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A state of an open quantum system is described by a density matrix, whose dynamics is governed by
a Liouvillian superoperator. Within a general framework, we explore fundamental properties of both
first-order dissipative phase transitions and second-order dissipative phase transitions associated with
a symmetry breaking. In the critical region, we determine the general form of the steady-state density
matrix and of the Liouvillian eigenmatrix whose eigenvalue defines the Liouvillian spectral gap. We
illustrate our exact results by studying some paradigmatic quantum optical models exhibiting critical

behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATIONS

In classical physics, phase transitions are driven by a
competition between the value of the system energy and
the entropy produced by its thermal fluctuations [1]. A
quantum system at zero temperature has zero entropy and
is in its ground state, which is the state minimizing the
system energy [2]. However, critical phenomena can occur
in the thermodynamic limit as a result of the competition
between non commuting terms of the Hamiltonian.

Driven-dissipative systems have an intrinsic non-
equilibrium nature and the properties of the stationary
state of the system can not be determined via a free energy
analysis [3-7]. The statistical mechanics of such systems
can be remarkably rich. For example, classical systems [§]
can display long-range order in 2D [9], since their driven-
diffusive nature can violate the Mermin-Wagner theorem
[10], which is valid at equilibrium. At a quantum level,
by properly designing the coupling with the environment
and the driving mechanisms, it is possible to stabilize
phases without an equilibrium counterpart [11, 12].

The impressive experimental advances of the last decade
provide the opportunity to explore non-equilibrium crit-
ical phenomena on a variety of platforms. Lattices of
superconducting resonators [13, 14], Rydberg atoms in op-
tical lattices [15, 16], optomechanical systems [17, 18], and
exciton-polariton condensates [19, 20] provide a highly-
controllable playground in which to study the emergence
of dissipative phase transitions. In the thermodynamic
limit, the competition between Hamiltonian evolution,
pumping and dissipation processes can trigger a non-
analytical change in the steady state [21]. The engineering
of complex many-body phases has been deeply explored
in different contexts [22, 23]. Dissipative phase transitions
have been discussed theoretically for photonic systems [24—
36], lossy polariton condensates [37-39], and spin models
[11, 12, 21, 40-45).

The interplay between classical and quantum fluctua-
tions in triggering nonequilibrium phase transitions has
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been addressed by different methods, including renormal-
ization group approaches based on the Keldysh formalism
[37, 46, 47] and via extensive numerical analysis of lattice
systems [43, 48, 49]. Very recently, the critical properties
have been investigated also experimentally in single su-
perconducting cavities [50], semiconductor micropillars
[51, 52], and large arrays of microwave cavities [14]. Our
understanding of criticality in such systems, however,
is still in its infancy, since their description cannot be
traced back to the traditional framework of equilibrium
statistical mechanics.

One of the first investigations in this direction was
reported by Kessler et al. [21]. They considered a spe-
cific spin model, conjecturing some general properties of
dissipative phase transitions. However, a general theory
connecting Liouvillian spectral properties and dissipative
phase transitions is still lacking. In this work, we wish
to provide a common theoretical framework to describe
the emergence of critical behavior in Markovian open
quantum systems, analyzing both first- and second-order
phase transitions. We show the general form of the steady-
state density matrix in the vicinity of the critical point.
We determine also the form of the eigenmatrix of the
Liouvillian superoperator corresponding to the non-zero
eigenvalue with the smallest modulus of the real part
(the so-called Liouvillian spectral gap or asymptotic de-
cay rate). When the transition is of the first order, we
show that the gap closes only at the critical point, where
the stationary state is bimodal. Concerning second-order
phase transitions associated with a symmetry-breaking,
we provide a general spectral description proving that
the Liouvillian gap remains closed in the whole region
of broken symmetry. In this context, we highlight the
connection between the structure of the eigenmatrices and
the symmetry properties of the Lindblad master equa-
tion. Note that, according to the theory presented in this
work, when the Liouvillian gap closes, also the imaginary
part of the corresponding eigenvalue must vanish. This
is a more stringent constraint with respect to that dis-
cussed in [21], where only the real part is assumed to
vanish. Particular attention is devoted to the connection
between our results and their relation to mean-field solu-
tions, bistability phenomena and metastability. We bring
under a common paradigm apparently different phenom-
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ena related to dissipative phase transitions which have
been observed experimentally [14, 50, 52] and predicted
theoretically [12, 48, 49, 53] for specific models. We re-
mark that our results are model-independent. One of the
goals of the present work is to identify a general spectral
mechanism which can explain these phenomena regardless
of the nature of the system (bosons, fermions, or spins)
and dimensionality.

In order to better illustrate our general results, we ana-
lyze some specific paradigmatic cases of linearly- [54] and
quadratically-driven [29, 55, 56] Kerr resonators. Those
models are known to undergo a phase transition (of first-
[31] and second-order [29], respectively) in the thermody-
namic limit of large excitation numbers.

This paper is structured as follows. In Sec. IT we intro-
duce the theoretical framework, pointing out some gen-
eral key properties of the Liouvillian superoperator and
of density matrices. In Sec. III and Sec. IV we consider,
respectively, first- and second-order dissipative phase tran-
sitions. Sec. V is devoted to the numerical study of the
two paradigmatic examples mentioned above. Finally,
in Sec. VI we draw our conclusions and discuss possible
perspectives for future studies. In App. A we include the
proofs of some useful lemmas, while in App. B we consider
an exactly-solvable model presenting a nondiagonalizable
Liouvillian.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this work, we will consider open quantum systems
where the coupling to a reservoir leads to a Markovian
dynamics for the system density matrix p(t), described
by a master equation in the Lindblad form [57]

8p(t) = —~

>

[71.6(0] + £ 5 DI, (1)

where H is the Hamiltonian describing the unitary evolu-
tion of the system, while the dissipation superoperators

A

D[TI';] are defined as
DII1a(t) = (20ip()T] - TTTap(t) - p(TIT:) . (2)

Fach quantum jump operator [; is associated with a dis-
sipation channel occurring at the rate 7;. In the following,
we will consider the case where H, T';, and v; are time
independent (for each 7). This kind of master equation
can be applied for example to photonic quantum systems
(see, for example, Refs. [13, 14, 50-52]).

Since the Lindblad master equation (1) is linear in p,
it is possible to associate with it the so-called Liouvillian
superoperator £, defined as

Oup(t) = Lp(t). 3)

The superoperator £ of the Lindblad master equation is
trace-preserving and generates a completely positive map
et describing the time evolution of the system [3-5, 58].

For a time-independent Liouvillian, there is at least one
steady state (if the dimension of the Hilbert space is finite
[58]), i.e., a matrix such that

Lpss =0. (4)

This equation means that the steady-state density matrix
is an eigenmatrix of the superoperator £ corresponding
to the zero eigenvalue. Moreover, under quite general
conditions (see Refs. [59, 60] and the App. A1), the
steady state is unique. As we will see below, dissipative
phase transitions are strictly related to the violation of
this unicity condition.

Let us call H the Hilbert space of the system. A density
matrix p, as any other operator &, belongs to the operator
space H®H. The Liouvillian superoperator, instead, is £ €
L=(He®H) ®(He®H), where L is the Liouville space.
In this article, we will systematically adopt the following
notation: operators will be denoted by hats (e.g., A),
superoperators will be written in calligraphic characters
(e.g., A), and states and their duals will be expressed in the
Dirac notation (|a) and (a|). A vectorized representation
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of an operator A will be denoted by A, while the matrix

representing a superoperator A is indicated by A. In
particular, the matrix representation of the Liouvillian is:

L=—i((He1)-(1e A™))
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where the superscript TR denotes the transposition. More-
over, we will introduce the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product

(4,B)=Tr[A'B], (6)

which, in the vectorized representation, takes the intuitive
form A-B =%, ,(A*).,(B)u,. The definition of the
norm naturally follows as

JAI? =Te[ATA] = A - A=A, 1% (7)

8%

A. Spectral properties of Liouvillian
superoperators

To fully determine the dynamics of the system, the
knowledge of the steady-state density matrix pss is not
enough. Indeed, one has to know all the spectrum of
the Liouvillian superoperator £, whose eigenmatrices and
eigenvalues are defined via the relation

Lpi = Xip;. (8)

Equivalently, in the vector-representation, g; is a right-

eigenvector of the superoperator matrix £. Having intro-
duced a norm, we require the eigenstates to be normalized:
Ip:]? = 1 [61]. Since L is not Hermitian, its eigenvectors
are, in general, not orthogonal: g; - p; # 0. If the Li-
ouvillian is diagonalizable, we can conveniently use the



eigenstates of £ as a basis of the Liouville space, apart

from some exceptional points (see App. A 1 and Ref. [62]).

Under this hypothesis, for any operator A there exists a
unique decomposition

A= Z Cipi- 9)

It can be proved [57, 58] that Re[\;] < 0,Vi. Since
the real part of the eigenvalues is responsible for the
relaxation to the steady-state, pss = lim;_ 400 €“2p(0). For
convenience, we sort the eigenvalues in such a way that
Re[XAo]l < [Re[A1]] < ... <|Re[An]]- From this definition
it follows that Ag = 0 and pss = po/Tr[po]. We can also
identify another relevant quantity: the Liouvillian gap

= |Re[A1]], which is also called the asymptotic decay
rate [21], determining the slowest relaxation dynamics in
the long-time limit.

For any Liouvillian, the following lemmas hold (for a
detailed proof of Lemmas 3 and 4 see App. A 2):

« Lemma 1. Given Eq.(8), e*tp; = eMitp; .

o Lemma 2. Tr[p;] =0 if Re[\;] #0.
Indeed, the Liouvillian evolution conserves the trace
[3-5, 58] and if Re[A;] # 0 for ¢ - +co we have
eﬁtﬁi — 6A7¢tﬁi 0.

« Lemma 3. If £j; = A\;p; then L£p] = A pl.
This implies that, if p; is Hermitian, then \; has to
be real. Conversely, if )\; is real and of degeneracy
1, p; is Hermitian. If \; has geometric multiplic-
ity n and L is diagonalizable, it is always possible
to construct n Hermitian eigenmatrices of £ with
eigenvalue \; [63].

e Lemma 4. If \; =0 has degeneracy n, then there
exist n independent eigenvectors of the Liouvillian
(the algebraic multiplicity is identical to the geo-
metrical one). Therefore, there exist n different
steady states towards which the system can evolve,
depending on the initial condition.

B. Spectral decomposition of density matrices

Let us consider a system admitting a unique steady
state. To be physical, its p(¢) must be a Hermitian,
positive-definite matrix with trace equal to one. Hence,
from Lemma 2, to ensure Tr[p(t)] =1 at every time, we

J

P(t) = pss +A(

,0 +e)\1tp’r) Dss + A eRelhilt (ﬁ ellm At +p2 1Im[)\,v]t)

must have:

p(t) =

+ > ¢i(0)pi = pss + . ci( (0)eritp;.  (10)

[ﬁ %0 %0

1. The case of a real Liouvillian eigenvalue \;

When ); is real, p; can be constructed to be Hermitian
(see Lemma 3 of Sec. IT A). Thus, it can be diagonalized,
obtaining the spectral decomposition [58]

Zp D) (], (11)

where all the p$) must be real and (w,(f)w,(,?) = Onm-

Moreover, since p; is traceless (see Lemma 2 of Sec. ITA),

(4)

some of the p;’ must be positive and the others negative.

(4)

We can order them in such a way to have p;’ > 0 for
n <n and p( D <0 for n > n. Thus, we have:
pi o< pF = i (12)
where
= 5 00 W) 00,
- 5 0 W) W) (13)

and where the {p,} have been normalized to ensure
Tr[pf] = Tr[p;] = 1. With this definition, pf are
density matrices. Consequently, a state of the form
p(0) = pss + A p; will evolve in time as [62]

ﬁ(t) = Pss + Ae/\it(ﬁ: - ﬁz_) (14)

2. The case of a complex Liouvillian eigenvalue \;

Let us now consider an eigenmatrix p; with a complex
eigenvalue ;. As it stems from Eq. (10), to ensure an
Hermitian p(t) such an eigenmatrix must always appear
in combination with its Hermitian conjugate ﬁz, which is
also an eigenmatrix of £ (Lemma 3 of Sec. IT A). Thus, one
can simply consider the Hermitian combinations p; + ,63
and i(p; — ﬁj) For example, given an initial condition
p(0) = pss + A(pi + p!) with A real, one has [62]:

(15)

= Pgs +2A eftelrilt [(ﬁl + [)i)cos(lm[ i]t) +i (pl P} )sm(Im[ il t)] .

C. Definition of dissipative phase transitions

Let us consider a system where a thermodynamic limit
is obtained when a parameter N — +oco. For example,

(

in a lattice of spins, N would be the number of lattice



Figure 1.  Sketch depicting the paradigm of a first-order
dissipative phase transition, formally described in Sec. III. In
the thermodynamic limit, the Liouvillian gap A = [Re[A1]]
closes when the parameter ¢ of the Liouvillian assumes the
critical value (.. We note that, for ( ~ (., we must also have
Im[A1] = 0. Right before (after) the critical point, the steady-
state density matrix pss = p7 (Pss =~ p7), which represents one
of the two different phases of the system. At the critical point
¢ = (e, pss is bimodal: the steady state is a statistical mixture
of pi and p7.

sites. For any finite NV, the system always admits a
unique steady-state solution. In the thermodynamic limit
N — +o00, a transition between two different phases is
characterized by the nonanalytical behavior of some (-
independent observable 6 when the parameter ¢ tends
to the critical value (.. Formally, we say that there is a
phase transition of order M if

aM

Chj? ot m Tr[pss (¢, N)O]| = +00.  (16)
Since 6 does not depend on ¢, the discontinuity in Eq. (16)
is due to a discontinuous behavior in pss(¢, N - o0). As
proved in [64], a discontinuity of an eigenmatrix is to
be associated with a level crossing in the spectrum of
the Liouvillian. Since pss is associated with Ay = 0, the
phase transition must coincide with the closure of the
Liouvillian gap [21, 65] (indeed, in this case, is more cor-
rect to talk about level touching). Therefore, dissipative
phase transitions are intimately connected to the emer-
gence of multiple steady states in the thermodynamic
limit N — +oo.

III. FIRST ORDER PHASE TRANSITION

In this section we consider the emergence of a first-order
dissipative phase transition at ( = (. in the thermody-

namic limit N — +oco. Such a transition must be associ-
ated with the existence of two different steady states, one
for ¢ < (. and the other for ¢ > (., which implies that

¢# Ce (17)

According to our definition, a first-order dissipative phase
transition occurs when Eq. (16) is satisfied for M = 1,
which also corresponds to

AM(¢N = +00) £ X =0 for

. . PN — At Am T3 . A
415?; i pes (G N) = p" #p = Clggc_ m s (G N,
(18)

which defines p* (p7) as the steady state in the thermody-
namic limit right after (before) the critical point. From Eq.
(18) we can write that pss(¢) = 0(¢ - C)p* +0(¢ - C)p~
for ¢ # (., where () is the Heaviside step function. As-
suming the continuity of the Liouvillian, we can state
that £(¢.)p* =0 (we drop the explicit dependence on N
when assuming the thermodynamic limit). This implies
that A1(¢:) = Ao = 0 and hence pss(¢.) and p1(¢.) belong
to the kernel spanned by p*. It is worth stressing that
in the thermodynamic limit and for ¢ = (., both the real
and imaginary part of A\; must vanish. Furthermore, in
a first-order dissipative phase transition, the condition
Im[A1] = 0 must hold in a finite domain around (., as a
consequence of Lemma 3 [66].

Lemma 2 (Sec. IT) ensures that Tr[p1(¢)] =0 if A1 (¢) #
0 (i.e., ¢ # (). Moreover, as discussed in [64], A1(¢) must
be continuous in a domain of the parameter space around
¢ = ¢ (cf. Fig. 1). By analogy, we want also p;(¢) to
be continuous around (., and to extend the zero-trace
condition we must set

Pp1(Ce) o bt = (19)

The above equation allows the identification of the states
p7 obtained with the eigendecomposition (12) with the
two phases p* [Eq. (18)] emerging in the thermodynamic
limit. Together with the continuity requirement, this
allows ud to interpret p7(¢) ~ p* in a domain around
¢ = (.. In this region, since the Liouvillian gap is finite,
we also have pg(¢) < pss(¢). Using that 0(0) = 1/2, we
can infer

Po(Ce) o< ™+ . (20)

Accordingly, po(¢.) and p1(¢.) are orthogonal, since
(Po(Ce), p1(Ce)) o< T (p*)*] - T ()] = 0.

For large but finite N, provided that |Re[A2]] >
Re[A1]] > 0, Egs. (19) and (20) are asymptotic good
approximations and, since p* = p7((.,N), we get the
asymptotic expression

P1(Ces N) + p1 (Ce, N)

ASS C?N =~
Pss(Cer V) 5

(21)
which ensures Hermiticity and unit trace of the pss(¢e, N).
Let us note that Eq. (21) has a clear physical inter-
pretation: at the critical point, for a finite-size system,



Figure 2. Sketch depicting the paradigm of a second-order
dissipative phase transition (cf. Sec. IV), associated with the
breaking of a Z, symmetry (in the sketch n = 5). In the
thermodynamic limit, the Liouvillian gap X\ closes over the
whole region ¢ > (., ¢ being the critical parameter triggering
the transition. Moreover, one has that Ag,--, A\n—1 = 0 for
¢ 2 Ce. When A #0 (here for ¢ < (), the steady-state density
matrix pss is mono-modal. In the symmetry-broken phase
(A=0and ¢ > (), pss is an n-modal statistical mixture of
density matrices ﬁ'j, which are mapped one onto the other
under the action of the symmetry superoperator Z,.

the steady state is the equiprobable mixture of the two
phases, which are encoded in the spectral decomposition
of p1(¢., N). Remarkably, in a small region on the left
(right) of the critical point, p7 (p7) is metastable. This
means that if the system is initialized in one of these two
states it will remain stuck, for a time proportional to 1/,
before reaching the steady-state [62]. This can give rise to
hysterical behavior, typical of first-order phase transitions
[51].

Conversely, if A\; = 0 in a point, one has to have a
first-order phase transition. A proof can be found in
App. A 3.

IV. SECOND ORDER PHASE TRANSITIONS
WITH SYMMETRY BREAKING

In this section, we will consider second-order dissipative

phase transitions associated with a symmetry breaking.

A symmetry of an open quantum system is described
by a unitary superoperator U = V- V~! (where V is a
unitary operator and the « in the previous definition means

that, upon the action of the superoperator U on a generic
operator, the latter has to be inserted in between V' and
V1) [67], such that

U'cu-=c, (22)

or, equivalently, [£,U] = 0. It follows that the matrix

representations U of U and £ of £ can be simultaneously
diagonalized. From now on, we will call the symmetry
sector L,, the subspace of the Liouville space L spanned by
the eigenmatrices of U with eigenvalue u. The existence
of a symmetry means that the Lindblad master equation

cannot mix different symmetry sectors. Therefore £ can
be cast in a block-diagonal form:

Ly, O 0
I
0 0 ... L

Consider an arbitrary density matrix p which is an
eigenmatrix of U: Up = up. Taking the trace of both
sides of the previous identity, and given the form of U,
one finds u = 1. If pgs is the only eigenmatrix with zero
eigenvalue of £ (unique steady state), it must also be an
eigenmatrix of . From a physical perspective, this tells
us that the symmetry sector to which pgs (and therefore
Po) belongs is always L,-1.

A symmetry-breaking dissipative phase transition is
associated with the emergence of multiple eigenmatrices
of £ with A\; = 0, each of them belonging to a different
symmetry sector L,,. The structure imposed by Eq. (23)
is preserved and the previous considerations still hold.
Therefore, py (belonging to the symmetry sector L,-1) is
still the only eigenmatrix of £ with nonzero trace.

The block-diagonal structure of the Liouvillian (see
Eq. (23)), together with the previous observations, can
play a fundamental role in reducing the complexity of the
problem. Indeed, by properly exploiting spatial and/or
internal symmetries, one can explicitly construct the re-
duced subspace in which the steady-state density matrix
belongs. This can give a substantial speed-up for al-
gorithms based on Monte Carlo strategies [68], cluster
expansions [69, 70], corner methods [71], and the tensor-
network ansatz [72-74].

1. Z> symmetry

Let us consider first a system which has a discrete Z5
symmetry represented by the superoperator Z5 = Ty Z;r
Later, we will deal with the general case of a Z,, symmetry.
The symmetry superoperator Z5 admits two eigenvalues,
namely +1. For ¢ < (. (¢ being the critical parameter)
there exists a unique steady state associated with the
eigenvalue \g = 0, and Z3pss = pss- For ¢ > (., a phase
transition with a symmetry breaking takes place. Conse-
quently, Ag = A1 = 0 while pg and p; belong to two different



symmetry sectors (cf. Fig. 2). From these properties, it
follows that pg and p; are orthogonal, since

(Polp1), (24)

where we exploited the Hermiticity of Z5. Similarly,
(ﬁ$|ﬁ1) = 0. Since A1 = 0 is real and ,6; + po, the eigen-
matrix p; is Hermitian (lemmas of Sec. II A). Hence, the
density matrices

(Polp1) = (Z2p0lp1) = (polZ2p1) = -

o Poxp1
_Po=, 25
Tx[po] (25)

are steady states of the master equation breaking the
symmetry, as Zop* = p*. From Eq. (24) it follows that p*
and p~ are orthogonal as well. So that we have:

(26a)
(26Db)

ﬁO o< ﬁJr + ﬁi
procpt=p.
Thus, we can conclude that the two symmetry-broken
states p* are the two matrices stemming from the spectral

decomposition of py, i.e., p7 [c.f. Eq (12)]. For a finite-size
system, where the steady state is unique,

P1(Ce, N) +p1(Ce, N)
5 :

ﬁss(C > (e, N) = (27)

Since we are considering a second-order phase tran-
sition, we must ensure that the unique steady state in
(. coincides with both the symmetry-breaking steady
states in C': po(C) = 5°(C) = p(CF). Consequently,
according to this discussion, p1({.) = 0. Therefore, a
second-order phase transition is characterized by the coa-
lescence of two eigenvectors of the Liouvillian, which may
give rise to a Jordan form of the Liouvillian (see App. B).
In order to unveil the symmetry breaking in a finite-size
system (where the symmetry is always preserved) one can
resort to different strategies. To identify the critical point,
one can use an external weak probe which breaks the
symmetry (see for example Refs. [43, 69]) and look for di-
vergences in the associated susceptibility. To characterize
the existence of the two (or more) metastable states which
individually break the symmetry, one can also resort to
a quantum trajectory protocol [7]. Indeed, the dynamics
of a single trajectory can explicitly break the symmetry,
even if once the average over many trajectories is taken,
such a symmetry is restored [49, 56].

2. Z, symmetry

Consider now a generic symmetry superoperator
Zn ="y Z;fl In this case, the Liouvillian can be par-
titioned into n blocks, each characterised by an eigen-
value z; = exp[2imj/n], with j = 0,1...n -1 (i.e. the
eigenvalues must satisfy the equation 27 = 1). In the
symmetry-broken phase, in each of those blocks there ex-
ists an eigenmatrix p; such that £5; = 0 and Z,0; = z;;.

Lemma 3 of Sec. IT A imposes Eﬁ; = 0. Moreover, ﬁj— is

also an eigenmatrix of Z,, of eigenvalue z]* , since

Znﬁ; = (an;Zl) (anAJZrTL) - Z*ﬁ; (28)

Note that, by definition 27 = z,_;, and hence ﬁ;

As a particular case, if z; = 27 then p; = ﬁ;.

To construct a basis of the degenerate subspace made
of density matrices, consider the operator

= p’n*j'

_ 1A LA n-1 5. 4+ 4t
f)=2 1PJ+PnJ: 1PJ+P]'. (29)
§=0 7=0 2Tx[po] ;= 2Tx[po]

With this choice, po is a density matrix, since it is Her-
mitian and it has trace 1 (Tr[p;] = Tr[po]d,0). For
p1 = Znpo, one has

(30)

which is still Hermitian and of unitary trace, and therefore
a density matrix. By iterative application of the symmetry
operator Z,, and since p; # p; for i # j, one obtains a
basis {p;} of density matrices, with i = 0,---,n — 1. In
compact notation, one has

n-1 ~ n—1

N pj 25(i)p;

pL= Z’n ~ 1 31
j;) Tr[po] jz:(‘) Tr[po] 3D

Equation (31) can be inverted to obtain jj as a function
of ﬁli

n-1 n-1n-1 n-1n-1 ! H
! 2 (Zk:Z]) Zi_kPj
Z (21) pu= Z Z Py
1=0 1=0 j=0 Tr[ PO] 1=0 j=0 Tr[ o] (32)
n "Z‘:l(s R n .
= = i kPj = a7 Pk
Tr[po] = P Tl po]
where we used the identity
~ 2im(i—k) \ !
Z Zj- = ( " ) =0k, (33)
1=0 1=0
We conclude that
=Y
P o< Z % (34)
=0 M

Summarizing, we have constructed a basis of {p;} of
the kernel of the Liouvillian made of density matrices
such that Z,p; = 5mod(i+1,n), as depicted in Fig. 2. This
construction ensures that Z,p¢ = po. Again, for large
enough but finite IV, where the steady state is unique also
for ¢ > (., we get the asymptotic expression

n-1 %
prlC2 )= Y ez N) g
=0

n
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Figure 3. Numerical results for the driven-dissipative Kerr
model. Top panel: Rescaled number of photons (a'a) /N as
a function of the rescaled driving F /[~ for different values of
N. Middle panel: -Re[A1/7v] (Liouvillian gap) for different
values of N. In the selected range of parameters we find that
Im[A;] is zero within the numerical error. Bottom panel:
The error 1 - f, where f is the fidelity between the steady-
state density matrix pss and the one reconstructed via the
eigendecomposition of the first eigenstate £ = (p + p7)/2.
Parameters: A/ =10, U/~ = 10.

V. APPLICATIONS TO SPECIFIC MODELS

In the following, we will explore some specific models
exhibiting dissipative phase transitions in a thermody-
namic limit. We will show that, in the finite-size case, our
theory predicts with high fidelity the form of p in the
vicinity of the critical point. In particular, we will analyze
some systems for which a brute force diagonalization of

the Liouvillian supermatrix £ is possible.
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Figure 4. Top panel: Average number of photons according to
pss and p* as a function of the rescaled driving F'/~y for N = 10
(see definitions in the main text). The dotted line indicates
the Gross-Pitaevskji prediction. Bottom panel: Fidelity f
between the steady-state density matrix pss and a density
matrix { = p*, p7, € [for € = (p~ + p*)/2] as a function of
the rescaled driving F'/y. The transition can be seen as a
switching from a region where p~ describes the system to one
where the physics is dominated by p*. Even if the region
of phase coexistence in pss is very narrow, p1 describes the
physics in a larger region. Parameters are set as in Fig. 3.

A. The driven-dissipative Kerr resonator

The first example which we discuss is the general model
of a single driven-dissipative Kerr nonlinear resonator, for
which an exact solution of p,s exists [54]. In a reference
frame rotating at the coherent pump frequency w,,, the
Hamiltonian of this system is

--Aatas Catatans F(a+a
= aa+2aaaa+F(a +4a), (36)
where A = w), —w, is the pump-cavity detuning, F' is the
driving amplitude and U quantifies the Kerr nonlinearity.
The operators @' and @ are the bosonic creation and
annihilation operators, respectively. The corresponding
Lindblad master equation reads
Aup(t) = =i [H,p(0)] + S Dalp(0). (37)
where ~ is the dissipation rate of the cavity mode. The
properties of this model, and the emergence of a first-
order phase transition, have been extensively discussed in
Refs. [28, 29, 31]. A well-defined thermodynamic limit is
obtained for |F| — +oo while keeping U|F|* constant [31].



This is equivalent to expressing nonlinearity and driving
amplitude in the following form:

U=U/N, F=FVN, (38)
and letting N — +oo. In Fig. 3 we study numerically
the emergence of the first-order phase transition by in-
creasing N. The top panel shows the mean value of
(ata) /N = Tlr[pssofr ]/N as a function of F/v. The mid-
dle panel shows the rescaled Liouvillian gap —Re[A1/7]
as a function of the rescaled driving amplitude. Such
Liouvillian gap tends to zero in the thermodynamic limit
N — +o0, while Im[A;] = 0 around the critical point also
for finite N. The bottom panel of Fig. 3 presents a study
of the fidelity between the steady state pss and the matrix

é= (,01 + p7)/2, obtained by the spectral decomposition
of p1 [Eq. (12)]. We recall that the fidelity is defined as

f(p,€) = Tr[\/ \/ﬁé\/ﬁ] A fidelity equal to 1 indicates

that the two states are identical. As the thermodynamical
parameter N increases, we notice two important effects:
(i) in the region in which the Liouvillian gap is minimal
the fidelity is maximal; (ii) the region in which pss and
f are close becomes narrower and narrower. This is con-
sistent with our general results which are exact in the
thermodynamic limit.

It is interesting now to connect our findings with the re-
sults predicted by mean-field theories. A Gross-Pitaevskii-
like mean-field approximation for the driven-dissipative
Kerr model is known to exhibit bistability, while the full
quantum solution is always unique [54]. In the same way,
a Gutzwiller-mean-field theory predicts multiple solutions
[33, 75]. In Fig. 4, we investigate the properties of the
exact steady state pss and of the density matrices pj
and p; for a system with N = 10 as a function of the
rescaled driving amplitude F'/y. In the top panel, we
plot the mean photon density (afa)/N = Tr[?ﬂ& X] /N,
for { = pss, P71, P71 as indicated in the legend. To further
characterize the nature of p7 in the phase transition, in
the bottom panel we plot the fidelity between pss and
R =& i, pr (where €= (5 + p1)/2). For F < Fu, py, is
almost exactly p7. Around the critical point F' ~ F., pss
becomes an equal mixture of p7 and p7. The maximal
mixed character occurs for F = F.. Flnaully7 for F > F,,
the density matrix becomes very close to p7. This analysis
allows us to interpret the two stable solutions predicted
by the mean-field approach in terms of the metastable
states which compose ;.

B. The driven-dissipative resonator with
two-photon pumping

As an example of second-order dissipative phase transi-
tion with symmetry breaking, we will consider the driven-
dissipative Kerr model with two-photon pumping and
losses. In a reference frame rotating at the parametric

pump frequency, the Hamiltonian of this system is [29, 56]
N U G
H=-Ad"a+ 5&*&*&@ + 5(@*&* +aa),  (39)

where G is the two-photon driving amplitude. This time,
in addition to the Hamiltonian and to the one-photon
dissipation superoperator D [a], we will consider also a
two-photon dissipation channel with rate . The corre-
sponding Lindblad master equation reads:

%D[d]ﬁ(t) + gD[&2]ﬁ(t). (40)

A

Drp(t) = =i (A, 5(1)] +
The analytical solution of the steady state of this model
has been provided in Ref. [55], and the emergence of first-
and second- order phase transitions (according to the value
of A) has been discussed in Ref. [29]. The emergence of
a similar symmetry breaking has been also observed in
an equivalent classical system [76]. The thermodynamic
limit of this model is obtained by expressing U and 7 as

n=1/N, (41)

and considering the limit N — +oo. In this way the
ratio U/n is kept constant. This model has a discrete
Zo symmetry, resulting from the invariance under the
transformation @ — —a. The corresponding superoperator
ZQ is:

U=U|N,

Z, = ¢imla, mimala (42)

with Zafss = Pss-

In Fig. 5 we show the emergence of a second-order phase
transition by increasing the value of N. The top panel
shows (a'a) /N = Tr[pssaTa] /N as a function of G/v. In
the middle panel we show the rescaled Liouvillian gap
—Re[A1/7] as a function of the rescaled pump amplitude.
The abrupt change in the behavior of A indicates the onset
of the phase transition. In the whole region of broken
symmetry, the gap is much smaller than v and A; is real,
while p; is a traceless Hermitian matrix which belongs
to the odd symmetry sector of Z5 (2951 = —p1). The
states p] and p] obtained via the spectral decomposition
of p; are such that Z5p7 = p7. As it has been shown
in Sec. IV, in the symmetry-broken region, pss can be
constructed as a symmetric mixture of p7 and p7. As
shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 5, this gives an excellent
approximation for the finite-sized systems considered here.
Remarkably, this expression for pss remains very accurate
even quite far from the thermodynamic limit.

In order to characterize the abrupt change in the be-
havior of A1, which becomes discontinuous for N — +oo,

we plot part of the full spectrum of £ for N = 20 across
the critical point. In the top panel of Fig. 6, we show
the real part of the spectrum, while the bottom one re-
ports the imaginary part. Starting from the imaginary
part, we clearly see that there is a point in which two
complex-conjugate eigenvalues (highlighted by the red
line) become real. We call Gg(N) the point at which
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Figure 5. Numerical results for the driven-dissipative two-
photon Kerr model. Top panel: Rescaled number of photons
(a'a) /N as a function of the rescaled driving G/~ for different
values of N. Middle panel: -Re[A1/7v] (Liouvillian gap) for
different values of N. Bottom panel: The error 1 - f, where f
is the fidelity between the steady state density matrix pss and
&= (pt + p1)/2. The curves are shown in the region where A\
is purely real. Parameters: A/y = -10, U/ = 10, 7/ = 1.0.

this bifurcation happens. Looking at the top panel, this
merging is associated with a change in the behavior of
the real part of those eigenvalues, which split and bifur-
cate. The one approaching zero is responsible for the
phase transition and its associated eigenvector becomes
p1=p7 - p1 for G>Gp(N). As we saw in Fig 5, it is not
clear where the gap starts to close, but one might guess
that it happens when the two eigenvalues bifurcate. To
test this conjecture, in the inset we plot, as a function of
N, the scaling of the bifurcation point AG = Gg(N) -G,
where G, is the critical point extrapolated via the study
of the analytic solution for N = 1000. Indeed, the clear
power-law decay of this quantity demonstrates that the
onset of this transition can be understood in terms of a
merging of two eigenvalues. The emergence of criticality
is thus to be associated with a touching of two eigenval-

3 10 2030 4
N - =

Re[A1 /9]

Im[A; /7]

| 1 1 1 1 -].O
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

G/

Figure 6. Liouvillian spectrum in the two-photon Kerr model
for IV =20. Top and bottom panels: Real and imaginary part
of the eigenvalues of £. The dots represent the 10 smallest-
modulus eigenvalues obtained by numerical diagonalization.
The red lines are a guide for the eye indicating the two eigen-
values which merge into A1 for G > . Inset: A log-log plot of
AG = (Gp(N) - G.) (defined in the text) as a function of the
parameter N, showing the power-law behavior AG = AN™"
with A =21.1+£0.2 and 1 = 0.881+0.006. In the thermodynamic
limit, the bifurcation point Gg(N) and the critical point G.
coincide. Same parameters as in Fig. 5.

ues in the complex plane. This fact, together with the
emergence of a discontinuity in A\; for N — oo, implies
that, at the bifurcation point, the Liouvillian becomes
non diagonalizable, resulting in a Jordan structure. This
leads to a non-exponential relaxation dynamics at criti-
cality. To better understand this behavior, in App. B we
study an exactly-solvable two-level system which admits a
Jordan-block structure for a specific choice of parameters.

Up to now, we considered the case in which an eigen-
value of the symmetry sector L_; approaches zero, which
gives rise to a symmetry breaking without inducing first-
order discontinuities in pss. The two-photons Kerr model
is known to present also a first-order phase transition
with symmetry breaking for A >0 [29]. Indeed, together
with the emerging of a zero in L_1, the symmetry sector
L, acquires two zero eigenvalues of L: one associated
with pss, the other with an eigenmatrix whose eigenvalue
touches zero only at the critical point. This allows a dis-
continuous behavior of pss with symmetry breaking. In
Fig. 7 we plot the behavior of the system in such regime.
The top panel shows the emergence of a first-order phase
transition in the rescaled density. In the middle panel,
we plot the real part of the two eigenvalues of the Li-
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Figure 7. Study of the first-order phase transition with sym-
metry breaking in the two-photon Kerr resonator. Top panel:
Rescaled number of photons (a'a)/N as a function of the
rescaled driving G/v for different values of N. Middle panel:
Real part of A1 2 rescaled by 7 for N = 10. The two branches of
Liouvillian eigenvalues lead to the first order phase transition
(red) and a symmetry breaking (blue). Bottom panel: Aver-
age number of photons according to pss and p3. Parameters:
A/y =10, U/~ =10, n/y =1.0.

ouvillian with the smallest modulus. One presents the
phenomenology we expect from a symmetry breaking:
-Re[A1] < v in the symmetry-broken phase G > G.(N).
The other is responsible for the discontinuous first-order
behavior: —Re[A2] < v only for G ~ G.(N). Indeed, we
tested that p; (associated with A1) satisfies Zo9p; = —p1.
Moreover, Z9p1 = pT and pss ~ (pT + p7)/2. As for pa,
Zopr = pr and it cannot be associated with a symmetry
breaking. In the bottom panel we test the structure of
Pss in connection to the spectral decomposition of po: the
first-order phase transition can be interpreted as a switch
between p; and p3. The symmetry breaking emerges in
the fact that p3 ~ (p7 + p7) /2. In conclusion, in these
specific numerical examples we recover all the features
predicted by our general theory.

10

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this article, we have presented theoretical results
for first- and second-order dissipative phase transitions.
Within a general formalism, we have determined the struc-
ture of the density matrix in the vicinity of a critical point.
In particular, due to the closure of the Liouvillan gap at
the critical point, we have shown how the the steady-state
density matrix is directly related to the eigenmatrix of the
Liouvillian superoperator corresponding to the eigenvalue
A1 (the one with the smallest absolute value of the real
part). We have illustrated our general results by con-
sidering two specific quantum optical models, where the
emergence of a dissipative phase transition can be studied
analytically and numerically. Our work provides a general
insight into dissipative phase transitions. Moreover, it
gives precise constraints for variational methods [25, 77]
to describe critical phenomena in open quantum systems,
whose corresponding ansatz matrices must satisfy the
relations derived in this work.
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Appendix A: Proofs

1. Remarks on the Liouvillian diagonalisability

Generally, the Liouvillian is a non-Hermitian super-
operator with a holomorphic dependence on the system
parameter(s) (. Therefore, there might exist values of
¢ for which £(¢) is not diagonalizable: this implies the
existence of a degenerate eigensubspace.

The eigenvalues \;(¢) of L({) can be obtained
via the resolution of the characteristic equation

det (£(¢) = \i(Q1) = 0. A well-known result of function

theory [64] guarantees that the roots of this equation are
branches of analytic functions of ¢ with, at most, alge-
braic singularities. Therefore, the number s of distinct
eigenvalues of £(¢) is a constant except in a countable
number of points. This ensures that if the Liouvillian
has a simple spectrum on a finite region of the parame-
ter space, it will be diagonalizable for any (, except the
countable exceptional points. For all the systems consid-
ered in this work, this condition is fulfilled far from the
thermodynamic limit.



2. Proofs of the Lemmas in IT A

Lemma 3: If £; = \ip; then £p! = \*p!. This implies
that, if p; is Hermitian then A; has to be real. Conversely,
if A; is real and of degeneracy 1, p; is Hermitian. If \;
has geometric multiplicity n and £ is diagonalizable, it is
always possible to construct n Hermitian eigenmatrices
of £ with eigenvalue \;.

Proof: Thanks to the master equation we have:

£} ==i[.p}] + 5 (2a0fal - a'ap]

P~

plata)
.

= (—i [H,pi]+ % (2apiat -atap; - ﬁi&Td)) (A1)

= (Lp)" = A7p).

If j; is Hermitian, we have \;p; = L£p; = Lp] = Mp! =
A;pi. Thus, we can conclude A; = A7. Conversely, in
the case in which A; € R is a simple eigenvalue (i.e. with
degeneracy 1), we can conclude that p; = ﬁz, and thus p; is
Hermitian. If the eigenvalues have geometric multiplicity
n, it may happen that for some eigenmatrices ﬁj * Dj.
From Eq. (A1) it follows Eﬁl = )\iﬁl. In this case, we can
consider the matrices (p; + ﬁj) /2 and i(p; - ﬁj) /2, which
are Hermitian by construction, and whose eigenvalue is
Ai-

Lemma 4: If \; = 0 has degeneracy n, then there
exist n independent eigenvectors of the Liouvillian (the
algebraic multiplicity is identical to the geometrical one).
Therefore, there exist n different steady states towards
which the system can evolve, depending on the initial
condition.

Proof: We will prove this lemma by contradiction. Let
us suppose that the algebraic multiplicity is greater than
the geometrical one (see [63]). Since the dimension of
the reduced space is n, we can write the Liouvillian as a
matrix acting on a basis of vector in this reduced space,
i.e. the invariant space of Ag has a finite dimension. Since
we can write the Liouvillian as a matrix, this means that
we can put in its canonical Jordan form. In other words
the Liouvillian acting on the vectors of this subspace can

be decomposed in a diagonal part Ao and a nilpotent
matrix N via a similarity transformation S:

o 1 00 0
. L 0 A 1 0 0
EM:S*(A“N)S:S*l Pt s
0 0 0 - X 1
1 00 0 X

(A2)
Of course, the new basis of vectors obtained by the nonuni-
tary transformation S may not be orthonormal. The time

evolution of the system is given by e£t, and since Ay and
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N commute, one has

eErot = gl Mot Ntg
< (Nt)? Nt)"
:S‘le’\ot(]l+Nt+( 2) ol n') )S
2 n-1 n
3 (;712)! o (A3)
01 ¢ - A5 A
i I e I
000 - 1 t
100 - 0 1

Since Ag = 0, the previous expression clearly will cause
the dynamics to diverge, proving the absurd. We stress
that this reasoning cannot be directly extended to A; # 0
nor to infinite degeneracies n — oo.

3. Vanishing of \; associated to a first-order phase
transition

In Sec. III we proved that if there is a jump in one
observable at the critical point ¢ = (., than A\; =0. Here,
we prove that the last condition is also sufficient; i.e.,
CliHCl A1(¢) =0 implies a first-order phase transition.

We will prove this statement by contradiction. Let us
suppose that even if A\; = 0 there is no phase transition.
From the definition (16), we deduce that for any operator
0in H®H, (6(¢)) is continuous in (.. Hence, we have
that also po(¢) is continuous. From Lemmas 3 and 4
of Sec. IT A, the eigenstate p1((.), being associated with
A1(¢e) = 0, exists and is Hermitian. By exploiting its
spectral decomposition, we can write p1(¢.) = (p7(¢e) -
p7(C))/V/2 (we stress that here we have |pt(¢.)| = 1,
and (p7(¢.), p1(¢c)) =0 by construction).

The first part of the proof is to show that, po(¢.) =

(51 (Ce)+p1(Ce))/V2. Indeed, |1 ()] =1 and e py = fr.
Thus, exploiting the triangular inequality, we have:

V2

et (ol + |e“ i al”
y <L

2
- 1 - [ - |

<

(A4)

It follows that |e“'pF((.)| = 1 for every time t. Hence,
p7(¢.) must be a linear superposition of eigematri-
ces of the Liouvillian with zero eigenvalue. Consider-
ing that 51(C) = (51(C) - GV, 13o(Cl = 1,
and (A7 (Cc), A1 (Ce)) = 0, we obtain po(¢e) = (A1(Ce) +
pr(Ce))/V2.

Having proved the first part, let us consider the eigen-
decomposition of p1(¢) around (.. Except at the critical
point, we have limy_o, e“1p3 () = po(¢)/Tr[pF]. But, by



hypothesis, all function are continuous, hence:
P1(Ce) = Jim Jim e%57(C) = lim po(C)/Tr[p1]

WARIAS)
2

(A5)

Consequently, we find that at the critical point, p7({.) =
p71(¢:.). This statement would require that at ¢ = (.
p1(¢:) = 0. This statement is absurd, since Lemma 4 of
Sec. IT A guarantees that pi((.) is a well-defined eigen-
vector of the Liouvillian. Therefore, by the absurd, we
deduce that the function pp(¢) can not be continuous at

¢ =Ce

Appendix B: Nonexponential decays and Jordan
blocks

In this appendix, we provide a simple analytic example
of a non-exponential decay associated with a Jordan block
structure of the Liouvillian. Let us consider a spin-1/2
subjected to the action of two competing decay channels

poocios=5— (3 0.) e ;
ss 2"}/+€O’Y+e’ 1 0

The eigenmatrices p; o describe the decay of the 6%
components with rate A; o, while ps is associated with
6% and \s3.

This simple model is particularly interesting since, ac-
cording to the values of the couplings, it can display
different relaxation dynamics toward the steady state:

e If v > w the Liouvillian has 4 real distinct eigenvalues
(it is diagonalizable). In this case, the decay at long
times will be exponential. The asymptotic decay
rate is \i.

o If v < w the Liouvillian has 4 distinct eigenvalues (it
is diagonalizable), 2 of which are complex conjugate
(A1 = A3). In this case, the decay at long times
will be an exponential decay of magnitude Re[A;] =
Re[A2] multiplied by an oscillating term given by

e If A =w we have \; = A5 and p; = po: the Liouvillian

0 Vy2-w?-iw ) 0 w2 -w? ) 10
IR b 0 ’ p3°<(0 1)'
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whose evolution obeys (h =1) [78]

Aup(t) = Lp(t) = ~ilH, p(D)] + SD[671p(t) + 3 D[6° 14 (1),

(B1)
where H = 567. The steady-state density matrix can be
obtained as

S
The eigenvalues of £ are
Ao =0,
A=-7- % + \/m,
SN >
A3 =-27-¢,

which are associated with the following (unnormalized)
eigenmatrices

(B4)

is not diagonalizable but it can be written in a
Jordan form.

The presence of a Jordan form has strong consequences
for the long-time dynamics. Indeed, given a general initial
state

. a b
0= 12 ,): (B5)
the decay of the observables 67'¥ is given by
Tr[6%p(t)] = 2¢ ! (tw(Re[b] + Im[b]) + Re[b]) (B6)

Tr[6Yp(t)] = 2~ (tw(Re[b] + Im[b]) - Re[b]),

hence not exponential. However, we stress that the asymp-
totic decay rate is A3 for 6% (purely-exponential decay).
We also remark on the strong similarity between the be-
havior of A1 2 and that of the eigenvalues characterizing a
second-order phase transition. In both cases, a pair of two
complex-conjugate eigenvalues becomes real in proximity
to an exceptional point.

[1] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Statistical Physics (Perg-
amon Press, 1969).
[2] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions (Cambridge Uni-

versity Press, 2001).
[3] H. J. Carmichael, Statistical Methods in Quantum Op-
tics 1: Master Fquations and Fokker-Planck Equations,


https://archive.org/details/ost-physics-landaulifshitz-statisticalphysics
https://books.google.fr/books?id=Ih_E05N5TZQC
https://books.google.fr/books?id=5hv2CAAAQBAJ&dq=carmichael+Statistical+Methods+in+Quantum+Optics&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=5hv2CAAAQBAJ&dq=carmichael+Statistical+Methods+in+Quantum+Optics&source=gbs_navlinks_s

Physics and Astronomy Online Library (Springer, 1998).

[4] C. Gardiner and P. Zoller, Quantum Noise: A Handbook
of Markovian and Non-Markovian Quantum Stochastic
Methods with Applications to Quantum Optics, Springer
Series in Synergetics (Springer, 2004).

[5] S. Haroche and J. Raimond, Ezploring the Quantum:
Atoms, Cavities, and Photons, Oxford Graduate Texts
(OUP Oxford, 2006).

[6] U. Weiss, Quantum Dissipative Systems (World Scientific,
Singapore, 2008).

[7] A. J. Daley, Advances in Physics 63, 77 (2014).

[8] B. Schmittmann and R. K. P. Zia, Statistical Mechanics
of Driven Diffusive Systems, vol. 17: Phase Transitions
and Critical Phenomena, edited by C. Domb and J. L.
Lebowitz (Academic Press, London, 1995).

[9] J. Toner and Y. Tu, Phys. Rev. E 58, 4828 (1998).

[10] N. D. Mermin and H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 17, 1133
(1966).

[11] T. E. Lee, S. Gopalakrishnan, and M. D. Lukin, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 110, 257204 (2013).

[12] J. Jin, A. Biella, O. Viyuela, L. Mazza, J. Keeling,
R. Fazio, and D. Rossini, Phys. Rev. X 6, 031011 (2016).

[13] A. A. Houck, H. E. Tureci, and J. Koch, Nat Phys 8, 292
(2012).

[14] M. Fitzpatrick, N. M. Sundaresan, A. C. Y. Li, J. Koch,
and A. A. Houck, Phys. Rev. X 7, 011016 (2017).

[15] M. Miiller, S. Diehl, G. Pupillo, and P. Zoller, Adv. At.
Mol. Opt. Phys. 61, 1 (2012).

[16] H. Bernien, S. Schwartz, A. Keesling, H. Levine, A. Om-
ran, H. Pichler, S. Choi, A. S. Zibrov, M. Endres,
M. Greiner, V. Vuleti¢, and M. D. Lukin, Nature 551,
579 EP (2017).

[17] M. Aspelmeyer, T. J. Kippenberg, and F. Marquardt,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 1391 (2014).

[18] E. Gil-Santos, M. Labousse, C. Baker, A. Goetschy,
W. Hease, C. Gomez, A. Lemaitre, G. Leo, C. Ciuti,
and I. Favero, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 063605 (2017).

[19] J. Kasprzak, M. Richard, S. Kundermann, A. Baas,
P. Jeambrun, J. M. J. Keeling, F. M. Marchetti, M. H.
Szymanska, R. Andre, J. L. Staehli, V. Savona, P. B.
Littlewood, B. Deveaud, and L. S. Dang, Nature 443,
409 (2006).

[20] L. Carusotto and C. Ciuti, Rev. Mod. Phys. 85, 299 (2013).

[21] E. M. Kessler, G. Giedke, A. Imamoglu, S. F. Yelin, M. D.
Lukin, and J. I. Cirac, Phys. Rev. A 86, 012116 (2012).

[22] S. Diehl, A. Micheli, A. Kantian, B. Kraus, H. P. Biichler,
and P. Zoller, Nat. Phys. 4, 878 (2008).

[23] F. Verstraete, M. M. Wolf, and J. I. Cirac, Nat. Phys. 5,
633 (2009).

[24] H. J. Carmichael, Phys. Rev. X 5, 031028 (2015).

[25] H. Weimer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 040402 (2015).

[26] M. Benito, C. Sdnchez Muifioz, and C. Navarrete-Benlloch,
Phys. Rev. A 93, 023846 (2016).

[27] J. J. Mendoza-Arenas, S. R. Clark, S. Felicetti, G. Romero,
E. Solano, D. G. Angelakis, and D. Jaksch, Phys. Rev.
A 93, 023821 (2016).

[28] W. Casteels, F. Storme, A. Le Boité, and C. Ciuti, Phys.
Rev. A 93, 033824 (2016).

[29] N. Bartolo, F. Minganti, W. Casteels, and C. Ciuti, Phys.
Rev. A 94, 033841 (2016).

[30] W. Casteels and C. Ciuti, Phys. Rev. A 95, 013812 (2017).

[31] W. Casteels, R. Fazio, and C. Ciuti, Phys. Rev. A 95,
012128 (2017).

[32] M. Foss-Feig, P. Niroula, J. T. Young, M. Hafezi, A. V.

13

Gorshkov, R. M. Wilson, and M. F. Maghrebi, Phys. Rev.
A 95, 043826 (2017).

[33] M. Biondi, G. Blatter, H. E. Tiireci, and S. Schmidt,
Phys. Rev. A 96, 043809 (2017).

[34] A. Biella, F. Storme, J. Lebreuilly, D. Rossini, R. Fazio,
I. Carusotto, and C. Ciuti, Phys. Rev. A 96, 023839
(2017).

[35] V. Savona, Phys. Rev. A 96, 033826 (2017).

[36] C. Sdnchez Mufioz, A. Lara, J. Puebla, and F. Nori,
(2018), arXiv:1802.01306.

[37] L. M. Sieberer, S. D. Huber, E. Altman, and S. Diehl,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 195301 (2013).

[38] L. M. Sieberer, S. D. Huber, E. Altman, and S. Diehl,
Phys. Rev. B 89, 134310 (2014).

[39] E. Altman, L. M. Sieberer, L. Chen, S. Diehl, and
J. Toner, Phys. Rev. X 5, 011017 (2015).

[40] T. E. Lee, H. Héaffner, and M. C. Cross, Phys. Rev. A
84, 031402 (2011).

[41] C. Chan, T. E. Lee, and S. Gopalakrishnan, Phys. Rev.
A 91, 051601 (2015).

[42] M. F. Maghrebi and A. V. Gorshkov, Phys. Rev. B 93,
014307 (2016).

[43] R. Rota, F. Storme, N. Bartolo, R. Fazio, and C. Ciuti,
Phys. Rev. B 95, 134431 (2017).

[44] V. R. Overbeck, M. F. Maghrebi, A. V. Gorshkov, and
H. Weimer, Phys. Rev. A 95, 042133 (2017).

[45] D. R., S. Diehl, and M. Buchhold,
arXiv:1803.08514.

[46] E. G. Dalla Torre, E. Demler, T. Giamarchi, and E. Alt-
man, Phys. Rev. B 85, 184302 (2012).

[47] J. Marino and S. Diehl, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 070407
(2016).

[48] F. Vicentini, F. Minganti, R. Rota, G. Orso, and C. Ciuti,
Phys. Rev. A 97, 013853 (2018).

[49] R. Rota, F. Minganti, A. Biella,
Journal of Physics (2018).

[50] J. M. Fink, A. Dombi, A. Vukics, A. Wallraff, and
P. Domokos, Phys. Rev. X 7, 011012 (2017).

[61] S. R. K. Rodriguez, W. Casteels, F. Storme, N. Car-
lon Zambon, I. Sagnes, L. Le Gratiet, E. Galopin,
A. Lemaitre, A. Amo, C. Ciuti, and J. Bloch, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 118, 247402 (2017).

[62] T. Fink, A. Schade, S. Hofling, C. Schneider, and
A. Imamoglu, Nature Physics 14, 365 (2018).

[63] R. Gutiérrez-Jiuregui and H. J. Carmichael, Phys. Rev.
A 98, 023804 (2018).

[64] P. D. Drummond and D. F. Walls, Journal of Physics A:
Mathematical and General 13, 725 (1980).

[65] F. Minganti, N. Bartolo, J. Lolli, W. Casteels, and
C. Ciuti, Sci. Rep. 6, 26987 (2016).

[66] N. Bartolo, F. Minganti, J. Lolli, and C. Ciuti, Eur. Phys.
J. Spec. Top. 226, 2705 (2017).

[67] H. Breuer and F. Petruccione, The Theory of Open Quan-
tum Systems (OUP Oxford, 2007).

[58] A. Rivas and S. F. Huelga, Open Quantum Systems: An
Introduction, SpringerBriefs in Physics (Springer Berlin
Heidelberg, 2011).

[59] V. V. Albert and L. Jiang, Phys. Rev. A 89, 022118
(2014).

[60] D. Nigro, “On the uniqueness of the steady-state solution
of the lindblad-gorini-kossakowski-sudarshan equation,”
(2018), arXiv:1803.06279.

[61] The steady-state density matrix pss is thus proportional

(2018),

and C. Ciuti, New


https://books.google.fr/books?id=a_xsT8oGhdgC&dq=quantum+noise&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=a_xsT8oGhdgC&dq=quantum+noise&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=a_xsT8oGhdgC&dq=quantum+noise&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=ynwSDAAAQBAJ&dq=exploring+the+quantum&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=ynwSDAAAQBAJ&dq=exploring+the+quantum&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=mGVhDQAAQBAJ&dq=quantum+dissipative+systems&source=gbs_navlinks_s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2014.933502
https://books.google.fr/books/about/Statistical_Mechanics_of_Driven_Diffusiv.html?id=BXcmAAAAMAAJ&redir_esc=y
https://books.google.fr/books/about/Statistical_Mechanics_of_Driven_Diffusiv.html?id=BXcmAAAAMAAJ&redir_esc=y
https://books.google.fr/books/about/Statistical_Mechanics_of_Driven_Diffusiv.html?id=BXcmAAAAMAAJ&redir_esc=y
https://journals.aps.org/pre/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevE.58.4828
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133
https://journals.aps.org/prl/abstract/10.1103/PhysRevLett.17.1133
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.257204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.257204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.6.031011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys2251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.011016
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780123964823000016
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780123964823000016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature24622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature24622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.86.1391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.063605
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05131
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.85.299
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.86.012116
http://www.nature.com/articles/nphys1073
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys1342
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys1342
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.040402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.023846
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.023821
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.93.023821
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.033824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.93.033824
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.033841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.033841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.013812
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.012128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.012128
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.95.043826
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.95.043826
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.043809
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.023839
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.023839
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.033826
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1802.01306
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.195301
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.89.134310
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.5.011017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.031402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.031402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.051601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.051601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.014307
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.014307
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.95.134431
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.95.042133
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1803.08514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.070407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.070407
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevA.97.013853
http://iopscience.iop.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aab703
http://iopscience.iop.org/10.1088/1367-2630/aab703
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevX.7.011012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.247402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.247402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41567-017-0020-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.023804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.023804
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/13/2/034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/13/2/034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep26987
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjst/e2016-60385-8
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1140/epjst/e2016-60385-8
https://books.google.fr/books?id=0Yx5VzaMYm8C&dq=theory+of+open+quantum+sys&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=0Yx5VzaMYm8C&dq=theory+of+open+quantum+sys&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=FGCuYsIZAA0C&dq=Huelga+Rivas&source=gbs_navlinks_s
https://books.google.fr/books?id=FGCuYsIZAA0C&dq=Huelga+Rivas&source=gbs_navlinks_s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022118
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.89.022118
http://arxiv.org/abs/arXiv:1803.06279

to the eigenstate of £ whose eigenvalue is zero, since pss
must satisfy Tr[pss] = 1, which may not correspond to a
state with norm one.

[62] K. Macieszczak, M. Gutd, I. Lesanovsky, and J. P. Gar-
rahan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 240404 (2016).

[63] The algebraic multiplicity of A is defined as the number
of times A appears as a root of the characteristic equa-
tion. The geometric multiplicity, instead, is the maximum
number of linearly independent eigenvectors associated
with .

[64] T. Kato, Perturbation theory for linear operators, Classics
in Mathematics (Springer, 1995).

[65] B. Horstmann, J. I. Cirac, and G. Giedke, Phys. Rev. A
87, 012108 (2013).

[66] Suppose that for ¢ =~ (., Im[A:1(¢)] # 0. In virtue of
Lemma 3, also A2(¢) = AJ(¢) belongs to the spectrum
of £. If, in the thermodynamic limit, Im[A:({)] goes
to zero only at ¢ = (., so does Im[A2(¢)]. This would
result in having three zeros in the Liouvillian spectrum
at ¢ = (.. This is in contrast with the present theory of
first-order dissipative phase transitions, which predicts a
double degeneracy. Hence, the imaginary part of A1 must
be zero in a finite domain around (..

14

[67] B. Baumgartner and H. N.; Journal of Physics A: Mathe-
matical and Theoretical 41, 395303 (2008).

[68] A. Nagy and V. Savona, Phys. Rev. A 97, 052129 (2018).

[69] A. Biella, J. Jin, O. Viyuela, C. Ciuti, R. Fazio, and
D. Rossini, Phys. Rev. B 97, 035103 (2018).

[70] M. Biondi, S. Lienhard, G. Blatter, H. E. Tiireci, and
S. Schmidt, New Journal of Physics 19, 125016 (2017).

[71] S. Finazzi, A. Le Boité, F. Storme, A. Baksic, and
C. Ciuti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 080604 (2015).

[72] A. Kshetrimayum, H. Weimer, and R. Ortas, Nature
Communications 8, 1291 (2017).

[73] G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 070201 (2007).

[74] M. Zwolak and G. Vidal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 207205
(2004).

[75] A. Le Boité, G. Orso, and C. Ciuti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110,
233601 (2013).

[76] A. Leuch, L. Papariello, O. Zilberberg, C. L. Degen,
R. Chitra, and A. Eichler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 214101
(2016).

[77] J. Cui, J. L. Cirac, and M. C. Bafiuls, Phys. Rev. Lett.
114, 220601 (2015).

[78] M. S. Sarandy and D. A. Lidar, Phys. Rev. A 71, 012331
(2005).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.240404
https://books.google.fr/books?id=k-7nCAAAQBAJ&dq=Tosio+kato&source=gbs_navlinks_s
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.012108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.87.012108
http://stacks.iop.org/1751-8121/41/i=39/a=395303
http://stacks.iop.org/1751-8121/41/i=39/a=395303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.052129
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.035103
http://stacks.iop.org/1367-2630/19/i=12/a=125016
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.080604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01511-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01511-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.070201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.233601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.233601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.214101
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.214101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.220601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.220601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.012331
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.71.012331

	Spectral theory of Liouvillians for dissipative phase transitions
	Abstract
	I Introduction and motivations
	II Theoretical framework
	A Spectral properties of Liouvillian superoperators
	B Spectral decomposition of density matrices
	1 The case of a real Liouvillian eigenvalue i
	2 The case of a complex Liouvillian eigenvalue i

	C Definition of dissipative phase transitions

	III First order Phase transition
	IV Second order phase transitions with symmetry breaking
	1 Z2 symmetry 
	2 Zn symmetry 


	V Applications to specific models
	A The driven-dissipative Kerr resonator
	B The driven-dissipative resonator with two-photon pumping

	VI Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	A Proofs
	1 Remarks on the Liouvillian diagonalisability
	2 Proofs of the Lemmas in IIA
	3 Vanishing of 1 associated to a first-order phase transition

	B Nonexponential decays and Jordan blocks
	 References


