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Abstract. We study quantum Floquet (periodically-driven) systems having

continuous dynamical symmetry (CDS) consisting of a time translation and a unitary

transformation on the Hilbert space. Unlike the discrete ones, the CDS strongly

constrains the possible HamiltoniansH(t) and allows us to obtain all the Floquet states

by solving a finite-dimensional eigenvalue problem. Besides, Noether’s theorem leads

to a time-dependent conservation charge, whose expectation value is time-independent

throughout evolution. We exemplify these consequences of CDS in the seminal

Rabi model, an effective model of a nitrogen-vacancy center in diamonds without

strain terms, and Heisenberg spin models in rotating fields. Our results provide a

systematic way of solving for Floquet states and explain how they avoid hybridization

in quasienergy diagrams.

1. Introduction

Floquet, or periodically driven, systems have attracted renewed attention, partly

because recent intense lasers have opened a way to periodically drive quantum systems

to control their dynamical properties [1–4]. Although the quantum dynamics in such

situations are so complicated to simulate theoretically, Floquet theory [5–7] provides a

systematic approximate description, called Floquet states, based on the time-periodic

nature of the Schrödinger equation. Nonetheless, obtaining the Floquet states is

generically a complicated task because it involves time-dependent problems, even though

periodic.

Dynamical symmetries, characteristic of Floquet systems, constrain the properties

of Floquet states, helping us to understand the Floquet states without detailed

calculations. These symmetries are combinations of a time translation and a unitary
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transformation of the physical degrees of freedom and were introduced to explain the

selection rules in the high-harmonic generation from graphene and various materials

in time-periodic fields [8–10]. Recently, the dynamical symmetry has been classified

systematically based on the group theory [11], and their consequences have been actively

studied [12, 13].

The dynamical symmetry can be extended for the case with an infinitesimal time

translation with a unitary transformation [9]. In this paper, we refer to this case as

continuous dynamic symmetry (CDS). While there have been discussions on harmonic

generation based on CDS [10, 14, 15], a systematic understanding of it has not been

achieved.

In this paper, we discuss CDS from theoretical viewpoints and show its three

major consequences in time-dependent Schrödinger systems: The characterization of

Hamiltonians, the existence of the time-dependent Noether charge, and solvability.

The CDS strongly constrains the possible form of time-dependent Hamiltonians [see

Eq.(12)], implying the existence of a reference frame in which the Hamiltonian is time-

independent. The time-dependent Noether charge, deriving from Noether’s theorem,

has a time-independent expectation value, even though the Hamiltonian is no longer

a conserved quantity in time-dependent cases. While obtaining all the Floquet states

requires diagonalization of the quasienergy operator of infinite dimension, the CDS

reduces it to a finite dimension of the original Hilbert space and explains why there can

be degeneracy in quasienergies.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we briefly review

and summarize our notations for Floquet theory and then introduce the discrete and

continuous dynamical symmetries. In Sec. III, we derive the three consequences of

CDS, which is our main results. Then, in Sec. IV, we apply these main results to

example models, the Rabi model, an effective model of a nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center

in diamonds, and the Heisenberg spin model in a rotating magnetic field. Section V

summarizes our results and provides concluding remarks.

2. Dynamical symmetry: Definition and representations

2.1. Floquet system on physical and extended Hilbert space

We begin by briefly reviewing the Floquet theory [5, 6] and introduce our notations.

Throughout this paper, we consider time-periodic Hamiltonians H(t) of dimension N

H(t+ T ) = H(t), (1)

where T denotes the period. The Schrödinger equation (ℏ = 1 throughout this paper)

i
d

dt
ψ(t) = H(t)ψ(t) (2)

describes the time evolution of the wave function represented by an N -dimensional

vector ψ(t) ∈ H = CN . Here we introduced H denoting the physical Hilbert space.
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Since Eq. (2) is linear, there exist a set of N solutions {ψµ(t)}Nµ=1, and any solution ψ(t)

is represented as a linear combination of them.

According to Floquet’s theorem, each independent solution ψµ(t) can be written as

ψµ(t) = e−iqµtuµ(t) (3)

with the quasienergy qµ ∈ R and the periodic Floquet state uµ(t) satisfying uµ(t+T ) =

uµ(t). We note that the orthonormality relation

⟨⟨uµ, uν⟩⟩ ≡
1

T

∫ T

0

dtuµ(t)
†uν(t) = δµν (4)

holds, where ⟨⟨u, v⟩⟩ is an inner product introduced in the space of periodic states

H × S1. The set {H × S1, ⟨⟨, ⟩⟩} is called the extended Hilbert (or Sambe [7]) space.

These arguments imply that solving Eq. (2) is equivalent to finding all the quasienergies

and Floquet states. If the wave function ψ(t) = e−iqtu(t) is a solution to the Schrödinger

equation (2), then the periodic function u(t) satisfies

Q̄u(t) = qu(t), (5)

where Q̄ = −i d
dt
+H(t) is a Hermitian acting on the extended Hilbert space and called

the quasienergy operator [1, 16].

Below, we study the dynamical symmetries of H(t) and its consequences. In

particular, we define the CDS, determine the corresponding Noether charge, and show

that the expected value of the Noether charge is a conserved quantity of this system.

Then, we translate the symmetry and the Noether charge into the extended Hilbert

space, showing that it commutes with the quasienergy operator.

2.2. Discrete and continuous dynamical symmetries (CDSs)

Now we introduce the dynamical symmetries characteristic of Floquet systems [8–11].

These symmetries consist of a unitary transformation on the Hilbert space and a time

translation.

We begin by reviewing the discrete dynamical symmetry

H

(
t+

T

n

)
= S†H(t)S, (6)

where n ≥ 2 is an integer and S is a unitary matrix independent of t. Such symmetry

brings about extra constraints, in addition to the periodicity (1), for wave functions

within the period T . Using Eq. (6) k times repeatedly, we have

H

(
t+ k

T

n

)
= (S†)kH(t)Sk. (7)

Setting k = n, we learn that [H(t), Sn] = 0 for any t. If {H(t) | 0 ≤ t ≤ T} spans

MN(C), Sn is proportional to the identity matrix I: Sn = eiαnI, where α ∈ R since
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Sn is unitary. If {H(t) | 0 ≤ t ≤ T} has invariant subspaces, Sn is proportional to the

identity in each subspace, and α can be different among the subspaces.

A Hermitian matrix B exists and satisfies S = exp(iB) since S is unitary. For this

matrix, we have

H

(
t+ k

T

n

)
= e−ikBH(t)eikB, (8)

and the condition Sn = einB = eiαnI implies that all the eigenvalues of nB are congruent

to α modulo 2π. Here we note that the phase factor eiαn can be absorbed into S by

redefining Se−iα as a new S, but we do not do so in this paper. Instead, we use this

degree of freedom to impose trB = 0 since it often simplifies B. We give an example

system with the discrete dynamical symmetry in Appendix A.

In this paper, we mainly study the continuous dynamical symmetry (CDS), which

is a generalization of Eq. (8). For the discrete DS, kT/n in Eq. (8) is a rational-number

multiple of T , but we regard kT/n → ∆t being an arbitrary real number. Thus, when

there exists a time-independent Hermitian matrix A that satisfies

H(t+∆t) = S†
∆tH(t)S∆t = e−iA∆tH(t)eiA∆t. (9)

for arbitrary t and ∆t, we define S∆t = eiA∆t as a CDS and A as its generator. Without

loss of generality, we assume that A is traceless since Eq. (9) is invariant under the

replacement A→ A′ = A− tr(A)I with I being the identity matrix.

For the wave function ψ(t), the CDS transformation is defined by

ψ′
∆t(t) = S∆tU(t+∆t, t)ψ(t), (10)

where U(t′, t) = T e−i
∫ t′
t dsH(s) (T denotes the time-ordering operator). We can see that

ψ′
∆t(t) obeys the same Schrödinger equation

i
d

dt
ψ′
∆t(t) = H(t)ψ′

∆t(t) (11)

even after the CDS transformation (10), if the Hamiltonian satisfies the transformation

rule (9) and S∆t is independent of t.

3. Consequences of continuous dynamical symmetries

In this section, we derive three consequences of CDS. Unlike discrete ones, the CDS is

so strong to constrain the form of H(t). Besides, it induces a time-dependent Noether

charge and even implies solvability, which enables us to obtain all the Floquet states.

3.1. Characterization of Hamiltonians

Here, we ask an inverse problem for CDS: What kind of H(t) is possible if it has a CDS

as in Eq. (9) as well as the periodicity H(t+ T ) = H(t).



5

First, we reinterpret Eq. (9) by interchanging t and ∆t and set, for instance, ∆t = 0,

obtaining

H(t) = e−iAtH0e
iAt, (12)

where H0 ≡ H(0). Its differential form is given by

i
d

dt
H(t) = [A,H(t)]. (13)

Equation (12) means that the time dependence of the Hamiltonian is determined by

the unitary transformation e−iAt generated by the Hermitian matrix A. In other words,

the possible Hamiltonians are completely characterized as in Eq. (12) using a single

Hermitian matrixH0 when A is given. This is a strong constraint onH(t) imposed by the

presence of a CDS. In particular, for N = 2, one can obtain a general Hamiltonian with

CDS by solving (13) (see Appendix B). From the expression (12), we see that the trace

of the Hamiltonian is time-independent d
dt
trH(t) = 0. Let us set H ′(t) = H(t)− trH(t)

N
1.

If the wavefunction ψ′(t) is the solution to the Schrödinger equation with H ′(t), the

wavefunction ψ(t) = e−i
trH(t)

N ψ′(t) solves the Schrödinger equation for the original

Hamiltonian H(t). Thus, by solving the Schrödinger equation for H ′(t), the solution to

the original Schrödinger equation can be easily obtained. So, for the rest of the paper,

unless otherwise noted, we treat traceless Hamiltonians.

Second, H(t) is further constrained by the periodicity H(t + T ) = H(t).

Equation (12) leads to [H(t), eiAT ] = 0 for any t. Suppose that the set of operators

{H(t) | 0 ≤ t < T} does not have a common invariant subspace. Then, eiAT is

proportional to the identity matrix I:

eiAT = eiαT I, (14)

where α ∈ R since eiAT is unitary. Although the phase factor eiαT can be absorbed into

A by the redefinition A→ A+ αI, we do not do this but use this degree of freedom to

impose trA = 0. In terms of the eigenvalues {Ai}Ni=1, Eq. (14) means

Ai = α +Miω (Mi ∈ Z) (15)

for each i. Here the condition trA = 0 imposes α to satisfy Nα = 0 ( mod ω). If

{H(t) | 0 ≤ t < T} has common subspaces, one can apply the above argument and

obtain different α for each subspace.

In summary, a CDS with A determines H(t) in the form of Eq. (12) using an H0.

In addition, the periodicity imposes the A’s properties Eqs. (14) and (15). This is a

complete characterization of H(t) having a CDS. We remark that the eigenvalues of

H(t) [Eq. (12)], and hence the detH(t), are independent of time and given by those of

H0. These properties are useful necessary conditions in judging if there is a CDS since it

is generally challenging to find a concrete transformation rule, as we will see in Sec. 4.2.
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3.2. Time-dependent Noether charge

Now we study another consequence of CDS. Being continuous, this symmetry induces

a Noether charge, according to the Noether theorem. Interestingly, the charge is time-

dependent, reflecting the combination of time translation and unitary transformation in

the Hilbert space.

To derive the Noether charge, we consider an infinitesimal transformation (10).

Using

S∆t = 1 + i∆tA+O(∆t2), (16)

U(t+∆t, t) = 1− i∆tH(t) +O(∆t2), (17)

we have

∆ψ(t) ≡ ψ′(t)− ψ(t) = −i∆tG(t)ψ(t) +O(∆t2), (18)

where

G(t) = H(t)− A (19)

is the generator of the transformation, i.e., the Noether charge. Equation (19) reflects

the fact that the transformation consists of the time translation and the unitary

transformation on the Hilbert space since H(t) and A are generators of these two,

respectively.

According to the Noether theorem, the expectation value of G(t) is time-

independent:

d

dt
(ψ(t)†G(t)ψ(t)) = 0. (20)

One can also directly confirm this equation using Eqs. (2) and (13). As is well-known,

the energy expectation value is not a conserved quantity when the Hamiltonian depends

on time. However, in the presence of CDS, the difference between the expectation values

of H(t) and A is a conserved quantity G(t) that possesses the dimension of energy.

For completeness, we translate the time-dependent Noether charge into the

extended space language. To emphasize that we regardG as an operator on the extended

space, we introduce the following notation Ḡ = H(t)−A, which does not have t on the

left-hand side like Q̄. Its action onto a periodic u ∈ H× S1 gives [H(t)−A]u(t), which

is also periodic. Note that Ḡ is Hermitian in the extended Hilbert space. One can easily

show that Ḡ commutes with the quasienergy operator

[Q̄, Ḡ] = −
(
i
d

dt
H(t)− [A,H(t)]

)
= 0, (21)

where we used Eq. (13). In the extended space representation, the conservation law is

represented by the usual commutation relation between the charge and Hamiltonian.
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3.3. Solvability

Here, we show the third consequence of the CDS, that is, solvability; The symmetry

enables us to construct all the Floquet states. In a generic Floquet system without the

symmetry, finding all the Floquet states is equivalent to diagonalizing Q̄ in extended

Hilbert space that is infinite dimension. However, this is in general a difficult task, and

approximate perturbation methods, such as the high-frequency expansions [17–19], are

usually utilized. In contrast, the CDS, if present, reduces the infinite dimension to a

finite dimension N , as we will see below.

To diagonalize Q̄, we recall the commutation relation (21), which dictates that Q̄

and the Noether charge Ḡ can be diagonalized simultaneously. So, let us diagonalize Ḡ,

i.e., solve

Ḡuµ = [H(t)− A]uµ(t) = gµuµ(t), (22)

for each real eigenvalue gµ and its corresponding periodic state uµ ∈ H × S1. Using

Eq. (12), we have

(H0 − A)vµ(t) = gµvµ(t), (23)

where vµ(t) ≡ eiAtuµ(t). Equation (23) means that vµ(t) is, up to the overall phase

factor, an eigenstate of H0 − A,

(H0 − A)Ψi = QiΨi. (24)

The phase factor needs to satisfy the periodicity uµ(0) = uµ(T ), i.e., vµ(T ) = eiATvµ(0),

so we take, e.g.,

vµ(t) = vj,n(t) = ei(α+nω)tΨj, (25)

where µ = (j, n), j = 1, 2, . . . , N , and n ∈ Z. Here we assumed that H(t) does not have

an invariant subspace and Eq. (14) holds true. Thus we obtain the Floquet states

uµ(t) = uj,n(t) = ei(α+nω)te−iAtΨj, (26)

which satisfies uµ(T ) = uµ(0) because of Eq.(14). One can check that these states are

the eigenstates of Q̄:

Q̄uj,n = (Qj + α + nω)uj,n = qj,nuj,n, (27)

where qj,n ≡ Qj + α + nω are the quasienergies.

The above derivation of all the Floquet states requires the diagonalization of the

N × N matrix H0 − A, rather than the infinite-dimensional Q̄. This is a remarkable

characteristic of CDS, by which we mean solvability.

Physically, the derivation implies a rotational frame in which the Hamiltonian

becomes static. The time dependence of H(t) in Eq. (12) suggest a unitary

transformation ψ(t) → ψ̃(t) ≡ eiAtψ(t), which obeys

i
d

dt
ψ̃(t) = (H0 − A)ψ̃(t), (28)
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meaning that the Hamiltonian H0 − A is independent of time in this frame. All the

independent solutions to this Schrödinger equation are given by e−iQjtΨj, leading to the

solutions e−iQjte−iAtΨj in the original frame. Once we extract their periodic part and

quasienergy, we obtain the same results as Eq. (26) and (27). Note that Ref. [20] also

provides a similar discussion on the unitary transformation, focusing on Dirac fermions

in graphene coupled to a heat bath in the presence of a rotating Kekulé mass term.

It is noteworthy that the quasienergies qj,n depend only on the Hermitian matrix

H0 − A, so two different Hamiltonians with CDS, H(t) = e−iAtH0e
iAt and H ′(t) =

e−iA′tH ′
0e

iA′t, have the same quasienergies if H0 −A = H ′
0 −A′. Using this fact, we can

derive the complete set of Hamiltonians with a CDS in two-level quantum systems (see

Appendix B for detail).

4. Examples

In this section, we discuss example model Hamiltonians having CDS and apply the

general properties derived in Sec. 3. We analyze the two-level Rabi model, the three-

level effective model for a nitrogen-vacancy (NV) center, and the Heisenberg (XXZ)

many-spin model in a unified manner from the symmetry viewpoint.

4.1. Rabi oscillation

In this section, we consider the Rabi model [21] as a representative Hamiltonian with

CDS. The Hamiltonian is given by

HRW(t) =

(
ω0

2
be−iωt

beiωt −ω0

2

)
. (29)

This Hamiltonian is also known in the context of the rotating-field approximation. As

discussed above, we assumed that the Hamiltonian (29) is traceless and b is real without

losing generality. The Hamiltonian (29) is the same with the two-level quantum system

under circularly polarized driving that has been historically explored, and the analytic

solution is well studied [22, 23].

One can easily confirm that HRW(t) has the following CDS,

HRW(t+∆t) = S†
∆tHRW(t)S∆t, (30)

S∆t = diag(ei
ω∆t
2 , e−iω∆t

2 ) (31)

Here, the corresponding generator A is

A =
ω

2
σ3, (32)

where σ3 = diag(1,−1). Therefore, the time-dependent Noether charge in this model

reads

G(t) = H(t)− A =

(
ω0−ω

2
be−iωt

beiωt −ω0−ω
2

)
, (33)
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whose expectation value is independent of time.

Now we try to obtain the Floquet states following the general argument in Sec. 3.3.

For this purpose, we solve Eq. (24) with H0 − A = HRW(0)− A:(
ω0−ω

2
b

b −ω0−ω
2

)(
α1

α2

)
= Q

(
α1

α2

)
. (34)

The eigenvalues and eigenvectors are obtained as

Q± = ±
√

1

4
(ω − ω0)2 + b2, (35)(

α1,±

α2,±

)
=

1

κ±

(
b

1
2
(ω − ω0) +Q±

)
, (36)

where κ± are normalization constants given by κ± = [2Q2
± +(ω−ω0)Q±]

−1/2. Thus, all

the quasienergies are given by Eq. (27) as

q±,n = Q± +
1

2
ω + nω, (37)

where we set α = ω/2 since eiAT = ei
ωT
2

σ3 = ei
ω
2
T I in the present model. We obtain the

corresponding Floquet states as

u±,n(t) = ei(n+
1
2
)ωte−iω

2
σ3

(
α1,±

α2,±

)
(38)

= einωt

(
α1,±

eiωtα2,±

)
. (39)

By virtue of the CDS, the eigenvalue problem of the quasienergy operator is reduced

to a two-dimensional eigenvalue problem [Eqs. (34) and (35)], and the quasienergies are

obtained by their shift by nω (37). The resulting quasienergies have many degeneracies,

as shown in Fig. 1. We note that the degenerate pairs have different eigenvalues of the

Noether charge Ḡ, which are evaluated as follows:

Ḡu±,n = g±,nu±,n = −
(
n+

1

2

)
ωu±,n. (40)

It has been known that the degeneracy is lifted when we add a small counter-rotating

term in HRW(t) (see, e.g., Appendix A in Ref. [24]). Our finding here is the symmetry

viewpoint of the degeneracy’s behavior: The degeneracy is due to the CDS and

disappears when the CDS is broken. For completeness, we show how quasienergies

differ when we break the CDS down to a discrete one in Appendix A.
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Figure 1. Eigenvalues Q± (upper) and quasienergies q±,n (lower) for the Rabi

oscillation (29) given in 4.1 with ω0/ω = 0.5 plotted against coupling strength b. Solid

(dashed) curves show Q+ (Q−) and coresponding quasienergies for Floquet states

approaching u+,n (u−,n).

4.2. Effective model of nitrogen-vacancy center

Let us consider the following effective Hamiltonian of an NV center [25]

HNV(t) = −BsSz +NzS
2
z

+Nxy(S
2
x − S2

y) +Hext(t), (41)

where Sα (α = 1, 2, 3) are the 3 × 3 spin matrices for spin S = 1, whose elements are

taken, e.g.,

Sx =
1√
2

0 1 0

1 0 1

0 1 0

 , Sy =
1√
2

0 −i 0

i 0 −i
0 i 0

 ,

Sz = diag(1, 0,−1). (42)

In this subsection, we do not impose tr(HNV(t)) to vanish, following the standard

convention (41). The term Hext(t) denotes the coupling to a circularly-polarized ac

magnetic field,

Hext(t) = −Bd[Sx cos(ωt) + Sy sin(ωt)]. (43)

Recently, strong couplings to external oscillating fields have been achieved in different

settings, and Floquet states have been experimentally detected [26, 27]. For simplicity,

we ignore the effects of dissipation [28, 29]

For the CDS being present, the determinant of the Hamiltonian

detHNV (t) = −NzB
2
d +NxyB

2
d cos(2ωt) (44)

has to be time-independent, which implies Nxy = 0. Under this condition,

S∆t = eiω∆tSz = diag(eiω∆t, 1, e−iω∆t) (45)
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satisfies the transformation rule (9). Also, we find

ANV = ωSz, (46)

HNV (t) = e−iANV tHNV0e
iANV t. (47)

HNV 0 = −BsSz +NzS
2
z −BdSx. (48)

Thus, we obtain the following time-dependent Noether charge

G(t) = HNV(t)− ωSz. (49)

Now we are obtaining the Floquet states. We solve Eq. (24) with H0 − A =

HNV0 − ANV: Nz −Bs − ω −Bd/
√
2 0

−Bd/
√
2 0 −Bd/

√
2

0 −Bd/
√
2 Nz +Bs + ω


 β1

β2
β3

 = Q

 β1
β2
β3

 . (50)

This eigenvalue equation is for a 3× 3 matrix and hence solvable in principle. For each

of the three pairs of the eigenvalues and eigenvectors, Eq. (26) gives

uj,n = einωt

e−iωtβ
(j)
1

β
(j)
2

eiωtβ
(j)
3

 , (51)

where we set α = 0 since eiANVT = I, and β(j) (j = 1, 2, 3) are the eigenvectors of

Eq. (50). The corresponding eigenvalues are

qj,n = Qj + nω, (52)

where Qj are eigenvalues of Eq. (50).

The above construction of all the quasienergies elucidates why there are many

crossings in the quasienergy diagram. The upper panel of Fig. 2 shows the three

eigenvalues Qj, whereas the lower panel all the qj,n. The quasienergies qj,n are obtained

by making replicas for integers n as in Eq. (52). Therefore, even if multiple replica

quasienergies overlap, no hybridization occurs to create an avoided crossing. The CDS

reduces the eigenvalue problem for Q̄ to the finite-dimensional one for H0 −A, thereby

excluding the avoided crossings.

4.3. Heisenberg spins in rotating magnetic field

The argument in Sec. 4.2 can be generalized to a many-spin model. Here we consider

the Heisenberg spin model on a d-dimensional lattice in a rotating magnetic field:

H(t) = HHeis −B[Mx cos(ωt) +My sin(ωt)], (53)

HHeis = J
∑
⟨i,j⟩

Si · Sj, (54)

Mα =
∑
i

Sα
i , (55)
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Figure 2. Eigenvalues Qj (upper) and quasienergies qj,n (lower) for the effective

model of NV center (41) given in 4.2 with Nxy/ω = 0, Nz/ω = 0.2, Bs/ω = 0.1 plotted

against coupling strength Bd.

where Sα
i (α = x, y, z) denote the spin-1/2 operators acting on site i, and ⟨i, j⟩ shows

each nearest neighbor.

Like in Sec. 4.2, we have the following CDS,

A = ωM z, (56)

H(t) = e−iAtH0e
iAt, (57)

H0 = HHeis −BMx. (58)

These relations lead to the time-dependent charge

G(t) = H(t)− ωM z, (59)

whose expectation value never depends on time, even if each of H(t) and ωM z has

time-dependent expectation values.

According to Sec. 3.3, once we have the many-body eigenstates

H0Ψj = QjΨj, (60)

we obtain all the Floquet states

uj,n = einωte−iωSz

Ψj (61)

and their quasienergies

qj,n = Qj + nω, (62)

where we set α = 0 since eiAT = eiωTMz
= I.

We remark that solving Eq. (60) is difficult, and it is referred to as nonintegrable

for d ≥ 2 in the many-body physics context. The case of d = 1 is exceptional, and

Eq. (60) is Bethe-ansatz solvable. Irrespective of integrability in these senses, we call
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Figure 3. Expectation values of observables (see legends) for the (upper) Heisenberg

and (lower) XXZ (∆ = 1/2) models. The parameters are chosen as J = 1, B = 0.3, ω =

2, and L = 10. The insets are zoomins for the observables HHeis and HXXZ.

our H(t) to be solvable as in Sec. 3.3 in the sense that the time-dependence of Floquet

states is obtained once we have Ψj. We also remark that it has been well known that

the above unitary transformation eliminates the time dependence of the external field,

and we aim here to point out that this fact is understood as a CDS in a unified manner

together with other examples in the previous sections.

Let us explore the physical significance of the Noether charge of CDS. To visualize

their role, we numerically solve the time-dependent Schrödinger equation, with the initial

state being the all-down state. We set the parameters as J = 1, B = 0.3, ω = 2, and we

consider a d = 1 chain of length L = 10 and impose the periodic boundary conditions.

The upper panel of Fig. 3 shows the expectation values of relevant observables. Although

Mx,My,Mz have time-dependent expectation values, the Noether charge as their linear

combination

G(t) = HHeis −B[Mx cos(ωt) +My sin(ωt)]− ωM z (63)

is constant, as expected from the analytical arguments. Note that the expectation

value of the Hamiltonian H(t) = G(t) − ωM z depends on time like in general time-

dependent Hamiltonian systems. The existence of G(t), whose expectation value is

time-independent, is a special property of the Floquet system having the CDS. Note

that the undriven Hamiltonian HHeis also has a time-independent expectation value,

and this is a specialty of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian, for which [HHeis, H(t)] = 0 holds

for any t. We will discuss its consequences below.

These arguments can basically be generalized to the XXZ model where HHeis =

J
∑

i Si · Si+1 is replaced by HXXZ = J
∑

i(S
x
i S

x
i+1 + Sy

i S
y
i+1 + ∆Sz

i S
z
i+1) with ∆ ̸= 1.

The lower panel of Fig. 3 shows a similar simulation result for ∆ = 1/2. Like in the

Heisenberg case (∆ = 1), the time-dependent Noether change

G(t) = HXXZ −B[Mx cos(ωt) +My sin(ωt)]− ωM z (64)

has a time-independent expectation value, although each of its components has time-

dependent expectation values. However, the underiven Hamiltonian HXXZ is not a
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conserved quantity, unlike HHeis in the Heisenberg case. This is generic in Floquet

systems having CDSs and holds for the Rabi and NV-center models that we discussed

above.

Finally, we discuss special property of the Heisenberg spin model. The Noether

charge is explicitly given in Eq. (63). Meanwhile, the commutation relations

[HHeis,M
i] = 0 (i = x, y, z) imply [H(t), HHeis] = 0 (∀t), meaning that HHeis is a

conserved quantity in this system. As a result, their difference

E(t) = HHeis −G(t) (65)

= B[Mx cos(ωt) +My sin(ωt)] + ωM z (66)

is also conserved. Thus, we obtain

d

dt
⟨M z⟩ = −B

ω

d

dt
(⟨Mx⟩ cos(ωt) + ⟨My⟩ sin(ωt)). (67)

The Zeeman energy is generally given by E = −B ·M , the Eq. (67) can be interpreted

as indicating that the time evolution of magnetization of this spin chain arises from

the Zeeman energy caused by a rotating magnetic field. In summary, it is possible

to identify conserved physical quantities through the conservation law of the Noether

charge of CDS, which governs the time evolution of operators in the physical frame,

even without conducting a detailed analysis of the Hamiltonian.

5. Discussions and Conclusions

We have systematically analyzed the continuous dynamical symmetry (CDS) and its

consequences in quantum Floquet systems. Unlike the discrete ones, the CDS is so strong

to determine the time dependence of Hamiltonians as in Eq. (12). This special form of

time dependence implies the existence of a rotational frame in which the Hamiltonian

looks static. Such frames have been known in several concrete models, but we have

provided a unified understanding in terms of the CDS. The CDS allows us to obtain all

the Floquet states out of a finite-dimensional eigenvalue problem (24), uncovering the

underlying mechanism for level crossing, instead of hybridization, in the quasienergy

diagram in, e.g., the Rabi model. In the original frame, the CDS manifests as a time-

dependent Noether charge (19), whose expectation value is constant under the time-

dependent Schrödinger equation.

We leave some extensions of our work for future study. First, finding more examples

of the CDS would be important. Although our three examples were (effective) spin

models, the charge degrees of freedom of electrons may have CDSs. For example, an

electron gas in a d(≥ 2)-dimensional space under a circularly-polarized (about, e.g., the

z-axis) ac electric field has a CDS consisting of the spatial rotation. In this case, the

generator A corresponds to the orbital angular momentum Lz, and the time-dependent

Noether charge is given by G(t) = H(t) − ωLz. Second, extensions to non-Floquet

systems are of interest. Without time-periodicity, the Hamiltonian can be more generic,
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but the time-dependent Noether charge could still be defined. One possible direction is

the study of quasi-periodic systems described in [30, 31], where a periodic framework

is achieved through time-dependent unitary transformations. There are also infinite-

dimensional examples of non-Floquet systems, such as the system of driven harmonic

oscillators [32, 33]. Not limited to these two directions, it would be useful to analyze

nonequilibrium phenomena from symmetry viewpoints.
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Appendix A. Example of quantum system with discrete dynamical

symmetry

In this section, we consider the following Hamiltonian as an example of a system with

discrete dynamic symmetry:

HC(t) =

(
ω0

2
b cosωt

b∗ cosωt −ω0

2

)
. (A.1)

This system is explored in detail in Ref. [6]. The Hamiltonian HC has the following

discrete dynamical symmetry:

PT/2(t)ψ(t) =OT/2U(t+ T/2, t)ψ(t), (A.2)

OT/2H(t+ T/2)O†
T/2 =H(t), (A.3)

OT/2 =

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (A.4)

Let us discuss it in the extended Hilbert space. The basis of the extended Hilbert

space can be taken as follows:

|1m⟩ =

(
1

0

)
eimωt, |2m⟩ =

(
0

1

)
eimωt, (A.5)

and the operators of the extended Hilbert space HCF and PT/2,F are expressed in the

basis (A.5) as

PT/2,F =



. . . −1 0 0 0 0 0 . .
.

· · · 0 1 0 0 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 1 0 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 −1 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 0 −1 0 · · ·

. .
.

0 0 0 0 0 1
. . .


, (A.6)
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Figure A1. Quasienergies of the Hamiltonian (A.1) with ω0/ω = 2.5 plotted against

coupling strength b. Solid (dashed) lines show those for Floquet states approaching

|2m⟩ (|1m⟩) as b → 0.

HCF =



. . . ω0

2
− ω 0 0 b 0 0 . .

.

· · · 0 −ω0

2
− ω b∗ 0 0 0 · · ·

· · · 0 b ω0

2
0 0 b · · ·

· · · b∗ 0 0 −ω0

2
b∗ 0 · · ·

· · · 0 0 0 b ω0

2
+ ω 0 · · ·

. .
.

0 0 b∗ 0 0 −ω0

2
+ ω

. . .


. (A.7)

This Hamiltonian is infinite dimensional, so we calculate its spectrum numerically, that

is given in Fig. A1.

Appendix B. Complete set of solvable Hamiltonians for two-level systems

In this section, we give an explicit expression of Hamiltonians with CDS for two-level

systems. We also see that, for two-level systems, such a Hamiltonian is equivalent to a

RWA Hamiltonian with unitary transformations.

Since the generator A is Hermitian it can be diagonalized, and in the base of the

Pauli matrix {σi}i=1,2,3 it can be written as

V AV † = d3σ3 = diag(d3,−d3), (B.1)

where d3 ∈ R, and V is a unitary matrix. According to Eq. (15), d3 must be written as

d3 =
K
2
ω, where K ∈ Z. By substituting this expression to A, we find

V AV † =
Kω

2
σ3. (B.2)
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Since K can be absorbed at a rational multiple of the reference angular frequency ω,

there is no freedom of choice in the eigenvalues of the generator A in the two-level system

up to unitary transformation.

One can see that if the generator A is diagonal, the corresponding Hamiltonian has

the shape of the Hamiltonian of the Rabi oscillation (29) for any H0. In addition, since

the choice of H0 is arbitrary and any Hermitian matrix can be represented by H0 − A,

as we discussed in 3.3, the following statement holds; in the case of a two-level system,

for any traceless Hamiltonian H(t) with CDS, there is a combination of parameters

(ω0, ω, b) in (29), its spectra match with the spectra of the Hamiltonian of the Rabi

oscillation.

Here we solve Eq. (13) directly and show the explicit form of Hamiltonians with

the CDS for two-level systems. In the base of the Pauli matrices the generator A and

Hamiltonian H(t) can be expressed as A =
∑

i aiσi, H(t) =
∑

i hi(t)σi. We introduce

the following 3-dimensional real-valued vectors:

a =

 a1
a2
a3

 ,h =

 h1
h2
h3

 . (B.3)

and Eq. (13) is written as follows:

d

dt
h = a× h. (B.4)

Therefore, in the case of a two-level system the vector h(t) constructed from the

Hamiltonian moves on an orbit of precession around a when its degrees of freedom

are considered as an orbit of a particle. Here, we define

tan θ =
a1
a2
, tanϕ =

a3√
a21 + a22

. (B.5)

By solving Eq. (B.4), we find the correspooinding Hamiltonican can be written by

H(t) =(
C sinϕ sinωt+D cosϕ e−iθ(C(cosωt− i cosϕ sinωt)− iD sinϕ)

eiθ(C cosωt+ iD(cosϕ sinωt+ sinϕ)) −C sinϕ sinωt−D cosϕ

)
,

(B.6)

where C,D are arbitrary constants.

Finally, we briefly discuss the extension of the above argument to N -level systems.

Since the generator A is a traceless Hermitian matrix, it can be written as a linear

combination of N − 1 diagonal (Cartan) generators of SU(N) group. And thus, the

quantization condition corresponding to (B.2) can also be found to satisfy Eq. (15).

Additionally the time-evolution of Hamiltonian with CDS can be written by using
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structure constant of the SU(N) algebra. Concretely speaking, Eq. (B.4) for the N = 2

case can be represented as

d

dt
hi = ϵijkajhk, (B.7)

where the repeated indices j and k are implicitly summed. This equation can be

generalized by replacing ϵijk by the structure constant fijk for the SU(N) algebra.
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