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We study the late-time dynamics of two particles confined in one spatial dimension and subject
to two-body losses. The dynamics is exactly described by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian that can
be analytically studied both in the continuum and on a lattice. The asymptotic decay rate and
the universal power-law form of the decay of the number of particles are exactly computed in the
whole parameter space of the problem. When in the initial state the two particles are far apart,
the average number of particles in the setup decays with time t as t−1/2; a different power law,
t−3/2, is found when the two particles overlap in the initial state. These results are valid both in
the continuum and on a lattice, but in the latter case a logarithmic correction appears.

I. INTRODUCTION

Universality is a key notion in physics related to the
possibility of performing the transition from the micro-
scopic to the macroscopic scale by systematically discard-
ing irrelevant information [1–3]. In recent years signifi-
cant interest has been sparked by the discovery of emer-
gent universal behaviors in open quantum many-body
systems [4, 5]. Among the many setups where they have
been identified, we list here polariton condensates [6, 7],
lossy gases [8], quantum reactive systems [9–11], Ryd-
berg atoms [12, 13] or quantum spin chains [14, 15]. Our
focus here is on two-body losses, one of the most inves-
tigated mechanisms that can induce a many-body corre-
lated open quantum dynamics in a bosonic or fermionic
degenerate gas [16–41], and that is also of particular
experimental relevance in the framework of ultra-cold
gases [42–51]. Additionally, some articles have high-
lighted potential metrological and quantum information
applications [19, 33].

So far, theoretical studies have focused on two uni-
versal features: (i) the scaling of the asymptotic expo-
nential decay rate (ADR) with the linear system size,
λADR ∼ L−α, and (ii) the late-time decay of the gas den-
sity, n(t) ∼ t−β . The calculation of the exponent α bene-
fits from several simplifications that are inherent to lossy
gases, and that have allowed for studies in wide ranges of
parameters [31]. On the other hand, the exponent β has
proven more difficult to compute, and it has been charac-
terized only under certain restrictive assumptions. In the
bosonic context, for instance, analytical expressions have
been derived only for weakly-interacting gases with adi-
abatic losses, or for hard-core gases [25, 35, 36, 52, 53];
remarkably, it has been possible to perform the study
also in the presence of a harmonic confinement [41, 53–
55]. However, identifying the value of β for generic values
of interparticle interactions or for arbitrary loss rates re-
mains an open and challenging task.

In this article, we address the problem of computing
α and β for generic model parameters by considering a
simplified initial condition, namely that of a quantum
system consisting of just two particles. In this situation,
only one two-body loss process can take place and this
allows for important technical simplifications. Indeed, for
open quantum systems, it is always possible to consider
the no-click dynamics by performing a postselection, so
that the Lindblad master equation maps onto a simpler
non-Hermitian dynamics [56]. In the situation that we
are considering, the number of particles can be deduced
exactly from this effective non-Hermitian dynamics [35].
Since we consider local losses, in order to have a non-

trivial loss dynamics we need to consider an orbital wave-
function that is symmetric under exchange, so that two
particles can occupy the very same position in space. No-
tice that such a state can be realized both with bosons
(be they spinless or spinful, in which case the spin part
of the wavefunction needs to be symmetric under spin
exchange) or spin-1/2 fermions (provided the spin part
of the wavefunction is a singlet). We will discuss two spa-
tial geometries in which the two atoms are confined: a
translationally invariant one-dimensional (1D) tube and
a uniform tight-binding chain with a single energy level
per spatial site. In both cases, we revisit the known re-
sults for the ADR exponent α and compute analytically
the value of the density power-law exponent β for differ-
ent initial conditions.
Our approach is based on an effective “linearization”

of the eigenvalue equations of the non-Hermitian Hamil-
tonian around the most long-lived modes in the limit
L → ∞. This allows us to describe correctly the late-
time dynamics of the gas in the whole space of param-
eters, also for intermediate interaction strengths or loss
rates. We present numerical exact results that are well
described by our analytical approximation, that exhibits
a universal scaling collapse. The approach has the addi-
tional merit of highlighting the link existing between the
exponents α and β, which has been overlooked so far.
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In the continuum limit, we compute the value α = 3;
on a lattice, not only we find a set of modes with α = 3,
but also additional branches characterized by α = 5.
The value of the exponent β depends non-trivially on
the initial conditions. We consider the case of two over-
lapping particles, for which β = 3/2, and the case of two
well-separated particles, for which β = 1/2; we will also
demonstrate that by changing initial conditions we can
create situations where the dynamics of the mean number
of particles crosses over between these two algebraic de-
cays; no other exponents β appear in the problem. These
universal results are valid for the entire parameter space
and provide clear scaling functions that allow one to col-
lapse the data onto universal curves. The branches char-
acterized by α = 5 are responsible for the appearance of
a logarithmic correction in the lattice. It is important to
observe that it is difficult to identify the logarithmic cor-
rection by pure numerical means, as in the situations that
we studied it could be interpreted as a different and non-
universal scaling exponent β′. The possibility of studying
the problem in a limit where analytical calculations could
be performed has the merit of clarifying the difficulties
associated with numerical studies of β in lattice setups.
These analytical insights result from the simplified ini-

tial condition with two particles. We believe, however,
that the linearization technique that we introduce here,
based on the approximation of the dynamics around the
most long-lived modes, can be employed in an appropri-
ate form also for the more demanding situations in which
a many-particle gas at finite density is initially prepared.
One such technique would allow to investigate whether
the results presented in this article capture the dynamics
also in finite-density situations when the time is suffi-
ciently late for the system to be close to the stationary
state.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II we in-
troduce the models for a continuum setup and on a lat-
tice, and we give an overview of the mapping to a non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian that we employ in the study of
the dynamics. In Sec. III, we present a brief summary of
our results and describe the general behavior of the lossy
dynamics. In Sec. IV, we discuss the spectrum of the
non-Hermitian Hamiltonian and the linearization proce-
dure. In Sec. V, we derive universal expressions for the
mean number of particles at late times; we comment also
on the appearance of the quantum Zeno effect in this
system. The conclusions and perspectives of our results
are presented in Sec. VI. The article is concluded by nine
appendices.

II. MODELS AND EFFECTIVE
NON-HERMITIAN DYNAMICS

We begin by presenting the two models (in the contin-
uum and on a lattice) that will be studied in the article;
we will only consider the case of local losses, meaning
that a loss event can occur only if the two particles have

a non-zero probability of being at the same position. Our
focus is on initial states with two identical spinless bosons
and in the final part of this section, we describe the exact
mapping of its Lindblad master-equation time-evolution
onto a non-Hermitian dynamics.

A. Two spinless bosons in the continuum

We consider a one-dimensional continuous system of
length ℓ (we assume periodic boundary conditions) pop-
ulated by bosons with contact interactions described by
the Lieb-Liniger model. We denote by M the mass of
the bosons and by σ the typical spatial extension of their
individual initial wavefunctions; the typical initial en-
ergy of each boson is E0 = ℏ2/(2Mσ2). In the follow-
ing, lengths are measured in units of σ, energies in units
of E0, and times in units of ℏ/E0.
Let Ψ†(x) and Ψ(x) be the creation and annihilation

operators of a boson at position x. In this case, the
Lindblad master equation [57] for the density matrix of
the system ρ reads [16, 24]

dρ

dt
= −i[H, ρ] +

∫ ℓ

0

[
L(x)ρL†(x)− 1

2
{L†(x)L(x), ρ}

]
dx,

(1)
where L(x) =

√
γ
2Ψ(x)2 are the jump operators modeling

the local two-body losses and γ > 0 is the loss rate. The
Lieb-Liniger Hamiltonian H is defined by [58, 59]

H =

∫ ℓ

0

Ψ†(x)

(
− ∂2

∂x2
+

g

2
Ψ†(x)Ψ(x)

)
Ψ(x)dx, (2)

where g > 0 is the repulsive interaction strength; this
Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by the Bethe ansatz
[60–63]. The number operator in this context reads N =∫ ℓ

0
Ψ†(x)Ψ(x)dx.

B. Two spinless bosons on a lattice

We will also consider a one-dimensional lattice of L
sites with periodic boundary conditions populated by
bosons that can hop between neighboring lattice sites
and feature contact interaction; this system is described
by the Bose-Hubbard model. We set the lattice spacing

a to 1. We denote b†j and bj the creation and annihilation

operators of a boson at site j ∈ {1, . . . , L}. In the fol-
lowing, energies are measured in units of J , the hopping
amplitude between neighboring sites, and times are mea-
sured in units of ℏ/J . In this case, the master equation
reads [17, 25]

dρ

dt
= −i [H, ρ] +

L∑
j=1

(
LjρL

†
j −

1

2
{L†

jLj , ρ}
)
. (3)

Here H is the single-band Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian,
H = Hhop +Hint, which comprises a hopping term and
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a local repulsive interaction with strength U > 0

Hhop = −
L∑

j=1

(
b†j+1bj + h.c.

)
, Hint =

U

2

L∑
j=1

b†2j b2j .

(4)
On the other hand, Lj is a jump operator modeling a

two-body loss event at site j, Lj =
√

γ
2 b

2
j . The operator

counting the total number of particles is N =
∑L

j=1 nj

where nj = b†jbj counts the particles at site j. We note
in passing that, unlike the Lieb-Liniger model, the Bose-
Hubbard model is no longer solvable via the Bethe ansatz
for N > 2 [64].

C. Remarks on the fermionic problem

Dealing with two bosonic particles forces the wave-
function of the system written in first quantization to
be symmetric under exchange of particles. Two-fermion
states are characterized by a symmetric orbital wavefunc-
tion under the condition that the spin wavefunction is
antisymmetric under exchange. In the case of spin-1/2
fermions, this is what happens when we consider the two
particles in a singlet state. As we further elaborate in Ap-
pendix A, the results that we are going to derive in the
rest of the paper also apply to fermionic problems with
two particles in a singlet state and local two-body losses.
We note in passing that some of our results also apply
to the two-point correlation function in the tight-binding
chain of spinless fermions with dephasing [65, 66].

D. Effective non-Hermitian dynamics

In general terms, the Lindblad master equations that
we introduced in Eqs. (1) and (3) can be written using
L, the Liouvillian superoperator in Lindblad form acting
on the density matrix of the system ρ:

dρ

dt
= L[ρ], L = K + J . (5)

We divide L into two superoperators K and J : the for-
mer conserves the number of particles whereas the lat-
ter decreases it by enforcing the two-body loss. The
action of K can be written by introducing an effective
non-hermitian Hamiltonian Heff

K[ρ] = −i
(
Heffρ− ρH†

eff

)
, (6)

which commutes with N , the total number operator,
[Heff, N ] = 0.
In the continuum case, by comparing Eqs. (1) and (2)

with Eqs. (5) and (6), we identify

Heff =

∫ ℓ

0

Ψ†(x)

(
− ∂2

∂x2
+ cΨ†(x)Ψ(x)

)
Ψ(x)dx (7)

and J [ρ] =
∫ ℓ

0
L(x)ρL†(x)dx. The effective Hamiltonian

Heff is a Lieb-Liniger Hamiltonian with a complex two-
body interaction strength c = g/2 − iγ/4. Analogously,
in the lattice case we identify

Heff = H − i

2

L∑
j=1

L†
jLj = Hhop + 2u

L∑
j=1

b†2j b2j (8)

and J [ρ] =
∑L

j=1 LjρL
†
j . The effective Hamiltonian is a

single-band Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian with an effective
complex on-site interaction parameter 2u = U/2− iγ/4.
In both the lattice and continuum cases, we observe that
J satisfies:

NJ [ρ] = J [Nρ]− 2J [ρ]. (9)

When ρ has a well-defined number of particles, this equal-
ity can be interpreted as a mathematical statement of the
fact that J decreases N by two.
Let us now focus on the dynamics of the mean number

of particles in the system

N (t) = Tr[ρ(t)N ]. (10)

We assume that initially the system is prepared in a pure
two-particle state |Ψ0⟩: only one loss event can take place
and once it occurs the system is described by the vacuum,
a state that contributes trivially to the observable of our
interest. Therefore, N (t) can be computed via the non-
Hermitian and number-conserving dynamics of Heff (see
Ref. [35] and Appendix B for a proof):

N (t) = 2 ⟨Ψ(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ , |Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHefft |Ψ0⟩ . (11)

The effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian Heff is respon-
sible for reducing the squared norm of |Ψ(t)⟩ in Eq. (11),
and thus gives a nontrivial time dependence to the av-
erage particle number, even though it commutes with
the total particle number, i.e., [Heff , N ] = 0. On the
other hand, as we anticipated, the operator J enforces
a two-body loss event since the jump operators satisfy
[N,L(x)] = −2L(x) in the continuum and [N,Lj ] =
−2Lj in the lattice setup.
The dynamics of N (t) depends on the spectral prop-

erties of Heff. Since we are focusing on models with local
contact interactions or local losses, we can label the eigen-
states with two momenta k1 and k2; however, sinceHeff is
non-Hermitian, these momenta are complex. We denote∣∣ΨR

k1k2

〉
and

∣∣ΨL
k1k2

〉
the right and the left eigenvectors

of Heff, respectively (see Ref. [56] for a broad overview of
non-Hermitian Hamiltonians):

Heff

∣∣ΨR
k1k2

〉
=Ek1k2

∣∣ΨR
k1k2

〉
, (12a)

H†
eff

∣∣ΨL
k1k2

〉
=E∗

k1k2

∣∣ΨL
k1k2

〉
. (12b)

The eigenenergies are complex and will be parametrized
as:

Ek1k2
= ϵk1k2

− i

2
Γk1k2

(13)
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with ϵk1k2
and Γk1k2

real-valued. In our model, which
includes only lossy events and no gain, Γk1,k2

≥ 0.
We remark here that in the rest of the article we will

also make use of the alternative parametrization in terms
of the total momentum K = k1 + k2 and of the relative
momentum δ

2 = k1−k2

2 [35, 67–69]. Here K will be real
because we are considering Hamiltonians Heff that are
translationally invariant; it is expected to take the form
2πZ/ℓ in the continuum and 2πp/L on the lattice, with
p ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1}.
With a few algebraic passages that make use of the

completeness relation
∑

(k1,k2)

∣∣ΨL
k1k2

〉〈
ΨR

k1k2

∣∣ = I, we

obtain

N (t) =
∑

(k1,k2)

∑
(q1,q2)

f (k1, k2, q1, q2) e
−i(Eq1q2

−E∗
k1k2

)t

(14)
with

f (k1, k2, q1, q2) = 2
〈
Ψ0

∣∣ΨL
k1k2

〉 〈
ΨR

k1k2

∣∣ΨR
q1q2

〉 〈
ΨL

q1q2

∣∣Ψ0

〉
.

(15)
This equation cannot be further simplified because, un-
like in Hermitian systems, the right eigenvectors are not
orthogonal.

In the long-time limit, the expression (14) can be fur-
ther simplified: complex exponentials dephase in time
and one can simply retain a single sum:

N (t) ≃
∑

(k1,k2)

f̃ (k1, k2) e
−Γk1k2

t, (16)

where we have introduced the notations f̃ (k1, k2) =
f (k1, k2, k1, k2). The decay of the particles is the sum of
many exponential decays, and the most long-lived states
correspond to the energy eigenvalues of Heff with the
smallest absolute value of the imaginary part, i.e., closest
to zero; this is the definition of the ADR:

λADR = min
k1,k2

such that Γk1k2
̸=0

Γk1k2

2
. (17)

The ADR is often called the Liouvillian gap in the con-
text of master equations. Our goal is to show that there
is an intermediate time regime where the decaying expo-
nentials conjure an effective universal power-law decay
susceptible to a scaling collapse for all parameters.

III. SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Before entering into the details of our calculations, we
present here an overview of our results.

First of all, in this article we revisit the study of
the spectral properties of the non-Hermitian Hamilto-
nian Heff, which has complex eigenvalues with negative
imaginary part. Eigenvalues can be characterized by two
quantum numbers, and for this discussion the best choice
is to consider the total and relative momenta of the two
particles.

continuum, ∀K lattice, K ∼ 0 lattice, K ∼ π

λADR ℓ−3 L−3 L−5

α 3 3 5

Table I. Universal scaling of the asymptotic decay rate λADR

with the system size in the continuum ∼ ℓ−α or on a lattice
L−α in the symmetry sector with total momentum K; on a
lattice, the scaling depends on whether K is close to 0 or π.

Figure 1. Sketch of the spectrum of Heff plotted in the com-
plex plane, EK,δ = εK,δ − iΓK,δ/2. We consider the contin-
uum Hamiltonian (7) and fix K = 0. The long-lived modes
correspond to the smallest ΓK=0,δ while the fast-decaying
modes correspond to the largest ΓK=0,δ. The linearized spec-
trum drawn with a dark blue line captures well the long-lived
modes.

In the continuum limit, for any value of K we find
states with δ ∼ 0 which have an imaginary part of the
energy, −ΓK,δ/2, scaling as ℓ

−3. In the lattice, depending
on the value of K, two scalings appear: for K ∼ 0 the
scaling is L−3, for K ∼ π the scaling is L−5; this is
summarized in Table I. To the best of our knowledge,
the existence of a λADR in the lattice scaling as L−5 has
never been observed before. In Appendix C we show that
this scaling persists also for larger numbers of particles,
N > 2, in the context of the non-Hermitian fermionic
Hubbard model, that can be studied using the techniques
of integrability [31].

The general form of the spectrum is sketched in Fig. 1,
where we plot a branch of complex eigenvalues EK,δ for
the continuum non-Hermitian Hamiltonian in Eq. (7).
The sketch highlights the different role played by the
eigenvalues in the dynamics, as it can be intuitively de-
duced from Eq. (16). Those characterized by a large
ΓK=0,δ are labeled as fast-decaying modes and they influ-
ence the initial transient dynamics. The universal long-
time dynamics is instead determined by the long-lived
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Figure 2. Sketch of the four initial states studied in this ar-
ticle. (a) Continuum case. In the top sketch both particles
are localized around ℓ

2
; in the bottom one, one particle is lo-

calized around ℓ
4
and the other one around 3ℓ

4
. We set σ = 1

as unit of length. (b) Lattice case. In the top sketch both
particles are at the site x0; in the bottom one, one particle is
at the site x0 and the other one is at the site x0 + L−1

2
(in

this article L is odd).

modes with small ΓK=0,δ. The exact description of the
universal dynamics therefore does not necessitate the use
of the correct expression for all eigenvalues. The tech-
nique that we propose in this paper is to approximate the
spectrum with a linearized branch that coincides with the
exact one only in the region with ΓK,δ ∼ 0. The poor
approximation of the fast decaying modes is solely re-
sponsible for the fact that we produce a poor description
of the initial transient dynamics, which is non-universal
and is not of interest here.

Another set of results concerns the dynamics of the
system. Figure 2 shows a sketch of the initial conditions
that we consider, both in the continuum (panel (a)) and
on the lattice (panel (b)). In each case, we consider two
scenarios: two particles spatially localized at the same
position (top sketch) and two particles separated by half
the system size (bottom sketch).

For these initial conditions, we find that the behavior of
the average number of particles N (t) in Eq. (11) evolves
through three different regimes, as we sketch in Fig. 3 and
explain below. First, a non-universal transient dynamics
takes place; this transient depends both on the initial
condition and on the specific parameters of the master
equation. Since the goal of this article is to look for
universal behaviors of the lossy gas, in this study we will
not consider it.

Figure 3. Sketch of the dynamics of the mean number of
particles as a function of time N (t) in log-log scale. The
dynamics in the green area is predicted analytically for any
value of interaction strength, loss rate and system size.

Initially at the
same position

Initially
far apart

Continuum t−
3
2 t−

1
2

Lattice t−
3
2

(
log

(
κt−

1
2

)
+ C

)
t−

1
2

(
log

(
κt−

1
2

)
+ C′

)
Table II. Summary of the universal long-time dynamics of
N (t). Here κ is a known function of U , γ and L while C and
C′ are known constants. In the continuum, the number of
particles decays as a power-law. In the lattice, a log correction
appears.

After this initial transient, the system enters a regime
in which the universal features of N (t) do emerge. The
main result of this paper is the characterization of such an
intermediate universal regime as summarized in Table II.
In the continuum, we find a power-law decay N (t) ∼
t−β where β = 3/2 if the two particles are initially at
the same position and β = 1/2 if the two particles are
initially separated by half of the system size. On the
lattice, a logarithmic correction appears: we find N (t) ∼
t−

3
2

(
log
(
κt−

1
2

)
+ C

)
if the two particles are initially at

the same position and N (t) ∼ t−
1
2

(
log
(
κt−

1
2

)
+ C ′

)
if

the two particles are initially separated by half of the
system size. Here κ is a known function of U , γ and L
while C and C ′ are constants; their explicit expressions
are presented in Sec. VB.

Finally, after this universal long-time dynamics, an ex-
ponential decay N (t) ∼ e−2λADRt appears that is related
to the ADR. This takes place at a time scaling as λ−1

ADR
that in our problem increases polynomially with the sys-
tem size.
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IV. STRUCTURE OF THE SPECTRUM,
LINEARIZATION PROCEDURE, AND

ASYMPTOTIC DECAY RATE

In this Section, we diagonalize the effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian in the N = 2 sector. We charac-
terize its eigenvectors, analyze the structure of its eigen-
values, and linearize the Bethe equations around the most
long-lived modes to compute the ADR.

A. Right and left eigenvectors of Heff and
associated eigenvalues

We begin by discussing the eigenvectors of Heff. In the
continuum, we write [60–63]∣∣ΨR

k1k2

〉
=

∫ ℓ

0

∫ ℓ

0

dx1dx2Ψ
R
k1k2

(x1, x2)Ψ
†(x1)Ψ

†(x2) |v⟩
(18a)

where |v⟩ denotes the vacuum state. On the lattice, we
analogously have [70, 71]

∣∣ΨR
k1k2

〉
=

L∑
x1=1

L∑
x2=1

ΨR
k1k2

(x1, x2)b
†
x1
b†x2

|v⟩ . (18b)

In both cases, we define

ΨR
k1k2

(x1, x2) ∝{
ei(k1x1+k2x2) + sk1k2

ei(k2x1+k1x2), x1 ≤ x2

ei(k1x2+k2x1) + sk1k2
ei(k1x1+k2x2), x1 > x2

(19)

where the two-particle S-matrix sk1k2
in the continuum

case takes the value:

sk1k2
=

k1 − k2 − ic

k1 − k2 + ic
, (20a)

while on a lattice it reads:

sk1k2
=

sin k1 − sin k2 − 2iu

sin k1 − sin k2 + 2iu
. (20b)

Note that ΨR
k1k2

(x1, x2) in Eq. (19) can be expressed as

a separable function of the center-of-mass position x1+x2

2
and of the relative distance x1 − x2. One then obtains a
natural writing in terms of the center-of-mass momentum
K = k1 + k2 and the relative momentum δ

2 = k1−k2

2 , as
we anticipated in Sec. IID:

ΨR
k1k2

(x1, x2) ∝ ei(k1+k2)
x1+x2

2 ×(
e−i

k1−k2
2 |x1−x2| + sk1k2e

i
k1−k2

2 |x1−x2|
)
.

(21)

Because of the periodic boundary conditions, any pair
of quasi-momenta (k1, k2) should satisfy the Bethe equa-
tions, which in the continuum read:

eik1ℓ = sk2k1
= −c− i (k1 − k2)

c+ i (k1 − k2)
, k1 + k2 =

2π

ℓ
Z.

(22a)

On the lattice, they read:

eik1L = sk2k1
= −2u− i (sin k1 − sin k2)

2u+ i (sin k1 − sin k2)
, k1+k2 =

2π

L
p;

(22b)
with p ∈ {0, · · · , L− 1}. Once the momenta (k1, k2) are
determined with these equations, one eventually obtains
the eigenenergies of the Hamiltonian, whose right eigen-
values in the continuum are:

Ek1k2
= k21 + k22, (23a)

and on a lattice read:

Ek1k2
= −2 (cos k1 + cos k2) . (23b)

For both setups, we can show that the left eigenvectors
of Heff can be related to the functional form of the right
ones (see Appendix D and Ref. [72] for more details):∣∣ΨL

k1k2

〉
=

1〈
ΨR

k1k2

∣∣∣ΨR
k∗
1k

∗
2

〉 ∣∣∣ΨR
k∗
1k

∗
2

〉
. (24)

In the discrete case, when L is even, an eigenstate of
total momentum K = π appears that does not take
the Bethe-ansatz form in Eq. (19). It is of the form

1√
2L

∑L
j=1 e

iπj(b†j)
2 |v⟩. The state can be interpreted as

a bosonic analogue of the η-pairing states introduced in
Ref. [73] in the context of the fermionic Hubbard model.
This state has energy U−iγ/2 and corresponds to a state
that loses particles at a rate that does not depend on L
and contributes to the initial non-universal transient dy-
namics.
When L is even and K = π, the Bethe equation (22b)

has solutions k1 = (2m−1)π/L and k2 = π−k1 (m ∈ Z).
The corresponding energy and wavefunction are E = 0

and ΨR
k1k2

(x1, x2) ∝ eiπ
x1+x2

2 sin
(
k1−k2

2 |x1 − x2|
)
, re-

spectively. Note that the wavefunction is nonvanishing
only when 4m− 2 ̸= (2n− 1)L (n ∈ Z). Such a state is
an eigenstate of the Bose-Hubbard model with zero in-
teraction energy; as a consequence, it will not experience
two-body losses and it will play the role of a nontrivial
steady state of the dynamics (the trivial steady state is
the vacuum). Since we are interested in the universal fea-
tures of the decaying density, we will mostly work with
odd L, so that the system does not have any nontriv-
ial steady state and we are certified that, asymptotically,
the system will be empty because the vacuum is the only
stationary state.

B. Linearization of the spectrum in the continuum
and asymptotic decay rate

If we use the center-of-mass and relative momenta in
the continuum, Eq. (22a) becomes

e
i
2 δℓ = (−1)p+1 c− iδ

c+ iδ
, K =

2π

ℓ
p, p ∈ Z, δ ∈ C;

(25)
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Figure 4. Eigenenergies Epδ of Heff for two bosons in the
continuum for p = 0, 1 and c = 1 − i and ℓ = 100. The
other values of p can be obtained with a rigid translation
along the Re[E]-axis. The spectrum continues towards infinite
Re[E], with the Im[E] tending asymptotically towards the
value 4 Im[c]/ℓ.

Figure 5. Eigenenergies Epδ of Heff for two bosons in the
continuum for p ∈ {0, . . . , 7} and c = 1− i and ℓ = 100. The
colored points are obtained by a numerical solution of Eq. (25)
and the black crosses are the linearized spectrum Ep,q.

and accordingly the energy in Eq. (23a) reads

Epδ =
1

2
δ2 +

1

2

(
2π

ℓ
p

)2

. (26)

The sets of relative momenta δ which are solutions of
Eq. (25) depend on p only via its parity. Therefore, the
full spectrum can be deduced from the two branches cor-
responding to p = 0 and p = 1 only; the other branches
are obtained by translation along the Re[E]-axis. We
solve Eq. (25) with an iterative numerical method de-
scribed in Ref. [74] and we use Eq. (26) to obtain the
spectrum of Heff. In Fig 4, we show the energy branches
for p = 0, 1.

By inspecting the previous equations in certain
regimes, we are also able to extract some analytic asymp-
totic behavior. From Eq. (26), and recalling the def-
inition in Eq. (13), one can easily show that Γpδ =
−2Re[δ] Im[δ] and hence in order to characterize the
properties of the spectrum for long-lived states we per-
form a Taylor expansion of Eq. (25) for small δ, namely
|δ/c| ≪ 1. We obtain the following linearized momenta

(see Appendix E)

δ =


4πq + 4π

ℓ+ 4/c
if p is odd,

4πq + 2π

ℓ+ 4/c
if p is even;

q ∈ N. (27)

We substitute this analytical approximate expression into
Eq. (26) to obtain an approximate expression of the spec-
trum that we call linearized spectrum Ep,q. We observe
that in the complex energy plane, the linearized spectrum
occupies a line because (see Appendix E)

Im[Ep=0,q]

Re[Ep=0,q]
=

8 Im[c]
(
|c|2ℓ+ 4Re[c]

)
(|c|2ℓ+ 4Re[c])

2
+ 16 Im[c]2

(28)

is a constant that does not depend on q. The linearized
spectrum is compared to the exact spectrum in Fig. 5,
where it is plotted with black crosses.
Only the eigenvalues corresponding to the smallest Γpδ,

and thus to the largest decay times, are well captured by
the linearized spectrum. The linearization is accurate in
the limit ℓ|c| ≫ 1 because the most long-lived modes be-
come accumulation points for the eigenvalues of Heff. By
substituting Eq. (27) for p even and q = 0 into Eq. (26)
we find an analytical expression for the asymptotic decay
rate λADR that we defined in Eq. (17):

λADR =
4π2γ(

g2

4 + γ2

16

)
ℓ3

+ o(ℓ−3). (29)

A second regime that we can characterize analytically
is the opposite one of |δ/c| ≫ 1, corresponding to the
short-lived states which will ultimately be responsible for
the initial transient dynamics. By doing an analysis of
Eq. (25) for |δ/c| ≫ 1, we show that asymptotically the
imaginary part of the energy tends to the value 4| Im[c]|/ℓ
(see Appendix F).

C. Linearization of the spectrum on the lattice and
asymptotic decay rate

Using the total and relative momenta for the lattice
problem, Eq. (22b) becomes

e
i
2 δL =(−1)p+1 2u− 2i sin

(
δ
2

)
cos
(
π
Lp
)

2u+ 2i sin
(
δ
2

)
cos
(
π
Lp
) , δ ∈ C;

K =
2π

L
p, p ∈ {0, . . . , L− 1}. (30)

The energy reads

Epδ = −4 cos

(
δ

2

)
cos
(π
L
p
)
. (31)

We first solve numerically the Eq. (30) for each p and
we substitute these solutions into Eq. (31); the resulting
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Figure 6. Eigenenergies Epδ of Heff for two bosons on a lattice
of L = 21 sites for U = 1 and γ = 1. The branches character-
ized by a total momentum K = 2πp/L are represented with
the same color. The plot highlights the symmetry p ↔ L− p,
for which the eigenvalues coincide exactly.−4 −2 0 2 4

Re[E] (J)
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]
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Figure 7. Eigenenergies Epδ of Heff for two bosons on a lattice
of L = 21 sites for U = 1 and γ = 1; the modes corresponding
to the same value of |δ| are represented with the same color.
We do not display the branch of short-lived states and focus
only on the branches with 0 ≤ p ≤ 10 (for the other values of
p the value of |δ| is reverted).

spectrum is plotted in Fig. 6. We observe the appearance
of a short-lived branch that does not have an analogue in
the continuum setup and that is composed of states with
different total momenta. This branch is well-separated
from the other eigenstates, which have a smaller imagi-
nary part, and that can be grouped into branches with a
fixed p. Figure 7 illustrates that the eigenenergies having
the smallest Γ are associated to a δ close to 0 on one side
of the branch and δ close to 2π on the other side.
Since our goal is to produce a simple theory that cap-

tures well the long-lived modes, we proceed in a way that
is analogous to the previous subsection and perform a
Taylor expansion of Eq. (30) for |δ| ≪ 1 or |δ − 2π| ≪ 1.
From a simple observation of Fig. 7, we should expect a
significant dependence on p of the linearized momenta δ,

−0.5 0.0 0.5

Re[E] (J)

−0.04

−0.03

−0.02

−0.01

0.00

Im
[E

]
(J

)

linearized spectrum

Figure 8. Eigenenergies Epδ of Heff for two bosons on a lattice
of L = 21 sites for U = 1 and γ = 1. The colored points are
obtained with a numerical solution of Eq. (30) whereas the
black crosses correspond the linearized spectrum represented
only for p = 9, 10.

and indeed we find the following expressions for δ ∼ 0:

δ = (q +Dp)
4π

L+ 2
u cos

(
π
Lp
) , q ∈ N; (32a)

and for δ ∼ 2π

δ =

(
q +Dp −

1

u
cos
(π
L
p
)) 4π

L− 2
u cos

(
π
Lp
) , q ∈ N.

(32b)
Here, Dp = 1

2 if p is even and Dp = 1 if p is odd. In the
case of δ ∼ 0, the most long-lived modes are described
by q = 0. In the case of δ ∼ 2π, the most long-lived
modes correspond to q ∼ L/2, and more precisely to
q = (L− (L mod 2)) /2− 1− (p mod 2) (1− (L mod 2));
this latter expression is valid both for even and odd L.
In Fig. 8 we plot the linearized spectrum Ep,δ obtained
by substituting the expressions in Eqs. (32) into Eq. (31)
for two values of p.
Finally, we notice that the asymptotic decay rate λADR

takes the following simple form:

λADR =
4π4∆2

Lγ(
U2

4 + γ2

16

)
L5

+ o(L−5) (33)

with

∆L =


1
2 for L mod 2 = 1;

2 for L mod 4 = 0;

1 for L mod 4 = 2.

(34)

The ADR corresponds to an eigenvalue with p = ±(L2 −
∆L), hence to K ∼ π; Eq. (33) is obtained by substi-
tuting this value of p and Eq. (32a), with Dp = 1

2 and
q = 0, into Eq. (31). In contrast to the continuum case,
here the scaling is λADR ∼ L−5.
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However, if we consider the branches characterized by
p close to 0, and hence by K ∼ 0, we obtain:

λ
(p)
ADR = min

δ
| Im[Epδ]| =

4π2γ(
U2

4 + γ2

16

)
L3

+ o(L−3). (35)

This latter equation is the exact analogue of the ex-
pression for λADR found in the continuum, reported in
Eq. (29). In both cases, we have a scaling with the in-
verse system size to the third power. The ADR scaling as
L−5 is associated to a total momentum at the edge of the
Brillouin zone, and it is thus a lattice effect. The formu-
las that we just discussed on the ADR are summarized in
Table I. For completeness, we mention that in Ref. [31]
the authors compute the ADR for a fermionic lattice sys-
tem at finite density and show that λADR ∼ L−2.

V. UNIVERSAL LONG-TIME SCALINGS

In this section, we derive the universal expressions for
the mean number of particles at late times for the two
initial conditions illustrated in Fig. 2, both for the con-
tinuum system and the lattice.

A. Universal long-time scaling in the continuum

By using the total and relative momenta, Eq. (16) can
be rewritten as

N (t) =

∞∑
p=−∞

∑
δ∈Sp

f̃ (p, δ) e−
i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2)t, (36)

where Sp is the set of solutions of the Eqs. (25). If δ
is a solution, then −δ is also so; thus, when performing
actual calculations, in order to avoid double counting, we
always take Re[δ] > 0. If we consider a time much larger

than the typical fast-decay time, τfd =
(
4 | Im[c]|

ℓ

)−1

, then

the dynamics is well captured by the linearized spectrum.
Indeed, τfd is the typical decay-time of the majority of
eigenmodes, which are characterized by |δ/c| ≫ 1 and
that are solely responsible for the short-time transient
dynamics. We can thus simply sum over the δ in the

set S(0)
p , corresponding to the values given in Eq. (27);

for consistency, f̃(p, δ) has to be expanded to the leading
order in δ.

We detail this procedure for the case where the initial

state is Ψ0(x1, x2) ∝ e−(x1− ℓ
2 )

2

e−(x2− ℓ
2 )

2

, illustrated in
the top sketch of Fig. 2(a), with both particles local-
ized around the position ℓ/2 and corresponding to two
particles initially at the same position. The explicit ex-
pression for f̃(p, δ) is obtained using the definitions given
in Sec. IV and is reported in Appendix G; an expansion
for δ close to zero, corresponding to the most long-lived

modes, gives:

f̃0(p, δ) ≈ g0(ℓ, c)
|δ|4

δ2 − δ∗2
e−

1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )2 . (37)

The explicit expression of g0(ℓ, c) is in Eq. (H1) (see Ap-
pendix H for details). We obtain:

N (t) ≈ g0(ℓ, c)

∞∑
p=−∞

∑
δ∈S(0)

p

|δ|4 e−
1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )2

δ2 − δ∗2
e−

i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2)t.

(38)
By transforming the sums into integrals, it can be shown
that long after the time τfd has passed, corresponding
to the typical decay time of the modes characterized by
|δ/c| ≫ 1, but before the asymptotic exponential decay
is reached (the Liouvillian gap being small but finite)
the average number of particles decays as a power law
according to

N (t) ≈ h0(ℓ, c) (Γct)
−3/2

, Γc =
| Im[c]|
|c|2 . (39)

The explicit expression of the universal rescaling func-
tion h0(ℓ, c) is given in Eq. (H8) (see Appendix H for
details). This is one of the main results of this article
and it shows the existence of a universal behavior in the
time-dependence of the density of the system. Remark-
ably, the power law t−3/2 and the exponent β = 3/2 do
not depend on the complex interaction constant c. This
result was not easily anticipated as in previous works
looking for universal behaviors in gases at finite density,
the gas was shown to have two different universal decays
for weak and strong interactions (for instance, for the
fermionic case, see Refs. [30, 52]).
In Fig. 9, we compare the approximate result we just

derived with the exact expression of N (t) computed us-
ing the exact formula in Eq. (14). The comparison is
excellent and shows that the linearization of the spec-
trum is a powerful technique for extracting the universal
decay of the density as t−3/2. Moreover, thanks to the
rescaling function h0(ℓ, c), we observe a perfect collapse
of the exact numerical data.
We now consider a different initial state Ψ1(x1, x2) ∝

e−(x1− ℓ
4 )

2

e−(x2− 3ℓ
4 )2 +e−(x2− ℓ

4 )
2

e−(x1− 3ℓ
4 )2 , illustrated in

the bottom sketch of Fig. 2(a). One particle is localized
around ℓ

4 and the other one is localized around 3ℓ
4 , so that

the particles are separated by half of the system size. For
this initial condition, we obtain the following expansion
of f̃(p, δ):

f̃1 (p, δ) = g1(ℓ, c)
|δ|2

δ2 − δ∗2
e−

1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )2 . (40)

The different behavior of f̃1 for small δ with respect to
f̃0 is responsible for a different universal long-time decay.
Following the same steps outlined previously, we find, for
the same range of t corresponding to the intermediate
algebraic regime,

N (t) ≈ h1(ℓ) (Γct)
−1/2

, Γc =
| Im[c]|
|c|2 . (41)
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Figure 9. Dynamics of the mean number of particles N (t)
rescaled by the scaling function h0(ℓ, c) for the initial state

Ψ0(x1, x2) ∝ e−(x1− ℓ
2 )

2

e−(x2− ℓ
2 )

2

and for ℓ = 500. The solid
lines correspond to the exact computations from Eq. (14) for
three different values of c. The dashed black line corresponds
to the universal expression given by Eq. (39); the collapse of
the data is excellent.
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Figure 10. Dynamics of the mean number of particles N (t)
rescaled by the scaling function h1(ℓ, c) for the initial state

Ψ1(x1, x2) ∝ e−(x1− ℓ
4
)2e−(x2− 3ℓ

4
)2 +x1 ↔ x2 and for ℓ = 500.

The solid lines correspond to the exact computations from
Eq. (14) for three different values of c. The dashed black line
corresponds to the universal expression given by Eq. (41); the
collapse of the data is excellent.

The explicit expressions of g1(ℓ, c) and h1(ℓ) are respec-
tively presented in Eqs. (H9) and (H10) in Appendix H.
In Fig. 10 we plot the function N (t) given by the ex-
act expression in Eq. (14) and we compare it with the
approximate analytical expression given by Eq. (41) to
highlight the universal power-law scaling t−1/2. The col-
lapse of the data onto the universal curve is apparent.

We can briefly estimate for which range of times the

Figure 11. Dynamics of the mean number of particlesN (t) for

the initial state Ψ1−s(x1, x2) ∝ e−(x1− ℓ
4
−s ℓ

4
)2e−(x2− 3ℓ

4
+s ℓ

4
)2+

x1 ↔ x2 for ℓ = 500. We consider one interaction strength
c = 1 − i and various s ∈ {0.2, 0.5, 0.8, 0.95}. The solid
curves correspond to the exact computation from Eq. (14);
the dashed and dashed-dotted lines correspond to the alge-
braic decays discussed in the main text. For s ∼ 1 the density
of bosons N (t) crosses over between two algebraic decays.

universal scalings that we just presented are valid. In
general, the decay of particles is characterized by a first
non-universal dynamics that is determined by the fast-
decaying modes, which decay on a typical time scale τfd,
and that constitute a lower bound for the appearance of
the universal behavior. At very late times, the universal
power-law scaling is then followed by an exponential de-
cay N (t) ∼ e−2λADRt. Concluding, we can thus estimate
that the expressions in Eqs. (39) and (41) are valid for
τfd ≪ t ≪ 1

λADR
.

1. Interpolating the two initial conditions

As it can be understood intuitively, the scaling N (t) ∼
t−1/2 is not peculiar to the situation where the two par-
ticles are initially separated by exactly half of the system
size. The same scaling emerges for all initial states con-
sisting of two non-overlapping Gaussians, i.e. separated
by a distance greater than their typical width. In Fig. 11,
we show the mean number of particles computed with the
exact expression given by Eq. (14) for the initial states

Ψ1−s(x1, x2) ∝ e−(x1− ℓ
4−s ℓ

4 )
2

e−(x2− 3ℓ
4 +s ℓ

4 )
2

+ x1 ↔ x2

(42)
for various values of the parameter s in the range [0, 1].
This wavefunction places the two particles at an initial
distance of ℓ

2 (1− s) and thus interpolates between the
two particles at the same position (s = 1) and the two
particles at their largest distance (s = 0).
At small s, the particles are initially far apart, their

overlap is negligible and the initial condition to any pur-
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pose completely indistinguishable from the s = 0 one.
We observe numerically that N (t) decays as t−1/2. We
can thus conclude that this power law characterizes the
algebraic decay of N (t) as long as the two particles are
initially far apart.

The situation is different when s is close to 1; ini-
tially the two particles are not far apart (as compared to
their typical widths); due to the unitary dynamics, the
two wave packets spread and can develop a large over-
lap, leading to a situation which will not be distinguish-
able from the one consisting of two perfectly overlapping
Gaussian wave packets at the initial time. We numeri-
cally observe this to be the case in Fig. 11: after an initial
N (t) ∝ t−1/2 decay (which gets shorter as s increases), a
second algebraic region N (t) ∝ t−3/2 emerges.

Importantly, even though as we discussed there may
be a competition between the two asymptotic algebraic
decays, no new power law emerges in this case, showcas-
ing the robustness of the power laws we characterized to
a perturbation of the system’s initial conditions.

2. Experimental relevance

So far we studied very large system sizes in order to let
the universal decay emerge in full clarity; however, since
we are considering only two particles, a smaller ℓ could
be more experimentally relevant. For the linearization
to be valid, the inequality ℓ|c| ≫ 1 should be satisfied;
we can therefore reduce the system size by introducing
larger dissipation rates. In Fig. 12, we show that the
scaling N (t) ∼ t−1/2 still emerges for a smaller system
of length ℓ = 30; the universal behavior is more visible
for large values of |c|, as expected. Since in this situation
the universal decay appears for significantly shorter times
and for higher values of the mean number of particles
with respect to the examples studied so far, we believe
that the universal decay that we are proposing is not
completely outside the possibilities of an experimental
observation.

B. Universal long-time scaling on the lattice

We now move to the lattice geometry and compute
N (t) for two initial states paralleling those discussed in
the continuum: in the first initial condition, the two par-
ticles are at the same site; in the second initial condition,
the two particles are at distant sites. As we already said,
we take L odd in order to avoid the presence of nontrivial
steady states.

In order to see the universal long-time scaling, we as-
sume that L|u| ≫ 1 and we consider times such that
L3 ≪ Γut ≪ L5 with

Γu =
256π2| Im(2u)|

|2u|2 =
1024π2γ

4U2 + γ2
. (43)

10−1 100 101 102

Γct

10−1

100

N
(t

)

c = 0.5 −0.5 i

c = 1 −1 i

c = 3 −3 i

c = 10 −10 i

h1(`)(Γct)
−1/2

Figure 12. Dynamics of the mean number of particles N (t)

for Ψ0(x1, x2) ∝ e−(x1− ℓ
4
)2e−(x2− 3ℓ

4
)2 + x1 ↔ x2 for a small

setup of length ℓ = 30. The solid lines correspond to the
exact computation from Eq. (14). The dashed black line cor-
responds to the universal expression given by Eq. (41). Even
if the size of the system is rather small, the universal behavior
can be clearly distinguished, especially for large values of |c|.

Under this assumption, the dynamics is well captured by
the long-lived modes and the relative momenta can be
linearized as in Eqs. (32a) and (32b).
We first consider the state in which two particles are

initially on the same site. In this case, we compute

N (t) ≈
√

2L3

π (Γut)
3

2Γu

γ
×

log
2

√
L5

Γut

+ C

 . (44)

We find that N (t) scales as t−3/2, exactly as in the con-
tinuum setup that we presented in Eq. (39). However,
unlike the continuum case, we find a logarithmic correc-
tion to the scaling. C is a universal constant that evalu-
ates approximately to 1.75, whose exact expression is in
Eq. (I17) in Appendix I.
On the other hand, if we consider an initial state where

one particle is at site x0 and the other is at x0+(L−1)/2,
we obtain

N (t) ≈ 16

√
L

2πΓut
×

log
2

√
L5

Γut

+ C ′

 . (45)

In this case N (t) scales as t−1/2, analogously to the con-
tinuum problem presented in Eq. (41). Here C ′ is a uni-
versal constant that evaluates approximately to 1.52, we
refer the interested reader to Eq. (I16). in Appendix I
for the detailed expression. We sketch the derivation of
Eq. (45) in Appendix I; Eq. (44) can be derived in a com-
pletely analogous way, but the calculations are slightly
more involved.
The presence of the logarithmic correction is robust

and is a direct consequence of the fact that the spectrum
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Figure 13. Dynamics of the mean number of particles N (t)
for the initial state |Ψ2⟩ = b†x0

b†x0
|v⟩ /

√
2 and for L = 121

sites. The solid curves correspond to the exact computation.
The dashed black line corresponds to the universal expression
given by Eq. (44); the collapse of the data is excellent.

Figure 14. Dynamics of the mean number of particles N (t)

for the initial state |Ψ3⟩ = b†x0
b†x0+(L−1)/2 |v⟩ and for L = 121

sites. The solid curves correspond to the exact computation.
The dashed black line corresponds to the universal expression
given by Eq. (45); the collapse of the data is excellent.

features two different ADR for the symmetry sectors with
total momentum K ∼ 0 and for K ∼ π, as we discussed
in Sec. IVC and in Table I. It can be misleading if one
tries to fit the numerical data without prior knowledge of
the universal form of N (t). Indeed, a fit using a power-
law decay of the form N (t) ∼ t−β might seem to properly
describe the data; however, by doing so, one recovers a
β that depends on U , γ and L. This blind approach
misses the universal behavior of the decay of the density
of particles and could be relevant also in other contexts,
such as those discussed in Refs. [15, 52].

In Figs. 13 and 14, we compare the analytical universal

scaling functions in Eqs. (44) and (45) with numerical re-
sults. For both initial conditions, we have a non-universal
dynamics at first. The universal power-law scaling with
logarithmic correction can be seen up to times scaling
as ∼ L5/Γu, which is the scaling of λ−1

ADR for total mo-
mentum K ∼ π. For longer times, the density decays
exponentially with a time scale determined by this ADR.
The collapse of the exact numerical data onto the uni-
versal scaling functions that we just derived is excellent
and further proves the usefulness of the linearization of
the spectrum for the long-lived modes. The results that
we just discussed are summarized in Table II.

1. Crossover from the transient dynamics to the universal
long-time behavior in the weakly-interacting and weakly-lossy

regime

The results that we found on the universal late-time
properties of N (t) are particularly surprising when we
consider the weakly-interacting and weakly-lossy region,
for which a previous article has found an exponential
decay in time for a similar setup characterized by two-
body losses [35]:

N (t) = 2e−2γt/L. (46)

The applicability of this result to our problem is cor-
roborated by the study of the spectrum of Heff. As γ
and U decrease, the eigenmodes of the effective non-
Hermitian Hamiltonian accumulate on the horizontal line
Im[E] = −γ/L as shown in Fig. 15 for the lattice case.
The four panels refer to different values of U and γ and
the tendency that we described appears rather clearly.
The presence of other eigenvalues with an imaginary part
of the energy that is closer to zero suggests that at late
times the dynamics of N (t) will not be described by
Eq. (46).

In Fig. 16, we compare the exact dynamics to the an-
alytical form given by Eq. (46) for the initial state con-
sisting of two particles separated by half of the system
size. As γ and U decrease, not only the analytical curve
of Eq. (46) approaches the exact computation, but also
the time interval over which this agreement is good in-
creases and the crossover to the universal behavior ap-
pears later. These plots explain the compatibility of our
universal result with other approaches that could be de-
veloped to discuss the transient dynamics of the gas. The
techniques presented in this article focus on the asymp-
totically late-time dynamics that precede the exponential
decay in time dictated by the ADR: this does not exclude
the possibility of finding other analytical behaviors as a
function of time for the initial stages of the dynamics.

C. Quantum Zeno effect

For the lattice case, the emergence of the time scale
Γ−1
u in Eqs. (44) and (45) can be seen as a manifestation
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Figure 15. Eigenergies of Heff for L = 21 and various values
of U and γ. The dashed black line on which the modes ac-
cumulate for U, γ ∼ 0 corresponds to Im[E] = −γ/L. The
collapse of the eigenvalues onto the black dashed line is evi-
dent, even if outlying eigenvalues describing modes decaying
more slowly are always present.

of the continuous quantum Zeno (QZ) effect [25, 44, 52],
a phenomenon that is here invoked because strong losses
suppress coherent processes (in our case, the hoppings
that change the number of double occupancies). The
suppression of motion within the lattice often slows down
particle losses, and in our discussion we will speak of
QZ behavior whenever this takes place. For instance, if
γ ≪ U then Γu ∼ γ, but if γ ≫ U , then Γu ∼ 1/γ.

In Fig. 17, we illustrate this effect by studying N (t)
at a fixed time t and varying the two-body loss rate; we
speak of QZ behaviour when the curve is increasing for
increasing loss rate. We begin our analysis by consider-
ing the lattice situation with the two particles that are
initially well-separated; as illustrated in Fig. 17 (d), the
number of particles has a non-monotonic behavior as a
function of γ. This behavior is completely inherited from
the properties of Γu, that is the only time scale appearing
in Eq. (45).

However, if the two particles are initially on the same
site, an initial exponential decay with a rate γ is ex-
pected and the number of particles decreases rapidly at
first. The rapid loss of particles cannot be prevented by
considering large values of γ. Indeed, the initial state
with a double occupancy is sensitive to loss and even
if in the regime of large γ the hopping is suppressed, for
this initial condition no QZ behaviour is expected. Math-
ematically, the absence of QZ behaviour is enforced by
the prefactor Γu/γ in Eq. (44), that decreases rapidly for
increasing U2+γ2/4. With a few algebraic passages, one
finds that this enforces the strictly decreasing behavior
of N (t) as a function of γ at a given time, as shown in
Fig. 17 (e). In this situation, thus, increasing γ makes
the gas more dissipative and no QZ behaviour appears.

Figure 16. Crossover in time from the early-time transient
dynamics in Eq. (46) to the universal late-time behaviour
for both U small and γ small. Simulations are carried out
on the lattice for L = 121 sites and the initial state is
|Ψ3⟩ = b†x0

b†x0+(L−1)/2 |v⟩; the solid curves correspond to the

exact computation. The black dashed lines correspond to the
universal expression given by Eq. (45); the red dashed-dotted
line corresponds to the analytical form given by Eq. (46), that
only describes the early-time behaviour of N (t).

For the continuum case, if the particles are initially
well-separated, Γ−1

c is clearly the unique time-scale of the
dynamics since the scaling function h1(ℓ) is independent
of c, as we can see in Eq. (41). Thus, the situation is
analogous to the lattice case; the QZ behavior occurs
when | Im[c]| ≫ Re[c], as we show in Fig. 17 (a).

However, for the initial state consisting of two perfectly
overlapping Gaussian wave packets, the scaling function
h0(ℓ, c), appearing in Eq. (39) and explicitly written in
Eq. (H8), depends on c; this makes the discussion slightly
more complicated. If |c| ≪ 2π, the number of particles
always decreases faster when | Im[c]| increases, similarly
to the lattice case. On the contrary, if |c| ≫ 2π then the
QZ behavior emerges in the usual limit | Im[c]| ≫ Re[c].
We illustrate these various cases for two particles in the
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Figure 17. Top panels: mean number of particles N (t) for the
continuum setup as a function of | Im[c]| for ℓ = 500 and at
time t = ℓ2; IC stands for “initial condition”. (a) The parti-
cles are initially well-separated and the blue curve is obtained
from Eq. (41); N (t) is a non-monotonic function of | Im[c]|,
which is a manifestation of the quantum Zeno (QZ) effect.
(b, c) The particles are initially at the same position; the or-
ange and green curves are obtained from Eq. (39). On the
panel (b) we have |c| ≪ 1 and no QZ effect emerges; on the
panel (c) we have |c| ≫ 1 and the QZ effect can be seen for
| Im[c]| ≫ Re[c]. Bottom panels: mean number of particles
N (t) for the lattice setup as a function of γ for L = 121 and
at time t = L4. (d) The particles are initially well-separated
and the blue curve is obtained from Eq. (45). As in panel
(a), N (t) is a non-monotonic function of γ, which is a man-
ifestation of the quantum Zeno effect. (e) The particles are
initially at the same site and the orange curve is obtained from
Eq. (44); N (t) is a decreasing function of γ which means that
no quantum Zeno effect emerges.

continuum at the same position initially in Fig. 17 (b)
and (c).

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this article, we characterized the universal proper-
ties of the dynamics of a quantum system composed of
two bosons that undergo a two-body loss. We have fo-
cused on two quantities, the scaling of the asymptotic
decay rate with the linear system size, λADR ∼ L−α,
and the late-time dynamics of the mean number of par-
ticles, N (t) ∼ t−β . Our results have been carried out
with analytical techniques and have shown a nontrivial
dependence both on the geometry of the system (a con-
tinuum one-dimensional setup or a lattice) and, for what
concerns β, on the initial state (with overlapping or sep-
arated particles).

Our main results are summarized in Tables I and II
and we briefly recapitulate them here. Concerning the
λADR, in the continuum α = 3; this result is obtained
also for lattice setups if we restrict the study to the sym-
metry sector with total momentum equal to zero. On the

lattice, however, eigenmodes with total momentum close
to the edge of the Brillouin zone display an asymptotic
decay rate that decreases faster with the linear system
size, characterized by α = 5.
The universal properties of the decay of the number of

particles in the system depend on the initial conditions.
When particles initially occupy the same position, we
compute β = 3/2, whereas when the particles are well
separated we obtain β = 1/2. No other exponent has
been found by changing the relative position of the two
particles, but rather a crossover between the two: when
the particles are separated but not too distant, the decay
time follows β = 1/2 at short times and then turns into
β = 3/2.
The study of β on the lattice has revealed the pres-

ence of a logarithmic correction which is the consequence
of the aforementioned two-fold spectral structure, char-
acterized by an asymptotic decay rate whose scaling de-
pends on the momentum symmetry sector. The logarith-
mic correction cannot be easily fitted from the numeri-
cal data, which are compatible with a power-law decay
characterized by a non-universal exponent. Similar non-
universal behaviors have been numerically found in other
setups [52] and this work suggests investigating whether
these results could be interpreted as logarithmic correc-
tions.
The main outlook of this work is the possibility of per-

forming these calculations for an initial number of par-
ticles that has finite density. In this case, the dynamics
cannot be described using the tools of a non-Hermitian
dynamics but one has to employ the full Lindblad dy-
namics. Yet, our work suggests that the study of the
spectral properties of the Lindblad superoperator could
be linked to the universal exponent β. The investigation
of such a connection using analytical or numerical tools
is an exciting perspective that we leave for future work.

Finally, we conclude by commenting on the fact that
this work is an example of the rich properties that can be
associated to a many-particle non-Hermitian dynamics.
It would be interesting to extend this study to the many-
particle case using the techniques of Bethe ansatz and
to find the universal decay of population in the system
due to two-body losses using a non-Hermitian dynamics.
Even if it is known that the study cannot describe the
real dynamics of many particles under two-body losses,
it remains of the utmost interest to assess which proper-
ties can be correctly captured with this approach, that is
technically less demanding.
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Appendix A: Details about two fermions in a spin
singlet on a lattice

In this Appendix, we examine in more detail the case of
two spin-1/2 fermions in a singlet trapped on a lattice.

We denote c†j,σ and cj,σ the creation and annihilation

operators of a fermion with spin σ ∈ {↑, ↓} at site j ∈
{1, . . . , L}; nj,σ = c†j,σcj,σ counts the number of particles
at site j with spin σ and the operator counting the total

number of particles is N =
∑L

j=1

∑
σ=↑,↓ nj,σ.

The master equation of this fermionic problem is given
by Eq. (3) with H being the SU(2) Fermi-Hubbard
Hamiltonian [67] H = Hhop +Hint with

Hhop = −J

L∑
j=1

∑
σ=↑,↓

(
c†j+1,σcj,σ + h.c.

)
, (A1)

Hint = U

L∑
j=1

nj,↑nj,↓. (A2)

The jump operators are

Lj =
√
γcj,↓cj,↑. (A3)

Thus, the effective non-Hermitian Hamiltonian is

Heff = H − i

2

L∑
j=1

L†
jLj = Hhop +H ′

int (A4)

with

H ′
int =

(
U − i

γ

2

) L∑
j=1

nj,↑nj,↓. (A5)

We also note that Heff is SU(2) symmetric, and in par-

ticular, commutes with the total spin operator Ŝ2.
For this fermionic system, the dynamics of the mean

number of particleN (t) is the same as for the bosonic lat-
tice system described in Sec. II B. Indeed, we can always
decompose a fermionic two-body initial state into a spin
singlet part and a spin triplet part |Ψ0⟩ =

∣∣ΨT
0

〉
+
∣∣ΨS

0

〉
with

〈
ΨT

0

∣∣ΨS
0

〉
= 0 because the two states are eigenvec-

tors of the Hermitian operator S2 with different eigen-
values. The spin triplet part is associated with an anti-
symmetric orbital part, which cannot contain any double
occupancy and thus does not yield any two-fermion de-
cay, as exemplified by H ′

int

∣∣ΨT
0

〉
= 0. As a consequence,

using the spin symmetry of the Hamiltonian, we can sin-
gle out two contributions to the time evolution of the
average number of particles in Eq. (11):

⟨Ψ(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ =
〈
ΨT

0

∣∣ΨT
0

〉
+
〈
ΨS(t)

∣∣ΨS(t)
〉

(A6)

where we defined∣∣ΨS(t)
〉
= e−iHefft

∣∣ΨS
0

〉
. (A7)

This shows that the spin triplet part of |Ψ0⟩ has a trivial,
time-independent, contribution to ⟨Ψ(t)|Ψ(t)⟩. For this
reason, it is more interesting to consider |Ψ0⟩ to be a
spin singlet state, meaning that

∣∣ΨT
0

〉
= 0 and |Ψ0⟩ =∣∣Ψorb

0

〉
⊗ (|↑↓⟩ − |↓↑⟩)/

√
2, with the orbital part

∣∣Ψorb
0

〉
being symmetric under particle exchange. This makes
the fermionic problem completely equivalent to the study
of two spinless bosons.

Appendix B: Derivation of Eq. (11)

In this Appendix, we derive Eq. (11). Using the de-
composition (5), N (t) can be calculated as

N (t) = Tr
[
NeLt[ρ(0)]

]
=

∞∑
n=0

tn

n!
Tr [N(K + J )n[ρ(0)]] .

(B1)
Then, K conserves the number of particles and J de-
creases the number of particles by two. Since Nρ(0) =
2ρ(0) for the initial state, only the terms in the form
NKn[ρ(0)] = 2Kn[ρ(0)] are nonvanishing in the right-
hand side of Eq. (B1). Therefore,

N (t) = 2

∞∑
n=0

tn

n!
Tr [Kn[ρ(0)]] = 2Tr

[
eKt[ρ(0)]

]
= 2Tr

[
e−iHeff t |Ψ0⟩ ⟨Ψ0| eiH

†
eff t
]

= 2 ⟨Ψ(t)|Ψ(t)⟩ , (B2)

where |Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHeff t |Ψ0⟩.
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Appendix C: The L−5 scaling in the case of N > 2 fermions on a lattice

In this Appendix, we show the existence of eigenvalues whose imaginary part scales with L−5 in the case of N > 2
spin-1/2 fermions with M down spins on L lattice sites. We consider the dilute case: we fix N , M and take L large.
We also assume that |u| = |U/4− iγ/8| is large. When |u| is large enough, the spin-charge separation occurs [75], and
the eigenvalues of Heff are given by [67]

E = −2

N∑
j=1

cos (kj) +
2es
u

N
L

N∑
j=1

sin2 (kj)−
1

L

 N∑
j=1

sin (kj)

2
+O(1/u2), (C1)

where

es = − 2

N

M∑
l=1

1

Λ2
l + 1

(C2)

and kj and Λl are charge momenta and spin rapidities, respectively, which satisfy

kj =
2πnj

L
+

Ps

L
,

M∏
l=1

Λl − i

Λl + i
= eiPs (C3)

with nj ∈ {0, . . . , L− 1} and Ps =
2πm
N (m ∈ {0, . . . , L− 1}). Then, the imaginary part of E reads

ImE = Im

(
2es
uL

) ∑
1≤j<l≤N

(sin kj − sin kl)
2 +O(1/u2) (C4)

= Im

(
8es
uL

) ∑
1≤j<l≤N

cos2
(
kj + kl

2

)
sin2

(
kj − kl

2

)
+O(1/u2). (C5)

If we choose kj as kj =
π
2 − pj

π
L , where all pj are distinct constants, we have

ImE = Im

(
8es
uL

) ∑
1≤j<l≤N

sin2
[
π(pj + pl)

2L

]
sin2

[
π(pj − pl)

2L

]
+O(1/u2) (C6)

=
1

L5
Im

(
π4es
2u

) ∑
1≤j<l≤N

(
p2j − p2l

)2
+O(1/u2) +O(1/L7). (C7)

Since pj , N and es are constants with respect to L, ImE scales with L−5. Note that this scaling does not hold when
the fermionic density N/L is fixed, in which case ImE ∝ L−2 [31].

Appendix D: Derivation of Eq. (24)

In this Appendix, we derive Eq. (24); we make also ref-
erence to Ref. [72] where this link between left and right
eigenvectors was already present. First, we note that
(k1, k2) is a solution of the Bethe equations associated
to the diagonalization of Heff, if and only if (k∗1 , k

∗
2) is a

solution of the Bethe equations associated to the diago-

nalization of H†
eff. In the continuum case, for instance,

starting from a solution of the Bethe equation

eik1ℓ = −c− i (k1 − k2)

c+ i (k1 − k2)
, k1 + k2 =

2π

ℓ
Z, (D1)

we obtain a solution for the Bethe equation for H†
eff

eik
∗
1ℓ = −c∗ − i (k∗1 − k∗2)

c∗ + i (k∗1 − k∗2)
, k∗1 + k∗2 =

2π

ℓ
Z.

The solution (k∗1 , k
∗
2) corresponds to an energy E∗

k1k2
and

a total momentum k∗1 + k∗2 = k1 + k2. Therefore, we

have the proportionality relation
∣∣ΨL

k1k2

〉
= A

∣∣∣ΨR
k∗
1k

∗
2

〉
.

The normalization constant A is set by the constraint〈
ΨR

k1k2

∣∣ΨL
k1k2

〉
= 1.
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Appendix E: Linearized momenta in the continuum

In this Appendix, we first derive Eq. (27). If |δ/c| ≪ 1

and p is even, Eq. (25) becomes e
i
2 δℓe−iπ =

1−i δ
c

1+i δ
c

≈
1− 2i δc . Thus, we have i δℓ2 − iπ ≈ ln

(
1− 2i δc

)
+ 2πiq ≈

−2i δc + 2πiq with q ∈ Z. Finally, we obtain δ ≈ 4πq+2π
ℓ+ 4

c

.

In Eq. (27), we only consider q ≥ 0 to avoid double count-
ing of the eigenstates and eigenenergies. The case p odd
is treated in a similar way.

Let us now discuss Eq. (28). If we consider p = 0 as

an example, we have
Im[Ep=0,q ]
Re[Ep=0,q ]

= Im[δ2]
Re[δ2] = Im[δ̃2]

Re[δ̃2]
where

δ̃ = δ
4πq+2π = (ℓ+4/c)−1. Thus,

Im[Ep=0,q ]
Re[Ep=0,q ]

is independent

of q and we obtain Eq. (28).

Appendix F: Asymptotic value of | Im[E]| for large δ
in the continuum

In this Appendix, we derive the expression of the
asymptotic value of | Im[E]| in the limit |c/δ| ≪ 1 in
the continuum case. If |c/δ| ≪ 1, Eq. (25) becomes

e
i
2 δℓ = (−1)p

1+i c
δ

1−i c
δ

≈ (−1)p
(
1 + 2i cδ

)
. Thus, we have

eiδℓ ≈
(
1 + 4i cδ

)
, and iδℓ ≈ ln

(
1 + 4i cδ

)
+ 2πiq ≈

4i cδ + 2πiq where q ∈ Z. We obtain δ2ℓ− 2πqδ − 4c = 0

which is solved by δ± = πq
ℓ

(
1± (1 + 2cℓ

(πq)2 )
)
in the limit

of large integers q ≫ |c|ℓ; in order to be consistent with
the numerical solution we should select the solution δ+.

Finally, we find | Im[E]| ≈ |Re[δ+] Im[δ+]| ≈ 4| Im[c]|
ℓ .

Appendix G: Exact expressions of f̃(p, δ)

In this Appendix, we give the exact expressions of f̃(p, δ) for the four initial states studied in the main text. In the
continuum, assuming ℓ ≫ 1,

(i) if the initial wave-function is Ψ0(x1, x2) =
1√
π

(
e−(x1− ℓ

2 )
2

e−(x2− ℓ
2 )

2)
, then

f̃(p, δ) =
64π(c− c∗)e−

1
8 (2(

2πp
ℓ )2+δ2+δ∗2)|δ|2|δ + c erfi( δ

2
√
2
)|2

ℓ|4c+ ℓ (c2 + δ2) |2
(
δ2 − δ∗2

) ; (G1)

(ii) if the initial wave-function is Ψ1(x1, x2) =
1√
2π

(
e−(x1− ℓ

4 )
2

e−(x2−3 ℓ
4 )

2

+ e−(x2− ℓ
4 )

2

e−(x1−3 ℓ
4 )

2
)
, then

f̃(p, δ) =
32π(c− c∗)e−

1
8 (2(

2πp
ℓ )2+δ2+δ∗2)|δ|2

ℓ|δ2 + c2|
(
δ2 − δ∗2

)
|4c+ ℓ(c2 + δ2)|2

∣∣∣∣(−1)p(c+ iδ)

(
−iδ + c erf

ℓ− iδ

2
√
2

)
+ (c− iδ)

(
iδ + c erf

ℓ+ iδ

2
√
2

)∣∣∣∣2 ,
(G2)

where by definition, erf(z) := 2√
π

∫ z

0
e−t2dt and erfi(z) := −i erf(iz).

On the lattice,

(i) if the initial state is |Ψ2⟩ = b†x0
b†x0

|v⟩ /
√
2, then

f̃(p, δ) =
8| sin4( δ2 )| cos3(

pπ
L ) (u− u∗)

L|Lu2 + 2u cos
(
pπ
L

)
cos
(
δ
2

)
+ L cos2(pπL ) sin2( δ2 )|2

(
cos
(
δ∗

2

)
− cos

(
δ
2

)) ; (G3)

(ii) if the initial state is |Ψ3⟩ = b†x0
b†x0+(L−1)/2 |v⟩, then

f̃(p, δ) =
8 cos

(
pπ
L

)
(u− u∗) | sin

(
δ
2

)
|2|u2 + cos2(pπL ) sin2( δ2 )|

(
cos
(

δ∗−δ
4

)
+ (−1)p cos

(
δ∗+δ

4

))
L|Lu2 + 2u cos

(
pπ
L

)
cos
(
δ
2

)
+ L cos2(pπL ) sin2( δ2 )|2

(
cos
(
δ∗

2

)
− cos

(
δ
2

)) , (G4)

where by definition, cos(z) := eiz+e−iz

2 and sin(z) := eiz−e−iz

2i for z ∈ C.

Appendix H: Derivation of Eq. (39)

In this Appendix, we derive Eq. (39). Assuming ℓ|c| ≫
1 and ℓ ≫ 1, we find

g0(ℓ, c) =
32(c− c∗)(2π + |c|2 +

√
2π(c+ c∗))

|c|4ℓ3 . (H1)

We first rewrite the sum over p in Eq. (38) as a sum
over even p and a sum over odd p because the expression
for the linearized momenta δ in Eq. (27) depends only on
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the parity of p and never on its actual value. This means

that instead of defining S(0)
p , the set of allowed values

of δ for a given p, as we did in the main text, we can

simply define S(0)
e and S(0)

o , where e stands for “even”
and o for “odd”. The double sum now takes a factorized
expression:

N (t) ≈ g0(ℓ, c)

( ∑
p even

e−
1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )

2

) ∑
δ∈S(0)

e

|δ|4e− i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2)t

δ2 − δ∗2


+ g0(ℓ, c)

∑
p odd

e−
1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )

2

 ∑
δ∈S(0)

o

|δ|4e− i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2)t

δ2 − δ∗2

 .

(H2)

In the large ℓ limit, we transform the sums over p into
integrals∑

p even

e−
1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )2 ≈

∑
p odd

e−
1
4 (

2πp
ℓ )2

≈
∫ ∞

−∞
e−

1
4 (

4πp
ℓ )2 dp =

ℓ

2
√
π
.

(H3)

Thus, we have

N (t) ≈ g0(ℓ, c)
ℓ

2
√
π

∑
a=e,o

∑
δ∈S(0)

a

|δ|4
δ2 − δ∗2

e−
i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2)t

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Ja

.

(H4)

We use the definitions of S(0)
e and S(0)

o and the fact that
ℓ|c| ≫ 1 to find the following expression, valid for a =
e, o:

Ja =
i128π4

Γ̃cℓ

∞∑
q=0

(q +Da)
2e−(q+Da)

2 Γ̃c
ℓ3

t, (H5)

with De = 1/2 and Do = 1; we denote Γ̃c =

128π2 | Im[c]|
|c|2 = 128π2Γc.

When | Γ̃c

ℓ3 t| ≪ 1, we can approximate the sum by an

integral, because (q+Da)
2e−(q+Da)

2 Γ̃c
ℓ3

t is slowly varying
when q varies by 1:

Ja =
i128π4

Γ̃cℓ

∫ ∞

0

dq(q +Da)
2e−(q+Da)

2 Γ̃c
ℓ3

t. (H6)

Changing variable and using y = (q+Da)
2 Γ̃c

ℓ3 t, we obtain

Ja =
i64π4

Γ̃cℓ

(
Γ̃c

ℓ3
t

)−3/2 ∫ ∞

D2
a

Γ̃c
ℓ3

t

dy
√
ye−y (H7)

The lower bound of the integral can be approximated by

zero when | Γ̃c

ℓ3 t| ≪ 1; in this limit the integral evaluates
to

√
π/2. This leads us to Eq. (39) with

h0(ℓ, c) =
ℓ3/2

(
2π + |c|2 + 2

√
2πRe[c]

)
64
√
2π|c|2

. (H8)

Eq. (41) can be derived along similar lines; here, we just
report the explicit expressions of g1(ℓ, c) and h1(ℓ) that
we obtained assuming ℓ|c| ≫ 1 and ℓ ≫ 1:

g1(ℓ, c) =


128π(c− c∗)

ℓ3|c|2 , for p is even;

0, for p is odd;

(H9)

h1(ℓ) =

√
ℓ

2
√
2
. (H10)

Appendix I: Derivation of Eq. (45)

In this Appendix, we derive Eq. (45). By using the
total and relative momenta, Eq. (16) can be rewritten as

N (t) =

L−1∑
p=0

∑
δ∈S′

p

f̃ (p, δ) e−
i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2) cos( pπ
L )t, (I1)

where S ′
p is the set of solutions of the equations (30); in

order to avoid double counting of solutions, we always
take 0 < Re[δ] < 2π. The explicit expression for f̃(p, δ),
obtained using the definitions given in Sec. IV and an
initial state of the form

|Ψ3⟩ = b†x0
b†x0+(L−1)/2 |v⟩ , (I2)

is reported in Eq. (G4), see Appendix G. Similarly to the
continuum case, if we consider a sufficiently large time,
then the dynamics is well captured by the linearized spec-

trum, and we have to sum over the δ in the set S ′(0)
p and

S ′(2π)
p , corresponding to the values given in Eq. (32a) and

Eq. (32b) respectively. We assume the following symme-
try between the sums over δ close to 0 and over those
close to 2π:∑

δ∈S′(0)
p

f̃ (p, δ) e−
i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2) cos( pπ
L )t

≈
∑

δ∈S′(2π)
p

f̃ (p, δ) e−
i
2 (δ

2−δ∗2) cos( pπ
L )t,

(I3)

which we verified numerically. This observation signifi-
cantly simplifies the calculation, because we can sum only

over S ′(0)
p and approximate f̃ (p, δ) by its expansion for

δ ∼ 0, that we call f̃3 (p, δ). Assuming L|u| ≫ 1, we have

f̃3 (p, δ) =
16 (1 + (−1)p) (u− u∗) cos

(
pπ
L

)
|u|2L3

|δ|2
δ2 − δ∗2

.

(I4)

Note that f̃3 (p, δ) = 0 if p is odd. This technical sim-
plification does not appear for the initial state consisting
of two bosons at the same site and it makes the deriva-
tion of Eq. (44) more lengthy. By using the analytical
expression of the linearized momenta Eq. (32a), we find

N (t) ≈ 16

L2
S (I5)
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with

S =

(L−1)/2∑
p=0

(L−1)/4−1∑
q=0

e−
1
2 (q+

1
2 )

2
cos2( 2πp

L )ξ, (I6)

and with ξ = Γt
L3 . Without loss of generality (provided

that L is odd) we consider L ≡ 1 (mod 4). Since we
are interested in the intermediate time regime that is
located after the initial transient dynamics but before
the exponential asymptotic decay, we will consider 1 ≪
ξ ≪ L2 to further simplify the expression for S. Under
this assumption, we can perform a series expansion of the
cosine at the exponent for p close to L/4 and extend the
ranges of the two sums towards infinity to arrive at

S ≈
∞∑

p=−∞

∞∑
q=0

e−
2π2ξ

L2 (q+ 1
2 )

2
(p−L

4 )
2

. (I7)

We now change variable p → −p + (L − 1)/4, so that
p− L/4 becomes p+ 1/4:

S ≈
∞∑

p=−∞

∞∑
q=0

e−
2π2ξ

L2 (q+ 1
2 )

2
(p+ 1

4 )
2

. (I8)

Using the Fourier representation of the Gaus-

sian e−σq(p+
1
4 )

2

=
√

π
σq

∫∞
−∞ e

− x2

4σq
+i x

4 eipx dx
2π with

σq = 2π2ξ
L2

(
q + 1

2

)2
, we introduce a Dirichlet kernel∑∞

p=−∞ eipx = 2π
∑∞

n=−∞ δ(x− 2πn):

S ≈
∞∑
q=0

1

2
√
σqπ

∫ ∞

−∞
e
− x2

4σq
+i x

4

∞∑
p=−∞

eipxdx

=

∞∑
q=0

√
π

σq

∞∑
n=−∞

e
−π2n2

σq in.

(I9)

The terms corresponding to n odd are canceled out by
those corresponding to −n. We obtain

S ≈
∞∑
q=0

√
1

2πξ( q
L + 1

2L )
2
θ4

(
e
− 1

ξ
2 (

q
L

+ 1
2L )

2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

F (q)

(I10)

where θ4(q) =
∑∞

n=−∞(−1)nqn
2

is one of the Jacobi
theta functions [76]. In the large L limit, we substitute
the summation with an integral and include the first and
second Euler-Maclaurin correction [76]:

S ≈
∫ ∞

0

F (q)dq+
F (∞) + F (0)

2
+
F ′(∞)− F ′(0)

12
(I11)

In the ξ ≪ L2 limit, the correction F (∞)+F (0)
2 +

F ′(∞)−F ′(0)
12 reads 4

3

√
L2

2πξ . Changing the variable and

using x = L√
ξ(q+1/2)

, we obtain

S ≈
√

L2

2πξ

4

3
+

∫ 2L/
√
ξ

0

dx

x
θ4

(
e−2x2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

I

 . (I12)

Notice that 2L/
√
ξ ≫ 1; at large x, θ4

(
e−2x2

)
≈ 1. The

integral is therefore logarithmically divergent. We can
rewrite it by introducing a cutoff scale 1 ≪ Λ ≪ 2L/

√
ξ

as

I ≈
∫ Λ

0

dx

x
θ4

(
e−2x2

)
+

∫ 2L/
√
ξ

Λ

dx

x
. (I13)

In the second integral we approximated θ4

(
e−2x2

)
≈ 1,

since Λ ≫ 1. We thus get∫ 2L/
√
ξ

0

dx

x
θ4

(
e−2x2

)
≈ ζ + log

(
2L√
ξ

)
(I14)

where

ζ = lim
Λ→∞

∫ Λ

0

dx

x
θ4

(
e−2x2

)
− log(Λ) (I15)

which is just a real constant. We evaluated it numerically
and obtained ζ ≈ 0.183599. We finally arrive at

S =

√
L2

2πξ

4

3
+ ζ︸ ︷︷ ︸
C′

+ log

(
2L√
ξ

) (I16)

which, together with Eq. (I5), gives Eq. (45) we reported
in the main text.
Equation (44) can be derived along similar lines; we

here just report the constant C we obtained

:

C = lim
Λ→∞

[∫ Λ

0

dx

x
θ4(0, e

−2x2

)− log Λ

]
− 1

2
log(2) +

23

12

≈1.75

(I17)
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