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The search for highly coherent degrees of freedom in noisy solid-state environments is a major
challenge in condensed matter. In disordered dipolar systems, such as magnetically doped insulators,
compact clusters of two-level systems (TLS) have recently been shown to have significantly longer
coherence times than typical single TLS. Coupling weakly to their environment, they sense and probe
its many-body dynamics through the induced dephasing. However, it has remained an open question
whether further mechanisms exist that protect the coherence of such solid-state qubits. Here we
show that symmetric clusters of few TLS couple even more weakly to their surroundings, making
them highly sensitive quantum sensors of slow many-body dynamics. Furthermore, we explore
their use as qubits for quantum information storage, detailing the techniques required for their
preparation and manipulation. Our findings elucidate the role of symmetry in enhancing quantum
coherence in disordered and noisy systems, opening a route toward a sensitive experimental probe
of many-body quasi-localization dynamics as well as the development of quantum technologies in
solid-state systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

It has been a long-standing goal in condensed matter
physics and quantum engineering to host coherent quan-
tum bits (qubits) in a solid-state platform. On the one
hand, such qubits are of interest for the purpose of com-
putation or information storage, where decoupling from
the environment is key [1–4]. On the other hand, such
objects may also serve as quantum sensors for the many-
body dynamics of their environment [5–7], which they
probe via the weak dephasing caused by the dynamical
noise.

For instance, such coherent qubits were discovered in
randomly doped magnets, where they appeared in the
form of close pairs of ions, whose excitations are particu-
larly well protected from decoherence [6]. These objects
can sense the flipping of the surrounding majority spins
under the dipolar quantum dynamics. The natural ques-
tion arose as to whether there might be further, even
more effective mechanisms that protect coherence. This
would facilitate the encoding of quantum information
within an environment of similar ensembles of noisy and
long-range interacting two-level systems, enabling both
increased sensitivity in sensing applications and longer
coherence times for quantum information processing and
storage.

In this paper, we discuss such mechanisms. One of
them relies on the spatial symmetry of small ion clus-
ters, which protects the degeneracy of certain cluster ex-
citations, leading to a substantial reduction of the dom-
inant decay and decoherence channels. In earlier works
the related idea of encoding qubits in the lowest states
of antiferromagnetic spin clusters had been proposed [8–
10]. However, such an encoding suffers from dephasing
by magnetic field gradients. In contrast, our proposal is
based on magnetically neutral excitations that delocal-
ize over small clusters. Those are insensitive to static
magnetic field gradients.

A second protection mechanism that suppresses deco-
herence applies to certain states in clusters with an even
number of ions. We will show that an effective particle-
hole symmetry protects quantum states at the center of
the excitation spectrum from a part of the environmental
noise.
Such cluster states allow for fast encoding and manip-

ulation of quantum information, without compromising
their lifetime and coherence. This renders these clusters
interesting for quantum sensing as well as for information
storage.
The paper is structured as follows: In Sec. II we re-

view the physics of random dipolar magnets and their
many-body dynamics that may be sensed by the clusters
we discuss in the remainder of the paper. In Sec. III we
specify the required properties of magnetic ions, and dis-
cuss the structure and characteristics of quantum states
on clusters of ions. In Sec. IV we analyze different de-
coherence channels and show how to counteract them by
dynamical decoupling. We then discuss how the remain-
ing dephasing senses the many-body dynamics, and an-
alyze the additional protection of states in the middle of
the cluster spectrum. Sec. V presents techniques to ma-
nipulate qubits encoded in clusters. Finally, in Sec. VI we
discuss the importance of our results and give an outlook
on experimental developments.

II. MANY-BODY DYNAMICS AND
QUASI-LOCALIZATION IN DIPOLAR

MAGNETS

As mentioned in the introduction, particularly coher-
ent and well-protected qubits may be used as quantum
sensors of the dynamics occurring in their surrounding.
The latter can be exceptionally slow, in which case its
detection requires very weakly coupled sensors with long
decoherence times. A class of systems exhibiting partic-
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ularly interesting, and often very slow, many-body dy-
namics consists in random ensembles of dipolar inter-
acting two-level systems (TLS) [11–16]. Such two-level
systems can be of magnetic, electric or elastic nature
and occur ubiquitously in imperfect solid-state materi-
als. Their marginally long-range dipolar coupling helps
to overcome the disorder-induced localization tendency,
which leads to non-trivial dynamical behavior. While
genuine many-body localization [17] (i.e., the lack of long-
range transport and thermalization despite interactions)
presumably only exists rigorously in short-range interact-
ing one-dimensional systems of discrete degrees of free-
dom [18, 19], signatures of disorder-induced slow many-
body dynamics are much more common, being present
also in high-dimensional and/or long-range interacting
systems.

For power-law interacting systems, such as dipoles, it
has been predicted that, as the strength of disorder is
varied, a crossover occurs in the dominant mechanism
that allows for thermalization and transport: The single-
excitation hopping regime [20, 21], dominating at mod-
erate disorder, eventually should give way to a strong
disorder regime where interaction-assisted “spectral dif-
fusion” facilitates the dynamics [14–16, 22].

Common realizations of such systems are given by
magnetic ions doped into an insulating matrix. At low
temperatures, such ions can indeed often be described
as a randomly distributed ensemble of TLSs subject to
dipolar interactions. In Ref. [6], such a random mag-
net, LiYF4 doped with rare-earth (RE) ions Tb3+, was
studied with electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR).
The Tb3+ ions are non-Kramers ions, which feature sin-
glet ground and first excited states, well separated from
higher energy levels of the 4f shell. While the levels of
these non-Kramers ions still acquire magnetic moments
through the coupling to their nuclear spins, a fraction of
them can be rendered insensitive to magnetic noise (to
first order) by subjecting them to a so-called “clock-state
condition” [23], where an external longitudinal magnetic
field Bz exactly cancels the hyperfine coupling to their
nuclear spin (provided that it has the specific spin pro-
jection Iz matched by Bz).

The EPR experiment of Ref. [6] measured the Hahn
echo [24] of such clock-state ions of different energies.
Among those, surprisingly coherent degrees of freedom
were found to be associated with atypically compact ion
pairs. Due to their internal dipolar interaction, the exci-
tations on these pairs are spectrally detuned from typical
ions, see Fig. 1(a), which protects the pair excitations
from decaying resonantly to their environment. For the
thus protected coherent objects, a dominant source of
dephasing originates from the energy shifts due to the
virtual, circular exchange of an excitation between the
pair ions and a neighboring ion [13, 25, 26]. This “ring-
exchange” shift depends on the configuration of neigh-
boring ions and thus senses their dynamics. Via its con-
tribution to the dephasing of the pairs, the speed of the
dynamics (the flipping rate) of the surrounding Tb3+ ions

could thus be sensed.

III. MODEL AND SYMMETRIES

To feature both, the interesting interaction-induced
dynamics and highly coherent symmetry-protected clus-
ter degrees of freedom, which may sense the former, a
dipolar magnet requires certain general ingredients.

A. Magnetically doped insulators

For ions doped in a solid-state matrix, the crystalline
environment breaks the rotational SO(3) symmetry, and
thus splits the angular momentum multiplets of a free
ion into crystal-field (CF) levels. We focus here on rare-
earth ions due to their compact 4f shell that is rather
well-screened from interactions with other ions and lat-
tice degrees of freedom. For RE ions, the {L, S, J} quan-
tum numbers are quasi-conserved, while the continuous
rotational symmetry associated with the conservation of
Jz is broken down to a set of discrete symmetries. If
the ion has an odd number of electrons and thus J is
half-integer, the CF levels correspond to irreducible rep-
resentations (irreps) of the local double group; as a con-
sequence of Kramers’ theorem, all levels are doubly de-
generate. Such ions are referred to as “Kramers ions”.
Conversely, non-Kramers ions have integer J and an even
number of 4f electrons, thus the CF levels correspond to
irreps of the local point group.
The dominant interactions among a dilute ensemble of

magnetic ions are magnetic dipolar couplings. Those in-
duce non-trivial quantum dynamics, provided they have
matrix elements that are off-diagonal in the basis of the
relevant low energy CF levels of the ions. Those indeed
allow for resonant flip-flop processes (hopping of excita-
tions between ions). Typically the temperature T selects
the CF states involved in the dynamics. We call ∆ and
∆high, the first and second CF gaps, respectively. Pro-
vided the lowest two CF levels are coupled by the mag-
netic dipole operator, the condition ∆ ≲ T ensures inter-
esting (equilibrium) dynamics. If in addition T ≪ ∆high

(as was realized in Ref. [6]) we may restrict ourselves
to these two lowest-lying levels. For simplicity, we will
assume a CF level structure with ∆ ≪ ∆high henceforth.
The coherent objects we target are symmetric clusters,

whose symmetry protects the degeneracy of a doublet.
For this symmetry not to be immediately spoiled by in-
ternal magnetic fields, we will see (cf. Sec. IVA) that it
is essential that the relevant low energy CF levels be con-
nected by matrix elements of a single component (Jz) of
the total angular momentum only. As we will see, this en-
sures that a homogeneous field only couples like a scalar
or pseudo-scalar to the cluster doublet, leaving its de-
generacy intact. This condition rules out Kramers ions,
where multiple components of Jx,y,z have non-trivial ma-
trix elements within or between CF doublets. We in-
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stead focus on materials containing non-Kramers ions as
building blocks for the highly coherent clusters, while we
do not rule out the presence of further Kramers ions,
whose dynamics one might want to sense with clusters of
non-Kramers ions. The CF levels can either be singlets
(one-dimensional irreps of the point group) or symmetry-
protected multiplets. However, the latter usually carry
magnetic moments, which couple to internal fields and
are thus sensitive to magnetic noise. To protect from the
associated dephasing, we should require the relevant CF
levels of the ions to be singlets. The angular momentum
operator will then only act off-diagonally in the CF basis.
The above discussion suggests that we restrict ourselves
to insulators doped with non-Kramers RE ions featuring
two point group singlets as ground state (GS) and first
excited state (ES).

In order to allow for clusters of few ions of high symme-
try, crystals of the tetragonal or hexagonal families are of
special interest, since their point group symmetries allow
for two-dimensional irreps, which enables the degeneracy
of certain cluster states. At the same time, these sym-
metries ensure the condition that only the component of
J along the principal axis, Jz, couples between the GS
and ES singlets, while the matrix elements of {Jx, Jy}
vanish (as they belong to a doublet irrep of the point
group) [27].

B. Effect of the nuclear spin

In nature, 3+ non-Kramers rare-earth ions always
come with a half-integer, and thus non-zero, nuclear spin.
The latter interacts with the electronic degrees of free-
dom via the hyperfine (HF) interaction. In ions with the
desired CF structure discussed above, this interaction hy-
bridizes the lowest CF levels, giving rise to a finite magne-
tization (of order ∼ AHF/∆) of the ion’s electro-nuclear
eigenstates, which increases the coupling to internal fields
and magnetic noise. However, as the HF interaction cou-
ples the two levels only via Jz, its projection to the low-
energy manifold is Ising-like, ĤHF = AHFJzIz, where Iz
is the z-component of the nuclear spin and AHF the HF
coupling constant. Iz is thus a quasi-conserved quantity,
its value defining “hyperfine species” of the non-Kramers
ions. A specific hyperfine species can be subjected to
a so-called “clock condition” [23] by applying a longitu-
dinal magnetic field Bext = −BHF = −AHFIz/(gJµB),
where gJ is the Landé g-factor, reinstating non-magnetic
electro-nuclear wavefunctions on those ions. Due to their
different magnetizations, the various HF species interact
differently with their environment, leading to different
dynamics, as we discuss in detail in App. A.

As far as protection from dephasing is concerned, one
should always focus on “clock-state ions” whose hyper-
fine field has been compensated. A single such ion is
usually not yet a particularly good qubit as it may un-
dergo resonant excitation flip-flops with neighboring ions.
However, as we will show, substantially longer coherence

times arise in small clusters of ions. Furthermore, by
probing the coherence of such clusters one may extract
information on the dynamics of other components of the
system, e.g., the flip rates of various HF species.

C. Cluster Hamiltonian

Let us consider a cluster of Ncl ions located on spa-
tially close sites of the regular host lattice, labeled by
i = 1, ..., Ncl. We denote the set of sites by Λcl. We
are particularly interested in clusters that have a non-
trivial symmetry group Gcl, which is a subgroup of the
point group of its barycenter. Note that in a randomly
doped, dilute sample, with dopant concentration ρ ≪ 1,
the abundance of such clusters scales as ∼ ρNcl , which
is very small unless these clusters are implanted on pur-
pose. [28]
In general, the gap between crystal-field levels of doped

ions depends slightly on local strains and other effects of
nearby crystal defects. However, since we focus on com-
pact symmetric clusters, we assume that the energy gap
∆cl = E1 − E0 between the GS and ES singlets (with
energies E0 and E1, respectively) is the same for all clus-
ter ions, and that the cluster symmetry is thus not lifted
noticeably by such disorder effects. Note, however, that
∆cl in the cluster differs slightly from the average single
ion splitting (which we called ∆), because of the lattice
distortions induced by the other cluster ions that sub-
stitute for the magnetically neutral RE ion of the host.
The shifts ∆cl −∆ are typically larger than the inhomo-
geneous broadening of single ions [29, 30].
The ions in the cluster interact mostly via exchange

and magnetic dipolar interactions. For every ion, we
choose a local single-ion basis {|0⟩i , |1⟩i} of the two low-
est crystal-field singlets, along with associated triples of
Pauli matrices σi acting in this low energy Hilbert space.
To simplify our analysis, we choose the relative phase of
the basis states such that the only non-zero matrix ele-
ments of the total angular momentum operator are real
and positive, ⟨0|Jz|1⟩i = ⟨0|Jz|1⟩ > 0, independent of
the ion. In this basis, we can write the interaction Hamil-
tonian as

Ĥint =
1

2

∑
i,j

Jij σ̂
x
i σ̂

x
j , (1)

with the couplings

Jij =
µ0(1− 3 cos2 θij)

4πr3ij
m2
z + J̃ex,ij , (2)

where θij is the angle between the distance vector rij
and the z-axis, and J̃ex,ij is the exchange contribution.
We have also defined mz = gJµB ⟨0|Jz|1⟩ as the matrix
element of the magnetic moment along z.
Usually, the interactions are much weaker than the CF

splitting, |Jij | ≪ ∆cl, which justifies the use of the sec-
ular approximation, which drops terms that do not con-
serve the total number of excitations M = Ncl/2 + Sz,



4

where Sz = 1
2

∑
i σ̂

z
i . This approximation leads to the

cluster Hamiltonian

Ĥcl =
1

2

∑
i∈Λcl

∆clσ̂
z
i +

1

2

∑
i,j∈Λcl

Jij(σ̂
+
i σ̂

−
j + σ̂−

i σ̂
+
j ), (3)

where σ±
i =

σx
i ±iσ

y
i

2 .

The eigenstates of the cluster Hamiltonian Ĥcl are
characterized by the number of excitations M . The
ground state is the only state in the M = 0 manifold

and corresponds to the product state |GS⟩cl =
⊗Ncl

i=1 |0⟩i.
It is worth noting that, while the assumed conservation
of M simplifies our analysis, the symmetry considera-
tions developed in the next section are valid for any Gcl-
symmetric Hamiltonian.

D. Cluster eigenstates

The symmetry of the cluster implies that the Hamil-
tonian Ĥcl commutes with the action of every element of
its symmetry group g ∈ Gcl. This symmetry allows us
to classify the eigenstates of Ĥcl in terms of the irreps Γ
of Gcl. Eigenstates belonging to the same irrep are de-
generate. A given irrep may be realized multiple times
on the cluster states, each having a distinct energy. We
introduce an additional superscript α to distinguish such
multiple occurrences for a given numberM of excitations.
We thus label the eigenstates by

∣∣M,Γ(α), k
〉
, where Γ(α)

indicates the α-th copy of irrep Γ (using Mulliken’s no-
tation) in the M manifold, while k labels the degenerate
states of irreps with dimension > 1 (see Fig. 1). The
eigenergies ϵM,Γ(α) do not depend on k. Any perturbation
of the Hamiltonian that preserves the cluster symmetry
cannot connect states belonging to different irreps.

We are interested in the case where the cluster symme-
try Gcl admits 2-dimensional representations (doublets).
Such degenerate states may be used to encode qubits or
act as quantum sensors. In the next section, we show
that these cluster states enjoy enhanced protection from
various channels of decoherence, as compared to qubits
formed merely from crystal-field levels of single ions or
ion clusters with low symmetry, such as pairs.

IV. COHERENCE OF QUBITS ENCODED IN
CLUSTER DOUBLETS

Here we focus on the manifold of cluster states with
M = 1 excitations (unless otherwise stated), as they are
simpler to prepare in experiments than those in manifolds
of higher M , and also because the theoretical analysis
simplifies. However, all results can easily be extended to
general M .
Consider having prepared the wavefunction of a sym-

metric cluster as a specific quantum state within a clus-
ter doublet Γd belonging to the singly excited manifold
M = 1, with energy ϵd ≡ ϵ1,Γd

. We want to determine

M=2

M=1

M=0

FIG. 1. Energy level structure of two different ion clusters.
On the left, a pair of ions with a C2 cluster symmetry: all
energy levels are singlets. On the right, the excitation man-
ifolds M = 0, 1, 2 of a quartet of ions with a C4 symmetry:
labeled and highlighted in blue are the symmetry-protected
doublets (k = 1, 2). The irreps Γ are denoted by Mulliken’s
notation.

the coherence time of this qubit wavefunction (i.e., of the
specific superposition of doublet basis states). Below, we
develop a general theory of decoherence. After deriving
the effective interaction between a cluster and a neighbor-
ing single ion (Sec. IVA), we discuss how this coupling
leads to both decay (T1 effects) in Sec. IVB, and pure de-
phasing (T2 effects) in Secs. IVC and IVD. In Sec. IVE,
a different suppression mechanism for clusters with an
even number of ions is discussed.

A. Effective interaction between a cluster doublet
and its environment

We first derive the effective interaction between a clus-
ter and a neighboring ion (located on a site l).
We need to compute the transition matrix elements

between different cluster eigenstates induced by interac-
tions with neighboring ions. In order for the transfor-
mation under symmetry operations to become clear, we
write this interaction explicitly in terms of the total an-
gular momentum operators

Ĥl,cl = Ĵzl
∑
i∈Λcl

D(rl − ri)Ĵ
z
i , (4)

where we denote by rl the distance vector between
the center of the cluster and the site l and D(r) =
µ0g

2
J

4π
1−3 cos2 θ

|r|3 , with θ the angle between the vector r and

the z-axis. Note that this interaction only connects clus-
ter states whose excitation numbers differ by ±1.
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Since the cluster diameter is usually small as compared
to the distance rl to the neighbor ion l, we carry out a
multipole expansion. Expanding the function D(r) to
the first order leads to the approximate Hamiltonian

Ĥl,cl ≈ Ĵzl D(rl)
∑
i∈Λcl

Ĵzi

+Ĵzl ∇D(rl) ·
∑
i∈Λcl

riĴ
z
i . (5)

The scaling of the effective coupling between ion l and
the cluster depends on whether or not these multipole
terms have finite matrix elements between relevant clus-
ter states. To assess this, we have to analyze how the
various terms of the multipole expansion transform un-
der the action of a cluster symmetry g ∈ Gcl.

The lowest (monopole) order transforms like the z com-
ponent of the total cluster angular momentum, whose
one-dimensional irrep we call ΓJz .
For the dipole order, instead, we have to take into

account the transformation of the cluster ions’ coordi-
nates. The coordinates transform according to the dipole
charge representation Γr. Accordingly the full dipole or-
der transforms as Γ1 = ΓJz ⊗ Γr.

Higher (n-th) order multipole terms of Ĥenv−cl trans-
form as the representation Γn = ΓJz ⊗Γr(n) , where Γr(n)

is the representation of the n-th charge multipole [31].

B. Spectral protection of clusters

The excitation energies on compact clusters of ions are
detuned from those of isolated single ions by an energy
shift J̄ of the order of the nearest-neighbor (dipole) in-
teraction. This detuning is typically much larger than
the inhomogeneous broadening of the single ion spectrum
(set by the disorder scale W ) and the dipolar interac-
tion Jtyp with typical single ions close to the cluster,
J̄ ≫ W,Jtyp (at low concentration ρ ≪ 1, the typical
value of the dipolar interaction scales as Jtyp ∼ ρJ̄). As a
consequence, cluster excitations cannot resonantly hop to
neighboring ions. This spectral protection strongly sup-
presses the decay of the cluster excitation as compared
to the decay rate κs of similar excitations on single ions.
The finite decay rate κs of excitations of neighboring

ions induces a Lorentzian broadening of their spectral
line, whose tail overlaps with the excitation energy of a
cluster, where the Lorentzian has spectral weight ∼ κs

J̄2 .
This opens a residual channel of decay, whose rate can
be estimated via Fermi’s Golden Rule. The flip-flop cou-
pling between an ion on site l and the cluster transition
|1,Γd, k⟩cl → |GS⟩cl is mediated by an effective interac-

tion Jeff(rl) = ⟨GS|cl ⟨1|l Ĥl,cl |0⟩l |1,Γd, k⟩cl (estimated
below), where r is the distance between the ion and the
center of the cluster. The decay rate induced by an ion
in state |0⟩ at a distance r is

Γcl(r) ∼
|Jeff(r)|2

J̄2
κs, (6)

with κs the single ion decay rate.

The effective interaction that mediates the de-
excitation of the cluster from M = 1 to M = 0
is dominated by the leading non-zero matrix element
of the Hamiltonian of Eq. (4), which arises from the
smallest multipole order n for which the tensor prod-
uct ΓGS ⊗ Γn ⊗ Γd contains the trivial irrep, whereby
ΓGS is the one-dimensional irrep carried by the cluster
ground state. Now, the representation ΓGS ⊗ Γn=0 ⊗ Γd
cannot be reducible (for similar reasons as in foot-
note tocounterfootnote-3[31]tocounterfootnote+3) and
thus cannot contain the trivial representation. There-
fore, the first non-vanishing matrix element arises only
at a higher multipole order, n ≥ 1.

The typical lifetime T1 of cluster excitations is thus
limited by the estimated decay rate

T−1
1,cl = Γcl,typ ∼

⟨Jeff⟩2typ
J̄2

κs ∼
(
Jtyp
J̄

)2(
acl
rtyp

)2ν

κs,

(7)
where ν is the index n of the first term in the multipo-
lar expansion that has a non-zero matrix element for the
cluster transition that relaxes it to the ground state. The
length acl is set by the cluster radius (of the order of the
size of the unit cell), hence we expect the decay rate to
decrease by a factor ∼ ρ2ν/3 as compared to an unpro-
tected excitation. For simple clusters, one usually finds
ν = 1, as shown in App. E.

Note that, accordingly, the effective interaction of a
cluster doublet with neighbor ions follows a power-law

Jeff(r) ∝ ∂
(ν)
r f(r) ∝ 1/r3+ν , that falls off faster than the

bare dipolar interaction.

C. Pure dephasing via ring-exchange

Since we consider clusters of ions with non-magnetic
eigenstates, magnetic noise does not dephase them to
first order. As was noticed in the study of dephasing
of pair clusters of Tb3+ in LiTbxY1−xF4 [6], the leading
contribution to pure dephasing of the clusters instead
arises at second order, due to the virtual exchange of a
cluster excitation with neighboring ions, see Fig. 2. In
the specific case of the symmetry-protected doublet Γd
in the excited manifold M = 1, we obtain the exchange
interaction with an isolated ion on a neighboring site 0 by
treating Ĥenv−cl perturbatively using a Schrieffer-Wolff
transformation, as derived in App. B,

V̂ex(r0) =

(
Vd,−(r0) Vod,−(r0)
Vod,−(r0) −Vd,−(r0)

)
⊗ σ̂z0

+

(
Vd,+(r0) Vod,+(r0)
Vod,+(r0) −Vd,+(r0)

)
⊗ îd0

≡ V̂ dyn(r0)⊗ σ̂z0 + V̂ st(r0)⊗ îd0, (8)
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(b)

(a)

(c)

FIG. 2. Schematic representation of one of the possible pro-
cesses involved in ring-exchange interactions. Double lines
in the spectra on the right indicate doublet states. On the
left, the transfer of an excitation is indicated together with
the initial state on the cluster, while on the right the tran-
sitions between the energy levels are shown. (a) A neighbor
ion de-excites, while the cluster is excited to an intermedi-
ate state with M = 2 or M = 0 excitations. These vir-
tual transitions are off-resonant by an amount proportional
to the intra-cluster dipolar interactions. (b) The process in-
verse to (a), where, however, the cluster de-excites to a differ-
ent state of the doublet. (c) The second order process where
(a) is followed by (b) results in a final configuration with the
same energy as the initial state, but the cluster will in gen-
eral have changed the wavefunction within the doublet. The
pictograms for cluster excitations used in this figure are ex-
plained in App. E.

with

Vd,±(r0) =
1

4

∑
ψ


∣∣∣γ(−)

1,ψ

∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣γ(−)
2,ψ

∣∣∣2
ϵd − ϵψ +∆0

±

∣∣∣γ(+)
1,ψ

∣∣∣2 − ∣∣∣γ(+)
2,ψ

∣∣∣2
ϵd − ϵψ −∆0

 ,
(9)

Vod,±(r0) =
1

2

∑
ψ

γ(−)
1,ψ

(
γ
(−)
2,ψ

)∗
ϵd − ϵψ +∆0

±
γ
(+)
1,ψ

(
γ
(+)
2,ψ

)∗
ϵd − ϵψ −∆0

 ,
(10)

where the sum runs over all cluster eigenstates |ψ⟩ =∣∣M,Γ(α), k
〉
that differ from the doublet, ϵψ = ϵM,Γ(α)

being their energy. ∆0 denotes the CF splitting of the

isolated ion “0”, and the factors

γ
(±)
k,ψ ≡

∑
i∈Λcl

Ji,0 ⟨1,Γd, k|σ̂±
i |ψ⟩ (11)

are the transition matrix elements between the doublet
and the states ψ. These matrix elements can always be
made real by choosing doublet states with real coefficients
in the chosen ion basis.
Equation (8) shows that the interaction splits into two

contributions: a “dynamical” one, V̂ dyn ⊗ σ̂z0 , which de-
pends on the state of the external ion, and a “static”

one V̂ st ⊗ îd0, which only depends on the position of the
neighboring ion. Since the effective exchange interac-
tion Eq. (8) is not proportional to the identity operator
on the cluster, it lifts the doublet degeneracy, as is to
be expected because an additional dopant weakly breaks
the symmetry that protected the cluster doublet. The
presence of a nearby ion thus leads to the dephasing of
the cluster doublet. It remains to estimate its strength.
We again expand the coupling J(r) in Eq. (11), sub-

stitute it into Eqs. (9,10) and collect terms of equal or-
der in the ratio acl/r to obtain an expansion of Vex(r).
Similarly as for decay processes, we find that the cluster
symmetry suppresses the leading order term ∼ 1/r6. At
long distances the ring-exchange decays with a power-
law, Vex(r) ∝ 1/r6+ξ where ξ either takes the value 1
or 2, depending on selection rules. In the following, we
classify the various situations that entail one or the other
exponent.
The value of ξ depends on the order of the multipole ex-

pansion of J(r) at which the cluster doublet is connected
to other cluster states, and thus we need to establish how
these terms transform under the cluster symmetry. Using
the monopole term for both excitation and de-excitation
on the cluster preserves the degeneracy of the doublet
and thus does not induce a splitting.
If instead for one of these steps the dipolar order

(n = 1) is used, the resulting interaction may split the
doublet. However, the splitting occurs only if the angu-
lar momentum component that connects the doublet to
the other cluster state transforms as a non-trivial irrep.
If this is the case, then ξ = 1. If instead at dipolar or-
der there is either no coupling to a M = 2 doublet that
carries the same irrep Γd, or, alternatively, if the cou-
pling is via a trivially transforming component of J , then
both excitation and de-excitation steps require terms be-
yond the monopole order. In such cases, the exponent
ξ = 2 arises. In App. D, a more formal treatment of the
problem of determining the exponent ξ is given. Some
representative cases of clusters and symmetry groups are
discussed in detail in App. E, where we find the exponent
ξ = 1 in simple C3- and S4-symmetric clusters, while for
a C4-symmetric cluster we find ξ = 2. We have not found
larger exponents ξ to occur in simple clusters.
In conclusion, we find that for cluster states belonging

to a doublet irrep, the ring-exchange is suppressed by
a power-law decaying faster (with exponent 6 + ξ with
ξ = 1, 2) than the spatial decay ∼ r−6 of ring-exchange
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interactions of qubits encoded in cluster states that are
not symmetry-protected [6].

D. Sensing of dynamical noise

As we have shown in the previous section, the ring-
exchange interaction of a cluster with a neighboring ion
contains both a static term and a dynamical term. Via
the latter contribution, cluster states sense the dynam-
ics of neighboring ions [6]. By observing the decoherence
of clusters, it is thus possible, in principle, to infer the
flip rate κs of typical ions, which in turn determines the
energy diffusion in the dipolar system. To actually de-
termine κs, one needs a theory describing the coherence
decay of cluster states. We derive this for an ensemble of
symmetric clusters, surrounded by ions of density ρ.

We consider a cluster qubit under the perturbing effect
of an ensemble of random fluctuators {sj(t)}j /∈Λcl

, which
we assume to flip independently of each other with a
flip rate κs. For simplicity let us assume T ≫ ∆, such
that the two thermally relevant CF levels are on average
equally populated. Each fluctuating neighbor ion thus
produces telegraph noise on the cluster.

Moreover, these ions break the symmetry of the cluster
environment, which results in an additional static split-
ting of the doublet which is independent of any dynam-
ics. This may mask the dynamical effect one is interested
in. To mitigate such static (and other low frequency)
sources of decoherence, one should use refocusing tech-
niques, such as a CPMG sequence applied to the clus-
ter [32, 33]. To implement this, the cluster qubit is sub-
jected to a train of pulses, each implementing σ̂ycl [34]
If the cluster is prepared in state |ψ0⟩ and subjected

to a train of refocusing pulses, it decoheres into the state

|ψ(t)⟩ = T̂ exp

−i
∑
j /∈Λcl

∫ t

0

ϕ̂j(t
′) dt′

 |ψ0⟩ , (12)

where T̂ is the time ordering operator and

ϕ̂j(t) =
(
V̂ dyn(rj)sj(t) + V̂ st(rj)

)
f(t) (13)

is the phase contribution from the fluctuator at a distance
rj , with the stepwise alternating function

f(t) =

Np∑
i=0

(−1)i [Θ(t− (2i− 1)τ)−Θ(t− (2i+ 1)τ)]

(14)
that describes the reversal of the interaction sign, τ being
the time delay between pulses and 2Np the total number
of pulses.

In Appendix C, a detailed derivation of the coherence
decay is presented, based on the calculation of the am-
plitude ⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩, averaged over fluctuator positions and
spin flip histories. One finds that the fidelity decays as

F(t) = |⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩|2 ∼ exp
{
−⟨Vδ⟩3/δtyp Gδ(t)

}
, (15)

where δ = 6 + ξ is the exponent governing the al-
gebraic decay of ring-exchange (introduced in the pre-

vious section), Vδ(r) =
√

[Vd,−(r)]
2
+ [Vod,−(r)]

2
=

V0g(θ, ϕ)/r
δ, where ⟨Vδ⟩typ ∼ V0ρ

δ/3 is the typical

scale of the ring-exchange interaction and Gδ(t) =〈∣∣∣∫ t0 s(t′)f(t′) dt′∣∣∣ 3δ〉
s(t)

is a function of the spin flip

statistics and the CPMG protocol. The notation ⟨. . .⟩s(t)
indicates an average over all spin flip histories [35–37].
We make the assumption (further discussed at the end

of this section) that the interaction between a cluster and
a neighboring ion is typically smaller than the flip rate
κs. This assumption is well justified as long as the flip
rate of typical ions is not heavily suppressed by strong
disorder. Therefore, decoherence occurs on timescales
t ≳ 1/ ⟨Vδ⟩typ ≫ 1/κs, which is why we focus on the
regime κst ≫ 1 below. The short-time regime is de-
scribed in App. C.
In the context of sensing, the flip dynamics of the

neighboring ions is inferred from the decoherence of
the cluster states. Considering a Hahn echo sequence
(Np = 1), the fidelity decays as

F(t) ∼ exp

{
−
(

t

Tm.n.

) 3
2δ

}
, (16)

with

T−1
m.n. ∼

⟨Vδ⟩2typ
κs

(17)

(the subscript “m.n.” stands for “motional-
narrowing” [37]). The origin of the stretched exponential
decay lies in the long coherence of rare clusters whose
closest neighbors are atypically far away. Clusters with
closest fluctuators at least a distance r > rtyp away, are
subject to a total dephasing rate

γd(r) ∼ ρ

∫ ∞

r

V 2
δ (r)

κs
r2 dr ∼

⟨Vδ⟩2typ
κs

(
r

rtyp

)3−2δ

(18)

and occur with a density ∼ e−(r/rtyp)
3

. Hence, at a
time t, the ensemble fidelity is dominated by the clus-
ters that optimize the product of the two exponentials,

e−(r/rtyp)
3

e−γd(r)t, leading to the result in Eq. (16). It
applies unaltered also to the case of several pulses in the
limit of long intervals between the pulses, κst ≫ Np,
where a CPMG sequence is indeed ineffective.
Compared to an “unprotected” qubit (with ring-

exchange exponent δ = 6) there are two main differences
that enhance the coherence: Since the stretching expo-
nent depends inversely on δ, a larger δ implies a slower
echo decay. The increased ring-exchange exponent δ is
also reflected in a stronger increase of the characteristic
decoherence time scale with the inverse of the ion den-
sity ρ. Indeed, as compared to a symmetry-unprotected
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sensor, the characteristic decay rate is suppressed by an

additional multiplicative factor ∼
(
acl
rtyp

)2ξ
∼ ρ2ξ/3.

To extend the coherence time beyond the value found
above, one should utilize more frequent refocusing pulses,
operating in the regime 1 ≪ κst ≪ Np. This leads to a
slowed-down fidelity decay

F(t) ∼ exp

{
−
(

t

TNp

) 9
2δ

}
, (19)

where the characteristic decoherence rate

T−1
Np

∼

(
⟨Vδ⟩2typ κs

N2
p

)1/3

(20)

decreases with an increasing number of pulsesNp. Also in
this case, this stretched exponential optimizes the prod-
uct of two competing exponentials, one describing the
rarity of clusters with atypically far neighbors, the other
one capturing the slower temporal decay of the coherence
of such clusters. In the regime of frequent refocusing,
κsτ ≪ 1, the phase accumulated over a time t = Npτ
from a single fluctuator at a distance r scales only as
|δϕ(t, r)| ∼ Vδ(r)τ

√
κst = Vδ(r)

√
κst

3/2/Np. A number
∼ ρr3 of such contributions add up randomly (unlike be-
fore, the phase contributions from different neighbors are
randomly signed), leading to a Gaussian suppression of
the fidelity by a factor e−γd(r)t ∼ exp

{
−ρr3δϕ2(t, r)

}
.

As before, the competition between the decreasing deco-
herence with increasing r from the nearest neighbors and
the exponential rarity of finding clusters with no neigh-
bors at shorter distances eventually leads to the result
(19).

Let us define the coherence time T2 as the time of e-
fold decay of coherence. As we show in App. C, this time
scale either corresponds to Tm.n. or TNp

. We also dis-
cuss there that higher order corrections, arising from the
non-commutativity of the ring-exchange interaction with
different neighbors, might potentially alter the qualita-
tive form of the long-time (t ≫ T2) decay of coherence,
without, however, altering T2.

As mentioned earlier, the treatment of dephasing pre-
sented here assumes the weak coupling limit, ⟨Vδ⟩typ ≪
κs, in which it is safe to assume that the sensing cluster
does not significantly affect the dynamics of its environ-
ment. In this limit the suppression of the ring-exchange
interaction by the cluster symmetry enables one to probe
much slower many-body dynamics than would be possi-
ble without symmetry protection.. In the opposite limit
of strong coupling, one would need to determine whether
the sensing cluster might instead act as an “impurity po-
tential”. The latter might potentially freeze the coupled
degrees of freedom by tuning them off-resonance with re-
spect to the bulk of the system, thus altering the intrinsic
dynamics that the cluster is intended to sense.

E. Extra protection from “same species”
neighbors in clusters with an even number of ions

There is an additional mechanism that protects certain
cluster states from dephasing by the fluctuations of the
same HF species of ions as constitute the cluster. This
mechanism is independent of cluster symmetry but only
occurs in clusters with an even number of ions.
The ring-exchange coupling is found to be suppressed

for cluster eigenstates in the manifold with M = Ncl/2
excitations, whereby this suppression only occurs for ex-
change with neighbor ions that share the same CF split-
ting as the cluster ions, which are assumed to be in a
clock-state condition. In the presence of different hyper-
fine species, this extra protection increases the coherence
significantly only if either the HF interaction is negligi-
ble, or if only the clock-state ions have any significant
dynamics.
The above result relies on the secular approximation

and an ensuing effective particle-hole symmetry in the
M = Ncl/2 manifold. Indeed, in that manifold the first

term of Ĥcl (cf. Eq. (3)) is zero, while the second term,

which we call Ĥint, commutes with the operator X =∏
i∈Λcl

σ̂xi , which inverts the excitation state of all ions.
This implies that cluster eigenstates in this manifold are
either odd or even under X. Let us now consider the
second-order energy shift of a cluster eigenstate |α⟩ ≡
|Ncl/2,Γ⟩ due to a ring-exchange with a neighbor ion on
a site 0. The latter has gap ∆0 and can be either in state
|0⟩ or |1⟩. The associated energy shifts which they induce
will be labeled by superscripts ∓, respectively. They are
easily obtained in second order of perturbation theory as

δE±
α = ⟨α|

∑
i∈Λcl

Ji,0σ̂
∓
i

1

Eα ±∆0 − Ĥcl

∑
i∈Λcl

Ji,0σ̂
±
i |α⟩

= ⟨α|Σ̂∓ 1

Eα ±∆0 ∓∆cl − Ĥint

Σ̂±|α⟩ , (21)

where we have defined the operator Σ̂± ≡
∑
i∈Λcl

Ji,0σ̂
±
i .

Exploiting the aforementioned symmetry with respect to
X (and using the fact that it squares to the identity), we
obtain

δE+
α = ⟨α|Σ− 1

Eα +∆0 − Ĥcl

Σ+|α⟩

= ⟨α|XΣ− 1

Eα +∆0 − Ĥcl

Σ+X|α⟩

= ⟨α|XΣ−X
1

Eα +∆0 −∆cl −XĤintX
XΣ+X|α⟩

= ⟨α|Σ+ 1

Eα − Ĥint −∆cl +∆0

Σ−|α⟩

≈ δE−
α + ⟨α|Σ+ ∆cl −∆0(

Eα − Ĥint

)2Σ−|α⟩ , (22)

where we have neglected terms ∼ O
((

∆cl−∆0

J̄

)2)
, J̄

being the scale of nearest-neighbor dipole interactions,
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as introduced in Sec. IVB. We see that for identical
CF splittings on the cluster and neighboring single ions,
∆cl = ∆0, the second order shifts are identical, δE+ =
δE−, and thus do not depend on the state of the neigh-
boring ion. A qubit encoded in the superposition of two
different cluster singlets within the M = Ncl/2 manifold
thus couples to neighboring ions that have the same CF
gap as the cluster ions only via higher order processes or
via corrections to the secular approximation which are
of order ∝ J̄/∆cl. This implies in turn that such mid-
spectrum states couple more strongly to ions with a dif-
ferent CF gap, which may be interesting in the context
of quantum sensing of the dynamics of those species.

We caution, however, that the CF splittings ∆cl typ-
ically differ from ∆0 by an amount ∼ δQ∆0, due to
level shifts caused by the presence of the other cluster
ions, as we discussed in Sec. VA. This implies that the
ring-exchange dephasing due to like HF-species is not
fully eliminated, but merely reduced by an extra factor
∝ δQ∆0

J̄
, which is not necessarily very small.

In the case of doublets, an analogous analysis shows
that only the static part V̂ st(r) of the interaction with a
neighboring ion survives if ∆cl = ∆0, which can thus be
eliminated by a CPMG sequence.

V. STATE PREPARATION AND
MANIPULATION

To carry out quantum sensing it is essential to be
able to prepare and manipulate specific quantum states
in multiplets such as the doublet Γd considered above.
What makes this challenging is that the cluster ground
state is a singlet, and hence, to drive a transition to a dou-
blet one needs to act with an operator that transforms in
a doublet representation under Gcl. Natural candidates
of such operators are the x, y-components of the mag-
netic or electric dipole moment. However, when acting
on the ground state singlet of an isolated ion these oper-
ators cannot couple it to the first excited singlet we have
been considering [38].

At first sight, it would thus seem impossible to cou-
ple the GS to cluster doublets in higher M -manifolds.
However, there is a way out for ions in a cluster, where
the other cluster ions weakly deform the crystal-field po-
tential, thereby lowering the symmetry and lifting the
selection rules for the single ion and thus allowing for
such matrix elements. This enables a finite, albeit weak,
coupling between the cluster GS and a cluster doublet
in the M = 1 manifold. This can be done, e.g., using
the magnetic field of a single resonant microwave pulse
to drive a cluster from its ground state to a specific state
in the doublet Γd in the manifold withM = 1 excitation.
An alternative route passes through highly excited states
of opposite parity (e.g. 4fn → 4fn−15d) as intermedi-
ate steps. Since these are electric rather than magnetic
dipole transitions, they can be substantially faster. The
drawback is that the intermediate states have a short life-

time which limits the fidelity of this state preparation.
Below we discuss these two routes in some more detail.

A. Deformation of the CF potential due to the
presence of other cluster ions

A dopant ion deforms the crystal and changes the
charge distribution in its vicinity. This induces a per-
turbation to the CF Hamiltonian of nearby magnetic
ions [29, 30] as compared to the Hamiltonian of a sin-
gle isolated dopant. The perturbing potential can be
approximately described by a point charge model, as-
suming an effective excess charge δQ on the sites of
nearby dopant ions. To obtain an order of magnitude
estimate, we may assume a typical order of magnitude of
δQ ∼ 1%− 10% [29] of an electron charge.
Accordingly, the point symmetry of a selected ion in

a cluster is weakly broken due to the potentials induced
by the other ions. These perturbations allow for non-
zero matrix elements (of order O(δQ)) for otherwise pro-
hibited single ion transitions, especially between two CF
singlets of the given ion ⟨1|Jx/y|0⟩i = O(δQ).
In the following, we consider such weakly allowed ma-

trix elements for the components {Jx, Jy} of the total
angular momentum between the two lowest CF singlets
of the ions, and later for in-plane electric dipole moments.

B. Cluster state preparation via a single pulse

We assume a generic pulse propagating along the z-
axis, whose magnetic field drives a magnetic dipole tran-
sition between the two considered CF singlets, coupling
to the ions via the operator

M = Ω(t) [hxJx + hyJy] e
iωt + h.c., (23)

where Ω(t) is a generic envelope, ω = ϵd − ϵGS
and {hx, hy} are the magnetic field compo-
nents. When coupling to the cluster, we ob-
tain a time-dependent contribution to the clus-
ter Hamiltonian containing terms Ĥint(t) =∑
i∈Λcl

{Ω(t) [hx ⟨1|Jx|0⟩i + hy ⟨1|Jy|0⟩i] eiωtσ̂
+
i + . . . },

from which one sees that the driving term carries the
same representation as the components {Jx, Jy}. If we
write the decomposition of the twoM = 1 doublet states
as

|1,Γd, k⟩ =
∑
i∈Λcl

ψk(i) |1⟩i⊗
j ̸=i

|0⟩j

 , (24)

we can write the effective coupling between the cluster
ground state and the doublet as

Meff = (Ah |1,Γd, 1⟩+ Bh |1,Γd, 2⟩) ⟨GS|+ h.c.,

(25)
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where

Ah = Ω(t)e−iωt
∑
i∈Λcl

[hx ⟨1|Jx|0⟩i + hy ⟨1|Jy|0⟩i]ψ
∗
1(i),

Bh = Ω(t)e−iωt
∑
i∈Λcl

[hx ⟨1|Jx|0⟩i + hy ⟨1|Jy|0⟩i]ψ
∗
2(i).

(26)

By choosing the amplitudes of hx and hy and their rel-
ative phase, and adjusting the length of the pulse to a
π-pulse, arbitrary doublet states can be prepared. For a
pulse of a given intensity, the Rabi frequency of the nearly
forbidden transition is reduced by a factor ∼ δQ as com-
pared to typical single ion transitions that are magnetic-
dipole allowed.

C. Two pulses

The reduction ∝ δQ of the Rabi frequency is unavoid-
able. However, one may try to compensate for its weak-
ness by using a two-pulse drive via higher lying states, the
transition to which are electric dipole allowed, and thus
much stronger than the magnetic dipole transitions con-
sidered above. Specifically, let us consider the manifold of
4fn−15d states of single ions. Those have parity opposite
to the low energy 4fn states, and hence 4fn → 4fn−15d
transitions are electric dipole allowed. Those are typ-
ically two orders of magnitude stronger than magnetic
dipole transitions. Within the excited manifold, it is
preferable to consider the lowest single ion CF state |e⟩
(having energy ϵe), because of its longer lifetime. For
simplicity, we assume it to be a singlet.

A two-pulse driving strategy will first excite the cluster

into the state
∑
i∈Λcl

(
|e⟩i

⊗
j ̸=i |0⟩j

)
, of energy ϵe,first,

by driving with an electric field along z, with a frequency
resonant with the transition ω1 = ϵe,first − ϵGS . We may
assume that this singlet-to-singlet transition is allowed
without the need for weak CF symmetry breaking. Driv-
ing with a Rabi frequency well below the dipolar splitting
of cluster levels with fixed M will ensure that the exci-
tation to higher manifolds M > 1 remains off-resonant.
Subsequently, a second pulse polarized in the xy-plane
drives this excited state into a specific superposition of
the Γd doublet states. The pulse frequency must now be
resonant with this different transition, ω2 = ϵe,first − ϵd.
Just as before, the choice of polarization allows one to
prepare a generic superposition of the doublet states. In
this case, however, the effective Rabi frequency, while
still reduced by a factor δQ, is substantially faster be-
cause of the larger matrix element of the electric dipole
transition.

D. State manipulation

To carry out refocusing techniques (cf. Sec. IVD) it is
important to be able to perform arbitrary 1-qubit gates,

such as σy, on a cluster doublet state.
We assume again that the cluster doublet Γd belongs

to the manifold with M = 1 excitation. An arbitrary
gate can be implemented with four pulses with magnetic
fields in the xy-plane. A first π-pulse transfers a selected
doublet state into a singlet in the M = 2 manifold. The
initial state is selected by the choice of polarization, simi-
lar to what was shown for the excitation from the ground
state to a doublet in Eq. (25). In the same fashion, a sec-
ond π-pulse drives the other doublet state to a different
singlet. Finally, with two further π-pulses, the states in
these two singlets can be transferred back to the dou-
blet Γd, with the possibility of exchanging them and in-
troducing any desired phase by tuning the polarization,
duration, phase and delay between the pulses.
The duration of any such gate operation is bounded

from below by the inverse of the Rabi frequency of these
pulses. A priori, a strong enough drive may implement
the proposed refocusing technique fast enough (ideally,
faster than the flip rate κs, so as to suppress environ-
mental decoherence) and with high fidelity.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have considered the problem of quan-
tum coherence and dynamics in magnetically doped in-
sulators. In general the mutual interaction between the
close ions of a cluster leads to spectral detuning, which
suppresses resonant decay to typical, more isolated ions
and thus prolongs the coherence time of cluster states.
We have shown that, in addition, in crystals doped with
non-Kramers RE ions, under specific conditions on their
CF spectrum, quantum coherence can be significantly en-
hanced in high-symmetry clusters of ions, compared to
single ions or clusters of ions of low or no symmetry (such
as pairs). Their coupling to other ions is significantly re-
duced, which enhances both the T1 and T2 times of a
qubit built from those multiplets.

We have shown how quantum states in cluster doublets
can be prepared and controlled, which is fundamental
for both quantum memory and quantum sensing applica-
tions. However, increased protection from environmental
noise inevitably comes at the price of reduced coupling
to external driving fields used for quantum control. We
have shown, though, that coherent preparation and ma-
nipulation of the protected quantum states is nonetheless
possible using various pulse driving schemes.

Concerning the use of such clusters for quantum sens-
ing, we have shown that the dephasing of properly pre-
pared quantum states of symmetric clusters can sense
the speed of the non-trivial many-body dynamics of the
surrounding disordered dipolar magnet.

Finally, we recall that in the present work we have con-
sidered randomly doped materials. In those, any type of
cluster will occur, albeit with a low abundance ∼ ρNcl

that decreases exponentially with the cluster size. This
makes it very challenging to detect the signal from their
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(generalized) Hahn echoes above the noise level. How-
ever, future technologies [39–41] might allow the implan-
tation of such clusters deterministically on surfaces, so
that their density could be much higher.
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Appendix A: Dynamics in the environment of a
cluster

The considered cluster is embedded in an insulating
crystal. A typical fabrication process will result in a di-
lute set (of density ρ) of single ions of the same type in
the surroundings of the cluster. One leading source of
decoherence for quantum states of the cluster is due to
their interaction with these other ions. Phonon-induced
relaxation is generally negligible for a small gap ∆ (in
the microwave range), as the wavelength of phonons of
energy ∼ ∆ is much larger than the radius of the ionic
wavefunctions and the density of phonon states is low.

The N dopant ions in the crystal (including all hyper-
fine species) are described the following Hamiltonian

Ĥfull =

N∑
n=1

[
∆n

2
σ̂zn + hn(Iz)σ̂

x
n

]
+

1

2

∑
n,m

Jnmσ̂
x
nσ̂

x
m,

(A1)
where hn = (AHFIz+gJµBBz) ⟨0|Jz|1⟩+δhn accounts for
the HF interaction, the Zeeman coupling to the external
field Bz and additional internal fields (δhn) originating
from further electronic or nuclear spins in the host crystal
that were not yet accounted for in the Hamiltonian.

Due to strain and crystal defects the ions’ CF splittings
∆n = ∆ + δ∆n have a small random component δ∆n,
which we assume to be independently distributed with
variance W 2

CF, characterizing the CF disorder.

As mentioned in Sec. III B, different hyperfine species
are subject to different dynamics. This can be seen if we
rotate the basis of each ion to diagonalize the single-ion
terms in Eq. (A1). In this new basis, which we denote
by {|↑⟩n , |↓⟩n}, the total angular momentum Jz has both
diagonal and off-diagonal matrix elements,

| ⟨↑|Jz|↑⟩n| =
|hn(Iz)|√

∆2
n + hn(Iz)2

≡ m(d)
n (Iz), (A2)

| ⟨↑|Jz|↓⟩n| =
∆n√

∆2
n + hn(Iz)2

≡ m(od)
n (Iz). (A3)

We can thus rewrite the Hamiltonian as

Ĥfull =
1

2

N∑
n=1

∆̃nτ̂
z
n +

1

2

∑
n,m

(Jxxnmτ̂
x
n τ̂

x
m + Jzznmτ̂

z
n τ̂

z
m)

+
1

2

∑
n,m

(Jxznmτ̂
x
n τ̂

z
m + Jzxnmτ̂

z
n τ̂

x
m) , (A4)

where τn are Pauli matrices in the new basis,

∆̃n =
√

∆2
n + hn(Iz)2, J

xx
nm = Jnmm

(d)
n m

(d)
m , Jzznm =

Jnmm
(od)
n m

(od)
m and Jxznm = Jnmm

(d)
n m

(od)
m .

Non-clock ions may carry a non-negligible magneti-
zation. As a consequence, the total disorder seen by
these ions is larger, owing to their coupling to inter-

nal fields, W 2
non-clock,Iz

∼ W 2
CF +

(
m

(d)
n (Iz)

)2 〈
δh2tot,n

〉
.

The internal field δhtot,n contains contributions from the
dipolar field of neighboring dopants (of order ∼ Jtyp,
cf. Sec. IVB) and from other sources of magnetic noise
in the system. As a result of the increased disorder, ex-
citations on these ions tend to be more localized than
clock ion excitations. However, since these internal fields
are dynamical, non-clock ions decohere much faster than
clock ions.
In contrast, for clock-state ions, hn(Iz) = δhn is usu-

ally negligible (as compared to ∆), which results in a
much smaller residual magnetization as compared to non-
clock ions. As a result typical clock-state ions deco-
here predominantly due to excitation hopping to other
clock-state ions. Furthermore, the internal fields which
mostly originate from other dopants, do not contribute
significantly to the total disorder of clock-state ions,
W 2

clock ≈W 2
CF.

Appendix B: Derivation of ring-exchange interaction
of a cluster with a neighbor ion

We consider a system consisting of a symmetric cluster
and one additional neighboring ion. We define the sub-
space P, spanned by the cluster doublet Γd (of energy
ϵ1,Γd

≡ ϵd) tensored with the Hilbert space of the addi-
tional ion, {|1,Γ0, k⟩⊗ |n⟩ ≡ |k, n⟩}k=1,2;n=0,1. The total
Hilbert space H is the direct sum of P and its orthogonal
complement P⊥.
We now carry out a Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

with respect to this separation. By truncating the per-
turbative expansion at the second order [42], we obtain
the effective interaction Hamiltonian in the subspace P

⟨k, n|Ĥeff |k′, n′⟩ =
∑
j

⟨k, n| Ĥenv−cl |j⟩⟨j| Ĥenv−cl |k′, n′⟩

×1

2

(
1

Ek,n − Ej
+

1

Ek′,n′ − Ej

)
,(B1)

where the sum runs over the eigenstates j ∈ P⊥ of the
decoupled cluster-ion system. Here the unperturbed en-
ergies in P are Ek,n = ϵd− (−1)n∆0

2 , where ∆0 is the CF
gap of the additional ion.
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We now write the 4 × 4 matrix Ĥeff as a sum over
tensor products σ̂αcl⊗ σ̂

β
0 of 2×2 matrices that act on the

cluster doublet and the single ion, respectively. We use
Ĥenv−cl from Eq. (4), assuming the validity of the secular

approximation. This implies that ⟨k, n|Ĥeff |k′, n′⟩ = 0 if

n ̸= n′, and thus only operators ∝ σ̂z0 or ∝ îd0 that
preserve the excitation state of ion 0 occur. From this
we obtain

V̂ex(r) = [Vd,−(r)σ̂
z
cl + Vod,−(r)σ̂

x
cl]⊗ σ̂z0

+ [Vd,+(r)σ̂
z
cl + Vod,+(r)σ̂

x
cl]⊗ îd

z

0, (B2)

where the coupling functions Vd,±(r) and Vod,±(r) have
been given in Eqs. (9,10) and we have dropped terms that
act as the identity on the cluster doublet and thus do not
dephase it. This corresponds to Eq. (8). The subscripts
d, od refer to the terms being diagonal or off-diagonal
with respect to the cluster doublet basis, respectively,
while the label ± indicates whether the interaction de-
pends on the excitation state of the neighbor ion (-) or
not (+).

Note that terms acting as ∝ σ̂ycl on the cluster do not
appear if for the doublet Γd one chooses a basis with real
coefficients in the ions’ product state basis.

Appendix C: Dephasing by random fluctuators

In this section, we derive the decay of the amplitude
decay given in Eq. (15) due to the dephasing effect of
random fluctuators. The behavior of the complex time-
ordered exponential in Eq. (12) can be relatively easily
understood at a qualitative level if we disregard the com-
mutators of the ring-exchange interactions pertaining to
different ions. We will do so below. At the end of this
appendix, we will show that under certain conditions the
neglected terms do not significantly alter the decay. We
then approximate the amplitude ⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩ (cf. Eq. (12))
as

⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩ ≈ ⟨ψ0|
∏
j

exp

{
−i
∫ t

0

ϕ̂j(t
′) dt′

}
|ψ0⟩ . (C1)

Recall that the operators ϕ̂i, defined in Eq. (13), are
represented by 2× 2 matrices in the space of the cluster
doublet. We now take an ensemble average over all fluc-
tuator histories and positions, since we seek to describe
the dephasing averaged over many otherwise equivalent
clusters. As we are considering a CPMG sequence of
pulses, the total time t is an integer multiple of τ . The
average over ion positions is done by subdividing the vol-
ume into infinitesimal volume elements dV j , which con-

tribute with an exponential exp
{
−i
∫ t
0
ϕ̂j(t

′) dt′
}

with

probability ρdV j (i.e., only when occupied by an ion),
then taking the continuum limit [43]

⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩ ≈ ⟨ψ0|exp
{
ρ

∫
d3r

(〈
eiΦ̂(r,t)

〉
s(t)

− 1

)}
|ψ0⟩ ,

(C2)

where

Φ̂(r, t) = −
∫ t

0

ϕ̂(r, t′) dt′ = −V̂ dyn(r)

∫ t

0

s(t′)f(t′) dt′ .

(C3)
Note that by construction of the echo sequence, the
static term proportional to V̂ st(r) averages to zero, since∫ t
0
f(t′) dt′ = 0 for t being integer multiples of τ .
We now write

eiΦ̂(r,t) = cos (h(r, t))îd0 + i sin (h(r, t))n(r, t) · σ̂, (C4)

with îd0 the 2 × 2 identity matrix in the doublet space,
and

h(r, t) =

√
[Vd,−(r)]

2
+ [Vod,−(r)]

2
∫ t

0

s(t′)f(t′) dt′

= V0
g(θ, ϕ)

rδ

∫ t

0

s(t′)f(t′) dt′ , (C5)

where g(θ, ϕ) is a non-negative adimensional func-
tion containing the angular dependence of the cou-
pling. The Bloch sphere unit vector is n(r, t) =

−1√
[Vd,−(r)]2+[Vod,−(r)]2

{Vd,−(r), 0, Vod,−(r)}.
When taking the average over spin flip histories of

Eq. (C4), it is easily seen that only the first term sur-
vives, as it is even under spin inversion (s(t) → −s(t)).
We are left with

⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩ ≈ exp

{
ρ

∫
d3r

(
⟨cosh(r, t)⟩s(t) − 1

)}
. (C6)

Finally, we perform the spatial integration and take the
absolute value squared to obtain the fidelity

F(t) = ⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩ ≈∣∣∣∣∣∣exp
−c0ρV 3/δ

0

〈∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

s(t′)f(t′) dt′
∣∣∣∣3/δ
〉
s(t)


∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

∼ exp
{
−⟨Vδ⟩3/δtyp Gδ(t)

}
, (C7)

where c0 is an adimensional O(1) constant that depends
on δ and on the angular part of the integral, which we
absorb in ⟨Vδ⟩typ. This result was given in Eq. (15).

1. Calculation of Gδ(t)

The function Gδ(t) governing the temporal decay of
fidelity can be explicitly rewritten as [36] a sum over the
number n of flips occurring during in the time window
[0, t],

Gδ(t) =

∞∑
n=0

e−κstκns

n∏
i=1

∫ t

ti−1

dtn

∣∣∣∣∫ t

0

s(t′; t1, . . . tn)f(t
′) dt′

∣∣∣∣3/δ
=

∞∑
n=0

gn,δ(t) (C8)
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with t0 = 0 and

s(t; t1, . . . tn) = s(0)

n∑
j=0

(−1)j [Θ(t− tj)−Θ(t− tj+1)] .

(C9)
Rather than evaluatingGδ(t) for all t, we examine certain
limits. We evaluate Gδ(t) at times t that are integer
multiples of τ (t = Npτ). For a large number of pulses,
Np ≫ 1, one finds 3 regimes:
At short times, κst≪ 1, it is rare for the fluctuator to

flip. We may thus just compute the terms n = 0, 1 of the
series in Eq. (C8)

g0,δ(t) = 0; (C10)

g1,δ(t) = e−κstκs

∫ t

0

dt1

∣∣∣∣∫ t1

0

f(t′) dt′ −
∫ t

t1

f(t′) dt′
∣∣∣∣3/δ.

(C11)

This results in Gδ(t) ≈ κst
δ
δ+3 (2τ)

3/δ =

κst
1+3/δ δ

δ+3

(
2
Np

)3/δ
, and leads to stretched expo-

nential decay (with exponent 1 + 3/δ) of the fidelity,
with the characteristic time

T−1
short ∼ κδ/(3+δ)s

( ⟨Vδ⟩typ
Np

)3/(3+δ)

(C12)

of the short time regime. We note that the weak cou-
pling assumption, κs ≫ ⟨Vδ⟩typ, implies that the coher-
ence decays less than e-fold within the short time regime,
and thus T2 is reached only in later regimes. Indeed,
one would need to have κsTshort < 1, which, by using
Eq. (C12), requires κs < ⟨Vδ⟩typ, in contradiction to our
assumption.

We now discuss the long-time regime, κst ≫ 1, which
will depend on the refocusing protocol.

Indeed, if Np ≫ κst≫ 1 (meaning κsτ ≪ 1), there are
typically multiple fluctuator flips, but rarely more than
one per pulse interval. It is then much simpler to evaluate
the function as

Gδ(t) =

〈∣∣∣∣∣∣
Np∑
p=1

(−1)p
∫ pτ

(p−1)τ

s(t′) dt′

∣∣∣∣∣∣
3/δ〉

s(t)

. (C13)

If there were no random fluctuator flips, the sum
in the last equation would equal zero. Hence, the
terms that render the sum non-zero are those cor-
responding to pulse intervals during which a ran-

dom flip happens. Thus,
∑Np

p=1(−1)p
∫ pτ
(p−1)τ

s(t′) dt′ ≈∑n
j=1(−1)pn

∫ pnτ
(pn−1)τ

s(t′) dt′, where n is the number of

random flips and pn labels the pulse intervals during
which a random flip has happened. In the limit of large
n, we can treat this as a sum over n random variables xpn
with average ⟨xpn⟩ = 0 and variance Var [xpn ] ∼ O(τ2).
Owing to the central limit theorem (CLT), we capture

the scaling of the function Gδ(t) by

Gδ(t) ∼ (κst)
3
2δ τ

3
δ =

(
t3κs
N2
p

) 3
2δ

, (C14)

where we have substituted n by its expectation value n→
κst.
This implies stretched exponential decay of the fidelity

F ∼ exp

{
−
(

t
TNp

) 9
2δ

}
, with (cf. Eq. (19))

T−1
Np

∼

(
⟨Vδ⟩2typ κs

N2
p

)1/3

. (C15)

Lastly, if κst ≫ Np (meaning also κsτ ≫ 1), the refo-
cusing technique is ineffective and one may disregard the
variation of f(t). Thus, we write

gn,δ(t) = e−κstκns

n∏
i=1

∫ t

ti−1

dtn

∣∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
j=1

(tj − tj−1)(−1)j

∣∣∣∣∣∣
3/δ

.

(C16)
Again, for large n the sum can be approximated via
the CLT, treating the argument of the series as a ran-
dom variable xj with zero mean and variance Var [xj ] ∼
O
(
t2

n2

)
. Thus,

gn,δ(t) ∼ e−κst
(κst)

n

n!

t
3
δ

n
3
2δ

, (C17)

which upon summation over n using a saddle point ap-
proximation leads to

Gδ(t) ∼
(
t

κs

) 3
2δ

. (C18)

Once inserted into Eq. (15), this yields a different
stretched exponential decay with characteristic time scale
(cf. Eq. (16))

T−1
m.n. ∼

⟨Vδ⟩2typ
κs

. (C19)

2. Decoherence time T2

As noted above, e-fold decay of coherence occurs in the

intermediate or long time regime. If κs/ ⟨Vδ⟩typ ≲ N
1/2
p ,

T2 is given by TNp
in (C15), otherwise it is set by Tm.n.

in (C19).

3. Higher-order corrections

So far we have neglected that the interactions from
different neighbors do not mutually commute. To assess
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this approximation, let us thus return to the expansion of
the evolution operator of Eq. (12), and keep commutators

[ϕ̂i, ϕ̂j ], while disregarding higher-order nested commuta-
tors, to obtain

T̂ exp

−i
∑
j /∈Λcl

∫ t

0

ϕ̂j(t
′) dt′

 ≈
∏
i

exp

{
−i
∫ t

0

ϕ̂i(t
′) dt′

−1

2

∫ t

0

dt1

∫ t

t1

dt2

[
ϕ̂i(t1),

∑
j

ϕ̂j(t2)

]}
. (C20)

Analyzing the corrections arising from the commuta-
tors, which we refer to as “second order” terms, we
can check that they either contain the commutator[
V̂ dyn
i (t1), V̂

dyn
j (t2)

]
or
[
V̂ dyn
i (t1), V̂

st
j (t2)

]
since at least

one factor has to be dynamical in order not to be canceled
under the CPMG sequence. These two commutators con-
tribute differently.

We can estimate the second-order corrections with the
commutator of two “dynamical” parts using the indepen-
dence of different fluctuators and estimating their com-
mutators as being a randomly signed operator of norm
∼ (V̂ dyn)2. The contribution from all those commuta-
tors will then scale with t, the interaction strength and
the number of neighbors like the square of the first-order
terms considered in Eq. (C1). Similar considerations ap-
ply to higher-order terms.

The specific stretching exponents obtained above in
the long-time regime (κst ≫ 1) certainly apply as long
as t < T2. At later times, however, higher-order contri-
butions might lead to a crossover into a faster decay law.
Thus, the behavior in the tail may be altered, although
its characteristic time scale will stay parametrically the
same.

Appendix D: Formal treatment of ring-exchange
decay exponent

For each term of the multipole expansion of Eq. (5),
we decompose the representations Γn into irreps, Γn =⊕

i Γ
(i)
n . Note that as a consequence of time reversal

invariance, the Hamiltonian is real. If the character table
for the point group Gcl contains complex irreps, they
can thus be grouped into real representations. Below we
therefore assume the representations to be real, satisfying
Γ∗ = Γ.
To obtain a term with exponent ξ, there needs to be at

least one pair of irreps (Γ
(i)
n ,Γ

(j)
m ) with n +m = ξ, such

that the following conditions are satisfied:

1. The ring-exchange interaction has non-zero matrix
elements in the Γd subspace. Because it is the
second-order term of the perturbative expansion of
J(r), this is equivalent to the condition that the
trivial representation is contained in the following

tensor product

A ⊆ Γd ⊗ Γ(i)
n ⊗ Γ(j)

m ⊗ Γd (D1)

2. There exists at least one multiplet with irrep Γ′ in
the reachable manifolds withM±1 excitations, for
which

A ⊆ Γd ⊗ Γ(i)
n ⊗ Γ′, (D2)

A ⊆ Γd ⊗ Γ(j)
m ⊗ Γ′. (D3)

These conditions express the possibility of a virtual
exchange of an excitation via an intermediate state
with irrep Γ′.

3. Finally, the considered order of the ring-exchange
has to split the doublet degeneracy. This requires
that the action of the two two multipole terms does
not reduce to the mere multiplication by a number,

Γ(i)
n ⊗ Γ(j)

m ̸= A. (D4)

Large symmetry suppression exponents ξ > 2 are
unlikely to occur. Indeed, already ξ = 3 would
require that there be no coupling at the dipole order
to any irrep Γ′ in the manifolds M ′ = M ± 1; or

mathematically: for all terms Γ
(i)
2 , A ̸⊂ Γd⊗Γ

(i)
2 ⊗

Γ′. We have not found any such case in simple
clusters.

Appendix E: Examples of effective interaction and
ring-exchange

In this Appendix, we analyze two instructive cases
in more detail: an S4-symmetric cluster and a C4-
symmetric cluster, both containing Ncl = 4 sites. In
the end, we briefly comment on C3-symmetric clusters of
3 sites. We use Mulliken’s notation for the specific irreps
of these two groups.

For both the S4 and C4 symmetric cases, we write the
cluster Hamiltonian as in Eq. (3), with the site labeling
shown in Fig. 3.

Ĥ4 =
∆

2

4∑
i=1

σ̂zi + Ja

4∑
i=1

(
σ̂+
i σ̂

−
i+1 + σ̂−

i σ̂
+
i+1

)
+

+Jb
∑
i=1,2

(
σ̂+
i σ̂

−
i+2 + σ̂−

i σ̂
+
i+2

)
, (E1)

with Ja and Jb being two different interaction strengths
(identifying σ5 = σ1). The ground state has energy
ϵ0 = −2∆, and in both cases the M = 1 and M = 2
manifolds each host a symmetry-protected doublet, with
energies ϵ1,E = −∆+ Ja and ϵ2,E = 0. The M = 1 dou-
blet states can be written as two “spin-singlet” states
involving either odd or even ions

|1, E, 1⟩ = |1⟩1 |0⟩2 |0⟩3 |0⟩4 − |0⟩1 |0⟩2 |1⟩3 |0⟩4 ,
|1, E, 2⟩ = |0⟩1 |1⟩2 |0⟩3 |0⟩4 − |0⟩1 |0⟩2 |0⟩3 |1⟩4 ,(E2)
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while for M = 2

|2, E, 1⟩ = |1⟩1 |1⟩2 |0⟩3 |0⟩4 − |0⟩1 |0⟩2 |1⟩3 |1⟩4 ,
|2, E, 2⟩ = |1⟩1 |0⟩2 |0⟩3 |1⟩4 − |0⟩1 |1⟩2 |1⟩3 |0⟩4 ,(E3)

(see Fig. 2). From the point of view of the doublet wave-
functions, the two clusters are thus identical. However,
what differentiates the two cluster symmetries is the ge-
ometric arrangement of the ions and, as a result, the
coupling to an external ion. Mathematically speaking it
is the representations of the multipole terms, Γn, which
differ for the two clusters.

x

y

(b)

x

z

y

(a)
1

1
2

24 43

3

FIG. 3. Pictorial representation of the (a) C4 and (b) S4

clusters, with the labeling used in Eq. (E1). A solid line
represents an interaction Ja, while a dashed line corresponds
to an interaction Jb.

For the S4-symmetric cluster, the monopole and dipole
orders of the interaction with an external ion, cf. Eq. (5),
are associated respectively with the representations Γ0 =
A ⊗ A = A and Γ1 = A ⊗ (B ⊕ E) = B ⊕ E. Note that
the dipolar representation contains a B irrep, since the

z coordinate of the ions changes sign under the action of
the S4 generator, implying Γz = B. The B irrep induces
non-trivial transitions between the E doublet and the
doublet in the M = 2 manifold, which can be connected
back to the M = 1 doublet via the (trivial) monopole
term. Their combination, B ⊗ A, thus acts non-trivially
on the doublet (satisfying the third condition of App. D).
The doublet degeneracy is thus lifted at first order in
the multipole expansion, and the ring-exchange exponent
is ξ = 1 for this cluster (cf. Sec. IVC). Moreover, the
E irrep connects the M = 1 doublet with the ground
state, and thus the effective interaction exponent, which
governs relaxation through excitation hopping, also takes
the value ν = 1.

A C4 cluster instead behaves differently. The corre-
sponding representation for the first two multipole terms
in the perturbing interaction are Γ0 = A and Γ1 =
A ⊗ (A ⊕ E) = A ⊕ E, since here the z coordinate of
the ions are all identical, giving rise to the component A
in Γr. Hence, this term connects doublets only trivially
via the irrep A. Therefore ξ = 2, since the quadrupolar
term contains a B irrep.

Let us finally discuss a smaller cluster of 3 ions with
a C3 symmetry. One finds the same characteristic expo-
nents ξ = 1 and ν = 1 as for the S4-symmetric 4-site
cluster. However, the transition frequency between the
M = 1 and M = 2 doublets turns out to be independent
of the interaction strength J and identical to the sin-
gle ion CF splitting. Hence, the coupling to neighboring
ions, even though symmetry-reduced, is not spectrally
suppressed, but rather resonant - unless the CF energy
shift induced by the cluster ions is sizeable [44–46]. If this
is not the case, resonant excitation hopping is likely to
be the leading dephasing mechanism which would mask
the weaker ring-exchange contribution.
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