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We explore the dissipative phase transition of the two-photon Dicke model, a topic that has
garnered significant attention recently. Our analysis reveals that while single-photon loss does
not stabilize the intrinsic instability in the model, the inclusion of two-photon loss restores stability,
leading to the emergence of superradiant states which coexist with the normal vacuum states. Using
a second-order cumulant expansion for the photons, we derive an analytical description of the system
in the thermodynamic limit which agrees well with the exact calculation results. Additionally, we
present the Wigner function for the system, shedding light on the breaking of the Z4-symmetry
inherent in the model. These findings offer valuable insights into stabilization mechanisms in open
quantum systems and pave the way for exploring complex nonlinear dynamics in two-photon Dicke
models.

Introduction – The Dicke model provides a paradig-
matic example of quantum light-matter interactions [1].
Its simplicity and capacity to encompass various col-
lective phenomena, such as superradiant phase transi-
tions [2–6], make the Dicke model a cornerstone in un-
derstanding light-matter interactions in the strong and
ultra-strong coupling regimes [7–10]. While the obser-
vation of the superradiant phase transition at equilib-
rium is hindered by renormalization terms [11–15], here
we focus on systems driven out of equilibrium. In this
driven-dissipative case, several theoretical studies have
predicted the emergence of phase transitions in the non-
equilibrium steady states (NESS) as a function of the
light-matter interaction strength [16–21]. Further, dis-
sipative phase transitions have been observed in a di-
verse range of experimental platforms, including ultra-
cold atoms in optical cavities [22–24], superconducting
circuits [25–28], trapped ions [29], nonlinear photonic
or polaritonic modes [30–32], and other solid-state sys-
tems [33]. In the thermodynamic (TD) limit, the phe-
nomenology of the Dicke model can be qualitatively un-
derstood with a semiclassical model, as both the NESS
and its dynamical features can be accurately described
by a mean-field (MF) approximation. Only around the
critical point do higher-order correlations play a signifi-
cant role [34–36].

The development of the quantum engineering toolbox
enables the realization of more complex light-matter in-
teraction Hamiltonians. An interesting example is given
by two-photon interactions, where the linear coupling
is suppressed, and light and matter interact exclusively
via the exchange of two excitation quanta. The im-
plementation of these two-photon interactions is within
reach of various platforms, such as trapped ions [37–
39], superconducting circuits [40–43], nanomechanical
resonators [44], mechanical modes coupled to spins [45],
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic diagram of an ensemble of identical
two-level quantum emitters, with frequency ωa, coupled to a
cavity with frequency ωc. The emitters are in resonance with
two cavity photons, i.e. ωa = 2ωc. The decay rates, κ1,(2),
represents one-(two) photon loss. Sketch of the phase space of
the cavity mode highlighting (b) the Z4-symmetry of the two-
photon Dicke model, vs (c) the Z2-symmetry of the standard
Dicke model.

and nonlinear photonic systems [46, 47]. Currently,
growing research efforts are dedicated to the analysis
of the mathematical [48–51] and phenomenological [52–
55] properties of two-photon interactions. Due to their
strongly non-classical character, they have already been
considered in various proposals for creating spin-squeezed
states [56], quantum state generation [57, 58], quantum
batteries [59, 60], the implementation of deterministic
CZ gates with propagating light [61] and cavity pho-
tons [62], cat-qubit stabilization [42] and critical quan-
tum sensing [63]. Although the two-photon Dicke model
has been shown to manifest a superradiant phase transi-
tion in the Hamiltonian case [64, 65], in the dissipative
case the complexity of the model has so far limited the
analysis to MF approaches [66–68].

In this work, we identify and analyze a dissipa-
tive phase transition in the two-photon quantum Dicke
model. We first show that, beyond some critical cou-
pling value, single-photon loss is insufficient to reach con-
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vergence, and the full quantum model is unstable. We
then demonstrate that the inclusion of two-photon dis-
sipation can fix the instability, and we identify a TD
scaling for which a new stable phase appears beyond
threshold. To explore the properties of these phases, we
employ a combination of analytical and numerical tech-
niques. Although MF predicts no stable solutions except
for the normal phase, a second-order cumulant expan-
sion [36, 69–71] reveals three potential phases: one cor-
responding to the normal phase and two associated with
superradiant states. While mesoscopic systems are found
to support two stable superradiant solutions, only one of
them remains stable in the TD limit. Numerical simula-
tions are performed using exact diagonalization (ED) for
small system sizes and quantum trajectory (QT) simula-
tions for larger systems, using QuTiP [72]. Our numerical
results show excellent agreement with the phase bound-
aries obtained via the second-order cumulant analyses.
These findings highlight the critical role of two-photon
dissipation in enabling the stabilization of the rich dy-
namics of the two-photon Dicke model in open quantum
systems.

The model – We consider an ensemble of two-level
quantum emitters coupled to a single-mode cavity, as de-
picted in Fig. 1(a). The dynamics can be described via
the following Hamiltonian (ℏ = 1)

H = ωca
†a+

ωa

2
Jz +

λ

N
Jx(a

†2 + a2) , (1)

where ωc and ωa are the resonance frequencies of the
cavity and the atom, respectively. λ is the atom-light
coupling strength, and N is the total number of spins,
also called the system size here. Jx,y,z are collective spin
operators that follow the usual commutation relation of
[Jx, Jy] = 2iJz. We note that 1/N used in this work al-
lows us to make the equations of motion N -independent,
which can then be solved in the TD limit (cf. the Sup-
plemental Material (SM) for more information).

As can be inferred from Eq. (1), the Hamiltonian has
a Z4 symmetry (cf. Fig. 1(b)) which is distinct from the
standard Dicke model with a Z2 symmetry, as pictorially
depicted in Fig. 1(c). In addition, the two-photon Dicke
Hamiltonian is invariant under the generalized parity op-

erator of Π = eiπ(a
†a/2+Jz). This operator has four eigen-

values ±1 and ±i, so the Hamiltonian can be divided into
four block-diagonal subspaces.

Moreover, [H,J2] = 0, with J2 = J2
x + J2

y + J2
z =

N(N+1), which means that the total spin is a conserved
quantity of the dynamics. There are only N + 1 such
states, since the spin ranges from -N to N , so the size of
the spin Hilbert space scales linearly with the system size.
As detailed in the SM, the Heisenberg equations of mo-
tion for the photon or spin operators are N -independent
via the following scaling

Jx,y,z → Jx,y,z
N

, a→ a√
N
. (2)
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FIG. 2. Instability of the open two-photon Dicke model with
one-photon loss, only. The steady-state of the (a) average
photons in the cavity and (b) the average collective spin, ob-
tained from the analytic model. The solid (dashed) lines in
each panel show the stable (unstable) solutions. (c) and (d)
show the results of the full quantum mechanical calculations
for N = 4 with various Fock state truncation numbers of
M = 60, 80, 100. (e), (f), and (g) correspond to the photon
probability distribution P(n) at the fixed coupling constants
of λ = 1.25 and various truncation numbers of M = 60, 80,
and 100, respectively. The non-vanishing occupation of higher
number of states signals the instability of the model. In all
cases, ωa = ωc = 1 and κ1 = 0.4, and the green vertical
dashed lines in panels (a)-(d) indicate the onset of the phase
transition predicted by the analytical model.

When the dynamics of the open quantum system are
Markovian, the evolution of the density operator, ρ, is
determined by the following Lindblad master equation

ρ̇ = −i[H, ρ] +
∑
n

D[Ln]ρ , (3)

where the dissipation related to the jump operator Ln is
read as

D[Ln]ρ = LnρL
†
n − 1

2
(L†

nLnρ+ ρL†
nLn) . (4)

In this work, we include the loss mechanisms which cor-
respond to photons leaking out of the cavity with

L1 =
√
κ1a , L2 =

√
κ2
N
a2 , (5)

where κ1(2) corresponds to the one (two)-photon loss rate
and again the factor of N is chosen to obtain N indepen-
dent MF equations in the TD limit. Since these jump
operators do not commute with the generalized parity,
Π, this Z4 symmetry becomes a weak symmetry of the



3

dynamics [73]. On the other hand, the total spin J2 is
still a good quantum number since the jumps are limited
to only operators which affect the photons, rendering it
a strong symmetry of the dynamics.

Dissipative phase transition – We start our analysis
by considering only single-photon lossκ2 = 0 in Eq. (3).
Figs. 2(a) and (b), we show the NESS solution obtained
by solving the equation of motion using MF theory. See
the SM for details on how these equations and their solu-
tions are obtained. We see that below a critical value of
λ = λc (the vertical green dashed line in Figs. 2(a)–(d))
the normal phase is the only solution to the equations
and it is stable. Above this value, the MF equations ad-
mit a superradiant solution (black, blue, and red dashed
lines in Figs. 2(a) and (b)) but it is unstable and the
normal state continues to be the only stable solution.

We compare this result with what is obtained via ED
for N = 4 in Fig. 2(c) and (d). We see that above λc, the
system finds a state with a finite population of the cavity
mode; however, as the number of Fock states included in
the exact simulation is increased, the system continues
to populate higher and higher states without converging,
implying that the dynamics is not stable. We see this
non-convergence more clearly in Figs. 2(e)–(g) where we
show the diagonal elements of the photon density ma-
trix, P (n), corresponding to the occupation probability
of the nth Fock state, for three different Fock space trun-
cation numbersM . This inability to reach a finite steady
state is due to the fact that the included single-photon
loss mechanism is unable to overcome the effective fre-
quency renormalization due to two-photon couplings in
the Hamiltonian [37, 48].

To counterbalance the effective pumping, we add a
two-photon loss L2 to the Liouvillian dynamics in Eq. (3).
Figure 3(a)–(c) presents the occupation probability of the
number states for N = 5 for different values of the cou-
pling λ, calculated via ED. Unlike the case of one-photon
loss, here the occupation probability shows a clear con-
vergence, i.e., there is no notable occupation of the higher
Fock states. While for the weakly-interacting case at
λ = 0.62, the vacuum is the prominently occupied state
(cf. Fig. 3(a)), for stronger coupling at λ = 0.79 an ad-
ditional side lobe appears, which evolves into a bimodal
feature at the very strong coupling limit at λ = 1.1 (cf.
Fig. 3(c)).

To study the scaling with system size and the emer-
gence of any phase transition in the TD limit, we require
the ability to find the NESS of larger systems. However,
due to the unfavorable scaling of the size of the Liouvil-
lian as ((N +1)×M)2, ED is not applicable. Instead, as
detailed in the SM, we use a stochastic QT approach to
calculate the density matrix. Figure 3(d)–(f) shows the
occupation probability of the number states for N = 15
at λ = 0.62, 0.79, and 1.1, respectively. For all three
cases, the convergence and stability of the model are ev-
ident from the negligible population of the higher Fock
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FIG. 3. The stabilized open two-photon Dicke model with
both one- and two-photon losses. (a), (b), and (c) show the
occupation probability of the Fock state for small system size
N = 5 spins at λ = 0.62, 0.79, and 1.1 respectively. The
light blue curve in (d) and (c) is the Gaussian fit used to
extract the average values plotted in (g). (d), (e), and (f)
shows the number state occupation probability for a larger
system at N = 15 for the same coupling strength. The dark
blue curve in (e) and (f) show the Gaussian fit to extract
the average photons depicted in (g). (g) The solid (dashed)
black lines show the stable (unstable) phases obtained from
the analytical model. Different blue lines correspond to the
average photon numbers for different system sizes extracted
from the P(n) distributions depicted in (a)–(f). The inset
shows the zoomed in region close to the phase transition point.

states, which does not depend on the truncation number
M . Similar to the N = 5 case, in weak coupling n = 0 is
almost the only occupied state. An additional side lobe
appears for moderate coupling, similar to the N = 5 case
in Fig. 3(e). However, unlike at small system sizes, for
very strong coupling, as depicted in Fig. 3(f), the Fock
state distribution does not show the bimodal behavior.
These exact results are indicative of both the stabiliza-
tion of the model and the emergence of new solutions in
addition to the normal phase.
To better understand these results, we employ a

second-order cumulant approximation to describe the dy-
namics of the averaged spin and photon quantities de-
fined in Eq. (2) (see the SM for more information). The
black lines in Fig. 3(g) show the NESS of the average
number of photons in the cavity vs. the coupling strength,
calculated from the analytical model. The solid and
dashed-dotted lines delineate the stable and unstable so-
lutions, determined via Bogoliubov analysis. While the
normal state is always stable, in contrast to the case of
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one-photon loss, there is a critical coupling strength be-
yond which two superradiant solutions exist, of which
only one of them is stable.

To compare the results of this analytical model with
the exact calculations of finite systems, we overlay the
average photon numbers of N = 5, 13, and 15, calcu-
lated via ED or QT, in cyan, light blue, and dark blue,
respectively. The vertical solid lines delimit the coupling
strengths at which the Fock state occupations are de-
picted in Figs. 3(a)–(f). The values of the superradiant
solutions were obtained by using Gaussian fits to the cor-
responding Fock state distributions. The solid lines in
Figs. 3(a)–(f) show these Gaussian fits where the mean
value of the fit corresponds to the average photon number
for a particular value of λ and gives the dots in Fig. 3(g).

As can be seen, the analytical model describes the ex-
act simulation results very well. It is also worthwhile
to point out that the small discrepancy in the onset of
transition for larger system sizes is a computational lim-
itation. Since the probability of settling at the normal
state is much higher in the vicinity of the phase-transition
point, finding the superradiant solution requires many
more quantum trajectories. In Fig. 7 of the SM, we show
how by maximally randomizing the trajectories at t = 0
and increasing the number of trajectories, the agreement
between the onset of the phase transition, in the ana-
lytical model and the numerical simulations, can be im-
proved.

Wigner function – To shed light on the type of phase
transition and the symmetry properties of the solutions,
in Fig. 4 we plot the Wigner distribution of the reduced
photonic density matrix at various coupling strengths,
λ, for two different system sizes N . Panels (a)–(f)
present the Wigner functions corresponding to the cases
in Fig. 3(a)–(f). At small λ before the phase transition,
only the normal state exists and therefore there is no
macroscopic occupation of the cavity. This can be clearly
seen in Fig. 4(a) and (d) for N = 5 and N = 15, respec-
tively, where the Wigner function is very close to the
vacuum. Figure 4(b) and (e) show the Wigner function
of the cavity photons at λ = 0.79, highlighted by the
vertical red line in Fig. 3(g), where in addition to the
vacuum mode at the center there are four side lobes, cor-
responding to the other stable branches, both in small
and large systems. The emergence of the four lobes in
the superradiant phase shows the Z4 symmetry of the
Liouvillian. Furthermore, from the numerical evidence
we have, it appears that the superradiant lobe is disjoint
from the central vacuum state and coexists with it when
it appears, this is behavior typical of a first order phase
transition. Finally, at a strong coupling value of λ = 1.1,
corresponding to the vertical red line in Fig. 3(g), the
Wigner functions of N = 5 and N = 15 are shown in
Fig. 4(c) and (f), respectively. For the large system, the
Wigner function resembles the distribution of the weaker
coupling in panel (e), i.e. only the vacuum and the four

side lobes are present. This agrees well with the fact
that the normal state and the superradiant state are two
stable TD phases. However, for smaller system sizes, the
Wigner function depicted in Fig. 4(c) has four additional,
smaller, side lobes which correspond to the other super-
radiant state, only stable for finite-size systems. In all
cases independent of system size and coupling strength,
the numerically obtained Wigner function preserves the
Z4-symmetry; this is as expected for finite sized system,
in the N → ∞ limit these states become completely sepa-
rated and so the symmetry can be spontaneously broken.

FIG. 4. The photonic Wigner functions distribution of the
stabilized two-photon Dicke model. Each panel here corre-
sponds to panels with the same name in Fig. 3. The col-
ormap in panel (e) is saturated to highlight the side lobes
corresponding to the superradiant solution.

Conclusion – Here we presented exact solutions of
a driven-dissipative two-photon Dicke model. Through
detailed analyses, we showed that the inherent insta-
bility of the Hamiltonian cannot be stabilized via one-
photon cavity loss, but adding even a small amount of
the two-photon loss can stabilize the model for all sys-
tem sizes. Further, through the second-order cumulant
approximations, we derived an analytical model that de-
scribes the thermodynamic phases of the system as well
as the finite-size system effects. Finally, calculations of
the Wigner function highlighted the emergence of super-
radiant phases beyond the critical coupling and high-
lighted how the Z4-symmetry of the model can be seen.
For future work, we propose more detailed studies to de-
scribe the nature of the phase transition and calculate
its critical properties. In addition, one can study the
robustness of different phases to spin decay and dephas-
ing [18, 51, 74–79]. Beyond the fundamental interest,
these unconventional properties might find direct appli-
cation in critical quantum sensing [80, 81] and in the
encoding of cat qubits [82].
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J. Hörsch, A. Van Deursen, S. Whalen, S. Krämer,
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EQUATION OF MOTION FOR ONE-PHOTON
LOSS

For the two-photon Dicke model subject to the one-
photon loss, the Heisenberg equations of motion for the
cavity field and collective spin operators have the follow-
ing form

⟨ȧ2⟩ = − (κ1 + 2iωc) ⟨a2⟩ −
4iλ

N
⟨Jxn⟩ , (1)

⟨ ˙a†2⟩ = − (κ1 − 2iωc) ⟨a†
2

⟩+ 4iλ

N
⟨Jxn⟩ , (2)

⟨ṅ⟩ = −κ1⟨n⟩+
2iλ

N

(
⟨Jxa2⟩ − ⟨Jxa†

2

⟩
)
, (3)

⟨J̇x⟩ = −2ωa

N
⟨Jy⟩ , (4)

⟨J̇y⟩ =
2ωa

N
⟨Jx⟩ −

2λ

N

(
⟨Jza2⟩+ ⟨Jza†

2

⟩
)
, (5)

⟨J̇z⟩ =
2λ

N

(
⟨Jya2⟩+ ⟨Jya†

2

⟩
)
, (6)

where n = a†a is the photon number operator.

Throughout this work, we used the MF approximation
to separate spin-photon correlations as

⟨ÔspinÔphoton⟩ = ⟨Ôspin⟩⟨Ôphoton⟩ . (7)

As mentioned in the main text, one can arrive at a set of
N -independent equations through the scaling introduced
in Eq. (2). The scaled and spin-photon separated equa-
tions in the TD limit read as

∂t ⟨X⟩ = −κ1 ⟨X⟩ − 2iωc ⟨Y ⟩ , (8)

∂t ⟨Y ⟩ = −κ1 ⟨Y ⟩ − 2iωc ⟨X⟩ − i8λ ⟨Jx⟩ ⟨n⟩ , (9)

∂t ⟨n⟩ = −κ1 ⟨n⟩+ i2λ ⟨Jx⟩ ⟨Y ⟩ , (10)

∂t ⟨Jx⟩ = −2ωa ⟨Jy⟩ , (11)

∂t ⟨Jy⟩ = 2ωa ⟨Jx⟩ − 2λ ⟨Jz⟩ ⟨X⟩ , (12)

∂t ⟨Jz⟩ = 2λ ⟨Jy⟩ ⟨X⟩ , (13)

where X = a2 + a†
2

and Y = a2 − a†
2

.

By solving for a steady state (ss), two different phases
can be identified, where the phase transition occurs at
the critical coupling λc as

λc =
1

4

√
κ2 + 4ω2

c . (14)

1) The normal phase for λ ≤ λc, where all spins are in
the ground state and there is no macroscopic occupation
of the cavity. ⟨X⟩ss = ⟨Y ⟩ss = ⟨n⟩ss = ⟨Jx⟩ss = ⟨Jy⟩ss =
0 and ⟨Jz⟩ss = −1.

2) The superradiant phase for λ ≥ λc, where the spins
are polarized, and there is a non-zero cavity occupation.
⟨X⟩ss = ⟨Y ⟩ss = ⟨n⟩ss = ⟨Jx⟩ss = ⟨Jz⟩ss ̸= 0 and
⟨Jy⟩ss = 0.

Since there is no spin-related jump operators, the total
spin is a conserved quantity, i.e. the strong symmetry, as

⟨Jx⟩2ss + ⟨Jy⟩2ss + ⟨Jz⟩2ss = 1 (15)
After the PT, Jy = 0, therefore

⟨Jx⟩2ss + ⟨Jz⟩2ss = 1 . (16)

The explicit solutions for the SP read as follows

⟨Jx⟩ss = ±λc
λ
, (17)

⟨Jy⟩ss = 0 , (18)

⟨Jz⟩ss = −
√
1− λ2c

λ2
, (19)

⟨n⟩ss = −ωa

ωc

⟨Jx⟩2ss
⟨Jz⟩ss

, (20)

⟨X⟩ss =
ωa

λ

⟨Jx⟩ss
⟨Jz⟩ss

, (21)

⟨Y ⟩ss = − κ1
2iωc

⟨X⟩ss , (22)

Linear Stability Analysis

To check the stability of the steady-state solutions
obtained in the previous section, we perform a linear sta-
bility analysis.
Let η(t) = x(t)−x∗ be a small perturbation around x∗,

a fixed point of the EoM. Inserting this ansatz back into
the scaled EoM and linearizing them around the fixed
point by retaining only linear terms in perturbation, i.e.
O(η) we arrive at

η̇(t) = B(x∗)η . (23)

where B(x∗), aka the Bogoliubov matrix, is formally the
small perturbation matrix around the fixed point x∗. If
the spectrum of this matrix is always within the left-half
of the complex plane, then the solution is stable, and
otherwise it is unstable.
For the normal state, the Bogoliubov matrix B is read

as

B =


−κ1 −2iωc 0 0 0 0
−2iωc −κ1 0 0 0 0

0 0 −κ1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −2ωa 0
2λ 0 0 2ωa 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0

 (24)

with the following eigenvalues

−κ1 ± 2iωc,−κ1,±2iωa, 0 . (25)

which implies that the normal state is always stable.
For the superradiant state the stability matrix reads

as
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B =


−κ1 −2iωc 0 0 0 0
−2iωc −κ1 −8iλ⟨Jx⟩ss −8iλ⟨n⟩ss 0 0

0 2iλ⟨Jx⟩ss −κ1 2iλ⟨Y ⟩ss 0 0
0 0 0 0 −2ωa 0

−2λ⟨Jz⟩ss 0 0 2ωa 0 −2λ⟨X⟩ss
2λ⟨Jy⟩ss 0 0 0 2λ⟨X⟩ss 0

 (26)

λ/ω� λ/ω�

0.1 0.10.7 1.25 0.7 1.25

Re
{E

ig
en

va
lu

es
} (a) (b)5

0

2

FIG. 5. Real part of the Bougolibov matrix spectrum for the
(a) normal state, showing stable solution for all values of λ,
and (b) superradiant state showing unstable solution as some
real parts of the eigenvalues are greater than zero, indicated
by the shaded gray region. The hashed regions in (b) for
λ ≤ 0.51 delimit the absence of the state solution in that
coupling range.

The eigenvalues for the superradiant phase can be nu-
merically determined for different steady-state values. As
shown in Fig. 5 there are always eigenvalues with positive
real parts, which signal the instability, as highlighted by
the gray region in panel (b).

EQUATIONS OF MOTION FOR ONE- AND
TWO-PHOTON LOSSES

The inclusion of the two-photon loss modifies the
equations of motion as follows

∂t⟨a⟩ = −
(κ1
2

+ iωc

)
⟨a⟩ − 2i

λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨a†⟩ −

κ2
N

⟨a†a2⟩ , (27)

∂t⟨a†⟩ = −
(κ1
2

− iωc

)
⟨a†⟩+ 2i

λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨a⟩ −

κ2
N

⟨aa†2⟩ , (28)

∂t⟨a2⟩ = − (κ1 + 2iωc) ⟨a2⟩ − 4i
λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨n⟩ − 2

κ2
N

(⟨a2⟩+ 2⟨a†a3⟩) , (29)

∂t⟨a†2⟩ = − (κ1 − 2iωc) ⟨a†2⟩+ 4i
λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨n⟩ − 2

κ2
N

(⟨a†2⟩+ 2⟨aa†3⟩) , (30)

∂t⟨n⟩ = −κ1n+ 2i
λ

N
⟨Jx⟩(⟨a2⟩ − ⟨a†2⟩)− κ2

N
⟨a†

2

a2⟩ , (31)

∂t⟨Jx⟩ = −2ωa⟨Jy⟩ , (32)

∂t⟨Jy⟩ = 2ωa⟨Jx⟩ − 2
λ

N
⟨Jz⟩(⟨a2⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩) , (33)

∂t⟨Jz⟩ = 2
λ

N
⟨Jy⟩(⟨a2⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩) . (34)

Unlike the one-photon loss case where photon correla-
tors appear to the quadratic order at most, here one gets
higher-order photon correlations. We employ the second-

order cumulant approximation to express these higher-
order correlations in terms of the first- and second-order
ones and obtain the following equations
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∂t⟨a⟩ = −
(κ1
2

+ iωc

)
⟨a⟩ − 2i

λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨a†⟩ −

κ2
N

(2⟨n⟩⟨a⟩+ ⟨a2⟩⟨a†⟩ − 2⟨a⟩2⟨a†⟩) , (35)

∂t⟨a†⟩ = −
(κ1
2

− iωc

)
⟨a†⟩+ 2i

λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨a⟩ −

κ2
N

(2⟨n⟩⟨a†⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩⟨a⟩ − 2⟨a†⟩2⟨a⟩) , (36)

∂t⟨a2⟩ = −(κ1 + 2iωc)⟨a2⟩ − 4i
λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨n⟩ − 2

κ2
N

(3⟨n⟩⟨a2⟩ − 2⟨a†⟩⟨a⟩3) , (37)

∂t⟨a†2⟩ = −(κ1 − 2iωc)⟨a†2⟩+ 4i
λ

N
⟨Jx⟩⟨n⟩ − 2

κ2
N

(3⟨n⟩⟨a†2⟩ − 2⟨a⟩⟨a†⟩3) , (38)

∂t⟨n⟩ = −κ1n+ 2i
λ

N
⟨Jx⟩(⟨a2⟩ − ⟨a†2⟩)− κ2

N
(4⟨n⟩2 − 4⟨a†⟩2⟨a⟩2 + 2⟨a†2⟩⟨a2⟩) , (39)

∂t⟨Jx⟩ = −2ωa⟨Jy⟩ , (40)

∂t⟨Jy⟩ = 2ωa⟨Jx⟩ − 2
λ

N
⟨Jz⟩(⟨a2⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩) , (41)

∂t⟨Jz⟩ = 2
λ

N
⟨Jy⟩(⟨a2⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩) . (42)

After appropriately scaling the operators as in Eq. (2) we arrive at the following equations in the TD limit

∂t⟨a⟩ = −
(κ1
2

+ iωc

)
⟨a⟩ − 2iλ⟨Jx⟩⟨a†⟩ − κ2(2⟨n⟩⟨a⟩+ ⟨a2⟩⟨a†⟩ − 2⟨a⟩2⟨a†⟩) , (43)

∂t⟨a†⟩ = −
(κ1
2

− iωc

)
⟨a†⟩+ 2iλ⟨Jx⟩⟨a⟩ − κ2(2⟨n⟩⟨a†⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩⟨a⟩ − 2⟨a†⟩2⟨a⟩) , (44)

∂t⟨a2⟩ = − (κ1 + 2iωc) ⟨a2⟩ − 4iλ⟨Jx⟩⟨n⟩ − 2κ2(3⟨n⟩⟨a2⟩ − 2⟨a†⟩⟨a⟩3) , (45)

∂t⟨a†2⟩ = − (κ1 − 2iωc) ⟨a†2⟩+ 4iλ⟨Jx⟩⟨n⟩ − 2κ2(3⟨n⟩⟨a†2⟩ − 2⟨a⟩⟨a†⟩3) , (46)

∂t⟨n⟩ = 2iλ⟨Jx⟩(⟨a2⟩ − ⟨a†2⟩)− κ1⟨n⟩ − κ2(4⟨n⟩2 − 4⟨a†⟩2⟨a⟩2 + 2⟨a†2⟩⟨a2⟩) , (47)

∂t⟨Jx⟩ = −2ωa⟨Jy⟩ , (48)

∂t⟨Jy⟩ = 2ωa⟨Jx⟩ − 2λ⟨Jz⟩(⟨a2⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩) , (49)

∂t⟨Jz⟩ = 2λ⟨Jy⟩(⟨a2⟩+ ⟨a†2⟩) . (50)

These equations can be solved analytically to determine
the steady states and identify various normal and super-
radiant states, as discussed for the one-photon loss in the
previous section.

Linear stability analysis

Following the procedure detailed for the one-photon
case, we obtain the Bogoliubov matrix as

B =



−
(
κ1

2 + iωc

)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 −
(
κ1

2 − iωc

)
0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 −(κ1 + 2iωc) 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 −(κ1 − 2iωc) 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 −κ1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 −2ωa 0
0 0 2λ 2λ 0 2ωa 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0


. (51)

This has the same form as for the one-photon loss, and hence the stability of the normal state is guaranteed by
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its spectrum in the left half of the complex plane, for all values of λ, as can be seen in Fig. 6(a).
For the superradiant states, however, we have

B =



−(κ1

2 + iωc)− 2κ2⟨n⟩ss + 4κ2⟨a⟩ss⟨a†⟩ss −2iλ⟨Jx⟩ss − κ2⟨a2⟩ss + 2κ2⟨a⟩2ss −κ2⟨a†⟩ss 0 −2κ2⟨a⟩ss −2iλ⟨a†⟩ss 0 0
2iλ⟨Jx⟩ss − κ2⟨a†2⟩ss + 2κ2⟨a†⟩2ss −(κ1

2 − iωc)− 2κ2⟨n⟩ss + 4κ2⟨a†⟩ss⟨a⟩ss 0 −κ2⟨a⟩ss −2κ2⟨a†⟩ss 2iλ⟨a⟩ss 0 0
12κ2⟨a†⟩⟨a⟩2ss 4κ2⟨a⟩3ss −(κ1 + 2iωc)− 6κ2⟨n⟩ss 0 −4iλ⟨Jx⟩ss − 6κ2⟨a2⟩ss −4iλ⟨n⟩ss 0 0
4κ2⟨a†⟩3ss 12κ2⟨a⟩⟨a†⟩2ss 0 −(κ1 − 2iωc)− 6κ2⟨n⟩ss 4iλ⟨Jx⟩ss − 6κ2⟨a†2⟩ss 4iλ⟨n⟩ss 0 0

8κ2⟨a⟩ss⟨a†⟩2ss 8κ2⟨a†⟩ss⟨a⟩2ss 2iλ⟨Jx⟩ss − 2κ2⟨a†2⟩ss −2iλ⟨Jx⟩ss − 2κ2⟨a2⟩ss −κ1 − 8κ2⟨n⟩ss 2iλ(⟨a2⟩ss − ⟨a†2⟩ss) 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 −2ωa 0
0 0 −2λ⟨Jz⟩ss −2λ⟨Jz⟩ss 0 2ωa 0 −2λ(⟨a2⟩ss + ⟨a†2⟩ss)
0 0 2λ⟨Jy⟩ss 2λ⟨Jy⟩ss 0 0 2λ(⟨a2⟩ss + ⟨a†2⟩ss) 0


.

(52)
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FIG. 6. Real part of the Bougolibov matrix spectrum vs.
λ, for the (a) normal state, showing the stablility of the so-
lution for all interaction strengths, (b) larger superradiant
state showing stability of the solution as all real parts of the
eigenvalues are less than or equal to zero, and (c) smaller
superradiant state which is unstable due to positive values
highlighted by the gray shaded region. The hashed regions in
(b) for λ ≤ 0.645 and in (c) for λ ≤ 0.82 delimit the absence
of the solution in that coupling range.

For the two superradiant states obtained from the nu-
merical solution of the equations of motion, we find that
the upper branch in Fig. 3(g) is stable for all values of
λ, while the second branch is unstable always due to the
existence of eigenvalues in the right half-plane, as illus-
trated in Fig. 6(b) and (c), respectively.

QUANTUM TRAJECTORY

As mentioned in the main text, for larger N , obtain-
ing the full solution by ED is not feasible, so we used the
stochastic QT approach instead. To randomize enough
the state vector at t = 0 to capture subtle features es-
pecially close to the phase transition point, we randomly
draw a state from a density matrix at infinite temper-
ature, i.e., all possible states have equal probability of
being selected.

If |ψi⟩ is the ith trajectory, one can determine the den-
sity matrix ρ̂ as

ρ̂ =

NT∑
i

|ψi⟩ ⟨ψi|
NT

, (53)

where NT is the number of trajectories.

To calculate photonic properties such as the probabil-
ity of Fock state occupation as well as the Wigner func-
tion, we calculated the reduced photonic density matrix

as ρ̂ph = Trs(ρ̂), where Trs represents the partial trace
operator over all spin degrees of freedom.

The convergence of the results was confirmed by not
having any change after increasing the simulation time
and the number of trajectories NT . Figure 7 shows the
variation of the average photon number vs. λ for N = 15
when the number of trajectories increased from 500 to
3000, denoted by the light blue and dark blue curves,
respectively. The analytical results are shown in black
to highlight the good agreement between QT and the
analytic results as the number of trajectories increases.
We attribute the remained discrepancy between the dark
blue and black lines close to the phase transition to com-
putational limitations.

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
/ c

0

5

10

a
a

/N

N = 15
N = 15 - improved
MF

FIG. 7. Convergence of the quantum trajectory approach for
N = 15 for NT = 500 (light blue) and NT = 3000 (dark
blue). The solid black line shows the analytic results in the
thermodynamic limit for comparison.

SYMMETRY OF THE TWO-PHOTON LOSS
ONLY

If in Eq. (3), only L2, i.e. a two-photon loss mech-
anism exists, the photon exchanges always happen in
pairs. Therefore, the even and odd number states cannot
get coupled to each other throughout the dynamics. It
means that the Liouvillian superoperator has a degener-
ate kernel, and hence there are two distinct NESSes with
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even-only and odd-only Fock states.

FIG. 8. (a) The first 8 eigenvalues of the Liouvillian for ωa =
ωc = 1, N = 4, M = 50, κ1 = 0, κ2 = 0.05 for λ = 0.85. The
Fock state population P(n) of the steady-state solution when
the system was initialized at (b) |15⟩ and (c) |10⟩.

Figure 8(a) shows the zoomed-in part of the Liouvillian
spectrum close to the origin, for N = 4 and at λ = 0.85.
As can be seen, there are two zero eigenvalues, i.e. a
rank-2 kernel. Figure 8(b) and (c) show the Fock state
distribution of the NESS in two cases when the system
is initialized in |15⟩ and |10⟩, respectively.


	Dissipative Phase Transition in the Two-Photon Dicke Model
	Abstract
	Acknowledgment
	References
	Equation of motion for one-photon loss
	Linear Stability Analysis

	Equations of motion for one- and two-photon losses
	Linear stability analysis

	Quantum trajectory
	Symmetry of the two-photon loss only


