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We investigate the non-equilibrium dynamics of the one-dimensional extended Hubbard model
after interaction quenches. In strong-coupling regime with large on-site interaction, the ground
states of this model with small and large nearest-neighbor interactions are in spin-density-wave and
charge-density-wave phases, respectively. Combining twisted boundary conditions with the time-
dependent Lanczos method, we obtain snapshots of the time-dependent single-particle spectrum
after quenches. We find that for quench within the same phase, the single-particle spectrum becomes
close to that of the quenched Hamiltonian immediately after the quench. While for quench across
the critical point, the afterward evolution process depends mainly on the distribution of the initial
state among the eigenstates of the quenched Hamiltonian. Our finding may serve as a way to detect
the phase transition in ultracold atom systems with interactions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-equilibrium processes of the interacting quan-
tum many-particle systems have attracted much atten-
tion and been widely studied in the past few years1–3.
One example is the interaction quench in isolated sys-
tems, where the initial state is the ground state be-
fore quench and its evolution is then governed by the
quenched Hamiltonian. It is experimentally accessible
in ultracold atoms, which are trapped on optical lattices
and almost isolated from the environment4–6. A generic
closed quantum system is expected to thermalize after
non-equilibrium dynamics, with local observables being
accurately described in the end by the equilibrium sta-
tistical mechanics7. From the viewpoint of the eigen-
state thermalization hypothesis (ETH)8,9, individual en-
ergy eigenstates behave like a statistical ensemble in the
sense that a local subsystem can reach a stationary state
and thermalize10. However, some specific quantum sys-
tems have been found to evolve into nonthermal states
with much more initial information preserved than the
usual thermal ones11–17. In addition, a thermalization
process may rely on details, e.g., the strength of the
quench18 and the distance of the system away from the
integrable point19–22. Many questions remain open at
present, e.g., what are the characteristics of the steady
state after quench and when will it relax to a thermal
state? The question has been extensively discussed and
is believed to be relevant to the quantum ergodicity and
its breaking1.

In recent years, the time-resolved optical spectroscopy,
such as the time- and angular-resolved photoemission
spectroscopy (trARPES), has been widely applied to
study the non-equilibrium dynamics of materials23–29. It
has the potential to unravel the complicated couplings
between different degrees of freedom on different time

scales to some extent. Experimental data on trARPES
are often compared with the time-resolved single-particle
spectral functions in theory, and the latter can be ob-
tained by combining the non-equilibrium Green’s func-
tions, i.e. Keldysh formalism, with the dynamical mean-
field theory30–33. An alternative way to describe the dy-
namical response of correlated systems out of equilib-
rium relies on the time-dependent wave functions, which
can be secured using various numerical methods, e.g.,
the exact diagonalization34–36. Due to the finite size
used in the numerical simulations, the time-dependent
single-particle spectral function can be merely resolved
at certain points of momentum37. While the applica-
tion of twisted boundary conditions makes it posibble to
increase the momentum resolution of the spectrum38,39,
and a time-dependent version has also been proposed in
Ref. 40.

In this paper, inspired by a recent proposal of us-
ing a quantum gas microscope to experimentally ac-
cess the momentum- and energy-resolved spectral func-
tion41, we utilize the time-dependent single-particle spec-
tral function to investigate the quench dynamics of the
one-dimensional extended Hubbard model (1D EHM) at
half filling. Such quench process can also be realized in
cold atom systems, where the time-resolved quantities,
including the spectral functions, are ready to be mea-
sured. In the 1D EHM, both the on-site and nearest-
neighbor repulsions (denoted as U and V ) are taken
into account, and this electronic model exhibits rich
phases42. However, in the strong-coupling regime (with
large on-site interactions), the ground-state phase dia-
gram of the model is relatively simple: it is divided into
the spin-density wave (SDW) and charge-density wave
(CDW) phases43,44. We find that when the interac-
tion quench happens within the same phase, the time-
dependent single-particle spectrum changes to the coun-
terpart of the quenched Hamiltonian immediately after
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the quench. On the other hand, if the quench crosses
different phases, the evolution of the spectrum depends
mainly on the overlaps between the initial state and the
eigenstates of the quenched Hamiltonian. Our finding
may be used to detect the phase transition in ultracold
atom systems.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we introduce the model, method and relevant proper-
ties. By analyzing the time-dependent single-particle
spectrum, we study the non-equilibrium dynamics of
quantum quenches in Sec. III. The conclusion is given
in Sec. IV.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

The Hamiltonian of 1D EHM reads

H = −th
∑
i,σ

(
c†i,σci+1,σ + H.c.

)
+ U

∑
i

(
ni,↑ −

1

2

)

×
(
ni,↓ −

1

2

)
+ V

∑
i

(ni − 1) (ni+1 − 1) , (1)

where c†i,σ (ci,σ) creates (annihilates) an electron at site
i with spin σ =↑, ↓, and ni = ni,↑ + ni,↓ is the num-
ber operator of electrons. th is the hopping constant;
U and V are the on-site and nearest-neighbor Coulomb
repulsion strengths, respectively. We use units with
a0 = e = ~ = c = 1 in the rest of the paper, where
a0, e, ~ and c are the lattice constant, the elementary
charge, the reduced Planck constant and the speed of
light, respectively. In these units, th

−1 and th are set to
be the unit of time and energy, respectively.

In equilibrium, ARPES is often compared with the
single-particle spectral function I(k, ω) . If the standard
periodic boundary condition is used for a 1D L-site lat-
tice, the allowed momenta in the first Brillouin zone sat-
isfy k0 = 2πl/L, where l = 0, 1, ..., L − 1. In order for
k to cover the full Brillouin zone, the twisted boundary
condition is adopted38,39,45. For a momentum k = k0+κ,
where κ is arbitrary, imposing the twist is equivalent to
the following transformation:

c†i,σci+1,σ → eiκc†i,σci+1,σ. (2)

The single-particle spectral function I(k, ω) at zero tem-
perature can be written as39:

I(k, ω) = I+(k, ω) + I−(k, ω), (3)

with

I+(k, ω) =
∑
m,σ

|〈Ψκ
m|c†k0,σ|Ψ

κ
0 〉|2δ(ω + (Eκm − Eκ0 ))

= − 1

π
Im

(
〈Ψκ

0 |ck0,σ
1

ω + (Hκ − Eκ0 )
c†k0,σ|Ψ

κ
0 〉
)
, (4)

I−(k, ω) =
∑
m,σ

|〈Ψκ
m|ck0,σ|Ψκ

0 〉|2δ(ω − (Eκm − Eκ0 ))

= − 1

π
Im

(
〈Ψκ

0 |c†k0,σ
1

ω − (Hκ − Eκ0 )
ck0,σ|Ψκ

0 〉
)
. (5)

-1.0 0.0 1.0
k/π

16

8

0

-8

-16

ω

(a) V = 4.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

-1.0 0.0 1.0
k/π

16

8

0

-8

-16

(b) V = 5.5

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

FIG. 1. (Color online) The equilibrium single-particle spectral
function I(k, ω) for the half-filled EHM with U = 10.0, and
(a) V = 4.5, (b) V = 5.5, respectively.

Here I+ (I−) is the electron-addition (electron-removal)
spectral function. The |Ψκ

0 〉 and |Ψκ
m〉 represent the

ground state with the energy Eκ0 and the final state with
Eκm, respectively, for a given κ.

As detailed in Ref. 40, the time-dependent version
of the single-particle spectral function can be obtained
through the following process. The Hamiltonian changes
after the interaction quench and |Ψκ

0 〉 is usually no longer
an eigenstate of the quenched Hamiltonian Hκ(t). The
time-evolving wave function, denoted as |Ψκ(t)〉, can be
calculated by using the standard time-dependent Lanczos
method46. Then, by the substitution of |Ψκ

0 〉 in Eqs. (4)
and (5) with |Ψκ(t)〉, and Hκ with Hκ(t), the time-
dependent spectral function I±(k, ω, t), can be obtained.
Take notice that Eκ0 in Eqs. (4) and (5) should also be
replaced by Eκ(t) = 〈Ψκ(t)|Hκ(t)|Ψκ(t)〉 in the time-
dependent calculations.

In the following discussions, we set the on-site repul-
sion U = 10.0 so that the system is in the strong-coupling
regime; the Hamiltonian before and after quench are de-
noted as Hi and Hf , respectively. Throughout the main
text, the lattice size is set to be L = 10. While in the
Appendix the results for L = 14 are presented for com-
parison and for finite-size analysis. I(k, ω, t) is usually
denoted as I(k, ω,∆t), with ∆t specifying the evolution
time after quantum quenches.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. I(k, ω) before quench

Before the discussion of the quench dynamics, let us
first examine the single-particle spectral function I(k, ω)
of the half-filled EHM in equilibrium. Figures. 1(a) and
1(b) show the results of systems with V = 4.5 and
V = 5.5, respectively. For the detailed results of V = 0.0
and V = 7.0, which are also essential in the present dis-
cussions, please consult Figs. 1(a) and 1(f) in Ref. 40.
Remind that we set U = 10.0 and the system is in the
SDW (CDW) phase when V . 5.0 (V & 5.0). In the ω
space, a Lorentzian broadening of 0.2 is introduced. The
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FIG. 2. (Color online) I−(k, ω,∆t) of the half-filled EHM
for U = 10.0, and V quenches from 4.5 to 0.0 in the left
panel; V quenches from 5.5 to 7.0 in the right panel. ∆t is
the evolution time after quantum quench. For both quenches,
we select ∆t = 0.02 in (a) and (b), ∆t = 10 in (c) and (d),
∆t = 1000 in (e) and (f), to present the snapshots of the
time-dependent single-particle spectra.

spectrum below (above) ω = 0 is exclusively composed
of I−(k, ω) [I+(k, ω)], which is known as the lower (up-
per) Hubbard band. In the SDW phase with V = 0.0
and = 4.5, the single-particle spectra include some in-
terlaced “stripes”. It is due to the finite-size effects and
has been discussed in Refs. 47–49. In contrast, two sep-
arated bands in the CDW phase can be observed both
above and below the Fermi surface ω = 0 (see results of
V = 5.5 and V = 7.0).

B. V quench within the same phase

We move to the discussions of the non-equilibrium dy-
namics induced by a sudden interaction quench. The
V -quench scenario can be categorized into two situa-
tions: the quenches within the same phase, and the ones
across the critical point. In this subsection, let us focus
on the first. In the left panel of Fig. 2, we show three
snapshots of the time-dependent electron-removal spec-
tral function I−(k, ω,∆t) of the half-filled EHM after V
quench from 4.5 to 0.0 in the SDW phase. Note that in
the remaining discussions, only the results of I−(k, ω,∆t)
are shown because I+(k, ω,∆t) is always centrosymmet-
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FIG. 3. The overlaps of |Ψ(∆t)〉 with |Ψ0〉 as a function of
∆t after (a) V quench from 4.5 to 0.0, (b) V quench from
5.5 to 7.0. |Ψ(∆t〉) and |Ψ0〉 are the time-dependent wave
function and the ground state of Hamiltonian before quench,
respectively. The overlaps between |Ψ0〉 and |φl〉 as a function
of El − E0 for the cases of (c) V quench from 4.5 to 0.0 and
(d) V quench from 5.5 to 7.0. |φl〉 is the l-th eigenstate of the
quenched Hamiltonian in the k = 0 momentum subspace, El

is the the eigenenergy of |φl〉.

ric to I−(k, ω,∆t). We present the results of ∆t = 0.02,
10 and 1000 in Figs. 2(a), (c) and (e), respectively. Note
that in our time-dependent Lanczos method, the mini-
mum time interval has been set to be δt = 0.02. Even
so, we find that just after the V quench from 4.5 to 0.0,
I−(k, ω,∆t) becomes very close to the equilibrium result
of V = 0.0 [See Fig. 1(a) in Ref. 40]. Subsequently, the
basic spectral structure does not change with only slight
spectral weight fluctuations taking place. Similar results
can be found in the right panel of Fig. 2, where we show
I−(k, ω,∆t) after V quench from 5.5 to 7.0 in the CDW
for ∆t = 0.02, 10 and 1000, respectively. And we note
that in a similar fashion, I−(k, ω,∆t) is already close
to the equilibrium result of V = 7.0 [See Fig. 1 (f) in
Ref. 40] immediately after the quench. The phenomena
can be understood as following.

In the quench dynamics, the initial state can be ex-
panded in terms of the eigenstates of the quenched
Hamiltonian Hf (restricted to the k = 0 momen-
tum subspace since the global interaction quench
does not break translational symmetry) as |Ψ0〉 =∑
l Cl|φl〉. Using Hf |φl〉 = El|φl〉, we obtain |Ψ(∆t)〉 ≡

exp(−iHf∆t)|Ψ0〉 =
∑
l Clexp(−iEl∆t)|φl〉. The over-

lap between time-dependent wave function |Ψ(∆t)〉 and
the initial state |Ψ0〉 can be written as

|〈Ψ0|Ψ(∆t)〉| = |
∑
l

C∗l Cle
−iEl∆t|. (6)

We can find that the time evolution of |〈Ψ0|Ψ(∆t)〉| de-
pends completely on the sets of {Cl} and {El}. We show
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FIG. 4. (Color online)I−(k, ω,∆t) of the half-filled EHM for
U = 10.0, and V quenches from 4.5 to 5.5 in the left panel;
V quenches from 5.5 to 4.5 in the right panel. ∆t is the
evolution time after quantum quench. For both quenches, we
select ∆t = 0.02 in (a) and (b), ∆t = 10 in (c) and (d),
∆t = 1000 in (e) and (f), to present the snapshots of the
time-dependent single-particle spectra.

the results of |〈Ψ0|Ψ(∆t)〉| in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) for the
cases of V quench from 4.5 to 0.0 and V quench from
5.5 to 7.0, respectively. The time-resolved overlaps in
both are close to 1 due to the dominating C0 in all Cl’s,
which means that the initial state overlaps largely with
the ground state of the quenched Hamiltonian. This can
be seen in Figs. 3(c) and 3(d), where we show the distri-
bution of |Cl| (i.e., |〈Ψ0|φl〉|) as a function of El − E0

for the aforesaid two quench cases. It is known that
at the first-order critical point, the wave functions and
the order parameters of the two phases (SDW and CDW
for our study) abruptly change, while the ground states
within the same phase keep their similarity. This is why
quenching a Hamiltonian within the same phase usually
produces a trivial time evolution.

In addition, for the time-dependent single-particle
spectral function

I−(k, ω,∆t) = (7)

− 1
π Im

(
〈Ψκ(∆t)|c†k0,σ

1
ω−(Hκf−Eκ(∆t))ck0,σ|Ψκ(∆t)〉

)
,

it is determined by the quenched HamiltonianHκ
f and the

time-evolving wave function |Ψκ(∆t)〉. We speculate that
if |Ψκ(∆t = 0)〉 (i.e., |Ψκ

0 〉) has a large overlap with the
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FIG. 5. The overlaps of |Ψ(∆t)〉 with |Ψ0〉 as a function of
∆t after (a) V quench from 4.5 to 5.5, (b) V quench from
5.5 to 4.5. |Ψ(∆t〉) and |Ψ0〉 are the time-dependent wave
function and the ground state of Hamiltonian before quench,
respectively. The overlaps between |Ψ0〉 and |φl〉 as a function
of El − E0 for the cases of (c) V quench from 4.5 to 5.5 and
(d) V quench from 5.5 to 4.5. |φl〉 is the l-th eigenstate of the
quenched Hamiltonian in the k = 0 momentum subspace, El

is the the corresponding eigenenergy of |φl〉.

ground state of the quenched Hamiltonian, I−(k, ω,∆t)
can evolve quickly to the corresponding equilibrium val-
ues of the quenched system.

C. V quench across the critical point

Different from the previous cases of quenches within
the same phase, three snapshots of I−(k, ω,∆t) for V
quench from 4.5 to 5.5 (V quench from 5.5 to 4.5) are
shown in the left (right) panels of Fig. 4. For both
cases, the quench crosses the critical point, VC ≈ 5.0.
∆t = 0.02, 10 and 1000 are also chosen in Figs. 4(a) and
4(b), 4(c) and 4(d), as well as 4(e) and 4(f), respectively.
Compared to Fig. 1(a), we find that I−(k, ω,∆t) for V
quench from 4.5 to 5.5 keeps significant memories of the
initial state for a long time even though some spectral
weight has shifted towards the high-energy part. It can
be still understood by analyzing the distribution of the
initial state among the eigenstates of Hf . The overlaps
|Cl| (i.e., |〈Ψ0|φl〉|) as a function of El−E0 are shown in
Fig. 5(c) for the case of V quench from 4.5 to 5.5. Here C1

(the overlap of the initial state with the first excitation
state of the quenched Hamiltonian) instead of C0 dis-
tinctly dominates, which guarantees a sufficient overlap
of |Ψ(∆t)〉 with the initial state |Ψ0〉 during the evolution
time we have measured [in terms of Eq. (6)], as shown in
Fig. 5(a). As a consequence, no significant change of the
time-dependent single-particle spectra after quench has
been observed.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The equilibrium single-particle spectral
function I(k, ω) for the half-filled EHM with (a) V = 0.0, (b)
V = 4.5, (c) V = 5.5 and (d) V = 7.0 respectively. Other
parameters: L = 14 and U = 10.0.

On the other hand, the spectra after quench from 5.5
to 4.5 have little similarity to the equilibrium results ei-
ther for V = 5.5 or for V = 4.5, as shown in the right
panels of Fig. 4. The reason can be read from Fig. 5(d),
where three considerable components of Cl are spotted,
with one close to 0.8 and the other two around 0.4. As a
result of the interference between these eigenmodes, the
time-dependent overlap |〈Ψ(∆t)|Ψ0〉| in Fig. 5(b) oscil-
lates with significant amplitude. Correspondingly, the
time-dependent spectra become more evenly distributed,
as shown in the right panels of Fig. 4.

In Ref. 50, four types of excitations are found in the
Mott insulating phase (the SDW phase in our case) with
each one dominating the low-energy spectrum in a par-
ticular region of the parameter space. The proliferation
of low-lying excitations in the spectrum of the SDW side
may produce a diverse distribution of the CDW ground
state among the quenched SDW Hamiltonian eigenmodes
[as shown in Fig. 5(d)]. The recognition of such difference
can provide a plausible guide to understanding the asym-
metry between the phase-crossing quenches with opposite
directions.

IV. CONCLUSION

To conclude, we studied the quench dynamics of the
one-dimensional extended Hubbard model at half-filling.
In strong-coupling regime, the ground states of this
model with small and large nearest-neighbor interaction
V are in the spin-density-wave and charge-density-wave
phases, respectively. We found that if the quench hap-
pens within the same phase, there is a considerable over-
lap between the initial state |Ψ0〉 and the ground state
of Hf so that the spectrum evolves quickly towards the
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FIG. 7. (Color online) I−(k, ω,∆t) of the half-filled EHM for
V quenches from 4.5 to 0.0 in the left panel; V quenches from
5.5 to 7.0 in the right panel. ∆t is the evolution time after
quantum quench. For both quenches, we select ∆t = 0.02 in
(a) and (b), ∆t = 10 in (c) and (d), to present the snapshots
of the time-dependent single-particle spectra. Other parame-
ters: L = 14 and U = 10.0.

ground-state counterpart of the quenched Hamiltonian.
If the quench crosses the critical point, however, the
evolution of the time-dependent wave function and the
single-particle spectrum mainly depend on the overlaps
of |Ψ0〉 with the eigenstates of Hf . Our findings could
offer the possibility to detect the phase transition in ul-
tracold atom systems.
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Appendix: The Finite-Size Analysis

In the main text, we have chosen the lattice size L = 10
for the demonstration. In this Appendix, we present the
single-particle spectral function in and out of equilibrium
with lattice size L = 14. For the half-filled EHM with
U = 10.0, the equilibrium single-particle spectra with
V = 0.0, V = 4.5, V = 5.5 and V = 7.0 are shown
in Figs. 6(a), 6(b), 6(c) and 6(d), respectively. In the
SDW phase with V = 0.0 and V = 4.5, there are more
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FIG. 8. (Color online) I−(k, ω,∆t) of the half-filled EHM for
V quenches from 4.5 to 5.5 in the left panel; V quenches from
5.5 to 4.5 in the right panel. ∆t is the evolution time after
quantum quench. For both quenches, we select ∆t = 0.02 in
(a) and (b), ∆t = 10 in (c) and (d), to present the snapshots
of the time-dependent single-particle spectra. Other parame-
ters: L = 14 and U = 10.0.

interlaced “stripes” compared to the results with lattice
size L = 10. As we mentioned before, this is due to the

finite-size effect and the spectrum will split into a spinon
and a holon band in the thermodynamic limit47–49. In
the CDW phase with V = 5.5 and V = 7.0, the spectra
are nearly same to the results with L = 10, where two
separated flat bands can be observed both above and
below the Fermi surface ω = 0.

For V quenches within the same phase, we show
in Fig. 7 two snapshots (∆t = 0.02 and 10) of
the time-dependent electron-removal spectral function
I−(k, ω,∆t) after V quench from 4.5 to 0.0 in the left
panel and V quench from 5.5 to 7.0 in the right panel, re-
spectively. Similar to that with L = 10, I−(k, ω,∆t) be-
comes very close to the equilibrium result of the quenched
Hamiltonian just after quench. Unfortunately, we can
not provide the overlap distribution of the initial state
among the eigenstates of the quenched Hamiltonian be-
cause the full ED calculation of the L = 14 system is un-
reachable for the current computational resources. How-
ever, the basic conclusions on the time-dependent spec-
tral function remain unchange.

For V quench from 4.5 to 5.5 across the critical point,
I−(k, ω,∆t) still keeps some memories of the initial state
with more spectral weight shifting to the high-energy
part, as shown in Figs. 8(a) and 8(c). On the other hand,
I−(k, ω,∆t) after quench from 5.5 to 4.5 have little sim-
ilarity to the equilibrium spectra either for V = 5.5 or
V = 4.5, as shown in Figs. 8(b) and 8(d), respectively.
All these features consistent with the results of L = 10
in the main text.
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U. Schollwöck, J. Eisert, and I. Bloch, Nature Physics
8, 325 (2012).

7 M. Rigol, V. Dunjko, and M. Olshanii, Nature 452, 854
(2008).

8 L. D’Alessio, Y. Kafri, A. Polkovnikov, and M. Rigol,
Advances in Physics 65, 239 (2016).

9 J. M. Deutsch, Reports on Progress in Physics 81, 082001
(2018).

10 P. Calabrese, SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes , 20 (2020).
11 M. Rigol, V. Dunjko, V. Yurovsky, and M. Olshanii, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 98, 050405 (2007).
12 M. Rigol, A. Muramatsu, and M. Olshanii, Phys. Rev. A

74, 053616 (2006).
13 M. A. Cazalilla, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 156403 (2006).
14 A. Iucci and M. A. Cazalilla, Phys. Rev. A 80, 063619

(2009).

15 M. Kollar and M. Eckstein, Phys. Rev. A 78, 013626
(2008).

16 M. Eckstein and M. Kollar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 120404
(2008).

17 D. Fioretto and G. Mussardo, New Journal of Physics 12,
055015 (2010).

18 G. Roux, Phys. Rev. A 79, 021608 (2009).
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