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Lieb-Robinson-type bounds are reported for a large clastasbical Hamiltonian lattice models. By a suit-
able rescaling of energy or time, such bounds can be comstrfor interactions of arbitrarily long range. The
bound quantifies the dependence of the system’s dynamicperiuabation of the initial state. The effect of the
perturbation is found to be effectively restricted to thieiior of a causal region of logarithmic shape, with only
small, algebraically decaying effects in the exterior. Armed bound, sharper than conventional Lieb-Robinson
bounds, is required to correctly capture the shape of theataagion, as confirmed by numerical results for
classical long-rang&'Y" chains. We discuss the relevance of our findings for the agilarx to equilibrium of
long-range interacting lattice models.

In many nonrelativistic lattice systems, and despite the abcal Hamiltonian systemdlp], but little is known about Lieb-
sence of Lorentz covariance, physical effects are mostly reRobinson bounds in classical mechanics. Exceptions are re-
stricted to a causal region, often in the shape of an effectivstricted to specific models with nearest-neighbor intévast
“light cone,” with only tiny effects leaking out to the exier. [14, 15]. In the context of classical Hamiltonian mechanics,
The technical tool, known as Lieb-Robinson bourij®[, to  a Lieb-Robinson bound is an upper bound on the norm of
quantify this statement in a quantum mechanical context is athe Poisson bracketf4(0), gz (t)}, wheref4(0) andgg(0)
upper bound on the norm of the commutdion (¢), O (0)],  are phase space functions supported only on the subspaces of
whereO 4(0) andOp(0) are operators supported on the sub-phase space corresponding to the nonoverlapping regions
spaces of the Hilbert space corresponding to nonoverlgppinand B of the lattice, respectively. The physical meaning of
regionsA and B of the lattice. The importance of such a the norm of this Poisson bracket becomes evident from an ex-
bound lies in the fact that a multitude of physically relevan pression put forward inlf4],
results can be derived from it. Examples are bounds on the
creation of equal-time correlation3][ on the transmission of [{£4(0), 95(0)}] < [AlIBI[[V flloclIVgllocuan(t) (1)

information M], and on the growth of entangleme,[ the where||V /||« and||Vg]|.. are the (bounded) maxima of all

exponential spatial decay of correlations in the grountesta {1, partial derivatives of and g with respect to the phase
of a gapped systen®], or a Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem in space coordinates, and

higher dimensions7]. Experimental observations related to
Lieb-Robinson bounds have also been reporgid [ wap(l) = 4max {‘ Op;(t)| |0q;(t)| |Op;(t) ‘ ‘ dq;(t) ‘}

The original proof by Lieb and Robinsofi][requires inter- icd Ipi(0) || 9pi(0) || 0g:(0) | [ 0gs(0) | ]
actions of finite range. An extension to power-law-decaying 2)
long-range interactions has been reported in R&sE][ In  The partial derivatives on the right-hand side 2 quantify
this case the effective causal region is no longer cone shapethe effect that a variation of the initial momentum or pasiti
and the spatial propagation of physical effects is not Bahit ;,;(0), ¢,(0) at the lattice site have on the time-evolved mo-
by a finite group velocity9]. For “strong long-range inter- - mentum or positiom, (t), ¢, (t) at the lattice sitg. A classical
actions,” i.e., when the interaction potential decays prop | jeb-Robinson bound is therefore a measure for the spread-
tionally to 1/r* with an exponent: smaller than the lattice ing in time and space of an initial perturbation, with poiaht
dimensiond, the theorems ing, 6] do not apply and no Lieb-  gpplications to a broad range of physical processes, ingud
RObinson'type results are known. This fact nicely fits intOhea'[ conduction, Signa| transmission, transfer of enﬂrghe
the larger picture that, fott < d, the behavior of long-range approach to equilibrium.
interacting systems often differs substantially from tbét In this Letter we study the spreading in time and space of
short-range interacting systems. Examples of such diff&¥e  jnitial perturbations in classical long-range interagtlattice
include nonequivalent equ”ibrium statistical ensemlzlad models. We have proved a Lieb-Robinson-type result, ppovid
negative response functionl], or the occurrence of quasis- ing an upper bound on(¢) in (2) [and hence on the Pois-
tationary states whose lifetimes diverge with the systera si son bracket1)] for a broad class of classical long-range inter-
[11, 12]. The latter is a dynamical phenomenon, and it hasacting lattice models in arbitrary spatial dimension. Dépo
been conjectured inlB] that some of its properties are uni- jnteractions in condensed matter systems are the prime ex-
versal and in some way connected to Lieb-Robinson bOUndSamp|e of such |0ng-range interacting lattice System [but

In most cases the peculiarities of long-range interactingnany other examples exist{]. To avoid the rather technical
systems have been investigated in the framework of classnotation of the general result§], we present the main result
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in this Letter for a specific class of systems, namely classic i": U ft*+

XY models ind spatial dimensions with pair interactions that ‘8(1]-(75) ‘ < n=l (2n 4+ 1)! - sinh [vt| — |vt| B(1)
decay like a power law/|i — j|* with the (1-norm) distance dp;i(0) i — 7| = wli—gle T TUYD
|i — j| between lattice sitesand;j. The value of the exponent (5b)
« determines the range of the interaction, from mean-field- oo [rid|p[2n=1

type (distance-independent) interactionsiat 0 to nearest- =

> -
neighbor couplings in the limit — co. apj(t)‘ =1 (2n — < Us_mh,wt' —: BY(t), (5¢)
Our study focuses on the influence of the interaction range 04:(0) L - J] ]
on the spreading of perturbations, and we find pronounced x Ugt"
guantitative and qualitative changes upon variation.obDif- Op;(t) a=1 (2n)! cosh(vt) — 1 op
s i . < == < — =: BPP(t). (5d)
ferent from systems with finite-range interactions, thedff Ipi(0) i —j]* i —j]* “

of an initial perturbation is found to be effectively restad -
to the interior of a causal region of logarithmic shape, withThe positive coefficient§!’ are defined recursively by
algebraically small effects in the exterior. Similar to #ieort-

range case, such a bound can be used to rigorously control . | |J|U9 + |JA|UZ 4 CyUT® fori # j, 5
finite-size effects in simulations of lattice models, exighin- nHLT) | U 4+ O UM fori = j, 6)

formation transmission above a certain measurement resolu
tion in the exterior of the effective causal region, and mu_cr\/rith U = | Jx| andU¥ = ||, and we use the constants
more. Our analytical results are supplemented by numerica

simulations of the time evolution of a long-range intenagti max i
XY chain. Besides confirming the validity of the bound, the ~ Un = sup Uy, v= sup \/|J +Ja| +Cyj. (7)

i,jeA i,jeA
numerical results reveal that the refined version of our doun ! |ij_ o
sharper than conventional Lieb-Robinson-type bounds-is r [ JA] Z ﬁ fori # j,
quired in order to correctly capture the shape of the propaga C. = kEA\{i,j} [P = k|*]5 — K| ®)
tion front. K 1 S
. . i . |JA| Z T %4 for: = 7
aX'Y model.—Fhis model consists of classicAlY spins keAN{i} i — K[>

(or rotors) attached to the sitéss A of a d-dimensional hy-

percubic lattice\ C Z<. The phase space of a single rotoris  The proof of the bounds combines techniques for classi-
X; = $' x R, allowing to parametrize each rotor by an an- cal lattices with nearest-neighbor interactiohd][with those
gular variable; € $* and by its angular momentum € R.  used for proving Lieb-Robinson bounds for long-range quan-
Onthe phase space = X; x --- x X|5| of the total system  tum systems3, 6], with the additional refinement of allowing

we define the Hamiltonian function lattice-dependent coupling constants. In the thermodymam
) limit of infinite lattice size, the quantity in (7) remains finite
H— pi  JIa Z cos(gi — (Jj). 3) and hence the bounds remain meaningfd].[
=2 2 S li — gl All the bounds on the right-hand side dBd—(5d), and
i#j therefore also the norm of the Poisson brackgtdrow expo-

nentially for large timest|, and decay as a power law with the
Fora < d, the second sum on the right-hand side &fié  distancdi — j|. For some: > 0, the effect of a perturbation

superextensive, i.e., asymptotically for large lattidegrows is therefore smaller thanoutside a region in théi — j|,t)
faster than linearly with the numbek| of lattice sites. Our  plane specified, for large|, by

proof of a Lieb-Robinson bound requires the Hamiltonian to
be extensive. We enforce extensivity alsodox d by allow- v|t] > In(2€) + aln|i — j]. 9)

ing the coupling constant to depend explicitly on the lattic
This effective causal region, in which the effect of an aditi

B ‘ 1 4 perturbation is non-negligible, has a logarithmic shapel a
Ia = J/ iZE ‘ Z li — gl ) differs in this respect from the linear (cone-shaped) negie-
JEAE} rived in [14] for short-range interactions. As a consequence,

_ no finite group velocity limits the spreading of perturbaso
where/ is a real constantff]. in long-range interacting lattices, and supersonic prapag
Classical long-range Lieb-Robinson boundJpper  can occur. For a refined understanding of the spatiotemporal
bounds on the pal’tial derivatives on the right'hand SIdQ))f ( behavior’ we go beyond the usual Lieb_Robinson_type esti-

are given by mates and consider the sharper boundSa{(5d), where the
B coefficientsU/7 introduce an additional spatial dependence.
= Uit The functional form of these bounds will be illustrated bglo

and we also show that only the sharper bounds correctly cap-
ture the shape of the propagation front.

’aqj(w‘ <zt @t coshvh) =1 _ puagy) (54

94:(0) i=gle = li=gle
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FIG. 1. lllustration of the spatiotemporal behavior of pepations.
The contour plots shotm Q77 as a function of the distan¢e-;| and
time ¢, for chains of lengthV = 256. Left: for the XY chain with
nearest-neighbor interactions, the effect of a pertunbasi restricted
to the interior of a cone-shaped region. Right: for th¥Y chain
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FIG. 2. Numerical data and fits of the spreading of pertudnatin
theaXY chain witha = 1/2. The contour plots shoin ij‘? as a
function of the distancg& — j| on a logarithmic scale and timeon
a linear scale. Left: numerical data for a chain of lendjth= 4096.

with o = 1/2, the contours spread faster than linearly in space, agenter: fit of the functiomBY!(t/z) [based on the weaker bound in

expected from9), illustrating supersonic propagation.

The bounds%a—(5d) remain valid, with only minor mod-

(50)] to the numerical data a7} (¢), with fit parameters = 0.0064

andz = 1.47, yielding a residual sum of squares @fl57. The
contours of the bound are approximately linear for ldige j| and
t, but this does not correctly capture the actual behaviohefata.

ifications of the parameters and prefactors, under broae gemight: As in the center plot, but fitting the parametérs 21.5 and

eralizations, including arbitrary grapis multidimensional
single-particle phase spacgg, many-particle interactions,
and very general forms of the interaction potentied]] In
the remainder of this Letter we subject the bour-(5d)

to a reality check, in the sense of testing their tightness an
whether the form of the propagation front obtained numeri

cally is faithfully reproduced.

Numerics.-We consider thexXY model @) on a ring,
i.e., a one-dimensional chain &f = |A| sites with periodic
boundary conditions. The partial derivatives 58¢-(5d) are
approximated by difference quotients,

Op;(t) _ pi(t) —p;(t)
94:(0) 0q;

and similarly for the other derivatives.
pj(t,p1(0),...,pn(0),¢1(0),...

Here,;(t) =
,qn (0)) is the time-evolved

Z = 11.2 in the stronger boundL() and yielding a residual sum of
squares as small 8s0065.

their validity. What is more, the results nicely agree wtil t
functional forms of the bounds, and only the prefactors are
overestimated. This observation suggests fitting the fonct
cB}j(t/z) to the numerical data o} (¢) (and similarly for

the other derivatives), with and z as fit parameters (see left
and center plots of Fig2). Although the quality of this fit
(having a residual sum of squares(®157) is acceptable, it
can be improved by about two orders of magnitude by using
the fit function

BY(t) =

ST i — gl

~ 00 rrijly/z2n—1
¢ ZUn [t/Z] (11)

(2n —1)!

n=1

momentum obtained by starting from a certain initial condi-based on the sharper bound &t), with fit parameterg and

tion, andf)j(t) = pj(tvpl(o)v s 7pN(O)7 Q1(O)a s aql(o) =+
dqi,...,qn(0)) is for a similar initial condition, but with
theith initial position shifted by some small;. The time-
evolved momenta; andp; are obtained by numerically in-

tegrating Hamilton’s equations using a sixth-order syrople

tic integrator PO]. The numerical results fonjq fluctuate
strongly in time, obscuring the overall trend of the spragdi

Z. This fit is of excellent quality, indicating that the distan
dependence of the coefficierdf§’ in (7) appreciably modifies
the shape of the propagation front and correctly reprodihees
actual spreading.

The sharper bounds ib@—(5d) inherit a system-size de-
pendence through the lattice dependencéoandC;; in the
coefficientd/ 7. As aresultJ7 (at fixedn and fixed distance

To reduce the fluctuating background, we compute the differ}: — j|) scales differently withV for the case$ < a < d/2,

ence quotienti0) for 20 different (pairs of) initial conditions;
details regarding the choice of initial conditions are give
the Supplemental Material §]. Since our aim is to compare
the numerical results to the upper bouraig{(5d), we select,
for any fixed timet and lattice sites andj, the largest of the
20 Q7}-values. The resulting maximum is denoted @y,
and its time- and distance-dependence is shown inlFighe
plots illustrate the supersonic propagation of pertudvein

d/2 < a < d, anda > d, respectively 18]. The switching
from one regime to another at = d/2 anda = d nicely
coincides with the different scaling regimes of equilimat
times observed in13]. Additionally to the N-dependence
inherent to the bound, we find that, far < d, the optimal
values for the fit parameteésand? in (11) show a strongV-
dependence, well-captured by a power lawN (1—)/2 for
both parameters (Fi@ left and center). This scaling seems

the presence of long-range interactions, as expected fiem t to originate from theV-dependence of the prefactéy in (3)

inequality ©).
For all distancegi — j| and timest, the numerical re-
sults are smaller than the boun8s)-(5d) and hence confirm

and @), and is seen as an indication that the bounds could be
further improved. Forv > d, in contrast, theV-dependence
of ¢ andz is negligible.
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FIG. 3. Left and center: system-size dependence of the deash
andz when fitting (L1) to the numerical data af XY chains, using
initial conditions with zero initial momenta. The data for= 1/2

in the left plot are well described by the power laivs: 2.3N° and

Z ~ 1.2N"% with bz ~ b: ~ 0.27. Right: bz andb;: as functions
of the exponentx. Fora < 1 both are well fitted by the linear
function (1 — «)/2. Right: short-time behavior of the difference
quotientsQy/, Qf7, OV, andQJ!, plotted on a log-log scale. Data
are forae = 1/2 and chain lengtlV. = 4096. The solid data curves
display a linear, quadratic, or cubic initial growth, in agment with
the corresponding bounds. Dotted lines are fitaBf; (¢/z), with ¢
and:z as fitting parameters.

Comparison to the quantum mechanical bound.ieb-

Robinson bounds were previously known for long-range inter

actingquantumsystems 3, 6]. The functional form of these
bounds isc(e’!*l — 1)/(1 + |i — j|)®, with a constant: that

4

ditional distance-dependence introduced through thefieoef
cientsU/, reproduce the functional form of the propagation
front. These findings are in contrast to the short-range, case
where already the weaker “conventional” form of the Lieb-
Robinson bound yields the correct, cone-shaped spatiaemp
ral behavior in agreement with the numerical results.

Since our results apply to arbitrary classical observables
potential applications cover a broad range of dynamicat phe
nomena in long-range interacting classical lattice maqdels
from heat conduction to information transmission, energy
transfer, and the approach to equilibrium. In the latter-con
text, different finite-size scaling properties of equitibon
times had been observed in the reginfes< o < d/2,

d/2 < a < d, anda > d, respectively 13]. These three
regimes agree precisely with the different scaling regiofes
the coefficients”;; that enter and reflect in the bounds)-
(5d), providing a theoretical explanation of the numerical ob-
servations.

Sharper Lieb-Robinson bounds, similar in spirit &8)

(5d), can also be derived for quantum mechanical lattice mod-
els with long-range interactions and will be reported inréfo
coming paper.
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only between the classical and the quantum case, but also be-
tween the four derivatives bounded in the classical case. Th

short-time behavior is linear infor B in (5¢), quadratic in
t for B! and B! in (58 and 6d), and cubic irt for B’ in

(5b). The numerical results in Fi@ (right) confirm that the
real short-time dynamics of theX'Y” model is correctly cap-

tured by these different functional forms of the bounds. The
guantum mechanical bound, in contrast, increases linéarly
short timeg, independently of the observables considered, al-
though this may not reflect the actual behavior of expeatatio
values in all cases.

Conclusions.—We have reported Lieb-Robinson-type in-
equalities, bounding the speed at which a perturbation can
travel across the lattice, for a broad class of long-range in
teracting classical lattice models (including models doi-ar
trary graphsA, with multidimensional single-particle phase
spacesX;, many-particle interactions, and for rather general
forms of the interaction potential). By a suitable resaglin
we extended the bounds to arbitrary non-negative longeang
exponentsy, deep into the regime of strong long-range inter-
actions. The weaker bounds on the right-hand sideaf(
(5d) are direct analogs of the quantum mechanical version
of Lieb-Robinson bounds for long-range interacting system
[3, 6]. While our numerical results fon XY chains con-
firm the validity of these bounds, they reveal that the shape
of the propagation front is not correctly captured. Only the
stronger versions of the bounds iBa-(5d), with an ad-
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Supplemental Material where [Azpi]j denotes thgth component of the vectotq*.
Integrating by parts we obtain

t
A. Proof of Equations (5)—(7) % (t) = 6;; + / (t—t) [Awi}j(tl) dt;. (A.5)
0

According to Hamilton’s equations, the equations of motion y/_fold iteration of this formula gives
corresponding to the Hamiltonian (3) are

M t oty b1
d (t):_JAZM’ (A.1a) ¢§(t>:6ij+2(/@/@ /0 dt,, - -~ dt;

- Pj . Y]
d &l
i#] )
d X (t—t1) (tme1 — tm) [A(t1) - ~A(tm)5l]j>
dt t pt1 tar
t—11)--(trn — En
Integrating A.18) and @A.1b) over timet and taking partial +/0 /0 /0 ( 1) (b = tare)
derivatives with respect tg (0) or p;(0), one obtains [A(t1) . A(tMH)?/)i(tMH)L dtprgr ---dty, (A.6)
t .
0g;(t) _ 5ii + api(s)d 7 (A.2a) Wwhered’ = (4;;)., is avector of Kronecker deltas. To prove
9q:(0) o 94:(0) a bound on this series, and hence also its convergence, in the
dg;(t) L op;(s) large-M limit, we proceed by constructing an upper bound on
ap;(0) - /0 ap;(0) ds, (A.2b) (the absolute value of the elements of) the matrix produrcts i
opy() _ [ (A9
94:(0) 0 Ui or i "y
‘3 [COS[%(S) — qi(s)] <8qj(s) B aqk(s)ﬂ s Yo A () An_ta)| < Ti g7 T

kEA |-7 - k|a 6%(0) an(O) ’ ki,...,kn_1€A U:Il fori = j’

k#j - (A.7)
ap;(t) /t with U7 as defined in (6). For the proof ofA(7) we require
apl (O) = 57/] o JA (A2d) that

cos[g;(s) — qr(s)] <3qj(s) 8%(8))} 3 » ey
X - — ds. Cij < Vi,je AN, i #j (A.8)
g;\ [ j — k|« dpi(0)  Opi(0) ’
k#j with C;; as defined in (8). We postpone a detailed discussion

Th he four derivati ingin (2 q of this condition to Sec. B.1, where we prove thatg) is
ese are the four derivatives occurring in (2), and we wankatisfied for power law decaying long-range interactiortf wi

to derive upper bounds on their absolute values. Here ngponentsa > 0. Provided A.8) holds, we can proveA(7)

show only the derivation of the bouf‘d on the absolute v_aIu y mathematical induction in the numberof matrix multi-
of (A.28). Bounds on the other derivatives can be obtaine lications

by the same strategy. For the sake of a compact notation, Rduction basisForn — 1 we have
introduce the definitions '

|JA| .
i i . i 0q;(t |Aii| < - = =[J=U", (A.9a)
W) Wi w0 =20 g 2 -1 1
60 - al]) o
e cos|q;(t) — qx ij
A0 =~ X (OO s A< Al UL A
kEA i —341"  li—Jl
k#j
‘ . cos[g;(t) — qr(t)] . Induction hypothesisAssume A.7) holds for somen.
Aj(t) = Jn |7 — K|* fork # . (A.3¢) Inductive stepForn+ 1 andi # j, the left-hand side ofX.7)

can be bounded by
We denote byA(¢) the matrix with elementsl;;(¢), and we
define the vectorg’ = (v1,... ,Piy) andd’ = (47 ... §‘Z'A|).
Inserting @.2¢) into (A.2a) and expressing the result in terms Z Ajrr (t1) - A ik (En) Ay (1)
of the definitions A.3a)—(A.3c) yields kv kn €A

U.jkn ..
| Con < Y e kil )l + U A ()
V(L) = 65 + / / [AY7] (t2) dt2 dty, (A.4) A7) e 1 T

0 JO

k’!l #J



1 |JA]
e S LA Py
koA |J_kn| |kn_l|
k71¢iaj
Z | Jal [ii | Ja|
+ o 2Tk R
kn #i
C;;Umax | J|U 3t JA|UI Ut
< J~n +| | 'na+| A| n_o_ .n-l—'la. (AlO)
¥ i — j i —

Forn + 1 andi = j, the matrix product is bounded by

Z Alkl (tl)

.....

Akn—lkn (tn)Akni(thrl)

1 B
< U?aXZ e Akt + U it
(A7) Fav/¥ i

ke i
< CuUpy™+ |J|U, = Uy (A.11)

This completes the proof oA(7) for all n > 1.
Making use of the time-independent bourd?), the time-
dependence of the integrand i.6) becomes trivial. Hence

foralli,j7 € A with i # j. The second term in the round
brackets vanishes in the limit/ — oo. This implies conver-
gence of the series, and we obtain

cosh (vt) — 1

— (A.16)
|i — j

5 (1)] <

)

which proves the weaker (rightmost) bound in (5c¢).

B. Bounds for general classical long-range systems

As a lattice, we consider a set of verticksand a set of
edgesE connecting pairs of vertices. The graph distance
d(i,7) (number of edges of the shortest path connecting the
sitesi, j € A) serves as a metric on the graph E).

To each vertex € A we assign a,-dimensional manifold
M; as the local configuration space. For any finite subset
A, the configuration space associated withis the product
spaceY x = [],. x M;, and the phase space associated with
X is the cotangent bundE x = 7*(Yx). We define the
HamiltonianH, : X, — R as areal function on phase space,
and, for given initial conditions, it generates a flowXn in

the integration can be performed by elementary means,-yieldhe usual way via Hamilton's equations. Within this setting

ing

X rriji2n
Uyt

1
| Z (2n)!’

4501 < =7 2

(A.12)

which proves the stronger (middle) bound in (5c¢) foriajl €

A with i # j. (The case = j is not relevant here.) Here

we have assumed convergence of the serief.i@)(and the
following calculation of the weaker bound in (5¢) will comfir
that this assumption is indeed justified.

An upper bound o/ is obtained by taking the supre-

mum over pairg, 5 of the recursion relation (6),

Unet < sup (|J|U;7 + | alUy + Ci U™
i,jEA
< UmaX( sup Cij + |J + JA|) =UM™?  (A.13)
i,jEN

which is solved by/™¥ < 27, Inserting the latter inequality
into (A.10) yields

>

k17...,k7171,kn€1\

Ajy (t1) -+ - Ay, (tn) Aei (B

<2 (A14)

Inserting this time-independent bound infa®) and perform-
ing the integration we obtain

M
50 < (Z

n=1

(Ut)2(M+1)

2(M + 1))!
(A.15)

v 2n
o+ 14l

following Section 2 of 14], one can show that Egs. (1) and (2)
of the main text hold for differentiable functiorfsg : X, —
R with bounded derivatives.

We consider Hamiltonian functions of a standard form,

HAzzz

iEA

+ M) PR (arbkex), (B.1)

XCA

consisting of a kinetic term quadratic in the momeptac
T*(M;), and a general interaction term depending on the co-
ordinatesy; € M, via the differentiable:-vertex interactions
®X : Yx — R, withn = | X| the number of elements in the
setX. The normalization factar#, is chosen such that s
is extensive 21].

For proving a Lieb-Robinson-type bound, we require the
interactionsb< to satisfy

aQ(I)X
A ((adiex)
sup sup K < oo fori#j,
i,JEN XB’LquYX F(d(la.]))
(B.2a)
62 X
’ o A ({gr}rex) ’
A sup Z sup < 00. (B.2b)

1EA v a€Y x F(d(lvl))
For local configuration space manifoldg; of dimensions
greater than 19®< /(9q;dq;) is ap x p-matrix. Here and
for the remainder of this section, the vertical batgdenote
an elementwise matrix maximum norti| = max; ;| B;;|
for a matrix B with elementsB;;. Similar to Section 1.1 of
[3], the non-increasing functiof' : [0, 0) — (0, c0) has the
following properties:



(iy A)F is uniformly summable ovek, i.e.,

|Fall := sup Y " AAF(d(,

€A GEA

7)) < o0,

(i) I satisfies

CA:Jl/AsupZ — < 0.

LIEA LA
ki

Within this setting, we obtain the following bounds on the
partial derivatives on the right-hand side of (2),

‘3%(0‘ - d(i, 5)) Z uanJﬁn
9gi(0)| ~

< w (cosh (vt) — 1),
(1) d(i,j)) ~ p VRt
‘Bpi(O)‘S Z (2n +1)!

< % (sinh (vt) — vt),
}81)3_ (t) ‘ Z ,] Z ‘unvthn
9q;(0)

sy .

< oI (i ().
Ip;(t) d(i, j)) M”V” t2”
‘51%(0)‘ Z

) ot (ot
< T eosh (v1) 1),

with
v=/p[Cx + F(0)].
The coefficientd/ are defined recursively by
Vi = Cy VM F(0)VY
with Vi = 1 andV,” = ., fori # j,

max __ 17
Vn = sup Vn ’

i,JEA
ke
k#1i

Proof.—The equations of motion corresponding to the

Hamiltonian B.1) are

X
L) =~ Y L (gl ex).

X35 04

=10,

J

Integrating overt and take the partial derivative with respect
to ¢;(0) or p;(0), we obtain

(B.3)
0q;(t) / Op;(s)
90:(0) =0;;1, + Bai( 0 (B.11a)
Og;(f) _ 1 apﬂ( , (B.11b)
o) _ / 0 8% ({ax(s)}rex)
A s
94:(0) 0 %3 94 (0 9q;
:_%/ 82(I>ff Oqr(s)
0 X3jkex anaqk 04:(0)
/ ng,kaq’“ (B.11c)
0 keA
Op;(t) Aqi(s)
(B.5a) pit) / Qi ( .
3(0) =61, + ,%%k o (B.11d)
wherel,, denotes the: x p identity matrix and
25X
(B.5b) M Z 4 @ (B.12)
Xayk
Inserting B8.11¢) into (B.11§ and introducing the definition
i (i ; i 9q;(t)
(B.5c) Y= (wj)jeA with k() = 90 (0) (B.13)
we obtain
. t 1 .
Pi(t) = 0451 +// Y| (ta) dte dty. B.14
(B.50) i(t) = 6i51, A [o7y'] (t2) dtzdtr. (B.14)
This equation is formally identical toA(4), the only differ-
ence being that each entry of the| x |A|-matrix <7 and of
(B.6) the|A|-vectory® is now au x y-matrix. IntegratingB.14) by

parts and\/-fold iteration of the resulting expression yields

(B.7) Di(t) = 61, +Z</Ot/0tl---/0tmdt

X (t—t1) - (bme1 — tm) [ (t1) - ~,e%(tm)5i}j)
(B.8)
/ / / (t—t1) - (tamr — targ)
(B.9) X A (trrv1)y (tMJrl)] dtprgq---dty. (B.15)

Analogous to Appendix A we prove by induction the in-

equality
(B.10a) Z Ay () - o, iltn)| < g TF(d(, §))VI
~~~~~ n 16/\
(B.16)
(B.10b)  fori,j € A, with coefficientsV,/ defined in B.7).

Induction basis: Making use of the conditionsB(2g and



(B.2b), we find

. )M fori £ g,
oy < Fd(i, ) Tori#d (B.17)
1 fori=j.
Hence forn = 1 we have
\ij| < F(d(i, j))Vi? Vi, j€A. (B.18)

Induction hypothesisAssume B.16) holds for somen.
Inductive stepForn + 1, the left-hand side of§.16) can be
bounded by

>

ki,....kn€A

< "N VI F Ak, §))| i (tng)]
®.19 k€A

< pMF(d(i, ) F(d(i, §)V,!

n

U ALY F(d(i, k) F(d (e, §) Vi

kn€A
kn #i

< Wi, )V,
(B.9)

%k] (tl) e 'dknfdcn (tn)dkni(tn-f-l)

(B.19)

where the powers of arise from the the fact that the elements

o/;; arep x p-matrices. This completes the proof @&.(6)
foralln > 1.

Inserting this bound intoR.15) and performing the result-
ing trivial integral we obtainB.58). The bounds inE.5b)—
(B.5d) are obtained along the same lines.

C. Large-system limit of the constantC;;

C.1 Discussion of conditionA.8)

For the proof of A.7) we require that

Cij < o0 Vi,jEeN, i#] (Cl)
with C;; as defined in (8). This condition is similar to Eq.

(2.3) of Ref. p], used for the proof of a Lieb-Robinson-type

bound for long-range interacting quantum systems, but ouf

condition differs by the additional factoi, in (8). Fora. > d,

Ja converges to a nonzero constant in the thermodynami

limit, and our condition C.1) becomes identical to Eq. (2.3)
of Ref. [6]. Fora < d, however,J, vanishes in the thermody-

namic limit, canceling the divergence that—as we will show

next—would otherwise occur irC( 1).

For simplicity, we sketch the existence proof of a finite up-

per bound onC;; for the casel # j on a two-dimensional

square lattice, but the generalization to other latticed an

higher dimensionality is straightforward. As illustraied-ig.
C.1, we divide A into two partsA; and A;, such that the
(dashed) line separating the two parts is perpendiculdreo t

poooocooopooocoooe
0000000 POODOOOOO
000 0000dOODOOOOO
0000000 dOO0O0OO0O0
0000000 D®OOOOOOO
coooeoodooeoooo
Llooooooodooooooo
0000000 POOOOOOO
0000000 dOOOOO0O0O0
©000000POO00O0O0O
Q000000 Q®OOOOOOO
Yeoooooodbooooooo
As i A

FIG. C.1. Sketch of a two-dimensional square latticegdivided into
two regionsA; andA; at distancdi — j|/2 of the spinsi andj in
red. The green (darker) corner sites denote two spins gepag
the largest possible distanfie— j| = 2L on the lattice.

For simplicity we assume a reflection symmetric arrangement
and write
i —j1*
Cii <2|J -
5 <20l D g
keA\{i}

(C.2)

but generalizations are again straightforward. By comstru
tion, every sitek € A; is at least a distancg — j|/2 away
from j, and this implies the bound

< 20¢+1|J|’

Cij <20 Il > (C.3)

i K

keAi\{i}
which remains finite in the thermodynamic limit. Similarly,
C;; can be shown to go to zero in that limit.

While such a finite upper bound @}, is necessary for the
proof in Appendix A, a nonvanishing lower bound is also of
interest as it ensures that the’-modification of the spatial
dependencé& — j|~* does not fade away in the thermody-
namic limit. Fora > d, both.J, andC;; converge to a finite,
onzero value (see also Appendix B.2), and the existence of a
nonzero lower bound ofi;; follows immediately. To prove a

ound fora < d, we note that/L is the maximum distance
that can occur on a square lattice patch of linear dimenkion
(see FigC.1), implying |j — k| < dL forall k € A. Inserting
this inequality into (8), we obtain the lower bound
i —Jl )“
dL

(S 2Y il 3 ik =l
(C.4)

keA\{i,j}
with some nonzeroj-dependent proportionality constatt
that approaches unity in the thermodynamic limit. From this
expression, one can read off th{at goes to zero in the large-

|i = Jl
dL

Cij >

line connecting andj, and centered between the two sites.system limit for any fixed pair of lattice sites; € A. A
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nonzero lower bound is obtained only when considering a se- The asymptotic behavior @f;; depends on the precise way

qguence of”-coefficients with a fixed ratio = |« — j|/L, in which the limit is taken. If the largé¥ limit is considered
N for « > 1/2 and some fixed lattice sitesandj [as in the
C, > il (f) ) (C.5) context of the recursion relation (6)], the sugh§) converges.
d SinceJ, in the definition (8) goes to zerd;;; also vanishes.
Hence, fora < d and a fixed- > 0 we have Considering however, instead of fixed siteand j, a fixed
B ratior = |i — j|/N, C;; converges in the largéF limit to a
0<|J]| (f)a < Cp < |J20M < 0 (c.6) finite, nonzero value. This becomes evident from the infegra
d representation
in thermodynamic limit. . (1—a)J| |i— i a/1/2 dy |li— —a
Y 2 N iyl N ’

C.2 Large-system asymptotics (C.11)
where| - | denotes the shortest distance along a circle of unit

Both, the weaker and the sharper bounds in (5a)—(5d) magircumference, i.e.,

inherit a characteristic system-size dependence throigh t

dependence of the constarits andC;; on the numbelN = w41 for—1<w<-1/2,

|A| of lattice sites. Here we analyze this dependence for the 2| = -z for—1/2 <2 <0, (C.12)
(one-dimensionalp XY chain in the asymptotic regime of x for0 <z < 1/2, '
large N for three different regimes of the long-range expo- l—2z for1/2<az<1.

nenta. This analysis is similar to Appendix B.1, but focuses

on asymptotic behavior instead of upper and lower bounds. This is the relevant asymptotic behavior when considetieg t
a > 1: Due to the translation invariance of theXY”  supremum over alC;;, as in the definition (7) ob or (the

chain with periodic boundary conditions, we can write theupper bound on)/"@.

lattice-dependent coupling constant (4) in the largeesyst 0 < o < 1/2: By similar techniques, one finds that the

limit as sum (C.8) diverges likeV! 2 for fixed values of andj, and
o C;; therefore vanishes lik& ~*. The scaling ot/z, v, and
Jg = J/ Z 3 _ J 7 (C.7) UM remains unchanged from the cdse < a < 1.
= 2¢(e) This discussion establishes the three different scaling re

gimes relevant for the coefficienfs,, C;;, v, andU,'® occur-
where( denotes the Riemann zeta function and> 1 is re-  ring in the bounds (5a)—(5d). The threshold values: 1/2

quired for convergence of the sum. The sum anda = 1 at which the switchings from one regime to an-
o other occur coincide with the threshold values observed for
Z i — Jl (c.8) theequilibration times in Ref1f).
N VA
keZ\{i.5}
in the definition (8) of the constants;; also converges for D. Details of the numerical simulations

all « > 0 in the infinite-size limit R2] and can be evaluated

numerically to high precision. By interpreting it as a Rigma For the numerical simulations reported in this paper we
sum it is also possible to bound the error of such a numericalsed initial conditions with particle positions randomhaan
evaluation in terms of hypergeometric functions. from a flat distribution over the interv@-Ag, Aq], and mo-

1/2 < o < 1: Fora < 1, the sum in C.7) does not menta from{—Ap, Ap]. While the bounds (5a)—(5d) are inde-
converge in the limit of infinite chain lengtN — co. We can  pendent of the initial conditions, it is not clear that thensa
determine the asymptotic larg€-behavior by writing is true for the actual spreading of perturbations. To irivest

gate this issue, we analyze to what extend different valfies o
NZoo gne-1 (1 N2 4 Aq and Ap affect the spreading of perturbations. The plot

Jz. = J/Z ja T/(ﬁ Z W) (C.9 in Fig. D.1 illustrates that the effect of different initial con-
7=t 7=t ditions is very weak, as the amplitude of the growthQjf!
is almost unaffected, and the results for other differenae g
tients are similar. Gaussian initial conditions were aésied,
and gave analogous growth rates. This corroborates that the
JNa—1 1/2 . (1—a)JNot various features of the spreading of perturbations distliss

5 //0 dza™ = 9o , (C.10)  in the main text are essentially independent of the choice of

initial conditions.
valid asymptotically for largeV. In the limit N — oo, Jy While for all initial conditions studied the numerical rétsu
goes to zero. comply with the bounds (5a)—(5d), the fitting of the function

Interpreting the denominator of this expression as a Rieman
sum, we obtain

Jg ~
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