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Out-of-time-order correlators (OTOCs) progressively play an important role in different fields of physics,
particularly in the non-equilibrium quantum many-body systems. In this paper, we show that OTOCs can be
used to prob the Floquet dynamical quantum phase transitions (FDQPTs). We investigate the OTOCs of two
exactly solvable Floquet spin models, namely: Floquet XY chain and synchronized Floquet XY model. We
show that the border of driven frequency range, over which the Floquet XY model shows FDQPT, signals by the
global minimum of the infinite-temperature time averaged OTOC. Moreover, our results manifest that OTOCs
decay algebraically in the long time, for which the decay exponent in the FDQPT region is different from that
of in the region where the system does not show FDQPTs. In addition, for the synchronized Floquet XY model,
where FDQPT occurs at any driven frequency depending on the initial condition at infinite or finite temperature,
the imaginary part of the OTOCs become zero whenever the system shows FDQPT.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, out-of-time-order correlation (OTOC) has gained
much attention in the physics community across many dif-
ferent fields, due to its feasibility in experiments [1-8] and
also its richness in theoretical physics [9-14, 14-25]. Recent
progress in the experimental detection of quantum correla-
tions and in quantum control techniques applied to systems
as photons, molecules, and atoms, made it possible to direct
observation of an OTOC in nuclear magnetic resonance quan-
tum simulator [6, 8] and trapped ions quantum magnets [5].

The OTOC was first introduced by Larkin and Ovchinnikov
in the context of superconductivity [25]. Lately, it has been
revitalized, because it propounds an interesting and different
insight into physical systems [23]. Some of the most impor-
tant results involve the dynamics of quantum systems [9—14]
such as quantum information scrambling [14-22] and quan-
tum entanglement [15, 24]. The decay of OTOC is closely
related to the delocalization of information and implies the
information-theoretic definition of scrambling. Scrambling is
a process by which the information stored in local degrees
of freedom spreads over the many-body degrees of freedom
of a quantum system, becoming inaccessible to local probes
and apparently lost. A connection between the OTOC and the
growth of entanglement entropy, at the infinite temperature, in
quantum many-body systems has also been discovered quite
recently [15, 24].

In addition, the study of OTOC has renovated the inter-
est in the correspondence between classical and quantum
chaos [26-32] with some analytical advances in the field of
high-energy physics, mostly regarding the black hole infor-
mation problem [33] and the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model [34].
OTOC:s have been also developed into condensed-matter sys-
tems [35-39] as well as in statistical physics [40, 41]. For
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instance, OTOC has been analyzed in conformal field theo-
ries [35], fermionic models with critical Fermi surface [42],
weakly diffusive metals[35], Luttinger liquids [36], hardcore
boson model [43], random field XX spin chain [44], symmet-
ric Kitaev chain [45] and the O(NN) model [46]. Besides,
it has been shown that OTOC equals the thermal average
of the Loschmidt echo [47] and theoretically proposed that
OTOC can be used as an order parameter to dynamically de-
tect ergodic-nonergodic transitions[48, 49], many-body local-
ization transition [21, 50], excited-state quantum phase transi-
tion (ESQPT) [51, 52], equilibrium quantum phase transitions
(EQPTs) [38, 53, 54] and quench dynamical quantum phase
transitions (DQPTs) in many-body systems [1, 38].

Despite considerable studies on OTOCs in a wide variety
of quantum systems, comparatively little attention has been
focussed on the Floquet systems. In the present work, we
study OTOC:s in two Floquet spin systems, where both models
show FDQPTs. To the best of our knowledge, such contribu-
tions have not been explored in previous works and would
bring several new realizations to this subject. In the first
model, the Floquet XY model in which FDQPT occurs at any
temperature within a finite range of driving frequency, where
we show that the border of the driven frequency window are
captured by the global minimum of the infinite-temperature
time averaged OTOCs. In other words, the time averaged
OTOC can be used as an order parameter to detect the range
of driven frequency over which FDQPTs occur. Moreover,
the long time behavior of OTOCs represents power law decay
with an exponent, which is different in the FDQPTs and no-
FDQPTs regimes. Furthermore, in the synchronized Floquet
XY model, in which the FDQPTSs occur for any driving fre-
quency at infinite or finite temperature, the imaginary part of
OTOCs composed with local and nonlocal operators becomes
zero when FDQPTs are present.

The paper is organized as follows: In the next section we
define the OTOCSs and some background materials. In section
III, we review the notion of dynamical phase transition and
its features. Section IV is dedicated to introducing the Flo-
quet XY Hamiltonian, its FDQPT features and discussing the
OTOC behavior in the model. In section V we first introduce
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the synchronized Floquet XY model and its FDQPTs proper-
ties and then we study the OTOCs characteristics.

II. OTOCS

Consider a system with a Hamiltonian [, an initial state
|1}, and two local operators W; and V; .. , on sites ¢ and 7 + r
of the system. The spreading of the operator W; with time
can be probed through the expectation value of the squared
module of a commutator with a second operator V; .,

t

Cor(t) = ([0, Verr )] [Watt), Vir @], 0
where W;(t) = e*#'W,;(0)e~*H! is the Heisenberg evolution
of the operator W;, and (O) = Tr(e A7)/ Tr(e PH) de-
notes averaging over the thermal ensemble with 8 = 1/T is
the inverse temperature while setting the Boltzmann constant
K p to unity.

We consider a translational invariant system such that
Eq.(1) depends only on the distance between two operators.
Assuming operators W; and V;, are both Hermitian and uni-
tary, one can show that C..(t) = C; .(t) = 1 — Re(F.(t)), in
which F,.(t) = (W;(t)Vigr (0)W;(t)Viyr (0)) dubbed OTOC
for its unconventional time ordering [55, 56]. From the op-
erator delocalization assessment point of view, OTOC char-
acterizes the spreading behavior of information. Vanishing
C,-(t) (or large F.(t)) indicates that no information has trav-
eled from site ¢ to ¢ + r at time ¢.

In addition, C,.(t) characterizes the quantum chaos via an
exponential growth bounded by a thermal Lyapunov expo-
nent. In classical physics, a hallmark of chaos is that a
small difference in the initial condition results in an expo-
nential deviation of the trajectory i.e., e*-? where )y, is the
Lyapunov exponent (butterfly effect). The OTOC could be
considered as the overlap of two states W;(t)V;4,-(0)|¢) and
Vitr (0)W;(t)]90), where V;,.(0) acts in different ways to af-
fect the growth of the time-evolved operator W;(¢). In other
words, C,.(t) explicitly exhibits the difference in the outcome
when the order of two operations V;,.(0) and W;(t) is ex-
changed [5, 37, 57]. The exponential deviation of normalized
OTOC from unity, i.e., F}.(t) ~ 1 —#e -t diagnoses the chaos
and the so-called “butterfly effect” in a quantum many-body
system. Unlike classical systems where the Lyapunov expo-
nent Ay, is unbounded, in quantum systems it is bounded by
27/ (assuming h = 1) [21]. Those systems which saturate
the aforementioned bound are called fast scramblers, with ex-
amples including black holes [58, 59], fermionic models with
critical Fermi surface [42], weakly diffusive metals [35], and
the O(N) model [46]. However, some systems, do not show
such exponential growth, for example Luttinger liquids [36]
and many-body localized systems [16, 50, 60], and hence
characterized as less chaotic or as slow scramblers. These
many-body quantum systems include rich information to con-
nect thermalization and information scrambling, and may also
be related to the study of hiding information behind black hole
horizon.

A. OTOC in the one dimensional spin 1/2 exactly solvable
models

In the one dimensional spin 1/2 models, which are exactly
solvable by means of Jordan-Wigner transformation [61-68],
the operators W and V are replaced by single-site Pauli matri-
ces 0%, (a = {z,y, z}) and consequently the OTOC is given
by

Er(t) = (o (t)ogor (H)og), )

T T

where, i, = {z,y,2} and 0%(t) = e'ftae H! Since
the models is exactly solvable by means of Jordan-Wigner
transformation, it is convenient to express Pauli matrices by

fermionic operators,

ot =at 4o, 3)
= 1_[l<m(1 - QCZCl)(CIn + Cm) = Hl<mAlBlAm
op, =il —0y)

= —i (1 — 20}0;)(0%
o? = QCInCm —1= _A’HLB’I'IL7

- Cm) =—1 Hl<mAlBle

where A,, = ¢! + ¢, By = ¢l — ¢, and ¢l (¢,,) is the
fermion creation (annihilation) operator.

In terms of Jordan-Wigner fermions, some spin operators
are local and some become nonlocal. Local operator i.e., 07,
is consisted of fermions only located at site m, while o;Y
are nonlocal according to their connections with all fermions
before site m. It has been shown that the relation of two-
point correlations and OTOCs of local operators is different
from nonlocal ones [55, 56, 69-71]. All OTOCs can be ex-
pressed in terms of thermal average of A,,, and B,,, sequences.
So, we need to calculate the expectation values of long se-
quences of A, and B,, fermion operators, which can be turn
into the sum of all possible products of two-point correla-
tion functions, using the Wick’s theorem. It should be noted
that conservation of the fermion parity via operators is nec-
essary for using free-fermion calculations and Wick’s theo-
rem [55, 56, 72]. The basic time dependent correlation func-
tions, which should be calculated, are (A,(t)A,), (A,(t)By),
(Bp(t)Ag) and (Bp(t)B,). Using the Fourier transforma-
tions, the mentioned correlators are expressed as

(Ap(0As) = 1 D2 NUIO e + Ul +ex)),
Ap(0)B,) = + SN UL ]+ e UL, — ),
(By()A) = + SN UL ] — eVl + ),

- % ZeiMp—q)(Ug(t)(cL — ka)Uk(t)(Cik — 1)),

“

where N + 1 is the size of the system and p, ¢ denote the
position of operators in the spin chain.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Density plot of C7*(t) versus separation, 7, and time, ¢ for (a) w = 7/3, (b) w = 7, (¢) w = 27. The numerical
simulation of Floquet XY model is done for system size N = 100, inverse temperature S = 0 and J = 0.257, h = 0.5,y = 0.5, which
shows FDQPT for /2 < w < 3w/2. C7*(t) is plotted at fixed separations, r = 1,2, 3,4 versus time and different driving frequency (d)

w="7/3,()w=m, (f)w=2m.
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FIG. 2: The maximum quasiparticle group velocity of time-
independent Floquet Hamiltonian Eq. (C1) versus w/7. The maxi-
mum group velocity reaches a minimum at the middle of driven fre-
quency window, where Floquet dynamical phase transition occurs.

B. OTOC of local operators

As mentioned, OTOCs characterize the delocalization of
operators, and study of local operators plays a key role in this
context. By means of Jordan-Wigner transformation (Eq. (3)),
OTOC of local operators, F/?*(t), is given by

F7=(t) = (Ar(t)Br(t) Ao Bo A, (t) B (t) Ao Bo), ()

for the exactly solvable spin-1/2 chain. In the thermodynamic
limit, the above relation could be computed using the Wick’s
theorem. In this calculation, (A4,(t)A,) and (B,(t)B,) terms
do not vanish and we must consider combination of all two-
point correlation functions constructed with A and B op-
erators. We can simplify calculate Eq. (5) using Pfaf-
fian method [73], which can be expressed in terms of skew-
symmetric matrix ®.

F?*(t) = £Pf(P.,) = £/ Det(P..), (6)

where @, is constructed from two point correlation functions
(Eq. @), (D..)i; = (X,;X;), where X; is the i-th element
inside thermal average expression F%*(t) (Eq. (5)).

C. OTOC of nonlocal operators

As mentioned before, the dynamical correlation functions
of nonlocal operators are qualitatively distinct from local
ones [55, 70, 71, 74]. For two-point correlation functions at
non-zero temperature, the time dependent decaying of nonlo-
cal operators, which is exponential, is more similar to ther-
mal behavior, in comparison with the behavior of local op-
erators, which is power-law. There are three different types
of nonlocal OTOCs corresponding to various combinations of
local and nonlocal operators. It should be mentioned that the
operators o7 and o¥ change the fermion parity.  So their

I 2
Heisenberg evolution can not be obtained simply from the
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The scaling behavior of C7* versus time at fixed separation r» = 1, 2, 3, 4 for the Floquet XY model. The dashed lines
are used for power law fitting, which show t*” power law growth at early time, independent of the driving frequency, (a) w = 7/3, (b) w = ,
(c) w = 2. Besides, we see t ! decaying behavior at long time, except for (b) which shows t~2-%. The system size is N = 200, inverse
temperature 3 = 0 and Hamiltonian parameters are J = 0.257, h = 0.57,v = 0.5.
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FIG. 4: Time averaged of C* versus driving frequency, for several
fixed separations of the Floquet XY model, in the presence of peri-
odically time dependent Hamiltonian. System size is N = 100, and
Hamiltonian parameters are J = 0.257, h = 0.57,v = 0.5.

free-fermion Heisenberg-evolved operator A, (t) and B,,(t),
because the Heisenberg evolution of the fermion operators are
simple only when the proposed Hamiltonian in free-fermion
language is fixed over the full Fock space, including both par-
ity sectors. However, we can use the ”double trick” to deal
with this case [55, 72], by defining the following quantity,

D (t) = (o' (B)ok . (ogo_,)?). v

Introducing the function I'#¥ () results in parity cancellation
due to pairing of operators; and so one can simply use the
Wick’s theorem to expand the full function. For large size sys-
tem and considering the mirror symmetry F/(t) = F*7(t),
we have [55, 72],

T (t)

T

= (e (o)) (o (1)o5)?)

= FI () FS! (1) = (F (1), (8)

Therefore, to obtain F**(t), F*¥(t) and F**(t), we need to
calculate T'%*(t), I'*¥(¢) and I'¥*(t), respectively (see Ap-
pendix A). Then, we make do similar procedure as of Sec.
IL.B using Pfaffian method of the appropriate antisymmetric

matrices and finally obtain the OTOC of nonlocal operator as

FIv(t) = £/ Pf(®,,,) = £(Det(®,.,))F ©)

In this paper, we will study both local and nonlocal OTOCs
of two exactly solvable Floquet spin 1/2 model to investigate
the behaviour of OTOC and its ability to capture the FDQPT.

III. DYNAMICAL QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITION

Recently, a new research area of quantum phase transition
has been investigated in nonequilibrium quantum systems,
called dynamical quantum phase transitions (DQPTs) as a
counterpart of equilibrium thermal phase transitions [75, 76].
DQPT represents a phase transitions between dynamically
emerging quantum phases, that occurs during the nonequilib-
rium coherent quantum time evolution under quenching [76—
80] or time-periodic modulation of Hamiltonian [8§1-87]. In
DQPT the real time acts as a control parameter analogous
to temperature in conventional equilibrium phase transitions.
The DQPT characterized by the nonanalytical behavior of dy-
namical free energy [47, 51, 75, 76, 83, 88-95] which is de-
fined as

— : 1 2
g(t) = — Jim —In| £

Here, N is the system size and £(¢) is the Loschmidt ampli-
tude, which is given by L(t) = ((0)|y(t)), where |¢(0))
and |¢(t)) are the initial state of system and its corresponding
time evolved state at a later time ¢, respectively.

However, in experiments [96, 97], to search the far-from-
equilibrium theoretical concepts, the initial state in which sys-
tem is prepared, is a mixed state. This motivates to propose
the generalized Loschmidt amplitude (GLA) for mixed ther-
mal states, which perfectly replicate the nonanalyticities man-
ifested in the pure state DQPTs [98, 99]. The GLA for thermal
mixed state is defined as follows

L) = Tr(p(0)U (1)),

where p(0) is the mixed state density matrix at time ¢ = 0,
and U (¢) is the time-evolution operator.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Time evolution of nonlocal OTOC, C;®, versus time for fixed separations » = 1,2, 3,4, of Floquet XY model, with
B = 0 and different values of driving frequency, (a) w = 7/3, (b) w = 7, (¢) w = 27. The model parameters are J = 0.257,h = 0.57,v =

0.5 and N = 100.

IV. FLOQUET XY MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the one-dimensional periodically
driven spin-1/2 chain, is given as follows
N/2
H(t) =D [(J = veos(wt)sisi + (J + 7 cos(wt))shsh

n=—N/2

—ysin(wt) (skshay + ks ) +hsi],(10)

where, NV + 1 is the size of the system, .J, i and y are system
parameters, and w is the driving frequency. Here, S< are the
spin-half operators at the nth site, i.e. S = %ag. In order to
calculate the spin correlation functions, we should diagonal-
ize the above Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian can be exactly
diagonalized by Jordan-Wigner transformation, which trans-
forms spins into spinless fermions. It should be mentioned
that the fermionic representation of the Hamiltonian is equiv-
alent to the one dimensional p-wave superconductor with time
dependent pairing phase (magnetic flux) [82, 83]. The Fourier
transformed fermionic Hamiltonian can be expressed as sum

of independent terms H(t) = >, . s, Hx(t), in which

Hy(t) ho (k) (cher — cxet )

— 0 hgy(k) (e_i‘“’tcicf_k + emckc,k), an
where, h,(k) = Jcos(k) + h and h,y(k) = ysin(k). The
eigenstates and eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian Eq. (11) are
obtained by solving the time dependent Schriédinger equa-
tion [81-83, 86] (see Appendix B).

It is straightforward to show that the exact expression of the
GLA is represented by [81, 83]

GL(t) = MxGLL(t), GLL(t) = R(k,t) + i I(k,t) tanh(Bey),
with

R(k,t) cos(ext) cos(wt/2) — sin(egt) sin(wt/2),

B. (k)
€k

Z(k,t) sin(eyt) cos(wt/2) + cos(egt) sin(wt/2),

B.(k)
€k

where, B, (k) = h, —w/2 and e, = /h2 (k) + B2(k). It

has been shown that the model shows FDQPTs, at any tem-
perature, when the driving frequency ranges from 2(h — J) to

2(h+ J),ie,2(h — J) < w < 2(h + J), where the system
experience adiabatic cyclic processes [81, 82]. In the follow-
ing we will examine the behavior of the OTOCs in the Floquet
XY model to obtain their early and long time scaling behavior.

1. OTOC of local operators in Floquet XY model

The OTOC: in the Floquet XY model can be obtained by
lengthy and tedious calculation (see the Appendix C). Fig. 1
represents C'Z*(t) of the Floquet XY model versus time at in-
finite temperature, 5 = 0, for different values of driving fre-
quency and N = 100. As seen, C?*(t) reveals bounded cone
structure (which indicates the bound of butterfly effect) with
the velocity of wavefront ¢ ~ 0.66 for w = /3 and 27 (no
FDQPTs regime), and ¢ ~ 0.28 for w = 7 (FDQPTSs regime).
The numerical value of velocities is in good agreement with
the maximum quasiparticle group velocities (Jey, /9k) of the
effective time-independent Floquet Hamiltonian Eq. (C1) at
fixed frequencies. The maximum quasiparticle group veloc-
ity of the effective time-independent Floquet Hamiltonian has
been plotted in Fig. 2 versus w. As seen, the maximum quasi-
particle group velocity gets a minimum at the mid-frequency
of the region, where FDQPT occurs, namely w = 7. Com-
paring Figs. 1(a)-(c) indicates that the system in FDQPTs
regime (Fig. 1(b)) reveals narrower light cone with slower
spreading of local operator which expresses slower informa-
tion propagating, witnessed by Fig. 2. This can be expected
as the system evolves adiabatically in FDQPTSs regime [82],
while the system experiences non-adiabatic cyclic process in
no-FDQPTs regime. To examine the behavior of C'**(t) ac-
curately for small value of separations r, C?*(t) has been de-
picted versus time in Figs. 1(d)-(f). As seen, C?*(t) typ-
ically enhances in a short time from zero to its maximum
value and then decreases to vanishing at long time in peri-
odic manner. Indeed, we observe that the OTOC composed
with local operators show no sign of scrambling, namely
lim;_, oo C?#(t) = 0 (which is the same as the value at t = 0).

In addition, as is clear, the maximum value of C?*(t) de-
creases by increasing the separation r. So, it is important to
probe how OTOC behaves at the early and the long times with
fixed sites. The numerical simulation of C?#(¢) is illustrated
in Fig. 3 with sites r = 1,2, 3,4, and we can see clearly
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Density plot of real and imaginary parts of F;7*(¢) for weak coupling A = 0.1 while other parameters are the same as

in Fig. 6.

that the early time behavior is growing power law, t2", for any
values of driven frequency. However, the long time behav-
ior represents ¢! decay in no-FDQPTs regime (w = 7/3,
2m), independent of r and 5. In FDQPTSs regime (w = ) the
long time decaying behaviour of C**(t) is t~2:5 and approxi-
mately disordered. Consequently, we expect that CZ*(¢) could
show signatures to detect the range of driving frequency over
which the Floquet DQPT occurs. For this purpose we have
calculated the infinite-temperature time average of C?*(t) as
a function of frequency C?* = 1 fOT CE (") (t')dt', with
T = %’T The numerical results has been illustrated in Fig.
4 for different r. As indicated, C’* is roughly constant in no-
FDQPTs regime while in the FDQPTs regime its experiences
large variation and its global minimums signals the boundary
values of the window frequency over which the system shows
FDQPTs. So, the time average of local OTOC can serve as a
dynamical order parameter that dynamically detect the range
of driven frequency over which FDQPTSs occur. Moreover, the
different long time decaying behaviour of C?#(t) at FDQPTs
and no FDQPTs regimes can be interpreted as an indicator of
non-adiabatic to adiabatic topological transition [82].

2. OTOC of nonlocal operators in Floquet XY model

As mentioned before, for exactly solvable spin 1/2 model
by means of Jordan-Wigner transformation, there are five

kinds of OTOC of nonlocal operators. In Figs. 5(a)-(c),
C?*(t) has been depicted for r = 1,2,3,4 in FDQPTs
and no-FDQPTs regimes. We can see that, C**(¢) in both
FDQPTs and no-FDQPTs regimes increases rapidly at short
initial time from zero to reach its saturated value, 1. Since
nonlocal operators bear nonlocal information about operators,
the OTOC composed with nonlocal operators shows the signa-
ture of scrambling which is their main differences compared
with local ones. As can be seen from Fig. 5(b), enhancement
of C*(t) in the FDQPTs regime is slower than that in no-
FDQPTs regime, which means delocalization of information,
in FDQPTSs regime, occurs more slowly in comparison with
no-FDQPTs case. Other OTOCs of nonlocal operators show
similar behaviors (see Fig. 11 in Appendix C).

V. SYNCHRONIZED FLOQUET XY MODEL

The Hamiltonian of synchronized Floquet XY model is
given by [87],

0 =~ 3 [22 (14 oot + 0 -otoly) + At

2
12)

n=1

where J(t) = Ah(t), h(t) = ho + hi cos(wt) and + repre-
sents the anisotropy. The Hamiltonian in Eq. (12) is exactly
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solvable by means of Jordan-wigner transformation [87] (see
Appendix D).

It has been shown that the GLA of the synchronized Floquet
XY model is obtained to be [87]

GL(t) = cos(exT) + isin(egT) tanh(|h(0)|ex5),

where ¢, = +/P?(k)+ Q?(k), P(k) = 2Xcos(k) + 2,
Q(k) = 2X\ysin(k), 7 = [; h(t')dt' and h(0) = ho + hy.
The GLA becomes zero if the temperature goes to infinity,
ie., 3 — 0, at time instances 7* = (2n + 1)7/2¢, (n =
0,1,2,---). In addition, the FDQPTSs occur for all temper-
atures if h(0) = hg + h; becomes zero, i,e,. hg = —hy. In
other words, FDQPT in synchronized Floquet system depends
on the initial conditions, which occurs for all range of driving
frequency and at any finite or infinite temperature. For sim-
plicity and without loss of generality we consider the isotropic
case 7 = 1, which corresponds to the synchronized Floquet
Ising model.

13)

1.  OTOC of local operators in the synchronized Floquet XY model

Firstly, we investigate the case, where our model shows
FDQPTs at infinite temperature, i.e., initial magnetic field is

nonzero h(0) # 0. The local operator spreading in the syn-
chronized Floquet XY model probed by analyzing F?*(t),
where its vanishing at long-time limit signals the information
scrambling. Fig. 6 shows numerical simulations of real and
imaginary parts of F?*(t) versus time and spin separation r
for synchronized Ising model v = 1, at infinite (5 = 0) and
finite (5 = 1) temperature with system size N = 200 and the
strong synchronized coupling A = 1. The real part of F?*(t),
Fig. 6(a), reveals the bounded cone structure with the veloc-
ity of wavefront ¢ = 2. The situation for weak synchronized
coupling A = 0.1 is shown in Fig. 7, where the parameters
of the model are the same as those in Fig. 6. As seen in
Fig. 7, the diagrams of the real part of F;** exhibit narrower
cone structure, representing slower spreading of local oper-
ators with the velocity ¢ = 0.2. It indicates that the speed
of operator spreading depends monotonically on the synchro-
nized coupling strength.

It should be mentioned that, since the synchronized Floquet
XY model can not be transformed to the time-independent ef-
fective Floquet Hamiltonian (unlike the Floquet XY model),
the quasiparticle group velocity can not be defined here. So,
the velocity of wavefront in the synchronized system can not
be related to the quasiparticle group velocity of the model.
Moreover, it is clear that in both Figs. 6(b)-7(b) the imaginary
part of F?*(¢) is zero at infinite temperature (FDQPT case).
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The numerical results have also shown that,
limy oo Re{F?*(t)} = 1, indicating no scrambling in
OTOC:s of local operator, analogous to that of Floquet XY
model. Although, the qualitative behavior of F?*(t) at finite
temperature (no-FDQPTs case) approximately is similar
to that at infinite temperature, the imaginary part of F7?
becomes non-zero at finite temperature independent of the
synchronized coupling value (Figs. 6(c)-7(c)).

Furthermore, analysing the OTOCs of nonlocal operators
have shown that the system is scrambled at infinite and fi-
nite temperature, which is expected from nonlocal nature of
inherited information (see Appendix E). At infinite tempera-
ture (FDQPTs case), the imaginary part of OTOCs of nonlocal
operators are also zero, while in no-FDQPTs case (finite tem-
perature) the imaginary part of OTOCs of nonlocal operators
become nonzero.

As the second case, we consider h(0) = 0, where FDQPTSs
occur at any temperature for any values of driven frequency.
The density plot of real and imaginary parts of F77*, are shown
in Figs. 8-9 for strong and weak synchronized coupling A = 1
and A = 0.1, respectively. The numerical analysis exhibits
that, the behavior of real part of OTOCs of both local and non-
local operators at infinite and finite temperature are the same.
However, the imaginary part of OTOCs of both local and non-
local operators vanish at any temperatures. Consequently, we
come to conclusion that the OTOCs with both local and non
local operators can be considered as a diagnostic tool to dy-
namically detect the FDQPTs in the synchronized Floquet XY
model. In other words, the imaginary part of OTOCs becomes
zero when the system undergoes the FDQPT.

Finally, to exactly assess how a local operator behaves dy-
namically and verify its universal form, the evolution of C?*
for some fixed separations at finite and infinite temperature,
has been depicted in Fig. 10. Since the interactions of Hamil-

tonian are local, we expect the power-law growth of C?%, sim-
ilar to previous studies [55, 56]. As is clear, the short-time be-
havior of C?#, in the case of h(0) # 0 (h(0) = 0) at any
temperature, reveals the power-law trend ¢" with position-
dependent power n ~ 4r — 3 (n ~ 10r — 3), which has
been extracted from the numerical results. Moreover, C?* ap-
proaches its limiting value at long times, in a slow power law

t~!, independent of the value of separations and temperature.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the dynamical quantum phase
transition of two periodically time driven Hamiltonian, the
Floquet XY model and synchronized Floquet XY model, via
analyzing the behavior of out-of-time-order correlation. Our
results indicate that out-of-time-order correlation is a proper
diagnostic tool for studying the dynamical characteristics of
quantum systems and can represent features of dynamical be-
havior. We discovered that out-of-time-order correlation of
local operators, could precisely detect the dynamical quan-
tum phase transition. In the Floquet XY chain, the infinite-
temperature time averaged out-of-time-order correlation of lo-
cal operators can serve as a dynamical order parameter that
dynamically detect the range of driven frequency over which
FDQPTs occur. The aforementioned time averaged gets a
jump with a peak at the boundary of FDQPT. Moreover, the
speed of wave front of information spreading in the system
becomes minimum in the region, which shows FDQPT. In the
synchronized Floquet XY chain, it was indicated that van-
ishing of the imaginary part of OTOC signals the occurrence
of dynamical quantum phase transition. In addition, the tem-
perature dependence of the generalized Loshmidt echo comes
from its imaginary part, which suggests that there is a con-



nection between the real and imaginary parts of the gener-
alized Loschmidt echo and that of out-of-time-order correla-
tion. Further investigations would be interesting to establish
a precise relation between the real and imaginary parts of the
generalized Loschmidt echo and that of out-of-time-order cor-
relation.

Appendix A: OTOC of nonlocal operators

Using Egs. (3) and (7), the expressions of T'Z(t), T'F¥(¢)
and ['?#(¢) are written in the following forms:

(1) =<(0§(t)0%_7-(t)08”0”§,r)2>

I=N/2
() = (e oy (oot _)?)
N—r—1 i N/2 r—1
— ([ TT B®An® 1l AiBi)] )4aD
I=N/2

Appendix B: Exact solution of the Floquet XY chain

Considering the identity ), ., cos(k) = 0, one can
rewrite Eq. (11) as follows:

Hi(t) = ha(k)(cfer + o)

—ihgy, (k) (e™ ™! T el —|—e“"tckc k) — h.(BI)

It is convenient to use the following basis for the k-th sub-
space, which are defined in Heisenberg picture

CT—]@|0>’

In this representation, the Hamiltonian Hy(¢) can be ex-
pressed as

0y, ¢l oy, clel ,10). (B2)

—~h ihay (k)e™? 0 0

| —ihay(K)e ™ 2h, (k) —h 0 0

Hi(t) = 0 0  h(k)—h 0
0 0 0 h.(k) = h

By solving the time-dependent Schrédinger equation, we
obtain the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of Hamiltonian 7, (¢)

P9 0) = Ol (1) ®4)

The exact solution of the Schrodinger equation is found by
going to the rotating frame given by the periodic unitary trans-
formation

Ur(t) = (BS)

In the rotating frame the eigenstate is given by |xi (t)) =
U;(t) |9p% (K, t)). Substituting the transformed eigenstate into
the Schrodinger equation, the time dependent Hamiltonian
is transformed to its time-independent form 7| Xf(t)) =
E*|xi(t)) where

—h ihay (k) 0 0
| ihey(k) 2m(k)—h—w O 0
He = 0 0 hok)—h 0 (B6)
0 0 0 h(k)—h

The Hamiltonian H, is in block-diagonal form, which leads
to the following eigenvalues and eigenvectors:

w
Ey? = (ho(k) —h — 5) ek

E}* = h.(k) - h, (B7)

where £, = \/(hqy(k))? + (h-(k) — £)? and

[ cos(m/2)
|Xl£> = < Sin(’y:/Q) ) )
IXi) = ( fg(l)(:@i 3)2) ) , (BS)

in which

[SIESS

hak) =5 2k 5’“] (BY)

Y, = 2 arctan [ :

8

<
—
x5
N

Appendix C: Calculation the Floquet OTOC

To obtain the time evolution operator of Floquet Hamilto-

' nian, Ur(t) = Ur(t)Up(t), we need to calculate Up(t) =

(B3)

e~ "kt The upper-left block of H, is given by H),
2y - —h they (k)
k —thgy(k) 2h, (k) —h—w

= (ha(k) — % — W1 +eph(k)-3  (Cl)

At first, we calculate e~k
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_ pmit(—htha (k)= %) ( cos(ext)

Using the above equation, we arrive at

UF(t) =€

(cos(skt) +i
_ Py (k)

—it(h, (k)—h)

and the time evolution operator is given by

Uk(t) =

e_it(hz(k)_h)

(cos(akt) +zw ( ))
_ zy( )

sin(egt)e™

0
0

+1
e gin(ext)
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iwt
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Similarly, the initial mixed state density matrix of Floquet system in thermal equilibrium with a heat bath, corresponding to

Hk is

Since the Hamiltonian is decomposable, one can find the

pr(0) =

e~ BHE

1

Tr(e PHK)

2(cosh(Beg)efw/2 + 1) x

(Cosh(ﬂek) M}f”sinh(ﬁsk))e
gt ”(k) Slnh(ﬁak)eﬁz

0
0

—1

(cosh(ﬁsk)

hay(k
£k

)

sinh(ﬁsk)e%w 0
zimsmh(ﬂak)) =z 0
1
0

0
0

Bw

_ o O O

(C5)

density matrix at time ¢ for k-th subspace, by solving the Li-



ouville equation. Using Eqs. (C4)-(C5) and following the

relation py(t) = Uy (t) i (O)U,I (t), one can conclude the den-
sity matrix at time ¢. To compute the OTOC we must first

calculate cz +c_yg, ch_ . T ¢k as follows

00 01 000 —1
: fooo1] ;  foo00-1
Gater=1q9 100 %" “*=[110 0 |
00 00 000 0
00 1 0 00 -10
: foo-10]| ;o0 -10
Crts.=Lo0 00+ %00 0 0
110 0 1-10 0

Then, by considering Eq. (4), and the above equations, time
dependent Majorana correlation functions are obtained. Fi-
nally, following the procedure of Pffafian method (sections
I.B and II.C), one would compute the local and nonlocal
OTOCs.

Appendix D: Exact solution of the synchronized Floquet XY
model

Applying Jordan-Wigner as well as Fourier transformations
on Eq. (12), and within the anti-periodic boundary condition
used to minimize boundary effects, the Hamiltonian in terms
of fermionic creation and annihilation operators is identical to

H(t) =3 [2(=J(t) cos(k) — h#))(cher — gl )

k>0

—2(iJ (t)ysin(k))(chel . + ene_i)|. (D1)

The resulting Hamiltonian can be written as H(t) =
> k>0 Hr(t), where the local Hamiltonian reads

Hi(t) = hz(k,t)(czck + cikc,k) - ihmy(ht)(czcik + cke—k),
(D2)

where, h.(k,t) = —2J(t)cos(k) — 2h(t), hey(k,t) =
2J(t)ysin(k) and the wave number k is equal to k = (2p —
1)7/N and the integer p runs from —N/2 + 1 to N/2, where
N is the total number of spins (sites) in the chain. Hence,
Hj.(t) can be diagonalized using the procedure of Bogoliubov
transformation, which is given by:

Cr = upYk + ivk’)’ik,

C_k = UgY—k — ivm,i,

CL = uw,i — EY—k,
o= weyt, +ivey. (D3)

The Bogoliubov transformation completes the diagonalization
of Hamiltonian as

1
Hi(t) = > Ax(®) (vl — 3): (D4)
k>0

11

where Ag(t) = ((ha(k, )% + (hay(k,1))2)? is the disper-
sion of elementary excitations and by considering wuy(t) =
cos(0x(t)/2) and vi(t) = sin((t)/2), the Bogoliubov an-
gle 6(t) satisfies the relation tan(fy(t)) = —% The
ground state (Bogoliubov vacuum), the state that is annihi-
lated by v, and the excited state of the above Hamiltonian,
for anti-periodic boundary conditions, are given by

|UG7) = My (cos(0x(1)/2) + isin(64(t) /2)ckel ,)[0)

|W4PY =TT (i sin (05 (t) /2) + cos(Ox(t)/2)ch el )]0).
(D5)

where |0) is the vacuum of system. For the synchronized
model (J(t) = Ah(t)), that we consider afterward, we have

h(t)ex and tan(6}(t)) = B3, in which P(k) = 2X cos(k) -

2, Q(k) = 2\ysin(k) and ¢, = ((P(k))2 + (Q(k))?)z are
time independent. Moreover, we focus on the case of harmon-
ically time dependent magnetic field h(t) = ho + hq cos(wt).

In the Bogoliubov basis (Eq. (D5)), the Hamiltonian Hy (),
density matrix py(0) and time evolution operator Uy(¢) are
expressed as

Hi(t) = ht) ( oo ) , (D6)
2
UL(t) = (60 i ) (D7)
B 1 SHOE
PO = S o (R0 %) ( 0 0% ) , (8)

where 7 = f(f h(t')dt', and the density matrix at time ¢ is
obtained to be pi (t) = Ui (t)pr (0)Ug(t).

Appendix E: OTOC in synchronized Ising chain

Considering Eq. (D3), we obtain

cf + ey = e 2y 4y,
cf —cop =2 (4] —qy),
el 4 ek = %2 (7L ),

cT_k —cE = e_w;‘/Q(WT_k - Vk)- (ED
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Then using Eq. (4) we get

() = 3D

(UL OL + -0 T @ (0 + ),
(A4,()B,) = }Vzk:eik(p%i% X

(Ul (OO + -0 UL, =),
(By()A,) = Jbzk:e““(p—q)ei% X

(Ul =70 Uk + ),
(BB = 5 T 00 x

UL O = v ) Uk (v, — ) (E2)

Finally, following the above equations and considering Eqgs.
(D6)-(D8), time dependent Majorana correlation functions for

mixed state synchronized case are given by

1 ,
(Ap(D)A;) = 3 x
vy
[cos(ekT) — isin(egT) tanh(ﬁh(O)%k)],
1 . »
(A4,()By) =+ =) 0%
N zk: .
[cos(em tanh(ﬁh(o)%k ) — isin(ekT)] ,
1 . -
(Bp(t)Aq) =-—— eH Pt
P>
[cos(ekf) tanh(ﬂh(())%’“) - isin(ekT)] ,

1 i
(Bp(t)Bg) = *Nzek(p 9 x
k

[cos(em’) — isin(exT) tanh(ﬁh(O)%k)] .
(E3)

a. OTOC of nonlocal operators in the synchronized Floquet XY
model

The general behavior of OTOC composed of nonlocal op-
erator for the synchronized Ising model, is illustrated in Figs.
12-15, using the procedure described in section II, for system
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FIG. 15: (Color online) The explanation is the same as of Fig.(14) except the coupling A = 0.1, which is weak.

size N = 200. As seen, the xz OTOC shows the signature of
operator spreading, although with some differences in com-
parison with the zz OTOC. Figures 12-13 exhibit the evolu-
tion of real and imaginary parts of F,** in time, at high and
low temperature and for 4(0) # 0 case.

The OTOC with nonlocal operator has been depicted in
Figs. 14-15 for h(0) = 0 case. As can be observed, diagrams
reveal no temperature dependence and so decreasing the tem-
perature from its infinite value, does not significantly alter the

quantitative behavior of OTOC in this context. Hence, sim-
ilar to the situation of C7?, when the initial time magnetic
field is zero, vanishing of the imaginary part of F** signals
the occurrence of FDQPT independent of temperature, that is
in agreement with the results of Loschmidt amplitude analy-
sis. So, it would be suitable to detect the mixed state FDQPT
of synchronized Ising chain due to analyzing the vanishing of
Im(F7#) as well as Im(F*") at any temperature.
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