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When a quantum many-body system undergoes a quench, theveneged density-matrig governs the
time-averaged expectation value of any observable. Itdsefbre the key object to look at when comparing
results with equilibrium predictions. We show that the viggofp can be efficiently computed with Lanczos
diagonalization for large Hilbert spaces, giving a systeomaethod for studying quenches. As an application,
the non-integrable Bose-Hubbard model is shown to displayregimes: one with an approximate Boltzmann
distribution for small quench amplitudes, and one wheredik&ibutions do not follow standard equilibrium
predictions. Some thermodynamics featureg, dike the energy fluctuations and the entropy, are also disamll
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Recent experiments|[1] in ultra-cold atoms have renewedf the whole system reads(t) = Y, pn|dn) (dn] +
the interest for the time-evolution of an isolated quantum)_ _ —\/Pnpmle” “nmiTi®nm ¢ ) (¢, + h.c],  with
many-body system after a sudden change of the Hamiltonia®,,,,, = 6,,—6,, andf,, = Arg (¢ |10), andQy,,, = wp—wn,.
parameters, the so-called “quantum quench”. Many questiorp,, = |(1|¢,)|*> are the diagonal weights of the density-
arise from such a setup, among which the relaxation to equimatrix, that are directly determined by the initial statelan
librium statistics, the memory kept from the initial staaed  satisfy > p, = 1. As we are interested in the time-
the role of the integrability of the Hamiltonian. Analytica averaged expectation value of an observablewe define
and numerical results support different answers to thess-qu O = 1jmtﬂm%f0t Trip(s)Olds = Y, pnOny, with the
tions [2,14,05, 6/ 17], though most observed that observablematrix element$),,,,, = (¢,|0|¢..). Interestingly, averaging
do not follow equilibrium predictions. As it has been pothte (O), (with (-)o = (10| - |00)) over random initial phase
out [7], looking at simple observables, yet experimentally  differenceso,,,, gives backO, relating the time-averaging
cessible, might not be considered as sufficient to fully edslr  to the loss of information on the initial phases. Similady,
these questions. As time-evolution is unitary, there ise r averaging the time-evolving density-matrix, one gets
laxation in the sense of a stationary density-matrix, amtr
to what can happen in a subsystem [8]. However, observables p= an |¢n) (&nl
will fluctuate around some average. Standard definitionsysho "
that the time-averaged density-matief the system governs which governs any time-averaged observable sifte=
any observable and its fluctuations. It is therefore delgr@b  Tr[50]. Furthermore, it has been very recently shown [10]
have a systematic way of getting some information apout  that 5 is the experimentally relevant object to look at, and
In this paper, we show how Lanczos diagonalization (LD)that thep,, weights enter in the microscopic expression of the
can allow for the calculation of the weights of the time- work and heat done on the system in the quench [11]. Note
averaged density-matrix. This method works for both inte-that the evolving state is a pure state so its von Neumann en-
grable and non-integrable models, and gives access to largepy S[p] = —Tr[pIn p| is zero, whileS[p] is non-zero due
Hilbert spaces. As an application, the example of a quench ito the loss of information induced by time-averaging. In ad-
the one-dimensional Bose-Hubbard model (BHM) [4] is revis-dition to time-averaged observables, one must also look at
ited, and it is shown that there is two distinct regimes delpen their time-averaged fluctuationsO = [Tr[p(O — 0)?]]'/2.
ing on the quench amplitude. In the perturbative regime®f th If O is diagonal in the¢,,) basis, like the energyt, the time-
guench amplitude, an approximate Boltzmann law is foundaveraged expectations and luctuations are fixed by thaliniti
while distributions that do not belong to equilibrium ensem state:O = (O), andAO = [((O — 0)?)o]'/2.
bles emerge for large quenches. Lastly, we showgtmgars The time-averaged density-matrix can be compared with
some memory of the initial state through energy fluctuationshe density-matrices of equilibrium ensembles. For an iso-
and entropy. lated system, one expects the microcanonical ensemble to
We start by recalling [9] and introducing some definitionshold at equilibrium with pmicre = Q7! Y onea [én) (dnl,
that hold for finite size systems. At tinte< 0, the Hamilto-  whereQ)((E), AE) is the number of eigenstates within an en-
nian is denoted by, and its eigenvectors and eigenvaluesergy window(E)+AE around the mean valy#) fixed as an
by |4, ) and E,,. The system is prepared in some statg), external parameter. The distribution can as well be contpare
that usually is the ground-state Bf,. At ¢t = 0, the Hamil-  with a canonical ensemble for which tipg are the Boltz-
tonian is changed t@{ which eigenvalues and eigenvectors mann weights. Another possible one is the generalized Gibbs
are w, and |¢,). Then, the time-evolving density-matrix ensemble [3], suited for integrable systems and derived fro
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the maximization of the entropy with conserved quantities athe notationh,o = [{¢n|H1|¢0)?/(E, — Eo)? has been
constraints. used. Meanwhile, the,, are slightly shifted to ordek and

The difficulty for non-integrable systems is to computethe eigenfunctions too. Hence, there is a transfer of splectr
the weightsp,, or any expectation value. The solution is weight from the targeted ground-stétg) to the other excited
to resort to numerical techniques and we use LD in the folstates. We get the scaling of several quantities to lowelgtror
lowing. First, we use the fact that the, enter in the ex- in X\ M, x A%, 1 — F « A2 andAF « A2. As F' > 0, these
pression of the (squared) fidelity! [9'(t) = |A(t)]> =  scalings will fail for A of the order of unity. In addition, we
(p(t))o =1 =43, . Pupm sin®[Q,nt/2], which is the re-  mention that the mean-energy trivially scales, for anwith
vival probability after a time.. The trick [12] is to compute the quench amplitudg since(E) = (H)o = Eo + A(H1)o.
the Fourier transformi(w) of the A(t) function using fre- Ina scenario in which the large amplitude limit is such thiat a
quency space methods. Since there is no finite broadening imeights are equal t—*, as in the microcanonical ensemble,
LD, we have a direct access to the Lehmann representatiaane hast’ o« Q! andAF « Q~!. The two types of scalings
A(w) =3, pPnd(w —wy + Eyp). All the information we need  help to decide between the two regimes of the crossover.
for the discussion of the statistical feature$a$ included in Application to a global quench in the one-dimensional
A(w) since both the energies and the weights of the exciteBose-Hubbard model — We now study the BHM in a one-
states contributing to the time evolution are obtainedbétt  dimensional optical lattice that is known to be non-intédga
spaces of sizes up 10" states will be studied in the following
while full diagonalizations are restricted t6* [13]. H=—J> bl b +blbi] +U/2> nj(n; — 1),

The short and long time behaviors Bft) also carry some J J
information about thep,, distribution [9]: at short times
F(t) ~ 1 —t?/72 with 7=! = AFE, the energy fluctuations.
Physically,r is thus the time scale at which the system “es-
capes” from the initial state and it is the inverse of the cen
tered width ofA(w). More generally, higher moments of the
A(w) function are defined by/, = ([H — (H)o]?)o, and are
clearly fixed by the initial state. In practice, the momeras c
be reliably computed with LD fog up to hundreds. Know-
ing all moments amounts to knowing the distribution itself
and would give baclk. This remark was put forward with-
out proof in Ref. 5. Hence, if one includes all moments a
constraints to construct a density-matpxyill be recovered.
However, moments witly > 3 are physically meaningless

since ‘h‘?y cannqt pe measur_ed_, S0 th_ey_may r_10F enter as Cq{fﬁmerically, one must fix a maximum onsite occupancy. We
straints in a statistical description. Similarly,# is Gaus- take four as in Ref]4 (for further details, skel [13])

sian, the energy and second moment are sufficient to recon- Sincep features a mixed state, we call tHg;, U ) plane a
structp; nevertheless, this is not a universal situation and may e diagram. The; = U; line éplits this sta’ltefdiagram in
not be valid in strongly correlated model such as the BHM. ' ! J

At long times, F'(¢) usually fluctuates around its mean value

with b’ the operator creating a boson at sitandn; = bb;

the local density.J is the kinetic energy scale whilé is the
magnitude of the onsite repulsion. In an optical lattice, ridr-
tio U/J can be tuned by changing the depth of the lattice and
using Feshbach resonance [1]. When the density of bosons is
fixed atn = 1 andU is increased, the equilibrium phase dia-
gram of the model displays a quantum phase transition from a
superfluid phase to a Mott insulating phase in which pasicle
are localized on each site. The critical point has been éatat
at U. ~ 3.3J using numerics.[14]. The quenches are per-
Sformed by changing the interaction paraméter— Uy (we
setJ = 1 in the following), so we have = (U; — U;)/2,

and the perturbing operatef, = >, n;(n; — 1) is diagonal.

F =3 p?2 [13]. A qualitative interpretation of" is the !
“participation ratio” [9] that counts the number of eigeatst 10

that contribute during time evolution. The typical flucioas o= 10°f
of the fidelity are(AF)? = F(t)2 — F2 = 43", _, p2p?. 10°f;
This quantity qualitatively tells us whether the systenfene 102
to stay close to the initial state or visit other states. mttrer- 1655

modynamical limit, > and AF will not scale to zero unless
A(w) has delta peaks with finite weights.

Qualitatively, a quench consists in preparing an initial
state with some given Hamiltonian, and in projecting it onto  _= 10'6_
the spectrum of the Hamiltonian governing the dynamics. 10°F
Straightforward results from perturbation theory in thech 10%F
amplitude can be given to illustrate the difference between 10 L
small and large quenches, and that a crossover on finite sys-
tems between the two regimes is expected on general grounds.
Writing H = Ho + AH; with X the quench amplitude and FIG. 1: (Color online) Distributions of the,, at four different points
H, the perturbing operator, the perturbed weights read, foff the (Ui, Uy) states diagram. For the smallest size= 8, exact
A< 1,pg~1— N2 Zn;&o B0, ANGpy 2o ~ A2h,,0, in which results are obtained by full diagonalization.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Maps of the observabl&s AF and entropy per particle characterizing the time-averaged density-maftiResults
are obtained by LD on a finite systerh & 12) with periodic boundary conditions.

two regions and the previous perturbative arguments shouldnd given in Figl 2. As suggested previously, observabkes di

hold close to this line. Moreover, if the equilibrium crigtic  play a strong crossover from the perturbative regime to a non
pointU. plays a role, it will split it into six regions according perturbative regime characterized by a strong enhancesfient

to the linesl; = U, andU; = U, depending on whether the the weights of excited states.

targeted ground-stafg,) is in the same phase @g) or not. In order to evaluate the finite size effects on the crossover,

In Fig.[d, we give the typical distributions of the weights-ve we look at the scalings of and AF for a cut along the
sus energy for four points of the state diagram: two with $mal

h ithin th fuid) oh q for | U; = 2 line and increasing. We may wonder whether there
quenches V\r’:t Int esa_metz)(srl:%e_r uid) phase anb two orhargig a singular point separating the two regimes, and second,
quenches that crods. in both directions. We observe that it i equilibrium critical point plays a role goes from 1
in the first two situations, the distributions are close tean

. . . - when\ = 0 to zero (in the thermodynamical limit), wheris
ponential decay typical of aanonical ensemble. This looks large [13]. The second derivativB 7 /d\? crosses zero on a

SUfp”Si”Q for a _closed system but, on the other hgnd_, N thehite system for a valua.(L) and we define the correspond-
perturbatlve_rgglme, the momenid, of the energy d_|str|bu- ing £, = F(\.(L)). The scalings withl/L of these two
tionare neglllr?lblel w.rr].t<E>—E0. Hence, if one o_ptlmlze?tr:je quantities are given in the EPAPS: a linear scaling suggests
entropy:S with only the energy £) as a constraint, one finds 4 they are finite in the thermodynamical limit but power-

i —Buwn i i - ) . .

a Boltz_mann law behaqun_ oc em e, _Takmg h_|gher Mo |aw scalings going to zero also works for both, so studyitig th
menta into account would yield corrections to this Boltzman quantity is not conclusive. More interestingltF increases
law. However, we see, for instance, that some peaks emerg@y, 1 °anq as)? in the perturbative regime, but decreases
in the distribution fofU; = 2, Uy = 2.5). Indeed, forthe two i, 1 'iny the largen limit (see Fig[B). It passes through a
large quenches, the distributions are strongly differeonf maximum that defines a new.(L), and the corresponding
either the microcanonical or the canonical ensemble. When . _ AF(X\(L)). The scaling of this\.(L) suggests a

. . . . c C . C
U_f = 20, Mott excitations, corresponding to do_uply O_pr'edfinite value in the thermodynamical limitA ;. can scale to
sites and rmﬂhly srfpr?rated b?lf,dare cle?rly y|5|ble in the a finite value but also to zero as a power-law. Yet, the latter
spectrum. Although the overall decay of thg is exponen-  gy,ation would be in contradiction with a finite, and the
tial, the distribution is very different from a Boltzmanma ¢+ thatA F increases with. at low \, so the results suggest
This ex.p_)la!ns that many observable_s d:ffer from the ones 0[hat there is a singular point (in the sense of the maximum of
an equilibrium system as observed in Ref. 4. Whgn= 2, AF) separating the two regimes. Three other cuts are given in

the targeted spectrum is nearly continuous and the distribume EPAPS which support the same increasa Afwith L in
tion displays strong weights around zero energy and a Sube¥e hertyrhative regime. Next, we can define the “equilioriu

ponential b_ehavior.[sor_nething IiI@cp(—(% - Ep)") _vvifth expectation\¢ = (U, — U;)/2 [resp. (U; — U.)/2] if one
~ > 1]. This is again different from equilibrium predictions. scans ovet/; [resp. U;] and compare it with the scalings of

The bump-l_ike.shape of they = 2 distribution in Fig.[1 actual).. In Fig.[3, the two are too close to be conclusive but
can be qualitatively understood from the fact that the gdsun for largeU; s [13], the difference is much substancial as the

state energy increases within the BHM. As £ > wo when maxima of AF' scales away from\.. We thus infer thal/,.

Uy < Ui, the initial state is close in energy to some excitedyeainiy plays a role (see below) but not on the crossover.
states ofH which may favor their excitations by the quench-

ing process, according to the perturbative form ofgtheAn- We now discuss some of the thermodynamical fea-
other consequence is that the state diagram is expected to B&es of the mixed states described by the density-matrix
non-symmetrical w.r.t. thé/; = Uy line. To sketch the state 7- First, we ask whether the averaged energy is well-
diagram, maps of integrated quantities suchFasA F, and def!ned by looking at the relative energy fluctuations
the entropy per particle = S[p]/N (we find that the entropy defined asAE/E = AE/(E) — Ey + AN) =
is extensive) are computed on a finite system with= 12 \/Zij (nZn2)o — (n?)o(n?)o/ Y_;(n3)o to getrid of the triv-

J
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mixed state. They only depend on the features of the inigdés The

FIG. 3: (Color online) (a) Cut along tHe; = 2 line of AF showing  Slope of the curves vanishes close to the equilibrium afipointU..
a maximum between the perturbative and large quench regimes
(b-c) Finite size scalings ah F. and .. See text for discussion.

state diagram has beeb mapped in thig U;) plane. In ad-
ial dependencies ofE) on Ey, N and \: what remains dition, finite size effects have been addressed and the mixed
are the relative “squared density” fluctuations in the &iti state is shown to have a well defined energy and to keep a
state. In the superfluid phase, we expect the squared densityiemory of the initial state through the energy fluctuations o
density correlations to have an algebraic behatign?)o —  the entropy.

(nf)o{nj)o ~ li —J Wh“e they should l_)e exponentialin | oy 1. Barthel, F. Heidrich-Meisner, T. Jolicoeur, D.
the Mott phase"~7I/¢, with ¢ the correlation length. Ona  pgiplanc and D. Ulimo for fruitful discussions.

chain of lengthL, we thus have\E = \v/Lg(L) with: (i) if

a < 1,theng(L) ~ LO=/2 (i) if a = 1, g(L) ~ VInL

and ifa > 1or¢ > 0, g(L) = const. As we haver > 1in

the superfluid phase of the 1D BHM [15] aid, (n?)o ~ L,

we find thatAE/E ~ f(Ui)/\/f for any U;. The f(U;) * Electronic address: guillaume.roux@u-psud.fr
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QUENCHES IN NON-INTEGRABLE QUANTUM MANY-BODY SYSTEMS:

THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL BOSE-HUBBARD MODEL REVISITED

Typical behavior of the fidelity with time

F(1)

FIG. 5: Typical behavior of the fidelity for a finite size systavith L = 10 starting fromU; = 2to Uy = 8 (A = 3). At short times:
F(t) =1 —t?/7% (herer = 0.14). For long timesF(t) fluctuates around its mean valfie(here F = 0.135 andAF = 0.136).

Technical details on Lanczos calculations

We use 200 Lanczos iterations to get the ground state andtb2§$ the Lehmann representationdfv). We do not use
symmetries of the Hamiltonian except particle number covagmn. With periodic boundary conditions, translatibsygmme-
tries induce some selection rules for fheso their number is quite reduced. We have checked that Largizes a good result
by comparing it with exact results obtained by full diagaretion on a system with, = 8 (see Figlb. The largest Hilbert space
size is 13311000 fof, = 14 for Lanczos diagonalization and 5475 fbr= 8 for full diagonalization. Very similar results are
obtained from systems with open boundary conditions.
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FIG. 6: Test on symmetries and effect of boundary conditamghe distribution of the,,. PBC stands for periodic boundary conditions while
OBC is for open BC.

Additional results on the Bose-Hubbard model

Moments are related to thg, andw,, throughM, = > p,[w, — (E)]?. They undergo a clear change of behavior witas
shown in Fig[y.
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also plausible Right: Four cuts in the state diagram showing the scaling beha¥id/6(L) as a function of\. The smallest size i§ = 6
and largerL = 13 except forU; = 2 for which itis L = 14. Results forL = 6,7, 8 areexact (full diagonalization) while larger sizes are
obtained with Lanczos. The arrows indicate haw" increases or decreases with



