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The spin squeezing protocols allow the dynamical generation of massively correlated quantum
many-body states, which can be utilized in entanglement-enhanced metrology and technologies.
We study a quantum simulator generating twisting dynamics realized in a two-component BoseHubbard model with dipolar interactions. We show that the interplay of contact and long-range
dipolar interactions between atoms in the superfluid phase activates the anisotropic two-axis countertwisting mechanism, accelerating the spin squeezing dynamics and allowing the Heisenberg-limited
accuracy in spectroscopic measurements.

I.

INTRODUCTION

The second Quantum Revolution’s main objective lies
in multipartite entangled states: their production, storage, certification, and application. Such states, i.e.,
many-body entangled and many-body Bell correlated
states, are essential resources for quantum-based technologies and quantum-enhancement metrology [1–6]. As
such, a general protocol allowing the controlled generation of such states is an extensive research direction in
modern quantum science. Spin squeezing represents such
a protocol paving the way for high-precision measurements, allowing overcoming the shot-noise limit [7, 8],
generate many-body entangled [9–13], and many-body
Bell correlated states [14–20]. The spin squeezing applies
to a system of N quantum in two internal states corresponding to a spin-1/2 degree of freedom, and further
described by the collective spin of the quantum number
S = N/2. √The uncertainty of spectroscopic measurements is ξ/ N , where
ξ2 =

N ∆2 Ŝ⊥min
,
hSi2

(1)

is the spin squeezing parameter, and ∆2 Ŝ⊥min is the minimal variance in the plane perpendicular to total spin
vector. The spin squeezing is a witness of entanglementdepth, i.e. quantum state is not k-producible, when
ξ < 1/k [21–24].
The paradigmatic theoretical models realizing spin
squeezing through unitary evolution are given by the
so-called One-Axis Twisting (OAT), and Two-Axis
Counter-Twisting (TACT) Hamiltonians [7]. The OAT
Hamiltonian has the form of the non-linear operator, often cast as
ĤOAT = ~χŜz2 ,

(2)

where z is the twisting axis, and χ−1 is the time-scale
on which spin squeezing parameter has the lowest value

2
ξbest
. The lowest value of the squeezing parameter scales
with particle numbers, and for OAT it is ξbest ∝ N −1/3
at χtbest ' N −2/3 [7]. The TACT Hamiltonian reads

ĤTACT = ~χ(Ŝz2 − Ŝx2 ),

(3)

where the clockwise and counter-clockwise twisting take
places around two orthogonal axes z and x. The advantage of the TACT is that it gives the Heisenberg limited
level of the best squeezing, namely ξbest ∝ N −1/2 . In
addition, the time scale of the best squeezing is accelerated with respect to OAT, and it is given by χtbest ∼
N −1 log(2N ) [25] .
Realizing quantum simulators of OAT or TACT dynamics is essential for quantum enhancement metrology. Ultra-cold atoms form a perfect platform for quantum simulators mimicking such twisting dynamics. OAT
has been realized with Bose-Einstein condensates utilizing atom-atom collisions [26–31], and atom-light interactions [32, 33]. Another research directions are ultracold platforms simulating the Hubbard and Heisenberg
models, which generate twisting dynamics. In the case
of bosons, twisting dynamics is induced by atom-atom
collisions [34–37], while for spinful fermions a synthetic
spin-orbit coupling is necessary [38–44]. Finally, twisting
dynamics can be activated with long-range interacting
bosons, what provides a platform for spin squeezing simulators by casting original Hamiltonian onto long-range
interacting spin-chain [45–51].
In this work, we propose a quantum simulator for
the TACT model realized in a one-dimensional twocomponent Bose-Hubbard model in the superfluid phase,
considering both contact and dipolar interactions. With
the help of full many-body dynamics and an effective two-mode model (TMM) description, we show that
the realized squeezing dynamics capture properties of
the anisotropic TACT model where the clockwise and
counter-clockwise twisting take place with different rates.
Next, we show that scaling with the system size of the
best squeezing parameter and best squeezing time is

2
equivalent to the scaling obtained for the TACT model.
Our results show the significant acceleration of the spin
squeezing dynamics by dipolar interactions, which is an
essential effect from the experimental point of view
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II we introduce the considered model. Starting with general
many-body description of the system we provide an effective two mode model accounting for both contact
and long-range dipolar interactions. Next, in Sec.III we
perform analysis of the mean-field phase space of the
anisotropic TACT model. In Sec.IV with the help of
Bogoliubov-Born-Green-Kirkwood-Yvon (BBGKY) hierarchy of equations [52, 53], we analyze the scaling of the
best squeezing and the best squeezing time with the system size. We conclude in Sec.V.
II.

The two-component Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian ĤBH
reads

X X †
ĤBH = −J
âσ,j âσ,j+1 + â†σ,j âσ,j−1
σ=↑,↓

+

X  U↑↑
j

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥd ,
(4)
 2 2

Z
~ ∇
Ĥ0 = d3 r Ψ̂† (r) −
+ Vlatt Ψ̂(r),
(5)
2m
Z
Z
Ĥd = d3 r1 d3 r2 Ψ̂† (r1 )Ψ̂† (r2 )V12 Ψ̂(r2 )Ψ̂(r1 ), (6)
where the vector of bosonic field operators is Ψ̂T (r) =
(Ψ̂↑ (r), Ψ̂↓ (r)) with Ψ̂σ (r) describing an atom at the position r in the state σ =↑, ↓. The interaction potential
V12 is a sum of two terms, V12 = Vc + Vd , the short range
contact interaction
Vc =

4π~2 as
δ (r1 − r2 ) ,
m

(7)

and the long range dipolar interaction
Vd =

µ1 · µ2
3[µ1 · (r1 − r2 )][µ2 · (r1 − r2 )]
−
, (8)
|r1 − r2 |3
|r1 − r2 |5

where µ1,2 is the dipole moment, m is the atomic mass
and as is the s-wave scattering length.
The atoms are loaded into the one-dimensional optical
lattice potential Vlatt = V0 sin2 kx, where k = 2π/λlatt
is a wave-vector associated with the lattice wave-length
λlatt . We consider the unit filling, so the number of lattice
sites M equals the total number of atoms N (M = N ).
We assume the atoms are in the superfluid phase and
occupy the lowest Bloch band. In the tight-binding approximation, the field operators is conveniently expanded
in the basis of the Wannier functions, and the system
Hamiltonian (4) reduces to the two-component BoseHubbard model (BHM) extended by the dipolar term,
namely
Ĥ = ĤBH + Ĥd ≡ ĤdBH .

(9)


U↓↓
n̂j↓ (n̂j↓ − 1) + U↑↓ n̂j↑ n̂j↓ ,
2

where âσ,j and n̂σ,j are the on-site annihilation and number operators of atoms in the state |σi at the site j. The
hopping amplitude J does not depend on the spin state σ,
while the interaction coefficients Uσσ0 contain the contributions of both the on-site contact and the on-site dipolar
interaction [54]. The dipolar interaction term Ĥd reads
X
j,k6=j

We consider N bosonic atoms in the two internal states
|↑i, |↓i which corresponds to the ensemble of N spin1/2 particles (qubits). The atoms are described by the
following Hamiltonian:

n̂j↑ (n̂j↑ − 1) +

(10)

Ĥd =

EXACT AND EFFECTIVE MODELS

2

j

γ2
(Ŝz,j Ŝz,k − 2Ŝx,j Ŝx,k + Ŝy,j Ŝy,k ),
4|j − k|3

(11)

where the dipole moment was associated with the spin
operators, µ = −γS, and where the on-site spin operators are Ŝj+ = â†↑,j â↓,j , Ŝj− = â†↓,j â↑,j , Ŝj± = Ŝx,j ± iŜy,j
and Ŝz,j = (n̂j,↑ − n̂j,↓ )/2, while the collective spin
P
P
1
operators read Ŝx = 21 j Ŝx,j , Ŝy = 2i
j Ŝy,j , and
P
1
Ŝz = 2 j Ŝz,j . The range of dipole potential extends
over several lattice sites under typical experimental conditions. Therefore, it is approximately constant on scales
comparable to the spatial localization of Wannier functions. Under this condition the dipolar part of the Hamiltonian can be simplified in the form (11), see Appendix A
for derivation.
We consider the dynamical generation of spin squeezed
states from an initial spin coherent state when the system
is in the superfluid phase, Uσσ  J, and contact interactions compete with the long-range one. Such the regime
corresponds to the situation when the wave-functions of
atoms are delocalized overP
the entire
lattice and the conP
densate fraction, fc ≡ N12 i,j σ=↑,↓ hâ†σ,j âσ,j i, approximately equals one.
The two-component Bose-Hubbard model can simulate the OAT dynamics via contact interactions among
bosons in the superfluid phase [36]. Here we show that
the system can simulate the anisotropic TACT dynamics when dipolar interactions between the bosonic atoms
are taken into account. To understand why the twisting mechanism is simulated by the system Hamiltonian
(9) we perform the following analysis. First, we consider
ĤdBH in the quasi-momentum representation
by using
P
2π
the Fourier transforms, âσ,j = √1N n ei M jn âσ,qn and
P
2π
Ŝσ,j = √1N n ei M jn Ŝσ,qn , where the quasi-momentum
reads qn = 2π
M n for n = 0, 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. Next, by keeping the zero-momentum mode contributions only qn = 0
one can show that ĤdBH reduces to the effective model
that is a sum of two terms
ĤdBH,qn =0 = ĤBH,qn =0 + Ĥd,qn =0 .

(12)
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The first term, ĤBH,n=0 , comes from the zero quasimomentum mode of the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian,
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ĤBH,qn =0 = −2J N̂qn =0 + ΩN N N̂q2n =0

2
+ ΩSN Ŝz,qn =0 N̂0 + ΩSS Ŝz,q
,
n =0

(13)
0.6
ξ2

where
U↑↑ + U↓↓ + 4U↑↓
,
8N
U↑↑ − U↓↓
=
,
2N
U↑↑ + U↓↓ − 2U↑↓
=
,
2N

ΩN N =

(14)

ΩSN

(15)

Ĥd,qn =0 = 2
(3)
hbN/2c

N
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where we neglected the constant energy terms assuming
N̂0 = N and U↑↑ = U↓↓ = U . Note here, the zero quasimomentum component of the spin operators correspond
to the collective spin operatorsP
in the position representation, namely Ŝβ,qn =0 = √1N j Ŝβ,j with β = x, y, z.
As such, we can replace Ŝβ,0 by the collective spin operators Ŝβ in (18). Taking this into account, we identify
the effective two-mode model (TMM):


ĤTMM = ~χ Ŝz2 − η Ŝx2
(19)
which is the anisotropic TACT with
U − U↑↓
N
(3)
γ 2 hbN/2c
~χη = 6
N

100

(17)

γ 2 hbN/2c 2
U − U↑↓ 2
Ŝz,qn =0 −6
Ŝx,qn =0 , (18)
=
N
N

~χ =

0

↑ TACT

with
=
d=1 1/d . Finally, by collecting the
particular terms in (12) we obtain
ĤdHB,qn =0

η = 0.0
η = 0.5
η = 1.0

(16)

and realizes OAT dynamics [36]. The second term,
Ĥd,qn =0 , consists of zero momentum component of the
dipolar interaction:
(3)
γ 2 hbN/2c

0.2

(20)
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FIG. 1. (a) Time evolution of the spin squeezing parameter ξ 2
defined in (1) for different values of anisotropy parameter η =
{0.0, 0.5, 1.0} (lines from right to left). The two limiting cases,
i.e. η = 0 and η = 1 correspond to OAT and TACT dynamics,
respectively. Points correspond to the results from the exact
many-body numerical simulation of ĤdBH given by (9), while
solid lines to the numerical results from the effective twomode model (19) when N = M = 10, U = 0.01, J = 1.0 and
U↑↓ = 0.95U . (b) Color encoded values of the spin squeezing
parameter ξ 2 versus χt and η obtained from the numerical
simulations of the two mode model (19) for N = 103 atoms.
The solid red line indicates the best squeezing time.

(21)

where η is the anisotropy parameter and χ sets the energy
scale. In the two limit cases η = 0 and η = 1 the effective model (19) reduces to the OAT and TACT model,
respectively.
In Fig.1 (a) we show spin squeezing parameter (1) obtained from the exact many-body numerical simulation
of the system dynamics under the dipolar Bose-Hubbard
Hamiltonian (9) and the effective two-mode model (19),
see Appendix B for more details concerning numerical
simulations. For the chosen set of parameters, the condensate fraction is approximately one, fc ≈ 1, at the time
scale corresponding to the best squeezing, which justifies

our two-mode approximation. The overall agreement between the two models can be noticed. The acceleration of
the squeezing dynamics is visible by increasing the value
of the anisotropy parameter. In Fig.1(b) we present a
variation of the spin squeezing parameter ξ 2 in time and
anisotropy parameter η from the two-mode model (19)
for N = 103 . One can observe the two limiting cases
corresponding to OAT and TACT dynamics for η = 0
and η = 1, respectively. We observe a smooth transition
between OAT and TACT dynamics in the intermediate
region.
In the next paragraph, we provide an intuitive explanation for the OAT-TACT crossover with the help of phase
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FIG. 2. Mean-field phase portraits indicating geometrical representations of trajectories and directions of evolution for the
effective two-mode model (19) for the anisotropy parameter η = {10−5 , 0.04, 0.4, 1.0} (from left to right). The angles θ between
in-going and out-going flow along constant energy lines are marked by red (see main text). The corresponding values of angles
θ are approximately π, 0.87π, 0.64π, 0.5π (from left to right).

portrait analysis of the two-mode model (19). In Section
IV we derive the scaling of the best squeezing and the
best squeezing time with N showing the acceleration of
squeezing dynamics by the dipolar interactions.
III.

MEAN-FIELD PHASE PORTRAITS

The activation of the TACT dynamics by dipolar interactions can be intuitively explained by analyzing the
structure of the mean-field phase space of the two-mode
model (19). It is a good navigator for the dynamical spin
squeezing [25] as the eigenstates of quantum Hamiltonian
localize on classical phase space energy contours [55] and
quantum evolution distinguishes between stable and unstable classical fixed-points [56].
The analysis of the mean-field phase space is performed by replacing the annihilation and creation op√
erators by complex numbers [57], â → N ρa eiφa , b̂ →
√
N
ρ eiφb what transforms
the spin operators to Ŝx →
√ b
√
1−z 2
1−z 2
N 2 cos φ, Ŝy → N 2 sin φ, Ŝz → N2 z. This allows introducing the new canonical variables z = ρa − ρb
and φ = φa − φb . The Hamiltonian (19) takes the form
of the energy functional (φ, z):
(φ, z) =

N 2 ηN
z −
(1 − z 2 ) cos2 φ.
4
4

(22)

Equations of motion for the canonical position φ and the
conjugate momentum z are set by the Hamilton equations:
∂(φ, z)
N
ηN
= z+
z cos2 φ
∂z
2
2
∂(φ, z)
ηN
ż = −
=−
(1 − z 2 ) cos φ sin φ.
∂φ
2

φ̇ =

(23)

In the following we will analyze the topology of phase
portraits which are a geometrical representation of trajectories of a dynamical system in the phase space. In
our case, trajectories are tangent to the velocity field
(φ̇, ż). The phase portrait consists of fixed points or
closed orbits corresponding to a steady state, and satisfies (φ̇, ż) = (0, 0). Spin squeezing takes place in the
vicinity of unstable fixed points. We are interested in
the fixed point located at z = 0 and φ = π2 according
to the location of our initial spin coherent state. The
classification of fixed points can be found by analysis of
the eigenproblem of the stability matrix M which in our
case is
" 2
#


∂ 
∂2
N 0 1
∂z∂φ
∂2z
M=
=
.
(24)
2
∂2
2 η 0
− ∂∂2 φ − ∂z∂φ
When η 6= 0 then the matrix M has two nondegenerate real eigenvalues of the oposite sign (λ1 , λ2 ) =
1√
2 ηN (−1, 1) and two real eigenvectors
 1 
 1 
√
− √η
η .
v1 =
, v2 =
(25)
1
1
Scalar product of the two eigenvectors {v1 , v2 } defines
the angle θ between in-going and out-going trajectories
crossing at the centre of the unstable saddle fixed points
θ = arccos

hv1 |v2 i
.
|v1 ||v2 |

(26)

In Fig. 2 we show examples of the mean-field phase
portraits, i.e.
the constant energy lines for η =
{10−5 , 0.04, 0.4, 1}. The arrows indicate the direction of
the evolution, and visualize the dynamics in the vicinity
of the fixed point. For η ≈ 0 the angle between in-going
and out-going trajectories is θ ≈ π and corresponds to
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(a)
10−2
2
ξbest

the pure OAT dynamics with non-isolated unstable fixed
point. For η > 0 the nature of fixed point changes to
the unstable saddle fixed point, see panels (b)-(d), which
in the limiting case η = 1 corresponds to the TACT dynamics, panel (d). Note, the angle θ is approximately
π/2 when the value of anisotropy parameter η is one.

10−3

SCALING WITH THE SYSTEM SIZE

η=1
η = 0.5

10−3

hŜi Ŝj Ŝk i ' hŜi Ŝj ihŜk i + hŜj Ŝk ihŜi i + hŜj Ŝi ihŜj i
− hŜi ihŜj ihŜk i.

(27)

To perform the scaling analysis, we first introduce a
small parameter  = 1/N , and transform the spin com√
ponents into Jˆj = Ŝj which obey cyclic commutation
√
relations [Jˆx , Jˆy ] = i Jˆ
z . The Hamiltonian (19) then
~χ
2
2
ˆ
ˆ
Jz − η Jx . Equations of motion for exreads Ĥ =


pectation values of the spin operators hJˆj i ≡ hj , second
order moments hJˆi Jˆj i ≡ ∆ij and hJˆj2 i − hJˆj i2 ≡ δj read
ḣy = 2(1 + η)∆xz ,

(28)

˙ xz = −2(δz + ηδx )hy ,
∆
δ̇z = −4η∆xz hy ,

δ̇x = −4∆xz hy ,

(29)
(30)
(31)

where
√ time is measured in dimensioneless unit τ =
χt/ . The initial coherent state at the unstable saddle fixed point, |Ψ(0)i = |θ = π/2, ϕ = √
π/2i, gives the
following initial conditions: hy (0) = (2 )−1 , δz (0) =
δx (0) = 1/4 and ∆xz (0) = 0. In order to find the approximate solution we introduce the two quadratures:
√
√
X = δz + η∆xz and Y = δz − η∆xz obeing the dy√
√
namical equations Ẋ = −4 ηXhy and Ẏ = −4 ηY hy
which have the following solutions:
√

X(t) = X(0)e−4
Y (t) = Y (0)e

ηf (τ )

√
4 ηf (τ )

,

(32)

,

(33)

η = 10−3

102

103
N

104

1.0

π

(b)

θ

In this paragraph we study the scaling of the best
squeezing for the anisotropic TACT model (19). We
apply the Gaussian approach within the BogoliubovBorn- Green-Kirkwood-Yvon (BBGKY) hierarchy [52,
53] which was used in [25] to explain the scaling for
the TACT model. Here, we generalize the theory taking
into account the values of parameter η different than one.
We start with equations of motion for expectation val˙
ues of spin operators hŜj i which involve terms that depend on the first-order moments hŜj i and second-order
moments hŜi Ŝj i. Subsequently, the time evolution of
the second-order moments depends on themselves and on
third-order moments, and so on. It leads to the BBGKY
hierarchy of equations of motion for expectation values
of operator products. The hierarchy is then truncated by
keeping the first- and the second-order moments,

α
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FIG. 3. (a) Examples of the scaling of the best squeezing
2
and the best squeezing time χtbest with the number of
ξbest
atoms N for various values of the parameter of anisotropy η =
{1, 0.5, 10−3 }. (b) Scaling exponents α obtained by fitting
2
the function ∝ N −α to the best squeezing ξbest
is shown by the
red points (red solid line is added to guide the eye). The angle
θ between the in-going and out-going mean-field trajectories
(see main text) is shown by the dashed blue line.

where f (τ ) =

Rτ
0

hy (τ 0 )dτ 0 for η 6= 0. This gives

√
δz (τ ) = δz (0) cosh [4 ηf (τ )],
δz (0)
√
∆xz (τ ) = − √ sinh [4 ηf (τ )],
η
Z
δz (0) τ
√
hy (τ ) − hy (0) = − √
sinh [4 ηf (τ 0 )]dτ 0 .
η 0

(34)
(35)
(36)

In principle, the solution for hy can be find in selfconsistent way, here however, we approximate it by taking the first iteration, namely f (τ ) ' f (0)+f 0 (0)τ , which
results in

 p 
1
(1 + η) 
hy (τ ) = √ 1 +
1 − cosh 2τ η/
.
2η
2 
(37)
Next, one evaluates the evolution of (34) and (35) by
taking (37) in f (τ ). Finally, noting that the spin squeezing parameter (1) is determined by the quadrature X(t),
√
namely ξ 2 ≈ X(t), when approximating hSi ≈ hy (0)/ ,
we obtain the scaling of the best squeezing and the best
squeezing time with N by keeping the leading order terms
in , what
2
ξbest
∼ 1/N,

ln(ηN )
χtbest ∼ √
,
ηN

(38)
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when η is of the order of one. We compared the above
analytical predictions with the numerically solved set of
differential equations (28)-(31) and confirmed the scaling (38) when η ∈ (0.3, 1).
The quantitative illustration of the above results can
be provided by analyzing the scaling of the best squeezing with N obtained from the numerical time evolution
of the TMM Hamiltonian (19). Fig. 3 (a) presents the
2
best squeezing ξbest
and the best squeezing time χtbest as
a function of particle number N . Power-law behaviour
can be noticed for various η. Therefore, for each value
of the anisotropy parameter η we extracted the scaling
2
exponent α by fitting ξbest
∼ N −α . Panel (b) of Fig. 3
shows the change of the fitted exponent α as the function
of anisotropy parameter η and is compared to the variation of the angle θ. A characteristic feature is a change
in the value of α when η ∈ (10−3 , 10−1 ). In the same
range θ diminishes from π to approximately π/2. We
conclude, the variation of α is driven by the change in
the structure of the unstable fixed point. It is worth to
mention here, that α ≈ 1 when η ≈ 1. Our results show
that the Heisenberg limited level of squeezing is possible
in the anisotropic TACT model.

V.

CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we show how the OAT mechanism,
generating many-body entanglement, can be accelerated by the long-range interactions via activation of the
anisotropic TACT mechanisms. We explain the activation of the TACT mechanism during competition of
contact and dipolar interactions between bosons in a superfluid phase. We propose the feasible experimentally
quantum simulator for the amisotropic TACT dynamics
based on dipolar two-component Bose-Hubbard in a onedimensional optical lattice. With the help of the scaling
analysis, we show that it is possible to obtain a Heisenberg limited level of squeezing for a weak anisotropy. The
anisotropic TACT model accelerates the spin squeezing
dynamics compared to OAT with the improvement of the
level of squeezing. Our protocol allows for fast generation
of many-body entangled states with entanglement depth
larger than in a standard OAT scenario.
Our work provides an essential step toward generating many-body entangled states during two-axis countertwisting protocol in state-of-the-art experimental setups,
paving the way for obtaining the Heisenberg limit of spectroscopic measurements in ultracold atoms systems.
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Appendix A: Dipolar interaction

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

To obtain the lattice version of dipolar interaction one
starts with the Hamiltonian (6) and (8), associates the
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Z
γ2
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Ĥd = d r1 d3 r2
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"
!
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J
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z
z
1
2
1
2
× (1 − 3 cos θ12 ) Jˆ1 Jˆ2 −
4


3
− sin2 θ12 e2iφ12 Jˆ1− Jˆ2− + h.c.
4


3
(A1)
− sin 2θ12 eiφ12 (Jˆ1z Jˆ2− + Jˆ1− Jˆ2z ) + h.c. ,
4
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with r1 6= r2 , and where Jˆ1+ = Ψ̂†↑ (r1 )Ψ̂↓ (r1 ), Jˆ1− =
Ψ̂†↓ (r1 )Ψ̂↑ (r1 ), Jˆ1z = (Ψ̂†↑ (r1 )Ψ̂↑ (r1 ) − Ψ̂†↓ (r1 )Ψ̂↓ (r1 ))/2,
and similarly at r2 . The two angles φ, θ parameterize
the normal vector along r1 − r2 direction, namely ~n12 =
r1 −r2
|r1 −r2 | = (cos φ12 sin θ12 , sin φ12 sin θ12 , cos θ12 ).

7
and y axis, i.e., if the lattice would be along the y axis the
resulting Hamiltonian (A4) would have the factor minus
two in the front of the Ŝjy Ŝky term. On the other hand, if
the lattice would be along z axis, the factor −2 appears
in the front of Ŝjz Ŝkz . This has an important consequence
in the resulting effective model (19) which would be the
OAT one.

z

x

FIG. 4. Schematic of the geometry of the system: grey arrows
indicates initial configuration of the elementary dipols and the
green curve the optical lattice potential.

Appendix B: Numerical evaluation of spin squeezing
parameter
1.

Dipolar Bose-Hubbard model

We assume the system is loaded into one-dimensional
optical lattice potential Vlatt = V0 sin2 (2πx/λlatt ), λlatt is
the lattice wave-length, while remains in its ground state
in transverse directions. We assume also the atomic gas is
polarized initially along the z-axis and the polarization
axis sets the quantization axis, as illustrated in Fig. 4.
Therefore, we consider the following form of the field operator

We performed the full many-body numerical simulations of ĤdBH = ĤBH + Ĥd with (10) and (11). To this
end we constructed the Fock states basis, as described
in [36]. We implemented numerically the matrix representations of the Hamiltonian ĤdBH , and the initial spin
coherent state is

Ψ̂↑ (r) = Φ̂↑ (x)φ(y)φ(z),

where |Ψa i is the ground state of the system when all
atoms are in the | ↑i state. The system evolves according
to the unitary operator, namely

(A2)

and we expand Φ̂↑ (x) in the basis of Wannier functions
w(x − xj ) localized around lattice sites, where xj denotes
position of the j-th site in the lowest energy band,
X
Φ̂↑ (x) =
â↑,j w(x − xj ),
(A3)

|Ψ(0)i = |θ, ψi = e−iŜz ψ e−iŜy θ |Ψa i,

|Ψ(t)i = e−iĤdBH t/~ |Ψ(0)i,

(B1)

(B2)

and the spin squeezing parameter (1) is calculated.

j

where âj,↑ annihilates an atom in the single-particle Wannier state w(x − xj ) of the lowest energy band localized
on the j-th site, in the internal state ↑. In (A2) we assume
φ(y) and φ(z) are the ground state wave-functions of the
system in the y and z directions. The same applies for
the ↓ operator.
The geometry of the system, we have chosen, determines the normal vector, ~n = (1, 0, 0), and sets the value
of θ12 = π/2 and φ12 = 0. Taking this into account, in
the tight-binding limit when the lattice height is larger
than the recoil energy ER = (2π)2 /(2mλ2latt ) and the
Wannier functions are well localized around each lattice
site, the dipolar Hamiltonian reduces to
Ĥd =

X

γ2

j,k6=j

d3 |j − k|


3



Ŝz,j Ŝz,k − 2Ŝx,j Ŝx,k + Ŝy,j Ŝy,k ,

(A4)
due to normalization of the wave functions, and were
d = λlatt /2 will be absorbed in the parameter γ 2 in the
main part of the paper.
It is worth commenting here about the importance of
the geometry chosen. There is a symmetry between the x
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