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We study order parameters and out-of-time-ordered correlators (OTOCs) for a wide variety of
transverse field Ising chains: classical and quantum, clean and disordered, integrable and generic.
The setting we consider is that of a quantum quench. We find a remarkably rich phenomenology,
ranging from stable periodic to signals decaying with varying rates. This variety is due to a complex
interplay of dynamical constraints (imposed by integrability and symmetry) which thermalisation
is subject to. In particular, a process we term dynamical domain wall relocalisation provides a
long-lived signal in the clean, integrable case, which can be degraded by the addition of disorder
even without interactions. Our results shed light on a proposal to use an OTOC specifically as a
local dynamical diagnostic of a quantum phase transition even when evaluated in a state with an
energy density corresponding to the paramagnetic phase.

Introduction.—The advent of experiments on coher-
ently evolving quantum matter has led to an interdis-
ciplinary focus on quantum dynamics [1–17]. In con-
trast to conventional time-ordered dynamical correla-
tion functions, 〈Op(t)Om〉, several recent studies have
focused on out-of-time-ordered correlators (OTOCs),
〈Op(t)OmOp(t)Om〉. First proposed by Larkin et al. [18–
28], OTOCs probe how a system retains or loses memory
of its initial state when subject to a perturbation, and
have been studied in relation to a variety of phenomena
ranging from quantum chaos to black hole physics to op-
erator spreading and information scrambling [29–35].

One recent line of enquiry concerns the possible capac-
ity of OTOCs to diagnose quantum phase transitions in
quench experiments from excited states in a way which is
not accessible to traditional time-ordered correlators [36–
42]. A case in point is the quantum phase transition in
the one dimensional transverse field Ising model (TFIM),
where recent work provided numerical evidence that the
non-vanishing OTOC of an order parameter (concretely,
the local magnetization) evaluated at late times detects
presence of ground state ordering even starting from an
initially fully polarised state [36, 37, 41, 42]. The numer-
ics indicated this behavior for both the TFIM, which is
integrable, and a perturbed non-integrable model with
interactions. These results were surprising because the
polarized state is a finite temperature state for any non-
zero transverse field, and clean one dimensional systems
do not order at finite temperature [43]. Indeed, in con-
trast to the OTOC, standard temporal correlators of the
magnetization decay to zero, as expected from thermal-
ization to a paramagnetic finite temperature equilibrium
state. This raises the theoretical question of how the
OTOC might manage to evade thermalization so as to
detect the order present in the ground state of the Hamil-
tonian, but absent in equilibrium at the energy density
corresponding to the initial state of the quench.

Our work provides a detailed study of OTOCs across
a variety of Ising chains, with a particular focus on us-
ing OTOCs as diagnostics of quantum phase transitions.
We first study the integrable S = 1/2 TFIM, and pro-

vide an explicit computation of the OTOC starting from
the fully polarized state. We show that this does indeed
have a non-zero asymptote everywhere in the ferromag-
netic phase, even as the time-ordered autocorrelator of
the magnetization vanishes. We uncover a strikingly rich
phenomenology in this model (Table I), which we account
for in detail via a formulation in terms of pairing wave-
functions à la BCS. We identify the physical processes
underpinning the dynamics of domain walls, a central
one being their dynamical relocalisation, which is linked
to both the absence of chaos and explains the numerically
observed signal in the OTOC. We further find that the
state underpinning the OTOC signal resembles a rotated
state with low entanglement.

These twin observations, in turn, motivate the study of
an analogous classical Ising chain. Here we find that both
the OTOC and the autocorrelator of the magnetization
exhibit a non-vanishing late-time signal, which is a con-
sequence of a failure of the magnetization to thermalize
fully. Indeed, by adding a small amount of disorder to the
couplings, keeping an ordered ground state while remov-
ing translational invariance of the Hamiltonian (but not
the initial state), thermalization, and hence vanishing, of
the magnetisation does set in classically. Analogously,
the OTOC in the quantum setting is degraded by disor-
der.

This in turn suggests that the non-vanishing late-time
OTOC in this set-up is predicated on the non-ergodicity
arising from the integrability of the TFIM. Indeed, a
perturbed non-integrable Ising magnet, initialised with
a fully polarised state at weak transverse field, is doubly
proximate to integrability. First, on account of the weak-
ness of the perturbation; second, as a result of hosting
a small density of – and hence weakly interacting – do-
main walls. The apparently non-vanishing OTOC thus
is likely only a prethermal signal, visible on the short-to-
intermediate times to which present-day numerical tools
are limited.

In the following, we introduce the model, notation
and dynamical observables. We then give a detailed
overview of the phenomenology found for the OTOC
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FIG. 1. Magnetisation (top) and OTOC (bottom) for quan-
tum (left) and classical (right) Ising chains, for N = 500 spins,
coupling strength g = 0.9 and open boundary conditions.
Static spatial disorder is added to the transverse field (Gaus-
sian with standard deviation W = 0.04). (d) shows results
averaged over a time window of about 0.03t and over the nine
sites closest to the perturbation to reduce fluctuations. For
the classical simulations beyond t & 50, the time evolution of
the OTOC appears chaotic.

in contrast to the autocorrelator of the magnetisation.
Subsequently, we illustrate how the underlying physical
mechanisms–dynamical domain wall relocalisation along-
side delocalisation–arise. The role of non-ergodicity is
underlined by a discussion of the classical transverse
field chain, and we conclude with a discussion of non-
integrable systems.

Model and observables.— We study a chain of N spins-

1/2 (represented by Pauli matrices σ
x/y/z
j ),

HTFI = −J
N−1∑
j=1

σzjσ
z
j+1 + g

N∑
j=1

σxj , (1)

by mapping it to a non-interacting model of fermions
corresponding to a p-wave superconductor [44, 45]. The

model has Ising symmetry (generated by S =
∏N
i=1 σ

x
i )

which is spontaneously broken for J > g, via a quantum
phase transition at J = g. We monitor the magnetisation
dynamics starting from an initial state |Ψ〉,

MΨ(t) = 〈Ψ|eiHtσze−iHt|Ψ〉 . (2)

In the thermodynamic limit (TDL), ordering in the (sym-
metry broken) groundstate |0〉 is diagnosed by a non-zero
M0(t).

In addition, for a quench starting with the fully po-
larised state, a simple OTOC consisting only of tensor
product operators Om, Op of Pauli matrices σz has been
proposed to act as a diagnostic of the phase transition
[36, 37]:

COm,Op
(t) = 〈↑N|[Om, Op(t)]2|↑N 〉, (3)

np nm reloc. part deloc. part OTOC signal
even even 1 1 1

even odd 1
√

1− g2 np
√

1− g2 np

odd even
√

1− g2 nm
1

√
1− g2 nm

odd odd
√

1− g2 nm
√

1− g2 np
√

1− g2 np+nm

TABLE I. Late-time signals for the different OTOCs in the
TDL for |g| ≤ 1: 〈↑N|Op(t)OmOp(t)|↑N 〉, with Op (Om) con-
sisting of a product of np (nm) Pauli operators, for concrete-
ness σz

i1σ
z
i2 · · ·σz

in at sites N/2, N/2+10, . . . , N/2+10(n−1),
with n ≥ 1, so that the spatial support does not depend on
system size. The superscript denotes whether the number is
restricted to be even (e, excluding 0) or odd (o). Note that
an odd value of np leads to a dependence of the OTOC on
nm, and vice versa. A real space picture of the corresponding
time evolution is given in Fig. 2 for the top pair of rows, and
in the Appendix for the bottom pair.

with Op(t) = eiHtOpe
−iHt. Note that σαj (t) being her-

mitian and unitary implies

COm,Op(t) = 2〈↑N|OmOp(t)OmOp(t)|↑N 〉 − 2 (4)

The OTOC we consider is the non-trivial part F(t) =
〈↑N|OmOp(t)OmOp(t)|↑N 〉 of COm,Op

(t). We refer to Om

as measured operator following the action of a perturbing
operator Op.

Phenomenology in the transverse field Ising model.—
Our first central result consists of the time-dependent
expectation values of the magnetisation and various
OTOCs in the TDL, see Fig. 1 (a,b). This uses the ana-
lytical solution of the TFIM and Wick’s theorem as out-
lined in [46–49], with the late-time values of the OTOCs
listed in Tab. I.

While M0(t) ' (1 −min(g, 1))1/8 [44], M↑N (t) = 0 at
late times, see Fig. 1, as expected for a state with finite
energy density [48–52]. By contrast, and as noted by [36],
the OTOCs do mimic an order parameter, in that they
are nonzero for g < J and vanishing otherwise. Note
that these are evidently non-thermal: OTOCs which are
Ising-even, such as those of the bond energy, should not
vanish for g > J .

A Domain Wall Perspective In a standard picture, the
vanishing of M↑N arises due to freely propagating do-
main walls at finite density [52, 53]. This perspective
can usefully be extended to explaining the behaviour of
the OTOC. Technically, the TFIM allows for an exact
solution as well as an elegant and physically transpar-
ent formulation of the Hamiltonian in terms of domain
wall operators τxj′ and τzj′τ

z
j′+1 acting on the dual lattice

j′ ∈ [1/2, N − 1/2]. Conceptually (and pictorially), for
Op consisting of σz operators, one can encode the domain
wall dynamics by following the (out-of-time) evolution
via a “BCS” pairing function Xj′l′

U−tbOpUtf | ↑N 〉 ∝
∏
j′l′

(
1 +Xj′l′(tf , tb)c

†
j′c
†
l′

)
| ↑N 〉 (5)

in terms of fermionic domain wall creation/annihilation
operators with Ut = exp(−iHt), see App. B, extending
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FIG. 2. Domain wall pairing, encoded by log |Xj′l′ | (Eq.(5)),
for three different stages of the OTOC protocol: after the for-
ward evolution to time t, as well during and after the back-
ward evolution. For the simulation we used N = 600, t =
300, J = 1, g = 0.3 and show the bulk effects by setting
100 ≤ j′, l′ < 500.

[54]. In this formulation, the operators c†j′c
†
l′ flip all spins

between j′ and l′ if applied to the fully polarized state,
e.g.

c†j′c
†
l′ | ↑1 ···↑N 〉 = | ↑1 ···↑j−1

∣∣∣∣
j′
↓j ···↓l−1

∣∣∣∣
l′
↑l···〉. (6)

Our discussion is based on the snapshots ofXj′l′ in Fig. 2:
Xj′l′(t, 0) after a single forward time evolution (left), af-
ter half of the back evolution Xj′l′(t, t/2) (center) and
after full back evolution Xj′l′(t, t) (right). The initial
state |↑N 〉 has no domain walls. The domain walls, cre-
ated in pairs, spread essentially independently, either in
the same direction, so that Xj′l′(t, 0) close to the diago-
nal is nonzero or in opposite directions, yielding a wave
front where Xj′l′(t, 0) is nonzero for |j′− l′| ≈ 2vwft with
the wavefront velocity vwf , see Fig. 3. The following per-

turbation σzj flips all signs σzj c
(†)
l′ σ

z
j = sign(l′−j)c(†)l′ [55].

The late-time OTOC signal can then be assigned to
arise from two mechanisms, which we term relocalisation
and delocalisation.

Relocalisation is the (imperfect) back evolution of do-
main walls within the region 2vwft, yielding large values
for |Xj′l′(t, t)| close to the diagonal j′ = l′, decaying ex-
ponentially with |j′ − l′|.

The delocalisation mechanism is a perturbation of all
‘wave fronts’ close to the site of the perturbation σzN/2
yielding additional pairs of delocalised domain walls in
σzN/2(t)|↑N 〉.

These mechanisms manifest themselves in the results
summarised in in Tab. I as follows. Relocalisation is only
effective in lowering the OTOC signal for odd np, as oth-

erwise, Op = σ
⊗np
z commutes with the domain wall oper-

ators, Eq. (6), far away from the perturbation. For odd
np, perturbed domain walls are relocalised within 2vwft
of the perturbation. The result of relocalisation alone is
an only locally perturbed and, hence, globally low entan-
gled state. Measuring this with nm of σzs in Om yields
≈ αnm where α is the expectation value of a single σz

operator in the relevant state. We derive analytically

α =
√

1− g2 below.
Delocalisation, in turn, is invisible when nm is even, as

then, Om commutes with the delocalized domain walls in
the limit of late times. As each of the np σ

z’s yields delo-
calized domain walls, for nm odd, the measurement result

is reduced by βnp , with β =
√

1− g2 from numerics.
The re- and delocalisation mechanisms can be made

transparent via an approximate calculation, as follows
(for details, see App. C). The basic physical picture con-
cerns the action of σz on a domain wall wavepacket with
momentum components k′ and concomitant group ve-
locity vg(k

′). At large times, the components of the
wavepacket with vg > 0 (vg < 0) will have moved a
long way to the right (left) from the point of origin of
the wavepacket at time t = 0. If σz acts in the region
between, |x| � vgt, its effect is to multiply each momen-
tum components of the wavepacket with sign vg = sign k′.
Keeping this as the leading effect of σz then yields

Xr
j′l′(t) = −sign(j′ − l′)p−|j

′−l′|/2 (7)

with p = −g−1 −
√
g−2 − 1 for |j′ − l′| > 0 and Xj′j′ =

0: this is the exponential domain wall pair relocalistion,
Fig. 3 (a). Plugging this form into Eq. (5) then yields
the product state of rotated spins | ↗〉 = exp(iγσy/2)|↑
〉, cos(γ) = 1 − g2 in which the polarisation 〈σz〉 and

domain wall density 〈c†i′ci′〉 are straightforwardly related

as 〈σz〉2 = 1− 2〈c†i′ci′〉.
This also elegantly provides a handle on the delo-

calised part, which can be identified here as the differ-
ence between the exact result and our approximation:
Xd = X −Xr is largely featureless and spreads out lin-
early with time as shown in Fig. 3.

Further down, in the discussion of integrability (see
Fig. 4), we discuss the time-averaged domain wall density
in the state |↑N(t)〉. Here we note that this is half as large
as the value evaluated in the product state |↗N〉, g2/2
(1/2 for g > 1) for the TFIM. This happens because the
momentum modes in |↗N〉 are permanently tilted with
amplitudes between 0 and g2, while they oscillate with
the same amplitudes in |↑N(t)〉, see App. F.

Classical Ising chain.– Given the low entanglement of
the effectively rotated state σz(t)| ↑N 〉, it is natural to
consider an entirely classical version of the Ising chain,
where we will find the role of dynamical constraints im-
posed by integrability and symmetry on the observables
to be particularly transparent. Here, the vector of Pauli

matrices is replaced by unit vectors ~Sj undergoing pre-
cessional dynamics in their net (exchange+applied) field
[56, 57]:

H = −J
∑
j

Szj S
z
j+1 + h

∑
j

Sxj . (8)

Due to translational invariance of the initial (fully po-
larised) state, the equation of motion of M(t) – i.e., the
zero-wavevector component of the magnetisation – de-
couples from the other momentum modes and effectively
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FIG. 3. Central row of |Xj′l′ |2, with parameters as in Fig. 2
but for larger systems N = 4000 and times 700 < t < 5300.
The wide gray line indicates the exponential decay due to
the relocalised domain wall pairs, Xr (Eq. (7)). The inset
shows its deviation, |Xd

j′l′ |2 = |Xj′l′ − Xr
j′l′ |2; these curves

collapse upon rescaling the axes with xr = vwft ≈ 0.3t and
yr = 0.04/t2, respectively. The data is averaged over ten
adjacent j′ and two l′.

yields a single-spin problem. The resulting time evolu-
tion of M is fully periodic, Fig. 1 (c). Numerically, we

find the functional form
√

1− g2 for the amplitude of the
periodic motion of the Sz component.

For the OTOC, the prescription for the classical coun-
terpart to the OTOC is to forward evolve the fully po-
larised state, rotating the spin at site j by π around the
z-axis and back evolving the state. By contrast to M(t),
this operation is no longer spatially uniform, but the state
still remains polarised with a similar value as M(t), at
least for a long initial time, see Fig. 1(d).

Role of integrability and disorder.– The stability of
M(t) for the classical case suggests that dynamical con-
straints – in this case the decoupling of the uniform k = 0
mode of the spin density – plays a central role in the
appearance of non-thermal late-time expectation values.
To test this, we remove this decoupling by adding to the
transverse field Gaussian white disorder with standard
deviation W . This preserves the Ising symmetry of the
system, while the uniformly polarised starting state also
remains unchanged.

In the presence of already a small amount of disorder,
the classical late-time signal in both M(t) and the OTOC
vanishes, Fig. 1.

In the quantum system, it is the integrability of the
TFIM which yields the (non-generic) conserved quan-
tities, which follow from the decomposition of the sys-
tem into 2×2 blocks labelled by the momentum. The
difficulty in confirming that these stabilise the OTOC
signal lies in the fact that adding a generic perturba-
tion removes integrability and hence makes the system
intractable beyond small finite sizes.
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〈σzj (t)σzj σ
z
j (t)〉, [36]

〈σzj (t)σzj σ
z
j (t)〉

2〈σzj (t)σzj+1(t)〉 − 1

〈σzj (t)σzj σ
z
j+1σ

z
j (t)〉

FIG. 4. Time-averaged correlators in the non-integrable
ANNNI model: time-averaged OTOC (circles, from Ref. [36]
and our own numerics), compared to domain wall density ob-
servables (triangles) evaluated in | ↑N 〉 and σz

j (t)| ↑N 〉. The
window for time averaging was chosen after initial transients
(by eye), up to the time where boundary effects (determined
by comparing N = 22 and N = 24 results) become visible.
The data is most reliable for intermediate values of g ≈ 1: for
small g no clear plateau in the OTOC appears up to t = 120,
while for large g, boundary effects set in early.

However, adding disorder to the transverse field keeps
the single-particle nature of the problem intact while re-
moving the dynamical constraints imposed by transla-
tional symmetry and the concomitant momentum conser-
vation. Indeed, doing so immediately degrades the signal
of the OTOC, Fig. 1 (b), indicating that indeed, the dy-
namical constraints underpin the late-time signal.[58]

Fate of the OTOC beyond integrability.— Based on
general considerations about chaos and the butterfly ef-
fect, one would expect late-time observables inside the
lightcone (Fig. 2) to take on the values characteristic of
the energy density of the fully polarised state from which
the quench started–these values are zero for both mag-
netisation and OTOC. However, for the TFIM this is
patently not the case. Concretely, even a local observ-
able such as the exchange energy of neighbouring spins,
J σzjσ

z
j+1 takes on a non-thermal value, namely it van-

ishes for g > 1.

One might therefore be tempted to propose J σzjσ
z
j+1

as a diagnostic for the phase transition, alongside the
OTOC. However, it seems to us that a converse line of ar-
gument is more compelling: both features are due to the
dynamical constraints imposed by integrability. Given
the small system sizes accessible for non-integrable mod-
els, what is observed there is then a prethermal expecta-
tion value, i.e. a vestige of the integrable signal because
the scattering processes between domain walls are not
sufficient for degrading the signal before finite-size effects
mask the behaviour of the thermodynamic system. This
conclusion is also supported by the fact that removing the
dynamical constraints only partially via the disordered
transverse field already degrades the signal considerably.

In fact, we note that the ANNNI model studied in
Ref. [36, 49, 59], where a second-neighbour interaction
is added that breaks integrability, HANNNI = HTFI −
∆
∑N−2
j=1 σzjσ

z
j+2, is close to integrable in two ways. First,
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due to the smallness of ∆, the integrability-breaking per-
turbation itself. Second, a four-fermion term of the form

Hint ∼ −4∆
∑
i

c†j′cj′c
†
j′+1cj′+1. (9)

appears. This is separately small due to the dilute-
ness of quasiparticles, with the domain wall density

c†j′cj′ ∼ g2/4. Intriguingly, we find that the correspon-
dence between domain wall density and the OTOC iden-
tified for the TFIM persists for the ANNNI model at the
accessible times, see Fig. 4. While a controlled theory for
the case where neither ∆ nor g are small would clearly
be desirable, it seems to us that there appears to be no
need to invoke absence/presence of order to explain the
behaviour of the OTOC.

Conclusion.– Via a combined numerical and analyti-
cal study of an OTOC in an Ising chain, we have anal-
ysed the interplay of order with many-body dynamics,
thermalisation and integrability. For the integrable case,
where we have identified the mechanism, dynamical do-

main wall relocalisation, underpinning the persistent sig-
nal, our treatment is fairly comprehensive; much work
remains to be done to fully understand the behaviour of
generic many-body systems, here and in higher dimen-
sion.
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