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Nonexponential fidelity decay in isolated interacting quantum systems
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We study isolated finite interacting quantum systems aftematantaneous perturbation and show three
scenarios in which the probability for finding the initiabt later in time (fidelity) decays nonexponentially,
often all the way to saturation. The decays analyzed inv@eessian, Bessel of the first kind, and cosine
squared functions. The Gaussian behavior emerges in systémtwo-body interactions in the limit of strong
perturbation. The Bessel function, associated with théutiem under full random matrices, is obtained with
surprisingly sparse random matrices. The cosine squateavioe, established by the energy-time uncertainty
relation, is approached after a local perturbation in space

PACS numbers: 03.75.Hh, 75.10.Jm, 03.65.Xp, 05.45.Mt

I. INTRODUCTION on the transition region from Lorentzian to Gaussian and on

The time evolution of isolated quantum systems out ofthe deformations 'thF the Gaussian distribution undergees
equilibrium has been explored for many decades. The subjeé€ energy of the initial state moves away from the center of
is strongly connected with the derivation of the energyetim the spectrum ofir.
uncertainty relation [1=10], since the lifetime of a decayi The two other cases explored give rise to fidelity decays
state is bounded by the reciprocal of the energy uncertaintihat are even faster than Gaussian.
It has been central to studies of unstable systems, songetime Case (2). The matrix elements of the final Hamiltonian
in relationship with quantum chaos and notions of quantun@ssociated with the spin flip-flop terms (excitation hopping
ergodicity [11138]. It is at the heart of progresses in quamt between second and further neighbors are randomized. This,
information and the development of methods to control theat first sight, very sparse random matrix leads to a semieircu
dynamics of quantum systems [34-42]. Recently, it had-DOS and to a fidelity behavior involving a Bessel function
become an important topic for experiments in optical latic oAf the first kind. This decay is very similar to that found when
where many-body quantum systems can evolve coherently fail  is a full random matrix.
long times [4B46], and related theoretical studie5/[[4]-56 Case (3). Contrary to the cases above, where the LDOS

Here, we analyze the probability to find an isolatedis unimodal, the third scenario corresponds to a bimodal
interacting quantum system in its initial state later indim distribution where the two peaks are far in energy. Thedhiti
This probability, often called nondecay probability, metu fidelity decay reaches the quantum limit as established &y th
probability, or survival probability, is denominated heas  energy-time uncertainty relation, following a cosine sgaa
fidelity. The picture considered is that of an instantaneougunction. The two peaks are created by adding to the initial
quench, where the system is initially in an eigenstate ofpin-1/2 Hamiltonian a local and very strong static magneti
an initial HamiltoniaanI and the dynamics is launched by field that splits the spectrum of the final Hamiltonian in two.
changingH ; abruptly into a new final Hamiltoniafl . The The article is organized as follows. The model and
fidelity is obtained by Fourier transforming the weighted duenches considered are described in §gc. Il. Setfibn Ili

energy distribution of the initial state. This distributiss ~ €xPlains the relationship between the fidelity decay and

known as the local density of states (LDOS) or strengtfne LDOS. The three nonexponential decays are studied in
function. Secs[IV[Y, an@VI. Final remarks are presented in Beg. VII.

The fidelity decay is exponential when the LDOS has a
Lorentzian (also known as Cauchy or Breit-Wigner) form. Il. MODEL AND QUENCH
This is the common behavior in open systems [13], although We consider one-dimensional spin-1/2 lattices with
algebraic contributions at long times have been predicsed &wo-body interactions. They are used to model quantum
early as 1958 [12]. They are caused by the lower cutoff incomputers, real magnetic compounds, and nuclear magnetic
the energy distribution. The purpose of the present papdiesonance systems and are currently being investigatéd wit
is to show that in isolated interacting quantum systems¢old atoms in optical lattices. The Hamiltonian fosites and
various deviations from the Lorentzian shape may occur. W@pen boundary conditions is given by
present three realistic cases that lead to nonexponeatiay/g. ~ . ~ ~
The paradigmatic interacting quantum systems used for the H = dJS7 5 + Hnn + A, (1)
illustrations are one-dimensional spin-1/2 models.

Case (1). In previous works[[57—60], we emphasized that
in the limit of strong global perturbation, the LDOS becomes L—1
Gaussian, which causes a Gaussian fidelity decay. Such  FHyy = .J (AIAI Sy gy NG ),
behavior, even at long times, had been discussed befare [17— " ; £0ke1 T O T A%k Sk
[20,[25]. We showed that it can in fact persist all the way to L2
saturation independently of the regime (integrable or thpo Huww = J Z (§;§§;§+2 + §£§Z+2 + A§,§§,§+2) )
of the system. We now extend those analyses, concentrating 1

where
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Above,h = 1 and §Z’y’z are spin operators acting on site

-~

k. SpSp,, + SySY.| [SpSp,, + SPSY.,) is the flip-flop

term and§,§§,§+l[§,j§g+2] is the Ising interaction between
nearest-neighbor (NN) [next-nearest neighbor (NNN)] spin

J is the exchange coupling constant. In what followis+ 1
sets the energy scal@) is the anisotropy parameter and

The distribution of CI"'|2 in the eigenvalueg,,

P"(E) =Y |CI?5(E — Ea), (4)

is the LDOS and it is also related to the work distribution
function [47]. WhenD is large and the LDOS is dense, the

refers to the ratio between NNN and NN couplings. Thesem in Eq.[[B) can be substituted by an integral,

two parameters are assumed positive @nig chosen to be
even. R R
The total spin in the direction,S* = ). S7, is conserved.
We deal with subspaces of dimensibn= L!/[(L — u)!u!],
where u is the number of spins pointing up in.  Other

symmetries include spin reversal, wh&h = 0; conservation

of total spin, whem\ = 1; and parity, when the impurity term

~

2

F(t) ~ ‘ /_ h PY(E)e PR | (5)

where PM(E) is now the envelope of the LDOS. In
spectroscopy,P™(E) is the spectral line shape and its
characteristic function is the time-domain signal.

dJS7 , in the middle of the chain is not present. This term ery often in spectroscopy and also in nuclear and particle
leads to a Zeeman splitting that is different from that on thephysics, the fidelity decays exponentially. This is a difire

other sites.

The system with only NN couplings is integratlel[61]. The
impurity [59,/62/ 63] or the inclusion of NNN coupling5_[63—

[65] can take the system into the chaotic regime.
We refer to Hamiltoniar[{1) as
(i) XX whend, A, A = 0;
(i) XXZ when d, A = 0 andA # 0;
(i) Impurity model whend, A # 0 and\ = 0;
(iv) NNN model whend = 0 andA, A # 0.

Quench dynamics
The system starts in an excited eigenstai€)) = |ini),

of an initial Hamiltonianﬁl. In most cases studied below,

Hj is the XXZ model. This is the integrable partﬁf(]]]) and

feature of unstable systems and implies a Lorentzian line
shape,

1 Dini

Pini E [

= F (t) = exp(—rinit), (6)
wherel',; is the full width at half maximum of the distribution.
However, deviations from the exponential behavior at short
and at long times have been discussed very early in the studie
of unstable quantum systems|[12| 1.3, 15].

Power-law decays at long times were examined in
continuous spectra bounded from below![12| 13, 15, 26,

corresponds to the mean-field unperturbed Hamiltonian. ~ [30]. It has been observed also in systems at the Anderson
After an instantaneous perturbation, the state evolves as metal-insulator transitiorl [66, 57]. At very short timebet
. o expected behavior is quadratictin The Taylor expansion of
[W(t)) = e Hfini) =Y " Cile Pl fyh,), (2 e 'EatinEq. [3) leads to
o
F(t) ~1-— O'i%itza (7)

whereFE,, and|¢,,) are the eigenvalues and eigenstates of the

final HamiltonianH » andC™ = (4, |ini). The eigenvalues where
and eigenstates of the initial Hamiltonian are denoted by

&, and|n). The subscripts I and “F" are used for the P Z G |2(E,y — Ei)? =
Hamiltonians and also for their parameters before and after " @ oo

the quench, respectively. “

> lnlHplini)[2

nZini
8

III. FIDELITY is the energy dispersion @hi) and

The quantum fidelity measures how close two quantum
states are. In the case of two pure states, it is defined as the
absolute squared value of the overlap between them. Here,
we study the fidelity between the initial state and its evdlve s the energy of the initial state projected on the final

counterpart, Hamiltonian. Clearly, the short-time behavior shown in
9 Eq. (@) cannot be achieved by expanding the exponential
3) expression in Eq[{6). As matter of faety; is infinite for the
' Lorentzian function, which forces the energy-time undatya
relation in systems with exponential fidelity decays to be
written in terms oflj,; instead ofoini [Iﬂ]

Eii = (ini| Hplini) = >~ |CI 2, ©)

Ft) = (ini|e*iﬁFt|ini>‘2 _

Z |Cini |287iEat
@
@

In this case,F'(t) coincides with the survival probability. It
measures the probability for finding the initial state later The Lorentzian shape foP™(F) is not universal. It
time; that is, it quantifies the level of stability of the qiam  emerges under the assumption that the initial state is edupl
system. From the equation above, one sees that the fidelitp infinitely many states with coupling strengths of the
is simply the Fourier transform in energy of the componentsame order|[[68]_69]. It is a very good approximation,
|Ciniy2, in agreement with observed exponential decays, when the




3

couplings with the initial state are nonperturbative, aithh  infinite time averageF = > |Cini|4, " The fluctuations

not very strongl[70]. But deviations do exist. around the saturation point do not die out completely, bey th
In the limit of strong perturbation, the LDOS for isolated decrease with system size [58| 60, 86].

systems with two-body interactions becomes Gaussian [17— We denote byt the time that it takes for the fidelity to

[19,[69L78], causing the Gaussian fidelity decay, first reachF. When the LDOS is dense and unimodal, as in
) Secs[1¥ and V, the difference between the dephasing time
PM(E) = exp [_ (E — Bini) } 7 andtp is small, but whenP™(E) is bimodal, as in Se€._ VI,
2o, 207 large oscillations can survive for a fairly long time after.

= F5(t) = exp(—oipt?), (10) IV. GAUSSIAN DECAY

ni
. . . W hasize that fast fidelity d , such tial
which agrees with Eq[17) at short times. The Gaussmr&‘ © empnasize that fast idey decays, sLch as exponentia

behavi ted 1o hold f Y dth i r Gaussian, are not exclusive to chaotic postquench
ehavior was expected fo hold for some time and thén SWItCH, 3 yitonjans. They are found also in integrable systems. Th
to exponential at longer times. We have shown several cas

. . : . . Ei:?ecay rate is determined by the shape of the LDOS not the
some accessible to experiments in optical lattices, whete

. . 2 egime (integrable or chaotic) .
girég?ié te)ip(;ﬁgiﬂiznaﬁglg]s?sway to saturation [57-60]. i In Fig. [, we consider quenches in the limit of strong

The fact thatP" (E) can become Gaussian is a reflection perturbation. In Figldl(a), the quench is between integrabl

of the density of states of systems with two-body interansjo Hamiltonians, from the XX model to the XXZ model with

which is also Gaussiar [79281]. In such systems, thésp = 1.5 (we avoidAr = 1, because this is a critical point),

maximum possible spreading of the LDOS is given by theand in Fig[1(b), the quench is from the integrable XXZ model

Gaussian envelope in Eq._{10), which is known as the energy
shell.

If the density of states oﬁp is other than Gaussian, we
may find P"(E) leading to faster than Gaussian fidelity
decays. WheP™ (E) is unimodal, the lower bound fdr(t)
is achieved When‘i?p is a full random matrix. In this case, the
density of states is semicircular, as derived by Wigneriga—
and so is the LDOS [57, 58],

PE) = 1= (5 )

TTTT T T TTTT T T T

P T P |
P T P |

TOini 20ini

(T2 (20init))?

2 12 ?
Tinit

= Fsc(t) = (11)

wheredaiy,; is the length of the spectrum agd is the Bessel
function of the first kind. Notice thalisc(¢) also agrees with
Eq. (@) at short times. In Sec]V we look for models more
plausible than full random matrices where the fidelity decay
approache$’sc(t).

The ultimate bound for the fidelity decay, as derived from
the energy-time uncertainty relation [1, [3, 4], is given by
F(t) > cos®(oinit). Itis valid for0 < ¢t < 7/(20i) and
agrees with Eq[{7) at short times. This bound can be reached
whenP" (E) is bimodal,

S(E1) + 6(E») FIG. 1: (Color online) Local density of states (a, b) and figelecay

PMN(E) = ! 2. (c-f). Quench from the XX to the XXZ Hamiltonian with » = 1.5,
2 Eni = —0.87, oin = 1.47, andF = 1.19 x 10~ (a, c). Quench

from the XXZ to the NNN model with\r = 1, Ay = Ar =

o[ (B2 = Ep)t 0.5, Bni = —0.82, o = 1.17, F = 1.326 x 102 (b, d). In

= Fo(t) = cos { 2 : (12) panels (e) and (f), the initial state is an eigenstate of larémdom

matrix from a GOE projected onto the XXZ HamiltoniaBj, =
In Sec.[V], we explore a more realistic situation, where—0.39, oy, = 2.01, andF = 2.32 x 10~ (e), and onto the NNN

P"(E) has two nons-function peaks and the initial decay model, Eini = —0.24, oin = 2.07, F = 2.35 x 107" (). The
is indeed described bEc(t)- solid lines give the analytical Gaussian expressions [E@)](and
the shaded area (top panels) and circles (middle and botiorel$)

Fidelity decay saturation are numerical results. The saturation value of the fidediipdicated

The systems studied here are finite, so after a dephasinjth the dashed horizontal lind; = 16, 5* = 0, andD = 12870;
time, the fidelity saturates and simply fluctuates around it&ndJ/ = 1 sets the energy scale.



to the chaotic NNN model with » = 1. They make it evident later exponential decay df(¢) was investigated.

that the filling of the energy shell does not depend on the In spectroscopy, emission and absorption lines often have

regime of the postquench Hamiltonian, but on the interplaya shape that lies between Lorentzian (when homogeneous

between the initial state and the final Hamiltonian. Thebroadening dominates) and Gaussian (when inhomogenous

shell can be substantially filled when the final Hamiltonianbroadening is important).  They are fitted with the

is chaotic and also when it is integrable, providegl is close  Voigt function, which is a convolution of a Lorentzian

to the middle of the spectrum df -, which is the case inthe and a Gaussian. However, numerical convolutions are

figures. computationally expensive. This motivated the introducti
The corresponding fidelity decays for both quenchef the pseudo-Voigt distribution [87], which is simply adiar

[Figs. [I(c) and[dL(d)] are Gaussian, following Ed.](10).combination of the two functions with the same full width at

For the chosen parameters,, is actually larger for the half maximum2v21In2 opy = Ipy,

integrable-integrable quench than for the integrablestiba

quench, which explains why the decay in Fig. 1(c) is faster  PR)(E) = nPL(E) + (1 — ) Pe(E),

than that in Fig[l(d). This serves as a good example

against the common expectation that fidelity decays should _ 2 _ 2 242

be necessarily faster in chaotic systems. = Fou(t) =" exp(=Thvt) + (1 =) exp(=opyt’)
The Gaussian behavior in Figs. 1(c) 4nd 1(d) holds all the Cpvt + opyt®

way to saturation. The saturation point, indicated with the ~ +27(1 — m)exp | = 2 ’

horizontal dashed line, is also determined by the interplay

between the initial state and the final Hamiltonian. Theealu \yneren

of F in Figs.[A(c) andJ1(d) are very close. In a Previouss nction

work [58], we found cases where the saturation point for

chaotic systems was smaller than that for integrable modeI|§

and cases where it was even larger. The latter happenq_

when Ei,; was further from the middle of the spectrum for as we increase the strength in the quench from the XXZ to

the phaotic model than for the int(_agra_lble one. the NNN model. We quantify the transition with the parameter
Figureg1 (e) anid 1(f) show the fidelity decay for the extreme ¢ Eq. [I3) and estimate the critical timefor the switch
case where the initial state corresponds to a random vect(gr

qf ful q ' of ble wh om the Gaussian to the exponential fidelity decay. In the
extracted from a full random matrix of an ensemble w erqi[mt of strong perturbationy — 0 andz, — ¢x.
the matrices are real and symmetric [Gaussian orthogona

. ) To illustrate the transition region, we use in Fid. 2(a)
ensemble (GOE)]. The state is then evolved with the samgndm(b) an intermediate value of the perturbation paramete

XXZ _(;nodgl_ [Ftlﬁ. Etl(e)] andl theThI\_lNI_\l modglt_ [I':'q[:ltl(f)].th)\p = 0.45. Figure[2(a) shows the LDOS of an initial
considered in the top paneis. IS 1S an Iniial state Wit 410 close to the middle of the spectrum. All curves

infinite temperature placed in the middle of the spectrum, | cider the samB,, [Eq. (@)] calculated from the numerical

Lhe .];'t”'n.g of _trf;]e ((jenergy sgell IS ergilot(:]lc for tbOthtfmat‘.l data. The Gaussian function is the analytical expression
amiltonians. The decay is Gaussian all the way to saturatiog . - Eq. [10), using the numerical data to computg

and evidently faster than that in Fidd. 1(c) ddd 1(d). The[Eq. (8)]. The Lorentzian distribution is obtained by fitjin

saturation pointis equivalent for the two systems and gisen T'. The pseudo-Voigt function is obtained by fittingy

F =~ 3/D, as expected for normalized random vectors fromand n. Figure[2(b) gives the corresponding fidelity curves.

GOEs. . . The numerical data shows a Gaussian decay far ¢, and
Below, we expand the Gaussian decay analysis for Wehen exponential for > ¢.. The approximate value of

othersc_enanos. F|rs_t, we study thetrans_ltlorPéS‘f(E) ffom the critical time is indicated in the figure with the vertical
Lorentzian to Gaussian as the perturbation strength isesea dashed line. Fyy(t) is quite successful in capturing both

We focus on initial states close to the middle of the spectruny ., - io s demonstrating that the pseudo-\oigt is a better
Next, we concentrate on the strong perturbation scenauto, b match toP’"" (E) than the Gaussian or the Lorentzian

move Eii away from the middle of the spectrum. The approach of the LDOS to the Gaussian shape with the
perturbation strength is made evident with Hiyy. 2(c), where
7 decreases to zero ag increases. The numerical data are
When the perturbation is very weak ahfy ~ Hp, the reasonably well fitted with an exponential function (dashed
LDOS is close to a delta function. As the perturbationline).
increases, the distribution broadens and first becomes The dependence df. on \r is shown in Fig[R(d). The
Lorentzian. As it increases even furthé®" (E) eventually value of the critical time is obtained by finding a local
reaches the Gaussian shape. Different functions have beamnimum in the vicinity oft = 2 for the distance between
used to describe the transition region between Lorentziathe Gaussian analytical expression and an exponentialfitti
and Gaussian. In Refs, [74,175], the Student’s t-distrésuti for F(t). The estimate is rough and very dependent on the
was employed. It has a Bell shape like the Gaussiatime interval used for the exponential fitting. We were able
distribution, but the tails decrease more slowly. In Re€][1 to find the local minimum for\ up to 0.8, the subsequent
an approximate expression combiniffg(E) and Pg(F) to  points in the figure being an extrapolation. Still, the plveg
interpolate between the short-time quadratic behaviothed a good idea of the increase Qfwith Ar and its approach to

(13)

< n < 1. There are other approximations to the Voigt
-Eb], but this is a simple and fairly good one.
Here, we employ the pseudo-Voigt distribution and its
urier transform to describe the transition®f'(E) from
rentzian to Gaussian and the changes in the fidelity decay

A. Middle of the spectrum
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Quench from the XXZ to the NNN model,
A; = Ar = 0.5, and\r = 1. Local density of states (a) and
fidelity decay (b). Skewness (c) and excess kurtosig (d) vs Eini.

In panels (a) and (b)Ein = —2.96, oini = 1.05, andF = 2.40 x
1072, Numerical results, shaded area and circles; Gaussiack bla
solid lines; skewed Gaussian, blue dashed lines; and satupmint,

FIG. 2: (Color online) Quench from the XXZ to the NNN model,
A; = Ar = 0.5. Local density of states (a) and fidelity decay
(b) for A\r = 0.45. Parameter, of the pseudo-Voigt distribution vs
Ae (c); critical time and andr vs Ar (d). The initial state for all

anels ha€s4s = —0.37. In panels (a) and (b)Ein = —0.57, ) ; .
Sini — 0.53, aﬁdf — 9239 % IOB’. The(fit?[ings |éa)§jltn&‘ini — 0.64, horizontal line. In panels (c) and (d), the symbols are nicaér
opv = 0.37, andy = 0.41. Numerical results, shaded area and results and the solid lines are guides for the dye- 18, 5 = -3,

symbols; Gaussian, black solid lines; Lorentzian, bluéhdddines; andD = 18564; J = 1 sets the energy scale.

pseudo-Voigt, green dot-dashed lines; saturation poiotizbntal
line); and value of., vertical line. (c) Fitting for the numerical data ) )
(dashed line). (d). (triangles),tr (squares), andr for A\r = 1 Above, erf is the error function’; ando are related tdvjy;
(horizontal dashed line). = 16, S* = 0, andD = 12870; J = 1 andoin; as
sets the energy scale.

Ié] 2
Es = Eini _US\/T—ﬁQ ;a
tg, indicating that at strong perturbation the decay can iddee
be Gaussian all the way to saturation.
9 62 1/2
. —gn [ 1 =2
B. Away from the middle of the spectrum Os = Oini ( 1+ 3 ) )

Less attention has been given to the analysis of the shape of
the LDOS agri, moves away from the center of the spectrumandg is related to the skewness of the distribution,
of the final Hamiltonian[78]. We study this scenario here for N
the quench from the XXZ to the NNN model in the limit of = “—33, ps = |COP(Ea — En)®,  (15)
strong perturbatiom\p = 1. ini -
Since the density of states of systems with two-body,
interactions is Gaussian, at low energies, the states aex fe
and more localized. As the initial state approaches thiereg 4—1 232 3/2
P"™(E) becomes less dense, slowing down the fidelity decay, n= |:52(ﬂ. o)1 W} :
and it also becomes more skewed.
In Fig.[3(a), we approximate the LDOS of an initial state pini( i) is visibly a better match to the LDOS in FIg. 3(a) than
with Ejqi far from the middle of the spectrum with a skewed the symmetric Gaussian. The corresponding fidelity curve fo

Gaussian [91], the skewed Gaussian is shown in Hiyy. 3(b). It is slower than
N 9 E— B2 E_E what is obtained with a symmetric and well-filled Gaussian
e(E) = = exp [ ( 572 ) } P {ﬁ( 5)] , and closer to the actual numerical data.

\/ 2mog s s To better quantify how muchP™(E) deviates from a

2 Gaussian distribution a&j,;; moves away from the center
of the spectrum, we show in Fifj] 3(c) the skewness and in
Fig.[3(d) the excess kurtosis,

w=1r-8 pa= Y [CP(Ea - En)', (26)

= Fg(t) = 4exp(—a3t?)

)

o iBost
NN
(14)

where 0 i%ﬂ

1+ erf( x )1 ) of the LDOS for different values afin;. Notice that, just like

o2, in Eq. (8),71 and~» can in principle be obtained before



the diagonalization of the final Hamiltonian by computing th mean-field basis is indeed filled with nonzero elements of

terms(n|Hp|n'). similar amplitudes. In contrast, the off-diagonal elenseuit
For a skewed Gaussian function, the maximum values ofhe Hamiltonian with random flip-flop terms decrease with
the skewness and excess kurtosisare= 0.995 andy, =  m. This explains the different shapes of the density of states

0.869 [@]_ In Figs.[3(c) andl3(d), very far from the center of The form of the LDOS of initial states close to the middle
the spectrum, these values are larger than 1, indicatingitba

function that best represen®®" ( E) in that region, at least for 0. l————T——7—
our system sizes, is probably not a skewed Gaussian, but som 0.08- (b) 3
other skewed function. A&, approaches the middle of the 0.06f / \ _'
spectrum, the skewness and the excess kurtosis approach ze < 0.04 4 \ ]
as expected for a normal distribution. [ i

V. AS FAST AS FULL RANDOM MATRICES

Full random matrices are matrices completely filled with .
random numbers, where the only constraint is to satisfy 003k
the symmetries of the system to be studied. GOEs, 50_02'_
for instance, address time-reversal invariant systemf wit _<
rotational symmetry [85]. These matrices describe well the ™ 0.01-
statistical fluctuations of the spectrum, but they are uistig 0 [
because they imply the simultaneous interactions of many 0
particles, while physical systems have few-body intecasti
Full random matrices do not take into account the physicaf|g. 4: (Color online) Density of statgsfor the XXZ model with
nature of the potential. Ar = 0.5 and added random flip-flop terms between sitemd

Starting with the more realistic XXZ model, we studied the j, wherej — 1 > 2 (a), and with those elements replaced with
conditions under which the density of states would approackincorrelated random numbers (b). Average of the absolutes va
the semicircular shape of full random matrices by graduallyf the off-diagonal elements vs the distaneefrom the diagonal
adding random couplings between more and more distarff) for the Hamiltonian from system (a) (decaying curve) &t
pairs of spins and also between more than only two site§yStem (b) (flat curve). Fidelity decay (d) for system (a) &san
Our Hamiltonian matrix was written in the site basis, thatanaly‘ucal expression is the black solid line; numericabhdare the

. duct t h h site h : inti ith circles; saturation point is the highest horizontal linejl or system
IS product vectors where each site has a spin pointing € %) (analytical expression is the green dashed line; nuoakdata are
up or down in thez direction. By including only flip-flop

S Y the squares; saturation point is the lowest horizonta) ling = 0.5,
terms between distant pairs of spids;(S7 Sy +575Y), with g ~ 0, oy = 4.42 (a), om = 4.03 (b), L = 16, S* = 0, and
j —14 > 2 andJ;; being random numbers from a Gaussianp = 12870; J = 1 sets the energy scale.
distribution with variance 1, the shape of the density ofesta
remained Gaussian [Fi@] 4(a)]. This was expected, since _
the system still had only two-body interactions; the matrix0f the spectrum offi is similar to that of the density of
was sparse and its elements were correlated. However, tiféates (not shown). The corresponding fidelity behaviors
inclusion of hoppings involving four sites and of interacts ~ are shown in Figl}4 (d). It is Gaussian up to times close
of the kind Jijk...gfgjgﬁ ... did not bring us any closer to Fo_tR .for. the Hamiltonian with random fI|p-fIQp t_erms gnd
a noticeable semicircle. Correlations seemed to be playing it 1S Similar to Fsc(t) [Eq. (I1)] for the Hamiltonian with
major role. uncorrelated _eIements. The agreement wiga(¢t) becomes
We then turned our attention back to the XXZ model where€Ven better if uncorrelated random elements replace also
only flip-flop terms between any two sites were included,matr'x elements associated with flip-flop terms involvingrfo
but now substituted the matrix elements corresponding tSites (not shown).
these couplings with uncorrelated random elements. Quite In Sec[IVA, we saw that, in a system with a Gaussian
unexpectedly, because the matrix looked extremely sparsdensity of states, the increase of the perturbation sthengt
a density of states very close to semicircular emergedroadens the local density of states from Lorentzian to
[Fig. d(b)]. This can be understood by analyzing the basisGaussian. In the present section, we provided a simpleeecip
The matrix is sparse in the site basis, but nearly full into achieve the transition from a Gaussian to a semicircle
the mean-field basis, that is, the basis corresponding to thdensity of states, which causes the same change in the local
eigenstates of the integrable part (XXZ) of the Hamiltoniandensity of states. The transition of the shape of the local
As seen in the plot for the averages of the absolute values afensity of states from Lorentzian to Gaussian and thenyinall

P R B
4000 8000
m

the off-diagonal elements, to semicircle was investigated befofle [[92] in the context
of band random matrices. The latter were introduced by

_ Zf;l’” |Hop ot Wigner [82/8B] in an attempt to improve over the unrealistic

Hpnym = D—m ) (17)  scenario of full random matrices. An important advantage of

our analysis over (band or full) random matrices is to adslres
versus the distance: from the diagonal [Fig[]4(c)], the realistic models associated with a very broad range of jghysi
matrix with uncorrelated randomized elements written i th systems.



VI. ABSOLUTE LOWER BOUND peaks have the same widih
In Ref. [59], we studied the case of a local quench in B — B
space, where we added fd; = Hyn a static magnetic Frg(t) = cos® <#t) exp(—o?t?). (19)

field localized on sitel./2 and leading to an excess energy

of amplitudedy. Fordr < 1, we verified thatP™(E) could  The envelope of the decaying oscillations of the fidelity is
not reach the Gaussian shape observed for global quenchgsw also Gaussian. This scenario is illustrated in Fig.,5(c)
(that is, perturbations affecting all the sites of the chai®  ajthough the widths of the Gaussians there are slightly
the quench to the NNN model) and was instead restricted tgifferent. As shown in Fig15(d), the corresponding Fourier
the Lorentzian form. In the current article, we analyze locaransform of the two Gaussians agrees very well with the
quenches wheréy > 1 and the chain effectively splits in two. numerical results for the fidelity decay until very closet® i
saturation.

As the energy of the initial state moves away from the

O;-_' LT &a)l—— 10°R i center of the spectrun?™(E) becomes, as expected, more
“F . asymmetric. Larger contributions to the distribution agupe
jni 0-6[ 1F102 for the peak closer to the border of the spectrum. The fidelity
0.4~ ] decay becomes slower if compared to states whggeis
0.2 I closer to the middle of the spectrum. However, for very
=1 o0 1 3 10 0 5 10 15 20 2 largedr, the asymmetry decreases and both peaks approach
0-5_|ll|l|l|l|l|_ L L L L Gaussians.
0.4 (c) From Egs.[(IB) and(19), one sees thatffor w/(20ini),
ini 03k . where the total dispersion in energyi ~ (F; — E1)/2 =~
0.2 . dr/2, the fidelity decay derived from bimodal distributions
0.1 . can indeed approach the ultimate bound associated with the
oL ] energy-time uncertainty relationf’ > cos?(oinit). This
6-4-202 46 is particularly evident whenly is large, since in this case
E o%t? < o?7?/(Ey — E1)? < 1 and we obtain
FIG. 5: (Color online) Local density of states (a, c) and dpt
corresponding fidelity decay (b, d) for a quench from the XXZ Frg(t) ~ cos® (T) . (20)
model to the impurity model withl = 1.2 (a, b) anddr = 8.0
(c, d). The initial state is in the middle of the spectrum /df, The lower bound for the fidelity decay can be obtained from

Epy2. (a, €) Numerical data, shaded red area; two Lorentziarts wit

the Mandelstam-Tamm uncertainty relati 1
E1 = —0.44, F> = 0.19, andI’; = I's = 0.39, blue dashed line y Eh [

(a); two Gaussians witll); = —3.98, E>; = 3.90, 01 = 0.48, 1 d(/l>
and o2 = 0.54, black solid line (c). (b, d) Numerical results Oinioa > — | —2].
(circles); Eq.[(IB), blue dashed line; and Fourier tramafof the two 2] di

Gaussians from panel (c), black solid lines. The saturat@nts are
the horizontal lines.A; = Ap = 048, L = 16, S* = 0, and A pedagogical derivation is provided in Refl [7]. 4f is the
D = 12870; J = 1 sets the energy scale. projection operator on the initial state, = |ini)(ini|, then
R (A) = F(t) ando? = F(t) — F(t)%. Thus

As dg increases, the density of states id#f- eventually L dF
divides in two peaks. The crossover from a unimodal to a A I e el
bimodal distribution is carried on also 0" (E), where|ini) onVE(1=F) 23 ‘ dt
is an eigenstate of the XXZ model. Whép 2> 1, the single
Lorentzian forP™ (E) starts splitting in two Lorentzians. For
theS* = 0 sector andE)y,; close to the middle of the spectrum,
both equally weightedP;,(E), one centered aE; and the
other atF,, have approximately the same width, as shown
in Fig.[3(a). They lead to VIL. CONCLUSION

We studied isolated finite quantum systems described by
one-dimensional spin-1/2 models with two-body interacsio
and taken far from equilibrium instantaneously. We
denominated as fidelity the probability for finding the iaiti
whereEy; — E; ~ dr. The expression above matches well state later in time. This probability corresponds to therfesu
the numerical data of the fidelity decay for a fairly long transform of the weighted energy distribution of the iditia
time in Fig.[3(b). The oscillations aftef, are exponentially state (LDOS),P™(E). We analyzed three realistic scenarios
suppressed with a rate determined by the width of theén which the fidelity decay was nonexponential. The first two
Lorentzians. cases involved global quenches in space, wtidté E) was

As dr further increases, the peaks broaden and approaamimodal. The third one occurred after a local quench, which
Gaussians separated in energyfy— F; ~ dr. When both  resulted in a bimodaP™ (F).

which leads to

arccos ( F(t)) > oinit = F(t) > cos?(oinit).

Fr_(t) = cos® (#t) exp(—T't), (18)
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Case (1). WhenEj,; is close to the middle of the spectrum magnetic field is added to a single site of the chai?ﬁ‘!(E)
of the postquench Hamiltonian and the global perturbatiorbecomes bimodal. The initial fidelity decay is approximpatel
is strong, P (E) is Gaussian, leading to a Gaussian fidelitythe one established by the energy-time uncertainty relatio
decay. This behavior is independent of the regime (intdgrab After crossing the saturation point for the first time,
or chaotic) of the system. It can hold for long times and everthe envelope of the subsequent oscillations decays as an
persist up to saturation. exponential or Gaussian, depending on the shape of the two
Before reaching the Gaussian regime, as the perturbatigmeaks inP™ (E).
increases,P™ (E) goes first from a Lorentzian shape to In Refs. [57/ 58], we discussed initial states accessible to
a convolution between Lorentzian and Gaussian (Voiglexperiments with optical lattices, where Case (1) could be
distribution). Equivalently, the fidelity decay mixes Gaia®  tested. The local quench described in Case (3) is also viable
and exponential functions. to those experiments. Another important aspect of the ptese
In the limit of strong perturbation, but far from the middle work is the connection between fidelity decay and studies in
of the spectrum, where there are fewer states and finiteteffecspectroscopy. The tools used for determining lifetime ame |
are important,P™(E) can be approximated by a skewed shape in that field can be very useful in the analysis of quench

Gaussian. In this case, the fidelity decay is slower thamjynamics.
Gaussian.
Case (2). The fidelity decay is faster than Gaussian ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
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