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How environments affect dynamics of quantum systems remains a central question in understand-
ing transitions between quantum and classical phenomena and optimizing quantum technologies. A
paradigm model to address the above question is the generalized Jaynes–Cummings model, in which
a two-level particle is coupled to its environment modeled by a continuum boson modes. Previous
analytic solution shows that, starting from the initial state that the particle is in its excited state
and the boson modes in their vacuum state, the time evolution of the probability that the particle
occupies the excited state exhibits a dynamic transition as the system-environment coupling varies;
when the coupling is weak, the probability decays to zero monotonically, while a finite weight of the
particle is localized in the excited state when the coupling is sufficiently strong. Here, we study the
dynamic transition for the case that N particles are initially excited with the boson modes in their
vacuum state. In particular, we access the effects of an all to all Ising type interaction we introduce
between the particles. Our calculation is carried out by the non-perturbative time-dependent numer-
ical renormalization group method. We find that the critical coupling for the transition decreases
with N , and is suppressed (enlarged) by the anti-ferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) Ising interaction.
Our results enrich understanding on environmental effects on interacting quantum systems.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum dynamics lies at the center of the research of
quantum science; compared with classical dynamics, its
peculiarity offers novel prospective applications in quan-
tum technologies [1–4]. However, since experiments in-
evitably subject quantum systems to environments, it is
crucial to investigate environmental effects on dynamic
processes such as decoherence, dissipation, and entan-
glement [5–10], which often constrain the robustness of
intended quantum operations.

A prototype model addressing the problem of decoher-
ence due to a dissipative environment is the spin-boson
model [11, 12], whose Hamiltonian is usually given by
HSB = ∆σx/2 + σz

∑
ν λν(aν + a†ν) +

∑
ν ωνa

†
νaν . This

model derives from the familiar problem of a single par-
ticle tunneling between the two minima in a double well
potential [13, 14]. The eigenstates of σz, |↑⟩ and |↓⟩, cor-
respond to the left and right minimum of the potential
respectively. The off-diagonal term ∼ ∆σx brings about
the oscillation between the two eigenstates, equivalent
to the particle tunneling between the two minima. The
dissipative environment is modeled by the boson modes
whose creation (annihilation) operators are a†ν (aν). The
coupling between the spin and the bosons indicates that
the environment constantly “monitors” the state (posi-
tion) of the spin (particle). Thus it is anticipated if such a
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monitoring is strong enough, the environment collapses
the spin state into either |↑⟩ or |↓⟩, and wipes out the
quantum coherence.

Actually it has been shown in Ref. [11] that the en-
vironmental effects on the spin dynamics are encapsu-
lated in the spectral function J(ω) of the bosons; at
zero temperature, for ∆ → 0, the spin dynamics is lo-
calized in the eigenstates of σz for sub-Ohmic J(ω), and
undergoes a damped oscillation for super-Ohmic J(ω),
and transits from a damped oscillation to an incoher-
ent relaxation and to localization for Ohmic J(ω) with
increasing magnitude. Furthermore, for finite ∆, numeri-
cal renormalization group calculations observed coherent
dynamics even for sub-Ohmic J(ω) [15, 16], and the nu-
merically exact time-evolving matrix product operator
method identified a new phase characterized by an ape-
riodic behavior for strong coupling [17]. The spin-boson
model not only sheds light on the fundamental question
of how quantum phenomena transit to classical behavior
[18, 19], but also provides a base to study topics ranging
from electron transport to quantum information [20–25].

However, it is known that different specific coupling
forms between systems and environments can lead to
drastically different behaviors in system dynamics [18,
26]. Other than the spin-boson model, another widely
studied model is the Jaynes–Cummings model general-
ized to a continuum boson modes. The two models are
related in the sense that the Hamiltonian of the latter
is σyHSBσy with only the system-environment coupling
terms ∼ σ+aν and σ−a†ν retained. It can be shown an-
alytically that if initially the particle is in its excited

ar
X

iv
:2

41
2.

20
64

8v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.q

ua
nt

-g
as

] 
 3

0 
D

ec
 2

02
4

mailto:huazhenyu2000@gmail.com


2

state and the bosons are in their vacuum state, the time
evolution of the probability that the particle continues
occupying the excited state exhibits a dynamic tran-
sition [27, 28]: when the system-environment coupling
is weak, the probability decays to zero monotonically;
when the coupling is strong, a finite weight of the par-
ticle is localized in the excited state. The generalized
Jaynes–Cummings model has been employed to explain
stability of certain molecule states [27, 29, 30], and to
explore non-Markovian behavior for a particle embedded
in a boson bath [31–33]. However, our knowledge of the
model system when applied to multiple particles with in-
teraction included is rather limited.

In this work, we study the dynamic transition of the
generalized Jaynes–Cummings model applied to multi-
ple particles and a continuum boson bath; we access the
effects of an all to all Ising type inter-particle interac-
tion on the transition [see Eq. (1)]. Recently, this in-
teraction is of particular interest partly due to its ap-
plication in realizing the CNOT gate in quantum com-
putation [34]. Our results are calculated by the non-
perturbative time-dependent numerical renormalization
group (TD-NRG) method [35]. Our numerical calcula-
tion agrees well with the benchmark provided by the an-
alytic result for a single particle [27, 28]. In the case of
the number of particles N ≥ 2, we find that even in the
absence of the inter-particle interaction, the critical value
of the system-environment coupling required for the tran-
sition decreases with larger N . Moreover, we find that
the anti-ferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) Ising interaction
suppresses (enlarges) the critical coupling value. Our re-
sults enrich the understanding of environmental effects
on systems with intra-interactions.

II. MODEL

We consider N identical two-level particles coupled to
a continuum of boson modes. The energy difference Ea

between the two internal levels of each particle |e⟩ and |g⟩
is close to the boson mode frequencies {ων}. We take ℏ =
1 throughout. We denote ωl and ωc as the lower bound
and the upper bound cut-off of {ων}. It is convenient
for us to choose ωl as the zero point for energyies. We
consider an all to all Ising type interaction between the
particles. This interaction can help to realize the CNOT
gate in quantum computation [34]. The Hamiltonian of
the combined system is given by

H̃ =

N∑
j=1

[∆
2
σz
j +

∑
ν

λν(σ
−
j a

†
ν + σ+

j aν)
]
+
∑
ν

ω̃νa
†
νaν

+ g
∑
j<k

σz
jσ

z
k, (1)

where ∆ ≡ Ea − ωl and ω̃ν ≡ ων − ωl, and σz
j =

(|ej⟩⟨ej | − |gj⟩⟨gj |)/2, σ+
j = |ej⟩⟨gj | and σ−

j = |gj⟩⟨ej |,
and a†ν(aν) are creation (annihilation) operators of the

boson modes with frequency ων , λν are the couplings
between the particles and the boson modes, and g is
the interatomic interaction coupling. The Hamiltonian,
Eq. (1), is a generalization of the Jaynes–Cummings
model model to multiple particles and boson modes, plus
the interatomic interaction introduced. We take the bo-
son modes as a bath.

As in the case for the renowned spin-boson model, the
effects of the boson bath on the particle dynamics take
place via the spectral distribution [11, 12]

J(ω) = π
∑
ν

λ2νδ(ω − ω̃ν); (2)

this can be clearly seen if one integrates out the boson
bath in the path integral formalism. We consider the
continuum limit such that J(ω) is a smooth function. To
be specific, we assume the spectral distribution having
the form

J(ω) =

{
2πα(ωc − ωl)

1−sωs, for 0 < ω < ωc − ωl;

0, otherwise.

(3)

The overall coupling of the atoms to the boson bath is
characterized by the dimensionless strength α; this form
of J(ω) has been widely studied in the spin-boson model
[11, 12], in the context of which s = 1 is called Ohmic
with s > 1 and s < 1 called super-Ohmic and sub-Ohmic
respectively. We focus our attention on the case s = 1.
We are interested in the time evolution of Pe(t) ≡∑N
j=1⟨σz

j (t) + 1⟩/2N starting from the initial state that
all the particles are in the excited state and the boson
bath is not excited, i.e., |ψ(0)⟩ =

∏
j |e⟩j ⊗ |0⟩ state,

where |0⟩ is the vacuum state of the boson bath. We
employ the non-perturbative time-dependent numerical
renormalization group (TD-NRG) method to calculate
Pe(t) numerically [35], and demonstrate that there exists
a critical value αc such that for long time, Pe(t) decays
to zero for α < αc, and converges to a nonzero value
for α > αc. We show how αc changes with the particle
number N and the interaction strength g.

Our calculation follows the algorithm of TD-NRG pre-
scribed for boson baths [36]. In the procedure of logarith-
mically discretizing the continuum boson spectrum, we
take the discretization parameter Λ = 1.1 and the z-trick
parameter Nz = 4. We use up to NB = 200 discretized
boson modes and keep up to NS = 1000 lowest energy
states in each TD-NRG iteration. For numerics, we use
ωc − ωl as the unit for energies and take ωc − ωl to be
unity, and set ∆ = 0.05 (≪ ωc − ωl).

III. DYNAMIC TRANSITION

First we domenstrate that our numerical calculation
agrees with the benchmark provided by the analytic so-
lution for N = 1. The initial state of the whole system
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is prepared as |ψ(0)⟩ = |e⟩ ⊗ |0⟩. Under the Hamilto-
nian (1), |ψ(0)⟩ is coupled to the continuum of states
{|g⟩ ⊗ a†ν |0⟩}.

Figure 1 shows the numerical results of Pe(t), which by
themselves indicate a transition in the dynamic behavior
of Pe(t) as α varies. The transition critical point turns
out to occur at αc = 0.025 for the numerics we take (see
below). For α < αc, Fig. 1 (a) and (b) show that Pe(t)
decays towards zero monotonically over time. When α
is sufficiently small, one assumes the perturbation the-
ory applicable and expects an exponential decay of Pe(t)
over time. As α increases further approaching αc, an
early period in which 1 − Pe(t) ∼ t2 becomes more evi-
dent, and an exponential decay follows afterwards. When
α is above αc, Fig. 1 (c) and (d) show that Pe(t) behaves
totally differently: Pe(t) does not look to decay to zero
any more for long time; phenomenologically it seems that
a fraction of the particle’s weight is trapped in the ex-
cited state. Furthermore, an attenuating long time scale
oscillation develops on top of the general trend of Pe(t).
This oscillation is more obvious with increasing α.
The features of the above numerical results can be un-

derstood in an analytic way. For the present problem of
a single particle coupled to the continuum bath, there ex-
ists an analytic expression of Pe(t) [28]. Figure 1 shows
that our numerical results agree well with the analytic
calculation; the agreement benchmarks our numerical im-
plementation of the TD-NRG algorithm.

As Pe(t) = |Ue(t)|2 with Ue(t) ≡ ⟨ψ(0)| e−iH̃t |ψ(0)⟩,
by the method of the Green’s function [28], one can derive
the Fourier transform Ue(ω), defined by

Ue(t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω Ue(ω) e

−iωt, (4)

having the form

Ue(ω) = lim
η→0+

1

π

J(ω) + η

[ω −∆− 2α∆e(ω)]2 + [J(ω) + η]2
.

(5)
Here J(ω) takes the role of the imaginary part of the
self-energy. Since we take Eq. (3) with s = 1 for J(ω),
the real part of the self-energy

∆e(ω) ≡ P
∫ ∞

−∞

dω′

2απ

J(ω′)

ω − ω′ , (6)

is given by

∆e(ω) = −1− ω ln

∣∣∣∣1− ω

ω

∣∣∣∣ . (7)

Here P stands for principal value. Note due to the discon-
tinuity of J(ω) at ω = 1, ∆e(ω) diverges correspondingly
there.

Combining Eqs. (4) and (5), one can see that when α
is sufficiently small, the contribution to Eq. (4) is mainly
from the frequency domain where ω − ∆ − 2α∆e(ω) ≈
0. Figure 2 shows the curve ∆e(ω) together with the

straight line (ω−∆)/2α of various α and correspondingly
their intersections at frequency denoted by ωm, which is
smaller than ∆. Thus, for α→ 0, the domain |ω −∆| ≲
J(∆) dominates the contribution to Eq. (4), and one

can approximate Ue(ω) = 1
π

J(∆)
[ω−∆−2α∆e(∆)]2+J2(∆) as a

Lorentzian, and obtain Pe(t) = e−2J(∆)t, an exponential
decay as shown in Fig. 1 (a). Note although the straight
line also intersects with ∆e(ω) at two other points close
to ω = 1 for α ≪ 1, their contributions are negligible
since ∆e(ω) → − ln |ω − 1| and ∂ω∆e is exponentially
large there [also see Eq. (8)].
The deviation of the full Ue(t) from its Lorentzian ap-

proximation result shall be most noticable both for small
and large t [28]. Since for small t, if one expands e−iωt to
the second order of t in Eq. (4), one would conclude that
1 − Pe(t) ∼ t2. This discrepancy is due to the fact that
the full Ue(ω) decays faster than |ω|−2 for |ω| → ∞ as
J(ω) also goes to zero in this limit. The insets of Fig. 1
(a) and (b) show that for small t, Pe(t) does decrease
quadratically, and this discrepency is, as expected, more
obvious when α increases whereas the Lorentzian broad-
ens. For long t, the difference between the full Ue(ω) and
its Lorentzian approximation at ω → 0+ would matter.
Note limω→0+ J(ω) → 0+. Our numerical results shown
in Fig. 1 (a) and (b) seem not in that long t regime yet.
A qualitative change occurs at the critical point αc ≡

−∆/2∆e(0) (αc = 0.025 for ∆ = 0.05); beyond this
point, the straight line intersects ∆e(ω) at a negative
frequency out of the range of the continuum. This in-
tersection point corresponds to a discrete eigenstate with
eigen-energy ωm in the coupled system (see Appendix for
details). Physically, the coupling has modified the initial
discrete state of energy ∆ so much that a dressed dis-
crete state emerges below the continuum. This dressed
discrete state is stable because it is not coupled to con-
tinuum states any more.
The emergence of the dressed discrete state brings

about limt→∞ Pe(t) ̸= 0. Since now for ω < 0, we have

Ue(ω) =
1

|1− 2α∆′
m|
δ(ω − ωm), (8)

where ∆
′

m ≡ ∂ω∆e|ω=ωm . This delta function transforms
to an undamped term, i.e., 1

|1−2α∆′
m|e

−iωmt, in Ue(t).

Compared with Fig. 3 (a), Fig. 1 (c) shows that Pe(t)
does converge to 1

|1−2α∆′
m|2 for long time.

The attenuating long time scale oscillation exhibited
in Pe(t) can be attributed to the interference between
the contributions from Eq. (8) and the superposition of
frequencies ω > 0 in Eq. (4). The oscillation period in
Fig. 1 (c) for α = 0.03 and 0.04 looks close to 1/|ωm|
given in Fig. 3 (b). The nature of this oscillation can be
readily elucidated in the large α limit, where the leading
term in H̃ becomes the coupling Hamiltonian

Ha−b =

√∑
k

λ2k(σ
−A† + σ+A), (9)
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FIG. 1: Time evolution of Pe(t) for one single particle coupled to the boson bath. The symbols represent our numerical results
of TD-NRG. The lines are generated from Eq. (5). For α below the critical value αc = 0.025, (a) and (b) show that Pe(t)
decays to zero for long time. The insets of (a) and (b) show the quadratic decrease of Pe(t) for short time, which is more
evident in the log-linear plot as α increases. For α > αc, (c) shows that Pe(t) converges to a nonzero value for long time and
an attenuating long time scale oscillation develops on top of the general trend of Pe(t). This oscillation is enhanced for large
α as shown in (d).

with A ≡ 1√∑
k λ2

k

∑
k λkak and [A,A†] = 1. In this

limit, the initial state |ψ(0)⟩ = |e⟩ ⊗ |0⟩ is only cou-
pled to another state |g⟩ ⊗ A† |0⟩ by Ha−b. Diago-
nalization of Ha−b in the subspace spanned by these

two states yields two eigen-energies ±
√∑

k λ
2
k, which

shall give rise to an oscillation in Pe(t) of frequency

2
√∑

k λ
2
k. By Eq. (2), for the form we assume for J(ω)

with s = 1,
∑

k λ
2
k =

∫
dω′J(ω′)/π = α. These two

eigen-energies correspond to the two intersections be-
tween the straight line and ∆e(ω) at |ω| ≫ 1 in the
limit α → ∞ (see Fig. 2); since for |ω| ≫ 1, by Eq. (6),
∆e(ω) ≈

∫
dω′J(ω′)/2απω = 1/2ω, and resultantly the

straight line (ω − ∆)/2α intersects ∆e(ω) at two large
magnitude frequencies which are approximately ±

√
α.

The terms in Eq. (1) other than Ha−b can be further
treated perturbatively. Thus the oscillation must persist

for a reasonably long time. Figure 1 (c) and (d) indicate
that the attenuating long time scale oscillation sets in af-
ter passing the critical point and develops with increasing
frequency all the way up to the large α limit.
Next we consider two particles, i.e., Eq. (1) with

N = 2, and the initial state is |ee⟩ ⊗ |0⟩. As the two
particles couple to the same bath in the identical way,
even in the absence of the inter-atomic interaction, i.e.,
g = 0, difference in Pe(t) from the case of one single
particle is evident in the numerical results plotted in
Fig. (4). For rather weak coupling strengths α, Fig. 4
(a) shows that there seems to be two segments of ex-
ponential decay in Pe(t). The decay rate of the first
segment is about two times that of one single particle,
and the decay rate of the second segment is further in-
creased. We attribute the first segment to the decay pro-
cess |ψ(0)⟩ = |ee⟩⊗|0⟩ → {|ψν⟩ ≡ 1√

2
(|ge⟩+|eg⟩)⊗a†ν |0⟩};
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FIG. 2: Plot of ∆e(ω) together with the straight line (ω −
∆)/2α for various α. The two curves intersect at a frequency
smaller than ∆, which is denoted by ωm. At the critical value
αc, ωm = 0. For α > αc, ωm < 0, corresponding to a stable
discrete dressed eigenstate with eigen-energy ωm in the cou-
pled system. It is this stable dressed state that gives rise to
the nonzero value of Pe(t) for long time in the case N = 1.

the Fermi golden rule gives the decay rate Γ to a reso-
nant mode ων ≈ ∆ proportional to |⟨ψν |Ha−b|ψ(0)⟩|2 =
2|⟨g| ⊗ ⟨0|aνHa−b|e⟩ ⊗ |0⟩|2. The further increased de-
cay rate of the second segment may be due to the fact
that for the following decay process |ψν⟩ → {|ϕνµ⟩ ≡
|gg⟩ ⊗ a†µa

†
ν |0⟩/

√
1 + δνµ}, the rate is proportional to

|⟨ϕνµ|Ha−b|ψν⟩|2 ≈ (1 + δνµ)|⟨ψµ|Ha−b|ψ(0)⟩|2; if two
excitations in the bath populate the same boson mode,
the Bose enhancement would give rise to an additional
factor 2.

Figure 4 (b) and (c) indicate that there is a transition

point we locate at α
(2,0)
c = 0.013; similar to the case of a

single particle, now for α < α
(2,0)
c = 0.013, Pe(t) decays

to zero for long time, and for α > α
(2,0)
c = 0.013, Pe(t)

converges to a nonzero value for long time. Note that

α
(2,0)
c is about half of αc = 0.025 for a single particle.

As α continues to increase, we also observe a long time
scale oscillation in Pe(t) as shown in Fig. 4 (d). Com-
pared with that of a single particle, now the oscillation
looks as a beat between different frequencies. This fea-
ture can be understood again in the large α limit: we di-
agonalize the dominant coupling Hamiltonian Ha−b and
obtain three eigenvalues 0,±

√
3α; to lowest order of 1/α,

Pe(t) = 2/3 + 4 cos(
√
3αt)/9 − cos(2

√
3αt)/9, consisting

of two frequencies.

In the presence of the interaction (g ̸= 0) for N = 2,
Fig. 5 shows the numerical results of Pe(t) for α =
0.012 and varying g. Prominently, increasing the anti-
ferromagnetic Ising interaction (g > 0) can push Pe(t)
to undergo the dynamic transition. We identify that the
critical point occurs at g = 0.01 for fixed α = 0.012.
In another word, for g = 0.01, the critical value of α be-

(a)

(b)

0.026 0.03 0.035 0.04 0.045 0.05
0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.026 0.03 0.035 0.04 0.045 0.05
-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0.00

FIG. 3: (a) Weight of the stable dressed state in Pe(t) for
N = 1. (b) Eigen-energy of the stable dressed state.

comes α
(2,g)
c = 0.012, which is smaller than α

(2,0)
c = 0.013

for g = 0. An approximation equivalent to choos-
ing certain diagrams for self-energies also predicts that

α
(2,0)
c < αc and α

(2,g)
c decreases (increases) with positive

(negative) g (see Appendix for details).

Our results of the critical value α
(N,g)
c for different val-

ues of N and g are summarized in Fig. 6. We find that

the critical value α
(N,0)
c decreases with N ; for fixed N ,

the critical value α
(N,g)
c generally increases for negative

g and decreases with positive g.

IV. CONCLUSION

We studied the dynamics of the Jaynes–Cummings
model generalized to multiple particles and a continuum
boson bath. We also introduced an all to all Ising type
inter-particle interaction. The dynamics starts with all
the particles in their excited state and the boson bath
in its vacuum state. The observable is the probability
Pe(t) that the particles remain in their excited state. We



6

0 10 20 30
0.0

0.5

1.0

0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.5

1.0

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

0 10 20 30
0.0

0.5

1.0

0 10 20 30

0.1

1

FIG. 4: Time evolution of Pe(t) for two particles coupled to the boson bath. The curves are our numerical results of TD-NRG.

We identify the dynamic transition in Pe(t) at α
(2,0)
c = 0.013. For α < α

(2,0)
c , (a) and (b) show that Pe(t) decays to zero for

long time. For α > αc, (c) shows that Pe(t) converges to a nonzero value for long time. For rather large α, (d) shows that the
oscillation of Pe(t) exhibits a beating pattern between different frequencies.

demonstrated that Pe(t) exhibits a dynamic transition
between decaying to zero and converging to a nonzero
value when the system-environment coupling is tuned.
We found that the critical coupling value decreases with
the number of the particles N , and is suppressed (en-
larged) by the anti-ferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) inter-
action (g > 0). Our calculation is implemented via the
non-perturbative time-dependent numerical renormaliza-
tion group method, and agree with the benchmark for
the case N = 1. Our results reveal how the number of
particles and their intra-interaction affect the dynamic
transition.
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Appendix: Stable dressed state and critical coupling

To zero order of α, the energies of |ψ(0)⟩, {|ψν⟩} and

{|ϕνµ⟩} are E
(0)
ee = ∆ + g, E

(0)
ν = −g + ων and E

(0)
νµ =

−∆ + g + ων + ωµ respectively. The Hamiltonian Ha−b

couples |ψ(0)⟩ with the band of states {|ψν⟩}, and the
band of states {|ψν⟩} with that of {|ϕνµ⟩}. As g varies,
the band bottom of {|ψν⟩} moves with respect to that of

{|ϕνµ⟩} and E
(0)
ee .

In the case of a single atom coupled to the continuum
bath, the critical point is given by αc ≡ −∆/2∆e(0).
We are going to show that the transition condition is
the same as there is a stable dressed state whose energy
E touches the band bottom of the continuum bath, i.e.,
E = −∆/2. We expand the dressed state as

|D1⟩ = ce|e⟩ ⊗ |0⟩+
∑
ν

cν |g⟩ ⊗ a†ν |0⟩. (10)
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FIG. 5: Time evolution of Pe(t) for N = 2 and α = 0.012
with various g by TD-NRG. The repulsive interatomic inter-
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FIG. 6: Dependence of the critical value α
(N,g)
c on N and g.

The symbols are our numerical results. The lines are used to
link the symbols.

By requiring H̃|D1⟩ = E|D1⟩, we have

Ece =
∆

2
ce +

∑
ν

λνcν , (11)

Ecµ =

(
−∆

2
+ ωµ

)
cµ + λµce. (12)

From Eq. (12), we express cµ in terms of ce and substitute

cµ in Eq. (11); we obtain

E − ∆

2
=
∑
µ

λ2µ
E +∆/2− ωµ

=

∫
dω′

π

J(ω′)

E +∆/2− ω′

=2α∆e(E +∆/2), (13)

which determines E. In the absence of coupling, λµ = 0,
E = ∆/2. In the presence of nonzero λµ, the contin-
uum bath dresses the bare state |e⟩ ⊗ |0⟩. The dressed
state becomes stable again once its energy drops out of
the spectrum of the states {|g⟩⊗ a†ν |0⟩}, i.e., E ≤ −∆/2.
Thus the critical point is when E = −∆/2, and corre-
spondingly

−∆ = 2αc∆e(0). (14)

One can carry out the same analysis for two particles.
Likewise, we expand the dressed state as

|D2⟩ =ce|ee⟩ ⊗ |0⟩+
∑
µ

cµ

∣∣∣∣ge+ eg√
2

〉
⊗ a†µ|0⟩

+
∑
µν

dµν |gg⟩ ⊗ a†µa
†
ν |0⟩. (15)

Note by commutation dµν = dνµ. From H̃|D2⟩ = E|D2⟩,
we obtain

Ece =(∆+ g)ce +
√
2
∑
ρ

λρcρ, (16)

Ecµ =(ωµ − g)cµ +
√
2λµce +

√
2
∑
ρ

λρ(dµρ + dρµ),

(17)

(E − ωρ − ωσ +∆− g)(dσρ + dρσ) =
√
2(λρcσ + λσcρ).

(18)

Combining, Eqs. (17) and (18), we have(
E − ωµ + g − 2

∑
ρ

λ2ρ
E − ωρ − ωµ +∆− g

)
cµ

=
√
2λµce + 2λµ

∑
ρ

λρcρ
E − ωρ − ωµ +∆− g

, (19)

which is essentially an “integral” equation. Since our
numerical results show that at the transition α ≪ 1, we
neglect the sum on the right hand side of Eq. (19), which
is equivalent to an approximation of choosing a certain
class of diagrams for the self energy. Now combining the
approximation with Eq. (16), we have

E −∆− g =2
∑
µ

λ2µ

E − ωµ + g − 2
∑

ρ

λ2
ρ

E−ωρ−ωµ+∆−g

=2

∫
dω

π

J(ω)

E − ω + g − 4α∆e(E − ω +∆− g)
.

(20)
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FIG. 7: The dependence of the critical value α
(2,g)
c on g cal-

culated using Eq. (21).

The critical point is when E = −∆+g (the band bottom
set by the states {|gg⟩ ⊗ a†µa

†
ν |0⟩}), which yields

∆ =

∫
dω

π

J(ω)

∆ + ω − 2g + 4α∆e(−ω)
, (21)

determining the critical value of α for N = 2. From

Eq. (21), one can obtain the critical value α
(2,0)
c ≈ 0.0247,

a little smaller than αc = 0.025 for N = 1, and can show

that α
(2,g)
c decreases with positive g and increases with

negative g (see Fig. 7). Qualitatively, α
(2,g)
c calculated

from Eq. (21) differs from the numerical result presented
in the main text.
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