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We continue to study frequency-dependent complex bulk viscosities of one-dimensional Bose and
Fermi gases with contact interactions, which exhibit the weak-strong duality according to our recent
work. Here we show that they are contributed to by Drude peaks divergent at zero frequency as
typical for transport coefficients of quantum integrable systems in one dimension. In particular, their
Drude weights are evaluated based on the Kubo formula in the high-temperature limit at arbitrary
coupling as well as in the weak-coupling and strong-coupling limits at arbitrary temperature, where
systematic expansions in terms of small parameters are available. In all three limits, the Drude
peaks are found at higher orders compared to the finite regular parts.

I. INTRODUCTION

A nonvanishing Drude weight indicates a divergent
transport coefficient at zero frequency and serves as di-
agnostics of whether the transport is ballistic or diffu-
sive [1]. A simple example of ballistic transports is pro-
vided by a mass transport for fluids with translational in-
variance, where the mass current (i.e., momentum) can-
not dissipate due to its conservation law [2]. On the
other hand, an energy transport is typically diffusive for
interacting systems because the energy current is noncon-
served. However, quantum integrable systems in one di-
mension have been found so exceptional that their Drude
weights remain nonvanishing for various transports even
when corresponding currents are nonconserved [3, 4].
This is because a macroscopic number of conservation
laws allows the currents to have some overlaps with con-
served quantities. Since then, anomalous conductivities
of quantum integrable systems in one dimension have
been subjected to active study from both theoretical and
experimental perspectives [5–8].

In spite of such active study, little attention has been
paid so far to another transport coefficient possible in one
dimension, that is, the bulk viscosity [9, 10]. Recently,
we showed in Ref. [11] that the frequency-dependent com-
plex bulk viscosity of a Bose gas with a contact interac-
tion known as the Lieb-Liniger model [12, 13] is iden-
tical to that of a dual Fermi gas known as the Cheon-
Shigehara model [14] at the same scattering length a. In
particular, it is the weak-strong duality, where one sys-
tem at weak coupling corresponds to the other system at
strong coupling so that the bulk viscosity in the strong-
coupling regime can be accessed with the perturbation
theory of the dual system. Their bulk viscosities were
then computed in the high-temperature, weak-coupling,
and strong-coupling limits, where systematic expansions
in terms of small parameters are available, and found to
be finite with no Drude peaks at their leading orders [11].

The purpose of this paper is to go one step further
beyond the leading orders and show that the frequency-
dependent complex bulk viscosities of one-dimensional
Bose and Fermi gases with contact interactions indeed

have the structure of

ζ(ω) = ζreg(ω) +
iD

ω + i0+
, (1)

where the first term on the right-hand side is the finite
regular part and the second term is the Drude peak di-
vergent at zero frequency. In particular, we will evaluate
the Drude weights D based on the Kubo formula in the
high-temperature limit at arbitrary coupling as well as
in the weak-coupling limit at arbitrary temperature for
bosons in Sec. III and for fermions in Sec. IV. The two
results in the high-temperature limit are also useful to
confirm the Bose-Fermi duality explicitly, whereas those
in the weak-coupling limit are applicable to the Fermi
and Bose gases in the strong-coupling limit, as indicated
in Fig. 1.

We will set ~ = kB = 1 throughout this paper and
the bosonic and fermionic frequencies in the Matsub-
ara formalism are denoted by p0 = 2πn/β and p′0 =
2π(n + 1/2)/β, respectively, for n ∈ Z and β = 1/T .
Also, an integration over wave number or momentum
is denoted by

∫
p
≡
∫∞
−∞ dp/2π for the sake of brevity,
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FIG. 1. Bulk viscosities of Bose and Fermi gases are eval-
uated in the high-temperature limit as well as in the weak-
coupling limit, which corresponds to a → −∞ for bosons
(BG) and a → −0 for fermions (FG) [11]. The system is
thermodynamically unstable at a > 0.
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whereas the same definition as in Ref. [15] is employed
for the response function [see Eq. (10) therein].

II. DRUDE WEIGHT

According to the linear-response theory [16–18], the
complex bulk viscosity at frequency ω is microscopically
provided by

ζ(ω) =
RΠΠ(w)−RΠΠ(i0+)

iw
(2)

with the substitution of w ∈ C → ω + i0+ on the right-
hand side [15]. Here RΠΠ(w) is the response function of
the modified stress operator at zero wave number,

Π̂ ≡ π̂ −
(
∂p

∂N

)
E
N̂ −

(
∂p

∂E

)
N
Ĥ, (3)

where π̂, N̂ , and Ĥ are the stress operator, the number
density operator, and the Hamiltonian density, respec-
tively, with p = 〈π̂〉, N = 〈N̂ 〉, and E = 〈Ĥ〉. Although
the above Kubo formula may look different from that
employed in Ref. [11], they are actually equivalent but
the present form will prove to be convenient for the sake
of evaluating the Drude weight.

The Drude peak appears from the type of diagrams
depicted in Fig. 2 for the stress-stress response function,
which reads

RΠΠ(ik0) = ± 1

β

∑
p0

∫
p

G(ik0 + ip0, p)G(ip0, p)

× [Γ(ik0 + ip0, ip0; p)]2. (4)

Here G(ip0, p) = 1/(ip0 − εp) with εp = p2/2m − µ
is the single-particle propagator, Γ(ik0 + ip0, ip0; p) is
the vertex function to be specified below, and the up-
per (lower) sign corresponds to bosons (fermions under
p0 → p′0). The Matsubara frequency summation is re-
placed with the complex contour integration over ip0 → ν
and its integration contour is deformed into four lines
along Im(ν) = ±0+,−k0±0+ [19, 20]. Then the analytic
continuation of ik0 → ω + i0+ leads to

RCC(ω + i0+) =

∫
R\{0}

dν

2πi
fB,F (ν)

∫
p

×
[
G+(ν + ω, p)G+(ν, p)Γ(ν + ω + i0+, ν + i0+; p)2

−G+(ν + ω, p)G−(ν, p)Γ(ν + ω + i0+, ν − i0+; p)2

+G+(ν, p)G−(ν − ω, p)Γ(ν + i0+, ν − ω − i0+; p)2

−G−(ν, p)G−(ν − ω, p)Γ(ν − i0+, ν − ω − i0+; p)2
]
,

(5)

where fB,F (ε) = 1/(eβε ∓ 1) are the Bose-Einstein and
Fermi-Dirac distribution functions and G±(ν, p) ≡ G(ν±
i0+, p) are the retarded and advanced propagators. An

ΓΓ

FIG. 2. Diagrammatic representation of the stress-stress
response function in Eq. (4). The single line represents the
single-particle propagator, whereas the circle (Γ) is the vertex
function.

important fact is that the product of retarded and ad-
vanced propagators with the same wave number has the
singularity of

G+(ν + ω, p)G−(ν, p) =
2πi δ(ν − εp)
ω + i0+

+O(ω0) (6)

at zero frequency. Consequently, Eq. (5) substituted into
Eq. (2) gives rise to the Drude peak in Eq. (1) with its
weight provided by

D = β

∫
p

fB,F (εp) [1± fB,F (εp)] [Γ+−(p)]2, (7)

where Γ+−(p) ≡ Γ(εp + i0+, εp − i0+; p) is the on-shell
vertex function. Here we note that the two subtracted
terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (3) have the role of
imposing∫

p

fB,F (εp) [1± fB,F (εp)] Γ+−(p) = 0, (8a)∫
p

fB,F (εp) [1± fB,F (εp)] Γ+−(p) εp = 0, (8b)

which are essential to define the static bulk viscosity in
the Boltzmann equation [21–23].

It may be recalled that higher-order diagrams involving
n pairs of counterpropagating propagators have stronger
singularities ∼ Dτ/(ωτ)n at zero frequency and the re-
summation of them leads to finite transport coefficients
of Dτ in two and three dimensions [19, 23–26]. However,
one dimension is exceptional because the two-body inter-
action does not contribute to a finite relaxation time τ
under the energy and momentum conservations.1 More
technically, such stronger singularities disappear due to
cancellation among the self-energy and vertex (Maki-
Thompson and Aslamazov-Larkin) corrections [20] (see
the Appendix therein) so that the higher-order diagrams
are to provide at most corrections to D. Therefore, the
Drude peak remains in one dimension and we now study
its weights for the Lieb-Liniger model and the Cheon-
Shigehara model.

1 On the other hand, the three-body interaction ∼ g3 in one di-
mension does contribute to the finite relaxation time τ ∼ g−2

3 so
as to reduce the Drude peak to iD/(ω + i/τ) [20].
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III. LIEB-LINIGER MODEL

The Hamiltonian density of the Lieb-Liniger model is
provided by

Ĥ =
∂xφ̂

†∂xφ̂

2m
+
gB
2
φ̂†φ̂†φ̂φ̂, (9)

where φ̂ is the bosonic field operator and the coupling
constant is related to the scattering length via gB =
−2/ma > 0. The stress operator can be found from the
momentum continuity equation [11] so that the modified
stress operator reads

Π̂ =
Ĉ
ma
−
(
∂C
∂N

)
E

N̂
ma
−
(
∂C
∂E

)
N

Ĥ
ma

, (10)

where Ĉ = φ̂†φ̂†φ̂φ̂ is the contact density operator with

C = 〈Ĉ〉 and the total derivative of N̂ = φ̂†φ̂ is suppressed
because it vanishes under the spatial integration.

Although the static bulk viscosity of the Lieb-Liniger
model was found to be finite both in the high-
temperature limit and in the weak-coupling limit [11],
the Drude peak appears at higher orders from the dia-
gram depicted in Fig. 3 for the contact-contact response
function [23]. Together with other diagrams with sin-

gle lines directly coupled to vertices provided by N̂ and
Ê , it contributes to the stress-stress response function in
Eq. (4) for the vertex function of

Γ(ik0 + ip0, ip0; p) =
γB(ik0 + ip0, ip0; p)

ma

−
(
∂C
∂N

)
E

1

ma
−
(
∂C
∂E

)
N

εp
ma

(11)

with

γB(ik0 + ip0, ip0; p) = − 4

β

∑
q0

∫
q

G(iq0, q)

×DB(ip0 + iq0, p+ q)DB(ik0 + ip0 + iq0, p+ q).
(12)

Here

DB(ip0, p) = −
∞∑
n=0

(
−gB

2

)n
×
[

2

β

∑
q0

∫
q

G(ip0 − iq0, p− q)G(iq0, q)

]n
(13)

is the pair propagator in the medium and its diagram-
matic representation is also depicted in Fig. 3.2 The Mat-
subara frequency summation readily leads to

1

DB(ip0, p)
= −1− 2

ma

∫
q

1 + fB(εp/2−q) + fB(εp/2+q)

ip0 − εp/2−q − εp/2+q
.

(14)

2 We cautiously note that DB(ip0, p) and DF (ip0, p) in this paper
are slightly different from those in Ref. [11].

(a)

= ++ · · ·+

(b)

FIG. 3. Diagrammatic representation of (a) the pair prop-
agators in Eqs. (13) and (33) and (b) the contact-contact
response function contributing to the vertex functions in
Eqs. (12) and (32). The double line represents the pair prop-
agator, whereas the closed circle is the interaction vertex car-
rying the coupling constant −gB,F /2, the open circle carries
just unity for bosons but mgF /2 for fermions, and the closed
square is to insert the contact density operator.

We first focus on the high-temperature limit at fixed
number density, where the fugacity z = eβµ → 0 serves as
a small parameter for the quantum virial expansion [27].
The vertex function in Eq. (12) to the lowest order in
fugacity is evaluated as

γB(p) = z

∫
q

e−βεq
(p− q)2

1
a2 + (p−q)2

4

+O(z2) (15)

for γB(p) ≡ γB(εp + i0+, εp − i0+; p) under the analytic
continuation of ip0 → εp − i0+ followed by ik0 → i0+.
On the other hand, the contact density is provided by

C =
2
√

2 z2

λT

∫
q

e−2βεq
q2

1
a2 + q2

+O(z3), (16)

where λT =
√

2πβ/m is the thermal de Broglie wave-
length [11, 25]. Its partial derivatives with respect to N
and E are found to be(

∂C
∂N

)
E

=
λT
z

[
3C + β

(
∂C
∂β

)
βµ

]
+O(z2), (17a)

(
∂C
∂E

)
N

= −2βλT
z

[
C + β

(
∂C
∂β

)
βµ

]
+O(z2), (17b)

respectively. Therefore, Γ+−(p) = [γB(p)− (∂C/∂N )E −
(∂C/∂E)N εp]/ma resulting from Eqs. (15) and (17) is
O(z) and indeed satisfies∫

p

e−βεp Γ+−(p) =

∫
p

e−βεp Γ+−(p) εp = 0 (18)

in agreement with Eq. (8).
The Drude weight in the high-temperature limit is now

obtained from Eq. (7) according to

D = zβ

∫
p

e−βεp [Γ+−(p)]2 +O(z4), (19)
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FIG. 4. Viscous Drude weight of the Lieb-Liniger model
and the Cheon-Shigehara model in the high-temperature limit
z → 0 from Eq. (19) as a function of the inverse scattering
length. The number density is provided byN = z/λT +O(z2).

which is O(z3) to the lowest order in fugacity and varies
nonmonotonically under the inverse scattering length as
seen in Fig. 4. In particular, we find it to vanish as

D → 16
√

3− 27

6π

z3λT
ma4

(20)

at a→ −∞ and as

D → 12π3 z
3a6

mλ9
T

(21)

at a → −0. For the sake of comparison, the regular
part of the frequency-dependent complex bulk viscosity
is O(z2) [11],

ζreg(ω) =

√
2 z2

(ma)2λT

∫∫ ∞
−∞

dε

π

dε′

π

e−βε − e−βε′

ε− ε′

× Im[D0(ε− i0+)] Im[D0(ε′ − i0+)]

i(ω + ε− ε′ + i0+)
+O(z3), (22)

which is plotted in Fig. 5 for several frequencies with
D0(ε) ≡ m/(1/a−√−mε) being the pair propagator in
the center-of-mass frame in the vacuum.

We then turn to the weak-coupling limit a → −∞,
where the vertex function in Eq. (12) is evaluated as

γB(p) = 4

∫
q

fB(εq)

− 16

ma

∫
q,q′

[fB(εp+2q)− fB(εp+q−q′ + εp+q+q′)]

× P.V.
1 + fB(εp+q−q′) + fB(εp+q+q′)

εq − εq′
+O(a−2)

(23)

and the contact density is provided by

C = 2

∫
p,q

fB(εp)fB(εq) +O(a−1). (24)

(a)
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FIG. 5. Regular part of the frequency-dependent complex
bulk viscosity for z → 0 from Eq. (22) as a function of the
inverse scattering length. Its (a) real and (b) imaginary parts
are plotted for frequencies ωmλ2

T = 0.1, 1, and 10 by green
dashed, orange dot-dashed, and red dotted curves, respec-
tively.

Because its partial derivatives with respect to N and E ,(
∂C
∂N

)
E

= 4

∫
q

fB(εq) +O(a−1), (25a)(
∂C
∂E

)
N

= O(a−1), (25b)

are to cancel the first term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (23), the resulting Γ+−(p) = [γB(p) − (∂C/∂N )E −
(∂C/∂E)N εp]/ma is actually O(a−2) to the lowest or-
der in coupling. Although (∂C/∂N )E and (∂C/∂E)N at
O(a−1) are directly computable, they are instead deter-
mined so as to satisfy Eq. (8) for bosons.

The Drude weight in the weak-coupling limit is now
obtained from Eq. (7) according to

D = β

∫
p

fB(εp) [1 + fB(εp)] [Γ+−(p)]2, (26)

which is O(a−4) to the lowest order in coupling and
varies monotonically under the temperature as seen in
Fig. 6 with its high-temperature limit being consistent
with Eq. (20). We note that the subtractions in Eq. (3)
are essential to correctly predict the order of D, which
is otherwise misestimated at O(a−2). For the sake of
comparison, the regular part of the frequency-dependent
complex bulk viscosity is O(a−2) [11],

ζreg(ω) =

(
2

ma

)2 ∫
p,q,q′

fB(εp/2−q + εp/2+q)− fB(q → q′)

2εq − 2εq′
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FIG. 6. Viscous Drude weight of the Lieb-Liniger model
in the weak-coupling limit a → −∞, corresponding to the
Cheon-Shigehara model in the strong-coupling limit, from
Eq. (26) as a function of the temperature. The number den-
sity is provided by N =

∫
p
fB(εp) +O(a−1).

× [1 + fB(εp/2−q) + fB(εp/2+q)][ q → q′ ]

i(ω + 2εq − 2εq′ + i0+)
+O(a−3),

(27)

which is plotted in Fig. 7 for several frequencies. Thanks
to the extended Bose-Fermi duality [11], all the results
described here are also applicable to the Cheon-Shigehara
model in the strong-coupling limit.

IV. CHEON-SHIGEHARA MODEL

The Hamiltonian density of the Cheon-Shigehara
model is provided by

Ĥ =
∂xψ̂

†∂xψ̂

2m
+
gF
2

(∂xψ̂
†)ψ̂†ψ̂(∂xψ̂), (28)

where ψ̂ is the fermionic field operator and the coupling
constant is related to the scattering length via

1

gF
= −mΛ

π
+
m

2a
< 0 (29)

with Λ being the momentum cutoff for regularization [28,
29].3 The stress operator can be found from the momen-
tum continuity equation [11] so that the modified stress
operator reads

Π̂ =
Ĉ
ma
−
(
∂C
∂N

)
E

N̂
ma
−
(
∂C
∂E

)
N

Ĥ
ma

, (30)

where Ĉ = (mgF /2)2(∂xψ̂
†)ψ̂†ψ̂(∂xψ̂) is the contact den-

sity operator with C = 〈Ĉ〉 and the total derivative of

3 See Ref. [11] for remarks regarding the three-body interaction
term [29, 30], which is necessary for the complete correspondence
to the Lieb-Liniger model but can be omitted for our analysis
below within the two-body level.

(a)

0 2 4 6 8 10
0

2
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6

8

10

(b)

0 2 4 6 8 10
0
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4
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8

10

FIG. 7. Regular part of the frequency-dependent complex
bulk viscosity for a→ −∞ from Eq. (27) as a function of the
temperature. Its (a) real and (b) imaginary parts are plotted
for frequencies ωm/N 2 = 0.1, 1, and 10 by green dashed,
orange dot-dashed, and red dotted curves, respectively.

N̂ = ψ̂†ψ̂ is suppressed because it vanishes under the
spatial integration.

Although the static bulk viscosity of the Cheon-
Shigehara model was found to be finite both in the high-
temperature limit and in the weak-coupling limit [11], the
Drude peak appears at higher orders from the diagram
depicted in Fig. 3 for the contact-contact response func-
tion [23]. Together with other diagrams with single lines

directly coupled to vertices provided by N̂ and Ê , it con-
tributes to the stress-stress response function in Eq. (4)
for the vertex function of

Γ(ik0 + ip′0, ip
′
0; p) =

γF (ik0 + ip′0, ip
′
0; p)

ma

−
(
∂C
∂N

)
E

1

ma
−
(
∂C
∂E

)
N

εp
ma

(31)

with

γF (ik0 + ip′0, ip
′
0; p) =

1

β

∑
q′0

∫
q

(p− q)2G(iq′0, q)

×DF (ip′0 + iq′0, p+ q)DF (ik0 + ip′0 + iq′0, p+ q).
(32)

Here

DF (ip0, p) = −mgF
2

∞∑
n=0

(
−gF

2

)n

×

 2

β

∑
q′0

∫
q

(q − p/2)2G(ip0 − iq′0, p− q)G(iq′0, q)

n
(33)
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is the pair propagator in the medium and its diagram-
matic representation is also depicted in Fig. 3 (see foot-
note 2). The Matsubara frequency summation readily
leads to

1

DF (ip0, p)
= −1

a

+ 2

∫
q

[
1 +

q2

m

1− fF (εp/2−q)− fF (εp/2+q)

ip0 − εp/2−q − εp/2+q

]
, (34)

where the regularization is applied under Eq. (29) with
Λ→∞.

We first focus on the high-temperature limit at fixed
number density, where the vertex function in Eq. (32) to
the lowest order in fugacity is evaluated as

γF (p) = z

∫
q

e−βεq
(p− q)2

1
a2 + (p−q)2

4

+O(z2) (35)

for γF (p) ≡ γF (εp + i0+, εp − i0+; p) under the analytic
continuation of ip′0 → εp − i0+ followed by ik0 → i0+.
Therefore, the resulting expression proves to be identical
to Eq. (15) for the Lieb-Liniger model. Because the equi-
librium thermodynamic properties in Eq. (17) are also
common [31], the Drude weight of the Cheon-Shigehara
model in the high-temperature limit is provided by ex-
actly the same formula as Eq. (19) to the lowest order
in fugacity. This is indeed expected and confirms the
extended Bose-Fermi duality established by our recent
work [11].

We then turn to the weak-coupling limit a → −0,
where the vertex function in Eq. (32) is evaluated as

γF (p) = a2

∫
q

(p− q)2fF (εq) +
16a3

m

∫
q,q′

q2q′2

×
[
fF (εp+2q)

εq′
+ [fF (εp+2q) + fB(εp+q−q′ + εp+q+q′)]

× P.V.
1− fF (εp+q−q′)− fF (εp+q+q′)

εq − εq′

]
+O(a4)

(36)

and the contact density is provided by

C =
a2

2

∫
p,q

(p− q)2fF (εp)fF (εq) +O(a3). (37)

Because its partial derivatives with respect to N and E ,(
∂C
∂N

)
E

= a2

∫
q

q2fF (εq) +O(a3), (38a)(
∂C
∂E

)
N

= 2ma2

∫
q

fF (εq) +O(a3), (38b)

are to cancel the first term on the right-hand side of
Eq. (36), the resulting Γ+−(p) = [γF (p) − (∂C/∂N )E −
(∂C/∂E)N εp]/ma is apparently O(a2) to the lowest or-
der in coupling. Although (∂C/∂N )E and (∂C/∂E)N at

(a)

0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

(b)

2 4 6 8 10

-0.3
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-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

FIG. 8. Regular part of the frequency-dependent complex
bulk viscosity for a → −0 from Eq. (40) as a function of the
temperature. Its (a) real and (b) imaginary parts are plotted
for frequencies ωm/N 2 = 0.1, 1, and 10 by green dashed,
orange dot-dashed, and red dotted curves, respectively. The
number density is provided by N =

∫
p
fF (εp) +O(a).

O(a3) are directly computable, they are instead deter-
mined so as to satisfy Eq. (8) for fermions.

The Drude weight in the weak-coupling limit is now
obtained from Eq. (7) according to

D = β

∫
p

fF (εp) [1− fF (εp)] [Γ+−(p)]2, (39)

which is however found to vanish numerically at O(a4).4

Therefore, the nonvanishing Drude weight is expected
to appear at O(a6) to the lowest order in coupling as
also indicated by Eq. (21) in the high-temperature limit.
We note that the subtractions in Eq. (3) are essential
to correctly predict the order of D, which is otherwise
misestimated at O(a2). For the sake of comparison, the
regular part of the frequency-dependent complex bulk
viscosity is O(a2) [11],

ζreg(ω) =

(
2a

m

)2 ∫
p,q,q′

fB(εp/2−q + εp/2+q)− fB(q → q′)

2εq − 2εq′

× q2q′2
[1− fF (εp/2−q)− fF (εp/2+q)][ q → q′ ]

i(ω + 2εq − 2εq′ + i0+)
+O(a3),

(40)

which is plotted in Fig. 8 for several frequencies. Thanks
to the extended Bose-Fermi duality [11], all the results

4 We also confirmed numerically that Eq. (36) is actually reduced
to γF (p)|O(a3) = 3a3

∫
q,q′ (p

2 + 2q2)f(εq)f(εq′ ) so as to make

Γ+−(p) = O(a3).
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described here are also applicable to the Lieb-Liniger
model in the strong-coupling limit.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, we showed that the frequency-dependent
complex bulk viscosities of one-dimensional Bose and
Fermi gases with contact interactions have the structure
of Eq. (1), which is contributed to by the Drude peak di-
vergent at zero frequency. Essential for the Drude peak
to remain in one dimension is the fact that the two-body
interaction does not contribute to a finite relaxation time
under the energy and momentum conservations unlike
in higher dimensions. In particular, the Drude weights
were evaluated based on the Kubo formula in the high-
temperature, weak-coupling, and strong-coupling limits
(shaded regions in Fig. 1), where systematic expansions
in terms of small parameters are available. In all three
limits, the Drude peaks appear at higher orders compared
to the finite regular parts so that

ζreg(ω) ∼ O(z2), D ∼ O(z3) (41)

for z → 0,

ζreg(ω) ∼ O(a−2), D ∼ O(a−4) (42)

for a→ −∞, and

ζreg(ω) ∼ O(a2), D ∼ O(a6) (43)

for a → −0 as quantitatively determined in Figs. 4–8.
Our findings are consistent with the divergent bulk vis-
cosity at zero frequency for integrable systems [9] as well
as with the vanishing bulk viscosity at any frequency for
conformal systems [32, 33], but do not corroborate the
argument in Ref. [34] for finite bulk viscosity in spite of
integrability.

Finally, we note that the frequency-dependent com-
plex bulk viscosity can be extracted experimentally with
ultracold atoms by modulating the scattering length peri-
odically as a(t) = a+δa sin(ωt). Here the linear-response

theory predicts that the contact density responds accord-
ing to

C(t)− Ceq[a(t)] = Im

[
RCC(ω + i0+)−RCC(0)

ma2
δa e−iωt

]
+O(δa2), (44)

as well as the energy density and the entropy density
produced at the rates of

Ė(t) =
C(t)
ma2(t)

ȧ(t), (45)

T Ṡ(t) =
C(t)− Ceq[a(t)]

ma2(t)
ȧ(t), (46)

with Ceq[a] being the equilibrium contact density for the
scattering length a [25, 35]. Therefore, by measuring the
contact, energy, or entropy density under the periodic
modulation of the scattering length, it is possible to ex-
tract the contact-contact response function and thus the
frequency-dependent complex bulk viscosity via Eq. (2)
with RΠΠ(w) = RCC(w)/(ma)2. In particular, the hy-
drodynamic entropy production rate is obtained at low
frequency ω → 0,

T Ṡ(t) =
Im[RΠΠ(ω + i0+)]

ω︸ ︷︷ ︸
→ ζ

[
ȧ(t)

a(t)

]2

+O(ω4, δa3), (47)

where −ȧ(t)/a(t) is to simulate the fluid expansion
rate [35].
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