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In recent experiments with ion traps, long-range intecastiwere associated with the exceptionally fast
propagation of perturbation, while in some theoreticalksdhey have also been related with the suppression of
propagation. Here, we show that such apparently cont@glibehavior is caused by a general property of long-
range interacting systems, which we naGwoperative Shieldingt refers to shielded subspaces that emerge as
the system size increases and inside of which the evolusiomaffected by long-range interactions for a long
time. As a result, the dynamics strongly depends on thelrstate: if it belongs to a shielded subspace, the
spreading of perturbation satisfies the Lieb-Robinson d@ma may even be suppressed, while for initial states
with components in various subspaces, the propagation mapasi-instantaneous. We establish an analogy
between the shielding effect and the onset of quantum Zdvepsees. The derived effective Zeno Hamiltonian
successfully describes the short-ranged dynamics inkelsibspaces up to a time scale that increases with
system sizeCooperative Shieldingan be tested in current experiments with trapped ions.

PACS numbers: 03.65.Xp; 75.10.Pq; 37.10.Ty; 67.85.-d

Introduction.—A better understanding of the nonequilib- ing systems have also been reported, including logarithmic
rium dynamics of many-body quantum systems is central to growth of entanglement [23], light-cone featurks| [30] f-sel
wide range of fields, from atomic, molecular, and condensetrapping [32], and slow decays at critical points! [33].
matter physics to quantum information and cosmology. New
insights into the subject have been obtained thanks to the re,
markable level of controllability and isolation of expegnts
with optical lattices([1H7] and trapped ions [8, 9]. Recent

there h_as been a surge of Interest In the dynamics .Of Sy?1’ependence of the dynamics on the initial state. Inside a su-
tems with long-range interactions, triggered by experitsen

ith ion t [0], where th £ int i : perselection subspace, long-range interactions do nettaff
with 1on traps ] where the range of interactions in one-y, , system evolutiorshielding up to a time scale that grows
dimensional (1D.) spin models can be tgned with great accuy, system sizedqooperativity. The dynamics can then be
racy. Other realistic systems that contain long-rangeacte

tion include cold atomic clouds [10], natural light-hariieg described by an effective short-ranged Hamiltonian thtaeei

X leads to a propagation within the Lieb-Robinson light cone o
ggmplexe 1=13], helium Ry(_jberg aFo@[M], anc(jj_ cold F;y'to Iocaliza?ionr.) ?n contrast, for an initial state Witgh cooip
o e o v oy s ver severalsubspace, e propagatonf excsis
broken ergodicity [1€—19] and long-lasting out-of-edurilum ected by long-range interactions and can be unbounded.
regimesl[[20]. To explain how shielding can arise in a very trivial case,

let us consider the total HamiltoniaH = Hy + V, de-

According to the usual definition [21], it dimension, an  scribing a many-body quantum system, whéfg has one-
interaction decaying a$/r* (wherer is the distance be- body terms and possible short-range interactions,laror-
tween two bodies), is short range when> d and itis long-  responds to some additional interactions[Hf), V] = 0 and
range whern < d. A major topic of investigation has been V is highly degenerate in one of its eigensubspakeso
whether the propagation of excitations in systems with fongthat V|V,) = v|V}) V|v,) € V, the evolution of any initial
range interaction remains or not confined to an effectivietlig state|iy,) belonging to such eigensubspace is simply given
cone [22530], as defined by the Lieb-Robinson bound [31by: |(t)) = e i/he=iHot/h|y)  Since the only effect
and its generalizations ([80] and references therein).hén t of V is to induce a global phase, the dynamics is shielded
aforementioned experiments with trapped ions, it was obfrom V and determined only byl,. In contrast, if the initial
served that for short-range interaction, the propagatiges  state has large components in more than one eigensubspace of
turbation is characterized by a constant maximal velocity)/, the dynamics will not be shielded from. The question
being bounded to an effective light cone. Asdecreases, thatwe now pose is whether shielding is still possible when
the propagation velocity increases and eventually diverge [Hy, V] # 0 andV is no longer degenerate. We show that the
For long-range interactiony < 1, the light-cone picture is answer is positive whel involves only long-range interac-
no longer valid and the dynamics becomes nonlocal. Howtions. The dynamics can remain shielded, but now for a finite
ever, examples of constraint dynamics in long-range iotera time that increases with system size.

Here, we show that these contradictory results are due to
general effect present in long-range interacting systems
which we nameCooperative Shieldinglt corresponds to the
onset of approximate superselection rules that cause r@gstro
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One can also draw a parallel between the picture above argpin polarization{c*(t)), for an initial state where all spins
the quantum Zeno effect (QZE). In the QZE, the dynamicsoint up inz, except for the spin in the middle of the chain,
of the system remains confined to subspaces tailored by thehich points down, sd/, = L/2 — 1 andb = 1.
interaction with a measuring apparatus [34—38]. The s&ong
the interaction is, the better defined the subspaces becorr (@) J=1,1,=0,0=3
Here, instead, the interaction strength is kept fixed, battdu
its long-range-nature, invariant subspaces are generated 2
dynamics, restricted to the invariant subspaces, is destri &
by a short-ranged Zeno Hamiltonian up to a time scale tha
diverges with system size.

(6) J=1,7,=0, a=0

Ge+ll
de+ll

2e+1l
i .

(e} =1, J'Z:O, a=035

(d) J=1,J=1,a=0
4

The Model.We consider a 1D spifi/2 model with L sites 2 2409
and open boundary conditions described by the Hamiltonian & 1..09
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Above,h = 1 ando® ¥+ are the Pauli matrices on site The FIG. 1: (Color online) Density pllo.ts for the e;/olution oFr(1));
transverse field has a constant compoieand a random part = = 13; B = 11/2'_‘4:“: 0. t'”'F'a“St?ti: <‘t77 (0)) ':t_l r?nd .
given byh,,, whereh,, € [-W/2, W/2] are random numbers {on27(0)) = +1. Alight cone typical of short-range interaction is
from a uniform distribution. The nearest-neighbor (NN) in- seen in (&), as expected, but also in (d), (&), and () whasevo-
S ; . ’ lution is shielded from the present long-range interactibreezing
teraction in the:-direction, of strengtly. > 0, may ornotbe  cciyrs for very long times in (b); it also happens in (c) whitre
present./ is the strength of the interaction in thedirection  pands ofi” are not degenerate.
with o determining the range of the coupling. Unless spec-

ified otherwise,J = 1. The Hamiltonian withiW = 0 and . . L
J. = 0 describes the systems studied with ion trap5l8, 9]. In.. " Fig.[l (a), where the interaction is short range 3),

. : o o effectively couples states belonging to different subspac
agreement with those experiments, where a limited range o . .
: : . of V. The effects of botlH, andV lead to the evident light
system sizes is exploret, is not rescaled by..

Whena — 0, H can be written in terms of the totat cone. This is no anger theT case for long-range interaction
magnetization)/, — ZL o /2, as (o < 1), as exemplified in Fig§l1 (b) and (c) fer= 0 and
g T m=1Tnl 0.5. Their dynamics is frozen for a long time, which increases

I L1 L with the range of the interaction [compare the time scales in
H— B+hn)oi+ S J.oior, +2JM2— "2 (2 (b) and (c)] and with the system size (see discussion below).
nzz:l( ) nz::l i 2 @ The long-time localization of spin excitations in Fig$. 3 (b

and (c) is caused by both combined factors: the separated en-
The spectrum of is divided into energy bands, each one ergy bands of” and the absence of direct coupling within the
associated with a value of the collective quanfit}?. Each  band (, is not effective and/, = 0). Notice that the energy
band, with energy, = 2.J(L/2—b)?—.JL/2, has states with bands for case (c) are no longer degenerate, yet localizatio
bandL — b excitations, wheré = 0,1, ... L/2. Forinstance, persists for a long time.
b = 1 corresponds to states with one spin pointing up in the Since the initial state is not an eigenstate of the total Hami
z-direction in a background of down-spins or vice-versa. Antonian, the spin excitation does eventually spread anddins s
energy band containb(ﬁ) degenerate statestif< L/2 and  reverse their signs (see Fig3. 1 (b,c) and discussion In.[41]
(f) states wheh = L/2. In contrast, fol0 < o < 1, the  This magnetic reversal can be explained in terms of macro-
states in each barid are not all degenerate anymore. scopic quantum tunneling [17].

Light Cones.+n Refs. [8/ 9], the acceleration of the spread- While for < 1 in the presence of an external field the
ing of excitations and eventual surpassing of the Lieb-Bmbi  dynamics is frozen, the addition of NN interactiof, (# 0)
bound achieved by decreasiagvas verified for initial states restores the propagation of perturbations [Hi¢is. 1 (d)(0d)
corresponding to eigenstatesid§, where each site had a spin Despite the existence of long-range interactions, theuevol
either pointing up or down in the-direction. These initial tion can be described by an effective short-ranged Hamilto-
states have components in all subspacds.of nian, as we show below. This is the hallmark of eoper-

Motivated by the special role of the-direction in Eq.[[2) ative Shieldingeffect discussed in this work, the suppression
and to show the main features@boperative Shieldindhere  of propagation [Figs.]1 (b), (c)] being only a special casi. of
we change the focus of attention to initial states with spins In Figs.[1 (d), (e), (f), a light cone typical of short-range
aligned along the:-axis. They are the eigenstatesiofand  interactions emerges: the dynamics is independent ofrayste
are denoted by¥;). In Fig.[d, we show the evolution of the size and of the long-range coupling In Fig.[1 (f), J is twice



as large as in Fig&l 1 (d,e), but the results in the three panel
are very similar, apart from border effects. The propageadio
excitations depends only oh up to long times. This shielded
evolution occurs for any < 1 (see more figures in [41]). In
the case of) < a < 1, as in Figs[L (e) and (f), the bands of
V' are no longer degenerate, so the various eigenstatés of
that are excited within the band have different eigeneesrgi
One could then expetft to affect the evolution, yet the veloc-
ity of propagation remains independentiéffor long times.
This shows that the cause for shielding is not only the sugpre
sion of the transitions between different bandd/ofout also
the narrow distribution of the energies Bfinside the band.
The motion remains constrained to subspaces that are quasi I I B B
degeneratev.r.t. to V. The emergence of quasi-constants of 0 50 100 150 200
motion is recurrent in long-range interacting systems.[20]

Invariant Subspaces and Zeno effeciémulated by the  riG. 2: (Color online) Probability for the initial state temain in
results of FigllL, we now analyze in more details the effectga,b) or leave (c,d) its original energy band. In (a,b](t)) for
of infinite-range interactiono{ = 0) and their dependence on the initial random superposition of statdg’) from bandb = 1 for
system size. For a general treatment, we assume a randoin= 10, 12, 14 from bottom to top; in (a).J. = 0,W = 2 and in
transverse field, s6 = 0 andh,, # 0. We take as initial state (b): J- = 1,W = 0. In (c,d): Prear vSW for .J. = 0 (c), andvs J.
|¥(0)) a random superposition of all statﬁsf> that belong for W =0 (d_). Symbols represent nume_rlpal resu!ts_gnd full lines,
to the same fixed banfdchosen for the analysis. We verified analytical estlmateﬂhl] with an ov.eralll fitting multipditive factor.
that the results for single staté?) picked at random from " @l panels: averages over 50 realizatiofisy- 0, o = 0.
the same energy band are equivalent.

In Figs.2 (a) and (b), we compute the probabiliy,(t),
for the initial state to remain in its original energy band

closer to our case and can be explained as follows. Consider
the total Hamiltoniand = H, + gHyeas, Which one may
_ by —iHt 2 interpret as a quantum system describedythat iscontin-
Po(t) = Xk: [(Vi'le 2N, 3) uouslyobserved by an “apparatus” characterized;tbf,c.s-

In the limit of strong couplingg — oo, a superselection rule
where the sum includes all the states of the selected energyinduced that splits the Hilbert space into the eigensatsp
band. The results are shown @, (¢)), where(.) indicates  of Hyeas. Each one of these invariant quantum Zeno sub-
average over random realizations and initial states. Wvshospaces is specified by an eigenvalyeand is formed by the
the case ob = 1, but similar results hold for other bands. corresponding set of degenerate eigenstated,@f.. The
It is evident that the probability to remain in the initialfth ~ dynamics becomes confined to these subspaces and dictated
increases with system size. This happens in the presence oba the Zeno Hamiltonial ; = ), 11 H,I1), 4 v, 11, where
random transverse field [Figl 2 (a)] and also when NN interdI, are the projectors onto the eigensubspaced,gf.s cor-
actions are added [Fig] 2 (b)]. responding to the eigenvalues

In Figs.[2 (c) and (d), we plot the asymptotic values of the For the system investigated here, we assodiatevith H
leakage probabilityPeqr = 1—1lim; . (Py(t)), asafunction andgHyeas With V. The subspaces df, with fixed num-
of the random field strength fof, = 0 [Fig.[2 (c)] andvsthe  bersb of excitations, become invariant subspaces of the to-
NN coupling strength fol/ = 0 [Fig.[2 (d)]. P.cqr represents tal Hamiltonian not only whe — oo with B, W, J, fixed,
the probability for|¥(0)) to leak outside its original band. It which is the scenario of the QZE described above, but also in
decreases witll,, showing that as the system size increasesthe large system size limif; — oo, which is the main focus
the evolution off T'(0)) remains more and more confined to a of this work.
subspace o/ for a longer time. Note that the distance be- When J, = 0, the Zeno Hamiltonian coincides with
tween the bands nearby the initial one increases wijtbut 1/, because the transverse field does not couple directly
so does the number of states which are connectdddyrhe  states|V}?) that belong to the same eigensubspacek ofo
suppression of leakage takes into account this non-tiinial ", 11 HoII, = 0. This explains why the dynamics in F[g. 1
terplay. A perturbative argument leads,. o (W/J)?/L  (b)is frozen for very long times. On the other hand, in theecas
for W # 0 andJ, = 0, while Pyeq, o< (J,/J)?/L for NN in- whereB, W = 0 and.J, # 0, we can rewritefl, in terms of
teraction only[[41]. Such scaling relations are consistétit  the oF= operators that flip the spins in thedirection. The
our numerical data in FigEl 2 (c) and (d). projection of the NN part of the Hamiltonian on the eigen-
The invariant subspaces generated by long-range interasubspaces of leaves only the terma) =0, 7, + 0, 70,07,
tion can be related to the QZ%[@BB]. This term refers to thevhich leads to a Zeno Hamiltonian with an effective NN in-
familiar freezing of the dynamics due to frequent measureteraction that conserves the number of excitations insidé e
ments, but also to the onset of invariant Zeno subspaces thaandb. This explains why in Fid.]1 (d) a light cone typical of
occurs in unitary dynamics due to strong interacti@E@, 3 short-range interactions appears.
and which has been studied experimentally [42]. The lasteri  Fidelity Decay.—To substantiate that the dynamics in the
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subspaces with fixelbecomes indeed controlled by the Zeno takes for the survival probability to reach the valle de-
Hamiltonian asl increases, we analyze the fidelity betweenpends on the disorder strength (b) and on system size (¢). Fig
an initial state evolved under the total Hamiltoniéinand the  ure3 (b) provides information associated with the usual QZE

same state evolved und&rz, where the quantum Zeno subspaces are induced by decreasing
- - the strength offf;. One sees that the dynamics slows down
F(t) = [(w(0)[e" 2t 1w (0))[*. (4)  with the reduction of disorder &g ) o« W~2. In Fig[3

(¢), (T’ /2) grows with L, corroborating our claims that the fi-

Itis clear that ifH — Hy thenF'(t) — 1. The results are gjity increases and the excitations become more locatized
shown in Fig[B. Equivalently to Figl2, we fi8 = 0 and  the system size increases.

deal with averages over disorder and initial states, whiosg The estimation of the dependence®f;, on the param-
(F'(t)). [¥(0)) is again a random superposition of all stateseters of 7 goes as follows. Since the eigenstatesioin

|V;?) belonging to the same baid each invariant subspace are degenerate, the perturtfgion
. mixes them all. In this case, the energy uncertaintyf the
~_ @ ] initial state can be approximated by the energy spraadf
01 4 each band induced by the perturbation. The fidelity decay can

then be estimated &5, , ~ 1/0F, wheredE is computed
from perturbation theoryl [41]. For large system sizes one
hasT; /» JV/L/W?. The analytical estimates far, ,, are
shown with dashed curves in Figs. 3 (b) and (c). The agree-
ment is excellent.

We note thatT;,, gives the time scale over which the

LN . . . .. . .
:2100 ¥ shielding effect persists. In finite systems, shieldingfise
v 10 b= tive for a finite time that can, however, be exceedingly long,
S B as shown in Fid.]3.

o
n

Conclusions.-We revealed a generic effect of long-range
interacting system<Cooperative Shieldindt refers to invari-
FIG. 3: (Color online) Fidelity decay and time for it to reatte ant subspaces that emerge as the system si_ze increasée._lnsi
value 1/2; initial states are random superpositions$lgf). Upper the_se subspaces, the ‘?‘Y”am'cs occurs as |fllong-range inter
panels:F(t) forb = 3for J. = 0, W = 2 (a) and for’ = 0, J. =  action was absent, being dictated by effective short-range
1 (d). From bottom to topZ = 10, 12, 14. Numerical results: full Hamiltonians. A parallel was established between these
lines. Gaussian decay: dashed lines. Lower panels fiave 0 and ~ Hamiltonians and Zeno Hamiltonians.
give T’ /5 vsW for L = 12 (b), andvs L for W = 2 (c), for | ¥(0)) The analysis and control of nonequilibrium dynamics can
from different bands. Numerical data: symbols. Analytiestimate  never be detached from the initial state considered. For ex-
Tyj2 = e1/0E with ¢, afitting parameter: dashed lines. All panels: ctly the same Hamiltonian with long-range interaction, an
averages over 50 realizations= 0, B = 0. initial state with components in the various subspacesdedu

. o . . by that interaction leads to a nonlocal propagation of pertu

In Figs.[3 (a) and (d) the fidelity is plottadstime for dif-  pation, as demonstrated experimentally with ion trap5[8, 9
ferent system sizes for the band with= 3. In panel (a){o  while an initial state belonging to a single subspace is -unaf
contains only the random fields, while in (dJy containsonly  fected by the long-range interaction, as verified h@@oper-

NN interaction. In both cases the fidelity decay slows downgtive Shieldingzould also be tested by those experiments.
as the system size increases, confirming fiigtdetermines

the dynamics for largé.
For theJ, = 0 case of Fig[B (a), since the projection of
H, on theb subspace is zero, the fidelity coincides with the Acknowledgments
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I. INTRODUCTION TO THE SUPPLEMENTARY tems. We also analyze the magnetic reversal of the spins in
MATERIAL the presence of long-range interactions and show how we ob-
tained our estimates for the leakage probability and the en-
Here, we provide further illustrations, reinforcing that ergy spread £ of each band. The energy spread is used for
shielding is a generic property of long-range interactipgr s



approximatingl’, ;» ~ 1/0 E, which refers to time for the sur-
vival probability to reach the value 1/2.

Il. SHIELDING EFFECT

To further support that in the presence of long-range inter-
action(a < 1), the dynamics s shielded fromand therefore

3x10"  6x10™
Time

does not depend on the long-range coupling streddfibr a 2| o= (©)

long time, we show in Fid.]4 the evolution of the spin polar- 1 ® 0=05 g
. - . . . . L m o=1 -- -9
ization in thez-direction for different values of . The initial g 10°[ |4 a=3 T ]

state has the spins aligned in thealirection as in the Fig.1 [
of the main text. We fix the strength of the NN interaction to

J. = 1. The figure shows that the speed of the propagation
remains unchanged, dsincreases from top to bottom. It de-
pends only on the strength of the NN coupling. The same
behavior is observed also asncreases from left to right.

FIG. 5: (Color online) Evolution of the polarizatiofa; (¢)) for all
sitesn (top) and reversal time...,, of the central spin as a func-
tion of the system sizel, for different interaction ranges (bottom).
Fized parametersB = 1/2; W = 0, J. = 0. Initial state:
(0(r41),2(0)) = =1 and(oy, +(111y,2(0)) = +1. Panels (a) and
(b): « = 0; L = 9 for (a) andL = 13 for (b). Dark (black) curve:
all sitesn # (L + 1)/2 and light (red) curven = (L + 1)/2. The
' ! sign-reversal of the polarization occurs at the same timelfspins.
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o, o 3058, overcome through the macroscopic quantum tunneling of the

s I B ' n L o magnetization (see Ref.[17] of the main text). Since the en-
B " 2 n 0 ergy barrier is polynomial in the system size, an exponkntia
. v g i tunneling rate follows, which explains the results presdiin
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Fig.[3 (c). Notice that,.., is distinct from the timel?, /, for

the fidelity to reach the value 1/2. The latter grows polynomi

FIG. 4: (Color online) Evolution of the polarizatiofas; (¢)) for all ally with system size.

sitesn; L = 13, B=1/2, W = 0, andJ. = 1. J increases from
top to bottom and from left to right. Initial state o7, 1),2(0)) =
—1and(o? 4 41y/2(0)) = +1. IV. LEAKAGE PROBABILITY

P.qi refers to the probability for an initial stat&’), corre-
sponding to an eigenstate o, [see Eq. (1) in the main text]
to leak outside its original energy band. The leakage proba-
bility is defined asPeq.x = 1 — lim; o P5(t), whereP, is

The frozen dynamics seen in Figs.1 (b) and (c ) of the mairihe probability for the initial state to remain in the banidee

text, forB 0 and.J. — 1, holds for a finite time. Eventually =9 (3) in the main text]. _
the spins reverse their signs. The polarized-sign revéosal If we start from a certain quantum mechanical state coupled

a < 1is a collective effect: the external field rotates all spins'ith an amplitude to another quantum mechanical state, the

synchronously in they-plane, as seen in Figg. 5 (a) and (b) two being separated by an energ_y the probability to find

below. the system on the second state will never be one; instead, for
In Fig.[d (c), we analyze the time.., for the polarization F/A.<< 1, it will be at most of the orde@/A)?. Having this

of the central site to change sign. A strong dependence off Mind we can estimate the asymptotic value of the leakage

the interaction range is found:,., increases exponentially pro_bability. The results forou_r egtima}tes are valid in thetd
with L for @ < 1, while for short-range interaction, it is in- limit when the number of excitations is small compared to the

dependent of system size. The exponential dependence of tR¥Stem sizeb/L < 1.

reversal time on the system size is a consequence of the fact

that long-range interactions induce a polynomially large e

ergy barrier, which must be overcome for the magnetization A- In the presence of an external field and no NN coupling

to reverse its sign. Such barrier induces ergodicity bregid

classical systems with long-range interactions (see Rajf.[ For the Hamiltonian given by the Eqg. (2) of the main text,
of the main text). On the quantum side, such barrier can baith an external field and no NN coupling{ = 0), each

Ill. MAGNETIC REVERSAL



state|V') in a bandb is connected to approximatively states

7

b/L < 1 the ration®/m « L. Since the amplitude of the

in the nearest-neighboring bands. The coupling amplitade icoupling is.J., we can write

hp, with (h2) =
the coupling as,

2l

W?2/12. Thus, we can define the strength of

n_ J? J?

m+ 1487, JPL

n J?
Pb — + z +
leak m+1 A§+27b

Let us computeP,.., explicitly for the bandh = 1. An

For smallb's, the energy distance between the neighboringnitial state|V') from bandb = 1 is coupled to two other states

bands is proportional td L (see main text), therefore

€2 w2
Beak x L-—

Az X JEL )

As an example, let us consider an initial stafe from band
b = 1, where all spins point up in the-direction, except for

one spin, which points down. The term of the Hamiltonian

H{V containing the external field can be written as,

L L
= o Zg STt (6)
n=1 n=1

where the operators:™* flip the spins pointing in ther-
direction. Due to this term, our initial state is connectethw
one state in bantl = 0 and withL — 1 states in band = 2,
so that we have:

whereAp; = 2J(L — 1) andA, » = 2J(L — 3) are the en-
ergy differences between bahd- 1 and the two neighboring
bands.

In general, starting with an initial staf€) in a band, there
areb connections with thé — 1 band andL — b connections
with theb + 1 band, so that

2 2

€
+ (L —0b)
Af 1y

Pleak ~ b AQ ’
b,b+1

(7)

whereA,_; , = Ep_1—Ep, = 2J(L—2b+1). This expression
confirms the general scaling ... given by Eq.[(b).

B. Inthe presence of NN coupling and no external field

We can estimaté’,.,; also forJ, # 0. The term ofH,
containing the NN interaction can be written as,

H‘]Z*ZJUR 0i g =

L—-1 J
-, +, -
Z f(aiym—i_an 'z)(o'rH»zl +0n+zl)'

n=1
(8)
In general,J, connects a state in bandvith m states inside
that same band,* states in bandél+ 2, andn~ states in band
b — 2, such thatn + n* +n~ ~ L. For a typical state with

inside that band (apart from the situation where the instiale
has an excitation on one of the border sites, Z.pmn which

case it couples only with one other state) dnd 3 states in
bandb = 3 (for an excitation on the border we haie— 2

connections), so that we have:

L(E=3) T
2 A3, 8

. 2
(L=3)_ 2

pb=l~
leak J2(2L . 8)2

V. ENERGY SPREAD

The time that it takes for the survival probability to reach
the value 1/2 is denoted k¥, ,,. As discussed in the main
text, the survival probability decay shows a Gaussian behav
ior, which justifies writingl’; ), ~ 1/w, wherew is the energy
uncertainty of the initial state. Since the eigenstate¥’ of
each band are degenerate, the perturbdfigmixes them all.

In this case, the energy uncertaintyf the initial state can be
approximated by the energy spreafl in each band induced
by the perturbation. The analytical expression for the gyper
spreadd ' evaluated at the first nonzero order of perturbation
theory is studied below.

We compute the eigenvalues of the total Hamiltonian given
by Eq. (2) of the main text, using second order perturba-
tion theory for degenerate levels. Note that our unpertilirbe
Hamiltonian is the long-range palt, while we considerr,
as the perturbation. In the following, we d&t.J, = 0, so that
the perturbatiornt{, is determined only by the random field,
as in Eq.[(6) above.

Let us consider the energy bahe- 1. We denote the initial
state|V') in this band as1, k), wherek = 1, ..., L indicates
the position of the excitation. In labeling the states, wgleet
the double degeneracy due to the flipping of all spins, sinee t
states with\M,, = (L — 2)/2 are only connected to those with
M, = —(L—2)/2inavery high order of perturbation theory.

The perturbatiort/}V [Eq. () above] connects the initial
state in band = 1 to the statg0, 0), belonging to band = 0,
and toL — 1 states in band = 2. The latter states are denoted
by |2, k, j); they have one excitation on site=1,...,L — 1
and the otheronssitp= k + 1, ..., L, so that the total number
of states isL.(L — 1) /2.

Since the degeneracy inside the band is not removed at first
order of perturbation theory, we use second order pertiarat

b separated excitations, each one placed at least one site apieory for degenerate levels, namely the eigenvalue pnoble
from the other, there ar? states connected in the same band

andZ — 2b— 1 states connected in the outer bands, so that for ~ (V + eHY ) |y1) = (Ey + ¢Ef + B!

1) (10)
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where The equation above, due to the symmetry of the coefficients
B ch v, =ch ;. [see Eq.[(IB)] can be rewritten as,
|41) con|l, k) + (ect o+ €2’ )]0,0) (11)
Zl Effcos =c! ghs + Z s il (18)
-1 L j#s
I 2 I1 .
+ kza: Z €Ch g T € a2 K, ). Inserting Eq.[(D¥) and Eq_(L5) in EG.{18), one finds that the
Jj=

second order correctioris! ! are the solutions of thé equa-
The action of the “unperturbed” Hamiltonian on the unper-tions,
turbed states is trivial,

h? h?
Vb, k) = Ep|b, k), with b=0,1,2,... s | G, —SEO) +° & _’“EQ) . O
while the perturbatiod/}” acts as, ) .
co,jhsh; + ] =0,
HV|1,k) = hgl0,0) + > hjl2,k, ). (12) ; I [ —Ey) (B - E»)

Ik (19)
Collecting thee terms in Eq. ives,
g o) g with s = 1,.., L. In other words E*! are the eigenvalues of
L the symmetric matrixC, whose diagonal elements are,
—E{ Z co,k|1, k) + (Eo — E1)c" 4]0,0) +

h? h3
Cos = —>2—-+ —r 20
-1 L . . (E1 — Ey) ,; (E1 — E») (20)
(Ba—E0) Y > by l2.k )+
k=1j=k+1 and off-diagonal elements fér+ s are,
1 1
ch hel0,0)+ > hyl2,k,5) | =0 (13) Crs = h hs{ + ] 21
ik BT By - By) T (Br - B )
Bracketing Eq. [(13) respectively with0,0[, (1,s| and Let us now estimate the eigenvalues of this matrix in the
(2, a, B| with 8 > «, we obtain, limit of large L, at fixedW. We know that,
. 1 L Ey—FEy=2J(1-L) and E,—FEy,=2J(L—-3),
C_o= ﬁ Z Co,khlm (14) . . ;
L= 50— therefore, in the limit of largd. one has that the off-diagonal
El— elements are negligible with respect to the diagonal ones,
e 1 sinceCys ~ o(1/L) for k # s, while Cgs ~ o(1).

hap= I (co,ahp + cogha) - (15) Thus, we can estimate the eigenvalues from the diagonal
1= 52 elements only. In particular, since we are interested in the

Collecting the:2 terms in Eq.[7ID) and taking into account that €Nergy spreading, we evaluate

El =0, we have, SE? = (C2),, — (Cys)?
ss/w SSiw

o e w 1 L-1
(Eo — Ex)c!]0,0) — B{TY " corll, k) + " \T-r T oae) (22)
k=1
where in computing the average over disorder we took into
(B2 — E1) Z Z cAlr 120k, 5) account that
k=1 j=k+1
L-1 L (hshi)yw =0 for s#k,
Ci,oH(‘J/V|OvO> + Z Z Ci,k,jH(I)/V|2ak7j> =0. and
k=1 j=k+1
(16) W2 w
. (h3)w = 137 (A = 20
Bracketing Eq.[(16) Wlt|’(0 0], (1, s] and(2, o, 8| with g >
a, we gete!’; =0, ¢!f | 5 =0, and In the limit of large system size, we therefore get the

asymptotic behavior,
E{'cos =l o(1,s[H]"10,0)+> el (1, s|H (2, k. ),

2
i>k

a7 08 ~ - N (23)



The generalization to an arbitrary bahds far from triv-  which gives the same estimate as in Eq] (23).
ial. We will provide the details of this derivation in a lormrge
version of this paper. We present here only the final result.
Similar to the casé = 1, we can estimate the energy spread-
ing for the generab band as,

S wH < b L—

b
TR0\ @ —L—12  (T—2— 1)2) - ()



