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3Dip. di Fisica E. Pancini - Università di Napoli Federico II - I-80126 Napoli, Italy
4Department of Chemistry, Bar-Ilan University, Ramat-Gan 52900, Israel

5Department of Physics and Astronomy and Stewart Blusson Quantum Matter Institute,
University of British Columbia, Vancouver, B.C., Canada, V6T 1Z1
6Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Genova, I-16146 Genova, Italy
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By using worldline Monte Carlo technique, matrix product state and a variational approach à
la Feynman, we investigate the equilibrium properties and relaxation features of the dissipative
quantum Rabi model, where a two level system is coupled to a linear harmonic oscillator embedded
in a viscous fluid. We show that, in the Ohmic regime, a Beretzinski-Kosterlitz-Thouless quantum
phase transition occurs by varying the coupling strength between the two level system and the
oscillator. This is a non perturbative result, occurring even for extremely low dissipation magnitude.
By using state-of-the-art theoretical methods, we unveil the features of the relaxation towards the
thermodynamic equilibrium, pointing out the signatures of quantum phase transition both in the
time and frequency domains. We prove that, for low and moderate values of the dissipation, the
quantum phase transition occurs in the deep strong coupling regime. We propose to realize this
model by coupling a flux qubit and a damped LC oscillator.

In 1936 Rabi introduced a model describing the sim-
plest class of light-matter interaction, i.e. the dipolar
coupling between a two-level quantum system (qubit)
and a classical monochromatic radiation field (unidimen-
sional harmonic oscillator) [1]. In its quantum version
[2–4], i.e. the so-called quantum Rabi model, the radi-
ation is specified by a quantized single-mode field. In
general, the interaction between an atom and the elec-
tromagnetic field inside a cavity allows us to get not only
a deep understanding of the light-matter interaction, but
it also plays a significant role in different quantum tech-
nologies, including lasers and many quantum computing
architectures [5, 6] like ultrafast gates [7], quantum error
correcting codes [8], remote entanglement generation [9],
cold atoms and trapped ions [10]. Recently, the coherent
coupling of a single photon mode and a superconduct-
ing charge qubit has been extensively studied both from
theoretical [11–15] and experimental points of view [16–
20]. Nowadays, the realization of strong, ultrastrong and
deep strong coupling [21, 22] between artificial atoms and
cavities is possible, for instance by inductively coupling
a flux qubit and an LC oscillator via Josephson junctions
[20]. Indeed, an important feature of the flux qubit is its
strong anharmonicity: the two lowest energy levels are
well isolated from the higher levels. In the most interest-
ing regime, the deep strong coupling one, where the cou-
pling strength becomes as large as the atomic and cavity
frequencies, the energy eigenstates of the qubit-resonator
system are highly entangled. On the other hand, one of
the central problems is the full understanding of all the
physical properties of such quantum systems when the in-

teraction with environmental degrees of freedom, induc-
ing decoherence and dissipation, is explicitly taken into
account. Specifically, the questions we want to address in
the present letter are: does the dissipative quantum Rabi
model exhibit a quantum phase transition (QPT) and
what is its signature in linear response measurements?

In the literature the existence of a QPT has been ad-
dressed in the Dicke model [23–26] and the resistively
shunted Josephson junction [27–31]. In the former case,
describing a collection of N two-level atoms interacting
with a single bosonic mode via a dipole interaction, it
has been proved that the system undergoes a transition
from quasi-integrability to quantum chaos, and that this
transition is caused by the precursors of the QPT, occur-
ring when N →∞. In the latter case, where a Josephson
junction and its capacitor, analogous to a massive par-
ticle in a washboard potential, are coupled to a bath of
harmonic oscillators that provides viscous damping, the
existence of a QPT has given rise to a long-standing con-
troversy [27]. Indeed, the absence of QPT, in the parame-
ter regime predicted theoretically, has been reported [27].
In a simpler case, the spin-boson model, where a system
with only two energy levels is coupled to an Ohmic envi-
ronment, QPT existence has been well established [32].
Indeed, by increasing the interaction between the qubit
and the bath, QPT occurs.

Recently it has been shown that the Rabi Hamiltonian
exhibits a QPT despite consisting only of a single-mode
cavity field and a two-level atom [33, 34]. It appears
when the cavity frequency ω0, in units of the qubit gap
∆, tends to zero, i.e. QPT takes place in the classical
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limit for the harmonic oscillator. In particular, it has
been proved that: 1) the number of spins in the Dicke
model and the ratio ∆/ω0 in the Rabi model play an
identical role; 2) the open Rabi model exhibits a mean
field second-order dissipative phase transition [35]. These
predictions have been experimentally observed [36].

In this letter we show that in the fully quantum limit,
i.e. ω0/∆ 6= 0, the dissipative Rabi model exhibits
another and completely different QPT: by increasing
the qubit-resonator interaction a Beretzinski-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) QPT occurs. In particular, we prove
that this is a not perturbative result. Indeed, QPT takes
place for any fixed, but nonvanishing, value of the cou-
pling between the cavity and the bath. Firstly, by using
worldline Monte Carlo (WLMC) method [37–39], based
on the path integrals, and a variational approach à la
Feynman [37–40], we investigate the equilibrium prop-
erties of the dissipative quantum Rabi model. We prove
that, in the Ohmic regime, a BKT QPT occurs by varying
the coupling strength between the two level system and
the oscillator, even for extremely low dissipation magni-
tude. In particular, by indicating with αcav the strength
of the coupling between the cavity and the bosonic bath,
we show that QPT sets in when 4g2αcav ' ω2

0 , i.e., for
low and moderate values of the dissipation, αcav . 0.25,
QPT occurs in the deep strong coupling regime that,
nowadays, can be experimentally reached. Furthermore,
by using matrix product state simulations (MPS) [39, 41–
45], and combining the Mori formalism [39, 46] and a vari-
ational approach à la Feynman, we investigate also the
relaxation processes towards the thermodynamic equilib-
rium. They allow us to identify the signatures of the QPT
both in the time and frequency domains, establishing a
relation between the order parameter and a typical linear
response measurement like the magnetic susceptibility.

The Model. The Hamiltonian is written as:

H = HQ−O +HI , (1)

where: 1) HQ−O = −∆
2 σx + ω0a

†a + gσz(a + a†) de-
scribes the qubit-oscillator system, ∆ being the tunnel-
ing matrix element, a (a†) standing for the annihilation
(creation) operator for the bosonic field with frequency
ω0, and g representing the strength of the coupling; 2)

HI =
∑N
i=1

[
p2
i

2Mi
+ ki

2 (x− xi)2
]

describes the environ-

mental degrees of freedom and their interaction with the
resonator. The bath is represented as a collection of har-
monic oscillators with frequencies ω2

i = ki
Mi

, and coordi-
nates and momenta given by xi and pi respectively; fur-
thermore x denotes the position operator of the resonator

with mass m: x =
√

1
2mω0

(a + a†). Units are such that

~ = kB = 1. We emphasize that, in Eq.(1), σx and σz
are Pauli matrices with eigenvalues 1 and −1. The dissi-
pative environment is modeled as a strictly Ohmic bath
with spectral density: J(ω) =

∑N
i=1

kiωi
2mω0

δ(ω − ωi) =
αcavωθ(ωc − ω). Here the adimensional parameter αcav

measures the strength of the coupling and ωc is a cut-
off frequency. By means of the unitary transformation
that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian of the cavity and its
environment, the model can be mapped [12, 14, 39] to
the Hamiltonian of a single two level system, with gap
∆, interacting, through σz operator, with a structured
bosonic bath. The effective spectral density function,
Jeff (ω) =

∑N+1
i=1 l2i δ(ω − ω̃i), is given by:

Jeff (ω) =
2g2ω2

0αcavωθ(ωc − ω)

(ω2 − ω2
0 − h(ω))2 + (παcavω0ω)2

, (2)

ω̃i being the frequencies of the N + 1 bosonic normal
modes stemming from the diagonalization of the cavity-
environment Hamiltonian, li the couplings with σz, and

h(ω) = αcavω0ω log
[
ωc+ω
ωc−ω

]
. We emphasize that Jeff (ω)

features a Lorentzian peak at the oscillator frequency ω0

with width παcavω0, and, at low frequencies, ω � ω0,
exhibits an Ohmic behavior, Jeff (ω) ' αeff

2 ω, with
αeff = 4g2αcav/ω

2
0 . In the following we set αcav = 0.2,

ω0 = 0.75∆, and ωc = 10∆.
QPT Evidences at the Thermodynamic Equilibrium.

We investigate the equilibrium properties by using two
different approaches. The first one is a variational ap-
proach à la Feynman at finite temperature [37–39]. The
other one is WLMC method, based on the path integrals
[37–39]. Here the elimination of the structured bath de-
grees of freedom leads to an effective Euclidean action
[32, 39, 47, 48]:

S =
1

2

∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′σz(τ)Keff (τ − τ ′)σz(τ ′), (3)

where β = 1/T (T is the system temperature), and
the kernel is expressed in terms of the spectral den-
sity Jeff (ω) and the bath propagator: Keff (τ) =∫∞

0
dωJeff (ω)

cosh[ω( β2−τ)]
sinh( βω2 )

. The problem turns out to

be equivalent to a classical system of spin variables dis-
tributed on a chain with length β, and ferromagnetically
interacting with each other with strength Keff (τ − τ ′)
(τ and τ ′ label the spins on the chain). The func-
tional integral is done with Poissonian measure adopt-
ing a cluster algorithm [47, 49], based on the Swendsen-
Wang approach [39, 50]. In particular, if ω0 is kept con-
stant and β → ∞, Keff has the asymptotic behavior:
Keff (τ) =

αeff
2τ2 . We will prove that it determines the

onset of a BKT QPT.
In Fig. 1 we plot 〈HQ〉, in units of ∆, with HQ =
−∆

2 σx, i.e. the two-level system Hamiltonian, and qubit

squared magnetization, M2 = 1
β

∫ β
0
dτ〈σz(τ)σz(0)〉, as a

function of g/∆, for different temperatures, from T =
10−1∆ to T = 10−3∆. The plots point out the success-
ful agreement between the two proposed approaches. As
expected, by increasing g/∆, 〈HQ〉 increases, indicating
a progressive reduction of the effective tunnelling. Inter-
estingly, we emphasize that 〈HQ〉 is always different from
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zero, even for extremely large values of g/∆, and slightly
depends on the temperature.

0.0 1.0 2.0

g/∆

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

〈H
Q
〉/

∆
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M
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(b)

Var β∆ = 103
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MC β∆ = 10

FIG. 1. (color online) 〈HQ〉/∆ (a), and M2 (b) vs g/∆ at
different temperatures: comparison between WLMC method
and variational approach (MC and Var in the figure).

On the other hand, M2 increases from 0 to about 1,
in a steeper and steeper way by lowering T , signaling an
incipient QPT, that is a BKT QPT. Indeed, in a BKT
transition, the quantity M2 should exhibit a discontinu-
ity at a critical value of g/∆ and T = 0 [51, 52]. In
order to get a precise estimation of the critical value of
the coupling, i.e. gc, and then critical value of αeff ,
i.e. αc, we adapt the approach suggested by Minnhagen
et al. in the framework of the XY model [53–55]. In
the present context, the roles of the chirality and the
lattice size are played by squared magnetization and in-
verse temperature β, respectively. Defining the scaled
order parameter Ψ(αeff , β) = αeffM

2, the BKT the-
ory predicts for large values of β, i.e. asymptotically:
Ψ(αc,β)

Ψc
= 1+ 1

2(ln β−ln β0) , where β0 is the only fitting pa-

rameter and Ψc = Ψ(αc, β → ∞) is the universal jump
that is expected to be equal to one. In this scenario,
the function G(αeff , β) = 1

Ψ(αeff ,β)−1 −2 lnβ should not

show any dependence on β at αeff = αc. In Fig. 2a we
plot the function G(αeff , β), as a function of β, for differ-
ent values of g/∆, and then αeff . The plots clearly show
that there is a value of αeff such that G is independent
on β asymptotically. This determines αc. In the pres-
ence of a purely Ohmic bath, i.e. J(ω) = α

2ωΘ(ωc − ω),
the critical value of α is about 1.05 at ωc = 10∆ [37].
In Fig. 2b we plot gc/∆ vs ω0/∆ compared with that
obtained by taking into account only the low-frequency
contribution of the spectral density function, i.e. by im-
posing αc = 4g2

cαcav/ω
2
0 = 1.05. The successful agree-

ment clearly shows that QPT is driven by the asymp-
totic behavior of the spectral density, i.e. by the long
range interaction of the mapped spin system that decays
as 1/τ2. In order to furtherly corroborate this observa-
tion, we take into account also the direct influence of the
environment on the qubit, i.e. we add another contri-
bution in the spectral density function of Equation (2):
αq
2 ωΘ(ωc − ω). It stems from the interaction between

an Ohmic bath and the qubit through the operator σz.
In Fig. 2c we compare gc/∆ vs αq, computed by means
of MC technique at ω0/∆ = 0.75, with that obtained by

retaining only the low-frequency contribution in the bath
spectral density, i.e. by imposing αq + αeff = 1.05. The
plot, also in this case, points out the robustness of the
previously discussed hypothesis.
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FIG. 2. (color online) a) The function G vs β∆ at g ' gc by
using WLMC technique; gc/∆ vs ω0/∆ (b) and αq (c): com-
parison between WLMC method and an effective theory based
only on the low frequency contribution of the spectral density
(ω0/∆ = 0.75 in (c)); d) the qubit effective gap at two dif-
ferent temperatures: comparison between WLMC technique
and variational approach (MC and Var in the figure).

It is worth noting that the equation determining the
QPT onset, i.e. αc = 4g2

cαcav/ω
2
0 = 1.05, proves that, for

αcav . 0.25, the quantum transition occurs in the deep
strong coupling regime. We also emphasize that, within
the BKT QPT scenario, i.e. ω0 is finite and β → ∞, gc
is proportional to ω0. On the other hand, when ω0 → 0
and β → ∞, with ω0β → 0, the kernel in Eq.(3) is in-
dependent of τ , so that a mean field transition occurs
[33, 34, 39]. It is controlled by the adimensional param-

eter λ = g2

ω0∆ with λc = 1
4 , i.e. gc ∝

√
ω0. In the

supplemental material we also investigate the physical
consequences on the resonator of the BKT QPT occur-
rence. Starting from the resonator Green function, D(τ),
relative to resonator position operator x, we find an ex-

act relation between X2 = 1
β

∫ β
0
dτ〈x(τ)x(0)〉 and M2.

We prove that both these physical quantities exhibit a
discontinuity in the BKT QPT, whereas they increase
linearly with λ− λc in the mean field transition [39, 56].
QPT Evidences from Relaxation Function and Mag-

netic Susceptibility. Let’s suppose that the system at
t = −∞ is at the thermal equilibrium. The response of
the system to a perturbation, adiabatically applied from
t = −∞ and cut off at t = 0, can be calculated within
the Mori formalism and the linear response theory [57].
In particular, in the presence of a small magnetic field h
along z axis, ∀t ≥ 0 the most important physical quantity
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is the qubit relaxation function Σz(t) = 〈σz(t)〉
〈σz(0)〉 (calcu-

lated in the absence of h, being t ≥ 0). Within the Mori
formalism [39, 46], where the inner product between two

operators is defined by (A,B) = 1
β

∫ β
0

〈
esHA†e−sHB

〉
ds,

it is possible to prove that Σz(t) = (σz(0),σz(t))
(σz(0),σz(0)) .

FIG. 3. (color online) Σz(t) at different values of g/∆:
comparison between Feynman-Mori (FM) approach (β∆ =
5000) and MPS method (T = 0). In the inset of panel (d)
MPS simulation at g ' gc, where there is no relaxation.

Furthermore Σz(z), the Laplace-transformed relax-
ation function, is strictly related to the magnetic sus-
ceptibility χ(z) = −i

∫∞
0
eizt〈[σz(t), σz(0)]〉dt, where z

lies in the complex upper half plane, i.e. z = ω + iε,

with ε > 0. Indeed Σz(z) = i (χ(z)−χ(z=0))
M2βz , that is the

analogue of the relation between the optical conductivity
and the current-current correlation function in solids [58].
By using the eigenbasis of the interacting system Hamil-
tonian and the commutation relation [σz, H] = −i∆σy,
it is straightforward to deduce the following two very in-
teresting properties:

M2β = − 2

π

∫ ∞
0

=(χ(ω))

ω
dω, (4)

and

Σz(z) =
i

z
+

(σy, σy)

(σz, σz)
∆2Σy(z). (5)

Equation (4) shows that the behavior of the magnetic
susceptibility at low frequencies is directly related to the
order parameter of QPT. Note that M2β, when β →∞,
tends to a finite constant depending on g for g < gc,
whereas, at g ≥ gc, diverges. On the other hand, equa-
tion (5), which establishes a connection between Σz(z)
and Σy(z), i.e. between the two relaxation functions
along z and y axes, allows to define an effective gap:

∆2
eff =

(σy,σy)
(σz,σz) ∆2. In particular it restores the bare qubit

gap ∆ at g = 0 = αcav. In Fig. 2d we plot the effective
gap, in units of ∆, as function of g/∆ at two different

temperatures. We emphasize that this important physi-
cal quantity provides a precise indication of the onset of
QPT, being related to M2. Indeed (σz, σz) = M2 and

(σy, σy) = 2〈σx〉
β∆ . It is worth noticing that simple, but

not accurate, variational approaches, based on polaronic
unitary transformations [12], provide a discontinuity in
the quantity 〈HQ〉 that is generally associated to the on-
set of QPT. We highlight that this jump is an artifact
of this kind of approximate methods, indeed it is present
neither in WLMC technique nor the variational approach
à la Feynman as previously discussed. It confirms that
∆eff , and then M2, and not 〈HQ〉 represents the right
order parameter of QPT.

FIG. 4. (color online) Σz(ω) at different values of g/∆ within
Feynman-Mori approach (β∆ = 5000).

In a previous paper [38, 58] we have proved that Σy(z)
can be exactly expressed in terms of a weighted sum
contributions associated to the eigenstates of the inter-
acting system, each characterized by its own frequency-
dependent relaxation time:

Σy(z) =
∑
n

Pn
i

z + iMn(z)
, (6)

with
∑
n Pn = 1. We emphasize that so far there is no

approximation. Here, we combine, for the calculation of
Σy(z), the short-time approximation, typical of the mem-
ory function formalism [46], and the approach à la Feyn-
man, by replacing, in Mn(z), the exact eigenstates of H
with that ones of HM , whose parameters are variation-
ally determined. Indeed, since the commutator between
σy and H involves a contribution proportional to the
qubit-boson coupling, the short-time approximation can
be more easily implemented for the calculation of the re-
laxation function Σy(z) [38]. Once Σy(z) is known, Equa-
tion (5) allows us to obtain Σz(t). In Fig. 3 we compare
Σz(t) with that obtained through MPS approach [39],
where a standard matrix product operator representation
of the time evolution operator U(t+dt, t) = exp(−iHdt)
[42] is implemented using the ITensor library [44]. This
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method allows us to simulate the non-equilibrium dy-
namics of long-ranged model Hamiltonians starting from
a generic initial state. In our case the initial state is the
ground state of H in the presence of a small magnetic
field along z axis, as previously discussed.

The plots in Fig. 3 show that, at weak coupling, the
dynamics is characterized by Rabi oscillations, whose am-
plitude and frequency reduce by increasing the strength
of the coupling g/∆. By furtherly increasing g/∆, the re-
laxation becomes exponential: this is the analogue of the
Toulouse point in the spin-boson model. Then the relax-
ation time gets longer and longer, and, at g ≥ gc, the sys-
tem does not relax, i.e. Σz(t) = 1 independently on time
t, signalling the occurrence of QPT. The behavior of the
relaxation function in the frequency domain sheds further
light on the relaxation processes. In the weak coupling
regime, the real part of Σz(ω) exhibits only a peak cen-
tered, essentially, at the bare qubit gap ∆. At g = 0.28∆,
the effective gap turns out to be equal to the resonator
frequency: the spectrum presents avoided crossings, giv-
ing rise to the so called vacuum Rabi splitting [59]. By
increasing g/∆, there is a transfer of spectral weight to-
wards lower frequencies. In particular, when Σz(t) ex-
hibits an exponential behavior, <(Σz(ω)) is character-
ized by a peak centered at zero frequency. The width of
this structure becomes narrower and narrower, and, at
g = gc, <(Σz(ω)) exhibits a delta function centered at
zero frequency: it signals the onset of QPT.

Starting from an inductive coupling between a flux
qubit and an LC oscillator via Josephson junctions as
in [20], for the experimental observation we propose to
introduce a dissipative element in the LC circuit. Fol-
lowing Devoret [60, 61] we replace it with a continuum
of harmonic oscillators as in the Caldeira-Legget model
[62]. By using the values measured in Ref. [20], the re-
sistance turns out to be R ' 0.24

αcav
kΩ, so that αcav ' 0.2

corresponds to R ' 1.2 kΩ. Then, for moderate values of
the dissipation, R is of the order of kΩ and QPT occurs
for values of gc/ω0 ' 1, i.e. gc lies in the deep strong
coupling regime that can be experimentally reached [20].

Conclusions. We proved that the open quantum Rabi
model exhibits a QPT by varying the strength of the
coupling between the qubit and the resonator, even in
the presence of extremely low dissipation magnitude. We
characterized QPT unveiling its signatures both at and
out of thermodynamic equilibrium by using typical linear
response measurements.
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E. Solano, C. J. P. M. Harmans, and J. E. Mooij, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 105, 237001 (2010).

[20] F. Yoshihara, T. Fuse, S. Ashhab, K. Kakuyanagi,
S. Saito, and K. Semba, Nature Physics 13, 44 (2017).

[21] G. Wendin, Reports on Progress in Physics 80, 106001
(2017).

[22] In general, the strong coupling regime is obtained when
g exceeds the rate at which excitations decay into the
environment, g being the strength of the coupling qubit-
resonator. If g is small with respect to the resonator fre-
quency ω0 and the qubit gap ∆, and the frequencies fulfill
the condition |∆−ω0| � |ω0+∆|, the interaction is faith-
fully described with the Jaynes-Cummings model, where
coupling terms that simultaneously excite or de-excite
the system and the field are neglected. When g/∆ and
g/ω0 are about 0.1, the Jaynes-Cummings model fails in
rightly describing the Rabi model: this is the so called
strong coupling regime. Finally if g/∆ and g/ω0 are of
order of 1 or greater than 1, the deep strong coupling
regime is reached.

[23] C. Emary and T. Brandes, Phys. Rev. E 67, 066203
(2003).

[24] T. Jaako, Z.-L. Xiang, J. J. Garcia-Ripoll, and P. Rabl,
Phys. Rev. A 94, 033850 (2016).

[25] M. Bamba and N. Imoto, Phys. Rev. A 96, 053857
(2017).

[26] A. Baksic and C. Ciuti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 173601
(2014).

[27] A. Murani, N. Bourlet, H. le Sueur, F. Portier, C. Altimi-
ras, D. Esteve, H. Grabert, J. Stockburger, J. Ankerhold,
and P. Joyez, Phys. Rev. X 10, 021003 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.49.324
https://doi.org/10.1109/PROC.1963.1664
https://doi.org/10.1109/PROC.1963.1664
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.033846
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.80.033846
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.100401
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.565
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.73.565
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1078446
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.120501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.064503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.093602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.093602
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.281
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.013849
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.013807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.013807
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab3da8
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab3da8
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.267005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.267005
https://doi.org/10.1088/978-0-7503-3447-1
https://doi.org/10.1088/978-0-7503-3447-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02831
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02851
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1730
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1730
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.237001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.105.237001
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3906
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aa7e1a
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aa7e1a
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.67.066203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.67.066203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.033850
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.053857
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.96.053857
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.173601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.173601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.021003


6

[28] F. Guinea, V. Hakim, and A. Muramatsu, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 54, 263 (1985).

[29] P. Werner and M. Troyer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 060201
(2005).

[30] S. L. Lukyanov and P. Werner, Journal of Statistical Me-
chanics: Theory and Experiment 2007, P06002 (2007).

[31] K. Masuki, H. Sudo, M. Oshikawa, and Y. Ashida, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 129, 087001 (2022).

[32] U. Weiss, Quantum Dissipative Systems (World Scien-
tific, 1999).

[33] M.-J. Hwang, R. Puebla, and M. B. Plenio, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115, 180404 (2015).

[34] S. Ashhab, Phys. Rev. A 87, 013826 (2013).
[35] M.-J. Hwang, P. Rabl, and M. B. Plenio, Phys. Rev. A

97, 013825 (2018).
[36] M.-L. Cai, Z.-D. Liu, W.-D. Zhao, Y.-K. Wu, Q.-X. Mei,

Y. Jiang, L. He, X. Zhang, Z.-C. Zhou, and L.-M. Duan,
Nature Communications 12, 1126 (2021).

[37] G. De Filippis, A. de Candia, L. M. Cangemi, M. Sas-
setti, R. Fazio, and V. Cataudella, Phys. Rev. B 101,
180408 (2020).

[38] G. De Filippis, A. de Candia, A. S. Mishchenko, L. M.
Cangemi, A. Nocera, P. A. Mishchenko, M. Sassetti,
R. Fazio, N. Nagaosa, and V. Cataudella, Phys. Rev.
B 104, L060410 (2021).

[39] See Supplemental Material. It contains more details on
the model and the approaches used in the main text,
a discussion on the two phase transitions occurring in
the dissipative Rabi model, and an investigation of the
physical consequences on the resonator in the case of the
BKT QPT occurrence. Supplemental Material includes
references [63–70].

[40] R. P. Feynman, Phys. Rev. 97, 660 (1955).
[41] S. R. White and A. E. Feiguin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93,

076401 (2004).
[42] M. P. Zaletel, R. S. K. Mong, C. Karrasch, J. E. Moore,

and F. Pollmann, Phys. Rev. B 91, 165112 (2015).
[43] S. Paeckel, T. Köhler, A. Swoboda, S. R. Manmana,
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Supplementary Information for: Signatures of Dissipation Driven Quantum Phase
Transition in Rabi Model

THE MODEL.

The Hamiltonian can be written as sum of two contributions:

H = HQ−O +HI , (1)

where: 1) HQ−O = −∆
2 σx + ω0a

†a+ gσz(a+ a†) describes the qubit-oscillator system, ∆ being the tunneling matrix
element, a (a†) standing for the annihilation (creation) operator for the bosonic field with frequency ω0, and g

representing the strength of the coupling; 2) HI =
∑N
i=1

[
p2
i

2Mi
+ ki

2 (x− xi)2
]

describes the environmental degrees

of freedom and their interaction with the resonator. The bath is represented as a collection of harmonic oscillators
with frequencies ω2

i = ki
Mi

, and coordinates and momenta given by xi and pi, respectively; furthermore x denotes the

position operator of the resonator with mass m: x =
√

1
2mω0

(a+ a†). Units are such that ~ = kB = 1. We emphasize

that, in Eq.(1), σx and σz are Pauli matrices with eigenvalues 1 and −1. The dissipative environment is modeled as

a strictly Ohmic bath with spectral density: J(ω) =
∑N
i=1

kiωi
2mω0

δ(ω − ωi) = αcavωΘ(ωc − ω). Here the adimensional
parameter αcav measures the strength of the coupling and ωc is a cutoff frequency that is the largest energy scale,
i.e. ωc � ω0 and ωc � ∆. The first step is represented by the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian describing the
cavity and its environment: ω0a

†a+HI [1]. In particular, the eigenvalues, ω̃i, i = 1, .., N + 1, of the positive definite
quadratic form representing the potential energy of the classical Lagrangian are given by the poles, on the real axis,
of the bosonic field Green function:

G(z) =
2ω0

z2 − ω2
0 −A(z)

, (2)

where A(z) =
∑N
i=1

Mi

m
ω2
i z

2

z2−ω2
i

denotes the self-energy that can be exactly expressed in terms of the bath spectral

density:

A(z) = 2ω0z
2

∫ ∞
0

dω
J(ω)

ω (z2 − ω2)
. (3)

The diagonalization of the Hamiltonian describing the cavity and its environment leads to N + 1 independent
harmonic oscillators with frequencies ω̃i, i.e. an effective bath with Hamiltonian HB =

∑N+1
i=1 ω̃ic

†
i ci. It allows us to

map the original Hamiltonian to an effective model, where a single two level system, with gap ∆, interacts, through σz
operator, with these renormalized bosonic modes with strength λi: H

′
I =

∑N+1
i=1 λiσz(ci+ c†i ). It is straightforward to

show that the effective spectral density function [1], Jeff (ω) =
∑N+1
i=1 λ2

i δ(ω− ω̃i), is strictly related to the imaginary
part of the bosonic Green function G(z):

Jeff (ω) = −g2=(G(ω + iε))

π
, (4)

with ε → 0+. If the dissipative environment is modeled as a strictly Ohmic bath, J(ω) = αcavωΘ(ωc − ω), Eq.(3)
provides:

Jeff (ω) =
2g2ω2

0αcavω

(ω2 − ω2
0 − h(ω))2 + (παcavω0ω)2

Θ(ωc − ω), (5)

where h(ω) = αcavω0ω log
[
ωc+ω
ωc−ω

]
.

Jeff (ω) features a Lorentzian peak at the oscillator frequency ω0 with width παcavω0, and, at low frequencies,
ω � ω0, exhibits an Ohmic behavior, Jeff (ω) ' αeff

2 ω, with αeff = 4g2αcav/ω
2
0 . Furthermore Jeff (ω) practically

vanishes at ω ' ωc, so that the results are independent of the value of ωc, provided that ωc � ω0 and ωc � ∆. In
the following we fix ∆ = 1, ω0 = 0.75 and ωc = 10, as in the main text.
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THE APPROACHES.

The worldline Monte Carlo (WLMC) method.

In the previous section, we proved, through an exact diagonalization, that it is possible to map the original Hamil-
tonian to an effective model, where a single two level system, with gap ∆, interacts, through σz operator, with N + 1
renormalized bosonic modes, describing both the cavity and its environment:

Heff = −∆

2
σx +

N+1∑
i=1

ω̃ic
†
i ci +

N+1∑
i=1

λiσz(ci + c†i ), (6)

i.e. the original Hamiltonian is equivalent to an effective spin-boson Hamiltonian describing a two-level system
interacting with a structured bath, whose effective spectral density is given by Jeff (ω).

WLMC is a path integral technique based on a Monte Carlo algorithm. The first step is the exact elimination of
the bath degrees of freedom, that leads to an effective euclidean action [2, 3]:

S =
1

2

β∫
0

dτ

β∫
0

dτ ′σz(τ)Keff (τ − τ ′)σz(τ ′), (7)

where the kernel is expressed in terms of the spectral density Jeff (ω) and the bath propagator:

Keff (τ) =

∞∫
0

dωJeff (ω)
cosh

[
ω
(
β
2 − τ

)]
sinh

(
βω
2

) . (8)

We emphasize that this step is exact, i.e. it contains not any approximation. Indeed, the exact elimination of
the effective bath degrees of freedom is independent of the specific distribution of the bosonic frequencies and the
particular form of the couplings λi. It is based only on the linearity of the coupling between the spin and its new
effective environment describing both the cavity and original bosonic bath [4].

The problem is then equivalent to a one-dimensional classical system of spin variables distributed on a chain with
length β, and ferromagnetically interacting with each other (τ and τ ′ label the spins on the chain). The next step
is the calculation of the functional integral: it is carried out by weighting, with Poissonian measure, all the possible
piecewise constant functions, i.e. the world-lines σz(τ), with values 1 and −1, periodic of period β = 1/T , where T
is the system temperature. An efficient sampling of the path integral can be performed adopting a cluster algorithm
[2, 5] based on the Swendsen & Wang approach [6].

Starting from a world-line σz(τ), one introduces a number (not necessarily even) of potential flips, extracted from
a Poissonian distribution with average β∆/2. Given the segments individuated by the real and potential flips, one
connects two segments, with extremes u1, u2 and u3, u4, having the same value of the spin with the probability:

p([u1, u2], [u3, u4]) = 1− exp

−2

u2∫
u1

dτ

u4∫
u3

dτ ′Keff (|τ − τ ′|)

 . (9)

Then one flips the connected clusters with probability 1/2, and finally removes the flips that do not separate
segments with a different value of the spin. We emphasize that this approach is exact from a numerical point of view,
and it is equivalent to the sum of all the Feynman diagrams.

The variational approach à la Feynman.

This method is based on the variational principle and it is strictly related to the approach introduced by Feynman
within the Fröhlich model [7]. Here we resume the main steps. In general, in a many-body problem, one uses
the Feynman-Dyson perturbation theory [8, 9] starting from the Hamiltonian without interactions, so the more the
strength of the coupling increases, the more the number of Feynman diagrams to be considered becomes bigger. To
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overcome this difficulty, in the charge polaron problem, Feynman introduced, as starting point for the perturbation
theory, a so smart variational action that the expansion to the first order is already enough to obtain an excellent
description of the physics for arbitrary coupling strength. Here we follow this idea. We adopt the ordered operator
calculus [10], i.e. the operator equivalent of the Feynman path integral. The first step is the calculation of the partition

function [8, 9] Z = Tr
[
e−βH

]
= Z0U(β), where U(β) = 〈Tτe−

∫ β
0
dτ ′H

′,(0)
I (τ ′)〉0. Here Z0 is the free partition function

(related to H0 = HQ + HB), with HQ = −∆
2 σx describing the qubit Hamiltonian, Tτ is the time ordering operator,

H
′,(0)
I represents the Hamiltonian H ′I in the interaction representation, and 〈...〉0 denotes the ensemble average with

respect to H0. By choosing, for the trace, the basis of H0 (it is factorized), it is possible to exactly eliminate the bath
degrees of freedom by using the Bloch-DeDominicis theorem [8, 9]. The partition function becomes:

Z = ZQZB〈Tτeφ〉Q, (10)

where:

φ =
1

2

∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′σ(0)
z (τ)Keff (τ − τ ′)σ(0)

z (τ ′), (11)

Note that, in Eq.(10), the ensemble average is with respect to HQ and that, differently from the path-integral
representation, i.e. Eq.(7), in Eq.(11) spin operators and not their eigenvalues appear. So far no approximation
has been used. In order to go ahead with the calculation, one can expand the exponential and use the standard
perturbation theory in the many body problem. To avoid to evaluate a huge number of diagrams when the coupling
with the bath increases, we follow the Feynman’s idea and introduce a trial Hamiltonian (Htr), where we replace
the effective bath, characterized by a continuous distribution of harmonic oscillators, with a discrete collection of M
bosonic fictitious modes:

Htr = HQ +

M∑
i=1

Ω̃ib
†
i bi + σz

M∑
i=1

λ̃i

(
b†i + bi

)
, (12)

where the parameters Ω̃i and λ̃i have to be variationally determined as specified in the following. Also in this case,
due to the linearity of the coupling term, we can exactly eliminate the bosonic degrees of freedom, getting:

Ztr = ZQZBtr 〈Tτeφtr 〉Q, (13)

where

φtr =
1

2

∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′σ(0)
z (τ)Ktr(τ − τ ′)σ(0)

z (τ ′), (14)

and Ktr(τ) contains the propagator of these trial modes and the coupling strengths: Ktr(τ) =
∑M
i=1 λ̃

2
i

cosh[Ω̃i( β2−τ)]
sinh

(
βΩ̃i

2

) .

Now it is straightforward to prove that the second derivative of the function f(x) = −T log〈Tτeφtr+x(φ−φtr)〉Q is
negative for any value of x in the range [0, 1] [11]. This property gives rise to the following inequality: f(x =
1)− f(x = 0) ≤ f ′(x = 0), i.e. an upper bound for the free energy F = −T logZ:

F − FB ≤ Ftr − FBtr − T
〈Tτeφtr (φ− φtr)〉Q

〈Tτeφtr 〉Q
. (15)

This is exactly the same inequality found by Feynman within the Fröhlich model (Feynman-Jensen inequality)[7, 12]:
it is a generalization of the well known Bogoliubov inequality [12]. We emphasize that, in this variational formulation,
only the free energy of the model Hamiltonian and the first correction enter. The knowledge of the eigenvalues
and eigenvectors of Htr, through numerical diagonalization, allows us to calculate the right side of Eq.(15). Indeed
〈Tτeφtr (φ−φtr)〉Q
〈Tτeφtr 〉Q = 〈φ− φtr〉Htr [11]. The variational procedure provides the values of the parameters Ω̃i and λ̃i.

Finally, starting by the partial derivative of the free energy with respect to ∆, ω0, and g, and replacing, at the end
of the calculation, φ with φtr, it is possible to obtain the average values of σx, a†a (the average number of phonons of
the resonator), and gσz(a+ a†) (the average value of the spin-resonator coupling term) respectively. In the following
and in the main text we prove the effectiveness of this variational approach: M = 3, i.e. three fictitious modes, are
enough to obtain a successfull agreement with the WLMC technique up to β = 10000.
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Mori approach.

This approach allows us to study the relaxation towards the thermodynamic equilibrium. In general, Mori formalism
permits to reformulate, in an exact way, the Heisenberg equation of motion of any dynamical variable in terms of a
generalized Langevin equation [13]. First of all, we introduce a Hilbert space of operators (whose invariant parts are

set to be zero) where the inner product is defined by (A,B) = 1
β

∫ β
0

〈
esHA†e−sHB

〉
ds. Any dynamical variable O

obeys the equation:

dO

dt
= −

∫ t

0

MO(t− t′)O(t′)dt′ + f(t), (16)

where the quantity f(t) represents the random force, that is, at any time, orthogonal to O and is related to the
memory function MO by the fluctuation-dissipation formula. The solution of this equation can be expressed as
O(t) = ΣO(t)O + Õ(t), i.e. ΣO(t) = (O(t), O)/(O,O) describes the time evolution of the projection of O(t) on the
axis parallel to O and represents the relaxation of the O operator, whereas Õ(t) is always orthogonal to O. The
Laplace-transformed relaxation function, ΣO(z) =

∫∞
0
eiztΣO(t)dt, where z lies in the complex upper half plane, i.e.

z = ω+ iε, with ε > 0, can be exactly expressed either as ΣO(z) = i
z+iMO(z) , i.e. à la Mori, or in terms of a weighted

sum of contributions associated to the exact eigenstates of the interacting system, each characterized by its own
frequency-dependent relaxation time [14]:

ΣO(z) =
∑
n

Pn,O
i

z + iMn,O(z)
. (17)

Here:

Pn,O =
e−βEn

Zp

Π̃n,O

C
, (18)

where C =
∑
n Π̃n,O

e−βEn

Zp
, Zp is the partition function, En are the exact eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian, ωn,m =

En−Em
2 , and:

Π̃n,O = −
∑
m

Em 6=En

tanh(βωn,m)

ωn,m
|〈n|O |m〉|2 − β

∑
m

Em=En

|〈n|O |m〉|2 . (19)

In particular, the weights Pn,O are such that
∑
n Pn,O = 1. Furthermore, the memory functions associated to the

eigenstates of the Hamiltonian are given by:

Mn,O(z) = i
rn,O(z)

rn,O(z)
z − Π̃n,O

, (20)

where

rn,O(z) =
∑
m

Em 6=En

tanh(βωn,m)

2ωn,m

∣∣∣〈n| Õ |m〉∣∣∣2( 1

z + En − Em
+

1

z − En + Em

)
, (21)

with Õ = [O,H]
i .

On the other hand it is straightforward to prove that the following commutation relation holds:

[σz, H]

i
= −∆σy, (22)

Then, by using the definitions of the two relaxation functions Σz(t) and Σy(t), i.e. O = σz and O = σy, with Σz(t) =
(Sz(t), Sz)/(Sz, Sz) and Σy(t) = (Sy(t), Sy)/(Sy, Sy), the definition of the inner product between two observables, and

Eq.(22), it is possible to prove that d2Σz(t)
dt2 = − (Sy,Sy)

(Sz,Sz) ∆2Σy(t). It implies the following relation between the Laplace-

transformed relaxation functions:

Σz(z) =
i

z
+

(Sy, Sy)

(Sz, Sz)
∆2Σy(z). (23)
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In particular Eq.(23) allows us to define the effective gap: ∆2
eff =

(Sy,Sy)
(Sz,Sz) ∆2.

We emphasize that so far there is no approximation. Here, we combine, for the calculation of Σy(z), the short-time
approximation, typical of the memory function formalism [13], and the approach à la Feynman, by replacing the exact
eigenstates of H with that ones of Htr, whose parameters are variationally determined. Indeed, we start from the
consideration that commutator between σy and H involves a contribution proportional to the spin-boson coupling:

[σy, H]

i
= T + 2σx

N+1∑
i=1

λi(ci + c†i ), (24)

T being an operator involving only the spin variables, i.e. it does not depend on the operators describing the effective
bath. Then the short-time approximation can be more easily implemented for the calculation of the relaxation function
Σy(z). The function Σz(z) can be obtained through Eq.(23).

The first step is to consider O = σy and to rewrite Mn,y = M
(M)
n,y +

(
Mn,y −M (M)

n,y

)
, where M

(M)
n,y is the memory

function corresponding to the model Hamiltonian. Next, we use the short-time approximation for calculating the

quantity (Mn,y − M
(M)
n,y ), i.e., in Eq.(20), the function

rn,y
z is neglected with respect to Π̃n,y. Finally, just as in

the variational approach à la Feynman, we calculate perturbatively the effect of the spin-boson coupling, i.e. we
treat at the lowest order the correction with respect to the model Hamiltonian. This approach provides Mn,y(z) =
i
z∆2vn(z)− i

Π̃n,y
(fn(z)− gn(z)), with:

vn(z)=

∑
mEm 6=En tanh(βωn,m)ωn,m |〈n|σy |m〉|2 1

z2−(Em−En)2∑
mEm 6=En tanh(βωn,m)ωn,m |〈n|σz |m〉|2 1

z2−(Em−En)2

, (25)

fn(z)=

∑
m

|〈n|σx |m〉|2
∫ ∞

0

dωJeff (ω)(
tanh(β2 [Em − En − ω])

Em − En − ω
Nω

[
1

z + En − Em + ω
+

1

z − En + Em − ω

]
+

tanh(β2 [Em − En + ω])

Em − En + ω
(Nω + 1)

[
1

z + En − Em − ω
+

1

z − En + Em + ω

]
),

and

gn(z)=

∑
m

|〈n|σx |m〉|2
M∑
i=1

λ̃2
i (

tanh(β2

[
Em − En − Ω̃i

]
)

Em − En − Ω̃i
NΩ̃i

[
1

z + En − Em + Ω̃i
+

1

z − En + Em − Ω̃i

]
+

tanh(β2

[
Em − En + Ω̃i

]
)

Em − En + Ω̃i
(NΩ̃i

+ 1)

[
1

z + En − Em − Ω̃i
+

1

z − En + Em + Ω̃i

]
).

Here Nω = 1
eβω−1

represents the average number of phonons of the mode with frequency ω. In the main text we
proved that this approach is able to recover the numerically exact data got through MPS simulations.

Now we want to focus our attention on two exact expressions regarding the relation between the effective gap and
squared magnetization and the relation between the relaxation function and the magnetic susceptibility. First of all,
by using the definition of the inner product between two operators, Eq.(22), and the commutation relation between
σy and σz, i.e. [σy, σz] = 2iσx, it is straightforward to prove that:

(σy, σy) =
2〈σx〉
β∆

,

and then

∆2
eff =

(Sy, Sy)

(Sz, Sz)
∆2 = ∆

2〈σx〉
βM2

.

Indeed (σz, σz) = M2 = 1
β

∫ β
0
dτ〈σz(τ)σz(0)〉. On the other hand the quantity βM2, when β → ∞, represents the

correlation length of the 1D mapped model describing spins ferromagnetically interacting with each other, so that it
tends to a finite constant depending on g for g < gc, whereas, at g ≥ gc, diverges. Here gc represents the critical value
of the coupling with the resonator: at gc a Beretzinski-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) quantum phase transition occurs,
as we have discussed in the main text. Then, at zero temperature, the effective gap ∆eff shrinks as function of g and
vanishes at g = gc.
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The other important relation involves the Laplace-transformed relaxation function Σz(z) and the magnetic suscep-
tibility χ(z), that represents a typical linear response measurement. Here

χ(z) = −i
∫ ∞

0

eizt〈[Sz(t), Sz(0)]〉dt. (26)

Indeed by using the eigenbasis of the interacting system Hamiltonian, it is straightforward to show that:

Σz(z) = i
(χ(z)− χ(z = 0))

M2βz
. (27)

Eq.(27) is the analogue of the relation between the optical conductivity and the current-current correlation function
in solids [14].

Finally, by taking into account that χ(z) =
∑
mEm 6=En

|〈n|σx|m〉|2
z+En−Em

(e−βEn−e−βEm )
Zp

it is straightforward to prove that:

M2β = − 2

π

∫ ∞
0

=(χ(ω))

ω
dω. (28)

This equation establishes the relation between the magnetic susceptibility and the order parameter of the BKT
quantum phase transition.

Matrix Product State simulations: qubit relaxation.

In the main text we have used time-dependent Matrix Product State (MPS) simulations to study the qubit
relaxation solving the mapped Hamiltonian: H = HQ + HB + H ′I . In particular, we adopted the star geometry to
describe the long-range interactions in H ′I between the qubit and the bath modes.

Because of the long-range character of these interactions, we used the method developed in Ref. [15] for the solution
of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation. It has been implemented using the ITensor library [16], to which we
refer to as W I . It consists in a first order approximation of the unitary time-evolution operator in terms of a Matrix
Product Operator (MPO). This method has an error per site which diverges with the system size L, while giving a
time-step error of O(dt2).

In the star-geometry considered in this work we placed the qubit of frequency ∆ on the first site and on the
remaining sites the collection of N + 1 = 600 bosonic modes of the bath with frequencies ω̃i, each with Hilbert space
of dimension Nph. The couplings between the qubit and each bosonic mode λi are defined such that we can describe
the bath in terms of the effective spectral density Jeff (ω).

As described in the main text, to simulate the relaxation dynamics of the system from the thermal equilibrium
state at T = 0, we chose as initial state of the time evolution the ground state of the Hamiltonian H′ = H+ εσz,where
ε = 10−3∆ is a small magnetic field applied along z axis. This ground state was computed by employing the DMRG
algorithm, whose results were compared with those obtained through the Feynman approach and Worldline Monte
Carlo numerical simulations. We converged our simulations of the relaxation of the qubit magnetization in the
number of the Fock states of the bath modes, finding the best compromise between the smallest bond dimension and
longest simulation times. We studied the behaviour of the qubit relaxation for different values of the qubit-oscillator
coupling g in the range [0.1∆, 0.9∆], fixing αcav = 0.2 and ωc = 10∆. Our truncation error was kept below δ = 10−13,
requiring a maximum bond dimension of Dmax = 50 and a time step dt = 5×10−4/∆ as shown in Fig. 1. At the same
time, this optimal maximum bond dimension allowed us to reach a final time for our simulations as big as tfinal = 50/∆.
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FIG. 1. Qubit relaxation as a function of time for the qubit with frequency ∆ taken unitary, so that the cavity frequency is
ω0 = 0.75, the coupling between them is g = 0.1 and that between cavity and bath is αcav = 0.2. In panel (a) the time step
is dt = 10−4/∆ and the cutoff is δ = 10−13, while the number of phonons on each mode of the bath varies from Nph = 3 to
Nph = 5; in panel (b) the time step is dt = 10−4/∆ and the number of phonons on each mode of the bath is Nph = 4, while the
cutoff δ varies from 10−13 to 10−11; in panel (c) the cutoff is δ = 10−13 and the number of phonons on each mode of the bath
is Nph = 4, while the time step varies from dt = 10−3/∆ to dt = 10−4/∆.

Matrix Product State simulations: cavity relaxation.

In the following we will investigate the physical features of the relaxation function involving the resonator position
operator. In this case we are forced to solve the original Hamiltonian, Eq.(1). We adopt again the star geometry
to describe the long-range interactions between the cavity and the bath modes. As depicted in Fig. 2, we place the
qubit on the first site, on the second one the resonator, whose Hilbert space has dimension No, and on the remaining
sites the collection of N bosonic modes of the bath, each described by Hilbert space of dimension Nph. The resonator
and the bath experiment long-range interactions with couplings gi = kiωi/(2mω0), with i = 1, ..., N . We study the

cavity relaxation starting the time evolution from the ground state of the Hamiltonian H′′ = H + γ (a+a†)√
2mω0

, where

γ is proportional to a small electric field acting on the resonator and γ√
2mω0

' 10−3∆. Again, this ground state is

computed by employing the DMRG algorithm.

In this case, the convergence of the numerical simulations becomes more complex. Hence, we decided to adopt the
time-dependent variational principle (TDVP) [17–19], where the time-dependent Schrödinger equation is projected
to the tangent space of the MPS manifold of fixed bond dimension at the current time. In this work we employ
the two-site TDVP (2TDVP in Ref. [19]) using the second order integrator by sweeping left-right-left with half
time step dt/2. This method shows a smaller time-step error O(dt3), and its accuracy is controlled only by the
MPS bond dimension and the threshold to terminate the Krylov series. Here we stop the Krylov vectors recurrence
when the total contribution of two consecutive vectors to the matrix exponential is less than 10−12. We emphasize
that the TDVP method gives the correct solution by using a time step two or three orders of magnitude larger
than that needed by W I . Moreover, as expected, W I shows a much smaller accuracy than the TDVP method.
These are the reasons why we adopt TDVP method for our simulations. An important observation about our
numerical simulations is in order: we do not use more sophisticated approaches like local basis optimization
[20–25]. We instead converge our simulations in the number of Fock states in the cavity (No = 60) and bath
modes (N = 500), finding the best compromise between the smallest bond dimension and longest simulation
times. Our truncation error is kept below 10−13 requiring a maximum bond dimension of Dmax = 50. At the same
time, this optimal maximum bond dimension allows us to reach a final time for our simulations as big as tfinal ' 50/∆.

We finally note that, in the star geometry, one could also adopt the TEBD method with swap gates. It was
recently shown, however, in Ref. [26], that it usually requires larger bond dimensions compared to 2TDVP, despite
giving smaller accumulated errors for long time evolutions.
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... ...

FIG. 2. MPS chain of sites representing the Hamiltonian. The first site is occupied by the qubit, the second one by the
resonator with Hilbert space of dimension No and the sites from the third to the (N + 2)th form the Ohmic bath of bosonic
modes, each with Hilbert space of dimension Nph. Qubit and resonator are coupled via g, while the resonator and the N bath
modes are coupled by long range interactions with strength gi.

BKT VS MEAN FIELD PHASE TRANSITION.

Here we address the physical features of the two phase transitions occurring in the dissipative quantum Rabi model.
The first step is the exact elimination of the bosonic degrees of freedom: Eq.(7) shows that the original problem turns to
be equivalent to one-dimensional classical system of spins distributed on a chain with length β, and ferromagnetically
interacting with each other. In particular, if ω0 is kept constant and the length tends to infinity, i.e. β → ∞, it is
straightforward to prove that the kernel has the following asymptotic behavior: Keff (τ) =

αeff
2τ2 . It determines, by

varying g, the occurrence of BKT quantum phase transition at a critical value gc of the coupling strength. In the main

text we demonstrated that the order parameter, the squared magnetization (σz, σz) = M2 = 1
β

∫ β
0
dτ〈σz(τ)σz(0)〉,

exhibits a jump at gc. The question we address here is the following: what are the physical consequences on the
resonator of the BKT quantum phase transition occurrence?

To this aim we introduce the Matsubara Green function of the resonator:

D(τ) = −〈Tτx(τ)x(0)〉 = − 1

2mω0
〈TτA(τ)A(0)〉, (29)

where A = a + a†, A(τ) = eHτAe−Hτ and 0 < τ < β. On the other hand, by using that Green functions can be
obtained through differentiation of the generating functional based on the partition function, it is straightforward to
show that:

〈TτA(τ1)A(τ2)〉 =
∂2

∂s∂t

〈Tτeφ̃〉Q
〈Tτeφ〉Q

|s=t=0, (30)

where φ is given by Eq.(11) and

φ̃ =
1

2

∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′(gσ(0)
z (τ) + sδ(τ − τ1) + tδ(τ − τ2))

Keff (τ − τ ′)
g2

(gσ(0)
z (τ ′) + sδ(τ ′ − τ1) + tδ(τ ′ − τ2)). (31)

Eq.(30) provides:

D(τ1 − τ2) = D(0)(τ1 − τ2) +

∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′D(0)(τ1 − τ)g2(2mω0)χ(τ − τ ′)D(0)(τ ′ − τ2), (32)

where χ(τ) is the Matsubara magnetic susceptibility and D(0)(τ1 − τ2) is the boson Green function at g = 0, i.e. in
the absence of spin-resonator coupling:

D(0)(τ) = − 1

2mω0

∞∫
0

dω
Jeff (ω)

g2

cosh
[
ω
(
β
2 − τ

)]
sinh

(
βω
2

) . (33)
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By considering the Fourier coefficients of both sides of Eq.(32) one obtains:

D(iωn) = D(0)(iωn) + 2mω0g
2D(0)(iωn)χ(iωn)D(0)(iωn), (34)

iωn being Matsubara frequencies. In particular, at iωn = 0, Eq.(34) becomes:

X2 = C + 2mω0g
2β2C2M2, (35)

where X2 = (x, x) = 1
2mω0

1
β

∫ β
0
dτ〈A(τ)A(0)〉 and C = 1

β
1

2mω0

∞∫
0

dω
Jeff (ω)
g2

2
ω . It is evident that the quantity X2 for

the resonator is the equivalent of M2 for the two-level system. When BKT quantum phase transition sets in, M2

and then X2 exhibit a discontinuity. In other terms, for g ≥ gc and T = 0, both 〈σz〉 and 〈x〉 are not zero due to the
spontaneous symmetry breaking.

As in the main text, where we studied the relaxation of the σz operator after applying a small magnetic field along
z axis, here we investigate the relaxation of the resonator position operator. Let’s suppose that the system at t = −∞
is at the thermal equilibrium. The response of the system to a perturbation, adiabatically applied from t = −∞ and
cut off at t = 0, can be calculated within the Mori formalism and the linear response theory. In particular, here we
adibatically apply a small electric field E acting on the resonator. The most important physical quantity ∀t ≥ 0 is

the relaxation function Σr(t) = (x(t),x(0))
(x(0),x(0)) = 〈x(t)〉

〈x(0)〉 (calculated in the absence of E, being t ≥ 0). In Fig. 3 we plot

Σr(t): it is obtained through MPS simulations as previously described.
The plots in Fig. 3 show that, already at g = 0, the Rabi oscillations of the resonator are damped due to the

interaction with the environment. The amplitude and frequency of these oscillations furtherly reduce by increasing
the strength of the coupling g/∆. Then the relaxation becomes exponential with the relaxation time getting longer
and longer, and, at g ≥ gc, the system does not relax, i.e. Σr(t) = 1 independently on time t, signalling the occurrence
of quantum phase transition.
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1.1

g = 0.9∆

FIG. 3. Σr(t) at different values of g/∆: MPS method (T = 0, ω0 = 0.75 and ωc = 10). In the inset of panel (d) MPS
simulations at g ' gc, where there is no relaxation.

Now we focus our attention on the other phase transition, i.e. the superradiant phase transition, occurring both in
the Rabi [27, 28] and dissipative Rabi model [29]. We begin our discussion with the closed Rabi model:

HQ−O = −∆

2
σx + ω0a

†a+ gσz(a+ a†). (36)

The resonator is represented by a harmonic oscillator with frequency ω0, mass m and stiffness k = mω2
0 .
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The exact elimination of the resonator degrees of freedom leads to an effective euclidean action:

S̃ =
1

2

β∫
0

dτ

β∫
0

dτ ′ σz(τ)K̃(τ − τ ′)σz(τ ′), (37)

where the kernel is expressed in terms of the resonator propagator:

K̃(τ) = g2
cosh

[
ω0

(
β
2 − τ

)]
sinh

(
βω0

2

) . (38)

Also in this case, the problem is equivalent to a one-dimensional classical system of spin variables distributed on
a chain with length β, and ferromagnetically interacting with each other, with an exponentially decaying coupling.
However, when ω0 → 0 and β → ∞ with βω0 → 0, the spins experience a long-range interaction, whose strength

is independent of the distance: K̃(τ) → 2g2

βω0
. It is then clear that, under the assumptions ω0 → 0 and β → ∞, a

ferromagnetic mean field phase transition occurs.
The same conclusion can be reached by using a variational approach that becomes exact in the adiabatic limit, i.e.

ω0 → 0, m → ∞ keeping constant the stiffness k = mω2
0 . Indeed, in this limit, the resonator cannot follow the spin

oscillations and the wave function of the system can be factorized into a product of normalized variational functions
|ϕ〉 and |f〉, depending on the spin and bosonic coordinates respectively:

|ψ〉 = |ϕ〉 |f〉 . (39)

The expectation value of the Hamiltonian on the state |ϕ〉 provides an effective Hamiltonian for the resonator whose
ground state is a coherent state:

|f〉 = e

(
gs
ω0
a−h.c.

)
|0〉 . (40)

Here |0〉 is the bosonic vacuum state and s = 〈ϕ |σz|ϕ〉. At this stage, the bosonic state |f〉 can be used to obtain an
effective Hamiltonian, Heff , for the spin. The average value of H on the state |f〉 provides:

Heff = −∆

2
σx +

s2g2

ω0
− 2

sg2

ω0
σz,

i.e. the adiabatic approximation leads to an effective problem describing a two level system with gap ∆, along x
axis, in the presence of a self-consistent magnetic field along z direction. It is straightforward to show that, defining

the dimensionless parameter λ = g2

ω0∆ , a self-trapping transition occurs at λ = 1
4 . Furthermore 〈σz〉 = 0 for λ < 1

4 ,

whereas 〈σz〉 6= 0 for λ ≥ 1
4 , with 〈σz〉 ∝

√
λ− 1

4 , as expected in a mean field transition. Then M2 = 〈σz〉2 (being

T = 0), differently from BKT quantum phase transition, does not exibit any discontinuity at λc = 1
4 . Analogously

the quantity X2 = 2∆λ
k M2 increases linearly with (λ − 1

4 ) near the transition point. Finally the calculation of the
average number of phonons provides:

〈a†a〉 =
∆λ

ω0
M2. (41)

It vanishes for λ < 1
4 and diverges at the critical point.

Now we want to address the following question: what happens in the presence of the environment? To this aim
we come back to Eq.(7) where, being interested in the limit ω0 → 0, we perform the substitution: y = ω

ω0
. The

interaction between two classical spins, located at τ and τ ′, is given by:

Keff (τ − τ ′) = ω0

∞∫
0

dyJeff (yω0)
cosh

[
yω0

(
β
2 − (|τ − τ ′|)

)]
sinh

(
βyω0

2

) . (42)

When ω0 → 0 and β →∞ with ω0β → 0, Eq.(42) provides:

Keff (τ − τ ′)→ 2g2

βω0
, (43)
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since

2ω3
0αcav

∫ ∞
0

1

(ω2 − ω2
0)2 + (παcavω0ω)2

dω = 1.

On the other hand Eq.(43) is independent of αcav, i.e. Keff (τ − τ ′) = K̃(τ − τ ′), under the assumptions: ω0 → 0
and β → ∞ with ω0β → 0. In other terms, the occurrence of the mean field transition in the adiabatic limit is not
influenced by the presence of the environment. This is another difference with BKT quantum phase transition, that
is induced by the coupling between the resonator and the bosonic bath.

We end the supplemental material by discussing the behaviour of some quantities of physical interest involving the
spin and/or the resonator.

In Fig. 4a and Fig. 4b, by using both the variational approach à la Feynman and WLMC method, we plot, as
function of g and at different temperatures, the average value of the interaction between the spin and the resonator
HI,Q−R = gσz(a + a†) and mean number of phonons of the resonator, i.e. 〈HI,Q−R〉 and 〈a†a〉 (measured with
respect to the value in the absence of spin-resonator coupling). As expected, by increasing the spin-resonator coupling
strength g, the absolute value of 〈HI,Q−R〉 increases as well as 〈a†a〉. In particular, we emphasize that 〈a†a〉 is finite
at gc, whereas in the mean field transition, occurring in the fully adiabatic limit, 〈a†a〉 diverges.
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FIG. 4. 〈HI,Q−R〉(a) and 〈a†a〉(b)(measured with respect to the value in the absence of spin-resonator coupling) as function
of g for different temperatures in the variational approach (Var) and WLMC method (MC) (ω0 = 0.75 and ωc = 10).

In Fig. 5a and Fig. 5b, by using both the variational approach à la Feynman and WLMC method, we plot, as
function of g and at different temperatures, the purity and the entropy of the two level system, i.e. P = Tr(ρ2) and
S = −Tr(ρ log ρ). Here ρ is the qubit density matrix that can be written in terms of the Pauli matrices and vector v
representing the quantum state on or inside Bloch sphere: ρ = 1

2 (1 + v · σ), where 1 is the identity matrix in 2D. On
the other hand, for symmetry reasons, 〈σy〉 = 〈σz〉 = 0 for any g at finite temperature, and for g ≤ gc at T = 0. Then
the two quantities P and S depend only on the value of 〈σx〉 (v = (〈σx〉, 0, 0)). In the main text, we have shown that
〈σx〉 is 1 in the absence of spin-resonator coupling and, by increasing g, reduces indicating a drop of the effective spin
tunneling. Then P (S) goes from 1 (0), at g = 0, to 1

2 (log(2)) by increasing the strength of the interaction between
the qubit and the resonator. In other terms, the two level system: 1) at g = 0, is in a pure state, represented by
a point on the surface of the Bloch sphere; 2) by increasing g, P (S) reduces (increases) and, for large couplings, P
tends to the lowest (highest) possible value, 1/2 (log(2)), i.e. the qubit state is a completely mixed state, represented
by the center of the Bloch sphere.

Finally, differently from the order parameter M2, it is worth mentioning that: 1) all the discussed physical quantities
show a weak dependence on the temperature; 2) none of them exhibits a singular behavior at the critical value of the
coupling gc ' 0.9∆ (it is likely that their derivatives display discontinuities at the quantum phase transition).
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FIG. 5. Qubit purity and entropy as function of g for different temperatures in the variational approach (Var) and WLMC
method (MC) (ω0 = 0.75 and ωc = 10).

POSSIBLE EXPERIMENTAL IMPLEMENTATION.

FIG. 6. Schematic representation of the dissipative Rabi model: a two level system, with gap ∆, interacts with a single mode
of a cavity, in turn coupled to an Ohmic bath.

The dissipative Rabi model, explored in this Letter and sketched in Fig. 6, can be implemented by using cir-
cuit quantum electrodynamic systems. We start from the experimental realization of the Rabi model, beyond the
ultrastrong-coupling regime, got by using superconducting qubit oscillator circuit [30]. Here a superconducting flux
qubit and a superconducting LC oscillator are inductively coupled to each other by sharing a tunable inductance
LC . An important feature of the flux qubit is its strong anharmonicity: the two lowest energy levels are well isolated
from the higher levels. The corresponding circuit diagram is given in the first part of Fig. 7 (red, blue, and yellow
contributions). Our proposal consists in introducing a dissipative element representing the Ohmic bath in our model
Hamiltonian (green part of Fig. 7). Indeed, as specified in the main text, following Devoret [31], the cavity mode
coupled to an Ohmic environment can be represented by a lossy LC circuit, i.e. an LC circuit, in the presence of a
dissipative element replaced by an infinite number of purely reactive elements. In the main text we have shown that,
for moderate values of the dissipation, the effective resistance that has to be included is of the order of kΩ and QPT
occurs for values of gc/ω0 ' 1, i.e. gc lies in the deep strong coupling regime that can be experimentally reached [30].
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FIG. 7. Circuit diagram. A superconducting flux qubit (red and blue) and a superconducting LC oscillator (blue and yellow)
are inductively coupled to each other by sharing a tunable inductance (blue). The dissipative element in the Hamiltonian of
Eq.(1) is represented by an infinite number of purely reactive elements (green).
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[17] J. Haegeman, J. I. Cirac, T. J. Osborne, I. Pižorn, H. Verschelde, and F. Verstraete, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 070601 (2011).
[18] J. Haegeman, C. Lubich, I. Oseledets, B. Vandereycken, and F. Verstraete, Phys. Rev. B 94, 165116 (2016).
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