
Energy-band echoes:
Time-reversed light emission from optically driven quasiparticle wavepackets

Shohei Imai, Atsushi Ono, and Sumio Ishihara∗
Department of Physics, Tohoku University, Sendai 980-8578, Japan

(Dated: April 7, 2022)

The at-will control of quantum states is a primary goal of quantum science and technology. The celebrated
Hahn echo exemplifies such quantum-state control based on a time-reversal process in a few-level system. Here,
we propose a different echo phenomenon associated with the energy-band structure in quantum many-body
systems. We show that the dynamics of quasiparticle wavepackets can be reversed by a driving electric-field
pulse, yielding echoes with the time-reversed waveform of the optical excitation pulse when the quasiparticles
recombine. The present echoes are observed not only in band insulators but also in correlated insulators,
including a Mott insulator and a spontaneously-broken-symmetry charge-ordered insulator, in one- and higher-
dimensional systems, irrespective of the integrability of the models. Analytical expressions reveal the conditions
under which the echoes appear, and they also indicate that the frequency of the echo pulses reflects the dispersion
relation for quasiparticles such as electron–hole pairs, doublon–holon pairs, and kink–antikink pairs. These
findings provide a framework for all-optical momentum-resolved spectroscopy of the quasiparticles in quantum
many-body systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Precise control of quantum systems is of great importance
for the development of quantum science and technology [1–
12]. Well-known examples of quantum control include the
Hahn echoes—also called spin echoes—in few-level quantum
systems [13]. This phenomenon is the time-reversal refocusing
of quantum spins, and it has been widely used in many areas,
since they provide access to the spectroscopic properties and
relaxation dynamics of quantum systems via nuclear magnetic
resonance. Such a time-reversal process is a manifestation of
unitary evolution and thus of the controllability of the quantum
systems; and it can also be observed as photon echoes in
condensed matter systems [14], Loschmidt echoes in quantum
physics [15–17], and as what is often called a “time mirror” in
photonic, phononic, and fermionic systems [18–24].

Coherent optical control of quantum many-body systems
has also been recognized as an intriguing problem in modern
condensed matter physics, since such a system exhibits a wide
variety of phases and thereby provides a rich playground for
the control of physical properties. Recent developments in
photoinduced phase transitions [25–28] and Floquet engineer-
ing [29–33] have attracted growing interest in studying the
ultrafast and nonthermal control of quantum materials, owing
to the rapid development of light sources [34–37] and of time-
resolved measurement techniques [25, 29, 38–49]. However,
the coherent control of condensed matter systems still faces
challenges, since quantum coherence is quickly destroyed by
interactions with environmental degrees of freedom.

Another strategy for ultrafast control of many-body dynam-
ics is to use high-harmonic generation (HHG), which is the
nonperturbative process of attosecond pulse generation from
electrons driven coherently by a lightwave. Originally, HHG
was investigated in atomic gases [50–57], and it has recently
been studied in semiconductors [58–68], topological materi-
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als [69–72], and strongly correlated systems [73–86]. The
HHG mechanism can basically be understood from the semi-
classical theory called the three-step model [87–89]: the elec-
trons are ionized (or excited to conduction bands), accelerated,
and then recombined during a single optical cycle of an ex-
ternal pulse. This process involves the coherent reciprocat-
ing motion of the electrons controlled by the external pulse;
we therefore anticipate that the real-time HHG profile can be
understood in terms of the time-reversal process in such a
many-body system. Furthermore, since the electrons are adia-
batically accelerated within energy bands in crystalline solids,
it has been recognized that HHG spectra contain informa-
tion about the energy-band structure [61, 90–100], including
the Berry curvature [101–105] and the momentum-dependent
transition dipole moments [106–108]. However, these meth-
ods require numerical simulations consistent with the experi-
ments, and they are hard to apply to strongly correlated sys-
tems.

In this paper, we investigate the real-time dynamics of quasi-
particle wavepackets driven by a lightwave. We discover an
echo phenomenon associated with the energy-band structure in
crystalline solids, which we term “energy-band echoes.” We
first demonstrate the appearance of the echoes of an optical
excitation process in a minimal one-dimensional model of a
band insulator, performing numerically exact simulations of
the real-time evolution, and we then derive analytical expres-
sions for the echoes. We find that the echoes are generated af-
ter photoexcited quasiparticles are driven by a half-cycle pulse
that reverses the group velocity of the wavepackets and thereby
achieves a time-reversal process, i.e., the recombination of the
wavepackets. We also find that the dispersion relation of the
electron–hole pair is reflected in the frequency of the echo as
a function of the pulse amplitude. Furthermore, we confirm
that the echoes emerge from quasiparticles in correlated insu-
lators described by the Hubbard model and by the transverse-
field Ising model, and we show that the echo frequency is
consistent with the predictions obtained from the exact solu-
tions. The echoes are observed even in a two-dimensional
system and a non-integrable system, implying the generality
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and applicability of such energy-band echoes. These findings
suggest that the energy-band echoes make possible all-optical
reconstructions of well-defined dispersion relations not only
for the electron–hole pair but also for renormalized quasipar-
ticles such as doublon–holon pairs and kink–antikink (domain
wall) pairs.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we
introduce the concept of energy-band echoes on the basis of
numerical simulations and analytical expressions. In Sec. III,
we show that the echo signal reflects the energy and momentum
of photoexcited quasiparticles in several types of insulators
and that these echoes can be applied to all-optical momentum-
resolved spectroscopy. Sections IV and V, respectively, are
devoted to a discussion and a summary of this work.

II. ENERGY-BAND ECHOES

In this section, we discuss the dynamics of photoexcited
carriers that are induced in band insulators by two pulses with
different frequencies. The first pulse is a weak optical pulse
that creates electron–hole pairs inside an energy band; we as-
sume that its spectral width is much narrower than the energy-
band width. The subsequent second pulse is an off-resonant
half-cycle pulse that adiabatically drives the electrons but does
not induce interband transitions. Hereafter, we term the first
and second pulses the excitation pulse and the driving pulse,
respectively. The vector potential of the light field can be
written as A(𝜏) = Ae (𝜏) + Ad (𝜏), where Ae (𝜏) and Ad (𝜏)
are the vector potentials of the excitation pulse and the driving
pulse, respectively, at time 𝜏. The electric field is given by
E (𝜏) = −𝜕𝜏A(𝜏). Throughout this paper, the Dirac constant,
electron charge, and lattice constant are set to unity.

A. Numerical simulation

First, we demonstrate the appearance of echoes in a band
insulator by simulating the real-time dynamics induced by the
excitation pulse and driving pulse. We consider a tight-binding
model of a two-orbital band insulator. The Hamiltonian is
given by

Hbi = −
∑︁
〈𝑖, 𝑗 〉

∑︁
aa′

𝑡aa
′

𝑖 𝑗 𝑐
†
a𝑖
𝑐a′ 𝑗 +

∑︁
𝑖a

𝐷a𝑐
†
a𝑖
𝑐a𝑖 , (1)

where 𝑐†
a𝑖

(𝑐a𝑖) is the creation (annihilation) operator for an
electron in orbital a (= 𝛼, 𝛽) at site 𝑖. The first term in Eq. (1)
represents nearest-neighbor electron hopping, with 𝑡aa′

𝑖 𝑗
being

the transfer integral. The intraorbital and interorbital transfer
integrals are set to 𝑡𝛼𝛼

𝑖 𝑗
= 𝑡

𝛽𝛽

𝑖 𝑗
= 𝑡h and 𝑡𝛼𝛽

𝑖 𝑗
= 𝑡

𝛽𝛼

𝑖 𝑗
= 𝑡𝛼𝛽 ,

respectively. The vector potential 𝐴(𝜏) is introduced via the
Peierls substitution: 𝑡h → 𝑡h exp[−iA(𝜏)·(r 𝑗−r𝑖)] and 𝑡𝛼𝛽 →
𝑡𝛼𝛽 exp[−iA(𝜏)·(r 𝑗 −r𝑖)], with r𝑖 being the position of site 𝑖.
The second term in Eq. (1) describes the on-site energy of each
orbital; we assume 𝐷𝛼 = −𝐷𝛽 = 𝐸g/2, with 𝐸g being the
energy gap. The interorbital transfer integral and the energy
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FIG. 1. (a) Time profile of the electric current in a one-dimensional
band insulator. The dashed and dashed–dotted curves represent the
electric fields of the excitation pulse 𝐸e and the driving pulse 𝐸d,
respectively. The parameter values are set to𝜔e = 4𝜋𝜎−1

e = 5𝑡h,𝜔d =

𝜎−1
d = 0.1𝑡h, 𝐴e = 0.002, 𝐴d = 0.9, and 𝑁 = 1500. (b) Sketch of the

echo-generation process, which consists of the following three steps:
(i) creation of a photocarrier by the excitation pulse, (ii) intraband
acceleration by the driving pulse, and (iii) echo emission due to the
recombination of the photocarrier wavepacket. See text for details.

gap are set to 𝑡𝛼𝛽 = 2𝑡h and 𝐸g = 3𝑡h. Energy and time are
expressed in units of 𝑡h and 𝑡−1

h , respectively.
In this section, we consider a one-dimensional chain and

impose the periodic boundary condition. The numbers of
sites and electrons are denoted by 𝐿 and 𝑁 , respectively, and
the electron density is set to 𝑁/𝐿 = 1. The energy of a
photoexcited electron–hole pair is given by

Y1bi (𝑘) = 2
√︃
(2𝑡𝛼𝛽 cos 𝑘)2 + (𝐸g/2)2, (2)

where 𝑘 is the momentum of the electron. We simulate the
time evolution numerically by using the equation |𝜓(𝜏+𝛿𝜏)〉 =
exp[−iH(𝜏 + 𝛿𝜏/2)𝛿𝜏] |𝜓(𝜏)〉 + O(𝛿𝜏3), with 𝛿𝜏 = 0.01𝑡−1

h ,
and we calculate the electric current 𝐽 (𝜏) = 〈𝜓(𝜏) |𝐽 (𝜏) |𝜓(𝜏)〉,
where 𝐽 (𝜏) = −𝑁−1𝛿H/𝛿𝐴(𝜏). The excitation pulse is given
by

𝐴e (𝜏) = −
[
1
2

e−(𝜏−𝜏e+2𝜎e)2/(2𝜎2
e ) + e−(𝜏−𝜏e−2𝜎e)2/(2𝜎2

e )
]

× 𝐴e sin(𝜔e𝜏), (3)

where 𝐴e and 𝜔e denote the amplitude and frequency of the
pulse, respectively, and 𝜎e represents the pulse width. Here,
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the envelope function is chosen so that the time-reversed wave-
form can be identified easily, as shown in Fig. 1(a). The electric
field of the driving pulse is given by

𝐸d (𝜏) = 𝐸de−𝜏
2/(2𝜎d)2

cos(𝜔d𝜏 + \d), (4)

where 𝐸d (= 𝐴d𝜔d), 𝜔d, 𝜎d, and \d denote the amplitude,
frequency, pulse width, and carrier envelope phase (CEP), re-
spectively. Since the driving pulse is preferably an off-resonant
half-cycle pulse, these parameters should satisfy𝜔d � 𝐸g and
𝜔d𝜎d ∼ 1. Note that the vector potential of the driving pulse
remains finite after irradiation, and its value is given by

𝐴f = −
∫ ∞

−∞
d𝜏 𝐸d (𝜏) = −𝐴d

√
2𝜋𝜔d𝜎de−(𝜔d𝜎d)2/2 cos \d.

(5)

Hereafter, we discuss the energy-band echo with \d = 0, which
facilitates the analysis. We note that the existence of such a
unipolar pulse with 𝐴f ≠ 0 is controversial [109–112]; we
demonstrate in Sec. III E that the echoes can be generated even
by a driving pulse with \d = 𝜋/2; i.e., 𝐴f = 0.

Figure 1(a) shows the calculated electric current induced
by the excitation pulse and by the driving pulse. The delay
time between the two pulses is set to −𝜏e = 40𝑡−1

h . When
the excitation pulse arrives, at 𝜏 ≈ 𝜏e, the electric current
oscillates in proportion to 𝐸e (𝜏). We find that, following the
driving pulse, the electric current oscillates again, even though
an electric field is absent, and the envelope of this oscillation
is a precisely time-reversed waveform of the excitation pulse.
Since the electromagnetic radiation is proportional to 𝜕𝜏𝐽 (𝜏),
this oscillation of the electric current emits light with the time-
reversed waveform, which originates from the quasiparticles
in energy bands, as discussed in Sec. II B below. We therefore
term this phenomenon the “energy-band echo” in this paper.

B. Analytical calculation

In this section, we derive analytical expressions for the echo
signal and elucidate the mechanism of echo generation, fo-
cusing again on a one-dimensional system for simplicity. We
consider a two-orbital band insulator, as in Sec. II A, but we
introduce the electric-field pulses as electric-dipole couplings,
not as the Peierls substitution of the vector potentials. The
Hamiltonian is written as H2band = H0 + He + Hd, where

H0 =
∑︁
𝑘

∑︁
_∈{cb,vb}

Y_ (𝑘)𝑐†
_,𝑘
𝑐_,𝑘 , (6)

He (𝜏) = −
∑︁
𝑘

𝐸e (𝜏)
(
`𝑘𝑐

†
cb,𝑘𝑐vb,𝑘 + `∗𝑘𝑐

†
vb,𝑘𝑐cb,𝑘

)
, (7)

Hd (𝜏) = −
∑︁
𝑗_

𝐸d (𝜏)𝑟 𝑗𝑐†_, 𝑗𝑐_, 𝑗 . (8)

Here, 𝑐†
_,𝑘

(𝑐_,𝑘 ) is the creation (annihilation) operator for an
electron with momentum 𝑘 in orbital _ ∈ {cb, vb}, where
cb and vb denote the conduction and valence bands, re-
spectively. The energy of an electron–hole pair is given by

Y(𝑘) = Ycb (𝑘) − Yvb (𝑘). The term H0 in Eq. (6) describes
the non-interacting electrons. The light-matter interactions
are introduced through the time-dependent interband and in-
traband dipole Hamiltonians, He (𝜏) and Hd (𝜏), respectively.
Here, `𝑘 is the transition dipole moment, and 𝑐†

_, 𝑗
is defined

by 𝑐†
_, 𝑗

= 𝑁−1/2 ∑
𝑘 e−i𝑘𝑟 𝑗 𝑐†

_,𝑘
. Assuming that the excitation

pulse is weak and that the driving pulse is off-resonant, we
omit the negligible contributions of 𝐸e to Hd and of 𝐸d to
He [113]. Since the echoes appear after the driving pulse, we
consider the interband polarization and electric current defined
by

�̂�inter = − 1
𝑁

𝛿He
𝛿𝐸e

=
1
𝑁

∑︁
𝑘

(
`∗𝑘𝑐

†
vb,𝑘𝑐cb,𝑘 + H.c.

)
(9)

and

𝐽inter = −i[�̂�inter,H0 + He]

=
1
𝑁

∑︁
𝑘

Y(𝑘)
(
−i`∗𝑘𝑐

†
vb,𝑘𝑐cb,𝑘 + H.c.

)
, (10)

respectively. The many-body state at time 𝜏 can be written as

|𝜓(𝜏)〉 =
∏
𝑘

[
𝜓cb
𝑘 (𝜏)𝑐†cb,𝑘 + 𝜓

vb
𝑘 (𝜏)𝑐†vb,𝑘

]
|0〉, (11)

where 𝜓cb
𝑘

and 𝜓vb
𝑘

are the probability amplitudes of the
conduction- and valence-band states with momentum 𝑘 that
satisfy the relation |𝜓cb

𝑘
(𝜏) |2 + |𝜓vb

𝑘
(𝜏) |2 = 1, and |0〉 is the

vacuum. By using Eqs. (10) and (11), we obtain the expecta-
tion value of the interband current as

𝐽inter (𝜏) =
1
𝑁

∑︁
𝑘

Y(𝑘)
[
−i`∗𝑘𝜓

vb
𝑘 (𝜏)∗𝜓cb

𝑘 (𝜏) + c.c.
]
. (12)

We next summarize the setup of the external fields and the
conditions that must be met. The excitation pulse is given by

𝐸e (𝜏) =
1
2
𝐸env

e (𝜏)e−i(𝜔e𝜏+\) + c.c., (13)

where 𝜔e denotes the carrier frequency, \ represents a phase
constant, and 𝐸env

e (𝜏) is a slowly varying envelope function
centered at time 𝜏 = 𝜏e [114]. The Fourier spectrum of the
excitation pulse is given by 𝐸e (𝜔) =

∫ ∞
−∞ d𝜏 𝐸e (𝜏)ei𝜔𝜏 . The

spectral width of 𝐸e (𝜔) must be narrow, and it must be located
in the continuum of the interband excitation; these conditions
can be written as

∫ ∞
0 d𝜔 (𝜔−𝜔e)2 |𝐸e (𝜔) |

/ ∫ ∞
0 d𝜔 |𝐸e (𝜔) | �

𝑊2 and 𝐸g < 𝜔e < 𝐸g +𝑊 , where 𝐸g and 𝑊 are the energy
gap and the bandwidth of the photocarriers, respectively. The
peak amplitude of 𝐸e (𝜏) is assumed to be small enough so
that the excited state is in the linear-response regime. After
the excitation pulse decays, the driving pulse 𝐸d (𝜏) is applied
from 𝜏 = 𝜏di (� 𝜏e) to 𝜏 = 𝜏df . The central frequency of
the driving pulse is much less than the bandgap 𝐸g, which
prevents unwanted interband excitations. After irradiation by
the driving pulse, the vector potential of 𝐸d (𝜏) approaches a
constant 𝐴d (𝜏) = −

∫ 𝜏
𝜏di

d𝜏′ 𝐸d (𝜏′) ≈ 𝐴f for 𝜏 > 𝜏df .
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The echo-generation process can be divided into the three
steps illustrated in Fig. 1(b): (i) the creation of a photocarrier
by the excitation pulse, (ii) intraband acceleration by the driv-
ing pulse, and (iii) echo emission due to the recombination of
the photocarrier wavepacket. In the following, we evaluate the
interband current in Eq. (12), considering these steps one by
one.

(i) The creation of photocarriers by the excitation pulse. Af-
ter the excitation pulse, the probability amplitudes in Eq. (11)
are given by

𝜓cb
𝑘 (𝜏di) ≈ e−iYcb (𝑘)𝜏di

i`𝑘
2
𝐸env

e
(
Y(𝑘) − 𝜔e

)
e−i\ , (14)

𝜓vb
𝑘 (𝜏di) ≈ e−iYvb (𝑘)𝜏di , (15)

at 𝜏 = 𝜏di (� 𝜏e), up to first order in He. Here, we use∫ 𝜏di
−∞ d𝜏′ 𝐸e (𝜏′)eiY (𝑘)𝜏′ ≈ 𝐸e (Y(𝑘)) ≈ 𝐸env

e (Y(𝑘) −𝜔e)e−i\/2,
where we have adopted 𝐸e (𝜏) = 0 for 𝜏 > 𝜏di and have used the
rotating-wave approximation in the first and second equalities,
respectively, and 𝐸env

e (𝜔) is the Fourier spectrum of 𝐸env
e (𝜏).

Recalling that 𝐸e (𝜔) has a narrow spectral width centered
at 𝜔 = 𝜔e, we can expand Y(𝑘) as Y(𝑘) ≈ 𝜔e + 𝑣(𝑘e) (𝑘 − 𝑘e)
for each 𝑘e that satisfies 𝜔e = Y(𝑘e). In this linear approxi-
mation, the Fourier spectrum of the excitation pulse is linearly
transcribed into the wavefunction of the electron–hole pair,
𝜓cb
𝑘
𝜓vb∗
𝑘

, as illustrated in process (i) of Fig. 1(b). This pro-
cess is described by a semiclassical picture in which only the
central position of the wavepacket is concerned: electron–hole
pairs with energy 𝜔e are present after the excitation, and the
electrons and holes move in opposite directions with relative
velocity 𝑣(𝑘e) [see (i’) in Fig. 1(b)].

(ii) Intraband acceleration by the driving pulse. Once the
probability amplitudes at 𝜏 = 𝜏di are obtained from Eqs. (14)
and (15), their time evolution is given exactly by

𝜓_
𝑘−𝐴d (𝜏) (𝜏) = e−i

∫ 𝜏

𝜏di
d𝜏′ Y_ (𝑘−𝐴d (𝜏′))

𝜓_𝑘 (𝜏di) (16)

for any 𝐸d (𝜏) [115–117], where 𝐴d (𝜏) = −
∫ 𝜏
𝜏di

d𝜏′ 𝐸d (𝜏′) de-
notes the vector potential of the driving pulse. The derivation
of Eq. (16) is presented in Appendix A. The vector potential
𝐴d (𝜏) of the driving pulse leads to the translation of the elec-
tron momentum from 𝑘e to 𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏), as depicted in process
(ii) of Fig. 1(b). In the semiclassical picture, the relative group
velocity of the driven electron–hole pair shifts from 𝑣(𝑘e) to
𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏)) [see (ii’) in Fig. 1(b)].

(iii) Echo emission due to the recombination of the photo-
carrier wavepacket. Substituting Eqs. (14)–(16) into Eq. (12),
we have

𝐽inter (𝜏)

≈ 1
𝑁

∑︁
𝑘

Y(𝑘 − 𝐴f)
[
`∗
𝑘−𝐴f

`𝑘

2
e−iY (𝑘)𝜏die−i

∫ 𝜏df
𝜏di

d𝜏′ Y (𝑘−𝐴d (𝜏′))

× e−iY (𝑘−𝐴f ) (𝜏−𝜏df )𝐸env
e (Y(𝑘) − 𝜔e)e−i\ + c.c.

]
(17)

for 𝜏 > 𝜏df , where we have assumed that the exponent on the
right-hand side of Eq. (16) can be rewritten as

∫ 𝜏
𝜏di

d𝜏′ Y(𝑘 −

𝐴d (𝜏′)) =
∫ 𝜏df
𝜏di

d𝜏′ Y(𝑘 − 𝐴d (𝜏′)) + Y(𝑘 − 𝐴f) (𝜏 − 𝜏df) with
𝐴f = 𝐴d (𝜏df). Since the spectral width of 𝐸env

e (𝜔 − 𝜔e) is
narrow and 𝐸env

e (𝜔−𝜔e) is centered at 𝜔 = 𝜔e, the dispersion
relations in the rapidly varying functions—i.e., 𝐸env

e and the
exponentials in Eq. (17)—can be expanded around 𝑘 = 𝑘e,
and the summation

∑
𝑘 can be approximated by the Fourier

integral (2𝜋)−1𝑁
∫ ∞
−∞ d𝑘 . The other slowly oscillating prefac-

tors are replaced with those for 𝑘 = 𝑘e. Finally, we obtain the
expression for the current at 𝜏 > 𝜏df as

𝐽inter (𝜏) ≈
∑︁
𝑘e

[
𝑚(𝑘e)𝐸env

e

(
𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴f)
𝑣(𝑘e)

𝜏 + Δ𝜏

)
× e−i[Y (𝑘e−𝐴f )𝜏+Δ\ ] + c.c.

]
. (18)

Here, the summation in Eq. (18) is over all 𝑘e such that 𝜔e =

Y(𝑘e), and 𝑚, Δ𝜏, and Δ\ are miscellaneous constants given
by

𝑚(𝑘e) =
Y(𝑘e − 𝐴f)

2𝑣(𝑘e)
`∗𝑘e−𝐴f

`𝑘e , (19)

Δ𝜏 = − 𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴f)
𝑣(𝑘e)

𝜏df +
∫ 𝜏df

𝜏di

d𝜏′
𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏′))

𝑣(𝑘e)
+ 𝜏di,

(20)

Δ\ = \ − Y(𝑘e − 𝐴f)𝜏df +
∫ 𝜏df

𝜏di

d𝜏′ Y(𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏′)) + 𝜔e𝜏di.

(21)

When 𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴f)/𝑣(𝑘e) < 0, as shown in process (iii) of
Fig. 1(b), the envelope of the current in Eq. (18) is the time-
reversed waveform of the envelope of the excitation pulse.
This can be viewed as the reversal of the electron–hole pair
distribution in the frequency domain [from the blue to the red
curves on the vertical axis in Fig. 1(b)].

In the semiclassical picture, when the relative velocity
𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴f) is reversed, the electron and hole turn back and
eventually recombine, as depicted in process (iii’) in Fig. 1(b).
Equation (18) then tells us when the echo current is gen-
erated. Since the excitation pulse is centered at 𝜏 = 𝜏e,
the echo current is centered at the time when 𝜏 satisfies
[𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴f)/𝑣(𝑘e)]𝜏 + Δ𝜏 = 𝜏e; i.e.,∫ 𝜏

𝜏e

d𝜏′ 𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏′)) = 0. (22)

The condition given in Eq. (22) means that the relative dis-
placement of the photocarriers must be zero when they recom-
bine. This conclusion is consistent with earlier results obtained
by the saddle-point approximation [118, 119], although our
formula in Eq. (18) describes the explicit time dependence of
the envelope function beyond the saddle-point approximation.

Another consequence of Eq. (18) is that the central fre-
quency of the echo pulse is Y(𝑘e − 𝐴f), which depends on
the residual vector potential 𝐴f of the driving pulse. This in-
dicates that we are able to obtain the energy-band structure
by varying the amplitude of the driving pulse and measuring
the frequency of the echo pulses. In Sec. III, we demonstrate
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numerically that the dispersion relations of quasiparticles can
be reconstructed by using the energy-band echoes.

We next make some remarks about the requirement and gen-
erality of the energy-band echoes. First, the frequency of the
excitation pulse should not be located at a band edge. Oth-
erwise, the linear approximation for Y(𝑘) at 𝑘 = 𝑘e fails to
describe the echo current in Eq. (18), even though a remnant
of the echoes can still be observed; this is discussed in detail in
Appendix B. Second, the present time-reversal dynamics are
caused by the reversal of the relative group velocity 𝑣(𝑘e − 𝐴f)
of the photoexcited particles, whereas earlier proposals in, e.g.,
Ref. [23], require the sign reversal of the total Hamiltonian.
Therefore, for a wide class of insulators in which an electric
field can drive well-defined quasiparticles in reciprocal space,
energy-band echoes can be observed, and the analytical re-
sults in Eqs. (18) and (22) are valid to some extent. In these
systems, Y(𝑘) = Ycb (𝑘) − Yvb (𝑘) can be thought of as the en-
ergy of the photocarriers—e.g., a doublon and holon in Mott
insulators—and the relative velocity 𝑣(𝑘) in Eq. (22) should
be replaced with a vector v(k) in two- or three-dimensional
systems. These conjectures are supported by the numerical
calculations presented in Sec. III.

III. MOMENTUM-RESOLVED SPECTROSCOPY OF
QUASIPARTICLE EXCITATIONS

In this section, we show that energy-band echoes can be
used to reconstruct the dispersion relations of photoexcited
quasiparticles. This is based on the fact that the echo current
given in Eq. (18) depends on the vector potential 𝐴f associated
with the amplitude of the driving pulse. Furthermore, we
demonstrate that this scheme can be applied not only to band
insulators but also to strongly correlated systems, including
Mott and charge-ordered insulators. We also discuss the effects
of integrability and dimensionality on the energy-band echoes.
For simplicity, throughout this section we apply a Gaussian
excitation pulse

𝐴e (𝜏) = −𝐴ee−(𝜏−𝜏e)2/(2𝜎2
e ) sin(𝜔e𝜏) (23)

and the subsequent driving pulse given in Eq. (4); the param-
eter values are the same as those adopted in Sec. II A unless
otherwise stated.

A. Band insulator

In Fig. 2, we show the energy-band echoes that appear in the
one-dimensional band insulator defined by Eq. (1). After the
driving pulse decays, two echo pulses appear at 𝜏 ≈ 40𝑡−1

h and
𝜏 ≈ 90𝑡−1

h . The appearance of the two pulses can be ascribed
to the fact that the equation 𝜔e = Y(𝑘e) has two roots in the
one-dimensional system. The roots of 𝜔e = Y(𝑘e) in the first
Brillouin zone (−𝜋, 𝜋] are 𝑘e ≈ ±1.05 and ±2.1; the energies
of the electron–hole pairs after the driving pulse are given by
Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴f) ≈ 6.69𝑡h for 𝑘e ≈ +1.05 and −2.1, and 8.16𝑡h
for 𝑘e ≈ −1.05 and +2.1. These values are in good agreement
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FIG. 2. Echoes in a one-dimensional band insulator. (a) Time profile
of the electric current. The inset shows the Fourier spectrum of the
electric current (solid curve) and the energy of the electron–hole pair
Y1bi (𝑘e−𝐴f) calculated from Eq. (2) (vertical lines). The amplitude of
the driving pulse is set to 𝐴d = 0.9 (i.e., 𝐴f/𝜋 ≈ −0.44). (b) Spectral
map of the electric current. The red curves show𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e−𝐴f) as
a function of 𝐴f . The inset shows a sketch of the intraband dynamics
of two photoexcited pairs.

with the peak structure of the Fourier spectrum of the echo
current for 𝜏 ≥ 0, denoted by 𝐽 (𝜔), as shown in the inset of
Fig. 2(a). The frequency of the first (second) echo at 𝜏 ≈ 40𝑡−1

h
(90𝑡−1

h ) is found to be 𝜔 ≈ 6.69𝑡h (8.16𝑡h). The first echo was
already seen in Fig. 1(a) for the excitation pulse defined by
Eq. (3).

We next consider the 𝐴f dependence of the echo frequency
in more detail. Figure 2(b) shows a color map of the Fourier
spectra of 𝐽 (𝜏) for 𝜏 > 0. There are two branches: with
increasing |𝐴f |, one increases from 𝜔 = 3𝑡h to 8.54𝑡h and the
other decreases from 𝜔 = 8.54𝑡h to 3𝑡h. These branches are
described quite well by the equation 𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴f) as
indicated by the red curves in Fig. 2(b). We also find that the
echo appears for 𝐴f between the first and second extrema of
𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴f), where the relative velocity of the electron–
hole pair is reversed by the driving pulse, as illustrated in
the inset of Fig. 2(b). These results are consistent with the
analysis in Sec. II B and demonstrate that the frequency of
the echo provides information about the energy-band structure
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Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴f) as a function of the vector potential 𝐴f .
When the excitation pulse is resonant with a band edge,

however, the analytical expressions derived in Sec. II B are not
valid because 𝑣(𝑘e) = 0 in Eq. (18). In this case, the frequency
of the echoes deviates from 𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴f), as discussed in
Appendix B.

B. Mott insulator

Mott insulators comprise another important class of insula-
tors, in which the electron–electron interaction energy domi-
nates over the kinetic energy of an electron. Here, we consider
a prototypical model of a Mott insulator, i.e., the half-filled
one-dimensional Hubbard model. The Hamiltonian for this
system is given by

HH = −
∑︁
𝑖𝑠

(
𝑡h𝑐

†
𝑖𝑠
𝑐𝑖+1,𝑠 + H.c.

)
+𝑈

∑︁
𝑖

𝑛𝑖↑𝑛𝑖↓, (24)

where 𝑐†
𝑖𝑠

(𝑐𝑖𝑠) is the creation (annihilation) operator for an
electron at site 𝑖 with spin 𝑠 (= ↑, ↓), and 𝑛𝑖 =

∑
𝑠 𝑛𝑖𝑠 =∑

𝑠 𝑐
†
𝑖𝑠
𝑐𝑖𝑠 represents the number operator. The nearest-

neighbor transfer integral and the on-site repulsive interac-
tion are denoted by 𝑡h and 𝑈, respectively. The ground state
at half filling is a Mott insulating state, and the elementary
charge excitations are doublons and holons. According to the
Bethe ansatz [120], the energy and momentum of a doublon–
holon pair can be written as E(𝑘d, 𝑘h) = Yd (𝑘d) + Yh (𝑘h) and
𝑃(𝑘d, 𝑘h) = 𝑝d (𝑘d) + 𝑝h (𝑘h), respectively, where

Yh (𝑘) = Yd (𝑘)

= 2𝑡h cos 𝑘 + 𝑈
2

+ 2
∫ ∞

0

d𝜔
𝜔

J1 (𝜔) cos(𝜔 sin 𝑘)e−𝜔𝑈/(4𝑡h)

cosh[𝜔𝑈/(4𝑡h)]
, (25)

𝑝h (𝑘) = 𝑝d (𝑘) + 𝜋

=
𝜋

2
− 𝑘 − 2

∫ ∞

0

d𝜔
𝜔

J0 (𝜔) sin(𝜔 sin 𝑘)
1 + e𝜔𝑈/(2𝑡h)

. (26)

Here, 𝑘d (𝑘h) is called the spectral parameter for a dou-
blon (holon), and J𝑛 denotes the 𝑛th-order Bessel function
of the first kind. Since we consider optical excitations with
𝑃(𝑘d, 𝑘h) = 0, the spectral parameters satisfy the relation
𝑘d = −𝑘h. The energy of the photoinduced doublon–holon
pair is given by YH (𝑘) = E(𝑘,−𝑘). The spectral parameter in
the photoexcited state, denoted by 𝑘 = 𝑘e, is given by the roots
of the equation 𝜔e = YH (𝑘e), and the parameter 𝑘 after the
driving pulse is determined by 𝑘 = 𝑝−1 (𝑝(𝑘e) − 𝐴f), with 𝑝
being the shifted doublon momentum 𝑝(𝑘) = 𝑝d (𝑘) + 𝜋/2 (=
𝑝h (𝑘) − 𝜋/2).

We obtain the ground state and simulate the real-time dy-
namics numerically by using the infinite density-matrix renor-
malization group (iDMRG) and the infinite time-evolving
block decimation (iTEBD) methods, respectively [121, 122],
for matrix product states with global 𝑈 (1) ⊗ 𝑈 (1) symme-
try associated with the conservation of the total number and
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FIG. 3. Echoes in a Mott insulator. (a) Time profile of the electric
current calculated by the iTEBD method. The amplitude of the
driving pulse is set to 𝐴d = 1.5 (i.e., 𝐴f/𝜋 ≈ −0.73) and the other
parameters are 𝜔e = 𝑈 = 8𝑡h and 𝐴e = 0.004. The inset shows
the Fourier spectra for different bond dimensions 𝜒 and the energy
of the doublon–holon pair. (b) Spectral map of the electric current.
The bond dimension is set to 𝜒 = 2000. The red curves show
𝜔 = YH (𝑝−1 (𝑝(𝑘e) − 𝐴f)) as a function of 𝐴f .

magnetization of the electrons [123]. The bond dimension
of the matrix product states is set to 𝜒 = 400 for the ground
states and 𝜒 = 2000 for the time-evolved states; the rela-
tive error of the ground-state energy is of order 10−6. The
vector potential 𝐴(𝜏) is introduced as the Peierls phase; i.e.,
𝑡h → 𝑡he−i𝐴(𝜏) . The real-time evolution of |𝜓(𝜏)〉 is given
by |𝜓(𝜏 + 𝛿𝜏)〉 ≈ exp[−iHH (𝜏 + 𝛿𝜏/2)𝛿𝜏] |𝜓(𝜏)〉, and the
second-order Suzuki–Trotter decomposition is adopted.

Figure 3(a) shows the calculated time profile for the electric
current in a one-dimensional Mott insulator with 𝑈 = 8𝑡h.
The frequency of the excitation pulse is set to 𝜔e = 8𝑡h; the
corresponding spectral parameter is 𝑘e ≈ ±1.73. We find
that the echo current is induced at 𝜏 ≈ 40𝑡−1

h . The inset in
Fig. 3(a) shows that the spectral peak of the echo is located
at 𝜔 ≈ 8.41𝑡h in consistent with the energy calculated from
YH (𝑝−1 (𝑝(𝑘e) − 𝐴f)) and denoted by the vertical line; we also
observe convergence with respect to 𝜒.

The Fourier spectra of the echoes are displayed in Fig. 3(b).
There are two clear branches, which are similar to those in
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the band insulator and which are in agreement with the ex-
act doublon–holon energies denoted by the red curves. This
observation shows that energy-band echoes can be used to ob-
tain the quasiparticle dispersion relations even in a strongly
correlated insulator, whereas one-particle spectra observed
by angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy are smeared
in such a system since non-interacting electrons are not the
well-defined quasiparticles any longer [124, 125].

C. Charge-ordered insulator

A strong interaction often favors long-range order that spon-
taneously breaks the symmetry of a system. In this section, we
consider a charge-ordered insulator without inversion symme-
try as an example to gain further insight into the energy-band
echoes.

We adopt the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising (TFI)
model. The Hamiltonian for this system is given by

HTFI = −𝑉
∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑧
𝑖
𝜎𝑧
𝑖+1 − 𝑡h

∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑥𝑖 , (27)

where {𝜎𝑥
𝑖
, 𝜎

𝑦

𝑖
, 𝜎𝑧
𝑖
} are the Pauli matrices at the 𝑖th unit

cell. The first and second terms in Eq. (27) represent the
Ising interaction and the transverse field, respectively. By
using the Jordan–Wigner transformation, Pfeuty [126] rigor-
ously showed that the ground state is a spontaneously-broken-
symmetry state with

∑
𝑖 〈𝜎𝑧𝑖 〉 ≠ 0 for 𝑡h < 𝑉 , and it undergoes

a phase transition to a disordered phase with
∑
𝑖 〈𝜎𝑧𝑖 〉 = 0 via

the quantum critical point at 𝑡h = 𝑉 . Using the Fourier and
Bogoliubov transformations, we can reduce the Hamiltonian
to the diagonal form

HTFI =
∑︁
𝑘

Y1 (𝑘)[†𝑘[𝑘 , (28)

Y1 (𝑘) = 2
√︃
𝑡2h +𝑉2 + 2𝑡h𝑉 cos 𝑘, (29)

where [†
𝑘

denotes a fermionic creation operator with momen-
tum 𝑘 . In the ordered phase, the elementary excitation is a kink
or domain-wall excitation. The photoexcited state is given by
[
†
𝑘
[
†
−𝑘 |0〉 [79], with |0〉 being the vacuum (i.e., the ground

state), in which a kink–antikink pair has the energy

YTFI (𝑘) = Y1 (𝑘) + Y1 (−𝑘). (30)

Notwithstanding its simplicity, the TFI model emerges in
various contexts in physics. For example, it is known that
organic ferroelectrics that consist of molecular dimers can be
described by the TFI model [79, 127, 128], with the Pauli
matrices representing the intradimer orbital degree of free-
dom, 𝑡h denoting the intradimer transfer integral, and 𝑉 being
proportional to the interdimer repulsive interaction strength.
The broken-symmetry phase is interpreted as a charge-ordered
phase with a finite electric polarization

∑
𝑖 〈𝜎𝑧𝑖 〉 ≠ 0. The

Peierls substitution of the vector potential 𝐴 yields a rotation
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FIG. 4. Echoes in a charge-ordered insulator. (a) Time profile of the
electric current calculated by the iTEBD method. The amplitude of
the driving pulse is set to 𝐴d = 1.5 (i.e., 𝐴f/𝜋 ≈ −0.73), and the
other parameters are 𝜔e = 4.4𝑡h and 𝑉 = 1.6𝑡h. The inset shows the
Fourier spectra for 𝜒 = 100 and 200; the energy of the kink–antikink
pair is indicated by the vertical line. (b) Spectral map of the electric
current. The red curve shows 𝜔 = YTFI (𝑘e − 𝑃0𝐴f) as a function of
𝐴f with 𝑃0 ≈ 0.94 (see text). The inset in (b) illustrates the motion
of the kink–antikink pair in reciprocal space.

of the transverse field around the 𝑧-axis; i.e.,

HTFI (𝐴) = −𝑉
∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑧
𝑖
𝜎𝑧
𝑖+1 − 𝑡h

∑︁
𝑖

[
𝜎𝑥𝑖 cos 𝐴 − 𝜎𝑦

𝑖
sin 𝐴

]
.

(31)

By introducing the time-dependent unitary transformation
U = exp[−i𝐴(𝜏)∑𝑖 𝜎

𝑧
𝑖
/2] [79], we can rewrite Eq. (31) as

HTFI (𝐸) = −𝑉
∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑧
𝑖
𝜎𝑧
𝑖+1 − 𝑡h

∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑥𝑖 − 𝐸 (𝜏)
∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑧
𝑖

2
, (32)

with 𝐸 (𝜏) = −𝜕𝜏𝐴(𝜏). The polarization operator is defined
by

�̂� = − 1
𝑁

𝛿HTFI
𝛿𝐸

=
1

2𝑁

∑︁
𝑖

𝜎𝑧
𝑖
. (33)

We obtain the ground state of the Hamiltonian given in Eq. (27)
and simulate the real-time evolution governed by the Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (31) by using the iTEBD method with 𝜒 = 200;
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the absolute error of the ground-state energy is of the order
of 10−8𝑡h. Here, we chose a positively polarized state with
〈0|�̂� |0〉 > 0 as the initial state.

Figure 4(a) displays the time profile of the electric current
and its Fourier spectrum in the charge-ordered phase with
𝑉 = 1.6𝑡h. The excitation-pulse frequency is set to 𝜔e = 4.4𝑡h,
which creates a kink–antikink pair with 𝑘 = 𝑘e ≈ 2.396. An
echo pulse is generated at 𝜏 ≈ 40𝑡−1

h , and its central frequency
converges with respect to 𝜒, as shown in the inset. We show the
spectral map of the electric current in Fig. 4(b). The equation
𝜔e = YTFI (𝑘) has the single root 𝑘 = 𝑘e, and there is a single
branch given by 𝜔 = YTFI (𝑘e − 𝑃0𝐴f) [the vertical line in the
inset of Fig. 4(a) and the red curve in Fig. 4(b)]. Here, the
prefactor of 𝐴f is defined by 𝑃0 = 2〈0|�̂� |0〉, which originates
from a non-local operator appearing in the Jordan–Wigner
transformation and reflects the absence of inversion symmetry;
see Appendix C for a detailed discussion. In this sense, energy-
band echoes capture the many-body nature associated with
spontaneous symmetry breaking.

D. Dimensionality and integrability

We have hitherto discussed energy-band echoes with a fo-
cus on one-dimensional integrable systems, in which the pho-
toexcited quasiparticles have an infinite lifetime. A natural
question then arises: whether and how do energy-band echoes
appear in higher-dimensional or non-integrable systems? In
the following, we address this question by considering a two-
dimensional tight-binding model and a one-dimensional ex-
tended Hubbard model.

1. Two-dimensional band insulator

We adopt the two-orbital tight-binding Hamiltonian given
in Eq. (1) on a square lattice with nearest-neighbor hopping.
The energy of an electron–hole pair is given by

Y2bi (k) = 2
√︃
[2𝑡𝛼𝛽 (cos 𝑘𝑥 + cos 𝑘𝑦)]2 + (𝐸g/2)2, (34)

where k = (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) is the momentum of the electron. We sim-
ulate the real-time dynamics as in Sec. II A, with the insulating
initial state having 𝑁/𝐿2 = 1, where 𝐿2 denotes the number
of sites. The parameter values are 𝐸g = 3𝑡h, 𝑡𝛼𝛽 = 𝑡h, and
𝜔e = 5𝑡h.

First, we apply the excitation pulse in the 𝑥-direction. Fig-
ure 5(a) shows the quasiparticle band structure Y2bi (k) and
the conduction-electron distribution |𝜓cb

k
|2 after the excitation

pulse. The electrons are excited to the iso-energy surface given
by 𝜔e = Y2bi (k). Since the transition moment is proportional
to the relative group velocity v2bi (k) = 𝜕Y2bi (k)/𝜕k, the elec-
tron distribution |𝜓cb

k
|2 vanishes where 𝑣2bi,𝑥 (k) = 0.

When we apply the driving pulse in the 𝑥-direction, we ob-
serve echo generation even in this two-dimensional system,
and we obtain the spectral map of the electric current shown
in Fig. 5(b). This panel contains three branches: two of them,

ranging from 𝜔 = 3𝑡h to 8.544𝑡h, can be attributed to quasi-
particles excited at k = (𝑘 (1)e,𝑥 , 0) with 𝜔e = Y2bi (𝑘 (1)e,𝑥 , 0) and at
k = (𝑘 (2)e,𝑥 , 𝜋) with 𝜔e = Y2bi (𝑘 (2)e,𝑥 , 𝜋). These are in agreement
with 𝜔 = Y2bi (𝑘 (1)e,𝑥 − 𝐴f , 0) and 𝜔 = Y2bi (𝑘 (2)e,𝑥 − 𝐴f , 𝜋), as
indicated by the red curves in Fig. 5(b) and the red vertical
lines in Fig. 5(c). Since 𝑣2bi,𝑦 (𝑘𝑥 , 0) = 0 for any 𝑘𝑥 , these
quasiparticles move in the 𝑥-direction parallel to the driving
pulse, as depicted in Fig. 5(d). For quasiparticles with mo-
menta that depart slightly from 𝑘𝑦 = 0, the electron and hole
cannot recombine, since the sign of 𝑣2bi,𝑦 (k) is unchanged by
the driving pulse, as illustrated in Fig. 5(e), and thus they do
not generate echoes. These two branches can therefore be un-
derstood by analogy to those in the one-dimensional systems.

The third branch in Fig. 5(b) stems from the two-
dimensional motions of quasiparticles excited with nonzero
relative velocity in the 𝑦-direction, and it is reproduced by the
following analysis of the classical motion of the quasiparticles.
Assuming that Eq. (22) holds for higher-dimensional systems,
we expect an echo to appear when the relative displacement
r(𝜏) is zero after the driving pulse. This condition is given by

r(𝜏) =
∫ 𝜏

𝜏e

d𝜏′ v2bi (ke −A(𝜏′)) = 0, (35)

where ke satisfies 𝜔e = Y2bi (ke). From Eq. (35), we obtain
a set of ke that contributes to the echoes [indicated by the
green dots in Fig. 5(a)] and the corresponding echo frequency
𝜔 = Y2bi (𝑘e,𝑥 − 𝐴f , 𝑘e,𝑦) [the green curve in Fig. 5(b) and the
green vertical line in Fig. 5(c)].

By changing the polarization of the excitation pulse, we
can distinguish these two types of echoes mentioned above:
one comes from one-dimensional motions and the other from
higher-dimensional motions. Figure 5(f) shows a spectral map
of the electric current with a 𝑦-polarized excitation pulse and
an 𝑥-polarized driving pulse; we observe only the single branch
attributed to the two-dimensional motions, although the echo
intensity is different from that in Fig. 5(b). Since quasipar-
ticles with 𝑘𝑦 = 0 are not excited by the 𝑦-polarized pulse
in the present model, the echoes originating from the one-
dimensional motion completely disappear. Therefore, in prin-
ciple, we can reconstruct the energy-band structure of two- or
three-dimensional materials through a comprehensive analysis
of the polarization dependence of the energy-band echoes.

2. Non-integrable Mott insulator

Next, we consider the one-dimensional extended Hubbard
model defined by the Hamiltonian

HextH = HH +𝑉
∑︁
𝑖

𝑛𝑖𝑛𝑖+1, (36)

where the first term HH is the Hubbard Hamiltonian given in
Eq. (24), and the second term represents a repulsive interaction
between the nearest-neighbor sites. The integrability of the
system is broken when 𝑉 ≠ 0, which is supported by the
observation that the level-spacing statistics are close to the
Wigner–Dyson distribution, as shown in Appendix D.
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FIG. 5. Echoes in a two-dimensional band insulator. (a) Energy-band structure Y2bi (k). The contrast on the surface represents |𝜓cb
k
|2 for

an 𝑥-polarized excitation pulse. The double-headed arrow indicates the polarization of the excitation pulse. (b) Spectral map of the electric
current with an 𝑥-polarized excitation pulse and an 𝑥-polarized driving pulse. The red and green curves represent 𝜔 = Y2bi (𝑘

(1)
e,𝑥 − 𝐴f , 0) and

Y2bi (𝑘
(2)
e,𝑥 − 𝐴f , 𝜋), and 𝜔 = Y2bi (𝑘e,𝑥 − 𝐴f , 𝑘e,𝑦), respectively (see text). (c) Fourier spectrum of the electric current for 𝐴d = 1.64 (i.e.,

𝐴f/𝜋 ≈ −0.79). The vertical lines represent the calculated energies of the quasiparticles after the driving pulse. (d),(e) Sketches of the motions
of the photoexcited electron and hole under an 𝑥-polarized driving pulse. (f) Spectral map of the electric current with a 𝑦-polarized excitation
pulse and an 𝑥-polarized driving pulse. The parameters are set to 𝜔d = 0.1𝑡h, 𝜔e = 5𝑡h, 𝐴e = 0.002, and 𝐿 = 1500 in (a)–(f).

By using the iDMRG and iTEBD methods as in Sec. III B,
we can calculate the ground state in the Mott insulating phase
(𝑈 = 8𝑡h and𝑉 = 2𝑡h) with 𝜒 = 400 and its real-time evolution
with 𝜒 = 3000. The time profile of the electric current is shown
in Fig. 6(a), and its Fourier spectrum is plotted in the inset.
The echo signal is generated at 𝜏 ≈ 40𝑡−1

h , whose spectral
peak is located at 𝜔 ≈ 9𝑡h. A small oscillation with frequency
𝜔 ≈ 5𝑡h is also observed after the excitation pulse decays,
which we attribute to the excitation of bound doublon–holon
pairs, i.e., excitons [129]. The bound pair does not give rise to
echoes since it is not driven by the electric field.

Figure 6(b) shows a spectral map of the electric current.
Prominent spectral weight emerges at |𝐴f |/𝜋 ≈ 0.3, transfers
from 𝜔 ≈ 5𝑡h to 12𝑡h with increasing |𝐴f |, and then vanishes
at |𝐴f |/𝜋 = 1; it appears again for |𝐴f |/𝜋 > 1 and transfers
downward. Although no exact expression for the quasiparticle
energy is known, these two prominent peaks are likely to be-
long to two different branches that are adiabatically connected
to those of the Hubbard model with𝑉 = 0, providing informa-
tion about the quasiparticle dispersion relations as a function
of 𝐴f . We attribute the non-dispersive peak at 𝜔 ≈ 5𝑡h to the
excitation of bound pairs.

As shown above, energy-band echoes can be observed even
in a non-integrable system, in which the photoexcited quasi-
particles acquire a finite lifetime. Considering the similarity
between the energy-band echoes and Hahn echoes, we antici-
pate that the relaxation or dephasing time of the quasiparticles
can be estimated from the delay-time dependence of the echo

intensity. However, we leave this issue for future work, since
the present numerical method does not accurately capture the
long-time behavior.

E. Optical driving pulse

In previous sections, we used the driving pulse 𝐸d (𝜏) given
in Eq. (4), with the CEP being \d = 0, which leaves a fi-
nite vector potential 𝐴f ∝ cos \d after 𝐸d (𝜏) decays. While
the existence of such a unipolar (i.e., 𝐴f ≠ 0) pulse is con-
troversial [109–112], here by introducing a CEP-controlled
mono-cycle driving pulse we show that energy-band echoes
can be obtained even for 𝐴f = 0.

We adopt a driving pulse 𝐸d (𝜏) with CEP \d = 𝜋/2 that
contains a single optical cycle, and we apply the excitation
pulse at 𝜏 = 𝜏e = 0 when the vector potential of the driving
pulse is maximal. The excitation pulse must be shorter than
a half-cycle of the driving pulse, which means that the pulse
width 𝜎e must satisfy 𝜔−1

e � 𝜎e � 𝜔−1
d . The waveforms of

𝐸d (𝜏), 𝐸e (𝜏), and 𝐴(𝜏) = 𝐴d (𝜏)+𝐴e (𝜏) are shown in Fig. 7(a).
With this setup, the photoexcited quasiparticles are subjected
to a finite impulse due to the driving pulse even though 𝐴f = 0.
The impulse is determined by the vector potential at 𝜏 = 𝜏e,
denoted by 𝐴d (𝜏e) [see Fig. 7(a)].

Figure 7(a) also shows the time profile of the electric cur-
rent and its spectrum for the one-dimensional band insulator
defined by Hbi in Eq. (1). We find that two echoes appear
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FIG. 6. Echoes in a non-integrable Mott insulator. (a) Time profile of
the electric current calculated by the iTEBD method. The amplitude
of the driving pulse is set to 𝐴d = 1.4 (i.e., 𝐴f/𝜋 ≈ −0.68), and the
other parameters are 𝜔e = 𝑈 = 8𝑡h, 𝑉 = 2𝑡h, and 𝐴e = 0.02. The
inset shows the Fourier spectra for 𝜒 = 2000 and 3000. (b) Spectral
map of the electric current. The bond dimension is set to 𝜒 = 3000.

at 𝜏 ≈ 30𝑡−1
h and 60𝑡−1

h . We show the spectral map of the
electric current in Fig. 7(b), where two branches are seen, al-
though they are broadened for large |𝐴d (𝜏e) | compared with
the previous results.

To compare the energy-band dispersion with the echo fre-
quency, we evaluate the changes in the vector potential be-
tween 𝜏 = 𝜏e and the time 𝜏 = 𝜏r at which the quasiparticles
recombine and the echoes are generated. The green curves in
Fig. 7(a) represent the envelope of 𝐽 (𝜏) obtained through a
low-pass filter and the Hilbert transformation, from which we
evaluate the changes in 𝐴(𝜏) for the first and second echoes.
The vertical lines in the inset of Fig. 7(a) and the green and
red curves in Fig. 7(b) show 𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏r) + 𝐴d (𝜏e)),
which agree with the simulated spectra of the echoes.

IV. DISCUSSION

We have illustrated the appearance of energy-band echoes
in band insulators and correlated insulators. We find that what
is essential for the generation of the energy-band echoes is the
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FIG. 7. Echoes in a one-dimensional band insulator with an optical
driving pulse. (a) Time profiles of the electric fields, vector potential,
and electric current. The green curve shows the envelope of 𝐽 (𝜏)
calculated from the Hilbert transformation. The amplitude of the
driving pulse is set to 𝐴d = 2.2 (i.e., |𝐴d (𝜏e) |/𝜋 ≈ 0.51), and the
other parameters are 𝜔d = 0.05𝑡h, 𝜔e = 5𝑡h, 𝐴e = 0.002, 𝜏e = 0,
and 𝑁 = 1500. The inset shows the Fourier spectrum of 𝐽 (𝜏).
(b) Spectral map of the electric current. The green and red curves
represent 𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴d (𝜏r) + 𝐴d (𝜏e)) as functions of |𝐴d (𝜏e) |
for the first and second echoes, respectively, where 𝐴d (𝜏r) − 𝐴d (𝜏e)
is the vector-potential change to which the electron–hole pairs are
subjected.

presence of an energy continuum of photoexcited quasiparti-
cles that can be driven by the external electric field. Therefore,
we can expect to observe such echoes not only in solids but
also in a cold-atom system on an optical lattice. In such a
system, resonant interband excitation has been achieved [130],
and an intraband driving has been realized by using a constant
inertial force [131] and a synthetic gauge field [132, 133].

For energy-band echoes in solids, dissipation of the photo-
carriers may not be negligible, which reduces the echo inten-
sity, as we mentioned in Sec. III D 2 above. To observe these
echoes, one optical cycle of the driving pulse is preferably
shorter than the relaxation times of the photocarriers, which
are typically of the order of a few femtoseconds for electron–
electron interactions and subpicoseconds for electron–phonon
interactions [134]. Hence, to prevent relaxation during the
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driving process, a femtosecond excitation pulse and a mono-
cycle mid-infrared or terahertz driving pulse are suitable for ex-
periments. In the present study, we used 𝜔d = 0.1𝑡h ∼ 0.1 eV
(i.e., ℏ/𝜔d ∼ 6.6 fs), which is much shorter than the typ-
ical timescales of electron–phonon interactions but longer
than those of electron–electron interactions. Nevertheless,
echoes are still observed in a non-integrable Mott insulator
with 𝑈 = 4𝑉 = 8𝑡h ∼ 8 eV � 𝜔d, as shown in Sec. III D 2,
which leaves open the possibility of observing such echoes in
real materials.

The energy-band echoes require both an excitation pulse and
a driving pulse, which is reminiscent of high-order sideband
generation (HSG) [62, 102, 135–140]. In the HSG process, an
excited state is prepared by a resonant pulse and then driven
by an intense multicycle terahertz pulse. In the present study,
however, the vector-potential shift due to the half- or mono-
cycle driving pulse uncovers such a light-emission process
during a single optical cycle, which leads to the concept of
energy-band echoes.

Angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) is a
well-established and sophisticated experimental method that
directly accesses the energy bands below the Fermi level.
Since the present spectroscopy based on energy-band echoes
(energy-band echo spectroscopy for short) acquires the disper-
sion relations of the electron–hole pairs, we can obtain the band
structure below and above the Fermi level in combination with
ARPES, which is similar to an earlier proposal for all-optical
spectroscopy based on HHG [91]. Furthermore, energy-band
echo spectroscopy provides well-defined dispersion relations
for renormalized quasiparticles such as the doublon–holon
pairs in a Mott insulator, as shown in Sec. III B, whereas
ARPES spectra for this case are usually blurred because of
many-body interactions [124, 125].

V. SUMMARY

In this work, we have investigated energy-band echoes that
originate from the dynamics of quasiparticle wavepackets
driven and controlled by a lightwave. After the driving pulse
decays, the electric current oscillates with the time-reversed
waveform of the excitation pulse. The echoes are observed
not only in band insulators but also in correlated insulators,
in one and higher dimensions. On the basis of the numerical
and analytical results, we have elucidated the echo-generation
process: (i) a photocarrier is excited, and its wavepacket has
the same waveform as the excitation pulse; (ii) the photocarrier
is adiabatically accelerated by the driving pulse; and (iii) the
recombination of the wavepacket yields echoes with the time-
reversed waveform. Furthermore, we found that the dispersion
relation is reflected in the echo frequency as a function of the
driving-pulse amplitude. We have confirmed numerically that
the echo frequency agrees with the predictions obtained from
exact solutions, and we have also found that the echoes appear
even in a non-integrable system where the quasiparticles have
a finite lifetime. These results suggest that energy-band echoes
can be used to achieve momentum-resolved spectroscopy of
elementary optical excitations in a wide class of insulators.
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Appendix A: Intraband dynamics in a band insulator

We derive Eq. (16) by considering the electric-field-induced
dynamics of a non-interacting tight-binding model [115–117].
The Hamiltonian for orbital _ can be written as

H_ =

∞∑︁
𝑚=0

[
𝑔_𝑚�̂�

𝑚 + 𝑔_∗𝑚 (�̂�†)𝑚
]
− 𝐸d (𝜏) �̂�, (A1)

where �̂�𝑚 =
∑
𝑗 𝑐

†
_, 𝑗
𝑐_, 𝑗+𝑚 and �̂� =

∑
𝑗 𝑟 𝑗𝑐

†
_, 𝑗
𝑐_, 𝑗 , and 𝑔_𝑚

is defined by Y_ (𝑘) =
∑∞
𝑚=0 ei𝑘𝑚𝑔_𝑚 + c.c. We introduce the

time-evolution operator𝑈 (𝜏) = 𝑈𝑅 (𝜏)𝑈𝐾 (𝜏) as

i𝜕𝜏𝑈𝑅 (𝜏) = −𝐸d (𝜏) �̂�𝑈𝑅, (A2)

i𝜕𝜏𝑈𝐾 (𝜏) = 𝑈−1
𝑅

∑︁
𝑚

[
𝑔_𝑚�̂�

𝑚 + 𝑔_∗𝑚 (�̂�†)𝑚
]
𝑈𝑅𝑈𝐾 . (A3)

The solution of Eq. (A2) is given by

𝑈𝑅 (𝜏) = e−i𝐴d (𝜏) �̂�, (A4)

where 𝐴d (𝜏) = −
∫ 𝜏
𝜏di

d𝜏′ 𝐸d (𝜏′) is the vector potential of the
driving pulse. Since [�̂�, �̂�𝑚] = −𝑚�̂�𝑚 and [�̂�, �̂�†] = 0 in
the thermodynamic limit, we obtain the solution of Eq. (A3)
in the form

𝑈𝐾 (𝜏) = exp

{
−i

∑︁
𝑚

[
𝜒_𝑚 (𝜏)�̂�𝑚 + 𝜒_𝑚 (𝜏)∗ (�̂�†)𝑚

]}
, (A5)

where 𝜒_𝑚 (𝜏) =
∫ 𝜏
𝜏di

d𝜏′ 𝑔_𝑚e−i𝐴d (𝜏′)𝑚. The matrix elements of
𝑈 (𝜏) are given by

〈𝑘 |𝑈 (𝜏) |𝑘 ′〉 = 𝛿𝑘+𝐴d (𝜏) ,𝑘′ e−i
∫ 𝜏

𝜏di
d𝜏′ Y_ (𝑘′−𝐴d (𝜏′)) (A6)

with |𝑘〉 = 𝑁−1/2 ∑
𝑗 ei𝑘𝑟 𝑗 𝑐†

_, 𝑗
|0〉. Substituting Eq. (A6) into

𝜓𝑘 (𝜏) =
∑
𝑘′ 〈𝑘 |𝑈 (𝜏) |𝑘 ′〉𝜓𝑘′ (𝜏di), we obtain Eq. (16).

Appendix B: Band-edge excitation

The expression for the electric current given in Eq. (18)
does not hold when the excitation pulse is resonant with a
band edge. In this case, only a part of the Fourier spectrum
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FIG. 8. Light emission for a band-edge excitation pulse. (a) Sketch
of band-edge excitation. Only a part of 𝐸 (𝜔) (gray shading) can be
transferred to the wavefunction of the electron–hole pair. (b) Spectral
map of the electric current. The red, yellow, and green dashed curves
represent𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e−𝐴f), Y1bi (𝑘e+Δ𝑘−𝐴f), and Y1bi (𝑘e−Δ𝑘−𝐴f),
respectively, with 𝑘e = 𝜋/2 and Δ𝑘 ≈ 0.23. The inset shows the time
profile of the electric current for 𝐴d = 1.08 (i.e., 𝐴f/𝜋 ≈ −0.52).
The parameters are set to 𝜔d = 0.1𝑡h, 𝐴e = 0.002, 𝜏e = −50𝑡−1

h , and
𝜔e = 3𝑡h = 𝐸g.

of the excitation pulse is transcribed into the electron–hole
wavefunction, as shown in Fig. 8(a). This gives rise to the
collapse of the time-reversed waveform for 𝜏 > 0.

In Fig. 8(b), we show the time profile and spectral map of the
electric current in a one-dimensional band insulator for a band-
edge excitation pulse with 𝜔e = 𝐸g; the other parameters are
the same as in Sec. III A. The oscillation from time 𝜏 ≈ −40𝑡−1

h
to −20𝑡h is due to the presence of electron–hole pairs with
zero group velocity. A remnant of the echoes is observed
in 𝐽 (𝜏) at 𝜏 ≈ 100𝑡h, as shown in the inset of Fig. 8(b).
The Fourier spectra of 𝐽 (𝜏), shown in Fig. 8(b), indicate the
appearance of a dispersive peak, although it deviates from
𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e − 𝐴f) with 𝑘e = 𝜋/2. Considering the spectral
width of the excitation pulse, depicted in Fig. 8(a), we also plot
two curves, 𝜔 = Y1bi (𝑘e + Δ𝑘 − 𝐴f) and Y1bi (𝑘e − Δ𝑘 − 𝐴f),
where Δ𝑘 satisfies Y1bi (𝑘e ± Δ𝑘) = 𝐸g + 2𝜎−1

e , in Fig. 8(b).
The peak frequency is found to lie between the two curves.

Appendix C: Intraband dynamics of the one-dimensional
transverse-field Ising model

Here, we explain how the correction factor 𝑃0 emerges in
the energy-band echoes in the one-dimensional TFI model.
The Jordan–Wigner transformation is defined by

𝜎𝑥𝑗 = 2𝑛 𝑗 − 1, (C1)

𝑆+𝑗 = 𝑐
†
𝑗
ei𝜋

∑
𝑙< 𝑗 𝑛𝑙 , (C2)

where 𝑐†
𝑗

denotes a fermion creation operator, 𝑛 𝑗 = 𝑐†𝑗𝑐 𝑗 rep-
resents the number operator, and 𝑆±

𝑗
= (𝜎𝑦

𝑗
± i𝜎𝑧

𝑗
)/2 is a spin

raising/lowering operator with the 𝑥-axis being the quantiza-
tion axis. Since the Peierls substitution of the vector potential
rotates the transverse field around the 𝑧-axis, the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (31) can be diagonalized by using the following trans-

formation:

�̃�𝑥𝑗 = 𝜎𝑥𝑗 cos 𝐴 − 𝜎𝑦
𝑗

sin 𝐴, (C3)

�̃�
𝑦

𝑗
= 𝜎𝑥𝑗 sin 𝐴 + 𝜎𝑦

𝑗
cos 𝐴, (C4)

�̃�𝑧
𝑗
= 𝜎𝑧

𝑗
, (C5)

which leaves the eigenvalues ofHTFI unchanged. Accordingly,
the fermion operator 𝑐†

𝑗
becomes

�̃� 𝑗 =

(
𝑐 𝑗

e−i𝐴𝜎𝑧
𝑗 + 1

2
+ 𝑐†

𝑗

e−i𝐴𝜎𝑧
𝑗 − 1

2

)
e−i𝐴

∑
𝑙< 𝑗 𝜎

𝑧
𝑙 . (C6)

Since what is needed is a one-to-one correspondence of the
energy eigenstates between systems with infinitesimally small
differences in 𝐴, by assuming (e±i𝐴𝜎𝑧

𝑗 +1)/2 ≈ 1 and (e±i𝐴𝜎𝑧
𝑗 −

1)/2 ≈ 0 for |𝐴| � 1, we have

�̃� 𝑗 ≈ 𝑐 𝑗e−i𝐴
∑

𝑙< 𝑗 𝜎
𝑧
𝑙 . (C7)

In the energy-band echo process, only the broken-symmetry
ground state |0〉 and low-lying excited states are involved in the
dynamics. In these states, the polarization density is expected
to be spatially uniform, and it is given approximately by 𝑃0 =

𝑁−1 ∑
𝑙 〈0|𝜎𝑧𝑙 |0〉 = 〈0|𝜎𝑧

𝑙
|0〉 for the excited states as well as for

the ground state. With the additional assumption that quantum
fluctuations due to the transverse field are negligible [141], the
operator

∑
𝑙< 𝑗 𝜎

𝑧
𝑙

in Eq. (C7) can be replaced with a c-number:∑
𝑙< 𝑗 𝜎

𝑧
𝑙
→ 𝑗𝑃0 for a domain wall propagated in the positive

direction. Then we obtain

[̃
†
−𝑘 ≈ 𝑢𝑘𝑐

†
−(𝑘+𝑃0𝐴) + i𝑣𝑘𝑐𝑘+𝑃0𝐴, (C8)

where 𝑐
†
𝑘

= 𝑁−1/2 ∑
𝑗 ei𝑘 𝑗𝑐†

𝑗
, 𝑢𝑘 = cos(\𝑘/2), and 𝑣𝑘 =

− sin(\𝑘/2), with \𝑘 = tan−1 [(−𝑉 sin 𝑘)/(−𝑡h − 𝑉 cos 𝑘)],
which diagonalizes the Hamiltonian. Equation (C8) indicates
that the energy after the driving pulse is given by Y1 (𝑘−𝑃0𝐴f).

Appendix D: Level statistics for the extended Hubbard model

Here, we show numerically the Wigner–Dyson level statis-
tics of the extended Hubbard model on a one-dimensional
chain with 𝐿 sites [Eq. (36)]. Since the Hamiltonian
has global symmetries—i.e., the translational (T ), parity
(P), time-reversal (𝛩), particle–hole (C), and spin-rotational
symmetries—we consider a subspace that contains a ground
state with electron density 𝑁/𝐿 = 1, total magnetization
𝑆𝑧 = 0, spin quantum number 𝑆 = 0, momentum 𝑘 = 0, and
(P, 𝛩, C) = (+1, +1, +1) for 𝐿 = 0 mod 4 and (+1,−1,−1)
for 𝐿 = 2 mod 4. We use the Lanczos method with desym-
metrization of the Hamiltonian [142–144] and projection onto
the subspace with 𝑆 = 0.

Figure 9(a) shows the nearest-neighbor level-spacing dis-
tributions 𝑃(𝑠) for 𝐿 = 10, 12, and 14, where we adopt an
unfolding method with the Gaussian kernel density estima-
tion. With increasing 𝐿, the distribution 𝑃(𝑠) approaches the
Wigner–Dyson distribution 𝑃WD (𝑠) = (𝜋/2)𝑠 exp(−𝜋2𝑠2/4)
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FIG. 9. Level statistics for the one-dimensional extended Hubbard
model. (a) Nearset-neighbor level-spacing distribution for 𝑉 = 2𝑡h.
The smoothing parameter and bin width are set to 𝜎 = 0.5 and
𝛿𝑠 = 0.1, respectively. (b) The parameter 𝑞 as a function of 𝑉 , for
𝐿 = 10–14. The inset shows 𝑞 for 𝑉 = 2𝑡h; the line is obtained by the
weighted least-squares method.

rather than the Poisson distribution 𝑃P (𝑠) = exp(−𝑠), indicat-
ing that the system is non-integrable when 𝑉 = 2𝑡h.

To discuss the 𝑉 dependence of the level-spacing distribu-
tion, we introduce the Brody function defined by 𝑃𝑞 (𝑠) =

𝛼(𝑞)𝑠𝑞 exp[−𝛽(𝑞)𝑠1+𝑞], where 𝛼(𝑞) = (1 + 𝑞)𝛽(𝑞) and
𝛽(𝑞) = {Γ[(2 + 𝑞)/(1 + 𝑞)]}1+𝑞 with Γ being the gamma
function. Since 𝑃𝑞 (𝑠) reduces to the Poisson distribution for
𝑞 = 0 and to the Wigner–Dyson distribution for 𝑞 = 1, the pa-
rameter 𝑞 interpolates between integrable and non-integrable
systems. We obtain 𝑞 by fitting 𝑃(𝑠) to the Brody function,
as shown in Fig. 9(b). The parameter 𝑞 increases with 𝑉 and
approaches 1 as 𝐿 → ∞ for 𝑉 > 0. Therefore, the nearest-
neighbor interaction 𝑉 breaks the integrability, as one naively
expects.

[1] M. Kjaergaard, M. E. Schwartz, J. Braumüller, P. Krantz,
J. I. Wang, S. Gustavsson, and W. D. Oliver, Superconduct-
ing Qubits: Current State of Play, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter
Phys. 11, 369 (2020).

[2] J. Preskill, Quantum Computing in the NISQ era and beyond,
Quantum 2, 79 (2018).

[3] C. D. Bruzewicz, J. Chiaverini, R. McConnell, and J. M. Sage,
Trapped-ion quantum computing: Progress and challenges,
Appl. Phys. Rev. 6, 021314 (2019).

[4] P. Kok, W. J. Munro, K. Nemoto, T. C. Ralph, J. P. Dowling,
and G. J. Milburn, Linear optical quantum computing with
photonic qubits, Rev. Mod. Phys. 79, 135 (2007).

[5] D. D. Awschalom, R. Hanson, J. Wrachtrup, and B. B. Zhou,
Quantum technologies with optically interfaced solid-state
spins, Nat. Photonics 12, 516 (2018).

[6] F. Xu, X. Ma, Q. Zhang, H.-K. Lo, and J.-W. Pan, Secure quan-
tum key distribution with realistic devices, Rev. Mod. Phys. 92,
025002 (2020).

[7] C. L. Degen, F. Reinhard, and P. Cappellaro, Quantum sensing,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 89, 035002 (2017).

[8] S. Pirandola, B. R. Bardhan, T. Gehring, C. Weedbrook, and
S. Lloyd, Advances in photonic quantum sensing, Nat. Photon-
ics 12, 724 (2018).

[9] M. Atatüre, D. Englund, N. Vamivakas, S.-Y. Lee, and
J. Wrachtrup, Material platforms for spin-based photonic quan-
tum technologies, Nat. Rev. Mater. 3, 38 (2018).

[10] J. L. O’Brien, A. Furusawa, and J. Vučković, Photonic quantum
technologies, Nat. Photonics 3, 687 (2009).

[11] C. Brif, R. Chakrabarti, and H. Rabitz, Control of quantum
phenomena: past, present and future, New J. Phys. 12, 075008
(2010).

[12] B. Brecht, D. V. Reddy, C. Silberhorn, and M. G. Raymer, Pho-
ton Temporal Modes: A Complete Framework for Quantum
Information Science, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041017 (2015).

[13] E. L. Hahn, Spin Echoes, Phys. Rev. 80, 580 (1950).
[14] I. D. Abella, N. A. Kurnit, and S. R. Hartmann, Photon Echoes,

Phys. Rev. 141, 391 (1966).
[15] T. Gorin, T. Prosen, T. H. Seligman, and M. Žnidarič, Dynam-

ics of Loschmidt echoes and fidelity decay, Phys. Rep. 435, 33
(2006).

[16] A. Goussev, R. A. Jalabert, H. M. Pastawski, and D. A.
Wisniacki, Loschmidt echo, Scholarpedia 7, 11687 (2012).

[17] C. M. Sánchez, P. R. Levstein, L. Buljubasich, H. M. Pastawski,

and A. K. Chattah, Quantum dynamics of excitations and deco-
herence in many-spin systems detected with Loschmidt echoes:
its relation to their spreading through the Hilbert space, Philos.
Trans. R. Soc. A 374, 20150155 (2016).

[18] M. F. Yanik and S. Fan, Time Reversal of Light with Linear
Optics and Modulators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 173903 (2004).

[19] S. Longhi, Stopping and time reversal of light in dynamic
photonic structures via Bloch oscillations, Phys. Rev. E 75,
026606 (2007).

[20] Y. Sivan and J. B. Pendry, Theory of wave-front reversal of
short pulses in dynamically tuned zero-gap periodic systems,
Phys. Rev. A 84, 033822 (2011).

[21] M. Wimmer and U. Peschel, Observation of Time Reversed
Light Propagation by an Exchange of Eigenstates, Sci. Rep. 8,
2125 (2018).

[22] A. V. Chumak, V. S. Tiberkevich, A. D. Karenowska, A. A.
Serga, J. F. Gregg, A. N. Slavin, and B. Hillebrands, All-linear
time reversal by a dynamic artificial crystal, Nat. Commun. 1,
141 (2010).

[23] L. Yuan, M. Xiao, and S. Fan, Time reversal of a wave packet
with temporal modulation of gauge potential, Phys. Rev. B 94,
140303(R) (2016).

[24] P. Reck, C. Gorini, A. Goussev, V. Krueckl, M. Fink, and
K. Richter, Dirac quantum time mirror, Phys. Rev. B 95, 165421
(2017).

[25] S. Koshihara, T. Ishikawa, Y. Okimoto, K. Onda, R. Fukaya,
M. Hada, Y. Hayashi, S. Ishihara, and T. Luty, Challenges
for developing photo-induced phase transition (PIPT) systems:
From classical (incoherent) to quantum (coherent) control of
PIPT dynamics, Phys. Rep. 942, 1 (2022).

[26] S. Ishihara, Photoinduced Ultrafast Phenomena in Correlated
Electron Magnets, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 072001 (2019).

[27] T. Miyamoto, H. Yamakawa, T. Morimoto, and H. Okamoto,
Control of electronic states by a nearly monocyclic terahertz
electric-field pulse in organic correlated electron materials, J.
Phys. B 51, 162001 (2018).

[28] A. Kirilyuk, A. V. Kimel, and T. Rasing, Ultrafast optical
manipulation of magnetic order, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 2731
(2010).

[29] A. de la Torre, D. M. Kennes, M. Claassen, S. Gerber, J. W.
McIver, and M. A. Sentef, Colloquium: Nonthermal pathways
to ultrafast control in quantum materials, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93,
041002 (2021).

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050605
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031119-050605
https://doi.org/10.22331/q-2018-08-06-79
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5088164
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.135
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0232-2
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.92.025002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.92.025002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.89.035002
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0301-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0301-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41578-018-0008-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2009.229
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/7/075008
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/12/7/075008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.5.041017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.80.580
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.141.391
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2006.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2006.09.003
https://doi.org/10.4249/scholarpedia.11687
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2015.0155
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2015.0155
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.173903
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.026606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.75.026606
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.033822
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20577-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-20577-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1142
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms1142
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.140303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.140303
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.165421
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.165421
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.10.003
https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.88.072001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6455/aad023
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6455/aad023
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.2731
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.82.2731
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.041002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.93.041002


14

[30] M. S. Rudner and N. H. Lindner, Band structure engineering
and non-equilibrium dynamics in Floquet topological insula-
tors, Nat. Rev. Phys. 2, 229 (2020).

[31] F. Harper, R. Roy, M. S. Rudner, and S. L. Sondhi, Topol-
ogy and Broken Symmetry in Floquet Systems, Annu. Rev.
Condens. Matter Phys. 11, 345 (2020).

[32] T. Oka and S. Kitamura, Floquet Engineering of Quantum
Materials, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 10, 387 (2019).

[33] J. H. Mentink, Manipulating magnetism by ultrafast control of
the exchange interaction, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 29, 453001
(2017).

[34] J. A. Fülöp, S. Tzortzakis, and T. Kampfrath, Laser-Driven
Strong-Field Terahertz Sources, Adv. Opt. Mater. 8, 1900681
(2020).

[35] S. Kim, B. J. Kang, U. Puc, W. T. Kim, M. Jazbinsek,
F. Rotermund, and O. Kwon, Highly Nonlinear Optical Or-
ganic Crystals for Efficient Terahertz Wave Generation, Detec-
tion, and Applications, Adv. Opt. Mater. 9, 2101019 (2021).

[36] F. Krausz and M. Ivanov, Attosecond physics, Rev. Mod. Phys.
81, 163 (2009).

[37] E. Goulielmakis, V. S. Yakovlev, A. L. Cavalieri,
M. Uiberacker, V. Pervak, A. Apolonski, R. Kienberger,
U. Kleineberg, and F. Krausz, Attosecond Control and Mea-
surement: Lightwave Electronics, Science 317, 769 (2007).

[38] A. Mandal, M. S. Sidhu, J. M. Rost, T. Pfeifer, and K. P.
Singh, Attosecond delay lines: design, characterization and
applications, Eur. Phys. J. Spec. Top. 123 (2021).

[39] T. Suzuki, S. Shin, and K. Okazaki, HHG-laser-based time-
and angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy of quantum
materials, J. Electron Spectros. Relat. Phenomena 251, 147105
(2021).

[40] C. L. Smallwood, R. A. Kaindl, and A. Lanzara, Ultrafast
angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy of quantum mate-
rials, Europhys. Lett. 115, 27001 (2016).

[41] A. S. Kheifets, The attoclock and the tunneling time debate, J.
Phys. B 53, 072001 (2020).

[42] H. Wen, M. J. Cherukara, and M. V. Holt, Time-Resolved X-
Ray Microscopy for Materials Science, Annu. Rev. Mater. Res.
49, 389 (2019).

[43] D. T. Reid, C. M. Heyl, R. R. Thomson, R. Trebino,
G. Steinmeyer, H. H. Fielding, R. Holzwarth, Z. Zhang,
P. Del’Haye, T. Südmeyer, G. Mourou, T. Tajima, D. Faccio,
F. J. M. Harren, and G. Cerullo, Roadmap on ultrafast optics,
J. Opt. 18, 093006 (2016).

[44] T. P. H. Sidiropoulos, N. Di Palo, D. E. Rivas, S. Severino,
M. Reduzzi, B. Nandy, B. Bauerhenne, S. Krylow,
T. Vasileiadis, T. Danz, P. Elliott, S. Sharma, K. Dewhurst,
C. Ropers, Y. Joly, K. M. E. Garcia, M. Wolf, R. Ernstorfer, and
J. Biegert, Probing the Energy Conversion Pathways between
Light, Carriers, and Lattice in Real Time with Attosecond
Core-Level Spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. X 11, 041060 (2021).

[45] J. W. McIver, B. Schulte, F.-U. Stein, T. Matsuyama, G. Jotzu,
G. Meier, and A. Cavalleri, Light-induced anomalous Hall
effect in graphene, Nat. Phys. 16, 38 (2020).

[46] S. Gerber, S.-L. Yang, D. Zhu, H. Soifer, J. A. Sobota,
S. Rebec, J. J. Lee, T. Jia, B. Moritz, C. Jia, A. Gauthier, Y. Li,
D. Leuenberger, Y. Zhang, L. Chaix, W. Li, H. Jang, J.-S. Lee,
M. Yi, G. L. Dakovski, S. Song, J. M. Glownia, S. Nelson,
K. W. Kim, Y.-D. Chuang, Z. Hussain, R. G. Moore, T. P.
Devereaux, W.-S. Lee, P. S. Kirchmann, and Z.-X. Shen, Fem-
tosecond electron-phonon lock-in by photoemission and x-ray
free-electron laser, Science 357, 71 (2017).

[47] Y. H. Wang, H. Steinberg, P. Jarillo-Herrero, and N. Gedik,
Observation of Floquet-Bloch States on the Surface of a Topo-

logical Insulator, Science 342, 453 (2013).
[48] T. Danz, T. Domröse, and C. Ropers, Ultrafast nanoimaging

of the order parameter in a structural phase transition, Science
371, 371 (2021).

[49] N. Rubiano da Silva, M. Möller, A. Feist, H. Ulrichs, C. Ropers,
and S. Schäfer, Nanoscale Mapping of Ultrafast Magnetization
Dynamics with Femtosecond Lorentz Microscopy, Phys. Rev.
X 8, 031052 (2018).

[50] A. McPherson, G. Gibson, H. Jara, U. Johann, T. S. Luk, I. A.
McIntyre, K. Boyer, and C. K. Rhodes, Studies of multiphoton
production of vacuum-ultraviolet radiation in the rare gases, J.
Opt. Soc. Am. B 4, 595 (1987).

[51] M. Ferray, A. L’Huillier, X. F. Li, L. A. Lompre, G. Mainfray,
and C. Manus, Multiple-harmonic conversion of 1064 nm ra-
diation in rare gases, J. Phys. B 21, L31 (1988).

[52] O. Kfir, P. Grychtol, E. Turgut, R. Knut, D. Zusin,
D. Popmintchev, T. Popmintchev, H. Nembach, J. M. Shaw,
A. Fleischer, H. Kapteyn, M. Murnane, and O. Cohen, Gen-
eration of bright phase-matched circularly-polarized extreme
ultraviolet high harmonics, Nat. Photonics 9, 99 (2015).

[53] T. Gaumnitz, A. Jain, Y. Pertot, M. Huppert, I. Jordan,
F. Ardana-Lamas, and H. J. Wörner, Streaking of 43-
attosecond soft-X-ray pulses generated by a passively CEP-
stable mid-infrared driver, Opt. Express 25, 27506 (2017).

[54] P. Agostini and L. F. DiMauro, The physics of attosecond light
pulses, Rep. Prog. Phys. 67, 813 (2004).

[55] L. Gallmann, C. Cirelli, and U. Keller, Attosecond Science:
Recent Highlights and Future Trends, Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem.
63, 447 (2012).

[56] J. Li, J. Lu, A. Chew, S. Han, J. Li, Y. Wu, H. Wang, S. Ghimire,
and Z. Chang, Attosecond science based on high harmonic
generation from gases and solids, Nat. Commun. 11, 2748
(2020).

[57] M. Lewenstein, M. F. Ciappina, E. Pisanty, J. Rivera-Dean,
P. Stammer, T. Lamprou, and P. Tzallas, Generation of optical
Schrödinger cat states in intense laser–matter interactions, Nat.
Phys. 17, 1104 (2021).

[58] S. Ghimire, A. D. DiChiara, E. Sistrunk, P. Agostini, L. F.
DiMauro, and D. A. Reis, Observation of high-order harmonic
generation in a bulk crystal, Nat. Phys. 7, 138 (2011).

[59] O. Schubert, M. Hohenleutner, F. Langer, B. Urbanek,
C. Lange, U. Huttner, D. Golde, T. Meier, M. Kira, S. W. Koch,
and R. Huber, Sub-cycle control of terahertz high-harmonic
generation by dynamical Bloch oscillations, Nat. Photonics 8,
119 (2014).

[60] M. Hohenleutner, F. Langer, O. Schubert, M. Knorr,
U. Huttner, S. W. Koch, M. Kira, and R. Huber, Real-time
observation of interfering crystal electrons in high-harmonic
generation, Nature 523, 572 (2015).

[61] M. Garg, M. Zhan, T. T. Luu, H. Lakhotia, T. Klostermann,
A. Guggenmos, and E. Goulielmakis, Multi-petahertz elec-
tronic metrology, Nature 538, 359 (2016).

[62] F. Langer, M. Hohenleutner, C. P. Schmid, C. Poellmann,
P. Nagler, T. Korn, C. Schüller, M. S. Sherwin, U. Huttner,
J. T. Steiner, S. W. Koch, M. Kira, and R. Huber, Lightwave-
driven quasiparticle collisions on a subcycle timescale, Nature
533, 225 (2016).

[63] F. Langer, M. Hohenleutner, U. Huttner, S. W. Koch, M. Kira,
and R. Huber, Symmetry-controlled temporal structure of high-
harmonic carrier fields from a bulk crystal, Nat. Photonics 11,
227 (2017).

[64] U. Huttner, M. Kira, and S. W. Koch, Ultrahigh Off-Resonant
Field Effects in Semiconductors, Laser Photon. Rev. 11,
1700049 (2017).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s42254-020-0170-z
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013721
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013721
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aa8abf
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/aa8abf
https://doi.org/10.1002/adom.201900681
https://doi.org/10.1002/adom.201900681
https://doi.org/10.1002/adom.202101019
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.163
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.163
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1142855
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjs/s11734-021-00261-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2021.147105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elspec.2021.147105
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/115/27001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6455/ab6b3b
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6455/ab6b3b
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-matsci-070616-124014
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-matsci-070616-124014
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8978/18/9/093006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.041060
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-019-0698-y
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aak9946
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1239834
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd2774
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abd2774
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031052
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031052
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.4.000595
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSAB.4.000595
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/21/3/001
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.293
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.25.027506
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/67/6/R01
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-032511-143702
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-032511-143702
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16480-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16480-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01317-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-021-01317-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1847
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2013.349
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2013.349
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14652
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature19821
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17958
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17958
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.29
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2017.29
https://doi.org/10.1002/lpor.201700049
https://doi.org/10.1002/lpor.201700049


15

[65] S. Y. Kruchinin, F. Krausz, and V. S. Yakovlev, Colloquium:
Strong-field phenomena in periodic systems, Rev. Mod. Phys.
90, 021002 (2018).

[66] L. Ortmann and A. S. Landsman, High-harmonic generation
in solids, in Adv. At. Mol. Opt. Phys., Vol. 70 (Elsevier, 2021)
1st ed., pp. 103–156.

[67] P. Xia, T. Tamaya, C. Kim, F. Lu, T. Kanai, N. Ishii, J. Itatani,
H. Akiyama, and T. Kato, High-harmonic generation in GaAs
beyond the perturbative regime, Phys. Rev. B 104, L121202
(2021).

[68] T. Tamaya, A. Ishikawa, T. Ogawa, and K. Tanaka, Diabatic
Mechanisms of Higher-Order Harmonic Generation in Solid-
State Materials under High-Intensity Electric Fields, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 116, 016601 (2016).

[69] N. Yoshikawa, T. Tamaya, and K. Tanaka, High-harmonic gen-
eration in graphene enhanced by elliptically polarized light
excitation, Science 356, 736 (2017).

[70] Y. Bai, F. Fei, S. Wang, N. Li, X. Li, F. Song, R. Li, Z. Xu,
and P. Liu, High-harmonic generation from topological surface
states, Nat. Phys. 17, 311 (2021).

[71] C. P. Schmid, L. Weigl, P. Grössing, V. Junk, C. Gorini,
S. Schlauderer, S. Ito, M. Meierhofer, N. Hofmann,
D. Afanasiev, J. Crewse, K. A. Kokh, O. E. Tereshchenko,
J. Güdde, F. Evers, J. Wilhelm, K. Richter, U. Höfer, and
R. Huber, Tunable non-integer high-harmonic generation in a
topological insulator, Nature 593, 385 (2021).

[72] Y.-y. Lv, J. Xu, S. Han, C. Zhang, Y. Han, J. Zhou, S.-h. Yao,
X.-p. Liu, M.-h. Lu, H. Weng, Z. Xie, Y. B. Chen, J. Hu,
Y.-f. Chen, and S. Zhu, High-harmonic generation in Weyl
semimetal 𝛽-WP2 crystals, Nat. Commun. 12, 6437 (2021).

[73] R. E. F. Silva, I. V. Blinov, A. N. Rubtsov, O. Smirnova,
and M. Ivanov, High-harmonic spectroscopy of ultrafast many-
body dynamics in strongly correlated systems, Nat. Photonics
12, 266 (2018).

[74] Y. Murakami, M. Eckstein, and P. Werner, High-Harmonic
Generation in Mott Insulators, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 057405
(2018).

[75] N. Tancogne-Dejean, M. A. Sentef, and A. Rubio, Ultrafast
Modification of Hubbard𝑈 in a Strongly Correlated Material:
Ab initio High-Harmonic Generation in NiO, Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 097402 (2018).

[76] T. Nag, R.-J. Slager, T. Higuchi, and T. Oka, Dynamical syn-
chronization transition in interacting electron systems, Phys.
Rev. B 100, 134301 (2019).

[77] M. Lysne, Y. Murakami, and P. Werner, Signatures of bosonic
excitations in high-harmonic spectra of Mott insulators, Phys.
Rev. B 101, 195139 (2020).

[78] O. G. I. Vaskivskyi, X. Wang, P. Thunström, S. Ghimire,
R. Knut, J. Söderström, L. Kjellsson, D. Turenne, R. Y.
Engel, M. Beye, J. Lu, A. H. Reid, W. Schlotter,
G. Coslovich, M. Hoffmann, G. Kolesov, C. Schüßler-
Langeheine, A. Styervoyedov, N. Tancogne-Dejean, M. A.
Sentef, D. A. Reis, A. Rubio, S. S. P. Parkin, O. Karis,
J. Nordgren, J. E. Rubensson, O. Eriksson, and H. A. Dürr,
Ultrafast modification of the electronic structure of a corre-
lated insulator, arXiv:2008.11115.

[79] S. Imai, A. Ono, and S. Ishihara, High Harmonic Generation
in a Correlated Electron System, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 157404
(2020).

[80] B. Fauseweh and J.-X. Zhu, Laser pulse driven control of charge
and spin order in the two-dimensional Kondo lattice, Phys. Rev.
B 102, 165128 (2020).

[81] Y. Murakami, S. Takayoshi, A. Koga, and P. Werner, High-
harmonic generation in one-dimensional Mott insulators, Phys.

Rev. B 103, 035110 (2021).
[82] M. R. Bionta, E. Haddad, A. Leblanc, V. Gruson, P. Lassonde,

H. Ibrahim, J. Chaillou, N. Émond, M. R. Otto, Á. Jiménez-
Galán, R. E. F. Silva, M. Ivanov, B. J. Siwick, M. Chaker, and
F. Légaré, Tracking ultrafast solid-state dynamics using high
harmonic spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. Res. 3, 023250 (2021).

[83] K. Uchida, G. Mattoni, S. Yonezawa, F. Nakamura, Y. Maeno,
and K. Tanaka, High-Order Harmonic Generation and Its Un-
conventional Scaling Law in the Mott-Insulating Ca2RuO4,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 127401 (2022).

[84] C. W. Robson, K. A. Fraser, and F. Biancalana, Giant ultrafast
Kerr effect in superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 95, 214504 (2017).

[85] X. Yang, C. Vaswani, C. Sundahl, M. Mootz, L. Luo, J. H.
Kang, I. E. Perakis, C. B. Eom, and J. Wang, Lightwave-driven
gapless superconductivity and forbidden quantum beats by ter-
ahertz symmetry breaking, Nat. Photonics 13, 707 (2019).

[86] J. Alcalà, U. Bhattacharya, J. Biegert, M. Ciappina, U. Elu,
T. Graß, P. T. Grochowski, M. Lewenstein, A. Palau, T. P. H.
Sidiropoulos, T. Steinle, and I. Tyulnev, High harmonic spec-
troscopy of quantum phase transitions in a high-T𝑐 supercon-
ductor, arXiv:2201.09515.

[87] P. B. Corkum, Plasma perspective on strong field multiphoton
ionization, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 1994 (1993).

[88] M. Lewenstein, P. Balcou, M. Y. Ivanov, A. L’Huillier, and
P. B. Corkum, Theory of high-harmonic generation by low-
frequency laser fields, Phys. Rev. A 49, 2117 (1994).

[89] G. Vampa, C. R. McDonald, G. Orlando, P. B. Corkum, and
T. Brabec, Semiclassical analysis of high harmonic generation
in bulk crystals, Phys. Rev. B 91, 064302 (2015).

[90] T. T. Luu, M. Garg, S. Y. Kruchinin, A. Moulet, M. T. Hassan,
and E. Goulielmakis, Extreme ultraviolet high-harmonic spec-
troscopy of solids, Nature 521, 498 (2015).

[91] G. Vampa, T. J. Hammond, N. Thiré, B. E. Schmidt, F. Légaré,
C. R. McDonald, T. Brabec, D. D. Klug, and P. B. Corkum,
All-Optical Reconstruction of Crystal Band Structure, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 115, 193603 (2015).

[92] C.-M. Wang, T.-S. Ho, and S.-I. Chu, Determination of band
structure from the intra-band power spectrum of high harmonic
generation in crystal, J. Phys. B 49, 225401 (2016).

[93] Y. S. You, D. A. Reis, and S. Ghimire, Anisotropic high-
harmonic generation in bulk crystals, Nat. Phys. 13, 345 (2017).

[94] A. A. Lanin, E. A. Stepanov, A. B. Fedotov, and A. M.
Zheltikov, Mapping the electron band structure by intraband
high-harmonic generation in solids, Optica 4, 516 (2017).

[95] C. Yu, S. Jiang, T. Wu, G. Yuan, Z. Wang, C. Jin, and R. Lu,
Two-dimensional imaging of energy bands from crystal orien-
tation dependent higher-order harmonic spectra in ℎ-BN, Phys.
Rev. B 98, 085439 (2018).

[96] K. Kaneshima, Y. Shinohara, K. Takeuchi, N. Ishii, K. Imasaka,
T. Kaji, S. Ashihara, K. L. Ishikawa, and J. Itatani, Polarization-
Resolved Study of High Harmonics from Bulk Semiconduc-
tors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 243903 (2018).

[97] L. Li, P. Lan, L. He, W. Cao, Q. Zhang, and P. Lu, Determina-
tion of Electron Band Structure using Temporal Interferometry,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 157403 (2020).

[98] A. J. Uzan, G. Orenstein, Á. Jiménez-Galán, C. McDonald,
R. E. F. Silva, B. D. Bruner, N. D. Klimkin, V. Blanchet,
T. Arusi-Parpar, M. Krüger, A. N. Rubtsov, O. Smirnova,
M. Ivanov, B. Yan, T. Brabec, and N. Dudovich, Attosecond
spectral singularities in solid-state high-harmonic generation,
Nat. Photonics 14, 183 (2020).

[99] H. Lakhotia, H. Y. Kim, M. Zhan, S. Hu, S. Meng, and
E. Goulielmakis, Laser picoscopy of valence electrons in
solids, Nature 583, 55 (2020).

https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.021002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.021002
https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.aamop.2021.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L121202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.L121202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.016601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.016601
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aam8861
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-020-01052-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03466-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26766-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0129-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0129-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.057405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.057405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.097402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.097402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.134301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.134301
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.195139
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.195139
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.11115
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.157404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.157404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.165128
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.165128
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.035110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.035110
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.023250
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.127401
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.95.214504
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-019-0470-y
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09515
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.71.1994
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.49.2117
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.064302
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14456
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.193603
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.193603
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/22/225401
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3955
https://doi.org/10.1364/OPTICA.4.000516
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.085439
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.085439
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.243903
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.157403
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-019-0574-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2429-z


16

[100] J. Chen, Q. Xia, and L. Fu, Reconstruction of crystal band
structure by spectral caustics in high-order harmonic genera-
tion, Phys. Rev. A 104, 063109 (2021).

[101] H. Liu, Y. Li, Y. S. You, S. Ghimire, T. F. Heinz, and D. A.
Reis, High-harmonic generation from an atomically thin semi-
conductor, Nat. Phys. 13, 262 (2017).

[102] H. B. Banks, Q. Wu, D. C. Valovcin, S. Mack, A. C. Gossard,
L. Pfeiffer, R.-B. Liu, and M. S. Sherwin, Dynamical Birefrin-
gence: Electron-Hole Recollisions as Probes of Berry Curva-
ture, Phys. Rev. X 7, 041042 (2017).

[103] T. T. Luu and H. J. Wörner, Measurement of the Berry cur-
vature of solids using high-harmonic spectroscopy, Nat. Com-
mun. 9, 916 (2018).

[104] H. K. Avetissian and G. F. Mkrtchian, High laser harmonics
induced by the Berry curvature in time-reversal invariant ma-
terials, Phys. Rev. B 102, 245422 (2020).

[105] Z. Lou, Y. Zheng, C. Liu, Z. Zeng, R. Li, and Z. Xu, Controlling
of the harmonic generation induced by the Berry curvature,
Opt. Express 29, 37809 (2021).

[106] Y.-T. Zhao, S.-y. Ma, S.-C. Jiang, Y.-J. Yang, X. Zhao, and J.-
G. Chen, All-optical reconstruction of k-dependent transition
dipole moment by solid harmonic spectra from ultrashort laser
pulses, Opt. Express 27, 34392 (2019).

[107] J. Lu, E. F. Cunningham, Y. S. You, D. A. Reis, and S. Ghimire,
Interferometry of dipole phase in high harmonics from solids,
Nat. Photonics 13, 96 (2019).

[108] K. Uchida, V. Pareek, K. Nagai, K. M. Dani, and K. Tanaka,
Visualization of two-dimensional transition dipole moment
texture in momentum space using high-harmonic generation
spectroscopy, Phys. Rev. B 103, L161406 (2021).

[109] E. G. Bessonov, On a class of electromagnetic waves, Sov.
Phys. JETP 53, 433 (1981).

[110] K.-J. Kim, K. T. McDonald, G. V. Stupakov, and M. S.
Zolotorev, Comment on “Coherent Acceleration by Subcycle
Laser Pulses”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 3210 (2000).

[111] R. M. Arkhipov, M. V. Arkhipov, and N. N. Rosanov, Unipo-
lar light: existence, generation, propagation, and impact on
microobjects, Quantum Electron. 50, 801 (2020).

[112] R. Arkhipov, M. Arkhipov, A. Pakhomov, I. Babushkin, and
N. Rosanov, Half-cycle and unipolar pulses (Topical Review),
Laser Phys. Lett. 19, 043001 (2022).

[113] T. Meier, G. von Plessen, P. Thomas, and S. W. Koch, Coherent
Electric-Field Effects in Semiconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73,
902 (1994).

[114] 𝐸env
e (𝜏) can be a complex function for, e.g., a chirped excitation

pulse. If this is the case, however, the present analysis remains
valid.

[115] D. H. Dunlap and V. M. Kenkre, Dynamic localization of a
charged particle moving under the influence of an electric field,
Phys. Rev. B 34, 3625 (1986).

[116] H. Korsch and S. Mossmann, An algebraic solution of driven
single band tight binding dynamics, Phys. Lett. A 317, 54
(2003).

[117] T. Hartmann, F. Keck, H. J. Korsch, and S. Mossmann, Dy-
namics of Bloch oscillations, New J. Phys. 6, 2 (2004).

[118] G. Vampa, C. R. McDonald, G. Orlando, D. D. Klug,
P. B. Corkum, and T. Brabec, Theoretical Analysis of High-
Harmonic Generation in Solids, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 073901
(2014).

[119] J. A. Crosse and R.-B. Liu, Quantum-coherence-induced sec-
ond plateau in high-sideband generation, Phys. Rev. B 89,
121202(R) (2014).

[120] F. H. L. Essler, H. Frahm, F. Gohmann, A. Klumper, and V. E.
Korepin, The One-Dimensional Hubbard Model (Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge, 2005).
[121] I. P. McCulloch, Infinite size density matrix renormalization

group, revisited, arXiv:0804.2509.
[122] G. Vidal, Classical Simulation of Infinite-Size Quantum Lat-

tice Systems in One Spatial Dimension, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
070201 (2007).

[123] M. B. Hastings, Light-cone matrix product, J. Math. Phys. 50,
095207 (2009).

[124] B. J. Kim, H. Koh, E. Rotenberg, S.-J. Oh, H. Eisaki,
N. Motoyama, S. Uchida, T. Tohyama, S. Maekawa, Z.-X.
Shen, and C. Kim, Distinct spinon and holon dispersions
in photoemission spectral functions from one-dimensional
SrCuO2, Nat. Phys. 2, 397 (2006).

[125] H. Benthien and E. Jeckelmann, Spin and charge dynamics of
the one-dimensional extended Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B
75, 205128 (2007).

[126] P. Pfeuty, The one-dimensional Ising model with a transverse
field, Ann. Phys. (N. Y.) 57, 79 (1970).

[127] M. Naka and S. Ishihara, Electronic Ferroelectricity in a Dimer
Mott Insulator, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 79, 063707 (2010).

[128] C. Hotta, Quantum electric dipoles in spin-liquid dimer Mott
insulator κ-ET2Cu2 (CN)3, Phys. Rev. B 82, 241104(R) (2010).

[129] E. Jeckelmann, Optical excitations in a one-dimensional Mott
insulator, Phys. Rev. B 67, 075106 (2003).

[130] M. C. Fischer, K. W. Madison, Q. Niu, and M. G. Raizen,
Observation of Rabi oscillations between Bloch bands in an
optical potential, Phys. Rev. A 58, R2648(R) (1998).

[131] M. Ben Dahan, E. Peik, J. Reichel, Y. Castin, and C. Salomon,
Bloch Oscillations of Atoms in an Optical Potential, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 76, 4508 (1996).

[132] Y.-J. Lin, R. L. Compton, K. Jiménez-García, W. D. Phillips,
J. V. Porto, and I. B. Spielman, A synthetic electric force acting
on neutral atoms, Nat. Phys. 7, 531 (2011).

[133] A. M. Piñeiro, D. Genkina, M. Lu, and I. B. Spielman, Sauter–
Schwinger effect with a quantum gas, New J. Phys. 21, 083035
(2019).

[134] S. Y. Kruchinin, Non-Markovian pure dephasing in a dielectric
excited by a few-cycle laser pulse, Phys. Rev. A 100, 043839
(2019).

[135] J. Kono, M. Y. Su, T. Inoshita, T. Noda, M. S. Sherwin, S. J.
Allen, Jr., and H. Sakaki, Resonant Terahertz Optical Sideband
Generation from Confined Magnetoexcitons, Phys. Rev. Lett.
79, 1758 (1997).

[136] B. Zaks, R. B. Liu, and M. S. Sherwin, Experimental observa-
tion of electron–hole recollisions, Nature 483, 580 (2012).

[137] F. Langer, C. P. Schmid, S. Schlauderer, M. Gmitra, J. Fabian,
P. Nagler, C. Schüller, T. Korn, P. G. Hawkins, J. T. Steiner,
U. Huttner, S. W. Koch, M. Kira, and R. Huber, Lightwave
valleytronics in a monolayer of tungsten diselenide, Nature
557, 76 (2018).

[138] K. Uchida, T. Otobe, T. Mochizuki, C. Kim, M. Yoshita,
K. Tanaka, H. Akiyama, L. N. Pfeiffer, K. W. West, and
H. Hirori, Coherent detection of THz-induced sideband emis-
sion from excitons in the nonperturbative regime, Phys. Rev. B
97, 165122 (2018).

[139] M. Borsch, C. P. Schmid, L. Weigl, S. Schlauderer,
N. Hofmann, C. Lange, J. T. Steiner, S. W. Koch, R. Huber, and
M. Kira, Super-resolution lightwave tomography of electronic
bands in quantum materials, Science 370, 1204 (2020).

[140] K. Nagai, K. Uchida, N. Yoshikawa, T. Endo, Y. Miyata,
and K. Tanaka, Dynamical symmetry of strongly light-driven
electronic system in crystalline solids, Commun. Phys. 3, 137
(2020).

[141] We confirmed numerically that this assumption is valid for

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.104.063109
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3946
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.7.041042
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03397-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-03397-4
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.102.245422
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.441171
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.27.034392
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0326-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.L161406
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.84.3210
https://doi.org/10.1070/QEL17348
https://doi.org/10.1088/1612-202X/ac5522
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.73.902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.34.3625
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2003.08.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physleta.2003.08.038
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/6/1/002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.073901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.073901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.121202
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.121202
https://arxiv.org/abs/0804.2509
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.070201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.070201
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3149556
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3149556
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.205128
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.205128
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(70)90270-8
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.79.063707
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.241104
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.67.075106
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.58.R2648
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.76.4508
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.76.4508
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys1954
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab3840
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/ab3840
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.043839
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.043839
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.1758
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.79.1758
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10864
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0013-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0013-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165122
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.97.165122
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abe2112
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-020-00399-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s42005-020-00399-x


17

𝑡h/𝑉 . 0.7 in the TFI model.
[142] D. Poilblanc, T. Ziman, J. Bellissard, F. Mila, and

G. Montambaux, Poisson vs. GOE Statistics in Integrable and
Non-Integrable Quantum Hamiltonians, Europhys. Lett. 22,
537 (1993).

[143] K. Kudo and T. Deguchi, Level Statistics of XXZ Spin Chains

with Discrete Symmetries: Analysis through Finite-size Ef-
fects, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 74, 1992 (2005).

[144] A. W. Sandvik, A. Avella, and F. Mancini, Computational
Studies of Quantum Spin Systems, AIP Conf. Proc. 1297, 135
(2010).

https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/22/7/010
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/22/7/010
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.74.1992
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3518900
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3518900

	Energy-band echoes: Time-reversed light emission from optically driven quasiparticle wavepackets
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Energy-band echoes
	A Numerical simulation
	B Analytical calculation

	III Momentum-resolved spectroscopy of quasiparticle excitations
	A Band insulator
	B Mott insulator
	C Charge-ordered insulator
	D Dimensionality and integrability
	1 Two-dimensional band insulator
	2 Non-integrable Mott insulator

	E Optical driving pulse

	IV Discussion
	V Summary
	 Acknowledgments
	A Intraband dynamics in a band insulator
	B Band-edge excitation
	C Intraband dynamics of the one-dimensional transverse-field Ising model
	D Level statistics for the extended Hubbard model
	 References


