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Dissipative chaos and steady state of open Tavis-Cummings dimer
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We consider a coupled atom-photon system described by the Tavis-Cummings dimer (two coupled
cavities) in the presence of photon loss and atomic pumping, to investigate the quantum signature of
dissipative chaos. The appropriate classical limit of the model allows us to obtain a phase diagram
identifying different dynamical phases, especially the onset of chaos. Both classically and quantum
mechanically, we demonstrate the emergence of a steady state in the chaotic regime and analyze
its properties. The interplay between quantum fluctuation and chaos leads to enhanced mixing
dynamics and dephasing, resulting in the formation of an incoherent photonic fluid. The steady state
exhibits an intriguing phenomenon of subsystem thermalization even outside the chaotic regime;
however, its effective temperature increases with the degree of chaos. Moreover, the statistical
properties of the steady state show a close connection with the random matrix theory. Finally, we
discuss the experimental relevance of our findings, which can be tested in cavity and circuit quantum

electrodynamics setups.

Introduction: Understanding the signature of chaos in
quantum systems [1-3] still remains a vibrant area of re-
search over the past decade. In spite of the lack of phase-
space trajectories in quantum systems, the Bohigas-
Giannoni-Schmit (BGS) conjecture plays a pivotal role
in diagnosing chaos from spectral statistics of the Hamil-
tonian system [2]. While the connection between chaos,
thermalization, and ergodicity in isolated quantum sys-
tems has been investigated extensively [4-9], it is less
explored in open quantum systems [10-19], particularly
regarding the fate of thermal steady states in dissipative
environments [17-20]. In recent years there has been an
impetus to study dissipative quantum chaos from spec-
tral properties of the Liouvillian [10, 21-25], however,
such correspondence remains unclear for certain systems
[25]. On the other hand, the classical-quantum corre-
spondence in collective quantum systems with an appro-
priate semiclassical limit can facilitate the detection of
chaos in the quantum counterpart [10-14, 26-32].

Ultracold atomic systems coupled to cavity modes of-
fer a pathway to study open quantum systems, where
dissipation naturally arises from various loss processes
[33-52]. Such atom-photon systems have recently been
realized experimentally in cavity and circuit quantum
electrodynamics (QED) setups, exhibiting intriguing
nonequilibrium phenomena [41, 53-61]. Within a cer-
tain regime, a collection of two-level atoms interacting
with a single cavity mode can be described by the Tavis-
Cummings model [62, 63], which also facilitates the study
of classical-quantum correspondence due to the appropri-
ate classical limit for a large number of atoms.

In this work, we explore different dynamical phases, es-
pecially the onset of chaos and its quantum signature, in
a dimer of atom-photon system under dissipation, which
offers classical-quantum correspondence. Our study fo-
cuses on the properties of the emergent steady state in

the chaotic regime, particularly the combined effects of
quantum fluctuations and chaos on mixing dynamics and
dephasing. Furthermore, we delve into the issue of ther-
malization in this open quantum system and examine the
statistical properties of the steady-state density matrix.

Model and semiclassical analysis: We consider two
coupled cavities, each containing N two-level atoms inter-
acting with a single cavity mode, which can be described
by the Tavis-Cummings dimer (TCD) model with the
following Hamiltonian
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where the site index ¢ = L(R) represents left(right) cav-

ity, a; annihilates photon mode with frequency w, and

J is the hopping amplitude of the photons between the

cavities. Collectively, N two-level atoms with energy gap

wp can be represented by large spins S; with magnitude

S = N/2, and )\ is the atom-photon coupling strength.

Note that the total excitation N = Zi(d;r&i + S+ 54)

is conserved as a result of U(1) symmetry of H [63]. The

integrability of the single-cavity Tavis-Cummings model
is broken by coupling two such cavities.

Photon loss from cavities can be compensated by

atomic pumping, leading to the non-unitary evolution

of the density matrix (DM) p described by the Lindblad
master equation [64-66],

p= il A+ 1Y Dlai) + g S (wDIS )+ uDIS 1), @)

with D[L] = (QEpﬂ _itip— ﬁﬁfi) describing the
dissipative process corresponding to the Lindblad opera-

tor L. The dissipators L = a; and S; account for the de-
cay processes of photon and spins with amplitudes x and



v, respectively. The incoherent pumping of the atoms
is represented by D[S’j‘] with rate v4 > 7,. From the
time evolved DM, we obtain an average of any operator
O using (O) = Tr(pO). Note that, in the presence of
dissipation, total excitation number N is no longer con-
served. Throughout the paper, we set h, kg = 1 and scale
energy (time) by J (1/J).

For S > 1, the scaled operators &; = (&; +1p;)/V/2 =
a;/ VS and 5, = S, /S attain classical limit, as they sat-
isty, [6u, @] = 1/ and [84s, 6i] = 1€abedei/S, where 1/5
plays the role of reduced Planck constant. Within the
mean-field approximation, the expectation of the prod-
uct of operators can be decomposed as (AB) = (A)(B),
which is valid for S — oo [32, 52, 67]. The semiclassi-
cal dynamics of the scaled observables is obtained from
Eq.(2), which is described by the following equations of
motion (EOM),
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where j # i, fo = v — 7, a; = /niexp(—i;) =
(x; + Lpi)/ﬂ and §; = (sin6; cos ¢;, sin 0; sin ¢;, cos ;).

Next, we investigate the stable fixed points (FP) and
other attractors of the EOM (see Eq.(3), describing vari-
ous nonequilibrium phases of this open TCD, listed below
and summarized in the phase diagram in Fig.1(a).

Normal phase (NP): This phase is characterized by
vanishing photon number n; = 0 and spin polarization
sy, =1

Superradiant phase (SR): At a critical coupling
Ac the normal phase undergoes a continuous transition
to the superradiant phase (see Fig.1(a)) with a non-
vanishing photon number n* # 0 and spin polarization
|s¥| < 1, same for each cavity. Due to the U(1) symme-
try, FPs lie on a circle of radius v/2n* (1/1 — (s%)2) in
x — p (sz — sy) plane, where the dynamics always con-
verges regardless of the initial condition. The details of
this phase are given in the supplementary material [68].

Oscillatory phase (OP): Once the SR phase be-
comes unstable for A > A; (see Fig.1(a,c,d)), the oscil-
latory phase emerges, where the periodic motion is iden-
tified from a single peak in the Fourier transform of tra-
jectories [68]. Although the photon number oscillates, its
phase in both cavities remains the same v, = ¥R, similar
to the SR phase.

Coexistance of chaos and oscillatory dynamics:
Further increasing A gives rise to the mixed type of dy-
namics, where oscillatory motion coexists with chaotic
dynamics, depending on the initial conditions.

Chaotic dynamics: We also identify a regime in the
phase diagram where the trajectories exhibit chaotic be-
havior, as depicted in Fig.1(b). To quantify the degree
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FIG. 1. Dynamical phases and steady states: (a) The classical
phase-diagram in A—x plane with average Lyapunov exponent
A as color scale. The NP to SR transition at A. (solid line)
and instability of SR phase at A1 (dashed line) are shown. (b)
The chaotic trajectory is represented by scattered points on
the Bloch sphere at regular time intervals (A = 4.0, x = 0.05
(blue circle in (a))). Steady state: Variation of average (c)
photon number (nr,) and (d) spin polarization (s.1,) of one
cavitity with A for k = 0.05. TWA results (blue dashed line),
quantum steady-state value (solid green line) and fixed point
(n*, s3) of SR phase are compared. The stable (unstable) SR
phase is shown by black solid (dashed dotted) line. The color
scales in (c,d) represent A. All energies (time) are measured
by J(1/J). We set kg = 1 and w = 2.0,wp = 0.5, =
0.2,7, = 0.1, 5 = 2 for all figures.

of chaos, we compute the mean Lyapunov exponent A
[69-71] averaged over random initial phase space points,
as shown in Fig.1(a).

The stable fixed point attractors, such as NP and SR
phases, uniquely describe the system’s asymptotic steady
state. To understand the state of the system after the in-
stability of the SR phase, we study the semiclassical dy-
namics on an ensemble of phase space points using trun-
cated Wigner approximation (TWA) [72-74]. Quantum
fluctuations are incorporated by sampling initial condi-
tions from the Husimi distribution [75] of a product of
bosonic and spin coherent states, |¥.) = [, |a;)®|s.:, ¢:)
[76] corresponding to large spin S > 1, which semiclassi-
cally represents an arbitrary phase space point {«;, s,; =
cosf;, ¢;}. Importantly, we observe the emergence of
a unique steady state in both oscillatory and chaotic
phases, characterized by the stationary value of physical
quantities such as photon number (n)rw, and spin po-
larization (s.)rwa after sufficient time, which smoothly
connects to the stable SR phase, as shown in Fig.1(c,d).
Moreover, these dynamical variables follow stationary
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FIG. 2. Comparison between oscillatory and chaotic phases:
Steady-state distribution and autocorrelation function of the
spin polarization s. of one of the cavities in the (a,c) oscilla-
tory (OP) (A = 1.4, violet square in Fig.1(a)), (b,d) chaotic
regime (A = 4.0, blue circle in Fig.1(a)). Squares and circles
in (a,b) represent distributions starting from different initial
conditions. We choose x = 0.05.

distribution P(n;), P(s.;) irrespective of initial condi-
tion (see Fig.2(a,b)). Notably, Our analysis reveals the
ergodic nature of the steady state, which is based on
(i) the equivalence between time and ensemble averages
(O)t = (O)qwa of dynamical quantities and (ii) their in-
dependence from initial condition [77-80].

The different dynamical regimes of the steady state
particularly, the onset of chaos can be revealed from the
autocorrelation function,

CT(E) = (Ot +7)O(7)) = (Ot +7))(O(7)),  (4)

computed within TWA. Here, the observable O is first
evolved up to a long transient time 7 until (O(7))rwa
reaches the steady state. Although the TWA analysis
indicates the formation of a steady state in the oscillatory
regime, the autocorrelation function exhibits persistent
oscillations, revealing its signature (see Fig.2(c)). On
the contrary, in the chaotic regime, the autocorrelation
function decays rapidly, as seen from Fig.2(d), confirming
chaotic mixing [79-81]. Interestingly, the steady state in
the oscillatory regime displays ergodicity in the absence
of mixing. This contrasts with the typical closed system,
where chaotic mixing leads to the ergodic steady state.
Quantum steady state: To this end, we investigate the
properties of the quantum steady state and the signa-
ture of chaos in the presence of quantum fluctuation. We
obtain the steady state density matrix (DM) pgs by solv-
ing the Master equation (see Eq.(2)) using the stochastic
wavefunction approach [75, 82, 83|, considering spin mag-
nitude S = 2. Similar to the classical analysis, a unique
quantum steady state is formed across different dynam-
ical regimes with increasing coupling strength. This
state is characterized by the average quantities (7;)ss and
(Szi)ss obtained from pgs, as shown in Fig.1(c,d). For
comparison with classical results, we scale these physical
quantities by S. The steady state also exhibits ergod-
icity analogous to its classical counterpart, as the time

average of the observables (7;); and (S;); over a typical
quantum trajectory approach to their steady-state values
(M;)ss and (Szi>ss respectively [68].

Next, we study the nonequilibrium dynamics to inves-
tigate the signature of quantum mixing, as the chaotic
regime is approached with increasing A. Starting from an
arbitrary initial coherent state |¥.), representing a phase
space point, we study the time evolution of survival prob-
ability f(t) = Tr(p(¢)5(0)) [84-87] between the initial and
time-evolved density matrices. The survival probability
f(¢), averaged over an ensemble of initial states, decays
exponentially with time and the decay rate increases as
we approach the chaotic regime (see Fig.3(b)).

From the time evolved density matrix, we also ob-
tain the total entropy Sior = —Tr(p(¢)1np(t)), which
grows linearly and attains a saturation value correspond-
ing to the steady state. As evident from Fig.3(a),
both the growth rate and the saturation value of St
increases with A. Also, the reduced density matrix
pa = Trz(p) of subsystem A can be obtained by trac-
ing out the remaining degrees of freedom A, which in
turn yields the corresponding entanglement entropy (EE)
Sa = —Tr(palnpa). Additionally, the EE correspond-
ing to one of the cavities St exhibits similar behavior
[68]. Such linear growth in EE is typically observed as a
signature of chaos in isolated quantum systems [4, 6, 88—
91]. The underlying chaos can also be unveiled from the
individual quantum trajectories, which show a spreading
of the power spectrum over a wide range of frequencies
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FIG. 3. Quantum dynamics: (a) Evolution of total entropy
Siot and (b) survival probability f(¢) at different coupling .
Inset in (b) shows variation of decay time 74 of f(t) with A.
(c) Dynamics of autocorrelation of spin C.(t) for different .
(d) Steady-state value of the coherence function Crr of the
photon field between the cavities (solid red), corresponding
TWA result (dashed greenish blue) and the purity P (solid

blue, right axis), as a function of A. For all figures, x = 0.05.



' ':70 ®) SR % "Chaos 1
8 ....ooo.o'oﬁoﬂ .‘j
’ tot 1
6 ]
SL 1

46 piasdaasss A aaad—a
2 Sph ]
S R B S R

100 A
@ —\ =207
—_—\=4.01]
107'F -=-GUE -
02} ]
N A

0085 02 704 06 1075 . 1

FIG. 4. Subsystem thermalization: (a) Overlap between sub-

system reduced DM obtained from the steady state pss and

the corresponding DM derived from the thermal state p*™.

The overlap of the left cavity (F1), photon (Fpn), spin (Fs)
of the same cavity (left axis) and effective temperature T'
(right axis) as a function of A. Variation of (b) total entropy
Stot, entanglement entropy of the left cavity Si, and photon
field of that cavity Spn in the steady state pss with A\. The
solid lines (markers) represent the entropies obtained from fss
(/3“‘). Classical phases are marked by blue colored regimes.
Statistics of pss: (c) distribution of structural entropy S5 of
eigenstates of pss in the chaotic regime. Black dashed line
represents the corresponding GUE value. (d) Distribution of
elements n = | U9 |2 Ngip of typical eigenstate of steady state
at different A. Black dashed line represents the corresponding
GUE distribution. Parameter chosen: x = 0.05.

68, 92].

We also analyze the autocorrelation function corre-
sponding to the steady state C(t) = (O(t)O(0)) —
(O(t))(0(0)), following the prescription of stochastic
wave-function [83, 93]. As seen from Fig.3(c), the au-
tocorrelation function C,(t) of the spin in one cavity
vanishes rapidly and the decay time decreases with in-
creasing coupling strength A. Such fast decay of C.,(t)
signifies enhanced mixing dynamics due to the onset of
chaos.

In addition, the quantum fluctuations enhance the de-
cay rate of C,(t) as compared to the classical counterpart.
Importantly, the oscillatory phase is washed out due to
the strong quantum fluctuation, which is evident from
the decaying autocorrelation function (see Fig.3(c)). Fur-
thermore, the combined effect of quantum fluctuations
and chaotic mixing suppresses the purity of the steady
state P = Tr(pZ,) significantly, even in the superradiant
phase, as depicted in Fig.3(d). The coherence of the pho-
ton fields between the two cavities in the steady state can

be quantified from,
(alan + ahar)
2¢/(Ar) (Mr)

(5)

Cir =

which classically reduces to CEN" = (cos(11, — ¥R))rwa-
In the superradiant and oscillatory phase, CIN* attains
the value unity and decays in the chaotic regime, as ob-
served from the TWA analysis. Similar behavior can also
be observed quantum mechanically, however, the decay
starts even before the instability of SR phase, as a result
of quantum fluctuations (see Fig.3(d)). It is clear from
this analysis that the mixing dynamics due to the un-
derlying chaos as well as quantum fluctuation can lead
to the destruction of the coherence of the system, which
can be probed from the state of the photon field of the
respective cavities. The semiclassical distribution of the
photon field for the sufficiently small value of A in the sta-
ble SR phase is peaked around the circle of the classical
fixed points of radius v/2n*. As we approach the chaotic
regime, this distribution spreads and peaks around the
center, resembling a thermal distribution [68]. Such an
observation suggests chaos-induced thermalization in this
dissipative system, which we discuss next.

Subsystem thermalization: To investigate thermaliza-
tion of this open system, we consider the thermal density
matrix of TCD p*™ = exp(—B(H — pN'))/Z with Z being
the partition function. The inverse temperature 5 and
the chemical potential p are uniquely determined from
the mean energy () and the average number of exci-
tations (N) obtained from the steady-state density ma-
trix pes. Clearly, p'"' does not correspond to the steady
state of the Master equation (Eq.(2)) in the presence of
dissipation. However, the state of the subsystem A can
be well described by the reduced DM 4 derived from
the thermal state p'" of the full system. We compare
the reduced DMs p% and pYf* obtained from the steady
state and thermal DM respectively, using their overlap

Fa =Tr\//P5p0/p% [84, 85]. Considering one of the
cavities as well as its photonic and spin sector as sub-
systems, we compute F4, which remains close to unity,
as evident from Fig.4(a). Moreover, trace-distances be-
tween p% and p'f' remain small [68], indicating the simi-
larity between them. Consequently, the entanglement en-
tropies of the corresponding subsystems (see Fig.4(b)) as
well as the average values of the observables such as (71;)
and (S.;) exhibit agreement with those of the thermal
state [68], confirming the validity of subsystem thermal-
ization [94-96] in open TCD over a range of A. Surpris-
ingly, the steady state follows the subsystem thermaliza-
tion over a large range of coupling strength even outside
the chaotic regime, however, the effective temperature T’
increases with the degree of chaos, as shown in Fig.4(a).

For a deeper understanding of this scenario, we also
study the statistics of eigenstates |¥,) of the steady-state
DM pss. We compute the structural entropy [97, 98] of
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and study its distribution, which is sharply peaked
around a value 8" &~ (.27 (see Fig.4(c)) correspond-
ing to the Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE) class of the
random matrix theory (RMT) [3, 99]. Moreover, the ele-
ments 7 = |4 |% Nqip, of the eigenstate |¥,) (with dimen-
sion Ngim), follows the GUE distribution P(n) = exp(—n)
[1], as seen from Fig.4(d), indicating the chaotic nature
of such states. The steady state of a random Liouvillian
also follows the GUE distribution [22, 100], however in
the present case, we do not find any signature of level
repulsion in the Liouvillian spectrum, which on the con-
trary resembles to 2d-Poisson distribution, even in the
chaotic regime [68].

Discussion: Our study unveils the emergence of a
steady state with intriguing properties, especially the on-
set of chaos in an open atom-photon dimer system. The
appropriate classical limit of this system enables us to
explore the classical-quantum correspondence of dissipa-
tive chaos, which is absent in a generic quantum system.
The rapid decay of the correlation function and survival
probability, along with the growth of entropy, manifest
the chaotic mixing of the emergent steady state, which
serves as a more tangible signature of dissipative chaos
compared to spectral statistics. Both chaos and quan-
tum fluctuations result in the loss of coherence, leading
to the formation of an incoherent photonic fluid, which
can be probed experimentally. Remarkably, this steady
state follows thermalization of the subsystems, revealing
its connection with the random matrix.

In conclusion, this atom-photon dimer system exhibits
intriguing nonequilibrium phenomena and sheds light on
dissipative quantum chaos, with results readily testable
in current cavity and circuit QED setups.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL:
Dissipative chaos and steady state of open Tavis-Cummings dimer

CLASSICAL ANALYSIS

For the coupled atom-photon system, a phase-space point can be represented by an array X = {«y, s,; = cosb;, ¢},
where both the cavities ¢ = L, R are included. The fixed points (FP) X* representing the steady states, satisfying
X =0, can be obtained from the equations of motion (given in Eq.(3) of the main text). To investigate the stability
of the different phases of the open Tavis-Cummings dimer (TCD), we perform the linear stability analysis. We write
the dynamical variables as X(t) = X* + §X(t), representing the small fluctuation §X(¢) around the FP X*. The
time evolution of the fluctuations can be written as §X(t) = 6X(0)e*s!, where A, are obtained from the linearized
equations and the stability of a steady state is ensured by the condition Re(As) < 0 [1]. Following this procedure, we
have obtained the stability regimes of the various steady states in the parameter space, as given in the phase diagram
(see Fig.1(a) of the main text for details).
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FIG. 1. Classical dynamics: Time evolution of the photon number n;(t) of one of the cavities in the (a) SR phase (A = 0.5),
(b) oscillatory phase (A = 1.4) and (c) chaotic regime (A = 4.0). The inset of (b), (c) show the Fourier spectrum of the
corresponding trajectory. Distribution of the photon number n; at long time within TWA for the (d) SR state (A = 0.5),
(e) oscillatory phase (OP) (A = 1.4) and the (f) chaotic phase (A = 4.0). Squares and circles in (d-f) represent distributions
starting from different initial conditions. We consider x = 0.05.

We summarize the homogenous phases (X; = X*) of open TCD and transitions between them. The normal phase
(NP) is characterized by vanishing photon number n* = 0 and spin polarization s = 1. The NP becomes unstable
at a critical coupling A. and undergoes a continuous transition to superradiant phase (SR), characterized by,

where ¢* and ¢* are phases of spin and photon field respectively. The critical coupling strength corresponding to the
dissipative transition between NP and SR phases is given by,

/ - 1

Rfc 1+ wO w+ ) . (2)
2fc - H)

As a result of U(l) symmetry, the phase ¢ + 1 increases linearly in time, however, the photon number and spin

polarization remain at the steady value n*, s’ (see Fig.1(a)). To describe the SR phase as a steady state, it is

necessary to switch into a rotating frame with the frequency €2, where the photon field and spin projection in x — y
plane evolve as a; — a; exp(1Qt) and s;” — s exp(—:Qt) [2]. From the EOM, the frequency € of the rotating frame




is given by,

Q= w—l—;\/f?\/Q/\Q—mfc, (3)

which eliminates the time evolution of ¢ + 1, so that it acquires a fixed arbitrary value. As a consequence of this
U(1) symmetry (arbitrary ¢ + 1), the SR phase forms a continuous FPs lying on a circle in z-p and s,-s, plane with
corresponding radius v/2n* and /1 — 532 respectively.

The SR phase becomes unstable above a certain coupling strength Ar(x), and the system exhibits oscillatory
dynamics (see Fig.1(b)), which can be diagnosed by a single frequency peak in the fast Fourier transform (FFT) of
n;(t), $2i(t), as shown in the inset of Fig.1(b). With increasing A, an intermediate regime emerges, where the dynamics
exhibits oscillatory or chaotic behavior depending on the initial condition. The FFT of the chaotic trajectory shows
the spreading of frequencies, whereas, for oscillatory dynamics, the FFT exhibits a single frequency. Further increasing
the coupling strength, a chaotic phase is identified, as shown in the phase diagram, given in Fig.1(a) of the main text,
where trajectories display a broadened power spectrum, as depicted in the inset of Fig.1(c). Chaotic dynamics can
also be detected using the Lyapunov exponent (LE), which measures the sensitivity of the initial condition. Typically,
for a chaotic trajectory, a small initial perturbation X (¢ = 0) at the phase space point X grows exponentially in time
[|[0X(t)|| = e ||6X(0)||, which yields the Lyapunov exponent [1] as,

o L (X0
&= e ) .

We compute the mean Lyapunov exponent (LE) A, averaged over an ensemble of initial phase space points to quantify
the degree of chaoticity, as shown in Fig.1(a) of the main text. In the oscillatory phase (OP), the LE is vanishingly
small, on the contrary, chaotic regime is identified by large LE, as evident from Fig.1(a) of the main text.

To analyze the state of the system in the dynamically unstable regime with no stable FPs, we perform the truncated
Wigner approximation (TWA), where the initial phase space points are sampled from a Gaussian distribution to mimic
the quantum fluctuation. Each initial states are evolved separately up to a sufficiently long time and finally, we obtain
the ensemble average of any observable as (O)rwa = _; O;(t)/N, where N is the number of trajectories with index j.
Both in the oscillator and chaotic regime, even though the observables O;(t) along the individual classical trajectories
exhibit time-dependent (irregular) oscillations, their ensemble at long time attains a stationary distribution (see
Fig.1(e,f)), with time-independent ensemble average (O)rwas. The appearance of such stationary distribution of the
observables describes the emergence of a steady state in the dynamically unstable regime, which smoothly connects
to the stable SR phase. The evolution of the photon distribution in three different dynamical regimes is shown in
Fig.1(d-f), which clearly manifests the delta-like distribution at n* in the SR phase as it corresponds to the stable
fixed point.

QUANTUM ERGODICITY AND STEADY STATE PROPERTIES

Here, we consider the nonequilibrium dynamics of the open TCD, particularly emphasizing the properties of the
individual quantum trajectories, within the stochastic wavefunction approach. To investigate the ergodic property,
we consider the time evolution of the observables along a typical quantum trajectory and obtain the time average of

the observables such as (7;); and (S,;): up to sufficiently long time. Quantum mechanically, the ensemble average of

the observables are described by their steady-state values (f1;)ss and (S,;)ss (independent of the initial conditions),

obtained from the steady state density matrix fss. As evident from Fig.2(a,b), (7;); and (S,;)+ approach to (7;)ss and
(Szi>ss respectively, clearly manifesting the ergodic nature of the steady state. Similar to the semiclassical analysis,
the steady state remains ergodic across all dynamical phases over the large range of coupling strength A. Additionally,
in the chaotic regime, the Fourier spectrum of a typical quantum trajectory spreads over a range of frequencies, as
depicted in Fig.2(c), indicating a signature of chaos [3].

To diagnose chaotic mixing, we study the nonequilibrium dynamics, starting from an arbitrary pure state, and
obtain the evolution of entanglement entropy (EE) corresponding to one of the cavities. Both the growth rate and
saturation value of EE increase in approach to the chaotic regime with increasing A (see Fig.2(d)).

To understand the state of the photon field in the steady state of different regimes, we compute the Husimi
distribution Q(c, a*) = L (a| ppp |o) from the reduced density matrix ppp, of the photon field in one of the cavities,
describing the semiclassical phase space density in x — p plane. In the stable SR phase, the Husimi distribution forms
a ring-like structure, peaked near the circle of classical fixed points with a radius v/2n* and its spreading occurs as



a result of quantum fluctuations (see Fig.2(e)). In contrast, the semiclassical phase space density of photons in the
chaotic regime is peaked at the center with an extended tail, resembling the thermal distribution, as shown in Fig.2(f).
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FIG. 2. Quantum ergodicity: Time evolution of (a) photon number (7;) and (b) spin polarization (S.;) of one of the cavities
along single quantum trajectory (red) and their ensemble average (blue) in the chaotic regime. Black dashed lines are time
average value of the single trajectory. (c) Fourier spectrum of (7i;) (inset corresponds to (S’zz)) along single quantum trajectory.
(d) The evolution of entanglement entropy Sy, of the left cavity for different A. The Husimi distribution of the photon field in
x — p plane of one cavity in the (e) stable SR phase (A = 0.5) and (f) chaotic phase (A = 4.0). The black dashed circles in (e,
f) represent the FPs of stable and unstable SR phase respectively. Panels (a-c) correspond to A = 4.0. We set i, kg = 1 and
w = 2.0,wg =0.5,k =0.05,y4 =0.2,v, =0.1,5 = 2 for all figures.

SUBSYSTEM THERMALIZATION

As discussed in the main text, the reduced density matrix (DM) of subsystem A, p% corresponding to the steady
state can be well described by the reduced DM p'' obtained from the thermal state of the isolated TCD within

generalized Gibb’s ensemble. We compute the trace-distance (TD) T4 = Tr\/ (0% — pT(p% — pi) between p% and

thermal DM p' to quantify their difference. As evident from Fig.3(a), the TD remains small compared to unity over
a large range of ), indicating the similarity between p% and pY, ensuring the validity of subsystem thermalization.
Consequently, the average of local observables, such as the steady state value of the photon number (7;)ss and spin
polarization <32i>ss are in good agreement with the corresponding values obtained from the thermal state p*™* (see
Fig.3(b)). In the chaotic regime, a comparison of the angular averaged Husimi distribution Q(r) = 027T Q(r,0)do

between the photon field of steady state and thermal state is presented in Fig.3(c).

STATISTICS OF LIOUVILLIAN SPECTRUM

We analyze the spectrum of the Liouvillian superoperator
2 L~ « R 1 N A
L=—-iHeol-TeH]+ n;mai] + 3 Zij(wD[SH] +7,.D[Si-]), (5)

with D[L] = 1 <2f, QL —LTLel-I® ﬁTRﬁ*), where the superscript TR denotes the transposition. We construct

the Liouvillian £ given above in the chaotic regime, considering spin S' = 2 and bosonic number state up to Neytor = 5.
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FIG. 3. Variation of (a) trace-distance 74 between the reduced DM of steady state % and thermal state pf* corresponding

to the left cavity (71.), photon field (7pn) and spin (7s) with A. (b) The photon number (1i;)ss and spin polarization (S.;)ss
corresponding to the steady state (solid line) and thermal state (circles), as a function of A. (c) Comparison of angular averaged
Husimi Q(r1) between the steady state (solid line) and thermal state (dashed line) in the chaotic regime (A = 4.0).

The complex eigenvalues E,, of the Liouvillian can be obtained from diagonalization of the non-hermitian matrix £.
The pattern of the eigenvalues in the complex plane is shown in Fig.4(a), which is symmetric about the negative real
axis. Next, we compute the complex spacing ratio (CSR) [4],

ENN _F,
&= T N o (6)
ENNN —F,

where EXN and ENNN are the nearest and next-nearest neighbours of the complex eigenvalue E,,, which is a general-
ization of the adjacent gap ratio in the Hamiltonian system. It is evident from Fig.4(b), that the distribution of CSR
is uniform in the complex plane, which is a universal feature of independent complex numbers, following 2d-Poisson
statistics of random matrix theory (RMT) [4]. To quantify such universality in a spectrum, we compute (r) and (cos 6),
where r, and 6, are the absolute value and argument of £, respectively, which agrees well with that of 2d-Poisson
distribution with (r) ~ 0.67 and (cosf) = 0. The corresponding level spacing (Euclidean distance ¢ between the
nearest neighbours) distribution also agrees with the 2d-Poisson distribution, given by Paq_p(d) = 50 exp(f7r52 /4)
[4], as depicted in Fig.4(c). On the other hand, the presence of level repulsion in the spectrum is manifested by the
level spacing distribution following the GinUE statistics of RMT with P(§) ~ % for small §. The corresponding
CSR exhibits (r) & 0.74 and (cosf) = —0.24 [4]. However, in the present case, we do not find any signature of level
repulsion in the Liouvillian spectrum corresponding to the classical chaotic regime.
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FIG. 4. Statistics of the Liouvillian spectrum in the classically chaotic regime: (a) The eigenvalues of the Liouvillian in the
complex plane. (b) The distribution of the CSR &, in complex plane as color scale. (c) The level spacing distribution P(d). We
consider the eigenvalues within the black square in (a) for statistics. Parameter chosen: A = 4.0, x = 0.05,v, = 0.1,y = 0.2.
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