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We investigate the quantum phase transition (QPT) in the XXZ central spin model, which can be described as
a spin- 1

2 particle coupled to N bath spins. In general, the QPT is supposed to occur only in the thermodynamical
limit. In contrast, we present that the central spin model exhibits a normal-to-superradiant phase transition in the
limit where the ratio of the transition frequency of the central spin to that of the bath spins and the number of the
bath spins tend to infinity. We give the low-energy effective Hamiltonian analytically in the normal phase and
the superradiant phase, and we find that the longitudinal interaction ∆ can significantly influence the excitation
number and the coherence of the ground state. These two quantities are remarkably enhanced for the negative
longitudinal interaction while suppressed for the positive longitudinal interaction. We also use the quantum
Fisher information (QFI) to characterize the QPT and illustrate a measurement scheme that can be applied in
practice. This work builds a novel connection between the qubit-spin systems and the qubit-field systems, which
provides a possibility for the realization of criticality-enhanced quantum sensing in central spin systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum phase transition of many-body systems plays an
important role in our understanding of physics [1]. While
Landau’s symmetry-breaking theory gains great success in de-
scribing thermal phase transitions, quantum phase transitions,
which is due to quantum fluctuations when temperature goes
to zero beyond the symmetry-breaking paradigm, attracts a lot
of interest in condensed matter physics [2–9] and quantum op-
tics [10–18]. As a well-known model in quantum optics, the
Dicke model [10] describes N two-level atoms coupled to a
single-mode cavity, and a quantum phase transition from the
normal phase to the superradiant phase will occur in the ther-
modynamic limit N → ∞. Recently, Hwang et al. [19, 20]
presented that QPT can occur under the situation of a two-
level atom coupled to a single-mode cavity, and they indi-
cated that the ratio η of the atomic transition frequency to
the cavity field frequency plays the same role in the quantum
Rabi model (QRM) and the Jaynes-Cummings model (JC)
as the number of atoms in the Dicke model and the Tavis-
Cummings model [21]. They also showed that the two-site
JC lattice undergoes a Mott-insulating-superfluid QPT in the
limit η → ∞ [20].

Actually, there exist a similarity between the light-matter
interaction in optical systems and the hyperfine interaction in
spin systems. Like the phenomenon of superradiance in quan-
tum optics mentioned earlier, the superradiant effect can occur
in the nuclear spin environment [22–25]. Kessler et al. [22]
showed that the superradiant effect can be realized in the sys-
tems that nuclear spin ensemble surrounding a quantum dot
or an nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center, and some suitable op-
tical pumping conditions are given. In Ref. [26], Dooley et
al. exploited the spin coherent state as the initial state to
discuss the collapse and revival phenomena in qubit-big spin
model and revealed the similarities of the Hamiltonian be-
tween the qubit-spin systems and the qubit-field systems. In
Ref. [27], He et al. gave the exact quantum dynamics of the
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XXZ central spin model and the analytic expression of quan-
tum collapse and revival is also obtained. Moreover, they used
the Holstein-Primakoff transformation to build a mapping be-
tween the central spin model and the JC model. Further-
more, the connection between the spin-s central spin model
and Tavis-Cummings model is discussed in Ref. [28].

However, the superradiant QPT has not been widely dis-
cussed in anisotropic central spin systems. Inspired by the
work mentioned above, we follow the thoughts in Refs. [19,
20, 27] and analytically analyze the superradiant quantum
phase transition in the XXZ central spin model. We first give
the exact energy spectrum of the XXZ central spin model, and
the asymptotic behavior between the central spin model and
the JC model can be clearly observed in the case of a large
number of the bath spins. The strength of longitudinal in-
teraction ∆ in the XXZ central spin model is different from
that of the transverse interaction A, which can significantly
influence the critical point of the phase transition. Thus, it is
necessary to discuss the two following cases: (i) ∆ = 0, (ii)
|∆| < ω , where ω is frequency of the bath spins. It shows
that the XXZ central spin model has a similar critical point
with the JC model under the condition of ∆ = 0. However, for
|∆|< ω , the critical point is different from the one before and
we give an analytical solution for this by means of the theory
of low-energy effective Hamiltonian.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we give the
exact energy spectrum of the XXZ central spin model and
obtain the analytic expression of excitation number via the
mean-field approximation. In Sec. III, we present the deriva-
tion of the low-energy effective Hamiltonian and exploit it
to analyze the critical point and the ground state energy. In
Sec. IV, we discuss the influence of the longitudinal inter-
action ∆ on the excitation number and the coherence of the
ground state. In Sec. V, we make use of the QFI to character-
ize the QPT of the XXZ central spin model, and give a mea-
surement scheme. Finally, we give a conclusion in Sec.VI.
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II. MODEL

The central spin model can be described as a single spin- 1
2

particle coupled to N spin- 1
2 particles (bath spins), which is

also called qubit-big spin model in Ref. [26]. For different
strengths of the longitudinal and the transverse interactions,
the Hamiltonian of this model can be written as [27] (we set
h̄ = 1)

H =
ω0

2
σ
(0)
z +

ω

2

N

∑
k=1

σ
(k)
z +

N

∑
k=1

∆k

2
σ
(k)
z σ

(0)
z

+
N

∑
k=1

Ak

2

(
σ
(k)
x σ

(0)
x +σ

(k)
y σ

(0)
y

)
,

(1)

where ω0 and ω are respectively the transition frequency of
the central spin and bath spins, Ak is the strength of transverse
interaction, and ∆k is the longitudinal interaction. σ0

i denotes
the Pauli operator of the central spin and σ

(k)
i (i = x,y,z) de-

notes the Pauli operator of the bath spins. The central spin
model is widely applied to solve the problem in quantum
dots [29–32] and NV centers [33], and the bath spins can be
regarded as a big spin or a quantum reference frame [34–36],
which can be promising in quantum metrology [37–43]. For
simplicity, we consider the case that the central spin is uni-
formly coupled to bath spins (Ak = A, ∆k = ∆), and the Hamil-
tonian becomes

H = ω0Sz +ωJz +A(J+S−+ J−S+)+2∆JzSz, (2)

where Sz =
1
2 σ

(0)
z , Jz = ∑

N
k=1 σ

(k)
z , and N bath spins can be

equivalent to a big spin with spin j ( j = N/2). From Eq. (1),
we see that the Hamiltonian of the XXZ central spin model
exhibits a U(1) symmetry. Now we introduce the Dicke states
|N/2,m〉= | j,m〉 (m ∈ [− j, j]) as the eigenstates of Jz and the
|↑〉 (|↓〉) as the eigenstate of σ

(0)
z .

In this paper, we denote |↑ (↓)〉⊗| j,n− j〉 as |↑ (↓),n〉 (n∈
[0,2 j]), and n can be viewed as the excitation number of bath
spins. Note that the |↑,n−1〉 and |↓,n〉 are analogous to the
bare states [44] of the JC model. Due to the U(1) symmetry
of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2), it is easy to obtain the energy
eigenvalues

E± =
1
2

[
(2m+1)ω−∆±

√
((2m+1)∆−ω +ω0)

2+4A2kn

]
(3)

where m = n− 1− j, kn = 2 j− n+ 1. More detailed deriva-
tions are presented in Appendix A.

Up to now we have not discussed the value range of the
parameter ∆. Note that |↓,0〉 is the ground state of Eq. (2)
for |∆| < ω , and its eigenvalue is E↓,0 = −ω0

2 − (ω−∆) j. In
the subsequent sections, we will prove ω < |∆| is a necessary
condition for the superradiance QPT in the XXZ central spin
model and we will also discuss the influence of different ∆

on the XXZ central spin model. Now we consider the E− in

the limit η = ω0/ω→ ∞ and g = A
√

2 j/
√

ω0ω = λ/
√

ω0ω .
In order to make g satisfies that g ∼O(1), we need to ensure
that λ/ω ∼√η . For ∆ = 0 and η � 1, E− in Eq. (3) can be
expanded into

E− =−ω0

2
−ω j+

(
1−g2 +g2 n−1

2 j

)
nω. (4)

In the limit N→ ∞, the nonlinear term in Eq. (4) can be neg-
ligible and we obtain E− =

(
1−g2

)
nω +E↓,0, which has a

similar harmonic spectrum presented in Ref. [20]. For g < 1,
E− is minimum at n = 0 and the ground state energy in the
normal phase is −ω0/2−ω j. For g = 1, there exist a degen-
eracy between |ψ− (n)〉 (Eq. (A4)) and |↓,0〉 and the normal-
to-superradiant phase transition occurs at this critical point. It
is clear to see that for g > 1 the ground state is instable and
its energy can decrease infinitely as the excitation number in-
creases, and the bath spins are macroscopically excited just
like the behavior of the cavity field in the JC model [20].

Now we calculate the excitation number of the ground state.
For N� n and η � 1, E− in Eq. (3) can be written as

E− =−ω0

2

√
1+4g2nη−1 +ω0 (n− j−1)η

−1, (5)

and utilize (∂E−/∂n)/ω0 = 0, we find that the excitation
number of the ground state is ng = 0 for g < 1. For g > 1,
the excitation number of the ground state is given by

ng =
η

4
(
g2−g−2) , (6)

which is consistent with the result in Ref. [20].

It is hard to acquire an analytical expression for |∆| < ω

from Eq. (3), thus we use the mean-field approximation to get
the mean-field energy, which is given by

E− = ω (n− j)− ω0(n)
2

, (7)

where ω0(n) =
√

4λ 2n+4n2∆2 +4n∆ω̃0 + ω̃2
0 , ω̃0 = ω0 −

N∆, and ω̃ = ω−∆.

In the normal phase, the excitation number of the ground
state is still ng = 0 . But for the superradiant phase, the exci-
tation number is given by

ng =−
λ 2 +∆ω̃0

2∆2 +
λω

2∆2

√
λ 2 +2∆ω̃0

ω2−∆2 , (8)

and the ground state energy is

EMF
g =

(
ng− j

)
ω− 1

2
ω0(ng) (9)

The detailed derivation is presented in Appendix A. This re-
sult is completely different from the previous situation since
the existence of the nonlinear coupling term [45].
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III. LOW-ENERGY EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

In order to further understand the QPT in the XXZ central
spin model, in this section we give the low-energy effective
Hamiltonian both in the normal phase and the superradiant
phase. Note that Eq. (2) can be mapped to the Hamiltonian of
the JC model when ∆ = 0, which has been discussed in detail
in Ref. [20], thus we focus on |∆|< ω in this paper.

For the normal phase, we apply a Holstein-Primakoff trans-
formation and a Schrieffer-Wolff transformation eS with the
anti-Hermitian operator S = λ

(
a†S−−aS+

)
/ω̃0 [19, 20] to

Eq. (2), and we obtain the low-energy effective Hamiltonian
which is

H̃np =−
ω̃0

2
−ω j+ ω̃

(
1− g̃2)a†a, (10)

where a (a†) is the bosonic annihilation (creation) operator,
and g̃= λ/

√
ω̃ω̃0. The detailed derivation of H̃np is presented

in Appendix B. Equation (9) shows a similar structure with
Eq. (4) in the limit N→ ∞.

Now we prove that |∆| < ω is a necessary condition to ac-
quire the QPT similar to the JC model. First of all, the compar-
ison between Eq. (4) and Eq. (9) shows that ω̃ should satisfy
that ω̃ > 0, thus we have ∆ < ω . Secondly, ng only makes
sense if

λ 2 +2∆ω̃0

ω2−∆2 > 0, (11)

and it is easy to verify that Eq. (10) can be always satisfied if
∆ > −ω in the range of g̃ > 1. Finally, we get the necessary
condition for the superradiance QPT in the XXZ central spin
model is |∆|< ω .

From Eq. (9) we see that the new critical point for |∆| <
ω is λc =

√
ω̃0ω̃ . For g̃ < 1, the ground state is

∣∣ψnp
g
〉
=

eS |↓,0〉 with energy Enp = −ω̃0/2−ω j. Note that if ∆ < ω

is not satisfied, then the ground state is |↑,0〉, which is not
we expect. . However, the XXZ central spin model exhibits
the instability when g̃ > 1, and to solve this problem, we use
the method proposed in Refs. [19, 20] to get the low-energy
effective Hamiltonian in the superradiant phase.

Unlike the previous approach, we need to apply a displace-
ment operator in addition to the two transformations men-
tioned before. Finally we get the low-energy effective Hamil-
tonian is

H ′sp = ωα
2− ω0

2
+κ0x2−ω j, (12)

where

κ0 =
ω

4
− 2α2∆2 +∆ω̃0

4ω0
, (13)
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FIG. 1. (a) Second derivative of the ground state energy with respect
to g̃. (b) Ground state energy of the XXZ central spin model for
different longitudinal interactions ∆. Here we set ω0 = 100, ω = 0.5.
The solid lines are the result of the numerical simulation and the
dotted lines are that of the analytical expression in Eq. (9). The top
two curves (light blue line and black line ) fit better than the bottom
two (purple line and red line).

x = a† + a, α2 = ng and ω0 =
√

λ 4+2∆λ 2ω̃0
ω2−∆2 . The de-

tailed derivation is presented in Appendix B. The ground
state of H̃

′′
sp is

∣∣ψsp
g
〉
= D (α)eSS (r)

∣∣↓̃,0〉, where D (α) =

exp
[
α
(
a†−a

)]
and S (r) = limr→∞ exp

[ r
2

(
a2−a†2

)]
. Its

ground state energy is approximately equal to the mean-field
energy in Eq. (9). In Fig. 1(a), we show that the second
derivative of the ground state energy is discontinuous at the
critical point, which means the QPT occurs in the XXZ cen-
tral spin model is a second-order phase transition like the JC
model [20]. In Fig. 1(b), we present that the agreement be-
tween the analytical expression and the numerical simulation
of the ground state energy. It shows that Eq. (9) agrees well
with the numerical result when |∆| is small relative to ω , how-
ever, as |∆| gets closer to ω , the agreement becomes worse.
The main reason for this problem is that when |∆| is close to
ω , a larger N is required for a better numerical simulation,
which places a high demand on the memory of the computer.
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FIG. 2. Variations of the excitation number ng with respect to g̃. The
solid lines are the numerical simulation and the dashed lines are the
analytical expression given in Eq. (8). Here we set ω = 0.5 and η =
100. In (a), the excitation numbers are significantly enhanced in the
range of −ω < ∆ < 0. In (b), the excitation numbers are suppressed
in the range of 0 < ∆ < ω , and the curves become discontinued when
∆ gets close to ω .

IV. INFLUENCE OF LONGITUDINAL INTERACTION

In this section, we will discuss the influence of the longi-
tudinal interaction ∆ on the excitation number ng. The exci-
tation number can be regarded as an order parameter since it
keeps zero in the normal phase, and becomes nonzero in the
superradiant phase. For ∆ = 0, ng can be described by Eq. (8),
however, it is different for −ω < ∆ < 0 and 0 < ∆ < ω , thus
we must discuss it separately. In Fig. 2(a), the analytical re-
sults given by Eq. (8) agree well with the numerical results for
different negative longitudinal interaction. Moreover, we find
a significant increase in the number of excitations with the in-
crease of the absolute value of the longitudinal interaction |∆|
in the range of−ω < ∆ < 0. We can explain this phenomenon
in terms of the analytical expression Eq. (8), which can be
rewritten as

ng =
λ 2
(
λ 2 +2∆ω̃0

)
−
(
ω2−∆2

)
ω̃2

0

2(ω2−∆2)(λ 2+∆ω̃0)+2λω
√
(ω2−∆2)(λ 2 +2∆ω̃0)

,

(14)
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35

FIG. 3. Coherence of the ground state varies with g̃. For 0 < ∆ < ω ,
the coherence increases significantly, whereas for −ω < ∆ < 0 the
coherence decreases appreciably.

and we can find that Eq. (14) becomes Eq. (6) under the con-
dition of ∆ = 0. It is easy to see that the numerator remains
finite when ∆ ' −ω , while the denominator tends to infin-
ity. Therefore, compared with the situation of ∆ = 0, the bath
spins will be excited more quickly as |∆| approaches to ω .

But for 0 < ∆ < ω , the corresponding results are different.
Figure 2(b) shows that the excitation number decreases as ∆

increases, and when ∆ is close enough to ω , the variation of
the excitation number ng with respect to g̃ becomes discon-
tinuous (shape of a stair). Similarly, we seek an explanation
from Eq. (8). In the limit ω̃ = ω−∆→ 0, Eq. (8) becomes

ng =
ω̃0

2∆2 (g̃ω−∆) . (15)

In Eq. (15), for fixed g̃, the numerator decreases (g̃ > 1 and
g̃ω > ∆) and the denominator increases with ∆ increases, thus
ng decreases. Besides, the excitation number ng is insensitive
to g̃ when ∆ is close to ω , therefore ng will vary discretely
(shown in Fig. 2(b)). In summary, we see that the macro-
scopic excitations of bath spins are significantly enhanced in
the case of the negative longitudinal interaction (−ω <∆< 0),
but for the situation of the positive longitudinal interaction
(0 < ∆ <ω), the excitations are suppressed. Moreover, for the
superradiant phase, the ground state coherence of bath spins
in the limit η → ∞ and N→ ∞ is given by

〈a〉=
〈
ψ

sp
g
∣∣a ∣∣ψsp

g
〉
=
√

ng. (16)

Similar to the excitation number of the ground state ng, the
coherence is also affected by the longitudinal interaction ∆,
which is shown in Fig. 3. In Fig. 3, we see that the results
are similar to those of the excitation number discussed earlier.
Furthermore, the coherence 〈a〉 is also an order parameter of
the QPT, which can be viewed as the result of the U(1) sym-
metry breaking [20].
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V. PRACTICAL APPLICATION IN QUANTUM
METROLOGY

Now we consider the application in quantum metrology
with the XXZ central spin model. Quantum criticality which
can be viewed as a quantum resource has been widely applied
to quantum sensing[40, 42, 46–50], and quantum Fisher infor-
mation (QFI) is a key concept in quantum metrology, which
gives the lower bound for the variance of the parameter esti-
mation. In addition, the QFI proportional to fidelity suscep-
tibility is used to quantify the abrupt change of the ground
state in the vicinity of a critical point, and can be viewed as
a good indicator for quantum phase transitions [41, 51–53].
For a pure state |ψ (g̃)〉 with a parameter g̃, the fidelity is
f (g̃,δ g̃) = |〈ψ (g̃) |ψ (g̃+δ g̃)〉| and the QFI is given by

Fq =−4
∂ 2 f (g̃,δ g̃)

∂ (δ g̃)2

∣∣∣∣∣
δ g̃→0

, (17)

where δg is a small pertubation.

In Fig. 4(a), we show the influence of different frequency
ratios η on the QFI. It is clear to see that the QFI has an
abrupt change at the critical point g̃c = 1, which is due to a
significant change in the ground state of the system. As the
frequency ratio increases, the width of the QFI becomes nar-
rower. Furthermore, we use the fidelity approach to verify the
value range of the longitudinal interaction ∆. In Fig. 4 (b), we
choose ω = 0.1 and find that the abrupt changes of the QFI
disappear when |∆|> ω .

In practical measurements, one can obtain the parameter
information via suitable observables and the error propagation
formula. In this model, the observable of the central spin 〈σx〉
is able to measured, which is given by

〈σx(t)〉=
〈
ψin
∣∣eiHt

σxe−iHt ∣∣ψin
〉

= 2Re
{

b∗↑b↓ 〈ϕ|e
it[2ω̃(g̃2+ ∆

ω̃
)n] |ϕ〉

}
(18)

where |ψin〉 = es
(
b↑ |↑〉+b↓ |↓〉

)
⊗ |ϕ〉 and |ϕ〉 = ∑n dn |n〉

with ∑n |dn|2 = 1. The inverse variance of the parameter g̃
is given by [46]

Fg̃ =
(∂g̃ 〈σx〉)2

1−〈σx〉2
. (19)

In Fig. 5, we show the inverse variance Fg̃ varies with g̃.
The initial state we choose is b↑ = b↓ = 1/

√
2 and ϕ = |α〉.

In spin systems, the spin coherent state can achieve the same
effect with a large N [26, 27]. It can be seen that Fg̃ changes
periodically, and the amplitude of oscillation increases as the
coupling strength g̃ approaches the critical point. It is worth
noting that choosing different longitudinal interaction ∆ has a
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3

4
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) QFI for different frequency ratios η . The width of the
QFI becomes narrower as the frequency ratios increase. (b) QFI for
different values of the longitudinal interaction ∆. Here we set ω =
0.1 and η = 104. There exist abrupt changes of the QFI for |∆|< ω ,
however, for |∆|> ω , these abrupt changes disappear.

significant influence on the positions of the maximum value
and minimum values of Fg. It means we can change the cou-
pling strength g̃ at which maximum precision is achieved by
controlling the value of the longitudinal interaction ∆, instead
of being confined to the vicinity of the critical point.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated the quantum phase tran-
sition in the XXZ central spin model, and the exact energy
spectrum can be given analytically due to the U(1) symmetry.
In addition, the similarity between the JC model and the cen-
tral spin model is presented, and we have also demonstrated
that the central spin model undergoes a superradiance QPT in
the limit η → ∞ and N → ∞. To further explain the QPT in
this model, we utilize the mean-field approximation to obtain
the mean-field energy and the excitation number, which agree
well with the numerical simulation.
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FIG. 5. Inverse variance Fg̃ varies with g̃. (a) The evolution time
is chosen as τ = 2π/ω̃ , and different values of ∆ change the peaks
of Fg̃. As the coupling strength approaches the critical point, the
amplitude of oscillation increases. (b) For τ = 4π/ω̃ , the number of
the peaks are twice that of the previous one.

Moreover, the low-energy effective Hamiltonian given by
the Schrieffer-Wolff transformation provides us with a new
perspective to explain the quatum phase transition. Unlike the
JC model, the nonlinear term caused by the longitudinal inter-
action can greatly affect the excitation number and the coher-
ence of the ground state. For the case of −ω < ∆ < 0, these
two physical quantities increases significantly, while for the
case of 0 < ∆ < ω they decreases remarkably. Furthermore,
the QFI is used to quantify the abrupt change of the ground
state around the critical point, and we also utilize the error
propagation formula to calculate the precision of the coupling
strength. This work reveals the superradiant QPT occurring in
central spin systems and provides a new idea for the realiza-
tion of criticality-enhanced quantum sensing.
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Appendix A: DERIVATION OF EXACT ENERGY
SPECTRUM

Similar to the JC model, the dynamics of the XXZ central
spin model is confined to the two-dimensional space spanned
by |↑,n−1〉 and |↓,n〉 [44]. For a given n, the matrix elements
of H are

〈↑,n−1 |H| ↑,n−1〉= ω0

2
+(ω +∆)m,

〈↓,n |H| ↓,n〉=−ω0

2
+(ω−∆)(m+1) ,

〈↑,n−1 |H| ↓,n〉= 〈↓,n−1 |H| ↑,n−1〉
= A

√
kn, (A1)

where m = (n−1− j) and kn = (2 j−n+1)n. The matrix
representation is

H =

(
ω0
2 +(ω +∆)m A

√
kn

A
√

kn −ω0
2 +(ω−∆)(m+1)

)
. (A2)

We set Ω1 = 2A
√

kn, Ω2 = (2m+ 1)∆−ω +ω0, Ω3 = ∆−
(2m+1)ω . Then we can obtain the energy eigenvalues given
by

E± =
1
2

(
−Ω3±

√
Ω2

1 +Ω2
2

)
, (A3)

and the eigenstates given by

|ψ+ (n)〉= P̃+
↑,n−1 |↑,n−1〉+ P̃+

↓,n |↓,n〉 ,

|ψ− (n)〉= P̃−↑,n−1 |↑,n−1〉+ P̃−↓,n |↓,n〉 ,
(A4)

where

P̃±↑,n−1 =
Ω̃±

√
1+ Ω̃2√

2
(

1+ Ω̃2
)
±2Ω̃

√
1+ Ω̃2

,

P̃±↓,n =
1√

2
(

1+ Ω̃2
)
±2Ω

√
1+ Ω̃2

,

(A5)

and Ω̃ = Ω2/Ω1. Now We use the mean-field approximation
to get the mean-field energy. First, we apply the Holstein-
Primakoff transformation to the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2), where
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the angular momentum operators are represented by

J+ =
√

Na†

√
1− a†a

N
, J− =

√
N

√
1− a†a

N
,

Jz =a†a− N
2
.

(A6)

For large N, the Hamiltonian becomes

Hhp =ω0Sz+ω
(
a†a− j

)
+λ

(
a†S−+aS+

)
+2∆

(
a†a− N

2

)
Sz,

(A7)
where λ = A

√
2 j = A

√
N. And the effective Hamiltonian un-

der the mean-field approximation is given by

Heff =
〈
β |Hhp|β

〉
=
(

ω̃0 +2∆ |β |2
)

Sz +ω

(
|β |2− j

)
+λ (β ∗S−+βS+) ,

(A8)

and the mean-field energy is

E− = ω

(
|β |2− j

)
− 1

2
ω0, (A9)

where ω0(|β |2) =
√

4λ 2 |β |2 +4 |β |4 ∆2 +4 |β |2 ∆ω̃0 + ω̃2
0 is

a function of |β |2 and ω̃0 = ω0−N∆. Here we define g̃ =

λ/
√

ω̃ω̃0 and replace |β |2 with n. Utilizing ∂E−/∂n = 0, we
find that for g̃ < 1 the excitation number of the ground state
is still ng = 0 and Eg =−ω̃0/2−ω j. However, for g̃ > 1, we
have

ng =−
λ 2 +∆ω̃0

2∆2 +
λω

2∆2

√
λ 2 +2∆ω̃0

ω2−∆2 . (A10)

and the energy of the ground state under the mean-field ap-
proximation is

EMF
g =

(
ng− j

)
ω− 1

2
ω0(ng), (A11)

Appendix B: DERIVATION OF LOW-ENERGY EFFECTIVE
HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we give the derivation of the low-energy
effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (9). We first consider the case of
the normal phase. Hhp can be written as Hhp = H0 +V where

H0 = ω̃0Sz +ω
(
a†a− j

)
+2∆a†aSz,

V = λ
(
a†S−+aS+

)
.

(B1)

Now we use the method proposed in Refs. [19, 20]. First
we apply a Schrieffer-Wolff transformation eS to Hhp, and the
generator S is anti-Hermitian and block-off-diagonal. Then

the Hamiltonian becomes

H̃ = e−SHhpeS =
∞

∑
n=0

1
n!
[Hhp,S](n), (B2)

where [H,S](n) = [[H,S](n−1),S] and [H,S](0) = H. Here we
need the block-off-diagonal part of H̃ to be zero up to the
second order in λ , thus S must satisfies that

[H0,S] =−λ
(
a†S−+aS+

)
. (B3)

In the limit η→∞, we find that S = λ

ω̃0

(
a†S−−aS+

)
, it leads

to

H̃ = H0 +
1
2
[V,S]

= H0 +
1
2

[
λ
(
a†S−+aS+

)
,

λ

ω̃0

(
a†S−−aS+

)]
= H0 +

λ 2

2ω̃0

(
4Sza†a+2Sz +σ0

)
,

(B4)

and the low-energy effective Hamiltonian is expressed as

H̃np =
〈
↓
∣∣∣H̃∣∣∣ ↓〉

=− ω̃0

2
−ω j+ ω̃

(
1− g̃2)a†a,

(B5)

where ω̃ = ω−∆, g̃ = λ/
√

ω̃ω̃0.

For the superradiant phase, we need to apply a displacement
operator D(α) to Hhp, which is given by

H = D† (α)HhpD(α)

=
ω̃0

2
σz +ωa†a+ωα

(
a+a†)+ωα

2 +λ
(
a†

σ−+aσ+

)
+λασx +∆

(
a†a+α

(
a+a†)+α

2)
σz, (B6)

where D(α) = eα(a†−a), α2 = ng, and here we make α to be
real for convenience. Now we get rid of the superscript of
the Pauli operator and denote σ

(0)
i ≡ σi (i = x,y,z) for conve-

nience.

We find that the part of the central spin in Eq. (B6) is(
ω̃0 +2∆α2

)
σz/2+λασx, and its eigenstates are∣∣↑̃〉= cosθ |↑〉+sinθ |↓〉 ,

∣∣↓̃〉=−sinθ |↑〉+cosθ |↓〉 , (B7)

where θ = 1
2 arctan

(
2αλ

2α2∆+ω̃0

)
. The corresponding eigen-

values are ±ω0(α
2)

2 =± 1
2

√
4λ 2α2 +4α4∆2 +4α2∆ω̃0 + ω̃2

0 .

Note that we have α2 = ng, thus utilizing Eq. (8) we have

ω0(ng) =

√
λ 4 +2∆λ 2ω̃0

ω2−∆2 . (B8)
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Then we use the eigenstates
∣∣↑̃〉(∣∣↓̃〉) to rewrite Eq. (B6).

H =

(
λω̃0

2ω0
x− λ∆α2

ω0
x− 2∆αλ

ω0
a†a
)

τx

+

(
ω0

2
+

λ 2α

ω0
x+

2α3∆2 +∆αω̃0

ω0
x+

2α2∆2 +∆ω̃0

ω0
a†a
)

τz

−λ

2
pτy +ωα

2 +ωa†a+ωαx, (B9)

where x = a† +a and p = i
(
a†−a

)
.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (B9) can be divided into diagonal

part H0 and off-diagonal part V , where

H0 = ωa†a+ωαx+ωα
2−ω j

+

(
ω0

2
+

λ 2α

ω0
x+

2α3∆2 +∆αω̃0

ω0
x+

2α2∆2 +∆ω̃0

ω0
a†a
)

τz,

V =

(
λω̃0

2ω0
x− λ∆α2

ω0
x− 2∆αλ

ω0
a†a
)

τx−
λ

2
pτy.

Then we need to find the generator S satisfies that [H0,S] =
−Ṽ . In the limit η → ∞, S is given by

S =

(
λω̃0

2iω2
0

x− λ∆α2

iω2
0

x− 2∆αλ

iω2
0

a†a
)

τy +
λ

2iω0
pτx. (B10)

The transformed Hamiltonian is

H ′ = H0 +
1
2
[V ,S]

= ωa†a+ωαx+ωα
2−ω j+

(
ω0

2
+

λ 2α

ω0
x+

2α3∆2 +∆αω̃0

ω0
x+

2α2∆2 +∆ω̃0

ω0
a†a
)

τz

+

(
λ 2∆2α4

ω
3
0
− λ 2ω̃0∆α2

ω
3
0

+
λ 2ω̃2

0

4ω
3
0

)
x2

τz +

(
2λ 2∆2α3

ω
3
0
− λ 2∆αω̃0

ω
3
0

)(
xa†a+a†ax

)
τz

+
4∆2α2λ 2

ω
3
0

(
a†a
)2

τz−
λ 2∆α2

ω
2
0

+
λ 2ω̃0

2ω
2
0
− λ 2∆α

ω
2
0

x+
λ 2

4ω0
p2

τz, (B11)

However, Eq. (B11) is too complicated to discuss further, thus
we neglect the the terms with ω

−3
0 and ω

−2
0 , and finally we

obtain the low-energy effective Hamiltonian

H ′sp =
〈
↓̃
∣∣∣H ′∣∣∣↓̃〉

= ωα
2− ω0

2
+κ0x2 +κ1x+κ2 p2−ω j, (B12)

where

κ0 =
2α2∆2 +∆ω̃0

4ω0
− ω

4
, (B13)

κ1 = ωα− λ 2α +2 |α|3 ∆2 +∆ |α| ω̃0

ω0
, (B14)

κ2 =
ω

4
− 2α2∆2 +∆ω̃0 +λ 2

4ω0
. (B15)

Utilizing Eq. (8) and Eq. (B8), we find the relationship that
2∆2α2 + λ 2 +∆ω̃0 = ωω0. It is easy to verify κ1 = κ2 = 0
with the above relationship. Finally, we get Eq. (12) in main
text.

[1] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions, 2nd ed. (Cambridge
University Press, 2011).

[2] W. H. Zurek, U. Dorner, and P. Zoller, Dynamics of a quantum
phase transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 105701 (2005).

[3] J. Dziarmaga, Dynamics of a quantum phase transition: Ex-
act solution of the quantum ising model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95,
245701 (2005).

[4] M. Heyl, A. Polkovnikov, and S. Kehrein, Dynamical quantum
phase transitions in the transverse-field ising model, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 110, 135704 (2013).

[5] T. D. Kühner and H. Monien, Phases of the one-dimensional
bose-hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 58, R14741 (1998).

[6] M. Greiner, O. Mandel, T. Esslinger, T. W. Hänsch, and
I. Bloch, Quantum phase transition from a superfluid to a mott

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511973765
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.105701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.245701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.245701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.135704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.135704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.58.R14741


9

insulator in a gas of ultracold atoms, Nature 415, 39 (2002).
[7] M. Vojta, Quantum phase transitions, Reports on Progress in

Physics 66, 2069 (2003).
[8] S. L. Sondhi, S. M. Girvin, J. P. Carini, and D. Shahar, Continu-

ous quantum phase transitions, Rev. Mod. Phys. 69, 315 (1997).
[9] B. Capogrosso-Sansone, N. V. Prokof’ev, and B. V. Svistunov,

Phase diagram and thermodynamics of the three-dimensional
bose-hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 75, 134302 (2007).

[10] R. H. Dicke, Coherence in spontaneous radiation processes,
Phys. Rev. 93, 99 (1954).

[11] K. Hepp and E. H. Lieb, On the superradiant phase transition
for molecules in a quantized radiation field: the dicke maser
model, Annals of Physics 76, 360 (1973).

[12] A. D. Greentree, C. Tahan, J. H. Cole, and L. C. L. Hollen-
berg, Quantum phase transitions of light, Nature Physics 2, 856
(2006).

[13] M. Gross and S. Haroche, Superradiance: An essay on the the-
ory of collective spontaneous emission, Physics Reports 93, 301
(1982).

[14] Y. K. Wang and F. T. Hioe, Phase transition in the dicke model
of superradiance, Phys. Rev. A 7, 831 (1973).

[15] M. Liu, S. Chesi, Z.-J. Ying, X. Chen, H.-G. Luo, and H.-Q.
Lin, Universal scaling and critical exponents of the anisotropic
quantum rabi model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 220601 (2017).

[16] X.-Y. Chen, Y.-Y. Zhang, L. Fu, and H. Zheng, Generalized
coherent-squeezed-state expansion for the super-radiant phase
transition, Phys. Rev. A 101, 033827 (2020).

[17] M.-L. Cai, Z.-D. Liu, W.-D. Zhao, Y.-K. Wu, Q.-X. Mei,
Y. Jiang, L. He, X. Zhang, Z.-C. Zhou, and L.-M. Duan, Ob-
servation of a quantum phase transition in the quantum rabi
model with a single trapped ion, Nature Communications 12,
1126 (2021).

[18] Y.-Y. Zhang, Z.-X. Hu, L. Fu, H.-G. Luo, H. Pu, and X.-F.
Zhang, Quantum phases in a quantum rabi triangle, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 127, 063602 (2021).

[19] M.-J. Hwang, R. Puebla, and M. B. Plenio, Quantum phase
transition and universal dynamics in the rabi model, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115, 180404 (2015).

[20] M.-J. Hwang and M. B. Plenio, Quantum phase transition in the
finite jaynes-cummings lattice systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,
123602 (2016).

[21] M. Tavis and F. W. Cummings, Exact solution for an n-
molecule—radiation-field hamiltonian, Phys. Rev. 170, 379
(1968).

[22] E. M. Kessler, S. Yelin, M. D. Lukin, J. I. Cirac, and G. Giedke,
Optical superradiance from nuclear spin environment of single-
photon emitters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 143601 (2010).

[23] M. J. A. Schuetz, E. M. Kessler, J. I. Cirac, and G. Giedke,
Superradiance-like electron transport through a quantum dot,
Phys. Rev. B 86, 085322 (2012).

[24] S. Chesi and W. A. Coish, Theory of box-model hyperfine cou-
plings and transport signatures of long-range nuclear-spin co-
herence in a quantum-dot spin valve, Phys. Rev. B 91, 245306
(2015).

[25] Y. Fang, Y.-D. Wang, R. Fazio, and S. Chesi, Superradiantlike
dynamics of nuclear spins by nonadiabatic electron shuttling,
Phys. Rev. B 103, 155301 (2021).

[26] S. Dooley, F. McCrossan, D. Harland, M. J. Everitt, and T. P.
Spiller, Collapse and revival and cat states with an n-spin sys-
tem, Phys. Rev. A 87, 052323 (2013).

[27] W.-B. He, S. Chesi, H.-Q. Lin, and X.-W. Guan, Exact quan-
tum dynamics of xxz central spin problems, Phys. Rev. B 99,
174308 (2019).

[28] R. I. Nepomechie and X.-W. Guan, The spin-s homogeneous

central spin model: exact spectrum and dynamics, Journal of
Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2018, 103104
(2018).

[29] A. V. Khaetskii, D. Loss, and L. Glazman, Electron spin deco-
herence in quantum dots due to interaction with nuclei, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 88, 186802 (2002).

[30] G. Chen, D. L. Bergman, and L. Balents, Semiclassical dynam-
ics and long-time asymptotics of the central-spin problem in a
quantum dot, Phys. Rev. B 76, 045312 (2007).

[31] M. Bortz, S. Eggert, C. Schneider, R. Stübner, and J. Stolze,
Dynamics and decoherence in the central spin model using ex-
act methods, Phys. Rev. B 82, 161308 (2010).

[32] M. Bortz and J. Stolze, Exact dynamics in the inhomogeneous
central-spin model, Phys. Rev. B 76, 014304 (2007).

[33] G.-Q. Liu, J. Xing, W.-L. Ma, P. Wang, C.-H. Li, H. C. Po, Y.-
R. Zhang, H. Fan, R.-B. Liu, and X.-Y. Pan, Single-shot readout
of a nuclear spin weakly coupled to a nitrogen-vacancy center
at room temperature, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 150504 (2017).

[34] M. Ahmadi, D. Jennings, and T. Rudolph, Dynamics of a quan-
tum reference frame undergoing selective measurements and
coherent interactions, Phys. Rev. A 82, 032320 (2010).

[35] O. Landon-Cardinal and R. MacKenzie, Decoherence of a
quantum gyroscope, Phys. Rev. A 85, 022333 (2012).

[36] D. Šafránek, M. Ahmadi, and I. Fuentes, Quantum parame-
ter estimation with imperfect reference frames, New Journal of
Physics 17, 033012 (2015).

[37] V. Giovannetti, S. Lloyd, and L. Maccone, Quantum metrology,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 010401 (2006).

[38] V. Giovannetti, S. Lloyd, and L. Maccone, Advances in quan-
tum metrology, Nature Photonics 5, 222 (2011).

[39] I. Frérot and T. Roscilde, Quantum critical metrology, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 121, 020402 (2018).

[40] P. Zanardi, M. G. A. Paris, and L. Campos Venuti, Quantum
criticality as a resource for quantum estimation, Phys. Rev. A
78, 042105 (2008).

[41] W.-L. You, Y.-W. Li, and S.-J. Gu, Fidelity, dynamic structure
factor, and susceptibility in critical phenomena, Phys. Rev. E
76, 022101 (2007).

[42] C. Invernizzi, M. Korbman, L. Campos Venuti, and M. G. A.
Paris, Optimal quantum estimation in spin systems at criticality,
Phys. Rev. A 78, 042106 (2008).

[43] M. Bina, I. Amelio, and M. G. A. Paris, Dicke coupling by
feasible local measurements at the superradiant quantum phase
transition, Phys. Rev. E 93, 052118 (2016).

[44] C. Gerry and P. Knight, Introductory Quantum Optics (Cam-
bridge University Press, 2004).

[45] H.-P. Eckle and H. Johannesson, A generalization of the quan-
tum rabi model: exact solution and spectral structure, Journal of
Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 50, 294004 (2017).

[46] Y. Chu, S. Zhang, B. Yu, and J. Cai, Dynamic framework
for criticality-enhanced quantum sensing, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126,
010502 (2021).

[47] L. Garbe, M. Bina, A. Keller, M. G. A. Paris, and S. Felicetti,
Critical quantum metrology with a finite-component quantum
phase transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 120504 (2020).

[48] M. Raghunandan, J. Wrachtrup, and H. Weimer, High-density
quantum sensing with dissipative first order transitions, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 120, 150501 (2018).

[49] H. T. Quan, Z. Song, X. F. Liu, P. Zanardi, and C. P. Sun, Decay
of loschmidt echo enhanced by quantum criticality, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 96, 140604 (2006).

[50] Y.-H. Ma and C.-P. Sun, Quantum sensing of rotation velocity
based on transverse field ising model, The European Physical
Journal D 71, 249 (2017).

https://doi.org/10.1038/415039a
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/66/12/r01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/66/12/r01
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.69.315
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.134302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.93.99
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(73)90039-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys466
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys466
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(82)90102-8
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(82)90102-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.7.831
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.220601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.101.033827
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21425-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-21425-8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.063602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.063602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.180404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.180404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.123602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.123602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.170.379
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.170.379
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.143601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.86.085322
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.245306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.245306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.155301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.052323
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.174308
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.174308
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aae2d9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aae2d9
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aae2d9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.186802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.186802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.045312
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.161308
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.014304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.150504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.032320
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.85.022333
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/3/033012
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/3/033012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.010401
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2011.35
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.020402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.020402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.042105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.042105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.76.022101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.76.022101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.78.042106
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.93.052118
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511791239
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aa785a
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aa785a
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.010502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.010502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.120504
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.150501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.140604
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.96.140604
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2017-80247-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjd/e2017-80247-x


10

[51] B. F. YOUSIF, Effect of oil palm fibres volume frac-
tion on mechanical properties of polyester composites, In-
ternational Journal of Modern Physics B 24, 4459 (2010),
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979210056633.

[52] A. F. Albuquerque, F. Alet, C. Sire, and S. Capponi, Quan-
tum critical scaling of fidelity susceptibility, Phys. Rev. B 81,
064418 (2010).

[53] B.-B. Wei and X.-C. Lv, Fidelity susceptibility in the quantum
rabi model, Phys. Rev. A 97, 013845 (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979210056633
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979210056633
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979210056633
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.064418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.064418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.013845

	Quantum phase transition in XXZ central spin model
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II MODEL
	III LOW-ENERGY EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN
	IV INFLUENCE OF LONGITUDINAL INTERACTION
	V PRACTICAL APPLICATION IN QUANTUM METROLOGY 
	VI CONCLUSION
	 Acknowledgments
	A DERIVATION OF EXACT ENERGY SPECTRUM
	B DERIVATION OF LOW-ENERGY EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN
	 References


