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Abstract. Eigenstates of central spin models in which the central spin is unentangled
with the environment are known as dark states. They have recently been observed in
a class of integrable XX models. Here we find that dark states are present in XY
models, but only for particular configurations of the central spin magnetic field. We
show this via an explicit construction of the Bethe states.

1. Introduction

Central spin models have gained renewed attention due to their possible applications in
modern quantum technologies focused on quantum sensing and metrology [16]. This is
due to their integrability allowing high-fidelity control of these systems at a mesoscopic
scale, where the exponentially increasing size of the Hilbert space would in general be
prohibitive [6]. The central spin allows the dynamics of the spin bath to be monitored,
and for feedback to be used to steer the dynamics of the bath in a desired direction.
There are several physical or engineered systems for which central spin models provide
a theoretical model. These include nitrogen vacancy (NV) centres in diamonds [23],
room temperature quantum memory storage [18, 21 22], quantum batteries [11] and
quantum dots [2} [19] — an active area of research which gained public attention through
the 2023 Nobel prize for Chemistry [13].

On the theoretical side, these models have been known for their integrability
since Gaudin’s seminal paper [8]. Integrability allows for the analytic solution of the
eigenstates and eigenspectrum of the models through the Bethe Ansatz. This makes
these models well suited for studies of their equilibrium and dynamical behaviour; in
particular, tests of the Eigenstate Thermalisation Hypothesis (ETH) and investigation
of many-body localisation [I}, 12 17, 22]. Integrability is also essential for perturbative
solutions of physical models. For example, integrability provides a wavefunction Ansatz
in variational eigensolvers to model strong electron correlation in quantum chemistry
[7.

Integrability is also of great interest in mathematical physics. There is ongoing
work on extending or modifying known integrable models to obtain new ones. This
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has recently led to establishing that the XX model, which models certain resonant
dipolar spin systems, is integrable [5], 2I]. Integrability was subsequently extended to
the XY model [20] using conserved charges discussed in [14], and the same charges
with self-interaction obtained by Skrypnyk [15]. These charges were diagonalised using
several modifications of the standard algebraic Bethe Ansatz for arbitrary spin [15].
These expressions for the eigenvalues can also be obtained through the use of functional
relations as described in [20].

Here we derive the XY central spin model Hamiltonian and its charges through
a limit of the charges for the XY Z Gaudin model in [I5]. We also derive a second
integrable class of XY central spin models, which are seen to simply be a different
parametrisation of the original model. With this reparametrisation we obtain regularised
eigenvalue and eigenstate results for the central spin model. We show that these
reproduce the diagonalisation results in the literature [3|, 21] in the appropriate limits.
It is found that dark states, states in which the central spin is not entangled with
the environment, are present for special configurations of the magnetic field B =
(B*, BY, B#). This is reminiscent of the X X model for which these occur for an out-of-
plane magnetic field, B* = BY = 0 [5], 21].

In Sect. we derive two examples of XY central spin Hamiltonians and their
conserved charges for spin-1/2 central spin. We then show how these are different
parametrisations of the same integrable model. After performing a reparametrisation
which regularises the eigenstate results of [15], we find the eigenstates for the XY
central spin model in Sect. [Bl We show that for special magnetic field configurations
dark states occur, in analogy to those that were seen in the out-of-plane X X model
[21]. Concluding remarks are given in Sect. [l In the Appendix [5 we take the isotropic
limit to confirm that these recover the results for the X X model. This is supplemented
with some heuristic arguments and numerical results about how the dark states emerge
from the states with generic magnetic field configurations.

2. Derivation of integrable XY central spin Hamiltonians

Consider a set of L + 1 spin operators {S7, Sj‘l-’, S% 1 j =0,1,..., L} satisfying the
standard canonical commutation relations
(57, Sl =i Y €S, (1)
k€{z,y,2}
where i = v/—1 and 7% is the Levi-Civita symbol. Introduce a set of distinct parameters
{BYuU{e :5=0,1,...,L} with § > 0 and such that ¢, — >0 forall j =0,1,..., L.
Also define fjlL = \/6]?5 :
Integrable central spin models, with spin-1/2 central spin and arbitrary bath spins,

are derived from the following L + 1 conserved charges
x Y

Q=csi+ Blgr s Blov I grge I qugy
Z B A A A

TWe use ( instead of B* to prevent confusion with B of the XY Hamiltonian, Eq. (@) below.
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To do this, we take {S§, S¥, S¢} to be the spin-1/2 operators, identify the zero subscript
with the central spin and the other subscripts with the bath spins. The zeroth charge
Qp will then become the central spin Hamiltonian and Q;, j = 1,..., L its conserved
charges. Noting that for spin-1/2 operators we have
1
2 2

(55)* = (8P = 4T,
it is convenient for the zeroth charge to subtract off the squared spin operator terms.
After making the change of variables {¢ — B*/,/€y} for the magnetic field, we obtain the
first class of XY central spin models through the limit as ¢y — oo with the Hamiltonian

being
mzmw Q—£%&+&”
co300 VeoQ a \fF
:W%+W%+F%+Q:@%$+ﬁ%$) (3)
j=1
and the charges
€EQ—> 00

B* . B
%@ﬂ"—$+—ﬁW%L$W+i£%y
f+ fi fif fi

+2Z U SIS I ATSIS] + 51, (4)

=1 G
J#i

reproducing those introduced in [20].

For the second class of Hamiltonians we use the variables {3m,é, EZ} for the
magnetic field and {¢;} instead of {¢;}, letting hj-E = \/@Tﬁ We make a change
of variables for the magnetic field, {éx > —fJBx,f > —fO_By, B* —EZ} Taking
the limit as ¢y — [ leads to the Hamiltonian

i hg  h¢
HII:E£1£I>16|i Q0+4 (h+ + he )]
L
= B*S% 4+ BvSY + B*S? +2Z <m505$+—JSOSZ) (5)
7=1

and the charges
QH = lim [ Qz]

e0—p

:-2%;§5g5?4-éz554-ér

[
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V28

V2P 25 hi

= _2Y " g¥gy BAxSI By SY SySy _zSzSz
P 0 TR B T
2 - L hith:S*S* + h: htSYSY + hfh; S?S? 6
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J#i

where the last equality is obtained through a shift by S? = (S¥)2 + (57)? + (S7)?. Note
that for this class the limit as f — 0 is an X model (after making the transformation
S* — —S% 5% — S%) in contrast to the first class.

These two classes can be seen as different parametrisations of the parameters {e;}
and the magnetic field components. The integrable XY central spin Hamiltonian

L

Hyy = B"S§ + BYS§ + B*S§ +2 ) _(X;5557 +Y;S4SY) (7)
j=1

was seen in [20] to be characterised by Yf - X ]2 = ¢, with the constant ¢ being free to be

chosen through rescalings of the parameters {¢;} and magnetic field components. The

isotropic case where ¢ = 0 corresponds to the X X model, as seen for example in [21].

In the above two cases c¢ is seen to be respectively 28 and —1. The reparametrisation

relating the two classes is

48?
o5 = ﬁ+] 5

Specifically, the charges (2) in the variables {¢;} and {Bx, ¢, Bz}, under this
reparametrisation take the form (after making the rotation S¥ — S* S* — —SY and
adding S?)

. f— f+ A B
=i (s 1——_52——5“ —”_Sy —Z5w5$

_ \Z_ﬁ(g ;f (sz+1)) (8)

where
Q, =(S7+ B S:”+—Sy+—2 ST¥SY + Z L GYSY
(3 f—|- 2 f_ (2 f—|- [ f'— 17

FITSEST A [T LT SYSY + [ fSES?)

J#Z
with the redefined magnetic field components

Br=-B", (=-(\/28, B*=B"/\/25.
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Henceforth we will only consider the parametrisation given in the first class and take
H=H' Q;= Q;. However, we will see that the second parametrisation will be useful
for obtaining the eigenstates of the XY model.

3. The eigenstates

The eigenstates of the charges Q;, as well as their eigenvalues, have been found in
[15]. Here we recall the algebraic setup and the results required in order to obtain the
eigenstates and eigenvalues of H and its conserved charges @);.

3.1. Relations for the Algebraic Bethe Ansatz

Introduce the Lax algebra generators (respectively corresponding to B(w), C(w) and
A(w) = D(w) in [15])%
_ —B" +i( -y = hih; 12 - 11 22

.
j:Ow P 3=0

_Br4+il . Lo nth: L
Stw) = 2N e oS e N ()

vV 2B = w — ¢‘] J = J J
2i B 9Bv L ow?— g

S(w) =-—=w-p) - —=w+p)+2 T - T
V2B NG 2w )

where th = /¢; = B and the operators {T}’} satisfy the gl(2) commutation relations
[T, Ty = 6y (OMT) — 6"TM);  a,b=1,..., L.
The Lax algebra generators satisfy the relations

[ST(u), ST(v)] = £2i (ST (u) — ST(v)) ,

5°(u), 5~ (0)] = F1- 0 (57(w) — 7))
[5%(w), S%(0)] =0,
[57(), §7(0)] = —— (§°(u) — §°(0)) — 25" (v) — 205" (u). (9)

We also define operators shifted by a constant term, necessary to build the appropriate
Bethe states,

SH(w)=ST(w)F (2k—1)il, kel
and with these define
ST (wr, wa, ..., war) = ST (w1) ST (wa) - - - S5 (war). (10)

TAgain using CA to prevent confusion with BY of the XY model.
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Now in order to describe the eigenstates of the charges {Q;} we use the following
representation of the gl(2) operators

VT e T Tt e
hi he W, M

_ Sk k Sy Tle:_ZSZ k Sy

Vot g v2s ke

Following the notation of [I5] we also introduce the reference states v* defined as

vE =0 @0 @ @ur (11)
where the vki are respectively lowest and highest weight states satisfying

Tt = —spoft, TP = s, TH o =0,

Tknvk_ = SVk, Tkmvk_ = —SpUp, Tkmvk_ =0

for half non-negative integers sy, i.e. s, € {0,1/2,1,3/2,...}. For the spin labelled by
the 0 subscript, for which sg = 1/2, we use the following notational convention

For conciseness we will also use the notation
vﬁzvli@%--@vf
when identifying spins 1 to L as bath spins.
3.1.1. Reparametrised operators. In the following we will also need the expressions of
the operators in the reparametrisation introduced in Sect.
432 432

€ =0+ ;o u=p to 5
’ ¢;— 5 —- B

B*=—B* (=-(/\28, BY=-B*/25. (12)
These being (after also rescaling by /2/3)

S~ (u) =B —sz—zgf+2Zf+ —zfz TH - 17,

S*(u) = Bm+sz—z§\/7+2Z T21 \/72 T - T7)

with
/9 + / +
Tll__ 65 fk SZ, T22_ . 65 +fk SZ,
. V20 . f Y 5
= sy Bgr Vg e g Sig VP

We define S*(uy, ..., uy) similarly to (I0) using instead
S (u) = ST (u) F (2k — 1)in/2B81, k€ Z.



3.2. Figenstates of Hxy

To fully capture the possible types of eigenstates of the central spin model we first give
the construction of the states via the supersymmetry of the model, before obtaining the
states for generic magnetic field configurations from the limits of Sect.

3.2.1.  Construction from supersymmetry. Define the spin raising and lowering
operators S5 = S¥ 4 4SY, and supercharges A* = S7 A*, where

L
A® = (B £iB)I/2+ ) (f;7 SF +iffsY). (13)

j=1
The supercharges satisfy (A*)? = 0 and SgAT = —ATSE. Recall from [20] that the
Hamiltonian (B can be written as

H=DB*S; + A"+ A™. (14)
With this one sees that H? is related to a supersymmetric Hamiltonian through
(H)? = (B*)*I/4+ ATA- + A A* (15)

= ((B")* + (BY)* + (B*)*)I /4 + Z £ 1@

Rewriting this in the eigenbasis of S§
H? = (B*)?/4+ (/2 — S§)ATA™ + (/24 55) A~ A*
_((B*)?/A+ATAT 0
B 0 (B*)?/4+ AT A~
— @[Jr (Zle £ 17 Qile=—1 . 0 )
4 0 Zj:l fj+fj_ Qj|<:+1

shows that H? can be diagonalised with eigenstates of the form
We) = ‘@>0 ® |¢®>Bv ©ec{+ -}

where the subscript 0 denotes a central spin state and B a bath-spin state. Observe
that the the states |1g) 5 are respectively eigenstates of the charges Q;|c—_e. Due to
the supersymmetry, the eigenstates of H? are either singlets or doublets. The singlets

|\II®>7
AT [Wg) = A7 |Tg) =0,

are also eigenstates of H. Whereas for the doublets |Wg),
AT ) =AT), AT )=A|T,), AeR
we can diagonalise H to obtain the eigenstates
o) = AJU.) + (B + OB /2) ) (16)
= (A~ +(E+6B%/2)) |¥_)
= (A7 +(E+0B7/2)5)) [+)y @ [v-)



where Eg = ©/(B*)2/4 + A2
From the above construction it is clear that we can obtain the eigenstates of the
XY model from those of Q;|—_g or equivalently, due to simultaneous diagonalisability,

respectively from A~®A®. To do so we observe that with the inverted reparametrisation
introduced in Sect.

2
e —pr 2 g B (= _¢/\3B BY = B+\/28

¢;— B

we have expressions in terms of the Lax algebra generators as
ATOA® = (8/2)S7°(8)S5 (B),
noting that CA = O+/205.
3.2.2. Dark states. Here we will demonstrate how dark states can be identified from

the Bethe state construction. Assuming the roots {w,,}}_, are distinct and not equal
to 8 we find using the algebraic relations ()

Sfe(ﬁ)sg(ﬁ)s_e(wlw'-awM)U = (ﬁawla--' M)S?M(B)UQ

M
+ZS_®(ZU1,...,ZU1—)5,...,1UM)

X &I+ 06
{ wz—ﬁ

(5% (w) — S7(8 +8Z “’l+5}

m=#l Wm
Noting that
V2B+0iB* .\ .
SO (8)® =6 N+ X = 4+ Be|i—(2M +1)i | o®

we see that the Bethe state will be an eigenstate with zero eigenvalue if

iB* /2 .
Ng/2 + +0B%/2=M € {0,1,..., Ny}
V26

and the “unwanted terms” vanish. This corresponds to the roots {w,,} satisfying

4(w; — B) + (zo(wy) — 2z6(B)) + 42 le —0,

where zg(w) are the eigenvalues of S*(w) for the reference states v®.
Due to these being zero eigenvalue states of A=®A®, they correspond to the singlet

states. Hence, making the reparametrisation (I2)), the states
|@>0 &® S_e(ul, o ,UM)|<:_@ Ug

§See Sect. [ of the Appendix for the full argument that these are the only magnetic field
configurations admitting dark states.
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are eigenstates of H with energy £ = ©B?/2 if the roots satisfy the Bethe Ansatz
equations

L M
45+@i3x\/ﬁ+22(UI+B)(€j_B)Sj_2Z(Ul+uﬁ)(1;m_ﬁ) —0
=1 l m

u; — Ej —y
and the magnetic field components satisfy
—iB*/2+0OBY/2
V20

€ {—N,/2,—N,/2+1,...,N,/2}. (17)

3.2.8. Bright states Due to A® o« S®(3) we see that the doublets are Bethe states
with one of the roots equal to 8. In this case one finds that

STO(3)SE(A)S O (B wr, - war1)°
= S_e(ﬁvﬁa Wy, . .. 7wM—1)S?M(B)U®
M-1

+S‘9(6,w1,...,wM_1){8[—2SZ(B)+Zﬁ1_6§} }v@
m=1 m

—1
+ S_e(ﬁ,wl,...,wl—>ﬁ,...,wM_1)
=1

M-1
R 5(Sz(wl)—sz(5))+8w’+ﬁ+8z w + 5 }v@

S

X

—

wy — w—f AW — Wy
where 05" (u0)
. “(w
S#(B) = :
B)=—75,"|._ ;
We again see that this will be an eigenstate, with eigenvalue
M-1
164
/

8 - 22(6) +mZ:1 T

if
iB /2 .
Ng/2 + +0B*/2=M e {0,1,...,N,}
V26
and the roots {w,,} satisfy
M-1
2 w; + w; +
8 — zo(wy) — z +8 +8 =0.
o (Few) = 26(8) + 81— mZ#wl_wm

Hence, making the reparametrisation (I2), the states

(A + (Bo + ©B7/2) S7) |[+)y ® ATS (w1, . .., uns—1)|e=—1 v5 (18)

are eigenstates of H with energy

L
E§ = (B*)*/4+2B8+iB"\/28+2> (= B)s; =2 Y (um — )
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if the roots satisfy the Bethe Ansatz equations

-8 _,

2ul—|—4ﬁ—sz\/7+22 BlutB) QZ ”l+u5)(
l

Um
w — € ot — U,
and the magnetic field components satisfy
—iB*/2 — BY/2
V26

These states (&) are referred to as bright states [2I] due to the central spin being

€ {—Ns/2,—N;/2+1,...,N;/2}.

entangled with the bath, in contrast to the dark states.
Before we conclude this section, we note that in the reparametrisation

= 0i\/28 + le S7O(u)|co = 11_@ Sy ()] c=—e, (19)

i.e. a root equal to [ corresponds to a root divergent in the reparametrisation.

3.2.4. Generic eigenstates of the charges Q;. To describe the eigenstates of the XY
model for generic magnetic field configurations we will use the corresponding results of
[15] for the charges {Q,}.

As was shown in [15], the charges

B h ht
Q; = B*S; + S+ isy 4l grgr 4 L svsY

h+ J h~ h+ ] h
+22

J

h*h;SfS,f + hy hifSYSY + hyihy S5S),

k#y
have the eigenstates constructed respectively from lowering or raising operators
Wy, ..., W) _g :8_®(w1,...,wM)v@, (20)

with respective eigenvalues

'A:ch._ h+
q;° =2 0; 2+®<ZB ¢ ]>

h+h—ﬂ V2B hf \/_h]‘
X B hy

—22 _wms]+2z

The Bethe roots {w,, }M_,, with M = ijl 2s;, are the solutions to the set of Bethe
equations

s]sk. (21)

B (w = B) + {(w + B) B2 wf — B2 52
2w, — O 75 +2;¢-—wz ,+2Z "

~

M+1-© (\/i() [T — 85)*

Hn]\fb[;él(wl - m) .

- (B%)” (22)
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As we will mainly be working with the variables of the reparametrisation (I2]), using
also the notation of Sect. B.I.1l we also give their corresponding expressions. Here the
Bethe roots {u,,} satisfy the modified Bethe equations

ul+3ﬁ+@(z‘3x\/ﬁ+cul+ﬁ)>
+2Z(€j_6)(ul+5 22 Um;l )(u + )

U — € —u
=0 =% m#l m

i([M+1\/7+@zBZ+C\/7] )

6 — g\ > 1w —
XH(;_B’) = (23)
j=0 ~" "

m=#l
while the eigenvalues qj_e of the charges Q;, using the result of (g), are

+ +
q;° = J; si(s;+1) — €j+35s§+@<i3wm+<f>

’ f_ £t A P
fj+ - um_ﬁ f]+ L Ek_ﬁ
+ QF mZZI U — € Sj + 2F ; P—— S;Sk- (24)

Before moving onto the eigenstates of the central spin model, we note that
for generic model parameters the states constructed by either applying the lowering
operators to the highest weight state v™, or the raising operators to the lowest weight
state v, constitute a complete set of eigenstates. This follows from quadratic identities
of the charges Q; similar to those seen in [20], and extended to the eigenvalues. From
these the Bethe Ansatz equations are seen to be the consistency equations for the
parametrisation in terms of the roots {u,}. Completeness is then argued similarly
as in [9, [I0] by assuming regularisability and the one-dimensionality of the simultaneous
eigenspace for generic parameters. We also observe that there is a map between the

states obtained via the raising and lowering operators through the symmetry of the
charges, {S* —» —=S*, i » —i, ( = —(}.

3.3. Generic eigenstates of the XY model

We now proceed to obtain the eigenstates of the XY model with the limits defined in
Sect. Recall from (3] that we obtain the Hamiltonian by taking the limit of Qg as
€p — oo after applying a rescaling and a constant shift. Hence the eigenstates are found
from the eigenstates of the charge Qg in the above limit. As we saw in Sect. [3.2.3] the
Bethe roots {u,,} can diverge, so we analyse the behaviour as two cases.

Finite roots in the limit. Assuming the roots stay finite in the limit, the raising
operators become

L ofhu— + /
S7O(u) = B* — ©iBY + 2i\/285; +2Y w (iz'sgf - fi_s; v
=t

2 z

1

1
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L +
S V28 o S
j=1 J J
= 57%(u)|c=—as;-
Hence the eigenstates are dark states
|U1, e ,UM>® = ‘@)0 X S_e(ul, U, . . . ,UM)‘CZ_@Ug.

However, from Sect. B.2.2l we saw that these will in general only occur when (7)) holds.
So in this case the Bethe Ansatz would have to be modified to that seen in the same
section. We also remark that the dark states can be seen to come from entangled states
in the limit as the magnetic field configuration satisfy GIE)H

One of the roots diverges. Assuming that uy; — oo we have

L
i S7O(uy) = B* — OBYi — 2655 + 2i\/235% + 2 ; (f; 8% — 0iffSY)

where

i Upr
K= m — .
€0,UuM 00 | 4 /€

The eigenstates become

Ry ur, .. un—1)g =

L
B" - ©iBY +2) (f; S —0iffsY) - 2mSo‘@] ©)4

j=1
X <S_®(U1)‘<:_@ — @3@\/@[) X
X (S—@(UM_1)|<:_@ —O(2M - 1)¢\/%1) V8
=2 [A_® — KSO_Q} |@>0 X S_Q(ul, . ,UM_1)|C:@U2, (25)

using the expressions (I3) for A® in the last line. Here the roots satisfy

" +8) (um — B)(u + B)
2u + 45+ ©iB \/7+22 ul—uel] Sj_QmZ# U Ul_:j;
((M+1f o sz+By)(M+1\/7 O(—iB® — ))
L j — Uy . _lum_ﬁ
Xl;[ ) U, — Uy

m##l
and k satisfies

—@(sz\/ﬁ+Bzm> Y. 22 sj+2z
M-1

_ _i ([(M +1)V/28 + @in] — (By)Q) EJL":EG(;LT ;)25) '

9See also Sect. £.2.1]in the Appendix for a heuristic discussion of this.
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The energy is
E=0B/2 & (26)
and the eigenvalues {q; ©} of the charges {Q;} are

o_ _ 20 o (@B""’V 26 2f+)
% f*f‘z )
f+ m " f

A mZUm_Ell—i_zz ]Z;ézel_ey

Due to the quadratic equation for x this gives two sets of eigenstates with different
energy. However, recalling the completeness argument of Sect. 3.2.4], the states with
the same energy are the same. So a state constructed from lowering operators with
k = k corresponds to a state constructed with raising operators with k = k — B* (and
vice-versa a “raised” state with k = k corresponds to a “lowered” state with x = k+ B?).

We note that, since these are the eigenstates of the charges {Q;}i=1.. 1, projecting
onto |—0), for the central spin, the bath states

S_Q(ula s >UM—1)|C:®U2

are eigenstates of the charges {Q;}i=1.. 1 with ( = ©. We see that this is consistent
with the Bethe Ansatz equations. To see that the eigenstates are also consistent with
the construction via supersymmetry we rewrite them as

|K(E);ur, ..., um—1)g X [0)y ® ATOS O (uy, .. up )| =0t
+(E - 0B%/2)|-0),® S™®(u1, ..., un—1)|c=ov5 (27)

using expression (20]) for the energy. Then by (I9) we observe that
A0SO (uy,. .. ,uM_1)|<:@vg = Ji_)rléloS_e(u, U, ... ,uM_1)|¢:_@vg.
Whereas, we see from (I5) that
S uy, ... upr1)|e=ovy
is an eigenstate of A® A~ with eigenvalue E? — (B*)?/4, so by the previous relation
(E? — (B*)?/4)S™®(uy, ..., ups—1)|c=ov® = A®[0), @ S (00, w1, . ., Unr—1)|c=—0V5.
Hence we find that

|K(E);u1, ... un—1)g x ((E+©OB%/2) + A%) |0)) ® S~ (00, w1, ..., unr—1)|c=—ovg,

which matches (I0).
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4. Conclusion

We have derived the XY central spin model Hamiltonian Hyy, (), and charges given in
[20] as a limit of the XY model charges with self-interaction Q; obtained by Skrypnyk
[15]. This allowed the diagonalisation results found in [15] for the charges Q; via a
modified Algebraic Bethe Ansatz to be used to diagonalise H xy. However, in order for
these results to connect with those found for the X X model we regularised the charges
Q, via a reparametrisation. Lastly, we showed that the dark states of the X X model
without an in-plane magnetic field [5, 21] can be seen as a special case of dark states of
the XY model for special configurations of the magnetic field.

These results open the way for finding form factors and correlation functions for
the XY central spin model as well as probing the dynamics for large systems. The
characterisation of the magnetic field configurations supporting dark states and their
emergence via special limits of the parameter x can provide experimental criteria for
preparing these states with high-fidelity and determining how far a bright state is from
being a product state.

Another extension of this work would be to the case of a spin-1 central spin. Here
it has been shown that the X X central spin model is integrable for an out-of-plane
magnetic field [I7] and more recently for an arbitrarily oriented magnetic field [4].
Integrability for the XY model can also be shown through a minor modification of
the charges found in [4]. In the latter work it was numerically demonstrated that dark
states can emerge at asymptotically large coupling, just as seen in the central spin-1/2
model for an arbitrarily oriented magnetic field [5]. This raises the possibility of the
existence of these states for certain special magnetic field configurations of the XX
and XY spin-1 central spin models. However, determining whether these dark states
actually exist is complicated by the fact that the relationship between the model and
the known class of Richardson-Gaudin models is not yet understood.
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5. Appendix

5.1. Characterisation of magnetic field configurations admitting dark states

In this section we supplement Subsect. B.2.1] - to argue that the eigenstates given by
the singlet states are the only dark states, i.e. product states of the central spin and
bath spins — and Subsec. B.2.2] to characterise when they occur.
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Firstly, with regards to the singlets we note that for the eigenstates
1E) = 1=)o ®v-)p + (E+ B*/2) |4+), ® [¢1)

to be dark states requires (E+ B*/2) |1)4) 5 o< [¢)_) 5 . If we assume that neither of these
is zero this implies that |1e),, © € {4, —} are eigenstates of both charges Q,|c—+1
since |1g) 5 are respectively eigenstates of the charges Q;|c=_o due to

AT Qjle=—1 = Qj|<:+1A+-

Hence they are also eigenstates of Qjlc—y1 — Qjf¢=—1 = 257 for all j = 1,... L.
This determines |¢g)y, © € {+, —} and would lead to a contradiction if we took e.g.
B* > 1 since this holds for all B*. This also means that dark states can only occur if
[Y_)p =0or (E+ B*/2)|14)z = 0 in which case the central spin state is respectively
|©),. Furthermore note that by the supersymmetry this means (as these are originally
doublets) that |©), ® [¢e) is a singlet.
Next we will show that these dark states only occur when
_iBWiBW—%—Nn-e —~N,/2,...,Ny/2 28
N R ULLCRNEE (28)

where Ny = Zle 2s; and n; € {0,1,...,2s;}. Define ij = (f; £ f;7)/2, so that we
can write the local operators of A* in terms of SjF as

7] £} S = FES] +T7ST

If we now define operators
VUL AN /)
Ef = - \/;?S;”rS 2[J, \/ésj V=
e ¢§$+y_¢_J7
NG N

then it can be checked that these respectively satisfy the s[(2) relations
[H Ef]=2ES, [ES,F1=2H", [H F]=-2F"

J7 J

Noting that

N
A* = (B" +iB)I/2+ Y (/i Hf

j=1
N

= (B"+iBY)I/2+iY \/B/2Hf
j=1

we can diagonalise A* with the eigenvectors
N

n1, . onw) S = [[EH X

i=1
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where the highest weight vector is defined as
Xi:X::Lt®"'X]:|\:77
+ 4+ + 4+ £,
EXx; =0, Hy x; =2s;x;; —2s; < ny < 2s;,

to find that it has respective eigenvalues
al N,
(B +iBY)/2+ /28 nj— V28, —2s; <nj <2s;.
j=1

We see that these are zero (i.e. the corresponding states are dark states) when (28]
holds.

For the following section we briefly mention the XX model case. Here the dark
states are zero eigenvalue eigenstates of

L
A* = (B"£iB")I/2+ ) /G55
j=1

From this we see that A* is strictly upper or lower triangular if and only if B* = BY = 0,
and so dark states can only occur if B* = BY = 0.

5.2. Figenstates of the X X central spin model

Due to the reparametrised expressions for the eigenstates and eigenvalues of the XY Z

Gaudin model charges all being non-singular in the limit 3 — 0, we can rederive the

diagonalisation results for the X X model. This will also give us an idea of how the dark

states emerge in the limit of the special magnetic field configurations of Subsect. [3.2.2
Taking the limit as § — 0, the eigenstates of the charges

Bx B
f R
TST+ \/_\/_SySy + e]SZSZ)
J#Z
become
ut, . un) g = S_e(ul)S_Q(Uz) o 'S_G(UM)U®7

with © € {+, —}. Here

and the reference states v© = v§ ® 0P ® - - ® v now satisfy
ZoF +ot+ —
Spvy = spv,  Spv, =0,
- -
S, = =Sk, S, v, =0,

or in other words
= |@$1, .. .,@SL> .
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The Bethe roots in turn now satisfy

L M
€ U
1+06¢+2 I 5. —2 =
C ; Uy — €5 / mzyél Uy — Um
" L -1 —1)28j
4 H%;éz(uz_l —uy!)

with M = Zle 2s;, while the eigenvalues {qj_@} of the charges {Q;} are

S’+2Zel—ej

To obtain the eigenstates of the X X central spin model we can simply use the

M
0 _ (14+0()s; +2 i
9;% = (1+60)si + mZ:lum

results for the XY model in the limit 8 — 0. For a magnetic field with a non-zero
in-plane component the eigenstates are entangled states of the central spin and bath,
the bright states of [21], taking the form

L
Ky U1, ..., uM—1)g = Bm—@iBy—FQZ\/E_ij_@—Q“So_@ ©)o

j=1
(029 S_Q(ul, Ug, . . . 7UM—1)‘C:® |@Sl, ey @SL>
with the M — 1 = Zle 2s; roots satisfying the Bethe Ansatz equations

L Ej M-—1 um (Bw)z + (By)2 H;Zl( —1 _ j—l)QSj
2+QZ —~ 'Sj_2z — =- 1 M—1, —1 1
=1 Ll € m##l Ll Um Hm;él ( — Uy, )
and the equation for x coming from the Bethe Ansatz equation for wu,,,
2+ (BY)? [Tyt tm
K> — OB’k —2) €s;+2 Uy, = 1= . (30)
Z Z 4 Hle(ej)zsj
The energy is
E=0B/2—k

while the eigenvalues {¢;} of the charges {Q,} are

_232—2262_Um32+22 —e,

m=1 j#
Observe here that if x is a solution to the first equation of ([B0) then «' = x — B* is
a solution to the second (respectively, if x is a solution to the second equation of (B0
then k' = Kk + B? is a solution to the first equation), due to the Bethe equations for

the roots being the same for both. These have identical energy and charge eigenvalues.
Therefore, based on the argument of the correspondence between eigenstates constructed
using raising or lowering operators, they are proportional to the same eigenstate. We
note these expressions match those of [3] and [21], where in the former s; = 1/2 and in
the latter B* = BY =0 .
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5.2.1. Recovering the dark states for B®* = BY = 0. As argued in Sect. [B.1] in the
case of a non-zero in-plane magnetic field, (B®)? + (BY)? > 0, there are no dark states.
We find numerically (see also Sect. [5.3]) that the dark states of the X X model with no
in-plane field are recovered in the limit as (B®)? 4+ (BY)?> — 0 via k — ©B* or k — 0
for some of the eigenstates. For simplicity we will only discuss the case where for all
the bath spins s; = 1/2.

In the case where kK — ©B?, the states become

lihe) = 2 Z\/_S + B*S;9110), ® S7O(ur, ug, . . ., um_1)|c=0 |Os1, . . ., OsL)

where, from (29), the roots satisfy

Mm—1
U
1+@ ) +2 =2 =0,
2 Zul—ej n%;lul—um

with 9 < M due to some of the roots becoming zero and their corresponding raising and
lowering operators being asymptotically S~ (u) oc ¢(B*, BY)I. This follows by noting
that the Bethe states will become eigenstates of the total S* operator, as the raising
and lowering operators are proportional to products of total spin raising or lowering
operators in the zero in-plane field limit, and since the X X model in this limit has a
global U(1) symmetry.

Using the correspondence coming from the symmetry of the charges, {S* —
—S% 1 — —i, ( — —(}, this can be written as

|®> (alua%"'uaM—l)k:—@‘_9517"'7_@8[/)

o) o 2 [Z\/_S + B*S;

with the roots {i,, } 25 satlsfymg

1+0(- +2Z

\ , LY
_ _
~ Uuj 6] m£l ul um

Note that the bath component of the state now satisfies (see for example [21])

L
<Z \/asj—@> 89(/&17 ﬂ‘27 cee 7aM—1>|C=—@ ‘_9517 SRE) _@8L> = 07
j=1

J/

Jaes
giving the dark state
o) o |[—0)y ® 8°(iin, tiy, . .., ip—1)|c=—0 |—Os1, ..., —Osp) .
As explained in Sect. B.2] the states with £’ = k + B?* constructed with lowering
operators correspond to states with s constructed with raising operators (and vice versa

for k' = k— B* and k). So the states constructed with raising operators for which x — 0
are the same dark states as those constructed with lowering operators with the behaviour
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k — +B* (and vice versa for kK — 0 and k — —B?) that we just found. However,
for completeness we will sketch here the behaviour in this limit. For conciseness let
p—o = (B* — ©iBY)/2 so that the state asymptotically becomes

|¢@>~\@>0®( @+Zfs ><p +Z§fs>

<P ®+Z ] SG) |©s1,...,0sL)

Ugm—1 — €5

where again some of the roots {ui}izl go to zero. Expanding this out, the state has
the form (for s; = 1/2)

[ve) ~ [©), @ (Pg—ﬁ@ + 076" Z%S;F +o o plg " Z Cz'l...z'KSi:@ e S,-_K@
i1

1< <iK
L
-0 -0
R E Ci1---i<.mSi1 SZm ‘@81,...,@8L>
11 <---<ign
where
Z Z J14/ €io(2) Ujr 11/ Cior)
C'llZK pry 620(1) PR .
Ujy = Ciga Uje—1 = €ig(xy

J1<-+<jrg—_10ESK
For a dark state with M roots, all the ¢;,..;, for K > M are zero while

. ¥ <u1\/€ia(1) Up [y )
7/17/_/\/[ — ctt .

e Ul = €y UM = €y pgy

The state in the limit then becomes equal to the dark state

L 6 o L uM\/_ o
Vo) o Oy | D= EESP | o (05D [0y, Os)
J

- - UM — Ej
Jj=1 j=1
with M < 9 and where the roots satisfy
L . Mo
2 5. —2 T =0
Z ﬁl — €5 J Z ’&l — '&m
Jj=1 m#l

5.3. Emergence of dark states

In the following we show numerical examples of dark states emerging due to Kk — 0, © B*
when condition (28] is met. We set the model parameters as L = 3,5 =0.1, B* =1,

€ = {0.5869853530170386, 1.270553831408777, 1.2426482643150194 },

and only look at the case where all spins are s; = 1/2. Then for different BY we change
B* — 0 so that we approach conditions where dark states emerge. As we use states
constructed from v with the lowering operators S—, we should observe for dark states
that k — 0,+B*. We label states by the eigenvalue ¢; of Q.

|| This € was generated in Mathematica with SeedRandom 1324 using RandomReal in the range 0.4
to 1.3.



5.8.1. Dark states for BY = L+\/2[.
limit, both with the same eigenvalues for the charges but with different energies.

B /2 K1 K2 q1
10° —5.72938 x 1072 | 14 5.72938 x 1072 | —2.57221
1071 | —6.70952 x 107° | 14 6.70952 x 1075 | —2.14310
1072 | —6.33204 x 1077 | 14 6.33204 x 1077 | —2.13838
1073 | —6.32830 x 1072 | 1+ 6.32830 x 107° | —2.13833
107 | —6.32829 x 107 | 1+ 6.32829 x 1071 | —2.13833

5.3.2. Dark states for BY = (L — 2)+/2p.

In this case there

20

In this case there are only two dark states in the

are six dark states in the

limit.
Bac/z K1 Ko a1
1071 | —1.03242 x 107° | 1+ 1.03242 x 10™° | —1.90365
1072 | —9.33203 x 107® | 1+9.33203 x 10~® | —1.89852
1072 | —9.32225 x 10710 | 1 +9.32225 x 10710 | —1.89846
10=* | —9.30916 x 107'2 | 1 +9.30916 x 10~'2 | —1.89846
B*/2 K1 K2 @
1071 | —2.97399 x 1073 | 1+ 2.97399 x 107° | —9.88279 x 1072
1072 | —2.91182 x 107° | 1 4+2.91182 x 107° | —8.68202 x 1072
1072 | —2.91118 x 1077 | 1 +2.91118 x 1077 | —8.66989 x 1072
107% | —2.91117 x 107° | 1 4+2.91117 x 107? | —8.66977 x 1072
B*/2 K1 K2 @
1071 | —1.07577 x 1072 | 1+ 1.07577 x 1073 | 3.78262
1072 | —1.03663 x 107° | 1+ 1.03663 x 1075 | 3.77776
1073 | —1.03624 x 1077 | 1+ 1.03624 x 1077 | 3.77771
107% | —1.03623 x 10° | 1+ 1.03623 x 1072 | 3.77771
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