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New classical integrable systems from generalized TT-deformations

Benjamin Doyon,! Friedrich Hiibner,! and Takato Yoshimura? 3
! Department of Mathematics, King’s College London, Strand, London WC2R 2LS, U.K.

2All Souls College, Ozxford OX1 JAL, U.K.
3 Rudolf Peierls Centre for Theoretical Physics, University of Oxford, 1 Keble Road, Oxford OX1 3NP, U.K.

We introduce and study a novel class of classical integrable many-body systems obtained by
generalized TT-deformations of free particles. Deformation terms are bilinears in densities and
currents for the continuum of charges counting asymptotic particles of different momenta. In these
models, which we dub “semiclassical Bethe systems” for their link with the dynamics of Bethe
ansatz wave packets, many-body scattering processes are factorised, and two-body scattering shifts

can be set to an almost arbitrary function of momenta.
different from that of known classical integrable systems.

The dynamics is local but inherently
At short scales, the geometry of the

deformation is dynamically resolved: either particles are slowed down (more space available), or
accelerated via a novel classical particle-pair creation/annihilation process (less space available).
The thermodynamics both at finite and infinite volumes is described by the equations of (or akin
to) the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz, and at large scales generalized hydrodynamics emerge.

Introduction.— Since the inception of generalized
hydrodynamics (GHD) in 2016 [1, 2], there has been a
resurgence of interests in understanding the nature of the
dynamics in integrable systems. GHD has proven to be
a powerful and universal tool that captures it at large
scales, and its predictions have been tested against cold-
atom experiments in different platforms [3-5]. GHD has
also been studied beyond the quantum realm and applied
to classical systems including various types of hard rods
[6-8], the Toda chain [9, 10], the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation [11, 12], the Calogero-Moser model [13] and the
sinh- and sine-Gordon models [14-16]. It provides the
statistical framework [17] for the theory of soliton gases
[18, 19]. The structure of GHD is extremely general, and
it requires only limited data from the underlying system,
such as the two-body scattering shift.

Yet, a full understanding of how GHD emerges from
the microscopic dynamics is still lacking. In the hard-
rods and box-ball systems, rigorous proofs from slowly
varying ensembles are available [8, 20, 21]; in soliton gases
they are obtained from finite-gap solutions [18, 22-24];
ab initio derivations exist from kinetic theory [25] and
Bethe-ansatz semiclassical principles [26]; and the equa-
tions of state are well understood [27, 28]. But every
model has specific properties; to understand the univer-
sality of GHD, it is important to construct new integrable
systems that can access the full space of GHD equations.

In this letter, we do just that. We define a new class
of classical many-particle systems with short-range in-
teractions that are integrable, and that cover a wery
large space of scattering functions. The new systems
are shown to arise from generalised TT-deformations.
TT-deformations were introduced in relativistic quantum
field theory [29-31] as integrability-preserving deforma-
tions based on local conserved currents, that modify the
scattering matrix by “CDD factors” [30, 31]. Matrix el-
ements of local fields have been recently studied [32-34],
and TT-deformations have been adapted to systems of
different kinds [35-41], see the review [42]. Here “gen-
eralised TT-deformations” are those proposed in [43],

based on the larger space of extensive conserved charges
first studied in the context of the non-equilibrium dynam-
ics of integrable systems [44-46]. One admits conserved
quantities measuring the density of asymptotic momenta,
and generalised T'T-deformations modify the scattering
matrix by an arbitrary momentum function, although no
explicit construction was made. Our models provide the
explicit construction for classical Galilean particle sys-
tems. We confirm that they are Liouville integrable, that
many-particle scattering is elastic and factorises into two-
body shifts, and that the two-body shift can be chosen
as an almost arbitrary function of momenta.

Constructing effective, fully integrable many-particle
Hamiltonians for other objects such as solitons in non-
linear media is an old problem, see e.g. [47]. Our models
are the first to do that, and give in particular the poten-
tial for precise initial state preparation in inhomogeneous
soliton gases [18, 19], a problem of current relevance.

In [39] it was shown that “mass-momentum” T7T-
deformations simply change the length of particles. This
can also be interpreted as a local change of the effective
space particles freely travel through, a special case of a ge-
ometric interpretation [48] much like in GHD [49], but the
exact local properties of (generalised) TT-deformation
are nebulous. We obtain an explicit microscopic dynam-
ics implementing the geometry, generalising the change
of particle lengths. Particles are tracers for their asymp-
totic momenta and “go through” each other: additional
available space is implemented by a slowing down at par-
ticles’ proximity, while reduced space, by a novel process
of creation and annihilation of pairs of particles and an-
tiparticles, which effectively gives an acceleration.

We further provide an expression for the free energy,
showing at infinite volume the thermodynamic Bethe
ansatz (TBA) with Boltzmann-Maxwell statistics (see
e.g. [50]); and, remarkably, a similar structure at finite
volumes generalising the recent result[51] in hard rods
[52] (we are not aware of any other examples). We then
show that the GHD equation emerges in the large space-
time limit, in the generality of arbitrary two-body shift.



We confirm this by numerical simulations.

The models we introduce are different from most
known classical integrable systems, whose dynamics are
not of tracer type. They widely generalise hard-rod gases
[6, 8], and are closely related to the quantum Bethe
ansatz and the gas of Bethe wave packets introduced
recently [26]. We refer to them as semiclassical Bethe
systems. Some of the results presented here are proved
rigorously in the separate paper [53].

The model.— Consider the N-particle classical phase
space with canonical coordinates (y, 8) € R?V, {y,;,0,} =
0;; — which will be identified with asymptotic coordi-
nates — and the free-particle Hamiltonian H(y,0) =
Eﬁil 0?/2. Let (x,0) satisfy o(—z,—0) = 9 (z,0) and
||zt (z,0) — 0 (|x| — o0). The generating function

Zx@—i— Zw —xj,0; —0;), (1)

induces a canonical transformation to the “real” coordi-
nates (x,p) as y = V0! p = v ol

oY (x,0)

i =i+ Optb(a; — x;,0; — 6;) (2)
J#i

pi=0;+ Y Outb(x; — ;,0; — 0;) (3)
J#i

where 0, resp.dy, means derivative with respect to the
first, resp. second, argument of ¢(z, #). The Hamiltonian
takes the form
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where 6;(x, p) are obtained by solving (3) (see below) and
the “quasi-potential” V[*!(z,p) is defined by the second
equation. The trajectories in phase space t — (x(t), p(t))
are induced from the free dynamics y — y(t) = y + 0¢
via the change of coordinates Egs. (2) and (3). Note that
there could be multiple trajectories that are admissible
when 9,091 (z, 0) is negative.

Three statements hold: (i) The Hamiltonian (4) is
Liouville integrable: there are N independent con-
served quantities, including the Hamiltonian, that Pois-
son commute with each other and are nice enough func-
tions of phase space. Indeed a natural set is Q, =
Yo bi(x,p)* = Zip‘j—&—VaM, a=1,...N. (ii) The quasi-
potentials are short-range. This is in the weak sense
that whenever particles lie on well-separated intervals,
Al,AQ C ]R, diSt(Al,AQ) — 00, LU, = {1, .. .,N},
x;, C A;, then these do not interact, vV (z,p) —

> 154 (z1,,p1,). An important consequence is that one
can define conserved densities ¢,(x) such that @, =
J dz go(z), and with {gq(z1),qa (z2)} — 0 for z; € A,.
Thus, in the limit of NV large for physically sensible finite-
density distributions, conserved densities commute at
large distances. (iii) The multi-particle scattering pro-
cesses are elastic — the sets of incoming and outoing

momenta are the same — and factorise into two-body
scattering processes. The two-body scattering shift for
incoming momenta 61,6 is given by (01 — 62) where
©(0) = limg_ 00 (Ot (x, 0) — Dot (—x, 0)). Factorised scat-
tering means that in an N-body scattering event, out-
going particle € is shifted, with respect to the straight
trajectory of incoming particle 6, by the sum w(f) =
2 orz0580(0" — 0)p(0 — 0") of the two-body shifts with
all particles that it has crossed. Factorised scattering
is a fundamental property of many-body integrable sys-
tems [54]. Here, because ¢(x,6) becomes constant in z
as x — +o0o, at long times p; ~ 6;, and z; ~ y;(t) + sj[
with s; —s; = w(6;). Thus, 6; are asymptotic momenta
and y; are simply related to the impact parameters of
the scattering process. Note that each particle ¢ has the
same incoming and outgoing momentum #;: thus it is a
tracer for where the asymptotic momentum lies at finite
times. We call this a tracer dynamics.

For any real symmetric ©(0), we may choose ¥ (z,0) =

f(x)p(0) where ¢(0 fo df’(0") and f( ) interpolates
between —1/2 and 1/2 e.g. f( ) = 50— ~— for some

a # 0. Therefore, this is a new family of classical Liou-
ville integrable, short-range, factorised-scattering mod-
els, covering a large class of two-body shift functions.
Only a few shift functions are known to date to corre-
spond to classical integrable models, hence this is a large
extension. Note that fixing the scattering does not fix the
dynamics: there is still freedom in ¢ (z, ). In [53], assum-
ing that v is twice continuously differentiable, and that
Op0pp(x,0) > 0 (thus p(0) > 0) along with a finite-range
condition, we rigorously show the statements above, and
we show that (2), (3) have unique continuously differen-
tiable solutions. We believe much of this stays true under
weaker conditions; but uniqueness can be broken, leading
to important physical effects that we discuss below.

By a judicious choice of ¢(z, ) one can reproduce the
hard rod dynamics [6, 8, 39], see the Supplemental Ma-
terial [55]. The generating function (1) has the struc-
ture of a phase ® for Bethe wave functions U = e!®,
with Bethe roots 6; and dynamics from semiclassical ar-
guments: p = VP are physical momenta, and y = VP
evolve trivially. In the Lieb-Liniger model, gases of wave
packets are indeed described by ¢y (z,0) = % sgn(z)¢(0)
with ¢(f) the quantum scattering phase [26], and we ex-
pect a similar relation for most quantum many-body in-
tegrable systems.

Microscopic dynamics.— The effect of the inter-
action can be seen as a particle-dependent, dynamical
change of metric from z- to y-space where it is free: the
change of infinitesimal length is dy; = K;(z;)dz; where
Ki(z) = (1+ >z 000up(x — x5, 0; — 6;)) measures the
effective “free” space. It can best be pictured in the two-
particle case, see Fig. 1 and [55]. For ¢(0) > 0 (e.g. ¥n)
particles slow down during scattering, giving an effec-
tive backwards displacement (Fig. 1a) interpreted as the
presence of additional, hidden space where particles must
travel. If o(z,0) = 3sgn(z)p(d) for some ¢(f), they
“stick” and acquire an internal clock that accounts for
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FIG. 1. Trajectories of two particles during scattering for (a)
»(@) > 0 and (b), (c), (d) ¢(8) < 0. The thin dashed lines
are the asymptotic trajectories. We show three interpreta-
tions of the multivalued solutions for ¢(f) < 0: (b) Parti-
cles jump instantaneously. (c) Particles are relabelled during
collisions. (d) Spontaneous creation of a particle-antiparticle
pairs: starting from the bottom, at a certain time (marked by
a star) the blue and orange particles are close enough to allow
for two pair creations (there are 3 solutions: two blue-orange
(outer), one red-green (inner)). Later one particle of each pair
(the red and green) each annihilates one of the original par-
ticles (marked by a circle), leaving the new blue and orange
particles as outgoing. We used ¢ (z,0) = 2 arctan %,

z24a?
with ¢ = 0.5, = 0.4 for (a) and ¢ = —1,a = 1 for (b), (c),
(d).

this extra space at collisions [26]. For ¢(0) < 0, (2) does
not necessarily have a unique solution. In case it does,
particles speed up, giving an effective forward displace-
ment and a reduction of effective space; hard rods of pos-
itive lengths are a limiting case, where the displacement —
which traces the momentum being transferred — is instan-
taneous. But for most choices of ¥(z,8) with ¢(6) < 0,
solutions to (2) can become multivalued. Then trajecto-
ries appear to go backward in time, and the generating
function (1), although locally inducing a canonical trans-
formation, globally does not on the standard phase space.
One may consider three “regularisations”, without affect-
ing the large-scale physics, all implementing a reduction
of effective space. (i) Choose any branch; e.g. follow one
branch until it disappears, then jump to another branch
(Fig. 1b). This is similar to the flea gas [56] (we do
not know if there exist choices of ¥(x, ) and branch that
would exactly reproduce the flea gas algorithm). But, like
for the flea gas, this regularisation is not Hamiltonian nor
time reversible. (ii) Using the “hard-core” picture [39],
relabel particles at the first collision (Fig. 1¢). This gives
a time-reversible dynamics (no longer a tracer dynamics),
as long as such collisions always appear before any time-
backward parts of trajectories; this re-labelling gives the
rods in the hard-rod case. (iii) Inspired by Feynman’s

picture, interpret time-backward parts of trajectories as
antiparticles (Fig. 1d). The proximity of a particle (say
orange in the figure) occasions a spontaneous particle-
antiparticle pair creation (blue and green); the antipar-
ticle (green) later annihilates with the incoming particle
(blue) leaving the created particle (also blue) as outgoing
physical particle. This is time-symmetric, and we believe
it might define a canonical flow on the ‘Fock phase-space’
F=6 g R2N9 which admits an arbitrary number g of so-
lutions to (2); however this would need to be investigated
further. For smooth ¢ (z, 8), multivaluedness can always
be interpreted in this way, as the equations (2), (3), for
x,p,t, define smooth curves in R2V*+1, We now argue
that this picture naturally arises from TT-deformations.

TT-deformations.— Generalized T7T-deformations,
as proposed in [43], are obtained as flows of Hamiltonians
HWM — HX 4 §H®) parametrized by A:

SHWN =) / dfdadzds’ w(z — 2,0 — a)

x (¢ (@) ) = iV @) @), (5)

Here qé)‘) (x)
(x) are the charge densities and currents, with
continuity equation 6tq(gA) + Oy jy‘) = 0, associated to
the charge Q(QA) =>,0(0— 9§>‘)) that measures the den-
sity of asymptotic momenta at 6 in the deformed system.
It turns out that if H is an integrable tracer dynam-
ics, then so is HM, and qéA) (z) and j( )( ) exist and
are short-range. Remarkably, starting from a system of
free particles H(®) = 3", p?/2, the deformed Hamiltonian
H®W is nothing else but H¥'1| Eq. (4), with Y (z,0) =
A [70da’ sgn(x—a’)w(a’,0). This generalises the mass-
momentum deformation yielding hard rods [39], see [55].
The semiclassical Bethe systems are the first concrete
example of generalized TT-deformations. We have rig-
orous proofs of these statements [53] under conditions

with w(z

and j(g)‘)

,0) some deformation function.

guaranteeing invertibility of (2), (3), where H ™) can be
constructed on the standard phase space.

Going further, here we make the crucial observation
that the relation Eq. (2), be it invertible or not, is still
the correct TT-deformation of the impact-parameter-
position relation y; = x;. Indeed, TT-deformations (5)
can be obtained as canonical flows [35, 39, 53, 57], and
Eq. (2) arises directly from applying this flow. Thus, mul-
tivaluedness may appear along the TT-flow, and pair cre-
ation/annihilation processes occur (Fig. 1d), as claimed;
see [55]. In all cases, the dynamics remains local.

Thermodynamics.— Let us consider the gener-
alised Gibbs ensembles [58], with Boltzmann weights
e~ 2abBeQa We take more generally (z,6)-dependent
Lagrange parameters varying on scale L, with
e~ Jdzd0 B(z/L,0)q0 () — o—3; B(zi/L,0:) Tp [53] we show,
using methods of graph theory [59] and under certain



further assumptions, that the free energy density

:7710g2/d 147 5 s @) ()

is finite and given by f, = —(2wL)~! [ dzdd e—er(@.0)
where the pseudo-energy ey, (z, 6) satlsﬁes

dz’do’

e (x.6) = /3(%,0%/
(7)

This is a TBA-like equation for Maxwell-Boltzmann
statistics (see e.g. [50]). The TBA is well known from
quantum [60-62] and classical [9, 10, 12, 14, 15] inte-
grability, at infinite volumes. It is striking that even at
finite volumes the free energy possesses a TBA structure;
the only result we are aware about this is for (positive-
length) hard rods [52, 63]. We postulate that the finite-
volume free energy in interacting quantum and classical
integrable systems is given by Eq. (7) under an appro-
priate choice of 9p0,1(x,0) reproducing the scattering
shift ¢(#). The infinite-volume limit of Eq. (7) yields the
expected TBA equation 5(35 0) = limy e (LZ,0) =
B8(z,0) — (0 — 0)e @) from which limy_ o fL
follows. Thus the thermodynamlcs of the semiclassical
Bethe systems is described by the standard machinery of
TBA, including its “local density approximation”.

The free energy gives thermodynamic averages and
fluctuations of conserved quantities. Interestingly, we
also have the exact thermodynamic average ppnys(p) =
n(6(p))/(2w) for the physical momentum distribution
L713.6(p — pi). Here n(f) = e is the occupa-
tion function and 6(p) is the inverse of the “Dressed mo-
mentum” function pP*(¢). The latter is known to be
the physical momentum of an excitation at Bethe root
f in Bethe ansatz systems, and is fixed by TBA equa-
tions. See [55]. As physical momenta of particles change
throughout their trajectories, ppnys(p) is a quantity that
is typically hard to access in integrable models; this is
the first exact expression that we are aware of.

GHD.— We provide a heuristic argument for GHD to
emerge in the hydrodynamic limit, paralleling Ref. [26];
other techniques [20] should give rigorous results.

We take macroscopic space and time, z = Lz, t =
Lt (z, ¢ finite, L — o0), with scaled coordinates

z;(t) = z;(t)/L and y; = y;/L. The emplrlcal density
pe(G z,0) =LY, 8(z — 7;(1))5(0 — 6;), is assumed to
converge “weakly”: p.(6,,t) — pp(ﬁ,a‘:,ﬂ. Clearly,

Orpe(0,7,1) +a£( 2:0(T —7;)6(0 — Hi)) =0. (8)
Re writing Eq. (2) as fz(f) = ¥ + 0t —
i Zﬁél Ao (L(z:(t) — x] (1)),0 ), Wwe assume

that, for every i, there is a fractlon of particles j that
tend to 1 as I — oo such that zi(t) — z;(t) > 0.
Then, we can replace dgtp(LZ,0) — ¢*8**)p(h) where

593;51/)@7:5’7 079/)67€L(I,,6’)'

T —1p~ = 1. Taking the t-derivative, we find
(L = 0).

(9)
Making the ansatz z; = f(Z;, 0;), the second term on the
right-hand side is — [ df pe(0, Z;, t)p(0; — 0)(f(z4,6;) —
f(z;,0)). Thus f(z,0) = vﬁi(,vi 7 (0) solves

x1f97525 0(0;—0;)(x;— ;)

JFi

vl (6) = 6 / a6’ p(8')p(6— 6 (5T (8) — 5T (6")). (10)

This is exactly the equation for the effective velocity in
GHD [1, 2]. Putting this into Eq. (8) and taking the limit
L — oo we obtain the GHD equation,

Oipp (0,2, 1) + 0z (v (0, 2,1)pp (0,2, 7)) =

Thus, we have shown that, at large scales, the semiclas-
sical Bethe system satisfies the GHD equation. This is
not rigorous — in particular, in Eq. (9) one would need
to use a regularization of the delta-function. We give an
alternative derivation of GHD in [55], based on the fact
that the metric change dy; = K;(x;)dz; converges to the
GHD change of metric K;(z) — 2mps(6;, ) determined
by the “space” or “total” density ps(6,x) [49].

(11)
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FIG. 2. Evolution of the microscopic particle density

(data points) and that from the GHD solution (solid lines)
for different times.  The initial state is pp(6,2,0) =

25 6_12/2( _25(6_1)2/2—|—6_25(9+1)2/2). We use ¢(z,0) =

27
m(j)(e), where v = 0.1 and ¢(0) = 2arctan £. The mi-

croscopic results were averaged over 100 samples, each start-
ing from a randomly generated initial state (L = 300, each
sample contains N & 3000 particles). The error bars indicate
the standard deviation and the bin size used for computing
the density of particles. We also give the density for non-
interacting particles (dashed lines) for comparision.

We numerically demonstrate that the GHD equation
correctly captures the large-scale behaviour in an explicit



example, see Fig. 2. For illustration, we use the phase
shift from the quantum Lieb-Liniger model, but with
an initial state that breaks the maximal fermionic oc-
cupation allowed by quantum mechanics (the maximal
density of particle per state is 6.264 > 1). This initial
state is nevertheless realizable, and its hydrodynamics
makes sense, as indeed it is realised by a semiclassical
Bethe system. The details of the numerical simulations
can be found in [55]. Compared to the evolution of non-
interacting particles the expansion of the interacting par-
ticles is much slower, which is in line with the intuitive
meaning of a positive phase-shift as an effective time-
delay during the scattering of two particles.

Conclusions.— We introduced a new class of clas-
sical integrable models, dubbed semiclassical Bethe sys-
tems for their relation with the quantum Bethe ansatz,
obtained as generalized TT-deformations of classical non-
interacting particles. In these systems, each particle is a
“tracer”: it has the same incoming and outgoing momen-
tum. The class is parametrised by a function determining
the microscopic dynamics, and displays factorised scat-
tering with a (largely) arbitrary two-body shift, including
those found in many quantum integrable models. The
microscopic dynamics displays special features including
pair creations / annihilations; the thermodynamics in fi-
nite volumes surprisingly takes a form akin to the ther-
modynamic Bethe ansatz (TBA), reducing to the TBA at
infinite volume; the distribution in physical phase space
can be evaluated exactly; and the large-scale dynamics
is described by GHD, and therefore identical to that of
any quantum/classical integrable system with the same

chosen two-body shift. We conjecture that, with short-
range interaction, the agreement persists at higher or-
ders: the models should encode the universal hydrody-
namic expansion of classical many-body integrability, as
corrections due to specific interactions should be expo-
nentially subleading. For instance, particles’ positions in
our models should approximate well the spatial distribu-
tion of solitons in dense soliton gases, something that can
be useful for initial state preparation.

It would be interesting to construct the full particle-
non-conserving Hamiltonian description of trajectories
(2), (3) with negative shifts ¢(f) < 0, Fig. 1d. Find-
ing the full integrability structure of our models, perhaps
connecting with sine-Gordon soliton trajectories [64—66],
would be interesting, as would quantising our models,
perhaps in the spirit of [26] (integrability of generalized
TT-deformed systems is established [43]); the notion of
pair creation / annihilation may play an important role.
Finally, adding an external potential is possible, and we
anticipate that rigorous proofs of the emergence of the
GHD equation can be obtained following ideas in the
hard-rod case [8, 20]. This might also shed light on GHD
beyond the Euler scale.
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In this supplemental material, we refer to equations in
the main text as (zMT) where z is the equation number.

I. TWO-BODY SCATTERING IN THE
SEMICLASSICAL BETHE SYSTEM

For two particles the evolution decouples in the trivial
center of mass motion of z1(t) + z2(t) and the motion of
the relative coordinate z12(t) = x1(t) — z2(t):

Yiz + bhot = 212(t) + 2009 (212(1), b12) := f(z12(¢)) (1)

Note that f(z) is a one-dimensional function which sat-
isfles f(x — +o0) — +oo since Yy(x,0) is bounded.
Therefore for any time ¢ a solution z12(t) will always
exist. If f(z) is monotone increasing, ie. f/'(x) =
1 4 2¢p(x12(t),012) > 0 then this solution will also
be unique for all times, otherwise not. This gives a
bound 0,0 (z,0) > —%, which is automatically sat-
isfied for positive 0,0p¢(x,0)(x,0). Thus, given a pos-
itive phase shift () it is easy to find a (x,0) that
gives rise to unique trajectories, for instance ¢ (z,0) =
ﬁqﬁ(@), where a > 0 is an arbitrary real number
and ¢'(0) = ¢(0). On the other hand, if ¢ () is negative,
then non-uniqueness can easily happen if 9,0p¢(x,0) is
too large. For instance, consider again the implementa-
tion ¥(x,0) = Nﬁqﬁ(@): The trajectories are only
unique if a > |¢(012)], i.e. if the interaction region is
broad. In fact, for fixed particle number N and bounded
©(0), it is always possible to choose a 1(x,#) with a suf-
ficiently large interaction region, s.t. the trajectories are
unique.

If « is too small the inverse function of f becomes
multivalued. In this case the trajectory becomes non-
unique during scattering (see Fig. 1).

II. SPECIALISATION TO HARD RODS

For hard rods of positive length A [1], one may take
the continuous piecewise linear ¢, +(z,0) = {3 (z <
=\), —z/2 (Jz| < A), =3 (z > A\)} x 6. The particles
then trace the hard rods’ momenta. Indeed, this guar-
antees that whenever particles’ positions are separated
by distances greater then ), they move freely, while the
first pair of particles coming to a distance A experiences
an instantaneous motion pass each other, effectively ex-
changing their positions. As almost surely (with respect

b)

Q0O
nn
o

1 d)

FIG. 1. Relation of the relative particle positions in free space
y12 = y1 — Y2 and deformed space x12 = x1 — x2 for different

c and « (in this case dg¢p(z, 0) = \/ﬁcp(ﬁ), where ¢(6) =
Zc is the Lieb-Liniger phase shift). The free particle

solution b) for ¢ = 0 is given in the other plots for comparison
(dashed line). For a) positive ¢ > 0 or c) large a the map is
invertible. If ¢ < 0 and « too small then d) the map is non-
invertible. This leads to the non-well definedness of particles
during scattering.

to physically sensible distributions of positions and mo-
menta) only at most one pair of particles at a time come
to a distance A, only at most one two-body process oc-
curs at a time. This indeed reproduces the hard-rods
dynamics. This should be seen as the limit e — 0 of the
choice ¥f, | (z,0) = {3 (z<—(1+eN), —sa5g (2l <
2), =3 (z > (1 + €)A} x 0. This choice gives invert-
ible Egs. (2MT), (3MT) on all configurations where at
most one pair of particles are a distance smaller than
(I1+€)A, and as e — 0, at a collision of a pair of particles
the speeds of the particles tend to infinity, giving, in the

limit, the instantaneous exchange of their positions.

For hard rods of negative length —A [2, 3] a natural
choice would be ¥, —(z,0) = %sgn(z)A0. In fact, the
standard negative-length hard-rod model implements the
negative lengths by allowing for rods’ centers to cross
each other — thus being in the “wrong order” — up to a
distance A before changing direction; while here particles
simply stick with each other for a time in order to imple-
ment the same overall scattering shift [4]. As the motion
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FIG. 2. Trajectories of three A = 1 hard rod like particles
during scattering obtained by numerically solving (2MT). In
order to have smooth behaviours, we regularize n, +(x,0) as
follows 9 (z,0) = 1 (1/(22 — d2)? + 4a2— /(22 + d?)% + 4a2),
which reduces to ¥nr +(x,0) as a — 0: a), b) depict the tra-
jectories close to the hard rod limit while ¢), d) give smoother
versions for comparison. The three particles are fixed at
t =0Dby y1 = 0,00 =0 (blue), y2 = 0,02 = 1 (orange)
and y3 = 0.1,01 = —1 (green). For both a we find two solu-
tions, the “normal sector” a), ¢) and the “vacuum loops” b),
d).

of the particles stuck with each other simply takes the
average momentum [4], in fact, this model represents the
center-of-mass position of any group of rods in the wrong
order; the microscopic dynamics is therefore slightly dif-
ferent.

In the case of positive-length rods, in fact there is one
subtlety concerning the dynamics with iy, +. Let us refer
to the “normal sector” as the set of configurations under
the constraint that all but at most one pair of particles
are a distance strictly greater than A from each other (or
(1 + €)X in the regularised version). Although the solu-
tions to Egs. (2MT), (3MT) in are indeed unique in the
normal sector, there are in general other solutions where
many particles are near to each other. These “ghost solu-
tions” are not required for a well-defined dynamics when
starting with configurations where all particles are far
enough from each other, because, as explained above,
almost surely the normal sector only is explored over
time. However, if admitting all solutions, as per our gen-
eral particle-production process, these solutions should
be considered; they produce “vacuum” loops. Such loops
in fact allow us to define the hard-rod dynamics, for pos-
itive rod lengths X\, with rods being closer than a distance
A, thus in particular at densities higher than 1/A.

Therefore, we see that the hard-rod model with pos-
itive rod lengths is that given by the restriction to the
normal sector of the semiclassical Bethe systems with
Yhr,+; this sector is almost surely invariant under the
dynamics, hence a consistent restriction.

We note that the choice w(z,0) = 16(z)6 in (5MT),
for the generalised TT-deformation, corresponds to the
mass-momentum deformation, argued in [2] to give rise to
the hard rods. From our analysis, we see that a number
of subtleties arise.

First, in [2], it is the analytical continuation in A, from
positive rod lengths, that was argued to give negative-
length rods. Here, we see that, as per our discus-
sion above, the direct deformation towards negative rod
lengths gives tn,,—, the “center-of-mass” version where
for groups of rods in the wrong order, we only trace
the momentum of the center-of-mass position. Second,
the choice w(z,6) = 36(z)6, in the direction of the T7-
flow giving positive rod lengths, in fact only gives the
true positive-length hard rods under the hard-core reg-
ularisation where exchanges are made at first collisions
(see the main text); this was indeed the picture taken in
[2]. Here, we see that one must choose a A-dependent
Whr 4+ (z,0) = 70(|z| — A) in order for TT-deformation
to give the semiclassical Bethe system with vy,  that
directly represent, when restricting to the normal sec-
tor, the tracers of hard rods’ momenta (the go-through
picture).

Finally, the specialisation of the finite-volume TBA
equation (7TMT) to the center-of-mass negative-length
hard rods, with ¢, _, is

/
1(,0) = 63,0~ A [ Gre O (2

27
It is interesting that we find no correction from the local
structure at all: the same TBA equation arises at infinite
volume. As (7TMT) is derived in [5] under assumptions
that are not satisfied for the positive-length hard rods,
Yur,4, its specialisation to this case is not expected to
give the correct answer (this turns out to be of a similar

form to that of [6, 7], but sligthly different).

III. DETAILS ON THE NUMERICAL
SIMULATIONS

In the letter we simulate the Euler scale time evolution
of a macrosopic initial state described by:
25 20 (6725(971)2/2 +6725(9+1)2/2), (3)

po(z,0) = Py

using both the underlying microscopic particle model and
the GHD equation. In the following we provide details
on both simulations.

A. Particle simulations
1. Generating the initial state

In order to generate an initial state whose quasi-
particle density corresponds to Eq. (3), we use an adap-
tion of an algorithm that is used to generate hard rods



initial states [8]. The algorithm first generates the po-
sitions of particles using their total density po(z) =

Jd0po(@,0) = JLemo"/2
domly chooses their initial # according to the dou-
ble Gaussian momentum distribution f(6) = polwp)

po(z)
1 (6—25(9—1)2/2+6—25(9+1)2/2)_

and then subsequently ran-

5v2r

The procedure for generating the particle positions is
as follows: Fix the location of the first particle (we choose
x1 = 0). The locations of all the particles for z > 0 are
generated consecutively using the following rule:

(4)

T+l = Tp + Nn,

where 71, ~ Exp(Lpo(x,)) are exponentially distributed
random numbers. Note that this can be viewed as a
discrete time random walk. As L — oo the 5, = O(1/L)
become very small, meaning one can ignore locally the
x dependence of po(z,). This stochastic process then
locally generates a Poisson point process with the average
density po(z). The slow dependence of pp(z) on x then
creates variations of the density on the macroscopic scale.
For practical purposes the procedure has to be stopped
eventually, which we do once the density po(z) < 0.01 is
below a threshold.

The above procedure generates the particle locations
for x > 0. In order to generate the negative particle
locations x < 0 as well, we simply repeat the algorithm,
but run it in the negative direction.

B. Time evolution of the particles

The particles can then be time-evolved to any time ¢ by
solving Eq. (2MT) for given y;(t) = y; — 6;t numerically
(the initial y; can be computed from Eq. (2MT)). Nu-
merically solving non-linear equations is a standard, but
still non-trivial task. Appropriate methods could vary
depending on the model, but here we choose to use the
gradient descent algorithm. Its validity is guaranteed for
models with positive phase-shifts, like the Lieb-Liniger
phase shift — more precisely, whenever 9,09t (z, 0 > 0. It
is based on the observation that Eq. (2MT) is the mini-
mization condition of the following convex function:

1 1
s Tn) = 52(%‘ i)’ + 527(% — x5,0; — 0;),

i i#]
(5)

S(iﬂl,...

where 9,v(x,0) = 9ptb(x,0).
VaZ 4+ a?p(6).

Since S(x1,...,x,) is a convex function the gradient
descent algorithm for finding its minimizer is guaranteed
to converge.

In our case v(x,0) =

C. GHD simulations

The GHD simulations were done using the IFluid
package [9], which already implements the Lieb-Liniger
model. The Euler scale GHD equation is solved us-
ing a Backward Semi-Lagrangian Implicit Runge-Kutta
4 method (this is a fourth order method, for details
see [10]). The simulations were done on a space X
momentum = 200 x 200 grid spanning = € [—8,8] and
0 € [-2,2]. Time is discretized in units At = 0.0025.

IV. CHANGE OF METRIC AND PHYSICAL
MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTION

Here we describe a different method to derive the GHD
equation which is based on the change of coordinates
Eq. (2MT). We can rewrite Eq. (2MT) directly in terms
of the empirical density as (omitting the time argument)

Ui =T+ /ds?:de pe(0,7)060(L(Z; — Z),0; —0)  (6)

where in particular we use the fact that 1»(0,0) = 0
by anti-symmetry. Assuming that Z; = z(0;,y;) for
some well-behaved function Z(6, ) and taking the large-
L limit,

7 =75(0,7) + /dfldel ppw/’j/)wsgn(i(&z})—i/)s@(g _ 9/).

(7)
The differential at fixed 6 is

g = (1+ / A0 po (8, 2)p(6—6'))dz = 27py(0, 2)dz (8)

where pg(60, ) is the spatial, or total, density (with the
conventional normalisation used in quantum systems).
Eq. (8) is the transformation of coordinates z — g that
is known to trivialise the GHD equation [11]. This trivi-
alised GHD equation can be solved immediately and its
solution can be mapped to the actual particle density by
inverting Eq. (7). Thus, as the g; coordinates indeed
evolve trivially, this can form a basis for an alternative
way of proving the emergence of the GHD equation.

In fact, a similar calculation may be made to obtain
the physical momentum density. Using

LO,(x,0) — 5(x)p(0)

r=LZ

(9)

where ¢(6) = foe de’ p(0'), we get from (3MT)
b = i+ L [ 50, (6.)0,0(Lizi — ), 6~ 0
— 0; + /d9 pp(0,%:)p(0; — 0) (10)

from which we deduce p; = pP*(6;, Z;) where pP* (0, 7) is
the Dressed momentum (see e.g. [12]); the latter is the



physical momentum variation upon adding a particle of
rapidity 6 in Bethe ansatz systems (here in the state at
macroscopic position Z). Therefore, changing variable,
the physical momentum distribution of our classical par-
ticle system is

Pphys p,

—1 ( (p )7 _)
P R0 p) = 5 06, )
(11)
where we used 27ps(0,7) = 9pP*(0,7)/00, and 6(-,7)
is the inverse of pP*(-,2), i.e. pP*(d(p,z),z) = p. Us-
ing the expression for the occupation function n(6,z) =
pp(0,Z)/ps(6,Z), this reproduces the formula quoted in
the main text.

V. TRAJECTORIES FROM
TT-DEFORMATIONS

In [5] we prove that the Hamiltonian Eq. (4MT) is well
defined and arises from a generalised TT-deformation of
the system of free particles as per Eq. (6MT), under cer-
tain conditions on v, including 9,91 (x,0) > 0. There,
we show that these conditions are sufficient to guaran-
tee that Egs. (2MT), (3MT) have unique solutions for x
and 0, respectively. If the conditions is broken, there is
in fact no guarantee that Eq. (3MT) can be inverted to
define the Hamiltonian as a function of x,p. Likewise,
there is no guarantee that Eq. (2MT) can be inverted to
provide the trajectories. Nevertheless, we discussed in
the main text how to make sense of trajectories in cases
where invertibility does not hold: Eq. (2MT) still defines
the trajectories, but one must interpret it correctly; one
interpretation is that one must modify phase space in or-
der to account for different particle numbers, and particle
creation / annihilation occurs.

Here, we show that, indeed, TT-deformations of free-
particle trajectories give Eq. (2MT) without further con-
ditions on ¥ (x,0): any solution to Eq. (2MT) is compat-
ible with the corresponding generalised TT-deformation,
even when Eq. (2MT) is not invertible. Thus, the inter-
pretation above is sensible; in particular, one may aug-
ment the phase space, and at critical values of A, where
multiple solutions arise for some times, it is consistent
to consider these multiple solutions at once, interpreted
as the creation of particles and anti-particles. A simi-
lar construction from Eq. (3MT), to construct the full
Hamiltonian on this larger phase space, is left for future
works.

We note that the generalised T7T-deformation
Eq. (5MT) can be obtained from the generator [2, 5, 13,
14]

72/ dzw(zfmj,ﬂf‘(w,p)*9;—‘(3371’»
ij i

(12)
This is in the sense that the Hamiltonian is deformed as
H, — Hy + M Hy, X*}. In fact, any conserved quan-
tity transforms in this way, including the asymptotic mo-
menta 02 (x, p).

As the flow in ) is a Poisson flow, it preserves the Pois-
son algebra, thus it is natural to define the asymptotic
impact parameters as those obtained from his flow:

v (x,p) = v (x, p) + A {y} (. p), X (z,p)}.  (13)

We now show that: if Eq. (2MT) holds, in which we re-
place p — > = N, as well as y;, 0; — y, 02, and if 02 ’s
satisfy the flow equation, then the impact parameters y: ’s
satisfy the flow equation (13), where the flow is defined
using w = Oyt /2 (this is in agreement with Eq. (6MT)).
Therefore, any solution to Eq. (2MT) is compatible with
the corresponding generalised T'T-deformation.

Note that we do not need to define the Hamiltonian for
the above statement to make sense: we directly use the
flow on trajectories, much as was done in [2]. Note also
that under the above identification, we have the asymp-
totic condition |x|w(z,0) — 0 (|z] = o0), thus the func-
tion X*(x,p) is well defined. In fact it takes the form

1
X = §Z¢($ij79ij) (14)

where here and below we omit the superscript A and use
the condensed notation z;; = z; — x;, etc., for lightness
of notation.

The proof is as follows. Under the flow, the left-hand
side of Eq. (2MT) gives (we use indices z,0 to denote
derivatives)

{vi, X} = Z{ymﬁj}%(%k’@ijZ Yo(wij, 5). (15)

ik
We may use Eq. (2MT) to obtain

{yiz;} = voo(wi, 0a){0ir, x5} (16)
.

whence

{ylaX} = Zw@@ leu zl)wx(xjk7 jk)){e’bhxj}—’—zwe xlj? ’Lj)

gkl
(17)
On the other hand, differentiating the right-hand side of
Eq. (2MT), with ¢* = i), we obtain

Oy; 891
y Z¢9 1‘1]7 i +Z¢99 xzh ll l (18)

We evaluate the derivatives using the flow 96;/0\ =
{0;, X}, to obtain

691[

Z{ozl;x3}¢x(xjkv jk) (19)

Combining (17), (18) and (19), we find
yi
{v X} = 55 (20)

which shows the statement.
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