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Signature of the quantum critical point on the witness of the non-Markovianity and
the entanglement in spin-1/2 chain
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A thermodynamic limit chain of spin-1/2 particles with XX and three-spin interactions (TSI)
is considered. Using the fermionization technique, the Hamiltonian of the chain with periodic
boundary conditions is exactly diagonalized. In the ground-state phase diagram of the chain system,
a quantum critical point separates the Luttinger liquid and chiral phases. Selecting one-spin as an
open quantum system, the rest of the spins play the role of its environment. By choosing different
initial states, we studied the dynamics of the entanglement between the open quantum system and
its environment. In the initial state, the state of the open quantum system is a superposition of
up and down states and the environment is polarized. The revival of the entanglement is observed
in the whole range of interactions as an indicator of non-Markovian dynamics. Our exact results
revealed that non-Markovian behavior is independent of the initial state. By tuning the initial state,
the open quantum system will be completely entangled with the environment at a special time called
entanglement-time, tE . The value of the mentioned entanglement-time decreased by increasing TSI.
The signature of a quantum critical point is confirmed by investigating the long-time average of the
entanglement and using the trace-distance as a witness of non-Markovianity.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Open quantum system dynamics has raised a great
deal of interest both theoretically and experimentally1–6.
Using the theory of open quantum systems, the dynam-
ical behavior of the system which interacts with its en-
vironment is classified into two categories: Markovian
and non-Markovian7. The Markovian process involves
the flow of information from the system to the environ-
ment. On the other hand, the process by which part
of the information is returned from the environment to
the system is called non-Markovian dynamics. Describ-
ing the memory effects in the non-Markovian process is
a fundamental subject in the theory of open systems8.
Investigating dynamics of the open quantum system was
initially allocated to the Markovian behavior, it has re-
cently expanded to non-Markovian behaviors9–15. Sys-
tems that are in contact with different non-Markovian
environments show the revival of entanglement16–18. It
is essential to show the process of the revival of entan-
glement to introduce a general measurement of a non-
Markovianity degree in open quantum systems19. Note
that in Markovian dynamics, the concurrence decreases
exponentially20.
There are several ways to identify non-Markovianity
via witnesses. A witness of non-Markovianity is a
quantity which will be vanished for all Markovian
dynamics21,22. We know that a non-zero value of a
witness of non-Markovianity shows a non-Markovian
dynamics. The witnesses of non-Markovianity can
be classified into two categories: the witnesses based
on monotonicity under completely positive maps and
the witnesses based on monotonicity under local com-
pletely positive maps23. The first category in-
cludes the following methods: Trace distance and

the BLP quantifier19,24, Fidelity25,26, Quantum relative
entropies27, Quantum Fisher information28,29, Capac-
ity measure30, Bloch volume measure31 and the sec-
ond one contains Entanglement32, Quantum mutual
information33, and Quantum discord34–36.

Theoretically, in a recent work, the dynamics of a qubit
coupled to a spin chain environment has been studied37.
The environment is described by a XY model in the
transverse magnetic field. The dynamics of the qubit
is Markovian at a special point. Two regions that are
separated by this point are non-Markovian and lead to
two completely different dynamical behaviors. It has
been shown that the contribution of energy density is
responsible for the non-Markovian effects. This result in
an infinite environment is also correct. From an experi-
mental point of view, a non-Markovianity-assisted high-
fidelity refined Deutsh-Jozsa algorithm is implemented
with a solid spin in a diamond38. Especially, a non-
Markovian quantum process is observed by measuring
the non-Markovianity of the spin system. The control
of the degree of non-Markovianity in the dynamics of
a nitrogen-vacancy center electron spin is also demon-
strated experimentally39. They have shown that, by
changing the population of the nitrogen spin, the non-
Markovianity of the electron spin’s dynamics is tune-
able. In addition, using a randomized set of central
radio-frequency fields, a non-Markovian environment for
a single nuclear magnetic resonance qubit is effectively
realized40. The study of the role of different interactions
in inducing non-Morkovianity has been going on in recent
years41–52.

Recently, systems involving multiple interactions, such
as three-spin interaction, four-spin interaction, etc., are
significant by various parts of physics53–61. A wide range
of spin-1/2 Hamiltonians can be created in different con-
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figurations of an optical lattice62. One type of multiple-
spin interaction is a three-spin interaction (TSI) which
can be represented by a triangular configuration63. TSI
has been proposed with various Hamiltonians, including
the following

H(1)
TSI = J ′

N
∑

j=1

(~Sj . ~Sj+2)xy S
z
j+1,

H(2)
TSI = J ′

N
∑

j=1

[(~Sj × ~Sj+2) . k̂] S
z
j+1. (1)

Thermodynamic properties and quantum phase tran-
sition for both interactions with the Heisenberg spin-1/2
XX model have been investigated53,54. There is a signif-
icant difference between the results of these two models.
Some of the differences express: The model that contain-

ing H(1)
TSI , shows that it has spontaneous magnetization

in its ground state, while the second model has zero mag-
netization in its ground state. In the study of the specific
heat as a function of T/J , it is observed that the first
model has a two-peak structure, while the second model
has a single-peak structure.

The dynamics of entanglement and dynamical transi-
tion from the Markovian to the non-Markovian regime

for a one-dimensional spin-1/2 XX model with H(1)
TSI has

been studied64. In this work, we focus on the dynam-

ical behavior for the system involving H(2)
TSI to explore

the interplay between the critical phenomena, quantum
correlations, and non-Markovianity. One spin is selected
from the chain and it plays the role of the open system,
while the rest of the chain constitutes its environment.
A class of initial states is considered, where the environ-
ment is polarized and the one-spin system is a superpo-
sition of up and down states. Using the fermionization
approach, Hamiltonian is diagonalized and exact expres-
sion for the time-dependent entanglement between the
one-spin system and its environment is obtained. Re-
vivals phenomenon of entanglement is showed that the
dynamics is non-Markovian in presence of the TSI inter-
action. A similar result is obtained by calculating the
trace distance. For initial states where one-spin is also
polarized, the open quantum system will be completely
entangled with the environment at a special time called
entanglement-time, tE . Entanglement time decreases by
increasing TSI. On the other hand, we also calculate the
long-time average of the entanglement and will find a
clear signature of the quantum critical point.

The paper is structured as follows. In section II, first,
the model is introduced, then using the fermionization
technique, the Hamiltonian is diagonalized and analytical
results are given. In section III, the dynamics of entan-
glement between one-spin and its environment is studied.
Results on the trace distance are reported in section IV.
Finally, we conclude all of our results in section V.

II. THE MODEL

The Hamiltonian of a spin-1/2 XX model with H(2)
TSI

is given by

H = −J
N
∑

j=1

(Sx
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1)

− J ′
N
∑

j=1

(Sx
j S

y
j+2 − Sy

j S
x
j+2) S

z
j+1, (2)

where Sj is the spin-1/2 operator on the j-th site, J
and J ′ are respectively the exchange coupling between
the spins on the nearest neighbors sites and on the three
nearest neighbors sites. J ′ = 0 represents the isotropic
XX model. The TSI breaks π/2-rotation symmetry along
the z-axis. Since the dynamics of the system is governed
by Hamiltonian, so we expect remarkable changes in the
dynamics that will occur.
The Hamiltonian can be exactly diagonalized by the

fermionization approach. In the first step, using the
Jordan-Wigner transformation

S+
j = a†j exp(iπ

∑

l<j

a†l al), (3)

S−
j = aj exp(−iπ

∑

l<j

a†lal), (4)

Sz
j = a†jaj −

1

2
, (5)

the Hamiltonian is mapped onto a 1D model of noninter-
acting spinless fermions

Hf =
−J
2

N
∑

j=1

(a†jaj+1 + a†j+1aj)

+ i
J ′

2

N
∑

j=1

(a†jaj+2 − a†j+2aj). (6)

In the next step, performing a Fourier transformation

into the momentum space as a†j = 1√
N

∑N
j=1 e

ikja†k, the

diagonalized Hamiltonian is given by

Hf =
∑

k

ε(k)a†kak, (7)

where ε(k) is the dispersion relation

ε(k) = −J(cos(k)− α

2
sin(2k)), (8)

with α = J′

J . The ground state phase diagram is well

known54. System is in the gapless Luttinger liquid phase
in the region α ≤ αc = 1 and shows chiral ordering with
gapless excitations in the region α > αc = 1.
Here, we are interested to study the dynamical behav-

ior of a one-spin open quantum system and understand-
ing how the TSI changes the dynamical behavior of the
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system. To study the dynamics and measuring the degree
of non-Markovianity, we use the trace distance, hence we
need to calculate the reduced density matrix. In the first
step, it is necessary to determine the initial state of the
system at t = 0. Then by using the time evolution oper-
ator (~ = 1 is considered) as

U(t) = e−it
∑

k
ε(k)a†

k
ak/~, (9)

the physical state of the system at any time t is obtained.
The trace distance which gives a measure of the distin-
guishability between two initial quantum states (ρ1 and
ρ2) can be expressed as19

D(ρ1, ρ2) =
1

2
tr|ρ1 − ρ2|, (10)

where |ρ1 − ρ2| =
√

(ρ1 − ρ2)†(ρ1 − ρ2). At any time, if
the information is returned from the environment to the
system, the trace distance will increase; therefore, it is
obviously related to existence of the non-Markovianity.
The witness of the non-Markovianity, N , is defined as

N = max

∫

σ>0

σ(t, ρ1,2(0))dt, (11)

where

σ(t, ρ1,2(0)) =
d

dt
D(ρ1(t), ρ2(t)), (12)

is the rate of change of the trace distance at time t.
This computational method is common for calculating
the non-Markovianity19,45,64,65. It is used in different
models as: the damped Janes-Cummings model19, the
spin-1/2 transverse field XY Heisenberg chain model45,
the extended cluster spin-1/2 XX chain model64 and the
anisotropic spin-1/2 XY chain model65. It is important
to note that if the trace distance increases, we can
use the rate of change for calculating the witness of
non-Markovianity. Otherwise, we cannot use the rate of
change of the trace distance for calculating the witness
of non-Markovianity.

III. ONE TANGLE

In this section, we select one-spin of the chain as an
open quantum system, while the rest of the chain plays
the role of the environment. A symbolic form of the sys-
tem is shown in Fig. 1. In fact, we concentrate on the
entanglement between a single spin located at site m and
the rest of the chain system. For this purpose, we con-
sider an initial state where the environment is polarized
but the state of the one-spin system is a superposition of
up (| ↑〉) and down (| ↓〉) states as

|ψ(t = 0)〉 = (cos(φ)| ↑〉+ sin(φ)| ↓〉)S
⊗ | ↓↓ ..... ↓〉E , (13)

sm

one-spin system

FIG. 1: The symbolic form of a one-spin open quantum
system and its environment.

which is equivalent to

|ψ(t = 0)〉 = (cos(φ)a†m + sin(φ)) |0〉. (14)

in the fermionic form. φ is a phase factor and |0〉 denotes
the vacuum state. Applying the time evolution unitary
operator, the time-dependent physical state of the system
is obtained as

|ψ(t)〉 =
1√
N

(
∑

k

ei(km−ε(k)t) cos(φ)a†k

+
√
N sin(φ)) |0〉. (15)

The one-spin reduced density matrix, ρ, is defined as

ρ =

(

1

2
+ 〈Sz

m〉 〈S−

m〉
〈S+

m〉 1

2
− 〈Sz

m〉

)

, (16)

where 〈...〉 denotes the expectation value on the time-
dependent physical state. Using the time-dependent
state and fermionic operators, we calculated the density
matrix as:

ρ =

(

A B
B∗ 1− A

)

, (17)

where

A(φ, t) = cos2(φ) (f2(t) + g2(t)),

B(φ, t) = sin(φ) cos(φ) (f(t)− ig(t)), (18)

and

f(t) =
1

N

∑

k

cos(ε(k)t),

g(t) =
1

N

∑

k

sin(ε(k)t). (19)

In the following, we concentrate on the entanglement be-
tween a single spin and the rest of the chain. In this
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FIG. 2: (a) The dynamical behavior of the entanglement be-
tween the one-spin open quantum system and its environ-
ment. (b) The entanglement-time with respect to the TSI.
(c) The long-time average of the entanglement with respect
to the TSI.

scenario, the amount of entanglement can be measured
by the so-called one-tangle5. It is defined as

τ = 4detρ, (20)

= 4 cos4(φ) (f2(t) + g2(t))[1 − (f2(t) + g2(t))].

At t = 0, the one-spin system is not entangled with the
rest of the chain independent of the phase factor φ. By
passing the time, the non-zero value of the entanglement
is expected since, at a short time, low-lying excited states
contribute to the dynamics of the system. On the other
hand, the phase factor φ does not change the dynami-
cal behavior of the system and only plays the role of a
positive constant.
The results presented in Fig. 2 (a) provide informa-

tion about the dynamical behavior of the entanglement
between the one-spin system and the rest of the chain
for three different values of the TSI. No entanglement
is observed at the initial time t = 0. There is an up-
ward trend at very short times independent of the value
of TSI. The entanglement increases and interestingly the
one-spin system will be completely entangled with its en-
vironment at a special time tE . It is noticeable that as
soon as the time passes from the entanglement-time, tE ,
the entanglement decreases and reaches zero for the first
time. The mentioned dynamical behavior is repeated pe-
riodically by passing time which is known as the revival of
the entanglement. In fact, such a revival is due to the re-
action of the environment. Feedback of the entanglement
from the environment to the open quantum system is one

0.95 1 1.05
12
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12.6

12.9

α

Ν

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

12

13

14

15

FIG. 3: The witness of non-Markovianity N as a function of
TSI. Inset shows results in the quantum critical region.

of the special characterizations of the non-Markovianity.
We have to mention that the entanglement between sys-
tem and environment declines moderately and decays at
longer times. To find a deeper insight into the nature of
the dynamical behavior of entanglement between the one-
spin system and its environment, we have also investi-
gated the entanglement-time tE with respect to the TSI.
Results are presented in Fig. 2 (b). The entanglement-
time shows monotonic decreasing behavior with respect
to the TSI, which can be regarded as an increasing effect
of the TSI on the velocity of the entanglement transfer.

In addition, we have calculated the long-time average
of the entanglement defined as

τav = lim
T−→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

τ(t) dt. (21)

Results are presented in Fig. 2 (c) for different values of
TSI. The signature of the quantum critical point is also
clearly seen in the behavior of τav. Three different regions
are observed. A quantum critical region, where the TSI
is very close to the quantum critical point αc = 1 and two
regions which are outside of the quantum critical region
are distinguished with values of α < αc and α > αc.
By increasing the TSI from zero, the long-time average
of the entanglement decreases slowly up to the edge of
the quantum critical region. As soon as the TSI enters
into the quantum critical region, τav increases rapidly
and will be maximized at the second edge of the quantum
critical region. In the region, α > αc, it shows monotonic
decreasing behavior.

IV. MEASURE OF NON-MARKOVIANITY

In this section, we evaluate the trace distance as a
measure of non-Markovianity: we can anticipate simi-
lar results as those found for the entanglement. In order
to calculate the witness of non-Markovianity, ρ1 and ρ2
must be determined. The two initial states are selected
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as

|ψ1(t = 0)〉 = (cos(φ1)| ↑〉+ sin(φ1)| ↓〉)S ⊗ (| ↓↓ ..... ↓〉)E ,
|ψ2(t = 0)〉 = (cos(φ2)| ↑〉+ sin(φ2)| ↓〉)S ⊗ (| ↓↓ ..... ↓〉)E .

(22)

Using the time-dependent states and fermionic form, we
calculated the ρ1 − ρ2 and finally the trace distance is
obtained as

D(ρ1, ρ2) =
1

2
tr|ρ1 − ρ2|,

=
√

A′2 + |B′|2 (23)

where

A′ = A(φ1, t)−A(φ2, t),

B′ = B(φ1, t)−B(φ2, t). (24)

We want to determine whether the dynamical behavior
of the one-spin system is Markovian or non-Markovian.
To reach this goal, the witness of non-MarkovianityN as
a function of the TSI strength is calculated. It should be
noted that the time integral is extended over all intervals
where trace distance (D(ρ1, ρ2)) rises by increasing time.
Choosing different values of phases φ1 and φ2, we are
looking to find the maximum distance |ρ1 − ρ2|, which is
called the optimal state pair. We have to mention that
the optimal state pair leads to the maximal possible back-
flow from the environment during the time evolution of
states. Results of the witness of non-MarkovianityN are
shown in Fig. 3. In fact, the integral in Eq. (11) is cal-
culated numerically for the time interval from 0 to 1000
and a time step of 0.01. It is clearly seen that the dynam-
ics of the system is non-Markovian in the whole range of
considered two-point and cluster interactions in complete
agreement with the entanglement results. In fact, by in-
creasing TSI from zero, the degree of non-Markovianity
N shows decreasing behavior. As soon as the system
placed in the quantum critical region, different behavior
is signaled. As is seen in the inset of Fig. 3, a cusp as
a signature of the quantum critical point is observed at
αc ∼ 1. It is known that the most important quantity in
determining the dynamical behavior of the fermion sys-
tems is the energy spectrum ε(k). One should note that
the ground state of the chain model corresponds to the
configuration where all states with ε(k) < 0 are filled
and ε(k) > 0 are empty. In the region α < αc = 1, there
is two-Fermi points at kF = ±π

2 . Two additional Fermi

points appear in the region α > αc = 1 at k1F = arcsin( 1
α )

and k2F = π − arcsin( 1
α ). Since 〈ψGS |ψ(t)〉 = 0, the

ground state energy has no effect in the dynamical be-
havior of the system (this is not general and depends
on the initial state). Thus, only excited states of the
Hamiltonian play important role in the dynamical be-
havior of the system. In the region α ≤ αc = 1, the
ground state consists of all quasi-particles with momen-
tum −π

2 < k < π
2 . But in the region α > αc = 1, it
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1

1.5 ( d ) α = 1 . 5

FIG. 4: The Energy spectrum as a function of the momentum
for different values of the TSI as: (a) In the absence of the
TSI, α = 0, (b) In the presence of the TSI but less than
quantum critical point, α = 0.5 < αc, (c) In the presence of
the TSI equal to the quantum critical point α = 1.0 = αc, (d)
In the presence of the TSI but larger than quantum critical
point, α = 1.5 > αc.

consists of quasi-particles with momentum −π
2 < k < k1F

and π
2 < k < k2F . Low-lying excited states of the chain

model correspond to the configurations where in addi-
tion to filled states with ε(k) < 0, quasi-particles with
momentum value close to the Fermi points are also cre-
ated.
Here, we focus on the dispersion relation Eq. (8) for

different values of the TSI. Results are presented in
Fig. 4. In absence of the TSI, the asymmetry between
quasi-particles with positive and negative momentum is
seen in Fig. (8) (a). But, in presence of TSI (Fig. 4 (b-
d)), the mentioned symmetry is broken and at first, the
sub-branch with positive momentum (k > kF = π

2 ) will
be filled. As soon as the TSI crosses the quantum critical

point, two additional Fermi points k
1(2)
F are induced. In

this case, quasi-particles with momentum k1F < k < π
2

will be also created in low-lying excited states and their
impact as a signal shows itself in quantities such as the
long-time average of the entanglement and the measure
of the non-Markovianity.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the dynamical behavior
of a one-spin open quantum system in a one-dimensional
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spin-1/2 isotropic XX Heisenberg model with TSI. The
TSI breaks π/2-rotation along Z-axis symmetry. We
have shown that notable changes in the dynamics of the
systems have occurred since the dynamics of the sys-
tem is governed by Hamiltonian. Calculating the wit-
ness of non-Markovianity and the entanglement between
the one-spin open quantum system and its environment,
we showed that the one-spin open quantum system expe-
riences no dynamical transition, since the one-way flow
of information from the system to the environment was
never observed.

In the short-time dynamics of the entanglement
between the one-spin and environment, we found a
special time where the open quantum system be-
comes completely entangled with its environment. The
entanglement-time shows decreasing behavior with re-
spect to the TSI. We also calculated the long-time av-
erage of the entanglement and a clear signature of the
quantum critical point observed. The mentioned signal
of the quantum critical point observed also in the dynam-
ical behavior of the measure of non-Markovianity.
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