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Trapped ions are a versatile platform for the investigation of quantum many-body phenomena, in particular
for the study of scenarios where long-range interactions are mediated by phonons. Recent experiments have
shown that the trapped ion platform can be augmented by exciting high-lying Rydberg states. This introduces
controllable state-dependent interactions that are independent from the phonon structure. However, the many-
body physics in this newly accessible regime is largely unexplored. We show that this system grants access
to generalized Dicke model physics, where dipolar interactions between ions in Rydberg states drastically alter
the collective non-equilibrium behavior. We analyze and classify the emerging dynamical phases and identify
a host of non-equilibrium signatures such as multi-phase coexistence regions and phonon-lasing regimes. We
moreover show how they can be detected and characterized through the fluorescence signal of scattered photons.
Our study thus highlights new capabilities of trapped Rydberg ion systems for creating and detecting quantum
non-equilibrium phases.

Introduction— In the last decade trapped ions have been
established as a promising experimental platform for inves-
tigating the behavior of quantum many-body systems, both
in and out of equilibrium [1–3]. Long coherence times and
controllable phonon-mediated interactions make this system
highly versatile and flexible [4–6]. As a consequence, trapped
ions have found important application in the fields of quantum
information [1–3, 7, 8], metrology [9–11] and quantum ther-
modynamics [12–14]. Moreover, they have been successfully
employed to simulate a rich variety of spin many-body quan-
tum models [4, 5, 15–20] and provided access to new non-
equilibrium collective phenomena, such as non-equilibrium
phase transitions [21, 22], phonon lasing [23–29] and quan-
tum synchronization [30].

Trapped ion quantum simulators can be further enhanced
by exciting ions to highly-lying Rydberg states. Such Rydberg
ions, which were initially proposed by Müller et al. [31, 32]
and recently experimentally realized [33–36], bear the promise
to overcome current scalability limitation of trapped ions se-
tups in quantum information applications [7, 37, 38]. Fur-
thermore, the exaggerated properties of Rydberg states [39–
42] permit the realization of fast quantum gates and, more
generally, the implementation and simulation of many-body
spin models [43–45]. Particularly intricate scenarios emerge
when interactions mediated by phonons compete with state-
dependent dipolar forces among Rydberg states [31, 32]. This,
together with the strong coupling of Rydberg states to vibra-
tional modes [46], sets the stage for a complex non-equilibrium
behavior.

In this work we explore novel non-equilibrium phases that
become accessible in trapped ion quantum simulators when
this platform is augmented by Rydberg states. We demon-
strate that a linear ion chain (see Fig. 1), in which dissipative
processes compete with strong coherent interactions, imple-
ments an instance of the generalized Dickemodel (GDM) [28].
The peculiar properties of Rydberg ions, such as a strong state-
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FIG. 1. Chain of trapped Rydberg ions. Each ion is modeled as
an effective two-level system whose ground state, |↓〉, is coupled to
a Rydberg excited state, |↑〉, by a laser with Rabi frequency Ω and
detuning ∆. The state |↑〉 spontaneously decays to |↓〉 with rate γ.
Ions at sites k and p interact through the interaction potential Vkp
and are subject to a state-dependent trapping potential (with trapping
frequencyω for |↓〉 andω+ωa for |↑〉). The internal states of the ions
are also coupled to the phononic degrees of freedom of the chain via a
far-detuned standing-wave laser. Aspects of the dynamical behavior
of the chain can be probed through the fluorescence signal of emitted
photons as a function of time.

dependent coupling between electronic and vibrational degrees
of freedom as well as dipolar interactions, give rise to a host of
dynamical regimes, including superradiant phases, multiphase
coexistence and phonon-lasing (PL) behavior. We show how
fingerprints of the different non-equilibrium regimes can be
detected in single quantum trajectories [47] which, in turn, al-
low for their experimental observation through time-resolved
fluorescence spectroscopy of emitted photons [28, 48].
The model.— The minimal model to describe a trapped Ry-

dberg ion quantum simulator consists of N two-level effective
spin systems, with |↓〉 and |↑〉 representing the ground and
the excited Rydberg state, respectively (see Fig. 1). The two
states are coupled by a laser field with Rabi frequency Ω and
detuning ∆. The electronic internal states, in turn, are coupled
to the vibrational modes of the ion chain through a far-detuned
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standing-wave laser, which leads to a state-dependent spin-
phonon coupling [6, 28, 49]. For the sake of simplicity, in the
following we will consider the presence of the axial center-of-
mass (CM) phonon mode only, whose frequency is denoted
by ω. The time-evolution of the system density matrix is
governed by the quantum master equation (QME) [50]

∂t ρ(t) = −i[H, ρ] +D[ρ], (1)

with Hamiltonian (~ = 1)

H = Ω
N∑
k=1

σx
k + ∆

N∑
k=1

σz
k
+

∑
k,p,k

Vkpσ
z
k
σz
p

+ g

N∑
k=1

σz
k
(a† + a) +

(
ω + ωa

N∑
k=1

nk

)
a†a. (2)

Here, σk = (σx
k
, σ

y
k
, σz

k
) are the Pauli matrices acting on the

k-th ion, nk = (Ik+σz
k
)/2 is the Rydberg state occupation num-

ber operator, and a (a†) is the bosonic annihilation (creation)
operator of the CM mode. The coupling between internal and
vibrational degrees of freedom of the chain is parametrized by
g, while ωa measures the difference of the trapping potential
between the Rydberg and ground states, respectively [31, 32]
(see Fig. 1). Here, Vkp = C3 |rk − rp |−3 describes a dipole-
dipole interaction between an ion at position rk and one at
rp [31, 32, 41]. Finally, radiative decay |↑〉 → |↓〉 is described
through the dissipator

D[ρ] = γ
N∑
k=1

[
σ−k ρσ

+
k −

1
2

{
σ+k σ

−
k , ρ

}]
, (3)

with σ±
k
= (σx

k
± iσy

k
)/2.

To characterize the dynamical behavior of this system we
focus, at first, on the mean-field (MF) dynamics of the average
displacement, X = (A + A∗)/2, and momentum, P = (A −
A∗)/2i, of the CM mode (with A = 〈a〉), and of the average
magnetization of the ions, J = N−1 ∑

k 〈σk〉. In terms of these
semi-classical variables, the MF equations of motion (EoM)
associated with the QME (1) are

ÛX = ωP +
1
2
ωaN(1 + Jz)P, (4a)

ÛP = gN Jz − ωX − 1
2
ωaN(1 + Jz)X, (4b)

ÛJx = −F (J, X, P)Jy − 2VJz Jy −
γ

2
Jx, (4c)

ÛJy = F (J, X, P)Jx − 2ΩJz + 2VJz Jx −
γ

2
Jy, (4d)

ÛJz = 2ΩJy − γ(1 + Jz). (4e)

Here, we have introduced the function F (J, X, P) = 2
[
∆ +

2gX +ωa(X2 + P2)/2
]
and the MF interaction potentialV =

2N−1 ∑
k,p Vkp . In order to derive Eq. (4), we have made the

following replacements in the evaluation of expectation values
of products of observables:

〈
σ
µ
k

a
〉
→ JµA,

〈
σ
µ
k
σν
k

〉
→ JµJν

(with µ , ν), and
〈
a†a

〉
→ |A|2 = X2 + P2. Stationary

solutions are then obtained by setting the left-hand side of
Eq. (4) to 0. In order to make our analysis independent of the
number of ions in the chain, we set ω = ΩN .
For context, we briefly recall here the physics of the con-

ventional (i.e., closed) version of the Dicke model, which has
been introduced as a paradigmatic model to investigate the
collective behavior of systems of spins coupled to bosonic de-
grees of freedom [51–54]. It features a critical value of the
spin-boson coupling associated with a quantum phase transi-
tion between a normal and a superradiant phase. In the latter,
the bosonic harmonic oscillators show a finite displacement
X from their equilibrium position. In the absence of inter-ion
interactions (i.e.,V = 0) and state-dependent trapping poten-
tial (i.e., ωa = 0), the generalization of the Dicke model to a
dissipative environment, described by Eq. (1), is again char-
acterized by the competition between two main phases. The
bright phase is governed by the interplay between driving and
decay and features a vanishing value of X , while in the dark
one the spin-phonon coupling suppresses both driving and dis-
sipation and leads to a finite displacement of the CM mode,
i.e. X > 0. In contrast to the closed case, these phases coexist
in a finite region of parameter space, resulting in intermittency
in the fluorescence signal of the ions [28].
In a trapped Rydberg ion simulator, new dynamical regimes

emerge in the phase diagram as a consequence of the Ryd-
berg ion-ion interaction and of the state-dependent trapping
potential and, also, due to their interplay. Starting from the
semi-classical EoMs of Eq. (4), we will show that it exhibits
a novel interaction-induced coexistence region, PL behavior,
and multi-phase coexistence regimes. To benchmark our MF
results we will numerically investigate the behavior of single
quantum-jump Monte Carlo (QJMC) trajectories [47]. These
simulations provide access to the real-time dynamics of the
photons emitted by the ions (see Fig. 1), which can be detected
in state-of-the-art experimental setups, and, therefore, allow to
infer the various dynamical phases of the system. In the fol-
lowing, we will address systems with N ranging from 3 to 6,
a cut-off on the phonon Fock state up to Nph phonons and, for
the sake of simplicity, with all-to-all coupling Vkp ≈ V0 ∀k, p
between the ions [55].
Interaction-induced coexistence region.—Tounderstand the

effects of the interaction between ions, we begin by analyzing
the simplest case with ∆ = 0 and ωa = 0. From Eq. (4) we
obtain that, in the stationary state, Jz satisfies the following
polynomial equation

A2J3
z +A2J2

z + (2Ω + B)Jz + B = 0, (5)

with

A = 2
√
Ω

(
V − 2g2N

ω

)
and B = γ2

4Ω
. (6)

Being a cubic equation in Jz , Eq. (5) admits either one or three
real solutions, depending on system parameters. In the latter
case, whenever three real solutions coincide, i.e., when Eq. (5)
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FIG. 2. Interaction-induced (II) coexistence region. (a) Phase
diagram in the g − γ plane for V = 5Ω, ∆ = 0, and ωa = 0. Gray
areas denote the coexistence regions [3 real solutions to Eq. (4)], while
the hatched area signals a PL regime. The II region originates as a
consequence of inter-ion interactions and is present for V > Vthr,
only. (b, d) Examples of the two possible MF dynamics of Jz (t)
as a function of time starting from neighborhoods of the different
real solutions to Eq. (4) for V = 5Ω, ∆ = 0, ωa = 0, N = 10,
and (b) (g, γ) = (2.3, 0.1) and (d) (g, γ) = (1, 0.1). Here, a PL
solution (red curve), with small amplitude oscillations of Jz (t) around
a stationary value, emerges. Phase coexistence is present at small and
intermediate times (see blue line and arrow). Inset of (d): Long-time
limit-cycle dynamics of the CM mode position X(t) and momentum
P(t), shown over a time window ∆T = 50Ω−1 for the lasing solution.
(c, e) Fluorescence photon count as a function of time in QJMC
trajectories for N = 3 ions with (e) and without (c) PL. Features of
the MF solutions are clearly visible. Due to the emergence of PL, in
the simulation we have considered Nph = 400 single-phonon states.

takes the form (Jz − Jc
z )3 = 0, a critical point emerges. In the

g − γ plane, this occurs at

(
g±c , γ

±
c

)
=

©­«
√
ωΩ

2N

√
V
Ω
±
√

27
4
,Ω

ª®¬ , (7)

with the critical point (g−c , γ−c ) present if and only if the MF
interactionV is larger than a threshold valueVthr =

√
27Ω/4.

Therefore, the system has one (two) critical point (points) for
V < Vthr (V > Vthr).
Figure 2(a) shows the phase diagram of the interacting

model in the g − γ plane for V = 5Ω. Given V > Vthr,
two coexistence regions (gray areas), associated with the crit-
ical points (g±c , γ±c ), emerge. From Eq. (7), we notice that,
when both critical points are present, one always has g−c < g+c .
Moreover, it is also possible to show that, within the MF treat-
ment, the two coexistence regions never overlap. In particular,
the region associated with (g+c , γ+c ) is directly connected with
the one found in theGDMdiscussed in Ref. [28] and, therefore,
we will refer to it as GDM region. Here, Eq. (5) has two stable
solutions (corresponding to a bright and a dark phase, respec-
tively) and an unstable one. This can be seen in Fig. 2(b), where
we show the ion magnetization Jz(t) for two different initial
conditions. After a short transient, the system relaxes to two

different stationary solutions, depending on the choice of the
initial state. This behavior is also reflected in the fluorescence
signal of photons emitted by the ions. Indeed, as can be seen
from Fig. 2(c), a typical time record of the fluorescence photon
emission shows intermittency, i.e. alternating bright and dark
periods. On the other hand, the region associated with (g−c , γ−c )
emerges entirely as consequence of inter-ion interactions and
it will thus be called interaction-induced coexistence region.
As can be seen from Fig. 2(a), where it is denoted by II, its
nature is profoundly different from the one of the GDM region.
Finite ion-ion interactions result in the emergence of a Hopf
bifurcation: the stationary solutions to Eq. (4) become unsta-
ble and a limit-cycle behavior arises [56]. This phenomenon,
which manifests as self-sustained periodic oscillations in time,
is the hallmark of a PL regime [24, 28]. This kind of behav-
ior is seen in Fig. 2(d): the stationary value of Jz(t) displays
fast small amplitude oscillations around Jz ≈ −0.95 and the
motion of X(t) and P(t) is clearly periodic (see inset). Inter-
estingly, the presence of more than one real solution in the
interaction-induced region [see the gray area II in Fig. 2(a)]
results in metastable behavior: two different initial conditions
reach the same oscillating steady-state, but the timescale might
be extremely long, so that effectively two phases coexist in the
transient. For small systems, as considered here, this results
in intermittent photon emission records [see Fig. 2(e)].
Finite detuning.— For a non-zero detuning ∆, Eq. (5) be-

comes

A2J3
z +

(
A2 + 2∆̄A

)
J2
z

+ (∆̄2 + 2∆̄A + 2Ω + B)Jz +
(
B + ∆̄2

)
= 0, (8)

withA and B given in Eq. (6), and ∆̄ = 2∆/
√
Ω. Equation (8)

is, again, a cubic equation in Jz . Critical points (gc, γc) arise
when three coinciding real solutions are present. This occurs
when the following equations are satisfied{(

A − ∆̄
)3 − 27

4 ΩA = 0,
B − 1

3 (A + ∆̄)2 + 2Ω = 0.
(9)

The number of critical points can be obtained by inspecting
the determinant of Eq. (8). As discussed in Ref. [28], in con-
trast to the closed version of the Dicke model [57], a small but
finite detuning ∆ does not alter significantly the phase diagram
shown in Fig. 3, i.e., it does not destroy the dynamical phase
transition discussed previously. However, for larger values
of ∆ the behavior of the phase diagram strongly depends on
its sign. In particular, when ∆ < 0 the interaction-induced re-
gion is drastically suppressed while the GDM one is enhanced.
Moreover, the region at small g subject to Hopf instability ex-
tends to a larger portion of the phase diagram [see the hatched
area in panel (a)] [28]. The behavior of the system for ∆ > 0
is even more interesting. Here, besides an overall suppression
of the GDM coexistence region and an enhancement of the
interaction-induced one, the detuning significantly affects the
stability of steady state solutions. As can be seen in Fig. 3(b, c),
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FIG. 3. Effects of a finite detuning. Same as Fig. 2 for (a)∆ = −0.1Ω
and (b) ∆ = 0.1Ω. In the interaction-induced (II) region a PL and a
stable solution (SS) coexist. (c) Same as Fig. 2(b) for ∆ = 0.1Ω. (d)
Fluorescence photon count as a function of time in a QJMC trajectory
for N = 3 ions in the II coexistence region with Nph = 400.

for small g and γ a region with a stable, non-oscillating solu-
tion emerges within the PL regime [compare with Fig. 2(a,d)].

So far we have analyzed, within aMF approach, the different
non-equilibrium regimes induced by ion-ion interactions. The
latter is responsible for the emergence of a lasing regime and
a novel coexistence region for small spin-phonon coupling
g. A finite detuning ∆, suppressing the interaction-induced
coexistence region (∆ < 0) or the GDM one (∆ > 0), allows
to modify the phase diagram of the system and to control its
stability property. In all these cases, phase coexistence results
in intermittency in the fluorescence signal of photons emitted
by the ions [see Figs. 2(c,e) and Fig. 3(d)].

State-dependent trapping potential.— We now turn to the
case with both ion-ion interactions and a (strong) state-
dependent trapping potential ωa, which is of great relevance
for Rydberg trapped ion quantum simulators. Here, fixed
points of Eq. (4) satisfy a 7th order polynomial equation,

7∑
j=0

cj J
j
z = 0, (10)

where coefficients cj , which depend on system parameters,
are too cumbersome to be reported here. Being the analytical
investigation of critical points particularly involved, we resort
here to a numerical analysis only. The latter reveals that, at least
for not too strong spin-phonon coupling g and atomic decay
γ, only two 3rd order critical points emerge. Interestingly,
as can be seen in Fig. 4(a), the presence of a state-dependent
trapping potential ωa is responsible for the occurrence of a
multi-coexistence regime between g∗− and g∗+, in which the
GDM and the interaction-induced coexistence regions merge
[dark gray area GDM+II in panel (a)]. Here, Eq. (8) possesses
five real solutions. As shown in Figs. 4(a,b), one solution is
stable while the remaining ones give rise to two different limit-

FIG. 4. Emergence of a multi-coexistence regime for ωa , 0. (a)
Same as Fig. 2 for V = 10Ω, and ωa = 2Ω. The dark gray area
GDM+II denotes a multi-coexistence region with 5 real solutions to
Eq. (4), while in the interaction-induced (II) region PL and stable so-
lutions coexist. Inset: Distributions of the rate K of emitted photons
over a timewindow of∆t = 103Ω for the photon count records of pan-
els (e) (top, yellow) and (c) (bottom, blue). The two histograms show
qualitative differences hinting, indeed, towards a different character of
the stationary state (see text). (b, d) Same as Fig. 2(b) forV = 10Ω,
ωa = 2Ω, and (b) (g, γ) = (2.5, 0.1) and (d) (g, γ) = (2, 0.1) . In both
panels two lasing solutions (red and blue lines) coexist, while in the
GDM+ II phase an additional stable solution (green line) is present
[panel (b)]. Insets: Long-time limit-cycle dynamics of the phononic
position X(t) and momentum P(t) over a time window ∆T = 50Ω−1

for the two lasing solutions of the main panels. (c, e) Fluorescence
photon count as a function of time in QJMC trajectories inside the
(e) II and (c) GDM+II regions for Nions = 6 and Nph = 100.

cycle solutions. On the other hand, it also emerges that in the
interaction-induced region, i.e., for g < g∗−, no stable solution
is present and two lasing solutions coexist.
Fingerprints of these different regimes can be found by an-

alyzing the distributions of the rate K of photon emitted by
the ions over a fixed time window [48, 58]. Although both
emission records shown in Figs. 4(c,e) display intermittent be-
havior, the distribution of photons emitted is different in both
cases. The corresponding histograms are shown in the inset
of Fig. 4(a): the distribution of K inside the multi-coexistence
regime shows an enhanced value near K = 0 and a higher peak
at larger values of K with respect to the interaction-induced
region. This indicates, indeed, a qualitative change of the sta-
tionary state as anticipated from the MF analysis, i.e., it hints
towards the existence of a multi-stable regime.

Conclusions.— In this work we have investigated a plethora
of dynamical regimes realized in a trapped Rydberg ion quan-
tum simulator. We have shown how the interplay between
electron-phonon coupling and dipolar ion-ion interactions re-
sults in a rich dynamical behavior. Here, a newly interaction-
induced phase coexistence region emerges and multi-phase
coexistence can be achieved. Moreover, the presence of finite
dipolar interactions gives rise to a region with stable limit-
cycle solutions, associated with phonon lasing. Signatures of
the different dynamical regimes can be detected through the
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time-resolved spectroscopy of emitted photons.
The research leading to these results has received fund-

ing from the European Research Council under the Eu-
ropean Union’s Seventh Framework Programme (FP/2007-
2013)/ERCGrant Agreement No. 335266 (“ESCQUMA”), the
EPSRC Grant No. EP/M014266/1, and the EPSRC Grant No.
EP/R04340X/1 via the QuantERA project “ERyQSenS”. F.
M. G. acknowledges the hospitality of the Stockholm Uni-
versity and would like to thank M. Hennrich, G. Higgins, F.
Pokorny, and C. Zhang for inspiring discussions. I.L. grate-
fully acknowledges funding through theRoyal SocietyWolfson
Research Merit Award.

[1] C. Schneider, D. Porras, and T. Schaetz, Reports on Progress in
Physics 75, 024401 (2012).

[2] P. Schindler, M. Müller, D. Nigg, J. T. Barreiro, E. A. Martinez,
M. Hennrich, T. Monz, S. Diehl, P. Zoller, and R. Blatt, Nature
Physics 9, 361 EP (2013).

[3] M. Johanning, A. F. Varón, and C. Wunderlich, Journal of
Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 42, 154009
(2009).

[4] D. Porras and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 207901 (2004).
[5] X.-L. Deng, D. Porras, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 72, 063407

(2005).
[6] P. J. Lee, K.-A. Brickman, L. Deslauriers, P. C. Haljan, L.-

M. Duan, and C. Monroe, Journal of Optics B: Quantum and
Semiclassical Optics 7, S371 (2005).

[7] J. I. Cirac and P. Zoller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 4091 (1995).
[8] H. Häffner, C. Roos, and R. Blatt, Physics Reports 469, 155

(2008).
[9] R. Blatt and D. Wineland, Nature 453, 1008 EP (2008).
[10] M. Herrmann, V. Batteiger, S. Knünz, G. Saathoff, T. Udem,

and T. W. Hänsch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 013006 (2009).
[11] D. Wineland and D. Leibfried, Laser Physics Letters 8, 175

(2011).
[12] J. Roßnagel, S. T. Dawkins, K. N. Tolazzi, O. Abah, E. Lutz,

F. Schmidt-Kaler, and K. Singer, Science 352, 325 (2016).
[13] D. von Lindenfels, O. Gräb, C. T. Schmiegelow, V. Kaushal,

J. Schulz, F. Schmidt-Kaler, and U. G. Poschinger,
arXiv:1808.02390 (2018).

[14] G. Maslennikov, S. Ding, R. Hablützel, J. Gan, A. Roulet,
S. Nimmrichter, J. Dai, V. Scarani, and D. Matsukevich, Nature
Communications 10, 202 (2019).

[15] A. Friedenauer, H. Schmitz, J. T. Glueckert, D. Porras, and
T. Schaetz, Nature Physics 4, 757 EP (2008).

[16] K. Kim, M.-S. Chang, R. Islam, S. Korenblit, L.-M. Duan, and
C. Monroe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 120502 (2009).

[17] K. Kim, M. S. Chang, S. Korenblit, R. Islam, E. E. Edwards,
J. K. Freericks, G. D. Lin, L. M. Duan, and C. Monroe, Nature
465, 590 EP (2010).

[18] K. Kim, S. Korenblit, R. Islam, E. E. Edwards, M.-S. Chang,
C. Noh, H. Carmichael, G.-D. Lin, L.-M. Duan, C. C. J. Wang,
J. K. Freericks, and C. Monroe, New Journal of Physics 13,
105003 (2011).

[19] R. Islam, E. E. Edwards, K. Kim, S. Korenblit, C. Noh,
H. Carmichael, G. D. Lin, L. M. Duan, C. C. Joseph Wang,
J. K. Freericks, and C. Monroe, Nature Communications 2, 377
EP (2011).

[20] J. W. Britton, B. C. Sawyer, A. C. Keith, C. C. J. Wang, J. K.

Freericks, H. Uys, M. J. Biercuk, and J. J. Bollinger, Nature
484, 489 EP (2012).

[21] J. Zhang, P.W. Hess, A. Kyprianidis, P. Becker, A. Lee, J. Smith,
G. Pagano, I. D. Potirniche, A. C. Potter, A. Vishwanath, N. Y.
Yao, and C. Monroe, Nature 543, 217 EP (2017).

[22] J. Zhang, G. Pagano, P. W. Hess, A. Kyprianidis, P. Becker,
H. Kaplan, A. V. Gorshkov, Z. X. Gong, and C. Monroe, Nature
551, 601 EP (2017).

[23] S. Wallentowitz, W. Vogel, I. Siemers, and P. E. Toschek, Phys.
Rev. A 54, 943 (1996).

[24] K. Vahala, M. Herrmann, S. Knünz, V. Batteiger, G. Saathoff,
T. W. Hänsch, and T. Udem, Nature Physics 5, 682 EP (2009).

[25] A. E. Kaplan, Opt. Express 17, 10035 (2009).
[26] S.Knünz,M.Herrmann, V.Batteiger, G. Saathoff, T.W.Hänsch,

K. Vahala, and T. Udem, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 013004 (2010).
[27] Y. Xie, W. Wan, H. Y. Wu, F. Zhou, L. Chen, and M. Feng,

Phys. Rev. A 87, 053402 (2013).
[28] S. Genway, W. Li, C. Ates, B. P. Lanyon, and I. Lesanovsky,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 023603 (2014).
[29] M. Ip, A. Ransford, A. M. Jayich, X. Long, C. Roman, and

W. C. Campbell, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 043201 (2018).
[30] M. R. Hush, W. Li, S. Genway, I. Lesanovsky, and A. D.

Armour, Phys. Rev. A 91, 061401 (2015).
[31] M. Müller, L. Liang, I. Lesanovsky, and P. Zoller, New Journal

of Physics 10, 093009 (2008).
[32] F. Schmidt-Kaler, T. Feldker, D. Kolbe, J. Walz, M. Müller,

P. Zoller, W. Li, and I. Lesanovsky, New Journal of Physics 13,
075014 (2011).

[33] T. Feldker, P. Bachor, M. Stappel, D. Kolbe, R. Gerritsma,
J. Walz, and F. Schmidt-Kaler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 173001
(2015).

[34] P. Bachor, T. Feldker, J. Walz, and F. Schmidt-Kaler, Journal of
Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 49, 154004
(2016).

[35] G. Higgins, W. Li, F. Pokorny, C. Zhang, F. Kress, C. Maier,
J. Haag, Q. Bodart, I. Lesanovsky, and M. Hennrich, Phys. Rev.
X 7, 021038 (2017).

[36] G. Higgins, F. Pokorny, C. Zhang, Q. Bodart, and M. Hennrich,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 220501 (2017).

[37] D. J. Wineland, C. Monroe, W. M. Itano, D. Leibfried, B. E.
King, and D. M. Meekhof, J. Res. Natl. Inst. Stand. Tech. 103
(1998).

[38] R. J. Hughes, D. F. V. James, E. H. Knill, R. Laflamme, and
A. G. Petschek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3240 (1996).

[39] M. Saffman, T. G. Walker, and K. Mølmer, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82,
2313 (2010).

[40] T. F. Gallagher, Reports on Progress in Physics 51, 143 (1988).
[41] T. F. Gallagher, Rydberg atoms, Vol. 3 (Cambridge University

Press, New York, 2005).
[42] R. Löw, H. Weimer, J. Nipper, J. B. Balewski, B. Butscher, H. P.

Büchler, and T. Pfau, Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular
and Optical Physics 45, 113001 (2012).

[43] J. P. Hague and C. MacCormick, New Journal of Physics 14,
033019 (2012).

[44] W. Li and I. Lesanovsky, Appl. Phys. B 114, 37 (2014).
[45] L. S. Simeonov, N. V. Vitanov, and P. A. Ivanov,

arXiv:1902.01087 (2019).
[46] W. Li and I. Lesanovsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 023003 (2012).
[47] J. Dalibard, Y. Castin, and K. Mølmer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 580

(1992); K. Mølmer, Y. Castin, and J. Dalibard, J. Opt. Soc. Am.
B 10, 524 (1993); M. B. Plenio and P. L. Knight, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 70, 101 (1998).

[48] C. Ates, B. Olmos, J. P. Garrahan, and I. Lesanovsky, Phys.
Rev. A 85, 043620 (2012).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/75/2/024401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/75/2/024401
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2630
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/42/15/154009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/42/15/154009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/42/15/154009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.207901
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.063407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.72.063407
http://stacks.iop.org/1464-4266/7/i=10/a=025
http://stacks.iop.org/1464-4266/7/i=10/a=025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.74.4091
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2008.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2008.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07125
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.013006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lapl.201010125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/lapl.201010125
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.aad6320
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.02390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08090-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-08090-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1032
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.120502
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09071
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/10/105003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/13/10/105003
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1374
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1374
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10981
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10981
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21413
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24654
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.54.943
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.54.943
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1367
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.17.010035
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.013004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.053402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.023603
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.043201
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.91.061401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/9/093009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/9/093009
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/13/7/075014
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/1367-2630/13/7/075014
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.173001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.173001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/49/15/154004
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/49/15/154004
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/49/15/154004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.021038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.021038
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.220501
https://doi.org/10.6028/jres.103.019
https://doi.org/10.6028/jres.103.019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.77.3240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.2313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.2313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/51/2/001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/45/11/113001
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1088/0953-4075/45/11/113001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/3/033019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/3/033019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00340-013-5709-6
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.01087
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.023003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.10.000524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.10.000524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.70.101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.70.101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.043620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.043620


6

[49] J. J. García-Ripoll, P. Zoller, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 71,
062309 (2005).

[50] H. P. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quantum
Systems (Claredon Press, Oxford, 2006).

[51] R. H. Dicke, Phys. Rev. 93, 99 (1954).
[52] Y. K. Wang and F. T. Hioe, Phys. Rev. A 7, 831 (1973).
[53] K. Hepp and E. H. Lieb, Annals of Physics 76, 360 (1973).
[54] P. Kirton, M. M. Roses, J. Keeling, and E. G. Dalla Torre,

Advanced Quantum Technologies 0, 1800043.
[55] Within the system sizes we have considered, simulations with a

local interaction potential of the formVkp = C3/|rk −rp |3 give
the same qualitative results although require more numerical
resources.

[56] S. H. Strogatz, Nonlinear Dynamics and Chaos, 2nd ed. (West-
view Press, Boulder, 2014).

[57] C. Emary and T. Brandes, Phys. Rev. A 69, 053804 (2004).
[58] J. P. Garrahan and I. Lesanovsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 160601

(2010).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.062309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.062309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.93.99
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.7.831
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(73)90039-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qute.201800043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.69.053804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.160601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.160601

