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We study the dynamics of a three-dimensional generalization of Kitaev’s honeycomb lattice spin
model (defined on the hyperhoneycomb lattice) subjected to a harmonic driving of Jz, one of the
three types of spin-couplings in the Hamiltonian. Using numerical solutions supported by analytical
calculations based on a rotating wave approximation, we find that the system responds nonmonoton-
ically to variations in the frequency ω (while keeping the driving amplitude J fixed) and undergoes
dynamical freezing, where at specific values of ω, it gets almost completely locked in the initial state
throughout the evolution. However, this freezing occurs only when a constant bias is present in
the driving, i.e., when Jz = J ′ + J cosωt, with J ′ ̸= 0. Consequently, the bias acts as a switch
that triggers the freezing phenomenon. Dynamical freezing has been previously observed in other
integrable systems, such as the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Kitaev’s honeycomb lattice model consists of spin-1/2
degrees of freedom located at the vertices of the lattice
[1]. Nearest neighbor spins interact via anisotropic Ising-
like couplings, with the anisotropy direction dependent
on the orientation of the link between the spins. Remark-
ably, the model is exactly solvable and has a quantum
spin liquid ground state. Quantum spin liquids (QSL)
are characterized by the absence of any magnetic order-
ing while having long-range entanglement, which can give
rise to elementary excitations with fractional quantum
numbers [2, 3]. Depending on the relative strength of
the spin interactions, Kitaev model exists in two distinct
phases: a gapped phase supporting abelian anyons and a
gapless phase supporting non-abelian anyons as elemen-
tary excitations.

Over the last few decades, experimental search
for QSLs has identified several candidate materi-
als. Examples include κ-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu2(CN)3 [4],
ZnCu3(OH)6Cl2 [5], NaYbSe2 [6–8], and NaYbS2 [9].
Since the discovery of Kitaev model, the search for
QSLs has expanded to potential physical realizations of
the model. Even though the strong and non-uniform
anisotropy of the spin interactions in the model initially
appeared unrealistic, Jackeli and Khaliullin showed that
such interactions can arise from strong spin-orbit cou-
pling and, in particular, become dominant in certain iri-
dates [10, 11]. Following their proposal, new materials
such as Na2IrO3 [12], α-Li2IrO3 [13], and H3LiIr2O6 [14]
have been synthesized and studied as possible realizations
of two-dimensional Kitaev QSL. α-RuCl3 is another ma-
terial that has been extensively studied as a strong can-
didate to be a Kitaev QSL [15–17]. For comprehensive
reviews of Kitaev materials, see Refs. 3, 18–20.

Kitaev’s construction has been extended to three di-
mensions based on various approaches [21–23]. One par-
ticular extension involves defining the Hamiltonian on
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a hyperhoneycomb lattice and using the same type of
interactions as in the original model [23]. The hyper-
honeycomb lattice model is also exactly solvable and,
as in the case of the honeycomb lattice model, has
two phases, respectively having a gapped and a gapless
Majorana fermion spectrum. Furthermore, due to the
higher dimension, the flux excitations form loops and are
fermionic in nature [24].

The iridate compound β-Li2IrO3 has been found to
be an approximate realization of the hyperhoneycomb
lattice Kitaev model [25, 26]. γ-Li2IrO3 is another
three-dimensional realization of the Kitaev model, on the
stripy-honeycomb lattice [27, 28].

To probe the excitations (Majorana fermions and the
flux loops), we can explore the dynamical response of the
system. Previously, this has been done for the hyperhon-
eycomb lattice Kitaev model by calculating the dynam-
ical structure factor [29] and by examining the defect
generation during a linear quench [30]. In this paper, we
consider a different dynamical aspect of the model: how
it responds when subjected to a periodic drive.

Certain integrable many-particle systems, when sub-
jected to periodic driving, show an unusual behaviour
when the driving frequency is varied [31–33]. As driving
frequency increases, such systems do not respond mono-
tonically. In particular, for certain combinations of driv-
ing frequency and amplitude, the system becomes locked
in its initial state. This phenomenon, referred to as dy-
namical freezing, contradicts classical intuition. Classi-
cally, one would expect that as the driving frequency in-
creases, the system’s response would diminish and even-
tually vanish when the driving period becomes signifi-
cantly shorter than the characteristic time scales within
the system, with the system then remaining in its initial
state for the entire duration of driving.

Dynamical freezing in an integrable many-particle sys-
tem was first observed in the one-dimensional transverse-
field Ising model [31]. In this model, when the mag-
netic field is harmonically driven at a fixed amplitude,
the long-term average of the magnetization shows a dis-
tinct pattern of peaks and valleys as a function of the
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frequency, with the peaks indicating near-total satura-
tion of the magnetization. Moreover, similar behavior
was observed when periodic quenches replaced harmonic
driving [34].

Several aspects of dynamical freezing such as the effect
of disorder [35], the emergence of slow solitary oscilla-
tions [34], the effect of interactions [36], and the ability to
switch the freezing on and off by tuning parameters in the
Hamiltonian [37] have been investigated in recent years.
Notably, dynamical freezing has been demonstrated ex-
perimentally in a driven Ising chain [38].

It is worth mentioning that dynamical freezing can
be considered as a many-particle counterpart of single-
particle phenomena studied in the past, such as the dy-
namical localization of a particle moving on a lattice in
the presence of an alternating electric field [39, 40], and
the coherent destruction of tunneling of a particle moving
in a periodically driven double-well potential [41, 42].

The dynamics of the 1D transverse-field Ising model,
which has been extensively studied in the context of dy-
namical freezing, can be reduced to a two-level problem
for each momentum value. However, dynamical freez-
ing goes beyond two-level systems and has been demon-
strated to occur in a bilayer graphene system, which fea-
tures four energy bands [43]. The three-dimensional Ki-
taev model, whose dynamics we investigate in this paper,
is also a four-band system.

To make the Kitaev Hamiltonian periodic in time, we
harmonically drive one of the spin-couplings as follows:
Jz(t) = J ′ + J cosωt, where J ′ is a constant that con-
tributes a nonzero average to Jz(t). For nonzero J ′, we
observe dynamical freezing in the system. When driven
at a fixed amplitude J , the system shows a nonmono-
tonic response to changes in the driving frequency ω, and
freezes almost completely at some particular frequencies.
The bias parameter J ′ acts as a switch for the freezing—
when J ′ = 0, there is no freezing. Our results follow
from numerically solving the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation and analytical calculations based on a rotating
wave approximation.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec.
II, we briefly review the 3D Kitaev model defined on
a hyperhoneycomb lattice. In Sec. III, we present our
results for the model subjected to a periodic drive, and
we conclude with a discussion in Sec. IV.

II. THREE-DIMENSIONAL KITAEV MODEL

The Kitaev Hamiltonian on the hyperhoneycomb lat-
tice [23] has the same form as the original honeycomb
lattice model [1]:

H = −Jx
∑

<j,k>x

σx
j σ

x
k − Jy

∑
<j,k>y

σy
j σ

y
k − Jz

∑
<j,k>z

σz
jσ

z
k,

(1)

where < j, k >α denotes a link labeled α. The links are
labeled as x, y or z as shown in Fig. 1. (The lattice
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FIG. 1. The hyperhoneycomb lattice: the four sites labeled
1, 2, 3, 4 belong to a unit cell; a1 = 2x̂, a2 = 2ŷ, and
a3 = x̂+ ŷ + 2ẑ are the basis vectors; x (blue), y (green) and
z (red) are the three link types.

shown in the figure has the same connectivity as the hy-
perhoneycomb lattice, which has a zig-zag structure for
the chains.) Then the component of the Ising-like inter-
action along each link is determined by the corresponding
link label.
The elementary loops (called the plaquettes) in the

hyperhoneycomb lattice contain ten sites (see Fig. 1).
The Hamiltonian commutes with the Z2 flux operators
Wp defined on the plaquettes as follows:

Wp =
∏
j∈p

σ
βj

j , (2)

where j runs over the ten sites belonging to the plaque-
tte p, and βj is the label for the link going out of the
plaquette p at the site j.
The above Hamiltonian can be solved exactly [23] us-

ing a Majorana fermion representation of spin-1/2 [1].
Kitaev introduced four species of Majorana fermions at
each site: cj , b

x
j , b

y
j and bzj . Then, the operators defined

as

σ̃α
j = ibαj cj (3)

satisfy the spin-1/2 algebra when projected to the sub-
space corresponding to bxj b

y
j b

z
jcj = 1. Writing the Hamil-

tonian in terms of the Majorana operators, it is straight-
forward to show that the operators ujk = ibαj b

α
k , defined

on the link connecting sites j and k (with α same as the
link label), commute withH as well as among themselves.
In the Majorana representation, the plaquette operator
becomes

Wp =
∏

<j,k>∈p

ujk, (4)

where < j, k > runs over the links in p.
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It has been shown that for the ground state Wp = 1
for all p. This corresponds to (for a particular gauge
choice) ujk = 1 for all links < j, k >. Then, in terms of
the Fourier modes of the Majorana fermions (which are
standard complex fermions), the Hamiltonian becomes

H =
∑
k

H(k),

where,

H(k) =
∑
k

[
i

2

{
eik3δ1c

†
1(k)c4(k) + δ2c

†
3(k)c2(k)

}
+
i

2

{
Jzc

†
3(k)c4(k) + Jzc

†
1(k)c2(k)

}
+ h.c.

]
,

(5)

where the subscript on the fermion operators labels the
site index within a unit cell (see Fig. 1). Further,

k = k1 b1 + k2 b2 + k3 b3, (6)

with ki = 2πmi, mi ∈ Z, and

δj = Jx + Jye
−ikj , for j = 1, 2. (7)

Here

b1 =
2 x̂− ẑ

4
, b2 =

2 ŷ − ẑ

4
, b3 =

ẑ

2
(8)

form a basis for the reciprocal lattice. The Hamiltonian
in Eq. (5) can be easily diagonalized to obtain the energy
dispersions [23].

III. PERIODIC DRIVING

We drive Jz periodically, keeping Jx = Jy = 1. Fur-
ther, we focus on the regime where the driving amplitude
is large compared to Jx and Jy, and choose the initial
state as the initial Hamiltonian’s ground state.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (5) conserves the fermion
number. In the ground state, the two negative energy
lower bands are filled. Thus, if the initial state is the
ground state at t = 0, the dynamics for a given k will
be restricted to the corresponding six-dimensional two-
particle sector.

To study the response to the driving, we define the
following quantities [43]:

q(k, t) = | ⟨ψk(0)|ψk(t)⟩ |2, (9)

q̃(t) =
1

N

∑
k

q(k, t), (10)

q̄(k) =
1

T

∫ T

0

q(k, t) dt, (11)

Q =
1

NT

∑
k

∫ T

0

dt q(k, t)

=
1

T

∫ T

0

dt q̃(t) =
1

N

∑
k

q̄(k), (12)

where |ψk(0)⟩ is the ground state of H(k) at t = 0 and
N is the number of unit cells. The quantity Q gives
a measure of the extent of freezing; it is obtained by
calculating the probability of the state with momentum
k to remain in the initial state at a later time t and then
averaging over both k and t, where the time-average is
taken over a long duration T . The maximum value of Q
is one, which would imply that the freezing is absolute
and the system is stuck in the initial state throughout
the evolution.
Here we note that the driving of Jz does not violate

the conservation of Wp in the original spin model, and
therefore no flux excitations are created due to the driv-
ing. Moreover, the ground state remains in the Wp = +1
sector throughout the driving, even though Jz changes
sign. To see this, we first observe that the hyperhon-
eycomb lattice consists of layers of chains on the x-y
plane containing only Jx and Jy interactions, and the
chains lying on adjacent planes are then coupled via the
Jz-interaction. Then, under the unitary transformation
σx
j → σx

j , σ
y
j → −σy

j , σ
z
j → −σz

j of all spins lying on
alternate x-y planes, Jx → Jx, Jy → Jy, and Jz → −Jz.
Since each Wp contains an even number of σx

j and σz
j

operators undergoing the above transformation, it is in-
variant.

A. Numerical analysis

In an appropriately chosen basis, the two-particle
Hamiltonian is given by (see Appendix A for the deriva-
tion):

H2p(k) =



−Jz β∗
k 0 0 −βk 0

βk 0 −αk αk 0 −βk

0 −α∗
k 0 0 αk 0

0 α∗
k 0 0 −αk 0

−β∗
k 0 α∗

k −α∗
k 0 β∗

k

0 −β∗
k 0 0 βk Jz


, (13)

where

αk =
−eik3(1 + e−ik1)− (1 + eik2)

4
, (14)

βk =
ieik3(1 + e−ik1)− i(1 + eik2)

4
. (15)

We now drive the system by making Jz time-
dependent: Jz(t) = J cosωt. For large J , during one
cycle the Hamiltonian starts from the gapped phase
(Jz ≫ Jx, Jy) and is driven through the gapless phase.
Our initial state is the ground state at t = 0, which, for
J ≫ 1 is the state [1 0 0 0 0 0]. We numerically compute
q(k, t), the probability of remaining in the initial state at
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FIG. 2. Q(J/ω) for (a) J ′ = 0 (N = 3375), (b) J ′ = 0.1 (N = 1000); and q̃(t) for various values of ω for (c) J ′ = 0 (N = 8000),
(d) J ′ = 0.1 (N = 1000). In all the cases J = 20.

time t, for various values of driving frequency ω, keeping
J fixed.

In Fig. 2a we plot Q (q(k, t) averaged over both k
and t) as a function of the dimensionless parameter J/ω.
(Throughout this paper, we use units in which ℏ = 1.)
Even though Q varies nonmonotonically, showing some
spikes, there is no freezing for any value of J/ω. In Fig.
2c, we have plotted q̃(t) (q(k, t) averaged over k) for five
different values of ω. Three frequencies correspond to
the peaks of Q(J/ω), represented by the graph’s red,
blue, and black curves. At these frequencies, there is
a tendency to freeze at short time scales, but eventually,
at larger times, the system oscillates among the initial
ground state and the excited states, bringing down the
value of Q.

The absence of freezing with zero bias also occurs in
the case of bilayer graphene, where the driving parame-
ter is a chemical potential [43]. In that case, the lack of
freezing is shown to be related to a ground state degener-
acy in a frame rotating with the driving. This prompts us
to analyze our problem in an appropriate rotating frame.
Moreover, we can then apply the method of rotating wave
approximation in the high-frequency limit and obtain an-
alytic solutions.

B. Rotating wave approximation

In the Rotating Wave Approximation (RWA) [44, 45],
we work in the interaction picture by transforming to a
“rotating” frame and then take the high-frequency limit.

Then the Hamiltonian becomes (see Appendix B for the
details of the calculations in this section)

H ′
2p(k) =



0 β̃∗
k 0 0 −β̃k 0

β̃k 0 −αk αk 0 −β̃k

0 −α∗
k 0 0 αk 0

0 α∗
k 0 0 −αk 0

−β̃∗
k 0 α∗

k −α∗
k 0 β̃∗

k

0 −β̃∗
k 0 0 β̃k 0


. (16)

where β̃k = βkJ0 (J/ω), with J0 (J/ω) being the zeroth
order Bessel’s function of the first kind. As shown in
Appendix B, we find that for all values of k and ω, Q
satisfies the following bound in the thermodynamic limit:

5

16
≤ Q ≤ 3

8
. (17)

Even though we have not explicitly calculated Q, our
RWA analysis tightly bounds Q between 0.3125 and
0.375. However, the numerically computed values of Q
(Fig. 2a) are above the RWA upper bound for all val-
ues of ω. As we argue below, this is not a failure of our
RWA calculations, where the time averaging is done in
the infinite-time limit, but a manifestation of the finite
time over which the numerical averages are calculated.
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1. Effect of slow modes

The RWA expression for q̄(k) in Eq. (B12) is valid
only in the limit T → ∞ (where T is the time over which
the averaging is done). For finite T , the infinite-T limit
is a good approximation provided T−1 is small compared
to µ3, µ5, and (µ5 − µ3), the frequencies contained in
q(k, t) [Eq. (B11)]. As µ3, µ5, or (µ5 − µ3) approaches
zero, the T -value required for a good agreement between
numerical analysis and RWA diverges.

As shown in Appendix B, when any among µ3, µ5, or
(µ5−µ3) approaches zero, the value of q̄(k) lies above the
generic case upper bound of 3/8. The number of modes
for which this occurs is O(N2/3), provided J0(J/ω) ̸= 0.
This explains why for finite T and N , Q(ω) lies above
the upper bound of 3/8 obtained in the limit N, T → ∞
(Fig. 2a). When J0(J/ω) = 0, q̄(k) overshoots 3/8 for all
values of k. This accounts for the spikes in Q(ω), which
appear around ω-values for which J0(J/ω) vanishes.

In Fig. 3a, we have plotted q(k, t) for three repre-
sentative values of k. For a generic value of k and J/ω
(blue curve), q(k, t) oscillates many times during the evo-
lution and its time-average q̄(k) = 0.3733 compares well
with the RWA value of 0.3711 obtained from Eq. (B12).
The dynamics slows down when either J0(J/ω) ≈ 0 or
αkβ

∗
k ≈ α∗

kβk. Red and black curves, respectively, show
the slowing down for specific instances of these two cases.
In the duration shown, q(k, t) is well above the RWA
value. Fig. 3b plots q(k, t) corresponding to the third k
value (black curve) for a longer time. Then the time-
average q̄(k) becomes 0.3371 while the RWA formula
yields 0.3750.

C. Driving with bias

We have found that when Jz is driven as
Jz(t) = J cosωt, the system does not freeze under any
driving condition, even though the dynamics slows down
for certain combinations of J and ω. When J0 (J/ω) = 0,
the initial state becomes an eigenstate of the rotating
wave Hamiltonian for all values of k, which would in-
dicate that the system freezes. However, at the same
time the corresponding eigenvalue also becomes degener-
ate, which restores the dynamics, as we have described
in Appendix B.

The degeneracy in the Hamiltonian can be lifted by
adding a bias J ′ to the driving [43]: Jz(t) = J ′+J cosωt.
The rotating wave Hamiltonian in the two-particle sector

then becomes

H ′
2p(k) =



0 β̃∗
k 0 0 −β̃k 0

β̃k J ′ −αk αk 0 −β̃k

0 −α∗
k J ′ 0 αk 0

0 α∗
k 0 J ′ −αk 0

−β̃∗
k 0 α∗

k −α∗
k J ′ β̃∗

k

0 −β̃∗
k 0 0 β̃k 2J ′


, (18)

where, as defined earlier, β̃k = J0(J/ω)βk, and αk and βk
are given in Eqs. (14) and (15). When J0(J/ω) = 0, the
initial state is still an eigenstate of H ′

2p(k), but, unlike in
the bias-free case, this state no longer has a degenerate
partner due to the presence of J ′. Therefore, q(k, t) = 1
for all k, and thus Q = 1.
We have plotted Q(J/ω) in Fig. 2b. The peak values

of Q are close to one, showing that the system is almost
completely frozen at those frequencies. The peaks occur
at J/ω = 2.4, 5.5, and 8.6. This compares well with the
zeros of J0(x), which are at x = 2.405, 5.520, and 8.654.
In Fig. 2d we have shown q̃(t) for five different values of

ω. At the three frequencies that correspond to the peaks
in Q(J/ω) (red, blue, and black curves in the figure), q̃(t)
remains close to one at all times.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have studied the response of the
three-dimensional Kitaev model on a hyperhoneycomb
lattice to strong and fast driving of one of the spin-
couplings. When the driving has no bias, there is no
dynamical freezing; the system oscillates among the ini-
tial ground state and other excited states, and, for a given
driving amplitude, its response is nearly independent of
the driving frequency. Our calculations based on a ro-
tating wave approximation support these observations.
The rotating wave analysis further shows that dynamical
freezing is switched on by introducing a bias to the driv-
ing. In the presence of a bias, the system freezes almost
absolutely for certain ratios between the amplitude and
frequency of the driving. These ratios match well with
the values predicted by the rotating wave analysis.
The switching of dynamical freezing is illustrated in

Fig. 4, which plots the degree of freezing Q against the
bias parameter J ′, for a value of frequency at which sys-
tem freezes for nonzero J ′. Such switching of dynamical
freezing has been previously observed in the transverse-
field X-Y model [37] and in a tight-binding model of
bilayer graphene. We also note that the two-dimensional
Kitaev model undergoes dynamical freezing even under
bias-free driving and, therefore, exhibits no switching.
This is because the one-particle Hamiltonian for the 2D
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FIG. 3. (a) q(k, t) for three different values of k for J ′ = 0, J = 20: (k1, k2, k3) = (π/8,−π/3, π/6) and J/ω = 6.667 (blue);
(k1, k2, k3) = (π/8,−π/3, π/6) and J/ω = 8.628 (red); (k1, k2, k3) = (π/4.1, π/4, 0) and J/ω = 6.667 (black), and (b) q(k, t)
plotted for a longer duration for the third case (black).

FIG. 4. Q(J ′) for N = 8000, J = 20 and ω = 2.320.

model corresponds to a two-level system and is analogous
to the transverse-field Ising model.

We conclude with a discussion of the experimental im-
plications of our model. As mentioned in the introduc-
tion, β-Li2IrO3 is considered to be a good candidate to
realize the hyperhoneycomb lattice Kitaev Hamiltonian.
However, for the driven Hamiltonian, a more plausible
realization is via cold atoms on an optical lattice. For
the honeycomb lattice Kitaev Hamiltonian, Duan, et.
al. [46] have proposed a technique that exploits spin-
dependent tunneling between neighboring atoms in an
optical lattice to induce the anisotropic spin interactions.
This method could in principle be extended to realize the
three-dimensional model as well. The tunneling ampli-
tudes in an optical lattice can be made time-periodic by
introducing an oscillating frequency difference between
the two counter-propagating lasers that create the lat-

tice potential in a given direction [47]. In general, this
will make all parameters in the effective spin-Hamiltonian
time dependent. In this paper, we have considered the
simplest scenario in which only one of the couplings (Jz)
is driven while keeping the other two (Jx and Jy) fixed.
Modeling the periodically driven optical lattice system
will require the implementation of more complex driving
protocols.

Appendix A: Two-particle Hamiltonian

To compute the two-particle Hamiltonian, first, we
write down the matrix representation of the one-particle
Hamiltonian. For each k-value, we label the basis states
using the occupation number ni(k) for each sublattice:
|n1(k), n2(k), n3(k), n4(k)⟩. Then the four basis states
in the one-particle sector are

|1⟩1p = |1000⟩ , |2⟩1p = |0100⟩ ,
|3⟩1p = |0010⟩ , |4⟩1p = |0001⟩ .

Then,

H1p(k) =



0
i

2
Jz 0

i

2
eik3δ1

−i
2
Jz 0

−i
2
δ∗2 0

0
i

2
δ2 0

i

2
Jz

− i

2
e−ik3δ∗1 0

−i
2
Jz 0


.
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After employing the unitary transformation

U =
1√
2

 1 −i 0 0
0 0 1 −i
−i 1 0 0
0 0 −i 1

 ,
the time-dependent Jz-terms in the Hamiltonian become
diagonal:

H1p(k) =



−Jz
2

αk 0 βk

α∗
k −Jz

2
β∗
k 0

0 βk
Jz
2

−αk

β∗
k 0 −α∗

k

Jz
2


, (A1)

where

αk =
−eik3(1 + e−ik1)− (1 + eik2)

4
, (A2)

βk =
ieik3(1 + e−ik1)− i(1 + eik2)

4
. (A3)

Choosing the two-particle basis states as follows,

|1⟩2p = 1√
2

(
|1⟩1p ⊗ |2⟩1p − |2⟩1p ⊗ |1⟩1p

)
|2⟩2p = 1√

2

(
|1⟩1p ⊗ |3⟩1p − |3⟩1p ⊗ |1⟩1p

)
|3⟩2p = 1√

2

(
|1⟩1p ⊗ |4⟩1p − |4⟩1p ⊗ |1⟩1p

)
|4⟩2p = 1√

2

(
|2⟩1p ⊗ |3⟩1p − |3⟩1p ⊗ |2⟩1p

)
|5⟩2p = 1√

2

(
|2⟩1p ⊗ |4⟩1p − |4⟩1p ⊗ |2⟩1p

)
|6⟩2p = 1√

2

(
|3⟩1p ⊗ |4⟩1p − |4⟩1p ⊗ |3⟩1p

)
,

(A4)

we obtain the following two-particle Hamiltonian:

H2p(k) =



−Jz β∗
k 0 0 −βk 0

βk 0 −αk αk 0 −βk

0 −α∗
k 0 0 αk 0

0 α∗
k 0 0 −αk 0

−β∗
k 0 α∗

k −α∗
k 0 β∗

k

0 −β∗
k 0 0 βk Jz


. (A5)

Appendix B: RWA calculation of q̄(k) for J ′ = 0

To implement the rotating wave approximation, we
first transform to a rotating frame by doing the follow-
ing time-dependent unitary transformation in the one-
particle subspace:

U = exp

[
−i

(
J

2ω
sin (ωt)

)
(σz ⊗ I)

]
. (B1)

Then, the effective one-particle Hamiltonian that gov-
erns the dynamics in the rotating frame, given by
H ′

1p = UH1pU
† + i∂tUU

†, becomes

H ′
1p(k) =



0 αk 0 βke
−2iθ

α∗
k 0 β∗

ke
−2iθ 0

0 βke
2iθ 0 −αk

β∗
ke

2iθ 0 −α∗
k 0


, (B2)

where θ = (J/2ω) sinωt. Next we do an expansion of
exp[i(J/ω) sin(ωt)] in terms of einωt, where n ∈ Z:

exp

[
i

(
J

ω

)
sin(ωt)

]
=

∞∑
n=−∞

Jn

(
J

ω

)
einωt, (B3)

where Jn(J/ω) are the Bessel’s functions of the first kind.

For large ω, the predominant term in the above sum is
when n = 0. In the rotating wave approximation (RWA),
we neglect all faster-oscillating terms, which correspond
to n > 0 [44]. Then, the Hamiltonian becomes

H ′
1p(k) =



0 αk 0 β̃k

α∗
k 0 β̃∗

k 0

0 β̃k 0 −αk

β̃∗
k 0 −α∗

k 0


, (B4)

where β̃k = βkJ0 (J/ω). The corresponding Hamiltonian
in the two-particle sector is then

H ′
2p(k) =



0 β̃∗
k 0 0 −β̃k 0

β̃k 0 −αk αk 0 −β̃k

0 −α∗
k 0 0 αk 0

0 α∗
k 0 0 −αk 0

−β̃∗
k 0 α∗

k −α∗
k 0 β̃∗

k

0 −β̃∗
k 0 0 β̃k 0


. (B5)

The sublattice symmetry is made manifest by inter-
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changing indices 2 and 6:

H ′
2p(k) =



0 0 0 0 −β̃∗
k β̃k

0 0 0 0 β̃∗
k −β̃k

0 0 0 0 α∗
k −αk

0 0 0 0 −α∗
k αk

−β̃k β̃k αk −αk 0 0

β̃∗
k −β̃∗

k −α∗
k α∗

k 0 0


. (B6)

The eigenvalues of H2p(k) are

µ1 = µ2 = 0,

µ3 =

√
2
(
|αk|2 + |β̃k|2 − |α2

k + β̃2
k|
)
,

µ4 = −
√

2
(
|αk|2 + |β̃k|2 − |α2

k + β̃2
k|
)
,

µ5 =

√
2
(
|αk|2 + |β̃k|2 + |α2

k + β̃2
k|
)
,

µ6 = −
√

2
(
|αk|2 + |β̃k|2 + |α2

k + β̃2
k|
)
,

(B7)

and the respective eigenvectors are,

|µ1⟩ =
1√
2


1
1
0
0
0
0

 , |µ2⟩ =
1√
2


0
0
1
1
0
0

 ,

|µ3⟩ =
1

N


−(β̃k − β̃∗

kη)

β̃k − β̃∗
kη

αk − α∗
kη

−(αk − α∗
kη)

µ3

ηµ3

 , |µ4⟩ =
1

N


−(β̃k − β̃∗

kη)

β̃k − β̃∗
kη

αk − α∗
kη

−(αk − α∗
kη)

−µ3

−ηµ3

 ,

|µ5⟩ =
1

N ′


−(β̃k + β̃∗

kη)

β̃k + β̃∗
kη

αk + α∗
kη

−(αk + α∗
kη)

µ5

−ηµ5

 , |µ6⟩ =
1

N ′


−(β̃k + β̃∗

kη)

β̃k + β̃∗
kη

αk + α∗
kη

−(αk + α∗
kη)

−µ5

ηµ5


where N and N ′ are normalization factors, and

η =
|α2

k + β̃2
k|

α∗2
k + β̃∗2

k

.

Let |i⟩ denote the canonical basis vectors
(0, . . . 1, . . . 0), where the i-th element is 1 and
the rest zero, and let

xi,j =
⟨i|µj⟩

⟨µj |µj⟩
1
2

.

The initial state |ψk(0)⟩ = |1⟩, therefore,

⟨ψk(0)|ψk(t)⟩ =
∑
j

|x1,j |2e−iµjt

=
1

2
+ 2|x1,3|2 cosµ3t+ 2|x1,5|2 cosµ5t,

since |x1,4|2 = |x1,3|2, |x1,6|2 = |x1,5|2, µ4 = −µ3 , and
µ6 = −µ5. Normalization of |ψk(t)⟩ implies that

|x1,3|2 + |x1,5|2 = 1/4. (B8)

Let |x1,3|2 = uk. Then,

⟨ψk(0)|ψk(t)⟩ =
1

2
+ 2uk cosµ3t+

(
1

2
− 2uk

)
cosµ5t,

(B9)

where

uk =
2|β̃k|2|αk

2 + β̃2
k| −

(
2|β̃k|4 + α∗2

k β̃
2
k + αk

2β̃∗2
k

)
8|αk

2 + β̃2
k|
(
|αk|2 + |β̃k|2 − |α2

k + β̃2
k|
) .

(B10)

Evaluating q(k, t), we get

q(k, t) = | ⟨ψk(0)|ψk(t)⟩ |2

=

[
1

2
+ 2uk cosµ3t+

(
1

2
− 2uk

)
cosµ5t

]2

.

(B11)

Next, we calculate q̄(k), the time-average of q(k, t).
q(k, t) contains four frequencies: µ3, µ5, (µ3 + µ5), and
(µ3 − µ5). When none of these frequencies is zero, i.e.,
µ3 ̸= 0, µ5 ̸= 0, and µ3 ̸= µ5, and as T → ∞, we get

q̄(k) = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0

dt
∣∣∣2p⟨ψk(0)|ψk(t)⟩2p

∣∣∣2 ,
=

3

8
+ 4u2k − uk. (B12)

Normalization of |ψk(t)⟩2p [Eq. (B8)] implies that

0 ≤ uk ≤ 1/4. (B13)

Consequently,

5

16
≤ q̄(k) ≤ 3

8
. (B14)

We now consider the cases where some frequency
in q(k, t) is zero. There are three possibilities:
a) µ3 = µ5 ̸= 0, b) µ3 = 0, and c) µ5 = 0.



9

a. µ3 = µ5 ̸= 0 implies that either k1 = π or
k2 = π, but not both. Then,

q(k, t) =
1

4
(1 + cosµ3t)

2,

and

q̄(k) =
3

8
,

which coincides with the upper bound for the generic case
given by Inequality (B14).

b. µ3 = 0 implies that

αkβ̃
∗
k = α∗

kβ̃k. (B15)

The above condition can be satisfied in two ways: 1)
k1 = k2, or k1 + k2 = 2π for arbitrary J and ω, and 2)

J0(J/ω) = 0 (and, consequently, β̃k = 0), for all values
of k. In the first case,

q(k, t) =

[
1

2
+ 2uk +

(
1

2
− 2uk

)
cosµ5t

]2

, (B16)

and

q̄(k) =
3

8
+ uk + 6u2k. (B17)

From the bound on uk given by the Inequality (B13),
it immediately follows that 3/8 ≤ q̄(k) ≤ 1, which lies
above the upper bound in the generic case. However,
since k1 = k2 or k1+k2 = 2π when µ3 = 0, the number of
modes satisfying this condition is O(N

2
3 ), therefore, their

contribution to Q can be neglected in the thermodynamic
limit.
In the second scenario, Eq. (B15) is satisfied via

J0(J/ω) = 0 independent of k. Then, the initial state
[1 0 0 0 0 0] becomes an eigenstate of the H ′

2p(k) [Eq.
(B5)] for all k, which would have implied that the state
is stationary and therefore q̄(k) = 1. However, when

β̃k = 0, the initial state becomes degenerate with the
state [0 0 0 0 0 1]. Then, for each k, the system will fully
oscillate between these two states for arbitrarily small
values of β̃k.
Therefore, to obtain the correct physical values, we

need to take the limit β̃k → 0 of the general expression
for q̄(k) [Eq. (B12)]. Then, we obtain

lim
β̃k→0

q̄(k) =
3

8
. (B18)

c. µ5 = 0 implies αk = β̃k = 0, and then µ3 is
also zero. Then the rotating wave Hamiltonian vanishes,
and there is no dynamics: q(k, t) = 1. This occurs when
k1 = k2 = π, and the number of modes satisfying this
condition is ∼ N

1
3 .

To summarize: for generic driving conditions,
5/16 ≤ q̄(k) ≤ 3/8, for all values of k except those sat-
isfying the condition k1 + k2 = 2π (the number of such
k-values ∼ N

2
3 ); when the driving parameters are such

that J0(J/ω) = 0, then q̄(k) = 3/8, for all values of k.
Since Q is the average of q̄(k) over k, we conclude that,
under all driving conditions, and as N → ∞,

5

16
≤ Q ≤ 3

8
. (B19)
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