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We study the preparation of coherent quantum states in a two-photon micromaser for applications
in quantum metrology. While this setting can be in principle realized in a host of physical systems,
we consider atoms interacting with the field of a cavity. We focus on the case of the interaction
described by the Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian, which cannot be achieved by the conventional
approach with three-level atoms coupled to the cavity field at two-photon resonance. We find that
additional levels are required in order to cancel Stark shifts emerging in the leading order. Once
this is accomplished, the dynamics of the cavity features a degenerate stationary state manifold of
pure states. We derive the analytic form of these states and show that they include Schrodinger
cat states with a tunable mean photon number. We also confirm these states can be useful in
phase estimation protocols with their quantum Fisher information exceeding the standard limit. To
account for realistic imperfections, we consider single-photon losses from the cavity, finite lifetime
of atom levels, and higher order corrections in the far-detuned limit, which result in metastability
of formerly stationary cavity states and long-time dynamics with a unique mixed stationary state.
Despite being mixed, this stationary state can still feature quantum Fisher information above the
standard limit. Our work delivers a comprehensive overview of the two-photon micromaser dynamics
with particular focus on application in phase estimation and, while we consider the setup with atoms

coupled to a cavity, the results can be directly translated to optomechanical systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

There is currently an intense effort to engineer quan-
tum states in a number of platforms ranging from
atomic ensembles to nanomechanical, cavity and circuit
QED systems. The impressive experimental progress is
documented by the creation of Schriodinger cat states
with more than 100 photons, together with the so-
called compass states [I], in circuit QED [2], genera-
tion of squeezed coherent states in mechanical oscilla-
tors [BHB] and squeezed cat states using light at optical
wavelengths [7HO], traveling (itinerant) squeezed coher-
ent states in the microwave domain [I0HI2Z], and spin-
squeezed states in atomic ensembles [13]. There are also
experimental developments and theoretical proposals for
interfacing different platforms in hybrid setups such as
coupling a mechanical oscillator with passing Rydberg
atoms via electric charge [14] or with Nitrogen-Vacancy
center via magnetic field [15].

Nowadays, the generation of quantum states goes be-
yond the well-established paradigm of squeezed coherent
and cat states. A general paradigm of dissipative quan-
tum state preparation was developed in Refs. [16, [17]
and encompasses the so-called grid states [I8-20] as
well as squeezed and displaced superpositions of a fi-
nite number of phonons [2I] 22]. The produced quan-
tum states find applications to quantum information pro-
cessing and quantum enhanced sensing [23H25], ranging
from ultra sensitive force measurements in optomechani-

cal systems [26], 27] to probes of macroscopic-scale deco-
herence [28] 29] or dark matter detection [30].

Among possible approaches to the robust quantum
state engineering are those based on two-photon pro-
cesses. In the seminal work on two-photon micromasers
by Haroche and co-workers [31], B2], a stream of three-
level atoms passed through a microwave cavity, allow-
ing for photon exchange between the cavity field and
the atoms. For the energy gap between the ground
and the excited (top) atom levels equal to double the
frequency of the cavity and the middle level being far
detuned, the resulting dynamics corresponded to a si-
multaneous exchange of two photons between the atom
and the cavity [3I, B3H35]. Following this work, the
two-photon resonance is now exploited in stabilization
of Schrodinger cat states [36], in ultrasensitive electro-
measurements based on Rydberg atoms interacting with
a microwave cavity [37], in two-photon lasing by a super-
conducting qubit [38], and in dynamical protection and
reservoir engineering in circuit QED [39H41]. Despite the
importance of the two-photon interactions in generation,
manipulation, and exploitation of quantum information,
it has been shown that the two-photon micromasers
based on three-level systems feature only squeezed vac-
uum (squeezed single photon) or a Fock state as their
stationary states [42].

In this work, we demonstrate that the limited set of
two-photon micromaser stationary states is due to the
Stark shifts present in the effective two-photon dynam-
ics [311 [B3H35]. We show that the Stark shifts can be re-



moved by considering a scheme with (5 + 1)-level atoms,
where four single-photon transitions are driven by the
cavity field and one transition is driven by a classical Rabi
field (see Fig. . This leads to the atom-cavity inter-
action given by a two-photon Jaynes-Cummings Hamil-
tonian [43] without the spurious Stark shifts and opens
doors to the dissipative generation of novel pure quantum
states.

For a pure state of incoming atoms, we derive the re-
sulting pure stationary states, which depend both on the
initial atomic state and the time integral of the atom-
cavity coupling strength, in contrast with the three-level
setup where the stationary states depend only on the
atomic state [42] [44] [45]. We investigate the usefulness
of the generated state in phase estimation by means of
the quantum Fisher information (QFI) [46H48] and find
that a number of states yield the QFI exceeding not only
the standard quantum limit, but also the performance
of the squeezed coherent, cat, and squeezed cat states
generated by the micromaser in the weak-coupling limit.
Some of the generated states with a high QFI display a
delocalized Wigner function [49] and bear resemblance to
the so-called grid states [I8-20].

To account for cavity imperfections and finite detun-
ing of the cavity fields from the atomic transitions, we
consider single-photon losses from the cavity and higher
order corrections to the effective two-photon atom-cavity
interaction. In the limit of a small loss rate and large
detunings, we discuss the resulting metastability of the
pure states and their long-time dynamics leading to a
unique mixed stationary state of the cavity field [50].
In the weak-coupling regime, our results are consistent
with the recent findings for the harmonic oscillator with
two-photon driving and two-photon losses, which features
Schrodinger cat states as pure stationary states [39] [51],
but in the presence of single-photon losses, displays mix-
ing dynamics and a unique stationary state [52H54]. Im-
portantly, we find that, although the stationary states of
the cavity are no longer pure, their QFI can still feature
enhancement beyond the standard quantum limit.

The article is structured as follows. In Sec. [T, we dis-
cuss the dynamics of micromaser with (5+1)-level atoms
leading to the effective two-photon dynamics in the far-
detuned regime. In Sec.[[II} we investigate the resulting
pure stationary states of the cavity field, while in Sec. [[V]
we include the effects of higher order corrections, single-
photon losses, atom decay and distribution of atom veloc-
ities. Motivated by the application in quantum metrol-
ogy, in Sec. [V]we characterize the dissipatively generated
states by the QFL Finally, in Sec. [VI]we discuss possible
experimental platforms, and we conclude in Sec. [VII}

II. TWO-PHOTON MICROMASER WITH
(5+1)-LEVEL ATOMS

In this section we introduce the (5+1)-level model of
the atom-cavity interaction and, in the far-detuned limit,

derive the effective two-photon dynamics with tunable
Stark shifts. We further focus on the case when the Stark
shifts are canceled, and discuss the corresponding micro-
maser dynamics. This condition will prove to be crucial
for dissipative generation of novel pure quantum states
of the cavity presented in Sec. [[TI}

A. Atom-cavity interaction

We consider (5+1)-level atoms with the levels |j) and
the energies Ej, j = 0,1, ...,4, a, and the cavity field with
the frequency w. The transitions |j — 1) <> |j) are cou-
pled to the cavity field with the strengths g;, j =1, .., 4,
and the transition |3) < |a) to the auxiliary level |a)
is driven by a classical field of frequency w. and Rabi
frequency G [see Fig. [I[a)].

We assume that the detunings A;, j = 1,..,4, and §,
defined as

J

(Bj —Eo) =jw+» A, j=1,.,4,  (la)
i=1
3

(Ea—Eo) =3w+ Y Ai+wa+4, (1b)
=1

are much smaller than the corresponding energy gaps,
|Aj] < w for j = 1,..,4, and |§| < wa, cf. Fig. [[a),
which leads to Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian via the
rotating wave approximation,

4 J 3
HOZZUijAi+Jaa<6+ZAj)a (23’)
=1 =1 j=1

4
Hin = aZgj 0jj—1) + Goaz + Hee,, (2b)
j=1
where o;; = |i)(j|, a and a' denote the cavity annihi-

lation and creation operators, i = 1, and we consider
the frame rotating with weoaa + wN, where N = afa +
Z?:l Joj; + 30aa (see Appendix . Since the total
number of excitations N is conserved by H = Hy + Hijyt,
the dynamics can in principle be solved by diagonalizing
H in six-dimensional eigenspaces of N.

B. Effective two-photon interaction

In order to obtain two-photon dynamics of the atom
and the cavity, we assume two-photon resonance

AQ = —A3 = A, (3)

which leads to degeneracy of |1) and |3) in Hp, and con-
sider the levels |0}, |2), |4), and |a) to be far detuned from
the one-photon transitions, i.e., |g;/A;| <1, j=1,..,4
and |G/d| < 1. In this case, Hiy in Eq. can be
treated as a perturbation of Hy in Eq. by means of
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FIG. 1. (a) Atomic level structure: the transitions |j — 1) < |j), j = 1,..,4 are coupled to the cavity field with the

strengths g; and detunings A;. The transition |3) <> |a) is driven by a classical field with Rabi frequency G and detuning § (see
Sec. . (b) Micromaser: atoms are passing through a lossy cavity one at a time, interacting with a single-mode quantized
cavity field of frequency w (orange) and a classical Rabi field G of frequency wq (green). (c) Effective dynamics: at the
two-photon resonance Ay = —Ag, the (5+1)-level model reduces to an effective two-photon Jaynes-Cummings interaction with
the coupling strength X\ between the cavity field (depicted as a quantum harmonic oscillator) and the effective two-level atom
with ground and exited states |1) and |3) (see Sec.[[IB). (d) Micromaser dynamics in weak-coupling regime: the Wigner
function for the cavity state is shown. The initial coherent state |a) with @ = 0.6 evolves first into a DFS spanned by
the odd and even cat states (time t1), which would be stationary if not for single-photon losses from the cavity that renders
it metastable. After the first metastable regime, the macroscopic coherence dephases (time t2), leading to metastable mixture
of coherent states. This mixture then finally relaxes into a unique stationary state (time ¢ = co) via mixing dynamics. In
the second metastable regime (¢ > ¢2), the system state features a single reflection symmetry, while the final parity-symmetric
stationary state features two reflection symmetries (see Sec. . The parameters are as in Fig. @(b); see Sec. for discussion.

adiabatic elimination [55-57]. In Appendix [A 2] we show
that up to the second order the dynamics couples only
the levels |1) and |3) via the effective Hamiltonian

photon Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian [43]

Heff = )\CL2O'31 + >\>’<CLJr2('J'137

(6)

_9298 2 9593 at?os where A = —gog3/A is the effective two-photon coupling

31 (4)
A A strength [see Fig. [1(c)] and we omitted |g2|2 (011 + 033)
2 2 2 (constant in the considered subspace of |1) and |3)).
|91 |g2] |91
+ {A —al < A A)} We emphasize that (541)-level scheme in Fig. [1] is a
1 1

minimal model to cancel the Stark shifts [cf. Eq. (B])].
. |G|2 + |93|2 +ala |g4|2 + |93|2 o
5 A Ay A %

Heff =

This is the case on which we focus on in this work, mo-
tivated by the dissipative generation of a plethora of dis-
where we omitted A (011 + 033) (constant in the sub-
space of |1) and |3)). As H.g conserves the number of

tinct pure quantum states in Sec. [T} Actually, in Ap-
excitations Neg = a'a + 017 + 3033, the corresponding

atom-cavity dynamics can be solved exactly by diagonal-
izing H.g restricted to two-dimensional N.g eigenspaces
(see Appendix [C)).

The second and third lines in Eq. correspond to
the Stark shifts, which crucially influence the dynamics
of cavity coherences in the Fock basis (cf. [34] B8H60]).
In particular, the Stark shifts are canceled when

2 2
2 2

IgA44|1 _ IgZI 7 (5b)
2 2 2

|C(;;| _ |g3| Z |92| , (50)

in which case the Hamiltonian reduces to the two-

pendix [C] we show that only in this case does the adia-
batic two-photon dynamics between the cavity and the
atoms generate stationary states of the cavity which are
pure and dependent on both the atom state and the
atom-cavity coupling. For any other setup, including the
three-level scheme [34) [35] [42] [44] [61]

3—level 9293 2 9395 +2
Hag ™ = 7R dlom =75 dos )
2 2
—% aTaoll — % (aTa + 1) 033.

(obtained with |Aq],|A4],|d| — oo or equivalently g =
g4 = G = 0), pure stationary states, if generated, always
correspond to the squeezed vacuum state and squeezed
single-photon state, independently from the atom state.
Furthermore, this means that our study, together with
the earlier work [42] 44} [61], provides the complete analy-
sis of dissipative generation of pure states in two-photon



micromasers based on single-photon Jaynes-Cummings
interaction [62].

C. Two-photon micromaser

The micromaser is a setup in which atoms pass
through the cavity, one at a time, and interact with its
field [see Fig.[I{b) and Appendix[B1]. We consider atoms
of the same velocity (a monochromatic beam) and ini-
tially in a pure state (|cg|® 4 |ce|® = 1)

[that) = g |1) + ce [3) (8)

where the amplitudes ¢, and ¢, will enable us to control
the coherence of the generated cavity states. Since the
effective dynamics couples only |1) and |3) levels, they
can be viewed as the ground state and the excited state
of the effective two-level atom interacting with the cavity.

1. Micromaser dynamics

In the frame rotating with the free Hamiltonian, the
cavity state changes only when an atom is passing
through. For an atom in a pure superposition, Eq. ,
interacting with the cavity for time 7, the state of the
cavity after passage of k atoms is

pM =" My p*IMT = Mo [p*TI](9)
i=g.e
where the Kraus operators [cf. Eq. (6)]
M, = <1\Teiif0T dtHCff(t)Wat>
sin ((b\/m)

= \/T22>_‘6T2 10
cgcos(gzﬁ a?a icca Nr , (10a)
M, = (3|Te o dtHere(®) |, 1)
sin ((;S\/ at? a2)
= —icga® ————2 +c.cos <¢v a? a”),
Vat?a? (10b)
10

with 7 denoting time ordering and the integrated cou-
pling strength ¢ = fOT dt\(t) [63]; see Appendix for
derivation.

For atoms arriving to the cavity at the rate v [31], 64}
65, the average micromaser dynamics is governed by the
master equation [66], [67]

d
2P(0) = v Molp(t)] —vp(t) = Lo [p(t)].  (11)
In this work, we mostly consider the continuous dynamics
. The comparison of the results to the case of discrete
dynamics (9) can be found in Appendix
The subscript 0 in Egs. @[) and indicates the far-
detuned limit in which two-photon dynamics in Eq. @

is achieved. We consider the effect of the higher order
corrections to this limit, as well as single-photon losses,
later in Sec. [[V] while the influence of approximately ful-
filled conditions of Egs. (3) and , a mixed atom state,

and a nonmonochromatic atom beam, is discussed in Ap-

pendix [G]

2. Properties

The micromaser dynamics generated by features
only two-photon transitions, so that the parity

P=(-1)"" (12)
commutes with the Kraus operators,
[Mg,e, P =0, (13)

and is conserved during the evolution,

d
ST [Pp()] = Te{PL [p()]} = Tr [£](P)p(t)] =0,
(14)

as we have M (P) = P and thus £} (P) = 0. In partic-
ular, a cavity state initially supported in the even (odd)
subspace, remains there at all times, which implies the
existence of even and odd stationary states. We will show
in Sec. [[T]] these stationary states are generally pure.

The Kraus operators ([10)) become real upon the trans-
formation a + e"i(¥/2=" Mg where cy/ce = €'?|cy/cel-
Therefore, an initial state of the cavity with real-valued
coefficients in the transformed basis, remains real at all
times, and so the odd and even stationary states must be
realvalued in this basis.

Conservation of the parity and real-valued dynamics
are reflected in the reflection symmetries of the Wigner
function [49, [68] for the stationary states,

W(a) = %Tr [pD(a) PD(—0)], (15)

where D(a) = exp (o<aT — a*a) is the displacement op-
erator [see Figs. a) and [3]. First, for an even or odd p,
we have PpP = p, while P* =1 and PD(a)P = D(—a),
and thus W(a) = 2Tr{p[PD(a)P|P[PD(—a)P]} =
W(—«), which is the inversion symmetry. Second,
for a real-valued cavity state in the transformed ba-
sis a — e 1@/27"/Mg we have W(a) = W*(a) =
2Tr[p* D(a*)PD(—a*)] = W (a*), which is the reflection
symmetry with respect to the real axis [cf. the system
state for t > t5 in Fig. d)] Therefore, together with the
inversion symmetry, we also obtain the reflection symme-
try with respect to the imaginary axis.

III. PURE STATIONARY STATES OF
TWO-PHOTON MICROMASER AND
RELAXATION TIMESCALES

We now show that the two-photon micromaser intro-
duced in Sec. [l features pure stationary states of odd



and even parities. The coherences between the states are
also stationary, forming a decoherence-free subspace [69-
71]. In particular, in the weak-coupling limit, the sta-
tionary states become odd and even Schrédinger cat
states [72] [73] with a tunable mean photon number. We
also discuss the possibility of trapping states [42], which,
in turn, provides an insight into emergent slow timescales
during the relaxation toward the pure stationary states.

A. Pure stationary states

The stationary states of the cavity satisfy %pss =
Lo (pss) = 0, which is equivalent to Moy (pss) = pss-
When the stationary state is pure, pss = |PesXVss|, it
is necessarily an eigenstate of all Kraus operators,

Mg|\I/SS> = a|\I/SS>,
Me|\I/ss> = B|\Ijqe>

(16a)
(16b)

Indeed, in order to maintain its purity, the cavity state
must be uncorrelated from the outgoing atom state,
et Jd dtHeff(t)(|wat> ® [Pss)) = (a|l) + B[3) ® [Yss)
[cf. Eq. (10)] and we have |a|? +|8]* = 1 from the state
normalization.

1.  Recurrence relation

For the pure stationary state |Ug) = Y7 cnln),
Eq. corresponds to

Q Cpy = Cg COSp (@) Crta — 1Ce SiNy, (@) Cpy, (17a)
B Cn = —icg Sinp (@) Cpta + e cOSp (@) Cn, (17b)

where we defined cos, (¢) = cos[¢/(n+ 1)(n + 2)] and
sin,(¢) = sin[py/(n+1)(n+2)]. The solutions ex-
ist when the determinant of Eq. , off + cecg —
cosy (@) (ace + Beg) is 0, and thus

B=Fc, (18)

leading to recurrence relation for coefficients of the sta-
tionary states,

. Ce sing, ((b)

+
Cpio =F1 —————¢ ::Fic—e cot ? Cn-
e cg 1 Fcosy(¢) Co "\ 2 "
(19)
We note that the odd and even stationary states are de-
termined independently by Eq. (19)), which a consequence
of the parity conservation (cf. Sec.|[II C|). Here we assumed
that ¢y # 0 and 1Fcos, (¢) # 0; we revisit these assump-
tions in Sec.

a = *cg,

2. Boundary conditions
Since a?|0) = 0 = a?|1), from Egs. and we
also obtain the boundary conditions

acy=cgCy, QC =CgCr, (20)

which determine the outgoing atom state as
and §=—co,, (21)

a = Cg

independently of ¢ [42], 44]. Therefore, the recurrence
relation leads to the existence of odd and even pure
stationary states,

e’} n n—1
|[P1) = col0) + ¢ Z (—i zz> kl;[ocotgk (?) |2n) ,

n=1
(22a)
[e) n n—1
W) :cl\l)—i—qz (—i ze> HCOt2k+1<(§) |2n + 1),
n= g =
1 k=0 (220)

where ¢y and c¢; are determined, up to a phase, by the
state normalization. In contrast to the case of the three-
level micromaser [42] [44], here the stationary states are
dependent not only on the incoming atom state, , but
also on the integrated coupling ¢, which allows for dissi-
pative generation of plethora of distinct stationary states;
in Fig. 2| we show a few examples.

B. Stationary decoherence-free subspace

Since the eigenvalues a and (8 of the Kraus operators
M, and M, [cf. Egs. and (I8)], are the same for
the odd and even pure stationary states, the even-odd
coherences, |¥ XU_| and |T_¥W¥_|, are also stationary,
ie.,

o R-1) = (ot + B = DIV f-1 =0
23
Therefore, any superposition of |¥,) and |¥_) is sta-
tionary, forming a decoherence-free subspace (DFS) of a
qubit [69HT7I]. The existence of the DFS can be made
apparent by choosing the shifted Kraus operators

Mg = M; — c.1,
Me = M. + ce1,

(24a)
(24b)

as jump operators in the master equation , in which
case from ¢ My — cgMJ — c; M+ ceMJ = 0 [cf. Eq. (10)]

d v o S
PO =5 D7 [2Mp())M] — MIM, p(t) — p(t) MM,
j=g.e
(25)
The pure stationary states |¥) and |¥_) are both dark,
ie, Mgo|¥y) = 0, and thus their coherences do not
decay.

In general, the asymptotic state of the cavity is
3 t[,o —
Jim_ e p =Tlo (p) (26)

— W)W Tr(L ) + W) (T | Tr(1_p)
YT Tr(Ly—p) + [N | Tr(Lyp),



(=]

(a)
0.3
~
\ \ 0.2
»
) 0] (i)
0.1 . »
(vii) (viil) (ix)
W,
AN % I
: =¥ - 0.0 W~ .. il -
ol Yok I R TR N T - IJ e e nm .
0 10 20
(i) ) o[l (© "
T [State]] (K co) | (n) | An? [Fg/4(n)maxsin,, > () kss
(@) |[(T, 0.20)] 2.69 | 2.70 | 1.00 24 100
S T ) 5 |GD ]I, 0.70)|10.13] 6.36 | 0.63 24 50
“"‘.: 3@ ,,,\ 02 55 1[(5, 0.65) | 5.58 [41.20] 7.39 22 10°
» NG % (iv) [[(11, 0.60)| 3.66 |25.24] 6.90 179 10°
(i) (i) ) | (v) [l(15, 0.65)] 2.35 [29.10]| 12.38 593 1.5 x 10*
— s — =03 7(vi) {|(19, 0.65)] 1.22 |15.53] 12.72 27 3% 107
-9 =5 Rea) =5 (vii) [[(23, 0.15)| 1.77 | 12.08| 6.84 1767 107
‘ (viii) [[(31, 0.80)] 8.94 |73.98] 8.28 6670 5 x 107
(ix) ||(41, 0.40)| 2.51 [26.26] 10.46 15 2% 10°

FIG. 2. Pure stationary states of cavity dynamics: (a) Wigner function [Eq. (I5)] for even cavity stationary states
corresponding to the parameters in panel (c) [and indicated in Fig. [8d)]. The two reflection symmetries (along diagonal gray
lines) are due to the stationary states being parity symmetric and real valued (after adding the phase 7/4) (see Sec. . (b) The
photon-number distribution of the states (blue bars, only even photon numbers) is compared to that of the coherent states with
the same average photon number (n) (red dashed lines). Blue dashed lines show cot3,(¢/2)/10, which diverges as 4/ sin3,, (¢)
[gray dashed lines] for soft walls concurring with the boundary condition for stationary states (see Sec. [[ITE). (c) Properties
of stationary states (i)-(ix): the parameters (K, c.) [which determine ¢ by Eq. , where the hard wall is at m = 20; for ¢
see also the last panel in Fig. [8) while ¢, = v/T — ¢2], the mean photon number (n), the variance An?, the enhancement in
phase estimation, the maximal rate related to even soft wall maxo<an<m 1/sinzn(¢), and the estimated number of atoms kg
for which the stationary states are reached, as characterized by the fidelity F[pss; p(k)] = Tr \/\/pss p(k)/pss > 0.99, for the
cavity initially in the vacuum state |0).

where the superoperator Il projects the initial cavity 1.
state p on the stationary DFS with 14 = (14 P)/2 and

Steady states

1_ = (1—P)/2 being the projections on the odd and even
subspaces, and L = LT with Tr(Ly_ [0, X¥_|) =1
supported in the even-odd coherences, in which the struc-
ture reflects the parity conservation [39, 74} [75]. Further-
more, dynamics conserves 1, 1_, L,_, L_,, and thus
L, _, L_. can be obtained numerically as

. T
Ly = lim e ([0 )W) (27)

C. Schrédinger cat states in weak-coupling limit

We show that in the limit of the weak coupling,
Schrédinger cat states are recovered as stationary states
of the cavity and its dynamics corresponds to two-photon
drive and two-photon losses [39, [E2H54] [76, [77] [see
Fig. [[fd) and state (i) in Fig. [2].

In the limit of the weak coupling, |¢| < 1, the recur-
rence relation with the boundary condition can
be approximated as

Cn+42
Cn

e 2 Ce v (n n
__’cg¢\/(n+1>(n+2>+0[cg¢ e (Zs?)}

identifying the stationary states as the odd and even
Schrodinger cat states [72) [73] [see the state (i) in Fig. |2

1— . [2e,
W) ~ RS a>2, a=e %, |22 (29)
V2 £ 2e—2lel Cg

with the coherent state |a) = e~ 1*1°/2 3% an/v/nl |n).
For validity of the approximation we require that the
neglected terms are small, e.g. the first-order corrections
to the fidelity,

R 1 (30)
Leplel 2L
n:03 c 3




Therefore, the conditions for obtaining Schrodinger cat
states are

o] < 1 and lce| < 1. (31)
We emphasize that the conditions on the parameters c.
and ¢ are independent, and thus their ratio, as well as
the value of «, do not need to be small [cf. the state (i)
in Fig. [2]. Indeed, for large |o| we have that the photon
distribution is centered around 2|c./(cg¢)|, since (n) ~
|a|? ~ A2n, and thus the approximation in Eq. is
still valid when [ce| < 1 [cf. Eq. (BI))].

2. Dynamics

The Kraus operators in Eq. can be expanded in ¢
up to the quadratic terms in ¢ and ¢, [cf. Eq. ] as

2
M, = —icepal® — Cg% at?a? = 0, (32a)

M, ~ 2¢l —icyda?, (32b)

where in the first line we further neglected the terms
which will contribute only in the fourth order to Eq. .
Therefore, we arrive at the cavity dynamics

2,9l (33)

+Koph a2paT2 - % (aTra2 p+ paQTaz)

al *i[ggpha2 + g2pha

with
R2ph = V‘Cg|2¢2a (34)

which are of the second order [cf. Eq. (31)]. Equation
describes an extensively studied model of two-photon
drive and two-photon losses [39, [52H54) [TGHTI] leading
to a = e /4 /2go,n [Kopn in Eq. (29). In particular,
the conserved quantities Ly_ and L_, in Eq. are
known exactly [39] and thus so are the asymptotic states
in Eq. (26). In Appendixes we show that
the two-photon cavity dynamics in Eq. (33]) is robust to
both nonmonochromaticity of the atom beam and decay
of the atom state toward levels uncoupled from the cav-
ity field, but it is modified by two-photon injections when
the atom state entering the cavity is mixed rather than

pure [cf. Eq. (8)].

"
gaph = VCgCe 10} and

D. Trapping states

Here we characterize the atom-cavity coupling
strengths leading to the disconnected cavity dynamics.
Among others, this situation allows us to prepare the
cavity in fixed photon number states, so-called trapping
states [42]. We also discuss the purity of the resulting
coherent stationary states.

1. Hard walls

The terms in the Kraus operators, Eq. , that con-
nect the cavity states |m) and |m + 2) are proportional

to sin,,(¢). Therefore, when the integrated interaction
strength ¢ gives sin,, (¢) = 0 for some m, that is
K
b= T with K = 41,£2,..., (35)

(m+1)(m+2)

so that cos,,(¢) = (—1)%, the Kraus operators become
block diagonal in the Fock space, with the dynamics
on the left (photon numbers n < m) and on the right
(n > m) being independent. As the initial cavity state
supported below m and of the same parity as m, remains
supported below m at all times, we refer to this case
as a hard wall at m. This provides natural truncation
points for the cavity Hilbert space in numerical simula-
tions, which we exploit in Figs.

2. Trapping states

For the cavity pumped by the excited atoms (|ce| = 1,
¢z = 0), a hard wall at at m corresponds to a trapping
state |m), and thus can be used to obtain a fixed pho-
ton number. Indeed, for a first hard wall at my, when
the initial cavity state is of the same parity as m; and
is supported below mq, the asymptotic state is the pure
trapping state |Uy) = |my). A general initial state of
the cavity evolves into a mixed state supported on all
trapping states |m,), and the asymptotic distribution,
Prn = (Mmy|pss|mn), is given by the initial supports be-
tween subsequent walls of the same parity. It is also possi-
ble for coherences between the trapping states |m,,) to be
stationary, which takes place when cos,, (¢) = (—1)%»
[cf. Eq. (35)] are of the same sign [cf. Eq. (23)]. In con-
trast, in the absence of even (odd) hard walls of a given
parity, the cavity energy increases without a bound and
there is no even (odd) stationary state.

We now show that the cavity dynamics features either
no trapping states, or infinitely many (see Appendix @
This is due to the fact that, for a given coupling strength
¢ and the parameters m; and K7 of the first wall, Eq. (35)
for m, and K, of another wall corresponds to the Pell
equation [80, 1],

2 — Dy* =1, (36)

where the arguments =z = 2m,, + 3 and y = 2K, /K,
and the parameter D = (my + 1)(mq +2). As D is not
a square of an integer, the hyperbolic equation is
known to feature infinitely many integer solutions [82],
which translate into the recurrence relation

My = Mp—1(2mq + 3) + 3(mq + 1) (37a)
+ 2(7’)’11 + 1)(m1 + 2) Kn—l/Kh
Ky = Kp_1(2m1 +3) + K1(2m,_1 + 3). (37b)



Therefore, the position m,, of hard walls grows exponen-
tially with n,

(2m1 r34 2\/5) —|—(2m1 +3— 2\/5)

4
while the parity of m,, and K, is determined as in Ta-
ble [l For m; odd only odd trapping states exists, with
all coherences stationary for K; even, while for K; odd
only coherences between every second trapping state do
not decay. For mgy even, the coherences between all (even
and odd) trapping states are stationary when K is even,
while for K7 odd, only the coherences between the trap-
ping states of the same parity remain.

—3,(38)

my, =

8. Coherent stationary states between hard walls

For atoms prepared in the superposition , a hard
wall at m implies boundary conditions for pure stationary
states. Namely, for sin,,(¢) = 0 and cos,,(¢) = (=1)%,

Eq. gives
ﬁcm = (_1)Kcecm7 (39)

for the coefficient ¢, of the pure stationary state before
the wall, and

QO Cpao = (—1)K Cg Cm42, (40)

for the coefficient ¢, 2 of the pure stationary state after
the wall. Therefore, for a pure stationary state to exist
between subsequent walls of the same parity, at m,, and
Mps, COSm, (¢) = — oSy, , (¢), and, thus, odd K, — K,
is required [see Eq. ]; otherwise a stationary state
between m,, and m, is mixed, but still coherent in the
photon-number basis [cf. Appendix .

In general, from Table[[] the stationary states between
the walls are pure only when both m; and K are odd;
i.e., there are only odd hard walls. Otherwise, the sta-
tionary states must be mixed, except for the stationary
state before the first wall for odd K [cf. Eq. (20)]. They
can be approximately pure if the support of the state
vanishes at one of the hard walls [83]; see Fig. b).

All coherences between pure and mixed stationary
states decay [84], and only the coherences between the
pure stationary states with the same boundary condition
are stationary (every second state for m; and K; odd), as
the boundary conditions in Egs. and determine
the eigenvalues of the Kraus operators [cf. Eqgs. (23)].
The latter is a consequence of the hard wall imprinting,
with every passing atom, the opposite phases on the two
stationary states before and after the wall, so that on av-
erage the coherence undergoes dephasing and decays at

the rate 2v [85] [see Fig. [3[a)].

E. Relaxation timescales

We now discuss how slow timescales arise in the relax-
ation toward pure stationary states as a result of approxi-

08, (6) = 1 08, (6) = —1

May, odd, Man+1 even|ma, odd, man41 even

mi even

COSm,, (@) =1 coSm, (¢) = (=1)"
e odd my, odd my, odd
! COSm,, (¢) =1 COSmn(¢) = (_1)"
TABLE 1. Parity of hard walls located at m, from

Eq. [cf. Eq. } The blue shaded case is the only situ-
ation leading to pure coherent states between the hard walls

[cf. Egs. and ([40)].
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FIG. 3. Steady states in the presence of hard walls.

The photon-number distribution P(n) and the Wigner func-
tion [Eq. (I5)] for: (a) the equal mixture of the odd pure
stationary states obtained from the initial superposition of
odd Fock states (|1) +]15))/+/2 for ¢, = 0.3 and the hard wall
(dashed gray) at m = 11 with K =1 (¢ ~ 0.252) and (b) the
approximately pure stationary state obtained from the initial
vacuum state |0) for cc = 0.4 and the hard wall at m = 12
with K = 8 (¢ =~ 0.593).

mately disconnected cavity dynamics. Furthermore, such
structure of the dynamics facilitates multimodal photon
number distributions in the stationary states. Deriva-
tions and further discussion can be found in Appendix [E]

1. Soft walls

We now consider the case when the terms in the Kraus
operators of Eq. that connect the cavity states |m)
and |m + 2) are close to 0, i.e., sin,, (¢) =~ 0, but not equal
0, so that the Kraus operators are only approximately
block diagonal. We refer to this situation as a soft wall
at m.

We confirm that the effects from soft walls indeed play
an important role in the cavity dynamics, as for any inte-
grated coupling strength ¢ such that ¢/7 is irrational or



¢/m = p/q is rational with the even irreducible numera-
tor p, there exists infinitely many soft walls (see Fig. [4]).
Indeed, from Taylor series

o/ (n+1)(n+2)=¢ <n+ ;’) +0 <i’> ;o (41)
so that for n large, sin, (¢) = sin[¢(n+ 3/2)] corresponds
to n rotations of a unit circle by ¢ with the initial phase
3¢/2. For an irrational ¢/m, values " for all n are
dense in the circle, so that they pass within an arbitrary
proximity by any point on the circle, and this takes place
infinitely many times by Poincaré recurrence theorem.
Therefore, the cavity dynamics features infinitely many
soft walls with sin,(¢) arbitrarily close to 0, for both
parities [86] (see ¢3 in Fig. [4). In contrast, for a ra-
tional ¢/m = p/q, values of e'*" are periodic with the
period ¢ for even p, and 2¢q for odd p. Therefore, from
Eq. , the values of sin,, (¢) become approximately pe-
riodic for large n, but with a shift in phase by 3¢/2 [see
¢1 and ¢o in Fig. b)] Nevertheless, soft walls ap-
pear periodically when sin[¢p(m + 3/2)] = 0 = sin(kn),
which requires (2m + 3)p = 2kq, i.e., p to be even. In
this case, soft walls appear at m of both parities (g is
odd) with cos,,(¢) ~ cos[p(m + 3/2)] = (=1)/? and
sing2(¢) ~ (8m +12)2/¢? [see ¢ in Fig. [fa)].

2. Slow relaxation

The cavity dynamics with soft walls, sin,,(¢) =~ 0,
can be considered as a local perturbation of the dy-
namics where the soft walls are replaced by hard walls,
sing,(¢) = 0. As discussed in Sec. this auxil-
iary dynamics features stationary states supported be-
tween the introduced hard walls. As in reality the walls
are soft, those states are not stationary, but become
metastable [50L [87] and at long times undergo the effec-
tive dynamics at rates proportional to the perturbation
size, i.e., vsinZ (¢). Since the perturbation is local, the
effective dynamics connects only states across a single
soft wall or introduces coherences between states sepa-
rated by two walls. Furthermore, the dynamics rates are
proportional to the state amplitude directly next to the
soft wall, so that for the small amplitude the timescales
of the dynamics are further extended [cf. the last two
columns in Fig. [2{c)].

8. Multimodal pure stationary states

It follows from Eq. that the stationary state of
long-time dynamics across soft walls of a given parity
must be pure. It is, however, approximately composed
only from the metastable states supported between the
walls, which can be pure or mixed depending on the wall
boundary conditions (see Sec. [[II D). Therefore, the sta-
tionary state is approximately supported only on the pure
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FIG. 4. Soft walls. (a) The function sin;,*(¢) for: rational
¢1/m = 5/7 (blue dots), ¢2/m = 6/7 (red circles), and irra-
tional ¢3/m = 7/+/210 (gray diamonds), with the hard walls
(gray lines) at m1 = 13 and mo = 839. For ¢; the walls re-
main finite, in contrast to ¢2, where sin,, 2(qi)) diverges as n~2
[cf. Eq. ] and ¢3, where soft walls appear due to recur-
rence of the irrational rotation. (b) The orbits for both ¢1
and ¢2 are approximately periodic (with periods 14 and 7),
while for ¢3 the orbit is dense.

metastable states, which, furthermore, obey the same
boundary conditions as in Eq. to ensure metastable
coherences between them [in Fig. [2(b) the states after
blue and before gray soft walls]. As a result, the pho-
ton number distribution in the stationary state is multi-
modal, as the pure states with the same boundary con-
ditions are separated at least by two walls [cf. Egs.
and , and see Fig. (b)] Although, in general long ex-
perimental timescales are needed to prepare such multi-
modal pure states, they can be highly useful for quantum
metrology applications, which we will discuss in Sec. [V]

IV. NOISE AND HIGHER ORDER EFFECTS IN
MICROMASER DYNAMICS

In Secs. [l and [[TT} we considered the cavity dynam-
ics in the far-detuned limit, where the interaction with
atoms was given by the two-photon Jaynes-Cummings
Hamiltonian in Eq. @ The parity of photon number
in the cavity was conserved leading to existence of even
and odd stationary states, which were in general pure
and with coherences between them also stationary.

Here we discuss how the dynamics and the stationary
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Dynamics of (5+1)-level micromaser vs effective 2-photon micromaser.
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The fidelities Fpss; p(t)] =

Tr \/\/pss p(t)\/pss of the stationary state pss in the two-photon micromaser with respect to its evolving state p(t) (blue
solid line), Eq. , and to the evolving state p(t) of (54+1)-micromaser, Eq. , for increasing values of detuning (orange,
green, red solid lines), while keeping the integrated coupling ¢ constant. Excellent agreement is observed during the metastable
regime, whose length increases with the square of the detuning and coupling strength ratio, and is followed by the long-time
dynamics well approximated by the effective dynamics in the DFS (black dotted lines), Eq. . These results are observed
for different atom states, coupling strengths, and initial cavity states: (a) c. = 0.3, ¢ = 1.0, |[¢in) = |0) (the vacuum), (b)
ce = 0.2, ¢ = 0.3, i) = |1) (the single-photon state), and (c) cc = 0.1, ¢ = 0.1, |¢in) = |a), & = 1 (a coherent state).
The coupling strengths and the detunings in the (5+41)-level model are chosen uniformly as g1 = g2 = g3 = g« = g and
A; = Ay =—Ag =—-A4 = A, together with G = 2¢g and § = 2A, and thus satisfy Eq. .

states of the cavity are modified because of imperfections
of the two-photon setup and the presence of noise affect-
ing atoms or the cavity. That is, we consider higher order
corrections to the two-photon approximation of Eq. (6]
and approximately fulfilled conditions in (Sec. IV AJ),
nonmonochromaticity of atom beam and decay of atom
levels (Sec. [IV CJ]), and single-photon losses from the cav-
IV E).

ity (Sec.

In order to understand how robust the results of
Sec. [[T]] are, we consider weak noise and small higher
order effects. The distinct parameter scales lead to a
clear separation of timescales in the dynamics, known as
metastability [50]. This, together with weak or strong
parity symmetries [74], [75], enables us to obtain the ana-
lytic insight both into long-time dynamics and stationary
states in a realistic micromaser. Furthermore, we revisit
this assumption in Sec. where we consider the noise
faster than the longest timescales of the dynamics set
by the relaxation across soft walls (cf. Sec. [[ITE). The
derivations can be found in Appendix [G] while a short
review of metastability theory for open quantum systems
is provided in Appendix [F]

A. Higher order corrections in the far-detuned
limit

The two-photon micromaser investigated in Secs. [TB]
and [[T]] relies on the assumption of the far-detuned limit,
ie., |g;/0;],|G/8] < 1,5 =0,....,4 (cf. Fig.[I). Now, we
discuss how the micromaser dynamics is changed by the
higher order corrections to the atom-cavity interaction.

1. Weak parity symmetry and breaking of parity
conservation

Recall that beyond the far-detuned limit, (6)), the
atom-cavity interaction, , couples all atom levels.
This corresponds to six, rather than only two, Kraus op-

erators [cf. Egs. and (10)]
Mj = <j‘U(T)|wat>7

where U(7), describes the atom-cavity interaction during
time 7 when the atom, initially in [¢.:), passes through
the cavity. These Kraus operators either conserve or
swap the cavity parity P [cf. Eq. (12)] depending on j,

M; P = (jlU(T)Plipar) = —(GU(7)(=1)" [hat)
= —(l(=DNU(T)|¢ar) = (=1)7F* P M;, (43)

i=0,...4,a, (42)

where we used the fact that the dynamics conserves the
total number of excitations N = afa + 2?21 J0jj+30aa,
ie., [U(r), N] = 0, while (=1)"|j) = (=1)7 P|j) and thus
(—=1)N|tpat) = —Pltbat) for the initial atom state as in
Eq. (§). For j = 0,2,4, the Kraus operator swaps the
parity, M; P+ P M; = 0, while for j = 1, 3, a, the Kraus
operator conserves the parity, M; P — P M; = 0. There-
fore, beyond the far-detuned limit, although the cavity
dynamics in Egs. (B8) and does no longer con-
serve the parity, (14), it still features weak parity sym-
metry [74, [75],

where the parity superoperator P(p) =  PpP
(cf. Sec.[IL C)). From the weak parity symmetry, it follows
that L is block diagonal in the eigenspaces of P; i.e., odd-
even and even-odd coherences evolve independently from



the mixtures of even and odd states. In particular, if £
features a unique stationary state, it must be a mixture
of odd and even states without coherences between them.

2. Higher order corrections to cavity dynamics

The approximation of far-detuned regime yields two-
photon interaction of the cavity with only two atomic
levels |1) and [3), Eq. (6), and thus two parity-conserving
Kraus operators M; and Mj [denoted as My and M.
in Eq. ] Beyond this approximation, the remaining
Kraus operators, Mg, My, My, M,, also contribute to the
cavity dynamics and enter as the first-order corrections
in |g;/A;],1G/8] < 1, j =1,..,4, while M; and Ms are
altered only in the second order as a consequence of the
parity conservation (see Appendix .

8. Metastability and perturbation theory

In Fig. we compare the dynamics of the (5+1)
micromaser, Eq. , with the two-photon dynamics,
Eq. , obtained in the far-detuned limit. We observe
that the (541) micromaser features the initial relazation
to the DFS of even and odd pure stationary states of
the two-photon dynamics [Eq. (22)]. This is followed by
the regime of apparent stationarity, i.e., the metastable
regime, before the final relaxation toward the true sta-

where p(t) belongs to the DF'S spanned by |¥ ) and |¥_)
(we assumed there is a unique stationary state of even
and odd parities, i.e., there are no hard walls of Ly).
The long-time dynamics is expressed in the DFS basis
[0 W], [ W, [ (W[, [W_ )W, |. The nontrivial
long-time dynamics of the pure states of the cavity means
that they are metastable and at long times relax to a
unique stationary state approximated by the stationary

state of Eq. (cf. Fig. :

K)oy +
+

PRIPORIN C. S (X)+
T (X)) +(X)

— | U_XT_].
SYNEN bR
(46)
The block-diagonal structure of the effective dy-
namics generator in Eq. 7 with the coher-

ences |U NW_|[, [W_XV,|, evolving independently from
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tionary state at much longer times. Furthermore, the
metastable regime becomes more pronounced with the in-
creasing detuning, as the far-detuned limit is approached,
but the asymptotic stationary state remains manifestly
different from the metastable one. This indicates that
higher order corrections to the atom-cavity dynamics af-
fect the micromaser dynamics in a perturbative way, and,
due to parity breaking, lift the degeneracy of the (for-
merly) stationary states. We therefore adapt it as the
working assumption, which will enable us to analytically
derive and investigate the long-time dynamics of the mi-
cromaser. We note, however, that the numerical simu-
lations in this work are performed for truncated cavity
space, which is infinite (see also Sec. [[IID]). Although for
finitely dimensional systems the perturbative approach
we utilize here is known to be convergent [88], the cavity
is an infinitely dimensional system and its unperturbed
dynamics in principle features infinitely many timescales.
Therefore, in principle, a formal analysis as in Ref. [54]
should be performed.

The DFS of pure stationary states of the cavity (see
Sec. correspond to the eigenmodes with eigenvalue
0 of the master dynamics £y in Eq. . To investi-
gate the full dynamics £ of the cavity in Eq. , we
consider it as the perturbation of £y. In this case, the
higher order corrections in the far-detuned limit of the
cavity and atom interactions lift the degeneracy of zero
eigenmodes, thus introducing their long-time dynamics
(see Appendix for derivation):

p(t), (45)

[O W], | W_XT_]|, reflects the weak parity symmetry
of dynamics, Eq. , which further manifests in diag-
onal structure of the stationary state in Eq. . The
dynamics features the Hamiltonian part [89, 90] from the
second-order corrections in the parity-conserving Kraus
operators M7 and M3, with the frequency

Q= Tm(cg(My — Mg)" — co(Ms — M)") 4
—Im(cg (M — Mg)T — ce(M3 — Me)T>—v (47)

and the dissipative counterpart [9I] induced by the
(first-order) corrections in the parity swapping operators,
where

X = MIMy + MM, + M M,, (48)

so that (X)L is positive and of the second order,
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(X))t = 2|cg|? 92 (n+1)—(n+1)cos [TA; +T‘g2‘2 (n+2)| ) +2|¢ \2|92|2 n — ncos 7A+7M (n—1)
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with (-)4 = (U, - |¥.) and n = a’a. We note that the
parity-conserving M, does not contribute to the second-
order dynamics [cf. Egs. and }, as the pure sta-
tionary states are eigenstates of M, in the first order
(see Appendix . Furthermore, the dynamics of co-
herences depends on

_ Tr <L+— 2 =024 MJ'|\I/—><\I/+|MJT>
n= X (X)- ’

(50)

where L _ is a conserved quantity in the far-detuned
limit corresponding to the coherence |V ¥ W¥_|, and n can
be obtained numerically without diagonalizing £y from
Eq. . From the complete positivity of the perturba-
tive long-time dynamics [50], we have || < 1. We note
that the effective dynamics in Eq. depends via 2
and (X)y on the second order of the corrections to the
far-detuned limit, |g;/A;|,|G/0] < 1, j =1,..,4, as well
as the interaction time 7, rather than only the integrated
coupling ¢.

In Fig. [l we compare the dynamics of the cavity in
(541) model (solid lines), Eq. (BY), to the effective long-
time dynamics within the DFS (dotted lines), Eq. ,
and observe a very good agreement in the relaxation af-
ter the metastable regime toward the stationary state,
Eq. . Therefore, Eq. determines the final re-
laxation timescales toward the unique stationary state.
These timescales are inversely proportional to the sec-
ond order of the corrections to the far-detuned limit [cf.
Eqgs. 7 , and ], and thus the free parameters
92, g3, A, Al/A >0, A4/A <0, and 5/A < 0in Eq.
can be further optimized in order to extend the length of
metastability regime, while keeping ¢ constant.

4. Approximate cancellation of Stark shifts

Finally, we note that relaxing of the conditions of
Eq. , which we have chosen to obtain the two-photon
Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian in Eq. @, will lead to a
perturbation of this Hamiltonian [cf. Eq. (4)] and thus
corrections to parity-conserving Kraus operators M, and
M,.. Therefore, analogously to Eq. , in the lowest
order only a unitary dynamics will be induced in DFS,
with dephasing possibly entering in higher orders (see

Sec. and Appendix[G 3 dfor further discussion). We

can conclude that the (5+1) design is stable, which is nec-

(

essary to achieve any experimental implementation of the
desired two-photon dynamics.

B. Single-photon losses

We now turn to investigate a realistic cavity undergo-
ing single-photon losses [64], typically due to imperfect
mirrors,

Lign [p(0)] = kap(t)a = Z [alap(t) + p(t)ala] , (51)

where k is the single-photon loss rate. Provided that
losses of photons can be assumed to take place when no
atom is found within the cavity, i.e., the atom passage
time 7 is such that k7 < 1, the single-photon losses can
be considered independent of the atom-cavity dynamics
[31L, [64], so that the cavity state evolves as

d
at”
In Eq. , we assumed the far-detuned limit of Eq. .

(t) = (Lo + Lapn) [p(1)] - (52)

1. Weak parity symmetry

The single-photon loss swaps the parity, similarly to
the case of higher order corrections in the far-detuned

limit [cf. Eq. (3],

aP=—Pa. (53)

This leads to the weak parity symmetry of the dynamics

[cf. Eq. ],

[’P, Lo+ Elph] =0. (54)

2. Metastability and perturbation theory

In Fig. [f] we show the cavity dynamics in the pres-
ence of small losses (blue solid lines), Eq. with
k < v, and observe a plateau in the relaxation toward
the unique stationary state of the dynamics. This man-
ifests a metastable regime in the dynamics when cavity
states appear stationary for different initial conditions,
although the true stationary state has not been achieved

[see also Fig[I}(d)].



If the losses are treated as a perturbation of the cavity

dynamics Ly, the formerly stationary states in the DFS of

where we expressed the dynamics in the basis
(I X |, W0, [T (W], [0 )XWy [}, and denoted
the average loss rate as k(n)+ = k(¥ |aTa|VL). The dy-
namics is block-diagonal, with the densities and the co-
herences evolving independently, due to the weak parity
symmetry, Eq. . The dynamics of coherences further
depends on the real coefficient [cf. Eq. (50))]

_ Tr (L+7 a|\Il,><\If+|aT)
Moss = ;

(n)+(n)-

|nloss‘ S 17 (56)

that can be determined numerically from Eq. (27). In
particular, in the weak-coupling regime, where the DFS
corresponds to Schrodinger-cat states, we have 7,5 = 1,
as the photon loss preserves the DFS (see Sec. and

Ref. [39]).

In Fig. @, the effective dynamics of Eq. (black
dashed line) indeed approximates well the long-time dy-
namics of the cavity. This confirms that the initial re-
laxation of the cavity state takes the system into the
DFS spanned by [¥) and [¥_) [cf. Eq. (26)]. The DFS
then remains metastable until timescales inversely pro-
portional to the average loss rates. Then, the final re-
laxation takes place into a unique stationary state, well
approximated by the stationary state of Eq. ,

(n)_

- <n>+
Pss ~ <TL>, + <TL>+ |\II—><\I/—|7

(n)— + (n)+
(57)

cf. Refs. [52] 53]. The stationary state does not feature
odd-even coherences because of the weak parity symme-
try in Eq. (see Fig. [7). Finally, we note that the
rates of the effective dynamics are proportional to the
average photon number, so that, as expected, the states
with more photons are more sensitive to losses. In partic-
ular, in the stationary state the state with the lower
average photon number has larger weight.

U NP | +

An analogous result to Eq. can be obtained for a
cavity in a thermal environment. In this case, photons
are lost from the cavity at the rate x(n¢, + 1), but they
are also injected to the cavity [which process is described
as by replacing a by a' in Eq. } at the rate knyn, and
ngn is a average photon number of the environment.

—3((n)
771055\/<n>+< >
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|, ) and |W_

[cf. Eq. ]

), Eq. 7 undergo the following dynamics

0 0
0 0

+H(n)_) Mossv/(n)y(n)—
—5((n)+ +(n)-)

p(t), (55)

(

3. Emergent classical metastability in weak-coupling limit

The timescales of the long-time dynamics are deter-
mined by the eigenvalues of Eq. (see also Ap-
pendix . The stationary state in Eq. necessarily
corresponds to the eigenvalue A\; = 0, while

— 2oss v/ (1)) (58a)
N = =5 ({004 + (n)= -+ 2lmons| /(M) () )

M= —r((n)4 +(n)-),

ordered in decreasing real part.

KR

Ao =% (<n>+ + (n)_

(58¢)

1.0 =

Z 081 -'"7_/

1.0 ==

0.9 1 _/
€] ¥ (d)

100 101 108 102 100 107 105 10%2
vt vt

)

Flp(t): psd

0.8

FIG. 6. Dynamics of micromaser with single-photon
losses. The fidelity [cf. Fig. [5] between the cavity state p(t)
and the stationary state (57 is compared for the dynam-
ics of two-photon micromaser with single-photon losses (blue
solid line), (52), and the effective dynamics in the DFS (black
dashed line), (55). The effective dynamics approximates well
the long-time dynamics of the cavity for the initial states |0)
[(a),(c)] and |a), a = 0.6 [(b),(d)], both in the weak-coupling
limit [cc = 0.1, ¢ = 0.1 in panels (a) and (b)], where ad-
ditional metastable regime (second plateau) is observed (b),
and at the finite coupling [ce = 0.2, ¢ = 1.0 in panels (c) and
(d)]. The loss rate was chosen as x/v = 107, and the vertical
lines indicate the timescales of the dynamics determined by
the eigenvalues of Eq. , (—Re\g) for k = 5,4,2 (black,
purple, red), which are ordered in decreasing real value [see

also Egs. and and cf. Appendix.



For small interactions, |¢| < 1, where the station-
ary states of the lossless cavity are approximated by
Schrédinger-cat states [77, [78] the dynamics in Fig. [6|(b)
features two plateaus corresponding to two metastabil-
ity regimes [see also Fig. [[(d)]. Indeed, in this case,

Moss = 1 in Eq. , so that Aag = —k(\/(n)4+ F
\/(n)_)?/2. Therefore, when the average photon num-
bers in the even and odd Schrédinger-cat states are sim-
ilar [(n)y = |a|?tanh(|a|?), (n)_ = |a|? coth(|a|?) with
la)? = 2|ce/cgd| > 1; cf. Eq. BI))], a separation in the
spectrum of the long time-dynamics emerges:

Ly Bl = (0
4 (n)y + (n)_

(59)
This separation is responsible for the second plateau in
Fig. |§|(b)7 as it leads to metastability regime for times
(—X3)7! < t < (=A2)7! when the faster eigenmodes of
the long-time dynamics corresponding to A3 and A4 have
decayed, while the decay of the slow mode corresponding
to Ao is negligible (see Appendix . Only the station-
ary state and the slow eigenmode then contribute to the
cavity state [50} 87, 92,

p(t) = pss + cre |V (W[ + [T ) (W), (60)

where cre = Re[Tr(Li_p)] [cf. Eq. (26)] and pss =~
() (U4 |+ [T_)WT_|) /2 [cf. Eq. (B7)]. Therefore,
the second metastable regime is observed only for initial
states with feature odd-even coherences [cf. Figs. [6]a)
and @(b)] Furthermore, during the metastable regime
the cavity state can be also be regarded as a classical
mizture [87], with the probability p = 1/2 + cge,

p(t) = p W1 )(W1] + (1 = p)| W )(Wa| (61)
of the coherent states [cf. Fig. [I{d) and see Fig. [f[(a)]:
S
V2

Note that classical metastability can occur also beyond
weak-coupling limit if both |70ss| = 1 and (n) 4 ~ (n)_.

Wi2) = —=(|¥4) £|V_)) = [£a). (62)

The origin of the classical metastability can be under-
stood by representing Eq. in terms of the master
equation within the DFS [66] [67] (here 705 = 1; for a

general case, see Appendix |G 2)),

d
Zo(t) = Toss Tp(8) T = L22 [T p(t) + p(t) T ],

(63)
where the dissipation rate is given by the average photon
loss

(n)y + (n)

e (64

Voss = K

and the jump operator J describes the effect of a single-
photon loss on the DFS by flipping the parity (cf.

L =M~ E((n)4+(n)-) = A
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FIG. 7. Effective long-time dynamics due to single-
photon losses. The DFS of the odd and even states (22)
(the Bloch sphere in light gray) is shown under the effective
dynamics in Eq. (58)), for times ¢t = (=A4)™", (—As) ', and
(=X2)™' (gray, purple, red) [see Eq. and vertical lines
in Fig. Because of the weak parity symmetry, the sta-
tionary state (black dot), Eq. , is found on the vertical
axis (black line) representing mixtures of even and odd states,
while when the initial state is odd or even, its dynamics re-
mains confined to the vertical axis at all times (cf. purple
dashed trajectory). As the effective dynamics is also real,
the coherence eigenmodes correspond to the axis between the
states in Eq. (62) (dashed gray) and the axis perpendicu-
lar to it that also crosses the equator. The trajectories for
two initial states are also shown: |¥,) (dashed purple) and
cos(m/6)| W) + €™/ *sin(r/6)|W_) (dashed black). In panel
(a), due to separation of the characteristic timescales of the
dynamics as given by Eq. , classical metastable mani-
fold emerges [blue; the image of DFS under the dynamics of
at t = (—A2)7'/100], well approximated by mixtures of the
states |¥q) and |¥2) in Eq. (62) (dashed gray axis). Here an
initial state first relaxes onto the manifold (black arrow along
black dashed trajectory), and only at later times relaxes to-
ward the stationary state (blue arrow) [see also Fig. [6[b)]. Pa-
rameters: (a) as in Figs.[f[a) and [6b) leading to nioss ~ 1.00,
(n)+ ~ 1.92 and (n)_ ~ 2.07; (b) as in Figs.[6c) and [6[d)
leading to 7i0ss = 0.99, (n)4+ ~ 0.11, and (n)_ =~ 1.01.

Refs. [52] 54])
1

J == [ (04 + Vi) ()= ) 1w |
S CORE VAR I 25 28] R G

with the normalization factor N =
V) +n)— (/(n)+ + /(n)-). When the aver-
age photon number in the even and odd states is similar,
(n); =~ (n)_, as takes place for large enough |a| of
Schrédinger cat states in Eq. , the jump operator in
Eq. can be approximated as the spin flip

T (| + [0 ) (66)

1
V2

which causes dephasing of coherences between the states
in Eq. [see Figs. d) and |7] at the rate 7ioss. The

(WX W1] — [P ) P2]),



states |¥1) and |Uy) are metastable, as they are un-
changed by the dephasing, and only the higher correc-
tions in Eq. ultimately lead to their mixing to-
ward the stationary state in Eq. approximated by
(04) (W |+ W) (T_]) /2.

C. Decay of atom levels and nonmonochromatic
atom beam

In Sec. [[TT} we considered micromaser dynamics arising
from interaction of the cavity with atoms prepared in a
pure state in Eq. , lasting time 7 leading to integrated
coupling ¢ [cf. Eq. (L0)], which results in pure stationary
states dependent both on ¢ and atom amplitudes [cf.
Eq. (22)].

In a realistic setup, the lifetime of atom levels is finite,
leading to dissipative decay of atom state, which modifies
the dynamics in two ways. First, due to the decay during
time T between the atom preparation and entering the
cavity, atoms arrive at the cavity in a mixed state (see
Appendix , and at a reduced rate if decay takes
place toward levels not coupled to the cavity field. Sec-
ond, possible atom decay during time 7 of the interaction
with the cavity introduces modified Kraus operators de-
termined by times of decay events (see Appendix |G 3 ¢).
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unitary dynamics at the frequency €2,

p(0) = p IV N + (1= p) K- | (68)
e W Y| 4T | |

where p = Tr(1p), ¢ = Tr(Ly_p) [cf. Eq. (26)].

The asymptotic state of the dynamics in Eq. is
not unique. Therefore, when v4epn > 0, the asymptotic
state of the micromaser dynamics is approximated by a
mixture of the odd and even pure states

pss = p [V )W+ (1 —p) [T X¥_]. (69)

with p determined by the initial support in the even sub-
space, which reflects the conservation of the odd and even
subspaces of the parity by the dynamics. Furthermore,
dephasing in Eq. @ manifests the fact that the odd
and even stationary states of the cavity are actually no
longer pure, but mized (for further discussion, see Ap-

pendixes G 31)).

2. Atom decay

The rate of dephasing dynamics caused by atom decay
can be bounded by (cf. Appendix |G 3 €]

On the other hand, the velocity of the atoms is usually de-
scribed by a distribution rather than a single value, which
we refer to as nonmonochromatic atom beam. leading to
fluctuating interaction time 7 and thus the fluctuating
integrated coupling ¢ in Eq. (see Appendix |G 31)).
Nevertheless, in the far-detuned limit, the parity of pho-
ton number is conserved in the presence of such noise,
so that there still exist (at least) two stationary states of
odd and even parities (see Sec. .

1. Parity conservation and metastability

We now consider a limit of weak atom decay with re-
spect to time T and 7, and a narrow distribution of ve-
locities. From the perturbation theory, the first-order dy-
namics in the DFS basis U 04|, [T_XT_|, [T XP_]|,
|¥_X¥.| is diagonal as a consequence of parity conser-

vation [cf. Eq. (T4)],

00 0 0

d 00 0 0

%P(t) T 100 —iQ — Yaepn 0 p(t). (67)
00 0 iQ—’Vdeph

For the discrete dynamics described by M rather
than My in Eq. @7 we have —iQ — Ygeph =
Tr[Ly_dM(|T L XP_|)], where the perturbation M =
M — My, which value can be found numerically from
Eq. . The effective dynamics in Eq. describes
dephasing between |¥,) and |¥_) at the rate Ygepn and

T < 2[(Ty =) legP+2(Ts =7 — aslegl) e’ T
+2 max (I'1,Ts) 7, (70)
while the frequency

Q
U rleal + (vos + 2s) [ee 2] T

+ (Y01 + 03 + 723) T, (71)

where ~;;, denotes the decay rate from the atom level
|k) to |j) (where E; < Ey), v is the decay rate from
|k) to the levels not coupled to the cavity, and Ty =
Zj;Ej<Ek Vit + Y is the overall decay rate, so that the

average lifetime of the level |k) is T;;'. The atom rate is,
in turn, reduced to

RN

=1- (71\cg|2 + 73|ce|2) T. (72)

From Eq. , we observe that there is no contribution
to the dephasing from time 7' in the case of the decay
to only uncoupled levels, I'j = «; for j = 1,3. Indeed,
in this case, effectively, the atom arriving to the cavity
is pure for all T, but the atom rate is still reduced [cf.
Eq. (72)]. Furthermore, for no decay to levels |0) and
|2), we obtain Q = 0, which reflects that in that case
dynamics is real valued (cf. Sec.[[LC).

8. Nonmonochromatic atom beam

For the small fluctuations of the integrated coupling,
dpn < 1 for n within the support of stationary states



with ¢ = ¢+ ¢, the nonmonochromatic beam effectively
leads to two-photon decay and two-photon injections at
the respective rates vd¢?|c,|?/2 and v§¢?|c.|*/2 (see Ap-
pendix. Here ¢ is the average and §¢?2 is the stan-
dard deviation of the resulting distribution of integrated
coupling ¢. The rate of dephasing due to nonmonochro-
matic beam can, in turn, be bounded as

et < 2 ey (et + i e )7 (79

Hed? (@ atths flaza) )2 .

Furthermore, due to the real-valued dynamics, there is
no unitary dynamics,

2 .. (74)

v
D. Metastable dynamics of realistic micromaser

In Secs. [VAHIVC] we have considered perturbative
contributions from noise or higher order corrections to
the long-time dynamics of the cavity. In general, the
micromaser dynamics is described by the sum of all the

contributions, i.e., the sum of Egs. , , and ,

and features the unique stationary state

Pss =P ‘\II+><\IJ+| + (1 - p) |\I/,><\I/,|, (75)
k{n)_ +v(X)_

k()= + (n)4) +v ((X)- +(X)4)

Note that dephasing or unitary dynamics of odd-even

coherences do not determine the approximation [cf.

Eq. ]

p:

E. Beyond weak noise and small corrections

In Secs. [VAJIVC] we assumed that noise and im-
perfections in the (5+1) micromaser setup contribute
to the slowest timescales in the cavity dynamics, that
is the inverse of the gap in the effective dynamics of
Eqgs. , , and , [e.g., given by —Aq in Eq. }
is much larger than the relaxation to the DFS of the
pure stationary states |V, ) and |¥_). These results pro-
vide insight in the robustness of the dissipative prepara-
tion by indicating timescales on which the noise becomes
relevant; i.e., the effective dynamics is no longer negli-
gible. In particular, we find that the effective rate for
single-photon losses, higher order corrections, and non-
monochromatic beam depends on the average photon
number, and thus the states with higher photon num-
bers are less robust to such noise.

However, as we discussed in Sec. [[ITE] the relaxation
timescales may be significantly extended due to low am-
plitudes of connecting certain photon numbers, e.g., |m)
and |m + 2) due to sin,, = 0 in Eq. , that is as a soft
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wall at m. Thus, when the noise is comparable with such
timescales, we can no longer approximate the dynamics
as taking place inside the DFS. Nevertheless, we can in-
stead consider the effective dynamics among states which
would be stationary in the approximation sin,, = 0, i.e.,
the states supported between soft walls. Such dynamics
features two contributions: transitions across soft walls
(considered in Sec. and dynamics due to noise and
imperfections of the micromaser, which we discuss now.

As a wall affects only the neighboring states of the
same parity, any perturbations in the dynamics that
swap the parity allow for circumventing walls by con-
necting the states of opposite parity, with rates sim-
ply proportional to the support of the perturbed state
between walls of the opposite parity. This is the case
for the higher order corrections in the far-detuned limit
and single-photon losses from the cavity leading to the
decay at the rate r(n)i¥ + v(X)i of the kth state of
the even(odd) parity pf. Furthermore, as they change
the photon number in the cavity only by one, they en-
able local transitions, that is for the state pf between

walls at mki and mkiﬂ only to the states pj, such that

+ F + + F v .
my < mp, < my g oor mys < mph s < omy . Addi-

tionally, coherences between such states of the same par-
ity, p{,, can be created if they are pure and obey the
same boundary conditions (cf. Secs. and [[ITE)). In
turn, such coherences only get connected to coherences of
the opposite parity. On the other hand, the atom decay
or nonmonochromatic atom beam effectively lead to a
random distribution of interaction times between atoms
and the cavity, which results in fluctuations of the inte-
grated coupling ¢, and thus also changing positions of
walls. In turn, the states between walls again undergo
local transitions to the preceding and following states of
the same parity, i.e., pf to pf_l and pf_ﬂ at the re-
spective rates v|ce|2[[17/2 + (mf +1)(mj +2)0¢?| and
VlegP[(4T3 — 3v3)7/8 + (mif,, +1)(mi, , +2)6¢2]. Here
no coherences are created and, moreover, the effective
dynamics obeys detailed balance. Therefore, overall, we
obtain a unique stationary state without even-odd coher-
ences, which is consistent with the weak parity symmetry

[cf. Egs. and (54)].

In particular, in the case when the dynamics induced
by noise is even faster than the timescales of relaxation
across soft walls, we can neglect the latter by means
of the almost degenerate perturbation theory. The re-
sulting stationary state describes the state prepared in
the cavity beyond the nondegenerate perturbative ap-
proximation of Secs. [VAIIVC] and allows us to under-
stand the change in the usefulness of generated states
for potential applications, e.g., for phase estimation (see
Sec. . In general, the dynamics needs to be calcu-
lated individually for each value ¢ as positions of soft
walls strongly depend on the integrated coupling, but for
hard walls, with known positions given in Sec. [[ITD] we
derive the analytic description of the effective dynamics
and find the resulting stationary states in Appendix[G4}



In particular, for the cavity being pumped by the excited
atoms, |co| = 1, we find that the long-time dynamics due
to noise or imperfections leads to local transitions be-
tween trapping states that always increase the photon
number with the lifetime of a trapping state |m) given
by [km +v(m|X|m) +vT17/2 + v(m+1)(m+2)6¢2] L.
Therefore, in a realistic micromaser there are no trapping
states.

V. APPLICATION IN PHASE ESTIMATION

In Secs. [[TB]and [[TT} we discussed the dynamics of two-
photon micromaser with atom-cavity interactions de-
scribed by Jaynes-Cunnings Hamiltonian, Eq. @ This
dynamics lead to pure stationary state of the cavity de-
pendent on both the initial atom state and the inte-
grated coupling strength, Eq. . Below we investigate
the usefulness of the generated states for applications in
phase estimation setups. We find that weak coupling
does not yield a quantum enhancement in estimation pre-
cision, but strong coupling creates states which lead to an
enhanced sensitivity. Although experimental imperfec-
tions, such as single-photon losses, lead to mixed states,
we find that they can still enable enhancement in phase
estimation.

A. Quantum Fisher information

We consider a phase ¢ which is to be estimated as uni-
tarily encoded in a cavity state p by the photon number
operator n = aTa,

pp =€ ¥Tpelem, (76)

This corresponds to the situation when, after dissipa-
tively preparing the cavity in the state p by atom pas-
sages, the phase is subsequently encoded in the cavity
state, e.g., by changing the cavity frequency by dw to
induce the phase ¢ = dwt over time ¢ [24]. The er-
rors in the unbiased estimation of ¢ are then bounded,
A%p > Fg(p)~', by the inverse of the quantum Fisher
information [46H48] 93],

Falp) =25 j—‘pf‘pj’)z By n |E;)[? (77)
Q p) = - pj+p]/ J n 3’ )
3,3’

where Eq. is expressed in the orthonormal eigenbasis
of the state p = >, p;|E;XE;[. In particular, for pure
states, p = |U)¥|, the QFI is simply proportional to the
the photon number variance,

Fo(|)) = 4 ((¥[n?|T) — (¥|n|P)?) . (78)
For example, for the coherent state |«), the photon dis-
tribution is Poissonian, and thus Fg(|a)) = 4(n) = 4|a|?,

which is referred to as standard quantum limit. There-
fore, the phase estimation with p features the quantum
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enhancement over the classical strategy using the same
amount of resources, i.e., the coherent state with the
same average photon number, whenever [94-96]

— > 1. (79)

Considering this figure of merit is motivated by experi-
mental limitations on the allowed energy, huw(n), of the
probe photon field. In such a case, further increase in
the phase estimation precision can be achieved only by
nonclassical distribution of the field, e.g., squeezing.

B. QFI for micromaser in far-detuned limit

In Fig. B we consider the QFI for an evolving cav-
ity state and for the asymptotic stationary state. The
QFI varies significantly across the parameter space of
the atom state and integrated coupling strength. Im-
portantly, multiple distinct stationary states achieve high
enhancement over the classical limit.

1. Wigner function and QFI

The QFT, , which quantifies how sensitive is a state
p to phase rotations, is directly related to the Wigner
function, Eq. . The QFI equals the speed of change
in the overlap between the Wigner functions for p and
Py [Eq. ] [25]. Furthermore, the Wigner function for
Py is simply the Wigner function for p but rotated by ¢.
Therefore, for the states (iii)-(ix) with high values of the
QFT the sign of the Wigner function highly oscillates [see
Fig.[2(a)], thus ensuring a high QFIL.

2. Enhancement in precision due to soft walls

We now argue that the enhancement above the classi-
cal limit, Eq. , is facilitated by the presence of soft
walls in the dynamics.

The stationary states, Eq. , are dependent on the
initial atom state and the integrated coupling strength,
but the atom parameters alone imply the exponential de-
cay in the photon number distribution for |c.| < 1/v/2.
The integrated coupling can instead facilitate a sharp re-
vival in the occupation probability via a soft wall; for
the wall at m, sin,,(¢) = 0 with cos,,(¢) ~ 1, we have
Cma2/Cm ~ —i2sin,, (@) ce/cg (see Appendix [E| for fur-
ther discussion). The revivals correspond directly to mul-
timodal photon number distribution [see Fig.[2b)]. Since
the considered stationary states are pure, their QFT is
simply proportional to the photon number variance
and features the square of distance between modes aver-
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FIG. 8. Phase estimation with dissipatively gener-
ated cavity states. The four panels show the ratio of the
QFI to the performace of the corresponding coherent state,
Fo(p)/4(n) for the cavity initially in the vacuum |0) after
the passage of k = 100, 10%, 10* atoms and for the stationary
state [Eq. ] The enhancement i shown as a function of
the atom state [Eq. (8)] and integrated coupling ¢. We sample
the ¢ axis for ¢20,x, Eq. (35), with odd K = 1,3, ...,43, which
gives the hard wall at m = 20 and allows convergence to sta-
tionary state also for co > 1/4/2 (note that a larger m would
generally allow higher (n) and could also enable a higher en-
hancement in precision). The purple shading shows regions
with reduced purity Tr(p?) < 0.99, whereas the green shading
excludes low average photon number, (n) < 1. The red dots in
the steady-state panel mark the stationary states (i)-(ix) an-
alyzed in Fig. [2| The states (iii)-(ix) correspond to the states
at the local maxima of the precision enhancement, while (i)
and (ii) correspond to the standard and squeezed Schrodinger
cat states. A complex phase of c. does not change the results,
but the stationary states are not periodic in ¢, and thus here
we show only a part of the parameter space.

ages

Fo(1%) =Y pr Fo(|x))

k
+4Z Z Prpr ((M)k — <n>k’)2a

k kE'>k

where |W) = >, \/pr|Vx) and |Uy) represents the or-
thonormal kth mode. Thus, the QFI features quadratic
rather than linear scaling with the average, which may
lead to the precision enhancement, Eq. . Multiple
soft walls in close proximity can also lead to a unimodal
distribution, but with a spread significantly wider than
for the corresponding coherent states [see state (iv) in
Fig. b)] The same mechanism is present for the sta-
tionary states of both parities [cf. Fig. Eﬂ

The presence of soft walls introduces, however, long
timescales of reaching pure stationary states, with cav-
ity states being mixed at earlier times (purple shading in

Fig. , even when the initial parity is fixed [see Sec. [[II E

(80)
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and Fig. [J[(c)]. The mixedness of the cavity state in gen-
eral lowers the estimation precision, which is captured
by convexity of the QFI. Nevertheless, in Fig. [§] we ob-
serve that the local maxima in the enhancement (iii)-(ix)
are already present after passage of 100 atoms, and their
value increases with time as the corresponding pure sta-
tionary states are approached (cf. the scale bars).

The revivals in photon probability distribution are
highly sensitive to the coupling ¢ value, with their deriva-
tive proportional to m and sin;,'(¢). Therefore, the
structure of the cavity states varies significantly with ¢,
allowing for preparations of distinct states (see Fig.
and is the reason for strong variations of the QFIT in

Fig. 8 [97].

8. Absence of enhancement in weak-coupling limit

In the weak-coupling limit, the cat and squeezed-cat
states are generated, examples of which are marked as
states (i) and(ii) in Figs. 2| and These states, al-
though nonclassical, do not feature the enhancement in
the phase estimation precision. The parity symmetry al-
lows for a superposition of the coherent states with the
opposite phase, +«, but with the same average photon
number, |a|?. Therefore, the photon number distribution
remains unimodal with the spread of the coherent state
[cf. Fig. 2(b)]. We note, however, that the enhancement
proportional to |a|? can be achieved via the linear opera-
tion of displacing the cat state in Eq. by +a, which
would give a bimodal photon distribution with the modes
centered at 0 and |a|?.

4. Coherence in DFS and QFI

In a general, an initial cavity state evolves into a mixed
state inside the stationary DFS, but this cannot signifi-
cantly reduce the enhancement present in the pure sta-
tionary states of fixed parity.

From the conservation of the parity by the phase gen-
erator, [n,P] = 0, we have that (U4 |n|¥_) = 0. This
simplifies the QFI for any state within the DFS,

p=plUVi|+ (1 —p) | XT_| (81)
U]+ TNy,
where |c|? < p(1 —p), to [98]
Fo(p) =p Fo([¥ ) + (1 —p) Fo(|¥-))  (82)

e ({n)+ — (n)-)*.

Therefore, the QFI increases with coherence |c|. It
is maximal for the pure state /p|¥V;) + 1 —p|¥_)
[here ¢ = y/p(1 — p)], and minimal for the mixed state
plULNTL| 4+ (1 —p)|T_)XP_| [99]. Moreover, the pre-
cision enhancement, Eq. , behaves as the QFI, since
for all ¢ the average photon number remains constant,
(n) =p(n)s + (1 —p)(n)—.



If the average photon number is similar in the odd
and even states, the lack of coherence does not sig-
nificantly affect the precision. More generally, if the
odd and even stationary states feature the enhancement,
Fo(J®4))/4(n)x > 1, this is the case for any p, as

() = () )
Heft S
where
0<p= Pl <1. (84)

Furthermore, even if only the even (or the odd) station-
ary state features the enhancement, the precision of a
mixed state in Eq. still beats the standard quan-
tum limit provided the probability p of the even [(1 — p)
of the odd] stationary state is sufficiently large [100];

cf. Eq. .

5. Cavity coherence from atom coherence

The high QFT in Fig. [§ relies on the existence of pure
coherent even and odd stationary states of the cavity.
This crucial coherence of the stationary states of fixed
parity is created by the passage of pure coherent states
of atoms, Eq. , which establish a phase reference for
the cavity phase, Eq. . Indeed, whenever the atom
state is mixed, but non-diagonal in the atom level basis,
the even and odd stationary states of the cavity are non-
diagonal in the photon-number basis, and thus feature
nonzero QFT (see Appendix. In contrast, for diago-
nal states of atoms, the phase reference is absent, and the
resulting cavity state is diagonal in photon-number basis
(with the zero QFI), as the cavity achieves equilibrium
with the effective atom temperature given by the relative
population of the two atomic levels (see Appendix .

Mixed, but coherent atom states can be a consequence
of finite lifetime of atom levels, discussed in Sec. [[V.C|
Furthermore, this additionally lowers the purity of cavity
states by possible decay events during the atom interac-
tion with the cavity (see also Appendix .

C. QFI for micromaser with single-photon losses

In Secs. [VA] and [VB] we have shown that due to
the finite detunings or the presence of single-photon
losses, the pure stationary states |¥,) and |¥_) of two-
photon micromaser, Eq. , are rendered metastable,
and the cavity dynamics leads instead to a unique sta-
tionary state approximated by their classical mixture [see
Eqgs. (46), (57), and (75)]. Below we argue that in this
limit the introduced mixedness does not significantly re-
duce the enhancement in the phase estimation precision.
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FIG. 9. Effect of single-photon losses on phase esti-
mation precision. (a) The enhancement in the phase
estimation is shown as a function of the integrated coupling
¢ [ce = 0.65 corresponding to dashed red line in Fig. . The
enhancement in the stationary state of lossy dynamics (black)
[Eq. (8F)] is shown against the enhancement in the even (blue)
and odd (green) states that are stationary for lossless cavity.
For the majority of parameter space, we observe the enhance-
ment in phase estimation, i.e., Fo(p)/4 (n) > 1 (values above
the horizontal dashed gray line). Here the lossy stationary
state is given by perturbative Eq. . (b) Average photon
number in even and odd stationary states. We observe the
correlation of high photon number to when the QFT of a lossy
stationary state differs from Eq. in panel (a), as it deter-
mines the size of the correction from the single-photon losses
(together with the relaxation timescales in the lossless case

[cf. Fig. [§].

Therefore, the dissipatively generated cavity states can
still be used quantum enhanced phase estimation.

1. Enhancement in precision for lossy cavity

The stationary state of a lossy cavity, Eq. , is ap-
proximated by a mixture of the even and odd states,
pss =~ p with p = (n)_/((n), + (n)_). In this case
[cf. Eq. ],

Folp) _
4 (n) 2

1 [ Fo(]94))
4(n)

Fo(lv_) .
R ] (85)

so that the enhancement higher than 2 present in the even

or the odd state implies i‘%—x) > 1 [cf. Fig.|9]. Note that
we assume losses to take place only during the generation
of the cavity state, but not during the phase encoding
[cf. Eq. ]

It is important to comment here on corrections to
Eq. and thus to Eq. . In derivation of the effec-
tive dynamics induced by single-photon losses, Eq. ,
we assumed that the losses act as a perturbation of the
cavity dynamics; i.e., timescales of lossy dynamics are
much longer than the timescale 7 of the relaxation into



the pure stationary states ( . In thls case, the correc-
tions to the stationary state in Eq. ( are proportlonal
to k7 [50,88]. Note that this perturbatlve approximation
is limited by two factors.

First, the influence of the single-photon losses is pro-
portional to the average-photon number [cf. Eq. (57)]
as losses affects each photon independently. Therefore,
states with higher photon number are more fragile to
losses. This is also the reason, why losses present during
the phase encoding (i.e., for fized strength of noise, kt
for ¢ = dwt) lead to the enhancement in phase estima-
tion limited to a constant [(e®* — 1)] above the standard
scaling [TOTHIO03].

Second, the soft walls which facilitate multimodal dis-
tribution, and thus the enhancement in precision, imply
long relaxation time 7. The relaxation timescales due to
soft walls are, however, not directly related to the average
photon number (cf. Sec. [[ITE).

Beyond the perturbative approximation, i.e., when
losses take place at earlier timescales than 7, they in-
stead lead to the mixing dynamics of the metastable
states between soft walls, as discussed in Sec. [V E] This
dynamics results in the stationary state being a mix-
ture of pure and mixed states between soft walls, with
possible coherences between pure states with the same
boundary conditions, pss = >, pi®pr + 2 P W) Wi| +
Dk (g W)X Wi | + Hec.), where we explicitly distin-
guish between pure and mixed states and [¢5[?
PEp;s (see also Appendix [G4). Thus, the QFI becomes
(cf. Eq. and see Ref. [104])

Zpl Folpy +2pk Fo(|%r)  (86)
+4Z Z |ch o l?

k E'>k

FQ pss
— (n)w)?,

where the (approximate) inequality is saturated for
Cirr — 0 and in the lowest order of corrections | |2 is
replaced by |c5%,, 12/ (03 + pi3). Therefore, the precision
enhancement is’51gn1ﬁcantly reduced if the coherences are
negligible, |ck w| << PP — p35l, in which case it is crucial
to reduce noise in an experiment to remain within the
perturbative approximation of Eq. . For this, it is
necessary that w7 decreases inversely with the average
photon number of the even and odd stationary states of
the lossless cavity. Importantly, this requirement can be
achieved by increasing the rate v of atom passages, since

7o vt [ef. Eq. (BY)].

2. Other noise

Similarly to single-photon losses, the higher order cor-
rections in the far-detuned limit will lead to the mixed
stationary state approximated by Eq. ., and thus
Eq. (83) with p = (X)_/((X)++(X)_) and ¢ = 0. Here,
however, the corrections cannot be minimized by increas-
ing the rate v, but only by increasing atom detunings [see
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FIG. 10. Effects of the nonmonochromaticity of

atomic beam. Dynamics of the purity (a), Tr(p?), and
the QFI (b) [Eq. , normalized by the maximum value
Fo(p)/4{ny = 7.39 in dynamics with the monochromatic
beam|, with the number of atoms k passing the cavity, is
shown for different widths o of the integrated coupling dis-
tribution, which for simplicity is assumed normal, g(¢) =
exp[—(¢ — (¢))?/20%]/vV2m02. The initial state is the vac-
uum |0), the atom state is cc = 0.65, and the coupling
¢ = ¢20,5 ~ 0.73707 [equal to the parameters of the sta-
tionary state (iii) in Figs. [2| and . Dynamics was averaged
over 100 random trajectories [cf. Eq. (G66)]. Note the con-
trol of the order of 0.1% in the velocity spread is required in
order to achieve Tr(p?) > 0.9 and > 90% of the QFT that was
obtained with a monochromatic beam.

Fig. [[[a)].

The nonmonochromatic atom beam also influences the
precision enhancement, as in the lowest order it leads to
dephasing of odd-even coherences leading to ¢ = 0 in
Eq. [cf. Eq. ] Although p = 0 is not fixed,
we find that the QFI is still reduced (see Fig. [10]), as a
result of the lowered purity of odd and even stationary
states, and only small deviations in atom velocity are
permitted if the purity of the produced states is to be
maintained. Indeed, as discussed in Sec. [V E] for slow
relaxation across soft walls, the stationary state features
no coherences, c’,, = 0, and thus the quadratic scaling
is lost in Eq. . Furthermore, this will also be the

case for micromaser with atom levels of finite lifetime

(cf. Appendix (G 4)).

VI. EXPERIMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS

Finally, we briefly review possible platforms to imple-
ment the Hamiltonian in Eq. @

A. Rydberg atoms

Atoms excited to their higher principal quantum num-
ber states, so called Rydberg atoms, interacting with a
microwave cavity are the setup where two-photon micro-
masers were originally developed [31,[32]. The interaction
time is given by 7 = w/v, where w is the cavity of mode
waist and v is the speed of atoms passing through the cav-
ity. For w ~ 2x107% m and v ~ 102 ms~! [105], we have
T ~ 2 x 107° s. Therefore, a finite integrated coupling



strength ¢ =~ 1 requires the coupling strength A ~ 10
kHz, already achievable in three-level micromasers [32].
We note, however, that currently typical single-photon
loss rate x ~ 100 Hz [36], while in order for the loss to be
treated as the perturbation in the cavity dynamics the
relaxation timescale must be much shorter than £~ [see
Fig. c) and cf. Sec. , and thus loss rate £ would
need to be significantly lower (or 7 shorter to allow for
higher atom rate v).

Nevertheless, in order to consider effective two-photon
coupling A in a (54+1) model realized with Rydberg
atoms, we aimed to identify five Rydberg levels fulfill-
ing the conditions in Egs. and [the condition
in can be satisfied by appropriate choice of the Rabi
frequency G and the detuning J of the classical field]. We
performed a preliminary search using the ARC (Alkali.ne
Rydberg Calculator) package [106] 107] among 30 basis
states close to the levels realizing two-photon micromaser
in Ref. [32], 39S, «» 39Ps <> 405,. We identified the
transitions 378% > 37P% > 388% ~ 38P% > 398% with
w ~ 500 GHz, |A;| ~ 21 GHz, and g; ~ 0.3 MHz lead-
ing to |91|2/A1 = 095|g2|2/A, |g4|2/A4 = —102‘93‘2/A
[cf. Eq. (5)]. The effective coupling strength || ~ 5 Hz
leads only to the weak-coupling regime with ¢ ~ 1074,
where the Schrodinger cat states could be generated (see
Sec. . Considering larger set of basis states and
an external electric field enabling tunable detunings A;
through the static Stark effect, could, however, yield
transitions with stronger effective interaction. See Ap-
pendix [J] for further discussion.

B. Circuit QED

Circuit QED represents a versatile platform to real-
ize Hamiltonians with strong higher order photon pro-
cesses [39H4TL T08]. In particular, a scheme studied in
Ref. [I09] realized a system with a tunable coupling be-
tween a transmon qubit and a microwave resonator with
the effective single-photon Jaynes-Cummings Hamilto-
nian, H = \(t)a'6_ + \(t)*@é,, where @, & are the effec-
tive photonic and atomic operators dressed by the anhar-
monic Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian of the qubit-cavity
system. It remains an open question whether the two-
photon Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian in Eq. @ can
also be achieved.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have proposed a scheme to realize two-photon mi-
cromasers exploiting a (5+1)-level structure of atoms
passing through a cavity. We have shown that the
atom parameters can be tuned to achieve an effective
two- photon interaction Hamiltonian without the Stark
shifts, unlike in the three-level micromasers. We have
found this enables dissipative generation of pure states
with high quantum Fisher information for phase estima-
tion. Furthermore, we have found that the pure odd-
and even-parity stationary states span a decoherence-free
subspace. Thus, in addition to phase estimation, the dis-
cussed scheme could be exploited in quantum information
processing (cf. Ref. [39]), as a quantum memory or as a
quantum processor with unitary operations implemented
by perturbing the micromaser dynamics [89] Q0] [110].

To account for realistic imperfections, we have con-
sidered effects of higher order corrections in the far-
detuned limit, single-photon losses from the cavity, fi-
nite lifetime of atom levels, and nonmonochromatic atom
beam. For small enough imperfections, there exists a pro-
nounced metastable regime with metastable states corre-
sponding to the formerly stationary states. After the
metastable regime, the relaxation to a unique stationary
state takes place. Importantly, we found, that even after
the metastable regime, the generated stationary states,
although mixed, can still feature a significant enhance-
ment in phase estimation precision.

Future research directions include identifying experi-
mental schemes to implement the (541)-level model and
constructing feedback schemes to counteract the mix-
ing dynamics of metastable states due to single-photon
losses.
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Appendix A: Atom-cavity interaction

1. (541) Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian

Here we present the details of the transformations leading to Eq. .
We consider (5+1)-level atoms the cavity field of frequency w with the free Hamiltonian [see Fig. [T{a)]

1
H6 =w (aTa+2) + Z Ej 034, (Al)
j=0,...,4,a

where o;; = |i)(j|, a and a' denote the cavity annihilation and creation operators, and i = 1. The atom is coupled to
the cavity field and a classical field of frequency w.; and Rabi frequency G [112]

H!

4
() = (a+a") Y gjo56-1)
j=1

+H(Gem el 4 G*ewat) g5 + Hec. (A2)
In the frame rotating with the free Hamiltonian H{, Eq. (A1), the interaction Hamiltonian (A2)) becomes

4
eitH(’)Hi/nte—itH(’) _ (a + eithaT) Zgj eiAthj(j71) +(G+ G*em%‘t)emaag +H.c. (A3)

j=1
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Since the detunings are assumed much smaller than the corresponding energy gaps, |A;|, || < w,we are assumed, we
can perform the rotating-wave approximation by neglecting the counter-rotating terms in (A3) (see, e.g., Ref. [T13]
ch. 5.2.2]). This leads to the atom-cavity interaction described by multilevel Jaynes-Cummings Hamiltonian [62]

4
H!'.(t)=a Z gj €Y o) + Geloas + He. (A4)
j=1
while in the initial frame we have
4
Hyc(t) = e Mo g () Ho = q Zgj ojj—1) + Ge a5+ He.. (A5)
j=1

It is important to note that the new dynamics, Hj,+ Hjc(t), conserves the number of excitations N = n+ Z?Zl Jjoji+

3044, where n = a'a is the cavity photon number operator, i.e., [N, H) + Hjyc(t)] = 0. Moreover, it is possible and
relevant (see Appendix [B 1f) to remove time-dependence from the dynamics (A5)), by considering the frame rotating
with (WN 4+ we1Gaa), which leads to the dynamics governed by Eq. ([2)).

2. Effective two-photon interaction

Here we consider adiabatic elimination [56} [57] for atom-cavity dynamics described by Hg+ Hipt of and at
the resonance . We derive the effective two-photon Hamiltonian of Eqs. and (@, which arise in the second-order
of couplings g1, g2, g3, g4 and G [see Fig. [T(a)].

Adiabatic elimination can be viewed as formally diagonalizing H = Hy + Hiyy, and (2b)), by perturbation theory
with respect to Hin;. The Hamiltonian H is diagonalized by a unitary transformation e, where the anti-Hermitian
operator S is assumed to be expanded in the coupling strength, S = S; + S3 + ... . Therefore,

1
Hgiag = € (Ho + Hin)e ™ = Ho + Hin + [S, Ho + Hing] + 5[5, (S, Ho + Hine) + ...

= Ho + (Hins + [S1, Ho|) + ([52, Ho)| + [S1, Hing] + %[51, [Sl7H0]]> + . (A6)

where we ordered the second line of ((A6]) in increasing power of the interaction strength. Note that Hgj,g is assumed
diagonal up to initial degeneracy in Hy of the atomic levels |1) and |3), which is due to the resonance (). Therefore,
from (A6), S is perturbatively determined [114] as [cf. [57]]

[S1, Hol = Hut, —[Ss, Ho] = ([Sl,Hint] + 21![51,[51,1{0]]) . (A7)

where (X)’ denotes the off-diagonal elements of X in the eigenbasis of Hy. The first condition simplifies Eq. (A6]) to
only even-number corrections,

1
Hgiag = Ho + ([52, Ho + Q[SlaHint]) + .., (AB)

which is a consequence of the assumed two-photon resonance in Hy and single-photon interactions in Hi,;. Substi-

tuting (A7) to (AS)), we obtain

[ —afalail 0 0 0 0 0]
0 aaf% — aTai—% . 0 . afzig;g%ﬁz%@ 0 0
Haing = Ho+ 0 0 aall%h — ofqlol 00 o |,
0 azigzg;(AA;Af?’) 0 aaT% — aTa% — |Cj§‘ 0 0
0 0 0 0 aatlzl g
L0 0 0 0 0 1]
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for the operators

0 —afg 0 0 0 0
aft 0 % 0 0 0
g2 _ 9
g = | 0 af gs a' & ?g; %* , (A10)
0 0 ad 0 —affs -&
0 0 0 ad: 0 0
4
0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 |
- Ay Ay) )
0 0 —aﬂiﬁf&@l a5y 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
(A1—Ay) Sk (Az—Ay) $G* (A3—0)
g, — a%%ﬁ&(iﬁ&) 0 0 0 _aT22£§3934(A33+A44) _aTg?)Agé(é-‘:Ag) All
2= 0 0 0 0 0 : (Al1)
(Az—Ay) gaG™ (A4+9)
0 0 a2 22:))3‘9%?223—;)34) 0 *G(()A +6) _a2%45(—£4+5)
L 0 0 29235(5iA3) 0 22;]24(714%) 0 i

It should be emphasized that atom-cavity interaction, Eq. , takes place in the diagonalizing basis [cf. Eq. ]
given by e°(|5) ® [n)) = |7) @ |n) + S1(|7) ® |n)) + ..., where the atom levels are labeled by j = 0,..,4,a, while
n = 0,1,2... denotes a photon number in the cavity. In the far-detuned limit of |g;/A;| < 1 for j = 1,..,4,a and
|G/0| < 1, the lowest-order corrections, the diagonalizing basis corresponds to the original atomic levels |0), ...,
|4) and |a), in tensor product with the photon-number basis of the cavity states. In particular, in Sec. Hgjag
restricted to the levels |1) and |3) is considered [cf. Egs. and (2D)]. In Appendix we consider corrections to
the dynamics beyond this approximation.

We note that the results in Egs. (A9))-(A11]) do not require the resonance condition in Eq. . When this condition
is not fulfilled, Hy contributes a static Stark shift (As + Agz)oss to the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. . This effect
can be eliminated by adjusting we; (and thus §) or G of the classical field [cf. Eq. }

Due to conservation of the number of excitations, N = afa+ 2?21 J 0jj +30aa, although the cavity space dimension
is infinite, the perturbation theory above is effectively performed on (at most) six-dimensional subspaces spanned by
0) @ n), IH®|n—1), 2)®|n—2), |3)®|n—3), |4) ®|n—4) and |a) ® |n — 3), for n = 0,1, ..., denoting the photon
number in the cavity. For given N, the effective perturbation size can be approximated as ||Hil|||(Ho — A1) T|| =
O[max(N max; |g;|, G)/ min(]Aq|, |Aszl, |A4l,d)], where (Hyp — Aq)" denotes the pseudoinverse [88H9I]. This defines
the far-detuned limit for a given N. When the dynamics in the two-level approximation features well-defined
stationary states and the initial cavity state is bounded, i.e., it has a finite support below n;,, we expect the stationary
state to be achieved at a finite-relaxation time 7ye1ax exploring effectively a finite cavity space; cf., e.g., Ref. [54]. If the
perturbation size is small for N > vTye1ax, for full atom-cavity dynamics given by Hy + Hiyy there exists a metastable
regime where two-level approximation holds and a metastable state is given by the former stationary state. At longer
times, the effective dynamics resulting from the higher order corrections takes place and leads to a unique stationary
state (see also Sec. . In the next section we consider these higher order corrections to dynamics.

Appendix B: Micromaser

Here we discuss general dynamics of a micromaser and the assumptions leading to the Markovian time-homogeneous
dynamics of the cavity, the case of which is discussed for the far-detuned limit in Sec. [IC] In Appendix we
derive the higher order-corrections to the two-photon dynamics described by the Kraus operators , which lead to
metastability and mixing long-time dynamics discussed in Sec. [[VA]

1. General dynamics

A micromaser is a setup in which atoms pass through the cavity, one at a time, and interact with its field [see

Fig. [I[b)].
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a. Assumptions for Markovian time-homogenous micromaser

We now discuss three assumptions leading to Markovian time-homogenous dynamics of the micromaser (cavity) [64].

Assumption 1. Atoms are prepared identically and in a product state with respect to one another and the cavity.

Let p®) be the state of the cavity after the interaction with k atoms. In the frame rotating with the free Hamil-
tonian , the cavity state changes only when an atom is passing through. For an initial state of the cavity and
the atoms given by tensor product p(© @ (Pat ® - ® pay ® - - - ), the state p*) of the cavity depends only on its state
p*=1) before the interaction with kth atom,

pF) = Try {U(tk, k) {pat ® P(k_l)} UT(tkaTk)} ) (B1)

where t; and 7, denote the arrival time of the kth atom and the duration of its interaction with the cavity field,
respectively, while

U(t,7) =T exp {z /tHT dt’Hi'r’lt(t’)} (B2)

is the time-ordered evolution operator for the interaction (A4]). Equation (B1)) represents Markovianity of the cavity
dynamics.

Assumption 2. The atomic beam is monochromatic, i.e., velocity of all atoms is the same.

In this case, the interaction time with the cavity is the same for all atoms, 7, = 7. Note that the atomic state
pat 18 typically not initialized for all atoms at ¢ = 0 as written formally in Assumption 1. In practice, a state in
Eq. can be prepared by atoms passing on their way to the cavity through a laser resonant with the transition
|1) < |3), which, for atoms with the same velocity, leads to the identical state (as the laser phase is constant in the
frame rotating with Hy). For discussion of changes in micromaser dynamics due to nonmonochromatic atomic beam

see Appendix [G 31}

Assumption 3. The atom state is invariant under the dynamics 7 e tHop eitHo — 5
With Assumption 2., the cavity dynamics (B1]) depends on time only via the time-dependent interaction Hamilto-
nian (A4)). The interaction Hamiltonian is, however, time independent in the frame of (WN + wci0aa) [cf. Eq. (2b))],

which differs from the frame of H{ by the Hamiltonian —Hy [Eq. (2al)]
U(t,7) = e~ itHo {TefifOT dt'[H;nt(t')JrHo]} pi(t+7) Ho (B3)
Since Hj acts only on the atom state, we have
P8 = Ty {U(r) [/t gyt g oD ()} (B4)
where we introduced
U(T) _ Te_ifor dt[Hi,,t(t)+H0]’ (B5)

so that for the invariant atom state the cavity dynamics simplifies to
p®) = Tr,, {U(T) [pat ® p(’f—”] UT(T)} . (B6)

The time dependence of the interaction on ¢ in Eq. is due to the coupling strengths g;(t), j = 1,...,4, and G(t)
being in general dependent on the atom position within the cavity, which changes in time ¢ [cf. Egs. and ]

In order for an atom state to be invariant, it cannot feature coherences between Hj eigenstates of different energy;
e.g., for a nondegenerate H( it must be diagonal. In order for the pure coherent state in Eq. to be invariant, we
require the two-photon resonance in Eq. , which leads to degeneracy of |1) and |3) in Hy.

We note, however, that when the resonance condition cannot be met, time-homogeneous cavity dynamics can be,
in principle, achieved by preparing the atoms in states with a phase dependent on arrival time, e.g., for the state in
Eq. by preparing the state with an off-resonant Rabi driving detuned by —(Ag + Ajz) [cf. Eq. ] (cf. discussion
of Assumption 2.).
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b. Discrete dynamics of micromaser

For a pure invariant atom state, pa; = [Vat)(tat| [e.g., Eq. (8)], the dynamics in Eq. can be expressed with the
Kraus operators

Mj = (Gl U(T) [¢Par) (B7)

o) = | S Mt M = M [p(kfl)} 7 (B8)

ey

preserving dynamics M (1) = 1. The general case of the dynamics with a mixed state instead of the pure state in

Eq. is discussed in Appendix

c.  Continuous dynamics of micromaser

Assuming that time at which atoms arrive to the cavity is exponentially distributed at the rate v (see below and
Refs. [31] [64] [65]), the average dynamics of the cavity, coarse-grained in time over intervals 7, is governed by the
time-homogeneous master equation [66} 67]

d

ot = v MIp(t)] = v p(t) = £ [o(0)]. (B9)

The dynamics is trace preserving, £7(1) = 0, which follows from the properties of the Kraus operators.

Note that in the micromaser setup, it is assumed that at most one atom is found in the cavity at a time [see
Fig. b)] A possible approach used to obtain this is for the levels |j), 7 = 0,1,...,4,¢ in Fig. a) to be a subset
of highly excited levels (e.g., Rydberg levels) in a multilevel atom [64, 65]. The initial state of the atoms is then
prepared by passing a stream of atoms, initially in a low-energy state, through the excitation region where the states
l7), 7=0,1,...,4,¢, can be excited. If the probability of excitation from the low-energy state is small, due to the law
of rare events, the number of atoms that arrive to the cavity prepared in the relevant states |j), j = 0,1,...,4,¢, up
to times t is approximated by a Poisson distribution with the average vt, while the waiting time between the arrival
of the consecutive excited atoms is given by the exponential distribution with the rate v.

2. Higher order corrections to cavity dynamics

The cavity dynamics generated by the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. @ corresponds to the adiabatic elimination
carried out to the lowest nontrivial order in g;/A;, j = 1,2, 3,4 and G/§. We now discuss how the effective micromaser
dynamics in Eq. , which is parity preserving, is modified by higher order corrections to the far-detuned limit. The
analysis below is for a general setup of Fig. (a), with two photon resonance in Eq. and the effective Hamiltonian
in Eq. . Therefore, the results apply both to three-level model [31, B3H35] [42], [44] [61] and (5+41) model in Sec.
where the Stark shifts can be removed in the far-detuned limit [cf. Eq. (6)]. We discuss the influence of the higher
order corrections on the latter case in Sec. [V Al

a. Kraus operators

The Kraus operators, which describe the change in the cavity state due to passage of a single atom, are given by

[cf. Eq. ]

M; = (GlU(T)|[ar) = (ile™ " Udiag(T)e® [at) 5 =0,..., 4,2, (B10)
where U(7) = e~ T [Hiny+Ho] Udiag(T) = e~iTHaiag =5 diagonalizes Hiy + Ho and [1,;) is the pure state of the atom
entering the cavity. We have assumed for simplicity that the field-atom coupling strength is constant, Hin(t) = Hing-

Considering [1,) to be given by , i.e., a superposition between |1) and |3), the Kraus operators (derived below)
My, Ms, and My swap the parity, while the Kraus operators My, M3, and M,, conserve the parity [cf. Eq. ]
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b. Time-independent corrections

Asin Appendix we now consider the expansion of (B10|) with respect to S = S1+.S2+ ..., where j in S; denotes
the power of the coupling strength g, G (the time-dependent perturbative corrections in Ugiag(7) will be discussed
later). We have

Mj = <j|Udiag(T)‘wat> + (_<j|SlUdiag(T)|1/}at> + <j|Udiag(T)Sl|wat>)

2 2

151 Vana(r)31 ) + 1 (5 = 2 ) Ut (Plir) + Gl0ne(r) (5 452 ) )|+ (B

where the last two terms in the first line and the second line correspond to the first- and second-order corrections.
The operators S; and Sy are given by Eqgs. (A10) and (A11)), which leads to the parity-conserving Kraus operators
given by

1 g g
My = Ubhy(rles + Ufhr)en + 5 (a0t S — alal22) 03, ) + U1 (B12)

9593
2A5A3

T|91‘ o ‘92‘2 12 9293
#30ka(r) | (a0 By - ol ) o ) 22

1 13 T|93‘ + |g4]? @ 2 9293
+ Udiag(T) |:( AQ aa Ai 52 Ceta A2A3

+al?

[Udng( ) Cg + U(?iBag(T) Ce]

|91/ 9 g2 93
Udlag( ) B A2 g+ TA2 Udlag( ) A2Cg Tice + ..
, U(tlsl s e IGP ,
Mz = deag( Jeg + Ugi?:xg(T)Ce + ) ( af A2 —ad'a A2 52 [Udlag( )eg + Ugig(T)Ce] (B13)
a2 9293
2A A [ dlag Cg + Udng( )Ce}

2 * %
T|91 _ |g2| 2 9293
dlag |:< al A2 Cg + (a ) NV Ce

Igal 94> |G]? 5 9293
dmg K at —a'a A?; -5 Ce + @ AQABCg

* 2 2
g2 + 93 o |94 (€]
- K Udldg( ) (GAQCE —a A'g,ce) Udld.g( ) Ai Ce + Udlag( ) 52 5 Ce T s
and
G .
M, =— 5 [Udlag( )Cg + Ugixg(T) Ce — Ugiaag(T) Ce] + o (B14)
where Ujlag( 7) = (j|Udiag(7)|k) for j,k = 0,...,4,a [cf. Eq. (I0)]. Note that M; and Mjs do not feature first-order

corrections [the second and third terms in (B11)], due to their parity conservation, as S; swaps the cavity parity,
except for the atom in levels |3) and |a), so that M, is of the first order. For this reason, the parity-swapping Kraus
operators are of the first order,

91 91
MO T - [Udlag< )Cg + Udlag( ) ] Udlag( ) Tilcg + . (B15)
Ay Ay
93 g 9.
M, = A [Udlag( ) cg + Udin o (T) ce] + aT 3 [Udlag( ) cg + Ul (7) ce] + Udtag(7) ( A22 Cg — aTAZce) + ..., (B16)
: 94
My = A [Udlag( )cngUgi?’ag(T)c ]+ Udlag( )aEceJr (B17)

c. Time-dependent corrections

We now discuss time-dependent corrections to Udiag(T) = e~ iHaiaz from the diagonal Hamiltonian Hgjag = Ho +
Hgdw”g + Hf‘ag + ..., (A9), where Hglag denotes kth order corrections. As Hy commutes by definition with Hgjag, we
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have
. . . T . . . ia
Udiag(T) = e_iTHOe*iT(sz‘ g+H;‘ g+...) _ e—iT(Ho+H§lag) (1 _ Z/ dt eitH;1 anglage_Ztsz g n > ’ (Blg)
0
where in the last equality we used the Dyson series. The correction

/ dt e“HgiagHgiage_”b@liag = 70Hcg(T) (B19)
0

can be considered as the contribution from the time-averaged H, 498 i) the rotating frame of H, ding  For the interaction

time 7 chosen so that the second-order dynamics in the two- level approximation [Egs. l@ and (110] 1s finite, the
correction T d Heg(T) contributes as the second-order to Ugiag(7). We thus have [cf. Eq. (B18) and (10|
Udlag( )Cg + Udlag( ) = e_iTAl [Mg + 6M9] + . (B2oa‘)
_ . _ I sin ((b\/ aQaW)
=e A1 <1|672tH(21 g|wat> —jre M cos(pvVat2a?) (1|6 Hog(T)|1at) — iamf]L2 (3|0 Hegs(7)|%at) | + -+,
a?a
Udtae(7) cg + Uity (T) co = €T30 [M + M| + ... (B20b)
| s [ sin(evaPe?)
= eI (3™ ) — ire ™A | mia? L (1|6 Hogp(7) [that) + cos(¢VaT2a2) (3|0 Hogt (7) [that) | + oo
Vat2a?

where we defined the zeroth—order Kraus operators My and M., cf. Eq. (10 [note that the Kraus operators in differ

by the global phase e”l X, which was additionally neglected in @ For the Kraus operators in other micromaser
setups, including the three- level model (see Appendix [C

Therefore, up to the second order in the coupling strength, the cavity dynamics is determined by the first-order
Kraus operators,

; ¥ iT @ f
ez‘rAl MO _ a’[% Mg _e (A1+ ANy ) T%Cg + ..., (B21)
1 1
irA g2 t gg —ir(Az-ﬁ-aaT'gAﬂ—aTalgA‘i) g2 Tgé“
e’ 1M2:—aA—Mg+a A—Me—l—e 2 3 Acg—a A—ce + .y (B22)
2 3 2 3
; —iT 4 A aaTM
MM = —a Tt M, e (Sos duroatis) adheo+ ..., (B23)
A4 A4
, G —ir (2, Ap+ot+1C2
eTAIM, = -5 M, —e <ZM § ° ) Col + .oy (B24)
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where fourth-order corrections to Hgiag in (A9)) are neglected. Similarly,

: 1 91 i, o2l 9393
TAMy = My + 5 | —ad’ S5 — Mg +a'? 2223 M, B2
o M= Mty ( A7 00 A7 TS ALA, (B25)
1 9112 92| 2 9293
+§Mgg [( aat 2 AT a'a A2 cg + (ah) mce
1 lg3|? lga*  |GI? 2 9293
+§Mge {( at A2 —ata A2 5 Cet+a mcg

) 2 ) 2 2
-{—ae”(AlJr‘gAll‘ > CL |g1| g +a Jrg; e*zr(AngaaT%faTa%) (aQQCg o a’r~g§ce)
A3 Ay
—iT (1|0 Heq(7) [Yar) +

: 1 |g3]? lga]* |G
iTA
e 1M3=Me—|—2< TAQ —ata 2 A2 52

M, +a2-2%_ B2
> +ta 2A2A3 g ( 6)

1 |91/* lg2* 2 9295
e | (a0t B — el ) o+ (ot
1 |g3|? lgal® _ |GI? J28s
1 i ; B 2 9293
g [( AT TUUAT T ) e TN,
2 2 :
) gi _1T<A2+aaf%_afa%> 972 . 1—973 T _iT<Ei:2Ak+aaT%> |g4|2
T € TR T AT At
Cir (8, Anret €2 G2
e ( k=2 Dk s ) uce — 4T (3|0 Het (T) [hat) +

52
and we defined M,, = M, with ¢, = 1, where u,v = g,e. The global phase factor e’ in Egs.
corresponds to a global phase neglected in . Furthermore, for the (5+1)-model, the conditions in Eq. (5 leading
to cancellation of the Stark shifts, establish dependent variables: gi/A1 = g2/VA1A, —ga/Ay = g3/V/ A4
—G/6 = \/]g2]* + [gs[?/ VA6
For completeness, we now provide fourth-order corrections to , which contribute to Eq. -7 for the case
g1 =92 =93 = g4 =9, Al = AQ = —A3 = —A4 = A, and G2/5 = 2g2/A

4g4[ata(aTa—3)—1] T8g4(gz+G2aTa) T
Hdiag _ IA3 a 3GZA3 a (BZ?)
4 B 894 (92+G2alfa) 494 [4927G2?afaaa7+1)] ’
3G2A3 a - 3G2A3

which are expressed for e (1) ® |n)) and e (|3> ® |n)), i.e., the diagonal basis of the atom-cavity Hamiltonian
[cf. Eq. . Here ( was obtained from (A6|) by considering the expansion of S up to the fourth order, i.e.,
S S1+52+53+S4+

d. Higher order corrections in the three-level model

In the three-level model [see Eq. @ with g1 = 0,94 = 0, G = 0] at resonance , the stationary state is known to
be pure for all detunings and given by the squeezed vacuum [42] [44]. We will now recover this result by showing that
this state is not affected by the parity-swapping Kraus operator My [cf. Eq. ] Indeed, beyond adiabatic limit we

have [cf. Eq. (B22)]

* A+MH92\ +a1a\93\
My = _a2 M, — ot 93 M, + e ( ) (ai?cg + aTgA‘Q’ce) + ... (B28)

where M, and M, correspond to three-level dynamics. M; operator, however, is 0 in the first order on the squeezed
vacuum state |U), as

g 93 g 93
<aA2 M, — aff Me> [U,) =— (aAQ cs + aTZ‘n’ ce) [T, )

Z ( 2n + 2 cg Conta +V2n+1 ce czn) [2n + 1) =0, (B29)

n=0
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where in the first equality we used that in three-level model we have M|¢+) = c. and Mg|t)4) = ¢z (up to a
global phase) (see Appendix . The last equality follows from the recurrence relation for the pure stationary states

(cf. Appendix

Cn42 _ Cegzvntl (B30)

Cn Cg g2 v/ 2

It is worthwhile to emphasize that for the state of the negative parity (odd n), the parity-swapping Kraus operator Ms
does not vanish on its one-photon component, thus leading to its decay and a unique stationary state of the dynamics
given by the squeezed vacuum [42] (see also Appendix |G 2)).

Appendix C: Pure stationary states of two-photon micromasers

In Appendix we derived the effective two-photon Hamiltonian, Eq. , describing the far-detuned limit of the
cavity interaction with a multilevel atom in the ladder configuration [see Fig. [[[a)]. Here we discuss pure stationary
states of gemeral two-photon dynamics, with a Hamiltonian of the same functional form as but with arbitrary
Stark shifts and two-photon couplings. We show that beyond the stationary states in Eq. , the only pure states
correspond to the stationary states of the three-level model [42] [44] [61].

1. Effective Hamiltonian

Within RWA, i.e., for dynamics based single-photon Jaynes-Cummings interactions, the adiabatic limit of far-
detuned levels with a two-photon resonance [Eq. ] leads in the second-order to the effective Hamiltonian

Aata+ B1 C*at?

Her = Ca? Data+ E1|’

(C1)

where A, B, D, FE € R and C € C and the basis is given by the resonant levels |1), |3) [cf. Appendix and Eq. ]
The constants A, B, D, and E describe the Stark shifts, while C' determines the effective two-photon coupling strength.

2. Pure stationary states

We are interested in the case when the two Kraus operators corresponding to the Hamiltonian (C1]) feature the same
cavity state [Wy) = > 07 ¢p|n) as an eigenvector. This corresponds to the following set of equations [cf. Eqgs. ([L0]

and (L7)]

A Cpt2 = e_iwn {Cg [COS(¢n) - iTS’fL Sln(¢n):| Cn+t2 — iceT(Sﬁ)*Sln(gbn) Cn} ) (023‘)
®n ®n
B, =e ¥n {—ichsﬁsm(;gb”) Cnia + Co {cos(d)n) +iTs, qug(ﬁ")} cn} , (C2Db)
where
A 2)+B—-Dn—FE
TR AR A S I RN (c3)
A+Dn+2A+B+FE

bn= TGP TP, pn=r AT DIE . ()

Equations (C2)) feature a nontrivial solution when the corresponding determinant is 0 independently of n,
aB + e 2frcoey — e cos(dy) (ace + Beg) — iew"Tsflsm(;m(acc — Beg) =0, (C5)

where on the left-hand size we used the fact 72[(s7)? + |s%|?] = ¢2.
Note that in the absence of coupling, C' = 0, we obtain that si. = 0, and dynamics corresponds to the dephasing
of coherences, which is caused by the Stark shifts in (C1). This leads to a stationary state of the cavity given by
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the diagonal of an initial state (a classical state without coherences), unless both ¢, and ¢, are independent of n
(this takes place when A = 0 = D, in which case the Stark shift is independent from the cavity field, and instead of
dephasing the passage of atoms only changes the global phase).

For the case of C # 0, the last term in Eq. with sZ sin(¢n)/on, is an independent function of n, from both
cos(¢y) and e~ e~2%n: je. it cannot be canceled by the other terms for all n. Therefore, for Eq. to hold, it
is necessary for the last term to vanish for all n, which takes place when s? = 0 or awce — B¢, = 0, which define two
complementary cases we now discuss.

a. Case A

Lets first consider s? = 0, which from (C3) yields the effective Hamiltonian coefficients as
A=D and B =FE +2A, (C6)

As C # 0, ¢,, depends on n, and furthermore cos(¢,) is an independent function from e~#» and e~2“~. Therefore,
it is required that ac. + Bcg = 0, so that the outgoing state of atoms are given by [cf. Eq. ]

o= e_“”cg, B =—e e, (Cn)

This in turn simplifies the first two terms in (C4) as af + cocge™2%n = —2ie~"¥nt@)c cysin(p, — ¢), which thus
requires , = ¢ + km, where k € Z, so that
A=-D=0 and » = 2B7 + km, (C8)

and there are no Stark shifts (except the global phase ¢): A =D =0, B = E. This is exactly the case discussed at
length in this work, which leads to the stationary states given by the recurrence relation [by choosing k = 0,1 in

©l.

b. Case B

In order to remove the amplitude of the last term in Eq. (C4), we now consider ace — Bcg = 0, which determines
the outgoing state of atoms as [cf. Eq. (CT7))]

a= e_wcg, B = e ¥c,. (C9)
In this case, we have for the remaining terms
0 + ¢ oy — 0 cos(n) (0 + Beg) = ¢ ey feos(pn — ) — cos(9)] (C10)
— _2e7i(®nt9) ey sin (san + (;sn - <p> sin <<pn - ;Sn - w) _

Therefore, we require ¢, — ¢ + 2kw = ¢,, or @, — @ + 2kw = —¢,, with k € Z, which expressions squared (and divided
by 72) yield the condition

n® (AD — |C*) + n[2AD — 3|C|* + AE + DB — (A+ D)w| + (2A+ B)E —2|C|* — (2A+ B+ E)w +w? = 0, (C11)

where w = (¢ — 2kw)/7. Requiring that the above expression holds for all n, we arrive at the following conditions on
the effective Hamiltonian coefficients,
A(-D+ E)+ DB
CR=AD>0, w=2 AJ’H); ., (B+D-E)YA+B+2D—E)=0 (C12)
where A + D # 0 follows from A # —D as AD > 0. We note that there are two solutions (from the last condition)
with B=—-D+FE (p=7B+2krw) and B+ A+ D =—-D+ E [p = 7(A+ B) + 2kn], but yield the same stationary
state given by the recurrence relation [cf. Eq. ]

Cn+2 cC* In+1
= —— . C13
Cn, cg A Vn+2 ( )

In the even-parity subspace, this is a squeezed vacuum state, whose squeezing can be regulated by the ratio of the

dynamical shifts % = /4. In particular, the micromaser with three-level atoms [42, 44, 1] corresponds to the

former solution with A = 7%, B=0,C=—-2% andD=F = 7% [cf. Eq. ]; here the squeezing is regulated
by the ratio |gs/ga|.



34
Appendix D: Hard walls and Pell equation

In Sec. [[TTD]of the main text, we have discussed hard walls in the cavity dynamics, i.e., when the integrated coupling
strength ¢ leads to sin,,(¢) = 0 for certain m, so that the cavity states |m) and |m + 2) are no longer coupled. Here
we show that the condition in Eq. corresponds for the subsequent walls to Pell equation [0 8I], and derive the
recurrence relation for positions of these hard walls.

1. Pell equation

For a given integrated coupling strength ¢, let us assume that m is the position of the first wall with the corre-
sponding K. Any other wall at m/ > m must fulfill, from (3],

!

(m' +1)(m' +2) = (f{) (m+1)(m +2). (D1)

for a certain integer K’. By setting D := (m+1)(m+2), x := 2m’+3 and y := 2K’/ K, we get the Pell equation [0, 1]
2?2 — Dy* = 1. (D2)

We assume ¢ > 0 and thus K > 0 [cf. Eq. ] (otherwise we equivalently consider positive integers —K and —K').
Since D is not a perfect square, Eq. (D2)) has infinitely many positive integer solutions (z, ¥, ), n > 1. If the solutions
are ordered by the magnitude of x,,, the nth solution is given by the recurrence relation [82]

Tp = T1Tn—1+ Dy1yn—1, (D3a)
Yn = T1Yn—1 + Y1Tp—1, (D3b)

or equivalently
n
20+ VDyo = (1 +VDy1 ), (D4)

where (z1, y1) = (2m + 3, 2) is the first nonzero integer solution, called the fundamental solution.

2. Recurrence relation for hard walls

From Eq. , we note that, since z; is odd, z,, is always odd, while y,, is always even as y; is even [this is a
consequence of D being even; cf. Eq. ] Therefore, each solution with x,, and ¥,, corresponds directly to a hard
wall in the dynamics at m,, = (z,, —3)/2, and with K,, = y, K /2 being a multiple of K. Furthermore, Eq. yields
the recurrence relation

My =Mp_1(2m+3)+3(m+1)+2(m+1)(m+2) K,_1/K, (D5a)
K, =K, 1(2m+3)+ K(2my_1 +3), (D5b)

and we conclude there are infinitely many hard walls in the dynamics. From Eq. we have that for the first hard
wall at even mq, the parity of the nth wall, m,,, oscillates with period 2, while for odd m;, all walls are found at m,,
odd. Similarly, for even K, K, is always even and thus cos,, (¢) = (—1)%» = 1, while for odd K, the K,, parity
oscillates with period 2, and so does cos,,, (¢). These results are summarized in Table

We note, however, that we are also interested in solutions of , in which z is an (odd) integer, while y is a
rational number, i.e., when 2K’ is not a multiple of K. As we show below, however, the position of walls fulfils the
recurrence relation and K is always a multiplicity of K.

Proof. Suppose that there exists a hard wall at m’ with 2K’ not divisible by K, K := ged(K, 2K') < K. We have

(2m’+3)2—1:D(§)2(2K/>2. (D6)

K
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Since the greatest common factor of the integers 2K'/K and K=K /K is 1 by definition, it follows, from the
left-hand side of (D6)) being an integer, that D must be divisible by K2, Therefore, D:=D / K2 < Dis an integer,
and since D was not a square of integer, neither is D. We thus arrive at a new Pell equation

P -DyF =1, (D7)

where the new integer variable y := K y, while T := x as before. We will now show that, as = x remains unchanged,
the recurrence relation (D5|) stays the same.
The position of the first hard wall m, together with K, yield an integer solution of Eq. (D7): = =2m + 3, y = 2K.

Therefore, it must appear in the recurrence relation in Eq. with D replaced by D. If Z; is odd (i.e. when D is
even), T, is also odd, and thus corresponds to a hard wall at an integer m,,. In particular, the fundamental solution
corresponds to the first hard wall, i.e., m = (z; — 3)/2 [where Z; > 3 follows from 7; > 0 required by the assumed
positive integrated coupling ¢ > 0, cf. Eq. . Thus, we again obtain the recurrence relation in Eq. . as in the

recurrence equation for x,, = x, we have that D simplifies with 1y, _1 to Dy, Yn_ 1 in Eq. ( , while the recurrence
equation for ¥, can be divided by K yielding Eq. m, since ¥, is divisible by K as so is 7.
When D is odd, it is possible that z is even (and y; odd), in which case the parity of z,, (and y,) oscillates with

period 2. In particular, the first hard wall corresponds to the second solution, m = (Zo — 3)/2 = (73 + 537% —3)/2,
while other hard walls correspond to x2,. Nevertheless, from (D4]) we have

-%271 + \/B§2n = («%2 + \/5:172)"’ (DS)

so that the odd solutions also obey the recurrence relation Eq. (D3)), but with the fundamental solution chosen as xs

and y9, instead of 1 and y;. Therefore, analogously as in the case of D being even, the walls are again determined
by Eq. (D5]). This concludes the proof.

Appendix E: Pure stationary states and relaxation times with soft walls

In Sec. we introduced the notion of a soft wall. Here we discuss the structure of stationary states in the cavity
in the presence of soft walls and also discuss the induced long-time dynamics leading to those stationary states.

1. Distribution of pure stationary states between soft walls

We now discuss the structure of the stationary state between soft walls and argue that they are supported only
after the walls corresponding to the boundary condition Eq. . We assume coherent dynamics ce, cg # 0.

Dynamics with soft walls features pure states given in Eq. . In general, the even state can be written as a sum
of contributions with support between subsequent pairs of walls located at m,C and m,c 41 as

mk+1/2

|y ) = Z Con |2n) + Z Z Con |20) (E1)

k=1 p= 1+m+/2

mi /2 sin,, +(6) "2
:ZCQn|2n +ZC+ Cm Z C+2|2n>
n=0 n=1+m;/2 my +
0o k Copt c k k sinm+(¢>)
o { N + Sl () T [ i
Q52 | cor ()| e

where m; labels the walls of the even parity [cf. Eq. (I9)] and we introduced normalization (N;7)? =

mi. . /2 mi, /2
Zn:’“ﬁ_mzm |02n/cm:+2|2 and the state after the kth even wall |U}) = Zn:kij-m:_/2 con 12n)/c,, ++2/./\/+ (where for

|¥¢) we formally define m§ = —2). The analogous construction holds for the odd state |¥_) in Eq. .
In Eq. (EI), we can identify that c,, ' / Cot 4o 18 the ratio between the last and the first coefficients in the state

after kth wall, [¥}") and thus we expect 1t to be finite (as there are no soft walls within the state). Similarly, the norm
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Soft walls Hard walls (01,02 = 0)
Case
cos,,,+(9) | cos,,,+(9) W) L A
L1+ 1+ 3 BE) + 0(6) (W) | mixed | mixed
2. - % —1+ % (W) + O(681,82) mixed | |¥}) | mixed
g d . —+

3. -1+3 =% |BI1YE) + 8513) + Olmin(dy, )] | [Wg) | [Ur) | [¥3)
4, -2 1-% U + O(6,) mixed | mixed | |UF)

TABLE II. Steady state between two soft walls vs. two hard walls. The stationary state with soft walls approximately

corresponds only to the pure stationary states of hard walls that obey the same boundary conditions.

For soft walls: |¥.) from Egs. (E1) and (E2). In case 3. B3 /B8 = —(ce/ce)* N NG [cng/cmfﬁ}[cmf/co] x 41im 61 /62. For

hard walls: |@:> refers to the kth pure stationary state with with boundary conditions at the (k—1)-th and k-th wall which are

opposite to Eq. . To consider a finite number of walls, we have assumed a third even wall to be hard, with cos_ +(¢) = —1,
3

so that pure stationary states before that wall exist [cf. Egs. and ] The same results hold for the odd stationary state.

N, ,:r of the kth state is finite. In contrast, the remaining terms in Eq. (E1) can lead either to the suppression or the
increase of the kth state contribution, depending whether the boundary condition after kth even soft wall, Eq. ,
coincides with the boundary condition of the state |¥, ) in Eq. ,

sinm:@)) ~ 2

) . - n E2
when cosmz(d)) ) 1 _ Cosm,j((b) Sinm;(ﬂﬁ) — T (E2a)
h 1 sin,, +(6) sin, , +(¢) 0 E2b

when cos,, +(¢) ~ —1, 1 — cos,,+(¢) T2 - -

where the arrows correspond to the limit of soft wall being hard. Noticing that ¢y in Eq. (E1)) also changes with the
height of the walls in order to keep the norm of |V ) equal 1, we arrive at the following approximation

o0
~af N 195 + )

k ¢+ e\ F
) Hcl] (0 (&) i v e (E3)
k=1 Li=1 “m +2 g
= By [Ud) + > BT,
k=1
where we defined the hard wall limit as
ko sing ()
M + E4
o 11;11: 1— COSmLJr((,ﬁ) — Oy, (E4)

so that we choose a; = 0 if cos,,,+(¢) ~ —1 [cf. Eq. (E2)].

In Eq. (E3), only the states after the soft walls with the boundary condition COSm,j(q/)) ~ 1 can be present [cf. Fig. b)
and see the example in Table . Therefore, the state |¥§) can be present only for the first wall with cosmf(qb) ~ -1
[cf. Fig. [2(b) for the states (ii) and (viii)]. We further note that several subsequent walls with cosmz(gzﬁ) ~ 1 may be

needed to counteract the suppression due to an earlier wall, in which case only the state after the last such a wall is
present; see Fig. [J[b) for the states (iii) (vi) (vii) and (ix). The same results follow from considering soft walls as a
perturbation away from auxiliary hard walls (see below).

Finally, we note that for finite walls, the coefficients 5,‘: in Eq. depend also on the distribution of the states
|‘I/z> between the walls, e.g., whether the state is supported only close to one of the walls. In particular, in the case
of |eg| =1, we simply have |¥) = |Tg) = |0).

2. Dynamics with soft walls

Here we discuss timescales of achieving pure stationary states, Eq. (E3]), by considering dynamics in the presence
of soft walls as a perturbation of auxiliary dynamics with hard walls.
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a. Dynamics of soft walls as perturbation of hard walls

The dynamics of the cavity with soft walls can be formally considered as a perturbation of an auxiliary dynamics
Mg(o), Méo) with hard walls replacing soft walls,

My — MO = 6M, = 3 (—ice sitin, (6) lmi+2)(mi] + cgleosm, (8) F 1lmy+2)(my+2]), (E5a)
k=1

M, = MO = M, = 3 (celcos, (6) F Llme)mp| — ic siti, (6) miYm+2]) (E5D)
k=1

where we consider cosy,, (¢) = £1, so that cosy,, (¢) F1 ~ 0. In this section, we discuss the order of the perturbation
in the powers of a small parameter 0 of the kth wall, where

2

COSp, (@) ~ £ (1 — 52’“) , Sy, (@) & +0; (E6)

[see Eq. and Table [T].

b. Steady state with soft walls vs. stationary states of hard walls

The stationary state in Eq. is pure and fulfills the boundary condition . In contrast, each soft wall present
in the dynamics can be approximated by a hard wall that determines boundary conditions for a state before and after

that wall [Egs. and ([40)].

Steady states of hard walls. First, the kth stationary state pf, between subsequent walls of the same parity at mf
and mfﬂ, is pure only if COST,L§(¢) = - cosmki‘ﬂ((b). Otherwise, that stationary state is mixed. Second, even if the
stationary state is pure, when its boundary condition differs from , it does not correspond to the stationary state
with soft walls [W1); i.e., it differs from its projection |Uf) between the kth and (k+1)th walls, as |(@,f|\lff)|2 <1,
unless m; ; —m; = 2 and it is a fixed photon state, @b = |m},;). Indeed, from Eq. (19), when ce,cg # 0,

— . L
(T, |WE)|? = 1 requires coty(¢/2) = — tany(¢/2) [for all mi +2 < k < m,i_l such that (—1)* = £1], which is never
true. Furthermore, the coherences between pure stationary states corresponding to opposite boundary condition [i.e.,
opposite eigenvalues of Kraus operators, see Eq. ] and between the pure and mixed stationary states are not

stationary (cf. Sec. [[ILDJ).

Consequences for stationary state with soft walls. The perturbative dynamics defined in Eq. (E5]) should recover
the true stationary state in Eq. . In particular, in the zeroth order, the solution is a linear combination of the
stationary states between hard walls [50] [8§]. Therefore, in agreement with Eq. (E3]), the stationary states in Eq.
can be approximated only by the pure stationary states between hard walls that are consistent with the boundary
conditions (20)), i.e., COSmki((b) =1=- cosmal((b). See Table [} for the example of two walls.

c. Perturbative dynamics

Below we derive the long-time dynamics due to the presence of the soft walls. We prove that this dynamics is
second order in sin,,, (¢). Because of locality of the perturbation in Eq. only neighboring states get connected,
or coherences between states separated by two walls are created. Furthermore, the perturbation depends on the
amplitude of the states directly next to the walls. We discuss how the closed form of the long-time dynamics generator
can be found using the structure of the stationary state Eq. .

First and second-order perturbations. The difference £ between the dynamics generated by Mgy, M. and the
modified Kraus operators with hard walls Mg(o) and M feature the first and second order perturbations in M, and
§M, [cf. (E5)]

v L (p) = MgpMJ + MgpM§ — p = M p [M{O]F + MO p [MO]T — p + (E7)

+ {Mp [MO)]F + 5Mep M) + He.} + 6Mqp M + M paM],
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cf. Eq. (BY). The perturbations in the Kraus operators themselves, M, and dM, in Eq. ., feature first- and
second-order perturbations [cf. Eq. (EG)]

5Mg(1) = —ice Z sy, (¢)|mk +2><mk|a 5Mg(;2) = Cg Z[COSmk (¢) + ]-”mk+2><mk+2|7 (ESa)
k=1

£l
Il
-

NE

:fzchsmmk Nmelme+2|,  IMP =0y [cosm, (¢) T 1]|me)ms|. (ESD)

~
Il
A

Therefore, we can identify the first- and second-order perturbations to the master equation as
6Ly =MWV p MO + 600 p M) + Hee., (E9)
6Ly = M p [sMEI)T + 6V p [sMIV]T + {5Mg<2> p (MO + M) p MO + H.c.} : (E10)

Below we focus on the second-order corrections to the dynamics, and thus we neglect the third- and-fourth order

perturbations in (E7).

Absence of first-order corrections. We show now that dynamics feature no contribution from £; in (E9). We consider
only even or odd states, but we drop the superscript + in |\I!f), pf and mf for convenience.

Noting that for pure stationary state between the kth and (k+1)th walls, we have Méo) | W) = £c¢q and MO |\I/k>
FCe,

vLSLy (W) Wh|) = Ficecr &) Ly sing, (6) [maX x| Ficoct ¢®)  sing, ,, () |mpr1+2)(Wx| + Hee., (E11)

e “mp+ g Mk41

where ¢ is the amplitude (coefficient) of n photons in the pure stationary state between the kth and (k+1)th walls.
Analogously, for the coherences between the states with the same boundary conditions,

vTROLy (|05, N W, |) = icgel b2y sin, (0) [m, Nk, | Ficecs ) | sit, , (0) M, 114+ 2] W, | (E12)

g Mgy +1
Ficgce () 1a) St (6) [, Yoy | iy (e ) sinn,, ., (9) (Wi Yimay 11 +2].

Similarly, for the mixed state py (mixed due to different boundary conditions implied by kth and (k+1)th walls) we
have

v 6Ly (pr) = —icg iy, (@) |my) (mi+2|pk [Méo)]Jr —iCe SNy, (@) [Mag1+2) (Miy1|pr [M;O)]T + H.c.. (E13)

As stationary coherences can only exist between pure stationary states which are separated by at least two walls
[cf. Eqgs. and ([40)], there are no first-order corrections to the dynamics (cf. Eq. (G2)) and Refs. [50, [88] 01]
HO 5£1 (|\I/k><\:[/k|) == 07
o 6Ly ([Wky YWk, |) = 0,
Lo 6Ly (pr) = 0,

E14)
E15)
E16)

o~ o~ o~ ~—

where 11y denotes the projection onto the stationary states of dynamics Ly with hard walls.

Second-order corrections. We now derive the effective dynamics in the second order of the corrections in dM, and
0M., Eq. (E5). We consider both the corrections from Lo, as well as the contribution from £ in Egs. (E9) and (E10)),
as the second-order corrections are given by [50, [88] [O1]

H0£2Ho — H0£1$0£1H07 (El?)
where Sy is the resolvent for the dynamics £y with hard walls (evaluated at 0), i.e., SoLy = LoSo = Z — I.

First, we consider second-order corrections IIpLoIlp due to the second-order perturbation Lo (cf. Eq. (G2) and
Refs. [50, B8, O1]). We have

v 0Ly (W)X Wk|) = [cel*sind,,  (8)[cF) 17 prr1 + [eg|* sind,, (8) |c S Ly
k)
2 { g 2 [c0smn, (6) F 1] elh) ol = lecl? [c08my (6) 1] elh) 12} 1WA, (E18)
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where pi1 denotes (note necessarily mixed) (kF1)th stationary state. We used the fact that the projection IIy on the
states between the hard walls is given by the supports between the walls, so that ITo(|mg1XPx|) = (cﬁ,’f,lﬂ )| XU
and ITo(jmy+2XTk|) = (c$i+2)*|\llk><\llk| We assumed the boundary conditions cos,,, (¢) = £1 & —cosy,,,, (4), so
that up to the second order of perturbation, we have cos,,, (¢)F1 = Fsin2, (¢)/2 and cosy,, ., (¢)£1 = £sin?,  (¢)/2

ME41
[cf. Eq. (E6)].

Similarly, for the coherences between states |¥,) and |¥y,) with the same boundary conditions,

v 0L (105, N Wkal) = leol? sittmy, 1, (6) Sinmey 1 (8) b2, [eh2) |t 1910k
. . k k o
e[ Sitny, (9) sitm, (6) et s |62 L], 1y Wk -1 MWy
k k
g { [cosms, (8) F 1] leit) ol + [c08m, (6) F 1] lely) o[} W, W

Fleol { [c8muy 1 (9) £ 1] el 12+ [c0smy, , (8) & 1] efk2) 2} 191, KWy, |- (E19)

where we introduced 7; 1, = (Wi 41 |To (|7 414+ 20y 11 +2) [Py 1) and ;5 = (Wr, 1 [To(m, X, )P, 1),
which are 0 if the pure stationary states |Ux,+1), |Pkot1), OF [Uh,—1), |[Pr,y—1), do not exist. In the derivation of
Eq. , we used the fact that pure stationary states are necessarily dark in shifted dynamics [cf. Eq. for the
boundary conditions in Eq. ], and thus the coherences to them are orthogonally projected by IIg (cf. Eq.

and see Ref. [115]), e.g., o (|my, +2)X(P,|) = (c$i+2)*|\11k1><\11k2\.
Finally, for the mixed stationary state pj [due to mixed boundary conditions from after kth and before (k+1)th

wall; cf. Egs. and ([40)],

v 0L (pr) = |eel® sind,, ., (9) (Mt |prlmusa) prrr + [eg|? sind,, () (my+2pxmi+2) pr—1 (E20)

MEk41

+2 {|cg|* [cosm, (9) F 1] (my+2lpxlmi+2) — |ee|* [c0Sm, ,, () £ 1] (mis1lprmusa) } px,

where we again used the fact that the projection IIy on the states between the hard walls is given by
the support between the walls, and from Eq. (E5) (mk+2|pk[MéO)]T|mk+2> = fcg(mp + 2|pr|mi +2) and
(i o [ME” ] i) = Fe(micsalprlmicn)-

Second, we consider the second-order corrections from the first-order perturbation £; in Eq. (E9)), which contributes
as —H0£180£1H0 [50, 88, 91} [Cf Eq. ]

From Egs. (E11) and (E12)) for pure stationary states and coherences between them the first-order perturbation
creates coherences to pure stationary states. As a pure stationary state corresponds to the dark state of shifted
dynamics, the coherences to such state decay with the corresponding effective Hamiltonian [1T5]

Hy = —iv[l + (—cM, — cgM + ¢t M, + c.M]) /2], (E21)

where we assumed the state with boundary condition the same or opposite to Eq. (20 [see Eq. ] In particular,
the coherence [p)(¥y| between the dark state and any state between hard walls with different boundary conditions
to |Uy) decays to 0, i.e., |y ¥k| = 0. Furthermore, as So = — fooo dt(et*o —Tly), we have that the resolvent Sy
simplifies to the pseudoinverse of the effective Hamiltonian

So([oXx[) = - /OOO dt e ) (Wx| = (—iH) " [) (V] (E22)

-1
—cp My — cgM} + ¢t M, + co M
2

= —l/_l

1+

[N Wk|
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As the effective Hamiltonian (E21]) does not change the support of the state between the hard walls, we have

V_1H05£1805£1 (l\I/kX\I/kD (E23)

= [leseal? ) ol sin,, (8) (mal(=iHe) ™ ) + legedl? ek, 2 sind,, (6) (musa+2)(=iH) " mpsa+2)| (0K
— (egl)?| [ D] )y sitn, () Sitn, () (ma—1-+2](—iH) ™" i) | W5 o)y
— (cec)? [ehi2) ] B sty 2 (6) sitn,, (6) (mical(—iHe) ™ i +2) [ W)W
— legez P el ol sind, (@) fml (—iH) ™" i) pr-s
— leecy 1B, 12 sin2,,  (8) (mx1+2] (—iH) ™" [mag+2) prss
(egl)” )y [e) ] sinne (6) sinme ., (9) 75 (W1 (W

k o . _
+ (cecg) 1(751)#1 |:C'(m;)c+2} Slnmk+1 (¢) Sy, (¢> 771? |\I,k+l><‘llk71 ‘
+ H.c..

where we introduced ;" = ¥cg_1<‘l/;€_1|H0[MéO) (—=iHs) M m)mesr + 20| W), ne =

+e YUy, | [Me(o) (—iHx) " |mpg1 + 2)0mel]|¥e_1), and nEF = 0 if the pure stationary states |Wj_,) and
|¥r11) do not exist. We also assumed that the pure states |Uj_5) and |V o) with same boundary condition as |¥y)
exist; otherwise the terms with corresponding coherences are absent in Eq. . To derive first, fourth and fifth
lines, we used the fact that the projection Ily on the states between the hard walls is given by the supports between
the walls, and in the second and third lines, that the projection Iy of the coherence to the dark state reduces to the
orthogonal projection on dark states.

Similarly, for the coherences between states ¥y, ) and |¥y,) with the same boundary conditions [cf. Eq. (E12)]

I/_1H0(5£180(5£1 (|\Ilk1><\llk2|) = (E24)
= [egci 2 [eiht) ol sin,, (9) (mu, [(—iHx) " ) [, NP, |

+leges ety 17 Sin?nk (D) (i1 20 (=i Ha) ™ g 1 42) [0, (W,

— (et Pl [ebir2] el sitny, - (8)Sit, (6) (may 1+ 20(—iHe) ™ Img,) [Wr, o)V
* k . . —
- (Cng)2 |:C$n;tjf2)+2:| Cv(vliglc)+1 Slnmk 42 (¢) Sy, 4 (¢) <m1€1+2‘(_7’Hﬂ:) 1|mk1+1 +2> |\Ilk1+2><\11k2|

(k k * . . S
— Jeger? ehnt) LoleSh?) o) st (6) sinm,, (6) 15, Ty [Pk 1 X Wk, 1]

|2 (k1) [(kz)

|C Cg m;C +1 ka2+1}* Sinmk1+1 (¢) Sinmk2+1 (¢) 77k1 ko |\I/k1+1><\11k2+1|

w2 (k o . _
(cacd) ) o [elh2) L] sinng, (0) sitny, . (6) mi b, [Wa -1 )Wy

k o . —
o (cecg)” i), (e o] St 11 (6) Sitm, (9) 75, 1y 1) W
+ (H.c.)krer bz,

where we introduced nk kz

e (W [T [ME (—iH) "M mpy 11+ 20migr1 + 2] Whpra), My ey
Feg  (Wrpma [ Mol(—iH ) ™ mu, Yomi | W, 1), 1k, = Fog (o -1 [To[My” (<iH2) ™" i, Xmpy 41 +2[]| ¥y 41) and

77,;"1’_,62 = de N Wy, 41|10 [Me(o) (—iHx) " [mg, 11420, |||V, —1), while (H.c.)¥1 #2 denotes the Hermitian conjugate
but with swapped indices k; and k.
Finally, for the mixed state py

v 00 L1800 L1 (pr) = Fegl? co sin,, (6) (melSo [Im) (mi+20ou[MOTF| i +2) (oi = pie-1) (E25)

Ece|*cq Sin;kﬂ((b) (mi41+2|So [|mk+1 +2) (mpy1pk [Méo)]q |mrs1) (pr — pre1) + Hee.

Additional information from stationary state. Although in Eqs. (E23)-(E25) we do not give closed formulas for the
terms corresponding to the resolvent (with Hy or Sp) and the projection on the coherences, the knowledge of the
stationary state in Eqs. and (E3)) can be used to further determine the second-order corrections to the dynamics
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across soft walls. Namely, the condition Legpss = 0, gives D conditions on the effective second-order dynamics Leg,
where D is the dimension of the subspace, on which the dynamics takes place.

Ezample of two walls. We consider Case 3. from Table M where we have three pure stationary states among the
walls |Ug), |Py), and |¥s), and the coherences |Uo}Ps| and |y} Ty| are also stationary (D = 5) (cf. Sec. [[I1 B)).

We have [cf. Eq. (EI8)] IIodLa(|ToXWol, | U1 )P4, |T2)(Ws|) =

—[ce|? sin?, <>|c \2 leg|? sin?, (6) [clh) 2 0 | )W
V| Jeef? sin2, () D2 —legl? sinZ, (6) D 1o — lecl? sin2, (8) [€D2  Jegl? sinZ,, (6) 2,2 | [ [W1)w4]
0 lcol? sin,_(6) D)2 legl? sin?,(6) e 2 | \ [¥2)¥al
and [cf. Eq. (E19)]
14 . .
3Ly (o) Wa]) = —3 [lcef? sinZ,, (6) [el9)[2 + |eg|? sin2,, (6) |2,y [2] [Wo)¥al. (E27)
On the other hand, [cf. Eq. (E23))]
1/*1H05£1805£1 (|\Ifo><\110|) = (E28)
nonumber = 2|cgct|? [ [ sin?, (¢) (my+2|(—iHy ) my+2) ([WX ol — [T1 )X T4 ]) (E29)
—{(cep)? [l 1] ) Simny (8) sinm, (8) (mal (—iH 1) ™" | +2) [W2)(Wo| + Hee. }
v 00 L1800 Ly (|04 )Ty |) (E30)
=2 [leet 2 ely) ol sin2,(0) (mal(=iH-) ™ ma) + leger 2 [efh) P sind, (@) (ma-+2/(~=iH-) ™" ma+2)] [ 01wy

12 sin, (¢) (ma| (—iH_)"" [ma) [To)Wol
— 2|ceck|? |c<1> 2 sin2,, (¢) <m2—|—2| (—iH_ )" ma—+2) |Ua )Wy

1 * _
+2(cge?)” i) [e$0)] sinm, (9) singna (6) ni + [Wo)( sl

1
— 2|ege *‘ ‘C£n3+2

2 (cec)” ) [elh) o] st (8) i, (6) 77~ [Wa)( o).

and
v 06 L1S00 L1 (| W2 ) Ws)) (E31)
= 2cgci?[cl2) ol sin, () (mal(~iHy) " [ma) (|Wa)(Ws| — W1} )
—{(eae)? [e@] e sinn, (9) sing, (8) (ma-+2/(=iH )~ jma) [Wo)(Ts| + Hee.}
while

V71H05£1805£1 (|\Ifo><\112|) (E32)
= lege? [lecal? sin (6) (mal(=iH) ™ |ma) + |e0)[? sinZ, (6) (ma+2|(=iH) " |mi+2)] [Wo}o|
— (cect)” ) [ 0] s, (8) simons (8) (mal (i) ™ fma-+2) ([Wo)( ol + [¥2)(¥2])

2 (cecg)” el9) [e2) o] Sinn, (8) sinn, (9) (mal(—iH ) my+2) [91)W3 ),

cf. Eq. (E24)). In the above expression, we used the fact that —iHy is Hermitian [cf. Eq. (E21)].
The stationary state is [cf. Table

= Bol*[Wo)(Wo| + |B2|*|W2)(Wa| + BoBs|Wo )X Wa| + B2 W2)Pol, (E33)
where |3o|? +|B2|> = 1. Therefore, from Eq. (E17)), we have I1y6Ls(pss) = 0Ly So§£1(pss) which can be written as
i |ce|2 sin?,, ()[ci |20 ]
sinfm(;;&) <m1+2|(7iH+)_1|m1+2> — [|ce|2 Sin2 (o )|c \2 + |cg|2 sm2 ,(@ )|cm2+2|2} BoBs/2
sing, (@) (ma|(—iHy)™ " |m _
Y | i (9l i) 12y [ = |1l S0, DI POl + el s 0 O [eE a1l | (E30)
S, (8)sinneg (6) (ma+2(—iH) " ma) | | = [lcel? sind,, (6) 1612 + [eg? sin2,, (6) elo) 4] B2 /2
i —leg|? sing,, (6) e 4?82 ]
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where
2|cgcz|2\c£ii+2|2|ﬁo\2 0 —(coct)PeSm et ) BoBy —(cieg)?lesm]re) L, BaB;
legct]? |c£ | BoBs  legcil?lel?) 512 BoBs 0 —(cieg)?[em] e s
Y = | —2feget Hcmﬁz 2802 —2legesPleD P18l 2eoct) 2D 1 B0 2Acten) e D 858 |, (E35)
legctPlesn 28285 leger]? \c£1+g|ﬁﬁ* —(cect)ci [c) )" 0
0 2cgct Pt ol B2 —(coct)? e el )" BoBs —(cicg)?[chn) e B2

so that we can find analytically the columns of the dynamics generator that correspond to the support of the stationary

state (E33) [cf. Eqs. (E25), (E31), and (E32)).

Appendix F: Review of metastability theory

Here we summarize the properties of Markovian dynamics of open quantum systems which lead to metastability [50,
81].

1. Markovian dynamics

We consider an open quantum system dynamics described by a Markovian master equation [66] [67],

o(t) = Llp(0)] = ~ilH, p(0)] + 5 3 (25 p(6) T = TLT; p(8) — pl0) T11] (F1)

J

where H is the system Hamiltonian and J; denote so called jump operators which describe the interaction of the
system with the environment. In the case of the dynamics of micromasers, Eq. , the system is the cavity which
interacts with the environment constituted by passing atoms. The Hamiltonian H = 0 (dynamics is considered in the
rotating frame with the Hamiltonian as explained in Appendix, while the jump operators are given by the Kraus
operators, Eq. .

Timescales of the dynamics in are given by the spectrum of the master operator £. Although in general £
is not Hermitian, and thus not necessarily diagonalizable, in all studied cases it could be diagonalized. We label the
corresponding eigenvalues as {A;}x>1, ordered in the decreasing order of their real part, Re \; > Re A2 > ..., and the
corresponding left- and right-eigenmodes Ly and Ry, LRy = Mg Ry, Ly L = ALy, [normalized as Tr(L;Ry) = d;i]. For
an initial state p we have that the system state at time ¢ is given by

p(t) = e't (p) = pss + Z e Ty (Lk p) Ry, (F2)
k>2

where we used the fact that \; = 0, which corresponds to a stationary state Ry = pss, and L1 = 1 due to trace
preservation. When the stationary state is unique, p(t) relaxes to pss at the timescale given by the inverse of the gap
to the second eigenvalue, 7 = (—ReAg) ™!

2. Metastability

When there exists a separation between real parts of the eigenvalues, —Rel),, << —ReM\,,+1, there exists a time
regime (—ReAp,41)7 < t < (—Re),) ™!, where after the initial fast relaxation of modes k > m, the system state
appears steady, i.e., is metastable, and can be approximated as [cf. Eq. (F2))]

m

p(t) = pss + Z Tr (Ly p) R, = 1L(p), (F3)
k=2

where we denoted by II the projection on the low-lying eigenmodes of the dynamics. The manifold of metastable
states is described by the coefficients {Tr (Lyj p)};*, that depend on the initial state p, and thus this manifold is



43

(m — 1)-dimensional. Beyond the metastable regime, ¢t > (—Re),,)~!, the decay of low-lying eigenmodes can no
longer be neglected, and the system undergoes final relaxation inside the metastable manifold [cf. Eq. (F2)]

m
p(t) = ps + Y €™ Tr (Ly, p) Ry = €' 11 (p), (F4)
k=2

which is governed by the low-lying modes as
Leg =TI LIL (F5)

We note that several metastable regimes can exist if there are multiple separations in the spectrum of £, which leads
to hierarchy of the corresponding metastable manifolds. In Appendix [G] we consider the case in which metastability
is a consequence of perturbing dynamics which features multiple stationary states.

Appendix G: Derivations of metastable dynamics

Here we consider metastability and effective long-time dynamics in the case of perturbing the dynamics which
features multiple stationary states. We derive the effective dynamics due to parity-conserving and parity-swapping
perturbations, which leads to Egs. and . We also discuss the corresponding dynamics in the presence of hard
walls.

1. Metastability due to perturbations of multiple stationary states

One class of open quantum dynamics where metastability arises is the case when the dynamics Ly, which features
multiple stationary states, is perturbed by 0L, i.e., L = Lo + 0L. By means of non-Hermitian perturbation theory,
it can be shown [88], that the slow (low-lying) eigenmodes which contribute to the metastable states, Eq. (F3),
correspond to the stationary states of Lo,

=Tl +... (G1)

where Il is the projection on the stationary states of L£g. Furthermore, the effective long-time dynamics, Eq. (F5]),
is well approximated by

MLT =T 0L + ..., (G2)

which corresponds to completely positive and trace-preserving dynamics of the metastable states [50], 00, [O1] [116].

In this work, we consider dynamics of the cavity, Ly in , which conserves the parity P = (71)‘”“, Eq. , and
features a stationary DFS spanned by states |¥ ) and |¥_) of the opposite parity. In this case, the projection on the
stationary subspace also conserves the parity, and is given by

To(p) = W W Tr(Ly p) + (WY U_[Tr(Lp) + [ YW [Tr(Ly—p) + [0 YW [Tr(L_p). (G3)
where 1_ and 1. are identity operators on the odd and even subspace, while L,_ = Lt 4 is a conserved quantity

supported in odd-even coherences; see Sec. [[ITB] For discussion of metastability in the case with hard wall in the
dynamics, see Appendix [G 4]

2. Metastable dynamics with weak parity symmetry

Here we derive Egs. and .

a. General results

Dynamics with weak parity symmetry. We consider a perturbation by the purely dissipative dynamics with jumps J

[cf. Eq. ]

5L (p) = JpJt — %JTJp _ %p It (G4)
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We furthermore assume that the action of a jump J flips (swaps) the cavity parity P = (71)‘”“,
JP+PJ=0, (G5)

as is the case for a single-photon loss J = ,/kKipna in Eq. . Therefore, L = Ly + L features the weak-parity
symmetry [cf. Egs. and ]

Effective dynamics. Below we prove that the first-order dynamics due to (G4]) is given by (in the basis
{10 ) (U | @) (U] [y ) (W] [ ) (W [})

S ) 0 0
d | Ity —(JTT) - 0 0
i’ = 0 0~y + (1)) (It 2 | P (G6)
0 0 0 ((JIT) (L) )2 =3 ((ITT) ¢ + (JTT) )
where
= Tr(Ly T[T KT |TT) and In| < 1. (G7)

((JT) 4 (1) )12

This gives Eq. and the dissipative contribution in Eq. . Although L, _ is not known in general (i.e., beyond
the weak-coupling limit [39]), n can be determined numerically for a given coupling strength ¢ as [cf. Eq. (G3))]

(L JJ0 YW |JT) = (0| (o (J]0- )@ )] [0) = (9| (lim 0T w ) w |JT) W) (G8)

Effective master equation. Equation (G6)) corresponds to biased bit flip noise in the DFS,

d 1

G0 = 3 5 [s1005] = 5 (sl 000+ 901 5Js5) | (G9)
j=1,2

et 2y RPN | + (e 2y % ETARP) K 0

1,2 — .

’ Ny

s

Here y1,5 = (26++/€2 4 4]y[?) /4 are the individual spin-flip rates, N7, = €+[2y4+/€? + 4[y|2)]? are the normalization
factors, and we have introduced: ¢ = (J1J), —(JTJ)_, v = n((JTJ), (JTJ))/?, and the phase €%*#|n| = 5. Note that
the total dissipation rate x = ((J7J)y + (JTJ)_)/2. When || = 1, there is only a single jump, s;. This corresponds
to the case when the jump J leaves the cavity state within the DFS [cf. Eq. } This takes place for single-photon
losses and the cavity dynamics in the weak-coupling limit (see Sec. and Refs. [52H54]).

Steady state. The effective dynamics in Eq. (G6|) features a unique stationary state,

) ()
"7 e e— e

which approximates, in the zeroth order of the perturbation by J, the stationary state of the dynamics £ = Ly + §L.

Derivation of Eq. (G6|). As Iy conserves the parity, the first-order corrections (G2|) must also feature the weak-parity
symmetry. Indeed, in the basis {| U XU, |, |T_XT_|, [T XP_|, |[T_XT,]|}, the effective dynamics is block-diagonal,

Lp(t) =

—(Jtayy Tr(1y J|@_X®¥_|J) 0 0
Tr(1_J|W XU, |JT) —Jtay_ 0 _ 0 o(t)
0 0 — 3 Tx[L— (JT I O | — [T (W [JTT))] Tr(Lt— J| W4 XT_[JT) ’
0 0 Tr(L—4 J|W_ X ¥4 ]JT) —3Te[Lop (JTT[W YW | — WXy | 1))

The diagonal terms stem from the parity-conserving terms in 7 ie., (JIJp+ pJtJ)/2, while the off-diagonal
terms originate from the parity swap JpJ'. Here, we denoted the averages as (J1J)r = Tr(1oJTJ| UL Vy|) =
(U |TTT W),

We can further simplify the effective dynamics. First, from the trace preservation of Eq. , we have that
Tr(1£J| WL XUy |JT) = (JTJ)L. Second, we note that |¥y) and |¥_) are the dark states of the dynamics
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and (25)), i.e., Mg|\11i> = Me|\11i> = 0. Therefore, as the dynamics of coherences to a dark state is governed by the

effective Hamiltonian of , %(M;Mq + Mjﬁe), the projection Ily reduces to the orthogonal projection onto the
dark states [¥4), |U_) [115]

To(J PN (W) = lim e (J1T[W, )@ |) = lim [ 3 (UMMM g (| = (JL7) [0y (@] (G12)
Finally, as the effective dynamics is completely-positive [50}, 90, O], [TT6], we have that [cf. Eq. (GT7)]
Tr(Ly J|O YO [J) =n((JTT) (JT))Y? where [ < 1. (G13)

Moreover, when Ly 4 6L corresponds to the real dynamics (see Sec. [IIC)), 7 is also real.

3. Metastable dynamics with parity conservation
a. General results

Effective dynamics with parity conservation. We now consider a perturbation 6L of the cavity dynamics £y and assume
that 6L conserves the photon-number parity (see Sec. [IIC)). As we derive below, the effective first-order dynamics in
the DFS basis [y XUy |, |[T_XT_|, [TLXT_|, |[T_XT| is diagonal,

00 0 0
d 00 0 0
Zo(t) = . t 14
B"D=100 0 e 0 |20 (G14)
00 0 Z'Q_A/deph

where —iQ — Ygeph = Tr(L4_dL|P 4 XP_|), which corresponds to effective dephasing at the rate yqepn and unitary
rotation at frequency €2, along the direction of the DFS parity,

d .
Z7P(8) = =i [s=, p(£)] + Yaepn | 52 p(t) 8T =

1
V2

For discussion of metastability in the case with a hard wall in the dynamics, see Appendix [G4}

(sls. p() + plt) sls.) | (G15)

N =

(1O Xy | = [T YT ]). (G16)

Sz

Steady states. Any dynamics conserving the parity features at least two stationary states [75], corresponding to the
conserved quantities 1, and 1_ (cf. Sec. [IC). Indeed, in (G14]) the even-odd coherences dephase to 0 whenever
Ydeph > 0 (cf. Fig. @ and asymptotic states are mixtures of the odd and even stationary states

pss = PV Wi+ (1 —p) [W_X¥_], (G17)

where p is determined by the initial support in the even parity subspace. pss approximates (in the zeroth order of §.£)
the asymptotic state of £ = Lg+ L.

Derivation of Eq. (G14]). As the projection on the stationary subspace IIy also conserves the parity, Eq. (G3]), so does
the first-order effective dynamics, Eq. (G2). Therefore, in the basis |U XU |, [T_XT_|, [T XV_|, |T_XT], the ef-
fective dynamics must be diagonal. The first two terms on the diagonal are 0 from the trace preservation of the effective

dynamics [50, 90, 91} 1T6]. Furthermore, from Lo+ £d being Hermiticity-preserving we have [Tr(L_0L|W_XT,|)]* =
Tr(Ly_0L|P)X¥_]), which is in general complex so that we set Tr(Ly_0L|¥ ¥ _| = —iQ — Ydeph.

b. Metastable dynamics due to parity conserving higher order corrections in far-detuned regime

Here we derive the Hamiltonian contribution to Eq. .

Unitary first-order dynamics of dark states. We now consider the case of £ corresponding to the perturbation of the
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Hamiltonian H by 6 H and a jump J by §J in the master equation ,

L(p) = (Lo+0L)(p) = —i[H+H, p| + (J +6J)p(J +6J)t — % {(T+6D)(T+6J), p} (G18)

—i[H, p)|+ JpJT —%{JTJ, p}

. 1 1
—i[6H, p] +6JpJ" + JpoJt — 3 {6J1T + 16, p} + 6JpsJt — 5 {6J%57, p},

where {X,Y} = XY + Y X denotes the anti-commutator, which corresponds to the first-order correction £, and
second-order correction dLs in H and 6J. In the case when stationary states of Ly are pure, |¥4) and [¥_), and
dark with respect to the jump operator J, i.e., J|Wy) = 0, so that they form a DFS, the first-order corrections to the
dynamics in the DFS are unitary [89] [90] and only due to the Hamiltonian 6 H,

Mo 6.1 (19 )W _|)= Ty (—z' S, [0 + 0710 | T 4 T |87t — {5717+ 76 |w+><W|})<G19>

=y (i G 100 = 5 T8I0 | - 5w o)

= —i ((0H), — (0H)_) [U X @] — i (0H) _ | (|W_YW_| — [T P]),

where (6H)_, = (V_[6H |V ), and in the last line we used the fact that coherences to dark states are orthogonally
projected on the dark states (cf. Eq. (G12) and see Ref. [I15]). When both £y and £ conserve the parity, the parity

is necessarily conserved by H, J, and 0H, 6J [(5], and thus the first-order correction is given by [cf. Eq. (G14)]
Mo Ly (W)U _|) = —i ((0H), — (6H) ) [0 N0 _| = i [, Y|, (G20)

Higher order corrections in far-detuned regime. The result in Eq. is directly used in Eq. , which corresponds
to the higher order corrections in the parity conserving Kraus operators due to finite detuning, Eqgs. and @
The parity-conserving operators can be shifted so that | ) and |¥U_) are the dark states of the adiabatic dynamics
[see Eq. and ] In this case, we can identify H = 0 and

SH = i * iT%M —i‘r‘lgi‘2 MT * iT%M —i7'|92|2 T
=3 (cge 1—Cg€ 1 —ce 3+ Cce€ A M6> , (G21)
while the changes in the shifted Kraus operators
Ml = M1 - Cgeii‘rlgi‘2 ]1, (G22a)
My = My + coe— 7351, (G22b)

that play the role of jump operators, do not contribute. Note that here we use the definitions of the Kraus operators
M; and M3 from Egs. (B25) and (B26)), which differ from the Kraus operators defined in Eq. by the global phase

19212
e’LT A

due to constant terms neglected in @

c. Metastable dynamics due to relaring conditions for Stark-shift cancellation

We now consider relaxing the conditions in Eq. . Because of parity conservation, this leads to dephasing of
odd-even coherences, Eq. (G14)), but only in a higher than the first order.

Corrections to two photon interaction. Relaxing the conditions in Eq. , which cancel the Stark shifts from the
atom-cavity interactions in Eq. (@, leads to the higher order corrections to this Hamiltonian, as given by Eq. (4).
Therefore, the dynamics remain parity conserving, but with modified Kraus operators M; and Mj3 [cf. Appendix [C]
This is analogous to the case of the fourth-order corrections to the atom-cavity interactions, Eq. , contributing
to cavity dynamics, which is discussed in Appendix [G 3]

Resulting cavity dynamics. In the lowest order, the perturbation away from Eq. 7 contributes to the unitary
dynamics via Eq. , while in the higher order it can also lead to dephasing of coherences [cf. Eq. ] Dephasing
manifests mixedness of the odd and even stationary states, and thus only takes place when the perturbed interaction
in Eq. does not lead to different set of pure stationary states [for the general dynamics leading to pure stationary
states, see Appendix |C].
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d. Metastable dynamics due to mixed atom states

In the main text, we discussed the properties of two-photon micromaser dynamics under the assumption that all
atoms entering the cavity are prepared in an identical pure state, Eq. . Here we investigate how the imperfections
of the atom preparation influence the resulting cavity dynamics.

Micromaser dynamics with mized atom state. The most general state of the atom invariant to the Hamiltonian
(as required by Assumption 3. in Appendix [B 1) is

pat = Pa |[LaXal + o [06)Wsl + D i i)l (G23)

7=0,2,4,a
where p, + pp + Zj:0,2,4,apj = 1 and coherent superpositions
[Ya) = cgl1) +cel3),  [¥n) = cC|1) — ¢;l3) (G24)

are allowed due to the two-photon resonance in Eq. (3) [cf. Eq. (§)]. Note that the states |1,) and |¢;) are orthonormal.
The cavity dynamics due to a passage of a single atom in the mixed state (G23)) is given by [cf. Eq. (BS8)]

P = i My p® M+ Y py Mypt I M= M [p(’“’”} : (G25)
j=g.e 7=0,2,4,a
l=a,b

where for the initial states [1),) and [t;) we have two pairs of Kraus operators [cf. Egs. (B7) and (L0)],

Mga = <1| Ucf‘f(T) W}a> s Mo = <3| Ucﬁ"('r) |¢a> s and (GQGa)
Mgy = (1| Uesr(7) [¥05) ,  Mep = (3| Uerr(7) [05) (G26b)

with the effective Hamiltonian Heg coupling the resonant levels given by (6]), while for [0), |2), |4), |a)

lgo |2 tloal2+19312 tlg3l2
A

My =™ e k= M, = e~iTeal R hp eitaal SR and M, =1, (G27)

up to a global phase [see Egs. , , and (A9)]. The continuous dynamics is then given by Eq. (B9). We note
that Eq. (G27) depends on the specific (541)-model implementing the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (6)), but below

we discuss the effects from Eq. and Eqgs. separately, and thus our results will be applicable to other
realisations of two-photon dynamics without Stark shifts.

We note that, exactly as in the case of a pure atom state, the cavity dynamics is parity-conserving, which is due to
the far-detuned limit, Eq. @ Furthermore, it also corresponds to real-valued dynamics when py = p2 = py = 0, as
in this case the relative phase between coefficients of both atom states |1),) and [¢) is the same (see Sec. [[LC).

Mized stationary states of the dynamics. As discussed in Sec. a pair of Kraus operators in Eq. corresponding
to a pure atom state in Eq. features two even and odd pure eigenstates, which are determined by the recurrence
relation in Eq. . In order for stationary states of the cavity to be pure in the dynamics with the mixed atom
state it is necessary for it to be an eigenstate of all Kraus operators in Egs. and . However, for
the orthogonal states [1,) and |¢p), Eq. , the corresponding recurrence relations features the factors ¢./cg and
—c}/ct, respectively, which are always different, as |cg|* # —|co|?. Therefore, no pure stationary states exist if the
atom state is mixed between levels |j) with j = 0,...,4 (i.e., except |a)). Nevertheless, the cavity features at least
two, odd and even, mixed stationary states, since the photon-number parity is conserved [(5]. We note that, even
in the case when p, = 0 (or p,=0), the Kraus operators My, My, and My in Eq. cannot feature pure cavity
states as eigenstates unless the cavity state is a fixed photon number state or the interaction time 7 is such that

%T = %T = 2m, so that My = My = M, = 1. This is because those Kraus operators imprint a nontrivial phase
on the cavity state and thus lead to its dephasing [but if the state of outgoing atoms is measured, the conditional
cavity state can become asymptotically pure for p, = 0 (or p,=0), however, only the probability of the photon
number will be stationary with the phases changing due to My, Ma, and My].

Coherent stationary state of cavity from coherent states of atoms. In Appendix [H] we show that the dynamics with the
atom state diagonal in atom levels leads to effective classical detailed balance dynamics of the cavity with odd and even
thermal steady states diagonal in the photon-number basis, with the temperature determined as exp[—2w/(kgT)] =
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Palcel® + polcg|?/ (Palcgl?® + polce|?). We now prove that whenever the atom state, Eq. (G23)), is not diagonal in the
atom levels, i.e., coherent (p, # pp and |co| # 1,0), the even and odd stationary states of the cavity are coherent in
the photon-number basis.

Consider a diagonal even state pt = Y0 pa,|2n)(2n|. We have [cf. Eqgs. and ((10)]

M(py) = Mdiag(p+) + Z { - icec; Sin2n(¢)(\/lTa - \/ZTb) [cosan—1(@)Pan — COS2n12(P)P2nt2] [2n + 2)(2n| + H-C-}a

n=0

(G28)
where Maiag is the dynamics with a diagonal atom state, >, 54, p;l7)(j] + [Palcel? + plee?11X1] + [palcel® +
polcg|?]I3)(3], which leaves diagonal states diagonal. Therefore, for p™ to be a stationary state, no coherences can
appear in Eq. , and thus cecc; = 0, or p = 1 — p, or cosz,—1(P)p2n — c0S242(P)p2nt2 = 0. The first two
conditions correspond to incoherent states of the atom, while the last condition cannot be fulfilled for a stationary
state of the diagonal dynamics Mgiag, as it is effectively thermal (see Appendix and thus independent from the
interaction strength. The proof for the odd stationary state is analogous.

Metastable dephasing dynamics for almost pure states. When atom state in Eq. is almost pure, p, ~ 1 (or
Po ~ 1) so that pae & e )(¥a| (or [¢p)(¥s|), the Kraus operators My, Ma, My, and Mg, and My, (or My, and Me,)
can be treated as the perturbation of the dynamics with the pure states |¥, ), |U_), that takes place at the reduced
rate vp, (or vpy).

From parity conservation, this perturbation necessarily leads to dephasing of the even-odd coherences |¥, )XW _| and
|W_XW,| [cf. Eq. (GI14)]. The dephasing manifests the fact that the even and odd stationary states of the dynamics
are mixed (although in the zeroth order they are approximated by the pure state |¥.) and |¥_)), and coherences
between them are not stationary. The rate of dephasing and the frequency of unitary dynamics are bounded as

[of. Eq. (G23)]

A/deph S 21/(]- — Pa — pa)» (G29)
19| < v(po + p2 + pa). (G30)
This is follows from the fact that for the mixed atoms we have [cf. Egs. (G2 and (G14))]
— il = Ydeph = V Z pj {TI‘ [L-‘r (|\I/+ ] - 1} (G31)
j=b,0,2,4

where M (p) = Mgbpr + MebpM o and M'(p) = Mij;-r for j = 0,2,4, are all quantum channels conserving
the parity [cf. Egs. and (G27)]. For any quantum channel M’, we have that IIo[M’(|¥)¥[)] is a quantum
state, and thus its fidelity with any other state is between 0 and 1. Therefore, for |¥) = (|¥) + |[¥_))/v/2, any
parity-conserving M’ we have that 0 < 2(¥|IIo[M'(|TXT)]|T) = 1 + Re{Tr [L4+_M'(|T L X¥_]|)]) and, similarly, for
W) = (|W,) 4| T_))/V2, we have 0 < 2(W/|TTo[M’ ([ UNTN]| W) = 1 FIm{Tr [L, M'(|¥ X¥_|)]) < 2. Noting that
1—pe—pa= Zj —b.0.2.4 Pj» and that both M, and My} can be considered real valued, so M; does not contribute to
the unitary dynamlcs we finally arrive at Egs. and (G30)| @, respectively. We also note that the rate of coherence
decay can be simply bounded by the mixedness of the atom state (defined as 1 minus the purity), as from Eq. (| @
we have Yaeph < 2v(1 — po) & 1 — Tr(p2,) for p, ~ 1.

Dynamics in weak-coupling limit. In the limit of small integrated coupling, |¢| < 1, the stationary states of the
dynamics with a pure atom state are given by Schrodinger cat states [cf. Egs. ( . and . For the mixed state,
dynamics in Eq. (33)) in general additionally features two-photon injections, photon-number Hamiltonian and dephasmg
in photon number (see also Refs. [39] 40} 52])

d 1
. —ig3,na” + g2pna'®, p] + Kopn <a2paT2 -3 {aQTaQ,p}) + Y2ph ( {a2 QT,p}> (G32)

. 1
—ifwon, p] + Y0 (npn ~5 {n27p}> ’

Here n = afa and the parameters G2ph = V(Pg — pb)c Ce P, Koph = VDq \cg| 2, Yoph = z/pb|cg| ®?, wo = v[p2(po — p2) +

¢3(ps—p2)], and vy = V[p0¢2 + pa(da + ¢3)? + pad3]. The terms in the first line of Eq. arise from the expansion
of Myq, Me, [see Egs. (32) and @ and

Mg, ~ ;1 +icipal?, (G33a)

L9

My = —cz1 —ic *oa’ +cg 5 a'? (G33b)
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where we kept terms contributing to up to second order in ¢ and ¢, to the master equation [cf. Eq. ] The terms
in the second line of Eq. originate from the first and the second orders in the expansion of My, M5, and My of
Eq. in ¢; = |g;|*/A, which we assumed small, |¢;] < 1, j =2,3.

For p, ~ 1, we arrive at the metastable dynamics in with

Q=wo((n)+ —(n)-), (G34)
Yaepn =0 [(n?)4 + (n?) - — 2Tx (Ly _n| T, X _|n)] (G35)
+y2pn [(n?) 4+ + (0= +3 ((n)+ + (n?)_) + 6 — 2Tr (Ly_a'?| T XV _|a?)],

where the stationary states are Schrodinger cat states in Eq. with a modified parameter « = (1 —
po/2)e” /% /2c. [(cy) in Eq. [29). Since |a|?|¢] = 2(1 — py)|ce/cy| < 1, the bounds in Egs. and indeed
hold true even for large |a|, where (n)+ ~ |a|? and (n?)+ ~ |a|*. Furthermore, since L, _ is known, Eqs. (G34])
and can be computed exactly [39]. Finally, we note that for the mixed state supported only on |1) and |3)
levels, which corresponds to dissipative dynamics with two-photon injections only (wy = 0 = 7g), we indeed observe
that 2 = 0, as argued above.

e. Metastable dynamics due to decaying atom levels

Finite lifetime of atom levels. In this work so far, we have assumed that all atoms are prepared identically in an initial
state p,y which only changes due to the interaction with the cavity (see Appendix . In general, however, atoms
interact also with the external environment of continuum modes, which leads to decay of the atomic levels. Such
decay may include transitions between the states |0), .., |4), |a) as well to other atom levels which are not coupled to
the cavity field, and is described in the frame of the free Hamiltonian [Eq. (AT])] as

d 1 1
ﬁpat(t) = Z Z%‘k [Ujkpat(t)akj - §Ukkpat(t) - ipat(t)akk , (G36)
k=—1,0,1,2,3,4,a j<k

where the state | — 1), without loss of generality, describes all the other atom levels not coupled to the cavity and we
consider only the transitions corresponding to the loss of atom energy.

Mized atom states. For the initial pure state in Eq. , the dynamics in Eq. (G36)) gives a mixed atomic state pat(t)
[cf. Eq. (G23)], where

pat(t) — [1 = Dp()] | — 1)1 (G37)
—I'1t —I'st —I'qt —I'st —I'it —I'st
_ | -T2 € —€ 2, M12723 (€ —e e —e 2| 11wy
B A s e L RV
T+l 475 e*th _ 67F3t
+e ; 3¢ chz ‘1><3| +e 2 3¢ C;Ce |3><1‘ + €7F3t‘66|2 |3><3| + 723ﬁ|69|2 ‘2><2|

—Iot _ e—Flt —Iot _ e—th

+ 70167|C |2+’703€7‘c |2
T, -, ¢ T;-T, '°

4 Jomns (e_rot — e Tt 3 e~ Tot _ e‘Fst) Y0223 (e_rﬂt — e~ T2t B e Tot _ e_r‘&t)
Ts—T,\ T,-T, s — T, Ts_T,\ T,_T, s — T,
o122 [ e Tot _ =Tt B e Tot _ g—T2t B e Tot _ =Tt N e Lot _ gLt ] }|O>(O
Ty — Ty |(Ts —T)([1 —To) (T2—T1)(Ts —To) (s —T)(T1—To) = (T3 —T1)(Ts —To)
= D(t) Pag (1),

and we defined I'y, = Zj<k Viks p(t) = Zj:0,172,3,47a<j|pat(t)|j>'
Below we show that the possible decay of atoms during the time T between the preparation of the initial atomic
state [Eq. ] and entering the cavity leads to an effective micromaser with the reduced rate v = p(T)v and the mized

atom state given by pat = P, (T) (cf. Assumption 2. in Appendix [B1)). In particular, for transitions only toward

levels not coupled to the cavity (y;r = 0 unless j = —1), the cavity interacts with the effective pure atom state
e Jeg 2|11 + e 5T egep |13 + e 5 T e [3KL + e T el P33
Par(T) = : : . = [that(T))hae(T)] (G38)

€_F1T‘Cg|2 + 6_F3T‘Ce|2
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where [cf. Eq. (8)]

e 3T cg|1>—|—e_r73 Ce |3)
Ve TTc 2+ e TsTc 2

[Vai(T)) = 2g(T) 1) +2(T) |3) = (G39)

arriving at the reduced rate 7 = (e 7117 |¢y|? + e T37|c.|?)v. We note that for the uniform decay, I'y = I's = T, the
atom state remains the same, |1, (7)) = |tbat), but the rate is exponentially reduced, 7 = e 1 7v.

Modified cavity dynamics. In the first order, the interaction with the external environment and the cavity are inde-
pendent, leading to the change in the cavity given by [cf. Eq. and Eq. (G36)]

p®) = Tr {A(7) [pu(T) @ p* D]} (G40)
= B(T) Tray {A(7) [7ae(T) @ p* D] b+ [1 = B(D)] =Y
= (1) MIp* V] + [ = B(T)] o+,
where we introduced [cf. Eq. (B3))]
A(r) = TetJ5 dtHO+Lu], (G41)

with H(¢)(:) = —i[Hint(t) + Ho, ()], and we again consider the frame rotating with the free Hamiltonian [Eq. (AT)].
The continuous dynamics takes place at the reduced rate v = Y [cf. Eq. .

d - _
2P(0) = Mlp(t)] = v p(t) = L]p(1)]. (G42)

The cavity dynamics will be modified for two reasons. First, the mixed atom state p(T) [cf. Eq. (G37))] will lead to
the cavity dynamics being a mixture of dynamics for different pure states, as discussed in Appendix (G 3dl Namely,
dynamics for the eigenstates of p(T): [1,(T)) [of the general form |¢,(T)) and |, (T)) supported on |1) and |3),
and |j) with j = 0,2; cf. Eq. }, chosen with the probability P, (7") given by the corresponding eigenvalues,
k = a,b,0,2. Second, possible atom decays during the interaction with cavity will lead to the evolution with a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian H(t) = Hy + Hin(t) + % ij v;x0;; intercepted by the updates of the atom state according
to the occurring decay events. This will lead to a generally different set of Kraus operators for any sequence of decay
events and the average dynamics given by the integral over all events [cf. Eq. (G26])],

o0 T tn o
m: Z T)k(T) M]'k(,r) + Z/dtn/ dtp—1-- /dtl Z Yinkn =" Virks Mj;jnknmjlkl;k('r;tlv"'7tn)}‘|7 (G43)
n=170 0

j=-1,0,1,2,3,4,a n=—1,0,1,2,3,4,a
k=a,b,0,2 e 023
where

Mj(7) = M ()p M (7)1, (G44)
MJ inkn-gikisk (T; t1, s tn) = Mj;jn,kn,"'jlkl;k(T; t1, .y tn)pMj;jnkn"'jlkl;k(T; (ST tn)T (G45)

with
Mi(7) = (j|Te " Jo W HO 3 (1)) (G46)

and
Mjkvjnkn -j1k1 (T.tla "'atn) (G47)

i —i [, dt'H(t"), . il FE(Y i (Y W EH
= (j|Te” Iz, dth)|jn></€ |Te fn 1 (t)|jn,1)---<k2\7'e Ji2 dt H(t)|j1><k1|e Sordt H(t)W)k(T».

In the far detuned limit, the levels 4 and a are not coupled to the dynamics.
In particular, for decay transitions only toward levels not coupled to the cavity and the far detuned limit, we obtain

[cf. Eq. (G39)]

Mo = My(7) + Me(7) + /0 dt [Ty M (t) + T Me(2)] (G48)
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where

MO (G49a)
)7, (G49b)

with [cf. Eq. and see Appendix [C]
Mg(t) _ <1|7—e—if0t dt/[Heff(t/)_%(l“lau+F3033)] |$at(T)>

in [ t1/IAN2 g2 g2 — T1zla)?
__ryerg | 5 o o (F17F3)2 4 T, —T; B i Sln(\/| | a“a 16
=e 1 ce(T) cos | ty/|\[2at2a? — ——— | — (c,(T) +ic(T) N a
¢ 16 ® \//\ 2 42,12 _ T1-Ts)?
B T

(G50a)

)

M o(t) = (3 Te " Jo @ [Heat) =5 MronatTaosa)] 17 (7))

. [ —I)>
I, T, sin (t\/|/\|2 at2q2 — 1 = 3) ) e
(—icg(T) a? +Go(T) ) +Co(T) cos | ty/|A|2 a2al? — —F1=— ]|,
4 \/|>\|2 af?q? — T1=To) 16

Ty+03
-3¢

(G50b)

. 2 J— R
where we neglected a global phase e—iT(A1+13E) (cf. Appendix . In Eq. (G48)), the terms Mgy (1) + M.(T)
describe the situation when no decay events occur during the interaction time 7, while the decay from |1) or from |3),
happening at time ¢ is described by M (t) or M, (t), respectively, as in those cases the atom interacts with the cavity
only for time ¢. For the case of uniform decay, I'1 = I's = I, we simply have M;(t) = e_gth(t), j = g,e, where
M.(t) and M,(t) are Kraus operators in Eq. for the interaction time ¢. Therefore, the dynamics in Eq. (G48))
simplifies to

Mo =eT"My(r)+T / dte Tt Mo(t). (G51)
0

Even and odd stationary states of cavity. We note that in the far-detuned limit the modified cavity dynamic in
Eq. conserved the photon number parity P in Eq. as the Kraus operators in Egs. and
commute with P. Therefore, there exist both odd and even stationary states. Those stationary states, however, are
mized, as already due to the mixed atom state p,,(T"), the Kraus operators in Eq. corresponding to the initial
pure states [, (T)) and [, (T)) could only imply contradictory recurrence relations for pure stationary states (cf.
Appendixes [C| and .

Even in the case of decay only toward levels not coupled to the cavity, Eq. , when the effective atom state
is pure, Eq. G391, the Kraus operators in Eq. do not feature a pure steady state when I'y # I's [cf. case
B in Appendix |[C]. Furthermore, even in the case of the uniform decay, since pure stationary states vary with the
interaction time [cf. Eq. }, random interaction times caused by decay events will lead to mixed stationary states
of the overall dynamics.

Dynamics in the limit of weak atom decay. We now consider a limit of weak decay with respect to two timescales T
and 7, which determine the effective atom state and the atom-cavity interaction, respectively. In the first order, due
to the parity conservation, atom decay will lead to dephasing dynamics of odd-even coherences, as given by Eq. (G14)).

(1) Contribution from T. For I'1,T's < T, the effective atom state entering the cavity is approximately pure.
Assuming further weak decay from all relevant levels, i.e., I'; < 77! also for j = 0,2, from Eq. (G37) we simply have

cf. Eq. (GZ3)
Po(T)=1—(T5—v_13) Tlee* — (T1 —v13 — v-uilee®) Tlegl®,  B(T) = misTcel*, (G52)
Po(T) = 01T |eg|* + Y03 T |cel?, Po(T) = 7237 |ce|?, P4 =pa=0,

with [cf. Eq. and (G39)]
|@a(T)> = Cg[l — (I =T3)T |Ce|2/2 + 13T |Ce|4]|1> +ee[l+ (T —T3)T |Cg|2/2 — 73T |Cg|2|ce|2]|3>a (G53)
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which is normalized up to the first order, and ¢, (7)) supported on |1) and |3) and orthogonal to |¢,(T)) [cf.
Eq. (G24)]. The bound in Eq. (G29)) gives the resulting contribution to the dephasing as

Yaepn(T) <20 [1 =P, (T)] = 2v [(T1 — y-11) |eg|* + (T3 — y=13 — m3lcgl?) lce?] T (G54)

(since we consider first-order effects, we assumed a unitary atom-cavity dynamics). Here dephasing takes place
between pure stationary states of the cavity obtained with the atom state |1/, (T)) instead of Eq. . In particular,
for the decay only to the uncoupled levels, the bound in Eq. indicates no dephasing, which is indeed due to the
effective state being pure [cf. Eq. (G39)); this observation actually holds for any 7. An analogous bound holds for the
frequency of unitary dynamics [cf. Egs. (G30) and (G37))]

AT < T[Bo(T) + Bo(T)] = v [vorlegl® + (03 + 723) [ee|*] T (G55)
The inequalities in Eqgs. (G54)) and (G55]) hold also in the case of weak decay only for |1) and |3) levels [I17].

(2) Contribution from 7. Second, we discuss the dephasing due to atom decay during its interaction with the cavity
for T, Ty < 771
For the decay only to uncoupled levels we have

renln) DB [T S e M0 ()] - P (e + (1)), (G56)
j:gae
Q=0, (G57)
where
Y — |Cg|QSin(¢\/ a?af?) N |Ce|QSin(q§\/ af? a2)7 (G58)

pVa2at? oVat2a?

and no unitary dynamics follows from the fact that since M, (t) and M.(t) can be considered real valued for all ¢
[cf. Sec. . Furthermore, in the case of the uniform decay [cf. Eq. ], the modified dynamics Mj can be seen
as a perturbation of the dynamics without decay Mg(7) at a rate ¥ further reduced by e, by a quantum channel
/(1 —e ') [ dte T Mo(t) at the rate (1 — e~'7). Therefore, in the limit I' < 77!, the resulting dephasing rate
in Eq. is bounded as [cf. the derivation of Eq. (G29)]

Ydeph (T) < 20T'T, (G59)

while there is no unitary dynamics, 2 = 0, since My () can be considered real valued for all ¢ [cf. Sec. [IL C]. Similarly,
for the nonuniform decay to the uncoupled levels only [cf. Eq. (G48])], we have 2 = 0, since M, (t) can be considered
real valued for all ¢ and

Ydeph (T) < 27V max (Fl, F3) T. (GGO)

Equation follows from Eq. and the fact that we can consider first-order effects. Indeed, for I'y > I's
(T's > I'y), increasing the decay rate from |3) (|1)) by I'y — I's (I's — I'1), while leading to the uniform decay at the
rate max (I'1,I's), can only increase the effective dephasing rate yqeph (7). Note that here we consider the unperturbed
dynamics with respect to the pure atom state in Eq. rather than Eq. , which is modified due to atom decay
before entering the cavity.

Finally, for general case, we note that Eq. also holds true provided that we also assume I'y,I's <« 71
[cf. Eq. (G43)], in which limit 7 can be further replaced by v,

Ydeph(T) < 2v max (T'y,I'3) 7. (G61)

Indeed, in that case, since we consider first-order contributions, we can assume pure atom state |1, (7)) in Eq.
entering the cavity, so that Eq. is given by Eq. with [, (T)) [instead of ¢, (7)) in Eq. (G39)]. Thus,
increasing the decay rate from |1) or |3) to achieve the uniform decay rate equal max (I'1, I's) gives again a perturbation
of Moy(7) by a quantum channel multiplied by max(T'y,I's)7. In this general case, the unitary dynamics is possible
with the frequency bounded as

1Q(7T)] < v (Y1 + Y03 + 723) T, (G62)

where we further assumed weak decay from all relevant levels, i.e., I'; < 7! also for j = 0,2, so that the contribution
to the frequency comes from [ dt [yo1 Mg(t) + (Y03 + 723) Me(t)] [cf. Eq. (G49)], and we used the fact that Mg(t)
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and M. (t) are completely positive and do not increase trace [cf. the derivation of Eq. (G30))].

We conclude that in the limit of weak decay with respect to both T" and 7, we obtain dephasing dynamics of
odd-even coherences at the rate Yaepn(7) + Vdepn(7) in Egs. and , with unitary rotation at the frequency
T)+Q(7) in Egs. and [see Egs. and (71))]. We also note that even in the case of nonuniform decay,
the dephasing rate is bounded by the change in the purity of the atom state during the total time 7"+ 7. Finally, for
the decay only to levels not coupled to the cavity, the timescale T" does not contribute to noise, but it modifies the
rate of the unperturbed dynamics to 7, so that its relaxation timescales are rescaled by (e 117 ¢ |? + e 7137 |c,|?).

Dynamics in the limits of weak coupling and weak atom decay. In the weak-coupling limit, we can expand Egs. (G46))
and (G47) up to quadratic order in ¢ and c. [see Sec. [[I1 C] and linear order in decay.
For the case of decay only toward uncoupled levels with 'y, T3 < 771, [Egs. (G48)-(G50)], we obtain

d s _ B 1
2P = ~ilG3pn0” + Gapna’®, p] + Fapn (ana” -5 {a®a?, p}) , (G63)
where
3 r T T T
Goph = Ve =3 Tc;ce ¢ (1 - 11—37) ) Fopn = ve T eg|?” (1 - ?17' — 637') : (G64)

This result follows from the expansion M, (t) ~ ¢,(T) (1 — I'1t/2) — EE(T)éaT2 —¢4(T) ¢2aT2a2[1 — (I = Ty)t/12 —
(Ty + IT3)t/4]/2 and M. (t) =~ ¢.(T) (1 — T3t/2) — icy(T) pa*[1 — (I'y + I's)t/4], which holds for [¢.(T)|/|cy(T)| =
e~Ts=TOT e | /]cy| < 1 (which in general does not require T';,T's < T~'), and considering the contributions to
Eq. up to quadratic order in ¢ and ¢.(T"). Therefore, in the presence of the decay to only uncoupled levels,
there is no effective dephasing, and the DFS of pure Schrodinger cat states with a modified parameter @,

al+|—a o 24 1—Tx 3y - T i 2 e
B e e <1 n ) ei% |2 (G65)
2+ 2¢—204 Raph 24 €99

remains stationary [cf. Eqgs. and (33)].
For the general case of the atom decay in Eq. (G36)), we will have two contributions to the metastable dephasing

dynamics in Eq. (G14), from the mixedness of atom state p,(T) [Eq. (G37)], and via the decay during interaction with
the cavity [Eqgs. (G46) and ] In the first order of the limit of weak decay from all relevant levels I'; < 71,71
for 7 =0,1,2,3, the mixedness of atom state p,,(T") will contribute to the dephasing dynamics as given in Eqs.
and with the probabilities from Eq. [see also Eq. ] Second, since we can neglect the contribution
from the mixedness of atoms when considering decay during the interaction with the cavity, the Kraus operators in
Eq. can be expanded as in the case of decay only to uncoupled levels but for |, (T)) in Eq. instead of
[V, (T)) in Eq. (G39), while Kraus operators in Eq. will feature only a single decay event with H(t) replaced
by Heg(t), and can be further expanded to consider only the contributions up to quadratic order in ¢ and c. for

Bq. (€13,

Stationary states in the limit of weak atom decay. The atom decay will not only change the long-time dynamics, but
also introduce corrections to the steady states, rendering them no longer pure, but mixed [cf. Sec. . In order to
generate approximately pure steady states, it is thus important to achieve I';,I's <« 771, T~!. Interestingly, for the
decay only toward levels not coupled to the cavity, the timescale T does not play a role, but the only approximately
pure stationary states are still altered by the decay, since in general the effective atom state in Eq. changes

with T [see also Eq. (G65))].

f. Metastable dynamics due to nonmonochromatic atom beam

In Secs. [IIV] we assumed that the atomic beam is monochromatic, i.e., the velocity v of all atoms passing through
the cavity is the same, leading to identical time 7 spent in the cavity, and thus the uniform value of the integrated
coupling strength ¢ [see Egs. (B7) and 7 and cf. Appendix . Here, we discuss how the micromaser dynamics

is changed for a nonmonochromatic atomic beam.

Micromaser dynamics. We consider atom velocities drawn from a probability distribution p(v), which can be, for
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example, a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, i.e., a Gaussian distribution with thermal width /kpT/m and the
corresponding average velocity of the atoms v = [ dvp(v)v. The velocity distribution determines the probability
distribution of the integrated coupling given by g(¢)d¢ = p(I/$)l/¢p*d¢, where [ is the length of the cavity (note that

in general ¢ = lv—1 #£1 /7). The dynamics of the cavity due to a single atom passage is now described by the average

[cf. Egs. and (9]
M= / d6 g(6)M(0), (G66)

where M(¢) denotes the dynamics with the integrated coupling strength ¢ [see Eq. (10))].

Mixed stationary states of even and odd parities. As the recurrence relation in Eq. obeyed by pure stationary
states depends on ¢, it can no longer be fulfilled for all velocities so that the stationary state becomes in general mixed
[cf. Appendix . Nevertheless, due to the far-detuned limit in Eq. @, the parity is conserved by the dynamics,
and thus there exists two even and odd stationary states [75], which are mixed [cf. Fig. [L0[a)].

Metastable dephasing dynamics. In the case in which the distribution of the integrated coupling is sufficiently peaked

around its average, we expect oM = M — M(¢) can be treated as a perturbation of M(¢). In such a case, it

induces the dephasing dynamics within the DFS of the pure stationary states of M(¢), as the parity is conserved
[see Eq. (G14))]. Furthermore, as the dynamics of M(¢) corresponds to real-valued dynamics for all ¢ (cf. Sec. [IC)),
there is no associated Hamiltonian contribution and 2 = 0 in Eq. (G14)). In particular, by expanding Kraus operator

in Eq. in ¢ = ¢+ 5¢, we arrive at
_ %2 |Cg|2 12 2 12 2 |Ce|2 2 12 2 12
Ydeph = V0@ - ((a™a®)y + (a?a®)_) + - ((a®a™)y + (a®a™?)_) (G67)
ey 2T (L a0 ) JaT?) — Jeo P (L a2, )0 Ja?) |,

with §¢2 being the variance of the distribution of ¢. To arrive at Eq. (G70]), we assumed that d¢n < 1 within the
support of the pure stationary states, which corresponds to the condition

(<n>i . <n>i> SE < 1. (G68)

The effective dephasing dynamics manifests the fact that the even and odd stationary states of the dynamics with M
are mixed (and only in zero order are they approximated by the pure states |¥;) and |¥_)), and coherences between
them are not stationary.

We note that Eq. can be interpreted as originating from dynamics with two photon losses and and two-photon
injections at the respective rates 1/W|Cg|2 and VW|CG|2. Therefore, as a®pa’? is a positive matrix, so is its projection
on the DFS, Ily(a?pa’?) [cf. Eq. (26)], and thus we have Tr(Ly_a?|U XV_|al?)| < \/(af?a?); (a2 a?)_ [see also
Eq. (G7)]. Analogously, |Tr(Ly—a'?|W (¥ _|a?)| < \/(a? a2); (a®al?)_ and we arrive at the lower bound

e > V5 ['2' (Viera - i >) o (iam), - a*2>)2] S (@)

and the upper bound [cf. Eq. (73)]

S ['2' (Ve s e ) o (faran), + af2>)2] SN

No metastable dephasing in weak-coupling limit. In the weak-coupling limit, however, from Eq. (G66]), we ob-
tain the dynamics described by Eq. with the averaged coefficients (gopn) = veice (9), (Kopn) = vlcg|? (¢7).
Therefore, in the weak-coupling limit, the stationary states are pure Schrodinger cat states of Eq. (29) with

a = e "™ /2 {gopn) [ (Kopn) = e"7™/4\/2¢. (¢) [(cq (¢2)), and their coherences are stationary as well. Indeed, in
Eq. (G67)), we only have contribution from two-photon losses [cf. Eq. (31)], which preserve the DFS of cat states and
give Ygeph = 0. We emphasize that this approximation requires the weak-coupling limit to be valid for all values of ¢
attainable in the distribution g(¢) [cf. Eq. (G68)].
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Phase estimation precision. In the lowest-order in 6 M, the nonmonochromaticity of the atom beam leads to the
dephasing of the odd-even coherences, so that the QFT of the states of fixed parity is not affected. However, those
stationary states are only approximately pure [cf. Fig. [L0(a)] with corrections proportional to M and the relaxation
time of M(¢) (cf. Sec. [V C). This mixedness introduced by the nonmonochromaticity of atom beam affects the QFT
in phase estimation, (77) [cf. Fig. [L0(b)].

This can be understood as follows. The enhancement in estimation precision and the long relaxation time is due
to the presence of soft walls (cf. Sec. . The height and position of soft walls, sin,,(¢) ~ 0, however, depends
on ¢, leading to strong variations of the structure of the stationary states of M(¢) (see Fig. [2)) and thus also the
QFTI (cf. Fig. . Therefore, for a broad enough distribution g(¢), the individual stationary states of M(¢) differ
significantly from the stationary state of M(¢), and the state of the averaged dynamics, Eq. , is mixed. But,
importantly, even when the purity of the final state is significantly reduced, it can still yield an enhancement over the
standard quantum limit [cf. Fig. [I0|b)]. See also Appendix

4. Metastable dynamics in the presence of hard walls

We now discuss the effective dynamics due to: higher order corrections in the far-detuned limit [cf. Eq. (45)], single-
photon losses [cf. Eq. ] and decay of atom levels or nonmonochromaticity of the atom beam [cf. Eq. (67)] in the
case when the unperturbed dynamics features hard walls and thus multiple stationary states of the same parity (see
Sec. . In the presence of weak noise or small imperfections these states become metastable and undergo long-time
dynamics with local transitions between the hard walls [see Fig. . As a consequence, there exist no trapping states
in a cavity pumped by excited atoms. These results also inform Sec.[[VE] in which we discuss dynamics of a realistic
micromaser with noise and corrections faster than the timescales of relaxation across soft walls, as in such case soft
walls can be replaced by hard by means of approximately degenerate perturbation theory.

a. Summary of results on effective dynamics

No hard walls beyond far-detuned limit or in the presence of single-photon losses. A hard wall at m refers to the case
of the zero amplitude of connecting states |m) and |m + 2) [cf. Egs. and (35))]. As the wall affects only the states
of the same parity [the subsequent walls are exponentially separated; see Eq. (38)], any perturbations in the dynamics
that swap the parity allow for circumventing hard walls and lead to a unique stationary state (see Fig. . As we
discuss below, this is indeed the case for higher order corrections in the far-detuned limit and single-photon losses
from the cavity.

For the first wall being even, there exist infinitely many even and odd stationary states between hard walls, which
we denote p; and p_, k =0,1,... (cf. Table . In the presence of weak single-photon losses or small higher order
corrections, these states become metastable and at long times undergo transitions: from p; to pp_, or to p, at the

respective rates ’yk__+1 i and 'yk_;i', and from p, to p; or to pZ‘_H at the respective rates fy,:',; and fy,:r_l > Where

Vo = K F V(X000 e = e+ (XD, (G71)
and (n)ik, = Tr(1F apal) and <X>ki),€, = i—004 Tr(L} Mjpf,]\/[;), while 15 is the projection on the support of
P [cf. Egs. and (55)]. The rates in Eq. (G71) simply depend on the overlap of the perturbed state, i.e., the

state after a photon loss, with the support of a state of the opposite parity. Note that the ladder structure of the
transitions obeys detailed balance [see Fig. [I1fa)]. Thus, the stationary state is approximated as [cf. Eq. (75)]

oo o0
pss D DN P DDk Prs (G72)
k=0 k=0

which is determined by the rates, in the recurrence relation

+— - —+
P; k-1 P Tkk G
— - J— ) T - F—> ( 73)
Pr_1 VMie—1k Py Vi, k

where pg is determined by the normalization Zk(p;r + p;) =1.
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FIG. 11. Effective dynamics of realistic micromaser with hard walls. First wall at even m; leads to hard walls of both
parities (cf. Table [I) and multiple even and odd stationary states [(a),(c)], while first wall at odd m; leads to only odd hard
walls and multiple odd stationary states [(b),(d)]. (a),(b) Single-photon losses and higher order-corrections to far-detuned
limit induce local transitions between states of opposite parity: from p: only to p,_, and p, (solid arrows), and from p, only
to pj or p;;rl (dashed arrows) for m; even, and from the unique even state |¥ W | to odd states p, (solid arrows), and from
the odd states to the even state (dashed arrows) for mg odd, k = 0,1,.... (c),(d) Atom decay and nonmonochromatlclty of
atom beam lead to local transitions only between the states of the same parlty from p,:f only to pk ; and p,c 41 All effective
dynamics feature detailed balance.

When the first hard wall is odd, there are no hard walls of even parity. As the effective dynamics features only the
transitions between the states of opposite parity, we only have transitions from |¥_ ) ¥ | into p, , and from p, to
|W XUyl for k= 0,1,..., with the respective rates v, * and 7; ~,

7,;+ = I<L<TL>; + I/<X>;, 'y,:* = k(n), + (X)), (G74)

where (n);, = Tr(npy) and (X); = Tr(Xpy), while (n)y = Tr(1; a|¥i)Vylal) and (X)) =
> =024 Tr(1y M; |‘If+><\I/+\MT) with the projection 1, on the support of p,. Note that the star structure also
obeys detailed balance [see Fig. [L b Thus, the stationary state for cos,,, (¢) = —1 is approximated by

o0 - —+
_ . p 7
pss 2T UL NWL |+ prp,  with p—’i = ’YI;T (G75)
k=0

For cos,,, (¢) = 1, the dynamics can additionally create odd coherences |¥, (¥, | from the even state at the rate
KTr(Ly o al Wy (U |at)+v > j—02.4 Tr(Ly 4 MJ|\IJ+)<\I/+|M]T) These coherences decay at the rate x((n), +(n).,)/2+
v((X), + (X)), )/2, leading to the stationary state

(o)
pes =P WD+ o [T0K k|+Z > [ X+ () 1w Xy | (GT76)
k=0 k=0 k'>k:
(k' —k)|2

with the probabilities as in Eq. (G75) and

k' Tr (Ll;k/ a|\If+><\If+|aT) +v> 004 Y (L,;k, M]|\IJ+><\I/+|M]T>

Chrpr = 2 (G77)

No hard walls for finite-life time of atom levels. Similarly, the atom decay or nonmonochromatic atom beam lead to a
random distribution of interaction times between atoms and the cavity, and thus the value of the integrated coupling
¢ fluctuates, and so does the presence of hard walls. Therefore, in the limit of weak noise, formerly stationary states
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between hard walls become metastable and effectively connected to the preceding and following states of the same
parity [see Figs. c) and d)] The dynamics takes place independently in the odd- and even-parity subspace as
a consequence of the parity conservation, and leads to two, rather than one, odd and even stationary states.

For the first wall being even, p,f can transition to pf_l or to pf at the respective rates 'y,::_l,k and 'y,;tJrLk, where

r ——
’Y;}:Lk =vle| 317 + Sln?nQHI((ZS) <m2k+1|p:‘m2k+l>a (G78a)
_4F _ 3 _7
’Y;_—l,k: — v |Cg‘2 %7— + snlgn%l(d))] <m2k_1 +2|p$|m2k_1+2>, (G78b)
. o [T1 | =] - G
TYe+1,6 =V |cel 77' + Slnmz,cﬁ(ff’) <m2k+2|Pk Imak42), (G78c)
_ (4T3 — 3 -
Veerk =V lcgl? %T + Slni@%(@} (mar+2|p; [mar+2), (G78d)

with my, being the position of the kth wall and sin?(¢) denoting the average of sin?(¢) with respect to the distribution
of integrated coupling from a nonmonochromatic atom beam. The rates simply depend on the local density of the
state at the wall it is transformed across. This ladder structure within each of the parity subspaces again obeys
detailed balance [see Fig. [11fc)] and the asymptotic state is a probabilistic mixture of two odd and even stationary
states with probability p = Tr(1p) approximated by [cf. Eq. (69)]

ps DY _Pi Pt (1 =D)> pp prs (G79)
k=0 k=0

where the stationary states are determined by the rates in the recurrence relations
+ +
Py Vkk—1

T T _x
Pr1 Ti—1k

(G80)

with p(jf determined by the normalization ), pf =1.
For the first hard wall being odd, due to parity conservation, the effective dynamics features only the transitions
between the states of odd parity, from p, to p,_; and szp with the respective rates

_ ry === _
v = vl | G s @) (mealog ) (@s1a)

- Als —3vi3 | —=5
o = vl | T S (6] 20 42, (@s1b)

This dynamics structure also obeys detailed balance [see Fig. d)], and the asymptotic state is a probabilistic
mixture of two odd and even stationary states with probability p = Tr(1,p) approximated by [cf. Eq. (G80))]

= ) Dy Vi1
Pss = P |\Il+><\:[l+| + (1 - p) Zpk pk: ) with _k = . (G82)
k=0 P11 Vk-1k

and p = Tr(14p).

Finally, we note that there is no contribution to the dynamics from the atom decay during time of preparation and
entering cavity, which leads to mixed rather than pure atom state (cf. Appendixes and[G 3 ¢)). Indeed, dynamics
with mixed atom state conserves the support of the states between hard walls, leading only to dephasing of coherences
between pure states (see below).

Dynamics of realistic micromaser. In a realistic micromaser, the dynamics features both the transitions between
the states of the opposite parity in Eq. (G71) [Eq. (G74)] and the states of the same parity in Egs. (G78])
and (G81]). Such dynamics does not feature detailed balance, unless ’ylj’,:_ﬂ,; pA G kvz;) = Yero1 /'71;—1,k and

71?,;—171:11@—1/(%:rl,k%j:l k1) = ’Ylj,k—l/%j—l,k [ '71;+7k+:1/(’7k+771:—+1) = "Yl;k—l/%;—l,k]» in which case the steady

states in Egs. (G72)) and (G79) [Egs. (G75)) and (G82))] coincide.

No trapping states. In the cavity with the first wall even and pumped by excited atoms, |c.| = 1, the long-time
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dynamics, Egs. (G71)) and (G78)), features only the transitions that increase the photon number: |my) is transformed
into [my1) at the rate & my, + v (my|X|my) and into |my o) at the rate v [['y7/2 +sin2, (¢)]. Similarly, in the cavity
with the first wall odd and pumped by excited atoms, no even stationary state exists and the odd trapping states
are connected to this subspace at the rate kmy + v (mg|X|myg), while |my) is transformed into |my41) at the rate

v[[i7/2 4+ singnk(gi))]. We thus conclude there exists no trapping states in a realistic micromaser.

Below we derive Egs. (G71)-(G82)) and the corresponding dynamics of coherences.

b.  Multiple stationary states for hard walls without single-photon losses

Hard walls in the far-detuned dynamics of Eq. lead to presence of multiple stationary states (see Sec. [III D).
If the first wall appears at even my, sin,,, (¢) = 0, there are infinitely many stationary states of both parities, as the
parity of subsequent walls alternates. If the first wall appears at odd my, however, there are only odd walls, leading
to multiple odd stationary states (cf. Table [I). Furthermore, pure stationary states exist only when the first wall is
odd with the integrated coupling strength such that cos,,, (¢) = 1. In this case, also the coherences between the pure
stationary states with the same boundary conditions are stationary.

In derivations below, we assume there is a unique stationary state between each two walls. In such a case, for the
first hard wall at even mq, the asymptotic state is given by

Jim. p(t Zpk i+ Zpk Pr (G83)

where p; [0; | denotes kth even (odd) stationary states, i.e., the stationary state supported between walls at mop_1
and magt1 (at maog and mogy2), and we formally expressed the boundary conditions (of non-negative photon number)
as m_; = —2 and mo = —1. The probabilities are given by the initial support between the hard walls, pf = Tr(]li )
with 17 =Y |m)m| and 1, = > 2*+2 _ |m)m|. Similarly, for the first wall being odd,

m=maog_1+ m=mop+

+
Jim p(t) = pF[O Y04 |+ Zpk Pi. (G84)
k=0
"'Z o [U ) (W3] + Hee.) +Z Z (Ckk/|‘1’ WY 1;/|+H-C-)7
k=0 k=0 k'>k:
(K'—kK)|2
and pt = Tr(1%p) with 1T = Y >°_ |2m)2m|. The second line in Eq. (G84) is present only when the first wall
corresponds to cosy,, (¢) = 1, i.e., the odd stationary states are pure, p, = |¥, ¥, | allowing for stationary coherences
with c;; = Tr(L;,; p) and c; ., = Tr(Ly 4. p), where L;,; is a conserved quantity in odd-even coherences with the

odd part within the support of p;,, while L, ,, is the conserved quantity between the supports of p,” and p,, (where
k' > k such that the difference k' — k is divisible by 2).

c. Effective dynamics due to single-photon losses

As a single-photon loss changes the parity of a state, consequently only the states of opposite parity in Eqgs. (G83))
and (G84) get connected. Furthermore, a single-photon loss reduces photon number by 1 in each state. Therefore,
for the states to get connected, their supports need to overlap after the loss.

Case of the even first wall. For the probability pi~ of being in the state pi [cf. Eq. (G83)] single-photon losses induce
the following dynamics [see Eq. (| .

pg “lmg oo rg
Py (n)g  —(n)g (n)10 Do
d | (o, —mi () :
el P =k 0,1 1 1,1 Y2 , (G85)

dt - . -
z myfy —mr | P
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where (n)f = Tr(n pi), (n),, = Tr(1F, apal), and empty entries correspond to 0. Since the parity of the subsequent
walls alternates, the support of a given state between two walls shifted by 1 overlaps only with two states of opposite
parity, so that (n)i, + <n>f,@1 = (n) (except the case of pf).

The dynamics in Eq. (G85)) obeys detailed balance, leading to the unique stationary state given by

00 + — - +
- Pgs ()1 1 Poss (Mg

+ + SS, ) 3y l
kzzo . . Pasp-1 (M Pak (M

and p:S’O is determined by the normalization Z,;“;O(p;’k + P, x) =1, and <n>§ o = (n)¢. Equation (G86)) follows from
Eq. (G85)) corresponding to the classical birth-death process.

Trapping states. In the case when the cavity is being pumped by the atoms in the excited state (Jco| = 1), the
stationary states of the cavity are pure and correspond to the position of hard walls pz = |maogt1)mak+1]| and
Pr = |mars2)(maors2|. In this case, a single-photon loss transforms the states into |[map41 — 1)(mory1 — 1| and
|makt2 — 1)(mag42 — 1|, which evolve into p,  and p;rp respectively. Therefore, the effective dynamics due to single-
photon losses leads to the stochastic increase of the photon number of the cavity [cf. Eq. (G85)]

s —my p¢
J p9_+ mp —msa p(i
— | P | =k ma —ms bi 1, (G87)

at | py ms —my Py

and no stationary state exists. This is due to the assumption, that k < v, so that cavity is pumped at a much higher
rate than it loses photons. Furthermore, the formerly stationary coherences between trapping states of the same
parity decay as

++ .. Mok41+Mops ++
Ck,k’ . _w ck,k’
_ - _ _ m +m -
dt Ck,k’ =K nlirz, _ Mak42 5 2K/ 42 Ck,k/ (G88)
C—ﬁ_+ / ——— M2k4+3+Mop/ 3 C++ ,
k+1,k"+1 Mo 1! —— k+1,k'+1

where ¢}, is the coefficient corresponding to the even-even coherence |maoy+1)(mag+1| and ¢; 5, is the coefficient

for the odd-odd coherence |magi2)moy 42|. We have defined 77,':}5, = /Makr1Mazg41{Mmag 41— Ly o [magi1 —1)
and 7, = M2k 2Mak 2 (Mo 12 — 1|Lg+1’k,+1|m2k+2 —1), where Ly ;s and sz, are the conserved quantities
corresponding to |magyo)Xmop/ 42| and |mogy1)maks 41/, respectively. Furthermore, when cos,,, (¢) = 1, the formerly
stationary even-odd and odd-even coherences similarly decay as

+— .. M2k41+Moys +—
Clzr,k" R +1 5 2k +2p Ck’i/
e - _ 4 m +m -
dt ik7k/+1 =K nl—:k' _ Mak+2TMak’ 43 +Ck’k/ y (G89)
o, J— M2k43+Moys 4y Cliq 1
ket 1,k/ 41 Mot 41 — DRkt ok s k41,k/+1

where c;;, is the coefficient corresponding to the even-odd coherence |mag41Xmag 1o, c,;‘]i,', is the coefficient cor-
responding to the odd-even coherence |maogia)}mog +1|, and we have defined ﬁ,:'g, = /Mogr1Maog+2{Mag/ 12 —
I\L;7Z,+1|m2k+1*1> and 77;;}; = \/m2k+2m2k/+1<m2k/+171|L2__:17k,|m2k+271> with L,;',g, and L,i',g, being the conserved
quantities corresponding to |magt2)}mag 1| and |magy1Xmag 42|, respectively.

Case of the odd first wall. For the case of the first wall with cos;,, (¢) = —1, there exist a single even pure stationary
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state and multiple odd mixed stationary states between odd hard walls [cf. Eq. ] In the presence of single-photon
losses the corresponding probabilities [cf. Eq. (G84))] undergo the following dynamics [see Eq. (G6))]

p o
d P(l B <n>3_
dt | 71 =R (n)y

(n)y
—(n)y

p-‘r

Po

e |- (G90)

where (n)4 = (U1 |n|¥.), (n), = Tr(np, ), and (n);} = Tr(1; a|P ¥4 |a"). For the first wall with cos,,, (¢) = —1,
the dynamics in Eq. (G90) leads to the stationary state

= Pk _ ()i
pss = Das [T+ X T4 | + Zpss,k Pk where T+ = —k (GI1)
k=0 Dss (n)y,

in which the structure is due to the dynamics obeying the detailed balance, as the odd states are only coupled to the
unique even state. In Eq. (G91), pZ, is determined by the normalization pf, + Y oo Par = L.

For the first wall with cos,,,(¢) = 1, coherences can also be stationary in the absence of single-photon losses
[cf. Eq. (G84))], but the single-photon losses lead to their partial decay, as follows. For the coherences between the
even state and odd states, we have

& —% 70,0 72,0 b
CO_+ 70,0 _7<n>+-;-(n>; 72,0 Ca+
d - ’ iy -
- C%Jr — kK 0.2 f% 2.2 c%Jr 7 (G92)
€2 Thy | _metlg “
> 2 .

10,2

where cj,, ;" are the coefficients for the coherences |V )W, | and |¥5, XU |, respectively, and we have defined
ok2k = Tr[(L3,)T a| @4 X5, la], k, k" = 0,1, ... Furthermore, the coherences between odd states decay as

d __ n)y, +(n),, __

% Ck‘,k‘/ = _H% Ck,‘,k/’ (Ggg)
where ¢, ., is the coefficient for the coherences |V, X¥,,| and (k' — k) is divisible by 2 (then they correspond to states
with the same boundary conditions). Finally, coherences between the odd states can be created by the single-photon

loss from the even state [cf. Eq. (G90)]

K = ) |+ S+ S S [T (L al @ o) 9 K| 4+ He ] (Go)
k=0 k=0 Ek'>k:
(K'—k)|2

Therefore, the coherences between the even state and odd states decay at long times, while the coherences between
odd states can be featured in the stationary state [cf. Eq. (G91))]

pos = PEIVLNEL |+ D P N1+ D [ WXl + (r ) IWe X ], (Go5)
k=0 k=0 k'>k:
(K =k)[2
where p__ . /pd; = (n)f/(n);, as before, while
2Tr (L,;k, a|\If+><\I/+|aT)
Cos o k! = - = Dss- (G96)

(M) + (M)
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d. Effective dynamics due to corrections to the far-detuned limit

The corrections to the far-detuned limit lead to the introduction of the parity-swapping Kraus operators My, Ma,
and My, and modification of the parity-conserving Kraus operators M;, M3 (as well as the introduction of M,)

[cf. Eq. and Appendix [B2].

Dissipative dynamics. The parity-swapping Kraus operators My, My, and M4 can change the support of a state
between hard walls only by a single-photon number (analogously to adding or removing a single photon) in the first
order of the ratio between couplings and detunings (see Appendix . Therefore, repeating the arguments for
the dynamics with single-photon losses, we conclude that the parity-swapping Kraus operators lead to the second-

order dynamics as in Eqs. (G85)-(G93), but with \/ka replaced by /vMy, \/vMs or /vMy, and then summed
[compare Egs. and and Egs. (55)) and (56))].

Unitary dynamics. The parity-conserving Kraus operators M7, M3 change the support of a state between hard walls
by two photons in the second order of the ratio between couplings and detunings (see Appendix B 2|). Therefore, these
corrections contribute unitarily to the dynamics of coherences as follows [cf. Egs. and (47)]: For the first wall

being even and trapping states [cf. Egs. (G88) and (G89))]

et = ~i[GH)E — BHYE] ey, (GoT)

& = i [(CH) — (5H)] e % cosm, (6), (CoB)

%c;;, = —i [(OH)}| = (0H) ] ¢ (G99)
where §H is given by Eq. (G2I)). For the first wall being odd [cf. Egs. and (G93)]

G = i [~ I 5 (G100)

L =~ [0H); — (GH)R] e €5, (9), (G101)

and we further have cos,,, (¢) = (—1).

Steady states. From the above considerations, the stationary state for the first wall being even is, cf. Eq. (G86)),

0 + - - +
_ _ pssk <X>k—1k pssk <X>kk
+ 4 , , : :
Pss = (pss,k Pe T Pss i Pk) »  Where - T x\T and X)L (G102)
kzzo Pgs -1 (X8 k1 Pss ke (X ek

)

where (X)ik, = j—0.2.4Tr(17 M]prJT) For the first wall being odd with cos,,, (¢) = —1 [cf. Eq. (G91))]

DPs ke . <X>;r

it (G103)

oo
Pss = p;"_s (U XU | + Zps;,k Pr > where
k=0

where X =Y., , MIM;, (X);, = Tr(X p) and (X))} = 3o, Tr(1; M;[U, )W, [M]), while for cos,, (¢) = 1
the stationary state features coherence between odd states [cf. Eq. (G95))]

pos = D NN+ L KT+ Y0 DT [emn O] + () 19 X7 (G104)
k=0 k=0 k'>k:
(k' —k)|2

where p__ . /pd; = (X)F/(X)y as before and

L 223‘:0,2,4 Tr (le,k’ MJ|‘I’+><‘I’+|MJT>
Css, N = — — Pss-
ok (X)p + (X

(G105)
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e. Effective dynamics due to mized atom state

We now show that a mixed, rather than pure, atom state can only lead to to dephasing of coherences between
pure states that were stationary in the unperturbed dynamics (the case of the odd first wall with cosy,, (¢) = 1 (cf.
Appendix. We can further bound the dephasing rates and frequencies analogously to Eqgs. and . These
results are due to the fact that the modified dynamics, preserves not only the parity, but also the support of the states
between the hard walls.

Case of the even first wall. We now argue that the probability p,f of being in the state pf [cf. Eq. (G83])] is stationary:

Py 0
a | 0
Sl [=]0 (G106)
dt Py 0

Indeed, from Eq. (G27), we have that My, M, My, and M, as function of the photon number n conserve the
support of pf, ie., [Mj,]lf] =0 [cf. Eq. ], Jj =0,2,4,a. Similarly, Kraus operators Mg, and M in Eq.
are defined for the same integrated coupling as My, and M.,, and thus feature the same hard walls leading to
[Mja,llf] =0= [Mjb,llki], j = g,e. We conclude that Eq. holds true to all orders, while the states pki are
modified by higher order corrections.

Case of the odd first wall. For the case of the first wall with cos;,, (¢) = —1, there exist a single even pure stationary
state and multiple odd mixed stationary states between odd hard walls [cf. Eq. } Analogously to Eq. (G106) we
have

pt 0
d | po 0
22 1=10l. (G107)

dt | P1

In the limit of almost pure atom state, coherences, which are stationary for the unperturbed dynamics, again undergo
dephasing [cf. Eq. (67)]. For the first wall with cos,,, (¢) =1 [cf. Eq. (G84)],

d __ . _ _ . _
pn c;k = — (var +iQ2%) c;'k , 02;' = — (var — Qo) c2k+ (G108)

where cj,, ;" are the coefficients for the coherences |V )W, | and |5, XU |, respectively, and we have defined
e~ =P, Tr(L, Mjb|\I/+>(\I!2_k|M}b) +> 024 p;iTr(L, M]\\IJJr)(\I/z_k\MJT) for k =0,1,.... Analogously,
the coherence between odd states decay as

d __ . __
Gkl = 7 (Ve + 8% k) € o (G109)

where ¢, ;, is the coefficient for the coherences |W, XW, |, (k" — k) is divisible by 2 (then they correspond to

states with the same boundary conditions) and we defined —y; — iQx = pp Y. Tr(Ly, 4 Mjb|\I!;)<\I/,;,|M;b) +

D024 pjTr(sz/ Mj|‘1’1;><‘1’1;f|M;) (note that g g = Yk and Qg = —Qk',k)-jzg,e
The dephasing rates can be further bounded as [cf. Eq. ]
Yoks Vb < 2v(1 — pa — Pa), (G110)
and frequencies as [cf. Eq. (G30)]
|Q2k], Q| < v(po + p2 + pa). (G111)

These results follow from the derivation in Appendix by considering dynamics restricted to the sum of the even
subspace and support of |U5, ), or the sum of supports of |¥;, ) and |¥;,,), respectively.

Steady states. The mixed atom state leads to stationary states of the cavity being probabilistic mixtures of states
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between hard walls, i.e., given by Eqgs. (G83) and (G84]) (without the second line), where the probabilities are
determined by the support of the initial cavity state between the walls.

Dynamics for trapping states. Finally, we note that in the case of the atoms prepared in the excited state |c.| = 1,

the probabilities are again conserved [cf. Eqgs. (G106]) and (G107)], while the coherences simply undergo dephasing
with bounds analogous to Eqs. (G110) and (G111J).

f. Effective dynamics due to atom decay

We now discuss how decay of atoms, leads to the mixing dynamics of states between hard walls with the same
parity. This leads to two mixed stationary states of even and odd parities, which is due to the fact that the parity
remains conserved.

There are two contributions arising from the finite lifetime of atom levels that modify the dynamics of micromaser
(cf. Appendix . First, atoms arrive at the cavity in the mixed rather than pure state with probabilities given by
Eq. . In the limit of weak decay, this only leads to the dephasing of coherences between pure stationary states
between the walls [see Egs. (G108]) and (G108)] with the rates bounded as in Egs. and [cf. Egs. (G110)
and (G111)]. Second, the possible atom decay during the interaction with the cavity modifies Kraus operators in
Eq. (10). We now discuss this contribution in the limit of weak decay and only toward the levels uncoupled to the
cavity [see Eqgs. —]. We comment on the general case at the end of this appendix.

Case of the even first wall. For the probability p,f of being in the state pkjE [cf. Eq. (G83)], atom decay induces the
following dynamics,

p0+ 7|Ce|21—‘17—p$m1 9 |C?~_|2F3Tpi,—;m1§2 + 2 + p0+
d p—li_ v |cel Ty T pg,m, —ley] L3T Pl 2 — |ce| Lo p1mg <] 37 P2imy 42 p—li_
- + | == ' . 2
dt | P2 2 |C€|2F17—pir;m3 A B sl
(G112)
and, analogously,
) |2 Ty pr e[ Ta7 o, )
; el 1T Po;ms , gl +3 pl;m2-2|'2 7 ) _ Do
d | pr o | 1P T P, —legP LT pr g0 = lCePTT P, L€l TaT Py, 0 Py
alr | T3 |cel? T1T P, Py |
(G113)

where we introduced pim = (m| pf|m> as the local density of the state pf. Here we considered contribution from
Eqgs. —. Since the nontrivial dynamics is only induced when the support of the state is changed beyond the
hard wall, only the contribution decay events, described by the integral in Eq. , lead to the long-time dynamics of
the state between hard walls. In the limit of the weak decay, keeping terms up to linear order allows us to replace ﬂg (t)
and M, (t) in Eq. by M, (t) and M, (t), which can allow a transition of pi¥ to pi 4, and pi_,, respectively. The
integral, however, effectively gives a random interaction time ¢ described by a uniform distribution within the interval
[0, 7). In that case, the rates of the long-time dynamics are proportional to the averaged probability of crossing a hard

wall at m (see Appendix , and we simply have sin?, (¢) = 771 [ dt sin2(At) = K7/(2¢+/(m + 1)(m + 2)) = 1/2
[cf. Eq. and see Eqs. (G122) and (G123)].
The dynamics within the even and odd subspaces, Eqs. (G112)) and (G113)), respectively, obeys detailed balance,

leading to an asymptotic state being a general mixture of odd and even stationary states given by

pss =D Y PPt +(1=D)Y Pl 4Pk (G114)
k=0 k=0
where
+ 2 ot - 2 .
Dy el Tt Pe—1;map_ DPss e° T —im2k
ko leelPTaPrvma s ko leel” T1 Phtimay (G115)

+ - 2 + - - 2 - )
pss,k—l |Cgl Fg pk;m2k71+2 pss,k—l ‘Cg| F3 pk;m2k+2



64

and p;t&o are determined by the normalization Z,?;O psj;k =1, but p = Tr(1,p) is determined by the support of
the initial state. In the case of the uniform decay, the stationary state is the same as the stationary state of the
micromaser with a nonmonochromatic atom beam [see Eq. below], as in that case atom decay leads exactly
to the random interaction time described by the uniform distribution [cf. Egs. and }

Case of the odd first wall. Similarly, for the case of the first wall with cos,,, (¢) = —1, we have [cf. Eq. (G84)]

d
and
Po *|CeEF17P&m1 ) |Cg‘2F37P1_;m1-2|-2 ) Do
d pl_ v |C€‘ FlTpO;ml _|Cg| 1—‘37-/)1;7711-5—2_‘c€| FlTpl;mg ‘Cg| F3Tp2;m2+2 pl_
a|l P |2 lce|?T1T P, Py |

(G117)
where the first equation is a direct consequence of the parity conservation and uniqueness of the even steady state.
Therefore, the dynamics in in Egs. (G116)) and (G117)) leads to the stationary state

Posjc_ lce® T1 Pr—1im, (G118)

Pss = PP P 1] + (1 —p) P,k Pr » where - - =
;;) ' pss,k—l |Cg|2 [ pk;mk+2

and pg, o is determined by the normalization Z;’;O P = 1, but p = Tr(14p) is a free parameter.
For the first wall with cos,,, (¢) = 1, atom decay also leads to dynamics of coherences in Eq. (G84]). We have that
coherences between even and every second odd state decay as

d - _
= AT == +i%) ot T, gt == (T i) ¢ " (G119)

where ¢, , c;," are the coefficients for the coherences |W )XW, | and |¥,, ¥ |, while coherences between odd states
decay as

d | e Vet —1 — -1k -1 VN i Chk—1,k'—1
,++ — e e
- Ck,k/ = UNe—1,17—1 ey — Sk VMgt1,kr+1 Ck,k/ )
Ck+1,k'+1 4t _ — .. Ck+1,k'+1
: Vg g V141 — 1 k41 ;
(G120)

where ¢, ,, is the coefficient for the coherences |¥, XV, | and (k' — k) is divisible by 2. We have introduced [cf.
Eq. (G56)]

bl '+ T _ ' +Ts _
T D [ 30T [ MO0 (19005 )) - P () + (7). (G121a)
Jj=g.e
Wk,k’ Fl + Fd T _ _ _ Fl + F3 _ _
= T —/0 dt Y T;Tr [LW M (M) (|9 ><\I/,€,|)} = (V) + ()0, (G121b)
Jj=g.e
ﬁ,:tzl = |co|?Ty17 cﬁ,’fiﬂ [c;’jk2+1]*<mk/+1+2|L,:+1,k,+1|mk+1 +2) 7*1/0 dt sing, , (At) sing,,,, (A) =0,  (G121c)
T = legPTareln) ool ol (i | Ly o _ylmi) 771 /0 At $in gy (AL) sing,, (At) = 0, (G121d)

where Y is defined in Eq. (G58) and we used 77! [ dt sing,(At) sing(At) = 771 [ dt {cos[Aty/(m + 1)(m +2) —
Mt/ (m 4 1) (m + 2)] — cos[M+/(m + 1) (m + 2) + Aty/(m + 1)(m + 2)]}/2 = 0 (see also Appendix |G 4g)), so that all
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coherences simply undergo dephasing (this, however, will not be the case for general decay; see below). Moreover,

there is no contribution to the unitary dynamics, Qs = 0 and Q x = 0 due to real-valued dynamics [cf. Eq. (G57))].
As a result of the dephasing of all coherences, the stationary state for cos,,, (¢) = 1 is again given by Eq. (G118)

General decay. For the case of general atom decay [see Eq. and Egs. - - decay toward levels
|0}, |2), or |1), leads to the nontrivial cavity dynamics also after the decay event [cf. Eqs. (G48) and (G66))].
In particular, the dynamics of probabilities in Eqs. (G112), (G113), and is modified by replacing I's by
(Ts — m3) + 113/4 = T's — 3713/4. Here, the new term corresponds to decay from |3) to |1) followed by atom
leaving the cavity in a state |1), which contributes with the average probability as 771 [ dt cos?, [\ (T — t)} sin? (\t) =
1 fo dt cos?, (\t)] sin? (\t) = K7 /(8¢+/(m + 1)(m + 2)) = 1/8 for a hard wall at m described by Eq. (35] (B5). Similarly,
the dynamics of coherences will have the structure of Egs. and (G120)), but with modified parameters due to
a more complex single decay contribution in Eq. . In particular, T*l LT dt sin,,(At) sing,(At) will be replaced

by 771 [ dt cosm(AL) cosp(At) singp(At) sing,(At) in Egs. (G121d) and (GI2Ld) due to possible decay from [3) to |1).

g. Effective dynamics due to nonmonochromatic atom beam

Finally, we consider a nonmonochromatic atom beam, which leads to the fluctuating integrated coupling 7 described
by a probability distribution (see Appendix . Since the existence and positions of the hard wall depend on ¢ (see
Sec. and Appendix |§[)7 the supports of the states between the hard walls are not conserved, leading to mixing
dynamics between the states of the same parity.

Case of the even first wall. For the probability p,C of being in the state pk [cf. Eq. (G83))], nonmonochromatic beam
induced the following dynamics [cf. Eq. ( -

[ e, o PSR D -
d pi‘r |C€|2Sin$nl(¢)p3;ml _|CQ|2Sin2m1(¢)pIml+2 - |C€|2Sin$ns(¢)pitm3 |CQ|2SinEng(¢)p;;m3+2 pi‘r
alr [TV 2.2 + : 24
dt : |CE‘ SInm3(¢)pl;m3 .
(G122)
and, analogously,
pO_ 7|Ce‘28111m2(¢)pa;m2 |Cg|28in$ng(¢)pl_;m2+2 pa
d | rr e *8in,(8) Py, —1Cq*S00, (D) PLiny 2 — |Cel?sing, (D)p1m,  lcgl?sing, (0)P3m, 42 Py
- - =V 5 . . o
dt p? |ce|?sing, (6)p1m, p?
. (G123)
where sin2(¢) = [ d¢ g(¢)sin2(¢) is the average with respect to the distribution g(¢) of the integrated coupling

strength, and pk,m = <m|pk |m) is the local density of the state pf. Note that we expect sin2(¢) < 1 for a narrow

enough distribution g(¢) with sin?((¢)) = 0, that is, when m (¢2 — 52) < 1.
The dynamics within the even and odd subspaces, Eqgs. (G122) and (G123]), respectively, again obeys detailed
balance, leading to the mixture of odd and even stationary states

o0 o0
=pY it +(1=0)D piyrks (G124)
k=0 k=0
where
+ + - -
R O N o
Pss k-1 21 Phimak_1+2 Pss,k—1 gl Plimoy+2

and psjgyo are determined by the normalization Z;io pi . = 1, but p is a free parameter and depends on the support
of the initial cavity space p in the even subspace, p = Tr(1p), which is a consequence of the parity conservation [cf.
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Eq. ] We note that the structure of the stationary states is independent from the distribution of the integrated
coupling.

Case of the odd first wall. For the case of the first wall with cos,,, (¢) = —1, there exist a single even pure stationary
state and multiple odd mixed stationary states between odd hard walls. For the nonmonochromatic atom beam, the
corresponding probabilities [cf. Eq. (G84))] undergo the following dynamics [cf. Eqgs. (G122) and (G123))]

d
pt =0, G126
7P ( )
and
. JeclSi02 (@)0m, ey S0 00 .
a | or |ce|?sin, (6)Pgim, —lcgl?sing, (0)p1im, +o — lCel SNt ()T, Co|?SIN0, ()P, 4o »
L R
@ | v o502, (6) iy 2

(G127)
Therefore, for the first wall with cos,,, (¢) = —1, the dynamics in Eqs. (G126) and (G127) leads to the stationary

state [cf. Eqgs. (G124) and (G125))]

Des % Pr—1im
ss = P + - p 01 where = ¢ ’
P TN+ (1 ok P h sk _ [Cel Photim G128

pss,kfl ‘Cg|2 pl;;mk+2

and pg ( is determined by the normalization Y ;% (pg ;. = 1, but p = Tr(11p) is a free parameter.

For the first wall with cos,,, (¢) = 1, nonmonochromatic beam also leads to decay of formerly stationary coherences,
as given by Egs. (G119)) and (G120)), but with parameters defined as

Y

22— T [ 1, M) (194 )005,0)| + 1. (G1292)
Ve, k! L e i

STy [Lk v M@ (9 )] +1, (G129b)
77]—:72—' = |CP|2 mk+1 [Cﬁr]:;)/+l]*<mk/+1 +2|L]:+17k/+1‘mk+1 +2) Sinmk+1(¢) Sinmk/+1(¢)7 (G129c¢)
o k k . _ - -

Tow = legPelh) yaleth) ol (i L5y oy i) S0, (6) Siti, (0) (G129d)

with cif) = (m|¥, ). Here k # k' = 0,1,2,.... and (k:’ — k) is divisible by 2. There is no unitary dynamics,

Qo = 0= Q v, as the dynamics is real valued (see Secs. [[ and - The coherences decay at long times, leading
to the same structure of the stationary state as in Eq. 1}

Appendix H: Classical micromaser dynamics for thermal atoms

Here we consider the micromaser dynamics, Eq. , in the case of thermal atoms. The dynamics in the far-
detuned limit is classical and obeys detailed balance, resulting in thermal stationary states of even and odd parities,
which are independent from the integrated coupling.

1. Classical detailed-balance dynamics

Consider an atom in a thermal state

E.

. . P
par = > DpiliNil,  pjoce FET (H1)
7=0,...,4,a

where T' denotes the atom temperature and Ej; is the energy of the atomic level (see Sec. [II)).
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There are eight Kraus operators [cf. Egs. (B7), 7 and (G27)]:
, sin ((;5\/ aTZaQ)

_ 7 H2
— (H2a)

Mgy = cos (qi)\/ aT2a2> . My =—ia

sin ( ¢V a2al?
Mge = —i at? {/TT?)’ Mo = cos (d)\/ aQaTz) , (H2b)
a’a

tlgal? 1 lo21%+1g312 1 19312
A A

M, = eira'a %=\, = ¢~iTaa . My = ¢iTee and M, =1, (H2c)
which describe the change in the cavity state due to a passage of the atom as [cf. Eq. (B8))]
P = 3 e Mup® UMY+ Y g Myt MS = M [P(k_l)} : (H3)
Jil=g,e j=0,2,4,a

The resulting continuous cavity dynamics in Eq. conserves the parity, Eq. , due to the approximation of
far-detuned limit [cf. Eq. @] Furthermore, the dynamics is classical, with diagonal states in the photon-number
basis remaining diagonal and thus evolving independently from the coherences. In particular, for diagonal states,
Eqgs. describe a detailed balance process between the photon number states of fixed parity, which corresponds to
the so-called birth-death process with the birth referring to the change from |n)n| to |n + 2)}n + 2| due to the Kraus
operator M., and the death referring to that from |n)n| to |n — 2)Xn — 2| due to the Kraus operator M,,, while the
other Kraus operators do not contribute. The respective rates are given by

b, = v ps3 sini(qb), d, =vp; sini_Q(qS). (H4)

2. Thermal stationary states

From the detailed balance, it follows that two stationary states pt = > 0° po,[2n)(2n| and p~ =
oo o hont1 [2n + 1) (2n + 1] are thermal with the probabilities determined by the recurrence relation

hn+2 _ by _ P3 _ 6’:;;, (H5)
hy dnt2 P1

where 2w = E; — E3 due to the two-photon resonance in Eq. . Furthermore, the detailed balance dynamics is
present for any diagonal, not necessarily thermal, state of the atom. In this case, Eq. defines the effective
temperature T'.

The sequence of probabilities h,, is convergent if e < 1, which takes place for positive temperatures 7" > 0
(or for a diagonal state when p; > p3). In the case of an initial state of the cavity p with support on both even and
odd subspaces, the asymptotic state is a probabilistic mixture of the even and odd stationary states

72w/kBT

_ 1 X onw
pa=ppt +(L=p)p” = ——— > cTHT [p|2n)an| +(1-p) 20+ 1)2n + 1)), (H6)
14+ e*BT 1o

where the probability p = Tr(11p) is determined by the initial support on the even subspace.

3. Interaction-dependent timescales of dynamics

Because the initial atomic state is thermal, Eq. , the stationary states of the cavity are independent from the
integrated coupling strength ¢. However, the dynamics of relaxation toward the stationary state depends crucially
on the value of ¢. This follows from the birth and death rates, Eq. being dependent on Sini(gb). Therefore, the
presence of a soft wall at n = m, sin,,(¢) = 0, leads to a slowdown of the dynamics, similarly to the case for the
quantum micromaser dynamics discussed in Sec. [[ITE} In particular, the relaxation timescales to the stationary state
are dominated by the slowest pairs of the birth and death rates, i.e., such m within the support of the stationary state

for which b, dpte x Sinfn(¢) ~ 0. Treating b,,,d,4+2 as a perturbation of the dynamics with bg,?) =0, d(o) 5 =0,

m+
from Eq. (G2)) we obtain the long-time dynamics between thermal states supported before and after a wall as [87]
d . k .
et = = [y sind, () p11) 1o +pa sin, (D)D), | pe(®) (H7)

. k .
+ py sing, (¢) p,(n,)#g pr-1(t) + ps sin2,, . (¢) p£’§,1+1 Pra1(t),
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where py,(¢) denotes the probability of being in the kth state supported after kth wall, while h%k) denotes the probability
of finding n photons in the kth state (for simplicity we dropped the indices denoting the parity, but only the states of
the same parity are coupled) (see also Appendix . Note that the final stationary state is again given by Eq. (H6)).

Appendix I: Continuous vs discrete cavity dynamics

In this appendix, we discuss similarities and differences between continuous dynamics, Egs. and , and the
discrete dynamics, Eqgs. (B8] and @, where the number of atoms that has passed is known explicitly. In particular,
the numerical simulations in Figs. and [10| utilize the discrete dynamics.

1. Discrete dynamics

The master equations and represent, continuous dynamics of the density matrix, which describes the cavity
state averaged both over the possible measurement outcomes of the outgoing atomic states — i.e., when the atoms are
traced out — and over the exponentially distributed arrival times of atoms into the cavity (see Appendix . The
former average procedure results precisely in Kraus operators in Eqgs. and , while the latter average yields
the master equation governing continuous evolution of the cavity in time. Note that by counting the number
of atoms that have passed through the cavity, its state after the passage of k atoms is simply given by [cf. Egs. (B8]

and (9)]
p® = M*(p), (I1)

where p = p(®) denotes the initial state of the cavity. Note that the conditional discrete dynamics in is independent
from the atom rate v, but the probability of the passage of k atoms up to time ¢ is given by e~"? (vt)*/k!, which
depends solely on vt, as described by the Poisson point process (see also Appendix B 1)).

2. Timescales of dynamics

We first note that, in the far-detuned limit, the stationary states of the discrete dynamics @ corresponding to the
eigenvalue 1 of M are also the stationary states of the continuous dynamics Ly, , which is also the case beyond
the adiabatic approximation for M and L, Egs. and . Actually, all eigenmodes of the discrete dynamics are
also eigenmodes of continuous dynamics, with eigenvalues AG5®% of M rescaled to the eigenvalues M\, of £ as [I18]

A = v(Adiserete 1), (12)

since £ = v(M —T). The relation plays an important role in the presence of a hard wall (see Sec. . For the
discrete dynamics, all eigenmodes of M with eigenvalue of absolute value 1 are nondecaying, while for the continuous
dynamics only the modes corresponding to the eigenvalue 1 are stationary. In particular, for a hard wall leading to
different boundary conditions before and after the wall, the coherence between the pure stationary states after and
before the wall is nondecaying in the discrete dynamics, but the coherence phase is flipped, i.e., shifted by =, with
each passing atom, which in the continuous case leads to its dephasing (see Sec. .

3. Metastability in discrete dynamics
a. Discrete dynamics in the presence of losses

In Sec. [VB] we consider cavity dynamics in the presence of single-photon losses at rate . In the derivation of
the dynamics governed by the master equation , it is assumed that photon loss takes place when there is no
atom within the cavity, i.e., k7 < 1 for the atom passage time 7, so that the single-photon losses can be considered
independent of the atom-cavity dynamics [31], [64]. For the discrete dynamics, this assumption leads to the state of
the cavity after the passage of k atoms given by

P8 = (Mup)* (Z = Lipn/v) ™" (p),  where  Mupy = (T — Lpn/v)” ' M. (I3)
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Note that M, describes the joint effect of the passage of an atom in the far-detuned limit given by My, and

the losses that can occur afterward, but before the passage of the next atom, [J* dtve™"! e'1on = [T — Ly,y/ v
Equation can be used to derive the master dynamics in the limit k < v (cf. Appendix A in Ref. [31]).
Therefore, from Eq. , the stationary state of continuous dynamics in the presence of losses corresponds to
the stationary state of the discrete dynamics,

P = (L — Lapn/v) pss, (14)

since Lpss = 0, where £ = v (Mo —Z) + Lipn, so that Mopss = (Z — Lipn/v)pss and, thus, Mipnpss = pss-

b. Metastability

In the metastable limit of a small rate of the single-photon losses, k < v, we recover pdiscrete ~ p  from Eq. ([4).
Furthermore, the continuous dynamics of all the metastable modes discussed in Sec. [[VB| will be approximately the
same in the discrete case, as follows. Recall from above that, without the losses, the DFS of pure stationary states
|¥,) and [¥_), Eq. (22)), is stationary both in the continuous case of Ly and discrete case of M. Expanding Mpy

in , we have
Mipn = Mo + LipnMo /v + O(k* /1?). (I5)

Therefore, within the DFS, the eigenvalues and eigenmodes of My, in the lowest order of the expansion in x/v
correspond to the eigenmodes of the continuous effective first-order dynamics in Eq. , as

Ho./\/llthO =TIy + Hoﬁlphﬂo/v + O(I{2/l/2), (16)

where Ty denotes the projection on the formerly stationary DFS (cf. Sec. and Appendix , while the initial
term [Z—Lipn/v] "t in contributes only as the higher order corrections to the eigenmodes of the discrete dynamics.

Similarly, in the case of the metastability due the higher order corrections to the two-photon cavity dynamics (see
Sec. , the long-time discrete dynamics beyond adiabatic limit M can be approximated within the metastable
DFS exactly as in Eq. , but with IToLipnllp replaced by the master operator of Eq. , which corresponds to
I/(HQMHO - Ho)

Appendix J: Identifying possible (541)-level scheme in Rydberg atoms

Here we provide discussion of the results on Rydberg atoms from Sec. [VI}

1. Methods

We have used the ARC package [106], [T07] (see also Refs. [119, 120] for related software) in order to evaluate the
energies of levels |j), j =0, ..,4, as well as the corresponding dipole moments

dj—1; = (j — ler|j), (J1)

7 > 0, where e is the electron charge and 7 the position operator. The dipole moments determine the single photon

Rabi frequencies g; as
[ w
e _ J2
g] j—1.J 2h€0V’ ( )

where w, €9 and V are the cavity frequency, vacuum permittivity, and the volume of the cavity mode, respectively.
We take V = 70 mm? as a benchmark from Ref. [32]. The number of possible transitions grows rapidly with the
number of basis states considered. Considering Ref. [32], which used a ladder configuration 39S 1 39P 3 & 40S 1
we limit the search to a set of 30 basis states |n,l,j) with n = 35,..,45 and | = 0,1, where j = [ £+ s, with s = 1/2
being the value of the electronic spin. For 7 polarization, we identify 444 600 dipole allowed transitions. In order to
satisfy the resonance condition in Eq. , we further define the cavity frequency as

w=(BEs— E,)/2h (J3)
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and the corresponding detunings A; according to Eq. (1). Post-selecting on cases where the levels |j), j = 1,2,3
form a ladder, i.e., By > E9 > E3 or Ey < Ey < E5 [cf. Fig. a)], and requiring the rotating-wave approximation,
max(|A;/w| < 0.1), and the far-detuned limit, max(|g;/A;|) < 0.1), to hold, we are left with 104 transitions [121].
Having identified the possible candidates, we asses the conditions and according to the following criterion.
We define factors fop as |g1|2/A1 = falg2|?/A, |g4]?/As = —folgs]?/A, so that the conditions are satisfied for
fa = fo = 1, and minimize max(|1 — fu|,|1 — 1/fa]) + max(]1 — fp],]1 — 1/fs|). This leads us to the transitions
378% > 37P% & 388% > 38P% > 398%7 as described in Sec. E

2. Possible improvements

In order to increase the effective coupling strength ||, the search strategy could consider a larger set of basis states,
and, in particular, the level manipulations with external electric field £ which would allow for further modification
of A; through the static Stark effect. Here, in order to evaluate , one needs to compute not only the energies of
the atomic levels but also the dipole elements of the allowed transitions. For [ < 3 and small values of £ one might
attempt a perturbative approach with level energies given by

Bry 1

n*2 - 50&062, (J4)

Enlj = -

where Egy is the Rydberg energy, n* = n—d,;; with the quantum defect §,;; [122H125], while the static polarizability
ag = B1n*® + Ban*7. Here, 31, B2 are coefficients which can be obtained, e.g., by the ARC package [106] and have
been found to be in good agreement with experimental values; see Refs. [126] [127] for the case of rubidium. For
higher [ and values of £, a numerical approach requiring exact diagonalization of the Hamiltonian with the external
electric field is necessary. A systematic exploration of the coupling strengths in this generalized scenario, however,
goes beyond the scope of this work.
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