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Periodically driven Floquet quantum many-body systems have revealed new insights into the rich
interplay of thermalization, and growth of entanglement. The phenomenology of dynamical freezing,
whereby a translationally invariant many-body system exhibits emergent conservation laws and a
slow growth of entanglement entropy at certain fixed ratios of a drive amplitude and frequency,
presents a novel paradigm for retaining memory of an initial state up to late times. Previous studies
of dynamical freezing have largely been restricted to a high-frequency Floquet-Magnus expansion,
and numerical exact diagonalization, which are unable to capture the slow approach to thermaliza-
tion (or lack thereof) in a systematic fashion. By employing Floquet flow-renormalization, where
the time-dependent part of the Hamiltonian is gradually decoupled from the effective Hamiltonian
using a sequence of unitary transformations, we unveil the universal approach to dynamical freez-
ing and beyond, at asymptotically late times. We analyze the fixed-point behavior associated with
the flow-renormalization at and near freezing using both exact-diagonalization and tensor-network
based methods, and contrast the results with conventional prethermal phenomenon. For a generic
non-integrable spin Hamiltonian with a periodic cosine wave drive, the flow approaches an unstable
fixed point with an approximate emergent symmetry. We observe that at freezing the thermalization
timescales are delayed compared to away from freezing, and the flow trajectory undergoes a series of
instanton events. Our numerical results are supported by analytical solutions to the flow equations.
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I. Introduction

A cornerstone of statistical mechanics of closed and
chaotic systems is the ergodic hypothesis, whereby in
the late-time limit the entire many-body phase-space is
explored subject to the macroscopic constraints. This
hypothesis underpins the equal probability assumption
associated with the microcanonical ensemble, and
ensures that the late-time average of observables reflect
the microcanonical predictions. The generalization to
quantum statistical mechanics, based on the Eigenstate
Thermalization Hypothesis (ETH), provides a framework
for thermalization in closed quantum systems evolving
under their own unitary many-body dynamics [1–5]. As
per ETH, the eigenstates of generic quantum Hamilto-
nians exhibit “typical” statistical properties, aligning
closely with predictions from the microcanonical ensem-
ble. Extending these concepts to periodically driven
(i.e. Floquet) non-integrable quantum many-body
problems without energy conservation, the natural
fate is thermalization to an “infinite-temperature” (i.e.
featureless) state [6, 7]. A number of recent advances
have revealed exciting mechanisms to evade the process
of Floquet thermalization. One such possibility arises
in strongly disordered Floquet many-body localized
(MBL) systems [8–14], building on progress in the study
of MBL [15–19], whose stability in the thermodynamic
limit [20–23] at asymptotically late times remains a topic
of active research. Another possibility are quantum
scars [24–26], which represent a unique but relatively
rare class of excited states in the many-body spectrum
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FIG. 1. A schematic depiction of the Floquet flow-
renormalization trajectory (blue) along the fRG time, λ. The
insets show the evolution of many-body energy-levels between
the different fixed points, e.g. from λ = 0 to the first (un-
stable) prethermal fixed-point (‘P ’), followed by a sequence
of instanton events that connect intermediate fixed points
(I1, I2, ...), and final approach to the thermal (‘T ’) fixed-
point. The flow starts with the bare Hamiltonian (many-body
bandwidth, W ), and a Floquet drive with frequency, Ω. The
flow to P leads to a renormalization of the many-body spec-
trum. The energy-levels associated with the effective Hamil-
tonian at the thermal fixed-point T are folded into an interval
shorter than Ω.

that preserve memory of initial conditions. Finally,
yet another mechanism invokes the phenomenon of
Hilbert-space shattering [27, 28] for breaking ergodicity,
which requires a set of conservation laws that fragment
the Hilbert-space into exponentially many dynamically
isolated subsectors, revealing dynamical behavior akin
to both MBL and quantum scars [29]. At high drive fre-
quencies, heating and thermalization can be significantly
suppressed, leading to the emergence of prethermal
plateaus [30–38].

In parallel, a number of studies based primarily on
numerical exact diagonalization (ED) and supporting
Floquet-Magnus expansion, have reported the emergence
of approximate conservation laws and slow dynamics in
generic translationally invariant, periodically driven spin
models at special ratios of the drive amplitude and fre-
quency. This distinct route to avoiding Floquet ther-
malization has been denoted “Dynamical Freezing” [39–
53]. Recent works by some of us have extended this phe-
nomenology to a strongly interacting fermionic setup an-
alyzed using Keldysh field-theoretic methods [54], and
interacting bosonic models with a large local Hilbert-
space dimension where a semiclassical correspondence re-
veals suppression of the chaotic Lyapunov exponent at
the frozen points [55]. Unfortunately, a vast major-
ity of analytical attempts to study dynamical freezing
have relied on the uncontrolled and perturbative Magnus
expansion in a rotating frame, which does not produce
a convergent series for generic interacting systems, and
potentially misses important non-perturbative effects rel-
evant for addressing fundamental questions related to

thermalization (or lack thereof) at freezing. Addition-
ally, the numerical studies have largely been restricted to
ED on relatively modest system-sizes upto finite times,
with the exception of one recent study for a very specific
(i.e. square-wave) drive protocol [53]. This has left a
number of basic questions about dynamical freezing for
more generic drives unanswered, which will be addressed
definitively in this work.

First, it is natural to question what determines the lo-
cation of the dynamically frozen points. For spin models
with low-dimensional Hilbert spaces, the location typi-
cally correlates with the values of ratio of drive amplitude
and frequency where the leading-orderMagnus correction
vanishes. However, some of us have previously demon-
strated a quantitative shift in these locations due to the
higher-order Magnus corrections in models with a larger
on-site Hilbert-space dimension [55]. Finding an alter-
native method to determine the freezing points, without
just relying on a combination of numerics and the Mag-
nus expansion is a desirable goal. Second, and more im-
portantly, whether dynamical freezing is exact and robust
in the thermodynamic system-size and late-time limit,
and if not, what controls the possible decay away from
this special behavior has not been determined beyond the
same limitations imposed by exact-diagonalization and
Magnus-expansion for generic drives.

In this work, we improve on these limitations of prior
studies and provide a universal description of dynamical
freezing based on a Floquet flow-renormalization group
(fRG) framework [56–64]. Fundamentally, the formalism
generates a sequence of infinitesimal unitary transforma-
tions to systematically eliminate the time-dependent part
of the driven Hamiltonian, resulting in a flow equation
for the different coupling constants in the effective model.
The method in the equilibrium setting is a generalization
of the more widely known Schrieffer-Wolff transforma-
tions [65]; see Appendix A for a brief review of this con-
nection. As we will demonstrate in this paper by focusing
on a generic, non-integrable one-dimensional spin model
with a “cosine-wave” drive, the flow trajectory along the
fRG time at the putative freezing-point organizes into a
sequence of unstable fixed-points, except the last, ther-
mal (‘T ’) fixed-point; see Fig. 1 for a schematic depiction.
Along the flow trajectory, the approach to the first fixed-
point starting from the bare Hamiltonian is of special
interest. It is an unstable prethermal (‘P ’) fixed-point,
associated with the emergence of an approximately con-
served effective Hamiltonian, valid up to an exponentially
long timescale in the drive frequency, Ω. Subsequently,
the systems flows to the thermal fixed point via a se-
quence of intermediate fixed points I1, I2, . . . . The flow
in between these intermediate fixed points show charac-
teristics of instanton events.

We will demonstrate explicitly that dynamical freez-
ing manifests as an additional emergent conservation law
associated with the prethermal fixed point. Exact dy-
namical freezing would correspond to a vanishing opera-
tor norm for the commutator between the emergent con-
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served quantity and the undriven part of the Hamilto-
nian near the prethermal fixed point. Generically, we
find that the above commutator norm does not vanish
exactly at freezing, but exhibits a non-trivial behavior
as a function of the drive frequency, system size, and
fRG time. Specifically, the emergent symmetry becomes
more pronounced as the high frequency limit Ω → ∞
is approached. From that perspective, dynamical freez-
ing is asymptotic in the high-frequency limit. Addition-
ally, given that in a generic non-integrable system, the
prethermal fixed point is expected to be unstable towards
eventual thermalization, it is not surprising that the flow
will eventually divert to the thermal fixed point.

In this work, we have also analyzed carefully the flow
from the unstable prethermal fixed point to the thermal
fixed point by combining powerful numerical and analyt-
ical techniques. Interestingly, we find that the system
flows via a sequence of “fixed-points”, where the inter-
mediate evolution in fRG time shows characteristics of
instanton-like events. The renormalized effective Hamil-
tonian in the vicinity of these intermediate fixed-points
is approximately constant and the associated flow is ex-
ponentially slow in exp(−Ω/J), where J is the typical
single-particle energy scale of the system. The transi-
tion between two fixed points occurs rapidly in a “short”
window of fRG time, which is on the order of J−1. We as-
sociate these “tunneling” type events as instantons (see
Fig. 1), which are fundamentally non-perturbative and
lie beyond the reach of more conventional perturbative
methods, which includes the Floquet-Dyson perturba-
tion theory [45] or the Floquet-Magnus expansion [66],
but are readily accessible via the flow formalism. These
perturbative methods are expected to describe the flow
from the bare Hamiltonian to the prethermal fixed point.
In contrast, the instantons signal a departure from the
prethermal fixed point and the breakdown of perturba-
tive expansions, which ultimately captures the universal
flow to the thermal fixed-point.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II,
we review the Floquet-flow formalism and the flow equa-
tion. We also introduce the characteristic features asso-
ciated with dynamical freezing, as manifest in the flow
formalism. In Sec. III, we use a simple example of a
driven harmonic oscillator to illustrate the flow towards
putative freezing using the flow formalism. In Sec. IV,
we turn to the solutions of the flow equations for a non-
integrable spin chain driven by a cosine-wave first using
both exact diagonalization and matrix-product operator
based methods. In Sec. V, we turn to a general analyti-
cal treatment of the flow equation that applies to models
beyond the specific spin chain Hamiltonian, which can
describe the early-time approach to the unstable prether-
mal fixed-point, as well as the late-time thermalization
due to instantons. We end with an outlook in Sec. VI.
The appendices contain a number of technical details on
the methods used in this paper.

II. Floquet-flow renormalization and
dynamical Freezing

We review the flow formalism, developed originally
by Wegner, Wilson and others [67, 68] and adapted to
a variety of strongly correlated problems [56] (includ-
ing problems beyond the equilibrium setting [57–60, 62–
64, 69, 70]). The discussion here closely resembles the
one introduced in Ref. [63]. We are interested in time-
dependent Hamiltonians expressed as,

H(t) = H0 +H1e
iΩt +H−1e

−iΩt, (1)

where H−1 = H†
1 . Treating Eq. (1) as the initial state of

a renormalization process, the flow generates a sequence
of infinitesimal unitary transformations, preserving the
spectrum of the stroboscopic unitary evolution operator
(see Appendix B for numerical details) [71],

U(T + t0, t0) = T e−i
∫ T+t0
t0

dτH(τ) , (2)

where T denotes time-ordering. Our goal here is to real-
ize a unitary transformation that systematically decou-
ples the time-dependent driving component, H1, from
the effective theory, while at the same time preserve the
spectrum of U(T + t0, t0). Building on earlier work, the
appropriate flow-equations are:

∂λH0(λ) = 2[H1(λ), H
†
1(λ)] , (3a)

∂λH1(λ) = −ΩH1(λ)− [H0(λ), H1(λ)] , (3b)

where λ represents the “fRG time” along the flow trajec-
tory. Note that λ enters here dimensionally as real time
with dimension ∼[time] in contrast to the conventional
Wegner-Wilson picture [67, 68], where λ ∼ [time]2.

We solve the coupled matrix equations, Eq. (3a) and
Eq. (3b), using two approaches. First, for small sys-
tem sizes we employ exact-diagonalization by represent-
ing the operators explicitly in the many-body Hilbert
space and solving the equations exactly using the fourth-
order Runge-Kutta (RK4) method [57]. The second ap-
proach is tailored for larger system sizes and utilizes ma-
trix product operators (MPOs) [63]. MPOs encode gen-
eral many-body operators as products of operator-valued
matrices, with each matrix acting locally at a single
site. Once the operators H0(λ) and H1(λ) are expressed
in the MPO form, we again solve the equations using
the Runge-Kutta method. MPOs facilitate operations
such as addition, evaluation, and computation of com-
mutators, yielding exponentially localized MPOs [72, 73].
MPOs have been applied to solve flow equations for
many-body localized Hamiltonians [60, 74, 75]. All ED
results are obtained using the QuSpin [76, 77] Python
package, while the MPO-based computations are per-
formed using the Julia package ITensor [78–80].

We can view the non-oscillatory component, H0(λ), as
an effective Hamiltonian responsible for generating the
unitary evolution,

Ueff(λ, t, t
′) = e−iH0(λ)(t−t′) . (4)
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The distance between Ueff(λ, t0 + nT, t0) and U(t0 +
nT, t0) (Eq. (2)), evaluated after n cycles of the Floquet
system and averaged over the starting time t0 within one
full cycle, is claimed to be bounded by the Frobenius
norm of nT ×H1(λ) [63]. This implies that Ueff serves as
a reliable approximation for U up to a time,

teff(λ) ∼ ∥H1(λ)∥−1 ∥∥1̂∥∥. (5)

Here ∥M∥2 = Tr(M†M) denotes the Frobenius norm of
the operator, and Eq. (5) is normalized by the norm of

the identity operator 1̂ on the many-body Hilbert space.
The typical behavior of the flow equation Eq. (3) can

be divided into three regimes:

(a) For fRG time, 0 ≤ λ ≲ Ω−1, the flow is in a ramp-
up regime where H0(λ) is rapidly renormalized by
the drive. In the high-frequency limit, this ramp-
up flow can be described perturbatively using an
expansion similar to the Floquet-Magnus expansion
(see Sec. V and Appendix C).

(b) Following this ramp-up regime, the system enters
a prethermal regime where Ω−1 ≲ λ ≲ λmin. Here,
the static part H0(λ) is approximately indepen-
dent of λ, which leads to the interpretation that
the system is close to the prethermal fixed point.
The oscillatory part H1(λ) decays exponentially
∼ exp(−Ωλ) until λ = λmin. Combining this with
Eqs. (4) and (5) implies that in the prethermal
regime the system shows approximate conservation
of the Hamiltonian H0(λmin) up to an exponential
long real time tpre ∝ exp(Ωλmin). Here, the scale
λmin is determined primarily by the local excita-
tion energy scale (such as a single spin flip in a
spin chain) of the system, up to logarithmic correc-
tions in Ω. The finiteness of λmin implies that the
prethermal fixed point is unstable.

Dynamical freezing manifests as an approximate
emergent symmetry of H0(λ) in the prethermal
regime, for all Ω−1 ≲ λ ≲ λmin. Consider the emer-
gent symmetry associated with the bare drive com-
ponent in the Hamiltonian,H1(0) = H−1(0) = AQ,
where Q is the “charge” associated with the emer-
gent symmetry, and A is the drive amplitude. The
freezing phenomenon occurs in the fast and strong
drive limit (i.e. large A,Ω), where the ratio A/Ω
takes discrete special values. At the freezing point,
the prethermal Hamiltonian H0(λ) shows an emer-
gent approximate symmetry, characterized by the
commutator [H0(λ),Q] ∼ O(1/Ω2), which van-
ishes in the Ω → ∞ limit. Therefore, freezing is
only approximate at any finite Ω, and importantly,
does not survive when the system flows out of the
prethermal regime.

(c) When λ ≳ λmin, the system enters the thermal-
ization regime, where H0(λ) eventually flows to a
“random” matrix, signifying the heating to infinite

FIG. 2. Flow trajectories of Eq. (8) for ω1 = Ω, (a) ω0/Ω = 0,
and (b) ω0/Ω = 0.5 in the (B0, B1) plane, depicted for varying
A/Ω. The n−th freezing point, denoted FPn, corresponds to
distinct values of A/Ω in (a) and (b), while NFPn stands for
near-FPn. Hpre denotes the subspace of prethermal Hamil-
tonians (locus B1 = 0), and Hsym denotes subspace of U(1)
symmetric Hamiltonians (locus B0 = 0). Dynamical freezing
corresponds to the flow landing exactly on the intersection of
Hpre and Hsym, as shown by the curves associated with FP1

(red), FP2 (orange), and FP3 (brown).

temperature. From the explicit integration of the
flow equations, we find that this complex process
occurs through a series of instanton events, where
H1(λ) becomes sizable in a narrow window of fRG
time, and in the same window a pair of eigenval-
ues of H0(λ) approach each other. As a result of
the instanton events, eigenvalues of H0(λ) will ulti-
mately be pushed into an interval of width Ω, which
means H0(λ→ ∞) is now interpreted as a Floquet
Hamiltonian. A more detailed technical discussion
of these timescales are presented in Sec. V and Ap-
pendix D.

We end this section by noting that in our numerical
computations, we can readily access the ramp-up and
prethermal regimes, respectively. In order to access the
thermalization regime, we have to restrict ourselves to
relatively small drive frequencies due to the limitations
associated with numerical floating-point precision.

III. Periodically driven harmonic oscillator

To illustrate some of the key ideas used to analyze the
flow towards dynamical freezing using the above method,
we consider a simple (but illustrative) example of a driven
non-interacting Hamiltonian,

H(t) = ω0â
†â+ ω1(â+ â†) +Aâ†â cos(Ωt) , (6)

were â†(â) represents a bosonic creation (annihilation)
operator, and A, Ω represent the drive amplitude and
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frequency, respectively. Rewriting the above in terms of
the decomposition in Eq. (1),

H0(λ) = A0(λ)â
†â+B0(λ)â

† +B∗
0(λ)â , (7a)

H1(λ) = A1(λ)â
†â+B1(λ)â

† + C∗
1 (λ)â . (7b)

Here A0(λ) and A1(λ) are real functions, while
B0(λ), B1(λ), C1(λ) can be complex, and we have
dropped the parts proportional to the identity operator.
The two flow equations Eq. (3a) and (3b) become

∂A0

∂λ
= 0 , (8a)

∂A1

∂λ
= −ΩA1 , (8b)

∂B0

∂λ
= 2A1(C1 −B1) , (8c)

∂B1

∂λ
= −ΩB1 −A0B1 +A1B0 , (8d)

∂C1

∂λ
= −ΩC1 +A0C1 −A1B0 , (8e)

and the initial conditions at λ = 0 are A0 = ω0, A1 =
A/2, B0 = ω1, B1 = C1 = 0. The flow equations re-
duce to first-order differential equations for A0,1, B0,1,
and C1, respectively. Solutions for A0(λ) = A0 (con-
stant) and A1(λ) = (A/2)e−Ωλ, while others can be
solved numerically. Fig. 2 depicts flow trajectories in
the (B0, B1) plane for varying ratios of A/Ω and ω0/Ω,
respectively. Due to integrability of Eq. (6), the sys-
tem directly flows to the prethermal fixed point, with
λmin = ∞ and ∥H1(λmin)∥ = 0.
In this example, dynamical freezing is associated with

an emergent U(1) symmetry generated by Q = â†â, with
the distance between H0(λ) and Hsym — the space of
U(1)-symmetric Hamiltonians — measured by |B0(λ)|.
The flow in Fig. 2 follows a spiral trajectory in the
(B0, B1) plane. Since at the end of the flow, the oscilla-
tory part of the Hamiltonian is completely removed, the
flow will end on the B1 = 0 line, the space of prether-
mal Hamiltonians Hpre. For a non-freezing point, the
flow ends on Hsym with B0(λ → ∞) ̸= 0. This corre-
sponds to the presence of a U(1) breaking term in the
renormalized Hamiltonian. In contrast, freezing occurs
for B0(λ → ∞) = 0 (equivalently, [H0(λ → ∞),Q] = 0),
linked to certain initial values of A/Ω, which generally
depend on ω0. In the limit ω0/Ω → 0, these values
align with the Magnus expansion, namely, the zeros of
the Bessel function J0(...) (see Sec. V and Appendix. C
for more details). Since H0(λ → ∞) depends on A/Ω
continuously, the order of the freezing point can be re-
lated to the geometry of the flow trajectory. In particu-
lar, every time H0(λ) crosses the axis B0 = 0, the order
of the freezing point increases by one; see Fig. 2.

As a caveat, some of the features of the simple example
shown above do not generalize to a generic many-body
Hamiltonian. First, here the system is fully integrable
and does not heat up in the conventional sense, meaning
that the flow only explores the ramp-up and prethermal

regimes, respectively. Second, since there is only one set
of terms (â, â†) that violates the U(1) symmetry, we can
realize freezing for any oscillator frequency ω0/Ω by tun-
ing the parameter A/Ω. In a generic many-body system,
there can be multiple symmetry violating operators in
H0(λ), and [H0(λ),Q] need not vanish by tuning a sin-
gle parameter A/Ω. However, as we will show later in
Sec. IV, the minimum value decays as a power-law in
1/Ω.

IV. Floquet spin chain: numerical results

We now turn to the main example of interest in this
paper, and demonstrate that the key features discussed
above can be generalized to a many-body setting using
the same fRG. We have analyzed the flow trajectories for
a one-dimensional, non-integrable Ising spin chain with a
Floquet cosine-wave drive coupled to the transverse field.
The results are sufficiently universal, even in the presence
of additional perturbations to the Hamiltonian (see Ap-
pendix F for an additional example), that we believe our
results are representative of the general phenomenology
introduced above. The Hamiltonian is given by,

H(t) =
∑
i

[
−JSz

i S
z
i+1 − J2S

z
i S

z
i+2 + 2ASx

i cos(Ωt)
]
,

(9)
where the second-neighbor coupling J2 is responsible for
the non-integrable nature; for J2 = 0, freezing in the
integrable (free) Hamiltonian has been analyzed previ-
ously [39]. We can split the above Hamiltonian into two
parts,

H0(0) =
∑
i

[
−JSz

i S
z
i+1 − J2S

z
i S

z
i+2

]
, (10a)

H1(0) = A
∑
i

Sx
i , (10b)

which represent the initial condition for the flow associ-
ated with H0(λ) and H±1(λ), respectively. Our numer-
ical results will be presented in units where J = 1. In
Appendix F, we present results for H0(0) that includes
an additional transverse magnetic field along the x direc-
tion.
At the dynamically frozen point, we expect the oper-

ator O =
∑

i S
x
i (≡ Q) to exhibit an approximate emer-

gent conservation law. One of the principle quantities of
interest will be,

P (λ) =
∥[H0(λ),O]∥
∥H0(λ)∥

, (11)

where ∥M∥ =
√

Tr(MM†) is the Frobenius norm. A
small P (λ) implies approximate emergent symmetry gen-
erated by O. To compare across different system size, we
have normalized P (λ) to be an intensive quantity. It is
also useful to define the intensive ratio of the norms of
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A

FP1

FP2 FP3

a) b)

FIG. 3. (a) P (λ) defined in Eq. (11) as a function of A/Ω for λ → λc. The sharp drop in P (λc) marks the freezing points,
FP1, FP2, and FP3, in the considered range of A/Ω. The results for P (λ) are obtained for system size L = 10 using exact
diagonalization, and for L = 40 from MPO calculations. (b) P (λ) as a function of fRG time, (λ), for the different freezing
points shows a saturation to the plateau at “late” times. Results for all freezing points are shown for L = 40 from MPO
computations, and for non freezing point (NFP) for L = 10 using ED. The drive frequency is fixed as Ω = 10. We show the
results for P (λ) for L = 10 until λ = 10 in the Appendix F

FIG. 4. P (λ → λc) for (L = 10, 20, 40) at the first freezing
point (FP1) exhibits a universal 1/Ω2 scaling. Inset: Q(λ =
λc) for different system sizes exhibits an exponential decay
with increasing driving frequency. The data near FP2 also
follows the same frequency scaling.

the driven part of the Hamiltonian with respect to the
static part,

Q(λ) =
∥H1(λ)∥
∥H0(λ)∥

, (12)

which quantifies the extent to which the oscillatory com-
ponent has been removed during the flow. As discussed
in the discussion surrounding Eq. (5), a smaller Q(λ)
implies that H0(λ) is a better approximation for the ef-
fective Floquet Hamiltonian.

A. Approach to prethermal regime
at freezing point

To diagnose dynamical freezing numerically, we will
evolve Eqs. (3) (i.e. let them flow) to a fRG time λ = λc,
such that Q(λc) ≪ 1 and P (λ) exhibits a λ−independent
plateau. In other words, λc is then in the initial prether-
mal regime. In this subsection, we choose λc ≲ λmin,
the fRG time where H1(λ) minimizes. For all of the
numerical computations in this section, we find that a
λc = 1 × J−1 satisfies these numerical criteria. In gen-
eral, we find that λc should be set to the inverse intrin-
sic single-particle energy scales associated with the local
thermalization dynamics.
In Fig. 3(a), we show explicit results for P (λ) at and

away from the freezing points; clearly, this requires us to
identify the location for the freezing points. Thus, we
first performed a scan of P (λ = λc) over a fine interval
of A/Ω (including for a L = 40 chain using MPO), which
clearly reveals the sharp features associated with freez-
ing. These are encoded in the striking drop of P (λc) at
specific values of A/Ω. Note that λc is chosen such that
P (λ) is already in a plateau-like regime, as explained
above, and shown in Fig. 3(b). Interestingly, there is
an “asymptotic” plateau associated with P (λ) as a func-
tion λ, both at and away from freezing (We show in Ap-
pendix F that the plateau feature at Ω = 10J can extend
to much longer fRG time). However, the flow towards
the plateau at the first, second, and third freezing points,
are accompanied by a rich structure, reminiscent of some
aspects of the flow trajectories for the driven harmonic
oscillator in Fig. 2, which we shall describe in more detail
below.

The locations of the freezing points are roughly con-
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a) b)

10
10
10
10 N
N

FIG. 5. (a) Half chain entanglement entropy (EE) density, [i.e. s1/2 = S1/2/(L/2))] plotted stroboscopically as a function of

real time starting from a fully polarized state |ψ⟩ = |x; +⟩⊗L. The results are show for L=10 (using both exact and flow ED),
and L = 40 (using Flow MPO/MPS), at and away from freezing. Inset: Early time evolution of s1/2 at FP1. Other parameters

are set to J = 1, J2 = 0.2, and Ω = 10. (b) Frobenius norm of H0(λ) − H0
magnus as a function of fRG time for varying Ω.

H0
magnus is computed analytically in Appendix E. Inset: Saturation value at late fRG time falls off as 1/Ω2 at FP1 (L = 10).

sistent with the expectations based on Floquet-Magnus
expansion, namely J0(A/4Ω) = 0, where J0 is the Bessel
function (see Appendix E for derivation). As we demon-
strate in Appendix F, the position of the freezing point is
renormalized away from the leading-order Magnus result,
with a stronger renormalization for smaller Ω.

The flow initially shows a ramp-up behavior where
H0(λ) (and relatedly, P (λ)) varies rapidly with the fRG
time, λ. This is followed by the prethermal regime where
H0(λ) flows slowly with λ, and as a result, P (λ) reaches
a plateau. As noted before, the hallmark of “dynamical
freezing” is the strong reduction in the value associated
with the plateau in P (λ). It is worth highlighting that
this plateau value at freezing, while at least an order of
magnitude smaller than the initial value P (0), does not
vanish exactly. This leads to only an approximate con-
servation of O.

We note two additional features associated with P (λ)
at freezing. First, they develop strong “dips” in the
ramp-up regime (marked by arrows in Fig. 3b), and the
number of such dips is given by (n − 1), where n repre-
sents the order of freezing point. This is reminiscent of
the driven harmonic oscillator example in Fig. 2, where
with varying A/Ω, the flow trajectory can cross the Hsym

plane, associated with the subspace of symmetric Hamil-
tonians. In the many-body situation, the crossing is not
exact. Nevertheless associated with each such near cross-
ing, the distance (in the space of Hamiltonians) between
the effective Hamiltonian and Hsym, which is given by
P (λ) develops a minimum. This corresponds to the dips.
Second, for higher drive amplitudes A/Ω, the flow takes
a longer fRG time to reach the plateau. This can be
intuitively understood as follows: the flow effectively in-
tegrates away the oscillatory part, H1(λ), at a rate pro-

portional to the drive frequency Ω, such that a stronger
drive spends a longer time in the ramp-up regime. This
feature is also consistent with our analytical results in
Sec. V.

It is worth emphasizing that the finite value of P (λ) at
freezing is in sharp contrast to the harmonic oscillator ex-
ample in Fig. 2 presented earlier, where P (λ) vanishes ex-
actly. The difference can be traced back to our conclud-
ing comments in Sec. III, where we pointed out that in a
many-body system, a variety of operators that violate the
emergent conservation can be generated along the flow,
which cannot all be suppressed by fine-tuning a single
parameter, A/Ω. However, these additional symmetry
violating operators can be universally suppressed in the
high frequency Ω → ∞ limit. In Fig. 4, we plot P (λc)
at two distinct freezing points with increasing Ω. Inter-
estingly, we find that P (λc) decays as 1/Ω2 at large Ω,
which is consistent with our analytical results in Sec. V.
Relatedly, Q(λ) (Eq. (12)) falls off exponentially with the
drive frequency, Ω (Fig. 4 inset). We also point out that
P (λ), which is normalized to be an intensive quantity,
already appears to show convergence to the thermody-
namic limit for L = 20, given the lack of any appreciable
difference from the L = 40 results.

Let us end by relating our findings based on the flow
formalism to the real-time dynamics of the driven system.
As discussed in Sec. II, the static part of the Hamiltonian
H0(λ) is to be interpreted as an approximation for the ac-
tual Floquet Hamiltonian, HF , with an error bounded by
∥H1∥. As shown in Fig. 4, ∥H1(λc)∥ decays exponentially
with Ω, implying that H0(λc) should be an excellent ap-
proximation to HF in the large−Ω limit. To test this,
we have computed the growth of the half-chain entangle-
ment entropy density of the system, s1/2 = S1/2/(L/2),
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a) b)

c) d)

Away From Freezing At First Freezing Point

Thermal

Prethermal

(Integrable)

FIG. 6. The Frobenius-norm of (a, b) H1, and (c, d) H0 as a function of fRG time for increasing J2 for L = 10. (a) Away
from freezing, and for J2 = 0, the system flows toward an integrable fixed point. For J2 ̸= 0, at small fRG times the system
first flows toward a prethermal fixed point, and eventually flows to a thermal fixed point. (b) At freezing, the system flows
toward a prethermal fixed point for small and intermediate fRG times, controlled by the emergent approximate integrability,
with the subsequent flow to the thermal fixed point delayed relative to (a). (c) Away from freezing, the onset of thermalization
is controlled by the deviation away from the plateau in H0(λ), whose extent decreases with increasing J2 . (d) At freezing,
the extent of the prethermal plateau in fRG time is enhanced compared to (c). Other parameters are set to: Ω = 2J , J = 1,
A/Ω = 0.3 away from freezing, A/Ω = 0.601 at FP1.

starting from the polarized state |ψ⟩ = |x; +⟩⊗L
, using

two different methods:

(a) We use the exact real-time evolution based on exact
diagonalization to evaluate s1/2.

(b) We treat the problem as an effective static system,
but with Hamiltonian H0(λc), obtained from the
solutions to the flow-equations using exact diag-
onalization, as well as MPO-based evolution us-
ing Time-Dependent-Variational Principle (TDVP)
[79–84], respectively.

The results for s1/2 obtained using both sets of methods
are plotted in Fig. 5(a), which show excellent numeri-
cal agreement at and away from freezing. This provides
further evidence for our Floquet flow renormalization be-
ing able to capture the essential universal aspects of the
problem, including the growth of entanglement entropy
in real-time. We also note that H0(λ) in the prethermal
regime accurately captures the real-time dynamics up to
an exponentially long time. Finally, we directly compare
the “distance” between H0(λ) and H0

magnus, the leading
order result of the Floquet-Magnus expansion (see Ap-
pendix E for detail), which is expected to capture the

prethermal dynamics in the Ω → ∞ limit. Indeed, we
see that this distance decreases along the flow trajectory,
λ, and reaches a plateau in the prethermal regime; the
plateau value decays as 1/Ω2 in the high frequency limit,
which is consistent with our analytical result in Sec. V.
Furthermore, we demonstrate in Appendix B thatH0(λc)
is approximately isospectral to the actual Floquet Hamil-
tonian HF .

B. Thermalization via instantons

Let us now address the flow away from the prether-
mal fixed point. For that matter, we study ∥H1(λ)∥ for
different values of the next-nearest-neighbor coupling J2,
at and away from a freezing point, up to intermediate
fRG time, λc. In this subsection, we will set λc ≫ λmin.
We note that J2 ̸= 0 breaks free-fermion integrability of
the model. Therefore, we expect that H1(λ) ceases to
decay, and shows an upturn at intermediate fRG times
when J2 ̸= 0. Our access to this regime is partly con-
strained by two factors: First, the initial exponential de-
cay of H1(λ) is limited by numerical floating-point pre-
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a)

b)

FIG. 7. (a) Frobenius norm of H1(λ) as a function of fRG
time for L = 10. Inset: isolated peak at late fRG time along
with theoretical fit [(a/2)sech(a(λ− b))]. Parameters: J = 1,
J2 = 0.2, Ω = 2.0 at FP1. (b) Frobenius norm of H0(λ), with
a step-like feature correlated with the peak in H1(λ) in (a).
Additional results for L = 6 are shown in Appendix F

.

cision. The prethermal cutoff fRG time λmin and the
drive frequency Ω are limited by Ωλmin < ln(1/ϵfp),
where ϵfp ∼ 10−16 is the floating-point precision. Beyond
that, H1(λ) will decay below floating-point precision be-
fore reaching the upturn. Second, the growth of ∥H1(λ)∥
is associated with a non-trivial operator-spread in space,
causing the bond dimension of the MPO to grow rapidly.
Due to these constraints, we choose to study this regime
using the ED method with a smaller value of Ω, as shown
in Fig. 6. The latter issue can be addressed using more
sophisticated MPO compression in future work [85], but
we expect that the qualitative considerations are likely
to be similar to what we describe below.

As noted before, for a small fRG time λ in the ramp-up
regime, H1(λ) decays exponentially with λ, as shown in
Fig. 6. However, for intermediate values of λ, ∥H1(λ)∥
reaches a minimum and starts to grow at λ = λmin. Con-
currently, the static component H0(λ) is no longer in the
plateau regime, and starts to flow as well. Using Eq. (5),
we can interpret the minimum of ∥H1(λ)∥ as the termi-
nation of the prethermal regime, and the associated time

scale teff ∼
∥∥1̂∥∥/∥H1(λmin)∥ marks the maximal (real)

time of validity of the prethermal Hamiltonian H0(λmin).
In the fRG language, this implies that the prethermal
fixed point is unstable in generic non-integrable systems,
and the flow turns away from the fixed point at λ = λmin.

Clearly, as the system flows away from the prethermal
fixed point, we expect the emergent symmetry associ-
ated with dynamical freezing to also be lost. However,
we point out that dynamical freezing does provide ad-
ditional mitigation against thermalization. As we see in
Fig. 6, for a many-body system driven at the freezing
point, the minimum fRG time λmin of ∥H1(λ)∥ is in-
deed delayed compared to the same system away from
freezing. At the same time, ∥H1(λmin)∥ is smaller, and
H0(λ) shows a longer plateau-like interval. This implies
that the dynamically frozen regime (for the cosine-wave
drive) thermalizes slower compared to a generic driven
(unfrozen) system, in the sense of both fRG time and
real time.

Next, we address the flow dynamics beyond the
prethermal fixed point. We run the flow equation Eq. (3)
using the ED method up to a fRG time λ ≫ λmin, and
the result is shown in Fig. 7. After the minimum associ-
ated with the termination of the prethermal fixed point,
∥H1(λ)∥ shows additional peaks, separated by regions of
exponential decay. To interpret the behavior of ∥H1(λ)∥,
we generalize the lesson we learn from the prethermal
fixed point: The flow equation Eq. (3a) shows that the
flow rate of H0(λ) is determined by the magnitude of
H1(λ). When ∥H1(λ)∥ decays exponentially, it implies
that the system is close to an unstable fixed point and
that the flow of H0(λ) runs slowly. In contrast, when
∥H1(λ)∥ grows and attains a peak, it is interpreted as a
rapid flow from one fixed point to the other. As we show
in Fig. 7, when H1(λ) shows a peak, there is a concurrent
step-like feature in H0(λ). Therefore, the trajectory at
large fRG times can be interpreted as the flow between
a series of unstable fixed-points. In particular, most of
the fRG time is spent near a fixed point, and the tran-
sition between fixed-points only takes a short interval of
fRG time. Therefore, it is appropriate to associate these
transitions with instantons [86].

As we will discuss in Sec. V, an instanton event is asso-
ciated with the reorganization of the spectrum of H0(λ).
When λ ≫ λmin, most instantons are elementary in the
sense that they only involve a pair of eigenvalues ofH0(λ)
and a single matrix element of H1(λ), which is amenable
to an analytical description. As a result, ∥H1(λ)∥ shows
a simple ‘single-peak’ structure that agrees with the ana-
lytical solution in Eq. (22) below. However, we note there
are also instances where multiple instantons are close to
each other, and there can be nontrivial interactions be-
tween them. As shown in Fig. 7, the first growth regime
of ∥H1(λ)∥ after λ = λmin is one of such examples, where
two instantons are close to one another resulting in a
‘double-peak’ feature in ∥H1(λ)∥. In Appendix F, we
present results for a smaller system size (L = 6), where
we were able to simulate the flow for significantly longer
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fRG times and access more instanton events. We found
examples of well-isolated instantons, which continue to
be well described by the theoretical results in Sec. V.

V. Analytical results

In this section, we present analytical results related
to the solutions of the flow equations Eq. (3), especially
in the putative dynamically frozen regime and beyond.
Our discussion is divided into two parts. First, at early
times, which includes the ramp-up regime and the ap-
proach to the prethermal fixed-point, the flow equation
can be analyzed in a perturbative manner that is similar
in spirit to the Magnus expansion, but with important
key differences that appear in the beyond leading-order
terms. Second, in the late time regime (which is the
main regime of interest), the flow equation describes the
departure from the prethermal fixed point and is ana-
lyzed non-perturbatively. This is where we obtain an
approximate analytical handle on the instanton events
that control the flow towards the thermal fixed-point.

A. Early time: approach to prethermal behavior

The early-time behavior of Eq. (3) with a fRG time,
λ ∼ Ω−1, is associated with the emergence of the prether-
mal behavior in the ramp-up regime, which is more pro-
nounced in the high-frequency Ω → ∞ limit. Here, both
H0(λ) and H1(λ) are expected to be exponentially local
(operator strings of length l will have a coefficient that
decays exponentially in l). To describe the associated
flow-dynamics, it is useful to perform a high-frequency
expansion in terms of the initial Hamiltonian, H0(0)/Ω.
Formally, we rescale the static component at λ = 0 by
H0(0) → H0(0)ζ, and then organize the Hamiltonian
components for λ > 0 in powers of ζ:

H0(λ) = ζH
(1)
0 (λ) + ζ2H

(2)
0 (λ) + . . . , (13a)

H1(λ) = H
(0)
1 (λ) + ζH

(1)
1 (λ) + . . . . (13b)

Note that ζ simply serves as a convenient dimensionless
(book-keeping) parameter; the actual expansion is orga-
nized in powers of H0(0)/Ω.
The expansion in Eq. (13) clearly shares some similar-

ity with the standard Floquet-Magnus expansion, which
is believed to capture the asymptotic high-frequency be-
havior of a Floquet system [66]. For instance, the leading
order term can be computed analytically, as discussed in
detail in Appendix. C. Under the simplifying condition,
H1(0) = H−1(0), we obtain at leading order in ζ:

H
(1)
0 (λ) =

[
J1(ẑe

−λΩ)Y0(ẑ)− Y1(ẑe
−Ωλ)J0(ẑ)

]
(14a)

× π

2
e−ΩλẑH0(0) ,

H
(0)
1 (λ) = H1(0)e

−Ωλ , (14b)

where ẑ = 2AdH1(0)/Ω is an operator that acts on H0(0),
and Jm and Ym are Bessel functions which are interpreted
as a formal series in ẑ. We use the notation AdX as the
adjoint operator: AdXY = [X,Y ].
The leading order solution in Eq. (14) describes the

approach to the prethermal fixed-point in the ramp-up
regime. The typical fRG timescale associated with this
approach is rapid, of O(Ω−1). As we approach the fixed
point, the oscillatory component H1(λ) decays exponen-
tially with the fRG time λ, and the static component
H0(λ) approaches a high-frequency effective Hamilto-
nian. The resulting effective Hamiltonian agrees with
the (modified) Magnus expansion,

H
(1)
0 (λ→ ∞) = H

(0)
F ≡ J0

(
2AdH1(0)

Ω

)
H0(0) , (15)

which serves as the leading order description of the
prethermal fixed-point. Higher order corrections can be
obtained order-by-order using the expansion in Eq. (13).
However, we find that the higher order terms are dif-
ferent from the usual Magnus expansion. In particular,
the correction term from the Magnus expansion for the
present problem would be O(1/Ω), but from the above
flow expansion we obtain the correction to be O(1/Ω2).
The difference between these two approaches have a

deeper explanation, that can be revealed from the point
of view of a gauge dependence on the choice of t0 — the
initial time for the drive cycle — in Eq. (2). In gen-
eral, the Floquet Hamiltonian is gauge-dependent as a
different choice of t0 leads to different HF , that is re-
lated via a gauge transformation. The Floquet-Magnus
expansion directly approximates HF and therefore in-
herits the gauge dependence on t0. The expansion yields

HF = H
(0)
F + H

(1)
F + O(1/Ω2). The leading order term

H
(0)
F is given by Eq. (15). The first appearance of an

explicit gauge dependence in the Floquet-Magnus expan-
sion occurs at the next-to-leading order, which takes the
form

H
(1)
F = −

∑
m̸=0

1

mΩ
[hm, h0] . (16)

Here hm is the Fourier coefficient of the co-moving frame
Hamiltonian (see Appendix. C for more details). Note
that Eq. (16) is explicitly gauge-dependent under a shift
of t0 → t0 + δt, where hm → hm exp(imΩδt).
On the other hand, the flow equation yields an ap-

proximation which is manifestly gauge-invariant, and is
therefore able to capture many of the intrinsic gauge-
invariant timescales in a more elegant fashion. This fol-
lows from the fact that the flow equation is invariant
under H1 → eiθH1, H0 → H0. Therefore, the static
component H0(λ) represents a gauge-averaged approxi-
mation of HF , and in hindsight, it is natural to expect a
difference between the standard Floquet-Magnus expan-
sion and the flow result.
Let us now apply the solution in Eq. (14) to explicitly

address dynamical freezing. The setup is as follows: we
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choose the bare drive Hamiltonian, H1(0) = H−1(0) =
AQ. Here Q is the charge of the emergent symmetry,
and A is the driving amplitude, as before. We choose
the bare static Hamiltonian to be, H0(0) = H0,Q=0 +
H0,Q=1. As the subscripts suggest, the two parts have
zero and unit eigenvalues, respectively, under the action
of Q: [Q, H0,Q=q] = qH0,Q=q. The static Hamiltonian
associated with the prethermal fixed point is then,

H0(λpre) ≈ H0,Q=0 + J0

(
2A

Ω

)
H0,Q=1 +O

(
1

Ω2

)
.

(17)
Here, we have chosen to flow the system to λ = λpre,
such that Ωλpre ≫ 1, but but still short compared to the
thermalization timescales, which will be discussed later.
Therefore, by choosing 2A/Ω = νi, where νi are zeros
of the Bessel function J0(...), the prethermal Hamilto-
nian will display an (approximate) emergent symmetry
[H0(λpre),Q] = O(1/Ω2) in the high-frequency limit. To
leading order, the locations of the freezing points agree
with the prediction of the Magnus expansion.

The leading order solution in Eq. (14) also helps
explains several features of the numerical results pre-
sented in Sec. IV. First, in the approach to the prether-
mal Hamiltonian, the commutator [H0(λ),Q] shows dips
whose number is given by (n − 1) for a freezing point,
FPn, respectively. Substituting ẑ = νi into Eq. (14),
we see that the dips are associated with zeros of J1(...),
which correspond to extreme points of J0, and between
every zero of J0 there is one extreme point. Sec-
ond, to approach the prethermal fixed point, we require
(2A/Ω) exp(−Ωλ) ≪ 1. Therefore, for higher freezing
points corresponding to larger A/Ω, it takes longer fRG
time to reach the prethermal plateau.

However, as is well known, for a generic driven sys-
tem that thermalizes to an infinite temperature state,
the expansion in Eq. (13) must eventually break down;
the higher-order terms in H0/Ω should become increas-
ingly relevant at a later fRG time. This connection be-
tween the breakdown of Eq. (13) and heating can be
proven based on our earlier discussion of Eq. (5). Suppose
there is no breakdown, such that the exponential decay of
H1(λ) implies that exp(−itH0(λ)) is an increasingly bet-
ter approximation of the actual time-evolution operator.
However, this contradicts heating because exp(−itH0(λ))
conserves energy. In other words, the prethermal fixed
point is unstable in a generic non-integrable system. In
the next subsection, we present a qualitative and semi-
analytic treatment of the eventual thermalization dynam-
ics even at freezing, beyond the perturbative considera-
tions of the present section.

B. Late-time: thermalization via instantons

To describe the nonlinear effects in Eq. (3), consider
running the flow equations up to some initial fRG time
λpre, during which the prethermal flow in Eq. (14) is a

good approximation. Recall that λpre satisfies λpre ≫
Ω−1, but is smaller than the a priori unknown ther-
malization fRG time. We also assume that heating
is sufficiently slow so that λpre satisfies ∥H1(λpre)∥ ≪
∥H0(λpre)∥. Starting from λ = λpre, we can integrate
Eq. (3b) by assuming H0(λ) ≈ H0(λpre), yielding

H1(λ) ≈ e−Ω(λ−λpre)×
e−(λ−λpre)H0(λpre)H1(λpre)e

(λ−λpre)H0(λpre) .
(18)

Expanding Eq. (18) in the eigenbasis (Em, |m⟩) of
H0(λpre), we find

⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ ≈ e(−Ω−Em+En)(λ−λpre) ⟨m|H1(λpre)|n⟩ .
(19)

According to Eq. (19), H1(λ) will decay if Ω > |Em −
En| for all pairs of {m,n} with ⟨m|H1(λpre)|n⟩ ≠ 0. This
case corresponds to the pre-thermal fixed point being sta-
ble, and the associated expansion in Eq. (13) is expected
to converge. However, this condition is not always sat-
isfied, even for exponentially local Hamiltonians. Taking
a spin chain as an example, an exponentially local drive
term H1(λpre) can contain terms that flip l spins simul-
taneously for arbitrary l, despite its amplitude decaying
exponentially in l. If the typical energy of a single spin
flip is J , the matrix elements for l > O(Ω/J) spin flips
will eventually grow after a sufficiently long fRG time.
In Appendix. D, we provide an estimate for these time
scales associated with the evolution of ∥H1(λ)∥.

We argue that ∥H1(λ)∥ is expected to show a mini-
mum at λ = λmin ∼ (1/J) ln(Ω/J), where ∥H1(λ)∥ ∼
exp [−(Ω/J) ln(Ω/J)]; see Fig 9 in Appendix D for nu-
merical evidence of such scaling. This implies that we can
choose λpre = λmin, and H0(λmin) is a good approxima-
tion of the time evolution up to exponentially long time
in Ω. This is consistent with generic expectations that
heating in rapidly driven system is exponentially slow
in Ω [30–38] . When λ ≫ λmin, we expect a growth in
∥H1(λ)∥, where different operators in H1(λ) are expected
to have distinct thermalization timescales. For an oper-
ator that flips l spins, the thermalization time scale is
expected to be

λ
(l)
th ∼ f(l) + l ln(Ω/J)

lJ − Ω
, (20)

where the function f(l) is a dimensionless function of l
that depends on the microscopic details of the system.

The time-scale λ
(l)
th is such that at λ = λ

(l)
th , the ma-

trix element of H1(λ) corresponding to l spin flips be-
comes O(1). As discussed before, only operators that
have grown to be longer than l > O(Ω/J) lead to that

associated thermalization. For l ≫ O(Ω/J), λ
(l)
th is para-

metrically similar to λmin.
We can describe the evolution of H1(λ) approximately,

under the assumption that only one of the matrix el-
ements ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ grows to be O(1) — we dub this
a single-instanton event. In this scenario, we ignore all
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of the other matrix elements of H1(λ). Then, the term

[H1, H
†
1 ] in Eq. (3a) becomes approximately diagonal in

the instantaneous eigenbasis of H0. The flow equations
simplify to

∂λEm(λ) = 2| ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ |2 , (21a)

∂λEn(λ) = −2| ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ |2 , (21b)

∂λ ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ = [−Ω− Em(λ) + En(λ)] ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ .
(21c)

Here Em(λ) and En(λ) are the eigenvalues of the instan-
teous eigenvectors {|m⟩ , |n⟩} of H0(λ), and |m⟩ , |n⟩ are
approximately independent of λ. The analytical solutions
are given by,

En(λ)− Em(λ) = Ω− Ω̃ tanh(Ω̃(λ− λ̃)) , (22a)

| ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ | =
Ω̃

2 cosh(Ω̃(λ− λ̃))
, (22b)

where Ω̃, λ̃ are integration constants determined from
initial conditions at λ = λpre. Several remarks are now
in order.

For a generic non-integrable Hamiltonian, we expect
the above single-instanton scenario to be a good approx-
imation for the thermalization dynamics, in the absence
of any special degeneracies in Em(λ)−En(λ), and when
only one pair of levels are coupled strongly by H1(λ) via
⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩. Under this assumption, different matrix el-
ements of H1(λ) will become O(1) at different fRG times,
and at a given fRG time only one particular matrix el-
ement is large. As a corollary, near λ = λ̃, the norm
∥H1(λ)∥ will be dominated by a single matrix element.
This line of reasoning and the associated analytical form
of ∥H1(λ)∥ in Eq. (22b) is consistent with our numeri-
cal results, as shown by the excellent fit in Fig. 7 (Ad-
ditional examples are also shown in Appendix F.). We
note that in the presence of additional symmetries that
enforce degeneracies in Em(λ)−En(λ), the Eqs. (21) can
be extended to include the whole irreducible representa-
tion of the symmetry. We leave this generalization for
future work.

Due to the explicitly broken time-translation symme-
try, the Floquet Hamiltonian is only well defined modulo
Ω. However, at λ = 0 the initial Hamiltonian H0(0)
can have a many-body bandwidth larger then Ω. The
instanton solution in Eq. (22) connects these two limits
by describing the band-folding dynamics of H0(λ); see
e.g. the schematic in Fig. 1. During the instanton event,
(En − Em) decreased from Ω + Ω̃ to Ω − Ω̃. If |Ω̃| > Ω,

there will appear to be an accidental degeneracy at λ = λ̃.
We expect that this degeneracy will be lifted after includ-
ing the other matrix elements neglected in Eq.(21). Ad-

ditionally, we note that when |Ω−Ω̃| > Ω, a single instan-
ton event is not enough to fold (En, Em) into an energy
interval shorther than Ω. In that case, this can trigger
subsequent instanton events driven by the matrix ele-
ment ⟨n|H1(λ)|m⟩ (note that m,n is exchanged), where

now it satisfies the growth criterion Em − En > Ω. On
the contrary, there will be no subsequent instanton events
in ⟨n|H1(λ)|m⟩ nor ⟨m|H1(λ)|n⟩ if |Ω − Ω̃| < Ω. There-
fore, the energy levels of H0(λ) are folded step by step in
a series of instanton events. When no further instanton
events occur, H0(λ) has the property that |Em−En| < Ω
for any pair of eigenstates m,n, and at the same time
H1(λ) will decay exponentially to zero.

VI. Outlook

Going beyond conventional Floquet-Magnus high-
frequency expansions and numerical exact diagonaliza-
tion of microscopic Hamiltonians, here we have employed
the Floquet flow formalism to analyze the phenomenol-
ogy of dynamical freezing from a fresh (and universal)
perspective. Most interestingly, we find that the bare
driven Hamiltonian flows towards the inevitable ther-
mal fixed point via a series of unstable fixed points
even at the dynamically frozen points. Freezing itself
is associated with an emergent approximate conserva-
tion law, that appears at the first prethermal fixed point
along the flow. By combining numerical solutions of the
flow equations using exact diagonalization and matrix-
product operator-based techniques, as well as analytical
approximations that are non-perturbative in the inverse
drive frequency (Ω), we have shown that freezing is ap-
proximate at any finite Ω. Moreover, the violation of the
emergent conservation law, quantified by the commuta-
tor [H0(λ),Q], vanishes as 1/Ω2 in the high-frequency
limit.
One of the key contributions of this work is the anal-

ysis of thermalization dynamics of the system beyond
the prethermal fixed point, where we find that the flow
between the intermediate fixed points can be described
using instanton events. For the sake of concreteness, we
have chosen to study the driven spin chain as our main
numerical example using complementary methods. How-
ever, the demonstrated features for freezing and thermal-
ization are quite generic, as demonstrated by the beau-
tiful agreement between our numerical results and the
general model-independent analytical computations.
We note that despite the simple (yet elegant) solu-

tion in Eq. (22) for a single instanton event, the thermal-
ization dynamics is still quite complex and “chaotic” in
nature. There are several aspects that our simple ana-
lytical treatment does not capture: First, in the single-
instanton scenario, we have only focused on a single large
matrix element which grows to O(1) but ignored the oth-
ers, which is sufficient to describe the current instan-
ton event. However, the other possibly small matrix
elements are likely strongly perturbed by the presence
of the instantons, which substantially affects the follow-
ing instanton events. Second, while we have argued that
single-instanton events are more likely, it is possible that
two instanton events happen in relatively quick succes-
sion (e.g. in Fig. 7 (a)). We leave a detailed analytical
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study of such two- and multiple-instanton events for fu-
ture investigation.

We conclude by discussing several future directions.
In the current work, we have only considered the cosine
wave drive for simplicity, as there are just two Fourier
components in the flow equation. Recently, there has
been numerical evidence suggesting that dynamical freez-
ing is more robust for square-wave drive [45, 53]. The flow
formalism can be generalized to describe the square-wave
drive, by introducing an infinite series of Hamiltonian
components corresponding to the Fourier decomposition
of the drive function [63]. Whether the flow away from
the first prethermal fixed point is similar in character
to the example studied here, but with possibly delayed
timescales, is an interesting open question.

Time evolution of matrix-product states and operators
is in general computationally demanding, due to operator
spreading and entanglement growth. In our setup, this
problem is mitigated by dynamical freezing, where the
slower entanglement growth compared to non-freezing
points enabled simulation upto timescales long enough to
access the prethermal regime. In the future, it would be
useful to combine constraints imposed by the emergent
symmetry at freezing with the recently developed MPO
compression algorithm [85] to enable numerical simula-
tion upto even longer timescales. Studying the operator
spreading using these algorithms, both at and away from
freezing, remains an interesting future direction.
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A. Connection between flow-renormalization and
Schrieffer-Wolff transformation

In this section, we provide a brief pedagogical review
of the connection between the flow-renormalization ap-
proach [56], and the more standard Schrieffer-Wolff (SW)
transformation applied to time-independent Hamiltoni-
ans [65]. The SW transformation is often used to pertur-
batively eliminate the “off-diagonal” high-energy terms
in a Hamiltonian, resulting in an effective Hamiltonian
within a low-energy subspace. The flow-RG equations
essentially use a sequence of such infinitesimal SW trans-
formations to gradually achieve this decoupling over a
finite energy interval at a time. The SW transforma-

tion defines a unitary transformation U = eS , where S is
an anti-Hermitian operator (i.e., S = −S†). The trans-
formed Hamiltonian H ′ is given by:

H ′ = eSHe−S = H + [S,H] +
1

2
[S, [S,H]] + . . . , (A1)

where S is chosen to eliminate the terms that couple dif-
ferent subspaces (e.g., low-energy and high-energy sub-
spaces).
Typically, we write the original Hamiltonian as H =

H0 + V , where H0 is the unperturbed part and V is a
perturbative coupling term. Then, S is chosen such that,

[S,H0] = −V (A2)

This condition ensures that the transformed Hamiltonian
H ′ is approximately block-diagonal to a certain order in
V , decoupling the low-energy and high-energy subspaces.
Within the flow equation approach [56, 58–60], the

Hamiltonian H is transformed continuously by defining
a family of Hamiltonians H(l), where H(0) = H and
H(l) flows toward a diagonal (or block-diagonal) form as
l → ∞. The flow is governed by the differential equation,

dH(l)

dl
= [η(l), H(l)], (A3)

where η(l) is the generator of the transformation, chosen
to be

η(l) = [Hdiag(l), Hoff-diag(l)]. (A4)

Here, Hdiag(l) and Hoff-diag(l) are the diagonal and off-
diagonal parts of H(l), respectively. This choice of η(l)
ensures that the flow gradually drives H(l) towards a
diagonal form as l → ∞, effectively decoupling the low-
energy and high-energy sectors.
The ideas discussed above can be generalized to the

Floquet context using the Sambe representation [63, 87].
In this representation, the time-dependent Hamiltonian
H(t) =

∑
m eimΩtHm is represented in an extended

Hilbert space as

H =
∑
m

[
mΩ⊗ |m⟩ ⟨m|+

∑
M

HM ⊗ |m+M⟩ ⟨m|

]
.

(A5)
The Sambe representation has a gauge-redundancy, so
that the eigenvalues of H can be labeled as

H |ϕnM ⟩ = (εn +MΩ) |ϕnM ⟩ , (A6)

for any M ∈ Z. In particular, εn are the eigenvalues of
the Floquet Hamiltonian, HF .
Following Ref. [63], the Floquet flow is constructed as

a unitary flow in the Sambe representation, which au-
tomatically preserves the eigenspectrum of H and hence
the spectrum of HF . The generator η for the flow is

η(l) =
∑
m

∑
M>0

[HM (l)⊗ |m+M⟩ ⟨m| − h.c.] . (A7)

When there are only two Fourier-componentsH0 andH1,
the flow reduces to Eq.(3) in the main text.
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B. Spectral analysis and quasi-energy eigenvalues

The generators for evolving the Floquet flow equa-
tions are constructed to ensure that the evolution retains
its isospectral character, preserving the quasienergy pro-
vided that both H0(λ) andH1(λ) are retained [63] . Here,
we demonstrate that the flow produces a good approxi-
mation for HF in the sense that H0(λc) itself is approx-
imately isopectral to HF . To verify this numerically, we
calculate the quasienergies ( ϵexactn ) directly from the Flo-
quet unitary [66] using exact diagonalization. We then

compute the eigenvalues of H0(λc), denoted as ϵ
H0(λc)
n .

We define the relative errors,

δ =

∣∣∣∣ϵexactn − ϵ
H0(λc)
n

ϵexactn

∣∣∣∣ (B1)

whose distribution is plotted in Fig. 8 for increasing
system size. We note that for our numerical computa-
tions, λc was set equal to J−1 with an RK4 step size of
λn+1−λn = 0.001 (in units of J−1). We find that this rel-
ative error is peaked around ∼ 10−5. The residual error
arises primarily from the inaccuracies introduced by the
RK4 step. Furthermore, larger Ω result in smaller errors;
for a fixed λc, the norm of H1(λc) decreases with increas-
ing Ω, making H0(λc) increasingly effective in approxi-
mating the actual evolution. This shows that H0(λc) is
an excellent Hamiltonian to capture the exact many-body
dynamics.

FIG. 8. Histogram plot of the relative error in quasienergy, δ
(Eq. (B1)) as a function of varying system size. The relevant
parameters are J = 1, J2 = 0.2, Ω = 10.

C. Early-time analysis

In this appendix, we solve the flow equation in the
early time and large Ω limit, and compare the result with
the (modified) Magnus expansion. The Hamiltonian we

consider is

H(t) = H0 + 2H1 cos(Ωt) , (C1)

where we have chosen H−1 = H1 and H1 = H†
1 in Eq. (1)

at λ = 0.

1. Review of Floquet-Magnus expansion

To set the stage for a comparison with our flow anal-
ysis, we first perform a (modified) Floquet-Magnus ex-
pansion for Eq. (C1), by transforming to the co-moving
frame Hamiltonian. This is achieved by the unitary,

W (t) = exp

(
−2iH1

Ω
sin(Ωt)

)
, (C2)

and the co-moving Hamiltonian is

Hmov(t) =W (t)†H(t)W (t) = exp

(
i
2 sin(Ωt)AdH1

Ω

)
H0 .

(C3)
Here AdXY is an adjoint operator acting on Y , i.e.
AdXY = [X,Y ].
The Floquet-Magnus expansion connects Hmov(t) to

the effective Floquet Hamiltonian HF . The first two or-
ders of the expansion are given by

H
(0)
F =

1

T

∫ T

0

dtHmov(t) , (C4a)

H
(1)
F =

1

2iT

∫ T

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2[Hmov(t1), Hmov(t2)].

(C4b)

To evaluate the integrals, we decompose Hmov into
fourier components,

Hmov(t) =
∑
m

hme
imΩt , where (C5a)

hm = Jm

(
2AdH1

Ω

)
H0 , (C5b)

and Jm is the Bessel function of the first kind. We thus
obtain,

H
(0)
F = h0 , (C6a)

H
(1)
F =

∑
m,n

I(1)mn[hm, hn] , (C6b)

where the coefficient I
(1)
mn is given by,

I(1)mn =
1

2iT

∫ T

0

dt1

∫ t1

0

dt2 exp(iω(mt1 + nt2)) . (C7)

The only nonzero values for I
(1)
mn are

I
(1)
0m = −I(1)m0 = I

(1)
m,−m =

1

2mΩ
, m ̸= 0 , (C8)
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and I
(1)
00 = −(iπ)/(2Ω). Since [hm, h−m] = 0, we only

need I
(1)
m0 and I

(1)
0m. Therefore we obtain

H
(1)
F = 2

∑
m̸=0

−1

2mΩ
[hm, h0] . (C9)

2. Solution of flow equation

In this subsection, we solve the flow equation in the
early-time limit, which we reproduce below,

∂λH0(λ) = 2[H1(λ), H
†
1(λ)] , (C10a)

∂λH1(λ) = −ΩH1(λ)− [H0(λ), H1(λ)] , (C10b)

where the initial condition is chosen to satisfy H1(0) =
H1(0)

†.
We first integrate Eq. (C10b) to obtain

H1(λ) = e−ΩλU(λ)H1(0)U(λ)−1 , (C11)

where

U(λ) = T exp

(
−
∫ λ

0

dλ̄H0(λ̄)

)
, (C12)

where T denotes time-ordering in λ. Therefore,
Eq.(C10a) can be cast as,

∂λH0(λ) = 2e−2Ωλ[H̄1(λ), H̄1(λ)
†] , (C13)

where

H̄1(λ) = U(λ)H1(0)U(λ)−1, (C14a)

H̄1(λ)
† = U(λ)−1H1(0)

†U(λ) . (C14b)

Taking an additional derivative in Eq.(C13), we obtain a
(nonlinear) second-order differential equation for H0(λ):

∂2λH0(λ) + 2Ω∂λH0(λ) +

2e−2Ωλ
{
AdH̄1(λ),AdH̄1(λ)†

}
H0(λ) = 0 . (C15)

Here H̄1(λ) and H̄1(λ)
† depend on H0(λ), as described

by Eqs. (C14a), and (C14b), and {·, ·} denotes the usual
anticommutator.

We emphasize that all of the manipulations thus far
are exact. To make connection with the Floquet-Magnus
expansion above, we can expand Eq. (C15) in powers of
H0(0), i.e.

H0(λ) = ζH
(1)
0 (λ)+ζ2H

(2)
0 (λ)+ζ3H

(3)
0 (λ)+ . . . , (C16)

where H
(k)
0 (λ) depends on the k-th power of H0(0), and

ζ is a convenient book keeping parameter to organize the
expansion. We now obtain the forms of these corrections
up to the third order term.

• First order term: We first solve for H
(1)
0 , which

is obtained by setting H̄1(λ) = H̄1(λ)
† = H1(0) in

Eq. (C15), and the associated linear second-order dif-
ferential equation:

∂2λH
(1)
0 (λ) + 2Ω∂λH

(1)
0 (λ) + 4e−2ΩλAd2H1(0)H

(1)
0 (λ) = 0 .

(C17)
The analytical solution, with an initial condition

H
(1)
0 (0) = H0(0), ∂λH

(1)
0 (0) = 0, is given by

H
(1)
0 (λ) =

π

2
e−Ωλẑ

[
J1(ẑe

−λΩ)Y0(ẑ)− Y1(ẑe
−Ωλ)J0(ẑ)

]
H0(0) ,

(C18)
where ẑ = 2AdH1(0)/Ω, and Ym denotes Bessel func-
tion of the second kind. Taking the λ → ∞ limit, we
obtain a result consistent with the leading order mag-
nus expansion:

H
(1)
0 (λ→ ∞) = J0

(
2AdH1(0)

Ω

)
H0(0) . (C19)

We apply the results above to the driven Harmonic
oscillator example discussed in Sec. III. It implies that
the U(1) violating component B0(λ) of H0(λ), in the
ω0 ≪ Ω limit, will take the form

B0(λ) =
πAω1

2Ω
e−Ωλ

[
J1

(
A

Ω
e−Ωλ

)
Y0

(
A

Ω

)
− J0

(
A

Ω

)
Y1

(
A

Ω
e−Ωλ

)]
. (C20)

Then the λ → ∞ limit reads B0(λ → ∞) =
ω1J0(A/Ω). Therefore, to leading order the U(1) sym-
metry emerges when A/Ω equals zeros of the Bessel
function J0, which agrees with prediction of the Mag-
nus expansion.

• Second order term: The term, H
(2)
0 (λ), can be ob-

tained by expanding Eq. (C15) to O(ζ2), with a result-
ing equation:

∂2λH
(2)
0 (λ)+2Ω∂λH

(2)
0 (λ)+4e−2ΩλAd2H1(0)H

(2)
0 (λ) = S(2)(λ) .

(C21)
The source term, S(2)(λ), is obtained by expanding the
last term of Eq. (C15) to O(ζ2),

S(2)(λ) = −2e−2Ωλ

[{
Ad

H̄
(1)
1 (λ)

,Ad
H̄

(0)
1 (λ)†

}
+

{
Ad

H̄
(0)
1 (λ)

,Ad
H̄

(1)
1 (λ)†

}]
H

(1)
0 (λ) . (C22)

Here we have similarly expanded H̄1(λ) in powers of ζ:

H̄1(λ) = H̄
(0)
1 (λ) + ζH̄

(1)
1 (λ) + . . . , (C23)

and the leading order term is just the bare drive Hamil-

tonian H̄
(0)
1 (λ) = H1(0). The first order term is ob-

tained by expanding Eq. (C14a),

H̄
(1)
1 (λ) = −

∫ λ

0

dλ̄
[
H

(1)
0 (λ̄), H1(0)

]
. (C24)
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Interestingly, due to conjugation, H̄
(1)
1 (λ)† =

−H̄(1)
1 (λ), the two terms in Eq. (C22) cancel, and

hence the source term, S(2)(λ) = 0, in Eq. C22 van-

ishes. Combining with the initial condition H
(2)
0 (0) =

∂λH
(2)
0 (0) = 0, the second order term vanishes identi-

cally.

• Third order term: The first non-trivial correction
appears at the third order, which satisfies

∂2λH
(3)
0 (λ)+2Ω∂λH

(3)
0 (λ)+4e−2ΩλAd2H1(0)H

(3)
0 (λ) = S(3)(λ) ,

(C25)
with a source term,

S(3)(λ) = −2e−2Ωλ

[{
Ad

H̄
(2)
1 (λ)

,Ad
H̄

(0)
1 (λ)†

}
+

{
Ad

H̄
(0)
1 (λ)

,Ad
H̄

(2)
1 (λ)†

}
+ 2

{
Ad

H̄
(1)
1 (λ)

,Ad
H̄

(1)
1 (λ)†

}]
H

(1)
0 (λ) .(C26)

Here, the second order term H̄
(2)
1 (λ) is

H̄
(2)
1 (λ) =

∫ λ

0

dλ̄1

∫ λ̄1

0

dλ̄2

[
H

(1)
0 (λ̄1),

[
H

(1)
0 (λ̄2), H1(0)

]]
.

(C27)
The source term, S(3), is in general nonzero. Com-

bining Eq. (C25) with the initial condition H
(3)
0 (0) =

∂λH
(3)
0 (0) = 0, we can in principle calculate the cor-

rection to H0(λ → ∞). Instead of carrying out this
computation explicitly, we perform dimensional anal-
ysis of the result. Since the expansion here is in
powers of H0, an additional energy scale must be in-
cluded, which turns out to be the driving frequency
Ω. This can be seen by noting that each integral in λ
(Eqs. (C24), (C27)) introduces a factor of 1/Ω, due to
the fact that λ appears in Eq. (14a) in the form of Ωλ.

Therefore, we expect H
(3)
0 (λ) to take the form:

H
(3)
0 (λ) ∼ 1

Ω2
F̂
(
H1(0)

Ω

)
[H0(0)⊗H0(0)⊗H0(0)] ,

(C28)

where F̂ is a linear functional that acts on H0(0) ⊗
H0(0) ⊗H0(0). This is the promised 1/Ω2 correction,
which we have found numerical evidence for previously
in Fig. 5. Furthermore, we find that the flow formal-
ism agrees with the modified Magnus expansion at the
leading order, but the subsequent correction terms do
not agree, as described previously using arguments re-
lying on gauge-invariance.

D. Estimate of thermalization timescales

In this section, we provide an estimate for the ther-
malization time scale of the Floquet system in the limit

of a large drive frequency, Ω. Our discussion will mainly
involve a spin chain as an illustrative example, where
the typical energy cost of a single spin flip is denoted J .
We also assume that the amplitude A of the drive H1(0)
is at most of the same order as the frequency Ω, and
both H0(0) and H1(0) are sum of local terms. As dis-
cussed in the main text, thermalization happens in the
form of instantons, which corresponds to a matrix ele-
ment of H1(λ) that flips k spins at the same time, with
k > O(Ω/J). Our approach relies on first flowing to the
prethermal regime, and estimating the typical matrix el-
ement, H1(λpre), that flips k spins. Next, we estimate
the fRG time λmin where ∥H1(λ)∥ is minimized. Finally,
we translate this to a real time scale using the relation
teff ∼ ∥H1(λmin)∥−1

.
Let us estimate the typical size of the matrix element,

⟨m|H1(λpre)|n⟩, which flips k spins. From Eq. (C18), we
see that H0(λ) will converge to its prethermal limit in
fRG time of order a few drive cycles λ ∼ Ω−1. Therefore,
we can choose a λpre so that Ωλpre ≫ 1, but still para-
metrically shorter than the thermalization time scale, as
can be verified a posteriori. Assuming this to be true, we
can approximate U(λ) ≈ exp(−λH0(λpre)) in Eq. (C11).
ExpandingH1(λpre) in Eq. (C11) using the BCH formula,

H1(λpre) =
∑
k

(−1)kλkpre
k!

AdkH0(λpre)H1(0) . (D1)

The commutator with H0(λpre) will increase the range of
operators byO(1). Therefore, terms involving k spin flips
are from order O(k) of the expansion. Since λpre ≫ Ω−1,

we bound λkpre by Ω−k. Using
∥∥∥AdkH0(λpre)H1(0)

∥∥∥ ≤ Jkk!

[30], the matrix element that involves k spin flips will be
bounded by order (J/Ω)k.
Now, let us resume the flow and analyze the evolu-

tion of ∥H1(λ)∥. As discussed in the main text, matrix
element of H1(λ) with k spin flips will evolve with the
factor exp[(kJ − Ω)(λ − λpre)]. Summing contributions
of different k to ∥H1(λ)∥, we obtain

∥H1(λ)∥ ∼
∑
k

ak

(
J

Ω

)k

e(λ−λpre)(kJ−Ω) . (D2)

Here ak are numerical coefficients that we expect to decay
to zero as k → ∞.
Since Ω ≫ J , ∥H1(λ)∥ will initially show decay for

small (λ−λpre), followed by a growth for larger (λ−λpre).
To estimate the minimum time λmin, we rewrite k =
Ω/J + δk, and we have

∥H1(λ)∥ ∼
∑
δk

ak

(
J

Ω

)δk+Ω/J

e(λ−λpre)δkJ . (D3)

Since Ω/J ≫ 1, the dependence of ak on δk will be weak,
and we approximate the summation by δk from −∞ to
∞. The minimum is reached when the terms of exponent
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FIG. 9. Driving frequency (Ω) scaling of H1(λ) as a function
of fRG time for J = 1, J2 = 0.9, L = 10, and A/Ω = 0.9. In-
set: Value of λ corresponding to the minimum norm of H1 as
a function of Ω, demonstrating an order-of-magnitude agree-
ment with the theoretical prediction in Eq. (D4). Here, the
theoretical data points are obtained by substituting J = 0.47
in Eq. (D4), which is roughly the spin-flip energy associated
with the non-integrable coupling J2.

δk are balanced by terms of exponent −δk, meaning that
exp(J(λ− λpre)) ∼ O(1). Therefore, we obtain

λmin − λpre ∼
1

J
ln

Ω

J
. (D4)

The dependence of ak on k does not alter the estimate
significantly. For example, if ak ∝ (k!)−α, it only changes
the numerical prefactor of the estimate due to k ∼ Ω/J .
At the same time, ∥H1∥ is roughly,

∥H1(λmin)∥ ∼
(
J

Ω

)Ω/J

∼ exp

(
−Ω

J
ln

Ω

J

)
. (D5)

Therefore, the heating rate is exponentially small in Ω,
and our estimate is consistent with [30]. We also see that
our choice of Ωλpre ≫ 1 is consistent as λmin − λpre ≫
1/Ω. In Fig. 9 we plot the Ω scaling of the norm of
H1(λ) which shows order of magnitude agreement with
our theoretical prediction.

Another fRG timescale λth describes the time when
∥H1(λ)∥ grows to order one. Each term of Eq. (D2) will
yield a different estimate. For k = l, we obtain

λ
(l)
th ∼ f(l) + l ln(Ω/J)

lJ − Ω
. (D6)

Here f(l) = ln(1/al), and is expected to be a smooth
function. For example, al ∝ (l!)−α will lead to f(l) ∼
αl ln l. The estimate above shows that only operators
that flip l > O(Ω/J) spins will lead to growth of H1(λ),

and hence an instanton. The minimum of λ
(l)
th is expected

to be parametrically similar to λmin.
E. Floquet-Magnus analysis for driven spin chain

We compute the Floquet-Magnus expansion for the
spin-chain Hamiltonian, utilizing results derived in Ap-
pendix C. The unitary transformation to the rotating
frame is

W (t) = exp

(
−iα

2
sin(Ωt)

∑
i

Sx
i

)
, (E1)

where α = 4A/Ω.

The co-moving Hamiltonian is

Hmov(t) = −
∑
d=1,2

J (d)

2

∑
i

{
Sy
i S

y
i+d [1− cos (α sin(Ωt))] + Sz

i S
z
i+d [1 + cos (α sin(Ωt))]+

[
Sy
i S

z
i+d + Sz

i S
y
i+d

]
sin(α sin(Ωt))

}
,

(E2)

where J (1) = J and J (2) = J2. Expanding into fourier components, hm = 1
T

∫ T

0
Hmov(t)e

−imΩt, we obtain

hm = −
∑
d=1,2

J (d)

2

∑
i

{
Sy
i S

y
i+d

[
δm,0 −

1 + (−1)m

2
Jm(α)

]
+ Sz

i S
z
i+d

[
δm,0 +

1 + (−1)m

2
Jm(α)

]
(E3)

+
[
Sy
i S

z
i+d + Sz

i S
y
i+d

] 1− (−1)m

2i
Jm(α)

}
, (E4)

The zeroth Floquet Hamiltonian is therefore

H
(0)
F = h0 . (E5)

When J0(α) = 0, H
(0)
F ∼

∑
i(S

y
i S

y
i+1 + Sz

i S
z
i+1) +∑

i(S
y
i S

y
i+2+S

z
i S

z
i+2), which commutes with

∑
i S

x
i . The

result above is compared with the flow Hamiltonian

H0(λ) in Fig. 5, where the difference between the two
decays as 1/Ω2 for large Ω, implying that the leading
order result is the same.
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F. Additional numerical results

In this appendix, we present additional numerical re-
sults that support many of the important conclusions pre-
sented in the main text.

• Effect of transverse field in the x direction: In
Eq. (10a), H0 is purely classical, and so we analyzed
the effect of an additional static transverse field along
the x direction, such that

H(t) =
∑
i

[
−JSz

i S
z
i+1 − J2S

z
i S

z
i+2 +BxS

x
i + 2ASx

i cos(Ωt)
]
.

(F1)

We have analyzed the norm of P (λ) near the dynami-
cal freezing point, just as in the main text. In Fig 10
we show our results for P (λ → λc) as a function of
A/Ω near FP1 for different values of Bx. This demon-
strates that the freezing point associated with the first
(prethermal) fixed point is essentially independent of
Bx, as evidenced by the minimum of P (λc)

0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65
A/

10 2

10 1

P(
c)

Bx = 0.0
Bx = 0.2
Bx = 0.4

FIG. 10. P (λ→ λc) as a function of A/Ω near FP1 for varying
Bx for L = 10. All other parameters are same as in Fig. 3

• Extent of dynamical freezing over longer fRG
time: In the main text, we showed results for the
plateau associated with P (λ) upto λ ∼ 1. However,
the plateau extends until later fRG times, as shown
in Fig. 11, both at and away from freezing point for
Ω = 10.

• Renormalization of freezing points: To examine
the possible renormalization of the freezing point away
from the leading-order Floquet-Magnus predictions, we
compute numerically the location of the minima of
P (λc) for various driving frequencies. In Fig. 12, a fine-
grid scan of P (λc) is performed near FP1 as a function
of A/Ω for two different system sizes (L = 8, 10) using
flow ED. We observe that with increasing frequency,
the minimum of P (λc) approaches the value (= 0.601)

0 2 4 6 8 10
RG Time( )

10 2

10 1

100

P(
)

A/ = 0.3
A/ = 0.601 (First Freezing)
A/ = 0.9

FIG. 11. Normalized commutator, P (λ), for L = 10 as a
function of λ at and away from freezing. All other parameters
are same as in Fig 3.

predicted by the zeroth-order Magnus expansion. How-
ever, for lower frequencies, there is a slight shift in the
location of the freezing point.

0.590 0.595 0.600 0.605 0.610
A/

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05
P(

c)
L = 8, = 5
L = 8, = 7
L = 10, = 5
L = 10, = 7
Magnus

FIG. 12. A fine-grid scan for P (λ → λc) around FP1, for
(L = 8, 10) and two different driving frequencies. The dashed
line represents the prediction from the zeroth-order Magnus
term.

• Multiple separated instanton events: In
Fig. 13(a), we plot the norm of H1 as a function of
fRG time using flow ED for a system of size L = 6.
The two well-separated instanton events are clearly vis-
ible, where the norms of H1(λ) peak at approximately
λ ≈ 125 and λ ≈ 380, respectively. In Fig. 13(b), the
corresponding norm of H0(λ) is shown, displaying a
clear step-like feature precisely at the locations where
H1(λ) peaks. Calculations for longer fRG times are
constrained by our numerical precision, which in this
case is double precision (binary64).
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a)

b)

FIG. 13. (a) Frobenius norm of H1(λ) as a function of fRG
time at FP1 for L = 6, Ω = 1.0J , J = 1,J2 = 0.9J . (b)
Corresponding Frobenius norm of H0(λ). The two instanton
events are marked by arrows in (a), along with the corre-
sponding step-like features in (b).
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