Moving perturbation in a one-dimensional Fermi gas - Supplemental material

Wave front velocities

The velocities of the density wave fronts in Table I of the
main text are extracted by making a linear fit z(¢) = t—i—xo
to the approximate edge of the wave, as shown in Flg. S1.
The edge points are obtained as the points where the density
change reaches 20 % of the minimum of each time step within
a time interval where the propagation is linear. Error bars for
the coefficients v\z.f. are obtained as the 95 % confidence inter-
vals, and the largest error is quoted in the text above Table 1.
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FIG. S1: (Color online). The density difference n+(t) — ns4(0) as
in Fig. 2. Black dots mark the wave front edge where the density
change is 20 % of the minimum and a linear fit to them is shown as
a black line.

The non-interacting system

Comparison to the non-interacting case reveals a clear dif-
ference in the particle kinetics. For non-interacting particles,
the phase difference is more irregular than in the interact-
ing case, as shown in Fig. S2. This is due to the increased
movement of particles, as seen in the density profiles of Fig.
S3: In the fast regime, there is a larger deviation from the
ground state than in the interacting case. For slow pertur-
bations, a wave front of hole excitations propagates with the
single-particle velocity (Table I of the main text) and is seen
as a small reduction of density in the right edge of the cloud
att = 60 % Therefore, compared to the interacting case of
Fig. 4 of the main text, the coherence in the phase is broken
earlier in the whole particle cloud. We have used a single-
doublon model to describe the phase imprinted on the wave
function in the high-velocity regime. Apart from the irreg-
ularities, this description extends to the limit of no interac-
tions. For two non-interacting particles with a wavefunction
(@) = [¥r(@) [9u (@) = 25 aa(®) [T, 85 () )l
where |o;) |0,0,---,04,0,---,0), the pair correlation
function is (48] clcl e c;1 [¥) = €Ay Bil o], giv-
ing the same phase factor as for the single doublon. For

= 0.5 J, the densities are closer to the equilibrium ones
than in the interacting case. The small oscillations that remain

in the distributions of Fig. S3 are Friedel oscillations due to
the finite size of the system.
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FIG. S2: (Color online). The phase ¢;; at different time steps for
v =4J (a,b)and v = 0.5 J (c, d) of the Gaussian potential well
with Vo = =2 J, for U =0 J.
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FIG. S3: (Color online). The density distributions at different time
steps as in Fig. 1 of the main text, for U = 0 J. The first row shows
a slow Gaussian well (Vo = 2 J) with v = 0.5 J and the second row
a fast one withv =4 J.

A striking difference between the interacting and non-
interacting cases is observed when considering the decay of
the correlations. The decay of |C;;| for U = 0 is shown on
logarithmic scale in Fig. S4. Since in the non-interacting case,
there are no nontrivial pair correlations in the ground state, the
decay law of |C;;| does not change when the system is per-
turbed. In other words, the velocity of the perturbation does
not essentially affect the correlations. In contrast, in the inter-
acting system, a slow perturbation reduces |C;;| to the same
decay law as in the non-interacting case, indicating that the
initial nontrivial pair correlations are broken. Thus the cor-
relations are preserved in the fast and destroyed in the slow
perturbation regimes. The drastic difference between the in-
teracting and non-interacting cases highlights the role and fate
of pair correlations in the presence of a moving perturbation.
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FIG. S4: (Color online). The pair correlation |C, LL |forU =0

shown as in Fig. 3 of the main text. A fit f(x) = kz + a to the
ground state correlation gives the coefficients & = —1.5 + 0.9 and
a=-5+2.

The perturbations in momentum-frequency space

The moving wave-packet perturbation probes certain re-
gions of the excitation spectrum. These regions are given by
the Fourier transforms V(k, w) of the perturbing potentials. In
the case of a Gaussian function, the Fourier transform is
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where @ = 1(vk + w). Due to the finite size of the system,
the time integral is over a finite period. The space integral

can be approximated to infinity for fast-decaying perturba-
tions. For the Lorentzian perturbation, the Fourier transform
is Vi (k,w) = 4me~7"¥le=i@T Tsinc(aT'). The functions have
a symmetric distribution around k£ = 0 in momentum space
and oscillations around the w = —vk peak in the frequency
part, as shown in Fig. S5. The perturbations can therefore ex-
cite modes with various velocities. In an infinite system, the
possible excitations are limited since the frequency part is a
delta function, limy_, o Tsinc(aT’) = d(a).
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FIG. S5: Contours of the Fourier transforms |V (k,w)| (left) and
|VL(k,w)| (right) for v = 1 .J, where black denotes the maximum
value and white the minimum. A small value of T'(T' = 5 %) is used
for plotting in order to make the oscillations in the frequency part
visible.



