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In the non-adiabatic dynamics across a quantum phase transition, the Kibble-Zurek paradigm
describes that the average number of topological defects is suppressed as a universal power law with
the quench time scale. A conflicting observation, which termed anti-Kibble-Zurek dynamics has been
reported in several studies, specifically in the driven systems with an uncorrelated stochastic (white)
noise. Here, we study the defect generation in the driven transverse field/anisotropy quantum XY
model in the presence of a correlated (colored) Gaussian noise. We propose a generic conjecture
that properly capture the noise-induced excitation features, which shows good agreement with the
numerical simulations. We show that, the dynamical features of defect density are modified by
varying the noise correlation time. Our numerical simulations confirm that, for fast noises, the
dynamics of the defect density is the same as that of the uncorrelated (white) noise, as is expected.
However, the larger ratio of noise correlation time to the annealing time results in larger defects
density formation and reforms the universal dynamical features. Our finding reveals that, the noise-
induced defects scale linearly with the annealing time for fast noises, while in the presence of the
slow noises, the noise-induced defects scale linearly with the square of the annealing time. The
numerical simulations confirm that, the optimal annealing time, at which the defects density is
minimum, scales linearly in logarithmic scale with the total noise power having different exponents
for the fast and slow noises.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Kibble-Zurek mechanism (KZM) provides a pre-
dominant theoretical framework for exploring the critical
dynamics of phase transitions in systems ranging from
cosmology to condensed matter physics [1, 2]. According
to KZM, in thermodynamic limit, no matter how slowly
a system is driven across the transition point, its evolu-
tion cannot be adiabatic close to the critical point (gap
closing point) [3]. Therefore, after crossing the transi-
tion point the system is excited and topological defects
are created in the system. Density of these defects follows

a universal power law and is proportional to τ
−dν/(1+νz)
Q ,

where τQ is the quench time scale, d is the dimension-
ality of the system, ν and z are correlation length and
dynamical critical exponents of the system, respectively
[3–5].

KZM for classical continuous phase transitions has
been verified for many different systems [6–10] but the va-
lidity of the KZM is not restricted to the classical dynam-
ics. The Landau-Zener (LZ) transition formula [11, 12],
describing excitation probability in two-level systems,
has been employed to analytically capture the KZM in
the one dimensional driven transverse field quantum Ising
model (d = 1, ν = 1, z = 1) [13]. KZM in quantum sys-
tems is studied in [14–26] and there are experiments that
have verified it for quantum phase transitions [27–32].
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Although KZM is believed to be broadly applicable, a
conflicting observation has been reported in the study
of ferroelectric phase transition where slower quenches
lead to more topological defects when approaching the
adiabatic limit [33]. This anti Kibble Zurek behavior
(AKZ) can be the result of coupling to dissipative ther-
mal bath [34–36] and also the difficulty of exactly con-
trolling driven parameters [37–39].

It has been shown that, adding the Gaussian white
noise to the driven control parameter of a transverse field
Ising model leads to the anti Kibble-Zurek behavior [5],
which has also been observed in the transverse field XY
model [40, 41]. The aforementioned theoretical predic-
tion has been acknowledged experimentally by applying
fully controlled noisy driving fields on the two level sys-
tem with Landau-Zener crossings [13, 42–45] in a trapped
ion simulator [5, 37, 40].

Despite numerous studies of defect generations in a
wide variety of driven quantum systems in the presence
of the uncorrelated (white) noise [5, 37, 40, 46–48], com-
paratively little attention has been devoted to the driven
quantum systems in the presence of the correlated (col-
ored) noise [49]. From a physical point of view, the in-
fluence of noise correlation time on defect generation is
an interesting open question: does a finite noise correla-
tion time hinder or favor a noise-induced transition? In
particular, we wish to determine how the dynamical fea-
tures of the defect density is modified according to the
correlation of noise. In the presence of white noise, the
scaling behavior of the defect density is known explicitly,
which depends on the quench speed and the strength of
noise [5, 40]. We are going to investigate how the scaling
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behavior is changed whenever the noise is correlated in
time.

To address the aforementioned questions we contribute
to expand the systematic understanding of defect gener-
ation in driven transverse field XY chain in the presence
of Gaussian colored (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck) noise with per-
fect correlation in space, i.e noise fluctuation is the same
for all spins at any time instant. The proposed conjec-
ture, which is confirmed by our numerical simulations,
provides a framework to distinguish the noise-induced ex-
citations from the non-adiabatic excitation in AKZ mech-
anism.

It is worth to mention that in the pioneering works,
Kayanuma [43, 45] has addressed several applications,
where the LZ theory was modified to take into account
thermal noise or noise of a different nature. Such results
depend on whether the noise is slow or fast. More pre-
cisely, it depends on the noise correlation time whether
it is longer or shorter than the Landau-Zener transition
time, τLZ . Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge,
there is no comprehensive study to manifest the effects
of noise correlation time in KZM.

The outline of this work is as follows. In section II,
we briefly review the exact solution and phase diagram
of the transverse field XY model. To calculate the tran-
sition probabilities in the presence of colored noise, the
exact master equation of a quantum system perturbed
by colored noise is presented in Section III. Section IV,
is dedicated to the numerical simulations of the model
based on the exact master equation, where we present
our conjecture which captures the noise-induced excita-
tion features. Finally, Section VI contains some conclud-
ing remarks.

II. TRANSVERSE FIELD XY MODEL

In this section we review the phase diagram of the ex-
actly solvable transverse field XY Model, which has the
following Hamiltonian

H = −J
( N∑

j

(1 + γ(t)

2
σx
j σ

x
j+1 +

1− γ(t)

2
σy
j σ

y
j+1

)
+ g(t)

N∑
j

σz
j

)
,

(1)

where σx,y,z
j are Pauli matrices, and γ is the anisotropy

coefficient which describes the difference of interactive
strength in the x and y components. We consider peri-
odic boundary condition and without loss of generality
we set J = 1 as the energy scale and the system size is
N = 1000.

The system reduces to the transverse field Ising model
and isotropic XY chain for γ = 1 and γ = 0, respec-
tively. This Hamiltonian can be mapped to the spinless
free fermions by using the Jordan-Wigner transformation

PM PM
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FMx
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g

(1)

(2)
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Quantum phase diagram of the spin-
1/2 XY chain, where g is the transverse field and γ is the
anisotropy coefficient. The horizontal blue dashed-line (1)
represents the path of the transverse filed quench and the ver-
tical red dashed-line (2) shows the path of anisotropy quench.

[50, 51] ,

H = −
N∑
j

(
γ(t)[c†jc

†
j+1 − cjcj+1] + c†jcj+1 − cjc

†
j+1

)

−g(t)

N∑
j

(2c†jcj − 1). (2)

In the momentum space, by introducing the Nambu

spinor Ψ†
k ≡ (c†k c−k) within the even parity sub-

space, the free fermion Hamiltonian Eq. (2) can be
written as the sum of N non-interacting terms H =∑

k>0 Ψ
†
kHk(t)Ψk, where k = (2m − 1)π/N with m =

1, 2, . . . , N/2 and the local Hamiltonian reads:

Hk(t) = 2
(
g(t)− cos(k)

)
σ̂z + 2γ(t)sin(k)σ̂x. (3)

The phase diagram of time-independentXY model has
been depicted in Fig. 1. The model reveals two critical
points at gc = ±1, which separates the paramagnetic
phase from the ferromagnetic ones. In addition the line
γ = 0 for −1 < g < 1 corresponds to the anisotropic crit-
ical line separating the two ferromagnetic phases FMx
and FMy, with ordering in x and y directions, respec-
tively. Moreover, there are two gapless lines along g = ±1
where a multicritical point located at g = ±1, γ = 0.
A quantum phase transition occurs when the system is
driven by one or more parameters across the transition
lines/points on the phase diagram.

For the convenience, and without loss of generality, we
choose only one of the Hamiltonian’s parameters (g, γ)
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as linearly quenched in time and the rest is fixed during
the quench protocol.

In the following sections we will investigate two dif-
ferent quench protocols between different regions on the
phase diagram in the presence of a Gaussian colored noise
[52]. First, we consider the transverse field quench, where
only g(t) is varied in time, which is quenching across the
boundary line gc = −1 between the paramagnetic and
ferromagnetic phases, which is denoted by path-(1) in
Fig. 1. Then we study the quench along the gapless line
(g = −1), only γ(t) is varied and crosses the multicritical
point (g = −1, γ = 0), which is represented by path-(2)
in Fig. 1.

III. ENSEMBLE-AVERAGED TRANSITION
PROBABILITIES: EXACT NOISE MASTER

EQUATION

For transparency and ease of notation, we considered
a general time-dependent Hamiltonian

H = H0(t) + η(t)H1(t), (4)

where H0(t) is the noise-free Hamiltonian, while H1(t) is
the “noisy” part of Hamiltonian where η(t) is a Gaussian
colored noise with zero mean and the following temporal
correlation

R(τ) = ⟨η(t)η(t+ τ)⟩ = ξ2

2τn
exp(−|τ |/τn), (5)

where τn is the noise correlation time, ξ the noise am-
plitude and the total power of noise is given by W 2 =
ξ2/2τn.

As shown in Refs.[49, 52, 53] the noise-averaged density
matrix ρ(t) = ⟨ρη(t)⟩ over the whole noise distribution,
is given by the following (nonperturbative) exact master
equation

d

dt
ρ(t) = −i[H0(t), ρ(t)]

− ξ2

2τn

[
H1(t),

∫ t

ti

e−
|t−s|
τn [H1(s), ρ(s)]ds

]
.(6)

As mentioned, the one-dimensional XY model can
be written as a sum of decoupled k-mode Hamiltonians
[34, 52, 54] and consequently the density matrix of the
model has a direct product structure ρ(t) = ⊗kρk(t).
Therefore, the noise master equation for the ensemble-
averaged density matrix ρk(t) takes the form

d

dt
ρk(t) = −i[H0,k(t), ρk(t)]

− ξ2

2τn

[
H1(t),

∫ t

ti

e−
|t−s|
τn [H1(s), ρk(s)]ds

]
.(7)

It should be mentioned that, the above master equa-
tion reduces to the white noise master equation [5, 49, 52]

d

dt
ρk(t) = −i[H0,k(t), ρk(t)]−

ξ2

2τn

[
H1(t), [H1(t), ρk(t)]

]
,

by taking the limit of τn → 0.
By translating Eq. (7) into two coupled differential

equations, the mean transition probabilities are obtained
numerically as ensemble averages ⟨pk⟩ over the noise dis-
tribution {η} [52] (for details see Appendix A).

IV. LINEAR TIME DEPENDENT
TRANSVERSE FIELD

Here, we fix the anisotropy (γ(t) = γ) to search for
the defect density generation due to the sweep of noisy
time dependent transverse field i.e., g(t) = g0(t) + η(t)
through the critical point gc = −1. The first term in the
noisy transverse field shows the linear time dependent
deterministic part g0(t) = gi + (gf − gi)t/τa which
changes from gi at the initial time ti = 0 to the final
value gf at tf = τa, where τa is the annealing time. We
should mention that the quench time scale defined as the
inverse quench rate τQ = 1/(dg0(t)/dt) = τa/(gf − gi),
which reveals that the scaling behavior for both τa and
τQ is the same. The second term η(t) represents the
stochastic Gaussian part of the control field with zero
mean ⟨η(t)⟩ = 0 and canonical Ornstein-Uhlenbeck [55]
two-point correlations given by Eq. (5). We should
note that, in the mentioned ramp quench protocol, the
Landau-Zener transition time is proportional to the
annealing time, i.e., τLZ ∝ τa. Accordingly, fast noise
corresponds to τn ≪ τa and in the opposite limit the
slow noise is represented by τn ≫ τa.

To apply the exact noise master equation (Eq. (7)) we
should decouple the Hamiltonian into noiseless and noisy
parts H = H0(t) + η(t)H1. Using Eq (3) and definition
g(t) = g0(t) + η(t), the noiseless and noisy parts of the

full Hamiltonian are given as H0 =
∑

k>0 Ψ
†
kH0,k(t)Ψk,

where H0,k(t) = 2(g0(t) − cos(k))σ̂z + 2γsin(k)σ̂x and

H1 =
∑

k>0 Ψ
†
kH1,kΨk, with H1,k = 2σ̂z. By numeri-

cally solving the master equation and acquiring the av-
erage density matrix ρk(τa), the density of excitations
is given by the expectation values of the noise-averaged
density matrix (ρk), i.e.,

nW =
2

N

∑
k>0

⟨εk(tf )|ρk(tf )|εk(tf )⟩, (8)

where |εk(tf )⟩ is the excited eigenstate of Hamiltonian at
the end of quench, t = tf .

A. Crossing the critical point gc = −1 for γ = 1

As mentioned, the transverse field XY model reduces
to the transverse field Ising chain, for γ = 1. Here we
assume that g(t) changes linearly from gi = −2 to gf =
0, where the system crosses the critical point gc = −1
(blue dashed-line in Fig. 1) with annealing time τa. The
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The density of excitations (nW ) vs. annealing time (τa) of the transverse field Ising model (γ = 1) for
(a) different noise power (W ) and τn = 1, and (b) W = 0.0004 and different values of noise correlation time.

FIG. 3. (Color online) The spectrum of noise power for (a) slow noises (τn ≫ τa), where almost all of spectral components
excites the system and (b) fast noises (τn ≪ τa), where only part of noise spectral components excites the system.

excited eigenstate of the model at the end of the quench
(gf = 0), is given by

|εk(tf )⟩ =
(
sin(k/2)
cos(k/2)

)
. (9)

The results of numerical simulations based on exact
master equation have been plotted in Fig. 2. The nu-
merical results show good agreement with KZM theoret-
ical prediction in the noiseless case W = 0 (Fig. 2(a)),
where the density of excitations nW scales as a power
of the annealing time with the exponent δ = −1/2, i.e.,

nW ∝ τ
−1/2
a .

In Fig. 2(a) the density of defects has been plotted ver-
sus the annealing time τa for small noise correlation time
τn = 1 (approximately equivalent to the white noise) and
different values of the noise power W 2. As we observe,
the density of excitations grows by increasing the anneal-
ing time in the presence of noise, while according to the
KZM, we expect that the system gets less excited for
larger τa (adiabaticity). This unexpected behavior origi-
nates from the noise effects and can be interpreted as the
noise-induced excitations. (for details see Appendix B.)

In other words, the defect generation is controlled by
two dissenting mechanisms: (i) noise-induced excitations,
which enhances by increasing τa and (ii) non-adiabatic
excitations, which is suppressed by raising the annealing
time and quench time scale. We expect that the non-
adiabaticity by small values of the quench time scale gives
less time for noise to become effective. Consequently,
the interplay of these two competing effects results in a
minimum of the density of defects at optimum annealing

time τ
(opt)
a .

Fig. 2(b) displays the density of excitation for differ-
ent values of the noise correlation time for a fixed noise
power (W = 0.0004). As seen, for constant noise power,
increasing the noise correlation time leads to more ex-
citations. This means that large noise correlation time
(τn ≫ τa) results in the accumulation of noise power
at low frequency range, i.e frequencies below 1/τa (Fig.
3(a)). However, in the fast noise case, i.e., small noise
correlation time (τn ≪ τa), the whole noise power is not
effective in the excitation process and only a fraction of
noise power takes part in defects formation (Fig. 3(b)).

The density of excitations as a function of annealing
time has a minimum (as seen in Fig. 2), which occurs
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at the optimal annealing time (τ
(opt)
a ). The scaling of

optimal annealing time versus the noise power (W 2) has
been plotted in Fig. 4(a) for different values of the noise
correlation time. The numerical results show that, for

fast noise, τ
(opt)
a indicates a power law scaling with noise

power W 2, i.e., τ
(opt)
a ∝ (W 2)β , where β ≈ −0.66, which

is the same as the corresponding one in the presence of
white noises [5, 40]. The scaling exponent of optimal
annealing time is different for slow noise, which is derived
to be β ≈ −0.4.

Moreover, we have investigated the scaling behavior of
optimal annealing time in terms of the noise correlation
time. Fig. 4(b) represents the scaling of the optimal
annealing time versus the noise correlation time for dif-
ferent values of noise power. For small noise correlation
time, all curves show power law scaling of τn with the
same exponent β ≈ −0.66. However, for very large noise
correlation time, the optimum annealing time makes a
plateau versus τn which means that the optimal anneal-
ing time of the slow noises is independent of the noise
correlation time.

Having identified the effect of noise correlation time on
the defect density, we propose the analytical conjecture to
better understand the noise induced-excitation features
and scaling. To this end, we implement the power spec-
trum of noise, which is equal to Fourier transform of the
noise correlation [56, 57]

S(ω) = F{R(τ)} =
ξ2

2π(ω2τ2n + 1)
. (10)

The spectral components of noise with frequency less
than quench characteristic frequency ωc = c/τa (Landau-
Zener time scale), where c is a constant [44], contribute
in the excitation formation. The excitation rate which
is proportional to the average of noise power within the
frequency interval below ωc is given by

Sav =

∫ ωc

−ωc
S(ω)dω

2ωc
=

W 2τa
πc

arctan(
cτn
τa

). (11)

Therefore, the noise-induced excitations (nnoise) in the
quench interval t ∈ [ti = 0, tf = τa], which is propor-
tional to Savτa, is obtained to be

nnoise = bW 2τ2a arctan(
cτn
τa

), (12)

where b is a constant. The total density of excitations
is the sum of noise-induced excitations and excitations
produced due to KZM (n0), i.e.,

nW = n0 + nnoise = aτ−1/2
a + bW 2τ2a arctan(

cτn
τa

).

(13)

As mentioned earlier, the defect density reaches a mini-
mum at the optimum annealing time. Thus, the optimum
annealing time is determined by the roots of equation

dnW /dτa = 0, i.e.,

1

2
aτ−3/2

a + bcW 2τn(
1

1 + (cτn/τa)2
− 2 arctan(cτn/τa)

cτn/τa
) = 0.

(14)

It is worthy to mention that the coefficient a can be
calculated analytically using LZ formula for noiseless case
(W = 0), where pk is given by

pk = e−2πτQk2

, (15)

which results in

n0 =
1

π

∫ π

0

pkdk =
τ
−1/2
Q

2π
√
2
. (16)

By using the quench time scale definition τQ = τa/(gf −
gi) = τa/2, and comparing Eq. (16) with Eq. (13) the
mentioned coefficient is obtained to be

a =
1

2π
. (17)

The other coefficients b and c are calculated based on our
numerical results which are b = 0.88 and c = 3.40.
The dashed black lines in Fig. 4(b) represent the op-

timum annealing time calculated based on the analyti-
cal conjecture Eq. (14) with a = 1/2π, b = 0.88 and
c = 3.40, which is in good agreement with the numerical
results. We have also compared the density of excitation
obtained by Eq. (13) with numerical results in Appendix
C.
To better understand the analytical conjecture and ef-

fects of noise-induced excitations in defect density, we
examine Eq. (14) for two extreme cases: (I) fast noise,
and (II) slow noise.

(I) Fast noise (τn ≪ τa): In this limit, the
arctan(cτn/τa) function can be approximated by
cτn/τa, and Eq. (12) is reduced to

nnoise
τn≪τa≈ bcW 2τaτn, (18)

It is obvious that for fast noises, the contribu-
tion of noise-induced excitation in defect generation
(nnoise) scales linearly with the noise correlation
time τn and annealing time τa and also with the
noise power (W 2). The noise-induced excitations,
obtained by numerically solving the exact master
equation, has been plotted versus annealing time
in Fig. 5(a) for different values of noise power and
τn = 1. The numerical results show that the slope
of lines is proportional to noise power W 2. More-
over, Fig. 5(b) represents the noise-induced exci-
tations versus annealing time for different values of
fast noise correlation time (i.e. τn = 1, 4, 16), for
W = 0.0002, where the slope of lines vary linearly
with the noise correlation time τn. As clear, the nu-
merical simulations is consistent with our proposed
conjecture.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The scaling of τ
(opt)
a versus (a) noise power and (b) noise correlation time, both for γ = 1. The dashed

lines display the analytic conjecture (Eq. (14)) with the coefficients a = 1/2π, b = 0.88 and c = 3.40 and the solid lines
illustrate our numeric simulations.
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Fast noise case: The noise-induced contribution to excitations (nW − n0) vs. τa for (a) constant noise
correlation time and different noise power and (b) constant power and different noise correlation time. The noise-induced
density changes linearly with τa, τn and W 2, because at low frequencies, the spectrum of noise is almost constant.

Furthermore, the optimal annealing time for fast
noise limit is obtained by solving dnW

dτa
= 0, which

results in

τ (opt)a ∝ (W 2τn)
−2/3 ∝ (ξ2)−2/3. (19)

The above equation suggests that the scaling ex-
ponent of optimum annealing time is β = −2/3,
which is consistent with the numerical results for
fast noises β ≈ −0.66 as given in Fig. 4.

(II) Slow noise (τn ≫ τa) : In the slow noise limit ,
the arctan(cτn/τa) is approximately equal to π/2,
where the density of defects (Eq. (12)) is reduced
to

nnoise
τn≫τa≈ bπ

2
W 2τ2a . (20)

It is clearly seen that, in contrast to the fast noise
case, the density of defects does not depend on
the noise correlation time for slow noises. In ad-
dition, for slow noises, the noise-induced excitation
scales linearly with the square of annealing time

(τ2a ), while in the presence of the fast noises it fol-
lows linear scaling with τa. However, scaling of the
noise-induced excitations with noise power is the
same for both slow and fast noises. The noise con-
tribution to the defects density has been shown in
Fig. 6(a) versus τ2a , for different values of noise
power, for slow noise τn = 4096. As seen, the slow
noise contribution in defects density scales linearly
with τ2a . More detailed analysis uncovers that the
slope of lines in Fig. 6(a) is proportional to W 2.
Fig. 6(b) also shows that the slow noise contribu-
tion to the excitations for noise power W = 0.0002
is approximately the same for all noise correlation
times τn.

For slow noises, the scaling of optimal annealing
time with the noise power W , based on our conjec-
ture, is obtained as follows

dnW

dτa
= 0 ⇒ τ (opt)a ∝ (W 2)−2/5, (21)

which yields β = −2/5. Moreover, the optimum
annealing time is independent of the noise correla-
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Slow noise case: The noise-induced contribution to excitations vs. τ2
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a ). Here, all of noise power excites
the system.

tion time. These results show good agreement with
the numerical simulations shown in Fig. 4.

B. Crossing the critical point gc = −1 for γ ̸= 1

To investigate the effect of anisotropy on the noise-
induced transitions, here, we have considered once again
g(t) changes linearly from gi = −2 at ti = 0 to gf = 0
at tf = τa, where the system crosses the critical point
gc = −1 for γ ̸= 1. At the end of the quench, the non-
normalized excited state of the model is described as

|εk(tf )⟩ =

(
γ sin(k)

cos(k)−gf+
√

(cos(k)−gf )2+(γ sin(k))2

1

)
. (22)

The energy gap is reduced by decreasing anisotropy,
which consequently leads to a high density of defects.
Fig. 7(a) represents the numerical simulation of de-
fects density generation for various anisotropies. As ex-
pected, the defects density decreases with a reduction in
anisotropy.

According to previous studies, in the absence of noise,
the density of defects scales with anisotropy as γ−1 [58],

n0 =
a

γ
τ−1/2
a . (23)

However, in the presence of noise, the scaling of defects
density with anisotropy is still an open question. Figure
7(b) depicts the noise contribution to the defects density
versus γ. Contrary to the noiseless behavior, the noise
induced excitation increases as γ grows. Although the
noise-induced excitation does not scale linearly with γ,
our numerical analysis shows that, it scales linearly for
small anisotropies.

For fast noises and small anisotropy, the defects density

Eq. (13) as a function of anisotropy (γ) is given by

nW = n0 + nnoise =
a

γ
τ−1/2
a + bcγW 2τaτn, (24)

and the optimal annealing time, Eq. (14), is governed as
follows

τ (opt)a ∝ (γ2W 2τn)
−2/3. (25)

It is clear that, the optimum annealing time indicates

power law scaling with anisotropy, i.e., τ
(opt)
a ∝ γ−4/3,

which is consistent with the numerical simulations dis-
played in Fig. 8(a).
For slow noises and small anisotropy, the defect density

and optimal annealing time are specified as

nW = n0 + nnoise =
a

γ
τ−1/2
a +

bπγ

2
W 2τ2a , (26)

dnW

dτa
= 0 ⇒ τ (opt)a ∝ (γ2W 2)−2/5. (27)

Fig. 8(b) depicts the scaling of optimal annealing
time with respect to the anisotropy coefficient γ, for slow
noises τn = 16384. The conjecture in Eq. (27) are con-
firmed by numerical results presented in Fig. 8(b) in

which the optimal annealing time scales as τ
(opt)
a ∝ γ−0.8.

V. LINEAR TIME DEPENDENT ANISOTROPY

The last part of our investigations is devoted to noisy
quench of the anisotropy parameter. We consider γ(t) =
γ0(t) + η(t) varies in time along the gapless line (g =
−1), in such a way that crosses the multicritical point
(g = −1, γ = 0). The term γ0(t) shows deterministic
quench protocol γ0(t) = γi+(γf −γi)t/τa, which changes
from γi = −2 at ti = 0 to the final value of γf = 2 at
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(opt)
a ∝ γ−0.8.

tf = τa (red dashed-line in Fig. 1). The term η(t) is the
stochastic part of the quenching protocol with zero mean
⟨η(t)⟩ = 0 and two-point correlations given by Eq. (5).
To implement the exact noise master equation, the

noisy Hamiltonian should be decoupled into noiseless and
noisy parts as mentioned earlier in Eq.(4). Here, the
transverse field is time-independent and γ(t) is linear
time dependent, where the noiseless Hamiltonian H0(t)

is defined as H0 =
∑

k>0 Ψ
†
kH0,k(t)Ψk with

H0,k(t) = 2(g − cos(k))σ̂z + 2γ0(t)sin(k)σ̂
x, (28)

and the noisy Hamiltonian H1 is given by

H1 =
∑

k>0 Ψ
†
kH1,kΨk, where H1,k = 2 sin(k)σ̂x.

For the noiseless case (W = 0), the analytical result
[59, 60] is justified by the numerical simulations, where
the defect density scales as τ δa , with exponent δ ≈ −0.33
(Fig. 9(a)). In the presence of noise, analogous to that
of the transverse field quench protocol, the defect den-
sity increases by growing the noise correlation time and
noise power as shown in Fig. 9(a)-(b). These numer-
ical simulations can also be affirmed by implementing

the noise power spectrum notion for both fast and slow
noises. Based on KZM, the quench on anisotropy results

in n0 ∝ τ
−1/3
a . Hence, Eq. (12) is modified as the follow-

ing

nW = n0 + nnoise = a′τ−1/3
a + b′W 2τ2a arctan(

c′τn
τa

),

(29)

where a′, b′ and c′ are constant coefficients. Similar to the
case of transverse field quench, the constant coefficient a′

can be calculated using the LZ formula [60]

pk = e−πτQk3/2 (30)

which yields,

n0 =
1

π

∫ π

0

pkdk =

3
√
2Γ(1/3)τ

−1/3
Q

3π4/3
, (31)

where Γ(x) is the Gamma function. By using the defini-

tion τQ = τa/(γf − γi) = τa/4, we obtain a′ =
2Γ(1/3)

3π4/3
.
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FIG. 9. (Color online) The excitation density vs. annealing time for quench along the gapless line gc = −1 for (a) different
powers of noise (W ) and τn = 1 and (b) W = 0.0004 and different values of noise correlation time.

Moreover, the coefficients b′ and c′ are calculated using
the numerical results to be b′ = 0.66 and c′ = 3.36.

In the fast noise case, Eq. (29) and the corresponding
optimal annealing time are reduced to the following forms

nW = n0 + nnoise ≃ a′τ−1/3
a + b′W 2τaτn , (32)

τ (opt)a ∝ (W 2τn)
−3/4 ∝ (ξ2)−3/4. (33)

As is clear, the scaling of noise-induced excitation with
noise power, noise correlation time and annealing time
is the same as that of the transverse filed quench (Eq.
(18)). However, the scaling exponent of optimum an-
nealing time is changed to β = −3/4. The numerical
simulation confirms these finding as shown in Fig. 10
with β ≈ −0.75.

In the slow noise limit, Eq. (29) and the corresponding
optimal annealing time are approximated by

nW = n0 + nnoise ≃ a′τ−1/3
a + b′W 2τ2a , (34)

τ (opt)a ∝ (W 2)−3/7. (35)

The noise-induced excitation contribution in the de-
fects density, for the slow noise, is the same for both
anisotropy and transverse field quench. However, the
optimum annealing time exponent is β = −3/7, i.e.,

τ
(opt)
a = (W 2)−3/7, for linear quenching of anisotropy.
These result are consistent with our simulations (Fig.

10) for slow noises, where τ
(opt)
a does not change with

τn and the scaling exponent of optimum annealing time
is β ≈ −0.43.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the driven dynamics across the critical
points of the transverse field quantum XY chain in the
presence of the colored (correlated) Gaussian noise. In

the noiseless case, universal behaviors of defects density
are usually described by the Kibble-Zurek mechanism,
which states that the defects density displays power law
scaling in terms of quench time, where the exponent is
associated with the critical point. However, the mech-
anism, which causes the topological defects formation,
breaks down in the noisy driven control field. In other
words, in the presence of noise, the large quench time
scale provokes more excitations, contrary to the KZM,
where we expect that increasing the quench time scale
leads to more adiabatic dynamics.

More precisely, the defect formation is managed by two
opposing mechanisms: decreasing the excitation density
(adiabaticity) and accumulation of noise-induced excita-
tion. Consequently, the density of defect exposes a min-
imum at optimum annealing time due to the competi-
tion between these two dissenting processes. We have
shown that, the defect density formation is affected by
the noise correlation time. The longer correlation time
enhances the defect density and the dynamics of defect
density changes by increasing the noise correlation time.

Our results illustrate that, for the noisy driven trans-
verse field through the critical point, the noise-induced
defects density scales linearly with noise power for both
fast/slow noises (small noise correlation time/large noise
correlation time). The noise-induced defects density
scales linearly with annealing time for fast noise, while
it scales quadratically with the annealing time for slow
noises. Although, the dynamics of defects density is in-
dependent of the noise correlation time for slow noises, it
shows linear scaling with noise correlation time for fast
noises.

We have also found that, the optimum driving time
scales with the noise power with exponent β = −2/3,
for fast noises and β = −2/5, in the slow noise cases.
Furthermore, in contrast to the noiseless cases, the noise-
induced excitation increases by enhancing the anisotropy
although the band gap becomes larger.

In the case of noisy driven anisotropy through the mul-
ticritical point, the dynamics of defects density is the
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quench along the gapless line (g = −1). The dashed lines are based on the analytic conjecture (Eq. (29)) with constants

a′ = 2Γ(1/3)/3π4/3, b′ = 0.66 and c′ = 3.36 and the solid lines illustrate our numerical simulations.

same as that of the driven transverse field. However, the
scaling exponent of optimum annealing time is changed
as β = −3/4, and β = −3/7, for fast and slow noises,
respectively.

Our findings reveal that the time correlation of noise
is an important time-scale, which determines the uni-
versal dynamics of noisy quenches. This should have a
significant impact on the application of quench protocols
implemented in the quantum dynamics such as optical
lattices or quantum simulations, where noise is an in-
evitable fluctuation in an experiment.

Appendix A: Master equation

We consider the general Hamiltonian

H = H0 + η(t)H1, (A1)

where η(t) is a Gaussian colored noise with zero mean
and correlation function:

⟨η(t)η(t+ τ)⟩ = ξ2

2τn
exp(−|τ |/τn). (A2)

Here, W 2 =
ξ2

2τn
is the total power of noise and τn is the

noise correlation time.
By writing down von Neumann equation

d

dt
ρη(t) = −i[H0(t), ρη(t)]− i[Hj(t), η(t)ρη(t)]. (A3)

and taking the ensemble average over all noise realiza-
tions

⟨ d
dt

ρη(t)⟩ = −i[H0(t), ⟨ρη(t)⟩]− i[Hj(t), ⟨η(t)ρη(t)⟩],
(A4)

we arrive at the following differential equation for the
averaged density matrix,

d

dt
ρ(t) = −i[H0(t), ρ(t)]− i[Hj(t), ⟨η(t)ρη(t)⟩], (A5)

where ρ(t) ≡ ⟨ρη(t)⟩. Applying Novikov theorem [61] for
Gaussian noises, we obtain the master equation

d

dt
ρ(t) = −i[H0(t), ρ(t)]

− ξ2

2τn
[H1,

∫ t

ti

e−
|t−s|
τn [H1(s), ρ(s)]ds],(A6)

where we define Γk(t) as

Γk(t) =

∫ t

ti

e−
|t−s|
τn [H1(s), ρk(s)]ds. (A7)

The solution of master equation is obtained by solving
the following sets of equations:

d

dt
ρk(t) = −i[H0,k(t), ρk(t)] − ξ2

2τnj
[H1,Γk(t)],

d

dt
Γk(t) =

−Γk(t)

τn
+ [H1, ρk(t)]. (A8)

Appendix B: Transition probability

In the noiseless case, the transition probability is ob-
tained using the LZ formula. According to LZ formula,
when the system crosses the critical point g = −1, only
modes close to k = π are excited and the modes away
from the gap closing mode are remained in the ground
state.
In Fig. 11 transition probability at the end of quench

with τa = 700 are depicted for different values of noise
power and noise correlation time. As seen, for W =
0, the modes close to the gap closing mode are exited
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pk=π = 1, while the other modes remain at the ground
state. However, in the presence of noise W ̸= 0, the
modes close to the gap closing mode affected less, and
noise excites those modes away from the gap closing mode
(Fig. 11(a)). We should note that the fast noise locks
the probability to 1/2 (pk = 0.5) [52], while in the slow
noise case, transition probability oscillates around pk =
0.5 [52]. Moreover, increasing the noise correlation time,
leads to more excitations (Fig. 11(b)).

Appendix C: Comparing simulation with the
conjecture proposed in Eq. (13)

In Fig. 4(b), we compared the results obtained from
our conjecture in Eqs. (13)-(14) with numerical simula-
tions for the optimum annealing time. Here, we compare
the aforementioned results for density of excitations at
the end of quench. Fig. 12 represents ln(nw) versus
ln(τa) obtained by both numerical simulations and the
proposed formula in Eq. (13). As seen, the results based
on our conjecture in Eq. (13) (the black dashed-lines)
show good agreement with the numerical ones.
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