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A paradigm for quantum synchronization is the quantum analog of the Stuart–Landau oscillator,
which corresponds to a van der Pol oscillator in the limit of weak (i.e. vanishingly small) nonlin-
earity. Due to this limitation, the quantum Stuart–Landau oscillator fails to capture interesting
nonlinearity-induced phenomena such as relaxation oscillations. To overcome this deficiency we
propose an alternative model which approximates the Duffing–van der Pol oscillator to finitely large
nonlinearities while remaining numerically tractable. This allows us to uncover interesting phenom-
ena in the deep-quantum strongly-nonlinear regime with no classical analog, such as the persistence
of amplitude death on resonance. We also report nonlinearity-induced position correlations in reac-
tively coupled quantum oscillators. Such coupled oscillations become more and more correlated with
increasing nonlinearity before reaching some maximum. Again, this behavior is absent classically.
We also show how strong nonlinearity can enlarge the synchronization bandwidth in both single
and coupled oscillators. This effect can be harnessed to induce mutual synchronization between two
oscillators initially in amplitude death.

Introduction.—Mathematical modelling has shown us
how the immense variety and beauty of nature can be
governed by nonlinear differential equations [1–4]. Such
equations, owing to their nonlinearity, are difficult to an-
alyze and their application to physical processes has come
to be known as nonlinear science [5, 6].

How nonlinear effects play out in quantum-mechanical
systems is a subject of intense investigation. By far,
chaos has attracted the most attention [7–10]. Nonethe-
less, noise effects, such as stochastic resonance [11–14]
and coherence resonance [12, 15] have also been promi-
nent, while a recent example is Ref. [16]. Another widely
recognized effect is noise-induced transitions [17]. Re-
cent work has extended this effect to quantum mechanics
by using a quantum stochastic differential equation and
its correspondence to nonlinear dissipation [18] (see also
Ref. [19]). There are also promising applications of non-
linear dissipation such as stabilizing bosonic qubits for
fault-tolerant quantum computing [20–22], and enhanc-
ing the sensitivity of quantum sensors [23, 24].

A relative newcomer to the study of nonlinear effects
in quantum systems is synchronization [25]. Its most ele-
mentary form consists of applying a sinusoidal force, say
with amplitude f , and frequency Ωd, to a self-sustained
oscillator. Synchronization is then the modification of
the oscillator frequency to Ωd. A prototypical model is
the driven van der Pol (vdP) oscillator [26], defined by
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phase-space coordinates (x, y) satisfying

x′ = y , y′ = f cos(Ωdt)− ω2
0 x− µ (x2 − q2) y , (1)

where primes denote differentiation with respect to the
argument (in this case t, representing time). In the ab-
sence of forcing (f = 0) the oscillator is characterized
by ω0, and a nonlinearity parameter µ which controls
how much the oscillator is damped towards an ampli-
tude of order |q|. An important feature of the undriven
vdP system is the existence of a supercritical Hopf bifur-
cation at µ = 0, via which a stable limit cycle appears
for µ > 0 [26].
At µ = 0, (1) is entirely linear. This motivates one to

consider the quasilinear limit of (1), defined by µ −→ 0+.
In this limit the vdP oscillator is well approximated by
the Stuart–Landau (SL) oscillator, the steady state of
which is rotationally symmetric in phase space (a circular
limit cycle). This makes the SL oscillator much simpler
to analyze, and has thus served as a starting point in the
literature on quantum synchronization for continuous-
variable systems, e.g. Refs. [27–42]. The trade-off of
course, is that effects taking place at finite values of µ
are excluded. A well known example of this is relaxation
oscillations in the undriven vdP oscillator1 [3, 26, 47].
More effects start to appear if driving is included, such

1 In fact, vdP intended for (1) to model relaxation oscillations in
an electrical circuit [43]. To observe relaxation oscillations in
quantum theory one needs to quantize the exact vdP model, and
it is only relatively recently that such efforts have been made [44–
46].
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as quasiperiodicity and chaos [48–50], both of which are
absent in the driven SL oscillator.

In this work, we investigate the effects of nonlinear-
ity in quantum oscillators by considering a more general
model based on the classical Duffing–van der Pol (DvdP)
oscillator. This adds ζ x3 to y′ where ζ is another nonlin-
earity parameter. To overcome the inadequacy of the SL
model we propose a quantum DvdP oscillator in which
the vdP and Duffing nonlinearities (respectively µ and
ζ) are nonvanishing, but also not arbitrarily large. Our
model is accurate up to order (µ/ω0)

2, at which the dis-
tinct signatures of strong nonlinearity appear, such as
relaxation oscillations [45]. Our approach has the bene-
fit of capturing novel nonlinear effects while evading the
large computational cost of simulating quantum systems
with very strong nonlinear dissipations.

We show that for a single oscillator with periodic forc-
ing there exists a critical Duffing nonlinearity, above
which further increases in ζ enlarges the synchroniza-
tion bandwidth (the amount of detuning the forcing can
tolerate from the oscillator and still entrain it). This re-
sult is similar to the synchronization enhancement from
the classical literature [51], but now generalized to quan-
tum oscillators.2 In contrast, the vdP nonlinearity ac-
tivates genuine quantum effects. Coupling two vdP os-
cillators dissipatively may lead to either amplitude death
(the cessation of oscillations), or mutual synchronization.
Classically, amplitude death occurs only when the two
oscillators are sufficiently detuned [53]. Interestingly, we
find this need not be the case for quantum oscillators.
We show that two quantum vdP oscillators possessing
relatively small limit cycles and nonvanishing nonlinear-
ities can exhibit amplitude death even with zero detun-
ing. Larger limit cycles on the other hand can mutually
synchronize from a state of amplitude death if their non-
linearity is increased.

We also consider reactively coupled oscillators. Two
such SL oscillators cannot develop positional correla-
tions, and hence do not synchronize. This is true regard-
less of whether the oscillators are classical or quantum.
We show here that at finitely large nonlinearity, posi-
tion correlations behave rather differently between the
classical and quantum oscillators: Two reactively cou-
pled quantum vdP oscillators can undergo nonlinearity-
induced correlations whereby their position correlation
increases as they become more nonlinear. In contrast, we
find that making the analogous classical oscillators more
nonlinear monotonically reduces their position correla-
tion. The nonlinearity-induced correlations in the quan-
tum vdP oscillators are thus a consequence of both their
quantum nature and strong nonlinearity.

Model.—For simplicity we consider here a dimension-

2 It is also worth mentioning that nonlinear oscillators are of inter-
est to quantum information too, when they are coupled to qubits.
In this context the Duffing nonlinearity has been shown to both
increase and stabilize the oscillator-qubit entanglement [52].

less DvdP model in terms of the nonlinearity parameters
λ ≡ µq2/ω0r

2 and β ≡ ζq2/ω2
0r

2 in which r is a dimen-
sionless scale parameter:

x̃′ = ỹ , ỹ′ = F cos(ωdt̃ )− x̃− λ(x̃− r2)x̃′ − β x̃3. (2)

Note that x̃ ≡ xr/q is now a function of t̃ = ω0t,
and we have also included a dimensionless external force
parameterized by F = fr/ω2

0q and ωd = Ωd/ω0. From
the approximate analysis of (2), the leading contribution
to the oscillator frequency is quadratic in λ, and linear in
β (see Appendix), given by ω ≈ 1 + r2(3β/2− λ2r2/16).
This motivates a Bogoliubov–Krylov time-average of the
equations of motion up to these orders, giving [54]

α′ = i
F

2
cos(ωdt)− i α− i

3β

2
|α|2α+

λ

2
(r2 − |α|2)α

+ i
λ2

8

(
r4 − 6r2|α|2 + 11

2
|α|4

)
α, (3)

where α = (x̃ + i ỹ)/2. For F = 0, (3) predicts a limit-
cycle amplitude of 2|α| = 2r with the expected frequency
shifts due to λ and β. Additionally, note the first-order
averaging in λ for β = 0 yields the SL equation. Our
approximate model captures the effects of strong vdP
nonlinearity of order λ2. We seek a quantum master
equation ρ′ = Lρ such that ⟨â⟩′ = Tr[âLρ] (with [â, â†] =

1̂) agrees with (3) in the mean-field limit [45]. It can then
be shown that this is satisfied by the Lindbladian [55–57]

L = −i [Ĥ, ·] + λr2D[â†] +
λ

2
D[â2] , (4)

where

Ĥ =

(
1− λ2r4

8

)
â†â+

3λ2r2

8
â†2â2 − 11λ2

48
â†3â3

+
3β

4
â†2â2 − F

2
cos(ωdt)(â+ â†) .

(5)

We have also defined D[ĉ] ≡ ĉ · ĉ† − (ĉ†ĉ · + · ĉ†ĉ)/2 for
any ĉ, and a dot denotes the position of ρ when acted
upon by a superoperator. Detailed derivation can be
found in the Appendix. We remark that both the higher-
order Kerr terms and the nonlinear two-photon dissipa-
tion in our proposed model can be implemented in circuit
QED [21, 58]. The tunability of the limit cycle radius r
allows us to access different parameter regimes of the
quantum oscillator, in particular the quantum (r ≪ 1),
and semiclassical (r ≈ 1) regimes. We have included
the second-order contributions in λ in our model for its
nonlinearity-tuning capability, since the terms linear in λ
neither affect the limit-cycle amplitude nor phase dynam-
ics. The Duffing nonlinearity translates to a Kerr term
in L. This model can be considered as an alternative to
the quantum SL oscillator, but with flexibility in tuning
the nonlinearity. All our numerical results for a given
parameter set are obtained with a sufficiently large trun-
cation of the Hilbert space by ensuring the corresponding
steady-state power spectrum converge.
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Nonlinearity-enhanced synchronization.—We study
first the frequency locking of the approximate quantum
DvdP oscillator to a periodic force [(4) and (5)]. The syn-
chronization bandwidth is the range of ωd for which the
oscillator frequency is locked to the driving frequency at
steady state. This is achieved when |ωd−ω̃| = 0, where ω̃
the observed frequency of the driven oscillator, obtained
from the peak of its spectrum averaged over one period
of the drive [45].

Here we find the Duffing nonlinearity to enhance quan-
tum synchronization: For a range of λ and a fixed r,
increasing β past a critical value widens the synchroniza-
tion bandwidth linearly. This is illustrated in Fig. 1(a)
where the synchronization bandwidth is plotted as a con-
tour against β̄ ≡ βr2 and F/r. The critical value of β̄ is
indicated by the red dashed line, where the bandwidth
is equal to its corresponding value at β̄ = 0. However,
this enhancement does not occur for all values of the
vdP nonlinearity. In Fig. 1(b) we see that an increase
of λ̄ ≡ λr2 from its value in Fig. 1(a) can ruin the gain
in synchronization bandwidth due to β̄. Noting that the
dissipative terms in L are all proportional to λ, this effect
can be qualitatively attributed to the phase diffusion due
to quantum noise, which is known to inhibit synchroniza-
tion [27, 28, 31]. We can develop some understanding of
the quantum DvdP by examining its classical analog. Us-
ing the method of harmonic balance on x, we are able to
derive the conditions for nonlinearity-enhanced synchro-
nization analytically for the classical DvdP oscillator (see
derivation in Appendix), given by

β̄ >
λ̄2

3(1− λ̄2)
, 0 < λ̄ < 1 . (6)

This shows clearly the existence of a critical value of β̄,
and a finite interval of λ̄ over which the synchronization
enhancement occurs. These results are consistent with
Fig. 1 except for the fact that quantum noise makes the
range of λ for synchronization enhancement in the quan-
tum DvdP oscillator smaller compared to the classical
range as seen in Fig. 1(b).

We have also shown in Appendix that increasing the
vdP nonlinearity in the quantum model can only reduce
the synchronization bandwidth. One can thus be certain
that the synchronization enhancement seen in our model
is induced by the Duffing nonlinearity. We shall see next
that the vdP nonlinearity can induce synchronization in
coupled oscillators from a state of amplitude death.

Nonlinearity-induced synchronization and amplitude
death.—Two dissipatively coupled vdP oscillators (i.e. no
Duffing nonlinearity) can be described by the Lindbla-
dian

L = L1 + L2 − i∆[â†2â2, ·] + ηD[â1 − â2] , (7)

where Lk (k = 1, 2) is the Lindbladian for oscillator k,
defined by setting â to âk and β = F = 0 in (4) and (5).
We have assumed the oscillators to be identical (i.e. same
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FIG. 1. Contour plot of the synchronization bandwidth for
the quantum DvdP oscillator as a function of β̄ ≡ βr2 (ver-
tical axis) and F/r (horizontal axis) with unit limit-cycle ra-
dius, i.e. r = 1. In this case β̄ = β and λ̄ = λ. The axes
are also indicated in subplot (b). (a) Illustration of synchro-
nization enhancement for λ̄ = 0.1. Above a critical value of
β̄, indicated by a red dashed line (obtained numerically), the
synchronization bandwidth is enlarged as the Duffing nonlin-
earity is increased. (b) Synchronization enhancement disap-
pears if we increase the vdP nonlinearity from λ̄ = 0.1 to
λ̄ = 0.5, demonstrating the finite range of λ̄ over which the
enhancement is effective.

λ and r) except for an initial detuning of ∆, and denoted
their coupling strength by η.
In this case, frequency locking occurs when the ob-

served frequencies of the two oscillators become identical
at steady state. As before, the observed frequency of os-
cillator k is given by the location at which its spectrum is

peaked, i.e. where Sk(ω) =
∫∞
−∞ dt exp(iωt)⟨â†k(t)âk(0)⟩

is maximized, and where the two-oscillator steady state
is to be used. For a fixed η, we define the synchronization
bandwidth to be the range of ∆ for which the two oscil-
lators lock frequencies. It will also be interesting to look
at position correlations in the two oscillators at steady
state, defined by

Σ =
⟨x̂1x̂2⟩ − ⟨x̂1⟩ ⟨x̂2⟩√[

⟨x̂2
1⟩ − ⟨x̂1⟩2

] [
⟨x̂2

2⟩ − ⟨x̂2⟩2
] , (8)

where x̂k = âk + â†k. Note that frequency locking implies
a nonzero Σ, but not vice versa.
In addition to frequency locking, dissipatively coupled

oscillators can also cease to oscillate. If the oscillators
are classical, then this may happen for a range of η pro-
vided that ∆ is sufficiently large. And if both oscillators
stabilize to the same phase-space point, which may be
taken to be the origin without loss of generality, then
the effect is termed amplitude death [53, 59]. To define
amplitude death in quantum oscillators we generalize the
notion of P-bifurcations from classical stochastic systems
to the steady-state Wigner function of a reduced state
(see Ref. [18] and other references therein). In this case,
amplitude death is said to occur if the single-oscillator
Wigner functions peak at the origin in quantum phase
space. This approach is consistent with previous stud-
ies on amplitude death in coupled quantum oscillators
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[36–39].
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FIG. 2. Regions of frequency locking and amplitude death
(as defined in the text by the power spectrum and Wigner
function) for two dissipatively coupled vdP oscillators [sub-
plots (a)–(d)] along with contours of Σ [subplots (a) and (c)].
All subplots have ∆ on the vertical axis, and η on horizon-
tal axis which we also indicate in subplot (c). (a) Large r
(semiclassical regime). Note the region on the left does not
correspond to any identifiable effect and is demarcated us-
ing a solid line while the boundary between frequency locking
and amplitude death is a Hopf bifurcation, which we denote
by a dash-dotted line. As r is increased, the classical bound-
ary is recovered. (b) Effect of varying λ on synchronization
for r = 1. Boundaries of the frequency-locking region and
its corresponding λ are shown (i.e. the frequency-locking re-
gion is the area underneath each curve). Increasing λ can
enlarge the synchronization bandwidth and induce frequency
locking from a state of amplitude death. (c) Small r (deep
quantum regime). At small r, amplitude death occurs even
at zero initial detuning, which is a quantum effect. Note that
λ̄ in (a) and (c) are approximately equal, leaving the dif-
ferences between the two plots only as a result of quantum
effects. (d) Shifts in amplitude-death boundary as λ̄ is in-
creased (quantum-to-semiclassical transition).

In Fig. 2 we work out regions of frequency locking and
amplitude death in the (η,∆) parameter space for (7),
along with Σ, shown as a contour in Fig. 2(a) and (c).
Two especially interesting scenarios are—when the limit
cycles are relatively large compared to quantum noise
[Fig. 2(a)]; and when they become small, being more sus-
ceptible to quantum noise [Fig. 2(c)].

In Fig. 2(a) we have indicated the boundary between
frequency locking and amplitude death by a dash-dotted
line, while no identifiable phenomenon occurs to the left
of the solid line. Note the dash-dotted line is a Hopf-
bifurcation curve because the transition from amplitude
death to frequency locking is facilitated by a Hopf bifur-
cation. Clearly, Σ is larger inside the frequency-locking
region. Especially significant here is the effect of the
vdP nonlinearity on synchronization. Whereas in the
single-oscillator case the vdP nonlinearity had only detri-
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FIG. 3. Positional correlation (8) for two reactively coupled
vdP oscillators. (a) Contour of Σ as a function of λ and g for
r = 0.3 and ∆ = 0.05. The bottom gap of zero correlation
agrees with the SL limit. (b) Correlations along the three
vertical dashed lines at g = 0.2, 0.4, and 0.8 in subplot (a).

mental effects, it now has a constructive role by enlarg-
ing the (mutual) synchronization bandwidth. We illus-
trate this in Fig. 2(b) where additional frequency-locking
boundaries for different values of vdP nonlinearity λ are
plotted. It can be seen that increasing λ enlarges the
frequency-locking region (see also Appendix for some
classical analysis). This means that two oscillators in
a state of amplitude death with an (η,∆) lying above
the Hopf-bifurcation curve in Fig. 2(a) will transit sud-
denly to a state of synchronized oscillations when λ is
sufficiently increased. This may be appropriately called
nonlinearity-induced mutual synchronization.

Turning now to the case of a small limit cycle (r ≪ 1)
in Fig. 2(c), we find frequency locking to be absent while
position correlations become negligible. The blue solid
line delineates the boundary of amplitude death. Most
striking is the persistence of amplitude death at zero de-
tuning (i.e. ∆ = 0). Classically, some frequency mis-
match between the two oscillators must be present in
order for amplitude death to occur [53]. This signifies
a clear distinction between classical and quantum dy-
namics. A loss of amplitude death at ∆ = 0 may then
be expected if we increased either r or λ (while hold-
ing the other constant). This is indeed what we find,
as illustrated in Fig. 2(d), where such a quantum-to-
semiclassical transition is captured by increasing λ̄ ≡
λr2.

Since we have focused exclusively on the vdP nonlin-
earity here, we note that incorporating a Duffing non-
linearity into our model will not in fact change the
frequency-locking boundary. We can understand this
from the classical coupled equations of motion, where
we see that β appears only in the phase dynamics of the
oscillators, and that such terms vanish at steady state for
identical oscillators (equal limit cycle radii) [60].

Nonlinearity-induced correlations.—It is known that
two reactively coupled SL oscillators cannot synchronize
nor share position correlations. This is true even in the
quantum case (see Appendix). However, we show here
that positional correlations between two reactively cou-
pled quantum vdP oscillators do develop. Here we must
use the exact vdP Lindbladian [45], because under reac-
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tive coupling, the approximate model does not produce
any off-diagonal elements in the steady state, and hence
cannot generate correlations in the two oscillators. As
with the dissipatively coupled system, two reactively cou-
pled vdP oscillators can be modelled by considering two
uncoupled vdP oscillators with annihilation operators â1
and â2, coupled by the Hamiltonian g(â1â

†
2+â†1â2), where

g is the reactive coupling strength. As before, we assume
that both oscillators have the same nonlinearity λ.

In Fig. 3(a), we generate a contour plot of Σ as a func-
tion of λ and g at r = 0.3 and ∆ = 0.05. From this we
see that for a fixed g, increasing the oscillator nonlinear-
ity beyond the SL regime leads to stronger correlations.
We illustrate this more clearly in Fig. 3(b) by showing
how Σ varies as a function of λ for g = 0.2, 0.4, and
0.8, which are marked in Fig. 3(a) by vertical dashed
lines. Note this also shows the existence of an optimal
λ which maximizes Σ. Such nonlinearity-induced corre-
lations are absent in the corresponding classical model.
At a given coupling strength, the position correlation in
two reactively coupled classical vdP oscillators decreases
monotonically as λ increases (see Appendix).

Conclusion.— Our work goes beyond the well-studied
paradigm of weak nonlinearity in quantum synchroniza-
tion, and provides the first systematic study of quan-
tum synchronization effects for strong nonlinearity. We
introduced a new quantum oscillator model which cap-
tures intriguing effects induced by two strong nonlineari-
ties. We showed that a strong Duffing nonlinearity leads
to a linear enhancement of the synchronization band-
width in driven oscillators. We also reported genuine
quantum synchronization effects exclusive to strong non-
linearity which are not observed previously: Increasing
the vdP nonlinearity enhances the synchronization band-
width, and revives synchronization between dissipatively-
coupled oscillators in amplitude death. For reactively-
coupled vdP oscillators on the other hand, we find that
strong nonlinearity induces position correlations which
are impossible in the weakly-nonlinear limit. Our model
provides a new paradigm for studying other strongly non-
linear effects such as chaos [7, 26, 61, 62].

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Acknowledgements.—YS and WJF would like to thank
the support from NRF-CRP19-2017-01. CN was sup-
ported by the National Research Foundation of Korea
(NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIT)
(NRF-2022R1F1A1063053). WKM, AC and LCK are
grateful to the National Research Foundation, Singapore
and the Ministry of Education, Singapore for financial
support.

Appendix A: Exact quantum model

Here, we describe how the quantum master equation
for the exact Duffing-van der Pol model is obtained, fol-
lowing the approach in [45]. Starting from the classical
equation (2) in the main text, and defining the complex
amplitude α = (x̃+ iỹ)/2, we get the equation of motion

α′ = i
F

2
cos(ωdt)− i α− i

β

2
(α+ α∗)3

− λ

2
(α3 + |α|2α− |α|2α∗ − α∗3 − r2α+ r2α∗) . (A1)

Quantum theory defines the state of a dynamical sys-
tem by a density operator ρ satisfying ρ′ = Lρ, where
L is a linear superoperator. By regarding (â, â†) as the

analog of (α, α∗), where [â, â†] = 1̂, we can quantize a
system prescribed by α′ = h(α, α∗) by searching for an
L such that in the Schrödinger picture, ⟨â⟩′ = Tr[âLρ] =
⟨:h(â, â†):⟩. Note that we have chosen to normally order
h(â, â†), denoted by colons [e.g. if h(â, â†) = ââ†, then
:h(â, â†) : = â†â]. Such an L corresponding to (A1) can
be found in Lindblad form [55–57], and which we refer to
as a Lindbladian:

L = −i [Ĥ, ·] + λD[â†â− â†2/2] + λr2D[â†] +
3λ

4
D[â2] ,

where

Ĥ = â†â− F

2
cos(ωdt)(â+ â†) +

3β

4
â†2â2

+
β

2
(â†â3 + â†3â) +

β

8
(â4 + â†4)− i

λ

2
(â2 − â†2)

− i
λ

4
(â†â3 − â†3â)− i

λ

8
(â4 − â†4) . (A2)

We remark that the choice of the master equation is not
unique, since we only demand that the classical equation
of motion is recovered in the mean-field limit. Differ-
ent choices of the master equation will in general lead
to different quantum noise effects, which are most pro-
nounced at low excitations (sometimes referred to as the
deep quantum limit [30]).

Appendix B: A single forced classical oscillator

1. Poincaré–Lindstedt method

The Poincaré–Lindstedt method is a perturbative tech-
nique to find approximate periodic solutions [26]. Reg-
ular perturbation theory fails at long time due to the
existence secular terms. Taking λ to be the perturbative
parameter, such secular terms in the van der Pol (vdP)
oscillator are of the form t cos t, which are unbounded in
t. The Poincaré–Lindstedt method overcomes this prob-
lem by removing secular terms explicitly.
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Let us consider the undriven vdP oscillator (setting
F = 0). Defining a rescaled time τ ≡ ωt where ω is the
oscillation frequency, we have the equation

ω2 x′′(τ) + λ(x2 − 1)ω x′(τ) + x(τ) = 0 . (B1)

where a prime denotes differentiation with respect to the
argument. Now, we perform the perturbative expansions

x(τ) = x̆0(τ) + λ x̆1(τ) + λ2 x̆2(τ) + O(λ3) , (B2)

ω = 1 + λ ω̆1 + λ2 ω̆2 +O(λ3) . (B3)

Collecting terms of the same order in λ, the zeroth-order
equation reads

x̆′′
0 + x̆0 = 0 , (B4)

which just describes simple harmonic oscillations given
by x̆0(τ) = a cos τ , where a = x̆0(0). The first-order
equation reads

x̆′′
1 + x̆1 = − 2 ω̆1x̆

′′
0 − (x̆2

0 − 1)x̆′′
0

= 2 ω̆1a cos τ − a

(
1− a2

4

)
sin τ︸ ︷︷ ︸

resonant forcing

+
a3

4
sin(3τ) .

(B5)

The resonant forcing gives rise to secular terms such as
τ cos τ and τ sin τ which are unwanted. Hence, setting
the resonant forcing to zero yields ω̆1 = 0, a = 2 which
gives x̆0(τ) = 2 cos τ , ω = 1+O(λ2). This is the Stuart–
Landau (SL), i.e. weakly nonlinear limit of the vdP which
describes quasiharmonic oscillations. Solving the result-
ing first-order equation, we get the leading-order correc-
tion for x(τ): x1(τ) = sin3 τ . To obtain the leading-order
correction for ω, we look at the second-order equation

x̆′′
2 + x̆2 = −(ω̆2

1 + 2 ω̆2) x̆
′′
0 − 2 ω̆1 x̆

′′
1

− (x̆2
0 − 1) (x̆′

1 + ω̆1 x̆
′
0)− 2 x̆0 x̆1 x̆

′
0

=

(
4 ω̆2 +

1

4

)
cos τ + higher harmonics .

(B6)

Again, eliminating the resonant forcing, we get ω̆2 =
−1/16. In terms of t, we then have

x(t) = 2 cos(ωt) + λ sin3(ωt) + O(λ2) , (B7)

ω = 1− λ2

16
+ O(λ3) . (B8)

Thus, the effect of small nonlinearity on the limit cycle is
a decrease in frequency and a distortion without a change
in the limit cycle amplitude (from the first-order approx-
imation of x(t) we can see that for λ < 4/3 the amplitude
of the oscillation is constant at 2. Hence, the amplitude
is unchanged to order λ.) A numerical simulation of x(t)
and observed frequency ω as given by (B8) are plotted
in Fig. 4. Good agreement between the analytic and
numeric simulation can be seen for λ < 1.

2. Krylov–Bogoliubov averaging

The Krylov–Bogoliubov averaging method essentially
assumes that the amplitude is slowly varying and can be
treated as a constant when averaging the dynamics over
one period, which produced the time-averaged equations
of motion. Introducing the complex amplitude,

α(t) =
1

2
[x(t) + i y(t) ] , (B9)

where y = x′, we can rewrite the vdP equation as a
complex equation of motion

α′ = −i α+i
F

2
cos(ωdt)−

λ

2
(α3−α∗3+|α|2α−|α|2α∗−α+α∗) .

(B10)
Performing the Krylov–Bogoliubov time averaging to
first-order in λ, we obtain

α′ = −i α+
λ

2
(1− |α|2)α , (B11)

which is the well-known SL equation representing the
normal form of a supercritical Hopf bifurcation. The sta-
ble oscillations are described by α(t) = exp(−it). This
gives x(t) = 2 cos t which is consistent with the Poincaré–
Lindstedt method up to zeroth order in λ.
The second-order averaging yields [54]

α′ = −i α+
λ

2
(1−|α|2)α+i

λ2

8

(
1− 6 |α|2 + 11

2
|α|4

)
α ,

(B12)
which predicts a limit cycle amplitude of x̆0 = 2|α| = 2
and frequency ω = 1 − λ2/16, again consistent with the
zeroth-order Poincaré–Lindstedt method.

3. Synchronization analysis

Here, we use the harmonic-balance method to analyze
the synchronization behavior for the Duffing–van der Pol
(DvdP) equation in nondimensionalized form, given by

x′′ + λ (x2 − r2)x′ + x+ βx3 = F cos(ωdt) . (B13)

Note that for ease of writing we have omitted tildes
for x and all dimensionless parameters (e.g. time). We
then assume a synchronized solution of the form x(t) =
A cos(ωdt − ϕ), where A is the amplitude of the motion
and ϕ is a constant phase shift from the driving force.
Substituting the ansatz for x into (B13), we get

−ω2
dA cos(ωdt−ϕ)−λωdA

3 cos2(ωdt−ϕ) sin(ωdt−ϕ)

+ λωdr
2A sin(ωdt− ϕ) +A cos(ωdt− ϕ)

+ βA3 cos3(ωdt− ϕ) = F cos(ωdt) . (B14)

The second term on the left-hand side may be written
as

cos2(ωdt− ϕ) sin(ωdt− ϕ) =
1

4
sin(ωdt− ϕ)

+ higher harmonics . (B15)
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FIG. 4. Dynamics of the undriven vdP oscillator. Results from an exact numerical simulation are shown as a blue solid line,
while results from (B8) are plotted as an orange dashed curve. (a) Long-time limit of x(t) for λ = 0.5 (transient dynamics
have been discarded). (b) Observed frequency ω. The Poincaré–Lindstedt method remains to be a good approximation up till
about λ ≈ 1.

Neglecting the higher harmonics and then collecting the
coefficients of cos(ωdt) and sin(ωdt), we obtain

(1−ω2
d)A cosϕ+

1

4
λωdA

3 sinϕ−λωdAr2 sinϕ+
3

4
βA3 cosϕ

= F ,

(1−ω2
d)A sinϕ−1

4
λωdA

3 cosϕ+λωdAr2 cosϕ+
3

4
βA3 sinϕ

= 0 . (B16)

These may be expressed compactly as a single complex
equation as(
1−ω2

d

)
A−iλ ωdA

(
A2

4
− r2

)
+
3

4
βA3 = Fe−iϕ . (B17)

A = A⋆ + p δA , ωd = ω⋆ + p δω . (B18)

Substituting (B18) into (B17) then gives the first-order
equation in p,

δA
(
6βr2 − 2i

√
1 + 3βr2 λr2

)
−4r

√
1 + 3βr2 δω = λ e−iϕ .

(B19)
The modulus of the left-hand side must be λ, hence we
have(

6βr2δA− 4r
√
1 + 3βr2 δω

)2
+
(
2λr2

√
1 + 3βr2 δA

)2
= λ2 . (B20)

This can be solved to obtain the relationship between δA
and δω. In order to derive the synchronization frequency
range, we first notice that (B20) is a quadratic equation
in δA. For synchronization to exist, δA must be real,
hence the discriminant must be non-negative, i.e.,

−4
{
4r4

[
9β2 + λ2(1 + 3βr2)

]} [
16 r2(1 + 3βr2) δω2 − λ2

]
+
(
48βr3

√
1 + 3βr2 δω

)2
≥ 0 , (B21)

which yields

δω2 ≤ 9β2 + λ2(1 + 3βr2)

16r2(1 + 3βr2)2
≡ ω2

c . (B22)

Hence, the vdP oscillator is synchronized if the driving
frequency is within the critical interval

ω0 −
F

λ
ωc ≤ ωd ≤ ω0 +

F

λ
ωc . (B23)

The synchronization bandwidth is thus

2F

λ
ωc =

(F/r)

2λr2(1 + 3βr2)

√
(λr2)2(1 + 3βr2) + 9(βr2)2 .

(B24)
Evidently, by fixing F/r, λr2, and βr2, the synchroniza-
tion bandwidth becomes independent of the scale param-
eter r. As shown in the main text, this does not hold true
in the quantum case due to quantum noise. Defining

F̄ = F/r , λ̄ = λr2 , β̄ = βr2 , (B25)

the bandwidth can be rewritten as

2F̄

λ̄
ωc =

F̄

2λ̄(1 + 3β̄)

√
λ̄2(1 + 3β̄) + 9β̄2

≈

{
F̄ /2λ̄ , β̄ −→ ∞
F̄ /2 , β̄ −→ 0

(B26)

where in the last step we have taken the limit of large
and small β̄. For the usual vdP oscillator (β̄ = 0), the
synchronization bandwidth reduces to F̄ /2 which is in-
dependent of λ. In order to obtain nonlinearity-induced
enhancement in the bandwidth, we require

F̄

2λ̄(1 + 3β̄)

√
λ̄2(1 + 3β̄) + 9β̄2 >

F̄

2
. (B27)

This results in the conditions

β̄ >
λ̄2

3(1− λ̄2)
, 0 < λ̄ < 1 . (B28)
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Without loss of generality, we can set r = 1 in the fol-
lowing discussion. In this case λ̄ = λ, β̄ = β, and F̄ = F .
Interestingly, the nonlinearity-induced enhancement only
acts for a finite range of λ and requires a minimum β. In
the limit of large β, the bandwidth tends to F/2λ. How-
ever, the method of harmonic balance assumes λ and β
to be weak. In this regime, we can interpret the ex-
istence of a minimum β as a competition between the
effects of λ and β. Note that the oscillator frequency is
ω ≈ 1 + 3β/2 − λ2/16 from our previous analysis. The
threshold for synchronization enhancement occurs when
these two opposite effects on the frequency are of the
same scale, i.e. β ∼ λ2.

Figure 5 shows the effect of adding the Duffing non-
linearity on the synchronization bandwidth for r = 1.
Comparing β = 0 and β = 1 in Fig. 5(a), we can see that
the synchronization bandwidth is enhanced for the β = 1
case for weak to moderate forcing F (compared to λ).
The analytical prediction of the bandwidth agrees with
the numerical simulations up to F ∼ λ, beyond which the
numerical bandwidth exceeds the predicted value indicat-
ing the suppression of natural dynamics at strong forcing.
Using λ = 0.5, we also predict that the synchronization
enhancement occurs when β > 1/9. Indeed, by plotting
in Fig. 5(b) the enhancement factor, defined as the ratio
between the bandwidth and its baseline value F/2, we
see a good agreement between the numerical results and
the analytical calculations. Fluctuations in the numerics
can be attributed to a few reasons, such as the time res-
olution dt in the simulation, the number of samples used
for x(t), the frequency resolution dω used in determining
the bandwidth, and the threshold observed detuning used
to determine the frequency-locked regions (set to 0.001).
The numerical results also appear to deviate slightly from
the prediction at large β, which is likely due to the break-
down in making the ansatz x(t) = A cos(ωd t−ϕ) used in
the derivation. Including higher harmonics in the ansatz
might result in more accurate predictions at larger β.

Appendix C: Two classical oscillators with
dissipative coupling

The equations of motion for two dissipatively coupled
vdP oscillators are often written as

x′′
1 + λ(x2

1 − 1)x′
1 + x1 =

η

2
(x′

2 − x′
1) ,

x′′
2 + λ(x2

2 − 1)x′
2 + (1 +∆)x2 =

η

2
(x′

1 − x′
2) ,

(C1)

where η is the coupling strength and ∆ is the detun-
ing between the two oscillators. The system has four
phase-space dimensions, two for each oscillator, given
by (x1, y1) = (x1, x

′
1) and (x2, y2) = (x2, x

′
2). We can

express the coupled system more simply using complex
amplitudes as we did in (B9), except now

αk(t) =
1

2
[xk(t) + i yk(t) ] , k = 1, 2 . (C2)

We will analyze the following first-order averaged equa-
tions for the coupled system assuming the nonlinearity
to be weak,

α′
1 = −i α1 +

λ

2
(1− |α1|2)α1 +

η

2
(α2 − α1) ,

α′
2 = −i (1 + ∆)α2 +

λ

2
(1− |α2|2)α2 +

η

2
(α1 − α2) .

(C3)

1. Synchronization analysis

In fact, only three real variables are needed in polar
coordinates. If we write

αk = Rk exp (−iϕk) , k = 1, 2, (C4)

then we may express the coupled dynamics in terms of
only R1, R2, and the phase difference φ ≡ ϕ2 − ϕ1:

R′
1 =

λ

2
R1 (1−R2

1) +
η

2
(R2 cosφ−R1) ,

R′
2 =

λ

2
R2 (1−R2

2) +
η

2
(R1 cosφ−R2) ,

φ′ = ∆− η

2

(
R1

R2
+

R2

R1

)
sinφ .

(C5)

By symmetry, if the two oscillators synchronize, we must
have R1 = R2 = R. In this case the above equations
simplify further to

R′ =
λ

2
R(1−R2) +

η

2
R(cosφ− 1) ,

φ′ = ∆− η sinφ .
(C6)

In the synchronized state, R′ = φ′ = 0. Solving the phase

equation, we get two solutions, φ
(1)
⋆ = sin−1(∆/η) and

φ
(2)
⋆ = π−sin−1(∆/η). To determine the stable phase, we

use linear stability analysis. Substituting φ(t) = φ
(k)
⋆ +

ϵ(t) (k = 1, 2) into the phase equation of motion and
keeping only first-order terms in ϵ, we get

ϵ′ = ∆− η sin
[
φ
(k)
⋆ + ϵ

]
= ∆− η sin

[
sin−1

(
∆

η

)
− (−1)kϵ

]
≈ (−1)kϵ η

√
1− ∆2

η2
. (C7)

From this we see that φ
(1)
⋆ is stable while φ

(2)
⋆ is unstable.

We also find that |∆| < η to be a necessary condition for

synchronization. Substituting φ
(1)
⋆ into the radial equa-

tion R′ = 0 then gives

λ

2
R (1−R2) +

η

2
R

(√
1− ∆2

η2
− 1

)
= 0 . (C8)
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FIG. 5. (a) Synchronization bandwidth against driving force F for λ = 0.5. Adding β enhances the synchronization bandwidth
for weak to moderate forcing (compared to λ). The analytical predictions given by the dashed lines) are accurate up to F ∼ λ.
(b) Enhancement factor defined as the ratio between the bandwidth and its baseline value F/2. A value greater than one
indicates enhancement of the bandwidth. λ = 0.5, F = 0.2, and the predicted minimum β for enhancement is 1/9.

This has the solution

R2
⋆ = 1 +

η

λ

(√
1− ∆2

η2
− 1

)
. (C9)

The zero-amplitude solution corresponds to the case of
amplitude death and will be analyzed next. Perform-
ing linear stability analysis, we find that r⋆ is stable
for 0 < |∆| ≤ λ and |∆| < η, or when, |∆| > λ and

|∆| <
√

λ(2η − λ). Combining the phase and amplitude
solutions, the conditions for synchronization is then

|∆| < η , for η ≤ λ , (C10)

|∆| <
√
λ(2η − λ) , for η > λ . (C11)

2. Amplitude death

It is possible for coupled oscillators to achieve ampli-
tude death, where the limit cycle oscillations are sup-
pressed due to the mutual coupling. To obtain the
conditions for amplitude death, we require the solution
α1 = α2 = 0 to be stable. Since the phase is undefined
in this case, we will analyze in Cartesian coordinates in-
stead. Denoting αk = ℜ[ϵk] + iℑ[ϵk] (k = 1, 2) for small
ϵk, we can linearize the coupled equations around the
origin, giving,

ℜ[ϵ1]
ℑ[ϵ1]
ℜ[ϵ2]
ℑ[ϵ2]


′

=

(λ− η)/2 ω1 η/2 0
−ω1 (λ− η)/2 0 η/2
η/2 0 (λ− η)/2 ω2

0 η/2 −ω2 (λ− η)/2


ℜ[ϵ1]
ℑ[ϵ1]
ℜ[ϵ2]
ℑ[ϵ2]

 ,

(C12)

where ω1 = 1 and ω2 = 1+∆. Let h be the eigenvalues
of the stability matrix in (C12), and p = h − (λ − η)/2.
The characteristic polynomial for h then reads

p4 + p2
(
ω2
1 + ω2

2 −
η2

2

)
+

(
η2

4
+ ω1 ω2

)2

= 0

=⇒
[
p2 −

(
η2

4
+ ω1 ω2

)]2
= −(ω1 + ω2)

2 p2 .

(C13)

The eigenvalues h are therefore

h =
1

2

[
λ− η ±

√
η2 −∆2

]
± i

(ω1 + ω2)

2
. (C14)

For α1 = α2 = 0 to be stable, the real part of h must be
negative. This gives us the the following necessary and
sufficient condition for amplitude death

η > λ , |∆| >
√

λ(2η − λ) . (C15)

The curve |∆| =
√
λ (2η − λ) thus separates the regions

of synchronization and amplitude death, also known as
the Hopf bifurcation curve.

3. Effect of the Duffing nonlinearity

Recall from (B13) that a Duffing–van der Pol (DvdP)
oscillator has a nonlinear frequency term βx3 in its
second-order equation of motion for x. If we were to
define the DvdP by its equation of motion for its com-
plex amplitude α, then this term amounts to adding
−i3β|α|2α to α′ under first-order time averaging with
respect to the Duffing nonlinearity. We show here that
such a modification due to the Duffing nonlinearity in two
dissipatively coupled DvdP oscillators does not change
their mutual synchronization from the β = 0 case.
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The classical time-averaged equations of motion for two
dissipatively-coupled DvdP oscillators are

α′
1 = −i ω1 α1 +

λ

2
(r2 − |α1|2)α1

+ i
λ2

8

(
r4 − 6r2|α1|2 +

11

2
|α1|4

)
α1

− i
3β

2
|α1|2α1 +

η

2
(α2 − α1) , (C16)

α′
2 = −i ω2 α2 +

λ

2
(r2 − |α2|2)α2

+ i
λ2

8

(
r4 − 6r2|α2|2 +

11

2
|α2|4

)
α2

− i
3β

2
|α2|2α2 +

η

2
(α1 − α2) , (C17)

where ω1 = 1 and ω2 = 1 + ∆. Note these equations
assume second-order time averaging with respect to the
vdP nonlinearity [see (B12)]. As in the case of β = 0 in
Sec. C 1, mutual synchronization is more easily analyzed
using polar coordinates, where αk = Rk exp(−iϕk) (k =
1, 2). Equations (C16) and (C17) are then equivalent to

R′
1 =

λ

2

(
r −R2

1

)
R1 +

η

2

(
R2 cosφ−R1

)
,

R′
2 =

λ

2

(
r −R2

2

)
R2 +

η

2

(
R1 cosφ−R2

)
,

φ′ = ∆− λ2

8

[
6r2
(
R2

1 −R2
2

)
− 11

2

(
R4

1 −R4
2

)]
− 3β

2

(
R2

1 −R2
2

)
− η

2

(
R1

R2
+

R2

R1

)
sinφ .

(C18)

Recall from Sec. C 1 that we have defined φ ≡ ϕ2−ϕ1. By
symmetry, when the two oscillators synchronize, we have
R1 = R2. Consequently, the equation of motion for the
phase difference φ becomes independent of R1 and R2.
Moreover, the β term vanishes, which suggests that the β
nonlinearity has no effect on the mutual synchronization.

4. Synchronization bandwidth

For a fixed η, we define from Eq. (C11) the synchro-
nization bandwidth to be the range of initial detunings
∆ for which the two oscillators synchronize. This is given
by the piecewise function

Bandwidth =

{
2
√
λ(2η − λ) λ ≤ η

2 η λ > η
(C19)

where the factor of 2 arises because ∆ can be either
positive or negative (or zero). Increasing λ from 0, we
find that the bandwidth increases monotonically until
λ = η, after which the bandwidth saturates at 2η. Thus,
the vdP nonlinearity enlarges the synchronization band-
width. This is shown by the synchronization boundaries

Δ

!
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FIG. 6. Synchronization boundaries for different values of
λ. The synchronization region lies below the curve in the
all cases. The synchronization bandwidth is enlarged as λ is
increased for a fixed η.

<latexit sha1_base64="85C7j7cmphwRW1iNUNVnLI2HR2w=">AAAB7XicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQzqwWME84BkCbOT3mTM7OwyMyuEJf/gxYMiXv0fb/6Nk2QPmljQUFR1090VJIJr47rfztLyyuraemGjuLm1vbNb2ttv6DhVDOssFrFqBVSj4BLrhhuBrUQhjQKBzWB4M/GbT6g0j+WDGSXoR7QvecgZNVZqdG5RGNotld2KOwVZJF5OypCj1i19dXoxSyOUhgmqddtzE+NnVBnOBI6LnVRjQtmQ9rFtqaQRaj+bXjsmx1bpkTBWtqQhU/X3REYjrUdRYDsjagZ63puI/3nt1IRXfsZlkhqUbLYoTAUxMZm8TnpcITNiZAllittbCRtQRZmxARVtCN78y4ukcVrxLirn92fl6nUeRwEO4QhOwINLqMId1KAODB7hGV7hzYmdF+fd+Zi1Ljn5zAH8gfP5A2PMjwY=</latexit>

�

<latexit sha1_base64="NwTVhUwpMxoGcj0+kwjDlfTQ8uE=">AAAB63icbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/qh69BIvgqSTi17HoxWMFawttKJvtpF26uwm7E6GE/gUvHhTx6h/y5r9x0+agrQ8GHu/NMDMvTAQ36HnfTmlldW19o7xZ2dre2d2r7h88mjjVDFosFrHuhNSA4ApayFFAJ9FAZSigHY5vc7/9BNrwWD3gJIFA0qHiEWcUc6kHSPvVmlf3ZnCXiV+QGinQ7Fe/eoOYpRIUMkGN6fpegkFGNXImYFrppQYSysZ0CF1LFZVggmx269Q9scrAjWJtS6E7U39PZFQaM5Gh7ZQUR2bRy8X/vG6K0XWQcZWkCIrNF0WpcDF288fdAdfAUEwsoUxze6vLRlRThjaeig3BX3x5mTye1f3L+sX9ea1xU8RRJkfkmJwSn1yRBrkjTdIijIzIM3klb450Xpx352PeWnKKmUPyB87nDwwijkI=</latexit>⌘

<latexit sha1_base64="+f+BjLUUWezuRDgUthU71RWi89I=">AAAB8HicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgadkNvi5C0IvHCOYhyRJmJ7PJkJnZZaZXCEu+wosHRbz6Od78GyfJHjSxoKGo6qa7K0wEN+B5305hZXVtfaO4Wdra3tndK+8fNE2casoaNBaxbofEMMEVawAHwdqJZkSGgrXC0e3Ubz0xbXisHmCcsECSgeIRpwSs9NgNGZBrz632yhXP9WbAy8TPSQXlqPfKX91+TFPJFFBBjOn4XgJBRjRwKtik1E0NSwgdkQHrWKqIZCbIZgdP8IlV+jiKtS0FeKb+nsiINGYsQ9spCQzNojcV//M6KURXQcZVkgJTdL4oSgWGGE+/x32uGQUxtoRQze2tmA6JJhRsRiUbgr/48jJpVl3/wj2/P6vUbvI4iugIHaNT5KNLVEN3qI4aiCKJntErenO08+K8Ox/z1oKTzxyiP3A+fwCayY+j</latexit>

� = 0.2 <latexit sha1_base64="r6nH400DwKT86H0qiDmAAxC8xxI=">AAAB8nicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSK4GjKt09aFUHTjsoKthelQMplMG5rJDElGKEM/w40LRdz6Ne78G9OHoKIHAodzziX3niDlTGmEPqzCyura+kZxs7S1vbO7V94/6Kokk4R2SMIT2QuwopwJ2tFMc9pLJcVxwOldML6a+Xf3VCqWiFs9Sakf46FgESNYG8nrcxMN8QWyG4NyBdmo7tbOXYhsFznN6oxUXQehGnRsNEcFLNEelN/7YUKymApNOFbKc1Cq/RxLzQin01I/UzTFZIyH1DNU4JgqP5+vPIUnRglhlEjzhIZz9ftEjmOlJnFgkjHWI/Xbm4l/eV6mo6afM5Fmmgqy+CjKONQJnN0PQyYp0XxiCCaSmV0hGWGJiTYtlUwJX5fC/0m3ajt12705q7Qul3UUwRE4BqfAAQ3QAtegDTqAgAQ8gCfwbGnr0XqxXhfRgrWcOQQ/YL19AnXOkL0=</latexit>

� = 0.7

<latexit sha1_base64="hft7CCXae2GQUwPxFQlScnFdyVM=">AAAB8nicdVDLSgMxFM3UV62vqks3wSK4GmbEqhuh6MZlBfuAdiiZTKYNzSRDckcoQz/DjQtF3Po17vwb04dQXwcCh3PO5d6cMBXcgOd9OIWl5ZXVteJ6aWNza3unvLvXNCrTlDWoEkq3Q2KY4JI1gINg7VQzkoSCtcLh9cRv3TNtuJJ3MEpZkJC+5DGnBKzU6Qobjcil51Z75YrvelNg7xf5sipojnqv/N6NFM0SJoEKYkzH91IIcqKBU8HGpW5mWErokPRZx1JJEmaCfHryGB9ZJcKx0vZJwFN1cSIniTGjJLTJhMDA/PQm4l9eJ4P4Isi5TDNgks4WxZnAoPDk/zjimlEQI0sI1dzeiumAaELBtlRaLOF/0jxx/TO3entaqV3N6yiiA3SIjpGPzlEN3aA6aiCKFHpAT+jZAefReXFeZ9GCM5/ZR9/gvH0CHOiQgA==</latexit>

� = 0.5
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� = 0.2

FIG. 7. Synchronization boundaries of two coupled quantum
DvdP oscillators for different values of λ. Comparing with
Fig.2b in the main text, we see that the additional Kerr non-
linearity β = 0.2 does not change the synchronization bound-
ary.

in Fig. 6 for various values of λ, where synchronization
regions lie below the boundary curves. Fixing η and in-
creasing the nonlinearity parameter λ leads to a larger
synchronization bandwidth. This also implies that fix-
ing ∆ and η while increasing λ can lead to nonlinearity-
induced mutual synchronization whereby the two oscil-
lators transition suddenly from amplitude death to syn-
chronized oscillations.

As a measure for synchronization enhancement, we can
calculate the ‘total bandwidth’ by integrating the syn-
chronization bandwidth from η = 0 to some η = ηmax,
which can then be evaluated asymptotically for large
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ηmax (compared to λ). This gives (assuming ηmax > λ)

B(λ, ηmax) =

∫ λ

0

dη η +

∫ ηmax

λ

dη
√
λ(2η − λ)

=
1

6
λ2 +

1

3
λ1/2 (2ηmax − λ)3/2 ≈ 2

√
2

3
λ1/2 η3/2max ,

(C20)

which increases as λ1/2. Since B has the geometrical
interpretation of the area covered by the synchronization
region in the parameter space (λ, η), this means that the
synchronization region grows with the vdP nonlinearity
λ.

Appendix D: Two classical oscillators with reactive
coupling

Let us first consider two classical SL oscillators which
are reactively coupled with strength g. The coupled
complex-amplitude equations are

α′
1 = −i α1 +

λ

2
(1− |α1|2)α1 + i g(α2 − α1) ,

α′
2 = −i (1 + ∆)α2 +

λ

2
(1− |α2|2)α2 + i g(α1 − α2) .

(D1)

Similar to before, we work in polar coordinates, giving

R′
1 =

λ

2
R1(1−R2

1) + g R2 sinφ ,

R′
2 =

λ

2
R2(1−R2

2)− g R1 sinφ ,

φ′ = ∆+ g

(
R2

R1
− R1

R2

)
cosφ .

(D2)

At steady state, R1 = R2, and we see that φ′ = ∆.
In other words, the rate at which the phase difference
grows is exactly the detuning between the two oscilla-
tors. Thus for reactive coupling, the two oscillators sim-
ply cannot synchronize. This result generalizes to the
case two quantum SL oscillators.

What is particularly interesting in the case of reac-
tive coupling is how the oscillators behave beyond the
λ −→ 0+ limit. In the main text we have shown that in-
creasing the nonlinearity in two reactively coupled quan-
tum vdP oscillators increases their position correlation
before a plateau is reached. This result is particularly
interesting because the analogous classical system fails
to produce the same effect. Here we show this explicitly
by computing the steady-state correlation coefficient for
the positions of two classical vdP oscillators as a func-
tion of their nonlinearities (assumed identical, given by
λ) and their coupling strength. The position correlation

Σ

<latexit sha1_base64="GeLjeJ3GeCC47QfLzsS1vptzGkI=">AAAB6HicbVDLSgNBEOz1GeMr6tHLYBA8hV3xdQx68ZiAeUCyhNlJbzJmdnaZmRXCki/w4kERr36SN//GSbIHTSxoKKq66e4KEsG1cd1vZ2V1bX1js7BV3N7Z3dsvHRw2dZwqhg0Wi1i1A6pRcIkNw43AdqKQRoHAVjC6m/qtJ1Sax/LBjBP0IzqQPOSMGivVB71S2a24M5Bl4uWkDDlqvdJXtx+zNEJpmKBadzw3MX5GleFM4KTYTTUmlI3oADuWShqh9rPZoRNyapU+CWNlSxoyU39PZDTSehwFtjOiZqgXvan4n9dJTXjjZ1wmqUHJ5ovCVBATk+nXpM8VMiPGllCmuL2VsCFVlBmbTdGG4C2+vEya5xXvqnJZvyhXb/M4CnAMJ3AGHlxDFe6hBg1ggPAMr/DmPDovzrvzMW9dcfKZI/gD5/MHz7WM9Q==</latexit>g

<latexit sha1_base64="Nc8JBoLJwLH74YabXkCw/VqIA9Q=">AAAB7nicbVDLSsNAFL2pr1pfVZduBovgqiTia1l047KCtYU2lMlk0g6dTMLMjVBCP8KNC0Xc+j3u/BunbRbaemDgcM65zL0nSKUw6LrfTmlldW19o7xZ2dre2d2r7h88miTTjLdYIhPdCajhUijeQoGSd1LNaRxI3g5Gt1O//cS1EYl6wHHK/ZgOlIgEo2ildk/aaEj71Zpbd2cgy8QrSA0KNPvVr16YsCzmCpmkxnQ9N0U/pxoFk3xS6WWGp5SN6IB3LVU05sbPZ+tOyIlVQhIl2j6FZKb+nshpbMw4Dmwypjg0i95U/M/rZhhd+7lQaYZcsflHUSYJJmR6OwmF5gzl2BLKtLC7EjakmjK0DVVsCd7iycvk8azuXdYv7s9rjZuijjIcwTGcggdX0IA7aEILGIzgGV7hzUmdF+fd+ZhHS04xcwh/4Hz+AEAFj4c=</latexit>

�
<latexit sha1_base64="nAzb1xkdMeWUwPcJrg9Rf22XGvM=">AAAB7XicbVDJSgNBEK1xjXGLevTSGARPYUbcjkEvHiOaBZIh9HR6kja9DN09QhjyD148KOLV//Hm39hJ5qCJDwoe71VRVS9KODPW97+9peWV1bX1wkZxc2t7Z7e0t98wKtWE1oniSrcibChnktYts5y2Ek2xiDhtRsObid98otowJR/sKKGhwH3JYkawdVKjc8/6AndLZb/iT4EWSZCTMuSodUtfnZ4iqaDSEo6NaQd+YsMMa8sIp+NiJzU0wWSI+7TtqMSCmjCbXjtGx07poVhpV9Kiqfp7IsPCmJGIXKfAdmDmvYn4n9dObXwVZkwmqaWSzBbFKUdWocnrqMc0JZaPHMFEM3crIgOsMbEuoKILIZh/eZE0TivBReX87qxcvc7jKMAhHMEJBHAJVbiFGtSBwCM8wyu8ecp78d69j1nrkpfPHMAfeJ8/bp+PDQ==</latexit>

⌃

FIG. 8. Correlation coefficient of two reactively-coupled vdP
oscillators for ∆ = 0.1, r = 1.

coefficient in this case is given by

Σ =

∑M
m=1

[
x
(m)
1 − x̄1

][
x
(m)
2 − x̄2

]√∑M
m=1

[
x
(m)
1 − x̄1

]2√∑M
m=1

[
x
(m)
2 − x̄2

]2 ,

(D3)

where
{(

x
(1)
1 , x

(1)
2

)
,
(
x
(2)
1 , x

(2)
2

)
, . . . ,

(
x
(M)
1 , x

(M)
2

)}
are

pairwise samples of
(
x1(t), x2(t)

)
. Note that since we

are interested in how x1(t) and x2(t) are correlated in
the long-time time limit, each pairwise sample must be
taken from x1(t) and x2(t) after all transience has died
out. We have also defined

x̄k =
1

M

M∑
m=1

x
(m)
k . (D4)

For the two classical vdP oscillators we may simply take(
x
(m)
1 , x

(m)
2 )

)
=
(
x1(mδt), x2(mδt)

)
where we have in-

troduced a small time increment δt. For a sufficiently
large sample size M , (D3) measures how correlated x1(t)
and x2(t) are in the long-time limit (or steady state).
The result of such a computation is shown in Fig. 8 as a
function of λ and g. As λ −→ 0, we can see that the cor-
relation vanishes, as expected from the SL model. But
more importantly, and omitting the degenerate λ = 0
case, we find that Σ appears to decrease monotonically
with λ, and decreases sharply to zero when λ exceeds
some critical value. It is simply impossible to increase Σ
by increasing λ for two reactively-coupled classical vdP
oscillators at a fixed g. This is in stark contrast to the
same calculation performed for two such quantum vdP
oscillators for which Σ can increase if λ is increased for
a given g.
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Appendix E: Quantum synchronization in the deep
quantum limit

1. Dissipatively-coupled oscillators

We derive here a sufficient condition for amplitude
death in two dissipatively coupled SL oscillators in the
deep quantum regime. The density operator for two
dissipatively-coupled oscillators satisfies ρ′ = Lρ where
L given by

L = −i∆
[
â†1â1, ·

]
+κ
(
D[â†1]+D[â†2]

)
+γ
(
D[â21]+D[â22]

)
+ ηD[â1 − â2] , (E1)

where ∆ is the detuning between the two oscillators and
η is the dissipative coupling strength. Note that we have
assumed equal single-photon amplification rates κ, and
equal two-photon dissipation rates γ for the two oscilla-
tors. In the deep quantum limit, i.e. when γ/κ −→ ∞,
the process of two-photon loss dominates and this con-
fines each oscillator to the zero- and one-photon sub-
space. This allows us to treat each oscillator effectively
as a two-level system. After adiabatically eliminating the
higher excited states [31]) we have

L̄ = −i ∆̄ [σ̂+
1 σ̂

−
1 , · ]+D[σ̂+

1 ]+D[σ̂+
2 ]+2D[σ̂−

1 ]+2D[σ̂−
2 ]

+ η̄D[σ̂1 − σ̂−
2 ] (E2)

where ∆̄ ≡ ∆/κ and η̄ ≡ η/κ. We have also denoted
the creation and annihilation operators for the jth os-
cillator in the {|0⟩, |1⟩} subspace by σ̂+

j and σ̂−
j . With

this simplification, we can solve for the steady-state den-
sity matrix exactly, defined by L̄ϱ = 0. In the basis
{|00⟩ , |01⟩ , |10⟩ , |11⟩} we find

ϱ =

ϱ11 0 0 0
0 ϱ22 ϱ23 0
0 ϱ32 ϱ33 0
0 0 0 ϱ44

 . (E3)

The matrix elements are given explicitly by

ϱ11 =
[
6 η̄3 + (η̄ + 2)2∆̄2 + 34 η̄2 + 60 η̄ + 36

]
/ν ,

ϱ22 = ϱ33 =
[
η̄3 + (η̄ + 2)2 ∆̄2 + 8η̄2 + 21η̄ + 18

]
/ν ,

ϱ44 =
[
η̄2 + ∆̄2 + 6 η̄ + 9

]
/ν ,

ϱ23 = ϱ∗32 =
[
η̄(η̄ + 1)(η̄ + 3) + i η̄(η̄ + 1)∆̄

]
/ν ,

(E4)

where for ease of writing we have introduced the factor

ν = 8 η̄3 + (η̄ + 3)2∆̄2 + 51 η̄2 + 108 η̄ + 81 . (E5)

It is straightforward to evaluate the position correlation
coefficient

Σ =
⟨x̂1x̂2⟩ − ⟨x̂1⟩ ⟨x̂2⟩√[

⟨x̂2
1⟩ − ⟨x̂1⟩2

][
⟨x̂2

2⟩ − ⟨x̂2⟩2
]

=
ρ23 + ρ32
Tr[ϱ]

=
2 η̄ (η̄ + 1)

8 η̄2 + 27 η̄ + (η̄ + 3)∆̄2 + 27
(E6)

where x̂j = σ̂+
j +σ̂−

j (j = 1, 2). The maximum correlation

Σ −→ 1/4 is achieved in the limit ∆̄ −→ 0 and η̄ −→
∞. To study amplitude death, we trace out the second
oscillator, giving the single-oscillator density matrix

ϱ1 = Tr2[ϱ] =

(
ϱ11 + ϱ22 0

0 ϱ33 + ϱ44

)
. (E7)

Its Wigner distribution, taken as a function of the radial
coordinate r, can then be calculated explicitly as

W1(r) = (ϱ11 + ϱ22) e
−r2 + (ϱ33 + ϱ44)(2 r

2 − 1) e−r2 .
(E8)

We define amplitude death to be the regime where the
Wigner distribution possesses a single peak at the ori-
gin instead of being ring like. A sufficient and necessary
condition for this is when ϱ11+ϱ22 ≥ 3/4, or equivalently,

∆̄2 ≥ 27− 15 η̄2 − 4 η̄3

(η̄ − 1)(η̄ − 2)
. (E9)

Interestingly, when the two oscillators are on resonance
(∆̄ = ∆ = 0), amplitude death can still occur as long
as η̄ ≳ 1.17. This is due to the quantum noise which is
significant in the deep quantum limit, rather than coming
from the frequency mismatch between the oscillators.

2. Reactively-coupled oscillators

We show here that two identical reactively-coupled
quantum SL oscillators cannot share any position cor-
relations. This permits calling the correlations observed
in two similarly coupled vdP oscillators to be nonlinearity
induced. For two reactively-coupled quantum SL oscilla-
tors, its Lindbladian (in units where κ = 1, ∆ = 0)

L = −ig
[
â†1â2+â†2â1, ·

]
+D
[
â†1]+D

[
â†2
]
+γ
(
D
[
â21]+D

[
â22
])

.
(E10)

To order 1/γ, we can truncate the Hilbert space of each
oscillator to the first three levels, and solve for the steady-



13

state density matrix ϱ (again defined by Lϱ = 0),

ϱ =

[
4

9
+

4(7g2 − 6)

81γ

]
|00⟩ ⟨00|

+

[
2

9
− 4(g2 + 3)

81γ

]
(|01⟩ ⟨01|+ |10⟩ ⟨10|)

+
2

9γ
|02⟩ ⟨02|+ 2

9γ
(|02⟩ ⟨02|+ ⟨20| ⟨20|)

+

[
1

9
− 2(10g2 + 3)

81γ

]
|11⟩ ⟨11|

+
1

9γ

(
|12⟩ ⟨12|+ |21⟩ ⟨21|

)
+

i
√
2g

9γ

(
|11⟩ ⟨20|+ |11⟩ ⟨02| − |02⟩ ⟨11| − |20⟩ ⟨11|

)
.

(E11)

It can then be checked explicitly from this expression for
ϱ that Σ is always zero.
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[29] S. Sonar, M. Hajdušek, M. Mukherjee, R. Fazio, V. Ve-
dral, S. Vinjanampathy, and L.-C. Kwek, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 120, 163601 (2018).

[30] W.-K. Mok, L.-C. Kwek, and H. Heimonen, Phys. Rev.
Research 2, 033422 (2020).

[31] T. E. Lee, C.-K. Chan, and S. Wang, Phys. Rev. E 89,
022913 (2014).

[32] V. M. Bastidas, I. Omelchenko, A. Zakharova, E. Schöll,
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