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Time crystal, a nonequilibrium phenomenon extending spontaneous symmetry breaking into the
temporal dimension, holds fundamental significance in understanding quantum many-body physics.
In this work, we explore the nonequilibrium phase diagram of a two-dimensional dissipative Heisen-
berg spin system without explicit coherent or incoherent external driving. We numerically identify
the emergence of novel nonstationary oscillatory states by analyzing the spin dynamics. These states
are categorized as limit cycle and chaos based on the Lyapunov exponent. Remarkably, the observed
limit cycle behavior represents a continuous time crystal (CTC), spontaneously breaking the con-
tinuous time translation symmetry of the system. We further confirm those oscillatory behaviors by
studying the stability against local perturbations applied to the system. Finally, we investigate the
robustness of the emergent CTC by introducing isotropic Gaussian-type white noise into the interac-
tions. This study provides many insights into the intricate interplay between the dissipation-induced
spin downwards and anisotropic-interaction-induced spin precession or spin fluctuation, opening a

new avenue for realizing dissipation-induced, heating-immune TCs.

Introduction.— Time crystal (TC) is originally pro-
posed by Frank Wilczek to spontaneously break the time
translation symmetry (TTS) in ground state or equilib-
rium state [1-4]. Although this idea were negated by a
series of rigorous no-go theorems [5-7], ruling out TC
in closed quantum systems with only short-range inter-
actions [8], the introduction of time-dependent periodic
coherent driving has enabled the realization of discrete
TTS breaking [9-11]. This phenomenon, known as Flo-
quet TC or discrete TC (DTC) [12-21], is characterized
by subharmonic responses to the driving frequency and
has been experimentally demonstrated in various systems
[22-24] such as trapped-ions [25, 26] and superconduct-
ing qubits [27]. Its key challenge remains the heating-
induced limited lifetime, despite mechanisms [26, 28-31]
like many-body localization [27, 32], prethermalization
[26, 28-31], and dissipation [19, 28] were proposed to slow
down the thermalization.

Dissipation has been demonstrated to serve as a re-
source for performing quantum tasks [33-40]. For in-
stance, by competently designing dissipation to compete
with coherent driving [41-48], or by designing compe-
tition among dissipative processes including incoherent
driving [49], one can achieve dissipative TCs. For the
driving that its time-dependent aspect can be eliminated
in a suitable rotating frame, would lead to the continuous
TC (CTC) characterized by the spontaneous breaking
of continuous TTS [50-57]. These dissipative TCs have
been experimentally observed in various systems [58—66].
Perfect TC should exhibit infinite lifetime [67-70], rep-
resenting with a robust neverending oscillatory (OSC).
This mathematically corresponds to a stable closed tra-

jectory in phase space, defined as limit cycle (LC), a core
element in nonlinear dynamical phenomenons [71], such
as grid power [72], circadian clocks [73] and quantum syn-
chronization [74-81]. The quest for novel nonequilibrium
states and phases [82-107] that include OSC phases [98—
108] is a fundamentally important task in physics pre-
dating TCs.

To the best of our knowledge, all the systems exhibit-
ing LC or TC behavior are subjected to external driving,
whether it be Floquet-driven [9-19], incoherent-driven
[49], or driven-dissipation [41-46, 50-66] scenarios. How-
ever, external driving not only adds complexity to the
real system but also raises concerns about heating. More-
over, the presence of driving makes it difficult to discern
the contributions of other factors, such as interaction and
dissipation, to the OSC behavior. Therefore, a funda-
mental question arises: Can a purely dissipative quan-
tum system, one without explicit coherent or incoherent
external driving, exhibits OSC behaviors? If so, would
these oscillations be TCs? Affirmative answers to these
questions would open possibilities in realizing dissipation-
induced, heating-immunity TCs.

We address this question by theoretically uncovering
the nonequilibrium steady-state phase diagram of a dis-
sipative Heisenberg spin system, specifically one without
external driving. We showcase the emergent of LC and
chaotic steady-states, supported by spin dynamics and
linear stability analysis. We qualify the LC as a CTC by
examining its robustness against noisy interactions and
dissipation in the thermodynamic limit.

System.— We consider a dissipative interacting system
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FIG. 1. (a) The periodic oscillation, i.e., CTC. (b) The system
paved with infinite 3 X 3 clusters, each spin is indexed with
number n € [1,9]. (c) Dissipation-induced spin downwards
and anisotropic-interaction-induced spin precession. (d) En-
ergy gain and loss mechanism of OSC phases.

described by the Lindblad master equation (i = 1),

T = ilman] e ol

where H is the Hamiltonian governing system’s unitary
evolution. We consider Hamiltonian as a paradigmatic
spin-1/2 Heisenberg XYZ model,

(mn)

a=x,Y,z

where 65 is the Pauli operator for nth spin and all
the spins are localized in a d-dimensional cubic lattice.
The nearest-neighbor spin pairs, denoting by (mn), are
anisotropic interacting with strength J,. Each spin un-
dergoes an incoherent process of flipping-downward gov-

erned by

Dulp) =T (6, p05 —{626,,0}/2), 3)

at strength T’ with 6% = (67 +i6Y)/2.

These considered single-site dissipations break the time
reversibility and other relevant symmetries of system
which results in the uniqueness of steady state pss =
limy o0 A(2) [109-113]. If one state supports a local ob-
servable O to exhibit infinitely long-lived robust peri-
odic oscillation in the thermodynamic limit, denoted by
limpy o0 (Opss(t > 1)) = O(t) with the system size N,
which means that the continuous T'TS of system is spon-
taneously broken, giving rise to a CTC [68, 69, 114], as
illustrated in Fig. 1(a). This excludes the LC behav-
iors exhibited by the nonlinear systems with only a few
degrees of freedom, such as single van der Pol oscillator
[115] and Belousov—Zhabotinsky reactions [116], from be-
ing considered as candidates for TCs.

Mean-field phase diagram.— To explore the rich
nonequilibrium phases in the thermodynamic limit (N —
00) [88], we perform our study at mean-field level which
assumes that all spins are uncorrelated, namely the
system is in a product state p =~ ®ﬁﬁ°°pn [117].
Considering the limitations of the mean field theory
in one-dimensional systems [87, 88], we focus on two-
dimensional systems paved with infinite 3 x 3 clusters as
shown in Fig. 1(b). In other words, we rewrite density
matrix as p & po ® pc Q po -+ with po = ®f¥;1ﬁn and
cluster size No = 9. Therefore, a set of 3N, nonlinear
Bloch equations are obtained from Eq. (S2),

dogn) _ T, Jy(Ga)(00) — J=(67)(67,)
TR LAY a ’
) _ Ty, J- (05 J2(07)(07m)
dt _§<0n> + %: d ’ (4)
) Jy(G7)(60)

: s J (G
dt = _F(<Un> + 1) + ;

where n is took within one cluster C' and the sum over
m encompasses the nearest neighbors of nth spin.

Figure 2(a) shows the phase diagram numerically de-
termined by spin dynamics. The paramagnetic phase
aligns all spins down, namely <O’n(y)> = 0,(6%) = -1,
holding system’s Z; symmetry (6% — —6%, 6¥ — —5¥).
This Zs symmetry of system is spontaneously broken in
the ferromagnetic (FM) phase with (&ﬁ(y)> # 0 [118].
The spin-density-wave (SDW) phase has period greater
than two lattice sites in at least one direction. In addi-
tion to those stationary phases found in [88], a novel non-
stationary OSC phase, that spontaneously breaks TTS,
emerges inside SDW phase region. Unlike PM and FM,
which are spatially uniform phases and can exist with-
out dissipation [88, 119], SDW and OSC are spatially
non-uniform state and alive only under nonequilibrium
circumstances.

Those OSC phases can be further classified using Lya-
punov exponent A [120]. For example, as shown in Fig.
2(b), we present a detailed phase diagram of OSC phases
with fixed J, = 1.1, where the LC and chaos are respec-
tively corresponding to A = 0 and A > 0 (find more
details in [121]). In Fig. 2(c-e), we demonstate the
different dynamical behaviors of SDW, LC, and chaos
phases by projecting the dynamic trajectories of mag-
netization onto the y-z plane of the Bloch sphere. The
highlighted circle blocks correspond to the initial states
[hn(t =0)) = (1) + e™/?|]))/v/2 for the spins with
n = 1,4,7 as labeled in Fig. 1(b). The dynamical be-
haviors of magnetization (6,21 ;) illustrates that the
stationary SDW phase corresponds to fixed-points, while
either LC attractor or chaotic behavior are observed in
the nonstationary OSC phase.

The Heisenberg XXZ model is a loyal supporter of PM,
where the system has isotropic interactions (J, = J,) in



FIG. 2. (a) Nonequilibrium phase diagram with J, = v =1
(b) Two OSC phases, limit-cycle (LC) and chaos, are dis-
tinguished by Lyapunov exponent A, with J, = 1.1. (c-e)
The magnetization dynamic trajectories on y-z plane for spins
with n = 1,4,7. As arrowed in (b), the demonstrated SDW
(c), LC (d), and chaos (e) phases correspond to J, = 5, 10
and 15, respectively. The fixed-point fate of SDW is marked
with square blocks.

z-y plane, that conserve magnetization, resulting nothing
to counteract the dissipation-induced spin downwards.
For XYZ model, anisotropic interaction (J, # J,) breaks
the conservation of magnetization, exhibiting spin fluc-
tuation with pairs of spins flipping upwards or down-
wards simultaneously. This spin fluctuation also al-
low each spin to precess around its effective magnetic
field By = 30, (Jo (68, Ty (64,), J.(67,)), originating
from interactions with surrounding spins [see Fig. 1(c)].
The competition between the spin fluctuation or preces-
sion and the dissipation-induced spin downwards makes
the scenario complicated and interesting, leading to the
emergent of other novel phases when the dissipation no
longer wins. The balanced competition results in the
stationary phases such as FM and SDW. This balanced
competition would also turn into cooperation under suit-
able parameters [122], giving rise to energy-conservation-
broken nonstationary OSC phases. Figure 1(d) takes the
case that neighboring spins tend to align antiparallel, i.
€., Ja=g,y,> > 0 (other cases can be analyzed similarly),
to illustrate the microscopic cycle of this dynamical co-
operation. The system gains the energy when the dis-
sipation flips down the nth spin [123], following is an
energy-conservation process that spin fluctuations cause
two neighboring spins be in a coherent superposition of
up or down simultaneously. Lastly, when dissipation flips
the (n + 1)th spin downward to antiparallel with neigh-
boring spins, the system releases energy.
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FIG. 3. (a-b) The real and imaginary parts of the first two
eigenvalues A1 (triangles) and A2 (circles) of the Jacobian M
with fixed J, =5.9,J, =y = 1. (¢-d) The dynamics of (6Y).
The dashed lines highlight zero values. (a-b) share the same
z-axis and (c-d) share the same y-axis.

The energy gain and loss of Floquet time crystals pri-
marily came from coherent driving. In driven-dissipative
systems, the driven and dissipation can respectively serve
as energy gain and loss [41-46, 49-66]. Without driving,
if the applied dissipation solely reduces the system’s en-
ergy, such as photon leakage from a cavity causing irre-
versible energy loss, the system would decay to a trivial
steady state [58-63]. In our scenario, these microscopic
cycles sustain the nonconservative OSC behavior, where
dissipation plays both roles of energy gain and loss in co-
operation with anisotropic-interaction-induced spin fluc-
tuations. Therefore, our work provides an entirely new
mechanism for emerging CTC.

Linear stability analysis.— To further confirm the
time-dependent nonequilibrium phase, we introduce the
small local perturbations dp¢ to the fixed-point solution
/3((,9 ) of Eq. (S5), which is numerically obtained by setting
the left side of Eq. (S5) to zero. The characteristic mo-
tion equation for dp¢ is derived by linearizing the system
and denoted as 0,0pc = M[dpc], where the superoper-
ator M is referred as Jacobian. Therefore, the dynam-
ical behavior of local perturbations can be expressed as
épc = 5 cje*it6pc i, where ¢; and \; are respectively
the superposition coefficient and eigenvalue correspond-
ing to the j-th eigenmode dpc ; of Jacobian. Here eigen-
values are indexed in descending order of their real parts
as Re[A1] > Re[Ag] > ---. Therefore, when all eigenval-
ues have negative real parts, 6 pc would decay to zero over
the system’s relaxation time, indicating that the fixed-
point solution ﬁ(c(') ) is the steady state. The appearance
of eigenvalues with positive real parts results in the expo-
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FIG. 4. (a-b) The quiet CTC built without noise (stage I)
is pertubated with the segmented weak (stage II) and strong
noises (stage III) at I't = 200 and 400 respectively. The noise
strengths B = 0, Brr = 0.04, Brrr = 0.2 are indicated in
(d). (c) shows the Fourier spectrum of the selected arrowed
regions in (b), with the zoom-in inset. (d) Relative crystalline
fraction R for varying noise strength 5. Here the initial state
is same as the one used in Fig. 2(c-e), and the undisturbed
interaction strengths are J, =7, J, = 1.5, J. = 1. (a) and
(b) share the z-axis.

nentially growth of the local perturbations §p¢, reveals
that the fixed-point solution ﬁg)) is a metastable state.
Interestingly, the system will evolve to a time-dependent

steady state if the imaginary parts are nonzero.

Figure 3(a-b) respectively shows the real and imagi-
nary parts of the first two eigenvalues Ay (triangles) and
A2 (circles) of the Jacobian M. The phase boundaries
of the SDW-OSC phases, J, = 1.098 and J, = 1.366,
corresponding to the points when the real parts of eigen-
values switch signs, agrees to that in Fig. 2(a). The
imaginary parts consistently manifest as non-zero conju-
gate pairs, suggesting that by selecting an appropriate
initial state, the system will: 1) undergo evolution into
the time-independent steady state with oscillatory decay
behavior in the SDW phase; 2) potentially pass through
a metastable state before transitioning into a limit cycle
state in the OSC phase. Those behaviors are respectively
illustrated in Fig. 3(c-d) by the average magnetization
of one cluster, (6%=%¥%) = 3 _(60="¥%)/Nc with
initial state |1, (t = 0)) = (|1) + v/99¢!(Tnten)/3 1)) /10,
where r,, and ¢,, denotes the row and column of nth spin.

Rigidity of continuous time crystal.— The rigidity of a
CTC requires its periodic OSC behavior exhibits strong
robustness against fluctuations of system parameters.
Here we consider noisy interactions given by ja(t) =

4

Jo+Es(t), where £3(t) represents isotropic Gaussian-type
white noise and its standard deviation /3 acts as intensity.
In Fig. 4(a), we design three stages of interactions, the
corresponding dynamical behaviors is displayed in Fig.
4(b) with (6%), whose Fourier spectrums (6%)(w) for the
selected regions that away from relaxing processes are
shown in Fig. 4(c). Without noise (stage I), the system
relaxes to a LC-type oscillation, the Fourier spectrum
of which features a discernible sharp dominant peak at
w = wp = 0.18 and a tiny peak at w ~ 3wy, indicating
the emergent of a prototypical CTC. Then we perturb the
CTC by the weak noise with strength 8 = 0.04 at stage
II. This perturbation has nearly no effect on the main
peak and it only introduces some weak higher-frequency
components in Fourier spectrum [see inset of Fig. 4(c)],
indicating that the CTC is still thriving. Finally, we
quench the system to a much stronger white noise with
strength 8 = 0.2 at stage III. The regular periodic oscil-
lations are significantly altered and the w, component is
no longer the prominent principal peak, and numerous
other frequency components appear. Consequently, the
CTC is softened under this strong noise.

Furthermore, we define the relative crystalline fraction
(RCF), R, = Q,/S4, to quantify the rigidity of CTC.
The crystalline fraction of the stage n = LILIII is defined
as Q"] = Zwe[wp—éw,wp—i-Sw] <5—7€>(w)/ZwG[O,Aw]<5—%>(w)7
with the principal frequency w, for quiet case. We take
dw = 0.08 and Aw = 0.6 in our calculations. The RCFs
for three stages are respectively Ry = 1, Ry = 0.89,
and Ryp = 0.53 as remarked in Fig. 4(d), where illus-
trates how the CTC melts as noise strength increases.
The CTC’s RCF decreases with increasing noise and sta-
bilizes at the dashed gray line, indicating that even in
the presence of strong noise, the system’s OSC behavior
still may retain some information about the CTC. We
also have verified its robustness under other noisy inter-
actions [121] and noisy dissipation.

Ezperimental realization.— We have recently experi-
mentally implemented independent loss and gain between
) =|F=0,mp=0)and |[1) = |F =1,mp = 0) states
in the 251/2 manifold of '"'Yb*. This was achieved by
optically pumping the ions to six auxiliary excited states,
and then adiabatically eliminating these states that ex-
hibit spontaneous emission [80]. The XYZ interactions
have been realized in experiments by coupling the collec-
tive motion of ions to the internal states [124-128]. We
find that the power-law decay characteristics of these in-
teractions do not affect the existence of OSC behavior
[121]. The XYZ interactions have also been proposed to
be realizable through techniques such as two-photon res-
onance in systems like Rydberg atoms, Rydberg-dressed
atoms, and dipolar atoms or molecules [88].

Discussions.— We have proposed a CTC mecha-
nism resulting from the competition between dissipation-
induced spin downwards and anisotropic-interaction-
induced spin precession or spin fluctuation. In the past,



the general understanding of CTCs mainly focused on the
interplay of dissipation and driving-induced quantum co-
herence, but paid less attention to the role of interaction.
Thus, this is a completely new ergodic-breaking mecha-
nism in which interactions play a crucial role. Since there
is no external drive, the realized CTC is not subject to
heating, so its lifetime can be as long as the system’s.

This work paves the future explorations of CTCs that
is immune to heating in other systems, including Hub-
bard model [99, 100] and Rydberg model [129-131] using
the methods introduced here and other numerical meth-
ods [87, 132-135] involving quantum fluctuations and cor-
relations. The experimentally accessible CTC provides
further motivation to employ dissipations as resources for
exploring nonequilibrium quantum dynamics, like quan-
tum synchronization. The existence of LC and chaotic
phases opens a pathway to investigate reversible to irre-
versible transitions [136] in dissipative quantum systems.
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I. CALCULATION OF LYAPUNOV EXPONENT
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FIG. S1. (color online) Time evolution of the distance A(t) between the fiducial trajectory and auxiliary trajectory for chaotic
phase. The black dashed horizontal line denotes the given threshold Amax = 0.1 for resetting the auxiliary trajectory (red
dot-dashed vertical lines). Here J, =13, J, = 1.1, J. =~ = 1.0.

We employ the largest Lyapunov exponent (LE), a metric introduced in [120], to make discrimination between
a limit cycle and chaos behavior. In analogy to the classical definition, we use two quantum trajectories, fiducial
trajectory and auxiliary trajectory, to simulate the evolution of the system. Here the auxiliary trajectory is initialized
as a normalized state but with a perturbation on the normalized initial fiducial state z/Jifni', namely ¢ = w}“i' +eYran.
with the random perturbative state ¥,,. and € < 1. The definition of the largest LE is based on the distance of
these two trajectories and the distance is defined as difference between observables of these two trajectories. Here
we choose the magnetization along y direction a¥(t) = Nic nec(Un(t)]|6Y(t)|1n(t)) as the observable. The initial
distance A(t = 0) = [7%(t = 0) — 7% (t = 0)| plays the reference during the time evolution. When the time-dependent
distance A(t) = [a%(t) — 74(t)| exceeds a given threshold Ay at a time ¢, A(tg) is reset to the initial distance
A(t = 0) through renormalizing the auxiliary trajectory close to the fiducial trajectory. Finally, the largest LE is

given by

t—o0

1
A= lim E;lndk, (S1)

where & indexes each time point that the threshold Ap.x is touched and dy = A(tx)/Ag. The fact that auxiliary
trajectory respectively tends to being attracted to the fiducial state in the limit cycle case and tends to away from
the fiducial state in the chaos behavior, results in vanished LE A = 0 and nonezero LE A\ # 0 for limit cycle and chaos
behavior respectively.

As shown in Fig. S1, here we consider the parameters as J, = 13, J, = 1.1, J, = v = 1.0, corresponding to the
chaotic phase in the Figure 2(b) of the main text. It can be observed that the dynamical distance A frequently touches
the set threshold distance Ay, during the evolution, indicating the non-zero LE A = 0.1 for the corresponding chaotic
scenario.



II. THE ROBUSTNESS OF CTC UNDER 1/f NOISE
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FIG. S2. (color online) The robustness against 1/f noise in interactions. (a-b) The CTC built without noise (stage I) is
pertubated with the segmented weak (stage II) and strong noises (stage III) at I't = 200 and 400 respectively. The noise
strengths 81 =0, Brr = 0.04, Brrr = 0.2 are indicated in (d). (c¢) shows the Fouerier spectrum of the selected arrowed regions
in (b), with the zoom-in inset. (d) Relative crystalline fraction R for varying noise strength 3. Here the initial state is same
as the one used in Fig. 2(c-e), and the undisturbed interaction strengths are J, =7, J, = 1.5, J, = 1. (a) and (b) share the
x-axis.

1/f noise, often referred to as flicker noise or pink noise, represents a specific type of noise marked by a frequency
spectrum that diminishes with increasing frequency. To clarify, the power spectral density of 1/f noise follows an
inverse proportionality to the frequency, resulting in a higher concentration of power at lower frequencies. Here we

consider the robustness of CTC under 1/f noise. The noisy interaction is given by J,(t) = Jo + £5(t), where £5(¢)
represents 1/f noise and its standard deviation 8 acts as intensity.

Similar to the consideration of isotropic Gaussian-type white noise shown in Fig. 4 in the main text, here we show
the results in Fig. S2. Three stages of time-dependent interactions with 1/f noise are shown in Fig. S2(a) and the
corresponding dynamical behaviors is displayed in Fig. S2(b) with (6%), whose Fourier spectrums for the selected
regions that away from relaxing processes are shown in Fig. S2(c). Without noise (stage I), the system relaxes to a
LC-type oscillation, the Fourier spectrum of which features a discernible sharp dominant peak at w = w, = 0.18 and
a tiny peak at w ~ 3w, indicating the emergent of a prototypical CTC. Then we perturb the CTC by introducing the
weak 1/f noise with strength 5 = 0.04 at I't = 200 (stage II), this perturbation slightly shift the dominant peak to the
low frequency regime and introduces some weak higher-frequency components into the OSC behavior as illustrated
in the inset of Fig. S2(c), indicating that the CTC is still well alived. Finally, we quench the 1/f noise to a much
stronger one with strength 5 = 0.2 at I't = 400 (stage I1I), which significantly alters the regular periodic oscillations.
Interestingly, Although the amplitudes of the oscillating is changed significantly, but the prominent principal peak of
frequency spectrum is not shifted a lot. Figure S2(d) shows the relative crystalline fraction (RCF). The RCFs for
three stages are respectively Ry = 1, Ry = 0.94, and Ry = 0.68 as remarked in Fig. S2(d), where illustrates how
the CTC melts as noise strength increases. The CTC’s RCF decreases with increasing noise and stabilizes at the
dashed gray line, indicating that even in the presence of strong noise, the system’s OSC behavior still may retain
some information about the CTC.
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FIG. S3. Two-body correlations are shown for different finite-size 2D systems. (a) compares systems of sizes 3x3, 3x4, and
3x5, while (b) compares systems of sizes 3x4 and 4x4. Both panels share the same labels for the x-axis and y-axis. The
notation (r,c¢) denotes the position of a spin located at the r-th row and c¢-th column. The interaction parameters are set to
Jy =59, J,=12,J., =~v=1.0.

III. TWO BODY QUANTUM CORRELATIONS IN FINITE-SIZED SYSTEMS

In our mean-field calculations, all spins are assumed to form the entire system in a product state, so correlations
between spins are not considered. Typically, directly considering quantum correlations in the thermodynamic limit is
challenging. To explore the correlations in our system, we start by examining the two-body correlations in a finite-size
system and study how these correlations change as the system size increases.

Specifically, we consider the parameters in the OSC region of Fig. 2a in the main text, denoted as J, = 5.9, J, =
1.2, J, = v =1.0. We examine the two-body spin-spin correlations along z axis, (6767). = (6767) — (67)(7). When
(6%6%)c # 0, there are correlations between spins. For this finite-size system, we use a fully quantum method to solve
the Lindblad equation shown in Eq. (1) of the main text, and obtain the results shown in Fig. S3.

As shown in Fig. S3, we computed the steady states of two-dimensional systems with sizes 3x3, 3x4, 3x5, and
4x4 under periodic boundary conditions. We then calculated the two-body correlation between the first spin (located
at the first row and first column) and other spins. In Fig. S3(a), we compare the results of the 3x3, 3x4, and 3x5
systems; and in Fig. S3(b), we compare the results of the 3x4 and 4x4 systems. The numerical results of both
comparison groups indicate that as the size of the finite system increases, the two-body correlations gradually weaken.
This suggests that in the thermodynamic limit, the two-body correlations will not play the key role. This prediction
aligns with the approximations made in our mean-field method.

IV. THE OSCILLATORY BEHAVIOR UNDER POWER-LAW DECAY INTERACTION

In current trapped-ion platform [124-127], it is possible to achieve Heisenberg XYZ interactions. However, these
interactions are power-law decay with distance, whereas the interactions discussed in our work are primarily nearest-
neighbor XYZ interactions. For the dissipation of spin-1/2 particles or qubits, well-established optical pumping
methods can already achieve this. In our recent trapped-ion experimental work [80], we successfully realized a pair of
independent dissipations, one is the decay process that spin jumps from [1) to |]) and another one is the gain process
that spin jumps from |}) to |1), by optically pumping the ion from the targeted two lower energy levels to the six
auxiliary excited energy levels.

Although the interaction realized in trapped-ion are power-law decay with distance, our calculations show that even
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FIG. S4. The dynamics of (6¥*) for the dissipated Heisenberg spin systems with power law decay XYZ interaction. The
parameters are set to J, =9, J, =+ =1, § = 1. Panels (a) and (b) show the OSC-type steady state (J, = 0) and non-OSC-
type steady state (J> = 9), respectively. The initial state is the same as the one used in the Fig. 3(b-c) of the main text. Both
panels share the same y-axis label.

this type of power law decaying interaction can induce oscillatory behavior as illustrated in Fig. S4. To obtain those
results, we start with setting the following Lindbald equation,

with the dissipation
Dolp) =T (67, 57 — {6767 .5}/2) (S3)
and the Hamiltonian
CEES D) S m ) e
m,n a=x,y,z

where 7,,,(,,) is the position of m(n)th spin and the exponent 3 determines the range of the interaction can be set to
0 < 8 < 3 by adjusting the laser detunings [124-127]. Applying the mean-field method used in our work, we obtain
the following a set of 3N, coupled nonlinear Bloch equations

diop) T . 1 Jy(on)(an) — J=(67)(57.)

@ ~ 2Ty n; [7m — 70 ’ (%)
aey) T, 1 S (07 )(07) — Jo(07)(07)

@ ——§“H+*2; hhf%w ’ (56)
d{67) _ — Jy(on)(oh)

=T dn;n —rnlﬂ : (S7)

Thus, the results in Fig. S4 can be obtained by numerically solving the above coupled nonlinear Bloch equations.
In Fig. S4, weset 5 =1,J, =9, J, =y =1 and use the initial state from Fig. 3(b-c) in the main text. We find
that OSC oscillations occur when the interaction is anisotropic (Fig. S4(a), J, = 0 # J,). However, for isotropic
interactions (Fig. S4(b), J, = J, =9), the system evolves to a non-OSC steady state. Therefore, we believe that the
current trapped-ion platform already have the experimental conditions necessary to observe nonequilibrium oscillatory
behavior.

V. NONEQUILIBRIUM PHASE DIAGRAM OF THE SYSTEMS CLUSTER SIZES 2 x 2 AND 4 x 4

In our mean-field method, the system is assumed to be filled with identical clusters repeated throughout. Therefore,
the symmetrical structure of a single cluster constrains the possible nonequilibrium steady states that can be achieved.
For clusters of even length, such as N, = 2, an antiferromagnetic configuration can be constructed. However, for
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FIG. S5. Nonequilibrium phase diagram for the cluster sizes 2 x 2 with J, = 1(a), 2 x 2 with J, = 0(b), and 4 x 4 (¢) with
J.=y=1

clusters of odd length, such as N, = 3, an antiferromagnetic configuration cannot be constructed. These analyses
also apply to the spatial configuration of a staggering XY phase with an even period. The results shown in Fig. 2(a)
in the main text are for the 3 x 3 cluster; hence, the antiferromagnetic and staggering XY phases mentioned in [88]
cannot be constructed.

As illustrated in Fig. S5(a-b), when we set the cluster size to 2 x 2, both the antiferromagnetic and staggering XY
phases appear at J, = 1 [Fig. S5(a)] and J, = 0 [Fig. S5(b)], respectively. Fig. S5(a) clearly shows that a 2 x 2
cluster cannot realize the SDW phase as described in [88] which is consistent with the definition of SDW requiring
a spin repetition period of greater than 2 in at least one direction. Fig. S5(c) shows the results for a 4 x 4 cluster,
where, in addition to the phases observed in Fig. 2(a) in the main text, the antiferromagnetic phase also appears.
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