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Light-matter interfaces have now entered a new stage marked by the ability to engineer quantum
correlated states under driven-dissipative conditions. To propel this new generation of experiments,
we are confronted with the need to model non-unitary many-body dynamics in strongly coupled
regimes, by transcending traditional approaches in quantum optics. In this work, we contribute to
this program by adapting a functional integral technique, conventionally employed in high-energy
physics, in order to obtain non-equilibrium dynamics for interacting light-matter systems. Our
approach is grounded in constructing ’two-particle irreducible’ (2PI) effective actions, which provide
a non-perturbative and conserving framework for describing quantum evolution at a polynomial cost
in time. We apply our method to complement the analysis of spin glass formation in the context
of frustrated multi-mode cavity quantum electrodynamics, initiated in our accompanying work [H.
Hosseinabadi, D. Chang, J. Marino, arXiv:2311.05682]. Finally, we outline the capability of the
technique to describe other near-term platforms in many-body quantum optics, and its potential to
make predictions for this new class of experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

The field of quantum simulation has recently under-
gone a transformation, evolving into a new realm of re-
search where the worlds of condensed matter physics and
quantum optics merge. Today, an increasing array of
platforms hosting many-body systems can accommodate
both unitary and dissipative dynamics in a controlled
fashion [1–6]. This circumstance paves the way for the
exploration of phases of matter and strongly correlated
behavior that have no counterparts in either thermody-
namic equilibrium or isolated non-equilibrium conditions.

In contrast to conventional solid-state systems, driven-
dissipative condensed matter (a.k.a many-body quantum
optics) systems exhibit a host of innovative characteris-
tics. In the former, dissipation poses the primary chal-
lenge to quantum coherence, while in the latter, dissipa-
tion is at times intentionally harnessed or even engineered
to drive the system into entangled states [7–9].

Traditional solid-state physics focuses on understand-
ing equilibrium phases of matter that result from the
interplay of interactions and thermal fluctuations [10–
13]. In the realm of driven-dissipative condensed matter,
instead, emergent behavior can occur in dynamics or
in the non-equilibrium steady state where the system
settles. These novel responses usually arise from the
intricate interplay of classical and quantum noise
within the strongly coupled limit of a many-particle
system. Finally, the nature of interactions fostering
strong correlations takes on a fundamentally different
character in the domain of quantum many-body optics.
Here, short-range interactions originating from atoms
or molecules coexist with long-range or even all-to-all
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interactions mediated by light, leading to fundamentally
distinct cooperative mechanisms.

These distinctive features find natural occurrence in
cavity quantum electrodynamics (cQED) experiments,
which have occupied a central position in the field of
driven-open quantum simulators for over a decade. In
cavity QED, atoms and photons experience couplings
as a consequence of their confinement within high-
finesse optical cavities [14]. This confinement enables
repeated light-matter scattering in nearly isolated con-
ditions, achieving effectively strong interactions. Lever-
aging the flexibility, tunability, and engineering capabili-
ties inherent in quantum simulators, these platforms have
become ideal environments for realizing non-equilibrium
phases of matter under driven-open conditions. Beyond
fundamental research, applications extend to quantum
information, where cavity QED currently holds the world
record for spin squeezing [15, 16], an entangled state
which surpasses classical limits for metrology and sens-
ing.
In the majority of these experiments, the dynamical

behavior of the system can be reduced to a few degrees
of freedom: typically, these are photon amplitudes and
numbers in conjunction with the dynamics of a collective
spin that encapsulates the motion of the entire assembly
of atoms [17–33]. This usually results from the all-to-all
nature of photon-mediated interactions in the cavity,
which allows for an effective mean-field description.
Quantum fluctuations are sub-leading in the number of
atoms when the dynamics of such macroscopic degrees
of freedom are considered and the system’s behavior
can be effectively characterized through semi-classical
descriptions [22].

This situation presents significant advantages when it
comes to modeling cavity QED experiments. Simultane-
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ously, it naturally prompts the exploration of conditions
where the strong correlations inherent in these systems
become dominant. In this context, we are witnessing the
emergence of a novel category of experiments, where the
true many-body nature of the platform emerges and it
defies a description using only a few macroscopic degrees
of freedom. These experiments encompass a variety of
setups, such as Rydberg tweezer arrays integrated into
optical cavities [34], atomic ensembles with adjustable
loading capacities [35, 36], and the fermionic variant of
traditional cavity QED experiments [37].

All these experiments necessitate the integration of
methods traditionally employed for addressing strongly
correlated problems with the extra complication that de-
tailed balance is broken and dynamics are non-unitary.
Accessing the long-term evolution of open many-body
systems subject to external (coherent or incoherent)
drives as well as strong interactions, is one of the most
challenging computational frontiers. Nevertheless, it has
now become increasingly important in order to steer this
new generation of cavity QED platforms.

Indeed, as numerous established platforms push
the boundaries of the NISQ (Noisy Intermediate-Scale
Quantum) era [38], a cavity QED platform endowed with
strong correlations presents an intriguing opportunity.
It would hold the potential for innovative strategies in
quantum processing, leveraging the combined advan-
tages offered by cooperative behavior [39], the interplay
of long and short-range interactions [34, 40, 41], the
manipulation of controllable quantum fluctuations [42],
including the potential to manipulate decoherence
channels [43].

As of today, state of art methods to model these
experiments would encompass a number of options.
Refined versions of semi-classical techniques, such as
discrete phase space representations of the Hilbert space,
have been tailored for addressing the driven-dissipative
dynamics of spin and bosonic systems [44–49]. Tensor
network ansätze, which retain the most informaive
correlations to describe dynamics, have been used to
study phase transitions in driven open systems [50–57].
At the same time, cluster mean field methods [58] or
self-consistent Gaussian approximations [59] remain a
straightforward, and, in some circumstances, competi-
tive way, to qualitatively capture non-unitary dynamics.

In this paper, we introduce a novel method to tackle
the dynamics of strongly interacting light-matter sys-
tems in the many-body limit [60, 61]. It is an adap-
tation of the 2-particle irreducible (2PI) effective action
formalism which has been used in high energy physics
and cosmology [62–74], as well as in condensed matter
and atomic, molecular and optical (AMO) physics[75–
83]. The method involves deriving a quantum effective
action for the system as a function of its 2-point cor-
relation functions. Such action gives exact equations of
motion of two-point functions, and with some ingenu-

ity also the dynamics of higher point correlation func-
tions [84, 85]. It is via a set of controlled non-perturbative
approximations (large N limit, dilute expansion, loop ex-
pansion) for the effective action [60, 61, 78, 81] that the
dynamics is numerically solved.

Equations of motion derived from 2PI effective actions,
known as Dyson equations (DE) [61], offer numerous
advantages. They give rise to self-consistent dynamics
of two-point functions free from secular effects [61, 86].
Since approximations are directly performed at the level
of the action, the resulting DE are conserving, in the
sense they cannot spoil the conserved quantities of the
original model. They also can seamlessly incorporate
both coherent and dissipative dynamics, as functional
integral methods do not markedly differentiate between
the two [87]. They do not suffer from limitations when
degrees of freedom with unbounded Hilbert space, like
photons or phonons, are included in dynamics. The
dynamics governed by DE have polynomial time costs in
system size and they can be run on a personal computer.
The price to pay is formulating educated guesses on the
physics of the problem, which are crucial for selecting the
proper approximation scheme. Furthermore, these DE
are known to semi-quantitatively reproduce dynamics,
and they are therefore excellent for elucidating the
mechanisms at work in a given problem of interest, but
less suited to fit with accuracy experimental curves,
for instance. With these caveats, the method is highly
flexible and applicable virtually to any driven-dissipative
many particle system, made of fermions, bosons or spins,
as we also expand in the conclusions of this manuscript.

In this work, we initiate our research program by ap-
plying this method to examine the dynamics of strongly
correlated light-matter systems within multi-mode cavity
QED. Our model is inspired by the experimental setup
presented in Refs. [36, 88–90] which involves several pho-
tonic modes connecting nodes (Fig. 1). Each of these
nodes houses atomic ensembles with adjustable loading
capacities. By manipulating the number of atoms in each
node (ranging from a few to thousands in the experiment)
by using optical tweezers, one can introduce tunable
quantum fluctuations in the platform. These fluctuations
enable the exploration of system dynamics, from strongly
correlated to semi-classical regimes. Importantly, this
flexibility is not unique to this platform [35, 91] and rep-
resents a promising starting point for delving into many-
body cavity QED beyond the domain of collective dy-
namic responses [18, 19]. During the final stages of the
current work, the experiment detailed in Ref. [92] veri-
fied the existence of a spin glass (SG) phase within the
quantum gas microscope platform of Refs. [36, 88–90] for
the first time through direct measurement of the config-
uration of spins in the system. In this paper, we comple-
ment the findings presented in our accompanying work
on dynamical spin glass formation [93] by providing a
comprehensive derivation of non-equilibrium field theory
for frustrated cavity QED and investigating the full spec-
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FIG. 1. Schematics of the model considered in this work: N clusters (tan circles) of Ns two-level atoms (spins) interact with M
cavity modes (green lines) via static disordered couplings gα,i. Cavity modes mediate effective all-to-all interactions modulated
among clusters. The effective interaction is modulated by static disorder and generates frustration and glassy dynamics. Each
cluster can be taken as a large spin S with amplitude Ns/2. Cavity modes induce ferromagnetic (FM) interactions between
spins within the same cluster.

trum of non-equilibrium phases and crossovers inherent
to these systems. Our objective is to bridge the domains
of AMO and the many-body community working at the
interface of condensed matter and field theory.

II. OUTLINE OF THE PAPER

The goal of this work is to understand the far from
equilibrium dynamics of SG phases in frustrated cavity
QED with strong disorder, where fluctuations cannot be
omitted and mean field treatments are not applicable.
We remark that our approach is distinct from those of
Refs. [94, 95] which by construction, are suitable only
for the universal SG behavior at steady state, in two key
aspects. First, the formalism developed here is appli-
cable in far from equilibrium situations such as quench
dynamics, while keeping track of the quantum nature of
spins. Second, the platform of Refs. [36, 88–90] naturally
includes extra FM interactions which are unimportant in
the steady state of the system [42], but as shown in this
work, can qualitatively modify conventional SG dynam-
ics away from equilibrium. We now briefly outline our
key results which expand upon the results of our accom-
panying work [93].

Introduction to the model – We commence the paper
by introducing the model in Section III. We will briefly
review previous works on the behavior of the model in
different regimes of parameters at the steady state, and
will motivate using our approach to treat its far from
equilibrium dynamics.

Introduction to the method – We provide a brief intro-
duction to effective action methods and non-equilibrium
field theory in Section IV. This serves as a foundation for
the detailed derivation of our formalism in the context of
frustrated light-matter interactions in cavity QED, cov-
ered in Section V, where we develop a versatile approach
to address real-time dynamics in a model for disordered
cavity QED given in Fig. 1. To enhance accessibility,
this section and its accompanying appendices are crafted

to be reproducible from scratch by the interested reader.

Magnetization dynamics – In Section VIA, we show
that the mean-field (MF) approximation, given by the
leading order contribution in our approach, predicts a
paramagnetic (PM) to ferromagnetic (FM) phase transi-
tion of effective spin degrees of freedom in the universal-
ity class of infinite range Ising model, but it completely
omits the effect of frustrated interactions generated by
static disorder in the system. FM interactions are medi-
ated by virtual photon exchange processes among spins
within the same cluster, and in contrast to inter-cluster
couplings, are not frustrated. In Section VIB we demon-
strate that, upon the non-perturbative incorporation of
disorder and fluctuations, our approach provides a dra-
matic improvement of MF results. As the focus of this
work is the far from equilibrium dynamics of this sys-
tem after interaction quenches, we first look at the dy-
namics of simple spin observables, such as global mag-
netization. We find that if the system is initiated in a
symmetry broken state with a finite total magnetization,
the relaxation of magnetic order substantially depends
on the coupling strength and the size of atomic ensem-
bles Ns or equivalently, the amplitude of large spins Ŝi
per each cluster. For weak couplings (Section VIB 1),
global magnetization displays paramagnetic oscillations
which are weakly damped due to the dephasing generated
by static disorder. Upon increasing the coupling (Sec-
tion VIB 2), spin relaxation changes from underdamped
dynamics to overdamped dynamics without oscillations.
In Section VIB 3 we address the effect of ensemble size
Ns on magnetization dynamics. We show that in the
overdamped regime and for small Ns, global magnetiza-
tion ⟨Ŝx⟩ relaxes quickly to zero while for large Ns, after
an initial collapse to a finite value, it stays in a transient
prethermal state with a slow spiral decay of the magneti-
zation vector along the axis of temporary FM order. We
benchmark 2PI with a semi-classical phase space approx-
imation [44, 96] and demonstrate excellent agreement in
the limit of large spins between the two, where the lat-
ter becomes exact. This indicates the viability of 2PI
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eLA[gα,i]tA

B
gα,i

eLB [gα,i]t

Measurement

Measurement

A×B A×B

Finite overlap
Q ≠ 0, SG

No net overlap
Q = 0, PM

Similar disorder pattern

Overlapping
spins

Non-overlapping
spins

FIG. 2. Measuring SG order through the overlap of spin configurations (Q) between two similar, but independent, systems A
and B which share the same pattern of disordered couplings gα,i. Starting from the same initial state for both systems and
evolving both of them under similar Lindblad dynamics, we can still obtain different spin configuration for each of them by
doing measurements and applying projections to the their states. If the systems are SG, the overlap remains finite at long
times. For a PM, the relative orientations of spins in the two copies are random and only half of the spins share the same
orientation as their counterparts.

for approximating quantum dynamics by starting from
the limit of large spins, and systematically incorporating
quantum fluctuations as the spin size is lowered down to
S = 1/2.

Dynamics of SG – To probe into the nature of the tran-
sition in the system as magnetization dynamics change
from underdamped to overdamped, we consider more
complex and richer spin observables in Section VIC. Par-
ticularly, and with the expectation of exploring SG order
in the system, we consider the dynamics of two different
order parameters for SG in Sections VIC 2 and VIC3.
First, we consider the time evolution of the overlap of
spin configurations between two identical systems (repli-
cas) with a similar disorder profile but otherwise decou-
pled from each other. This overlap Q, which measures
the statistical correlations between the two replicas only
due to their shared disorder pattern, is a finite quan-
tity in the SG phase and vanishes for a PM (Fig. 2),
as has been demonstrated experimentally [92]. To ob-
tain dynamics of the overlap, we extend the formalism
of Keldysh field theory, which is done for the first time
in this work, with technical similarity between our ap-
proach and the one introduced by Ref. [97] to study
measurement-induced phase transitions. In PM phase,
the overlap parameter relaxes to zero after experiencing
small temporary fluctuations, in contrast to the SG phase
where the order parameter relaxes to a finite value. We
show that weak cavity losses stabilize SG order by effec-
tively cooling down the system. Stronger photon losses,
on the other hand, suppress the SG phase. As a second
measure of SG order, we consider the temporal corre-
lations of spins over long times, conventionally known
as the Edwards-Anderson (EA) [98, 99] order parame-
ter, corresponding to the overlap of two snapshots of the
same system taken at long time intervals. We confirm
that EA order parameter changes from zero in the PM
phase, when the system loses its memory quickly, to a
finite value in the SG phase, proving that the system
is glassified. We proceed to show that spin fluctuations

violate the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [86, 100], a
phenomenon conjectured to be closely related to replica
symmetry breaking in SG systems [101].

Effect of resonant photons – In Section VIC 5, we con-
sider the effect of photon frequency on the glass phase
by looking at SG order parameter in a wide range of
photon frequencies from fast photons to the resonance
limit, where atomic and cavity detunings are close, and
below. We see that the SG order is peaked close to the
resonance, while it saturates in the adiabatic limit. At
frequencies below the resonance, SG order is dramatically
suppressed, resembling the suppression of various types
of order by low frequency lattice distortions (phonons)
in solid state physics. We also address briefly the spec-
trum of low-lying excitations in the SG phase, showing a
continuum of sub-Ohmic modes at small energies.

The capability to include in the same set of dynamical
equations variable ranges of coupling, tunable values of
Ns and active photons, is one of the key merits of our ap-
proach. It allows us to solve for the dynamics of the full
platform without the need to invoke large energy scale
separations, effective descriptions suited only to atomic
or photonic degrees of freedom, or to treat distinctly the
quantum and semi-classical regimes. In this regard, the
method has a degree of flexibility that appears promis-
ing to treat other strongly correlated driven-dissipative
systems, as we discuss in the concluding Section VII.

III. THE MODEL

The experiment in [36, 88–90] can be modeled by a
system of N clusters, each one containing Ns two-level
atoms encoded by the spin-1/2 operators σiλ, with clus-
ter 1 ≤ i ≤ N and atom indices 1 ≤ λ ≤ Ns , as shown
in Fig. 1. The couplings between the atoms and the
M photonic modes of the cavity are spatial-dependent
and uncorrelated from each other, which justifies their
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modeling via random spin-boson couplings [94, 95, 102].
Starting from the same initial state for all spins, each
cluster is equivalent to a single spin Si =

∑
λ σiλ/2 with

amplitude S = Ns/2. The parameter S can be tuned by
loading few or several atoms in each cluster, and it dic-
tates the strength of quantum fluctuations. For instance,
at large S each cluster would be effectively described by
a classical angular momentum, since its quantum noise
would scale down as 1/S [18, 103, 104]. A minimal model
for the system is given by the random Dicke model whose

evolution is governed by ∂tρ = −i[H, ρ] +∑M
α=1 D[aα]ρ,

where

H =
∆

2

∑
i,λ

σziλ +
∑
α

ωαa
†
αaα

+
1√

(M +N)Ns

∑
i,λ,α

gαi
(
aα + a†α

)
σxiλ, (1)

and

D[aα]ρ = κα
(
2aαρa

†
α −

{
a†αaα, ρ

})
. (2)

We assume that cavity modes are nearly degenerate such
that ωα = ωc and κα = κ. The couplings gαi are assumed
to be random and chosen from a Gaussian distribution:

gαi = 0, gαigβj = δαβδijg
2. (3)

Couplings for spins in the same cluster are similar as we
assume that the spatial size of each cluster is smaller
than the wavelength of cavity modes. The scaling of the
interaction term guarantees that the total energy is ex-
tensive in system size [105]. For ωc ≫ g,∆ photons are
the fastest degree of freedom in the problem; they quickly
relax to stationary value and approximately, they medi-
ate instantaneous interactions among spins. Assuming
κ = 0, photons can be adiabatically eliminated [42, 106–
109] and the model in (1) is mapped to

Heff =
∑
i

Hi +Hint, (4)

Hi ≡ ∆Szi −
4

(N +M)Nsωc

(∑
α

g2αi

)
(Sxi )

2
, (5)

Hint ≡ − 4

(N +M)Nsωc

∑
i ̸=j

∑
α

gαigαjS
x
i S

x
j , (6)

where Sxi =
∑
λ σ

x
iλ/2 is the total spin operator for each

cluster. For Ns > 1, each cluster in Eq. (5) is an infinite
range quantum Ising model also known as the Lipkin-
Meshkov-Glick [110] (LMG) model with Hamiltonian

HLMG = ∆Sz − J

Ns
(Sx)2. (7)

HLMG admits an exact solution using mean-field theory
in the limit Ns → ∞, and features a paramagnet (PM) to
FM phase transition [23, 111–115] at ∆ = J . The effec-
tive interactions between atoms within the same cluster

in Eq. (5) are purely ferromagnetic and, to leading or-
der, we can identify J = 4g2η/(1 + η)ωc after disorder
averaging, with η = M/N . Each cluster is further cou-
pled to other clusters via Eq. (6), which is expected to
generate frustration in the system. For Ns = 1, the fer-
romagnetic interaction vanishes since (Sx)2 = (σx)2 = 1
and this model becomes the quantum Hopfield model
(QHM) [116]. The QHM has a PM ground-state for
sufficiently large ∆ while for small ∆, the ground-state
crucially depends on the ratio η [117]. For small val-
ues η < ηc ∼ O(10−1), the system is in the memory re-
trieval phase [42, 103, 118, 119], which is a Dicke model in
disguise with multiple superradiant/FM ground-states.
When the number of photon modes (M) surpasses a crit-
ical limit η > ηc [117], frustrations dominate and turn
the system into a quantum glass [94, 95, 104, 120], ar-
guably in the same universality class of the quantum
Sherrington-Kirkpatrick [121, 122] (SK) model. In this
paper, we are interested in SG dynamics and will only
consider the limit η = 1.
The many-body nature of the model (1) when pho-

tons participate in the dynamics prevents us to use ex-
act diagonalization. Moreover, because of the frustrated
couplings, mean-field (MF) methods or dynamics of cu-
mulants expansions (CE) [22] are inapplicable. Instead,
we attack this problem using methods of non-equilibrium
quantum field theory (NEQFT). In the next section, we
will introduce the method using a simple example first,
and then will proceed to apply it to the model in Eq.
(1). A treatment of the Dicke model without disordered
couplings is also provided in Appendix G, for comparison
with the random Dicke model and pedagogical purposes.

IV. NON-EQUILIBRIUM FIELD THEORY

A. ‌Basics of 2PI Formalism

Similar to classical mechanics, the dynamics of a quan-
tum system can also be obtained from an action princi-
ple [62, 123, 124]. In particular, one can define a quan-
tum effective action (EA) Γ[φ,G] in terms of one-point
φ = ⟨ϕ⟩ and two-point iG(t, t′) = ⟨ϕ(t)ϕ(t′)⟩c correla-
tion functions of the system, known as 2PI-EA, whose
stationary solution with respect to correlation functions
yields the equations of motion for those correlation func-
tions [61]. The equations of motion include all quantum
effects, and in principle, can be solved to obtain the exact
correlation functions of the system. However, this is only
true if the full expression of 2PI-EA is known. For a sys-
tem of real-valued bosonic fields, the general expression
of Γ is given by

Γ[φ,G] = Scl[φ]−
i

2
Tr lnG+

i

2
Tr
(
G−1

0 G
)
+ Γ2[φ,G].

(8)
The first term is the classical action, and the rest of the
terms capture fluctuations (both quantum and statis-
tical [66]) and G0 is the Green’s function of the non-



6

interacting system. The last term Γ2 usually admits
an expansion in terms of connected Feynman diagrams
which cannot be disconnected by cutting at most two of
their lines (hence the name 2-particle irreducible). Of-
ten, it is only possible to do an approximation for Γ2, by
keeping only a finite number of diagrams or, similar to
this work, an infinite subset of diagrams. This in turn
yields an approximate solution for correlation functions
and field expectation values. The main advantage of 2PI
is that, despite the inevitable use of approximations, it is
a conserving method [61, 84]. This means that, the ap-
proximated dynamics respect all of the conservation laws
of the original problem and therefore, is immune to the
instabilities that many other methods of approximation
for dynamics have. In addition to being a conserving
method, in certain problems, including the one consid-
ered here, it is possible to obtain non-perturbative ap-
proximations for Γ2, which produce qualitatively valid re-
sults for dynamics at long times [60, 61, 66, 78, 125, 126].

B. Comparison with Other Approaches

There are various methods to explore many-body
quantum dynamics theoretically and each one has its
own advantages and shortcomings. Exact diagonaliza-
tion (ED) gives accurate results but is often limited to
very small system sizes, especially for open quantum
systems where the size of the vector space grows even
faster due to the necessity of working with mixed states.
Methods based on matrix product states (MPS) [127] are
mostly limited to one spatial dimension and systems with
local interactions and weak entanglement. Among the
most frequently used methods in the AMO community
are cumulants expansion (CE) and truncated Wigner ap-
proximation (TWA) [96] together with its extension, dis-
crete truncated Wigner approximation (DTWA) [128].
The main advantages of CE are simplicity and cheap
computational cost. On the other hand, it is an uncon-
trolled approximation [129, 130]. There is no a priori
knowledge of its domain of applicability before solving
the equations and checking the physical consistency of
the results. Furthermore, to calculate correlation func-
tions at different times in CE, one needs to resort to the
quantum regression theorem [109, 131], which compli-
cates the calculations. TWA approximates quantum dy-
namics with classical statistical mechanics by sampling
the initial probability distribution function from the sys-
tem’s initial wave function and subsequently, evolving the
system according to the classical equations of motion.
The advantage of TWA is that it is a controlled approx-
imation, since it can be expressed as the leading order
contribution in the expansion of dynamics in powers of
ℏ, which turn out to be equivalent to classical statistical
mechanics [61, 96]. The drawback of TWA is its limi-
tation to systems with weak quantum fluctuations and
when quantum effects are not built up over time. For in-
stance, TWA is unable to capture tunneling phenomena

[96] even at the level of qualitative accuracy. While the
calculation of non-local symmetric correlation functions
is straightforward in TWA, to evaluate quantities such as
response functions one needs to go to higher order terms
in ℏ [96], considerably increasing the required effort to
use the method. A detailed comparison of DTWA and
2PI for our system is provided in Section VIB 3 and
Appendix F.
In comparison to CE and TWA, 2PI can be used to

perform controlled approximations, provided that a con-
trol parameter exists in the system. In this case, the
2PI action admits an expansion in powers of the con-
trol parameter [61]. For instance, this parameter can
be ℏ, similar to the example given before, or inverse of
the components of a vector field or in our case, the in-
verse of the spin amplitude per cluster and the number of
photon modes to the number of clusters. Moreover, sym-
metric and anti-symmetric correlation functions are the
quantities in terms of which the formalism is built and
are the direct outcomes of calculations. 2PI also excels
in capturing quantum effects, mainly because it involves
a resummation of the perturbative expansion to infinite
order. For instance, it has been used to study dynamics
in strongly correlated systems of electrons [132–134] and
phonons [135, 136] with non-Fermi liquid (NFL) behav-
ior and critical fluctuations. 2PI works well also when
small quantum effects are accumulated over time, lead-
ing to drastic changes in the system at long times such
as in tunneling phenomena [64, 137]. Despite numerous
advantages, 2PI has some limitations. First, the approx-
imations that are usually made to retain only a subset of
the diagrams in the effective action, such as 1/N expan-
sions [60, 61, 63, 78], give qualitatively valuable results
about the universal trend of the dynamics, but are not
tailored to have quantitative accuracy, i.e., they are not
suitable for a point-wise comparison with experimental
data. Sometimes, one needs to make educated guesses
about which diagrams have to be kept to capture a cer-
tain aspect of the physics which is of interest. The ex-
ception to these is working in the weak coupling or the
dilute limit, where collisions can be incorporated pertur-
batively [86, 100]. Second, working with non-Gaussian
initial states is difficult in 2PI as these require the inclu-
sion of extra interaction vertices [61] that complicate the
approximation. We emphasize that this restriction only
holds for initial states. 2PI is not limited to Gaussian
dynamics (such as second order cumulants) and in fact,
captures non-Gaussian correlations generated over time
after initializing the systems in a Gaussian state.

V. 2PI FOR DISORDERED CAVITY-QED

A. Keldysh Action for Spins

In order to treat Eq. (1) using field theory, we need
a path integral representation for spin operators. Differ-
ent spin representations include spin coherent state path
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FIG. 3. The spin-photon interaction vertex after averaging
over the disorder. The dashed line indicates the average
gα,igβ,j .

integral, the Holstein-Primakoff transformation and par-
ticularly, spinon representations in terms of Abrikosov
fermions or Schwinger bosons [138, 139]. In this work,
we represent each spin-half operator in terms of three
Majorana fermions (ψx, ψy, ψz) as [140–152] given by

σα = −iϵαβγψβψγ ,
{
ψα, ψβ

}
= δαβ , (9)

where we have assumed summation over repeated indices.
It is easy to check that (9) satisfies spin commutation re-
lations

[
σα, σβ

]
= 2iϵαβγσ

γ . This representation was
used by Refs. [151, 152] to study the onset of superradi-
ance in the steady state of the Dicke model with different
types of external baths. We note that, although fermionic
and bosonic spinons are formally equivalent (after pro-
jection into the physical sector of the Hilbert space),
they can yield different results upon using further ap-
proximations. For instance, in 2PI we mostly start from
“simple” initial states for which the values of correla-
tion functions G(t, t′) are known only at a single initial
time t = t′ = 0. This corresponds to a Gaussian state for
bosons and fermions (more precisely, the Gibbs state of a
quadratic fermionic Hamiltonian [153]). In Appendix. A,
we show that a Gaussian state for Schwinger bosons is
always a mixed state at least for one of the boson species,
and generates a relative error ofO((2S)0) for the values of
extensive quantities such as energy or the effective action.
However, Gaussian states for fermionic spinons (complex
or Majorana) can be pure states, and do not introduce
any errors in representing spin coherent states. As we
will show below, diagrammatic corrections beyond mean-
field dynamics start at O(1/2S), and are sub-leading to
the error of using Gaussian states for Schwinger bosons.
Hence, using fermionic spinons is in fact essential for the
consistency of the approximation for all spin sizes and
not only for S ≈ 1, as long as we use Gaussian initial
states.

The Keldysh action for “free” spins , corresponding to
the first term in Eq. (1) and written in terms of Majorana
fermions, has two parts

Sσ = SB + S∆, (10)

SB =

N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

x,y,z∑
α

∮
i

2
ψαiλ∂tcψ

α
iλ dtc, (11)

S∆ =

N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

∮
i∆ψxiλψ

y
iλ dtc, (12)

where SB is the contribution of the Berry phase of spins

to the action [154]. The action in Eq. (10) can be com-
pactly written as

Sσ =
1

2

N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

∮
ΨTiλĜ

−1
0 Ψiλ dtc, (13)

with ΨTiλ ≡ (ψxiλ, ψ
y
iλ, ψ

z
iλ). The inverse bare Green’s

function for fermions Ĝ−1
0 is defined as

Ĝ−1
0 ≡

 i∂tc i∆ 0
−i∆ i∂tc 0
0 0 i∂tc

 . (14)

Finally, we define the fermion Green’s function and its
diagrammatic representation as

iGα,βiλ,jλ′(t, t
′) ≡

〈
ψαiλ(t)ψ

β
jλ′(t

′)
〉
: . (15)

Note that G is the dressed fermion Green’s function.

B. Keldysh Action for Photon Sector

The dissipative Keldysh action for photons can be ob-
tained directly from the Liouvillian, by following the pre-
scription given in Ref. [87]

Sph =

∫ [
ā+(i∂t − ωc + iκ)a+ − ā−(i∂t − ωc − iκ)a−

− 2iκā−a+
]
dt. (16)

Since the spin-photon coupling in Eq. (1) depends on
the combination (a + a†) of photon operators, dealing
with interactions is simpler when we make the following
transformation to real-valued photon fields (ϕ, π) given
by:

a± =

√
ωc
2

(
ϕ± + i

π±
ωc

)
. (17)

Substitution in Eq. (16) gives

Sph =
1

2

M∑
α

∫
ΦTαD̂

−1
0 Φα dt, (18)

where ΦTα ≡ (ϕα+, πα+, ϕα−, πα−) and D̂−1
0 is a 4 × 4

matrix defined as

D̂−1
0 =

(D̂−1
0

)++ (
D̂−1

0

)+−(
D̂−1

0

)−+ (
D̂−1

0

)−−

 , (19)

(
D̂−1

0

)++

=

[−ω2
c + iκωc −∂t
∂t −1 + i κωc

]
, (20)(

D̂−1
0

)+−
=

[−iκωc −κ
κ −i κωc

]
, (21)(

D̂−1
0

)−+

=

[−iκωc κ
−κ −i κωc

]
, (22)(

D̂−1
0

)−−
=

[
ω2
c + iκωc ∂t
−∂t 1 + i κωc

]
. (23)
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Γ2 ≈

ΓLO
2 ∼ Ns

+

(
+ + + + . . .

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ΓNLO
2 ∼ N0

s

FIG. 4. The leading-order and next-to-leading-order diagrams in the 1/Ns expansion of 2PI action.

Photon Green’s functions are defined according to

iDρ,ρ′

α,β (t, t
′) ≡

〈
Φρα(t)Φ

ρ′

β (t
′)
〉
c
, (24)

where ρ, ρ′ = (ϕ, π). We will see that only the Dϕϕ com-
ponent appears explicitly in the diagrams for the effective
action and self-energies. Hence, only Dϕϕ requires a dia-
grammatic representation which is given by

iDϕϕ
α,β(t, t

′) = ⟨ϕα(t)ϕβ(t′)⟩c : . (25)

C. Spin-Photon Interaction

Using the conventions introduced above, the Keldysh
action for the interaction term reads

Sint = 2i

√
2ωc

(N +M)Ns

∑
α,i,λ

∮
dtc gαiϕαψ

y
iλψ

z
iλ. (26)

In principle, we can proceed by taking the average of
the Keldysh action over the random couplings gαi. This

yields an effective interaction defined by eiSeff = eiSint

where

Seff ≡ − 4ig2ωc
(N +M)Ns

∑
α,i

∑
λ,λ′

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
c ϕα(tc)ϕα(t

′
c)

× ψyiλ(tc)ψ
z
iλ(tc)ψ

y
iλ′(t

′
c)ψ

z
iλ′(t′c). (27)

We have assumed that the initial state is not correlated
with disorder profile (see comments in Sections VD and
VE for more details). The diagrammatic form of Seff is
given in Fig. 3. To have a systematic and controlled ap-
proximation in 1/Ns that captures the frustrated nature
of the problem, we have to keep an infinite subset of 2PI
diagrams shown in Fig. 4. A closed form for the corre-
sponding summation can be found, as shown for example
for the quantum O(N) model in Refs. [60, 61, 63, 83]. An
easier approach is the auxiliary field method [60, 61, 63],
based on the Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformation
[11, 78, 81, 100]. HS transformation finds various applica-
tions in the study of collective effects in many body sys-
tems such as plasmons [11], superconductivity [11, 155],
superfluidity [154] and quantum spin liquids [138]. The
basic idea is to introduce a new field which we label as
χ, that mediates the original interaction in Sint. In our
case, χ decouples the interaction between spins and cav-
ity modes as diagrammatically illustrated in Fig. 5a. The

action of χ and its coupling to other degrees of freedom
are given by (see Appendix B for a mathematical deriva-
tion)

Sint → Sχ + Sχψ + Sgχϕ, (28)

where Sχ is the action of the HS defined as

Sχ ≡ 1

2

M∑
α,β

N∑
i,j

1,2∑
σ,σ′

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
c

× χσαi(tc) ·
(
Ŵ−1

0

)σ,σ′

αi,βj
(tc, t

′
c) · χσ

′

βj(t
′
c). (29)

We name χ as the Ising field, as it mediates the Ising-
type interaction amongst spins as we will see below. χ is
a two-component real valued scalar field defined as

χ⃗αi ≡
(
χ1
αi, χ

2
αi

)
, (30)

together with its inverse bare Green’s function(
Ŵ−1

0

)σ,σ′

αi,βj
(tc, t

′
c) ≡

√
N +Mδαβδij(σ

x)σσ′δ(tc, t
′
c),

(31)
and its full Green’s function

iWσ,σ′

αi,βj(t, t
′) ≡

〈
χσαi(t)χ

σ′

βj(t
′)
〉
c
: . (32)

Note that the “free” part of the action for the Ising field
Sχ is local in time and does not contain any time deriva-
tives of χ. This makes the equations of motion for χ al-
gebraic rather than differential. The latter is the generic
case where the equations of motion for correlation func-
tions form a system of coupled differential equations, and
adiabatic elimination is equivalent to approximately ig-
noring the time derivatives of some of the dynamical vari-
ables, which are assumed to have a quick response com-
pared to other timescales in the system. For the HS field,
adiabatically eliminating χ is exact, which is equivalent
to taking the Gaussian integral over χ in Eq. (29), and
the result is given by Sint in Eq. (26). The next term in
Eq. (28) is Sχψ which describes the coupling of fermions
to the first component of χ:

Sχψ ≡ − 2i√
Ns

∑
α,i,λ

∮
dtc χ

1
αiψ

y
iλψ

z
iλ, (33)

and Sgχϕ describes the disordered interaction of photons
with the second component of χ

Sgχϕ ≡
√
2ωc

∑
α,i

∮
dtc χ

2
αigαiϕα. (34)
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The diagrammatic representations of the original vertex
in Eq. (26) and the transformed ones (Eqs. (33) and (34)
are given in Fig. 5a.

We will show later that the two components of the
Ising field correspond to different physical quantities. As
will be shown in Section VH1, χ1 is related to the ef-
fective magnetic field each cluster experiences and χ2 is
connected to magnetization. Similarly, the Green’s func-
tions of Ising fields are not just mathematical objects and
have physical meanings. W can be expressed in terms of
the original Green’s functions as shown in Fig. 5c. W 22

is related to the spin-spin correlation function or equiva-
lently, the 4-point function of Majorana fermions

⟨Sxi (t)Sxi (t′)⟩ = −4

Ns∑
λ,λ′

⟨ψyiλ(t)ψziλ(t)ψ
y
iλ′(t

′)ψziλ′(t′)⟩

(35)
whose leading order expansion is given by the same set
of diagrams as W 22 in Fig. 5c, up to multiplication by
an overall constant, as given by Eq. (78). Therefore,
spin-spin correlation functions are natural byproducts of
our formalism. Therefore, there is no need to solve the
Bethe-Salpeter equations to obtain 4-point functions of
fermions, usually a cumbersome task particularly for out
of equilibrium systems [78, 85, 156].

D. Disorder Averaging

We can now take the average over the disordered cou-
plings. In the Keldysh formalism, the average can be
taken without resorting to the replica trick [100]. The
only term in the action depending on g is Sgχϕ. The
effective interaction after disorder averaging is given by

eiSχϕ = eiSgχϕ , where

Sχϕ = ig2ωc
∑
αi

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
c χ

2
αi(tc)ϕα(tc)χ

2
αi(t

′
c)ϕα(t

′
c),

(36)
is shown diagrammatically in Fig. 5b. We have to
make an important remark about the process of dis-
order averaging. In obtaining Eq. (36) we have as-
sumed that the initial state of the system is not cor-
related with the disorder. This is valid for the initial
states we consider in this paper. However, to study phe-
nomena such as associative memory in multi-mode cav-
ity QED [42, 103, 116, 117, 119, 157], where a signifi-
cant overlap of the initial spin configuration is required
for memory retrieval, one has to assume that the initial
state depends on gαi. In that case, disorder averaging
will generate more terms than Eq. (36), which couple
the initial state to the interaction vertex in Eq. (34).

E. Symmetry Considerations

The symmetry structure of the model helps us to sim-
plify the study of its dynamical response. Originally, the

Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) is invariant only under a global
Z2 transformation that maps all spins and cavity modes
simultaneously according to

σxiλ → −σxiλ, aα → −aα. (37)

According to the language of Ref. [87, 158–160], in the
absence of photon loss this is a quantum symmetry of
the system with a conserved Z2 charge. A quantum
symmetry is a symmetry of the fields on each individ-
ual Keldysh contour, while a classical symmetry is the
invariance of the Keldysh action under a simultaneous
transformation of the fields on forward and backward
contours [87]. With photon loss, the quantum symmetry
is demoted to a classical symmetry without a conserved
charge. However, starting from a symmetric initial state,
a classical symmetry still guarantees that the symmetry
will remain unbroken in the absence of symmetry break-
ing perturbations.
The symmetry structure of the model is enriched after

disorder averaging and using the fermion representation
in Eq. (9). It can be easily verified that the disorder-
averaged Keldysh action has the following sets of sym-
metries

1. A local Z2 gauge symmetry under the transforma-
tion

ψ⃗iλ → −ψ⃗iλ, (38)

which holds for each spin separately. This symme-
try is an artifact of representing spins in terms of
quadratic fermion operators, and is not physical.
The initial state or external forces cannot break
this symmetry. The important consequence of this
symmetry is that

Gα,βiλ,jλ′ ∝ δijδλλ′ . (39)

2. A Z2 symmetry for each separate cluster i and Ising
fields coupled to it:

σxiλ → −σxiλ, (λ = 1, ..., Ns), (40)

χσαi → −χσαi, (σ = 1, 2), (α = 1, ...,M). (41)

(41) holds because the effective interaction in Eq.
(36) is quadratic in χ. This symmetry is a classical
symmetry with no conserved quantities.

3. A Z2 symmetry of each photon mode given by

ϕα → −ϕα, πα → −πα. (42)

This symmetry is also a result of Sχϕ being
quadratic in photon fields and is a weak symme-
try. This symmetry implies that

Dρ,ρ′

α,β ∝ δαβ . (43)
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+

φα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αi φα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αiφα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αi

φα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αi

φα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αi

φα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αiφα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αi φα ψi gαi χ1
α1 χ2

αi

χ1
αi χ2

αiχ1
αi χ2

αi

(a)

χ1
αi χ2

αi χ1
αi χ2

αi

φα φα

(b)

++= +11=W 11

++=22 +=W 22

(c)

FIG. 5. (a) The original interaction vertex and the decoupled interactions after HS transformation. (b) The effective inter-
action between photons and the Ising field after disorder averaging. (c) Diagrammatic representation of the Ising (HS) field
propagators. The appearing fermion and photon lines are assumed to be renormalized by interactions. W 22 coincides with
spin-spin correlation function, up to an overall multiplicative factor.

We see that the Z2 symmetries of spin and photon sectors
are decoupled. This means that, even if the initial state
of spins breaks the symmetry, no photon coherence will
be generated (⟨aα(t)⟩ = 0). On the other hand, a finite

value for σxiλ results in a finite value for χ1,2
αi .

We again remark that the above arguments hold true
only if the initial state of the system is not correlated
with the disorder pattern, such that Eq. (36) is the only
outcome of disorder averaging. Otherwise, a Z2 broken
initial state can in principle break the Z2 symmetry of
some of the photon modes. This happens for example, if
the initial spin configuration has a strong overlap with a
single disorder pattern corresponding to the photon mode
α, such that

lim
N→∞

1

NNs

∣∣∣∣∣
N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

⟨σxiλ⟩0 gαi
∣∣∣∣∣ > 0, (44)

or if a symmetry breaking perturbation that favors a sin-
gle pattern such as

δH = ϵ
∑
i,λ

gα,iσ
x
iλ, (45)

is applied to the system. In this case, one expects that
for sufficiently small M/N , the pattern α to be activated
and retrieved [103, 117].

For the fully polarized initial states of spins considered
in this problem and in the thermodynamic limit, we can
safely take ⟨ϕα(t)⟩ = 0 throughout the evolution. Even
starting from a state with ⟨ϕ⟩ ≠ 0, its value will decay
to zero as it cannot align itself with any of the disorder
patterns.

F. 2PI Action

The 2PI action for the model given above is a func-
tional of fermion, photon and Ising field correlation func-
tions together with the expectation values of Ising fields

and has the general form given by [61]

Γ[χ̃, G,D,W ] = Sχ[χ̃] +
i

2
Tr lnG− i

2
Tr
(
G−1

0 G
)

− i

2
Tr lnD +

i

2
Tr
(
D−1

0 D
)
− i

2
Tr lnW

+
i

2
Tr
(
W−1

0 W
)
+ Γ2[χ̃, G,D,W ]. (46)

The expressions for Sχ, G0, D0 andW0 were respectively
given in Eqs. (29), (14), (19) and (31). χ̃ is the expecta-
tion value of the Ising field

χ̃σαi(t) ≡ ⟨χσαi(t)⟩, (47)

shown by a black circle connected to a spring in (Fig. 6a).
The last term in Eq. (46) captures interactions and as we
mentioned in Sec. IVA, is given by the sum of 2PI dia-
grams. In order to systematically expand Γ2, we need to
specify how the expectation values and Green’s functions
of the Ising field scale with parameters of the system. Ac-
cording to Eq. (31) to the leading order in (N +M)−1

we have

W 12
iα,jβ ∼ δijδαβ O

(
1√

N +M

)
, (48)

The diagonal elementsW 11 andW 22 are zero at the bare
level in Eq. (29). However, they become non-zero when
the couplings of χ to ψ and ϕ are taken into account
(Fig. 5c). For W 22 we have

W 22
iα,jβ ∼ δij O

(
1

N +M

)
. (49)

As will be shown later, W 11 has a sub-leading term due
to interactions which contributes at leading order when
it is summed over photon modes

W 11
αβ ∼ δijδαβ O

(
1

N +M

)
+ δij(1− δαβ)O

(
1

(N +M)2

)
. (50)
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(a)

ΓLO
2 =∼ NM

N +M
Ns +

NM

(N +M)2
NsΓLO

2 =∼ NM

N +M
Ns +

NM

(N +M)2
Ns

(b)

FIG. 6. (a) The leading-order contribution of interactions to
2PI action. The dashed line in the right diagram is not a
Green’s function and cannot be cut. (b) A diagram which
linearly scales with Ns but is not extensive and neglected.
Black circles connected to springs represent the expectation
value of Ising field χ.

Furthermore, χ̃ will have the following scalings (Eqs. (73)
and (72))

χ̃1 ∼ O
( √

Ns
N +M

)
, χ̃2 ∼ O

(√
Ns

N +M

)
. (51)

At last, the fermion-Ising vertex in Eq. (33) has

Sχψ ∼ 1√
Ns

. (52)

We now have all of the necessary ingredients to perform
a systematic expansion of Γ2.

G. Diagrammatic Evaluation of 2PI Action

We are interested in the thermodynamic limit of the
system in Eq. (1) where N,M → ∞ while the ratio
η = M/N is kept fixed. Moreover, the number of spins
per cluster Ns is assumed to be larger than one and will
play the role of the control parameter for the expansion.
Also, we assume that Ns ≪ N , which is a valid assump-
tion in the thermodynamic limit of the problem. The in-
teraction part of the 2PI action, given by Γ2 in Eq. (46),
admits a diagrammatic expansion in terms of the con-
nected vacuum bubbles of the theory which cannot be
split into half by cutting one or two of their Green’s func-
tion lines, also known as two-particle irreducible (2PI)
graphs [61]. Below, we will classify these diagrams for
our system as leading-order (LO) terms

ΓLO
2 ∼ Ns, (53)

and next-to-leading-order (NLO) terms

ΓNLO
2 ∼ N0

s , (54)

and higher order terms which are ignored in this work.
We will also ignore terms which are sub-extensive.

FIG. 7. Next-to-leading-order contributions to 2PI action.

The following discussion will also elucidate how the pa-
rameter controlling the strength of quantum fluctuations,
Ns, enters naturally in the field theory description and in
the DE derived from it. This is one of the key merits of
the approach, at variance with more numerical oriented
methods which have to deal with growing computational
complexity as Ns is decreased.

1. Leading-order contributions

The LO terms have linear scaling with Ns and at the
same time, scale extensively with system size. Two of
these diagrams exist and both involve the expectation
values of Ising fields, as shown in Fig. 6a. Their mathe-
matical expressions are given by

ΓLO
2 =

2√
Ns

M∑
α

N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

∮
dtc χ̃

1
αi(tc)G

y,z
iλ,iλ(tc, tc)

− g2ωc

M∑
α

N∑
i

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
c χ̃

2
αi(tc)D

ϕϕ
α,α(tc, t

′
c)χ̃

2
αi(t

′
c).

(55)

Note that the disorder (dashed) line in Fig. 6a cannot be
cut, as it is a part of the disorder averaged interaction ver-
tex in Fig. 5b. Accordingly, the right diagram in Fig. 6a
is not 2-particle reducible. It can be shown, by solving
the resulting equations of motion derived from Eq. (55),
that the LO terms describe a dynamical mean field inter-
action of spin expectation values ⟨σx⟩ mediated by pho-
tons through their response function (see Section VIA).
Therefore, the LO contribution describes the LMG cou-
pling in Eq. (5) with the inclusion of retardation effects
due to photon dynamics.
We note that there are other terms that scale linearly

with Ns, such as the one given in Fig. 6b, but all of
them scale non-extensively with system size and can be
neglected in the thermodynamic limit.

2. Next-to-leading-order contributions

The NLO diagrams do not scale with Ns but still scale
linearly with the number of clusters N . There are two
NLO diagrams shown in Fig. 7 and their formulae are
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(N +M)3
1

Ns

NM

(N +M)2
NM2

(N +M)2
1

Ns

NM3
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1
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FIG. 8. Some of the neglected diagrams in this work which
appear after NLO terms. The left diagram is sub-extensive
in system size and the rest are NNLO in 1/Ns.

given by

ΓNLO
2 = − 2

Ns

M∑
α,β

N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
cW

11
αi,βi(tc, t

′
c)

×
(
Gy,ziλ (tc, t

′
c)G

z,y
iλ (tc, t

′
c)−Gy,yiλ (tc, t

′
c)G

z,z
iλ (tc, t

′
c)
)

− ig2ωc

M∑
α

N∑
i

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
cW

22
αi,αi(tc, t

′
c)D

ϕϕ
αα(tc, t

′
c).

(56)

The rest of the terms in Γ2 are either next-to-next-to-
leading-order (NNLO) in 1/Ns or scale sub-extensively
with system size (Fig. 8). In this work we neglect these
terms and take

Γ2 ≈ ΓLO
2 + ΓNLO

2 . (57)

It is worth showing which diagrams we are keeping in
terms of the original action prior to HS transformation
(Fig. 4). As mentioned before, the LO part describes
a retarded self-interaction of the spin expectation value
expressed in terms of fermion Green’s function (according
to Eq. 9)

⟨σx⟩ = 2Gz,y−+(t, t), (58)

given by closed loops in the first term of Fig. 4, within
the same cluster and mediated by photons. In the regime
of fast photons and at steady state, this reduces to the
ferromagnetic interaction in Eq. 6. For NLO terms, the
two diagrams in Fig. 7 are equivalent to the sum of an
infinite number of diagrams in the original representa-
tion of the theory, shown in the brackets of Fig. 4. This
can be verified by plugging the diagrammatic expression
of W given in Fig. 5c into the diagrams of Fig. 7, and
subsequently substitute the lines for bare W with simple
dots, as the latter is just a constant. This infinite series
is a byproduct of disordered couplings. For the Dicke
model without disorder (see Appendix G), only the first
NLO diagram would contribute since in the absence of
disorder, dashed lines would disappear. This makes the
rest of NLO diagrams 2-particle-reducible and hence, for-
bidden in the expansion of Γ2.

H. Equations of Motion

Green’s functions and field expectation values are ob-
tained from the stationary solution of QEA which is
found from

δΓ

δχ̃σαi(t)
= 0,

δΓ

δWσσ′
αi,βj(tc, t

′
c)

= 0, (59)

δΓ

δDρρ′

α,β(tc, t
′
c)

= 0,
δΓ

δGαβiλ,jλ′(tc, t′c)
= 0. (60)

After taking functional derivatives of Eq. (46), we see
that the equations of motion for Green’s functions can
always be cast compactly as

Ĝ−1 = Ĝ−1
0 − Σ̂, (61)

D̂−1 = D̂−1
0 − Π̂, (62)

Ŵ−1 = Ŵ−1
0 − Ω̂, (63)

known as Dyson equations [61, 86, 100]. The matrices Σ̂,

Π̂ and Ω̂ are fermion, photon and Ising field self-energies,
respectively. They are given in terms of the functional
derivatives of Γ2 as

Σα,βiλ,jλ′(tc, t
′
c) ≡ −2i

δΓ2

δGβ,αjλ′,iλ(t
′
c, tc)

, (64)

Πρ,ρ
′

α,β (tc, t
′
c) ≡ +2i

δΓ2

δDρ′,ρ
β,α (t

′
c, tc)

, (65)

Ωσ,σ
′

αi,βj(tc, t
′
c) ≡ +2i

δΓ2

δWσ′,σ
βj,αi(t

′
c, tc)

. (66)

Due to their large size, the expanded forms of Eqs. (61-
63), required for numerically solving them, are given in
Appendix C. We will only mention the important details
here. The fermion and photon Green’s functions will be
diagonal in the spin-site and photon-mode bases, respec-
tively. Due to permutation symmetry [18, 19, 161] we
also have

Gα,βiλ,jλ′(tc, t
′
c) = δijδλλ′Gα,β(tc, t

′
c), (67)

Dρ,ρ′

α,β (tc, t
′
c) = δαβD

ρ,ρ′(tc, t
′
c). (68)

The same is true for their self-energies. The Ising field’s
Green’s function and its self-energy will acquire off-
diagonal elements only in the photon indices. Due to
the emergent permutation symmetry after disorder aver-
aging, all diagonal elements of W and Ω are the same.
This holds also for the off-diagonal elements ofW and Ω:

Wσ,σ′

αi,αj(tc, t
′
c) = δijV

σ,σ′
(tc, t

′
c), (69)

Wσ,σ′

αi,βj(tc, t
′
c) = δijU

σ,σ′
(tc, t

′
c), α ̸= β. (70)

A similar argument applies to χ̃, and it has the same
value for all sites and photon modes:

χ̃σαi(t) = χ̃σ(t) (71)

We proceed similarly to the previous section. We find
the equations of motion at LO first and then consider
the NLO corrections.
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1. Equations of motion at leading-order (LO)

For χ̃, one always finds that it has the same value on
forward and backward Keldysh contours, as it should be
since these are classical variables. From Eqs. (55) and
(59) we have

δΓLO

δχ̃1
= 0 → χ̃2(t) = −2

√
Ns

N +M
Gy,z−+(t, t), (72)

δΓLO

δχ̃2
= 0 → χ̃1(t) =

2g2ωc√
N +M

∫ t

0

dt′Dϕϕ
R (t, t′)χ̃2(t′),

(73)

where Dϕϕ
R is the photon response function defined as

(for details see Appendix C)

Dϕϕ
R (t, t′) ≡ −iΘ(t− t′)

〈[
ϕ̂(t), ϕ̂(t′)

]〉
, (74)

which describes the response of the photons to an ex-
ternal linear perturbation. Note that the time variables
used in Eq. (74) are normal variables and are not defined
on the time contour. Substituting (72) into (73) gives

χ̃1(t) = −4g2ωc
√
Ns

N +M

∫ t

0

dt′Dϕϕ
R (t, t′)Gy,z−+(t

′, t′), (75)

in agreement with the scaling relations for χ̃ given in Eq.
(51).

For Σ we have at the leading order

Σα,βLO (tc, t
′
c) = = − 2iM√

Ns
ϵxαβδ(tc, t

′
c)χ̃

1(tc).

(76)
The temporally local elements of fermion self-energy de-
scribe the effective magnetic field spins experience due
to interactions. Accordingly, Eq. (76) describes a time-
dependent magnetic field Bx in the x̂-direction experi-
enced by each spin. This sheds light on the physical
meaning of the first component of the HS field: it is the
magnetic field experienced by each spin and its Green’s
functions give the fluctuations of this field. This could be
inferred also from Eq. (33) which describes the coupling
of σx = −2iψzψy to χ1. Similarly, Eqs. (72) and (58)
relate χ2 to ⟨σx⟩ as

⟨Sxi (t)⟩ = −
√
(N +M)Ns χ̃

2(t)/2. (77)

Furthermore, it can be shown that W 22 is related to
the 2-point correlation function of the large spins Sxi =∑
λ σ

x
iλ/2 through

⟨Sxi (tc)Sxi (t′c)⟩c = i(N +M)Ns V
22(tc, t

′
c)/4. (78)

Eq. (78) can be rigorously proven by introducing source
terms in the Keldysh action which are coupled to σx,
and then taking functional derivatives with respect to
the sources twice (cf. Appendix B). By substituting χ̃1

from Eq. (75) into Eq. (76), the effective magnetic field
Bx is found to be

Bx(t) = −4g2ωcM

N +M

∫ t

0

dt′Dϕϕ
R (t, t′)Gy,zK (t′, t′). (79)

Interpreting Eq. (79) is straightforward now; spins per-
turb photons whose displacement is given by ϕ which acts
as an effective field applied to spins through the Dicke
coupling in Eq. (1), creating a self-interaction for spins.
Last, we investigate the photon sector at LO by cal-

culating the photon self-energy Π. Since all terms in Γ2

only depend on the ϕϕ component of D, the only non-
zero element of photon self-energy is Πϕϕ given by

ΠϕϕLO(tc, t
′
c) =

= −2iNg2ωcχ̃
2(tc)χ̃

2(t′c). (80)

Written in terms of normal time variables, it is easy to
show that ΠLO does not alter the spectrum or equiva-
lently [11, 100], the response function of photons. Hence,
its only effect is to increase the photon population. At
this order, spins pump photons, but without generating
any finite values for ⟨ϕ⟩. As couplings to different clus-
ters have different signs, their MF contributions cancel
out each other in the thermodynamic limit and photon
pumping is realized only at the level of fluctuations. Fur-

thermore, no changes of Dϕϕ
R at this order of approxima-

tion means that the kernel of the effective interaction be-
tween spins is given by its non-interacting form, i.e. it is
the response function of a damped (for κ ̸= 0) harmonic
oscillator. We note that the self-energy of the Ising field
vanishes at this order.
We summarize the physics of the problem in LO ap-

proximation. There is an effective Ising-like interaction of
spins within the same cluster with a retarded kernel given
by the response of cavity photons in the non-interacting
limit. Photons are coherently pumped by spins, but their
energy levels and loss rates remain unaffected. At this
order of approximation, the model behaves very similar
to the MF solution of the Dicke model. The effective
retarded spin-spin interaction is generated also for the
Dicke model, if we formally solve the equation of motion
for the photon mode in terms of σx and then, substitute
them back in the equations of motion for spins.

2. Equations of motion at next-to-leading-order

As is evident from Eq. (56), ΓNLO
2 does not depend

on χ̃. Therefore, Eqs. (72) and (73) describe χ̃ to NLO.
Accordingly, the general picture of an effective MF
interaction between spins remain unaltered. Although

the interaction kernel given by Dϕϕ
R will be renormalized

by fluctuations at NLO.
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The self-energies at NLO are found from the func-
tional derivatives of ΓNLO

2 and are given by

Σα,βNLO(tc, t
′
c) =

=
4iM

Ns

(
V 11(tc, t

′
c) + (M − 1)U11(tc, t

′
c)
)

×
∑
γ,δ

ϵxαγϵxβδG
γ,δ(tc, t

′
c), (81)

ΠϕϕNLO(tc, t
′
c) =

= 2Ng2ωc V
22(tc, t

′
c). (82)

Ising self-energies are non-vanishing at this order:

(ΩNLO)
11
αβ(tc, t

′
c) = = 4ig2ωc

×
(
Gyy(tc, t

′
c)G

zz(tc, t
′
c)−Gyz(tc, t

′
c)G

zy(tc, t
′
c)
)
, (83)

(ΩNLO)
22
αβ(tc, t

′
c) =

= 2g2ωcδαβD
ϕϕ(tc, t

′
c). (84)

We see that the off-diagonal element of W given by U
is multiplied by an extra factor of O(M) in Eq. (81),
and it has to be kept though it is sub-leading compared
to the diagonal element V . The resulting equations of
motion are a system of 36 coupled integro-differential
equations for different components of Green’s functions
and χ̃. The complete expressions for these equations are
given in Appendix C in terms of the symmetric (Keldysh)
and anti-symmetric (retarded and advanced) correlation
functions.

3. Evaluation of glass order parameter

The formalism developed so far is sufficient to calculate
some of the correlation functions of our system which are
usually the quantities of interest for quantum dynamics.
However, for systems with static disorder, we can define
new types of expectation values depending on the order
of calculating operator expectation values and disorder
averaging [99]. As will be explained in Sec. VIC 2, the
spin overlap quantity

Q(t) ≡ 1

N2
s

〈
Sxi,A(t)S

x
i,B(t)

〉
c
, (85)

between two similar copies (A and B) of the system,
which measures the statistical correlations between A
and B generated by the disorder, is of particular im-
portance in our analysis (Cf. Fig. 2). Q(t) cannot be
evaluated directly in terms of the “normal” correlation
functions, simply because of the non-commutativity of
taking expectation values and disorder averaging in Eq.
(85). However, it can still be calculated thanks to the ver-
satility of the Keldysh approach in dealing with quenched
disorder [11, 100]. The correlation between the value of

an observable Ô in two systems before disorder averaging
can be written as〈

ÔA(t)ÔB(t)
〉
=

∫
D[ϕA]D[ϕB ]

×OA(t)OB(t)e
iS[ϕA,gαi]+iS[ϕB ,gαi]. (86)

Note that up to this point fields belonging to different
copies, ϕA and ϕB , do not interact with each other. We
can now straightforwardly find

Q(t) =

∫
D[ϕA]D[ϕB ]OA(t)OB(t)eiS[ϕA,gαi]+iS[ϕB ,gαi].

(87)
Since the actions of both copies depend on the same re-
alization of gαi, averaging over disorder couples fields
of different replicas, and generates an effective interac-
tion between them. However, the effective interaction
only affects inter-replica quantities of the form given in
Eq. (86). Before applying Eq. (87) to our problem, we
make some remarks about our finding. Clearly, there is
a strong resemblance between our result and the replica
trick [11, 99, 162, 163] as they both involve more than one
copy of the system. However, there are also crucial differ-
ences between the two. In the replica trick the number of
replicas is taken to zero via analytical continuation while
here we are strictly working with 2 copies of the system.
Depending on the particular system and other parame-
ters such as temperature, RSB may or may not occur
while the system is nevertheless a glass [99, 122]. How-
ever, as we will explain later (cf. Sec. VIC 2), if 1-point
functions are vanishing while Q is finite, the system has
glassy behavior. Despite these differences, we call Eq.
(87) the “replicated model” for convenience. We note
that a similar replica approach has been used by Ref. [97]
to study measurement-induced phase transitions due to
continuous-time measurements.
We apply Eq. (87) to the HS transformed interaction

part of the action in Eq. (28). Sgχϕ is the only term
depending on gαi and has to be averaged in Eq. (87).
The result of disorder averaging are three terms, two of
them couple fields from the same copies and correspond
to the effective vertex Sχϕ in Eq. (36). The third term
gives an interaction between fields of different copies and
reads as

SABχϕ = 2ig2ωc
∑
αi

∫∫
dtc dt

′
c χ

2
αi,A(tc)ϕα,A(tc)

× χ2
αi,B(t

′
c)ϕα,B(t

′
c). (88)
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FIG. 9. Dynamics at the leading-order of approximation de-
scribing the motion of classical spins coupled via a retarded
interaction, for g/gc = 1.27 and (θ0, φ0) = (0.7π, 0). Top
panel: dynamics of spins in the adiabatic limit ωc/∆ = 5.0
and for κ = 0 (dark purple curve) and κ/∆ = 0.5 (light green
curve). Bottom panel: the same as top panel only for slow
photons ωc = ∆, showing tunneling events when photon loss
is weak.

Using this “replicated Keldysh field theory”, we can ob-
tain Q(t) in terms of the diagonal (t = t′) elements of
inter-replica correlation functions. To distinguish inter-
replica correlators from the normal ones, we represent the

former with a tilde mark below them such as ∼D
ρ,ρ′

α,β (tc, t
′
c).

For example, for Q we have

Q(t) = i
N +M

8Ns
∼V

22(t, t). (89)

For the replicated theory, there will be 4 more indepen-
dent equations of motion that have to be solved in addi-
tion to those of the previous section. Crucially, these
extra equations do not alter the dynamics of replica-
diagonal quantities, as expected, since replicas are just
abstractions and they are not “aware” of each other.
Non-replica diagonal quantities, on the other hand, de-
pend both on replica diagonal and non-replica diagonal
correlation functions. Furthermore, all of the non-replica
diagonal response functions turn out to vanish, as per-
turbing one replica cannot leave any effects on the other
one. We leave the details of the calculations and the
extra equations of motion to Appendix D.

VI. RESULTS

In this section, we will report our findings in the fol-
lowing order. First, we discuss in Sec. VIA the results
of approximating the effective action only to LO. In Sec.
VIB, we demonstrate that the NLO corrections signifi-
cantly change the dynamics for all values of Ns, motivat-
ing the necessity of keeping NLO effects. In Sec. VIC,
we discuss the formation of SG phase in the system by
studying various physical characteristics of SG in our sys-
tem. We will also address the effect of spin size Ns and
photon frequency on the glassy behavior of the system.

We will study the quench dynamics starting from a
polarized spin state specified by the angles (θ0, φ0) such

FIG. 10. Evolution of photon population per each mode nor-
malized by cluster size Ns, for g/gc = 1.27 and (θ0, φ0) =
(0.7π, 0). Top panel: the adiabatic limit ωc/∆ = 5.0 and for
κ = 0 (dark purple curve) and κ/∆ = 0.5 (light green curve).
Bottom panel: the same as top panel only for slow photons
ωc = ∆.

that

⟨σ⃗⟩0 = (sin θ0 cosφ0, sin θ0 sinφ0, cos θ0), (90)

and the vacuum state for photons |0⟩ satisfying â |0⟩ = 0.
We turn on the spin-photon coupling g at t = 0 and let
the system evolve.

A. Results at LO

The equations of motion for the diagonal elements of
fermion Green’s functions become decoupled from the
non-diagonal elements at LO. This allows us to write
the dynamics of magnetization m⃗ = ⟨σ⃗⟩ in a transpar-
ent form as (Appendix E 1)

d

dt
mx(t) = −∆my(t), (91)

d

dt
my(t) = ∆mx(t)

− Jω2
c

∫ t

0

mz(t)D
ϕϕ
R (t, t′)mx(t

′) dt′, (92)

d

dt
mz(t) = Jω2

c

∫ t

0

my(t)D
ϕϕ
R (t, t′)mx(t

′) dt′, (93)

where J is the coupling of LMG model defined in Eq.

(4). The photon response function Dϕϕ
R is given by its

bare value at LO which is (the minus of) the response
function of a damped harmonic oscillator

Dϕϕ
R (t− t′) = −Θ(t− t′)

ω2
c

e−κ(t−t
′) sinωc(t− t′). (94)

Eqs (91)-(93) describe the motion of classical angu-
lar momentum variables with a conserved vector length
|m⃗| = 1. Adiabatic elimination of photons [164] amounts
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to approximate the integral in Eq. (93) as

≈ my(t)mz(t)

∫ t

0

Dϕϕ
R (t− t′) dt′ ≈ my(t)mz(t)

×
∫ ∞

0

Dϕϕ
R (t′) dt′ ≈ − 1

ωc(ω2
c + κ2)

my(t)mz(t). (95)

Substituting (95) into Eqs. (92) and (93) results in the
MF equations of motion for LMG model with a coupling
modified by photon loss according to J → Jω2

c/(ω
2
c+κ

2).
From a physical point of view, the above derivation shows
that at LO, our approximation maps each cluster to a
classical LMG system without coupling to other clusters.
Therefore, the LO approximation describes the FM to
PM transition of an infinite range Ising model with re-
tarded interactions. The critical coupling of this system
is determined according to the condition ∆ = J [111] to
be

gc =
1

2

√
∆(ω2

c + κ2)

ωc

N +M

M
. (96)

Although only valid in the adiabatic regime of the MF so-
lution, we will use gc throughout this paper and scale the
coupling g according to it when comparing our results for
different values of ∆, ωc or κ. Clearly, dynamics at LO
do not have any features unexplored in the past, and we
only report the results of our simulations as a consistency
check of our approach. In Fig. 9 we have shown the dy-
namics of spins initiated close to an equilibrium state of
Eqs. (91)-(93) inside the FM phase. We see that for fast
photons (top panel of Fig. 9), the system remains close
to the minimum with oscillations which are smoothed by
photon loss. For slow photons when adiabatic elimination
does not work (bottom panel of Fig. 9), the fluctuations
induced by photons’ dynamics relieve FM correlations
and can create rare tunneling events. With photon loss,
the destructive effect of slow photons on FM order is re-
duced due to the effective damping that slows down the
spins towards the bottom of the nearby energy minimum.

Having explored spin dynamics at LO, we now discuss
the evolution of the photon sector. As we said before,
the response of photons given by the retarded function

Dϕϕ
R is unaltered by interactions at LO. However, the

symmetric correlation function of photons and photon
population are affected by the coupling to spins. Spins
pump cavity modes due to the presence of the transverse
field ∆, and as shown in Fig. 10, create large oscilla-
tions (if κ = 0) or a superradiant burst (if κ ̸= 0) in the
population of photons n(t). We do not discuss dynamics
of the PM phase in LO approximation here due to their
trivial nature, and will show them in comparison with
NLO results later.

The insufficiency of the LO approximation is clear by
above observations. At this order of approximation, the
size of each cluster Ns only appears as an overall scaling
factor in photon number n(t) ∝ Ns, and spin dynamics
do not depend on Ns. The latter is not physically valid,
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FIG. 11. Comparison of spin dynamics at LO and NLO
approximations for a large spin size (Ns = 105), following a
PM quench (g/gc = 0.71) and in the limit of fast photons
ωc/∆ = 5 with (κ/∆ = 0.5) and without photon loss. Top,
middle and bottom rows show the evolution of mx, mz and
the expectation value of spin size, respectively. Spins dephase
to a single point due to random static couplings in the system.

as we expect fluctuations to affect spin dynamics notice-
ably when the spin per each cluster Ŝi =

∑
λ σ̂iλ/2 be-

comes smaller as Ns is decreased. The other important
shortcoming of LO approximation is visible in the dy-
namics of photon population in the adiabatic limit with-
out loss, where the amplitude of the oscillations in n(t)
does not change and remains constant (Fig. 10). In re-
ality, photons experience dissipation even in a perfect
cavity, as they can be reabsorbed by spins over longer
timescales and the system is expected to equilibrate even-
tually. It is clear from the discussion above that LO
approximation fails to capture this effect. As we will see
next, NLO corrections take into account fluctuations and
the reabsorption of photons, in addition to non-trivial
regimes of dynamics such as glassy behavior.

B. Results at NLO for Large Spins

Below we will report on the dynamics at NLO for
quenches to PM and FM phases of the system, in the
limit of large spin per cluster (Ns = 105). We note that
we label these phases according to the behavior of the
system at the MF level. The dynamics may change sig-
nificantly when going beyond MF theory, making these
labels inaccurate a posteriori.
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FIG. 12. Comparison of spin dynamics at LO and NLO
approximations for a large spin size (Ns = 105), following a
PM quench (g/gc = 0.71) and in the limit of resonant photons
ωc = ∆ with (κ/∆ = 0.5) and without photon loss. Top,
middle and bottom rows show the evolution of mx, mz and
the expectation value of spin size, respectively. Spins dephase
to a single point due to random static couplings in the system.

1. Dynamics in the paramagnetic phase

We initialize the system in the ground-state of photons
and the spin state with (θ0, φ0) = (0.7π, 0) in Eq. (90).
We choose a coupling below gc given in Eq. (96), and
consider both cases of perfect and lossy cavities.

The results for fast photons (ωc/∆ = 5) are shown
in Fig. (11), in comparison with LO results. We see
that the evolution ofmx is considerably altered by taking
fluctuations into account. Spin dynamics is now damped
even in the absence of photon loss. This is expected,
as dissipation is a natural byproduct of interactions in a
many-body system. We also see that photon loss has a
minor impact on spin dynamics as it is weaker than the
fluctuation-induced dissipation. As shown in the mid-
dle panel of Fig. 11, σz shows a surprising behavior
at NLO by not relaxing to its minimum value, in con-
trast to the LO result which at least, when κ ̸= 0, ap-
proaches −1. However, there is a clear explanation for
this phenomenon. The value of g2 gives the variance of
the disordered coupling in the system. This means that,
while most of the individual couplings for each realiza-
tion of the disorder are smaller than g, some of them
are still large enough to weaken the PM configuration of
the ground-state without causing a phase transition in
the system. The fact that this behavior is purely due to
random interactions is supported by our observation that
the NLO approximation for non-disordered Dicke model
results in the decay of spins into a state with σz = −1 in
the PM phase. We also have shown the evolution of the
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FIG. 13. Comparison of spin dynamics at LO and NLO
approximations for a large spin size (Ns = 105), following
a FM quench (g/gc = 1.27) and in the limit of fast pho-
tons ωc/∆ = 5 with (κ/∆ = 0.5) and without photon loss.
Top panel: following a quick collapse, the decay of FM order
parameter strongly slows down and a prethermal plateau is
formed. The middle and bottom panels show the evolution of
mz and the radius of the Bloch sphere, respectively.

spin vector size defined by

R(t) ≡
√
(mx)2 + (my)2 + (mz)2, (97)

in Fig. 11. While R is a constant of motion of Eqs. (91)-
(93), it changes when fluctuations are considered. The
final state of the system is a PM with a smaller spin size.
Note that R(t → ∞) is independent of the initial state
and is always smaller than one even at the lowest temper-
atures, only due to the frustrated nature of the system.
In the following discussion, R(t) will be a useful proxy
for assessing the impact of correlations in dynamics. It
is the radius of the Bloch sphere, given at t = 0 by the
spin coherent state in Eq. (90), and a constant of mo-
tion for all-to-all interacting spin systems with homoge-
neous couplings and collective dissipation [18, 114, 165].
It stays constant over time because in this class of sys-
tems, the MF approximation is exact in the thermody-
namic limit and therefore no higher order cumulants are
formed, which would make R(t) shrink, signaling the on-
set of a strongly correlated regime.

Spin dynamics at NLO approximation for the case of
resonant photons ωc = ∆ are illustrated in Fig. 12. As
expected, dynamics become more irregular both at LO
and NLO and photon loss has a more dramatic effect on
the dynamics.
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FIG. 14. Evolution of spin vectors projected to the xz plane
for large cluster size Ns = 105 and for κ/∆ = 0 (dark purple
curve) and κ/∆ = 0.5 (light green curve). Spins feature a
spiral relaxation around the axis of FM ordering (dashed line)
and towards the origin (parallel to the arrow).

2. Dynamics in the ferromagnetic phase

We quench the coupling to g = 1.27gc where a FM
state is realized at LO as shown previously,. The initial
spin vector is again taken to be (θ0, φ0) = (0.7π, 0), such
that spins are close to the ground-state of the classical
model in Eqs. (91)-(93) at the chosen coupling strength.
Similar to the PM case, we take a large spin size (Ns =
105) where the effect of NLO corrections is supposed to
be small. It will become clear that this is an incorrect
assumption and NLO contributions are significant.

The results of the numerics for the adiabatic limit
ωc/∆ = 5 are depicted in Fig. 13 at LO and NLO
approximations. At LO, mx and mz show small oscil-
lations around the equilibrium of the MF dynamics and
the spin vector is confined to the surface of the Bloch
sphere (R = 1). Fluctuations captured at NLO drasti-
cally alter the dynamics. All components of spin decay
and the spin vector shrinks toward the center of the Bloch
sphere. The spin decay features an interesting profile.
For an initial period, the relaxation is quick and spins
experience a collapse to a smaller but finite value. Fol-
lowing this, the relaxation becomes very slow and the
spin vector spirals around the axis of FM order of the
LO solution (Fig. 14). This situation is similar to the
phenomenon of prethermalization in the quench dynam-
ics of many-body quantum systems [23, 66, 78, 166–173],
although here the system can be open. The prether-
mal behavior is also seen in the time evolution of photon
number n(t) shown in Fig. 15a. During the prethermal
plateau of spins, n(t) has a nearly stationary value with a
slow growth (visible in the overall slope of the light curve
in Fig. 15b) towards the true equilibrium state. Photon
losses only qualitatively affect spin dynamics, by weakly
accelerating the process of relaxation.

As we emphasized before, labeling the system as a FM
for g > gc is only valid at the MF level. It is clear from
the previous section that the system is not truly a FM

(a)

(b)

FIG. 15. (a) Photon population for a quench into the ordered
phase with g/gc = 1.27, ωc/∆ = 5 and κ = 0 at LO (dark
purple curve) and NLO (light green curve). (b) Photon num-
ber per mode for g/gc = 1.27 and for N = 1000, 200, 20, 5
(light to dark curves). Relaxation of late-time oscillations is
faster for smaller Ns.

as the magnetization decays with time. In the upcoming
sections, we will provide evidence that the system is, in
fact, a spin glass (SG) in this regime. However, it is not
possible to uniquely determine a SG by only looking at
single spin observables. The only indirect evidence for
SG that we have so far is the slow relaxation of magne-
tization. We again remark that our results are expected
to be correct for η ≳ 1 where the model in Eq. (1) is
expected to host a SG [94, 118].

3. Dependence of the spin dynamics on cluster size and the
semi-classical limit

The number of spins per cluster Ns is not only a con-
trol parameter for the expansion of the effective action,
but it also determines the strength of fluctuations in the
system. This assumption stems from the conventional
understanding that larger spins often exhibit a more clas-
sical behavior compared to small spins [23, 93]. As was
said before, the size of the spin for each cluster is deter-
mined by the number of spins inside each cluster Ns via
S = Ns/2. Our solution of the problem also supports
that fluctuations are stronger for smaller values of spins
per cluster. This can be seen, for example, in Eq. (81)
where the fermion self-energy scales as N−1

s .
The dynamics of spins at NLO are shown in fig. 16a for

different cluster sizes. The main effect of lowering Ns is
a faster relaxation of spins. As Ns is decreased, quantum
fluctuations become stronger and the transient magneti-
zation lasts shorter. In the other limit S ≫ 1, dynamics
become classical [93]. This can be verified by compar-
ing 2PI results with semi-classical approximations such
as DTWA. As shown in Fig. 16b, in the limit of large
spins, DTWA approaches a limiting value, and agrees
well with 2PI even quantitatively. Since DTWA becomes
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FIG. 16. Spin dynamics for different numbers of spin sizes S = Ns/2, for g/gc = 1.13 and ωc/∆ = 5 without losses. (a)
2PI results show faster relaxation for smaller spins sizes due to enhanced fluctuations. The prethermal magnetization plateau
disappears when Ns is decreased due to stronger fluctuations and for Ns = 2, 3 the system is PM, as demonstrated in Fig. 21
(b) Dynamics obtained from DTWA. Relaxation is less sensitive to spin size. The blue curve is 2PI result for NS = 500,
showing good agreement with DTWA for large Ns. (c) Comparison of spin vectors projected to the xz plane for small and
large cluster sizes, in adiabatic ωc/∆ = 5 and for κ/∆ = 0. The FM spiral of large spin ensembles crosses over to a quicker,
smooth relaxation for smaller values of Ns.

exact for large spins [47], this agreement shows the va-
lidity of our diagrammatic expansion in the large spin
limit [61]. DTWA results display limited sensitivity to
spin size, and only predict a qualitative modification of
the magnetization plateau. This is due to the fact that
as a semi-classical method, DTWA misses quantum tun-
neling effects which are important for small values of Ns.
Both 2PI and DTWA predict a prethermal magnetiza-
tion plateau at large Ns. Further comparison of 2PI and
DTWA is provided in Appendix. F. For sufficiently small
Ns, the prethermal state is completely bypassed and the
system experiences a quick relaxation towards equilib-
rium (Fig. 16c). Similarly, photon number relaxes faster
for smaller Ns, while for larger cluster sizes it has weakly
damped oscillations (Fig. 15b).

C. Dynamics of spin glass

The results of NLO approximation given in previous
sections indicate that the strong coupling limit of the
model in Eq. (1) is not a FM and corrections due to
frustration and fluctuations drastically change the MF
phase diagram. From the Ns = 1 limit of the problem
[94, 95, 118], we know that the system hosts a SG at
sufficiently low temperatures and strong couplings. The
main questions are the following:

(i) What are the physical signatures of SG in and out
of equilibrium?

(ii) Can our formalism capture the far from equilibrium
dynamics of SG?

In the upcoming sections, we will discuss two direct
measures of SG phase. First, we consider the disorder
average of the square of local magnetization of each spin
ensemble which gives a proxy of the presence of frozen

spin configurations. The second one is related to the
ability of the system to retain its memory of the far past
and is connected to the phenomenon of aging, encoded in
2-point correlation functions of the system for large time
separations. We will demonstrate that 2PI can access
both of these measures and is able to track their evolution
in real time.

1. Characteristics of spin glass

According to Landau’s theory of phase transitions
(PT), different phases of matter can be classified accord-
ing to their symmetries [154, 174, 175]. A phase transi-
tion corresponds to a change in the symmetry group of a
physical system. For example, the PM to FM transition
of an Ising FM corresponds to the spontaneous break-
ing of the Z2 symmetry of the Hamiltonian. The occur-
rence of the PT is signaled by the continuous growth of
a parameter which vanishes on one side of the transition.
Such parameter is termed as the order parameter and the
way it grows with the control parameter of the transition
provides us with important information about the na-
ture of the PT [11, 154, 175]. While the PM to SG phase
transition fits into the symmetry breaking paradigm, the
proper definition of an order parameter for SG has been
a subject of debate for decades, with various candidates
[98, 99, 163]. In the following, we will consider two of
these proposed order parameters to study the formation
of SG in our system.
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FIG. 17. Dynamics of the overlap parameter Q for different
values of system-bath coupling κ. (a) For θ0 = 0.5π, the
energy density after the quench is large and the final temper-
ature is too high to realize a SG, unless the system is allowed
to cool down via photon loss. However, for κ ≳ ∆ (dashed
lines), photon loss weakens SG order. (b) For θ0 = 0.7π, en-
ergy density is smaller and the system enters a weak SG state
without coupling to the bath, but it saturates to a smaller
value of Q, and hence, glass order is weaker in this case. The
other parameters are g/gc = 1.13, ωc/∆ = 5.0, Ns = 5 and
η = 1.

2. Statistical correlations between similar samples

One way to detect SG order is to compare several sys-
tems, also known as replicas [99, 163] , which share the
same pattern of the couplings gα,i in Eq. (1). In the SG
phase, we expect to find a finite and stationary correla-
tion between the configuration of spins in different repli-
cas. In the simplest case, consider two replicas, which
we label as A and B, whose state is given by the density
matrix

ρ(t) = ρA
(
{gα,i}, t

)
⊗ ρB

(
{gα,i}, t

)
. (98)

ρ(t) remains a separable state since replicas do not physi-
cally interact with each other. We initialize both systems
in the same state and let them evolve with time. Since
both replicas share the same disorder profile and initial
states, they will have the same state given by the same
density matrix ρA(t) = ρB(t). However, to compare the
profile of magnetization in the two systems and to obtain
correlations between them, we have to measure spins in
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FIG. 18. Dynamics of SG order parameter (top panel) and
total magnetization (bottom panel) for different values of cou-
pling strength. gc is the critical coupling in the MF theory.
This plot shows that the observed value of gc is smaller than
the one obtained at LO approximation. The other parameters
are κ/∆ = 0.5, ωc/∆ = 5.0, Ns = 5 and η = 1.

the local basis of Sxi operators in both replicas. The out-
comes of the measurements are not necessarily the same
between the two systems. Nevertheless, we can expect a
finite overlap between the measured spin configurations
of the replicas in the SG phase for each disorder pattern
and also after averaging the outcome over the disorder.
The simplest overlap is given by

Q(t) =
1

N2
s

〈
Sxi,A(t)S

x
i,B(t)

〉
c
, (99)

where we have included a normalization factor. As long
as the systems are not in FM phase, a finite value for
Q at long times implies SG order. An extra textbook
condition for the viability of Q is that the Z2 symmetry
should be broken explicitly either by a small term in the
Hamiltonian or by the initial state [11, 13, 175]. We will
take the latter route below, by starting from spin states
with finite ⟨Sx⟩. The decay of magnetization shown in
Sec. VIB 2 guarantees that the system is not FM at long
times and hence, a finite Q means the system is SG. We
explained how to extract Q using the 2PI formalism in
Sec. VH3. In the following we will show the dynamics
of Q as the light-matter coupling g and the photon loss
κ are varied.

We initialize the system in a state with mx
i = 1 and

quench g from zero to a sufficiently large value. We mon-
itor the dynamics of Q for different values of photon loss
from κ = 0 (closed system) to κ = 0.5∆. As can be seen
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FIG. 19. (a) Symmetric correlation function C at different
waiting times for quenches from an initial state with high
energy density θ0 = π/2. For κ = 0 (dashed lines), the system
heats up to PM state and C quickly decays to zero for t → ∞
(lines are almost on top of each other). For κ/∆ = 0.5 (solid
lines) the system cools down to SG where C remains finite
for t → ∞. (b) C for an initial state with low energy density
θ0 = 0.7π. Regardless of κ the system ends up in the glass
phase, however, SG order is stronger for κ/∆ = 0.5 (solid
lines) where the system is cooled down, compared to κ = 0
(dashed lines). For both figures ωc/∆ = 5.0, g/gc = 1.27,
η = 1 and Ns = 5.

in Fig. 17a, after some fluctuations caused by the quench,
Q approaches zero at long times when the system is not
coupled to the bath. An explanation for this behavior
is that the initial energy Ei of the system with respect
to the post-quench Hamiltonian is large enough to put
the system in a high temperature equilibrium PM state
if the system is closed. For finite photon loss, Q starts to
grow after t ≳ κ−1, the timescale of cooling by photon
loss. For κ ≲ ∆, the sole effect of photon loss is cooling,
which enhances the growth of Q. For κ ≳ ∆, dissipation
becomes detrimental for SG, as shown by dashed lines
in Fig. 17a. This behavior can be explained by resort-
ing to the stochastic interpretation of Lindblad dynam-
ics [109, 176]. For weak losses κ ≲ ∆, cavity loss in-
duces dephasing of spins in the x-direction given by the
jump operator Sx. Dephasing can be modeled exactly
by considering a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in conjunc-
tion with repeated weak projections into the eigenstates
of Sx to conserve the norm of the state [109, 176]. These
repeated projections compete with the transverse field ∆

and stabilize the ordering of spins in the x-direction. For
κ ≳ ∆, cavity loss induces atomic decay and stimula-
tion with different amplitudes [104, 164] which in turn,
suppress spin ordering in the x-direction.
The explanation given above for the role of photon loss

in the dynamics is supported by the behavior of quenches
with smaller Ei. We note that Ei can be calculated easily
for the initial states considered in this work:

Ei =
1

2
NNs∆cos θ0. (100)

since we have g = 0 in the pre-quench hamiltonian. By
initializing spins closer to θ0 = π, we can reduce the en-
ergy density and attain a lower temperature final state
for isolated quenches. For instance, for θ0 = 0.7π the sys-
tem enters the SG phase even without losses (Fig. 17b),
although Q is smaller for κ = 0 compared to κ > 0 due
to the absence of cooling.
At last, we consider the emergence of SG order as the

coupling g is increased. Taking Ns = 5 and starting from
θ0 = 0.5π while connecting the system to an external
bath by switching on the photon loss, we look at Q for
quenches to different values of g as shown in the top panel
of Fig. 18. For weak couplings, Q(t) oscillates and decays
to zero. When g becomes large enough, Q grows to a
finite value at long times. We see in the bottom panel of
Fig. 18 that spin dynamics changes from underdamped
to overdamped at the same coupling where Q becomes
finite. In Fig. 18 the coupling g is scaled with gc which
was the critical coupling of the MF limit in Eq. (96).
A finite value of Q for g/gc < 1 indicates that NLO
contributions shift the boundary of PM and SG phases
towards SG.

3. Temporal correlations and aging phenomena

As discussed before, the diagnosis of SG phase requires
the evidence of a frozen spin configuration which breaks
the symmetry of the Hamiltonian and at the same time,
has no global magnetization. In the previous section we
discussed (the square of) the instantaneous magnetiza-
tion for each site and showed that it is finite in the glass
phase while magnetization relaxes to zero. The latter fea-
ture distinguished SG from FM. Another way to confirm
a frozen spin state in the system is to look at the tem-
poral correlation between the magnetization of each site
at large time separations. For example, we take a cluster
and its total spin operator Sx at two different times t and
t′. If spins are frozen, they do not fluctuate strongly in
time and the overlap of magnetization for the same site
at two different times is large. In fact, it remains finite
even if |t− t′| → ∞. For classical degrees of freedom one
has

qEA ≡ lim
|t−t′|→∞

⟨Sx(t)Sx(t′)⟩ > 0, (101)

which is the Edwards-Anderson (EA) order parameter
[98, 99]. It is clear that the above condition can also im-
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FIG. 20. Integrated response χ versus C for different waiting times τ . (a) In PM phase, the slope is constant and is proportional
to the inverse of temperature. (b) In SG state, dynamics have multiple time scales and the slope changes with t. The parameters
are ∆/ωc = 0.2, κ/∆ = 0.5, g/gc = 1.27 and Ns = 5.

ply FM order in the system. In order to exclude FM, the
disorder averaged magnetization ⟨Sx⟩ should also vanish.
For the case of quantum operators in our problem, the
correlator in Eq. (101) can be generalized to

C(τ, τ − t) ≡ 1

N2
s

⟨{Sxi (τ), Sxi (τ − t)}⟩c. (102)

In the following, we consider the behavior of C for the
same quenches discussed in the previous section. It will
be shown that C changes its behavior at the same points
where Q in Eq. (85) becomes finite. Therefore, both C
and Q are consistent measures of SG order in the system.

We again look at the effect of photon loss on quenches
from hot (with θ0 = 0.5π) and cold (with θ0 = 0.7π)
initial states of the system, according to Eq. (100). We
consider C(τ, τ − t) for different values of the “waiting
time” τ after the quench as a function of t. In Fig. 19a,
we have shown C for θ0 = π/2 and for zero and finite κ.
We see that C behaves differently depending on whether
the system is isolated or not. When the system is closed
(dashed lines in Fig. 19a), it ends up in a high tem-
perature PM state with correlations that relax quickly
to equilibrium and show weak dependence on the wait-
ing time after the quench τ . The correlations also decay
quickly with t, meaning that local magnetization loses
the memory of its past quickly in the PM phase. When
the system is allowed to cool down by emitting photons
to the outside of the cavity, a SG phase emerges (solid
lines in Fig. 19a). C becomes strongly dependent on the
waiting time τ and there is a crossover in the behavior
of C for t ≪ τ and t ≈ τ . The latter behavior is termed
aging [177, 178] and is another feature of quenches into
SG phases. In aging, the decay of C(τ, τ − t) with t be-
comes slower for “older” systems with larger τ . In this
picture, there is a plateau in C for t ≪ τ (Fig. 19a)
whose height gives the EA order parameter. The plateau
is more visible in figures shown in upcoming sections.

Aging is closely related to the lack of thermalization

in spin glasses [101, 177, 179, 180]. The system is unable
to reach equilibrium because of its highly rugged energy
landscape in which adjacent energy configurations, con-
nected by local spin flips, are separated by large energy
barriers. As a result, ergodicity is broken and the sys-
tem will not thermalize [179]. The relation between aging
and thermalization can be made more explicit by using
the fluctuation dissipation theorem (FDT) and fluctua-
tion dissipation ratio (FDR) defined below. At thermal
equilibrium, the symmetric correlation function C(t, t′)
and the response function R(t, t′) of an observable O are
connected to each other via FDT [11, 86, 100]:

R(t− t′) = −i
∫
dω

2π
e−iω(t−t

′) tanh
( ω
2T

)
C̃(ω), (103)

where C̃(ω) =
∫
dt exp(iωt)C(t) is the Fourier transform

of C and T is the temperature. At long times or in the
classical limit ω ≪ T , we can approximate tanh(ω/2T ) ≈
ω/2T to get for t > t′

R(t, t′) ≈ − 1

2T
∂t′C(t, t

′). (104)

By integration we get

C(t, t′)− C(t, t) = 2Tχ(t, t′), (105)

where χ is the integrated response defined as

χ(t, t′) ≡
∫ t

t′
R(t, t′′) dt′′. (106)

Eq. (105) can be generalized to out of equilibrium
regimes as [179, 181–183]

C(τ, τ − t)− C(τ, τ) = 2Teff(τ, t)χ(τ, τ − t), (107)

where Teff is the time-dependent effective temperature.
Teff can be read from the slope of the plot of χ versus C.
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If a system is coupled to an external bath with tempera-
ture T the fluctuation dissipation ratio X(τ, t) is defined
as

X(τ, t) ≡ T

Teff(τ, t)
. (108)

Therefore, X measures the deviation of the system from
true equilibrium at temperature T [178–180]. For generic
systems that thermalize efficiently, Teff → T and X → 1.
For glassy systems, on the other hand, X can show a
multistage behavior, where the plot of χ versus C changes
its slope. Furthermore, FDR may never reach the limit
X → 1, and the system will not thermalize at all.

In Fig. 20a we have shown χ in terms of C for the PM
phase of our model. We see that the plots have an almost
constant slope (small deviations are mostly due to the er-
ror of numerical integration in Eq. (106)) and therefore,
the PM phase has a unique temperature. For quenches
inside the SG phase (Fig. 20b), χ acquires a distinct
profile. The long-time effective temperature (related to
the slope of the dashed line in Fig. 20b) and the short-
time effective temperature are different [101, 180, 184].
This is a direct consequence of aging in the system. qEA

can be read from the value of C at which the change of
slope happens [101, 185]. For larger τ , the vertical sec-
tion of the curve lasts longer which also corresponds to
a wider plateau of C(τ, τ − t). The effective tempera-
ture of SG in Fig. 20b) is larger than that of the PM
in Fig. 20a by about a factor of 5, and hence X ≈ 0.2.
We remark that there is a close connection between the
violation of FDT and replica symmetry breaking (RSB)
in spin glasses [101], which suggest that the model under
consideration hosts RSB, in agreement with the recent
cavity QED experiment of Ref. [92].

While photon loss was necessary to realize SG for the
high energy initial state with θ0 = π/2, if we reduce the
initial energy density by starting from a lower energy
state with θ0 = 0.7π, the system becomes SG regardless
of coupling it to the bath (Fig. 19b). However, the height
of the plateau for κ = 0 is smaller, as the quench inside
the SG phase is shallower in this case. This is in complete
agreement with the behavior of Q given in Figs. 17a and
17b.

4. Effect of spin size on spin glass formation

In Section. VIB 3, it was shown that smaller spins are
more susceptible to quantum fluctuations by considering
the evolution of total magnetization of the system. Here,
we briefly address the imprint of quantum fluctuations on
SG dynamics as viewed through the lens of the overlap
parameter Q. Our analysis will be more qualitative here,
compared to the comprehensive approach of our other
work [93] where the quantum to classical crossover of SG
was studied by looking at aging dynamics.

We take an initial state with θ0 = 0.7π and κ = 0. For
systems with different spin sizes, we monitor the overlap
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FIG. 21. Spin overlap Q after interaction quenches to g =
1.13gc starting from θ0 = 0.7π without photon loss and for
different spin sizes. Overlap decreases for smaller Ns and
due to heating, vanishes for Ns = 2, 3 for which the critical
temperature is smaller. Other parameters are ∆/ωc = 0.2.

Q which is shown in Fig. 21. For Ns ≤ 3, the overlap
vanishes at t → ∞, indicating a PM state phase due to
excessive heat generated by the quench, while Q remains
finite for larger Ns. This is consistent with mean-field
theory calculations of Ref. [162] which predict a lower PM
to SG transition temperature for smaller spins. Fig. 21
also shows that Q is more sensitive to spin size for small
S. In the opposite limit of large Ns, corresponding to
a classical SG, Q is bounded from above by its upper
limit at NS → ∞. The mean-field like oscillations of Q
at NS ≫ 1 further support the classical behavior of this
limit. Hence, the profile of Q is qualitatively consistent
with the findings of Ref. [93] on the crossover between
quantum and classical SG.

5. Spin glass away from the adiabatic limit

At last, we consider the effect of changing photon fre-
quency ωc on the glass phase. 2PI formalism allows us
to treat the problem in all ranges of frequencies and not
just in the regime of fast photons where photons can be
adiabatically eliminated [164, 186, 187]. We follow the
same tradition as previous sections and scale g with gc
in Eq. (96). However, as will be explained later, this
scaling does not alter the general picture given below.

As explained before, initializing the system in a sym-
metric spin state helps it to reach the steady state earlier.
This reduces the required numerical resources to access
the SG phase in steady state (for a discussion of the nu-
merical costs see Appendix E). We look at C(τ, τ − t) for
sufficiently large values of τ and a fixed t. This gives us
an estimate of the EA order parameter qEA as a measure
of glassiness in the system. qEA is shown in Fig. 22 for
simulations with different photon frequencies. qEA dis-
plays a peak below ωc = ∆, vanishes quickly as ωc → 0
and saturates in the adiabatic limit ωc ≫ ∆. The quick
decay of SG order for small photon frequencies is an ex-
pected feature. For instance, phonons tend to relieve
magnetic or density orderings in solid state platforms, as
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they have smaller energy gaps and are thermally excited
easily. The observed peak in qEA can be explained as a
resonance effect by looking at the coherent part of the
frequency-dependent interaction between spins following
integrating out photons, which has the form

Hint =

N∑
i,j

Ns∑
λ,λ′

∫
dω

2π
σxiλ(−ω)V ijeff(ω)σxjλ′(ω), (109)

with

V ijeff(ω) ∼
M∑
α

gα,igα,jωcReD
R(ω). (110)

DR is the bare retarded Green’s function of photons given
by

DR(ω) =
1

(ω + iκ)2 − ω2
c

. (111)

Eq. (109) is obtained by integrating out photons in the
original action, resulting in the following spin-spin inter-
action in the Keldysh action

Sσσ = −
M∑
α

N∑
i,j

Ns∑
λ,λ′

gα,igα,jωc

∫
dω

2π(
σxc (−ω) σxq (−ω)

)
iλ

(
0 DA(ω)

DR(ω) DK(ω)

)(
σxc (ω)
σxq (ω)

)
jλ′

.

(112)

We decompose the kernel matrix into its real and imag-
inary parts. The former is Hermitian and can be at-
tributed to an effective Hamiltonian given by Eq. (109),
while the imaginary part describes dissipation [87]. The
(c, q) indices in Eq. (112) are defined in Appendix C in
terms of contour indices. To evaluate the strength of the
interaction we can put gα,igβ,j ∼ g2 to get

Veff(ω) ∼ g2ωc
ω2 − ω2

c − κ2

(ω2 − ω2
c − κ2)2 + 4κ2ω2

. (113)

In the adiabatic limit the relevant energy scales in the
problem are small compared to photonic energy scales
(ω ≪ ωc, κ) and we get

Veff(ω → 0) ∼ −g2ωc/(ω2
c + κ2) ∼ −(

g

gc
)2∆. (114)

If we scale g with gc such that g2 = rg2c where r is a
dimensionless number, the effective interaction becomes
insensitive to ωc. Therefore, changing ωc should not af-
fect SG order in the system. This is consistent with Fig.
(22) where qEA approaches a constant value at large fre-
quencies. For smaller values of ωc and κ, however, the
dependence of effective interaction in Eq. (113) on ω be-
comes important. One possible approximation is to use
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FIG. 22. Dependence of SG order parameter at a fixed waiting
time after the quench ∆·τ = 12.0 on photon frequency ωc. SG
is strongest close to a resonance frequency near ∆. Dashed
line indicates the analytical estimate of the resonance fre-
quency ω⋆. The other parameters are g/gc = 1.27, κ/∆ = 0.5,
Ns = 20 and η = 1.

the “on-shell approximation” and substitute ω ≈ ∆. Us-
ing this approximation and expanding the effective spin-
spin interaction to non-zero leading order in ∆, recov-
ers the atom-only description of Ref. [164] which also
captures the dissipative part of the Lindblad dynamics.
Nevertheless, this approach fails to describe the depen-
dence of spin order on ωc, and in particular, the resonance
behavior in Fig. 22. However, if we use the on-shell ap-
proximation and simply substitute |ω| = ∆ in Veff(ω) and
do not expand it in ∆, we find that Veff has two peaks
close to ω⋆ given by

ω⋆ ≡
√
∆2 − κ2, (115)

with attractive (Veff > 0) and repulsive (Veff < 0) sides
for ωc > ω⋆ and ωc < ω⋆, respectively. ω⋆ is marked in
Fig. 22 and is in good agreement with the numerics.
Nevertheless, there is a feature that cannot be straight-

forwardly explained by the on-shell approximation used
above. Veff(∆) vanishes at ωc = ω⋆, but SG order does
not show any signs of the suppression of interactions. A
possible explanation for this discrepancy is that due to
strong interactions, the spin spectral density defined in
terms of the imaginary part of the response function (Eq.
(78))

A(ω) = − (N +M)Ns
4

ImV 22(ω), (116)

is modified compared to the non-interacting limit and
the atomic peak at ω = ∆ is highly broadened. It is
believed that quantum SGs are critical with a gapless
spectrum of excitations [94, 95, 184, 188]. For SK and
disordered SU(N) Heisenberg models, Refs. [188] and
[184] obtained an Ohmic spectrum with ∼ ω. For closed
Dicke SG at zero temperature, Ref. [94] predicted a sim-
ilar Ohmic profile, while for Dicke SG connected to a
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FIG. 23. Atom spectral density in the glass phase for a long
waiting time after the quench ∆ · τ = 60.0 as function of
frequency. Atoms form a continuum of sub-Ohmic modes at
small energies. The minimum is due to vacuum Rabi splitting.
The other parameters are g/gc = 1.27, κ = 0, θ0 = π, Ns = 5
and η = 1.

Markovian bath Ref. [95] obtained a sub-Ohmic ∼ ω
1
2

dependence for ω ≲ κ. We have plotted the atomic spec-
tral density for a low temperature quench without photon
losses within our approach in Fig. 23. We see that A(ω)
displays a gapless spectrum at low frequencies, but with
a sub-Ohmic dispersion ∼ ω

1
2 , even though the system

is not coupled to a Markovian bath. One explanation,
although unlikely due to the similar symmetry of this
model to the SK model, is that the system is in a differ-
ent universality class with different exponents. Another
possibility is that the final state long after the quench is
at finite temperature with many emitted photons exist-
ing in the cavity, which act as an effective bath for spins.
The exponent can be read experimentally using RF spec-
troscopy to compare with theoretical predictions.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have provided a diagrammatic deriva-
tion of non-perturbative DE suited to describe spin glass
formation far from equilibrium in the cavity QED plat-
form of Refs. [36, 88–90]. Very recently, the same group
has reported for the first time the observation of SG or-
der [92] and associated replica symmetry breaking, which
is a notoriously hard experimental task. We predict that
SG order in this system can be obstructed by transient,
competing ferromagnetism when the atomic ensembles
trapped in the cavity are largely occupied. We show
that SG order is enhanced by strong quantum fluctua-
tions (few atoms per ensemble) and when photons are
active and resonant with the atomic transitions. The set
of DE derived here have the flexibility to explore simulta-
neously a broad set of parameters’ regimes (weak/strong
coupling, variable ranges ofNs, adiabatic elimination and
active photons) without resorting to descriptions valid

only in a corner of parameter space.

Our work sets also the stage for studying the crossover
from strongly correlated regimes to semi-classical dy-
namics in other cavity QED platforms with tunable
loading capabilities [35]. The dynamics of these systems
are at reach of state-of-art 2PI-DE since interactions,
although inhomogeneous, are all-to-all and this allows
for more controlled diagrammatic expansions and
numerical integration. At the same time, many of
the new-generation cavity QED experiments combine
short and all-to-all interactions, introducing a notion of
dimensionality and lattice spacing that would make the
numerical solution of the 2PI-DE more challenging.

We are currently making progress in this direction by
exploring various experimental platforms:

Rydberg arrays integrated in optical cavities – The
experiment in Ref. [34] marked the first combination
of strong, short-range, Rydberg interactions with
conventional photon-mediated long-range coupling.
Analyzing these systems beyond mean-field theory
opens up possibilities for exploring exotic phases of
matter. These include spin liquids that are protected
from dissipation [34] or limit cycles [189] that per-
sist in the presence of strong classical and quantum
noise. This line of research should also provide novel
opportunities to explore topological order and lattice
gauge theories in the context of atom-light interfaces [34].

Cavity QED with programable spin exchange interac-
tions – Ref. [35] reports the realization of programmable
non-local interactions in an array of atomic ensembles
within an optical cavity. This experiment introduces
a U(1) variant [91] to the work discussed here, as it
focuses on spin-exchange interactions rather than ferro-
magnetic (Z2-invariant) ones. The ability to program
the distance-dependent interactions with a sophisticated
combination of Raman sidebands and magnetic field
gradients enables the engineering of dimensionality,
topology, and metric as needed. This opens the door
to studying quantum optimization problems on tree-
like [190] or fully connected geometries in cavity QED,
bridging the gap between quantum information and
many-body quantum optics.

Natural and synthetic correlated emission – In recent
years, there has been a surge of interest in the study
of dissipative spin problems that describe correlated
emission in atomic ensembles. The key idea is that
emission into free space involves multiple scattering
and interference effects, making the phenomenon more
complex than in traditional textbook quantum op-
tics [191–195]. This mechanism is typically encoded
in a Lindblad equation that is non-local in space, or
equivalently non-diagonal in jump operators. While
solutions for a few atomic excitations are accessible [194],
the many-body regime of correlated emission remains
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largely unexplored. This would be of significance for
Rydberg experiments realizing atomic mirrors via this
mechanism [196, 197] and for applications in the cavity
QED experiment of Ref. [35, 198], where correlated
emission could be artificially engineered [43, 199, 200].
This would enable the synthesis of many-body entangled
states using dissipation, by leveraging the full potent of
programmable cavity QED in the domain of non-unitary
dynamics.

On the interdisciplinary front, 2PI-DE for dissipative
spin dynamics could also serve to guide dissipative
quantum state preparation in hybrid AMO-spintronics
platforms which rely on correlated emission to entangle
NV centers [201].

This list of subjects is by no means exhaustive. For
instance, 2PI-DE may be one of the few methods with
sufficient versatility to treat the intrinsically strongly
correlated dynamics of fermionic cavity QED experi-
ments [37, 202, 203]. We hope that this set of potential
applications will motivate readers from different commu-
nities to embark in the fascinating challenge to study the
next generation of many-body quantum optics experi-
ments using dynamical field theory methods.
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Appendix A: Schwinger bosons and Abrikosov
fermions

In this appendix, we compare the Schwinger boson
and the Abrikosov fermion representations of spins for
treating dynamics and demonstrate that the latter is sub-
stantially more accurate for 2PI, if we limit ourselves to
Gaussian initial states. We remark that the Majorana
fermion representation can be written in terms of com-
plex fermions and therefore, provides similar advantages
and additionally, requires less numerical resources due to
working with a smaller number of Green’s functions.
Consider the Schwinger boson representation [139, 154]

Sz =
1

2

(
a†a− b†b

)
, (A1)

S+ = a†b, (A2)

together with the constraint

a†a+ b†b = 2S. (A3)

We take the spin state |Mz = S⟩ such that Sz |S⟩ = S |S⟩.
This corresponds to the following bosonic state

|ψ⟩ = |na = 2S⟩ ⊗ |nb = 0⟩ . (A4)

However, |na = 2S⟩ is not a Gaussian state, as can be
checked easily. We can approximate it by a mixed Gaus-
sian state

ρGb ≡ lim
ϵ→∞

e−HGb (ϵ)

Tr
(
e−HGb (ϵ)

) , (A5)

where

HGb(ϵ) ≡ ln

(
1 +

1

2S

)
a†a+ ϵ b†b, (A6)

HGb(ϵ) has been chosen such that

Tr
(
ρG a

†a
)
= 2S, (A7)

Tr
(
ρG b

†b
)
= 0, (A8)

in order to satisfy Eqs. (A1) and (A3) at the level of
expectation values. However, the squares of Eqs. (A1)
and (A3) are not satisfied

1

4

〈
(a†a− b†b)2

〉
G
=
S

2
(1 + 4S) ̸= S2, (A9)〈

(a†a+ b†b)2
〉
G
= 2S(1 + 4S) ̸= 4S2. (A10)

We note that the errors are larger than the quantities
themselves. If we could use coherent states for bosons,
the errors would be O(S) and therefore, sub-leading at
least for large S. But this is not permissible, as coher-
ent states break the local U(1) gauge symmetry of the
Schwinger bosons given by (ai, bi) → (aie

iψi , bie
iψi).
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Alternatively, we can express a spin of size S using
Abrikosov fermions [138]

Sz =
1

2

2S∑
n=1

(
f†nfn − c†ncn

)
, (A11)

S+ =

2S∑
n=1

f†ncn, (A12)

where fn and cn are fermion annihilation operators that
satisfy the usual anti-commutation relations. Physical
states should satisfy the following constraint

f†nfn + c†ncn = 1, (A13)

which implies ∑
n

(
f†nfn + c†ncn

)
= 2S. (A14)

For the spin state |Mz = S⟩ we can use the following
Gaussian fermionic state

ρGf ≡ lim
ϵ→∞

e−HGf (ϵ)

Tr
(
e−HGf (ϵ)

) , (A15)

where

HGf (ϵ) ≡ ϵ
∑
n

(
c†ncn − f†nfn

)
. (A16)

The advantage of fermionic spinons is that ρGf is in fact,
a pure state for ϵ→ ∞. In this case, it is easy to see that
ρGf satisfies Eqs. A13 and A14 exactly and not only at
the level of expectation values. Note that while we as-
sumed a fully polarized spin state in the +ẑ direction
above, the argument is general and holds for any other
spin coherent states after a proper unitary transforma-
tion. Therefore, fermionic Gaussian states can exactly
represent any spin coherent state without introducing er-
rors.

Appendix B: Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation

We use the following identity

1 =

∫
D
[
χ1, χ2

]
eiSχ , (B1)

where Sχ is defined in Eq. (29). This identity follows
from the fact that the integral is Gaussian. Then, we
shift the integration variable according to

χ⃗αi → χ⃗αi + Ŵ0 ⊗ A⃗αi. (B2)

⊗ is matrix multiplication over all indices (time and

species). Ŵ0 was given by Eq. (31) and A⃗αi is defined as

A⃗αi(tc) ≡

− 2i√
Ns

∑
λ ψ

y
iλ(tc)ψ

z
iλ(tc)

√
2ωcgαiϕα(tc)

 . (B3)

Applying the shift yields

1 =

∫
D
[
χ1, χ2

]
eiSχ+iSχψ+iSgχϕ−iSint , (B4)

where Sχψ, Sgχϕ and Sint are respectively given by
Eqs. (33), (34) and (26). Since Sint does not depend
on χ we can move it to the LHS to get

eiSint =

∫
D
[
χ1, χ2

]
eiSχ+iSχψ+iSgχϕ . (B5)

Therefore, we can substitute the RHS of the above ex-
pression in the original action.
To prove the connection between the spin correlation

function and the Green’s function of HS field in Eq. (78),
we add source terms to the Keldysh action

S → S +
∑
i

∮
JiS

x
i dt. (B6)

The spin correlation function can be found from

⟨Sxi (t)Sxi (t′)⟩ = − δ2Z[J ]

δJi(t)δJi(t′)
, (B7)

where Z is the generating functional

Z[J ] ≡
∫

D[ψ, ϕ, π, χ]eiS−i
∑
j

∫
JjS

x
j dt. (B8)

The source term can be absorbed into Sχψ as

Sχψ → − 2i√
Ns

∑
α,i,λ

∮
dtc

(
χ1
αi −

√
Ns

2M
Ji

)
ψyiλψ

z
iλ.

(B9)
We shift χ1 according to

χ1
αi → χ1

αi +

√
Ns

2M
Ji, (B10)

which generates a coupling between J and χ2

SχJ =
(N +M)

2M
Ns

M∑
α

N∑
i

∮
dt χ2

αi(t) Ji(t). (B11)

Now we take functional derivatives with respect to the
source and get

⟨Sxi (t)Sxi (t′)⟩ =
N +M

4M2
Ns

M∑
α,β

〈
χ2
αi(t)χ

2
βi(t

′)
〉
. (B12)

Using permutation symmetry we have
〈
χ2
αi(t)χ

2
βi(t

′)
〉
=

iU22(t, t′) = iV 22(t, t′) which yields

⟨Sxi (t)Sxi (t′)⟩ = i
(N +M)Ns

4
V 22(t, t′). (B13)
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Appendix C: Dyson equations

For any practical calculation, we need to write equa-
tions in terms of normal time variables. DE are more
transparent if we write fields in the classical/quantum
basis defined as [100]

ϕc(t) ≡
1√
2
(ϕ+(t) + ϕ−(t)), (C1)

ϕq(t) ≡
1√
2
(ϕ+(t)− ϕ−(t)), (C2)

where t is a normal time variable. The retarded, ad-
vanced and Keldysh (RAK) Green’s functions are defined
as [86, 100]

GR(t, t′) ≡ −i ⟨ϕc(t)ϕq(t′)⟩ , (C3)

GA(t, t′) ≡ −i ⟨ϕq(t)ϕc(t′)⟩ , (C4)

GK(t, t′) ≡ −i ⟨ϕc(t)ϕc(t′)⟩ . (C5)

Accordingly, we define the 6-component fermion field

ΨTiλ(t) ≡
(
ψxc (t), ψ

y
c (t), ψ

z
c (t), ψ

x
q (t), ψ

y
q (t), ψ

z
q (t)

)
. (C6)

Where we have omitted the iλ index on RHS for simplic-
ity. Then, the action for free fermions Sσ in Eq. (10)
reads

Sσ =
1

2

N∑
i

Ns∑
λ

∫ t

0

ΨTiλĜ
−1
0 Ψiλ dt, (C7)

with

Ĝ−1
0 ≡

[
0 (ĜA0 )

−1

(ĜR0 )
−1 0

]
, (C8)

(ĜR0 )
−1 =

[
(ĜA0 )

−1
]†

≡

 i∂t i∆ 0
−i∆ i∂t 0
0 0 i∂t

 . (C9)

For self-energies we define

Σ̂R ≡ 1

2

(
Σ̂++ − Σ̂+− − Σ̂−− + Σ̂−+

)
, (C10)

Σ̂A ≡ 1

2

(
Σ̂++ + Σ̂+− − Σ̂−− − Σ̂−+

)
, (C11)

Σ̂K ≡ 1

2

(
Σ̂++ + Σ̂+− + Σ̂−− + Σ̂−+

)
. (C12)

DE have a simple structure in terms of RAK functions

[
0 (ĜA0 )

−1 − Σ̂A

(ĜR0 )
−1 − Σ̂R −Σ̂K

][
ĜK ĜR

ĜA 0

]
= 1, (C13)

(ĜR0 )
−1ĜR = 1 + Σ̂RĜR, (C14)

(ĜR0 )
−1ĜK = Σ̂RĜK + Σ̂KĜA. (C15)

The fermion self-energy matrix at NLO reads

Σ̂ss
′

NLO =

0 0 0

0 Σ̃ss
′

yy Σ̃ss
′

yz

0 Σ̃ss
′

zy Σ̃ss
′

zz

 , (s, s′ = ±). (C16)

Following Eq.(81), the expanded forms of the components of Σ are given by

Σ̃ss
′

yy (t, t
′) = +

4i

Ns

(
MV 11

ss′(t, t
′) +M(M − 1)U11

ss′(t, t
′)
)
Gss

′

zz (t, t
′), (C17)

Σ̃ss
′

zz (t, t
′) = +

4i

Ns

(
MV 11

ss′(t, t
′) +M(M − 1)U11

ss′(t, t
′)
)
Gss

′

yy (t, t
′), (C18)

Σ̃ss
′

yz (t, t
′) = − 4i

Ns

(
MV 11

ss′(t, t
′) +M(M − 1)U11

ss′(t, t
′)
)
Gss

′

zy (t, t
′), (C19)

Σ̃ss
′

zy (t, t
′) = − 4i

Ns

(
MV 11

ss′(t, t
′) +M(M − 1)U11

ss′(t, t
′)
)
Gss

′

yz (t, t
′). (C20)

We do not write RAK self energies in terms of RAK Green’s functions as it is numerically less costly to find them
from Eqs. (C10)- (C12). Defining Bx(t) as

Bx(t) ≡
2M√
Ns

χ̃1(t), (C21)

which captures the fermion self energy at LO (Eq. 76). Then, the expanded DE for retarded fermion Green’s functions
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are given by

i∂tG
R
xx(t, t

′) + i∆GRyx(t, t
′) = δ(t− t′), (C22)

i∂tG
R
xy(t, t

′) + i∆GRyy(t, t
′) = 0, (C23)

i∂tG
R
xz(t, t

′) + i∆GRyz(t, t
′) = 0, (C24)

i∂tG
R
yx(t, t

′)− i∆GRxx(t, t
′)− iBx(t)G

R
zx(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Ryy(t, t

′′)GRyx(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Ryz(t, t

′′)GRzx(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C25)

i∂tG
R
yy(t, t

′)− i∆GRxy(t, t
′)− iBx(t)G

R
zy(t, t

′) = δ(t− t′) +
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Ryy(t, t

′′)GRyy(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Ryz(t, t

′′)GRzy(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′,

(C26)

i∂tG
R
yz(t, t

′)− i∆GRxz(t, t
′)− iBx(t)G

R
zz(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Ryy(t, t

′′)GRyz(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Ryz(t, t

′′)GRzz(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C27)

i∂tG
R
zx(t, t

′) + iBx(t)G
R
yx(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Rzy(t, t

′′)GRyx(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Rzz(t, t

′′)GRzx(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C28)

i∂tG
R
zy(t, t

′) + iBx(t)G
R
yy(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Rzy(t, t

′′)GRyy(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Rzz(t, t

′′)GRzy(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C29)

i∂tG
R
zz(t, t

′) + iBx(t)G
R
yz(t, t

′) = δ(t− t′) +
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Rzy(t, t

′′)GRyz(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Rzz(t, t

′′)GRzz(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′. (C30)

For Keldysh components we have

i∂tG
K
xx(t, t

′) + i∆GKyx(t, t
′) = 0, (C31)

i∂tG
K
xy(t, t

′) + i∆GKyy(t, t
′) = 0, (C32)

i∂tG
K
xz(t, t

′) + i∆GKyz(t, t
′) = 0, (C33)

i∂tG
K
yx(t, t

′)− i∆GKxx(t, t
′)− iBx(t)G

K
zx(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Ryy(t, t

′′)GKyx(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Ryz(t, t

′′)GKzx(t
′′, t′)

+ Σ̃Kyy(t, t
′′)GAyx(t

′′, t′) + Σ̃Kyz(t, t
′′)GAzx(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′, (C34)

i∂tG
K
yy(t, t

′)− i∆GKxy(t, t
′)− iBx(t)G

K
zy(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Ryy(t, t

′′)GKyy(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Ryz(t, t

′′)GKzy(t
′′, t′)

+ Σ̃Kyy(t, t
′′)GAyy(t

′′, t′) + Σ̃Kyz(t, t
′′)GAzy(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′, (C35)

i∂tG
K
yz(t, t

′)− i∆GKxz(t, t
′)− iBx(t)G

K
zz(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Ryy(t, t

′′)GKyz(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Ryz(t, t

′′)GKzz(t
′′, t′)

+ Σ̃Kyy(t, t
′′)GAyz(t

′′, t′) + Σ̃Kyz(t, t
′′)GAzz(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′, (C36)

i∂tG
K
zx(t, t

′) + iBx(t)G
K
yx(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Rzy(t, t

′′)GKyx(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Rzz(t, t

′′)GKzx(t
′′, t′)

+ Σ̃Kzy(t, t
′′)GAyx(t

′′, t′) + Σ̃Kzz(t, t
′′)GAzx(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′, (C37)

i∂tG
K
zy(t, t

′) + iBx(t)G
K
yy(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Rzy(t, t

′′)GKyy(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Rzz(t, t

′′)GKzy(t
′′, t′)

+ Σ̃Kzy(t, t
′′)GAyy(t

′′, t′) + Σ̃Kzz(t, t
′′)GAzy(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′, (C38)
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i∂tG
K
zz(t, t

′) + iBx(t)G
K
yz(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
Σ̃Rzy(t, t

′′)GKyz(t
′′, t′) + Σ̃Rzz(t, t

′′)GKzz(t
′′, t′)

+ Σ̃Kzy(t, t
′′)GAyz(t

′′, t′) + Σ̃Kzz(t, t
′′)GAzz(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′. (C39)

Advanced functions can be obtained from ĜA =
[
ĜR
]†

and do not require separate computation.

Photons fields in (c, q) basis are cast into a multi-component field defined by

ΦTα(t) ≡ (ϕα,c, πα,c, ϕα,q, πα,q), (C40)

with the free action (Eq. (18)

Sph =
1

2

M∑
α

∫ t

0

ΦTαD̂
−1
0 Φα dt, (C41)

where

D̂−1
0 ≡

[
0 (D̂−1

0 )A

(D̂−1
0 )R (D̂−1

0 )K

]
, (C42)

(D̂−1
0 )R =

[
(D̂−1

0 )A
]†

≡
[
−ω2

c −κ− ∂t
κ+ ∂t −1

]
, (C43)

(D̂−1
0 )K ≡

[
2iκωc 0
0 2iκ/ωc

]
. (C44)

Note that (D̂−1
0 )K is not the inverse of the bare Keldysh function, for details see Ref. [100]. Similar to fermions,

DE has the general structure [
0 (D̂A

0 )
−1 − Π̂A

(D̂R
0 )

−1 − Π̂R (D̂K
0 )−1 − Π̂K

] [
D̂K D̂R

D̂A 0

]
= 1, (C45)

(D̂R
0 )

−1D̂R = 1 + Π̂RD̂R, (C46)

(D̂R
0 )

−1D̂K + (D̂K
0 )−1D̂A = Π̂RD̂K + Π̂KD̂A. (C47)

The photon self energy matrix Π̂ only has one non-zero entry in (ϕ, π) basis

Π̂R/A/K =

[
ΠR/A/K 0

0 0

]
, (C48)

where Π was given in Eq. (82). The expanded DE for retarded photon functions are given by

− (∂t + κ)DR
πϕ(t, t

′)− ω2
cD

R
ϕϕ(t, t

′) = δ(t− t′) +
∫ t

0

ΠR(t, t′′)DR
ϕϕ(t

′′, t′) dt′′, (C49)

− (∂t + κ)DR
ππ(t, t

′)− ω2
cD

R
ϕπ(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

ΠR(t, t′′)DR
ϕπ(t

′′, t′) dt′′, (C50)

+ (∂t + κ)DR
ϕϕ(t, t

′)−DR
πϕ(t, t

′) = 0, (C51)

+ (∂t + κ)DR
ϕπ(t, t

′)−DR
ππ(t, t

′) = δ(t− t′), (C52)

and for Keldysh functions:

− (∂t + κ)DK
πϕ(t, t

′)− ω2
cD

K
ϕϕ(t, t

′) + 2iκωcD
A
ϕϕ(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
ΠR(t, t′′)DK

ϕϕ(t
′′, t′) + ΠK(t, t′′)DA

ϕϕ(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C53)

− (∂t + κ)DK
ππ(t, t

′)− ω2
cD

K
ϕπ(t, t

′) + 2iκωcD
A
ϕπ(t, t

′) =
∫ t

0

(
ΠR(t, t′′)DK

ϕπ(t
′′, t′) + ΠK(t, t′′)DA

ϕπ(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C54)

+ (∂t + κ)DK
ϕϕ(t, t

′)−DK
πϕ(t, t

′) +
2iκ

ωc
DA
πϕ(t, t

′) = 0, (C55)

+ (∂t + κ)DK
ϕπ(t, t

′)−DK
ππ(t, t

′) +
2iκ

ωc
DA
ππ(t, t

′) = 0. (C56)
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As mentioned in the main text, the off diagonal (α ̸= β) elements of Ising field Green’s functions have to be retained
and DE for Ising field Green’s functions couple diagonal (V ) and off diagonal (U) elements of W . The compact form
of DE for W is [

0 (ŴA
0 )−1 − Ω̂A

(ŴR
0 )−1 − Ω̂R −Ω̂K

] [
ŴK ŴR

ŴA 0

]
= 1. (C57)

The self energy matrices are diagonal in the two dimensional space of the Ising field components

Ω̂R/A/K =

[
Ω
R/A/K
11 0

0 Ω
R/A/K
22

]
, (C58)

where Ω11 and Ω22 were given in Eqs. (83) and (84). It is convenient to decompose W into its free and renormalized
parts

W ≡W0 + W̃, (C59)

yielding

W̃R =WR
0 ΩRWR

0 +WR
0 ΩRW̃R. (C60)

W̃K =WR
0 ΩKWA

0 +WR
0 ΩRW̃K +WR

0 ΩKW̃A. (C61)

The expanded form of Eq. (C60) in the retarded sector is given by (note that U0 = V 11
0 = V 22

0 = 0)

Ṽ R11(t, t
′) =

1

N +M
ΩR22(t, t

′) +
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR22(t, t
′′)Ṽ 21

R (t′′, t′) dt′′, (C62)

ŨR11(t, t
′) =

1√
N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR22(t, t
′′)ŨR21(t

′′, t′) dt′′, (C63)

Ṽ R12(t, t
′) = ŨR12(t, t

′) =
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR22(t, t
′′)Ṽ R22(t

′′, t′) dt′′, (C64)

Ṽ R21(t, t
′) = ŨR21(t, t

′) =
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR11(t, t
′′)
(
Ṽ R11(t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)ŨR11(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C65)

Ṽ R22(t, t
′) = ŨR22(t, t

′) =
1

N +M
ΩR11(t, t

′) +
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR11(t, t
′′)
(
Ṽ R12(t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)ŨR12(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C66)

and for Eq. (C61) we have

Ṽ K11 (t, t
′) =

1

N +M
ΩK22(t, t

′) +
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

(
ΩR22(t, t

′′)Ṽ R21(t
′′, t′) + ΩK22(t, t

′′)Ṽ A21(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C67)

ŨK11(t, t
′) =

1√
N +M

∫ t

0

(
ΩR22(t, t

′′)ŨK21(t
′′, t′) + ΩK22(t, t

′′)ŨA21(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C68)

Ṽ K12 (t, t
′) = ŨK12(t, t

′) =
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

(
ΩR22(t, t

′′)Ṽ K22 (t
′′, t′) + ΩK22(t, t

′′)Ṽ A22(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C69)

Ṽ K21 (t, t
′) = ŨK21(t, t

′) =
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR11(t, t
′′)
(
Ṽ K11 (t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)ŨK11(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′

+

∫ t

0

ΩK11(t, t
′′)
(
Ṽ A11(t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)ŨA11(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (C70)

Ṽ K22 (t, t
′) = ŨK22(t, t

′) =
1

N +M
ΩK11(t, t

′) +
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR11(t, t
′′)
(
Ṽ K12 (t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)ŨK12(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′

+

∫ t

0

ΩK11(t, t
′′)
(
Ṽ A12(t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)ŨA12(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′. (C71)

DE have a causal structure [81, 132, 135] with solutions that propagate in time such that the values of Green’s
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functions at each time step only depend on their values
at previous times, allowing us to efficiently solve them us-
ing conventional numerical methods for differential equa-
tions.

Appendix D: Evaluation of the overlap parameter

After the procedure discussed in Section VH3, fields
of different replicas will be coupled to each other. Seem-
ingly, this increases the complexity of the problem as one
usually has to consider larger Green’s function matrices.
However, the inter-replica couplings do not affect the dy-
namics of replica diagonal correlators. Therefore, the dy-
namics generated by DE given above are still valid. To
evaluate replica off-diagonal Green’s functions, we have
to derive extra dynamical equations that take replica di-
agonal Green’s functions as inputs. Further simplifica-
tions occur by noting that replica off diagonal fermion
Green’s functions vanish due to the local Z2 gauge sym-
metry of the fermionic representation for spins ψ → −ψ.
The only non-zero replica off diagonal self energies are

∼ΠLO(tc, t
′
c) = −2iNg2ωcχ̃

2(tc)χ̃
2(t′c), (D1)

∼ΠNLO(tc, t
′
c) = 2Ng2ωc∼V

22(tc, t
′
c), (D2)

∼Ω
22(tc, t

′
c) = 2g2ωc∼D

ϕϕ(tc, t
′
c). (D3)

We also note that off diagonal Green’s functions only
have Keldysh (symmetric) components. This is natural,
as replicas are only mathematical entities without real
physical interactions with each other. DE governing ∼D
are given by

−(∂t + κ)∼D
K
ϕϕ(t, t

′) + ∼D
K
πϕ(t, t

′) = 0, (D4)

−(∂t + κ)∼D
K
ϕπ(t, t

′) + ∼D
K
ππ(t, t

′) = 0, (D5)

− (∂t + κ)∼D
K
πϕ(t, t

′)− ω2
c ∼D

K
ϕϕ(t, t

′) =∫ t

0

(
ΠR(t, t′′)∼D

K
ϕϕ(t

′′, t′) + ∼Π
K(t, t′′)DA

ϕϕ(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′.

(D6)

− (∂t + κ)∼D
K
ππ(t, t

′)− ω2
c ∼D

K
ϕπ(t, t

′) =∫ t

0

(
ΠR(t, t′′)∼D

K
ϕπ(t

′′, t′) + ∼Π
K(t, t′′)DA

ϕπ(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′.

(D7)

For Ising field correlators we have

∼U
K
11(t, t

′) =
1√

M +N

∫ t

0

(
ΩR22(t, t

′′)∼V
K
21 (t

′′, t′)

+ ∼Ω
K
22(t, t

′′)V A21(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′, (D8)

∼V
K
11 (t, t

′) =
1

M +N ∼Ω
K
22(t, t

′) + ∼U
K
11(t, t

′) (D9)

∼V
K
12 (t, t

′) = ∼U
K
12(t, t

′) =
1√

N +M

×
∫ t

0

(
ΩR22(t, t

′′)∼V
K
22 (t

′′, t′) + ∼Ω
K
22(t, t

′′)V A22(t
′′, t′)

)
dt′′,

(D10)

∼V
K
21 (t, t

′) = ∼U
K
21(t, t

′) =
1√

N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR11(t, t
′′)

×
(

∼V
K
11 (t

′′, t′) + (M − 1)∼U
K
11(t

′′, t′)
)
dt′′, (D11)

∼V
K
22 (t, t

′) =
M√
N +M

∫ t

0

ΩR11(t, t
′′)∼V

K
12 (t

′′, t′) dt′′.

(D12)
These equations can be numerically solved using the same
approach explained in Appendix E.

Appendix E: Numerical solution of Dyson equations

Solving Dyson equations (DE) is only possible using
numerical integration. To solve DE numerically, we dis-
cretize both time variables of the correlation functions
according to

G(t, t′) → G(i, j) (E1)

and solve the problem on a two dimensional time grid
with time spacing ∆t. Assuming that correlation func-
tions are known for i, j ≤ l, which is an l × l square in
the time grid, we evaluate the time derivates for fermion
and photon Green’s functions using Dyson equations in
Eqs. (C22)-(C39) and Eqs. (C49)-(C56) . The memory
integrals only depend on the values of correlation func-
tions at i, j ≤ l and can be evaluated using various nu-
merical integration methods to be chosen depending on
the desired accuracy. The equations for HS correlation
functions in Eqs. (C62)-(C71) involve no time derivatives
and HS correlation functions are directly found from their
equations at each step. Using the values for the time
derivatives allows us to predict the values of Green’s
functions for i, j ≤ l + 1 using Euler’s method. How-
ever, the predicted value is usually not accurate enough
and leads to numerical instabilities for long time evolu-
tions. To remedy this issue, one can use more accurate
approaches such as Runge-Kutta or predictor-corrector
methods. For this work, we used a two-step predictor-
corrector method. The reader is referred to an appendix
in Ref. [81] for a detailed discussion of the two-step
predictor-corrector method for DE.
The main numerical costs are due to memory integrals

on the RHS of DE. At each step of the integration, the
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numerical cost of evaluating memory integrals scales with
l2, where l is the (discretized) evolution time since the
initial state. The quadratic scaling with l stems from
the fact that at each step, memory integrals should be
evaluated for l points on the edge of the square given by
i, j ≤ l and for each point, the cost of numerical inte-
gration scales with l. We can reduce the numerical costs
by using the analytical properties of Green’s functions
by only evaluating Green’s functions on one side of the
diagonal (i ≥ j) explicitly and finding their values for
i < j using a combination of complex conjugation or
transposition. Nevertheless, the numerical costs increase
with the evolution time. To reduce the cost further, one
may truncate memory integrals and keep the memory of
the system up to a certain point in the past. However,
this truncation is not permissible for our glassy system
since the integrands have significant contributions at long
times due to strong memory effects in the SG phase, and
omitting memory effects prevents us to capture glassy
dynamics. In this case, the overall cost of evolving the
system for l steps using serial computation scales as l3.
Using parallel computation, we could achieve a slower
increase of the runtime with l given by

truntime ∼ lβ , (E2)

where 2 < β < 3. For this work, each simulation took
about 3 minutes for time evolutions up to ∆ · t = 20.
Longer simulations like those in Figs. 17a and 17b took
about 30 minutes to complete. To obtain the spectral
density at ∆ · τ = 60 in Fig. 23, the simulation took
about two hours. The computation time and resources
would be less if the inter-replica overlap parameter did
not need to be evaluated. All of the simulations have
been done on a personal computer.

1. Equations of motion at LO

At LO fermion self energies will only have local terms
captured by Bx and the RHS of Eqs. (C31)-(C39) vanish.
We want to find the time derivatives of spin expectation
values mα = ⟨σα⟩. Using Eq.(9) we have

d

dt
mα(t) = −i ϵαβγ

d

dt

〈
ψβ(t)ψγ(t)

〉
=

1

2
ϵαβγ

d

dt
GKβγ(t, t). (E3)

We use the chain rule to write

d

dt
GKβγ(t, t) = (∂t + ∂t′)G

K
βγ(t, t

′)|t′=t. (E4)

In DE we have time derivatives of Green’s functions only
with respect to t. However, ∂t′G can be obtained easily
by noting that

GKαβ(t, t
′) = −GKβα(t′, t), (E5)

→ ∂t′G
K
αβ(t, t

′)|t=t′ = −∂tGKβα(t′, t)|t′=t. (E6)

For example, to find d ⟨σz⟩ /dt we use Eq. (C32)

∂tG
K
xy(t, t

′)|t′=t = −∆GKyy(t, t), (E7)

and Eq. (C34)

∂t′G
K
xy(t, t

′)|t′=t = −∂tGKyx(t′, t)|t′=t
= −∆GKxx(t, t)−Bx(t)G

K
zx(t, t), (E8)

to get

d

dt
GKxy(t, t) = −Bx(t)GKzx(t, t), (E9)

where we have used GKαα(t, t) = 0. Using GKzx(t, t) =
my(t) we get

d

dt
mz(t) = −Bx(t)my(t). (E10)

Using Bx from Eq.(79) we get

d

dt
mz(t) = Jω2

c

∫ t

0

ky(t)Dϕϕ
R (t, t′)mx(t

′) dt′, (E11)

which is the LO equation of motion for mz given in
Eq. (93). Eqs. (91) and (92) can be obtained similarly
using DE at LO for other components of GK .

Appendix F: Comparison between 2PI and DTWA

In this appendix, we further compare the results of 2PI
and DTWA for aging dynamics. We consider finite cav-
ity loss κ ̸= 0 which is implemented by solving a stochas-
tic Langevin equation for cavity modes. Aging dynam-
ics, given by the behavior of the correlation function in
Eq. (102), is shown in Fig. 24. The 2PI results, which
have been given in another work by us [93], are shown
here over a longer timescale for a better comparison. 2PI
predicts that C approaches a limiting value as Ns is in-
creased. This limit corresponds to a classical SG with
larger correlations at long times. For small Ns corre-
lation are strongly suppressed by quantum fluctuations
although the SG phase still survives. DTWA shows a
qualitatively similar behavior for large Ns, where C ap-
proaches the same limit for Ns ≳ 10, with a relatively flat
profile for a wide range of t . However, the agreement for
large Ns is qualitative for aging dynamics, in contrast to
the quantitative agreement of the two methods for mag-
netization dynamics presented in Sec. VIB 3. Similar to
the magnetization dynamics, DTWA predicts less sen-
sitivity to spin size down to Ns = 1, although it still
predicts weaker SG. This has to be compared with 2PI,
where C drastically changes for small spins, and partic-
ularly for Ns = 1. Furthermore, 2PI predicts a different
correlation profile at between short (t ≲ ∆−1) and long
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FIG. 24. Comparison of aging dynamics obtained from 2PI
(top panel) and DTWA (bottom panel) for different cluster
sizes. Parameters are g/gc = 1.27, ∆/ωc = 0.2, κ/∆ = 0.5.

(t ≳ ∆−1) time separations, with a crossover of behav-
ior at t ∼ ∆−1. This sharp crossover was attributed to
the small size of the local Hilbert space for small spins
in Ref. [93], where quantum effects are more important.
DTWA shows a crossover as well, but the timescale does
not match ∆−1 which is the natural timescale for quan-
tum fluctuations due to the transverse field ∆ to affect
local dynamics. Furthermore, the crossover is weaker and
more smooth.

Appendix G: 2PI for the single mode Dicke model
without disorder

For the sake of completeness, we give a concise deriva-
tion of far from equilibrium dynamics for the singe-mode
Dicke model [18] below, using a systematic expansion of
the 2PI effective action in powers of the system size N .
For the Dicke model defined by

H =
∆

2

N∑
i

σzi + ωca
†a +

g√
N

∑
i

(
a+ a†

)
σxi , (G1)

the Keldysh actions for spins and photons are the same
as Eqs. (10) and (18) together with their RAK represen-
tations in Eqs. (C7) and (C41). The main difference is
the spin-photon coupling part of the action

Sint = 2ig

√
2ωc
N

N∑
i

∮
dtc ϕψ

y
i ψ

z
i . (G2)

In this case, the expectation value of the photon field
φ ≡ ⟨ϕ⟩ can be finite. It is straightforward to show that

FIG. 25. The NLO contribution to 2PI action for the Dicke
model.

at NLO, the 2PI action reads:

Γ[φ, π,D,G] = Scl[φ, π] +
i

2
Tr lnD−1 +

i

2
Tr
(
D−1

0 D
)

− i

2
Tr lnG−1 − i

2
Tr
(
G̃−1

0 G
)
+ Γ2[D,G]. (G3)

Scl is obtained by substituting φ and π in Sph in Eq.

(18). G̃0 contains the contribution of φ to spin dynamics

G̃−1
0 ≡

[
0 (G̃A0 )

−1

(G̃R0 )
−1 0

]
, (G4)

(G̃R0 )
−1 ≡

 i∂t i∆ 0

−i∆ i∂t 2ig
√

2ωc/Nφ

0 −2ig
√

2ωc/Nφ i∂t

 ,
(G5)

(G̃A0 )
−1 =

[
(G̃R0 )

−1
]†
. (G6)

The last term Γ2 is given at NLO (O(N0)) by the diagram
in Fig. 25 and reads as

ΓNLO
2 =

4ωcg
2

N

∑
j

∮ ∮
dtc dt

′
cD

ϕϕ(tc, t
′
c)

×
(
Gyyjj (tc, t

′
c)G

zz
jj (tc, t

′
c)−Gyzjj (tc, t

′
c)G

zy
jj (tc, t

′
c)
)
. (G7)

DE for fermions are similar to those for the disordered
model, provided that we substitute

Bx(t) = −2g

√
2ωc
N

φ(t), (G8)

and use the following fermion self energies in the basis of
contour branches

Σss
′

yz (t, t
′) = −8iωcg

2

N
Dss′

ϕϕ (t, t
′)Gss

′

zy (t, t
′), (G9)

Σss
′

zy (t, t
′) = −8iωcg

2

N
Dss′

ϕϕ (t, t
′)Gss

′

yz (t, t
′), (G10)

Σss
′

yy (t, t
′) = +

8iωcg
2

N
Dss′

ϕϕ (t, t
′)Gss

′

zz (t, t
′), (G11)

Σss
′

zz (t, t
′) = +

8iωcg
2

N
Dss′

ϕϕ (t, t
′)Gss

′

yy (t, t
′). (G12)

The equations of motion (EOM) for classical fields are
given by

(∂t + κ)φ = π, (G13)
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FIG. 26. Spin dynamics for a quench into the SR phase of
the Dicke model with photon loss, starting from θ0 = 0.9π.
For N < N⋆ where N⋆ = 30, the symmetry is restored by
fluctuations. N⋆ depends on the degree of symmetry breaking
in the initial state. The other parameters are g/gc = 1.6,
∆/ωc = 0.4 and κ/ωc = 0.2.

(∂t + κ)π + ω2
0φ+ g

√
2Nω0G

K
zy(t, t) = 0. (G14)

DE for photons are identical to those for the disordered
system with the photon self energy

Πss
′
(t, t′) = −8iωcg

2

(
Gss

′

yz (t, t
′)Gss

′

zy (t, t
′)

−Gss
′

yy (t, t
′)Gss

′

zz (t, t
′)

)
, (G15)

given in the basis of contour branches.

Dynamics at LO are equivalent to the mean field treat-
ment of the Dicke model with the critical coupling

gc =
1

2

√
∆(ω2

c + κ2)

ωc
. (G16)

At NLO the inclusion of fluctuations modifies the dynam-
ics for smaller system sizes. For instance, after quenching
the coupling into the SR regime g > gc, the system may
not end up in a symmetry broken state with ⟨a⟩ ̸= 0,
even if the initial state is not symmetric (Fig. 26). For
smaller values of N , one should choose a larger mx(),
otherwise the symmetry will be restored. The symmetry
restoration is due to the fact that for smaller values of N
fluctuation are stronger, resulting in the enhancement of
the tunneling between the different minima in the energy
of the system. This does not mean that the system is not
in a SR state for small N . The photon population still
saturates at a finite value ∼ N .
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ple tensor network algorithm for two-dimensional steady
states, Nature communications 8, 1 (2017).

[55] E. Mascarenhas, H. Flayac, and V. Savona, Matrix-
product-operator approach to the nonequilibrium
steady state of driven-dissipative quantum arrays, Phys-
ical Review A 92, 022116 (2015).

[56] H. Weimer, A. Kshetrimayum, and R. Orús, Simula-
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[71] A. Piñeiro Orioli, K. Boguslavski, and J. Berges, Uni-
versal self-similar dynamics of relativistic and nonrela-
tivistic field theories near nonthermal fixed points, Phys.
Rev. D 92, 025041 (2015).

[72] J. Berges, K. Boguslavski, A. Chatrchyan, and
J. Jaeckel, Attractive versus repulsive interactions in the
bose-einstein condensation dynamics of relativistic field
theories, Phys. Rev. D 96, 076020 (2017).

[73] J. Berges and B. Wallisch, Nonthermal fixed points in
quantum field theory beyond the weak-coupling limit,
Phys. Rev. D 95, 036016 (2017).

[74] R. Walz, K. Boguslavski, and J. Berges, Large-n kinetic
theory for highly occupied systems, Phys. Rev. D 97,
116011 (2018).

[75] A. M. Rey, B. L. Hu, E. Calzetta, A. Roura, and
C. W. Clark, Nonequilibrium dynamics of optical-
lattice-loaded bose-einstein-condensate atoms: Beyond
the hartree-fock-bogoliubov approximation, Phys. Rev.
A 69, 033610 (2004).

[76] K. Balzer and M. Bonitz, Nonequilibrium properties of
strongly correlated artificial atoms—a green’s functions
approach, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and The-
oretical 42, 214020 (2009).

[77] M. Kronenwett and T. Gasenzer, Far-from-equilibrium
dynamics of an ultracold fermi gas, Applied Physics B
102, 469 (2011).

[78] M. Babadi, E. Demler, and M. Knap, Far-from-
equilibrium field theory of many-body quantum spin
systems: Prethermalization and relaxation of spin spi-
ral states in three dimensions, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041005
(2015).

[79] S. Bock, A. Liluashvili, and T. Gasenzer, Buildup of the
kondo effect from real-time effective action for the an-
derson impurity model, Phys. Rev. B 94, 045108 (2016).
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