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The transition into a strongly-correlated regime of 3 fermions trapped in a one-dimensional har-
monic potential is investigated. This interesting, but little-studied system, allows us to identify
characteristic features of the regime, some of which are also present in strongly-correlated materials
relevant to the industry. Furthermore, our findings describe the behavior of electrons in quantum
dots, ions in Paul traps, and even fermionic atoms in one-dimensional optical lattices. Near the
ground state, all these platforms can be described as fermions trapped in a harmonic potential. The
correlation regime can be controlled by varying the natural frequency of the trapping potential, and
to probe it, we propose to use twisted light. We identify 4 signatures of strong correlation in the one-
dimensional 3-fermion trap, which are likely to be present for any number N of trapped fermions: i)
the ground state density is strongly localized with N maximally separated peaks (Wigner Crystal)
ii) the symmetric and antisymmetric ground state wavefunctions become degenerate (bosonization)
iii) the von Neumann entropy grows, iv) the energy spectrum is fully characterized by N normal
modes or less.

I. INTRODUCTION

Forty years ago Feynman envisioned quantum emula-
tors (also known as analogue quantum computers) in his
famous statement: “Nature isn’t classical, dammit, and
if you want to make a simulation of nature, you’d better
make it quantum mechanical, and by golly it’s a wonder-
ful problem, because it doesn’t look so easy” [1]. An ana-
logue quantum computer is a controllable quantum sys-
tem able to simulate the behavior of another, more chal-
lenging (less controllable, larger, more complex) quantum
system [2–4]. Such a quantum emulator is not univer-
sal, and unlike gate quantum computers, it can not be
programmed and there is no translation of an algorithm
into a quantum circuit. Therefore, to simulate a given
problem, one needs to devise an experimentally feasible
and controllable quantum system able to emulate the be-
haviour of the original problem. Several studies show the
potential of noisy cold atoms and ion traps as analogue
quantum computers [5–8]. Quantum advantage has been
demonstrated for the Gaussian boson sampling problem
using a photon quantum emulator[9].

Strong correlation is particularly challenging and has
been widely studied, both in-silico and experimentally
[10–15]. Stretched molecular bonds involved in biochem-
ical processes and transition-metal catalysts for energy
storage devices are some prominent examples of strongly-
correlated problems that are relevant to the industry.
In the strongly-correlated limit some materials exhibit
novel phenomena not observed in weakly correlated ma-
terials. Some examples are metal-insulator transitions
[16], magnetic order, unconventional superconductivity
[17], superfluidity, quantum phase transitions, and topo-
logical order [18, 19]. Designing and optimizing ma-
terials with these properties is key to advancing tech-
nology and poses a great challenge for the simulation

community. Hartree Fock is a poor solution for these
types of problems and DFT, which is very successful in
predicting properties of weakly correlated materials, re-
quires sophisticated exchange-correlation functionals to
achieve qualitatively correct results in this regime [20–
22]. Exchange-correlation functionals designed for strong
correlation, on the other hand, do not perform well for
more weakly correlated materials [23]. More expensive
wavefunction methods such as CCSD also struggle to
simulate strong correlation [24] and Complete Active
Space approaches require large active spaces to converge
[25]. The strongly-correlated regime of quantum many-
body systems is therefore an interesting application for
quantum computing.

In this work, we study one-dimensional harmonic traps
of trapped fermions as a testbed to learn about the
characteristic features of the strongly-correlated regime
in fermionic many-body systems. The 2-fermion one-
dimensional harmonic trap was previously studied in
Ref. [26]. We generalize the results to 3 fermions and infer
the behaviour of N -trapped fermions. Analytical results
with cold fermionic atoms trapped in optical lattices have
revealed that phenomena previously investigated in the
presence of many atoms may be studied in the limit of
a few particles as well [27–31]. Near the ground state,
electrons and holes in quantum wires and dots, ions in
Paul traps, and cold fermionic atoms in optical lattices
are all realizations of the fermion harmonic trap [32–35].
Besides the importance of quantum dots in the display
industry, and of ion traps in the development of digital
quantum computers [36], these platforms can all serve as
analogue quantum computers, also known as quantum
emulators. For atoms, the interaction is modeled as a
contact potential [37], whereas for electrons and ions the
interaction is via a Coulomb potential [38, 39] or soft-
Coulomb [40, 41] for one-dimensional traps. The confin-
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ing potential is parabolic and its strength is characterized
by the natural frequency ω0. The correlation regime in
harmonic traps can be controlled by varying the particle-
particle interaction strength or the confinement strength
of the parabolic potential ω0, and it also depends on the
number of trapped particles. By virtue of the high tun-
ability and the availability of analytic (weak and strong
interaction limits) [37, 42, 43] and very accurate one-
dimensional numerical solutions [44, 45], these systems
provide a means to understand the physics and interpret
the experiments on more complex quantum many-body
systems. The problem of fermions trapped in a parabolic
potential has been studied theoretically for 3 electrons in
a three-dimensional trap in the limits of weak and strong
confinement [42], in the context of electrons [27] [28], for
2 electrons in one and two dimensions [29], for ions [30]
and for fermionic atoms [31].

In this work, we derive expressions for the density and
normal modes of 3 fermions in a one-dimensional har-
monic trap in the strongly correlated limit and use them
to validate the numerical simulations. We then perturb
the system and analyze the transition into a strongly-
correlated regime in the absorption spectrum.

The paper is organized as follows: in section II we dis-
cuss the separability of the harmonic trap hamiltonian
into center of mass (CM) and internal degrees of freedom
and the antisymmetrization of the total wavefunction, in
section III we study the degeneration of the ground state
and derive the normal modes and an expression for the
spatial wavefunction and the ground state density of the
3-fermion harmonic trap in the strongly correlated limit
ω0 → 0. In section IV we validate the finite ω0 numerical
simulations against the analytic results derived for the
strongly correlated limit: we confirmed the ground state
density is localized as expected and the energy spectrum
contains the predicted frequencies in this limit. We then
analyze the quadrupole spectrum obtained from the nu-
merical time-evolution of the density after perturbation
with a quadrupole field and discuss the selection rules. In
section V we discuss an experimental setup to probe cor-
relation effects in the quadrupole spectrum using twisted
light and in section VI we conclude.

II. SEPARABILITY INTO CENTER-OF-MASS
(CM) AND INTERNAL COORDINATES

The Hamiltonian describing a harmonic trap with N
particles is separable into a center-of-mass (CM) term
and a term dependent on the internal degrees of freedom
of the system. The CM system is equivalent to a particle
with mass M = Nm and charge Ne,

H0
CM =

PX
2

2M
+

1

2
Mω0

2X2 (1)

with X =
∑N

i xi y PX =
∑N

i pi. For N = 3 and defining
the Jacobi coordinates as

q1 =
x1 − x2√

2
, q2 =

x1 + x2√
6

−
√

2

3
x3, (2)

the internal Hamiltonian reads,

H0
q =

P1
2

2m
+

P2
2

2m
+

1

2
Mω0

2q1
2 +

1

2
Mω0

2q2
2 + V (q1, q2).

(3)
where V (q1, q2) is the particle-particle interaction poten-
tial which is the Coulomb potential [38] [39] V (q1, q2) =
−1/|q1 − q2| in the case of quantum dots and ion traps
[? ]. Atomic units, ℏ = e = me = a0 = 1, are used
throughout the work.
Notice that due to the separability of the Hamiltonian

the total wavefunction Φ(x1, x2, x3) can be written as
a product of a wavefunction associated with the internal
coordinates ξ(q1, q2) and another associated with the CM
coordinates ζ(X):

Φ(x1, x2, x3) = ξ(q1, q2)ζ(X). (4)

A. Fermionic wave function

In order for the total wave function Eq. (4) to represent
fermions it must be antisymmetric. The symmetry of the
total wave function is obtained from the product of a spin
and a spatial function,

Ψ(x, σ) = Λ(σ)Φ(x). (5)

To characterize the symmetries of the spin wave func-
tion Λ(σ) we use the concept of Young diagrams, dis-
cussed in some depth in Appendix VII. For the 3-fermion
system, we obtain 8 spin states: 4 are pure symmetric,
2 are symmetric mixed, and 2 are antisymmetric mixed.
There are no pure antisymmetric states for this problem
[42].
The symmetries that define the spatial wave function

Φ(x) are the Pauli principle and the Parity [27],

Φ(−q1, q2, X) = −Φ(q1, q2, X) ( Pauli principle) (6)

Φ(−q1,−q2, X) = ±Φ(q1, q2, X) (Parity) (7)

The total wave functions Ψ must be assembled [42]:

Ψi(1, 2, 3) = ÂaΛi(1, 2, 3)Φ(1, 2, 3) (8)

with the antisymmetrizer Âa = 1√
N !

∑
P(−1)pP̂, and the

permutation operator P̂ [42, 46]. Λi is the spin function, i
is equal to 1 for S = 3/2 in pure symmetric case and S =
1/2 for mixed symmetric case, and equal to 2 and S = 1/2
for mixed antisymmetric case. The labels (1, 2, 3) are
spin or spatial coordinates depending on the function in
question. Spin functions are discussed in the appendix.



3

III. ANALYTIC SOLUTION IN THE STRONG
CORRELATION LIMIT

A. Degeneration of the ground state

In the strong correlation limit, when particle-particle
repulsion dominates over parabolic confinement, the two-
particle problem has two degenerate ground states with
opposite symmetries in the spatial part of the wavefunc-
tion. A solution differs from another solution only by
a sign. There are odd functions and even functions in
the spatial part, with their corresponding change in the
symmetry of the spin part. The same procedure can be
applied to larger systems, N > 2. For each pair of parti-
cles with opposite spins, it is possible to change the sym-
metry of the spatial part of the wave function and build
new solutions in the limit of infinitely strong interaction.
In this limit, there are multiple degenerate ground states
D, the value of D is given by the number of different
spin configurations, counting the different possibilities of
dividing N particles between the particles with spin-up
N↑ and spin-down N↓ [47].

D =
N !

N↑!N↓!
(9)

For a system with N↑ = 1 and N↓ = 2, or vice versa
(the account of D contemplates the two configurations)
we have D = 3, i.e. three wavefunctions with equal en-
ergy value.

B. Normal modes

In the work of Balzer [29] the normal modes of the
one-dimensional 2-fermion harmonic trap in the strong
correlation limit are derived. The assumption is that
the wavefuntion is highly localized at X0 and −X0 in
such limit and the solution is found using a first order
Taylor expansion around these equilibrium positions. In
this work we generalized Balzer’s approach for the case
of 3 fermions to find the charactersitic frequencies (nor-
mal modes) of the system. The potential in the original
coordinates reads,

V (x1, x2, x3) =
1

2
ω0

2(x1
2 + x2

2 + x3
2)

+
1

|x1 − x2|
+

1

|x2 − x3|
+

1

|x1 − x3|

(10)

where x1, x2 y x3 are the positions of each of the 3 elec-
trons. We set the gradient of the potential to zero to
obtain the minimum equilibrium positions −→x0 = (x1 =

x0, x2 = 0, x3 = −x0), with x0 =
3√5

2
2
3 3√ω0

2
, then we cal-

culate the Hessian matrix of the potential and evaluate
it at −→x0. The resulting matrix A reads,

TABLE I. Analytical values of Ω1 and Ω2 for various values
of ω0 (in atomic units)

ω0 0.5 0.1 0.05 0.005

Ω1 0.8660 0.1732 0.0866 0.0087

Ω2 1.2042 0.2408 0.1204 0.0120

A = ω0
2

14/5 −8/5 −1/5
−8/5 21/5 −8/5
−1/5 −8/5 14/5.

 (11)

Diagonalizing matrix A, we get the normal modes

Ω0 = ω0; Ω1 =
√
3ω0; Ω2 =

√
29

5
ω0 =

√
5.8ω0.

(12)
The values obtained for the normal modes in Eqs. (12)
coincide with those obtained by Daniel F. V. James in
1997 [30]. The first mode Ω0 = ω0 is associated with
the center of mass. Ω1 is associated with Coulombian
interaction between particles and is called Thomas-Fermi
limit [49, 50] or Universal Breathing Mode (UBM), Ω1

is present in all electronic systems and is independent
of the number of particles N [48, 49, 51]. Ω2 on the
other hand is specific to the 3-fermion one-dimensional
harmonic trap [30].

With the normal modes obtained in Eqs. (12) we de-
duce the spectrum for 3 fermions,

Eη0η1η2
= V (−→x0)+ω0(η0+

1

2
)+Ω1(η1+

1

2
)+Ω2(η2+

1

2
),

(13)

The eigenenergies of the total system Eη0η1η2
can be

expressed as the sum of the eigenenergies of the CM co-
ordinates ϵη0

CM plus the eigenenergies associated with
the internal coordinates q1, q2, namely ϵη1η2

:

Eη0η1η2
= ϵη1η2

+ ϵη0

CM = ϵη1η2
+ ω0(η0 +

1

2
), (14)

with η0 ∈ N being the quantum number associated with
the CM, and η1, η2 ∈ N being the quantum numbers as-
sociated to the internal degrees of freedom. Applying
Balzer’s method only to the internal potential V (q1, q2),
we obtain a minimum position −→q0 = (q1 = ±q0, q2 = 0),

with q0 =
√
2x0 and

ϵη1η2
= V (−→q0) + Ω1(η1 +

1

2
) + Ω2(η2 +

1

2
), (15)

where V (−→q0) is the internal potential evaluated at the
minimum position −→q0 , and η1,η2 represent transitions be-
tween internal states.



4

C. Spatial wavefunctions

According to Balzer [29], in the strongly correlated
limit we can construct the total spatial wave function
of the system as a multiplication of the elementary wave
functions of the harmonic oscillator without Coulombian
interaction, decoupled, with each eigenfunction charac-
terized by one of the normal modes Ωi in Eqs. (12),

ϕηi(Ri) =

Nd−1∏
i=0

(
Ωi

πω0
)

1
4

1√
2ηiηi!

e
−ΩiRi

2

2 Hηi(
√
ΩiRi)

(16)

with Hηi
(
√
ΩiRi) an Hermite polynomial, N the num-

ber of particles, d the number of dimensions, and −→η =
(η0, ..., ηN−1) a set of labels that represent the transition
frequencies of the total system. In our case we have 3
fermions in one dimension, therefore 3 characteristic fre-
quencies, whose total spatial wave function can be writ-
ten as the product of three elementary wave functions of
the decoupled harmonic oscillator and −→η = (η0, η1, η2).
Notice that the wavefunction Eq. (16) is not antisym-
metrized, but since in the strongly-correlated limit sym-
metric and antisymmetric wavefunctions are degenerate
in energy the lack of antisymmetrization does not affect
the estimation of the energy (see Table III). In Table
II we show the analytic spatial wavefunctions, Eq. (16),
derived for the lowest 5 spatial wavefunctions of our 3-
fermion one-dimensional system, along with the corre-
sponding transition frequencies.

D. Ground state density

As ω0 → 0 and repulsion dominates over confinement,
the fermions localize maximally far from each other. This
regime is known as Wigner crystal in the condensed mat-
ter community [28, 40, 52, 53]. There has been recent
experimental evidence of this phenomenon [54].

To compute the ground state density we adapted
Balzer’s Equation (24) in Ref. [29] to 3 fermions:

ρ−→η (x) =

∫
dx1dx2dx3|Φ−→η (x1, x2, x3)|2

3∑
i=1

δ(xi − x).

(17)
After replacing the wave functions with Eq. (16) we ob-
tain the density as a sum of 3 Gaussian functions:

ρ(x) = A1(ω0,Ω1,Ω2)e
−f1(ω0,Ω1,Ω2)(x−x0)

2

+A2(ω0,Ω2)e
−f2(ω0,Ω2)x

2

+A1(ω0,Ω1,Ω2)e
−f1(ω0,Ω1,Ω2)(x+x0)

2

,

(18)

with f1(ω0,Ω1,Ω2) = Ω1Ω2
Ω2
2 +

Ω1
6 +

Ω1Ω2
3ω0

and f2(ω0,Ω2) =

3Ω2

2+
Ω2
ω0

.According to the definition of a Gaussian function:

σ2
i = 1

2fi(ω0,Ω1,Ω2)
, and Ai(ω0,Ω1,Ω2) =

1
σi

√
2π

. The first

and third terms represent each of the end bell curves, and
the second term represents the middle bell curve. It can
be noted that the number of peaks appearing in the den-
sity is equal to the number of fermions in the system.

FIG. 1. Comparison between the ground state density of the
3-fermion one-dimensional harmonic trap with ω0 = 0.005 in
the purely symmetric state, obtained by numerical simulation
in octopus (black dotted), and the analytic expression found
in the limit of ω0 → 0 Eq. (18) (red line).

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

The total Hamiltonian as well as the CM and
internal Hamiltonians, HCM (X), Hq(q1, q2) and
HTotal(X, q1, q2) = HCM (X) + Hq(q1, q2) (Eqs. 1-3),
were solved numerically using the open-source software
Octopus [55], with the interaction between particles
modeled as Soft-Coulomb,

VS−Cou(q1, q2) =
1√

(
√
2q1)2 + a2

+
1√

(−q1+
√
3q2√

2
)2 + a2

+
1√

( q1+
√
3q2√
2

)2 + a2
,

(19)

to avoid the singularities in the one-dimensional Coulom-
bian potential [? ] [40, 41]. The parameter a is the
Soft-Coulomb parameter, which we set to a = 1.
In Table III we compare the internal eigenenergies de-

rived in the strong correlation limit for Coulomb and
Soft-Coulomb interaction with the ones obtained numer-
ically with Soft-Coulomb and a finite but small ω0 in
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TABLE II. Total spatial wavefunctions in the strongly-correlated limit for 3-fermions trapped in a one-dimensional harmonic
trap, derived using Balzer’s method [29], Eq. 16. The corresponding transition frequencies (ϵη0,η1,η2 − ϵ0,0,0) are shown in the
second column.

Eigenfunctions |ϕη0η1η2⟩ (only spatial part) frequency

|ϕ000⟩ = (
√
3
√
5.8

π3 )
1
4 2− 3

2 e−
(ω0X2+Ω1(q1− 2x0√

2
)2+Ω2q2

2)

2 0

|ϕ100⟩ = (
√
3
√
5.8

π3 )
1
4 2− 1

2
√
ω0Xe−

(ω0X2+Ω1(q1− 2x0√
2

)2+Ω2q2
2)

2 ∝ X |ϕ000⟩ ω0

|ϕ010⟩ = (
√
3
√
5.8

π3 )
1
4 2− 1

2 × 3
1
4
√
ω0(q1 − 2x0√

2
)e−

(ω0X2+Ω1(q1− 2x0√
2

)2+Ω2q2
2)

2 ∝ (q1 − 2x0√
2

) |ϕ000⟩ Ω1

|ϕ200⟩ = (
√
3
√
5.8

π3 )
1
4 2− 5

2 (4ω0X
2 − 2)e−

(ω0X2+Ω1(q1− 2x0√
2

)2+Ω2q2
2)

2 ∝ (4ω0X
2 − 2) |ϕ000⟩ 2ω0

|ϕ001⟩ = (
√
3
√

5.8
π3 )

1
4 2− 1

2 × 5.8
1
4
√
ω0q2e

−
(ω0X2+Ω1(q1− 2x0√

2
)2+Ω2q2

2)

2 ∝ q2 |ϕ000⟩ Ω2

(a.u.)

(a.u.)

FIG. 2. Ground state density of the 3-fermion one-
dimensional harmonic trap with ω0 = 0.005 in the purely sym-
metric (upper panel) and mixed (lower panel) cases of lowest
energy. The calculations were performed in Octopus using a
simulation box of size acell = 100 a.u and spacing = 0.8 a.u.

Octopus. The analytic Coulomb versus Soft-Coulomb
eigenergies differ by less than 10−4 Hartree. These results
confirm the overlap between the three wavefunctions is
very small (Wigner Crystal). Because of the small over-
lap the lack of antisymmetrization of Eq. (16) does not
affect the ground state energy. The results also show the

FIG. 3. The numerically simulated ground state density
for various correlation regimes corresponding to increasingly
weaker trapping potentials (increasingly smaller ω0), purely
symmetrical case.

approximation introduced by the Soft-Coulomb potential
is very small. The discrepancy between the analytic and
numerical soft-Coulomb solutions, of the order of 10−3

Hartree, is due to the finite value of ω0 used in the simu-
lations, as can be seen from the fact that the discrepancy
is smaller for ω0 = 0.001 than it is for the less correlated
ω0 = 0.005 system. Since the overlap between the three
wavefunctions is very small (Wigner Crystal), the lack of
antisymmetrization of Eq. (16) does not affect the ground
state energy, which is well captured by this model, as can
be confirmed by the similar results obtained for analytic
and numerical solutions in Table III.

A. Ground state density

In Fig. 1 we compare the density derived for the strong
correlation limit Eq. (18) with a numerically simulated
density for a small ω0. We find two distinct solutions
for the numerical ground state density, corresponding
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FIG. 4. The internal spectrum of the system for 3 different values of ω0 to observe the transition towards the high correlation
limit. At ω0 = 0.005 it is observed that the spacing between eigenenergies is equal to the frequencies of the normal modes.

TABLE III. Internal eigenenergies derived for the strongly-
correlated limit for Coulomb interaction (4th column) and
Soft-Coulomb interaction (5th column) versus numerical so-
lution for ω0 = 0.005 and ω0 = 0.001 and Soft-Coulomb in-
teraction (6th column)

Corr. regime η1 η2 ϵη1η2 ϵη1η2 S-Cou Numerical

ω0 = 0.005 0 0 0.112142 0.112120 0.112465

1 0 0.120802 0.120781 0.121274

0 1 0.124184 0.124162 0.124927

2 0 0.129463 0.129441 0.130133

1 1 0.132844 0.132822 0.133879

0 2 0.136225 0.136204 0.137636

ω0 = 0.001 0 0 0.034561 0.036881 0.036921

1 0 0.036293 0.038613 0.038671

0 1 0.036969 0.039290 0.039380

2 0 0.038025 0.040345 0.040427

to the purely symmetric and mixed fermionic wavefunc-
tions, depicted for the strongly-correlated ω0 = 0.005
a.u. case in Fig. 2. The relationship between the heights
of the three peaks in the density follows the pattern de-
scribed in [40, 56]. In the strongly correlated regime, the
pure symmetric states shows a subtle difference in the
peak heights, with all three peaks being of similar height
(Fig.1 in [56]). For mixed states, peaks with more dif-
ferentiated heights are observed in the density, whith the
middle peak being much shorter than the external peaks.

TABLE IV. ω0 = 0.005 a.u. (strong correlation regime):
Absolute value |x0| (a.u.) of the equilibrium position −→x0 =
(−x0, 0, x0), from the generalization of Balzer’s solution to 3
fermions (analytic, not anisymetrized) versus numerical solu-
tion for symmetric and mixed cases.

ω0
−→x0 analytic −→x0 symmetric −→x0 mixed

0.05 7.937 8.739 8.739

0.005 36.840 38.907 38.926

We notice that the analytic wavefunctions Eq. (16) are
not antisymmetrized, therefore there is a unique solution
instead of two. Comparing the analytic and numerical
densities we observe that the Balzer wavefunctions best
represent the pure antisymmetric case. For the aim of
comparison, we present the equilibrium positions −→x0 and
the width σ of the bell curves calculated from Eq. (18)
in Tables IV and V respectively. In Fig. 3 we show the
purely symmetrical ground state density for different cor-
relation regimes corresponding to increasing correlated
systems ω0 = 0.5; 0.2; 0.05; 0.005 a.u. We observe that as
we approach the strongly correlation limit the number of
peaks in the density grows from one to two to three.
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TABLE V. Width Comparison (σ) of the density bell curves
obtained analytically and numerically for a value of ω0 =
0.005 (high correlation).

ω0 Bell curves σanalitico σsim σmix

0.05 Middle 2.470 2.099 2.099

0.05 End 2.629 2.707 2.707

0.005 Middle 7.8113 7.4129 6.9870

0.005 End 8.2705 8.2676 8.2956

TABLE VI. Von Neumann entropy for various values of ω0 in
a.u.

ω0 0.5 0.1 0.05 0.005

sω0 0.169 0.329 0.367 0.386

B. von Neumann entropy

In the case of the 2-fermion trap it was observed that,
as we approach the strongly-correlated regime, the von
Neumann entropy grows [26]. We found that this is also
the case for the 3-fermion trap and is likely to be the
case for any N . The von Neumann entropy is a measure
of the entanglement present in the system [57]. In this
problem, strong-correlation implies large entanglement,
two deeply related concepts that are sometimes elusive
to differentiate. In Table VI we show the von Neuman
entropy sω0 for various values of ω0,

sω0 =
1

N

N∑
i=1

ηω0
i ln(ηω0

i ) (20)

where ηω0
i is the Natural Orbital Occupation Number of

Natural Orbital i , and N is the number of particles in
the system. To obtain ηω0

i we diagonalized the 1-Body

Reduced Density Matrix Γ(1)(x;x′) for various ω0,

Γ(1)
ω0

(x;x′) =

∫
dx2dx3Ψ

∗
ω0
(x′

1, x
′
2, x

′
3)Ψω0

(x1, x2, x3)

=

∞∑
j=1

ηω0
j φω0

j (x)φω0,∗
j (x′)

(21)

Notice that in the Hartree-Fock and DFT methods the
von Neumann entropy is always zero, because all ηi are
either 0 or 1 [58]. Thus for these efficient ab-initio meth-
ods simulating the strongly-correlated regime is a chal-
lenge. In Ref. [26] it was shown that DFT using LDA
approximation fails to capture the localization of the
density in the strongly correlated limit in the 2-fermion
harmonic one-dimensional harmonic trap case (see inset
Fig.3 in Ref. [26]). Even if other exchange-correlation
approximations may capture the strong-correlation limit
[23] the simulation of the transition from a weakly to
a strongly-correlated regime (for example dissociation
curves of molecules) remains a challenge.

C. Energy spectrum and selection rules

The internal energy spectrum (ground state plus 18
unoccupied states) was calculated numerically in Octo-
pus and is shown in Fig. 4. We observe that as we make
ω0 smaller and approach the strongly-correlated regime,
the spacing between internal eigenenergies converges to
the normal modes. for computational efficiency we cal-
culated the spectrum of the internal system instead of
the spectrum of the total system. Since the Hamiltonian
is separable the total response of the system is the sum
of the CM and internal responses. The CM spectrum is
that of a harmonic oscillator of natural frequency ω0.

To measure the internal response we performed a time
evolution of the internal density after perturbation with
an instantaneous quadrupole external field (quadrupole
kick). For a sufficiently small applied field, the response
can be expanded in a series of powers in the inten-
sity E0 of the field. The linear (∝ E0) response of

an observable Ô is proportional to the matrix element

⟨Ô(1)⟩ ∝
∑N

k=1 ⟨ϕ0| Ô |ϕk⟩ ⟨ϕk| ĤI |ϕ0⟩ [26][59]. By per-
forming the Fourier transform of the evolved density, we
obtain the frequency spectrum, where the peaks corre-
spond to transition frequencies between the ground and
excited states that are not forbidden by symmetry. The
allowed transitions depend on the symmetry of the sys-
tem and also of the excitation field (selection rules). No-
tice that to excite internal degrees of freedom and study
correlation effects we need a quadrupole or higher field
because a dipole field (plane waves) can only excite CM
transitions (Kohn’s theorem [32, 38]). To study corre-
lation effects in the quadrupole spectrum, a light field
with spatial structure, for example, optical vortices (also
known as twisted light), is proposed, the details of the
setup are discussed in the next section.

In Fig. 5 we show the internal quadrupole spectrum ob-
tained from Fourier transformation of the time-resolved
internal density for ω0 = 0.02 and ω0 = 0.005 a.u..
The computational details are included in the Appendix.
We plot the absolute value of the quadrupole spectrum
against a dimensionless frequency (expressed in units of
ω0). The peaks are close but not on top for the two val-
ues of ω0. We notice that for ω0 = 0.02 a.u. there is an
additional peak, this is because for this less correlated
system, the spectrum is not yet the simple equidistant
spectrum of the strongly-correlated limit (see Fig. 4). We
observe that the position of the peaks (corresponding to
the allowed transition frequencies) approximately obey:

n.(Ω1 + Ω2)/(3!ω0) = n.(
√
3 +

√
5.8)/6 = n.Ωeff , with

n ∈ Z and 3! = N !. This would mean that there is
only one independent internal quantum number neff in-
stead of two. In Table VII we show the numerical values
of the peak positions obtained by Octopus and compare
them with the analytical values. We observe that for
neff = 3; 4 the behavior of neff is reassuring, namely
the more correlated ω0 = 0.005 system shows very good
agreement with the strong-correlated limit analytic solu-
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TABLE VII. Peak positions for ω0 = 0.02 and ω0 = 0.005 a.u.
(in units of ω0). The first column is the internal quantum
number n, such that the peaks are at nΩeff (see discussion
in the text).

n ω0 Numerical Analytic (ω0 → 0))

1 0.02 0.6284 0.6901

0.005 0.7540 0.6901

2 0.02 1.3198 1.3801

0.005 1.2567 1.3801

3 0.02 1.8845 2.0702

0.005 2.0101 2.0702

4 0.02 2.6389 2.7602

0.005 2.7647 2.7602

tion, better than the less correlated ω0 = 0.02 system.
But the behavior of neff = 1; 2 doesn’t fit so well into
the hypothesis of an equidistant spectrum. The explana-
tion of these observations is a work in progress and will
be the topic of a future publication.

V. MEASUREMENT OF THE QUANTUM
OBSERVABLES

The transition into a strongly-correlated regime can be
observed in the absorption spectrum, i.e. the response of
the system to a perturbation with a light field. A ho-
mogenous light field, however, can only excite the CM
degrees of freedom in harmonic traps, because it cou-
ples to the dipole moment of the system, which is a CM
variable (see Kohn’s theorem [32]). We therefore need a
quadrupole field or higher to study the correlation be-
tween particles, such that internal degrees of freedom
do get excited. We propose to use the spatial structure
of a twisted light field to excite dipole-forbidden transi-
tions and study the correlation effects [26, 60–64]. Such
a setup could be used to probe the correlation regime but
also to selectively excite the system into a desired dipole-
forbidden state, i.e. preparing the system in a particular
initial state. The latter may have applications in digital
ion trap quantum computers, whose working regime is
the strongly correlated limit we have investigated in this
paper [8, 65]

Twisted light, also known as optical vortices, desig-
nates a family of highly non-homogeneous optical beams
with single or multiple phase singularities carrying or-
bital angular momentum (OAM), among other interest-
ing features [61, 62, 66–70]. We propose to use the spatial
inhomogeneity associated with the topological charge l of
the optical vortices to study the internal energy spectrum
of the trap. This idea was first introduced in Ref. [26] to
study 2 harmonically trapped fermions. We model the
interaction between the system and an optical vortex of
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FIG. 5. Quadrupole spectra (in arbitrary units). The fre-
quency is divided by ω0. Upper panel ω0 = 0.02, middle panel
ω0 = 0.005 a.u. for various values of the spin angular mo-
mentum m: Qm=0 (red), Qm=2 (blue) and Qm=−2 (purple).
Lower panel: comparison of Q(l = m = 2) for ω0 = 0.005
(blue) versus ω0 = 0.02 a.u. (cyan).
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topological charge l = 1 and l = 2 as,

HI
l=1 =

eE0qr

2
√
2
(X2 + q1

2 + q2
2)sen(ωt) (22)

HI
l=2 =

eE0qr
2

12
√
2
X(X2 + q1

2 + q2
2)sen(ωt) (23)

where E0 and qr are the amplitude and the waist of
the beam respectively. Details on the derivation of
Eqs. (22)(23) and the experimental setup for the twisted
light probe can be found in Ref. [26]. The specifications
for the twisted light probe depend on the size of the sys-
tem (which can be estimated from the density) rather
than on the number of fermions in the trap.

In Fig. 5 we present the internal quadrupole spectrum
of a 3-fermion harmonic trap after perturbation with a
twisted light field of l = 1, whose interaction with the
system is described by Eq. (22). The CM quadrupole
spectrum has peaks at even multiples of the natural fre-
quency, i.e. 2η0ω0 where η0 is the CM quantum number
(not shown).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We were able to elucidate 4 features that charac-
terize the strongly-correlated regime in one-dimensional
fermion harmonic traps. Our findings could be used to
probe the interactions between the electrons in quantum
dots or between the ions in Paul traps. Any of these
platforms could be used as an analogue quantum com-
puter to simulate the transition into a strongly corre-
lated regime in more complex quantum many-body sys-
tems, something hard to explore with classical proces-
sors. Wigner crystallization [52–54], bosonization [71–
78], and metal-insulator transitions [16] are some exam-
ples of phenomena that can emerge as we approach the
strongly-correlated regime.

In addition, identification of the characteristic signa-
tures of strong correlation allows us to identify the quan-
tum observables we need to track and is helpful for
the interpretation of experimental results on strongly-
correlated materials. Some of the features we identified
as signatures of the strongly-correlated regime are com-
mon to strongly-correlated materials relevant to the in-
dustry, such as transition metals (used as catalysts in
energy storage devices) and stretched molecules involved
in chemical reactions. In these systems, Hartree Fock
is a bad approximation (or what is the same, the von
Neumann entropy is non-zero) and the energy levels be-
come degenerate, which makes convergence for ab initio
methods such as DFT, challenging [? ].

In this work we generalize the findings of [26] from 2
to 3-fermion one-dimensional traps. We expect the same
signatures of strong correlation to be present in the more
general case of N -fermion traps. Generalization to higher
dimensional traps is the scope of future work.

We have derived an analytical expression for the spa-
tial part of the 3-fermion wavefunction in the highly
correlated limit and we show that, in this limit, the
energy spectrum of the 3-fermion one-dimensional har-
monic trap is fully determined by 3 normal modes: two
coincide with the modes of the 2-fermion trap [26, 29, 43],
namely ω0 associated with the center of mass and the
universal breathing mode Ω1 =

√
3ω0, and the third nor-

mal mode Ω2 =
√
5.8ω0 is specific to the 3-fermion one-

dimensional trap [30]. The many-body wavefunction can
be approximated by a product of Gaussian functions[45]
(independent oscillators with characteristic frequencies
equal to the normal modes) [29, 79]. We used these an-
alytic results to validate the numerical simulations.

The ground state wavefunction was simulated numeri-
cally using soft-Coulomb interaction and the open source
Octopus code [55] for different values of the trap fre-
quency ω0. As a check, we ensured the simulated internal
wavefunction respects parity (see Fig. 6 in the Appendix).
We also checked that the use of Soft-Coulomb interaction,
instead of full Coulomb, does not significantly affect the
density. We found good agreement between the analyti-
cal density in the strongly-correlated limit and the simu-
lated symmetric ground state density for small but finite
ω0 (see Fig.1).

One of the 4 characteristic features of the strongly-
correlated limit is that the fermions localize maximally
far from each other (Wigner Crystal, see Fig. 3). This lo-
calization renders the fermions distinguishable, because
it becomes possible to label them. We show that for
3 fermions the total wavefunction can be written as
a product of 3 Gaussian functions with little overlap
among them in the Wigner Crystal regime. As a conse-
quence, the antisymmetrization of the wavefunction does
not affect the energy, and thus symmetric (bosons) and
antisymmetric (fermions) solutions become degenerate,
which is the second feature we identify as characteristic
of the strongly-correlated limit. There has been exper-
imental evidence of this symmetry [72, 80], also known
as bosonization [71–78]. The third characteristic feature
we have identified is the growth of the van Neumann en-
tropy [57] (see table VI), which is a measure of the entan-
glement present in the system. The forth characteristic
feature is the simplification of the energy spectrum. As
we approach ω0 the spectrum is fully characterized by
N characteristic frequencies corresponding to the N nor-
mal modes. For intermediate ω0 the energy spectrum has
many more distinct energy levels (see Fig. 4).

To study the fingerprints of particle-particle correla-
tion in the spectrum we perturbed the system with a
quadrupole field. A twisted light probe could be used for
this purpose as proposed in Ref. [26, 81]. We observe
that as we approach ω0 → 0, the peaks in the simulated
spectrum approach combinations of the normal modes
ω0, Ω1, Ω2, as expected. The positions of the peaks in
the simulated quadrupole spectrum (see Fig. 5) are ob-
served to be approximately proportional to the sum of Ω1

and Ω2 divided by the factorial of the number of particles
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N ! = 3!, which suggests that we can define this sum as an
effective internal natural frequency Ωeff = (Ω1+Ω2)/3!.
The explanation of these selection rules is the scope of
future work.

VII. APPENDIX: YOUNG TABLEAUX OF THE
WAVEFUNCTIONS OF THE SYSTEM OF 3

ELECTRONS.

A Young diagram is a mathematical object made up
of rows of boxes, the arrangement of boxes is such that
each row has a quantity less than or equal to the top
row. This object is related to Group Theory. A Young
Tableau is defined through the placement of symbols,
particularly numbers, into the boxes of the corresponding
Young diagram[82].

1 2 3 4 5

6 7 8

9 10

Different diagrams have several standard tableaux,
which are the result of the different ways of arranging
the numbers in Young’s tableaux [46, 82] but arranged
in such a way that an ascending sequence can be read
both by rows (from left to right) and columns (from top
to bottom). For example, for the previous example, there
are 10 standard tableaux.

For 2 electrons, two diagrams can be associated with
the singlet and triplet configurations, respectively. When
there are 3 electrons involved, there are two diagrams in
which 2 electrons occupy one spin channel while the re-
maining electron occupies the other channel. Addition-
ally, there is a single diagram depicting all electrons with
the same spin orientation. Our research focuses on a sys-
tem consisting of 3 electrons, where the electron is affili-
ated with the second-order special unitary group SU(2).
An electron is represented by a box □. Initially, by mul-
tiplying two boxes □ ⊗ □, we obtain the diagrams for
the case of two electrons. These diagrams result in the
tableaux illustrating the symmetrical case (triplet), de-
picted as three rows with two boxes each, and for the
antisymmetrical case (singlet), the tableau associated is
a column with two boxes, we obtain

2⊗ 2 = 3⊕ 1

. For 3 electrons:

2⊗ 2⊗ 2 = 4⊕ 2⊕ 2

where ⊗ is the direct product and ⊕ the direct sum. We
get 4 symmetrical states, 2 symmetric mixed states, and
2 antisymmetric mixed states [42].

For the 4 symmetrical states, we have a Young dia-
gram represented by a single row (for pure antisymmetric

states there would be a single column): 1 2 3

and using the notation |S,MS⟩, S spin and MS spin pro-
jection, the states are:

|3
2
,
3

2
⟩ =↑↑↑

|3
2
,−3

2
⟩ =↓↓↓

|3
2
,
1

2
⟩ = 1√

3
(↑↓↑ + ↓↑↑ + ↑↑↓)

|3
2
,−1

2
⟩ = 1√

3
(↑↓↓ + ↓↑↓ + ↓↓↑)

To define symmetric and antisymmetric mixed states,
since the spin space is degenerate, there is more than one
orthogonal spin eigenstate Λi for S y MS set. We use the
notation |S,MS , i⟩ for those states.
For the 2 symmetric mixed states, we have the tableau:

1 2

3
with states:

|1
2
,
1

2
, 1⟩ = 1√

6
(2 ↑↑↓ − ↑↓↑ − ↓↑↑)

|1
2
,−1

2
, 1⟩ = 1√

6
(2 ↓↓↑ − ↑↓↓ − ↓↑↓)

For the 2 antisymmetric mixed states, we have the

tableau:
1 3

2

with states:

|1
2
,
1

2
, 2⟩ = 1√

2
(↑↓↑ − ↓↑↑)

|1
2
,−1

2
, 2⟩ = 1√

2
(↑↓↓ − ↓↑↓)

As in Taut’s work [42], i = 1 labels symmetric mixed
states and i = 2 labels the antisymmetric states.

VIII. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

The ground state calculations were computed in Octo-
pus version 10 [55] using the following simulation boxes:
i) ω0 = 0.5 a.u.: 20 a.u. simulation box with 0.5 a.u.
spacing. ii) ω0 = 0.1 a.u.: 20 a.u. simulation box with
0.5 a.u. spacing. iii) ω0 = 0.05 a.u.: 100 a.u. simulation
box with 0.8 a.u. spacing. iv) ω0 = 0.005 a.u. : 100 a.u.
simulation box with 0.8 a.u. spacing.
The exact calculations were done using the modelmb

functionality in Octopus [83] and the code was modified
to output the quadrupole moment in one dimension.
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The interaction with the TL field is modeled as in
Ref. [26],

H l
I = E0f(t)

N∑
i

x
(l+1)
i (24)

assuming dimension and position of the harmonic trap
w.r.t. to the twisted light beam fulfills the requirements
stated in the same Ref. When l = 0 the field couples to
the dipole and only the center of mass degrees of freedom
get excited (Kohn’s theorem [32]). For the time depen-
dence, we choose a step function f(t) = rect(t − τ/2),
where τ = 0.01a.u. is the duration of the pulse. The
first-order quadrupole response to the TL probe can be
computed as

Q(1)(ω) = FT [Q(1)(t)]/FT [E(t)] (25)

where E(t) = E0f(t) is the external perturbation due to
the interaction between the harmonic trap and the TL
field. The time-dependent quadrupole can be computed
from the evolution of the density ρ(x, t) as

Q(t) = −e⟨
N=2∑

i

x̂2
i ⟩ = −e

∫
ρ(x, t)x2dx. (26)

Q(1)(t) in Eq. (25) is the variation of the quadrupole mo-

ment due to the action of a TL probe of odd topological
charge l, i.e. Q(1)(t) = δQ(t) = Q(t) − Q0, with Q0 =
−e

∫
ρ0(x, t)x2dx being the unperturbed quadrupole mo-

ment. The contribution of FT [rect(t− τ/2)] is only sig-
nificant around ω = 0 and will be ignored here. The sim-
ulation was set with an value of E0 = 0.001, dt = 0.01 the
timestep, T = 6000 the total propagation time, all these
values in a.u. The propagator used was Approximated
Enforced Time-Reversal Symmetry (AETRS).

A. Parity check on simulated wave function

To ensure the simulated wavefuction has the proper
symmetry we performed a parity check. Since the Hamil-
tonian is separable and the center of mass wavefuction
ζ(X) commutes with parity, we checked parity for the
more interesting internal wavefunction ξ(q1, q2), which
needs to preserve parity as well, ξ(−q1,−q2) = ±ξ(q1, q2)
[27]. We perform the check for the most correlated case
we computed, namely ω0 = 0.005 a.u., which is also the
hardest to converge. In Fig. 6 we plot the wave functions
ξ(q1, q2) and ξ(−q1,−q2) of the internal system for a har-
monic trap of ω0 = 0.005 a .u. For each set of {η1, η2},
there are two wavefunctions: one even and one odd.
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