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We investigate N identical two-level systems that are collectively coupled to two thermal reservoirs
and therefore behave as a single large spin. The coupling with one reservoir implements the usual
Dicke superradiance setup. By contrast, the coupling with the other reservoir is of the pure dephasing
type. To describe also the strong-coupling limit with the dephasing reservoir, we apply a reaction-
coordinate mapping, which leads to a decomposition of the dephasing reservoir into a single collective
degree of freedom, and residual oscillators. After the mapping, the large spin is coupled to the
reaction coordinate with the original pure-dephasing interaction, but the reaction coordinate is
dissipatively coupled to the residual oscillators. We first derive the quantum-optical master equation
for the large spin and the reaction coordinate. To obtain a convenient representation as a rate
equation, we switch to the energy eigenbasis of the large spin and the reaction coordinate by using
a polaron transformation. Assuming fast relaxation of the reaction coordinate, we then derive a
coarse-grained rate equation for the large spin only and discuss how the original Dicke superradiance
is affected by the presence of the additional reservoir. Our main finding is a cooperatively enhanced
rectification effect due to the interplay of supertransmittant heat currents (scaling quadratically with
N) and the asymmetric coupling to both reservoirs. For large N , the system can thus significantly
amplify current asymmetries under bias reversal, functioning as a heat diode.

PACS numbers: 05.30.-d, 44.10.+i, 03.65.Yz, 03.65.Aa

I. MOTIVATION

The study of radiative effects in two-level systems has a
long history. Here, the spin-boson model [1] takes a very
prominent role. Originating from the interaction of a
two-level atom with the electromagnetic field [2], it is of-
ten used as a toy model in many other contexts. Not sur-
prisingly, it has become a canonical model to explore fun-
damental methods of open systems [3–5] and effectively
arises in a rather large number of physical systems and
effects, including e.g. the dynamics of light-harvesting
complexes [6], detectors [7], and the interaction of quan-
tum dots with generalized environments [8].

Ideally, one aims at a reduced description taking only
the finite-dimensional spin dynamics into account. How-
ever, when the number of spins is increased, the curse
of dimensionality – the exponential growth of the system
Hilbert space with its size – usually inhibits investigations
of large spin-boson models. When additional symmetries
come into play – e.g. when the spins have the same split-
ting and couple collectively to all other components –
simplified descriptions are applicable. Collective effects
may for example dramatically influence the dephasing
behavior of the environment, leading to phenomena such
as super- and sub-decoherence [9, 10]. Furthermore, they
play a significant role in the modelling of light-harvesting
complexes [11–14]. Perhaps one of the clearest manifesta-
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tions of collective behaviour is Dicke superradiance [15].
Here, the collectivity of the coupling between N two-level
atoms and a low-temperature bosonic reservoir induces
an unusually fast relaxation. When the atoms couple
independently, the time needed for relaxation does not
depend on N . For a collective coupling however, the re-
laxation time scales as 1/N and the maximum radiation
intensity scales asN2 [16]. A setup in which the collective
coupling approximation is well justified can be obtained
by confining the two-level atoms in a region much smaller
than the wavelength of the electromagnetic field, but such
collective couplings may also be engineered for instance
using trapped ions [17] or opto-mechanical setups [18].

Transient superradiant phenomena have been investi-
gated from many perspectives both theoretically [8, 19,
20] and experimentally [21, 22]. Our present study is mo-
tivated by the fact that in certain regimes the transient
superradiance can be turned into a stationary supertrans-
mittance – a stationary current scaling with N2 – when
two collective weakly-coupled reservoirs [23] or a combi-
nation of weak collective dissipation and driving [24, 25]
are considered.

Naturally, when the reservoirs are coupled with the
same operators to the system [23, 26], general symmetry
arguments suggest that, under reversal of the thermal
bias, the heat current will simply revert its sign. By
contrast, when the reservoirs are coupled with different
operators to the system, one may notice asymmetries in
the heat currents under bias reversal. Typically, these
are not very pronounced [27] and are often expected to
average out when multiple systems are used in paral-
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lel. When the absolute value of the current is signifi-
cant in one non-equilibrium configuration but is strongly
suppressed under temperature exchange, one effectively
implements a heat diode [28–31]. The ideal heat diode
would display a very large heat conductivity in one bias
configuration and a complete suppression in the oppo-
site. We show that by implementing distinct collective
couplings to source and drain reservoirs, asymmetries in
the heat conductance can be strongly amplified in the
large-N regime. This heat diode effect does not exist in
similar models with symmetric couplings [23].

We present the model in Sec. II below and also briefly
recall the main features of superradiance. Then, we de-
rive the quantum-optical master equation and discuss
its thermodynamic properties in Sec. III. We obtain a
coarse-grained description for the large spin dynamics
and investigate the modification of Dicke superradiance
in Sec. IV A and the resulting heat currents between the
reservoirs in Sec. IV B, before closing with a summary in
Sec. V.

II. MODEL

A. Hamiltonian

Our model is described by the total Hamiltonian H =
H̃S+Ht

I+H̃`
I +Ht

B+H̃`
B . The first contribution consists

of N identical two-level systems with level splitting ω0

H̃S =
ω0

2

∑
i

σzi =
ω0

2
Jz , (1)

where Jα =
∑N
i=1 σ

α
i is a large spin (with Pauli matrices

σzi acting only on the i-th two-level system), which is
coupled

Ht
I = Jx

∑
k

(
hktbkt + h∗ktb

†
kt

)
, (2)

H̃`
I = Jz

∑
k

(
h̃k`b̃k` + h̃∗k`b̃

†
k`

)
(3)

in a collective (i.e., via large spin interactions) way to a
transversal (t) and a longitudinal (`) bosonic reservoir

Ht
B =

∑
k

ωktb
†
ktbkt ,

H̃`
B =

∑
k

ω̃k`b̃
†
k`b̃k` . (4)

Here, the amplitudes hk,t/` are the bare emission and
absorbtion amplitudes for bosons in the reservoirs.

We note that, since the interaction Hamiltonian of the
longitudinal reservoir commutes with the system Hamil-
tonian [H̃S , H̃

`
I ] = 0, the longitudinal reservoir and

the large spin system will not directly exchange energy.

Naively, one might then be tempted to believe that the
model cannot support stationary heat currents from one
reservoir to the other. However, we remind the reader
that a direct exchange of energy between the reservoirs is
nevertheless possible as the individual interaction Hamil-
tonians do not commute [H̃`

I , H
t
I ] 6= 0. Generally, an in-

teraction that appears to be locally of the pure-dephasing
type need no longer preserve the energy of the system
when further interactions are added. We also note that
if both reservoirs couple symmetrically to the large spin,
heat diode effects will not occur [23], as one may already
expect from simple symmetry arguments.

B. Reaction Coordinate

A naive master equation approach treating the large
spin as the system would fail to predict any stationary
current, since this is a higher-order effect. To take pos-
sible higher-order corrections into account, we identify a
collective degree of freedom in the coupling to the longi-
tudinal reservoir. Formally, this corresponds to the intro-
duction of new annihilation and creation operators. The
first of these – commonly known as reaction coordinate
– is defined via the relation(

λa+ λ∗a†
)

=
∑
k

(
h̃k`b̃k` + h̃∗k`b̃

†
k`

)
. (5)

This is the first of many equations defining new opera-
tors a (the reaction coordinate or longitudinal mode) and

{bk`} (the residual oscillators) from the previous b̃k` op-
erators. The whole transformation is unitary, such that
for K original oscillator modes b̃k` one will obtain (K−1)
residual oscillator modes bk`. Later-on, we will consider
the continuum limit K → ∞ anyway. Demanding that
the new operators still satisfy the bosonic commutation
relations and that after the transformation, the Hamilto-
nian describing the residual oscillators is diagonal, even-
tually fixes the transformation matrix (for details regard-
ing the method see e.g. Refs. [32–35]).

After the transformation, we can again decompose the
Hamiltonian as H = HS + Ht

I + H`
I + Ht

B + H`
B . Now

however, we treat the reactioncoordinate as part of the
system

HS =
ω0

2
Jz + Jz

(
λa+ λ∗a†

)
+ Ωa†a , (6)

where Ω is its frequency. The coupling to the longitudinal
reservoir is now no longer of the pure-dephasing type but
can generally be parametrized as a dissipative interaction

H`
I =

(
e+iφa+ e−iφa†

)∑
k

(
hk`bk` + h∗k`b

†
k`

)
, (7)

where hk` describes the interaction between longitudinal
mode and the residual oscillator reservoir (subscript `),
and φ is a real phase. For completeness, we furthermore
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FIG. 1. (Color Online) Sketch of the considered setup. The
transformed system, composed of large spin and longitudinal
boson mode (yellow), is dissipatively coupled to two bosonic
reservoirs held at inverse temperatures β` and βt, respectively.
The couplings described by the rates Γ` and Γt have to be
treated perturbatively, while the coupling λ may be strong.
The original division of the model is sketched with dashed
lines.

note that the energies of the longitudinal reservoir will
also be transformed and

H`
B =

∑
k

ωk`b
†
k`bk` . (8)

The new energies Ω and ωk` as well as the new cou-
pling constants hk`, φ, and λ are fixed by the parame-
ters in the original Hamiltonian, and this also transfers
to continuum quantities such as the transformed spec-
tral coupling density. In what follows, we assume that
the reaction-coordinate mapping has been performed and
we will therefore consider already the transformed sys-
tem and longitudinal reservoir as the starting point of
our considerations. Fig. 1 illustrates the effect of the
reaction-coordinate mapping.

The new reservoirs will be assumed to remain at (possi-
bly different) thermal equilibrium states throughout and
we will investigate the dynamics of the system subject to
these two environments. Now, a master equation treat-
ment may cover the effects of a strong coupling λ and
may therefore also predict stationary currents between
the two reservoirs. By contrast, for a vanishing coupling
λ = 0 the model is split into two independent compo-
nents, where the large spin coupled to the transversal
reservoir represents the usual Dicke model with its well-
known superradiant behaviour. We will use this Dicke
regime as a benchmark test for our model.

C. Implementations

Especially when the two reservoirs are held at differ-
ent equilibrium states, it is clear that the longitudinal

and transversal couplings with the large spin have to be
implemented by generally different physical mechanisms.
Furthermore, collectivity of the couplings requires that
the distances between the two-level systems are signifi-
cantly smaller than the typical length-scale of the corre-
sponding reservoir.

For example, when the two-level systems are repre-
sented by identical ions in an optical trap, the photons
in the surrounding cavity would assume the role of the
transversal reservoir, and collectivity of the transversal
coupling could be achieved when the physical distance
between the ions is much smaller than the diameter of the
cavity. We also point out that the original Dicke model
can be implemented by different simulators [18, 36–38],
such that only the interaction with a dephasing reservoir
needs to be added.

In the case of an ion trap, the interaction with the sin-
gle longitudinal mode could model the interaction of the
ions with their collective motion, and the residual lon-
gitudinal reservoir would consist in bulk phonons of the
surrounding. The original partition would treat the col-
lective motion of the ions and the bulk phonons as part of
the same longitudinal reservoir. In reality, we also note
that phonons can be expected to couple not only along
the longitudinal direction, but the dephasing resulting
from the longitudinal component of their coupling is ex-
pected to dominate the dynamics [9] at least for short
time-scales.

D. Superradiance for λ = 0

The original Dicke Hamiltonian

HD = H̃S +Ht
I +Ht

B (9)

is recovered as an isolated part of the total system when
λ → 0. For HD it is known that, when all spins are
prepared in the most excited state and the temperature
of the reservoir is small βtω0 � 1, the two-level systems
will decay collectively, resulting in a sharply localized
flash of radiation with a maximum intensity scaling as
N2 and a width scaling as 1/N [15, 16].

At finite temperatures, the master equation for the
spin system is given by [23, 39]

ρ̇ = −i

[
ω0

2
Jz, ρ

]
+ Γtnt

[
J+ρJ− −

1

2
{J−J+, ρ}

]
+Γt(1 + nt)

[
J−ρJ+ −

1

2
{J+J−, ρ}

]
, (10)

where Γt = 2π
∑
k |hkt|

2
δ(ω0 − ωkt) denotes the bare

absorbtion and emission rate and nt = (eβtω0 − 1)−1

the Bose-Einstein distribution of the transversal boson
reservoir with inverse temperature βt, evaluated at the
system transition frequency ω0. Furthermore, we have
used the collective ladder operators J± = (Jx ± iJy)/2.
We can clearly identify the terms accounting for the
closed spin evolution (commutator) and for the emission
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[∝ Γt(1 + nt)] or absorbtion [∝ Γtnt] of bosons by the
large spin. The ratio of these rates yields the simple
Boltzmann factor since nt/(1 + nt) = e−βtω0 , such that
this master equation obeys the usual detailed balance re-
lation, which leads to thermalization at finite reservoir
temperatures. In particular, in the standard Dicke limit
(nt → 0) it predicts the collective decay from the most ex-
cited state m = +N/2 into the ground state m = −N/2.

To diagonalize the spin part of the Hamiltonian we
recall the angular momentum eigenstates (the length of
the angular momentum is fixed j = N/2 and will be
omitted)

Jz |m〉 = 2m |m〉 , (11)

where m ∈ {−N2 ,−
N
2 + 1, . . . ,+N

2 − 1,+N
2 }. On these

eigenstates, the J± operators act as

J± |m〉 =

√
N

2

(
N

2
+ 1

)
−m(m± 1) |m± 1〉 . (12)

We can use these relations to represent the master
equation (10) as a simple rate equation in the spin energy
eigenbasis |m〉 (with Pm = 〈m| ρ |m〉)

Ṗm = −
[
ΓtntM

+
m + Γt(1 + nt)M

−
m

]
Pm

+ΓtntM
−
mPm−1 + Γt(1 + nt)M

+
mPm+1 ,

M±m =
N

2

(
N

2
+ 1

)
−m(m± 1) . (13)

The coherences between different energy eigenstates will
(if initially present at all) evolve independently and sim-
ply decay (as is often the case for the standard quantum-
optical master equation). However, we note that the
matrix elements M±m entering the transition rates scale
quadratically with the number of two-level systems N ,
which is the formal reason for the superradiant decay
into the vacuum state.

III. MASTER EQUATION

In this section, we will now consider the case of finite
coupling (λ 6= 0) between large spin and longitudinal
boson.

A. Transition Rates

We treat the large spin and the longitudinal boson
mode as the system, defined by the parameters ω0, λ, and
Ω in Eq. (6). Provided that the spectrum of the system is
non-degenerate (at least between admitted transitions),
the quantum-optical master equation [16, 40] becomes a
rate equation connecting only the populations in the sys-
tem energy eigenbasisHS |a〉 = Ea |a〉. For an interaction
Hamiltonian of the form HI =

∑
αAα⊗Bα with system

operators Aα and reservoir operators Bα, respectively,

the rates from eigenstate b to eigenstate a are formally
given by [40]

γab,ab =
∑
αβ

γαβ(Eb − Ea) 〈a|Aβ |b〉 〈a|A†α |b〉
∗
, (14)

where

γαβ(ω) =

∫
e+iωτTrB {Bα(τ)BβρB} dτ (15)

are Fourier transforms of the reservoir correlation func-
tions (bold symbols denote the interaction picture
throughout). Since the reservoir state

ρB =
e−β`(H`−µ`N`)

Z`
⊗ e−βt(Ht−µtNt)

Zt
(16)

is a tensor product of the thermal individual reservoir
states, the temperatures enter the reservoir correlation
functions γαβ(ω), whereas the collective coupling prop-
erties enter the matrix elements of the system coupling
operators Aα.

Specifically, we can identify in our model Hamilto-
nian the (Hermitian) coupling operators A1 = Jx, A2 =

e+iφa + e−iφa†, B1 =
∑
k

(
hktbkt + h∗ktb

†
kt

)
, and B2 =∑

k

(
hk`bk` + h∗k`b

†
k`

)
. Consequently, the Fourier trans-

forms of the non-vanishing correlation functions become

γ11(ω) = Θ(+ω)Γt(+ω)[1 + nt(+ω)]

+Θ(−ω)Γt(−ω)nt(−ω) ,

γ22(ω) = Θ(+ω)Γ`(+ω)[1 + n`(+ω)]

+Θ(−ω)Γ`(−ω)n`(−ω) , (17)

where Γt/`(ω) = 2π
∑
k

∣∣hkt/`∣∣2δ(ω − ωkt/`) denotes the
spectral coupling density of transversal and longitudinal
reservoirs, Θ(ω) the Heaviside step function, and

nν(ω) =
1

eβν(ω−µν) − 1
(18)

the Bose distribution of reservoir ν ∈ {t, `} with inverse
temperature βν and chemical potential µν ≤ 0. In this
paper, we will consider the case of vanishing chemical po-
tentials µα = 0, but results expressed in terms of nα(ω)
will also hold for finite chemical potentials (used to effec-
tively model interactions between bosons).

B. Energy Eigenbasis

To obtain the eigenbasis of (6), we find it useful to
employ the polaron transformation [41]

U = eJzB , B =
λ∗

Ω
a† − λ

Ω
a , (19)

which – since B† = −B is anti-Hermitian – acts unitar-
ily on the operators. It is straightforward to show the
following relations

UaU† = a− λ∗

Ω
Jz , Ua†U† = a† − λ

Ω
Jz ,

UJ+U
† = J+e

+2B , UJ−U
† = J−e

−2B . (20)
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Consequently, the polaron transformation can be used to
effectively decouple spin and polaron mode

H̃S = UHSU
† =

ω0

2
Jz −

|λ|2

Ω
J2
z + Ωa†a . (21)

The eigenstates |̃n,m〉 = |̃n〉 ⊗ |̃m〉 of H̃S are tensor
products of the conventional angular momentum eigen-

states (11) and the Fock states |̃n〉, where we note
that the conventional relations for creation and annihi-
lation operators hold in the polaron-basis, e.g. a† |̃n〉 =
√
n+ 1 ˜|n+ 1〉. Consequently, the eigenstates |n,m〉 of

HS can also be labeled by the spin quantum number
m ∈ {−N/2, . . . ,+N/2} and the occupation number of
the longitudinal boson mode n ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . .} and have
energies

Enm = Ωn+ ω0m− 4
|λ|2

Ω
m2 . (22)

C. Matrix Elements

The matrix elements in the transition rates (14) can
also be conveniently evaluated using the polaron trans-
formation. For example, the collective spin flip operator
– recalling that Jx = J+ + J− – becomes

|〈n,m|A1 |n′m′〉|
2

=
∣∣∣〈̃n,m|UJxU† ˜|n′,m′〉

∣∣∣2
=
∣∣∣〈ñ,m| (J+e

+2B + J−e
−2B

) ∣∣∣ñ′,m′〉∣∣∣2
= δm′,m−1M

−
m

∣∣∣〈̃n|e+2B |̃n′〉
∣∣∣2

+δm′,m+1M
+
m

∣∣∣〈̃n|e−2B |̃n′〉
∣∣∣2 , (23)

and it is visible from the definition of B in Eq. (19)
that for finite λ this reservoir triggers transitions be-
tween any n and n′ but only between neighboring m
and m′ = m ± 1. Furthermore, it is straightforward to

see that
∑
n

∣∣∣〈̃n|e±2B |̃n′〉
∣∣∣2 =

∑
n′

∣∣∣〈̃n|e±2B |̃n′〉
∣∣∣2 = 1.

Therefore, the absolute value of this matrix element can
be interpreted as a conditional probability distribution
spreading the original rate (for λ = 0, admitting only
n′ = n) over different occupation eigenstates n′, see
also Fig. 2. Whereas for small λ the matrix element is
centered around n′ = n, it becomes for large λ more
likely that also the bosonic occupation number changes.
We furthermore note the asymmetry of the distribution,
which however is reduced when ∆n � n. The fact that
for stronger couplings the there is a dip at the origin can
be qualitatively understood by realizing that e±2B is a
displacement operator [2].

By contrast, the other coupling operator only allows
for the creation or annihilation of one quantum of the

-5 0 5

occupation difference ∆n

m
at

ri
x
 e

le
m

en
t 

|<
n
| e

±
2
B
 |n

+
∆

n
>

|2 λ/Ω = 0.05

λ/Ω = 0.20

λ/Ω = 0.50

FIG. 2. (Color Online) Matrix element
∣∣∣〈̃n|e±2B ˜|n+ ∆n〉

∣∣∣2
for different coupling strengths (vertically shifted for clarity).
For small λ (top, black and grey), mainly transitions chang-
ing only the spin angular momentum quantum number are
allowed. As λ increases (middle, red and orange and bot-
tom, dark and light green), the matrix element also allows for
transitions between distant occupation states. All distribu-
tions are normalized to one, such that the plotted quantity
can be interpreted as a conditional probability distribution.
Tick marks on the vertical axis correspond to steps of 0.1.
Other parameters: n = 10.

longitudinal boson mode

|〈n,m|A2 |n′m′〉|
2

=
∣∣∣〈̃n,m| (e+iφa+ e−iφa†

)
|̃n′m′〉

∣∣∣2
+

4m2

Ω2

(
λe−iφ + λ∗e+iφ

)2
δnn′δmm′

= δmm′ [δn′,n+1(n+ 1) + δn′,n−1n]

+
4m2

Ω2

(
λe−iφ + λ∗e+iφ

)2
δnn′δmm′ .

(24)

Here, λ and φ only enter the diagonal contribution, which
is irrelevant as it does not change the dynamics of the rate
equation.

In total, the resulting rate equation

Ṗnm =
∑
n′m′

Wnm,n′m′Pn′m′ (25)

is of standard form, namely additive in the dissipators

Wnm,n′m′ = W
(t)
nm,n′m′ + W

(`)
nm,n′m′ , where for (n,m) 6=

(n′,m′) we have for the (positive) transition rates from
(n′,m′) to (n,m) the expressions

W
(t)
nm,n′m′ = γ11(En′m′ − Enm)|〈nm|A1 |n′m′〉|

2
,

W
(`)
nm,n′m′ = γ22(En′m′ − Enm)|〈nm|A2 |n′m′〉|

2
.(26)

The diagonal entries Wnm,nm = −
∑

(n′m′)6=(nm)

Wn′m′,nm

follow from trace conservation. We see that
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FIG. 3. (Color Online) Graph representation of allowed tran-
sitions between the n,m-parametrized eigenstates (green cir-
cles) of HS for N = 2. Black arrows represent transitions trig-
gered by the longitudinal reservoir, compare Eq. (24). Red
lines represent transitions triggered by the transversal reser-
voir, compare Eq. (23). For finite λ, these also admit diagonal
transitions changing both m and n (dashed red, background),
whereas for λ → 0, only the vertical transitions (solid red)
remain. The basic idea of coarse-graining is to obtain ef-
fective rates (bold arrows) between meso-states (shaded re-
gions) formed by lumping together the different Fock states
for a given spin quantum number, physically motivated by
fast horizontal equilibration Γ` � Γt. Whereas the transition
rates in the original system obey local detailed balance rela-
tions (27), the coarse-grained rates will not, cf. Eq. (34) and
the discussion in Sec. III F.

|〈n,m|Aα |n′m′〉|2 = |〈n′,m′|Aα |nm〉|2, such that
Eqns. (17) imply the usual local-detailed balance rela-
tions

W
(t)
nm,n′m′

W
(t)
n′m′,nm

= eβt(En′m′−Enm) ,

W
(`)
nm,n′m′

W
(`)
n′m′,nm

= eβ`(En′m′−Enm) . (27)

We note that this property enables one to formulate a
consistent thermodynamic picture of these rate equa-
tions, including positivity of the entropy production rate
in a far-from-equilibrium regime (βt 6= β`) and the exis-
tence of a heat exchange fluctuation theorem [42].

The general structure of the rate equation is depicted
in Fig. 3. Any numerical simulation of the resulting rate
equation [43] will have to cut the bosonic Hilbert space
of the system, such that the total dimension required
by the rate equation scales as NNcut. In particular for
higher temperatures we note that the required Ncut for
the bosons may be large, making full-scale simulations in

this regime for large N difficult.

D. Energy Currents

When the rate matrix is additively decomposable into
the reservoirs ν, i.e., when the transition rates from
energy eigenstate j to energy eigenstate i are decom-

posable as Wij =
∑
νW

(ν)
ij , we can directly infer the

(time-dependent) energy currents from the system into
reservoir ν by multiplying the occupation Pj with the

reservoir-specific transition rate W
(ν)
ij and the corre-

sponding energy difference (Ej − Ei). Summing over all
initial states and all allowed transitions then yields the
energy current into reservoir ν

I
(ν)
E (t) =

∑
i,j

(Ej − Ei)W (ν)
ij Pj(t)

t→∞→
∑
i,j

(Ej − Ei)W (ν)
ij P̄j . (28)

Here, we have deliberately chosen the convention that
the current counts positive when the system injects net
energy into the reservoir, and negative otherwise.

E. Coarse-Graining

We can define the reduced probability of being in spin
eigenstate m by summing over the different occupation
configurations

Pm =
∑
n

Pnm . (29)

Then, we can formally write its time derivative as

Ṗm =
∑
m′

[∑
nn′

Wnm,n′m′
Pn′m′

Pm′

]
Pm′ , (30)

where we see that the set of Pm does not obey a closed
Markovian evolution equation, since to obtain the time-
dependent prefactors in square brackets one first has to
solve the full rate equation for the Pnm probabilities.
However, in certain limits an approximate Markovian
description is possible. To motivate this approximation
we identify in the time-dependent prefactors in brack-
ets the – in general time-dependent – conditional prob-
ability Pn′m′|m′ of the system being in state n′m′ pro-
vided that the spin is in state m′. When parameters
are now adjusted such that the longitudinal mode equili-
brates much faster than the large spin, we can replace the
time-dependent conditional probability by its stationary
equilibrated value [44]

Pn′m′

Pm′
→ P̄n′m′|m′ , (31)
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which in general depends on both states n′ and m′. In
general, the resulting coarse-grained rates

Wmm′ =
∑
nn′

Wnm,n′m′ P̄n′m′|m′ (32)

between mesostates m′ and m will implicitly depend on
the coupling constants and temperatures of all reser-
voirs through the conditional steady-state probability
P̄n′m′|m′ . This also holds for an additive decomposi-

tion of the total rate matrix Wnm,n′m′ =
∑
νW

(ν)
nm,n′m′ .

Therefore, in a coarse-grained description, the reser-
voirs will not simply enter as independent additive con-
tributions, and furthermore, the coarse-grained rates

need not obey detailed balance by construction Wmm′
Wm′m

6=
eβ(Em′−Em).

Specifically, we note that in our case the conditional
probabilities P̄n′m′|m′ = e−n

′β`Ω
[
1− e−β`Ω

]
are just the

thermalized probabilities of the longitudinal oscillator
mode in contact with its own reservoir. They are well
approached when Γ` � Γt. The approximate coarse-
grained rates only describe transitions between the large
spin eigenstates

Wmm′ =
∑
nn′

Wnm,n′m′e
−n′β`Ω

[
1− e−β`Ω

]
. (33)

We note that the rates due to A2 will not contribute to

the coarse-grained ones W
(`)
mm′ = 0, since they do not

induce transitions between different mesostates m and
m′, see Eq. (24) and Fig. 3. For the other rates however,
a contribution remains, such that we can write

Wmm′ = δm′,m−1M
−
m

∑
nn′

γ11(En′m′ − Enm)×

×
∣∣∣〈̃n|e+2B |̃n′〉

∣∣∣2e−n′β`Ω [1− e−β`Ω]
+δm′,m+1M

+
m

∑
nn′

γ11(En′m′ − Enm)×

×
∣∣∣〈̃n|e−2B |̃n′〉

∣∣∣2e−n′β`Ω [1− e−β`Ω] , (34)

where we have used Eq. (23). We stress again that, un-
less the temperatures of both reservoirs are equal, the
coarse-grained rates will not obey a conventional detailed
balance relation. Instead, we find a more general rela-
tion, see Sec. III F. With introducing the net number of
bosons exchanged with the longitudinal boson reservoir
n̄ = n − n′ (we will in the following use the overbar to
indicate that n̄ can assume negative values) and defining
the coarse-grained spin energy as

Em = ω0m− 4
|λ|2

Ω
m2 , (35)

we can rewrite the approximate coarse-grained rates as

Wmm′ = δm′,m−1M
−
m

+∞∑
n̄=−∞

γ11(Em−1 − Em − Ωn̄)αn̄ (36)

+δm′,m+1M
+
m

+∞∑
n̄=−∞

γ11(Em+1 − Em − Ωn̄)αn̄ .
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FIG. 4. Level spectrum (35) for N = 8. For finite coupling
strength, the level spectrum (symbols) is no longer equidis-
tant. Since a transition from the m = +N/2 state (right-
most) to the ground state m = −N/2 (left-most) is only
allowed along the connected states (dotted lines), the level
renormalization may seriously affect the Dicke superradiance
and even block the process. Other parameters: ω0 = Ω.

Above, we have introduced a normalized distribution
with

∑+∞
n̄=−∞ αn̄ = 1 by using

αn̄ =

∞∑
nn′=0

δn̄,n−n′
∣∣∣〈̃n|e±2B |̃n′〉

∣∣∣2e−n′β`Ω [1− e−β`Ω]
= e−

4|λ|2

Ω2 (1+2n`)

(
1 + n`
n`

)n̄/2
×

×Jn̄

(
8|λ|2

Ω2

√
n`(1 + n`)

)
, (37)

where Jn̄(x) denotes the modified Bessel function of the
first kind. In the second line, we have explicitly evaluated
the matrix element and performed the summation.

The coarse-grained rates depend on both β` (through
αn̄) and βt (through γ11(ω)). Despite these sophisticated
rates, the structure of the approximate coarse-grained
rate equation now has a simple tri-diagonal form

Ṗm = −
[
γ(Em − Em−1)M−m + γ(Em − Em+1)M+

m

]
Pm

+γ(Em+1 − Em)M+
mPm+1

+γ(Em−1 − Em)M−mPm−1 ,

γ(ω) =

+∞∑
n̄=−∞

γn̄(ω) =

+∞∑
n̄=−∞

γ11(ω − Ωn̄)αn̄ (38)

with dimension N + 1. We see that in contrast to the
original superradiance master equation (13), the level
spectrum (35) is no longer equidistant, but the scaling
of the matrix elements with the spin length N will per-
sist. This also implies that the most excited spin state is
not necessarily the one with m = +N/2, see Fig.4.
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F. Non-equilibrium dynamics

The temperatures of transversal and longitudinal reser-
voirs may be different, giving rise to non-equilibrium
stationary energy currents between the reservoirs. To
evaluate the total energy exchanged with both reser-
voirs one could of course numerically evaluate the high-
dimensional rate equation with a suitable cutoff of the
longitudinal boson mode. Especially at large longitudi-
nal temperatures, however, this may be computationally
difficult.

To obtain the thermodynamics of the coarse-grained
rate equation, it is helpful to note that the standard
Kubo-Martin-Schwinger (KMS) relations of transver-
sal and longitudinal correlation functions imply a non-
standard [45, 46] KMS-type relation between the differ-
ent terms in the sum

γ+n̄(−ω)

γ−n̄(+ω)
=
α+n̄

α−n̄

γ11(−ω − Ωn̄)

γ11(+ω + Ωn̄)
= e+β`n̄Ωe−βt(ω+n̄Ω) .

(39)
Naturally, at equilibrium β` = βt we recover the usual
KMS relation, the coarse-grained rates obey detailed bal-
ance, and the stationary state of the coarse-grained rate
equation (38) is just the canonical equilibrium one.

For different temperatures, relation (39) is consistent
with the interpretation that processes described by the
term γn̄(ω) – representing a net change of −ω in the
system’s energy via the exchange of n̄ bosons with the
longitudinal mode – must be accompanied with an en-
ergy transfer of n̄Ω into the longitudinal reservoir and
a transfer of ω − n̄Ω into the the transversal reservoir.
We can quantify for each process the fractions of the
system’s energy change that are transferred into longitu-
dinal and transversal reservoirs, respectively. Formally,
we can then compute for a rate equation of the form

Ṗi =
∑
j

∑
n̄W

(n̄)
ij Pj the stationary energy currents into

both reservoirs via

I
(`/t)
E =

∑
i,j

∑
n̄

∆E
(n̄,`/t)
ij W

(n̄)
ij P̄j . (40)

Specifically, we do this for each transition term in the
rate equation (38)

Ṗm = −
[
γ(Em − Em−1)M−m + γ(Em − Em+1)M+

m

]
Pm

+
∑
n̄

γn̄(Em+1 − Em)M+
mPm+1

+
∑
n̄

γn̄(Em−1 − Em)M−mPm−1 , (41)

to calculate the currents into reservoirs ` and t via

I`E(t) =
∑
m

∑
n̄

n̄Ωγn̄(Em+1 − Em)M+
mPm+1(t)

+
∑
m

∑
n̄

n̄Ωγn̄(Em−1 − Em)M−mPm−1(t)

ItE(t) =
∑
m

∑
n̄

(Em+1 − Em − n̄Ω)×

×γn̄(Em+1 − Em)M+
mPm+1(t)

+
∑
m

∑
n̄

(Em−1 − Em − n̄Ω)×

×γn̄(Em−1 − Em)M−mPm−1(t) . (42)

Before proceeding, we mention a few properties of the

steady-state currents I
`/t
E = lim

t→∞
I
`/t
E (t), obtained by let-

ting Pm(t)→ P̄m. Firstly, in equilibrium (β` = βt = β),
both currents must vanish individually. Formally, this is
enforced by the KMS relation (39). Secondly, the steady-
state currents must compensate as the total energy is
conserved I`E = −ItE . Thirdly, the second law of ther-
modynamics actually implies that (β` − βt)I`E ≥ 0 in all
parameter regimes (heat always flows from hot to cold).
Finally, we also stress that a necessary (but not suffi-
cient) condition for a finite current is that all stationary
probabilities must be strictly smaller than one (if only
one state is occupied Pm̄ = 1, there are no transitions
between two states and thus no stationary current).

In our results section, we explicitly confirm that the
currents obtained from the coarse-grained rate equa-
tion (41) and from the high-dimensional rate equa-
tion (25) coincide in the appropriate limit Γ` � Γt.

Finally, to perform calculations, we will parametrize
the spectral coupling density in Eq. (17) with an ohmic
form and exponential cutoff ωc [8]

Γt(ω) = Γtωe
−ω/ωc . (43)

Here, Γt regulates the coupling strength to the transver-
sal reservoir and the cutoff expresses the fact that for
any realistic model the spectral coupling density should
decay in the ultraviolet regime.

G. Weak-Coupling limit

The observation that the two reservoirs no longer en-
ter additively in the coarse-grained description does not
come unexpected, as an additive decomposition typi-
cally requires the weak-coupling limit between system
and reservoir. By contrast, in our setup the large spin
may be strongly coupled to the longitudinal boson mode.
To check for consistency, we will therefore briefly discuss
the limit of small λ. We can use the fact that near the
origin we have Jn̄(x) = x|n̄|

2|n̄||n̄|! + O{x|n̄|+2} to expand
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the correlation function in the dissipator as

γ(ω) = γ11(ω) +
4|λ|2

Ω2

[
γ11(ω + Ω)n`

+γ11(ω − Ω)(1 + n`)− γ11(ω)(1 + 2n`)
]

+O{|λ|4} . (44)

Clearly, the original Dicke superradiance model is con-
sistently recovered at λ→ 0. As expected, we obtain an
additional dissipator of order |λ|2. What at first sight
comes a bit unexpected is that the additional dissipa-
tor does not solely depend on the thermal properties of
reservoir ` but also on reservoir t (through γ11). It is

also proportional to the product of Γt(ω) and |λ|2. This
however is fully consistent with our initial model, since
the interaction mediated by the λ-coupling is of pure-
dephasing type for the large spin. Therefore, if applied
alone (Γt(ω) → 0), it should not affect the dynamics of
the angular momentum eigenstates at all but can only in-
duce dephasing of coherences between different angular
momentum eigenstates.

IV. RESULTS

A. Equilibrium: Superradiant decay

For vanishing coupling λ = 0, it is well-known that
at zero temperature, the quadratic scaling of the matrix
elements leads to superradiant decay toward the ground
state with a maximum intensity scaling as N2 and con-
sequently a width of the peak scaling as 1/N . We can
reproduce these findings in the appropriate limits (not
shown). In this section, we want to investigate how the
decay dynamics is influenced by the presence of the lon-
gitudinal mode and therefore consider the case that both
reservoirs are at zero temperature, or at least tempera-
tures sufficiently low that excitations entering the system
from the reservoir can be safely neglected, n` = nt = 0.

The scaling of Dicke superradiance also reflects in the
passage time towards the ground state. At zero temper-
ature, the probability distribution for the passage time
to the ground state is defined by

P (t) =
d

dt
P−N/2(t) . (45)

Provided the ground state is the stationary state asso-
ciated with a given initial state, it is straightforward to
check that it is normalized

∫∞
0
P (t)dt = 1 and positive

P (t) ≥ 0. We will be interested in the mean passage time
and its width, which requires us to evaluate

〈τn〉 =

∫ ∞
0

τnP (τ)dτ (46)

for n = 1 and n = 2. For a rate matrix of the form

L =


0 L12

0 −L12 L23

−L23
. . .

. . .

 , (47)

the first and second cumulants of the passage time dis-
tribution assume the simple form

〈τ〉 =
1

L12
+

1

L23
+ . . . ,〈

τ2
〉
− 〈τ〉2 =

1

L2
12

+
1

L2
23

+ . . . . (48)

Without longitudinal boson coupling λ = 0, we have
L12 = Γt(ω0)M+

−N/2, L23 = Γt(ω0)M+
−N/2+1 and so on –

cf. Eq. (13) – such that we can obtain the mean passage
time and its width for the original Dicke limit analytically

〈τ〉 =
2 (γ + Ψ0(N + 1))

Γt(ω0)(N + 1)
,〈

τ2
〉
− 〈τ〉2 =

[
12γ + π2(N + 1) + 12Ψ0(N + 1) (49)

−6(N + 1)Ψ1(N + 1)
]
/
[
3Γ2

t (ω0)(N + 1)3
]
,

where γ ≈ 0.577216 denotes the Euler constant and
Ψn(x) the Polygamma function. We see that for large
N the mean passage time roughly scales as 〈τ〉 ≈
(2γ+ lnN)/(Γt(ω0)N) and the width as

√
〈τ2〉 − 〈τ〉2 ≈

π/(
√

3NΓt(ω0)). That means that to obtain a sharply
determined passage time one requires very large N , e.g.
to obtain a width ten times smaller than the mean one
requires N = O{107} two-level systems. For infinite N ,
the passage time is very well determined and – despite
the stochastic nature of the rate equation – the system
relaxes nearly deterministically towards the ground state
with a negligible temporal error.

These findings would be qualitatively similar if we start
from the middle of the spectrum (e.g. at m ≈ 0) instead.
In fact, to investigate how the additional boson mode in-
fluences the relaxation behaviour to the ground state at
low temperatures we have to take the level distortion in
Fig. 4 into account. When preparing the system in the
state m = +N/2 we may not see any relaxation toward
the ground state as a trivial effect of the level renormal-
ization. To ensure that we only observe unidirectional
relaxation we therefore constrain ourselves to odd N and
prepare the system initially in the state m = −1/2. The
results are displayed in Fig. 5. One can see that at first
finite couplings λ aid the relaxation process, since the
passage time becomes shorter. However, above a criti-
cal coupling strength the passage time increases again for
larger system sizes N . This is due to the finite bandwidth
ωc of the spectral coupling density (43): The excitation

energy above the ground state ∆E = ω0 + 4 |λ|
2

Ω (N − 1)
becomes so large |∆E| � ωc that the bosonic correla-
tion function has no support and the last steps above the
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FIG. 5. (Color Online) Plot of the dimensionless mean pas-
sage time versus system size N for different coupling strengths
when both reservoirs are at the same low temperature β =
β` = βt. The dynamics of the original superradiance scenario
(dashed brown) is hardly changed when instead from starting
at m = +N/2 we do initially prepare the system at m = −1/2
(solid black) – apart from an obvious speedup by a factor two.
When the coupling strength λ is increased, the presence of ad-
ditional decay channels (compare the dashed lines in Fig. 3)
first increases the relaxation speed (red). However, beyond
a critical system size N an exponential slowdown of relax-
ation (increase of the passage time) occurs. This is due to
the renormalization-induced increase of the excitation ener-
gies above the ground state (compare e.g. the orange curve in
Fig. 4), which due to the finite bandwidth ωc finds no sup-
port in the correlation function. Other parameters: ω0 = Ω,
βΩ = 10, ωc = 10Ω.

ground state occur extremely slow, with the visible effect
on the passage time.

B. Non-Equilibrium steady state heat current

When we consider different temperatures in both reser-
voirs, this will induce a steady state heat current from
hot to cold across the system. This simply means that
trajectories where the system absorbs energy from the
hot reservoir and afterwards emits energy into the cold
reservoir become more likely than trajectories where the
net flow of energy is opposed. The total energy is con-
served, which at steady state implies that we need to con-
sider only the energy current into the longitudinal boson
reservoir IE = I`E = −ItE (we have of course confirmed
this equality). Eqns. (28) and (42) imply that to cal-
culate a current, we first have to evaluate the stationary
probabilities, which can for large matrices be numerically
unstable. Therefore, we provide an analytical formula for
tri-diagonal rate matrices in Appendix A.

1. Weak-coupling Current

We parametrize the inverse temperatures as

β` =
1

2

[
β̄ + ∆β +

√
β̄2 + ∆β2

]
,

βt =
1

2

[
β̄ −∆β +

√
β̄2 + ∆β2

]
(50)

and plot the energy current through the system versus
∆β for a fixed inverse average temperature β̄. Trivially,
as a consequence of the second law we expect for ∆β > 0
(implying for the temperatures T` < Tt) that the current
entering the longitudinal reservoir is positive IE > 0 and
for ∆β < 0 we consequently expect IE < 0.

To drive the system into a regime where the station-
ary current is mainly carried by large matrix elements
M±m and thus scales quadratically with the size N , we
essentially have to populate the states with m ≈ 0 as
these contribute most to the current, compare Eq. (42).
For our model, such a configuration is best approached
when all populations are approximately equally occu-
pied: For weak coupling strengths λ we can approxi-
mate Em+1 − Em ≈ ω0 such that the summation in
the current from the equipartition assumption simply
yields a quadratic factor

∑
mM

±
mP̄m±1 = N(N + 2)/6.

From Eq.(42) we then obtain that the current will scale
quadratically with N in this regime

IE →
∑
n̄

(n̄Ω) [γn̄(+ω0) + γn̄(−ω0)]
N(N + 2)

6
. (51)

Such an equipartition regime can be expected at large
average temperatures, and to see a significant current we
do at the same time require a large temperature differ-
ence. Transferred to our variables in Eq. (50) this means
we have to consider small β̄ and large ∆β. Fig. 6 in-
deed shows a quadratic scaling of the current with N
in the regime where the populations are approximately
equal (positive ∆β). The thin dotted line for N = 64
also demonstrates the quality of the analytic approxi-
mation (51). Most interesting however, we observe that
for large temperature differences, under temperature in-
version (∆β → −∆β) the populations are no longer
equally occupied and simultaneously the absolute value
of the current drops drastically. Thus, at large tempera-
ture differences the system effectively implements a heat
diode [28, 29, 47] with a rectification efficiency that is
controllable by N . Since for ∆β � 0 the current scales
quadratically and for ∆β � 0 it does not, this effect
can be controlled by increasing the number of two-level
systems N . For a small negative thermal bias the oc-
cupations of higher levels drop only mildly (implying a
finite current) whereas for ∆β � 0 essentially just the
ground state is occupied (inset). This also results in a
negative differential thermo-conductance [30, 48–50].

Finally, we would like to stress that we can compare
the current from the coarse-grained rate equation (42)
with the one computed from the exact master equation
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FIG. 6. (Color Online) Plot of the dimensionless steady state
energy current versus dimensionless inverse temperature dif-
ference for weak coupling λ = 0.1Ω and large average tem-
peratures β̄Ω = 0.01. The top horizontal axis converts into
dimensionless temperature differences β̄∆T = β̄(Tt − T`).
The top left inset shows the stationary occupation of the
energy levels for N = 64, where the top curve denotes the
ground state and the bottom curve the most excited state (at
∆β/β̄ = 0 we have the Gibbs distribution at β̄). Finally, the
two density plots (white corresponds to zero, red to respective
maximum) display the stationary state occupation P̄nm of the
full rate equation (25) forN = 16, Nc = 40, and Γ` = 106Γt at
∆β/β̄ = −100 (left) and ∆β/β̄ = +100 (right). For the den-
sity plots, m ranges from −N/2 (top) to +N/2 (bottom), n
ranges from 0 (left) to Nc (right). When the levels are approx-

imately equally occupied (∆β/β̄
>
≈ 0, and right density plot),

the quadratic scaling of the matrix elements around m = 0
carries over to the stationary current as predicted in Eq. (51)
(thin dotted line for N = 64). In contrast, for ∆β/β̄ � 0,
the system dominantly resides in the lowest mesostate (in-
set and left density plot), and the current is consequently
strongly suppressed. In total, the system may therefore be
used as a heat diode. In contrast, the current for N = 1
(dashed grey, scaled by 103 for visibility) is also asymmetric
but does not display significant rectification. The symbols
(for N = 32 only) indicate currents derived using the full rate
equation (25) with a maximum occupation of the longitudi-
nal boson mode Ncut ∈ {5, 10, 20, 40, 80, 160, 320} (orange ar-
rows) and Γ` = 106Γt. For large longitudinal temperatures T`

(left), 320 bosonic modes barely suffice to ensure convergence,
whereas for small temperatures T` (right), roughly 10 modes
suffice. Other parameters: β̄Γt = 0.01, ω0 = Ω, λ = 0.1Ω,
ωc = 10Ω.

when Γ` � Γt. This requires to take a sufficient number
of maximum bosonic occupations into account, requiring
potentially large computational resources. The symbols
in Fig. 6 demonstrate that convergence for the current
is reached in either regime (also demonstrating validity
of the coarse-graining approximation), but it is signifi-
cantly slower when the temperature of the longitudinal
boson reservoir is large (negative ∆β). This is somewhat
expected, since for large temperatures many longitudinal
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FIG. 7. (Color Online) Similar as Fig. 6, but for a lower
average temperature β̄Ω = 0.1. An equipartition of levels is
not reached, and the current does not scale quadratically with
N . Nevertheless, rectification is still present. Color codes and
other parameters have been chosen as in Fig. 6.

boson mode excitations have to be taken into account.
The maximum bosonic cutoff can be reduced when one

lowers the average temperature. Indeed, we see in Fig. 7
that for N = 16 (left density plot) fewer bosonic modes
are occupied. However, the reduction of the average tem-
perature (increase of β̄) also has the effect that the levels
in the conducting direction are no longer equipartitioned,
such that the current is reduced and does no longer scale
quadratically in N .

When we further decrease the average temperature,
compare Fig. 8, the currents are further reduced. Fur-
thermore, in the conducting direction it does not even
rise monotonically with N .

2. Strong-coupling Current

An ideal heat diode should have a large current in the
conducting direction and should faithfully block the cur-
rent when the direction is reversed. It is therefore reason-
able to probe the strong-coupling regime, as increasing
λ should naively also increase the current. However, we
note that for our model this is only partially true, as the
increased level renormalization will also reduce the en-
ergy current. In fact, previous investigations have found
a suppression of transient superradiance in the strong-
coupling-limit [51]. We also find an analogous behaviour
in the stationary regime.

For stronger couplings, the heat-diode capability is in
principle even enhanced and also present for smaller tem-
perature differences, since the stationary state becomes
rapidly pure for ∆βΩ < 0 and thus effectively inhibits
transport, see the inset of Fig. 9. However, we also ob-
serve that for ∆βΩ > 0 the quadratic scaling of the
current does not hold over the complete range of N .
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FIG. 8. (Color Online) Similar as Figs. 6 and 7, but for
an even lower average temperature β̄Ω = 1.0. No quadratic
scaling is observed, the current is significantly suppressed.
Furthermore, the current for ∆β/β̄ � 0 does not even rise
monotonically with N , but rectification is still present. Color
codes and other parameters have been chosen as in Fig. 6.

In fact, the current is for large N (in the Figure for
N = 32 and N = 64) even further suppressed, which
limits the throughput capability of the heat diode. This
is a consequence of the level renormalization, which de-
stroys the previously observed equipartition of all energy
levels (see inset). We note that in the strong-coupling
limit, the current in conductance direction is carried by
two non-communicating regions in phase-space (compare
right density plot). The mesostates with m ≈ 0 are
hardly occupied and do not contribute to the current.
Instead, the system is rather concentrated close to the
ground state. Nevertheless, due to the strong coupling a
significant current is produced for finite N .

When we lower the average temperature (increase β̄) as
in the weak-coupling regime, the total current is strongly
suppressed without substantial changes in heat rectifica-
tion properties (not shown). These regimes are therefore
less useful for heat diode application purposes.

We note that the diode effect requires Γ` � Γt (as one
may have expected from the violation of the detailed bal-
ance relation due to coarse-graining) and that one of the
temperatures is small in comparison to the system energy
scales (to concentrate the populations at the boundaries
of the phase space).

V. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

We have studied non-equilibrium physics in an ensem-
ble of N identical two-level systems asymmetrically cou-
pled with two different thermal reservoir. The coupling
with one reservoir is dissipative (transversal coupling)
while the coupling with the other reservoir is assumed to
be of pure dephasing (longitudinal coupling). For large
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FIG. 9. (Color Online) Plot of the dimensionless energy cur-
rent between the reservoirs versus dimensionless temperature
difference for strong coupling λ = 0.8Ω and large average
temperature β̄Ω = 0.01. The level renormalization prohibits
for large N the equipartition of levels (inset for N = 64) for
all non-equilibrium regimes and thus destroys the quadratic
scaling of the current. For small N and ∆βΩ � 0 it grows
approximately linearly with N but for larger N it is even
reduced and above N = 64 suppressed completely. Neverthe-
less, for finite N the quality of heat rectification is improved in
comparison to the weak-coupling limit as for negative ∆β all
but the ground state are exponentially suppressed, which di-
rectly affects the current. Color coding and other parameters
chosen as in Fig. 6.

coherence lengths in the reservoirs, the coupling is col-
lective and the ensemble of two-level systems behave as
a single large spin. The case of strong coupling with
the dephasing reservoir can be modelled by considering
the coupling of the large single spin with a single bosonic
mode which is further coupled to its own reservoir. First,
we derived a rate equation in the energy eigenbasis of the
large spin and the longitudinal boson mode, valid beyond
the weak-coupling limit between spins and longitudinal
mode. The resulting rate equation obeys the usual ther-
modynamic local detailed balance relations. The dimen-
sion of the rate equation system scales as (Nc +1)(N+1)
for a large spin of dimension N and a cutoff of a maxi-
mum occupation number Nc for the longitudinal mode.
In particular for high temperatures of the longitudinal
mode reservoirs, many modes have to be taken into ac-
count, Nc � 1, and the numerical computation of ob-
servables may become difficult.

When the coupling between the longitudinal boson
mode and its reservoir is much larger than couplings of
the large spin, we can coarse-grain the dynamics by col-
lecting large spin eigenstates with different realizations
of the longitudinal mode occupations into mesostates.
The coarse-grained rate equation is of simple tri-diagonal
form and only contains the (N + 1) angular momen-
tum eigenstates. We have obtained its modified detailed
balance relations, and investigated their effect on heat
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conductance. From the technical perspective, we have
learned that one should be cautious in investigating the
combined behaviour of pure-dephasing and dissipative
reservoirs. Introducing part of the reservoir in the sys-
tem may lead to rather non-trivial rate equations. How-
ever, coarse-graining may greatly simplify the topology
of such rate equations and their numerical and analytical
treatment. Coarse-grained rates need no longer be addi-
tive in the number of reservoirs and need not obey the
usual thermodynamic detailed balance relations, leading
to the observed rectification effects. Note that the coarse-
grained rate equation can also be alternatively derived
by performing the Born approximation in the polaron-
transformed basis, see Appendix B.

Our main results can be thus summarized as follows:
Superradiance. For an equilibrium low-temperature

environment, we observed that the presence of the longi-
tudinal reservoir affects superradiance in multiple ways.
First, the originally equidistant level spectrum is, for
strong longitudinal spin-boson coupling, distorted. This
requires some changes in the setting, as the state with
all spins pointing upwards is not necessarily the energet-
ically most excited state. When one initially prepares the
large spin system slightly below the most excited state,
superradiance in the sense of an ultra-fast relaxation is in
general still observed and may even be enhanced due to
the presence of an additional low-temperature reservoir.
However, for strong couplings λ and/or large system sizes
N , the final relaxation steps require the emission of large
amounts of energy and may therefore be hampered by
the finite support of the spectral coupling density. This
effect is not present in the original Dicke superradiance,
since there the spectral coupling density is only evaluated
at a fixed frequency.

Supertransmittance. We also investigated the non-
equilibrium dynamics by keeping the reservoirs at differ-
ent temperatures, giving rise to a stationary heat current.
In the appropriate parameter regimes (in particular when
the eigenstates are equally occupied), the stationary cur-
rent displays interesting features such as a quadratic scal-
ing with the number N of two-level systems (supertrans-

mittance). The level renormalization limits supertrans-
mittance to rather weak couplings between large spin and
longitudinal boson mode. Furthermore, the quadratic
scaling is not observed over the complete range of N .

Rectification. One of the main results obtained by our
analysis is the cooperatively enhanced rectification. For
large temperature differences between the reservoirs we
observe a heat-diode effect: the stationary heat current
from a hot transversal reservoir to a cold longitudinal
reservoir is much larger than the stationary current flow-
ing from a hot longitudinal reservoir to a cold transversal
reservoir. The rectification factor of this heat diode can
be significantly enhanced by the quadratic scaling of the
current due to supertransmittance.

Our setup constitutes a proof of principle of how ex-
tremely large rectification factors can be achieved by ex-
ploiting collective couplings with thermal reservoirs. We
have argued that our model could be used to describe
trapped ions collectively coupled to a thermal photon
field and a phonon field. Since rectification allows energy
transfer from the hot photon field (transverse) to the cold
phonon field (longitudinal), these findings could inspire
the design of a device able to efficiently absorb energy
from sunlight (that corresponds to a black-body radiator
with high temperature of ≈ 6000 K) and convert it effi-
ciently (due to supertransmittance) into heat stored in a
phonon reservoir. In the absence of sunlight, the inverse
process would be strongly suppressed, such that the to-
tal device would be a very suitable energy harvester. The
design of such devices is an appealing avenue of further
research.
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Appendix A: Stationary State

To calculate the heat current, we first need to calculate
the steady state of the rate equation. Numerically, we
have found that the determination of the null space is
not always stable. Therefore, we determined the null
space of a rate matrix by computing the adjugate matrix
via the transpose of the cofactor matrix. In case of a
tri-diagonal rate matrix

(M)ij = δj,i+1mi,i+1 + δj,i−1mi,i−1

−δij(mi−1,i +mi+1,i) (A1)

with dimension (N+1)×(N+1) this calculation simplifies
considerably. One can then check that the steady state
is given by (we use M = N + 1 for generality)

P̄k =

[
k∏
i=2

mi,i−1

][
M−1∏
j=k

mj,j+1

]
∑
k

[
k∏
i=2

mi,i−1

] [
M−1∏
j=k

mj,j+1

] , (A2)

where k ∈ {1, . . . ,M}.

Appendix B: Alternative derivation of the
coarse-grained rate equation

Here, we will show that we can also obtain the coarse-
grained rate equation (38) from a model where the longi-
tudinal boson is not coupled to an independent reservoir,
i.e., where the total Hamiltonian simply reads

H =
ω0

2
Jz + Jz(λa+ λ∗a†) + Ωa†a

+Jx
∑
k

(
hkbk + h∗kb

†
k

)
+
∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk . (B1)

To treat the model within a master equation approach,
we consider only the large spin as the system, and to
treat the strong-coupling limit, too, we use the polaron
transformation (19). With Eq. (20), we conclude that

FIG. 10. (Color Online) Putting the longitudinal boson mode
in a thermal state in the polaron frame (right, appendix) leads
to the same evolution equation as coupling it to a separate
continuous bosonic reservoir (left, main manuscript) and then
assuming that the longitudinal boson degrees of freedom relax
to their equilibrium state much faster than the large spin, such
that a reduced coarse-grained Markovian description only in
terms of the large spin eigenstates applies.

under a polaron transformation, the Hamiltonian trans-
forms according to

UHU† =
ω0

2
Jz −

|λ|2

Ω
J2
z + Ωa†a+

∑
k

ωkb
†
kbk (B2)

+
(
J+e

+2B + J−e
−2B

)∑
k

(
hkbk + h∗kb

†
k

)
.

Thus, the coupling between spin and longitudinal mode
goes away at the expense of a dressed spin-boson cou-
pling.

We note that we can derive a master equation with
standard methods that is perturbative in hk but non-
perturbative in λ. In doing so, we will put both the lon-
gitudinal boson mode and the bosons in thermal equilib-
rium states with inverse temperatures β` and βt, respec-
tively [45, 46]. Since the polaron transformation is non-
local between large spin and longitudinal mode, simply
placing the boson mode in a thermal state does not cor-
respond to a simple thermal state in the original frame.
Instead, its state becomes conditioned on the large spin
state [40]. Here, we will show that the resulting rate
equation is identical to the one obtained in the main pa-
per via coarse-graining (38), see also Fig. 10.

Evidently, the eigenenergies of the system Hamiltonian
in Eq. (B2) are given by (35), and with identifying the
coupling operators as A1 = J+, B1 = e+2B

∑
k(hkbk +

h∗kb
†
k), A2 = J−, and B2 = e−2B

∑
k(hkbk+h∗kb

†
k), we can

set up a rate equation for the evolution of populations in
the spin energy eigenstates. To do so, we have to evaluate
the matrix elements of the system coupling operators –
using Eqns. (12) – which imply that only two reservoir
correlation functions have to be found to evaluate the
rate from energy eigenstate b to energy eigenstate a

γab,ab = γ12(Eb − Ea)|〈a| J− |b〉|2

+γ21(Eb − Ea)|〈a| J+ |b〉|2 . (B3)

Consequently, we calculate the reservoir correlation
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function for the reservoir coupling operators

B± = e±2B
∑
k

(
hkbk + h∗kb

†
k

)
, (B4)

which enter the correlation functions in the form (bold
symbols indicate the interaction picture)

〈
B±(τ)B∓

〉
= C±` (τ)Ct(τ) ,

C±` (τ) =
〈
e±2B(τ)e∓2B

〉
,

Ct(τ) =
1

2π

∫ 0

−∞
Γt(−ω)nt(−ω)e−iωτdω (B5)

+
1

2π

∫ +∞

0

Γt(+ω)[1 + nt(+ω)]e−iωτdω .

At this state it is already evident that the resulting rates
will not be additive in the two reservoirs.

The longitudinal contributions can be written as

C+
` (τ) = e

− 4|λ|2

Ω2

[
(1−cos(Ωτ)) coth

(
β`Ω

2

)
+i sin(Ωτ)

]
,

C−` (τ) = C+
` (τ) ≡ C`(τ) , (B6)

and it is visible that these do not decay to zero at infin-
ity. One might be tempted to consider this as problem-
atic with regard to the Markovian approximation. How-
ever, the longitudinal correlation function always enters
in product form with the transversal correlation func-
tions, such that the total correlation function always de-
cays. To interpret their action in a more physical way we
rewrite the correlation functions as

C`(τ) = e−
4|λ|2

Ω2 [(1+2n`)−n`e+iΩτ−(1+n`)e
−iΩτ ] , (B7)

where n` = [eβ`Ω− 1]−1. We can easily check their KMS
relations C`(τ) = C`(−τ − iβ`). We can compute the
Fourier transform of the longitudinal mode correlation

function by formally expanding in powers of e±iΩτ

γ`(ω) =

∫
C`(τ)e+iωτdτ

= 2πe−
4|λ|2

Ω2 (1+2n`)
∞∑

m,m′=0

[
4|λ|2

Ω2

]m+m′

×

×n
m
` [1 + n`]

m′

m!m′!
δ(ω − (m′ −m)Ω) (B8)

= 2πe−
4|λ|2

Ω2 (1+2n`)
+∞∑

n̄=−∞
δ(ω − n̄Ω)×

×
(

1 + n`
n`

)n̄/2
Jn̄

(
8|λ|2

Ω2

√
n`(1 + n`)

)
,

where Jn(x) denotes the modified Bessel function of the
first kind.

The bosonic contribution has standard form and also
obeys a KMS condition of the form Ct(τ) = Ct(−τ−iβt).

The full Fourier transform of the correlation function
is given by

γ(+ω) =

∫
C`(τ)Ct(τ)e+iωτdτ ,

(B9)

and we note that we can represent these also by convo-
lution integrals of the separate Fourier transforms

γ(ω) =
1

2π

∫
γ`(ω − ω̄)γt(ω̄)dω̄ . (B10)

Inserting Eq. (B8) eventually yields

γ(ω) =

+∞∑
n̄=−∞

γn̄(ω) , (B11)

γn̄(ω) = αn̄γ11(ω − n̄Ω) ,

where γ11(ω) is defined in Eq. (17) in the main
manuscript.

Inserting these results in Eq. (B3), we find that the
resulting rate equation is identical with Eq. (38) in the
main manuscript.

Independent calculations have shown that coarse-
graining approaches also exist for previously treated
electron-phonon models [35, 45, 46] (not shown).
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