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Studying the dynamics of quantum many-body systems is often constrained by the limitations
in probing relevant observables, especially in continuous systems. A prominent example is two
parallel 1D Bose gases, which simulate 1D quantum field theories through the phase difference
probed by interference. Here we introduce a method to extract the total phase of the combined
system based on a general principle of reconstructing phase gradient from density dynamics using
continuity equation. This approach reveals the previously hidden sector of the sum mode of the two
1D Bose gases. We validate our technique numerically and demonstrate its effectiveness by analysing
data from selected experiments, showcasing how our method expands the scope and capabilities of
cold-atomic quantum simulators.

Introduction.– Quantum many-body systems are
quantum simulators for a large variety of systems in and
out of equilibrium [1–3]. In particular, ultracold atoms
have emerged as a powerful and versatile platform for
simulating discrete [4–6] and continuous variable (i.e.
quantum field) [7] systems. A notably powerful exam-
ple of the latter are one dimensional (1D) superfluids,
which have enabled the observation of pre-thermalization
[8] light cone dynamics [9, 10], generalized statistical en-
sembles [11], recurrences [12], the area law of mutual in-
formation [13], Landauer erasure [14], and the strongly
correlated Sine-Gordon field theory through the evalua-
tion of many-body correlations [15, 16].

All of these studies are based on extracting the local
relative phase of two parallel 1D superfluids by measur-
ing interference after free expansion [17–19]. In the case
of Gaussian states, its canonical conjugate—the relative
density fluctuation—can also be reconstructed from rela-
tive phase data utilizing a coherent Tomonaga-Luttinger
liquid evolution [20]. However, the relative phase and
relative density fluctuations are still only two out of the
four fields characterizing the system. The remaining two
fields belong to the total sector, i.e. the sum rather than
the difference of fluctuations in both density and phases,
have insofar been inaccessible in experiments. Knowledge
about the dynamics in the total sector becomes impor-
tant when studying long-time thermalisation behaviour
[21–23] or testing the validity of the quantum field simu-
lators [8–16], which rely on a separation of the difference
and total sector.

Here we present a method to obtain single-shot infor-
mation for the total phase and its fluctuations in two par-
allel quasi-condensates from the measured density ripple
(matter wave speckles) [24–28] after free expansion. The
physical principle behind our extraction is the continuity
equation which connects the density ripple patterns to
the full counting statistics of the phase gradients associ-
ated with the current operator. We validate our extrac-
tion numerically and experimentally by reconstructing

total phase signals from thermal states and for a strongly
excited mode in driven Luttinger liquids.
Extracting total phase for a pair of superfluids from

density ripples.- We first consider two parallel and sepa-
rated quasicondensates each described by bosonic phase
ϕ̂a(r) and density fields n̂a(r) where a = 1, 2. We show
how to extract the statistics of the total phase

ϕ̂+(r) = ϕ̂1(r) + ϕ̂2(r) (1)

at t = 0 from single-shot measurements of total density
n̂+(r, t) = n̂1(r, t)+ n̂2(r, t) following a unitary evolution
t > 0 (e.g. time of flight). Our method is motivated by
experiments which give access to n̂+(r, t).
Each gas satisfies a continuity equation ∂tn̂a(r, t) +

∇.̂ja(r, t) = 0 with ĵa(r, t) = (h̄/m)na(r, t)∇ϕ̂a(r, t) is
the current operator and na(r, t) = ⟨n̂a(r, t)⟩ is the mean
density. We consider short time-scales where the conti-
nuity equation for n̂+(r, t) can be linearized as

n̂+(r, t) ≈ n̂+(r, 0)− t∇.̂j+(r, 0), (2)

with ĵ+ = ĵ1 + ĵ2 being the total current. For the special
case of equal mean density n1(r) = n2(r) = n0(r)/2, the
total current is proportional to the gradient of total phase
∇ϕ̂+(r), i.e. the observable we want to measure. Mean-
while, the initial condition is n̂+(r, 0) = n0(r) + δn̂+(r)
where δn̂+(r) = δn̂1(r)+δn̂2(r) is the total initial density
fluctuation, which we will ignore for the extraction.

If we further assume smooth enough trapping potential
so that the mean density n0(r) varies little on the length
scale of the measurement dynamics ℓt ≡

√
h̄t/(2m), i.e.

ℓt|∇n0|/n0 ≪ 1 (see Supplemental Material, SM [29]),
we find operator-valued Poisson’s equation

ℓ2t∇2ϕ̂+(r) ≈
(
1− n̂+(r, t)

n0(r)

)
. (3)

The mean density n0(r) ̸= 0 needs to be measured in-
dependently. By measuring n̂+(r, t), we obtain a scalar
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FIG. 1. Total phase profiles extraction in 1D.- (a) Parallel 1D
Bose gases undergoing free expansion in time of flight (TOF).
(b) A simulated example of density ripple ntof(z) (solid red)
obtained by integrating density after TOF in the radial di-
rection. The dashed-dotted line represents the mean in situ

density n0. (c) The total phase ϕ
(out)
+ (z) (solid red) extracted

from density ripple in (a). The dashed-dotted line is the nu-

merically imprinted ϕ
(in)
+ (z). To avoid edge effects, we only

extract ϕ
(out)
+ (z) between the dashed lines z ∈ [−L/2,L/2]

with L < L and L is the initial length of the gas (before

TOF). The full statistics of the field ϕ̂+(z) is reconstructed
by repeating measurements over many shots.

density distribution n+(r, t) which is related to the single-
shot total phase profile ϕ+(r) through Eq. (3). Ex-
tracting ϕ+(r) is then solving the corresponding Pois-
son’s equation, whose solution is unique up to a constant
for a given boundary condition. This argument can be
extended to the case of unequal mean density, and an
arbitrary number of quasicondensates, including a single
quasicondensate [29].

Effects of interference.- We now apply our method
to a quantum field simulator consisting of two par-
allel 1D quasi-condensates, where interference is mea-
sured. Each quasi-condensate is described by a field

operator ψ̂1,2(z) = eiϕ̂1,2(z)
√
(n0(z)/2) + δn̂1,2(z) which

evolves according to low-energy Hamiltonian of the sys-
tem. Here, we make no assumption about the system’s
natural evolution and only focus on the measurement
process.

In typical experiments, the two gases are imaged after
time of flight (TOF), where they are released from the
trap and allowed to expand (see Fig. 1a). The full statis-

tics of the relative phase field ϕ̂−(z) = ϕ̂1(z) − ϕ̂2(z) is
then extracted from density interference patterns [30, 31].

Our goal is to also read out the total phase ϕ̂+(z) =

ϕ̂1(z) + ϕ̂2(z) up to a constant from the longitudinal
density fluctuations in the measured interference pattern.
Being able to measure both ϕ±(z) is relevant for prob-
ing interaction between difference and total sectors and
for full tomography of the system. Similar to ϕ̂±(z), we
define the relative and total fields for the density fluctu-
ations δn̂±(z) = δn̂1(z)± δn̂2(z).
We will show that our method still works even in the

presence of interference (cross terms in the total den-
sities). To measure ϕ+(z), we focus on interfered 1D
longitudinal density

ntof(z, ttof) =

∫
dr |Ψ1(r, z, ttof) + Ψ2(r, z, ttof)|2, (4)

where Ψ1,2 include both transverse and radial compo-
nents of the fields, r denotes radial position and ttof is
the expansion time. Without loss of generality we as-
sume the in situ (ttof = 0) radial component of Ψ1,2 to

be Gaussian of width σ0 =
√
h̄/(mω⊥) localized around

(x, y) = (±d/2, 0) with d > σ0. Meanwhile, the in situ
longitudinal component is modelled as stochastic scalar
fields in the truncated Wigner approximation [32, 33],
where each scalar field is interpreted as a single ex-
perimental realization. The evolved fields Ψ1,2(r, z, ttof)
are related to the in situ fields through TOF dynamics,
which we model as ballistic expansion [18, 19, 26], i.e.
Ψ1,2(r, z, ttof) =

∫
d3r′G(3)(r− r′, ttof)Ψ1,2(r

′, z′, 0) with

G(ξ, t) =
√
m/(2πih̄t) exp

[
−mξ2/(2ih̄t)

]
being the free

particle propagator.
Employing asymptotic expansion technique [19, 34], we

show that (see SM [29])

ntof(z) ≈ n0(z)+ δn+(z)−
h̄ttof
2m

∂z (n0(z)∂zϕ+(z)) , (5)

which takes the form of a linearized continuity Eq. (2)
with total current j+(z) = (h̄/2m)n0(z)∂zϕ+(z). This
implies we can extract both ϕ−(z) and ϕ+(z) from the
same interference picture. Eq. (5) clarifies the relation
between density ripple ntof(z) and in situ fluctuation
of ϕ+(z), see Fig. 1b-c. In positions where ∂zj+ > 0
(∂zj+ < 0), there is more mass going out (in) than going
in (out) of an infinitesimal element, leading to depletion
(accumulation) of local density during the expansion.
If we next assume that the mean density varies

slowly over a length scale ℓtof ≡
√
h̄ttof/(2m), i.e.

(ℓtof∂zn0)/n0 ≪ 1 and ignore density fluctuation, we will
obtain the 1D Poisson’s Eq. (3), which we solve by ex-
panding in Fourier modes

ϕ
(out)
+ (z) ≡

∑
k>0

Re(Ak) cos(kz) + Im(Ak) sin(kz), (6)

and solve for Ak (setting A0 = 0). Above, k = 2πp/L,
p is a positive integer, and L is the relevant extraction
length. The result is

Ak =
−2

(kℓtof)
2

1

L

∫ L/2

−L/2

(
1− ntof(z, ttof)

n0(z)

)
eikz dz. (7)

Our extraction method ignores the effect of in situ density
fluctuation and terms beyond linear order in ttof [29].
The former introduces noise while the latter results in our
estimator having finite resolution determined by ℓtof , i.e.
the modes where kℓtof > 1 get quadratically suppressed,
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FIG. 2. Total phase extraction performance.- (a) Correlation
function C+(z) for T+ = 50 nK computed using extracted

phases {ϕ(out)
+ (z)} with ttof = 11 ms (red) and ttof = 20 ms

(blue). The dashed black line is C+(z) computed with in-

put samples {ϕ(in)
+ (z)}. (b) The spectrum ⟨|Ap|2⟩ with mode

index 1 ≤ p ≤ 5 corresponding to momentum |k| = 2πp/L.
The black circle is for the input samples, red cross (blue tri-
angle) is our reconstruction with ttof = 11 ms (ttof = 20 ms).
The inset is for 3 ≤ p ≤ 8. The suppression of the extracted
⟨|Ap|2⟩ is mostly due to linearization of the TOF dynamics,
which worsens the resolution for longer ttof . In both panels,
statistics are obtained with 103 shots. Other parameters are
T− = 30 nK, n0 = 150 µm−1, L = 100 µm, L = 80 µm,
d = 3 µm, ω⊥ = 2π × 2 kHz and m is the mass of 87Rb.

rendering our extraction effective only for fluctuations
with k ≤ ℓ−1

tof .
Extraction performance.- We evaluate the extraction

performance through numerical simulation. The simula-
tion consists of three stages: i) sampling in situ phase
and density fluctuations, ii) simulating TOF dynamics
which encodes the sampled phases into the density dis-
tribution, and iii) reconstructing the encoded total phase
from density ripple data.

We sample the in situ fluctuations from Bogoliubov
modes [35, 36] assuming decoupled uniform gases and
neglecting quantum (zero temperature) fluctuations

ϕ
(in)
+ (z) =

√
4kBT+
n0L

∑
k ̸=0

√
| ln ξk|
Ek

sin (kz + 2πξ′k) , (8)

where T+ is the temperature of the total sector, Ek =
(h̄k)2/2m is the free dispersion, and ξk, ξ

′
k ∈ [0, 1] are

independently sampled uniform random variables. A
similar expansion holds for the relative phase and den-
sity fluctuations [29]. We then propagate the fields with
free particle Green’s function, compute the density rip-

ple ntof(z), and readout the total phase ϕ
(out)
+ (z) via

Eqs. (6)-(7). We repeat the procedure for 103 shots. A
single-shot example is shown in Fig. 1b-c.

To validate our extraction, we study the total phase
correlation function [9, 12, 37]

C+(z) = ⟨cos [ϕ+(z)− ϕ+(0)]⟩ , (9)

where ⟨ ⟩ denotes the average over realizations. For
a uniform thermal state, C+(z) decays exponentially

with a length scale of thermal coherence length λT+
=

2h̄2n0/(mkBT+). By fitting C+(z), we can directly mea-
sure the temperature T+, thereby providing an alterna-
tive method to density ripple thermometry [26, 38].

The reconstruction of C+(z) for T+ = 50 nK is shown
in Fig. 2a for two different expansion times, ttof = 11 ms
and ttof = 20 ms. The former has a better resolution
which leads to a better reconstruction of C+(z). This
result indicates the correction term to the linearized con-
tinuity Eq. (5) plays a more important role for longer
ttof . In addition, we show in SM [29] that our estimator
can faithfully reconstruct the full contrast distribution
function [31].

We also study the Fourier spectrum ⟨|Ap|2⟩, which is
directly proportional to the modes’ mean energy. Except
for ttof = 11 ms and p = 1, the reconstructed mean
energy is upper-bounded by the in situ mean energy (see
Fig. 2b). The lost energy is most likely due to our linear
approximation, although some could go to other sectors
during TOF dynamics [19]. Meanwhile, the added energy
in p = 1 and ttof = 11 ms case is partly due to noise from
longitudinal expansion, relative phase, and in situ density
fluctuation (see SM [29]).

Experimental data analysis.- We next demonstrate to-
tal phase extraction by analyzing an ultra-cold atom ex-
periment. At t = −t0, two parallel and independent
1D quasicondensates are prepared in a thermal state and
trapped in a box-like potential. The latter is realized
by superimposing the harmonic magnetic potential with
a blue-detuned laser light with the central part of the
atomic cloud blocked by a mask. For details see SM [29].

At −t0 < t < 0, the second phononic mode k2 = 2π/L
is excited by modulating the amplitude of the dipole light
at the resonant frequency ω2 = ck2, c being the speed of
sound. The modulation excites the total phase mode res-
onant to the drive, thereby imprinting a specific single-
mode phase pattern to be reconstructed. At t ≥ 0, we
stop the driving and let the system evolve. The dynamics
of the system is probed by performing density measure-
ments ntof(z) after 11.2 ms TOF, at different evolution
times and repeated over ∼ 130 experimental shots for
each evolution time.

Figs. 3a-b show the extraction of the total phase in
thermal equilibrium (t = −t0) from experimental data.
As expected from a thermal state, we obtain a vanishing

first moment ⟨δϕ(th)+ (z)⟩ = 0. An exponential fit to the
correlation function C+(z) yields the thermal coherence
length λT+ = 12.8 ± 0.6 µm equivalent to temperature
T+ = 56± 3 nK, which is only slightly lower than T+ =
62± 4 nK obtained with density ripple thermometry [26,
38].

After the system is let to naturally evolve (t > 0), we
expect ϕ+(z) to be the sum of two contributions, i) exci-

tation due to laser modulation ϕ
(mod)
+ (z) and ii) thermal

fluctuation δϕ
(th)
+ (z). On average, thermal contribution
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FIG. 3. Experimental data analysis.- (a) Extracted ϕ+(z)
in thermal equilibrium. Each grey line represents a single
realization of ϕ+(z) and the red line shows the mean signal
⟨ϕ+(z)⟩. (b) Thermal phase correlation function (crosses)
and the fitted (solid) line C+(z) = a exp(|z − z0|/λT+) with
a, z0, λT+ being the fit parameters. From the fit, we extract
a temperature of T+ = 56 ± 3 nK. (c) Single shots (grey)
and mean (red) total phase at t = 10 ms after the driving is
turned off. We observe clear excitation of the resonant mode
(k2 = 2π/L) in the mean signal. (d) Damped recurrence of
resonant mode excitation at t = 10 ms (solid), t = 40 ms
(dashed-dotted), and t = 70 ms (dashed). Density ripple
data is obtained with ttof = 11.2 ms. The length of the box
potential is L ≈ 46 ± 3 µm, the extraction length is L ≈
46.2 µm, and the mean background density n0 ≈ 64 µm−1.
The evolution is probed with a time step ∆t = 5 ms and
∼ 130 shots at each time step.

vanishes so we expect the first moment to contain only

the modulation signal ⟨ϕ+(z)⟩ ≈ ⟨ϕ(mod)
+ (z)⟩. In Fig.

3c, we show both the fluctuations and the mean signal at
t = 10 ms. As we expect, the mean signal displays a clear
excitation of the resonant mode. We observe recurrence
of the signal as expected for Luttinger liquids. In Fig.
3d, we show the mean signal recurring with τ1 ≈ 30 ms
period. The observed amplitude damping can be due to
corrections to the effective Luttinger liquid model [39] or
due to other sources of dissipation.

Summary & Outlook.- We have presented a method
to measure total phase fluctuations for two parallel qua-
sicondensates. We then applied our method to extract
the total phase profiles of two parallel 1D Bose gases
from density ripple after matter-wave interference and
validated our extraction through numerical simulations
and experiments.

The principle behind our extraction is linearization of
the continuity equation, which is a general principle that
can be applied not just to 1D systems. Indeed, our for-
mulation can be extended into N quasicondensates of
arbitrary dimension. Therefore, the method can be ap-
plied in a variety of other systems with spatial phase

gradients such as 2D gases [40, 41], cold atoms in opti-
cal lattices [42–45], and superfluid vortices [46]. One can
also improve the method by solving the continuity equa-
tion without linearization. Our method enables tackling
relaxation dynamics [21–23, 36], testing the applicabil-
ity limits of low-energy effective models [23, 47–49], and
performing full quantum field tomography [20, 50]. Thus,
our work expands the scope and capabilities of quantum
field simulation for studying quantum matter in and out
of equilibrium.
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Appendix A: Generalization to N quasicondensates and unequal mean density for N = 2

In this section, we provide the detailed derivation of the operator-valued Poisson’s equation connecting the total
phase ϕ̂+(r) =

∑
a ϕ̂a(r) and the total density n̂+(r, t) =

∑
a n̂a(r, t) for arbitrary number of quasicondensates

a = 1, 2, ..., N . We start with a general continuity equation for the total density

∂tn̂+(r, t) +
h̄

m

∑
a

∇.
(
na(r, t)∇ϕ̂a(r, t)

)
= 0. (S-1)

If we linearize this with respect to evolution time t, we will obtain Eq. (2) in the main text, which we rewrite for
clarity

n̂+(r, t) ≈ n̂+(r, 0)−
h̄t

m

∑
a

∇.
(
na(r, 0)∇ϕ̂a(r, 0)

)
. (S-2)

Next, we assume that all initial mean densities are equal at t = 0, i.e. na(r, 0) = n0(r)/N . From here onwards, the
omission of the time argument implies t = 0. The first term of Eq. (S-2) can be written as a sum of average and
fluctuating term n̂+(r, 0) = n0(r) + δn̂+(r) with δn̂+(r) =

∑
a δn̂a(r) is the total density fluctuation. We then obtain

n̂+(r, t) ≈ n0(r) + δn̂+(r)− ℓ2t∇.
(
n0(r)∇ϕ̂+(r)

)
(S-3)

where ℓt ≡
√
h̄t/(Nm) is the dynamic length scale also defined in the main text. To get to the Poisson equation, we

assume that the mean density varies slowly over a length scale of dynamic length ℓt|∇n0|/n0 ≪ 1 so that

ℓ2t∇2ϕ̂+(r) ≈
(
1− n̂+(r, t)

n0(r)

)
+
δn̂+(r)

n0(r)
, (S-4)

assuming n0(r) ̸= 0. In Eq. (3) in the main text, we further ignore the density fluctuation term.
When the system of quasicondensates does not have identical mean densities, the current operator is no longer a

simple function of the total phase fluctuations. However, extraction can still be done for a simple case of N = 2. In
this context, the linearized continuity equation is

n̂+(r, t) ≈ n0(r) + δn̂+(r)−
h̄t

m
∇.

(
n1(r)∇ϕ̂1(r) + n2(r)∇ϕ̂2(r)

)
, (S-5)

where n0(r) = n1(r)+n2(r) still denotes the total initial mean density. We perform a change of variables into relative

and total phases ϕ̂±(r) = ϕ̂1(r)± ϕ̂2(r), which gives us

n̂+(r, t) ≈ n0(r) + δn̂+(r)− ℓ2t∇.
(
n0(r)∇ϕ̂+(r)

)
− ℓ2t∇.

(
∆n(r)∇ϕ̂−(r)

)
(S-6)

where ∆n(r) = n1(r)− n2(r) is the mean density imbalance, ℓt ≡
√
h̄t/(2m) is the dynamic length scale for N = 2.

If, we again assume that the total mean densities and the mean density imbalance vary slowly with respect to ℓt, we
obtain a correction to the source term for the operator-valued Poisson equation

ℓ2t∇2ϕ̂+(r) ≈
(
1− n̂+(r, t)

n0(r)

)
− ∆n(r)

n0(r)
ℓ2t∇2ϕ̂−(r) +

δn̂+(r)

n0(r)
. (S-7)

Thus, information about the Laplacian of the relative phase is important to correctly reconstruct the total phase.
This information can be provided by extracting the relative phase from interference pictures.

Appendix B: Longitudinal dynamics asymptotic expansion

In this section, we will derive the linearized continuity equation in the presence of interference following time of flight
[Eq. (5) in the main text]. We assume that the in situ transverse components of the Bosonic fields are separated from
their longitudinal components, and they are given by a Gaussian of width σ0 =

√
h̄/(mω⊥). Note that throughout
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the derivation, we will ignore the interaction-induced broadening of σ0 [51] which breaks separability. We then start
with a field of the form

Ψ1,2(x, y, z, 0) =
1√
πσ2

0

exp

[
− (x± d/2)2 + y2

2σ2
0

]
ψ1,2(z), (S-8)

where ψ1,2 =
√

1
2n0(z) + δn1,2(z)e

iϕ1,2(z) is the longitudinal component of the fields. Integrating this field with the

radial part of the free particle Green’s function, we obtain the field after some expansion time t (assuming ω⊥t≫ 1)

Ψ1,2(x, y, z, t) ≈
1√
πσ2

t

exp

(
− (x± d/2)2 + y2

2σ2
t

)
exp

(
im[(x± d/2)2 + y2]

2h̄t

)
×

∫ L/2

−L/2

dz′ G(z − z′, t)eiϕ1,2(z
′)

√
n0(z′)

2

(
1 +

δn1,2(z
′)

n0(z′)

)
, (S-9)

where d is the separation between the two 1D quasicondensates and σt = σ0
√

1 + ω2
⊥t

2 is the expanded Gaussian
width. Note that we have used Taylor expansion to linearize the effect of density fluctuations assuming δn1,2(z) ≪
n0(z).
Here, we are concerned with the superposition of the two fields

Ψ(x, y, z, t) = Ψ1(x, y, z, t) + Ψ2(x, y, z, t). (S-10)

Substituting Eq. (S-9) to Eq. (S-10) and adopting another approximation that d≪ σt, we can simplify the total field
into

Ψ(x, y, z, t) ≈ Ae
− x2+y2

2σ2
t

∫ L/2

−L/2

dz′ G(z − z′, t)

√
n0(z′)

2

[(
1 +

δn1(z
′)

n0(z′)

)
eiϕ1(z

′)eiqx/2

+

(
1 +

δn2(z
′)

n0(z′)

)
eiϕ2(z

′)e−iqx/2

]
, (S-11)

where A is normalization constant that absorbs the global phase factor and q = md/(h̄t) is inverse fringe spacing. To
connect to experimentally measurable quantities, we introduce symmetric (+) and anti-symmetric (-) fields

δn±(z) = δn1(z)± δn2(z) ϕ±(z) = ϕ1(z)± ϕ2(z), (S-12)

and write down Eq. (S-11) in terms of these fields. We then obtain

Ψ(x, y, z, t) ≈ 2Ae
− x2+y2

2σ2
t

∫ L/2

−L/2

dz′ G(z − z′, t)eiϕ+(z′)/2

[√
n0(z′) + δn+(z′)

2
cos

(
qx+ ϕ−(z

′)

2

)

+

√
n0(z′)

2

δn−(z
′)

n0(z′)
i sin

(
qx+ ϕ−(z

′)

2

)]
. (S-13)

From now on, we will ignore the second term in the square bracket since δn−/n0 ≪ 1. We then write down the norm
of Eq. (S-13) integrated with respect to the vertical y-axis as

ρtof(x, z, t) ≡
∫ ∞

−∞
dy |ψ(x, y, z, t)|2 = 4|A|2e−x2/σ2

t

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ L/2

−L/2

dz′ G(z − z′, t)I(x, z′, t)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (S-14)

where

I(x, z′, t) ≡
√
n0(z′) + δn+(z′)

2
eiϕ+(z′)/2 cos

(
qx+ ϕ−(z

′)

2

)
. (S-15)

is the integrand function. In the simulation, we integrate Eq. (S-14) numerically. Note that δn− effect is already
ignored in the simulation.
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Here, we will further simplify the expression by adopting asymptotic expansion technique [19, 34]. We treat
longitudinal dynamics perturbatively by performing Taylor expansion of I(x, z′, t) around small ∆z ≡ z′− z. In other
words, we write

I(x, z′, t) = I(x, z, t) + ∆z ∂zI +
∆z2

2
∂2zI +O

(
∆z3

)
. (S-16)

The physical intuition for this expansion is that for a small enough expansion time, only local regions (small ∆z)
influence each other. One could also think of it as averaging over a fastly oscillating Green’s function kernel at z′ far
away from z.
Let us consider only the zeroth order term, equivalent to freezing longitudinal dynamics

ρ
(0)
tof(x, z, t) ≈ 4|A|2e−x2/σ2

t

∣∣∣∣∣I(x, z, t)
∫ L/2

−L/2

G(∆z, t) d(∆z)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

≈ |A|2e−x2/σ2
t (n0(z) + δn+(z)) [1 + cos

(
qx+ ϕ−(z)

)
]. (S-17)

where we have extended the Green’s function integral from [−L/2, L/2] to (−∞,∞) to get the second line, ignoring
finite length correction δρL(x, z, t). This is justified as long as one is mostly concerned with bulk properties. Note
that we have obtained the standard fit formula for extracting relative phase ϕ−(z) from density after time of flight
[19].

We proceed by computing higher-order correction terms. The first order term will vanish for L → ∞ because
it is proportional to

∫∞
−∞

(
∆z G(∆z, t)

)
d(∆z) = 0. Therefore, the next non-zero correction will come from the

second-order term

ρ
(2)
tof(x, z, t) ≈ 4|A|2e−x2/σ2

t

∣∣∣∣I(x, z, t) + ∂2zI(x, z, t)

2

∫ ∞

−∞

(
∆z2G(∆z, t)

)
d(∆z)

∣∣∣∣2 . (S-18)

It is easy to check that
∫∞
−∞

(
∆z2G(∆z, t)

)
d(∆z) = ih̄t

m = 2iℓ2tof with ℓtof ≡
√
h̄t/(2m) is the length scale of longitudinal

expansion. Defining a derivative with respect to scaled coordinate η ≡ z/ℓtof , we get

ρ
(2)
tof(x, z, t) ≈ 4|A|2e−x2/σ2

t

∣∣∣I(x, z, t) + i∂2ηI(x, z, t)
∣∣∣2

= ρ
(0)
tof(x, z, t) + 4|A|2e−x2/σ2

t

[
− 2 Im(I∗∂2ηI) + |∂2ηI|2

]
. (S-19)

To obtain the linearized continuity equation, we further approximate by ignoring the term |∂2ηI|2. This term is
proportional to fourth-order derivatives with respect to η, which is small for sufficiently smooth mean density and
phase fluctuations. Then, the equation is simplified into

ρ
(2)
tof(x, z, t) ≈ ρ

(0)
tof(x, z, t)− 8|A|2e−x2/σ2

t Im(I∗∂2ηI). (S-20)

We now need to compute Im(I∗∂2ηI). For simplicity, we will ignore density fluctuation in the calculation of Im(I∗∂2ηI),
i.e. we set δn+ → 0. By direct calculation, one can easily verify that

Im(I∗∂2ηI) ≈ −n0(z)
8

(∂ηϕ+)(∂ηϕ−) sin (qx+ ϕ−(z)) +
1

8
∂η(n0∂ηϕ+) [1 + cos (qx+ ϕ−(z))] . (S-21)

Substituting Eq. (S-21) to Eq. (S-20) and combining it with Eq. (S-17) gives

ρ
(2)
tof(x, z, t) =|A|2e−x2/σ2

t {n0(z) + δn+(z)− ∂η(n0∂ηϕ+)} [1 + cos (qx+ ϕ−(z))]

+ |A|2e−x2/σ2
t n0(z)∂ηϕ+∂ηϕ− sin (qx+ ϕ−(z)) . (S-22)

Now, we are finally in a position to compute the density ripple up to the second order in the integral expansion

ntof(z, t) ≈
∫ ∞

−∞
ρ
(2)
tof(x, z, t) dx. (S-23)

To compute this integral, we use the following fact∫ ∞

−∞
e−x2/σ2

t cos (qx+ ϕ−(z)) dx =
√
πσte

−(qσt/2)
2

cosϕ−(z), (S-24)
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which can be ignored in our case since qσt ≈ mω⊥d
2/4h̄ ≈ 40 for typical experimental values so that the integral is

of order 10−17. The same argument applies to the sine integral.
Finally, after rewriting the derivatives with respect to z again, we find

ntof(z, t) = n0(z) + δn+(z)−
h̄t

2m
∂z(n0(z)∂zϕ+) + correction terms, (S-25)

where the correction terms include all factors we exclude, such as those proportional to (δn−/n0), δρL, and |∂2ηI|2.
We have then reproduced the linearized continuity equation in the presence of interference following TOF [Eq. (5) in
the main text].

Appendix C: Bogoliubov sampling for in situ fluctuations

In this section, we will derive the formula for sampling the in situ fluctuations. We start with a prescription from
Bogoliubov sampling [36]

δn±(z) =

√
2n1D
L

∑
k ̸=0

√
SkB

±
k cos(kz + ζ±k ) (S-26)

ϕ±(z) =

√
2

n1DL

∑
k ̸=0

1√
Sk

B±
k sin(kz + ζ±k ) (S-27)

where n1D = n0/2 is the mean density for a single quasicondensate, and Sk is the structure factor

Sk =

√
Ek

Ek + 2gn1D
, (S-28)

with Ek = (h̄k)2/2m being the free dispersion, g = 2h̄asω⊥ is the 1D interaction strength, and as = 5.2 nm is the
scattering length. Above, k = 2πp/L and p are non-zero integers (both positive and negative). In our simulation, we
set a hard cut-off for fluctuations with momenta |p| > 40. Furthermore, ζ±k are uniformly distributed random numbers
between 0 and 2π. The coefficients B±

k are random positive numbers whose mean square value carries information
about modes’ mean energy. If we ignore quantum (zero-temperature), it is given by

⟨(B±
k )2⟩ = kBT±√

Ek(Ek + 2gn1D)
. (S-29)

where kB is the Boltzmann constant, T± are the total and relative sectors’ temperatures respectively. By using the
Box-Muller transform, we may write

B±
k =

√
⟨(B±

k )2⟩ | ln ξ±k | ζ±k = 2πξ′±k (S-30)

with ξ±k , ξ
′±
k ∈ [0, 1] are uniform random variables. Putting them all together, we finally find a simplified prescription

for sampling in situ fluctuations

δn±(z) =

√
kBT±n0

L

∑
k ̸=0

√
| ln ξ±k |
Ek + gn0

cos(kz + 2πξ′±k ) (S-31)

ϕ±(z) =

√
4kBT±
n0L

∑
k ̸=0

√
| ln ξ±k |
Ek

sin(kz + 2πξ′±k ) (S-32)

The last equation corresponding to the + sector is the same as Eq. (8) in the main text.
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FIG. 4. (a) Density ripple (red) on inverse parabolic mean density profile (dashed black). (b) Scaled derivative of the mean
density ∂ηn0/n0 where η = z/ℓtof , which is small except near the edges. (c) Reconstructed (red) vs. in situ (dashed black)
total phase ϕ+(z). The reconstructed profile is obtained by applying our total phase estimator [Eqs. (6)- (7) in the main text]
from density ripple shown in panel (a).
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FIG. 5. (a) Contribution of other sectors, i.e. longitudinal expansion (LE), relative phase (RP) and density fluctuation (DF)
to the formation of density ripple and error in the extraction of total phase profile. The blue line shows density ripple purely
due to LE while the red line shows density ripple due to all combinations of LE + RP + DF. The input total phase is fixed at

zero ϕ
(in)
+ = 0. (b) The readout total phase ϕ

(out)
+ extracted from the density ripple in (a) is non-zero even though we imprint

zero input total phase. The blue color represents the systematic error coming from LE where the edges expand while the bulk
remains approximately stationary. The black color is for the case with LE +RP and the red color includes all effects LE +
RP + DF (single shot). For a given temperature, the magnitude of the error is small but not negligible when compared to
the typical thermal fluctuations of the total phase. (c) The spectrum ⟨|Ap|2⟩ of readout total phase fixing zero input signal,
taking into account contributions from the different error sources. We see that the systematic coming from density fluctuation
is dominant in the fundamental mode (p = 1). Expansion time is fixed at ttof = 11 ms and the statistics are obtained with 103

shots. Other parameters are the same as in the main text T− = 30 nK, n0 = 150 µm−1, L = 100 µm, L = 80 µm, d = 3 µm,
ω⊥ = 2π × 2 kHz, as = 5.2 nm, and m is the mass of 87Rb.

Appendix D: Systematic error analysis, imaging effect, and full contrast distribution function

To solve for ϕ+(z) given the data of ntof(z, t), we solve the linearized continuity equation, which can be recast into
the following dimensionless form

∂2ηϕ+ +

(
∂ηn0
n0

)
∂ηϕ+ = 1− ntof

n0
. (S-33)

In the main text, we ignore the second term on the left-hand side, assuming that ∂ηn0/n0 ≪ 1 in the bulk (excluding
edges) valid for sufficiently smooth mean density. In this section, we show that our extraction is robust to correction
due to the spatial variation of the mean density. We show an example in Fig. 4 where we accurately extract total
phase from density ripple arising from inverse parabolic mean density profile.

However, our analytical derivation and numerical simulation indicate that longitudinal expansion dynamics could
induce a systematic error in the extracted total phase, especially near the edges. Analytically, this error comes from
the finite length correction ∆ρL. More physically, this error is due to the motion of the edges of the gas as it is being
let go from the trap. This contributes to the overestimation of the fundamental mode’s energy [see Fig. 2b in the

main text]. We can check this by setting ϕ
(in)
± (z) = δn+ = 0 and applying our extraction protocol after free expansion.



11

-50 0 50
0

100

200

300

1

2

3

4
10-2

-50 0 50
-2

0

2

-50 0 50
0

0.5

1

1 2 3 4 5
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8
Input
Without Imaging
With Imaging

FIG. 6. (a) Density ripple without (red) and with (blue) imaging effect. The scale changes since the imaging system transforms
density into intensity in the camera. (b) The comparison between extracted total phase without (red) and with (blue) imaging
effect. The dashed-dotted line is the imprinted total phase signal. Total phase correlation function C+(z) (c) and spectrum
⟨|Ap|2⟩ (d) without (red) and with (blue) imaging effect. We see that our extraction is robust to the effect of imaging both
at the level of single shots (b) and at the level of statistics (c-d). Here, expansion time is fixed at ttof = 11 ms. The pixel
size for the transverse imaging system is ∆z ≈ 1 µm with a resolution of ≈ 2.5 µm. The statistics are obtained with 103

shots. Other parameters are the same as in the main text T− = 30 nK, n0 = 150 µm−1, L = 100 µm, L = 80 µm, d = 3 µm,
ω⊥ = 2π × 2 kHz, as = 5.2 nm, and m is the mass of 87Rb.

In general, the density ripple will not be identical to the mean density (see Fig. 5a) and therefore the extracted phase

ϕ
(out)
+ (z) will contain a false signal, see Fig. 5b.

We repeat this calibration protocol 103 times and measure the modes’ energy. In the same way, we also check the
contribution of symmetric density fluctuation δn+ and relative phase fluctuations ϕ− to the modes’ energies. The
result is shown in Fig. 5c. We see that each source of systematic error contributes differently, but they are mostly
dominant in the first mode, with density fluctuation being the most dominant.

In the main text, we also ignore the effect of imaging devices. In realistic experiments, the imaging process also
induces various effects on density ripple due to many factors such as camera’s finite pixel size, defocusing, atoms recoil,
and shot noise [51]. These experimental factors effectively introduce an additional momentum cutoff to the density
ripple. We simulate the extraction of the total phase without and with imaging systematic effect. The comparison is
shown in Fig. 6. We find that our extraction is robust to the effect of imaging, both at the level of single shot and
statistics. This adds confidence to the analysis of experimental data contained in the main text.

In addition, here we also consider the reconstruction of the full contrast distribution function P (ξ+) [8, 31, 52] with
ξ+(l) being the integrated contrast defined by

ξ+(l) =

∣∣∣∫ l/2

−l/2
dz eiϕ+(z)

∣∣∣2〈∣∣∣∫ l/2

−l/2
dz eiϕ+(z)

∣∣∣2〉 , (S-34)

where l is allowed to vary between 0 to L. The corresponding distribution for the relative phase has been used to
characterize quantum and thermal noise in Luttinger liquid [31] as well as to study prethermalization after coherent
splitting [8, 52]. We find that our total phase estimator faithfully reconstructs the full distribution P (ξ+). We show
the comparison between the extracted distribution and the input samples distribution for three different integration
lengths l = 20 µm, 30 µm, 60 µm in Fig. 7.
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FIG. 7. The full contrast distribution function P (ξ+) for ξ+ defined in Eq. (S-34). The red histogram shows the estimated
distribution from our extraction, while the blue histogram shows the distribution computed with the input samples. Each
panel correspond to different integration lengths: l = 20 µm (a), l = 30 µm (b), and l = 60 µm (c). We see that our estimator
can faithfully reconstruct P (ξ+). Here, the effect of imaging is ignored, but we expect the result to be essentially unchanged.
Expansion time is fixed at ttof = 11 ms. The distribution is obtained with 103 shots. Other parameters are the same as in the
main text T− = 30 nK, n0 = 150 µm−1, L = 100 µm, L = 80 µm, d = 3 µm, ω⊥ = 2π × 2 kHz, as = 5.2 nm and m is the mass
of 87Rb.
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FIG. 8. Schematics of the box trap setup. The blue-detuned laser light is sent on a mask which is imaged onto the atoms. The
light is blocked from the center of the beam forming a box with steep potential walls. The dipole trap is overlapped with the
magnetic harmonic potential generated by the atom chip.

Appendix E: Experimental setup and protocol

Experimental setup - The experiments are performed on our AtomChip [53]. Laser cooled 87Rb atoms are loaded
into a series of magnetic traps and cooled by forced evaporation to bring our system deep into quantum degeneracy
and realise a one-dimensional quasi-condensate of 87Rb atoms. The double well (DW) potential is realized by radio-
frequency (RF) dressed-state potentials[53–55]. A box-like trap consists of two parallel and uncoupled cigar-shaped
harmonic wells, each with a trap frequency of ω⊥ ≈ 2π · 1.4 kHz in the two tightly confined directions and ωz ≈ 2π · 7
Hz in the elongated direction.

The box trap along the longitudinal direction is created by shining a blue-detuned laser-light (767 nm) onto a mask
from a direction perpendicular to the weakly confined axis of the system. The mask is aligned such that it shields
the center of the atomic clouds from the light beam, hence creating two steep walls on the sides. A schematic of the
setup is shown in Fig. 8. The dipole potential is overlapped to the harmonic magnetic trap, hence the bottom of the
box potential has a small, negligible to our purposes, curvature.

Experimental protocol - A thermal state is prepared in the box-shaped uncoupled DW; its temperature is estimated
by analyzing the speckle pattern emerging after 11.2 ms of time-of-flight (TOF) [27, 38]. For the experiment presented
in the main text, the temperature is 62 (4) nK.
To excite a single density mode the amplitude of the dipole trap is modulated over time at a frequency in resonance
with the phononic mode ω2 = c k2 = c 2π/L. For the experiment under consideration, the box length is L ≈ 50µm
and speed of sound c ≈ 1.8 µm/ms, therefore the driving frequency used is ω2 = 2π · 36 Hz. The modulation lasts for
30 ms, corresponding to approximately one period, after which the system is let equilibrate for 130 ms. The full out-
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FIG. 9. Density ripple data from experiment.- Each panel shows a single realization (grey) and average signal (red) of density
ripple ntof(z) at different evolution times. The top left panel (t = −30 ms) shows the data in thermal equilibrium (before the
driving protocol is on). We then drive the system with frequency resonant to the first mode ω1 = k1c with k1 = 2π/L and
c being the speed of sound. The driving is stopped at t = 0 ms (top right). The system is then let to naturally evolve. The
dashed lines indicate the relevant length in which we are extracting the total phase (L ≈ 46 ± 3 µm). The black solid line
indicates mean linear density n0 ≈ 64 µm−1 calculated in thermal equilibrium (t = −30 ms). In extracting ϕ+(z), we also
take into account slight spatial variation in mean density n0(z) by using the data shown in red line in panel (a). The system’s
dynamics is probed at every time step ∆t = 5 ms with 11.2 ms TOF measurement. Experimental repetition for each time step
is ∼ 130 shots.

of-equilibrium dynamics is monitored by extracting, at each time step, the density profiles ntof(z) of the condensates
from absorption pictures taken after 11.2 ms of time-of-flight (TOF). We repeat the experimental procedure many
times to collect a statistically large set of data. For the experiment under study, we consider approximately 130
repetitions. The ensemble of recorded density profiles and the relative mean profile for selected time steps is shown
in Fig. 9.

To obtain the longitudinal density profile of the atomic cloud, the imaging beam is sent from the transverse direction.
During the preparation of the experiment, we make sure that the two clouds in the double well are perfectly balanced
and uncoupled. Ensuring the symmetry of the system allows us to assume that the two quasicondensates share the
same density profiles and the same dynamics.

To better appreciate the evolution of the system during and after the driving, from the recorded density profile
ntof(z) we extract, at each time step, the density perturbation as ∆n(z, t) = ⟨ntof(z, t)⟩ − ⟨ntof(z, t)⟩, where overline
denotes the average over time. For long enough evolution times, ⟨ntof(z, t)⟩ is equal to the background density profile.
Fig. 10 illustrates the full dynamics of the density perturbation. In the plot, the driving interval is denoted by
negative times and t = 0 represents the end of the driving; positive times refer to the evolution subsequent to the
driving. During the 130 ms of evolution, heating of the system is negligible and the measured atom loss rate is about
1 atom/ms, with the total atom number being about 3400. The measured loss arises from three-body recombination,
collisions with the background gas particles and technical noise.
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FIG. 10. Evolution of the mean density perturbation ∆n(z, t).- Negative times refer to the driving period, while positive times
represent the subsequent evolution. The initial time −t0 = −30 ms corresponds to the initial thermal state. The color map
indicates the amplitude of the perturbation over time. The dashed lines mark approximately the position of the box edges,
while the small triangles on the side represent some selected time step for which the full density profile ntof(z) is shown in
Fig.9.
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