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The existence of bistability in quantum optical systems remains a intensely debated open ques-
tion beyond the mean-field approximation. Quantum fluctuations are finite-size corrections to the
mean-field approximation used because the full exact solution is unobtainable. Usually, quantum
fluctuations destroy the bistability present on the mean-field level. Here, by identifying and using
exact modulated semi-local dynamical symmetries in a certain quantum optical models of driven-
dissipative fermionic chains we exactly prove bistability in precisely the quantum fluctuations. Sur-
prisingly, rather than destroying bistability, the quantum fluctuations themselves exhibit bistability,
even though it is absent on the mean-field level for our systems. Moreover, the models studied
acquire additional thermodynamic dynamical symmetries that imply persistent periodic oscillations
in the quantum fluctuations, constituting pseudo-variants of boundary time crystals. Physically,
these emergent operators correspond to finite-frequency and finite-momentum semi-local Goldstone
modes. Our work therefore provides to the best of our knowledge the first example of a provably
bistable quantum optical system.

I. INTRODUCTION

Bistability in driven-dissipative models usually means
the presence of two possible stationary states of the
system that can be distinguished by local observable
measurements. Although on the level of the mean-
field approximation it can be easily established whether
or not it exists, its actual existence, in particular in
low-dimensional strongly interacting systems, remains
quite controversial with both theoretical and experimen-
tal work reporting differing conclusions [1–20]. The ex-
isting approaches usually rely on sophisticated theoret-
ical techniques for including perturbations of finite-size
corrections to the mean-field or large scale efficient nu-
merical simulations such as t-DMRG [8] or projected en-
tangled pair states (PEPS) [16]. The general lore in the
literature is that the lower dimension - the more likely
it is that the full quantum fluctuations (finite-system
size corrections) will destroy the bistability and restore
the generic unique stationary state of the model [21–24].
However, in general, the question remains unsettled in
any dimension (see e.g. [16] for an advanced numeri-
cal study in two-dimensions). Therefore, exact results
on this controversial problem are desirable for under-
standing self-organization in non-equilibrium quantum
systems.

In this paper we show a lower bound on the bistable
finite-size fluctuations for a class of realistic driven-
dissipative fermionic lattice models at certain driving val-
ues. Remarkably, in contrast to other potentially bistable
models e.g. [21], here, rather than being detrimental,
quantum fluctuations are essential for bistability.
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Our approach is based on identifying a novel modu-
lated [25] spectrum generating algebra (SGA) [26], which
is semi-local and fermionic. Because standard dynami-
cal symmetries [27] are extensive and local SGA [28, 29]
and the SGA here is extensive and semi-local, we call
it a semi-local [30] dynamical symmetry. This dynam-
ical symmetry, being fermionic, cannot be relegated to
a non-Abelian symmetry, unlike previously known cases
based on closed algebras settling the question of whether
such operator relations are possible [31]. Later, for sake
of simplicity, we specialize the general dissipative-driven
fermionic model to a quadratic model and show that
these models have an infinite set of emergent (thermo-
dynamic) super-extensive raising operators that we call
super-extensive dynamical symmetries and provide evi-
dence that the total effect of all these operators is that the
model displays very slow finite-size decay due to the pres-
ence of strong symmetries [32], which guarantee degen-
erate stationary states (null space of Liouvillian). These
have attracted lots of interest mainly due to their util-
ity for quantum information storage (e.g. [33–44]). Even
though, in general, they are not necessary for the exis-
tence of bistability because degenerate stationary states
may emerge in the thermodynamic limit only (without
a strong symmetry), nor are they sufficient because all
of the degenerate stationary states implied by the strong
symmetries may have the same expectation values for lo-
cal observables. However, in our case strong symmetries
do guarantee bistability in local observables.

There are two recently introduced concepts, dissipa-
tive time crystals [27, 45–58], which are systems that
have persistent oscillations induced by the dissipation,
and boundary time crystals [59–63], which have persis-
tent oscillations in the thermodynamic limit only (cf. dis-
crete, driven versions of time crystals under dissipation
[64–70] and other non-stationary phenomena beyond ob-
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servables e.g. [71–86]). As the oscillations in our model
are persistent in the thermodynamic limit, the model
may be understood as a boundary time pseudo-crystal,
with pseudo- implying that the oscillations amplitude de-
cays with the system size for initial states with low en-
tanglement, similarly to long-range order in a pseudo-
condensate [87].

II. ORGANIZATION OF THE PAPER

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. III we intro-
duce the model which is an extension of a 1D Kitaev
chain including pair-particle interactions. This model
is related to quantum optical setups that are used to
study bistability. There we introduce the strong dynam-
ical symmetries of the conserved dynamics emerging as
modulated non-local and semi-local fermionic and spin
operators, respectively. Later, we generalize the results
of closed system dynamics to explore new phases such as
multi-stability and dissipative time crystalline phase that
can be established in the open quantum system subject
to some Hermitian jump operators. In Sec. IV we study
the dynamical symmetries of such model in the most gen-
eral form and in the thermodynamic limit, find a lower
limit for the finite-size scaling in the system, and high-
lighting its relation to the well-known Goldstone modes.
Section V presents relevant numerical results of the non-
interacting case showcasing the aforementioned phases
via exact calculation of the Liouvillian spectrum and the
dynamical evaluations of the correlations. Furthermore,
we examine the finite-size scaling in such systems which
supports the theoretical predictions of the previous sec-
tions. Finally, we conclude the paper in Sec. VI and
discuss some future directions that can be pursued based
on the results presented in this work.

III. THE MODEL AND SEMI-LOCAL
DYNAMICAL SYMMETRIES

Consider the following interacting Kitaev chain
model [88],

H = − 1
2

∑N
i=1

(
wc†i ci+1 + w∗c†i+1ci

)
+ ∆cici+1 + ∆∗c†i+1c

†
i

+ µ
∑
i

(
ni − 1

2

)
+
∑
m,K Vm,K

∏K
m(cm + c†m), (1)

with c†j and cj being the (Dirac) fermionic creation and
annihilation operator, w is the hopping amplitude, ∆ is
the p-wave pairing correlation, µ is the on-site chemical
potential, K is an even integer, and V is a novel interact-
ing (beyond-quadratic) term we here propose to model
strong pairing correlations. The number operators are

nj = c†jcj and the chain is subject to the periodic bound-
ary condition, i.e. cN+1 = c1. Here we will set µ = 0 and
discuss generalizations in the next section.

This model is commonly mapped onto a spin-1/2 trans-
verse field Ising model at V = 0 [89]. Note that the model
we consider here is not mappable to integrable XYZ spin
chains or non-interacting models in contrast to other in-
teresting results [90, 91].

We first note that the following modulated operator at
momentum k = π/2,

A0 =

N∑
x=1

exp(i
π

2
x)(cx + c†x), (2)

satisfies [H(k), A0(π/2)] = ω0A0(π/2) with ω0 = i∆ pro-
vided that ∆ is purely imaginary [92] and mod (N, 4) = 0.
A0 is local in the fermionic basis, hence it is a fermionic
dynamical symmetry of the model. It immediately im-
plies that observables that have non-zero overlap with
it can persistently oscillate [31]. We note that complex
values of ∆ may be physically obtained with e.g. con-
stant phase gradients [93] or laser coupling as recently
employed in the simulation of a bosonic ladder [94].

We now define mj = 1
21 − nj , the parity operator

Pj,k =
∏k
q=jmq, and bx = P1,x−1cxPx,N .

Then a related non-local operator,

A =

N∑
x=1

exp(i
π

2
x)(bx + b†x), (3)

likewise satisfies [H(k), A(π/2)] = ωA(π/2) with ω = i∆,
also at momentum k = π/2.

Here, for reasons that will become apparent, we con-
sider the standard Wigner-Jordan mapping [95],

P̃j,k =

k∏
x=j

σzx ,

cj = P̃1,j−1σ
−
j . (4)

Following the mapping in (4), operator A gets trans-
formed to a semi-local dynamical symmetry in the spin
basis, i.e. its densities commute only with operators on
one side,

Ã =

N∑
j=1

exp(i
π

2
j)σxj P̃j+1,N . (5)

Such semi-local symmetry operators have been studied
recently in the context of generalized hydrodynamic cor-
rections in quadratic and integrable models where their
existence was associated with the topological nature of
the models [30]. These new kinds of dynamical sym-
metries should be distinguished from both local exten-
sive [28, 96–98] and strictly local ones [99–101] Topology
likely plays a role in our model as it is intimately re-
lated to the Kitaev chain. We emphasize, that in the
model studied here there is no obvious transformation
that would allow mapping the semi-local dynamical sym-
metry into a semi-local non-Abelian symmetry while pre-
serving the spatial locality of H.
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The operators A and A† satisfy fermionic anti-
commutation relations {A,A†} = 1 and they are nilpo-
tent A2 = 0. It will be convenient to define Majorana
fermions,

γ2j−1 = cj + c†j γ2j = i(cj − c†j). (6)

These fulfill the following anti-commutation relations,

{γj , γm} = 2δjm . (7)

The Hilbert-Schmidt inner product on the space of op-
erators is defined as 〈〈A|B〉〉 = tr(A†B), with a corre-
sponding norm that we will use.

The existence of A immediately implies the existence
of a super-extensive (quadratic) charge Q = A†A, i.e.
whose norm can be easily shown to grow as ∝ N2. In
the Majorana basis it may be written as,

Q = i(

N∑
j=1

ij−1γ2j)(

N/2∑
j=1

(−1)jγ4j) . (8)

This Hermitian operator defines a symmetry S = eiQ as
[H,S] = 0 with two eigenvalues of ±1. The existence
of Q immediately implies memory of the initial state
that decays as 1/N2 in local observables as quantified
by infinite temperature auto-correlation functions via the
Mazur bound.

However, here we will study a dissipative model with
an incoherent Markovian driving modeled by a Lindblad
master equation,

dρ

dt
= L̂[ρ]. (9)

Here L̂ is a quantum Liouvillian of the form

L̂[ρ] = −i[H, ρ] +
∑
µ

(
2LµρL

†
µ − {L†µLµ, ρ}

)
, (10)

and the Lindblad jump operators are local incoherent

dissipative driving terms of the form Lj =
√

Γ(c†j + cj) =√
Γγ2j−1. The quadratic version of this model (Vm,K =

0) has been precisely studied for its topological properties
[102].

In order to solve the dynamics of ρ(t) it is useful to

diagonalize L̂. Define λk to be the eigenvalues of L̂ and
ρk, σk to be the corresponding right and left eigenopera-
tors respectively,

L̂[ρk] = λkρk, L̂†[σk] = λ∗kσk,

〈〈σk|ρk′〉〉 = δk,k′ .
(11)

Due to the semi-group properties of the Lindblad master
equation all the eigenmodes are either stable or decaying,
i.e. Re(λk) ≤ 0. They further always appear in complex
conjugate pairs {λk, λ∗k}. Since the jump operators Lµ
are Hermitian in our model, the Lindblad equation is

unital, and the identity matrix is a stationary state ρ0 =
1.

We are interested in the dynamics of observables O(t)
when we initalize the system in ρ(0). Formally, the solu-
tion is

〈O〉(t) =
∑
k

etλk〈〈O|ρk〉〉〈〈σk|ρ(0)〉〉 . (12)

Purely imaginary eigenvalues are therefore necessary but
not sufficient for persistent oscillations in physical ob-
servables due to possibly vanishing overlap with local
observables, or initial states, or the presence of dense
and incommensurate purely imaginary eigevalues (eigen-
frequencies) λk in the sum.

As may be explicitly checked, the semi-local dynamical
symmetry satisfies [A,Lµ] = [A†, Lµ] = 0, ∀µ implying
that it is a strong dynamical symmetry of the dissipative
model [103, 104]. This implies that the Lindblad master
equation of the model has purely imaginary eigenvalues
λ±1 = ±∆, for pure imaginary ∆. Likewise, S is a strong
symmetry [32, 105], which in turn implies that the non-
equilibrium stationary state λ0 = 0 is degenerate with at
least dimension 2 coming from the two distinct eigenval-
ues of S.

It is known that since the model is unital, A is a strong
dynamical symmetry and satisfies the fermionic canonical
anticommuntation relations, that ρ1 = A†, ρ−1 = A, and
the bi-orthogonal eigenmode in stationary state manifold
is ρ′0 = 1

2 − AA
† with eigenvalues λ±1 = ∆ and λ0 = 0.

Likewise, due to unitality the left and right eigenmodes

are each others conjugate transposes σ∓1 = ρ†±1.
It is obvious that the presence of purely imaginary

eigenvalues is not present in any local observable O be-
cause non-local ρ±1 do not have overlap with such observ-
ables. However, ρ′0 does have overlap, but the overlap of
the corresponding left eigenmode σ′0 with the initial state
ρ(0) scales as 1/N for low-entangled initial states. This
means that we may estimate in the long time limit for a
local observable O,

O(t→∞) ∝ 〈〈O|ρ′0〉〉〈〈σ′0|ρ(0)〉〉 ∝ 1/N, (13)

assuming, again low enough entanglement for ρ(0), i.e.
clustering of correlations (e.g. for product states) (note
that we assume tr(Oρ0) = trO = 0 for simplicity). Thus,
the bistability of the model is visible in local observables
only in the quantum fluctuations, i.e. as a finite-size ef-
fect 1/N beyond mean-field. The decay with system size
will be also dictated by the overlap of the left stationary
state with the initial state.

Moreover, additional (dynamical) may emerge in the
thermodynamic limit that will slow down the decay with
the system size. We will study this in the next sections.

IV. EMERGENT SEMI-LOCAL DYNAMICAL
SYMMETRIES IN THE THERMODYNAMIC

LIMIT
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The origin of these semi-local dynamical symmetries
may be understood by studying the quadratic version
of the model in (1) in the non-interacting limit, i.e.
H0 = H(Vm,K = 0). The model is then the standard Ki-
taev pairing Hamiltonian that can be diagonalized with
a Fourier transform followed by a Bogoliubov transfor-
mation. We obtain (up to an irrelevant shift),

H0 =
∑
k

Ekd
†(k)d(k), (14)

with the lowering operators of,

d(k) = ukc(k) + vkc
†(−k) ,

c(k) =
e−i

π
4

√
N

N∑
j=1

e−ikjcj , (15)

with c(k) being the Fourier transform of the fermion an-
nihilation operator at momentum k and d(k) being their
Bogoliubov transformation where the (not-normalized)
coefficients are defined as

uk = −
i∆ sin(k)

√
Ek − w cos(k)− µ√

2 |∆ sin(k)|
√
Ek

,

vk =
i(Ek + w cos(k) + µ)

∆ sin(k)
uk, (16)

and the energy is,

Ek =

√
|∆ sin(k)|2 + (w cos(k) + µ)2 . (17)

The momentum is restricted to the first Brillouin zone
k = 2π

N m, m = −N2 + 1, . . . , N2 − 1, N2 .
If for some κ, uκ = −vκ, we have up to a multiplicative

constant,

dκ =

N∑
j=1

e−iκjγ2j . (18)

Solving uk = −vk using (16) for purely imaginary ∆ gives
κ = cos−1(− µ

w ), which is a real momentum for |µ| < |w|,
coinciding with the topological phase of the Kitaev chain.
Since the interaction terms in H contain only products
of γ2j−1, following the Majorana anti-commutation rela-
tions (7), the interaction term commutes with dκ in (18).
From this it directly follows that,

[H, dκ] = −Eκdκ, (19)

where Eκ =

∣∣∣∣∆√1− µ2

w2

∣∣∣∣.
Thus dκ is a modulated fermionic dynamical symmetry

of the model. However, for general µ,w the dynamical
symmetries exist only in the thermodynamic limit as for
finite systems there is no solution for κ for general µ,w.
In other words, they are emergent for systems that are
large enough to have a continuum of momenta k in the

1st B.Z. Hence, these dynamical symmetries are thermo-
dynamically emergent. For µ = 0 we get the original (2)
from the previous section, obtained at κ = π/2, which is
a valid solution provided that mod (N, 4) = 0.

We now note some useful identities. The Hamilto-
nian is parity-symmetric, i.e. [H0, P1,N ] = 0, and the
Lindblad jump operators are parity-antisymmetric, i.e.
{Lµ, P1,N} = 0 and furthermore satisfy {Lµ, dκ} = 0,
as are the Majorana fermions in general {γj , P1,N} =
0. From this it follows directly that [H0, P1,Ndκ] =
−EκP1,Ndκ and [Lµ, P1,Ndκ] = 0 hence, Aκ = P1,Ndκ
is a non-local strong dynamical symmetry.

Expanding for small ε around κ ± ε we have
[Lµ, P1,Ndκ±ε] = O(ε). As k ∝ 1/N , this implies that
the dissipative gap (the real part of the eigenvalues of
the Liouvillian) closes as ∝ 1/N into the same purely
imaginary eigenvalues as the finite size Liouvillian. They
are hence metastable [106–108]. We will confirm this in
the next section in a concrete example. The closing of
the Liouvillian gap is associated with algebraic (in time)
relaxation of the dynamics, but as we will see in the next
section, it can also lead to larger quantum fluctuations
(i.e. slower decay of bistability with N). They are es-
sentially similar to Goldstone modes, except they exist
at finite frequency and momentum. Their presence leads
to a different behaviour than the standard power-law (in
time) decay of bistability and oscillations that are usually
studied for closing Liouvillian gaps [109–111]

It is important to note that, even though A2
κ = 0,

Aκ+εAκ 6= 0 and thus these operators do have overlap
with local operators (this follows from P 2

1,N = 1). This
will lead to boundary pseudo-time crystal behavior in
local observables, as we will study in the next section.

V. RESULTS

From now on, for sake of simplicity, we will focus on
the quadratic model, noting that the general conclusion,
according to the discussion in the previous sections, holds
for the interacting models, as well.

To check the existence of the pure imaginary eigen-
values λk and find the multiplicity of the null space,
we employ the third quantization method for calculat-
ing the Liouvillian spectrum for N -fermion chains where
mod (N, 4) = 0 subject to the periodic boundary con-
ditions, as described in Sec. III. As the conserved dy-
namics is quadratic and the jump operators are linear in
fermionic basis the Liouville super-operator (L) can be
diagonalized in terms of 2N normal master modes act-
ing on the Fock states of density operators [112]. The
eigenvalues of the super-operator (λk) can be obtained
directly from the spectrum of the shape matrix, aka ra-
pidities (βi) as

λ~v = −2

2N∑
i=1

βivi , (20)
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FIG. 1. Liouvillian spectrum of non-interacting Kitaev chain for different chain length (a) N=4, (b) N = 12, and (c) N = 100
subject to periodic boundary conditions. In all cases µ = 0, w = 1,∆ = i, and red (green) dots show the pure imaginary (zero)
eigenvalues.

FIG. 2. Time evolution of |〈ĉ1ĉ2〉 | showcasing the multi-stability for two randomized initial state and oscillatory behavior for
(a) N=4, (b) N = 12, and (c) N = 100 subject to periodic boundary conditions.

where ~v is a 2N -long binary string.
The whole Liouvillian spectrum therefore, can be ex-

actly calculated by considering all ~v within (1, 4N ). Due
to the linear growth of the shape matrix with N , in op-
posed to an exponential one, one can obtain detailed
information about L without being limited to small N
chains hence, an equal treatment of the finite-sized sys-
tems and larger one approaching the thermodynamic
limit (cf. Appendix A for further details).

Figure 1(a)-(c) shows the Liouvillian spectrum (λk)
of non-interacting Kitaev model in (1) for µ = 0, w =
1,∆ = i at different chain lengths of N = 4, 12, and 100,
respectively. For cases (b) and (c) the spetrum is zoomed

in closed to the imaginary axis to highlight the slowly-
varying modes. The red dots show the pure imaginary
eigenvalues at λ± = ±2i, and the green dot corresponds
to the degenerate NESS at λ0 = 0.

To examine the multi-stability and the long-time be-
havior of the system we looked at the two-point correla-
tions and their time evolution. As the whole dynamics,
including both the conservative and the dissipative part,
is quadratic the state is Gaussian hence its first and sec-
ond moments (two-point correlation functions) are suffi-
cient to describe the system, fully. Using the Heisenberg
picture we can derive the following equations of motion
for the two-point correlation functions

d

dt
〈cmcn〉 = i

(
w 〈cm+1cn〉+ w 〈cmcn+1〉+ w∗ 〈cm−1cn〉+ w∗ 〈cmcn−1〉+ 2µ 〈cmcn〉 −∆∗ 〈cnc†m+1〉+ ∆∗ 〈cnc†m−1〉

)
(21)

+ i
(

∆∗ 〈cmc†n+1〉 −∆∗ 〈cmc†n−1〉
)

+ 2
∑
k

γk

((
ck + c†k

)
(cmδnk − cnδmk)

)
,
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d

dt
〈c†mcn〉 = i

(
−w 〈c†m−1cn〉+ w 〈c†mcn+1〉 − w∗ 〈c†m+1cn〉+ w∗ 〈c†mcn−1〉+ ∆ 〈cm−1cn〉 −∆ 〈cm+1cn〉

)
(22)

+ i
(
−∆∗ 〈c†mc

†
n−1〉+ ∆∗ 〈c†n+1c

†
m〉
)

+ 2
∑
k

γk

((
cnδmk − c†mδnk

) (
ck + c†k

))
.

chain length (N)

|<
c 1c 2>|

101 102

10-1

10-2

FIG. 3. Local observable scaling vs. the chain length N when
the initial correlation in all cases is the same as 〈ĉiĉj〉 = 1 + i

and 〈ĉiĉ†i 〉 = 0. The dots are the results of the moments
equations of motion integration, the dashed line is guide to
the eye, and the red line is N−1 scaling for comparison.

As can be seen correlations make a closed set of coupled
non-linear equations that can be numerically solved for
different randomized initial states.

The time evolution of a local two-point correlation
(〈ĉ1ĉ2〉) of such chains is presented in Fig. 2 showcas-
ing the emergence of both non-stationary steady states,
aka dissipative time crystal, and the multistability. Since
the long-time solutions in the multistable region depend
on the initial state (cf. Eq. 12), the correlations equa-
tions of motion for the quadratic model are evolved for
randomized initial states, two of them shown as red and
blue lines in each panel.

To examine the scaling of the local observable with the
system size (N) in Fig. 3 we plot the long-time value of
〈ĉ1ĉ2〉 as a function of the chain length.

The dots show the results of the numerical calcu-
lations when the initial correlations are chosen to be
〈ĉnĉm〉 = 1 + i and 〈ĉnĉ†n〉 = 0, i.e. having one par-
ticle on each site. As can be seen the correlation for
smaller system sizes follows a power law behavior decay-
ing as N−1 (red line in Fig. 3) consistent with the lower
bound prediction of Sec. III. For larger N more semi-local
dynamical symmetries (semi-local finite frequency Gold-
stone modes) start emerging and the decay with N slows,

consistent with the results of Sec. IV. More specifically,

〈O〉(t→∞) =
∑
k

et(iωk+O(1/N))〈〈O|ρk〉〉〈〈σk|ρ(0)〉〉 .

(23)
with ωk ∈ R and the complex decay rate goes down as
O(1/N)). This implies both multi-stability and the per-
sistent oscillations.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have shown that for large classes
of driven strongly interacting pairing models there exist
spectrum generating algebras that are semi-local in the
spin basis, which we therefore named semi-local dynam-
ical symmetries. Physically, they correspond to particle
excitations that are invisible to the interaction. They also
imply non-local (quadratic) conservation laws, which are
promoted to strong symmetries when the system is sub-
jected to pair dephasing. Being quadratic, these opera-
tors directly imply memory of the initial condition, i.e.
degenerate stationary states and bistability that decays
with system size. Remarkably, this means that, unlike
previously studied cases of bistability, here the bistabil-
ity is induced by the quantum fluctuations and in the
finite-size systems (beyond mean-field) rather than be-
ing destroyed by them.

The system in the thermodynamic limit obtains emer-
gent dynamical symmetries, which are finite-frequency
and finite-momentum quasi-particles dressing the origi-
nal dynamical symmetry excitations. Therefore, we call
these emergent dynamical symmetries semi-local finite
frequency and finite momentum Goldstone modes. For
the dissipative system they imply strong symmetries.
These Goldstone modes imply that, as we approach the
thermodynamic limit, decay times of oscillations in the
local observables diverge, but their amplitude goes to
zero at least for initial states that have low-enough entan-
glement. Hence the system is a boundary time pseudo-
crystal according to the thermodynamic requirements of
[59]. However, the oscillations are clean and periodic
both for the isolated (closed Lµ = 0) and dissipative
system, therefore our system is not a dissipative time
pseudo-crystal in the sense of the dissipative time crys-
tals introduced in [27], which would imply that dissipa-
tion is the one inducing periodic oscillations absent for
the isolated system.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first exact and
fully non-perturbative result on the long-debated prob-
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lem of bistability and multistability in driven-dissipative
many-body quantum systems. Although we studied pair-
ing fermionic models, the approach of thermodynam-
ically emergent dynamical symmetries implying quasi-
particles that are invisible to certain kinds of interactions
is general and can be applied to both bosonic and spin
systems. In future work, we plan to apply our approach
to many-body spin and bosonic systems where multi-
stability and persistent oscillations have been experimen-
tally observed in the thermodynamic limit. Exploring
the underlying connection between emergent collective
behaviors and topology in such systems with quantum

synchronization [103, 113–115] are other interesting di-
rections of the future studies. Importantly, our work pro-
vides an approach for proving presence of bistability in
more general and widely studied quantum optical setups.
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Appendix A: Shape Matrix, Rapidities, and
Liouvillian spectrum

As described in [112] the two parts of the super-

operator, i.e. the conserved dynamics L̂H and the non-
unitary parts L̂D has the following forms

LH = −i4
∑
j,k

ĉ†jHjk ĉk , (A1)

and

L+
D = 2

2N∑
j,k=1

N∑
µ=1

lµj l
∗
µk

(
2ĉ†j ĉ

†
k − ĉ

†
j ĉk − ĉ

†
k ĉj

)
, (A2)

where ĉi, ĉ
†
i are the super-operator (a-fermion) annihila-

tion and creation operators in the operator Fock space,
respectively. Here, we focus on the K+, i.e. the even
sup-space, only.

We define the 4N × 1-vector of a-fermionic operators
as

Ĉ =


ĉ1
· · ·
ĉ2N
ĉ†1
· · ·
ĉ†2N .

 (A3)

With this definition we can write the Liouville super-
operator L̂+ = L̂H + L̂+

D as

L̂+ = Ĉ†L+Ĉ = Ĉ†
(
L11 L12

0 L22

)
Ĉ , (A4)

To write the non-unitary parts easier, we define a matrix

with entries Mjk =
∑N
µ=1 lµj l

∗
µk hence, M = M† is a

Hermitian matrix.
Using these definitions we have

Ljk11 = −i2Hjk −Mjk −Mkj = −i2Hjk −Mjk −M
′

jk ,

Ljk12 = 4Mjk ,

Ljk22 = i2Hkj +Mkj +Mjk = −i2Hjk +M ′jk +Mjk .

(A5)

Considering the anti-symmetric properties of H, it be-

comes apparent that L11 = −L†22. Therefore, we have

L̂+ = Ĉ†
(
−L†22 L12

0 L22

)
Ĉ . (A6)

The shape matrix A defined in [112] is simply a rota-
tion of this matrix hence, the eigenvalues of A and L+

are the same. If ηi, i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , 2N} are the eigenval-
ues of L22 then the eigenvalues of L+ appear in pairs
as (ηi,−η∗i ). Also from the form of L22 it is clear that
the eigenvalues appear in complex conjugate pairs as
(γi, γ

∗
i ), i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , N}. Finally, one can conclude that

the spectrum of the shape matrix A appear in quadruple
of (ξ, ξ∗,−ξ,−ξ∗). The rapidities are defined as the sub-
set of the eigenvalues with positive real parts from which
the full spectrum of L+ can be obtained using (20). From
this spectrum it becomes evident if there are any kernels,
corresponding to multi-stability, or pure imaginary eigen-
values, corresponding to a non-stationary NESS.

1. Dispersion of a chain with periodic boundary
conditions

Let’s consider anN -long chain with periodic boundary
conditions (PBC), i.e. cm+N = cm. One can use the
following Fourier transformation to find the spectral form

c̃(k) =
1√
N

∑
m

e−imkcm , cm =
1√
N

∑
k

eimk c̃(k) .

(A7)
It is straightforward to see that the anti-commutator re-
lations of the Fourier series has the following form

{c̃(k), c̃(k′)} = 0 , {c̃(k), c̃†(k′)} = δmnδ(k − k′) . (A8)

Replacing each term by its Fourier transform, we get the
following spectral form

H̃(k) =
∑
k

−2|w|cos (k + φw)c̃†(k)c̃(k)− µ

2

(
c̃†(k)c̃(k)− c̃(k)c̃†(k)

)
(A9)

+ ∆e−ik c̃(k)c̃(−k) + ∆∗e−ik c̃†(k)c̃†(−k) (A10)

=
(
c̃†(k) c̃(−k)

)(−|w|cos (k + φw)− µ
2 i∆∗ sin k

−i∆ sin k |w|cos (−k + φw) + µ
2

)(
c̃(k)
c̃†(−k)

)
. (A11)

The choice of this spinor is useful since we can readily write the Fourier transform of Majorana fermions as a
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direct rotation

(
w̃o(k)
w̃e(k)

)
=

(
1 1
i −i

)(
c̃(k)
c̃†(−k)

)
, (A12)

where the o, e-superscripts refer to the odd and even Ma-
jorana fermions.

Substituting this back into the spectral Hamiltonian
we can re-write it in terms of the Majorana fermions as

Hw =
1

2

(
|w|sinφw sin k + Im(∆) sin k i

(
|w|cosφw cos k + µ

2

)
− Re(∆) sin k

−i
(
|w|cosφw cos k + µ

2

)
− Re(∆) sin k |w|sinφw sin k − Im(∆) sin k

)

If the jump operators are identical for all fermionic

sites as Lj =
√
g
(
cj + δc†j

)
, then M will read as follows

M =
g

4

(
|1 + δ|2 i

(
1− |δ|2

)
− 2Im(δ)

−i
(
1− |δ|2

)
− 2Im(δ) |1− δ|2

)
(A13)

Finally, we can use (A5) to determine the rapidities from
the eigenvalues of L22 = −i2H + M + M′. This leads to
the following dispersion relation for rapidies as β(k)

β(k) =
g

4

(
|1 + δ|2+|1− δ|2

)
− i|w|sinφw sin k+±1

2

√
Λ ,

(A14)
where

Λ = i4g
(
|1 + δ|2−|1− δ|2

)
Im(∆) sin k − 4

(
|w|cosφw cos k +

µ

2

)2
− 16|∆|2sin2 k (A15)

+ i16gRe(∆)Im(δ) sin k +
g2

4

(
|1 + δ|4+|1− δ|4

)
− g2

2
|1− δ2|2+4g2Im(δ)2 . (A16)
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