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Abstract
The assumption that quasi-static transformations do not quantitatively alter the equilibrium expectation of observables is

at the heart of thermodynamics and, in the quantum realm, its validity may be confirmed by the application of adiabatic
perturbation theory. Yet, this scenario does not straightforwardly apply to Bosonic systems whose excitation energy is slowly
driven through the zero. Here, we prove that the universal slow dynamics of such systems is always non-adiabatic and the
quantum corrections to the equilibrium observables become rate independent for any dynamical protocol in the slow drive
limit. These findings overturn the common expectation for quasi-static processes as they demonstrate that a system as simple
and general as the quantum harmonic oscillator, does not allow for a slow-drive limit, but it always displays sudden quench
dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quasi-static processes are thermodynamic transforma-
tions which happen slow enough not to cause any size-
able variation to the instantaneous equilibrium solution
of the problem [1]. A convenient mathematical represen-
tation for these processes considers a system, initially at
equilibrium, whose Hamiltonian is slowly varied in time
H(δ·t) with a rate much smaller than any internal scale of
the system. Under proper assumptions on the analytic-
ity of the evolution and of the thermodynamic functions,
an analytic scaling ∼ δ2 for the dynamical corrections to
the equilibrium expectations may be predicted [2].

In the quantum realm, the concept of “adiabaticity”,
i.e. the possibility to realise an equilibrium state by a
quasi-static process, is crucial to quantum computation,
where non-trivial correlations in the system ground state
are generated by a slow variation of the Hamiltonian
parameters [3]. The possibility of such manipulation is
granted by the quantum adiabatic theorem [4–6], which
ensures that the outcome of the adiabatic procedure will
converge to the ground-state of the final Hamiltonian in
the δ → 0 limit.

The prototypical model for quantum adiabatic dynam-
ics is the Landau-Zener (LZ) problem, which describes
the excitation probability of a two level system ramped
over an avoided eigenvalue crossing [7, 8]. In analogy with
the classical case, the exact solution of the LZ prob-
lem features dynamical corrections which vanish expo-
nentially in the slow drive limit. However, at a quantum
critical point (QCP) an actual eigenvalue crossing ap-
pears [9] and non-analytic corrections ∼ δθ to the adia-
batic observables emerge, according to the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism (KZM), where the θ-scaling only depends on
the equilibrium critical exponents [10, 11]. Interestingly,
an exact description of KZM in thermodynamic systems
with purely Fermionic quasi-particles can be obtained by
relating the quasi-particle dynamics to an infinite num-
ber of LZ transitions with momentum dependent minimal
gaps [12, 13]. Therefore, the LZ problem has remained
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up to now one of the most precious tools to understand
defects formation in quantum systems [14].

Nevertheless, several quantum many-body systems fea-
ture strongly interacting QCPs and no quadratic effective
field theory in terms of Fermi quasi-particles can be con-
structed. The validity of KZM scaling in these systems
can be shown by adiabatic perturbation theory, which,
under proper scaling assumptions, is able to reproduce
the expected non-analytic scaling for the defect density
nexc ≈ δθ [15]. Notice that the assumptions made in
Ref. [15] in order to derive the KZM prediction for generic
quantum many-body systems may not apply to systems
with competing interactions [16].

More in general, the adiabatic perturbation theory
approach cannot be applied to harmonic systems with
Bosonic quasi-particles as the perturbative assumption
is violated by Bose statistics, which allows macroscopic
population in the excited resonant states [17, 18]. More-
over, several critical systems ranging from quantum mag-
nets and cavity systems to superfluids and supersolids
can be effectively described by harmonic Bose quasi-
particles, whose excitation energy gradually vanishes ap-
proaching the QCP [2, 9].

In the following, we investigate quantum adiabatic cy-
cles across a QCP, where infinite many excitation levels
become degenerate (corresponding to the case of Bose
statistics for the excitations), see Fig. 1. The general
assumptions of the quantum adiabatic theorem do not
hold in this case and no-general result over the dynami-
cal corrections to the adiabatic observables is known [4–
6]. We prove that adiabaticity breakdown is a universal
feature of these systems independently of the considered
drive rate and shape. These results justify and extend
recent studies concerning non-adiabatic defect formation
nexc ≈ O(1) in fully-connected many-body systems and
in single-mode harmonic Hamiltonians with analytic ∼ t2
drives [19, 20].

One of the fundamental consequences of these findings
concern the full characterisation of defect formation in
critical quantum many-body systems, as we provide the
missing piece of information to summarise universal adi-
abatic dynamics as follows:

• Finite systems: nexc ≈ δ2.
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FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the quantum adiabatic
cycle under study. The system is prepared in the ground state
of the Hamiltonian (n = 0) with a regular, well separated,
spectrum at the initial time −ti. Each excited state is labeled
by a growing integer n. Then, the Hamiltonian is dynamically
driven in such a way to reduce the spectral gap of the system
ω(t∗)� ω(−ti) (i.e. followong the lower green arrows), until
the instantaneous spectrum becomes fully degenerate ω(t =
0) ' 0 (on the right in the picture). Finally, the drive protocol
is inverted and the initial Hamiltonian is restored (following
the upper green arrows).

• Interacting QCPs: nexc ≈ δθ.
• Harmonic Bose quasi-particles: nexc ≈ O(1).

The first class is conveniently represented by the LZ
model, while the second one can be treated by adiabatic
perturbation theory. The present investigations focus on
the third class, where the dynamical corrections are al-
ways non-adiabatic, i.e. rate independent, but for which
no general result was known up to now.

It is worth noting that the aforementioned regimes for
defect scaling may also appear in a given quantum system
depending on the type of dynamical protocol performed,
see the results section. In particular, for a system with
harmonic Bose quasi-particles, the non-analytic δθ scal-
ing may be found for dynamical protocols terminating
exactly at the QCP (regime 1). While any actual cross-
ing of the gapless point will lead to a finite defect density
nexc ≈ O(1) (regime 2). Therefore, dynamical quasi-
static transformations of Bosonic systems across QCPs
are the main focus of the present paper.

Before proceeding further with the analysis, it is con-
venient to discuss the aforementioned picture in the con-
text of the existing literature. Seminal studies on the
Kibble-Zurek scaling across QCPs have been performed
in Refs. [11, 12, 14, 15] in the context of many-body sys-
tems with Fermi quasiparticles. The extension of these
analyses to the case of Bose modes, such as spin-waves,
has been limited to the case of quenches in the vicin-
ity of a critical point [17, 21], where regime (1) has been
analysed only for linear scaling of the square frequency
ω(t)2 ≈ δ ·t. Also, Refs. [17, 21] consider a continuum en-
semble of non-interacting Bose quasi-particles with gap-
less spectrum rather than a single mode. Then, the
non-adiabatic phase observed in Refs. [17, 21] is not the

consequence of the crossing of the critical point (which
is not discussed there), but of the infra-red divergence
of spin-wave contributions in low-dimensions, which also
causes the disappearance of continuous symmetry break-
ing transitions in d ≤ 2, according to the Mermin-Wagner
theorem [22–24].

First mathematical evidences of the existence of regime
(2) have been found in Ref. [19], where the scaling of the
single mode gap was assumed to be linear (ω(t)2 ≈ t2).
This solution is more straightforward due to the homo-
geneous scaling of the time parameter and the position
operator ω(t)x2 ∝ (t x)2. In the physics context, these
results have been used to justify the anomalous defect
scaling numerically observed in the LMG model [20, 25].

In this work we are going to prove that the existence
of regime (2) is actually a generic feature of any dynam-
ical protocol, crossing a QCP with pure bosonic quasi-
particles. The amount of heat and the number of defects
generated at the end of these dynamical manipulations
will be shown to be universal functions, which do not de-
pend on the drive rate nor on the peculiar drive shape,
but only on the leading scaling exponent in the time-
dependent frequency expansion ω(t) ≈ (δ|t|)zν + · · · .
Moreover, our analysis will extend the observations of
Refs. [17, 21] for dynamical evolutions terminating in the
vicinity of the QCP to any scaling exponent zν.

II. RESULTS

In order to prove our picture, let us consider a single
dynamically driven Harmonic mode with Hamiltonian

H(t) =
1

2

(
p2 + ω(t)2x2

)
. (1)

A part from its fundamental interest, the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1) faithfully describes the quantum fluctuations of
many-body systems with fully-connected cavity mediated
interactions such as the Dicke [26] or the Lipkin-Meshkov-
Glick (LMG) models [20, 27–31] and, more in general,
models which feature a collective single mode excitation,
such as the BCS model [32].

The dynamics described by Eq. (1) cannot be explicitly
solved in general, but an explicit solution can be obtained
for the scaling form

ω(t)2 = (δ|t|)2zν
(2)

where δ > 0 is the drive rate and the exponent zν > 0
represents the gap scaling exponent. In the following we
are going to show that any time-dependent shape ω(t),
which crosses the QCP at t = 0, can be reduced to the
form in Eq. (2) in the δ → 0 limit.

Eq. (1) with the time-dependent frequency in Eq. (2)
may be regarded as effectively describing a many-body
system ramped across its QCP, in the spirit of Refs. [19–
21]. Within this perspective the exponent zν represents
the dynamical critical exponent for the gap scaling [9].
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However, it is worth noting that in the framework of the
effective theory in Eq. (1) the quantity zν in Eq. (2) is
merely a tuneable parameter describing the dynamical
protocol and it is not directly related to any critical be-
haviour displayed by the effective model at equilibrium.

As long as the the spectral gap remains finite at all
instants (ω(t) 6= 0 ∀ t) the scaling of the defect density
and the corrections to the dynamical observables with
respect to the instantaneous equilibrium expectation can
be predicted using adiabatic perturbation theory [17, 21],
see also Chap. 3 of Ref. [33]. In addition, as anticipated
in the introduction, two universal regimes are observed
according to the scaling of the observables in the quasi-
static limit δ → 0:

1. Kibble-Zurek regime (half cycle).

2. Universal non-adiabaticity (full cycle).

Regime (1) occurs for a half-cycle t ∈ [−ti, 0] (with
ti ∝ 1/δ) and features non-analytic corrections to the
adiabatic expectations appearing at t = 0 (where ω(0) =
0). Such corrections cannot be captured by the stan-
dard perturbative approach, but can be predicted by the
KZM scaling argument. On the contrary for a full cy-
cle t ∈ [−ti, ti] the critical point is actually crossed and
the system enters in the non-adiabatic regime, where the
leading correction to the observables expectation does
not depend on δ. We refer to this latter scenario as
regime (2). It should be stressed that the notation zν for
the frequency scaling in Eq. (2) is employed in order to
make contact with the traditional Kibble-Zurek picture
in many-body systems, but in our case the exponent zν
is just an effective quantity, which is not connected with
the equilibrium critical scaling of any specific model.

The picture outlined above naturally follows from the
solution of the model under study. The dynamical eigen-
functions of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) can be written in
terms of a single time dependent parameter: the effective
width ξ(t), see the definition in Supplementary Eq. (2).
Then, the dynamics of the quantum problem may be ob-
tained by the solution of the Ermakov-Milne equation,
which describes the evolution of the effective width ξ(t),
see Supplementary Eq. (5).

First, it is convenient to rewrite the Hamiltonian in
Eq. (1) as a rate independent one by introducing the
transformations

t = δ−
zν

1+zν s, x = δ−
zν

2+2zν x̃ (3)

which reduce the dynamics of the model in Eq. (1) to the
δ = 1 case, see the Supplementary Methods 2. The ex-
pressions for the fidelity and defect density of the model,
given in Supplementary Eqs. (12) and (13), are invariant
under the transformations in Eq. (3) in such a way that
the fidelity and excitation density at real times can be ob-
tained by ξ̃(s) = limδ→1 ξ(t) and Ω̃(s)2 = s2zν , provided
that the endpoint of the dynamics is rescaled accordingly.

II.1. Regime 1 (Kibble-Zurek scaling)

An adiabatic cycle is realised when the system starts in
the instantaneous ground state of the equilibrium Hamil-
tonian, i.e. lim

t→−ti
ψ(t) = ψad

0 (−ti), where ψad
0 is the adi-

abatic state obtained replacing the constant frequency
with the time-dependent one in the equilibrium ground-
state [34]. Accordingly, one has to impose the boundary
conditions

lim
t→−ti

ξ(t)2 =
1

2ω(t)
; lim

t→−ti
ξ̇(t)2 = 0. (4)

Following the exact solution given in the Supplementary
Methods 3, the time-dependent width ξ(t) and its time
derivative attain a finite value in the t → 0 limit. How-
ever, a finite result for the width ξ(t) at ω(t) = 0 cor-

responds to a vanishing fidelity, f(t) ∝
√
ω(t), see the

Supplementary Eq. (13). Consequently, the defect den-
sity diverges as nexc(t) ∝ 1/ω(t), see Supplementary Eq.
(12), but the heat (or excess energy) remains finite

lim
t→0

Q(t) ' lim
t→0

ω(t)nexc(t) ∝ δ
zν

1+zν , (5)

where nexc represents the excitation density and the
power-law scaling θ = zν/(1 + zν) perfectly reproduces
the celebrated Kibble-Zurek result [13].

The result in Eq. (5) may be also obtained by the
impulse-adiabatic approximation at the basis of the KZM
result [13, 17] . Indeed, as long as the instantaneous gap
remains large with respect to the drive rate ω̇(t)� ω(t)2

the dynamical state may be safely approximated by the
adiabatic one ψ0(t) ' ψad

0 (t). This approximation breaks
down at the freezing time t∗ such that the adiabatic con-
dition is violated ω̇(t∗) ' ω(t∗)

2. For t > t∗ the system
enters in the impulse regime and the state remains frozen
at ψad

0 (t∗) with frequency ω(t∗) ∝ δzν/(1+zν) all the way
down to t = 0. Then, the excess energy at the endpoint
of the dynamics reads∫ +∞

−∞
ψad,∗

0 (t∗)H(0)ψad
0 (t∗) ≈ δ

zν
1+zν (6)

which reproduces the exact result in Eq. (5) as well as
the traditional Kibble-Zurek picture for many body sys-
tems [35, 36]. The result in Eq. (6) provides a first evi-
dence of the validity of the model Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)
as an effective tool to represent many-body critical dy-
namics.

II.2. Regime 2 (universal non-adiabaticity)

A full cycle is realised when the system actually crosses
the QCP at t = 0. There, the driving protocol in Eq. (2)
is non-analytic, but a proper solution can be achieved
requiring that the dynamical state and its time deriva-
tive remain continuous at all times. Thus, defining the

3



10−5

10−2

101

s0

2zν =0.50

10−6

10−3

100

Q
(t

)

s0

2zν =0.90

0 5 10 15 20

t/t∗

10−3

10−1

101

s0

(a) Heat

2zν =1.30

−2 0 2 4 6 8

t/t∗

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

f
(t

)

(b) Fidelity

2zν =0.50

2zν =0.90

2zν =1.30

2zν =1.75

2zν =2.20

2zν =3.00

0.0

0.1

0.2
2zν =0.50

0.0

0.2

0.4

n
ex

c

2zν =0.90

−2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0

t/t∗

0.00

0.25

0.50

(c) Excitation density

2zν =1.30

FIG. 2. Characterisation of quantum adiabatic cycles. (a) Heat generated during a gapped cycle with time dependent gap
ω(t)2 = (t0 + δ |t|)2zν , with minimal gap ω0 = t2zν0 , drive rate δ and scaling exponent zν. The curves are shown as a function of

the time t in units of t∗ ∝ δ−zν/(1+zν). Notice that the minimal gap ω0 is reached at the time t0. Each sub-panel reports various

curves for increasing values of s0 = δ−1/(1+zν)ω
1/zν
0 . The values of s0 ∈ [0, 10] grow in the direction of the arrow. The generated

heat vanishes in the large s0 limit. Panel (b): the fidelity of the model for different values of zν = {0.5, 0.9, 1.3, 1.75, 2.2, 3}
(solid lines from top to bottom) is compared with the asymptotic result in Eq. (9) (dashed horizontal lines). Panel (c): the
numerical results for the number of excitations, defined by Eq. (12) in the Supplementary Methods 1, have been calculated
within the generalised dynamical model described by Eq. (10). Different values of γ ∈ [0, 0.01], which quantify the extent of the
non-universal correction see Eq. (10), produce different curves for t > t∗ (solid lines). However, the long-time limit converges
to the same asymptotic value. The exact analytic solutions at γ = 0 are shown as black dashed lines.

quantities lim
t→0±

ξ(t) = ξ±, a proper continuity condition

for the time dependent width reads

ξ+ = ξ−, ξ̇+ = ξ̇−. (7)

For a gapped cycle where lim
t→0

ω(t) 6= 0 in the δ → 0 limit,

the conditions in Eq. (7) is automatically satisfied and the
ξ+(t) solution at t > 0 approaches the same form as in
the first branch t ≤ 0 of the dynamics, as required by
the quantum adiabatic theorem, see Fig. 2 and the Sup-
plementary Methods 3 C. Then, a gapped cycle always
remains adiabatic and the corrections to scaling can be
described within the same adiabatic perturbation theory
picture developed in Refs. [17, 21] for the zν = 1/2 case.

For a gapless cycle, represented by Eq. (2) with t ∈
[−ti, ti], the quasi-static limit (δ → 0) becomes rate in-
dependent, yielding the fidelity end excitations density
expressions

lim
t→∞

nexc(t) = tan

(
π

2 + 2zν

)−2

(8)

lim
t→∞

f(t) = sin

(
π

2 + 2zν

)
(9)

as detailed in the Supplementary Methods 3 B. The ex-
pressions in Eqs. (8) and (9) are universal with respect to
rate variations, as it was already evidenced in the pecu-
liar zν = 1 case by Ref. [19], where asymptotic analysis

yielded f(∞) = 1/
√

2 ∀ δ in agreement with the result
in Eq. (9).

In addition, the result in Eq. (8) remains finite for
any finite zν and it only quadratically vanishes as zν
approaches zero, proving that the non-adiabatic phase
does not depend on the choice of the drive scaling, but it
is rather a general feature of Bosonic quantum systems.
Interestingly, in the zν → ∞ limit the system reaches
what could be called an “anti-adiabatic” phase, where
the ground state fidelity completely vanishes at the end
of the cycle. The approach between the numerical so-
lution for a finite ramp extension (solid lines) and the
exact asymptotic expressions in Eq. (9) and (8) is shown
in Fig. 2.

II.3. Universality

Albeit the absence of any proper scaling behaviour, the
results in Eqs. (8) and (9) are as much universal as the
traditional KZM result, in the sense that they exactly
describe the slow drive limit δ → 0 of any dynamical
protocol which crosses the critical point. Indeed, given
a general time dependent control parameter λ(δ t) the
dynamics close to the critical point can be expanded ac-
cording to

ω′(t)2 ' (δt)2zν + γ′(δt)n + · · · (10)

where the integer exponent n ∈ N represents any analytic
correction to critical scaling (but the same argument will
apply to a non-analytic one, as long as it remains irrel-
evant in the t → 0 limit, i.e. 2zν < n). Then, apply-
ing the transformation in Eq. (3) one obtains the result
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ω′(s)2 ' s2zν + γsn where γ = δ(n−2zν)/(1+zν)γ′, which
vanishes in the δ → 0 and reproduces the effective model
considered here.

Moreover, we have numerically verified that our ana-
lytic solution accurately describes any drive ω′(t) such
that |ω′(t∗) − ω(t∗)|2 � ω(t∗)

2, as it is shown in Fig. 2.
There, the numerical integration of the Supplementary
Eq. (5) with the frequency in Eq. (10) and different γ
values (solid curves) is compared with the analytic result
for the dynamical protocol in Eq (2) (black dashed lines).
The resulting curves for the number of excitations with
different γ values only differ in the oscillations at large
times t � t∗, but these oscillatory terms are irrelevant
as they are washed away in the t→∞ limit.

III. DISCUSSION

The aforementioned picture for the dynamics of the
Harmonic model does not only describe the simple
Hamiltonian in Eq. (1), but it also applies to confor-
mal invariant systems confined by a time-dependent har-
monic potential, such as the Calogero model [37], the
1-dimensional Tonks girardeu [38], the trapped 2D Bose
gas [39], the unitary 3D Fermi gas [40] and the 2D Fermi
gas, far from its crossover regime [41]. The Ermakov-
Milne equation that regulates the dynamics of the model
in Eq. (1) has been also used to study defect formation
in a cosmological context [34, 42, 43], see Ref. [44] for an
overview. Moreover, a generalisation of the Ermakov-
Milne equation is obtained in all dimensions by the vari-
ational treatment of the Gross-Pitaevskii equation [45].

More in general, our description of the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism can be applied to any many-body system,
whose dynamics may be approximated by an ensemble
of harmonic spin-waves according to the time-dependent
Hartee-Fock approximation [46–48]. In the Supplemen-
tary Note 1 an account of this procedure is given for
O(N) symmetric models with long-range couplings in 1-
dimension, where the Hartee-Fock method becomes ex-
act in the large-N limit [49–51] (the so-called spherical
model [52, 53]). In the last few decades, O(N) field theo-
ries constituted the testbed for most calculations in criti-
cal phenomena [24, 54–58] and are, even currently, a con-
tinuous source of novel universal phenomena [59–62]. Our
analysis shows that the universal picture derived in the
present work for the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) describes the
scaling of the fidelity and the defect density in large-N
O(N) models in the strong long-range regime, see the
Supplementary Note 1 .

Thanks to the Harmonic nature of the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (1) we have been able to derive a comprehensive
picture for defects formation across the ω(t) = 0 quan-
tum critical point, where infinitely many excitation lev-
els become degenerate. The present solution proves that
the dynamical crossing of an infinitely degenerate quan-
tum critical point is non-adiabatic independently on the
smallness of the rate δ and on the functional form of the

drive ω(t). Adiabaticity is only recovered for a sub-power
law scaling of the drive, i.e. in the zν → 0 limit. In con-
trast, any dynamics terminating in the vicinity of the
fully degenerate critical point yields power law correc-
tions, which can be described by the celebrated Kibble-
Zurek mechanism.

The Kibble-Zurek scaling is traditionally derived
within the adiabatic-impulse approximation discussed
below Eq. (5) and may be also justified in the more rig-
orous framework of adiabatic perturbation theory [15].
Both these descriptions fail in regime (2) of the harmonic
oscillator dynamics due to the infinite number of excited
states collapsing at ω(t) = 0. Indeed, the impulse adi-
abatic approximation assumes that the dynamical state
is frozen at |ψad

0 (t∗)〉 in the entire range t ∈ [−t∗, t∗] of
the dynamics. The dynamical correction to the energy
at any instant of time (t > −t∗) derives from the over-
lap between such state and the hierarchy of adiabatic
excited states cn0(t) ≈ 〈ψad

n (t)|ψad
0 (t∗)〉 [34]. Then, the

probability distribution for the excitation number n re-
mains fixed at the instant −t∗ in the entire inner regime
of the dynamics, so that defects generated at t > −t∗ are
effectively discarded.

In the conventional case, where a critical point with fi-
nite degeneracy is crossed, the impulse-adiabatic approx-
imation is justified since most of the defects generated in
range −t∗ < t < 0 annihilate at the opposite side of
the cycle 0 < t < t∗ so that the defect distribution can
be approximated by the one at t = −t∗ [13]. However,
this is not the case of an infinitely degenerate quantum
critical point, where the exact dynamical state also has
a finite overlap with high-energy states at large-n. The
tunnelling between such states and the adiabatic ground-
state is suppressed due to the large energy separation,
forbidding defects recombination. As a result, a finite
fraction of the wave-function density is dispersed in the
high energy portion of the spectrum after crossing the
QCP and the unit fidelity cannot be recovered for any
t > 0.

The possibility to manipulate a quantum system in its
ground-state heavily relies on the adiabatic properties of
quasi-static transformations and it is crucial to quantum
technology applications [3, 63]. Yet, the quantum adi-
abatic theorem only applies to dynamical systems with
finite ground-state degeneracy [4–6], while for the infinite
degenerate case no general result was known up to now.
In principle, one could have expected that a particular
dynamical protocol could be devised to achieve a proper
quasi-static transformation also for quantum system dy-
namically driven across infinite degenerate quantum crit-
ical points.

This is actually not the case, as we have proven that
any dynamical protocol which reduces the excitation en-
ergy of an harmonic Hamiltonian down to the zero always
produces a non-adiabatic outcome. Indeed, the excita-
tion density and the fidelity results at the end of a gen-
eral quasi-static transformation are universal and only
depend on the drive shape, but not on its quench rate δ
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as long as a full cycle across the QCP is performed, see
Eqs. (8) and (9). This is not the case for driving protocols
terminating in the vicinity of the QCP, as they remain
adiabatic, see the result in Eq. (5) and Refs. [17, 21]. The
present analysis unveils that a universal description of
quasi-static processes can be also achieved outside the
traditional assumptions of the quantum adiabatic theo-
rem, opening to the possibility that adiabaticity break-
down is a universal feature of QCPs with infinite state de-
generacy also beyond the harmonic result discussed here.
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Appendix A: Defect density in the harmonic oscil-
lator

The dynamics of a time-dependent harmonic oscillator
can be solved exactly [64–66] and any dynamical state
ψ(x, t) in the representation of the coordinate x can be
expressed as

ψ(x, t) =
∑

αnψn(x, t), (A1)

where αn are time independent constants and the dy-
namical eigenstates are given by

ψn(x, t) =
1√

2nn!

(
1

2πξ2(t)

) 1
4

e−Ω(t) x
2

2

Hn

(
x√

2ξ(t)

)
e−i(n+ 1

2 )λ(t). (A2)

The effective frequency Ω(t) can be expressed in terms of
the effective width ξ(t) as

Ω(t) = −i ξ̇(t)
ξ(t)

+
1

2ξ2(t)
, (A3)

and the quantity

λ(t) =

∫ t dt′

2ξ2(t′)
(A4)

is the total phase accumulated at time t. The exact
time evolution of the harmonic oscillator is then fully
described by a single real function, which is the effective
width ξ(t) and satisfies the Ermakov-Milne equation

ξ̈(t) + ω(t)2ξ(t) =
1

4ξ3(t)
. (A5)

If the initial state at t = −ti is a pure state of the basis in
Eq. (A2), say, the ground state, then all the coefficients
αn of Eq. (A1) vanish except for the coefficient α0. This
also holds at all later times and in the exact dynami-
cal basis described by Eq. (A2) no excited states will be
generated [34]. However, at each time t > −ti the dy-
namical pure state ψ0(x, t) will, in general, be different
from the instantaneous equilibrium ground state, since
the effective width does not coincide with its instanta-
neous equilibrium result ξ(t) = (2ω(t))−1/2. Yet, the
exact time-dependent state can be decomposed into the
adiabatic basis ψad

n (x, t), whose wave functions read

ψad
n (x, t) =

1√
2nn!

(
ω(t)

π

) 1
4

e−ω(t) x
2

2 Hn

(
x
√
ω(t)

)
.

(A6)

Therefore, if we decompose any pure state ψn(x, t) of
the dynamical basis using the instantaneous equilibrium
basis, the population of each adiabatic state will be finite
as long as 2ξ(t)2 6= ω(t)−1. Then, assuming that the evo-
lution started in the ground state at t = −ti, the average
number of excitations in the instantaneous equilibrium
basis at time t is given by [34]

nexc(t) =
∑
n∈2N

n|cn(t)|2, (A7)

where the coefficients

cn(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dxψad∗

n (x, t)ψ0(x, t) (A8)

are the overlap amplitudes between the dynamical state
and each instantaneous adiabatic state. In principle, the
definition in Eq. (A7) can be also evaluated by choosing
a different basis set for the transition amplitudes, rather
than the eigenstates given in Eq. (A6) [34]. However, the
basis of the eigenstates in Eq. (A6) is the most natural
choice in the context of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism.

Using the definition in Eq. (A7) together with Eq. (A8)
one can derive an explicit expression for the number of
excitations nexc(t). To this aim, we evaluate the transi-
tion amplitudes as

cn(t) =

∫ +∞

−∞
dxψad∗

n (x, t)ψ0(x, t) =
1√

2nn!π

(
ω(t)

2ξ2(t)

) 1
4

∫ +∞

−∞
dxe−(ω(t)+Ω(t)) x

2

2 Hn

(√
ω(t)x

)
, (A9)

performing a change of variable the above integral can
be cast into the form∫ +∞

−∞
dxe−(ω(t)+Ω(t))x2

Hn

(√
ω(t)x

)
=

(Ω(t))−
1
2

∫ +∞

−∞
e−( Ω(t)

ω(t)
+1) s

2

2 Hn (s) ds.
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Next, we employ the generating function for Hermite
polynomials in the integral,∫ +∞

−∞
e−( Ω(t)

ω(t)
+1) s

2

2 Hn (s) ds =

lim
z→0

dn

dzn

∫ +∞

−∞
e−( Ω(t)

ω(t)
+1) s

2

2 e2sz−z2

ds =√√√√ 2π(
Ω(t)
ω(t) + 1

) lim
z→0

dn

dzn
e−z

2 (Ω(t)−ω(t))
(ω(t)+Ω(t)) =


√√√√ 2π(

Ω(t)
ω(t) + 1

) n!
n
2 !

(
Ω(t)− ω(t)

Ω(t) + ω(t)

)n/2
n ∈ 2Z,

0 n ∈ 2Z + 1.

(A10)

Thus, the probability of having n excitations in the
evolved state at the time t is given by

|cn0(t)|2 =
(n− 1)!!

n!!

√
2ω(t)

ξ(t) |Ω(t) + ω(t)|

∣∣∣∣Ω(t)− ω(t)

Ω(t) + ω(t)

∣∣∣∣n .
(A11)

Inserting this expression into Eq. (A7) we obtain the av-
erage number of excitations at time t,

nexc(t) =
ξ2

2ω(t)

( 1

2ξ2
− ω(t)

)2

+

(
ξ̇

ξ

)2
 (A12)

as well as the ground state fidelity f(t) = |c00(t)|2, which
reads

f(t) = |c00(t)|2 =

√
2ω(t)

ξ(t)

( 1

2ξ2
+ ω(t)

)2

+

(
ξ̇

ξ

)2
−1/2

.

(A13)

Notice that a similar characterisation of the time depen-
dent harmonic oscillator problem si shown in Ref. [65].

Appendix B: Independence on the ramp rate

Let us consider the time dependent frequency with the
form

ω(t) = (δt)2zν . (B1)

First of all, we shall prove that the Schrödinger equation
of the problem

i
dψ(x, t)

dt
=

1

2

(
p2 + (δt)2zνx2

)
ψ(x, t) (B2)

can be rescaled via the transformations x = λx̃ and t =
µ ·s in such a way to map it to the δ = 1 case. According
to the relations µ−1 = λ−2 and µ−1 = δ2zνµ2zνλ2, one

shall choose µ = |δ|− zν
zν+1 so that the state ψ̃(x̃, s) :=

ψ(x, t) solves the Schrödinger equation with δ = 1 and
the thermodynamic quantities such as the fidelity or the
average excitation number do not depend on δ in the
t → ∞ (s → ∞) limit. For future convenience one may
also introduce the Ermakov equation

d2ξ(t)

dt2
+ (δt)2zνξ(t) =

1

4ξ(t)3
(B3)

and rescale it according to the transformation t =

|δ|− zν
zν+1 s and ξ(t) = δ−

zν
2(zν+1) ξ̃(s) leading to

d2ξ̃(s)

dt′2
+ s2zν ξ̃(s) =

1

4ξ̃(s)3
(B4)

as expected.

Appendix C: Solution of the Ermakov-Equation

Having proven that the dynamics for general δ may be
reduced to the δ = 1 case, we can safely focus on this
case to obtain the exact solution of the problem. The
harmonic oscillator frequency varies as

Ω(t)2 = |t|2zν (C1)

The Ermakov-Milne equation reads

ξ̈(t) + Ω(t)2ξ(t) =
1

4ξ3(t)
, (C2)

The solution of Eq. (C2) can be constructed from that of
the associated classical harmonic oscillator

ẍ(t) + Ω(t)2x(t) = 0. (C3)

Any solution to the classical harmonic oscillator Eq. (C3)
can be written in terms of the two independent solutions

f1(t) =
√
|t| J 1

2+2zν

( |t|1+zν

1 + zν

)
, (C4)

f2(t) =
√
|t| J− 1

2+2zν

( |t|1+zν

1 + zν

)
(C5)

in terms of the Bessel functions Jγ(x). A proof that
the functions in Eq. (C4) are solutions of Eq. (C3) can be
obtained by the chain rule for the derivatives of the Bessel
functions [67]. It is convenient to define the following
quantities

p =
1

2 + 2zν
, (C6)

ζ =
|t|1+zν

1 + zν
= 2pt

1
2p . (C7)

Then, we introduce the generalised Airy functions

x1(t) = Aip(−t) = p
√
|t|(J−p(ζ) + Jp(ζ)) (C8)

x2(t) = Bip(−t) =
√
p|t|(J−p(ζ)− Jp(ζ)) (C9)
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which yield the following constant Wronskian

Wr{Aip(−t),Bip(−t)} =
2

π

√
p sin(pπ). (C10)

It is now possible to write the solutions of Eq. (C3) as a
pair of complex conjugate solutions w and w∗ with

w = ax1(t) + bx2(t), (C11)

where a ∈ R and b ∈ C are constants. Accordingly, the
function

ξ(t) =
√
ww∗ (C12)

is a solution of the Ermakov-Milne Eq. (C2) if

Wr(w,w∗) = 2iaIm(b)Wr(x1, x2) = i, (C13)

which fixes one of the three coefficients in Eq. (C11).

1. The slow ramp to the critical point

According to previous section, the solution to Eq. (C2)
can be constructed using Eqs. (C11) and (C12). In addi-
tion to the relation in Eq. (C10), one needs two additional
conditions in order to fix the coefficients in Eqs. (C11).
For a homogenous ramp starting in the ground-state at
t = −∞ the boundary conditions read

lim
t→−∞

1

2ξ(t)2
= Ω(t), lim

t→−∞
ξ̇(t) = 0, (C14)

consistently with the system being in the adiabatic
ground state in the initial stage of the dynamics. In
the t → −∞ limit, Ω2 diverges and one must use the
asymptotic expansions of the generalised Airy functions

lim
t→−∞

x1(t) ≈ √p cos
(pπ

2

) 2 cos
(
ζ − π

4

)
√
π|t|zν/2 , (C15)

lim
t→−∞

x2(t) ≈ − sin
(pπ

2

) 2 sin
(
ζ − π

4

)
√
π|t|zν/2 . (C16)

According to Eq. (C12) one has that the solution to the
Ermakov-Milne equation reads

ξ2 = (ax1(t) + b1x2(t))2 + b22x2(t)2. (C17)

In order to satsify Eqs. (C14), the oscillatory terms in the
expression for ξ must cancel for large t and it is conve-
nient to choose

Re(b) = b1 = 0, (C18)

Moreover, one has to impose the condition (C13) leading
to the following coefficients,

a = a− =

√
π

2p

1

2 cos
(
pπ
2

) (C19)

b2 = b− =

√
π

2

1

2 sin
(
pπ
2

) (C20)

which recover the result a = Im(b) =
√
π/2 for p =

1/3 (zν = 1/2) in Ref. [20]. Notice that for p =
1/3 the function Aip(Bip) reduces to the conventional
first (second) type Airy function [67]. The resulting ex-
pression for the scale factor is

ξ(t)2 = a2
−Aip (−t)2

+ b2−Bip (−t)2
. (C21)

We can now compute the latter expression and its deriva-
tive in the t→ 0− limit

lim
t→0−

ξ2(t) =
Γ(p)Γ(p+ 1)

2πp2p
, (C22)

lim
t→0−

2ξ̇(t)ξ(t) = − cot(pπ)sign(0−) (C23)

leading to a diverging defect density and vanishing fi-
delity according to Eqs. (A12) and (A13); notice however
that the excess energy remains finite.

2. The full cycle

The above section treated the case of a semi-infinite
quench with frequency Ω(t)2 = t2zν starting at t = −∞
and terminating at t = 0. Now, we are gonna extend
such treatment to the entire interval t ∈ (−∞,+∞). In
order to accomplish such scope we need to extend the so-
lution of previous section to the semi-interval t ∈ (0,∞).
Then, we shall consider a general solution in the form of
Eq. (C11) satisfying the boundary conditions

lim
t→0+

ξ2(t) =
Γ(p)Γ(p+ 1)

2πp2p
, (C24)

lim
t→0+

2ξ̇(t)ξ(t) = cot(pπ) (C25)

in order to ensure continuity with the solution in the
t < 0 case. Interestingly, this result is accomplished by
the coefficients choice

a = a+ =

√
π

2p

1

2 sin
(
pπ
2

) (C26)

Re(b) = b1 = 0 (C27)

Im(b) = b2 = b+ =

√
π

2

1

2 cos
(
pπ
2

) (C28)

which automatically satisfy the Wronskian condition in
Eq. (C13).

The defect density in the large time limit t ≈ +∞ can
be obtained by the asymptotic behaviour of the scale ξ(t),
which reads

lim
t→∞

ξ(t)2 ≈ tzν(1 + cos(pπ)2 + 2 cos(pπ) sin(2ζ))

2 sin(pπ)2

(C29)

lim
t→∞

ξ(t)ξ̇(t) ≈ cos(pπ) cos(2ζ)

sin(pπ)2
. (C30)
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Once these expressions are plugged into Eqs. (A12)
and (A13), one obtains the two results

lim
t→∞

nexc(t) = cot(pπ)2 (C31)

lim
t→∞

f(t) = sin(pπ) (C32)

proving that the fidelity of a quantum harmonic oscilla-
tor driven across its critical point is always a constant
irrespectively of the power zν of the ramp time depen-
dence.

3. Avoided crossing

It is interesting to consider a slightly generalised ver-
sion of Eq. (B1), where the actual crossing of the quan-
tum critical point is avoided,

ω(t)2 = (t0 + δ |t|)2zν
(C33)

In this case, for t0 > 0 the instantaneous spectrum
of the model described by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1)
of the main text remains non degenerate at all times.
Then, according to the transformations above Eq. (B4),

the scaled width ξ̃(s) has to be evaluated at s0 =

δ−1/(1+zν)t0. Inserting ξ̃(s0) into the defect density and
fidelity Eqs. (A12) and (A13) yields the result for these
quantities at the time t0. In the limit δ → 0 the
scaled final time s0 diverges and, given the conditions
in Eq. (C14), the adiabatic result is recovered apart from
the expected perturbative corrections

lim
δ→0

nexc(t0) = o
(
δ2
)

; lim
δ→0

f(t0) = 1− o
(
δ2
)
.

(C34)

Accordingly, the heat (or excess energy) generated during
the dynamics

Q(t) = 〈ψ0|H(t)|ψ0〉 − 〈ψad
0 |H(t)|ψad

0 〉 (C35)

vanishes with lowering δ (increasing s0). The same be-
haviour is observed if the system is evolved according to
the dynamical protocol in Eq. (C33) for an entire cycle
t ∈ [−ti, ti] and, then, the δ → 0 limit is performed, see
Fig. 2a of the main text.

Appendix D: Application to long-range O(N) field
theories

The Harmonic Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) is relevant to a
wide range of physical applications. Several examples of
this fact can be found in the literature, starting from
the Bose-Hubbard model [21] across the case of scale in-
variant continuous Bose and Fermi gases [37, 39–41] and
arriving to cosmological applications [42, 43].

In the present section we are going to discuss the ap-
plication of the present results to study defect formation

in O(N) field theories with long-range interactions. The
importance of O(N) symmetric models in the study of
critical phenomena dates back to early investigations by
K. Wilson [54, 55]. Since then, they have been the testbed
of countless field theory approaches, from real-space and
momentum space RG [55, 56] to variational perturbation
theory [57] and functional RG [24, 58]. Even currently,
O(N) models are the subject of deep investigations as
the continue to be the source of novel phenomena [59–
62]. On the one dimensional lattice the Hamiltonian of
O(N) field theories is given by

H(ϕ) =

L∑
i=1

 π̂2
i

2
−
L/2−1∑
r=1

Jr
2
ϕ̂i · ϕ̂i+r + V (|ϕ̂i|)


where V (|ϕ̂i|) =

µ

2
|ϕ̂i|2 +

g

24N
|ϕ̂i|4 (D1)

and ϕ̂ and π̂ are N -components vector operators, whose
components obey harmonic oscillator commutation rela-
tions [ϕ̂i µ, π̂b ν ] = iδijδµν . The indices i, j labels the sites
of a 1-dimensional lattice with L sites and the indices µ, ν
the field components. Apart from the traditional quartic
|ϕ|4 potential, the fields are coupled by non-local trans-
lational invariant couplings Jr ∝ r−α.

In general, the dynamical evolution of the model in
Eq. (D1) cannot be solved exactly. However, in the limit
of infinitely many field components (N →∞) the model
becomes solvable, since the quartic interaction term only
renormalizes the mass of the model [49], so that the
time dependent Hartee-Fock approximation properly de-
scribes the dynamical evolution [50]. Thus, upon rescal-
ing factors of N in the field variables and the couplings,
each component of the vector field obeys the Hamiltonian

Hs(ϕ) =

L∑
i=1

{
π̂2
i

2
−
L−1∑
r=1

Jr
2
ϕ̂i · ϕ̂i+r +

µeff

2
ϕ̂2
i

}
, (D2)

with µeff(t) = µ(t) +
g

6
〈ϕ̂2
i 〉.

The above Hamiltonian can be rewritten in Fourier space
as an ensemble of independent Harmonic oscillators with
dispersion relation ω2

q (t) = J(q) + µeff(t). Then, the sys-
tem evolves according to the Ermakov equation

ξ̈q(t) + ωq(t)
2ξq(t) =

1

ξ3
q (t)

(D3)

where ξq(t) is the effective width of the momentum space
components of the field ϕ̂i. The dynamics of quantum
O(N) field theories in the large N limit reduces to the one
of independent harmonic oscillators effectively coupled
by the self-consistent mass equation

µeff = µ(t) +
g

6

∑
q

ξ2
q

L
. (D4)

The dynamical Eq. (D3) applies to any evolution occur-
ring in the symmetric phase of the model, where no-
order parameter is found. If the dynamics crosses the
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phase boundary an additional classical harmonic oscilla-
tor contribution for the order parameter dynamics has to
be included in Eq. (D3) [51].

The global fluctuation contribution to the effective
mass in Eq. (D4) may alter the critical behaviour of this
model with respect to the harmonic case depending on
the α value. An extensive account of the critical proper-
ties of the spherical model as a function of the decay ex-
ponent α and of its connection with the critical properties
of O(N) models at finite N can be found in Refs. [52, 53].

Given Eq. (D3), the quantum adiabatic cycle described
in the main text coincides with the dynamics of O(N)
field theories, whose mass evolves as

µ(t) = µc + (δ |t|)2zν (D5)

where t ∈ [−1/δ, 1/δ] and δ is the quench rate. The
critical value of the mass µc, such that µeff = 0, separates
the symmetric phase of the model (µ > µc) from the
spontaneously broken one (µ < µc). Then, the dynamical
protocol on the l.h.s. of Eq. (D5) describes a cycle of the
system from the symmetric phase to the critical point
and back on the symmetric phase.

Therefore, the results derived in the main text will
faithfully describe the dynamics of O(N) field theories
in the large-N limit as long as the self-consistent contri-
bution to the effective mass µeff in Eq. (D4) can be ne-
glected. This is the case of long-range interactions with
α < d, where the spectrum of the system remains discrete
also in the thermodynamic limit [68]. As a consequence,
all excitations with q 6= 0 remain adiabatic during the
dynamics and only yield a δ2 contribution in Eq. (D4)
with respect to the equilibrium effective mass, which can
be ignored in the δ → 0 limit. Then, for α < d the lead-
ing contribution to the universal dynamics is given by
the zero mode q = 0, which is decoupled by higher mo-
mentum modes in the δ → 0 limit and can be described
by the solution of a single harmonic mode cycled across
its quantum critical point, as described in the main text.
In this perspective, the α → 0 limit of O(N) models
with zν = 1/2 exactly reproduces the physics described
in Ref. [20] for the Lipkin-Meshkov-Glick Hamiltonian.

It is worth noting that, while in Eq. (D5) we have fo-
cused on a cycle to the critical point and back, the re-
sults discussed in the main text also apply to dynamical
manipulations across the quantum critical point, deep
into the symmetry broken phase. Indeed the contribu-
tion from the order parameter dynamics can be ignored
in the quasi-static limit (δ → 0) as long as α < d, see the
argument in Ref. [20].
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