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Inelastic decay from integrability

Amir Burshtein®* and Moshe Goldstein!

! Raymond and Beverly Sackler School of Physics and Astronomy, Tel Aviv University, Tel Aviv 6997801, Israel

A hallmark of integrable systems is the purely elastic scattering of their excitations. Such systems
possess an extensive number of locally conserved charges, leading to the conservation of the number
of scattered excitations, as well as their set of individual momenta. In this work, we show that
inelastic decay can nevertheless be observed in circuit QED realizations of integrable boundary
models. We consider the scattering of microwave photons off impurities in superconducting circuits
implementing the boundary sine-Gordon and Kondo models, which are both integrable. We show
that not only inelastic decay is possible for the microwave photons, in spite of integrability, and
thanks to a nonlinear relation between them and the elastically-scattered excitations, but also
that integrability in fact provides powerful analytical tools allowing to obtain exact expressions for
response functions describing the inelastic decay. Using the framework of form factors, we calculate
the total inelastic decay rate and elastic phase shift of the microwave photons, extracted from a
2-point response function. We then go beyond linear response and obtain the exact energy-resolved
inelastic decay spectrum, using a novel method to evaluate form factor expansions of 3-point response
functions, which could prove useful in other applications of integrable quantum field theories. Our
results could be relevant to several recent photon splitting experiments, and in particular to recent
experimental works that provide evidence for the elusive Schmid-Bulgadaev dissipative quantum

phase transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Integrability entails exceptional consequences. An ex-
tensive number of local conservation laws, the defining
feature of an integrable system, are at the heart of the
celebrated Bethe ansatz [1], which allows for rare exact
solutions of 1-dimensional interacting many-body quan-
tum systems. Its fundamental ingredient is a set of el-
ementary excitations whose scattering is purely elastic
— in any scattering process, the number of excitations
is conserved, as well as the set of their individual ener-
gies and momenta. This striking feature has drawn large
theoretical interest ever since Bethe’s seminal work, pro-
moting extensions of the method which apply to a large
variety of discrete and continuous 1-dimensional models
[2-11].

Remarkably, integrability is no longer just a theoretical
curiosity. Recent advances in the fabrication techniques
of quantum simulators have enabled the experimental re-
alization of integrable systems, leading to an interplay be-
tween experiment and theory. The past decade has seen
several theoretical breakthroughs concerning the equilib-
rium and out-of-equilibrium dynamics of integrable sys-
tems [12-15] that go hand-in-hand with surprising exper-
imental observations [16-19]. Essentially, integrability
gives rise to counterintuitive experimental measurements
which push the boundaries of well-established theoretical
frameworks, and improve our understanding of the role
of integrability in an ever-growing list of mechanisms.

Experiments on the quantum simulation of many-body
quantum models, both integrable and non-integrable,
have been mostly restricted to the realm of cold atom sys-
tems. Another possible platform for quantum simulation
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is that of superconducting circuits. The rapidly evolving
field of circuit quantum electrodynamics (cQED) deals
with the simulation of interacting models by means of
Josephson junctions or their flux-tunable counterparts,
the SQUIDs. Yet experimental realizations have up to
now been quite limited, and mostly dedicated the use of
superconducting circuits to the implementation of nonlin-
ear bulk models exhibiting non-ergodic behavior [20-27].
The field of cQED reveals its true strength in the simula-
tion of quantum impurity models. The intrinsically large
kinetic inductance of Josephson junctions allows one to
design transmission lines with impedances on the order
of the resistance quantum [28-30], providing an environ-
ment for photons with an effective fine structure constant
of order unity. Furthermore, the nonlinearity of the junc-
tions provides the means to realize many types of quan-
tum impurities [31-34] which are strongly-coupled to the
photonic environment. Single-photon spectroscopy then
provides highly sensitive tools to investigate the fine de-
tails of the boundary models of interest, across a wide
range of parameters, and probe fundamental phenomena
in those many-body systems.

The starting point of this work is an experimentally
observed phenomenon that is seemingly at odds with in-
tegrability. Recent experiments have demonstrated that
photons propagating in a high-impedance transmission
line, setting an environment with a large effective light-
matter coupling, scatter inelastically off a quantum im-
purity with a very high probability [33, 34]. These ob-
servations were reproduced in Ref. [35]. It appears that
such photon splitting, depicted in Fig. 1, has nothing
to do with integrability; as stated above, scattering pro-
cesses in integrable systems are highly restricted by the
extensive number of local conservation laws, forbidding
particle production. The flexibility of the circuit ele-
ments provides us with tools to check this assumption,
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Figure 1. (a) An incoming photon with frequency w, injected from the antenna on the left and propagating through the
transmission line in the center, may decay inelastically as it scatters off the impurity on the right, in spite of the purely
elastic reflection of the fundamental excitations of the integrable models. Each photon may be represented as a combination of
eigenstates composed of excitations |X>EA with types ex and rapidities X where the weights are determined by the form factors

fer (5\‘)7 and the total energy of the excitations in each eigenstate, v ~ ZZ e, is equal to the photon frequency w (see Section
III for notations and definitions). The excitations scatter elastically off the boundary (quantum impurity), picking up phases

determined by the reflection matrix R:; (X), such that the outgoing combination no longer represents a single-photon state, but
rather a multi-photon state. The measured observables — the total inelastic decay rate 7 (w) and the energy-resolved inelastic
decay spectrum -~y (w'|w), as well as the elastic phase shift § (w) (not depicted here) — all shed light on the fundamental
properties of the impurity models. (b) Implementation of Eq. (1) with the bsG and Kondo impurities (Egs. (3) and (5),
respectively) in a ¢cQED setup. The array of Josephson junctions and capacitors implements a high-impedance transmission

line, thanks to the kinetic inductance of the Josephson junctions.

by tuning the impurity parameters to those of integrable
boundary models. Strikingly, experiments show that in-
elastic decay persists even when the impurity parameters
are pushed towards those of the boundary sine-Gordon
(bsG) model [36], which is known to be integrable [37].
This appears to contradict the defining feature of inte-
grability, and raises a fundamental question — how can
inelastic decay emerge in a system governed by purely
elastic scattering rules?

Previous theoretical treatments of such scattering ex-
periments used different forms of weak/strong coupling
expansions [31, 32, 35, 38—42] which, despite providing
successful quantitative predictions, are intrinsically lim-
ited in two manners. First and foremost, weak or strong
coupling expansions do not address the apparent discrep-
ancy between integrability and inelastic decay; in order
to settle it, one needs to explicitly use the framework
of integrable systems, and show how the purely elastic
excitations underlying the theory can give rise to the
observed photon splitting. We note that inelastic ef-
fects have also been considered both theoretically and ex-
perimentally in integrable strongly correlated electronic
quantum impurity systems [43-45], yet a direct consid-
eration of the elastically scattered excitations from the
integrability picture has been missing. Second, in case
the impurity term in the Hamiltonian is relevant, pertur-
bation theory and strong coupling expansions are only
applicable either above or below a certain renormaliza-
tion group (RG) energy scale, regardless of the impurity’s
strength. Wilson’s numerical RG (NRG) can in princi-
ple cover the entire frequency range, but is not easy to
apply accurately for bosonic baths [46]. This again calls
for the use of the integrability framework, as it provides
powerful analytical tools allowing for an exact solution
at all frequencies, linking the scaling laws above and be-

low the RG scale. An exact low energy solution is es-
pecially desirable for the bsG model in the context of
the Schmid-Bulgadaev transition [47, 48] — a 40-years-
old predicted quantum phase transition, whose lack of
clear experimental proof sparked a recent debate [49-
56]. A low energy theory of the scattering of photons in
the bsG model could supplement a recent experimental
study, which seeks signatures of the transition in the in-
elastic and elastic scattering rates of microwave photons
[36].

In this work, we show how inelastic decay can be
described via the language of integrability. The prin-
ciple idea is summarized in Fig. 1(a), which depicts
a generic integrable quantum field theory realized in a
cQED setup. We rely on the nonlinear relation between
the microwave photons, which are observed to scatter
inelastically, and the elementary excitations of the inte-
grable system, whose scattering is purely elastic. This
nonlinear relation is encoded in the form factors of the
models — the matrix elements of the bosonic field oper-
ator in the basis of the fundamental excitations of the in-
tegrable theory [57]. Building upon Refs. [58-60], we use
the form factors to obtain exact expressions for the reflec-
tion coeflicient of the microwave photons, which encodes
the inelastic and elastic decay rates. We then go beyond
linear response and calculate the exact energy-resolved
inelastic decay spectrum, by devising a method to evalu-
ate a 3-point response function using form factors. This
is a non-perturbative and rapidly-convergent diagram-
matic approach with clear physical intuition, analogous
to Wick’s theorem in free theories. Our technique yields
more general results as compared to existing methods for
the calculation of form factor expansions of multipoint
correlation functions [61-63], and could prove useful in
other contexts of integrable quantum field theories.



We apply our methods for the bsG and Kondo models,
both of which qualify as special cases of Fig. 1(a), with
implementations depicted in Fig. 1(b). We illuminate
the fundamental physics governing each model through
the lens of the exact scattering rates, and show how they
act as probes which discriminate between the two models,
as well as between the regimes of low and high energies.
In particular, we analyze our non-perturbative results in
light of the Schmid-Bulgadaev transition, and show how
one may observe signatures of the transition in the cal-
culated rates, which have been recently measured in an
experiment [36].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We begin
by describing the bsG and Kondo models in Section II,
discussing their realizations in a cQED environment and
the observables commonly measured in experiments. In
Section III, we summarize the quintessential features and
tools used in the treatment of massless integrable quan-
tum field theories with a boundary, and introduce some
notations that are utilized in this work. Armed with this
analytical power, we calculate the exact reflection coeffi-
cient of the microwave photons in Section IV, from which
we extract the total inelastic decay rate and elastic phase
shift. We show how inelastic decay can emerge from the
purely elastic scattering rules of the fundamental excita-
tions, discuss the key features and asymptotic behavior
of our results, and relate them to recent experiments.
The exact energy-resolved inelastic decay spectrum is
obtained in Section V, where we introduce a method
to calculate a 3-point response function using form fac-
tors. The technical details of our method are discussed in
Section VB and the Appendixes, the physical intuition
underlying our diagrammatic approach is emphasized in
Section V C, and the advantage of the decay spectrum
over the total inelastic decay rate as a diagnostic tool is
explained in Section V D. We conclude in Section VI.

II. MODELS AND OBSERVABLES IN A CQED
SETUP

In this work, we consider two different yet related
quantum impurity models — the bsG and Kondo mod-
els. We begin by showing how they can be derived from
cQED setups. The implementation of these models us-
ing superconducting circuits allows one to probe their
fundamental properties in experiments via spectroscopy,
which measures the elastic and inelastic scattering rates
of microwave photons.

Consider a very long array of N+1 > 1 superconduct-
ing grains with lattice spacing a (total length £ = Na),
linked to each other by Josephson junctions E'"¢ and ca-
pacitors C'""¢, and to the ground by capacitors Cy. The
circuit Hamiltonian reads (setting i=e = 1)

N N
H= > 2[C],, Qulmn— ) B} cos (dn — dn1)
n,m=0 n=1

+7:lz, (1)

where ¢, and Q,, are the superconducting phases and
charges of the grains, respectively, H; is the Hamilto-
nian of the impurity at n = 0, and C~! is the in-
verse of the capacitance matrix C, which is given by
[C]n,m = (Cg + 20““6) Snm — CM (8 ms1 + nm—1) in
the bulk. The generic circuit implementing Eq. (1) is de-
picted in Fig. 1. Choosing the line parameters such that
Elne /Edre > 1, where Egh® = 1/ (2C""°), both phase
slips and anharmonic effects are strongly suppressed in
the intergrain Josephson junctions, leading to an approx-
imately quadratic transmission line. In the thermody-
namic and continuum limits, a — 0 and N — oo with
{ = Na fixed, the Hamiltonian reads

v 0 ~ 2 2 ~
ﬁ:%[edx [212 (006 (@))% + 22 (w5 ()2 | + Hr,
(2)

where p(x) = Qn:w/a/a is the charge density field.
The array velocity is given by v = a/\/L"¢Cy, and
Lhine =1/ (4E§ne) is the effective inductance of the ar-
ray junctions. The Luttinger parameter of the system is
given by the dimensionless line impedance, z = Z/Rg,
where Z = /L#e/C, and Rg = h/(2)> = 7/2 is
the resistance quantum. The kinetic inductance of the
Josephson arrays, L™ enables the implementation of
large impedances, z ~ 1, two orders of magnitude larger
than typical impedances in classical LC resonator lines
[28, 64]. The impedance plays the role of an effective
fine structure constant, determining the strength of light-
matter interaction in such cQED setups; thus, achieving
z ~ 1 is the key to high-probability inelastic decay on
the single-photon level [33, 34].

A. The boundary sine-Gordon Hamiltonian

The bsG model can be implemented by connecting the
transmission line to a Cooper pair box,

Hr =4Eca®p* (v =0) — Ejcos (p(xz =0)), (3)

where the charging energy Ec = 1/(2C)) is signifi-
cantly larger than the Josephson energy, Fc > Ej.
The capacitance Cy introduces a cutoff frequency, I'g =
1/(ZCy) = 4E¢/ (7z), which is the elastic linewidth
of the impurity, equal to one over the RC time defined
by the line impedance and impurity capacitance. An-
other high-energy cutoff is imposed by the plasma fre-
quency of the Josephson array, w, = 1/v LlineCline; the
UV cutoff is then set by the smaller of these two scales,
A ~ min{Ty,wp}, and is assumed to be much larger
than any other energy scale in the problem. We con-
sider the scaling limit, E;, A — oo, such that the ratio
E; = (EJ/AZ)l/(l_Z) remains finite for z < 1; at z > 1,
Ej = 0. E7 is an emergent RG scale, marking the charac-
teristic frequency below which the impurity term cannot



treated as a perturbation, and the phase at the boundary
¢ (x = 0) is pinned to one of the minima of the boundary
cosine (note that this implies that perturbation theory
remains valid at all frequencies for z > 1). At zero tem-
perature, £ is the only remaining energy scale in the
problem. In this limit, the capacitive term is effectively
eliminated from the impurity Hamiltonian. Redefining

the fields as ¢ = ¢/v/2z, p = pv/2z, we find

Hie = [ E da [ (910 (@))* + (wp (2))’]
— Ejcos (\/qu (z = 0)) . (4)

Taking the limit £ — oo, we arrive at the Hamiltonian of
the bsG model.

B. The Kondo Hamiltonian

There are several ways to arrive at the Kondo model
from cQED Hamiltonians. One is to connect the trans-
mission line to a fluxonium [65] at external half flux quan-
tum, with the impurity Hamiltonian
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This Hamiltonian realizes a double-well potential for the
flux ¢¢. In Appendix A, it is shown that the line and the
fluxonium give rise to the spin-boson Hamiltonian,

0
Han =g [ do [(0:6 (@) + (mp (@)
— JS, — V22vmp (z = 0,1) S., (6)

where S, is a pseudo-spin operator whose two eigenval-
ues, +1/2, correspond to the two potential wells. The S,
term describes the tunneling between the wells, where J
is the tunneling matrix element, equal to the splitting be-
tween the two lowest energy levels of the fluxonium. The
S, term describes an effective capacitive coupling of the
fluxonium to the array. Note that the coupling coefficient
is written in terms of some parameter z’, which is pro-
portional but not identical to the normalized impedance
z (see Appendix A for details); for brevity, from here on
we revert to writing z instead of z’. The unitary trans-
formation H — UTIHU with U = €9(@=0:1S: Jeads to
the Kondo Hamiltonian [66],

v

Hic =5 [ OZ d [(0:6 (2))° + (mp (2))?]

™
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A similar implementation, using a flux qubit instead of
a fluxonium, has been realized in Ref. [67]. The same

Hamiltonian can also be derived from the effective low-
energy description of two transmission lines coupled by
a Cooper pair box, with Josephson junctions connecting
the capacitors to the lines [31], although this implemen-
tation could suffer from some drawbacks [68]. A slightly
different transformation, V = eV2#1é(@=0.)S:
the capacitive coupling term:

eliminates

He = [ [ da |(9:6 ()’ + (mp (2))’]

J P o
_ 5 <S+e\/§1¢(z—0) _|_S_e—\/ﬂlq5(fc_0)> ) (8)

This will be the form used in the following, again in the
limit of a semi-infinite lead, £ — oo. Introducing a cutoff
frequency A to our model, the scaling limit reads again

J, A = 0o with finite E% = (J/A%)"/(172),

C. Definition of the scattering rates

Both Hamiltonians may be written in the form

v
T or

H /0 da [(am (@))2 + (mp (x))z] YHL o (9)
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The bulk Hamiltonian is quadratic and diagonalized by
plane waves, with the dispersion relation w, = vg and
mode spacing A = 7v/¢, so that ¢ = nA where n > 0 is
an integer. The mode expansion of the fields reads

6(0) =1 5[ by =) o aa).
p(x) = Z \/g (bg + bg) cos (qz) (10)

where b};, b, are bosonic creation and annihilation opera-
tors.

The implementation of the Hamiltonians (4) and (8)
in cQED setups provides direct access to their properties
in a controlled environment. In this work, we focus on
scattering experiments at zero temperature, where a sin-
gle microwave photon at frequency w is injected from
the open end of the system (the antenna on the left
in Fig. 1), and propagates towards the impurity. One
may then measure response functions; the simplest one
is the reflection coefficient r (z,2’;w) of a photon with
frequency w, injected at =’ and measured at x. The de-
pendence on z, ' should amount to a trivial phase term,
r(z,2';w) = emiw(ete’) v, (w), and r (w) defines the in-
elastic decay rate v (w) and elastic phase shift ¢ (w):

r(w)= e 210(w) g=v(w)/2, (11)

There are several ways to calculate the reflection coeffi-
cient. One is to solve a scattering problem for the mi-
crowave photons, and read off r (w) from the scattering



matrix of the theory [69]. Here we adopt a different ap-
proach, and calculate r (w) from the conductance in the
half-infinite line, by means of a Landauer-Buttiker-like
formula. The AC conductance is given by the Kubo for-
mula:

lim Z

n—0t TWw

. / T At ([0, (2,1), 000 (2, 0)]) . (12)
0

G (2,a'sw) =

Introducing the right and left current operators,

R =01 — 00z, L =0+ v, (13)
we find
1
G (z,2"w) =7 > Gas(wa’iw),
AB=R.L
z

= lim —
Gas (0,750) = i, 2

oo
« / At HDE (A () B, 0)]).  (14)
0
The terms Grr, G-, do not involve the boundary, and

are therefore determined by the perfect conductance in a
Luttinger liquid with coupling parameter z [70],

gRR (l’, x 7w) :goe*iw(rﬂg’)/v@ (1’ — CUI) ;

Grr (z,2";w) :QOefi“’(”‘””/)/”@ (2 — ), (15)
where Gy = 2z. The heaviside step functions,
O (£ (x — 2')), ensure that the responses are causal, and

Grr (2, 2;0)+Ger (2, 2';w) = Goe “(*T%)/*_The term
Gr corresponds to a non-causal response function, as it
measures a right moving current which results from a
given left moving current, and therefore vanishes for all
x,x’, as we verify explicitly in Section IV below. We thus
have

1 N
G (z,7;w) = y (goe““(”“ )y Grr (33733/;&1)) . (16)

We can now define the reflection coefficient. The conduc-
tance G should be equal to z in the absence of an impu-
rity (E5 — 0), and vanish for an impenetrable boundary
(E% — 00), corresponding to  — 1 and r — —1, respec-
tively. We therefore write

Grr (7,2 w)

Go

The Kubo formula relates the conductance, and hence
the elastic phase shift and inelastic decay rate, to a 2-
point response function. Higher-order response functions
yield more refined rates; in this work, we focus on the
energy-resolved inelastic decay spectrum, v (w’|w), which
is the rate of the decay process w — w’ + >, w! for any
choice of w]’ such that w = W’ + >, w!. The spectrum

r(z,2';w) = (17)

v (w'|w), which may be evaluated in an experiment by
injecting a photon w and measuring the reflected power
at frequency w’ (see Fig. 1), corresponds to a 3-point
response function, as shown in Ref. [31] and discussed in
Section V.

Measurements of the total inelastic decay rate and
spectrum shed light on the fundamental properties of the
models. At large enough frequencies, we expect to find
Luttinger liquid scaling laws, such as v (w) ~ w?*~2; the
exponents, which could be probed directly in such exper-
iments, indicate whether the boundary operators in (4)
and (8) are relevant (z < 1) or irrelevant (z > 1). In the
bsG model, this is of particular importance in the context
of the elusive Schmid-Bulgadaev quantum phase transi-
tion [47, 48], where the relevant and irrelevant cases cor-
respond, respectively, to the superconducting and insu-
lating phases of the boundary Josephson junction. Mea-
suring 7 (w) using single photon spectroscopy thus offers
a non-invasive approach to probe the dynamics of the
boundary junction, avoiding DC transport measurements
which were mostly used in previous works [71-74], and
potentially settling a recent debate concerning the pres-
ence of the transition [49-54]. The measurements must
be supplemented by theory, notably in the low energy sec-
tor, where a perturbative solution does not apply since
the boundary cosine in (4) is relevant for z < 1. Signa-
tures of the transition could also be found in the spectrum
v (w'|w) [39]. A non-perturbative calculation of the total
inelastic decay rate =y (w), the elastic phase shift ¢ (w),
and the inelastic decay spectrum «y (w’|w), for both bsG
and Kondo models, is the objective of this work.

An exact solution for the quantities above is possible
thanks to the integrability of the models. As explained
in the next Section, the Hamiltonians (4) and (8) are
characterized by an underlying purely elastic dynamics,
and may be solved using variations of the Bethe ansatz
which apply to field theories. As discussed above, this
pure elasticity seems to be at odds with the observed
photon splitting. To this end, it should be mentioned
that realistic implementations of both models would in-
evitably suffer from integrability-breaking perturbations.
To name a few, stray capacitances, array disorder, and
finite lattice spacing, all unavoidable in a cQED environ-
ment, would break the integrability of the systems. In
addition, the models in Eqgs. (4) and (8) lack a cutoff
frequency, which would be present in any physical re-
alization. Therefore, one may be tempted to attribute
the inelastic decay of photons observed in cQED experi-
ments to the presence of integrability-breaking terms in
the Hamiltonian. However, it is clear in these experi-
ments that inelastic decay persists even when the circuit
parameters are pushed towards those of the integrable
systems. Particularly, inelastic decay rates observed for
a transmon impurity [33] are of the same order of magni-
tude as those measured for a Cooper pair box [36], where
the charging energy of the impurity Josephson junction
is pushed to larger and larger values and the Hamilto-
nian of the system approaches Eq. (4). Furthermore,



we stress that while experimental systems are not ex-
actly integrable, the use of the integrability formalism
is still justified within reasonable assumptions. This is
discussed in Appendix B.

Finally, we note that the integrability formalism can
only be applied for z < 1 (see explanation below). For-
tunately, for z > 1, the RG scale vanishes, and perturba-
tion theory holds for z > 1 at all frequencies (assuming
that the boundary Josephson energy is much smaller than
the UV cutoff), so that an exact solution is unnecessary.
From here on, we restrict ourselves to the regime z < 1.

III. OVERVIEW OF MASSLESS INTEGRABLE
QUANTUM FIELD THEORIES WITH A
BOUNDARY

In this section, we briefly sketch the main ingredients
needed for the calculation of correlation functions in the
bsG and Kondo models. These ingredients are the S-
matrices, reflection matrices, and form factors. Here we
only outline the general structure of the calculation mech-
anism and introduce some useful notations, relegating ex-
plicit expressions to the Appendixes. More details may
be found in several papers and reviews [37, 57-59, 75, 76].

It is useful to think of the quadratic bulk Hamiltonian
of Egs. (4) and (8) as the limiting case of a more general
Hamiltonian,

Ho = L / e da | (926 ())° + (mp ()’
—E5k cos (\/8?(;5 (x))] . (18)

For an infinite transmission line (as opposed to the half-
infinite line above), this would be the Hamiltonian of the
bulk sine-Gordon model, with a coupling parameter § =
v/ 8z, which can be implemented in a cQED environment
by connecting the superconducting grains to the ground
via Josephson junctions [26]. As mentioned above, we
focus on the regime z < 1 (8 < v/87).

The nonlinear equations of motion of the generalized
bulk Hamiltonian are solved by solitons and antisoli-
tons — wave packets that propagate in the nonlinear
medium without dispersion. In the attractive regime,
z < 1/2 (B < V/47), a pair of a soliton and an antisoli-
ton may form a bound state, called a breather, which
also propagates in the bulk without dispersion. The en-
ergy and momentum of a soliton (e = +), an antisoliton
(¢ = —), or a breather (¢ = m, where m is an inte-
ger satisfying 1 < m < [ﬂ — 2), can be parameterized
by its rapidity 8 as £ = M. coshf and P = M,sinh§,
where from here on we set the velocity to unity, v = 1.
The excitation mass, M., scales with the bulk Joseph-

son energy, M, ~ (E}}“lk)l/@_zz) [77]. We therefore
refer to (4) and (8) as massless Hamiltonians; writing
0 =+ (A+ \) with A — oo such that M,e?/2 — 1, the
energy and momentum become those of chiral wave pack-
ets, £ = u.e* and P = +pu.e*, where a plus (minus) sign

corresponds to a right (left) mover, and pu. = M./M,
(x =1, ph, = 2sin (m&/2)) is the bulk mass ratio.

The presence of an extensive (infinite) number of lo-
cally conserved charges in the integrable field theories
leads to purely elastic scatterings. Any two solutions
to the equations of motion with energies F; 2 and mo-
menta P; > will maintain their individual energies and
momenta when they scatter off one another. The same
holds for reflections off the boundary — the momen-
tum and energy of any reflected solution are equal to
the incoming ones. This property makes the solitons and
breathers a natural basis to diagonalize the Hamiltonians
(4) and (8). Quantizing these field theories, a classical
field configuration of type € and rapidity 6 is a assigned
a field excitation, which can be added to a given state
by a creation operator Z! (), or removed from a state
by an annihilation operator Z€(¢). These elementary
excitations are a defining feature of integrable quantum
field theories, and form eigenstates of the Hamiltonian,
0o 01) o = Z8 (0n)... Z1 (61)]0), where |0) is
the vacuum' state, Z (6 )|0) = 0. The eigenstates are
normalized such that 2 (02]01),, = 2m6¢26 (61 — 02). The
dynamics of the excitations is strongly constrained by the
extensive number of local conservation laws present in
the system, as captured by the Zamolodchikov-Faddeev
algebra [9, 10]:

162 Z 55112 01 — 62) Z:; (62) ijl (61),

Z (6,) Z SEIE (01— 02) 22 (62) 2 (61),
Z%(61) Z Z 56261 (02 —61) Z| (92) Z (61)

Jlr’;(s:;(s (0, — ). (19)

The S-matrix Selc?2 (01 — 03) satisfies the Yang-Baxter
equation and several additional symmetry relations
which are summarized in Appendix C. The relations in
Eq. (19) are a manifestation of the factorization of n-
body interactions to a product of 2-body interactions in
the integrable system.

The eigenstates [0y,...,01), . form a complete set
of states. In the massless limit and in the presence of a

boundary, the complete set is [59]

0|+ZZ Hkl

n=1e€j..

||/\n,...,)\1>€n___61 e "<)\1,...,

where the states take into account both right and left
movers:

[Ans s M) e o = A0 AD)

— 00

Anll5 (20)

€n..e€1
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The superscript a of a rapidity indicates the momentum
carried by the excitation — it is e, where ¢ = 1
and ¢ = —1. Here RY (M) is the boundary reflection
matrix, which is non-zero only if u. = pe; therefore, a
soliton can become an antisoliton (or vice-versa) upon
reflection of the boundary, but a reflected breather m
remains a breather of the same type. As shown in [58],
R¢ (\) depends on the difference A — A, where Ap is the
rapidity associated with the energy scale of the boundary,
T = B, which is proportional to the RG scale, T ~
E% ~ E}/(l_z) (or T ~ JY(1=2)) and given explicitly
by [78]

(o) o /02
"y (TR

where T (z) is the gamma function [79], and ¢ is either
Ej or J for the bsG or Kondo Hamiltonians, respectively
(recall that A is the UV cutoff frequency). Note that
the reflection matrices are thus defined only for z < 1,
where T’z is finite; hence, this formalism cannot be used
to treat devices with z > 1. The reflection matrices for
the bsG and Kondo models are given in Appendix D. In

Eq. (21), S9& = limg_,o0 Seléz (0) denotes the S-matrix
for the exchange of a right mover and a left mover; note
that it is diagonal.

The complete set of states can be inserted between any
two operators in a correlation function. For example,

consider a 2-point correlator:

(O1 (x,t) 02(0,0)) =(O1) (O2) +
Z > /H’f L8 0101 (2,) A A
« 6"<A1,...,Anu02(0,0)|o>. (23)

In order to calculate (O; (z,t) O2(0,0)), it is suffi-
cient to know the matrix elements of O, in the ba-
sis of the excitations. These matrix elements are called
form factors, and are denoted by f& . (Af,...,\%) =
(0]0(0,0) [A5, ..., AS). .- The form factors satisfy
a set of axioms and symmetry properties [57] which
are summarized in Appendix E. In this work, we only
consider correlation functions of right and left current
operators, defined in Eq. (13). It is shown in Ap-
pendix E that the form factors of R are non-zero only
if all excitations are right moving, i.e., the first term
in Eq. (21), and similarly for form factors of L,
where only the last term in Eq. (21) contributes; all
other terms can be discarded. We therefore denote
[An, - - .,)\1>Sn___€1 = A%, -5 A, ., and omit the su-

€1
perscripts a from the form factors, fg‘l\mén A,y Ap) =

A o (Af,...,A%) (wherea = vand A = Rora = [
and A = L), since these are understood to be the
only non-vanishing matrix elements. The crossing re-
lations, given in Appendix E, allow us to evaluate terms
of the form ““"(\q,..., A4 (0,0)|0), and more gener-
ally TN AA0,0) Ay A)S |, which ap-
pear in the calculation of multipoint correlation func-
tions. Note that it is enough to know the matrix elements
of the operators at the origin, since, in the massless limit,

TN MA@ ) A M) =
l
xp { <Z Pe ™" = Zuege“> (o — t)}
k=1
X el..‘eczl<)\’1,...,)\§|A(0,0)|/\n,...,)\1>zn.__€1. (24)

In the following, if the coordinates of the operator are
omitted, it should be understood that the matrix element
is evaluated at the origin.

Before we proceed, let us introduce a few additional
notations that will simplify the equations to follow.
First, ket states formed by a set A of n) excitations

—. a
= |)\17...,)\m>:1m€nkand |)‘>q =

with their dual bra states written

are written as |5\'>ZA

|/\nm T )‘1>:M...517

correspondingly. We also introduce the charge-conjugate
- a

state, [\, = |A1,.- ")‘"A>gl..‘€m F and

m = m. The complete set of states in Egs. (20), (21) is

then compactly written as

- A\ !
:A (W5, + R (X) 1500,
(W (R (R) ). e

, where £ =

where

Hkl

Ta T x 1
(2m) *n'

(26)

/

and the product of reflection matrices is abbreviated as

, ., . nx—1 nx
< (w= 3 (T IT ) (It oo)
6/1...641»\ =1 k=I+1

X |)‘15 R )‘nx>i’1...e;/k

ZZ

ny = 161

(27)

The form factors are appropriately abbreviated as

JA(R) = S ey O ) = (LA,

In many of the following calculations, the rapidities
will be shifted according to their bulk mass ratios p. =
Mc/My: My — Mg — log e, . This will be denoted by a
hat:

fA(X) =4,

(/\1 —10g ey s - -+ 5 Any —1ogum) )

(28)



and similarly for scattering and reflection matrices. We
also define the total energy of the shifted set A, vy =

Zﬁil e

Finally, it 1is customary to wuse a graph-
ical representation for the matrix elements
61‘”2()\'1,...,)\HAP\H,...,)\1>:’W61.
)‘17
IO VIR VIV (D S o1 ‘ : ?
A/ﬂ /

and, using the abbreviated notation,

(01A), H(XAl0) = (30)

a1
o >l

The boundary is depicted by

)\1 €1
n,\7 TLA )

(31)
)‘[1a€1 ><

n,\7

Note that the order of the excitations is reversed upon
reflection off the boundary. In the abbreviated notation,

The form factors in the massless sine-Gordon model
are given in Appendix E. The form factors, scattering
matrices, and reflection matrices are all of the ingredients
we need to calculate our desired response functions.

IV. THE TOTAL INELASTIC DECAY RATE
AND ELASTIC PHASE SHIFT

We are now equipped with all of the necessary tools to
calculate response functions. In this section, we calculate
the reflection coefficient r (w), which defines the total in-
elastic decay rate v (w) and the elastic phase shift ¢ (w)
(Eq. (11)), using Eqs. (17) and (14).

A. The AC conductance

The conductance Gog (z,2';w) has been calculated in
Ref. [59] for the boundary sinh-Gordon and bsG mod-
els. The conductance of the bsG model with z = 1/3
is of particular interest, as it describes the tunneling of
fractionally-charged excitations in a fractional quantum
Hall sample at filling v = 1/3. Closely-related expres-
sions were also obtained for the Kondo model. Here we
retrace the steps of Ref. [59] and calculate Gor (z,2'; w)

for the bsG and Kondo models with general coupling pa-
rameters. We emphasize the key steps in the calculation
of the 2-point response function, laying the groundwork
for the derivation of the 3-point response function in the
next Section. We also show that the non-causal response
function Grr (z, 2';w), measuring the response of a right
moving current to a left moving current perturbation, is
manifestly zero in all models, for any coupling parameter
and impurity strength, as it should be.

The Kubo formula relates the conductance
Grr (z,2';w) to a 2-point response function of the
current operators. Each of the two correlators in Eq.
(14) can be evaluated via a form factors expansion,
by inserting the complete set of states in Eq. (25).
As we will now show, it is necessary to combine the
two correlators to obtain a single unified expansion for
Grr (z,2';w). Let us start with (£ (z,t) R (2/,0)); using
Egs. (25), (24), (E16), and (E19), we find

(L (x,1) R («',0))
(IR (/,0)[0)

e’\k‘(z+w'+t) > X )\

() B 0 () 1 ()
(33)

Shifting the rapidities according to the bulk mass ratios
of their corresponding excitations, A\, — Ax — log ue,,
leads to

(L (z,0) R («',0)) = /A R (X) e—iva(v+a'+1)
EOED
We now introduce an auxiliary rapidity,
(L ()R (', 0)) :/0; dne“é(u,\—e“)/)\r?ji (%)
x e () 77 () (R (X)) (35)

Shifting the rapidities by &, Ax — Mg + &, we obtain
LR 0) = [ dwet (e o

X/)\ﬁii(X+H)5(VA—1) ()(f ()) (36)

where we used Lorentz invariance, Eq. (E3), and the
notation A + k = {A\1 + K,..., A\, + k}. For the second
correlator of the commutator, (R (z',0) L (z,t)), follow-



ing the same steps, we find

(R (a/,0) £ (2, )) = / T e () g2n

X / (ﬁ:li (X+m))*5(ux -1) Z,j (X) (fZi (X)Y
' (37
Now, we shift Kk — &k — ir in Eq. (37).
Iiji (X—&— iﬂ') = (Iiili (X))* (see Appendix D), we find

Using

oco—+im . ,
(R (2',0) L (z,t)) :/ dreie" (z+a'+1) g2n

—ocotin
x A R (X+ n) 6(va—1)f8 (X) (73 (X)) (38)

Next, plug Eqgs. (36) and (38) to Eq. (14). Integrating
over time yields

1 e’} —oo+im
w) = lim — d d
gL‘,'R (LU, z ,W) ni)I{)l+ ST (‘/_Oo K+ /OO—HW K)

Xegﬁijeier/Aﬁé (X—&-/@)
S nEE R e

The integration contour of x can be closed by adding the
edges at Kk = o +iy, with 0 — oo and 0 < x < 7, where
the integrand decays rapidly (recall that z,2’ < 0). In
the presence of bound states, z < 1/2, there could be
poles of the reflection matrices enclosed by the contour;
however, the residue of the integrand at k = kg gives
rise to the exponential eeRe{No}Si“(lm{“‘)})(z+fl), where
sin (Im {ko}) > 0, hence this term vanishes in the limit
of a half-infinite line for large enough |z + z’|. There-
fore, the only pole contributing to the integral is at
Kk =logw +in:

Gror (2,25 w) :ie_i“’(”“”l) / ﬁ:/i <X+logw)
A
x5 (o —1) f& () (FR (X)) (40)

Before we proceed to the calculation of the reflection co-
efficient, it is instructive to consider the non-causal con-
ductance Grr (%, 2';w), and show that it vanishes. An
identical treatment would lead to

drctontron iy o ([T [ )
o [ (R (5
x5 —1) 5 (X) (R (X)) (41)

Note the three crucial differences compared to Eq. (39):
the complex conjugation of the reflection matrices, the

sign in the space-dependent exponential, and the integral
(;o_oi;m dk, which runs along the line Imx = —im. This
time, the pole at k = w+in is not enclosed by the contour,

leading to Gr . (x,2";w) = 0.

B. The reflection coefficient and the origin of
inelastic decay

We now return to Eq. (40) and extract the reflection
coefficient using Eq. (17). Reshifting the rapidities as
Ak = A — logw yields

r)= L R () s 25 (3) (72 (7))
W S A

(42)
Recall that vy, = Y2 e is the sum of energies of the
excitations in the set A\. The physical interpretation of
the expression above is clear — the reflection coefficient
of a photon with frequency w is given by the sum over
all excitations with energies summing up to w. Note
that this result is general, and applies to any integrable
boundary model — the choice of model specifies the re-
flection matrices and form factors. The only energy scale,
Tp, is encoded within the reflection matrices. While the
sum in (42) runs over all possible number of excitations
n), the terms decay very rapidly with ny, and in practice
it is enough to calculate only a few terms to obtain r (w)
with excellent accuracy. The accuracy of the expansion
can be evaluated using the high frequency behavior of

r (w); using ﬁili (5\'% oo) — 52 (Eq. (D8)), we find
r(w>Tpg)— Y, % =1in all models, where

EX €N
0 — > H221d>‘k _ R (7|2
T = /—oo (2m)™ n,\!é(y/\ D}fe (A)‘ - @)

Then, calculating the truncated sum Ele,\ Y provides

an estimation for the accuracy of the result, and sets
an upper bound on the contribution of the remaining
terms (since 72 > 0 for all €)). At low frequencies, we
have rg (w < Tp) = Y., r° =1 and rpq (w < Tp) —
e r? = —1 (using Eq. (D9)). It is shown in Fig. 4
in Appendix E that, indeed, only a few terms are needed
to obtain 1 — Y7 r? <1072 for most values of z.

The leading terms for the bsG and Kondo models are
as follows. First, a soliton-antisoliton pair contributes

1 oo
7’+_ (w) _ / d)\ld)\25 (6)\1 + e)\2 _ Ld)

W/ (21)
x [ B R () BY () — e RE () BY ()]
x [FE (A1, A2) (44)

This is the leading term for z > 1/2. In the attractive
regime, z < 1/2, the dominant contribution comes from
a single breather:

m

| 2



where 1 < m < {ﬂ — 2 is odd; the largest contribution
is of m = 1. Two other non-negligible contributions are

ry_1(w) =— §(eM+ e+ et —w)

W) (2n)

x [e—%R; (M) BF (\2) + eZRT () RY (AQ)}

1 /°° dA1dAadAs

2
x R} (As —log 1) | /21 (A1, Ao, Ag —log ur)| ™, (46)
and
1 i d)\ld)\Q by by
_ 5 1 2 _
12 (W) » /ﬂo (2n)? (eM + e —w)
X Ry (M —log p11) R} (As — log o)
2
x| 15 (A1 = log pu1, A2 — log pia))| (47)

In the following, we evaluate the reflection coefficient at
integer p = 1/z as

r(w) ~ Z Tm W)+ 74— (W) +ri2 (W) +ri—1 (w). (48)
m=1

The evaluation of r;_; is significantly more compli-
cated for non-integer 1/z. However, Fig. 4 shows that
r(w) =Y, Tm (W) +ry_ (w)+7r12 (w) is still a very good
approximation (1—r%_ -3 % —r), < 1)forz S1/4
(where the contribution of rJ% becomes larger than that
of r¥_;), and also for z > 1/2, as long as z is not too
large (where r4_ _ is non-negligible). The inelastic de-
cay rate and elastic phase shift are then readily extracted
following Eq. (11).

Eq. (42) reveals the origin of the inelastic scattering.
The inelastic decay rate of a photon w is

7 (W) = ~log|r (W) = 1 = |r ()|, (49)

assuming 1 — |r (w)|> < 1. We thus identify the coherent
sum in Eq. (42) as the source of the photon decay. A
plane wave mode at frequency w impinging on the bound-

ary can be formally written as a sum of eigenstates, |S\>;,
with appropriate weights and phases. Note that this is
a nonlinear relation — plane waves cannot be expressed
as a sum of individual solitons and breathers, and must
be spanned using all eigenstates with any number of ex-
citations. While each excitation in each of the eigen-
states is reflected elastically off the boundary, it picks
up a phase, determined by the reflection matrix, that
depends on its type and energy. These relative phases
between the eigenstates alter the specific weights of the
decomposition of the incoming photon. Therefore, the
reflected excitations no longer form a single photon at
frequency w, but rather a set of photons with frequencies
w;, such that ) w; = w.

The nonlinear relation between the photons and ele-
mentary excitations is generally implicit, and is hidden
within the form factors of the theory, which are the ma-
trix elements of the derivatives of the bosonic field ¢ in

10

the basis of solitons and breathers. An explicit relation
can be found at the free-fermion point, z = 1/2, using
refermionization [80], as discussed in Appendix G. Intro-
ducing a fermionic field 1 (z) ~ €(*) we find a one-
to-one correspondence between ,1T and solitons and
antisolitons by expanding the fermionic field as

N ke _ L ik(z—t)
/l][}(x’t)_\/ﬂzk:wk(t)e m%:d”ﬂe I

(50)
with k& = nA with n € Z. The commutation relations of
1/Jk,1/),£ satisfy the Zamolodchikov-Faddeev algebra (Eq.
(19)) at z = 1/2, where the S-matrix becomes trivial,
S’i: = Sii = —1. We therefore identify i~ with
a soliton with energy k, and ¢ik <o With an antisoliton
with energy k, establishing an explicit nonlinear relation
between the solitons and the bosonic field ¢. The calcu-
lation of r (w) simplifies considerably at the free-fermion
point, as the sole contribution to the reflection coefficient
is Eq. (44), and the particularly compact expressions for
the reflection matrices (Egs. (D3)-(D6)) and form factors
(Eq. (E32)) allow for closed analytical expressions:

T uj'z—1 —1—2iTBlo 1—£
bsG ) _2 - w g TB )

1 4iTp iw
'K <”’Z 2) w + 21T Og( B) (51

The same expressions are derived in Appendix G using
refermionization.

C. Results

The rates v (w) and d (w) in both models, for several
values of z, are displayed in Fig. 2. The inelastic rate
in both models follows a Luttinger liquid power law at
high frequencies, v (w > Tg) ~ w?*~2, which may be ob-
tained from the Hamiltonians (3) and (5) by means of
perturbation theory [31, 35, 36]. Note that Eq. (22)
restores the dependence of the rates on the UV cutoff
A (as long as w < A), which is present in a perturba-
tive treatment and should be considered for quantitative
comparisons with experimental measurements, not only
in the high frequency regime, but also in the low fre-
quency regime, w < E%. Indeed, perturbation theory is
invalid for the Hamiltonians (3) and (5) for z < 1 and
w < Ej. The low frequency power laws for the rates
are model dependent, and could be predicted from the
expansions near the strong coupling fixed points. In the
Kondo model, the dominant contribution stems from a
quartic density term, p*, leading to vk (w < Tg) ~ wb
for all z < 1 [31]. In bsG, the leading expansion terms
are the quartic phase term ¢*, giving rise to the same
w8 power law as the quartic density term, and the dual
cosine cos (mp), which generates instantons between the
minima of the cosine potential, and leads to a w?/*~2 be-
havior [40]; hence, ypsc (w < T2 > 1/4) ~ w?/*~2 and
Ysa (w < Tgyz < 1/4) ~ Wb,
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Figure 2. Total inelastic rate v (w) and phase shift ¢ (w) for
the bsG and Kondo models and several values of z. The power
laws at low and high frequencies are denoted on the plots. In
the phase shift panels, we plot both ¢ (w) and 7/2 — ¢ (w)
or 7 — d (w) (for the bsG and Kondo models, respectively).
We use Eq. (48) to evaluate r (w) at integer p = 1/z, and
r(w) = r4_ (w) at noninteger z > 1/2.

The asymptotic behavior of the phase shift § (w) may
be obtained from Eq. (42), rewritten here as

r(w) = / Iiili (X—i—logw) d(va—1) Ag,i (X) (Azf (X))
A
(52)
As discussed in Ref. [59], one may expand the reflection
matrices as a power series in w/Tp or Tg/w, for low or
high frequencies, respectively. In the bsG model, the soli-

ton matrices Ri/ *

(1/z—1)X

(M) expand as double power series in
et and e , and the soliton matrices R} (\) expand
as power series in e*. We find fpsq (w > T3z > 1/2) ~
w?*72 and Speq (W > Tp;2 < 1/2) ~ w1l at high fre-
quencies (in agreement with perturbation theory), and
)2 — Opsa (W< T52>2/3) ~ w??72 and 7/2 —
Ibsc (w K Tp; 2 < 2/3) ~ w at low frequencies, which are
again anticipated by the expansion near the strong cou-
pling fixed point. The reflection matrices of the Kondo
model are considerably simpler and all expand as power
series in e, leading to 0k (w>> Tg;z > 1/2) ~ w?*72,
Sk (Ww>Tp;2<1/2) ~w ™l and 7 — 0k (w < Tg) ~ w.
We note that all of the scaling laws of the scattering
rates Ypsq (w) and dpse (w) in the bsG model, at frequen-
cies both above and below the RG scale, are in agree-
ment with a recent theoretical study combining pertur-
bation theory at w > T and strong coupling expansions
at w < Tp [42]; our exact calculation provides the full
crossover between the two regimes.

To conclude this section, we relate the limiting cases of
the inelastic and elastic rates to the Schmid-Bulgadaev
transition. Approaching the transition, z — 1, we find
that both low and high frequency power laws, 2/z—2 and
2z — 2, respectively, tend towards 0. In other words, the
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rate ypsc (w) and phase shift dpsq (w) become frequency-
independent at the transition point, z = 1. Perturba-
tion theory at z > 1 shows that ypsq (W) ~ w?*72 for
both low and high frequencies (since the boundary co-
sine term of Eq. (3) becomes irrelevant at z > 1), and
Sbsa (w31 < 2 <3/2) ~ w?*72 and Spsq (Wi 2 > 3/2) ~ w,
also for all frequencies [36]. Crucially, the phase shift at
w = 0 jumps from 7/2 to 0 across the transition, and
changes sign at finite frequencies. The sign change of
dbsa (w) and the different trends of Y5 (w) on the two
sides of the transition, both at finite frequencies, were
recently observed using single photon spectroscopy, pro-
viding evidence for the long-sought-after quantum phase
transition [36].

V. THE ENERGY-RESOLVED INELASTIC
DECAY SPECTRUM

A. The spectrum as a 3-point response function

The inelastic decay spectrum, v (w’|w), measures the
production rate of photons at frequency w’ due to a split-
ting of a photon with frequency w > w’. It is related
to the total inelastic decay rate, v (w), by means of an
energy-conservation sum rule:

/Ow Wy (Ww) dw’ = wy (W) . (53)

It was shown in Ref. [31] that, for the generic impurity
setup in Eq. (9), v (w'|w) can be found by calculating a
3-point response function:

e
v (Ww) = lim =G (w+in, —w + i), (54)

n—0t+t w
which is defined in the time domain as
GHt-tt-t"=—0@-the -1t
X <[[nq’ (t) s P (xinv tl)} P (xinv tll)]> + {t/ A t//} ) (55)

where x;, < 0 is an arbitrary point in the half-infinite
lead, and ny = b:;,bq/ is the occupation number of the
mode ¢’, with frequency w’ = vq¢’ = ¢’. The Fourier
transform is

G (wl,WQ)Z/ dt'ei‘“l(t_t/)/ e (t=t")
X Gt —tt—1"). (56)

Let us sketch the main steps leading to this expression.

The goal is to calculate the time-averaged rate of
change of ny in response to an incoming photon with
frequency w, injected at x;, < 0, impinging at the
boundary. Note that we are looking for a second or-
der response, since the change in the photonic num-
ber ny is proportional to the flux of incoming energy.
The photon at w is injected by applying an AC volt-
age, Hac = V (t) €"p (zin), where V (t) = 2V} cos (wt)



and 7 — 0T. The time dependence of Hac makes the
Keldysh formalism natural for our purpose [81, 82]; the
second order Kubo formula for n, reads

g ) =5 | o; AU G (E— 1t~ ")V () V (1)
(57)

The notation c,q corresponds to the “classical” and
“quantum” fields in the Keldysh formalism, that is, the
sum and difference, respectively, of the fields on the for-
ward and backward time contours. We are concerned
with the so-called “fully-retarded” multipoint correlator
G1% [83], which measures the causal response of ng to
the perturbing density p. To find the time-averaged pho-
ton production rate, we take the derivative of Eq. (57)
and discard the oscillating exponentials:

g @) = 20 Vol G0 (w i, —w i) (58)

Then, in order to obtain 7 (w’|w), we multiply the above
by the density of modes, 1/A = ¢/, and divide by the
average power of the source that propagates towards the
impurity, w ‘V02| /m. We thus arrive at Eq. (54). Using
time-translation invariance and applying simple algebraic
manipulations, we may write the 3-point response func-
tion as

"

Gl (w+in, —w+in) =— 2/ dt'dt" e=2nt' gt

x cos (wt") {[[ng (0), p (zin, =')], p (win, —t' = 1")]) .
(59)

Note the n — 0% prefactor in Eq. (54), which implies
that we need to look for contributions to G* that are
singular in 7.

In order to calculate G ;" using form factors, we need
to express ng/, p in terms of the current operators R, L.
From Egs. (10), (13), and the quantization ¢ = nA, we
may write by = bX + b5, with

cqq

0
b (t) = dze 497 A (z, 1), (60)

NN T
where w = vqg = q, ¢g = 1, and ¢, = —1. The operators
be and bq£ annihilate right and left moving photons with
frequency ¢, respectively. The density p and occupation
number n, may then be decomposed into their chiral
parts. The density can be written as p = p™ + p©, where

1
A _ )
P (l'm,t) 2WA(-'L'm,t) ’ (61)

whereas the occupation number may be expressed as
= AB with nAB — pATpB.
N’ = ZA,B:R,L g™ with ng™ = bq/ bq"

A5 =

0
_ dxldx261w'(uw1+<512)
drw'l J_,

X A(xl,t)B(xg,t). (62)
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The decomposition of G;? into its chiral parts is then
GO (w +in, —w +1in)

= Y GYpep win —w+in), (63)
A,B,C,D=R,L

with

wiasep (t—t t—t")=-0 @t -t)O{ —1")

x ([[n2P (), 0% (@in, )], P (@in, t")]) + {t' > "}
(64)

Fortunately, there is no need to calculate all 16 terms

Cq . . .

" ABCD First, in an experimental setup, the pho-
ton at w is injected such that it propagates towards the
boundary; we should therefore only consider terms with
pC, pP = pR. This leaves us with the calculation of 4
terms, G/ g - Furthermore, since the produced pho-
ton propagates to the left, away from the impurity, we
expect only G/ -rr to contribute, measuring the re-
sponse of the left moving occupation number to the right
moving source. In the following, we calculate G/%:
and show that the other 3 terms indeed vanish.

B. Calculating the 3-point response function using
form factors

The calculation of a 3-point response function using
form factors is considerably more involved than that
of a 2-point function. The 3-point response function
G r.cerr comprises 4 correlators, each involving 4 cur-
rent operators. We therefore must insert 3 complete sets
of states in each correlator, giving rise to mixed matrix
elements of the form EZ<1§|A|@):9 These mixed elements,
evaluated using the crossing relations in Eq. (E11), lead
to a series of terms with a different structure in each of
the 4 correlators.

In order to make sense of these complicated expres-
sions, let us recall the key step in the derivation of the 2-
point function G, (t). It comprises only two correlators,
(L (t) R (0)) and (R (0) L (t)), which were both evaluated
by inserting a single complete set of states. The result,
however, was not obtained by considering each correlator
on its own, but rather by combining the two form factor
expansions; we had to take the difference of these two cor-
relators, allowing us to close the integration contour in
Eq. (39), in order to arrive at the anticipated delta func-
tion in the result, Eq. (40). Similarly, it was necessary
to combine the two correlators of Gr, to show that the
non-casual conductance vanishes. It is therefore crucial
to find some convenient way to combine and unify the 4
correlators of GZC}?L rRR given a term in the form factor
expansion of one of the correlators, we must find a way to
identify its 3 counterparts in the other correlators. In the
following, we accomplish this and show how to identify
a quartet of terms from the expansions of the four corre-
lators that need to be summed up together, by labeling
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the excitations according to their “origins” and “desti-  expression for G/ 1o
nations” in each correlator, leading to a unified general We begin by denoting the 4 terms of the double com-
mutator as

00 0
I :/ dt'dt” e 21 e~ cos (wt”) / dzydage ™ E1=22) (£ (21,0) £ (22,0) R (#in, —t') R (in, —t' — ")),
0 —t

0
I = / dt’dt”e21 e~ cos (wt”) / dzydzge ™ @122 (R (210, —t — ") R (2in, —t') L (21,0) L (2,0)) ,
—L

0

III :/O At'dt" e 21 e~ cos (wt”) /Z daydzge™ @ =T (R (2, 1)) £ (21,0) £ (2,0) R (2in, —t' — ")),
v :/0 A A =2 o= cos (wt) /2 dzydzge v (@1-22) (R (xin, —t' — ") L (21,0) L (22,0) R (Tjn, —t")), (65)
so that
Golleorr (W +in, —w +in) = #i% (14 11— T —1V). (66)

Consider IIT above and insert complete sets of states between its operators:

O *
IH—/ dtdt e 21 =" cos (wt”)/ daydzye i@ (11712)//\ < 5;\1 ()\1)) Eiz (/\3>

N - €xg - 1 € o
X <0|R(.Tin, —t/) |>\1>6,>\1 [<)\1|£ (1:1, ) ‘A2> [<>\2|£ (5[»'270) |)\3>€>\3 )‘3t<A3|R (xir“ —t/ _ t//) |0> ) (67)

6)\2

Using Eq. (24), we get complex exponentials from the coordinates of the current operators. We assume a half-infinite
line and extend the lower integration limits of x; 2 to —¢ — —o0, introducing an infinitesimal parameter 7 to assure
convergence:

U dnye @ n)n [0 g (g i) ! !
dxle |w 1/>\2 l/)\l m)xy d$2€1 w l/>\2 V>\3 1m)x2 — - - - —. (68)
oo oo W F vy, — VN MW F VN, =V, — 1N

Integrating over x; 2 and ¢ and shifting the rapidities according to the bulk mass ratios of their excitations, as was
done in the calculation of the reflection coefficient, then yields

1" Aeg‘l Y ' BEX3 Y
111 _/°° dt” cos (wt'/)/ el e ) (qu <>\1>> RE/AB ()\3)
0 A

Uxn, — Vg + 207 (W/“‘Vx\z_VA1+177)(W’+V/\2—VA3—177)
P O R I
X ORIM) i lLRa),, delLs),, T AsIRI0) - (69)

where a hat over the operators R, £ indicates that the rapidities in the matrix elements are A —log p1.. Now, consider
the mixed matrix elements, which need to be evaluated using the crossing relations in Eq. (E11). The idea is to
partition the sets Aj 23 into smaller subsets, a;; (4,7 = 1,2), 3, and 7, that label the excitations according to the

. . R (R — R (. N R — R (. I an
operators they are connected to: the excitations in the set a;; connect p;* (p1* = p™ (Tin, —t'), py = p’* (Tin, =t — 1))
to bqﬁj (j=1)or bqﬁ, (j = 2), the set 8 connects the bg,, qu,T operators to each other, and the set v connects the p®
operators. We find

o0 jel(v11 12 —va1—ve)@in o —i(vartvaa tvy —in)t” (ﬁjﬁ (@11) Rm (0412)>* ﬁi?l (A1) ﬁ?z (Al22)
111 —/ dt” cos (wt") / . p . p 21 2
@iy By (v11 + V12 — Va1 — vag + 2in) (W 4+ va1 — v11 +vp +1n) (W' + V12 — vag + V5 — in)

<0|R"Y,0412,0l11>€ 612611 “ <a11 +15|£|O[21,ﬂ> 6126‘3<C¥12 +15 5 15|£|0&22> 6216226 <a21,a22,’Y|R|0> (70)

€21€3 €22
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The derivation of Eq. (70) using the crossing relations is detailed in Appendix F. Here we shorten the notations,
€a;; — € and v,,; — v;;. Counting the number of possibilities to partition the sets A; to aj, 8,7, we see that the
integration measure becomes

L I e ([ B ([ )

s o _
B =12 | nige ng,eg Ny €y

that is, the factorials and 27 factors in the denominators translate naturally from the A sets to the smaller subsets. The
other correlators, I,II,IV, may be treated similarly, with appropriate labeling of the excitations. The 4 correlators,
written explicitly in Eqs. (F4)-(F7), are conveniently represented by the graphical notation:

f‘ / — /
I q — \ 22, €99

11, €11

IT

11

v

(75)

Labeling the excitations offers a natural way to sum up the correlators, following a procedure similar to that of the
2-point function. Consider I,III; we introduce two auxiliary rapidities, x1 2, such that e™ = v;; + v;2, and shift
&ij — dij + k;, leading to

[ 2 co 2
I :/ dt” cos (wt”)/ CsC, H 8 (Vi1 + vig — 1)/ H dk;
0 @ij, By i=1 —00 —1

! n A A
. . A € = € - N -
je i e )z g—i(e™ fry —imt” Ry (01 + k1) Re (G2 + £1) REY (@21 + ko) RE? (A2 + ko)

X
—er1 — ef2 4 2in (W' + €e2v91 + efivgg + vg +in) (W' — eFlvgg — ef2rag + vg — in)
R - N S oo . R — 2 =
X Jer et ey (Q11 + K1 410, 012 + K1 + 16,75 + im) ferveens (agl + ko, B, 011 + m)

— — =1 =/
€3€22€12 €y €32€21

x R (73)—177751224-%2—1570712+:‘€1+i5> fE. (7, a2 + Ko, d21 + Ka2), (76)
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o 2 0o 2
I = — / dt” cos (wt”)/ CsC, H5 (vi1 + via — 1)/ Hdmi
0 @ij, B,y i=1 0 =1

Ll (€71 =€) i o —i(€72 H —in) " (ﬁiﬂ (@11 + k1) REZ (G + Hl)) FA{:; (A1 + K2) FA{ZE (Qag + K2)

X
ert — efz 4 2ip (W' + €291 — efivyy +vg +in) (W' + eFlvgg — ef2ugg + vg — in)

X fz’iﬁ’mew (Q11 + K1, 002 + K1,7) fzfieﬁgu (5421 + k2, 3,011 + K1 +iT — 15)
X 57;52252 (5 —im 4 10, Grag + Ko, @12 + K1 +im — 15) fgjg/mg/m (7, Qo + Ko, a1 + Ka2), (77)

where C, is a sign factor stemming from charge conjugation, defined in Eq. (E9). Shifting k1 — k1 +inr — 3id in I
yields

oo 2 oo —oco—in+3id o
I—1I1 :/ dt” cos (wt”)/ CsC, H (Vi1 + v — 1) / dri + / dky / dks
0 aij,B,y i=1 —o00 oco—im+3id —00

/\EI — AE’ — N — 5 —
jei(e™ —e™2)@in o —i(e™2 +uy —in)t”’ (Reﬂ (0&11 + /61) Reiz (0412 + H1)> Rizi (a21 + HQ) Rizz (a22 + 52)

X - . -

er1 — er2 4 2in (W' + e"2v91 — efrvy +vg + i) (W + eF2rg — eMvgg + eft — ef2 + g — in)
- - o\ R - 2 - . .
X €] ehey (0611 + K1, 012 + Iﬁ,’}/) f62165€11 (Oém + Ko, 8,011 + K1 +im — 15)
R D . _, . . R - =
X Jegeanérs (3 —im +16, Grag + Ko, 12 + K1 + T — 15) fgwg’ggg’m (7, dag + Ko, d21 + K2). (78)

Note that we also rewrote the w’ denominators using the delta functions. In order to close the x; contour, we add the
edges at k1 = o + iy with 0 — +o00 and —7 < xy < 0 — this is allowed, since the exponential e!(¢"* —¢"*)¥in agsures
that the integrand decays fast enough at 0 — oo, whereas the form factors vanish exponentially-fast as o — —oo.
Now, the pole at k1 = kg — 2i7 is enclosed by the contour; setting k1 = ko, the w’ denominators become

1 1 T
— =0 (w' + € — 79
W+ €52 (g — v11) + v + i w + e (vay — 111) + vg — i " (W' + €™ (v V11)+V,3)7 (79)

that is, the contribution of this pole is singular in 7. In fact, the pole at k1 = ko — 2in is the sole singular contribution
to the contour integral. The annihilation poles of the form factors, occuring at 6; — 6; = im for some ¢ > j (when the
same excitation appears on both bra and ket of a matrix element, see Eq. (E4)), are just above or below the upper
and lower boundaries of the contour, and while in the attractive regime (z < 1/2) the form factors and reflection
matrices have bound state poles that are enclosed by the contour, their residues are not singular in 7.

We are now in position to show why G . is the only non-vanishing contribution to the spectrum. First,
GS}?RRRR is a background term that does not involve the boundary and thus cannot account for inelastic scattering.

. cqq . RL . . . X1, 7 N
Next, consider Gi'% rr, that is, the response of n* to a right-moving photon. Replacing "~ (A1|L£ (z1,0) [A2)

with 6A1<X1|R (21,0) |X2);2 in Eq. (67), the sign in the x; exponential in Eq. (68) is flipped:

[
€xg

0 0
/ dm1ei(“/+”*2_”kl_i")“/ dxgei(“ur””_"*g_in)m =—-— . — ! —. (80)
—o0 —o0 W VN, = VN —INW VN, —Vay — 17

The key difference with respect to Eq. (67) is the same relative sign of the in terms in the denominators. Therefore,

Golir e (and, similarly, GZJ%. 7 ) is non-singular in 7, and its contribution vanishes in the limit 1 — 0. It is also

fassur(i;lg I:EO verify that GZ)O}?RRE > the non-causal counterpart to Giﬁ?ﬁ rrr» vanishes identically; this is shown in
ppendix F.

The treatment of I, TV is identical to the above. Plugging everything to Eq. (66) and back to Eq. (54), we find

2
2 o0

Nw) = — —— CgC dQ||6 i i -Q
k) mw'w /om,ﬁry ’ 7/0 i=1 (a3 2 )

X 0 (W' +vo1 —vi1 + vp) / dt"e="" cos (wt”) Re {eiimﬂ F H R} ) (81)
0
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where the products of form factors and reflection matrices are (denoting 7=~ = 7 — J)

_ R — “ o R = 7 = P R e - e — PR R - = —
H F :fe’ue’ue,y (0[11, Oél?,’}/) f62155€11 (a21,ﬂ,a11 +1m ) fgﬁezzéu (6 — 1T, Q2, Qpg + 17 ) fg’vg/zzan (’yv 22, 0421),

TR = (Relt (@) Rilz (G12)) RS () REE2 () — 6611 6520021622 (83)

€51
Note that we subtract the product of Kronecker deltas in [ R. This corresponds to subtracting the background term
GS‘,‘?L r.rr» Which does not involve the boundary and therefore does not contribute to inelastic scattering, and assures
that v (w'|w) vanishes as w/Tp — oo (following Eq. (D8)) or w/Tp — 0 (following Rili <X% foo> — 52 in the
Kondo model, or Egs. (D9) and (E19) in the bsG model). The integral over t” yields

"n, —nt' " —iQt” 1 { }
| e cosryre e TIFITR} = 5o - e {[TFTIR}-; [ — - _Q]Im TIFIIR}.
(84)
where P denotes the principal value. To get rid of the awkward principal value terms, consider another equivalent
way to expand the correlators I,... IV:

II

III

Note that the diagrams IIT and IV above are the mirror images of the ones in Egs. (74) and (75), where bra states
become ket states and vice-versa — this corresponds to complex conjugation of both form factors (see Eq. (E14)) and
reflection matrices. This time, we pair I with IV and IT with III. The same steps lead to

2
2 o0
/
fyww)z—i/ CC/ dQ |6 (v +vie+vy —Q
( | Tw'w aij,B,y s 0 zl;[l k )

X 0 (W' +vo1 —vi1 + vp) / dt"e="" cos (wt") Re {eim” H F H R} . (89)

0
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The expressions in Egs. (81), (89) are equal; taking their average eliminates the term proportional to Im {[] F ] R},
leaving us with the simple delta function ¢ (w — Q). Finally, we arrive at

1

7 (W) = — ==
w'w g, By i=1

This is a general form factor expansion for the in-
elastic spectrum.  Similarly to Eq. (42), it in-
volves some intuitive delta functions: the two functions
0 (Vi1 + vig + vy — w) imply that the the energies of the
excitations connected to pf must sum up to the photon
energy w, and 0 (w’ + va1 — 111 + vg) assures that the to-
tal energies connected to qu,T and qu:/ are both equal to
w’ (note that Vo1 — V11 = V12 — I/QQ).

Before we proceed, let us consider the disconnected
case, €12 = €91 = €g = €y = {}, for which we find

Yaioe ([0) = 8 (@ = w) (Ir @)° = 1) = =7 (@) 6 (& = w).

(91)
That is, the disconnected terms do not contribute to the
spectrum at w’ < w, and reproduce the total inelastic de-
cay rate. That is similar to the calculation in the Keldysh
formalism, where the total rate is also obtained from the
disconnected diagrams (see Appendix G and Ref. [31]).

C. Leading diagrams

Eq. (90) offers a non-perturbative and rapidly-
convergent diagrammatic approach for calculating the
spectrum. Each term in Eq. (90) may be represented by
a diagram, from which one may read off the correspond-
ing form factors and reflection matrices, as illustrated be-
low. The physical intuition behind this approach is clear;
one needs to sum over all processes with excitations of
the integrable theory connecting the bosonic operators,
with energy conservation imposed by the delta functions.
Comparing to refermionization at the free fermion point
z = 1/2, discussed in Appendix G, we draw an analogy
between our approach and Wick’s theorem, as explained
below.

All that is left to be done is to draw the leading dia-
grams and evaluate their contributions. As in any form
factor expansion, such as that of the reflection coefficient
in Eq. (42), we expect the contributions to decay rapidly
with the number of excitations involved, allowing us to
obtain the spectrum with good accuracy using only a few
terms. Our figure of merit is the sum rule in Eq. (53),
which should hold for all w; hence, it is essential that the
asymptotic power laws of v (w) at low and high frequen-
cies will be recovered by the sum [’ %'y (Ww) dw’.

In the following, we focus on z = 1/3 and z = 1/2,
list the leading terms in Eq. (90), and draw their corre-
sponding diagrams. The details behind the evaluation of
these terms, as well as additional subleading terms, are

2
CﬁC,Y H5 (1/1'1 —+ Vo + Vy — (.L)) 0 (w’ “+ Vo1 — V11 + 1/5) Re {H FH R} . (90)

(

given in Appendix F. In particular, one must be careful
to take into account all terms with comparable contri-
butions, which could be misleading in the presence of
mixed matrix elements, 6i<1§|A|@);, due to the annihi-
lation poles of the form factors (Eq. (E4)). Appendix F
presents a consistent method to identify and evaluate all
such terms.

First, consider the diagram e;; = {£},e;2 =

{F},e21 = {£}, €20 = {F},€e5 = ¢, = {}, depicted by

Its contribution to the spectrum reads

W, _ 2 w—’ dQ
W= [ o

i=1¢

x Re { (¢ F Ry (M) RS (V) — e# R (M) B ()\2))*
x (TERT ) BT (W) — B R () B (M) — 1}
x Re {fR (Mg, M +im) fR (A, Ao + i)

ST (A, A2) fR (A, As) ) (93)

witheM =w—Q,eM =Q, e’ =w—w —Q,eM = +Q,
as specified on the diagram lines. Note that we take the
real parts of [[F and []R separately; this follows from
Eq. (F18) (see Appendix F for details). At the free-
fermion point, z = 1/2, all form factors other than ff_
vanish (see Appendix E), and we find that this is the only
contribution to the spectrum, v (w'|w) = 7%1) (Ww). As
shown in Fig. 3, the sum rule is indeed perfectly obeyed
in that case, for both bsG and Kondo models. Further-
more, we show in Appendix G that the same results for
either model can be obtained by means of refermion-
ization. There is a clear connection between Eq. (92),
where each p™ leg is connected to both bf,T and ch,, and
the contractions in Eq. (G16) that lead to Eq. (G22).
This agreement not only highlights the one-to-one corre-
spondence between the solitons and fermions at z = 1/2,
but also draws an analogy between our diagrammatic ap-
proach and Wick’s theorem in free theories, and serves
as an essential sanity check for the general expression in
Eq. (90).



Varying z in the vicinity of z = 1/2, we expect
79) (w'|w) to dominate; indeed, for z ~ 1/2, the sum
rule is obeyed with good precision. The precision de-
teriorates as we drift away from the free-fermion point,
where the contributions of multi-soliton (2 > 1/2) or
breather (z < 1/2) form factors become important, and
considerably expand the available phase space beyond
the diagram in Eq. (92). However, panel (b) of Fig.
3 Shows that the z-dependent power laws of the sums
fo “ oy (W'w)dw are equal to those of v (w); a power
law mlsmatch would be reflected by a sharp increase or
decrease of the ratio at low or high frequencies.

Moving on, we concentrate on z = 1/3, where form
factors involving the m = 1 breather should play a major
role. We find the leading term to be

w
S

b
/
s, s/ + S

w—Q
(94)
corresponding to a1 = {1}, 012 = {}, 001 = {£}, 000 =
{F},8={F},v={}. Its contribution to the spectrum
is

4 e dQ
(271')4 H?zl eri

), s _
A W) = o |

X Re{(R% (A1 — log Hl))*

x (% Ry () BT (M) — e RE () RE () — 1)
x Re { f1¥ (M —log 1) 71 (A3, Ao, Ay + i~ — log pug)
X R (Mg, Ao +im7) fR (s As) ) s (95)

where eM = w,eM =w —w —Q,eM =QeM =w - Q.
Again, we take the real parts of both [] F and ][R, as
detailed in Eq. (F14). In 'y(l (w'|w) we take into account
all of the necessary combinatorial factors, as well as the
equal contribution of the mirror diagram of (94), which
corresponds to a1 = {F},a12 = {£},a01 = {}, @ =

{1}76:{¥}77:{}'

In addition to the two diagrams above, we consider
3 additional diagrams in the evaluation of the z = 1/3
spectrum, listed in Appendix F. We find that, for z =
1/3, the resulting spectrum obeys the sum rule with good
accuracy for a wide range of frequencies w, as shown in
Fig. 3. Furthermore, the contributions decay rapidly, as
demonstrated in Fig. 5 in Appendix F. It is important
to note that plugging each of the terms 7; (w'|w) into the
sum rule recovers the correct power laws of « (w), for
both w < T and w > Tpg.
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Figure 3. (a) The energy-resolved inelastic decay spectrum

as function of w’, at several fixed values of w/Tg, for the bsG
and Kondo models and z = 1/3,1/2. The diagrams used to
evaluate the spectrum are listed in Appendix F. (b) The ratio
between the LHS and RHS of Eq. (53) for both models and
several values of z. Note that the power laws of v (w) are
recovered by the sum rule for all z.

D. Results

The spectra for both models at z = 1/3,1/2, as well
as the validation of Eq. (53) for several values of z, are
displayed in Fig. 3. We have seen in Section IV that the
bsG and Kondo models exhibit the same Luttinger liquid
power laws at high frequencies, w > T'g, but differ below
the RG scale, w < Tg. The spectrum, determined from
a higher order response function, gives us more refined
information. Indeed, the difference between the models
is emphasized by the spectrum; while the Kondo spec-
trum is suppressed at low produced frequencies w’ < T'g,
the bsG spectrum diverges, Ypsa (W' < Tglw) ~ w'71,
regardless of the incoming frequency w (note that the
total rate, given by the sum rule in Eq. (53), is still fi-
nite). This asymptotic behavior results from the term
79) (w'|w) in Eq. (93) — one may show that the prod-
uct of reflection matrices is different than 1 upon setting
w' =0, and the w’'~! behavior results from the prefactor
of the integral. In other words, the production of low
frequency photons is favored in a splitting process in the



bsG model. The proliferation of low frequency produced
photons results from the inductive coupling of the half-
infinite line to the impurity Josephson junction in Eq.
(1), with H; = —Ej cos (gbo). The sole source of photon
splitting is the boundary cosine term; fluctuations of the
flux ¢ in this nonlinear potential give rise to the inelastic
decay. The inductive coupling to the line translates fluc-
tuations of ¢g into approximately uniform shifts of ¢,,~,
which correspond to low frequency modes. This behav-
ior is opposed to the Kondo spectrum, which vanishes at
w' = 0; expanding the product of reflection matrices in
Eq. (93) at w’ < T, we find vk (W' < Tg|w) ~ w’. This
asymptotic behavior turns out to hold for all contribu-
tions to the spectrum and hence to all z, in agreement
with Ref. [31].

It is also interesting to consider decay processes with
w’ < w, where the total energy of the remaining photons
is small, w — w’ < Tg. One may then apply strong cou-
pling fixed point expansions to extract the power law
dependence of the spectrum as a function of w — '
Analytical expressions for the spectrum, and therefore
for the w — w’ dependence, may be calculated at the
free-fermion point, z = 1/2 (see Eq. (G25), which was
obtained using refermionization and is identical to the
form factors result). For the Kondo spectrum, one finds

Tk (@ S ww) ~ (w—w')’, in agreement with the con-
tribution of the strong coupling fixed point expansion of
Ref. [31]. In the bsG model, one finds Ypsq (W' S wlw) ~
w —w' at z = 1/2; interestingly, this power law depen-
dence does not stem from neither the quartic term of
the boundary cosine operator, nor from the dual cosine
term, which both induce a (w — w’)® power law [40]. For
z < 1/2 it appears difficult to numerically evaluate the
involved integral to sufficient accuracy to determine the
behavior with enough certainty, since strong cancellation
occurs between different diagrams. We stress that the
spectrum at z = 1/2 was obtained, for both models, in
two independent methods (form factors and refermion-
ization), which yield identical results. Furthermore, as
evident from Ref. 3, the asymptotic power laws of the
total decay rate are recovered by the sum rule in Eq. (53)
for all values of z. It could be interesting to look further
into this issue in a future work.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have shown how inelastic decay of mi-
crowave photons, measured in cQED experiments imple-
menting integrable systems, can emerge from the purely
elastic scattering of the excitations from the integrabil-
ity picture. Using the framework of form factors, we
identified the origin of the photon splitting as the non-
linear relation between the microwave photons and the
elementary excitations of the bsG and Kondo models.
The form factors, encoding this nonlinear relation, al-
lowed us to obtain exact results, going beyond previous
perturbative calculations [35, 36, 39-42]. Crucially, our
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results hold at low energies, even if the boundary im-
purity terms of the Hamiltonians are relevant, render-
ing perturbation theory invalid, as well as when strong
coupling expansion fails. The low energy results for the
total inelastic decay rate and the elastic phase shift dis-
tinguish between the bsG and Kondo models, which both
exhibit Luttinger liquid power laws above the RG scale.
This distinction is emphasized by the energy-resolved in-
elastic decay spectrum, where Ypsq (W' < Tglw) ~ w1
and Yk (W < Tglw) ~ W’ for all z; note that this result
could not be obtained using perturbation theory, even
for w > Tg. As discussed in Section IV, such exact low
energy expressions are particularly useful in the context
of the Schmid-Bulgadaev quantum phase transition, and
shed single-photon light on this intriguing phenomenon.

In the calculation of the energy-resolved inelastic decay
spectrum, we have devised a general method to calculate
a 3-point response function using form factors. While
previous works have dealt with the calculation of mul-
tipoint correlation functions in integrable quantum field
theories using form factors [61-63], they focused on the-
ories with a single excitation type and only considered
specific contributions. Our method, in contrast, provides
a general expression for all orders, and for any excitation
content of the theory. The physical intuition behind this
diagrammatic approach is clear — one has to sum over all
combinations of excitations connecting the bosonic oper-
ators, imposing appropriate energy conservation. As in
any form factor expansion, it is sufficient to consider a few
terms to obtain a result with good precision, numerically
evaluating only single or double integrals. The general-
ization of our method to 4-point response functions or
higher is straight-forward.

Looking forward, there are several possible extensions
to this work which could improve quantitative compar-
isons with experimental measurements. The most press-
ing issue is the incorporation of finite temperatures into
our framework; indeed, realistic temperatures in cQED
experiments, T ~ 50 mK ~ 1 GHz, are usually larger
than the RG scale defined by the impurity. In those
cases, a perturbative approach is valid at any frequency,
and diagrammatic techniques have been shown to pro-
vide results that quantitatively agree with experiments
[35, 36]. Yet, the rapid rate of technological advance-
ments in the field of cQED indicates that T" < E% could
soon become possible, thus raising interest in exact fi-
nite temperature results at all frequencies. We derive
such exact results for z = 1/2 using refermionization in
Appendix G (see also Ref. [36] for explicit expressions);
other values of z have to be treated within the framework
of form factors. In fact, the calculation of finite tempera-
ture correlators using form factors [84-90] involves mixed

matrix elements of the form Ei(lﬂA@};, much like those
appearing in the 3-point response function considered in
this work; hence, the methods applied here could also be
useful for evaluating finite temperature response func-
tions. Two other aspects which should be addressed are
the finite volume of the system [91, 92] and the presence



of integrability-breaking terms [93], both of which are
inevitable in experimental setups.

Furthermore, inelastic decay in cQED setups should
not necessarily emerge from reflection off impurities, and
can also occur in nonlinear bulk models. Our framework
could then be extended to the massive bulk sine-Gordon
model, amenable to realization in superconducting cir-
cuits [26], and applied to investigate bulk effects, such
as the superconductor to insulator phase transition in an
array of Josephson junctions [28, 94-96], through the lens
of elastic and inelastic scattering.

Finally, our results should pave a path for tackling
other systems, beyond the scope of cQED experiments.
Our framework for calculating form factor expansions of
multipoint response functions could be used in other con-
texts of integrable field theories; a particular example is
the calculation of 4-point functions in tunneling exper-
iments between fractional quantum Hall leads at filling
v = 1/3, whose low energy behavior is captured by the
bsG model with z = 1/3. Another likely application is in
the context of one-dimensional cold atom systems [97],
which are often integrable. In particular, we could use
our developed formalism to evaluate multipoint response
functions that are measured in post-quench evolutions
and indicate non-gaussian correlations which are ubiqui-
tous in integrable systems [18, 98, 99]. Multipoint func-
tions could also be used to investigate the onset of chaos
due to weak integrability-breaking terms, which, when
treated perturbatively within the form factors formalism,
necessitate the use of higher-order correlation functions
the order of the desired correlation functions [100-102].
Our method could also be applied for the calculation of
multipoint correlators in high energy contexts, such as
the A/ = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory in 3 + 1
dimensions [103], which is suspected to be integrable.
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Appendix A: Derivation of the effective Kondo
Hamiltonian

For completeness, we derive the Hamiltonian of the
spin-boson model in Eq. (6), which is equivalent to the
Kondo model via a unitary transformation and bosoniza-
tion [66], starting from the microscopic Hamiltonian of
the discrete transmission line terminated by a fluxonium
qubit.

Consider the discrete version of Eq. (2):

> (G0~ dn-1) 2’
= g Lllne + Z C + HI’ (Al)
with the impurity Hamiltonian
~ ~ ~ 2 ~
o 29 =)
e 8Ly 8Lo
— Ejcos (¢5 — 2Pex) (A2)

where @, is an external magnetic flux, which we take
from here on as half flux quantum, ®ey; = 7h/ (2e) =
/2. Tt is useful to rewrite Hy as

2@ % (bo—ady)’
= Ct + B cos (¢f) 8(Ly + Ly) + 8Ly

(A3)
where a = Lo/ (Lo —|—Lf) and LH = LoLf/ (Lo +Lf).

This form allows us to decouple the inductive coupling
between the array and the fluxonium by applying a
unitary transformation, Uy = el@0rQrot with Quor =
ZTILO Q.,, which shifts the array phases, ¢, — ¢, + ¥
for all 0 < n < N, as well as the fluxonium charge, Qf —
Q = aQtot. The array-fluxonium coupling becomes ca-
pacitive, and the Hamiltonian reads H="H rt+ He + He,
with

o203 - o3
R A 5y N S
Hy = C; + £y cos (¢f) + S(L; + Lo)
N (7 b 2 N .~ ~ ~
- (Pn—dn1) 207 | 95 | 20°Q%,
H“_Z ] line +Z C, +8TH+ Cr
n=1 n=0
7:[ _ 4anQtot (A4)
C Cf

_We proceed by diagonalizing the array Hamiltonian
H,. Hamilton’s equations read

én—i—l + (gn—l - 2(£n

a2én = i - w2§50a n >0,
t C’thne Il
¢1 ¢0 1 2\ 7
%9 — A5
£ 00 =G Thne (Cng +wj | ¢o, (A5)

where w) = a/ VCrLy. We look for an oscillatory so-

lution, ¢, ~ >k dre st In order to decouple the ¢y



term from the n > 0 equations, we define new variables,
Pn = ¢n — Wﬁ(bo/w,%, leading to

~ 20n — Gnt1 — Pn—1
w%‘ﬂn == Cngine B , n>0,
2 ~ ~ ~ ~
wipPo  Po — P1 ( 1 2) 0
r = — + +wj | ——=, (A6)
1 C, Lline C,yLy l _“
Wi Wi

In the following, we set the array spacing to unity, a = 1.
The equations are solved by @, ~ sin(kn — d;). The
bulk equations, n > 0, yield the dispersion relation, wy =
2usin (k/2) ~ vk, where the velocity v = 1/,/C,LI"e is
assumed to be much larger than any other energy scale.
The n = 0 equation yields the phase shift,

2 2
tand, = — L) .o [1 B <Wk>2]
Wk [CglLH ﬁ - w,%] Wk i
(A7)
where 'y = o?/(CyZ) with Z = /Ln¢/C, is the

inverse RC time of the fluxonium and the transmis-
sion line. The approximation above holds provided that
a?Cy/Cy < 1 and L > L'"°, so that 1/,/L|Cy is
significantly larger than all energy scales other than
v. We impose open boundary conditions at n = N,
leading through the Hamilton equation for n = N
to sin (kN — 6g) = sin(k (N + 1) — dx), which yields a
quantization condition kN — 0 = mm + /2 with m =
0,1,...,N, and therefore a mode spacing A = 7v/N. In
the following, we also need the capacitance matrix [C]mm,
obtained by inverting the capacitance energy matrix of
Ha:

L
N

1
[Cl,.m = Cgbnm + =~ — Gy (A8)
o, T o

n,m

Neglecting 1/N corrections, we find that the mode ca-
pacitances (that is, the eigenmode expectation values of
the capacitance matrix) are given by Cp =~ NCy/2.

The line Hamiltonian may now be quantized by intro-

ducing creation and annihilation operators. The diago-
nalized phase and charge operators read
_af .
Ak — Qg sin Oy,

sin (kn — dg) +

)

an ~ ; ,790.]]@
Qn=>_1C],,, 00n

U N L N i
Ngk: ?\7 sin (kn 6k)<ak+ak),

and the diagonalized array Hamiltonian is given by H, =
S wralay. Using the quantization condition, we find

N
Z sin (kn — &) =
n=0

(=)

(A9)

cos (g + Sk)

A10
2sin (5) (A10)

v
~ — cos Oy,
Wk
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allowing us to express the coupling term H. in terms of

the eigenmodes:
9 Q 2TVWE
z \/ Nz
f (ak + aL) .
o 272 2
N
wj

+(#)
(A11)

The square root in the denominator above imposes a
high-frequency cutoff. To make contact with standard
bosonization expressions, we replace it by an exponential
cutoff, e=“*/A where A ~ min {wH,I‘f}.

Finally, we are in position to derive the spin-boson
Hamiltonian. The fluxonium may be approximated as a
symmetric double well potential for the flux ¢ (achieved
by tuning the external magnetic flux to half flux quantum
[65]). We label the two lowest eigenstates of the fluxo-
nium Hamiltonian as the eigenstates of the S, operator,
so that S, eigenstates correspond to wavefunctions with
well-defined phase, localized near either of the minima of
the double well. The fluxonium Hamiltonian then reads
Hy = —JS,, where J is the tunneling matrix element
between the two wells, which can be calculated by WKB
or instanton methods [104]. The fluxonium charge Qs
couples the two-level system to the array via a S, term

[66],
. =-S, QZWUquZ\/ w’“/A akJra)

(A12)

is the expectation value of the

He = —

where 7 = |(671Q/167)

fluxonium charge operator in the eigenfunctions of either
of the symmetric wells. The full Hamiltonian reads

H :Zwkalak - JS,

227rv fZ\/ ‘”’“/A akJrak)

(A13)

This k-space version of the spin-boson Hamiltonian can
now be easily mapped to the continuum real-space ver-
sion of Eq. (6). Note that the coupling coefficient is given
by v2z'mv, with 2/ = z x (2qf/a)2; that is, the Luttinger
parameter of the Kondo model is proportional, but not
equivalent, to the normalized impedance z.

Appendix B: Cutoff scales and deviations from
integrability in realistic setups

In an experimental environment, IR and UV cutoff
scales are both present. The IR cutoff scale is determ-
ined by the finite length of the array, A = wv/¢, and cor-
responds to a finite mode spacing that is manifested by
well-resolved modes at frequencies w,, = A (m — do/7),



where m = 0,1,2,... and Jp is a phase shift set by the
boundary conditions at the far end of the line, away from
the impurity. Our analysis should hold as long as we are
concerned with modes at frequencies w > A; note that in
realistic setups [33-36], the mode spacing is usually the
smallest energy scale, well below the relevant RG scale.
The system remains integrable for a finite length ¢, and
one could use finite length form factor techniques [91, 92]
to investigate the effect of the finite £ on modes at w 2> A.

As mentioned in Section II, the UV cutoff A is set by
the smaller of the inverse RC time of the impurity and
the transmission line, and the plasma frequency of the
line. A finite A does break integrability; however, usu-
ally, A > Tpg, such that many modes, both below and
above the RG scale, lie well below A, hence our analysis
remains valid. The effect of a finite A could be explored
by treating the cutoff terms in the Hamiltonian perturb-
atively, within the form factors formalism. This would
require the calculation of higher order response functions
— for instance, the total inelastic decay rate 7 (w) and
the phase shift 6 (w) would be given by a 3- or 4-point re-
sponse function (as opposed to the 2-point function con-
sidered in Section IV), which could be calculated using
the formalism developed in this work.

Finally, note that while the discrete system introduced
in Eq. (1) is not integrable due to the finite lattice spa-
cing a, the associated scale v/a is much larger than any
other scale (including A), and its effect on the results
should be negligible.

Appendix C: S-matrix of the bulk sine-Gordon
model

The S-matrix in an integrable quantum field theory is
the key ingredient in the Zamolodchikov-Faddeev alge-
bra, and reflects the purely elastic nature of the scatter-
ing in the theory. It satisfies several properties; the first
is the Yang-Baxter equation,

z 6 €
5611622

1" 1"
ey el ey

= 3 5EG (0,0 )56163 (61 — 03) S ,1,63, (6, — 65)

" " "
€y ,€5 €5

—6y) 55153 (6, — 63) Se,%ﬁ%, (02 — 03)

(C1)

which ensures the equivalence of the factorization of n-
body scattering to a product of 2-body scatterings. Uni-
tarity and crossing symmetry imply

E S€1 52 €152 (7 )
€1€2 // //

ami
€1 €5

=0:1052, (C2)

SEE (i — ) =52 (0) .

6261

(C3)

Recall that a bar denotes charge conjugation, + = F and
m = m. The S-matrix of the bulk sine-Gordon model is
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well-known. First, for the exchange of two (anti)solitons,

STE(0) = 572 (0) =5 (0). (C4)
() sin | —Zi
STZ(0) =51 (9) i - ( 50) (C5)
sin G (m+ 19))
(0) sin ~
ST (0)=5T7(0)= i ( 3 ) ; (C6)
sin ( (m+ i@))
where & = / —, and
B [ (g sin (z6) sinh (%x)
5o () = —exp _1/0 @ sinh (%I) cosh (%£)
(C7)

For integer p = 1/z, this sector of the S-matrix be-
comes diagonal, since S;*(0) = ST (4) = 0, and
also ST~ (0) = SZF(0) = (-1)P Sy (). Note that
So (6) = —1 for the free-fermionic case z = 1/2. Next,
the exchange matrix for a breather and a soliton or an
antisoliton is

Sim (0) = Spt (9)
j=1icos (g) — sinh (9 - 15 (m+1- 2j))

Finally, the S-matrix for two breathers is

min(mma) =1 coth (§ — 5 (|my — ma| +2j))
Siims (0) =
=i tanh (G4 5 (- mal +29))
coth (g - % |my — m2|) coth (g - % (mq + m2)>
X .
tanh (g + % |mq — m2|) tanh (g % (mq + mg))

All other terms of the S-matrix are zero.

It is also useful to obtain expressions for the exchange
of a right mover with a left mover in the massless limit,
SE12 = limg_, o0 Scie2 (0), as such limits of the S-matrix
appear in the complete set of states in Eq. (21). The

. . . . . . . ~€/ E/ E/ E/ .
S-matrix is diagonal in this limit, SejcZ O dc2, with

ST =57 = (51) = (51 = %
Sim (0) = S (0) = Sz (0) =1. (C10)

Also note that, in the massless limit, the S-matrix of two
left movers is the complex conjugate of the S-matrix of
two right movers,

S(L-A) =S (E-Ap.(cL)



Appendix D: Boundary reflection matrices in the
Kondo and boundary sine-Gordon models

The presence of the boundary introduces another com-
ponent to an integrable field theory — the boundary re-
flection matrix, R (6), which relates an incoming state
|0), with an outgoing state |—0)_: |0), = R¢ (0)|—6)..
First studied for solitons in Ref. [37] and later for bound
states in Ref. [105], the reflection matrix can be derived
from a set of axioms and properties, similar to those of
the S-matrix, such as boundary unitarity:

ZRe Re (—0) =o¢".

The massless limit of the reflection matrices of the bsG
model was later derived in Ref. [58], where it was shown
that R¢ (\) depends only on the difference A— g, where
T = e B is the energy scale associated with the bound-
ary, proportional to the RG scale E% ~ Ekl/(lfz). The
soliton reflection matrices in the bsG model are

(D1)

RT (\) =ie(:")O=28)/2p (A — Ap),
Riﬁ (\) :e_(z—l)()\—AB)/QRS (A= g),

B = e (- 1 =5
) dz sin (2Az) sinh ((7 — §) z)
X exp {1/0 2 sinh (2£x) cosh (7x)

These matrices simplify considerably at z = 1/2; since
Ry (A) = e*?/ (e +1), we find

NS

} . (D2)

RN = " gEy = L D3
TtV =0 B =axng O
For breathers (z < 1/2), we have
— A—AB im
Rgm_}(A)ztanh< 5 —4)
m—ltanh(%—%—@

X

2
. A=Ap _ im 4 &
j=1 tanh( 5 1 + 5

n o (20 -5 K (- 4)

j=1 tanh (7)‘?3 —

Rim (\) =

The reflection matrices of the Kondo model are simpler:

eAfAB

¥ _ iz —i + _
RI(\) =e* pres vt Ri(\) =0, (D6)
and
_ i&m
) — tanh( T ) .
oy o)
tanh( + ‘I’)
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It is important to note that, in the limit A > Ap, the
reflection matrices become trivial in both models: for a
set of excitations A,

RS (D8)

nx
Iy A “k
()\ — oo) — 0 = Hégk.
k=1

Recall that R}, defined in Eq. (27), involves the product
of scattering matrices of right and left movers given in
Eq. (C10), which ensures that the phase of the product
of reflection matrices in that limit is zero. In the low
energy limit, A < Ag, Eq. (D8) still holds for the Kondo
model, while in the bsG model we have

(=1,

RS (X = —o0) = 5€§CA_H6 11

k=1 {klex=m)}

(D9)
where the sign factor Cy is defined in Eq. (E9). Also
note that, in both models,

R (A+im) = (R (V) (D10)

Appendix E: Form factors in the massless
sine-Gordon model

1. General properties

The form factors in an integrable quantum field theory
can be derived from a set of axioms and conditions de-
termined by the local conservation laws of the model, as
well as the additional symmetries of the specific model.
First, two excitations can be exchanged via the S-matrix:

> S”l“ (0: = 0i1) frrer i (-

€i,€541

=0 (s

'L+1

0i791'+1; .. )
Oit1,0i,...). (E1)

We also have the following periodicity property:

£ o (Or,. O +2mi) = fOo o (0,01, 00 1),
(E2)
Lorentz invariance implies
© O+, 0, +a)=e0f0 _ (b1,...,0,),
(E3)

where so is the spin of the operator O. Specifically, the
spin of the current operators is sg = s, = 1.

The form factors are analytical functions of the rapidi-
ties in the strip 0 < Im# < 7, where the only singularities
are two kinds of simple poles. The first are the annihi-
lation poles, at §; = 6; 4 im. The residue of the pole at



0, = 0,1 +ir is given by
Res O (Oy1,...,60,)

0 =0, _1+in" L
== Z fo B 017 ~~,9n—2)cene;l71
{e'} {7}
Has — 61870 Hsl,te;% n-1 = Ak)
k=1 n
(E4)

Here C¢,, is the charge conjugation matrix:

ezl (o)et = 21 (9) Cer, (E5)
where € is the charge conjugation operator. In the sine-
Gordon model, C._ = C_; =1, Cpy, = (—1)", and
zero otherwise. The other residues at 6; = 0; + im can
be found using Eq. (E1). Poles of the second kind
indicate the bound states in the theory. For example,
consider a form factor f& . _ (61,...,0,_1,0,) in the
sine-Gordon model, Wlth en_l = + and ¢, = —; this form
factor has a pole at 6,, = 0,,_1+i0™) with (™) = 7—&m,
corresponding to a breather of type m. Its residue is pro-
portional to the form factor f& _ _ (61,...,0,-1,0,);
this is known as the bootstrap axiom, which allows one
to obtain form factors of breathers from those of solitons,
or higher-order breathers from lower-order ones.

The crossing relations are needed to
evaluate matrix elements of the form
601"'E”l<191,...,19[|(9\0n,...,91>69n_“661, which  ap-
pear in the calculation of multipoint correlation

functions. Following the notations of Ref. [57], we write

— — — - o« 5’
|9>66 = |9aa‘9b>e; S (9a|9) 9, where 0, 1, are disjoint sets
€o

such that 6, U6, = 0, and S (Ea |§) ’ is the product of

€
S-matrices needed to reorder 6 as 0., 0p; namely,

|0n,...,91>59n.. coy =S (9 |0>€9

X |(0a) s es (Ba)ys (On)y, 5o os (Bo)1)

Sn.A.esl
(E6)
€9 , = 6/9 - = - =\ €
Similarly, “(J] = “(Fy,Ja| S (ﬂwa) /
€9
022 (010) = Gun Ty 278 (6 — 90) 06;

relations read

. We also define

The crossing

“ o)., = eauzebj:e s (919.) S (0al6)
P2 Ud, =9

x oty (9u16n) x (0, + 100, . (ET)

The rapidities in the bra state of 619“(15.(1 + i5|0|?a>€9 are
analytically continued so there is no overlap between the
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bra and the ket rapidities, and

6“9;1 - . —
(9. + 15|(9\9a>69a
= (0|O|¥, + im +10,0,). Cey,

€9, €0,
= (0|00, J, —ir +i8). . C

€0, €0, €957

(E8)

where Cy denotes the product of the elements of the
charge conjugation matrix for the excitations in the set

(=) (E9)

Co = H CE"k €0, H

k=1 {kle0, =m}

The infinitesimal imaginary part § — 07 removes the
€9, , = -
singularities from * (1, + i010|0a)., - Anequivalent ex-

“(J00),, is

pression for

“wom,, = 3 s(ﬁ|ﬁb)js(?)b|?))j9
0,U0,=0 0 0
9aUdp =10

X 5::5 (Jb‘pb) X
The equivalence of Eqs. (E7) and (E10) is guaranteed
by the axioms (E1) and (E4). It is also possible to use
a mixed version of the two forms, where some rapidities
are analytically continued with +i§ and the others with
—id. Choosing a specific partition ¥ = 9 U g, we may
write

Yo, = Y >

02U0LUO.=0 92, U0 AL =04
IBaUdBL="B

(T o o) 05.5)

€y €p

sty (Tl s (Fanfte)

619;1 - . —
(0, —i6|0fBa),, . (E10)

x Ay 410, 0 = 10]0001),, . (B11)
with the graphical representation
va 3 X
P B
=> . i3 E@): by ¢ (E12)
\/

where the sum runs over all partitions and permutations
of ¥ A,B) 0.
The crossing relations are particularly simple for ma-

“(4lo]o):

trix elements of the form

—

“(6]0]0) = (0|00 + i), Cp = ™5 ¢ (9) Co. (E13)



If O is hermitian, then

(2@) ="

Specifying to the hermitian current operators, A =R, L
(where s4 = 1), and inserting the identity operator 1 =
¢~ 1¢ between each pair of creation operators, we find

(52(9) =2 (7)c

(@lot|0) = eimse £O (Z)) Co. (El4)

= —Cy(0jcteAe ez! (o) et ezl (6,) e elo)
= C5(0lAZL (61)... 28 (64)10)
= fA (E) , (E15)

where we used Eqgs.
—A. We thus have

“(@40) = (72 (9))

(E5), (E9), C2 =1, and CAC™! =

(E16)

2. Form factors of the current operators in the
massless sine-Gordon model

The properties above hold for any integrable quantum
field theory. We now focus on form factors of the cur-
rent operators in the massless sine-Gordon model. These
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where g, (5) is a function which depends only on the
differences 6; — 0i. The form factors of R, L are then

#1(0) 3, (9)
k=1

(E18)

with ¢g = —¢z = 1. The function g, (5) vanishes

when one of the rapidity differences approaches infinity,
lim|9j—9k|—>oo Gey (5) =0. Thus, Setting Gk ==+ (A + /\k)
with A — co and M, e?/2 — 1 in the massless limit,
we see that fzj (5) and ffe (5) are non-zero only if all
excitations are right or left movers, respectively. This
justifies keeping only the first and last rows of Eq. (21),
R (X) = (O[RIX);, and £ (X) -

which correspond to

ol
(0|R|A). . The form factors of R and L are related by
A
complex conjugation and charge conjugation:

A (0) = (72 (X)) =2 (4) = =42 (7) & (519)
If the imaginary part of a rapidity is not zero, then one
has to take the complex conjugate of the rapidity as well:

LA im ) = R =i ) (E20)

A complete list of the form factors in the massive sine-
Gordon model may be found in Ref. [57]. Here we sum-
marize the form factors of the right current operator R
that are used in this work, taking the massless limit of the
sine-Gordon model. First, the form factor of two solitons

are defined by R = Jo + Ji,L = —Jo + J1, with  is given by
T = —€,,0"¢. The form factors of 7, were derived
r w0 ¢ 1 A1/2,02/2
by Smirnov [57], and have the general structure R (M Ae) = dmd€e™/2er? /20 (A — o) (E21)
= V2zcosh (12 (A — Ao + ir))’
" (5) = % Z (% — (=1)"e7%) g, (5) , (E17)  where d =1/ (2c€), ¢ (\) = csinh (3) e, and
k=1 |
0o 102 T
el —=exp / dﬁef2N7r:v (1 +N— Nef27r:r) sin ((A +im) 5 )Slnh (( §) 2)
0 sinh (7”“) sinh (7z) cosh (Z£
lf_v[ P(1+2@+1-2)) T (2Er+1-2)) 0 (F@—1+2)) 0 (1+ 2 (2k—1+2))
X
| D+ zE@-2))T(2k+2-2))0(3(@k+2)) 0 (1+ 22k -2+ 2))
T (z@k+1))0(1+2(2k—1)
() o) .
r()r ()
1/4 sinh sinh ( (2 —2
c—(4—4) exp 1/ dz ) (( ) ) (E23)
z 4/, =

Note that the expression for e/()

sinh ({) cosh? (%)

, which is independent of the parameter N, is valid as long as the integral converges,

which depends on the imaginary part of A (the integral expression for e/ is derived from an infinite product of
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Gamma functions [106]). The rate of convergence may be improved by increasing N. We also have f&, (A, \s) =
—ff_ (A, A2). If 2 < 1/2, ff_ (A1, A2) has poles in the regime 0 < Im {\y — A\;} < 7, corresponding to the breathers
in the theory; using the bootstrap principle, we obtain the form factors for single breathers,

46 (=) 2 sin (257 ) o 50
\/2,275r sin (%2) So (io(m))

where m is odd (fF = 0 for even m), and (™) = 7 — &m. If p = 1/z is an integer, Sy has a pole at § = 0™ and
then the argument of the square root has to be evaluated in the limit { — 7/ (p — 1),

fm () = (E24)

2 m—1 .
%Sin (2) So (iﬁ(m)) — azfiieegn)so (0) = 2cot (f;n) Jl;[l cot? (%) . (E25)
In fact, one may obtain f[¥, and also f[,, f&111,... from the correspondence between the sole excitation of the

sinh-Gordon model and the m = 1 breather of the sine-Gordon model. Here we only need f7%,,

3
8¢ S ES ¢ zda ) ) e e TT F i =)
R (O, Ao, As) = \/—TZCOS2 (2> [ 2sin (2) exp {—/0 m <e>\ + et 4 )eA PREPRN Hﬁ)

" (E26)
where
. 2 D a2 a2\ 7k
B * dg sinh (rz) sinh (éz) sinh (7 + €) 2) | 15 <”((+))) <1+((+2)> (H((jﬁ)))
o I ) (- ) ()
X exp { /0 h d?x sinh (mz) Siz&g();f; (r+9) ) —anme g, (()\ +ir) 77;)} . (E27)

Again, F (\) does not depend on N, which is a useful parameter to increase the rate of convergence. The pole of 7%,

at A3 — Ay = i¢ yields the form factor f75,
2i¢ cos (%) V/tan (€) v (5) /g rd 3 (ex\l + 2cos (%) e)\z) eMehe
sin 2 ]exp<q — -
5 p o 2msin(x) e2M 4 e2X2 4 2 cos (g) M ehe
x : . (E28)

fl% ()‘17)‘2) =

NE

The form factors above hold for any value of the coupling constant z. We also need f}r{ . ffﬁm, which are
significantly more complicated for numerical evaluation. Luckily, their expressions simplify for integer p = 1/z,

8m2d?¢ (—1)P ! ePatdatra+ra)/2 [Ticj € i = 2j) X H (A15 A2, Az, Ag)

R —
Fimt O e, da, d) === sinh ((p — 1) (A1 — A1) sinh ((p — 1) (A2 — A3))

1 1
X + , E29
Losh (252 (A2 — A1) sinh (251 (Ag — A3))  sinh (251 (A2 — A1) cosh (255 (Mg — Ag))] (E29)
242 —1)P e(A1+A2)/2A8
ff—m ()‘1’/\27>\3) = i 5 ( ) ¢ ¢
2z Re(s )So (6) sinh ((p — 1) (A2 — A1)
g=ig(m

ig(m) ip(m) j9(m) ip(m)

COL =) T, C (A = As —E2) ¢ (A — Mg+ 2 C (=) H (A, Ao, A3 — 1 Ny 4 102
% Jl(J 2)(7 2)( ) ( 2 2>’ (E30)

sinh ((p -1 ()xg - A1+ @)) sinh ((p -1) ()‘2 — Azt lmTm)>)
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where

(E31)

The form factors become particularly simple at the free-
fermion point z = 1/2,

IR (A1, Ag) = 2mie/2ePe/2) (E32)

and all other form factors are zero.

The contributions of the form factors decay rapidly
with the number of excitations. This is demonstrated in
Fig. 4, which shows the contributions of fX, f+ , f12,
fR 1 to the reflection coefficient in the free theory, r q,
deﬁned in Eq. (43), as function of 1/z. Fig. 4 shows
that the full sum, ZEA 7"0A =1, is well approximated by
the terms above, particularly in the attractive regime,
z < 1/2, where the dominant contributions are those
of the breathers. Also note the singularities of 7"37 at
z =1/3,1/5,..., where additional poles of f7_ (A1, X2)
enter the “physical strip” 0 <Im {3 — A;} < 7 and odd
breathers join the spectrum (f7_ (A1, A2) does not have

a pole at Ay — Ay =i0™) so fIX =0).

—7‘37 Tg _T?2 -1— Zq €\
—r] =1 7‘3—1
10(]
1072 % ]
- 5
=
10 -
1 2

1/z

Figure 4. The contributions of fX, ff,, 5, ff,l (the latter
evaluated only for integer p = 1/2) to the reflection coefficient
of the free theory, r’ = 1, given in Eqs. (44)-(47) with w — co.

11 _»
Here Z;X re, = Zfrf_jl rd +r%_ + 1Y + 75 _; the dips of
1-— ZLX rgA are at integer p = 1/z, where 7’371 is evaluated.

Appendix F: Details of the calculation of the
inelastic spectrum

1. Derivation of Eq. (70)

Consider Eq. (69). Our goal is to write the product
of matrix elements, using the crossing relations in Eq.
(E11), in a way that will mark the excitations according
to the operators they are connected to. First, we have

E>\1

OIRIX),

- ¥

a11UA1p=M\1
A2aUAap=A2

</\1IEI/\2>

6)\2

5 (R38) ™ ORI )5y

€xg 11

€11, _, PPN €
X @+ 16|L|/\2a>%a exh <)\1b|>‘2b> (F1)

Here a7 is the group of rapidities which is not passed
on to the other operators, and connects the first operator
(pF = p® (win, —t') in III) to the second operator (bqﬁ,T).

o €l
Note that S ()\1|6211) ' does not appear in the expres-

1 Exn, =
"(\1| and
We now multiply the above

sion above, since we simultaneously order
|X1>t/ (recall Eq. (C11)).
A1

by o <)\2|£|)\3> and use S (x_\alza|/_\é)ex2 (which is the

€xg

E)\’

scattering matrix for left movers) and 5CA o (Alb\)\gb) 0
write

A = € - ~ = |
ORIX ., UNILIX),
A1

- ¥

a11UA1b=X\1
A2aUA1b=A2

ey = A I
L dAalLfAs)

(O|R|X1p, @11)

€
Ap 11

1

€11, A oo T PN
x U +i0|LAsa)e i (A2as AwnlL[As),,

(F2)

e e a1
Finally, we evaluate A2l<)‘237)‘1b|£|>‘3>m3 using Eq.

(E11) and the partition ¥a = A2, 95 = A1p:

Z S ()‘3a7a227)‘3b|>‘ )

;g By

2 (haas Arp £As). e
6A3

o ot €Xoa €N
x S (A2a7 A1‘[)‘ [ a:[12’ 7@;1) ! g
ekzaEAlb
x 63, (dnfAan) 65, (ﬂxgg
X Elzeﬁ<0112 +i6, 5 — 15|£|0522>622 : (F3)



Plugging everything back into Eq. (69) and using the
delta functions and scattering matrices to reorder the
other matrix elements, we arrive at Eq. (70).

2. Explicit expressions for the diagrams (72)-(75)

The diagrams (72)-(75) correspond to the following
terms:
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. . "
1(V11+V12+V21+V22)€Emefl(V21+V22+V~,*17])t COS( t/’) Hz =1 Re” (a”) Cgc

If/ dt”/
a”,ﬁv

><f6

11€12€

(61 + 10, 012 + 16,7 + i) f@legm (521, 3, 5511) fgﬁezzgm (B im, Gigg — 10, A1 + 15> 1.,

—V11 — Vig — Vo1 — Vag + 2in) (W' + vo1 +vi1 + v +in) (W — via — vag + v — i)

+€32€51

3,j=1""€ij

’ *
2 S5€ij /-
1 V11+V12+V21+V22)wmel(V21+V22+V-y+177) CcoS (wt//) (H . R ” (aw)) CﬁC.Y

Hf/ dt”/ - ~—— ,
@i By (v11 + V12 + va1 + vag +2in) (W — vi2 — vag + v + i) (W + vo1 + 111 + 15 —in)

(F5)

R = - R ..
X few e e (T =M 410,012, 011) [ cen (all,ﬁ,am) fesersens (5 im, &g — 10, daz + 15) feglsmw (Q21, Q22,7) ,
inp— — t 2 A€ls = * 2 "5,2~ -
-_ / dt/// el (V1112 —v21 —v22)Tin o —i(va1 +vao vy —im)t" o9 (wt’/) (Hj:l Reij (Oéu)) Hj:l Rezj (aQJ)CﬁC'y
@i B (V11 + V12 — va1 — v + 2in) (W + vo1 — vt + v + i) (W + vig — vas + 15 —in)
X8 e, (@11,812,9) £, (am,ﬁ, dn +im — 15) I eratia (ﬁ im +10, a2, G2 + im — 15) R e, (7, @22, @2),

1V21+V22 V11— V12)$mel(V21+V22+Vw+177)

(F6)

cos (w) TT}—y RE (@) (T3, RES (@27)) CaC

[
aij,Byy

(Vo1 + vz — v11 — V12 + 2in) (W' + V1o — vog +vg +in) (W + Va1 — vi1 + g —in)

R - e D o . R 3 o« Lo . R e e«
X wa e e (7, 12, 011) f&] e pen (an + 10, B + im, oy + 17r) fesernens (,6’ — 10, @uyg + 10, dlog + 177) [ o, (Qa1, Qioa, %) .
(F7)
[
These terms follow from the crossing relations, as shown 3. The non-causal response function G%. - .,

explicitly for III in the Subsection above. It is crucial to
keep track of the infinitesimals +id, which determine the
position of the annihilation poles of the form factors with
respect to the integration contour.

- 2
I :/ dt” cos (wt")/ CsC, H5 (Vi1 + Vi — 1)/
0 aij,B,y

i=1

X

The non-causal response function GC(}QRR rr gives the
response of a right-mode occupation n¥™ to an injected
photon moving away from the boundary. It is a crucial

sanity check to verify that it vanishes. The analogues of
Egs. (76), (77) are, in this case,

—o0 ;]

A A ! A A *
sk " ik . € = € = € =
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— . — . — — 5D -
(¥ —im, @12 + k1 — 10, d11 + k1 —10) fmeﬁen (0411 + K1, B, d21 + /62)



X 5252265 (alz + Ky — 16, Glag + Ko + 16, f + 177) fz:igzze7 (Qr21 + K2, Q22 + K2,7) , (F8)
00 2 co 2
I = — / dt"” cos (wt”)/ CoCy [0 (win + via — 1)/ I d~:
0 g, By i=1 —00 ;-1

) €11 [ = D€ /= A = B - *
(€1 —e"2) i o —1(e"2 iy —in)t” Reit (0411 + /431) Reiz (0412 + l€1) Rzzi (0421 + HQ) Rzzz (0422 + Iig)
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v€12€11 €11€p€21

R (5412+f€1—iﬂ+i57&22+ﬁ275+iﬂ—i5) fZ;
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Shifting k1 — k1 —im+3id in I allows to close the contour.
However, now the pole at k1 = ko — 2in is not enclosed
by the contour; hence, there are no singular contribu-
tions to the integral. This holds for II,IV as well, which
means that G{J% 5, does not contribute to the spec-
trum, as expected. Note that the correlators comprising
the response function do not necessarily vanish on their
own, and we must consider their combined contribution
to show that the response is zero.

4. Identifying and evaluating the leading
contributions

Eq. (90) provides a general expression for the inelas-
tic spectrum by means of a form factor expansion. The
presence of breathers in the attractive regime, z < 1/2,
leads to many possible terms, whose contributions are
expected to decay rapidly with the number of excita-
tions. The diagrammatic representation serves as a con-
venient tool to identify the leading terms. It is impor-
tant to recognize that many of the form factors van-
ish due to the U (1) symmetry of the bulk sine-Gordon
model; namely, for a mixed matrix element of the form
EZ<I§|A|?>:9, the total topological charge must vanish,
D (k[6r=t) €0k — 2 (k|9pm} €05 = 0. Furthermore, ff}, =
0 for all m > 1, and fF = 0 for even my + mo, al-

mi,ma
lowing us to exclude many of the terms in the expan-

sion. The delta functions in Eq. (90) are also use-
ful in the exclusion of several terms — for example, a
term with ey = ¢y = {} and €19 = {m} is forbid-

den, since the delta function 6 (w — vi1 — v12 — v4) im-
plies v12 = w, hence the argument of the delta function
d (W 4 1v12 — a2 +vg) = 0 (W + w — a2 + vg) can never
be equal to 0.

While one looks for terms with as little number of exci-
tations as possible, one must be careful when mixed ma-
trix elements of the form 62(5 +id |A\?>; are involved,
due to the presence of the annihilation poles; if ¥; gets
close to 6; for some i, j, the effective order of the form fac-
tor is reduced by 2 (see Eq. (E4)). That means that, in
the evaluation of mixed matrix elements using Eq. (E11),

(21 + Ko, o2 + K2,7) . (F9)

’
€22€y

(

it is not enough to consider only the terms which elim-
inate the maximal number of excitations on both sides
of the matrix element (i.e. terms in Eq. (E11) with the
largest number of delta functions), since the other terms
in the sum are just as important. To be concrete, con-
sider the following example:

t<ﬁ1|R|92’01>;+
=278 (91 — 01) FF (62) + Ry (01 + i, 601,62)
=216 (0 — 01) SLT (62 — 61) [T (6s)

+ R (0 +inT,601,0), (F10)

where 7% = 144, and S{T is the S-matrix for a breather
and a soliton, given in Eq. (C8). The contribution of
both terms in each of the rows to some correlation func-
tion is of the same order, since

FR (9 + im0, 62)
9R4:e§ fzz+1 (191 + i7T7 91792)

= REREST; + subleading term

== ef{:qulfzz+1 (191 + iﬂ', 91792) (P

+im8 (6; — 01)>
(F11)

01 —

+ subleading term,
and the residue of f®, is proportional to f* (see Eq.
(E4)). The delta function 6 (¢; —¥1) in Eq. (F11) can
be eliminated by taking the average of the two equivalent
forms in Eq. (F10):

T(91R02,01)]

=6 (01— 61) (1+ 51 (02 — 61)) £ (62)
Res f%,; (91 +im, 01, 62)
91:’191

01—

+P + subleading term.

(F12)

Now we can expect the principal value term to be sub-
leading with respect to the first term.

The same averaging should be applied for the diagrams
drawn in Subsection V D. To illustrate this, consider the



leading contribution to the z = 1/3 spectrum, depicted in
Eq. (94). From the above, we understand that we need
to consider its “prior” diagram, from which it originates,

1 S1 S92 8/2
> (- 1><
51,52, S1 So 5/2
s, —id s
2@ (<@
s,s’ g

p>

. . v
51,582,859

@@ O-®
8,8’ s, +id
51, +id 59 &
S (@)
S1, 525 +1() 52 5/2

(F13)

The equivalence of the two forms is again a result of the
consistency of Eq. (E11) for any choice of ¥, ¥5. Now,
there is a delta function term in the second diagram of
each of the two forms, “hidden” within the form factor
associated with b{f,, whose contribution cannot be ne-
glected. The solution is the same as in Eq. (F12) —
average the two forms to get rid of the delta function
terms. The two forms are related by flipping the order of
excitations in each bra and ket states, which corresponds
to taking the complex conjugate of the form factors (but
not of the reflection matrices). Hence, we may get rid of
the delta function by taking the real part of [[F in Eq.
(82):

N | =

s, —id
g
OO

= _Re{fl (1) f3 (021,@0611 + im)

(g2, 1) },

x fR (B
leading to Eq. (95), and

—im ,0122) f§§/ (F14)
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:Re{flR (O‘ll) s1511 (ﬁl,ﬁz,an +in~ )

(a22), , (a22);)
(F15)

R — _
51515282 (/32_17T 7/81_271— 9

X fgzs’z ((a22), , (a22),) },
whose contribution to the spectrum is

) " a0 !
Yo (w 1 1)° Hf ) e

/|w

« Re{(R1 (M1 — log ul))
X (8_%1%1 (A2) Ry (A3) — B%Ri (\2) RY (/\3)) - 1}

x Re { f1¥ (M —log 1) 71 (A, Xs, A +im™ — log puq)

XIE - (As A A +im 7, Az +im ) fE (A3, A2) },
(F16)

with e = w, e™ = Q, e’ = w — Q, eM = Qy,
e = w — w' — Q. While the integration contour passes
close to (but not through) the poles of f7_ | _, taking the
real part of the product of form factors means that this
term may be evaluated numerically as a principle value
integral. Numerical inspection shows that this term is
negligible compared to fygl) in Eq. (95).

It is not always possible to get rid of all of the hidden
delta function terms. For example, consider the “prior”
diagrams of Eq. (92):

and its equivalent forms can be drawn as before. We then



= —Re{flfg/l (a11,012) fZ% (Oé2170¢11 + i7T_)

X f& (a2 —in7  am) f55 (a,001) }, (F18)

leading to Eq. (93). The second and third diagrams in
Eq. (F17) are mirror images of each other, and their
combined contribution is

wi/o dQl/O dﬂgm
x Re { (e—%R; (M) RT (A2) — e RT () RT (Ag))
x (eTERT ) BT (W) — B R () BT (M) — 1
x Re { R (X2, M) fR (A5, Ao +im7)

X FR - (A, Ag A +im A +imt) fR (N, A4)(}F, |
19

N (@) = -

where eM = Qp, e =w — O, e’ = Dy, eM = w — Ny,
e = w—w — Q. Again, taking the real part eliminates
the delta function terms from ff_ 4 _, and the integral
can be evaluated as a principle value integral; this term

turns out to be negligble compared to %1) in Eq. (93).
However, the delta function terms cannot be eliminated
from the fourth term in (F17) by taking its real part,
since there are annihilation poles in both form factors
related to bqﬁ/T and bqﬁ,. While this term involves 6 excita-
tions and thus requires the calculation of a triple integral,
it can be well approximated by considering only the delta
functions, which reduce the number of excitations by 2
and therefore reduce the triple integral to a single inte-
gral:

3), 1 wme dQ
7 (Ww) 2w’w/0 (27r)4H4 i

i=1¢

x Re { (e-‘z%R; (M) BT (\2) — eERT (\) RY ()\2))
X (e’%R; (As) RT (M) — e RY (\s) R™ (>\4)) - 1}
x Re {fR_ (M, 3 +in7) fR (Ag, Ao + i)
X I (s An) F2 (May M)
X (So ()\4 — )\1) — SO (Ag — )\1))
X (So (M1 — A1) —So (A3 — A1)},

witheM = Q, e?? =w—Q, M =W/ +Q, eM =w—w'—QO.

The expression above for 'yi?’) (w'|w) holds only for integer
p=1/z.

(F20)
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Figure 5. The weight of the contributions to the z = 1/3
spectrum, evaluated using the sum rule.

5. Terms used to evaluate the spectrum

We list here all of the diagrams used in Eq. (90) to
evaluate the spectrum. As detailed above, we take the
real part of each of the diagrams, and discard all diagrams
which correspond to principle value integrals, since those
are subleading. The contributions indeed decay rapidly,
as illustrated in Fig. 5 for the z = 1/3 spectrum.

{sh{s'}==%

{sh{s'}==%

(F22)

The two diagrams correspond to Eqgs. (93) and (F20),
respectively. The first diagram is the only nonvanish-
ing term for z = 1/2, and is the only diagram used to
evaluate the spectrum for z > 1/2 and z = 0.47 in Fig.
3.

b Y2
O OmMO)
s,8'=%+ g

(F23)
This diagram corresponds to Eq. (95).
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Appendix G: Refermionization at z = 1/2

The bosonic Hamiltonians (4) and (8) may be mapped
into Hamiltonians of free fermions at the special point
z = 1/2 (known as the Toulouse point in the context
of the Kondo model [107]). Solving both by means
of refermionization is an important consistency check
for the results of Sections IV and V. We introduce a
fermionic field :

imff id(@) (G1)
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where ag is a short distance cutoff scale, and f! is a
fermionic creation operator that anticommutes with ),
necessary to ensure proper anticommutation relations of
1. It is convenient to unfold the lead of length ¢ to a
lead of length 2¢, with the impurity placed at « = 0.
This allows us to expand 1 to its eigenmodes, ¥ (z) =
\/% >k Yre®, as written in Eq. (50).

The Hamiltonians (4) and (8) become quadratic un-
der this mapping. The Kondo Hamiltonian is simpler;
identifying the pseudo-spin operator in Eq. (8) with f,
S_ = f, we find

Hic = kofon—a Y (flon+olf), (G2
k k

where a = %,/%. The bsG Hamiltonian is slightly
more complicated, as straightforward refermionization
of the cosine term in Eq. (4) would lead to terms
that are linear in v (z = 0) and o' (z =0). To over-
come this problem, one may introduce a spin opera-
tor in front of the cosine term, Ejcos(¢(x =0)) —
S:Ejcos(¢(x=0)), with S, = f + f, so that the new
Hamiltonian commutes with &, and is therefore equiv-
alent to the original Hamiltonian for either S, = 1 or
S, = —1 (in the latter case, up to a shift of ¢) [80]. We
then find

Hisa = Y ko —a (F1 =)D (v +uf), (G3)
k k

where now a = £,/ (we relate to the prefactors
in both models as « for brevity). The mapping (G1)
allows us to calculate exact bosonic correlations functions
using the fermionic propagators. Working in the Keldysh
formalism, we define the matrices D*" (k,k’;w), which
are the temporal Fourier transform of

oo e =1 (GO GO0y
20 wpl (0) 0 ()l (0)

(Gd)
where a,b = ¢, q denote the classical and quantum com-
ponents of the fields, and Tk stands for time-ordering
along the Keldysh contour. The retarded, advanced and
Keldysh propagators correspond to ab = cq, qc,cc, re-
spectively, and D1 = 0. The quadratic fermionic Hamil-
tonians admit the following exact propagators:

1
DRI (e, K w) = w—kdin
wtkLin
The" () Thd" ()
(w—k=+in)(w—K +in) (w—k=*in) (w+k +in)

+ C C CH C
T (w) T (w)

(wH+ktin)(w—FkF +in) (w+k=xin) (w+k +in)
(G5)




and
v
D;:(q/qc (kK w) =0 | ¥~ k+in
wtktin

w)
(w—Fk=+xin) (w— K +in)

TI(;Q/ qc (

0
T (w)

+

0
(w+k+£in) (w+k tin)
G6)
where T, q/qc( ) = 20" and TSV (w) = —o" _ the
bsG wE2iA K wtiA/27

plus (minus) signs correspond to c¢q (qc), and A = 2ma®

The fluctuation-dissipation theorem states that
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exponentials. Using Eqs. (G5)-(GT7), we readily find

eiw(mfx')
8w

o Q w—Q
< (1 2iA 2iA
Q+2IA w—-Q+2iA)°

eiw(a:—;ﬂ/)

Gk (x> 0,2' < O;w) = 5
o Q w—Q
X /700 dQ [tanh <2T> + tanh (QT)]

g (1Q+ZAA/2) (1w_g§ﬁm/2)~
(G11)

Grsa (x> 0,2 < O;w) =

w
D (k, k';w) = tanh (ﬁ) (D (k, k';w) — D9 (k,k";w)), This result generalizes the conductance (and hence the

(G7)

where T is the temperature.

1. The total inelastic decay rate

As before, we extract the reflection coefficient from the
conductance. Working in the chiral version, there is only
a right moving current, and the conductance has to be
calculated between 2’ < 0 and z > 0. In the Keldysh
formalism, the retarded correlator is given by

(TR () RO (+,0)).
(G8)
Note the difference of a minus sign compared to Eq. (14),
due to the unfolding of the half-infinite line. The current
operator may be written in terms of the fermionic modes
Yy by inverting Eq. (60) and using the refermionization

relation by =, /ﬁ Dok w,zwlﬂ_q:

G(x>0,2' <0;t)=—

R (z) = % Z elthz=Fegl .. (G9)

k1,k2

Using Wick’s theorem, we find

G(z>0,2 <0Ow) =

16w€2

1- 4
dQ _
x Z/ (D (b, k3 ) DS (ks g0 — )
a=c,q

_Dg? (kh k3; Q) Dig (k27 k4; w = Q)] ) (GlO)

where ¢ = q and vice-versa. The sums over £ may be
replaced by integrals, >, — f ffooo dk, and evaluated by
closing the contours in the lower (k1, k4) or upper (ka, k3)
half planes, according to the signs of the corresponding

Z eilk2—k1)z ji(ka—ks)a’

inelastic and elastic scattering rates) at z = 1/2 for finite
temperature. At T = 0, the tanh factors become step
functions, leading to

rbsg<w;z—;> —17%10 <1;X>

1 2iA iw
z=-)=1—-——"log(1-—). (G12
TK<W’Z 2) w+iA og( A/2> (G12)

This result recovers Eq. (51), as we identify A = Tz/2
and A = 27 for the bsG and Kondo models, respec-
tively. The inelastic rate is again given by v (w) =
1 — |r (w)|°, and its origin can be understood as before,
this time using the language of bosonization: at z = 1/2,
a photon is comprised of a fermionic particle-hole pair,
both members of which scatter elastically off the bound-
ary, but pick up different phases while doing so, leading
to the splitting of the incoming photon.

2. The energy-resolved inelastic decay spectrum

Consider the 3-point fully retarded correlator,

Gt (t—t't—t") = = (Txng (t) p? (zin, ') p2 (@i, ")),

(G13)
where z;; < 0. Note that in the chiral representation
of the fermionic field, the density is defined to be right-
moving:

() = Z Y eltterimmyityl .

a=c,q k1 ,k2

(G14)

The bosonic occupation number n, is written in terms
of the fermionic operators as

nS, =b31bd, + beTbe, = b3fbe,

P TD D DR A

k1,k2 a1,82=c,q

puteE, . (G15)



Note that, plugging the above to Eq. (G13), the b;‘jbg,
term leads to an all-quantum Keldysh correlator, which
vanishes identically. We thus have

™
cqq ’ "mo_
Gw/ (t—t,t—t)——w E E
k1,...,ke a1,a2,a3,a4=c,q
ei(k4+k6*k3*k5)$in

< (T, v OV O vz, ¢
x gt () u @) uit @) vl @) (G16)

Again, we use Wick’s theorem to calculate the correlator.
The sums over the k;’s belonging to the p legs are easy
to compute, since they appear once in the correlator. We
define the following matrices,

—ik’zin 0
D™ (kyw) =S D™ (k,k;w) (€ o
e = S0 ke (7 ),
(G17)
which evaluate as
Dyia (ksw) =D (k;w)
thgc (w) TISSG (w)
—iwz, | w—k+in w—Fk+in
—e o - , G18
TbgG (w) TbgG (w) ( )
w+k+in w+k+in
D (k;w) =Dy (k;w)
LW
—iwz, | w—k+in
—e ~ , G19
o W) (G19)
w+k+in
—ik'aci,,
ey
ng (k7 OJ) = w i eikm;n ) (GQO)
w+k+in

where T°9 (w) 20T (w), and D, (kw) =
Di (k;w) = 0. The contractions in Eq. (G16) can be
expressed in terms of D (k;w). Introducing the follow-
ing definitions,

ag,as,aq, a4)

(
(t 7t " t//),
(
(

(r1,12,13,14) =
(t1,t2,t3,t4)
) =
) =

(dy,dz,ds3, dy

(V1;V27V37V4

,2,1,2),

1
Q,w—Q1,0,—w—Q), (G21)
we find

G (w+in, —w +in)

/ dQl/“’ dQy 1
X
- OO27T11

oE Y X X

k1,ko az,ag=c,q P

Up; 6rPiC
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[D23p1 (k1 +4; VPl) DYy, (kh Up2)
x D3 (kasvps) DG (k2 +qvpa)

- 6dP125dP216dP325dP41D0;22 (kl + q ) VPl)

x DGl (k1;vp2) Doby (k2;ves) Doty (k2 + ¢ vpa)]
(G22)

where we sum over all permutations P of {1,2,3,4} (P4
denotes the permutation value for the index i), and
¢p = 1(—1) for an even (odd) permutation. Here we
only consider connected terms, where each p leg is con-
nected to both b:;, and by legs — namely, |P1 —P2| > 1
or [P3 —P4| > 1 (one may show that the disconnected
terms are proportional to § (w — w’) and therefore corre-
spond to elastic scattering, similarly to Eq. (91)). Note
the subtraction of the background term in Eq. (G22),
similarly to the subtraction of the Kronecker deltas in
Eq. (83). Evaluating the sums over k; 2, taking care to
close the integration contours in the half planes allowed
by the x;j, exponentials, and keeping only contributions
that are singular in 7, we find

G (w +in, —w +in) =

ng/ dm/ A,

az,aq4=C,q P

X 0 (1 + Qa2+ w/) ﬁ {tanh (;I;f>]6rp'ic

wné

x [E°Y (vp1, vpe; dp1, dp2) E°Y (vp3, vpa; dps, dpa)

_5dP126dP215dP326dP41] ’ (G23)

where

Epds (v1,v23d1,do) = (8ay2 — T, (1)) (Bap1 — T, (12)),

B (v1,v95dy, da) =04,20a,1 (1= T (1)) (1= T (1)) -
(G24)

We can now plug G into Eq. (54), thus obtaining the
spectrum at z = 1 / 2 at finite temperatures. At T = 0,
the tanh functions become step functions; direct inspec-
tion of the sums over the permutations shows that

_2 w—w
W) =—2 /
ww' Jo

x(1-Td (24w —w)

_2 w—w
oy
') = |

x(1-TAQ+w —w) (-T2 (-2 -

Ybs ( d(2 [(1 - Tb c (92) — T,ng (w— Q))

ST (-0 - w) — 1],

40 [(1 - T (@) (1~ T (- )

) 1],

(G25)

which are both identical to the form factors results, and
are simple enough to lead to closed analytical expressions.
Indeed, one may consider Eq. (93), and use the form
factor in Eq. (E32) and the reflection matrices in Eqgs.
(D3) or (D6) to recover the expressions above.
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