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Universality often emerges in low-energy equilibrium physics of quantum many-body systems,
despite their microscopic complexity and variety. Recently, there has been a growing interest in
studying far-from-equilibrium dynamics of quantum many-body systems. Such dynamics usually
involves highly excited states beyond the traditional low-energy theory description. Whether uni-
versal behaviors can also emerge in such non-equilibrium dynamics is a central issue at the frontier
of quantum dynamics. Here we report the experimental observation of universal dynamics by mon-
itoring the spin depolarization process in a solid-state NMR system described by an ensemble of
randomly interacting spins. The spin depolarization can be related to temporal spin-spin correla-
tion functions at high temperatures. We discover a remarkable phenomenon that these correlation
functions obey a universal functional form. This experimental fact helps us identify the domi-
nant interacting processes in the spin depolarization dynamics that lead to this universality. Our
observation demonstrates the existence of universality even in non-equilibrium dynamics at high
temperatures, thereby complementing the well-established universality in low-energy physics.

The notion of universality refers to simple rules and a
small number of parameters that can universally describe
a physical phenomenon across various systems, despite
their complicated and distinct microscopic details. Nu-
merous examples have demonstrated that universal be-
haviors can occur in different sub-fields of physics. For
examples, in atomic physics, a single parameter, the s-
wave scattering length, governs the low-energy scattering
between two atoms [1, 2]. In other words, regardless of
the specific atomic species with different interatomic Van
der Waals potentials, their low-energy interaction prop-
erties tend to be identical as long as their s-wave scatter-
ing lengths are the same. Similarly, in condensed matter
physics, systems within the quantum critical regime ex-
hibit identical low-energy properties if they belong to the
same universality class, even though their microscopic
Hamiltonians can be vastly different [3].

However, most known examples of universal behav-
iors occur in low-energy physics. In contrast, far-from-
equilibrium quantum dynamics always involve highly ex-
cited states. In particular, we often study a type of
quench dynamics where we start with an initial state at
high temperature and follow its unitary evolution gov-
erned by a quantum many-body Hamiltonian, such as

in cold atoms [4, 5], Ions [6, 7], NV centers [8, 9] and
NMR systems [10–21]. Such dynamics can be attributed
to temporal correlation functions at infinite temperatures
[4–12, 16–30]. Discovering universality in such dynamics
complements established universality on low-energy equi-
librium physics. So far, such examples are still rare. A
recent experiment in a cold atom system has revealed
universal Kardar-Parisi-Zhang scaling for such quench
dynamics in an integrable spin chain [4]. In contrast,
we study spin models with random and all-to-all inter-
actions using a solid-state NMR system. We reveal a
couple of universal parameters in this system that can
capture the main features of the quench dynamics, in-
cluding both spin depolarization dynamics and multiple
quantum coherence.

To be concrete, let us consider an initial density ma-
trix as ρ̂ ∝ 1 + ϵÔ, where ϵ is a small parameter and
Ô is a traceless operator as a perturbation to the in-
finite temperature ensemble. This density matrix un-
dergoes time evolution governed by a quantum many-

body Hamiltonian Ĥ, given by ρ̂(t) = e−iĤt/ℏρ̂ eiĤt/ℏ.
Then, by measuring the expectation value of opera-
tor Ô, we can access the auto-correlation function as
⟨Ô(t)⟩ = Tr[Ôρ̂(t)] ∝ C(t), where C(t) = 1

cO
Tr[Ô(t)Ô(0)]
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FIG. 1. The experimental protocol. a, Microscopic picture of powder sample of adamantane (C10H16). The granules,
whose sizes are of the order of micrometers, exhibit random orientations. b, In one granule, the adamantane molecules form
a face-centered cubic lattice. The orientation of the static magnetic field B0 relative to the lattice principal axes determines
the values of the secular dipolar coupling strength Jij . c, Each molecule undergoes rapid rotation around its lattice site due
to thermal motion, and the lattice site effectively serves as a time-averaged position for all the nuclear spins within the same
molecule. 1H carries nuclear spin-1/2 and 12C carries no spin. d,e, The probability distribution of the intermolecular coupling
Jij . d shows the distribution for a given orientation of B0, and e shows the distribution averaged over 105 random orientations
denoted by arrows in the spherical surface. Up to the 13th neighbor couplings are incorporated in the calculation [31]. f, The

experimental protocol of the quench dynamics. Firstly we prepare a polarized initial density matrix ρ̂α ∝ 1+ϵ
∑

ia Ŝ
α
ia, α = x̂, ŷ

or ẑ. Then, the state evolves under the anisotropic random spin models engineered by the RF pulse sequence illustrated below
and also used in Refs. [15, 18–21, 32], after which we measure the magnetization Ôα =

∑
ia Ŝ

α
ia.

is the auto-correlation function with normalization con-
stant cO such that C(0) = 1. This auto-correlation func-
tion is defined at infinite temperatures because it equally
incorporates contributions from all eigenstates, thereby
reflecting the properties of the many-body Hamiltonian.
During the Heisenberg evolution, the operator complex-
ity of Ô(t) continuously increases [33, 34], resulting in
decaying of C(t). Therefore, the universality observed in
C(t) ultimately stems from the universal behavior in the
complexity theory of operator growth [30].

Our experiment is conducted on a powder sample of
adamantane (C10H16) [13, 19, 35–37]. Each adaman-
tane molecule contains sixteen Hydrogen atoms (1H), and
each 1H carries nuclear spin S = 1/2. There are ap-
proximately 109 to 1012 molecules contained in a single
granule of the powder, which has a size on the order of
micrometers (Fig. 1a). These spins interact with each
other through magnetic dipolar interactions. Moreover,
the sample is placed in a uniformed magnetic field of
B0 = 9.4 T along the ẑ direction. Therefore, the Hamil-
tonian reads

Ĥ = −ℏγHB0

∑

ia

Ŝz
ia+

∑

(i,a)<(j,b)

µ0ℏ2γ2
H

4πr3ia,jb

[
Ŝia · Ŝjb −

3(Ŝia · ria,jb)(Ŝjb · ria,jb)
r2ia,jb

]
,

(1)

where Ŝia = (Ŝx
ia, Ŝ

y
ia, Ŝ

z
ia) are spin operators for each

1H. i and j label molecules positioned on a face-centered
cubic lattice (Fig. 1b). The indices a, b = 1, . . . , 16 la-
bel the spin-1/2 within each molecule. The constraint
(i, a) < (j, b) is defined as a < b when i = j and otherwise
i < j. µ0 is the vacuum magnetic permeability and γH
is the proton’s gyromagnetic ratio. ria,jb = Rij + la − lb
and ria,jb = |ria,jb|, where Rij denotes the displacement
between centers of two molecules. la and lb are the vec-
tors from the center of the molecule to each nuclear spin
carrier 1H. γHB0 represents the strength of the Zeeman
splitting resulting from the external magnetic field.
At room temperature, each molecule undergoes rapid

rotation around its center due to thermal motion, with
a characteristic timescale of 10−11 s [38] (Fig. 1c). This



3

C
z(t

)
C

y(t
)

C
x(t

)

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2ξx

0

0.4

0.6

0.2

–
Ω

 / 
J

c = 0.91(7)

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2ξx

–
Λ

 / 
J

0

0.4

0.6

0.2

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2
ξx

0

0.4

0.6

0.2

–
Ω

 / 
J

c = 0.91(7)

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2
ξx

–
Λ

 / 
J

0

0.4

0.6

0.2

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2
ξx

0

0.4

0.6

0.2

–
Ω

 / 
J

c = 0.87(10)

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2
ξx

–
Λ

 / 
J

0

0.4

0.6

0.2

a gd

b

c if

e h

0 2 4 6

0

0.5

1

–
J t

0 2 4 6–
J t

0 2 4 6–
J t

0

0.5

1

0

0.5

1

ξx

0.20

0.15

0.10

0.05

0

-0.05

-0.10

-0.15

-0.20

-0.25

-0.30

-0.35

-0.40

× 2π

× 2π

× 2π

FIG. 2. Dynamical evolution of spin polarization during the quench dynamics. a-c, Experimental measurements of
Cα(t) ∝ ⟨Ôα⟩, with Ôα =

∑
ia Ŝ

α
ia. The data is normalized by its value at t = 0, with error bars (∼ 10−4) incorporated within

the markers of the data points. The initial state density matrix is prepared as ρ̂α ∝ 1+ ϵÔα, respectively. We have α = x̂ for
(a), α = ŷ for (b), and α = ẑ for (c). Here we fix ξz = 0.2 and

∑
α ξα = 0 in the Hamiltonian Eq. (4). Different colors in the

figures denote different values of ξx, varying from −0.4 to 0.2. The solid lines represent the fittings using a general function
A cos(Ωt + Φ) exp(−Λt), from which both Ω and Λ are obtained. d-f, The oscillation frequencies Ω/J̄ extracted from (a-c)
are plotted as a function of ξx for α = x̂ (d), ŷ (e) and ẑ (f). The solid line denotes zero when Wα < 0 and fits c

√
Wα for

Wα > 0. g-i, Λ/J̄ extracted from (a-c) is plotted as a function of ξx for α = x̂ (g), ŷ (h) and ẑ (i). The solid line fits c
√
Γ

when Wα > 0 and fits c(
√
Γ−

√
−Wα) for Wα < 0. The constant c is obtained from simultaneous fitting of both Ω/J̄ and Λ/J̄ ,

with the 95% confidence interval in the parenthesis. The error bars of data points in (d-i) include both the 95% confidence
intervals estimated from the fitting residuals, and the fluctuation due to varying the fitting range (from 15 to 41 points) [31].
This strategy reduces the fitting error caused by the ambiguity of the fitting range, thereby enhancing the reliability of the
fitting results.

timescale is much faster than the timescale of dipolar
interaction, which is approximately 10−3 s. By averag-
ing the Hamiltonian over the solid angles of la and lb,
and to the leading-order approximation, the Hamiltonian
Eq. (1) becomes [38–40]

Ĥ =
∑

i<j,ab

µ0ℏ2γ2
H

4πR3
ij

[
Ŝia · Ŝjb −

3(Ŝia ·Rij)(Ŝjb ·Rij)

R2
ij

]

− ℏγHB0

∑

ia

Ŝz
ia. (2)

That is to say, a nuclear spin in one molecule inter-
acts identically with any other nuclear spin in another
molecule.

Furthermore, the presence of an external magnetic field
causes all spins to rotate along the ẑ direction, with a

characteristic timescale of 10−9 s. This rapid motion
can be effectively eliminated by applying a unitary trans-
formation exp(−iγHB0

∑
ia

Ŝz
iat). After taking the secular

approximation [41], we obtain the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = ℏ
∑

i<j,ab

Jij(−Ŝx
iaŜ

x
jb − Ŝy

iaŜ
y
jb + 2Ŝz

iaŜ
z
jb), (3)

where Jij ≡ (µ0/4π)(ℏγ2
H/2R

3
ij)(1 − 3 cos2 θij). θij rep-

resents the angle between Rij and the ẑ direction. Now,
the randomness arises because the molecules occupy lat-
tice sites, and in a powder sample, the orientations be-
tween the lattice axes and the ẑ direction are random.
Fig. 1d-e present the probability distributions of Jij cal-
culated from the lattice structure [31], supporting the no-
tion that Jij can be regarded as random variables, with
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a mean and variance satisfying Jij = 0 and J2
ij = 4J2/N .

N = NmNa is the total number of spins, in which Nm

is the number of molecules and Na = 16 represents the
number of 1H in each molecule. We calibrate J within
the range of 2π[1432, 1502] Hz [42], with an average value
J̄ = (2π) 1460 Hz, which is used later in the notation of
the dimensionless time scale J̄ t.

Next, by periodically applying a radio-frequency pulse
sequence as shown in Fig. 1f [15, 18–21, 32], the Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (3) can be further engineered into a more
general form according to the average Hamiltonian the-
ory [43]

Ĥ = ℏ
∑

i<j,ab

Jij(ξxŜ
x
iaŜ

x
jb+ξyŜ

y
iaŜ

y
jb+ξzŜ

z
iaŜ

z
jb)+. . . (4)

Here ξα (α = x̂, ŷ, ẑ) represents three anisotropic pa-
rameters that are subjected to a constraint

∑
α ξα = 0,

which is inherited from the Hamiltonian (3) and con-
served under global rotations. Note that the measure-
ment is summed over random crystalline orientations,
which facilitates Eq. (4) a random spin model in the
sense of ensemble average. The various configurations of
(ξx, ξy, ξz) can be achieved by manipulating the pulse
intervals (Methods and Supplementary Information [42]).
The Floquet-engineered random spin model (4) is non-
integrable and generically prethermalizes an initial state
with finite energy to quasi equilibrium, which could be

characterized by a canonical ensemble ρ̂pre = e−βĤ/Z,
with Z the partition function and β determined by the
initial-state energy [18, 20, 44–46]. The Hamiltonian in-
formation is thus inherited by the prethermal state ρ̂pre,
which can be learned via state tomography (Methods and
Supplementary Information [42]). The deviations from
the target Hamiltonian configurations are calibrated to
be within 3%. The term . . . in Eq. (4) represents resid-
ual terms other than Ŝα

iaŜ
α
jb, and the total weight of these

terms has been calibrated to be less than 20%.

In this experiment, we consider three different ini-
tial density matrices, denoted as ρ̂α ∝ 1 + ϵÔα. Here,
Ôα =

∑
ia Ŝ

α
ia (α = x̂, ŷ, or ẑ) represents the total

spin along different directions, and ϵ ≈ 6.4 × 10−5. We
evolve the initial density matrix under the Hamiltonian
(4). Subsequently, we measure ⟨Ôα(t)⟩. As discussed
earlier, the result corresponds to the normalized auto-
correlation function Cα(t). The most remarkable finding
of this experiment is the discovery of a universal func-
tional form for Cα(t). Specifically, for α = x̂, we in-
troduce two quantities, namely, Wx and Γ, which are
quadratic polynomials of the microscopic parameters ξα
proposed in Ref. [49]:

Wx ≡ −ξ2x + ξ2y − 4ξyξz + ξ2z , (5)

Γ ≡ ξ2x + ξ2y + ξ2z . (6)

Using these two polynomials, we can introduce two
characteristic energy scales ℏωx ≡ cℏ

√
|Wx|J and ℏλ ≡

cℏ
√
ΓJ . Here c is an o(1) constant. For α = ŷ or α = ẑ,

we can introduce Wy and Wz through permutation as
Wy = −ξ2y+ξ2z−4ξzξx+ξ2x andWz = −ξ2z+ξ2x−4ξxξy+ξ2y .
ℏωy and ℏωz are then defined correspondingly. We find
that Cα(t) can be well described by

{
a cos(ωαt+ ϕ)e−λt, if Wα > 0,

a cosh(ωαt+ ϕ)e−λt ≈ a′e−(λ−ωα)t if Wα < 0,
(7)

where a, a′ and ϕ are non-universal constants. This func-
tional form is motivated by the quasinormal mode anal-
ysis for non-equilibrium dynamics. Quasinormal modes
are collective modes with complex frequencies ωa − iλa,
which govern the dynamically oscillatory and decaying
response in strongly interacting systems [47, 48]. Here,
a labels different modes. In the long-time limit, we can
retain only the mode with the smallest λa, resulting in
the functional form proposed in Eq. (7) (see Methods
and Supplementary Information [42] for detailed deriva-
tion). Notably, our results firstly reveal the universal
scaling functions between (ωα, λ) and the microscopic
parameters in the Hamiltonian, which has not been ac-
complished before to our best knowledge. As a conse-
quence, this framework easily enables the establishment
of a precise criterion for determining the presence of os-
cillatory or monotonic decay in spin relaxation dynamics.
By offering a quantitative understanding, this advance-
ment marks a significant step forward in alignment with
prior research [10–12, 22, 23]. Despite of the effectiveness
and simplicity of Eq. (7), it is observed that it leads to
larger deviations from the experimental data around the
transition pointWα = 0, where the multi-mode dynamics
become more significant.
Eq. (7) is demonstrated by the experimental data pre-

sented in Fig. 2. We polarize the system initially in
three different directions α = x̂, ŷ, ẑ respectively and
then measure ⟨Ôα⟩ for ξz = 0.2 and ξx ∈ [−0.4, 0.2].
The spin depolarization dynamics of ⟨Ôα⟩ are depicted
in Fig. 2a-c. We fit these curves using the function
A cos(Ωt + Φ)e−Λt and obtain Ω and Λ for each case.
Importantly, this approach does not assume the exis-
tence of an oscillating-to-monotonic transition. Compar-
ing to Eq. (7), we predict (Ω,Λ) = (ωα, λ) when Wα > 0,
whereas (Ω,Λ) = (0, λ− ωα) when Wα < 0.

Given the constraint
∑

α ξα = 0, we have Wx =
−6ξyξz, Wy = −6ξzξx, and Wz = −6ξxξy. In this ex-
periment, we fix ξz = 0.2. Thus, when α = x̂, we find
Wx = 1.2(0.2 + ξx) > 0 for ξx > −0.2. As shown in
Fig. 2a,d, the auto-correlation function oscillates when
ξx > −0.2, and the frequency Ω/J̄ scales as c

√
Wx, where

J̄ is the average value of J determined by experiment.
Fig. 2g also demonstrates that Λ/J̄ scales with c

√
Γ for

ξx > −0.2 and scales with c(
√
Γ−√−Wx) for ξx < −0.2.

From the fitting, we obtain c = 0.91(7). Similarly, for
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FIG. 3. Theoretical results and diagrammatic analysis. a,b, We present the frequency (a) and decay rate (b) obtained
respectively from the large-M expansion (LM), exact diagonalization (ED), mean-field theory (MF), and the experimental data
(Exp), which are represented by different colors [31]. The solid lines in (a),(b) are simultaneous fittings of the frequency Ω/J̄ and

the decay rate Λ/J̄ using their theoretical piecewise functions determined from Eq. (7): (Ω,Λ)/J̄ = c(
√
Wx,

√
Γ) when Wx > 0,

whereas (Ω,Λ)/J̄ = c(0,
√
Γ−

√
−Wx) when Wx < 0. The uncertainties of the constants c in the parentheses denote the 95%

confidence intervals. c-f, These four diagrams represent contributions from (c)
∑

i,a Tr
[
Ĥ2Ŝx

iaŜ
x
ia

]
, (d)

∑
i,a Tr

[
ĤŜx

iaĤŜx
ia

]
,

(e)
∑

(i,a)̸=(j,b) Tr
[
ĤŜx

iaĤŜx
jb

]
and (f)

∑
(i,a)̸=(j,b) Tr

[
Ĥ2Ŝx

iaŜ
x
jb

]
. In each diagram, the dots represent spin operators, and two

of them are labeled as Ŝx since they are the corresponding operators in the two-point correlator. The loops represent the trace
of spin operators, while the arrows indicate the order of spin operator contractions. The wavy lines and their associated dots
denote the vertices of random spin interactions.

α = ŷ, we have Wy = −1.2ξx > 0 for ξx < 0, where the

frequency Ω/J̄ fits c
√

Wy and Λ/J̄ fits c
√
Γ. For ξx < 0,

the frequency is zero, and Λ/J̄ fits c(
√
Γ−

√
−Wy). The

fittings result is c = 0.91(7), as shown in Fig. 2b,e,h. For
α = ẑ, Wz = 6ξx(0.2 + ξx) > 0 for ξx > 0 or ξx < −0.2,
where the frequency fits c

√
Wz and Λ/J̄ also fits c

√
Γ.

For −0.2 < ξx < 0, the frequency is zero, and Λ/J̄ fits
c(
√
Γ−√−Wz). The fittings yield c = 0.87(10), as shown

in Fig. 2c,f,i. The constants c obtained from the three
fittings are consistent with each other within the error
bars.

As a self-consistent check, we note that when Γ =
−Wx, Λ = 0, and our ansatz shows that Cx(t) does not
decay at all. It is easy to observe that Γ = −Wx implies
ξy = ξz, and the system restores spin rotational symme-

try along x̂. Therefore, Ôx commutes with the Hamil-
tonian, and the total spin along x̂ should not evolve in
time. Similar conditions hold for α = ŷ or ẑ. This ob-
servation is also consistent with our experimental find-
ings, indicating that our system remains coherent and
the decoherence effect is negligible within the experimen-
tal timescale. Furthermore, these scaling behaviors have
been confirmed by exact diagonalization calculations and
approximation methods such as large-M expansion and
mean-field theory (see the Methods for further details)
[31, 49]. Each theoretical approach has its own ad-
vantages and disadvantages: The exact-diagonalization

method captures the exact non-equilibrium quantum dy-
namics for SU(2) spin, but only with a small system
size N . The semi-classical method captures the non-
equilibrium spin dynamics through the Landau–Lifshitz
equation of the non-equilibrium dynamics, with interme-
diate system sizeN . The large-M expansion captures the
leading order contribution to non-equilibrium dynamics
in large system size N , which is rigorous at large-M for
SU(2) × SU(M) spin. It is remarkable that the same
combinations of the anisotropic parameters in Hamilto-
nian enter the non-equilibrium dynamics, leading to the
universal polynomial scaling on oscillation frequency and
decay rate. In Fig. 3a,b, we compare Ω and Λ obtained
by these three theoretical methods with the experimen-
tal data and find good agreements. All the theory results
also obey the universal function form shown in Eqs. (5)-
(7), with a slightly different value c.

Below, we will discuss some physical intuitions as to
why the quantities Wα and Γ emerge as universal param-
eters in the quench dynamics. In low-energy physics, uni-
versality arises when a specific set of diagrams becomes
the most relevant one and dominates the physical pro-
cess under consideration, for instance, near a symmetry-
breaking phase transition point in the Landau paradigm
[50]. In our case, we argue that the same reasoning ap-
plies to the emergence of universality in the quench dy-
namics, albeit with a focus on the infinite temperature
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auto-correlation function Cα(t).
Without loss of generality, we consider α = x̂ and

the correlation function Cx(t) = 1
cO

∑
ij,ab⟨Ŝx

ia(t)Ŝ
x
jb(0)⟩.

The experimental result suggests that dominant contri-
butions to ⟨Ŝx

ia(t)Ŝ
x
jb(0)⟩ contain a few interaction chan-

nels, which can be identified by examining these terms
⟨ĤŜx

iaĤŜx
jb⟩ and ⟨Ĥ2Ŝx

iaŜ
x
jb⟩ [42]. This argument can

be justified using the large-M and mean-field theory
[49], which are two of the most popular approximation
schemes for studying spin models. The large-M expan-
sion has been particularly successful in studying a ran-
domly interacting spin model known as the Sachdev-Ye
(SY) model [51], which was later extended to the cele-
brated Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model (SYK) [52–54]. These
two terms can be illustrated by the Feynman diagrams
shown in Fig. 3c-f, with contributions from i = j given by
Fig. 3c,d, and contributions from i ̸= j given by Fig. 3e,f.
Lengthy but straightforward calculations demonstrate
that the contribution from diagram Fig. 3c is exactly
proportional to Γ as defined in Eq. (6), while the con-
tributions from diagrams Fig. 3d-f can be combined into
Wx as defined in Eq. (5) [42]. The fact that the exper-
imental data can be well captured by these parameters
reveals the underlying physics behind the dynamics, in-
dicating that this non-equilibrium process is dominated
by the interaction processes shown in Fig. 3.

This universal behavior can also be applied to similar
models realized in other physical systems. As a concrete
example, a similar random spin model has been realized
by Rydberg atoms excited in an ultracold atomic gas, and
a non-monotonic dependence of the relaxation dynamics
on the anisotropic parameter ratio has been observed [5].
This dependence also aligns with the dependency of the
decay rate on the anisotropic parameters presented in
this work.

For a given direction α, whether Wα > 0 or Wα < 0
not only distinguishes two types of quench dynamics
for the two-point correlator but also marks the differ-
ence in higher-order correlators. We now investigate the
higher-order correlation by studying the multiple quan-
tum coherences (MQCs) [56–61]. The experimental pro-
tocol, such as described in Refs. [60, 61], can be used
to extract the MQC spectrum by utilizing its relation
with the out-of-time-order (OTO) correlator F (ϕ, t) =

Tr[e−iÔαϕÔα(t)e
iÔαϕÔα(t)] [6, 17, 62–68]. F (ϕ, t) can be

expanded as F (ϕ, t) =
∑

m I
(α)
m (t)e−imϕ, where I

(α)
m rep-

resents the intensity of the mth-order quantum coher-

ences in the eigenbasis of Ôα. I
(α)
0 incorporates both

the zero-quantum coherences and populations (diagonal
elements).

In this protocol, we first evolve ρ̂α with the many-body
Hamiltonian Ĥ for a time duration t. Then, we apply a
spin rotation with angle ϕ given by exp(−iÔαϕ). This
is followed by another evolution under the Hamiltonian
−Ĥ for the same time duration t. Afterward, we measure

a b

0 1 2 3 4 5

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

–
J t × 2π

0 1 2 3 4 5
–
J t × 2π

FIG. 4. The multiple quantum coherences for ran-
domly interacting spin models. MQC intensities of dif-

ferent order in the eigenbasis of Ôz, denoted as I
(z)
m , as a

function of the evolution time J̄t. The values of (ξx, ξy, ξz) are
(−0.125,−0.025, 0.15) for a and (−0.1, 0.1, 0) for b. At each
time of J̄t, the data is normalized by the value F (ϕ, t)|ϕ=0 =∑

m I
(z)
m (t), in order to ensure that

∑
m I

(z)
m (t) = 1. The

different curves represent various values of the coherence or-
der m. The error bars (∼ 10−4) are incorporated within the
markers of the data points. The solid lines denote the cubic

spline interpolations. In b, we extract that I
(z)
0 (t) reaches its

initial trough at J̄t
(I)
dip/2π ≈ 1.29, and I

(z)
±2 (t) reaches its ini-

tial peak at J̄t
(I)
peak/2π ≈ 1.22, while Cz(t) reaches its initial

trough at J̄t
(C)
dip/2π ≈ 2.37.

the expectation value ⟨Ôα⟩. Similar to the measurement
of the auto-correlation function, this protocol allows us
to measure the OTO correlator F (ϕ, t), since

⟨Ôα⟩ = Tr[eiĤt/ℏe−iÔαϕe−iĤt/ℏρ̂αe
iĤt/ℏeiÔαϕe−iĤt/ℏÔα]

= Tr[e−iÔαϕρ̂α(t)e
iÔαϕÔα(t)] ∝ F (ϕ, t).

(8)
Then, by varying the rotation angle ϕ and time dura-
tion t, and subsequently applying a Fourier transform

with respect to ϕ, the MQC spectrum {I(α)m (t)} can be
obtained. It is worth noting that ∂2F (ϕ, t)/∂ϕ2|ϕ=0 =

−∑
m I

(α)
m (t)m2 = Tr([Ôα(t), Ôα]

2), which is the OTO
commutator [62]. This connection between MQC and
OTO commutator allows us to characterize information
scrambling in the system [62].

In Fig. 4, we present the results of I
(α)
m (t) for two cases

with α = ẑ. Fig. 4a depicts the case with (ξx, ξy, ξz) =
(−0.125,−0.025, 0.15), where Wz = −0.01875 < 0. In

this scenario, we observe a monotonic decay of I
(z)
0 , with

its weight gradually spreading into higher-order quantum
coherences. Fig. 4b illustrates the case with (ξx, ξy, ξz) =
(−0.1, 0.1, 0) and Wz = 0.06 > 0. In this situation, clear

oscillations are observed in both I
(z)
0 (t) and I

(z)
±2 (t). Be-

sides, it seems that I
(z)
0 (t) and I

(z)
±2 (t) oscillate with a fre-
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quency roughly double that of Cz(t), as indicated by the

time points when I
(z)
0 (t), I

(z)
±2 (t) and Cz(t) reach their ini-

tial trough or peak: J̄ t
(I)
dip/2π ≈ 1.29, J̄ t

(I)
peak/2π ≈ 1.22,

and J̄ t
(C)
dip/2π ≈ 2.37. This is reasonable considering that

the OTO commutator Tr([Ôz(t), Ôz]
2) involves a square

of Ôz(t)Ôz. This observation is further verified by vary-
ing the Hamiltonian configurations (see Supplementary
Information [42]).

To conclude, we experimentally study the far-from-
equilibrium quench dynamics in randomly interacting
spin models using solid-state NMR systems. The mean
strength of random interaction is the only energy scale
in the Hamiltonian governing the dynamics. Hence, this
problem is intrinsically a strongly interacting many-body
problem that lacks small perturbation parameters, and
such a system at non-equilibrium belongs to the most
challenging problems for developing physical understand-
ings. The numerical method, like exact diagonalization,
is limited to a system size much smaller than the actual
physical system and does not provide insightful physical
intuitions. The approximation scheme, such as large-M
theory, does provide helpful intuition but involves uncon-
trolled errors. In light of these challenges, quantitative
comparison between theory and experiment becomes par-
ticularly valuable. To this end, accurate calibration of
Hamiltonian parameters and high-quality data on quan-
tum dynamics with insignificant decoherence effects are
required. Here, by reaching a consistency between exper-
iment, approximated theory, and numerical diagonaliza-
tion, we reveal a few universal parameters and uncover
dominating interacting processes for this quench dynam-
ics, which can be generalized to similar non-equilibrium
dynamics in cold atoms, NV centers, and other systems.

Methods
Hamiltonian Engineering. By periodically applying

the radio-frequency (RF) pulse sequence to the natural
dipolar Hamiltonian, we can engineer the desired form
of the anisotropic Heisenberg models (4) as an effective
time-independent Hamiltonian by the average Hamilto-
nian theory [43]. The basic building block of the RF
pulse train is an 8-pulse sequence initially introduced for
studying multiple quantum coherences [32]. Explicitly,
the 8-pulse sequence is represented as follows:

(τz,x, τy,y, 2τx,y, τy,x, 2τz,x, τy,y, 2τx,y, τy,x, τz),

where x and y denote the RF pulses that induce col-
lective π/2 rotations along the x̂ and ŷ directions, re-
spectively. By adjusting the pulse intervals τα such that
τα = [1 + ξα] τ , we can realize different configurations
of the anisotropic parameters (ξx, ξy, ξz) to the leading
order of the Magnus expansion [42, 69].

Hamiltonian Calibration. We calibrate the actually re-
alized anisotropic parameters (ξ′x, ξ

′
y, ξ

′
z) and the weight

of residual terms other than Ŝα
iaŜ

α
jb in the effective Flo-

quet Hamiltonian ĤF. The idea is to employ Floquet
prethermalization hypothesis [45, 46]. It assumes that
the system attains a quasi-stationary state ρ̂pre, approxi-
mately characterized by a canonical ensemble associated
with the effective Hamiltonian ĤF, before heated to the
infinite temperature. We have

ρ̂pre ≈
e−βeffĤF

Tr(e−βeffĤF)
∝ 1− βeffĤF, (9)

where βeff represents an effective inverse temperature, de-
termined by the initial state ρ̂0 through the energy con-
servation Tr(ρ̂0ĤF) = Tr(ρ̂preĤF). The Floquet prether-
malization has been experimentally demonstrated in spin
chains with dipolar interactions [18, 20].
As elaborated in the Supplementary Information [42],

we initially prepare states with finite inverse spin tem-
peratures, and then allow them to prethermalize under
the Ĥ Eq. (4) with various anisotropic configurations for
a time period of J̄ t ≥ 14π. In addition, we prepare
dipolar-ordered states [70, 71] as a reference state using
the Jeener-Broekaert method [70]. The traceless com-
ponents of the density matrix of these states are given
by

δρ̂Dx ∝
∑

i ̸=j,ab

Jij(−Ŝy
iaŜ

y
jb − Ŝz

iaŜ
z
jb + 2Ŝx

iaŜ
x
jb), (10)

and the other two dipolar-ordered states δρ̂Dy , δρ̂
D
z can be

determined through cyclic permutations. In experiment,
we measure the inner products between the prethermal
state and each of the dipolar-ordered states. These inner
products are proportional to the anisotropic parameters

Tr
(
ρ̂preδρ̂

D
x

)
∝ (2ξ′x − ξ′y − ξ′z)

∑

i ̸=j,ab

J2
ij ∝ ξ′x. (11)

Similarly, we find Tr(ρ̂preδρ̂
D
y ) ∝ ξ′y and Tr(ρ̂preδρ̂

D
z ) ∝

ξ′z. This determines the actual anisotropic parameters
(ξ′x, ξ

′
y, ξ

′
z). The discrepancies between these parameters

and their target values (ξx, ξy, ξz) are quantified by ∆ ≡
|ξ′ − ξ| / |ξ|. Throughout all the realized configurations,
the values of ∆ are calibrated to be within 3% [42].

The weight of residual terms denoted as · · · in the
overall effective Hamiltonian Eq. (4) is defined by ε ≡√
Tr(· · ·2)/Tr(Ĥ2). It primarily leverages the orthogonal

relationships between the residual term in the prethermal
states ρ̂pre and the dipolar-ordered states δρ̂Dα , and incor-
porates more inner product measurements. The values of
ε are determined to be less than 20% across all the real-
ized configurations [42].
Exact Diagonalization. In the exact diagonalization

calculation, we are restricted to a simplified model con-
sisting of a single spin-1/2 on each molecule with system
size up to N = 8. The Hamiltonian is

ĤED =
∑

i<j

Jij(ξxŜ
x
i Ŝ

x
j + ξyŜ

y
i Ŝ

y
j + ξzŜ

z
i Ŝ

z
j ), (12)
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where Jij is modelled as a random variable obeying a

normal distribution Jij ∼ N [0, (2J/
√
N)2]. For each dis-

order realization of Jij , we prepare the initial state as a

thermal density matrix, denoted as ρ̂ ∝ exp(−β(ĤED +
ˆδH)), where β = ℏ/(kBT ) denotes the inverse temper-
ature and an external polarization field is introduced
as ˆδH = −g

∑
i Ŝ

x
i . We fix βJ = 0.2 and g/J = 2,

as explained later in Parameters in Numerical Simula-
tions. The system is then evolved under the Hamiltonian
Eq. (12), and the result is averaged over 103 random re-
alizations.

Large-M Expansion. We can transform the randomly
interacting spin model Eq. (4) into a theory of randomly
interacting fermions by adopting the Abrikosov fermion
representation. In this representation, the spin operators
are expressed as Ŝα

ia = 1
2

∑
ss′ ĉ

†
ia,s(σ

α)ss′ ĉia,s′ (s, s′ =↑
, ↓), limited to the single occupation subspace. Our main
interest lies in the spin polarization dynamics, which can

be expressed as ⟨Ôx(t)⟩ = −iN(G
≷
↑↓(t, t) + G

≷
↓↑(t, t))/2.

Here the real-time Green’s functions are defined as
G>

ss′(t1, t2) ≡ −i⟨cia,s(t1)c†ia,s′(t2)⟩ and G<
ss′(t1, t2) ≡

i⟨c†ia,s′(t2)cia,s(t1)⟩. The evolution of these Green’s func-
tions can be described by a set of classical equations,
commonly known as the Kadanoff-Baym equation

i∂t1G
≷ = ΣR ◦G≷ +Σ≷ ◦GA,

−i∂t2G
≷ = GR ◦ Σ≷ +G≷ ◦ ΣA,

(13)

where GR/A is the retarded/advanced Green’s function.
Σ≷ and ΣR/A represent real-time self-energies, which sat-
isfy ΣR/A = ±Θ(±t12) (Σ

> − Σ<). To make further the-
oretical advancements, an SU(M)×SU(2) generalization
has been introduced, similar to the approach used in
[49, 72]. By taking both the large-N and the large-M
limit, melon diagrams play a dominant role in the self-
energies, similar as in the SYK model. This leads to

Σ≷(t1, t2) =
J2

4

∑

α,α′

ξαξα′σα′
G≷(t1, t2)σα

Tr
[
σα′

G≷(t1, t2)σαG≶(t2, t1)
]
.

(14)

Numerically, we prepare the system in an initial state de-
scribed by a thermal ensemble at βJ = 0.2 with a polar-
ization field g/J = 2. The corresponding initial Green’s
functions are obtained through iterations. Subsequently,
we evolve G≷ by combining Eq. (13) and Eq. (14) to de-
termine ⟨Ôx(t)⟩. Besides, by conducting a quasinormal
mode analysis, one can analytically derive the long-time
spin relaxation dynamics Eq. (7) within the large-M ap-
proximation [49]. This calculation is elaborated in the
Supplementary Information [42].

Mean-field Theory. Another theoretical scheme for an-
alyzing randomly interacting spin models is the mean-
field theory. Here, we introduce the average polarization

on each molecule as M̂α
i = 1

Na

∑
a Ŝ

α
ia. Due to the sta-

tistical averaging, we expect the fluctuation of M̂α
i to be

small, allowing us to approximate it as a classical vector
Mα

i . The Heisenberg equation for M̂ then becomes:

dMα
i

dt
= Na

∑

j,βγ

Jijϵ
αβγξβM

β
j M

γ
i . (15)

In the numerical simulation, we investigate a system with
2×103 molecules. The initial configuration of Mα

i is ran-
domly generated using an independent Gaussian distri-
bution, with mean value Mi = (βg4 , 0, 0), βg = 0.4 and

variance (δMα
i )

2 = 1/(4Na). Subsequently, we evolve
Mα

i according to Eq. (15) for each random realization

and compute ⟨Ôα⟩ = Na

∑
i M

α
i . The final result is then

averaged over 20 independent simulations.
Parameters in Numerical Simulations. The NMR ex-

periment is conducted at room temperature, necessitat-
ing the conditions βJ ≪ 1 and βg ≪ 1. Addition-
ally, the external magnetic field strongly polarizes the
state, allowing the initial state to be approximated by

ρ̂ ∝ e−βĤdip+βg
∑

ia Ŝα
ia ≈ 1̂ + βg

∑
ia Ŝ

α
ia. This requires

that the magnitude of the external field must be sig-
nificantly larger than the characteristic strength of the
dipolar interaction Ĥdip [see Eq. (3)], i.e., g/J ≫ 1.
For numerical simulations, all parameters satisfy these
conditions. In the Supplementary Information [42], we
demonstrate that a moderate change of parameters yield
qualitatively similar results. In particular, the oscillation
frequencies and decay rates remain independent of β and
g [42].
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Supplementary Note 1. Notations

Notations Operators

�̂�𝑥
∑
𝑖𝑎 𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

�̂�𝑦
∑
𝑖𝑎 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎

�̂�𝑧
∑
𝑖𝑎 𝑆

𝑧
𝑖𝑎

�̂�𝑥 (𝜙) exp
(
−i�̂�𝑥𝜙

)
�̂�𝑦 (𝜙) exp

(
−i�̂�𝑦𝜙

)
�̂�𝑧 (𝜙) exp

(
−i�̂�𝑧𝜙

)
�̂�𝑥

ℏ
2

∑
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
−𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏

− 𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆
𝑧
𝑗𝑏

+ 2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆
𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)

�̂�𝑦
ℏ
2

∑
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
−𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑧𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

+ 2𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎𝑆
𝑦
𝑗𝑏

)

�̂�𝑧
ℏ
2

∑
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
−𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏

+ 2𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆
𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)

Supplementary Table 1. Notations for operators used in this paper. 𝑆𝛼𝑖𝑎 (𝛼 = 𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧) is the spin-1/2 operator for each 1H. 𝑖 and 𝑗

label molecules while the indices 𝑎, 𝑏 = 1, ..., 16 label 1H within each molecule.
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Supplementary Note 2. Experimental system

The experimental system we utilize is a sample of adamantane (C10H16) in its powdered form. Adamantane undergoes a first-
order phase transition around 208 K1,2. At room temperature, it crystallizes into a face-centered cubic structure with the space
group Fm3m3. In this phase, the nearly-spherical molecules undergo rapid rotations around their centers due to thermal motion,
with a characteristic time scale of 10−11 s4. Therefore, as discussed in the main text, the intra-molecular dipolar interaction is
eliminated. Meanwhile, the inter-molecular dipolar interaction primarily depends on molecule indices2,4,5.

The focus of our investigation is on the 1/2-spin 1H nuclei that comprise the interaction network of interest. The spin-lattice
relaxation time is determined to be 𝑇1 = 1.3 s. Besides, the most abundant carbon isotope (99% 12C) does not possess any spin.
During the experiments, the sample is placed at room temperature in a homogeneous magnetic field of 𝐵0 = 9.4 T, generated by
a superconducting magnet. The Hamiltonian for the 1H system is given by:

�̂�0 = �̂�Z + �̂�CS + �̂�dip = −ℏ𝜔H�̂�𝑧 + 2𝜋ℏ
∑︁
𝑗

𝜈 𝑗𝑆
𝑧
𝑗 + �̂�dip. (S1)

Here the first term �̂�Z is the Zeeman interaction with a uniform Larmor frequency 𝜔H = 𝛾H𝐵0 = 400.15 × 2𝜋 MHz (𝛾H is the
proton’s gyromagnetic ratio). The second term represents a combined distribution of the chemical shift and the magnetic field
inhomogeneity. According to the liquid-state nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) data of adamantane6, the chemical shift,

��𝜈 𝑗 ��,
varies within a few tens of Hertz. The line-width broadening caused by the magnetic field inhomogeneity is determined to be
less than 12 Hz, as estimated from the linewidth of the water sample 1/𝑇∗

2 = 12 Hz. This term can thus be discarded since the
time period of evolution being studied is only several milliseconds. The third term corresponds to the natural nuclear magnetic
dipole-dipole interaction7, which only incorporates the inter-molecular contribution:

�̂�dip =
∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝜇0
4𝜋

ℏ2𝛾2
H

𝑅3
𝑖 𝑗


Ŝ𝑖𝑎 · Ŝ 𝑗𝑏 −

3
(
Ŝ𝑖𝑎 · R𝑖 𝑗

) (
Ŝ 𝑗𝑏 · R𝑖 𝑗

)
𝑅2
𝑖 𝑗


. (S2)

where Ŝ𝑖𝑎 = (𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎, 𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎, 𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎) are spin-1/2 operators for each 1H. 𝑖 and 𝑗 label molecules while the indices 𝑎, 𝑏 = 1, ..., 16 label 1H
within each molecule. 𝜇0 is the vacuum magnetic permeability. R𝑖 𝑗 denotes the displacement between centers of two molecules
and 𝑅𝑖 𝑗 = |R𝑖 𝑗 |.

As the readout and the radio-frequency (RF) pulses in NMR are both implemented in a reference frequency𝜔r ≈ 𝜔H (resonance
condition), we consider the system Hamiltonian in the rotating reference frame, which is expressed as �̂�s = 𝑒i�̂�Z𝑡/ℏ�̂�0𝑒

−i�̂�Z𝑡/ℏ−�̂�Z.
The off-resonance effect, originating from uncertainties in calibrating the central transmission frequency, coupled with the
chemical shift and magnetic field inhomogeneity, is effectively refocused within our multi-pulse sequences, as confirmed by the
numerical simulation in Supplementary Figure 1. Considering that the Zeeman interaction �̂�Z is much stronger than the dipolar
interaction �̂�dip, the dipolar term only preserves the energy-conserving components after applying the secular approximation7.
Consequently, the system Hamiltonian reduces to

�̂�s = �̂�sec
dip = ℏ

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗 (−𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆
𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 2𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏) = �̂�𝑧 . (S3)

Here 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 =
( 𝜇0

4𝜋
) ℏ𝛾2

H
2𝑅3

𝑖 𝑗

(
1 − 3 cos2 𝜃𝑖 𝑗

)
. 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 is the angle between R𝑖 𝑗 and the magnetic field 𝑧 direction.

Calculation of 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 based on the lattice structure shows that 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 has a zero mean (𝐽𝑖 𝑗 = 0), and its variance is related to the
effective dipolar coupling strength 𝐽 defined by

𝐽2 ≡ 𝑁

4

〈
(𝐽𝑖 𝑗 − 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 )2

〉
=

𝑁

4
⟨𝐽2
𝑖 𝑗⟩, (S4)

where the overline · · · denotes the average over molecule indexes 𝑖 and 𝑗 , and the angle bracket ⟨· · · ⟩ means taking average over
random orientations for a powder sample. Here, 𝑁 = 𝑁m𝑁a is the total number of spins, in which 𝑁m is the number of molecules
and 𝑁a = 16 represents the number of 1H. By utilizing the translational symmetry of the lattice, we have

𝐽2 ≈ 𝑁a
4

𝑁m∑︁
𝑗 , 𝑗≠𝑖

⟨𝐽2
𝑖 𝑗⟩ =

𝑁m∑︁
𝑗 , 𝑗≠𝑖

[( 𝜇0
4𝜋

) ℏ𝛾2
H

𝑅3
𝑖 𝑗

]2 〈(1 − 3 cos2 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 )2〉 . (S5)

Since
〈(1 − 3 cos2 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 )2〉 = 1

2

∫ 𝜋

0
d𝜃𝑖 𝑗

(
1 − 3 cos2 𝜃𝑖 𝑗

)2
sin 𝜃𝑖 𝑗 =

4
5
, (S6)
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Supplementary Figure 1. Numerical simulations of the effect of static magnetic field inhomogeneities on the auto-correlation
function C𝑦 (𝑡) via exact diagonalization. In the simulations, the system Hamiltonian is �̂� = ℏ𝐽

∑
𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑁 (−𝑆𝑥𝑖 𝑆𝑥𝑗 − 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖 𝑆
𝑦
𝑗 + 2𝑆𝑧𝑖 𝑆

𝑧
𝑗 ), and

a 16-pulse sequence is designed to effectively engineer the target Hamiltonian �̂�tar = ℏ𝐽
∑
𝑖< 𝑗≤𝑁 (𝜉𝑥𝑆𝑥𝑖 𝑆𝑥𝑗 + 𝜉𝑦𝑆

𝑦
𝑖 𝑆
𝑦
𝑗 + 𝜉𝑧𝑆

𝑧
𝑖 𝑆
𝑧
𝑗 ) with the

same parameters as the experiments. The static magnetic field inhomogeneity is modeled as 2𝜋ℏ
∑𝑁
𝑗 𝜈 𝑗𝑆

𝑧
𝑗 with a random variable 𝜈 𝑗 ,

obeying a normal distribution 𝜈 𝑗 ∼ N [0, (Δ𝜈)2]. By varying the standard deviation Δ𝜈, we demonstrate how it affects the pulse-engineered
evolution of the auto-correlation function C𝑦 (𝑡) with the system size 𝑁 = 8, the constant coupling strength 𝐽 = (2𝜋) 1460 Hz, and the target
Hamiltonian configurations (a) 𝝃 = (−0.2, 0, 0.2) and (b) 𝝃 = (0,−0.2, 0.2) for instance. The results are averaged over 20 times of random
realizations of 𝜈 𝑗 for each Δ𝜈.

we get

𝐽 =
𝜇0
2𝜋

ℏ𝛾2
H√
5

√√√ 𝑁m∑︁
𝑗 , 𝑗≠𝑖

1
𝑅6
𝑖 𝑗

. (S7)

The value of 𝐽 can be experimentally determined by measuring and fitting the curve of the free induction decay (FID). Here, the
FID monitors the �̂�𝑥 magnetization of a state �̂�𝑥 ∝ 1̂ + 𝜖0�̂�𝑥 , which freely evolves under the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip
(S3). The expression of the this FID normalized to its initial-time value reduces to an auto-correlation function:

𝐺1 (𝑡) ≡
tr
(
e−

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡 �̂�𝑥e

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡�̂�𝑥

)
tr
(
�̂�𝑥�̂�𝑥

) =
tr
(
e−

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡�̂�𝑥e

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡�̂�𝑥

)
tr
(
�̂�2
𝑥

) . (S8)

𝐺1 (𝑡) can be expanded in a power series as

𝐺1 (𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑛

(−1)𝑛𝑀2𝑛𝑡
2𝑛

(2𝑛)! , (S9)

where

𝑀2𝑛 ≡ (−1)𝑛
(

d2𝑛𝐺1 (𝑡)
d𝑡2𝑛

)
𝑡=0

. (S10)

In particular, the second moment reads

𝑀2 ≡ −
(

d2𝐺1 (𝑡)
d𝑡2

)
𝑡=0

= −
tr
(
[�̂�sec

dip , �̂�𝑥]2
)

ℏ2 tr
(
�̂�2
𝑥

) . (S11)

The derivation for the explicit expression of the second moment is illustrated in Ref.7,9, and the final expression is

𝑀2 =
( 𝜇0
2𝜋

)2 9ℏ2𝛾4
H

5

𝑁m∑︁
𝑗 , 𝑗≠𝑖

1
𝑅6
𝑖 𝑗

= 9𝐽2. (S12)
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Supplementary Figure 2. Measuring the free induction decay 𝐺1 (𝑡) and extracting the effective dipolar coupling strengh 𝐽. a,
𝐺1 (𝑡) is expressed by equation (S8), and we measure it using the solid-echo method8 to avoid the transient effects of the dead time at
the beginning of sampling. Then we fit the data points with a function (S13) raised by A. Abragam7, to obtain an estimate of the effective
dipolar coupling strength 𝐽 through the relation (S16). In this illustration, the delay time of the inversion pulse in the echo sequence is set
to be 𝑑𝑒 = 60 𝜇s, and the fitting results are 𝑎/2𝜋 = 2154 ± 18 Hz, and 𝑏/2𝜋 = 6631 ± 14 Hz, giving an estimate of 𝐽/2𝜋 to be 1464 ± 3 Hz.
The standard deviation of the noise, quantified as ∼ 10−4, is determined from the end range of the FID, and subsequently incorporated
into the error bar analysis. b, The uncertainty of the estimate of 𝐽 mainly comes from the fluctuation due to varying the delay time 𝑑𝑒 in a
range of [50, 80] 𝜇s. We find that 1432 Hz ≤ 𝐽/2𝜋 ≤ 1502 Hz, and we take the average value 𝐽/2𝜋 = 1460 Hz.

Then the question comes to the estimation of the second moment from the FID (S8). In reference7, A. Abragam raised that the
experimental curves of 𝐺1 (𝑡) bear a strong resemblance to the analytical expression

𝑔(𝑡) ≡ exp
(
−𝑎2𝑡2

2

)
sin 𝑏𝑡

𝑏𝑡
, (S13)

which has a series expansion

𝑔(𝑡) = 1 − 𝑡2

2

(
𝑎2 + 𝑏2

3

)
+ 𝑡4

4!

(
3𝑎4 + 2𝑎2𝑏2 + 𝑏4

5

)
+ · · · . (S14)

Therefore, by fitting the FID with the function (S13) we can obtain an estimate of the second moment as

𝑀2 = 𝑎2 + 𝑏2

3
. (S15)

Combing with equation (S12), an estimate of 𝐽 reads

𝐽 =

√
𝑀2
3

=

√︁
𝑎2 + 𝑏2/3

3
. (S16)

In experiments, we measure the FID using the solid-echo method8 to avoid the transient effects of the dead time at the beginning
of sampling. Therefore, the error bar includes both the fitting error and the fluctuation due to varying the delay time of the
inversion pulse in the echo sequence. We find that 1432 Hz ≤ 𝐽/2𝜋 ≤ 1502 Hz and we take the average value 𝐽/2𝜋 = 1460 Hz.
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Supplementary Note 3. Hamiltonian engineering

By periodically applying RF pulse train to the internal Hamiltonian of the system �̂�s (S3), we engineer the target anisotropic
Heisenberg model stroboscopically utilizing the average Hamiltonian theory10. The anisotropic Heisenberg model reads

�̂� ≡ ℏ
∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝜉𝑥𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉𝑦𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉𝑧𝑆

𝑧
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
. (S17)

In a general Floquet engineering protocol, the total time-dependent Hamiltonian is �̂� (𝑡) = �̂�s + �̂�rf (𝑡), where �̂�rf (𝑡) =
2𝜋ℏ[ℎ𝑥 (𝑡)�̂�𝑥 + ℎ𝑦 (𝑡)�̂�𝑦] is the periodic Hamiltonian induced by the RF pulses, with ℎ𝑥 (𝑡) = ℎ𝑥 (𝑡 + 𝑇) and ℎ𝑦 (𝑡) = ℎ𝑦 (𝑡 + 𝑇).
By observing the system stroboscopically at multiples of the periods 𝑇 , the evolution dynamics can be described effectively by
a static Hamiltonian denoted as �̂�F. This Hamiltonian is obtained from the Floquet-Magnus (FM) expansion truncated to some
specific order 𝑛∗11–16, and can be expressed as �̂�F ≡ ∑𝑛∗

𝑛=0 �̂�
(𝑛)
F . The dominant terms of �̂�F are given by12,13:

�̂� (0)
F ≡ 1

𝑇

∫ 𝑇

0
d𝑡�̂� (𝑡),

�̂� (1)
F ≡ −i

2𝑇ℏ

∫ 𝑇

0
d𝑡1

∫ 𝑡1

0
d𝑡2

[
�̂� (𝑡1), �̂� (𝑡2)

]
,

�̂� (2)
F ≡ − 1

6𝑇ℏ2

∫ 𝑇

0
d𝑡1

∫ 𝑡1

0
d𝑡2

∫ 𝑡2

0
d𝑡3 ·

{[
�̂� (𝑡1), [�̂� (𝑡2), �̂� (𝑡3)]

] + [
�̂� (𝑡3), [�̂� (𝑡2), �̂� (𝑡1)]

]}
.

(S18)

A successful engineering protocol should realize an effective �̂�F close enough to the target Hamiltonian.
In this work, the basic building block of the RF pulse train is an 8-pulse sequence firstly raised by Suter et al.17:

P(𝜏𝑧 , x, 𝜏𝑦 , y, 2𝜏𝑥 , y, 𝜏𝑦 , x, 2𝜏𝑧 , x, 𝜏𝑦 , y, 2𝜏𝑥 , y, 𝜏𝑦 , x, 𝜏𝑧), (S19)

where x and y represent RF pulses with length 𝜏p = 2 𝜇s in our experiments, realizing global 𝜋/2 rotations along the 𝑥 and �̂�
directions, respectively. To further reduce errors caused by the inhomogeneity of the RF field, we add a copy of the above 8-pulse
sequence with opposite pulse phases, leading to a 16-pulse sequence that has a zero net rotation (Supplementary Figure 4a).
This 16-pulse sequence has been employed in the study of localization and thermalization in spin chains18–21. The pulse intervals
(between midpoints of two adjacent pulses) are given by

𝜏𝛼 =
[
1 + 𝜉 (0)𝛼

]
𝜏, (S20)

where the average pulse interval 𝜏 = (𝜏𝑥 + 𝜏𝑦 + 𝜏𝑧)/3, leading to a cycle time 𝑇 = 24𝜏. Note that correspondingly, the pulse
intervals calculated between the edges of two consecutive pulses are give by the following equations:

𝜏′𝑥 = 𝜏𝑥 −
𝜏p

2
,

𝜏′𝑦 = 𝜏𝑦 − 𝜏p,

𝜏′𝑧 = 𝜏𝑧 −
𝜏p

2
.

(S21)

Here 𝜏p = 2 𝜇s is the 𝜋/2 pulse width. In experiment, 𝜏′𝛼 > 0 should be guaranteed. This pulse sequence Supplementary
Figure 4a realizss the zeroth-order term of the FM expansion as

�̂� (0)
F = ℏ

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝜉 (0)𝑥 𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉 (0)𝑦 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉 (0)𝑧 𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
. (S22)

where the anisotropic parameters satisfy
∑
𝛼 𝜉

(0)
𝛼 = 0, inherited from the secular dipolar Hamiltonian (S3) and conserved by the

global rotations. Furthermore, �̂� (1)
F is zero due to the symmetry of this pulse sequence. Therefore, the total effective Hamiltonian

reads

�̂�F = �̂� (0)
F + �̂� (2)

F + O[(𝐽𝑇)3]
= ℏ

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝜉′𝑥𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉′𝑦𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉′𝑧𝑆

𝑧
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
+ �̂�𝜖 ,

(S23)
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where the synthetic configuration (𝜉′𝑥 , 𝜉′𝑦 , 𝜉′𝑧) = 𝝃′ = 𝝃 (0) + 𝝃 (2) + · · · , preserving the relation
∑
𝛼 𝜉

′
𝛼 = 0. During experiments,

we set the zeroth-order configuration 𝝃 (0) to match the target configuration 𝝃. We then optimize the value of the average pulse
interval 𝜏 to be 5 𝜇s (Supplementary Figure 5f), which is neither too long to significantly incorporate contributions from the
higher-order terms of the FM expansion, nor too short to introduce errors caused by pulse transients. Within �̂�F, the first term
holds a primary influence, with discrepancies of 𝝃′ from the target values 𝝃 in (S17), quantified by Δ ≡ |𝝃′ − 𝝃 | /|𝝃 | , calibrated
to remain within 3% across all the configurations (Supplementary Figure 8b). The second term, �̂�𝜖 , incorporates the residue
terms other than 𝑆𝛼𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛼
𝑗𝑏. The weight of �̂�𝜖 in the total effective Hamiltonian �̂�F, defined as 𝜀 ≡

√︃
tr
(
�̂�2
𝜖

)/tr
(
�̂�2

F
)

is calibrated
to be less than 20% across all the configurations (Supplementary Figure 8c).

Supplementary Note 4. Hamiltonian calibration

In this section we present the protocol and results of Hamiltonian calibration. Supplementary Note 4 A introduces the
formulation of the principle and subsequently clarifies the pulse sequence in detail. Supplementary Note 4 B presents the
optimization of the experimental parameters involved in the protocol. Finally, Supplementary Note 4 C presents the calibration
results.

A. Protocol

The central idea is to employ Floquet prethermalization hypothesis14,16. That is, under Floquet driving, the effective Hamil-
tonian �̂�F acts as a quasiconserved quantity and dominates the system dynamics for a relatively long time, making the system
reach a quasistationary state before it is heated to infintie temperature. The quasistationary state, as referred to the prethermal
state �̂�pre, can be approximated as the canonical ensemble of the effective Hamiltonian �̂�F, written as

�̂�pre ≈ 𝑒−𝛽eff�̂�F

Tr(𝑒−𝛽eff�̂�F )
≈ 1̂ − 𝛽eff�̂�F

Tr
(
1̂
) , (S24)

where 𝛽eff is the inverse effective temperature determined by the initial state �̂�0 and the energy conservation Tr
(
�̂�0�̂�F

)
=

Tr
(
�̂�pre�̂�F

)
. A finite inverse effective temperature 𝛽eff ≠ 0 is required for the prethermal state �̂�pre to retain information of the

effective Hamiltonian �̂�F. The phenomenon of Floquet prethermalization has been experimentally investigated in spin chain
systems with dipolar interactions19,20,22. The occurrence of Floquet prethermalization is closely linked to the chaotic nature of
the dipolar Hamiltonian23–25.

The prethermal state (S24) is a fingerprint of the Floquet Hamiltonian. Consequently, the question arises as to how to perform
tomography on �̂�pre. Full tomography is infeasible due to the absence of universal quantum control over the system. Instead,
several methods for partial tomography exist. One approach involves expanding the state in basis of irreducible spherical tensor
operators (ISTOs)26,27. Another approach employs multiple quantum coherences (MQCs)28–33. In our work, we simplify the
“basis” by focusing on the traceless components of the dipolar-ordered states34,35

𝛿�̂�D
𝑥 ∝ �̂�𝑥 ≡ ℏ

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
−𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏 + 2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)
,

𝛿�̂�D
𝑦 ∝ �̂�𝑦 ≡ ℏ

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
−𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑧𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏 + 2𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏

)
,

𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ∝ �̂�𝑧 ≡ ℏ

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
−𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 2𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
.

(S25)

The dipolar-ordered states, serving as reference states, are adequate for achieving the calibration of our Hamiltonian.
Firstly, we formulate the procedure for calibrating the anisotropic parameters {𝜉′𝑥 , 𝜉′𝑦 , 𝜉′𝑧} in the Floquet Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23).

What we need to do is measure the inner products between the prethermal state �̂�pre (S24) and the dipolar-ordered states 𝛿�̂�D
𝛼

such as:

𝑦1 = tr
(
�̂�pre𝛿�̂�

D
𝑥

)
∝ 𝛽eff tr

(
�̂�F�̂�𝑥

)
, (S26)

Using the explicit expression of �̂�F (S23) and �̂�𝑥 (S25), we find

𝑦1 ∝ (2𝜉′𝑥 − 𝜉′𝑦 − 𝜉′𝑧)
∑︁

𝑖≠ 𝑗 , 𝑎𝑏

𝐽2
𝑖 𝑗 ∝ 𝜉′𝑥 , (S27)
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where we have used the relation
∑
𝛼 𝜉

′
𝛼 = 0. Analogously, we have 𝑦2 ∝ tr

(
�̂�F�̂�𝑦

) ∝ 𝜉′𝑦 and 𝑦3 ∝ tr
(
�̂�F�̂�𝑧

) ∝ 𝜉′𝑧 .
Notice that in principle we can only obtain the ratio 𝜉′𝑥 : 𝜉′𝑦 : 𝜉′𝑧 = 𝑦1 : 𝑦2 : 𝑦3. Considering that across all the configurations

we set the target value 𝜉𝑧 to be a constant value of 0.2, in the next we investigate the deviation of the real value 𝜉′𝑧 from its
target value 𝜉𝑧 , described by a relation 𝜉′𝑧 = 𝑐𝜉𝑧 . In order to calibrate 𝑐 we make a time-scale rescaling between the evolution
dynamics governed by the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3) and the one produced by a to-be-calibrated effective
Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23). For �̂�sec

dip the configuration is known as 𝝃dip = (−1, −1, 2), while for �̂�F we set the target configuration
to be 𝝃 = (−0.1, −0.1, 0.2) = 𝝃dip/10. If the real configuration 𝝃′ is very close to 𝝃, we expect the dynamics of �̂�dip and �̂�F to
collapse after rescaling the time scale by a factor of 10.

Using the pulse sequence displayed by Supplementary Figure 3a, we measure the evolution dynamics of the total spin
operator �̂�𝑥 =

∑
𝑖 𝑆
𝑥
𝑖 , under the two Hamiltonians, respectively:

C1
𝑥 (𝑡) ≡

tr
(
e−i�̂�sec

dip 𝑡/ℏ�̂�𝑥ei�̂�sec
dip 𝑡/ℏ�̂�𝑥

)
tr
(
�̂�2
𝑥

) , (S28)

C2
𝑥 (𝑡) ≡

tr
(
e−i�̂�F𝑡/ℏ�̂�𝑥ei�̂�F𝑡/ℏ�̂�𝑥

)
tr
(
�̂�2
𝑥

) . (S29)

The two curves in Supplementary Figure 3b collapse in Supplementary Figure 3c after rescaling 𝐽𝑡 of the blue points by a

FID

2 Observe 

0

0.5

1
Free evolution
Floquet driving

0 10 20 30 40 50
0

0.5

1

a

b

c

Supplementary Figure 3. Calibration of the scaling factor 𝑐. a, The pulse sequence simply starts from the thermal equilibrium state,
polarized along the 𝑧 direction, and then followed by a (𝜋/2)𝑦 pulse to turn it into the 𝑥 polarization. Afterwards, the state evolves for
a varying duration 𝑡, under the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip (free evolution) or the effective Hamiltonian �̂�F (Floquet driving, using
periodically applied pulse sequence in Supplementary Figure 4a). For �̂�sec

dip the configuration is known as 𝝃dip = (−1, −1, 2), while
for �̂�F we set the target configuration to be 𝝃 = (−0.1, −0.1, 0.2) = 𝝃dip/10. Finally we measure the polarization �̂�𝑥 . b, The blue
data points represent the evolution dynamics for �̂�sec

dip , denoted by equation (S28), while the red data points correspond to the dynamics
governed by �̂�F, described by equation (S29). Each data point is read out from its corresponding free induction decay, with an error bar
(incorporated within the markers) representing the noise amplitude, as shown in Supplementary Figure 2a. c, The two curves collapse
after rescaling 𝐽𝑡 of the blue points by a factor of 𝑐′ = 𝜉

(dip)
𝑧 /𝜉′𝑧 = 10.084 ± 0.063, thus we can determine that 𝜉′𝑧 = 0.198 ± 0.001 and

𝑐 = 𝜉′𝑧/𝜉𝑧 = 10/𝑐′ = 0.092 ± 0.006, with confidence intervals estimated from the least squares method.

factor of 𝑐′ = 𝜉
(dip)
𝑧 /𝜉′𝑧 = 10.084±0.063, thus we can determine that 𝜉′𝑧 = 0.198±0.001 and 𝑐 = 𝜉′𝑧/𝜉𝑧 = 10/𝑐′ = 0.992±0.006,

with confidence intervals estimated from the least squares method. Although we are not able to make such a rescaling analysis
for other configurations that are not in the same ratio 𝜉𝑥 : 𝜉𝑦 : 𝜉𝑧 as in the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip , it is reasonable to
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assume that 𝜉′𝑧 = 0.198 ± 0.001 and 𝑐 = 𝜉′𝑧/𝜉𝑧 = 0.992 ± 0.006 across the configurations we investigated, considering that we
maintain a constant target value of 𝜉𝑧 = 0.2 and realize them using the same pulse protocol with the same Floquet driving period
𝑇 . Combining the information of 𝜉′𝑧 and the ratio 𝜉′𝑥 : 𝜉′𝑦 : 𝜉′𝑧 fulfills the calibration of their absolute values.

Next, we will introduce the principle of calibrating the proportion of the residue terms �̂�𝜖 in the total effective Hamiltonian
�̂�F (S23). The proportion is defined by

𝜀 ≡
√︄

tr(�̂�2
𝜖 )

tr(�̂�2
F)

. (S30)

The traceless component of the prethermal state (S24) is proportional to the effective Hamiltonian �̂�F, and can be decomposed
as

𝛿�̂�pre = 𝑢�̂�F = 𝑎(𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ) + 𝑏(𝛿�̂�D

𝑥 ) + 𝑢�̂�𝜖 , (S31)

where 𝑎, 𝑏 are the coefficients to be determined, and (𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ), (𝛿�̂�D

𝑥 ) are the dipolar-ordered states, as shown by equation (S25).
We can determine the proportion 𝜀 by measuring the following five quantities:

1. The inner products among the dipolar-ordered states:

𝐶1 ≡ tr
(
𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 𝛿�̂�D
𝑧

)
= tr

(
𝛿�̂�D

𝑥 𝛿�̂�D
𝑥

)
, (S32)

𝐶2 ≡ tr
(
𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 𝛿�̂�D
𝑥

)
. (S33)

2. The inner products between 𝛿�̂�pre and 𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 , 𝛿�̂�D

𝑥 , which have the same form as in equation (S26):

𝐶3 ≡ tr
(
𝛿�̂�pre𝛿�̂�

D
𝑧

)
= 𝑦3 =𝑎𝐶1 + 𝑏𝐶2, (S34)

𝐶4 ≡ tr
(
𝛿�̂�pre𝛿�̂�

D
𝑥

)
= 𝑦1 =𝑏𝐶1 + 𝑎𝐶2. (S35)

3. The auto inner product of 𝛿�̂�pre:

𝐶5 ≡ tr
[(𝛿�̂�pre)2] = 𝑢2 tr

(
�̂�2

F

)
= (𝑎2 + 𝑏2)𝐶1 + 2𝑎𝑏𝐶2 + 𝑢2 tr(�̂�2

𝜖 ). (S36)

Measurements of 𝐶1 to 𝐶4 give the values of 𝑎 and 𝑏. Subsequently, we substitute 𝑎, 𝑏 into the formula for 𝐶5, yielding the
expression for the proportion 𝜀:

𝜀2 =
tr(�̂�2

𝜖 )
tr(�̂�2

F)
=

𝑢2 tr(�̂�2
𝜖 )

tr
[(𝛿�̂�pre)2

]
=1 − (𝑎2 + 𝑏2)𝐶1 + 2𝑎𝑏𝐶2

𝐶5
.

(S37)

In the following, we will clarify the pulse sequence used to implement the aforementioned principles. The calibration of the
anisotropic parameters is achieved using the sequence shown in Supplementary Figure 4b, where we prepare the prethermal
states �̂�pre (S24) and measure their inner products with the dipolar-ordered states 𝛿�̂�D

𝛼 . The first half of the sequence is dedicated
to preparing the prethermal states, and the procedures are as follows:

1: We start from the thermal equilibrium state of the system without RF irradiation, which is the steady state of the spin-lattice
relaxation:

�̂�1 =
e−𝛽0�̂�0

tr(e−𝛽0�̂�0 )
≈ e𝜖0�̂�𝑧

tr(e𝜖0�̂�𝑧 )
≈ 1̂ + 𝜖0�̂�𝑧

2𝑁
=
1̂ + 𝜖0 (𝛿�̂�1)

2𝑁
, (S38)

where the first approximation is due to the fact that the Zeeman interaction is dominant, and in the second approximation we use
the high-temperature expansion, discarding the higher-order terms O(𝜖2

0 ) since the polarization rate 𝜖0 = 𝛽0ℏ𝛾H𝐵0 ∼ 10−5 at
room temperature (𝛽0 = 1/𝑘𝐵𝑇, 𝑇 ≈ 300 K). As the identity matrix doesn’t contribute to the observable signal, we focus on the
component

𝛿�̂�1 = �̂�𝑧 , (S39)
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1  2    3 4                                         5   4’                                   3’ 2’          1’

1  2    3 4                                        5       4’                                      3’ 2’          1’

b

c

Supplementary Figure 4. The pulse sequences for Hamiltonian engineering and calibration. a, One period of the pulse train
for the Hamiltonian engineering. The (𝜋/2)𝑥 pulse with length 𝜏p = 2 𝜇s induces a 𝜋/2 rotation along the 𝑥 direction, and simi-
larly for the other pulses. The pulse intervals, which are the time intervals between the midpoints of two adjacent pulses, are set to
be 𝜏𝛼 = [1 + 𝜉

(0)
𝛼 ]𝜏. Here, the average pulse interval is 𝜏 = (𝜏𝑥 + 𝜏𝑦 + 𝜏𝑧)/3 = 5 𝜇s, the period is 𝑇 = 24𝜏 = 120 𝜇s, and

the Hamiltonian anisotropic parameters satisfy
∑
𝜉
(0)
𝛼 = 0. The zeroth order of the Floquet-Magnus expansion of this sequence is

�̂�
(0)
F = ℏ

2
∑
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏 𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝜉
(0)
𝑥 𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

+ 𝜉
(0)
𝑦 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏

+ 𝜉
(0)
𝑧 𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
, which is dominant in the total effective Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23). b, The

pulse sequence for the Hamiltonian calibration. The first half of the sequence is used to prepare the prethermal state 𝛿�̂�5 = 𝛿�̂�pre ∝ �̂�F
after 𝑛 cycles of Floquet driving. The second half is used to prepare the dipolar-ordered state �̂�4′ = 𝛿�̂�D𝑧 ∝ �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 in the Heisenberg
picture. After implementing an operation �̂� ∈ {�̂�𝑦 (𝜋/2), �̂�𝑥 (𝜋/2), 1̂}, we measure the inner products between the prethermal states and
the dipolar-ordered states. c, The sequence referred from Ref.35 for assessing the dipolar-ordered state and optimizing the experimental
parameters involved in a and b. The difference between this sequence and that in b lies in, firstly, that the azimuthal angles of the pulses
in the initial half are shifted by combinations of 𝜙 and 𝜂, such as (𝜋/2)Φ𝑦+𝜙+𝜂 , which induces an operation �̂�𝑧 (𝜙 + 𝜂) �̂�𝑦 (𝜋/2) �̂�†

𝑧 (𝜙 + 𝜂).
The overall effect is to realize successive rotations �̂�𝑥 (𝜙) �̂�𝑧 (𝜂) in the middle of the sequence, instead of the �̂� operator in b. Secondly,
for both periods of thermalization, we choose the same Hamiltonian �̂�th. Specifically, this Hamiltonian can be either the secular dipolar
Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3) or the effective Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23). We denote the states at each step by the numbers below.

2: By applying the (𝜋/2)𝑦 pulse (set the azimuthal angle 𝛼 in the 𝑥 − �̂� plane equal to that of the �̂� direction, denoted by Φ𝑦 ,
as an example), which induces a 𝜋/2 rotation along the �̂� direction, the density matrix becomes:

𝛿�̂�2 = �̂�𝑦 (𝜋/2)𝛿�̂�1 �̂�
†
𝑦 (𝜋/2) = �̂�𝑥 . (S40)

3: The state evolves under the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec
dip = �̂�𝑧 for time 𝑡𝑒, which gives

𝛿�̂�3 =e−
i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡𝑒𝛿�̂�2e

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡𝑒 = �̂�𝑥 − i

ℏ
[�̂�𝑧 , �̂�𝑥]𝑡𝑒 + · · ·

=�̂�𝑥 + 3
2
𝑡𝑒

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
+ · · · .

(S41)

4: The successive (𝜋/4)𝑥 pulse (set the azimuth angle 𝛼 − 𝜋/2 equal to that of the 𝑥 direction, denoted by Φ𝑥 , as an example)
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makes up a Jeener-Broekaert pulse pair34, producing

𝛿�̂�4 =�̂�𝑥 (𝜋/4)𝛿�̂�3 �̂�
†
𝑥 (𝜋/4)

=�̂�𝑥 + 3
2
𝑡𝑒

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏

)
+ · · · . (S42)

as the initial state of the prethermalization process. The delay time 𝑡𝑒 can be optimized to give the maximal experimental signals,
i.e., as high inverse effective temperature 𝛽eff as possible (Supplementary Figure 5d).

5: Following the prethermalization hypothesis, after enough Floquet driving cycles 𝑛 the effective Hamiltonian �̂�F thermalizes
�̂�4 into the so-called prethermal state �̂�pre (S24). Since �̂�pre is still a high-temperature state, we can approximate it as

�̂�pre ≈ 1̂ − 𝛽eff�̂�F

2𝑁
=
1̂ + 𝜖0 (𝛿�̂�pre)

2𝑁
, (S43)

with inverse effective temperature
𝛽eff = −𝜖0 tr(𝛿�̂�4�̂�F)/tr(�̂�2

F). (S44)

Therefore, we get

𝛿�̂�5 = 𝑒−
i
ℏ �̂�F𝑛𝑇𝛿�̂�4𝑒

i
ℏ �̂�F𝑛𝑇 = 𝛿�̂�pre = 𝑢�̂�F, (S45)

where 𝑢 = −𝛽eff/𝜖0. The number of cycles 𝑛 should be experimentally optimized to ensure that a quasi-stationary state has been
reached (Supplementary Figure 5e).

Notes: We need to calibrate the relative errors of thirteen different configurations of the anisotropic parameters 𝝃′ in the
effective Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23), with respect to the target values 𝝃. We fix 𝜉𝑧 = 0.2, which leads to 𝜉𝑥 + 𝜉𝑦 = −0.2, and
independently tune 𝜉𝑥 from −0.4 to 0.2 in a step of 0.05. To ensure a proper inverse effective temperature 𝛽eff (S44) for a
given configuration of 𝝃, it is necessary to select the azimuthal angles (𝛼 and 𝛼 − 𝜋/2) of the Jeener-Broekaert pulse pair in
step 2-4 appropriately. Taking 𝝃 = (−0.4, 0.2, 0.2) as example, if we set 𝛼 equal to the azimuthal angle of the �̂� axis Φ𝑦 , 𝛿�̂�4
will be the form of (S42), and the corresponding inverse effective temperature (S44) will be approximately zero. Therefore, for
𝜉𝑥 ∈ [−0.4,−0.1], we set 𝛼 = Φ𝑥 or Φ−𝑥 , and for 𝜉𝑥 ∈ [−0.1, 0.2], set 𝛼 = Φ𝑦 or Φ−𝑦 .

The goal of the next half of the sequence is to prepare the dipolar-ordered states 𝛿�̂�D
𝛼 (S25) as reference states. The preparation

process can be analyzed by the Heisenberg evolution of the observable:
1’: The final observable is

�̂�1′ = �̂�𝑥 . (S46)

2’: Free evolution for the same time 𝑡𝑒 as in step 3 under the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec
dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3) gives

�̂�2′ =e
i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡𝑒�̂�1′e−

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡𝑒 = �̂�𝑥 + i

ℏ
[�̂�𝑧 , �̂�𝑥]𝑡𝑒 + · · ·

=�̂�𝑥 − 3
2
𝑡𝑒

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗 , 𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
+ · · · .

(S47)

3’: The subsequent (𝜋/4)𝑥 pulse makes

�̂�3′ =�̂�
†
𝑥 (𝜋/4)�̂�2′ �̂�𝑥 (𝜋/4)

=�̂�𝑥 + 3
2
𝑡𝑒

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗 , 𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏

)
+ · · · . (S48)

4’: Similar to the step 5, the operator �̂�3′ thermalizes to the dipolar-ordered state34,35 (S25), after a period of free evolution
under the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3):

�̂�4′ = e
i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡dip�̂�3′e−

i
ℏ �̂�

sec
dip 𝑡dip = 𝑢′�̂�𝑧 = 𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 , (S49)

where 𝑢′ = tr(�̂�3′ �̂�𝑧)/tr(�̂�2
𝑧), and the evolution time 𝑡dip should be experimentally optimized to ensure that a quasi-stationary

state has been reached (Supplementary Figure 5c).
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By implementing an operation �̂� ∈ {�̂�𝑦 (𝜋/2), �̂�𝑥 (𝜋/2)}, we can realize the dipolar-ordered states along the 𝑥, �̂� directions,
respectively:

𝛿�̂�D
𝑥 =�̂�†

𝑦 (𝜋/2)�̂�4′ �̂�𝑦 (𝜋/2) = 𝑢′�̂�𝑥 ,

𝛿�̂�D
𝑦 =�̂�†

𝑥 (𝜋/2)�̂�4′ �̂�𝑥 (𝜋/2) = 𝑢′�̂�𝑦 .
(S50)

The complete experimental sequence then effectively measures the inner products between the prethermal state 𝛿�̂�5 = 𝛿�̂�pre
(S43) and the dipolar-ordered states 𝛿�̂�D

𝛼 , which is exactly proportional to the to-be-calibrated parameter 𝜉′𝛼 (see equation (S27)
for derivation):

𝑦1 = tr
(
𝛿�̂�pre𝛿�̂�

D
𝑥

)
= 𝑢𝑢′ tr

(
�̂�F�̂�𝑥

) ∝ 𝜉′𝑥 ,

𝑦2 = tr
(
𝛿�̂�pre𝛿�̂�

D
𝑦

)
= 𝑢𝑢′ tr

(
�̂�F�̂�𝑦

) ∝ 𝜉′𝑧 ,

𝑦3 = tr
(
𝛿�̂�pre𝛿�̂�

D
𝑧

)
= 𝑢𝑢′ tr

(
�̂�F�̂�𝑧

) ∝ 𝜉′𝑧 .

(S51)

�̂�th (4 → 5) �̂� �̂�th (3′ → 4′)
𝐶1 �̂�sec

dip 1̂ �̂�sec
dip

𝐶2 �̂�sec
dip �̂�𝑦 ( 𝜋2 ) �̂�sec

dip
𝐶3 �̂�F 1̂ �̂�sec

dip
𝐶4 �̂�F �̂�𝑦 ( 𝜋2 ) �̂�sec

dip
𝐶5 �̂�F 1̂ �̂�F

Supplementary Table 2. Guidelines for measuring 𝐶1 to 𝐶5 in equations (S32)-(S36). Utilizing the same pulse scheme depicted in
Supplementary Figure 4b, it is feasible to measure all the five quantities 𝐶1 through 𝐶5. This process necessitates only the modification
of the (pre)thermalization Hamiltonian during the transition of step 4 → 5 and 3′ → 4′, as well as the operation �̂�.

As for the calibration of the proportion of the residue terms �̂�𝜖 , we need to measure the five quantities 𝐶1 to 𝐶5 as
demonstrated in equations (S32)-(S36). The values of 𝐶3 = 𝑦3 and 𝐶4 = 𝑦1 have already been determined. The measurement
procedures for 𝐶1, 𝐶2, and 𝐶5 bear a significant resemblance to those of 𝐶3 and 𝐶4, necessitating only the substitution of
the (pre)thermalization process in the pulse sequence depicted in Supplementary Figure 4b. These guidelines are succinctly
encapsulated in Supplementary Table 2.

B. Assessment of the dipolar-ordered state and optimization of the experimental parameters

The quality of the preparation of the dipolar-ordered states34,35 and the sufficiency of the Floquet prethermalization are the
crucial ingredients in our calibration protocol. In the following discussions, we will first introduce how to assess the dipolar-
ordered states and then present the optimized experimental parameters for preparing these states and achieving prethermalization.

The verification of the dipolar-ordered states is via measuring the multiple quantum coherences (MQCs) in two non-commuting
bases 35. In the 𝑧 basis, MQCs for a Hermitian operator �̂� reads

tr
(
�̂�𝑒−i�̂�𝑧 𝜙�̂�𝑒i�̂�𝑧 𝜙

)
=

∑︁
𝑝,𝑞

��⟨𝑝 | �̂� |𝑞⟩
��2𝑒−i(𝑍𝑝−𝑍𝑞 )𝜙

=
∑︁
𝑚

©
«

∑︁
𝑍𝑝−𝑍𝑞=𝑚

��⟨𝑝 | �̂� |𝑞⟩
��2ª®
¬
𝑒−i𝑚𝜙

=
∑︁
𝑚

𝐼 (𝑧)𝑚 𝑒−i𝑚𝜙 ,

(S52)

Here, |𝑝⟩, |𝑞⟩ symbolize the eigenvectors of the global spin operator �̂�𝑧 , and 𝑍𝑝 , 𝑍𝑞 represent their eigenvalues. 𝐼 (𝑧)𝑚 ≡∑
𝑍𝑝−𝑍𝑞=𝑚

��⟨𝑝 | �̂� |𝑞⟩
��2 is defined as the MQC intensity of order 𝑚. Similarly we could define MQC with respect to other

operators such as �̂�𝑥 . For a dipolar-ordered state such as 𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ∝ �̂�𝑧 ≡ ℏ

2
∑
𝑖≠ 𝑗 , 𝑎𝑏 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 (−𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 − 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 2𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏), we can

calculate its MQCs in the eigenbases of �̂�𝑧 and �̂�𝑥 , respectively35,36. In the 𝑧 basis,

𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ∝

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗, 𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

{
−1

2

[
𝑆+(𝑧)𝑖𝑎 𝑆−(𝑧)

𝑗𝑏 + 𝑆−(𝑧)
𝑖𝑎 𝑆+(𝑧)𝑗𝑏

]
+ 2𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

}
, (S53)



12

where 𝑆+(𝑧)𝑖𝑎 = 𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 + i𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎, 𝑆
−(𝑧)
𝑖𝑎 = 𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 − i𝑆𝑦𝑖𝑎. Thus, only zeroth-order quantum coherence 𝐼 (𝑧)0 presents. In the 𝑥 basis,

𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ∝

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗, 𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

{
−𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 +

1
4

[
𝑆+(𝑥 )𝑖𝑎 𝑆−(𝑥 )

𝑗𝑏 + 𝑆−(𝑥 )
𝑖𝑎 𝑆+(𝑥 )𝑗𝑏

]}
−

∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗, 𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗
3
4

[
𝑆+(𝑥 )𝑖𝑎 𝑆+(𝑥 )𝑗𝑏 + 𝑆−(𝑥 )

𝑖𝑎 𝑆−(𝑥 )
𝑗𝑏

]
, (S54)

where 𝑆+(𝑥 )𝑖𝑎 = 𝑆
𝑦
𝑖𝑎 + i𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎, 𝑆

−(𝑥 )
𝑖𝑎 = 𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎 − i𝑆𝑧𝑖𝑎. There are both the second- and zeroth-order quantum coherences, denoted by the

first and second terms, respectively. The ratio between the intensities of the second- and zeroth-order quantum coherences
is calculated to be 𝒓 = 𝑰 (𝒙)2 /𝑰 (𝒙)0 = 1.5, which value can be experimentally measured to verify the dipolar-ordered state 𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 .
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Supplementary Figure 5. Assessment of the dipolar-ordered states and optimization of experimental parameters. a,b, Using
the pulse sequence referred from Cho et al.35 (Supplementary Figure 4c), we present the two-dimensional multiple quantum coherence
(MQC) spectrum of the dipolar-ordered states, thermalized by either (a) the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3), or b the effective
Hamiltonian under Floquet driving, with configuration set to be 𝝃 (0) = (−0.1, −0.1, 0.2), leading �̂�F ≈ 0.1�̂�𝑧 . In the 𝑧 basis, only
the zeroth-order coherence 𝐼

(𝑧)
0 is significantly present; while in the 𝑥 basis, the ratio between the second- and zeroth-order coherence

intensities is 𝑟 = 𝐼
(𝑥 )
2 /𝐼 (𝑥 )0 = 1.5038(12) in a and 𝑟 = 1.5068(6) in b, indicating that the system has reached close to the dipolar-ordered

state, which has an exact ratio of 𝑟 = 1.5. c-f, We illustrate how the ratio 𝑟 = 𝐼
(𝑥 )
2 /𝐼 (𝑥 )0 and the signal amplitude 𝐹 (0, 0) defined by

equation (S56) depend on the four experimental parameters: 𝑡dip (S49), 𝑡𝑒 (S41), 𝑛 (S45), and 𝜏 (S20), respectively. In this context, we
simply measure the one-dimensional MQC spectrum {𝐼𝑚} in the 𝑥 basis. In c, with 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s fixed, we determine that the ratio 𝑟 becomes
stable at approximately 1.5 after 𝑡dip ≥ 200 𝜇s. In d, we fix 𝑡dip = 600 𝜇s, leading to 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s as the optimal value as it generates the
maximum signal 𝐹 (0, 0). In e, setting 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s, 𝜏 = 5 𝜇s, and assigning 𝝃 (0) = (−0.05, −0.05, 0.1) (creating �̂�F ≈ 0.05�̂�𝑧), we find
that the ratio stabilizes at roughly 1.5 after 𝑛 ≥ 40. Lastly, in f, keeping 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s, 𝝃 (0) = (−0.1, −0.1, 0.2) (resulting in �̂�F ≈ 0.1�̂�𝑧),
and 𝜏 · 𝑛 = 200, it is shown that the ratio increases with 𝜏. We choose 𝜏 = 5 𝜇s, since it is neither too long to significantly incorporate
contributions from the higher-order terms of the Floquet-Magnus expansion, nor too short to introduce errors caused by pulse transients.
According to the average Hamiltonian theory, it is expected the ratio 𝑟 should converge to a plateau when 𝜏 becomes smaller. However,
this is absent in our parameter range. We attribute this to the limitation of the value range of 𝜏 set by pulse transient effects37,38, with
analysis further given in Supplementary Figure 7. All values of 𝐹 (0, 0) are normalized with respect to the value of the fourth point in d,
where 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s and 𝑡dip = 600 𝜇s. The error bars in a,b, estimated as ∼ 10−5, are not depicted. All error bars are derived considering
the noise amplitude in the free induction decay.

Using the same pulse sequence (Supplementary Figure 4c) as used by Cho et al. 35, we can encode the MQCs in both the
𝑧 and 𝑥 basis simultaneously. The difference between this sequence and that in Supplementary Figure 4b lies in, firstly, that
the azimuthal angles of the pulses in the initial half sequence are shifted by combinations of 𝜙 and 𝜂. For example, a pulse
(𝜋/2)Φ𝑦+𝜙+𝜂 induces an operation �̂�𝑧 (𝜙+𝜂) �̂�𝑦 (𝜋/2) �̂�†

𝑧 (𝜙+𝜂). The overall effect of these shifts is to realize successive rotations
�̂�𝑥 (𝜙) �̂�𝑧 (𝜂) in the middle of the sequence, instead of the �̂� operator introduced in Supplementary Figure 4b. Secondly, for
both periods of thermalization, we choose the same Hamiltonian �̂�th. Specifically, this Hamiltonian can be either the secular
dipolar Hamiltonian: �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3); or the effective Hamiltonian (S23) under Floquet driving: �̂�F ≈ 0.1�̂�𝑧 with configuration
chosen to be 𝝃 (0) = (−0.1, −0.1, 0.2). After a sufficiently long period of evolution 𝑡th, at step 5 and step 4′ in the pulse sequence
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(Supplementary Figure 4c) we have prepared two dipolar-ordered states as

𝛿�̂�5 = �̂�4′ = 𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 ∝ �̂�𝑧 , (S55)

then through the combined rotation �̂�𝑥 (𝜙) �̂�𝑧 (𝜂), we measure the two-dimensional encoding function below:

𝐹 (𝜙, 𝜂) ≡ tr
[
�̂�𝑥 (𝜙) �̂�𝑧 (𝜂)𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 �̂�†
𝑧 (𝜂) �̂�†

𝑥 (𝜙)𝛿�̂�D
𝑧

]
=

∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗 , 𝑝,𝑞

𝑒−i(𝑍𝑝−𝑍𝑞 )𝜂𝑒i(𝑋𝑖−𝑋 𝑗 )𝜙 ⟨𝑝 | 𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 |𝑞⟩ ⟨𝑖 | 𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 | 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑞 |𝑖⟩ ⟨ 𝑗 |𝑝⟩ . (S56)

Here, |𝑝⟩, |𝑞⟩, 𝑍𝑝 and 𝑍𝑞 symbolize the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the global spin operator �̂�𝑧 , while |𝑖⟩, | 𝑗⟩, 𝑋𝑖 and
𝑋 𝑗 represent those of �̂�𝑥 . 𝜙 and 𝜂 are independently incremented from 0 to 2𝜋, with a step Δ𝜙 = Δ𝜂 = 𝜋/4. Subsequently, we
conduct a two-dimensional Fourier transform on 𝐹 (𝜙, 𝜂) with respect to 𝜙 and 𝜂. Consequently, the MQC spectrum in the 𝑥 − 𝑧
plane is obtained, which is expressed as

𝐼 (𝑚, 𝑚′) =
∑︁

𝑍𝑞−𝑍𝑝=𝑚

∑︁
𝑋𝑖−𝑋 𝑗=𝑚′

⟨𝑝 | 𝛿�̂�D
𝑧 |𝑞⟩ ⟨𝑖 | 𝛿�̂�D

𝑧 | 𝑗⟩ ⟨𝑞 |𝑖⟩ ⟨ 𝑗 |𝑝⟩ , (S57)

where 𝑚 and 𝑚′ denote the 𝑧 and 𝑥 coherence order, respectively. To obtain the one-dimensional MQC spectrum in the 𝑥 or 𝑧
basis, it suffices to keep either 𝜂 or 𝜙 at zero.

In Supplementary Figure 5a,b, we present the experimentally measured two-dimensional MQC spectrum under the secular
dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip = �̂�𝑧 (S3) and the effecive Hamiltonian �̂�F ≈ 0.1�̂�𝑧 , respectively. In both cases, only the zeroth-order
coherence 𝐼 (𝑧)0 is significantly present in the 𝑧 basis. Meanwhile, in the 𝑥 basis, the ratios between the intensities of the second-
and zeroth-order coherences, are 𝒓 = 𝑰 (𝒙)2 /𝑰 (𝒙)0 = 1.5038(12) and 1.5068(6), respectively, suggesting that we have prepared the
dipolar-ordered states with high quality. These outcomes also indicate the validity of the (pre)thermalization hypothesis.

We further optimize the experimental parameters involved in the (pre)thermalization process. These parameters include the
duration of the thermalization under the secular dipolar Hamiltonian �̂�sec

dip , represented by 𝑡dip in equation (S49), the Jeener-
Broekaert pulse pair spacing time denoted as 𝑡𝑒 in equation (S41), the number of Floquet driving cycles depicted as 𝑛 in
equation (S45), and the average pulse interval in the 16-pulse sequence provided in the Hamiltonian engineering section (S20),
demonstrated as 𝜏. Supplementary Figure 5c-f illustrate how the ratio 𝑟 = 𝐼 (𝑥 )2 /𝐼 (𝑥 )0 and the signal amplitude 𝐹 (𝜙 = 0, 𝜂 = 0)
(as provided in equation (S56)) depend on the four experimental parameters: 𝑡dip, 𝑡𝑒, 𝑛, and 𝜏. In this context, we maintain a
fixed value of 𝜂 = 0, and increment the angle 𝜙 from 0 to 2𝜋 with a step Δ𝜙 = 𝜋/4 or 𝜋/8, leading to the encoding of the MQCs
in the 𝑥 basis only and resulting a one-dimensional MQC spectrum

{
𝐼 (𝑥 )𝑚

}
.

In Supplementary Figure 5c, with 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s fixed, we determine that the ratio 𝑟 becomes stable at approximately 1.5 after
the thermalization time 𝑡dip ≥ 200 𝜇s. In Supplementary Figure 5d, we fix 𝑡dip = 600 𝜇s, leading to 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s as the optimal
value since it generates the maximum signal 𝐹 (0, 0).

In Supplementary Figure 5e, setting 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s, 𝜏 = 5 𝜇s, and assigning 𝝃 (0) = (−0.05, −0.05, 0.1) (creating the effective
Hamiltonian �̂�F ≈ 0.05�̂�𝑧), we find that the ratio 𝑟 stabilizes at roughly 1.5 after the number of cycles 𝑛 ≥ 40. Equivalently, for
𝝃 (0) = (−0.1,−0.1, 0.2) it is sufficient to set 𝑛 ≥ 20. Among the collection of configurations we explored: 𝝃 (0) = (𝜉𝑥 ,−0.2 −
𝜉𝑥 , 0.2) and 𝜉𝑥 ∈ [−0.4, 0.2], 𝝃 (0) = (−0.1,−0.1, 0.2) has the smallest interaction strength. Therefore, it is expected that a value of
𝑛 ≥ 20 is also adequate for the other configurations in this collection. This is indeed consistent with our experimental observation
shown in Supplementary Figure 6, where the prethermalization process for three configurations—𝝃 (0) = (𝜉𝑥 ,−0.2 − 𝜉𝑥 , 0.2),
𝜉𝑥 ∈ {0, 0.1, 0.2}—are verified. Here we measure the MQC ratio 𝐼 (𝑧)2 /𝐼 (𝑧)0 in the 𝑧 basis, instead of in the 𝑥 basis when calibrating
the dipolar Hamiltonian (Supplementary Figure 5e). For all the three configurations explored, the ratios reach plateaus close
to their target values after a number of evolution cycles 𝑛 ≥ 20. During our implementation of the calibration protocol, we set
𝑛 = 40.

Lastly, in Supplementary Figure 5f, in order to calibrate the average pulse interval 𝜏 we vary 𝜏 ∈ [4, 6] 𝜇s while fixing
𝑛 ∗ 𝜏 = 200 and 𝑡𝑒 = 40 𝜇s. The configuration is 𝝃 (0) = (−0.1,−0.1, 0.2) (resulting in �̂�F ≈ 0.1�̂�𝑧). It is shown that the ratio
increases with 𝜏. According to the average Hamiltonian theory, it is expected the ratio 𝑟 should converge to a plateau of 𝑟 = 1.5
when 𝜏 becomes smaller. However, this is absent in our parameter range of 𝜏. We attribute this to the limitation of the value range
of 𝜏 set by pulse transient effects37,38. We choose 𝜏 = 5 𝜇s, since it is neither too long to significantly incorporate contributions
from the higher-order terms of the Floquet-Magnus expansion, nor too short to introduce errors caused by pulse transients.

In the following we give our analysis of the lack of a plateau in Supplementary Figure 5f, combining both the numerical
and experimental investigations. Via exact diagonalization (ED) calculation, we firstly simulate the 𝛿-pulse case, for which the
ratio 𝑟 converges to a plateau of 1.5 when 𝜏 ≤ 2.2 𝜇s (red dots in Supplementary Figure 7a), consistent with the expectation
from the average Hamiltonian theory. Secondly, we simulate the finite-pulse effect by introducing a 𝜋/2-pulse width 𝜏p = 2 𝜇s.
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Supplementary Figure 6. Verification of the prethermalization process for several Hamiltonian configurations other than the
dipolar configuration. We measure the MQC ratio 𝐼

(𝑧)
2 /𝐼 (𝑧)0 for the three configurations in the 𝑧 basis, instead of in the 𝑥 basis as in

Supplementary Figure 5e. The dashed lines denote the expected ratios for the target configurations.

Accordingly, the specific pulse intervals 𝜏′𝛼 in the sequence Supplementary Figure 4a, which are calculated between the edges
of two consecutive pulses, are set according to (S21) (reproduced below):

𝜏′𝑥 = (1 + 𝜉 (0)𝑥 )𝜏 − 𝜏p

2
= 0.9𝜏 − 𝜏p

2
,

𝜏′𝑦 = (1 + 𝜉 (0)𝑦 ) − 𝜏p = 0.9𝜏 − 𝜏p,

𝜏′𝑧 = (1 + 𝜉 (0)𝑧 ) − 𝜏p

2
= 1.1𝜏 − 𝜏p

2
.

The condition 𝜏′𝛼 > 0 sets a lower bound 𝜏 > 2.22 𝜇s. It is shown that the finite-pulse effect causes a decrease of the ratio 𝑟
(blue squares in Supplementary Figure 7a), compared with the 𝛿-pulse case. Besides, it seems that 𝑟 reaches a plateau when
𝜏 ≤ 3 𝜇s. In Supplementary Figure 7b we further simulate how the flip angle error 𝜂 = (𝜙 − 𝜙tar)/𝜙tar affects the behavior of 𝑟
versus 𝜏. Basically, a positive 𝜂 results in a decrease of 𝑟, while a negative 𝜂 causes an increase of 𝑟 . This is consistent with the
experimental observation, where the RF pulse power is varied from the calibrated value plw = 113 w to provide a variation of 𝜂
(Supplementary Figure 7c). On the other hand, there are discrepancies between the behaviors in Supplementary Figure 7b and
Supplementary Figure 7c, especially when 𝜏 ≤ 3.2 𝜇s. We attribute this to the pulse transient effects. At the point 𝜏 ≈ 3.2 𝜇s
there seem to be sudden changes of slopes, indicating that 0.88 𝜇s—the smallest value of 𝜏′𝛼 when 𝜏 = 3.2 𝜇s—is possibly a
critical bound, below which the pulse transients start playing a significant role. This is the basic reason for the absence of a
plateau of the ratio 𝑟 in experiment.

C. Calibration results of the anisotropic parameters and the residue Hamiltonian

Upon optimization of the experimental parameters involved in the Hamiltonian engineering and calibration protocol, it is
achievable to prepare the prethermal states �̂�pre (S24) and the dipolar-ordered states 𝛿�̂�D

𝛼 (S25) in high quality. These two kinds
of states are crucial ingredients in the calibration protocol described in Supplementary Note 4 A. In this subsection we present
the calibration results of 𝝃′ and the residue terms �̂�𝜖 in the effective Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23).

In Supplementary Figure 8a, we exhibit the calibration results of the realized configurations {𝜉′𝑥 , 𝜉′𝑦 , 𝜉′𝑧}, where 𝜉′𝑧 is already
calibrated to be 0.198 ± 0.001 when introducing the protocol. The target line 𝜉′𝑥 + 𝜉′𝑦 = −0.2 is depicted as comparison. We
define the deviation from the target configuration as

Δ ≡ |𝝃′ − 𝝃 |
|𝝃 | =

√︁∑
𝛼 (𝜉′𝛼 − 𝜉𝛼)2

|𝝃 | . (S58)
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Supplementary Figure 7. Detailed investigation of how the ratio 𝑟 = 𝐼
(𝑥 )
2 /𝐼 (𝑥 )0 relies on the average pulse interval 𝜏. a, Via

numerical simulation it is shown that for the 𝛿-shape pulse case (red dots), 𝑟 converges to a plateau of 1.5 when 𝜏 ≤ 2.2 𝜇s. While for
the finite-pulse case (𝜋/2-pulse width 𝜏p = 2 𝜇s) denoted by the blue squares, 𝑟 is decreased compared with the 𝛿-pulse case. Besides,
it seems that 𝑟 reaches a plateau when 𝜏 ≤ 3 𝜇s. b, We further simulate how the flip angle error 𝜂 = (𝜙 − 𝜙tar)/𝜙tar affects the behavior
of 𝑟 versus 𝜏. The ED calculation in a,b is conducted for a system size 𝑁 = 10, averaged over 50 times of random realizations. c, We
experimentally varied the RF pulse power from the calibrated value plw = 113 w to provide a variation of 𝜂. At the point 𝜏 ≈ 3.2 𝜇s there
seem to be sudden changes of slopes, implying that the phase transients begin to play a role.
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Supplementary Figure 8. Calibration results of the effective Hamiltonian. a, Following the protocol described in Supplementary
Note 4 A, we exhibit the calibration results of the realized configurations {𝜉′𝑥 , 𝜉′𝑦 , 𝜉′𝑧}, where 𝜉′𝑧 is already calibrated to be 0.198 ± 0.001
when introducing the protocol. The target line 𝜉′𝑥 + 𝜉′𝑦 = −0.2 is depicted as comparison. b, We show the deviation Δ ≡ |𝝃′ − 𝝃 | /|𝝃 | < 3%
across all the configurations. c, We depict the square of the proportion 𝜀 of the residual terms �̂�𝜖 in the total effective Hamiltonian �̂�F,

defined by 𝜀 ≡
√︂

tr
(
�̂�2
𝜖

)
/tr

(
�̂�2

F

)
. 𝜀2 < 4% so that 𝜀 < 20% across all the configurations. The error bars denote the lower and upper

bounds in 10 repetitive calibrations.
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In Supplementary Figure 8b, we show the deviation Δ for each target value of 𝜉𝑥 , which remains within 3%. We conduct 10
times of repetitive calibrations.

Next, we calibrate the proportion of the residue terms �̂�𝜖 in the total effective Hamiltonian �̂�F (S23), reproduced as below:

�̂�F =
ℏ
2

∑︁
𝑖≠ 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

𝐽𝑖 𝑗

(
𝜉′𝑥𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉′𝑦𝑆

𝑦
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑦
𝑗𝑏 + 𝜉′𝑧𝑆

𝑧
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑧
𝑗𝑏

)
+ �̂�𝜖 .

The proportion is defined by equation (S30) reproduced as below:

𝜀 ≡
√︄

tr(�̂�2
𝜖 )

tr(�̂�2
F)

.

In Supplementary Figure 8c we present the calibration results of 𝜀2, leading to the conclusion that 𝜀 < 20% across all the
configurations. We conduct 10 times of repetitive calibrations.

-0.4 -0.2 0 0.2
0

0.01

0.02

Supplementary Figure 9. Numerical simulation of the weight of the residue terms. We display the square of the weight 𝜀2 for
different values of 𝜉𝑥 , thus making a quantitative comparison with the experimental calibration results in Supplementary Figure 8c. In
order to obtain 𝜀2, we calculate the Floquet-Magnus expansion up to the second order (S18) of the effective Hamiltonian for the pulse
sequence (S19), from which the residue terms are extracted. The system size is limited to 𝑁 = 8, and the system Hamiltonian is denoted
by equation (S59). In numerical calculations, we set the average pulse interval to 𝜏 = 5 𝜇s, which is the same as in the experiment. The
squares and the errorbars denote the mean values, and the lower and upper bounds, respectively, in 102 disorder realizations.

In order to explain the source of the experimental calibration results of 𝜀, we numerically calculate the FM expansion of the
effective Hamiltonian up to the second order (S18) for the pulse sequence (S19). Due to computational limitations, the calculation
is limited to a small system size of 𝑁 = 8, with a simplified dipolar Hamiltonian:

�̂�dip = ℏ
𝑁∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝐽𝑖 𝑗 (−𝑆𝑥𝑖 𝑆𝑥𝑗 − 𝑆
𝑦
𝑖 𝑆
𝑦
𝑗 + 2𝑆𝑧𝑖 𝑆

𝑧
𝑗 ). (S59)

Here, 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 is randomly sampled from a Gaussian distribution, i.e., 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 ∼ N(0, 𝜎2), with 𝜎 = 2𝐽/√𝑁 , and 𝐽/2𝜋 = 1460 Hz
calibrated from experiment (see Supplementary Note 2). In each disorder realization of the couplings 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 , we extract the residue
terms �̂�𝜖 from the second-order term of the FM expansion, and then their total weight 𝜀 is calculated. We conduct 102 disorder
realizations and summarize the results in Supplementary Figure 9, providing a quantitative comparison with the experimental
calibration results displayed in Supplementary Figure 8c.

Supplementary Note 5. Comparison between dynamics of the global auto-correlation function and the multiple quantum
coherences

In Fig. 4 of the main text, we simultaneously depict the dynamics of the global auto-correlation functions and the MQCs,
indicating that for the oscillatory case, the zero and double quantum coherences possibly oscillate with a frequency double that
of the auto-correlation function. To be clear, we reproduce the definition of the auto-correlation function

C𝑧 (𝑡) ≡ 1
𝑐𝑂

Tr
[
�̂�𝑧 (𝑡)�̂�𝑧 (0)

]
, (S60)

where �̂�𝑧 (𝑡) = e−i�̂�F𝑡�̂�𝑧ei�̂�F𝑡 and 𝑐𝑂 is a normalization constant such that C𝑧 (0) = 1. The MQC intensity is defined as

𝐼 (𝑧)𝑚 (𝑡) ≡
∑︁
𝑝,𝑞 s.t.

⟨𝑝 |�̂�𝑧 | 𝑝⟩−⟨𝑞 |�̂�𝑧 |𝑞⟩=𝑚

1
𝑐𝑂

��⟨𝑝 | �̂�𝑧 (𝑡) |𝑞⟩��2 . (S61)
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Supplementary Figure 10. The relations among 𝑡
(C)
dip , 𝑡 (𝐼 )peak and 𝑡

(𝐼 )
dip . a-c, We experimentally measured the dynamics of (a) the auto-

correlation function C𝑧 (𝑡), (b) the zero quantum coherence 𝐼
(𝑧)
0 (𝑡), and (c) the double quantum coherence 𝐼

(𝑧)
±2 (𝑡), for various Hamiltonian

configurations. Across all the configurations we vary 𝜉𝑦 ∈ [−0.2, 0.1] while fixing 𝜉𝑥 = 0.1. In this setup, 𝜉𝑦 = 0 is expected to be
the oscillatory-monotonic conversion point. The solid lines denote the cubic spline interpolation. d, For the obvious oscillatory cases
𝜉𝑦 ∈ [−0.2,−0.075] we extract the three time points 𝑡

(C)
dip , 𝑡 (𝐼 )dip and 𝑡

(𝐼 )
peak. e,f, We performed a linear fit of 𝑡 (𝐼 )dip versus 𝑡

(C)
dip in e and 𝑡

(𝐼 )
peak

versus 𝑡
(C)
dip in f, both revealing an approximate doubling relationship.

In order to further verify this observation, we experimentally measured the dynamics of both the MQCs and the global auto-
correlation function C𝑧 under various Hamiltonian configurations. Across all the configurations we vary 𝜉𝑦 ∈ [−0.2, 0.1] while
fixing 𝜉𝑥 = 0.1. In this setup, 𝜉𝑦 = 0 is expected to be the oscillatory-monotonic conversion point. The results are depicted
in Supplementary Figure 10, where subfigures a,b,c correspond to the dynamics of the auto-correlation function C𝑧 , the zero
quantum coherence 𝐼 (𝑧)0 , and the double quantum coherence 𝐼 (𝑧)±2 , respectively. For the cases 𝜉𝑦 ∈ [−0.2,−0.075] where the
oscillation is obvious, we extracted the three time points 𝑡 (C)dip , 𝑡 (𝐼 )dip and 𝑡 (𝐼 )peak via cubic spline interpolation (Supplementary
Figure 10d). Subsequently, We performed a linear fit of 𝑡 (𝐼 )dip versus 𝑡 (C)dip in Supplementary Figure 10e, and 𝑡 (𝐼 )peak versus 𝑡 (C)dip in
Supplementary Figure 10f, both revealing an approximate doubling relationship.

Supplementary Note 6. Theoretical analysis

In this section, we first provide an explanation of the theoretical analysis presented in the main text. The analysis comprises
three key components: exact diagonalization for small subsystem sizes Supplementary Note 6 A, along with two widely employed
approximation methods—large-𝑀 expansion Supplementary Note 6 B and mean-field theory Supplementary Note 6 C. The code
can be found on the website39. Secondly, we will discuss the contributions of the four diagrams illustrated in the main text and
provide a detailed derivation in Supplementary Note 6 E.
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A. Exact diagonalization

In the exact diagonalization simulation, due to computational limitations, we are constrained to investigate a relatively small
system size with 𝑁 = 8. As a result, we introduce a simplified model that consists of a single spin-1/2 on each molecule:

�̂�ED =
∑︁
𝑖< 𝑗

𝐽𝑖 𝑗 (𝜉𝑥𝑆𝑥𝑖 𝑆𝑥𝑗 + 𝜉𝑦𝑆
𝑦
𝑖 𝑆
𝑦
𝑗 + 𝜉𝑧𝑆

𝑧
𝑖 𝑆
𝑧
𝑗 ), (S62)

where 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 is modelled as a random variable following a normal distribution 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 ∼ N [0, (2𝐽/√𝑁)2]. This simplified model
represents an essential building block of the larger system and provides valuable insights into its dynamics. In each disorder
realization of the couplings 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 , we prepare the initial state as a thermal density matrix denoted as �̂� ∝ exp

(−𝛽(�̂�ED + 𝛿�̂�)) ,
where an external polarization field is introduced as 𝛿�̂� = −𝑔∑

𝑖 𝑆
𝑥
𝑖 . In the main text, the parameters 𝛽𝐽 = 0.2 and 𝑔/𝐽 = 2

are fixed for our simulations. The system is then evolved under the Hamiltonian (S62), and we compute the dynamics of spin
depolarization. The results are averaged over 103 disorder realizations, providing a robust estimate of the system’s behavior
under various disorder configurations.

B. Large-𝑀 expansion

The Abrikosov fermion representation allows us to reformulate the original spin model as a fermionic system, opening up
access to various field-theory approaches. In this representation, spin operators are expressed as 𝑆𝛼𝑖𝑎 = 1

2
∑
𝑠𝑠′ 𝑐

†
𝑖𝑎,𝑠 (𝜎𝛼)𝑠𝑠′𝑐𝑖𝑎,𝑠′

(𝑠, 𝑠′ =↑, ↓), with a projection into the single occupation subspace. The spin polarization can be expressed as ⟨�̂�𝑥 (𝑡)⟩ =
−𝑖𝑁 (𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡, 𝑡) + 𝐺≷↓↑ (𝑡, 𝑡))/2, in which the real-time Green’s functions are defined as 𝐺>𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) ≡ −𝑖⟨𝑐𝑖𝑎,𝑠 (𝑡1)𝑐†𝑖𝑎,𝑠′ (𝑡2)⟩ and
𝐺<𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) ≡ 𝑖⟨𝑐†𝑖𝑎,𝑠′ (𝑡2)𝑐𝑖𝑎,𝑠 (𝑡1)⟩. The evolution of these Green’s functions can be described by the Schwinger-Dyson equation
on the Keldysh contour40, commonly known as the Kadanoff-Baym equation

𝑖𝜕𝑡1𝐺
≷ = Σ𝑅 ◦ 𝐺≷ + Σ≷ ◦ 𝐺𝐴,

−𝑖𝜕𝑡2𝐺≷ = 𝐺𝑅 ◦ Σ≷ + 𝐺≷ ◦ Σ𝐴,
(S63)

where 𝐺𝑅/𝐴 = ±Θ (±𝑡12) (𝐺> − 𝐺<) is the retarded/advanced Green’s function. Σ≷ and Σ𝑅/𝐴 represent real-time self-energies,
which satisfy a similar relation as Green’s functions Σ𝑅/𝐴 = ±Θ (±𝑡12) (Σ> − Σ<). To proceed, we need to express self-energies
as a functional of Green’s functions. In references41,42, this relation is established by introducing an SU(M)×SU(2) generalization.
Taking the large-𝑁 and the large-𝑀 limit assists in selecting a set of diagrams when computing the self-energy, known as SYK-like
melon diagrams. Following the discussions in Ref.42, the SU(M)×SU(2) generalization of our random spin model reads

�̂� =
1√
𝑀

∑︁
𝑖1<𝑖2 ,𝑎𝑏,𝛼𝑢

𝐽𝑖1𝑖2𝜉𝛼𝑆
𝛼,𝑢
𝑖1𝑎

𝑆𝛼,𝑢𝑖2𝑏 . (S64)

We have introduced SU(M)×SU(2) spins

𝑆𝛼,𝑢𝑖𝑎 =
1
2

∑︁
𝑠1 ,𝑠2 ,𝑚1 ,𝑚2

𝑐†𝑖𝑎,𝑠1 ,𝑚1
(𝜎𝛼)𝑠1𝑠2 (𝑇𝑢)𝑚1𝑚2𝑐𝑖𝑎,𝑠2 ,𝑚2

. (S65)

Here, 𝑚𝑘 ∈ {1, 2, ...𝑀} and 𝑢 ∈ {1, 2, ..., 𝑀2 − 1} labels generators 𝑇𝑢 in the SU(M) group, which satisfy the completeness
relation ∑︁

𝛾

𝑇
𝛾
𝑚1𝑚2𝑇

𝛾
𝑚3𝑚4 = 𝛿𝑚1𝑚4𝛿𝑚2𝑚3 −

1
𝑀

𝛿𝑚1𝑚2𝛿𝑚3𝑚4 ≈ 𝛿𝑚1𝑚4𝛿𝑚2𝑚3 . (S66)

Using this relation, the Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

�̂� =
1

4
√
𝑀

∑︁
𝑖1<𝑖2 ,𝑎𝑏,𝛼𝑚1𝑚2

𝐽𝑖1𝑖2𝜉𝛼 (𝜎𝛼)𝑠1𝑠2 (𝜎𝛼)𝑠3𝑠4𝑐
†
𝑖1𝑎,𝑠1 ,𝑚1

𝑐†𝑖2𝑏,𝑠3 ,𝑚2
𝑐𝑖1𝑎,𝑠2 ,𝑚2

𝑐𝑖2𝑏,𝑠4 ,𝑚1
. (S67)

For a fixed 𝑀 , fermion operators 𝑐†𝑖1𝑎,𝑠1 ,𝑚1
and 𝑐𝑖1𝑎,𝑠2 ,𝑚2

operate on the same mode with a probability of ∼ 1/𝑀 , as 𝑚𝑘 can
take 𝑀 different values. Therefore, in the large-𝑀 limit, we can safely assume that the four fermion operators in each term are
independent, as in the Hamiltonian of the complex SYK model43. This leads to

Σ≷ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) = 𝐽2

4

∑︁
𝛼,𝛼′

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛼′𝜎𝛼
′
𝐺≷ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)𝜎𝛼Tr

[
𝜎𝛼

′
𝐺≷ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)𝜎𝛼𝐺≶ (𝑡2, 𝑡1)

]
. (S68)
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In our numerical simulations at main text, we initialize the system in a thermal ensemble at 𝛽𝐽 = 0.2 with a polarization field
𝑔/𝐽 = 2, following a procedure similar to the one used in the exact diagonalization simulation. The initial Green’s functions
corresponding to this state are obtained through iterative methods, as detailed in41,42. Subsequently, we evolve 𝐺≷ using a
combination of (S63) and (S68), enabling us to determine the time evolution of the spin polarization ⟨�̂�𝑥 (𝑡)⟩.

1. Quasi-normal mode

The quasi-normal mode physics plays a central role in the NMR experiment, which leads to the universal form of the two-point
correlation function. With the large-𝑀 framework, we are able to predict the analytical form of quasi-normal mode in terms of
parameters in Hamiltonian.

The universal long-time region requires that the off-diagonal term 𝑠 ≠ 𝑠′ in any real-time Green’s function 𝐺𝑅/𝐴/𝐾
𝑠𝑠′ or 𝐺≷𝑠𝑠′

should be smaller than the diagonal term 𝑠 = 𝑠′. Therefore, by treating the off-diagonal term as a small perturbation, we can
perform a linearized analysis of the Schwinger-Dyson equation to reveal the mechanism for the oscillation and decay. Without
loss of generality, we assume the initial polarization is at 𝑥, and the total magnetization can be expressed as its off-diagonal
component in the Keldysh Green’s function:

𝑚(𝑡) = −𝑖𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡, 𝑡)/2, (S69)

where 𝐺𝐾𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) = 𝐺>𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) + 𝐺<𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) and 𝐺≷ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) is defined in Supplementary Note 6 B. The full Schwinger-Dyson
equation in real time after Kelydsh read((𝐺𝑅

0 )−1 − Σ𝑅 (𝐺−1
0 )𝐾 − Σ𝐾

0 (𝐺−1
0 )𝐴 − Σ𝐴

)
◦

(
𝐺𝑅 𝐺𝐾

0 𝐺𝐴

)
= I, (S70)

which immediately leads to the equation that involves our linearized calculation

𝐺𝐾 = 𝐺𝑅 ◦ Σ𝐾 ◦ 𝐺𝐴, with Σ𝐾 = Σ> + Σ< . (S71)

We expand all types of the Green’s function around its equilibrium value by taking 𝐺𝑎
𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) = 𝐺

𝑎,𝛽 𝑓

𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡12) + 𝛿𝐺𝑎
𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2),

where 𝐺𝑎,𝛽 𝑓 (𝑡) is the equilibrium Green’s function on the final state. Lengthy calculation shows the off-diagonal element of
Eq .(S71) reads

𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ = 𝐺
𝑅,𝛽 𝑓

↑↑ ◦ 𝛿Σ𝐾↑↓ ◦ 𝐺
𝐴,𝛽 𝑓

↑↑ ,

𝛿Σ𝐾↑↓ =
1
4
𝐽2𝑊𝑥

(
(𝐺>,𝛽 𝑓

↑↑ )2 + (𝐺<,𝛽 𝑓

↑↑ )2
)
𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ +𝑂

(
(𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓)3

)
.

(S72)

where the polynomial 𝑊𝑥 = −𝜉2
1 + 𝜉2

2 − 4𝜉2𝜉3 + 𝜉2
3 is the same as we proposed in the main text. To obtain the linearized equation

Eq. (S72) from Eq .(S71), we use the following argument

• Since 𝐺
𝐾,𝛽 𝑓

↑↓ = 0, Eq. (S69) is equivalent to 𝑚(𝑡) = −𝑖𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡, 𝑡)/2.

• To simplify the self-energy and obtain a certain combination of anisotropic parameters, we apply two symmetries to
Green’s function of fermion. The first can be regarded as 𝜋 rotation of axis 𝑥.

𝑐𝑠1 →
∑︁
𝑠′

(𝑖𝜎𝑥)𝑠1𝑠′ 𝑐𝑠′ , 𝑐†𝑠1 →
∑︁
𝑠′

𝑐†𝑠′ (−𝑖𝜎𝑥)𝑠′𝑠1

𝐺>𝑠1𝑠2 (𝑡1, 𝑡2) →
∑︁
𝑠′𝑠′′

𝜎𝑥𝑠1𝑠′𝐺
>
𝑠′𝑠′′ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)𝜎𝑥𝑠′′𝑠2

=

(
𝐺>↓↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) 𝐺>↓↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)
𝐺>↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) 𝐺>↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)

)
𝑠1𝑠2

(S73)

which actually maps
{
𝑆𝑥 , 𝑆𝑦 , 𝑆𝑧

}
to

{
𝑆𝑥 ,−𝑆𝑦 ,−𝑆𝑧}, and therefore keeps the Hamiltonian invariant.

The second is a combination of particle-hole symmetry and rotation, which reads as

𝑐𝑠1 →
∑︁
𝑠′

(𝑖𝜎𝑦)𝑠1𝑠′ 𝑐
†
𝑠′ , 𝑐†𝑠1 →

∑︁
𝑠′

𝑐𝑠′ (−𝑖𝜎𝑦)𝑠′𝑠1

𝐺>𝑠1𝑠2 (𝑡1, 𝑡2) → −
∑︁
𝑠′𝑠′′

𝜎
𝑦
𝑠1𝑠′𝐺

<
𝑠′′𝑠′ (𝑡2, 𝑡1)𝜎𝑦𝑠′′𝑠2

=

(−𝐺<↑↑ (𝑡2, 𝑡1) 𝐺<↑↓ (𝑡2, 𝑡1)
𝐺<↑↓ (𝑡2, 𝑡1) −𝐺<↑↑ (𝑡2, 𝑡1)

)
𝑠1𝑠2

(S74)
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which maps
{
𝑆𝑥 , 𝑆𝑦 , 𝑆𝑧

}
to

{
𝑆𝑥 , 𝑆𝑦 ,−𝑆𝑧} and also keeps the Hamiltonian invariant. Finally Eq. (S68) can be simplified as

Σ≷ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) = 1
2
𝐽2

(
−Γ𝐺≷↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)3 +𝑊𝑥𝐺

≷
↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)2 𝑊𝑥𝐺

≷
↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)2𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) + Γ𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)3

𝑊𝑥𝐺
≷
↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)2𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2) + Γ𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)3 −Γ𝐺≷↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)3 +𝑊𝑥𝐺

≷
↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)𝐺≷↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)2

)
, (S75)

where the polynomials are Γ = 𝜉2
1 + 𝜉2

2 + 𝜉2
3 and 𝑊𝑥 = −𝜉2

1 + 𝜉2
2 − 4𝜉2𝜉3 + 𝜉2

3 .

• With perturbation on the off-diagonal term on the Eq. (S71), in principle we have

𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ =
∑︁
𝑠1 ,𝑠2

𝐺
𝑅,𝛽 𝑓

↑𝑠1
◦ 𝛿Σ𝐾𝑠1𝑠2 ◦ 𝐺

𝐴,𝛽 𝑓

𝑠2↓︸                        ︷︷                        ︸
Eq. (S76)(a)

+ 𝛿𝐺𝑅
↑𝑠1

◦ Σ𝐾,𝛽 𝑓
𝑠1𝑠2 ◦ 𝐺𝐴,𝛽 𝑓

𝑠2↓︸                        ︷︷                        ︸
Eq. (S76)(b)

+𝐺𝑅,𝛽 𝑓

↑𝑠1
◦ Σ𝐾,𝛽 𝑓

𝑠1𝑠2 ◦ 𝛿𝐺𝐴
𝑠2↓︸                        ︷︷                        ︸

Eq. (S76)(c)

. (S76)

For Eq. (S76)(a), all off-diagonal components of 𝐺𝑅/𝐴,𝛽 𝑓 are zero, and consequently we only take 𝑠1 =↑ and 𝑠2 =↓. For
Eq. (S76)(b), the vanishing off-diagonal component of 𝐺𝐴,𝛽 𝑓 , Σ𝐾,𝛽 𝑓 requires 𝑠2 =↓ and then 𝑠1 =↓. However, in the
infinite high-temperature region we have Σ

𝐾,𝛽 𝑓

↓↓ = 0 as a result of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem40. In the following
content, we can also check this with the specific ansatz for equilibrium Green’s function. Therefore Eq. (S76)(b) vanishes,
and we can show Eq. (S76)(c) vanishes with similar arguments. Combining all the argument, only the off-diagonal term
in Eq. (S76)(a) survives and finally leads to Eq. (S72).

Starting from the linearized solution Eq.(S72), we can further make assumption about the equilibrium solution. In thermal
equilibrium with ℎ = 0, the self-energies (S68) can be simplified as Σ

≷,𝛽 𝑓

𝑠𝑠′ (𝑡) = − 𝐽2Γ
2 𝐺

≷,𝛽 𝑓
𝑠𝑠 (𝑡)3𝛿𝑠𝑠′ , which matches the self-

energy of the Majorana SYK4 model but with effective coupling constant 𝐽
√
Γ/

√
2. It is known that at high temperatures 𝛽𝐽 ≪ 1,

the SYK model can be described by weakly interacting quasi-particles44.

𝐺
𝑅/𝐴,𝛽 𝑓

↑↑ (𝑡) ≈ ∓𝑖Θ(±𝑡)𝑒−Γ |𝑡 |/2, 𝐺
≷,𝛽 𝑓

↑↑ (𝑡) ≈ ∓𝑖𝑒−Γ |𝑡 |/2/2. (S77)

with quasi-particle decay rate Γ ∝ 𝐽
√
Γ. Besides, we can also verify 𝐺𝐾,𝛽 𝑓 = 𝐺>,𝛽 𝑓 +𝐺<,𝛽 𝑓 ≈ 0 and Σ𝐾,𝛽 𝑓 = Σ>,𝛽 𝑓 +Σ<,𝛽 𝑓 ≈ 0,

which is consistent with our assumption above.
With the equilibrium Green’s function, the linearized equation (S72) becomes

𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡4) =
∫

d𝑡2 d𝑡3 𝐺𝑅
↑↑ (𝑡1, 𝑡2)

(
−1

8
𝐽2𝑊𝑥𝑒

−|𝑡2−𝑡3 |Γ𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡2, 𝑡3)
)
𝐺𝐴

↓↓ (𝑡3, 𝑡4)

= −1
8
𝐽2𝑊𝑥

∫
d𝑡2 d𝑡3𝑒−

Γ
2 (𝑡1−𝑡2 )Θ(𝑡1 − 𝑡2)𝑒−|𝑡2−𝑡3 |Γ𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡2, 𝑡3)𝑒

Γ
2 (𝑡3−𝑡4 )Θ(−𝑡3 + 𝑡4).

(S78)

To simplify Eq. (S78), we multiply 𝑒
Γ
2 𝑡1 and take 𝜕𝑡1 on both side, and then similarly multiply 𝑒

Γ
2 𝑡4 and take 𝜕𝑡4 on both side. The

result reads (
𝜕𝑡1 +

Γ
2

) (
𝜕𝑡4 +

Γ
2

)
𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ = −𝑊𝑥

8
𝐽2𝑒−Γ |𝑡14 |𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓. (S79)

The ordinary differential equation of the non-equilibrium Green’s function without time translation invariant can be parameterized
using the ansatz 𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡4) = Re 𝑒−𝜆

𝑡1+𝑡4
2 𝜑𝜆 (𝑡14), where 𝜆 is the collective dynamics of quasi-normal mode. It finally arrives

at the quasi normal mode equations

− (Γ − 𝜆)2

4
𝜑𝜆 (𝑡14) = −𝜕2

𝑡14𝜑𝜆 (𝑡14) + 𝑊𝑥

8
𝐽2𝑒−Γ |𝑡14 |𝜑𝜆 (𝑡14). (S80)

Eq. (S80) suggests that the quasi-normal mode problem can be described in a Schrödinger-like equation, where− (Γ−𝜆)2

4 represents
the energy 𝐸 for given state and 𝑊𝑥

8 𝐽2𝑒−Γ |𝑡12 | is regarded as potential 𝑉 in the Hamiltonian. With the wisdom of 1D quantum
mechanism, we argue that the oscillating regime and the non-oscillating regime actually depends on the sign of potential energy:
For 𝑊𝑥 < 0, the potential energy is negative. Since in 1D, any attractive potential exhibits at least one bound state, we can denote
the energy of the ground state as −|𝐸0 |. Then we can solve the quasi-normal mode 𝜆 = Γ − 2

√︁
|𝐸0 |, which is a real number.

Consequently, we expect the magnetization relaxes monotonically. For 𝑊𝑥 > 0, the potential is repulsive. The eigenstates of the
(S80) are scattering modes with continuous positive energy 𝐸 . We find 𝜆 = Γ ± 2𝑖

√
𝐸 , which is a complex number. We argue

this leads to oscillations in the relaxation process.
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We can further determine the typical oscillation frequency Ω by determining the typical energy 𝐸 that contributes to the
quench dynamics. In principle all the eigenstates 𝜑𝜆 (𝑡14) contributes to the magnetization dynamics, i.e. 𝛿𝐺𝐾↑↓ (𝑡1, 𝑡4) =∑
𝜆 𝑐(𝜆)Re 𝑒−𝜆

𝑡1+𝑡4
2 𝜑𝜆 (𝑡14), where 𝑐(𝜆) is the corresponding superposition coefficient. According to Eq. (S69), the magnetization

probes the decay of the wave function 𝜑(𝑡14) at 𝑡14 = 0 and 𝑡1 = 𝑡4 = 𝑡, where the typical potential energy is∼ 𝐴𝐽2. For 𝐸 ≪ 𝑊𝑥𝐽
2,

the eigenstate has exponentially small weight near 𝑡14 = 0. As a result, the corresponding contribution to 𝑚(𝑡) can be neglected.
We can approximate

𝑚(𝑡) ∼ Re
∫
𝐸∼𝑊𝑥 𝐽2

𝑑𝐸 𝑐(𝐸)𝑒−Γ𝑡−2𝑖
√
𝐸𝑡 . (S81)

Here 𝑐(𝐸) is some smooth function determined by the initial condition, which is dominant at 𝐸 around 𝑊𝑥𝐽
2. We then expect

Ω ≈ 𝑐0
√
𝑊𝑥𝐽, with some 𝑂 (1) constant 𝑐0 which does not depend on parameters in the Hamiltonian Eq. (S17) and should be

extracted using numerics. We have verified this point in Supplementary Note 6 D. Interestingly, the result predicts the oscillation
period 2𝜋/Ω diverges as we approach 𝑊𝑥 = 0, which can be viewed as an analog of the divergence of the correlation length in
traditional phase transition described by order parameters.

C. Mean-field theory

Another powerful theoretical scheme for analyzing random spin models is mean-field theory. In this approach, we introduce
the collective spin polarization on each molecule as �̂�𝛼

𝑖 = 1
𝑁𝑎

∑
𝑎 𝑆

𝛼
𝑖𝑎. Due to the statistical averaging over spins in the same

molecule, we expect the fluctuation of �̂�𝛼
𝑖 to be small. We thus approximate the operator �̂�𝛼

𝑖 as a classical vector 𝑀𝛼
𝑖 , the

evolution of which is governed by the Heisenberg equation:
𝑑𝑀𝛼

𝑖

𝑑𝑡
= 𝑁𝑎

∑︁
𝑗 ,𝛽𝛾

𝐽𝑖 𝑗𝜖
𝛼𝛽𝛾𝜉𝛽𝑀

𝛽
𝑗 𝑀

𝛾
𝑖 . (S82)

Our numerical simulation is based on classical equations (S82). We investigate a system with 𝑁𝑚 = 2 × 103 molecules. The
initial configuration of 𝑀𝛼

𝑖 is sampled using an independent Gaussian distribution, with mean value 𝑴𝑖 = ( 𝛽𝑔4 , 0, 0), 𝛽𝑔 = 0.4,
and variance (𝛿𝑀𝛼

𝑖 )2 = 1/(4𝑁𝑎). 𝑀𝛼
𝑖 is then evolved according to (S82) for each disorder realization of 𝐽𝑖 𝑗 and we compute

⟨�̂�𝛼⟩ = 𝑁𝑎
∑
𝑖 𝑀

𝛼
𝑖 . The final result is averaged over 20 independent simulations.

D. Parameters in Numerical Simulations

The NMR experiment is taken at room temperature. Therefore we require the high-temperature condition 𝛽𝐽 |𝝃 | ≪ 1
and 𝛽𝑔 ≪ 1. Also, the external magnetic field strongly polarized the state so that the initial state can be approximated by
�̂� ∝ e−𝛽�̂�+𝛽𝑔∑

𝑖𝑎 �̂�
𝛼
𝑖𝑎 ≈ 1̂ + 𝛽𝑔

∑
𝑖𝑎 𝑆

𝛼
𝑖𝑎. To satisfy that, the magnitude of the external field must be significantly larger than the

characteristic energy of the NMR spin system, i.e. 𝑔/(𝐽 |𝝃 |) ≫ 1. For numerics, all the chosen parameter regions satisfy these
conditions, except for mean-field numerics where only the composite parameter 𝛽𝑔 ≪ 1 needs to be considered, as it is the only
adjustable parameter. We have verified that different parameter choices yield qualitatively similar results. From Supplementary
Figure 11, it can be observed that the fitting frequency and decay rates are independent of the specific values of parameters 𝛽
and 𝑔, but solely depend on 𝐽, provided they satisfy the relation

• 𝛽𝐽 |𝝃 | ≪ 1, 𝛽𝑔 ≪ 1 and 𝑔/(𝐽 |𝝃 |) ≫ 1: for large-𝑀 and exact-diagonalization method.

• 𝛽𝑔 ≪ 1: for mean-field method.
The quantitative analysis reveals that the fitting parameter 𝑐 remains consistent within the error bars for each numerical method.
This benchmark is also a concrete verification of the universality of the quasi-normal mode in the NMR spin system and the
mode introduced in Eqs. (5), (6) in the main text.

E. Analysis for the four diagrams

Without loss of generality, we assume that the initial system is prepared at high temperatures and polarized in the 𝑥-direction.
Consequently, the evolution of the magnetization can be simplified to the two-point correlator.∑︁

𝑖𝑎

⟨𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (𝑡)⟩ ≈ 𝛽𝑔
∑︁
𝑖 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

1
2𝑁

Tr
(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (𝑡)𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 (0)

)
, (S83)



22

c d

a b

e f

Supplementary Figure 11. The benchmark of three numerical methods in the valid parameter region. The oscillation frequency
and decay rate in different parameters are shown for (a,b) large-𝑀 expansion, (c,d) exact diagonalization, with 𝑁 = 8 and 200 random
realizations, and (e,f) mean-field theory, with 𝑁 = 1500 molecules and 20 random realizations. The legends label different parameters,
and the overall constant 𝑐 is introduced in the theoretical prediction for the frequency and decay rate.

where 𝑁 = 𝑁m𝑁a is the total number of spins, in which 𝑁m is the number of molecules and 𝑁a = 16 represents the number of
1H in each molecule. 2𝑁 is the normalization constant in total Hilbert space. Here the summation is over proton index 𝑎, 𝑏, and
molecule index 𝑖, 𝑗 . In the experiment, we use normalized magnetization

C𝛼 (𝑡) ≡
(∑︁
𝑖𝑎

⟨𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (𝑡)⟩
)
/
(∑︁
𝑖𝑎

⟨𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (0)⟩
)
=

4
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

Tr
(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (𝑡)𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 (0)

)
. (S84)

The magnetization decays exponentially and possibly with oscillation. To obtain the information of frequency 𝜔 and decay
rate 𝜆, we take the second derivative of the normalized magnetization

4
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

d2

d𝑡2
Tr

(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (𝑡)𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 (0)

) ���
𝑡=0

=
8
𝑁

{∑︁
𝑖,𝑎

[
Tr

(
�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎

)
− Tr

(
�̂�2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)]
+

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

[
Tr

(
�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏

)
− Tr

(
�̂�2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)] }

=G𝑐 − G𝑑 + G𝑒 − G 𝑓

(S85)
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The four terms without minus signs correspond to four diagrams, as shown in Fig. 3 in the main text. We summarize the
results of each diagram G𝑐,G𝑑 ,G𝑒,G 𝑓 in the limit of large 𝑁𝑚

G𝑐 = 𝐽2

2

(
𝜉2
𝑥 + 𝜉2

𝑦 + 𝜉2
𝑧

)
,

G𝑑 =
𝐽2

2

(
𝜉2
𝑥 − 𝜉2

𝑦 − 𝜉2
𝑧

)
,

G𝑒 = −𝐽2𝜉𝑦𝜉𝑧 ,

G 𝑓 = 𝐽2𝜉𝑦𝜉𝑧 .

(S86)

We find that diagram G𝑐 is proportional to the polynomial Γ ≡ 𝜉2
𝑥 + 𝜉2

𝑦 + 𝜉2
𝑧 , and a linear combination of diagrams (d), (e), (f),

i.g. −G𝑑 + G𝑒 − G 𝑓 is proportional to polynomial 𝑊𝑥 ≡ −𝜉2
𝑥 + 𝜉2

𝑦 − 4𝜉𝑦𝜉𝑧 + 𝜉2
𝑧 .

This argument in diagrams is more general to the large-𝑀 analysis. In low-energy physics, universality arises when a specific
set of diagrams becomes the most relevant one and dominates the physical process, such as the (Cooper channel) ladder diagram
in superconductivity. Here, by computing the second derivative of the correlator, we aim to identify important diagrams for the
spin relaxation process. Under the Schwinger Boson/Fermion representation, the two-point function of spin operators becomes
a four-point function of partons. This four-point function satisfies a recursion relation known as the Bethe–Salpeter equation45,
which sums up a series of two-particle irreducible (2PI) diagrams. This criterion nicely divides all diagrams G𝑐,G𝑒,G𝑑 ,G 𝑓
into two groups: Diagram c represents a correction of the propagator, which is not 2PI, while diagrams d-f are all 2PI diagrams.
This motivates us to separate them out and investigate the contribution of each group of diagrams, which turns out to match the
experimental results and numerical simulations. This indicates that spin relaxation is dominated by a ladder of diagrams d-f, in
which each propagator is renormalized by diagram c, as in the large-𝑀 analysis.

Finally, we provide the detailed derivation of each diagram. Notice that both the six-spin correlators 8
𝑁

∑
𝑖,𝑎

[
Tr

(
�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎

)]
and 8

𝑁

∑
𝑖,𝑎

[
Tr

(
�̂�2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)]
generally have a disconnected diagram which is composited by three pairs of two-spin correlators

disconnected term. However, the disconnected term is not included in the definition of diagram G𝑐 and G𝑑 for two reasons.
Firstly, the disconnected part contribution will be exactly canceled in the original formula 4

𝑁

∑
𝑖 𝑗 ,𝑎𝑏

d2

d𝑡2 Tr
(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎 (𝑡)𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏 (0)

) ���
𝑡=0

.
Secondly, the disconnected term is the order of 𝐽2𝑂 (𝑁), which is not in the order of magnitude of oscillation frequency and
decay rate, and therefore should be excluded from the diagrammatic contribution.

Diagram G𝑐

8
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎

Tr
(
�̂�2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)

=
8
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝐽𝑘𝑙𝑆
𝛼
𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛼
𝑙𝑑

∑︁
𝑘′<𝑙′ ,𝑐′𝑑′

𝐽𝑘′𝑙′𝑆
𝛽
𝑘′𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙′𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)

=
8
𝑁

4𝐽2

𝑁

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑𝑐′𝑑′

𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆
𝛼
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

)
+ Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

) ]

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝛿𝑙𝑖𝛿𝑑𝑎

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

) ]
+ Disconnected

≈ 𝐽2

2

(
𝜉2
𝑥 + 𝜉2

𝑦 + 𝜉2
𝑧

)
+ Disconnected.

≡G𝑐 + Disconnected.

(S87)
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Diagram G𝑑

8
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎

Tr
(
�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎

)

=
8
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝐽𝑘𝑙𝑆
𝛼
𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛼
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

∑︁
𝑘′<𝑙′ ,𝑐′𝑑′

𝐽𝑘′𝑙′𝑆
𝛽
𝑘′𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙′𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)

=
8
𝑁

4𝐽2

𝑁

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑𝑐′𝑑′

𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆
𝛼
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

)
+ Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

) ]

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
𝑖,𝑎,𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝛿𝑙𝑖𝛿𝑑𝑎

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

) ]
+ Disconnected

≈ 𝐽2

2

(
𝜉2
𝑥 − 𝜉2

𝑦 − 𝜉2
𝑧

)
+ Disconnected

≡G𝑑 + Disconnected.

(S88)

Diagram G𝑒

8
𝑁

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

Tr
(
�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎�̂�𝑆𝑥𝑗𝑏

)

=
8
𝑁

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝐽𝑘𝑙𝑆
𝛼
𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛼
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

∑︁
𝑘′<𝑙′ ,𝑐′𝑑′

𝐽𝑘′𝑙′𝑆
𝛽
𝑘′𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙′𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)

=
8
𝑁

4𝐽2

𝑁

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑𝑐′𝑑′

𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆
𝛼
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)
+ Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

) ]

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝛿𝑘𝑖𝛿𝑙 𝑗𝛿𝑎𝑐𝛿𝑑𝑏

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

) ]
+ 0

≈ − 𝐽2𝜉𝑦𝜉𝑧

≡G𝑒 .

(S89)
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Diagram G 𝑓
8
𝑁

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

Tr
(
�̂�2𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)

=
8
𝑁

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝐽𝑘𝑙𝑆
𝛼
𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛼
𝑙𝑑

∑︁
𝑘′<𝑙′ ,𝑐′𝑑′

𝐽𝑘′𝑙′𝑆
𝛽
𝑘′𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙′𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)

=
8
𝑁

4𝐽2

𝑁

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽 Tr

( ∑︁
𝑘<𝑙,𝑐𝑑𝑐′𝑑′

𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆
𝛼
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐′𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑′𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)
+ Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝑥𝑖𝑎𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐

) ]

=
32𝐽2

𝑁2

∑︁
(𝑖,𝑎)≠( 𝑗 ,𝑏)

∑︁
𝛼𝛽

𝜉𝛼𝜉𝛽
∑︁
𝑘≠𝑙,𝑐𝑑

𝛿𝑘𝑖𝛿𝑙 𝑗𝛿𝑙 𝑗𝛿𝑎𝑐

[
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝛽
𝑘𝑐𝑆

𝑥
𝑖𝑎

)
Tr

(
𝑆𝛼𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝛽
𝑙𝑑𝑆

𝑥
𝑗𝑏

) ]
+ 0

≈𝐽2𝜉𝑦𝜉𝑧

≡G 𝑓 .

(S90)
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