/2+ T+ 1)

(2)

The symmetric subspace, where J = N/2, is nondegener-
ate and of dimension N + 1.

For a master equation with local jump operators applied
at equal rates across all sites, one can write the density



operator in terms of the collective state basis [14, 15],
whose elements

1
|J, M, N)(J,M',N|| = @Z |7, M,a)(J,M',a| (3)

are sums over the outer products of irrep eigenvectors
|J, M, o) (J, M, a, equally weighted over the degeneracy
subspaces labeled by «. The ability to use collective
states to describe the effects of the light-matter interac-
tion results from the fact that the total state remains
invariant under permutation of the spins, which reduces
the necessary Hilbert space significantly. We emphasize
that the collective state ||J, M, N){(J, M', N|| defined in
Eq. (3) is not an outer product of two pure states; we
denote that by the use of double bars. However, the
following relationship between the collective states and
the sum of outer product

1
8 > 1T M), M o |
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(4)

reveals that the collective states as defined in Eq. (3) are
the diagonal elements in « of the sum of outer products
Za)a, |J, M, a)J, M’ d|.

For expectation values of observable operators of the
form ¢ = YN &0 where ¢ is a local Hermitian
operator acting on the ith spin, there is no contribu-
tion from the off-diagonal terms a # o in Eq. (4) (see
App. A for details). Likewise, the off-diagonal terms
do not contribute to expectation values of products of
such operators. For the light-matter interaction con-
sidered here, the operators of interest — which couple
to the probe uniformly — are of this particular form as
they respect the permutation symmetry. Thus we need
only concern ourselves with the diagonal (collective state)
terms ||J, M, N)(J,M’,N| in Eq. (3). In the remain-
der of this work we therefore neglect the off-diagonal
terms and treat the collective states ||.J, M, N)(J, M’ , N||
as being equal to the outer product of pure states
Yo [ Moa)J, M’ /| For simplicity we will drop
the system size label N from the collective states going
forward, ie., ||J, M)(J, M'|| = |.J, M, N)(J, M, N

The Hilbert space can now be represented by these
collective states, which can be visualized as a hierarchy of
states labeled by J and M as illustrated in Fig. 2(b) and
Fig. 2(d). This hierarchy is particularly well-suited to
modeling optical pumping since emission events transfer
population from ||J, M)(J, M| to neighboring states as
depicted by the arrows in Fig. 2. Specifically, an optical
pumping event can lower/raise the state within a given
collective state subspace J and/or simultaneously jump
the state to a subspace with neighboring value of J. If we
retain only the irreps with J = N/2 and J = N/2—1, the
collective state representation reduces the dimension of

(a) NP (b) +M
Incoherent raising & Py 3
Lo, 2
E_ll\ f /' il‘l 4..{]...__ —.—.E é
C —_— e .
0 1 2 377
(0) s (@) M
Incoherent lowering & _ — 3
T
. PIIIIE __—_.; 0
IESLAR Y. AES -
=5

0o 1 2 3"

Figure 2. Population transfer between collective states during
scattering events (local decoherence). (a) Diagram showing
how the raising operator moves population from a single col-
lective state to the three neighboring collective states above it.
This corresponds to three jump operators Lj 1 with j = —1,0,1
the difference in the J quantum number. (b) An example for
N = 6 spins of population transfer between the collective
states labeled (J, M) undergoing raising events. (c) Similarly,
for the lowering operator, population is moved from one col-
lective state to the three lower-lying neighbors, and we define
three jump operators IA/j,_l with 7 = —1,0,1, and the corre-
sponding jumps in the ladder are shown in (d).

the Hilbert space from exponential d = 2%V to polynomial
d ~ N? in the system size N.

Chase and Geremia [14] showed that one can write the
action of a sum of local operators on a collective state as
a sum over neighboring collective states. Explicitly, this
may be written as

> oW MY, M 60T
7
= Agr|lJ, M+ q)(J, M +r||
+ By |l —1, M+ q){J — 1,M’+r||
+ Dyl J+1,M +q)(J+1, M +7|, (5)

where the indices ¢ and r take values +1, —1, and 0
corresponding to the jump operators 64, 6_, and &,
respectively. A, B, and D are real coefficients that depend
on N, J, and M. Using this formalism one can rewrite
Eq. (1) by defining jump operators L;, which act on
the density matrix p in the collective state basis. The
subscript j takes values —1, 0, or 1, and the subscript
q is either —1 or 1. Altogether this yields six possible
collective states to which population from ||.J, M){J, M|
can move under application of the local operators 6 and
6_, as illustrated in Fig. 2. In the collective state basis
the Lindblad master equation reads

0 . N “ A
5P = "IN+ LigpLl, (6)
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with the sum now running over only 6 terms instead of
N. Equation (6) will serve as the starting point for the
remainder of our analysis.

A. Solving for an initial spin coherent state

Solving Eq. (6) for large spin ensembles becomes nu-
merically intractable, as p is a matrix whose dimensions
are proportional to N2 x N2. However, from Eq. (6) we
obtain the following rate equations for the population
pyy in the ||J, M)(J, M|| state, assuming that the initial
state contains no coherence in the collective state basis:

d
%pJ,M(t) =—vNpsm(t)
+ VGjq Prrima(t): (7)
Ja

The six coeflicients g; 4 read,

(J+ M +1)(J + M +2)(N +2J +4)

g1 = 427 +3)(J+ 1) - (8a)
C(J=M41)(J — M +2)(N +2J +4)
9,-1= 127+ 3)(J+ 1) » (8b)
(J=M)(J+M+1)(N+2) 50
0.1 = (T +1) ’ ¢
(J+M)(J -~ M+1)(N+2)
90,-1 = 4J(J+1) ’ (8d)
(J=M)(J =M —1)(N - 2] +2)
g1 = 4727 —1) ’ (8e)
. (J +M)(J Lzéj_l)f)N —2J+2) (8f)

We can find a simple closed form solution to Eq. (7) when
the initial state is a spin coherent state along the z-axis,
p(t =0) = (INTH®N = |J, J) (J,J|. For this particular
state the initial populations are pjas(0) = 67,572 0rs, /25
and we find that the density operator at a later time ¢ is

ZPJM ) I, M), M, (9)

where the time—dependent population pjas(t) take the
form

N [(1+e 2 S+M 1— =2t 5-M
pu=df (—5—) (%)
(10)

Equation (10) follows by considering the total population
in states labeled by the quantum number M, and then
restricting the population to only the states labeled by
the set of quantum numbers (J, M). Consider first a
single qubit in the initial state |1). After some time ¢ the
probabilities of being in the [1)-state and the | )-state are
given by

1— 672'yt

1 —2vt
P=1"C"" ad P = — (11)

respectively. Therefore, the probability for a system of N
spin-1/2 particles to be in state labeled by M after some
time ¢ is

N N
pM(t) = <];[ J_VM>PT2 +MP¢2 M7 (12)
where % + M is the number of spins in |1) and % -M
is the number of spins in |}). The binomial coefficient
counts the number of configurations of N particles such
that the total spin along J, sums to M.

Next we wish to consider only the population in states
which can be labeled by the pair (J, M). This population
is obtained by multiplying the total population ps(t) by
the ratio of states labeled by J and M to the total number
of states labeled by M alone. This (J, M) population is

ER—
—~ v pPumlt
Y dY)
identical to the form presented in Eq. (10). In multiplying
by the ratio dY /327 _,,; dY, we have assumed that the
population in |J, M, aXJ, M, «| is equal to the population
in |J', M,a/{J',M,d| for all J, J', o, and o/. While
populations with J = J’ and a # o must be equal due to
permutation symmetry, it is not obvious that populations
associated with J # J’ would also be equal. Nonetheless,
this leads to a solution which satisfies Eq. (7) for the
initial condition of a spin coherent state.

With the results in Egs. (9-10) established we make the
Holstein-Primakoff approximation [17], which is valid for
large N when (.J.) ~ J ~ N/2. The Holstein-Primakoff
approximation allows us to represent the collective spin
algebra using the algebra of a bosonic mode, mapping
Dicke states to Fock states |J, M) — |n=.J — M) and
mapping operators J, and J as

M

Nom N
pa(t) = =dyp> P, (13)

J N J R
£ 53X and =L P, 14
NS Ng] (14)

such that the canonical commutation relation is pre-
(X,P) = |95, 9] = i ~ i
eralize the mapping of Dicke states to Fock states by
allowing collective states to be mapped to Fock states
as |, MY(J,M'|| = In=J— M)}n'=J — M’'|. We re-
call that this is a valid mapping due to the collective
states behaving as the outer product of pure states. This
particular mapping of collective states to Fock states is
straightforward when considering cases where no coher-
ence exists between irreps. Applying this mapping our
density operator p becomes

pup(t) = Y pa(t) [n)n], (15)

served, i.e. We gen-

where by using Eq. (10) the population p,(t) can be
written as

=1
NE}})@ZPJJ n

= tanh"(’yt)[l — tanh(~vt)]. (16)



A detailed derivation of Eq. (16) can be found in App. B.
The distribution described by p,,(t) is that of a thermal
state

et =3 e p I (el (7

with time-dependent mean photon number

n(t) = e~ @) )

Using this result and the Holstein-Primakoff approxi-
mation, the master equation in the Wigner-Weyl repre-
sentation takes the form of a diffusion equation with a
time-dependent diffusion coefficient D(t) = v[(n(t)) + 1],
which may be written on the form

QWTH(X, P,t) =D(t) V*Wru(X, P,t)

ot
Y 2 0 0
=5 (e Won + W)
(19)

Note that since this was derived for an initial spin coherent
state, Eq. (19) is seemingly only valid when (n) = 0 at
t = 0. However, we will show in Sec. IV that Eq. (19)
holds for arbitrary initial states, including cases where
(n) # 0 at the initial time ¢ = 0.

The mean excitation number (n) of Wigner function
Wrn increases with time ¢, which corresponds to a
decrease in M since the Holstein-Primakoff mapping
is |J,M) — |n=J— M). Additionally, the Holstein-
Primakoff approximation treats all states with the same
J — M value identically, even if they have different values
of J. As a consequence the decreasing value of J does
not manifest in the state. We shall see in Sec. III that
the decreasing value of J appears as a time dependence
in the operators.

Although Wry can be used to study the evolution of
an initial spin coherent state undergoing optical pumping,
the variance of the quadratures of Wy increase with
time, whereas the variance of the spin projections J, and
Jy are invariant with time [19]. One may wish to obtain a
description of the spin system in a bosonic mode in which
X and P remain proportional to J, and J, at all times.
To this end we note that the Holstein-Primakoff approxi-
mation contains a proportionality constant J, the total
spin polarization, which decreases with time as the mean
spin decays due to optical pumping: (J) (t) = (N/2)e= 7.
For sufficiently large N we can make the approximation
J = (J) (t), i.e., we replace J in the Holstein-Primakoff
approximation by its mean value (see App. B for ad-
ditional details). This allows us to make a nonunitary
frame transformation and define a generalized Holstein-
Primakoff approximation,

UL B SN UL/ . (20)

It /N2 VN2

5

such that X = Xe™*, and similarly for P — P. Note
that under this frame transformation the commutation
relations are not preserved, and thus the transformed
quadratures should only be understood in the context of
calculating expectation values.

By considering the bosonic mode in terms of the quadra-

tures X and ﬁ, we obtain a description in which the
quadratures of the mode are directly proportional to
the fluctuations of the spin projections at all times with
proportionality factor /N/2. To find the equation of mo-
tion of the bosonic mode in the new frame, we perform a
change of variables to X = Xe™ 7" P = Pe~ 7" in Eq. (19).
We also make the transformation 2t W (Xet, Pet ) =

W()Z' , ]3, t) in order to preserve normalization. After the
change of variables Eq. (19) becomes

774 " N\ 2 2 N
W—V(QX+8~P)W+7<8~+8~)W,
ot 0X oP 2\9Xx2 op2 )

21

which takes the form of a Fokker-Planck equation with
time-independent coefficients. This master equation is
well-known and describes the evolution of a damped har-
monic oscillator coupled to a zero temperature bath with
boson loss rate 7. R X

It follows from Eq. (21) that fluctuations in J, and J,
evolve under a Fokker-Planck equation for an initial spin
coherent state |[1)®" along .J.. From here on we will refer
to the use of Eq. (21) to represent optical pumping in the
decaying frame as the “Fokker-Planck picture”. Similarly,
we will refer to the use of Eq. (19) to represent optical
pumping in the fixed frame as the “thermalizing picture”.
Each picture comes with a different set of operators, and
is represented in phase space by a different differential
equation. Figure (3) provides a comparison of the two
pictures.

In the Fokker-Planck picture the mean excitation num-
ber (n) decreases, in contrast to the thermalizing picture
in which (n) increases. Consequently, in the Fokker-
Planck picture the effect of the decaying J, is no longer
included in the Wigner function. The decreasing M-value
instead appears in the evolution of the operators alongside
the effect of the decreasing J-value, as we will explore
further in Sec. III.

The frame choice depends on the particular quantity
that we want to evaluate, with each picture providing
some utility over the other. If one wishes to calculate
the probability distributions of J, and J, under optical
pumping, then the Fokker-Planck picture (Eq. (21) and
corresponding operators) is preferable since the bosonic
marginals are directly proportional to the probability dis-
tributions of J, and J,. However, we shall see in Sec. V
that if one instead wishes to calculate a quantity like
the quantum Fisher information (QFI) then the thermal-
izing picture (Eq. (19) and corresponding operators) is
preferable. This is because the Fock space structure in
the thermalizing picture is approximately proportional
to the structure of Dicke states in spin space. Finally,



while Eq. (21) was derived for an initial spin coherent
state, we will show in Sec. IV how to generalize this re-
sult to all initial states, and even to other forms of local
decoherence.

III. BOSONIC OPERATOR
TRANSFORMATIONS IN TWO FRAMES

As discussed in Sec. II, the dynamics of the atomic en-
semble undergoing local optical pumping can be described
in two frames or “pictures.” These pictures lead to differ-
ent equations of motion for the system’s Wigner function,
and likewise different transformations of the operators in
the Wigner-Weyl representation. In this section we dis-
cuss how to apply the frame transformations of Sec. II to
the relevant operator representations, including both the
differential operators associated with dynamical evolution
and the Kraus operators associated with measurement
backaction. As we shall see, the choice of picture has
implications for the modeling of open system dynamics
and measurement. Our findings from this section will be
summarized in Fig. (3).

A spin angular momentum operator acting on the space
can be written in the generalized Holstein-Primakoff
approximation using the time-dependent mapping in
Eq. (20). As an example, J, is transformed as

A N N
Jp — \/Ee—“X. (22)

In the Wigner-Weyl representation, the action of an oper-
ator on the state is represented by a differential operator.
For example, using the Bopp representation [20] the J,
operator in the thermalizing picture takes the form

N . N i 0
=Yty 5 e 1t Z
,/26 Xp—>1/2 (X+2a )W(X,P), (23)

where we have defined X7y as a shorthand for the action
of J, on the Wigner function in the thermalizing picture.
Similarly, in the Fokker-Planck picture we take Eq. (23)
and apply the same transformation of variables as in
Eq. (21) to find the operator form

\/>e "X p— \/><X+ W;;})) W(X,P). (24)

=:Xrp

Here we have defined Xrp as a shorthand for the action of
J, on the Wigner function, but now in the Fokker-Planck
picture. Notice that in this picture the differential term
decays exponentially, while X does not. This is a result
of both the decaying M-value and the decaying J-value
being contained in the operators in this picture.

Next we consider two examples that demonstrate the
effects of open quantum systems in both pictures. We

consider first the case in which both local optical pumping
and collective decoherence are present. Collective deco-
herence occurs when the ensemble collectively scatters
photons into the forward mode which are not measured
due to, e.g., finite detector efficiency. This additional
collective decoherence may be described in our Lindblad
master equation Eq. (1) by adding an additional term
DIV, = kdupJs — £{J2,p} with the jump operator
\/Ejgﬁ7 where & is the rate of emission per atom into the
mode that couples the collective spin operator J, to the
probe beam. In the thermalizing picture, the master equa-
tion corresponding to simultaneous local and collective
decoherence may be written as

1 1
%W =XjgXraW — 5X%HW - 5XT*%{W + TH[W]
-2t hV kN 02
5 3p? —W + TH[W], (25)
where TH[ - ] is the mapping on the RHS of Eq. (19),

representing local decoherence. Similarly in the Fokker-
Planck picture one finds

8 * 1 *
5V =X Xep W — ixgpw - 5zcﬂ%w + FP[W]
2
-t % %W +FP[W], (26)

where FP[ - ] is the differential map on the RHS of Eq. (21),
again representing local decoherence. Note that in both
Eq. (25) and Eq. (26) the first term on the RHS — corre-
sponding to collective decoherence — is decaying. This is
a consequence of optical pumping driving the state to the
maximally mixed state.

The second example that we will consider here is that
of a QND measurement of .J,. Figure 1(a) illustrates
such a measurement setup where the atomic ensemble
scatters photons into both the environment (leading to
optical pumping) as well as into the forward mode par-
allel with the incident probe beam. Due to the Farday
effect, the signal photons scattered into the forward mode
have horizontal polarization |h) orthogonal to the vertical
polarization |v) of the incident probe mode, as shown
in Fig. 1. The horizontally polarized probe photons are
separated from the probe photons via a polarized beam
splitter (PBS) and subsequently measured by a single
photon detector. For simplicity we assume here a perfect
PBS and unit detector efficiency.

The interaction unitary between the atoms and light is
given by

_i\/ﬁ;t/2pL®jz7 (27)

where k is the rate of scattering into the detection mode
per atom, ¢ is the duration of the single photon detection,
and Py, is the quadrature operator on the detection h-
mode of the light. From this interaction one can calculate
the Kraus operator K; associated with measuring a single
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Figure 3. Comparison of two pictures (frames) to describe local decoherence as the evolution of a bosonic mode. Top panels:
Time evolution in both the thermalizing (TH) picture and the Fokker-Planck (FP) picture for an initial first excited Fock state
p = |1X1], the bosonic approximation to the first Dicke state. In the thermalizing picture, the Wigner function diffuses over
phase space, whereas in the Fokker-Planck picture it remains localized near the origin. Bottom panels: comparisons of the
formalisms for each picture, including the equations of motion for the Wigner function, examples of differential operators, and
the Holstein-Primakoff mappings between phase space operators and collective spin operators.

photon The post measurement state Wpost(f( , P, t) is therefore

Ky = (1p|Uim|0z) = e~ %72 [ 220, (28) o
' 4 - - K*K Weae(X, P)

Woost (X, Pyt) = —— " )
post{ ) [AXdP K*K Wyae(X, P)

(30)

Converting this Kraus operator into a differential operator
K in the Fokker-Planck picture we obtain

kNt [ =~ i 0\°
- — _Q’Yt*iﬂ,
K expl 16 <X +e 25 )

N7 - state in the Fokker-Planck picture. The time dependence
X 4/ fvE ()? 4 627’5Z~) . (29) of the post measurement state in this example is therefore
8 29P

contained solely within the Kraus operator.

where anc()? , ]5) is the Wigner function of the vacuum
state. Note that in this example, the state does not evolve
in time, a result of the fact that the vacuum is the steady




IV. EXTENSION TO ARBITRARY INITIAL
STATES

In previous sections we assumed for simplicity that the
initial state was a spin coherent state, and using this
assumption we derived the analytical approximation of
the system undergoing local optical pumping. In this
section we prove a generalization of these results, namely
that the evolution of the Wigner function for any initial
state under local optical pumping is described by a Fokker-
Planck equation. Additionally we show that there exists a
family of local decoherence models which can be described
by a Fokker-Planck equation. The results we will derive
below thus allow us to extend our results of previous
sections to arbitrary initial states.

To show this, we will first prove that any moment of
an arbitrary linear combination of the collective spin op-
erators J, and J, obeys a Fokker-Planck equation for
all initial states. From this we will argue that the time
evolution of the Wigner function for any initial state un-
dergoing local optical pumping also obeys a Fokker-Planck
equation. Our proof will require us to utilize generalized
spherical tensor operators, which we will briefly review for
completeness. These generalized spherical tensors then
allow us to rewrite the time evolution of an arbitrary
moment of collective spin operators on a more convenient
form.

The generalized spherical tensor operators are defined
as [21]

2k +1

CLM L MY, M,
2J"+1 N k.q
2k +1
2 +1 ,q,J]\/[ |‘]/ ><J,M||, (31)
M,M

where C’,‘C]/ql\f/M = (J',M'|k,q,J, M) are the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients and in the second line we have rewrit-
ten the spherical tensors in terms of the collective states
used throughout this work. The generalized spherical
tensor operators couple subspaces of different J-values,
in contrast to the usual spherical tensor operators which
couple only states with identical J-values. Importantly,
the transformation property of the usual spherical tensors
also holds for the generalized spherical tensor operators,
namely that under rotation,

RO T R0 ZTJ Dk ( (32)

J

where R, (0) = e~ is the SU(2) rotation operator
around the v-axis by the angle 6, and D* is the corre-
sponding Wigner D-matrix [22].

The six jump operators derived previously in Sec. II
for optical pumping can be expanded in these generalized
spherical tensors as

]+J ] (33)

=2 A
where j and q are the changes in the J and M quantum
numbers. The coefficients A;”(j are

ALY — _q\/(N — 2Jé(2J - 3)7 (34a)
Ag;ff:q\/(N+2)é2J+l), (34b)
AN q\/(z.} +N —1—62)(2J - (340)

Consider now the time evolution of the operator J* for
an arbitrary integer n > 1, given by the adjoint master
equation

dt"” 3t
71,9
1 (24 =~ A

1 n

9 {LmLJ RRg
T mT7 N mn
= Z L;,q']x LJ»q - 5 x> (35)

J:q

where in the second equality we have simplified the anti-
commutator part of the master equation. It follows that
in order to solve Eq (35) we need to simplify the first
term 3, L; ngLJ o further.

To this end we apply unitary rotation R,( ) =
exp(—iﬂ'jy/Z) to align J” with the z-axis, since J" is
diagonal in the collective state basis. Using first the ex-
pansion Eq. (33) and then the rotation property Eq. (32)
we find that

i (5) (S i) (5) =0 (5) {2 ()’ () et ) @

J.Jq

A ok (5) o () (F0) . o



The resulting expression in Eq. (36) is diagonal in the collective state basis. This can be seen by noting that in the

rotated frame, the jump operators for the i*" site are 69 and &g(f). Acting on J7' with these rotated jump operators

from both sides leaves it diagonal in the collective state basis. The diagonal elements of Eq. (36) may therefore be
written as

(J,M| R, ( ) DAL (g) 7, M)

7,9
3 2 2 n
=2 (2 5T 1) (A7) {(C{PJ%“Dl ane(m/2,0)) (M +1)
Jq
J+3, 1 2 n J+5,M—1 1 2 n
(Cl 0, JMD07AM(7T/2’O)) M (Cl —1,J,M D —1, am(m/2, 0)) (M —1)
1
ZE(N—2M)(M+1)”+2NM"+(N+2M)(M—1)”. (37)

To obtain the final equality of Eq. (37) we evaluated the sums over j and ¢ by inserting the explicit forms of the
Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C' and the Wigner D-matrix. Using the diagonal matrix elements in Eq. (37), we can
express Eq. (36) in terms of collective states as

0 (5) (bt 1)

72,4

= S [ 4 1) 20 (M — 1)V 4 20M) + 2N M [, M) (7, M (38)

This expression may be further simplified by using the binomial theorem and applying the inverse rotation R} () to
recover J)'. We find that

Zij’qjgij = Z < M" + Z < ) { M*(14 (1)) + %Mﬂ“((q)”ﬂ - 1)])

fo( )HJ M){(J, M|R, ( ) (39)

(

Finally, since RL (5) > M™||J, M)(J, M|R, (3) = J?  in time according to
we obtain the result

ZquJa: j,qzchjg (40) %<Ag>:—n7<jg>+%n(n—l)<j;_2>
J.a p=0 4
5 r )
+ = Jr
where 2 p:;;;en P < >
n—2 n )
=gl [v() o, ) -2 () e
+ 6p,ng. (41)

and similarly for n odd we recover Eq. (42) but with the
sums restricted to odd values of p. Of the four terms
present on the RHS of Eq. (42), the first two are equiva-
lent to those found through the Fokker-Planck equation
(see App. C for details), while the last two terms cause

Substituting Eq. (40) into the full adjoint master equa-  deviations from the Fokker-Planck solution. Applying
tion Eq. (35) for J”, we find for n even that (J") evolves  the usual time-independent Holstein-Primakoff approxi-

Equation (40) reveals that the sum over jump terms in the
adjoint master equation Eq. (35) is a linear combinations

of only jgg terms with p < n.



mation to Eq. (42) we find for n even that

= (o)

n—4

gl 1 p
3 22N (P /2- 1( ><X )
p=0 even
n—2 1 n )
— e, p
7 OZ /2N (n—p)/2 <p 1) <X >
p=0 even

(43)

The last two terms in Eq. (43) are always on the order of
at most N~!. Therefore for sufficiently large N these last
two terms are negligible compared to the first two terms,
leaving us

d /4 A .
X <X"> A~ —ny <X"> + %n(n - 1) <X"_2> .
This evolution is identical to the evolution of the moments
as governed by the Fokker-Planck equation in Eq. (21).

One may obtain the time evolution of J 7 through a
snmlar derivation to the one presented above in Egs. (35-
44). While we have here omitted the derivation of the

equation of motion for j;‘ due to its similarity with the

(44)

above derivation for JA;’, it may be obtained as a special
case of the derivation presented in Apps. D and E, with
the choice of optical pumping as local decoherence. The
evolution reads

i () = = {3) + Tt =0 (552).

Similarly it follows from Apps. D and E that the evolution
of any moment of an arbitrary linear combination of J,
and J, — and thus a linear combination of the quadratures

X and P — is identical to Eq. (44). Furthermore, since
the inverse Radon transformation uniquely defines a joint
probability distribution by its marginals [23], we see that
Eq. (21) must be the unique evolution of the Wigner
function for an arbitrary initial state in the Fokker-Planck
picture.

To investigate numerically the timescales of our analyti-
cal results — that the evolution of moments obeys a Fokker-
Planck equation for any initial state — we compare the
prediction in Eq. (44) to simulations conducted using the
method of quantum trajectories described in Ref. [15] for
a system of NV = 1000 spins. The initial state is chosen to
be the second excited Dicke state |¥;) = |[N/2, N/2 — 2).
Figure 4 shows a comparison of our analytical results
with the results obtained by averaging over 4000 quantum
trajectories. The analytic prediction made using Eq. (44)
matches that of the simulation very well for all times dis-
played, surprisingly even for long times vt ~ 1 where the
Holstein-Primakoff approximation is no longer valid. We
note that the validity of Eq. (44) relies only on the assump-
tion of large IV, and not the Holstein-Primakoff approxi-
mation. This explains why we observe good agreement
between the simulation and analytic prediction beyond
the Holstein-Primakoff regime.

(45)
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Figure 4. Time evolution of the fourth moment, (J ), for an
initial second-excited Dicke state, |J = N/2, M N/2 — 2)
evolving under local decoherence. The results are shown for
N = 1000 spins. The red curve is the analytic prediction
obtained as the solution to Eq. (44) for n = 4, derived using
the Fokker-Planck picture. The blue curve is the average
over 4000 quantum trajectories simulated using the method
of Ref. [15]. We observe excellent agreement between the two
methods for all times considered here, including for long times.

A. General local decoherence

Until now we considered the local decoherence to be
optical pumping, described via the local spin-flip raising
and lowering operators &E:) and 6”. We now extend
our results to single-channel general local decoherence

described by the local operator

0O =010 40,60 4069 10,69, (46)

where the coefficients ¢, are complex numbers and
{11“%&(_”,&5?,&2’)} are local operators on the *" site.
Generalization to multi-channel local decoherence then
follows as a trivial extension. In the following we present
the key results, while detailed calculations will be omitted
here and instead can be found in App. D.

Analogous to Eq. (42), the evolution of (J7) under an
arbitrary local decoherence operator on the form Eq. (46)
is

d - 1 -
(i) = = gnw(Jy) +

N A
- _1 n—2
S~ nn = w2

8
—nNRe(£:(ly —0))(Jn™1)
1ol () (Ra(@) L RL@)), (47)

where w = 4 (|6 + |04 — (_]?), Ry(a) = exp [—iajw},



and

b= |ple"™ =052 + 0_ 4+ 0) + 05(=20, +0_ —14)

F O (LA b+ 0y) + O (L — b — ).
(48)

In Eq. (47) we have made the approximation N > n,
which is reasonable for the systems of interest. The final
term in Eq. (47) can be solved exactly, as derived in
App. D and E. Inserting this solution to the final term,
Eq. (47) takes the form of a 1D Fokker-Planck equation
(see App. C). We therefore see that regardless of the
form of local decoherence, the evolution of the moments
(J7) will always be Fokker-Planck in the limit of large N.
The drift and diffusion coefficients of this Fokker-Planck
equation are

Tz t) = = 5 Jo = N Re(£2(64 — £)

+15 (Re(@) RU@) (0, (19)

D(Jg,t) =— (50)
respectively. This follows by noting that the moments of
a 1D Fokker-Planck equation evolve according to

d

dt<Jn> = /de Jgilﬂ(Jxat)px(Jwt)

+n(n— 1)/sz T2 2D (T, t)pa(Ja,t), (51)

where p,.(J;,t) is the marginal distribution

pz(Jz,t) = Tr[p(t) | J,my = Jo N, my = o], (52)
and |.J,m, = J,) is an eigenvector of J,. This shows that
the moments of j(t) in Eq. (52) evolves according to a

Fokker-Planck equation (we derive the form of Eq. (51)
in App. C).

V. APPLICATIONS TO QUANTUM FISHER
INFORMATION

An important application of the preparation of nonclas-
sical states of atomic ensembles is quantum metrology [2].
The quantum advantage one can achieve, however, will
be limited by decoherence [24]. The quantum Fisher
information (QFI) is one such measure of metrological
usefulness, and in this section we present a method of
approximating the QFI using the thermalizing picture
described previously to show how local decoherence af-
fects the system. Our method may in particular be useful
when one knows the optimal measurement (POVM) that
achieves the Cramer-Rao bound [25], and one can then
optimize classical Fisher information (CFI) on the bosonic
mode associated with that measurement.

11

We consider the estimation of a parameter 6. The
QFT [26] can be written as

(A —\)? -
]=2 | (AN |2
Qlpo; A ;; v AN P (58)

where A is the generator of some family of states

po =M poet ™, (54)
and |\) is an eigenvector of py with corresponding eigen-
value A. As discussed in Sec. II we can treat the collective
states as outer products of pure states, hence in the follow-
ing we drop the double-bar notation for simplicity. Using
the Holstein-Primakoff approximation we write that

Jo LMY = /(D) X ) (55)
Jy MY = /() Py, (56)

where |J,M) = /1/d{ >, |J,M,a). To make use of
Eq. (53), we need to rewrite it using the relations Egs. (55-
56). To this end we consider the reduced density matrix
ps = Tr\;(p), where all irreps of p except those with
total angular momentum J have been traced out. The
eigenvectors and eigenvalues of p; will be denoted as |A)
and Aj respectively. We assume that the initial state has
no coherences between different irreps, which implies that
p will be block diagonal in the irreps at all times. The
eigenvectors |A) are thus the direct extension of the irrep
eigenvectors |As) for all J, with eigenvalues {A} = {\;}.
Inserting this into Eq. (53) we find that

=23 > G2 a6

J A5\,

In order to relate Eq. (57) to the density operator in the
thermalizing bosonic mode, we approximate each irrep as
having collective state structure proportional to the Fock
state structure of the thermalizing bosonic mode, with the
proportionality constant given by the probability to be in
that particular irrep, py. We make this approximation by
first letting Ay = pyAgp, where Agp are the eigenvalues
of the density operator in the thermalizing picture, and
further assuming that |A\;) = |Agp). Applying these
approximations to Eq. (57) and transforming the operator
A using Egs. (55-56) we obtain

:22 Z Dy (Amp — )‘hp)2
T Aup Ngp Aup + Ajgp
x| (Aup () Anp| Mgp) | (58)

5 (Amp — Agp)?
—2(J) (AP — Aup)”
)\thp >\HP + )\hp
x| (Aup | Anp | Ngp) | (59)
N o
:5672%}_@ [PHP, AHP]- (60)



Equivalently, for a general operator A®) of order k in J,
and J, we have

o A )
fQ[PspimAéf)i)n} ~ (2> e~ Folpup; AR, (61)

where Ag{;@g is equal to A®) with J, — X and J, — P.
The density operator pyp is equivalent to the Wigner
function in the thermalizing picture, and thus Eq. (61)
provides a mapping between the QFT of the spin system
and the QFT of the thermalizing bosonic mode.

To demonstrate the utility of Eq. (61) we first consider
the case where A= jx, corresponding to a rotation about
the J,-axis (and equivalently for the bosonic mode a trans-
lation in the P direction). For this observable Eq. (61)
reveals that the QFI of the spin system is proportional to
the QFT of the thermalizing Wigner function with propor-
tionality constant (N/2)exp(—2+t). When considering
the initial state to be a single low-excitation Dicke state,
one finds the QFT to be well captured by Eq. (61). This is
illustrated in Fig. 5(a), where the exact QFI found by sim-
ulating the spin system is compared to the approximation
Eq. (61) obtained using the thermalizing picture of the
bosonic mode. Strong agreement is observed between the
the simulated and predicted QFI, with slight deviations
at short times due to finite size effects that disappear for
larger system sizes N.

Figure 5(b) further demonstrates the utility of Eq. (61)
for the case of initial spin squeezed states via a two-axis
twisting unitary [27]

Urar = exp {—g (J?_ - JAEH (62)

which, unlike the single Dicke states considered previously,
have finite coherences in the collective state basis that
decay over time. For different values of the squeezing
parameter » = YN we again see excellent agreement be-
tween the simulated and predicted QFIs. Together, these
two examples demonstrate the utility of Eq. (61) when
calculating the QFI of spin states using the thermalizing
picture. This approximation is particularly useful when
the bosonic space is more convenient to work with than
the collective state space, or when the optimal POVM in
the thermalizing picture is known.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this article we have used the formalism of collective
states to show that the evolution of many-body spin sys-
tems undergoing local decoherence can be represented
as a bosonic mode evolving according to either a diffu-
sion equation or the Fokker-Planck equation. We have
established the connection between local decoherence and
Fokker-Planck evolution by showing that, in the limit
of large system sizes IV, the moments of the J, and J,

distributions evolve identically to those of X and P under
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Figure 5. Quantum Fisher Information (QFI) for different
initial states with N = 32 spins, evolving under local decoher-
ence. The QFI corresponds estimating a rotation about the J,
axis, plotted a function of the initial state has evolved under
optical pumping, ~vt. Solid lines denote the QFI obtained
by direct simulations of the Lindblad master equation, while
crosses are given by the QFI obtained using Eq. (61). (a) QFI
for three initial Dicke states: the spin coherent state (SCS)
|0)0], the first Dicke state |1)(1], and the second Dicke state
[2)(2]. (b) QFI for initial spin squeezed states characterized
by the squeezing parameter r. For both initial Dicke states as
well as initial spin squeezed states we observe great agreement
between the simulated QFI and the QFI obtained using our
formalism [Eq. (61)]. The observed deviations at early times
are a result of finite size effects, and they disappear for larger
N.

the Fokker-Planck equation. Using this formalism one
can obtain all moments of products of .J, and J,, but not
necessarily the microstates of the system.

We have shown that there are two useful “pictures” in
which to represent local decoherence using a bosonic mode.
The thermalizing picture is represented by a diffusion
equation, while the Fokker-Planck picture is represented
by a Fokker-Planck equation. Each picture places some



time dependence into the operators, and each picture
has its own unique advantages in calculating physical
quantities of interest.

We saw in Sec. V that the thermalizing picture is par-
ticularly useful when deriving analytic approximations
to certain quantities of interest, such as the quantum
Fisher information or marginals of the Wigner function.
This arises from the fact that the thermalizing picture is
obtained through the Holstein-Primakoff approximation
where angular momentum states |J, M) are mapped to
bosonic Fock states |n = J — M). As discussed in Sec. V,
this mapping approximately preserves the Hilbert space
structure of the state in the limit of large N. Finally, the
diffusion equation is often easier to solve analytically than
the Fokker-Planck equation due to the absence of a drift
term in the former.

On the other hand, the marginal distributions of the
Wigner function in the thermalizing picture are not pro-
portional to the probability distributions for J, and J,,.
To obtain this proportionality one needs to switch to the
Fokker-Planck picture, which adds more time dependence
into the operators in exchange for the correct marginal
distributions. In this picture the Lindblad master equa-
tion is identical to that of a damped harmonic oscillator,
and under this master equation all initial states evolve
towards the vacuum, reducing the size of the Hilbert
space one must retain. This is in stark contrast to the
thermalizing picture, which spreads amplitude over the
Fock space as time increases. As a result one may wish to
use the Fokker-Planck picture when simulating the state
in Hilbert space, as the dimension of the space one must
retain to obtain an accurate approximation shrinks as
optical pumping takes effect.

Careful consideration should be made in deciding how
long to describe system behavior when the evolution of
the system is governed by collective dynamics in addition
to local decoherence. We found that states evolving under
both collective and local decoherence require larger system
sizes N ~ 100 to converge to predicted values on time
scales vt ~ 1. This is in contrast to systems where only
local decoherence is present, which appear to converge to
predicted values for moderate system sizes N ~ 16, even
for long times vt ~ 1.

The formalism presented in this work assumed uniform
coupling of the atoms to the probe mode of the light.
This assumption will only be approximately true in cer-
tain situations, and thus a generalization to non-uniform
coupling is necessary to extend our present work to the
dynamics of more general systems. Ideally, such exten-
sions could be done perturbatively through adjustments
to the equation of motion of the Wigner function.

We wish to highlight that the Fokker-Planck equation
emerged from an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process. There is
one-to-one correspondence between a Fokker-Planck equa-
tion and an ensemble of a stochastic differential equation
including the drift term and random walks (or diffusion).
In principle our result implies that local operators can be
treated as stochastic “kicks” to the system, encapsulated
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in a stochastic differential equation.

Our extension of the Chase and Geremia formalism [14]
to a bosonic mode description not only provides physical
intuition about the system dynamics, but also provides
practical utility in simulating nonclassical dynamics of
large spin ensembles. This is particularly difficult for non-
Gaussian states described by more than a few moments
of the distribution. The mapping to a bosonic mode
allows us to make use of the full tool box of continuous-
variable quantum mechanics, including visualization in
phase space.
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Appendix A: Collective states can be treated as an
outer products of pure states

While the collective states ||.J, M)(J, M'|| were initially
defined as statistical mixtures of pure states in Sec. II,
in this Appendix we will show that in certain instances
it is valid to treat ||J,M)(J, M'| as an outer product
|.J, M){J, M| of two pure states |J, M) and |.J, M”). Specif-
ically, this treatment is valid when one wishes to describe
expectation values of collective operators.

Recall that the collective states are defined as

! 1 !/
|J, M, N)(J,M',N|| = @%}L M, a)J,M' al, (A1)

and that the relationship between the collective state
|J, M, N)(J, M', N|| and the corresponding outer product
of pure states reads

1
e > 1T M, a)J, Mo |

N o
1

= HJ7M7N><J>MI?N|| +dT Z ‘JaMaa><J7M/7al|'

Na;éa/

(A2)

To show that ||J, M, N)(J,M’', N|| may be treated as the
outer product of pure states, we need to show that the
second term on the RHS of Eq. (A2) does not contribute
to expectation values of any observable quantity.

To this end let us first consider the action of a local
operator £ = 3", /) on a Dicke state:

N
AN M o) = Y eannal) Moa),  (A3)
A=1

J,M,«



where /™) is some arbitrary operator on the ith site. In
general the coefficient c; s, Will depend on the degener-
acy quantum number « in addition to the usual quantum
numbers J and M. However, the question is whether
these degeneracies contribute to any observable quantity.
The degeneracies will not contribute to any observable
quantity if for o # o we have the following condition,

W”) =0, (A4)

N
Tr <é<’f> S ANV M a) T M o
A=1

for any operator C®) defined by

N
O =C1Cy...Co= Y &M e (as)
il,iQ,..‘,ik

A, We note that the

operator C® isa product of k collective operators, where
each collective operator is of the form

and any local operator /= > o

N

Cy=>" .

i;=1

(A6)

Intuitively, C®) may be any product of collective spin
operators and identities, with rank k. All operators of
interest for our studies in the main text are on the form
of Eq. (A5). Therefore it is sufficient to show that the
LHS of Eq. (A4) is zero for such operators when o # o/
to establish the desired result.

To prove Eq. (A4) we first need to establish the follow-
ing result. Consider a product of k collective operators
C® and let £ = S, ™ and o = 3, 4™ be local
operators. We then have

STINIEW RN =N, D), (A7)
A m

where ZA)SS’") is a product of k,,, < k+1 collective operators
and «,, is a complex number. The result states that
applying the two local operators {1 and a™ to the
product of k collective operators C® and then taking
the sum over A yields a sum over products of collective
operators C’ﬁf ") whose ranks are at most ko < k+1.

We will show Eq. (A7) using an induction proof. First
we show the case k = 1, which reads

Zg(/\)TC(l) ) = 37 Jt )

A,
— Z VT Ne@ 4 Z JVt [é()\)7 gm]
A A
=AC + B. (A8)
Here we have introduced the new operators
A= Z SN (A9)
A
B = YR, i) = Y Y, (a0

A A
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~(
where we in the last equality have defined ﬁ( ) =

[N aN], which also is a local operator. It follows di-
rectly from Eqs. (A9-A10) that A and B are collective
operators, and thus Eq. (A8) is the sum of products of col-
lective operators of at most rank 2, which we can rewrite

as
S IO — Zam
A

where k,,, < 2. This shows Eq. (A7) for the case k = 1.
We now make the induction step by assuming that

Eq. (A7) holds for products of k collective operators C'*)

and showing that it then also holds for products of k£ + 1

(A11)

collective operators CHHD  We write
Zé MTE D ) = Zﬁ(’\ fC1 ... CLChyr g™V
_ Zf(k)Tcl ék ’a(/\)ékJrl
Wtey e i
+Y IVIC L Gy, (A12)

A

where the local operator ﬁ(/\) = [Cry1, sM] is the com-
mutator between ék+1 and "), We can now apply the
induction assumption Eq. (A7) to both terms in Eq. (A12)
and find that each term yields a sum over products of
collective operators of rank at most k£ + 1. Hence we can

write
Ze NECEFD Zﬂ Dkn) (A13)

with ﬁ%k") products of collective operators of rank at
most k, < k+ 1 and 3, complex coefficients. This form
is exactly that of Eq. (A7) for k + 1, hence completing
our induction proof of Eq. (AT).

We are now ready to prove the result in Eq. (A4),
namely that the trace in Eq. (A4) is zero for a # o' for
any operator C®) defined as in Eq. (A5). To prove this
result we first note that we can use the cyclic property

to write Tr{(Zivzl E(A)Té(k)é(’\))|J,M7a><J’,M’,o/|},
and then use Eq. (A7) to express the parenthesis
(0 VTR N in terms of sums over products of
collective operators. All collective operators as defined
by Eq. (A6) can be written as

Zé(i) =c/1+ c+j+ te J + czjz, (A14)

for complex numbers ¢y, ¢4, c_, and c,. We note that
the operators on the RHS of Eq. (A14) do not couple
subspaces of different degenerate quantum number «,
and hence collective operators do not couple degenerate
subspaces. Therefore the terms (Z é()‘ TG PN will
be diagonal in o, with the 1mphcat10n that Eq. (A4) must
be zero for a # o’. We thus find that the off-diagonal (in



a) terms in Eq. (A2) do not contribute to any expectation
value for collective operators (or products of these), hence
we may treat ||J, M, N){J, M’ N|| as the outer product
of pure states.

Appendix B: Derivation of Fock state populations

In Sec. IT we derived a solution to the collective state
populations py ar(t) for an initial spin coherent state, and
then wrote an approximation to this state in a bosonic
mode using the Holstein-Primakoff approximation. The
Fock state populations p,(t) in Eq. (16) were found by
calculating

(B1)

N—o00

pn(t) = lim ZPJ,M:an(t)w
J

In this Appendix we derive the result in detail and explic-
itly state the utilized approximations.

We begin by noting that from Eq. (10) it follows that

pua(t) = py(t) tanh” M (42),

and also that

oy () = (LE e\ T
J,J J 9 9
4T 42 N
CN+27+2\5+J

1+ e27t F+7 1_ e—27t 57
(o) (o)

(B3)

(B2)

Equation (B3) can be further approximated using the
normal approximation, i.e.,

e*(I*nP)Q/%pq

n 1
T R ———— B4
<$>p q S (B4)
for large n, np, and ng. This approximation holds when
N is large and enough time has passed such that

1— —2vt
e

(B5)
The larger N is, the shorter the time ~t needs to be.
Assuming that ~t satisfies the condition Eq. (B5), we
apply the normal approximation to find that

(1) AT 2 2
DI S5 ¥ 2+ N\ aN({1 — e )
(J— ﬂe—2t)2
X exp —W (BG)

We are now in a position to calculate p,(t) in Eq. (B1).
Let us start by considering po(t) = imy_ 00 D ;0,5 (t),
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where py s(t) is given in Eq. (B6). We make two observa-
tions. First, the approximation obtained for p; ; contains
a Gaussian whose standard deviation scales with v/N,
and hence this distribution is sharply peaked around its
mean for large N. Second, we note that for large N we
can approximate the sum over J in pg as an integral over
J. These two observations allow us to rewrite the sum as

S prs 47 +2 2
~ PLISo T o v N\ 7N(1 — et

/ dJ exp[ (J— N _2%)2], (B7)
F(1—e 1)
—2~vt

where J =~ %e is the mean J-value of the Gaussian.
Evaluating the integral and taking the limit N — oo we

find that
0= i St

Similarly, for n > 0 we calculate p,,(t) using Eq. (B1) and

find
- hIIl ZPJJ n

~ 1 —tanh(yt). (BS)

~tanh"” (yt)(1 — tanh(yt)), (B9)
where in the second equality we have used Eq. (B2) with
n =J — M, and in the final line have used the form of
po(t) derived above.

As a final comment we argue that the probability dis-
tribution of J is proportional to p;; when the initial
state is polarized along J, so that the Holstein-Primakoff
approximation applies. To show this we note that the
probability P; to be in a subspace labeled by J is

J

Py =ps; »  tanh’ M(yt)
M=—J

tanh?/ 1 (yt) — 1
tanh(vyt) — 1

=pJ,J (B10)

For sufficiently large J the fraction in Eq. (B10) is ap-
proximately constant in J, and therefore P; o< pj ;. It
thus follows that the mean value of J is

N

jzge

—24t

(B11)

Appendix C: Determining when time evolution is
governed by the Fokker-Planck equation

A central goal of this paper is to show whether or not a
particular equation of motion can be written as a Fokker-
Planck equation. Because our work focuses on deriving



equations of motion for the moments j;;, in this Appendix
we will look at the evolution of such moments under a
general 1D Fokker-Planck equation.

The general form of a 1D Fokker-Planck equation for
probability density function p(z,t) is

0 0 0?

= == 2D 1

atp(az:,t) axu(x,t)p(x7t) + 922 (x,t)p(z,t), (C1)
where p(z,t) is the “drift function” and D(z,t) is the
“diffusion function”. The evolution of the moments of
a Fokker-Planck equation can be found by integrating
Eq. (C1) with 2™

%(m”> =— /dxx”%u(%t)ﬂxat)

32
—I—/dxaj @D(x,t)p(x,t)

=n / dz 2"z, t)p(z, t)

+n(n—1) /dx 2" 2D(x, t)p(z,t).  (C2)

Equation (C2) implies that any moments evolving accord-
ing to a Fokker-Planck equation will have two terms in
their equation of motion, one proportional to n and the
other proportional to n(n — 1). In the case that u x z
and D is constant, the integrals in Eq. (C2) reduce to
expectation values of 2™ and "', which is the form of
Eq. (44).

We will use Eq. (C2) to identify Fokker-Planck equa-~
tions when the coeflicients 1 and D are easily identifiable.
We find that this is possible when deriving the equations
of motion for optical pumping, and even for generalized
local decoherence.

Appendix D: Generalizing the formalism to other
forms of local decoherence

Section IV presented analytical results for local optical
pumping and arbitrary initial states, and in Sec. IV A we
studied the extension of our analytical results to general
local decoherence. In this Appendix we provide the de-
tailed derivation to show the results of Sec. IV A, namely
that the time evolution remains Fokker-Planck under the
general form of decoherence specified by the local operator

0 =019 40,60 4069 10,60, (D1)
J

d .,

1
dt® 2

+ 20T, A 20T T+
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Here &(j), &(j), and &,(Zi) are the raising, lowering, and Pauli
z operator on ith site, respectively, and the ¢; coefficients
are complex numbers.

To prove this result we consider the jump operators
defined in Eq. (33), which we repeat here for convenience
as

7 ~J+35,J
Ljg=2 Ajqg(J,N) T{ 7. (D2)
o
The operators Tl“{ :1” / are the generalized spherical tensor
operators introduced in Sec. IV and are given by

SOl M T MY (M, (D3)

M, M’

-~ ’ Qk 1
I +
2J" +1

where as in the main text C,‘C]/’]LV]I/M ={(J, M'|k,q,J, M)
are the Clebsch-Gordan coeﬂglbfents. The coefficients
Aj4(J, M) are obtained using the formalism in Ref. [14]
and are given by

Aoy () = _q~\/(N — 2Jé(2J + 3)’ (Dia)
Noq(J, M) = t’i\/(N ha 2)é2‘] 1) , (D4b)
Ay () = ,qv\/(N +2J +62)(2J —-1) . (Dio)

with the parameter
= e )

Equation (D2) defines the six L, , operators from Sec. IV
(for ¢ = £1), plus three additional operators representing
local &, jumps (when ¢ = 0).

To prove that local decoherence given by the operator
Eq. (D1) leads to Fokker-Planck evolution, we proceed
along similar lines to Sec. IV and consider the evolution
of J7' under the adjoint master equation. The adjoint
master equation for the nth moment J” reads

d mn T m 7 1y T mn
@Jx = ZL;,q Jac Lj»(l - 5 {L;r’7q Ljv‘l’ Jac } ) (DG)
7,9

and inserting the jump operators from Eq. (D2) the ad-
joint master equation takes the form

~ 1~ =« A A A AL A
A ;lfﬁng+|€I|2NJ§+ > (EréilﬁJr+ézﬁiJiJ£)

’I‘E{-‘r,—}

Y GteL JiLg (D7)

J,3,4,9'
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where we have defined the operator

1 1 .
= (2|£|2 + 3l e+ 622) NL+ (0 by =00, + L0y + 0504 ) o

F (Gl + Ol + 00, — 002 T+ ([0 = [0 + 2050, + 205¢7) J.
=a;N1+ayJ, +a_J_+a.J.. (D8)

Here j+ and J_ are the collective spin raising and lowering operators. In Eq (D8) we have defined the coefficients «;
for notational convenience. In Eq. (D7) the first two terms —$AJ — fJ”A are due to the anticommutator in the
adjoint master equation [Eq. (D6)]. The third term |[¢;|2N.J? is the jump-term for the identity part of L;,, while

terms four through six } (Z K*J”J + €1€*JTJ”) + 20 ZIJ”J + QZIE*J J” are crossterms between identity

re{+,—
and non-identity parts of L; ,. Finally, the last term in Eq. (D7) 2T é;éq/Lj,wa Ljq is the jump terms involving
only non-identity parts of LJ q-

Next we apply the rotation R := R, (— 77/2) = exp(imJ,/2) to both sides of Eq. (D7) to align J?* with the z-axis.

This is done in order to easily represent J, to an arbitrary power, since it is now aligned with the former J. axis for
which the collective states form a good basis. Under this rotation the term AJ;I in Eq. (D7) takes the form

1 A A
n = [aIN]lJr §(a+ —a_ —ay)Jy+ 5(04, —ay —ay)J_+(ay+a_)J, | J7, (D9)

and we find a similar result for the term j;bfl The jump terms in Eq. (D7) involving crossterms between identity and
non-identity jumps becomes

Rl 3 (z e, + e,z;ijJ;;) 2005, + ze,z;‘jzjg] R
re{+,—}
w12 1. N L (1 1. N\ o,
=0, 07 J; (2J+ - §J_ + Jz> + 40 <2J_ — §J+ + Jz) J,
e (l: 1. ST e
+0_17J, (2‘]_ — §J+ + Jz> + 410" <2J+ — §J_ + Jz> J,
— 25T Ty — 210 T T (D10)
Equations D9 and D10 provide rotated versions of all terms in Eq. (D7) except for the final term, which we will treat

shortly. Before doing so we note that in the |J, M) basis the sum of Egs. D9 and D10 have only diagonal and one-off
diagonal elements. The diagonal elements of all rotated terms in Egs. (D9-D10) read

~ 1 . . 1~ & ~ ~
(MR | =5 AT = ST A+|GPNTE+ Y (M;J"J —s—EIK:JIJ;‘) 20,0500, + 200050, 0 | RT |, M)
T€{+77}
_ _g (JO_[2 + [04[2 + 26.[2) M™ — 2Re(€5(t5 — £_))M™+, (D11)

The one-off diagonal elements of the same terms are equal to

(J,M —1|R —fAJ” - fJ”A+ > (z I, +e,£;ijJ;;) + 20,050 T, + 20005 T 0" | R |J, M)
7’6{+,7}

1 1 1
—/(T+ M)(J - M+ 1) [M" (—4(a —ap - )+l - St~ m;)

1 1 1
+(M—1)" (—4(a —ap - an) gl - Sl - u;) ] (D12)

and the (J, M| - |J, M + 1) elements follow similarly. All other elements not on the diagonal nor one-off-diagonals are
Zero.
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We have now accounted for the diagonal and off-diagonal elements in the rotated basis of all but the last term in
Eq. (D7). Consider now the last term in Eq. (D7). Since the L; , operators can be written as a sum over generalized
spherical tensor operators [see Eq. (D2)], one can use the rotational properties of generalized spherical tensors to also
write ﬁﬁj,q R as a sum over generalized spherical tensors. This allows us to derive the rotated version of the last

term in Eq. (D7), which reads

S et REL RN R, R

7,4,9"

;
. Logvir 1 agvis [ Yagria\ sn (Laavis 1 zotio | Lagvsg
= ZZ+€+AJ}1AJ}1 (T1 = 72T1 o+ 5T T\ ST 72T1 R S

IJ 2 ) \/> ) 2 2 i \/> ) 2

. Legigr L aaiis Yoo\ gu (1 avsis L areg
0 LA A0 | 5T — ETI,O t5hia” ) Je ETM - ETI,—I

. Tagrig U sgvig  Laggg f sn (Lagrig . U sarir  Lagygs
Oy | 5T — ETI,O +5Ti ) J2 | 5T +ﬁTl,o +500a
+g*g+A.OA_1< L pgejr 1 TJ+j,J)Tjn <1T1+j,J_ 1 TJ+j,J+1TJ+j,J)

z 2,042, \/§ 1,1 \@ 1,—1 z 2 1,1 \/§ 1,0 2 1,—-1
A oA (1TJ+j,J B 1T.I+j,.1>T g <1TJ+j,J _ 1TJ+J',J>

zvz s s 1,1 1,—1 z 1,1 1,—1

Ve V2 b N Noa

+€*€_A-0A'_1( [ VAN TJ+j,J>Tjn <1TJ+j,J+ 1 TJ+j,J+1TJ+j,J>

2 3,045, VoA Vo ATRE NoR 5t1,-1
LA A, (1T1Jii‘jJ N LT;’;N 4 Lpoeg Tjn Lpoesa _ LjvlJOﬂ;J + Lot

— 1= 7y 2 s \/5 s 2 = z 2 3 \/5 ) 2 P
vty g (VP D s ) (L - ae)

_ Js Js 2 s \/i y 2 ,— z \/5 R \/5 ,—

. Uegpia o U arsis  Leoeid\ o (Lavsia o 1 oia Lo
LA A1 | 5T +%T170' +ohiam ) O 5T +ﬁT170' +505a

(D13)

In the |J, M) basis, the above matrix has diagonal terms and one-off diagonal terms. At first glance it looks like
there will also be non-vanishing two-off diagonal terms (in the form of (J,M —2| - |J,M) and (J, M| - |J,M — 2)).
However, these two-off diagonal elements cancel due to the sum over values of j, hence we only need to concern

ourselves with the diagonal and one-off diagonal terms.
The diagonal elements of Eq. (D13) are

(JM| Y L3y RLE RYJIR L0 RY[J, M)
72,4
1

=3 ((M —1)"(2M + N)(20, — 0+ 04) (205 — 05+ 1%)

— (M +1)"(2M = N)(20, + 0— — 04) (205 + 05 — 05) + 2M"N(0— + 01) (€= + £%) )

(D14)

Grouping by powers of M and using the binomial theorem, we find that Eq. (D14) can be further simplified into

(JJM| Y lityRLE RYJIR Ly g RT T, M)
79,9’

((M —1)"(2M + N)Q — (M +1)"(2M — N)Y + 2M”NS)

| =

Ly n n- 1.
= g;Mk<k> [(=1)"""@M + N)Q = (2M = N)Y] + ; M" NS,

(D15)

where we have defined the coefficients Q = [2¢, —¢_ +£,|>, Y = |20, +¢_ — ¢, |?, and S = |¢_ + £|?>. This expression
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can be further simplified to read

JM|ZM RLY RYJIR Ly RY|J, M)

- % [2; M <Z) Q-1 ~Y) + NZ:Mk <Z> Q=D +Y) | + %MnNS
=0 k=0

s lQZMk (17) e =y e S (1) (@)
k=0 P

+ 1M”NS +2Re(lE (0, — L)) M™H!

- ZM’“ K ) NQ(-1)"*+ NY) - (k” 1) 2Q(-1)"* + zy)] + ENSM”
+2 Re(ez(é+ — L)) M (D16)

We can therefore write that

>l RyLY REJIR,L; o RY =" J? 40 (D17)
k

Y
7,94,9'

with

r = é [(Z) (NQ(-1)" % = NY) + (k ﬁ 1) (—2Q(-1)" " + 2y)] + iNS(Smk +2Re(CE(ly — £-))0knt1, (D18)

and where 0 represents the non-diagonal terms (specifically those leading to one-off diagonal elements) which we will
derive below. We shall see, however, that 6 vanishes in many special cases, including the case of optical pumping
studied in the main text.

Let us briefly consider the sum of Egs. (D11) and (D16), which yields us all diagonal elements ﬁeﬁ“jg RT. Here
L" is the adjoint master equation superoperator from Eq. (D7). We find that the terms of order M™*! cancel, and
truncating to only the three largest order of M terms the sum of Egs. (D11) and (D16) is

(J, M| RS I RY |7, M)
1 1
= 7§”°"Mn —n(N —n+1)Re(l:(ly — )M + 2—471(71 —1)(3N — 2n + 4)wM" 2

~ f%an” —nNRe(l:(ly —L_ )M ' + —n(n — 1)NwM" 2, (D19)

1
8

where in the second line we have made a large N approximation (i.e., N > n), and defined w = 4|, |* + [¢4 — ¢_|%.
The form of Eq. (D19) allows us to write the rotated time-evolved J-operator as

. o 1 . - 1 -
ReLTtJ;’RT = —ian;‘ —nNRe(£i(by —€_))Jr 1 + gn(n —1)NwJ!2 + (off-diagonal terms). (D20)
Applying the inverse rotations to Eq. (D20) to rotate back into the “J, ~direction we find
emtj;l =Rt (ﬁeﬁtj;“/ﬁ) R

1 - - 1 N N .
=— §an§ —nNRe(£i(ly —0_))J 1 + gn(n — 1)NwJ" 2 + R (off-diagonal terms) R, (D21)

where in this case “off-diagonal terms” refers to terms in the rotated frame. Note that since (J7) ~ N™/2, the first and
third terms on the RHS of Eq. (D21) are on the order of N™/2, whereas the second term is on the order of N™/2+1/2,
This means that for systems where Re(¢ (¢4 — £_)) is nonzero, this term will tend to dominate the behavior for later
times.
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Next we consider the off-diagonal terms, some of which have already been calculated in Eq. (D12). For Eq. (D13)
the one-off diagonal elements (which are contained in the matrix 6 as (J, M — 1|0|J, M)) are given by

(JJM —1] Y LatgRLE RIJIRL; R |T, M)

7,4,9"

= i\/(J — M +1)(J + M) [(M —1)M(20, — b+ 0y) (02 +05) — M (205 + 05— 0) (0— + m]. (D22)

We can now sum all the one-off diagonal elements from Egs. (D12) and (D22) to find the one-off diagonal elements for
Re!f' JRY. We find that

(J, M — 1| ReE "t JmRT |7, M)

:i\/(J —M+1)(J+M)((M—-1)"—M")
X (C5(20 + 0+ 04) + 07(—20, + 0 — L)+ 0 (o + Ly + 04) + 0 (0, — 0 — £2))
= VT MO M) (M~ 1)~ M) 6, (D23)

where we have defined ¢ = (€3(207 4+ 0_ + 0 ) + £5(—=20, + 0 — 03) + 02 (0, + Lr + L4) + 03 (0, — £y — £_)). We can

therefore write the operator © containing all one-off diagonal elements of Rett! jg’ﬂéT as

é:iz\/(J—M—i—l)(J—&-M) (M —1)" = M"| ¢ |J, M — 1)J, M|
J,M

+ V(J—M)(J+M+ 1) [M"™ = (M+1)"¢"|J, M+ 1XJ, M|, (D24)

which can be simplified using the binomial theorem to

~ n 1 ~ ~ n ~ ~ o L
O = kz:% 1 [(¢*J+ — ¢ )k — <k) (¢*J+ — (—1)nk¢J_)} JE =N "Dy J". (D25)

k=0

=:Ek

The Dy, operator, defined implicitly by Eq. (D25), has a few noteworthy properties. The first is that D, = 0, which
can be seen by inspection of Eq. (D25). For k < n we find that

Dp=-1 (’;) (6700 — (-1 Fa). (D26)

This shows that Dy, is simply a rotated and rescaled Jy operator in the jz—jy plane, rotated by an angle determined
by the phase of ¢. We can therefore rewrite Dy, as

Dkt = —% (Z) (Re(@) . +m(9)J, ) (D27)
Dnkeven) 7%' (Z) (f m(e)J, + Re(qb)jy) . (D28)

We now apply the inverse rotation R to Eq. (D25) to rotate back into the “J, direction”. We further make the large
N approximation (i.e. N > n) and drop any terms of lower order than N™2 the largest order in N. The k =n — 1
and k£ = n — 2 terms contain this order of N, hence after our truncation we find that

27— in(n — 1) Re(¢)(Jy J73).

(D29)

(

For large N we can approximate (.J,.J*) ~ (J.)(JF). Ad-  ditionally, the last term in Eq. (D29) is on the order



of N"/2=1 50 we can approximate it to be zero for suffi-
ciently large N. Next, note that the quantity in Eq. (D29)
must be real, implying that the sum over imaginary part
terms vanishes. Although we are truncating the sum over
k values, we can still account for this by simply taking
the real part of all terms in Eq. (D29). Since the second
to last term can be approximated as the product of (jz>

and (J72), which are both real, we see that this term is
purely imaginary and thus vanishes.
Equation (D29) may therefore be approximated as

( ;fz*fam@ ~ Re() () (1271)

— 5 Im(¢) Re [(J,J274)] . (D30)

Finally, we are able to make one last approximation which
greatly simplifies the above expression. In the Holstein-
Primakoff approximation one finds (by deriving the Weyl

symbol of PX™~1) that
Re[(J, 3 )] ~ (J,) {3 7),
and therefore Eq. (D30) can be simplified to

<Z7€Tbk7éj§>

k
22 (Re(9) . — Im(@)], )
=[9]5 (J27") (cos(a).. —sin(a).J, )

(D31)

where ¢ = |p|e’ and R, (a) = exp [fiajw]
Combining this with our calculation for (.J?)’s depen-
dence on the diagonal terms we find that

d Snn 1 *n N In—2
3 0~ = gneldy) + Tl — DwlJp ™)

x 2 8
—nNRe(€: (0, — L )(Jrh)
+ 1015 (17 (Rel) LRl @) )

The first two terms in the above expression are exactly
what we obtained in the case of pure optical pumping,
whereas the last two terms come from generalizing to
an arbitrary local operator 29 While it may not be
immediately obvious, Eq. (D33) is a Fokker-Planck equa-
tion. This can be understood by noting that (R,.J.R1)
in Eq. (D33) is some function of time which can be found
by deriving the equations of motion of the mean spin
axes (J3)(t), (Jy)(t), and (J.)(t). These functions can be
found by solving a set of 3 coupled differential equations,
which are derived in App. E. Therefore Eq. (D33) is of
the form

(D33)

(J3) =n(n = )D{J;72) +npua (J7)

+npa(t) (7).

d
dt
(D34)
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Figure 6. Plot of (J2) for an initial first excited Dicke state
|J =8, M ="T7XJ=8,M="7| of N =16 spins. The blue line
is found by directly simulating the master equation [Eq. (6)],
and the red dashed line is the prediction made by evolving
(J2) under Eq. (D33). The state evolves under the randomly
chosen local operator defined by ¢ =1+ 0.54, £, = 2 + 0.74,
l+ =141, and /— = 3 — i. These coefficients were chosen to
demonstrate that even when ¢ # 0 and Re(¢;(¢+ —£-)) #0
the evolution of (J7) tends to be well described by Eq. (D33)
for long times on the order of vt ~ 1.

where D is the diffusion coefficient and p(x,t) = zu; +
t2(t) is the drift coefficient. See App. C for more details
on the form of this particular equation of motion.

_In Fig. 6 we plot the evolution of the second moment of
J,; for an initial Dicke state with N = 16 as predicted by
Eq. (D33). We compare this to the value of (J2) obtained
by simply simulating the master equation [Eq. (6)]. We
find that even for moderately sized systems Eq. (D33)
tends to be a good approximation, even for timescales on
the order of vt ~ 1.

Finally, while Eq. (D31) assumes the Holstein-Primakoff
approximation, we have found that numerical simulations
suggest that even outside of the Holstein-Primakoff regime
Eq. (D33) tends to converge for moderate N ~ 100. We
believe this is due to the system becoming more Gaus-
sian with time, and thus observables tend to become less
correlated.

Appendix E: Time evolution of arbitrary spin
operators

In Sec. IV A we studied the extension of our analytical
results to general local decoherence, and in App. D we
derived the equation of motion for arbitrary moments
<J"> of the J,-operator. In this Appendix we will show
one particular method of deriving the equations of motion
for moments of J and J, using the already derived results
for J, in App. D.

In Eq. (D33) of App. D we obtained the equation of mo-



tion for the nth moment (.J™) by considering the evolution
under the generalized decoherence specified by the local
operator / = Do 0 = S 41 +E+&$) +0_69 40,60
defined in Eq. (D1). Since ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily,
our strategy for deriving the evolution of the moments
of J, and J, will be to use rotations to transform our

coordinates such that we may reuse the derivation in
App. D.

To obtain the time evolution of j]} we perform a
passive rotation on the local jump operators ¢, For
example, if one wishes to obtain the evolution of the
J' operator rotated by the polar angle 6§ and the az-
imuthal angle ¢, Ji' , = Ry () R.(0)J; R (0) k] (¢), one
must consider the passively rotated local operator ééizp =
RL(w)RL(Q)E(l)ﬁZ(G)éy(w) The evolution of jgi(p with

respect to Eéizp

to £, It will be sufficient to derive the equations of

motion for j;] and JA;L, which is what we will focus on in
this section.

is then identical to that of J” with respect

Consider first JZ‘ We note that the rotation R.(—m/2)

takes J, — jy Applying the inverse rotation to i we
find that

Therefore we can represent the application of R, (r/2) on
{1 by the replacement rules

by — —ily,
0 —il_.

(E3)
(E4)

Applying these rules to the coefficients in Eq. (D33) we
find the mapping of the parameters

w = wy = 42+l + P, (E5)
b= by = (20 + il —ily) + (=20, +il_ +ily)
+ il (6, + Lp —ily) —il% (6, — Lp —il_),
(E6)

and likewise the following mapping for the coefficient of
the third term in Eq. (D33)

Re(:(6y — 0_)) — ilm(C3(04 +0-)).  (E7)
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Therefore the equation of motion for (j;> is

d, ., 1 sy N -
a(Jy> ~— §nwy<Jy> + gn(n = Dwy (Jy 2)

— N Im (€ (04 + £2))(J7 1)
+ 5 (75 Re(9,) ()

+ {5 () (). (E8)
Note that above we have also relabeled jx — jy and
Jy = —Ju. )
Similarly we find the equation of motion for J7', by
using the rotation R,(—m/2), which takes J, — J.. We
therefore apply the inverse rotation to é(i), and find that

Ry (m/2)64 Rl (n/2) = —%&Z + %@ _ %&,7 (E9)
R,(r/2)6_R(r/2) = —%@ - %m + %&,, (E10)
Ry(n/2)6.Rl(n/2) =6, +6_. (E11)

Once again we can represent this transformation on Q)
using a set of replacement rules

1 1
Uy — =l — =0+ 0, (E12)
2"+ 7 3
1 1
ol =Sttt (E13)
1 1
-l El4
b =5t — 5t (E14)

Applying these replacement rules to the coefficients in
Eq. (D33) we find that the parameters w and ¢ get mapped
to

w = w, = 21042 +2]0_|?, (E15)
¢ = ¢ =20 ({7 = £7) — 4. (4r + £2)], (E16)
and the third term in Eq. (D33) gets mapped as
* 1 2 1 2
Re(f3(6y —£2) = gl0- P~ gl (BLD)

The equation of motion for (JI') is therefore

d I\ __ 1 mn N In—2
a<‘]z> - an2<‘]z> + ) ’I’L(?’L 1)WZ<JZ >

— nNRe(£: (£, — €_))(Jn1)
— S Re(92) ()

= ST Im(g.)(,), (E18)

where again we have relabeled Jy = J, and J, — —J,.
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