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We formulate dynamical phase transitions in subsystems embedded in larger quantum systems.
Introducing the entanglement echo as an overlap of the initial and instantaneous entanglement
ground states, we show its analytic structure after a quench provides natural definition of dynamical
phase transitions in the subsystem. These transitions come in two varieties, the entanglement-type
transitions and the bulk-type Loschmidt transitions. The entanglement-type transitions arise from
periodic reorganization of quantum correlations between the subsystem and its environment, man-
ifesting in instantaneous entanglement ground state degeneracies. Furthermore, the entanglement
echo distinguishes the direction of the quench, resolves spatially distinct dynamical phase transitions
for non-uniform quenches and give rise to sharply-defined transitions for mixed initial states. We
propose an experimental probe to identify entanglement-type transitions through temporal changes
in subsystem fluctuations.

Introduction– The rapidly growing field of dynamical
quantum phase transitions aims to uncover general prin-
ciples in nonequilibrium many-body dynamics and ex-
plore the parallels between dynamics and critical phe-
nomena [1–8]. While there is no direct relation between
far-from-equilibrium dynamics and equilibrium phases of
matter, recent efforts have revealed a wealth of connec-
tions between them [9]. Moreover, in the modern age
of quantum simulation and synthetic designer systems,
theoretical predictions are directly stimulating new ex-
perimental directions [10–17]. Unifying themes across
various subfields, dynamical phase transitions have an
extraordinarily wide appeal in current research.

In the present work, we develop the theory of dynami-
cal phase transitions of subsystems of larger many-body
systems following a sudden quench, schematically illus-
trated in Fig. 1 (a). In the diagnostics of quantum cor-
relations in many-body systems, the entanglement spec-
trum has become an invaluable tool [18, 19]. Recently, it
has also found applications in far-from-equilibrium sys-
tems [20–28]. Here we consider a bipartite system and
introduce the entanglement echo E(t) = 〈λ0(0)|λ0(t)〉 as
an overlap of the initial and instantaneous ground states
|λ0〉 of the entanglement Hamiltonian of a subsystem. We
show that a vanishing entanglement echo at time tc pro-
vides a natural definition of dynamical phase transitions
in a subsystem. The entanglement echo contains essential
information on quantum correlations that is not captured
by the much-studied Loschmidt echo [1] and signals novel
observable properties.

By solving dynamical entanglement transitions in 1d
and 2d topological lattice models, we demonstrate sub-
stantial conceptual advances in the theory of dynamical
phase transitions. Most importantly i) the zeros of the
entanglement echo exhibit two types of dynamical crit-
icality as depicted in Fig. 1 (b), the usual Loschmidt-
type bulk transitions and the entanglement-type transi-
tions which indicate periodic redistribution of quantum

FIG. 1. (a): Dynamics of subsystem A embedded in a larger
system (seen here for 1d and 2d geometries) display singular
features after a sudden quench through a critical point.(b):
Entanglement echo E(t) resolves two types of dynamical criti-
cality, an entanglement-type transition (top) and a bulk-type
transition (bottom). (c): Entanglement echo can spatially
resolve several dynamical transitions for a single quench con-
figuration (solid and dashed lines). (d): Entanglement-type
transitions can be probed by monitoring temporal change in
the subsystem observables such as number of particles.

correlations between the subsystems and have no closed
system analogy ii) inhomogeneous systems or macroscop-
ically non-uniform quenches give rise to distinct robust
spatially-resolved dynamical phase transitions as illus-
trated in Fig. 1 (c) iii) the entanglement-type transition
can be probed by monitoring the temporal behaviour of
subsystem fluctuations (Fig. 1 (d)) which also gives rise
to oscillating entanglement entropy. In addition, the en-
tanglement echo provides a natural framework to study
entanglement transitions of systems in mixed states and
non-unitary evolution.

Entanglement echo– To formulate a subsystem’s dy-
namical phase transitions, we consider a bipartioning of a
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time-evolving system into two subsystems A and B. The
properties of the subsystem A is encoded in the reduced
density matrix ρA(t) = TrBρ(t) =

∑
i λi(t)|λi(t)〉〈λi(t)|,

obtained by tracing out the degrees of freedom corre-
sponding to the subsystem B from the full density ma-
trix ρ (representing a pure or mixed state). The reduced
density matrix can be parametrized by the entanglement

Hamiltonian HE defined by ρA = e−HE
Z , where Z ensures

the normalization TrA ρA = 1. The dominant contribu-
tion to ρA comes from the state |λ0〉 with the largest
eigenvalue λ0, corresponding to the ground state of the
entanglement Hamiltonian. The entanglement ground
state calculated for a many-body ground state typically
encodes universal information about the phase, such as
topology and low-lying excitations. The significance of
the entanglement ground state points to its potential im-
portance also in far-from-equilibrium systems. Thus, we
define the entanglement echo by

E(t) = 〈λ0(0)|λ0(t)〉 (1)

which measures the overlap between the initial and in-
stantaneous entanglement ground states during temporal
evolution. If the entanglement ground state is degener-
ate in the thermodynamic limit, the echo can be defined
as the overlap with the degenerate subspaces.

As depicted in Fig. 1 (a), we consider quench proto-
cols where at t = 0 the state of the whole system is
prepared to a known initial state, such as the ground
state or finite-temperature state of a pre-quench Hamil-
tonian. Then, the Hamiltonian of the system is instan-
taneously modified to the post-quench form. Analogous
to the Loschmidt echo L(t) = 〈Ψ(0)|Ψ(t)〉, the vanishing
of which defines dynamical phase transitions for the full
system, we define dynamical phase transitions for a sub-
system in terms of the entanglement echo. We regard the
subsystem A as undergoing a dynamical phase transition
at time tc if the entanglement echo vanishes E(tc) = 0.
It is convenient to define the entanglement rate function
Γ(t) = − ln |E(t)|2/ΩA, where ΩA is the characteristic
size of the subsystem A. Dynamical phase transitions
are clearly seen in the non-analytic behaviour of Γ(t).

Here we describe two methods of calculating the entan-
glement echo. In the case of pure initial states and uni-
tary evolution, the state of the system can be expanded
|Ψ(t)〉 =

∑
µνMµν(t)|ψAµ 〉|ψBν 〉, where |ψAµ 〉, |ψBν 〉 form

a complete basis of each subsystem. The singular-value
decomposition of matrix Mµν(t) leads to the Schmidt de-
composition of a state as

|Ψ(t)〉 =
∑
i

λi(t)
1/2|λi(t)〉|λBi (t)〉, (2)

where the sum contains at most min(dim A, dim B)
terms [29]. The entanglement ground state at time t can
be readily read off from (2), allowing a direct evaluation
of the entanglement echo (1).

For non-interacting fermions, the evaluation of the en-
tanglement echo simplifies. Pioneered by Peschel [30, 31],
the entanglement spectrum for free fermions in a Gaus-
sian state can be obtained from the correlation matrix
Cσσ′lm = 〈ĉ†lσ ĉmσ′〉, where fermion operators ĉmσ annihilate
particles with spin σ and l,m label positions in the sub-
system A. The eigenstates |ξi〉 and eigenvalues ξi ∈ [0, 1]
of the correlation matrix can be regarded as the eigen-
states and occupation probabilities of a single-particle en-
tanglement Hamiltonian. To evaluate the entanglement
echo, we first need to compute the dynamical correlation
matrix Cσσ′lm (t) = 〈ĉ†lσ(t)ĉmσ′(t)〉 and diagonalize it. The
value ξ = 1

2 marks the Fermi level of the entanglement
Hamiltonian, so the entanglement ground state |λ0(t)〉 is
a Slater determinant constructed from the states satisfy-
ing 1

2 ≤ ξ(t) ≤ 1. In the second-quantized notation, it

can be expressed as |λ0(t)〉 =
∏
ξi(t)≥ 1

2
ĉ†ξi(t)|0〉. Then,

the entanglement echo E(t) = 〈λ0(0)|λ0(t)〉 becomes

E(t) = det 〈ξi(0)|ξj(t)〉, (3)

where the single-particle states satisfy ξi(0), ξj(t) ≥
1
2 . This formula applies to zero- as well as to finite-
temperature pre-quench states.
Dynamical entanglement transitions in 1d and 2d–

Now we demonstrate dynamical entanglement phase
transitions in solvable two-band Fermi systems. Our
analysis applies to arbitrary spatial dimensions but we
focus of 1d and 2d topological lattice models. We con-
sider pre- and post quench Hamiltonians of the form

Hi/f =
∑
l,m

ĉ†l

[
d
i/f
lm · σ

]
ĉm, (4)

where σ = (I, σx, σy, σz) is a vector of Pauli matrices

and the set of matrices di/f = (d
i/f
0 , d

i/f
x , d

i/f
y , d

i/f
z ) de-

termine the specific form of pre (Hi) and post (Hf )

quench Hamiltonians. The spinor operator ĉ†l = (ĉ†l↑, ĉ
†
l↓)

creates fermions at site l. For translationally invariant
systems and quenches, matrices di/f become diagonal
in a n-dimensional quasimomentum space. With a mi-
nor modification, which extends spinors ĉ to the Nambu
space, model (6) also describes quenches in topological
superconductors and solvable spin chains [1, 32, 33] and
spin liquids [34]. In Sec. I of the supplementary mate-
rial (SI), we have derived the expression for the dynamic
correlation matrix for the model (6) for spatially depen-
dent parameters and quench protocols in zero and finite-
temperature initial states.

We first consider a 1d topological insulator defined by
d(k) = (0, sin k, 0,m− cos k). This model belongs to the
Altland-Zirnbauer class BDI [35, 36] and exhibits a non-
trivial phase for |m| < 1 and trivial phase for |m| > 1. In
Fig. 2 (a)-(b) we have illustrated the dynamical phase
transitions when the system is quenched through the
critical point m = 1. The entanglement echo distin-
guishes whether the quench is performed from the trivial
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FIG. 2. (a): Entanglement echo rate of 1d system (top) for quench m = 1.5 → m = 0.3 and the system size L = 100 (total)
LA = 30 (subsystem). The jump singularities, which arise from the crossing of the entanglement spectrum (bottom), do not
coincide with the cusps singularities of the Loschmidt echo of the full system. (b): Same as (a) but for the opposite quench
m = 0.3 → m = 1.5. The two echos agree (apart from finite size effects which vanish in the thermodynamic limit). (c):
Momentum-resolved entanglement echo rate (top) for Chern insulator quench m = 0.5 → m = −0.5 and the system size
L = 100 (total) LA = 30 (subsystem). The jump singularities correspond to ky values for which the entanglement spectrum
(bottom) exhibits temporal gap closings at tc. (d): Same as (c) but for the opposite quench m = −0.5→ m = 0.5.

to the topological phase or vice versa. In the former
case, which we dub as an entanglement-type transition,
the entanglement echo displays periodic jump disconti-
nuities as seen in shown in Fig. 2 (a). The entanglement
spectrum reveals that the jumps arise from stroboscopic
level crossing signalling an instantaneous entanglement
ground state degeneracy. In the latter case (Fig. 2 (b)),
which we call a bulk-type transition, the entanglement
echo exhibits cusps and agrees with the Loschmidt rate
function. As shown in Sec. V in the SI, the strobo-
scopic entanglement ground state degeneracies persists
also to finite-temperature initial states. In contrast to
the Loschmidt echo, which does not offer a natural gen-
eralization with sharply-defined transitions at finite tem-
peratures [37–40], the entanglement-type transitions re-
main well-defined. While the entanglement echo for the
bulk-type transitions reduce to the Loschmidt echo of
the total system, as seen in Fig. 2 (a) and discussed in
Sec. III of the SI, the analytic structure and the critical
times of entanglement-type transitions do not coincide
with the Loschmidt transitions. The entanglement echo
quantifies a temporal reorganization of quantum correla-
tions between the two subsystems and captures essential
information not contained in the Loschmidt echo.

Two-dimensional systems exhibit similar bulk- and
entanglement-type transitions as 1d systems. By con-
sidering the geometry shown in Fig. 1 (a), the sub-
system A can be chosen as a segment in the x direc-
tion so that the perpendicular momentum ky remains a
good quantum number. The reduced density matrix de-
couples to blocks labelled by ky, and the entanglement
echo can be decomposed from the echoes of each block
as E(t) =

∏
ky
E(ky, t). The ky-resolved partial echoes

can be obtained by diagonalizing the momentum-resolved
correlation matrix derived in Sec. I of the SI. After ob-
taining the eigenfunctions |ξi(ky, t)〉, the partial echos
can be calculated by applying Eq. (3). In fact, quench
dynamics are conveniently analysed in terms of partial
echos E(ky, t). Here we consider Chern insulators defined
by d(k) = (0, sin kx, sin ky,m− cos kx− cos ky) which ex-

hibits three distinct topological phases with Chern num-
bers C = −1 (when −2 < m < 0), C = 1 (0 < m < 2)
and C = 0 (when |m| > 2). As in 1d case, when the sys-
tem is quenched through a critical point, the entangle-
ment echo shows non-analytic behaviour which depends
on the direction of the quench. In addition, the entan-
glement echo rate function may exhibit either a cusp or
jump singularity depending on ky. This is illustrated in
Fig. 2 (c)-(d) for transitions between C = ±1 phases. At
times when the rate function shows a jump singularity for
specific ky values, the instantaneous entanglement spec-
trum exhibits temporal gap closing for the corresponding
ky. Also, the momentum for which the gap closing takes
place changes when the direction of the quench is in-
verted. Thus, the entanglement echo in both 1d and 2d
systems reveal two distinct dynamical phase transitions
and, in contrast to the Loschmidt echo, makes a quali-
tative distinction in which direction the critical point is
crossed.

Spatially-varying quenches– The Loschmidt echo char-
acterizes dynamics of the system as a whole and, as
such, is incapable of providing spatially-resolved infor-
mation. However, the entanglement echo reveals novel
dynamical criticality in macroscopically inhomogeneous
systems or spatially varying quenches. In fact, a sin-
gle quench can give rise to several spatially-resolved dy-
namical phase transitions characterized by different time
scales. In Fig. 3 we have illustrated a quench in 1d sys-
tem, where the pre- and post-quench configurations vary
in space. The subsystem A experiences a quench from
a trivial to topological phase while subsystem B expe-
riences the opposite quench. The entanglement echo
reveals that, indeed, the different parts of the system
exhibit distinct sharply-defined dynamical phase transi-
tions. Not only are their critical times different, but the
non-analytic structure shows that the transition in A is
of entanglement type and the transition in B is of bulk-
type. Since it takes finite time for information to prop-
agate through the system [25], the short-time behaviour
giving rise to early dynamical phase transitions is sen-
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sitive only to local quench properties. Thus, a system
which exhibits several distinct equilibrium critical points
can display multiple spatially-resolved dynamical phase
transitions in a single quench.

FIG. 3. Top: Spatially-varying pre-quench (solid) and post-
quench (dashed) configurations for the 1d model with periodic
boundary conditions. The initial configuration consists of re-
gions with µ1 = 1.5 and µ2 = 0.3, while the post-quench
parameters have µ3 = 0.5 and µ4 = 1.7. Bottom: Resulting
distinct transitions displayed in subsystems A (red) and B
(blue).

Observable consequences– The entanglement-type
transitions arise from instantaneous degeneracies of
the entanglement ground state which persist to finite-
temperature initial states. It is natural to wonder what
the observable consequences of this are, especially in con-
trast to the Loschmidt-type criticality. Far from equilib-
rium, the states in the entanglement spectrum are not
in simple correspondence with the physical edge modes,
thus preventing the most direct experimental probes.
Here we devise a method to probe and distinguish the
entanglement-type transitions by monitoring the tem-
poral changes in subsystem fluctuations. The strobo-
scopic degeneracy of two entanglement ground states is
expected to lead to enhanced fluctuations for observ-
ables which have different expectation values in the two
states. Indeed, we demonstrate this by considering the
number of particles in the subsystem A in a setup de-
picted in Fig. 1 (d). The particle number operator is

N̂A =
∑
i∈A,α=↑,↓ ĉ

†
iαĉiα, where the summation is over

the lattice sites in A and spin. As shown in Sec. IV of
the SI, the time-dependent variance of the particle num-
ber is given by

VarNA(t) =
∑
i

[
ξi(t)− ξ2

i (t)
]
, (5)

where ξi(t) are the eigenvalues of the correlation matrix.
In a translation-invariant system, the first term is a con-
stant fixed by the average density, however, the second
term should reflect the pronounced oscillations of midgap
states characterizing the entanglement-type transitions
shown in Fig. 2 (a). As seen in Fig. 4 (a), the parti-
cle number variance indeed oscillates with periodicity of

the critical times. In addition to oscillations, it shows a
linear trend due to mixing of the two subsystems. The
onset time of the linear growth depends on the depth of a
quench while the oscillation period reflects the periodic-
ity of critical times. The pronounced oscillations, which
are visible even for small subsystems down to ∼ 10 sites,
persist to finite temperature initial states and provide an
experimental signal that distinguish entanglement-type
transitions from Loschmidt transitions seen in Fig. 4 (b)
and trivial quenches shown in Sec. V in the SI. More-

FIG. 4. Subsystem particle number variance and entangle-
ment entropy (inset) after a quench. (a) corresponds to the
entanglement-type transition in Fig. 1 (a) and (b) to the bulk-
type transition in Fig. 1 (b).

over, as illustrated in Fig. 4, particle number fluctuations
essentially reflect the behaviour of the von Neumann
entropy S(t) = −

∑
i [ξi log ξi + (1− ξi) log(1− ξi)] [41].

The difference in entropy oscillations [42] depending on
the direction of the quench is naturally explained by the
existence of the two types of subsystem transitions dis-
cussed in our work. Since the above discussed mecha-
nism of the subsystem fluctuations follow from the oscil-
lating entanglement ground state degeneracy, it applies
to generic observables and entanglement-type dynamical
phase transitions.

Conclusion and outlook– In this work we formulated
dynamical phase transitions for a subsystem of a many-
body system by introducing the entanglement echo. The
entanglement echo provides an appropriate generaliza-
tion of the Loschmidt echo, giving rise to several con-
ceptual advances as well as new observable predictions
discussed in our work. In the present work, we studied
dynamical criticality resulting from a zero- and finite-
temperature initial state undergoing unitary time evo-
lution after a quench. Since the entanglement echo is
formulated in terms of the reduced density matrix, it
can be straightforwardly employed to study mixed states
and non-unitary time evolution. In the future, it will be
interesting to study subsystem dynamics in systems sub-
jected to measurements, the effects of measurements on
quench dynamics [43] and possible measurement-induced
dynamical entanglement phase transitions [44–46].

Acknowledgements– The authors acknowledge the
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION to “Entanglement Echo and dynamical
entanglement transitions”

DERIVATION OF THE DYNAMICAL CORRELATION MATRIX

The free fermion entanglement properties can be obtained from the correlation matrix of a subsystem. Here we
provide the detailed calculation of the dynamical correlation matrix for two-band Fermi systems employed in the main
text, with number of additional results for completeness. As a starting point, we assume the system is described by
the two-band Hamiltonian of Eq. (4) of the main text,

Hi/f =
∑
l,m

ĉ†l

[
~d
i/f
lm · σ

]
ĉm, (6)

where ~d
i/f
lm is a position-dependent four-component set of matrices parametrizing the Hamiltonian, σ =

(
σ0, σx, σy, σz

)
is a vector of Pauli matrices with σ0 the 2× 2 unit matrix, ĉl = (cl,↑, cl,↓) is an annihilation spinor at position l, and
the superscript i/f refers to pre-/post-quench form of the Hamiltonian.

General case

In the following, we will use ĉ, ψ and E to refer to annihilation operators, wavefunction and energies of the post-
quench Hamiltonian, and equivalently â, φ and ε for the pre-quench Hamiltonian. The time-dependent correlation
matrix defined as

Cσσ
′

lm (t) = 〈ĉ†lσ(t)ĉmσ′(t)〉, (7)

where the expectation value is taken in the ground state or a finite temperature state of the pre-quench Hamiltonian.
Rewriting the operators in the eigenbasis of the post-quench Hamiltonian cmσ =

∑
E ψ

E
mσcE where their time-

dependence becomes simple yields

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
∑
E,E′

(e−iEtψElσ)∗e−iE
′tψE

′

mσ′〈ĉ
†
E ĉE′〉 (8)

In order to calculate the expectation value, we express the post-quench operators in the pre-quench eigenbasis ĉE =∑
ε〈ψE ||φε〉âε to obtain

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
∑
E,E′

(e−iEtψElσ)∗e−iE
′tψE

′

mσ′

∑
ε,ε′

〈φε|ψE〉〈ψE
′
|φε
′
〉〈â†ε âε′〉 = 〈Ψmσ′(t)|M |Ψlσ(t)〉 (9)

where we have defined

|Ψnσ(t)〉 =
∑
E

(e−iEtψEnσ)∗ |ψE〉 (10)

M =
∑
ε

nF (ε) |φε〉 〈φε| . (11)

In the above, nF (ε) =
[
eε/(kBT ) + 1

]−1
is the Fermi-Dirac distribution.

Translation invariant case

In the translation invariant case, we can write the dynamical correlation matrix completely analytically. To stream-
line notation, we present the derivation for the 1d case and state the result for higher dimensions in the end. If
translation invariance is preserved throughout the quench, it is convenient to begin by moving to k space:

Cσσ
′

lm (t) = 〈ĉ†lσ(t)ĉmσ′(t)〉 =
1

L

∑
k

e−i(l−m)k〈ĉ†kσ(t)ĉkσ′(t)〉, (12)
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where, as before, the expectation value is evaluated in the ground state or a finite temperature state of the pre-quench
Hamiltonian. The spatial indices l,m label positions in the reduced subsystem A while the whole system is assumed
to have periodic boundary conditions.

We transform the operators to the basis of the post-quench Hamiltonian energy eigenstates as per ĉkσ = ukσ+ĉω+ +
ukσ−ĉω− where ukσ± are the eigenfunctions of the post-quench Hamiltonian. Again, the post-quench operators have
simple exponential time dependence, so we obtain

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
1

L

∑
k

e−i(l−m)k〈(u∗kσ+ĉ
†
ω+(t) + u∗kσ−ĉ

†
ω−(t))(ukσ′+ĉω+(t) + ukσ′−ĉω−(t))〉

=
1

L

∑
k

e−ilk+imk
[
u∗kσ+ukσ′+〈ĉ

†
ω+ĉω+〉+ u∗kσ−ukσ′−〈ĉ

†
ω−ĉω−〉

+u∗kσ+ukσ′−e
i(ω+

k −ω
−
k )t〈ĉ†ω+ĉω−〉+ u∗kσ−ukσ′+e

i(ω−k −ω
+
k )t〈ĉ†ω−ĉω+〉

]
, (13)

where ω±k are the eigenvalues of the two bands of the post-quench Hamiltonian. The expectation values are to be taken
over the pre-quench state, while the operators here are in the post-quench state format. To evaluate the expectation
values we hence convert the operators to the eigenbasis of the pre-quench Hamiltonian

ĉω± = 〈uk±|vk+〉âε+ + 〈uk±|vk−〉âε−(0), (14)

where we label the pre-quench states with v and ε analogously to the u and ω of the post-quench states. We then
have

〈ĉ†ω±ĉω±′〉 = 〈vk,−|uk,±〉〈uk±′ |vk,−〉nF (ε−k ) + 〈vk,+|uk±〉〈uk±′ |vk,+〉nF (ω+
k ), (15)

Hence, we have

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
1

L

∑
k

e−i(l−m)k
[
u∗kσ+ukσ′+

(
|〈uk,+|vk,−〉|2nF (ε−k ) + |〈uk,+|vk,+〉|2nF (ε+k )

)
+ u∗kσ−ukσ′−

(
|〈uk,−|vk,−〉|2nF (ε−k ) + |〈uk,−|vk,+〉|2nF (ε+k )

)
u∗kσ+ukσ′−e

i∆ωkt
(
〈vk,−|uk,+〉〈uk,−|vk,−〉nF (ε−k ) + 〈vk,+|uk,+〉〈uk,−|vk,+〉nF (ε+k )

)
+u∗kσ−ukσ′+e

−i∆ωkt
(
〈vk,−|uk,−〉〈uk,+|vk,−〉nF (ε−k ) + 〈vk,+|uk,−〉〈uk,+|vk,+〉nF (ε+k )

)]
.

where ∆ω ≡ ω+
k − ω

−
k . Now, we notice that we can regroup things in terms of the vectors

xkσ(t) ≡ ukσ+e
−iω+

k t〈uk,+|vk,−〉+ e−iω
−
k tvkσ−〈uk,−|vk,−〉 (16)

ykσ(t) ≡ ukσ+e
−iω+

k t〈uk,+|vk,+〉+ e−iω
−
k tukσ−〈uk,−|vk,+〉, (17)

and finally obtain

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
1

L

∑
k

e−i(l−m)k
[
x∗kσ(t)xkσ′(t)nF (ε−k ) + y∗kσ(t)ykσ′(t)nF (ε+k )

]
. (18)

The result can also be brought to a form more similar to the general case solution above by defining

|Ψnσ,k(t)〉 =
∑
η=±1

e−ikn
(
e−iω

η
ktuk,σ,η

)∗
|uk,η〉 Mk,k′ = δk,k′

∑
η=±1

nF (εηk) |vk,η〉 〈vk′,η| , (19)

in terms of which we have

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
∑
k,k′

〈Ψmσ′,k|Mk,k′ |Ψlσ,k′(t)〉. (20)

The final result for 1d case can be generalized to arbitrary dimension straightforward along the lines presented above.
The result for n spatial dimensions is

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
1

Ω

∑
k

e−i(l−m)·k [x∗kσxkσ′nF (ε−k ) + y∗kσykσ′nF (ε+k )
]
, (21)
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where Ω is the volume of the full system and summation runs over n-dimensional Brillouin zone.
The main advantage with this approach over Eq. (9) is the ability to obtain explicit analytical expressions for

eigenstates and eigenvalues in k-space. While the correlation matrix in itself is gauge invariant, care must be taken
to ensure the gauge used in the eigenvectors is consistent. We will assume the Hamiltonians (pre- and post-quench)
in k-space are of the form

H
i/f
k = d

i/f
0 σ0 + ~di/f · σ. (22)

where i/f labels pre-quench (initial) and post-quench (final) parameters. If it can be guaranteed that d
i/f
3 6= −di/f ≡

−|~di/f | for k ∈]0, 2π[, a suitable gauge choice is

|uk+〉 =
1√

2df (df + df3 )

(
df3 + df

df1 + idf2

)
|uk−〉 =

1√
2df (df + df3 )

(
df1 − id

f
2

−(df3 + df )

)
, (23)

where, as previously, |uk±〉 is a post-quench eigenstate; the same holds for the pre-quench eigenstates |vk±〉, but with
di instead. This gauge works e.g. for the 1d topological insulator d(k) = (0, sin k, 0,m− cos k) when m > −1. If, on
the other hand, it is known that m < 1, we can instead use the gauge

|uk+〉 =
1√

2df (df − df3 )

(
df1 − id

f
2

df − df3

)
|uk−〉 =

1√
2df (df − df3 )

(
df3 − df
df1 + idf2

)
. (24)

For the Hamiltonians used in this work, these expressions are ill defined at k = 0, but an unambiguous limit exists
and is be used instead.

Partial translation invariance

If the system is translationally invariant either post- or pre-quench but not both, a mixed k-space approach can
be used. Eq. (20) can be applied directly, but by replacing the part that corresponds to the system which is not
translationally invariant with the Fourier transform of its realspace solution. In other words, if the pre-quench system
is not translation invariant, we substitute

Mk,k′ =
∑
ε

nF (ε) |φεk〉 〈φεk′ | , (25)

while if the post-quench system breaks the invariance, we substitute

Ψn,σ,k(t) =
∑
E

[
e−iEtψEnσ

]∗ |ψEk 〉 . (26)

In this way, the analytical expressions derived in the previous subsection can be used for the Hamiltonian that does
preserve translation invariance. Explicitly, using the notation of the previous two cases:

1. If the pre-quench system breaks translational symmetry, but the post-quench system does not, we have

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
1

L

∑
k,k′,ε

e−iklx∗k,σ,ε(t)nF (ε)xk′,σ′,ε(t)e
ik′m, (27)

where

xk,σ,ε(t) = e−iω
+
k tuk,σ,+〈uk,+|φε,k〉+ e−iω

−
k tuk,σ,−〈uk,−|φε,k〉. (28)

2. If the post-quench system breaks translational symmetry, while the pre-quench system does not, we have

Cσσ
′

lm (t) =
∑
k

(Ψk
m,σ′(t))

†MkΨk
l,σ(t) (29)

with Ψn,σ,k(t) =
∑
E

[
e−iEtψEnσ

]∗ |ψEk 〉 and Mk = nF (ε−k ) |vk−〉 〈vk−|+ nF (ε+k ) |vk+〉 〈vk+|
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Momentum-resolved dynamical correlation matrix

The entanglement spectrum and the entanglement echo for translation invariant systems beyond 1d are conveniently
analyzed as a function of momenta which are conserved by the entanglement cut defining the subsystem. For example,
on a torus we can perform the subsystem partitioning in x direction and maintain translation symmetry in perpen-
dicular y direction. The corresponding entanglement spectrum can be calculated from a correlation matrix when ky
is a good quantum number. This ky-resolved matrix is defined as Cσσ′lm (ky, t) = 〈ĉ†l,kyσ(t)ĉm,kyσ′(t)〉 where l,m label
the reduced system coordinates in x direction. Here the partially transformed fermion operators ĉm,kyσ annihilate
particles at position m with transverse momentum ky and spin σ. Following the derivation of the translation invariant
two-band systems above, we obtain

Cσσ
′

lm (ky, t) =
1

Lx

∑
kx

e−i(l−m)kx
[
x∗kxσ(ky, t)xkxσ′(ky, t)nF (ε−kx(ky)) + y∗kxσ(ky, t)ykxσ′(ky, t)nF (ε+kx(ky))

]
(30)

Here Lx is the length of the full system in x direction and the summation runs over all quasimomenta kx.
Diagonalizing the matrix (30) for a fixed ky provides eigenfunctions of the momentum-resolved single-particle

entanglement Hamiltonian. The momentum-resolved entanglement echo is then obtained by the determinant formula
Eq. (3) in the main text. Repeating the calculation for each ky provides the full single-particle entanglement spectrum
and all the partial entanglement echos.

LOSCHMIDT ECHO

For the completeness, here we derive the formula for the Loschmidt echo for general position-dependent quench.
The Loschmidt echo is defined as M(t) = |L(t)|2, where L(t) is the Loschmidt amplitude

L(t) = 〈Ψ0|U(t)|Ψ0〉 = 〈0|âε1 . . . âεN−1
âεNU(t)˜̂a†εN â

†
εN−1

. . . â†ε1 |0〉, (31)

where ˜̂c†εi creates a particle in an eigenstate of the pre-quench Hamiltonian. We convert the operators to the post-
quench basis using âεi(t) =

∑
Ei
〈εi|Ei〉ĉEi , and get

L(t) =
∑
Ei,E′i

〈εN |E′N 〉〈EN |εN 〉e−iEN t × . . .× 〈ε1|E′1〉〈E1|ε1〉e−iE1t

× 〈0|ĉE′1 . . . ĉE′N−1
U(t)ĉE′N ĉ

†
EN
ĉ†EN−1

. . . ĉ†E1
|0〉. (32)

By inserting 1 = U†(t)U(t) between each set of creation operators, we obtain a product of terms of the form

U(t)c†EiU
†(t) = c†Ei(−t), where the time dependence can then be easily obtained to get

L(t) =
∑
Ei,E′i

〈εN |E′N 〉〈EN |εN 〉e−iEN t × . . .× 〈ε1|E′1〉〈E1|ε1〉e−iE1t

× 〈0|ĉE′1 . . . ĉE′N−1
ĉE′N ĉ

†
EN
ĉ†EN−1

. . . ĉ†E1
|0〉. (33)

The operator expectation value vanishes unless the set E′n is a permutation of the set En in which case it gives the
sign of the permutation. Thus, we can write the amplitude as a sum over the set Ei and permutations Pi as

L(t) =
∑
Ei,Pi

signPi〈εN |EPiN 〉〈EN |εN 〉e−iEN t × . . .× 〈ε1|EPi1〉〈E1|ε1〉e−iE1t, (34)

which remains unchanged if we switch the permutation in the ket vectors into the bra vectors

L(t) =
∑
Ei,Pi

signPi〈εPiN |EN 〉〈EN |εN 〉e−iEN t × . . .× 〈εPi1|E1〉〈E1|ε1〉e−iE1t. (35)

Finally, this can be written as

L(t) = detA, (36)
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FIG. 5. (a): Entanglement echo rate (top) and spectrum (bottom) of 1d system for the quench m = 1.5→ m = 0.3 and system
size L = 100 (total) LA = 30 (subsystem). The dashed vertical lines indicate Loschmidt critical times. (b) Same, but for the
quench m = 1.5→ m = 0.0. (c) Same, but for the quench m = 1.5→ m = −0.3. (d) Same, but where m on each site is picked
from a uniform distribution m = 1.5± 0.3 pre-quench and m = ±0.3 post-quench.

where

[A]ij =
∑
E

〈εi|E〉〈E|εj〉e−iEt. (37)

In the above, the label E refers to the post-quench Hamiltonian while ε refers to the pre-quench H. Typically rather
than the echo M(t) = |L(t)|2, one studies the Loschmidt rate function given by

λ(t) = − log |L(t)|2/Ω, (38)

where Ω is the volume of the system. Hence, zeros of the Loschmidt echo correspond to divergences in the rate
function.

The general formula above simplifies for two-band systems. When the pre-quench Hamiltonian has a filled lower-
band |φ−εi〉 and the post-quench Hamiltonian is translation invariant, we have

[A]ij =
∑
k

[
〈φ−εi |u

+
k 〉〈u

+
k |φ
−
εj 〉e

iω−k t + 〈φ−εi |u
−
k 〉〈u

−
k |φ
−
εj 〉e

iω+
k t
]
, (39)

where the summation is over the momentum eigenstates, and, again, |u±k 〉 are eigenstates of the post-quench Hamil-
tonian. Furthermore, if also the initial state is translation invariant, the general formula reduces to the well-known
form

L(t) =
∏
k

[
cos(dfkt) + i sin(dfkt) cos θk

]
, (40)

where θk is the polar angle between ~di and ~df on the Bloch sphere and the product is over n-dimensional Brillouin
zone.

CRITICAL TIMES OF ENTANGLEMENT TRANSITIONS

As noted in the main text, while the critical times of bulk-type transitions coincide with those obtained from the
Loschmidt amplitude, this is not the case for entanglement-type transition. In fact, this deviation from the Loschmidt
critical times is a parameter-dependent phenomenon, as seen from Fig. 5. For m > 0 the entanglement transition
occurs with shorter critical time, with the opposite for negative m; at the special point m = 0, the entanglement
critical time coincides with the Loschmidt value. While we have kept the pre-quench m constant in the figure, this
occurs even if it is varied e.g. so that each quench corresponds to a constant shift in m instead. Generically, then,
an entanglement-type topological transition will have a different critical time than would the analogous Loschmidt
transition. However, the precise shift depend on the details of the quench; in fact, as seen in Fig. 5(d), when
disorder is included, the critical times of entanglement transitions split due to the lifting of the translation symmetry
protected four-fold degeneracy of the midgap crossings to two different crossings. Regardless, the discontinuities in the
entanglement echo and the crossings in the entanglement spectrum remain as telltale signs of an entanglement-type
transitions.
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PARTICLE NUMBER FLUCTUATIONS

Here we will derive the formula for the time-dependent fluctuations of the number of particles in the subsystem A
in terms of the single-particle entanglement spectrum evaluated in a gaussian pre-quench state. The starting point is
the particle number operator of the subsystem A

N̂A =
∑

i∈A,σ=↑,↓

ĉ†iσ ĉiσ, (41)

with expectation value 〈N̂A〉(t) =
∑
i∈A,σ=↑,↓ TrA[ρA(t)ĉ†iσ ĉiσ] =

∑
i∈A,σ=↑,↓〈ĉ

†
iσ ĉiσ〉 = tr C(t) =

∑
i ξi(t). This

quantity is fixed by the total number of particles in a homogeneous system. However, the subsystem particle num-
ber fluctuations display a more interesting behaviour as they are sensitive to non-local correlations over the whole
subsystem. The variance of the particle number is obtained through

VarNA(t) = 〈N̂2
A〉 − 〈N̂A〉2 =

∑
i,j∈A

σ,σ′=↑,↓

〈ĉ†iσ ĉiσ ĉ
†
jσ′ ĉjσ′〉 − 〈N̂A〉

2

=
∑
i,j∈A

σ,σ′=↑,↓

〈ĉ†iσ ĉiσ〉〈ĉ
†
jσ′ ĉjσ′〉+ 〈ĉ†iσ ĉjσ′〉〈ĉiσ ĉ

†
jσ′〉 − 〈N̂A〉

2 =
∑
i,j∈A

α,σ′=↑,↓

〈ĉ†iσ ĉjσ′〉〈ĉiσ ĉ
†
jσ′〉, (42)

where Wick’s theorem was employed to factor the four-operator expectation value. Thus,

VarNA(t) =
∑
i,j∈A

σ,σ′=↑,↓

〈ĉ†iσ ĉjσ′〉〈ĉiσ ĉ
†
jσ′〉 =

∑
i,j∈A

σ,σ′=↑,↓

〈ĉ†iσ ĉjσ′〉
(
δσσ

′

ij − 〈ĉ
†
jσ′ ĉiσ〉

)

= tr C(t)− tr C2(t) =
∑
i

[
ξi(t)− ξ2

i (t)
]

(43)

The final expression (43) is valid for zero- as well as finite-temperature initial states and provides a direct connection
between the dynamical entanglement spectrum and experimentally accessible quantities.

ENTANGLEMENT-TYPE DYNAMICAL PHASE TRANSITIONS AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

In this section we will illustrate the behaviour of the entanglement echo for finite-temperature initial states. In
particular, it is shown that the entanglement echo still predicts a sharp transition which has a clear physical inter-
pretation. In Fig. 6 (a) we have plotted the entanglement echo for a quench displaying entanglement-type dynamical
transitions and in Figs. 6 (b)-(d) the corresponding single-particle entanglement spectra. Notably, the echo rate is
essentially temperature independent, displaying jump singularities coinciding with the instantaneous entanglement
ground state degeneracies arising from the level crossings at ξ = 1/2. Increasing temperature primarily serves to
compress the edges of the entanglement spectrum towards ξ = 1/2. Hence, the crossing are robust and do not shift
when the temperature of the initial state is varied, preserving the discontinuities in the echo rate.

FIG. 6. (a): Entanglement echo rate of 1d system (top) for quench m = 1.5 → m = 0.3 and the system size L = 100 (total)
LA = 30 (subsystem). (b)-(d): Corresponding single particle entanglement spectra in the order of increasing temperature with
kBT = 0.25, 0.5 and 0.75 in units of t.

The fact that the non-analytic character of entanglement-type transitions persists to finite temperatures has ob-
servable physical consequences for the subsystem fluctuations, as discussed in the main text. The time-dependent
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variance of the particle number of a subsystem, illustrated in Fig. 7, shows how the oscillating entanglement ground
state degeneracy translates to pronounced oscillations in entanglement-type quenches shown in (a) and (b). The
frequency of the oscillations reflects the periodicity of the critical times, while the onset of the linear trend depends
on the particular post-quench parameters. In the special case where the post-quench Hamiltonian is tuned close to
m = 0, the oscillations persist a remarkably long time before the linear increase sets in. The entanglement spectrum
crossings correspond to local maxima in the particle number variance, which provides an experimental handle to
extract critical times. Due to the four-fold degeneracy of crossings in the model, the maximum variance at T = 0
is quantized to 1, as can be observed at the critical times before the onset of the approximately linear growth. An
increased initial temperature serves to shift the overall variance upwards, which obscures the quantization; however,
the overall oscillatory behaviour, while somewhat lower in amplitude, can still clearly be observed. Remarkably, this
behaviour of the particle number fluctuations is essentially the same as that of the von Neumann entropy, which is
not easily accessed experimentally.

FIG. 7. Particle number fluctuations (top) and the entanglement entropy (bottom). (a): Entanglement-type transition m =
2.0 → m = 0.05. The dashed line indicates first two critical times. (b): Entanglement transition m = 2.6 → m = 0.4 (c):
bulk-type transition m = −0.3→ m = 1.6 (d): trivial quench m = 2.4→ m = 1.2.

In comparison to the entanglement type transitions, the particle number and entropy oscillations are suppressed
for bulk-type transitions and trivial quenches, as illustrated in Fig. 7 (c) and (d). This difference could be employed
as an experimental probe to distinguish entanglement-type transitions from bulk transition and trivial quenches.
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