Dynamical phase transition in an open quantum system
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gence of a characteristic length scale ξ, when the control
parameter approaches a critical value. As a result, the behavior near the transition becomes independent of the microscopic details of a system, giving rise to universal critical exponents [1], like the one describing the divergence
of ξ as a function of the control parameter. Despite the
fact that the distinction between different phases of matter,
like liquid or crystalline, is an essential and well-known
aspect of nature, phase transitions remain an active field
of research until today. Subjects of interest include, for instance, quantum phase transitions happening in pure quantum ground states at absolute zero [12] and topological
phase transitions beyond Landau’s paradigm [13].
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Phase transitions correspond to the singular behavior of physical systems in response to continuous control parameters like temperature or external fields [1].
Near continuous phase transitions, associated with the
divergence of a correlation length, universal power-law
scaling behavior with critical exponents independent
of microscopic system details is found. Recently, dynamical quantum phase transitions and universal scaling have been predicted and also observed in the nonequilibrium dynamics of isolated quantum systems after a quench, with time playing the role of the control
parameter [2–10]. However, signatures of such dynamical phase transition in open systems, whose dynamics
is driven by the dissipative contact to an environment,
were so far elusive. Here, we demonstrate that dynamical phase transitions with respect to time can also occur
in open quantum systems described by mixed states.
We experimentally measure the relaxation dynamics
of the large atomic spin of individual Caesium atoms
induced by the dissipative coupling via spin-exchange
processes to an ultracold Bose gas of Rubidium atoms.
For initial states far from equilibrium, the entropy of
the spin state is found to peak in time, transiently approaching its maximum possible value, before eventually relaxing to its lower equilibrium value. This effect is associated with a prethermal loss of the system’s
memory of the details of the initial state [11]. Moreover, a finite-size scaling analysis based on numerical
simulations shows that it corresponds to a dynamical
phase transition of the dissipative system in the limit
of large system sizes. Our results show that dynamical
phase transitions are not restricted to occur in isolated
systems, but, surprisingly, are possible also during the
dissipative evolution of open quantum systems.
Phase transitions emerge from the collective behavior
of large quantum systems in the thermodynamic limit [1].
A continuous phase transition is signaled by the diver-
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Figure 1 | Realizing an open spin system (a) Individual Cs atom
(red) interacting with a bath of spin-polarized Rb atoms via inelastic spin-exchange (SE) collisions. (b) The Cs-Zeeman states experimentally realize an equidistant seven-level (mF ∈ 3, 2, ..., −3)
spin system defining mF = −3 as ground state for the Rb-Cs compound (for more details, see Methods). SE collisions with the Rb
atoms give rise to dissipative spin dynamics, increasing (decreasing) internal energy and angular momentum for endoergic (exoergic) processes. The twelve SE rates between the Cs Zeeman states
depend on the external magnetic field and the bath temperature.
(c) Bath-driven and time-resolved quantum-spin evolution for individual Cs atoms initially prepared in a mixture of |mF = 1i and
|mF = 2i. Sketches in the back panel show the microscopic collision processes of exoergic and endoergic SE collisions. The lateral
plane shows the resulting entropy evolution, featuring a maximum
at Speak = 1.944 ≈ ln 7 = Smax .

Recently, the transient evolution of isolated quantum
systems gained considerable interest, as it can be realized
in engineered quantum systems such as ultracold atomic
quantum gases. Prominent effects that were studied include the transition between eigenstate thermalization and
1

bers F = 3 (F = 1) for Cs (Rb). In the presence of a
weak, constant external magnetic field B, the spins possess an equidistant ladder spectrum EmF = mF ∆, where
∆ = gF µB B/~, with Landé factor gF , reduced Planck
constant ~ and Bohr magneton µB . The corresponding energy eigenstates |mF i are characterized by the magnetic
quantum number mF = −F, −F + 1, . . . , F . Elastic
Rb-Cs collisions quickly thermalize the Cs atoms’ centerof-mass motion, while inelastic spin-exchange (SE) processes give rise to bath-induced transitions, where the Cs
spins are changed by single quanta of angular momentum, mF → m0F = mF ± 1 with corresponding rates
R±,mF ≡ RmF ±1,mF [29], see Fig. 1(b) and Methods
(mF is used throughout for the Cs spins). We initially
prepare the Cs impurity in an excited spin state defined by
the probability distribution pmF (0), and monitor the subsequent relaxation dynamics pmF (t); see Fig. 1(c) for an
example. As an important observable, we extract the evolution of the dimensionless (setting Boltzmann’s constant
kB = 1) spin entropy [blue curve in Fig. 1(c)],
X
S(t) = −
pmF (t) ln(pmF (t)).
(1)

many-body localization [14–16], non-equilibrium phase
transitions in the long-time (or prethermal) behavior of
(almost) integrable quantum systems [17, 18], or the observation of discrete-time crystals in interacting Floquet
systems [19, 20]. Another fascinating example is the prediction and observation of dynamical quantum phase transitions [7–10] and universal scaling behavior [2–6] occurring at a critical time during the transient non-equilibrium
evolution of isolated quantum systems. Here time plays
the role of the control parameter. The underlying nonequilibrium dynamics can be initialized, for example, by
a quantum quench, i.e., a rapid parameter variation starting from the ground state of the previous Hamiltonian.
In the following, we demonstrate that dynamical phase
transitions, where time plays the role of the control parameter, can equally occur in the transient evolution of
open systems. Importantly, such dynamical phase transitions, occurring at a critical time, are markedly different from non-equilibrium phase transitions emerging in
the non-equilibrium steady states of driven-dissipative systems (while a simple example is given by the lasing transition, more complex scenarios can occur, see, e.g., Ref. [22]
and references therein).
In contrast to isolated quantum systems, open quantum
systems [23] are characterized by the coupling to an environment, called a bath, with which they exchange both
energy and information. Markovian baths rapidly dissipate information, so that the dynamics of the system
can be described by an idealized time-local master equation ρ̇(t) = L[ρ(t)], where the dynamics are generated
by a time-independent Liouvillian superoperator L acting
on the instantaneous density operator ρ(t) describing the
system’s state at time t. If the coupling to the environment is weak compared to the level spacing in the system,
ρ(t) quickly becomes diagonal
P with respect to the energy
eigenstates |mi, ρ(t) '
m pm (t)|mihm|. The probabilities pm (t) for being
in
state
|mi then follow a Pauli
P
rate equation ṗm = m0 6=m [Rmm0 pm0 − Rm0 m pm ], with
Rmm0 denoting the rate for a bath-induced transition from
|m0 i to |mi [23].
In systems of ultracold atoms, dissipation can be engineered in various ways, including, for instance, the coupling of the atoms to a cavity [24], spontaneous emission of lattice photons [25, 26], particle loss (e.g. via controlled ionization [27]), or the coupling to a background
gas [28]. We realize such an open system by the spin degrees of freedom of individual ultracold Caesium atoms
(133 Cs), which are immersed as impurities in a bath comprising ultracold Rubidium atoms (87 Rb) [see the sketch in
Fig. 1(a) and Methods for details]. The hyperfine states of
both species form stable quasi-spins with quantum num-

mF

In Fig. 2(a) and (b), we show the measured evolution
of S for various different initial conditions (specified in the
insets). This papers’s blue and red background colors indicate unidirectional and bidirectional spin-exchange. For
highly excited initial states, that means for the Rb-Cs compound states of large positive mF (for more details, see
Methods), we find in both scenarios that the entropy evolution is highly non-monotonous. The entropy first increases
to reach a peak value Speak at a time tpeak , before eventually relaxing to a steady-state. This is remarkable and
rather different from the behavior found for initial states
close to equilibrium, for which we observe that the entropy
simply increases in time until it saturates at its steady-state
value [see pink curve in Fig. 2(b)]. Even more remarkably,
for various different initial conditions, this peak value almost reaches the maximal possible entropy, Smax = ln M
with M = 7 being the number of spin states, indicated by
the dashed line.
The approach of Smax implies that the system transientlyPapproaches the maximally mixed state ρmax =
M −1 mF |mF ihmF |, corresponding to a completely delocalized spin distribution pmF = 1/M . In the limit of
large M , such behavior implies a divergence of both S
and the length ξ associated with the broadness of the distribution pmF in state-space.1 This, in turn, directly corresponds to the divergence of a relevant length scale ξ that
1

There are different possibilities P
to define ξ. Two examples are
given by the participation ratio ξ ≡ ( mF p2mF )−1 and ξ ≡ exp(S).
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Figure 2 | Entropy evolution Blue (red) background indicates regimes where unidirectional spin transitions, applying a high magnetic
field (B = 460 mG) and bidirectional spin transitions, utilizing a low magnetic field (B = 25 mG) are possible. While in the former
case, endoergic transitions are suppressed completely [21], in the latter case, they are allowed and raise mF for Cs, but with reduced
probability compared to exoergic processes, which lower mF . (a, b) Experimentally measured entropy evolution starting from different
initial states shown in the insets (colors match). Bullets (•) are used for trajectories with high peak entropy (Speak ≥ 0.98Smax ) and
triangles (N) otherwise. Error bars are smaller than symbol sizes and represent the standard deviation. Solid lines are obtained from
simulations, dashed lines indicate maximum possible entropy Smax . (c, d) Like (a, b) but for theoretical models with 20 states. Panels
between the level schemes show normalized transfer rates for the experimental system (dots) and the theoretical models (lines). For the
unidirectional model (in blue background), R−,m = γM sin(π(m + 1)/M ), where γ is the coupling strength. For the bidirectional
model (red background), thick horizontal lines correspond to the state-independent-rate model discussed in the main text, with R+,m ≡
R+ = γM (orange) and R−,m ≡ R− = γM exp(10/M ) (blue). Thin curves correspond to the state-dependent-rate model discussed
in the supplemental material.

correspond to a bath of finite inverse temperature β, with
R+ /R− = exp(−β∆). Figs. 2(c) and (d) depict the entropy evolution for both models with M = 20 for various
initial conditions. Again Speak ≈ Smax is found for highly
excited initial states.
To compare data for different initial conditions, we introduce the effective inverse temperature

is found when a system approaches a continuous phase
transition. Here, however, the continuous control parameter is the time t and its critical value is tpeak . In this
sense, a transient approach of the maximally mixed state
ρmax , indicates a dynamical phase transition in the limit of
large M .
To answer the question whether the observed dynamics is indeed a finite-size precursor of such a dynamical
phase transition, we define two model systems of variable
system size M [see Fig. 2 middle and lower side panels]
and numerically perform a finite-size scaling analysis to
extract the behavior for M → ∞. Both models consist
of M states labeled by m = 0, 1, . . . , M − 1, which form
an equidistant energy spectrum εm = m∆. A unidirectional model generalizes the high-magnetic-field regime to
larger M . Here, only transitions |mi → |m0 = m − 1i occur, corresponding to a zero-temperature bath. The rates
R−,m possess a parabolic dependence on m mimicking
the experimental rates, which is crucial for reaching high
peak entropies. In a bidirectional model, corresponding
to the case of low magnetic fields, it is sufficient to assume state independent rates2 R± , m ≡ R± . Such rates

βeff ≡

dS/dt
dS
=
,
dE/dt
dE

(2)

with mean energy E, as a scaled control parameter. It is
monotonically related to the time t (see supplemental material for more details) and becomes zero at t = tpeak ,
while it takes negative (positive) values for t < tpeak
(t > tpeak ). In Figs. 3(a) and (d), the measured entropy
is plotted as a function of βeff . For those initial conditions
giving rise to close-to-maximum peak entropies, marked
by bullets, the data collapse in the vicinity of βeff = 0.
Assuming a continuous phase transition in the thermodynamic limit, M → ∞, the length ξ is expected to di−ν
verge like ξ ∝ βeff
at the critical inverse temperature
(c)
βeff = 0, where ν is a critical exponent. As a consequence, in the vicinity of the transition, the system’s be= M , which is havior should depend on the ratio of ξ and the system size

Both give rise to the same maximum value ξmax
uniquely assumed for the maximally mixed state ρmax .
2
Results for m-dependent rates, mimicking the experimental ones,

are similar and presented in the supplemental material.

3

Figure 3 | Finite-size scaling. (a, d) Experimentally measured (symbols) and simulated (lines) entropy plotted as a function of βeff [data,
colors, and symbols like in Fig. 2(a,b)]. (b, e) The entropy of simulated model systems starting from the most excited state vs. βeff for
different system sizes M . (c, f) The curves from (b,e) collapse around βeff = 0 when the entropy normalized with Smax is plotted vs. the
scaled parameter βeff M α , where the exponent α is fixed by comparing the mean difference δ between the data with γβeff M α ∈ [−2, 2],
as shown in the inset (see supplemental material for more detail). Note that the transfer rates in the bidirectional model (with red
background) are defined to scale linearly with system size M , which leads to the disappearance of peak entropy in the thermodynamic
limit since the steady-state entropy reaches the maximal possible value Smax . Vertical dashed lines mark βeff = 0. Background colors as
in Fig. 2.
−1
exponent for the effective specific heat C = dE/d(βeff
),
which equally shows universal behavior; as well as (iii)
a finite-size scaling analysis entirely based on experimental results, which, however, is limited to the rather small
system sizes M = 3, 5, 7.

M , only, or, equivalently on (ξ/M )−1/ν = βeff M 1/ν . In
particular, we expect the entropy S to show the universal
scaling behavior S ' Smax g(βeff M 1/ν ) in the vicinity of
the transition, with some function g. In Figs. 3(b) and (e),
we plot S as a function of βeff for different system sizes
M for both models. The data are obtained from the simulated time evolution starting from the most excited state.
Plotting the scaled entropy S/Smax as a function of scaled
βeff in Figs. 3(c) and (f), we find indeed that the curves
collapse near βeff = 0 for both of the model systems. This
shows that the observed transient approach of the maximally mixed state ρmax is (a finite-size precursor of) a dynamical phase transition. Remarkably, the corresponding
critical exponent for the associated diverging length scale
ξ appears to be independent of the system’s details, suggesting universal scaling behavior. Namely, it takes the
value ν ≈ 1/0.85 for the two model systems discussed in
the main text and for the bidirectional model with statedependent rates, which is discussed in the supplemental
material. In the supplemental material we, moreover, provide additional analyses, including: (i) a discussion of the
phase transition with time playing the role of the control
parameter, rather than βeff ; (ii) the estimation of critical

Since the maximum entropy Smax corresponds to a
unique state, the maximally mixed state ρmax , after approaching Smax , the dynamics is expected to become independent of the details of the initial state. This happens
long before the spin system has thermalized [11]. Such a
prethermal memory loss is observed in the experiment for
both magnetic field regimes. In Figs. 4(a)-(c), we show
the entropy evolution and the population dynamics of two
spin states versus the shifted time t − tpeak in the regime
of unidirectional rates (corresponding plots for the bidirectional regime are presented in the supplemental material). We can see that the data with a high peak entropy
(Speak ≥ 0.98Smax , indicated by bullets) show similar behavior for both the entropy evolution and spin dynamics
after the system reaches peak entropy (τ ≡ t − tpeak > 0).
4

To quantify this observation, we introduce the distance
χij (τ ) =

M
1 X (i) (i)
(j)
|pm (tpeak + τ ) − p(j)
m (tpeak + τ )| (3)
M
m=1

between two trajectories with different initial conditions,
(i)
(j)
(i)
(j)
pmF (0) and pmF (0), and peak times tpeak and tpeak or,
equivalently, the respective βeff . For the experimental data
(i)
we compare each trajectory pmF to the optimal trajectory
pmax
mF (t) defined by Speak = Smax . In Fig. 4(d), we plot
the corresponding distance χi ≡ χimax versus βeff . For
those trajectories featuring large peak entropies, χi becomes small at the transition βeff = 0. In comparison,
for trajectories with Speak < 0.98Smax (indicated by triangles) χi remains large after the transition.
Prethermal memory loss is also found in the theoretical
models. Here we have easy access to many initial conditions and, therefore, we can compute the mean distance
χ ≡ meanij∈U (χij ) of those trajectories whose peak entropies Speak are close to the maximal entropy, i.e., for
which Speak /Smax > 1 − δS with threshold δS  1.
Fig. 4(e) plots normalized χ versus βeff for different system sizes with δS = 0.2. One can see that for increasing
M a sharp transition forms at βeff = 0.
In summary, we have investigated the far-fromequilibrium relaxation dynamics of an open quantum system given by a large spin coupled to a bath. We find that
for highly excited initial states, the system transiently approaches the maximally mixed state ρmax , as signaled by
a peak in the entropy evolution approximately reaching
the maximally possible value Smax . We show that, when
reaching the entropy peak, the dynamics shows distinct
features that signal a continuous phase transition with time
playing the role of the control parameter: (i) In the limit
of large system sizes, the localization length ξ characterizing the spin state, diverges at the transition. (ii) A finite−ν
size scaling analysis reveals a power-law scaling ξ ∼ βeff
near the transition, with respect to the scaled control parameter βeff , which is monotonically related to time and
allows to compare data for different initial states by locating the transition to βeff = 0. (iii) The extracted critical
exponent takes the same value ν ≈ 1/0.85 ≈ 1.2 for all
model parameters considered, suggesting universal scaling
behavior independent of the microscopic details of the system. Thus, we have demonstrated that a dynamical phase
transition can not only occur in the evolution of isolated
systems described by pure states but also during the dynamics of an open system induced by dissipation. It will
be interesting to further investigate the nature of dynamical
phase transitions in open quantum systems, including their
non-equilibrium universality classes (to the exploration of
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Figure 4 | Prethermal memory loss. (a) Experimentally measured (symbols) and simulated (lines) entropy for different initial
conditions (color coding as in Fig. 2(a)) and (b, c) the corresponding population pmF for the two spin states (b) |mF = 0i and (c)
|mF = −2i as a function of shifted time (by the peak entropy time
tpeak ) for the unidirectional model. The dependency of χ (see text
for the definition) on the effective inverse temperature βeff is shown
in (d) for the experiments and in (e) for the theoretical model. Horizontal grey dashed lines mark the maximal entropy Smax in (a),
the population 1/7 in (b, c) that corresponds to Smax , and 1 in (e).
Vertical dashed lines mark t = tpeak and βeff = 0, respectively.
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Methods

Table 1 | Experimental parameters and ratio of mean rates

Parameter

Initial state preparation
Experimentally, the Rb bath is prepared by laser-cooling
in a magneto-optical trap (MOT) and subsequent cooling
by evaporation while the sample is trapped in a crossed
dipole trap at a wavelength of λ = 1064 nm. The
bath’s internal state is prepared via an optical pumping in |FRb = 1, mF,Rb = 1i and then transferred via
the radio-frequency transition |FRb = 1, mF,Rb = 1i →
|FRb = 1, mF,Rb = 0i to a magnetic-field insensitive
state. This allows us to accumulate Cs atoms from the
atomic background vapor by laser cooling in a MOT
only approximately 200 µm apart from the Rb sample. Subsequently, a crossed dipole trap with a wavelength of λ loads the atoms from the MOT. Degenerate Raman sideband cooling [30] reduces the Cs temperature further while at the same time populating the
bare atoms’ absolute ground state |FCs = 3, mF,Cs = 3i.
Microwave-driven Landau-Zener transitions near-resonant
to the |FCs = 3i → |FCs = 4i hyperfine transition (h ×
9.1 GHz) prepare the Cs atoms in the desired initial state.
The interaction between Cs and Rb is initialized by
transporting the Cs atoms into the bath via a speciesselective optical lattice [31]. The interaction stops after
applying a resonant laser pulse that pushes the Rb atoms
out of the trap. Eventually, state-selective fluorescence
imaging [32] yields the internal state and position of the
Cs atoms.

Unidirectional

Bidirectional

B [mG]

460(2)

25(2)

T [nK]

920(24)

492(31)

n [1013 cm−3 ]

0.46(2)

0.51(9)

R+,mF /R−,mF

≈ 10−5

0.21

Inter-species spin-exchange processes
The Zeeman energy for a bare Cs atom reaches its minimum for |mF = 3i, defining the single-atom ground state.
However, the situation reverses when the Cs atom is immersed in a bath of Rb atoms in the |mF,Rb = 0i state. For
this Rb-Cs combination, spin-exchange collisions can exchange one quantum of angular momentum between one
atom of the bath and the Cs atom while the total angular momentum is preserved. At the same time, Zeeman
energy is exchanged. Due to different atomic Landé factors, the Zeeman splitting of Rb is twice the splitting of
Cs. Therefore, the spin- and energy exchange direction
is essential and corresponds to two complementary proRb
Cs
cesses in the bath. The process |mCs
F , mF i → |mF −
Rb
1, mF + 1i is exoergic, and the energy amount corresponding to one Cs atom’s Zeeman energy ~∆ = µB gFCs B
is released as kinetic energy and dissipated by subsequent
elastic collisions in the bath. The complementary proRb
Cs
Rb
cess |mCs
F , mF i → |mF + 1, mF − 1i is endoergic,
and the kinetic collisional energy of the Cs atom and
bath atom must provide the energy amount ~∆ for this
collision to occur. The collisional energy is MaxwellBoltzmann distributed. For the ultracold temperatures of
the bath, the rates for exothermal and endothermal SE collisions, R− and R+ , respectively, have markedly different rates with R− > R+ . As a consequence, the definitions of ground and highest excited states invert, and
the former bare-atom ground (highest-excited) state, i.e.,
|mF = +3i (|mF = −3i), defines the impurity’s highest
excited (ground) state.

Experimental parameters
The bath temperature T and density n for each measurement are inferred from time-of-flight measurements
of the Rb cloud on the one hand; and from comparing the seven measured mF -state trajectories with hundreds of simulated state trajectories on the other hand.
Each simulation contains slightly different bath parameters. The bath parameters yielding the smallest leastsquares (χ2 ) error for all trajectories and the independent
time-of-flight measurement was used for the respective
measurement data set. The individual parameters of each
measurement and the corresponding initial population are
listed in the supplemental material. For simplicity, Table 1 shows the mean temperature and mean density of
all best-fitting parameters for the unidirectional, respectively, bidirectional experimental system. Moreover, the
magnetic field is calibrated via microwave spectroscopy
on the |FRb = 1, mF,Rb = 0i → |FRb = 2, mF,Rb = 1i
transition of the Rb bath.

Spin evolution calculation
The evolution of the probability in eigenstate |mi, pm , is
described by the rate equation
ṗm = R+,m−1 pm−1 + R−,m+1 pm+1 − (R−,m + R+,m )pm .
where R±,m ≡ Rm±1,m denotes the transfer rate from
eigenstate |mi to eigenstate |m±1i. For the unidirectional
model discussed in the main text, R+,m = 0. For the
8

bidirectional model with state-independent rates, R±,m ≡
R± .
For simulating the experimental spin dynamic, the rates
are given by Ri = hniσi (B, T )v̄, with i = mF ± 1, mF ,
mean relative velocity of the colliding atoms v̄, Cs-Rb density overlap hni and state-dependent scattering crossing
section σi . The ratio of the mean rates R+,mF /R−,mF
in Table 1 shows an experimentally accurately blocking of
the endothermal rates R+,mF by choice of a large magnetic field.

Data availability
All data supporting the finding of this paper are available
from the corresponding author A.W. upon reasonable request.

Code availability
The codes that support the findings of this paper are available from the corresponding author A.E. upon reasonable
request.
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Supplemental Material:

trajectories χi (see the definition in the main text) is plotted versus effective inverse temperature βeff . For those trajectories featuring large peak entropies (indicated by bullets), χi becomes small at the transition βeff = 0 (though
the measured signal is not as clear as for the unidirectional
model discussed in the main text), whereas it remains large
at βeff = 0 for the trajectories with Speak < 0.98Smax (indicated by triangles). In Fig. S1(e), we plot normalized χ
versus βeff for the theoretical bidirectional model with different system sizes M at δS = 0.2. One can clearly see
that for increasing M , a sharp transition forms at βeff = 0.
Prethermal memory loss is also found for both theoretical models, as shown in Fig S2 for systems of size
M = 50. Panels (a) and (b) show the evolution of the
entropy with respect to t − tpeak for various initial conditions (as indicated by the insets). Panels (c-f) show the
corresponding evolution for the populations of two different states for each model. One can clearly observe that
(only) for those initial conditions for which the peak entropy closely approaches the maximum possible entropy
[dashed line in panels (a) and (b)], the results for different
initial conditions converge, when approaching t = tpeak ,
to remain very similar at all later times.

Prethermal memory loss.
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Critical exponent.
eff
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The critical exponent ν ≡ 1/α is extracted by comparing trajectories of different system sizes with γβeff M α ∈
[−β0 , β0 ]. Its value slightly depends on the choice of
β0 , as depicted in Fig. S3, which shows the mean difference δ between the data of M = 20, 100, 500 with
γβeff M α ∈ [−β0 , β0 ] for the unidirectional model. The
dashed line marks β0 = 2, which is shown in the inset of
Fig. 3 in the main text.

Figure S1 | Prethermal memory loss in the bidirectional model
with state-independent rates. (a) Experimentally measured (symbols) and simulated (lines) entropy for different initial conditions (color coding as in Fig. 2(b) of the main text) and (b, c) the
corresponding spin population of state |mF i, pmF , as a function of
shifted time (by the peak entropy time tpeak ) for the bidirectional
model. As an illustration, we show two spin components. The dependency of χ (see the main text for the definition) on the effective
inverse temperature βeff is shown in (d) for the experiments and in
(e) for the theoretical model. Horizontal grey dashed lines mark the
maximal entropy Smax in (a), the population 1/7 in (b, c) that corresponds to Smax , and 1 in (e). Vertical dashed lines mark βeff = 0.

Finite-size scaling analysis for the experimental unidirectional model.
To experimentally perform a finite-size scaling analysis,
we need to compare results for different system sizes. In
the experiments with unidirectional SE, where the spin
state mF can only be lowered during the evolution, data
for system sizes smaller than the full spin manifold can
simply be obtained by choosing initial states, where the n
largest mF states are not populated. In this way the system
size is effectively reduced to M − n. However, this form
of truncation gives rise to rates with a state dependence
which becomes highly asymmetric and does not resemble
an inverted parabola anymore, as shown in the left middle
side panel in Fig. 2. It turns out, the resulting asymmetry prevents the system from reaching close-to-maximum

In the main text, the prethermal memory loss was illustrated for the unidirectional model in Fig. 4. Figure S1
shows the complementary data for the bidirectional model
with state-independent rates used in the theoretical model.
In Figs. S1(a)-(c), we show the entropy evolution and the
population dynamics of two spin states with respect to the
shifted time t − tpeak . We can see that the data with a
high peak entropy (Speak ≥ 0.98Smax , indicated by bullets) show similar behavior for both the entropy evolution and spin dynamics after the system reaches peak entropy (t−tpeak > 0). In Fig. S1(d), the difference between
1
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Figure S2 | Prethermal memory loss in the theoretical models. (a, b) Entropy S and (c-f) populations on state |mi, pm , plotted as
a function of shifted time (by the peak entropy time tpeak ) for different initial conditions as shown in the inset. The horizontal dashed
lines in (a, b) mark the maximal entropy Smax = ln M with M = 50, in (c-f) mark 1/M = 1/50. The vertical dashed lines mark the
peak entropy time t = tpeak . Background colors are the same as figures of the main text: blue for the unidirectional model, red for the
bidirectional model with state-independent rates.
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peak-entropy values. To keep a rather symmetric shape
of the rates and, thus, circumvent this problem, we additionally truncate also the n lowest mF states from the bottom. Thanks to the unidirectional dynamics, this can be
achieved effectively by adding the combined population
of the discarded n lowest spin states to that of the lowest
effective state, mF = −F + n. In this way, we can measure data for systems of effective size Meff = M − 2n
described by rates with an approximately symmetric state
dependence with respect to mF = 0.

100
1.5
1.0
0.5

Figure S4 shows the finite-size scaling analysis for the
experimental unidirectional model with Meff = 7, 5, 3.
The scaling exponent is found to be 0.68, smaller than
0.0
0.0
1
2
3
4
the value of approximately 0.85 found for the simulations
0
of large systems shown in the main text. However, such
a discrepancy is expected in systems of such small size.
Figure S3 | The mean difference δ between the data of M = 20, Namely, the expectation of universal behavior at a phase
100, 500 with γβeff M α ∈ [−β0 , β0 ] for the unidirectional model.
transition is based on the assumption that, when the length
scale ξ becomes large, the physics will average over the
microscopic details of the system, so that they do not matter anymore. In a lattice of a few sites only, this limit
can obviously not be achieved yet. A similar discrepancy
(ν ≈ 0.73) is obtained, when performing the finite-size
scaling analysis for the unidirectional theoretical model,
using data for M = 3, 5, 7 only.
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Figure S4 | Finite-size scaling. (a) Experimentally measured (symbols) and simulated (lines) entropy plotted as a function of βeff for
different system sizes M . (b) Normalized entropy vs scaled βeff using α = 0.68. (c) The mean difference δ between the simulated
normalized entropy with βeff M α ∈ [−0.3, 0.3] as a function of the exponent α, indicating the best-fit exponent α = 0.68.

The bidirectional model with state-dependent rate.

Critical exponent for the effective specific heat

In the main text, the bidirectional model was introduced
with constant rates R+ and R− . The experiment, however, features mF -dependent rates also for the bidirectional model. Therefore, we here consider another bidirectional model, whose transfer rates share the same shape
as that in the experiment with the bidirectional spin exchange, as shown in Fig. S5(a). The entropy evolution
of this model with M = 20 starting from different initial states (see inset) is shown in Fig. S5(b). One can see
the appearance of close-to-maximal entropy when the system starts from high-energy states. Fig. S5(c) shows the
entropy evolution for different system sizes. The initial
state is set to be the eigenstate which gives rise to the
maximal peak entropy among all the eigenstates. For the
various system sizes shown, the peak entropy approaches
the maximal possible value Smax in all cases. Analogous
to the discussion in the main text, we also show the entropy as a function of the effective inverse temperature
βeff in Fig. S5(d). By scaling βeff with the system size
0.86 , the data for different system sizes collapse
M as βeff
in the vicinity of the peak entropy at βeff = 0, as shown
in Fig. S5(e). Note that the exponent 0.86 is roughly the
same as that of the two theoretical models discussed in the
main text.

We can define an effective specific heat as C ≡
dhHi/dTeff , with the effective temperature Teff = 1/βeff .
In Fig. S7 we show the finite-size scaling analysis for this
quantity. Suppose in the thermodynamic limit the specific heat behaves like C ∝ |βeff |α in the vicinity of the
transition at βeff = 0. Then for a finite system, it should
scale like C ∝ M α/ν g(βeff M 1/ν ) with the system size,
where ν is the critical exponent for the length ξ. The data
for different system sizes are expected to collapse in the
vicinity of the critical point βeff = 0 by plotting CM −α/ν
as a function of βeff M 1/ν . As shown in Figs. S7(d)-(f),
the critical exponent α for the three models is found to be
α ≈ 0.24/0.85 ≈ 0.28.
Finite-size scaling for the unidirectional model with
time as control parameter.
It is also possible to directly consider the time t, rather the
effective inverse temperature βeff as the control parameter.
In this case, one has to scale the overall strength of the
bath-induced rates with the system size M in such a way
that the peak entropy time tpeak remains finite in the thermodynamic limit, i.e. that it neither approaches infinity
nor zero. For the unidirectional model, we achieve this by
scaling the rates like M 1.22 . Note that such overall scaling
of the rates, only changes the time scale of the evolution
and not the details of the dynamics. (As a consequence, the
dynamics plotted with respect to βeff remains unchanged,
when choosing a different scaling). Under these conditions the divergence of both ξ and S occurs at (and within)
the finite time tpeak (see Fig. S8(a)) and, thus, constitutes
singular behavior in time corresponding to a dynamical
phase transition. In Fig. S8(b) we present a finite-size scaling analysis of this transition and find that the corresponding critical exponent is given by 1/0.11 ≈ 9.1.

The mapping between the effective inverse temperature βeff and time.
Figure S6 shows the effective inverse temperature βeff as
a function of time (a-c) and shifted time (d-f) for the three
theoretical models: the unidirectional model (blue background), the bidirectional model with state-independent
rates (red background) and state-dependent rates (yellow
background).
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Figure S5 | Bidirectional model with state-dependent rate. (a) The normalized transfer rates. The circles denote the spin-exchange
rates in the experiments. The solid lines represent the transfer rates in the theoretical model, which is obtained by interpolation of
experimental rates. The rates are normalized by the maximal value. (b) Entropy evolution of the model with M = 20 starting from
different initial states, as shown in the inset. (c) Entropy evolution for different system sizes. The initial states are the eigenstates whose
peak entropy is the maximal among all the eigenstates. (d) Entropy as a function of effective inverse temperature βeff . (e) Normalized
entropy as a function of scaled parameter βeff M α , where the exponent α is fixed by comparing the mean difference δ between the data
with γβeff M α ∈ [−2, 2], as shown in the inset.

Figure S6 | The effective inverse temperature βeff as a function of time (a-c) or shifted time (d-f) for the unidirectional model (blue
background), the bidirectional model with state-independent rates (red background) and with state-dependent rates (yellow background).

realized at magnetic fields of 460 mG and 25 mG, respectively. The initial population of each data set is illustrated

Experimental parameters.
Tables S1 and S2 provide the experimental parameters for
each data set of the unidirectional and bidirectional model
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Figure S7 | Finite-size scaling for the effective specific heat C ≡ dhHi/dTeff . (a)-(c) show C as a function of βeff for the unidirectional
model (blue background), the bidirectional model with state-independent rates (red background) and with state-dependent rates (yellow
background), respectively. The nonsingularity appearing after the peak entropy (for βeff > 0) is attributed to numerical error due to the
slow change of the effective temperature Teff when the system approaches the steady state. (d)-(f) show the corresponding results for
scaled C as a function of scaled βeff . Suppose in the thermodynamic limit the specific heat behaves like C ∝ |βeff |α in the vicinity of
the transition at βeff = 0. Then for a finite system, it should scale like C ∝ M α/ν g(βeff M 1/ν ) with the system size, where ν is the
critical exponent for the length ξ. The data for different system sizes are expected to collapse in the vicinity of the critical point βeff = 0
by plotting CM −α/ν as a function of βeff M 1/ν . As shown in the (d)-(f), the critical exponent α is found to be α ≈ 0.24/0.85 ≈ 0.28.
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Table S1 | Experimental parameters of the individual measurements
for the unidirectional system, i.e. B = 460(2) mG.
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pmF (t = 0)

T [nK]

n [1013 cm−3 ]

p0 = 1.00(4)

900(75)

0.44(9)

950(67)

0.44(8)

950(52)

0.49(8)

900(57)

0.45(6)

900(52)

0.47(7)

p3 = 0.98(3)

Figure S8 | Finite-size scaling for the unidirectional model with
time as control parameter. (a) The normalized entropy as a function of time for different system sizes. The overall strength of the
bath-induced rates scales with the system size as M 1.22 . The vertical dashed line marks γtc = 0.5. (b) The normalized entropy as a
function of the scaled shifted time (by tc ).

p2 = 0.02(1)
p2 = 0.90(2)

p1 = 0.06(1)
p1 = 0.95(2)

and color-coded as histogram in Fig. 2 of the main text.
For simplicity the tables contain the two most populated
initial states. The last missing percents of the initial population distribute over the unspecified states in the tables.
Table 1 of Methods gives the mean values of the listed
temperatures and densities.

p0 = 0.05(1)
p2 = 0.51(3)

p3 = 0.48(2)
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Table S2 | Experimental parameters of the individual measurements
for the bidirectional system, i.e. B = 25(2) mG.

pmF (0)

T [nK]

n [1013 cm−3 ]

500(87)

0.41(16)

450(43)

0.55(12)

525(55)

0.63(12)

500(47)

0.53(12)

525(55)

0.38(11)

450(54)

0.58(15)

p1 = 0.66(3)

p2 = 0.25(2)
p2 = 0.78(3)

p1 = 0.11(1)
p2 = 0.49(3)

p1 = 0.44(2)
p0 = 0.85(3)

p−1 = 0.07(1)
p−2 = 0.93(4)

p−3 = 0.06(1)
p−3 = 0.99(4)

p−2 = 0.01(1)
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