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Electron transfer is at the heart of many fundamental physical, chemical, and biochemical pro-
cesses essential for life. Exact simulation of reactions in these systems is often hindered by the
large number of degrees of freedom and by the essential role of quantum effects. In this work, we
experimentally simulate a paradigmatic model of molecular electron transfer using a multi-species
trapped-ion crystal, where the donor-acceptor gap, the electronic and vibronic couplings, and the
bath relaxation dynamics can all be controlled independently. We employ the ground-state qubit
of one ion to simulate the electronic degree of freedom and the optical qubit of another ion to
perform reservoir engineering on a collective mode encoding a reaction coordinate. We observe the
real-time dynamics of the spin excitation, measuring the transfer rate in several regimes of adia-
baticity and relaxation dynamics. The setup allows access to the electron transfer dynamics in the
non-perturbative regime, where there is no clear hierarchy among the energy scales in the model, as
has been suggested to be optimal for many rate phenomena, including photosynthesis. Our results
provide a testing ground for increasingly rich models of molecular excitation transfer processes that
are relevant for molecular electronics and light-harvesting systems.

Quantum devices hold the promise to provide an ad-
vantage in directly simulating many-body quantum sys-
tems [1]. Chemical reaction dynamics provides a wide
range of target applications. Fully realistic digitization
of the real-time dynamics of molecules on fault-tolerant
quantum computers, however, requires qubit numbers
and circuit depths that exceed the current state-of-the-
art [2]. A promising alternative approach is to de-
velop programmable analog quantum simulators [3–5]
that map the dynamical degrees of freedom of a molecule
directly onto the quantum hardware, therefore providing
a more direct but problem-specific quantum advantage.

One outstanding challenge is modeling the real-time
electron transfer (ET) dynamics in molecular systems
embedded in biological environments. In these sys-
tems, the energy differences between the electronic states,
molecular vibrational energies, and their mutual cou-
plings are all of the same order of magnitude. This
requires simulating electronic excitations while taking
into account a large number of nuclear degrees of free-
dom. Additionally, reactions at low temperatures in
many molecular systems, ranging from myoglobin ligand
recombination [6] to charge transport in DNA strands [7],
suggest that quantum effects play a key role.

In many regimes, the reaction dynamics can be treated
using imaginary-time path-integral methods [8–10]. It
has also proven expedient to treat the nuclear and elec-
tronic degrees of freedom using a mix of quantum and
classical dynamics [11], but the limits of this approach are
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not always clear. When quantum coherences between the
electronic and vibrational degrees of freedom [12, 13] are
relevant, such approaches are only approximate. Meth-
ods based on the hierarchical equations of motion ap-
proach [14] or real-time path-integral evaluations have
also made progress in those regimes [15, 16].

Recently, the high degree of control and tunability
of programmable quantum platforms such as trapped
ions, superconducting qubit, and photonic simulators
have been used to experimentally simulate models of
vibrationally-assisted energy transfer [17], conical inter-
sections [18–20], noise-assisted excitation transfer [21,
22], electron transfer driven by polarized light [23], and
molecular vibrational dynamics [24].

In this work, we show that a trapped-ion quantum sim-
ulator with independent control of unitary and dissipa-
tive processes can successfully simulate a paradigmatic
ET model. This is achieved by manipulating two differ-
ent atomic ion species and employing both ground-state
and optical qubits, combining spin and spin-motion co-
herent manipulation with sympathetic cooling of a col-
lective bosonic mode. This programmable open quantum
system enables the measurement of the time-resolved
dynamics of the system in contact with an engineered
bosonic bath, accessing non-perturbative regimes where
electronic and vibrational excitations, their mutual cou-
pling, and the relaxation rate are all of the same order of
magnitude.

An effective model that describes ET is the celebrated
spin-boson model [25]. Here, the electronic degrees of
freedom are mapped onto a two-level system coupled to
a bath of harmonic vibrations encoded in a collection
of bosonic modes. This model involves one two-level sys-
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FIG. 1. (a) Experimental setup: A 171Yb+ -172Yb+ ion crystal confined in a harmonic potential with Coulomb interactions
defining normal modes of motion. The ground-state qubit of 171Yb+ encodes the spin degree of freedom and is coherently ma-
nipulated by two counter-propagating 355 nm Raman beams (purple arrows, with green arrows showing the light polarization).
The optical qubit of 172Yb+ is addressed with a 435 nm laser (blue arrow) and, together with a 935 nm repumper (brown
line in the inset), is used for sympathetic cooling. Insets: simplified level scheme for 171Yb+ and 172Yb+ .(b) Donor (red) and
acceptor (blue) surfaces defined by the Hamiltonian (1) with parameters (Vx, g,∆E) = (0.06, 1.6, 1.56)ω shown as a function of
the reaction coordinate y with their respective non-interacting harmonic wavefunctions. The bath is represented by vibrational
modes with a finite linewidth γ. The color hue reflects the weights of the spin population at each position y. (c) Donor pop-
ulation dynamics governed by unitary (purple circles) and dissipative (blue circles) evolution with (Vx, g,∆E) = (0.18, 1, 1)ω
compared to the numerical results (Eq. (2), solid lines) with γ = 0 (purple) and γ = 0.014ω (blue), respectively, including spin
decoherence (γz = 0.0013ω) and motional dephasing (γm = 0.0013ω) (see Methods). Error bars are the statistical standard
error around the mean.

tem, encoding the electron donor and acceptor states and
a reaction coordinate encoded in a single bosonic mode,
which is, in turn, itself coupled to a continuous bath
of harmonic oscillators [26, 27]. Despite its simplicity,
this model allows experimental access to paradigmatic
ET regimes by measuring the real-time dynamics of the
two-level system and extracting the transfer rate as a
function of its coupling to the bosonic mode, the elec-
tronic donor-acceptor coupling, their energy difference,
and the relaxation rate. The central system is described
by the following Hamiltonian [26, 28], which is a variant
of the Rabi model [29] in quantum optics (ℏ = 1):

Hs =
∆E

2
σz + Vxσx +

g

2
σz(a

† + a) + ωa†a, (1)

where σx,z are the Pauli matrices and a†(a) is the creation
(annihilation) operator of the bosonic mode at frequency
ω. The reaction coordinate is expressed in terms of the
position operator as y = y0(a

†+a)/2, with y0 =
√
1/2mω

and m being the particle mass. In this model, when
Vx = 0, the energy spectrum is described by two har-
monic wells assigned to the donor and acceptor states,
|D⟩ ≡ |↑⟩z and |A⟩ ≡ |↓⟩z separated by a relative energy
shift (a.k.a. exothermicity) ∆E. The electronic coupling
Vx mixes the states associated with the donor and accep-
tor surfaces. The spin-boson coupling g displaces the two
coupled surfaces along the reaction coordinate, as shown
in Fig. 1b. In electron transfer, this is akin to the nu-
clear coupling that gives rise to the activation energy of
a typical electron transfer reaction, which is the core of
the Marcus theory [30] in chemistry and polaron theory
in solid state physics [31].

Crucially, the full ET Hamiltonian HET = Hs +Hb +
Hsb must also include bath degrees of freedom Hb, gen-
erally modeled as a large collection of harmonic oscilla-
tors, and a linear coupling Hsb between the bath and
the system’s bosonic degree of freedom [26]. The bath
correlation functions and their effect on the system can
be described by a continuous spectral density function
J(ω). One way to create an analog for the structured
bath spectral densities of biological environments using
trapped ions is to employ multiple phononic modes nat-
urally hosted in an ion crystal [32, 33]. Here, we take
a different approach by exploiting the fact that, under
certain conditions, a harmonic environment with a con-
tinuous spectral density can be obtained by cooling a
spectator ion [34]. In section I of Supplementary Infor-
mation, we prove that sympathetic cooling can effectively
simulate an Ohmic spectral density J(ω) ∼ ω, a common
choice in electron transfer literature. The cooling process
can be described by a master equation in terms of Lind-
bladian super-operators Lc[ρ], where c is a generic jump
operator:

∂ρ

∂t
= −i[Hs, ρ] + γ(n̄+ 1)La[ρ] + γn̄La† [ρ], (2)

Lc[ρ] = cρc† − 1

2
{c†c, ρ}. (3)

Here, ρ is the density matrix of the spin-boson system,
γ is the motional relaxation rate, and n̄ is the phonon
population determined by the temperature of the bath
kBT = ω/ log(1 + 1/n̄).
The dynamics of the spin and the bosonic observables

predicted by Eq. (2) are essentially indistinguishable
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from those of the system in Eq. (1) in contact with an
Ohmic bath, provided that the damping is weak (γ ≪ ω)
and the bath thermal energy is larger than the relaxation
rate (γβ ≪ 1, with β = 1/kBT ) [34]. As shown in the
following, these conditions can be realized experimentally
with a trapped-ion system, where the dynamics is deter-
mined by five parameters (ω,∆E, Vx, g, γ) that can be
all tuned independently. Notably, all the timescales as-
sociated with these parameters are faster than the spin
and motional decoherence associated with experimental
imperfections (see Fig. 1c and Methods), allowing the
full characterization of both the transient dynamics and
the steady state of the system under Eq. (2).

The experimental setup consists of one 171Yb+ ion
and one 172Yb+ ion confined in a linear Paul
trap. The two-level system is encoded in the
ground state qubit in the two 171Yb+ clock hy-
perfine states |2S1/2, F = 1,mF = 0⟩ ≡ |↑⟩z and

|2S1/2, F = 0,mF = 0⟩ ≡ |↓⟩z (see Fig. 1a), separated
by a frequency of ωhf/2π = 12.642 GHz. The bosonic
mode in the Hamiltonian (1) is encoded in the radial tilt
collective mode at frequency ωtilt/2π = 3.207 MHz (see
Methods).

We engineer Hs in Eq. (1) in a driven rotating frame:
two π/2 pulses are used to map the z spin basis of Eq.
(1) onto the y basis. In this configuration, two laser
tones resonant with the qubit frequency realize the ∆E
and Vx terms. Two additional laser tones at frequencies
±µ = ±(ωtilt + δ) realize the spin-phonon coupling and
the harmonic term in Eq. (1), where δ ≡ −ω is the de-
tuning with respect to the tilt mode [35]. All the terms
in Hs are engineered using a 355 nm pulsed laser address-
ing the 171Yb+ ground-state qubit via stimulated Raman
transitions (see Fig. 1a and Methods).

Simulating an independently tunable bath dissipation
is achieved by driving the narrow transition from the
ground |g⟩ ≡ |2S1/2⟩ to the optical metastable state

|o⟩ ≡ |2D3/2⟩ of a 172Yb+ ion. Two tones of a 435 nm
laser combined with a 935 nm repumper are used to per-
form sympathetic cooling [36] on the tilt mode with a
cooling rate γ/2π, which is tunable over the 50-500 Hz
range (see Fig. 1a). This setting is well suited to achieve
efficient sympathetic cooling because the fractional mass
imbalance of the two ions is very small, and the |g⟩ → |o⟩
transition linewidth allows for large Rabi frequencies at
modest laser power while providing negligible crosstalk
with the qubit states of 171Yb+.

The experimental protocol consists of the follow-
ing steps: (i) After Doppler cooling, Raman resolved-
sideband cooling is applied to both the radial center-
of-mass and tilt modes. The resulting initial tilt mode
phonon population is in the n̄0 ∼ (0.1−0.3) range, which
is comparable to n̄ defined in Eq. (2). (ii) Then, by ap-
plying a π/2 pulse followed by a displacement operator
D(−g/2ω), we initialize the system in the donor state
|D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗ ρ−, where ρ− =

∑
n e

−nω/kBT |n−⟩ ⟨n−| is a
thermal state with temperature kBT ≈ ω/ log(1 + 1/n̄)
and |n±⟩ = D(±g/2ω) |n⟩ are displaced Fock states. (iii)

We simultaneously apply the laser tones to generate the
ET dynamics described by Eq. (2). All the parameters
that determine the unitary and the dissipative evolution
are calibrated independently (see Methods). (iv) At the
end of the evolution, after a final π/2 pulse, we use state-
dependent fluorescence to measure the probability of the
system being in the donor state PD = (⟨σz⟩+1)/2 or the
average phonon population ⟨n⟩ of the tilt mode.

The average number of phonons n̄ in the (0.1-0.3) range
fulfills the condition kBT ≲ ω while making sure that the
constraint γ ≪ kBT is also satisfied. In this highly quan-
tum regime, the transfer is dominated by the discrete
level structure of the vibrational mode, and the temper-
ature has a limited effect on the transfer rate. This cor-
responds to the low-temperature, tunnelling-dominated
regime of electron transfer.

A crucial parameter for the ET dynamics is the Marcus
reorganization energy λ = g2/ω, which is the amount of
energy required to displace a wavepacket by g/ω from
the center of the donor surface without transferring to
the acceptor surface (see Fig. 1(b)). The reorganization
energy, in turn, determines the classical activation energy
U = (∆E + λ)2/4λ, which is the barrier a wavepacket
localized in the donor surface would have to overcome to
enter the acceptor surface when the electronic coupling
Vx is negligible.

We individuate and investigate two regimes [28]: a
non-adiabatic and a strongly adiabatic transfer regime.
In the former, the electronic coupling Vx is a small per-
turbation with respect to the other energy scales in the
Hamiltonian (1) and is comparable or smaller than the
relaxation rate (Vx ≲ γ). When Vx is also much less
than λ/4, namely the activation energy at ∆E = 0,
the bosonic wavepacket is largely localized on either the
donor or the acceptor surface, and the ET can be de-
scribed by the Fermi golden rule (FGR) leading to char-
acteristic isolated peaks. Conversely, in the strongly adi-
abatic regime, the electronic coupling becomes compara-
ble with the activation energy (Vx ∼ λ/4) and greater
than the relaxation rate (Vx > γ), changing the shapes
of the BO surfaces. In this regime, the transfer rate is
less sensitive to the electronic coupling Vx and cannot
be predicted in terms of the FGR. Increasing Vx low-
ers the barrier, and the eigenmodes of Hamiltonian (1)
become closer to delocalized wavepackets on the two non-
adiabatic surfaces. In this case, one can observe signifi-
cant oscillations between the donor and acceptor states
before the steady state is reached (see, for example, Fig.
1(c)). This corresponds to a Type II or Type III mixed
valence compound [37].

Non-adiabatic regime - In the non-adiabatic, low-
temperature regime, the transfer is dominated by the
vibrational mode structure: both the unitary and dis-
sipative dynamics are frozen unless the donor-acceptor
energy difference nearly matches the vibrational energy
at ∆E = ℓω, with ℓ being an integer greater than zero.
This vibrational-assisted dynamics [17] results in well-
resolved resonances (see Fig. 2). Deep in the non-
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FIG. 2. Non-adiabatic transfer regime: (a) The transfer rate kT in units of the relaxation rate γ as a function of the
donor-acceptor energy gap ∆E for (Vx, g, γ) = (0.056, 1.4, 0.06)ω. The blue points result from an exponential fit of the measured
PD(t) dynamics, with the error bars being the standard error of the fit. The dark blue solid curve is obtained from the fit of the
dynamics predicted by Eq. (2). The FGR prediction (dark red solid line) is calculated using Eq. (4). (b-c) The experimental
(b) and numerical (c) density plots of the time-resolved dynamics of PD(t) as a function of both ∆E and number of vibrational
oscillations ωt/2π. The detuning from the tilt mode is set to δ/(2π) = −5 kHz, and the numerical results include a motional
dephasing of γm = 0.001ω. (d) The transfer rate kT in units of the relaxation rate γ as a function of the donor-acceptor energy
gap ∆E for (Vx, g, γ) = (0.046, 0.521, 0.025)ω. (e-f) The experimental (e) and numerical (f) density plot of the time-resolved
dynamics of PD(t) as a function of both ∆E and number of vibrational oscillations ωt/2π, with δ/(2π) = −10 kHz. The
numerical results include a motional dephasing γm = 0.0005ω (see Methods).

adiabatic regime, when |Vx| ≪ λ/4, the eigenstates of
the Hamiltonian Hs in Eq. (1) are close to uncoupled
donor and acceptor vibronic states represented in Fig.
1b, namely |D⟩ |n−⟩ and |A⟩ |n+⟩, respectively. In this
case, the Vxσx term can be treated as a perturbation to
the Hamiltonian H0 = Hs−Vxσx. As a result, the trans-
fer undergoes resonant transitions between the uncoupled
donor and acceptor vibronic modes, following the FGR
[25, 28, 38]:

kT = 2π|Vx|2
∑

n−,n+

pn−FCn−,n+
δ(ED,n− − EA,n+

), (4)

where pn− is the initial phonon populations in the
donor state, and FCn−,n+

= |⟨n− |n+⟩ |2 is the Franck-
Condon factor, namely the overlap between the two
displaced Fock wavefunctions. A larger displacement
g/ω along the reaction coordinate leads to more vi-
brational states with a non-negligible overlap, there-

fore increasing the number of observable transfer res-
onances. In this regime, the effect of the bath can
be taken into account by replacing the delta functions
in Eq. (4) with normalized Lorentzian distributions
with full-width-half-max γ, namely δ(ED,n− −EA,n+

) →
(γ/2π)/

[
(ED,n− − EA,n+

)2 + (γ2/4)
]
.

In Figs. 2(a), we show the transfer rates extracted
from the dynamics of the donor population PD(t), shown
in Fig. 2(b) (experimental data) and 2(c) (theory) as
density plots as a function of ∆E and the number of vi-
brational oscillations ωt/2π. The transfer rates extracted
from an exponential decay fit of PD(t) agree with the nu-
merical predictions from the Lindblad master equation in
Eq. (2), exhibiting distinct peaks at ∆E = ℓω. In Fig.
2(a-c), the chosen parameters place the system in the
non-adiabatic regime (Vx = 0.056ω and λ/4 = 0.49ω),
which is confirmed by the qualitative agreement between
the FGR prediction (solid dark red line), the experimen-
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FIG. 3. Adiabatic transfer regime: (a) The transfer rate kT measured with (Vx, g, γ) = (0.18, 0.95, 0.020)ω (red circles)
and (Vx, g, γ) = (0.21, 1.08, 0.038)ω (blue circles). The solid curves are the transfer rates calculated from Eq. (2) using the
definition in Eq. (5) and including spin decoherence (γz = 0.0025ω) and motional dephasing (γm = 0.0013ω). The transfer rates
overlap when scaled in units of the relaxation rate γ. The error bars are calculated using bootstrapping (see Methods). (b)
Experimental donor population evolution PD(t) versus energy gap ∆E and number of vibrational oscillations ωt/2π with the
same parameters as the red circles in (a). Here, the detuning from the tilt mode is set to δ/2π = −4 kHz. (c) Corresponding
numerical results with the same parameters as (b).

tal results, and the exact theory. Here, since g = 1.4ω,
we can observe transfer resonances involving vibrational
states up to n = 4 within our experimental resolution
(see Methods). In Fig. 2(d-f), we decrease the spin-
motion coupling to g = 0.521ω, and the Frank-Condon
coefficients FCn−,n+

also change, in turn affecting the
transfer rate and reducing the number of observed reso-
nances compared to Fig. 2(a-c).

In this case, the FGR in Eq.(4) underestimates both
the experimental and numerical results, showing that the
system is already in a non-perturbative regime.

Strongly adiabatic regime - When the electronic
coupling Vx is comparable to the activation barrier λ/4
and larger than the relaxation rate γ, the dynamics can-
not be simply described in terms of weakly coupled wave-
function localized on the donor and acceptor site. In this
regime, the population evolution features an initial co-
herent oscillation between the donor and acceptor states
before the eventual equilibration in the acceptor state,
as shown in Fig. 3(b-c). Here, the density plots of the
experimental and theoretical PD(t) are plotted as a func-
tion of ∆E, showing good agreement. In this regime, the
evolution cannot be fitted with an exponential function
as in the non-adiabatic case. Therefore, to extract the
effective transfer rate, we use the inverse lifetime of the
donor population as proposed in Refs. [28, 38]:

k−1
T =

∫
tPD(t)dt∫
PD(t)dt

. (5)

In Fig. 3(a) the transfer rates are extracted using Eq.
(5) by interpolating and integrating both the experimen-
tal data and the numerical results (see Methods). We
show the transfer rates extracted from the data for two
sets of parameters that have nearly equal spin-phonon
coupling g and electronic coupling Vx, but different re-

laxation rates γ. We report the results in units of γ,
showing that the transfer rate is proportional to the re-
laxation rate (kT ∝ γ) [28]. A few comments are in order:
(i) for ∆E < 2ω, the transfer rate kT does not exhibit
distinct resonances as opposed to the transfer rate in the
non-adiabatic regime. (ii) for ∆E > 2ω, the charac-
teristic peaked structure of the non-adiabatic regime is
recovered, which can be explained by the localization of
the initial state in the upper surface, as suggested by Ref.
[28]; (iii) For ∆E > 3ω, the envelope of the transfer rate
shows a decrease as a function of ∆E. This is sometimes
called the “inverted regime” of electron transfer, where,
at both high and low temperatures, the reaction counter-
intuitively becomes slower despite the transfer becoming
more exothermic. This can be explained by the decreas-
ing Frank-Condon factor FCn−,n+

as a function of ∆E
and can also be observed in the non-adiabatic regime (see
Fig. 2).

Optimal transfer - When ∆E is set on a resonance,
sweeping Vx/γ allows one to pinpoint an optimal transfer
regime [38]. In Fig. 4, we report the transfer rate mea-
sured as a function of Vx/γ, setting ∆E = 2ω. The data
exhibit a distinct optimal transfer rate at Vx/γ ∼ 3.3,
in good agreement with the numerical predictions based
on Eq. (2). It is worth noting that, for small Vx/γ,
the transfer rate varies quadratically as predicted by Eq.
(4). Beyond the optimum, the transfer rate is less sensi-
tive to Vx/γ. This robustness has been suggested to be
important for fast transfer in photosynthetic complexes
[38, 39]. In particular, the presence of an optimal re-
laxation rate underscores the crucial role of dephasing
in transport phenomena that was previously pointed out
in solid-state [40] and atomic systems [22], as well as in
biomolecules [41–44].

In conclusion, our experiment demonstrates the re-
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FIG. 4. Optimal transfer: Transfer rate kT as a func-
tion of Vx/γ, with (∆E, g, γ) = (2, 0.80, 0.11)ω and detun-
ing δ/2π = −4 kHz. The numerical results (solid curve)
include spin decoherence (γz = 0.0013ω) and motional de-
phasing (γm = 0.0013ω). The optimal transfer is located at
Vx/γ ∼ 3.3, in agreement with the theoretical prediction of
Eq. (2). Error bars are calculated using bootstrapping (see
Methods).

markable flexibility of the trapped-ion platform to per-
form direct analog quantum simulations of models rele-
vant to chemical physics, including an engineered envi-
ronment. These simulations are performed through care-
ful tuning of both the Hamiltonian of the trapped-ion
system and its engineered reservoir by using seven si-
multaneous laser tones and two different atomic species.
This toolbox allowed us to investigate relevant regimes
of a paradigmatic ET model with tunable dissipation at
low temperatures, where the interplay of quantum ef-
fects and interactions with the environment is crucial in
determining the dynamics. The observed time-resolved
dynamics of the donor-acceptor population and the mea-
sured transfer rate in both the non-adiabatic and adia-
batic regimes agree with the numerics with independently
calibrated parameters and identify an optimal transfer
regime that has been suggested to be relevant for ET in
photosynthetic complexes [38].

We note that, from a quantum optics perspective, our
system simulates a variant of the Rabi model [29] with
tunable dissipation, ranging from weak to ultra-strong
coupling regimes. In this regard, the Rabi model with
dissipation can be investigated by measuring motional
observables in addition to the spin degrees of freedom,
which is an inherent capability of the trapped-ion plat-
form. In the Supplementary Information, we measure
the average phonon population in the steady state of the

evolution under Eq. (2) and observe spin-phonon correla-
tions depending on the donor-acceptor energy separation.

Our setup can be extended to include multiple sites
encoded in separate ions interacting via a spin-hopping
Hamiltonian. This will enable the study of the dynam-
ics of Frenkel-type excitons [45] to investigate the role of
coherence and exciton delocalization in the energy trans-
fer process in biomolecules and photosynthetic complexes
[46–48]. In this setting, ancillary cooling ions can provide
multiple bosonic modes to engineer structured spectral
density functions [34] leading to the simulation of colored
baths and non-Markovian dynamics [49, 50]. In addition,
the trapped-ion platform naturally offers the possibility
to include tunable anharmonic couplings among different
bosonic modes [51] that can be used to study the effects
of anharmonicity on energy transfer [52], a crucial but
often overlooked feature of realistic molecular systems.
Finally, increasing the number of ions and bosonic modes
in this setup will also allow dissipative engineering of cor-
related many-body phonon and spin states [53–56]. Our
experiment is a stepping-stone toward the use of quan-
tum devices to provide new insights into open questions
in chemical and biological physics and to shed light on
the underlying principles of biochemical processes.
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METHODS

A. Ion trap setup

The experiment is based on a blade trap, where each
blade features 5 segmented electrodes. We mounted the
gold-coated fused silica blades on an Alumina holder.
Alumina is chosen for its high thermal conductivity and
low degassing rate. The blades are positioned in a
60o/30o angle configuration to enable high optical ac-
cess along the vertical direction for high-resolution imag-
ing (0.6 NA) and along the in-plane direction orthogo-
nal to the trap axis (0.3 NA). This configuration also
breaks rotational symmetry, which allows for well-defined
trap principal axes. Each electrode is biased via a gold
fuzz button, which is, in turn, connected to a Kapton-
insulated wire via customized Macor holders. To shunt
the RF pickup voltages on the static DC blades, we use
UHV-compatible silver-filled epoxy to glue 800 pF capac-
itors to each static segment on one side and wire-bond
the other side to a ground strip present on the blades. We
use a helical resonator with a resonant frequency of 27.9
MHz and a quality factor Q = 198 to drive the rf blades,
achieving a trap center-of-mass radial trap frequency of
3.363 MHz at Vpeak = 420 V. The heating rate on the
radial center-of-mass (com) mode is measured to be 0.4
quanta/ms, while the tilt mode features a lower heating
rate (ṅ ∼ 0.03 quanta/ms).

B. Laser setup

A 370 nm laser red detuned from the 2S1/2 → 2P 1/2

transition passing through 3.704 and 14.748 GHz EOMs
is used to produce Doppler cooling light for both isotopes
171Yb+ and 172Yb+ . This beam is placed in-plane at
45o with respect to the ion chain for projection along
all three trap principal axes. In addition, two axial 370
nm beams are used for detection and optical pumping of
171Yb+ . They are also superimposed with two 935 nm
superimposed repumper beams for both Yb+ isotopes.

A pulsed 355 nm laser is used to resonantly address
the 171Yb+ ground state qubit via two-photon Raman
processes. The same laser is used to generate the
spin-phonon coupling. The counter-propagating Raman
beams have elliptical shapes with vertical and horizontal
waists wz = 5µm and wx = 150µm and are in lin⊥lin
polarization configuration to maximize the coupling be-
tween the two ground-state clock states.

A 435 nm diode laser locked to a Ultra-low-expansion
cavity is used to address 2S1/2 → 2D3/2 transition (or

|g⟩ → |o⟩) in 172Yb+ [57, 58]. The beam is aligned at 45o

with respect to the magnetic field and horizontally polar-
ized to maximize the coupling to the two ∆mj = 0 tran-
sitions (mJ = ±1/2 → mJ′ = ±1/2) separated by 8.23
MHz. The cooling is achieved by continuously driving
the red sideband (RSB) of mJ = ±1/2 → mJ′ = ±1/2
transitions while also using a 935 nm repumper laser that

allows the transition between |o⟩ and 3D[3/2]1/2 ≡ |e⟩.
Two tones on the 935 nm laser separated by 113 MHz ad-
dress both 171Yb+ and 172Yb+ . To avoid optical pump-
ing into either ofmJ = ±1/2 ground states during contin-
uous sideband cooling, we use two laser tones on the 435
nm laser to address both the mJ = ±1/2 → mJ′ = ±1/2
transitions simultaneously. The effective cooling rate is
highly dependent on the power of the 935 nm laser, and
it is the main turning knob to tune the cooling rate γ.

C. Hamiltonian derivation

In this section, we derive the mapping from the elec-
tron transfer model in Eq. (1) to the experimental
trapped-ion Hamiltonian. When we apply a pair of
counter-propagating Raman beams with a wavevector

difference of k⃗, phase difference of ϕ, and a beatnote
frequency at ωL on the 171Yb+ trapped qubit in a dual-
species chain, the system can be described by (ℏ = 1):

H =
ωhf

2
σz +

∑
ν

ωνa
†
νaν

+
Ω

2

(
e
∑

ν iην(aν+a†
ν)−iωLt+iϕσ+ + h.c.

)
, (6)

where ωhf is the energy splitting between the two qubit
states, ων is the ν-th collective motional frequency of
the chain associated with the raising (lowering) opera-
tor, a†ν(aν), Ω is the Rabi coupling strength, and ην =

k
√
1/2mωνbν is the Lamb-Dicke parameter and m is the

qubit mass. bν is the normalized motional eigenvector
for the 171Yb+ qubit ion in the ν = 1, 2 modes, namely
the com and tilt modes of the 171Yb+ -172Yb+ crystal.
By adding and subtracting

∑
δνa

†
νaν to Eq. (6) and

rotating with respect to ωhf

2 σz +
∑

ν µa
†
νaν , Eq. (6) is

transformed into a resonant interaction frame rotating
at µ = ωL−ωhf ≡ ων +δν , where δν is the detuning from
the ν-th motional mode [35]. In our experiment, µ+ων ≫
|µ − ων | = δν , therefore a rotating-wave approximation
(RWA) is justified, and terms that rotate at µ+ων can be
neglected. After the RWA, the Hamiltonian is described
by:

Hres
I =

Ω

2

(
ei

∑
ν ην(aνe

−iµt+a†
νe

iµt)ei(µt+ϕ)σ+ + h.c.
)

−
∑
ν

δνa
†
νaν .

(7)

For our setup, the detuning from the tilt mode (δtilt/2π ≡
δ/2π in the main text) ranges from -4 to -10 kHz, while
δcom/2π ∼ −160 kHz. Therefore, we can safely neglect
the contribution from the com mode, obtaining a single-
mode Hamiltonian:

Hres
I =

Ω

2

(
eiη(ae

−iµt+a†eiµt)ei(µt+ϕ)σ+ + h.c.
)

−δa†a.
(8)
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FIG. 5. Laser configuration and relevant level structures: (a) The diagram illustrates the laser beam setup for the
experiments. The black double-sided arrows indicate the directions of the linearly polarized lights. The 355 nm Raman beam
pair is in lin⊥lin polarization configuration to ensure maximum coupling to the clock qubit and minimal state-dependent Stark
shift. The 435 nm beam is horizontally polarized to the magnetic field to predominately drive the two ∆mj = 0 transitions
of 2S1/2, mj = ±1/2 → 2D3/2, mj = ±1/2. (b) Simplified level structures of 171Yb+ and 172Yb+ used in the experimental
protocol.

In the experiment, we apply 4 tones to one of the
Raman beams generating four beatnotes at frequencies
ωr = ωhf − µ with phase ϕr (red sideband or RSB),
ωb = ωhf + µ with phase ϕb (blue sideband or BSB),
ωx = ωhf with phase ϕx, and ωy = ωhf with phase ϕy.
Thus, Eq. (8) becomes

Hres
I =

∑
k=r,b,x,y

Ωk

2

(
eiη(ae

−iµt+a†eiµt)e−i(ωk−ωhf)t+iϕkσ+

+h.c.
)
− δa†a,

(9)

The first two terms generate the spin-phonon coupling
term in Eq. (1). In the Lamb-Dicke regime, where

η

√
⟨(a+ a†)2⟩ ≪ 1, we can expand the two terms with

respect to η to the first order and apply rotating-wave
approximation to neglect off-resonant terms rotating at
µ and 2µ. For Ωr = Ωb ≡ Ω, we obtain the effective
spin-phonon Hamiltonian

Hsp =
ηΩ

2

(
aeiϕm + a†e−iϕm

)
(cosϕsσx + sinϕsσy) ,

(10)

where the motional phase ϕm ≡ ϕb−ϕr

2 and the spin phase

ϕs ≡ π
2 + ϕb+ϕr

2 . We choose ϕr = ϕb = 0 for the experi-
ment. Hence, the Hamiltonian is further simplified to

Hsp =
ηΩ

2
σy

(
a+ a†

)
. (11)

The two remaining terms follow the same form, differed
by only the phase difference ϕk with k = x, y and, in the
Lamb-Dicke regime, generate the Hamiltonian:

Hk =
Ωk

2
(cosϕkσx + sinϕkσy) . (12)

By substituting Eq. (11) and Eq. (12) with ϕx = 0
and ϕy = π/2 into Eq. (9), we obtain

Hres
I =

Ωy

2
σy +

Ωx

2
σx +

ηΩ

2
σy(a

† + a)− δa†a (13)

As explained in the next section, to map the ET
model in Eq. (1) to Eq. (13), we apply a rotation
Ux(π/2) = exp(−iσxπ/4) to the qubit initialized in |↓⟩z
prior to the simulation (see Fig. 6). This rotates the
qubit to |↑⟩y. At the end of the evolution, we ap-

ply another rotation Ux(π/2) to perform the mapping
|↑⟩y ↔ |↑⟩z and |↓⟩y ↔ |↓⟩z. Therefore, to realize Eq.

(1), the parameter mappings are Ωy = ∆E, Ωx/2 = Vx,
ηΩ = g, and δ = −ω.

D. Experimental sequence

The experimental procedure is summarized in Fig. 6.
Our system consists of a 171Yb+ ion acting as the qubit
and a 172Yb+ ion acting as the coolant. Initially, we
use the standard Doppler cooling technique on both ions
to prepare the temperature of the trapped dual-species
chain near the Doppler limit. We then perform the
Raman resolved-sideband cooling protocol on the radial
center-of-mass and tilt modes, followed by an optical
pumping pulse, to prepare the system in |↓⟩z ⟨↓|z ⊗ ρ,

where ρ =
∑

n e
−nω/kBT |n⟩ ⟨n| is the thermal phonon

density matrix of the tilt mode and kBT = ω/ log(1 +
1/n̄0) is the associated temperature. The initial tilt mode
average phonon n̄0 ranges between 0.1 and 0.3, which is
similar to the bath temperature n̄. To transform the sys-
tem from the qubit basis σz to the σy basis, we apply a
global rotation Ux(π/2) = exp(−iσxπ/4). The state of
the system becomes |D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗ ρ, where |D⟩ ≡ |↑⟩y here.
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To prepare the motional population from ρ to ρ− de-
fined in the main text, we use the optical dipole force
from two Raman beatnotes, ωr = ωhf − µ and ωb =
ωhf + µ, which have the same Rabi coupling strength
of Ωdisplace = Ω/2, with Ω defined in Eq. (11) and
ϕr = ϕb = 0. We point out that this is the same drive
that generates the spin-phonon term in Eq. (13) but with
half the Rabi coupling strength.

In the ordinary interaction frame, where we rotate Eq.
(6) with respect to ωhf

2 σz + ωνa
†a and use rotating-wave

approximations to neglect terms that rotate at 2ων , the
subsequent derivation modifies Eq. (11) to

Heff
displace =

ηΩdisplace

2
σy

(
aeiδt + a†e−iδt

)
, (14)

which causes a spin-dependent displacement of the mo-
tional state. Under this operation, the system evolves
as U(t) = D(α(t)) |↑⟩y ⟨↑|y + D(−α(t)) |↓⟩y ⟨↓|y ≡
D(α(t)) |D⟩ ⟨D| + D(−α(t)) |A⟩ ⟨A|, where D is the dis-
placement operator in position-momentum phase space
and α(t) = α0(1− e−iδt) with α0 = ηΩdisplace/2δ = g/4δ
[59]. Hence, the applied pulse duration is tdisplace = π/δ
to get the displacement of α(tdisplace) = g/2δ = −g/2ω
onto ρ.

With the system being in the desired initial state
|D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗ ρ−, we address the 171Yb+ with the 4 Raman
beatnotes discussed in the previous section to generate
Hres

I in Eq. (13) that maps to the ET unitary model.
Simultaneously, we apply the continuous resolved side-
band cooling protocol on the 172Yb+ ’s narrow linewidth
optical transition to sympathetically cool the tilt mode
of the system at the rate γ and effectively realize an en-
gineered phonon dissipation. By varying the simulation
time tsim, we can measure the time-dependent evolution
of the system. Prior to the measurement, we rotate the
system back to the qubit basis with another global rota-
tion Ux(π/2).

To measure the average spin excitation, we use spin-
dependent fluorescence, where only the spin in state |↑⟩z,
now representing |D⟩ after the π/2 global rotation, scat-
ters photons. We use an objective lens with a numerical
aperture of 0.6 to collect the scattered photons into the
photomultiplier tube. The average state discrimination
fidelity between |D⟩ and |A⟩ is 99.5%.

Alternatively, we can measure the average phonon ex-
citation ⟨a†a⟩ by performing an optical pumping pulse to
put the spin state of the system to |↓⟩z and a resonant
Raman blue sideband (BSB) transition drive, HBSB =
i(ηΩ/2)(aσ− − a†σ+), before the average spin excitation
measurement. The phonon-number distribution that rep-
resents the diagonal elements of the final phonon density
matrix of the system, ρm, can be extracted by fitting the
spin evolution under the resonant Raman blue sideband
transition drive with

P|↑⟩z (t) =
1

2

∑
n

p(n)
[
1− e−αmt cos(

√
n+ 1ηΩt)

]
, (15)

FIG. 6. Experimental protocol: The motional popula-
tion of the system is initially cooled down by Doppler cooling
and Raman pulsed sideband cooling sequences to ρ. The spin
degree of freedom is prepared to |↓⟩z in the qubit basis with
optical pumping. Then a π/2 pulse along x direction to ro-
tate the spin state |↓⟩z to |D⟩ ≡ |↑⟩y. Following this, the
phonon state is displaced with an optical dipole force from
a spin-phonon coupling drive to prepare the system for the
initial state of the ET theory, |D⟩ ⟨D| ⊗ ρ−. After that, the
experimental pulses are performed. Before the spin or phonon
measurement, another π/2 pulse along x axis projects the fi-
nal spin state back into the qubit basis.

where p(n) denotes the phonon-number state population,
αm is a parameter to capture the decoherence rate of
the spin-phonon evolution, and t is the drive time [29].
Hence, we can compute ⟨a†a⟩ = Tr

(
ρma†a

)
.

E. System calibration

We independently calibrate the parameters of the laser
tones used to realize both the unitary and the dissipative
terms in Eq. (2). The spin-phonon coupling and phonon

terms,ηΩ2 σy(a
† + a) − δa†a, are calibrated by adjusting

the Rabi frequency ηΩn and detunings δn of the red and
blue sideband Raman laser beatnotes from the tilt mode
sideband resonances for n = r, b.
We calibrate the spin-phonon coupling and the detun-

ing by preparing the 171Yb+ qubit in the z basis and
applying the Hamiltonian in Eq. (14) with ηΩ as the
spin-phonon Rabi coupling strength. The hopping pe-
riod corresponds to 2π/|δ|, which we use to estimate δ.
We then drive each tone on resonance to the tilt mode
separately while setting the other tone off-resonant to
estimate the effective ηΩ for the experiments (see Fig.
7(a,b)). In order to compensate for the ac-Stark shift
due to the off-resonant excitation of the carrier transi-
tion by the red and blue sidebands, we use the following
procedure: we first balance the Rabi coupling strengths
of the red and blue sideband resonant drives (δn = 0) to
the tilt mode separately. Then we turn on both tones si-
multaneously with the same detuning, δr = δb = δ, from
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FIG. 7. Hamiltonian and dissipation experimental calibration. (a) Spin dynamics from the red and blue sideband
Raman laser beatnotes with a common detuning from the tilt mode, δ/2π = −10 kHz, and equal Rabi coupling strengths,
ηΩ = 0.55|δ|. The hopping period corresponds to 2π/|δ|. (b) The same spin-phonon drives with one tone on resonance and
another detuned from the tilt mode. Red circles (experimental data) and solid curve (numerics) correspond to {δr/2π, δb/2π} =
{0,−10} kHz, and the blue counterparts correspond to {δr/2π, δb/2π} = {−10, 0} kHz. (c) Spin dynamics undergoes a carrier
drive along x in the σy basis. The Rabi coupling strength is set to Ωx/2π = 0.99 kHz. Together with another tone of the same
frequency beatnote and phase difference of π/2, we generate the spin operation terms in the electron transfer Hamiltonian.
The numerical results represented by solid curves in (a)-(c) include spin decoherence (γz/2π = 10 Hz) and motional dephasing
(γm/2π = 5 Hz). (d) The evolution of the average tilt mode phonon occupation number of the dual-species ion crystal via
continuous resolved sideband cooling on 172Yb+ with 435 nm and 935 nm beams. The exponential constant determines the
cooling rate. Here, γ/2π = 0.23 kHz, and the steady state average phonon occupation number is n̄ = 0.2.

the tilt mode resonances. Using a Ramsey sequence, we
adjust the ratio of the powers and a common frequency
shift of the two laser tones to compensate for the un-
desired ac-Stark shift up to 0.25 kHz accuracy. For the
Ωx and Ωy Rabi frequencies in Eq. (13), we adjust the
power of the two carrier transition tones independently
(see Fig. 7(c)).

The frequency of the 435 nm red sideband resonance
of the 172Yb+ optical transition is found by using a
scheme similar to Quantum logic spectroscopy (QLS)
via spin-state measurements of 171Yb+ . The pulse se-
quence consists of a series of three π-pulses on both ions,
namely BSBπ(355nm) → RSBπ(435nm) → BSBπ(355
nm), while varying the frequency of the 435 nm RSBπ
pulse. The 355 nm light is kept on and out of resonance
with the 171Yb+ qubit during 435 nm illumination to ac-
count for the differential stark shift on the 435 nm cool-
ing transition. Another method to quantify the 435 nm
cooling transition frequency is to replace the initial SBC
pulses of the tilt mode with a finite amount of 435 nm
CSBC pulse. We then scan the RSB frequency of both
the Zeeman ∆mj = 0 transitions of 172Yb+ parking at
the 2π time of tilt mode BSB evolution. By observing
the contrast of the BSB population at 2π time, we es-
timate the stark shifted frequencies of the 435 nm RSB
pulses during sympathetic cooling.

To estimate the cooling rate with 435 nm and 935
nm beams on 172Yb+ , we carry out the following pro-
cedure: we first perform Doppler cooling on the dual-
species chain; then, we employ continuous sideband cool-
ing on the tilt mode through 172Yb+ , followed by Raman
sideband cooling on the com mode through 171Yb+ ; sub-
sequently, we optically pump the spin state of 171Yb+ to
|↓⟩z and perform a phonon distribution measurement on
tilt mode via a resonant BSB drive to estimate the aver-
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FIG. 8. Cooling rate versus 935 nm power: An opti-
mal 935 nm power is observed with the measured RSB Rabi
frequency of about 3.4 kHz for each 435 nm tone. The solid
curve is the theoretical results using the steady state solution
of the master equation of a simplified three-level system (|g⟩,
|o⟩, and |e⟩) with γ ≈ Γ935ρee, where Γ935 is the scattering
rate and ρee is the steady state population of |e⟩. Here, we
use the 935 nm detuning from |e⟩, ∆935 = 2π × 5.5 MHz for
the theory.

age tilt mode phonon. By varying the cooling time and
measuring the corresponding average phonon, we can ob-
tain the cooling rate γ and the average phonon n̄ in Eq.
(2) with an exponential fit, as shown in Fig. 7(d). The
cooling rate can be adjusted by changing the 935 nm re-
pumper power as it is non-monotonically dependent on
the 935 nm power exhibiting an optimum, as shown in
Fig. 8.
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F. Numerical simulations

We simulate Eq. (2) using a Python package based on
QUTIP [60], which allows us to include experimental im-
perfections that induce different types of dephasing in our
system. As the experiment is performed in the rotated
basis (z ↔ y), fluctuations in the laser intensity and in
the detuning cause effective spin decoherence, while trap
frequency fluctuations and the heating rate of tilt mo-
tional mode cause motional dephasing. Therefore, when
comparing the numerics with the experimental results,
we introduce two additional dissipative processes, which
modify Eq. (2) to

∂ρ

∂t
= −i[Hs, ρ]+γ(n̄+1)La[ρ]+γn̄La† [ρ]+

∑
k=z,m

γkLck [ρ],

(16)
where the jump operator cz = σy and its corresponding
rate γz account for spin decoherence while the jump op-
erator cm = aa† + a†a and its corresponding rate γm ac-
count for motional dephasing [61]. We determine these
dephasing rates by comparing numerical results to ex-
perimental data, finding that γz/2π ∼ (0 − 10) Hz, and
γm/2π ∼ 5 Hz.

G. Data analysis

In the non-adiabatic regime, the transfer dynamics can
be well described by an exponential decay. Due to the fi-
nite bath temperature n̄ ∼ 0.1− 0.3, the spin population
transfer is not complete from |D⟩ to |A⟩. Therefore, the
transfer rates are extracted from an exponential function
with the rates and final populations as the fitting parame-
ters. The uncertainties of the rates are the corresponding
standard errors of the fits.

On the other hand, the spin evolutions in the adia-
batic regime feature complex oscillatory decays that an
analytical model cannot describe. As mentioned in the
main text, we use the inverse lifetime of the donor popu-
lation in Eq. (5) to determine the transfer rates [28, 38].
This definition considers t → ∞. Therefore, there is a
correction we need to consider when we use this formula
for a finite experimental time. In the case of no electronic
coupling, Vx = 0, the donor population does not evolve,
PD(t) = 1, because it is in an eigenstate of the system.
However, Eq. 5 still evaluates a non-zero transfer rate be-
tween t = 0 and t = tsim as k0 = 2

tsim
. This contribution

to the transfer rate only goes to zero if one evaluates Eq.
5 for t → ∞. Since PD reaches the steady state within
our experimental resolution in a finite time tsim ranging
from 4 ms to 10 ms, we calculate the transfer rates by
subtracting k0 as:

kT =

∫ tsim
0

PD(t)dt∫ tsim
0

tPD(t)dt
− k0. (17)

To numerically evaluate the integrals, we interpolate the

evolution PD(t) data. We also use Eq. (17) to estimate
the numerical transfer rates.
To estimate the errors of the transfer rate, we follow

a resampling procedure. We consider the experimental
error of each time-step of the PD(t) measurements as the
standard deviation of a normal distribution centered at
the mean measured value. We then randomly sample the
distributions at each time-step, and we estimate the er-
ror of the transfer rate by taking the standard deviation
of the rates obtained from the resampled datasets by us-
ing Eq. (17). The process is repeated for all adiabatic
transfer dynamics.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

H. Phonon Steady State Characterization

In this section, we discuss the steady state of the Lind-
bladian master equation [62], focusing in particular on
the properties of the phonon population. From Eq. (2),
the expectation an observable O satisfies:

∂t⟨O⟩ = Tr [−iO [H, ρ] +Oγ (n̄+ 1)Da (ρ) +Oγn̄Da† (ρ)]

= − i⟨[O,H]⟩+ γ (n̄+ 1) ⟨a†Oa− 1

2

{
O, a†a

}
⟩

+ γn̄⟨aOa† − 1

2

{
O, aa†

}
⟩. (18)

Using the bosonic commutation relation, the number op-
erator n = a†a satisfies:

∂t⟨n⟩ = −i
g

2
⟨σz

(
a† − a

)
⟩+ γ (n̄− ⟨n⟩) . (19)

The creation/annihilation operators satisfy:

∂t⟨a†⟩ = i
g

2
⟨σz⟩+ (iω − γ/2) ⟨a†⟩,

∂t⟨a⟩ = −i
g

2
⟨σz⟩ − (iω + γ/2) ⟨a⟩. (20)

To obtain steady-state solutions we set LHS of Eq. (19),
(20) equal to zero leading to:

nss = n̄− i

2

g

γ
⟨σz

(
a† − a

)
⟩ss, (21)

⟨a†⟩ss = − ig

2iω − γ
⟨σz⟩ss, ⟨a⟩ss = − ig

2iω + γ
⟨σz⟩ss,

(22)
which immediately gives a expression of steady-state re-
action coordinate y in terms of steady-state donor pop-
ulation PD:

yss =
y0
2

(
a+ a†

)
= − 2ωg

4ω2 + γ2
(2P ss

D − 1)y0. (23)

To quantify spin-phonon correlation we can compare the
exact steady-state nss in Eq. (21), with the one calcu-
lated assuming that spin and phonon are in an uncor-
related state, namely ⟨σz

(
a† − a

)
⟩ss = ⟨σz⟩ss⟨a† − a⟩ss.



14

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

ΔE/ω

〈a
† a

〉 nss
nssun

Experiment

<latexit sha1_base64="eU4L4eBxnV+J7vouShvytQtwEZs=">AAACA3icbZDLSsNAFIYn9VbrLepON4NFcFUSkeqy6MZlBXuBJoTJ9LQdOpmEmYlQQsGNr+LGhSJufQl3vo3TNAtt/WHg4z/ncOb8YcKZ0o7zbZVWVtfWN8qbla3tnd09e/+greJUUmjRmMeyGxIFnAloaaY5dBMJJAo5dMLxzazeeQCpWCzu9SQBPyJDwQaMEm2swD7yOBFDDlhgT+YUZJ6MsFLTwK46NScXXga3gCoq1AzsL68f0zQCoSknSvVcJ9F+RqRmlMO04qUKEkLHZAg9g4JEoPwsv2GKT43Tx4NYmic0zt3fExmJlJpEoemMiB6pxdrM/K/WS/Xgys+YSFINgs4XDVKOdYxngeA+k0A1nxggVDLzV0xHRBKqTWwVE4K7ePIytM9rbr1Wv7uoNq6LOMroGJ2gM+SiS9RAt6iJWoiiR/SMXtGb9WS9WO/Wx7y1ZBUzh+iPrM8fypiXpA==</latexit>hniss
<latexit sha1_base64="jm0xHElKWAbHdNN5KcwG2hr6XIU=">AAACDHicbZDLSsNAFIZP6q3WW9Wlm8EiuCqJSHVZdOOygr1AE8tkOmmHTiZhZiKUkAdw46u4caGIWx/AnW/jNM1CW38Y+PjPOZw5vx9zprRtf1ulldW19Y3yZmVre2d3r7p/0FFRIgltk4hHsudjRTkTtK2Z5rQXS4pDn9OuP7me1bsPVCoWiTs9jakX4pFgASNYG2tQrbkcixGnSCBX5nSfujJEicgGOSiVmS67budCy+AUUINCrUH1yx1GJAmp0IRjpfqOHWsvxVIzwmlWcRNFY0wmeET7BgUOqfLS/JgMnRhniIJImic0yt3fEykOlZqGvukMsR6rxdrM/K/WT3Rw6aVMxImmgswXBQlHOkKzZNCQSUo0nxrARDLzV0TGWGKiTX4VE4KzePIydM7qTqPeuD2vNa+KOMpwBMdwCg5cQBNuoAVtIPAIz/AKb9aT9WK9Wx/z1pJVzBzCH1mfP+2nm5I=</latexit>hniun

ss

<latexit sha1_base64="77zpGaQaF6orQLRSE8MgV7ACO7U=">AAACDXicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avqKXNYhSswp1ItAzaWEYwH5CLYW4zuSzZ2zt294Rw5A/Y+FdsLBSxtbfz37j5KDTxwcDjvRlm5gWJ4Nq47reztLyyurae28hvbm3v7Bb29us6ThXDGotFrJoBaBRcYs1wI7CZKIQoENgIBtdjv/GASvNY3plhgu0IQsl7nIGxUqdw7AuQoUAK934XwhAVBeqridbJfBVRrUedQtEtuRPQReLNSJHMUO0UvvxuzNIIpWECtG55bmLaGSjDmcBR3k81JsAGEGLLUgkR6nY2+WZET6zSpb1Y2ZKGTtTfExlEWg+jwHZGYPp63huL/3mt1PQu2xmXSWpQsumiXiqoiek4GtrlCpkRQ0uAKW5vpawPCpixAeZtCN78y4ukflbyyqXy7XmxcjWLI0cOyRE5JR65IBVyQ6qkRhh5JM/klbw5T86L8+58TFuXnNnMAfkD5/MHIRaboA==</latexit> ha
† a
i ss

FIG. 9. Steady-state characterization: Phonon popu-
lation in the steady state (blue circles) as a function of ∆E
using (Vx, g, γ) = (0.19, 1.91, 0.038)ω, δ/2π = −4 kHz and
n̄ = 0.2. The average phonon population is extracted by fit-
ting the first six phonon states. The error bars are the stan-
dard deviation from the mean. The dark red solid line is the
exact prediction given by Eq. (21) while the dark green solid
line is the prediction given by Eq. (24). At low ∆E, there is
spin-phonon correlation in the steady state, which decreases
monotonically as ∆E is increased. Here, we also consider a
motional dephasing of γm = 0.0013ω.

This leads to:

nun
ss = n̄+

g2

4ω + γ2
(2P ss

D − 1)
2
. (24)

In Fig. 9, we report measurements of the steady
state ⟨a†a⟩ss as a function of ∆E. In order to mea-
sure the steady-state phonon population, after the evo-
lution has reached its steady state, the sympathetic cool-
ing is turned off, the qubit is reset via optical pump-
ing, and then a resonant BSB Hamiltonian HBSB =
i(ηΩ/2)(aσ−−a†σ+) is applied to the system. The result-
ing spin evolution is fitted to extract the average phonon
population ⟨n⟩ss = ⟨a†a⟩ss in the steady state. The mea-
sured values are in agreement with the exact solution
⟨n⟩ss in Eq. (21), confirming the presence of spin-phonon
correlations in the system’s steady state.

To get an intuitive understanding of the effect of dissi-
pation due to the Lindbladian, we shall assume the spin
is either in |↑⟩ or |↓⟩ such that the Hamiltonian (1) can
be reduced to:

Hp = ωa†a± g

2
(a+ a†). (25)

The corresponding master equation becomes

∂tρ = −i[Hp, ρ] + γ(n̄+ 1)Da[ρ] + γn̄Da† [ρ]. (26)

We can define displaced bosonic creation/annihilation
operators b ≡ a+α, b† ≡ a†+α∗ with α being a complex
constant to be determined. It can be shown that if we
set

α = ± 2gω

4ω2 + γ2
± igγ

4ω2 + γ2
, (27)

Eq. (26) then becomes:

∂tρ = −i[ωb†b, ρ] + γ(n̄+ 1)Db[ρ] + γn̄Db† [ρ], (28)

which takes the form of a simple damped oscillator with
steady state being a thermal vibrational state character-
ized by n̄. Undoing the displacement gives us the steady-
state solution of Eq.(26):

ρss = D(−α)ρthD(α), ρth =
e−βωa†a

1− e−βω
, (29)

where D is the displacement operator and 1/β =
ω/ log(1 + 1/n̄). In the experiment ω ≫ γ such that
α → ±g/2ω. Depending on the spin, the system is ef-
fectively pumped to the ground state of the left/right
displaced harmonic well, as shown in Fig. 1.

I. Ohmic Bath and Lindbladian Formalism

In this section, we show that the derivation of a Lind-
bladian master equation for the system in Eq. (1) in
contact with an Ohmic bath is equivalent to the dissipa-
tive spin-boson model realized in this experiment under
certain conditions. More formally, we will establish the
equivalence between Eq. (2) and the spin-boson Hamil-
tonian HET in Eq. (1.3) of Ref. [26], namely:

HET = Hs +Hsb +Hb. (30)

The system Hamiltonian Hs is given by Eq. (1). The
bath Hamiltonian Hb =

∑
n ωnΓ

†
nΓn is described by a

collection of infinite harmonic oscillators with Γn(Γ
†
n)

being the annihilation(creation) operator of the n-th
bosonic mode. The reaction coordinate of the system
is linearly coupled to the position coordinate of the bath
via

Hsb = S ⊗B, S ≡ a+ a†, B ≡ K +K†, (31)

with K† ≡ ∑
n cnΓ

†
n being a linear combination of bath

operators and cn being the coupling coefficients of the
n-th mode. The coupling coefficients cn and the bath
frequencies determine the bath spectral density function
J (ω) =

∑
n c

2
nδ (ω − ωn). We take J(ω) to be Ohmic

[26]:

J(ω) = ηω exp(−ω/ωc), ωc → ∞, (32)

which corresponds to a classical damped oscillator with
η being the linear damping coefficient. Note that in this
section, we use ω as the frequency variable for the spec-
tral density function J and ω0 as the bosonic mode fre-
quency in Eq. (1).

To obtain the reduced dynamics of the system density
matrix ρ(t), we shall first change into the interaction pic-
ture of H0 = Hs +Hb. Let us denote a generic operator
O in the interaction picture of H0 as

Õ (t) = U† (t)OU (t) , U(t) = exp (−iH0t), (33)
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the master equation in the interaction picture is then
given by:

∂tχ̃ (t) = −i[H̃sb(t), χ̃ (t)], (34)

where χ is the system-bath density matrix. Explicitly
integrating this equation and inserting the expression for
χ̃ back leads to

∂tχ̃ (t) = −i[H̃sb (t) , χ (0)]−
∫ t

0

dt′[H̃sb(t), [H̃sb(t
′), χ (t′)]].

(35)

Assuming the system-bath coupling is sufficiently
weak, and the bath is kept at thermal equilibrium, χ(t)
becomes separable (Born approximation):

χ (t) = ρ(t)⊗R0, R0 = e−βHb/Tr(e−βHb), (36)

where β = 1/kBT . Taking partial trace with respect to
the bath degrees of freedom on Eq. (35) gives an equation
for ρ̃:

∂tρ̃ (t) = −
∫ t

0

dt′C (τ)
[
S̃ (t) S̃ (t′) ρ̃ (t′)− S̃ (t′) ρ̃ (t′) S̃ (t)

]
+ C (−τ)

[
ρ̃ (t′) S̃ (t′) S̃ (t)− S̃ (t) ρ̃ (t′) S̃ (t′)

]
, (37)

where τ ≡ t − t′ and C(τ) is the temporal correlation
function of the bath, namely

C (τ) = Tr
[
B̃ (τ)BR0

]
=

∫ ∞

0

dωJ (ω) [coth (βω/2) cos (ωτ)− i sin (ωτ)] .

(38)

S, S̃, B, B̃ follow the definitions in Eq. (31),(33).
By introducing a displaced bosonic operator b = a +
a0 with spin dependent constant a0 = g

2ω0
σz, we can

evaluate the interaction frame system operator S̃(t):

S̃ (t) =
(
a†eiω0t + ae−iω0t

)
+ 2a0 (cosω0t− 1) . (39)

Assuming the bath correlation function is strongly
peaked around τ = 0 with a correlation time τr much
smaller than the typical time scale of the system’s dy-
namics, C(τ) can be approximated as δ(τ), which yields
the replacement ρ (t′) → ρ (t). Another important effect
of this approximation is the extension of the integration
limit from t to ∞ of the integral in Eq. (37) (Marko-
vian approximation)[63]. Eq. (37) then results in the
Schrodinger picture master equation:

∂tρ (t) = −i [Hs, ρ (t)]−
∫ ∞

0

dτ
[
C (τ)

[
SS̃ (−τ) ρ (t)− S̃ (−τ) ρ (t)S

]
+ C (−τ)

[
ρ (t) S̃ (−τ)S − Sρ (t) S̃ (−τ)

]]
(40)

Inserting Eq. (38),(39), this equation can be written in
a compact form as:

∂tρ (t) = − i [Hs, ρ (t)] (41)

− [S(Λ + C0)ρ (t)− (Λ + C0)ρ (t)S + h.c.] ,

where Λ = L+a + La† and L+,L take form of Laplace
transform:

L+ =

∫ ∞

0

dωJ (ω) [1 + n̄ (ω)]

∫ ∞

0

dτe−i(ω−ω0)τ

L =

∫ ∞

0

dωJ (ω) n̄ (ω)

∫ ∞

0

dτei(ω−ω0)τ , (42)

where n̄(ω) is the thermal phonon population of a mode
of frequency ω and C0 is a constant due to the scalar part

of Eq. (39),

C0 = 2a0

∫ ∞

0

dτC (τ) (cosω0τ − 1) . (43)

It shall be noted that in the evaluation of Λ, we have
applied the secular approximation, neglecting the contri-
bution from highly oscillatory terms involving e±i(ω+ω0)t

[64].
Evaluating the integrals in Eq. (42), (43) leads to the

reduced master equation of the system:

∂tρ = − i [Hs +Hc, ρ]− i
[
Hnρ− ρH†

n

]
+ γ (n̄0 + 1) (Da (ρ) +D′

a (ρ))

+ γn̄0 (Da† (ρ) +D′
a† (ρ))

+ i∆dDIm
a (ρ) . (44)
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Let us break down the different terms of the master equa-
tion (44): Dc(ρ) is the Lindbladian super operator de-
fined in (3) with coefficients,

γ = 2πηω0, n̄0 = n̄(ω0). (45)

D′
c(ρ) is defined as

D′
c(ρ) ≡

1

2

(
c†ρc† + cρc− c†c†ρ− ρcc

)
, (46)

DIm
a (ρ) represents a super operator with imaginary co-

efficients

DIm
c (ρ) ≡

(
cρc− c†ρc†

)
, (47)

Hn represents the following non-hermitian Hamiltonian:

Hn = ∆daa, ∆d = P

[∫ ∞

0

dω
(2n̄ (ω) + 1)J (ω)

ω0 − ω

]
, (48)

where P stands for Principal Value, and Hc is a correc-

tion to the system Hamiltonian:

Hc = ω̃a†a+
g̃

2
σz

(
a+ a†

)
,

ω̃ = P

[∫ ∞

0

dω
J (ω)

ω0 − ω

]
,

g̃ = 4gP

[∫ ∞

0

dω
J (ω)

ω2
0 − ω2

]
(49)

When the frequency of the system’s oscillator ω0 is much
larger than the decay rate γ, under rotating wave approx-
imation, we can effectively neglect the terms involving
aa, a†a† that do not conserve the energy[63]. These in-
clude the superoperators D′

a(ρ),D′
a†(ρ),DIm

a (ρ) and the
non-hermitian Hamiltonian termsHn. The rotating wave
approximation is consistent with the Born approxima-
tion, which assumes that the system-bath coupling is
sufficiently small so that the system and bath can be de-
scribed by a separable state. Finally, we obtain Eq. (2)
in the main text, with renormalized oscillator frequency
ω′ = ω0 + ω̃ and displacement g′ = g + g̃.
We can check the validity of the Markovian approxima-

tion by comparing the time scale of the system dynamics
τs ∼ 1/γ and the width of the position correlation func-
tion estimated by the bath correlation time τr ∼ β [63].
For the approximation to be valid, we therefore require
τr ≪ τs. Hence, for Eq. (2) to be a good description of
the ET model in the weak decay regime, we require the
following conditions, which are also derived in Ref. [34]:

γ ≪ 1/β, (Markovian)

γ ≪ ω0. (RWA, Born)
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