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The nonequilibrium dynamics of long-range pairing Kitaev model with noiseless/noisy linear time
dependent chemical potential, is investigated in the frame work of dynamical quantum phase tran-
sitions (DQPTs). We have shown for the ramp crosses a single quantum critical point, while the
short-range pairing Kitaev model displays a single critical time scale, the long-range pairing induces
a region with three DQPTs time scales. We have found that the region with three DQPTs time
scales shrinks in the presence of the noise. In addition, we have uncovered for a quench crossess
two critical points, the critical sweep velocity above which the DQPTs disappear, enhances by the
long-range pairing exponent while decreases in the presence of the noise. On the basis of numerical
simulations, we have shown that noise diminishes the long-range pairing inductions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Long-range interactions has been attracting great in-
terest due to revealing surprising features [1–14]. Long-
range systems are often fascinating approach to analyze
the validity of the hypotheses that are otherwise clearly
perceived for prototypical short-range systems. The re-
markable experimental advancement in ultracold atomic
platforms has triggered a plethora of theoretical studies
and opened up the possibility of engineering and fine-
tuning long-range systems with great accuracy [15–20].

Moreover, the unprecedented advancement in recent
years is impeccable enough to study the none-equilibrium
dynamics of long-range systems in a controled manner
[21–24]. Consequently, over the latest decades, theoret-
ical and experimental research has raised a great deal
of interest in non-equilibrium quantum phenomena [25],
which has led to the discovery of some intriguing physics,
including the observation of Kibble-Zurek phenomena
[26, 27], discrete time-crystals [28], many-body localiza-
tion [29] and the breaking of ergodicity [30–32].

In recent years, the concept of dynamical quantum
phase transitions (DQPTs) have been introduced as
nonequilibrium counterparts of thermal phase transitions
[33, 34]. Within DQPTs real time plays the role of control
parameter analogous to temperature in equilibrium phase
transitions [35–44]. While the conventional equilibrium
phase transition is characterized by nonanalyticities in
the thermal free energy, the DQPT is represented by the
nonanalytical behavior of dynamical free energy [45–61].
DQPT displays a phase transition between dynamically
emerging quantum phases, that takes place during the
nonequilibrium coherent quantum time evolution under
sudden/ramped quench [62–80] or time-periodic modu-
lation of Hamiltonian [81–88]. Furthermore, analogous
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to order parameters at equilibrium quantum phase tran-
sition, a dynamical topological order parameter is pro-
posed to capture DQPTs [89, 90].

DQPT was observed experimentally in several stud-
ies [91–97] to confirm theoretical anticipation. Most of
these researches associated with deterministic quantum
evolution generated by ramping or a sudden quench of
the Hamiltonian. However, relatively little attention has
been devoted to the stochastic driving of thermally iso-
lated systems with noisy Hamiltonian. In any real ex-
periment, the simulation of the desired time dependent
Hamiltonian is imperfect and noisy fluctuations are in-
evitable [98–101]. Therefore, understanding the effects
of noise in such systems is of utmost importance both in
designing experiments and comprehend the results [102–
106].

Despite numerous studies of DQPTs in a wide variety
of long-range quantum systems [107–113], comparatively
little attention has been paid to the noise effects [114] on
long-range interaction properties. In the present work,
we contribute to develop the systematic understanding
of the competition between noise and long-range interac-
tion at noisy ramped quench DQPT. For this purpose,
we investigate the ramped quench DQPT of long-range
pairing Kitaev model [13] in the presence of the white
noise with Gaussian distribution [104]. We solve an ex-
act master equation for the quench dynamics averaged
over the noise distribution. This allows us to study the
competition between the near-adiabatic quench dynam-
ics of the gapped modes of the long-range pairing system
and the accumulation of noise induced excitations.

We show that, for the quench across a single critical
point, while the long-range pairing induces a region with
three DQPTs time scales (three critical modes), this re-
gion shrinks in the presence of the noise. In addition,
for a quench that crosses two critical points, the critical
sweep velocity above which the DQPTs disappear, en-
hances by the long-range pairing while decreases in the
presence of the noise. In other words, the noise has de-
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Illustration of a linear ramped quench
(red color). Here, λ(t) is the time-dependent parameter in
Hamiltonian, λi and λf its initial and final values, and ti and
tf = 0 the corresponding times. The wavy gray oscillations
exhibit the presence of noise.

structive effects on long-range pairing features.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the dy-

namical free energy and DTOP of the two band Hamil-
tonians are discussed. In Sec. III, we present the model
and review its exact solution and equilibrium phase tran-
sition. Section IV is dedicated to the numerical simula-
tion of the noiseless case based on the analytical result.
The effects of noise on the system is numerically stud-
ied in Section V. Section VI contains some concluding
remarks.

II. QUENCH OF AN INTEGRABLE MODEL
AND DYNAMICAL PHASE TRANSITION

A. Dynamical free energy

To study the ramped quench DQPTs, we follow the
method used in Refs. [115, 116] in the subsequent discus-
sions. Let us consider an integrable model reducible to a
two level Hamiltonian Hk(λ) for each momentum mode
and the system is initially (ti → −∞) prepared in the
ground state |gik⟩ of the pre-quench Hamiltonian Hk(λi)
for each mode. Thereupon the parameter λ is quenched
from an initial value λi at ti to the final value λf at tf ,
following the linear quenching protocol λ(t) = vt, in such
a way that the system crosses the quantum critical point
(QCP) at λ = λc. Since the adiabatic dynamics breaks

in the vicinity of the QCP, the final state |ψf
k ⟩ (for the

k-th mode) may not be the ground state of the post-

quench Hamiltonian Hk(λf ) = Hf
k . The post-quench

state can be written in the form of |ψf
k ⟩ = vk|gfk ⟩+uk|e

f
k⟩,

(|uk|2 + |vk|2 = 1) where, |gfk ⟩ and |efk⟩ are the ground
and the excited states of the post-quench Hamiltonian

Hf
k , respectively with the corresponding energy eigenval-

ues ϵfk,1 and ϵfk,2. The non-adiabatic transition proba-

bility where the system ends up in the excited state at

the end of quench is denoted by pk = |uk|2 = |⟨efk |gik⟩|2.
Therefore, the Loschmidt overlap and the corresponding
dynamical free energy [33, 34], for the mode k for t > tf
are defined by [115, 116]

Lk = ⟨ψf
k | exp(−iH

f
k t)|ψ

f
k ⟩ (1)

= |vk|2 exp(−iϵfk,1t) + |uk|2 exp(−iϵfk,2t),

gk(t) = − 1

N
log⟨ψf

k | exp(−iH
f
k t)|ψ

f
k ⟩ (2)

respectively, where N is the size of the system.

Summing over the contributions from all modes and re-
placing summation by the integral in the thermodynamic
limit, one gets [115–117]

g(t) =
−1

2π

∫ π

0

ln
(
1 + 4pk(pk − 1) sin2(

ϵfk,2 − ϵfk,1
2

)t
)
dk,

(3)

where t is measured from the instant the final state, |ψf
k ⟩,

is reached at the end of the ramped quench (Fig. 1). The
non-analyticities in g(t) appear at the values of the real
time t∗ns given by

t∗n =
π

(ϵfk∗,2 − ϵfk∗,1)
(2n+ 1) . (4)

These are the critical times for the DQPTs, with k∗ the
mode at which the argument of the logarithm in Eq. (3)
vanishes for |uk∗ |2 = pk∗ = 1/2.

For the case ϵfk,2 = −ϵfk,1 = ϵfk , Eq. (4) is simplified to

t∗n = t∗
(
n+

1

2

)
, t∗ =

π

ϵfk∗

. (5)

B. Dynamical Topological Order Parameter

The dynamical topological order parameter is intro-
duced to represent the topological characteristic asso-
ciated with DQPTs [89]. The DTOP displays integer
(quantized) values as a function of time and its unit mag-
nitude jumps at the time of DQPTs reveal the topological
aspect of DQPT [89, 118, 119].
The dynamical topological order parameter is defined

as [89]

Nw(t) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

∂ϕG(k, t)

∂k
dk, (6)

where the geometric phase ϕG(k, t) is extracted from
the total phase ϕ(k, t) by subtracting the dynami-
cal phase ϕD(k, t): ϕG(k, t) = ϕ(k, t) − ϕD(k, t).
The total phase ϕ(k, t) is the phase factor of
Loschmidt amplitude in its polar coordinate represen-
tation, i.e., Lk(t) = |Lk(t)|eiϕ(k,t), and ϕD(k, t) =
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Phase diagram of the long-range pair-
ing Kitaev chain in the α− µ plane for α > 1.

−
∫ t

0
⟨ψf

k (t
′)|H(k, t′)|ψf

k (t
′)⟩dt′, in which ϕ(k, t) and

ϕD(k, t), for the two level system can be calculated as
follows [115, 116]

ϕ(k, t) = tan−1
( −|uk|2 sin(2ϵfkt)
|vk|2 + |uk|2 cos(2ϵfkt)

)
,

ϕD(k, t) = −2|uk|2ϵfkt,

so that [115, 116]

ϕGk = tan−1
( −|uk|2 sin(2ϵfkt)
|vk|2 + |uk|2 cos(2ϵfkt)

)
+ 2|uk|2ϵfkt. (7)

In the following we will study the DQPTs in the long-
range pairing Kitaev model following the noiseless and
noisy ramped quench and the corresponding topological
properties (DTOP).

III. MODEL AND EXACT SOLUTION

Recently, an extension of the Kitaev model [120]
which describes the algebraic decay of the tunneling
and/or pairing terms has been intensively investigated
[12, 13, 121–123]. This model describes experimental
realizations of long-range topological superconductors
[124, 125]. It has been shown that the phase diagram
is modified in the presence of the long-range interactions
[13, 122]. Moreover, this model exhibits algebraically lo-
calized edge states and an algebraic closing of the energy
gap [13, 122]. However, when the pairing and tunneling
terms are isotropic, exponential localization is recovered
independent of the power-law exponent, as long as it is
larger than unity [12, 122].

In this paper, we investigate how the noise affects fea-
tures of the long-range interaction in the long-range pair-
ing Kitaev model. Representing fermionic annihilation
(creation) operators as cn(c

†
n), the Hamiltonian of the

long-range pairing Kitaev model with linear time depen-
dent chemical potential is given as

H = −w
N∑

n=1

(
c†ncn+1 + h.c.

)
− µ(t)

N∑
n=1

(
c†ncn − 1

2

)
+
∆

2

∑
n,ℓ

d−α
ℓ

(
cncn+ℓ + c†n+ℓc

†
n

)
(8)

where w denotes the hopping strength of the fermionic
particles between adjacent lattice sites, ∆ is the strength
of the superconducting pairing term that decays with
distance l in a power law fashion characterized by expo-
nent α, and the onsite time dependent chemical potential
µ(t) = µf + vt changes from the initial value µi at time
t = ti < 0 to the final values µf at t = tf = 0 with sweep
velocity v. The effective distance dℓ, between two sites
denoted by n and n+ ℓ on the closed ring with N sites,
is given by the function dℓ = min(ℓ,N − ℓ).
In the presence of the long-range pairing, the Hamilto-

nian Eq. (8) is exactly solvable in the momentum space

[13]. Introducing the Nambu spinor Γ†
km

= (c†km
, c−km),

the Fourier transformed Hamiltonian can be expressed
as the sum of independent terms acting in the two-
dimensional Hilbert space generated by k

H(t) =
1

2

N/2∑
m=1

Γ†
km
H

(0)
km

(t)Γkm
, (9)

where H
(0)
km

(t) (the superscript in H
(0)
km

(t) is introduced

to denote noise-free driving) is given by

H
(0)
km

(t) =

(
−(2w cos km + µ(t)) i∆fα(km)

−i∆fα(km) (2w cos km + µ(t))

)
,

(10)

where fα(km) =
∑N−1

ℓ=1 sin(kmℓ)/d
α
ℓ is the Fourier

transform of the superconducting gap term and km =
(2m − 1)π/N, m = 1, 2, · · ·N/2. In the thermody-
namic limit N → ∞, when km gets continuous val-
ues, the function fα(km), is described as f∞α (k) =
− i

2

(
Liα(e

ik)− Liα(e
−ik)

)
with Liα(z) =

∑∞
ℓ=1 z

ℓ/ℓα

being the polylogarithmic function of z that vanishes in
the limit k → 0 and k → π for α > 1. When α < 1
the polylogarithmic function only vanishes in the limit
k → π.
In the limit of α → ∞, the model reduces to that of

the short-range Kitaev chain with only nearest-neighbor
pairing which is exactly solvable and its topological prop-
erties were unravelled by Kitaev [120]. In this limit, for
time-independent chemical potential µ(t) = µ and w = 1,
the time-independent Hamiltonian undergoes topological
quantum phase transitions at µc = ±2, where the energy
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gap closes at k = 0, π [120]. For α > 1 the phase diagram
and the topological properties of the long-range pairing
Kitaev chain are identical to that of a short-range Kitaev
chain (Fig. (2)). However, as α approaches 1, the bulk
gradually starts becoming gapped near µ = −2 and for
α < 1, µ = −2 no longer remains a critical point [13].

In the time dependent case µ(t) = µf + vt, the instan-
taneous eigenvalues and eigenvectors of time dependent
Hamiltonian Eq.(8), are given by

ε±km
= ±εkm = ±

√
h2z(km, t) + h2xy(km), (11)

|χ−
km

(t)⟩ = cos(
θkm

(t)

2
)| ↑⟩ − i sin(

θkm
(t)

2
)| ↓⟩,

|χ+
km

(t)⟩ = −i sin(
θkm(t)

2
)| ↑⟩+ cos(

θkm(t)

2
)| ↓⟩,

where,

cos(
θkm

(t)

2
) =

εkm
− hz(km, t)√

2εkm
(εkm

− hz(km, t))
,

sin(
θkm

(t)

2
) =

hxy(km)√
2εkm

(εkm
− hz(km, t))

,

with hxy(km) = ∆fα(km), and hz(km, t) =
2w cos(km) + µ(t), and |χ±

km,t⟩ are the adiabatic
basis of the system.

In such a case, if the system is prepared in its ground
state at ti → −∞ (µi ≪ µc = −2), the probability that
the k:th mode is found in the upper level at t is given as
(see Appendix A)

pk = e−πγ2/4|U22 cos(
θkm

(t)

2
)− γe−iπ/4

√
2

U12 sin(
θkm

(t)

2
)|2,

(12)

with U22 = Dν(x), U12 = Dν−1(x), where, Dν(x)
is the parabolic cylinder function [126, 127], γ =

∆fα(km)/
√
2v, ν = iγ2/2, x = 2ei3π/4

√
vτk, and τk =

((µf + vt)/2 + w cos(k))/v.

IV. NOISELESS NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we report the results of our numeri-
cal simulations, based on an analytical approach, to in-
vestigate the dynamics of the model using the notion of
DQPTs. To this end, we consider the linear quenching
of the chemical potential µ(t) = µf + vt, changes from
initial value µi → −∞, where the system is prepared in
its ground state, to various final values µf = 1, 1.95, 4 at
tf = 0. In addition, to better understand the effect of
long-range pairing on the dynamics of system after the
ramp quench, we will focus only on the case α > 1 where
the location of the critical points in the parameter space
is not altered by varying α.

1. Quench across a single critical point

For the ramped quench, which crosses the single criti-
cal point µc = −2 at k = 0, the excitation probability af-
ter quench is k dependent. As expected, when the system
is driven across the critical point, the system undergoes
nonadiabatic evolution due to the gap closing and thus
the transition probability is maximum at the gap closing
mode k = 0. However, away from the gap closing mode
the system evolves adiabatically due to the non-zero en-
ergy gap and can be shown that pk→π → 0. Considering
these two limiting cases, and also continuity of the transi-
tion probability as a function of k in the thermodynamic
limit, imply that there should exist a critical mode k∗ at
which pk∗ = 1/2 and consequently DQPTs occur. The
transition probability has been plotted versus k in Fig.
3(a), (b) for µf = 1, 1.95 for different sweep velocities
as the ramped quench crosses the single critical point
µc = −2. Since the quench crosses the critical point, the
excitation probability takes its maximum value pk = 1
at k = 0, while it is negligible away from the gap closing
mode (k → π). From these observations, it is straightfor-
ward to conclude that there is always a critical momen-
tum k∗ and hence those of t∗n, related through Eq. (6).
Interestingly, we observed that there exists a region in
the parameter space v−α where the system encompasses
three distinct critical modes k∗ for which pk∗ = 1/2, even
though the system is quenched across a single QCP. In
such a case, the system displays three different critical
time scales t∗ as obtained from Eq. (6). While in the
short-range case [79, 116] the system contains only a sin-
gle critical mode following a quench across a single QCP.
In Fig. 3(c), we have plotted a phase diagram in v − α
plane for µf = 1, and µf = 1.95 in which region with
three critical modes (TCMs) separated from the regions
with single critical mode (SCM). On the phase bound-
ary separating these two regions, there are two values
of k∗ with pk∗ = 1/2. As seen, the width of TCMs re-
gion shrinks and vanishes as α increases and also as µf

decreases. The numerical results show that, the thresh-
old values of µf above which TCMs region appears is
µf ≥ −0.1. In other words, the exponent α has a critical
value αc(v, µf ) above which the dynamical behavior of
the system is similar to that of the short-range system.
Consequently, our findings confirm that the appearance
of TCMs region is indeed an artifact of the long-range
pairing nature of the Hamiltonian.

The dynamical free energy g(t) and DTOP (Nw) of
the model have been depicted in Fig. 3(d)-(f) for the
quench across a single critical point (corresponding to
Fig. 3(b)), for different sweep velocities v = 2.5, 9 and
v = 6, respectively. In Fig. 3(d) and (f) the system
is in SCM region, where it encompasses a single critical
time scale t∗. Although the cusps in g(t) are not dis-
cernible but the quantization and jumps in the associated
DTOP are clearly visible as an indicator of DQPTs. The
observed oscillation in the dynamical free energy seems
to be the natural behavior, which results from the uni-
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Probability pk for finding the system with momentum k in the upper level for the noiseless ramped across
the single critical point µc = −2, for different sweep velocities, (a) for α = 1.2 and µf = 1, (b) for α = 1.5 and µf = 1.95. (c)
The phase diagram of the model in α− v plane for a noiseless quench that crosses the single critical point µc = −2 for µf = 1
(solid line) and µf = 1.95 (dashed-dotted line). The dynamical free energy g(t) and its associated dynamical topological order
parameter Nw(t) for a noiseless quench across the single critical point corresponding to Fig. 3(b) for (d) v = 2.5, (e) v = 6 and
(f) v = 9.

tary time evolution of the post-quench ground state in
terms of the Hamiltonian’s eigenstates. The behaviour of
DTOP, i.e, whether Nw(t) would jump or drop, can be
predicted by the slope of pk at the critical momentum k∗

(positive (negative) slop results jump (drop)) [107, 116].
Appearing successive jumps or drops in Nw(t) indicate
that the system has only a single critical mode, while the
presence of both jump and drop in DTOP curve implies
that the system has at least two critical modes as seen in
Fig. 3(e). As seen, uninterrupted jumps in Fig. 3(d), (f)
reveal that the system is in SCM region while two succes-
sive jumps and then drop of Nw(t) in Fig. 3(e) points the
existence of three different critical modes in accordance
with pk (Fig. 3(b)), which shows that the system is in
TCMs region.

2. Quench across two critical points

Performing a quench across both equilibrium critical
points µc = ±2 shows new features. In these cases,
the chemical potential is swept from one trivial (non-
topological) phase to another one, and it is not ex-
pected to result in DQPTs when the quench is sudden
[48, 116, 117]. For a quench crossing both critical points,
as expected, the nonadiabatic evolution of the system at
gap closing modes k = 0, π, leads to maximum transition

probability, i.e., pk=0,π = 1.

However, the minimum of pk, occurs at the maximum
energy gap mode at k = π/2, which is the farthest mode
from the gap closing mode. Since, the maximum value
of transition probability pk=0,π = 1 is greater than 1/2,
the appearance of DQPTs requires the condition that
the minimum value of transition probability becomes
less than 1/2. As the system changes adiabatically at
the gapped mode for small sweep velocity, making the
quench sufficiently slow (v < vc) ensures that the min-
imum excitation probability is smaller than 1/2, which
sets a succession of DQPTs. In Fig. 4(a) the transi-
tion probability has been shown versus k for a quench
that crosses two critical points (i.e. µf = 4) for the
exponent α = 1.5. As predicted, pk=0,π = 1 and the
minimum of pk away from the critical modes is less than
1/2 for the small sweep velocity (v < vc = 9.566). In
such a case, there is two critical modes k∗β and k∗γ at

which pk∗
β,γ

= 1/2 yields a sequence of DQPTs at the

corresponding critical times t∗n = t∗n,β , t
∗
n,γ , n = 0, 1, . . ..

Furthermore, the minimum of pk becomes greater than
1/2 for a sweep velocity greater than the critical sweep
velocity v = 10 > vc = 9.566, thus blocking the appear-
ance of DQPTs.

The phase diagram of the model for a quench crossing
two critical points, has been illustrated in Fig. 4(b) for
different values of µf = 2.05, 4 and µf = 100 where the
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) Probability of the excitation for noiseless ramped quench which crosses two critical points µc = ±2,
for different sweep velocities, α = 1.5 and µf = 4. (b) The phase diagram of the model in α−v plane for a noiseless quench that
crosses two critical points µc = ±2 for µf = 2.05 (dashed-dotted line), µf = 4 (dashed-dotted-dotted line) and µf = 4 (dashed
line). (c) The dynamical free energy g(t) and the associated dynamical topological order parameter Nw(t) for a noiseless quench
crosses two critical points corresponding to Fig. 4(a) for v = 9.

region marked ”DQPTs” support aperiodic sequences of
DQPTs. As seen, the critical sweep velocity vc decreases
by increasing the exponent α and vc is equivalent to the
that of short-range pairing system for α > 2.

Fig. 4(c) shows the dynamical free energy and DTOP
for a quench crossing two critical points µc = −2 and
µf = 2. Cusps in g(t) and quantizations in the associ-
ated DTOP are clearly visible as an indicator of DQPTs.
As observed, DTOP oscillates between 0 and 1, which
indicates that the corresponding pk contains two critical
modes with different slopes (Fig. 4(a)).

V. NOISY RAMP QUENCH

As mentioned the noises are ubiquitous and indispens-
able in any physical system. Specifically, when energy
is transferred into or out of an otherwise isolated sys-
tem via a quench in the laboratory, there will inevitably
be time dependent fluctuations (”noise”) in this trans-
fer. In this section we investigate the effects of noise on
the dynamical phase diagram of the long-range pairing
Kitaev model. For this purpose, we add a noise to the
time dependent chemical potential µ(t) = µf +vt+R(t),
where R(t) is a random fluctuation confined to the ramp
interval [ti, tf = 0[, with vanishing mean, ⟨R(t)⟩ = 0.
We use white noise with Gaussian two-point correla-
tions ⟨R(t)R(t′)⟩ = ξ2δ(t − t′) where ξ characterizes the
strength of the noise (ξ2 has units of time). White noise
is approximately equivalent to fast colored noise with
exponentially decaying two-point correlations (Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process) [114]. In the presence of noise the
transition probability is obtained by numerically solv-
ing the exact master equation [128–131] for the averaged
density matrix ρkm

(t) of the noisy system

d

dt
ρkm

(t) = −i[H(0)
km

(t), ρkm
(t)]− ξ2

2
[H1, [H1, ρkm

(t)]],

(13)

where H
(0)
km

(t) is the noise-free Hamiltonian while

R(t)H1 = −R(t)σz expresses the “noisy” part for the

full Hamiltonian H
(ξ)
km

(t) = H
(0)
km

(t) + R(t)H1. The mas-

ter equation, Eq.(13), is solved within the quench interval
t ∈ [ti, 0[.
The transition probability pk in the presence of the

noise is given by

pkm = ⟨χ+
km

(tf )|ρkm(tf )|χ+
km

(tf )⟩.

As a result, the dynamical phase diagram of the model
is characterized by the interplay of two competing ef-
fects: (i) The non-trivial excitation resulting from the
long-range pairing and (ii) the accumulation of noise-
induced excitations during the evolution. Moreover, we
expect that the non-adiabaticity by large values of the
sweep velocity gives less time for the noise to become
effective. Our numerical simulation, which is based on
the exact master equation reveals that the main effect
of noise is to shift the critical mode yielding the suc-
cession of DQPTs and a shift on the phase boundaries.
In addition, the numerical results uncover that the noise
contributions diminish the long-range pairing dynamics.

The phase diagram of the model in the absence and
presence of the noise (ξ = 0, 1) has been plotted in Fig. 5
for a quench across the single critical point for µf = 1.95.
As seen, the TCMs boundaries change in the presence of
the noise. Moreover, the width of TCMs region shrinks
rapidly as exponent α increases. In addition, the borders
between TCMs and SCM regions change less for large
values of sweep velocity which corresponds to our antic-
ipation. In other words, the noise weakens the effect of
long-range pairing on the dynamical phase diagram.

Fig. 6 depicts the border between DQPTs and no-
DQPTs regions for both noiseless ξ = 0 and noisy ξ = 1
cases, for a ramped quench that crosses two critical points
for µf = 4. As indicated, the critical sweep velocity
above which the DQPT is wiped out, decreases in the
presence of the noise even for large values of α, where the
critical values of the sweep velocity is the same as that
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The phase diagram of the underlying
model in α − v plane for a noiseless and noisy quench that
crosses a single critical point µc = 2 for µf = 1.95. The
dashed-dotted line represents the boundary between TCMs
and SCM region for the noiseless case and solid line displays
the boundaries for the noise intensity ξ = 1.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The α− v phase diagram of the model
for a noiseless and noisy quench which crosses two critical
points µc = ±2 for µf = 4. The dashed-dotted-dotted line
shows the boundary between DQPTs and no-DQPTs regions
for the noiseless case and solid line represent the correspond-
ing border for the noise intensity ξ = 1.

of short range pairing case. Moreover, the border under-
goes more changes for the smaller sweep velocities than
the larger sweep velocities. However, the changes is con-
stant for α > 2, where the dynamics is the same as that
of the short-range pairing case. The numerical results
show that the changes in the border of different regions
in the phase diagram of both ramped quench cases (Figs.
5 and 6) decreases by decreasing the noise strength, as
anticipated.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we have studied the non-equilibrium dy-
namics of the long-range pairing Kitaev model (α > 1)
with noiseless and noisy linear time dependent chemical
potential. For a noiseless quench across one of the equi-
librium quantum critical points (µc = −2), we find that
the dynamical phase diagram in α− v plane is classified
into two regions, the three critical modes and the single
critical mode regions. The three critical modes region is
the result of the long-range pairing, in contrast to the
short-range Kitaev model which shows a single critical
mode for a noiseless quench across a single critical point.
The three critical modes region shrinks and disappears as
the exponent α increases. In addition, the numerical re-
sults show that appearance of the three critical modes re-
gion depends on the final values of the chemical potential.
The lower bond of the chemical potential above which
three critical modes region emerges is µf = −0.1 and the
upper bound is the next critical point, i.e, −0.1 ≤ µf < 2.
Moreover, the exponent α has a critical value αc(v, µf )
above which the dynamical behavior of the long-range
pairing system is similar to that of the short-range sys-
tem. Consequently, our finding confirms that the ap-
pearance of TCMs region is indeed an outcome of the
long-range pairing nature of the Hamiltonian.

Further, for a noiseless ramped quench that crosses two
critical points, the critical sweep velocity above which
the dynamical quantum phase transition is wiped out
for long-range pairing, is larger than that of the short-
range pairing case. The critical sweep velocity decreases
by increasing the exponent α of long-range pairing and
saturates to the critical sweep velocity of the short-range
pairing case beyond α = 2.

The boundaries between different regions in both cases
of the ramped quench, are changed in the presence of the
Guassian white noise. The three critical modes region for
the quench that crosses the single critical point, shrinks
faster in the presence of noise by increasing α. Moreover,
for the ramped quench which crosses two critical points,
the critical sweep velocity above which the dynamical
quantum phase transition disappears, reduces by adding
noise. The numerical results exhibit that the system is
affected less at the large sweep velocities. In summary,
the noise has destructive effects on the long-range pairing
features.

The case of α < 1 hosts massive edge modes for the
open boundary condition, which is not our case. How-
ever, the study of a system with massive edge modes
could be an interesting issue for further investigations.
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Appendix A: Time-dependent Schrödinger equation
in the diabatic basis

The time-dependent Schrödinger equation of Hamilto-
nian in Eq. (8) is given by

i
d

dt

(
a1(t)
a2(t)

)
=

(
−hz(k, t) ihx,y

−ihx,y hz(k, t)

)(
a1(t)
a2(t)

)
,

(A1)

where hz(k, t) = (2w cos km + µ(t)), hx,y = i∆fα(km)
and a1(t), a2(t) are the coefficients which define the quan-

tum state in the diabatic bases. The time-dependent
Schrödinger equation (A1) is mapped to the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation of Landau-Zener prob-
lem [132, 133] by performing π/2 rotation around the z
axes and defining the new time scale τk = (µf + vt +
2w cos(k))/2v,

i
d

dτkm

(
a1(τkm)
a2(τkm)

)
=

(
−2vτkm ∆fα(km)
∆fα(km) 2vτkm

)(
a1(τkm)
a2(τkm)

)
.

(A2)

The Landau-Zener problem is exactly solvable as ex-
plained in Refs. [132, 133] and the transition probability
is given by Eq. (12).
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