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Recent investigations have observed superdiffusion in integrable classical and quantum spin chains.
An intriguing connection between these spin chains and Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality
class has emerged. Theoretical developments (e.g. generalized hydrodynamics) have highlighted
the role of integrability as well as spin-symmetry in KPZ behaviour. However understanding their
precise role on superdiffusive transport still remains a challenging task. The widely used quantum
spin chain platform comes with severe numerical limitations. To circumvent this barrier, we focus
on a classical integrable spin chain which was shown to have deep analogy with the quantum spin-
1
2

Heisenberg chain. Remarkably, we find that KPZ behaviour prevails even when one considers
integrability-breaking but spin-symmetry preserving terms, strongly indicating that spin-symmetry
plays a central role even in the non-perturbative regime. On the other hand, in the non-perturbative
regime, we find that energy correlations exhibit clear diffusive behaviour. We also study the classical
analog of out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC) and Lyapunov exponents. We find significant
presence of chaos for the integrability-broken cases even though KPZ behaviour remains robust.
The robustness of KPZ behaviour is demonstrated for a wide class of spin-symmetry preserving
integrability-breaking terms.

Superdiffusive spin dynamics in 1D spin chains has gar-
nered a lot of attention recently. In particular, anoma-
lous spin transport has been observed in an integrable
model, namely the quantum Heisenberg spin- 12 chain
with isotropic interactions at infinite temperature [1, 2].
Subsequent numerical computations [3] have shown that
the spin correlation agrees with the exact correlation
function [4] known in the context of the 1D Kardar-
Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class [5, 6]. Similar
properties have been unearthed in an integrable quan-
tum spin chain with larger symmetry group [7]. This
connection between integrability and KPZ superdiffusion
has also been a topic of recent analytical studies in the
context of quantum models [8–13]. Interestingly, recent
experimental results have provided the evidence of 1D
KPZ physics in quantum spin chains as well [14, 15].
Moreover, numerical studies have also revealed similar
characteristics for the spin transport and correlations in
integrable and isotropic classical models [16–19]. These
developments in 1D quantum and classical spin chains
suggest that both spin symmetry and integrability have
pivotal implications on the existence and nature of su-
perdiffusion. It has been argued [11] that the quantum-
classical correspondence is related to the dominant role
of solitons (analogous to string excitations in quantum
case) in causing superdiffusive behaviour.

Naturally allied to the integrability property in the
1D spin chains is the question: What happens to the
KPZ superdiffusion when integrability is broken? Per-
turbation theory has been applied for understanding the
fate of superdiffusion in the quantum Heisenberg spin-
1
2 chain under the effect of weak integrability breaking
perturbations [20]. On the other hand, in the strongly

chaotic regime, regular diffusion has been observed for
spin transport at infinite temperature by using conven-
tional perturbative methods [21] where the integrable
term was treated as perturbation. An extensive study
of this problem is, nevertheless, still lacking in the lit-
erature. In particular, only perturbative regimes (where
the weak parameter is either the integrability-breaking
term or the integrable term itself) have been investigated
and non-perturbative regimes are far from being under-
stood. Needless to mention, quantum models are plagued
by severe numerical limitations for such studies thereby
motivating the use of classical integrable systems (which
share properties analogous to quantum chains) as one of
the most promising alternative platform.

In this Letter, we report that the KPZ superdiffusion
is robust when a symmetry preserving interaction breaks
integrability. This holds true even when integrability
is broken strongly (non-perturbative). Our assertion is
based on an extensive numerical study for a 1D clas-
sical spin chain which involves the Hamiltonian of the
integrable lattice Landau-Lifshitz (ILLL) model [22–24]
at the isotropic point and a spin-symmetry preserving,
but integrability-breaking interaction (described in de-
tails later). When the integrability breaking term does
not respect spin-symmetry we find significant deviations
from KPZ behaviour [25]. We consider both perturbative
and non-perturbative regimes. Since there exists a strong
evidence of a classical-quantum correspondence [11, 17],
we expect a similar behaviour in the quantum case. Our
numerical simulations in the classical case allow us to
probe transport and correlations for spin and energy for
perturbations of different magnitude and different kinds
of interactions. We find that the energy correlations ex-
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hibit ballistic or diffusive behaviour depending on the
strength of the perturbation.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Plots of the spin correlations
for different values of λ. We plot Cs(x, t) versus x in (a),
(c), and (e) and t2/3Cs(x, t) versus x/t2/3 in (b), (d), and
(f). We also plot the exact KPZ correlation function [4]
as well as a Gaussian function in (b), (d), and (f) for a
comparison. Insets in (a), (c), and (e), show the collapse
using KPZ exponent on a normal scale. Total number of
independent realizations is 2× 105 and N = 2048.

We consider a one-dimensional periodic chain of three-
component classical spins ~S of unit length. The Hamil-
tonian is given by

H = −
N∑

n=1

(
J ln

(
1 + ~Sn · ~Sn+1

)
+ λ~Sn · ~Sn+1

)
, (1)

where N is the length of the spin chain, J is the strength
of the integrable part, and λ is the strength of the
integrability-breaking perturbation. We set N = 2048
and J = 1 in our computations unless otherwise men-
tioned. The ILLL spin chain at the isotropic point, where
the KPZ phenomenology has been observed recently [17],
is recovered for λ = 0. Thus we refer to our model de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) as the isotropic
perturbed ILLL (ipILLL) model. Notice that the Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (1) remains invariant under a global rota-
tion of spin vectors thereby obeying spin rotation sym-
metry. The spin dynamics in this system is determined

by Hamilton’s equations of motion

d~Sn
dt

=
{
~Sn, H

}
= ~Sn × ~Bn, ~Bn = −~∇~SnH. (2)

In order to understand transport properties for a con-
served quantity q =

∑N
n=1 qn, we compute Cq(x, t), the

connected correlator for q, defined as

Cq(x, t) = 〈[qx(t)− 〈q0(0)〉eq] [q0(0)− 〈q0(0)〉eq]〉eq. (3)

Here 〈·〉eq denotes average with respect to the equilibrium
distribution e−βH/Z, where Z is the partition function at
temperature T and β = 1/T is the inverse temperature.
We are interested in the spin correlation Cs(x, t) for Sz,

the z-component of the spin ~S, and the energy correlation
Ce(x, t) associated with the local energy defined as

en = −J ln
(

1 + ~Sn · ~Sn+1

)
− λ~Sn · ~Sn+1. (4)

We expect that the correlation Cq(x, t) satisfies

Cq(x, t) =
1

tα
fq
(
x−ct
tα

)
, (5)

where fq(·) is a scaling function and α > 0 the scaling
exponent. It is worth noting that unlike in nonlinear
fluctuating hydrodynamics description for generic non-
integrable models, where KPZ behaviour is associated
with sound modes [26], here we have c = 0. The expo-
nent α can be directly extracted from the mean squared
deviation (MSD) for q

〈∆x2〉q :=
N∑

x=1

x2Cq(x, t) ∝ t2α. (6)

To evaluate numerically these quantities (energy and
spin correlations as well as corresponding MSDs) for the
ipILLL spin chain, we perform numerical simulations
that evolve the spin chain starting from equilibrium ini-
tial conditions at the chosen temperature. We then aver-
age over these equilibrium initial conditions to obtain our
results. See supplementary material [25] for more details
regarding the simulation methods.

We consider three cases for the ipILLL model: λ =
0.1, 0.5, 1.5 which approximately falls under perturba-
tive, intermediate and highly non-perturbative param-
eter regimes respectively. Below, we summarize our re-
sults.

Weakly perturbative regime: When λ = 0.1 the
strength of the integrability breaking term is relatively
weak. Nonetheless, we find that although the system
is still chaotic, even at significantly long times, the inte-
grable part dominates over the perturbation and the KPZ
superdiffusion observed in the integrable case (λ = 0) [17]
survives in this case as well. This is a surprising result
in itself and is consistent with similar predictions in the



3

−1000 −500 0 500 1000
x

0

2

4

6

8
1

0
4
C
e

(x
,t

)
λ = 0.1(a)

t = 160

t = 320

t = 452

−4 0 4

x/t0.90

0.00

0.03

0.06

t0
.9

0
C
e

(x
,t

)

λ = 0.1(b)

t = 160

t = 320

t = 452

−1000 −500 0 500 1000
x

0

3

6

1
0

4
C
e

(x
,t

)

λ = 0.5(c)
t = 320

t = 640

t = 905

−20 0 20

x/t0.52

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

1
0

2
t0
.5

2
C
e

(x
,t

)

λ = 0.5(d)

t = 320

t = 640

t = 905

−1000 −500 0 500 1000
x

0

4

8

12

1
0

4
C
e

(x
,t

)

λ = 1.5(e)
t = 320

t = 640

t = 905

−20 0 20

x/t0.53

0

1

2

3

1
0

2
t0
.5

3
C
e

(x
,t

)

λ = 1.5(f)

t = 320

t = 640

t = 905

FIG. 2: (Color online) Plots of the energy correlations
for different values of λ. We plot Ce(x, t) versus x in (a),
(c), and (e). In (b), we plot t0.9Ce(x, t) versus x/t0.9,
in (d), we plot t0.52Ce(x, t) versus x/t0.52, and in (f),
we plot t0.53Ce(x, t) versus x/t0.53. We consider 2× 105

independent realizations for averaging and N = 2048.
This figure demonstrates the unusual scenario where en-
ergy correlations can be diffusive (λ = 0.5 and λ = 1.5)
although the corresponding spin correlations have KPZ
behaviour [Fig. 1].

analogous quantum case [20]. We observe KPZ superdif-
fusion for spin transport and ballistic transport for en-
ergy upto time t = 640. We show the correlation for spin
in Fig. 1(a) and its remarkable collapse when scaled with
the KPZ exponent α = 2/3 (inset). In Fig. 1(b), we plot
the scaled function on a logarithmic scale to show that we
see agreement with not only the KPZ exponent but also
with the Prähofer-Spohn KPZ scaling function [4]. The
correlation for energy has a scaling exponent α ≈ 0.9 and
exhibits two ballistically moving peaks [see Fig. 2(a) and
(b)]. We plot the MSDs for spin and energy correlation
in Fig. 3(a) and (b) respectively. Using a linear fit, we
obtain α ≈ 0.67 for spin consistent with the scaling in
Fig. 1(b). Similarly, we find α ≈ 0.88 for energy corre-
lation using a linear fit in Fig. 3(b) which is close to the
scaling in Fig. 2(b).

Intermediate regime: When λ = 0.5, the sys-
tem is in the intermediate coupling regime (non-
pertubative) where one would expect significant impact

of integrability-breaking terms. However, remarkably in
this case too, we observe that KPZ superdiffusion pre-
vails for the spin transport. We plot the spin correlation
in Fig. 1(c) and (d). The corresponding MSD [Fig. 3 (a)]
gives the exponent α ≈ 0.66 which confirms the scaling
in Fig. 1(d). The energy correlation exhibits diffusive
behaviour for long times in this case [see Fig. 2(c) and
(d)]. This is supported by the computation of the MSD
for energy [see Fig. 3(d)] where we obtain α ≈ 0.52 for
t > 80. It is worth noting that this is a very unusual
scenario in which a model exhibits diffusive behaviour in
energy but KPZ superdiffusion in spin correlations.

Highly non-perturbative regime: To investigate how ro-
bust the KPZ behaviour is, we further ramp up the con-
tribution of the integrability breaking term. We con-
sider λ = 1.5, where the energy contribution of the
integrability-breaking term is even greater than twice
that of the integrable term. To our suprise, we ob-
serve KPZ superdiffusion for spin transport in this case
too. We show the KPZ scaling of the spin correlation
in Fig. 1(f). As in the other cases, we also compare
with the exact KPZ scaling function and find good agree-
ment. The energy transport is diffusive in this case as
well [see Figs. 2(e) and (f)]. The MSDs (see Fig. 3) for
the spin and energy correlation give the values α ≈ 0.67
and α ≈ 0.53 respectively consistent with the scalings, in
Fig. 1(f) and Fig. 2(f).

Thus, our results show that as long as the integrability-
breaking term in the Hamiltonian is isotropic, the spin
transport shows KPZ scaling. Although our results corre-
spond to β = 1, our observation should hold true at any
temperature. When we consider integrability breaking
terms that do not respect spin symmetry, then we im-
mediately find deviations from KPZ behaviour [25]. We
also consider different types of integrability-breaking but
spin-symmetry preserving terms and our computations
indicate that the robustness of KPZ behaviour holds at
least for a wide family of models [25].

One might wonder if the robustness in KPZ behaviour
even when integrability is broken (λ 6= 0) is rooted in
the fact that the final system is still close to integrable
(non-chaotic). To rule out this possibility, we demon-
strate that the system is chaotic as soon as λ coupling is
turned on. To do so, we compute the out-of-time-ordered
correlator (OTOC) in the ipILLL model. The OTOC has
recently been studied in several classical models as a diag-
nostic tool to probe how initially localized perturbations
spread spatially and grow (or decay) temporally [27–36].
In order to compute the OTOC for the spin chains, we
consider the following scheme. From an equilibrium ini-
tial configuration, which we denote by A, we generate
a perturbed copy B by replacing the N/2-th spin with
~S′N/2 = (~SN/2+~pε)/|~SN/2 + ~pε| where ~pε = (0, 0, ε), ε > 0.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Plots of the MSDs for (a) spin
and (b) energy for λ = 0.1, 0.5, 1.5. We see remarkable
robustness of KPZ behaviour in spin correlation even
when integrability-breaking is significant. The last data
points are omitted during fitting process to avoid poten-
tial boundary effects.

We evolve the two copies A and B and compute the
OTOC defined as [27]

D(x, t) = 2
(

1− 〈~S AN/2+x(t) · ~S BN/2+x(t)〉
)
, (7)

where ~S An (t) [resp. ~S Bn (t)] is the spin at site n in the
copy A (resp. copy B) of the spin chain. In connec-
tion with the OTOC we define the finite-time Lyapunov
exponent as ΛD(t) = ln |D(0, t)/ε2|/2t. We also find

a linearized equation for δ~Sn = ~S Bn (t) − ~S An (t) with

ε → 0 [25]. In terms of δ~Sn, the Lyapunov exponent is

ΛL(t) = ln |〈δ~S2
N/2〉/ε2|/2t. We show the OTOC for the

integrable case (λ = 0) as well as the three cases men-
tioned above in Figs. 4(a)-(d) in the form of heatmaps.
These heatmaps show nontrivial behaviour as soon as
λ is turned on. The OTOC in Figs. 4(b)-(d) indicate
the presence of chaotic behaviour, as expected when in-
tegrability is broken. The behaviour of the OTOC in
ipILLL model resembles that for the classical Heisen-
berg model [27]. Even for small λ, the system becomes
significantly chaotic. We note that the butterfly ve-
locity (slope of the cone) increases as we increase the
strength of the integrability-breaking term. In Fig. 4 (e)
we show the finite-time Lyapunov exponent Λ(t) [both
ΛD(t) and ΛL(t)] as a function of time. It is clear that
Λ(t→∞) ≈ 0 when λ = 0. As soon as we turn on the in-
tegrability breaking term (λ 6= 0), we see that Λ(t→∞)
is positive and increases with λ thereby indicating chaos.
Note that ΛD(t) and ΛL(t) agree at early times, while at
late times ΛD(t) shows a decay (∼ 1/t), as expected for
any finite ε.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Heatmaps of the OTOC for dif-
ferent values of λ with ε = 10−6. We plot D(x, t) for
λ = 0 in (a), λ = 0.1 in (b), λ = 0.5 in (c), and λ = 1.5 in
(d). In (e), we show the time variation of the Lyapunov
exponent ΛD(t) and ΛL(t) (solid lines). We averaged
over 1000 independent realizations to compute D(x, t)
with N = 2048 and Λ(t) with N = 512.

In conclusion, we have studied transport properties in
the presence of integrablity-breaking perturbation in a
classical spin chain, namely the ipLLL model. Our nu-
merical investigation establishes the robustness of the
KPZ physics for spin correlations under spin-symmetry
preserving but integrability-breaking perturbations of
the integrable Hamiltonian. The robustness of KPZ
behaviour remains even in the highly non-perturbative
regime. In the limit λ/J � 1, however, we expect
that the features of the classical Heisenberg spin chain
will take over for the spin transport at long times de-
stroying the KPZ superdiffusion. In this limit we ex-
pect diffusive behaviour with possible logarithmic cor-
rections [27, 37–48]. For integrability-breaking pertur-
bations which do not respect spin-symmetry, the KPZ
superdiffusion is immediately lost [25]. Our findings on
classical spin chains strongly support the corresponding
results for quantum systems [20] and predict the possible
robustness of KPZ physics in quantum models even deep
in the non-perturbative regime. Despite this robustness
to integrability-breaking terms, one cannot rule out the
crossover to features finally dominated by non-integrable
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terms (such as conventional diffusion [7, 21, 47]) at ex-
tremely long times and large system sizes inaccessible in
present state-of-the-art computations.

The KPZ scaling in non-integrable but spin-symmetry
preserving systems could be rooted in a possible ro-
bustness of solitons of the ILLL in the presence of
integrability-breaking but spin symmetry preserving
terms and this will be explored in future. The anisotropic
but integrable generalization of ILLL and the effect of
breaking its integrability is an interesting question that
is expected to yield a plethora of possibilities.
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I. SPIN-SYMMETRY PRESERVING NEXT
NEAREST NEIGHBOUR INTERACTION

In the main text, we study the transport properties
in a classical spin chain where spin-symmetry preserv-
ing perturbation involving nearest neighbour interaction
breaks the integrability. We consider here a different class
of integrability-breaking, but spin-symmetry preserving
perturbation to demonstrate the robustness of KPZ su-
perdiffusion. In particular, we use next nearest neighbour
interaction to break the integrability by adding a pertur-
bation HNI to the Hamiltonian for the ILLL spin chain
at the isotropic point:

H =

N∑

n=1

−J ln
(

1 + ~Sn · ~Sn+1

)
+HNI (S1)

where HNI is given by

HNI = −λ
N∑

n=1

~Sn · ~Sn+2, λ ∈ R. (S2)

∗ dipankar.roy@icts.res.in
† abhishek.dhar@icts.res.in
‡ spohn@ma.tum.de
§ manas.kulkarni@icts.res.in

Here, λ is the strength of perturbation. We observe
KPZ behaviour for spin correlation in this case too. The
spin correlation and the pertinent scaling is shown in
Figs. S1 (a)-(f) for λ = 0.1, 0.5, 1.5. The corresponding
MSDs are shown in Fig. S2. We observe exponents close
to 2/3 in these plots for MSDs. These results are for
β = 1 (fixed throughout the present work) and should
hold true for all temperatures.
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FIG. S1: (Color online) Plots of the spin correlations
for different values of λ in the case when integrability-
breaking perturbation involves next nearest neighbour
interaction. We plot Cs(x, t) versus x in (a), (c), and
(e) and t2/3Cs(x, t) versus x/t2/3 in (b), (d), and (f).
Insets in (a), (c), and (e) show the data collapse on a
normal scale. Total number of independent realizations
is 105 and N = 2048.

Thus, these results along with those in the main text
provide compelling evidence for two nontrivial classes
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FIG. S2: (Color online) Plots of MSDs (corresponding
to the spin correlations in Fig. S1) in the case of next
nearest neighbour perturbation for λ = 0.1, 0.5, 1.5. We
observe that the linear fits are parallel with slopes in
agreement with the KPZ exponent.

of integrability-breaking perturbations in support of the
robustness of KPZ superdiffusion when integrability-
breaking preserves the symmetry of spins. This leads
us to believe that KPZ superdiffusion, observed in the
integrable spin chains, survives at least for a large class
of symmetry-preserving perturbations which break inte-
grability. However, KPZ superdiffusion is not observed
when the symmetry of the spins are not preserved, as we
exemplify in the next section.

II. BREAKING INTEGRABILITY WITHOUT
RESPECTING SPIN-SYMMETRY

Spin-symmetry plays an essential role in the existence
of KPZ superdiffusion in spin chains. In this section, we
provide numerical evidence that KPZ superdiffusion is
destroyed in the spin chains where integrability is bro-
ken with anisotropic perturbations. First we consider a
perturbation with XXZ interaction, and then with XYZ -
type anisotropy.

A. XXZ integrability-breaking term

We consider a simple anisotropic perturbation of XXZ -
type

HNI = −λ
N∑

n=1

(
Sx
nS

x
n+1 + Sy

nS
y
n+1 + ∆Sz

nS
z
n+1

)
, (S3)

with λ,∆ ∈ R. Here, ∆ is the anisotropy parameter.
If ∆ = 1, the Hamiltonian is isotropic, whereas the spin
chain is anisotropic for ∆ 6= 1. Again, λ is the strength of
the perturbation. We fix the parameters J = 1, λ = 0.1,
and consider the values ∆ = 0.5 and ∆ = 1.5 to show
numerically that the spin correlation do not show KPZ
superdiffusion. We observe a scaling exponent of α =
0.83 for ∆ = 0.5 and α = 0.53 for ∆ = 1.5 for the spin
correlation (see Fig. S3). These exponents are recovered
from corresponding MSDs as well (Fig. S4).
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FIG. S3: (Color online) Plots of the spin correlations
in the case of anisotropic integrability-breaking pertur-
bation for different values of ∆ with λ = 0.1. We
plot Cs(x, t) versus x in (a) and (c). In (b), we plot
t0.83Cs(x, t) versus x/t0.83, and we show t0.53Cs(x, t) ver-
sus x/t0.53 in (d). Total number of independent realiza-
tions is 105 and N = 2048. This shows immediate devia-
tion from KPZ behaviour when spin-symmetry is broken.
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FIG. S4: (Color online) Plots of MSDs for the spin cor-
relations for anisotropic integrability-breaking perturba-
tion for (a) ∆ = 0.5 and (b) ∆ = 1.5.

B. XYZ integrability-breaking term

In this section, we consider the case when even total
spin component in z-direction is not conserved thereby
leaving energy as the only conserved quantity. The
integrability-breaking term we consider is given by

HNI = −λ
N∑

n=1

(
Sx
nS

x
n+1 + ΓSy

nS
y
n+1 + ∆Sz

nS
z
n+1

)
,

(S4)
with λ,Γ,∆ ∈ R. In particular, we are interested here
in the case Γ 6= ∆ 6= 1. We show the spin correlation
in the top panel of Fig. S5. As expected, the spin corre-
lation functions for different times do not collapse since
the quantity

∑
x Cs(x, t) is not conserved. In the bot-

tom panel of Fig. S5, we plot energy correlation function
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whose collapse profile (see inset in Fig. S5) indicates dif-
fusive behaviour.
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FIG. S5: (Color online) Plots of (a) spin correlation and
(b) energy correlation in the case of XYZ anisotropic
integrability-breaking perturbation with λ = 0.5, γ =
0.5,∆ = 0.1. In the inset in (a), we show that spin
correlations do not collapse. In fact, spin has no scaling
collapse at all due to lack of conservation law. The data
collapse for energy correlation in the inset in (b) indi-
cates diffusive behaviour. Total number of independent
realizations is 105 and N = 2048.

III. SIMULATION METHODS

We generate the initial conditions for the spin chain at
the desired temperature using Metropolis Monte Carlo
algorithm. For all the results reported here, we fix β = 1.
We use the adaptive Gaussian move studied in Ref. 1 to
update spins sequentially from left to right. Such a se-
quence of N updates starting from the leftmost site is
referred to as a Monte Carlo step (MCS) or a swipe [2].
In the Monte Carlo simulations, we start with an ordered
state where all spins point to the positive z-axis. Then we
perform 5000 initial swipes so that the spin chain reaches
thermal equilibrium. After reaching thermal equilibrium,
we save the configuration of the spin chain after each 500
successive swipes to ensure the initial conditions are suffi-
ciently decorrelated. These configurations are then used
as initial conditions for the dynamical evolution of the

spin chain. For the dynamical evolution of the spin chain
we use an adaptive Runge-Kutta scheme [3, 4]. Finally,
we average over a large number of initial conditions to
compute the spin and energy correlations.

IV. LINEARIZATION OF HAMILTON’S
EQUATIONS FOR COMPUTING LYAPUNOV

EXPONENTS

We consider linearized equation for a perturbation in
the ipILLL spin chain in order to compute the Lyapunov
exponents. Let us introduce the notation:

δ~Sn = ~SB
n − ~SA

n , ε→ 0, (S5)

where (a) ~SA
n is the original copy evolving from a thermal

configuration, and (b) ~SB
n is the perturbed copy evolved

from an initial condition obtained after adding perturba-
tion to the initial condition of the original copy at site
N/2. The perturbation is described in the main text. We

derive equations retaining only the terms linear in δ~Sn

and ignoring higher order terms. In order to write the
expressions succinctly, we also introduce the following
notations

δ
(
~Sn × ~Sn+1

)
≡ δ~Sn × ~Sn+1 + ~Sn × δ~Sn+1

δ
(
~Sn · ~Sn+1

)
≡ δ~Sn · ~Sn+1 + ~Sn · δ~Sn+1.

(S6)

The Hamilton’s equations are

d~Sn

dt
= ~Sn ×

( J ~Sn−1

1 + ~Sn−1 · ~Sn

+
J ~Sn+1

1 + ~Sn · ~Sn+1

+ λ(~Sn−1 + ~Sn+1)
)
.

(S7)

Then the linearized equation for δ~Sn is

dδ~Sn

dt
= δ

(
~Sn × ~Sn−1

)( J

1 + ~Sn−1 · ~Sn

+ λ
)

− J ~Sn × ~Sn−1

(1 + ~Sn−1 · ~Sn)2
δ
(
~Sn−1 · ~Sn

)

+ δ
(
~Sn × ~Sn+1

)( J

1 + ~Sn · ~Sn+1

+ λ
)

− J ~Sn × ~Sn+1

(1 + ~Sn · ~Sn+1)2
δ
(
~Sn · ~Sn+1

)
.

(S8)

In our simulations, we evolve the above equation simul-
taneously along with Hamilton’s equation in Eq. (S7).
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