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We employ the Lindblad master equation method to study the nonequilibrium dynamics follow-
ing a parametric quench in the Hamiltonian of an open, two-dimensional superconducting system
coupled to an external bath. Within our approach we show how, in the open system, the dissipation
works as an effective stabilization mechanism in the time evolution of the system after the quench.
Eventually, we evidence how the mismatch between the phases corresponding to the initial and
to the final state of the system determines a dynamical phase transition between the two distinct
phases. Our method allows for fully characterizing the dynamical phase transition in an open sys-
tem in several cases of physical relevance, by means of a combined study of the time-dependent
superconducting gap and of the fidelity between density matrices.

I. INTRODUCTION

Related to the continuous developments of time-
resolved spectroscopic investigation methods in many-
particle systems, there has recently been an increas-
ing interest in nonequilibrium correlated systems. For
instance, using time-dependent angle-resolved spec-
troscopy, it becomes possible to investigate the differ-
ent time evolutions of quasiparticle states in a super-
conductor in different regions of the Brillouin zone, to-
gether with the corresponding effects on the dependence
in time of the superconducting gap ﬂﬁ] Also, perti-
nently irradiating the system, it is possible to induce the
onset of metastable transient states, with peculiar prop-
erties, sometimes completely different from the ones of
the “true” asymptotic state reached as the time ¢t — oo
4, 5.

There are at least two main issues that arise in study-
ing the time evolution of nonequilibrium correlated sys-
tems. First of all, typically, such systems are charac-
terized by several different phases ﬂa], often close to each
other in energy. Knowing their transient dynamics allows
for finding out to which phase they flow, once prepared in
a given state, thus recovering crucial information about
their elementary excitations ﬂﬂ, ] Also, controlling their
time evolution allows for possibly stabilizing metastable
phases, with novel, exotic physical properties, sometimes

rather different from the ones characterizing the equilib-
rium states ﬂa, ] In addition, along their time evolution,
it is possible, for the systems, to go through a dynamical
phase transition (DPT), driven by the time ¢, between
the initial state, in which they are prepared at t = 0,
toward the final state, to which they evolve as ¢ — oo

A widely implemented protocol to induce nonequilib-
rium dynamics in a many-electron system consists in
preparing it in the ground state of a specific Hamilto-
nian, in performing a sudden quench in some parame-
ter(s) of the system Hamiltonian, and eventually in mak-
ing the system evolve with the final (“after the quench”)
Hamiltonian. In the specific case of a superconducting
electronic system, the protocol outlined above results in
an effective time dependence of the superconducting gap,
which can be accounted for by means of a time-dependent
generalization of the self-consistent mean-field (SCMF)
approach B, ]

In this paper, we define and study a procedure for
inducing nonequilibrium dynamics in two-dimensional
(2D) superconducting systems, involving two, or more
than two, components of the order parameter with dif-
ferent symmetry (such as, for instance, an s-wave and a
d-wave component of the superconducting gap). In anal-
ogy to Ref. E], we set the nonequilibrium dynamics by
quenching the interaction strength(s) of the correspond-
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ing model Hamiltonian. Eventually, we recover the time-
dependent superconducting gap by systematically imple-
menting self-consistency, at any given time ¢ > 0. In ad-
dition, we employ the Lindblad master equation (LME)
approach to the dissipative dynamics of the density ma-
trix of the system ], to account for dissipation and
damping effects beyond the time-dependent SCMF ap-
proximation. Such effects are related to the interaction
among quasiparticles, as well as to the coupling between
the quasiparticles and the fluctuations of the supercon-
ducting order parameter ] In fact, we do not derive
the LME, rather we consider the most generic equations
that can drive the system to thermal equilibrium. As de-
tailed in Ref. ﬂﬂ], this is a standard approach, based on
imposing the detailed balance condition and considering
all the independent operators defined within the system’s
Hilbert space that allow transitions between different sys-
tem eigenstates.

Within the LME framework, we couple the system to
an external bath, able to exchange energy and quasi-
particles with the system itself. In doing so, we show
how the relaxation dynamics induced by the coupling
to the bath naturally drives the superconductor toward
its asymptotic, stationary state. We conclude, therefore,
that the dissipation works as an effective stabilization
mechanism in the time evolution of the system after the
quench. Eventually, the mismatch between the phases
corresponding to the initial and to the asymptotic state
of the superconductor can drive the system across a real-
time DPT between the two distinct phases ﬂm—lﬂ]

In fact, while the SCMF approach is expected to be un-
able to capture the complex interplay of nearby phases
in strongly correlated superconductors, such as, for in-
stance, cuprates in their underdoped region, it still allows
for effectively highlighting the physics of simple models,
such as the one we employ here ﬂé,] Moreover, we argue
how, resorting to the LME approach, eventually allows
for accounting for effects beyond the SCMF approxima-
tion, such as the interaction among quasiparticles, as well
as the direct coupling between the quasiparticles and the
fluctuations of the superconducting order parameter ﬂ2_1|]

DPTs typically arise in the time evolution of quan-
tum systems after a parametric quench in the system
Hamiltonian . In our specific case, in addition to
looking at the time dependence of the superconducting
order parameter, we approach the DPT by computing
the fidelity F(t) between the initial state of the system,
[1)(0)), and its state at time ¢. Indeed, differently from
a closed system, where a DPT is typically investigated
by looking at the singularities in the Loschmidt echo
L(t) = [ (0)|y(t)? [12, 22, 30-33], in open systems
the Loschmidt echo (as well as quantities related to it)
is no longer applicable to monitor the DPT and it has
to be substituted by some more appropriate quantities,
such as the fidelity F(t) [12, 34].

Although, in this paper, we focus on a limited num-
ber of phase transitions, the effectiveness of our method
is grounded on its wide applicability to many different

choices for the superconducting gap, such as, for instance,
the ones appropriate for 2D oxide superconductors @7

@] Moreover, by looking at how the time dynamics of

the system is affected by the choice of the actual values of
the system parameters, we can in principle suggest how
to tune the parameters of realistic devices so to realize
phases with the desired properties, including a nontrivial
topology @] Finally, our approach allows, via a syn-
optic monitoring of the time-dependent superconducting
gap, the fidelity, and (in case of a topological DPT, which
we address in Ref. [39]) the spin-Hall conductance, for a
comprehensive characterization of a DPT.
Our paper is organized as follows:

e In Sec. [l we present our general two-dimensional
lattice model Hamiltonian for a planar supercon-
ductor, we employ the SCMF approximation to
trade it for an effectively quadratic one, we map
out the different superconducting phases as a func-
tion of the interaction strengths, and we introduce
the LME approach to the system coupled to the
bath.

e In Sec. [T} we discuss in detail the relaxation dy-
namics of our superconducting system for different
choices of the superconducting order parameter be-
fore, and after, the sudden change in the interaction
strengths.

e In Sec. [Vl we compute the fidelity and employ it
to characterize a DPT.

e In Sec. [V], we discuss and summarize our results
and present some possible further extensions of our
work.

e In the Appendixes, we present the technical details
of our calculations.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN AND METHODS

We now present our lattice model Hamiltonian H for
a planar superconductor. H encompasses various inter-
action terms (on-site, nearest-neighbor, next-to-nearest
neighbor), allowing for various possible kinds of spin-
singlet superconducting order parameters. We then em-
ploy the SCMF approximation to recover the phase di-
agram of H as a function of the different interaction
strengths. Finally, we present the LME approach, which
describes the dynamics of the nonequilibrium system cou-
pled to the bath.

A. Model Hamiltonian for the lattice planar
superconductor

Our main model Hamiltonian describes a system of
interacting spinful electrons, defined over a 2D square



FIG. 1. Sketch of the square lattice with the various single-
fermion hopping and interaction terms in Eq.[d): the NN
(solid blue) and the NNN (solid red) hopping terms, the on-
site (dashed green), the NN (dashed blue), and the NNN
(dashed red) interaction terms.

lattice. The single-particle dispersion relation is deter-
mined by a nearest-neighbor (NN) hopping strength J
(which we will use as our unit of energy, i.e., J = 1),
and a next-to-nearest neighbor (NNN) hopping strength
t’. In addition, we allow for finite on-site, NN and NNN
density-density interactions, all in the spin-singlet chan-
nel, with interaction strength respectively given by U, V
and Z. Accordingly, H is given by (see FigI)
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with ¢ o, cI_’U being the annihilation and the creation op-
erators for an electron with spin o at site r of a square lat-
tice and v being the chemical potential. ¢, o, c:[)g satisfy

the canonical anticommutation relations {c,,q, CI, ot =
’ i

d¢r'00.0. The spin-polarized density operators in Eq.()
are defined as ny, = c:[)gcryg, while ny = > nro. In
Eq.([) we have set the lattice constant to 1. 6 denotes
a generic (unit length) vector connecting r with the cor-
responding NN sites of the lattice, while &' denotes a
generic vector (of length 1/2), connecting r with the cor-
responding NNN sites of the lattice. In the context of
solid-state systems, the Hamiltonian H in Eq.([D) is a
generalization of model Hamiltonians widely applied to
describe high-T, superconductors . Within alter-
native platforms, such as cold-atom condensates, optical
realizations of systems effectively described by Hamil-
tonians similar to H are nowadays within the reach of
present technology [44).

In Appendix [A] we implement the SCMF approxima-
tion to trade H in Eq.(d) for the corresponding mean-
field, quadratic (in the fermionic operators) Hamiltonian
Hyir, given by

3
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with h.c. standing for Hermitean conjugate and with
the single-fermion operators in momentum space, ck o,
related to the ¢, ,’s by means of
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N being the number of lattice sites. Also, in Eq.([2) we
have set

&k = —2[cos(ky) + cos(ky )] — 4t' cos(ky) cos(ky) — p
Ag = Ags +2A,2_2{cos(k,) — cos(ky)}
— 4iAyy sin(ky ) sin(ky) (4)

with Ag, Ag2_ 2, Ayy respectively being equal to the s-
wave, to the d-wave and to the id-wave components of
the superconducting order parameters. As we show in
Appendix [Al they are determined by the self-consistent
equations
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with the single quasiparticle dispersion relation e, =
V& + |Ax[?. In the following, when we refer to Eqs. (5
when addressing the system dynamics, we keep IV finite.
At variance, to recover the thermodynamics of the sys-
tem, we refer to the large-NN limit of Egs.(l), in which
they become the “standard” integral equations for the
superconducting gaps within SCMF approximation, with
DD %, with the integral taken over the full
Brillouin zone.

At a given k, the eigenvalues of Hyp corresponding to
Bogoliubov quasiparticle excitations are given by +ex =
+./& + |Ak|?, with the corresponding fermion operator
eigenmodes I'k + determined by the Bogoliubov-Valatin
transformation as

o]0 P[]
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(6)
and the parameters 6y, ¢x defined by
fk = €k COS(@k)
Ak = ex sin(@k)ei¢k . (7)

We now discuss the various superconducting phases that
can set in on varying the parameters of Hyp and the
corresponding phase diagram of the system.



B. Superconducting phases and phase diagram

In this section, we derive the phase diagram of the
system as a function of U, V', and Z, by holding ¢’ and p
fixed at selected value(s). To do so, we employ Egs. (@) to
determine Ag, Ay2_,2, and Az, at a given value of the
various system parameters.

In particular, we first of all study the phase diagram
obtained by setting two of the three interaction strengths
to 0 and increasing the third one. In this case, we always
find a critical value of the variable interaction strength,
beyond which the corresponding superconducting phase
sets in. We draw the corresponding phase diagrams in
Figl2l where we plot Ag as a function of U, for V=2 =0
(panel a)), Ay2_,2 as a function of V, for U = Z =0
(panel b)), and A,y as a function of Z for U =V =0
(panel c)), for p = 0, = 0.8, and p = —0.7, respec-
tively, with ¢ = 0. In all three cases, we identify the
superconducting phase transition, corresponding to the
order parameter developing a nonzero value as soon as
the corresponding interaction strength becomes greater
than a finite critical value. As a function of the chem-
ical potential, the critical value is recovered by solving
Eqs.([@) at a given u. In particular, from the plots drawn
at different values of u, we see how, as expected @], the
tendency of the system to develop superconducting order
is maximal at half-filling (1 = 0), while it gets lower as
1 is moved to either positive or negative values.

As a next step, we now turn on two different inter-
actions strengths, by holding at zero the third one. In
this case, it is possible to recover (at least at SCMF
level) phases with two out of Ag, Ay2_,2 and Az, be-
ing # 0. The importance of phases as such has been, in
fact, argued to play a crucial role in the physics of high-
temperature superconductors @, . Moreover, the
two-gap coexistence can lead to topologically nontrivial
superconducting phases, such as the d+id superconduc-
tor @] Finally, as we discuss in the following, having
(at least) two superconducting gaps # 0 is an indispens-
able prerequisite to recover a DPT between supercon-
ducting phases (including topologically nontrivial ones),
ﬂadﬁgnl%the time evolution of the nonequilibrium system

].

As specific model calculations, in FiglBa) we show the
phase diagram in the U — V-plane at Z ==t = 0. In
this case, from Eqgs.([5) we first of all find a normal (N)
phase for U < U, and V' <V, with (for p=0) U. =~ 0.6
and V, ~ 0.35, and Ag = A2 2 = Ayy = 0. On either
increasing U at fixed (and small) V, or V at fixed (and
small) U, we respectively find a purely s-wave supercon-
ducting phase with Ag # 0,Ap2_ 2 = Agy = 0, and a
purely d-wave phase, with Aj2_,» = 0,Ag = Ay, = 0.
For large U and V of comparable magnitude, we here
find no phase where both Ag and A,2_,2 are # 0. In
fact, the system undergoes a direct phase transition from
the s-wave to the d-wave superconducting phase (or vice
versa). Of course, we note that this is a specific result we
obtained within our SCMF approach. While it is unlikely
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FIG. 2. a): Ag as a function of U computed from Egs.(5]) by
setting ' =V = Z =0 and p = 0 (blue line), u = 0.8 (green
line) and u = —0.7 (red line). b): A, 2_,» as a function of
V computed from Egs.(B) by setting ¢’ = U = Z = 0 and
i = 0 (blue line), p = 0.8 (green line) and p = —0.7 (red
line). ¢): Ay as a function of Z computed from Egs.(B) by
setting ' = U =V =0 and p = 0 (blue line), u = 0.8 (green
line) and p = —0.7 (red line).

that a better estimate of the effects of the fluctuations
might stabilize a mixed s+d phase, yet, pertinent mod-
ifications of our model Hamiltonian (which go beyond
the scope of our paper), including additional hoppings
and/or interactions, would likely stabilize it.

At variance, as we show in FigB(b), for V' = 0, we
find, for 4 = 0, U, = 0.6 and Z. ~ 0.7. However, in
this case, when both U and Z are # 0 and V = 0, in
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FIG. 3. a): Phase diagram in the U — V plane computed
from Egs.(B) by setting u = t' = Z = 0. b): Phase dia-
gram in the U — Z plane computed from Eqgs.(5]) by setting
uw=1t =V =0. In the figure, N,s,d,id, and s+id respec-
tively denote the normal phase (no superconducting gap), an
s-wave superconducting phase (only Ags # 0), a d-wave su-
perconducting phase (only A,2_,2 # 0), an id-wave super-
conducting phase (only A, # 0), and the s+id-phase, with
both Ags and Az, # 0.

addition to the “pure” s-wave and id-wave phases, we
do find a coexistence phase with both Ag and A,y # 0
(s + id-phase). This is also what happens when U = 0
and both V and Z are # 0, where the corresponding
d + id-phase also exhibits nontrivial topological proper-
ties @ﬁj At 1 # 0 one finds that, consistently with the
results reported in Figl2l the nonzero chemical potential
just determines a mild shrinking of the superconducting
regions: a feature that does not substantially affect the
main qualitative aspects of the phase diagrams reported
in Figl3l

Finally, we point out that, although, for V=2 =0
and at half-filling, the superconducting state is degener-
ate in energy with a charge density wave phase, as soon
as a nonzero negative V and/or Z is turned on and/or
the system is tuned out of half-filling (1 # 0), the su-
perconducting phase comes out to be always more stable
than the charge density wave one ] Consistently with
the above conclusion, throughout our paper we focused

onto superconducting phases only, although with differ-
ent possible kinds of gap order parameter.

Given a phase diagram such as the ones we show in
Fig. Bl a protocol leading to a DPT can, in principle,
be realized by simply preparing the system in an initial
state within a given phase and by quenching, at t = 07T,
the interaction parameters to a point within a different
phase in the phase diagram.

As we evidence above, the real-time evolution induces
an effective dependence on time in the superconducting
gap order parameter B] The time-dependent supercon-
ducting gap can be tuned and possibly observed in, e.g.,
an out-of-equilibrium pump-probe experiment. In such
an experiment, the pump pulse induces a change in the
gap. At the same time, the reflectivity and the optical
conductivity can be measured with a second probe pulse
at different pump-probe time delays. The saturated re-
flectivity and the gap in the real part of the optical con-
ductivity make it possible to monitor the magnitude of
the superconducting gap as a function of time ﬂa, @] It
is also possible to experimentally adjust the interaction
strengths U,V, and Z, by tuning the electron-phonon
coupling like, for example, in synthetic crystals IﬂJﬂ], or
in time and angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy
experiments [52].

C. Lindblad master equation

We now review the LME approach, which we employ
to describe the dynamics of the nonequilibrium open sys-
tem.

As stated above, our protocol for inducing the relax-
ation dynamics in the nonequilibrium system consists
first in quenching, at ¢ = 0, the interaction strengths
from their initial values U@, V() 7z(0) (not necessar-
ily all # 0), from which we determine the initial state
of the system, to UM, V(1 7z  Along the derivation
of Ref.|3], we study the dynamics of our system within
a time dependent version of the SCMF approximation,
based on the LME approach. This approach recovers
the dissipative dynamics induced in the system by the
interactions between quasiparticles beyond BCS approx-
imation, and/or by the coupling between the fluctuations
of the order parameter and the quasiparticle continuum
(21, 25, 53, [54]. Following Refs. [55, [56] and using Hyp
in Eq.([2)) as our main system Hamiltonian, we write down
the full set of LME for the time evolution of the density
matrix operator of the system coupled to the bath, p(t),
which we pertinently complement by self-consistently re-
calculating, at any ¢, the (time-dependent) superconduct-
ing order parameter Ak (¢). Eventually, we show that our
systematic approach is perfectly consistent with the one
introduced in Ref. ﬂ2_1|] on phenomenological grounds.

The LME for p(t) has the form
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In Eq.(®) we have denoted with g the strength of the cou-
pling between the system and the external bath. More-
over, we have set the coupling strength corresponding
to the quasiparticle annihilation and creation operators,
'k, and I‘L/\ (see Eq.[@), so to make them propor-
tional to (1 — f(Xex)) and f(Mex), respectively, with
f(€) being the Fermi distribution function. Accordingly,
Eq.(8) describes the system coupled to a bath with which
it can exchange both energy and matter, through the
injection or the annihilation of Bogoliubov quasiparti-
cles. Indeed, Lindblad jump operators describe the cre-
ation/annihilation of these quasiparticles with, as stated
above, a transition probability chosen so to satisfy the
detailed balance condition and to make the stationary
state of the LME to be described by a thermal grand-
canonical density matrix. Our choice is a particular case
of the generic system-bath Hamiltonian [as shown in Eq.
(3.128) of Ref. [14]], which is realized as a pertinent lin-
ear combination of the tensor products between system
and bath eigenstates [note that changing the linear com-
bination would only affect the numerical values of the
coupling strengths, not the general form, of Eq. ())].

While, in principle, we could arbitrarily choose the
Lindblad jump operators and the corresponding coupling
strengths, setting them as we do here, we make sure that
the detailed balance is ensured and the Boltzmann distri-
bution is a stationary solution of the Lindblad equation
ﬂﬂ, @] Moreover, as we discuss below, our choice even-
tually yields results for the time evolution and for the
asymptotic alternative states of our system that are per-
fectly consistent with the phenomenological approach of
Ref. [21]. Since we self-consistently compute the su-
perconducting order parameter, Ax(t), at any time ¢,
Hyr(t) at the right-hand side of Eq.(8) acquires an ex-
plicit dependence on t and, accordingly, its eigenvalues
[£ek(t)] and the corresponding eigenmodes [k ()] de-
pend on ¢, as well.

To write the SCMF equation for Ay (t), we take ad-
vantage of the fact that Hyr(t) is quadratic in the quasi-
particle operators and that the coupling to the external
bath is linear in the same operators. This allows us to
employ Eq. (8) to write a closed set of equations for the
(time-dependent) average values of the products of two
single-fermion operators. Specifically, we set

e (®) =0T o) (o gercn — 3 )|
Si(t) = Tr[p(t) e,y c-rer] - (9)

We now point out that, on one hand, there is zero spin
polarization in the initial state, on the other hand, no

spin polarization can either be generated along the dy-
namical evolution of the system, as described by Eq.(g]).
Indeed, this can be readily verified by introducing the to-
tal spin operator S = )", Sy, with the Anderson isospin
operator at given k, Sk, defined as.

1 c
a __ T a k,T
St = gleknender® | 7] 0

{0} being the Pauli matrices. At time ¢, we obtain
(S(t)) = Tr[p(t)S]. From Eq.([), taking into account
that [Hur(t),S] = 0 and that the quasiparticle opera-
tors Tk A(t) carry a well-defined spin content, it can be
readily shown that % = 0, which implies v 1(t) =
—k, (t) = v (t). As a result, we recover, in the zero-
temperature limit, the (closed) set of differential equa-
tions

D) — B gint) + Sm{[Au)] A0} (11
df;it) = — (2 + 29) fi(t) — 2D (t)ac(t) + %1((15(;) ’

with ex(t) = /& + |Ak(t)|? and Sm denoting the imag-
inary part. To compute Ag(t) we resort to the time-
dependent SCMF approach. This corresponds to a time-
dependent generalization of the BCS variational ansatz,
which is equivalent to assuming a time dependent gener-
alization of the latter one of Egs.([d) in the form

Ag(t) = As(t) + 24,22 (t){cos(ks) — cos(ky)}
— 4iAgy(t) sin(k,) sin(ky) - (12)

The parameters Ag(t), Ay2_,2(t), and A,y (t) have to
be self-consistently computed by employing a pertinent,
time-dependent, generalization of Egs.(B) by replacing
Ay /ex at the right-hand side of the equations with fi(t)
obtained by solving Eqs.([IT)).

To further ground the time-dependent SCMF approach
leading to Eq.[I2), we note that the same results as
the ones recovered within our approach were derived in
Ref. B] within Keldysh nonequilibrium approach, in the
limit of a small change in the interaction strengths.

As we pointed out above, differently from the deriva-
tion of Ref. B], in our approach, the direct coupling to
the external bath always determines a finite relaxation
timescale (~ (2g)~!) for the superconducting order pa-
rameter. This uniquely sets the asymptotic value of
Ag(t) as t — oo to the one corresponding to the equi-
librium superconducting phase described by H in Eq.()
with interaction strengths UM, V(1) 7 As we discuss



in the following, when taking the system across a DPT,
the coupling to the external bath is also crucial in setting
the time t, at which the transition takes place.

In order to physically ground our choice for the Lind-
blad operators entering the LME in Eq.(8), we now com-
pare our formalism with the phenomenological approach
of Ref.[21] (to which we refer for a systematic discussion
about the relation between the terms of the phenomeno-
logical equation — and, therefore, of the LME — and the
microscopic quasiparticle dynamics). To do so, we em-
ploy Eqgs.([) (which are a direct consequence of the LME
in Eq.(8)) we can, therefore, write down the equations of
motion for Sk(¢) in Eq.(I0) as

W) (0(t) x Bilt) —20(Su(0) +20(Sc- (1)
(13)
with
Re[—Aw(t)]
Bu(t)= | Smid(t)] | (14)
o
and
(Silt) = 5Bull) (15)

From Eq.([I3) we infer that the vector (Sk.(t)) is al-
ways proportional to By(t), that is, fully longitudinal.
Thus, we conclude that Eq.([I4) has exactly the same
form as Eq.(9) of Ref.[21], provided, in the formalism
of that paper, one takes the longitudinal (Tl_l) and
transverse (T, ') relaxation rates for Sy according to
77" = Ty ' = 2g. In fact, finite values of 7, and T, *
in a nonequilibrium superconductor have been argued
to be related to the (inverse) timescales of integrability-
breaking (that is, non BCS-like) interactions. Specifi-
cally, T1 is related to the interaction among quasiparti-
cles, while T5 to the direct coupling between the quasipar-
ticles and the fluctuations of the superconducting order
parameter ] In general, both 77 and T must be re-
garded as phenomenological parameters, and their values
depend on the specific material and on the protocol im-
plemented in the measurement. For instance, in the case
in which nonequilibrium is induced by acting with strong
optical pulses with Terahertz frequencies on NbN, or on
NbsSn, typical values of the order of 10 ps have been
fitted from the experiments discussed in Ref. ], with
a pulse duration of a few ps. Assuming, in our model,
an over-all energy scale J ~ 1eV would yield g ~ 0.002.
However, since, within our protocol, we assume that the
superconductor is adiabatically prepared in the nonequi-
librium state, starting from ¢ — —oo, we may expect,
in a realistic system, values of ¢ that are significantly
larger than the previous estimate. Consistently with the
uncertainty on its actual value in a realistic system, we
perform our calculations for at least two values of g, typ-
ically different by orders of magnitude from each other.

In both cases the bath is a gas of Bogoliubov quasipar-
ticles. In the self-consistent time evolution, the bath is
intrinsic to the system and the LME accounts for residual
interactions between the Bogoliubov quasiparticles ne-
glected in the mean-field BCS approach M], in the non
self-consistent time evolution the proximity effect may
allow, for instance, for quasiparticles to be exchanged
between the system and an underneath superconductor
at equilibrium [57].

In the following, we present and discuss our results for
the time evolution of the superconducting order param-
eter in the system coupled to the external bath in some
paradigmatic cases. Also, in Appendix [Bl we review the
same calculation for the case in which, at ¢ = 0, one di-
rectly quenches Ag(t). Besides being useful for compar-
ison with the case in which one quenches the interaction
strengths, this latter approach is of great relevance in our
calculation of the spin-Hall conductance in Ref. @]

III. TIME EVOLUTION OF THE
SUPERCONDUCTOR COUPLED TO THE
EXTERNAL BATH

We now discuss the time evolution of our nonequilib-
rium open system. Specifically, we initialize the system
in the groundstate of Hyr with an assigned value of the
gap parameter Af(o), corresponding to the state realized
at different values of the interaction strengths, U(®, V(0
and Z(©. Then, at t = 07, we quench the interaction
strengths to UM, V) and Z(M) and, at the same time,
we turn on the coupling g to the bath. For ¢ > 0 the
system evolves toward its asymptotic state, and the su-
perconducting gaps explicitly depend on ¢ according to
Eqs.([I2).

Along our analysis, we first consider the case in which
only one of the three interaction strengths is # 0 and, at
a second stage, we generalize our derivation to the case in
which two interaction strengths become # 0. This even-
tually allows us to investigate whether a DPT is expected
to set in along the time evolution of the system and, if
so, what are its main features.

Throughout our derivation we work in the zero-
temperature limit. In this limit, the function f(Aex(t))
in the coupling strengths in front of the Lindblad opera-
tors in Eq.([) is either equal to 0, if A = +1, or to 1, if
A = —1, regardless of t. While this provides a remark-
able simplification of our derivation below, yet, following
our above analysis, it is in principle straightforward to
address the finite temperature case as well.

A. Relaxation dynamics of a single-component
order parameter

We begin by keeping only one among the interaction
strengths U,V and Z to be # 0.



In Figld]l we plot the superconducting gap, normalized
to its asymptotic (that is, ¢ — oo) value, for the case
in which Ag(t) # 0 and Ay2_2(t) = Agy(t) = 0 (red
curves), in which Ag2_,2(t) # 0 and Ag(t) = Ayy(t) =0
(blue curves), and for the case in which Az, () # 0 and
Ag2_y2(t) = Ag(t) = 0 (green curves). We respectively
set g = 0.01 (Fighh)), and g = 0.05 (Figldb)). Here, as
basically anywhere else below, we set ¢ = 1 = 0. From
Figldl we see that, for any one of the three gaps, the re-
laxation rate is solely determined by the coupling to the
bath: the larger is g, the faster is the relaxation of the
superconducting order parameter toward its asymptotic
value. In addition, we also note a remarkable dependence
of the relaxation time on the symmetry of the order pa-
rameter. This is demonstrated by the different shape of
the curves for different gaps, which is apparent in both
cases, although it is much more evident in Figlda) due to
the smaller value of g and to the correspondingly slower
relaxation of the superconducting gaps. Remarkably, a
similar effect also appears for a closed system (g = 0)
B] It is likely related to different dissipation mecha-
nisms that set in along the relaxation of the order pa-
rameter. Such effects are, in general, well-captured by
the time-dependent SCMF approach. At variance, if one
gives up self-consistency and simply “quenches” the su-
perconducting gap at t = 0 (see Appendix [B] for details),
any dependence on the symmetry of the superconducting
order parameter is washed out. To evidence this point,
in Figll we draw plots similar to the ones in Fig] but
by giving up self-consistency. Indeed, we then see no
appreciable dependence of the time dependent supercon-
ducting order parameter on its symmetry.

Another remarkable feature of the time evolution of
A (t) is given by the oscillations in the amplitude of the
superconducting order parameter. While they have been
already noticed and discussed in Ref. B], in our specific
case they exhibit a peculiar behavior, due to the nonzero
coupling to the bath. As the system is prepared in a
nonequilibrium state that, in principle, has a nonzero
overlap with all the excited states of the Hamiltonian that
determines the time evolution for ¢ > 0, we expect, for
small time intervals, oscillations in the amplitude of the
order parameters over several frequencies. To evidence
that this is, in fact, the case, in the inset of Figlh) we
show the same plot as in the main figure, but restricted
to the interval 0 < ¢ < 20. We clearly see the expected
oscillations which, as t gets large, start to be damped by
the finite value of g. A similar effect can be identified in
the inset of Fig[b), although now the damping is much
faster, due to the larger value of g.

B. Relaxation dynamics of a two-component order
parameter

We now consider the case in which (at least) two in-
teraction strengths are # 0.
We now consider the relaxation dynamics of a system
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FIG. 4. a): Time evolution of the rescaled order parameters
A(t)/A self-consistently computed for g = 0.01, for the case
in which Ag(t = 0) = 0.0750 and A 2_,2(t = 0) = Ayy(t =
0) = 0 (computed at U = 1.5, V = Z = 0 — red curves),
for the case in which A 2_,2(t = 0) = 0.0607 and As(t =
0) = Azy(t = 0) = 0 (computed at V =15 U =2 =0
—blue curves), and for the case in which A,y (t = 0) = 0.1208
and A2 2(t = 0) = Ag(t = 0) = 0 (computed at Z = 1.5,
U =V = 0—green curves) [Inset: zoom of the plots restricted
to the interval 0 < ¢ < 20]. b): Same as in panel a), but with
g = 0.05.
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of the rescaled order parameters
A(t)/A non self-consistently computed for g = 0.01, for the
case in which Ag(t = 0) = 0.075 and A 2_,2(t) = Agy(t) =0
(computed at U = 1.5, V. = Z = 0 — red curve), for the case
in which A,2_,2(t = 0) = 0.030 and As(t) = Azy(t) =0
(computed at V = 1.5, U = Z = 0 —blue curve), and for the
case in which Az, (t =0) = 0.0302 and A 2_,2(t) = As(t) =
0 (computed at Z = 1.5, U =V = 0 — green curve).



prepared in the ground state of Hyr in Eq.(2), with

AD = A(g)_ ., = 0, and AL = 0.03, which corre-
S z2—y Y

sponds to having U = V(© = 0, 2O > 0. Mov-
ing across ¢t = 0, we quench the interaction strengths to
(UM VM z1W) = (1.5,0,1.5). As a result, the system
develops a nonzero Ag(t) and Ay, (t), which we compute
for two different values of g and for ¢’ = u = 0.

In Figll we plot Ag(t) and Ay, (t). To evidence the
effects of the coupling to the bath on the time evolution
of the superconducting gap, we perform the calculation
for ¢ = 0.2 (Figlgh)) and for ¢ = 0.002 (Figltb)). We
see that, on one hand, there is, for the larger values of
g, a suppression of the oscillations in the superconduct-
ing gap. However, in both cases we identify a finite in-
terval of time [0, ¢,] within which Ag(¢) remains pinned
at 0 and A,y (t) keeps finite and basically constant at
large g, while it smoothly increases, with a fast oscil-
lating modulation, at small g. Also, we note how the
“critical time” t, increases upon lowering g. As t goes
across ty, Ag(t) jumps to a finite value. For ¢ > t,,
for ¢ = 0.2, Ag(t) has a finite value, roughly constant.
For g = 0.002, Ag(t) displays damped oscillations. In
both cases, however, we clearly see how, as t — oo,
Ag(t) converges toward the value Ag o = 0.15. A sim-
ilar trend is shown by Agy(t), for ¢ > ¢, which also
asymptotically flows to Azy o = 0.073. Remarkably,
(As,Azy) = (As,00, Azy,0o) = (0.15,0.073) is exactly
the set of values of the superconducting gap that one finds
from in the phase diagram of FigBb) for U = Z = 1.5.
Thus, we conclude that the net effect of coupling the
system to the bath is to trigger a time evolution of the
superconductor between two equilibrium phases, an ini-

tial phase with Ago) = A(Og) =0, AQ] = 0.03, and a

r2—y2

final (asymptotic) phase with Ag . = 0.15, A;?_y2 =0,
and Agzy oo = 0.073. Therefore, as a matter of fact, both
plots in Figlfl evidence a DPT in our system, whose pre-
cise location (¢ = t,) does depend on the value of g. In
the following, we further corroborate our conclusion by
studying the time dependence of the fidelity between the
initial state of the system and the state that, at time ¢,
is described by the density matrix p(t)

To summarize, from the time dependence of the su-
perconducting order parameters, we clearly find evidence
for DPTs, basically determined by the mismatch between
the initial and the final state of the system. To better
ground our conclusions, in the following we estimate the
fidelity F(t) along the time evolution, finding an excellent
consistency with the conclusions about the DPT we re-
covered from the time-dependent superconducting order
parameters.

IV. FIDELITY ACROSS THE DYNAMICAL
PHASE TRANSITION

In Section [[ITB] we inferred the emergence of the DPT
from the time dependence of the superconducting order
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FIG. 6. a): Time evolution of Ag(t) (red curve) and of
Agy (t) (green curve) computed in a system with U = Z =
1.5, V = 0, coupled to a bath with interaction strength g =
0.2 and prepared, at t = 0, in a state with A(z%) ~ 0.03 [Inset:
The same plot (for Agy(t) only), restricted to 0 < t < 20].
b): Same as in panel a) but with g = 0.002. In both cases
the vertical dashed lines mark the onset of the DPT [Inset:
The same plot (for Agy(t) only), restricted to 0 < ¢ < 40].

parameter after quenching the interaction strengths. In
general, in a closed nonequilibrium system that, at time
t, is described by a pure state |1)(¢)), the standard mean
to analyze a DPT is looking at nonanalyticities in the
Loschmidt echo L£(t) = [((0)]1(¢))[?, with [¢(0)) being
the initial state of the system ]. In our case, for
t > 0, the state is described by the density matrix p(t)
which, in general, does not correspond to a pure quantum
state. For this reason, we now characterize the DPT
by looking at nonalyticities in the fidelity F (¢) between

|1)(0)) and density matrix p(t ,134]. Specifically,
in our case F(t) is defined as [5§]
F(t) = (@ (0)|p(®)[$(0)) (16)

The time evolution of p(t) for ¢ > 0 is determined accord-
ing to the LME in Eq.(8). Due to the time-dependent
self-consistency, Eq.(8) is effectively nonlinear and, there-
fore, it is quite a formidable task to solve it in practice,
even for small lattices. For this reason, in the following
we resort to a sequence of reasonable approximations,
which eventually allow us to recast F(t) in a tractable
form.

To begin with, let us introduce the basis of the N-



particle many-body states created by the quasiparticle
creation operators determined by Hyr (¢). Specifically,
we set

N
N a1 0001 = [ [Tasns (D1710) (17)

J=1

with the vacuum |0) defined by the condition
Ig,x(t)]0) = 0, Vg, A. Now, on numerically integrating
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Eqs. () for vx(t), we easily verify that, in the half-filled
system, v (t) = 0 constantly, along the time evolution.
Therefore, consistently with the result that, on average,
we get N' = N, we make the assumption that all the
density matrix elements involving states with total filling
different from 1/2 are negligible and, then, can be safely
put equal to 0. This allows us to simplify the right-hand
side of Eq.(8) by neglecting terms that would change A/
Accordingly, we resort to the approximate equation for

p(t) given by

5~ —iHMr(t)p(t) = p(t) Hur (1)} — g Y AT+ (O] T+ (0)p(1)
k

+ () Tie+ ()] T+ (1) + Tie,— (1) [T~ (0] p(#) + p(H) T~ (1) [Tae - (D]} (18)

As a result, retaining only the matrix elements of p(t)
between states at half-filling (that is, states containing
N = N particles, due to the spin degeneracy), we write
it in the approximate form

- )
PO D D Pty ® X (19)
{aj} {N)s{wst

IN, ) ;001 fag b dus (VS B

with IV being the number of lattice sites.

Next, we note that, due to the parametric dependence
on t of the operators I'k x(f), a solution of the time-
dependent Schrodinger equation

% (1)) = Hyr(D)|$(1)) , (20)

is not simply provided by setting

t N
[1h(t)) = exp —i/o D Ajea; (T) dr | Nt 1,00,
=1

(21)
as one would in fact obtain

o .
S 16(6) = —iHar(D) (1) + (22)

t N
' 0
exp _Z/O E /\jeq].(T) dr —8t|N7t>{qg'};{>\j}'
j=1

Yet, while the “dynamical” phases at the right-hand
side of Eq.(2I) typically grow linearly with time ¢, the
time evolution of the state |N,t)¢q.1,1x,} (Which is deter-
mined by the parametric dependence on ¢ of the opera-
tors Tk, (%)), takes place over periodic patterns in time.
For this reason, it is reasonable to assume that the de-
pendence on time of the dynamical phases takes place
over typical frequencies much larger than the one associ-
ated to the parametric dependence of [N, t)(q,} () on t.
Thus, in the following we neglect the latter contribution

to the right-hand side of Eq.(22]). This leads us to write
a simplified (and closed) set of equations for the matrix

N .
elements pf{)\j)}){w}{qj}(t), given by

(N)
dt

N
. N
=i 3 L = ilea, (0} PR} ) g @)
j=1

N
N
—g{2N + Z[/\j + 5]} Pg,\j)},{#j},{qj}(t) - (23)

j=1
Upon integrating Eqgs.([23)), we obtain
(N) =it ar N Xj—pjleq; (T
PO sty () = el 4 Za Bl Ol (a4
N
N
exp | ~g{2N + DI + 1] 3 £ 23} .40 ©0) -

Jj=1

An important consequence of Eq.([24]) is that all the el-
ements pf{\&j} (s} {qj}(t) are exponentially suppressed,
as soon as 2gt > 1, except for the diagonal ones with

AM=...=Ay=—,and g3 = ... = puy = —. Over time
scales > (2¢g)~!, we therefore obtain
p() = IN e} (-} A (ot (29)

Moreover, we point out how, in writing the right-hand
side of Eq.[2H), we did not sum over the q;, as the
state |, t){q,}.{—} is uniquely fixed by populating the
negative-energy modes at time ¢ for all possible values of
q;. As aresult of our approximations, we eventually find

F(t) = @(0)|p(t)]1(0))
~ [(W(0)|N, ) (q, 14— 17 - (26)

Remarkably, Eq.([26]), which is valid for 2¢g¢t > 1 and
which provides us with the starting point of our following



derivation, coincides with the value that the Loschmidt
echo would have in a closed system whose (pure) col-
lective state, at time ¢t > 0, is given by [¢¥(t)) =
I, [Tq,— ()]0 ). In fact, the analogy is not acciden-
tal. For a closed system, the Loschmidt echo is nothing
but a fidelity between the state at the initial time ¢ = 0
and its time-evolved counterpart at general t. Therefore,
if the evolved state crosses a quantum phase transition,
a nonanalyticity is expected on F(t) [12, 5, [60].

To probe the DPT, in the following we rather look for
nonanalgﬁicities in the rate function w(t), defined as [10-

]

(12, 23,

wlt) = - sl F(1)] | (21)
by computing F(t) as
F(t) = [ut = 0@t =0)7 (28)

with U(t) = T exp [—i fot dTH(T):| , where 7 is the time-
ordered evolution operator. To compute the right-hand
side of Eq.(28), we follow a two-step procedure. Specif-
ically, we first numerically compute Ag(t) within the
time-dependent SCMF approximation. Therefore, we use
Ay (t) self-consistently computed as an input parame-
ter of the time-dependent Hamiltonian Hyp(t), which
we eventually employ to compute the right-hand side of
Eq.([28). In this way, we compute w(t) along the time evo-
lution of the systems with parameters set as in drawing
Figldl In Figlll we draw the corresponding plot of w().
The blue and the red curve respectively correspond to
g = 0.2 and to g = 0.002, with all the other parame-
ters chosen exactly as in Figlll In both cases we mark
with a vertical dashed line the time ¢ = ¢, at which the
system goes through the DPT. Despite some differences
between the two plots, including, of course, the different
values for ¢, determined by the different values of g, we
note an over-all similar behavior of w(t). Specifically, for
0 <t < ti, w(t) takes only a mild time dependence on
t, with w(t) ~ 0.1 — 0.2, denoting an appreciable overlap
between [1(0)) and |i(t)). Therefore, we see that the
first part of the plots indicate the persistence of the sys-
tem in the initial pre-quench phase for times t up to the
transition time ¢, ﬂﬁ] At t = t,, a sudden change in the
slope of w(t) evidences how t = t, corresponds to a point
where the derivative of w(t) does not exist, that is, to
a typical sort of nonanalyticity that signals a DPT. For
t > t., the rapid increase in w(t), following the sudden
change in the slope, corresponds to a drastic reduction
in F(t) (by orders of magnitude), which is a clear signal
that, moving across t = t,, the system has gone through
a DPT.

About the relation between ¢, and the coupling g we note
that the physical intuition behind the existence of a
critical time for a DPT is related to the geometric prop-
erties of the energy landscape of the system ﬂ@] During
the dissipative dynamics induced by the coupling with
the bath, the system evolves with a speed that depends
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FIG. 7. Rate function w(t) (Eq.(27)) as a function of time
t computed with the time-dependent MF Hamiltonian with
parameters Ag(t) and Agy(t) as in Figlf] using g = 0.2 (blue
curve) and g = 0.002 (red curve). The dashed vertical lines
mark the DPT in the two cases.

on its geometric properties. If the system crosses a “flat”
region in energy, the time evolution is extremely slow. As
soon as the edge of the stationary solution is reached, the
evolution becomes extremely fast and the DPT toward
the true stationary solution takes place. The critical time
at which this happens depends on the trajectory itself
and can not easily be predicted due to the fact that the
energy landscape itself is a function of time in the SCMF.
A similar behavior has been observed in a much simpler
spin system, where it has also been observed that ¢, can
depend on the existence of shortcuts in the energy land-
scapes HE], or on the values of the bath-system coupling
strengths [18].

While we do not discuss this point in our paper, it
is finally worth mentioning that, in addition to the fi-
delity, one might also potentially use the entropy S(t)
as an effective mean to detect the DPT. Indeed, along
the derivation presented in Ref. @], we expect that,
in the zero-temperature limit, S(t) for our system would
be 0 both at ¢t = 0 (because our system is prepared in a
pure state), as well as for ¢ — oo (because asymptotically
our system is described by a Boltzmann distribution at
T = 0). In between, for g = 0.2, from the plot of Fig[6h),
we infer that the time evolution of the system is charac-
terized by large intervals of time over which the gaps
keep constant, and by rapid changes in the gap them-
selves right after starting the time evolution and at the
DPT. The rapid changes in the gaps can be effectively
regarded as quenches of the superconducting order pa-
rameters. Therefore, by analogy with what is discussed
in Ref. @] for a bosonic system, we expect that a signif-
icant number of quasiparticle excitations are created at
any change in the gaps, contributing to a corresponding
sharp increase of the entropy. The increase of the en-
tropy should, therefore, work as a signal of the DPT. At
smaller values of g, we expect that the entropy increase is
present at the DPT, as well, although the feature should
be smoother and less marked.



V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have constructed a protocol to induce
nonequilibrium dynamics in an open, superconducting
system coupled to an external bath. Pertinently choos-
ing the jump operators in the Lindblad master equation
approach to the dissipative dynamics of the density ma-
trix of the system, we let the system evolve toward the
thermodynamical stationary state, by making sure that
the Boltzmann distribution is a stationary solution of
the Lindblad equation. Along our derivation, we have
discussed in detail how the mismatch between the initial
state and the asymptotic state of the system can lead
to a dynamical phase transition, which, under suitable
conditions, may also determine a transition between a
topologically nontrivial and a topologically trivial phase,
or vice versa [39).

To monitor the system across the DPT, we look at the
self-consistently computed superconducting gap Ay(t)
and at the fidelity F(t). At the time ¢, at which the
phase transition takes place, the components of Ay(t)
abruptly change: this corresponds to a nonanalyticity (a

change in the slope) of the function w(t) = —2 F(t) , that
is, a point where w(t) is not differentiable.

As a general comment we note that, while there is al-
ready a remarkable amount of results on DPTs in closed
systems, still very little is known about DPTs in open
systems. In our paper, we attempt to fill such a gap
by performing an explicit model calculation of a DPT
in superconducting, open systems. Among the results
we obtain along our derivation we show how, in an open
system, the mismatch between the initial state and the
choice of the Hamiltonian parameters, combined with the
relaxation dynamics due to the coupling to the bath, trig-
gers the onset of the DPT, how the location in time of
the DPT (¢.) is affected by the coupling to the bath,
and how it is possible, by pertinently tuning the system
parameters, to select the asymptotic state toward which
the system evolves.

In principle, our approach can be readily generalized
to a generic dynamical phase transition in other many-
body, fermionic systems @@] Of course, our model
is amenable to substantial improvements, possibly on
the numerical computational side, such as resorting to
a fully time-dependent mean field Hamiltonian Hyr(¢),
in which Ay(t), self-consistently computed, should ap-
pear as a time-dependent parameter. Also, it would be
extremely interesting to perform a systematic analysis of
how the critical time t, depends on the value of g, thus
to eventually recover the results of Ref. B] as a limiting
case of ours. While interesting, all these tasks fall beyond
the scope of this paper, and we are planning to address
them as a further development of the work we present
here.
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Appendix A: Self-consistent mean-field
approximation for the superconducting Hamiltonian

in Eq.()

In this appendix we provide the details of the SCMF
approximation, through which we trade H in Eq.() for
the MF Hamiltonian, Hyr in Eq. ().

In the Hamiltonian of Eq.(T) we have introduced three
different interactions, which, in resorting to the SCMF
approximation, we decouple as follows:

e Local superconducting pairing:

-U Z Tcr,TC o) = U Z {erpr)(c ITCI W
r

_UZ Cr,icr,T>CI,¢CI,¢ - UZ Cr,icr,T<CI,TCI,¢> =
r r

N
ﬁ|AS|2 - Z{Asci,’rc;¢ + Ageryert} (A1)

r

with Ag = U<Cr,,|,cr,T>-

o Nearest-neighbor superconducting pairing:
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with Ayn(6) = V{er ¢, 5,) and with the addi-
tional assumption that (cr, ¢, 54) = —(cr ¢ 5 )
(Here, ¢ = —o is the spin index opposite to o.)

e Next-to-nearest-neighbor superconducting pairing:
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ré‘/ (e
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nv(9) { —Ago_ye it 6=+
iy, , if &' = £(& +9)

) A5
il , if 6 =+  (A9)

Annn () = {

we obtain the expression of Ay in Eq.[@). Finally, the
energy of the superconducting condensate, Hg), is given
by

N 5 4N 5 4N 9
Hg = U|AS| + 7|Am2_y2| + 7|Azy| . (AG)
Minimizing the total energy with respect to Ag, Ay2_ 2,
and Ag,, we obtain the self-consistent equations for the

gap order parameter, given by

13

with ANNN (5/) = Z<Cr)¢cr+(§,_T> and with
the additional assumption that (cr,c, 4 ;)
_<Cr;TCr7(§’.¢>'

Resorting to Fourier space, we obtain H = Hx + Hp +
Hg, with the kinetic energy and the pairing term respec-
tively given by

) + cos(ky)] — 2t [cos(kx + ky) + cos(ke — k)] — plef soeo = D> &ecl 0o

+ Z e_ik'élANNN (5-/)}CLTCT7k,¢ + h.c.

(A4)
As = % ; f_:#?(ek)
Dgz_yp = % 3 Bu2y [COS(I:() — cos(ky)]? o)
k
S0y zk: - sz(’;i) ) o) | (a)
with ex = /€€ + [Ak[? and p(ex) = f(—ex) — f(ex), with

f(ex) being Fermi distribution function.

From the self-consistent equations in Eqs.(A7) (taken
in the zero-temperature limit) we have derived the phase
diagram discussed in the main text.

Appendix B: Relaxation dynamics following a
sudden quench on Ag(t)

In this appendix we present a simplified version of
the approach we used throughout our paper. Specifi-
cally, rather than quenching, at ¢ = 0, the interaction
strengths, we directly quench the superconducting order
parameter, so that it takes the form



A(t) = AV 0(—t) + Ab(t) . (B1)

As a result of giving up self consistency, for ¢ > 0 Egs. (1))
become purely linear and simplify to

dl/k(t

; ) _ —2gu(t) + % + 2Sm[Ax| fic(t)]*]
df(t)
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with ex = /& + |Ax|? and the initial conditions given
by

€k

Vk(t = 0) = W
‘k
A(O)

fu(t=10) = (18) ) (B3)
‘k

with ef(o) =&+ |A§(O)|2. We may now readily solve

Ye\t) _ i iALy 9k Eqgs. in terms of the Laplace transforms of 1 (¢) and
dt 20+ i81e) ielt) - 2iuenclf) €x (B2) fl?(t)(lmg)s a result, we obtaiE (%)
|
() = 98k n { (z +29){2Sm{[fx(0)]* Ak} + (2 + 29)1i(0) } + 46 Re{ [fx (0)]* Ak} + 41/1((0)51%} (B4)
k exz(z + 29) (z+29)[(z + 29)% + 4€2]
(o) = — 98 { Fie(0) (2| Axl* + (2 + 29) (= + 29 — i) + 20 (A fie(0)]* + irac(0) (= + 29 — 2i€k))}
ex?(z +29) (2 +29)[(2 + 29)* + 4ei] '

In the three cases we are investigating here, the
Laplace transforms of the superconducting gap,
As(z), Ay2_y2(2), and Ayy(2), are given by

As(z) = 5 0 il2)
k

Bpoyp() = 5 D teosthe) — costk)} 2

% sin(ky) sin(ky) f(z) . (B5)

k

Using Egs. ([B4) and going through Eqs. (BH), we can read-
ily compute the position of the poles of the Laplace trans-
forms of the superconducting gaps, which provide us with
the relevant informations concerning the gap dynamics.
To do so, we first of all replace v (0) and fi(0) with their
expressions in Eqs.(B3)), by setting

AP =AY + 241 fcos(kz) — cos(ky)]
— 4iAg%) sin(ky ) sin(ky )

o) =\e+adpR . (B6)

Moreover, we also set

Ar(z) = As(2) + 20,22 (2)[cos(ks) — cos(ky)]
— 4iA gy (2) sin(ky) sin(ky) . (B7)
From the explicit expression of fi(z) in Eqgs.(B4) we can

infer the relaxation dynamics of the superconducting or-
der parameter for ¢ > 0. Indeed, we readily identify two

single poles at z = 0 and at z = —2¢. The former one
determines the asymptotic value of the superconducting
gap. Taking the corresponding residue and employing
the time-dependent version of Egs.(BH), we readily find
that, from the pole at z = 0, the superconducting order
parameter as t — oo takes a contribution equal to the
after-the-quench value. An additional simple pole takes
place at z = —2g, which corresponds to a damping of
the corresponding contribution to Ay (¢) as e~ 29t. Fi-
nally, an additional complex pole is expected to arise at
z = —2¢g + iw,, with w, determined by the integration
over d?k: this determines again an exponential damping
of the corresponding contribution to the superconducting
gap over a time scale ~ (2g)~! on top of an oscillating
modulation with frequency w,. Apparently, as long as
Finally, an additional complex pole is expected to arise
at z = —2¢g + iw,, with w, determined by the integration
over d?k: this determines again an exponential damping
of the corresponding contribution to the superconducting
gap over a time scale ~ (2g)~! on top of an oscillating
modulation with frequency w,.. Apparently, as long as
g > 0, all the contributions are washed out by the ex-
ponential damping, except the ones entering the after-
the-quench Ay, according to Eq. (BZ). As g — 0 the
asymptotic behavior becomes more involuted, also de-
pending on the symmetry of the order parameter. From
the above discussion, we expect that, when only a single
interaction strength is different from zero, the relaxation
time scale of the corresponding order parameter is in-
dependent of its symmetry as, in fact, witnessed by the
results in Fig.
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