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Among the most iconic features of classical dissipative dynamics are persistent limit-cycle oscil-
lations and critical slowing down at the onset of such oscillations, where the system relaxes purely
algebraically in time. On the other hand, quantum systems subject to generic Markovian dissipa-
tion decohere exponentially in time, approaching a unique steady state. Here we show how coherent
limit-cycle oscillations and algebraic decay can emerge in a quantum system governed by a Marko-
vian master equation as one approaches the classical limit, illustrating general mechanisms using
a single-spin model and a two-site lossy Bose-Hubbard model. In particular, we demonstrate that
the fingerprint of a limit cycle is a slow-decaying branch with vanishing decoherence rates in the
Liouville spectrum, while a power-law decay is realized by a spectral collapse at the bifurcation
point. We also show how these are distinct from the case of a classical fixed point, for which the
quantum spectrum is gapped and can be generated from the linearized classical dynamics.

Introduction.—The question of how classical behavior
appears as an appropriate limit of quantum dynamics has
intrigued physicists since the dawn of quantum mechan-
ics [1–9]. For Hamiltonian systems a long line of work
has established a correspondence between classical chaos
and random matrix behavior of quantum Hamiltonians
[10–23]. Non-Hamiltonian (dissipative) classical systems
support far more intriguing nonlinear phenomena, such
as limit cycles, bifurcations, period doubling transitions
to chaos, and strange attractors [24, 25]. However, a de-
tailed understanding in the quantum regime, at the level
available for Hamiltonian systems, is currently missing in
the dissipative case. The present work is a step toward
formulating and addressing these questions.

A Markovian quantum dissipative system is described
by a master equation ρ̇ = Lρ for the density matrix ρ,
where the Liouvillian L is constrained to have the Lind-
blad or GKSL form [26–28]. Lindblad dynamics gener-
ally relax exponentially in time to a unique steady state,
except in the case of special symmetries [29–32]. The
behavior at a classical limit cycle (persistent oscillations)
and at bifurcation points (algebraic decay) appear to con-
tradict this quantum description. Here, we show how
such properties emerge from spectral features of L as the
classical limit is approached. We illustrate our results
primarily through a dissipative nonlinear spin model. To
demonstrate that our findings are generic, we also illus-
trate some of these results using a driven-dissipative two-
site Bose-Hubbard model [33–35].

Highlights of main results.—Fig. 1 shows schematics of
the Liouvillian spectrum when approaching classical lim-
its that feature a limit cycle (top) or its onset at a Hopf
bifurcation (bottom). The spectral signature of a limit
cycle is an approximately parabolic branch of eigenvalues
including the steady state, which collapses onto the imag-
inary axis in the classical limit, forming an equally spaced
linear array. The eigenstates of this branch all have the
same radial structure in classical phase space (concen-

FIG. 1. Schematics illustrating the fate of Liouvillian spectra
(left panels) in approaching the classical limit (right panels).
For a limit cycle (top) the signature is a branch of equally
spaced imaginary eigenvalues, yielding coherent oscillations,
plus gapped parallel branches, describing approach to the
limit cycle. The branches are parabolic in the quantum case,
which causes dephasing at long times. At a Hopf bifurcation
point (bottom) the spectrum collapses onto the imaginary
axis, with macroscopic degeneracies at each harmonic, lead-
ing to algebraic decay. Additional eigenvalues, e.g., associated
with other attractors in phase space, may exist, as indicated
by orange diamonds.

trated around the limit cycle), but each has a different
angular structure, ∼ eilϕ with l ∈ Z. The superposition
of an infinite number of such states can yield a localized
packet in phase space orbiting the limit cycle, recovering
the classical late-time dynamics. Additionally, there are
parallel branches that have weights at increasing radial
distances with proportional decay rates.

At a Hopf bifurcation the classical dynamics feature
critical slowing down, relaxing algebraically in time. In
contrast, in quantum Lindblad dynamics the decay to
the steady state is generically exponential, governed by
the real Liouvillian gap. This conflict is resolved through
an infinite number of eigenvalues with the same angular
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but different radial structures collapsing on the imagi-
nary axis in the classical limit. This allows the radial
approach to have a power-law form.

On the other side of the bifurcation, classical trajec-
tories approach a stable fixed point. The quantum sig-
nature is a wedge-shaped array of Liouvillian eigenvalues
[Figs. 2(c, e)] that follow from the classical Jacobian.

Spin model.—We analyze a spin subject to a Zeeman
field Ĥ = −Ŝz and two competing quantum jump oper-
ators, L̂1 = Ŝ+/

√
S and L̂2 =

√
γ/S3Ŝ−Ŝz. The former

relaxes the spin toward the ground state at the north
pole. The latter excites the spin away from it with a
rate dependent on Sz; this nonlinearity is parametrized
by the rate γ. The normalizations of L̂j with factors of
the spin length S guarantee consistency in the classical
limit S → ∞. In this limit, the Lindblad time evolution
of the spin operators reduces to the following equations
of motion on the unit (Bloch) sphere [36],

dsz
dt

=
(
1− γs2z

)(
1− s2z

)
, and

dϕ

dt
= −1 , (1)

where sz := ⟨Ŝz⟩/S = cos θ and ϕ := arctan
[
⟨Ŝy⟩/⟨Ŝx⟩

]
can be regarded as classical variables. For γ ≤ 1 all
trajectories flow to a unique stable fixed point sz = 1,
whereas for γ > 1 a stable limit cycle at sz = 1/

√
γ

coexists with a stable fixed point at sz = −1, as shown
in Figs. 2(a, b). At long times deviation from the final
state decays exponentially for any γ ̸= 1. The separation
point γ = 1 features a Hopf bifurcation, at which the
decay is algebraic, sz ≈ 1− 1/(4t).

We now analyze the spectrum and dynamics of the
quantum model, explaining how the classical dynamics
are recovered. We will later argue that the major find-
ings are generic (model-independent). In addition to nu-
merical solutions of the Liouvillian at finite S, we obtain
complementary insights using a semiclassical limit of the
Lindblad master equation [37, 38]. The resulting Fokker-
Planck equation for the phase-space distribution yields
the exact spectrum of L in the S → ∞ limit. For finite
S it describes a wavepacket that drifts along a classical
trajectory and diffuses under quantum fluctuations.

Fixed-point regime.—For γ < 1 the stable fixed point
corresponds to the quantum steady state with eigenvalue
Λ = 0 [Figs. 2 (c, e)]. The steady state for finite S has
a distribution of width ∆θ ∼ S−1/2 centered at the clas-
sical fixed point [Fig. 3(a)]. The rest of the spectrum is
separated by a minimum real gap of ∆c that approaches
the classical decay rate 1− γ as S → ∞.
In fact, in the classical limit the low-lying (small-

|ReΛ|) spectrum, which governs the late-time dynamics,
is fully determined by the classical attractor. As shown
in Fig. 2(e), the eigenvalues have the form

∑
j=1,2 njλj ,

where nj are non-negative integers and λj are eigenvalues
of the Jacobian matrix describing the linearized classical
dynamics about the north pole [here λj = −(1− λ)± i].
As we discuss later, this structure arises whenever the
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FIG. 2. (a,b) Classical flow and (c-f) quantum spectra for the
fixed point (left panels, γ = 0.5 < 1) and limit cycle (right
panels, γ = 2 > 1) regimes of the spin model. In (a,b) crosses
are fixed points and curved arrow denotes limit cycle. (c,d)
Liouvillian spectra for S = 300. (e,f) S → ∞ spectrum from
the semiclassical Fokker-Planck equation. In both regimes
the gap ∆p remains nonzero for S → ∞, signifying the clas-
sical approach rate, whereas the gap ∆c (decoherence rate) is
nonzero for the fixed point but vanishes for the limit cycle.
Blue and red dots in (f) correspond to the limit cycle and the
coexisting fixed point at sz = −1, respectively.

classical phase space has a stable fixed point. The cor-
responding eigenstates describe wavepackets at different
distances from the fixed point and are given by La-
guerre polynomials for the spin model [36]. Here the
wedge-shaped spectrum remains prominent for finite S
[Fig. 2(c)].

Emergence of limit cycle.—For γ > 1 the classical limit
features an infinite number of equally spaced imaginary
eigenvalues. The Λ = 0 state is spread uniformly along
the limit cycle with a width ∆θ ∼ S−1/2 [Fig. 3(a)]. The
other eigenstates of this branch are also clustered along
the limit cycle, but with an additional phase winding eilϕ.
(The index l is the imaginary part of the eigenvalue and
is a quantum number for this model [36].)

For any finite S this branch is parabolic: Λl ≈ il −
(l2/S)(γ2 − 4γ + 5)/(2γ − 2) [36], so that there is only
a single state with vanishing decay rate [Fig. 2(d)]. The
curvature can be characterized by the real part ∆c of
the l = 1 member of the branch, which collapses as S−1

[Fig. 3(b)]. We argue later that the parabolic shape is
responsible for diffusive broadening along the limit cycle
as

√
t/S, which is suppressed for S → ∞.
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FIG. 3. (a) Steady-state quasiprobability distribution from
the Fokker-Planck equation with S = 20. It is uniform along
ϕ and peaked at θ = 0 for γ ≤ 1 and at the limit cycle (dashed
line) for γ > 1. Their widths scale as ∆θ ∼ 1/

√
S|1− γ| for

γ ̸= 1 and ∆θ ∼ S−1/4 for γ = 1. (b) The decoherence rate
∆c scales as S0 for γ < 1 (fixed point), S−1/2 for γ = 1
(bifurcation point) and S−1 for γ > 1 (limit cycle).

FIG. 4. Dynamics of quasiprobability distribution in phase
space from the Fokker-Planck equation with S = 50. The
distribution is initially localized at the equator. Besides ap-
proaching the limit cycle as in the classical case, the quantum
dynamics shows spreading along the limit cycle (dephasing).

Besides the main branch, there is a series of parallel
branches with decay rates ≈ n∆p that are also distorted
parabolically for finite S [Figs. 2 (d, f)]. These eigen-
functions (with Hermite polynomial forms [36]) support
wavepackets at increasing distances from the limit cycle,
and thus describe approach to the limit cycle at a rate
∆p, which has the classical value 2(γ−1)/

√
γ for S → ∞

[Fig. 5(c)].
Figure 4 shows the quantum dynamics for S = 50 of

an initially Gaussian quasiprobability distribution. The
center of mass follows closely the classical trajectories as
the wavepacket approaches and orbits the limit cycle and
then slowly diffuses around it, losing phase coherence in
the steady state due to the finite value of S.
Fixed point at south pole.—The classical dynamics (1)

for γ > 1 has a fixed point at sz = −1 (south pole of the
Bloch sphere), in addition to the limit cycle. In the Lind-
blad spectrum, we see this as an eigenvalue approaching
0 exponentially with S [36], so that there are two degen-
erate steady states for S → ∞. [In Fig. 2(d) this state is
too close to distinguish for S = 300 from the true steady
state.] Furthermore, there is a whole set of eigenvalues
governed by this fixed point, which follow the n1λ1+n2λ2
pattern characteristic of fixed points.

Bifurcation point: emergence of algebraic decay.—In
Fig. 5(b) we show the low-lying spectrum at the Hopf
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FIG. 5. (a) Classical flow and (b) Lindblad spectrum for
S = 300 at the Hopf bifurcation point, γ = 1. (c) Scaling of
the gap ∆p, defined in Figs. 2(c, d), showing “critical slowing
down” at γ = 1.

bifurcation point γ = 1. These eigenvalues all collapse
onto Λ = il with decay rates ∼ S−1/2. Infinitely many
eigenvalues become degenerate for S → ∞ at every l,
in contrast to the limit-cycle case where a single branch
reaches the imaginary axis. Thus, for the same harmonic
we get a superposition of an infinite number of eigenstates
with different radial structures. It is this combination
that allows an algebraic decay to the classical attractor.
We explain this later in more details for a generic (model-
independent) setting. The width of the eigenstates scales
as S−1/4, as opposed to S−1/2 for γ ̸= 1 [Fig. 3(a)].

Dissipative Bose-Hubbard system.—To verify the gen-
erality of our results, we have examined systems other
than the spin model. In Fig. 6 we show spectra and scal-
ings for a dissipative Bose-Hubbard dimer. The model is
that introduced in [33–35]; parameters are documented in
[36]. The classical limit has a 4-dimensional phase space,
and there is no quantum number such as l for the spin
model; hence, this system is qualitatively very different.
The model has a parameter µ that controls the approach
to the classical limit by tuning the average number of
bosons. For a choice of parameters leading to a limit cy-
cle in the classical limit, we observe the same signature of
a branch collapsing onto the imaginary axis [Fig. 6(b)].
The branch follows a parabolic shape more closely as µ
increases.

Generality.—We have used specific models to demon-
strate spectral signatures for three types of emergent clas-
sical behaviors (fixed points, limit cycles, Hopf bifurca-
tions). We now provide arguments and proofs that these
signatures are generic and not model-dependent.

In Figs. 2(e-f) eigenvalues corresponding to classical
fixed points are given by Λ = n1λ1+n2λ2, where n1, n2 =
0, 1, 2, . . . and λ1,2 are eigenvalues of the linearized classi-
cal dynamics around the fixed point. This structure origi-
nates from the fact that at long times the dynamics occur
close to the fixed point and so the slow-decaying quan-
tum eigenstates are peaked there, becoming infinitely
localized in the classical limit [as in Fig. 3(a)]. Under
such general conditions one can expand the quantum
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FIG. 6. Bose-Hubbard dimer in limit-cycle regime. (a) Low-
lying part of spectrum. Inset shows the limit cycle projected
onto a plane in the 4-dimensional phase space, where |α̃1,2|2
are rescaled boson numbers in the two sites [36]. (b) In the
classical limit µ → ∞ one branch (blue dots) has vanishing
decay rate, corresponding to the limit cycle, while all other
eigenvalues (red crosses) stay in the left half-plane.

Fokker-Planck equation about the fixed point and keep
the lowest-order terms, which gives a linear drift and a
constant diffusion [36]. This system can be solved using
a ladder-operator construction [39], yielding the eigen-
values Λ =

∑
j njλj where nj = 0, 1, 2, . . . and λj are

eigenvalues of the classical Jacobian. Note that the same
spectral form arises for quadratic Lindbladians [40].

The classical limit cycle is signaled by a branch that is
purely imaginary and equally spaced, where each eigen-
state is localized in the r-direction and has a differ-
ent ϕ harmonic, eilϕ. This spectral structure is nec-
essary to give rise to classical limit cycles. The az-
imuthal part of a quantum wavepacket can be expanded
as g(ϕ, t = 0) =

∑
l cle

−ilϕ, with l ∈ Z. For cycling dy-
namics, g(ϕ, t) = g(ϕ − ωt, 0) =

∑
l cle

−ilϕeilωt. Since a
state with eigenvalue Λ contributes a factor eΛt to the
dynamics, this implies that the eigenvalues are Λl = ilω
and the eigenfunctions have angular form ∼ e−ilϕ. To re-
produce a sharp point on a classical trajectory, all Fourier
modes (each l ∈ Z) must be present.

Close to the classical limit the branch is parabolic.
This leads to g(ϕ, t) =

∑
l cle

−il(ϕ−ωt)e−l2t/τ ∼
eτ(ϕ−ωt)2/4t, where τ → ∞ in the classical limit. Hence,
the wavepacket broadens as ∆ϕ ∼

√
t/τ . Such diffu-

sive spreading, expected from the diffusion term in the
Fokker-Planck equation, is thus coupled to the parabolic
distortion of the branch, which should be generic.

Close to the limit cycle a classical trajectory has van-
ishing radial speed, ṙ → 0, but nonzero angular speed,
rϕ̇→ rlcϕ̇. This decoupling of timescales produces many
quasi-stationary (slow-decaying) orbits at small distances
from the limit cycle, which show up in the spectrum as
additional branches. Note that these branches are absent
for a fixed point where the radial and angular speeds de-
cay proportionally.

Finally, we reported above that the classical bifur-

cation point involves many quantum eigenvalues cor-
responding to the same harmonic, and hence differ-
ent r structures, collapsing onto the imaginary axis.
This enables the characteristic algebraic decay, as ⟨r⟩ =∑

n cn⟨r⟩ne−ξnt/
√
S is now obtained as an infinite sum

over vanishing decay rates (n = 0, 1, 2, . . .). Here, cn de-
fine the initial state in terms of eigenstate overlaps, ⟨r⟩n
are the eigenstate expectation values of the radial coor-
dinate, and −ξn/

√
S are the eigenvalues. (The values

of cn and ⟨r⟩n depend on the normalization of left and
right eigenstates, but their product is uniquely defined.)
In general, power-law scalings of these quantites with n
can give rise to algebraic decay; the specific scalings are
likely system-dependent. In the spin model, ξn ∼ n3/2,
and for a localized initial state, this leads to ⟨r⟩ ∼ t−1/2,
as detailed in the Supplement [36].
For a Hopf bifurcation, generically ṙ/(rϕ̇) ∼ r vanishes

close to the classical attractor. Thus we again have a
dynamical decoupling of radial and angular motion. The
quasi-stationary orbits at small r have the same angular
frequency, which implies that the imaginary parts of the
low-lying eigenvalues are equally spaced.
A generic system might be expected to have several

fixed points and/or limit cycles. Our observation for the
spin system at γ > 1 [Fig. 2(f)] suggests that each such
feature governs a collection of eigenvalues in the corre-
sponding quantum Liouvillian spectrum.
Context & Discussion.—We have initiated the study

of how nonlinear dynamical behavior can emerge generi-
cally in the classical limit of quantum dissipative physics.
Such classical limits are useful for understanding physical
phenomena in different setups [37, 38, 41–58]. We have
elucidated the prototypical cases of fixed points, limit
cycles, and critical slowing down.
Algebraic decay has been seen previously for the ther-

modynamic limit [59–62]. Here, we illustrate the general
mechanism of algebraic decay in the classical limit, pro-
viding full specifics for a spin model [36]. Our findings
regarding the spectral signatures of a limit cycle should
also apply to other open quantum systems that support
limit cycles in the classical limit, e.g. the quantum Van
der Pol oscillator [49, 50, 53, 56] and the open Dicke
model [41, 51]. We have shown how an infinite number
of eigenvalues approaching the imaginary axis provides
mechanisms for both limit-cycle dynamics and algebraic
decay in the classical limit. Liouvillian eigenvalues lo-
cated on or approaching the imaginary axis has also been
studied from other perspectives [31, 52, 55, 63–79].
Our results open up several research directions and

questions: (1) It remains to be explained how other clas-
sical nonlinear phenomena, in particular period doubling
to chaos, emerges from Liouvillian spectra. (2) How do
the spectra of Liouvillian maps (confined to the unit cir-
cle rather than the negative half plane) lead to discrete-
time nonlinear phenomena [80]? (3) Can one connect
classical nonlinear phenomena to statistical aspects of the
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Liouvillian spectra, analogous to the Bohigas-Giannoni-
Schmit conjecture [10] for the Hamiltonian case?

Acknowledgments.— We thank Jonathan Dubois and
Felix Fritzsch for useful discussions. This work was in
part supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
under grant SFB 1143 (project-id 247310070).

[1] P. Ehrenfest, Bemerkung über die angenäherte
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Hernández, L. F. Santos, and J. G. Hirsch, Quantum and
classical Lyapunov exponents in atom-field interaction
systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 024101 (2019).
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S1. OVERVIEW

• We briefly review the Lindblad (GKSL) formalism and the Fokker-Planck formalism that emerges in the classical
limit. (Sec. S2.)

• We describe the classical dynamics of the spin model used in the main text, providing some further details and
some pictorial representations, in Sec. S3.

• We explain a ‘diagonal’ structure in the spin model: each sub- and super-diagonal evolves independently under
Lindblad dynamics. (Sec. S4.) This structure results in the quantum number l introduced and used in the main
text. This quantum number labels the imaginary parts of the eigenvalues.

• We outline how the spectrum is obtained using the semiclassical Fokker-Planck formalism. (Sec. S5.)

• In the main text (in addition to the primary results on Hopf bifurcations and limit cycles) we also have presented
a result on the quantum Liouvillian spectrum corresponding to fixed points: a universal wedge-shaped arrangement
of eigenvalues. This is derived and discussed in Sec. S6.

• The spectral signature of limit cycles (parabolic branches which become fully vertical in the classical limit) can be
derived using non-Hermitian perturbation theory. Sec. S7 provides details for the spin model.

• One of our main results is the mechanism by which algebraic relaxation emerges at a critical (Hopf bifurcation)
point. In the main text we have explained the mechanism qualitatively and generally. In Sec. S8 we describe the
specifics of this mechanism for the particular case of the nonlinear spin model.
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• In Sec. S9, we provide some details of our work with the driven-dissipative Bose-Hubbard dynamics. As this is a
very different system compared to the nonlinear spin model, it serves to highlight the generality of our results.

S2. LINDBLAD (GKSL) DESCRIPTION AND FOKKER-PLANCK FORMALISM

In the widely used Gorini–Kossakowski–Sudarshan–Lindblad (GKSL) formalism [1, 2], the time evolution of the
density matrix is given by

d

dt
ρ = −i[Ĥ, ρ] +

1

2

∑
k

(
[L̂kρ, L̂

†
k] + [L̂k, ρL̂

†
k]
)
, (S1)

where the unitary dynamics of the system is described by the Hamiltonian Ĥ and the dissipative dynamics is described
by a set of jump operators {L̂k}.
In the semiclassical limit [up to O(ℏ2)], this master equation reduces to a Fokker-Planck equation for a quasiprob-

ability distribution ρ(z, t) in phase space [3, 4], namely

∂ρ

∂t
+
∑
i

∂

∂zi
[ui(z)ρ]−

1

2

∑
i,j

∂2

∂zi∂zj
[Di,j(z)ρ] = 0 , (S2)

where zi are the phase-space coordinates, e.g., (x, p) for an oscillator or (Sx, Sy, Sz) for a spin. The objects

ui = {zi, H}+
∑
k

Im Lk{zi, L∗
k}+

1

2

∑
k

Re {{zi, L∗
k}, Lk} (S3)

and

Di,j =
∑
k

Re {zi, Lk}{zj , L∗
k} (S4)

are the drift vector and the diffusion matrix, respectively. Here, H and Lk are functions of z obtained as the classical
limit of the Hamiltonian operator and the Lindblad jump operators, respectively. Also, {F,G} denotes the Poisson
bracket of F and G, which result from the commutators. For canonical coordinates z = (x,p),

{F,G} =
∂F

∂x

∂G

∂p
− ∂F

∂p

∂G

∂x
, (S5)

whereas for a spin z = (Sx, Sy, Sz),

{F,G} = z ·
(
∂F

∂z
× ∂F

∂z

)
. (S6)

The expectation of an observable F (z) is given by ⟨F ⟩ =
∫
dzF (z)ρ(z, t). From Eq. (S2) one finds

d

dt
⟨F ⟩ =

〈∑
i

∂F

∂zi
ui(z, t) +

1

2

∑
i,j

∂2F

∂zi∂zj
Di,j

〉
. (S7)

In particular, the average coordinates are governed by the drift, d⟨z⟩/dt = ⟨uz⟩, which follows a classical trajectory
for a localized wavepacket.

S3. SPIN MODEL: CLASSICAL BEHAVIOR

For a quantum system described by a Hamiltonian H and Lindblad operators {L̂k} the Heisenberg equation of
motion for an operator X̂ can be found from Eq. (S1), which yields

dX̂

dt
= i[Ĥ, X̂] +

1

2

∑
k

(
L̂†
k[X̂, L̂k] + [L̂†

k, X̂]L̂k

)
. (S8)
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For our single-spin system subject to the Hamiltonian Ĥ = −Ŝz and the jump operators L̂1 = Ŝ+/
√
S and

L̂2 =
√
γ/S3Ŝ−Ŝz, the spin operators evolve as follows:

dŜz

dt
= Ŝ−Ŝ+/S −

(
γ/S3

)
Ŝ+Ŝ−Ŝ

2
z , (S9)

dŜ+

dt
= −iŜ+ − ŜzŜ+ +

(
γ/S3

)
Ŝ+

(
Ŝ3
z + 2Ŝ2

z − 1

2
Ŝ−Ŝ+

)
, (S10)

dŜ−

dt
= iŜ− − Ŝ−Ŝz +

(
γ/S3

)(
Ŝ3
z + 2Ŝ2

z − 1

2
Ŝ−Ŝ+

)
Ŝ−. (S11)

With sz := Sz/S and s± := S±/S, these equations give, up to O(1/S),

dsz
dt

=
(
1− γs2z

) (
1− s2z

)
, (S12)

ds±
dt

= ∓is± −
(
1− γs2z

)
szs± . (S13)

This is equivalent to taking the classical limit, where all commutators are neglected. In particular, we have used
Ŝ+Ŝ− ≈ Ŝ−Ŝ+ ≈ S2 − Ŝ2

z for S → ∞.

Steady states
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Ĥ = ̂Sz L̂+ = ̂S+/ S L̂− = (γ/S3)1/2 ̂S− ̂Sz

Unique steady state   — uniform along ρs(θ, ϕ) = f0(θ) ϕ

r ∼ e−t(1−γ) r ∼ t−1/2 r ∼ e−t 2(γ − 1)

γ < 1 γ = 1 γ > 1

f0(θ)

θ

f0(θ)

θ θ

f0(θ)

θlc

C
la

ss
ic

al
 li

m
it

FIG. S1. Classical trajectories exponentially approaching the fixed point for γ < 1, algebraically approaching the north pole
at the Hopf bifurcation point γ = 1, and exponentially approaching the limit cycle for γ > 1.

To understand the relaxation to the three classical attractors at sz = ±1 and 1/
√
γ respectively, we define ϵ± :=

1∓ sz, ϵlc := 1/
√
γ − sz, and obtain

dϵ±
dt

= ±2(γ − 1)ϵ± ∓ (5γ − 1)ϵ2± ± 4γϵ3± ∓ γϵ4± , (S14)

dϵlc
dt

= −2
γ − 1
√
γ
ϵlc + (γ − 5)ϵ2lc + 4

√
γϵ3lc − γϵ4lc . (S15)

The deviations decay exponentially in time except at the Hopf bifurcation point, γ = 1, where the linear term on the
right-hand side vanishes, leading to a purely algebraic decay given by dϵ+/dt ≈ −4ϵ2+ (see Fig. S1).

S4. SPIN MODEL: DIAGONAL DECOUPLING

Using the Hamiltonian and jump operators for the spin model in Eq. (S1) gives the equation of motion for the
density-matrix elements ρm,m′ ,

d

dt
ρm,m′ = i(m−m′)ρm,m′

+
1

S

[
βS,−mβS,−m′ ρm−1,m′−1 −

1

2

(
β2
S,m + β2

S,m′

)
ρm,m′

]
+

γ

S3

[
(m+ 1)(m′ + 1)βS,mβS,m′ ρm+1,m′+1 −

1

2

(
m2β2

S,−m +m′2β2
S,−m′

)
ρm,m′

]
, (S16)

where βS,m :=
√
S(S + 1)−m(m+ 1). Noticeably, different diagonals of the density matrix decouple, yielding 2S+1

independent equations for l = m − m′ = 0, 1, . . . 2S. This is a result of a weak symmetry [5] corresponding to
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rotation about the z axis. The imaginary term in Eq. (S16) can be eliminated by transforming to a rotating frame,
ρ̃m,m′ = ρm,m′e−ilt. The time evolution of the 2S + 1− l elements on the l-th diagonal of the density matrix consists
of a phase modulation at the same angular frequency l and a coupling of the magnitudes among themselves. Their
normal modes can be viewed as a series of circular harmonics of the same angular momentum and different radial
structures, which will become more evident in the construction below.

S5. SPIN MODEL: SPECTRUM FROM FOKKER-PLANCK DESCRIPTION

Using spherical coordinates z = S(sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) in Eq. (S2), we obtain the Fokker-Planck equation

∂ρ

∂t
=
∂ρ

∂ϕ
+

[
1

2S tan2 θ

∂2ρ

∂ϕ2
+ 2 cos θρ+

(
sin θ +

1

2S tan θ

)
∂ρ

∂θ
+

1

2S

∂2ρ

∂θ2

]
+
γ

2

[
cos2 2θ

S sin2 θ

∂2ρ

∂ϕ2
− sin 4θ

sin θ
ρ−

(
2 sin θ cos2 θ +

1− 3 cos 2θ

2S tan θ

)
∂ρ

∂θ
+

cos2 θ

S

∂2ρ

∂θ2

]
. (S17)

This equation has solutions of the form ρ = f(θ)eilϕeλt, where f(θ) satisfies the eigenvalue equation

(λ− il)f = g0(θ)f + g1(θ)
df

dθ
+ g2(θ)

d2f

dθ2
, (S18)

with

g0(θ) = 2 cos θ − l2

2S tan2 θ
− γ

2

(
sin 4θ

sin θ
+
l2

S

cos2 2θ

sin2 θ

)
, (S19)

g1(θ) = sin θ +
1

2S tan θ
− γ

(
sin θ cos2 θ +

1− 3 cos 2θ

4S tan θ

)
, (S20)

g2(θ) =
1 + γ cos2 θ

2S
. (S21)

For finite S there exists a unique steady state with λ = l = 0,

f0(θ) ∝ e−2S[cos θ−(2/
√
γ) tan−1(

√
γ cos θ)] , (S22)

which is peaked at θc = 0 for γ ≤ 1, corresponding to the classical fixed point, and at θc = cos−1(1/
√
γ) for γ > 1,

corresponding to the classical limit cycle. The low-lying spectrum can be found by a 1/S expansion of Eq. (S18) after
a proper rescaling of the coordinates.

S5.1. Fixed point for γ < 1

For γ < 1 the steady state in Eq. (S22) varies as f0(θ) ∼ e−(θ/∆θ)2 , where ∆θ = S−1/2
√
(1 + γ)/(1− γ). To find

the other eigenstates we write θ := r∆θ in Eq. (S18) and expand in powers of 1/S, obtaining

(λ− il)f = (1− γ)

[
1

2

d2f

dr2
+

(
r +

1

2r

)
df

dr
+

(
2− l2

2r2

)
f

]
+O(1/S) , (S23)

which has the solutions λ = il − (1 − γ)(|l| + 2j) + O(1/S) and f(r) ∝ r|l|e−r2L
|l|
j (r2) + O(1/S) for j = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

where Lν
j are the generalized Laguerre polynomials. These eigenvalues form a wedge-shaped pattern, as shown and

discussed in the main text, and derived in a more general setting in Sec. S6.

S5.2. γ > 1: Limit cycle and additional fixed point

Here, the steady state in Eq. (S22) varies as f0(θ) ∼ e−x2

where θ := θc+x∆θ and ∆θ = γ1/4/
√
S(γ − 1). Writing

Eq. (S18) in terms of x we find

(λ− il)f =
γ − 1
√
γ

[
d2f

dx2
+ 2x

df

dx
+ 2f

]
+O(1/

√
S) , (S24)
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which gives λ = il−2[(γ−1)/
√
γ]j+O(1/

√
S) and f(x) ∝ e−x2

Hj(x)+O(1/
√
S) for j = 0, 1, 2, . . . , where Hj are the

Hermite polynomials. The j = 0 branch is purely imaginary in the classical limit limS→∞ λlc = il, forming a Fourier
basis for the persistent oscillation around the limit cycle. Each additional branch (j = 1, 2, 3, . . .) is parallel to the
imaginary axis. Classical trajectories approach the limit cycle at a rate determined by the gap to the j = 1 branch.

In Sec. S7, we will extend these results by determining the perturbative corrections to the eigenvalues for finite S.
This will yield the parabolic distortion of O(1/S) reported in the main text. (Note that the correction is of second
order.) This shape is responsible for diffusion along the limit cycle.

For γ > 1 a second group of eigenstates peak at θ′c = π, which corresponds to the stable fixed point at the south
pole in the classical limit. This fixed point gives rise to a low-lying spectrum similar to that of the fixed point at the
north pole for γ < 1. Here, λ = il − (γ − 1)(|l|+ 2j) +O(1/S). Due to the presence of two classical steady states—a
limit cycle and a fixed point—the eigenstates of the full Fokker-Planck equation [Eq. (S18)] develop a richer structure.

The second steady state of the classical spin (at sz = −1) acquires a finite lifetime in the quantum case, as shown
in Fig. S2. The gap ∆π is exponentially small (the lifetime is exponentially large) in S. This decay rate is reproduced
by the Fokker-Planck equation. However, as e−S is nonperturbative in 1/S, this splitting cannot be captured by
perturbation theory in 1/S.
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FIG. S2. (a) Low-lying Lindblad spectrum for S = 20 and γ = 2, showing a small decay rate, ∆π, of the eigenstate corresponding
to the classical fixed point at the south pole for γ > 1. (b) Exponential suppression of ∆π with S for different values of γ.
Solid lines are from the Lindblad equation and crosses are from the Fokker-Planck equation [Eq. (S18)].

S5.3. Hopf bifurcation at γ = 1

At the bifurcation point, the classical limit has a marginally stable fixed point at θc = 0 and a marginally unstable
fixed point at θ̃c = π. For finite S the steady state in Eq. (S22) is peaked about the former: f0(θ) ∼ e−r4/4 where
θ = S−1/4r. Expressing Eq. (S18) in terms of r yields the leading-order eigenvalue equation

(λ− il)f =
1√
S

[
d2f

dr2
+

(
1

r
+ r3

)
df

dr
−

(
l2

r2
− 4r2

)
f

]
+O(1/S) . (S25)

Note that all decay rates scale as 1/
√
S, i.e., all the eigenvalues collapse onto the imaginary axis for S → ∞. It is

through this spectral collapse that the Lindblad dynamics can reproduce the purely algebraic decay, as detailed in
Sec. S8. The full spectrum includes a second group of eigenvalues obtained by expanding θ about the south pole,
θ = π− S−1/4r, which also fall as 1/

√
S. The solutions to these eigenvalue equations are related to biconfluent Heun

functions [6], but they have to be found numerically.

S6. UNIVERSAL ‘WEDGE’ SPECTRUM FOR A FIXED POINT

Consider a general case where the classical phase space has a stable fixed point at z = zc, and classical trajectories
follow the equation of motion dz/dt = u(z), with u(zc) = 0. The late-time dynamics close to the fixed point will
be described by slow-decaying eigenstates of the quantum Fokker-Planck equation [Eq. (S2)]. Thus, we expect these
eigenstates to be peaked at zc and become more pointlike as one approaches the classical limit, i.e., their characteristic
width scales as ||z − zc|| ∼ 1/µ, where µ → ∞ in the classical limit. (In the spin model

√
S plays the role of µ.)
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Substituting z := zc + r/µ and Di,j(z) := D̃i,j(z)/µ
2 in Eq. (S2) one finds that only the linear part of u(z) and the

constant part of D̃i,j(z) survive up to O(1/µ), yielding

∂ρ

∂t
= Λ̂ρ := −

∑
i

∂

∂ri

[∑
j

Ji,jrjρ
]
+

1

2

∑
i,j

Dc
i,j

∂2ρ

∂ri∂rj
+O(1/µ) , (S26)

where Ji,j = (∂ui/∂zj) |z=zc
and Dc

i,j = D̃i,j(zc). Such a Fokker-Planck operator Λ̂, with linear drift and constant
diffusion, describes an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. As shown in Ref. [7], one can construct ladder operators for Λ̂ to
obtain the eigenvalues Λ =

∑
i niλi with ni = 0, 1, 2 . . . , where λi are the eigenvalues of the classical Jacobian Ji,j .

S7. PARABOLIC DISTORTION OF THE LIMIT-CYCLE BRANCH FOR THE SPIN MODEL

Here we derive the limit-cycle branch up to O(1/S), Eq. (S37), using the semiclassical eigenvalue equation, Eq. (S18).
This will entail calculating up to second-order correction to the spectrum of a non-Hermitian differential equation.
Thus, we first develop perturbation theory for such problems.

Consider a non-Hermitian operator Â with nondegenerate eigenvalues Λi and a complete set of right eigenvectors
|ψi⟩ and left eigenvectors ⟨χi|, i.e., Â|ψi⟩ = Λi|ψi⟩ and ⟨χi|Â = Λi⟨χi|. The left and right eigenvectors can be chosen
bi-orthonormal, i.e., ⟨χi|ψj⟩ = δij . We add a perturbation V̂ and look for the new eigenvalues and eigenvectors as a
power series,

(
Â+ ϵV̂

) ∞∑
n=0

ϵn
∣∣ψ(n)

i

〉
=

∞∑
m=0

ϵmΛ
(m)
i

∞∑
n=0

ϵn
∣∣ψ(n)

i

〉
, (S27)

where
∣∣ψ(0)

i

〉
:= |ψi⟩ and Λ

(0)
i := Λi. Comparing O(ϵ) terms we find (Â − Λi)

∣∣ψ(1)
i

〉
=

[
Λ
(1)
i − V̂

]
|ψi⟩. Taking inner

product with ⟨χi| gives the first-order correction to eigenvalues,

Λ
(1)
i = ⟨χi|V̂ |ψi⟩ , (S28)

whereas taking inner product with ⟨χk ̸=i| gives
〈
χk

∣∣ψ(1)
i

〉
= ⟨χk|V̂ |ψi⟩/(Λi − Λk). Using completeness of the eigen-

vectors it follows that

∣∣ψ(1)
i

〉
=

∑
k ̸=i

|ψk⟩
⟨χk|V̂ |ψi⟩
Λi − Λk

. (S29)

Next, the O(ϵ2) terms in Eq. (S27) yield (Â−Λi)
∣∣ψ(2)

i

〉
=

[
Λ
(1)
i − V̂

]∣∣ψ(1)
i

〉
+Λ

(2)
i |ψi⟩. Taking inner product with ⟨χi|

and using Eq. (S29), we find the second-order eigenvalue correction

Λ
(2)
i =

〈
χi

∣∣V̂ ∣∣ψ(1)
i

〉
=

∑
k ̸=i

⟨χi|V̂ |ψk⟩⟨χk|V̂ |ψi⟩
Λi − Λk

. (S30)

As discussed in Sec. S5, the eigenstates corresponding to the limit cycle are peaked at θc = cos−1(1/
√
γ) and have

a characteristic width ∆θ = γ1/4/
√
S(γ − 1). Writing θ = θc + x∆θ in Eq. (S18) and expanding in powers of 1/S,

we find (λ− il)f = Âf + (1/
√
S)V̂1f + (1/S)V̂2f +O(S−3/2), where

Â =
[
(γ − 1)/

√
γ
](
∂2x + 2x∂x + 2

)
, (S31)

V̂1 = −γ−1/4
{
(γ − 1)x∂2x +

[
γ − 2 + (γ − 4)x2

]
∂x + 2(γ − 5)x

}
, (S32)

V̂2 =
γ − 2

2
x2∂2x +

3(γ2 − 5γ + 3)x+ (13− 10γ)x3

3(γ − 1)
∂x − l2(γ2 − 4γ + 5) + 2(13γ − 17)x2

2(γ − 1)
. (S33)

The eigenvalues and eigenstates of Â are given by Λj = −2
[
(γ − 1)/

√
γ]j, χj(x) = Hj(x)/(2

jj!
√
π), and ψj(x) =

e−x2

Hj(x), j ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . }, where Hj are the Hermite polynomials. The limit-cycle branch corresponds to j = 0.

Since V̂1 turns an even function to an odd function, and vice versa, it does not alter any of the eigenvalues to O(1/
√
S)
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from Eq. (S28). Hence, the lowest-order correction is O(1/S), which comes from first order in V̂2 and second order in
V̂1. In particular, for the limit-cycle branch,

Λ
(1)
0 = ⟨χ0|V̂2|ψ0⟩ =

γ + 2− l2(γ2 − 4γ + 5)

2(γ − 1)
. (S34)

For the correction from V̂1 we use

⟨χk|V̂1|ψ0⟩ = − (γ + 2)γ−1/4

2k−1k!
√
π

∫ ∞

−∞
dx e−x2

x(x2 − 1)Hk(x) = −γ + 2

4γ1/4
(2δk,1 + δk,3) (S35)

in Eq. (S30), obtaining

Λ
(2)
0 = − (γ + 2)γ1/4

4(γ − 1)

[
⟨χ0|V̂1|ψ1⟩+

1

6
⟨χ0|V̂1|ψ3⟩

]
= − γ + 2

2(γ − 1)
. (S36)

Combining Eqs. (S34) and (S34) we find the limit-cycle branch up to O(1/S),

λlc ≈ il +
Λ
(1)
0 + Λ

(2)
0

S
= il − l2

S

γ2 − 4γ + 5

2(γ − 1)
. (S37)

Thus, we find that the limit-cycle branch gains a decay rate parabolically dependent on the angular momentum l.

S8. EMERGENCE OF ALGEBRAIC DECAY IN THE SPIN MODEL

To understand the algebraic decay to the north pole for γ = 1 in terms of the eigenstates, we write the leading-order
eigenvalue equation from Eq. (S25) in terms of x := r2/2, obtaining

−εf(x) = Df(x) := xf ′′(x) +
(
1 + 2x2

)
f ′(x) +

(
4x− l2

4x

)
f(x) , (S38)

where λ := il−2ε/
√
S. One can convert Eq. (S38) to a Hermitian eigenvalue equation by a similarity transformation,

f(x) := e−x2/2F (x), which gives

εF (x) = −xF ′′(x)− F ′(x) +

(
x3 − 2x+

l2

4x

)
F (x) . (S39)

One can check that the right-hand side represents a Hermitian operator Ĥ by using p̂ := −i∂x, which gives Ĥ =
p̂x̂p̂+ x̂3 − 2x̂− l2/(4x̂). For l = 0 we have the steady-state (ε = 0) solution F0(x) ∝ e−x2/2. Other eigenvalues have
to be found numerically, which yields εn ≈ ζn3/2[1 + O(1/n)] with ζ ≈ 2.265 regardless of l, as shown in Fig. S3(a).

The eigenfunctions are highly oscillatory for small x and fall off as e−x2/2 beyond x ≈ ζ1/3
√
n [Figs. S3(b,c)].

However, remarkably, for n ≫ 1 they behave like a delta function located at their trailing edge for all moments, i.e.,∫
dx xpFn(x) ≈ (ζ1/3

√
n)p[1 +O(1/n)], ∀p ≥ 0 [Fig. S3(d)], once we have chosen the normalization

∫
dxFn(x) = 1.

Note that the same normalization does not work for the original eigenstates fn(x) as
∫
dxfn(x) = 0 whenever

εn > 0. This follows from the fact that all decaying eigenstates of the Liouvillian are traceless. Generally, how the
moments (and expectation of other operators) scale with n depends on the choice of normalization.

As the radial eigenfunctions for different l coincide for large n, it suffices to explain the algebraic decay for l = 0.
We consider the initial wavepacket f(x) = e−2(x−x0)

2

with x0 ≫ 1, which moves toward x = 0 while maintaining its
shape under the Fokker-Planck dynamics ∂f/∂τ = Df , where D is defined in Eq. (S38) and τ := 2t/

√
S. As shown in

Fig. S3(f), the center of the wavepacket falls as x∗ ≈ 1/(2τ) before reaching steady state for τ ≳ 1. As x =
√
Sθ2/2,

we recover the classical algebraic decay 1− sz ≈ θ2/2 ≈ 1/(4t) for S → ∞.
The initial wavepacket can be decomposed in terms of the eigenstates, F (x) =

∑
n cnFn(x), where F (x) = ex

2/2f(x)
is peaked at xF = 4x0/3 and has a width ∆xF =

√
2/3. As Fn(x) behaves like a delta function at x = ζ1/3

√
n,

we expect cn to be peaked at n0 = ζ−2/3x2F with a spread ∆n = 2ζ−2/3xF∆xF . As shown in Fig. S3(e), the
coefficients are indeed well approximated by such a gaussian for x0 ≫ 1. The time-evolved coefficients are given by
cn(τ) = cn(0)e

−εnτ ≈ exp
[
− (n−n0)2/∆n2− ζn3/2τ

]
up to an overall prefactor. For τ ≫ √

n0/(∆n)
2 = O(1/x0) this

profile is peaked at n∗ ≈ ζ−2/3/(2τ)2, which predicts that the center of the wavepacket decays as ζ1/3
√
n∗ ≈ 1/(2τ).
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FIG. S3. (a) Rescaled eigenvalues of the leading-order Fokker-Planck equation at γ = 1 [Eq. (S38)]. Gray line shows the power

law ζn3/2 with ζ = 2.265. (b) Low-lying eigenfunctions and (c) Large-n eigenfunction for l = 0 (blue) and l = 1 (red). Vertical

line in (c) shows the location of the trailing edge at x = ζ1/3
√
n. (d) First and second moments of the eigenfunctions following

the asymptote (ζ1/3
√
n)p (gray lines). (e) Expansion coefficients of the localized wavepacket f(x) = e−2(x−x0)

2

. Gray lines
show expected gaussians (see text). (f) The Fokker-Planck equation preserves the width of the wavepacket while its center
decays algebraically (solid curve) until reaching the steady state. Dashed line shows the classical algebraic decay, x = 1/(2τ).

S9. DRIVEN-DISSIPATIVE BOSE-HUBBARD DIMER

The Bose-Hubbard dimer is described by the Hamiltonian [8–10]

Ĥlab = −J(â†1â2 + â†2â1) +
∑
j=1,2

[
ωâ†j âj +

U

2
â†j â

†
j âj âj +

(
Fje

iωdtâ†j + h.c.
)]

(S40)

and Lindblad operators L̂j =
√
2κ âj , where J is the tunneling parameter, ω is the natural level spacing, U is the

on-site interaction strength, and ωd is the drive frequency, Fj are the local drive amplitudes, and κ is the loss rate on
either site. Going to the rotating frame of the drive by transforming âj to âje

iωdt, the Hamiltonian reads

Ĥ = −J(â†1â2 + â†2â1) +
∑
j=1,2

[
−∆â†j âj +

U

2
â†j â

†
j âj âj +

(
Fj â

†
j + h.c.

)]
, (S41)

where ∆ := ω−ωd is the detuning. The Lindblad operators gain a time-dependent phase, which does not affect time
evolution. The Heisenberg equations of motion for the bosonic operators are

dâj
dt

= −κâj + i
(
Jâj̄ +∆âj − Uâ†j âj âj − Fj

)
, (S42)

for j = 1, 2, where 1̄ := 2 and 2̄ := 1. When the occupation number is large, the evolution corresponds to classical
trajectories of αj := ⟨âj⟩ in a four-dimensional phase space where ⟨â†j âj âj⟩ ≈ |αj |2αj . We have

1

κ

dα̃j

dt
= −α̃j + i

(
J̃ α̃j̄ + ∆̃α̃j − |α̃j |2α̃j − F̃j

)
, (S43)

where J̃ := J/κ, ∆̃ := ∆/κ, α̃j := αj

√
U/κ, and F̃j := Fj

√
U/κ3/2. As the boson occupations grow as κ/U , we adopt

a rescaling parameter µ and let U → U/µ and Fj → √
µFj to explore the approach to the classical limit as µ → ∞,

while keeping Eq. (S43) unaltered. In Refs. [8, 9] the classical dynamics were studied in detail for F1 = F2, for which
the system can have two coexisting limit cycles. Here, we consider asymmetric drives that give a single limit cycle in
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certain parameter regimes; see Fig. (S4). Specifically, we have used J̃ = −3.5, ∆̃ = 4.5, κ = 1, F̃1 = 5, and F̃2 = 2.5.
For finite µ, the Lindblad equation is diagonalized with a cutoff nmax of the occupation number of either site, which
is sufficiently large for the results to converge.

FIG. S4. Projection of the classical limit cycle (red loop) and distribution of the quantum steady state for µ = 5 (gray cloud).
The latter is quantified with the ‘radial’ Wigner function P (r1, r2) := r1r2

∫
dϕ1

∫
dϕ2W (α1, α2), where αj := rje

iϕj .

The Fokker-Planck equation [Eq. (S2)] for the phase-space distribution, here the Wigner function W (α1, α2) [3], is

∂W

∂t
= −u ·∇W + 4κW +

κ

2
∇2W , (S44)

where

uxj
= −κxj − Jpj̄ −∆pj + (U/2)

(
x2j + p2j

)
pj , (S45)

upj = −κpj + Jxj̄ +∆xj − (U/2)
(
x2j + p2j

)
xj −

√
2Fj , (S46)

and αi := xi + ipi.
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