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The Dicke-Ising model, one of the few paradigmatic models of matter-light interaction, exhibits
a superradiant quantum phase transition above a critical coupling strength. However, in natural
optical systems, its experimental validation is hindered by a “no-go theorem”. Here, we propose a
digital-analog quantum simulator for this model based on an ensemble of interacting qubits coupled
to a single-mode photonic resonator. We analyze the system’s free energy landscape using field-
theoretical methods and develop a digital-analog quantum algorithm that disentangles qubit and
photon degrees of freedom through a parity-measurement protocol. This disentangling enables the
emulation of a photonic Schrédinger cat state, which is a hallmark of the superradiant ground state
in finite-size systems and can be unambiguously probed through the Wigner tomography of the

resonator’s field.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Dicke-Ising model has garnered significant atten-
tion in recent years due to the richness of its quantum
phases [1-8]. A central feature of this model is the com-
petition between spin-spin interactions, which tend to
drive an Ising transition, and the collective Dicke cou-
pling, which leads to superradiant photon condensation.
This interplay results in a more complex superradiant
quantum phase transition (QPT) compared to that in
the conventional Dicke model [9-15].

In natural optical systems, the superradiant QPT is
generally considered forbidden by a no-go theorem, which
asserts that the diamagnetic term—proportional to the
square of the vector potential A2—prevents photon con-

densation. However, this constraint can be circum-
vented [16-18] in quantum simulators such as cold atom
lattices [19-26] or circuit QED setups [27-29] (see also

review articles | ]), where the theorem is overcome
on the physical level.

Another possibility to simulate the class of Dicke-like
models could potentially be offered by quantum hard-
ware, which relies on the Trotterized approximation of
the evolution operator via quantum circuits. This ap-
proach, known as digital quantum simulation [33], has
recently become a popular line of research and is con-
sidered one of the few promising future applications of
quantum computers. Its validity has been successfully
verified in numerous experiments, see recent reviews such
as Ref. [34]. However, simulating many-body correlated
systems with spin-boson or fermion-boson interactions
presents a distinct challenge: encoding bosonic fields us-
ing qubits. Specifically, encoding a single bosonic mode
with a finite occupation-number cutoff N.. requires
logs Nmax qubits [35, 36]. To address this problem, one
may work within the alternative quantum digital-analog
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framework [37-39]. The latter employs bosonic degrees of
freedom as a computational resource and enables boson-
qubit entanglement at the hardware level. Within this
scheme, the dynamics of the quantum Rabi model in
the strongly coupled limit was simulated using a sin-
gle transmon qubit coupled to a resonator [38]. Our
study leverages this methodology to simulate the dynam-
ics governed by the more elaborate Dicke-Ising Hamilto-
nian, with a focus on novel qubit-boson architectures that
are experimentally feasible within the context of circuit
QED [38, 40].

A particularly compelling aspect of our digital-analog
approach is twofold: (i) the potential to simulate the
transition into the superradiant phase via a quench pro-
tocol, and (ii) the ability to disentangle the photon con-
densate and the qubit degrees of freedom in the many-
body density matrix. This gives the proposed simulation
strategy a striking advantage over fully analog simula-
tors [23], where only macroscopic parameters of the con-
densate have been available for direct measurement. Re-
markably, this disentanglement of condensed photons can
enable the emulation of Schrodinger cat states, which are
a hallmark of the superradiant ground state in finite-size
systems.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
present the model and the main idea of creating a cat-
state density matrix with the help of qubit-parity mea-
surements. In Section III, we provide a field-theory de-
scription of the superradiant QPT for different limits of
the model. We introduce the method of deriving the
free energy using path integrals in IIT A. The mean-field
results for the conventional Dicke model and the Dicke-
Ising model with spin-1/2 are discussed in III B and III C,
respectively. The role of quantum fluctuations near the
instanton trajectory and the relation to the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism are addressed in IITD. The generalization of
the Dicke-Ising model to spins larger than 1/2, via an-
gular bosonization, is provided in III E. A quasi-classical
approach for angular fluctuations is presented in IITF.
In Section IV, we present the quantum simulation algo-
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rithm. We discuss the idea of the superradiant ground
state approximation via the quench in IVA. In IV B,
we present digital-analog quantum circuits for Jaynes-
Cummings, Rabi and Dicke gates; in IVC we give an
overview of the algorithm. In Section V, we discuss our
results and present data for the exact and Trotterized
dynamics; in the ending section VI we conclude.

II. MAIN IDEA

The Dicke-Ising model (i = kg = 1 hereafter),
N-1
Hpy=Hp —J Y 6367, (1)
j=1

is a combination of the standard Ising model and the
Dicke Hamiltonian

which describes an ensemble of N spin-s degrees of free-
dom coupled to a common photon mode. In the Ising
part of Eq. (1), a positive coupling J > 0 corresponds to
a ferromagnetic spin-spin interaction. Through the Dicke
part of Eq. (1), the spins obtain excitation frequencies
w, > 0, while the photon mode has frequency wy and is
described by the bosonic operators [a, af] = 1; the qubit-
resonator coupling strength is denoted by g. For qubits,
which correspond to spin s = 1/2, we associate the logi-
cal |0); of qubit j = 1,...,N to the eigenstate (1,0)7 of
o5 with the eigenvalue 1.

At zero temperature, g plays the role of a control pa-
rameter of the superradiant QPT. If g is less than the
critical value, g., the system is in its normal phase, with
a ferromagnetic ground state

N
[EM) =10) @ [T 10,). 3)
j=1

In the superradiant phase, where g > g., there exist two
quasi-degenerate superradiant many-body states |Ug)
and |¥ ), and the highly entangled ground state becomes
the superposition

1
%

In a large spin ensemble, these wave functions are given

by the direct products |¥g) = |—a)®|R) and |¥) =
12 +a)”

la)®|L). Here, |+£a) = ezl n%:o(ﬁlm are photon

SR) = —= (1) + ) @

coherent states with opposite phases. The number of
photons stored in these states, |a|?, can be macroscop-
ically large. In the mean-field picture, the value of «
is given by a free energy minimum. The qubit states

2

|R(L)) = H;V:1(|O>j + [1);)/+/2 are anti-parallel to each
other (on their respective single-particle Bloch spheres).
Let us remember that in circuit QED, Schrédinger’s
cat state is the nonclassical state
1

cat) = 5 (o) + =), (5)

which is a promising candidate for qubit encoding due to
its non-locality in phase space [41—44], rendering it stable
against local perturbations provided the photon number
is large.

The central idea of our work is to disentangle | £ «)
and |R(L)) from the joint many-body density matrix,
psr = |SRYSR|, thus emulating the cat state density
matrix in the photon basis, i.e.,

pea = 3 (1=aX—al + laal + laY—al +|-akal). (6)

Note that simply taking the trace over the qubit degrees
of freedom in psg results in a mixed-state density matrix

e = trolpsw] = 5 (I-af—al + lajel), (1)

which lacks the coherent cross terms |+aXF«| that ap-
pear in Eq. (6). To obtain these cross terms, we select
one-half of the qubit states corresponding to a given value
of the total qubit parity. This selective parity measure-
ment can be defined as

pr = tro|psrPyl, (8)

where the projection operator is
1 N
P+ = 5 1+ H AJZ‘ ) (9)
j=1

with P,|R) = P,|L) = (|R) + |L))/v2. The trace
with the P, in Eq. (8) provides the desired result, i.e.
P+ = peat- Performing a series of projective mea-
surements following Eq. (8) enables us to observe non-
classical cat state signatures in a subsequent Wigner to-
mography [41, 42] of the photon mode.

Consider the Wigner function W(x,p) corresponding

to a reduced density matrix p = tr,[Ppsr],

o0

W(z,p) = Z (n[plm) Ve, m (2, p), (10)

n,m=0

where

H, (x—y)H,, (z+y)e2iry— @ +v*)
Vm (2, p) :/dy n(r=y) ";( )
Vr32ntmplm)!
(11)
are the harmonic oscillator eigenfunctions overlap inte-

grals, and H,(z) = (71)”6x2d”e’12/dx” are Hermite
polynomials. Following to the definitions (7) and (8),




we have P = 1 for the mixed state and P = P+ for the
cat state.

The momentum-integrated Wigner function yields the
photon probability distribution w(z) = [dpW (z,p),
which reduces to

we) =" Y DADE L alp(o)m).

n,m>0

(12)

In Fig. 1(a) and (b) we present, respectively, illustrations
of the matrix elements of pnix and p4 for a finite system
in the superradinant phase. The many-body density ma-
trix pgr is found numerically via exact diagonalization
of the Dicke-Ising Hamiltonian. One can observe that
(n|p|m) # 0 if both of Fock state numbers n, m are odd.
In the thermodynamic limit, Wi (z, p) would have two
singular points at & = ++/2¢; in a finite system near the
critical point, Wiix(z, p) has two linked blobs as shown
in 1 (c).

The projected Wigner function W, (z,p) calculated
from p; is shown in Fig. 1(d). The signatures of
Schrodinger’s cat state are visible as fringes of negative
quasi-probability, W (z, p)<0, which is a benchmark for
the presence of cat states in the output of our algorithm
given below.

The remainder of the paper has two main threads: (i)
Applying methods of statistical physics to derive a pro-
file of the free energy. This sheds light on the order of
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FIG. 1. Reduced density matrices (a) for the mixed state
Pmix = tro[psr] and (b) when projected to the positive-parity
subspace py = try[psr Py]. (¢) Wigner function of the mixed
state, and (d) of the projected state showing non-classical
features indicative of a cat state. The photon Hilbert space
has a cutoff of 20 photons. The coupling g = 0.9v/woJ is near
the critical value gc, the chain has open ends and comprises
N = 7 qubits. The other parameters are J = wo and w, =
0.05wp.

the QPT as well as on the quantum fluctuations around
the mean-field solutions and the associated macroscopic
quantum tunneling between the superradiant states |¥y,)
and |UR). (ii) Based on this understanding of the free
energy profile, we then perform quantum-circuit simula-
tions of the real-time dynamics of the photon distribu-
tion in the corresponding effective potential, culminating
in the sought-for cat states.

IIT. SUPERRADIANT QUANTUM PHASE
TRANSITIONS

In this section, we start with a recapitulation of the
well-known result about the second-order QPT in the
conventional Dicke model. After that, we turn to the
Dicke-Ising Hamiltonian Eq. (1) with J # 0 and w, = 0;
the limit w, — 0 enables an exact calculation of the trace
over the spins. It can be performed for qubits (s = 1/2)
via the usual Jordan-Wigner transformation, resulting in
a mean-field solution for the free energy that predicts
a first-order QPT. Besides that, the free energy deter-
mines an instanton trajectory in Matsubara imaginary
time and, therefore, the rate of macroscopic quantum
tunneling.

For w, < J, in the superradiant phase, the order-
parameter fluctuations are critical because the magnon
excitations become gapless (Eq. (22)). If the fluctuations
are unstable, the Gaussian approximation is not suffi-
cient. If s is large (qudit case), and the photon mode has
a low frequency, then fluctuations are suppressed; the
mean-field solution becomes asymptotically exact in this
case. At finite w, ~ J, integrating out the magnons ex-
actly via the Jordan-Wigner transformation is more chal-
lenging. As an alternative approach, we therefore suggest
the angular representation of spins, which is valid for ar-
bitrary s.

A. Methods

To calculate the free energy F as a function of the
superradiant order parameter, we recall the relation be-
tween F' and the partition function Z = tre=#/7 at finite
temperature T,

Z=e T (13)

where the trace is taken over all degrees of freedom.
Field-theory methods enable one to represent the trace
as a path integral over complex bosonic fields, a and a,
while the fields & parameterize the spin sector, i.e. the
partition function may be written as

Z = / dla, @, &e™ S0, (14)

Upon transformation from a Hamiltonian to the path
integral, the real part of the photon operators becomes



a trajectory u(7r) on the Matsubara time interval 7 €
[0,1/T7,

L(A +€LT) — u(r). (15)

=

The trajectories u(7) are slow if N is large (thermody-
namic limit) and the photon frequency wq is small. This
corresponds to the mean-field limit, where u can be asso-
ciated with the superradiant order parameter. The pho-
ton position operator, & = %(d +a'), is related to u by

Z — /N/2u.

The idea now is to calculate the path integral over
all fast fields and represent the partition function as a
single path integral over the slow quantum field u, i.e.
Z = [ D[u] exp (—Seg[u]); the new functional in the ex-
ponential is the effective action for u. The free energy
follows from Seg if we neglect the slow time dependence
of u(7) to obtain

F(u) = T'Segt[u = const.]. (16)

The low-temperature action Seg is proportional to 1/T
hence, T' drops from all the formulas for the free energy.
Note that the momentum operator p = —5(a — al)

does not appear in the interacting part of the Hamilto-
nian (1). Therefore, in the path integral, the real field
v corresponding to ip appears only in the free photon
Matsubara action, namely

1T
So = /dT a(0r + wo)a, (17)
0

where a(7) and a(r) are complex bosonic fields. If we
make a rotation to the real fields, u = (a + a@)/v/N and

v =14(a—a)/v N, and integrate out the field v, we arrive
at the free action for the order parameter,

Solu] = N / dr Llu(r)], (18)
0

with the Lagrangian

@)’ w0 (19)

E =
4(.00 4

This is the sum of the kinetic term ~ (8,u)? and the
potential energy Fy = wou?/4, which determines the
parabolic free energy profile. In the next Section, we
show how the interaction with the spins contributes ad-
ditional terms to F.

B. Free energy in the Dicke model

Consider the conventional Dicke Hamiltonian (2). In
what follows, we work with the normalized free energy,

F = F/N, which, in the thermodynamic limit, reads

[ 2
Fp(u) = %uz —w, < 1+ %UQ — 1) . (20)

This result has been derived by integrating out the qubit
states, which can be done via different spin represen-
tations such as Holstein-Primakoff bosonization [L0] or
bilinear combinations of fermion fields [9, 11, 15]. The
Dicke free energy Fp(u) possesses a second-order QPT,
as shown in Fig. 2 (a-c). In the normal phase g < g. =
wow; /2 below the critical coupling, there is only one
minimum at v = 0. At g = g, the QPT occurs. Finally,
there is a superradiant phase at g > g., which means that
Fp(u) acquires two minima at u = fug, ug > 0, and the
system spontaneously relaxes to one of them.

C. Free energy in the Dicke-Ising model at w, =0
and s =1/2

Coming back to the Dicke-Ising Hamiltonian with J >
0, we consider the limit of w, — 0. In Appendix A, we
apply the Jordan-Wigner transformation for spin opera-
tors and perform the subsequent integral over the fermion
fields. As a result, we obtain the mean-field free energy

Folu) = 2 = 2(glul + 0 () au)

where the elliptic function E(x) results from an inte-
gral over the quasi-momentum in the Brillouin zone k €
(=, 7). One obtains two bands of Ising-chain magnons
in the Brillouin zone, and their spectrum is

e(k) = £2v/g2u2(7) + J2 — 2Jgucosk. (22)

In contrast to Fp, the function Fpi has three minima in
a certain range of g around the critical §. = cov/wodJ,
co ~ 0.9. The first-order QPT occurs when the two
side minima become lower than the central minimum at
u = 0 (see Fig. 2(d-f)). Note that our approach is com-
plementary to previous studies of phase transitions in this
model [1-8].

D. Instanton approach. Relation to Ising transition
and Kibble-Zurek mechanism

The free energy Fpi given by (21) is part of a mean-
field Matsubara action where u(7) is a trajectory in imag-
inary time,

1T

Smt =N / dr (% +fD1(u)> . (23)
0

Variation of this action yields an instanton equation that
describes macroscopic quantum tunneling between the



@ 8<é& b) g=s © g>s
Fp Fp Fp
u u @ u
0 0 —uy 0 u
@ g<& @ s=2& ()
Fpi Fpi
u /\ @ u u
T T

0 -uy 0 U —uy—=JIg Jlg ug
FIG. 2. Sketch of the free energies as functions of the su-
perradiant order parameter for (a-c) the Dicke and (d-f) the
Dicke-Ising model. (a, d) Normal phases. Critical points (b)
of the second-order and (e) first-order QPTs. (d, f) Superra-
diant phases. The values u = £.J/g in (f) correspond to the
critical Ising chain.

minima of the free energy at u = tug, see Appendix B.
The solution of the instanton trajectory, uinst(7), can be
defined implicitly via

Uinst (T)
du
T V200 (For(u) — For(—uo)) 24

—ug

We find that in the superradiant phase, the instanton tra-
jectory always crosses two special points u = £.J/g, see
Fig. 2(f). According to Eq. (22) for the magnon spec-
trum, the Ising chain becomes critical due to the gap
closing at these points. This crossing occurs because wnst
has support in the interval [—ug; ug], which includes these
special points since |J/g| < wug, as implied by Eq. (21).
We conclude that the fluctuations above the QPT are
non-vanishing; in other words, the system remains crit-
ical in the superradiant phase. This behavior contrasts
with the conventional Dicke model, which is critical only
at the transition point. We can also draw an imaginary-
time analogy of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism around the
second-order Ising QPT. In our case, the Ising transition
is virtual and hidden in the superradiant phase.

E. Angular representation at w. # 0 and s > 1/2

As mentioned above, the presence of special points on
the instanton trajectory indicates critical fluctuations at
w, =0 in this model, attributed to the gapless spectrum.
However, the gap re-emerges at finite w,. The analytic
derivation of Fpp for this general case of w, # 0 is more
involved: Neither the Jordan-Wigner nor the Majorana
representation of the Pauli operators yields a quadratic

‘g‘:mf(u’ ¢)

m™o-10

FIG. 3. (a) Angular representation of qubit states. The zz-
plane contributing most to the mean-field solution is shown
in blue. (b) The effective potential in the mean-field approx-
imation. The red dots are the two minima representing the
superradiant states |V g, 1 ). The dashed curve is an instanton
trajectory. (c) Schematic representation of the instanton tra-
jectory Uinst (7).

action over fermions. Therefore, the exact Gaussian inte-
gration over spin states used in the derivations of Eq. (20)
and (21), does not apply.

An alternative representation of spins with arbitrary s
is provided by (sketch shown in Fig. 3(a))

07 — 2ssinb;sin ¢,
67 — 2scosb;, (25)

iz .
07 — 2ssinf; cos ¢;.

As the number of excited states is 2s, qubits correspond
to s = 1/2, qutrits to s = 1, and so on. In the path
integral for the partition function, §; and ¢; are real
bosonic fields,

7= / d{6,0}Y ulexp(~S[{6. 0} u)),  (26)

and the full Matsubara action reads
1T
S = Swznw + / dr (@a-,—a + HDI)- (27)
0

This is the sum of the Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten ac-
tion

1/T

SVVZNVV = —18 Z /dTC'ﬁj(l — COS 9]'), (28)
)

i.e. the integral over the spin Berry phase, the kinetic
term for the photon field ~ a0;a, and finally the Dicke-
Ising Hamiltonian parameterized by Eq. (25).

In the limit of small photon frequency, wo<J, g and fi-
nite w,, a mean-field solution can be found as this regime
of energy scales allows one to consider u(7) as a slow vari-
able. The trajectories contributing to Z then effectively



reside near the zz-plane, with small, rapid out-of-plane
fluctuations, i.e.

6;(r) = 5 + 80, (7). (29)

The corresponding geometric interpretation is shown in
Fig. 3(a). The logic of separation into slow and fast com-
ponents is also applicable to the in-plane components

¢;(1) = ¢(7) + Ag;(7), (30)

with a slow collective angle ¢(7) and rapid fluctuations

A¢j(T).

F. Quasi-classical approach for fluctuations

Further progress can be achieved in the quasi-classical
limit where one assumes that the fluctuations near the
mean-field trajectory are small. We start from the mean-
field solution for free energy, neglecting all angle fluctu-
ations, i.e. AB;(1) = A¢,;(1) = 0. We also assume that
wp is smaller than other energy scales, which guarantees
that u(7) and ¢(7) are slow. The resulting mean-field
action reads

7 2
Smf = N/dT ((&u)
4&)0
0

where the mean-field free energy is

+fmf(u,¢>>) R

1wou2 + h(u, ¢). (32)

]:mf(u’(b) = 4

Here, h(u, @) corresponds to the spin part of the Hamil-
tonian with homogeneous configurations of ¢; = ¢ and
6‘j = 7T/2,

h(u,¢) = 25 (—w; cos ¢ + gusin ¢ — 2s.J cos? ¢). (33)

The profile of (33) in the superradiant phase is shown
in Fig. 3(b), where the two minima correspond to the
distinct macroscopic superradiant states |Ur) and |¥y,).
As long as there is no time-derivative term for ¢ in Sy,
non-trivial contributions to Z are given only by the sin-
gle quantum trajectory ¢(uinst) that connects these two
minima, i.e.

Z ~ = Smelttinae (7] (34)

The value of Z then determines the amplitude of macro-
scopic quantum tunneling.

The angular dependence ¢(u) is determined by the con-
dition OgFme(u,¢) = 0. The motion of u(7) along the
quantum trajectory is described by a modified instanton
equation

M 4 Oy Font (u o(u )) 0 (35)

with boundary conditions u(0)=—u(1/T)=—ug. Again,
a sketch of the instanton solution is shown in Fig. 3(c).
The next step of our quasi-classical approach is to cal-
culate the quantum corrections Fy to the mean-field po-
tential ¢ caused by the Gaussian fluctuations of Ag; (1)
and A¢;(7) neglected previously. To this end, we expand
S given by (27) to second order in Ag;(7) and A¢;(7),

S = Splu, ] + Sc[u, ¢, AO, Ad)]. (36)

This is a sum of the mean-field action (33) and the Gaus-
sian part Sg given by

/dT (%[0 86] INevighm vl

(37)
where the matrix elements depend on the slow trajecto-
ries. Note that the action does not have a linear contri-
bution because we assume that >, A0; =37 A¢; = 0.

For the term ~A#?, the element A4 partially coincides
with h from (32),

A(u, ¢) = 4J 5% cos® ¢ — h(u, ¢). (38)

The amplitude of the term ~A¢? involves the momentum
dependence

Bk(u7 QS) =

The stability of the action (37) along the trajectory
¢(u) is provided by the joint condition A(u,¢)>0 and
By (u, ¢)>0 for all k. Tt is equivalent to

A(u, ¢) — 8Js%sin? ¢ cosk. (39)

4sJ cos2¢ 4 w, cosp — gusinp > 0. (40)

Assuming that (40) is satisfied and u and ¢ are slow
(adiabatic limit), the Gaussian integration over the fields
Afy and Agy yields the fluctuation correction Sgu, ¢
to the mean-field action. This correction reads

Sﬁ_N/ In H(HMSB“(@).

(27sTn)?
We calculate the infinite product over the Matsubara in-
dex n > 1 using the identity (A12) from the Appendix.
After that, we take the limit 7" — 0 in the definition for
the free energy correction Fq = N~ 'T'Sy and find

(41)

Faw0) = 5 [ SVA@w OB 0).  (12)

The integral over k yields

\/Au¢

y E( 1652Jsin2 b
A(u, ¢) + 852 sin? ¢

, ) +8s2J sin’) x

). (43)
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FIG. 4. Sketch illustrating the quench dynamics of the

photon probability distribution w(z, t) in the potential formed
by the free energy Fpi(u). (a) Gaussian w(z,t) at ¢ = 0 when
g = 0. (b) Evolution of w(z,t) after the quench of g from 0
to g = ge. (c) End of the evolution at t = ¢ shows two
maxima of w(z, tf) at u = £uo corresponding to superradiant
condensates.

In the Dicke-model limit, J = 0, we use A = —h and
obtain

Fo= 5-h(u,9). (44)

The full free energy then reads
1 1
Fmf + Fa = Zwou +({1- % h(u, ®). (45)

One can see from (45) that the fluctuation correction is
small at s > 1. The Dicke model for large spins has
been studied recently in Ref. [45] where the authors pre-
dicted multicritical behavior at QPT. For nonzero J, one
also finds Fq/Fms ~ s~!. Therefore, in the large-spin
limit, the fluctuations are small and the quasi-classical
approach is legitimate.

In the following, based on our understanding of the
free energy profile F, we formulate a quench protocol for
the simulation of the condensate dynamics.

IV. HYBRID QUANTUM CIRCUIT

A. Approximation of the superradiant ground
state via quench

Our remaining objective is to obtain an approximate
superradiant state from a finite quantum circuit, which
takes the form of unitary evolution on the time interval
t € [0;t¢] starting from the trivial ferromagnetic state for
spin s = 1/2, |¥y) = |[FM). Note that [FM) is an eigen-
state of Hpy at g = 0. The final state |W;) = e~ o1t| @)
is supposed to be close to the exact eigenstate |[SR). The
evolution with ﬁDI can be understood as a quench after
the coupling ¢ is switched on at ¢t = 0.

In coordinate representation, the photon distribution
at t = 0 is a Gaussian wave packet, i.e.

w(u,t=0) = %6_“2]\7, (46)

which can be interpreted as an eigenstate of a particle
in the parabolic free energy profile Fpi(u) at g = 0, see
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FIG. 5. (a) Qubit-resonator architecture for the Rabi model.
(b) Resonant pulse for the Jaynes-Cummings gate. (c) Pulse
sequence representing the Rabi gate.

Fig. 4(a). We note that, when sending N — oo, the
wave packet w(u,t) tends to a d-singularity, which is the
classical limit.

As sketched in Fig. 4(b), the quench induces an in-
stantaneous change to Fpr(u), and the Gaussian packet
tunnels into the side minima; the evolution should stop
at the moment ¢ = ¢ when w(u, t¢) is concentrated in ei-
ther of these minima (Fig. 4 (¢)). The many-body wave
function |¥;) then contains a substantial amount of con-
densed photons, which is used in the further protocol
detailed below.

B. Rabi, Jaynes-Cummings, and Dicke gates

We take inspiration from the digital-analog approach
of Ref. [37, 38], where the authors suggested to simulate
the quantum Rabi model

Hg = woa'a + gla+ah)e® (47)

through a combination of single-qubit rotations and a
hybrid Jaynes-Cummings (JC) gate

S3c(0) = exp(—if(at6™ +ac™)), (48)

where 6% = 2(6% F i6¥). The JC gate enables efficient
rotations in the joint qubit-resonator Hilbert space. We
have in mind an architecture as shown in Fig. 5(a), where
a tunable transmon qubit (Q) with physical frequency wq
is coupled to a superconducting resonator (R), modeled
as an LC-circuit with fundamental frequency wg. The
JC gate can be implemented as a flux pulse applied to
Q, similar to two-qubit XY-gates [16]. A sketch of the
pulse envelope is shown in Fig. 5(b). The pulse tunes
wq into a resonance with wg during the physical time t;,
which enables the system to acquire the desired relative
phase 8 = gAt = got; where At is the Trotterization time
in the simulation, and gg is the physical qubit-resonator
coupling. The additional buffer steps ¢y may be used to
gauge out dynamic phases in Sjc.
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Reproducing the logic of Ref. [38], we now derive the
Rabi gate from the JC gate and then generalize the for-
mer to a Dicke gate. The original idea is to decompose
Eq. (47) into

. 1, . .
Hgr = i(HJC + Hajc) (49)
where
Hyc = Hy +2g(at6~ + as™) (50)

is the Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian and
Hyjc = 6"Hyco” (51)

is the corresponding counter-rotating interaction term.
The free part can be chosen as

Hy = wo(ata —67/2). (52)
The exact Trotter step e~ HRAL o1 the simulation time
interval [t;¢ + At] is approximated to second order by

UR(t+At, t) — e—iI:IJCAt/4e—iﬁAJcAt/Qe—iHJcAt/4, (53)

which has a discretization error of O(At?). Moving to

the frame rotating with Hy, one obtains

Ur(t + At t) = e—iI:IO(t+At)SvR(t+At’t)eiflot (54)

where Sg is the hybrid qubit-resonator gate sequence

Sg = gJC(e/Q)Xw(<P+)5JC(Q)Xw(@f)ch(e/Q) (55)

w W W W W

si3o TR
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FIG. 7. Alternative qubit-boson architecture with all qubits
tunable and coupled to the resonator. The auxiliary qubit
acts as a coupler (C) to the resonator with tunable go.

where the phases are p_ =wg(t+At/4) and o =w(t+
3At/4). This gate has been realized experimentally as
a pulse sequence [38], which is shown schematically in
Fig. 5(c). It consists of three analog JC gates separated
by single-qubit gates, which we have combined in the
definition

Xr(px) = exp(—ipL67)5". (56)

These single-qubit gates encode the counter-rotating evo-
lution due to Hajc as well as the necessary rotating-
frame transformations.

With the multi-qubit architecture of Fig. 6(a) in mind,
where only one qubit is physically coupled to the res-
onator, we propose a Dicke gate Sp implemented by ap-
plying the Rabi gate Fig. 6(b) to Q1 only, while digital
SWAP gates mediate the interaction to the other qubits
Q2 and Q3 (Fig. 6(c)). An alternative architecture anal-
ogous to the experimental setting of Ref. [10] is suggested
in Fig. 7. Compared to Fig. 6(a), all qubits are tunable
and directly coupled to the resonator via the additional
go-coupler. Rabi gates can then be applied to each of the
qubits without the need for additional SWAP gates.

C. Algorithm overview

The full algorithm, which starts from |¥y), is shown in
Fig. 8. In each Trotter step, the Dicke gate Sp is followed
by a set of single-qubit Z-gates and two-qubit ZZ-gates,
which simulate the on-site frequencies w, and the Ising

interactions in Eq. (1) via
22y =M%, Zg ;=P (57)

where the phases are given by n = JAt and 8 = w,At.
Together, these gates constitute our Dicke-Ising gate Spy.
At the end of the full Trotter evolution, we arrive at
the many-body state |¥:) ~ |SR) that approximates
the exact superradiant state. The Trotter evolution is
followed by a CNOT sequence (emulating P ) and mea-
surement of the first qubit. As proposed in [17], this
CNOT sequence yields the parity by measuring only a
single qubit instead of all of them. If the measurement
result is z; = 1, then one performs Wigner tomography
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FIG. 8. Full quantum circuit implementing the cat state and
Wigner tomography. The circuit with L Trotter steps and N

qubits requires 3LN JC gates and (2L+1)(N—1) two-qubit
CNOT-gates. Assuming the architecture shown in Fig. 6(a),
the algorithm involves 1 LN(N — 1) SWAPs. The alternative
architecture from Fig. 7 does not require SWAPs.

of the resonator. If z; = —1, the tomography is not per-
formed. This completes our algorithm.

The Wigner tomography circuit is shown in Fig. 8 in-
side the dashed contour. We follow the ideas of the mea-
surement protocols suggested in Refs. [38, 12, 48]. There
is a representation of the Wigner function equivalent to
Eq. (10) that reads

2 a4
We = ;tr(HDEpphDg), (58)

where the photon-state density matrix ppn is given by
the projection of the full many- body state on a certain

lTl'a a

spin configuration. Here, H=¢e is the photon parity
operator, ﬁg = 80" ~€"4 ig the standard displacement op-
erator with the complex phase £ = x + ip parameterized
by x and p. The displacement operator can be imple-
mented as a drive pulse applied to the resonator. It is
depicted as the gate D¢ in Fig. 8. The density matrix ppn
becomes ﬁgﬁphbg after this pulse. The parity operator
II is implemented (i) via the gate C entangling the res-
onator with an off-resonant ancilla qubit and (ii) via two
X /2 gates to perform Ramsey interferometry. Measur-
ing the ancilla in the computational basis yields the pho-
ton parity II = +1 via the measurement value zy5. The
measurement is performed repeatedly to obtain the re-
spective probabilities P(zg==1), the difference of which
yields the Wigner function value W¢. To implement this
protocol on a physical level, we have in mind the stan-
dard dispersive Hamiltonian for the resonator and the

ancilla qubit with frequency wg) ),

Haisp = wrifa + ) [101] — xafal1)1].  (59)

The evolution with ﬁdisp during time interval §t yields
the operator Up = 00| + ¢®3'@|1)(1| with phase ® =
x0t. Before the tomography, the ancilla qubit is in the
state |1)o) = |0); the X /o gate brings it into the super-
position |¢1) = %UO) +1[1)). After that, by tuning the
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FIG. 9. Numerical simulations of exact and Trotter evolu-
tions. (a) Exact dynamics of the photon probability distribu-
tion w(z,t) after the quench during time t € [0, ¢]. Wigner
functions at the end of evolution ¢t = #: (b) Wiix without
parity selection, and (c¢) W4 for the positive parity, which
shows cat state signatures. (d-f): The data for w(z,t), Whix,
and W, emulated by means of our quantum algorithm as
depicted in Fig. 8 with L = 15 Trotter steps. The param-
eters are N = 5 qubits, a Fock-space cutoff at 20 photons,
wz/wo = 0.05, J/wo = 1 and g/wo = 0.9, which places the
system slightly above the QPT.

duration 6t of the off-resonant evolution such that ® = ,
the entangling gate C; can be realized. Depending on the
photon parity, C; rotates the qubit state either over the
angle 7 or 27 along the Bloch-sphere equator. The an-
cilla wave function then becomes |i3) = % (10) +11]1)).
The second X/, gate and subsequent zp measurement
finalize the Ramsey interferometry. As a result, one mea-
sures the state |i¢3) = |1) if the parity is even (Il = 1) or
|t)s) = |0) if the parity is odd (I = —1).

V. DISCUSSION

Mlustrative results of our numerical simulations of the
Dicke-Ising Hamiltonian with N = 5 qubits are shown in
Fig. 9. Our data include temporal evolution of the pho-
ton probability distribution w(z,t) as well as the Wigner
functions Wiy, Wy at the very end of the time evolu-
tion. In Fig. 9(a) we show the exact dynamics of w(x,t)
when the evolytion starts with a Gaussian distribution
w(z,0) = e~ * //m, which corresponds the many-body
wave function |¥o) = |FM). At the end of the evolu-
tion (wots = 5), the wave function |Uy,) is supposed to
be similar to |SR). The distribution w(x,ts) indeed has
well-defined side peaks around x ~ +4, which correspond
to a finite amount of condensed photons.

While the Wigner functions Wy, and W, at t = ¢
(Fig. 9(b, ¢)) look distorted, they are qualitatively simi-
lar to the ideal distributions shown in Fig. 1(c, d). It is
important to note that W, in Fig. 9(c) retains clear cat
state signatures, visible as blue stripes of negative quasi-



probabilities. In Fig. 9(d-f), we present the equivalent
simulation of the Trotterized dynamics with 15 steps ac-
cording to our digital-analog algorithm given in Fig. 8.
The Wigner functions found through the Trotter evolu-
tion (Fig. 9 (e, f)) are in good agreement with the exact
simulation results in Fig. 9(b, ¢), respectively.

For the total gate count, we obtain the following esti-
mation. We do not take into account the gates needed
for the Wigner tomography in this estimation and as-
sume the qubit-boson architecture from Fig. 6(a). Each
Rabi gate Sy involves three JC gates. The Dicke gate Sp
has N Sg-gates and $ N(N—1) SWAPs. The Dicke-Ising
Spi-gate has one Sp-gate and 2(N—1) CNOTs. Parity
selection involves (N—1) CNOTs. To summarize, the
circuit with L Trotter steps requires:

. %LN(N —1) SWAPs,
« 2L+ 1)(N —1) CNOTs,
« 3LN JC gates.

Based on these numbers, we conjecture that the algo-
rithm is capable of simulating the QPT after a quench
as well as the cat state preparation with a finite depth
quantum circuit without fine-tuning parameters.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we proposed a digital-analog quantum
algorithm for simulating the superradiant QPT in the
Dicke-Ising model, where individual qubits interact with
each other and with a common photon mode. The al-
gorithm features a sequence of analog Jaynes-Cummings
gates combined with standard digital single-qubit and
two-qubit rotations. This quantum circuit is capable of
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simulating quench dynamics and the QPT between the
normal and superradiant phases. We proposed a pro-
tocol based on qubit-parity measurements that allows
one to obtain a Schrodinger cat state as the output of
resonator Wigner tomography. Additionally, we applied
a path-integral description to the model via a bosonic
angular representation of the spin operators and formu-
lated the quasi-classical description of fluctuations in the
large-spin limit. This approach can be useful for further
studies of macroscopic quantum tunneling. Finally, we
found that the qubit-qubit interaction leads to an emer-
gent Ising transition driven by the Kibble-Zurek mecha-
nism in imaginary time. The qubit subsystem becomes
critical for certain quantum trajectories of the photon
field, making the fluctuations in the superradiant phase
non-trivial, in contrast to the conventional Dicke model.
As an outlook for future investigations in this direction,
an interesting question to address is the behavior of the
entanglement entropy and the value of the central charge
at the QPT and in the superradiant phase.
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Appendix A: Mean-field free energy for Dicke-Ising Hamiltonian at w, =0

In this part of the Appendix, we derive the free energy (20) from the Hamiltonian (1) assuming w, = 0. In the limit
of zero w., only two types of spin operators remain in the Hamiltonian, of and o707, ;. Applying the Jordan-Wigner
representation to them gives

5o — ot _e ot 5267 —ate
Gy = Cilq — CqCy  0g0aq = Cilqr1 + cqﬂcq +éf ch + Cgy16q- (A1)

The Hamiltonian (1) after this transformation has bilinear fermion combinations,

N

Hpp = woa'a — JZ Cylqt1 + el g+1Cq T CTCTJrl + cq+1cq) + — Z CyCq — C4C q (A2)
q=1

=2

We note that for w, # 0 additional terms ~ 67

complicated derivation of the free energy. Consider the partition function Z = tr(e‘ﬁm/ T) at finite temperature 7.
It is reduced to the Matsubara path integral

arise, yielding nonlocal fermion strings and resulting in a more

_ / da,a, c, de=Slaned] (A3)

over complex boson fields a(7),a(7) and Grassmann fields ¢,(7),&,(7), where 7 is the imaginary time 7 € [0,1/T].
These fields describe, respectively, photons and Jordan-Wigner fermions. The Matsubara action in (A3) is

1T N
S = / dr (d(?Ta + Z cd.c + Hpila, a, c, E]). (A4)
0

q=1

Assuming periodic boundary conditions for the Ising chain, we introduce the wave numbers k = 217{," mwith0<n <N

spanning a Brillouin zone. The Fourier transformation into k-space for Grassmann fields reads cx = \/—ﬁ Z g=1 e”chq.

The action (A4) can be parametrized via Nambu vectors ¥y = [ck E,k]T in y-space resulting in the following form:

1/T
S = Sphffz / dr¥T, 7, Gy a, @] Uy, (A5)

where the inverted Green function (Lagrangian) reads
0y — 2J cosk + 2g(a(r) + a(1))/VN —2iJsink

2iJ sink Oy +2J cosk — 2g(a(r) + a(1))/VN

and

1/T
Sph = / dr (a0ra + woaa) (A7)
0
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is the free photon action. Note, that G l[a, a) is a nonstationary matrix because of time-depending a-fields and,
therefore, an inversion is a nontrivial task. Below we tackle this problem in a mean-field approximation.
We parametrize the complex a and a through real fields u and v,

afr) = VREDAID) gy pulr) ivl), (A8)

After a Fourier transformation defined as a(7) = > a,e”?™7 and a(r) = Y, a7, we take the Gaussian
integrals over real boson v, and real Grassmann Wy fields. As a result, we receive an effective action for the real
boson u(7), which is a sum of the free boson action S,, and the spin contribution given by the logarithm of the fermion
determinant,

1/T
1 1 1
Seff = —N / — (0yu)® +wou? | dr — ZIn det(—Gy, ' u)). (A9)
4 wo 2
0
It features the inverted Green function (A6) written as Gy '[u] = —v00r — Hi(7), where the 7-dependent Hamiltonian
matrix in Nambu ~-space reads
Hy (1) = —2J (7, cosk — v, sink) + 2gy,u(T). (A10)

In the mean-field approximation, we assume u(7) = const neglecting temporal fluctuations. The fermion determi-
nant in (A9) can be found analytically through an infinite product over Matsubara frequencies with 2x2 y-matrix
determinants,

In det(Gy, [u]Gi[0]) = N / % In (H dety(i2mnTo — 2J(y: cosk = 7y sink) + 29%1”) . (Al1)

det (—i2mnTyy — 2J (7, cosk — y, sink))

We added Gk[0] to regularize the action. This factor emerges from normalizing the partition sum by its value at
g = 0. To compute the infinite product we use the identity

1
H(l + 2% /n?) = sinh(7|z|). (A12)
n>1 W\/E
Taking the leading term ~ % in the limit of low temperatures, and then integrating over k, we arrive at the mean-field
action

1/T

2
St = N / (% + ]—'(u)) dr (A13)
0

with the normalized free energy F(u) = + Fpi(u) provided in Eq. (21),

4g.J |ul }
(J +glul)?]”

F(u) = 1wou2 — %(J+g|u|)E [

7 (A14)

Appendix B: Instanton trajectory

Consider the mean-field part of the action (A13). When the system is in the superradiant phase, a variation of Sp,¢
by u yields the equation for an instanton saddle-point trajectory,

02U — 2wody F(u) = 0, (B1)

with boundary conditions u(r = 0) = —u(r = 1/T) = —ug, where up > 0 is a nonzero solution of the equation
OuF (u) = 0 for the superradiant order parameter. There is also an integral motion, which is analogous to the full
energy in classical mechanics. It reads

(87U>2
4(4)0

+ F(u) = F(—uop) (B2)
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where the constant F(—ug) is given by the free energy minimum at v = —ug. The instanton solution is given by an
implicit function uingt(7), which follows from Eq. (B2) as

Uinst ("’)
du
Y R v ) (B3)

—ug

The schematic shape of the solution that follows from this integral is presented in Fig. 3(c).
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