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Kibble-Zurek theory (KZ) stands out as the most robust theory of defect generation in the dynamics of phase
transitions. KZ utilizes the structure of equilibrium states away from the transition point to estimate the ex-
citations due to the transition using adiabatic and impulse approximations. Here we show, the actual non-
equilibrium dynamics lead to a qualitatively different scenario from KZ, as far correlations between the defects
(rather than their densities) are concerned. For a quantum Ising chain, we show, this gives rise to a Gaussian
spatial decay in the domain wall (kinks) correlations, while KZ would predict an exponential fall. We propose
a simple but general framework on top of KZ, based on the ‘quantum coarsening’ dynamics of local correlators
in the supposed impulse regime. We outline how our picture extends to generic interacting situations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Kibble-Zurek mechanism (KZM) provides arguably
the simplest and most robust theory that captures the dynam-
ics of a continuous quantum phase transition (QPT) both in
the classical'™ and quantum®'* realms. Where a parameter
(temperature/coupling) is ramped across the transition point
at a finite rate, it predicts the universal scaling of the resulting
defect density with the ramp rate (Kibble-Zurek (KZ) scaling
laws). This relies on the so-called adiabatic-impulse (AI) ap-
proximation, which approximates the dynamics into two qual-
itatively different regimes. One is the adiabatic regime (away
from the transition point), where the state evolves adiabati-
cally with the change in the tuning parameter; the other is the
impulse regime where the state of the system is considered
to be effectively frozen as equilibration slows down near the
critical point. The powerful simplicity of KZM continues to
underpin an ever-expanding field of complex dynamics of a
QPT. Universal features of the scaling associated with KZM
have been shown to emerge for various quench protocols and
extend to observables besides the local defect density, indeed
even to include cases where there are no topological defects
to count'37, Remarkably, the mechanism seems to be more
robust than its underlying key approximation (i.e., the Al ap-
proximation) in predicting defect densities'®: the dynamics in
the impulse regime merely renormalizes the prefactors, leav-
ing the scaling laws intact.

Here we pose a different question: what happens if we go
beyond the ambit of the scaling hypothesis, and build on the
basic elements of KZ to determine how the dynamics upon
traversing the QPT affect the correlations between the de-
fects? KZ, by construction, does not capture these correlations
even at a qualitative level, as it does not address the dynam-
ics of the impulse regime. Here, we supply this by consider-
ing the quantum coarsening throughout the full ramp, includ-
ing the ‘coarsening dynamics’ in the impulse regime near the
QPT. Our key results are the following.

* For a slow ramp, this coarsening dynamics in the im-
pulse regime can yield unusual defect correlations, in
particular with, Gaussian spatial decay.

* Such correlations appear to be absent from any eigen-
state of the system. Hence, the correlations cannot be
captured by any KZ-type theory relying on properties
of eigenstates of any instantaneous Hamiltonian during
the ramp.

* We propose a simple thermal picture with the kinks as
the fundamental degrees of freedom, which quite accu-
rately captures the few-body defect correlations for slow
ramps. The complexity of the correlations generated by
the slow but non-adiabatic ramp may be reflected in cor-
relations involving more than a few defects, which we
do not study here.

The state reached after waiting for an infinite time after
the ramp concludes is described by a novel Generalized
Gibbs’ Ensemble (GGE) which inherits these Gaussian
correlations, while the GGE starting from the post-ramp
state predicted by KZ does not.

While our focus lies on extending the theory of dynam-
ics at QPT beyond KZ, we emphasize that our picture
naturally connects with KZ; in particular, length and
time-scales appearing in the novel defect correlations
exhibit KZ scaling.

The remainder of the paper is structured as follows. In
Sec. II, we outline the model of interest which is an Ising chain
subjected to a transverse field that is ramped across QPTs.
The correlation among the kinks/defects generated in the pro-
cess is calculated in Sec. III revealing its remarkable Gaus-
sian form. As argued in Sec. IV, these correlations cannot be
predicted from any eigenstate behavior, and hence, falls be-
yond Kibble-Zurek. In Sec. V, we propose a simple thermal
picture that explains this surprising behavior of the kinks at
short time scales, as well the correlations between the under-
lying nonlocal fermions of the theory. Sec. VI demonstrates
how the Gaussian correlation stabilizes at long times where
a novel GGE appears, characterized by parameters inherited
from the ramp wavefunctions. In Sec. VII, we illuminate how
our picture connects to KZ for certain length and time-scales
appearing in the defect correlations exhibit KZ scaling. We
conclude in Sec. IX following a discussion on possible impli-
cations of our theory in real experiments in Sec. VIIIL.



II. MODEL AND PROTOCOL

For a concrete demonstration, we consider a canonical
model of QPT — the integrable Ising chain in a transverse field
19.20 ' Our chain
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reduces this to an ensemble of two level systems in mo-
mentum space’ after a Fourier transformation: ¢ =
(1/V/'N) > €'%J ¢}, (with appropriate boundary conditions for
the relevant even fermion-parity sector®*).

The ground state of 7H(t), a tensor product
[Ta(t)) = &§|Pr(t)), is obtained following a time-
dependent Bogoliubov-de Gennes (TDBdAG) transformation:

cu(t) = wp(t)y + v (D71, 4)

and demanding the state to be annihilated by the Bogoliubov
fermions () at every instant: v;| ¥y (¢)) = 0. In Heisenberg
picture, the operators satisfy’

.d ~ d
i3k = [ek, H] with = 0. (5)

The amplitudes uy(t) and vy (t) of |V (t)) = [ur(t) vi(t)]T
satisfy

S (e =

where 7;% are Pauli matrices. Initially prepared in the ground
state |U;) = @|Ui(t = —o0)) = @[l 0]T, the observ-
ables at the end of the ramp are calculated via uy, (t) and v (t)
obtained by solving Eq. 6.

[T2(1 — gcosk) 4+ 1 gsin k]| ¥ (t)), (6)

III. ASYMPTOTIC SOLUTION AND KINK CORRELATOR

The TDBAG can be brought to the standard form via
W) — |Ur) = [ag k)T = Uk|¥y) with

U = Exp[—i(k/2)rY]|Exp[i(r/4) (77 — 1)], @)
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FIG. 1. Gaussian decay of the kink correlators. (a) Right after the
Ramp: Numerical results (for N = 10%) right after the ramp ending
at g = 0 (empty symbols). The dashed lines are their corresponding
Gaussian fits (b) After post-Ramp Equilibration: Showing stabi-
lization of Gaussian behaviour after the equilibration for different
values of 7¢ (ramp stopped at g = 0). The same correlation function
calculated from the GGE is shown in dashed lines (data shown for
N = 10*. (c) Right after the Ramp — the experimentally acces-
sible regime: Results for small system-sizes and rapid ramp-rate are
shown. Empty symbols are numerical results and the dashed lines
are their corresponding Gaussian fits (data shown for N = 50).

leading to the Landau-Zener-Stiickelberg type problem

idﬁg(T) = Zii(r) + sin(k) v (7), ®)
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where 7 = ¢ + 7¢ cos k. Decoupling yields
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and further introducing the variable z = T\/%e_”/ 4 we
arrive at the Weber equations
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where n = i(7g/2)sin® k. It can be shown that if P(z) is a
solution of Eq. 13, then [z/2 + d/dz] P(2) is a solution of
Eq. 12. The final solutions are expressed in terms of complex
parabolic cylinder functions D, (2)*

Ok(2) = AD_,_1(iz) + BD_,,—1(—i2), (14)

(z) = W[Zer}ﬁ (2) (15)
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where A, B are constants to be fixed by the initial conditions
at 7 — —oo. The asymptotes of D,,(z) are given by

Dy (2) ~ e~ /42M[1 + O(1/22)),
V- 3% < Arg(z) < _3m (16)
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The initial conditions (T — —00) = 1 and

g (T = —o0) = 0 fix the values of A and B as

A=0; B:sink,/%)e_”QSiHQk/g. (18)

We use the above asymptotes for 7 — oo, which for the ramps
ending at g = 0 is ensured by 7¢ > 1 (i.e. slow ramps), to
calculate uy, and vg. Thus, at the end of the ramp (¢ = 0),

Uy = rpe’* and ¥, = sgn(A)mew", 19)
with
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where A = sin(k) and uy, vy follow from |¥;,) = Ut|¥,) as

ug = cos(k/2)uy + sin(k/2) vy
v = —isin(k/2)Uy + i cos(k/2)0y. 21

The correlators of primary concern are those between kinks
in the ferromagnetic phase (of the original model, Eq. 1) and
generated in the course of the ramp in the vicinity of the crit-
ical point. The kinks are topological defects deep in the fer-
romagnetic phase where the ramp ends (at ¢ = 0) with their
number scaling with the ramp time 7¢ as ng ~ T 1/219,

Our first central result is this: the kink correlators feature an
unusual Gaussian decay in space instead of the more familiar
exponential or power-law behavior. The correlator in the lon-
gitudinal direction is of the form p(r) = (1 — ofof, ;)(1 -
05,07 ,+1) and the corresponding connected correlator is

p(r) = (p(r)) — (1 = o507,1)? = (Wipiy,) — (u3)?,
(22)

where the duality relations in Eq. 2 are invoked along with
translation invariance. In terms of hardcore bosons bi(b;r) =
[ + (=) ipd]/2, pi = 1 — 2blb; = 1 — 2n;, which ex-
press p(r) in terms of bosonic density-density correlation:
p(r) = 4[{njn;4r) — (n)?] where a uniform boson density
is assumed owing to translational invariance i.e., (n) = (n;)
for any 7. The expectation is with respect to the (time-
independent) ground state of the Bogoliubov fermions (these
kinks serve as the defects for |g| < 1). Using fermionization,
the correlation reads
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Using the expressions of u;, and vy noted before,

lug|> = sin?(k/2) + 2 cos k + rysp sin k cos(or — wi)
lvg|? = cos?(k/2) — ri cos k — i85, sin k cos(dr — wy,)
ink
URv = z%(ri — 8%) — irgsy cos k cos(pr — wi)
— rESg sin(gr — wg), (24)

with s, = sgn(A)y/1 —r2, from which a simple analytic
form of the correlation function can be achieved ignoring the
terms with rapidly oscillating phases e*“* and e*?* for TQ >
1. A straightforward calculation gives in the limit N — oo
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for 7 > 1 with the sum over k being replaced by integrals as
(2/N) Y4200 = (1/m) [, dk (). This is verified numeri-
cally in Fig. 1 (a).

Such Gaussian form of the kink correlator is observed also
for a full ramp from g = 400 to g = —oo; as well as in the
transverse correlator (1 —o%0%, 1)(1—0% .07, ) both for
half and full ramps as shown in Appendix A.



IV. GAUSSIAN CORRELATIONS: DEPARTURE FROM
EIGENSTATE CORRELATIONS AND KZ

The Gaussian correlation emerges essentially out of the
complex dynamics of slow ramps, and cannot be derived sim-
ply from the knowledge of the eigenstates of the static Hamil-
tonian, and hence from the KZ picture. Recall that KZ as-
sumes that the system remains in its ground state until at
t = -+, where it falls out of equilibrium and effectively stops
evolving. This way, the properties of the equilibrium state
(i.e., the ground state) in one phase is used for obtaining ex-
citations in the other phase. It is, hence, imperative to ask
whether the Gaussian decay after the ramp is likewise inher-
ited from the ground state of the Hamiltonian #(g) (Eq. 1) for
some ¢ in the initial phase.

The answer is no: the ground state correlations decay ex-
ponentially for any |g| # g.. In detail, in the ground state of
H(g).

~ (1/n) /OW kg (26

with

E)]/V1—2gcosk+ g% (27)

The integral involves regularized hypergeometric functions
whose asymptotes at large values of r yield the falling expo-
nential G(r) ~ e~ "/ with the correlation length &, diverg-
ing at g = g. which is worked out in detail in Appendix B.

In fact our investigation suggests that the non-Gaussian be-
havior is generic also to excited eigenstates of all sorts of en-
ergy densities. One family of such (excited) eigenstates can
be prepared by altering the occupation of all k-modes up to a
certain value k* € [0, 7] (k* = 0 implying the ground state
and £* = 7 implying the highest excited state) corresponding
to an energy density

G = [cos(kr) —

gcos(kr —

B z/ﬁ/ dk /T _2gcosk+ g% (28)
0

The quantity G(r), in this case, takes the form

G(r)=(1/m) /077 dk sgn(k — k*)G. (29)

Any excited state prepared by occupying a randomly selected
set of k-modes in [0, 7r] with a given probability density func-
tion would also contain the same algebraic factors as in G,
and so, the resultant correlation function cannot display any
Gaussian—unless a Gaussian factor is explicitly present al-
ready in G which, of course, is the case for the ramp owing
to the functional forms of u; and vy noted previously. This
eliminates possible Al type explanations of the Gaussian spa-
tial decay, as the evolution of the wave-function away from
the ground states needs to be taken into account. In particu-
lar, in the simplest KZ picture, the kink-kink correlations at
the critical point would be those of the ground state at the

first adiabatic-impulse boundary, hence, will exhibit an ex-
ponential decay rather than the Gaussian. The same conclu-
sion can be shown to hold for the ramp continued to infin-
ity. In that case, instead of the observed Gaussian, Al yields
p(r) ~ e~"/% as illustrated below.

In AI approximation, the evolution of the wavefunction
starting at ¢t = t; < —f till ¢t = ty > t is split into
three stages: (i) adiabatic for ¢ € [¢;, —ﬂ, (i1) impulse for
t € [~1,1], and (iii) adiabatic again for ¢t € [, ] (f is a phe-
nomenological parameter that shows a scaling with 7 pre-
dicted by KZM). The full time evolution operator is

t
U(t) = Qu>oUs(t) ; U(ty, t;) = TeXp( — ’L/ ' 7:[16(15) dt>,
ti
(30)

where Hy(t) = 77 (1 — gcosk) + 7¢gsink, and T denoting
time-ordering. During the adiabatic evolution, we can approx-
imate the time evolution operator at each k as®’~>°
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ta ta
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(32)

al(cn) (tav tb) =

where |n(t)) denotes an instantaneous eigenstate of #(t)

with eigenvalue E,(c”) (t) (n = 0 implying the ground state).
Following AI approximation, KZ predicts the resulting

wavefunction at ¢ = t; to be of the form [y(AD(¢;)) =

TT, [0 (tg)) where

W(AI)( t)) = U(ad)(t )1 U,gdd (=1, )|k (t)),  (33)

the initial state at ¢ = ¢; being |¢(t;)) = [, |¥x(t;)). Assum-
ing this initial state to be the ground state of H(t) at t = ¢;
for each k: |¢(;)) = |0k (t:)),

RS B

x (i (£) |0k (=) Ini(tp)). (34)

The kink correlation in Al approximation is given by

pAD(r) = —GAD (1) GAD (—r) where
GAD(r Z cos[0 (1) — 0,(—1)]G, (35)
k>0

(G defined previously in Eq. 27), where we have used
(ni(B)|0w(~1)) =
cos <9k(t) - Hk(_t)>5n o & sin <9k(t) - 9&(—75))5” N
2 ’ 2 '
(36)



Defining g(t = ) = § and noting g(t = —t) = —3g,

1F gcosk

V1+ 42 F2jcosk’

+gsink
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cos|[fx (£1)] =

sin[f (+£)] =

(37

which yield
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Note 0 < 432/(1 + §?)? < 1, and so, we can approximate

2
£ g) ~ e_T/fU, (39)
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leading to an exponentially decay of the kink correlation
pD (1) resembling its eigenstate behavior.
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V. THEORY OF DEFECT CORRELATIONS

We next show how the coarsening dynamics in the impulse
regime changes the qualitative picture for the defect correla-
tions. Additionally, some of the resulting few-body correla-
tions turn out to be captured well by an effective thermal de-
scription.

Gaussian decay of correlations is not common in isolated
many-body quantum systems. However, it is observed in di-
lute gas of local bosons in low dimensions, including trapped
ideal (see, e.g.’**?) or repulsive Bose gases*>. For a non-
degenerate Bose gas at high temperature (1" > Tgp, Tqp =
quantum degeneracy temperature), the density correlations are
Gaussian in the classical limit, crossing over to exponential in
the quantum limit (I < Tqp). This does indeed resemble
the behaviour of our bosonic kinks, which likewise in the slow
ramp limit (7 > 1), exhibit Gaussian correlations.

For spin correlations, the relevant degrees of freedom
(fermions) are non-local in space (see, e.g.,”’). Here, our
thermal picture automatically accounts for the long-known
oscillatory behavior of the spin correlations at the end of a
ramp across the QPT in an Ising chain®*. Unlike the kink
correlators, the spin correlators (o7 0¥, .), involve nonlocal

fermions, and their two-point correlators (cjci”) and re-
lated observables are influenced by the formation of alge-
braic kink-antikink features on a length-scale set by the Fermi
wavelength, with an exponential envelope due to the finite
temperature. These oscillations are prominent at large ramp
times (i.e., slow ramps), but vanish abruptly below a thresh-
old value, 7'534. In detail, we find a thermal occupancy with
T = 1/(n7q) and dispersion e = 75 /7¢ — sin? k < 0. The
pair of Fermi points present for 7 > 7, merge at zero wave
vector when 7 = 7, yielding a gap for 7¢ < 7, and termi-
nating the oscillatory behavior. Further details are provided in
Appendix C.

Applying a thermal picture — rather than a GGE — to a post-
ramp state in an integrable system seems like a rather drastic

approximation. Its accuracy can nonetheless be demonstrated
numerically, (a) for slow ramps, so the kinks are well sepa-
rated and hence only weakly interacting, and (b) for few-body
operators. Indeed, considering these, it is often rather hard
to distinguish an integrable GGE from a standard (thermal)
Gibbs ensemble®>7, a distinction which becomes more ap-
parent for more complex correlations®®. As it turns out, at
short times, the behaviour of the kinks indeed appear thermal
which can be demonstrated by computing the kink density and
kink correlation in a thermal ensemble characterized by an
effective temperature that corresponds to the energy density
produced in the final state at the end of the ramp.

The average energy of a system of free kinks maintained
at inverse temperature (3 is given by the equipartition theo-
rem E,, = (263)~! which we equate with the energy 6E =
(¥an|H(g)|¥an) — Eo at the end of the ramp g = 0 (Ep is
the ground state energy of H(g) at g = 0 and the final state

thereof is denoted by |tg,) = (uk Uk)T, calculated numeri-

cally). Taking a unit mass of the kinks (M = 1), this reveals

a scaling of 8 as 8 ~ /7. However, the actual parameter

that enters the calculations for kink density and higher-order

correlators is 3/M — this parameter scales with 7¢, implying

a possible 7g-dependent scaling of the mass term as well.
The kink density in terms of (3 is given by

M
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for €, = k2/2M. Exact calculations’ suggest that the trans-
verse magnetization m, = (o*) — (0%)¢ ({o%)( denoting the
saturation value) calculated within Al scales as m, ~ 1/,/7q
implying 5/M ~ ¢ as this quantity can be identified with
the density of kinks (nyiyk) calculated above. Including the
scaling for 8 ~ /7q, we obtain M ~ 1/,/7G. In other
words, the effective temperature for the kinks should be iden-
tified with M/ that scales with 76 1, similar to what holds
also for the underlying (nonlocal) fermions in our theory.

The density-density correlation among the kinks with the
abovementioned scaling of their mass is likewise given by

nink (B) = (40)

pd—a(r) = (initr) — (i) (Mitr)

1
= —G(rG(=r) ~ —e7" /T2, @)
TQ
as
G(r) = % [m dk cos(k;r)e*(ﬁ/QM)k2 - %Q—Mﬂ/w
(42)

and shows a Gaussian behavior which matches with the pre-
viously calculated kink correlation p(r) following the ramp.
The correlation length in Eq. 42 is essentially the thermal de
Broglie wavelength A, ~ /3/M for the kinks whose scal-
ing with 7 can be identified with that of the Gaussian decay
due to the ramp, viz., Ay ~ VTQ-

Our theory should be robust even in generic systems, i.e.,
in presence of (weak) interactions: neither of its two nec-
essary elements — small density of defects at slow ramps,

b



and an effective thermal environment — relies on the ab-
sence of interaction/integrability. In fact, a thermal local
environment is to be expected from the eigenstate thermal-
ization hypothesis (ETH) in an interacting system driven
out of equilibrium®**~#*. Moreover, a small residual inter-
action between the bosonic excitations does not affect the
Gaussian behavior at large separations, but only modifies
it at small distances with corrections of the form dp(r) =
~(29/nr)(T/Tqn) ™" Exp|—(n?r?/2)(T/Tqp)] where 7
and n correspond to the interaction strength and particle den-
sity respectively®>. This also exhibits Gaussian behavior at
large r.

VI. EQUILIBRATION OF CORRELATIONS AFTER
STOPPING THE RAMP AND RESULTING GGE

The Gaussian behavior is observed to persist in the long-
time limit after the ramp is stopped and the system is allowed
to evolve with a time-independent final Hamiltonian frozen at
g = 0 [Fig. 1(b)]. At late times, this leads to the expressions
(see Appendix D for details)

=
=
Q

1 1
5(1 + cos? Hk) ’u,g)f + 5(1 — cos? Hk) |v,(cl)‘2

ok =1 — Jug|?

URvy = % sin 0y, cos By, <|v,(cl) |2 — ‘ug) |2) , (43)
where ug) and UI(CI) are the parameters for the initial state ob-

tained immediately after the ramp stopped at g = 0 and given
in Eq. 21. With these, the final behavior of the kink correlation
(Eq. 23) in the long-time limit is shown in Fig. 1 (b).

This long-time dynamics amounts to a GGE with the den-
sity matrix oggr = Z~ ‘le” Xk Ak (Z = Trle™ 2x ’\ka])
and A\, = In[(1 — (YolJk|10))/ (20| Jk|t0)]. Here the infor-
mation of the “initial state” (reached at the end of the ramp) is
encoded in the Lagrange multipliers A; corresponding to the
conserved quantities J; = 7,1%45. The details on computing
occr and the kink correlation function pggg(r) using oger
are presented in Appendix E and F. Here we state the final
results:

4
pece(r) == 5 > (20 = 1)°G(r)G(~r)
k>0
4 .
+ 22 > 200 (1 — ax)sin®(kr),  (44)
k>0
where G(r) is given in Eq. 27 and « is the overlap between
the wavefunction at k obtained immediately after stopping the
ramp at g = 0 (denoted as the initial state [u,(f), v,(cl)]T) and
that obtained by diagonalizing H(g) at k for ¢ = 0 (denoted

as the final state [ULF), v,iF)]T),

e~ [ud P |ul” ] + o ™), (45)

where we have neglected the terms that contain the rapidly
oscillating phases e¢’“* and e!?* for 7o > 1 as also done
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FIG. 2. KZ scaling of the set-in time for the Gaussian decay:
(a) Pearson correlation coefficient |R| versus KZ-scaled § (defined
in the text) revealing the extrema coincide (the primary one guided
by the red dashed line) when g — grj?/ 2 Inset: Set-in time g of
the Gaussian behavior against 7 confirming KZ scaling § ~ 7, 1/2

(data shown for N = 10).

previously. Evidently, the Gaussian decay is inherited from
the state produced by the ramp and imprinted in the Lagrange
multipliers. We note that Gaussian correlations are absent in
a GGE that arises due to an instantaneous quench from the
ground state or any other eigenstate of H(g) for any value of
g: the complexity of the coarsening dynamics is crucial for
their genesis.

In non-integrable systems, our picture will qualitatively
concur with KZ at long times after the ramp ends: here, a gen-
uine thermal description should apply, for whose temperature
KZ scaling could provide an estimate. By contrast, KZ would
not naturally predict Gaussian correlations at ‘short’ time, i.e.,
in the state right at the end of the ramp. There we, however,
also expect to observe them as removing the constraints im-
posed by integrability should not hinder their build-up.

VII. CONSISTENCY WITH KZ

While the form of the correlations are beyond the KZ
framework, it nonetheless accounts for the scaling of most
of the relevant length and time scales, reflecting the critical
slowing down as a central ingredient*°.

We begin with Eq. 25, where it is the scale of the Gaussian
decay: & ~ 7'612/ % which reflects KZ scaling’. Also, Gaussian
behavior sets in at g(t) = ¢g* which in turn obeys KZ scaling:
g=1(9"—9c)/9c ~ 751/2. As a heuristic for determining
the set-in point g, we consider estimating the (absolute value
of the) Pearson correlation coefficient (|R| € [0,1]) for the
plot of In|p(r)| against r? (for details, see Appendix G) as a
function of g for different values of 7. For a perfectly lin-
early correlated data-set (X = {z;},Y = {y;}), |R| is 1.
Accordingly, if the data-set is perfectly Gaussian correlated,
|R|is 1 for X = {2?} and Y = {In|y;|}. Following this, we



compute | R| for the data-set D := {(r?, In|p;|)} and mark the
location of the first minimum (from the critical point g. = 1)
which reveals KZ scaling of §: g ~ TQ_ 1/2 (Fig. 2 inset). For
illustration, in Fig. 2 main, we plot the behavior of R against
the KZ-scaled ¢ such that the extrema for different values of
Tq coincide.

VIII. NEAR-TIME EXPERIMENTAL REALM

The novel correlations should be accessible experimentally
using programmable Rydberg atomic quantum simulators*’ or
Ising model simulators using superconducting qubits*®. KZM
has already been simulated using both setups. In Fig. 1 (c), we
show the characteristic behavior for parameter ranges well be-
low the analytical requirement 7 >> 1. For comparison, the
regime accessed by experiments is 7¢ ~ 14 for a many-body
Rydberg atom system*’ and Tq ~ 620 for a superconduct-
ing qubit simulator*®. Note that, for Tg = 5, the value of the
short-distance correlations, due to the increased initial defect
density, is considerably enhanced [Fig. 1 (c)], and thence the
correlation decay quite accessible at short distances.

IX. CONCLUSION

Our analysis of dynamics and correlations beyond the Al
scenario of KZ endows the ‘inert” impulse regime with a quan-
tum coarsening dynamics of its own. Following the provision
of a nontrivial initial state generated by the ramp, we are led
to a novel GGE, apparently naturally accessible only via such
a route. This represents a departure from the KZ philosophy,
which is to estimate non-equilibrium properties in the ordered
phase entirely from the structure of a suitably chosen ground
state in the disordered phase, as the system is ramped from the
latter to the former. Our picture is also attractive as the coex-
isting qualitatively distinct (and unusual) correlations can be
rationalized via thermal descriptions of the underlying respec-
tive fermionic and bosonic observables. There would appear
to be considerable scope for theoretical studies to flesh out and
extend this picture, as well as for testing it in experiment.

Note added in proof: After acceptance of this work, a re-
lated preprint appeared*’, which points out that if dephasing
at ¢ = 0 was the only mechanism of exposing the Gaussian
decay of the kink-kink correlation, then it would remain hid-
den since there is no dephasing at g = 0 (the spectrum being
flat at that particular point). This does not contradict our re-
sults since in our case, sufficient dephasing can already take
place during the ramp before reaching g = 0, as is evident
from our exact numerical results [Fig. 1 (a)].
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Appendix A: Transverse kink correlation

The (connected) kink correlation function in the transverse
direction is

x(r) = (1 - UJZ‘U]Z‘+1)(1 - ng‘+7-‘7gz‘+7-+1)>
—(1- UJZ'C’;+1><1 - o.j+7'a.j+7'+l>
= <U;U;+1U;+TG;+T+1> - <Gjaj+1><gj+TUj+T+l>

= (W5 T 2l 15 ra) = (BTG o) (U 4 1 yrp2)s
(AD)

where in the last line, the duality relations are invoked. Intro-
ducing fermionic operators A; = c} +cjand B; = c; - ¢j,
making use of the identity Expliwcic;] = A;B;, and denot-

J
ing (A;Bj4,) = G(r), we find

G(-1) G(0) Gir—1) G(r)
(r) = G(-2) G(-1) G@r-2) Gir-1)
X =\G(=r=1)  G(-r)  G(=1)  G(0)
G(-r—2) G(-r—-1) G(-2) G(-1)
G(-1) G [*

B ‘G(—m a(- A
where we have used Wick contraction
of a  string of  operators of the form
(BjAj1Bjv1Aj12Bjir Ajyri1Bipri14j4r42).  Note

only terms like A;B;, survive the contraction (terms like
AjAji, and B;Bjy, vanish). It then remains to calculate
G(r) and using the formulation described in the previous
section, we obtain

(A3)

where ¢ = 1 for ramps endingatg = 0and ¢ = 1 + (—1)"
for ramps ending at g = —o0.

Appendix B: Kink correlation in the eigenstates

The asymptotic behavior of G(r) [or G(—r)] for large r is
the following. A straightforward integration yields



o ™
11+ g|

G(r) 3 F2(1/2,1/2,1;1 —

where z = 4g/(1 + g)? (0 < |z| < 1). The quantity ,F,
denotes the regularized generalized Hypergeometric function
of the form

7bq; Z) = iT(k)Zka

k=0

pFqlar, ..., ap;b1,. .. (B2)

where

[t

B 1 (al) (a,,)
T(k) = k! (bl): . (bq): L(b1)...T(bg)’

(ar)k [or (by)g] is called the rising factorial or Pochhammer
symbol defined as (a;)r, = T'(a; + k)/T(a;). Since the hy-
pergeometric series is unimodal, the ratio of two consecutive
terms in, e.g., A in Eq. B2, which has the form

_T(k+1)M (2 I2(k+3/2)(k+2)
Ra= T(k)zF <k + 1) (rz(k +1/2)0(k + 1))

Pk+1—rT(k+1+7)
x (F(k+2r)F(k+2+r))

(B3)

(k+1/2)%(k+1) )

- <ki1>((k+1r)(k+l+r)
(B4)

(using the recurrence relation of the Gamma functions I'(z +
1) = zI'(2) in the last line), should be equal to 1 for k =
kmax = ko. At large values of 7, we find kg =~ r/v/1—z
which also holds for B. Exploiting its unimodular nature, the
series .4 can be approximated by an integral of the form

(o)
Ag/ Qe HIHF(R)
—o0

~ / Tk ko ko) ko F (k)2 (ps)

where we have Taylor expanded the function f (k) = In[T'(k)]
around k& = kg retaining terms up to quadratic order and using
the fact f’'(ko) = 0. Noting

1 3(k)
KIT(k+7r)D(k—r)]

flk) =~ ln[ (B6)
and invoking Stirling’s approximation of the logarithm of
Gamma function and logarithm of factorial, and following the
same procedure for B, we finally obtain

G(r) ~ 77/, (B7)
where
&' = IIn(4g) — 2In(1 + g)| +2/(1 — 9)/(1 + 9). 9
B

rl+riz) —gsF2(1/2,1/2,1;2 = rriz) | =

A—gB

=92 (B1)
11+ g|

(

The correlation length &, expectedly diverges at the critical
point g, = 1.

Finally, let us note that p(r) in a mixed state, characterized
by the occupation probability ny = 1 — O(k — k*) for some
k* € [0,7] (we call this state a “box eigenstate” because of
the profile of ny), does not show any Gaussian behavior in
the kink correlation. Likewise, when we generate a family
of random eigenstates by exciting a random set of £ modes
with a given probability and measure the kink correlation in
those states, we find no trace of Gaussian in any of such states
establishing the fact that no eigenstate of 7 can feature the
Gaussian behavior, and hence, what we are observing for the
ramp is truly a dynamical effect.

Appendix C: Spin correlations

Following Ref. 20, the spin correlation or equivalently the
(nonlocal) fermionic correlation function is

Cr(r) =(0j0j.,.) = (Bj(Aj1Bjs1 .- Ajpr1Bjr1)Ajir)

G(-1)  G(-2) G(-r)
| Gy G- Gl—r+1)
G(r—2) G(r—3) a(-1)
(C1)
where G(r) = (A4;Bjy,) = (1/n) [y dk (Jug® -

luk|?) cos(kr) is the relevant two-point fermionic correlator.
The behavior of Cr(r) against r for rapid ramps at various
(small) values of 7 features oscillations with an exponen-
tially decaying envelope®*. Furthermore, approximating the
quantity (|vy|? — |ug|?) = 1—2r by a thermal occupancy of
the form (1 4 e#/7)~! leads to the expressions of £} noted
in the main text. From the expression r7 a2 e~k the ef-
fective temperature comes out to be 7' = 1/(n7g) and the
critical temperature 7% = 1/(77(,) where 7¢, = In(2) /7 as
noted in Ref. [34].

It is to be stressed that the nonlocal fermions behave in a
different way than the local fermions (or local bosons like
our kinks) at high temperatures because of the presence of
the string that gives rise to the Toeplitz determinant noted in
Eq. CI above. So, even if the quantity G(r) can be approx-
imated by a Gaussian at high temperatures, the determinant
would still give rise to a falling exponential implying the spa-
tial correlation of the nonlocal fermions would not display the
intuitive Gaussian behavior expected for hot local fermions
or bosons that behave like classical (Maxwellian) particles at
high temperatures.



Appendix D: Post-ramp correlations

Let us assume we have stopped the ramp at ¢ = go that

yields the wavefunction [u](f),v,(f)] which then evolves to

[ug(t), vy ()] under the static Hamiltonian #(g) at g = go.
The dynamics is governed by the Schrodinger equation

io ug) _ 1—ggcosk —igosink Ug, — 7 U
t\ v igosink ggpcosk —1 v ) k v )’

(D1)
where time dependence in wg, vy is implied. If the unitary
matrix Uy diagonalizes Hj such that U, ,I’Hk.Uk = Y where

-1 0\ .
Y = €k ( 0 1) with g, = \/1 — 2go cos k + g3, then the

diagonal modes 1y, Uy, satisfy

. U, _ [ ¢k 0 U,

o (m)= (5 ) (@)
These diagonal modes are connected with the original modes
as

(3) =t (1) = (ool Zieosor ) ().

(D3)

(D2)

where cos 0, = (1 — go cosk)/e. If 4y, Uy, are specified by
their initial values 11,(61) , ﬁ,il), then their values at time ¢ (assum-
ing the ramp stopped at ¢ = 0 when the subsequent evolution
starts) is

ap(t) = eal o w(t) = et (D)

(D) ~(I)} , we obtain the solution

Noting [, T,

Uk, Vi AS
(M
Uk —iXkt
(Uk) Ue™ 104 ( “)>

Written out explicitly and ignoring all the rapidly oscillating
terms as done before, this leads to, at late times, the expres-
sions for uy and v noted in Eq. 43.

I I
— Ul 0T

(D5)

Appendix E: Density matrix in the post-ramp GGE

Calculations in this appendix are done following Ref. 45.
The formulation applies for a quench from an initial state
specified by g = g1 to a final state specified by g = gr. In
momentum space, the Hamiltonian #H reads

~ B , 1—gcosk —igsink
H(g) = Z (CL C—k) ( igsink gcosk — 1) ( k) .
k
(E1)

The Bogoliubov-de Gennes transformation ¢ = ugy; +
v k'yT_ ;; brings it to a diagonal form

H(g) = Z (3 v-#) (eéc —21@) (“YVT_kk) ,

k

where €, = +/1 —2gcosk+ g?. As the Hamiltonian in

Eq. El is an ensemble of two level systems in k-space, the
initial state (before the quench) can be written as

|Wy) =

(E2)

|T’k1,7’_k1>®‘~'®|’r’kj,?"_kj>®.... (E3)

This state could be an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian at g =
g1 or one obtained from the ramp stopped at g = g;. Time
evolution of this state is dictated by the final Hamiltonian Hp
(with g = gr) as

(W (t)) = e~ Py) =

> et n) (n] )
= Ze*iE"t\nﬁn,

where ¢, is the overlap of the initial state with the n-th eigen-
state of the final Hamiltonian which can also be written as

(E4)

n) = |pi), ") ) ®

where |p",p"]) denotes the occupation of Bogoliubov
fermions with k£ and —k in the n-th eigenstate (in a given
parity sector) while each {k, —k} subspace is spanned by the
four vectors {|0,0),|1,1),]1,0),]0,1)}. The occupation of
the Bogoliubov fermions fylifyk are conserved quantities (de-
noted further, J}).

Observables in integrable systems are expected to relax ac-
cording to a GGE which is defined by the density matrix

ol ye..., ()

gaar = 2~ e Tk, (EO)

where Z is the partition function given by Z =
Tr[e~ 2+ *+7/¢] and .J, denotes the conserved quantities. The
Lagrange multipliers are fixed by the condition (Uy|J;|¥1) =
(Ji)1 = TrlogerJk] which leads to

One can write oggg as a sum over the contribution from all
the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian

(E7)

occE = Y 0bipln(nl, (ES)
where
pM=0 p [rl—q
octe= I =) [ (E9)
k k

using (n|e=**7k|n) = ¢ plrl o€ Ak(s , (both k and —F are
k

included in the above product) To complete the discussion,
what remains is to compute {Jj)r.



Calculating (J; )1 involves the overlap ¢, in Eq. E4 which
is the product of the overlaps (for a chain of length N, itis a
product over N/2 terms in each of the parity sectors) in each

subspace {k, —k} as ¢, =[], CL"}. Denoting the initial state

as a tensor product |¥;) = ®j, [u(l) v,(cl)]T and that corre-

sponding to the final state |¥r) = @y [u;, (F) )] , we have

+\/ay cg), 1fp[n] =1 and p[lL]L =7r_g,
) 0 = cf), 1fp[”] 1 and p[jz]@ =0,
k 0 = c,(f’), Ln] =0 and p[n;g =1,
+iy/T—ap = c,(:l), iprn] # 7y, and p™ 75 Tk,
(E10)
forrpy =r_p=0andry =r_ =1, and
0= c,(fl), ifp[n] =0 and p[n] 0,
m_ )1= c,(f), 1fp["] =7 and p[f,L =7r_4,
¢ = _ 3 [n] [n] (E11)
0=c¢,”, ifp, #rk and p_ # r_p,

[n] _ 1’

0= c](f), 1fp["] and p") =

forry, = 0andr_p = 1, 0or, 7, = 1 and r_; = 0. Note
D¢ |c,(f) |? = 1 is implied by the normalization of the initial
state (Ur|Py) = 1.

Using the notation in Eq. E10 and Eq. E11 we find (Jj;)1 =
[n]

|c |2 with p, "' = 1 while ¢ is determined by {rj,r_;} and
O
1—ag, ifr,=0 and r_, =0,
ifry,=1and r_, =1
BATER Sk Pre= 2 andr-e =5 (g)
0, ifrpy =1 and r_; =0,
0, if’l“k =0 and r_p = 1,
where
ap = [uul + oW |? (E13)

As the initial state prepared at the end of the ramp obeys
VY- |¥1) = 0, it corresponds to 7, = r_; = 0 in Eq. E3

implying (Jx)1 = 1 — a and
pirl=0  p#p" piM=1
Q[é%E— H o H ar(1 — ayg) H (1 — ayp)?
k k k

(E14)

Appendix F: Kink correlation in a GGE

As noted in the main text, the (longitudinal) kink correlator
is

pr) = pipis, — (u5)*. (F1)

Introducing fermionic operators A; = c;r- +cjand B; = c; —

¢j, we can write p5 = 1 — 20;Cj = A;B;. Further denoting

10
A;Bj,, = G(r), we find

YaaE = Zg[g]c,E (nl G (r)|n)(n|G(~

r)n),
(F2)

pace(r) = (p(r

where (n|G(r)|n), written in terms of the occupation of the
Bogoliubov fermions, is

(] |
(n|G(r)ln) = & 2 S0k -G, (F3)
k>0
with
gsinksin(kr) (1 —gcosk)cos(kr)

V1—2gcosk+¢> /1—2gcosk+ g%

Expectation value of an operator A in the GGE with
weights {QQE}E} is given by

A YGGE = Z QGGE n|A|n (F5)

g= (F4)

Provided (n|A|n) is a sum of single particle contribution as

<7[1I]«4\n>
OGGE =

ka\fik\n) and the weight Q[CT;%E factorizes as
Hk gk GGE, Eq. F5 can be rewritten as

(Aece =Y (Z Q,E%GEAE)), (F6)

k>0

where we have introduced the notation

Q,(Cl)GGE, 1fp£C "l — 0 and p[",]~C =0,
ol = o) éGE? itpl =1 and p, = 0, FT)
LOGE T s ifp) =0 and pI =1,
gfjéGE? 1fp£€} =1 and p[n] 1,
and
Ag), 1fp[ " =0 and p[ nl 0,
. A(Q)’ [”] —1 and p[”] =0,
(n|Ag|n) = A’(f:s) [ 1 [n] (F8)
P 1fp =0 and p_;, =1,
AP ifpi =1 and p[”] =1
Similarly, it is straightforward to show the identity
> eican(nlAin) (nldefn) = (An)cee( Az

=S (ZQ%GE (5)) <Zgl(f(%GE G >>
k>0

+ Z (Z O GGE-A%;)@A%/)C)» (F9)

k>0

where <A1 /2)ccE is defined according to Eq. F6 and flg% A

is defined according to Eq. F8. Using Eq. E14 to Eq. F9, we
obtain the expression for pggg(r) noted in Eq. 44.



Appendix G: Pearson correlation coefficient

For a paired dataset D := {(z;,y;)}, the correlation coeffi-

cient R (€ [—1, 1]) of the best fit is given by

B T N N

20

21

22

23
24

25

26

R = ((XY) = (X)(Y))/(ox ov), (GD

11

where (X (Y')) denotes the mean of the sample set X =
{z; }(Y = {y;}) and o, the standard deviation. If |R| = 1, the
data is said to have a perfect linear correlation (all points are
on the best fit) while |R| = 0 implies no correlation whatso-
ever. Accordingly, if the data is perfectly Gaussian correlated,
|R|is 1 for X = {2?} and Y = {In|y;|} and deviation from
|R| = 1 suggests departure from Gaussian. Following this,
we compute |R| for our numerical data D := {(r?,1n|p;|)}
and study its behavior as a function of ¢ for different values
of 7 Q-
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