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In conventional quantum critical point (QCP) characterized by order parameter fluctuations, the
celebrated Kibble-Zurek mechanism (KZM) and finite-time scaling (FTS) theory provide universal
descriptions of the driven critical dynamics. However, in strongly correlated fermionic systems where
gapless fermions are usually present in vicinity of QCP, the driven dynamics has rarely been ex-
plored. In this Letter, we investigate the driven critical dynamics in two-dimensional Dirac systems,
which harbor semimetal and Mott insulator phases separated by the QCP triggered by the inter-
play between fluctuations of gapless Dirac fermions and order-parameter bosons. By studying the
evolution of physical quantities for different driving rates through large-scale quantum Monte Carlo
simulation, we confirm that the driven dynamics is described by the FTS form. Accordingly, our
results significantly generalize the KZM theory by relaxing its requirement for a gapped initial state
to the system accommodating gapless Dirac fermionic excitation. Through successfully extending
the KZM and FTS theory to Dirac QCP, our work not only brings new fundamental perspective
into the nonequilibrium critical dynamics, but also provides a novel theoretical approach to fathom
quantum critical properties in fermionic systems.

Introduction— Fathoming nonequilibrium universal
properties near a quantum critical point (QCP) is one
of the central issues in modern physics [1–4]. Although
the general organizing principle for the nonequilibrum
critical dynamics is still elusive, a unified framework for
understanding the generation of topological defects after
the linear quench was proposed by Kibble in cosmologi-
cal physics and then generalized by Zurek in condensed
matter systems [5, 6]. This celebrated Kibble-Zurek
mechanism (KZM) has aroused intensive investigations
from both theoretical and experimental aspects, exerting
far-reaching significance in both classical and quantum
phase transitions [5–36]. More interestingly, it was found
that scaling behaviors can also manifest themselves in
the whole driven process [37–42]. As a generalization of
the KZM, a finite-time scaling (FTS) theory was pro-
posed to systematically understand the full scaling prop-
erties [43, 44]. These full scaling forms have been veri-
fied in various systems from numerical to experimental
works [30, 31, 41, 43–54]. Moreover, the KZM and the
FTS recently show their fabulous power in state prepa-
rations and probing critical properties in fast-developing
programmable quantum devices [30, 31, 52–55].

The fermionic QCP [56–65], in which gapless fermionic
excitations are present in vicinity of the transition point,
are ubiquitous to strongly correlated quantum materi-
als such as heavy-fermion systems [66–70], cuprate and
Fe-based superconductors [71–76], and twisted bilayer
graphene [77–80]. In the aspects of equilibrium nature,
many intriguing phenomena are unveiled arising from the
interplay between critical fluctuations of order parameter

and gapless fermions, including strange metallic trans-
port [81–85], high-Tc superconductivity [86–90] and in-
tertwined ordering [91–97]. In contrast, the nonequilib-
rium properties of quantum driven dynamics in fermionic
QCP are largely unaddressed.

The QCP occuring in Dirac semimetal (DSM), dubbed
as Dirac QCP, represents a typical class of fermionic
QCP. The studies of Dirac QCP stem from the research
in modern high-energy physics, such as chiral symme-
try in QCD and mass generation via spontaneously sym-
metry breaking [98–104]. From the perspectives of sta-
tistical mechanics and condensed matter physics, Dirac
quantum criticality also attracts enormous attentions,
particularly after the experimental realization of two-
dimensional Dirac fermions in graphene and various topo-
logical insulators or semimetals. The presence of Dirac
fermions is theoretically revealed to tremendously enrich
quantum critical properties, rendering novel universal-
ity classes of quantum phase transition without classical
counterpart [105–150]. Consequently, fathoming the non-
equilibrium driven dynamics in Dirac QCP has overarch-
ing meaning in basic theory, as well as immediate applica-
tions in the context of detecting and exploring fermionic
QCP in experimental platform including realistic materi-
als and quantum devices [151–153]. Particularly, whether
the original KZM is still applicable in the presence of
gapless fermions remains largely elusive, constituting a
fundamental question that bears profound impact on the
theory of phase transition and nonequilibrium physics.

However, directly attacking the real-time dynamics in
two or higher spatial dimension is largely hindered by the
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lack of reliable theoretical or numerical methods. Specif-
ically, quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) fails as a result of
the notorious sign problem [154–156], while the tensor-
network method still needs tremendous improvements de-
spite remarkable progress in recent years [157, 158]. For-
tunately, scaling analysis demonstrates that both real-
and imaginary-time driven dynamics share the same scal-
ing form [159–161]. This inference has been verified in
various systems [51, 157, 161], and particularly, sub-
stantiated by the remarkable consistency between the
imaginary-time scaling and the annealing experiments in
quantum devices [48, 52], bridging the gap between the
QMC imaginary-time simulations without sign problem
and the real-time dynamics.

In this work, for the first time we investigate the driven
critical dynamics of two representative Dirac quantum
critical points, belonging to chiral Heisenberg and chiral
Ising universality classes respectively, via the determi-
nant QMC method [154]. By linearly varying the in-
teraction strength along the imaginary-time direction to
cross the QCP from both the DSM and Mott insulator
phases, we uncover that for large driving rate the quan-
tum critical dynamics is governed by the driving rate.
The numerical results confirm that the whole driven pro-
cess satisfies the scaling form of FTS. Hence, our study
significantly generalizes the conventional KZM theory.
Since DSM phase harbors gapless excitations, our results
unambiguously show that the prerequisite of KZM the-
ory that the initial state is fully gapped can be relaxed to
the systems accommodating gapless Dirac fermions. In
addition, our numerical simulation achieves the critical
exponents of phase transition, whose values obtained in
previous studies on equilibrium properties are still un-
der debate. Our approach of QMC simulation on driven
critical dynamics offers a novel theoretical tool to unravel
properties of Dirac QCP. Through the innovative gener-
alization of quantum driven critical dynamics to Dirac-
fermion systems, our study not only leads to a great
leap to the fundamental theory of KZM and FTS, but
also contributes to a feasible approach to investigate the
fermionic quantum critical phenomena in realistic plat-
form such as quantum materials and devices.

Dynamics in chiral Heisenberg criticality— A typical
model hosting QCP belonging to chiral Heisenberg uni-
versality class is the Hubbard model on the half-filled
honeycomb lattice with the Hamiltonian [123–127]

H = −t
∑
⟨ij⟩,σ

c†iσcjσ + U
∑
i

(
ni↑ −

1

2

)(
ni↓ −

1

2

)
, (1)

in which c†iσ (cjσ) represents the creation (annihilation)

operator of electrons with spin σ, niσ ≡ c†iσciσ is the
electron number operator, t is the hopping amplitude be-
tween nearest neighbor sites and set as the energy unit
in the following. U is the strength of the on-site repul-
sive interaction. The model is absent from sign problem

FIG. 1. Sketch of the phase diagram in Dirac systems and
the protocol for driven dynamics with different initial states.
The correlation time scales for both boson (yellow curve) and
fermion (violet curve) are finite in one phase (solid) but diver-
gent (dotted) in the other phase. Accordingly, the prerequisite
of the original KZM that a gapped initial state should exist
to protect an initial adiabatic stage, in which the transition
time is larger than (dashed line) than the correlation time,
breaks down.

in QMC simulation[162]. As shown in Fig. 1, a critical
point Uc separates two phases. When U > Uc, the system
is in the antiferromagnetic (AFM) Mott insulator phase
in which fermions acquire a mass originating from spon-
taneously symmetry breaking characterized by the finite
AFM order parameter m2 =

∑
i,j ηiηj⟨Sz

i S
z
j ⟩/L2d with

Sz
i ≡ 1

2c
†
iσ

zci, c ≡ (c↑, c↓), and ηi = ±1 for i ∈ A(B)
sublattice [126, 127]. Here, L is the linear size of the
system and d is the spatial dimension. In this phase, the
transverse spin excitation is massless due to the presence
of the Goldstone modes. In contrast, when U < Uc, the
system is in the DSM phase with four-component mass-
less Dirac fermion (Nf = 2). At Uc, both Dirac fermions
and AFM order parameter bonsons are gapless, giving
rise to Gross-Nevue QCP belonging to chiral Heisenberg
universality class [123–127].
For the driven dynamics across the critical point, based

on an adiabatic-impulse-adiabatic scenario, the original
KZM often requires a gapped initial state to maintain
an adiabatic initial evolution [1, 2, 163], since the frozen
time, which is a central notion in the KZM, lives at the
edge of the adiabatic stage. After that, the KZM pre-
dicts an impulse regime wherein the system ceases evolv-
ing due to the critical slowing down [1, 2, 6]. This over-
simplified assumption was further improved by the FTS
theory, which demonstrated that a driven-induced time
scale controls the dynamics in the impulse region and
the whole evolution process can be described by the FTS
forms [43–45]. Here we begin to explore whether the FTS
forms are still applicable in Dirac systems with gapless
initial states.
First we study the driven dynamics by varying U with

imaginary time τ as U = U0+Rτ starting from the DSM
initial state with interaction strength U0, as illustrated in
Fig. 1. We denote the distance to the critical point as g
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FIG. 2. Driven dynamics from the DSM phase of model (1).
(a) Log-log plots of m2 versus R for different L driven to
Uc = 3.85 before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling. Inset in (a1)
shows m2 ∝ L−2 for R = 0.15 (dash-dotted line). For large R,
power fitting for L = 24 (black solid line) shows m2 ∝ R−0.26

with the exponent close to (2β−dν)/νr = −0.257 (dash line)
from Ref. [127]. (b) Curves of m2 versus g for fixed RLr =
5.41 and different L before (b1) and after (b2) rescaling.

(Here g = U−Uc). When g = 0, from Fig. 2 (a1), we find
that for large R, m2 ∝ R(2β−dν)/νr in which β and ν are
the exponents for order parameter and correlation length
respectively [127], and r = z + 1/ν with z the dynamic
exponent. And the exponent on R is almost independent
of L. In addition, for fixed R, we find that m2 ∝ L−2.
Combination of these results yields the scaling relation
m2 ∝ L−dR(2β−dν)/νr. In contrast, when R is small,
Fig. 2 (a1) shows thatm2 tends to saturate and the usual
finite-size scaling m2 ∝ L−2β/ν is restored. To reconcile
these rescaling relations, the scaling form must satisfy

m2(R,L, g) = L−dR(2β−dν)/νrF(RLr, gL1/ν), (2)

in which F is a non-singular scaling function and therein
dimensionless quantity gL1/ν is also included to take ac-
count of the off-critical-point effects. Eq. (2) is consistent
with the FTS in conventional bosonic QCP [45, 46].
To confirm Eq. (2), we find that the Eq. (2) yields the

scaling form m2 = L−2β/νF(RLr, 0) with fixing g = 0.
Here, we rescale m2 and R as m2L2β/ν and RLr respec-
tively, and reveal that the rescaled curves collapse well
into a single curve, as shown in Fig. 2 (a2). The results of
data collapse not only confirm Eq. (2) at g = 0, but also
verify the values of critical point and critical exponents.

10−1 100

10−2

10−1

101 102

100

101

0 1
0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

−20 −10 0 10 20
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

 Fit
 Ref. [127]

m
2

R

(a1)

m
2 L

2β
/ν

RLr

 L=18
 L=21
 L=24

(a2)

m
2

g

(b1)

m
2 L

2β
/ν

gL1/ν

 L=18
 L=21
 L=24

(b2)

FIG. 3. Driven dynamics from the AFM phase of model (1).
(a) Log-log plots of m2 versus R for different L driven to
Uc = 3.85 before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling. For large R,
power fitting (black solid line) shows m2 ∝ R0.71 with the
exponent close to 2β/νr = 0.752 (dash line) from Ref. [127].
(b) Curves of m2 versus g for fixed RLr = 41.5 and different
L before (b1) and after (b2) rescaling.

In addition, to unravel the scaling properties in the
whole driven process, we calculate the dependence of m2

on g for an arbitrary fixed RLr and present the results
in Fig. 2 (b1). After rescaling m2 and g by L2β/ν and
L1/ν respectively, the curves with various L collapse into
each other, as displayed in Fig. 2 (b2), confirming that
the universal scaling behavior of physical observable in
the whole driven process is described by Eq. (2).

The reason for the appearance of the scaling relation
m2 ∝ L−dR(2β−dν)/νr is that for large R, driven induced
length scale ξR ∼ R−1/r is smaller than L. Thus, the
definition of m2 indicates that m2 ∝ L−d owing to the
central limit theorem. Meanwhile, the rest part of the
dimension of m2 should be borne by R, giving rise to
the leading term of Eq. (2). In this case, F(x, 0) tends
to a constant. In contrast, for small R, ξR > L and
the conventional finite-size scaling at equilibrium m2 ∝
L−2β/ν is recovered, as confirmed in Fig. 2 (a2), and
F(x, 0) obeys the scaling form F(x, 0) ∼ xd/r−2β/νr.

Next, we turn to explore the driven dynamics starting
from the Mott insulator initial state. This state has the
AFM order with transverse gapless modes. For large R,
Fig. 3 (a1) shows that m2 obeys m2 ∝ R2β/νr and is
nearly independent of L. Combining this scaling relation
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FIG. 4. Driven dynamics from the DSM phase of model (4).
(a) Log-log plots of m2 versus R for different L driven to Vc =
1.355 before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling. Inset in (a1) shows
m2 ∝ L−2 for R = 1 (dash-dotted line). For large R, power
fitting for L = 24 (black solid line) shows m2 ∝ R−0.32 with
the exponent close to (2β − dν)/νr = −0.31 (dash line) from
Ref. [164]. (b) Curves of m2 versus g for fixed RLr = 63.34
and different L before (b1) and after (b2) rescaling.

with the usual finite-size scaling m2 ∝ L−2β/ν which is
restored for small R, the scaling form should obey

m2(R,L, g) = R2β/νrG(RLr, gL1/ν), (3)

where G is the non-singular scaling function and g is also
included therein. Eq. (3) is also accordant with the con-
ventional FTS with ordered initial state [43–45]

We rescale curves of m2 versus R for various L at
g = 0 according to the scaling function m2(R,L, g) =
L−2β/νG(RLr, 0) and find that the rescaled curves col-
lapse well, which confirms Eq. (3) at g = 0. Furthermore,
Fig. 3 (b1) shows the curves of m2 versus g for an arbi-
trary fixed RLr. The rescaled results (gL1/ν ,m2L2β/ν)
for various L collapse into a single smooth curve, as dis-
played in Fig. 3 (b2), confirming that the driven process
from AFM initial state is described by Eq. (3).

The appearance of m2 ∝ R2β/νr reflects the fact that
when ξR < L the initial ordered magnetization domain
is maintained. In this case, G(x, 0) tends to a constant.
In contrast, for small R with ξR > L, the usual finite
size scaling is recovered, indicating G(x, 0) ∼ x−2β/νr as
x→ 0.
Dynamics in chiral Ising criticality— To further ver-

ify the FTS in Dirac systems, we also explore the driven
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FIG. 5. Driven dynamics from the CDW phase of model (4).
(a) Log-log plots of m2 versus R for different L driven to
Vc = 1.355 before (a1) and after (a2) rescaling. For large R,
power fitting (black solid line) shows m2 ∝ R0.50 with the
exponent close to 2β/νr = 0.54 from Ref. [164] (dash line).
(b) Curves of m2 versus g for fixed RLr = 87.97 and different
L before (b1) and after (b2) rescaling.

dynamics of Dirac QCP belonging to chiral Ising univer-
sality class, which is realized in the interacting spinless
fermion model on the half-filled honeycomb lattice with
the Hamiltonian [136, 137, 164–166]:

H = −t
∑
⟨ij⟩

c†i cj + V
∑
⟨ij⟩

(
ni −

1

2

)(
nj −

1

2

)
, (4)

where V measures the nearest-neighbor interaction.
The model is amendable to sign-problem-free QMC
simulation[167–170]. It is shown that the ground state
undergoes a continuous quantum phase transition at
Vc ≈ 1.355t from the DSM phase to the charge-density-
wave (CDW) insulating phase, characterized by the order
parameter m2 ≡

∑
i,j ηiηj⟨(ni − 1/2)(nj − 1/2)⟩/L2d

with ηi = ±1 for i ∈ A(B) sublattice [136, 137, 164].
At V = Vc, both fermion and boson degrees of freedom
are gapless, similar to model (1). However, a difference is
that in the CDW phase, the bosonic fluctuation is fully
gapped owing to the discrete symmetry breaking.

From the DSM initial state, Fig. 4 (a1) shows that
fixed at V = Vc, namely g = 0, m2 ∝ L−dR(2β−dν)/νr

for large R, whereas m2 ∝ L−2β/ν for small R, similar to
the results in model (1). In addition, we find the rescaled
curves of m2 versus R and g collapse well, as shown in
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Fig. 4 (a2) and (b2), confirming that Eq. (2) gives a uni-
versal description on the driven critical dynamics from
the DSM initial state.

From the CDW initial state, Fig. 5 (a1) shows that at
g = 0, m2 ∝ R2β/νr for large R, whereas m2 ∝ L−2β/ν

for small R, similar to the case of chiral Heisenberg uni-
versality class. Moreover, Eq. (3) is verified by the data
collapse of the curves (RLr,m2L−2β/ν) at fixed g = 0
and (gL1/ν ,m2L−2β/ν) for an arbitrary RLr, as shown
in Fig. 5 (a2) and (b2). Consequently, Eq. (3) provides
a universal description on the driven dynamics from or-
dered initial states, regardless of whether or not gapless
bosonic modes exist.

Discussion— Some remarks are discussed as follows.
(a) A crucial prerequisite in the original KZM is the ex-
istence of initial adiabatic stage in which the excitations
possess finite gap [1, 2, 163]. In contrast, the FTS of
driven critical dynamics still holds in Dirac systems, indi-
cating that this requirement is not indispensable, since in
both quantum phases separated by the QCP the gapless
excitations are present: the DSM phase features gapless
fermions, whereas bosonic gapless excitation exists in the
AFM Mott insulator phase where continuous symmetry
is spontaneously broken.

To understand the underlying reasons of the novel nu-
merical results, we notice that the DSM phase has the
vanishing density of states at charge neutral point. More-
over, the Pauli principle of fermions further restricts the
excitations in the vicinity of Dirac points. Accordingly,
the excitations under slow external driving are strongly
suppressed in DSM phase. Hence, it is speculated that
the theories of KZM and FTS in driven dynamics are
generally obeyed in Dirac QCP with the initial state of
DSM. Besides, for driven dynamics from the AFM ini-
tial state, since we focus on the dynamic scaling of the
order parameter magnitude, the influence of gapless an-
gular excitation is tiny since its characteristic time scale
is much longer than that of longitudinal mode [171], sim-
ilar to the case in deconfined quantum criticality [51].

(b) Furthermore, our work provides an effective ap-
proach to assess fermionic critical properties from the
perspective of nonequilibirum driven dynamics. Large
discrepancy on critical exponents of chiral Heisenberg
universality class still exists even under extensive stud-
ies [126, 127]. Here, by means of FTS analysis we reveal
that the critical exponents for large R in Figs. 2 and 3 are
consistent with the ones from Ref. [127], in which results
of larger system size and careful finite-size corrections are
included. For the finite-size scaling of equilibrium QCP,
the critical exponents are extracted by the scaling analy-
sis with varying interaction strength and system size. In
the framework of driven dynamics, the driven rate R con-
stitutes a new tuning parameter, enabling the achieve-
ment of critical exponents with fixing g = 0 or L = Lmax

according to Eqs. (2) and (3), which offers a possible way
to mitigating sub-leading corrections arising from finite

g or small system size. Consequently, the reliable values
of critical exponents are accessible with relatively small
system size.

Summary— In summary, we investigate the driven dy-
namics of QCP in two representative interacting Dirac-
fermion systems, belonging to chiral Heisenberg and chi-
ral Ising universality classes respectively, through sign-
problem-free QMC simulation. Driving the system from
both DSM and Mott insulator phase as the initial state,
we discover varieties of interesting nonequilibrium scal-
ing behaviors. Furthermore, we confirm that these scal-
ing behaviors can be unified by the full scaling form of
the FTS theory. Through this work we not only success-
fully generalize the KZM and FTS to critical systems
with joint fluctuations of gapless fermions and bosons,
but also extend the application conditions of the cel-
ebrated theory of KZM. Additionally, we demonstrate
that the nonequilibrium scaling form is capable of de-
termining the critical exponents in Dirac QCP, provid-
ing an effective method to deciphering quantum critical
properties in terms of driven dynamics. Our work pos-
sesses many intriguing generalizations, for example, it is
quite instructive to consider other kinds of driven proto-
cols, such as driving from the critical point and from the
thermal equilibrium state [38–40, 172, 173]. From the ex-
perimental perspectives, the Moiré systems of graphene
and heterostructures offer tunable platforms to observe
the fermionic QCP and the associated driven critical
dynamics[174, 175]. Moreover, as aforementioned, the
Kibble-Zurek driven dynamics is experimentally observed
in cold-atom systems[30, 41]. Owing to the recent de-
velopments of cold atoms based quantum simulator of
fermions [176–178], it is promising to detect driven dy-
namics in Dirac QCP and verify the generalized KZM
and FTS as discussed in our study in these platforms.
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son, S. Huang, M. W. Johnson, S. Kortas, E. Ladizin-
sky, T. Lai, T. Lanting, R. Li, A. J. R. MacDonald,
G. Marsden, C. C. McGeoch, R. Molavi, R. Neufeld,
M. Norouzpour, T. Oh, J. Pasvolsky, P. Poitras,
G. Poulin-Lamarre, T. Prescott, M. Reis, C. Rich,
M. Samani, B. Sheldan, A. Smirnov, E. Sterpka, B. T.
Clavera, N. Tsai, M. Volkmann, A. Whiticar, J. D.
Whittaker, W. Wilkinson, J. Yao, T. J. Yi, A. W. Sand-
vik, G. Alvarez, R. G. Melko, J. Carrasquilla, M. Franz,
and M. H. Amin, “Computational supremacy in quan-
tum simulation,” (2024), arXiv:2403.00910 [quant-ph].

[55] M. Dupont and J. E. Moore, Phys. Rev. B 106, L041109
(2022).

[56] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions, 2nd ed. (Cam-
bridge Univ. Press, 2011).

[57] J. A. Hertz, Phys. Rev. B 14, 1165 (1976).
[58] A. J. Millis, Phys. Rev. B 48, 7183 (1993).
[59] E. Berg, S. Lederer, Y. Schattner, and S. Trebst,

Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics 10, 63
(2019), https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-
031218-013339.
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Supplementary Materials for

Finite-time Scaling beyond the Kibble-Zurek Prerequisite: Driven Critical Dynamics
in Strongly Interacting Dirac Systems

IMAGINARY-TIME DRIVEN DYNAMICS

The driven dynamics is realized by varying U with imaginary time τ as U = U0 + Rτ , starting from the ground
state at U0. The wave function |ψ(τ)⟩ obeys the imaginary-time Schrödinger equation [159–161]

− ∂

∂τ
|ψ(τ)⟩ = H(τ)|ψ(τ)⟩. (S1)

The formal solution of Eq. (S1) is given by |ψ(τ)⟩ = U(τ, 0)|ψ(0)⟩ in which U(τ, 0) = Tτexp
[
−
∫ τ

0
dτ ′H(τ ′)

]
with Tτ

being the time-ordering operator in imaginary-time direction. Since the model (1) and (4) is sign-problem-free and
imaginary-time evolution does not induce additional sign problem, the imaginary-time dynamics of the model can be
simulated by the large-scale determinant QMC method.

DETERMINANT QUANTUM MONTE CARLO

We employ the large-scale determinant QMC method [154] to investigate the imaginary-time driven dynamics of
our models. Specifically, we start with a trial wave function |ψT ⟩ , and project the system onto the desired initial state
|ψ0⟩ with a sufficiently long projection time τ0. Then we vary the system parameter linearly with imaginary time
variable τ and observe the scaling behavior of observables at final state, at which the expectation value of observables
is given by

⟨O(τ)⟩ = ⟨ψ0|U(2τ, τ) O U(τ, 0) |ψ0⟩
⟨ψ0|U(2τ, 0) |ψ0⟩

=
⟨ψT | e−τ0HinitialU(2τ, τ) O U(τ, 0)e−τ0Hinitial |ψT ⟩

⟨ψT | e−τ0HinitialU(2τ, 0)e−τ0Hinitial |ψT ⟩
. (S2)

In numerical calculations, we use Trotter decomposition to discretize imaginary-time propagator into M = Θ/∆τ
(M is integer and Θ is imaginary time) time slices with

e−ΘH =

M∏
m=1

[
e−∆τHte−∆τHU +O

(
∆τ2

)]
, (S3)

where Ht and HU are the hopping term and the interaction term respectively in the Hamiltonian. We choose small
enough ∆τ/t ≤ 0.05. To decouple two-body fermion-fermion coupling form of e∆τHU , we use discrete Hubbard-
Stratonovich transformation

e−
∆τU

2 (ni↑+ni↓−1)2 =
∑

l=±1,±2

γ(l)ei
√

∆τU
2 η(l)(ni↑+ni↓−1), (S4)

e−
∆τV

2 (ni+nj−1)2 =
∑

l=±1,±2

γ(l)ei
√

∆τV
2 η(l)(ni+nj−1), (S5)

to obtain one-body fermion-auxiliary field coupling. Here, we introduce four-component space-time local auxiliary

fields γ(±1) = 1 +
√
6/3, γ(±2) = 1 −

√
6/3, η(±1) = ±

√
2
(
3−

√
6
)
, η(±2) = ±

√
2
(
3 +

√
6
)
, and use DQMC for

importance sampling over these space-time configurations. Next, we elaborate on how DQMC numerically calculates
the sampling weight.

Taking Hubbard interaction as an example, for each imaginary time and each position of the interaction, we employ
Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation as in Eq. (S4). This means that we introduce an auxiliary field in d + 1
dimensions. As a result, the imaginary-time propagator can be fully expressed using single-particle operators. This
allows us to represent it in the following quadratic form of fermion operators:

e−ΘH ≡
∑
c

e−ΘHc =
∑
c

Ac

M∏
m=1

ec⃗
†T c⃗ ec⃗

†Vc(m)c⃗, (S6)
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where
∑

c denotes the summation over all space-time configurations of the auxiliary field. Considering that each local
component of the auxiliary field has 4 possible values, the summation comprises up to 4MN terms, where N represents
the number of spatial degrees of freedom. Hc denotes the decoupled configuration Hamiltonian, while T and Vc(m)

are the resulting quadratic coefficient matrices from the rearrangement, and Ac is the coefficient. Both Vc(m) and Ac

depend on the auxiliary field configuration. The complete form of the evolution operator has been presented above.
Next, we consider expressing the trial wave function. We use a DSM inital state for trial wave function, which is a
direct product state, and numerically it can be written as the following Slater determinant:

|ψT ⟩ =
Ne⊗

ne=1

[(∑
x

c†xPx,ne

)
|0⟩

]
=

Ne⊗
ne=1

[(
c⃗†P

)
ne

|0⟩
]
, (S7)

where Ne denotes the number of electrons. This implies that the trial wave function is a direct product of Ne fermion
single-particle wave functions. The index x denotes the degree of freedom of the electron, including spatial degrees
of freedom, spin degrees of freedom, etc. The matrix element Px,ne

represents the probability amplitude of the neth
electron on the xth degree of freedom. Note that the imaginary-time propagator e−ΘHc is essentially the Boltzmann
weight factor of the auxiliary field configuration in statistical mechanics. According to Eqs. (S6) and (S7), the
partition function of the auxiliary field configuration can be expressed as:

Z =
∑
c

⟨ψT | e−ΘHc |ψT ⟩ =
∑
c

Ac det
[
P †Bc(Θ, 0)P

]
. (S8)

Here, we use Bc to represent the exponential of the quadratic coefficient matrix:

Bc(τ2, τ1) ≡
τ2/∆τ∏

m=τ1/∆τ

eT eVc(m) . (S9)

The expression on the right side of Eq. (S8) has integrated out the fermion operators, replacing the Grassmann
numbers and fermion statistics with a determinant representation which is computationally tractable. All matrix
operations can be performed directly on a computer.

Ultimately, our Monte Carlo sampling is conducted over space-time configurations. Numerically, the weight of a
space-time configuration is Ac det

[
P †Bc(Θ, 0)P

]
. Following the classical Markov importance sampling method, we

continuously make tentative flips to the local components of this d + 1 dimensional auxiliary field. We then employ
the Metropolis algorithm to calculate the probability of accepting these changes based on the ratio of configuration
weights before and after the flip. Specifically, we need to compute the following weight ratio:

Rc′c ≡
Ac′ det

[
P †Bc′(Θ, 0)P

]
Ac det [P †Bc(Θ, 0)P ]

, (S10)

where c′ represents the flipped configuration and c represents the original configuration. In fact, we do not need
to compute the weights of the two configurations separately. This is because the flipping we perform is localized in
space-time, so

Bc′(Θ, 0) = Bc(Θ, ζ) (1+∆c′c)Bc(ζ, 0). (S11)

Here, ∆c′c is a highly sparse matrix, where only the matrix elements corresponding to the degrees of freedom involved
in the local auxiliary field flipping are non-zero. Thus, the ratio of the two determinants can be expressed as:

det
[
P †Bc′(Θ, 0)P

]
det [P †Bc(Θ, 0)P ]

= det
{
1+∆c′cBc(ζ, 0)P

[
P †Bc(Θ, 0)P

]−1
P †Bc(Θ, ζ)

}
. (S12)

Due to the sparsity of ∆c′c, the determinant on the right side of the above equation only requires consideration of a
few degrees of freedom involved in the flipping during computations.

In DQMC, to compute the physical observables, we only need to statistically analyze the configurational observable
⟨O(τ)⟩c.

⟨O(τ)⟩ =
∑
c

Prc ⟨O(τ)⟩c +O
(
∆τ2

)
, (S13)
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where Prc represents the configuration probability,

Prc =
1

Z
Ac det

[
P †Bc(2τ + τ0, 0)P

]
, (S14)

⟨O(τ)⟩c =
⟨ψ0|Uc(2τ, τ) O Uc(τ, 0) |ψ0⟩

⟨ψ0|Uc(2τ, 0) |ψ0⟩
=

⟨ψT | e−τ0Hinitial,cUc(2τ, τ) O Uc(τ, 0)e
−τ0Hinitial,c |ψT ⟩

⟨ψT | e−τ0Hinitial,cUc(2τ, 0)e−τ0Hinitial,c |ψT ⟩
. (S15)

Since we employ importance sampling, the sampling frequency is proportional to the configuration probability. Ul-
timately, when calculating the observable, we simply take the average over the sampled configurational observables.
If the observable is a single-particle operator, meaning it can be expressed as a quadratic form of fermion operators,
then one can integrate out the fermion degrees of freedom in a manner similar to Eq. (S8) and numerically compute
using determinants. For observables of four-fermion operators or higher, we compute using the fermion equal-time
Green’s function based on Wick’s theorem. After numerically integrating out the fermion degrees of freedom, the
fermion equal-time Green’s function can be expressed using the following matrix element:

⟨c†x1
cx2

⟩
c
=

{
Bc

(
Θ

2
, 0

)
P
[
P †Bc(Θ, 0)P

]−1
P †Bc

(
Θ,

Θ

2

)}
x1,x2

. (S16)

RESULTS OF DIMENSIONLESS QUANTITY

In the main text, we only present dynamic results of the square of the order parameter m2. Here, we supplement
the results of a dimensionless quantity correlation ratio defined as [179]:

RS ≡ 1− S(∆q)/S(0), (S17)

where ∆q is the minimum lattice momentum and S(q) is the structure factor.
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FIG. S1. Log-log plots of RS versus R for different L driven to Uc = 3.85, for model (1). (a1) displays the results driven from
the DSM phase. (a2) shows rescaling is applied to the horizontal axis of (a1). (b1) displays the results driven from the AFM
phase. (b2) shows rescaling is applied to the horizontal axis of (b1).

For model (1), S(q) is the antiferromagnetic structure factor:

S(q)AFM =
1

L2d

∑
i,j

eiq·(ri−rj)⟨Sz
i S

z
j ⟩, (S18)

where Sz
i is the staggered magnetization operator defined as Sz

i ≡ c⃗†i,Aσ
z c⃗i,A − c⃗†i,Bσ

z c⃗i,B with i characterizes cells

and c⃗† ≡ (c†↑, c
†
↓).

For model (4), S(q) is the charge-density-wave structure factor:

S(q)CDW =
1

L2d

∑
i,j

eiq·(ri−rj)⟨ninj⟩, (S19)
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FIG. S2. Log-log plots of RS versus R for different L driven to Vc = 1.355, for model (4). (a1) displays the results driven from
the DSM phase. (a2) shows rescaling is applied to the horizontal axis of (a1). (b1) displays the results driven from the CDW
phase. (b2) shows rescaling is applied to the horizontal axis of (b1).

where ni ≡ ni,A − ni,B with ni,A being the electron number operator defined as ni,A ≡ c†i,Aci,A.
According to the scaling analysis in the main text, as a dimensionless variable, RS in the driven process obeys the

following dynamic scaling form:

RS(g,R, L) = f(RLr, gL1/ν), (S20)

which indicates that (S20) at g = 0 can be converted to RS = f(RLr).
As shown in Fig. S1(a2)(b2) and Fig. S2(a2)(b2), we find that the rescaled curves all collapse well. These results

not only confirm (S20) at g = 0, but also support the conclusions we draw in the main text.
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