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For systems performing a weakly isothermal process, the decorrelation time dictates how fast
the relaxation function decorrelates. However, like many other thermally isolated systems, the
transverse-field quantum Ising chain presents an ill-defined decorrelation time. On the other hand,
the Kibble-Zurek mechanism uses a heuristic relaxation time to achieve its famous scaling. The
problem however of having a well-defined decorrelation time, derived from first principles, agreeing
with the Kibble-Zurek mechanism is still open. Such a solution is proposed here by measuring the
work using the time-averaged relaxation function of the system, which offers a new and well-defined
decorrelation time for thermally isolated systems. I recover with this the Kibble-Zurek mechanism
in the finite-time and weak driving regime, and new features in the slowly-varying one. The gain in
control over the system in such distinction is desirable for potential applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Far-from-equilibrium Thermodynamics has naturally
extended its equilibrium counterpart to processes per-
formed at a finite time. Notions of how fast or slow is
a process are now pertinent in the thermodynamic anal-
ysis, and simple parameters that express such ideas be-
come fundamental. For instance, in the context of weakly
isothermal processes, such “velocity” parameter is repre-
sented using the ratio between two characteristic times:
the natural decorrelation timescale of the relaxation func-
tion of the system and the inverse of the rate of the pro-
cess [1]. In this manner, fast processes occur faster than
the decorrelation into equilibrium, while in the slower
ones the opposite happens.
However, such a decorrelation timescale is not always

well-defined in some systems, which makes thermody-
namic analysis very difficult. This is what happens for
example to thermally isolated systems performing adi-
abatic driven processes, that is, a driven process per-
formed without contact with a heat bath. For a variety
of systems, such as the quantum harmonic oscillator or
Landau-Zener model, one can interpret such timescale as
a random one [2].
The paradigmatic example of the quantum Ising chain,

very studied today by its applicability in adiabatic quan-
tum computing or quantum annealing [3–12], has such
characteristics. Even though, its phenomenology has
been largely elucidated over the years with the formula-
tion of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism [13–20]. In this de-
scription, it is used a heuristic relaxation time that will
dictate its non-equilibrium effects due to the quantum
phase transition that the system passes through when it
crosses the critical point. The following question is then
established: how can one bring into line such different
aspects?
In a recent work [21], my co-workers and I have shown

that, in the context of finite-time and weak driving pro-
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cesses, the upper bound of the oscillatory decorrelation
timescale has the same diverging behavior at the critical
point exhibited by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. In an-
other work [2], again in the same context, I proposed a
solution to capture a decorrelation timescale of thermally
isolated systems, where such quantity naturally appears
if the time average of the relaxation function is taken.
In this case, apparently the decorrelation time is con-
nected to the natural timescale of the thermally isolated
system [2]. In this work, I combine both ideas of the
two mentioned papers, taking the time average of the
relaxation function of the quantum Ising chain and ex-
pecting the same diverging behavior of the decorrelation
time close to the critical point.
The main results are the following: the time-averaging

procedure delivers what was expected and, with it, I es-
tablish clear regimes where the process is fast and slow,
called finite-time and weak driving regime and slowly-
varying one. In this manner, I verify that, in the regime
where the process is fast, the system behaves as predicted
by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism, having the same im-
pulse window and the same scaling with the rate of the
process for the excess work calculated in the impulse part.
Also, for the regime where the process is slow, the system
presents new features, with a fixed impulse window and
a new scaling, now calculated at the excess work in the
adiabatic part.
As far as I know, the question of finding precisely a

decorrelation time for the quantum Ising model crossing
the critical point is unexplored. This is due to the sim-
plification that the Kibble-Zurek mechanism is observed
only in the thermodynamic limit, where the relaxation
time diverges at the critical point due to the closing gap.
Therefore, every process occurring around such a point,
with any finite rate, is fast. Establishing thus a difference
between fast and slow regimes is in this manner pointless.
However, these “sudden quantum quenches”, in practice,
are attenuated due to the system having a finite number
of spins [9]. Knowing the decorrelation time for such a
finite number regime is therefore of extreme importance
to potential applications since determining with clarity
what are fast or slow regimes is desirable to have control.
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II. LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY:

EXCESS WORK

Consider a quantum system with a Hamiltonian
H(λ(t)), where λ(t) is a time-dependent external param-
eter. Initially, this system is in contact with a heat bath
of temperature β ≡ (kBT )

−1
, where kB is Boltzmann’s

constant. The system is then decoupled from the heat
bath and, during a switching time τ , the external pa-
rameter is changed from λ0 to λ0 + δλ. The average
work performed on the system during this process is

W (τ) ≡
∫ τ

0

〈∂λH(t)〉 λ̇(t)dt, (1)

where ∂λ is the partial derivative for λ and the super-
scripted dot is the total time derivative. The generalized
force 〈∂λH(t)〉 is calculated using the trace over the den-
sity matrix ρ(t)

〈A(t)〉 = tr {Aρ(t)} (2)

where A is some observable. The density matrix ρ(t)
evolves according to Liouville equation

ρ̇ = Lρ := − 1

ih̄
[ρ,H], (3)

where L is the Liouville operator, [·, ·] is the commuta-
tor and ρ(0) = ρc is the initial canonical density ma-
trix. Consider also that the external parameter can be
expressed as

λ(t) = λ0 + g(t)δλ, (4)

where to satisfy the initial conditions of the external
parameter, the protocol g(t) must satisfy the following
boundary conditions

g(0) = 0, g(τ) = 1. (5)

Linear response theory aims to express the average of
some observable until the first order of some perturba-
tion considering how this perturbation affects the observ-
able and the non-equilibrium density matrix [22]. In our
case, we consider that the parameter considerably does
not change during the process, |g(t)δλ/λ0| ≪ 1, for all
t ∈ [0, τ ]. Using the framework of linear-response theory,
the generalized force can be approximated until the first
order as

〈∂λH(t)〉 = 〈∂λH〉0 + δλ
〈
∂2
λλH

〉
0
g(t)

− δλ

∫ t

0

φ0(t− t′)g(t′)dt′,
(6)

where the 〈·〉0 is the average over the initial canonical
density matrix. The quantity φ0(t) is the so-called re-
sponse function, which can be conveniently expressed as
the derivative of the relaxation function Ψ0(t)

φ0(t) = −dΨ0

dt
, (7)

where

Ψ0(t) = β〈∂λH(t)∂λH(0)〉0 + C (8)

being the constant C calculated via the final value theo-
rem [22]. We define the decorrelation time as the value

τc =

∫
∞

0

Ψ0(t)

Ψ0(0)
dt, (9)

which measures the time necessary for the relaxation
function to decorrelates. In this manner, the general-
ized force, written in terms of the relaxation function,
is

〈∂λH(t)〉 = 〈∂λH〉0 − δλΨ̃0g(t)

+ δλ

∫ t

0

Ψ0(t− t′)ġ(t′)dt′,
(10)

where Ψ̃0(t) ≡ Ψ0(0)−
〈
∂2
λλH

〉
0
. Combining Eqs. (1) and

(10), the average work performed at the linear response
of the generalized force is

W (τ) = δλ 〈∂λH〉0 −
δλ2

2
Ψ̃0

+ δλ2

∫ τ

0

∫ t

0

Ψ0(t− t′)ġ(t′)ġ(t)dt′dt.

(11)

We remark that in thermally isolated systems, the
work is separated into two contributions: the quasistatic
workWqs and the excess workWex. We observe that only
the double integral on Eq. (11) has “memory” of the tra-
jectory of λ(t). Therefore the other terms are part of the
contribution of the quasistatic work. Thus, we can split
them as

Wqs = δλ 〈∂λH〉0 −
δλ2

2
Ψ̃0, (12)

Wex(τ) = δλ2

∫ τ

0

∫ t

0

Ψ0(t− t′)ġ(t′)ġ(t)dt′dt. (13)

In particular, the excess work can be rewritten using the
symmetry property of the relaxation function, Ψ(t) =
Ψ(−t) (see Ref. [22]),

Wex(τ) =
δλ2

2

∫ τ

0

∫ τ

0

Ψ0(t− t′)ġ(t′)ġ(t)dt′dt, (14)

which holds for systems presenting time-reversal symme-
try. We remark that such treatment can be applied to
classic systems, by changing the operators to functions,
and the commutator by the Poisson bracket [22].

III. TIME-AVERAGED EXCESS WORK

Thermally isolated systems performing an adiabatic
driven process can be interpreted as having a random
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decorrelation time [2]. Therefore, at each instant of time
that the process is performed, the relaxation function
changes with it. This is very similar to what happens
with systems performing an isothermal process, where
the stochastic aspect of the dynamics changes the relax-
ation function. In this case, we take a stochastic average
on the work to correct such an effect. In the case of ther-
mally isolated systems, I have proposed as a solution to
this problem in Ref. [2] the following time-averaging

W (τ) =
1

τ

∫ τ

0

W (t)dt. (15)

Such quantity can be measured in the laboratory con-
sidering an average in the data set of processes executed
in the following way: first, we choose a switching time
τ . After, we randomly choose an initial condition from
the canonical ensemble and a time t from a uniform dis-
tribution, where 0 < t < τ . Removing the heat bath,
we perform the work by changing the external parame-
ter and collecting then its value at the end. The data
set produced will furnish, on average, the time-averaged
work.
In the following, I present how time-averaged work can

be calculated using linear-response theory and how one
can calculate the decorrelation time associated to the sys-
tem. To do so, we define the idea of time-averaged excess
work

W ex(τ) =
1

τ

∫ τ

0

Wex(t)dt, (16)

where W (τ) = Wex(τ) +Wqs.
Now we observe how the time-averaged excess work can

be calculated using linear-response theory. In Ref. [2], I
have shown that

W ex(τ) = δλ2

∫ τ

0

∫ t

0

Ψ0(t− t′)ġ(t)ġ(t′)dtdt′, (17)

where

Ψ0(t) =
1

t

∫ t

0

Ψ0(u)du, (18)

is the time-averaged relaxation function. This means
that calculating the time-averaged excess work is the
same as calculating the averaged excess work but with
a time-averaged relaxation function. Again, this is quite
similar to what happens to systems performing isother-
mal processes, where a stochastic average is taken on the
relaxation function.
Now, when measured with time-averaged work, the

thermally isolated system presents an associated decor-
relation time. Indeed, the conditions such that linear-
response theory is compatible with the Second Law of
Thermodynamics are [1]

Ψ̃0(0) < ∞,
ˆ̂
Ψ0(ω) ≥ 0, (19)

where ·̃ and ˆ̂· are respectively the Laplace and Fourier
transforms. Therefore, because of this, and analogously
to what happens in an isothermal process, we define a
new decorrelation time

τc :=

∫
∞

0

Ψ0(t)

Ψ0(0)
dt =

Ψ̃0(0)

Ψ0(0)
< ∞. (20)

It is important to emphasize that the time-average
work is a procedure to measure an energy spent during
non-equilibrium drivings. It does not say that the system
is somehow relaxing, in a sense of dissipation. Indeed, its
thermally isolated aspects remain during the procedure
of measure. What decorrelates is only the time-average
relaxation function. Apparently, the decorrelation time
associated is directly connected to the natural timescale
of the thermally isolated system [2].

IV. KIBBLE-ZUREK MECHANISM

In what follows, I describe the Kibble-Zurek mecha-
nism and its main characteristics.

A. Phenomenology

Consider the transverse-field quantum Ising chain,
whose Hamiltonian is

H = −J
N∑

i=1

σx
i σ

x
i+1 − Γ

N∑

i=1

σz
i . (21)

where each one of the N spins has a vector ~σi :=
σx
i x + σy

i y + σz
i z composed by the Pauli matrices. The

parameter J is the coupling energy and Γ is the trans-
verse magnetic field. We assume for simplicity that N is
an even number, and the spins obey a periodic boundary

condition, ~̂σN+1 = ~̂σ1. Also, that the system starts with
T = 0.
The Kibble-Zurek mechanism is a phenomenological

theory that describes the non-equilibrium dynamics of
the transverse-field quantum Ising chain around the crit-
ical point Γ = J . It predicts as well the scaling behavior
of observables in the driving rate 1/τ when the system
crosses the critical point [3, 13, 14].
To have a better understanding of this heuristic theory,

suppose that the magnetic field Γ is driven by a linear
protocol

Γ(t) = J |1− r(t)| , r(t) =
t

τ
. (22)

Figure 1 illustrates the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. When
the system is far enough from the critical point, the dy-
namics are adiabatic, and the excitations and topologi-
cal defects heal faster than when they are created. That
particular region is called adiabatic. However, when the



4

−t̂ 0 +t̂

t

Γ ≪ J
Adiabatic

Γ ≫ J
Adiabatic

Γ ≈ J
Impulse

t/τ

τR

FIG. 1. Illustration of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. Far from
the critical point, the dynamics of the system are essentially
adiabatic, meaning that the system recovers from the defects
of the driving faster than the inverse of the driving rate. After
the instant −t̂ (see Eq. (26)), and close to the critical point,
the situation changes dramatically. The healing capacity is
lost and there is a creation of finite-size magnetic domains.

system approaches the critical point, passing in a partic-
ular instant of time −t̂, the relaxation time of the system
increases dramatically, and the capacity for healing is
lost. This phenomenon is manifested by the appearance
of finite-sized magnetic domains on the system. That
particular region around the critical point is called the
impulse one. After the system crosses the impulse re-
gion, passing again in a particular instant of time t̂, it
enters into a new adiabatic region.
The instants when the system passes from adiabatic to

impulse regime, which were denoted by ±t̂, are defined
as the times when the rate time r(t)/ṙ(t) is equal to the
rate of the relaxation time τR(t). The latter quantity
is defined as the time interval for a quantum system to
decrease its energy by one energy gap ∆(t) when it is
driven by some protocol at some particular instant t

τR(t) :=
h̄

∆(t)
, (23)

where h̄ is Planck constant. Intuitively, it measures the
time for the system to achieve its ground state if the
driving is stopped at the instant t. In the particular case
of the Hamiltonian (21), in the thermodynamic limit,
N → ∞, the gap is

∆(t) := 2|J − Γ(t)|. (24)

This shows that close to the critical point, the gap closes
and the relaxation time diverges. This indicates that
any driving is fast under such a regime and adiabaticity
is lost. To identify the instants where the system starts
to present such behavior, one solves the equation

r(t̂)/ṙ(t̂) = τR(t̂), (25)

where such instants ±t̂ are

t̂ = ±
√

h̄τ

2J
, (26)

which depends on the driving rate by which the system
crosses the critical point.

B. Kibble-Zurek scaling

After describing the phenomenology of the system
when it crosses the critical point, the Kibble-Zurek mech-
anism predicts how observables scale concerning the driv-
ing rate when it crosses the critical point. It says that
there is a universal exponent γKZ that rules that phe-
nomenon, which depends on the equilibrium critical ex-
ponents of the system. In particular, for systems of in-
finite size, the work Wim calculated in the impulse part
scales as

Wim(τ) ∝ τ−γKZ , γKZ =
zν

zν + 1
, (27)

where z the dynamical critical exponent and ν the spatial
critical exponent. It was assumed that the contributions
of excess work due to the adiabatic regions are negligible.
In particular, for the transverse-field quantum Ising chain
driven in the magnetic field, z = 1 and ν = 1. Therefore

γKZ = 1/2. (28)

C. Weak drivings

In Ref. [21], my co-workers and I have shown that
the relaxation function per number of spins for the
transverse-field quantum Ising chain is

ΨN(t) =
16

N

N/2∑

n=1

J2

ǫ3(n)
sin2

((
2n− 1

N

)
π

)
cos

(
2ǫ(n)

h̄
t

)
,

(29)
where

ǫ(n) = 2

√
J2 + Γ2

0 − 2JΓ0 cos

((
2n− 1

N

)
π

)
, (30)

being Γ0 the initial value of the magnetic field. Observe
that, in this case, the decorrelation time is

τc =
8h̄

N

N/2∑

n=1

J2

ǫ4(n)
sin2

((
2n− 1

N

)
π

)
sin (∞), (31)

which is ill-defined. To solve this problem, consider the
time-averaged relaxation function per number of spins.
It will be

ΨN (t) =
16

N

N/2∑

n=1

J2

ǫ3(n)
sin2

((
2n− 1

N

)
π

)
sinc

(
2ǫ(n)

h̄
t

)
,

(32)



5

where

sinc(x) =
sin (x)

x
. (33)

Now we can calculate the new decorrelation time and
analyze if the system will be affected by the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism.

V. TIME-AVERAGED DECORRELATION TIME

Given the time-averaged relaxation function per num-
ber of spins (32), and using Eq. (20), the time-averaged
decorrelation time will be

τ c(Γ0) =

∑N/2
i=1

πh̄
ǫ4(n) sin

2
((

2n−1
N

)
π
)

∑N/2
i=1

4
ǫ3(n) sin

2
((

2n−1
N

)
π
) , (34)

which is naturally measured in units of h̄/J . For a large
number of spins, N ≫ 1, one has

lim
N≫1

τ c(Γ0) ≈
2πh̄|J − Γ0|−4 sin2 (π)[(1 +N/2)N/4]

16|J − Γ0|−3 sin2 (π)[(1 +N/2)N/4]
,

(35)
which leads to

lim
N≫1

τ c(Γ0) ∝
h̄

|J − Γ0|
. (36)

Observe that such decorrelation time, in the thermody-
namic limit, has the same explanation of the diverging
behavior of the heuristic relaxation time of the Kibble-
Zurek mechanism: the closing gap near the critical point.
Figure 2 shows this same diverging behavior as well.
Therefore, we have now a decorrelation time, derived
from first principles, agreeing with the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism heuristic explanation.
Now one can identify the non-equilibrium regimes of

the process. This is done using the ratio between the
decorrelation time and switching time, which informs
how fast the driving is performed, and the ratio δΓ/Γ0,
which informs how strong the process is. One can create a
diagram of non-equilibrium regions illustrating that. See
Fig. 3. In region 1, the so-called finite-time and weak pro-
cesses, the ratio δΓ/Γ0 ≪ 1, while τ c/τ is arbitrary. By
contrast, in region 2, the so-called slowly-varying pro-
cesses, the ratio δΓ/Γ0 is arbitrary, while τc/τ ≪ 1.
In region 3, the so-called arbitrarily far-from-equilibrium
processes, both ratios are arbitrary. Linear-response the-
ory can calculate the time-averaged excess works of re-
gions 1 and 2 [23].
Indeed, for region 1, the time-averaged excess work per

number of spins is given by

W
(1)

ex (τ) =

∫ τ

0

∫ t

0

ΨN (t− t′)Γ̇(t)Γ̇(t′)dtdt′, (37)

For region 2, using the asymptotic approximation of
decorrelation of the time-averaged relaxation function

0.980 0.985 0.990 0.995 1.000 1.005 1.010 1.015 1.020

Γ0/J

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

N = 10
5

∝ 1
|1−Γ0/J |

Jτ c/h̄

FIG. 2. Time-averaged decorrelation time according to
Eq. (20). It presents a good agreement with the Kibble-Zurek
mechanism prediction. It was used N = 105.

per number of spins [23]

lim
τc/τ≪1

ΨN (t) = 2τcΨN (0)δ(t), (38)

the time-averaged excess work per number of spins will
be

W
(2)

ex (τ) =

∫ τ

0

τ c[Γ(t)]χN [Γ(t)]Γ(t)2dt, (39)

where

χN [Γ0] = ΨN (0). (40)

An important observation is necessary to be made: the
distinction between systems of finite size and infinite size.
In the first case, the regime of region 2 is well-defined,
while in the second one, only the one of region 1 exists.
Indeed, Eq. (39) is only valid for τ ≫ τc(Γ(t)), whose
highest value occurs at Γ = J . For systems of finite size,
such value is finite, while for infinite size, is not. There-
fore, we can only find suitable switching times for the
regime of region 2 in the first case. Also, since the Kibble-
Zurek mechanism describes systems of infinite size, every
process is been performed outside the slowly-varying pro-
cesses regime, that is, is a fast process. Such a process is
what is usually called “sudden quantum quench”.
As Ref. [21] has presented, the range of validity of nu-

merical precision of linear-response theory of the regime
of region 1 is only valid for systems of finite size and
very small perturbations, although it predicts the Kibble-
Zurek mechanism qualitative behaviors. We assume that
such behavior will happen here in the time-averaged con-
text. Finally, in our simulations, we are going to work
only with systems of finite size, which will allow us to de-
tect the effects of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism in finite-
time and weak processes and observe the new features in
the regime of slowly-varying processes.
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0 1

τ c/τ

0

1

δΓ
/Γ

0

2

1

3

FIG. 3. Diagram of non-equilibrium regions. Region 1 corre-
sponds to finite-time and weak processes, region 2 to slowly-
varying processes, and region 3 to far-from-equilibrium pro-
cesses. Linear-response theory can describe regions 1 and 2.

VI. ADIABATIC AND IMPULSE REGIONS

To evaluate if the time-averaged excess work per num-
ber of spins calculated in the impulse region is much big-
ger than its adiabatic counterparts, we have to calculate
first the interval of time where this impulsive part oc-
curs. To do so, we evaluate Eq. (25) with our analogous
quantities. In this case, considering the following linear
driving

Γ(t) = (J − Γ0) + 2Γ0t/τ, (41)

we need to solve

Γ(t)− J

Γ̇(t)
=

∣∣∣
τ

2
− t

∣∣∣ = τ c(Γ(t)). (42)

The graphic of t̂/τc, plotted against τ/τ c, is depicted
in Fig. 4. It was used N = 105 and Γ0 = 0.5J . As
predicted by Kibble-Zurek mechanism, for τ ≤ τc(Γ0),

t̂ =
√
h̄τ/2J . Also, for τ ≫ τc, t̂ achieves a plateau.

This means that the window for the impulse part remains
the same size, even though the duration of the process
becomes larger for slower rates.
The next step is to calculate the impulse and adiabatic

time-averaged excess work per number of spins in both
regimes. For finite-time and weak processes, and τ ≪
τ c(Γ0), we have in the impulse part

W
(1)

im (τ) =

∫ τ/2+
√

h̄τ/2J

τ/2−
√

h̄τ/2J

∫ t

0

ΨN (t− t′)Γ̇(t)Γ̇(t′)dtdt′,

(43)
while its adiabatic counterpart is

W
(1)

ad (τ) = W
(1)

(τ)−W
(1)

im (τ). (44)

For slowly-varying processes, and τ ≫ τ c(J), we have in

10
−13

10
−9

10
−5

10
−1

10
3

10
7

10
11

10
15

τ/τ c

10
−7

10
−5

10
−3

10
−1

10
1

10
3

10
5

10
7

N = 10
5, Γ0 = 0.5J

1
τ c

√

h̄τ
2J

τ 0

t̂/τ c

FIG. 4. Illustration of t̂/τ c for different τ/τc. For τ ≪ τ c,

t̂ ∝ τ 1/2, as predicted by Kibble-Zurek mechanism. For τ ≫

τc, t̂ achieves a plateau. It was used N = 105,Γ0 = 0.5J .

the impulse part

W
(2)

im (τ) =

∫ τ/2+c

τ/2−c

τc(Γ(t))χ(Γ(t))Γ̇(t)
2dt, (45)

while its adiabatic counterpart is

W
(2)

ad (τ) = W
(2)

(τ) −W
(2)

im (τ). (46)

Here, the constant c will be evaluated from the solution
of Eq. (42).
From Fig. 4 it is possible to evaluate the proportion

between the adiabatic and impulse parts in regime 1, for
τ ≪ τ c(Γ0), N = 105 and Γ0 = 0.5J . For instance,
for τ = 0.01τc, t̂ = 0.1τc, which indicates that the
whole driving occurs at the impulse region. Therefore,
the mentioned proportion is null. Indeed, as predicted
by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism, the adiabatic part can
be neglected without so much loss in the final result of
the time-averaged excess work. On the other hand, for
τ ≫ τc, the proportion diverges since the adiabatic part
goes to the quasistatic work and the impulse part to zero.
In this situation, is not more useful to calculate the im-
pulse part, which is null, but the adiabatic part only.

VII. KIBBLE-ZUREK SCALINGS

Using the linear protocol (41), we explore the rate scal-

ings of W
(1)

im (τ) and W
(2)

ad (τ) respectively in the condi-
tions of τ ≪ τ c(Γ0) and τ ≫ τ c(J). In this manner, for
the first case, Fig. 5 depicts the scaling τ−1/2. Again,
such an effect is predicted by the Kibble-Zurek mecha-
nism. In the second case, Fig. 6 depicts the scaling τ−1.
Such behavior is in agreement with the scaling predicted
in Ref. [1], since the work calculated in the adiabatic part
is practically done in the whole driving range. It agrees
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also with the prediction of Ref. [24], where the same ap-
proximation for slowly-varying processes framework was
used.

It is interesting to remark that, with our new frame-
work about decorrelation time and out-of-equilibrium
regimes, the scale τ−1 measured in Ref. [21] was made
considering the impulse excess work measured in τ >∼
τc(J). Evaluating the scale in the same range of switch-
ing times with our new results of t̂, it presents a devi-
ation to τ−1.1. This result shows that the assumption
t̂ =

√
h̄τ/2J made in the previous work is not so good

for this case (see Fig. 4). Here, I assumed that the normal
and time-averaged cases should have the same scaling.

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

τ/τ c

10
1

10
2

N = 10
5, Γ0 = 0.5J

∝ τ−1/2

W
(1)
im

FIG. 5. Scale τ−1/2 for time-averaged excess work per number
of spins in the impulse part for the regime of region 1. It
agrees with the prediction of the Kibble-Zurek mechanism. It
was used N = 105 and Γ0 = 0.5J .

10
10

10
11

10
12

10
13

10
14

τ/τ c

10
−17

10
−16

10
−15

10
−14

N = 10
5, Γ0 = 0.5J

∝ τ−1

W
(2)
ad

FIG. 6. Scale τ−1 for time-averaged excess work per number
of spins in the adiabatic part for the regime of region 2. It
was used N = 105 and Γ0 = 0.5J .

VIII. FINAL REMARKS

Using the time-averaged relaxation function, I calcu-
lated a well-defined decorrelation time for the transverse-
field quantum Ising chain. For a large number of spins,
this decorrelation time presents a diverging behavior
close to the critical point, which was shown to have the
same closing gap explanation that the heuristic relax-
ation time presents. Also, with such decorrelation time,
two different regimes, the finite-time and weak regime,
and the slowly-varying one, were plenty established. In
the first regime, I found the effects predicted by the
Kibble-Zurek mechanism, while, in the second one, two
interesting behaviors: a t̂ achieving a plateau and a time-
averaged excess work calculated in the adiabatic part of
the process scaling with τ−1. This is the first step to
see that the time-averaged work is indeed a useful quan-
tity to measure the excess work in potential applications
since it offers in this case more control over the regimes
where the driving system operates. Future research will
be done in this direction.
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