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The ground state degeneracy of topologically ordered gapped Hamiltonians is the bedrock for a quantum
error-correcting code with macroscopic distance, which is unfortunately not stable away from equilibrium. In
this work, we show that the presence of a bounded lightcone preserves topological order. As a quantum code,
the initial ground space will keep its macroscopic distance during unitary time evolution. We also show how
a bounded lightcone can emerge through suitable perturbations in the two-dimensional toric code. Our results
suggest that topological quantum memory can be dynamically robust at zero temperature.

Introduction.—The gapped quantum phases of matter with
topological order (TO) go beyond the Landau paradigm and
possess locally indistinguishable degenerate ground states on
closed space manifolds [1, 2], whose properties make them
promising candidates as self-correcting quantum memories
(QMs) [3]. Correspondingly, quantum error-correcting codes
(QECs) provide toy models of TO with Hamiltonians that
are sum of commuting local projectors and ground spaces
as code spaces with macroscopic distance [4]. Along with
decades of theoretical exploration, the intimacy between TO
and quantum information processing [5] has also recently
sparked much experimental effort to realize topologically or-
dered states [6, 7] and QECs [8–11].

The code space with TO is robust in the sense that the gap
is stable against inevitable small local perturbations, and the
splitting of the topological degeneracy is exponentially small
with the system size [12]. Meanwhile, the states in the same
phase are connected by a quasi-adiabatic continuation that
preserves the macroscopic distance [12–14]. However, the
initially prepared state will typically not be an eigenstate of
the perturbed Hamiltonian. Though, in principle, we can ini-
tialize the code state by adiabatic evolution [47], it generally
requires repeated syndrome measurements to project the sys-
tem to a ground state of the unperturbed Hamiltonian [3]. For
this reason, the nonequilibrium effects of dynamics must be
considered. Unfortunately, the topological QM is not robust
away from equilibrium, e.g., after a quantum quench with only
logarithmic lifetimes with suitable models [15, 16]. Indeed,
the TO is lost in the long-time limit observed by the thermal-
ization of the topological entropy [17]. Remedies were pro-
posed in [18, 19], where Andersen localization can constrain
the movement of point-like excitations to form a logical error
and thus increase the lifetime of the QMs.

In this letter, we show that a topologically ordered system
with a bounded effective lightcone preserves its TO under uni-
tary time evolution. The lightcone emerges from the Lieb-
Robinson bound (LRB). Its boundedness renders the time evo-
lution operator effectively local. As a result, TO is preserved
during time evolution. Accordingly, the initial ground space
continues to be a QEC with macroscopic distance. We sub-
stantialize this setting by introducing randomness in the cou-
plings of the toric code, thereby obtaining dynamical local-

ization with a bounded lightcone. We also present numerical
results for the typical non-local TO parameters to support our
conclusions.

Bounded lightcone and TO.— Consider a quantum system
defined on a D-dimensional lattice Λ, a metric space of lin-
ear size L. The Hilbert space is a tensor product of the lo-
cal Hilbert spaces on lattice sites, H = ⊗i∈ΛHi, dim(Hi) =O(1). The Hamiltonian is a sum of commuting local terms
H0 = ∑ZHZ , where HZ is supported on a bounded set
Z ⊂ Λ. The dimension of the ground-space projector P0 de-
pends only on the topology of the space manifold. TO is de-
fined by the existence of a length L∗ = Ω(L) such that ar-
bitrary operator O supported on set whose diameter ≤ L∗,
does satisfy P0OP0 ∝ P0 [12]. We then say that P0 is a
QEC with macroscopic distance [20]. Notice that a ground
space P is a QEC correcting error E iff PE†EP ∝ P for all
E ∈ E , where E is a linear space of errors [21, 22]. Intro-
ducing small local perturbations, we can define a continuous
family of Hamiltonians, Hs = H0 + sV , 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, where the
gap of Hs is not closed and degeneracy splitting is exponen-
tially small with L. Consequently, the ground-state projectors
in the same phase are quasi-adiabatically connected by a local
unitary, Ps = UsP0U

†
s . Ps is of ‘perturbed’ TO quantified as

[23]:

Definition 1. P is topologically ordered, if for any operator
O supported on a set whose diameter is smaller than L∗, there
exist L∗ = Ω(L), ε = exp(−Ω(La)) with a > 0 and a scalar z
such that

∥ POP − zP ∥≤ ε. (1)

We say P is of TO to accuracy (L∗, ε).

For example, if P0 is of TO to accuracy (L/2,0) then one
can prove that P1 is of TO to accuracy (L/4, e−Ω(La)) [12–
14]. So P1 continues to be a QEC approximately with macro-
scopic distance for large L. We will show that this continua-
tion can also appear in quantum dynamics.

The speed of light gives a fundamental constraint in rela-
tivistic quantum field theory, called ‘microcausality’. It states
that the commutator of two local physical operators vanishes
if they are spacelike separated. There is an analogous property
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of (a) linear, (b) logarithmic, and (c)
bounded effective lightcone. The blue regions dipict causal regions.

for nonrelativistic many-body quantum systems with local in-
teractions: an effective linear lightcone emerging character-
ized by the Lieb-Robinson velocity v, which is the maximum
velocity of signals in the model [23–26]. The LRB states that,
for any two operators AX and BY supported on subset X
and Y in Λ, the distance between which is dist(X,Y ) = l,
if l − vt > 0, then ∥[AX(t),BY ]∥ ≤ exp(−Ω(l)). Here the
operators are in the Heisenberg picture. So signals outside the
lightcone are exponentially suppressed.

The linear LRB is an essential property of generic local
quantum systems. It lays the foundations of proofs of many
important theorems in many-body physics [27–32]. Anyway,
the bound can be tighter in particular classes of quantum sys-
tems. Reference [33–39] argues that the system of many-
body localization is intimately associated with the logarith-
mic lightcone. Though the logarithmic LRB was first proved
in the one-dimensional XX model with Anderson localization
[40], it was further demonstrated that the bound is actually
time independent [41]. Later works generalized the result to
the one-dimensional XY model[42–44]. Next, we give a for-
mal definition of the bounded lightcone for generic quantum
systems and show its consequences. The three types of light-
cones are illustrated schematically in Fig. 1.

Definition 2. A quantum system possesses a bounded light-
cone, if any two operators AX and BY supported on subsets
X and Y at a distance of dist(X,Y ) satisfy

∥[AX(t),BY]∥⩽C ∣X ∣∥AX∥∥BY∥ e−µ(dist(X,Y )). (2)

HereC and µ are nonnegative constant, ∥⋯∥ denotes operator
norm, ∣⋯∣ the cardinality of the set.

Proposition 1. If P0 possesses TO to accuracy (L∗, ε), ε =
exp(−Ω(L)) and the system with Hamiltonian H1 has a
bounded lightcone, then P (t) = U(t)P0U(t)† is topological
ordered, where U(t) = exp(−itH1).

Proof. For any OA, ∥OA∥ = 1 without loss of generality, sup-
ported on A with diameter diam(A) ≤ L∗/2, we will prove
that there exists a scalar z such that ∥P (t)OAP (t)−zP (t)∥ =∥P0OA(t)P0 − zP0∥ ≤ ε′. Notice that the support of OA(t)
is Λ. Let S denote the subset having distance at most L∗/2
from A, and S̄ = Λ − S is the complement set of S. Fol-
lowing Ref. [23], we can approximates OA(t) by an operator
O
L∗/2
A (t) = 1

TrS̄(1S̄) TrS̄ (OA(t)) ⊗ 1S̄ , whose support is S.
Indeed,

O
L∗/2
A (t) = ∫ dµ(V )V OA(t)V †, (3)

where V is a unitary operator acting on S̄ and µ(V ) is the
Haar measure for V . Therefore, ∥OA(t) − OL∗/2A (t)∥ ≤∫ dµ(V )∥[V,OA(t)]∥. Combining Eq. (2), and absorbing
the geometric factor into C, we have ∥OA(t) − OL∗/2A (t)∥ ≤
CL∗De− 1

2µL
∗
. Since diam(S) ≤ L∗ and P0 has TO to accu-

racy (L∗, ε), there exists a scalar z such that ∥P0O
L∗/2
A (t)P0−

zP0∥ ≤ ε. Applying triangle inequality, we finally get

∥P0OA(t)P0 − zP0∥ ≤ ε +CL∗De− 1
2µL

∗ = ε′. (4)

Since exponential decay overwhelms algebraic increase, ε′ =
exp(−Ω(L)). So P0(t) has TO to accuracy (L∗

2
, ε′).

Proposition 2. For a local Hamiltonian H0 = ∑ZHZ where
Z’s are bounded sets, H(t) = U(t)H0U(t)† defines a family
of iso-spectral local Hamiltonians.

Proof. Since U(t) is unitary, H(t) is iso-spectral for all t.
We next prove H(t) = ∑ZHZ(t) is a local Hamiltonain.
First, as in Eq. (3), each HZ(t) can be approximated by
H l
Z(t) = ∫dµ(V ) V HZ(t)V †, where the integral is over uni-

tary operator acting on the set with a distance larger than l
from set Z with Haar measure. Then, H l

Z(t) is supported on
the ball of radius l about set Z, denoted by Bl(Z). Therefore,
we get

∥HZ(t) −H l
Z(t)∥ ≤ C ∣Z ∣ ∥HZ∥ e−µl. (5)

Then, H = ∑Z′HZ′ is a local Hamiltonian if for any point
j ∈ Λ,

∑
Z′∋j ∥HZ′∥ ∣Z ′∣ exp[ν diam(Z ′)] = O(1), (6)

where ν is a positive constant [12, 29, 45]. Here diam(Z ′)
can be arbitrary large, while ∥HZ′∥ needs to be exponentially
decaying with diam(Z ′). Therefore, this general notion of
locality allows the interaction term can have an exponentially
decaying tail instead of being exactly finite support. We de-
compose HZ(t) = ∑l H̃ l

Z(t) by defining a sequence of op-
erators H̃ l

Z(t) = H l
Z(t) −H l−1

Z (t), H̃0
Z = H0

Z(t). H̃ l
Z(t) is

supported on set Bl(Z) with diam (Bl(Z)) ≤ diam(Z) + 2l,
and its norm can be bounded using Eq. (5) and the triangle
inequality: ∥H̃ l

Z(t)∥ ≤ C ′eµ2 diam(Z)∣Z ∣∥HZ∥e−µ2 diam(Bl(Z)),
where C ′ = C(1 + eµ) is a constant. Since ∣Z ∣, ∥HZ∥ and
diam(Z) are bounded by constants, H(t) = ∑ZHZ(t) =∑Z,l H̃ l

Z(t), satisfying local condition Eq. (6), is a local
Hamiltonian.

Proposition 1 states that the initial ground space continues
to be a QEC with macroscopic distance after time evolution
if the system is of a bounded lightcone. Proposition 2 further
manifests that all H(t) belong to the same connected compo-
nent of iso-spectral local Hamiltonians so that adiabatic evo-
lution is well defined [46], so the initial quantum phase of TO
is preserved [45]. As a concrete example, we will show how
the bounded lightcone can emerge in a perturbed toric code
model.



3

γ1
z γ2

x

γ2
z

γ1
x

s
p D

DR

D

R’

(a) 
(b) 

(c) 

FIG. 2. (a) Illustration of the square lattice Λ with physical spins liv-
ing on the bonds in odd rows (black dots) and even rows (white dots).
The Examples of star (s), plaquete (p), and the non-contractible path
γαi (α = x, z and i = 1,2) are shown. (b) Square D ×D region R.
(c) Cylindrical L ×D region R′

Toric code with a bounded lightcone.— Consider the two
dimensional toric code defined on a L × L square lattice Λ
with periodic boundary conditions and spins 1/2 on the bonds
of the lattice [4]. The Hamiltonian is given by HTC(J) =−∑s JsAs − ∑p JpBp, where As ≡ ∏i∋s σxi and Bp ≡∏i∈∂p σzi are stabilizer operators indexed by s on the lattice
site (vertex) and p on the dual lattice site (face). All the cou-
pling constants Js and Jp are positive, so each stabilizer op-
erator acts trivially as +1 in an arbitrary ground state. The
ground space is 4-fold degenerate on the torus and is of TO to
accuracy ([L−1

2
] ,0). We can thus encode 2 qubits in a ground

state. The logical operators are two pairs of topologically non-
trivial string operators: Wα

i ≡ ∏l∈γαi σαl with α = x, z, and i
counts the generators of the homotopy group of the torus. The
non-contractable path of γx connects dual lattice sites, while
γz connects lattice sites, see Fig. 2 (a).

The protocol of dynamics we consider is quantum quench
[48]. The initial state is ∣Ψ(0)⟩, a ground state of pre-quench
Hamiltonian HTC (without loss of generality, we choose the
sector of W x

1 = 1,W z
2 = 1 [49]), and the post-quench Hamil-

tonian reads

H(J,h)=HTC(J) −∑
i∈odd
rows

hoiσ
z
i −∑
j∈even
rows

hejσ
x
j , (7)

where the odd (even) rows are shown in Fig. 2 (a). Then
the initial state evolves as ∣Ψ(t)⟩ = U(J,h; t)∣Ψ(0)⟩, with
U(J,h; t) = e−itH(J,h). We can map the stabilizer opera-
tors to effective spins residing on lattice and dual lattice sites
[17, 50]: As ↦ τzs and Bp ↦ τzp . Each external local field
operator flips the effective spins on its two ends. In this
‘τ -picture’, we have σz<s,s′> ↦ τxs τ

x
s′ and σx<p,p′> ↦ τxp τ

x
p′ ,

where < s, s′ > labels the bond between the two adjacent
lattice sites s and s′, while < p, p′ > the bond between the
two adjacent dual lattice sites p and p′. The Hamiltonian
Eq. (7) is mapped to the sums of quantum Ising chains as
H(J,h) = ∑2L

l=1∑Lj=1 [−Jl,jτzl,j − hl,jτxl,jτxl,j+1], with period
boundary condition in the sector we choose. Since the Ising
chains are uncoupled, it can be solved by mapping the τ
spins to fermion operators via Jordan-Wigner transformations:

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

FIG. 3. Typical value ofMi,j(t) = ∣U2i−1,2j−1(t)∣+∣U2i−1,2j(t)∣ for
(a)-(b) ε = 0 and (c)-(d) ε = 0.5.

τzj = 1 − 2c†
jcj and τxj = ∏i<j(1 − 2c†

ici)(cj + c†
j), where

we have omitted the row index. Introducing a row vector
ψ† = (c†

1, c1, c
†
2, c2,⋯, c†

N , cN) and its Hermitian conjugate
column vector ψ, we write the Hamiltonian as the quadratic
form Hl(J,h) = 1

2
ψ†H(J,h)ψ. The first quantized Hamilto-

nian is given as a 2×2-block tri-diagonal Jacobi matrix (except
for the boundary terms) H(J,h)i,j = [2Jiδi,j − hi(δi,j−1 +
δi−1,j)]σz − ihi(δi,j−1 − δi−1,j)σy . The fermion operators
in the Heisenberg picture are ci(t) =∑Nj=1 U2i−1,2j−1(t)cj +U2i−1,2j(t)c†

j , where U(t) = e−itH. In Refs. [41, 42], it was
proved that the system is of bounded lightcone provided the
dynamical-localization condition is satisfied:

E [sup
t∈R (Mi,j(t))]≤Ce−µ∣i−j∣ζ, (8)

whereMi,j(t) = ∣U2i−1,2j−1(t)∣+∣U2i−1,2j(t)∣ and ζ ∈ (0,1]. A
general result of Ref. [43] covers the model we discussed with
conditions of large disorder and sufficiently smooth distribu-
tion of {J}. The exact exponential decay with ζ = 1 in Eq.
(8) is proved therein. For arbitrary nontrivial compactly sup-
ported distributions, Ref. [42] proved Eq. (8) with η ∈ (0,1),
where the bound decays sub-exponentially provided the gap
is not closed. Note that we can define dist′(i, j) = ∣i − j∣ζ ,
which is a well-defined distance, and then the bound turns out
to exponential decay.

Setting Jj = 1 + εηj where ηj ∈ [−1,1] are i.i.d random
variables, and hj = 0.5, we illustrate the numeric results ofMlj(t) with ε = 0 and ε = 0.5 for different time scales in
Fig. 3. For the clean case ε = 0, the peaks ofM(t) spread in
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(a) (b) 

(c) (d) 

FIG. 4. Disorder-averaged (a) ⟨µxl,rµxl,r+D⟩; (b) S(ρµ
R′
k
) at t =

250 for each ε with 1000 disorder realization, L = 1024. Disorder-
average for each ε with 2000 disorder realization of (c) ⟨µxl,rµxl,r+D⟩
with increasingD from top to bottom; (d) S(ρµ

R′
k
)with increasingD

from bottom to top after long time evolution, D ∈ {32,64,⋯,256},
L = 512.

the anti-diagonal direction with a linear velocity and are uni-
formly distributed in every matrix entry on long-time scales.
So every local operator in Heisenberg picture will be nonlocal
after a long-time evolution. For example, H(t) in proposi-
tion 2 will not be a local Hamiltonian. In contrast, disorders
with nonzero ε makeM(t) close to the identity matrix with
exponentially small off-diagonal elements at all times. As a
result, the local operator will always be quasi-local with ex-
ponentially small tail.

At this point, we investigate the dynamics of two typi-
cal nonlocal order parameters for TO to confirm ∣Ψ(t)⟩ and∣Ψ(0)⟩ belong to the same phase. If only one type of exter-
nal fields are turned on (ho ≠ 0 and he = 0 for clarity), the
Z2 gauge structure is intact during the time evolution. Con-
sider the closed string connecting the dual lattice sites and sur-
rounding a square region R with side length D, see Fig. 2 (b).
The Wilson loop operator reads W∂R ≡ ∏i∈∂R σxi = ∏s∈RAs
[51]. In the τ picture, eachAs corresponds to an effective spin
τzs , so the Wilson loop operator is products of D rows of τz

strings. Taking advantage of the dual symmetry we transform
the τ spins to their dual µ spins: µxl,j = ∏k≤j τzl,k. then the
Wilson loop operator expectation value is mapped to the spin
correlation function in µ picture: ⟨W∂R⟩ =∏Dl=1 ⟨µxl,rµxl,r+D⟩.
Setting t = 250 fixed, the numerical results shown in Fig.
4 (a) indicate that, as disorder increase (without closing the
gap), the spin correlation function tends to resilience with
the distance, which results in the perimeter law: ⟨W∂R⟩ ∼
exp (−O(∣∂R∣)), where ∣∂R∣ = 4D. So the system is decon-
fined (TO). The numerical data for a long time evolution show
that correlation functions converge as D increases, see Fig. 4
(c), leading to the same conclusion.

To further support the claim of robustness of TO, we dis-

cuss the dynamics of the topological entanglement entropy
[52–56]. We first calculate the entanglement entropy of an
extended cylindrical region R′ [Fig. 2 (c)], which is S(ρR′) =− trρR′ log2 ρR′ . The boundary contains only left and right
sides at a distance of D, and the length of each side is L. The
entanglement entropy of the reduced density operator in the
σ picture, ρσR′ , equals the sum of entropy of each row in the
µ picture [57]: S(ρσR′) = ∑2L

k=1 S(ρµR′
k
). For the ground state

ρ0 of the TCM, Sρσ
0R

= 2L = ∂R′ [52–54], and S(ρµ0Rk) = 1.
Notice that the topological entropy seems missing. This para-
dox is caused by the cylindrical region and the ground-space
sector we choose where the ground state is an equal weighted
superposition of all topologically trivial closed strings and a
topologically non-trivial string along path γx1 . Unlike local
regions, path γx1 always goes across the boundary of R′ and
cannot bypass it by continuous deformation. Nevertheless, the
ground state ρ′0 in sector W z

1 = 1,W z
2 = 1 contains only topo-

logically trivial closed strings with S(ρ′σ0R′) = ∂R′ − 1, where
the topological entropy appears as log2 2 = 1. The numeri-
cal results shown in Fig. 4 (b, d) manifest that S(ρσR′ ; ε) =∑2L
k=1 S(ρµR′

k
; ε) ≤ 2α(ε)L, where α(ε) is independent of D,

so the entanglement boundary law is conserved. For the same
reason as the static ground states, topological entanglement
entropy is log2 2 = 1 in the thermodynamic limit of both sys-
tem and subsystem.

Conclusions.— In this paper, we prove that the ground
space of a topologically ordered system is a robust QEC with
macroscopic distance for all time if the system possesses a
bounded lightcone; the TO quantum phase is preserved as the
time evolution operator generates an adiabatic continuation.
We also show that such a bounded lightcone can emerge in
the toric code with random couplings. The numerical results
for non-local order parameters demonstrate that the TO is pre-
served after a quantum quench.

The existence of macroscopic QECs for exponential life-
times is necessary for self-correcting QMs. In perspective, it
would be interesting to extend these results for an open sys-
tem, e.g., a TO system coupled to an external bosonic bath
at finite temperature. Except at four or greater spatial di-
mensions [3, 58], large classes of topological QMs are unfor-
tunately not self-correcting [59–71], though polynomial life-
times for the memories can be obtained by sophisticated de-
signs [71–75]. One would want to understand under which
conditions the dynamics generated by the bath interactions
still possess a bounded lightcone or at least a logarithmic
lightcone. In the future, it would be important to understand
if this is supported in the model analyzed here.
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I. VON NEUMANN ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY FOR A
CYLINDRICAL REGION

For the N ×N square lattice on the torus, we consider the
entanglement entropy between a cylindrical subsystemR′ and
its complement, see Fig. 2(c) in the main text. For arbi-
trary density matrix ρ, the reduced density operator can be
expressed as [1, 2]

ρR′ = 2−N(2D+1)∑
αj∈{0,x,y,z}

j∈R′
∏
j∈R′ σ

αj

j tr[(∏
j∈R′ σ

αj

j )†ρ]. (1)

The normalization coefficient 2−N(2D+1) results from the di-
mension of spin space and the number of spins in the R′. For
an arbitrary pure state ρ = ∣Ψ⟩⟨Ψ∣, Eq. (1) is

ρR′ = 2−N(2D+1)∑
αj∈{0,x,y,z}

j∈R′
∏
j∈R′ σ

αj

j ⟨Ψ∣(∏
j∈R′σ

αj

j )†∣Ψ⟩. (2)

As mentioned in the main text, W x
1 = ∏l∈γx

1
σxl and W z

2 =∏l∈γz
2
σzl commute with the Hamiltonian, and ∣Ψ⟩ is in the

sector of W x
1 = 1, W z

2 = 1. Here, the non-contractible path
γx1 (γz2 ) can be arbitrary even (odd) closed horizontal line. We
note that if an operatorO anti-commutes with anyW x

1 orW z
2 ,⟨Ψ∣O∣Ψ⟩ = 0. For this reason, the reduced density operator

can be written as

ρR′ = 2−N(2D+1)∑
g∈GR′ ,h∈HR′
x∈XR′ ,z∈ZR′

⟨Ψ∣xhzg∣Ψ⟩gR′zR′hR′xR′ , (3)

where the notation follows Ref. [3]. We first define 4 groups
denoted by G, H , X and Z. G is generated by all inde-
pendent As = ∏j∋s σxj ; H is generated by all independent
Bp =∏j∈p σzj ; X is generated by all σx on the bonds belong-
ing to even rows; and Z is generated by all σz on the bonds
belonging to odd rows. Then the subgroupGR′ can be defined
as GR′ = {g ∈ G∣g = gR′ ⊗ 1R̄′}, where R′ denotes the com-
plement ofR. It means that the elements ofGR′ are supported
on R′. The subgroups of HR′ , XR′ and ZR′ can be defined in
a similar way. The elements of all these groups can be mapped
to the µ picture unambiguously.

∗ Alioscia.Hamma@umb.edu
† hfan@iphy.ac.cn
‡ wliu@iphy.ac.cn

The Hamiltonian in the µ picture,

H(J,h) = 2N∑
l=1

N∑
j=1

[−Jl,jµxl,jµxl,j+1 − hl,jµzl,j] , (4)

is a sum of uncorrelated quantum Ising chains, so the reduced
density operator has the tensor product form

ρµR′ = 2N⊗
l=1

ρµR′
l
, (5)

where R′
l denotes the l th row. Explicitly,

ρµR′
l
= 2D+1 ∑

g∈GR′
l
,h∈HR′

l
x∈XR′

l
,z∈ZR′

l

⟨Ψµ
l ∣xhzg∣Ψµ

l ⟩gR′lzR′lhR′lxR′l (6)

when l is odd; while

ρµR′
l
= 2D ∑
g∈GR′

l
,h∈HR′

l
x∈XR′

l
,z∈ZR′

l

⟨Ψµ
l ∣xhzg∣Ψµ

l ⟩gR′lzR′lhR′lxR′l (7)

when l is even. As a consequence, the Von Neumann entropy
of ρσR′ in the σ picture equals the sum of the entropies of 2M
uncorrelated Ising chains in the µ piture,

S(ρσR′) = 2N∑
l=1

S(ρµR′
l
). (8)

II. CALCULATION OF CORRELATION FUNCTION

The Hamiltonian of each Ising chain in the µ picture is

Ĥ(J,h) = N∑
j=1

−Jjµxjµxj+1 − hjµzj (9)

with the periodic boundary condition, where the hat is adopted
to distinguish from the two dimensional Hamiltonian. We
concern the sector of ∏j µzj = 1. The initial state ∣Ψi

0⟩ is a
ground of the pre-quench Hamiltonian Ĥi, and at t = 0 the
Hamiltonian is changed to the post-quench Hamiltonian Ĥf ,
then the initial state will evolve as ∣Ψ(t)⟩ = e−itĤf ∣Ψi

0⟩. We
need to calculate the correlation function ⟨Ψ(t)∣µxjµxl ∣Ψ(t)⟩.
We apply the standard method of Jordan-Wigner transforma-
tion to map the spins to the free fermions

cl = ⎛⎝
l−1∏
j=1

µzj
⎞⎠ µ

x
l + iµyl

2
. (10)
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Then the spin Hamiltonian, Eq. (9), turns out to be a quadratic
fermionic Hamiltonian

Ĥ(J,h) = N∑
j=1

−Jj(c†
jcj+1 − cjc†

j+1

+ c†
jc

†
j+1 − cjcj+1) + µj(c†

jcj − cjc†
j). (11)

The general form of a quadratic fermionic Hamiltonian with
real parameters is

H=1

2
∑
mn

c†
mAmncn−cmAmnc

†
n+c†

mBmnc
†
n−cmBmncn, (12)

where Amn = Anm, and Bmn = −Bnm. The Hamiltonian
can be diagonalized as

H = 1

2
∑
k

ωk(η†
kηk − ηkη†

k) =∑
k

ωkη
†
kηk − 1

2
∑
k

ωk. (13)

The quasi-particle operators can be expressed as

ηk =∑
l

gklcl + hklc†
l (14)

with conditions of

∑
l

gklgk′l + hklhk′l = δkk′ ,
∑
l

gklhk′l + hklgk′l = 0. (15)

Therefore, we can write the diagonalization process as a form
of block matrix:

( g h
h g

)( A B−B −A
)( gT hT

hT gT
) = ( ω 0

0 −ω ) (16)

and

( c
c† ) = ( gT hT

hT gT
)( η

η† ) . (17)

Here η, η†, c and c† are the shorthand notations of columns of
fermion operators.

The correlation function is ⟨Ψ(t)∣µxjµxl ∣Ψ(t)⟩ =⟨Ψ(t)∣BjAj+1Bj+1⋯Al−1Bl−1Al∣Ψ(t)⟩, where

Aj = c†
j + cj , Bj = c†

j − cj . (18)

Here we assume j < l without loss of generality. Ap-
plying the Wick’s theorem, the correlation function above
can be expressed as a Pfaffian [4], ∣⟨Ψi

0∣µxj (t)µxl (t)∣Ψi
0⟩∣ =∣pf Γ(j, l, t)∣, where the antisymmetric matrix

Γ(j, l, t) = ( S(j, l, t) G(j, l, t)−G(j, l, t)T Q(j, l, t) ) . (19)

The dimension of each block is l−j+1. S(j, l, t) andQ(j, l, t)
are purely imaginary and antisymmetric, while G(j, l, t) is
purely real. Explicitly, the elements of the matrix are two-
point correlation functions:

S(j, l, t)mn = δmn + ⟨Ψi
0∣Bj+m−1(t)Bj+n−1(t)∣Ψi

0⟩,
Q(j, l, t)mn = −δmn + ⟨Ψi

0∣Aj+m(t)Aj+n(t)∣Ψi
0⟩,

G(j, l, t)mn = ⟨Ψi
0∣Bj+m−1(t)Aj+n(t)∣Ψi

0⟩. (20)

Here we use the properties of {Aj ,Al} = 2δjl, {Bj ,Bl} =−2δjl, and {Aj ,Bl} = 0. Finally, applying the relation be-
tween Pfaffian and determinant, we have

∣⟨Ψi
0∣µxj (t)µxl (t)∣Ψi

0⟩∣ = √
det Γ(j, l, t). (21)

The initial state ∣Ψi
0⟩ is the vacuum state of Hi, namely,

ηik ∣Ψi
0⟩ = 0 for every k. To calculate the two-point correlation

function in Eq. (20), we need to express Al(t) and Bl(t) by
ηi and ηi†:

Al(t) = ∑k φ̃∗lk(t)ηi†k + φ̃lk(t)ηik,
Bl(t) = ∑k ψ̃∗lk(t)ηi†k − ψ̃lk(t)ηik. (22)

So we have

⟨Ψi
0∣Am(t)An(t)∣Ψi

0⟩=∑
k

φ̃mk(t)φ̃∗nk(t)=(φ̃(t)φ̃†(t))mn,
⟨Ψi

0∣Bm(t)Bn(t)∣Ψi
0⟩=−∑

k

ψ̃mk(t)ψ̃∗nk(t)=−(ψ̃(t)ψ̃†(t))mn,
⟨Ψi

0∣Am(t)Bn(t)∣Ψi
0⟩=∑

k

φ̃mk(t)ψ̃∗nk(t)=(φ̃(t)ψ̃†(t))mn,
⟨Ψi

0∣Bm(t)An(t)∣Ψi
0⟩=−∑

k

ψ̃mk(t)φ̃∗nk(t)=−(ψ̃(t)φ̃†(t))mn.
The matrices φ̃(t) and ψ̃(t) can be expressed in a closed

form. To this end, we first consider the Heisenberg equation
of the quasi-particle operator:

d

dt
ηfk(t) = i[Hf , ηfk(t)] = −iωfηfk(t). (23)

The solution is

( ηf(t)
ηf†(t) ) = ( e−itωf 0

0 eitωf
)( ηf

ηf† ) . (24)

Combining Eq. (17, 18) in the Heisenberg picture, we get the
linear transformation matrices in Eq. (22):

φ̃(t) = φTf cos(ωf t)φfφTi − iφTf sin(ωf t)ψfψTi ,
ψ̃(t) = ψTf cos(ωf t)ψfψTi − iψTf sin(ωf t)φfφTi , (25)

where φ and ψ are the combinations of g and h in Eq. (14):
φ = g + h, ψ = g − h; and their subscripts i and f correspond
to the Hamiltonian Hi and Hf . As a result, as long as Hi

and Hf are numerically diagonalized, we can compute the
correlation function ⟨Ψ(t)∣µxjµxl ∣Ψ(t)⟩ within the numerical
precision.

III. CALCULATION OF ENTANGLEMENT ENTROPY

The entanglement entropy is defined as SA(t) =− tr[ρA(t) log2 ρA(t)], where the subsystem consists of spins
on the contiguous lattice cites A = [1,2,⋯, L]. We introduce
the Majorana fermions

d2l−1 = ⎛⎝
l−1∏
j=1

µzj
⎞⎠µxl , d2l = ⎛⎝

l−1∏
j=1

µzj
⎞⎠µyl . (26)
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Combining Eq. (10) and Eq. (18), we have

d2l−1 = cl + c†
l = Al, d2l = cl − c†

l

i
= iBl. (27)

The reduced density matrix can be expressed as

ρA(t)=2−L∑
α1,α2,⋯,α2L∈{0,1}

⟨Ψ(t)∣dα1

1 dα2

2 ⋯dα2L

2L ∣Ψ(t)⟩ (dα1

1 dα2

2 ⋯dα2L

2L )†
.

Notice that the fermionic parity is conserved, so if ∑2L
j=1 αj =

1 mod(2), then ⟨Ψ(t)∣dα1

1 dα2

2 ⋯dα2L

2L ∣Ψ(t)⟩ = 0. The none
zero components can be evaluated by the Wick’s theorem. It
is clear that {dj , j = 1,2,⋯,2L} is a orthogonal basis which
spans the space of the linear operators supported on L. We
can also find another orthogonal basis

em = 2L∑
l=1

Vmldl, V ∈ O(2L), (28)

to expand the reduced density matrix ρL(t) in a direct product
form. To this end, we construct the correlation matrix

⟨Ψ(t)∣dmdn∣Ψ(t)⟩ = δmn + iΓ(t)mn, (29)

where m,n = 1,2,⋯,2L and

Γ(t)2l−1,2s−1 = −i⟨Ψi
0∣Al(t)As(t)∣Ψi

0⟩=−i(φ̃(t)φ̃†(t))ls,
Γ(t)2l,2s = i⟨Ψi

0∣Bm(t)Bn(t)∣Ψi
0⟩=−i(ψ̃(t)ψ̃†(t))mn,

Γ(t)2l−1,2s = ⟨Ψi
0∣Al(t)Bs(t)∣Ψi

0⟩=(φ̃(t)ψ̃†(t))ls,
Γ(t)2l,2s−1 = ⟨Ψi

0∣Bl(t)As(t)∣Ψi
0⟩=−(ψ̃(t)φ̃†(t))ls.

Here, Γ(t) is a real antisymmetric matrix so it can be block
diagonalized by an orthogonal matrix as

V Γ(t)V T = L⊕
m=1

νm(t) ( 0 1−1 0
) , (30)

where V has appeared in Eq. (28). In the new basis, the re-
duced density matrix is

ρA(t) = L∏
m=1

1

2
(⟨Ψ(t)∣e2m−1e2m∣Ψ(t)⟩e2me2m−1 + 1)

= L∏
m=1

1

2
(iνme2me2m−1 + 1)

= L∏
m=1

(1 − νm
2

b†
mbm + 1 + νm

2
bmb

†
m) , (31)

where the Dirac fermion operators bm = 1
2
(e2m−1 + ie2m)

and b†
m = 1

2
(e2m−1 − ie2m) are introduced. we express the

Von Neumann entropy as the sum of binary entropies of L
uncorrelated modes [1, 5],

S (ρA(t)) = L∑
m=1

Hb (1 − νm
2

) , (32)

where

Hb(x) ≡ −x log2 x − (1 − x) log2(1 − x), (33)

with 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, is the binary entropy.
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