
Non-linear regime of atomic arrays at low drive intensity:
controlled generation of multiple subradiant excitations via a multi-photon resonance

Orazio Scarlatella and Nigel R. Cooper
T.C.M. Group, Cavendish Laboratory, University of Cambridge, J.J. Thomson Avenue, Cambridge CB3 0HE, United Kingdom

Atomic arrays have emerged as an interesting light-matter platform displaying strong and control-
lable collective effects. In subwavelength regimes, they are characterized by a manifold of subradiant
eigenstates, which can host rich quantum many-body physics and might be useful for applications.
Nevertheless, their controlled excitation by a weak coherent drive is prevented by their subradiant
nature. While this is true at a linear level, and although the weak-drive regime has been often de-
scribed using linear theories, we point out that this regime is instead strongly non-linear for regular
arrays. Using a dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT) approach, we show that by driving weakly a
non-linear two-particle resonance, a steady-state with a controlled population of subradiant modes
can be obtained. This features a non-zero density of interacting subradiant excitations, display-
ing multi-mode squeezing correlations and long-range correlations that survive many-body heating
effects, even at non-zero drive intensities.

Recent advances in creating and manipulating atomic
ensembles in regular geometries [1–3] have opened new
avenues in controlling their collective effects [4], and im-
portant emerging applications in quantum information
processing and optics [5–8]. When the inter-atomic dis-
tance becomes small enough to be comparable with the
wavelength of the relevant atomic transition, the result-
ing dipolar interactions become strong, leading to collec-
tive effects such as superradiance and subradiance [9, 10]
and Lamb shifts [11, 12]. This subwavelength regime of
atomic arrays is now within experimental reach [13, 14].

In particular, subradiant states in atomic arrays have
drawn increasing attention. This is the case in view of
their possible applications, for example for photon stor-
age [7, 15–21] and for quantum metrology [22–24]. Addi-
tionally, because the subradiant manifold realizes a rich
open quantum many-body problem, whichmight host in-
teresting phases and emergent phenomena, such as multi-
particle states with a fermionic character [17, 25].

Despite their interest, subradiant states are difficult
to excite, as by definition they have a very small linear
coupling with far-field driving fields [17, 26, 27]. Sev-
eral schemes have been proposed, exploiting geometric
control [26], phase imprinting protocols [27, 28], Zeeman
splittings [7, 16], spatially-modulated detunings [20], or
additional Rydberg states [21]. However, these require
additional (often near-field) experimental control, and
can only manipulate single-particle subradiant states.

A natural route to prepare multi-particle subradi-
ant states is to exploit the non-linearities of the atoms
[19, 25, 29, 30]. While an incoherent excitation might
be achieved by a strong coherent drive [19, 30], at weak
drive intensities, where a controlled coherent excitation is
usually achieved and heating effects are contained, non-
linearities are expected to be negligible and therefore also
the non-linear population of subradiant states. In fact,
these were argued to vanish in the limit of small drive
intensity, and the quantum many-body dynamics to be
effectively described by a linear theory of coupled clas-
sical oscillators, in both cases of a disordered cloud [31]
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FIG. 1. (a) A 1D array of two-level atoms, driven by a clas-
sical electric field E oscillating along the chain, and interact-
ing via dipole-dipole interactions Vij and subject to collective
dissipation Γij . (b) The dispersion relation Vk (solid line)
and decay rates Γk (dashed line) as function of momentum k
of collective single-particle modes, for a subwavelength lattice
spacing, k0a = 2, and in the large atom number limit N → ∞:
the modes for |k| > k0 are subradiant, with decay rates van-
ishing as N−α. The sketch depicts a non-linear drive process,
in which two drive photons scatter resonantly into a pair of
subradiant excitations. (c) Number of steady state excita-
tions nk = ⟨σ+

k σ−
k ⟩ (color code) calculated in DMFT/NCA

for N → ∞, as a function of momentum and drive detuning
∆, for a drive strength Ω/Γ = 0.8, and same lattice spacing
as in (b). It shows that the subradiant modes can be control-
lably populated (the modes dispersion Vk is superimposed in
yellow).

and regular arrays [32–34]. This effective theory was in
fact extensively used in this regime [35–41]. On the other
hand, in the case of arrays, it was also noticed that nu-
merical methods tend to perform poorly down to surpris-
ingly weak drive intensities [39].

In this paper we show that, instead, in the case of reg-
ular arrays, subradiant states can be non-linearly excited
with a very weak coherent drive, with an intensity which
decreases with the inverse atom number and vanishes in
the large-atom-number limit. A linear approximation is
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therefore inadequate and an appropriate non-linear de-
scription is needed. This observation opens up oppor-
tunities to prepare strongly-correlated driven-dissipative
many-body states.

We compute such a steady state using a dynamical
mean-field theory (DMFT), which has previously only
been applied at strong drive intensities for which the
steady-state is a trivial infinite temperature state (albeit
with an interesting fluorescence spectrum) [42]. We show
that, by applying a weak far-field drive resonant with a
non-linear two-particle process, a steady state with a con-
trolled population of entangled subradiant modes can be
obtained. This features a finite density of multiple, inter-
acting subradiant excitations, going well beyond a linear-
response regime [31–34]. We also find that this state
displays correlations well surviving many-body heating
effects at finite drive intensities, including long-range cor-
relations and multi-mode squeezing correlations, relevant
for quantum computing, communication and sensing ap-
plications [43–45].

Model. We consider a large number N of two-level
atoms ordered in a periodic array, for simplicity in a one-
dimensional (1D) geometry, as illustrated in Fig. 1 (a).
The atoms are illuminated with a uniform plane wave,
and are coupled to the free-space electromagnetic vac-
uum, giving rise both to coherent dipole-dipole interac-
tions and collective dissipation. The system can be de-
scribed by the Markovian master equation [46]:

ρ̇ = − i

ℏ
[H, ρ] +D[ρ] (1)

H =
ℏ∆
2

N∑

i

σz
i +

ℏΩ
2

N∑

i

σx
i +

N∑

i ̸=j

ℏVijσ
+
i σ

−
j , (2)

D[ρ] =
1

2

∑

i,j

Γij

(
2σ−

i ρσ
+
j − σ+

i σ
−
j ρ− ρσ+

i σ
−
j

)
. (3)

Here σα
l with α = x, y or z are the Pauli matrices on

site l and σ±
l = σx

l ± iσy
l the raising and lowering opera-

tors; ∆ = ω0−ωd is the detuning of the driving field, with
wavevector perpendicular to the array, from the two-level
transition energy ω0 and Ω = 2d · E/ℏ is the Rabi cou-
pling given by the vector of transition dipole moments
d and the driving electric field vector E. The latter is
assumed parallel to the array, corresponding to the cou-
plings

Vil = −3Γ

2

[
sin k0ril

(k0ril)
2 +

cos k0ril

(k0ril)
3

]
, (4)

Γil = 3Γ

[
−cos k0ril

(k0ril)
2 +

sin k0ril

(k0ril)
3

]
. (5)

Their range and relative amplitude is controlled by the
parameter k0a = 2πa/λ0, the ratio between lattice spac-
ing a and the wavelength associated with the atomic
transition λ0 = 2πc/ω0: decreasing k0a these couplings
become increasingly non-local, and the coherent interac-

tions strength Vij dominates over the collective dissipa-
tion Γij . Hereafter, we will assume units of Γ = 1 and
ℏ = 1.

Non-linear regime at low drive intensities. Before
discussing regular arrays, we shall first consider a generic
configuration of atoms – the master equation (1) also
applies to that case [46].

In general, (1) constitutes a hard non-equilibrium
many-body problem, with long-range interactions and
dissipation. However, in the undriven case Ω = 0 in
which at most a single excitation is present, it is equiv-
alent to a non-interacting bosonic problem, obtained by
replacing the spin operators with bosonic ones σ−

j → bj
[17, 47, 48]. This can be solved exactly, in terms of eigen-
modes describing collective atomic excitations, character-
ized by frequency shifts with respect to individual atoms
Vα, and collective-modes decay rates Γα, labeled by α. In
the case of a weak coherent drive Ω ̸= 0, one may approx-
imate (1) with an analogous non-interacting bosonic the-
ory, as by a Holstein-Primakoff representation of the spin
and assuming a small number of individual modes exci-
tations. For example, this holds for a resonantly-driven
mode, with a drive strength smaller than the mode decay
rate Ω ≪ Γα. In fact, a non-interacting bosonic approxi-
mation may become exact in the limit of vanishing drive
intensity Ω → 0 [31, 32].

In addition, in the subwavelength regime of an average
interatomic spacing smaller than the atomic transition
wavelength, strongly-subradiant modes can arise, with
decay rates smaller than independent atoms Γα ≪ Γ,
due to interference effects. Despite their small lifetimes,
for the same reason these modes have a suppressed linear
coupling with far-field driving fields, thus they cannot be
significantly excited, and the non-interacting theory is
often a good approximation even in their presence.

Here, we show that these conclusions change drasti-
cally, and in fact do not hold, in the case of regular arrays,
something that has been overlooked in previous analyses
[31–41].

In this case, the crystal momentum k becomes a good
quantum number (for Bravais lattices) in the limit of a
large array N → ∞, and the bosonic eigenmodes corre-
spond to reciprocal-space modes bk =

∑
j e

ik· rj bj/
√
N ,

with a dispersion relation and decay rates given by Vk

and Γk, the Fourier transforms of (4) and (5), shown in
Fig. 1 (b) for the 1D geometry considered – here we use
this geometry as a working example, but our conclusions
apply for generic drive orientations/polarizations and in
2D. A manifold of subradiant eigenmodes can be un-
derstood as arising from having an energy much smaller
than that of free-space photons with the same momen-
tum along the array, and thus not being able to decay
by resonant emission of a single photon [17, 26]. From
this argument, one finds that such subradiance happens
for subwavelength lattice spacings k0a ≤ kmax

0 a, where
in 1D kmax

0 = π [17], and at large momenta |k| > k0 (see
Fig. 1 (b)). These subradiant modes only decay by the
array boundaries (in open-boundary configurations), and
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their decay rates are suppressed by the number of atoms
Γk ∼ N−α [17]. Maximal exponents of α = 3 in 1D and
α = 6 in a 2D square lattice were found [17] .

Importantly, despite the weak linear coupling of these
subradiant modes with a far-field drive, since in regular
arrays they have a well-defined momentum apart from
energy, they can be addressed by resonant, non-linear
multi-photon processes. In the following, we consider a
non-linear process in which two drive photons scatter into
a pair of subradiant mode excitations. This is illustrated
in panel (b) of Fig. 1 for the 1D geometry considered,
which is summarized in panel (a). As the photons have
zero momentum along the array and total energy −2∆
(in the rotating frame considered), they can scatter reso-
nantly with excitations with opposite momenta k and −k
and energy 2V|k| = −2∆. One can derive an effective lin-
ear bosonic model that incorporates these non-linear pro-
cesses as an effective parametric drive. To lowest order in
the drive strength Ω, this corresponds to a Hamiltonian

of the form Hk = δ−k(a
†
kak + a†−ka−k) + δ̃−k(a

†
ka−k +

a†−kak) + λ−k(a
†
ka

†
k + a†−ka

†
−k + hc) + λ̃−k(a

†
ka

†
−k + hc),

where all coefficients are independent of N and of lead-
ing order Ω2 in the drive strength – see [49] for a mi-
croscopic derivation. To the same order, the dissipator
is obtained by (1) replacing spin with bosonic variables
σ− → b, and is diagonal in momentum space, with de-
cay rates Γk. Despite such an effectively-linear model
can be derived, it develops a well-known parametric in-

stability for Ω ≳ Γ
1/2
|k| ∼ N−α/2, accompanied by a diver-

gence of steady-state occupations (see [49]). Therefore,
for a large number of atoms N , a linear theory is only
valid up to a drive strength Ω ≲ Ωnon−lin ∼ N−α/2,
whichdecreases with N and vanishes in the N → ∞
limit, while a non-linear description is necessarily needed
for stronger drives. Apart from being at odds with the
expectation that weakly driven atomic ensembles dis-
play a linear behavior [31–41], this non-linear regime at
weak drives in arrays opens up opportunities to realize
strongly-correlated many-body driven-dissipative states,
with pristine quantum properties.

Correlated stationary state in DMFT. To capture the
relevant physics, we approximate the non-linear many-
body problem using the dynamical mean-field theory
(DMFT) developed in [42]. This allows one to compute
the homogeneous steady state of (1) in the thermody-
namic limit N → ∞ (in which the problem is non-linear,
no matter how weak the drive). DMFT maps the lattice
model (1) onto an effective model of a single-site, coupled
to a self-consistent magnetic field and non-Markovian en-
vironment, where the latter captures genuine correlations
(it improves on a Gutzwiller mean-field theory, which as-
sumes a factorized density matrix). To solve the effective
model, we use a method based on a strong-coupling ex-
pansion in the DMFT bath, truncated to lowest order –
known as a non-crossing approximation (NCA) [50–52].
Since a simple fixed-point iteration scheme to solve the
DMFT equations does not converge at weak drive inten-

sities, we developed new numerical methods, adapting
a linear mixing scheme, and a Broyden algorithm [53]
estimating their gradient [49]. Some more details on
our DMFT/NCA approach are given in the Supplemen-
tal Material [49], and in [42].

At weak drive intensities Ω ≲ Γ, a selective steady-
state population of the subradiant modes resonant via
the two-photon resonance described (Fig. 1 (a)) is in-
deed captured by our DMFT approach. This is shown
in Fig. 1 (c), plotting the number of excitations in a
momentum mode nk = ⟨σ+

k σ
−
k ⟩ as a function of momen-

tum k and drive detuning, where σ−
k =

∑
j e

ikrjσ−
j /

√
N .

A delta-function contribution to the k = 0 mode is not
shown, and will be discussed later. Comparing with the
dispersion relation (also plotted), one sees that when
the subradiant modes are resonant −∆ ≳ Vk0 ≈ 0.1Γ,
these are selectively populated. By contrast, when the
radiative modes are resonant −∆ ≲ 0.1Γ, these do
not get significantly populated, as their non-zero life-
times prevent the parametric instability to occur: in
this case, the instability is realized at non-zero detun-
ing, with the modes with lowest decay rates and closest
to resonance, at |k| ≈ k0. We stress that the paramet-
ric drive brings the subradiant modes into a non-linear
regime of multiple interacting excitations: as discussed
with the linear effective model, their number can only
bound by non-linearities. These have a non-zero density
and therefore are far from the single-excitation regime
(which has zero density for N → ∞): the densities are
of order nc,subrad =

∑
|k|>k0

〈
σ+
k σ

−
k

〉
c
/N ≈ 0.05 for a

drive strength Ω/Γ ≈ 1 (perhaps underestimated by our
method). At the same time, these excitations are still
subradiant, having an energy and momentum strongly
mismatched with free photons [17].

In addition to achieving a controlled population of sub-
radiant excitations, the non-linear parametric-drive pro-
cess naturally creates them in entangled pairs. Never-
theless, the resulting correlations could be suppressed by
many-body heating effects, and by the coupling with the
environment. To assess this competition, we report the
pair correlation function ⟨σ−

k σ
−
−k⟩c or its real-space coun-

terpart ⟨σ−
i σ

−
j ⟩c in Fig. 2 (we also looked at ⟨σ+

k σ
−
k ⟩c,

but this adds no further insights thus is not shown). Here
⟨AB⟩c ≡ ⟨AB⟩ − ⟨A⟩⟨B⟩ is a “connected” function (sub-
script “c”), capturing genuine correlations (it vanishes
for a factorized density matrix).

As the drive strength is decreased, Fig. 2 (a) shows
that two-mode squeezing correlations are present be-
tween each pair of modes with momenta k and −k, which
peak at the momenta resonant with the parametric drive.
We remark that, although these correlations resemble a
bosonic multi-mode squeezed state [54, 55], this is by
contrast a non-linear or equivalently non-gaussian state,
as already discussed. Correlations also acquire a long-
range character in real space, as shown in Fig. 2 (b),
displaying the non-local part of the Fourier transform of
the same correlation function ⟨σ−

i σ
−
j ⟩c. Both panels also
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| ∑
|k|>k0

〈
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〉
c
|

|
〈
σ−
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k=0

〉
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FIG. 2. Pair correlation function of the steady state in DMFT/NCA, for a fixed drive detuning ∆/Γ = −0.4 resonant
with a pair of subradiant modes, and for the same conditions as in Fig. 1. The subscript “c”(“d”) indicates its connected
(disconnected) component, describing non-linear correlations (an uncorrelated linear component). (a) The connected function
as a function momentum k for different drive strengths Ω: this shows two-mode squeezing correlations of each modes-pair with
momenta k,−k. Decreasing the drive strength it becomes more sharply peaked around the resonantly-driven modes. (b) The
non-local component of the same correlation function in real space, depending on lattice sites distance i − j, showing long-
range correlations. Both (a) and (b) also show that correlations increase in magnitude, as the drive is decreased in the range
considered, as a non-trivial interplay of reduced many-body heating effects, and reduced occupation. (c) The ratio between
the connected correlation function summed over the subradiant modes cc,subrad =

∑
|k|>k0

〈
σ−
k σ−

−k

〉
c
/N and its disconnected

component cd =
〈
σ−
k=0

〉 〈
σ−
k=0

〉
/N , showing that the non-linear, subradiant steady-state component is way non-negligible, and

increasing for decreasing drive intensities.

show a second important fact: the amplitude of these cor-
relations increases decreasing the drive strength, in the
interval considered. This results from a non-trivial in-
terplay between decreased heating effects, and decreased
number of excitations. Decreasing the drive further it is
expected that a maximum is reached and then the trend
inverts, as the amplitude of correlations becomes lim-
ited by the excitations density. This is not shown, as
the DMFT/NCA results break down for smaller drive in-
tensities, due to the non-crossing approximation (NCA)
eventually becoming inaccurate. Therefore, we limited
our analysis to an intermediate-drive regime, where the
approach is well behaved. Note though that, instead,
the DMFT approximation alone is in principle highly-
appropriate both in the weak and large drives regimes,
as discussed in [49]. Even with these limitations, our
results show that multi-mode squeezing and long range
correlations survive many-body heating effects at finite
drive strengths and despite the coupling to the environ-
ment, demonstrating that strongly quantum-correlated
many-body states can be achieved.

Although the multi-photon process considered is by
definition non-linear, there is also an uncorrelated, linear
component to the steady-state. This is due to the linear
coupling of the driving field with the zero momentum
k = 0 collective mode (for our geometry), giving rise to
a non-zero average ⟨σ−

j ⟩. It is the only component that
is captured by a linear bosonic theory with a coherent
drive (rather than en effective parametric one), and one
might wonder if this is the dominant contribution, and
if non-linearities could be neglected altogether. An esti-
mate of the relative importance of the non-linear and lin-
ear components is given by the ratio W (A) = −cc,A/cd,
between the connected pair correlation function summed

over a momentum region A, cc,A =
∑

k∈A⟨σ−
k σ

−
−k⟩c/N ,

and the sum over the disconnected component (a delta
function at k = 0), cd =

〈
σ−
k=0

〉 〈
σ−
k=0

〉
/N . Note

that if A is the entire Brillouin zone, then the numer-
ator is rigidly related to the denominator by a sum rule
−cc = ⟨σ−

j ⟩⟨σ−
j ⟩ = cd and the ratio is always W = 1

(this is because ⟨σ−
i σ

−
i ⟩ = 0) – remarkably such rule is

respected in DMFT/NCA. Note that this is independent
of the state at hand, so it is not yet a measure of how
non-linear this is. It shows that W (A) defines a spectral
weight of the non-linear modes correlations, whose sum
over all momentum partitions is independent of drive in-
tensity, i.e. it is a normalized spectral weight. For A
a subset of the Brillouin zone, a weight W (A) of order
one is a genuine indication that its non-linear contribu-
tion is comparable with the linear component cd. This
is indeed the case if we consider the subradiant region
|k| > k0 in our problem, as shown in Fig. 2 (c). There-
fore, such subradiant contribution is non-negligible, and
actually its weight is found to increase as drive intensity
is decreased. On the other hand, we also note that the
linear uncorrelated component is superradiant and would
be quickly dissipated by switching the drive off.

Finally, while here we focused on the steady state den-
sity matrix, in the Supplemental Material [49] we also
show that non-linearities play an important role in dy-
namical local correlation functions, in the weak-drive-
intensity limit. We also note that, while a Gutzwiller
mean-field approximation predicts instabilities of the uni-
form steady-state solutions and non-uniform phases [37],
these only occur at much smaller lattice spacings than
considered here, for which our DMFT/NCA approach
does not converge. Instead, for the spacings considered
or larger, both the DMFT/NCA steady state and the
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mean-field one are always stable, as confirmed by a lin-
ear stability analysis (see [49]).

Conclusions – We demonstrated that the weak-drive-
intensity regime of large subwavelength atomic arrays is
non-linear, due to a large non-linear response of subra-
diant modes, something that was overlooked in previ-
ous works [31–41]. This opens up opportunities to pre-
pare strongly-correlated driven-dissipative many-body
states. Using a dynamical mean-field theory (DMFT),
we showed that by a weak coherent far-field drive of a
two-particle resonance, a steady-state with a controlled
population of multiple, non-zero-density, and interact-
ing subradiant excitations can be generated. This fea-
tures multi-mode squeezing correlations (although is a
non-gaussian state) and long-range correlations, surviv-
ing many-body heating effects, even at finite drive inten-
sities. Experiments might find this preparation schemes
appealing, requiring only a uniform coherent far-field
drive, which is easily accessible. These are getting close

to the subwavelength regime required, despite this re-
mains their current challenge [13, 14, 56, 57].

An interesting future direction of this work would
be to go beyond the non-crossing approximation used,
to further explore the many-body physics of the model
at weaker drive intensities and smaller lattice spacings
within DMFT.
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[2] D. Barredo, S. de Léséleuc, V. Lienhard, T. Lahaye, and
A. Browaeys, An atom-by-atom assembler of defect-free
arbitrary two-dimensional atomic arrays, Science 354,
1021 (2016).

[3] D. Barredo, V. Lienhard, S. de Léséleuc, T. Lahaye, and
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR:
“NON-LINEAR REGIME OF ATOMIC ARRAYS AT LOW DRIVE INTENSITY:

CONTROLLED GENERATION OF MULTIPLE SUBRADIANT EXCITATIONS VIA A MULTI-PHOTON
RESONANCE”

This Supplemental Material is organized as follows.
In Sec. A we derive an effective linear theory, of
parametrically-driven bosons, from the non-linear driv-
ing scheme considered in the main text. An even more
naive effective linear theory of linearly driven bosons,
rather than parametrically driven, is discussed in Sec.
B, and its problems in describing the relaxation of time-
dependent correlation functions is pointed out. In Sec.
C we discuss the main equations of our DMFT approach,
in Sec. D the numerical schemes to solve them, and in
Sec. E two exact limits of DMFT. In Sec. F we study
the linear stability of the DMFT solution.

Appendix A: Effective linear theory of
parametrically-driven bosons

The usual formulation of the Holstein-Primakoff trans-
formation is

σ−
i = a†i

(
2S − a†iai

)1/2
,

σ+
i =

(
2S − a†iai

)1/2
ai,

σz
i = 2(S − a†iai).

For S = 1/2, this preserves the SU(2) commutation re-
lations:

[
σz
i , σ

±
j

]
= ±δij2σ

±
i ,

[
σ+
i , σ

−
j

]
= δijσ

z
i .

That formulation is around the maximum weight state,
while here we need one around the lowest-weight state.
This is achieved by

σ−
i =

(
2S − a†iai

)1/2
ai,

σ+
i = a†i

(
2S − a†iai

)1/2
,

σz
i = 2(a†iai − S).

With respect to the maximum-weight transformation,
this corresponds to σz → −σz and σ− → σ+, a rota-
tion that leaves the commutation relations unchanged.

Expanding the square root to first order one gets

σ+
i = (a†i − a†ia

†
iai/2) and σz

i = (−1 + 2a†iai), and for
the Hamiltonian

H =
∆

2

∑

i

σz
i +

Ω

2

∑

i

σx
i +

∑

i ̸=j

Vijσ
+
i σ

−
j

≈
∑

i

∆(−1

2
+ a†iai) +

∑

i̸=j

Vija
†
iaj +

∑

i

Ω

2
(ai + a†i )

−
∑

i

Ω

4
(a†ia

†
iai + hc)−

∑

i ̸=j

Vij

2
(a†ia

†
iaiaj + hc) + . . .

(A1)

As we want to capture a parametric drive process in
which two drive photons with momenta k = 0 scatter res-
onantly into atomic excitations with momenta k and −k,
we assume periodic boundary conditions, and transform
to momentum space ak =

∑
j e

ik·rjaj/
√
N :

H =
∑

k

(∆ + Vk)a
†
kak +

√
NΩ

2
(ak=0 + a†k=0)

−
∑

kq

Ω

4
√
N

(a†k−qa
†
qak + hc)

−
∑

kqp

Vk

2N
(a†q−k−pa

†
paqak + hc) + . . .

(A2)

As the k = 0 mode is linearly coupled to a coherent
drive, we solve this independently from the other modes,
yielding

α0 = ⟨ak=0⟩ = −
√
NΩ/[(∆ + Vk=0)− iΓk=0] =

√
NΩα̃0

(A3)
Then, as this mode is in a coherent state, with macro-
scopic occupation |α0|2 ∼ N , we replace ak=0 → α0 such
as to generate an effective quadratic Hamiltonian for the
other modes.
Before writing the Hamiltonian for these modes, we

perform a power counting in N and Ω. We assume a
scaling Ω ∼ N−α/2 for the latter, which we will verify
a posteriori. For this purpose, consider the real-space
Hamiltonian:

• when transforming it to momentum space, each
field aj introduces a 1/

√
N factor ( aj =∑

k e
−ik·rjak/

√
N)

• translation invariance leads to a factor ofN for each
term in the Hamiltonian:

∑
j e

ik·rj = δkN

• each zero-momentum field imposed gives a contri-
bution α0 =

√
NΩα̃0

Then, the term ∝ V , being particle-conserving, gener-
ates even powers of the bosonic fields a2n, leading to an
overall scaling for each of them

∑

j

∑

i−j

Vijσ
+
i σ

−
j → N

1

(
√
N)2n

(Ω
√
N)2n−2 = Ω2n−2.

Instead the particle-non-conserving term ∝ Ω generates
odd powers a2n−1, yielding

Ω
∑

j

σx
j → ΩN

1

(
√
N)2n−1

(Ω
√
N)2n−3 = Ω2n−2.

Importantly, both kind of terms do not depend on N
explicitly. Also, one can keep only the lowest-order terms



2

in Ω, of order Ω2. For Ω ∼ N−α/2, these are order N−α.
Similar calculations for the dissipator, considering that
Γ ∼ N−α, lead to

D → ΓN

(
1

(
√
N)2

+
(Ω

√
N)2

(
√
N)4

+ . . .

)

∼ Γ
(
1 + Ω2 + . . .

)
∼ N−α +N−2α + . . .

The first term is the leading one, of the same order of the

leading-order Hamiltonian terms. Therefore the effective
bosonic dissipator is simply obtained by replacing spins
with bosons: σ−

k → ak.

The effective bosonic Hamiltonian is then a generalized
parametric-drive Hamiltonian, containing both single-
mode and two-modes drive terms, as well as number con-
serving terms. This reads

Hk>0 ≈
∑

k>0

(
a†kak + a†−ka−k

) [
∆+ Vk − Ω2

(
(Reα̃0)

2 + 2|α̃0|2V0

)]

+
∑

k>0

(
a†ka−k + a†−kak

) (
−2Ω2|α̃0|2Vk

)

+
∑

k>0

[(
a†ka

†
k + a†−ka

†
−k

)(
−Ω2Vk

2
α̃2
0

)
+ hc

]

+
∑

k>0

[(
a†−ka

†
k + a†ka

†
−k

)(
−Ω2

4
α̃2
0 − Ω2V0

2
α̃2
0

)
+ hc

]

(A4)

On resonance ∆ = −Vk, all terms are of leading order Ω2.
Each couple of modes with momentum k,−k is independent from each other, and for a single couple the Hamiltonian

takes the form H = δ(a†a+b†b)+ δ̃(a†b+b†a)+λ(a†a†+b†b†+hc)+ λ̃(a†b†+hc). For δ̃, Λ̃ = 0 (δ,Λ = 0) a dynamical

instabilty occurs for a drive |λ|2 > δ2 + Γ2 (|λ̃|2 > δ̃2 + Γ2). In these cases, as Γ ∼ N−α/2 and λ, δ, λ̃, δ̃ ∼ Ω2, an
instability occurs for

Ω ≲ N−α/2 (A5)

This corrresponds to the scaling guessed a priori, for which we showed that the discarded terms are subleading. For
completeness, we check that this also holds in the general case. In this case, one can consider the quadratic Green’s

function of the Keldysh-Nambu vector
(
a†+ b†+ a+ b+ a†− b†− a− b−

)
, where + and − are Keldysh indices. Its inverse,

in frequency domain and for ω = 0, is given by

G−1(ω = 0) =




−δ − iΓ −δ̃ λ λ̃ 0 0 0 0

−δ̃ −δ − iΓ λ̃ λ 0 0 0 0

λ∗ λ̃∗ −δ − iΓ −δ̃ 0 0 2iΓ 0

λ̃∗ λ∗ −δ̃ −δ − iΓ 0 0 0 2iΓ

2iΓ 0 0 0 δ − iΓ δ̃ −λ −λ̃

0 2iΓ 0 0 δ̃ δ − iΓ −λ̃ −λ

0 0 0 0 −λ∗ −λ̃∗ δ − iΓ δ̃

0 0 0 0 −λ̃∗ −λ∗ δ̃ δ − iΓ




Dynamical instabilities are then determined by the poles of G, which correspond to the zeros the determinant

detG−1(ω = 0) =
(
Γ2 − |λ− λ̃|2 + (δ − δ̃)2

)2 (
Γ2 − |λ+ λ̃|2 + (δ + δ̃)2

)2

In the general case, inserting Γ ∼ N−α/2 and λ, δ, λ̃, δ̃ ∼ Ω2 in the determinant, both factors lead to the same
instability condition than for the well-known specific cases δ̃, Λ̃ = 0 (δ,Λ = 0).

Appendix B: Effective linear theory of
coherently-driven bosons: relaxation of correlation

functions

When the atoms are weakly exited, one can neglect
their non-linearities all together, and replace the spins

with bosonic operators σ−
j → bj , according to a Holstein-

Primakoff approximation [47] (see also A). The model
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(1) then reduces to one of non-interacting bosons that
is exactly solvable (this is also known as coupled-dipole
model). This approximation is usually valid at suffi-
ciently weak drive intensities Ω ≪ Γk, but fails in the
presence of subradiant modes and for a large number of
atoms N , as discussed in the main text.

In the thermodynamic limit N → ∞, the non-
interacting model is diagonal in reciprocal space. The
steady-state, single-particle Green’s functions are easily
obtained in a Keldysh formalism. In the limit of vanish-
ing drive Ω → 0 the problem becomes diagonal in Nambu
space and one gets in the basis of classical and quantum
fields for the inverse Green’s function

χ−1
11 (k, ω) =

(
0 ω −∆− Vk − i

2Γk

ω −∆− Vk + i
2Γk iΓk

)

(B1)
In the presence of subradiant modes with zero damp-

ing, in the subwavelength regime, whether local correla-
tion functions can relax to a steady state is a non-trivial
question. These, probe the relaxation of a local excita-
tion created in the steady state, whichtherefore excites
all momentum modes and whose long-time dynamics is
dominated by the non-radiative modes. Local correla-
tion functions are obtained by a matrix inversion of (B1)
and a sum over momentum χ11 =

∑
k χ11(k, ω). We con-

sider for example the Keldysh component, corresponding
to the top-left entry of the matrix, defined as iχK

11(τ) =
limt→∞⟨

{
σ−
i (t+ τ), σ+

i (t)
}
⟩ −

{
⟨σ−

i (t+ τ)⟩, ⟨σ+
i (t)⟩

}
.

Even in a non-interacting theory, where the decay rate
of non-radiative modes is zero, such correlation func-
tion could in principle still relax to a steady state by
dephasing of the different modes, constituting a contin-
uum. In Fig. S.1 we show that nevertheless these fail
to relax. An interesting question then is whether taking
non-linearities into account, which can provide an effec-
tive lifetime for the non-radiative modes, allows these
quantities to relax.

In DMFT/NCA we find that these quantities do relax
and correspond to a smoothened version in frequency of
those predicted by a non-interacting theory, as shown in
Fig. S.1. Nevertheless, these predictions might be lim-
ited by inaccuracies of our approach in this regime (of the
NCA). These results also show an example of quantities
for which the predictions of the interacting theory in the
weak-drive intensity limit Ω/Γ → 0 might depart from
those of the non-interacting theory. The local Green’s
functions from the non-interacting theory is also used to
initialize the DMFT, by adding an artificial damping.

Appendix C: Nonequilibrium steady-state DMFT

Here we present the self-consistency conditions for the
DMFT approach for the steady state of the master equa-
tion (1). We refer to [42] for a detailed derivation.

DMFT maps the lattice model (1) onto an effective im-
purity model, describing a single site of the lattice cou-
pled to an effective field, as in Gutzwiller mean-field, and

(b)(a)

FIG. S.1. The local atomic Keldysh Green’s
function iχK

11(τ) = limt→∞⟨
{
σ−(t+ τ), σ+(t)

}
⟩ −{

⟨σ−(t+ τ)⟩, ⟨σ+(t)⟩
}

computed from a non-interacting
theory for Ω → 0 and in DMFT in real time (a) and
frequency (b), for the same parameters as in Fig. 2 (c).

to an effective environment. In the present case, the im-
purity model is a generalized spin-boson model, whichin
the steady state is described by the time-translation in-
variant Keldysh action

Simp = Si
0 +

1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt
[
ς†i (t)τ3b+ hc

]

− 1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dt

∫ ∞

−∞
dt′ς†i (t)τ3W (t− t′) τ3ςi (t

′)
(C1)

Here ςi = (di+, d̄i+, di−, d̄i−)T is a vector in Nambu and
Keldysh formalisms, where d = ⟨σ−⟩ and d̄ = ⟨σ+⟩ are
average values on spin coherent states [58], and the +
and − indices indicate to which branch of the Keldysh
double contour the fields belong to. b and W represent
the effective field and effective environment, which are
site-independent for a homogeneous steady state. τ3 is a
diagonal matrix with entries (1, 1,−1,−1) arising in the
Keldysh-Nambu formalism, where a Nambu formalism
is needed to allow for nonzero values of the anomalous
correlators ⟨σ±σ±⟩, whicharise due to the drive term,
breaking the U(1) symmetry of the undriven problem.

The self-consistent conditions correspond to a set of
matrix relations in frequency and momentum space:

Πloc =
[
τ3χ

−1
ii τ3 +W

]−1
(C2)

Uii =
1

N

∑

k

[
W−1

k −Πloc

]−1
(C3)

W−1 = Πloc + U−1
ii (C4)

b± =
(
WR(ω = 0)−WR

k=0(ω = 0)
)
⟨ςi±⟩. (C5)

Here the superscript “R” indicates the retarded compo-
nent and b± and ⟨ςi±⟩ the + or − components of the
corresponding vectors. Wk is a known matrix with en-
tries defined by the Fourier transforms of (4) and (5)

τ3Wkτ3 =




Vk − iΓk

2 0 0 0
0 Vk − iΓk

2 0 iΓk

iΓk 0 −Vk − iΓk

2 0
0 0 0 −Vk − iΓk

2




(C6)
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Assuming one can compute from the impurity action
(C1) the local connected Green’s function χii(τ) =

−i limt→∞
〈
ςi(t+ τ)ς†i (t)

〉
Scon
imp

and expectation value

⟨ςi⟩, then these equations determine W, b,Πloc and Uii,
such that the impurity problem represents the original
lattice problem.

The connected propagator of the lattice χij(τ) =

−i limt→∞
〈
ςi(t+ τ)ς†j (t)

〉con
can then be computed by

χ−1(k, ω) = τ3(Π
−1
loc(ω)−Wk)τ3.

We notice that this DMFT approach reduces
to Gutzwiller mean-field theory fixing W(ω) =
1/N

∑
k Wk = Wii.

Appendix D: Schemes for solving the DMFT
equations

The usual procedure to solve the DMFT self-consistent
equations is by a fixed-point iteration scheme. Here we
go beyond this scheme and implement a gradient-based
method. In the following, we first describe the fixed-
point iteration scheme.

Fixed-point iteration scheme
Starting from a guess for b and W, such as the mean field
solution for the first and the single-atom decay for the
second W = 1/N

∑
k Wk, the following steps are iterated

until a fixed point is reached:

• Solving the impurity model : given W, b, the spin
model is solved using the impurity solver, comput-
ing the steady state density matrix ρs and atomic

correlation function χ =

(
χ++ χ+−

χ−+ χ−−

)
for t > 0,

where the entries are 2×2 matrices in Nambu space.
Then χ at negative times t < 0 is obtained assum-
ing the steady state relation

χab
αβ(−t) = −[χba

β̄ᾱ]
∗(t) (D1)

where the conjugate-transpose of both Nambu a, b
and Keldysh αβ indices is taken and the Keldysh
indices α, β ∈ [+,−] are negated, such that ᾱ =
−α.

• updating the Weiss field W and effective field
b: we evaluate the self-consistent equations
(C2),(C3),(C4) and (C5) where in frequency and
momentum space inverses of Green’s functions are
simply given by a matrix inverse of their 4 × 4
Nambu-Keldysh stucture. These give new values
for b and W, whichare transformed back into real
time to interate the procedure.

An important point of the update procedure concerns
how to define the Green’s functions at time t = 0 such
as to interface the NCA impurity solver and Keldsyh

field theory. This is discussed in [42].

Linear-mixing and Broyden schemes
One DMFT step in a fixed-point iteration scheme can be
considered as a functional G of the input hybridization
function W and effective field b, i.e. (Wnew , bnew ) =
G
{
Wold, bold

}
. This is iterated until a fixed point

is reached. Defining a mapping F as the difference
F {W, b} = G {W, b} − (W, b) the approach to self-
consistency clearly corresponds to solving the system of
equations F {W, b} = 0. A fixed point iteration scheme
converges if all the eigenvalues of the linearization of G
in the vicinity of the fixed point are stictly less than 1
in absolute value [53]. This might not be the case for
all solutions of the DMFT equations F and a fixed-point
iteration scheme might diverge despite these being phys-
ical solutions [53, 59]. In such cases, convergence can be
achieved in some cases by a linear mixing scheme (see be-
low), or by gradient-based methods that guarantee con-
vergence to all solutions.

First let’s consider the equation for b. If we keep
W = 1/N

∑
k Wk fixed, this corresponds to a Gutzwiller

mean-field procedure. In this case we found that a fixed
point iteration scheme only converges in the large-drive
intensity phase, but not in the low-drive-intensity one,
when the two are separated by a first order transition for
k0a ≲ 1. Therefore, we adopt a Newton method to deter-
mine b. The problem corresponds to finding the zero of
the function F̃ (b) = b−

(
WR(ω = 0)−WR

k=0(ω = 0)
)
⟨ς⟩

((C5)). In a Newton method, the update is bnew =

bold − J−1(bold)F̃ (bold), where J is the Jacobian of F̃ .
To compute the Jacobian, we use the Kubo formula
⟨ς⟩ = −χR(ω = 0)δb relating the steady-state aver-
age values and the perturbation δb (the minus sign re-
flect that of b in the Hamiltonian), leading to J =
1 +

(
WR(ω = 0)−WR

k=0(ω = 0)
)
χR(ω = 0) (note that

non-connected Green functions should be used instead of
connected, but for the retarded component in the steady
state these are the same).

Even with this improvement, we find that convergence
of DMFT slows down as the drive intensity decreases,
and below a certain intensity no solution is found. For
this reason we went beyond the fixed point scheme also
to determine the hybridization function W(ω). A simple
improvement is achieved by mixing the previous and new
guesses for W, indexed as m and m−1, in the fixed-point
iteration scheme:

W input, (m) = αWnew,(m) + (1− α)W input,(m-1)

where α ∈ [0, 1] is a mixing parameter. Unfortunately,
there are situations where this simple linear mixing ap-
proach fails even for small values of α. To exclude this
possibility we also implemented a Broyden’s method, as
described in [53], that estimates the gradient in an iter-
ative manner. This still depends on a parameter α, cor-
responding to the linear mixing parameter, while other
parameters are fixed as in [53].

In the present problem of the master equation (1) we
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FIG. S.2. DMFT error as a function of number of DMFT
iterations, starting close to the previously found solution at
k0 = 2 and Ω = 0.3,∆ = 0. Here dt = 0.1 and tmax = 200.

find that using a linear mixing scheme with a small α
a solution is found up to smaller drive intensities with
respect to a fixed-point iteration scheme. The Broyden’s
algorithm speeds up convergence, but at low enough drive
intensities and small enough k0a also with this method
no solution was found for our DMFT/NCA approach.
This is both due to the emergence of non-uniform steady-
states for some parameters (as discussed in the main text)
and to the NCA becoming inaccurate far from the limit
of independent atoms. An example of convergence in the
low-drive regime is shown in Fig. S.2, where the DMFT
error at the m-th iteration is defined as

e(m) =maxti,η,ζ(
∣∣[Wm(ti)]

ηζ − [Wm−1(ti)]
ηζ
∣∣)

+ maxη
(
bηm − bηm−1

) (D2)

where η, ζ are Keldysh-Nambu indices. Using Broyden’s
scheme and in the low-drive regime the error saturates to
a small (negligible) value, instead of decreasing monoton-
ically, due to finite numerical accuracy (mainly related to
finite timestep and momentum-integration errors). Also
Fig. S.2 shows that a small mixing parameter α is needed
for convergence in the linear mixing procedure, while a
larger one can be used with Broyden’s algorithm.

Appendix E: Exact limits of DMFT

Here we discuss two exact limits of DMFT in this con-
text. The first is the limit of independent atoms, in
which the impurity problem becomes equivalent to a sin-
gle site of the original lattice problem (the impurity ac-
tion (C1) reduces to a single-site action with b = 0 and
W = 1/N

∑
k Wk describing the local dissipation). We

note that in this limit the NCA solver used here exactly
reduces to a Lindblad master equation, introducing no
further approximations on the solution of the single-site
problem.

Also, DMFT becomes exact when the model reduces
to non-interacting bosons, such as in the limit of low
drive intensity and in absence of dissipationless modes
k0 > kmax

0 (as discussed in Appendix B). Referring to its
derivation in [42], we recally that DMFT solves a lattice
problem equivalent to Eq. (1), in which auxiliary bosonic
degrees of freedom are introduced decoupling the non-
local terms with a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation.

FIG. S.3. The local atomic Keldysh Green’s function defined
as in Fig. S.1 computed from a non-interacting theory for
Ω → 0 (dashed line) and in DMFT (solid), for k0a = π and
∆ = 0. This deviates from a Lorentzian shape for a single
atom due the dipolar interactions between the atoms.

The resulting boson-atom lattice problem action reads
SHS = S0 + Sϕϕ + Sϕσ, where S0 =

∑
r S0,r is the action

of decoupled atoms at position r, Sϕϕ is a free-bosons
action in terms of a Nambu vector of complex bosonic
fields ϕr

Sϕϕ =
1

2

∫ ∞

−∞
dtdt′

∑

rr′

ϕ†
r(t)τ3

[
W−1

]
rr′

(t− t′) τ3ϕr′ (t
′) ,

and Wrr′(t − t′) is the Fourier transform of (C6). Sϕσ

describes a local linear coupling term between bosons and
atoms (with spin Nambu fields ς defined as in (C1))

Sϕσ =
1

2

∑

r

∫ ∞

−∞
dtϕ†

r(t)τ3ςr(t) + hc

In the non-interacting limit, the atoms can be inte-
grated out with a gaussian integral. This results into a
self-energy for the auxiliary bosons which, importantly,
is local in space Πrr′ = Πlocδrr′ , as the atoms are only
coupled to each other through the auxiliary bosons. Sec-
ondly, one can show that the boson-atom lattice model,
being entirely quadratic, can be exactly mapped onto the
impurity model (C1) with a cavity construction where all
other sites are integrated out. Since these are the two as-
sumptions on which DMFT rests [60, 61] this approach
becomes exact in this non-interacting limit. In Fig. E we
show that the local Green’s functions computed within
DMFT at low drive intensities and for large enough k0a
agree with those computed from a non-interacting model.
In Fig. S.1 instead we showed that at smaller values
of k0a the two deviate as non-linear effects become im-
portant. We note though that the NCA used to solve
the impurity problem introduces a further approxima-
tion, which is justified close to the limit of independent
atoms where dipolar interactions are small enough. This
eventually limits our DMFT/NCA approach in the low-
drive-intensity and k0 < kmax

0 regime in which dipolar
interactions are strong and the atoms behave collectively.
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Appendix F: Linear stability equations

The homogeneous DMFT equation (C5) can be gen-
eralized to allow a momentum and frequency dependent
effective field, while keeping the effective bath homoge-
neous, allowing to study the linear stability of such per-
turbations.

The field must then satisfy the self-consistent con-
dition bk(ω) =

[
WR(ω)−WR

k (ω)
]
⟨ςk (ω)⟩ and, as-

suming a perturbation around a homogeneous value
bk(ω) = bδ(k)δ(ω)+ δbk(ω), the steady-state expectation
⟨ςk(ω)⟩ = ⟨ς⟩δ(k)δ(ω) + ⟨δςk(ω)⟩ can be obtained from
linear response ⟨δςk(ω)⟩ = −χR

k (ω)δbk(ω). Here “R” in-

dicates the retarded components of W, representing the
effective environment, χ is the local atomic Green’s func-
tion and Wk a matrix of the coherent and dissipative
couplings (4) and (5) defined in Eq. (C6). Then a finite
δbk(ω) can form if the following condition is satisfied:

det
{[

WR
k −WR(ω)

]−1 − χR(ω)
}
= 0. (F1)

A similar equation determines the linear stability of
a Gutzwiller mean-field theory by fixing W(ω) =
1/N

∑
k Wk.
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