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We develop and study an atom-only description of the Dicke model with time-periodic couplings
between atoms and a dissipative cavity mode. The cavity mode is eliminated giving rise to effective
atom-atom interactions and dissipation. We use this effective description to analyze the dynamics of
the atoms that undergo a transition to a dynamical superradiant phase with macroscopic coherences
in the atomic medium and the light field. Using Floquet theory in combination with the atom-
only description we provide a precise determination of the phase boundaries and of the dynamical
response of the atoms. From this we can predict the existence of dissipative time crystals that show
a subharmonic response with respect to the driving frequency. We show that the atom-only theory
can describe the relaxation into such a dissipative time crystal and that the damping rate can be
understood in terms of a cooling mechanism.

Time-periodic driving of quantum systems allows for
the creation of tailored out-of-equilibrium structures in-
cluding quantum states with topological order [1, 2] and
self-organized coherent patterns [3–9]. Here, one distin-
guishes between off-resonant driving and resonant driv-
ing. In the high frequency limit, the former results
in a quasi static quantum system that experiences an
engineer-able and time-averaged Hamiltonian [10, 11].
Resonant driving, instead, enables strong dynamical co-
herences between otherwise weakly coupled quantum
states which can force the quantum system in exotic
spatio-temporal patterns. This is exciting as it allows
the controlled, on-demand generation of purpose-oriented
quantum states but comes at the cost ofdealing with an
energetically open system, which requires a full under-
standing of relaxation and decoherence mechanisms to
avoid heating by using engineered dissipation [12, 13].
Such active open system control is in fact one of the
main challenges for technological progress in the design
of quantum matter. While the Lindblad formalism works
well for photonic systems, the description of dissipation
in condensed matter with massive particles is often fitted
by phenomenological models, with limited understanding
and tunability.

We now want to analyze a strongly correlated model of
atoms where dissipation is derived microscopically from
the interactions with the environment in order to pave
the way for quantum state engineering far from equilib-
rium. For the dissipative Dicke model significant progress
has been made to eliminate the cavity in order to derive
an effective atom-only master equation [14, 15] which is
of Lindblad form [16], i.e. the relaxation is directly linked
to the interactions of the atoms with photons. However,
it is so far unclear if this derivation is valid for time-
dependent or periodically driven systems, which are far
from equilibrium where the dissipation of large amounts
of energy is required. We will derive the atom-only de-
scription for the time-periodic dissipative Dicke model
which is of large fundamental and prototypical interest.
Here, resonant periodic driving can induce the formation

of subharmonic spatio-temporal patterns, a so called dis-
sipative time crystal (DTC). This phase is accompanied
by superradiant light emission into the cavity and was re-
cently the focus of several experimental and theoretical
works [13, 17–24].
Photon elimination is highly non-trivial in this

case [25–27] since a strong coupling to the cavity is cru-
cial for two separate mechanisms [28–30]: (i) It mediates
tuneable time-periodic atom-atom interactions which are
essential for the pattern formation via parametric driv-
ing [17, 31–33]. (ii) The cavity generates dissipation that
is required for stabilizing the emerging patterns. In the
limit of strong atom-photon interaction the usual ap-
proach is therefore to treat the dynamics of atoms and
cavity on equal footing.
As we demonstrate in this Letter the elimination of

photons is nonetheless possible and highly successful in
the prediction of the full time evolution and the non-
equilibrium phase diagram, underlining the advantages
of an atom-only description. Analytic predictions of the
lower stability threshold and a full analysis of the spectral
features and gaps are now possible, hence paving the way
for future engineering of tailored dynamic atomic models,
which can be used as quantum simulators of complicated
interacting systems.
Model– We consider the time-periodic dissipative

Dicke model and eliminate the cavity in order to derive
an effective atom-only Master equation which is of Lind-
blad form [16]. The dynamics of the density operator ρ̂
describing the atoms and one coupled cavity mode with
loss rate κ is governed by the master equation (ℏ = 1)

∂ρ̂

∂t
= −i

[
Ĥ, ρ̂

]
− κ(â†âρ̂+ ρ̂â†â− 2âρ̂â†). (1)

The coupling to N two-level atoms that are driven by an
external laser is described by the Hamiltonian [34–36]

Ĥ = δcâ
†â+∆n̂↑ +

g(t)√
N

(â+ â†)
(
b̂†↑b̂↓ + b̂†↓b̂↑

)
, (2)

where δc is the detuning between the cavity resonance
and the external laser drive, â† and â are the cavity field
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creation and annihilation operators, and the product of
bosonic operators b̂†↑b̂↓ change one atomic state from the
ground state |↓⟩ to the metastable excited state |↑⟩ of en-
ergy ∆. The operators n̂↑ = b̂†↑b̂↑ and n̂↓ = b̂†↓b̂↓ measure
the number of atoms in each state such that N = n̂↑+n̂↓.
A modulation of the external driving laser leads to a
time-periodic collective coupling g(t) = g0 + g1 cosωt,
corresponding to two side-bands of the drive.

In the static limit, g1 = 0, the dissipative Dicke model
[Eq. (1)] shows a transition from normal state to super-
radiance at g = gc = [∆(δ2c + κ2)/(4δc)]

1/2 [37, 38]. Su-
perradiance is signaled by macroscopic coherences in the
atomic medium ⟨X̂2⟩ ∝ N2, X̂ = b̂†↑b̂↓+ b̂†↓b̂↑, and a large

cavity field ⟨â†â⟩ ∝ N . In this Letter, we focus on the
subcritical regime to study the influence of time-periodic
driving with g(t) < gc at all times. In this situation, a
dynamical superradiant configuration can still be found
depending on the modulation strength g1 when the driv-
ing frequency ω is close to a parametric resonance [17],
nω = 2ωres (n = 1, 2, . . . ) with resonance frequency

ωres = ∆

√
1− g20

g2c
. (3)

In Fig. 1 we show our results for the regions of superradi-
ance in parameter space spanned by g1 and ω. The col-
orbar shows the time-averaged mean value of the super-

radiance order parameter ⟨X̂2⟩tav =
∫ t+T

t
dτ⟨X̂2(τ)⟩/T .

A derivation of this phase diagram is shifted to a later
point in this Letter. This superradiant phase features
a time-oscillatory superradiant order parameter ⟨X̂2⟩.
DTC order appears if additionally the two-time corre-
lation function C1(t, t0) = ⟨X̂(t+ t0)X̂(t0)⟩ is periodic in
t with period 2T , T = 2π/ω. This requires the breaking
of a discrete time translational symmetry which happens
whenever n is odd (see DTC in Fig. 1). The breaking
of this symmetry implies the existence of a many-body
mode oscillating with ω/2 whose lifetime approaches in-
finity for increasing atom numbers.

Atom-only description– First, we will derive the atom-
only description, by extending the theory of Ref. [16]
and applying it for the first time to a time-dependent
problem. In the limit of a short cavity relaxation time,
|δc − iκ| ≫ ∆, ω, g, we apply a Schrieffer-Wolff transfor-

mation D̂(t) = exp(â†β̂(t)− β̂†(t)â) to eliminate the pho-
tonic degrees of freedom. The condition for decoupling
the atoms from the cavity modes in the master equation
leads to a time-dependent equation of the transformation
operators β̂(t)

i
∂β̂

∂t
= (δc − iκ)β̂ +

g(t)√
N

(
b̂†↑b̂↓ + b̂†↓b̂↑

)
+ [∆n̂↑, β̂] (4)

which is solved by β̂(t) = c+(t)b̂
†
↑b̂↓ + c−(t)b̂

†
↓b̂↑ in the

steady state. It is one major ingredient of this the-
ory that we also include the commutator with ∆n̂↑ that

FIG. 1. Time-averaged superradiance order parameter
⟨X̂2⟩tav calculated from the mean-field equations (8),(9) and
evaluated at κt = 104 as function of the driving frequency
ω/(2ωres) and modulation strength g1/g0. Solid lines mark
the threshold to superradiance found by γmax = 0. The hor-
izontal gray solid line indicates the threshold gc1/g0 given by
Eq. (12). The red cross (g1 = 0.05g0, ω = 2ωres) and star
(g1 = 0.2g0, ω = 2ωres) correspond to the parameters used
in Fig. 2(a) and (b), respectively. The dashed horizontal line
shows the parameters visible in Fig. 3, g1 = 0.75g0. We used
δc = κ, ∆ = 0.1κ, g0 = 0.5gc. DTC indicates where superra-
diant phases with subharmonic responses are found.

adds retardation effects due to the time-evolution of the
atoms. Without this term the dynamical stabilization of
the atomic state is not possible. The resulting differen-
tial equation is discussed in the Supplemental Material
(SM) [39], which yields an expansion

c±(t) ≈ − 1√
N

(
g(t)

δc − iκ
+

iġ(t)

(δc − iκ)2
∓ ∆ g(t)

(δc − iκ)2

)
,

(5)
where the first term corresponds to the quasi-static solu-
tion. With β̂ we can then write the effective master equa-
tion for the atomic density operator ρ̂at = Trcav[D̂

†ρ̂D̂]
by tracing over the cavity degrees of freedom

∂ρ̂at
∂t

= −i
[
Ĥat, ρ̂at

]
−κ(β̂†β̂ρ̂at+ρ̂atβ̂

†β̂−2β̂ρ̂atβ̂
†). (6)

This atom-only description includes the coherent time
evolution of the atoms governed by the Hamiltonian

Ĥat =∆n̂↑ +
g(t)

2
√
N

(
β̂†[b̂†↑b̂↓ + b̂†↓b̂↑] + H.c.

)
. (7)

The non-trivial time-dependence of β̂(t) therefore enters
both the (i) cavity-mediated interactions in the second
term of Eq. (7) and the (ii) cavity-generated dissipation
∝ κ in Eq. (14). In the SM [39] we provide a comparison
of the atom-cavity and atom-only theory described by
Eqs. (1) and (14), respectively.
Formation of a stable DTC–The resulting atomic the-

ory described by Eqs. (14) and (7) is a full quantum me-
chanical description of the dynamics of the atomic state,
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FIG. 2. Gap γ in units of κ as function of N for (a) g1/g0 =
0.05 and (b) g1/g0 = 0.2. Different markers indicate different
cut-offs in Floquet space (see SM [39], black circles Mcut =
3, gray stars Mcut = 4, light gray crosses Mcut = 2). The
dashed line correspond to (a) the mean-field γFl and (b) an
exponential fit ∝ exp(−0.005N).

which is the main tool in this Letter. The massively
reduced Liouville space dimension allows us to study
spectral features of the time-crystalline phase for atom
numbers that cannot be accessed with a full atom-cavity
description. Given a time-periodic Liouvillian [i.e. the
right-hand side of Eq. (14)] we can calculate the eigen-
modes ρ̂λ = eλtϱ̂λ with a time-periodic ϱ̂λ(t+T ) = ϱ̂λ(t).
The eigenvalues λ have in general negative or zero real
part, Re(λ) ≤ 0, and because of the time-periodicity their
imaginary value Im(λ) can be chosen within an interval
of length ω. The emergence of DTC is marked by the
breaking of a discrete time-translational symmetry. This
results in a closing gap γ := Re(λ) in the spectrum for
increasing atom number N at a subharmonic frequency
response Im(λ) = ω/2. The theory described by Eq. (14)
enables to our knowledge for the first time the study of a
decreasing |γ| in the time-periodic Dicke model with only
atomic degrees of freedom. In Fig. 2(a) and (b) we show
γ as function of N (a) outside of the DTC phase (see
red cross in Fig. 1) and (b) in the DTC phase (see red
star in Fig. 1). In (a) we find that γ converges to a con-
stant highlighting that this mode remains gapped. In (b),
instead, we find an exponential closing of the gap there-
fore indicating time-crystalline behavior (further details
in SM [39]). Our finding of an exponentially closing gap
is consistent with previous claims [19] and enabled by our
atom-only description that can access atom numbers in
a range which are elusive for a full quantum atom-cavity
description.

For very large atom numbers N we can further sim-
plify the full quantum description of the atom-only mas-
ter equation to a mean-field description of φs = ⟨b̂s⟩,

s =↓, ↑ (see SM [39])

dφ↓

dt
=i

V0 − iV1

N
|φ↑|2φ↓ + i

V0 + iV1

N
φ2
↑φ

∗
↓, (8)

dφ↑

dt
=− i

(
∆− V0 + iV1

N
|φ↓|2

)
φ↑ + i

V0 − iV1

N
φ2
↓φ

∗
↑.

(9)

This mean-field description includes (i) coherent interac-
tions and (ii) dissipation that are described as non-linear
terms proportional to V0 = −

√
Ng(t)Re(c+ + c−) and

V1 = Nκ(|c−|2 − |c+|2), respectively. The amplitude c−
(c+) describe the likelihood of atoms undergoing a tran-
sition from |↑⟩ to |↓⟩ (|↓⟩ to |↑⟩). Note that V1 ̸= 0 is a
consequence of including retardation effects described by
the commutator with ∆n̂↑ in Eq. (4). An imbalance, in
our case N(|c−|2 − |c+|2) = 4δc∆g2(t)/(δ2c +κ2)2 > 0 for
∆, δc > 0, leads to a preferential reduction of atomic ex-
citations. Consequently, dissipation described by V1 has
a nice physical interpretation: it is a cooling rate which
is crucial for the stabilization of the system over long
timescales. The efficient description given by Eqs. (8)
and (9) allows us to map out the whole phase diagram
visible in Fig. 1.
Threshold–We will now show that it is possible to de-

rive analytical results for the onset of superradiance. We
assume that all atoms are initially in the ground state
and explore when driving induces an instability towards
superradiance. With most bosons in |↓⟩, we eliminate
fluctuations in the ground state using φ↓ ≈

√
N , which

linearizes Eq. (9). The resulting complex differential
equation for φ↑ = (φ↑, φ

∗
↑) can be solved using Floquet

theory by making the ansatz φ↑(t) = eλFltu(t) with a
T = 2π/ω periodic vector u and the Floquet eigenvalue
λFl = γFl − iνFl, γFl, νFl ∈ R. Details of this deriva-
tion are reported in the SM [39]. The stability of the
fluctuations is determined by γmax which is the maxi-
mum of all possible real parts γFl. Whenever γmax ≤ 0
(γmax > 0) we expect the system to be non-superradiant
(superradiant). In the non-superradiant regime, the Flo-
quet eigenvalues λFl represent the low frequency modes
λ that are found using Floquet theory for the full Lind-
bladian in Eq. (14) for N → ∞. To demonstrate this
we show γFl as dashed line in Fig. 2(a) which appears to
be the thermodynamic limit of γ. Above threshold, for
γFl > 0, such a comparison is not possible as λFL can
only describe the short-time dynamics. The threshold to
superradiance is marked by γFl = 0 and shown as black
line in Fig. 1. To get analytical expressions, we refor-
mulate the coupled complex differential equation as real
second-order differential equation for x↑ = φ↑ + φ∗

↑

d2x↑

dt2
+ 2V1(t)

dx↑

dt
+∆ [∆− 2V0(t)]x↑ = 0. (10)

In this differential equation V0 modifies the resonance
frequency ∆ originating from (i) cavity-mediated inter-
actions and V1 serves as a damping of fluctuations coming
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from (ii) the cavity-generated dissipation. If we perform
a first order perturbation theory in g1/g0 ∼ ∆/

√
δ2c + κ2,

Eq. (10) becomes a Mathieu equation [40] with V1(t) ≈ γ0
and ∆[∆ − 2V0(t)] ≈ ω2

res − 8∆δcg0g1/[δ
2
c + κ2] cos(ωt).

Here, we have introduced the time-independent damping

γ0 =
4κδc∆g20
[δ2c + κ2]2

, (11)

and resonance frequency in Eq. (3). The Mathieu equa-
tion without damping is known to exhibit instabilities
around the parametric resonances nω = 2ωres [40]. In
presence of damping γ0, instabilities require sufficiently
strong driving, provided by the time-periodic term [40].
Accordingly we observe in Fig 1 superradiance close to
the resonance condition nω = 2ωres for pump power in
the sidebands ∝ g1/g0 above a certain threshold. This
finding is in agreement with previous works where dy-
namical superradiance has been connected to the Math-
ieu equation [17, 31], which again shows that the atomic
quantum theory in Eq. (14) gives the correct behav-
ior without describing explicitly the cavity. Moreover,
this allows us to obtain simple results for the damping
rate (11) and resonance frequency (3) and enables us to
calculate the threshold in g1. For this we perform a per-
turbative analysis around the first instability at ω = 2ωres

reported in the SM [39]. We show that the instability oc-
curs at

gc1 =
2κωresg0
δ2c + κ2

. (12)

The result given by Eq. (12) is visible as gray solid line
in Fig. 1. It agrees well with the threshold found using
Floquet theory at ω = 2ωres and its dependence on κ
highlights the effect of dissipation.

Dynamical response of the atoms– For a more compre-
hensive test of the atom-only theory and the resulting
Floquet theory, we turn to semiclassical simulations of
atoms and cavity (see SM [39]) for the same parameters
as in Fig. 1, g1 = 0.75g0, and different values of ω (black
dashed line in Fig. 1). For these parameters we expect
three superradiant regimes around the parametric reso-
nance ω = 2ωres, 2ω = 2ωres, and 3ω = 2ωres. We use
the semiclassical simulations to calculate ⟨X̂2(t)⟩ shown
as function of time t and driving frequency ω in Fig. 3(a).
The atom only theory predicts the borders of the super-
radiant regimes (black vertical lines), which fully agrees
with large values ⟨X̂2⟩ ∝ N2. In Fig. 3(b), to compare
the stationary state, we show the time-averaged superra-
diant order parameter ⟨X̂2⟩tav for both, the semiclassical
simulation of atoms and field (circles) and the atom-only
mean-field theory (black solid line) at steady state. Both
show a remarkable asymmetry of ⟨X̂2⟩tav where at each
resonance the lower threshold to superradiance is a con-
tinuous transition while the upper threshold is marked
by a sudden jump of ⟨X̂2⟩tav. Our semiclassical simula-
tions provide a powerful tool in its own right for studying

FIG. 3. (a) Superradiance order parameter ⟨X̂2⟩ obtained
from stochastic simulations as function of time in units of
1/κ and of ω/(2ωres). The vertical black solid lines mark
the threshold of superradiance obtained from the atom-only
stability analysis. (b) Time-averaged superradiance order pa-

rameter ⟨X̂2⟩tav as function of ω/(2ωres) evaluated after a
time κt = 104. Solid black lines (black circles) are obtained
from the mean-field (semiclassical) simulations. (c) Spectrum
S1(ν) calculated from stochastic simulations as function of
ν/ω and ω/(2ωres) with κt0 = 5×103 and tmax = t0. The red
dashed lines in (c) are νFl. Remaining parameters are δc = κ,
∆ = 0.1κ, g0 = 0.5gc. The simulations are averaged over 104

trajectories.

the dynamics. The perfect quantitative agreement with
the atom-only model demonstrates that the non-trivial
microscopic derivation of an effective quantum damping
mechanism can be used far from equilibrium. This agree-
ment paves the way for studies of atomic quantum corre-
lations and gaps as well as more involved time-dependent
protocols with the full quantum model.

To understand the dynamical response of the atoms,
which is crucial to determine whether one finds a subhar-
monic and time-crystalline order, we employ the two-time
correlation function C1(t, t0) and calculate its Fourier

transform S1(ν) =
∫ tmax

0
dteiνtC1(t, t0). Here, t0 is a

long time after which the dynamics of the system be-
comes independent of its initial condition and tmax is a
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long-time cut-off. The numerical result of S1(ν) is shown
in Fig. 3(c) as function of ν and driving frequency ω.
The spectrum S1(ν) spikes in ν for all values of ω that
highlight resonances in the atomic medium. These reso-
nances are in agreement with the Floquet frequencies νFl
that are visible as red dashed lines in Fig. 3(c). We find
νFl = nω/2 in the dynamical superradiant phase corre-
sponding to the parametric resonance nω = 2ωres. This
implies that the response of the atoms is flat with respect
to the driving frequency which highlights its robustness.
Moreover, the response is subharmonic whenever n is odd
which becomes clear when considering that the underly-
ing model is a single-mode theory of φ↑ that oscillates
with ωres = nω/2.

Conclusions–In conclusion, we have derived and ver-
ified an atom-only theory for the time-periodic dissipa-
tive Dicke model. With this theory we studied the onset
of superradiance including the dynamical response and
the threshold determined by the cavity-generated dissi-
pation, the driving frequency and amplitude. Besides
the numerical efficiency and maybe most remarkably, this

atom-only theory allows us also to describe the long-time
relaxation into the DTC that we can understand from an
effective cooling mechanism. We remark that all studied
quantities in this paper including the superradiance order
parameter and spectrum can be measured from the cav-
ity output. Future theoretical avenues that build on the
presented theory could use the atom-only theory to de-
rive quantum fluctuations and low energy excitations of
the DTC. This can be used to determine if the emergent
states are quantum entangled [41]. In addition, one can
apply the atom-only theory to more complicated systems
with many and eventually infinitely many cavity modes.
This paves the way to the efficient theoretical descrip-
tion of the atomic medium under periodic driving, which
can be used to analyze the generation of squeezed and
entangled atomic states with quantum information and
metrology applications [42, 43].
SBJ acknowledges stimulating discussions with A. Pel-

ster, R. Betzholz, G. Morigi, J. Reilly, and M. J. Hol-
land. We acknowledge support from Research Centers of
the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG): Projects
A4 and A5 in SFB/Transregio 185: “OSCAR”.
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ELIMINATION OF THE CAVITY FIELD

In this section we present details on the derivation of
the operator β̂ which is determined by

i
∂β̂

∂t
= (δc − iκ)β̂ +

g(t)√
N

(
b̂†↑b̂↓ + b̂†↓b̂↑

)
+ [∆n̂↑, β̂].

(S1)

To solve this equation we make the ansatz β̂(t) =

c+(t)b̂
†
↑b̂↓+c−(t)b̂

†
↓b̂↑ which results in the following equa-

tions

i
dc±
dt

= (δc ±∆− iκ)c± +
g(t)√
N

. (S2)

and can be formally solved

c± ≈ −i√
N

∫ t

0

dτ e[−i(δc±∆)−κ]τg(t− τ) (S3)

where we dropped the homogeneous solution since it is
negligible after times t ≫ κ−1. Assuming ω ≪ κ, δc we
can use that g(t) changes sufficiently slow such that we

can approximate in the integral g(t − τ) = g(t) − τ ġ(t)
and arrive at

c± ≈− g(t)√
N [δc ±∆− iκ]

− iġ(t)√
N [(δc ±∆)− iκ]

2

≈− 1√
N

(
g(t)

δc − iκ
+

iġ(t)

[δc − iκ]2
∓ ∆g(t)

[δc − iκ]2

)
(S4)

where we used κt ≫ 1 for the first equation and ∆, ω ≪
δc, κ in the second equation. This shows the result pre-
sented in the Letter.

FLOQUET THEORY OF LINDBLAD MASTER
EQUATIONS

In this section we provide details on how we calculate
the Floquet eigenmodes and frequencies of the Lindblad
master equations (1) and (6) in the main text.

For a time-periodic master equation

∂ρ̂

∂t
= L(t)ρ̂, (S5)

where L denotes the linear operator defined by the right-
hand side of Eqs. (1) and (6) in main text and ρ̂ is a
density matrix describing atom and cavity or only atoms,
respectively. We first decompose the the Liouvillian into
a Fourier series

L(t) =
∞∑

n=−∞
Lne

inωt (S6)

We then use the standard form of Floquet eigenmodes
ρ̂λ = eλtϱ̂λ(t) with a time-periodic

ϱ̂λ(t) =

∞∑
n=−∞

ϱ̂
(n)
λ einωt (S7)

and a complex frequency λ with Re(λ) ≤ 0 and Im(λ) ∈
[−ω/2, ω/2). Using the Fouier decomposition and Flo-
quet ansatz we find

λϱ̂
(n)
λ =

∞∑
m=−∞

Lmϱ̂
(n−m)
λ − inωϱ̂

(n)
λ (S8)

This can be reformulated as eigenvalue problem for the
larger matrix

L =

∞∑
n,m=−∞

(Lm − inωδm,0)⊗ |n⟩⟨n−m| (S9)
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with eigenvectors

ϱ̂λ =

∞∑
n=−∞

ϱ̂
(n)
λ ⊗ |n⟩ (S10)

such that

λϱ̂λ = Lϱ̂λ. (S11)

Whenever we calculate the Floquet eigenmodes we diag-
onalize L. We remark that in numerical calculations we
introduce a cut-off in the Floquet space indexed by n.
In the above equations we exchange the infinite sums by
finite sums

∞∑
n=−∞

→
Mcut∑

n=−Mcut

. (S12)

In our analysis we numerically check that Mcut has been
chosen large enough to justify convergence.

FINITE SIZE GAP FOR RESONANT DRIVING

In this section we give additional information on how
we calculated the dissipative gaps γ that are visible in
Fig. 2(a) and (b) of the main text. For this we fix g0 =
0.5gc together with (a) g1 = 0.05g0 and (b) g1 = 0.2g0.
In our analysis we take into account that for a finite

system size the resonance frequency ω′
res ≈ ωres has finite

size corrections. Those can be found by diagonalizing L0

which is the constant component of Eq. (S6) for a given
particle number N . In a first step we therefore calculate
ω′
res as finite size corrected resonance frequency and set

ω = 2ω′
res. This allows us to fulfill for every particle

number N the parametric resonance condition.
After we have determined ω for every value of N the

analysis is based on finding the eigenvalue λ of L as ex-
plained in the previous section . Here we only consider
the eigenvalue with Im(λ) = ω/2 such that −Re(λ) = γ
is the smallest gap. The obtained values of γ are visible
in Fig. 2(a) and (b) for different cut-offs Mcut = 3(2,4) as
black circles (light gray crosses, gray stars). In Fig. 2(a),
for g1 = 0.05g0, we find that all three cut-offs predict
a very similar value of γ. For g1 = 0.2g0, visible in
Fig. 2(b), we find that the smalles cut-off predicts a bend-
ing and deviates from the Mcut = 3. This shows the
importance of increasing the cut-off for larger particle
numbers. The data set obtained with the larger cut-off
Mcut = 4 is in very good agreement with the data set
using Mcut = 3 which indicates the convergence of the
results.

COMPARISON OF ATOM-CAVITY AND
ATOM-ONLY DYNAMICS

In this section we show the comparison of the atom-
cavity with the atom-only dynamics for fast cavity de-

grees of freedom in the parameter regime ∆ = 0.1κ,
δc = κ.
For small atom numbers this comparison is based on

the diagonalization of L using Eq. (1) in the main text
for atoms and cavity and Eq. (6) for only atoms. In
Fig. S1(a) we compare the full spectra for N = 10,
g0 = 0.5gc, g1 = 0.2g0 and ω = 2ωres. The circles are
obtained by diagonalizing the full Lindbladian describing
atoms and cavity and the crosses are calculated using the
atom-only Lindbladian. We find very good agreement of
these low frequency modes. This indicates that the atom-
only description is valid for long timescales. For larger
atom numbers it becomes particular hard to diagonalize
the full atom-cavity Lindbladian, however, using sparse
matrices we were able to compare the twenty lowest fre-
quency modes close to Im(λ) = ω/2 for N = 20. This
comparison is visible in Fig. S1(b) where we find very
good agreement. For all results we used a cut-off in Flo-
quet space ofMcut = 4 and a photon cut-off of Nphot = 5.
We checked that our results are converged for these cut-
offs.

For even larger atom numbers we need to rely on semi-
classical simulations if we want to treat atoms and cavity
on equal footing. Details on how this simulation tech-
nique works can be found later in this Supplemental Ma-
terials. In order to compare the simclassical dynamics
with the full quantum atom-only dynamics we calculate
the time-averaged order parameter

⟨X̂2⟩tav =
1

T

∫ t+T

t

dτ ⟨X̂2(τ)⟩ (S13)

as function of time after initializing all atoms in the
ground state |↓⟩. The results of the semiclassical analy-
sis is visible as purple dashed line in Fig. S1(c) and the
atom-only quantum description as solid black line. We
choose a parameter set which is in the time-crystalline
phase g0 = 0.5gc, g1 = 0.2g0 and ω = 2ωres. The atom
numbers is N = 100. We find exceptional agreement of
the two simulation methods highlighting that the atom-
only theory captures the correct dynamics. The excellent
agreement on short and on long timescales is a clear indi-
cation that the atom-only theory is valid and we have in-
cluded the correct cavity-mediated interactions and dis-
sipation. Note that it is far from trivial that the atomic
state can evolve towards a dissipative time crystal with-
out explicitly simulating the cavity degrees of freedom.
We can also compare the atom-only mean-field dynam-

ics described by Eqs. (8) and (9) in the main text. The
results of the numerical integration with the same pa-
rameters is visible dotted blue line in Fig. S1(c). We
observe that the mean-field theory (dotted) evolves to
the correct steady state for large times even for a modest
value of N = 100. This is an important finding since the
simple differential equations (8) and (9) can be used to
observe the relaxation towards a non-trivial stable dy-
namical state, which maps the whole phase diagram very
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FIG. S1. Floquet spectrum of the full atom-cavity Lindbla-
dian visible as circles and the atom-only Lindbladian visible
as crosses for (a) N = 10 and (b) N = 20. For the calcula-
tion of the Floquet spectrum we diagonalized L with a cut-
off Mcut = 4. For the diagonalization of the full atom-cavity
Lindbladian we additionally used a cut-off at the photon num-
ber Nphot = 5. (c) The time-averaged observable ⟨X̂2⟩tav as
function of time for N = 102. The sold line is calculated from
the atom-only effective master equation (S14), the dashed line
from the stochastic semiclassical simulation of atoms and cav-
ity field, and the dotted line from the atom-only mean-field
equations (S16),(S17). For all data point we used g0 = 0.5gc,
g1 = 0.2g0, ω = 2ωres, δc = κ, and ∆ = 0.1κ.

FIG. S2. The time-averaged observable ⟨X̂2⟩tav as func-
tion of time for N = 104. The dashed line is obtained
from stochastic semiclassical simulations of atoms and cav-
ity field, and the dotted line from the atom-only mean-field
equations (S16),(S17). For all data point we used g0 = 0.5gc,
g1 = 0.2g0, ω = 2ωres, δc = κ, and ∆ = 0.1κ.

efficiently in terms of the stationary mean field value
⟨X̂2⟩tav/N2. On short timescales we find an exponential
growth and oscillations of the mean-field ⟨X̂2⟩tav/N2 in
Fig. S1(c) that is not visible in the quantum simulation
of Eq. (S14). The oscillations in the mean field value
of ⟨X̂2⟩tav/N2 depend on the initial value and disappear
in the ensemble average. In Fig. S2 we also compare the
semiclassical method with the mean-field method for very
large atom numbersN = 104. Here, we see that the semi-
classical simulations predicts the same short-time behav-
ior as the mean-field simulations for large N .

DERIVATION OF THE MEAN-FIELD
EQUATIONS

In this section we derive the mean-field equations that
are presented in the main text from the master equation

∂ρ̂at
∂t

= −i
[
Ĥat ρ̂at

]
− κ

(
β̂†β̂ρ̂at + ρ̂atβ̂

†β̂ − 2β̂ρ̂atβ̂
†
)
.

(S14)

To do this we derive the differential equations for φs =
⟨b̂s⟩ = Tr(b̂sρ̂at), s =↑, ↓. Employing the cyclic property
of the trace we obtain

d⟨b̂s⟩
dt

= −i
〈[

b̂s, Ĥat

]〉
− κ

〈
β̂†[β̂, b̂s] + [b̂s, β̂

†]β̂
〉
.

(S15)

Now using the form of β̂(t) = c+(t)b̂
†
↑b̂↓ + c−(t)b̂

†
↓b̂↑

and factorizing higher moments in the bosonic operators
we find

dφ↓

dt
=− i

g(t)√
N

Re (c+ + c−) |φ↑|2φ↓

− i
g(t)√
N

(
c∗+ + c−

)
(φ↑)

2φ∗
↓

+ κ(|c−|2 − |c+|2)|φ↑|2φ↓, (S16)

dφ↑

dt
=− i∆φ↑ − i

g(t)√
N

Re (c+ + c−) |φ↓|2φ↑

− i
g(t)√
N

(
c+ + c∗−

)
(φ↓)

2φ∗
↑

+ κ(|c+|2 − |c−|2)|φ↓|2φ↑. (S17)

Using Eq. (S4) we can then derive

g(t)√
N

Re(c+ + c−) =− V0

N
(S18)

g(t)√
N

(c∗+ + c−) =− V0 + iV1

N
(S19)

κ(|c−|2 − |c+|2) =
V1

N
(S20)
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with

V0 =
2δcg

2(t)

δ2c + κ2
− 4δcκg(t)ġ(t)

[δ2c + κ2]2
, (S21)

V1 =
4δc∆κg2(t)

[δ2c + κ2]2
. (S22)

Inserting the above equations in Eqs. (S16) and (S17)
leads to the mean-field description shown in the main
text.

FORMATION OF A LIMIT CYCLE IN
PRESENCE OF DISSIPATION

In this section we demonstrate that Eqs. (8) and (9)
in the manuscript can describe the dynamics into a limit
cycle. We also show that in absence of dissipation, V1 =
0, this set of equations does not describe the stabilization
of the limit cycle. This highlights the role of dissipation.

FIG. S3. Mean-field trajectory of X(t), Y (t), Z(t) for 1.1 ×
103 ≤ ωt ≤ 1.7 × 103calculated from Eqs. (S16),(S17) with
V1 ̸= 0 (black) and V1 = 0 (red) and g1/g0 = 0.2. For all
plots in this figure we used δc = κ, ω = 2ωres, g0/gc = 0.5,
and ∆ = 0.1κ.

In Fig. S3 we show the trajectory of X(t) = φ∗
↑φ↓ +

φ∗
↓φ↑, Y (t) = i(φ∗

↓φ↑ − φ∗
↑φ↓), Z(t) = |φ↑|2 − |φ↓|2

with V1 ̸= 0 (black) and V1 = 0 (red) and after times
where we have reached the stationary state. Note that
X2 + Y 2 + Z2 = N2 is a conserved quantity such that
trajectories lie always on a sphere. The black curve
shows a limit cycle. In contrast, the red curve, where
we have switched off dissipation, shows a highly oscilla-
tory behavior. This key finding demonstrates the role
of dissipation in providing a cooling mechanism for the
atoms which stabilizes the dissipative time crystal. Con-
sequently, Eqs. (8) and (9) define a minimal set of equa-
tions that describe the dynamics into time-crystalline
structures and provides us an efficient method to map
out the whole phase diagram shown in Fig. 1 in the main
text.

DYNAMICS IN THE |φ↑| ≪
√
N

APPROXIMATION

In this section we present a special case of the mean-
field equations using the approximations |φ↑| ≪

√
N and

|φ↓| ≈
√
N . From these equations we also show how one

can derive the second order differential equation that is
given in the Letter.
Using φ↓ ≈

√
N we can derive a complex differential

equation for φ↑ which reads

dφ↑

dt
= −i [∆− (V0 + iV1)]φ↑ + i(V0 − iV1)φ

∗
↑. (S23)

This differential equation together with its complex con-
jugate can be given as a non-hermitian Schrödinger equa-
tion

dφ↑

dt
= −iΥHnhφ↑. (S24)

with φ↑ = (φ↑, φ
∗
↑)

T , the diagonal matrix Υ =
diag(1,−1) and the non-hermitian Hamiltonian

Hnh =

(
∆− V0 − iV1 −V0 + iV1

−V0 − iV1 ∆− V0 + iV1

)
. (S25)

In a next step we derive from Eq. (S24) the second
order differential equation that is presented in the main
text. For this we define x↑ = φ↑+φ∗

↑ and y↑ = i(φ↑−φ∗
↑)

and derive

dx↑

dt
=−∆y↑, (S26)

dy↑
dt

=(∆− 2V0)x↑ − 2V1y↑. (S27)

Taking the derivative of Eq. (S26) and inserting Eq. (S27)
we arrive at the second order differential equation that
was presented in the main text.

DETAILS OF THE MEAN-FIELD FLOQUET
ANALYSIS

In this section we present details on the Floquet anal-
ysis presented in the paper. We use Floquet theory
for the linear differential equation (S24) with g = g0 +
g1 cos(ωt) and decompose its square into Fourier com-
ponents, g2(t) = g20 + 2g0g1 cos(ωt) + g21 cos

2(ωt). Ac-
cordingly, we decompose the linear operator A(t) =
−iΥHnh(t) into Fourier components

A(t) =

2∑
m=−2

A(m)eimωt (S28)

with

A(0) =

(
−i(∆− V

(0)
0 )− V

(0)
1 iV

(0)
0 + V

(0)
1

−iV
(0)
0 + V

(0)
1 i(∆− V

(0)
0 )− V

(0)
1

)
(S29)
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and

V
(0)
0 =

2δc

[
g20 +

g2
1

2

]
δ2c + κ2

, (S30)

V
(0)
1 =

4κδc∆
[
g20 +

g2
1

2

]
[δ2c + κ2]2

. (S31)

The rotating components with ω are given by

A(±1) =

(
iV

(±1)
0 − V

(±1)
1 iV

(±1)
0 + V

(±1)
1

−iV
(±1)
0 + V

(±1)
1 −iV

(±1)
0 − V

(±1)
1 ,

)
(S32)

and

V
(±1)
0 =

2δcg0g1
δ2c + κ2

∓ i2δcκωg0g1
[δ2c + κ2]2

, (S33)

V
(±1)
1 =

4κδc∆g0g1
[δ2c + κ2]2

. (S34)

The next order, rotating with 2ω, are given by

A(±2) =

(
iV

(±2)
0 − V

(±2)
1 iV

(±2)
0 + V

(±2)
1

−iV
(±2)
0 + V

(±2)
1 −iV

(±2)
0 − V

(±2)
1

)
, (S35)

where we defined

V
(±2)
0 =

2δc
g2
1

4

δ2c + κ2
∓

i4δcκω
g2
1

4

[δ2c + κ2]2
, (S36)

V
(±2)
1 =

4κδc∆
g2
1

4

[δ2c + κ2]2
. (S37)

We apply now Floquet theory to the linear system

dv

dt
= Av. (S38)

For this we write φ↑(t) = eλFltu(t) with a time-periodic
u(t) = u(t+ T ) and T = 2π/ω. We find then

λFlu+
du

dt
= Au. (S39)

Since u is periodic with period T , we can decompose it
into Fourier components

u =
∑
n

une
inωt (S40)

and find

λFlun =

2∑
m=−2

[A(m) − inδm,0ω]un−m. (S41)

Defining now the 2×2 identity matrix I2 we can find the
solution of the above equation by finding the eigenvalues
λFl and eigenvectors

u =

∞∑
n=−∞

un ⊗ |n⟩ (S42)

of

A =

∞∑
n=−∞

2∑
m=−2

[
A(m) − inωδm,0I2

]
⊗ |n⟩⟨n−m|.

(S43)

The latter is approximated using a sufficiently high cut-
off in n such that the results have converged.

THRESHOLD FOR ω = 2ωres

In this section we derive the estimate for the critical
value gc1 close to resonance ω = 2ωres + ϵ, ϵ ≪ ωres,
using perturbation theory. This is done in the limit where
g1 ≪ g0 where we can use the Mathieu equation

d2x↑

dt2
+ 2γ0

dx↑

dt
+
[
ω2
res − 4∆b cos(ωt)

]
x↑ = 0 (S44)

with b = 2δcg0g1/(δ
2
c +κ2). Equivalent derivations of the

threshold are given in Ref. [S40, S44]. We assume that
γ0,

√
∆b ≪ ωres and make the ansatz

x↑ =

∞∑
n=−∞

xn(t)e
−inω

2 t. (S45)

The functions xn are time-dependent Fourier amplitudes.
We can then derive a differential equation for xn that
takes the form

ẍn − (inω − 2γ0) ẋn −
[(

n2ω2

4
− ω2

res

)
+ inγ0ω

]
xn

= 2∆b(xn−2 + xn+2) (S46)

From the equation above we observe that all amplitudes
xn with n2 ̸= 1 are of higher order in 2∆b/ω2

res. Thus
we restrict the equations of motion to n = ±1. The
components x±1 are evolving slowly with ẋ±1/x±1 ≪
ωres. In this regime we can approximate the differential
equation by

d

dt

(
x1

x−1

)
= A

(
x1

x−1

)
(S47)

with

A =

(
−γ0 + i ϵ2 i ∆b

ωres

−i ∆b
ωres

−γ0 − i ϵ2

)
, (S48)

where we used ω2 ≈ 4ωres(ωres+ϵ). The eigenfrequencies
are given by the eigenvalues of A and to derive them we
calculate the characteristic polynomial

p(γFl) = det [A− γFlI2] = (γFl + γ0)
2 +

ϵ2

4
− ∆2b2

ω2
res

.

(S49)
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The zeros of this polynomial are the eigenfrequencies that
are given by

γ
(±)
Fl = −γ0 ±

√
∆2b2

ω2
res

− ϵ2

4
. (S50)

The fluctuations are stable if the solution is damped.
This is the case if

g21 ≤ 4κ2ω2
resg

2
0

(δ2c + κ2)2
+

(δ2c + κ2)2ω4
res

4δ2c∆
2g20

(
1− ω

2ωres

)2

. (S51)

Therefore, at resonance ω = 2ωres, we find the threshold
which is given in the main text.

STOCHASTIC SIMULATION OF THE
DISSIPATIVE DICKE MODEL

In this section we give the explicit form of the stochas-
tic differential equation that we integrate to find part of
the numerical results given in the main text. We define
the operators

X̂ =b̂†↑b̂↓ + b̂†↓b̂↑ (S52)

Ŷ =i(b̂†↓b̂↑ − b̂†↑b̂↓) (S53)

Ẑ =b̂†↑b̂↑ − b̂†↓b̂↓. (S54)

Our starting point are the Heisenberg-Langevin equa-
tions for these operators and cavity degrees of freedom

dâ

dt
=− κâ− iδcâ− i

g√
N

X̂ +
√
2κâin(t), (S55)

dX̂

dt
=−∆Ŷ , (S56)

dŶ

dt
=∆X̂ − 2

g(t)√
N

(â+ â†)Ẑ, (S57)

dẐ

dt
=2

g(t)√
N

(â+ â†)Ŷ . (S58)

We introduced the noise operators âin with vanishing
mean value ⟨âin⟩ = 0, second moments ⟨âin(t)âin(t′)⟩ =

0 = ⟨â†in(t)âin(t′)⟩ and ⟨âin(t)â†in(t′)⟩ = δ(t− t′).
Instead of evolving the complex field we define the her-

mitian quadratures âx = â†+ â and âp = i(â†− â). Their
time evolution coupled to the spin degrees is given by

dâx
dt

=− κâx + δcâp +
√
2κN̂ x(t), (S59)

dâp
dt

=− κâp − δcâx − 2
g(t)√
N

X̂ +
√
2κN̂ p(t), (S60)

dX̂

dt
=−∆Ŷ , (S61)

dŶ

dt
=∆X̂ − 2

g(t)√
N

âxẐ, (S62)

dẐ

dt
=2

g(t)√
N

âxŶ , (S63)

with N̂ x = [âin(t) + â†in(t)] and N̂ p = −i[âin(t)− â†in(t)].
The stochastic differential equations that are used in the
main part of the paper are now derived by exchanging
the quantum operators with real functions using a sym-
metric ordering. In addition we exchange the quantum
noise by classical noise which warrants the correct second
moments [S45]. The stochastic semiclassical differential
equations are

dax
dt

=− κax + δcap +
√
2κN x(t), (S64)

dap
dt

=− κap − δcax − 2
g√
N

X +
√
2κN p(t), (S65)

dX

dt
=−∆Y, (S66)

dY

dt
=∆X − 2

g√
N

axZ, (S67)

dZ

dt
=2

g√
N

axY, (S68)

with N a fulfilling ⟨N a⟩ = 0 and ⟨N a(t)N b(t′)⟩ =
δabδ(t− t′). We use these stochastic differential equa-
tions to simulate the semiclassical dynamics of the cou-
pled spin and cavity dynamics. In this paper we consider
as the initial state with ⟨Z⟩ = −N , ⟨X⟩ = 0 = ⟨Y ⟩ and
the cavity in the vacuum state ⟨ax⟩ = ⟨ap⟩ = 0. To
incorporate quantum fluctuations in the stochastic semi-
classical variables ax, ap, X, Y , and Z, we initialize them
by independent Gaussian random variables with ⟨a2x⟩ =
1 = ⟨a2p⟩, ⟨X2⟩ = N = ⟨Y 2⟩, and ⟨Z2⟩ = ⟨Z⟩2 = N2.
With these initial conditions we integrate the stochastic
differential equations and average over several initializa-
tions that we report in the captions of the figures in the
main text.
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