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An ergodic system subjected to an external periodic drive will be generically heated to infinite
temperature. However, if the applied frequency is larger than the typical energy scale of the local
Hamiltonian, this heating stops during a prethermal period that extends exponentially with the
frequency. During this prethermal period, the system may manifest an emergent symmetry that,
if spontaneously broken, will produce sub-harmonic oscillation of the discrete time crystal (DTC).
We study the role of dissipation on the survival time of the prethermal DTC. On one hand, a bath
coupling increases the prethermal period by slowing down the accumulation of errors that eventually
destroy prethermalization. On the other hand, the spontaneous symmetry breaking is destabilized
by interaction with environment. The result of this competition is a non-monotonic variation, i.e.
the survival time of the prethermal DTC first increases and then decreases as the environment
coupling gets stronger.

Introduction - For static systems, the spontaneous
symmetry breaking (SSB) is paradigm dividing matter
into phases, most notably through the Landau-Ginzburg
theory. It is important to ask whether SSB can manifest
in dynamic systems, in particular those with time
translation symmetry. Spontaneous symmetry breaking,
despite not being directly applicable to continuous time
translation symmetry because of the no-go theorem [1, 2],
may emerge under discrete time translation symmetry (in
Floquet systems) [3–5], producing an exotic phase called
the discrete time crystal (DTC). The signature of this
phase is the many-body collective response exhibiting
a longer periodicity than that of the drive, usually an
integer multiple. Several experiments have successfully
created DTC in atomic systems or quantum simulators
[6–10].
One of the main problem in realizing DTC is the
heating to infinite temperature by the periodic driving
field. Therefore, it is crucial to prevent thermalization
or at least delay it by a sufficiently long time. The
first discovered strategy for this task is to utilize manybody localization (MBL) by introducing disorder to the
Hamiltonian [3–5]. Since MBL violates the Eigenstate
Thermalization Hypothesis, the information of the initial
state still persists in the long-time dynamics [11, 12],
thus we can expect the DTC, if protected by MBL, to
survive to infinite time. However, disorder-induced MBL
requires tuning and might be difficult to engineer, not to
mention that the validity of MBL in the thermodynamic
limit is still not settled [13–15]. Another approach prethermalization, on the other hand, only requires the
applied frequency to be larger than the smallest energy
scale of the Hamiltonian [16–21]. During the prethermal
regime, the dynamics manifests an emergent symmetry
with exponentially small error even though it is not an
exact symmetry of the Hamiltonian. If the symmetry is
represented by a ZN group and is spontaneously broken,
the sub-harmonic response will emerge in some collective
degree of freedom with periodicity nT . Unlike the MBL

proposal, the prethermal DTC survives only a finite
time before being eventually thermalized, but this time
can be exponentially extended by simply increasing the
driving frequency. This characteristic has been observed
[8]. The key point is that prethermal DTC should exist
independent of whether MBL exists or not.
The above strategies were initially developed for close
systems which may not reflect the realistic situation as
a system is always coupled to the environment not only
in terms of heat bath but also noise. In the presence
of a bath, MBL is most likely destroyed, while the
fate of prethermal DTC is less straightforward. For
example, a cold bath can potentially preserve the DTC
to infinite time as it absorbs excessive heat generated
by the drive [18]. We first generalize the derivation
of prethermalization to open systems. We then study
weak onsite dephasing noise, focusing on its effect on the
lifetime of DTC.
The emergence of prethermal DTC is based on two
conditions: the prethermal regime and the SSB of the
emergent symmetry. We note that a true SSB has
infinite lifetime by definition, but in a finite system,
we can only achieve quasi-SSB whose large fluctuations
of the order parameter must eventually vanish to
recover the symmetry. The shorter lifetime between
the prethermalization and quasi-SSB thus determines
the survival time of DTC. Our result is summarized
in Fig. 1. We show that as the environment coupling
gets stronger, the prethermal regime is extended, while
the quasi-SSB lifetime is reduced, leading to a nonmonotonic behavior of the DTC. Additionally, in the
early increasing phase, the exponential dependence on
the applied frequency is prominent; while in the later
decreasing phase, the frequency becomes irrelevant. This
statement is demonstrated numerically in the main text
and argued analytically in the Supplemental Material
[22]. We mention that for some specific forms of noise
operators, the decreasing trend may start at a very weak
noise amplitude, making the first increasing phase almost
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invisible. Before proceeding to the details, we contrast
our study with the disspative time crystal that does
not require emergent symmetry or MBL [23–25]. This
proposal, on the other hand, requires the steady states
to be degenerate or quasi-degenerate. As such, DTC
only emerges near the critical point of a phase transition
and is protected by the dissipative gap between the
quasi-degenerate manifold and the rest of the spectrum,
necessitating a finetuned engineering of the Lindbladian.
Prethermalization in open systems - We first translate
the derivation of prethermal DTC from the unitary
evolution in close systems to the Liouvillian evolution of
open systems. The dynamics is driven by a time-periodic
Liouvillian L(t) = L(t + T ) with T = 2π/ω being a fixed
applied period. We assume that the Liouvillian contains
both unitary and dissipative parts and is described by
the Lindblad equation
1
L[ρ] = −i[H, ρ] + ∑ λj (Lj ρL†j − {L†j Lj , ρ})
2
j

(1)

In our work, the environmental coupling manifests as
local dephasing noise so the channel index j in the
dissipative part is also the site index and we choose
λj = λ. To make connection with the unitary evolution,
we promote the density matrix to a supervector ∥ρ⟫
(4L -vector) and the Liouvillian L to a superoperator L̂
(4L × 4L -matrix). As a result, the density matrix at a
time t is given by an evolution similar to the unitary
t
case ∥ρ(t)⟫ = τ e∫0 L̂(s)ds ∥ρ(0)⟫ The expectation value
of an operator is also brought into a Schrödinger-like
form ⟨O(t)⟩ = ⟪1∥ O ∥ρ(t)⟫ with ∥1⟫ corresponding to the
identity operator. Here, we use the normal definition of
vector inner product. The derivation of the slow heating
is similar to the unitary case except for L̂ being nonHermitian. Due to the assumption that the dissipative
dynamics is much weaker than the coherent one, the
T
emergent symmetry is given by X = τ e−i ∫0 H0 (s)ds
N
satisfying X = 1 so that in the DTC phase, the system
repeats itself after N cycles. Here, H0 (t) is the dominant
part of the driving Hamiltonian, in particular the energy
scale Jres of the residue H − H0 is much less than 1/T .
By applying similar iterative optimization as for close
systems [17, 18, 20], we arrive
eÂ Û (0, T )e−Â = X̂τ e∫0

T

[D̂+V̂ (s)]ds

(2)

where eÂ is a time-independent trace-preserving map,
[X̂, D̂] = 0, and X̂ = X ⊗ X ∗ . Importantly, the norm
of residue term V̂ is exponentially suppressed by the
driving frequency. Because D̂ is a complete positive trace
preserving (CPT) map generator and has a much larger
norm than the other terms, the “rotated” eÂ Û (0, T )e−Â
is also a CPT map. Within a time period ∼ eω/Jres only D̂
is relevant to the dynamics and X̂ becomes the emergent
symmetry of the system. If X̂ is spontaneously broken,

Time

Dissipation strength

FIG. 1.
Variation of the time window of the
prethermalization, quasi-SSB and DTC with respect to
the dephasing noise strength. The survival time of DTC is
the shorter one between the prethermal and the SSB lifetime.

the prethermal DTC is observable. Up to this point, it
appears that DTC in open systems must behave similar
to its close system counterpart. In the following, we point
out two key distinctions in the residual error and the
stability of SSB.
Approximating the exact Lindbladian by that only
the symmetric time-independent D̂ incurs errors which
accumulate with time and eventually suppress the
prethermal period, thermalizing the system. For a local
observable O, the accumulated error bound is given by
[22]
δ(t) = ∫

t
0

∥V (t − s)eD s [O]∥ds
†

(3)

at strobocopic time t = kT with k ∈ N. The operator norm
can be bounded by the standard Lieb-Robinson bound
in open systems [26, 27] depending on the short-range
or long-range nature of the interaction. In general, the
prethermal range can be obtain by solving the equation
∫

τprethermal
0

f (vs)ds ∝ eω/Jres

(4)

with f being the appropriate Lieb-Robinson bound
and v being the Lieb-Robinson velocity. The factor
eω/Jres offsets the exponential suppression of ω on V̂ , so
typically τprethermal scales exponentially with the driving
frequency. It is easy to see that decreasing Lieb-Robinson
velocity necessarily increases τprethermal . However, since
our noise model is strictly onsite, it is not obvious how λ
can enter the expression of v which is responsible for the
inter-site information propagation, not to mention that
the noise magnitude is seemingly irrelevant compared
to the other scales. On the other hand, if the bath
coupling results in a unique steady state then information
of the initial state must be lost eventually. From this
long-time limit, Ref. [28] suggests that v may decay
exponentially in the presence of environment coupling.
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In our case, the onsite noise induces a decay rate so that
v → ve−λt/3 , leading vs → vs(1 − λs/6). As a result, we
can relate the dissipative prethermal period with that in
the dissipationless limit
−1

λ
0
0
(1 − γλτprethermal
)
τprethermal
= τprethermal

(5)

with γ being an O(1) constant [22]. Therefore, even
though λ is the smallest scale by our assumption, it can
still result in visible effects on the DTC lifetime when
0
accompanying the exponentially long τprethermal
.
The second aspect where the dissipative nature of the
system becomes relevant is the survival time of the quasiSSB. In a close system, energy is conserved so a single
excitation, e.g. spin flip, is not favorable. On the other
hand, the creation of multiple excitations so that the
ground state is mapped to its degenerate partner requires
higher orders of perturbation and hence is suppressed
exponentially. Therefore, even for finite system where
the ground state must be symmetric, the energy splitting
can be exponentially small. Unsurprisingly, the lifetime
of the quasi-SSB scales exponentially with system size
and is usually taken to be infinity even for systems with
moderate size. In an open system, however, energy
can be exchanged with the environment to stabilize the
excitation, thus destabilizing the quasi-SSB. In fact, the
finite-size effect is much more severe in open systems
through the fact that τSSB ∼ L1/2 in open 1D chains
[29]. This necessitates a careful analysis on the survival
time of the quasi-SSB. In the Supplemental Material [22],
we show that the decay rate of the quasi-SSB increases
monotonically with the bath coupling strength. Unlike
the effect of noise on the prethermalization, different
operational forms of noise Lj may lead to vastly different
decay rates. Under some form of dephasing noise,
the decreasing slope (see Fig. 1) becomes much more
prominent so that the increasing slope is most likely
unobservable.
Numerical model - As a demonstration, we study the
driven Heisenberg chain subjected to dephasing noise.
Referring to Eq. (1)
H(t) = ∑
i

J
h(t) i Jxx i i+1
σ +
σ σ +∑
σi σj
α z z
2
4 x x
4∣j
−
i∣
j>i

(6)

where σ i = {σxi , σyi , σzi } is the collection of Pauli matrices
at site i. The periodic Zeemann field h is given by
⎧
⎪
⎪hs σ i
h(t)σ i = ⎨ −1 i
⎪
πt σ
⎪
⎩ p x

(a)

for nT < t ≤ (n + 1)T − tp
(7)
for (n + 1)T − tp < t ≤ (n + 1)T

with finite but small constant hs and in the limit tp → 0.
With this set up, the emerging symmetry arises from the
dominant π−pulse sequence and is given by X = ∏j σxj .
Since X 2 = 1, the DTC oscillation features doubled
periodicity of 2T . The long-range zz interaction with 1 ≤

(b)

(c)

FIG. 2. 2T -DTC oscillation sampled at t = 2kT . (a)
Dependence of DTC survival time on noise strength showing
a non-monotonic variation at ω = 5. (b) In the increasing
phase, the DTC survival time is enhanced exponentially by
increasing the applied frequency. (c) In the decreasing phase,
the applied frequency is almost irrelevant.

α ≤ 2 is vital to drive the transition to the spontaneous
Ising symmetry breaking phase [30]. Lastly, the term
Jxx breaks integrability so that the symmetrized D̂ is
not trivially diagonal.
For the bath coupling, we use two representative cases
of dephasing noise: (i) Lj = sjz and (ii) Lj = sjx where
the quantum channel index j is also the site index.
Physically, these quantum channel describes the coupling
between the spin and an isolated harmonic oscillator
reservoir sitting on the same site. In their respective
basis, the dephasing noise keeps the diagonal entries of
the density matrix while suppressing off-diagonal ones.
In both cases, we set λj = λ thus the system does not
have any spatial disorder. We simulate the Lindblad
equation using the tensor network ansatz and the timedependent variational principle [22]. Because of longrange interaction, simulating larger systems at longer
times takes more resources. In this work, we simulate
the 1D chain of 12 sites, which needs 24 computational
sites to describe the density matrix, up to the time
∼ 103 J −1 , so the moderate size is ideal to keep the
computational errors acceptable. However, we check
that a close analog of this rather small lattice is already
sufficient to demonstrate all the signatures of the DTC
[22].
Sz −dephasing noise - With the Z2 Ising symmetry
as the emergent symmetry, an observable associated
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with an extensive degree of freedom in the DTC phase
should repeat itself after 2T . A typical choice is the
magnetization or magnetization density. In this work,
we compute the normalized magnetization, following
Ref. [20]
C(t) = L−1 ∑⟨σzj (t)⟩⟨σzj (0)⟩.

(a)

(8)

j

By definition, C(0) is always normalized to unity. In
Fig. 2(a), we show the stroboscopic C(t) at even cycles
(C(t) at odd cycles is the reflection through zero).
Here, we can see that initially the survival time of
the DTC increases with the bath coupling strength.
It is remarkable that this extension is significant even
when λ is much smaller than any energy scales of the
Hamiltonian. This is the result of Eq. 5, specifically λ ∼
O(10−3 ) but when accompanied by τprethermal0 ∼ O(103 )
can yield visible effect on the DTC lifetime. As shown in
Fig. 1, in the increasing phase, τDTC = τprethermal so we
expect an exponential scaling with respect to the applied
frequency. This expectation is verified in Fig. 2(b) with a
remarkable extension (in logarithmic scale) as ω increases
from 5 to 6 and 7.
As we further increase the noise amplitude, the DTC
survival time begins to decrease at λ = 0.01. Unlike
the previous increasing phase, in this phase, there is no
protection by the driving frequency, showing that τDTC
is now bounded by a different time scale - the survival
time of the quasi-SSB. This seems puzzling because
the maximally magnetized states (all spins pointing up
or down) are steady state of the sz −quantum jumps.
However, if there exists even one weak spin-flipping term,
the sz −dephasing noise can compensate the energy cost of
the spin-flip excitation, thus destabilizing the SSB state.
We estimate that if the spin-flipping strength is given by
Jflip and the energy cost is U , the decay rate induced by
the sz −dephasing noise is [22]
ΓDz ∼ λO (

2
Jflip

U2

).

(9)

Generally Jflip ≪ U as we are interested in the SSB phase
so ΓDz is strongly suppressed by the smallness of both
λ and Jflip /U . This explains why the stabilizing effect of
noise can be observed in a rather wide range of λ until it
reverts to destabilization when τSSB < τprethermal .
Sx −dephasing noise - Compared to the previous case
of noise along the z−direction, the decreasing trend is
much more visible while the increasing one is negligible
[see Fig.3(a)]. In Fig. 3(b), we show the scaling with
respect to frequency. The invariance against the applied
frequency proves that τDTC = τSSB , consistent with our
general result. The counterpart of Eq. (9), the SSB decay
rate induced by sx −dephasing noise, is
ΓDx ∼ λ [O(1) + O (

2
Jflip

U2

)] .

(10)

(b)

FIG. 3. Similar to Fig. 2 but for sx −dephasing noise. In this
case, the increasing phase is almost invisible.

Because the sz -dephasing noise can operationally flip the
spin, ΓDx ≫ ΓDz and remains finite in the limit Jflip → 0.
As such, τSSB < τprethermal for much weaker λ, so the
observed variation of τDTC with respect to λ is heavily
biased toward the decreasing case.
Conclusion - We establish the general trends of
the dissipative prethermal DTC in the presence of an
environmental coupling. The physics can be divided
into two phases. The first increasing phase where
the DTC lifetime increases with the environmental
coupling, accompanied by an exponential dependence
on the frequency. The second decreasing phase, by
contrast, has the DTC lifetime shortened with increasing
noise strength and has no frequency dependence. We
expect our conclusion to hold for local short-range (not
necessarily onsite) dissipation operators. We emphasize
that local quantum channels may not be effective in
cooling the system, e.g. to produce an infinite lifetime
DTC, because the dominant part of the Hamiltonian
is from long-range spin interaction. To serve as a cold
bath, the dissipation must consists of long-range manybody operators. Therefore, enhanced prethermalization
is likely the most viable mechanism in Lindbladian with
short-range dissipative operators.
We note that in most of the DTC literature in the
presence of bath, the instability from bath coupling is
emphasized [31, 32]. The stabilizing effect reported in our
work is surprising, but can be hard to observe if the form
of disspipation is chosen incorrectly. One situation where
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the environmental coupling is beneficial is the classical
DTC where the bath manifests as a damping force
and noise [33]. In our case, the mechanism underlying
the stable branch is also the damping of nonsymmetric
error accumulation manifesting in the decreasing LiebRobinson velocity. It is therefore interesting to draw
some connection between the classical and quantum
DTC.
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I.
A.

Prethermalization in dissipative systems
Supervector and superoperator formalism
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In this section, we translate the formalism from the density matrix/ quantum channel language to the supervector/
superoperator
ρ → ∥ρ⟫

ρ′ = D[ρ] = AρB → ∥ρ′ ⟫ = D̂ ∥ρ⟫ with D̂ = A ⊗ B T
Tr(ρ.ν) → ⟪ρ∥ ν⟫

(1)

Within this formalism, we can obtain several identities

D̂† ∥1⟫ = 0 ↔ ⟪1∥ eD̂ ∥ρ⟫ = ⟪1∥ ρ⟫ ↔ eD is a trace-preserving map

X is a completely positive trace preserving map → X[1] = ∑ Vi 1Vi† = 1 ↔ X̂ ∥1⟫ = ∥1⟫

(2)

i

We mention that if eD1 and eD2 are CPT, then eD1 +D2 is also CPT (because of the positivity this is not true generally
for eD1 −D2 ). We also introduce the norm of the superoperator to quantify the action of that operator.
∥Â∥ = sup
∥ρ⟫

∣Â ∥ρ⟫∣
∣∥ρ⟫∣

For Â = ∑Z ÂZ where Z is the superoperator support

= sup
ρ

√

Tr (A[ρ]† A[ρ])
√
.
Tr (ρ† ρ)

∥Â∥n = sup ∑ eκn ∣Z∣ ∥ÂZ ∥ with κn ≡
j

Z∋j

κ1
1 + log n

(3)

(4)

For long-range Linbladian, the support Z of an operator string ÂZ,R contains extra information of disconnected
clusters separated by at most R. To keep track of this separation, we can use the two-parameter norm as in Ref.1
∥Â∥γ,n = sup ∑ Rγ ∑ eκn ∣Z∣ ∥ÂZ,R ∥
j

B.

R

(5)

Z∋j

Iterative optimization

We prove Eq. (2) in the main text by iterative method, following closely Refs.1–3 . In close systems, the derivation
of prethermalization for long-range Hamiltonians resembles that for short-range Hamiltonians except for minor
modifications to accommodate the two-parameter norm. By mapping the Lindbladian dynamics to the evolution of
the superoperator, we can prove the prethermalization in open systems exactly in the same manner as close systems.
Therefore, we only demonstrate here the short-range Lindbladian case, focusing on proving that the symmetric
superoperator D̂ after iterative optimization generates a legitimate complete positive trace preserving map (CPT).
We first assume that at some step n, the evolution over a driving period can be written in this form
Û (0, T ) = X̂τ e∫0

T

L(s)ds

(6)

We define F̂ = T −1 ∫0 L(s)ds, F̂ is a CPT generator because L(s) is one at any 0 ≤ s ≤ T . We can then symmetrize
this superoperator
T

D̂n =

1 N −1 k
−k
∑ X̂ F̂ X̂
N k=0

(7)

2
1
This symmetrized D̂n is also a CPT generator. The residue Ên if we assume to a CPT, then −Ên = N −1 ∑nk=1
X̂ k Ên X̂ −k
is also a CPT generator. That means Ên only have purely imaginary eigenvalues. The time dependent superoperator
T
is denoted at V̂ satisfying ∫0 V̂ (s)ds = 0. We now apply the transformation

Û ′ = e−Â Û eÂ = X̂τ (X̂ † e−Â X̂)e∫0

T

with

e = X̂τ e∫0

L(s)ds Â

T

L′ (s)ds

⎧
⎪
a−1 (Â)
s <= a
⎪
⎪
⎪
s−a
L (s) = ⎨(1 − 2a)−1 L ( 1−2a
) a < s <= 1 − a .
⎪
⎪
−1
†
⎪
⎪
s>1−a
⎩a (−X̂ ÂX̂)
′

(9)

We want to choose the map Â such that D̂n′ = D̂n and Ên′ = 0. It easy to see that with the choice
Ân =

(8)

1 N −1 k −p
p
∑ ∑ X̂ Ên X̂ ,
N k=0 p=0

(10)

then Ên − X̂ † Ân X̂ + Ân = 0. We also note that if Tr (En [ρ]) = 0 for all density matrices ρ then Tr (A[ρ]) = 0 and eÂ
is a trace-preserving map. The time-dependent superoperator is given by
V̂n′ (s)

⎧
⎪
a−1 (Ân ) − D̂n
s <= a
⎪
⎪
⎪
s−a
= ⎨(1 − 2a)−1 [2aD̂n + Ên + Vˆn ( 1−2a
)] a < s <= 1 − a .
⎪
⎪
†
−1
⎪
⎪
s>1−a
⎩a (−X̂ Ân X̂) − D̂n

(11)

By this procedure, even though Ên is eliminated, V̂n′ is large by the virtue of D̂n . We now find an alternative Ln+1
that produces the same evolution over one period T as L′n so that V̂n+1 is reduced. We assume the form
τ e ∫0

t

Ln+1 (s)ds

= e−K̂n (t) τ e∫0

t

L′n (s′ )ds′

(12)

Our condition is satisfied if K̂n (0) = K̂n (T ) = 0. Within this construction

Ln+1 (t) = e−K̂n (t) L′n (t)eK̂n (t) − e−K̂n (t) ∂t eK̂n (t)

(13)

If we choose K̂ such that ∂t K̂n (t) = V̂n (t), then K̂n (0) = K̂n (T ) = 0 because ∫0 V̂ (s)ds = 0. Then
T

T
T
1
1
−K̂n (s)
D̂n eK̂n (s) − D̂n ] ds + ∫ [e−K̂n (s) V̂n (s)eK̂n (s) − V̂n (s)] ds
∫ [e
T 0
T 0
T
1
1
s′ K̂n (s)
−s′ K̂n (s)
− V̂n (s)] ds′ ds
V̂n (s)e
− ∫ ∫ [e
T 0
0

D̂n+1 + Ên+1 − D̂n =

(14)

Here, we make use of a bound2

∥e−K AeK − A∥n+1 ≤

18
∥A∥n ∥K∥n
δκn κn+1

(15)

that is valid for both Hermitian and non-Hermitian matrices as long as 3∥K∥n ≤ δκn ≡ κn − κn+1 . We remind that
∥∑j Aj ∥n ≤ ∑j ∥Aj ∥n . As a result,
∥D̂n+1 + Ên+1 − D̂n ∥n+1 ≤

Also

18
∥K∥n (∥Dn ∥n + ∥Vn ∥/2)
δκn κn+1

V̂n+1 (t) = e−K̂n (t) D̂n eK̂n (t) − (D̂n+1 + Ên+1 ) + e−K̂n (t) V̂n (t)eK̂n (t) − ∫

leading to the norm

∥V̂n+1 ∥n+1 ≤

18
∥K∥n (∥Dn ∥n + ∥Vn ∥)
δκn κn+1

1
0

dse−sK̂n (t) V̂n (t)esK̂n (t)

(16)

(17)

(18)

3
It is straight forward to see that Ln+1 is a trace preserving map generator, but we do not have a rigorous way to show
it is a CPT generator. However, by sending a → 0, ∥K̂n ∥ ∼ ∥D̂n ∥, ∥Ên ∥ ≪ 1/T , to the first order of K̂n
Ln+1 (s) = D̂n + [D̂n , K̂n (s)].

(19)

The commutator is suppressed by the smallness of K̂n , and D̂n is a CPT generator, so Ln+1 (s) is most likely also a
CPT generator. Iterating the procedure, for any n, eÂn is always a trace preserving map and Ln (s), D̂n are always
CPT generator. By applying the same induction method, we obtain similar results to the unitary case. Here, we only
quote the final result
eÂ Û (0, T )e−Â = X̂τ e∫0

T

[D̂+Ê+V̂ (s)]ds

(20)

with Û (0, T ) = X̂τ e∫0 [D̂0 +V̂0 (s)]ds , eÂ is a trace-preserving map and eÂ Û (0, T )e−Â is a CPT map. The residue terms
are exponentially suppressed by
T

∥Ê∥n , ∥V̂ ∥n∗ ≤ η2−n

where
η = ∥V̂0 ∥1 ,
II.

n∗ =

η0 /η

[1 + log (η0 /η)]

,
3

∗

η0 =

(21)
ω(κ1 )2
72(N + 3)(N + 4)

(22)

Effect of dissipation on the prethermal period
A.

Slow heating and approximation error

We show the error by approximating the full dynamic by only the time-independent symmetric Liouvillian D̂
δ(t) = ⟪1∥ ÔeÂ Û (0, t)e−Â − ÔeD̂t ∥ψ⟫

(23)

We use the Duhamel’s formula if ∂t U (t) = [A + B(t)]U (t)
U (t) = eAt + ∫

As a result,

δ(t) = ∫

t
0

t

0

eAs B(t − s)U (t − s)ds

⟪1∥ OesD̂ V̂ (t − s) ∥ρ(t − s)⟫ ds

(24)

(25)

By assuming V̂ = V ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ V T , i.e. V̂ only contains the coherent part, we can translate the error bound to a more
familiar form (we drop the argument t − s from V̂ and ρ for conciseness)
δ(t) = ∫

t

0

Tr (OeDs [V ρ − ρV ]) ds = ∫

t

0

Tr ([V, eD s [O]] ρ) ds
†

(26)

which is reminiscent of the Lieb-Robison bound in dissipative system.
B.

Noise-dampened Lieb-Robison velocity

From Eq. (26), we can derive the prethermal period in several occasion. Generally, the form of Lieb-Robison bound
does not change between close and open systems and only depends on the the range of interaction. For a Liouvillian
V̂ (Y ) with support on Y and an operator O(X) with support on X such that X ∩ Y = ∅ and d = d(X, Y ) is the
distance between the two supports defined in some metric, the Lieb-Robinson is given by
∥V̂ (Y )eD t [O(X)]∥ ≤ C∥V̂ ∥∥O∥ ∣X∣ ∣Y ∣ eµ(vt−d)
†

(27)

4
for short-range Lindbladian and
∥V̂ (Y )eD t [O(X)]∥ ≤ C∥V̂ ∥∥O∥ ∣X∣ ∣Y ∣
†

evt − 1
(1 + d)α

(28)

for long-range Lindbladian with interaction ∼ 1/rα4,5 . Here, C, µ and v are constant with the third one called LiebRobision velocity. The noise we use the main text is strictly onsite, so at the first sight, it should not affect the
propagating velocity v. However, Ref.6 suggests that a scenario where propagation speed is damped exponentially
with time by the virtue of the bath dissipation. We expect that this effect slows down the growth of δ(t) in Eq. (26),
effectively prolonging the prethermal period. However, in Ref.6 , the role of the bath coupling is not shown explicitly.
By perturbative method, we show that the damping rate of the Lieb-Robison bound in the dephasing noise case is
proportional to the noise strength.
Here, we are interested in the decelerating effect of the bath rather than the inter-site interaction, so we first simplify
our long-range D̂ into a short-range one with only nearest interaction Jσ i σ i+1 . For a sufficiently short time interval,
∆t, we can approximate
eD

†

∆t

≈ eB∆t eU ∆t

(29)

where U [ρ] = i[Hs , ρ] is purely unitary and B is purely dissipative B[ρ] = λ/4 (∑j σzj ρσzj − ρ) (σz can be exchanged
with σx,y without changing the result). Our observable operator is skz with k being the index of a particular size. After
†
a multiple applications of eD δt , the initial onsite operator skz grows into a collection of operator strings. Because of
the symmetric exchange σx ↔ σy ↔ σz , we expect on average, a string of length l should contain l/3 of each operator
species. The application of eB∆t on an operator string damps its amplitude by (1 − mλ∆t/2) with m ≈ 2l/3 being
the total number of σx and σy in the string. As time passes, operator strings grow longer and thus becomes more
susceptible to the suppression. This generates the decelerating effect induced by local dissipations. The support X
†
of eL t [O] can be estimated by
∂t X = v − λX/3 ⇒ v(t) = ∂t X = ve−λt/3

(30)

with v being the Lieb-Robinson in the dissipationless limit. This result is consistent with the general form proven
rigorously in Ref.6 v(t) = A + Be−βt . The same result can be obtained in the case sx -dephasing noise, which suppresses
every σy and σz in the string.
We first apply the damped Lieb-Robinson velocity to Eq. (26) in the short-range Lindbladian. In the presence of
bath coupling, the size of the support is modified to ∣O∣ = s0 + 3v (1 − e−λt/3 ) /λ with s0 being the initial size of the
support at t = 0. Consequently, Eq. (26) yields
δ(t) ≈ η2−n ∫
∗

t

0

[s0 +

∗ 3v (3e
3
(1 − e−λs/3 )] ds = η2−n
λ

−λt/3

λ2

+ λt − 3)

(31)

0
In the dissipationless limit λ → 0, it is easy to see that τprethermal
∝ 2n /2 ∼ eω/(2∥V̂0 ∥) . From our numerical simulation,
0
τprethermal
∼ O(102 ) − O(103 ) so λτprethermal is not a negligible number even though λ ≪ J ≪ ω. To the first order of
λ, the prethermal period in the presence of bath can be estimated by
∗

λ
0
τprethermal
= τprethermal
(1 −

0
λτprethermal

9

−1

)

,

(32)

explaining the visible effect of the bath coupling even though its magnitude is much smaller than any other energy
scales.
In the case of close long-range interacting system, the accumulated error is more complex due to the two-parameter
norm and given by
δ(t) ∝ 2−n t [K3 (1 + τ d/(1−ξ) ) + K4 (τ + τ β )]
∗

(33)

with τ = vt and other constants defined in Ref.1 . It is difficult to obtain explicitly the prethermal range from this
equation. However, it is easier to estimate the relation similar to Eq. (32). In general, including the long-range case,
the prethermalization lifetime in close system can be obtained by solving
∫

0
τprethermal

0

f (vs)ds ∼ 2n .
∗

(34)

5

0
0.1
0.2

FIG. 1. Evolution of ⟨sz ⟩ obtained from numerical simulation with J = 1, U = 5. The solid (dashed) lines represent the system
coupled to sx (sz )-dephasing noise.

Here f is the corresponding Lieb-Robinson bound and v is the Lieb-Robinson velocity. A rescaling v → va leads
∗
to τprethermal → a−1 τprethermal (2n a−1 ). The decelerating effect generated by the environment modifies vs → 3v(1 −
−1

λ
0
0
(1 − γλτprethermal
)
eλs/3 )/λ ≈ vs(1 − λs/6). As a result, we can generalize Eq. (32) as τprethermal
= τprethermal
being an O(1) constant.

III.

with γ

Effect of dissipation on the quasi-spontaneous symmetry breaking

In a close system, a spontaneous symmetry breaking is protected by energy conservation, i.e. a spin-flip excitation
costs energy and thus is short-lived while simultaneous spin-flipping throughout the system is exponentially suppressed.
For an open system, energy can be exchanged with the bath to facilitate a single excitation. In addition, the
spontaneous symmetry breaking is stabilized by the long-range interaction in 1D, while the dissipation we use is
strictly on-site and thus tends to disrupt long-range correlation. Therefore, we expect that the lifetime of a quasi-SSB
state to decrease with stronger bath coupling. In fact, in a close system, the ground state energy splitting ∼ e−βL
close
with L being the system size, leading to the τSSB
∼ eβL . On the other hand, in a close system with local dissipation,
the lifetime of the quasi-SSB state is bounded from below by ∼ Ld/(d+1) = L1/2 in 1D7 . As such, the finite-size effect
is much more severe in the open system and should be taken into account.
The power-law scaling of τSSB derived in Ref.7 is also based on the Lieb-Robinson bound of perturbation propagation.
However, the dependence on the strength and form of the dissipation is not transparent in their results. Our numerical
results in the main text show that the dephasing noises along the z− and x− directions show deviating effect. For
this reason, we analytically study a model of a single spin in the presence of a Zeeman field (representing correlation
effect with neighboring spins)
0 J
L[ρ] = −i [(
) , ρ] + λ (σx,z ρσx,z − ρ) .
J U

(35)

Here, ρ is in the {∣↑⟩ , ∣↓⟩}, J is spin-flipping magnitude, U is energy cost of the spin-flip excitation and σx,z are Pauli
matrices. We assume J ≪ λ ≪ U , so that the dissipation is much slower than the coherent evolution of the spin. We
initialize the density matrix at ρ(0) = ∣↑⟩ ⟨↑∣ and measure the evolution of the spin along the z−direction ⟨sz (t)⟩ =
Tr (sz eLt [ρ]). In the limit λ → 0, the system sustains undamped oscillations so that 1 ≥ ⟨sz (t)⟩ ≥ 1 − 8J 2 /(4J 2 + U 2 ).
We now study the role of dissipation perturbatively, it is more convenient to write the Lindbladian in superoperator
form L̂ = L̂0 + L̂Dz,Dx and perform time-dependent perturbation theory
⎛ 0 iJ −iJ 0 ⎞
⎜ iJ iU
0 −iJ ⎟
⎟
L̂0 = ⎜
⎜−iJ 0 −iU iJ ⎟ ,
⎜
⎟
⎝ 0 −iJ iJ
0 ⎠

⎛−1
⎜0
L̂Dx = λ ⎜
⎜0
⎜
⎝1

0
−1
1
0

0
1
−1
0

1⎞
0⎟
⎟,
0⎟
⎟
−1⎠

L̂Dz

⎛0
⎜0
= λ⎜
⎜0
⎜
⎝0

0
−2
0
0

0
0
−2
0

0⎞
0⎟
⎟
0⎟
⎟
0⎠

(36)

6
(b)

(a)

FIG. 2. (a) DTC oscillations in close system the upper (lower) branch representing the strobocopic normalized magnetization
at even (odd) cycles. (b) Conservation of D through the ratio ⟨D(t)⟩/⟨D(0)⟩ at t = N T . The plateau at unity showing that
the strobocopic dynamic can be described by the time-independent Hamiltonian D.

(a)

(c)

(e)

(b)

(d)

(f)

FIG. 3. DTC oscillation C(t) (upper row) and ⟨D(t)⟩/⟨D(0)⟩ (lower row). (a-b) sz −dephasing noise, ω = 5. (c-d) sz −dephasing
noise, λ = 0.001. (e-f) sx −dephasing noise, ω = 5.

√
In the interaction picture, L̂ID (t) = e−L̂0 t L̂D eL̂0 t . The unitary part L̂0 induces oscillations with period 2π/ 4J 2 + U 2 ≪
1/λ, so we can approximate the time-dependent L̂ID (t) by its average over one period. Finally, by diagonalizing this
matrix and selecting the eigenvalues with the second largest real part, we can estimate the lower bound of the decay
rate for ⟨sz (t)⟩. Specifically, we obtain
ΓDz = λ

8J 2
,
4J 2 + U 2

ΓDx = λ

8J 2 + U 2
4J 2 + U 2

(37)

for dephasing noise along the z and x direction respectively. It is easy to see that ΓDz ≪ ΓDx because J ≪ U ; and
in the limit J → 0, ΓDz → 0 while ΓDx → γ. Physically, the sz −noise can only provide extra energy to stabilize
the spin-flip fluctuation while the sx − can operationally flip the spin. In Fig. 1, we demonstrate all the previous
arguments: dephasing noise suppresses the ⟨sz ⟩ eventually, the decay rate is proportional to the environment coupling
strength, the dephasing noise along the x−direction has much stronger effect than that along the z−direction.
IV.

Numerical simulation by tensor network

To obtain the numerical results, we simulate the Lindbladian dynamic on a tensor network with two times the
number of sites in the physical lattice8,9 . We choose the first half of the tensor network to represent the ket states,
and the second half to represent to bra states. Suppose the Hamiltonian is given by H = ∑j<k Hjk σ j σ k , where

7
j
σ j ∈ {σx,y,z
, 1j }, the superoperator is thus

1
1
L̂ = −i ∑ Hjk [σ j σ k − (σ j+N )T (σ k+N )T ] + λ ∑ Lj (Lj+N )∗ − (Lj )† Lj − (Lj+N )∗ (Lj+N )T .
2
2
j≤N
j<k≤N

(38)

For our purpose, L = σx (σz ) for the sx (sz -)dephasing noise. The evolution eL̂t ∥ρ⟫ is performed by the time-dependent
variational principle10 . To compute an expectation value of an observable O with respect to ∥ρ(t)⟫, we first apply O
to either side of tensor network, then contract the physical indices on the left half with the corresponding indices on
the right half. We keep the bond dimension up to 450 to maintain convergence at long time and choose the time step
to be 0.25T . We remind the reader the Hamiltonian of the spin chain
H(t) = ∑
i

1
Jxx i i+1
J
σi σj
[hx + πδ(t − nT )] σxi + hy σyi + hz σzi +
σ σ +∑
α z z
2
4 x x
4∣j
−
i∣
j>i

(39)

Throughout the paper, we fix J = 1, hxs = 0.1, hys = hzs = 0.06, Jxx = 0.5 and α = 1.1. It is important to initialize
the system with a highly magnetized state. This is equivalent to set the temperature to be lower than the critical
point so the SSB is stable. For our simulation, at t = 0, all the spins point up except the spin at site 6 which points
down. We also use the open-boundary chain with 12 sites. The numerical algorithm is implemented using the ITensor
library11,12 .
In Fig. 2, we show the simulation for close systems (λ → 0). As shown in Fig. 2(a), the normalized magnetization
switches its sign every T and repeat itself every 2T , showing signature of the DTC oscillations. The exponential
expansion of the DTC lifetime with respect to driving frequency is also observed. During the prethermal period, the
stroboscopic dynamics is effectively described by a time-dependent Hamiltonian D which means the expectation value
⟨D⟩ should stay constant. In principle, D has complex expression and dependence on the driving frequency, but it
can be well approximated by taking the symmetric part of the Hamiltonian after factored out X.
D=∑
i

J
hx i Jxx i i+1
σx +
σx σx + ∑
σi σj
α z z
2
4
4∣j
−
i∣
j>i

(40)

The ratio ⟨D(t)⟩/⟨D(0)⟩ being close to unity thus signalizes the conservation of D. In Fig. 2(b), we plot this quantity
for different driving frequency, showing the same exponential dependence as in C(t).
We now move to the case of open system shown in Fig. 3. Because of the environment coupling, D is not conserved
even in the prethermal period. However, we know that in case τSSB < τprethermal , the SSB quickly vanishes because the
energy conservation that protects the SSB in close systems is relaxed by the bath. As such, ⟨D(t)⟩/⟨D(0)⟩ can still
compliments C(t). In particularly, as shown in Fig. 3(e-f) for the sx −dephasing noise, the DTC decays continuously
without any apparent plateau region as in other panels, consistent with the strong suppressing effect of sx −dephasing
noise shown in Fig. 1.
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