Entanglement spreading in a minimal model of maximal many-body quantum chaos
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The spreading of entanglement in out-of-equilibrium quantum systems is currently at the cen-
tre of intense interdisciplinary research efforts involving communities with interests ranging from
holography to quantum information. Here we provide a constructive and mathematically rigor-
ous method to compute the entanglement dynamics in a class of “maximally chaotic” periodically
driven quantum spin chains. Specifically, we consider the so called “self-dual” kicked Ising chains
initialised in a class of separable states and devise a method to compute exactly the time evolution
of the entanglement entropies of finite blocks of spins in the thermodynamic limit. Remarkably,
these exact results are obtained despite the models considered are maximally chaotic: their spectral
correlations are described by the circular orthogonal ensemble of random matrices on all scales. Our
results saturate the so called “minimal cut” bound and are in agreement with those found in the
contexts of random unitary circuits with infinite-dimensional local Hilbert space and conformal field
theory. In particular, they agree with the expectations from both the quasiparticle picture, which
accounts for the entanglement spreading in integrable models, and the minimal membrane picture,
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recently proposed to describe the entanglement growth in generic systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Entanglement is arguably the most distinctive feature
of quantum mechanics. It generates a special kind of non-
local correlations which can be present in quantum states
but have no analogues in the classical realm. While its
elusive nature puzzled physicists for many years [1, 2], it
is currently regarded as a powerful resource for advances
both in technological applications and in the theoretical

V. Separating states 10 - ’ ) °
understanding of the physical world. In particular, it

VI. Entanglement spreading from separating plays a crucial role in the study of quantum many-body
states 10 systems out of equilibrium [3, 4]. This is due to two

A. Maximal eigenvalues of the transfer matrix 10  main reasons. First, the growth of entanglement dur-

B. Entanglement dynamics 11 ing the non-equilibrium dynamics measures the increas-

ing complexity of a time-evolving quantum state, with

VII. Entanglement spreading from generic states 13 immediate implications on the feasibility of tensor net-
A. Generic case 14 work simulations [5-9]. Second, the evolution of the en-

B. Integrable case 15 tanglement gives crucial information on how equilibrium
statistical mechanics emerges from many-body quantum

VIII. Conclusions 15 dynamics. Specifically, it is now understood that the
thermodynamic entropy of the statistical ensemble de-

Acknowledgements 16 scribing local observables at infinte times is a measure

) ‘ of the entanglement accumulated during the time evolu-

A. Duality of traces 16 tion [10-14).

B. Simplified transfer matrix for longitudinal Moreover, tbe VLY way in which the entanglemerft
separating states 17 splqeads for finite times appears to be among thg most
universal aspects of many-body dynamics. Consider for

C. Proof of Property 1 18 instance an initial separable state, where none of the lo-
cal constituents is entangled with any other. Switch-

D. Simplified commutation relations 19  ing on spatially local Hamiltonian interactions through-
out the system (a procedure called “global quench”), one

E. Proof of Egs. (82) and (83) 20 finds quite generally that the bipartite entanglement be-
tween a large connected region of the system and the

F. Proof of Property (80) 21 rest grows linearly in time. This scenario has been ob-
1. Proof of Lemma 1. 22 served in a large number of analytical and numerical in-



vestigations [15-43] and recently even in cold atomic ex-
periments [44]. Known exceptions to this empirical fact
are systems exhibiting real space localization [16, 45],
confinement [46], and quenched disorder creating weak
links [47]. In particular, the logarithmic spreading of
entanglement in the presence of many-body localization
(MBL) [48] is one of the main defining features of the
MBL phase.

The linear growth of entanglement after a global
quench has been first observed in the context of (1 4 1)-
dimensional conformal field theory (CFT), where it has
been explained in terms of an intuitive quasiparticle pic-
ture [15]. The initial state, which is not an eigenstate
of the Hamiltonian, can be thought of as a collection
of pairs of oppositely moving quasiparticles. These, in
the course of time, spread the entanglement across the
system, in a similar way to the one conceived in the his-
torical gedanken experiment by Einstein, Podolsky and
Rosen [1]. In this picture, the entanglement between two
different portions of the system is given by the number
of pairs sharing a particle with each portion. The same
idea can be used to explain the entanglement spreading in
systems with stable quasiparticle excitations, for instance
free [17] and interacting [26] integrable models. It does
not account, however, for the linear growth of entangle-
ment observed in systems with no identifiable quasipar-
ticle content such as generic interacting systems [41-43]
or holographic CFTs [33-36].

More recently, a fruitful avenue of research came
from the study of the so-called random quantum cir-
cuits [47, 49-54], where the dynamics is completely ran-
dom in space and the only constraint is given by the local-
ity of interactions. In this case the linear growth of entan-
glement can be explained using a “minimal membrane”
picture [49, 52], which is conjectured to apply, at least
at the qualitative level, to generic (non-integrable) clean
and noisy systems in any spatial dimension. In essence
one quantifies the amount of entanglement between two
portions of the system by measuring the surface of the
minimal space-time membrane separating the two por-
tions. This picture has been analytically tested in certain
limiting regimes of the random quantum circuits, specif-
ically assuming that the Hilbert space dimension ¢ per
local constituent is large (¢ > 1). Results are available
both when the dynamics are random also in time [49, 53],
and when they are periodically driven [54]. No analyti-
cal result, however, exists on entanglement dynamics in
specific non-integrable models with local interactions and
small finite ¢ or, in general, for clean systems.

In this paper we fill this gap providing exact results for
the entanglement dynamics for a quantum chaotic spin
chain with two-dimensional local Hilbert space (¢ = 2).
Specifically, we consider a family of Floquet-Ising chains
which undergo a transition between integrability and er-
godicity (or quantum chaos) by turning on a longitudi-
nal magnetic field. The latter may be either spatially
homogeneous or arbitrarily spatially modulated. Note
that the non-integrability of the model for non vanish-

ing longitudinal magnetic fields has recently been proved
by computing exactly the spectral statistics [55]. We
identify a class of separable initial states, homogeneous
or arbitrarily modulated in space, from which the en-
tanglement dynamics can be computed exactly for any
non-disjoint bipartition. These results are of high sig-
nificance for three main reasons. (i) They provide an
exact verification of both the linear growth of entangle-
ment and its relaxation to the thermodynamic entropy
in a concrete quantum chaotic model. (ii) They provide
a general method allowing to obtain exact results for the
non-equilibrium dynamics of many-body quantum sys-
tems even in the absence of integrability. (iii) They are
valid in both the integrable and the non-integrable case,
allowing for a unified interpretation of the entanglement
spreading.

The paper is laid out as follows. In Sec. IT we introduce
the model considered, define the protocol used to drive it
out of equilibrium, and introduce the entanglement mea-
sures of interest. In Sec. III we present a comprehensive
summary our results. In Sec. IV we explain the duality
mapping which is the key for our analytical calculations.
In Sec. V we identify the classes of initial states leading
to an exactly solvable entanglement dynamics. In Sec. VI
we sketch the main steps of the calculation. In Sec. VII
we present numerical results for generic separable initial
states. Finally, Sec. VIII contains our conclusions. A
number of technical points and proofs are reported in
the appendices.

II. MODEL, QUENCH PROTOCOL, AND
OBSERVABLES OF INTEREST

The main objective of this paper is to determine a
minimal quantum chaotic model [56], with local interac-
tions and finite local Hilbert space, allowing for an exact
determination of the entanglement spreading. A can-
didate emerging naturally in our quest is the so called
kicked Ising model [57-59], which describes a classical
Ising model in the presence of a longitudinal magnetic
field and periodically kicked with a transverse magnetic
field. This model is quantum chaotic in the sense that its
spectral statistics are described by the circular orthogo-
nal ensemble of random matrices [60], but, as we recently
proved [55], at some specific points of its parameter space
it allows for exact calculations. This is because at these
points, called “self-dual” points (see below), the system
acquires a remarkable algebraic structure making of it a
maximal scrambler with local interactions.

To be more specific, let us introduce the Hamiltonian
of the kicked Ising model. Setting to one the time interval
between the kicks we have

Hxilh;t] = Hilh] + Z 6(t —m)Hy, (1)

m=—00



where §(¢) is the Dirac delta function and we defined

L L
Hih] =T oot + Y hjol, (2)
j=1 j=1
L
Hg=b)» o7 (3)
j=1

In these equations L is the volume of the system, the
matrices of, with a € {x,y,2}, are the Pauli matrices
at position j, and we use periodic boundary conditions
adopting the notation convention o7, = o7

The parameters J and b are, respectively, the Ising
coupling and the transverse “kicking” field, while the L-
component vector h = (hy,...,hr) describes a position
dependent longitudinal field. As anticipated before, in
this paper we consider some specific points in the pa-
rameter space of the model. In particular we focus on
the “self-dual” points, specified by the condition

T
= lbl =T (4)

As explained in Secs. IV, V, and VI, at these points a
duality symmetry of the model allows for an analytical
treatment of the entanglement dynamics. To be specific,
from now on we set

J=- b=—— 5
4’ 4’ (5)
but our results apply to all the four combinations fulfill-
ing (4). The longitudinal magnetic fields h are instead
left arbitrary and are used to switch between the inte-
grable and the non-integrable case. Indeed, for h =0
the Hamiltonian (1) is integrable, while it is non inte-
grable for a generic choice of longitudinal fields. In the
latter case the only symmetry of (1) is the time reversal
T, defined by its action on the spin variables as follows
of = TojT =0f". (6)
Here (-)* denotes the complex conjugation in the “com-

putational” basis, composed by simultaneous eigenstates
of {07} for all j in {1,2,...,L}

BL={|3>=|51, oy8L), s;€{£1}: 0F[s) =55 \s)} (7)

In this paper we interchangeably use s =41 =1 and

s = —1 = to designate eigenvalues of Pauli matrices.
The Floquet operator generated by (1) reads as

1
Uxilh] = Texp[—i / dt HKI[h;t]}: e tHromiHIlR] ()
0

where Texp [-] denotes a time-ordered exponential.

To drive the system out of equilibrium we consider a
global quantum quench protocol: we initialise the sys-
tem in the ground state of a short-range Hamiltonian
and suddenly, say at t = 0, we start evolving with (1).

In particular, here we consider the ground states |t )
of the following family of local, non-interacting, magne-
tization Hamiltonians

L
Hop=—Y  g;iio, 6, " ), 9)
j=1

where 6 = (64,...,0r) and ¢ = (¢1,...,¢5) are L-
component vectors with components 6; € [0,7] and
¢; € [0,27], while g; > 0 is arbitrary, and

Mg, = (sin @ cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos §) , (10)

is the radial unit vector in the three-dimensional space.

The ground states [¢g,4) of (9) are separable (i.e. they
have zero entanglement): the spin at site j points in the
direction fig, 4, of its Bloch’s sphere. Namely, the states
|he,¢) are explicitly written as

ool =@ os(% ) +sin(Z) e i)

Jj=1

After ¢ periods of the Floquet evolution the state of the
system then reads

1o, (1)) = (Ui[h])" [V0,) - (12)

We stress that this protocol is constructive and simple
enough to be realizable experimentally, for instance in
the context of cold atoms [61-63].

In this work, the dynamics of the system are char-
acterised by studying the time evolution of the en-
tanglement between a contiguous subset of N spins
A={1,2,...N} and the rest of the system, see Fig. 1.
This is encoded in the density matrix of the system re-
duced to the subsystem A, defined as

pa(t) = trag,_y[|Ve,6(1) (Vo.6(t)l] (13)

where Hy_n is the Hilbert space associated with the
complement A° = {N + 1,...L} of A. The entangle-
ment content of p 4 (¢) is quantified by the Rényi entropies

Sj(éln)(t), also called entanglement entropies. These are a
one-parameter family of functionals of pa(t) defined as
follows

1

—-n

neN. (14)

S§ () = 7= logtr [(pa(1)"] .

In summary: in this paper we study the time evolu-
tion generated by (1) of the Rényi entropies (14) for a

L A | ]
1 N L

FIG. 1. The partition of the spin chain considered in the
calculation of the entanglement.



system initialised in the states |1g,4). As we shall see,
our analytical results apply in the thermodynamic limit
L — oo. We stress that, in contrast with what we did
elsewhere [55], we do not introduce any averaging on the
longitudinal magnetic fields. The thermodynamic limit
is taken for fixed initial state and time-evolving Hamil-
tonian.

III. OUTLINE OF THE RESULTS

Our main result consists in finding two specific but
physically interesting subclasses of the states (11) for
which the time evolution of all Rényi entropies in the
thermodynamic limit can be found exactly, for any con-
figuration of magnetic fields {h;} and subsystem size N.
These special classes of states are defined as

T={lz14), ¢ €l0,27]}, (15)
£={lvge). 0;€{0,7}}, (16)

where 1 denotes a vector of length L with all entries equal
to 1 [65]. We respectively name them “transverse sepa-
rating states” and “longitudinal separating states”, while
we generically call “separating state” a state belonging to
either 7 or £. These states are called “transverse” and
“longitudinal” because they are respectively eigenstates
of the operators cos¢;o; + sin ¢jajy and o7 for all js.
Therefore, they can be thought of as configurations of a
magnet where the spins lie on the x-y plane (“transverse
plane”) or along the z axis (“longitudinal axis”). The
adjective “separating” refers to their key mathematical
property and it is thoroughly explained in Sec. V. Spe-
cific instances of states in 7 and £, which are most rele-
vant from the experimental point of view, are the ground
states of the two parts in the Floquet protocol. For ex-
ample, when J > 0 and |h;| < J the ground state of Hj
is |r1,0) € £, while when b > 0, the ground state of Hk
is ngl,w1> eT.

To simplify the analysis of the results it is useful to note
that the time evolution of the states in £ can be related
to that of those in 7. This is easily seen by means of the
following identity

Va6 (1) = Ukilh] [dg.5) = oz, s 510 (17)

where ~ denotes equality up to a global phase. This
identity is proven by observing that, since the states
in L are eigenstates of o7, they are also eigenstates of
H;i[h]. Therefore the application of e=*#1[P] only changes
|1g.4) Dy a global phase. Moreover, an explicit calcula-

tion shows that
eI g ) = [y, 4 s0) (18)

Eq. (17) means that the first time step of evolution for
states in £ keeps them in a separable form, and hence
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FIG. 2. Plot of the exact result of all Rényi entropies given by
(21) for 6 = w/2 case. The expressions for § = 0 are delayed
by one period.

does not change the entanglement, but turns them into
states in 7. An immediate consequence of Eq. (17) is

V6,6() = [Vz15-22(t 1)), t=1.  (19)

Jus
2

Considering the entanglement entropy we then have

S5 (1)lg.e = S5 (max(t —1,0)|515 51, ¢ >0, (20)

™
2

where we explicitly reported the initial state dependence

and used 5" (0) = 0. By virtue of this simple argument
we can restrict our attention to the states in 7, the time
evolution of the entropy for the states in £ is found using
Eq. (20).

The time evolution of entanglement entropies from
states in 7 (in the thermodynamic limit) can be explicitly
determined by means of the “duality method” developed
in Secs. [IV-VI. The result reads reads as

lim S (¢) = min(2t, N) log 2. (21)

L—oo
This result is indisputably remarkable: when evolving
from separating states all entanglement entropies take
the same universal form, independent of the fields h;
and of details of the initial states. In particular, at fixed
N, the entanglement entropies display a linear growth in
time up to a non-analytic saturation point where they
become constant, see Fig. 2. The independence of n of
the result means that the spectra of the reduced den-
sity matrices pa(¢) are flat. In other words the reduced
density matrices have exactly e4(*) eigenvalues equal to
e~ 34(t) while the other eigenvalues vanish.

Note that the form (21) for the evolution of the entan-
glement entropies has been found in a number of different
physical settings, both in closed and periodically driven
systems. Examples range from conformal invariant sys-
tems [15, 33], to non-integrable closed systems [42]. From
random in time [49-51], to periodically driven [54] ran-
dom unitary circuits. In particular, it saturates the



bound given by the “minimal cut” argument [34], namely
51(4”) (t) < Lin 1Og q, vn, (22)

where ¢ is the dimension of the local Hilbert space (2
in our case) and fp;, is the minimal number of links
intersected by a cut separating the region A from the
rest of the system in a tensor network representation of
the state at time ¢. This means that the exact result
(21) agrees with the “minimal membrane” picture re-
cently put forward in Ref. [49], where a form like (21)
has been proposed to describe the leading-order features
of single-interval entanglement dynamics in generic sys-
tems. Interestingly, however, our system also contains
an integrable point, namely h = 0. At this point our re-
sult agrees with the the quasiparticle picture of Ref. [15],
because in our case all quasiparticles move at the same,
maximal, speed (Jv] = 1).

We stress that, as opposed to all the other instances
of a form like (21) mentioned above, our result does not
hold only at the leading order for large ¢t and N. It holds
with no corrections for any ¢ and N. This gives further
evidence for the special status of the self-dual kicked Ising
model as minimal solvable model for quantum chaos.

If the initial state is not separating the problem does
not appear to be amenable to an analytical treatment and
it is studied numerically, for a finite volume L, in Sec. VII.
For t <« L, the qualitative behaviour of the entropies re-
mains similar in the integrable and non-integrable cases:
we again observe a linear growth followed by saturation.
There are, however, two remarkable differences. First,
the saturation values in the two cases differ. While in the
integrable case they retain memory of the initial states, in
the non-integrable case the entropies always saturate to
the universal value N log2, in agreement with quantum
ergodicity. The slope of the short time growth, however,
is generically smaller than 2log?2, i.e. the maximal one.
Rescaling the entropies by N and extrapolating the finite
N data to 1/N — 0 we cannot, however, exclude a col-
lapse to the maximal slope in the scaling limit N, ¢ — oco.
The second difference is that in the integrable case we ob-
serve recurrences due to finite sizes when ¢t ~ L, in accord
with the quasiparticle picture. In the non-integrable case
these recurrences are, instead, absent (or at least negli-
gible), in accord with the membrane picture.

IV. DUALITY MAPPING FOR THE
ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPIES

In Ref. [64] the authors pointed out that the traces of
integer powers of the Floquet operator (8) enjoy a useful
space-time “duality symmetry”. This symmetry can be
demonstrated as follows. First note that

tr [(Uxa[R))] , teN, (23)

can be represented as a partition function of a classical
Ising model on a t x L lattice, where Ukp[h] acts as trans-
fer matrix in time, see Fig. 3 for a pictorial representation

v

Phoos

¥y
A hy Ugrlhsl]
f o

v hy

tr [(Uxa[h])'] =

tr | Uialnd] - Uil 1]

FIG. 3. Pictorial representation of the duality relation (24)
fulfilled by the Floquet operator (8). Traces of powers of
the Floquet operator correspond to the partition function of
a classical Ising model on a t x L lattice. The column-to-
column transfer matrix is given by Uki[h] while the row-to-
row transfer matrix between the (j — 1)-th and the j-th row
is given by Uki[h;1]. Note that self-duality condition implies
that both transfer matrices are unitary.

and Appendix A for the explicit expression. Second, ob-
serve that, due to the short-range nature of the couplings
in (2) and (3), the same quantity can also be written in
terms of a transfer matrix defined on a lattice of ¢ sites
and propagating in space (see Appendix A). Namely we
have

tr [(Uah))'] = tr [Oxalma 1]+ Ol 2], (24)

where “tilded” bold symbols denote vectors of ¢t compo-
nents, in particular 1 = (1,...,1) has all entries equal to
1, and Uy [iz] is the transfer matrix in space, also known
as dual transfer matrix. It turns out that Ukp[h] has the
same form as the Floquet operator (8) (with L replaced
by t in (2) and (3)) where the longitudinal magnetic field
vector is given by iz, while Ising coupling J and the trans-
verse field b are given by the following functions of J and

b

= T4
J——Z—glogtanb, (25)
5:—2—%1ogtanJ. (26)

Since J and b are generically complex, the transfer matrix
Uxi[h] is generically not unitary. The dual couplings
become real only when the model is at one of the self-
dual points (4).

In Ref. [55] we showed that such duality symmetry can
be used to compute non-trivial observables, considering
the example of the disorder averaged spectral form factor.
In that case, even if the quantity cannot be written in



terms of a transfer matrix in time, it can still be written
in terms of a transfer matrix in space. This allowed us to
perform an analytical calculation. The unitarity of the
matrix UKI[ ], however, proved itself to be a necessary
requirement for the analytical approach to be feasible.
This clarifies the special status of the self dual points (4):
they are the only points of the parameter space where this
duality mapping leads to an analytic solution.

Here we develop a similar duality mapping for the
calculation of the entanglement entropies, or, more pre-
cisely, of the traces of integer powers of the reduced den-
sity matrix pa(t). We will see that also tr[(pa(t))"] can
be written as the trace of a power of an appropriate trans-
fer matrix in time. In Secs. V and VI we then show that,
at the self dual points and for the special initial states
(15) and (16), such a trace can be analytically evaluated.

Considering tr [(p4(t))"] and using the definitions (12)
and (13) we find

tr[(pa(t)"] =
>~ (ool (Usalh]) ™ la, ba) (a1, br| (Usa[h])' |toe.4)
{ai}.{bi}

x(1hg.¢| (Uki[h])~*|az, bs)(az, ba| (Uxi[h])!|1e,¢)

(10| (Ui[h]) ™" |an, b1){an, bu| (Uki[h])'[te.6) (27)

where \ai,bj> = |al> (39 |b]'>, |a1> € By, ‘b1> € Br_n, for
i, €{1,2,...,n}. Here we denoted by B, the computa-
tional basis of

My = (C*)%. (28)

An explicit expression of B; is obtained replacing L by j
in the expression (7).

Eq. (27) allows one to interpret the trace of the n-
th power of the reduced density matrix as the partition
function of a classical statistical mechanical model on a

J

(@, bl(Uxr[B])*|¥e,) =()2LZ exp[

{575}

. N
1T
X exp 71 E St,jA5—
=1

T=1j=1

E E S7.§STj41 —

L
i
”y Zst] i~ N Hcos (0;/2)ds, ;1 + sin(8; /2)et® Osy
j=1

J=N+1

multi-sheeted two-dimensional lattice, see Fig. 4 for a
pictorial representation in the case n = 3. To see it more
explicitly we consider a single “building block”

(a,b] (Uki[h])'[v6,0) (29)

and show that it is equivalent to the partition function
of a classical Ising model (with complex weights) on a
t x L lattice with periodic boundary conditions in space
and fixed boundary conditions in time. This is seen in
two steps. First, we insert ¢ resolutions of the identity
operator in the basis (7) into (29), obtaining

)" 16,0 ZHST+1|UKI Ils-)

{s.}7=1
x(a, b|Uki[h][s)(s1[10.6). (30)

<a7 b| (UKI

Then we evaluate the matrix elements

L
‘1/}94, :H COS 0 /2 55,1 +SIH(9 /2) q —1] (31)
and =

(slUialBr)= (2)xp[jle

j=1
i L

xexpl—4z TiTi41 — ZZ hjrj], (32)
j=1 j=1

Here, to find the last equation we set 11 = ;1 and we
used the identity

(s]eT"|r) = \/gexp [—i%sr] ,

to treat the “kick” part of the Floquet operator Uki[h].
Putting all together we have

s,r € {£1}, (33)

ol L
E E sT]sTHj—ZE E hjsr;
T=1j=1 T=1j=1

L

1), (34)

which, as promised, is the partition function of the classical Ising model on a two-dimensional cylinder.

Representing in this way each of the 2n building blocks in (27) and summing over {a;,b;}, one connects together
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FIG. 4. Schematic representation of tr [(pA(t))S] according to the expression (27). The six different cylinders corresponding
to the partition functions (34) are schematically represented as rectangles. The spin subchains A and A° connected with the

coloured belts share identical spin configurations.

the 2n different cylinders obtaining the announced multi-sheeted lattice. Explicitly we have

L 2n
tr[(pa(t))”] :ﬁ Z exp[—i Z ngn(n —v (

{075} j=1v=1

X

=

1

v

¥
3

N
Il

15=1

where sgn(z) is the sign function (we adopted
the convention sgn(0) =1), mod(m,n) =mmodn is
the mod-function, and we introduced a new index
ve{l,2,...,2n} such that strings s, , with v < n be-
long to terms in (27) with forward time evolution, while
those with v > n belong to terms in (27) with backward
time evolution.

The second line of (35) is obtained by explicitly sum-
ming over {a;} and {b;} with the help of the identity

S o]

ac{x1}

z%a(s - 7")} =1+4+sr, s,re{£l}. (36)

t
Z( sUTjSDTj+1+h 81/7])

=1 T= 1

N
H 1+3ut]3u+ntj)
1 j=N+1

j=
L
X H (cos (0/2)ds,, 1+ sin(ej/Q)e“z’fsg“(”_”)(5SV’1,].,,1> )

t— 1
+ § SVT]SUTJrlJ

L

H(l + Sy,t,j8n+1+mod(u—2,n),t7j)

(

We see that this line forces the configurations spins in
the subchains A and A¢ on the edges of different cylin-
ders to be the same. These “frozen” configurations are
represented by coloured strips in Fig. 4.

To proceed, it is useful to introduce the tensor product
space H?Q", composed of 2n copies of H;, which is the
space where the dual Floquet operator ﬁKI[ﬁ] acts. More
formally

2n

HE —H, @ ... 0 Hy 2 Homs - (37)

Then, we define the operators Ty 4[h] and Ry [h] on
’H?Q” through their matrix elements in the computa-
tional basis



2n t t—1
™ ™
<{SV,T}’|T0,¢[ ]l{ru 7'}’> 2(t n exp —1 Zl Sgn n—v (Zl (Zsufr'ry;r + hjsy;r) + Zl 4SZI,TSV7T+1>‘|
1 v,tov+n, =
<DL (e) [T (cost0/21h 0+ sin@/20e40 0 ). (39
v=1 v=1
and
1 2n t T t—1 -
({500} Ro,s M {rv.r}) = gy oxp| —i 2_:1 sgn(n — v) <Z (Fsverrvn +hisus) + Z_:l 4sy,fsy,f+1>]

2

v=1

where the first subscript labels spin variables in the dif-
ferent copies of H; composing HE*".

Using the above matrix elements it is immediate to
see that the expression (35) can directly be rewritten as
a trace (on HP?") of products of Ty s[h] and Ry 4[h],
namely

[(PA ) (40)

L
H R9j7¢j [h]]

j=N+1

HT@J)% [h;]

where we defined on ordered product of non-commuting
operators {O;} as

b Q,--- 0
e,

The rewriting achieved by (40) is pictorially represented
in Fig. 5, again in the case n = 3.

In upcoming analysis it will be useful to think of H,‘?Q”
as a tensor product of two copies of H,;, grouping to-
gether the first and the last n copies of H;, see Fig. 6.
Namely we write each element of the basis of HP*" in
the following way

1<a<2 1<a< <2
{sarhizes™) = Hsarhizest) @ {sar Hisrsi™) -

We call these two copies of H,; the “positive-time” and
“negative-time” spaces respectively, as the components
of Ty 4[h] and Ry 4[h] acting on those spaces come from
terms in (27) respectively propagating forward and back-
ward in time.

It is useful to note that Ty 4[h] and Ry [h] are the same
up to a cyclic permutation of the copies of ‘H; composing
the negative-time space (i.e. a cyclic permutation of the
second row of Fig. ), namely

Ry 4[h] = P Ty 4[h] PT,

if a<b

. 41
if a>0b (41)

(42)

(43)

where we defined

n t
P=1® H H P(V,T),(l/fl,‘l’) .

v=171=1

(44)

n
v H (1 + Sv,tSn+14mod(v—2,n),t

2n
) (cos 0/2)6s, ,,1 +sin(0/2)e igsen(n=—v)s 17_1> (39)
1

v=

(

Here P, ) (v—1,) 1s an elementary transposition

1 1 « a
P(V,T),(l//ﬂ'/) = 5]]_ —+ 5 Z UV,TUV',T/ . (45)

a€{z,y,z}

where v, € {1,...,
o, . acts as the Pauli matrix o

n}and 7,7’ € {1...,t}. The matrix
,a € {x,y, z}, at the site

7=1,...,t of the v-th copy of H; in H,,, i.e.
[Ug7'7 O.IZ;/ , T’ ] - 27’67/ V'6T T/Eabc lC/T ’ GS,T = UZ,T' (46)

Note that the property P, )
Pf =P-L
Writing (38) in matrix form we have that the transfer

matrix is a simple tensor product of single-copy transfer
matrices

1 . .
1) = Flr) (u.g) mplies

n

=11 T )[h] .

v=1

Ty 4[h] (47)

The matrix Tg”%[h] acts non-trivially only on the v-th
copy of H; in both the positive-time and negative-time
spaces (v-th column of Fig. 6), and it is explicitly written
as

Torylh]

=B:,[0)- G, -UY[n], (48)

where we introduced the Hermitian matrix B,  [0], the

projector Gy, and the unitary matrix IU((;) [h] defined as

follows
BS . [0] = 2 [cos(0/2) P2 + sin(6/2) P2 ] (49)
1
Gz,T = 5(]]‘ + O—(VIT ® 03,7)7 (50)
IU((;) [h] = U, ge Mo i M0 Ulf@ethje_i%Mf, (51)
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FIG. 5. Schematic depiction of tr [(pa(t))?] written according to Eq. (40). Positive and negative time sheets are respectively
on the left and on the right. Vertices connected by the coloured lines are coupled by the transfer matrices, in analogy with
Fig. 4. Blue-shaded horizontal planes denote the spatial transfer matrices, specifically the operator Ty 4[h] for the physical sites
corresponding to the block A of N spins, and the operator Ry 4[h] = HJ’TQ,(#[h]PT for the sites corresponding to L — N spins in

A°.
and finally
i 2 ]
Uv,p = exp 7 722:1 OprOp il — 120571] , (52)
t
M=ol (53)
T=1
a,t 1 a
PL/A,,T = 5(]]' + UV,T) . (54)

Note that since

[T, ] = o,

n 1

This equation accomplishes the duality mapping of the
entanglement entropies: we wrote the entanglement en-
tropies in terms of the trace of products of an appropriate
transfer matrix in space.

Before continuing with the evaluation of (56) two com-
ments are in order. First we note that the mapping de-
scribed can be performed also when J and b in (2) and (3)
do not fulfil the self-duality condition (4). For generic J
and b we obtain that the entropy is still given by (56) but
the transfer matrix Ty 4[h] is modified in two ways. (i)

the matrix Ug/) [h] is not unitary anymore. The Ising cou-

pling in (52) replaced by J (cf. (25)) and the transverse
fields in (51) (the coefficients of iMZ in the positive and
negative time copy) are respectively replaced by b and b*

N
H T@j,¢j [h‘]} ]PJ
Jj=1

the order in the product (47) is irrelevant. Putting ev-
erything together we have

®
n

FIG. 6. Pictorial representation of the arrangement of the
“dual” quantum spin degrees of freedom adopted in the tensor
product space H;@Q".

L
II To, 0,1 | 7. (56)
J=N+1

(

(cf. (26)). (ii) the projector G; , in (56) is replaced by
cos (b(of, ®1—-1®05,)) . (57)

As we will see in the next section these changes are
enough to hinder the analytical evaluation of (56), how-
ever, the duality approach can still be useful for pertur-
bative calculations or numerical approaches.

We also observe that when the initial state is in the
class L (cf. (16)), namely when

0; =0; € {0,7}, je{l,2,...,L}, (58)
the expression (56) can be further simplified by effectively
reducing the dimension of the space where the trace acts.
This is explicitly shown in Appendix B. The final result



is again of the form (56) with the replacement
T, .4, [hj] — Tg,érg [h;],

_ (59)

P+— P
Here the barred operators have exactly the same form as
the non-barred ones (respectively (47) and (44)) but act
on HP?" instead of HP?". Note that this is nothing but
a restatement of Property (20).

V. SEPARATING STATES

Our goal is to use Equation (56) to determine 51(4") (t)
in the thermodynamic limit. To do that, however, we
need some information on the Jordan normal form of the
matrix Ty 4[h]. Indeed, since the matrix is not normal,
it is not guaranteed to be (and it is generically not) di-
agonalisable.

As proven in Appendix C, the form (47)—(48) of the
transfer matrix has some simple but useful consequences
on its Jordan normal form. Specifically we have

Property 1. The following facts hold
(1) [N < Amax = (14 |cos8|)™, VA; € Spec [Tg,4[R]] .
(i) If an eigenvalue X of Tg »[h] fulfils |\| = Amax then

a. A has trivial Jordan blocks (its geometric and
algebraic multiplicities coincide).

b. the associated left eigenvector (A| satisfies

<A| H Bi,l[e} = Amax <A| ) (60)

(AT 6o = Al (61)

ATJUY = (Al ack, (62
v=1

where Spec [A] denotes the spectrum of the matrix A.

Property 1 introduces the crucial simplification of this
work. If the maximal eigenvalues of Ty 4[h] saturate the
bounds at point (i) the problem of finding the maximal
eigenvalues of the transfer matrix is separated into three
much simpler ones, consisting of finding eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of simple hermitian and unitary matrices.

The bound at point (i), however, cannot be always
saturated. To see this, let us consider some constrains
on the structure of the matrix Ty 4[h] coming from the
identity (40). These are most easily found by considering
the translational invariant case

hj = h, 0, =0, b; = ¢, Vj.  (63)

Setting N = 0 in (40) we have

t(Toolt)"] = trl(p()"] =1, VL,  (64)
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where in the second step we used that the state (12)
is pure. This relation implies that the eigenvalues of
Tg,4[h] are all 0 but one, which is equal to 1. More-
over, the Jordan block corresponding to the eigenvalue
1 is one-dimensional, while the eigenvalue 0 might have
(and does have!) a highly nontrivial Jordan structure.
More formally:

(C1) Spec [Ty q[h]] ={0,1}.
(C2) The geometric multiplicity (65)
of the eigenvalue 1 is 1.

From the conditions (65) it follows that the bound at
point (¢) of Property 1 can be saturated only when
Amax = 1. Note that the cases for which Aj.x = 1 in-
clude 8 = /2, but also § = 0,7. Indeed in the latter
case the matrix Ty 4[h] can be replaced by TW/Q,W/Q_Q[h]
(see (59) and Appendix B). In other words, the require-
ment A\nax = 1 selects the two classes of states 7 and £
introduced in Sec. III. This clarifies the meaning of their
name. We called them “separating” states because if the
initial state belongs to one of them the problem of finding
the maximal eigenvalues of the transfer matrix (and the
corresponding eigenvectors) can be separated. In the up-
coming section we explicitly solve the separated problem
(60)—(62) for Amax = 1, and, incidentally, we also verify
that it has no solution for Ay .x # 1.

Finally, we note that away from the self dual points
(4) the conditions (65) still hold and a property simi-
lar to Property 1 is still valid. In that case, however,
the bound can never be saturated and no separation can
be performed. This makes the problem analytically in-
tractable, at least in an exact fashion.

VI. ENTANGLEMENT SPREADING FROM
SEPARATING STATES

Here we explicitly solve the entanglement evolution
from separating states. In particular in Sec. VIA we
solve the separated problem (60)—(62) for Apax = 1 and
in Sec. VIB we evaluate (56). To be concrete we focus
on initial states in the class 7T, the result for states in the
class £ is obtained using (20).

A. DMaximal eigenvalues of the transfer matrix

Our strategy is to determine the maximal eigenvalues
of Ty 2,4[h] and the associated eigenvectors, by searching
for all the vectors fulfilling (60)—(62) with Apax = 1. To
simplify our analysis we make two observations. First we
note that

B 3] =101, (66)

so that (60) becomes trivial for transverse separating
states. Second, we note that all G, and IU((;) commute



for different v so we can look for simultaneous eigenvec-
tors. The problem is then reduced to finding all vectors
(A] fulfilling

(AIGS, = (4], (67)
(AJUY) = (Ale", a, €R, Ywe{l,...,n}. (68)

To solve these equations it is convenient to introduce
the following one-to-one vector-to-operator mapping (cf.
Ref. [55]) (4] + A:

(Al =) (ml Alk) (k| © (m[", (69)

k,m

where {(k|} is a basis of H,; and (-)* denotes complex
conjugation in the computational basis By, such that

(k" O™ [m)" = (k|Om)", (70)

for any operator O. Using the mapping (69), Eqs. (67)-
(68) are directly rewritten in operatorial form as follows

o, A= Ao} (71)

vt

_ z @ x . _ z T A T
UV7¢€ ih M 614M"A _ €1a"AUU7¢,€ ih M 67'4M", (72)

for some «,, € R and all v € {1,...,n}. In this formula-
tion our goal is to find all independent linear operators
A over H,; solving the commutation relations (71)—(72).
As shown in Appendix D, these commutation relations
are equivalent to
Aos, = ol A, (73)

for all @ € {z,y,2}, 7 € {1,...,t}, v € {1,...,n}.
Namely, they are equivalent to requiring that A com-
mutes with the entire algebra of observables in H ;. Since
the latter is irreducible, Shur’s Lemma implies that the
unique (up to multiplicative factors) solution to (73) is
given by

A=1, and «,=0. (74)
We then find that the eigenvalue of Ty /5 4[h] with max-
imal magnitude is 1 and corresponds to the unique left
eigenvector

U= s o turt, ()
Sy, |

n [L3]-1

where |-] denotes the floor function. We adopted the
convention

G, =1, <0, (81)

N (62, 1x)
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where we used the computational basis and omitted com-
plex conjugation as the basis is real. Moreover, we in-
cluded the normalisation factor +/tr[1] = 2"*/2. Note
that the unique right eigenvector of T /5 4[h] associated
to A =1 is given by |1) = ((1]), as it can be directly
verified.

We also observe that since we just proved that (61)
and (62) have (A| = (1] as only solution, and, moreover

(I TIBoa0] # Amax (1], O #7/2,  (76)
v=1

the separated problem (60)—(62) has no solution for

0 #m/2.

B. Entanglement dynamics

Our next step is to use the eigenvectors determined
above to compute the entanglement dynamics. First we
note that the eigenvector |1) is independent of ¢ and h.
Moreover, |1) is orthogonal to all left generalised eigen-
vectors corresponding to the eigenvalues 0 of T/ 4[h]
for all ¢ and h. These two facts imply

N
log| (|| J] Tr/2.0, (hs] |19}, (77)

j=1

1
lim STV (1) = :

L—oo N

where we introduced

o) =PHL), (@=(E)'=P. (78)

The relation (77) can be used to find the slope of the lin-
ear growth of the entanglement entropy. Indeed, taking
N to infinity we have

2
1—n

lim lim qun)(t) =

N—o0 L—o0

log [(¥|1)] = 2tlog2. (79)
The simple structure of Ty /5 4[h], however, allows us to
progress further and evaluate (77) exactly for each N.

This can be done by making use of the following remark-
able identity

:| mod(N,2)

|\I/> ) vd)ja hj ) (80)

(

and, to lighten the notation, here and in the following we
assume that a product [] -+ only picks a single factor on



its right unless several terms are grouped within a square
bracket [---].

The identity (80) is proven in Appendix F using the
explicit form of T, /5 4[] and the following useful prop-
erties of the state (78)

[[0.20;w) =

12

where O, acts non trivially, as the unitary operator O,
only on the v-th copy of H; in H,y, i.e. O, = ]l%i"_l) ®

o® ]l%in_y). These properties are proven in Appendix E.

A striking consequence of (80) is that the entangle-
ment entropies evolving from separating states are com-
pletely independent of the configuration of longitudinal
magnetic fields {h;} and of the initial-state angles {¢;}.
For instance, this means that the same result is obtained

o), (82)  in the integrable and in the non-integrable case, with or
v=1 without disorder.
n The evaluation of the r.h.s. of (80) is now straightfor-
(¥ H 0, ®0; =¥, (83) ward. First we note that in the computational basis (42)
v=1 of HP?" we have
n [l5]-1
{svH @ ({r, -} H H()[Git Gl (G, ™| o) @ {ror )
t— % t
1 n 2 mod(N,2)
on L% H H |:57{, Ty, 753; 5, T} [&:wtftgj ’7‘v,t7L%J:| H [5%177-”7755;,‘7,7‘{,,7 I_%J <t
v=1 =0 —t— L%J +1
- ; (84)
1 It
ont IT1I [5 ] 3] >t
v=171=1
where the matrix elements of G, and Gj , are computed by repeated use of
(1@ (1 1 |s) @|r) = bs.58r
1
<S/‘ ® <T/‘ 5 (]l + o* & UZ) |5> ® |’I“> = 6878/67“7’!"68,7“ = 6373’5s7r65’,r’ )
1 1 1
(o5 1+0"®0%) 5 (L+0"®@0")[s) ®|r) = 505,050, s,r,8',r’ € {£1}. (85)

Then, we plug (84) into the r.h.s. of Eq. (80

). In particular, for ¢t > |[N/2| we find

[5)-1
\Ij| H l/t T lljt—r} [Git_ %J]mOd(N12)|\I’> =
n [t—1F] d t
mod(N,2)
2nLNJ+nt Z Z H |:5s:/+1,73,/+1,763@,73u,7:| |:5 vit— LNJ Vt1,t— LNJ:| H |:53u,75u+1,755L.775:/+1,'r
Sy, 7—} {5 }V 1 T=1 T=t— L%J"Fl
2
1 mod(N,2)
= gnlE]tnt Z 1 Z P‘“wﬂ% ’Swwﬂ%} Z L
{SVW}T«fL%J {Su.t—L%J} {81‘7}7>t—[%j
_ b one- 13- 1gn— (- 1)mod(N.2)92 %] _ oN(1-n) (86)
2n[%]+nt ’

Proceeding analogously for t < | N/2| we have

15]-1

\I/|H ut T ut T][ iyt_L%J]mOd(Nz) \I/>:22t(1_n)- (87)

(

Therefore, we finally obtain that for initial states in the
class T, all entanglement entropies are exactly given by
Eq. (21).
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FIG. 7. The second Rényi entropy for a kicked Ising system of L = 30 spins evolving from “tilted” initial state (11). Top and
bottom two panels have respectively N = 9 and N = 13. The two panels on the left report results for translational invariant
initial states. The blue and green curves correspond respectively to transverse and longitudinal separating states (cf. (15) and
(16)). Other curves correspond to the initial state §; = ¢; = 1 and different magnetic fields as indicated in the legend. The two
panels on the right correspond to the maximally disordered cases, where the spins at each site point in a random direction and
the magnetic fields h; are either random (purple) or zero (yellow). In the cases with random parameters we show the average
values for a sample of 8 realisations using a continuous line and indicate a standard deviation of one realisation by a shaded

area.

VII. ENTANGLEMENT SPREADING FROM

GENERIC STATES

Here, for completeness, we consider the entanglement
spreading from generic product states (11) which are not
separating. In this case we are unable to address the
problem analytically and we resort to a numerical anal-
ysis. In principle, there are two complementary routes
to do that: one can either numerically evaluate (14),
which we call “direct route”, or (56), which we call “dual
route” [66]. The former is more convenient to reach late
times while the latter allows one to treat large systems.
In particular, in the homogeneous case one can easily
work in the thermodynamic limit using the dual route.

Since here we are interested in the scaling form of
the entanglement entropies for large N and ¢t we use
the direct route. Specifically, we consider finite L
and determine the time evolving state |¢g ¢(t)), for
t€{0,1,...12}, by means of the efficient direct-time
propagation algorithm described in the supplemental ma-
terial of Ref. [55]. The entanglement entropies are found

by computing and diagonalising the reduced density ma-
trices pa(t) (c¢f. Eq. (13)) and using Eq. (14).

Some representative examples of our results are re-
ported in Figs. 7 and 8. First of all we see that the
qualitative behaviour is the same as before: the entropy
grows in an approximately linear fashion until it sat-
urates to a value proportional to the subsystem size.
There are, however, a number of differences. First the
evolution of the entropies appears to depend, although
weakly for h # 0, on the configuration of magnetic fields.
Second entanglement entropies for different Rényi index
n have a slightly different evolution, indicating a non-
flat entanglement spectrum. Most importantly, however,
a clear qualitative difference emerges between the inte-
grable case, h = 0, and the generic one. Indeed, while
in the generic case the saturation value is independent
of the initial state, in the integrable case it retains some
memory of the initial state. Moreover, these two cases
show very different finite size effects. In the integrable
case the entropies start to decrease at times larger than
(L — N)/2, while they remain at their maximal value in
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FIG. 8. Comparison of von Neumann, second and third Rényi entropies for a subsystem of N = 13 spins in a kicked Ising
system of L = 30 spins. For generic initial states they are not equal, reflecting a non-trivial entanglement spectrum. In the
left panel we fix 0; = ¢; = 1 and h; = 0.6,0, whereas in the right we take the averages over 9 realisations and h; are either
random or 0. In both cases the red, purple and grey curves are for h = 0.
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FIG. 9. Scaling form of the second Rényi entropy in a kicked Ising system of L = 30 spins. In the left panel we show the scaled
form for different subsystem sizes and h; = 0.6. For bigger system sizes the curves look more and more like the evolution from
separating states. We also plot the curve resulting from simple linear extrapolation 1/N — 0 from datasets N = 11,13 and
N = 13,15. The right panel shows the scaling form for the averages of 7 realisations of the maximally disordered case, where
the spins at each site point in a random direction and magnetic fields h; are also random. In the case N = 15 the correction

for finite N/L [42, 67, 8] is clearly visible.

the non-integrable case. These behaviours respectively
agree with the predictions of the quasiparticle and the
minimal-membrane picture. Indeed, for finite L, the two
pictures disagree also for our model. A more detailed
discussion is presented in the following subsections.

A. Generic case

In the generic case the system always relaxes to the
infinite temperature state, which is a hallmark of quan-
tum ergodicity. Accordingly, the entropies are always
observed to saturate to N log2 minus the expected cor-
rection due to a finite N/L [42, 67, 68]. The precise

functional form for how it does that is, however, harder
to determine, as we cannot reach large enough systems.
To determine at least the slope of the linear growth we
considered the scaling form

S3 ()

s (z) = Nlog2

x=t/N, (88)

reported in Fig. 9 for n = 2. One can immediately note
that the growth is faster for larger subsystem size. This
makes us wonder whether in the limit of ¢, N — oo and
fixed x the slope goes to the maximal one as for separat-



ing states, namely whether

. . (n) — o
t}}goo Lh_{r(io S () = min(2z, 1). (89)
t/N=x

To address this question we have performed a simple ex-
trapolation to 1/N — 0, based on numerical data for the
largest three accessible values of N = 11,13,15. The
result, however, does not fall on the scaling curve (89).
This could clearly be due to the fact that the system sizes
considered are too small and the question remains open.

B. Integrable case

For h = 0 the problem is integrable, or, more precisely,
free. Indeed, it can be mapped to a problem of non-
interacting Fermions via a combination of Jordan-Wigner
and Bogoliubov transformations (see the supplemental
material of [55]). This gives us the appealing opportunity
of comparing our results with the quasiparticle picture of
Ref. [15].

In the integrable case the Floquet Hamiltonian gen-
erating the time evolution can be explicitly computed
for all values of J and b (see the supplemental material
of [55]). In particular, at the self dual points it takes
an especially simple form: the dispersion is exactly lin-
ear with unit slope. Surprisingly, however, the entangle-
ment spreading from the states (11) cannot generically be
solved analytically. Indeed, for generic values of @ and ¢
the states are not Gaussian in terms of the time evolv-
ing fermions. Moreover, since the dispersion is linear,
the usual arguments about Gaussification do not apply
[69, 70]. Interestingly, not even the separating states are
always Gaussian: the states in 7 are Gaussian only for
(bi = O, .

In the inset of Fig. 10 we report the evolution of

Sf)(t), computed numerically, for several homogeneous
non-separating initial states characterised by different
0; = 0 and ¢; = ¢. We see that, in contrast with the
generic case, the saturation value changes depending on
f and ¢. This indicates that the system does not relax to
the infinite temperature state but to a non-trivial gener-
alised Gibbs ensemble retaining memory of the extensive
number of local conserved charges of the system. Note
that the density of free (Bogoliubov) fermions is indepen-
dent of ¢, so the ¢-dependence of the plateau shows that
the latter is not entirely fixed by such density. This is
expected for non-Gaussian states.

Even if a full analytic treatment is out of reach, in the
homogeneous case we can still find a prediction for the
scaling form (88) by embracing the quasiparticle inter-
pretation of Ref. [15]. To explain the finite-size effects
observed in the numerics we consider the semiclassical
prediction for large finite sizes L, which for convenience
we take to be even. Using that the quasiparticles have all
unit speed and assuming N < L/2 we find that S (x)

15
is L/2-periodic and for = € {0,1,...,L/2} it reads as

S™(z) = min (min(2x, 1), % - 296) ngqz, (90)

where Sézz is a (N- and L- independent) constant
which cannot generically be determined for non-Gaussian
states. As shown in the main panel of Fig. 10 this scal-
ing form is in fair agreement with our numerical results
already for N = 11.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a constructive and mathematically
rigorous approach for computing the dynamics of bipar-
tite entanglement in a class of “maximally scrambling”,
locally interacting, chaotic spin chains. Specifically, we
considered the so called “self-dual” kicked Ising spin
chains, where the integrability is broken by switching on
an external longitudinal magnetic field. We prepared the
system in class of ground states of simple local Hamilto-
nians and determined exactly the dynamics of all Rényi
entropies of finite blocks of spins of arbitrary size. The
results presented are non-perturbative, no kind of aver-
aging is involved, and, most importantly, they hold in
the presence of longitudinal magnetic fields with arbi-
trary spatial dependence. It is remarkable that such an
explicit exact calculation can be performed for a specific
non-integrable many-body system.

Our result shows that in the thermodynamic limit the
Rényi entropies of finite blocks of spins are independent
of the longitudinal magnetic field at all times. Moreover,
they obey universal scaling laws that can be predicted
both by means of the quasiparticle picture of Ref. [15],
put forward for integrable models, and of the minimal
membrane picture of Ref. [49], propounded for generic
systems. For finite systems, however, some qualitative
differences emerge between the integrable and the non-
integrable case. In particular we showed numerically that
there are recurrences in the integrable case, which are
absent in the non-integrable one. We stress that these
differences are correctly accounted for by the quasiparti-
cle and minimal membrane pictures, which disagree for
finite sizes.

Our analytical method can be used to highlight quali-
tative differences in the entanglement spreading of inte-
grable and non-integrable systems directly in the ther-
modynamic limit. To do that one could follow Refs. [35,
36] and consider the bipartite entanglement of disjoint
blocks. Our preliminary results suggest that the scaling
forms produced in the two cases are indeed different and
respectively agree with the predictions of quasiparticle
and membrane pictures. Another possible direction is to
perturb the kicked Ising spin chains away from the “self-
dual” points, where the predictions of the two pictures
disagree also for the entanglement of a single block. This
could be tested within our approach by using perturba-
tion theory.
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FIG. 10. The second Rényi entropy for a subsystem of N = 11 spins in a kicked Ising system of L = 30 at the integrable point
h = 0 for different translationally invariant initial states. In the main shows the rescaled curves, which are close to (90) (black
dashed line), given by the quasiparticle picture. In the inset we show the non-rescaled version, where it is apparent that the
saturation value depends on the initial state. Note a recurrence after the time ¢ = 10, consistent with the quasiparticle picture.

More generally, we expect that our method would allow
for explicit calculations similar to the ones presented also
for other measures of correlations and dynamical com-
plexity, such as operator space entanglement entropy and
out-of-time order correlators.

Finally, we believe that the remarkable algebraic struc-
ture unveiled in this work paves the way for the deter-
mination of a new class of exactly solvable, maximally
chaotic models. Elements of this class can serve as min-
imal models for characterising the non-equilibrium dy-
namics in generic systems.
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Appendix A: Duality of traces

Here we explicitly demonstrate the duality relation (24). Writing tr [(UKI[h])t} in the computational basis B,

(¢f. (7)) we have

tr [(Ualh])' | = 3 (1] Uscalh] 1) {sifUrclBlsi-1) - (saUici[R] 1)

{s-}

Lt
2

_ (Si;fb) Z

{574}

i L L L
X exp —1iJ E $2,581,5 — iJ E 51,551,j+1 — ) E hjSLj
Jj=1 j=1 j=1

L L L
exp —iJ E 51,5St,5 — iJ E St,5S5t,j+1 —1 E hjst,j
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1

L L L
X exp —iJ E St,jSt—1,5 — iJ E St—1,55t—1,j+1 —1 E hjstfl,j
Jj=1 Jj=1 Jj=1
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Here s r4+; = sr; and in the second step we used the identity

I sin 2b -
(sle=" |r) = 5121, exp [—iJsr} ) s,r € {£1}, (A2)
where
j:fgfélogtanb. (A3)

This expression can be thought of as the partition function of a two-dimensional Ising model with complex couplings
on a L x t periodic lattice. In other words, the r.h.s. of (Al) is proportional to the partition function of a classical
statistical mechanical model with configuration energy given by

(i 8r,38rj41 + T 57587115 + ihjse) (Ad)
1

Elfsry}h] ==Y

L
T=1j=

Reorganising the sum on the r.h.s. of (Al) we also have

. Lt t t t
tr {(UKI[th} _ (811217;2[)) 2 Z {exp[—ij; Sr 187411 — iJ; Sr1S8r,L — Z; h1ST,11

{sr5}

t t t
x exp| —iJ E S728r41,2 —1J g 871872 — 1 E hasra
L T=1 T=1 T=1

t t t
X exp —iJ E Sr,LST+1,L — iJ E Sr,LST,L—1 —1 E hLS7—7L‘| } s (A5)
T=1 T=1 T=1

where we defined s¢4-; = s, ;. Using again the identity (A2) we finally find

tr [l | =t (Tl d] -+ Tl 1]) (A6)
where “tilded” bold symbols denote vectors of ¢ components and we introduced the dual transfer matrix
Uralh] = e~ el (A7)
with
o ot t . ot
A =T oioi, + Y hjo, K=bY of. (A8)
j=1 j=1 j=1

Appendix B: Simplified transfer matrix for longitudinal separating states

When the initial state is in the class £ (¢f. (16)), namely when
0;=0; =(1+s;)7/2, s;e{-1,1}, je{l,2,...,L}, (B1)

the form (56) can be simplified by effectively reducing the dimension of the space where the trace acts. To see this
we note that in this case B ; [0] becomes proportional to a projector:

B [(1+s)m/2] = 2P} @ Py (B2)
so that we have
N L
tr HTéj,¢j [hi] | P H Tg,., 5] | P
j=1 J=N+1
L n N L
Ln 2,85 iZol 2,8 —iZol ™ . ™ ™
=2t | [T Bove s @ Prye 5o e | ( [[ Tzg,—zh) | P | [] Tza-zlhs] | P, (B3)
Jj=1lv=l1 j=1 J=N+1
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where we introduced

n t
P=1® H H P(V,T),(u—l,‘r) ) (B4)
v=11=2
To,[h] = B} (0] - GF ;- Uglh]. (B5)
Here the matrix I[_J((;) [h] is defined as
= (05 (0 ). (455 035, =
and the barred operators read as
B i 1 o B t
s = ex0 [42 —i205,2], =Y, (87)

So the have the same form as (52) and (53) but at fixed v they act non-trivially only in the space H;_; composed
of the last ¢ — 1 sites of #;. In other words Ty s[h] has the same form as Ty ;[h] but acts on HE?" instead of H>".
We stress that the trace operations in expression (B3) and below are taken in the subspaces where the operators act

nontrivially, for example, for the barred operators in 7—[? 2{1 = Hop(t—1)- Noting

2n

L
oLng, H HPZ 85 5ol ®Pz Sip—ifol, | — 9ln ¢y H [ Piic UT,1:| =1 Vs; € {-1,+1}, (BS)
j=1lv=1 j=1
we finally find
1 N L
St () = - logtr [[Tz6-sm) |2 | [ Tzg-slh)|Pt|. (B9)
j=1 J=N+1
Therefore we see that in this case the entropies are given by an expression of the form (56), with §; = 7 and
¢j = 5s;, but with matrices acting on H® 1 instead of HE?™, Note that for 0; = 0; the states (11) do not depend on
Oi and this independence is correctly reﬂected in Eq. (B9).
Appendix C: Proof of Property 1
In this appendix we provide the proof of Property 1.
Proof. For each state (A| we have
(AT, 4[R]T} = (4] HB 61 11 o TT Boalo14) < (Al ] B:a[61%14) (C1)
v=1 v=1 v=1

where we used that G, is a projector, so its expectation value on a normalised state is smaller or equal to one.
Expanding B}, ; [0]? we then have

(AT, ¢[h]11‘£7 o[hl|A) < 4™ (A H (cos*(0/2) P @ P +sin®(0/2) cos®(0/2) Py @ Pry
v=1

+ sin®(0/2) cos®(0/2) Py @ Py +sin*(0/2) P @ Py ) |A). (C2)
Since P,fli ® lei are orthogonal projectors we have

(AT, ,[BT) (k]| A) < 4" max(sin'" (0/2), cos™ (6/2)). (C3)
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In particular, choosing (A| to be the left eigenstate of Ty 4[h] corresponding to the eigenvalue A we have
IA| < 2" max(sin®"(0/2), cos®™(0/2)) = (1 + | cos 0])™ = Amax » (C4)

which proves the first part of the claim.

To prove the point (i7) a. we proceed by reductio ad absurdum. Suppose that the Jordan block of A is non-trivial:
let (A| be the eigenvector associated to A and let (B| be the first generalised eigenvector. As it is always possible, we
choose (B| to be normalised and orthogonal to (A| (which is also normalised). We then have

(B|Tg.g[h] = A (B| + z (4| x#0. (C5)
This implies
(BITy 4 [A]T) 4 [P B) = [Amaxl” + |2]?, (C6)

which is impossible because it contradicts (C3). Point (i¢) b. follows by noting that in order to have the equality sign
in (C3) we must have

n
(A H Bi,l[e] = Amax (4], (C7)
v=1
n
A le: = (C8)
v=1
Using now that (A| is a left eigenvector of Ty 4[h] we have (62). This concludes the proof.
O
Appendix D: Simplified commutation relations
In this appendix we prove the following property.
Property 2. The commutation relations (71)—(72) imply
Aoy =0, A, Vae{z,y,z}, Te{l,...;t}, ve{l,...,n}. (D1)
Proof. First of all we note that multiplying (72) on the left and on the right by e=#% My ¢ihMJ UJ, » We have
AeHEMy e””VIVzUlq5 = el e T M gih M, U;¢A, a, €ER, Vvedl,...,n}. (D2)
Using the conditions (71), (72), and (D2) we see that A commutes with
e VEM, Gih M UZ,(;B o, Uyg e M7 giF My — =i My o5 etTMY = —0y ;- (D3)
Indeed we have
Ae— M gih M} Uz:r,¢ 0z U e~ ih M} T ME _
i g—iF MY ih M Ui,qﬁ Aoz, U,y o—ihM; G ME _
i =i E M ih M Ui,aﬁ 0i AU, o~ ihMS G ME _
e VEMY thM] ijb o, Uve eTthMD i My g (D4)

where in the the first step we used (D2), in the second (72), and in the third (71). Using (71) we then have that A
also commutes with

- iag,taj,t =054 (D5)
We then have

[A,00,] =0, Voae{z,y,z}, ve{l,...,n}. (D6)
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Using (D6), (72), and (D2) we can then conclude the proof by induction.
We will prove that if

[A,a‘jAzO, YV a€{x,yz}, Te{F+1,7+2,...,t}, (D7)

then
[A, af,‘i} =0, YV a€e{x,y,z}, (D8)
and then proceeding by induction in 7 =¢ — 1,...,1. The basis of the induction is given by (DG6), so we just need to

prove the inductive step. Assuming (D7) and proceeding as in (D4) we can show that A commutes also with

t

—ihMZ i%M? x —iZMZ ihMZE 7t

Uyge e't ( H U,,)T>e e, ,
T=7+1

t t

_ .z z _i2ho? T _ t—T _z z i2ho? T

- ( H _Zau,r—lgu,re U'TO-IJ,T> =1 O.U,?O.y,t H € V’TUV,T . (Dg)
T=T+1 ;

The inductive hypothesis (D7) then implies

[A,07:]=0. (D10)
Reasoning now as in (D4) we then have that A also commutes with
e T My eihMindaajjU,,y(z, e My i T My — =i My o, - MY = fcrfff , (D11)
e EM gihM, U;r’(z) 02 U, e thMu My o= et EM o, - e TMy o, = —io, -. (D12)
So we have
[A,00 ] =0, a€{zr,y,z}, 7e{l,...,t}, ve{l,...,n}. (D13)
This concludes the proof. O
Appendix E: Proof of Eqgs. (82) and (83)
Let us start by proving (82). First we note
[[o.20;1)=1). (E1)
v=1
This is explicitly proven as follows
n 1 n n
[[o.eorm)y =g > ml [Tk /[ T] O Ik)" [m) @ m)
v=1 k,m,m/’ v=1 v=1
1 - .1 "
-z S I [J0,0lm) I e ) = o S elmy = . (E2)
m,m’ v=1 m

Here we used (70) and the fact that O, is unitary. Second, we observe that from the definition of O, it directly follows

]P’(HOy@)Oj) P =J]o.®0;. (E3)
v=1 v=1
Combining (E3) and (E1) we then have

[[o 2019 =[]0, ©0;P1)=P [[ 0,20} 1) = |¥) . (E4)

v=1 v=1 v=1

So we proved (82) for any O, acting non trivially, as the unitary operator O, only on the v-th copy of H; in H,;. The
relation (83) follows immediately by taking the adjoint of

ﬁ ot, @Ot |w) = |w) . (E5)

v=1
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Appendix F: Proof of Property (80)

In this appendix we prove Eq (80).

Proof. Defining

“UV;T = exXp [_i%aiﬂdrlo’iﬁ] ® exp |: 4 VT+IUV T] TE {1’ te 7t - 1} ) JV’T =1 T < O’ (Fl)
7 . = exp [—iho} ] ® exp [iho ] re{l,... t}, zh . =1 <0, (F2)
X, = exp [if0%,] @ o[-0t e, K.=1 750, (F3)

we can rewrite the Lh.s. of (80) as follows

N
Ty miw = o T (w50 T T2t T ) &
j=1

J=1

To simplify this expression we proceed as follows. First we commute every possible I, -, Z, -, X, ; to the left by using
the following commutation relations

Ju TZI/ = Zﬁ,f“ﬂu,‘r VT7 T, ) (F5)
Ju TXV T = Xu,'r’v]]y,r ol 7& T, 7T+1, (FG)
Xl/ TZZ}/L T/ ZIIJL,T’XV,T T/ 7& ) (F7)
"]]V,TGi,T/ = GIZ/,T’JV,T VT/’ T, (FS)
Zt .G: . =G: L. vr', T, (F9)
XV,TGi,T’ = Gi,T’XU,T T/ T. (FIO)
Then we use
(v H Xy = (0], (F12)
v=1
n
w Tzt = (v, (F13)
v=1
which follow from (82). Finally, using also
H 1. |0) = , (F14)

v=1
n

[T = 1) (F15)
H v) (F16)

following from (83), on the rightmost term in the product over j we find

N n N-1
W [T Tz, 05119 = @ TT | TT 40| 19) (F17)
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where we defined

t—1 t t
G H Juvr H zﬁ,jﬁj H Xur Gy, (F18)
T=t—j+1 T=t—7542 T=t—j+1
Zhes — ght(8/26: (F19)

Using
)
GliTXy,TGIiT = Gli‘r |:Gl:€,7' + 5 [Uf,‘r ®1-1® Uﬁ,T]:| GlZ/,T

~ 65, (65,68, + [ [1- ot 005, [, 01~ 180,

4
- G:,G2,G;, = G,GL, (F20)
we can rewrite (F18) as follows
t—2 t-1 t—1
Ay =G; JuuGy I 3o T 20 I %o (F21)
T=t—j+1 T=t—j542 T=t—j+1
We now make use the following Lemma, proven in Appendix I 1, to simplify the products of A, ;s
Lemma 1.
2n—2 | t—2n+j5 t—2n+j t—2n+j+1
Ay,l o V2n = ut 1 H ut —j Vt—j} G57t—nxy,t—n H HJV,T H Zﬁ;j;27¢'j+2 H XU,T ) (F22)
j=n |1t=t—1—75 71=t—) T=t—1—3
2n—1 |t—2n—145 t—2n+j5—1 t—2n+j
ApiAyonir =Jui H Goo 0 I 1 I3 II Zhzeore I]%Xe-| n>1. (F23)
j=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—j
Using now (F11), (F14), (F15), and (F16) we have
N n %J
(w1l Tz o, [hs]1%) = (Y| II H rt=iChii] G o 2 7V | W) (F24)
j=1 = j=0
which concludes the proof. O

1. Proof of Lemma 1.

Here we prove Lemma 1.

Proof. We proceed by induction in the number of terms in the products of A, js. First we establish the basis. We
begin by computing

Au,lAy,Q = Gitu]]u,t—1G,f’tGi,tJu,t—lGitxu,t—l
- JV-,t—1Gi,tG§,tGlzx,t—1XU,t—1 : (F25)

where we used

z T Tz T z z z z T
GV,TGV,TJV,T—lGV,T - GV,TGV, |:(G’ v,7—1 +3 y‘r—l ® JV,T - Jl/,'r & JV,T—l] Gl/,t

5 o

z

)
_ Mz T T z T T z z z
- GV,TGV,T [GV,TGV,T—I + = []1 - UV,T ® UV,T] [O.Ijﬂ'—l ® UV,T - Ul/,T ® O'z/,‘r—l]

4
- G:,G%, G

v,T—1"

(F26)
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We see that (F25) agrees with (F22) for n = 1. We then compute

Au,lAu,QAV,S = G;tJV,t—lGi’t itJu t—lGi tXl/ t—lGIZ/ tJV t—lGi tu]]V t—2zﬁi’iﬁi’xu,t—2xu,t—l
:Ju,tfleZ/,t i,tht 1X1/t 1GutJVt 1GutJVt 2Zut 1Xpt—2Xy i1
=Ju1-1Gj i,tGi,t—lxu,t—lGu,t—IJ%t—QZi/,tL1XV775—2XV775—1
:Ju,tflGi,tGﬁ,t LZ/,tfl(Glm/,tfIJV,t*QZﬁ?t’(fgl’xu,t72xy,t71

= Jv,tflGi,t f,tGi,tf1Git—lv]]l/,t72xu7tf2xu7t71 . (F27)
In the last step we used
G, k¢ =G}, . (F28)

Since (F27) agrees with (F23) for n = 1 we successfully established the basis for the inductive procedure. To conclude
we need to prove that

(¢) if (F22) holds for n then (F23) holds for n
(79) if (F23) holds for n then (F22) holds for n + 1.

Let us prove (7). Assuming (F22) we have

n—1 on—2 [ t—2n+j t—2n+j t—2n+j+1
z x z S hita, i
Al&l o 'AV72"AV72"+1 :Jl/ﬂf—l H [Gv,t—jGu,t—j] Gv,t—nxu,t—n H HJV,T H Zz/,]-;rz bit2 H XV,T )
7=0 j=n T=t—1—3 T1=t—j T=t—1—j
t—2 t—1 t—1
z x 7hant1,d2n
X Gu,tJV,tflGu,t H JV,T H Zu?‘r 1, P2n H XV,T
T=t—2n T=t—2n+1 T=t—2n
2n—2 t—2n+j t—2n+j t—2n+j5+1
z 7hit2,05+2
JVt 1 H Vt j] Gl/t n thn H HJVJ H ZV,]T ! XV,T ’
j=n |1t=t—-1-j 7=t—j T=t—1—j
— t—1 t—1
z 7hant1,¢2n
X Gu,t—l H Jur H ZV,ZT+1 Pan+1 H X, -
T=t—2n T=t—2n+1 T=t—2n

(F29)

where we used that G ; commutes with all the terms on the first line to bring it close to J, ;—1. Then we employed
(F26). Moving the projector GZ 7.1—1 on the second line to the left and using multiple times (I'20) and (I"26) we have

2n—2 | t—2n+75—1 t—2n+4+j5—1 t—2n+j
z z 7hjt2,0542
AVJ ”'AV,QTLAIGQ”H‘l _“UVt 1 H l/t ]] Gu,t—nxu,t—n vit—n H H JV,T H Zufr Y XU,T )
j=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—3
- — t—1
e I 2o Tl
T=t—2n T1=t—2n+1 T=t—2n
n—1 2n—2 [t—2n4+j—1 t—2n+4+j—1 t—2n+j
_ z T z T 7hjto,¢j42
_JV»tfl H [GV,t*j U,tfj:l vit—m T t—n H H JVJ‘ H ZV,JT Y XV,T )
3=0 j=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—j
t—2 t—1 t—1
X H .- H ZZ,Z:+1’¢2T”+1 H X,.r
T=t—2n T=t—2n+1 T=t—2n
2n—1 | t—2n+75—1 t—2n+4+j5—1 t—2n+j

n
=l ]G5, Ge ] TT | TL 3 II Zwr> J]X-| (F30)
j=0

j=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—j
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which is exactly (F23). Let us now prove (ii). Assuming (F23) we have

n
z z
Al/,l . Ay,Qn-i-lAV,Qn-i-Q :Jy,t—l H I:Gygf—j V7t—j:| H
Jj=0

t—2

z xT
x G; Jue Gl ]

T=t—2n—1 71=t—2n

=J,1—1 H [Glz/,tijzaj,tfj] H
§=0

t—2 t—1 t—1
z 7h s b2n
X Gu,t—l H Jur H ZV)?_;HZ Pant2 H Xur

T=t—2n—1 T=t—2n

on—1 [t—2n—14j t—2n+j—1 t—2n+4j
7hji2,¢512
o, 1T 2o T%
Jj=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—j
t—1 t—1
~h
JV7THZV72;L+2,¢2TL+2 H Xuﬂ_
T=t—2n—1
2n—1 [t—2n—14j t—2n+4j—1 t—2n+j
7h ;
[0 11 2 T
j=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—j

(F31)

T=t—2n—1

where we again used that G ; commutes with all the terms on the first line to bring it close to J, ;—1 and employed
(F26). Moving now the projector G; ;, ; on the second line to the left and using (1'20) and (F'26) we have

n
— z x z
Al/,l co Au72n+2 _Ju,tfl H [ y,tiju,tfj] Gl/,tfnflxu,tfnfl H

7=0
t

T=t—2n—1 7=t—2n

:JV,t—l H [Gi,t—jGﬁ,t—j] Gi,t—n—lxy,t—n—l H

=0

which is exactly (F22) for n + 1. This concludes the proof.

—2 t—1 t—1
~ Ju,r H Zl;727’_rb+27¢2n+2 H Xu,q—

T=t—2n—1

2n—1 |t—2n—24j5 t—2n+j5-—2 t—2n—1-+4j
S hro,d;
TEN T
Jj=n T=t—1—j T=t—j T=t—1—j
2n | t—2n—24j5 t—2n+4j5—-2 t—2n—1+3
~h. s .
13- I Zr>%+ ] Xur|, (F32)
j=n | T=t—1—3 T=t—3 T=t—1—j
O
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