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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 in the absence of explicit 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 be-
havior represents a continuous time crystal (CTC), spontaneously breaking the continuous 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 interactions. This
study provides many insights into the intricate interplay between dissipation-induced decay pro-
cesses and interaction-induced spin precession, deepening our understanding of dissipative quantum
many-body systems.

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
driving has enabled the realization of discrete TTS break-
ing [9–11]. This phenomenon, known as Floquet TC
or discrete time crystal (DTC) [12–20], is characterized
by subharmonic responses to the driving frequency and
has been experimentally demonstrated in various systems
[21–23] such as trapped-ions [24, 25] and superconduct-
ing qubits [26]. Its key challenge remains the heating-
induced limited lifetime, despite mechanisms [25, 27–30]
such as many-body localization [26, 31], prethermaliza-
tion [25, 27–30], and dissipation [19, 27] were proposed
to slow down the thermalization.

Dissipation has been demonstrated to serve as a re-
source for performing quantum tasks [32–38]. For in-
stance, by competently designing dissipation to compete
with coherent driving, one can achieve dissipative TCs
[39, 40]. This driven-dissipation setup can spontaneously
break discrete TTS, resulting in dissipative DTC [40–44].
Eliminating the time-dependent aspect of the driving in a
suitable rotating frame leads to the spontaneously break-
ing of continuous TTS, yielding continuous TC (CTC)
[45–52]. These dissipative TCs have been experimentally
observed in various systems [53–61]. Perfect TC should
exhibit infinite lifetime [62–65], representing with a ro-
bust neverending oscillatory (OSC) state. This math-
ematically corresponds to a stable closed trajectory in

phase space, defined as limit cycle (LC), a core element
in nonlinear dynamical phenomenons [66], such as grid
power [67], circadian clocks [68], and quantum synchro-
nization [69–76]. The quest for novel nonequilibrium
states and phases [77–102] that include OSC phases [93–
102] is a fundamentally important task in physics pre-
dating TCs.

External driving not only adds complexity to the real
system but also raises concerns about heating, posing a
challenge in finding methods to prevent the system from
heating to infinite temperatures as the driving strength
increases. Moreover, the presence of driving makes it dif-
ficult to discern the contributions of other factors, such as
interaction and dissipation, to the OSC behavior. How-
ever, nearly all the systems exhibiting LC or TC behav-
ior so far are subjected to external driving, whether it be
Floquet-driven or driven-dissipation scenarios [9–19, 21–
31, 39–61]. Therefore, a fundamental question arises:
Can a purely dissipative quantum system, namely one
without external driving, exhibits OSC behaviors? If so,
would these oscillations be considered TCs? Affirmative
answers to these questions would open possibilities in re-
alizing 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 with-
out external driving. We showcase the emergent of LC
and chaotic steady-states, supported by spin dynamics
and linear stability analysis under local perturbations.
The LC is qualified as a CTC by examining its rigidity
against noises applied to interactions in the thermody-
namic limit.
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FIG. 1. (a) Illustrating a single spin’s dissipation-induced
decay process and the interaction-induced precession along
the effective local magnetic field. (b) The periodic oscillation,
i.e., CTC, one possible competing result in (a). (c) Dividing
the system into clusters of size 3×3, each spin is indexed with
number n ∈ [1, 9].

System.— We consider a dissipative interacting system
described by the Lindblad master equation (ℏ = 1),

dρ̂(t)

dt
= −i

[
Ĥ, ρ̂(t)

]
+

1

2

∑
n

Dn[ρ̂(t)], (1)

where Ĥ is the Hamiltonian governing system’s unitary
evolution. Dissipation breaks system’s time reversibility
and leads it to the inevitable fate characterized by the
steady state ρ̂ss = limt→∞ ρ̂(t) [78].

We consider Hamiltonian as a paradigmatic spin-1/2
Heisenberg XYZ model,

Ĥ =
∑
⟨mn⟩

V̂mn =
∑
⟨mn⟩

1

2d

∑
α=x,y,z

Jασ̂
α
mσ̂

α
n , (2)

where σ̂α
n 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 Jα. Each spin is
subject to spontaneous decay process governed by

Dn[ρ̂] = Γ
(
σ̂−
n ρ̂σ̂

+
n − {σ̂+

n σ̂
−
n , ρ̂}/2

)
, (3)

that flips the spin down at strength Γ with σ̂±
n = (σ̂x

n ±
iσ̂y

n)/2. These considered single-site dissipations break
the relevant symmetries of system which results in the
uniqueness of steady state [103–107].

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (2) indicates that nth spin

experiences an effective magnetic field, defined as B⃗eff
n =∑

⟨mn⟩(Jx⟨σ̂x
m⟩, Jy⟨σ̂y

m⟩, Jz⟨σ̂z
m⟩), originating from inter-

actions with surrounding spins, as shown in Fig. 1(a).
The spin precession around this magnetic field competes
with the decay process described in Eq. (3), leading to
the emergent of various ordered nonequilibrium steady
states. If one state supports a local observable Ô to ex-
hibit infinitely long-lived robust periodic oscillation in

the thermodynamic limit, denoted by limN→∞⟨Ôρ̂ss(t≫
1)⟩ = O(t) with the system size N , which means that the
continuous TTS of system is spontaneously broken, giv-
ing rise to a CTC [7, 11, 52, 108], as illustrated in Fig.
1(b). To explore the rich nonequilibrium phases under
fully thermodynamic limit [83], we work at mean-field
level in this study.
Mean-field phase diagram.— To maintain generality

and account for the inaccuracies of mean-field theory in
one dimension [82, 83], we explore ordered phases in two
dimension by using a 3 × 3 sublattices, namely cluster
with size NC = 9, as illustrated in Fig. 1(c). In other
words, we rewrite density matrix as ρ̂ ≈ ρ̂C ⊗ ρ̂C ⊗ ρ̂C · · ·
with ρ̂C = ⊗Nc

n=1ρ̂n, and therefore Eq. (1) is transformed
into a set of 3NC coupled nonlinear Bloch equations,

d⟨σ̂x
n⟩

dt
= −Γ

2
⟨σ̂x

n⟩+
∑
m

Jy⟨σ̂z
n⟩⟨σ̂y

m⟩ − Jz⟨σ̂y
n⟩⟨σ̂z

m⟩
d

,

d⟨σ̂y
n⟩

dt
= −Γ

2
⟨σ̂y

n⟩+
∑
m

Jz⟨σ̂x
n⟩⟨σ̂z

m⟩ − Jx⟨σ̂z
n⟩⟨σ̂x

m⟩
d

, (4)

d⟨σ̂z
n⟩

dt
= −Γ(⟨σ̂z

n⟩+ 1) +
∑
m

Jx⟨σ̂y
n⟩⟨σ̂x

m⟩ − Jy⟨σ̂x
n⟩⟨σ̂y

m⟩
d

,

where n is took within one cluster C and the sum over
m encompasses the nearest neighbors of nth spin.
The phase diagram is shown in Fig. 2(a), in addition to

stationary ordered phases like paramagnetic (PM), fer-
romagnetic (FM), and spin-density-wave (SDW) phase
found in [83], a novel nonstationary ordered OSC phase
appears. The boundaries of these phases are numeri-
cally determined by spin dynamics. PM phase aligns all

spins down, namely ⟨σ̂x(y)
n ⟩ = 0, ⟨σ̂z

n⟩ = −1, holding sys-
tem’s Z2 symmetry (σ̂x

n → −σ̂x
n, σ̂

y
n → −σ̂y

n). A loyal
supporter of PM is XXZ model, where the system has
isotropic interactions in x-y plane, i.e., Jx = Jy, that
conserve magnetization, resulting nothing to counteract
the dissipation induced spin downwards. When the ap-
plied interaction is sufficiently anisotropic for producing
strong enough spin precession to balance the decay pro-
cess, the Z2 symmetry of system is spontaneously broken,

indicating a ferromagnetic (FM) phase with ⟨σ̂x(y)
n ⟩ ≠ 0.

Unlike PM and FM, which are spatially uniform phases
and can exist without dissipation [83, 109], SDW and
OSC are spatially non-uniform state and alive only un-
der nonequilibrium circumstances. For instance, SDW
is a spatially modulated stationary state with a period
greater than two lattice sites in at least one direction.
The nonstationary OSC phase spontaneously breaks TTS
and emerges inside SDW phase region, remarked with
red color in Fig. 2(a). Those OSC phases can be further
classified using Lyapunov exponent λ [110]. For exam-
ple, as shown in Fig. 2(b), we present a detailed phase
diagram of OSC phases with fixed Jy = 1.1, where the
LC and chaos are respectively corresponding to λ = 0
and λ > 0 (find more details in [111]). In Fig. 2(c-e), we
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FIG. 2. (a) Nonequilibrium phase diagram with Jz = γ = 1
(b) Two OSC phases, limit-cycle (LC) and chaos, are dis-
tinguished by Lyapunov exponent λ, with Jy = 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 Jx = 5, 10
and 15, respectively. The fixed-point fate of SDW is marked
with square blocks.

demonstate the different dynamical behaviors of SDW,
LC, and chaos phases by projecting the dynamic trajec-
tories of magnetization onto the y-z plane of the Bloch
sphere. The highlighted circle blocks correspond to the
initial states |ψn(t = 0)⟩ = (|↑⟩ + einπ/9 |↓⟩)/

√
2 for the

spins with n = 1, 4, 7 as labeled in Fig. 1(c). The dynam-
ical behaviors of magnetization ⟨σ̂α=y,z

n=1,4,7⟩ illustrates that
the stationary SDW phase corresponds to fixed-points,
while either LC attractor or chaotic behavior are ob-
served in the nonstationary OSC phase. The emergent
LCs in the thermodynamic limit represent stable peri-
odic oscillations that spontaneously break the continuous
TTS, fulfilling the aforementioned definition of CTC.

We summarize the main reasons for the emergence
of CTC: (1) Generally, achieving nonstataionary steady
states requires mechanism about energy gain and loss to
sustain nonconservative OSC behavior. In the driven-
dissipation setup, the driven and dissipation can respec-
tively serve as energy gain and loss. Without driving, if
the applied dissipation solely reduces the system’s energy,
such as photon leakage from a cavity causing irreversible
energy loss, the system would decay to a trivial steady
state [53–58, 77]. In our scenario, the dissipation is an
incoherent spin flip-down process, playing both roles of
energy gain and loss. For instance, in SDW states, the
system absorbs (releases) energy when flipping down the
spins that should be oriented upwards (downwards); (2)
Uncovering spatially uniform phases such as PM and FM

FIG. 3. (a-b) The real and imaginary parts of the first two
eigenvalues λ1 (triangles) and λ2 (circles) of the Jacobian M
with fixed Jx = 5.9, Jz = γ = 1. (c-d) The dynamics of ⟨σ̂y⟩.
The dashed lines highlight zero values. (a-b) share the same
x-axis and (c-d) share the same y-axis.

actually only requires NC = 1 in solving Eq. (4). How-
ever, for SDW and OSC, the number of spin greater than
two is required in at least one direction within a cluster.
Thus assuming a sufficiently large cluster size is crucial
for obtaining a broader range of possible states; (3) Non-
trivial ordered states are achievable only with sufficiently
strong anisotropic interaction, allowing spin precession to
resist decay process. Therefore, the considered parame-
ter range must be large enough.

Linear stability analysis.— To further confirm the
time-dependent nonequilibrium phase, we introduce the
small local perturbations δρ̂C to the fixed-point solution

ρ̂
(0)
C of Eq. (4), which is numerically obtained by setting

the left side of Eq. (4) to zero. The characteristic mo-
tion equation for δρ̂C is derived by linearizing the system
and denoted as ∂tδρ̂C = M[δρ̂C ], where the superoper-
ator M is referred as Jacobian. Therefore, the dynam-
ical behavior of local perturbations can be expressed as
δρ̂C =

∑
j cje

λjtδρ̂C,j , where cj and λj are respectively
the superposition coefficient and eigenvalue correspond-
ing to the j-th eigenmode δρ̂C,j of Jacobian. Here eigen-
values are indexed in descending order of their real parts
as Re[λ1] ≥ Re[λ2] ≥ · · · . Therefore, when all eigenval-
ues have negative real parts, δρ̂C would decay to zero over
the system’s relaxation time, indicating that the fixed-

point solution ρ̂
(0)
C is the steady state. The appearance

of eigenvalues with positive real parts results in the expo-
nentially growth of the local perturbations δρ̂C , reveals

that the fixed-point solution ρ̂
(0)
C is a metastable state.

Interestingly, the system will evolve to a time-dependent
steady state if the imaginary parts are nonzero.
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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
nosises (stage III) at Γt = 200 and 400 respectively. The noise
strengths βI = 0, βII = 0.04, βIII = 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 Ω for varying noise strength β. Here the initial state
is same as the one used in Fig. 2(c-e), and the undisturbed
interaction strengths are Jx = 7, Jy = 1.5, Jz = 1. (a) and
(b) share the x-axis.

Figure 3(a-b) respectively shows the real and imagi-
nary parts of the first two eigenvalues λ1 (triangles) and
λ2 (circles) of the Jacobian M. The phase boundaries
of the SDW-OSC phases, Jy = 1.098 and Jy = 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 con-
jugate pairs, suggesting that by selecting an appropri-
ate initial state, the system will: 1) undergo evolu-
tion into the time-independent steady state with os-
cillatory decay behavior in the SDW phase; 2) poten-
tially pass through a metastable state before transition-
ing 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, ⟨σ̂α=x,y,z⟩ =∑

n∈C⟨σ̂α=x,y,z
n ⟩/NC with initial state |ψn(t = 0)⟩ =

(|↑⟩+
√
99ei(row[n]+column[n])π/3 |↓⟩)/10 .

Rigidity of continuous time crystal.— The rigidity of a
CTC requirs its periodic OSC behavior exhibits strong
robustness against fluctuations of system parameters.
Without loss of generality, we consider noisy interac-
tions given by J̃α(t) = Jα + ξβ(t), where ξβ(t) repre-
sents isotropic Gaussian-type white noise and its stan-
dard deviation β acts as intensity [111]. In Fig. 4(a),
we design three stages of time-dependent interactions for
showing the robustness of a CTC, the corresponding dy-

namical behaviors is displayed in Fig. 4(b) with ⟨σ̂x⟩,
whose Fourier spectrums ⟨σ̂x⟩(ω) 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 dis-
cernible sharp dominant peak at ω = ωp = 0.18 and a
tiny peak at ω ≈ 3ωp, indicating the emergent of a pro-
totypical CTC. Then we perturb the CTC by the weak
noise with strength β = 0.04 at stage II. This perturba-
tion has nearly no effect on the main peak and it only
introduces some weak higher-frequency components in
Fouerier spectrum as illustrated in the 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 β = 0.2 at stage III. The regular periodic oscil-
lations are significantly altered and the ωp 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 frac-
tion (RCF), ΩRCF = Ωnoise/Ωquite, to quantify the rigid-
ity of CTC, where the crystalline fraction is defined
as Ω =

∑
ω∈[ωp−δω,ωp+δω]⟨σ̂x⟩(ω)/

∑
ω∈[0,∆ω]⟨σ̂x

quiet⟩(ω),
with the principal frequency ωp for quiet case. We take
δω = 0.08 and ∆ω = 0.6 in our calculations. The RCFs
for three stages are respectively ΩI = 1, ΩII = 0.89, and
ΩIII = 0.53 as remarked in Fig. 4(d), where illustrates
how the CTC melts as noise strength increases. The
CTC’s RCF decreases with increasing noise and stabi-
lizes 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.

Discussions.— We have proposed a CTC mecha-
nism resulting from the competition between dissipation-
induced decay and interaction-induced spin precession.
In the past, the general understanding of CTCs mainly
focused on the interaction of dissipation-induced decay
and driving-induced quantum coherence, but paid less
attention to the role of interaction. Thus, this is a com-
pletely new ergodic-breaking mechanism in which inter-
actions 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 lifetime.

This work paves the future explorations of CTCs that
is immune to heating in other systems, including Hub-
bard model [94, 95] and Rydberg model [93, 98, 112, 113]
using the methods introduced here and other numeri-
cal methods [82, 114–117] involving quantum fluctuations
and correlations. The proposed CTC can be experimen-
tally realized in various platforms such as trapped ions
[24, 75, 76, 118–120], providing further motivation to em-
ploy dissipations as resources for exploring nonequilib-
rium quantum dynamics, like quantum synchronization.
The existence of LC and chaotic phases opens a pathway
to investigate reversible to irreversible transitions [121]
in dissipative quantum systems.
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pathy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 130, 150401 (2023).

[47] H. Keßler, J. G. Cosme, M. Hemmerling, L. Mathey,
and A. Hemmerich, Phys. Rev. A 99, 053605 (2019).

[48] K. Tucker, B. Zhu, R. J. Lewis-Swan, J. Marino,
F. Jimenez, J. G. Restrepo, and A. M. Rey, New Jour-
nal of Physics 20, 123003 (2018).
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A. Morales, W. Zheng, N. R. Cooper, T. Esslinger, and
T. Donner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 233601 (2019).
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CALCULATION OF LYAPUNOV EXPONENT
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FIG. S1. (color online) Time evolution of the distance ∆(t) between the fiducial trajectory and auxiliary trajectory for chaotic
phase. The black dashed horizontal line denotes the given threshold ∆max = 0.1 for resetting the auxiliary trajectory (red
dot-dashed vertical lines). Here Jx = 13, Jy = 1.1, Jz = γ = 1.0.

We employ the largest Lyapunov exponent (LE), a metric introduced in [110], 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 ψini.

f , namely ψini.
a = ψini.

f +εψran.

with the random perturbative state ψran. and ε ≪ 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 σy(t) = 1

NC

∑
n∈C⟨ψn(t)|σ̂y(t)|ψn(t)⟩ as the observable. The initial

distance ∆(t = 0) = |σy
f (t = 0)− σy

a(t = 0)| plays the reference during the time evolution. When the time-dependent

distance ∆(t) = |σy
f (t) − σy

a(t)| exceeds a given threshold ∆max at a time tk, ∆(tk) is reset to the initial distance
∆(t = 0) through renormalizing the auxiliary trajectory close to the fiducial trajectory. Finally, the largest LE is
given by

λ = lim
t→∞

1

t

∑
k

ln dk, (S1)

where k indexes each time point that the threshold ∆max is touched and dk = ∆(tk)/∆0. 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 λ = 0 and nonezero LE λ ̸= 0 for limit cycle and chaos
behavior respectively.

As shown in Fig. S1, here we consider the parameters as Jx = 13, Jy = 1.1, Jz = γ = 1.0, corresponding to the
chaotic phase in the Figure 2(b) of the main text. It can be observed that the dynamical distance ∆ frequently touches
the set threshold distance ∆max during the evolution, indicating the non-zero LE λ = 0.1 for the corresponding chaotic
scenario.
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THE ROBUSTNESS OF CTC UNDER 1/f NOISE

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 nosises (stage III) at Γt = 200 and 400 respectively. The noise
strengths βI = 0, βII = 0.04, βIII = 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 Ω for varying noise strength β. Here the initial state is same
as the one used in Fig. 2(c-e), and the undisturbed interaction strengths are Jx = 7, Jy = 1.5, Jz = 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 J̃α(t) = Jα + ξβ(t), where ξβ(t)
represents 1/f noise and its standard deviation β 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 ⟨σ̂x⟩, 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 ω = ωp = 0.18 and
a tiny peak at ω ≈ 3ωp, indicating the emergent of a prototypical CTC. Then we perturb the CTC by introducing the
weak 1/f noise with strength β = 0.04 at Γt = 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 β = 0.2 at Γt = 400 (stage III), 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 ΩI = 1, ΩII = 0.94, and ΩIII = 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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