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Dynamical quantum phase transitions (DQPTs) are criticalities in the time evolution of quantum
systems and their existence has been theoretically predicted and experimentally observed. However,
how the system behaves in the vicinity of DQPT and its connection to physical observables remains
an open question. In this work, we introduce the concept of the Loschmidt amplitude spectrum
(LAS), which extends the Loscmidt amplitude - the detector of the transition - by considering the
overlap of the initial state to all the eigenstates of the prequench Hamiltonian. By analysing the
LAS in the integrable transverse-field Ising model, we find that the system undergoes a population
redistribution in the momentum space across DQPT. In the quasiparticle picture, all the lower-
half k-modes are excited when the system is at DQPT. The LAS is also applicable to study the
dynamics of non-integrable models where we have investigated the Ising model with next-nearest-
neighbour interactions as an example. The time evolution of the system’s magnetization is found
to be connected to the products of the LAS and there exists a simultaneous overlap of the time-
evolved state to pairs of eigenstates of the prequnech Hamiltonian that possess spin configurations
of negative magnetization. Our findings provide a better understanding of the characteristics of the
out-of-equilibrium system around DQPT.

I. INTRODUCTION

The research on dynamical quantum phase transitions
(DQPTs) has been thriving, both in experimental [1–5]
and theoretical researches [6–39, 41], among condensed
matter physicists . On the one hand, quantum simulators
have allowed access to the real-time dynamics of quan-
tum systems in experiments [1–5, 42–52], among which
detection of DQPT was found possible [1–5]. On the
other hand, theoretical studies of DQPTs have advanced
our understanding of non-equilibrium physics in quantum
many-body systems, among which may lead to potential
applications in quantum computing [53, 54].

The central study of DQPTs relies on the concept of
Loschmidt amplitude (LA), which measures the overlap
of the time-evolving system onto its initial state, i.e.

G0(t) = 〈ψ0(gi)| e−iH(gf )t |ψ0(gi)〉 , (1)

where |ψ0(gi)〉 is the ground state of the Hamiltonian
H(gi) and H(gf ) is the quenched Hamiltonian. DQPTs
are defined by the zeros in the Loschmidt echo (LE)
L(t) = |G(t)|2 or the non-analyticities in its rate func-
tion λ(t) = − limN→∞ lnL(t)/N , where N is the system
size [6]. They are analogous to the zeros in the partition
function and the non-analyticities in the free energy in
equilibrium phase transitions, and therefore λ(t) is also
called the dynamical free energy. Previous studies show
that in most cases, DQPTs occur when the system is
quenched across its equilibrium critical point gc [55, 56]
though there are exceptions found in, for examples, Ref.
[8, 9]. The above are in fact type-II DQPTs. There
are also type-I DQPTs describing the order parameter in
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late time staying finite or vanishing in different dynam-
ical phases [10, 11, 57, 58]. A recent studies has shown
that the two types of DQPTs are actually related in the
long-range transverse field Ising model [10]. In this pa-
per, we will focus on type-II DQPTs.

In spite of the wealth of literature successfully argu-
ing the presence of DQPT in different models [55, 56],
the question of how the system behaves in the vicinity of
DQPT is yet to be addressed. Various physical quantities
have been investigated in attempt to unveil the system’s
characteristic around DQPT. For examples, nonanalyti-
cal behaviors are found in the correlation matrices and
crossings and degeneracy in the entanglement spectrum
are observed at DQPTs [12–16, 31]. It is also showed that
there exists correspondence between DQPT and the sys-
tems’ equilibrium order parameter in some models. For
instance, the magnetization in the transverse-field Ising
model and its variations was found both analytically and
experimentally switching between positive and negative
regime at the critical times [2, 6, 17–19], providing a more
physical linkage of DQPTs to physical observables. Dy-
namical topological order parameters are also introduced
to study the topological properties of DQPTs. The Pan-
charantnam geometric phase in the momentum space is
found to exhibit a discontinuous jump at critical times
[1, 4, 20, 21, 37] in non-interacting models. Another dy-
namical topological order parameter defined by the time-
ordered two-point Green’s function, which is applicable
for interacting systems, is also found to have discontinu-
ity across the DQPT [22].

In this work, we attempt to provide insights to the
above-mentioned open question. Motivated by the ob-
servation that the dynamics of a quantum system shall
depend on the whole spectrum of the Hamiltonian, we
extend the conventional definition of the LA in Eq. (1),
which just take into account the overlaps onto the ground
state, to the overlaps onto the excited states. We name
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the extension the Loschmidt amplitude spectrum (LAS)
of a system. The LAS does not require any non-trivial
knowledge of quantum dynamics such as the order pa-
rameters, rather one only needs to retrieve the spectrum
of the system concerned, which is already computed upon
computing the dynamical time-evolution of the initial
state. The LAS is a conceptually lighter alternative to
access the dynamic profile of a general condensed matter
system.

To show how one uses the LAS in practice, we applied
the LAS to investigate the dynamics in both integrable
and non-integrable models. We found that the integrable
1D transverse-field Ising model experiences temporary
population migration in the momentum around dynam-
ical phase transitions. Namely the quench triggers exci-
tation concentrated on the middle range of the allowed
k values in the momentum space, whereas at DQPT the
excitation shifts to the whole lower-half range. We also
examined the LAS for various quench parameters, and
confirmed that nonanalyticities persist in LAS for typ-
ical quenches such as quenches within one phase. On
the other hand, the non-integrable 1D axial next-nearest-
neighbor Ising model exhibits substantial drop of magne-
tization when quenched from paramagnetic (PM) phase
to ferromagnetic (FM) phase, and we found that the drop
can be attribute to the simultaneous finite overlap be-
tween the time-evolved state and eigenstate pairs with
negative spin magnetisation of the prequenched Hamil-
tonian.

The paper is organized as the following: The defini-
tion of LAS is presented in Sec. II. The results for 1D
transverse-field Ising model, including the analytical ex-
pression of LAS in momentum space and numerical cal-
culations of different quenches are given in Sec. III. In
Sec. IV, the LAS of the 1D axial next-nearest-neighbor
Ising model and its relation to the magnetization of the
system are investigated. Finally, a conclusion is given in
Sec. V.

II. LOSCHMIDT AMPLITUDE SPECTRUM

Consider a system described by the Hamiltonian H(g)
such that H(g) |ψn(g)〉 = En(g) |ψn(g)〉, where |ψn(g)〉
is the nth eigenstate of the Hamiltonian with the corre-
sponding eigenenergy En(g). Unless otherwise specified,
we prepare the initial state of the system to be the ground
state of the Hamiltonian at H(gi), and quench the sys-
tem with H(gf ) at the time t = 0. The LAS is defined
by

Gn(t) = 〈ψn(gi)| e−iH(gf )t |ψ0(gi)〉 , (2)

and the respective rate function spectrum

λn(t) = lim
N→∞

− 1

N
log[Ln(t)] (3)

where Ln(t) = |Gn(t)|2 is the Loschmidt echo spectrum.
In the followings, we use Loschmidt amplitude/echo/rate

spectrum (LAS/LES/LRS) interchangeably.
For a general n, the LAS measures the overlap between

the time-evolving state and the nth eigenstate of the ini-
tial Hamiltonian. It quantifies how much the quenched
state is scattered into an excited state of the initial
Hamiltonian. The quantity in Eq.(2) represents the first
column of the evolution operator matrix e−iH(gf )t ex-
panded in the eigenstates of H(gi) while the conventional
definition of LA in Eq. (1) only captures the first diag-
onal element of the matrix. Therefore, we expect more
information about the dynamics of the system to be en-
coded in the LAS. By analyzing the LAS and the corre-
sponding rate function spectrum, insights into the char-
acteristics of the quantum state around the DQPT can
be drawn. The similar quantity has also been studied in
the context of fidelity spectrum in equilibrium QPTs [59]
and many-body localizations [60], and here we extend the
study to the time-dependent case. In the following, the
LAS in one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model and
axial next-nearest-neighbor Ising model will be analyzed.

III. 1D TRANSVERSE-FIELD ISING MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the transverse-field Ising model is
given by

H(g) = −J
N∑
j=1

(σxj σ
x
j+1 + gσzj ), (4)

where J is the Ising coupling, g represents the external
magnetic field strength, σαj (α = x, y, z) are the Pauli
matrices of site j. The periodic boundary condition is
adopted. Below we set J = 1 for convenience.

The model can be diagonalized by the Jordan-Wigner

transformation σ+
j = exp

[
iπ
∑j−1
n=1 c

†
ncn
]
cj , to a spinless

fermionic model, followed by a Fourier transformation
cj = (1/

√
N)
∑
k e

ikjck, where the Hamiltonian becomes

H(g) =
∑
k>0

[
(cos(k)− g)(c†kck − c−kc

†
−k)

+ i sin(k)(c†kc
†
−k − c−kck)

]
,

(5)

with ck(c†k) being a set of fermionic annihilation (cre-
ation) operators with k = π/N, 3π/N, . . . , (N − 1)π/N
for even N and k = 0, 2π/N, . . . , (N − 2)π/N for odd N
in the even parity subspace [61] .

The quadratic Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) can be diagonal-
ized by performing Bogoliubov transformation, namely

ck = uk(g)βk + ivk(g)β†−k, where uk(g) = cos(θk(g))
and vk(g) = sin(θk(g)). The θk(g) ∈ [0, π/2] is called
the Bogoliubov angle satisfying the condition tan(2θk) =
sin(k)/(cos(k)− g). The resulting Hamiltonian is

H(g) =
∑
k>0

εk(g)(β†kβk − β−kβ
†
−k), (6)
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with εk(g) = 2
√

(cos(k)− g)2 + sin2(k). The ground

state is the vacuum state |0(g)〉 such that βk |0(g)〉 = 0
for all k. The excited states can be generated by creating
pairs of opposite-momentum quasiparticles in different k
modes on the vacuum state. A quantum phase transition
takes place when the magnetic field changes across the
critical point gc = 1. The system transforms from a FM
phase to a PM phase when g increases from below gc and
vice versa.

Taking the initial state as the ground state of H(gi),
the LA of the system for a sudden quench gi → gf has
an analytical expression derived by Silva [62]: Let ηk and
γk be the eigenmodes of Hamiltonian H(gi) and H(gf )
respectively, one can easily write the transformation in

between as ηk = Ukγk − iVkγ†−k with

Uk = uk(gi)uk(gf ) + vk(gi)vk(gf )

Vk = uk(gi)vk(gf )− vk(gi)uk(gf ).
(7)

Thus the LA is given by

G0(t) =
e−iE0(gf )t

N 2
〈0(gf )|

[
e
−i

∑
k>0

Vk
Uk
γ−kγk

× e
i
∑
k>0

Vk
Uk
e−i2εk(gf )tγ†kγ

†
−k

]
|0(gf )〉 ,

(8)

where E0(gf ) is the ground-state energy of H(gf ) and N
is the normalization factor.

The ground-state rate function can be calculated as

λ0(t) ∼ − 1

N

∑
k>0

ln

[
1 + T 4

k + 2T 2
k cos(2εk(gf )t)

]
, (9)

where Tk = Vk/Uk = tan(φk) with φk = θk(gi)− θk(gf ),
and N specifies the system size. Note that we have ig-
nored an irrelevant constant term.Using Eq.(2), we ob-
tain the LAS

Gn(t) =
e−iEn(gf )t

N 2

∏
k′

(
2Tk′ sin(εk′(gf )t)e−iεk′ (gf )t

)
×

∏
k 6=k′>0

(
1 + T 2

k e
−i2εk(gf )t

)
, (10)

where the k′ product includes all occupied k states,
En(gf ) is the energy of the corresponding excited
state. With the expression above, we can compute the
Loschmidt rate easily

λn(t) ∼ − 1

N

{∑
k′

ln

[
2T 2

k′(1− cos(2εk′(gf )t))

]
+

∑
k 6=k′>0

ln

[
1 + T 4

k + 2T 2
k cos(2εk(gf )t)

]}
.

(11)

Comparing Eq. (11) with Eq. (9), they are similar
to each other but the former one contains an extra term∑
k′ Λk′(t), where

Λk′(t) = − 1

N
ln

[
2T 2

k′(1− cos(2εk′(gf )t))

]
. (12)

Further to the LAS, one can generalize to derive an
analytical expression of the overlap between the time-
evolving nth eigenstate and the mth eigenstate, namely

Gmn(t) = 〈ψm(gi)| e−iH(gf )t |ψn(gi)〉 . (13)

If resolved in Bogoliubov eigenbasis one obtains two dis-
tinct forms. The first is the diagonal term where m = n,

Gnn(t) =
e−iE0(gf )t

N 2

∏
k′

(
T 2
k′ + e−i2εk′ (gf )t

)
×

∏
k 6=k′>0

(
1 + T 2

k e
−i2εk(gf )t

)
,

(14)

where it gives the exact same LE and in turn LR as that
for the ground state. The other form corresponds to the
case when m 6= n and is given by

Gmn(t) =A(t)
∏
k′

[
iVk′

(
Uk′ + Vk′Tk′

)
(1− e−i2εk′ (gf )t)

]
×

∏
k 6=k′>0

(
1 + T 2

k e
−i2εk(gf )t

)
,

(15)

where A(t) = e−iE0(gf )t

N 2 is the insignificant prefactor.
One can show that the corresponding Loschmidt echo
reduces to the previously solved LES and thus the same
rate function as Eq. (11). In other words, we expect the
LAS will be the same if we take the excited state as the
initial state. In this paper, we would focus on the anal-
ysis of n = 0 case where the initial state is taken as the
ground state.

The term Λk′ becomes non-analytic when the argu-
ment of the logarithmic function is zero. The associated
“critical time” is given by

tm(k′, gf ) =
mπ

εk′(gf )
m = 1, 2, 3, . . . , (16)

which depends on the value of k′ and gf . For a general
excited state, since k′ are independent, the critical times
in the LRS will be determined by all the k′ modes in the
excited state and their associated critical times given by
Eq. (16). In fact, in the complex time plane, one easily
realizes that the zeros of Gn(z), where z ∈ C, are all ly-
ing on the imaginary time axis with a magnitude equal
to tm(k′, gf ). This implies that the nonanalyticities of
LRs for excited states are insensitive to system size and
they persist in large systems, unlike the case for ground-
state rate function where it was shown in Ref. [6] that
the Fisher zeros cross the imaginary time axis at ther-
modynamic limit. However, one shall be reminded that
the LAS defined in Eq. (2) is not a simple analogy to
partition function in statistical mechanics.

Figure 1 shows the plot of the critical time in Eq. (16)
versus k′, which also corresponds to the case of single
mode excitation. As expected, the critical time tm de-
creases as k′ increases. Note that an obvious horizontal



4

FIG. 1. Color map of Λk′(t) in the rate function from an
N = 1000 system quenched from g = 0.1 to 2. The non-
analytic peaks in Λk′(t) become more evenly separated and
denser in time as k′ increases.

“line” crosses around the middle of the graph. This refers
to the discontinuity of λn(t) against k′, where the Bogoli-
ubov angle difference φk jumps from strictly positive to
strictly negative as k′ increases, making the log function
drop abruptly in magnitude and causing the large gap.

The Λk′(t) alone has a neat property when we concern
large systems. A simple analysis shows the vanishing of
the term, namely |Λk′(t)| / ln(N)/N for k′ close to 0, π
and thus |Λk′(t)| → 0 in thermodynamic limit. It also
holds true for a general allowed value of k′ as suggested
from finite size analysis of our numerical results. Conse-
quentially, the rate function for excited states with only a
few occupied momentum states would behave similarly to
the ground state quantity during quenching, i.e. a large
main peak equivalent to the ground-state nonanalyticity,
except some small spikes can be seen along at times in
(16) given by Λk′(t).

On the other hand, the growth of the rate functions
for higher excited states starts to behave differently
and becomes more dramatic. The vanishing of Λk′(t)
do not apply to states with multi-mode excitation [63].
Figure 2 illustrates the trend of the rate functions for

ψn(gi) =
∏k′max

k′=π/N η
†
k′η
†
−k′ |0(gi)〉, where the product is

taken over all occupied k modes, for a quench across the
equilibrium critical point. Comparing the rate functions
at the ground-state critical time, we can see the turning
from nonanalytical peaks to smooth valleys, and then rise
again to sharper peaks as we go up along the black dashed
line. The valleys in rate functions correspond to the high
probability of the overlap of time-evolving state to the
respective excited states. This suggests that the system
is driven to a combination of states with lower-half mo-
mentum states being occupied at the DQPT when the
system is quenched across the equilibrium critical point.

A further diagnosis of the spectrum is presented in Fig.
3, where we explore higher excited states with excitations

50

100

150

200

250

m

0.5

1

1.5

2

n
(t)

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

Time

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

n
(t

)

k
max

 = k
1

k
max

 = k
N/4

k
max

 = k
N/4+10

k
max

 = k
N/2

FIG. 2. (Top) Variation of LRS for excited states of the

form
∏k′max

k′=k1
η†k′η

†
−k′ |0(gi)〉, where km = (2m − 1)π/N with

m = 1, 2, · · · , N/2. (Bottom) Same quantities as the top
panel with 4 specific values of k′max. The N = 300 system
is quenched from g = 0.1 to 2. Dashed black lines indicates
the first critical time in the ground state rate function.
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FIG. 3. The rate functions for the excited states of the
form

∏kN/4+m+1

k′=kN/4−m
η†k′η

†
−k′ |0(gi)〉 with m = 0, 1, 2, · · · , N/4−

1 (top) and
∏kN/2

k′=kN/2−m′
η†k′η

†
−k′ |0(gi)〉 with m′ =

0, 1, 2, · · · , N/2− 1 (bottom) of an N = 300 system quenched
from g = 0.1 to 2.0. Black curve represents the ground-state
Loschmidt rate with dashed line indicating the first critical
time, and black arrow shows the direction of increasing m.

in the middle range of k spectrum and excitations start-
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FIG. 4. Schematic diagram of the DQPTs of 1D TFIM in the
diagonalized space. The dynamics of quench around DQPT
can be represented as a series of excitations among the two-
level systems. Green and red dots correspond to the relaxed
and excited quasiparticles respectively. The faded color dots
represent a superposition of relaxed and excited quasiparticles
at low k values beyond critical time. Note that the quantum
state of the system around the critical time is not only the
state shown in the image, but a superposition of similar states.
Subsequently the system would relax starting from the high
k modes.

ing from the highest k respectively. Overall the quenched
system would barely stay in highly excited states and the
excitations occur mainly in the middle or low k modes
during the dynamical evolution, as seen from Fig. 2 and
Fig. 3.

To summarize, Fig. 4 shows a schematic illustration of
the dynamics of the system around DQPT. Notice that
the following description is valid around the first critical
time, and the long-term dynamics is out of the scope of
our studies in this paper. The key concept is to realize
that the diagonalized Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) represents
a system of N two-level harmonic oscillators with inde-
pendent momentum. The initial vacuum state refers to
all the quasiparticles occupying the lower level. Once the
system is being quenched, quasiparticles with momentum
around the middle range of k spectrum (i.e. k ∼ π/2)
are excited to the upper level. At DQPT, they drop to
lower levels and are immediately followed by excitation
of k modes at lower-half k values. At later times, all the
excited modes will gradually relax and return back to
lower level. The sudden occupation distribution shift is
when dynamical quantum phase transitions occur. This
phenomenon also occurs in DQPTs where the quench
does not cross any underlying transition points in the
XY model [23]. A brief discussion of the LAS of the XY
model is given in the Supplemental Materials.

The general quantum dynamics for TFIM is also stud-
ied. Figure 5 shows the rate functions for |ψn(gi)〉 being
the

(a) ground state |0(gi)〉;

(b) 1-mode excited state η†k′η
†
−k′ |0(gi)〉;

(c) lower-half excited state
∏kN/4

k′=k1
η†k′η

†
−k′ |0(gi)〉;

(d) fully excited state
∏kN/2

k′=k1
η†k′η

†
−k′ |0(gi)〉,

where km = (2m − 1)π/N , for various quench param-
eters. There are obvious distinctions in the four cases.
From figure 5 (a) and (b), we observed a divergence in the
critical time (as indicated by the bright lines) at g = 1,
the equilibrium critical point separating the FM and PM
phases. For the 1-mode excited state LR in figure 5(b) ,
critical lines appear clearer to see where they are absent
in the ground-state rate function. In addition, forward
and backward quenches are fairly symmetric in case (a)
and (b), whereas for higher excited states in case (c) and
(d), this symmetry is broken, and the behavior of LRS be-
comes more dramatic that critical boundary starts to blur
and kinks pass through the boundary. For the higher ex-
cited states, nonanalyticities are observed in the LRS for
quenches within the same phase whereas the ground-state
rate function goes smoothly as expected. The higher the
excited state is, the denser the nonanalyticites in the LRS
it possesses. It is still unclear that whether these nonan-
alyticities occurred in LAS follow the conditions to be a
valid phase transition and would be an interesting topic
for further studies.

IV. 1D AXIAL NEXT-NEAREST-NEIGHBOR
ISING MODEL

A variation of the quantum Ising model, also known
as the axial next-nearest-neighbor Ising (ANNNI) model
has also been shown to have exhibited DQPTs, and the
next-nearest-neighbor interaction will further alter the
characteristics of DQPT [38–41]. In here we provide an-
other point of view from the LAS to explain the dynam-
ically critical phenomenon of the system. The Hamilto-
nian of ANNNI model is given by

H(∆, g) = −J
N∑
j=1

(σxj σ
x
j+1 + ∆σxj σ

x
j+2 + gσzj ), (17)

with ∆ controlling the next-nearest-neighbor interac-
tion strength. When ∆ = 0, the model is reduced
to the quantum Ising model in Eq. (4), where it can
be diagonalized and quasiparticle picture interpretation
applies. There are attempts to approximate transfor-
mation to retain quasiparticle picture using mean-field
Jordan-Wigner transformation [40]. Nonetheless, this
work would present the numerical findings. The equi-
librium ground state phase diagram of the model con-
sists of four phases - the PM phase, FM phase, an an-
tiphase (AP) phase with spin configuration of the form
| ↑↑↓↓↑↑ · · · 〉, and an intermediate floating phase be-
tween the PM and AP phases [38]. In the following, we
consider quenching the system between the PM and the
FM phase, where the phase boundary for ∆ < 0 is given
by 1 + 2∆ = gc + g2

c∆/[2(1 + ∆)] [38]. We show that the
LAS can give insights into the magnetic property of the
system.

We first analyze the general quench dynamics for
ANNNI model as we did in the previous section. We
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FIG. 5. LRS with various final parameter, namely gi = 0.1 → gf from 0.2 to 2 for forward quench (top) and gi = 2 → gf
from 1.9 to 0.1 for backward quench (bottom) for (a) around-state rate functions, (b) single-mode excited state, (c) lower-half
excited state and (d) fully occupied excited state. Colors represent the intensity of λn(t).

focus on quench between the PM and FM phase in the
following. The same colorplots as for TFIM are displayed
in Fig. 6 where the LRS for (a) ground state, (b) first ex-
cited state, (c) excited state of energy right in the middle
of the spectrum and (d) highest excited state are consid-
ered for ∆ = 0.15 and ∆ = −0.15 respectively. From
the plots we see the similarities for the two models orig-
inating from the same universality class. Note that for
small system size, the excited-state rate functions could
behave very differently among each other compared to
those for larger system size in the case of Ising model.
Nevertheless, the general features can still be seen. The
streamlined green peaks for the low energy states in Fig
6(a) and (b) approach the corresponding critical points
gc(∆) asymptotically for both ∆’s. As for the higher ex-
cited states, the nonanalytical peaks cross the underlying
equilibrium phase boundary and the overall magnitudes
are higher than that for lower energy states (Fig 6(c) and
(d)). The effect of the NNN interaction can also be seen
from plots. Namely, for the LR of the low energy states,
the kinks for negative ∆ are less prominent than that of
positive ∆, and the length between two consecutive kinks
are slightly longer for negative ∆ for the reason we will
present below. On the other hand, the dynamics start to
become ambiguous for higher energy states as seen in (c)
and (d) in figure 6.

In the following we explore the physics during DQPT
in ANNNI model by means of LAS. Figure 7 shows LAS
in a 10-site system with three different NNN interaction
strength ∆: -0.15, 0, 0.15. The ∆ = 0 case refers to
the TFIM and is plotted here for comparison. Only the
eigenstates with relatively high contribution in the LAS
and their corresponding magnetization are shown in the
figure. Notice that all these highly contributed eigen-
states are non-degenerate. From the figure, we observe
a general DQPT process in the model as follows: For
all considered values of ∆, the system is first excited to

low-lying excited states, followed by an increase of over-
lap to the higher excited states with lower magnetization
around the vicinity of DQPT, then relaxes to lower en-
ergy states, restoring the high magnetization.

The effect of turning on the NNN interaction causes
the system to lean on the eigenstates of weak magnetic
character for positive ∆, whereas it hinders the drop of
magnetization and even prevents relaxation in the case
of frustration where ∆ is negative, aside from delaying
DQPTs. This is the direct consequence of the NNN inter-
action being negative. The negativity of the interaction
introduces a ”frustration” on the spins, where the spins
”hesitate” to align parallel to their nearest spins, but
anti-parallel to their next-nearest neighbors to minimize
energy. This ”hesitation” multiplies during dynamical
transition which collective spin flip takes place, so that
spin flipping for negative ∆ is reduced. The immediate
effect would be the less number of effective states con-
tributing to DQPT than the non-negative ∆ cases and a
later critical time as seen from Fig. 7.

LAS also reveals some surprising features in the mag-
netization dynamics. Figure 8 shows the ground-state
rate function and the corresponding time-evolving mag-
netization as given by

〈Mz(t)〉 =
1

N

N∑
j=1

〈
Ψf
i (t)

∣∣∣σzj ∣∣∣Ψf
i (t)

〉
, (18)

where
∣∣∣Ψf

i (t)
〉

= e−iH(∆,gf )t |ψ0(∆, gi)〉.The peaks in

λ0(t) become more prominent as system size increases
(see inset of Fig. 8), and be reminded that the peaks are
true non-analytic for all ∆’s shown in ref. [38]. Note that
each minimum of 〈Mz(t)〉 does not align strictly with the
respective critical times, but qualitative importance can
be well illustrated. As ∆ increases from a negative value
to a positive value, the time difference between the mag-
netization minimum and the rate function peak reduces.
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FIG. 6. Same colorplots as Fig. 5 for ANNNI model. The rows from the top to the bottom show the quench case for
(g,∆) = (0.1, 0.15) → (gf , 0.15), (2.0, 0.15) → (gf , 0.15), (0.1,−0.15) → (gf ,−0.15), (2.0,−0.15) → (gf ,−0.15), respectively.
The columns corresponds to the LRS for (a) the ground state, (b) the first excited state, (c) the middle-energy excited state
and (d) the highest energy excited state, respectively.

For a positive ∆, the system’s magnetization becomes
negative in the vicinity of DQPT, while it stays positive
for a negative ∆.

To understand these, we can express 〈Mz(t)〉 in Eq.
(18) in terms of the LAS as

〈Mz(t)〉 =
1

N

N∑
j=1

∑
m,n

G∗m(t)Gn(t)
〈
Ψi
m(0)

∣∣σzj ∣∣Ψi
n(0)

〉
,

(19)
where

∣∣Ψi
n(0)

〉
= |ψn(∆, gi)〉. In a sense, the mag-

netization is weighted by spectral behavior of the sys-
tem. We plotted the individual terms in the summa-
tion of Eq. (19) for different ∆’s at different times in
Fig. 9. Only real values are displayed since imagi-
nary parts sum to zero. We observe the off-diagonal
terms of Mz(t) are finite and symmetric along diagonal as
(G∗m(t)Gn(t))† = G∗n(t)Gm(t), and they have great contri-

bution to the time-evolving magnetization especially at
critical time. Obviously σzj does not commute with the
Hamiltonian, so σzj is not necessarily diagonal in initial
eigenstate basis. However, since the matrix elements of
σzj are fixed, it is the LAS Gn(t) guaranteeing some par-
ticular dynamical structure of the system during dynam-
ical phase transition. Namely, the ”active” off-diagonal
terms are the most and most spread-out in the spectrum.
At DQPT, the system is the most energetic that it would
stay in various high-energy states, and preferrably super-
position pairs of eigenstates [ψm(gi), ψn(gi)] in a way to
minimize the magnetization in z direction. Note that
most of the contributions come from the superposition
pairs, and in the midst of the spectrum some pairs give
the largest negative values. This is particularly true for
positive ∆, where the number of negative terms indicat-
ing as blue dots are more and possesses the lowest nega-
tive value among the three ∆’s, as shown in the first plot
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FIG. 7. LES of the quenched N = 10 ANNNI model from or-
dered phase to disordered phase with ∆ = 0.15 (top), ∆ = 0
(middle) and ∆ = −0.15 (bottom). The black curves corre-
spond to the ground-state LE. The numbers in bracket refer
to the magnetization of each involved excited state. Verti-
cal dashed lines indicate the first critical time when DQPT
happens.

of Fig. 9(b).

The spectrally weighted magnetization also
shows distinguishable features away from critical
time. Figure 9(a) and (c) captures the instants of
G∗m(t)Gn(t)

〈
Ψi
m(0)

∣∣σzj ∣∣Ψi
n(0)

〉
before and after the first

DQPT respectively. In whichever time the effective
terms concentrate on lower-energy spectrum (lower-left
corner of the plots), while non-zero NNN interaction
slightly triggers higher excitations. Imposing similar
arguments as we described the mechanism of DQPT
of TFIM, the quench stimulates the system through
the lower spectrum, followed by the strongest super-
imposed state such that those pair states contribute,
off-diagonally by calculation, to minimizing magneti-
zation in our studied quench case. After DQPT, the
system relaxed to low-lying states as presented by the
vanishing of off-diagonal and higher-energy-state terms
in Fig. 9(c). Note that the negative ∆ case retains
some more off-diagonal and higher-half spectrum terms

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0
(t

)

 = 0.15

 = 0

 = -0.15

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Time

0

0.5

1

M
z
(t

)

0 1 2

Time

0

0.2

0.4

0
(t

)

FIG. 8. Quench dynamics and the corresponding time-varying
magnetization of ANNNI model with 10 spin chain. The sys-
tem is quenched from gi = 1.3 to gf = 0.2 with the cor-
responding critical times indicated by colored dashed lines.
Inset shows the LRs for ∆ = 0 and −0.15 for N = 20.

because of the ”frustration” explained above.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have introduced the LAS to investi-
gate the physical nature of DQPTs in many-body sys-
tems. As examples we studied the LAS and the rate
functions on 1D transverse-field Ising model and 1D ax-
ial next-nearest-neighbor Ising model. The former sys-
tem displays a population re-distribution at the vicinity
of dynamical phase transitions in the momentum space.
In particular, the excitations originally concentrated in
the middle range of k values shift to the whole lower-half
range at critical time, and relax to the lower levels after
the transition. We demonstrated too that LAS plays a
role in the evolution of the observables in quenching, for
instance the minimization of transverse magnetization in
the study of ANNNI model. From that we infer that at
DQPT the system, whether or not frustrated, tends to
stay in excited states in pairs, in which their combined
magnetic property achieve a vanishing or even flipped
magnetization.

LAS is a conceptually simple but fundamental analysis
method, where we directly diagnose the dynamics of the
time-evolving systems without other complex physical
treatments. This encourages its application to any other
many-body systems. There will be interesting findings
of how the emergence of LAS in DQPTs are presented
in other quantum models, and even as a general sense of
describing the physics underlying in DQPTs, where like
the magnetization of ANNNI model studied in this work,
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FIG. 9. Explicit values of the term G∗m(t)Gn(t)
〈
Ψi

m(0)
∣∣σz

j

∣∣Ψi
n(0)

〉
for the three ∆’s in three fixed times: (a) before DQPT,

(b) at DQPT and (c) after DQPT. The quench is done on an N = 10 system with quench pair (gi, gf ) = (1.3, 0.2). Red color
represents positive values and blue color represents negative values. Diagonal terms (m = n) are highlighted by the diagonal
black lines.

any possible link of LAS to the system’s order parameters
can be established.
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Appendix A: Loschmidt amplitude spectrum in DQPT without crossing the equilibrium critical point

Dynamical phase transitions was also shown to occur in some models where the quench is without crossing the
model’s equilibrium phase boundary. An example is the XY model, where the authors showed nonanalyitcal behaviors
in the LR with ground state when one quenches the system within a single phase [23]. The Hamiltonian of XY model
is given by

H = −
N∑
j=1

[(
1 + δ

2

)
σxj σ

x
j+1 +

(
1− δ

2

)
σyj σ

y
j+1

]
− g

N∑
j=1

σzj . (A1)

The domains at which the system is quenched to for an arbitrary prequench Hamiltonian (gi, δi) to achieve the
single-phase DQPT is defined by the inequality[23]

D(gi, δi) =
{

(gf , δf )|2δiδf < 1− gigf −
√

(g2
i − 1)(g2

f − 1)
}
. (A2)

The XY model is diagonalizable using the same transformations in the TFIM as presented in the main text. We
apply our scheme LAS in quasiparticle picture to one initial parameter pair (gi, δi) = (0, 0.3), where the ”transition

point” reckoned using Eq. (A2) is g =
√

0.3276 ≈ 0.573. We choose the final parameter pair as (gf , δf ) = (0.8, 0.3)
and observe four different contiguous excitations of k modes:

(a) ψn(gi) =

kma∏
k′=k1

η†k′η
†
−k′ |0(gi)〉 ma = 1, 2, . . . ,

N

2

(b) ψn(gi) =

kN/4+mb+1∏
k′=kN/4−mb

η†k′η
†
−k′ |0(gi)〉 mb = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

N

4
− 1

(c) ψn(gi) =

kN/2∏
k′=kN/2−mc

η†k′η
†
−k′ |0(gi)〉 mc = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

N

2
− 1

(d) ψn(gi) =

kN/6+md∏
k′=kN/6

η†k′η
†
−k′ |0(gi)〉 md = 1, 2, . . . ,

N

3
,

(A3)
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FIG. 10. LRS for four distinct excited state patterns stated in Eq. (A3) for an N = 300 system quenched from (0, 0.3) →
(0.8, 0.3). Uparrows show the direction of increasing k occupation. Black lines are the rate function for ground state with
dashed lines indicating the critical time.

where the last excitation starts from around the middle of the lower-half k spectrum. Their respective rate functions
are plotted in Fig. 10. The dynamics of the system around DQPT are very similar to that being observed in the
TFIM in the main text: As in Fig. 10(c), there are merely excitations to very high-energy excited states. The
transient excitation of the quasiparticle states are mainly in the middle of the spectrum, as shown in Fig. 10(b),
followed by a rapid excitation shift to around the middle range of the lower-half k states as indicated in Fig. 10(d).
The only qualitative difference of the dynamics happened during DQPT between TFIM and the XY model is that
the dominating excitation in the vicinity of dynamical phase transition in the former model is the entire lower-half



12

modes, whereas the latter has a narrower range of excitation and lowest k mode is slightly higher at around kN/6. The
significance of the study is that it seems to be a general case that a downshift of momentum excitation should occur
when an integrable system is quenched and DQPT is triggered. There may be other minor difference for the region of
excitations the system has during quench, like the negligible contribution from the lower-range k mode excited states
in XY model (Fig. 10(a)) compared to that in TFIM, but the crucial dynamics around DQPT, namely the population
re-distribution in the quasiparticle picture, persists in both models.

Appendix B: Loschmidt rate for randomly selected excited state

In the main text, the Loschmit rate function for an arbitrary excited state in the TFIM is derived in the momentum
space as

λn(t) ∼ − 1

N

{∑
k′

ln

[
2T 2

k′(1− cos(2εk′(gf )t))

]
+

∑
k 6=k′>0

ln

[
1 + T 4

k + 2T 2
k cos(2εk(gf )t)

]}
(B1)

with k′ representing the excited k modes. The expression contains two sums, with the former concerning all occupied
momentum states and the latter concerning the empty momentum states. Since the k-modes are independent, one
can always observe the dynamics of an arbitrarily excited state using the above equation. We show the evolution of
LRs for seven different randomly excited states in Fig. 11. Note that the excited k modes are chosen randomly in a
discrete uniform distribution. Also one can hardly specify exactly which k states are occupied due to the tremendous
number of ways for a system given size N to be excited (2N−1 possible excited states in a parity subspace for TFIM).
To that, we label those excited states by only the number of occupied k modes, but by further inspection one can
already draw some conclusions about the features of rate functions for different excited states. In particular, we divide
them into several categories according to their transient growth in the LRs around the first critical time:

1. Ground-state-like LRs (green and blue lines in figure 11): A main big peak similar to the nonanalytical peak
of the ground-state rate function with some additional spikes of nonanalyticities along the evolution originated
from the nonanalyticites in the Λk′(t) defined as

Λk′(t) =
1

N
ln

[
2T 2

k′(1− cos(2εk′(gf )t))

]
(B2)

with the associated critical time tm(k′, gf ) = mπ/εk′(gf ),m = 1, 2, . . . (for details see the original manuscript);

2. low-range k -excited-like LRs (cyan line in Fig. 11): Opposite to ground-state-like LRs, they have the lowest
valley instead of big peak around critical time implying the most probable groups of eigenstates the system will
be in during dynamical phase transitions;
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Time
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1
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n
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)

14 77 29 85 8 59 85

# of excited k modes

FIG. 11. LRS for seven randomly excited states in an N = 300 system. The quench is from g = 0.1→ 2. Dashed line indicates
the first critical time. Legend shows the number of excited k states.
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3. high-range k -excited-like LRs (purple and brown lines in Fig. 11): Magnitudes are high in general that they
merely contribute to the dynamics of DQPTs, and they have apparent nonanalytical behavior around DQPTs.

Notice however that the LRs for some excited states may have a mixture of these categories. To name a few, the
middle-range k -mode excited state mentioned in the original manuscript and red line in Fig. 11 lie in between low-
range k -excited-like and high-range k -excited-like LRs, namely the valley moves slightly away from the critical time
but still these excited states contribute to the dynamics of the quench before DQPT, and the nonanalyticity starts
becoming pronounced. The yellow line in Fig. 11, on the other hand, combines the features of ground-state-like and
low-range k -excited-like LRs, where the big peak shrinks while the valley is moving closer to the critical time. To
conclude, for a system that can be described by quasiparticles in momentum space, we observe several major features
regarding the dynamical growth of Loschmidt rate for a general excited state. In particular, the Loschmidt rate for
an arbitrarily excited state will either possess solely one of the categorized characteristics or a combination of those
characteristics.
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