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We solve the fully-connected Ising model in the presence of dissipation and time-periodic field,
with the corresponding Lindblad equation having a time-periodic Liouvillian. The dynamics of the
magnetizations is studied by using both the semiclassical approach and the numerical simulation with
the help of permutation symmetry. The semiclassical approach shows a transition from the periodic
response for small field amplitude to the chaotic dynamics for large amplitude. The trajectory of
the magnetizations and the Lyapunov exponents are calculated, which support the existence of a
chaotic phase. But in the exact numerical simulation, the response is periodic for both small and
large amplitude. The scaling analysis of Floquet Liouvillian spectrum confirms the periodic response
in the thermodynamic limit. The semiclassical approximation is found to fail as the field amplitude
is large.

I. INTRODUCTION

Dissipative spin models are currently attracting wide
interest, because they describe genuine nonequilibrium
states of matter and at the same time, can be realized in
various platforms from superconducting circuits to Ryd-
berg atoms [1–9]. The model consists of an ensemble of
spins that are subject to dissipation caused by external
baths. The dynamics is described by the Lindblad equa-
tion, obtained by integrating out the baths’ degrees of
freedom [10].

Great efforts have been taken in the investigation of
various spin models. In the central spin model [11], the
dissipative phase transition was located according to the
closing of the Liouvillian gap. The transverse-field Ising
model was thoroughly studied both under the mean-field
approximation and beyond [12–17], in which the bistabil-
ity of steady states in some region of the parameter space
was found to be replaced by a first-order phase transition
after the spatial correlation was correctly considered. As
the couplings between spins are all-to-all and then the
system can be seen as a huge spin, the semiclassical ap-
proach was adopted. The magnetization was found to
display an everlasting oscillation in the thermodynamic
limit, indicating that the time translational symmetry is
spontaneously broken into a discrete one [18–20]. If the
dissipation acts in the eigenbasis of the transverse field,
then a continuous dissipative phase transition manifests
itself as continuous order parameters with discontinuous
derivatives [21–24]. The XYZ-Heisenberg model was also
studied by different approximation schemes [25–29] to
clarify its phase diagram.

These studies focused on the time-independent Liouvil-
lians. But much less is known as the Liouvillian changes
periodically with time [30]. The topic of this work is to
study the response to a time-periodic Liouvillian. On
the other hand, in closed quantum systems, the response
to a time-periodic Hamiltonian has been under intensive
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investigations. The kicked top models were studied both
theoretically [31–38] and experimentally[39–41], which is
known to exhibit a transition between a regular dynam-
ical phase and a chaotic one, depending on the value of
the kicking strength. Similar chaotic behavior was found
in the Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick model as the parameters
change periodically with time [42–45]. The study in this
paper can be seen as an investigation of the dissipation
effect on the chaotic dynamics in the periodically-driven
spin models.

As a concise example, we study the fully-connected
Ising model in the presence of collective dissipation.
Without dissipation, chaotic behavior appears in the
presence of a strongly oscillating external field [43–45].
We find that, the chaotic behavior is robust against weak
dissipation, if the semiclassical approximation is taken.
As the oscillating amplitude of field increases, a peri-
odic response changes into a subharmonic oscillation, and
then into a chaotic behavior. But the numerical simu-
lation shows that, beyond the semiclassical approxima-
tion, only the periodic response can survive the quantum
fluctuation, but neither the subharmonic nor the chaotic
dynamics can be observed. The semiclassical approxima-
tion works only as the oscillating amplitude is small in
the periodic-response regime, but it fails as the amplitude
is large.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce the
model in Sec. II. Section III contributes to the discussion
of the semiclassical results. The exact numerical simula-
tions of the dynamics of magnetizations are discussed in
Sec. IV. The Floquet Liouvillian spectrum is studied in
Sec. V. Finally, Sec. VI summarizes our results.

II. THE MODEL

We consider the transverse field Ising model with all-
to-all couplings, and a sinusoidal modulation added to
the external field. The Hamiltonian is written as

Ĥ = −Ng(Ĵx)2 +NΓ(t)Ĵz, (1)

where N denotes the total number of spins, g denotes
the coupling strength, and Ĵα =

∑
j σ̂

α
j /N denote the
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collective spin operators with σ̂αj being the Pauli matrices
of the jth spin and α = x, y, z. Γ(t) denotes the time-
dependent external field, which is supposed to be Γ(t) =
Γ0 + A sin(ω0t), where A, Γ0 and ω0 are the oscillating
amplitude, mean value and frequency, respectively. We
set g = 1 as the unit of energy throughout the paper.

In the presence of dissipation, the dynamics of the sys-
tem is described by the Lindblad equation [46]. The den-
sity matrix satisfies

dρ̂

∂t
= −i[Ĥ, ρ̂] +Nγc

(
2Ĵ−ρ̂Ĵ+ − {ρ̂, Ĵ+Ĵ−}

)
, (2)

where Ĵ± =
(
Ĵx ± iĴy

)
/2 are the jump operators, and

γc is the dissipation rate. As A = 0 and then Γ(t) = Γ0

is a constant, the solution of Eq. (2) was studied pre-
viously [24]. The jump operator forces the spins to be
aligned in the negative z-direction, while the interaction
between spins favors an alignment in the x-direction.
Their interplay results in a steady state, which is ei-
ther ferromagnetic (with nonzero magnetization in the
x-direction) or paramagnetic. Here we extend to the case
of A 6= 0, in which the field oscillation prevents a steady
state being reached, and then we expect a nontrivial dy-
namical behavior.

III. CHAOTIC DYNAMICS IN THE
SEMICLASSICAL APPROACH

The semiclassical approach is frequently employed for
solving the fully-connected models. We choose the order

parameters to be mα =
〈
Ĵα

〉
= Tr[ρ̂Ĵα]. By ignoring

the correlations (i.e., setting
〈
ĴαĴβ

〉
=
〈
Ĵα

〉〈
Ĵβ

〉
) in

the limit N → ∞, we obtain a nonlinear system of dif-
ferential equations, which read

ṁx = −2Γ(t)my + γcmxmz,

ṁy = 4mxmz + 2Γ(t)mx + γcmymz,

ṁz = −4mxmy − γc(m2
x +m2

y).

(3)

It is easy to see that |m(t)| =
√
m2
x +m2

y +m2
z is a con-

stant of motion, which can be set to unity without loss of
generality. m is moving on a Bloch sphere, and the ini-
tial state can be described by the azimuthal angles (θ, φ),
which are defined by mx = sin θ cosφ, my = sin θ sinφ
and mz = cos θ.

Since the coefficient Γ(t) is a periodic function of t with
the period 2π/ω0, one may naively think that the solu-
tion m(t) is also a periodic function. This is the case for
small A, but not true for large A. We note that Eq. (3)
bears some resemblance to the Lorenz equation [47], one
famous example of the deterministic chaos in the classi-
cal systems. In Eq. (3), the possibility of chaos comes
from the fact that Γ(t) is time-periodic, even the trajec-
tory is limited on a two-dimensional sphere. Indeed, we
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FIG. 1. The time evolution of mx for (a) A = 0.1 with 25
different initial states, and (b) A = 1 with two initial states
- (θ0 = 0.5π, φ0 = 0.1π) and (θ1 = 0.5π + 10−7, φ1 = 0.1π).
Different line colors are for different initial states. The dissi-
pation strength is set to γc = 1.

observed a periodic m(t) for small A, but a chaotic m(t)
for large A.

Next we choose Γ0 = 1 and ω = 1 as an example for
the demonstration. In Fig. 1(a), we display the evolu-
tion of mx for small A (A = 0.1) and 25 initial states
that are evenly distributed on the Bloch sphere. Except
for the initial state at the south pole (m = (0, 0, 1)), all
the others eventually evolve into one of the two oscilla-
tion modes that are symmetric to each other. The two
oscillation modes have the same period, which is exactly
the driving period (2π/ω0). For small A, the long-time
response is insensitive to a small deviation in the initial
state. On the other hand, Fig. 1(b) shows the evolution
of mx for a large A (A = 1.0). Till the largest evolution
time that is accessible, no periodicity is observed. More
importantly, the long-time response is extremely sensi-
tive to the initial condition. Even for a tiny deviation in
the initial state (θ1 − θ0 = 10−7), mx(t) displays a sig-
nificant difference as t is as large as a few hundreds (see
the lines of different colors in Fig. 1(b)).
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FIG. 2. The time evolution of mx for (a) A = 0.73 and (b)
A = 0.7345. The red line highlights a complete period. The
transient regime (t < 150) is omitted.

For the values of A between 0.1 and 1.0, mx(t) dis-
plays abundant dynamical behaviors. As A increases up
to a certain critical value, the time period is doubled.
In Fig. 2(a), we plot mx(t) for A = 0.73. It is easy
to see that the period is not 2π/ω0, instead, it becomes
4π/ω0. As A increases further, the period-doubling hap-
pens again. For example, for A = 0.7345, the period
becomes 8π/ω0 (see Fig. 2(b)). The period-doubling bi-
furcation is well-known in the classical nonlinear systems.
Usually, a cascade of period-doubling bifurcations lead to
chaos [48]. This explains why we observe a chaotic dy-
namics as A is as large as A = 1.

Depending on the values of A, the system exhibits the
periodic, subharmonic or chaotic responses. We plot the
trajectory of the vector m(t) on the Bloch sphere in Ap-
pendix A, which provides more evidence for the existence
of different dynamical behaviors.

In our model, the subharmonic response (i.e., doubled
period) to a time-periodic Liouvillian must be distin-
guished from that in the Floquet time-crystals. As will
be shown next, the subharmonic response in our model

FIG. 3. The largest Lyapunov exponent as a function of γc
and A. The system displays chaotic dynamics as LLE > 0
(see the area in red or yellow).

can only be observed in the semiclassical limit. It cannot
survive the quantum fluctuation that is unavoidable at
finite N .

To locate the chaotic phase in the parameter space, we
calculate the Lyapunov exponent. The defining property
of a chaotic system is the extreme sensitivity of trajec-
tories to the initial condition. Two points that are ini-
tially close will drift apart exponentially over time. The
Lyapunov exponent [49] provides a quantitative measure
for this, which is defined as the average exponential rate
of convergence or divergence between adjacent trajecto-
ries in the phase space. Especially, the largest Lyapunov
exponent (LLE) is frequently employed for determining
whether a nonlinear system is chaotic. If the LLE is
greater than zero, two initial points will depart from each
other exponentially, and then the system is chaotic [50],
otherwise, it is not. Figure 3 displays the dependence of
the LLE on A and γc. The area in red or yellow has a
positive LLE, while the area in blue or green has a nega-
tive LLE. The chaotic phase is clearly distinguishable in
the parameter space. An interesting finding is that for a
fixed γc in the interval (0, 1), the dynamics is chaotic only
for an intermediate amplitude of oscillating field, but the
dynamics is regular either if A is too large or too small.
In the presence of strong dissipation (γc > 1.5), there is
no chaotic dynamics for whatever A.

IV. PERIODIC BEHAVIOR AT FINITE N

To check the validity of semiclassical approximation,
we numerically simulate the real-time dynamics at fi-
nite N , by exploiting the permutation symmetry of fully-
connected models. The Dicke basis with maximum an-
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gular momentum is defined as [51]

|M〉 =

√
1

C
N
2 +M

N

∑
∑N

j=1 σj=M

|σ1, σ2, · · · , σN 〉 , (4)

where C
N
2 +M

N is the binomial coefficient, and σj = ±1/2
represents the spin-up and down states, respectively.
And M = −N/2,−N/2 + 1, · · · , N/2 is the magnetiza-
tion in the z-direction. The initial state is supposed to be
a pure state with all the spins aligned in the same direc-
tion. We use the azimuthal angles (θ, φ) to indicate the
initial direction, then the initial state can be expressed
in the Dicke basis as

|θ, φ〉 =

N
2∑

M=−N
2

C
M+N

2

N cos
θ

2

N
2 +M

sin
θ

2

N
2 −M

ei(
N
2 −M)φ |M〉 .

(5)
Equation (2) has the permutation symmetry,
its solution can then be expressed as ρ̂(t) =∑
M,M ′ ρM,M ′(t) |M〉 〈M ′|, where ρM,M ′(t) is the

density matrix in the Dicke basis. Now Eq. (2) changes
into a system of ordinary differential equations for
ρM,M ′ , which are solved numerically. The permutation
symmetry reduces the dimension of Hilbert space from
2N to N , and then allows us to access a large system
with the number of spins N ∼ 102 − 103.

In Fig. 4(a), we compare the dynamics of magnetiza-
tions at finite Ns and in the semiclassical limit (N =∞),
as A = 0.1 is in the semiclassical periodic regime. At fi-
nite Ns, the magnetizations display periodic oscillations
in the asymptotic long time. The curve of mz(t) at
N = 50 is already very close to the semiclassical one.
As N increases, mz(t) goes even closer to the semiclas-
sical result (see Fig. 4(a) the inset). As N → ∞, we
expect that the numerical results should coincide with
the semiclassical results. If A is small, then the semiclas-
sical approximation is good for large enough Ns.

Figure 4(b) shows the comparison as A = 1.0 is in the
semiclassical chaotic regime. The results are significantly
different from those at A = 0.1. Up to N = 200, we find
no similarity between the numerical result and the semi-
classical one. For N ranging between 50 and 200, the
initial transient behavior of mz(t) always quickly evolves
into the asymptotic behavior - periodic oscillation. And
the mz(t)s for N = 50 and N = 200 have the same pe-
riod, with only their amplitude being different. But in
the semiclassical result, mz(t) is aperiodic at arbitrarily
long time. These observations suggest that the exact nu-
merical solutions do not conserve to the semiclassical one
in the limit N →∞. If A is large, then the semiclassical
approximation is bad, even for large Ns. This seems to
be strange for a fully-connected model. We will further
discuss this discrepancy in next section.

We also compare the dynamics of magnetizations for
different As, as N is fixed. Figure 5(a) and 5(b) display
mz(t)s and mx(t)s, respectively, for the values of A rang-
ing from 0.1 to 1.0. The magnetization in the z-direction
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FIG. 4. The time evolution of mz for (a) A = 0.1 and (b)
A = 1 with different N . The black solid lines represent the
semiclassical results. The initial condition is fixed to be θ0 =
0.5π, φ0 = 0.1π.

always displays a periodic oscillation. And the oscilla-
tions for different As are in phase (see Fig. 5(a) the inset).
On the other hand, the magnetization in the x-direction
displays two different dynamical modes, depending on
the value of A. As seen in Fig. 5(b), as A is small
(A = 0.1, 0.3), mx displays an everlasting oscillation with
the period 2π/ω0. But as A is large (A = 0.73, 1.0), mx

rapidly decays to zero. For an intermediate A (A = 0.5),
mx maintains an oscillation for a relatively long time,
but the decay can still be clearly seen. The decay of
mx is a signal of the discrepancy between the exact re-
sults and the semiclassical approximations, for the latter
have non-decaying magnetizations in all directions (see
App. A).
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FIG. 5. The evolution of mx and mz with different A. The
number of spins is chosen to be N = 100. And the initial
condition is θ0 = 0.5π, φ = 0.1π.

V. FLOQUET LIOUVILLIAN SPECTRUM

In the closed systems, it is widely believed that the
semiclassical approximation becomes exact for the fully-
connected models if the number of spins goes to infinity.
In the open systems, a similar result was obtained [52],
as the Liouvillian is time-independent. But in this paper,
our numerical results suggest that the semiclassical ap-
proximation is bad even in the limit N → ∞, if there is
a big time-periodic term in the Liouvillian. Since we can
only obtain the exact results at finite N , a scaling analy-
sis is helpful for confirming our viewpoint. Next we give
a scaling analysis of the Floquet Liouvillian spectrum.

The Lindblad equation can be expressed in a vectorized

form as dρ̂/dt =
ˆ̂L (ρ̂), where

ˆ̂L is the so-called Liouvillian
superoperator (or Liouvillian in short), which is a non-
Hermitian linear operator acting on the vector space of
density matrices. For the dissipative systems with time-
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FIG. 6. The Floquet Liouvillian spectrum for (a) A = 0.1
and (b) A = 1.0. The number of spins is N = 30.

independent
ˆ̂L, it is well known that the eigenvalues and

eigenvectors of
ˆ̂L determine the dynamics. The eigen-

values of
ˆ̂L (Liouvillian spectrum) are complex numbers.

More important, if the system size N is finite, all the
eigenvalues must have negative real part, except one that
is zero.

These notations can be generalized to the case of time-

periodic
ˆ̂L. For a Lindblad equation with

ˆ̂L(t) =
ˆ̂L(t+T ),

there exist a complete set of solutions written as ρ̂(t) =
eλt%̂(t), where %̂(t) = %̂(t+T ) is the time-periodic part of
density matrix, according to the Floquet theorem. And
%̂(t) satisfies

ˆ̂L (%̂(t))− d

dt
%̂(t) = λ%̂(t). (6)

Then λ can be seen as the eigenvalue of
(

ˆ̂L(t)− d/dt
)

,

which is an operator acting on the generalized vector

space of density matrices, just as
(
Ĥ − id/dt

)
is an op-

erator acting on the generalized Hilbert space (Sambe
space) for a closed system with time-periodic Hamilto-
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nian. While the eigenstates of
(
Ĥ − id/dt

)
are called

the Floquet spectrum, the eigenstates of
(

ˆ̂L(t)− d/dt
)

are called the Floquet Liouvillian spectrum.
Compared to the Floquet spectrum or Liouvillian spec-

trum, much less is known about the Floquet Liouvillian
spectrum. For the dissipative systems, we guess that the
Floquet Liouvillian spectrum has the same properties as
the Liouvillian spectrum, i.e., all the complex eigenval-
ues have negative real parts except for a unique one that
is zero. The numerics support our guess. Figure 6 dis-
plays the Floquet Liouvillian spectrum at N = 30. For
both A = 0.1 and A = 1.0, we see that the rightmost
eigenvalue in the complex plane is zero, which is non-
degenerate. And the others are to the left of zero.

The Floquet Liouvillian spectrum completely deter-
mines whether the dynamics is periodic, subharmonic or
chaotic. To see it, we arrange all the eigenvalues as

λ0 = 0 ≥ Reλ1 ≥ Reλ2 ≥ · · · , (7)

with the corresponding eigenvectors being %̂0(t), %̂1(t),
%̂2(t), · · · . For an arbitrary initial state, the solution of
Lindblad equation can be formally expressed as

ρ̂(t) =
∑
j

Kje
λjt%̂j(t), (8)

where the coefficients Kj depend on the initial state. In
the asymptotic long time, the terms with Reλj < 0 all de-
cay to zero, and 1/ |Reλj | is just the decay time of the j-
th mode. At finite N , all the λj with j > 0 have negative
real parts, therefore, the density matrix in the asymptotic
long time becomes ρ̂(t) = K0%̂0(t), which is exactly peri-
odic with the period T . We then expect that the asymp-
totic behavior is always periodic at finite N . The situ-
ation is more complicated in the thermodynamic limit.
As found in the previous studies of time-independent Li-
ouvillians, there exist possibilities that the real parts of
some λj decrease with increasing N and vanish in the
limit N →∞. As a consequence, the asymptotic density

matrix becomes ρ̂(t) =
∑L
j=0Kje

iIm(λj)t%̂j(t), where L
is the number of eigenvalues with vanishing real parts.
Additionally, if these λj have also nonvanishing imag-
inary parts, then ρ̂(t) possibly display subharmonic or
chaotic behaviors, depending on the values of Im (λj).
Conversely, if the real parts of λj with j > 0 are all fi-
nite in the limit N → ∞, then subharmonic oscillation
or chaotic behavior are both impossible.

According to the above argument, we perform a scaling
analysis of the Floquet Liouvillian gap, which is defined
as ∆ = λ0−Reλ1. Figure 7 plots ∆ as a function of 1/N .
The dots are the numerical results, while the lines are the
fitted curves. The gap at A = 1.0 is significantly smaller
than the gap at A = 0.1. But in both cases, we clearly
see that the gap does not go to zero as N → ∞. This
indicates that no λj with j > 0 has vanishing real parts,
therefore, the asymptotic behaviors are periodic for both
A = 0.1 and A = 1.0, even in the limit N → ∞. Such

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10

1/N
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

ga
p 

A=0.1
A=1.0

FIG. 7. The Floquet Liouvillian gap as a function of 1/N .
The dots represent the numerical results, while the lines rep-
resent the fitted curves.

a result is consistent with our previous simulation of the
real-time dynamics of magnetizations.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we study the fully-connected Ising model
with a time-periodic external field and subject to a dis-
sipation, by using both the semiclassical approach and
the exact numerical simulation. If the field amplitude is
small, both the semiclassical approach and the numerical
simulation predict a perfect periodic oscillation of mag-
netizations. And the numerical results in the thermody-
namic limit are consistent with the semiclassical one.

As the field amplitude increases, the semiclassical ap-
proach predicts the period-doublings or subharmonic os-
cillations, and a series of period-doublings finally lead to
the chaotic dynamics of magnetizations, which is con-
firmed by the calculations of Lyapunov exponents. On
the contrary, the numerical simulation show that the
magnetizations are always oscillating periodically, what-
ever the field amplitude is. No subharmonic or chaotic
dynamics are observed, even we choose the number of
spins to be as large as a few hundreds in the simulation.
We then analyze the Floquet Liouvillian gap, which con-
serves to a finite value in the thermodynamic limit, for
either small or large field amplitude. We argue that a
finite gap is another evidence of the periodic oscillations
of observables.

For the fully-connected models, the semiclassical ap-
proximation is generally believed to be good for suffi-
ciently large number of spins. But we find that this is
not the case if the time-periodic field and the dissipation
are both present. For a large field amplitude, the predic-
tions from the semiclassical approach and the numerical
method are qualitatively different. Our finding suggests
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FIG. 8. The trajectories of m(t) during t ∈ [16T0, 80T0] with
T0 = 2π/ω0 being the time period, for A = 0.1, 0.73, 0.7345
and 1.0. The initial condition is chosen to be (θ, ϕ) =
(0.5π, 0.1π).

that one should be more careful when using the semiclas-
sical approach in the case of time-periodic Liouvillians.
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Appendix A: Trajectory on the Bloch sphere

Because |m(t)| is a constant of motion in the semi-
classical approach, the vector m = (mx,my,mz) is mov-
ing on a Bloch sphere. Without loss of generality, we
set |m| = 1. For |m| 6= 1, we can always rescale |m|
to unity by changing the units. To better display the
trajectory of m(t) on a sphere, we perform the stere-
ographic projection and map the unit sphere into the
x − y plane. The map is defined by x = 2mx/(1 −mz)
and y = 2my/(1−mz).

Figure 8 displays the trajectories in the x-y plane for
A = 0.1, 0.73, 0.7345 and 1.0. We choose the time interval
to be [16T0, 80T0] with T0 = 2π/ω0 being the period. The
periodic, subharmonic and chaotic behaviors are clearly
distinguishable. As A = 0.1, the trajectory is periodic
with an oval shape. As A = 0.73, the trajectory has two
different loops, which is a signature of period doubling,
as it should be. As A = 0.7345, the trajectory has four
different loops, indicating that the period is four times
of the original one. As A = 1.0, we find the trajectory
is aperiodic, showing features of chaos. From Fig. 8, we
can also see that the three components are all nonzero,
otherwise, the trajectory in the plane should be a circle
or straight line.
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