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We propose a general protocol for engineering dissipative time crystals in quantum open systems through
symmetry-induced fragmentation and ergodicity breaking. Building upon a U(1)-symmetry-induced Liouville-
space fragmentation, we devise a generic Liouvillian possessing a series of non-dissipative eigenmodes with
purely imaginary eigenvalues, which give rise to long-time oscillations breaking both ergodicity and time-
translation symmetry. Illustrating our proposal using a dissipative lattice model, we show that, even when the
U(1) symmetry is broken, a prethermal time-crystal behavior survives, with distinct oscillation frequencies at
different times of the steady-state approaching dynamics. The richly structured prethermal time-crystal dynam-
ics derive from Fermi statistics and the Liouvillian skin effect of our model, under which excitations above the
boundary-localized dark states can be mapped to the irreducible representations of the permutation group. The
branching rules of the permutation group then dictate that the Liouvillian gaps acquired by the non-dissipative
eigenmodes should be higher-order powers of the symmetry-breaking perturbation, leading to the prethermal
time-crystal dynamics.

Introduction.— Time crystals possess peculiar spatiotem-
poral structures that simultaneously break ergodicity and
time-translation symmetry, exhibiting self-organized time-
periodic dynamics [1–4]. Over the past decade, various types
of time crystals have been proposed and experimentally ob-
served, and a common theme is the breaking of ergodicity.
For instance, in discrete time crystals [3–26], where the dis-
crete time-translation symmetry of a periodically driven sys-
tem (or Floquet system) is spontaneously broken, the system
breaks ergodicity either by resorting to the many-body local-
ization [5–12], or, in an approximate fashion, through the
Floquet prethermalization [13–18]. In the latter case, sub-
harmonic oscillations occur within an intermediate prether-
mal time window, before the system finally gives in to the
Floquet heating. In continuous time crystals that arise in
the non-equilibrium dynamics of dissipative systems [27–
38], the ergodicity is broken either through stable limit cy-
cles [27–30] or emergent symmetries in the thermodynamic
limit [31–35]. But ergodicity of a quantum many-body system
can also be broken through other exotic mechanisms, includ-
ing the recently discovered quantum many-body scars [39–
45] and Hilbert-space fragmentation [46–53]. Whether time-
crystalline order can be stabilized under these novel circum-
stances is an important but open question.

In this work, we show that dissipative time crystals can
emerge in quantum open systems through a symmetry-
induced Liouville-space fragmentation. We propose a general
framework where the U(1) symmetry of a designed Liouvil-
lian gives rise to fragmentation, thus breaking ergodicity. As
a result, the Liouvillian develops a series of non-dissipative
eigenmodes with purely imaginary eigenvalues that are re-
sponsible for persistent oscillations at long times, a key sig-
nature of dissipative time crystals. We then focus on a dis-
sipative lattice model of fermions as an illustrating exam-

ple, and further demonstrate that the system is survived by
prethermal time-crystal dynamics under symmetry-breaking
perturbations. In particular, with the onset of perturbations,
the eigenvalue of each non-dissipative eigenmode acquires a
small real part (the Liouvillian gap of the eigenmode), whose
magnitude depends on the imaginary component of the eigen-
value. This gives rise to a rich structure in the prethermal time-
crystal dynamics—the system oscillates with distinct frequen-
cies at different time scales of the steady-state approaching
dynamics, as different eigenmodes take turns to be dominant.
Detailed analysis reveals that both the robustness and structure
of the prethermal time crystal are predicated by the Liouvil-
lian skin effect and Fermi statistics. Under the Liouvillian skin
effect [54–64], the dark states of the quantum jump operators
become boundary localized, forming a real-space Fermi sea.
As a consequence, fermionic excitations above the dark states
can be mapped to the irreducible representations of the per-
mutation group. Using the branching rules of the permutation
group, we show that the non-dissipative eigenmodes become
weakly dissipative, as they acquire eigenvalues that exhibit
higher-order power-law scalings with the symmetry-breaking
perturbation. Hence, it is this algebraic structure that protects
the prethermal time-crystal behavior. Our work illustrates, for
the first time, that symmetry-induced fragmentation can sta-
bilize time-crystal dynamics in quantum open systems. It fur-
ther highlights the pivotal role of non-Hermitian phenomena,
such as the Liouvillian skin effect, in the dynamics of many-
body quantum open systems.

General framework.— We start from a general Lindblad
master equation (setting ℏ = 1)

dρ
dt
= L[ρ] = −i[Ĥ, ρ] +

∑
µ

γµ
(
2K̂µρK̂†µ −

{
K̂†µ K̂µ, ρ

})
, (1)

where ρ is the density matrix of the open system, L is the

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

16
59

2v
1 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 2
8 

Ja
n 

20
25



2

-16 -5 -2 0 2 5 16
fi

-16

-5

-2

0

2

5

16

f j

10−1

100

|Lij|

102 104 106 108

γt

−0.002

−0.001

0.000

0.001

0.002

〈ĉ
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FIG. 1. Symmetry-induced fragmentation and time crystal. (a)
Block-diagonaized Liouvillian matrix. The red boxes indicate the
diagonal symmetry sectors with fi = f j, the inset shows a zoomed-
in view of the matrix elements (tinged according to the color bar)
within a symmetry sector. (b) The Liouvillian spectrum on the com-
plex plane. The inset shows the non-dissipative eigenmodes on the
imaginary axis. (c) The long-time dynamics of ⟨ĉ†3ĉ2 + ĉ†2ĉ3⟩. (d)
Two periods of the oscillatory dynamics starting at t0γ = 105 (up-
per panel) and t0γ = 107 (lower panel), respectively marked by the
blue and green vertical lines in (c). For all figures, we take s = 0,
∆/γ = 0.2, L = 8, and N = 4.

Liouvillian superoperator, Ĥ is the coherent Hamiltonian,
and K̂µ are a set of quantum jump operators. We focus on
the case where L possesses a U(1) symmetry, defined as
[L,UÂ] = 0 for the symmetry superoperator UÂ, where
UÂ[ρ] = eiθÂρe−iθÂ for θ ∈ [0, 2π) and a Hermitian operator
Â. Note that this is a natural extension of the Z2 symmetry
discussed in Ref. [65], where θ takes only discrete values
of {0, π}. It follows that L and UÂ can be simultaneously
diagonalized, which is more transparent by vectorizing
the density matrix ρ and rewriting the Liouvillian as: L =
−i
[
Ĥ ⊗ I − I ⊗ ĤT +

∑
µ γµ(2K̂µ ⊗ K̂∗µ − K̂†µ K̂µ ⊗ I − I ⊗ K̂T

µ K̂∗µ)
]
.

In this enlarged Hilbert space, the Liouvillian L can be cast
into a block-diagonal matrix, where the diagonal blocks
correspond to symmetry sectors with distinct eigenvalues of
UÂ. The Liouville space is thus fragmented under the U(1)
symmetry, and dynamics within a given symmetry sector is
decoupled from others, breaking the ergodicity.

We now modify the coherent Hamiltonian Ĥ′ = Ĥ + ∆Â,
where ∆ is a real parameter, leading to a new Liouvillian
L′, Apparently, L′ has the same U(1) symmetry, satifying
[L′,UÂ] = 0. Nevertheless, the Liouvillian spectrum and
steady-state degeneracy are significantly modified under L′.
Consider a steady state ρa of L that is also an eigenstate of
UÂ. We then have UÂ[ρa] = eiθaρa, where a denotes the
difference between two eigenvalues of Â. Since UÂ[ρa] =
ρa + iθ[A, ρa] + (iθ)2

2! [A, [A, ρa]] + · · · by definition, we have
[Â, ρa] = aρa, which leads to L′[ρa] = −i∆a. Hence, any

ρa with a , 0 is driven out of the steady-state subspace of
L′, acquiring a purely imaginary eigenvalue −i∆a. Typically,
the steady states of L can have support on multiple symmetry
sectors (or consist of eigenmodes with different a). Thus, a
series of eigenmodes would emerge on the imaginary axis of
the Liouvillian spectrum of L′, which reduce the steady-state
degeneracy, suggesting a steady-state phase transition [65].
More importantly, these eigenmodes are non-dissipative and
give rise to persistent oscillations at long times, breaking the
time-translation symmetry.

Here some remarks are in order. If the eigenvalues of Â are
commensurate, one can always rescale Â, leading to integer
eigenvalues. In this case, the long-time oscillations can be
characterized by a single frequency ∆/2π, corresponding to a
time-crystalline order. Otherwise, when the eigenvalues of Â
are non-commensurate, the long-time oscillations consist of
multiple non-commensurate frequencies, corresponding to a
quasi time crystals. Thus, dissipative (quasi) time crystals can
be engineered based on the symmetry-induced fragmentation
of the Liouville space.

Symmetry-induced dissipative time crystal.— To illustrate
the general framework above, we consider, as an example, a
one-dimensional dissipative lattice model of fermions, with
the Liouvillian

L[ρ] = −i[Ĥ, ρ] + γ
(
2K̂ρK̂† −

{
K̂†K̂, ρ

})
, (2)

Ĥ = γK̂†K̂ + ∆B̂. (3)

Here ĉ†j (ĉ j) is the fermion creation (annihilation) operator on

site j, B̂ =
∑L

j=1 jĉ†j ĉ j, L is the total number of lattice sites,

and the jump operator K̂ =
∑L−1

j=1 ĉ†j ĉ j+1 collectively shifts the
atoms leftward (toward larger site index). The model can be
implemented in an atom-cavity hybrid configuration, and ex-
hibits the Liouvillian skin effect [59–64]—the geometry of the
Liouvillian spectrum on the complex plane depends on the
boundary condition, and the steady states are localized toward
the left boundary as opposed to evenly distributed under the
periodic boundary condition [64, 66].

For the remainder of this work, we only consider the open
boundary condition, under which [K̂, K̂†] , 0, and both the
dark states of K̂ and the steady states of L accumulate to the
left boundary. In the light of the Liouvillian skin effect, we
introduce an anti-symmetrized excitation basis in reference to
the maximally localized state where all N fermions occupy
the left-most N sites, forming a Fermi sea in the real space.
Specifically, starting from the maximally localized state (de-
noted as | ⟩), the basis |kNe , . . . , . . . , k2, k1⟩ denotes a sequential
excitation of k1, k2, up to kNe (Ne is the total excitation num-
ber), where the operation ki involves moving the (N + 1 − i)th
fermion (from the left) ki sites toward the right. We then have
k1 ≥ k2 ≥ k3 · · · ≥ kNe due to the Pauli exclusion, and, as a
convention, we omit any vanishing ki in the notation.

When ∆ = 0, the Liouvillian possesses the U(1) sym-
metry with U B̂[ρ] = eiθB̂ρe−iθB̂, and θ ∈ [0, 2π). It is
straightforward to show that the excitation basis states de-
fined above are eigenstates of B̂, with B̂|kNe , . . . , . . . , k2, k1⟩ =



3

B|kNe , . . . , . . . , k2, k1⟩, and the integer eigenvalue B =
∑Ne

i=1 ki+

N(N+1)/2. Denoting the class of basis states with eigenvalue
B as |φB⟩, we have U B̂[ρB1,B2 ] = eiθ fρB1,B2 , where ρB1,B2 =

|φB1⟩⟨φB2 | and f = B1 − B2. Importantly, the Liouvillian L
is block-diagonal in the basis of vectorized {ρB1,B2 }, with each
diagonal block labeled by f [see Fig. 1(a)], and characterized
by the corresponding eigenvalue eiθ f ofU B̂. Since f takes in-
teger values in the range of [−N(L − N),N(L − N)], there are
altogether 2N(L − N) + 1 diagonal blocks. Such a symmetry-
induced fragmentation also leaves its mark in the steady-state
subspace. Specifically, a general steady state of L can be ex-
pressed in the basis of ρB1,B2

s = |DB1⟩⟨DB2 |, where the dark
states |DBi⟩ satisfy K̂|DBi⟩ = 0 and B̂|DBi⟩ = Bi|DBi⟩. Just as ρa

in the general framework, ρB1,B2
s is a simultaneous eigenvector

of L andU B̂, with L[ρB1,B2
s ] = 0 andU B̂[ρB1,B2

s ] = eiθ fρB1,B2
s .

In other words, a steady state is generally a superposition of
eigenmodes ρB1,B2

s from different symmetry sectors (or differ-
ent diagonal blocks of L).

Now with ∆ > 0, following the results in the general frame-
work, we have L[ρB1,B2

s ] = −i∆ fρB1,B2
s . As illustrated in

Fig. 1(b), since f ∈ Z, a series of equidistant eigenmodes
emerge along the imaginary axis, their eigenvalues being mul-
tiples of i∆. For L,N ≫ 1, the number of these non-dissipative
modes is exponentially large in N [64]. These eigenmodes are
responsible for the time-crystalline order, manifesting them-
selves as persistent oscillations with frequency ∆/2π in the
long-time dynamics. This is apparent in Fig. 1(c)(d), where
we plot the evolution of the correlation function ⟨ĉ†3ĉ2 + ĉ†2ĉ3⟩,
for an initial state of an equal-weight superposition of all ex-
citation basis states. Note that, following the general frame-
work, one can also devise dissipative time crystals where the
symmetry generator Â involves many-body interactions [66].

Breaking the symmetry: prethermal time crystal.— An out-
standing feature of time crystals is their robustness against
perturbations. While symmetry is crucial for the time crystal
discussed above, it is natural to question its fate in the pres-
ence of symmetry-breaking perturbations.

For this purpose, we consider adding a symmetry-breaking
term Ĥ1 = s(K̂ + K̂†) to the coherent Hamiltonian, where
s > 0. As a result, the Liouvillian becomes tri-block diag-
onal, as illustrated in Fig. 2(a). While the previously non-
dissipative eigenmodes no longer stay on the imaginary axis,
they do not deviate much on the complex plane even for a con-
siderably large symmetry-breaking term [see Fig. 2(b)]. More
quantitatively, we plot the real and imaginary components of
the eigenvalues of the perturbed eigenmodes as functions of s
in Fig. 2(c) and (d), respectively. From the numerical fit, we
find that the Liouvillian eigenvalue λ f nearby −i∆ f satisfies a
higher-order power-law scaling

λ f + i∆ f ∼ sp, (4)

with the exponent p dependent on f , or the location of the
eigenmode along the imaginary axis. While the small real
components suggest the domination of the long-time dynam-
ics by these eigenmodes, the small deviation from −i∆ f im-
plies negligible frequency shift of the oscillations.
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FIG. 2. Prethermal time crystal. (a) Tri-diagonal Liouvillian ma-
trix under symmetry-breaking perturbations. The red and green
boxes respectively indicate the diagonal ( fi = f j) and sub-diagonal
(| fi− f j| = 1) blocks. (b) The Liouvillian spectrum and its zoomed-in
view (inset) near the imaginary axis. (c)(d) The real and imaginary
eigenvalue components of the weakly-dissipative eigenmodes [in the
inset of (b)], with respect to their corresponding unperturbed values
(−i∆ f ). The dashed lines are numerical fits with the power-law scal-
ing λ f + i∆ f ∼ sp, where p = 2, 4, 6, 8 from top to bottom. For (a)(b),
we take L = 8, N = 4, and s/γ = 0.2; while for (c)(d), L = 10 and
N = 5. For all calculations, we set ∆/γ = 0.2.

To understand the higher-order scaling behavior, we adopt
the Liouvillian perturbation formalism developed in Ref. [64],
and rewrite the Liovillian as L = L0 + sL1, where L1[ρ] =
−i[K̂ + K̂†, ρ]. Denoting ρ0 = ρ

B1,B2
s as the steady state of L0

in the symmetry sector labeled by f = B1 − B2, we further
construct the density matrix in a perturbative fashion

ρ = ρ0 + sn
∑

n

ρn, (5)

where ρn is to be determined. In the following, we first
show that an exact non-dissipative eigenmode of L can be
constructed following Eq. (5) in the thermodynamic limit
L,N → ∞. This would help us to understand the more rel-
evant case of finite L and N.

A key observation here is that each excitation basis state
|kNe , . . . k1⟩ can be mapped to an irreducible representation
of the permutation group. This is because the operations
K̂|kNe , . . . k1⟩ and K̂†|kNe , . . . k1⟩ respectively correspond to the
restriction and induction of the irreducible representation with
the partition [kNe , . . . k1] [66]. Such a structure is illustrated in
Fig. 3(a), where the expansion coefficients (marked in red) of
(K̂†)n| ⟩ over the excitation basis correspond to the dimensions
of the corresponding irreducible representation [66]. The cor-
respondence enables the representation of the excitation basis
using the Young diagrams, and, crucially, the branching rules
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corresponds to the Young’s lattice [66]. (b) Relation of the exponent
p = 2l|DB⟩+2 with B for L = 10 and N = 5, obtained analytically from
the group analysis. (c) Maximum exponent pm for eigenmodes char-
acterized by f , numerically calculated for different N and L = 10.
For (b)(c), we take s/γ = 0.2, and ∆/γ = 0.2.

of the permutation group guarantees the relation [66]

K̂(K̂†)n| ⟩ = n(K̂†)n−1| ⟩, (6)

which, as illustrated in Fig. 3(a), is mapped to the restriction
of the irreducible representations. Furthermore, we observe
from simple examples and numerical calculations that, if we
replace | ⟩ with other dark states |D⟩ of K̂, the mapping above
still holds, and we still have K̂(K̂†)n|D⟩ = n(K̂†)n−1|D⟩ [66].

With these understandings, we have K̂(K̂†)n|DB1,2⟩ =

n(K̂†)n−1|DB1,2⟩ for any n ∈ N+. Then, by set-
ting ρn =

∑n
j=0 α

( j)
n K̂† j|DB1⟩⟨DB2 |K̂n− j, where α( j)

n =

in−2 jsn/((1 − i)γ − i∆)n− j((1 + i)γ + i∆) j(n − j)! j!, we have
the recurrence relation [66]

L0[ρn] + i∆ fρn = −sL1[ρn−1], (7)

which holds for all n ∈ N+ given L,N → ∞. It is then straight-
forward to show that ρ = ρ0 + sn∑∞

n=1 ρn is an exact non-
dissipative eigenmode of L with the eigenvalue −i∆ f , since
the perturbative expansion cancels at every order of s, thanks
to Eq. (7).

|D1⟩,|D2⟩ of the eigenmode |D1⟩⟨D2| | f | N (l|D1⟩
N , l

|D1⟩
L ) pm

|111⟩ − |22⟩ + |3⟩
|11⟩ − |2⟩ 1

3
4
5

(0, 4)
(1, 3)
(2, 2)

2
4
6

|11⟩ − |2⟩
| ⟩

2

2
3
4
5

(0, 6)
(1, 5)
(2, 4)
(3, 3)

2
4
6
8

|111⟩ − |22⟩ + |3⟩
| ⟩

3
3
4
5

(0, 4)
(1, 3)
(2, 2)

2
4
6

|22⟩ − |13⟩ + |4⟩
| ⟩

4

2
3
4
5

(0, 4)
(1, 3)
(2, 2)
(3, 1)

2
4
6
4

|122⟩ − |113⟩ + |23⟩ + 2|14⟩ − 2|5⟩
| ⟩

5
3
4

(0, 2)
(1, 1)

2
4

|44⟩ − |134⟩ + |224⟩ + |1133⟩ − |1223⟩
|111⟩ − |22⟩ + |3⟩ 5 5 (1, 1) 4

|33⟩ − |24⟩ + |15⟩ − |6⟩
| ⟩

6
2
3

(0, 2)
(1, 1)

2
4

|123⟩ − |114⟩ + |24⟩ − |222⟩ − 2|33⟩
| ⟩

6
4
5

(1, 2)
(2, 1)

4
4

TABLE I. Analytic results from the permutation-group analysis, for
L = 10 and | f | ≤ 6.

For finite L or N, however, the mapping ceases to apply
at a sufficiently large n, because of the limited lattice size
or atom number. Hence a cutoff in Eq. (7) and the per-
turbative series (5) becomes necessary. Generally, for any
dark state |D⟩ of K̂, we define l|D⟩N = max{ j

∣∣∣⟨D|ĉ†j ĉ j|D⟩ = 1},
labeling the site index to the left of which the Fermi sea
is intact (without hole excitations). We also define l|D⟩L =

min{ j
∣∣∣⟨D|ĉ†L− jĉL− j|D⟩ > 0}, labeling the site index to the right

of which there are no fermion excitations. We then find
that the relation K̂(K̂†)n|D⟩ = n(K̂†)n−1|D⟩ holds only up to
n ≤ l|D⟩ = min(l|D⟩N , l

|D⟩
L ). It follows that, for the steady state ρ0

of L0, by defining l = min(l|D
B1 ⟩, l|D

B2 ⟩), the truncated pertur-
bative series ρ = ρ0 + sn∑l

n=1 ρn is an approximate eigen-
mode of L, with the approximate eigenvalue λ f + i∆ f =
Tr(L[ρ]ρ) + i∆ f ∼ sp, where p = 2l + 2 [64, 66].

The power-law scaling of the eigenvalues suggest that these
eigenmodes are weakly dissipative, which gives rise to rich
prethermal dynamics. For instance, when L = 2N, the
steady state ρs = |11⟩⟨ | − |2⟩⟨ | of L0 acquires an eigen-
value λ + i2∆ ∼ s2N−2 under the symmetry-breaking pertur-
bation (see Table. I). The thermalization time of the mode is
therefore ∼ s2−2N , which increases exponentially with increas-
ing N, and manifests itself in the dynamics as oscillations
at the frequency ∆/π. Thus, depending on the initial state,
a prethermal time-crystalline behavior emerges, with distinct
oscillatory frequencies at different times of the steady-state
approaching dynamics.

In Fig. 3(b), we show the analytically calculated exponent
p for all dark states in a chain of L = 10 at half filling
N = 5. Generally, p increases with decreasing B, meaning
localized states (with smaller B) tend to be more robust dy-
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for upper, middle and lower panels, consistent with (a). For all fig-
ures, we take L = 10, N = 4, s/γ = 0.2, and ∆/γ = 0.2.

namically, as they feature a smaller Liouvillian gap Reλ f . On
the other hand, for a given f , there can be many weakly dis-
sipative eigenmodes with different exponents p. We thus de-
fine pm as the maximum among them. In Fig. 3(c), we plot
pm as functions of f and N for a lattice with L = 10, which
are obtained by numerically fitting the Liouvillian spectrum.
The numerically calculated pm (and the corresponding eigen-
modes) are consistent with the analytical results, tabulated in
Table. I. Generally, for a fixed N (fixed f ), pm becomes larger
for smaller f (larger N). This means that: i) in a system with
fixed atom number, oscillations with smaller frequencies dom-
inate at later times; ii) with increasing atom number, oscilla-
tions with the same frequency emerge later.

Prethermal dynamics.— We numerically confirm the con-
clusions above by simulating the open-system dynamics for
L = 10 and N = 4 in Fig. 4. We initialize the system
such that the initial density matrix has support on eigenmodes
with f = ±1 (pm = 2), f = ±2 (pm = 6), and f = ±3
(pm = 4). The overlap of the time-dependent density ma-
trix with eigenmodes nearby the eigenvalue −i∆ f is defined
as P| f | =

∑
|B1−B2 |=| f | Tr(ρρB1,B2

s ). With different pm, the eigen-
modes dominate at different times, leading to the stage-wise
oscillatory dynamics in Fig. 4(a)(b). The oscillations within
different time scales feature distinct frequencies dictated by f
[see Fig. 4(c)], consistent with the theoretical predictions in
Table. I.

Discussion.— We show that time crystals can be engineered

based on a U(1)-symmetry-induced fragmentation of the Li-
ouville space. Combined with the Liouvillian skin effect,
such a scheme further opens up the possibility of generat-
ing prethermal time crystals in the symmetry-broken regime,
where an elegant permutation-group representation of the
fermionic excitations plays a key role. Such a connection es-
sentially relies on the limited Hilbert space available to the
excitations of identical fermions above the real-space Fermi
sea. For future studies, it would be interesting to explore what
new perspectives can derive from other forms of symmetries.

We thank Heran Wang and Zhong Wang for helpful discus-
sions. This work is supported by the National Natural Science
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Supplemental Material for “Symmetry-induced fragmentation and dissipative time crystal”

In this Supplemental Material, we provide details on an alternative example of symmetry-induced fragmentation and time
crystal, the implementation scheme of the model in the main text, the Liouvillian skin effect of the model, the mapping between
excitations and irreducible representations of the permutation group, and details on the Liouvillian perturbation approach.

An alternative example of symmetry-induced fragmentation and time crystal

In the main text, we devise a dissipative time crystal based on the U(1) symmetry with a single-particle symmetry generator.
Here we illustrate a more involved case where the symmetry generator features many-body interactions. We consider the
following Liouvillian in a one-dimensional spin-1/2 chain under the periodic boundary condition (setting ℏ = 1)

dρ
dt
= L[ρ] = −i[Ĥ, ρ] +

N∑
j=1

γ
(
2L̂ jρL̂

†

j −
{
L̂†j L̂ j, ρ

})
, (S1)

where the coherent Hamiltonian and jump operators read

Ĥ =
U
4

∑
j

(σz
j + 1)(σz

j+1 + 1), L̂ j =
γ

4
(1 − σz

j−1)σ+j (1 − σz
j+1). (S2)

Here j indicates the site index of the spin, N is the lattice size, and U and γ are the interaction and dissipation rates, respectively.
The Liouvillian (S1) has the following U(1) symmetry

[L,UĤ] = 0, with UĤ[ρ] = eiθĤρe−iθĤ , (S3)

where θ ∈ [0, 2π), and Ĥ also plays the role of the symmetry generator.
The eigenstates of Ĥ are product states of spin-up |↑⟩ and spin-down |↓⟩ states along the chain. For a given product state, its

eigenvalue is determined by counting the number of adjacent spin-up pairs |↑↑⟩. The eigenvalue thus takes integer values in the
range of [0,N]. Following the derivations in the main text, a series of equidistant Liouvillian eigenmodes should emerge on the
imaginary axis with λn = inU (n ∈ Z). This is illustrated in Fig. S1(a) for a chain with N = 6. These non-dissipative eigenmodes
give rise to persistent oscillations in the long-time dynamics. This is shown in Fig. S1(b)(c). For our numerical simulations,
we initialize the system in a pure state, with the density matrix ρ(t = 0) = (|ϕ1⟩⟨ϕ1| + |ϕ1⟩⟨ϕ2| + |ϕ2⟩⟨ϕ1| + |ϕ2⟩⟨ϕ2|)/2, where
|ϕ1⟩ = |↑↑↑↑↑↑⟩, and |ϕ2⟩ = |↓↑↑↑↑↑⟩. Since |ϕ1⟩ and |ϕ2⟩ are eigenstates ofUĤ with eigenvalues e2iθ and e−2iθ, respectively, the
oscillation frequency is U/π, consistent with the numerical results in Fig. S1(b)(c).
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FIG. S1. (a) Liouvillian spectrum for Eq. (S1) with N = 6. (b) The long-time dynamics of ⟨σx
1⟩. (c) A zoomed-in view of (b) over four

periods, with different starting times of t0γ = 105 (blue) and t0γ107 (green), respectively, as marked by the vertical dashed lines in (b). For all
simulations, we take U = γ.
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Implementing the tilted lattice model

The tilted lattice model in the main text can be implemented using an atom-cavity hybrid setup, similar to the one in Ref. [1].
As illustrated in Fig. S2, spinless fermions in a tilted one-dimensional lattice are coupled to a cavity. While the detuning δ
between adjacent sites suppresses direct inter-site hopping, two Raman-processes are introduced to induce laser-assisted hop-
ping. One of the Raman processes is assisted by the cavity field (red dashed arrow). Given a lossy cavity, dynamics of the
fermions adiabatically follows that of the cavity field, and the fermions are effectively subject to a cavity-dependent dynamic
gauge potential. An additional two-photon detuning ∆ is introduced for both Raman processes, which is absent in Ref. [1].

Adiabatically eliminating the cavity field and taking the tight-binding approximation, the atomic density matrix ρ is governed
by the Lindblad master equation (with ℏ = 1)

dρ
dt
= L[ρ] = −i[Ĥ, ρ] + γ

(
2K̂ρK̂† −

{
K̂†K̂, ρ

})
, (S4)

with the coherent Hamiltonian

Ĥ = −
∆c

κ
γK̂†K̂ + s(K̂ + K̂†) + ∆B̂. (S5)

Here γ = κλ2/(∆2
c + κ

2), the quantum jump operator K̂ =
∑L−1

j=1 ĉ†j , ∆c is the cavity detuning, and B̂ =
∑L

j=1 jĉ†j ĉ j. Setting
∆c/κ = −1, we get the Liouvillian Eqs. (3)(4) of the main text.

Liouvillian skin effect of the tilted lattice model

The titled lattice model Eqs. (3)(4) in the main text exhibits the Liouvillian skin effect. This is manifest in the difference of
Liouvillian spectra under different boundary conditions, the boundary localization of the steady states under the open boundary
condition, and atomic density dynamics.

First, in Fig. S3(a), we show the Liouvillian spectra under both the periodic boundary condition (blue) and the open boundary
condition (red). The eigenspectra are drastically different under different boundary conditions, which is a key signature of the
Liouvillian skin effect. In particular, under the periodic boundary condition, there are no non-dissipative eigenmodes on the
imaginary axis, meaning the time crystal behavior only exists under the open boundary condition.

Second, under the open boundary condition, all dark states of K̂ become boundary localized, as are the steady states of the
Liouvillian. In Fig. S3(b), we plot the spatial distribution of the dark states (solid lines), which are all localized toward the left
boundary. Whereas under the open boundary, the distribution is uniform (black dashed line).

The Liouvillian skin effect also manifests as the boundary-approaching dynamics. In Fig. S3(c), we show the time evolution
of ⟨B̂⟩ − (N + 1)N/2, with the system initialized in an equal-weight superposition of all excitation basis [which is the same as
Fig. 1(c)(d) in the main text]. Here ⟨B̂⟩ is an indication of the extent of localization of the time-evolved state: the state is more
localized with smaller ⟨B̂⟩. Evidently, ⟨B̂⟩ rapidly decreases toward the steady-state value in the dynamics, which also indicates
the localized nature of the steady states.

κ

Ω3

δ

∆

∆

Ω2, ωc Ω1, ωp

Ω1

FIG. S2. Schematics for implementing the tilted lattice model in a atom-cavity hybrid setup. HereΩ1,2,3 are the single-photon Rabi frequencies
of the laser and cavity couplings, ωp is the frequency of the pumping laser (marked in green), ωc is the cavity-field frequency (marked in red
dashed), ∆c = ωc − ωp is the cavity detuning, and κ is the cavity decay rate.
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FIG. S3. (a) Liouvillian spectra under the open boundary condition (red) and the periodic boundary condition (blue), respectively. (b) Spatial
distribution of all the dark states under the open boundary condition (solid lines) and the periodic boundary condition (black dashed line). (c)
Evolution of ⟨B̂⟩. For all figures, we take L = 8, N = 4, and ∆/γ = 0.2.

Mapping between excitations with the permutation-group representation

We start from the following relations

K̂|kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩ =

Ne∑
i=1

(1 − δki,ki+1 )|p(i)
Ne
, p(i)

Ne−1, . . . , p
(i)
1 ⟩, (S6)

K̂†|kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩ =

Ne+1∑
i=1

(1 − δki−1,ki )|q
(i)
Ne+1, q

(i)
Ne
, . . . q(i)

1 ⟩. (S7)

Here we set kNe+1 = 0, p(i)
j = k j − δi, j, q(i)

j = k j + δi, j, and formally require δk0,k1 = 0. We also omit vanishing values of p(i)
j and

q(i)
j after the calculation, following the convention of the excitation basis defined in the main text. Note that the Kronecker-delta

functions δi, j are introduced to enforce the Pauli exclusion.
Expanding (K̂†)n| ⟩ onto the excitation state basis, we have (K̂†)n| ⟩ =

∑
k bn,k |ϕ

k
n⟩, where bn,k are the expansion coefficients,

and |ϕk
n⟩ = |kNe , kNe−1 . . . k1⟩ with the additional condition

∑Ne
i=1 ki = n. We further use the notation r ↗ k to denote the condition

⟨ϕr
n−1|K̂|ϕ

k
n⟩ = 1. From Eq. (S7), we find

bn,k =
∑
r↗k

bn−1,r. (S8)

In the following, we show that the state |ϕk
n⟩ can be mapped to an irreducible representation of the permutation group. And,

crucially, the action of K̂ and K̂† in Eqs. (S6) and (S7) respectively correspond to the restriction and induction of the irreducible
representation. With this mapping, we shall prove the relation nbn−1,k =

∑
k↗r bn,r.

First, let us briefly review the permutation group. The permutation group considers the permutation of n individual num-
bers in an array. The so-called cycle notation (a1, a2, . . . , an) describes the permutation of the elements from the positions
a1, a2, a3, . . . , an to new positions an, a1, a2, . . . , an−1. Any permutation can be denoted using multiples of the cycle notation. For
example, a permutation from “123456” to “653124” can be denoted as (3)(25)(146).

Consider an irreducible representation of the permutation group for a set of n numbers. The representation is indexed by
a partition of n. Here different partitions indicate different ways to perform the permutation. For example, with n = 6, the
partition [1, 2, 3] indicates the permutation with the cycle notation (a1)(a2, a3)(a4, a5, a6). In the literature, the Young diagram is
often used to denote the irreducible representation. For an irreducible representation with the partition [ϕk

n] = [kNe , kNe−1 . . . k1]
satisfying k1 ≥ k2 ≥ · · · ≥ kNe and

∑
j k j = n, the Young diagram consists of a total of n layered boxes, with k j boxes in the jth

layer (counting from the bottom layer). See Fig. S4 for an illustration.
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∅n = 0

n = 1

n = 2

n = 3

n = 4

n = 5

13

46

1

1

1

1

11 2

15541

1 23

FIG. S4. Young’s lattice, showing the irreducible representations of the permutation group for different n. The numbers in red indicate the
dimensions of each irreducible representation of the corresponding Young diagram. The arrows indicate the induction of the corresponding
representation.

+

+

+

1(|3〉 − |12〉+ |111〉)

1(|4〉 − |22〉+ |1111〉)

1(|14〉 − |23〉+ |11111〉) 1(|5〉 − |122〉+ |1112〉)

1(|114〉 − |33〉+ |111111〉) 2(|15〉 − |123〉+ |111112〉) 1(|6〉 − |222〉+ |1113〉)

1(|1114〉+ |124〉 − |34〉+ |111111〉) 3(|115〉 − |133〉+ |111112〉) 2(|25〉 − |124〉 − |1123〉+ |11122〉) 3(|16〉 − |223〉+ |11113〉) 1(|7〉+ |1123〉 − |1222〉+ |1114〉)

+

+++

:

:

:

:

:

|D〉

K̂†|D〉

K̂†2|D〉

K̂†3|D〉

K̂†4|D〉

K̂(K̂
† )n |D〉 = n(K̂

† )n
−1 |D〉

+

+ ++

+

+

+++

++ ++

1(|2〉 − |11〉)

1(|3〉 − |111〉)

1(|13〉 − |112〉) 1(|4〉 − |1111〉)

1(|23〉 − |122〉) 2(|14〉 − |1112〉) 1(|5〉 − |11111〉)

1(|33〉 − |222〉) 3(|24〉 − |1122〉) 2(|114〉 − |1113〉) 3(|15〉 − |11112〉) 1(|6〉 − |111111〉)

1(|133〉 − |223〉) 4(|34〉 − |1222〉) 5(|124〉 − |1123〉) 6(|25〉 − |11122〉) 5(|115〉 − |11113〉) 4(|16〉 − |111112〉) 1(|17〉 − |1111111〉)

:

K̂(K̂
† )

n |D〉 = n(K̂
† )

n−1 |D〉

:

:

:

:

:

|D〉

K̂†|D〉

K̂†2|D〉

K̂†3|D〉

K̂†4|D〉

K̂†5|D〉

(a)

(b)

FIG. S5. Excitations generated by K̂† from different dark states. (a) The initial dark state is |2⟩−|11⟩. (b) The initial dark state is |3⟩−|12⟩+|111⟩.
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We now consider the restricted and induced representation of [ϕk
n], which is to remove or add a box in the Young diagram [2, 3]

Res[kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1] =
Ne⊕
i=1

(1 − δki,ki+1 )[p(i)
Ne
, p(i)

Ne−1, . . . , p
(i)
1 ], (S9)

Ind[kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1] =
Ne+1⊕
i=1

[1 − δki−1,ki )|q
(i)
Ne+1, q

(i)
Ne
, . . . q(i)

1 ]. (S10)

These are the so-called branching rules of the permutation group. Here p(i)
j , q(i)

j have the same definitions as those in Eqs. (S6)
and (S7). Importantly, the forms of the restricted and induced representations in Eqs. (S9) and (S10) are very similar to those of
the excitation basis states in Eqs. (S6) and (S7). It is in this sense that we map the states |ϕk

n⟩ to the irreducible representations
of the permutation group. Under such a mapping, the notation r ↗ k indicates that the representation [ϕk

n] is in the induced
representations of [ϕr

n−1] (or, equivalently, [ϕr
n−1] is in the restricted representations of [ϕk

n]).
We then use cn,k to denote the dimension of the irreducible representation [ϕk

n]. From the branching rules of the permutation
group, we have [2, 3]

cn,k =
∑
r↗k

cn−1,r, ncn−1,r =
∑
r↗k

cn,k. (S11)

From the first relation in Eq. (S11), we have bk
n = ck

n, which can be proved by induction from b0,0 = c0,0 = 1. And with the
second relation in Eq. (S11), we immediately have nbn−1,k =

∑
k↗r bn,r.

Finally, as a key expression in the main text ([Eq. (6)] therein), we have

K̂(K̂†)n| ⟩ =
∑

k

bn,kK̂|ϕk
n⟩ = n

∑
r

bn−1,r |ϕ
r
n−1⟩ = n(K̂†)(n−1)| ⟩. (S12)

We plot the permutation-group representations for different n in the form of Young’s lattice in Fig. S4, labeled by the
irreducible-representation dimensions for each Young diagram (which can be calculated through the hook length formula). Com-
pared to Fig. 3(a) of the main text, it is clear that an irreducible representation of the parition [kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1] (in Fig. S4) can
be mapped to the excitation basis state |kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩ [in Fig. 3(a) of the main text]. The expansion coefficients in Fig. 3(a),
defined as bn,k above, are identical with the corresponding irreducible representation dimensions cn,k.

In Fig. S5(a)(b), we show the excitations, generated by K̂†, from the dark states |D⟩ = |2⟩ − |11⟩ and |D⟩ = |3⟩ − |12⟩ +
|111⟩, respectively. In either case, (K̂†)n|D⟩ can be expanded onto the excitation basis that can be mapped to the irreducible
representations of the permutation group. And the expansion coefficients are also identical to the corresponding dimensions of
the irreducible representation. Hence, we surmise that, for any dark state |D⟩ of K̂, the relation K̂(K̂†)n|D⟩ = n(K̂†)(n−1)|D⟩ still
holds. This conjecture is consistent with our numerical results throughout the work [and particularly in Fig. 3(c) of the main
text].

From the analysis above, we observe that the mapping between the excitation basis and the permutation-group representations
essentially relies on the fermion statistics and the limited Hilbert space for the excited states (above dark states). The latter
derives from the Liouvillian skin effect in our model, which leads to boundary localized dark states that can be visualized as the
real-space Fermi sea. We expect similar structures can be implemented in the momentum space (or a more general parameter
space) of identical fermions, so that prethermal time crystals can be devised even in the absence of the skin effect.

Liouvillian perturbation approach

In this section, we outline the Liouvillain perturbation approach that leads to Eq. (7) of the main text. Following Ref. [1], we
set L = L0 + sL1, with

L0[ρ] = −i[∆B̂ + γK̂†K̂, ρ] + γ(2K̂ρK̂† − K̂†K̂ρ − ρK̂†K̂), (S13)

L1[ρ] = −i[K̂ + K̂†, ρ]. (S14)

For a non-dissipative eigenmode ρ0 = |DB1⟩⟨DB2 | with L0[ρ0] = −i∆ fρ0, we set

ρn =

n∑
j=0

α
( j)
n ρ

j
n, with ρ

j
n = K̂† jρ0K̂n− j, (S15)
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with the coefficients

α
( j)
n =

in−2 jsn

((1 − i)γ − i∆)n− j((1 + i)γ + i∆) j(n − j)! j!
. (S16)

We therefore have

L0[ρn] + i∆ fρn = −

n∑
j=0

((iγ + i∆)(2 j − n) + γn)α( j)
n ρ

j
n + 2γ

n−1∑
j=1

j(n − j)α( j)
n ρ

j−1
n−2, (S17)

−sL1[ρn−1] = is
n∑

j=1

α
( j−1)
n−1 ρ

j
n − is

n−1∑
j=0

α
( j)
n−1ρ

j
n + is

n−1∑
j=1

(
jα( j)

n−1 − (n − j)α( j−1)
n−1

)
ρ

j−1
n−2. (S18)

Note that Eqs. (S17) and (S18) hold for n ≥ 2. For n = 1, the two equations still hold if we set the second term on the right of
each to be zero. Plugging Eq. (S16) into Eqs. (S17) and (S18), we have

L0[ρn] + i∆ fρn = −sL1[ρn−1], (S19)

holding for n ∈ N+. Therefore, ρ = ρ0 + sn∑∞
n=1 ρn is a non-dissipative eigenmode of L with L[ρ] = −i∆ f .

However, when the lattice length L or the atom number N is finite, the relation K̂(K̂†)n|DB1,2⟩ = n(K̂†)(n−1)|DB1,2⟩ only holds
up to a certain order n ≤ l. This is because the excitation basis |kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩ must satisfy Ne ≤ N and k1 ≤ L − N for
finite L or N. However, terms with q(i)

Ne+1 = 1 and q(i)
1 = k1 + 1 appear in the expression of K̂†|kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩. To make the

expression of K̂†|kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩ consistent with Eq. (S7), we must have Ne ≤ N − 1 and k1 ≤ L − N − 1. Similarly, to make
the expression of (K̂†)n|kNe , kNe−1, . . . k1⟩ consistent with Eq. (S7), we must have n ≤ N − Ne and n ≤ L − N − k1. Here N − Ne

indicates the number of consecutively occupied sites from the left (the real-space Fermi sea), and L−N−k1 indicates the number
of consecutively unoccupied sites from the right. In this context, since any dark state |D⟩ can be expanded onto the excitation
basis, we define l|D⟩N = max{ j

∣∣∣⟨D|ĉ†j ĉ j|D⟩ = 1}, labeling the site index to the left of which the Fermi sea is intact (without hole

excitations). We also define l|D⟩L = min{ j
∣∣∣⟨D|ĉ†L− jĉL− j|D⟩ > 0}, labeling the site index to the right of which there are no fermion

excitations. We then find that the relation K̂(K̂†)n|D⟩ = n(K̂†)n−1|D⟩ holds only up to n ≤ l|D⟩ = min(l|D⟩N , l
|D⟩
L ). It follows that

the expression L0[ρn] + i∆ fρn = −sL1[ρn−1] also only holds for n ≤ l, where l = min(l|D
B1 ⟩, l|D

B2 ⟩) (note that ρ0 = |DB1⟩⟨DB2 |).
Then, the constructed density matrix ρ = ρ0 +

∑l
n=1 ρn can be regarded as an approximate eigenmode of L, with the approximate

eigenvalue calculated using Tr(ρL[ρ]).
Starting from the expression L[ρ] = −i∆ fρ + sl+1L1[ρl], we have

Tr(ρL[ρ]) + i∆ f =
l∑

n=0

sl+n+1Tr(ρnL1[ρl]). (S20)

Now for each ρ0 = |DB1⟩⟨DB2 | with B1 , B2, we have Tr(ρ j
nρ

k
m) = 0. This is because Tr(ρ j

nρ
k
m) =

Tr(K̂† j|DB1⟩⟨DB2 |K̂(n− j)K̂†k |DB1⟩⟨DB2 |K̂(m−k)). And when n − j ≤ k, we have ⟨DB2 |K̂(n− j)K̂†k |DB1⟩ ∝ ⟨DB2 |K̂k+ j−n|DB1⟩ = 0,
whereas for n − j > k, we have ⟨DB2 |K̂(n− j)K̂†k |DB1⟩ ∝ ⟨DB2 |K̂†(n−k− j)|DB1⟩ = 0. From Tr(ρ j

nρ
k
m) = 0, we then have

Tr(ρnL1[ρl]) = 0 for n ≤ l. Therefore, Tr(ρL[ρ]) + i∆ f is at least of the order p = 2l + 2 in s. The resulting expression
λ f + i∆ f ∼ s2l+2 is consistent with the numerical results in Fig. 3(c) of the main text.
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