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I discuss the relationship between edge exponents in thist&mof work done, dynamical phase transitions,
and the role of different kinds of excitations appearing mwiaenon-equilibrium protocol is performed on a
closed, gapped, one-dimensional system. | show that the exgpnent in the probability density function of
the work is insensitive to the presence of interactions amdtake only one of three values:1/2, —1/2 and
—3/2. It also turns out that there is an interesting interplayMeein spontaneous symmetry breaking or the
presence of bound states and the exponents. For instangagkxdal protocols, | find that the presence of the
one-particle channel creates dynamical phase transitidhg time evolution.
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Out of equilibrium phenomena in quantum systems have In this paper we will concentrate on the role of interactions
been given a large amount of attention recently. The interand we will determine the possible exponents emerging from
est was largely spun by the advent of new experimental techthe statistics of work in one-dimensional gapped systens. W
nigues in cold atoms and solid state quantum devices whengill connect the different values to different kinds of giias
coherence can be maintained for far longer times than prevparticle contents. We establish that the crucial propertiié
ously [1], and therefore the unitary evolution after a quantumexistence or absence of one-particle excitations, whintapa
system is taken out of equilibrium has become an importanpear, e.g., in the form of bound states or when the initial or
and well studied concept. This has been renewing interest ithe final system is spontaneous symmetry breaking. We also
some fundamental and long-standing questions in statistic find that the exponent is extremely robust and, in fact, dose
mechanics, and at the same time bringing new ideas and pheriticality there are only three possible values (exclgdine
nomena into the spotlight. One such concept is that of dynantuning): +1/2, —1/2 and—3/2 independent of the relevant
ical phase transitions (DPTs), which refers to nonanadytic critical point and the symmetries of the system. Our results
behavior detected in the Loschmidt echo (LE)&nd affect- are also interesting with respect to DPTs: For global quesch
ing the time evolution of certain observables in a charégter we can predict the emergence of a transition by looking at the
tic way [3]. For the important class of global, instantaneous,pre- and postquench particle contents.
nonequilibrium protocols (dubbed as quantum quenchas), th  In the following, we first discuss the possible edge singu-
phenomenon can be understood in terms of the Fisher zerdarity exponents through a scattering theoretical argumafa
of the partition function corresponding to singularitidstee  then study the case of spontaneous symmetry breaking on the
free energy: The LE in this case is equivalent to the partitio example of the Ising model. Then we move on to discuss
function with imaginary temperatur@]] While DPTs have the sine-Gordon model, which provides a low-energy effec-
been the subject of a growing number of both analytic andive field theory description of many interesting condensed
numerical works, a clear physical mechanism accounting fomatter systems, e.g., one-dimensional magnets ofXtheZ
them has yet to emerg2-{7]. and X X 7 types and Mott insulatorslfl]. Finally, the con-

Another interesting quantity is the work performed whennection to the LE is studied.
taking the system out of equilibriun8]. With the discovery Edge exponent from scattering theoryVe apply quan-
of nonequilibrium fluctuation relation®] this is interesting  tum field theoretical scattering theory to extract the exgs.
on its own right, but it is also intimately connected to the LE This approach is natural since the edge exponentis detedmin
for certain important protocolsl]: In the case of quantum only by the low-energy part of the spectrum, and quantum
quenches, the LE and the probability density function (PDFYield theory gives the universal low-energy effective digscr
of the work done are related by Fourier transformations: Furtion valid close to criticality.
thermore, it seems now that although the work itself is not Suppose we perform some finie time nonequilibrium
an observablel[0], due to being a positive operator valued protocol on our system
measure, it can in principle be measured on an enlarged sys-
tem [11]. One of tf?e mopst striking features of the stagtisticg Hig(to)] = Ho ~ Hy = Hlg(to + 1)), (3)
of work is the robustness and universality of the edge singubeginning in, e.g., the ground state of an initial Hamiltoni
larity exponent in its PDF at the lower limit, corresponding Hy, which is allowed to evolve by a different, local Hamil-
to the opening of the first continuous channel of realizirgy th tonian that may itself be explicitly time dependent throagh
quench, i.e., the emission of two (quasi-)particles witb@p coupling, e.g., the magnetic fiell [¢(¢)]. At the end of the
site momenta4, 12, 13]. This robustness has already beenprotocol we arrive in some state that can be expanded in terms
demonstrated with respect to the details of the prototiol[  of asymptotic states of the final Hamiltoniah . Asymptotic
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states form an eigenbasis of the fully interacting theony an that the two-particle amplitude is odd near= 0. The sim-
have a perfectly good interpretation as collections of gsym plest choice realizing this would b& (p ~ 0) ~ p giving
totically free particles with mass and appropriate quantumP (W ~ 2m) ~ (W — 2m)*/2, which was indeed observed
numbers. (In most of the interesting physical cases such when quenching inside a single phase in the Isiligand
basis exists.) We write the expansion as sinh-Gordon modelslP]. However, one could also imagine
K(p =~ 0) ~ p~1, or in fact any odd power. Incidentally, the
1000~ Jey =[0)" + > Y Kf;:}” {(Pad)fay +--» @ choicep~! yields P(W ~ 2m) ~ (W — 2m)~3/2, an edge
{an} {pn} behavior observed when quenching through the quantum crit-

where the eigenstates contain the stable (quasi-)paeticie '@ POINtin the Ising modeH. - _ _
tations of species,, and momentunp,,. Since we consider N this paper we argue that in one dimension and close to
a non adiabatic, finite-time process the amplitu }in criticality (or when a reIat|V|§t|c dispersion is expec)etie.

’ P exponentd /2 and—3/2 are in fact the only natural ones in

general will be nonzero, however, we note that for?%e multi~""" ¢ ’ ¢ Inth ial f free bosaths Wi
particle states to acquire an appreciable weight the ipvers21Y INteracting system. In the special case ot fre€ bosais wi
= 1, a third exponent is seen instedd, ]}V ~ 2m) ~

: (0)
tllme scale of the protocol should be much larger than the gapfw _ 2m)-1/2, which is confirmed by explicit calculation in
JT > m. Ref. [16]

Now consider the pdf of the work done on the system dur- .
ing the protocol defined as We shov_v that .the only way fqr an extepswe guench to be
realized with a singular two-particle amplitude, e §.(p ~
P(W) = Z S(W — By 4 Ege0)|(¥le)]?, 3) 0) ~ p~ ', is in the presence of a zero-momentum one-
cigenstatesd) of H; particle excitation in the expansiog)( Vice versa, if there
is a nonzero one-particle term in Eq2),( the correspond-
signifying two projective energy measurements before &nd @ing two-particle amplitude has a pole at= 0. To see this
ter the protocol and summing over all the possible ramsstio correspondence we note that extensivity of free energy-is ex
weighted by the respective overlaps. Supposing a traoslati pected for translationally invariant initial states in timedy-
ally invariant initial state and time-evolving Hamiltomighe namically large systems because the translation operaésr d
one-particle part can only consist of zero-momentum pagtic ot change throughout the protocol. The asymptotic expan-
responsible for Dirac deltas in the pdf and the low energy besjgn of the partition function calculated in the post-puato

havior of the continuum part is dictated by the two-particlegystem in finite volumé and inverse temperatufereads
creation amplitudegp;pale) = K (p1)d(p1 + po) relative to

the particles with lowest mass (only states with zero total Z=1+aLe ™k
momenta are allowed because of translation invariance).
In Ref. [12] for an integrable quantum field theory in the +> =(p1) |K (pg)|? e 2Ree)
guench limit it was observed that if there are no particle-mul T Le(pr) +25'(2p1)
tiplets the continuum part starts as +..., (6)

2
P(W Z2m) ~ ‘K(\/ W2 — 4m2)‘ (W —2m)~"2 (4)  where the fraction in the two-particle term accounts for the
difference in the density of states in finite and infinite voks

where the density of states near the threshold was suprm)sed(%r details see Ref.1[7], where the equivalent boundary field
go asp(E) ~ (E — 2m)71_/2_- Here we observe that Eqd)(  theoretical problem was consideredjp) is the one-particle
depends only on the relativistic dispersibiip) = E, _,) = energy at momentum, &(p) the phase shiftS(p) = @),
2y/m? + p? and density of states and therefore generalizes tand labels the quantized finite volume states. At the bottom
finite-time protocols on arbitrary interacting relativistijuan-  of the spectrum the quantized momenta behayg as L1,

tum field theories. Now we use the relation so bothe(p) andd’(p) are finite. As shown already in Ref.
B [17], if the two-particle amplitude has a first-order pole at
K(p) = 5(=2p)K(-p), (5) p = 0, the only way for the free energy to be extensive
with S(p) being the two-particle scattering amplitude. £ = log Z ~ L is in the presence of a nonzero one-particle
This can be verified by considering a staf@) =  contribution and in fact the coefficient, is related to the
[ _dpK (p)|p, —p) and using the definition of the scatter- residue of the pole oK (p) [17, 18]. This is because the part
ingooamplitude|p, —p) = S(2p)| — p,p) to obtain|¥) =  Of the two-particle contribution coming from the polel§ip)

[%_dpK(—p)S(—2p)|p, —p) proving Eq. 6). Noting that is superextensive of ordér and needs to be canceled exactly
in one dimension for any interacting theory the scatterimg a
plitude has the super-universal propesty)) = —1,%, we see

ical problem of potential scattering, where it can be seerlbynentary

considerations that in the low-energy limit, i.e. when tla¢eptial can be

approximated by a Dirac delta, the phase shift is alway®rresponding
1 See Ref. 15] after Eq. (6.13) or consider the simple quantum mechan- toS = —1.
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Figure 1: Extensivity of the initial state and a local, tratisnally TTAHATA
invariant, interacting Hamiltonian evolution requiresiagsilar edge o ATATTTTATAATATT
exponent of-3/2 in the pdf of the work done if the protocol can be TTA T T AT ground state
realized by the emission of a single zero-momentum part&leln

the absence of the one-particle realization the edge issirgular
with an exponent of-1/2 (b). Figure 2: Zero-momentum excitations in the finite and inéiniol-

ume Ising model in the ordered phase.

in log Z. 2 One can also see, that a more singular behavior of o ) S
JR)- The excitations are free fermions and in finite volume the

K (p) at zero cannot be canceled by the one-particle contribu- - g -
tion, therefore we can restriét (p) to be boundary conditions require that the zero—momentum aXcite
states have even fermion numbers relative to the grourel stat
K(p~0) ~ p2ktt, k> —1. (7)  Inthe broken phase and in the thermodynamic limit the ener-
gies of the two ground states become degenerate, and in fact
Considering this last equation, we expect that, without @ fin the two infinite volume ground states are the superpositions
tuning in the parametefsthe two-particle amplitude is linear [20]

for small momenta unless there is a realization of the proto-

col with the emission of a single particle, in which case the 1)y = L (INS) + |R))
amplitude will have a simple pole at= 0 (see Fig.1). V2

In the following we discuss two scenarios leading to a one- 1) = 1 (INS) — |R)) (8)
particle contribution in the after-protocol state. In thstfcase V2

the system is spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) eith
before or after the protocol. The second, equally intemgsti
case is when the model has a more complicated particle co
tent, such as the sine-Gordon model, where bound state o
particle contributions can appear without crossing aaaiti
point.

Spontaneous symmetry breakingVe take the simplest
SSB system, the Ising model in transverse field close to criti
cality, in the thermodynamic limit equivalent to free massi
Majorana fermions. Depending on the sign of the mass, th
system is either in the unbroken (disordered)> 0 or the
broken symmetry phase < 0 (ordered). To determine the

condition for the one-particle contribution to appear, wed same or arriving in a different phase as the initial one. lset u

to recall .the Hilbert space strggture ,Of Majorana fermiqns. first take the case of starting and ending the protocol inige d
The Hilbert space can be divided into two sectors, with tWo, e req phase. In this case the initial state is the NS vacuum

grohund statNeg, accorqllng t_ode_lthber addoptlng a(;a_e_nod:;:éuevdand there is no overlap between NS and R states, so we have
chwartz, NS) or anti-periodic boundary condition (Ramon no one-particle contribution in the expansi@j. (Contrary, if
we start from one of the ordered ground states and arrivesin th
disordered phase, because of the presence of the R seEtor, in
2 |tis interesting to note that the extensivity of the noniiogium protocol tla”y we do expect_a one-partlcle contribution. .The rermegn .
gives the same condition f¢e¢) as the one obtained in boundary field the- cases (_:an be obtained by the Krame_rs_—Wanmer (KW) dughty
ory for sensible boundary states from considerations vinglthe crossed ~ and using the fact that the work statistics has to be iddntica

; channel 18, 19]. _ ' to that of the dual protocol (the operator correspondingéo t
F|rl1e tuning is understood in the sense that fordlffer_enbempts to appear, \work is invariant under the KW duality).
K’(0) = 0 would be required, however, the derivati& (p) has no sim- . .
ple physical meaning, and therefore this corresponds orépntaccidental In summary, we obtained that when a protocol begins and

choice of protocol parameters. ends in different phases, the amplitudgp) has a pole,

“he excitations over these states are kinks interpolaterg b
tween the two vacua, i.e., moving domain walls. In the disor-
nrai'ered, unbroken phase the R ground state acquires a mass rel-
§iive to the NS ground state and becomes a one-particle state
so the zero-momentum R sector can be interpreted as a col-
lection of states containing an odd number of particles. The
vacuum is the NS vacuum and the excitations are fermions
corresponding to spin waves. Now, the states from different
sectors have no overlaps with each other because they have
Bifferent topological properties, so if the initial statentains

one sector, that sector will survive any protocol.

There is an important difference between arriving in the
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while if no phase boundary is crossed it remains linear. Thigions seem to be supported by the numerical results of Ref.
is in fact the correct result as calculated in Refd, Z1]. [5], where DPTs were observed without crossing a phase
But contrary to the explicit calculations available (eRefs.  boundary for quenches in th& X Z model with staggered

[4, 12, 16, 21, 22]), our considerations here depended only onmagnetic fields in the parameter regime, where the low-gnerg
the structure of the Hilbert spaces before and after theoprot reduction is the sine-Gordon model.

col, and therefore we expect them to generalize to other SSB Implications for the dynamics.We propose that for global
situations, e.g., to protocols between phases of the ttege- quenches the remarkable universality of the edge exponent i
Potts or parafermionic models in the following way. For dis-the work PDF can be detected in the large time behavior of
crete symmetry breaking — H C G, we can partition the LE and based on whether or not a one-patrticle realiza-
the Hilbert space according to the representatiorG Aff in  tion is allowed one can predict if a DPT will be encountered
both the symmetric and broken phases, but, importantly, imluring time evolution. LE is defined bg(t) = |£(t)|*> =

the broken phase, the lowest lying states in all the secters a|(W,|efote =1t |§)|2 = | [* dWe W P(W)|? and itis
degenerate and in infinite volume the physical vacua are lineonnected to the work PDF by a Fourier transform. To ev-
ear combinations of these, while in the symmetric phasetherery new channel for increasiri@’ corresponds an edge with

is only one vacuum and the other sectors will contain onesome exponent,,; (n being the number of particles emitted
particle states. Since local operators (relative to the ileam in the new channel ang labels the particle species), so the
nian) have a zero matrix element between the different sgcto long-time behavior of the Loschmidt amplitude reads

for a protocol starting in the broken phase and ending in the

symmetric, we will in general have one-particle excitasiam L(t) =1+ Z byje'™it + Z byje2imity=i=on
the expansion?). j j
To conclude this section we comment on the effect of fi- + higher particle terms  (9)

nite volume on the Ising example. Consider the disordered-
to-ordered quench when only the NS sector is involved. Withwhere the first term comes from the vacuum, the second from
a periodic boundary condition (PBC) there is no one-paticl one-particle, and the third from two-particle contribuitso
state in the broken phase in finite volume, however, in irdinit Compared to the two-particle terms, the higher particle-con
volume such excitations do exist (see Fi§). On the other tributions are less singular, therefore these should Lsibng
hand, the cases of large finite and infinite volumes should ndh the long-time limit.
be qualitatively different, and indeed an explicit caldida of For the bosoniev = —1/2, we getL(t) — L(co) ~ t~1/2,
the two-particle amplitude4] 21] shows an infrared pole in and for the interacting: = 1/2, L(t) — L(c0) ~ t~3/2. Inter-
K (p) independent of the volume. Careful examination of theestingly, when there is a one-particle contribution to agiv
calculation for the work pdf from the exact two-particle dmp  speciesj, we would getZ(t) — L(co) ~ t'/2, which is non-
tude (available through techniques developed for the boundphysical and apparently signals that the low-energy degrte
ary thermodynamic Bethe ansatiz7[ 18, 23]) shows that a freedom cannot capture the long-time behavior of the LE, and
finite-volume infrared regularization in the Ising modelyon we expect nonanalytic behavior during the time evolutian, o
allows for the appearance of the one-particle Dirac deltarwh by definition, a dynamical phase transition.
the volume goes all the way to infinity, in accordance with While this is an intriguing observation, we do not suggest
the available excitations. These observations show that o one-to-one correspondence between one-particle contrib
thermodynamic argument connecting the one-particle ontrtions in the expansion of the initial state and DPTs. In Ref.
bution and the pole only works in infinite volume. Indeed, the[g], it was found that in theXY model it is possible to have
finite volume vacuunNS) for m < 0 does not satisfy clus- DPTs without a singulai (p) two-particle amplitude. In-
tering and therefore an extensive free energy is not exgectestead, their results also show that whenever there is alsingu
at all. ity in the amplitude, there are also DPTs in the LE, suppgrtin
Bound states. One-particle contributions in the expansion the physical relevance of the one-particle channel.
(2) can also arise in models with more complicated spectra: Conclusions. We proposed that the lowest edge exponents
When the post-protocol Hamiltonian supports bound statef the probability density function of the work done during
their appearance is not forbidden by translation and parity a non-equilibrium protocol correspond to the realizatidn o
variance (which was crucial in Refs24-2€] to establish the the protocol by emitting two particles and are extremely ro-
structure of the after protocol state), and we expect that ge bust to perturbations in gapped one-dimensional systems. |
erally they appear in protocols performed on such models. fact, in the presence of interactions, there are only twe pos
To support this idea, we made numerical calculations orsibilities depending on whether the protocol can also be re-
the sine-Gordon model with PBCs in small volume using thealized by emitting only one particle or this is forbidden. We
truncated conformal space approa2f,[28]. We found that, discussed two cases where such a one-particle process is al-
both when quenching between the repulsive (no bound stateB)wed: when the protocol begins and ends in different phases
and the attractive (bound states present) regimes and wha&fia SSB model and when there are bound states in the particle
guenching inside the attractive regime, there are finite onespectrum. We also proposed that if the one-particle re#iza
particle contributions in the expansio®) (29]. Our predic- is allowed, the time evolution of the Loschmidt echo shall ex
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