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Using local quantum fidelity distances, we study the dynamical quantum phase transition in
integrable and non-integrable one-dimensional Ising chains. Unlike the Loschmidt echo, the standard
measure for distinguishing between two quantum states to describe the dynamical quantum phase
transition, the local fidelity requires only a part of the system to characterize it. The non-analyticities
in the quantum distance between two subsystem density matrices identify the critical time and the
corresponding critical exponent reasonably well in a finite-size system. Moreover, we propose a
distance measure from the upper bound of the local quantum fidelity for certain quench protocols
where the entanglement entropy features oscillatory growth in time. This local distance encodes
the difference between the eigenvalue distribution of the initial and quenched subsystem density
matrices and quantifies the critical properties. The alternative distance measure could be employed
to examine the dynamical quantum phase transitions in a broader range of models, with implications
for gaining insights into the transition from the entanglement perspective.

I. INTRODUCTION

Conventional symmetry-breaking quantum phase tran-
sitions are described within the Landau-Ginzburg
paradigm, where the free energy density becomes nonan-
alytic at the transition point [1, 2]. Unlike the symmetry-
breaking quantum phases, the topological phases are un-
derstood from the response of the wavefunction under
small adiabatic changes of the Hamiltonian and are char-
acterized by topological invariants [3–5]. On the con-
trary, an out-of-equilibrium phase transition signaled by
the non-analyticities in time, such as the dynamical quan-
tum phase transition (dQPT), is characterized by the ze-
ros of the boundary partition function in the complex
time plane [6–9]. The boundary partition function is de-
fined via the Loschmidt amplitude L(z) = ⟨ψ0| e−zH |ψ0⟩,
where z = it is the imaginary time, and ψ0 is the ini-
tial state; the nonanalyticities of the boundary partition
function translates as the singularities of the rate func-
tion,

λ(t) = − lim
L→∞

1

L
log | ⟨ψ0| e−iHt |ψ0⟩ |2, (1)

which defines the critical time t∗ of such phase transi-
tion [6, 10–16]. The λ(t) obeys dynamical scaling laws in
accordance to conventional phase transition and provided
the initial framework to analyze, predict, and classify the
dQPTs’.

For example, the dQPT observed in one-dimensional
integrable and non-integrable transverse field Ising mod-
els during a global quench between paramagnetic and
ferromagnetic phases fall in the Ising universality class,
where λ(t) follows a power law scaling in time with an
exponent, ν ⋍ 1 [11, 17]. Conversely, the dQPT in the
two-dimensional Ising model belongs to a different uni-
versality class that is characterized by logarithmic scaling
of λ(t) in time [11]. Moreover, in systems with under-
lying equilibrium topology, the dQPT is characterized
not only by λ(t) but also by a dynamical topological or-
der parameter [18–26]. Even though the condition of

observing dQPT was initially associated with the pres-
ence of an equilibrium critical point [10, 12, 27, 28], it
has now become accepted that dQPTs are fundamentally
non-equilibrium phenomena that can occur without any
equilibrium counterpart [29–33].
However, relying solely on λ(t) and the topological or-

der parameter presents challenges in fully understanding
dQPTs, primarily for two reasons. Firstly, these observ-
ables fall short in distinguishing dQPTs resulting from
distinct quenches that exhibit apparent differences in en-
tanglement entropy and the dynamics of local correla-
tions [34–38]. The entanglement echo, a rate function
analog that encodes the deviation of the entanglement
ground state from the instantaneous entanglement state,
partially addresses the abovementioned issue by distin-
guishing dQPTs with and without oscillations in the en-
tanglement entropy growth in time [37]. Secondly, global
observables are usually challenging to access in generic
experiments.
Recently, Jurcevic et al. [39] simulated the temporal

dynamics of an interacting transverse field Ising model
in a finite number of trapped ions. The appearance
of dQPT was revealed through the non-analyticities in
the rate function within the degenerate ground state
manifold, λp(t) = −minp ∈ (↑,↓) log | ⟨ψp| e−iHt |ψp⟩ |2/L,
where

∣∣ψ↑(↓)
〉
is the symmetry breaking doubly degen-

erate state and in the thermdynamic limit L → ∞, the
finite size λp(t) converges to the rate function (1). This
study further establishes a direct connection between this
microscopic probability and the macroscopic observables
by demonstrating a repeated crossover in magnetization
dynamics between positive and negative sectors, along
with entanglement production near the critical time.
There are also a few theoretical advances in defining

local observables to characterize dQPT’s. For instance,
a real-space local effective free energy [40] and a quasilo-
cal string measure [17, 41], have been introduced as local
observables to characterize dQPTs. The real-space local
effective free energy, λM (t) = − log |LM (t)|2/M where
|LM (t)|2 = ⟨ψ(t)|P z

M |ψ(t)⟩, M is the subsystem size in
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FIG. 1. Entanglement entropy and mutual information for TFIM. The entanglement entropy with oscillatory and
nearly linear growth with time under quench-I and quench-II (see text for the definition of the quench protocols) for the
transverse field Ising model is shown in (a) and (e). (b), (c), and (d) represent the change in mutual information between two
spins during quench-I at three instants of time, tc is the critical time. (f), (g) and (h) show the mutual information change
for the opposite quench. The change in long-range correlations observed for quench-II is almost fives times more than that for
quench-I.

the real space and P z
M = 1

L

∑L
i=1

1
2M

Πi+M
i (Ii+σ

z
i ) is the

projector, can be thought of as the rate function corre-
sponding to a smaller part of the system, such that in
the limit M → L, λM (t) ≈ λ(t). Furthermore, the mo-
mentum local counterpart of λM (t), which is calculated
in terms of two point single particle correlations in the
integrable limit facilitate the experimental detection of
dQPT, particularly in scenarios where measurement of
local observables in k space are involved [17, 40]. How-
ever, it is not evident whether these local order parame-
ters will be sufficient to distinguish dQPTs with different
behavior of entanglement entropy and subsystem corre-
lations in time.

Here, we propose two local quantum distance mea-
sures, quantum reduced fidelity distance (qRFD) and
minimum reduced fidelity distance (mRFD), to charac-
terize dQPTs observed in integrable and non-integrable
spin models. We investigate two quench protocols that
show distinct behaviors in entanglement entropy growth:
one showing oscillatory growth and the other exhibiting
linear growth near the critical time as shown in Fig. 1(a)
and (e). The qRFD quantifies the distinguishability be-
tween initial and quenched reduced density matrices and
displays nonanalytic behavior associated with the corre-
sponding dQPT, regardless of the quench protocol. In
contrast, the mRFD differentiates between the eigen-
value distribution of initial and quenched reduced den-
sity matrices, characterizing the oscillatory entanglement
growth, and therefore the dQPT.

The computation of mRFD requires only the eigenval-
ues of the reduced density matrices. It implies that for
integrable models (with and without non-trivial underly-
ing momentum space topology), the single particle cor-
relation matrix, which scales with the linear dimension

of the system, is sufficient to find the relevant scaling
exponents.

II. LOCAL DISTANCE MEASURES

A. Quench protocols

We consider two quench protocols that shows dQPT in
spin and fermionic chains. The first type, quench-I, from
the paramagnetic (trivial) to ferromagnetic (topological)
phase, shows oscillations (see Fig. 1(a)) in the growth of
entanglement entropy at initial times and concomitantly
avoided level crossings in the reduced density spectrum
near the transition time (see Section IIIA 2 for details).
The opposite one, quench-II, exhibits a linear increase in
entanglement S(t) = −Tr

[
ρℓ(t) log ρℓ(t)

]
, where ρℓ(t) is

the time dependent subsystem ℓ density matrix, as seen
in Fig. 1(e) with time, and a gap in the reduced density
spectrum. A further differentiation can be made between
these two quenches by understanding the spatial entan-
glement structure after the quench, which we discuss in
the following.

Local entanglement correlation

The spatial entanglement structure is fundamentally
different depending on the direction of the quench. We
quantify these correlations through mutual information
I(A,B) = S(A) + S(B)− S(A U B), where A and B are
two subsystems with S(A) being the entanglement en-
tropy of subsystem A [42]. Figure 1 shows the change
in mutual information between two spins at sites i, j;
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∆I(t) = Ii,j(t)− Ii,j(0), after quench-I((b), (c) and (d))
and quench-II ((f), (g) and (h)) at three instants of time.

We observe the emergence of long-range correlations in
the ferro-to-para quench. This observation highlights the
necessity of employing measures beyond the local subsys-
tem distances to probe such correlations at longer times.
Conversely, when the spatial entanglement remains lo-
cal, we show that a minimum local distance enables the
characterization of dQPTs at finite times for a finite-size
system. This approach has practical value, particularly
in experimental investigations.

B. Quantum reduced fidelity

The Loschmidt amplitude, L(t) = ⟨ψ0|ψ(t)⟩, which
outlines the rate function (1), is the quantum fidelity.
For a quenched system, the quantum fidelity, F (t) =(
Tr
√√

ρ0ρ(t)
√
ρ0
)2
, measures the distinguishability be-

tween the initial and quenched state with density ma-
trices ρ0 and ρ(t) respectively [43, 44]. Similar to rate
function, the quantum fidelity is also a global observable
that requires access to the entire many-body wave func-
tion.

We define a local quantum reduced fidelity for a sub-
system size ℓ as,

Fℓ(ρ
ℓ
0, ρ

ℓ(t)) =

(
Tr

√√
ρℓ0ρ

ℓ(t)
√
ρℓ0

)2

. (2)

It corresponds to the fidelity between initial (ρℓ0) and
time evolved (ρℓ(t)) reduced density matrices with ρℓ =
TrL−ℓρ, ρ being the total density matrix, ℓ is the sub-
system size and L, the size of the system. It is known
that, in the context of equilibrium quantum phase tran-
sitions, the quantum reduced fidelity of a subsystem size
as small as two sites characterize the critical point and
exponent [45–48]. The corresponding quantum distance
is defined as,

dqℓ(t) = −1

ℓ
log
(
Fℓ(ρ

ℓ
0, ρ

ℓ(t))
)
, (3)

a local observable defined from the quantum reduced fi-
delity of the subsystem ℓ. Similar to quasilocal string
observable [17] and real-local effective free energy [40],
for large L and as ℓ → L, the local distance also ap-
proaches the rate function dqℓ(t) = λ(t). Here we show
that this quantum reduced fidelity distance exhibits non-
analyticities and obeys scaling laws near the critical point
of dQPTs occurring under different quenches in inte-
grable and non-integrable models.

C. Minimum reduced fidelity

The entanglement entropy plays a crucial role in iden-
tifying and characterizing dQPTs, and is discussed in

sec. II A. Additionally, the observation that the quan-
tum reduced fidelity is bounded by the fidelity of the
associated diagonal states [49] motivates us to develop a
distance measure similar to the qRFD, however, utilizing
only the eigenvalues of the reduced density matrices.
For instance, if ηℓ↑(↓) and τ ℓ↑(↓) are the eigenvalues of

reduced density matrices ρℓ0 and ρℓ(t) respectively, and
are arranged in the ascending (descending) order then,

Mℓ(η
ℓ
↑, τ

ℓ
↓) ≤ Fℓ(ρ

ℓ
0, ρ

ℓ(t)) ≤Mℓ(η
ℓ
↑, τ

ℓ
↑), (4)

where, Mℓ(η
ℓ
↑, τ

ℓ
↑) =

(∑2ℓ

p=1

√
(ηℓ↑)p(τ

ℓ
↑)p

)2
is the fidelity

between the initial and quenched diagonal states. From
the upper bound of the local fidelity, we propose the min-
imum reduced fidelity distance,

dmℓ (t) = − log
(
Mℓ(η

ℓ
↑, τ

ℓ
↑)
)
. (5)

This distance is an effective measure as seen in sub-
sequent sections to study and distinguish the quenches
that cause minimal changes in long-range correlations in
the system after the quench shown in Fig. 1(a) - (d) and
have avoided crossings in the reduced density spectrum.
Unlike the quantum reduced fidelity distance, the min-
imum reduced fidelity distance is a finite-size measure
without any thermodynamic counterpart; therefore, as
the ℓ → L → ∞, such distances will necessarily become
zero. This, however, is particularly suited for experi-
ments as local observables are relatively easily accessible
in quantum simulators.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we show that irrespective of the nature
of the quench, the qRFD serves as a local measure for
dQPT, as observed in both integrable and non-integrable
models. We also explain the category of quenches in
which mRFD approximates the critical time and expo-
nent.

A. dQPT in integrable Ising model

We consider the one-dimensional (1D) transverse field
Ising model (TFIM) with the following Hamiltonian,

H = −
N∑
i=1

(
σz
i σ

z
i+1 + hσx

i

)
, (6)

where σ’s represent the Pauli matrices, h, the transverse
field strength and N , the size of the spin chain. The
corresponding momentum space Hamiltonian reads,

H(k) = d⃗(k, h).σ⃗ = 2 sin kσy + 2(h− cos k)σz, (7)

with d⃗(k, h) = (0, 2 sin k, 2(h − cos k)) and σ⃗ =
(σx, σy, σz). The equilibrium model shows a quan-
tum phase transition from paramagnetic to ferromag-
netic (vice-versa) when h changes across the critical point
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FIG. 2. qRFD for TFIM. (a) and (b) corresponds to
quench-I with hi = 4 and hf = 0.25. (c) and (d) relates
to quench-II with hi = 0.25 and hf = 4. In (a) and (c), the
qRFD, along with rate function in momentum space (8) is
shown. The inset shows a magnified area near the first criti-
cal point, where the peaks of qRFD approach that of the rate
function as the subsystem size ℓ increases. (b) and (d) show
the scaling analysis of qRFD in both quenches. The blue
dotted line is the scaling of λk(t) which have a slope equal
to one. We observe the exponent value to reduce significantly
from 1.95(1.85) to 1.53(1.49) as subsystem size increases from
ℓ = 2 to L/2 for quench-I (quench-II). The system size for this
calculation is L = 20.

hc = 1(−1). The quenches across hc lead to dynamical
quantum phase transitions [6, 10, 50]. The rate func-
tion can be obtained in momentum space owing to the
translation symmetry of the model,

λk(t) = − 1

π
Re(log

∫ π

0

dk(|gk|2 + exp−2iϵfkt |ek|2), (8)

when the system is quenched from Hinitial(k) =

d⃗i(k, hi).σ⃗ to Hfinal(k) = d⃗f (k, hj).σ⃗ with |gk|2 = 1
2 (1 +

d̂i(k).d̂f (k)), |ek|2 = 1
2 (1− d̂i(k).d̂f (k)) and ϵ

f
k = |d⃗f (k)|

[51]. The rate function exhibits non-analyticity at the
critical time,

tc =
π

ϵfk∗

(
n+

1

2

)
, n = 0, 1, 2, 3...., (9)

where k∗ = cos−1
[

hihf+1
(hi+hf )

]
[6, 7, 12, 51]. The scaling

analysis yields the following power-law scaling close to
the transition,

λk(t)− λk(tc) ∼
(
t− tc
tc

)ν

, (10)
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FIG. 3. mRFD for TFIM. (a) shows the reduced den-
sity spectrum of ρℓ(t), corresponding to quench-I with hi =
4, hf = 0.25 and ℓ = 8, L = 64. The blue dotted lines repre-
sent the critical times. Close to the critical times, the spec-
trum exhibits avoided crossing. The inset in (b) is the mRFD
for the same quench parameters. The dotted lines correspond
to the critical time calculated using Eq. (9). (b) shows the
scaling analysis of mRFD near the first critical point. The
slope varies between 2.02 for ℓ = 1 to 1.02 for ℓ = 8, 16. Blue
dotted line represents the scaling of rate function.

with an exponent ν = 1 in 1D [11]. In 2D the scaling
law is logarithmic, λ(t)−λ(tc) ∼ (t− tc)

2 log |t− tc|. See
App. E for more details on the scaling of the λ(t) in 2D
Ising model.

1. qRFD for quench-I and quench-II

The qRFD (3) identifies the critical time and the expo-
nent in dQPT observed under both quenches. The sys-
tem is initialised in a paramagnetic phase (|hi| > 1) and
quenched to ferromagnetic phase (0 < |hf | < 1) in
quench-I, while the quench-II is from the ferromagnetic
to paramagnetic phase.
Figure 2(a) and (c) show the quantum reduced fidelity

distance (3) for different subsystem sizes ℓ for quench-I
and quench-II, respectively. The initial reduced density
matrix ρℓ0 and time evolved reduced density matrix ρℓ(t)
are evaluated exactly. The rate function (8) correspond-
ing to these parameters is shown in Fig. 2(a) and (c).
The qRFD faithfully approaches the rate function λ(t)
at the critical time when the subsystem size increases to
ℓ → L/2, where L is the system size. 1 In this particu-
lar quench setup, the post-quench correlations are local;
therefore, even a subsystem as small as a single spin can
also signal the approximate transition time as seen in

1 Though the subsystem size is taken continuously in all the data
shown in the main text, the qRFD averaged over a few combi-
nations of random partitions also identifies the transition times
as shown in Appendix B.
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Fig. 2(a). However, from Fig. 2(c), a minimum of 2 spins
are required to characterize the critical time for quench-
II, where the quench results in development of long-range
correlations.

In Fig. 2(b) and (d), the scaling analysis of qRFD and
the rate function near the critical point for two quenches
is shown. Similar to λk(t), the qRFD obeys the expected
power law scaling,

dqℓ(t)− dqℓ(tc) ∼ (t− tc)
ν ,

where ν ∼ 1.95(1.85) for ℓ = 2 and ν ∼ 1.53(1.49) for
ℓ = 10 for paramagnetic to ferromagnetic (ferromagnetic
to paramagnetic) quench. We observe a steady decrease
in the exponent value towards the expected Ising uni-
versality value ν ≈ 1 as the subsystem size ℓ increases
towards L/2. The observed discrepancy is related to
limited access to large system sizes, which we address
through mRFD in the next section.

2. mRFD for quench-I

The mRFD (5) distinguishes and characterizes the
dQPT resulting from quench-I, which has nearest neigh-
bour dominated spatial entanglement structure after the
quench as seen in Fig. 1. For the integrable model, the
initial (ηℓ↑) and quenched (τ ℓ↑(t)) reduced density spec-
trum and hence the mRFD is calculated from single par-
ticle correlation matrix [52]. For details of the calcula-
tion, refer to App. A. Unlike qRFD, this allows us to
go to a larger system sizes with the following condition
ℓ/L << 1.
We start discussing the evolution of eigenvalues τ ℓ↑(t)

of reduced density matrix ρℓ(t) for quench-I as shown in
Fig. 3(a). The spectrum exhibits avoided crossings near
the critical time of dQPT. The inset in Fig. 3(b) shows
the mRFD (5) calculated from the reduced fidelity be-
tween initial and time evolved diagonal states with eigen-
values, ηℓ↑ and τ ℓ↑(t). The blue dotted lines in the inset

represent the critical time calculated using Eq. (9). With
increasing subsystem sizes ℓ, the mRFD approaches the
critical time. Nonetheless, we observe deviation from
the exact critical time in the avoided crossings (critical
time) in the reduced density spectrum (mRFD) as seen
in Fig. 3(a) and (b). However, it vanishes for the quench-
I with hi = 4 and hf = 0, where the return amplitude
peaks do not decay and the avoided crossings in the re-
duced density and mRFD shows non-analyticity precisely
at the critical time calculated using Eq. (9). Such dis-
crepancies are also observed in Ref. [37] for topological
models under the quenches with oscillatory degeneracies
in entanglement spectrum, and is believed to be due to
specific nature of the temporal correlations in the sub-
system.

The scaling analysis of mRFD near the critical point
gives,

dmℓ (t)− dmℓ (tc) ∼ (t− tc)
ν ,

FIG. 4. mRFD for topological model. (a) and (b) is
the reduced density spectrum and mRFD calculated for the
quench-I. The spectrum is for ℓ = 8 and L = 64. The scaling
analysis of mRFD gives a critical exponent ν ∼ 0.96 for ℓ = 8
and similarly for ℓ = 16. The blue dotted line in (c) repre-
sents the scaling of return amplitude calculated in momentum
space.

with the critical exponent ν ∼ 1 for ℓ = 8and 16, which is
what one would expected and as seen in the rate function
Fig. 3(b). Hence, though mRFD is a finite size observ-
able, for quench-I in TFIM, it serves as an efficient local
quantity to understand the scaling and universality of
dQPT. For quench-II, where the change in long-range
correlations is significant, the information in diagonal
states is insufficient to understand the dQPT fully. Like
entanglement entropy, the mRFD exhibits linear growth
near the critical time for quench-II.
Here we considered the dQPT observed during

quenches across the equilibrium critical point in 1D
TFIM. The efficaciousness of qRFD and mRFD in
more general scenarios, such as understanding anomalous
dQPTs, where the quenches are done within the same
equilibrium phase, and 2D Ising model is discussed in
Appendix D and E respectively.

3. mRFD and topological dQPT

The fermionic momentum space Hamiltonian in
Eq. (7) has a well-defined topology. The topo-
logical order parameter, winding number, νD =
1

2πi

∫ π

−π
dk d

dk log(h(k)), where h(k) = dx(k)−idy(k) iden-
tifies the trivial and topological phases [53]. The quench-I
in the spin chain (6) corresponds to a quench from the
trivial (νD = 0) to topological phase (νD = 1) in the
momentum space Hamiltonian. Under this quench, the
correlations are local while the presence of edge states
in the initial phase contributes to long-range correlations
for the quench-II [35]. Hence, the mRFD is a useful mea-
sure for detecting the occurrence of a topological dQPT
in fermionic models under quench-I.
Figure 4(a), (b), and (c) show the quenched reduced

density spectrum, mRFD, and its scaling for the topologi-
cal chiral symmetric fermionic model under quench-I. Ap-
pendix C includes a detailed description of the model and
the efficiency of qRFD in capturing the critical time and
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exponent of dQPT resulting from quench-I and quench-
II. In the vicinity of the critical point of quench-I, avoided
crossings and sharp kinks are seen in the quenched re-
duced density spectrum and the mRFD, respectively.
The mRFD displays much faster convergence to the ex-
pected power law scaling with an exponent ν ∼ 0.95 for
ℓ = 8 compared to qRFD.

B. dQPT in non-integrable model

We consider the following non-integrable transverse
field next-nearest neighbour Ising spin chain,

H = −
N∑
i=1

hσx
i + σz

i σ
z
i+1 +∆σz

i σ
z
i+2. (11)

Depending on the strength of integrability breaking inter-
action, ∆ and the transverse field strength h, the equilib-
rium model exhibits four distinct phases: paramagnetic,
ferromagnetic, floating phase and an anti-phase [50, 54].
The dQPT arises when any or both parameters, ∆ and h,
are quenched across an equilibrium critical point [17, 50].
It is observed that the increase in the absolute value of ∆,
the integrability breaking term, along the positive (neg-
ative) direction manifests as a decrease (increase) in the
critical time scale. Unlike the critical time, tc (9) of the
TFIM, there is non-equal spacing of tc when ∆ ̸= 0 [50].

1. qRFD for quench-I and quench-II

We follow the similar philosophy of the previous section
to choose parameters such that it represents the quench-
I and quench-II protocols and shows dQPT. Instead of
momentum space, here, we calculate all the density ma-
trices directly in the real space. This severely limits the
accessible system sizes in exact diagonalization calcula-
tions.

Figure 5(a) and (c) show the quantum reduced fidelity
distance (3) along with the rate function for quench-I and
quench-II. As the subsystem size, ℓ, increases, the qRFD
approaches the critical point at which the rate function
shows non-analyticities in time. The scaling analysis of
qRFD near the first critical point, shown in Fig. 5(b) and
(d), indicates a similar scaling law; the qRFD follows a
power law scaling, dqℓ(t) − dqℓ(tc) ∼ (t − tc)

ν , with ν ∼
1.75(1.65) for l = 2 and ν ∼ 1.20(1.10) for ℓ = 10 for
quench-I (quench-II). The blue dotted line in Fig. 5(b)
and (d) is the curve that has a power law behavior with
exponent one.

For this particular model, Bandyopadhyay et al. [17]
showed that for a chain with L = 16 spins and a lo-
cal string size ranging from 10 ≤ ℓ ≤ L, the quasilocal
observable exhibits power law scaling with an exponent
ν ∼ 1. Similarly, as the subsystem size ℓ increases, the
critical exponent of qRFD of the non-integrable model
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FIG. 5. qRFD for non-integrable model. The qRFD (3)
for different subsystem sizes and the real space rate function
(1) is shown in (a) and (c). The quench parameters are hi =
2(0), ∆i = 0.5(0), hf = 0.5(4), ∆f = 0.5(0.6) for quench-I
(quench-II). (b) and (d) show the scaling analysis of qRFD
near the first critical point. The slope of the curve varies
from 1.75(1.65) for ℓ = 2 to 1.20(1.10) for ℓ = 10 for quench-I
(quench-II). The blue dotted lines are reference curves with
the slope one. The system size is L = 20.

gradually approaches that of the qRFD of the integrable
model, but with visible finite-size effects.

2. mRFD for quench-I

Figure 6(a) and (b) are the qRFD and mRFD corre-
sponding to quench-I with varying ∆ (∆i = ∆f = ∆),
with dotted lines representing critical time obtained from
the rate function. The critical time scale of qRFD and
mRFD increases upon increasing the strength of inte-
grability breaking term, ∆. No simple quantitative re-
lation exists for tc like the 1D TFIM, and the dQPT
appears at unequal time intervals. Similar to the inte-
grable case, the transition time of the quench-I dQPT
in mRFD experiences a shift dependent on ∆ relative to
the critical time of the rate function or qRFD. Figure
6(c) shows the reduced density spectrum with avoided
crossing near the critical time. The inset in Fig. 6(c) re-
veals that, even in the presence of integrability breaking
terms, the mRFD identifies and distinguishes quench-I,
scenarios where post-quench changes in quantum corre-
lations are local. Figure 6(d) shows the scaling analysis
of mRFD for different ∆’s. The mRFD obeys the power
law scaling, dmℓ (t)− dmℓ (tc) ∼ (t− tc)

ν , with ν ≈ 1.17 for
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FIG. 6. mRFD for non-integrable model (a) and (b)
show the qRFD (3) and the mRFD (5) for quench-I for dif-
ferent ∆, hi = 1.3, hf = 0.2, ℓ = 10, and L = 20. The non-
analyticities of mRFD displays a shift compared to the transi-
tion time of qRFD, and it depends on ∆. The reduced density
spectrum for quenched state corresponding to ∆ = −0.15 is
shown in (c). The inset represents the change in mutual infor-
mation after the quench. (d) Represents the scaling analysis
for the mRFD for ∆ = −0.05,−0.15. For ∆ = −0.05 the
slope is 1.17 and for ∆ = −0.15 it is 0.95 for subsystem size
ℓ = 10. The blue line indicates a slope of one.

∆ = −0.05 to ν ≈ 0.95 for ∆ = −0.15.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have demonstrated the efficacy of the
quantum reduced fidelity distance as a local observable
for understanding the dQPT that occurs in diverse mod-
els, including integrable and non-integrable spin chains
and topological systems. The quantum distance metric
is defined based on the reduced fidelity between the ini-
tial and quenched states for finite subsystems. Notably,
as the subsystem size (ℓ ∼ L/2) increases, the critical
time and the critical exponents identified by the qRFD
gradually converge to the point where the rate function
exhibits nonanalytic behavior.

Moreover, the local observable derived from the di-
agonal states, minimum reduced fidelity distance, dis-
tinguishes dQPTs arising from different quenches. The
rationale for introducing mRFD comes from the obser-
vation that for a specific quench protocol (quench-I),
the entanglement spectrum features avoided level cross-
ings near the transition time during the time evolution.
Additionally, the quantum correlations developed after

quench-I remain local. Another key insight is that irre-
spective of the nature of the quench, the fidelity between
diagonal states or eigenvalue distributions sets an upper
limit on the quantum reduced fidelity. These findings
underscore the importance of local observables, partic-
ularly mRFD, in effectively probing and characterizing
the diverse dynamical phases that arise during quantum
quench processes.
While the qRFD and mRFD have proven valuable

in comprehending dQPT by exhibiting cusps at critical
times, some areas will benefit from further improvements.
Firstly, due to limited access to large system sizes, the
critical exponent, ν, obtained from the scaling analysis of
qRFD does not precisely match with the expected expo-
nent ν ≃ 1. However, the relative error in calculating the
exponent, δν = ν − 1, decreases from 0.95 to 0.53 (0.75
to 0.20) upon increasing the subsystem size from ℓ = 2 to
ℓ = L/2 for the integrable (non-integrable) spin model.
The finite size effects observed for non-integrable model
are less compared to the integrable model. Interesting
to note that similar finite size effects are also observed in
the real-space local effective free energy proposed by Hal-
imeh et al. [40]. Though the critical time is reliably found
from the effective free energy corresponding to subsystem
size as small as ℓ = 2, the non-analytic behavior becomes
more evident as the subsystem size increases to ℓ ≥ 32.
In this respect, mRFD effectively addresses the finite size
effects in integrable models by calculating the eigenval-
ues of the reduced density matrix from the single-particle
correlation matrix, enabling access to large system sizes.
For instance, we successfully identified the critical time
and precise critical exponent for a subsystem size of ℓ = 8
for L = 64.
Finally, note that with the emergence of techniques ca-

pable of measuring reduced density matrices, the qRFD
and mRFD can serve as convenient methods for experi-
mentally detecting dQPTs [55–57]. For instance, the lo-
cal projective measurements were performed on a subset
of Bose-Einstein condensate of 87Rb atoms in an opti-
cal lattice [58] and the investigation of the propagation
of non-local correlations in the trapped 171Yb+ ions [59]
provides information about the subsystem density matrix
at finite time and thus exemplifies the practical applica-
bility of the qRFD and mRFD.
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[37] K. Pöyhönen and T. Ojanen, Entanglement echo and
dynamical entanglement transitions, Phys. Rev. Res. 3,
L042027 (2021).

[38] R. Jafari and A. Akbari, Floquet dynamical phase tran-
sition and entanglement spectrum, Phys. Rev. A 103,
012204 (2021).

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.S358
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.71.S358
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.39.395
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/6/065010
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/6/065010
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3149495
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.195125
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.78.195125
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aaaf9a
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/125/26001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.094110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.134310
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.135704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.140602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.135704
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.144306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.144306
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.085416
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.085416
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.174311
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.200602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.200602
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.144305
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.045410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.045410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.224302
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.043064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.043064
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.L100419
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2022.04.019
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scib.2022.04.019
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.107.125132
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/ac1151
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.085104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.085104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.155127
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.155127
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.086802
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.130601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.134427
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.161105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.161105
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.265702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.265702
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.040602
https://doi.org/10.1103%2Fphysrevb.97.064304
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.250601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.250601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.L042027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.L042027
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.012204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.103.012204


9

[39] P. Jurcevic, H. Shen, P. Hauke, C. Maier, T. Brydges,
C. Hempel, B. P. Lanyon, M. Heyl, R. Blatt, and C. F.
Roos, Direct observation of dynamical quantum phase
transitions in an interacting many-body system, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 119, 080501 (2017).

[40] J. C. Halimeh, D. Trapin, M. Van Damme, and M. Heyl,
Local measures of dynamical quantum phase transitions,
Phys. Rev. B 104, 075130 (2021).

[41] S. Bandyopadhyay, A. Polkovnikov, and A. Dutta, Late-
time critical behavior of local stringlike observables under
quantum quenches, Phys. Rev. B 107, 064105 (2023).

[42] L. Amico, R. Fazio, A. Osterloh, and V. Vedral, Entan-
glement in many-body systems, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 517
(2008).

[43] S.-J. GU, Fidelity approach to quantum phase transi-
tions, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 24, 4371 (2010).

[44] D. F. Abasto, A. Hamma, and P. Zanardi, Fidelity anal-
ysis of topological quantum phase transitions, Phys. Rev.
A 78, 010301 (2008).

[45] M. Jian, X. Lei, and W. Xiao-Guang, Reduced fidelity
susceptibility in one-dimensional transverse field ising
model, Commun. Theor. Phys. 53, 175 (2010).

[46] E. Eriksson and H. Johannesson, Reduced fidelity in
topological quantum phase transitions, Phys. Rev. A 79,
060301 (2009).

[47] W.-L. You and W.-L. Lu, Scaling of reduced fidelity
susceptibility in the one-dimensional transverse-field xy
model, Phys. Lett. 373, 1444 (2009).

[48] J. Ma, L. Xu, H.-N. Xiong, and X. Wang, Reduced fi-
delity susceptibility and its finite-size scaling behaviors in
the lipkin-meshkov-glick model, Phys. Rev. E 78, 051126
(2008).

[49] D. Markham, J. A. Miszczak, Z. Pucha la, and
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†
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FIG. S1. qRFD for random partitions.(a) and (b) is the
plots of the qRFD averaged over ten random partitions of
size ℓ = 4, 10 for integrable and non-integrable spin chains.
The quench parameters chosen for integrable (6) and non-
integrable (11) model are hi = 4.0, hf = 0.25 and hi =
2, h− f = 0.5, ∆i = ∆f = 0.5 respecively. The blue dotted
lines represent the critical time. As ℓ increases, the qRFD
approaches the critical time.

with respect to the Hamiltonian (7) at hf = 0.25. At
any instant of time, the quenched state is, |ψk(t)⟩ =

uk(t)c
†
kc

†
−k |0⟩+vk(t) |0⟩. From these time-dependent co-

efficients, the correlation matrix (C(t)) and hence the
quenched reduced density spectrum with eigenvalues ar-
ranged in ascending order, τ ℓ↑(t) is calculated using the
same procedure described above.

Appendix B: qRFD for random partitions

Here we show the qRFD calculated for dQPT observed
in both integrable (6) and non-integrable (11) spin chains
when the choice of subsystem sites is random. Consider
the paramagnetic to ferromagnetic quench discussed in
Sec. III A 1 and Sec. III B 1. We consider ten configu-
rations of random subsystem sites of size ℓ = 4, 10 for
L = 20. The qRFD (3) averaged over these random con-
figurations for the integrable and non-integrable mod-
els are plotted in Fig. S1(a) and (b), respectively. The
blue dotted lines represent the critical time. As the sub-
system size increases, the qRFD averaged over random
partitions approaches the critical time. For the oppo-
site quench also, qRFD averaged over random partitions
picks up the critical time efficiently.

Appendix C: Fermionic topological model

We consider the chiral symmetric Hamiltonian in Class
AIII of topological insulators and superconductors [63],

H =

N∑
i=1

(
1

2
c†i (σ

x + iσy)ci+1 + h.c) +

N∑
i=1

m c†iσ
yci,

(C1)

0 1 2

0.0

0.2

0.4

Topo-to-Trivial

(a)

d q
` (t)

`
4

8

10

λ(t)

−4.0 −3.5 −3.0 −2.5

−6

−5

−4

−3

−2
(b)

log |d q
` (t)− d q

` (tc)|

`

4

8

10

λk(t)

0 5 10
t

0.0

0.2

0.4

Trivial-to-Topo

(c) `
4

8

10

λ(t)

−3.0 −2.5 −2.0 −1.5
log |t − tc |

−7

−6

−5

−4

−3

−2 (d)

`

4

8

10

λk(t)

FIG. S2. qRFD for topological model.(a) and (c) is the
qRFD calculated for different subsystem sites for quench-I
and quench-II. It also has the rate function calculated in real
space. The total number of sites is L = 20. The quench
parameters are mi = 0.25, mf = 4.0 for Fig. (a) and mi =
4, mf = 0.25 for (c). The scaling analysis of qRFD for both
quenches is studied in (b) and (d). The slope of the curve
changes from 1.86(1.98) for ℓ = 4 to 1.63(1.74) for ℓ = 10
during quench-II (quench-I). The blue dashed line in (b) and
(d) is the slope one curve.
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FIG. S3. qRFD for anomalous dQPT.(a) shows the
qRFD plotted for different subsystem sizes and the rate func-
tion. The quench performed is from γi = 1.6, hi = 1.5 to
γf = −4, hf = 3. The total system size is L = 20. (b)
represents the reduced density spectrum calculated from the
single particle correlation matrix for the same quench. The
subsystem size is ℓ = 8, and the total system size is L = 64.
The blue dotted lines indicate the critical time at which the
rate function diverges.
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where c†i (ci) are the fermion creation (annihilation) op-
erators, σ’s are the Pauli matrices, m is the complex
dimerisation amplitude and N is the number of unit cell.
In the Fourier space,

H(k) = ⃗d(k).σ⃗ = cos kσx + (m− sin k)σy, (C2)

where ⃗d(k) = (cos k, (m− sin k), 0) and σ⃗ = (σx, σy, σz).
In equilibrium, the model has a non-trivial topological
index for 0 < m < 1 and a trivial topological index for
m > 1. Quenching the parameter m across the equilib-
rium critical point mc = 1 results in dynamical quan-
tum phase transitions. By changing mi = 0.25(4) to
mf = 4(0.25), we get topological (trivial) to trivial (topo-
logical) quench.

Figure S2(a) and (b) correspond to the qRFD (3) cal-
culated for both quenches for different subsystem sizes.
The rate function calculated in real space is also plot-
ted for both quenches. The qRFD captures the critical
point efficiently. The scaling analysis of both quenches
shows a power law behavior, with the critical exponent
ν ∼ 1.86(1.98) for l = 4 to ν = 1.63(1.74) for l = 10
for topological to trivial (trivial to topological) quench.
The mRFD and its scaling for the quench from trivial
to the topological phase where only local correlations are
present [35], is explained in Sec. IIIA 3.

Appendix D: qRFD in anomalous dQPT

When the quench parameters do not cross the equi-
librium quantum critical point, we get the anomalous
dQPT [32]. The spin Hamiltonian,

H =

N∑
i=1

−hσz
i + Jxσ

x
i σ

x
i+1 + Jyσ

y
i σ

y
i+1, (D1)

exhibits anomalous dQPT. Since this is an integrable
model, the diagonalization in momentum space is pos-
sible with,

H(k) = d⃗(k, h).σ⃗ = 2γ sin kσy + 2(h− cos k)σz, (D2)

where d⃗(k, h) = (0, 2γ sin k, 2(h − cos k)), σ⃗ =
(σx, σy, σz) are the Pauli matrices, Jx = (1 + γ)/2 and
Jy = (1− γ)/2. Consider the quench, γi = 1.6, hi = 1.5
to γf = −4, hf = 3, which is within the paramagnetic
phase [32]. Figure S3(a) corresponds to the qRFD (3)
for different subsystem sizes. The return amplitude is
calculated in the momentum space using Eq. (8). As the
subsystem size increases, the maximum value of qRFD
moves towards the peak value of the rate function, thus
identifying the critical time efficiently.

The reduced density spectrum calculated using the
single-particle correlation matrix, as explained in Ap-
pendix A, is shown in Fig. S3(b). Though the spectrum

shows a single avoided crossing at some time, it lies much
away from the critical time indicated by the blue dotted
line and does not show oscillations like Fig. 3(a). Hence
the mRFD fails to capture the anomalous dQPT.
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FIG. S4. qRFD for 2D TFIM.(a) shows the qRFD for
different subsystem sizes and λ(t) calculated in real space for
a 4 × 4 square lattice. The system is quenched from hi =
1.5J to hf = 0.25J for J = Jp = 1. The subsystem size
chosen is ℓ = 2 sites and areas with size ℓ = 4(2 × 2) and
ℓ = 9(3 × 3). (b) represents the scaling analysis of qRFD for
different subsystem sizes. As the subsystem size increases,
the qRFD also shows similar logarithmic scaling as λ(t).

Appendix E: qRFD in TFIM on a square lattice

Consider the TFIM (6) on a square lattice,

H = −
∑
⟨ij⟩

Jijσ
z
i σ

z
j − h

L∑
i=1

σx
i , (E1)

where the nearest neighbour hopping takes value Jij = J
along the rows and Jij = Jp along the columns, L is the
total number of lattice sites. During the quench from
hi = 1.5J to hf = 0.25J and for J = Jp = 1, the model
undergoes dynamical quantum phase transition. Near
the critical point, the rate function obeys the following
scaling relation [11],

λ(t)− λ(tc) ∼ (t− tc)
2 log |t− tc|, (E2)

where tc is the critical time. The quantum fidelity dis-
tance for different choices of subsystem size, along with
the rate function, is shown in Fig. S4(a). The critical
point is identified well by the local quantum distance.
The Fig. S4(b) shows that similar to the scaling of λ(t)
(E2), the qRFD also exhibits logarithmic scaling,

dqℓ(t)− dqℓ(tc) ∼ (t− tc)
2 log |t− tc|. (E3)

The reduced density spectrum does not show avoided
crossings at the critical time for this quench. Hence, the
minimum reduced fidelity distance (5) is not a reliable
local measure. The quench at which mRFD can capture
dQPT in this model needs to be studied further.
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