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We propose protocols that probe manifestations of the mass-energy equivalence in an optical
lattice clock (OLC) interrogated with spin coherent and entangled quantum states. To tune and
uniquely distinguish the mass-energy equivalence effects (gravitational redshift and second order
Doppler shift) in such setting, we devise a dressing protocol using an additional nuclear spin state.
We then analyze the interplay between photon-mediated interactions and gravitational redshift and
show that such interplay can lead to entanglement generation and frequency synchronization. In
the regime where all atomic spins synchronize, we show the synchronization time depends on the
initial entanglement of the state and can be used as a proxy of its metrological gain compared to
a classical state. Our work opens new possibilities for exploring the effects of general relativity on
quantum coherence and entanglement in OLC experiments.

Introduction.—Understanding the interplay between
quantum mechanics (QM) and general relativity (GR)
is a fundamental quest for modern science. Nevertheless
up to date, measurements capable of genuinely witness-
ing this simultaneous interplay have not been realized
in tabletop experiments. A push forward towards this
milestone is becoming feasible thanks to recent improve-
ments in precision and accuracy of atomic clocks and
interferometers, including matter-wave tests of GR [1–
7], the resolution of the gravitational redshift using spa-
tially separated clocks [8, 9], and more recently within
a millimeter-scale sample [10, 11]. These developments
[1, 12] open up unique opportunities to search for new
physics that could help reconcile the seemingly contra-
dictory predictions of QM and GR.

Experimental developments have in parallel driven a
great deal of theoretical effort towards the understand-
ing of quantum dynamics with GR corrections. These
progresses encompass analyses of relativistic corrections
to Hamiltonians considered specifically in the context of
neutral-atom and trapped-ion systems [13–26], tests of
mass-energy equivalence with atoms in internal superpo-
sition states including predictions of energy-dependent
phase shifts, loss of coherence and spin-motion coupling
induced by gravitational time dilation [27–32], among
others [33–39]. However, understanding the direct con-
sequence of GR effects in more complex scenarios such
as many-body systems, where particles can interact over
the entire array, remains an outstanding problem.

In this work, we provide a first step in this direction
by proposing near-term protocols to explore the manifes-
tations of the leading order single-atom GR corrections
in quantum many-body dynamics, taking advantage of
the state-of-the-art Wannier-Stark OLCs with an array

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of an optical lattice clock (OLC) em-
bedded in the curved spacetime (metric gµν) formed by the
earth’s gravity. Mass-energy equivalence is the leading order
GR correction that translates internal energy difference h̄ω0

between |e⟩ and |g⟩ states into a difference in the rest mass
of an atom h̄ω0/c

2. Such type of correction generates second-
order Doppler shift ESDS and gravitational redshift EGRS,j to
the clock transition (see Eq. (3) and Eq. (4)). (b) Schematic
of the interplay between gravitational redshift and collective
cavity-mediated interactions (see Eq. (5)), with J⊥ and Jz

collective exchange and Ising couplings.

of fully controllable interacting particles under gravity
[10, 40]. We perform a detailed analysis of the effects
of mass-energy equivalence in a clock transition, i.e. net
change in relativistic rest mass due to internal energy,
including the gravitational redshift and the second-order
Doppler shift. We devise a dressing protocol using an ad-
ditional nuclear spin state that can be used to tune and
uniquely distinguish mass-energy equivalence in an OLC.
Taking advantage of the dressing protocol, we further an-
alyze the interplay between photon-mediated interactions
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and the gravitational redshift acting on individual atoms.
While gravitational redshift is akin to a mere level shift
due to a magnetic field gradient, the observation in future
OLCs will provide a direct test of GR effects acting on a
many-body system. Depending on the relative strength
of the redshift compared to a many-body energy gap in-
duced by interactions, the system can feature local or
global synchronization, as well as entanglement genera-
tion for both cases. For the latter case, we show that
the synchronization time depends on the entanglement
of the initial state and can be used as a proxy for the
state’s metrological utility.

Mass-energy equivalence in OLCs.—We consider a sin-
gle atom in earth’s gravity described by a curved space-
time metric gµν (see Fig. 1(a)). We perform post-
Newtonian expansion of gµν in power series of ϕ/c2

[41, 42], with ϕ ≈ gZ the Newtonian gravitational po-
tential near the earth’s surface and g the local gravita-
tional acceleration. Following the treatment in Ref. [13,
16, 18, 21], one can obtain a single-atom Hamiltonian ĤA

accounting for the leading relativistic corrections:

ĤA = Ĥpoint

(
M +

ĤI

c2

)
+O(c−4). (1)

Here, Ĥpoint(M) =Mc2 + Ĥ0(M) + Ĥother is the Hamil-
tonian of a point particle with mass M , Ĥ0(M) =

P̂2/(2M) +Mϕ contains the non-relativistic terms, and
Ĥother contains other GR corrections arising from mo-
tion and metric geometry corrections [42]. The key idea
of Eq. (1) can be understood as the mass-energy equiva-
lence, summarized by the replacement M →M + ĤI/c

2

in Ĥpoint. OLCs feature an ultranarrow optical transi-
tion (clock transition) between two long-lived electronic
states (excited state |e⟩, ground state |g⟩), which is de-
scribed by the internal Hamiltonian ĤI = h̄ω0|e⟩⟨e|, with
ω0 the clock transition frequency measured at the lab
position Z = 0 (see Fig. 1(a)). Since in an OLC ĤI

contains the largest observable energy scale compared to
other terms, the mass-energy equivalence is the leading
order GR correction. It translates into a difference in
the rest mass of an atom in states |e⟩ and |g⟩: Mg =M ,
∆M = Me −Mg = h̄ω0/c

2. Note that the mass defect
∆M is not simply a fixed number, and its tunability (see
Fig. 2) is an important tool to determine the relativistic
origin of the mass defect.

We assume that in OLCs atoms are trapped in a magic-
wavelength 1D lattice along the gravitational potential
(Z axis), where |e⟩ and |g⟩ states experience the same
potential, V (Z) = VZ sin2(kLZ) +Mϕ [10, 40]. Here VZ
is the lattice depth, kL is the wave number of the lat-
tice that sets the atomic recoil energy ER = h̄2k2L/2M
and lattice spacing aL = π/kL. Metric geometry can
also lead to corrections to optical lattices [26], which are
negligible in our case. In a tilted 1D lattice described
by V (Z), the motional eigenstates in the ground band

are the so-called Wannier-Stark (WS) states |Wj⟩, with
j the Z-lattice site index where the WS state is cen-
tered at. Assuming the radial degrees of freedom are
also confined to the lowest ground state by an additional
2D lattice, with lattice depths VX,Y , the eigenenergies
of WS states are given by Ej = MgaLj + Eband, where
Eband ≈ ∑

α=X,Y,Z ER(
√
Vα/ER − 1/4) is the ground

band zero-point energy. The GR corrections due to mass-
energy equivalence is given by

Ĥcorr =
∑

j

(EGRS,j + ESDS)|e,Wj⟩⟨e,Wj |, (2)

with EGRS,j the gravitational redshift (GRS) and ESDS

the second-order Doppler shift (SDS). Their orders of
magnitude are discussed below for 87Sr atoms.

Applying the mass-energy equivalence to the gravita-
tional potential energy Mϕ, we get the GRS (or gravita-
tional time dilation),

EGRS,j =
∆M

M
⟨Wj |Mϕ|Wj⟩ = h̄ω0

gaLj

c2
. (3)

The GRS leads to a gradient of frequency shift across the
lattice. For example, the fractional frequency difference
for nearest-neighbor lattice sites is just 4.4×10−23, while
it is at the order of 10−19 for 1 mm spatial separation as
recently observed [10, 11].

The contribution of mass-energy equivalence in the ki-
netic energy leads to a local modification of the zero-point
energy known as SDS (or motional time dilation),

ESDS = −∆M

M

⟨Wj |P̂2|Wj⟩
2M

= − h̄ω0

2Mc2
Eband. (4)

The magnitude of ESDS increases with the lattice depth.
For example, a deep lattice with VX,Y,Z = 300ER leads
to fractional frequency shift −4.5 × 10−21. Corrections
in the kinetic energy can also lead to a modification of
the WS wave functions for |e⟩ atoms, while they play a
negligible role compared to EGRS,j and ESDS.

Tuning and distinguishing GR effects.—In standard
OLCs, the effects of GRS might be mimicked by a weak
magnetic field gradient. To observe genuine GR effects,
one approach is to simultaneously observe EGRS,j and
ESDS in the same system. This should be possible in
next-term OLCs by populating higher motional bands if
the systematic uncertainty of lattice Stark shifts [43] is
suppressed below 10−20.

We propose an alternative approach to use dressed
states as means to tune the mass defect ∆M and with
it simultaneously change EGRS,j and ESDS. As shown in
Fig. 2(a), we make use of the intrinsic multilevel structure
in fermionic alkaline earth atoms with nuclear spin F . We
apply a dressing beam with Rabi frequency Ω and detun-
ing δ connecting |e,mF ⟩ with |g,mF − 1⟩ states, leading
to the dressed states, |+⟩ = C1|e,mF ⟩ + C2|g,mF − 1⟩,
|−⟩ = −C2|e,mF ⟩ + C1|g,mF − 1⟩, where C1 = (1 −
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FIG. 2. Tuning mass-energy equivalence via dressed states.
(a) Schematic of dressing the clock transition with another
nuclear spin. The left panel show the application of the dress-
ing laser, and the right panel show the new clock transition
in the dressed basis. (b) The tunability of the mass defect
∆M and gravitational redshift ωGRS as a function of dressing
parameter δ/Ω. ∆M0 and ωGRS,0 are the corresponding val-
ues without dressing. (c) The tunability of cavity-mediated
interactions (see Ĥcav in Eq. (5)) as a function of dressing
parameters δ/Ω and nuclear spin level mF . Heisenberg inter-
action (J⊥ = Jz) can be reached with mF = 3/2.

δ/
√
Ω2 + δ2)1/2/

√
2, C2 = (1 + δ/

√
Ω2 + δ2)1/2/

√
2 in

the rotating frame of the dressing laser. By addressing
the transition between |↑⟩ ≡ |−⟩ and |↓⟩ ≡ |g,mF ⟩ states
with a clock laser for the ∆mF = 0 transition, one can
therefore get a tunable mass defect ∆M = |C2|2∆M0 in
the dressed clock transition via scanning the dressing pa-
rameter δ/Ω (see Fig. 2(b)), where ∆M0 = h̄ω0/c

2 is the
mass defect without the dressing laser. Since the nuclear
spin states in the ground manifold share the same mass
M but different Zeeman shifts [42], the dressing allows
us to differentiate between a gravitational redshift and
a magnetic field gradient. In the lab frame, we can un-
derstand the tunability of the mass-energy equivalence
achieved by the dressing scheme by noticing that the
state |−⟩ has a probability |C2|2 to be in the |e⟩ level
and therefore an average internal energy of |C2|2h̄ω0.

This protocol is feasible thanks to the fact that the
clock transitions between different nuclear spins are fre-
quency resolved due to magnetic Zeeman shifts. We also
assume all other dynamical frequencies are smaller than
the dressed state energy gap

√
Ω2 + δ2 and the Zeeman

shifts between nuclear spins. To guarantee the matching
of laser phases for each atom, the dressing beam and the
clock beam should be co-propagating. Moreover, spatial
inhomogeneities in atomic detunings δ and in the dress-
ing laser Rabi frequency Ω might obscure the effects of
gravitational redshift. For a mHz gravitational redshift
arising from a cm-scale spatial separation, it would be
required to suppress the spatial variations of δ(Z), Ω(Z)
and other source of perturbations below 10−4 Hz. This
has already been achieved in Ref. [10] except the require-

ment for Ω(Z), which could be achievable using a cavity
to stabilize the spatial mode of the dressing laser. One
can also circumvent the stringent requirement for Ω(Z)
by averaging the transition frequency of |g,mF ⟩ ↔ |−⟩
and |g,mF ⟩ ↔ |+⟩, while sacrificing the tunability of
mass defect (∆M = ∆M0/2) [42].

Interplay with many-body dynamics.—After providing
a recipe to distinguish genuine GR effects in OLCs, we
further explore their manifestations in quantum many-
body dynamics. We consider photon-mediated interac-
tions generated by placing the atoms in an optical cavity
[44, 45], in a regime where atomic contact interactions
are controlled to be much weaker. The interplay between
photon-mediated interactions and the GRS is described
by the following Hamiltonian (see Fig. 1(b)):

Ĥcav/h̄ = J⊥Ŝ · Ŝ+ (Jz − J⊥)Ŝ
zŜz +ωGRS

∑

j

jŜz
j , (5)

where h̄ωGRS = (∆M)gaL is the GRS between nearest
neighbor sites, J⊥ and Jz are the collective exchange and
Ising couplings. Here Ŝx,y,z

j are collective spin opera-
tors summed over all atoms at the same height jaL, and
Ŝx,y,z =

∑
j Ŝ

x,y,z
j . Based on Eq. (5), a magnetic field

gradient will in principle give rise to similar single-atom
inhomogeneities in the Hamiltonian. We drop the GR
corrections for interaction terms since they are negligible
in our case [42]. While the use of a single nuclear spin
state restricts the cavity exchange interactions to a single
polarization mode (Jz = 0 only), the dressing to another
nuclear spin allows for coupling two polarization modes
of the cavity [42], which enhances the tunability of Ĥcav

and realizes collective Heisenberg interactions (J⊥ = Jz)
as shown in Fig. 2(c). In the following, we mainly focus
on the case of J⊥ = Jz, since the Ŝ · Ŝ term becomes
a constant and does not alter entanglement in the fully
symmetric manifold. This requirement is unnecessary for
observing frequency synchronization.

We propose to initialize all the atoms in the state
(|g⟩ + |e⟩)/

√
2, perform time evolution under Hamilto-

nian Ĥcav (Eq. (5)), and then measure the phase shift of
⟨Ŝ+

j ⟩ for every Z-lattice site, resulting in frequency shift

ωj(t) = tan−1
[
⟨Ŝy

j ⟩/⟨Ŝx
j ⟩
]
/t as a function of evolution

time (see Fig. 3(a)). It can be observed by the appli-
cation of a π/2 pulse followed by local population mea-
surements. Without interactions or in the case of short
interrogation times, one expects to observe the GRS,
ωj = jωGRS, as reported in Ref. [10]. In the interaction
dominated regime, the GRS persists only for a time scale
shorter than the atomic interaction time scale. Beyond
this period, the frequencies become synchronized due to
interaction locking and reach ωj ≈ 0 at synchronization
time tsyn (see Fig. 3(b)). Without loss of generality, the
numerical simulations in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4 are based on
exact diagonalization for N = 16 atoms with one atom
per Z-lattice site.
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FIG. 3. Interplay between photon-mediated interactions and
GRS. (a) We prepare a product state with all atoms in |g⟩
state and apply a laser pulse R̂

−π/2
y = exp(iπ

2
Ŝy) to start

the dynamics. We focus on a single chain with N = 16
atoms under the Hamiltonian Ĥcav (Eq. (5)) with J⊥ = Jz.
(b) Individual atomic frequency shift ωj with ωsplit/NJ⊥ =
0.3125. Synchronization of atomic frequencies can be reach
at time tsyn. (c) Individual atomic frequency shift ωj with
ωsplit/NJ⊥ = 3.125. Global synchronization fails to occur in
this regime. (d) Spin squeezing parameter ξ2 and normalized
Rényi entropy S̃N/2 (inset) in the case of (b). (e) Normalized
Rényi entropy S̃N/2 in the case of (c).

The emergent synchronization is the result of many-
body gap protection also observed in prior experiments
[44, 46–50], which arises when ωsplit ≪ ∆E. Here
ωsplit = (Ns − 1)ωGRS is the maximum redshift in the
array, with Ns the number of lattice sites, and ∆E is the
many-body gap due to Heisenberg couplings. On the con-
trary, in the regime ωsplit ∼ ∆E, the gap cannot maintain
global synchronization (see Fig. 3(c)). Using a spin wave
analysis one obtains ∆E = NJ⊥ and NJ⊥tsyn = π for
J⊥ = Jz, where N corresponds to the total atom num-
ber in the array. For N ∼ 104 − 105 87Sr atoms [44],
one can achieve NJ⊥/2π ∼ Hz (ωsplit/NJ⊥ ∼ 10−3 for
cm-scale separation), leading to an achievable synchro-
nization time scale in experiment.

Furthermore, we find that the simultaneous presence of
single-atom GRS and photon-mediated interactions can
lead to quantum entanglement as shown in Fig. 3(d,e).
In fact, in the regime ωsplit ≪ ∆E, the projection of
the wave function into the fully symmetric manifold
imposed by the many-body gap transforms the single-
particle term into an effective one-axis twisting (OAT)
[51, 52] interaction term χŜzŜz, with χ ∼ ω2

split/[N(∆E)]
(see Ref. [53] where the splitting is generated by a dif-
ferent mechanism). In this case, entanglement builds up
for t > tsyn, as witnessed by a squeezing parameter [52],
ξ2 ≡ minφN(∆S⊥

φ )2/|⟨Ŝ⟩|2< 1 (see Fig. 3(d)). Here,
(∆S⊥

φ )2 is the variance of spin noise along an axis per-
pendicular to the collective spin ⟨Ŝ⟩. A faster growth
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FIG. 4. Interplay between entanglement and GRS.
(a) One-axis twisting (OAT) interactions ÛOAT(Q) =

exp(−iQŜzŜz/N) and rotations R̂θ
x = exp(−iθŜx) are first

applied to generate a spin squeezed initial state (at Q/2π =

0.6), followed by unitary evolution under Ĥcav. (b) The syn-
chronization time, tsyn depends on the orientation of the spin
squeezed state determined by θ. (c) ∆tsyn (marked in (b)) as
a function of OAT shearing strength Q. We show 4Cov(y, z)
is approaching the quantum Fisher information FQ for spin
squeezed states (inset). We compare the numerical simula-
tions (blue points) for N = 16 atoms under Ĥcav (J⊥ = Jz)
with Eq. (6) (black dashed lines).

of entanglement can be seen in the regime ωsplit ∼ ∆E
(see Fig. 3(e)). Since the entanglement in this case is
not captured by spin squeezing, instead we character-
ize the entanglement by the normalized Rényi entropy
S̃N/2 = −2 log2(tr(ρ

2
N/2))/N , where ρN/2 is the reduced

density matrix by taking partial trace over half of the
system. The entanglement builds up for ωsplitt/2π > 1
in this case, which might be due to population trans-
fer to highly entangled states in manifolds of lower total
spin [42]. For the implementation of entanglement gen-
eration, ωsplit/NJ⊥ ∼ 0.1 − 1 is achievable for 10 cm −
1 m separation and NJ⊥/2π ∼ 0.1 Hz.

To study the effects of the GRS on quantum en-
tanglement, we consider the scenario with entangled
initial states, such as the ones generated using cav-
ity induced OAT interactions [54, 55], ÛOAT(Q) =
exp(−iQŜzŜz/N), where Q is the shearing strength
(Fig. 4(a)). The squeezing direction corresponds to the
direction with minimum value of (∆S⊥

φ )2, which can be
controlled by performing a rotation R̂θ

x = exp(−iθŜx) as
shown in Fig. 4. We assume the initial state preparation
is fast enough such that the GRS does not play a role.
We use |ψ0⟩ to denote the state after OAT interactions,
and |ψ(θ)⟩ for the state after the R̂θ

x rotation.

In Fig. 4(b), we show that it is possible to control tsyn
below or above the value of a product initial state tsyn,0
(obtained in Fig. 3) depending on the rotation R̂θ

x. The
ratio tsyn/tsyn,0 under Ĥcav (J⊥ = Jz) can be understood
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using the following analytic result [42],

tsyn
tsyn,0

= 1− 2

π
arctan

[
Cov(y, z)

(N − 1)⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩

]
, (6)

where Cov(α, β) ≡ ⟨ψ(θ)|(ŜαŜβ + ŜβŜα)|ψ(θ)⟩ −
2⟨ψ(θ)|Ŝα|ψ(θ)⟩⟨ψ(θ)|Ŝβ |ψ(θ)⟩, with α, β = x, y, z. The
tunability of tsyn is due to the θ-dependence of Cov(y, z).
The tunable range ∆tsyn ≡ maxθ tsyn −minθ tsyn can be
used as a measure of entanglement (see Fig. 4(c)), since
4Cov(y, z) is approaching the quantum Fisher informa-
tion FQ [52], which corresponds to the maximal eigen-
value of the matrix FQ,αβ = 2Cov(α, β).

Conclusion and outlook.—We discussed protocols ac-
cessible in OLCs that explore how the single-atom GR ef-
fects modify many-body dynamics generated by photon-
mediated interactions. A similar interplay should be
observable with atomic superexchange interactions [42].
While so far we have mostly focused on highly localized
atomic arrays, generalizations to the case of itinerant par-
ticles where motion and other GR corrections also be-
come relevant, will open unique opportunities for testing
the basic tenets of GR when extended into the complex
quantum domain.
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S1. POST-NEWTONIAN CORRECTIONS

A. Post-Newtonian metric in the lab frame

Our starting point to include relativistic corrections is the parametrized post-Newtonian metric [S1–S4] in the
isotropic coordinates (ct, x, y, z),

ds2 = gµνdx
µdxν = −

(
1 + 2

ϕ̄

c2
+ 2β

ϕ̄2

c4

)
c2dt2 +

(
1− 2γ

ϕ̄

c2

)
(dx2 + dy2 + dz2) +O

(
1

c4

)
, (S1)

where ϕ̄(R) = −GM⊕/R is the Newtonian gravitational potential of the earth, with M⊕ the mass of the earth and

R =
√
x2 + y2 + z2. This metric agrees with the post-Newtonian expansion of Schwarzschild metric if β = γ = 1.

Note that Eq. (S1) is reduced to Minkowski metric (ds2 = ηµνdx
µdxν = −c2dt2 + dx2 + dy2 + dz2) when x, y, z → ∞.

Now we would like to define the lab frame, a reference frame which can be reduced to Minkowski metric at the
lab position. First, we replace z by R⊕ + z, with R⊕ the earth’s radius, so the lab position at the earth’s surface is
described by x = y = z = 0, where the radial direction is along the z axis. In this step, Eq. (S1) remains unchanged,
and we can rewrite the gravitational potential as ϕ̄ = ϕ0 + ϕ, where ϕ0 = ϕ̄(R⊕) is the gravitational potential at the
earth’s surface. Following Ref. [S4], we consider the following coordinate transformation,

T =

(
1 +

ϕ0
c2

+
2β − 1

2

ϕ20
c4

)
t, X =

(
1− γ

ϕ0
c2

)
x, Y =

(
1− γ

ϕ0
c2

)
y, Z =

(
1− γ

ϕ0
c2

)
z. (S2)

The lab frame can be described in terms of the new coordinates (cT,X, Y, Z),

ds2 = −
(
1 + 2

ϕ

c2
+ 2β

ϕ2

c4
+ 4(β − 1)ϕ0

ϕ

c4

)
c2dT 2 +

(
1− 2γ

ϕ

c2

)
(dX2 + dY 2 + dZ2) +O

(
1

c4

)
. (S3)

Note that ϕ can be expanded as

ϕ(Z) = gZ +O(Z2), (S4)

where g is the gravitational acceleration. In the case of GR theory (β = γ = 1), the post-Newtonian metric in the two
reference frames (see Eq. (S1) and Eq. (S3)) takes the same form, and this is the metric we used in the main text.

As a general remark, the gravitational redshift originates from the difference in the proper time dτp = ds/c for
clocks at rest at different spatial coordinates due to the metric (see Eq. (S3)). If there is a single observer at a fixed
position, the way to measure gravitational redshift is to send out laser beams with a unique frequency to different
position, and the observer should find the difference of atomic transition frequency (clock) at different positions. If
there are several observers at different positions, the way to measure gravitational redshift is to measure the frequency
of the same laser beam at different positions assuming they have the same atomic transition frequency (clock), and
they should observe different frequency for the light field. It is worth to mention that all the following discussions are
based on the lab frame (see Eq. (S3)) defined here with a single observer at rest at the lab position.
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B. Post-Newtonian single-atom quantum Hamiltonian

1. Key steps towards mass-energy equivalence

Post-Newtonian corrections for a quantum Hamiltonian can be determined in the following way [S2, S3]: Write down
the classical action/Lagrangian in the lab frame consistent with GR, perform Legendre transformation to achieve the
classical Hamiltonian, and then perform canonical quantization to achieve the quantum Hamiltonian. In the following,
we will discuss the key idea of how mass-energy equivalence can be interpreted from the post-Newtonian corrections,
and much more details can be found in Ref. [S2].

First we consider the post-Newtonian quantum Hamiltonian for a single free point particle with mass M . We start
from the following classical action,

Spoint = −Mc

∫
dT

√
gµν ẋµẋν , (S5)

and the classical Lagrangian Lpoint is given by Spoint =
∫
LpointdT in the lab frame (cT,X, Y, Z). We have

Lpoint = −Mc2
√

−gµν ẋµẋν/c2

= −Mc2 +
MẊ2

2

(
1 +

Ẋ2

4c2

)
−Mϕ

(
1 +

2β − 1

2

ϕ

c2
+ 2(β − 1)

ϕ0
c2

)
− 2γ + 1

2

Mϕ

c2
Ẋ2 +O

(
1

c4

)
,

(S6)

where Ẋ2 = Ẋ2 + Ẏ 2 + Ż2. The momentum P is given by

P =
∂Lpoint

∂Ẋ
=MẊ

(
1 +

Ẋ2

2c2
− (2γ + 1)

ϕ

c2

)
+O

(
1

c4

)
. (S7)

We use Legendre transformation to get the classical Hamiltonian, Hpoint = P · Ẋ−Lpoint, and then perform canonical
quantization to achieve the quantum Hamiltonian,

Ĥpoint(X̂, P̂,M) =Mc2 + Ĥ0 + Ĥother, (S8)

where Ĥ0 is the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian,

Ĥ0 =
P̂2

2M
+Mϕ, (S9)

and Ĥother contains the relativistic corrections,

Ĥother = − P̂4

8M3c2
+Mϕ

(
2β − 1

2

ϕ

c2
+ 2(β − 1)

ϕ0
c2

)
+

2γ + 1

2

P̂ · ϕP̂
Mc2

+O

(
1

c4

)
. (S10)

For simplicity, we then consider the atom is formed by two charged particles interacting via EM fields, and there
are no external EM fields coupled to the system. We also assume that the atom is a localized object such that the
gravitational potential ϕ remains unchanged within the size of an atom. In the Coulomb gauge, one can finally reach
the following atomic Hamiltonian [S2, S3],

ĤA =
( ∑

n=1,2

Mn

)
c2 +

∑

n=1,2

[
P̂2

n

2Mn
− P̂4

n

8M3
nc

2
+Mnϕ

(
1 +

2β − 1

2

ϕ

c2
+ 2(β − 1)

ϕ0
c2

)
+

2γ + 1

2

P̂n · ϕP̂n

Mnc2

]

+

(
1 + (γ + 1)

ϕ

c2

)
e1e2

4πϵ0|X̂12|
− e1e2

16πϵ0M1M2c2

[
P̂1 ·

1

|X̂12|
P̂2 + P̂1 ·

(X̂12)(X̂12)

|X̂12|3
· P̂2 + h.c.

]
+O

(
1

c4

)
,

(S11)

where X̂12 = X̂1 − X̂2. This Hamiltonian is the so-called Darwin Hamiltonian which includes relativistic corrections
except the terms related to the electron spin. Here we would like to use this Hamiltonian as a toy model to discuss
the relativistic corrections to the center-of-mass frame and the connection to the Hamiltonian of a point particle (see
Eq.(S8)).
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In the non-relativistic case, we define center-of-mass (COM) coordinates (X̂′, P̂′) and internal coordinates (x̂′, p̂′)
in the following way,

X̂′ =
1

M
(M1X̂1 +M2X̂2), P̂′ = P̂1 + P̂2, x̂′ = X̂2 − X̂1, p̂′ =

M1

M
P̂2 −

M2

M
P̂1, (S12)

where M =M1 +M2 is the total mass, and µ =M1M2/M is the reduced mass. However, if applying the coordinate

transformation above to ĤA (see Eq. (S11)), one can easily find that it fails to separate the Hamiltonian into COM and
internal degrees of freedom without crossed couplings. As proposed by Ref. [S5], one can apply relativistic corrections
to the COM and internal coordinates using the following unitary transformation,

X̂ = Û†X̂′Û , P̂ = Û†P̂′Û , x̂ = Û†x̂′Û , p̂ = Û†p̂′Û , (S13)

where

Û = exp

[
i

1

4M2c2

(
(P̂′ · p̂′)(P̂′ · x̂′) + (P̂′ · x̂′)(P̂′ · p̂′)

)
+ i

M1 −M2

4µM2c2

(
(p̂′ · p̂′)(P̂′ · x̂′) + (P̂′ · x̂′)(p̂′ · p̂′)

)

+ i
e1e2(M1 −M2)

8πϵ0M2c2
P̂′ · x̂′

|x̂′|

]
.

(S14)

Using these new coordinates in Hamiltonian ĤA (see Eq. (S11)), we get

ĤA = Ĥpoint

(
X̂, P̂,M +

ĤI

c2

)
+O(c−4). (S15)

This is the so-called mass-energy equivalence since the atom Hamiltonian ĤA can be generated by replacing mass M
by M + ĤI/c

2 in the point-particle Hamiltonian Ĥpoint. In other words, the mass of a composite particle comprises

the rest masses of the constituent particles as well as the internal energy. Here the internal Hamiltonian ĤI is given
by

ĤI = ĤI,0 + ĤI,SR + ĤI,GR, (S16)

where ĤI,0 is the non-relativistic internal Hamiltonian,

ĤI,0 =
p̂2

2µ
+

e1e2
4πϵ0|x̂|

, (S17)

ĤI,SR contains the corrections due to special relativity,

ĤI,SR = − p̂4

8µ3c2
M3

1 +M3
2

M3
− e1e2

8πϵ0µMc2

(
p̂ · 1

|x̂| p̂+ p̂ · x̂x̂

|x̂|3 · p̂
)
+O

(
1

c4

)
, (S18)

ĤI,GR contains the corrections due to metric geometry,

ĤI,GR = γ
ϕ(X̂)

c2

(
p̂2

µ
+

e1e2
4πϵ0|x̂|

)
+O

(
1

c4

)
. (S19)

2. List of relevant post-Newtonian correction terms

Here we list all the relevant post-Newtonian corrections terms for the single-atom Hamiltonian (see Fig. S1),

Ĥsp = ĤA + ĤAL. (S20)

• ĤA is the atom Hamiltonian including center of mass and internal degrees of freedom. To the leading order
of post-Newtonian expansion, we have ĤA given by Eq. (S15), with internal Hamiltonian ĤI (the case of two

charged particles) given by Eq. (S16) and point-particle Hamiltonian Ĥpoint given by Eq. (S8). To clearly

indicate the post-Newtonian corrections, one can rewrite ĤA in the following form,

ĤA =Mc2 + Ĥ0 + ĤI + ĤSDS + ĤGRS + Ĥother. (S21)

We understand these corrections in the following way:
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MggaL
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ΔM=ℏω0/c2
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(a) (b)

Relativistic COM Motion

Gravitational Redshift (~cm)

2nd-order Doppler

Metric Geometry (~cm)

} Mass-EnergyEquivalence

Fractional Frequency

Fig. S1. (a) Schematic of an optical lattice clock with atoms trapped in a lattice tilted by gravity. Internal energy difference ℏω0

between |e⟩ and |g⟩ states can lead to mass difference ∆M in the Newtonian gravitational potential and generate gravitational
redshift. It is possible to tune the frequency of laser beams to excite either on-site (orange arrow) or off-site (light orange

arrows) transitions [S6, S7]. (b) Order of magnitude of the GR corrections for ĤA in fractional frequency of the clock transition
(87Sr). The light orange color marks the corrections due to mass-energy equivalence (see Eq. (S22) and Eq. (S23)), and the
light purple color marks the other source of corrections (see Eq. (S10)). We assume MHz scale of kinetic energy and cm scale
spatial separation of gravitational potential. The dashed line shows the current record of optical clock stability, 7.6 × 10−21

[S6].

1. Mass-energy equivalence. This is to replace M by M + ĤI/c
2 in Ĥ0 (see Fig. S1(a)). The replacement in

the kinetic energy term of Ĥ0 can lead to second-order Doppler shift,

ĤSDS = − P̂2

2M

ĤI

Mc2
. (S22)

The replacement in the gravitational potential energy term of Ĥ0 can lead to gravitational redshift,

ĤGRS =
ϕ

c2
ĤI . (S23)

We have discussed these two types of corrections in the main text, since they are the dominant GR
corrections for optical lattice clocks. Here we list their order of magnitudes in Fig. S1(b).

2. Ĥother (see Eq. (S10)). Compared to mass-energy equivalence, Ĥother only acts on motional degrees of
freedom and does not lead to frequency shifts of the clock transition. For comparison, we still list their
orders of magnitude in terms of fractional frequency in Fig. S1(b). The first term of Ĥother represents

the corrections to the kinetic energy in Ĥ0 due to relativistic COM motion, which is at the order of
fractional frequency 10−29 assuming MHz scale of kinetic energy. The rest of the terms are metric geometry
corrections to the kinetic energy and potential energy terms in Ĥ0, which is at the order of 10−25 for 1 cm
spatial separation. It is worth to mention that the term Mϕ2/c2 in metric geometry corrections depends
quadratically on the spatial separation (∼ Z2), and this term will become relevant in the case of larger
spatial separations such as atom interferometers.

3. Corrections in ĤI (see Eq. (S16)). The special relativistic corrections ĤI,SR, as well as the terms related to
electron spin, can give rise to atomic fine structure, which has already been taken into account in standard
cold atom experiments. As for the metric geometry corrections ĤI,GR, Ref. [S3] points out that ĤI,GR is
off-diagonal in the unperturbed eigenbasis of internal states, so the corrections to the internal energy is
negligible. Here, we typically assume ĤI is the same as the internal Hamiltonian used in standard AMO
experiments including atomic fine structure and hyperfine structure. On the other hand, ĤI,GR might lead
to corrections to the internal wave function, so the dipole matrix elements might need to be corrected in
ĤAL, although it is suppressed due to the small spatial separation in optical clocks.

• ĤAL describes the couplings to external electromagnetic field, which is relevant for the optical lattice beam as
well as the clock laser beam. Although the higher order terms in multipolar expansion can play a more important
role compared to the post-Newtonian corrections, here we only focus on the post-Newtonian corrections to the
leading order electric dipole terms. Under electric dipole approximation, we have [S2, S8]

ĤAL = −d̂ ·E+
1

2M

[
P̂ · (d̂×B) + (d̂×B) · P̂

]
, (S24)
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where d̂ is the electric dipole moment. In Eq. (S24), the first term is the standard electric dipole couplings,
and the second term is a relativistic correction term known as the Röntgen term, describing the coupling
between a moving dipole and a magnetic field. The Röntgen term is generated by the Lorentz transformation
of electric field E due to relativistic COM motion. We consider monochromatic light field in the following
form, E = E(+)e−iωt + H.c., B = B(+)e−iωt + H.c., where ω is the laser frequency. First we focus on the
post-Newtonian corrections to the optical lattice beam:

1. Röntgen term. For simplicity, we assume the lattice AC Stark shifts are dominated by a single dipole-allowed
transition |a⟩ → |b⟩, so the AC Stark shifts for internal state |a⟩ is given by second-order perturbation
theory,

Ĥac ≈ −⟨a|ĤAL|b⟩⟨b|ĤAL|a⟩
Eb − Ea − ℏωL

, (S25)

where ωL is the frequency of the lattice beam, Ea, Eb are the energy of states |a⟩ and |b⟩ respectively. Here

we assume linear polarization of the lattice beam, with E(+) = E cos(kLZ)X⃗, B(+) = (iE/c) sin(kLZ)Y⃗
and propagation direction Z⃗. Here the vector symbol X⃗ means a unit vector along X direction. Plugging
in Eq. (S25), we have

Ĥac ≈ −αE1E2 cos2(kLZ) + αE1E2 ℏωL

Mc2
sin2(kLZ), (S26)

where αE1 = ⟨a|d̂ · X⃗|b⟩⟨b|d̂ · X⃗|a⟩/(Eb −Ea − ℏω) is the electric dipole polarizability. Here, the first term
is the standard optical lattice potential, and the second term is the corrections due to the Röntgen term.
This leads to a correction of the lattice depth at the order of ℏωL/Mc2 ∼ 10−11, which is equivalent to a
fractional frequency of 10−20 for a MHz trapping potential. However, this term does not lead to frequency
shifts of the clock transition in a magic wavelength lattice, which means the same αE1 for the ground and
excited states of the clock transition.

2. Metric geometry corrections to electromagnetic plane waves. As pointed out in Ref. [S4], the calculation
of the electromagnetic field is based on solving Maxwell equations under the post-Newtonian metric. For
example, the plane wave propagating along Ẑ direction (electric field polarized along X̂ direction) should
be corrected in the following way,

E ∝
((

1− (γ + 1)
ϕ

c2

)
exp

[
− iωT ±

(
1− γ + 1

2

ϕ

c2

)
ikZ

]
+ c.c., 0, 0

)
, (S27)

where k = ω/c. As shown in Eq. (S27), we have ϕ/c2 corrections in the amplitude and phase of the electric
field. Note that this term does not lead to differential AC Stark shifts, while it leads to spatial dependent
lattice depth and lattice spacing. Such type of correction has negligible effects in optical clocks due to the
small spatial separation (fractional frequency 10−27 or smaller for 1 cm separation), while it will become
relevant in the case of larger spatial separations such as atom interferometers.

We then focus on the post-Newtonian corrections to the clock laser beam. We consider the case of the carrier
transition without changing the motional degrees of freedom (motional wave function ψe ≈ ψg). Similar to the
discussion of the lattice beam, the ϕ/c2 corrections due to metric geometry are suppressed due to the small

spatial separation of the optical clocks. For simplicity, we consider the clock laser beam propagating along X⃗

direction, with E(+) = EeikLX Z⃗, B(+) = −(E/c)eikLX Y⃗ , the Rabi frequency is given by

Ωclk = −⟨e|d̂ · Z⃗|g⟩E
ℏ

[ ∫
d3R ψ∗

ee
ikLXψg −

1

2Mc

∫
d3R ψ∗

e(P̂Xe
ikLX + eikLX P̂X)ψg

]
. (S28)

If we assume the motional states of the atoms are approximately harmonic oscillator states, since P̂Xe
ikLX +

eikLX P̂X is off-diagonal in the harmonic oscillator basis, the effects of Röntgen term are significantly suppressed
for the carrier transition. On the other hand, ĤSDS due to mass-energy equivalence couples the ground band
Wannier function to high bands, which gives perturbative corrections to ψe at the order of 10−11. Therefore,
the relativistic corrections should be at the order of 10−11 for Ωclk, which is equivalent to 10−26 − 10−25 in
fractional frequency unit assuming Ωclk in the range of 1− 10 Hz.
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C. Intuitive discussion of post-Newtonian atomic interactions

Here we would like to briefly discuss our intuition for post-Newtonian corrections on atomic interactions. As for the
cavity-mediated interactions, post-Newtonian corrections lie in the atom-light couplings and the analysis is similar
to the discussion of Ωclk in the previous subsection, thus we can reasonably assume 10−11 corrections to the cavity-
mediated interactions. As we discuss in the main text, NJ⊥ can be of the order of 1 − 10 Hz for clock transition
[S9], so the post-Newtonian corrections are at the order of fractional frequency 10−26 − 10−25, which is negligible for
current experiments.

As for the contact interaction, we consider the major source of corrections is the mass-energy equivalence, as we
discussed below. Our analysis is based on the s-wave interaction Hamiltonian,

Ĥs =
2πℏ2a−eg

µ

∫
d3R ψ̂†

e(R)ψ̂†
g(R)ψ̂g(R)ψ̂e(R), (S29)

where µ = MeMg/(Me +Mg) is the reduced mass, and a−eg = 69.1a0 is the s-wave scattering length [S7, S10]. Here
we will simply assume the C6 coefficient remains unchanged. The effects of mass-energy equivalence on the s-wave
interaction are as follows:

• Correction of the s-wave scattering length and the reduced mass. Based on Ref. [S11], the s-wave scattering
length can be estimated by

a−eg = āeg

(
1− tan

(
Φ− π

8

))
, āeg =

2π

[Γ(1/4)]2

(
2µC6,eg

ℏ2

)1/4

, (S30)

where Φ =
∫∞
r0
dr
√
2µ[−V (r)]/ℏ is the WKB phase, with r0 the classical turning point and V (r) the molecular

potential. To remove the modπ ambiguity of Φ, here we note that Φ/π is directly related to the number of
bound states Nb in the molecular potential,

Nb =

⌊
Φ

π
− 5

8

⌋
+ 1. (S31)

In the formula above, C6,eg = 3880Eha
6
0 is the C6 coefficient for eg channel of 87Sr atoms [S10], with Eh the

Hartree energy and a0 the Bohr radius, which leads to āeg = 75.4a0. Now we apply the mass-energy equivalence,
which gives

µ =
M

2

(
1 +

ℏω0

2Mc2

)
, (S32)

ã−eg = a−eg

(
1 +

ℏω0

8Mc2

)(
1− 1.099Φ

ℏω0

4Mc2

)
. (S33)

• Correction of the single-atom wave function. Since ĤSDS couples the ground band Wannier function to high
bands, we have perturbative corrections to the ground band Wannier function of |e⟩ state. If we approximate
the Wannier functions as the harmonic oscillator states, we get

ψg(X) ≈ ψ0(X), ψe(X) ≈ ψ0(X)−
√
2ℏω0

8Mc2
ψ2(X), (S34)

where ψn is the wave function of harmonic oscillator level n. The same formula can apply to Y and Z direction.

Combining all the corrections in Eq. (S32-S34), we can estimate the on-site interaction U by

U =
2πℏ2ã−eg

µ

∫
dX [ψe(X)]2[ψg(X)]2

∫
dY [ψe(Y )]2[ψg(Y )]2

∫
dZ [ψe(Z)]

2[ψg(Z)]
2

≈ U0

(
1− 1.099Φ

ℏω0

4Mc2

)
,

(S35)

where U0 =
√
8/π(kLa

−
eg)(ERVXVY VZ)

1/4. This calculation shows that the main contribution comes from the WKB

phase. Up to date there are no experimental measurements for the number of bound states in the eg channel of 87Sr
atoms. If we assume Φ/π falls into the range of 101 − 102, this leads to 10−10 − 10−9 corrections to U , which is
equivalent to fractional frequency 10−22−10−21 for U at kHz scale. We note that this correction is much smaller than
the modification of bare scattering length due to the lattice potential itself [S12, S13], and therefore can be ignored
for current experiments.
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Photon 
field

Atoms
Dressing

Clock

Fig. S2. (a) Schematic of the dressing protocol. We apply dressing laser connecting |e,mF ⟩ with |g,mF − 1⟩ states, which
leads to the dressed basis |+⟩ and |−⟩. We then define the new clock qubit based on the transition between |g,mF ⟩ and |−⟩
states. (b) Schematic of the cavity-mediated interactions in the dressed basis. The cavity axis is along Z and the quantization
axis is along magnetic field B labeled in the plot. The additional nuclear spin state in the dressing protocol allows for coupling
to two polarization modes in the cavity and enhancing the tunability of the cavity-mediated interactions.

S2. DRESSING PROTOCOL

A. Derivation

In Fig. 2 of the main text, we discussed state dressing protocol proposed to tune and distinguish the mass-energy
equivalence from other effects. We explain the protocol in more detail. We consider three internal levels |e,mF ⟩,
|g,mF ⟩ and |g,mF − 1⟩. A dressing laser (with Rabi frequency Ω, laser frequency ωd) is used to couple |e,mF ⟩ with
|g,mF − 1⟩ states (see Fig. S2(a)). Due to magnetic Zeeman shifts, the clock transitions between different nuclear
spins are frequency resolved, thus we assume the modification on other states are typically small. In the rotating
frame of the dressing laser, the Hamiltonian of internal levels plus dressing laser becomes

ĤI+D = ℏω0|e,mF ⟩+ ℏ(ω0 + δ)|g,mF − 1⟩+ ℏΩ
2

(|e,mF ⟩⟨g,mF − 1|+H.c.), (S36)

where δ = ωd−ω0−ωZ is the detuning of the dressing laser, and ωZ the Zeeman shift between |g,mF ⟩ and |g,mF −1⟩
states. We set the energy of |g,mF ⟩ state to 0. The eigenstates of this Hamiltonian are given by

|+⟩ = C1|e,mF ⟩+ C2|g,mF − 1⟩, E+/ℏ = ω0 +
δ

2
+

1

2

√
Ω2 + δ2, (S37)

|−⟩ = −C2|e,mF ⟩+ C1|g,mF − 1⟩, E−/ℏ = ω0 +
δ

2
− 1

2

√
Ω2 + δ2, (S38)

where

C1 =
1√
2

(
1− δ√

Ω2 + δ2

)1/2

, C2 =
1√
2

(
1 +

δ√
Ω2 + δ2

)1/2

. (S39)

Since ωZ ≪ ω0, we can ignore the mass difference between |g,mF ⟩ and |g,mF − 1⟩ states. The corrections from

the second order Doppler shift ĤSDS and gravitational redshift ĤGRS take the following form,

ĤSDS = −ℏω0
P̂2

2M2c2
|e⟩⟨e|, ĤGRS = ℏω0

gZ

c2
|e⟩⟨e|. (S40)

Since ĤSDS and ĤGRS are much smaller than the energy gap
√
Ω2 + δ2, we can restrict the dynamics within the

effective two level system formed by |g,mF ⟩ and |−⟩ states if tuning the clock laser frequency resonant with this
transition. In this case we define the projection operator

P̂ = |−⟩⟨−|+ |g,mF ⟩⟨g,mF |. (S41)
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Using the projection operator, ĤSDS and ĤGRS become

P̂ĤSDSP̂ = −ℏω0
P̂2

2M2c2
|C2|2|−⟩⟨−|, P̂ĤGRSP̂ = ℏω0

gZ

c2
|C2|2|−⟩⟨−|, (S42)

which is equivalent to a modification of the mass defect,

∆M = |C2|2∆M0, (S43)

where ∆M0 = ℏω0/c
2 is the mass defect without the dressing protocol. The GRS leads to a position-dependent

correction of the dressed state energy E− (we do not include the second order Doppler shift for simplicity),

E−(Z) = E− +
ℏω0g

c2
|C2|2Z, (S44)

which can be resolved via clock spectroscopy in the effective two level system formed by |g,mF ⟩ and |−⟩ states.
All the discussion above is in the rotating frame of the dressing laser. When an atom is in the state |−⟩, the

probability to populate the excited clock state is |C2|2 and therefore in the lab frame it has an average energy
≈ |C2|2ℏω0. This is another way to understand how the dressing laser enables the tunability of the mass defect ∆M .

B. Technical considerations

Due to experimental imperfection, spatial inhomogeneities exist for the atomic frequency and the parameters δ and
Ω in E−. The effects of the GRS will be washed out if the inhomogeneities are much larger than the redshift value.
For 1 cm spatial separation, the GRS is at the order of mHz, thus one needs to control the inhomogeneities below
10−4 Hz for direct observation of the GRS.

Relating the single atom energies, the leading order contributions are from position-dependent Zeeman shifts due to
spatial inhomogeneties in the magnetic field. One can suppress first order Zeeman shifts by probing opposite nuclear
spin states and calculating the averaged frequency, which has been already demonstrated in Ref. [S6]. The same idea
also works for the dressing protocol. One can average the transition frequency of |g,mF ⟩ ↔ (−C2|e,mF ⟩+C1|g,mF −
1⟩) and |g,−mF ⟩ ↔ (−C2|e,−mF ⟩ + C1|g,−mF + 1⟩). Without shot-to-shot fluctuations, this approach allows for
exact cancellation of the effects from magnetic field gradients.

Since the GRS behaves like a magnetic field gradient across the atomic sample in the case of two-level systems, it
is important to distinguish it from any residual magnetic field gradient. Suppose there is no gravitational redshift
in the system, and there is a small magnetic field gradient term adding on top of a constant magnetic field, then we
have ω0(Z) = ω0 + (ηe − ηg)mFZ, ωZ(Z) = ωZ + ηgZ, where ηe = −G3P0

µB∂ZB, ηg = −G1S0
µB∂ZB, with G3P0

and
G1S0

representing the Landé g-factors, and µB is the Bohr magneton. So the first-order perturbation correction of
the energy of the |−⟩ state is given by

E−(Z) = E− +

[
|C2|2(ηe − ηg)mF − |C1|2ηg

]
Z. (S45)

Since ηg ̸= 0, we find different dependence by varying δ compared to the gravitational redshift (see Eq. (S44)). The
reason is that different ground-state nuclear spins have the same mass but different Zeeman shifts.

As for the dressing laser Rabi frequency Ω, the leading order contributions are from the spatial profile of the laser
beam. If we denote the modification of Ω as ∆Ω, the change of E− is given by

∆E−/ℏ = −1

2

√
Ω2 + δ2

(
1 +

(∆Ω)Ω

Ω2 + δ2

)
. (S46)

For 87Sr atoms, the Zeeman shifts between nuclear spin states are at the order of 102 Hz, in order to frequency resolve
a single transition between nuclear spin states, we have Ω/2π ∼ 10 Hz. So the requirement ∆Ω/2π < 10−4 Hz is
equivalent to ∆Ω/Ω < 10−5. In principle, this requirement is achievable using an ultrastable cavity, which allows for
precise control of the spatial mode of the dressing laser. An alternative approach is to reduce this requirement is to
notice that the change of E+ due to ∆Ω as the opposite sign,

∆E+/ℏ =
1

2

√
Ω2 + δ2

(
1 +

(∆Ω)Ω

Ω2 + δ2

)
. (S47)



9

If we average the transition frequency of |g,mF ⟩ ↔ |−⟩ and |g,mF ⟩ ↔ |+⟩, we get

E−(Z) + E+(Z)

2
= ℏω0 +

ℏδ
2

+
1

2

ℏω0g

c2
Z. (S48)

In this way, the averaged transition frequency becomes independent of Ω. Even though one sacrifices the full tunability
of gravitational redshift, it is still changed to half of its value without dressing.

C. Contact interactions

Here we analyze the effects of the dressing protocol on the interatomic s-wave interactions. We start from the fol-
lowing second quantized Hamiltonian describing the s-wave interaction of alkaline earth atoms due to SU(n) symmetry
[S7],

Ĥs =
2πℏ2agg
M

∑

mm′
(m ̸=m′)

∫
d3R ψ̂†

gm(R)ψ̂†
gm′(R)ψ̂gm′(R)ψ̂gm(R)

+
2πℏ2aee
M

∑

mm′
(m ̸=m′)

∫
d3R ψ̂†

em(R)ψ̂†
em′(R)ψ̂em′(R)ψ̂em(R)

+
2πℏ2(a−eg + a+eg)

M

∑

mm′

∫
d3R ψ̂†

gm(R)ψ̂†
em′(R)ψ̂em′(R)ψ̂gm(R)

+
2πℏ2(a−eg − a+eg)

M

∑

mm′

∫
d3R ψ̂†

gm(R)ψ̂†
em′(R)ψ̂em(R)ψ̂gm′(R).

(S49)

Here m is the label of nuclear spins −F,−F + 1, · · · , F , and agg, aee, a−eg and a+eg are the s-wave scattering lengths.

Assuming the frequency difference between nuclear spins (Zeeman shifts) and energy gap
√
Ω2 + δ2 between two

dressed states are typically larger than the interaction strength, one can restrict the dynamics within two levels,
|↓⟩ ≡ |g,mF ⟩ and |↑⟩ ≡ |−⟩. Projecting the interaction Hamiltonian into these two states (see Eq. (S41)), we have

P̂ĤsP̂ =
4πℏ2

M

(
|C1|2agg + |C2|2a−eg

)∫
d3R ψ̂†

↑(R)ψ̂†
↓(R)ψ̂↓(R)ψ̂↑(R). (S50)

In this way, we modify the on-site interaction strength U by

U

U0
=

|C1|2agg + |C2|2a−eg
a−eg

. (S51)

D. Cavity-mediated interactions

Here we analyze the effects of the dressing protocol on the cavity-mediated interactions. Refs. [S14, S15] provide
a detailed discussion of cavity-mediated interactions for multilevel alkaline earth atoms. Here we focus on the case
that the quantization axis for nuclear spins is perpendicular to the cavity axis (see Fig. S2(b)). In this case, the
two polarization modes supported by the cavity can drive the π transition and the linear combination of σ+ and σ−

transitions, so we can define the multilevel raising operators for these two polarization modes,

Π̂+ =
∑

jm

C0
m|em⟩j⟨gm|, Σ̂+ =

∑

jm

i√
2
(C−1

m |em−1⟩j⟨gm|+ C+1
m |em+1⟩j⟨gm|), (S52)

where j is the label of atoms, m is the label of nuclear spins, and Cσ
m ≡ ⟨F,m; 1, σ|F,m+ σ⟩ are the Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients. Based on Ref. [S14], the multilevel exchange interactions take the following form,

Ĥc/ℏ = χ(Π̂+Π̂− + Σ̂+Σ̂−), (S53)

with Π̂− = (Π̂−)† and Σ̂− = (Σ̂−)†.



10

|g〉⊗N R

y
-π/2 U


=exp[-iH


SEt/ℏ]

-5

0

5

ω
j/
ω
G
R
S

0 20 40 60 80 100
-10

-5

0

5

10

Jt/2π

ω
j/
ω
G
R
S

0.0

-0.5

-1.0

-1.5

-2.0

ξ
2
(d
B
)

0 20 40 60 80 100
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

Jt/2π

S N
/2

020406080100
0.0

2.0

4.0
S

N /2

×10-3

tsyn

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

10-2

10-1

ωsplit/J

Fig. S3. (a) We prepare a product state with all atoms in |g⟩ state and apply a laser pulse R̂
−π/2
y = exp(iπ

2
Ŝy) to start the

dynamics. We focus on a single tube with N = 16 atoms evolving under the Hamiltonian ĤSE (Eq. (S56)), and then perform
measurements for each atom. (b) Individual atomic frequency shift ωj with ωsplit/NJ⊥ = 10−2. Synchronization of atomic
frequencies can be reach at time tsyn. (c) Individual atomic frequency shift ωj with ωsplit/NJ⊥ = 10−1. Global synchronization

fails to occur in this regime. (d) Spin squeezing parameter ξ2 and normalized Rényi entropy S̃N/2 in the case of (b). (e)

Normalized Rényi entropy S̃N/2 in the case of (c). The interplay between cavity-meditated interactions and gravitational
redshift can lead to entanglement generation for both cases.

Assuming the frequency difference between nuclear spins (Zeeman shifts) and energy gap
√
Ω2 + δ2 between two

dressed states are typically larger than the interaction strength χN , one can restrict the dynamics within two levels,
| ↓⟩ ≡ |g,mF ⟩ and | ↑⟩ ≡ |−⟩. In this two-level system, one can define collective spin operators, Ŝ+ =

∑
j | ↑⟩j⟨↓ |,

Ŝ− = (Ŝ+)†, and Ŝz =
∑

j(|↑⟩j⟨↑| − |↓⟩j⟨↓|)/2. Projecting Ĥc into this two-level system (see Eq. (S41)), we get

P̂ĤcP̂ = χ(C0
mF

)2|C2|2Ŝ+Ŝ− + χ
(C+1

mF−1)
2

2
|C1|2|C2|2

(
N

2
+ Ŝz

)2

. (S54)

In this way, we modify J⊥ and Jz by

J⊥ = χ(C0
mF

)2|C2|2, Jz = χ
(C+1

mF−1)
2

2
|C1|2|C2|2. (S55)

S3. ADDITIONAL NUMERICAL RESULTS

In the main text, we have shown that frequency synchronization and entanglement generation can be achieved
due to the interplay between cavity-mediated interactions and gravitational redshift. Here we show that similar
phenomena can be achieved if we replace cavity-mediated interactions by superexchange interactions. For simplicity,
we consider the case VZ ≪ VX = VY for a 3D lattice with 87Sr atoms in the ground band, so the system behaves as an
array of independent tubes along the gravitational potential (Z axis). We assume the system is in the Mott insulator
regime with one atom per lattice site, where the leading dynamics can be described by superexchange interactions
mediated by motion between nearest neighbor sites [S16]. The Hamiltonian within a tube can be written in terms

of spin-1/2 operators ŝx,y,zj = ĉ†jβσ
x,y,z
ββ′ ĉjβ′ in the two-level system defined by the dressing scheme, where σx,y,z are

Pauli matrices, ĉjβ is the fermionic annihilation operator for lattice site index j and spin label β = {↑, ↓}. We get

ĤSE/ℏ = J
∑

j

ŝj · ŝj+1 + ωGRS

∑

j

jŝzj , (S56)

where ℏωGRS = (∆M)gaL is the gravitational redshift between nearest neighbor sites, and ℏJ = 4τ2/Ueff is the
superexchange interaction strength. Here Ueff = (U2−(MgaL)

2)/U , with U the on-site interaction strength. Based on
Eq. (S56), a magnetic field gradient will in principle give rise to similar single-atom inhomogeneities in the Hamiltonian.
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Fig. S4. We evolve the system based on the time sequence in Fig. 3 in the main text and calculate the expectation value
Kcol = ⟨Ŝ · Ŝ⟩/[N

2
(N

2
+1)] as a function of evolution time. (a,b) We consider Hamiltonian of cavity-mediated interactions Ĥcav

with J⊥ = Jz (Eq. (5) in the main text). The choice of parameters is the same as Fig. S3. (c,d) We consider Hamiltonian of

nearest-neighbor superexchange interaction ĤSE (Eq. (S56)). The choice of parameters is the same as Fig. 3 in the main text.

The combination of the dressed states allows us to tune the value of U by coupling to different atomic collision channels
(see previous sections). This assumes all the interaction strengths are smaller than dressed state energy gap

√
Ω2 + δ2

and Zeeman shifts between nuclear spins, to restrict dynamics within two levels. Note that mass-energy equivalence
might also lead to corrections of U via modifying scattering lengths (see previous sections), while they are smaller
than the current uncertainty of interaction parameters [S12].

In Fig. S3, we perform the same analysis as Fig. 3 in the main text, while replacing cavity-mediated interactions Ĥcav

(Eq. (5) in the main text) by the nearest-neighbor superexchange interaction ĤSE (see Eq. (S56)). Since the initial
state is an eigenstate of the interaction terms, and the interplay between interaction and gravitational redshift can
lead to quantum dynamics away from this eigenstate and generate quantum entanglement, similar to the phenomena
discussed in Fig. 3 in the main text. In the interaction dominant regime, we find frequency synchronization and
spin squeezing generation due to many-body gap protection. While in the regime where the interaction strength is
comparable with the gravitational redshift, frequency synchronization fails to occur, and we find a faster growth of
normalized Rényi entropy.

In contrast to the cavity-mediated interactions discussed in the main text, the spin wave analysis (see the next
section) of superexchange interaction shows a scaling of ∆E ∝ J/N2 for the many-body gap and Jtsyn ∝ N2 for the
synchronization time. For the typical OLC setup [S16], the frequency synchronization can be reached within 1 s for a
tube with N = 16. Considering the 3D lattice with an array of independent tubes, the total atom number would be
163 = 4096, which is at the same order of magnitude as the atom number in Ref. [S16].

In Fig. S4, we use the same time sequence as Fig. 3 in the main text, and calculate the expectation value ⟨Ŝ · Ŝ⟩ as
a function of the evolution time. Note that in a given total spin-S manifold, we have ⟨Ŝ · Ŝ⟩ = S(S+1). So ⟨Ŝ · Ŝ⟩ can
serve as a measure of population in the collective manifold (S = N/2), spin-wave manifold (S = N/2− 1), as well as

the manifolds with lower total spin. We consider both nearest-neighbor superexchange interaction ĤSE (Eq. (S56))

and cavity-mediated interaction Ĥcav with J⊥ = Jz (Eq. (5) in the main text). In the interaction dominant regime
where frequency synchronization can occur, we find undamped oscillations between the collective manifold (S = N/2)
and the spin-wave manifold (S = N/2 − 1). In the other regime where frequency synchronization fails to occur, the
system can evolve to manifolds with lower total spin.

S4. ANALYTIC RESULTS FOR FREQUENCY SYNCHRONIZATION

In the main text, we discuss the interplay between atomic interactions (contact interaction or cavity mediated
interactions) and gravitational redshift. Here we would like to provide analytic spin-wave calculations based on two
different approaches, including Holstein–Primakoff approximation and restriction of dynamics within collective and
spin-wave manifold. We focus on the single chain of N atoms and consider each atom as a spin-1/2 particle with
operators ŝx,y,zn , and in this case we also use N to label the number of lattice sites. Based on our protocol in Fig. 3
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and Fig. 4 in the main text, the frequency of each atom ωn(t) can be estimated by

ωn(t) =
1

t
arctan

( ⟨ŝyn(t)⟩
⟨ŝxn(t)⟩

)
. (S57)

The rigorous definition of the synchronization time tsyn is the time for the first minimum in the variance of atomic
frequencies. In fact, we can approximately reach the zero crossing of ωn(t) for all the n at tsyn, as demonstrated by
the analytic results below and by numerical evidences.

A. Holstein–Primakoff approximation

We would like to use Holstein–Primakoff approximation to describe the case with an unentangled initial state (see
Fig. 3 in the main text). Considering the initial state with all N spins pointing to +x direction, we can approximate
the spin-1/2 operators as

ŝxn =
1

2
− â†nân, ŝyn ≈ ân + â†n

2
, ŝzn ≈ ân − â†n

2i
. (S58)

In this way, the initial state becomes the vacuum state of all these bosonic operators. In the following, we will plug
these bosonic operators into the Hamiltonian and keep the terms up to quadratic order of bosonic operators. We then
apply Fourier transform to obtain the bosonic operators for spin waves k = 2πm/N with m = 0, 1, 2, · · · , N − 1,

ân =
1√
N

∑

k

eiknâk, â†n =
1√
N

∑

k

e−iknâ†k, (S59)

and rewrite the Hamiltonian accordingly. The validity of Holstein–Primakoff approximation requires ⟨ân⟩ ≪ 1 for all
n. If we define η as the ratio between the maximum redshift in the array (ωsplit = (N − 1)ωGRS) and the smallest
spin wave excitation gap (discussed below), the typical condition for validity would be η ≪ 1. In this regime, the
frequency of each atom ωn(t) can be approximated as

ωn(t) ≈
2⟨ŝyn(t)⟩

t
. (S60)

1. Nearest-neighbor Heisenberg interactions

Here we consider the Hamiltonian for nearest-neighbor Heisenberg interactions,

Ĥ1/ℏ = J
N−2∑

n=0

ŝn · ŝn+1 + ωGRS

N−1∑

n=0

(
n− N − 1

2

)
ŝzn, (S61)

in which we set the average value of gravitational redshift to 0, based on our convention. Applying the Hol-
stein–Primakoff bosons and keeping the terms up to quadratic order, the Hamiltonian in terms of the spin-wave
operators becomes

Ĥ1/ℏ ≈ −J
∑

k ̸=0

(
1− cos(k)

)
â†kâk +

ωGRS

2i

√
N

∑

k ̸=0

(
1

eik − 1
âk − 1

e−ik − 1
â†k

)
. (S62)

For simplicity, we ignore the boundary effect in the formula above. Solving the Heisenberg equation of motion for âk
with k ̸= 0, one can finally reach

ωn(t) ≈ −ωGRS

2

∑

k ̸=0

sin
(
J(1− cos(k))t

)

J(1− cos(k))t

sin
(
kn+ k/2

)

sin(k/2)
. (S63)

In the limit of t→ 0, we have

ωn(0) = −ωGRS

2

∑

k ̸=0

sin(kn+ k/2)

sin(k/2)
= −ωGRS

2

∑

k ̸=0

(
1 + 2

n∑

j=1

cos(jk)

)
= ωGRS

(
n− N − 1

2

)
, (S64)
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which agrees with the gravitational redshift value without interactions.
Since the energy gap of spin wave excitation has the smallest value at k = 2π/N and k = 2π(N − 1)/N , so

the system dynamics is dominated by these two spin wave modes. Therefore, one can conclude that the frequency
synchronization occurs at J(1− cos(2π/N))t ≈ Jt/2(2π/N)2 = π which gives

Jtsyn ≈ N2

2π
. (S65)

In fact, the Jtsyn we found numerically is larger by nearly a factor of 4 compared to what we predicted here, since
the boundary effect we ignored in the analytic calculation is equivalent to a reduction of spin wave gap. Nevertheless,
we are able to capture the N -scaling of tsyn (see Fig. S5(a) for numerical calculations). To ensure the validity of the
Holstein–Primakoff approximation, we have

η ∼ ωGRS

J
N3 ≪ 1, (S66)

which in principle sets a limit for the largest possible system size.
Within the Holstein–Primakoff approximation, the deviation of ωn(tsyn) from 0 originates from the non-vanishing

contribution of other spin wave modes. Based on Eq. (S63), we can estimate sin
(
J(1 − cos(k))tsyn

)
/
(
J(1 −

cos(k))tsyn
)
∼ O(N−2), which gives

ωn(tsyn)

ωn(0)
∼ O

(
1

N2

)
. (S67)

2. Collective Heisenberg interactions

Here we consider the Hamiltonian for collective Heisenberg interactions,

Ĥ2/ℏ = J⊥

N−1∑

n=0

N−1∑

m=0

ŝn · ŝm + ωGRS

N−1∑

n=0

(
n− N − 1

2

)
ŝzn. (S68)

Applying the Holstein–Primakoff bosons and keeping the terms up to quadratic order, the Hamiltonian in terms of
spin wave operators becomes

Ĥ2/ℏ ≈ −NJ⊥
∑

k ̸=0

â†kâk +
ωGRS

2i

√
N

∑

k ̸=0

(
1

eik − 1
âk − 1

e−ik − 1
â†k

)
. (S69)

Solving the Heisenberg equation of motion for âk with k ̸= 0, one can finally reach

ωn(t) ≈ −ωGRS

2

sin
(
NJ⊥t

)

NJ⊥t

∑

k ̸=0

sin
(
kn+ k/2

)

sin(k/2)
= ωGRS

sin
(
NJ⊥t

)

NJ⊥t

(
n− N − 1

2

)
. (S70)

Similarly, ωn(0) agrees with the gravitational redshift value without interactions. As for the frequency synchroniza-
tion, it happens at NJ⊥t = π, which gives

J⊥tsyn =
π

N
. (S71)

This analytic result agrees with the numerical simulations (see Fig. S5(b)). To ensure the validity of the Hol-
stein–Primakoff approximation, we have

η ∼ ωGRS

J⊥
≪ 1, (S72)

which is independent of the system size. Within the Holstein–Primakoff approximation, there is no deviation of
ωn(tsyn) from 0.
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Fig. S5. Scaling of synchronization time tsyn as a function of atom number N for (a) contact interactions and (b) cavity-medited
interactions. In (b), we compare the tsyn between collective Heisenberg interactions (Jz = J⊥) and spin exchange interactions
(Jz = 0). All the calculations are based on an initial unentangled state with all the spins pointing to +x direction. See the
protocol in Fig. 3(a) in the main text.

B. Restriction within collective and spin-wave manifold for two large spins

For the case with an entangled initial state, it is not possible to use the Holstein–Primakoff approximation. Alter-
natively, we would like to simplify the Hamiltonian into two large spins (S1 = S2 = N/4) with effective Heisenberg
interaction strength Jeff and effective redshift value ωeff ,

Ĥeff/ℏ = 2Jeff Ŝ1 · Ŝ2 +
ωeff

2
(Ŝz

1 − Ŝz
2 ). (S73)

In the regime ωeff ≪ NJeff , we can restrict the dynamics within the collective manifold with total spin S = N/2 as
well as the spin-wave manifold with total spin S = N/2− 1. Based on the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients, the states in
the collective manifold (S = N/2) can be expressed as

|N/2,m⟩ =
∑

m1

√√√√
(

N/2
N/4+m1

)(
N/2

N/4+m−m1

)
(

N
N/2+m

) |N/4,m1⟩1|N/4,m−m1⟩2, (S74)

and the states in the spin-wave manifold (S = N/2− 1) can be expressed as

|N/2− 1,m⟩ =
∑

m1

(2m1 −m)

√√√√
(

N/2
N/4+m1

)(
N/2

N/4+m−m1

)

N
(

N−2
N/2−1+m

) |N/4,m1⟩1|N/4,m−m1⟩2, (S75)

where
(
n
k

)
are binomial coefficients. A key observation from Eq. (S74) and Eq. (S75) is that

(Ŝz
1 − Ŝz

2 )|N/2,m⟩ =
√

(N/2 +m)(N/2−m)

N − 1
|N/2− 1,m⟩. (S76)

If we restrict the dynamics within the collective and spin-wave manifold, Ĥeff can be reduced to 2 × 2 matrices in
each m sector in the basis {|N/2,m⟩, |N/2− 1,m⟩},

Ĥeff,m/ℏ =




NJeff
ωeff

2

√
(N/2 +m)(N/2−m)

N − 1
ωeff

2

√
(N/2 +m)(N/2−m)

N − 1
0


 . (S77)

Also based on Eq. (S74) and Eq. (S75), we have (j = 1, 2)

Ŝ+
j |N/2,m⟩ = 1

2

√
(N/2 +m+ 1)(N/2−m)|N/2,m+1⟩− (−1)j

2

√
(N/2−m)(N/2−m− 1)

N − 1
|N/2−1,m+1⟩, (S78)

Ŝ−
j |N/2,m⟩ = 1

2

√
(N/2−m+ 1)(N/2 +m)|N/2,m−1⟩+ (−1)j

2

√
(N/2 +m)(N/2 +m− 1)

N − 1
|N/2−1,m−1⟩. (S79)
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Now we consider a general initial state in the collective manifold,

|ψ0⟩ =
∑

m

cm|N/2,m⟩, (S80)

with the constraints ⟨ψ0|Ŝy
n|ψ0⟩ = 0, ⟨ψ0|Ŝz

n|ψ0⟩ = 0. With time evolution under Ĥeff , we have

|ψ(t)⟩ = e−iĤeff t/ℏ

≈
∑

m

cm

[
e−iNJeff t/2|N/2,m⟩ − i

ωeff

NJeff

√
(N/2)2 −m2

N − 1
sin(NJefft/2)|N/2− 1,m⟩

]
,

(S81)

which gives

⟨ψ(t)|Ŝ+
j |ψ(t)⟩ ≈

∑

m

cmc
∗
m+1

[
⟨N/2,m+ 1|Ŝ+

j |N/2,m⟩

− i
ωeff

NJeff
eiNJeff t/2

√
(N/2)2 −m2

N − 1
sin(NJefft/2)⟨N/2,m+ 1|Ŝ+

j |N/2− 1,m⟩

+ i
ωeff

NJeff
e−iNJeff t/2

√
(N/2)2 − (m+ 1)2

N − 1
sin(NJefft/2)⟨N/2− 1,m+ 1|Ŝ+

j |N/2,m⟩
]

=
∑

m

cmc
∗
m+1⟨N/2,m+ 1|Ŝ+

j |N/2,m⟩
[
1− (−1)j

ωeff

NJeff

(
i
1

2
sin(NJefft)−

2m+ 1

N − 1
sin2(NJefft/2)

)]

= ⟨ψ0|Ŝ+
j |ψ0⟩

[
1− i(−1)j

ωeff

2

sin(NJefft)

NJeff

]
+

⟨ψ0|(Ŝ+
n Ŝ

z + ŜzŜ+
n )|ψ0⟩

N − 1
(−1)j

ωeff

NJeff
sin2(NJefft/2).

(S82)
Therefore, we can obtain the frequency for each of the two large spins,

ωj(t) ≈ (−1)j−1ωeff

2

(
sin(NJefft)

NJefft
− 2

⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩
(N − 1)⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩

sin2(NJefft/2)

NJefft

)
, (S83)

leading to the synchronization time

NJefftsyn = π − 2 arctan

[ ⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩
(N − 1)⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩

]
. (S84)

In the following, we consider three different types of initial states:

• |ψ0⟩ = |+ x⟩⊗N

In this case we have ⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩ = 0, which gives

NJefftsyn,0 = π. (S85)

Here we use tsyn,0 to label the synchronization time with this unentangled initial state. This result agrees with
the prediction using the Holstein–Primakoff approximation in the previous subsection.

• |ψ0⟩ = e−iQŜzŜz/N |+ x⟩⊗N

In this case we have

⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩ =
N(N − 1)

2
sin(Q/N) cosN−2(Q/N), (S86)

⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩ =
N

2
cosN−1(Q/N), (S87)

which gives

NJefftsyn = π − 2Q/N. (S88)
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Fig. S6. Comparison between numerical simulations of superexchange interactions ĤSE with N = 16 atoms in a single tube
and analytic results Eq. (S92) and Eq. (S93). We use the same protocol as Fig. 4 in the main text. (a) The dependence

of synchronization time on the rotation R̂θ
x = exp(−iθŜx) at Q/2π = 0.6. (b) The dependence of the tunable range of

synchronization time on OAT shearing strength Q.

Note that the ŜzŜz term commutes with Ĥeff , this result can also apply to the following Hamiltonian generated
by cavity-mediated interactions,

Ĥcav/ℏ = J⊥Ŝ · Ŝ+ (Jz − J⊥)Ŝ
zŜz +

ωeff

2
(Ŝz

1 − Ŝz
2 ), (S89)

with initial state |ψ0⟩ = |+ x⟩⊗N . Now we can replace Jeff by J⊥, and Q/N by (Jz − J⊥)tsyn, which gives

(
(N − 2)J⊥ + 2Jz

)
tsyn = π. (S90)

We have shown numerical calculations for collective spin exchange interactions (Jz = 0) and collective Heisenberg
interactions (Jz = J⊥) for a 1D tube with N atoms in Fig. S5(b), which agrees well with the analytic results
using two large spins.

• |ψ0⟩ = e−iθŜx

e−iQŜzŜz/N |+ x⟩⊗N

In this case we have

⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩ = cos(2θ)
N(N − 1)

2
sin(Q/N) cosN−2(Q/N) + sin(2θ)

N(N − 1)

8

(
1− cosN−2(2Q/N)

)
,

(S91)

and ⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩ is still given by Eq. (S87). So the tunability of synchronization time is due to the θ-rotation of

⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩. In Fig. 4 of the main text and Fig. S6, we find that the analytic results for two large
spins can also explain the numerical simulations for collective or nearest-neighbor Heisenberg interactions, if we
rewrite the formula of synchronization time tsyn and its tunable range ∆tsyn into dimensionless form,

tsyn
tsyn,0

= 1− 2

π
arctan

[ ⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩
(N − 1)⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩

]
, (S92)

∆tsyn
tsyn,0

=
4

π
arctan

[
(⟨ψ0|(ŜyŜz + ŜzŜy)|ψ0⟩max

(N − 1)⟨ψ0|Ŝx|ψ0⟩

]
. (S93)

In the main text, we use |ψ(θ)⟩ instead of |ψ0⟩ in this case to emphasize the θ-dependence.
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