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Correlation dynamics during a slow interaction quench in a one-dimensional Bose gas
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We investigate the response of a one-dimensional Bose gasltov increase of its interaction strength. We
focus on the rich dynamics of equal-time single-particle@ations treating the Lieb-Liniger model within a
bosonization approach and the Bose-Hubbard model usingntieedependent density-matrix renormalization
group method. For short distances, correlations follomagrdaw with distance with an exponent given by the
adiabatic approximation. In contrast, for long distancesrelations decay algebraically with an exponent un-
derstood within the sudden quench approximation. This tistance regime is separated from an intermediate
distance one by a generalized Lieb-Robinson criterion.oAgltimes, in this intermediate regime, bosoniza-
tion predicts that single-particle correlations decayofsing a stretched exponential. This latter regime is
unconventional as, for one-dimensional interacting systehe decay of single-particle correlations is usually
algebraic within the Luttinger liquid picture. We develogré an intuitive understanding for the propagation of
correlations, in terms of a generalized light-cone, ajgfilie to a large variety of systems and quench forms.

PACS numbers: 67.85.-d, 03.75.Kk, 03.75.Lm, 67.25.D-

Introduction: Recent advances in the development of fastinear increase of the interaction strength, at zero temper
probing and control techniques applicable to correlated sy ture, in two paradigmatic one-dimensional interacting sisd
tems have opened up the possibility to dynamically prepar¢he Lieb-Liniger and Bose-Hubbard models. We show that a
complex quantum many-body states. For example, effectivgeneralized Lieb-Robinson bound describes the evolution o
phase transitions have been induced through the applicatisingle-particle correlations. This bound can be undetstoo
of external driving fields [1-+3] and states, such as a Betésta within a simple picture involving quasiparticle pairs cegh
of ions or a Tonks-like state in a quantum gas, have been reatluring the quench. At each instant in time, the quasiparti-
ized using tailored environments [4, 5]. In fact, the dyneathi  cles propagate at their instantaneous velocity: as thiscitgl
preparation of states promises to have an important impact iis time-dependent the evolution front possesses a noiaitriv
fields as diverse as condensed matter physics, quantum infdunctional form. This non-trivial form contrasts with thie
mation, quantum optics and ultracold atomic physics. On thear evolution front of correlations, the horizon, whichsas
theoretical side, despite tremendous progress in recamnsye after a sudden quench and is due to a constant quasiparticle
many of the basic concepts behind the dynamical generatiovelocity [24]. The structure of the correlation front canebe
of states still remain to be understood. tracted solely from the knowledge of the quasiparticle gelo

In this article, we focus on the preparation of unconven-ty and does not require a detailed understanding of the more
tional states in isolated systems using slow parameteiggisan complicated correlation function. In fact, the approachetie
Considerable experimental efforts have been devoted to u@ped here can be applied to various interacting systems.
derstand slow que_nch dynamics [.6_10]' However, in these For the one-dimensional models under study in this arti-
works, as well as in many theoretical ones (see Ref. 11 and

references therein), the emphasis has been put on undbrstar(fle’ we find that outside the bound the single-particle ¢aire

ing how energy is absorbed and defects produced. tions decay algebraically with distance with an exponent de

. . termined by the initial Luttinger parameter and decreased a
In recent years, the focus has partially shifted towards the ;. o .

. ) . plitude. In contrast, inside the bound, the correlatiorspnt
study of longer range correlation dynamics during a slow pa:

rameter quench [12—22]. Understanding the evolution dﬁsuchCh more interesting dynamics. For short distances, the al

correlations is paramount as the nature of many-body OIUar?-ebralc decay depends on the ramp time [15, 19]. While for

. . arger distances and quench times, the correlations,mii@
tum states are typically characterized by longer rangetmrr Lieb-Liniger model, decay following a stretched exponahnti
tors. Interestingly, light-cone-like spreading|[23, 2fparity g ! y 9 P '

) X . This particular decay form is unexpected as, even for instan
correlations, both in space and time, has even been observ . . .
. . ; . . . : aneous quenches, an algebraic decay persists at all aistan
experimentally in an interacting one-dimensional bosgais

after a sudden quench of the optical lattice depth [25]. Forand “”.‘es [26]. A s!mllar str_etched exponential behavios wa
L : . . found in Refl 16 (without a time-dependent prefactor). la th
slow quenches, a similar linear light-cone-like evolutioi

.rest of the article, we analyze in detail the evolution ofytén

correlgtlons has b‘een pred|cteq for den§|ty correlat.|.ams Iparticle correlations, and highlight the different regsrmmth
bosonic systems [20] and for single-particle correlations . e
in position and momentum space.

fermionic systems [19].
We analyze here the correlation dynamics during a slow Model: Bosonic atoms in a one-dimensional wave guide
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can be described by the Lieb-Liniger (LL) model time-dependent Luttinger paramet&i(t) ~ Ko/\/1+ .

B2 4 s g(t) ) These expressions are still valid for small parameter tiaria

H = /dx [—%1& (@)059(z) + =~ p(z) (1) in the Bose-Hubbard model given the relatiigs a = gos

whereq is the lattice constant.
with < (z) the boson annihilation operator anad = A major distinctive feature of the TTL model is that its low
¢(x)T(z) the density. The interaction strengjtis related  energy excitations are collective modes (density fluctumesi)
to the s-wave scattering length, of the atoms and to the instead of individual quasiparticles. Hence, only quasigl
transverse trapping frequeney by g ~ 27hw,a,. We as-  range order persists even down to zero temperature. This sit
sume that the gas is initially prepared at a certain inteact uation is exemplified by the anomalous (non-integer) power-
strengthg(t) = go and that fort > 0 a linear variation of |aw dependence of its correlation functions [29]. Moregver
the interaction strength of the forgit) = go + (97 — g0)7;  the time-dependence does not introduce couplings between
is performed. Experimentally this variation can be achigve the different momentum modes of the TTL Hamiltonian. This
for example, by using a Feshbach resonance or by varying tHeads to momentum decoupled equations of motion for the
intensity of the transverse trapping [27]. Fourier components of the fields of the form|[116, 119, 20]
A similar interaction quench can be done by confining

bosonic atoms to an optical lattice potential along the one-iqs(q) =uoKoq0(¢) and 19( )= _M q o(q). (3)
dimensional direction. The theoretical model describinig t ¢ dt K(t)

situation is the Bose-Hubbard model given by The solutions for these equations of motion can be written us

U(t) o ing bosonic quasiparticles with creation and annihilatipa
_ T

H = _JZ (bl+1bl + h.c.) T Z"l(”l -1 eratorsa’ anda which diagonalize the Hamiltonian &= 0:
l l

with b} the operator creating a boson at sindn; = b/b; d(q,t) = 2/ 7Ko |q] [%F* + ain} ; (4)
the local density operator. The first term of the Hamiltonian

corresponds to the kinetic energy of atoms with hopping am-  g(4, ¢) = 1 Ko {ati* + aT_ti] (5)
plitude J while the second term is the potential energy with u(t)K(t)q\ 2lq [ "dt dt

onsite interaction of strengtii. Taking the continuum limit of . . .

the Bose-Hubbard model in the superfluid phase, this mod&¥n€reF (¢, ?) is the solution of the equation

can be mapped onto the LL Hamiltonian|[28]. In this case, the 1 &2 u(t)

linear interaction quendfit) translates into a linear change of <——2F(q, t)) = ——L ¢ F(q,t)

the interaction amplitud® (¢). uo Ko dt K(t)
For both models, in the superfluid phase, the low energy, ith initial conditionsF(q,0) = 1, 4 F

| ; : o st F(q,t)|e=0 = duolql.
physics is well described by the Tomonaga-Luttinger IIqUIdThis solution can be expressed indtterms of Bessel functions
(TLL) Hamiltonian [29, 30]

(see Eg. (9.1.51) of Ref. 34):

2
q u(t) } ;
H = — t)K(t)0(q)0(—q) + —= — 2 3 3 3
Xq:% {u() (t)0(q)0(—q) K(t)cé(q)cb( q)| (2 F(q’t)zwi/; {J% () J3 (s73) + J_z () J_y (s7%)
where o(z) = =33, d(g)e'te 1> and f(x) = i (g () T3 (573) = Ty () Ty (s79)) | ©)
% >, 0(q)e e~/ are conjugate fields satisfying the
canonical commutation relatiofp(x), VO(2')] = imd(x —  Wheres(q,to) = 3lo|q| andr(t, to) = 1 + £ are the dimen-
2’). We have set herd = 1 anda is a short distance cut- Sionless momentum and time, respectively [35].
off. The sound velocity. and the Luttinger parametet Evolution of the single-particle correlation function:

are related to the parameters of the original Hamiltoniangin the following, we survey the rich behavior of the

These parameters can, for example, be extracted from tH}‘EqUﬂWme single-particle correlation functiof(z,t) =

Bethe Ansatz solution of Eq](1) [31] or through numerical 3 (% (=, )"(0,t) + h.c.) during a slow interaction quench.

approaches for the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian [28, 32]. In the bosonization representation, the equal-time single
In the LL model, the Galilean invariance ensures that theParticle correlation function takes the form

pro_ductu(t)K(t) remains unchanged upon varying the inter- Gla.t) A2 (0 - i000.0)

action parameters [B3] and thu&) K (t) = uo K. For small Pe=0 = L0 . i

linear changes of these parameters, this translates, tofirs = AZe316ma) @)

der in the variation, to a time-dependent raﬁ% ~ (] 4 , _ _

P ruot . © where Aq is a non-universal constant which depends on the

%) with t, = ———L— and a typical lengthscalg = ugtg.

Ko(g5—90) underlying microscopic model. We introduced for conve-

This result is then used to obtain expressions for the timepjence the dimensionless length= ng and, correspond-
9]

dependent sound velocity(t) ~ ug,/1+ + and for the ingly, the dimensionless short distance cut<fi= 3o The



3

functionI (¢, 7, &) of Eq. () is then given by This prefactor corrects for the short distance behavioctvhi
2,2 oo is not properly taken into account by the low energy theory.

[(6.7.6) = T / ds 5 €% (1 — cos s€) (8) As expected, the bosonization description Works_ b_estﬁwsl

3Ko Jo and small parameter changes. In particular, deviationslare

))2 N served when the Mott-insulating phase of the Bose-Hubbard

3 3
X {(J%(S)JE(STQ) —J_z(s)Jz(s72 model is approached or when too many excitations are cre-

SN2 ated.
3 ()72 (572)) ] : Initially, before the slow quench begins (at= 1 within

our formalism), the correlation function decays algelatiyc
From the equation above it immediately follows that Ed. (7)with distance agi(¢) = A2 (1+ (¢/a)?)~1/(4Ko), This be-
only depends on the dimensionless variable§, & and not  hayior is typical of a Luttinger liquid. Then, as the interac
separately o, ¢o, z anda. This implies that, for a given tjon strength is slowly ramped up, the form of the correla-
final value of the interaction strength, increasing the r&  tion function evolves. For smafl and sulfficiently shortr,
locity, -, mainly enters the expressions through an increaseghanges are minimal as the correlation function still decay
rescaled lengtlj. algebraically, but the exponent is now determined by thetim
dependent Luttinger paramet&i(t) = K,/+/7 showing up
in the exponent[36]. This result implies that for short dirme
sionless distanceg, := 7—/* > ¢, the correlations react
instantaneously to the slow interaction change and adjust t
the ground state decay corresponding to the current interac
F10- tion value (see pan€h) of Fig.[1). The main contribution
to this mechanism comes from quasiparticles with large mo-
mentag > % This adiabatic regime spatially decreases with
time and disappears completely whgrit) ~ &, wherea is
the dimensionless short distance cut-off.
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For larger distances, the correlations deviate much more
from their standard initial form and a dip appears. The for-
Lo mation of this dip is a clear signal of the non-equilibrium
nature of the physics at play. For distances beyond this dip,
the initial algebraic decay;—'/(2%0) reappears as one can
see in panela) of Fig.[d. The position of the dip coin-
cides approximately with the correlation evolution frofihe
FIG. 1: Decay of single-particle correlations with incrieasdis-  time-dependent position of this front can be understood by
tance for differentr and t;. Comparison between results ob- considering the propagation of quasiparticles. At any mjive

tained using bosonization Ed.] (7) with Luttinger liquid aareters - > Lo L
Ko — 4.1561 anduo — 1.3323 (solid lines) and using time- timet, the system Hamiltonian is diagonal in its instantaneous

dependent density-matrix renormalization group (-DMR@)the ~ duasiparticles asi(t') = >, u(t')lglaf (t)ag(t') + 5. As-
Bose-Hubbard model (circles) for a quench fréfg = J (lattice ~ Suming discrete time steps, this means that the action of the
length: L = 100, filling: n = 1, maximum number of bosons per Hamiltonian at timet — §¢, diagonal in its own quasipar-
site: 6). (a) Time evolution for different values af and for a fixed  ticles, has created (and annihilated) entangled quakileart
value oft; = 40%. The two dashed lines intersecting altlata sets pairs GZ (t)aiq(t). These entangled quasiparticles, forming
are the bounds: (lefg, = 7~*/* and (right)¢s = 2(r*/* ~1). The g pair, propagate with velocity(t) in opposite direction and
colored dashed lines on the left &£ are curves proportional to the thereby carry correlations over a distarie(t) dt within a

: £N\2\—1/(4K(T)). H R :
function (1 + (3)") ! while the dgstled lines on the right time intervaldt. Hence, for points separated by a distance
of £z are curves proportional to the functign '/ 250, (b) Com- | th — 3 (tar w(t). the sinal ticl
parison between different ramp timesfor a fixed value ofr = 3. 3 arger an§B_ 1o fo u(t’), the sing E_J-par I(? e COf'_
The vertical dashed line is the bougd = 2(7%/2 — 1). relation decay is unaffected by the change in the interactio

aside from an overall prefactor. For the system under study,

Asymptotic expansion of the single-particle correlation®(t) = uoy/1+ £ and we find thagp = 2 (r%/? —1). Thus,
function: The time evolution of single-particle correlations the evolution front beyond which correlations still follave
described by Eqs[{7) and](8) is extremely rich. Typical timeinitial algebraic decay is given k§; as evidenced in Fid] 1.
evolutions of these correlations with distance are shown inn particular, the position of the bound does not depend on
panel(a) of Fig.[ for both the Bose-Hubbard model and thethe ramp velocity and time separately as can be seen in panel
bosonization approach. For the chosen parameters, we fourgt) of Fig[d. One clearly sees from there that, for a given
very good agreement between the two evolutions at longeahe position¢ of the dip (measured in units &f) is the same
distances, as long as an additional time-dependent poefactfor different ramp times. The existence of such a propagatio
is multiplied to the expression obtained using bosoniratio front is reminiscent of the light-cone-like evolution ofrce-
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lations recently investigated in the context of instantarse Moreover, as the appearance of the stretched exponential
guenches [23-25, B[7=39]. decay is limited to large values of, this regime only oc-
curs for relatively large parameter changess> to. It is
still an open question, whether this stretched exponeaéal
\ cay regime arises within the Bose-Hubbard model. As this
regime only occurs for large parameter changes, the TLL
model might not describe properly the dynamics of the Bose-
Hubbard model and relaxation mechanisms not present in the
TLL model might dominate the evolution. A careful analysis
of this last point would be extremely valuable but is left to
further studies.

Experimental implementation and detection: One-
dimensional interacting bosonic gases have been realized
experimentally using various setups |[41-43]. The time-
- dependence of the ratio of potential to kinetic energy can be
implemented using Fesbach resonances, or by varying the
: optical lattice depth or the transverse trapping.

Detection of the single-particle correlation function can
also be carried out experimentally. Using radio-frequency
FIG. 2: Behavior of single-particle correlations with ieesing dis- ~ Pulses, atoms can be outcoupled from the one-dimensional
tance for large values of/ K. Exact evaluation of the bosonization Bose gas at two spatially separated positions and their in-
expression, EqL{8) — solid lines, is compared to the fulrapimate  terference is then observed after a free fall. This techmiqu
expression, Eq[19) — dashed lines. FgiK3 = 100, we also com-  was successfully employed to measure the build-up of equal-
pare the exact expression to the first exponential term of®din  time single-particle correlations in a Bose-Einstein camd
the IargeT. limit, |f one adjusts the pre.factor correctly, the stretthe sate after a sudden decrease of its temperaturé [44, 45]. An-
exponential provides a good description of the correlatiecay be- . . . . .
fore¢p. The black dashed line indicates the position of the evatuti other possible dete_Ct'on Schem?‘ relies on _t'mefOf_'ﬂ'ngr
frontép = 2 (732 — 1). Used parametersin = 1077, smax= 60 Measurements which provide, in the far-field limit, access t
(the lower and upper cut-offs in EJ(8)) afid= 0.1. the momentum distribution(q) = [dz e"* G(z). The

very long distance behavior of the single-particle cotieta

For larger dimensionless times, as illustrated in Elg. 2, ariS dominated by the Luttinger liquid power-law; howeveraat

additional decay regime takes place at intermediate distan critical wavevectorg,, determined by the ballistic expansion
before the boundz. This interesting behavior shows up in condition, a crossover occurs andg) is dominated by the

first term

only

the bosonization approach and takes the form Fourier transform_of the stretched exponential. Therefare
g ~ mp€ply/t (with mp the atom mass) a crossover should
G(&,T) gm0 = C(r) x (9) be visible in the TOF measgrements. One.of the main chal-
PPt 3 iy lenges towards the observation of the evolution of coriciat
_2emire _merilGe) 1 will be the realization of a relatively homogeneous gas as in
exp 3 £ exp : 5 LT ‘=
Kor(g) 6KOF(§)F(§) &s homogeneities can cause mass transport and mask the Interna

evolution [22, 46]. However, due to recent experimental ad-
with C(7) a prefactor independent gf For intermediater,  vancesl[9, 47], we believe that, in the future, creating appr
both exponential terms are required to adequately reppdudmately box-shaped one-dimensional gases will be possible
the behavior of Eq[{8) as shown in Fig. 2. However, for val- Conclusion: We uncovered various interesting regimes in
ues ofr whose corresponding bourgg is located at suffi- the dynamics of single-particle correlations arising dgri
cient largeg, only the first exponential term is important. In the slow interaction quench of a one-dimensional Bose gas.
this case single-particle correlations decay with disteexca We proposed a generalized picture for the propagation of
stretched exponential, a similar decay was found in Ref. 16he correlation evolution front based on the counterprapag
Such a functional form is unconventional for Luttinger lidgsl  tion of entangled quasiparticle pairs moving at each pdint o
as, typically, correlations decay algebraically in thestems.  time at their instanteneous velocity. Therefore, the evolu
Even for sudden interaction quenches in both bosonic antion front does not simply spread as a light-cone as found
fermionic systems [26, 40] and for slow quenches in ferngoni following a sudden parameter changel[26, 48], but aquires
systems|[19], only algebraic decay of correlations havenbeea more complex functional form. We expect this picture to
uncovered. The presence of such an unusual functional formipply to other models and quench forms as the evolution
is mainly due to the reinforcement of the amplitude of phaséfront can be predicted from the sole knowledge of the quasi-
fluctuations at low momenta with respect to the equilibriumparticle velocity. For example, we expect that for of a lin-
case. The quench generates an unusual (non-thermaly distgar decrease of the interaction strenbittt) = Up(1 — %),
bution of quasiparticles arourﬁﬁ <q< % [3€]. starting from a Mott-insulator, the propagation front will



n(n 2
be of the form4.J(2n + 1) t (1 - %) as

the maximal velocity of quasiparticles is given by,,, =~

n(n 2 H
2J(2n+1) (1 - (2n+§)§U§(1l)ft/to)2) wheren is the average
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Supplementary material

DERIVATION OF EQ. (8) OF THE MAIN TEXT

Within the bosonization formalism the equal-time sing&tjzle correlation function is

G(x,t)g~0 = A(2)<ei0(z,t)e—i9(o,t)>
= A%g%(((’(myt)fe(o,t))?)' )

The correlator appearing above is obtained from Efjsaffid 6) of the main text and is given by

2

d [1 — cos(gx)] (S2)

_F(Qa t)

+oo
(O, ) — 0(0,1)2) = — / 94 ,~alql 4

T 2Keid o JqP

where the derivative of Eq6J of the main text is

d \/§uo 3 3 . 3
aF(q,t) = 71—777'32 [J% (s)J_z(s72) = J_2(s) Ja(s72) +i (Jf%(S)J?%(STz)-FJ\
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with J,, (y) the Bessel function of the first kind. Recall th@t= gt is the typical lengthscale(q, to) = %lo|q| the dimension-
less momentum, and(t, t) = 1 + % the dimensionless time.

ASYMPTOTIC EXPANSIONS

In order to obtain analytical approximations for the singéeticle functionG(x,t)g~0 = Age‘%f(ﬁvﬂ&), we need to approx-
imate the integral (¢, 7, &). We identify three important regimes: < 57*%, %F% < s K % ands > % (note thatr > 1
and that we separate the regimes 'ml% instead ofl as this corresponds to a splitting%aot in momentum space). These three
regimes determine the size of the arguments of the Besseidms entering the integrdl &, 7, &). Therefore, we split this inte-
gralinto three part§(¢, 7, a) = & (&,7)+5 (&, 7)+Q(E, T)with & (¢, 7) = I(¢, 7, &, 0, %7*%),.6(5, ) =17, 4, %r*%, 2),
andQ(¢,7) = I(¢,7,a, 2, 00) using

7.‘.27_2

3Ko

{(J ()2 (s7) - J,%(S)J%(ST%))Q + (J,%(S)J,% (s73) + J1(s) ]2 (573))2] .

I(é.v T, dv C1, 02) =

/C2 ds s e~ [1 — cos(s€)] x (S3)

C1

The Bessel functions of the first kind can take simpler apipnated forms (using expressions taken from RRef. 1) in the two
following regimes:

2 s\ 1
f 2o ~ (2 sS4
ors < 3, Juls) (2) T(v+1) (54)
fors> 2. J,(s) ,/icos[ ~Zev+1) (S5)
S 3 (s — s 1 v .

L arge momentum contribution
For the function (¢, 7) which covers the regime> 2 , we get

Qe 7) ~ K}T) /2:0 %[1 _ cos(s€)]e " = KET) {El (§a) _ % {El (g(a + z’§)> 4B (g(a _ ig)ﬂ } . (s6)

whereK (1) = % andF; is the exponential integral function [1]. Fér 1, we find

2
Q& 7) ~ 2K1(T) In (1 + %) , (S7)



while for ¢ > 1,

1 e B . _9
QE,7) ~ [ha ( ) +=sin(§) +0(E77) (S8)
wherevg is Euler’s constant.

Small momentum contribution

For the small momentum contribution, given y¢, 7), we obtain the following expression

1 ET R g

U
& ~ M — cos
(&) 2 JANE

2 1
Koc (372). (S9)

Intermediate momentum contribution

1R

The most interesting contribution is the intermediate moime one which is due t§ (&, 7). This expression simplifies to

2371'\/— 2371'\/—
where
@1(5,73) = /;7% j—g [1 — cos(s€)] sin2(572 - 1—7;) (S11)
Dy(E,77) = /7 j—s [1 — cos(s€)] cos?(sT2 + 12) (S12)

23x2r%5 [, T(L) /3\? 23773 .o I‘(—) 1
HET) ~ ——5 & - —2 (—) e |23 T T ) (S13)
(&) KoI'(3)? < T \2 3KoI'(2)? s0(3) €5
whereas in the limit where > 1 and¢ < 1, we find
VT

N VT 1 1 9
HET) ~ 4.7TK0 <533F( 2 +73§F(%)2> & (S14)

Approximation for thefull single-particle correlation function
The full single-particle correlation function is given ¥z, t),~o = A2e~ 2 (®EN+9(EN+2E) | We now use the expres-
sions derived above to find approximations for the entirefion.

(i) Let us first discuss the limit dfirge distancesuch that > T8 (which necessarily implies thgt>> 1). In this limit,
the large and intermediate momentum contributions becdonfirst order, independent @f while the low momentum

contribution® (&, 7) ~ 1% Cin ( %) o~ K%) (ve + In(§)) dominates. Thus the single-particle correlation behases a
1\ s
G(&,T)g~0 =~ A(T) (Z) (S15)

whereA(7) is a function which depends an We see that the Luttinger liquid behavior is recovered dmigl distances
and that the exponent is the one expected in equilibriumrbdfe ramp.



3

(i) Let us now discuss the casesrhall distance§ < 7~ 3. In this limit, one obtains that the large momentum contiin

Q(&, 7), dominates since the intermediate and small momentumibation vanish algebraically. Thus the correlation is
well described by the expression

£\
G(&,T)g~0 ~ B(7) (1 + @) (S16)
with B(7) a function depending on.

(iii) For intermediate distances, finding an asymptoticresgion for the single-particle correlation is a more suldisk.
However, forl < ¢ < 73, one obtains

s2r . T(d) 3
G(&,T)g~0 ~ C(T)exp [_W <§s — (3) 2> )
3

1 1
T2 1 w2l
xexp |-——t [ 233% - — .
[ 32§K01“(§)2< 2?1“(3)55)]

whereC(r) a function that depends an This expression is due to the contributi®, 7) at intermediate momentum,
and for sufficiently large the first exponential is dominant.

] (S17)
l
6

FOURIER TRANSFORM OF A STRETCHED EXPONENTIAL

The Fourier transform of a stretched exponential functibthe form f(z) = e==" with B8 < 1is given by the expression

) ) o0 oo (.8 0 —1)" 0 B giu n 1)
—zP iqr __ ( z qr __ ( ) u ﬂn + iZ(Bn+1)
Q(q)—/o dze="e _203/0 -y S [T ZMH Ot D

(S18)
which is a convergent sum. Wheéh= 3 L. the sum can be further evaluated by using properties o]“thmctions,rr((gill)) =
:1,) F(( i) , and definitions of the Hypergeometric functions [1], thiereise yields the result

—i%sign(q) —ifgsign(q) _e—igsign(q)
Q) = o 1= T (2 ) (519)
lal (3lal)s (3lql)*

whereHi is the Scorer function [1+3].
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