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We explore the dynamics of l1-norm of steered quantum coherence (SQC), steered quantum rel-
ative entropy (SQRE), and magic resource quantifier (QRM) in the one-dimensional XY spin chain
in the presence of time dependent transverse magnetic field. We find that the system’s response is
highly sensitive to the initial state and magnetic field strength. We show that the dynamics of SQC,
SQRE and MRQ revealing the critical point associated with equilibrium quantum phase transition
(QPT) of the system. All quantities show maximum at QPT when the initial state is prepared
in the ferromagnetic phase. Conversely, they undergo abrupt changes at quantum critical point if
the initial state of the system is paramagnetic. Moreover, our results confirm that, when quench
is done to the quantum critical point, the first suppression (revival) time scales linearly with the
system size, and remarkably, its scaling ratio remains consistent for all quenches, irrespective of the
initial phase of the system. These results highlight the interplay between the quantum information
resources and dynamics of quantum systems away from the equilibrium. Such insights could be vi-
tal for quantum information processing and understanding non-equilibrium phenomena in quantum
many-body systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of quantum many-body systems driven out of equilibrium has become increasingly important from various
perspectives [1–11]. It plays a crucial role in investigating quantum information, particularly in the manipulation of
coherence and entanglement dynamics. Understanding the notion of universality in non-equilibrium regimes, where
the general principles of equilibrium systems do not apply, is also of great significance. Advancements in experimental
setups, such as ultra-cold atomic gases, optical lattices, and ion traps have provided with the means to probe the
non-equilibrium dynamical properties of closed many-body quantum systems in laboratories [12–18]. The impact
of equilibrium phase transitions on the modified state has allowed to search for universal characteristics in non-
equilibrium dynamics analogous to equilibrium phase transitions [19–24].

Quantum quench, a method that involves suddenly changing external parameters of a closed quantum system,
is a common approach to drive the system out of equilibrium [25–28]. This leads to unitary time evolution, and
the resulting out-of-equilibrium quantum many-body models deviate from the established principles of equilibrium
systems. The exploration of these post-quench dynamics and the identification of critical points have been tackled
through several concepts, including the Loschmidt echo, Landau-Zener formalism, Kibble-Zurek mechanism, and dy-
namical quantum phase transitions [29–33]. Quantum coherence, arising from quantum state superposition, plays
a fundamental role in quantum mechanics and has wide-ranging applications in quantum biology, thermodynamics,
optics, and information theory [34–51]. It can be utilized to detect quantum phase transition (QPT) in many-body
systems [52–58]. Approaches such as l1-norm coherence and relative quantum coherence have been introduced for
measuring quantum coherence [59–61], which serve as the foundation for various studies [62–64]. The utilisation of
steering has extended the concepts of l1-norm coherence and relative quantum coherence to incorporate long-range in-
teractions in bipartite systems [65]. This framework enables the exploration of QPTs within quantum spin chains [66].
Additionally, a novel magic resource quantifier was recently proposed, based on the l1-norm of characteristic functions
of quantum states [67]. Unlike some existing quantifiers, this new magic resource quantifier can be easily computed
and is well-defined in all dimensions. Magic resources are essential for fault-tolerant quantum computation, and their
straightforward calculation encourage researchers to explore its behaviour in quantum spin systems’ critical points
and its potential for detecting QPTs [68–84]. The role of this magic resource quantifier has been investigated in the
context of the XY spin chain with three-spin interactions (XYT), and it has been demonstrated that the quantifier
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undergoes a sudden change around the critical points, thereby effectively signalling the presence of quantum critical
points [85].

In this paper, we focus on the one-dimensional XY-spin model in a transverse magnetic field. We abruptly switch
the external field to a new value at t = 0 and investigate the time evolution of the system using steered quantum
coherence (SQC), steered quantum relative entropy (SQRE) and the dynamics of the magic resource quantifier (MRQ).

As previously mentioned, all of these quantifiers play significant roles in quantum information and quantum com-
putation. Investigating the dynamics of these quantum resources holds promise for gaining valuable insights into
understanding systems away from equilibrium.

The objective is to investigate whether the evolution of these quantities can function as a potential markers of
QPTs within the system. Furthermore, gaining an understanding of the universal behaviour of quantum information
resources in non-equilibrium scenarios holds great potential for advancing our comprehension of quantum systems’
descriptions. By studying the non-equilibrium behaviour through SQC and MRQ and their relation to the equilibrium
phase transition, we aim to detect the critical points. This investigation could provide valuable insights into the role
of steered quantum coherence and magic resource dynamics in detecting the QPTs and their potential applications
in quantum information processing.

II. SUDDEN QUENCH IN THE TRANSVERSE FIELD XY MODEL

As a result of the quantum quench, the system experiences non-equilibrium dynamics since it starts from an initial
state that is no longer an eigenstate of the new Hamiltonian. The time evolution after the quench can lead to various
interesting phenomena, such as the generation of quantum entanglement, the emergence of quantum phase transi-
tions, and the development of complex quantum correlations.. While they are essential to understanding the nature
of quantum coherence, entanglement, and other non-equilibrium manifestations in quantum systems, they are also
beneficial for understanding the dynamics and critical behaviours [24, 86–90]. Consequently, these phenomena are
extensively investigated in both theoretical and experimental realms, aiming to decipher the behaviour of quantum
many-body systems in scenarios when they deviate from equilibrium [59–64]. The most simplest paradigm is sudden
quench, where a closed system is pushed out of equilibrium by a sudden change in the Hamiltonian which controls
the time evolution of the system.

Let’s consider the general Hamiltonian as H(λ), where λ is a tunable parameter. At an initial time t < t0, the
system is prepared in the ground state of the (pre-quenched) Hamiltonian H(λ = λi). Then, at time t = t0, the
parameter λ is suddenly modified to a new value λf , causing the Hamiltonian to transform to H(λ = λf ) (post-
quenched Hamiltonian). As a consequence, the system evolves in time according to the post-quench Hamiltonian. In
the following, we choose the external magnetic field as the quench parameter in the XY model, by switching its value
hi → hf at t = 0. The Hamiltonian of the one-dimensional quantum spin XY model with N sites and subject to
the time-independent external transverse magnetic field h(t) = h0 + (h1 − h0)Θ(t), where Θ(t) is the Heaviside step
function (which means the magnetic filed suddenly changes from h0 to h1 at t = 0), can be written as follows:

H = −J
2

N∑
i=1

[(1 + γ)σx
i σ

x
i+1 + (1− γ)σy

i σ
y
i+1]− h(t)

N∑
i=1

σz
i . (1)

Here J denotes the strengths of time-independent exchange coupling between the nearest-neighbor spins in the chain
with anisotropy γ. Moreover, h is the strength of magnetic field, and σα=x,y,z

i are the Pauli matrices, representing
the spin operators at site i, and σ0

i is 2× 2 unit matrix.

Indeed, the Jordan-Wigner transformation is a powerful technique in quantum many-body physics, particularly for
one-dimensional quantum spin chains. It allows us to map the spin operators to fermionic operators, leading to a
quadratic Hamiltonian that can be diagonalized exactly in momentum space. In the time-independent magnetic field,
the ground state of the model characterized by a QPT that takes place at the critical point hc = J [91, 92]. The order
parameter is the magnetization ⟨Mx,y⟩ which differs from zero for h < hc and zero otherwise. The ground state of
the system is paramagnetic when h → ∞, where the spins aligned in z (the magnetic field) direction. For the other
extreme case when h → 0, the ground state of the system is ferromagnetic and the spins are all aligned in the x (y)
direction when γ > 0 (γ < 0). This means that in both cases the state is minimally entangled. QPT takes place at
zero temperature as the thermal fluctuations destroy the quantum correlations in the ground state of the system.

If the system prepared initially in its ground state, after the sudden quench, the symmetrical two-spin reduced
density matrix ρl,m for two spins located at nearest-neighbor sites l and m in the chain will exhibit a specific structure
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known as the X-form [55, 93], which expressed as follows

ρl,m =
1

4

 ρ11 0 0 ρ14
0 ρ22 ρ23 0
0 ρ∗23 ρ33 0
ρ∗14 0 0 ρ44

 . (2)

It has six distinguished nonzero elements that can be addressed in terms of the magnetization and two-point correlation
functions. They are given as

ρ11 =1 + 2
〈
Mz

l

〉
+
〈
σz
l σ

z
m

〉
, ρ22 = ρ33 = 1−

〈
σz
l σ

z
m

〉
,

ρ44 =1− 2
〈
Mz

l

〉
+
〈
σz
l σ

z
m

〉
, ρ23 =

〈
σx
l σ

x
m

〉
+

〈
σy
l σ

y
m

〉
,

ρ14 =
〈
σx
l σ

x
m

〉
−
〈
σy
l σ

y
m

〉
,

whereMz is the system transverse magnetization in the z-direction, defined as average value of all spins’ magnetization

Mz =
1

N

N∑
j=1

σz
j . (3)

and the expectation value of the average values can be expressed in terms of the density matrix ρ. For a given operator

Ô, the expectation value ⟨Ô⟩ is defined by ⟨Ô⟩ = Tr[ρÔ]
Tr[ρ] . Employing the Wick Theorem at zero temperature, enables

us to derive the nearest-neighbour spin-spin correlation functions as follows: [5, 86, 93–95]

⟨Sx
l S

x
l+1⟩ =

1

4
Fl,l+1, ⟨Sy

l S
y
l+1⟩ =

1

4
Fl+1,l,

⟨Sz
l S

z
l+1⟩ =

1

4

{
Fl,l × Fl+1,l+1 −Ql,l+1 ×Gl,l+1 − Fl+1,l × Fl,l+1

}
.

(4)

In which by considering ϕp = 2πp/N , δp = 2γ sin(ϕp), δh = h0 − h1, and setting

Γh[h(t)] =
{
[J cosϕp + h(t)]2 + γ2J2 sin2 ϕp

} 1
2

, (5)

we define

Ql,m = −G∗
l,m =

1

N

N/2∑
p=1

cos[(m− l)ϕp]×
{
2 + iJδhδp tan[(m− l)ϕp]

sin[4tΓh(h1)]

Γh(h1)Γh(h0)

}
,

(6)

and

Fl,m =
1

N

N/2∑
p=1

1

Γ2
h(h1)Γh(h0)

cos[(m− l)ϕp]×{[
J2δhδ

2
p sin

2[2tΓh(h1)] + 2Γ2
h(h1)(J cosϕp + h0)

]
(7)

+δpJ tan[(m− l)ϕp]×
[
Γ2
h(h1) + 2δh(J cosϕp + h1) sin

2[2tΓh(h1)]

]}
.

III. STEERED QUANTUM COHERENCE

Quantum coherence is a fundamental concept in quantum mechanics, closely related to the superposition principle of
quantum pure states. It forms the basis of many quantum phenomena. Steering, initially proposed by Schrödinger [96]
as a solution to the Einstein-Podolsky-Rosen (EPR) paradox [97], represents a significant nonlocal quantum correla-
tion. In the context of steering, when two subsystems are entangled, performing local measurements on one subsystem
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can influence the quantum state of the other [98]. The ability of this unique to remotely control the state of a distant
system is achievable only through quantum correlation. A distinguishing feature of steered quantum coherence is its
applicability in long-range spin-spin interactions, setting it apart from other approaches such as entanglement and
quantum discord.

Due to this advantage, SQC has been the subject of both theoretical investigations [60, 99] and experimental in-
terest [100–102] in recent years. Notably, Hu et al. [66] successfully utilised SQC to explore the critical behaviour
of quantum phase transitions in various one-dimensional quantum spin models, demonstrating its accuracy in de-
termining the QPT points. In addition, SQC can be used to study the time evolution of quantum systems driven
out of equilibrium. To address this question, we apply the sudden quantum quench method in the transverse field
XY model. Following the Ref. [66], the l1-norm steered quantum coherence, denoted as Cl1 , and the relative steered
quantum coherence, denoted as Cre, can be expressed analytically in terms of the spin-spin density operator ρl,m, i.e.,

Cl1(ρl,m) =⟨Mz
l ⟩+

1

2

(
⟨σx

l σ
x
m⟩+ ⟨σy

l σ
y
m⟩

)
+

1

2

(√
⟨Mz

l ⟩2 + ⟨σx
l σ

x
m⟩2 +

√
⟨Mz

l ⟩2 + ⟨σy
l σ

y
m⟩2

)
,

Cre(ρl,m) =2−H2(C1)−H2(C2) +H2

(1 + ⟨Mz
l ⟩

2

)
− 1

2

(
1 + ⟨Mz

l ⟩
)
H2(C3)−

1

2

(
1− ⟨Mz

l ⟩
)
H2(C4).

Here H2(x) is the Shannon entropy function [103], defined by

H2(x) = −x log x− (1− x) log(1− x), (8)

and Ci (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) are given as follows

C1 =
1

2

(
1 +

√
⟨Mz

l ⟩2 + ⟨σx
l σ

x
m⟩2

)
; C2 =

1

2

(
1 +

√
⟨Mz

l ⟩2 + ⟨σy
l σ

y
m⟩2

)
;

C3 =
1

2

(
1 +

|⟨Mz
l ⟩+ ⟨σz

l σ
z
m⟩|

1 + ⟨Mz
l ⟩

)
; C4 =

1

2

(
1 +

|⟨Mz
l ⟩+ ⟨σz

l σ
z
m⟩|

1− ⟨Mz
l ⟩

)
.

(9)

Note that Cre offers a normalized measure of steered coherence by dividing the sum of absolute off-diagonal elements
by the maximum such element and then subtracting 1.

IV. MAGIC RESOURCE QUANTIFIER

The advent of quantum computers has sparked significant research efforts, driven by their ability to perform
computations at much faster speeds than classical computers. However, achieving fault-tolerant universal quantum
computation requires additional resources, including the elusive “magic resource” [71]. Consequently, quantifying
this magic resource has been leading to the evolution of various magic resource quantifiers [73–84]. Recently, a novel
magic resource quantifier was proposed by Dai et al. [67], based on the characteristic functions of quantum states.
This magic resource quantifier is both easy to compute and well-defined in all dimensions, making it an attractive
tool for quantifying the magic resource. Encouraged by these developments, Fu and collaborators [85] suggested
employing this new magic resource quantifier to explore critical points in many-body quantum systems. Their work
demonstrated that the presence of the magic resource plays a crucial role in signaling the critical points of quantum
spin systems. In the context, our attention is directed towards a specific magical quantifier:

M(ρ) =
∑
k

|cρ(k, l)|, k, l ∈ Zd, (10)

which corresponds to the l1-norm of the characteristic function cρ(k, l) for a given quantum state ρ. Through analysing
it, it becomes possible to evaluate the quantum magic resource necessary for fault-tolerant universal quantum com-
putation and various other quantum tasks. The density operator for n-qubit state can be obtained from

M(ρ) =
∑
k

|tr(ρσk)| (11)
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FIG. 1. Depict the density plots of the dynamics of quantum measures versus t and h1 in the Ising model (γ = 1) at zero
temperature. Panels (a) and (d): l1-norm of coherence (Cl1), panels (b) and (e): relative entropy (Cre), and panels (c) and (f):
magic resource quantifier (MRQ). By considering a quench from h0 = 0.7 < hc in (a-c) panels, and from h0 = 1.3 > hc in (d-f)
panels.

with σk = σk1
⊗ · · · ⊗ σkj

⊗ · · · ⊗ σkn
, kj = 0, x, y, z. For the nearest neighbor reduced two-spin state ρi,i+1 of the

ground state, relation for the l1-norm of the characteristic function simplifies as follows

M(ρi,i+1) =
∑
s,t

|cρi,i+1(s, t)| =
∑
s,t

|tr(ρi,i+1σ
s
i ⊗ σt

i+1)|, (12)

where setting s, t ∈ {0, x, y, z} will give a fourth-order square matrix for cρi,i+1(s, t) as

cρi,i+1
(s, t) =

 1 0 0 ⟨σz⟩
0 ⟨σx

i σ
x
i+1⟩ 0 0

0 0 ⟨σy
i σ

y
i+1⟩ 0

⟨σz⟩ 0 0 ⟨σz
i σ

z
i+1⟩

 , (13)

that leads to following expression for magic resource quantifier [85]

M(ρi,i+1) = 1 + |⟨σx
i σ

x
i+1⟩|+ |⟨σy

i σ
y
i+1⟩|+ |⟨σz

i σ
z
i+1⟩|+ 2|⟨σz⟩|. (14)

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The investigation of various quench scenarios and system sizes contributes to a comprehensive understanding of the
dynamics and properties of steered quantum coherence and magic resource, can shed light on the general behavior
of quantum systems undergoing sudden changes in external parameters. In this section our objective is to examine
whether the relative entropy and l1-norm dynamics and the evolution of the magic resource quantifier ,subsequent to a
sudden quench in the transverse magnetic field, can serve as an indicators of the QCP within the model. Furthermore,
we aim to explore the correlations between these measures and the QPTs that occur.

We begin by performing quenches from an initial magnetic field h0 to any h1, regardless of whether h0 < hc or
h0 > hc. This initial exploration allows us to observe the dynamics of l1-norm of SQC, relative entropy and the magic
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FIG. 2. Density plots of the dynamics of quantum measures for anisotropic system with γ = 0.5 at zero temperature. The
plots order arranges the same as Fig. 1, while considering a quench from h0 = 0.7 < hc (a-c panels) and from h0 = 1.3 > hc

(d-f panels).

resource quantifier for different quench scenarios. Subsequently, we focus on quenching the system to the critical point
hc and study the dynamics of anisotropic spin systems with various system sizes.
We first consider the transverse field Ising model (γ = 1) . Fig. 1 illustrates the dynamics of relative entropy,

l1-norm coherence and magic resource quantifier for chains with lengths N = 100. The panels in the first row, (a),
(b) and (c), show dynamics of l1-norm steered quantum coherence (Cl1), relative entropy (Cre) and magic resource
quantifier (MRQ) for the case that the initial magnetic field is below the transition field (h0 = 0.7 < hc = 1). The
observations reveal a distinct pattern: for zero h1, where the spins are fully aligned along in the x direction, all
considered quantities display an oscillatory pattern over time. Upon introducing a magnetic field, the magnitudes of
these measures grow with increasing h1 until they peak at the equilibrium critical point h1 = hc = 1. By surpassing
hc, the magnitudes of Cre and MRQ gradually diminish with the influence of the magnetic field, while the reduction
in Cl1 beyond hc is marginal, rapidly converging to a saturated value. This pattern indicates that when the system
is initially prepared in a ferromagnetic phase (Mx ̸= 0), the maximum values of all these quantities coincide with the
equilibrium critical point, which serves as an accurate representation of the system’s critical point.

To provide a more comprehensive insight into dynamics of the aforementioned quantities beyond the transition
field, the second row of Fig. 1 depicts the variations of the quantum measures by assuming h0 = 1.3, where the
system’s initial state is situated in the paramagnetic phase (Mx = 0). Evidently, for h1 > hc, all measured quantities
reach saturation and display a distinct decline in the vicinity of the critical point hc = 1. These results substantiate
the notion that dynamical steered quantum coherence has the capability to discern the critical point of system.

To complete picture, we also present density plots of the mentioned quantum measures for the anisotropic case
γ = 0.5 in Figure 2. As anticipated, when the system’s initial state is configured in the ferromagnetic case (h0 = 0.7),
all quantities attain their maxima precisely at the system’s critical point. Furthermore, when the system commences
in the paramagnetic phase (h0 = 1.3), as expected, the quantities undergo a steep reduction at the critical point, thus
confirming the consistency of this behaviour across different initial conditions.

A. Quantum Quench to the Critical Point

In our next analysis, we focus on quenching the system to the critical point (h1 = hc). We first set h0 = 0.7 (where
h0 < hc) and present the time evolution of Cl1 , Cre, and MRQ in Fig. 3. We then consider h0 = 1.3 (where h0 > hc)
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FIG. 3. The time evolution of quantum measures is illustrated for a quench to the critical point from below (h0 = 0.7 →
h1 = hc = 1) at zero temperature for different system size: (a) the evolution of l1-norm of quantum coherence, (b) the relative
entropy, and (c) the magic resource quantifier. We consider system sizes of N = 100, 200, 300, 400, and 500, each represented
by distinct coloured lines. (d), (e) and (f) show the linear behaviour of the first suppression-time (revival-time), tr(N), versus
the system size for Cl1 , Cre and MRQ, respectively.

in Fig. 4.
Here, to ensure a comprehensive analysis, we delve into the temporal evolution of these quantities across systems of

varying sizes. Specifically, we consider system lengths of N = 100, 200, 300, 400, and 500, each represented by distinct
coloured lines in Fig. 3(a)-(c) and Fig. 4(a)-(c). As is clear, in a very short time all quantities change rapidly from
the equilibrium state to their average value which they oscillate around. Moreover, all quantities show suppressions
and revivals as deviations from the average value. Our aim is to investigate how the system size affects the first
revival/suppression time, tr, of these quantum measures. In this respect, in Fig. 3(d)-(f) and Fig. 4(d)-(f), we show
that the revival/suppression time, tr, is linearly proportional to the system size, N . This relationship can be succinctly
expressed as follows:

tr(N) = τrN, (15)

where τr is the scaling ratio. For l1-norm coherence (Cl1) and relative steered quantum coherence (Cre), we find
τr = 0.2532, while for the magic resource quantifier (MRQ) we obtain τr = 0.2511. We have also explored the
quantities when the system is initially prepared at the critical point h0 = hc. We have noted that the dynamics
of these quantities for a quench from the critical point, i.e., h0 = hc, exhibit qualitative similarity to the dynamics
observed when h0 = hc.

Our calculations show that tr and τr are the same for all quenches to/from critical point and do not depend on the
phase of system where the system is prepared. This is the promised universality of tr which shows that the size of
quench and the phase of system, are ineffective.

VI. CONCLUSION

The quantum measures, including the relative entropy of coherence, l1-norm of coherence and magic resource quan-
tifier, serve as sensitive probes to identify quantum correlations and reveal intriguing behaviours linked to quantum
phase transitions. The novel magic resource quantifier holds significant promise in advancing our comprehension of
quantum phase transitions and critical behaviours within complex quantum systems. Its prospective utilization stands
to yield revolutionary breakthroughs in quantum technology, with far-reaching impacts on computation, communica-
tion, and information processing. Moreover, its quantification could optimize the efficiency of quantum algorithms,
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FIG. 4. Same plots as Fig. 3, but for a quench to the critical point from above (h0 = 1.3 → h1 = hc).

with potential applications spanning cryptography, material science, and drug discovery. In essence, the emerging
magic resource quantifier bears immense potential for shaping the trajectory of quantum technology and computation
in the years to come.

We have analyzed the dynamical behaviour of l1-norm of steered quantum coherence, steered quantum relative
entropy, and magic resource quantifier in a 1D XY model that experiences a sudden quench in the transverse mag-
netic field. Remarkably, we observe suppressions and revivals of quantum measures during the quenching process,
particularly in proximity to the critical point. We confirm that the first suppression (revival) time scales linearly
with the system’s size, regardless of quench parameters or the initial phase, highlighting the universality of quantum
correlations in out-of-equilibrium many-body systems. The observed universality emphasizes the fundamental nature
of quantum correlations and their relevance in quantum phase transitions. Our work contributes substantially to the
understanding of quantum systems experiencing sudden quenches, offering a comprehensive depiction of coherence
and magic resource dynamics within such models.

In conclusion, our results demonstrate the significance of steered quantum coherence and the magic resource quan-
tifier in predicting critical points and understanding quantum phase transitions. The robustness of our findings across
different quench scenarios and anisotropic systems confirms the reliability and applicability of these measures in
studying quantum correlations and their dynamics in a wide range of quantum spin models.
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Appendix A: Basic Concepts of Steered Quantum Coherence

In this appendix, we give general analytical solution of the SQC. We consider a two-qubit state ρAB shared by
the subsystems A and B. The SQC is defined by local measurements of subsystem A and classical communication
between A and B. Suppose A performs one of the measurements {σµ}µ=x,y,z (Pauli operators) with an outcome
a ∈ {0, 1} and communicates the choice with B. Consequently, the state of qubit B undergoes a collapse (steering) to
the ensemble states {pµ,a, ρB|Πa

µ
}, where pµ,a = Tr(Πa

µρAB) denotes the probability of obtaining outcome a. Moreover,
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ρB|Πa
µ
= TrA(Π

a
µρAB)/pµ,a represents the conditional state of subsystem B, and Πa

µ = [I2+(−1)aσµ]/2 stands for the

measurement operator, with I2 denoting the identity operator.
Once A completes all possible measurements with equal probability and randomly communicates the chosen ob-

servable σi to subsystem B, B can then measure the steered coherence on its side. If subsystem B randomly selects
one of the two remaining eigenbases of σj ; j ̸= i, the SQC is defined as the following averaged quantum coherence

Cna(ρ(AB)) =
1

2

∑
µ̸=ν,a

pµ,aC
σν

(ρB|Πa
µ
), (A1)

which represents the coherence of the steered state with respect to the eigenbases of σν . Here we use l1-norm of
steered quantum coherence (Cσν

l1
) and the relative entropy of steered quantum coherence (Cσν

(re). By denoting {|ψi⟩}
the eigenbases of σν , the analytical solutions can be written as [66]

Cσν

l1 =
∑
i̸=j

|⟨ψi|ρ|ψj⟩|; Cσν

re =
∑
i

⟨ψi|ρ|ψi⟩ log2⟨ψi|ρ|ψi⟩ − S(ρ), (A2)

where S(ρ) = −Trρ log2 ρ is the von Neumann entropy. Based on these formulas, one can compute the corresponding
steered quantum coherence.

To calculate the SQC, we need to obtain the density operator ρi,i+r for the spin pair (i, i+r), representing two spins
with a distance r in units of the chain constant. In the Bloch representation, the density operator can be decomposed
as:

ρi,i+r =
1

4

∑
µ,ν

tµ,νσ
µ
i ⊗ σν

i+r, (µ, ν ∈ 0, x, y, z) (A3)

where tµ,ν = Tr(ρi,i+rσ
µ
i ⊗ σν

i+r). Non-zero tµ,ν can be obtained in terms of the magnetization and the spin-spin
correlation function as

tz0 = t0z = ⟨σz⟩, tµµ = ⟨σµ
i σ

µ
i+r⟩, (µ, ν ∈ x, y, z). (A4)

Thus, the SQC can be determined using the expressions derived earlier and the non-zero values for the two-spin
density operator

Cna
l1 (ρi,i+r) =⟨σz⟩+ 1

2

(
⟨σx

i σ
x
i+r⟩+ ⟨σy

i σ
y
i+r⟩+

√
⟨σx

i σ
x
i+r⟩2 + ⟨σy

i σ
y
i+r⟩2

)
;

Cna
re (ρi,i+r) =2−H2(t1)−H2(t2)−

[1 + ⟨σz⟩
2

]
H2(t3)−

[1− ⟨σz⟩
2

]
H2(t4)

+H2

(
1 + ⟨σz⟩

2

)
,

(A5)

where H2(· · · ) denotes the binary Shannon entropy function and the ti’s are given as

t1 =
1

2

(
1 +

√
⟨σz⟩2 + ⟨σx

i σ
x
i+r⟩2

)
; t2 =

1

2

(
1 +

√
⟨σz⟩2 + ⟨σy

i σ
y
i+r⟩2

)
;

t3 =
1 + |⟨σz⟩+ ⟨σz

i σ
z
i+r⟩|

2[1 + ⟨σz⟩]
; t4 =

1 + |⟨σz⟩ − ⟨σz
i σ

z
i+r⟩|

2[1− ⟨σz⟩]
.

(A6)
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I. Bloch, and T. Hänsch, Quantum information processing in optical lattices and magnetic microtraps, Fortschritte der
Physik 54, 702 (2006).

[17] M. Cramer, A. Bernard, N. Fabbri, L. Fallani, C. Fort, S. Rosi, F. Caruso, M. Inguscio, and M. B. Plenio, Spatial
entanglement of bosons in optical lattices, Nature Communications 4, 2161 (2013).

[18] D. Leibfried, R. Blatt, C. Monroe, and D. Wineland, Quantum dynamics of single trapped ions, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 281
(2003).

[19] R. Jafari and A. Akbari, Gapped quantum criticality gains long-time quantum correlations, Europhysics Letters 111,
10007 (2015).

[20] R. Jafari, Quench dynamics and ground state fidelity of the one-dimensional extended quantum compass model in a
transverse field, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 49, 185004 (2016).

[21] S. Sharma, S. Suzuki, and A. Dutta, Quenches and dynamical phase transitions in a nonintegrable quantum ising model,
Phys. Rev. B 92, 104306 (2015).

[22] S. Montes and A. Hamma, Phase diagram and quench dynamics of the cluster- XY spin chain, Phys. Rev. E 86, 021101
(2012).

[23] P. D. Sacramento, Fate of majorana fermions and chern numbers after a quantum quench, Phys. Rev. E 90, 032138
(2014).

[24] R. Jafari and H. Johannesson, Loschmidt echo revivals: Critical and noncritical, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 015701 (2017).
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