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We study universal chaotic dynamics of a large class of periodically driven critical systems de-
scribed by spatially inhomogeneous conformal field theories. By employing an effective curved space-
time approach, we show that the onset of quantum chaotic correlations, captured by the Lyapunov
exponent of out-of-time-order correlators (OTOCs), is set by the Hawking temperature of emergent
Floquet horizons. Furthermore, scrambling of quantum information is shown to be strongly inhomo-
geneous, leading to transitions from chaotic to non-chaotic regimes by tuning driving parameters.
We finally use our framework to propose a concrete protocol to simulate and measure OTOCs in
quantum simulators, by designing an efficient stroboscopic backward time evolution.

Introduction — Quantum information scrambling
characterizes the inaccessibility of globally encoded quan-
tum information to local quantum measurements during
a unitary time evolution. A particularly relevant diagno-
sis for quantum chaos are out-of-time-order correlators
(OTOCs)[1–3], which characterize the growth of local
operators and can under certain circumstances be exper-
imentally measured in diverse quantum simulator plat-
forms [4–8]. Such correlators have been shown to decay
exponentially at early times with a Lyapunov exponent
bounded by the temperature of the system [9–11]. The
saturation of the bound has been shown to be achieved
for maximally chaotic systems such as the Sachdev-Ye-
Kitaev model [12] or in the context of holographic con-
formal field theories (CFTs) [10].

In parallel, thanks to recent developments in the field
of quantum simulation, out-of-equilibrium protocols have
become of increasingly experimental relevance to probe
new dynamical phases [13–15]. Protocols with periodic
driving, so-called Floquet driving, are of particular inter-
est because of their relevance to simulating light-matter
coupling. Certain topological phases can be engineered
using using Floquet driving [16, 17], paralleling equi-
librium counterparts. Beyond this periodically driven
systems can realize genuinely non-equilibrium quantum
phases, such as time crystals [18–20], or Floquet topo-
logical insulators [21, 22]. However, addressing questions
of ergodicity and quantum chaos in driven many-body
systems is generally out of reach.

Recently, a class of exactly solvable driven critical
models were introduced [23–27]. These consist in gap-
less field theories with a spatially modulated Hamilto-
nian density, referred to as inhomogeneous CFTs [28–31].
They have been applied to a variety of non-equilibrium
protocols, from periodic to quasi-periodic [32, 33] and
random drives [34]. Besides their intrinsic value in
exploring analytically the non-equilibrium dynamics of
many-body systems at criticality, these classes of driven
systems display rich features, such as spatially localized
entanglement [35] and protocols for cooling towards the
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FIG. 1. Sketch of spreading of correlations in two different
gapless theories. (a) Spreading of correlations for a spatially
homogeneous critical system. (b) Stroboscopic spreading of
correlations for a periodically driven inhomogeneous CFT in
the heating phase. The emergence of a Floquet horizon x∗
leads to a blockade of correlations through the system at stro-
boscopic times. As a consequence, a non-trivial OTOC evo-
lution arises only for certain insertions of the operators and
not others.

ground state of a system initially prepared in a thermal
state [36]. Furthermore, smooth spatial deformations of
gapless critical systems in (1+1)D can be used to en-
gineer curved spacetime geometries such as black hole
horizons [25, 37, 38], manifesting as hotspots of energy
and sinks of quantum entanglement. These open a path-
way for simulations of a black hole atmosphere [39], as
well as black hole creation and evaporation [40, 41]. The
non-equilibrium physics of inhomogeneous gapless sys-
tems has recently been experimentally realized in quan-
tum gas simulators [42], and may be accessible in Ryd-
berg atom platforms, whose tunability in principle allows
for highly controllable spatially dependent couplings [43].

In this Letter, we study the scrambling properties of
emergent horizons in a class of periodically driven crit-
ical systems. This class of Floquet drives solely relies
on underlying conformal symmetry, and can thus be ap-
plied equally to free theories, such as Luttinger liquids,
integrable (rational) CFTs, such as the Ising CFT, or to
strongly correlated theories such as holographic CFTs.
In the chaotic regime of large central charge, we show
that the Floquet horizons lead to an exponential decay
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of the OTOC. We demonstrate that the Lyapunov ex-
ponent satisfies λL = 2πΘH, where ΘH is the effective
Hawking temperature of the horizon. This provides a
non-equilibrium and zero temperature analog to the ther-
mal bound on the Lyapunov exponent. Furthermore, we
exhibit chaos-to-non-chaos transitions by continuously
tuning the driving parameters of the system, as a con-
sequence of the inhomogeneous scrambling illustrated on
Fig. 1(b).

One of the main challenges for measuring OTOCs is
to engineer backward time evolution operators. This is
one of the reasons why the measurement of OTOCs has
been so far limited to few-body systems and digital quan-
tum simulators [4–8] ( see also other theoretical proposals
[44, 45]). For many-body quantum systems and quantum
field theory, however, constructing backward time evolu-
tion operators poses a significant challenge. For example,
in quantum field theory with infinite degrees of freedom,
the Hamiltonian is bounded from below but not from
above. Taking this literally poses a fundamental chal-
lenge to consider backward time evolution. In this work,
we theoretically propose and numerically simulate a sim-
ple stroboscopic backward time evolution protocol, as a
first step towards a measurement of OTOCs in driven
critical quantum systems. For rational CFTs, our Flo-
quet protocol can be used to extract topological data,
namely, the braiding phase (the modular S matrix) of
primary operators following earlier works [46, 47].

Setup — We consider a one-dimensional critical model
of size L, described in the low-energy regime by a (1+1)-
dimensional conformal field theory (CFT) of central
charge c. The system is spatially inhomogeneous, such
that it is governed by the Hamiltonian

H[v(x)] =

∫ L

0

v(x)T00(x)dx, (1)

where v(x) is a smooth deformation of the Hamiltonian
density, and T00(x) is the stress tensor. For simplicity, we
consider a two-step drive between a homogeneous Hamil-
tonian H0 and an inhomogeneous Hamiltonian H1, for
durations T0 and T1. Natural choices for such defor-
mations, called sl(2) deformations [48], are of the form
v(x) = a + b cos(2πx/L) + c sin(2πx/L), such that they
only involve the generators of the global conformal alge-
bra. In this case, the stroboscopic evolution of primary
fields after n cycles is encoded in a Möbius transforma-
tion whose parameters depend on n, as well as on T0

L

and T1

L . The classification of this stroboscopic map dic-
tates the dynamics of correlation functions: for elliptic
Möbius transformations, correlation functions oscillate
periodically in time, while they grow exponentially for
hyperbolic Möbius transformations. These two distinct
dynamical behaviours are thus referred to as nonheat-
ing and heating phases. While energy grows exponen-
tially in the heating phase, its distribution is strongly

peaked only at two spatial locations, and decays expo-
nentially everywhere else. These energy peaks share non-
local quantum information, such that the von Neumann
entanglement entropy SA grows linearly in time if the
subsystem A (of size l) contains one of the horizons, and
relaxes down to the ground state entanglement entropy
otherwise, SA ∼ c

3 log(l), even when starting from a high-

temperature thermal state with initial entropy SA ∼ πcl
3β .

Emergent Floquet horizons — The stroboscopic de-
scription of this class of periodic drives is provided by
the Floquet Hamiltonian HF, defined as UF = e−iHFT

for a driving period T . For sl(2) drives made of an arbi-
trary number of steps, or for a continuous drive, it takes
the general form

HF =

∫ L

0

[v−eff(x)T (x) + v+eff(x)T (x)]dx, (2)

where T00(x) =
1
2π (T (x) + T (x)), and the effective Flo-

quet velocities for the chiral and anti-chiral parts in the
heating phase read [25]

v±eff(x) = 2LΘH

sin[ πL (x∓ x∗,1)] sin[
π
L (x∓ x∗,2)]

sin[ πL (x∗,1 − x∗,2)]
, (3)

where x∗,1 and x∗,2 are, respectively, the stable and un-
stable fixed points of the one-cycle Floquet dynamical
map in the heating phase [49]. We note that in the case
of a time-reversal symmetric Floquet drive Eq. (3) sim-
plifies to v+eff(x) = v−eff(x), such that HF does not carry
any net momentum 1

2π (T (x) − T (x)) [50]. The position
x∗,1 (L−x∗,1) acts as a sink for chiral (antichiral) quasi-
particles. The chiral and antichiral excitations follow
lightlike geodesics of the stroboscopic curved spacetimes
ds2± = dx2 − v±eff(x)

2dt2. Expanding the chiral metric
ds2− around x∗,1, one finds [25]

ds2− = dx2 −ΘH(x− x∗,1)2dt2, (4)

with a real positive constant ΘH, and similarly for an-
tichiral quasiparticles around L − x∗,1. This provides a
natural interpretation of x∗,1 and L−x∗,1 as Floquet hori-
zons, carrying a Hawking temperature ΘH that sets the
energy scale at which energy and entanglement increase,

E(t) =

∫ L

0

⟨T00⟩dx ∼ E0e
ΘHnT , SA(t) ∼

c

3
ΘHnT.

(5)
We stress that the picture of Floquet horizons general-
izes to arbitrary smooth deformations v(x) and number
of steps (and continuous drives thereof), with each un-
stable fixed points carrying a local Hawking temperature
characterizing the local energy absorption [26].
Inhomogeneous scrambling — Motivated by the fast-

scrambling properties of black holes [51, 52], we study
quantum chaotic features of the emergent Floquet hori-
zons in the heating phase. A natural diagnosis of quan-
tum chaos are OTOCs, defined for two local operators V
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and W as

C(x1, x2; t) ∼ ⟨W (x1, t)V (x2)W (x1, t)V (x2)⟩. (6)

We take V andW to be primary fields of weights hV and
hW , such that the OTOC can be obtained by computing
the CFT four-point function

⟨ψ0|W (za, z̄a)W (zb, z̄b)V (zc, z̄c)V (zd, z̄d)|ψ0⟩ (7)

which is governed by global conformal invariance by con-
formal blocks F(η, η̄), where we define the cross-ratios

η =
zabzcd
zaczbd

, zij = zi− zj , η̄ =
z̄abz̄cd
z̄acz̄bd

, z̄ij = z̄i− z̄j .
(8)

The OTOC evolution for homogeneous CFTs at equilib-
rium is found by complexifying time ti 7→ ti + iϵi and
using the time ordering ϵa > ϵc > ϵb > ϵd. A crossing of
the branch cut [1,∞) of F(η, η̄) at early times from either
η or η̄ results in an early time exponential growth given
by the Lyapunov exponent λL = 2πβ−1 [9–11]. We now
compute the OTOC from a quantum quench with the
Floquet Hamiltonian (3) in the heating phase [53]. The
conformal map encoding the time evolution of the fields
V and W with HF for a time t is [50]

z̃i(t) =
αzi + β

β∗zi + α∗ ,
˜̄zi(t) =

αz̄i + β

β∗z̄i + α∗ , (9)

with α, β given by

α = cosh[πΘHt] +
γ1 + γ2
γ1 − γ2

sinh[πΘHt],

β = − 2γ1γ2
γ1 − γ2

sinh[πΘHt],
(10)

where γi = e2πix∗,i/L. Thus the late-time asymptotics are
limt→∞ z̃i(t) = limt→∞ ˜̄zi(t) = γ1. This property ensures
that only one cross-ratio η or η̄ crosses the branch cut and
not the other [see Fig. 2(a)], leading to nontrivial OTOC
evolution. The condition for η to cross the branch cut,
as illustrated on Fig. 2(b), reads

tanh(πΘHt) =
(z2 − z1)(γ1 − γ2)

(z1 + z2)(γ1 + γ2)− 2(z1z2 + γ1γ2)
,

(11)
and a similar condition can be derived for η̄ to cross the
branch cut. Let us now assume that η crosses the branch
cut. The late-time asymptotics read

η ∼ e−2πΘHtϵ12ϵ34
sin[ πL (x1 − x∗,2)] sin[

π
L (x2 − x∗,1)]

sin[ πL (x1 − x∗,1)] sin[
π
L (x2 − x∗,2)]

,

(12)
with ϵij = ϵi − ϵj . In the limit of large central charge,
with hW /c fixed and small and hV fixed and large, F(η)
can be approximated following [54]

F(η) = 1(
1− 24πihW

cη

)hV
. (13)
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FIG. 2. (a) Flow of the primary field W (z1, z̄1) under the
continuous time evolution withHF generated by the maps (9).
Left: Flow of the chiral part, that crosses the chiral part of
V (z2, z̄2) at a time given by (11). Right: Flow of the anti-
chiral part, that does not cross W . (b) In this case, the cross-
ratio η crosses the branch cut with the OTOC ordering at the
time of the crossing between W and V .

This subsequently leads to an exponential growth of the
OTOC, characteristic of the maximally chaotic regime of
holographic CFTs. The lack of translational invariance
of the OTOC inherited from the inhomogeneous Hamil-
tonian (1) is manifest in (12). This leads to an inho-
mogenous Butterfly velocity vB(x) [55], which equals the
Floquet velocity,

vB(x) = v−eff(x), (14)

and similarly with v+eff(x) if η̄ crosses the branch cut in-
stead. The butterfly velocity goes to zero at the Flo-
quet horizons, prohibiting correlations to leak through
the horizons at stroboscopic times. In the heating phase
the Lyapunov exponent satisfies the relation

λL = 2πΘH, (15)

which is an out-of-equilibrium analog to the thermal
bound on quantum chaos, λL = 2πβ−1. We stress that
while the system is initialized in the ground state of the
uniform CFT, the Floquet horizons of the heating phase
provide an emergent local temperature. The system ap-
pears as if it was thermal with respect to that temper-
ature for OTOCs measured near the respective horizon.
Furthermore, an inhomogeneous nontrivial OTOC evo-
lution with polynomial decay arises for driven compact-
ified free boson CFTs with irrational compactification
radius [56, 57], realized in, e.g., the XXZ model for ir-
rational values of the anisotropy. We finally note that
the above discussion generalizes to Floquet drives with
arbitrary inhomogeneous Hamiltonians [50], beyond sl(2)
algebra.
Rindler drives and chaos transitions — We now con-

sider a CFT on the real line, and define a Floquet drive
between a homogeneous Hamiltonian H0 and a Rindler
Hamiltonian [58] H1 =

∫∞
−∞ h|x|T00(x)dx. The time

evolution generated by H0 and H1 can be expressed in
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FIG. 3. (a) Heating region of the phase diagram for a two-
step sl(2) Floquet drive. The colors scale represents the heat-
ing rate, or Hawking temperature ΘH. The two stars rep-

resent two sets of driving parameters
(
T0
L
, T1

L

)
and

(
T̃0
L
, T̃1

L

)
that satisfy (17). (b) The OTOC can be measured by com-
bining the two driving sequences in order to stroboscopically
evolve forward and backward in time, which just amounts to
modulating the durations T0 and T1 without changing the
driving Hamiltonians.

the high-frequency limit as the coordinate transforma-
tions [50]

x+(x, t) = xehτt +
2(1− τ)
hτ

e
h
2 τt sinh

hτt

2
,

x−(x, t) = xe−hτt − 2(1− τ)
hτ

e−
h
2 τt sinh

hτt

2
. (16)

with τ = T1/(T0+T1), and x
∓ the coordinates for left and

right movers respectively. Thus, a single Floquet horizon
appears at x∗ = 1

h (1− 1/τ), which acts as a stable fixed
point for the holomorphic sector, and as an unstable fixed
point for the anti-holomorphic sector. By repeating the
previous calculation of the OTOC, we conclude that non-
trivial OTOC time evolution only happens if the initial
operator insertion positions x1 and x2 ofW and V are on
the same side of the Floquet horizon x∗, as illustrated on
Fig. 1(b). As one continuously tunes T0 and T1, the Flo-
quet horizon x∗ shifts position on the real line. For fixed
operator initial positions x1 and x2, this leads to tran-
sitions from chaotic to non-chaotic regimes dynamically
induced at a fixed position.

Backward time evolution — As a first step towards
a measurement of the inhomogeneous scrambling of the
OTOC on quantum simulators, we propose a simple and
concrete protocol that provides a stroboscopic backward
time evolution of driven inhomogeneous gapless chains.
The backward time evolution is designed by switching the
sign of the unphysical Floquet Hamiltonian (2). A natu-
ral way to achieve this for spatially inhomogeneous drives
is to switch the driving parameters (T0, T1) to (T̃0, T̃1) af-
ter driving the system for n cycles, and switch the order
of the unitaries U0 and U1, as illustrated on Fig. 3(b).

The parameters (T̃0, T̃1) are defined such that only the

stable and unstable fixed points swap, x∗,1 ←→ x∗,2, lead-
ing to

ŨF = e−iH̃F (T̃0+T̃1) = eiHF(T0+T1) = U†
F, (17)

as can be seen from the explicit expression of HF

in (3) [59]. We stress that this time-reversing proto-
col applies to any two-step drives with vi(x) > 0 for
i = 0, 1 [50], as well as to any initial state, be it a pure or
thermal state. In the heating phase this leads to a Flo-
quet engineered “evaporation” of the emergent Floquet
horizons [40], with the half-system entanglement entropy
linearly decreasing back to the initial state entanglement,
and energy density relaxing back to the initial state. Ex-
perimentally, the advantage of such a procedure is that
there is no need to switch the sign of the coupling of
the driving Hamiltonians, and the backward evolution is
implemented directly by changing the duration of each
driving Hamiltonian.

Numerical calculations — At the field theory level our
time-reversal procedure leads to a perfect heat erasure
and initial state retrieval, even after an arbitrary num-
ber of driving cycles in the heating phase. However, lat-
tice effects due to excitation of higher-energy modes are
expected to affect the fidelity of the time-reversal proce-
dure, as non-linearities in the spectrum become relevant.
We numerically check the robustness of this procedure on
a driven fermionic lattice, with inhomogeneous Hamilto-
nians of the form

H[v(j)] = −1

2

L−1∑
j=1

v(j)c†jcj+1 + h.c.. (18)

The dynamics of such a driven chain at half-filling is well-
described by c = 1 free boson CFT in both heating and
nonheating phases for large stroboscopic times as well as
pure and thermal initial states [60]. As a first check, we
study the fidelity of the time-reversal procedure, defined
as

F (n) = |⟨ψ0|Ũn
FU

n
F |ψ0⟩|2. (19)

As n increases, lattice effects become more dominant
and eventually the CFT time-reversal procedure breaks
down. Nevertheless, we find that the fidelity stays close
to one when starting from the ground state, even for more
than a hundred Floquet cycles, as shown on Fig. 4(c).
Similarly, the entanglement entropy SA(t) is shown on
Fig. 4(b) to initially grow linearly with the first driv-
ing sequence and decrease linearly with the second one,
reminiscent of the Page curve evolution of entanglement
found in moving mirror CFTs [61]. The two driving se-
quences operate as creation and evaporation of the emer-
gent Floquet horizons as can be seen in the energy density
evolution on Fig. 4(a). We finally remark that our time-
reversal procedure provides a natural way to interpolate
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n n

n

FIG. 4. Numerical results on a free fermion chain driven
in the heating phase, and relaxed back to the initial state
using the time-reversal protocol. (a) Fidelity F (n) of the
time-reversal procedure as function of N for different system
sizes L = 100, 200, ..., 1200 (red to blue). (b) Starting from a
Gibbs state at temperature β−1 = 0.002 and L = 2000, the
half-system entanglement entropy SA(t) grows linearly, and
decays linearly during the time-reversal procedure, reaching
back the initial thermal entanglement entropy. (c) We ob-
serve the emergence of Floquet horizons in the energy density
evolution, as well as their evaporation. (d) Scaling of the en-
tanglement entropy on the subsystem size l. At initial and
final times, SA follows the volume law of a thermal state,
while it follows the ground state scaling after 25 cycles deep
in the heating phase.

continuously between volume law and ground state scal-
ing of entanglement when the initial state is a thermal
state at temperature β−1 ≫ l (such that SA ∼ πl

3β at

equilibrium) and the entanglement cut A does not con-
tain any Floquet horizons, as shown on Fig. 4(d). Such
operation is a full cycle of the “Floquet’s refrigerator” in-
troduced in [36], as it additionally allows to transit from
area to volume law.

Conclusions — Our Floquet protocol could be imple-
mented in quantum simulators such as Rydberg atom
arrays which can be tuned to conformal critical points
[62–67]. In particular, it would provide a promising route
to experimentally measure not only the chaotic behaviors
of CFTs, but also the universal topological properties of
some rational CFTs. These include the braiding prop-
erties (the modular S matrix) of, for instance, the Ising
CFT [46, 47]. Turning to theory, it would be desirable to
understand further quantum-information-theoretic prop-
erties of the emergent Floquet horizons, such as informa-
tion metrics; first steps in this directions were initiated
in [68]. Moreover, it would be interesting to uncover the
bridge between driven CFTs and moving mirrors. Such
setups display a similar phenomenology [37], and can also

simulate black hole evaporation and the Page curve of en-
tanglement entropy [61, 69].
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.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

A. Effective description of sl(2) drives

The aim of this section is to provide a derivation of the Möbius transformation (10) encoding the continuous time
evolution after a quantum quench with the Floquet Hamiltonian (2), and to draw a simple quasiparticle picture for
the emergence of the Floquet horizons after such a quantum quench. In all generality, an sl(2) Hamiltonian takes the
form

H =

∫ L

0

[v(x)T (x) + v̄(x)T (x)]dx, (S1)

with chiral and anti-chiral velocities given by

v(x) = σ0 + σ+ cos
2πx

L
+ σ− sin

2πx

L
, v̄(x) = σ̄0 + σ̄+ cos

2πx

L
+ σ̄− sin

2πx

L
. (S2)

The Möbius transformation encoding the continuous time evolution with such inhomogeneous Hamiltonian takes the
form [48]

z̃(t) =
αz + β

β∗z + α∗ ,
˜̄z(t) =

ᾱz̄ + β̄

β̄∗z̄ + ᾱ∗ , (S3)

with coefficients given by

α = cosh

(
πCt
L

)
+

iσ0
C

sinh

(
πCt
L

)
, β =

i

C
(σ+ + iσ−) sinh

(
πCt
L

)
, (S4)

ᾱ = cosh

(
πCt
L

)
+

iσ̄0
C

sinh

(
πCt
L

)
, β̄ =

i

C
(σ̄+ − iσ̄−) sinh

(
πCt
L

)
, (S5)

with C =
√
| − σ2

0 + σ2
+ + σ2

−|. Note in particular that the coefficients β and β̄ are in general distinct if the quenching

Hamiltonian has the same deformation in both sectors, i.e., v(x) = v̄(x). Let us now focus on the case of the sl(2)
Floquet Hamiltonian HF given by (2) in the heating phase. In this case, one readily finds that

σ0 = −iLΘH
γ1 + γ2
γ1 − γ2

, σ̄0 = σ0,

σ+ = iLΘH
1 + γ1γ2
γ1 − γ2

, σ̄+ = σ+,

σ− = LΘH
γ1γ2 − 1

γ1 − γ2
, σ̄− = −σ−.

(S6)

This implies α = ᾱ and β = β̄ in this case, because of the peculiar asymmetry between v+eff(x) and v−eff(x) in (3),
which correctly leads to the transformation (10). In the case of time-reversal-symmetric drives, γ1 = γ∗2 , i.e., x∗ =
x∗,1 = L− x∗,2, one finds

veff(x) = v+eff(x) = v−eff(x) = 2LΘH

sin[ πL (x− x∗)] sin[
π
L (x+ x∗)]

sin[ 2πx∗
L ]

, (S7)

i.e., the deformations of the chiral and anti-antichiral sectors are identical. Furthermore, in the case of time-reversal
symmetric drives σ− = σ̄− = 0, which again leads to α = ᾱ and β = β̄.

Although non-time-reversal symmetric drives and time-reversal symmetric drive have a different effective descrip-
tion, we now present a simple quasiparticle picture that unifies both cases from a Floquet Hamiltonian standpoint,
as illustrated on Fig. 5. In the non-symmetric case, two distinct fixed points emerge for each sector: a stable and an
unstable fixed point, both characterized by their local heating rate. At the unstable fixed point, quasiparticles are
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(a) (b)

x x

FIG. 5. Quasiparticle picture for a quench with the sl(2) Floquet Hamiltonian. (a) The Floquet Hamiltonian HF for a non-
time-reversal symmetric drive leads to different components v−eff(x) and v+eff(x) for chiral and anti-chiral sectors, see (2), as
illustrated with the blue and red curves. In this case the Floquet velocities for both sectors are distinct, leading to two distinct
fixed points for each chirality: one acts as a quasiparticle source and one as a sink. This leads to the emergence of two Floquet
horizons at symmetric positions. (b) The Floquet Hamiltonian HF for a time-reversal symmetric drive. In this case both
Floquet velocities coincide, and are given by (S7), such that the unstable fixed point of the chiral sector coincides with the
stable fixed point of the antichiral sector and vice-versa.

getting repelled as the sign of the deformation changes (quasiparticles of the same chirality but at different positions
x1 and x2, such that v+(x1) < 0 < v+(x2), propagate in opposite directions), while they get attracted at the stable
fixed point, leading to a chiral emergent horizon. The same mechanism leads to an anti-chiral horizon at a symmetric
position, see Fig. 5(a). In the time-reversal symmetric case, the unstable fixed point of the chiral sector merges with
the stable fixed point of the anti-chiral sector and vice-versa as shown on Fig. 5(b), which again leads to two emergent
Floquet horizons. An important distinction between these two effective descriptions of the Floquet drive is that the
Floquet Hamiltonian in the non-symmetric case carries a non-zero momentum, i.e., T −T ̸= 0, leading to asymmetric
quasiparticle propagation, as illustrated on Fig. 6(a). In this case the effective velocity profiles can have a different

(a) (b)

xx

t t

FIG. 6. Dynamical two-point function |⟨Φ(x, t)Φ(x0, 0)⟩| for an arbitrary primary field Φ of weight (h, h̄), periodic boundaries,
after a quantum quench with the Floquet Hamiltonian HF for (a) a non-time-reversal symmetric driving sequence and (b)
a time-reversal symmetric driving sequence, corresponding respectively to the Hamiltonian deformations from Fig. 5(a) and
Fig. 5(b) (the system size has been set to unity). The non-zero momentum of the Floquet Hamiltonian in the non-symmetric
driving sequence leads to chiral and anti-chiral quasiparticles propagating in the same direction, even with periodic boundary
conditions.

sign between the two chiralities, leading to a propagation of chiral and anti-chiral quasiparticles in the same direction,
despite the boundaries being periodic and the two sectors thus being uncoupled. This emergent phenomena of the
Floquet drive is however forbidden for time-reversal symmetric drives (see Fig. 6(b)), and is a direct consequence of
the zero net momentum carried by the Floquet Hamiltonian in this case. It will be interesting to further study from a
holographic standpoint the consequences on the AdS bulk of the finite momentum carried by the Floquet Hamiltonian
in the non-symmetric case [70].
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B. OTOCS for inhomogeneous Floquet CFTs

Let us derive the OTOC evolution under a generic sl(2) periodic driving. Our arguments rely on the knowledge of
the form of the Floquet Hamiltonian (3), which is independent of the details of the drive, e.g., the numbers of driving
steps in one cycle, and applies to both discrete step drives as well as continuous drives. We consider a quantum
quench with HF, starting from the conformal vacuum |0⟩. We compute the time evolution of the four point function

1

N
⟨0|eiHFtW (za, z̄a)e

−iHFteiHFtW (zb, z̄b)e
−iHFtV (zc, z̄c)V (zd, z̄d)|0⟩, (S8)

where V and W are primary fields of weights (hV , h̄V ), (hW , h̄W ), and N a normalization factor of the form
⟨V V ⟩⟨WW ⟩. The time evolution of primary fields with HF in Heisenberg picture is given by the continuous time
Möbius transformation (9). Thus, the four point function can be expressed as

1

N

(
∂z̃a
∂z

∂z̃b
∂z

)hW
(
∂ ˜̄za
∂z̄

∂ ˜̄zb
∂z̄

)h̄W

⟨0|W (z̃a, ˜̄za)W (z̃b, ˜̄zb)V (zc, z̄c)V (zd, z̄d)|0⟩. (S9)

We note that the derivative factors in front of the four-point function will not contribute to the time evolution of
the OTOC, as they are cancelled by the normalization N . The OTO ordering is obtained by using the correct iϵ
prescription, where we introduce the complexified time τj = itj + ϵj . Such prescription is given by the ordering of
limits ϵa > ϵc > ϵb > ϵd → 0. From global conformal invariance, it is known that the four point function (S8) is
governed by F(η, η̄), where we defined the cross-ratio

η =
zabzcd
zaczbd

, zij = zi − zj η̄ =
z̄abz̄cd
z̄acz̄bd

, z̄ij = z̄i − z̄j . (S10)

The non-trivial behaviour of the OTOC is obtained as the cross-ratio crosses such branch cut to go on the second
Riemann sheet [71]. On a thermal CFT of infinite size at equilibrium, η crosses the real line at

ϵabϵcd
ϵacϵbd

, (S11)

which for the OTO prescription is larger than one, thus crossing the branch cut, while η̄ does not cross the branch
cut. We choose to restrict to pure initial states, as considering the OTOC computation from a thermal initial at finite
system size L is beyond the scope of this work. We note that the approach from [55] has an ambiguity due to the fact
that the time is only evaluated at discrete stroboscopic values, such that it makes it difficult to judge whether or not
the cross-ratio η or η̄ has crossed the real axis in between two stroboscopic times n(T0 + T1) and (n + 1)(T0 + T1),
and the analytic continuation to a complexified of a discrete stroboscopic time is unclear. This motivates the use of
the Floquet Hamiltonian HF, such that time is continuous and the crossing of the real axis can explicitly be observed.
The final result for the OTOC will then only be valid for stroboscopic times in order to agree with the OTOC for a
Floquet drive.

We can now explicitly compute the time evolution of the cross-ratios η and η̄ after the quantum quench with HF,
with the correct iϵ prescription of the OTOC. The cross-ratio is

η = −
64z1z2γ1γ2 sin(

π
L (x1 − x∗,1)) sin(

π
L (x1 − x∗,2)) sin(

π
L (x2 − x∗,1)) sin(

π
L (x2 − x∗,2)) sin(πΘHϵ13) sin(πΘHϵ24)

[(z1 − z2)(γ1 − γ2) cosh(πΘH(t+ iϵ13)) + [(z1 + z2)(γ1 + γ2)− 2(γ1γ2 + z1z2)] sinh(πΘH(t+ iϵ13))][ϵ13 → ϵ24]
,

(S12)
introducting the notation ϵij = ϵi − ϵj . Note that the anti-holomorphic cross-ratio η̄ can similarly be computed. In
order for the cross-ratio to be O(1), and cross the branch cut, we arrive to the condition

tanh(πΘHt) =
(z2 − z1)(γ1 − γ2)

(z1 + z2)(γ1 + γ2)− 2(z1z2 + γ1γ2)
. (S13)

Conversely the condition for η̄ to cross the branch cut reads

tanh(πΘHt) =
(z̄2 − z̄1)(γ∗1 − γ∗2)

(z̄1 + z̄2)(γ∗1 + γ∗2 )− 2(z̄1z̄2 + γ∗1γ
∗
2 )
. (S14)

Let us now assume that η crosses the branch cut but not η̄. The large time asymptotics thus read

η ∼ e−2πΘHt2π2Θ2
Hϵ12ϵ34

sin π
L (x1 − x∗,2) sin

π
L (x2 − x∗,1)

sin π
L (x1 − x∗,1) sin

π
L (x2 − x∗,2)

= e−2πΘHt2π2Θ2
Hϵ12ϵ34v∗(x1, x2). (S15)
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From (S15) it is clear that the Lyapunov exponent is λL = 2πΘH. The inhomogeneous butterfly velocity vB(x)
reads [55]

vB(x) ≡ λLv∗(x1, x2)
(
∂v∗(x1, x2)

∂x2

)−1

(S16)

= 2LΘH

sin π
L (x− x∗,1) sin

π
L (x− x∗,2)

sin π
L (x∗,1 − x∗,2)

.

Thus, the butterfly velocity associated to the crossing of the holomorphic cross-ratio equals the holomorphic part of
the effective velocity for the Floquet drive (3),

vB(x) = v+eff(x). (S17)

For completeness, let us now assume that η̄ crosses the branch cut, such that the long time asymptotics read (upon
replacement x∗,1 7→ L− x∗,2, x∗,2 7→ L− x∗,1)

η̄ =∼ e−2πΘHt2π2Θ2
Hϵ12ϵ34

sin π
L (x1 + x∗,1) sin

π
L (x2 + x∗,2)

sin π
L (x1 + x∗,2) sin

π
L (x2 + x∗,1)

. (S18)

Thus it becomes clear that in this case,

vB(x) = v−eff(x). (S19)

We thus conclude that the Butterfly velocity is equal to the chiral or antichiral Floquet velocity, depending on whether
η or η̄ crosses the branch cut after the quantum quench with HF. In other words, the inhomogeneous scrambling
of quantum information is carried by the chiral or the antichiral part of the Floquet Hamiltonian depending on the
initial positions of the fields V and W .

The generalization of the sl(2) Floquet drive to any smooth velocity profiles v(x) > 0 was considered in [26, 27].
In this case, the deformed Hamiltonians do not only involve the global conformal algebra spanned by {L0, L1, L−1},
but the full Virasoro algebra. While the Virasoro algebra is infinite dimensional, a similar strategy still holds to
solve the Floquet dynamics: one can write down a one-cycle diffeomorphism f± (± stands for the chiral and anti-
chiral components respectively) whose n-th iteration encodes the stroboscopic evolution of any (quasi-)primary field.
For simplicity let us consider a two-step drive between a homogenous Hamiltonian H0 and an arbitrary deformed
Hamiltonian H1 with velocity v1(x). Such one-cycle transformation takes the form

f± = f−1
1 (f1(x∓ T0)∓ v1T1), (S20)

where the diffeomorphism associated to the velocity profile v1(x) of H1 reads

f1(x) =

∫ x

0

dx′
v1

v1(x′)
,

1

v1
=

1

L

∫ L

0

dx

v1(x)
. (S21)

The heating phase is diagnosed by fixed points of f±, or higher periodic points, i.e., fixed points of the m-th iteration
of f± for any m, denoted by fm± . The number of such fixed points can be arbitrary, leading to many emergent Floquet
horizons at positions x∓∗,m, each characterized by a local Hawking temperature, or heating rate, 1

m(T0+T1)
log f ′m± (x∓∗,m).

While it is tempting to generalize the reasoning detailed in this section to this general class of drives, we stress that
our approach based on the Floquet Hamiltonian hardly applies in this case. The reason is that deriving a Floquet
Hamiltonian in the general case is a complicated task as the Virasoro algebra is infinite dimensional. On the other
hand, dealing with iterations of the diffeomorphisms f± does not allow for an analytic continuation to a complexified
time, as time n only appears through n-th composition of f±, i.e., there is no closed form for the n-th iteration of a
general diffeomorphism of the circle. Nonetheless it is clear that the fixed point picture for OTOC evolution will also
hold in such a general case, and is illustrated in Fig. 7. If the operator V is inserted at time t = 0 close to a Floquet
horizon at position x+∗,i, the Floquet velocity will scale as

veff(x) ∼
| log(f ′−(x+∗,i))|

T
(x− x+∗,i), (S22)

where T is the period of the drive, and f ′− is the one-cycle diffeomorphism. We thus conclude that the Butterfly
velocity will vanish close to the emergent fixed points. From the above considerations it is clear that the decay of the

OTOC will be governed by the local Hawking temperature of the horizon x+∗,i, given by ΘH,i =
| log(f ′

−(x+
∗,i))|

T .
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FIG. 7. General geometric picture for the operator evolution under a Floquet drive made of arbitrary steps and arbitrary
velocity profiles vi(x) > 0. The stable (unstable) fixed points of the chiral sector are shown as blue hollow (filled) circles, while
they are illustrated in red for the anti-chiral sector. The blue (red) dashed arrow illustrates the flow generated by the n-th
composition of 1-cycle diffeomorphism f− (f+). Note that the alternating structure between stable and unstable fixed points
within a given sector is a general property of 1-cycle diffeomorphisms [26]. Here, a non-trivial winding of η is shown as x1 goes
through to x2 when flowing to the stable fixed point x+

∗,i. On the other hand, η̄ will not cross the branch cut as the anti-chiral

sector flows to the stable fixed point x−
∗,j in between x1 and x2. The obtained OTOC will be governed by the local Hawking

temperature associated to the fixed point x+
∗,i.

C. Rindler-Floquet drives

In this section, we give details on the Floquet dynamics generated by a two-step drive between the uniform CFT
Hamiltonian and the Rindler Hamiltonian on an infinite system.

1. Floquet dynamics with the Rindler Hamiltonian

Let us consider the Floquet evolution between the uniform Hamiltonian H0 and the Rindler Hamiltonian H1,

|ψ(t)⟩ = (e−iT0H0e−iT1H1)n |ψ0⟩ . (S23)

In the high-frequency limit, the dynamics reduces to the evolution by the Hamiltonian

Heff = aL0 +
1

2
(a− ib)L1 +

1

2
(a+ ib)L−1 + aL̄0 +

1

2
(a+ ib)L̄1 +

1

2
(a− ib)L̄−1 (S24)

The Casimir for H = x(0)L0 + x(1)L1 + x(−1)L−1 is

CSL(2,R) = 4x(1)x(−1) − (x(0))2. (S25)

Then, for the Hamiltonian (S24) the value of the Casimir becomes

CSL(2,R) = 4
1

2
(a− ib)1

2
(a+ ib)− a2 = b2 ≥ 0 (S26)

The Poincare time translation acts on the Poincare coordinate as(
tP
x

)
→
(
tP
x

)
+

(
T0
0

)
(S27)

and the Rindler boost acts on the Poincare coordinate as(
tP
x

)
→
(
coshhT1 sinhhT1
sinhhT1 coshhT1

)(
tP
x

)
. (S28)

The Floquet one cycle driving is (
tn+1
P

xn

)
→
(
coshhT1 sinhhT1
sinhhT1 coshhT1

)(
tnP
xn

)
+

(
T0
0

)
(S29)

In terms of x± = x± tP ,the Rindler boost acts on the Poincare coordinate as

x+ 7→ ehT1x+, x− 7→ e−hT1x−. (S30)
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The Poincare time translation acts

x+ 7→ x+ + T0, x− 7→ x− − T0 (S31)

In the SL(2,R) notation, the Rindler boost becomes

x+ 7→ e
hT1
2 x+ + 0

0× x+ + e−
hT1
2

, x− 7→ e−
hT1
2 x+ + 0

0× x+ + e
hT1
2

.s (S32)

and the Poincare time translation becomes

x+ 7→ x+ + T0
0× x+ + 1

, x− 7→ x− − T0
0× x− + 1

. (S33)

Therefore, the one cycle is given by

x+ 7→

(
e

hT1
2 0

0 e−
hT1
2

)(
1 T0
0 1

)
· x+ =

(
e

hT1
2 e

hT1
2 T0

0 e−
hT1
2

)
· x+, (S34)

and

x− 7→

(
e−

hT1
2 0

0 e
hT1
2

)(
1 −T0
0 1

)
· x− =

(
e−

hT1
2 −e−

hT1
2 T0

0 e
hT1
2

)
· x−, (S35)

After n cycles, the transformation becomes

x+ 7→
(
e

n
2 hT1 e−

n−2
2 hT1(1 + ehT1 + · · · e(n−1)hT1)T0

0 e−
n
2 hT1

)
· x+

=

(
e

n
2 hT1 T0(1 +

1
tanh( 1

2hT1)
) sinh n

2hT1

0 e−
n
2 hT1

)
· x+. (S36)

x− 7→
(
e−

n
2 hT1 −e−n

2 hT1(1 + ehT1 + · · · e(n−1)hT1)T0
0 e

n
2 hT1

)
· x−

=

(
e−

n
2 hT1 −T0(−1 + 1

tanh( 1
2hT1)

) sinh n
2hT1

0 e
n
2 hT1

)
· x−. (S37)

2. High frequency limit

We now consider the following high frequency limit

hT1 → 0, n→∞, n(T0 + T1) = t,
T1

T0 + T1
= λ. (S38)

In this limit, the chiral and anti-chiral coordinates are given as

x+(x, t) = xehλt +
2(1− λ)
hλ

e
h
2 λt sinh

hλt

2
,

x−(x, t) = xe−hλt − 2(1− λ)
hλ

e−
h
2 λt sinh

hλt

2
. (S39)

In the λ→ 0 limit, this recovers the definition of the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic coordinates x± = x± t. On
the other hand, For λ = 1 case this recovers the coordinate transformation to the Rindler coordinate be x± = xe±ht.
The flat metric in these coordinates is

ds2 = −(1 + (−1 + hx)λ)2dt2 + dx2. (S40)

The fixed point of the time translation generator is

1 + (−1 + hx∗)λ = 0 → x∗ = −1− λ
hλ

. (S41)
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3. OTOCs for Rindler-Floquet drives

The Euclidean version of the Rindler time evolution is(
τP
x

)
→
(

coshτ1 sinhτ1
− sinhτ1 coshτ1

)(
τP
x

)
. (S42)

Here the Lorentzian time is related to the Euclidean time by tP = −iτP and T1 = −iτ1. In the complex coordinate
z = x+ iτP , the transformation becomes

z → eihτ1z. (S43)

The Euclidean version of the Poincare evolution is

z → z + iτ0. (S44)

The Floquet driving in Euclidean signature is then

z →

(
ei

hτ1
2 0

0 e−i
hτ1
2

)(
1 iτ0
0 1

)
· z =

(
ei

hT1
2 iei

hτ1
2 T0

0 e−i
hτ1
2

)
· z, (S45)

and

z̄ →

(
e−i

hτ1
2 0

0 ei
hτ1
2

)(
1 −iτ0
0 1

)
· z̄ =

(
e−i

hT1
2 −ie−i

hτ1
2 T0

0 ei
hτ1
2

)
· z̄, (S46)

Therefore the coordinate after n cycle driving is

zn = z0e
ihτ1 − τ0

(
1− i

tan hτ1
2

)
ei

hnτ1
2 sin

nhτ1
2

,

z̄n = z̄0e
−ihτ1 − τ0

(
1 +

i

tan hτ1
2

)
e−i

hnτ1
2 sin

nhτ1
2

(S47)

In the high frequency limit, the coordinate transformation after analytic continuation is

z̃(t) = x0e
−hλt − 2(1− λ)

hλ
e−hλt/2 sinh

hλt

2
, (S48)

˜̄z(t) = x0e
hλt +

2(1− λ)
hλ

ehλt/2 sinh
hλt

2
, (S49)

It is straightforward to understand the flow as t→∞ of z̃(t) and ˜̄z(t):

lim
t→∞

z̃(t) = x∗, lim
t→∞

˜̄z(t) =∞ if x0 > x∗, lim
t→∞

˜̄z(t) = −∞ if x0 < x∗, (S50)

i.e., x∗ is a stable fixed point for the holomorphic part, and an unstable fixed point for the anti-holomorphic part.
With this in mind, we can now consider that the maps (S48), (S49) encode the continuous time evolution with the
Floquet Hamiltonian HF in the high-frequency limit. Doing so, the analytic continuation for the cross-ratio is the same
as described previously: we simply need to replace t→ t+ iϵi, where ϵi will satisfy the correct ordering prescription
in order to have the correct analytic continuation. Then, we can compute the cross ratio η for the holomorphic part
and η̄ for the anti-holomorphic part. The different scenario for the winding of η and η̄ are summarized in Fig. 8. The
conclusion is that non-trivial OTOC time evolution only happens if x1 and x2, the initial positions of the two fields
at time t = 0, are on the same side of the Floquet horizon x∗.
Let us now proceed with the computation of the late-time value of the cross-ratio, which determines the time-

evolution of the OTOC after the Floquet drive. Essentially, in the large t limit, the cross ratio takes the form

η ∼ ϵ12ϵ34
ϵ13ϵ24

e−htλ 1 + λ(hx2 − 1)

1 + λ(hx1 − 1)
(S51)

From this value of the cross-ratio at late times we can deduce that the OTOC will decay exponentially with a rate
given by hλ. Furthermore, we can again identify a butterfly velocity, by defining

v∗(x1, x2) =
1 + λ(hx2 − 1)

1 + λ(hx1 − 1)
(S52)

We deduce that the Butterfly velocity is precisely given by

vB(x) = hλx+ (1− λ). (S53)
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FIG. 8. All possible scenarios for the cross-ratio winding depending on the initial positions x1 and x2 of the fields W and V at
time t = 0, relative to the position of the Floquet horizon x∗. The red (blue) dashed lines show the flow under z̃(t) (˜̄z(t)). In
order to have a non-trivial OTOC, we need that either η or η̄ goes through the branch cut [1,∞), which happens only if either
the holomorphic or the anti-holomorphic component of the field inserted at x1 at time zero goes through x2 at a finite value
of time t. The conclusion is that such a non-trivial OTOC only happens with x1 and x2 are on the same side of the Floquet
horizon x∗.

D. Stroboscopic backward time evolution

In this section we prove the existence of driving parameters (T̃0, T̃1) that satisfy (17) for a two step drive between
two inhomonogeous CFTs. We first consider the case of sl(2) drives, and consider a two step drive between two
Hamiltonians H0 and H1 of the form (S2) for durations T0 and T1, with the constraint that v0(x) and v1(x) are both

strictly positive. In this case choose our driving parameters (T̃0/L, T̃1/L) in such a way that

γ̃1 = γ2, γ̃2 = γ1, stable fixed point↔ unstable fixed point. (S54)

To prove that this implies (17), we simply need to show that the Floquet Hamiltonian of the new driving sequence flips

sign H̃F = −HF as we exchange γ1 ↔ γ2. The change of driving parameters (S54) corresponds to interexchanging
the “sources” and “sinks” of energy and entanglement. From a quasiparticle standpoint, the quasiparticles which
were accumulating at the unstable fixed points x∗,2 = L

2πi log γ2, L− x∗,2 = L
2πi log γ

∗
2 are suddenly repelled as these

become stable fixed points, and are attracted by the new unstable fixed points x∗,1 = L
2πi log γ1, L−x∗,1 = L

2πi log γ
∗
1 .

While ultimately new horizons will form at these two new positions, there is an intermediate time-scale at which all
quasiparticles emitted at time t = 0 at all spatial positions go back to their initial position, reinitializing the system.
From a geometric point of view the unit cell of the phase diagram is (T0/L, T1/L) ∈ [0, 1/C0] × [0, 1/C1], with Ci
defined in App. A. Solving the equation (S54) is equivalent to choosing the new driving parameters (T̃0/L, T̃1/L) to
be

T̃0/L = 1/C0 − T0/L, T̃1/L = 1/C1 − T1/L. (S55)

This is easily understood by looking at γ2 and γ̃1, see Fig. 9. For such choice of driving parameters, the condition (17)

is fulfilled as this provides a representation of the inverse Floquet unitary U†
F.

We now design a stroboscopic time-reversal operation for the two-step drive protocol between two general inhomo-
geneous Hamiltonian with smooth positive deformations, as discussed in App. B. Following the strategy outlined in
the sl(2) case, we take T̃0/L and T̃1/L to be (assuming that (T0/L, T1/L) ∈ [0, v−1

0 ]× [0, v−1
1 ])

T̃0/L = v−1
0 − T0/L, T̃1/L = v−1

1 − T1/L, (S56)

such that (T̃0/L, T̃1/L) ∈ [0, v−1
0 ] × [0, v−1

1 ]. Let us denote the map associated to the new one-cycle diffeomorphism
f̃±(x), defined as [26]

f̃±(x) = f−1
0 (f0(f

−1
1 (f1(x)∓ v1T̃1))∓ v0T̃0). (S57)
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FIG. 9. (a) Unstable fixed point arg(γ2) as function of the driving parameters (T0, T1) for the first sequence of the drive. Only
the heating phase is shown, in which case |γ1,2| = 1. (b) Stable fixed point arg(γ1) as function of the new driving parameters

(T̃0, T̃1) for the second sequence of the drive. We show a single unit cell of the phase diagram, and take a drive between
v0(x) = 1 and v1(x) = 1− 1

2
tanh(0.8) cos(2πx/L), such that L

2πi
log γ1,2 ∈

[
− 1

2
, 1
2

]
with periodic boundaries. In both subfigures

we normalized L to one.

Plugging (S56) into (S57) and using properties of the circle diffeomorphism f±(x), we can readily show that

f̃± = f−1
± (x), (S58)

which directly implies (17), as the one-cycle diffeomorphism encodes the stroboscopic time evolution of any primary

field. In other words, the double quench protocol with driving parameters (T0/L, T1/L) followed by (T̃0/L, T̃1/L)
leads to a perfect time-reversal of primary fields, just like in the sl(2) case. This result shows that the time-reversal
procedure (S56) is not simply limited to a finite-dimensional class of spatial deformations, but apply to any smooth
deformation of the stress tensor T00(x). In order to gain a geometric understanding of this time-reversal procedure we

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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FIG. 10. Left: One cycle diffeomorphism f+(x) (blue) and its time-reversal partner f̃+(x) (red). The choice of velocity profile
is v1(x) = 6/(3 + sin 4πx + cos 2πx) (which does not lie within the sl(2) sector), and T0/L = 0.1, T1/L = 0.45, L = 1. We
observe four fixed points, two of which are stable and two are unstable. The stability (the sign of f ′

+(x∗)− 1 for a fixed point
x∗) is reversed between the first driving sequence and the second, as a direct consequence of (S58). Right: Same, but for the

anti-chiral part, f−(x) (blue) and f̃−(x) (red).

will make use of the properties of the fixed (or in general, periodic) points associated to the 1-cycle diffeomorphism
f± in the heating phase. The periodic points of f±, {x∓∗,p} of period p, come in pairs of stable and unstable periodic

points [26]. The new map f̃± effectively interexchanges each stable and unstable fixed point within each pair, as
can be seen from Fig. 10, for a choice of velocity profile v1(x) that involves the full Virasoro algebra. Thus, from a
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quasiparticle perspective, the source, pumping entangled quasiparticles pairs at each driving cycle, and the sink at
which they flow are exchanged, so that each horizon evaporates until the system relaxes back to its initial state.

E. Lattice calculations

In this section we provide details on the CFT and numerical calculations on a driven free fermion lattice of the
fidelity F(t), as well as energy density and entanglement entropy. The fidelity is in general defined as

F(t) = |⟨ψ0|Un
F |ψ0⟩|2 = |⟨ψ0|e−iHFt|ψ0⟩|2, t = nT. (S59)

We consider periodic boundary conditions and choose as initial state the conformal vacuum, |ψ0⟩ = |0⟩. In this case
the time evolution with an sl(2) drive is trivial if we choose the generators {L0, L±1}. However, it leads to a non-trivial
evolution of the fidelity for the n-fold cover of sl(2), i.e., if we choose generators {L0, L±n}, with n ≥ 2. Employing
two-dimensional representation of the sl(2) algebra, one readily finds that in the heating phase

F(t) =

∣∣∣∣cosh[πΘHt]±
γ∗1 + γ∗2
γ∗1 − γ∗2

sinh[πΘHt]

∣∣∣∣− c
6 (n

2−1)/n

, (S60)

leading to an exponential decay of the fidelity governed by the Hawking temperature ΘH for any n > 1.
We now consider a 2-step drive between a homogeneous lattice Hamiltonian H0 and a sl(2) deformed Hamiltonian

H1, both given by (18), starting from the half-filled Fermi sea as ground state of H0. We denote by U (V ) the unitary

transformation that diagonalizes H0 (H1), and by {ϵ(0)i } ({ϵ
(1)
i }) its eigenvalues. In particular, H0 reads in diagonal

basis

H0 =

L∑
i=1

ϵ
(0)
i γ†i γi, (S61)

where γi =
∑

j(U
†)ijcj . Furthermore, we introduce W = V †U for later convenience. The Loschmidt echo for a single

quantum quench with H1 starting from the half-filled Fermi sea thus reads

⟨0|γ1...γL/2e
−iH1tγ†L/2...γ

†
1|0⟩ = ⟨0|(eiH1tγ1e

−iH1t)...(eiH1tγL/2e
−iH1t)γ†L/2...γ

†
1|0⟩. (S62)

We use that in Heisenberg picture one has

γk(t) = eiH1tγke
−iH1t =

L∑
l=1

(W † ·W (t),1)klγl, (S63)

where we defined W
(t),1
il = e−iϵ

(1)
i tWil. Inserting (S63) into (S62) and using Wick’s theorem, we conclude that

F(t) =
∣∣∣det1≤ j,l≤L/2(W

† ·W (t),1)jl

∣∣∣2 . (S64)

The above derivation readily generalizes to an n-cycle of the Floquet drive between H0 and H1, leading to the general
formula

F(t) =

∣∣∣∣det1≤ j,l≤L/2

(
W † ·W (T1),1 · diag(e−iϵ

(0)
1 T0 , ..., e−iϵ

(0)
L T0)

)n
jl

∣∣∣∣2 , (S65)

The agreement between (S60) (with central charge c = 1) and (S65) is illustrated in the case of a two-step Floquet
drive in both heating and nonheating phases in Fig. 11. On the other hand, the energy density and entanglement
entropy are both readily obtained on the lattice from the equal-time correlation function [72]

Cij(t) = ⟨c†i (t)cj(t)⟩, (S66)

which for the 2-step drive reads [24]

Cij(t) =

L/2∑
k=0

(
U ·
[
W (T0),0 ·W (T1),1

]n)
jk

(
U ·
[
W (T0),0 ·W (T1),1

]n)†
ki
. (S67)
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(a) (b)

FIG. 11. Stroboscopic fidelity evolution F(t) for a 2-step drive between H0 and H1 with a deformation v1(x) = 2 sin2
(
3πx
L

)
,

in (a) the nonheating phase and (b) the heating phase. The agreement between the CFT (S60) predictions with c = 1 and the
lattice formula (S65) is manifest.

We now provide numerical details on the fidelity of the time-reversal procedure described in App. D. In this case,
we consider a generalization of (S65) to the case of a “double-drive” protocol,

F(t) =

∣∣∣∣det1≤ j,l≤L/2

([
W † ·W (T1),1 · diag(e−iϵ

(0)
1 T0 , ..., e−iϵ

(0)
L T0)

]n [
W † ·W (T̃1),1 · diag(e−iϵ

(0)
1 T̃0 , ..., e−iϵ

(0)
L T̃0)

]n)
jl

∣∣∣∣2 ,
(S68)

which is the fidelity of the time-reversal procedure after driving the system for n-cycles with initial parameters (T0, T1).
While the time-reversal procedure is exact for CFTs, as shown in App. D, finite-size lattice effects irremediably lead
to a breakdown of the fidelity for a large number of driving cycles. The precise number of such cycles depends non-
trivially on the length of the chain, as well as on the driving parameters (T0

L ,
T1

L ) that determine the heating rate.
In fact, the higher the heating rate, the faster the deviation between lattice and CFT will be evident as the lattice
system leaves its low-energy sector. This is illustrated on Fig. 12, where by approaching the thermodynamic limit the

(a) (b)

FIG. 12. Fidelity F (t) after the time-reversal protocol on the lattice for system sizes L = 100, 200, ..., 1200 (red to blue),
for v1(x) = 1 − tanh(0.4) cos(4πx/L), and driving parameters (a) T0

2L
= 0.96, and T1

2L cosh(0.4)
= 0.06, (b) T0

2L
= 0.5, and

T1
2L cosh(0.4)

= 0.5.

fidelity F (t) converges towards a maximal value. The number of cycles for which the procedure is faithful is typically
shown on Fig. 12(a) for a low value of the heating rate and on Fig. 12(b) for the maximal value of the heating rate
for the given driving protocol.
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