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Confinement is an intriguing phenomenon prevalent in condensed matter and high-energy physics.
Exploring its effect on the far-from-equilibrium criticality of quantum many-body systems is of great
interest both from a fundamental and technological point of view. Here, we employ large-scale
uniform matrix product state calculations to show that a qualitative change in the type of dynami-
cal quantum phase transitions (DQPTs) accompanies the confinement–deconfinement transition in
three paradigmatic models — the power-law interacting quantum Ising chain, the two-dimensional
quantum Ising model, and the spin-S U(1) quantum link model. By tuning a confining parameter
in these models, it is found that branch (manifold) DQPTs arise as a signature of (de)confinement.
Whereas manifold DQPTs are associated with a sign change of the order parameter, their branch
counterparts are not, but rather occur even when the order parameter exhibits considerably con-
strained dynamics. Our conclusions can be tested in modern quantum-simulation platforms, such
as ion-trap setups and cold-atom experiments of gauge theories.

Introduction.—Confinement is a prominent effect in
physics, most famous in the context of color confinement
in quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Below the Hage-
dorn temperature, color-charged particles, such as quarks
and gluons, cannot be isolated and are confined into
hadrons [1]. Confinement is also present in the context of
another gauge theory, quantum electrodynamics (QED).
There, a topological θ-angle [2–4] or the gauge coupling
[5] can be tuned to induce confinement. Recently, there
has been significant interest in probing confinement of
gauge theories on dedicated large-scale quantum simula-
tors [6–10], including at finite temperature [11–13].

Beyond gauge theories, confinement can also arise in
the context of quantum spin chains. If one considers
a quantum Ising chain with transverse and longitudi-
nal fields, then real-time confinement in the wake of a
quantum quench arises, where domain-wall excitations
due to the transverse field tend to bind together due to
the longitudinal field [14]. Confinement also occurs in
transverse-field Ising chains with long-range interactions
[15–17], where the latter also makes it energetically un-
favorable for domain-wall excitations to be separated at
long distances. The two-dimensional Ising model also ex-
hibits confinement-like behavior [18, 19]. In two dimen-
sions and with nearest-neighbor interactions, the energy
of a domain (or island) of opposite spin polarization in
the ferromagnetic phase is proportional to its perimeter,
unlike in the one-dimensional case where the cost is in-
dependent of domain size. Dynamically, this leads to
a suppression of the spread of such domains when the
transverse-field strength is not large enough.

Whether in quantum spin models or gauge theories,
the presence of confinement gives rise to exotic con-

strained dynamics that is very interesting to understand
from a fundamental point of view, and also to possibly
probe on modern quantum simulators [20–28].

In recent years, there has been a concerted effort
to build a complete theoretical framework of far-from-
equilibrium quantum many-body criticality. Various ap-
proaches have been explored, with one particular avenue
that has garnered significant attention: dynamical quan-
tum phase transitions (DQPTs) [29–31]. It entails ex-
tending the concept of thermal free energy in equilibrium
to Schrödinger time evolution. By recognizing that the
overlap of the time-evolved wave function with the initial
state is a boundary partition function, one can interpret
evolution time as complexified inverse temperature. The
logarithm of this overlap is then related to a dynami-
cal free energy whose nonanalyticities at critical evolu-
tion times are DQPTs. DQPTs have been extensively
studied over the last decade in nonintegrable short-range
quantum spin chains [32–34], long-range models [35–45],
topological systems [46–54], in higher spatial dimensions
[47, 55–60], at finite temperature [61–66], and in gauge
theories [67–73], and they have been observed experimen-
tally [74–76].

In this study, we ask: Can DQPTs be leveraged as
a probe of confinement in quantum many-body mod-
els? Given that DQPTs offer a window into out-of-
equilibrium criticality, and considering that confinement
fundamentally changes the nature of the dynamics of a
quantum many-body system, it would be prudent to in-
vestigate this question, which we do using state-of-the-art
numerical methods. We find that the presence of con-
finement fundamentally changes the type of DQPTs that
dominate the return rate of a quenched quantum many-
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body system. To demonstrate our findings, we consider
three paradigmatic systems: the long-range quantum
Ising chain, the two-dimensional quantum Ising model
on a square lattice, and spin-S U(1) quantum link model
(QLM) formulations of lattice QED.

Long-range quantum Ising chain.—We consider
the nonintegrable long-range transverse-field Ising chain
(LR-TFIC) with power-law interactions, described by the
Hamiltonian

ĤLR-TFIC = −J
∑
j>i

1

|j − i|α
σ̂z
i σ̂

z
j − h

∑
i

σ̂x
i , (1)

where σ̂x,z
i are the x and z Pauli matrices acting on site

i, J is the spin coupling constant, h is the magnetic-field
strength, and α is the exponent of the power law. The
LR-TFIC at ferromagnetic coupling (J > 0) has a ther-
mal phase transition for α < 2, a phase transition of the
Berezinskii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) [77–79] type at
finite temperature for α = 2, and no thermal phase tran-
sition for α > 2 [80]. It hosts a quantum phase transition
at an α-dependent critical value of the transverse-field
strength h for any α, and this transition is related to the
spontaneous breaking of a global Z2 symmetry [81]. For
α ≥ 3, it falls in the short-range universality class. In this
work, we consider ferromagnetic coupling (J > 0) and
inverse-square interactions (α = 2), although we have
checked that our forthcoming conclusions are valid for
other values of α.

We initialize the system in the ground-state manifold
at h = hi = 0, spanned by the basis generated by |ψ+⟩ =
|· · · ↑↑↑↑↑ · · ·⟩ and |ψ−⟩ = |· · · ↓↓↓↓↓ · · ·⟩. We choose
the initial state to be |ψ(t = 0)⟩ = |ψ+⟩ and suddenly
quench the magnetic field to h = hf > 0 to obtain the

time-evolved wave function |ψ(t)⟩ = e−iĤLR-TFICt |ψ+⟩
at evolution time t, where we have set Planck’s re-
duced constant to ℏ = 1. To numerically simulate
the time evolution of this state, we use infinite ma-
trix product state (iMPS) techniques, which work di-
rectly in the thermodynamic limit by writing the state
in a translation-invariant form. [82–85] Specifically, we
use a version of the time-dependent variational princi-
ple (TDVP) algorithm [86, 87] that has been modified
to handle translation-invariant states. We use single-site
evolution with adaptive bond expansion, with a time-step
of 0.001/J . As the inverse-square interaction cannot be
directly represented as a matrix product operator (MPO)
with finite bond dimension, we instead fit a weighted sum
of five exponential functions [88], which has an efficient
representation as an MPO and a total error of less than
10−8 over the first 100 sites.

To detect the DQPTs in the time-evolution simu-
lations, we calculate the expectation value of the or-
der parameter (i.e., the net magnetization) Mz(t) =
limL→∞

∑
j ⟨ψ(t)|σ̂z

j |ψ(t)⟩ /L, which is related to the
spontaneous breaking of the global Z2 symmetry hosted
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FIG. 1. The return rates and order parameter of the quench
of the inverse-square long-range LR-TFIC (1) from hi = 0 to
(a) hf = 1.25J < hd

c and (b) hf = 2.5J > hd
c . Note that

the values of the return rate go to twice the time as those of
the order parameter: this is since we can calculate the return
rate at time 2t using the wave function at time t using the
doubling trick (see text).

by the LR-TFIC, as well as the return rates with the two
degenerate ground states at h = 0, defined by

λ±1 (t) = − lim
L→∞

1

L
ln
∣∣〈ψ±∣∣ψ(t)〉∣∣2 . (2)

We further define the total return rate as the minimum of
these two values [74]: r(t) = min

{
λ+1 (t), λ

−
1 (t)

}
. These

return rates have a well-defined value in the thermo-
dynamic limit, and can be calculated from the eigen-
values of the mixed iMPS transfer matrix T ±(t) [89],
which we write in order of decreasing magnitude: ϵ±n (t),
n = 1, 2, . . .. We define λ±n (t) = − ln |ϵ±n (t)|. For n = 1,
this expression is equivalent to the original definition
of the return rates in Eq. (2) [82]. DQPTs are de-
fined as nonanalyticities in the total return rate r(t) [30],
which generically correspond to manifold crossings be-
tween λ+1 (t) and λ

−
1 (t) or branch crossings between λ±1 (t)

and λ±2 (t) [71].
An equivalent method of calculating the return

rates (2) involves calculating time-evolution simulations
for each initial state |ψ±(t)⟩, and evaluating λ±1 (t) =

− limL→∞ L−1 ln |⟨ψ±(−t/2)|ψ+(t/2)⟩|2, where we can
obtain |ψ±(−t/2)⟩ by taking the complex conjugate of
|ψ±(t/2)⟩, assuming the initial state is time-reversal sym-
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metric. By using this doubling trick, if we perform a time-
evolution simulation up to time T for each initial state,
we can calculate the return rates up to time 2T (but we
can only calculate observables up to time T ).

The dynamical critical point hdc is defined such that if
the quenched final value of the transverse-field strength
hf < hdc , the infinite-time average of the order parameter
is nonzero, while if hf > hdc , then the infinite-time av-
erage of the order parameter is zero [90, 91]. The value
of hdc also depends on the initial value hi of the quench
parameter. For inverse-square interactions α = 2, the
dynamical critical point of the LR-TFIC when hi = 0
is hdc ≈ 1.85J [36, 37]. When we quench to a mag-
netic field below the dynamical critical point hf < hdc , we
only observe DQPTs corresponding to branch crossings,
and the order parameter does not pass zero, as shown in
Fig. 1(a) for hf = 1.25J . Indeed, the order parameter
remains significantly larger than zero throughout all ac-
cessible evolution times, indicating constrained dynam-
ics. However, if we quench above the dynamical criti-
cal point hf > hdc , we observe DQPTs corresponding to
manifold crossings, each of which is associated with the
order parameter crossing zero, as shown in Fig. 1(b) for
hf = 2.5J . This coincides to a crossover in the behavior of
the quasiparticle excitations of this model [16, 92]: below
the equilibrium critical point (hec ≈ 2.5J in this case [36]),
for h > hdc , the lowest energy excitations are noninteract-
ing domain walls, but for h < hdc , a bound state of two
domain walls has a lower energy than two vastly sepa-
rated domain walls. This suggests that the transition be-
tween the dominance of branch DQPTs to their manifold
counterparts is related to the confinement–deconfinement
transition of the domain walls from bound states to freely
propagating excitations.

Two-dimensional quantum Ising model.—We
now turn to the two-dimensional (2D) transverse-field
Ising model on a square lattice, whose Hamiltonian is

Ĥ2D-TFIM = −J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

σ̂z
i σ̂

z
j − h

∑
i

σ̂x
i , (3)

where i is a vector-index marking the location of a site
on the square lattice. Unlike its one-dimensional counter-
part, the 2D Ising model with nearest-neighbor interac-
tions has a finite-temperature phase transition at a crit-
ical (Onsager) temperature of Tc = 2J/ ln

(
1 +

√
2
)
[93].

On the square lattice, it has a quantum phase transition
at the equilibrium critical point hec ≈ 3.004J [94, 95].

As is standard for studying 2D systems using MPS
techniques, we put the system onto a cylindrical geom-
etry, with a periodic circumference of finite width Ly,
while the system is in the thermodynamic limit in the ax-
ial direction Lx = ∞. For the results of this work, we set
Ly = 6 sites. Due to the finite length in the y-direction,
finite-size fluctuations reduce the equilibrium quantum
critical point to hec ≈ 2.93J , and we determine, based
on the order-parameter dynamics, that hdc ≈ 2.0J [96].
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FIG. 2. The return rates and order parameter of the quench
of the transverse field in the two-dimensional square-lattice
transverse-field Ising model (3) on a cylindrical geometry with
circumference Ly = 6, from hi = 0 to (a) hf = 1.3J < hd

c and
(b) hf = 4J > hd

c .

Our results are shown in Fig. 2: when we quench below
the dynamical critical point (hf = 1.3J < hdc ), we only
observe branch DQPTs directly and an order-parameter
significantly above zero indicating constrained dynamics,
while when we quench above the dynamical critical point
(hf = 4J > hdc ), we only observe manifold DQPTs corre-
sponding to order parameter zeros.
As such, the same picture holds as in the case of the

LR-TFIC: in the presence of confinement, branch DQPTs
arise and dominate the return rate concurrently with
the order parameter exhibiting constrained dynamics and
never passing zero, while in the deconfined phase, man-
ifold DQPTs dominate the return rate and correspond
directly to order-parameter zeros.
Spin-S U(1) quantum link model.—Let us now

consider a paradigmatic gauge theory, the spin-S U(1)
quantum link model (QLM) with Hamiltonian [97–99]

ĤQLM =− κ

2

∑
i

(
ϕ̂†i ŝ

+
i,i+1ϕ̂i+1 +H.c.

)
+ µ

∑
i

(−1)iϕ̂†i ϕ̂i +
g2

2

∑
i

(
ŝzi,i+1

)2
, (4)

where ϕ̂†i (ϕ̂i) is a fermionic creation (annihilation) op-
erator acting on matter site i, even (odd) sites repre-
sent (anti)particles (for antiparticles, the role of creation
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FIG. 3. The return rates and order parameter of the quench of
the spin-1 U(1) QLM (4), µ = 0.1κ, from the positive extreme
vacuum

∣∣ψ+
〉

to (a) gf = 0, (b) gf = 0.6κ and (c) gf = 1.4κ.

and annihilation is swapped), ŝ±i,i+1 and ŝzi,j+1 are spin-
S operators acting on the gauge link between matter
sites i and i + 1, representing the gauge and electric-
field operators, respectively, κ is the hopping energy, µ is
the fermion mass, and g is the gauge-coupling strength,
which controls the confinement of the particles.

The generators of the U(1) gauge symmetry are

Ĝi = ŝzi,i+1 − ŝzi−1,i − ϕ̂†i ϕ̂i −
(−1)i − 1

2
, (5)

which are a discrete analog of Gauss’s law. We work in
the physical sector where Ĝi |ψ⟩ = 0, ∀i.

In this work, we consider S = 1 — the effect of
the gauge coupling g is trivial for S = 1/2 as then
(ŝzi,i+1)

2 = 1/4 is an inconsequential constant energy
term — where there are three different vacua in the

physical sector, which can be written in a basis char-
acterized by the z projection of the spin mz of each
link flux: ŝzi,i+1 |ψmz ⟩ = mz |ψmz ⟩ , ∀i, where mz =
−1, 0,+1 (we will write mz = ± as an abbreviation of
±1). We then numerically simulate a sudden quench
from the “extreme” vacuum |ψ+⟩ to a finite g and µ
using the same numerical methods as in the previous
sections with a time-step of 0.01/κ, and we calculate
the return rates λ0,±1 (t) for the three vacua, with the
total return rate r(t) = min

{
λ+1 (t), λ

0
1(t), λ

−
1 (t)

}
be-

ing their minimum, as well as the electric flux E(t) =
limL→∞

∑
i ⟨ψ(t)|ŝzi,i+1|ψ(t)⟩ /L, which is an order pa-

rameter associated with a global Z2 symmetry related to
charge-parity conservation [100, 101].
The gauge coupling g tunes the strength of confine-

ment. For small g, confinement is weak: this is shown
in the behavior of the flux in our quenches to gf = 0
and 0.6κ in Fig. 3(a,b). In these quenches, the flux os-
cillates close to the extreme values ±1: this is indicative
of the free propagation of single deconfined matter par-
ticles. We also observe primarily manifold DQPTs, with
a zero crossing of the flux corresponding to a maximal
overlap of the wave function with the middle vacuum. At
larger values of g, such as in the quench to gf = 1.4κ in
Fig. 3(c), confinement is strong, as indicated by the flux
oscillating close to its initial value. In this case, we only
observe branch DQPTs, and no manifold DQPTs at all.
Once again we see how the dominance of branch DQPTs
in the return rate coincides with strong confinement.
It is worth mentioning that for the quenches in

the spin-1 U(1) QLM (4), we have to calculate time-
evolution simulations for quenches of all three initial
states

∣∣ψ0,±(t)
〉
. However, since the quench of the middle

vacuum
∣∣ψ0

〉
is more numerically expensive than those of

the two extreme vacua |ψ±⟩, we cannot reach as long sim-
ulation times for the former as in the latter. Hence, the
total time for which we can calculate all of the return
rates in Fig. 3 is slightly less than double the final time
of the order parameter.

Discussion and outlook.—We have shown how the
prevalence of branch DQPTs in the return rate, which in-
volve nonanalyticities in the overlap to the initial state,
is an indicator of confinement. We have demonstrated
this using iMPS calculations involving the power-law in-
teracting quantum Ising chain, quantum Ising model on
a square lattice, and spin-S U(1) QLMs of lattice QED.
Our numerical simulations show a clear picture: whereas
in the deconfined phase mostly manifold DQPTs arise
that have a direct connection to order-parameter zeros,
under strong confinement only branch DQPTs arise, co-
inciding with an order parameter exhibiting constrained
dynamics near its initial value.

Given the high level of control and precision in to-
day’s quantum simulators, our conclusions can be tested
in ion-trap and cold-atom setups [74, 102]. Whereas in
Ref. [74] only those regimes in which manifold DQPTs
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occur were probed, quenches within the ferromagnetic
phase of the long-range quantum Ising chain would be
able to exhibit branch DQPTs while simultaneously ob-
serving constrained order-parameter dynamics, the latter
as explained in Ref. [15]. For the spin-1 U(1) QLM, re-
cent experimental proposals have shown how this can be
realized using bosonic Dysprosium atoms in optical su-
perlattices, which would facilitate the verification of our
conclusions in lattice gauge theories [103].

It would be interesting to understand how confine-
ment gives rise to branch DQPTs. Given that the mod-
els considered here are nonintegrable and their far-from-
equilibrium dynamics is highly nonperturbative, analytic
insights are limited, and numerical methods become our
best approach to understanding the physics. Neverthe-
less, one can speculate that confinement gives rise to fun-
damentally far-from-equilibrium criticality in the form of
branch DQPTs, distinct from the rather equilibrium-like
criticality of manifold DQPTs, which are directly asso-
ciated to the order-parameter dynamics changing sign.
Furthermore, and unsurprisingly, it seems that the criti-
cality of branch DQPTs involves much higher-order exci-
tations than the low-lying quasiparticles due to confine-
ment such as bound domain walls in the LR-TFIC, be-
cause low-energy approximations of the LR-TFIC such as
the two-kink model [15] do not capture branch DQPTs.

It is worth mentioning that we have intentionally cho-
sen models with unbroken global symmetries, in order to
be able to properly define and distinguish between man-
ifold and branch DQPTs. Of course, there are models
such as the Ising chain with both transverse and longi-
tudinal fields and the spin-1/2 U(1) QLM with a topo-
logical θ-term in which the global symmetry is explicitly
broken. In such a case, the initial-state manifold is non-
degenerate, and the return rate involves projecting on a
single initial state, thereby preventing a distinction be-
tween manifold and branch DQPTs. This is something
we have intentionally avoided for clarity. With that said,
classifying confinement in such models through DQPTs
would also be interesting, and is left for future work.
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[39] Bojan Žunkovič, Markus Heyl, Michael Knap, and
Alessandro Silva, “Dynamical quantum phase transi-
tions in spin chains with long-range interactions: Merg-
ing different concepts of nonequilibrium criticality,”
Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 130601 (2018).
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[43] Ángel L. Corps and Armando Relaño, “Dynamical and
excited-state quantum phase transitions in collective
systems,” Phys. Rev. B 106, 024311 (2022).
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[53] K. Wrześniewski, I. Weymann, N. Sedlmayr, and
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[75] N. Fläschner, D. Vogel, M. Tarnowski, B. S. Rem, D.-S.
Lühmann, M. Heyl, J. C. Budich, L. Mathey, K. Seng-
stock, and C. Weitenberg, “Observation of dynamical
vortices after quenches in a system with topology,” Na-
ture Physics 14, 265–268 (2018).

[76] Xinfang Nie, Bo-Bo Wei, Xi Chen, Ze Zhang, Xiuzhu
Zhao, Chudan Qiu, Yu Tian, Yunlan Ji, Tao Xin, Dawei
Lu, and Jun Li, “Experimental observation of equi-
librium and dynamical quantum phase transitions via
out-of-time-ordered correlators,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 124,
250601 (2020).

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.08567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.155127
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.155127
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.92.075114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.064304
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.014301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.014301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-69621-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.043064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.043064
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.105.094514
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.105.094514
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.108.094306
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.014302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.014302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.134313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.016801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aaf9be
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1751-8121/aaf9be
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.102.035115
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.102.035115
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.2.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.2.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.104302
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.180303
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.180304
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.96.180304
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.045147
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.97.174401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.130603
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.050403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.122.250401
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.235103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.224309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.105.224309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.106.245110
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03089
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03089
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3390/e25040608
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.3390/e25040608
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.080501
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.080501
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-017-0013-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-017-0013-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.250601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.250601


8

[77] D. J. Thouless, “Long-range order in one-dimensional
ising systems,” Phys. Rev. 187, 732–733 (1969).
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