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Controlling many-body quantum systems is a highly challenging task required to advance quan-
tum technologies. Here, we report progress in controlling gapless many-body quantum systems
described by the Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL). To do so, we investigate the exact dynamics
of the TLL induced by an interaction quench, making use of the SU(1, 1) dynamical symmetry
group and the Schrödinger picture. First, we demonstrate that this approach is useful to perform a
shortcut to adiabaticity, that cancels the final non-adiabatic residual energy of the driven TLL and
is experimentally implementable in the semiclassical limit of the sine-Gordon model. Second, we
apply this framework to analyze various driving schemes in finite time, including linear ramps and
smooth protocols.

I. INTRODUCTION

In one spatial dimension, the Fermi liquid theory
breaks down and collective effects appear [1]. In this sce-
nario, the Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL) [2, 3] pro-
vides a universal low-energy description of different quan-
tum many-body systems, such as the Lieb-Liniger model
[4], the Tonks-Girardeau gas [5, 6], the Fermi gas [7],
and the Bose-Hubbard model in the continuum [8]. The
TLL facilitates the description of interacting fermions
and bosons in terms of bosonic collective degrees of free-
dom [9]. One striking feature of the TLL theory is the
smooth power-law decay of the momentum distribution,
with the exponent depending on the strength of the inter-
actions [9]. Due to its broad applicability, the TLL has
served as a test-bed for studying nonequilibrium quan-
tum phenomena in both theoretical and experimental
studies [10–17].

One area of particular interest is the study of the dy-
namics of the TLL following an interaction quench. An
early motivation for investigating quenches in the TLL
was to determine whether the long-time behavior of an
integrable gas of hard-core bosons can be described by
a generalized Gibbs ensemble [18–21]. Quenches in the
TLL have also been applied to the study of optimal con-
trol [22, 23], time-ordered and out-of-time-order correla-
tors, Loschmidt echoes, and work distributions [24–37],
motivating experimental efforts to test these predictions
[38, 39]. Another application is the engineering of many-
particle quantum heat engines using a TLL as a work-
ing substance [40, 41]. While quantum thermodynamic
cycles with strokes involving interaction quenches have
been proposed [40], their finite-time thermodynamics is
yet to be explored. Interaction quenches in finite time
generate residual excitations in the final state, that are
responsible for quantum friction and are often referred
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to as (dissipated) heat [42–44]. In this context, several
questions are yet to be answered:

• Are there finite-time protocols for driving the TLL
that do not generate residual excitations in the final
state?

• What is the exact dynamics of the TLL following
an interaction change in finite time?

These two questions are interwoven in the sense that
determining the exact dynamics may allow one to per-
form reverse-engineering, a technique used to control the
state of the system [45, 46]. In the canonical approach to
describe the TLL dynamics, the Heisenberg picture has
been widely employed, focusing on perturbative solutions
and sudden quenches [19, 26, 47]. The Schrödinger pic-
ture provides an alternative representation that is known
to be particularly useful in the presence of invariants of
motion [45, 48–52]. The goal of this article is to show
that the Schrödinger picture is useful to describe the ex-
act dynamics of the TLL, making it possible to find novel
driving schemes beyond the sudden-quench limit, such as
frictionless control protocols with no residual excitations
in the final state.

First, we introduce the driven TLL and its connection
to the Lewis-Riesenfeld theory of invariants of motion,
and use this formalism to determine a Shortcut To Adia-
baticity (STA) [45, 53, 54] in an interaction quench. This
fast, nonadiabatic scheme avoids inducing excitations in
the final state when the TLL dynamics is assisted by
an auxiliary Hamiltonian term, obtained by tailoring the
sine-Gordon potential in the semiclassical approximation.
We present a protocol that allows to interpolate the dy-
namics between two TLL with different initial and final
values of the sound velocity vs and the Luttinger parame-
ter K. This protocol requires the sudden opening of semi-
classical sine-Gordon gap. An alternative, smoother pro-
tocol is then provided to drive the TLL from its ground
state to the ground state of another TLL. This scheme is
valid for systems verifying translational Galilean invari-
ance, such as the Heinsenberg-Ising chain and a variety
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of ultracold atomic systems. The analytical description
of the dynamics we report is also useful to determine
an “accidental STA protocol” [43], i.e., a STA obtained
by a forward solution of the dynamics that is stopped
at a given time of evolution to prepare final stationary
state, that is is an eigenstate of the instantaneous Hamil-
tonian. This accidental STA allows for the reduction of
the Luttinger parameter K, at variance with the other
protocols presented, that are restricted to an increase of
the Luttinger parameter to ensure the stability of the un-
derlying semiclassical sine-Gordon Hamiltonian. We also
show that the semiclassical sine-Gordon model arising
in this context provides an effective field-theory descrip-
tion of the driven long-range Lieb-Liniger model with 1D
Coulomb interactions.

Second, we demonstrate that the TLL description us-
ing invariants of motion makes it possible to describe
exactly quantum quenches in the TLL. In particular, we
show that determining the dynamics of the TLL for equal
forward and backward scattering is equivalent to solve
the well known Ermakov equation [48] with a frequency
given by the spectrum of the time-dependent TLL. Re-
ducing the difficulty of solving the dynamics of the TLL
to solving the Ermakov equation greatly eases the de-
scription of the driven-TLL time evolution and opens the
door for finding many beautiful solutions for its dynam-
ics. In particular, we obtain a new analytical solution
for the Ermakov equation when the time-dependent fre-
quency evolves linearly in time. Using it, we analyze in
detail driving protocols from the noninteracting to the in-
teracting regime and vice versa. We investigate the non-
adiabatic residual energy resulting from an interaction
potential that is linear in time, as well as from a smooth
interpolating polynomial ramp. We further study a per-
turbative solution for small quenches and characterize its
breakdown, highlighting the relevance of the exact frame-
work we introduce. We demonstrate a plateau behavior
for short time quenches and a decay in ln(τQ)/τ

2
Q, where

τQ is the duration of the quench, in the adiabatic limit for
a linear quench. We also provide a lower bound on the
adiabatic time for the TLL. Finally, we investigate the
non-adiabatic residual energy for a reverse-engineering
protocol where the modulation of the interaction is an
inverse polynomial.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we re-
view the TLL and introduce notations. In Sec. III we
introduce the formalism of invariants of motion and its
link with the TLL. In Sec. IV we study STA in the TLL
assisted by the semiclassical sine-Gordon potential. In
Sec. V we demonstrate the link between the Ermakov
equation and the TLL. In Sec. VB we solve the exact
dynamics for a linear quench, and compare it with a per-
turbative approach that is restricted for linear quenches
of small amplitude. In Sec. VC we study the dynam-
ics of a smooth polynomial quench. In Sec. VD we
study another solution for the dynamics, for an interac-
tion quench taking the form an inverse polynomial. In
Sec. VI we give a summary of our results and discuss

further directions of research.

II. THE TIME-DEPENDENT TLL AND ITS

SU(1, 1) REPRESENTATION

Let us consider the Hamiltonian of the TLL [1–3], the
derivation of which is reviewed in App. A. Its explicit
form reads

HTL(t) =
∑

p6=0

~ω(p, t)K0(p) +
∑

p6=0

~g(p, t)

2
[K−(p) +K+(p)]

+ C0(t)−
∑

p6=0

~ω(p, t)

2
, (1)

where vF is the Fermi velocity and g2/4(p, t) denote the
interaction potentials, so that

ω(p, t) = |p|

[

vF +
g4(p, t)

2π

]

, (2)

g(p, t) = |p|
g2(p, t)

2π
. (3)

The TLL Hamiltonian (1) is expressed in terms of the
generators of the su(1, 1) algebra [55]

K0(p) =
1

2

[

b†(p)b(p) + b†(−p)b(−p) + 1

]

, (4)

K+(p) = b†(p)b†(−p), K−(p) = b(p)b(−p), (5)

that verify the commutation relations [K0(p),K±(p)] =
±K±(p), [K−(p),K+(p)] = 2K0(p), and the zero mo-

mentum energy term C0(t) = ~g2(0,t)
4L

(

N2 − J2
)

+
~g4(0,t)

4L

(

N2 + J2
)

+ π~vF
L (N2 + J2). N is the total num-

ber operator and J the current operator. The interacting
TLL (1) can be diagonalized through a Bogoliubov trans-
formation

U(βt) = exp







∑

p6=0

βt

2
[K+(p)−K−(p)]







, (6)

satisfying the condition tanh(2βt) = − g(p,t)
ω(p,t) . We next

define the time-dependent bosonic operators a(p, t) =
U(βt)b(p)U

†(βt), where

a(p, t) = cosh(βt)b(p)− sinh(βt)b
†(−p), (7)

b(p) = cosh(βt)a(p, t) + sinh(βt)a
†(−p, t). (8)

After the Bogoliubov transformation, the Hamiltonian
(1) takes the diagonal form

HTL(t) =
∑

p6=0

ǫ(p, t)a†(p, t)a(p, t) + E0(t) + C0(t),

with ǫ(p, t) = ~
√

[ω(p, t)]2 − [g(p, t)]2 and the ground
state energy shift E0(t) = 1

2

∑

p6=0 [ǫ(p, t)− ~ω(p, t)|p|].
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As noticed in Ref. [1], the energy shift induced by the
quench does not diverge if ǫ(p, t) tends to vF |p| for high
momenta, which is equivalent to assume an ultraviolet
cutoff. The excited states of the bosonic basis can be
constructed as tensor products of the eigenstates modes
[1]

|{np}, t〉 =
⊗

p6=0

[

a†(p, t)
]np

√

np!
|Ω〉. (9)

From this analysis, it follows that modifying the interac-
tions between the particles alters the spectrum and the
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian, where np is the occupa-
tion number of the p mode, and |Ω〉 the ground state
of the noninteracting TLL. In particular, as the previ-
ous diagonalization is performed at a given time t, Eq.
(9) corresponds to the instantaneous eigenstate of the
interacting TLL Hamiltonian. Following the bosoniza-
tion procedure [1], the TLL can be decomposed accord-
ing to a phase operator φ(x) and its conjugated density

fluctuation operator Π(x) = ∂xθ(x)
π , verifying the canon-

ical bosonization commutation relation [φ(x), ∂x′θ(x′)
π ] =

iδ(x−x′) [1]. The meaning of these fields is directly seen
in the expression of the field creation operator, given in
the fermionic case by [56]

Ψ†(x) ≈

√

ρ0 −
∂xθ(x)

π

∑

p

ei(2p+1)(πρ0x−θ(x))e−iφ(x),

(10)

where the average density ρ0 is related to the Fermi mo-
mentum by πρ0 = kF . There exists a direct mapping
between the field operators and the bosonic basis as fur-
ther explained in App. A,

θ(x) = −N πx
L − i

∑

k 6=0

√

π|k|
2L

e−ν|k|/2−ikx

k

[

b†(k) + b(−k)
]

,

(11)

φ(x) = J πx
L + i

∑

k 6=0

√

π|k|
2L

e−ν|k|/2−ikx

|k|
[

b†(k)− b(−k)
]

,

(12)

where the cutoff parameter ν ensures convergence in the
limit ν → 0 [1]. This momentum cutoff also provides a
range of validity for the linear spectrum approximation
so that 1

ν ∼ πρ0 [57]. As a consequence, the TLL Hamil-
tonian can be equivalently written in terms of the fields
φ(x) and θ(x) as

HTL(t) =
~vs(t)
2π

∫ L

0
dx
[

K(t)(∂xφ(x))
2 +K−1(t)(∂xθ(x))

2
]

.

It is worth considering a momentum-independent inter-
action potential satisfying g2/4(p, t) = g̃2/4(t), where the
tilde is used to clearly distinguish the coupling coeffi-
cients from g2/4(p, t). In such case, one can express the
value of the sound velocity vs(t) and the Luttinger pa-
rameter K(t) in terms of the interaction couplings in Eq.

(1) as

K(t) =

√

2πvF + g̃4(t)− g̃2(t)

2πvF + g̃4(t) + g̃2(t)
, (13)

vs(t) =

√

[

vF +
g̃4(t)

2π

]2

−

[

g̃2(t)

2π

]2

. (14)

For a free Hamiltonian, K = 1 and vs = vF . In the par-
ticular case when g̃2(t) = g̃4(t) = g̃2,4(t), one finds that

K−1(t) =
√

1 +
g̃2,4(t)
πvF

and vs(t) = vFK
−1(t). We note

that the condition |g̃2(t)| < 2πvF + g̃4(t) ensures that
vs(t) remains positive [58]. The choice g̃2(t) = g̃4(t) =
g̃2,4(t) is relevant in the context of ultracold atomic gases,
as further described in App. B. It is also interesting to
notice that the condition vs(t) = vFK

−1(t) is valid for
systems that verify translational Galilean invariance as
demonstrated in Ref. [8]. The condition g̃2(t) = g̃4(t)
also holds approximately for the Heisenberg-Ising chain
[58, 59] in the weak coupling limit, though it breaks down
with increasing Ising interaction in the exact solution of
the model [60]. More details about this spin-based im-
plementation are discussed in App. B.

III. THE DRIVEN TLL AND

LEWIS-RIESENFELD INVARIANTS

Back in 1969, in the study of the driven quantum os-
cillator, Lewis and Riesenfeld [48] recognized the impor-
tance of invariants of motion for the exact description of
quantum dynamics. They demonstrated that the knowl-
edge of the spectral decomposition of an invariant of mo-
tion is enough to solve the time-dependent Schrödinger
equation. When the time evolution is generated by a
Hamiltonian H, an operator I(t) is an invariant of mo-
tion provided it satisfies

i~
dI(t)

dt
= i~

∂I(t)

∂t
− [H, I(t)] = 0. (15)

Making use of the spectral decomposition I(t) =
∑

n λn|λn, t〉〈λn, t| yields the solution to the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation in the form [48, 49]

|Ψt〉 = exp

(

i

∫ t

0

κn(s)ds

)

|λn, t〉, (16)

with the Lewis-Riesenfeld phase κn(s) = 〈λn, s|i
∂
∂t −

H
~
|λn, s〉. However, finding an invariant of motion for a

given Hamiltonian can be difficult, particularly in many-
body systems [50–52, 61].

For quadratic Hamiltonians, such as the TLL, it is al-
ways possible to build the invariant of motion as a prod-
uct of linear invariants, which is itself an invariant. For
instance, for the TLL, choosing b(p, t) = f(p, t)b(p) +
h∗(p, t)b†(−p) as a linear invariant, one can derive the
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quadratic invariant I(t) = b†(p, t)b(p, t). Using the linear
invariant in (15) yields an equation of the form

i~
∂

∂t

(

f(p, t)
h∗(p, t)

)

= Mt

(

f(p, t)
h∗(p, t)

)

, (17)

where

Mt = ~

(

−ω(p, t) g(p, t)
−g(p, t) ω(p, t)

)

. (18)

To determine the exact dynamics, one can diagonalize
this system of time-dependent differential equations. Let
us write the diagonal matrix Dt = PtMtP

−1
t , where Pt

is a 2× 2 invertible matrix. It then follows that

i~
d

dt
Pt

(

f
h∗

)

=

(

PtMtP
−1
t + i~

dPt

dt
P−1
t

)

Pt

(

f
h∗

)

.

(19)

Due to the time-dependence of the matrix Mt this sys-
tem is in general not exactly solvable. This approach
is however useful in the adiabatic limit (dPt

dt P
−1
t → 0),

and for a sudden quench, when Mt is constant. Knowl-
edge of the spectrum of the quadratic invariant can then
be directly deduced from the Bogoliubov transformation,
leading to the solution of the Schrödinger equation. The
system of coupled first order differential equations (19) is
similar to the one encountered for the equations of mo-
tion in the Heisenberg picture, which were numerically
studied for the TLL in [62], and for which several ana-
lytical solutions are given in [63].

We present an alternative approach, circumventing the
need to solve (19), which consists in describing the dy-
namics using an invariant of motion and several unitary
transformations. Specifically, given a time-independent
operator I0 with a known spectral decomposition and
a unitary time-evolution operator Q, the operator I =
QI0Q

† is an invariant of motion when Eq. (15) is satis-
fied for a Hamiltonian of the form

H(t) = F (I, t) + i~
∂Q

∂t
Q†, (20)

where F (I, t) = I/σ2
t and σt a time-dependent scalar

function. The dynamical phase can be expressed
by direct substitution of (16) into the Schrödinger
equation with Hamiltonian (20), from which one ob-
tains the identity κn(s) = − 1

~
〈λn, s|F (I, t)|λn, s〉 =

− 1
~
〈λn, 0|I0|λn, 0〉/σ

2
t . We build on the analogy with

the time-dependent harmonic oscillator [49] and quan-
tum fluids with SU(1, 1) dynamical symmetry group,
manifested in scale invariance, i.e., self-similar dynam-
ics [43, 46, 50–52, 61, 64–68]. Consider the choice
I0 =

∑

p6=0 ~ω0pK0(p), together with the unitary time-

evolution operator Q = V (ζp)U(γp), where

U(γp) = exp







∑

p6=0

ln(γp)

2
[K+(p)−K−(p)]







, (21)

V (ζp) = exp







∑

p6=0

iζp
2ω0p

[2K0(p) +K+(p) +K−(p)]







,

(22)

so that I = QI0Q
†. As shown in the App. C, one obtains

from Eq. (20) the explicit form of the time-dependnet
Hamiltonian

H(t) = Q





∑

p 6=0

K0(p)~ω0p

σ2
t



Q†(ζp) + i~
∂Q

∂t
Q†

=
∑

p 6=0

~{K0(p) +
1

2
[K+(p) +K−(p)]}

×
{ω0p

2

1

(σtγp)2
+

2ζ2p
ω0p

(

γp
σt

)2

− ζ̇p
ω0p

− 2ζp
ω0p

γ̇p
γp

}

+
∑

p 6=0

~{K0(p)− 1

2
[K+(p) +K−(p)]}ω0p

2

(

γp
σt

)2

+ i~
∑

p 6=0

[K+(p)−K−(p)]

{

γ̇p
2γp

− ζp

(

γp
σt

)2
}

. (23)

As a consequence, the time evolution of the eigenstates
of Hamiltonian (23) is given by

|{np}, t〉 = e
− i

~

∫ t
0

∑
p 6=0

ǫ(p,0)

σ2
s

(np(0)+
1
2 )dsQ(t)|{np}, 0〉.

(24)

Here, np(0) denotes the occupation number, and ǫ(p, 0)
is the p-mode energy eigenvalue at the initial time. The
Hamiltonian (23) does not exactly match the Hamilto-
nian of the TLL (1) unless further assumptions on the
coefficients γp, σt, and ζp are invoked. Yet, with an ap-
propriate choice of these coefficients, this Hamiltonian
provides the means to describe a wide variety of exact
solutions of the driven TLL. In particular, we will demon-
strate that a specific choice of the coefficients provides an
exact solution for the dynamics of the semi-classical sine-
Gordon model. We will further see that an alternative
choice of coefficients also leads to an exact solution for
the dynamics of the TLL.

IV. SHORTCUTS TO ADIABATICITY IN THE

TLL ASSISTED BY A SEMICLASSICAL

SINE-GORDON POTENTIAL

STAs constitute a versatile set of techniques for the fast
preparation of quantum states without the requirement
for slow driving [53, 54]. STAs have been designed for this
purpose in interacting ultracold gases that exhibit scale-
invariant dynamics, such as one-dimensional hard-core
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bosons, a two-dimensional Bose-Einstein condensate, and
a three-dimensional unitary Fermi gas [46, 51, 52, 61, 67–
69]. These theoretical insights have been accompanied
by significant experimental progress [44, 70–76]. Find-
ing STA for many-body quantum systems beyond scale-
invariant dynamics remains a challenge, in particular,
when avoiding approximate methods, such as the use of
variational ansatze and mean-field theories [53, 77–79].

A prominent instance in which scale-invariance is bro-
ken concerns ultracold Bose gases tightly confined in a
waveguide. As shown by Olshanii [80], such systems are
accurately described by a mathematical model known as
the Lieb-Liniger gas [4]. This integrable model describes
a one-dimensional Bose gas with contact delta-type inter-
actions that break scale-invariance in the time evolution
for any nonzero finite value of the interaction strength
[46, 73, 81–85]. Can STAs be engineered in this context?

The TLL formalism provides an efficient low-energy
description of the Lieb-Liniger gas. In addition, the for-
malism introduced in the previous section is useful in
determining an STA protocol for interaction quenches in
the TLL. Using it, we next engineer nonadiabatic STA
protocols that drive the system from one eigenstate of the
initial TLL to the respective eigenstate of a final TLL. To
achieve this, the nonadiabatic evolution is assisted by an
auxiliary driving term that takes the form of a semiclas-
sical sine-Gordon potential, provided that the low-energy
description still applies in the driven regime.

A. General exact solution g2(p, t) 6= g4(p, t) of the

semiclassical sine-Gordon model

Let us start by describing a general solution for the
dynamics of the semiclassical sine-Gordon model [60].
Choosing the parameters γp = γ and σt as scalar real

functions and ζp =
γ̇σ2

t

2γ3 provides exact dynamics for the

semiclassical sine-Gordon model. The Hamiltonian can
be directly expressed as a function of the fields φ(x) and
θ(x) upon identifying ω0p = vF |p| and K(t) = γ2 and
vs(t) = vF /σ

2
t , in the form

H(t) =
~vs(t)

2

∫ L

0

[

π

K(t)
Π(x)2 +

K(t)

π
(∂xφ(x))

2

]

dx

+ ∆(t)
~

πvF

∫ L

0

dx[θ(x)]2,

(25)

with

∆(t) =

(

σt

γ

)2
[

(

γ̇

γ

)2

−
1

2

γ̈

γ
−

γ̇

γ

σ̇t

σt

]

. (26)

This Hamiltonian corresponds to the semiclassical ap-
proximation of the sine-Gordon model Hamiltonian [86,

87] with energy spectrum

ǫ(p, t) = ~
γ

σt

√

ω2
0p

(σtγ)2
+ 2∆(t).

In the context of quantum control for fast preparation
of quantum states, the performance of a driving protocol
can be benchmarked by quantifying the final nonadia-
batic excitations. The explicit evaluation of the nonadi-
abatic mean energy for the semiclassical approximation
of the sine-Gordon model (25) is described in App. D for
a pure state in the thermodynamic limit, and yields

〈H(t)〉
2π

L

=

∫ +∞

0

{

~vF |p|

σ2
t

−
~σ2

t

vF |p|

[

1

2

γ̈

γ
+

γ̇

γ

σ̇t

σt
−

3

2

(

γ̇

γ

)2
]}

e−R0pdp,

(27)

where R0 is introduced as a high energy cutoff. For slow
protocols satisfying γ̇ = γ̈ = 0, the dynamics converges
to the adiabatic ramping of a TLL, described by the Bo-
goliubov transformation, in which the adiabatic energy
for an initial pure state is given by

〈H(t)〉ad =
L

2π

~vs(t)

R2
0

. (28)

Driving the system from one TLL to another in equation
(25) is conveniently described by the cancellation of the
boundary conditions γ̇(0) = γ̈(0) = γ̇(τQ) = γ̈(τQ) = 0.
For example, these boundary conditions can be engi-
neered with a fifth-order polynomial ansatz for γ. How-
ever, one needs to carefully choose the driving protocol to
ensure the positivity of the spectrum, which guarantees
the stability of the semiclassical sine-Gordon model. As
a consequence, the condition ∆(t) ≥ 0 has to be verified
during the dynamics. To do so, we choose a driving pro-
tocol with a fourth-order polynomial for γ, which involves
a sudden quench of ∆(t) at the initial time, followed by
a smooth modulation. Fig. 1 provides an instance of a
driving protocol from one eigenstate of a TLL to the re-
spective eigenstate of another TLL. The protocol starts
with a sudden opening the gap of the semiclassical sine-
Gordon model, and a subsequent gradual reduction of
the gap according to the prescribed polynomial trajec-
tory for γ and σt. For this protocol, we consider that
the system is initially prepared in a given eigenstate of
the initial TLL, e.g., the ground state. After the finite
quench time τQ, the mean energy of the Hamiltonian (25)
matches the mean energy of the adiabatically prepared
state, given that γ̈(τQ) = γ̇(τQ) = 0, i.e.,

〈H(τQ)〉 =
L

2π

~vs(τQ)

R2
0

. (29)

In other words, the driving protocol supplemented with
the modulation of an external semi-classical sine-Gordon
potential succeeds in cancelling the nonadiabatic exci-
tations in the final state, realizing a STA. As a result,
the mean energy upon completion of the quench equals
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FIG. 1. Finite-time driving in the semiclassical sine-Gordon
model from one TLL to another TLL with a suddenly
quenched gap. Panel (a) illustrates the modulation of the
sine-Gordon gap term in the semiclassical limit. Panel (b)
depicts the associated evolution of the Luttinger coefficients
during the quench. We chose the protocols γ = γ0 + [γf −
γ0]P4(t/tf ) and σt = σ0+[σf −σ0]P5(t/tf ) with σ0 = 1/γ0 =√
2 and γf = σf

√
3/2 = 1. And the fifth-order polynomial

P5(s) = 10s3 − 15s4 + 6s5 and the fourth-order polynomial
P4(s) = s4 − 2s3 + 2s.

the adiabatic value, associated with an adiabatic ramp-
ing of the interactions in the TLL. To explore the im-
plementation of this protocol in a specific experimental
setting, we next focus on the case of equal interactions
g2(p, t) = g4(p, t), where the TLL provides a description
for the low energy of the Lieb-Liniger model.

B. Exact solution for g2(p, t) = g4(p, t) of the

semiclassical sine-Gordon model and experimental

implementation in ultracold bosons

To make the protocol suitable for implementation in
ultracold gases, it is convenient to focus on the case with
σ2
t = γ2 and ω0p = vF |p|. The Hamiltonian (25) then

simplifies to

H(t) =
~vs(t)

2

∫ L

0

[

π

K(t)
Π(x)2 +

K(t)

π
(∂xφ(x))

2

]

dx

−
~

2πvF





1

2

K̈(t)

K(t)
−

1

4

(

K̇(t)

K(t)

)2




∫ L

0

dx[θ(x)]2 ,

(30)

where we identify K(t) = γ2 and vs(t) = vFK
−1(t), as

well as ∆(t) = −γ̈/(2γ) = − 1
4
K̈(t)
K(t) +

1
8

(

K̇(t)
K(t)

)2

.

The Hamiltonian (30) can be approximately imple-
mented in experiments with ultracold gases by inserting
a lattice potential with time-dependent amplitude and a
constant phase V (x, t) = V0(t) cos(λx + φ0). The phase
allows for the modulation of the sign of the potential,

making it attractive or repulsive, so that the supplemen-
tary potential term reads

HV =

∫ L

0

dxρ(x)V (x, t). (31)

The interaction Hamiltonian can be bosonized, by using
the bosonized expression for the density

ρ(x) =
(

ρ0 −
∂xθ(x)

π

)

{1 + 2
∑∞

m=1 cos[2m(πρ0x− θ(x))]}.

Retaining only the terms that couple at first order, with
the phase φ0 = π, one obtains the semiclassical approx-
imation of the sine-Gordon Hamiltonian, as further de-
scribed in App. B

HsG = HTL +HV

≈
~vs(t)

2π

∫ L

0

dx
[

K(t)(∂xφ(x))
2 +K−1(t) (∂xθ(x))

2
]

+ 2~V0(t)ρ0

∫ L

0

dx[θ(x)]2 . (32)

The quadratic term in θ(x) is justified from an expansion
when V (x) is a deep optical lattice. This approximation
is reminiscent of the use of lattice methods for describ-
ing the loading of optical lattices when starting from the
continuum [79, 88, 89]. Essentially, the fundamental sys-
tem describing the ultracold bosons with time-dependent
interactions in the lattice potential is then provided by
the triplet of equations

γ̈ + 4πvF ρ0V0(t)γ = 0, (33)

K(t) = γ2, (34)

vs(t) = vF /γ
2. (35)

These equations provide a direct relation between the
time-dependent modulation of the potential V0(t) and the
interaction strength embedded into the Luttinger param-
eter K(t). As a consequence, if one chooses the modu-
lation of the interactions, by varying K(t) and vs(t), a
modulation of V0(t) is required. This protocol is tan-
tamount to the reverse-engineering of the dynamics, as
determines the consistency conditions for realizing a pre-
scribed quantum state trajectory. By contrast, if one
chooses the modulation for V0(t) it is possible to solve
the differential equation (33) for γ to determine how to
modulate K(t) and vs(t). This is a forward scheme, in
which the quantum state trajectory is not prescribed.
However, the possible dynamics are still restricted due
to the stability of the semiclassical sine-Gordon model.
The stability condition of the semiclassical sine-Gordon
is given by the positivity of the spectrum. Diagonalizing
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (30), one obtains the spectrum

ǫ(p, t) = ~

√

p2c∗2 − sgn (γ̈/γ)(m∗c∗2)2, (36)

where sgn(x) is the sign function. This equation describes
the spectrum of a massive relativistic particle with an ef-

fective speed of light c∗ = vF
γ2 and mass m∗ = 1

c∗2

√

|γ̈|
|γ| .
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FIG. 2. Driving in the semiclassical sine-Gordon model be-
tween two gapless phases. Such transition is possible between
two distinct TLLs with different Luttinger coefficients and
without non-adiabatic residual energy. Panel (a) illustrates
the modulation of the sine-Gordon gap term in the semiclas-
sical limit. Panel (b) depicts the associated evolution of the
Luttinger coefficients during the quench. We chose the pro-
tocol γ = γ0 + [γf − γ0]P4(t/tf ) with γ0 = 1 and γf =

√
10.

And the fourth-order polynomial P4(s) = s4 − 2s3 + 2s, in
particular we notice that P̈4(0) = P̈4(1) = 0.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.1
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0.3

0.4

0.5

FIG. 3. Modulation of the Luttinger parameter K(t) for a
constant sine-Gordon potential. We used the property kF =
πρ0 with ~ = m = 1 and conveniently choose the constant

potential V0 = 10EF , with EF =
k2
F

2m
, vF = 1 and initial

condition γ̇0 = 10 and K(0) = 1/4. The Luttinger parameter
is displayed as K(t) = γ2 where γ is given by Eq. (37). It is
interesting to look at the evolution of γ̇. In particular, setting
the duration of the protocol τQ to the value t0 in Eq. (38)
leads to an accidental STA at the end time, with γ̇(τQ) = 0.

To ensure the stability of the TLL, the spectrum has to
remain positive with p2c∗2 > sgn(γ̈/γ)(m∗c∗2)2. In the
thermodynamic limit, this condition can only be verified
whenever γ̈/γ < 0. In the forward dynamics protocol the

equation − γ̈
γ = 4πvF ρ0V0(t) implies that if one chooses

a positive potential the stability condition is always sat-
isfied. However, in a reverse-engineering protocol, this is
not necessarily guaranteed.

C. Reverse-engineering of the dynamics

Let us first consider a reverse-engineering protocol. An
interesting protocol is γ(t) = γ0+[γf −γ0]P4(t/τQ) with
P4(s) = s4 − 2s3 + 2s that ensures γ̈0 = γ̈f = 0 and
γ̇f = 0. γ̈/γ remains negative at all times if γf > γ0.
Fig. 2 illustrates the application of this protocol, assisted
by the semiclassical approximation of the sine-Gordon
model, for driving a strongly interacting TLL to a TLL
with weaker interactions. The nonadiabatic driving of
the Luttinger coefficients is compensated by opening the
gap during the dynamics, leading to a null non-adiabatic
residual energy.

D. “Accidental” Shortcuts to Adiabaticity

Let us next consider the forward trajectory protocol
described in solving the second-order differential equa-
tion (33). The example of a constant frequency is infor-
mative and leads to the well-known oscillatory solution

γ = γ0 cos(4πvFV0ρ0t) +
γ̇0

4πvFV0ρ0
sin(4πvFV0ρ0t).(37)

There exist specific values of time tn when the derivative
vanishes γ̇ = 0,

tn =
arctan

(

γ̇0

γ04πvF V0ρ0

)

+ nπ

4πvFV0ρ0
. (38)

Terminating the driving protocol at any time tn provides
an accidental STA protocol [67], i.e., an STA obtained for
a specific duration by a forward solution of the dynam-
ics. Considering an initial TLL with Luttinger parameter
K(0), one can suddenly turn on a constant potential V0

until the time τQ = tn=0, while simultaneously modulat-
ing the Luttinger parameter, according to the trajectory
prescribed by the solution Eq. (37). When the constant
potential is turned off at the final time t = τQ, the TLL is
in a stationary state. Fig. 3 provides an example of such
protocol for the modulation of the Luttinger parameter
K(t) for a constant potential V0, ensuring that at the end
of the protocol the derivative cancels γ̇ = 0. Note that
it is essential to take the initial value γ̇0 6= 0, so that the
Luttinger parameter can evolve over one period.

E. Linear Ramping of the Lattice Potential

Another protocol of interest is the linear ramp of the
interaction potential V0(t) = αt, which is turned off to
zero at the end of the quench time, whenever γ̇ = 0. This
leads to the Airy differential equation

γ̈ + 4πvFαρ0tγ = 0, (39)

with well-known solutions

γ = πγ0{∂yBi[y(0)]Ai[y(t)]− ∂yAi[y(0)]Bi[y(t)]}, (40)

γ̇ = πγ0(−d)1/3{∂yBi[y(0)]∂yAi[y(t)]− ∂yAi[y(0)]∂yBi[y(t)]},
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FIG. 4. Modulation of the Luttinger parameter K(t) for a
linear ramp of the sine-Gordon potential during the quench
time τQ. At the end of the quench, the potential is set to zero.
We used the property kF = πρ0 with ~ = m = 1 and choose
d = 4πvFαρ0, α = 3, together with the initial conditions
γ̇0 = 0 and K(0) = 1/4. The Luttinger parameter is displayed
as K(t) = γ2 where γ is given by Eq. (40). The evolution
of γ̇ governs the residual excitations, and the final time τQ
is determined numerically as the root of γ̇(τQ) = 0. This
accidental STA protocol reduces in finite-time the Luttinger
parameter.

in terms of the Airy functions Ai(y) and Bi(y), with
y(t) = (−d)1/3t, d = 4πvFαρ0, and the choice γ̇0 = 0.
This protocol has as advantage that it allows for the re-
duction of the Luttinger parameter K(τQ) ≤ K(0). By
contrast, in the two accidental STA protocols proposed,
the value of the second derivative is not null at the end of
the quench γ̈(τQ) 6= 0, which may lead to a nonzero resid-
ual energy in the final state. In this protocol, however,
the potential is set to zero after the quench, and the final
state becomes a stationary eigenstate of the final Hamil-
tonian as γ̇(τQ) = 0. Fig. 4 provides an example of such
protocol for the modulation of the Luttinger parameter
K(t) for a linear ramp potential V0(t), ensuring that at
the end of the protocol the derivative cancels γ̇(τQ) = 0.
The duration of the quench is chosen so that γ̇(τQ) = 0.

F. Simulation of the Long-Range Lieb-Liniger

Model

It is interesting to note that the semiclassical sine-
Gordon model of Eq. (30) can be also interpreted as
a TLL with a long-range interaction. This is apparent in
the momentum representation of (30)

H(t) = ~vF
2γ4

∑

p6=0 |p|[K0(p) +
1
2 (K+(p) +K−(p))]

+~vF
2

∑

p6=0 |p|[K0(p)−
1
2 (K+(p) +K−(p))]

− ~γ̈
vF 2γ

∑

p6=0
1
|p| [K0(p) +

1
2 (K+(p) +K−(p))],

which can be identified as the TLL in Eq. (1) with an
interaction potential of the form

g2(p, t)

2π
=

g4(p, t)

2π
=

g2,4(p, t)

2π
=

g̃2,4(t)

2π
− 1

2vF |p|2
(

γ̈

γ

)

,

(41)

with
g̃2,4(t)
2π = vF

2

(

1
γ4 − 1

)

. In the coordinate represen-

tation, the interaction potential reads

g2,4(x− x′, t)

2π
=

g̃2,4(t)

2π
δ(x − x′) +

|x− x′|

8vF

(

γ̈

γ

)

.

(42)

Thus, the interaction (42) combines a contact potential
with the 1D Coulomb interaction. This is precisely the
form of the recently introduced long-range Lieb-Liniger
model [90–92]. The TLL model can describe fermionic or
bosonic gases [1, 86, 93]. For fermions, s-wave scattering
is forbidden by symmetry, leading to the absence of this
contact potential. However, for a Bose gas, the combi-
nation of short and long-range interactions has been pro-
posed [90–92]. The long-range linear interaction is also
reminiscent of meson confinement observed in condensed
matter physics [94].

The expression (42) also clarifies why γ̈/γ < 0 is re-
quired to stabilize the system. For positive γ̈/γ, the in-
teraction favours keeping the particles together and re-
sults in phase separation, that is reminiscent of the ferro-
magnetic region of the Heisenberg-Ising chain with zero
magnetization. In this region, bosonization breaks down,
which is signalled by the imaginary ǫ(p, t) in Eq. (36). On
the other hand, for negative γ̈/γ, this interactions keeps
the particles apart and opens up a gap in the spectrum,
as in the antiferromagnetic region of the Heisenberg-Ising
chain.

V. THE DRIVEN TLL AND THE ERMAKOV

EQUATION

In the previous section, we made the assumption that
the parameter γ is a real scalar parameter. However, lift-
ing this assumption and considering a general momentum
dependence for the parameter γp leads to an exact solu-
tion for the TLL. In this section, we determine the exact
dynamics for the driven TLL, by solving a momentum
dependent Ermakov equation. Choosing the parameters
σ2
t = γ2

p and ζp = 1
2 γ̇p/γp in (23) leads to

H(t) =
∑

p6=0

~ω(p, t)K0(p) +
∑

p6=0

~g(p, t)

2
[K+(p) +K−(p)]

(43)

with g(p, t) =
ω0p

2γ4
p
− 1

2ω0p

(

γ̈p

γp

)

−
ω0p

2 and ω(p, t) =
ω0p

2γ4
p
−

1
2ω0p

(

γ̈p

γp

)

+
ω0p

2 = ω0p + g(p, t). One can now map the

exact solution obtained from the invariants of motion to
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the TLL Hamiltonian. Identifying (43) and (1), with the
choice ω0p = vF |p| determines the interaction strength

g(p, t) =
g2(p, t)

2π
|p| =

g4(p, t)

2π
|p| (44)

=

{

−
vF
2

+
vF
2γ4

p

−
1

2vF |p|2

(

γ̈p
γp

)}

|p|. (45)

Note that the TLL is recovered under the assumption
g2(p, t) = g4(p, t). In addition, the momentum depen-
dence of γp is in stark contrast with the momentum-
independent case discussed in the previous section. As
a result, it is now possible to obtain a solution for γp
so that g(p, t) is linear in |p|, leading to a delta interac-
tion potential in position space. To completely recover
the TLL Hamiltonian, one needs to take into account

the energy shift H(t) = HTL(t)+
∑

p6=0
~ω(p,t)

2 . As in the
time-dependent harmonic oscillator, determining the ex-
act dynamics of the TLL model is reduced to solving the
Ermakov equation [48] with frequency Ω(p, t),

γ̈p +Ω2(p, t)γp =
ω2
0p

γ3
p

, (46)

Ω2(p, t) = ω0p[ω0p + 2g(p, t)] = ǫ2(p, t), (47)

The frequency Ω(p, t) is thus set by the time-dependent
spectrum of the TLL. As a consequence, using a state
prepared in an interacting excited state |{np}, 0〉 =
⊗

p |np, 0〉 with γp(0) 6= 1, one finds the evolution of the

eigenstates of the TLL Hamiltonian (16) in the form

|{np}, t〉 = e
− i

~

∫
t
0

∑
p 6=0

ǫ(p,0)

σ2
s

(np(0)+
1
2 )dsQ(t)|{np}, 0〉.

(48)

Here, np(0) denotes the occupation number, and ǫ(p, 0) =

~
√

[ω(p, 0)]2 − [g(p, 0)]2 is the p-mode energy eigenvalue
at the initial time. Note that when the initial state is
the ground state of the noninteracting Hamiltonian |Ω〉,
then |{np}, 0〉 = |Ω〉.

A. General solution for the Ermakov equation

We have seen that it is possible to specify the TLL
evolution by solving the Ermakov equation (46), with a
frequency depending on the momentum p. This equation
can be solved numerically for each mode in a forward
approach. To solve it analytically, one can rely on the
Pinney method [95], which consists in writing the solu-
tion in the form

γp(t) =

√

u2(t) +
ω2
0p

(W [u, v])2
v2(t), (49)

where u and v are independent solutions to the homoge-
neous differential equation γ̈p+Ω2(p, t)γp = 0 that verify
the initial conditions u(0) = γp(0), u̇(0) = γ̇p(0), v(0) =

0 1
0

5

10

FIG. 5. Modulation of the interaction strength from the non-
interacting to the interacting regimes in the TLL, during a
linear ramp and a smooth polynomial protocol of duration
τQ. We chose the initial state as a non-interacting TLL with
g̃2,4(0) = 0 and the final interaction strength g̃2,4(t)(τQ) =
α = 10vF .

0, v̇(0) 6= 0, with the corresponding Wronskian being de-
fined as W [u, v] = uv̇ − vu̇. It is convenient to make
further assumptions to simplify the solution. As de-
tailed in App. G, one can choose v̇(0) = 1/γp(0) so that
W [u, v] = 1 and γ̇(0) = 0, leading to the general expres-
sion for u and v,

u(t) =
γ0

W [s, r]
[ṙ(0)s(t)− ṡ(0)r(t)], (50)

v(t) =
1

W [s, r]γ0
[s(0)r(t) − r(0)s(t)], (51)

where r and s are linearly independent solutions of the
homogeneous differential equation and γp(0) = γ0 for
short. The Wronskian of the two independent solutions
remains a constant since Ẇ [r, s] = 0, which greatly sim-
plifies the form taken by u and v. Equation (49) is due
to Pinney [95]. The derived equations (50) and (51) are
useful in determining an analytical solution for any fre-
quency modulation Ω2(p, t) for which a solution to the
differential equation γ̈p+Ω2(p, t)γp = 0 is known. For in-
stance, the homogeneous second-order differential equa-
tion can be solved for a constant frequency [96]. For a
linear modulation, the equation admits solutions in terms
of the Airy functions, and for a quadratic modulation, the
solutions can be found in terms of the parabolic cylinder
functions [97]. Other solutions are known [43, 67, 98]. For
a general time dependence of the frequency, one may find
approximated solutions using a perturbative method,
such as the WKB approximation. In the following sec-
tions, we discuss the case of linear and smooth modula-
tions of the interaction strength, depicted in Fig. 5.
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FIG. 6. Comparison of the analytical solution to the Ermakov
equation with the numerical solution for a linear ramp. Dif-
ferent modes p = 2π

L
n are considered with L = 100ν, the

cutoff parameter ν = ~/(mvF ) and the frequency modula-
tion Ω2(p, t) = vF [vF + 2α t

τQ
]|p|2. Different modes display

an oscillatory behavior that depends distinctively on n. The
analytical expression (dashed line) exactly matches the nu-
merical solution, shown as a solid black line. The parameters
are vF = 1 and α = 0.5vF , with the quench duration τQ = 10.

B. Dynamics following a linear ramp of

interactions: Analytical solution via the Ermakov

equation

For a contact interaction potential satisfying g2,4(x −
x′, t) = g̃2,4(t)δ(x− x′), one finds in the momentum rep-
resentation that g2,4(p, t) = g̃2,4(t), i.e., the coupling
strengths become momentum independent. We focus on
this case and consider the linear ramp of the interaction
strength

g̃2,4(t)

2π
= α

t

τQ
, (52)

from the non-interacting regime at t = 0 to t = τQ,
where τQ sets the ramp duration to reach the inter-
action strength α. This corresponds to the frequency
modulation in the Ermakov equation Ω2(p, t) = vF [vF +
2αt/τQ]|p|

2. For this frequency modulation, the homo-
geneous second-order differential equation takes the form
of an Airy differential equation [97]

γ̈p + (at+ b) γp = 0, (53)

a = 2vFαp
2/τQ, (54)

b = v2F p
2, (55)

whose solutions can be expressed in terms of the Airy
functions [97], as described in App. H. The solution to
the Ermakov equation (46) with the initial conditions
u(0) = γ0, u̇(0) = γ̇p(0), v(0) = 0, v̇(0) = 1/γ0 can be
expressed as

z(t) = − at+ b

(−a)2/3
,

u(t) = πγ0{∂zBi[z(0)]Ai[z(t)]− ∂zAi[z(0)]Bi[z(t)]},
v(t) =

π

γ0(−a)1/3
{−Bi[z(0)]Ai[z(t)] + Ai[z(0)]Bi[z(t)]},

γp(t) = [u2(t) + ω2
0pv

2(t)]1/2.

(56)

Figure 6 provides a numerical check of the analytical solu-
tion, validating their agreement. Figure 7 depicts the so-
lution to the Ermakov equation γp(t) for different modes
p and compares the time evolution for different quench
times with fixed final interaction strength, corresponding
to the modulation of g̃2,4(t) in Eq. (52). The behav-
ior of the solution to the Ermakov equation strongly de-
pends on the ramp duration. For fast ramps, all modes
exhibit highly oscillatory behavior. Intermediate ramp
timescales reduce the amplitude of the oscillations for
highly excited modes. Finally, as the adiabatic limit
is approached, the highly excited modes tend to oscil-
late with restricted amplitude around a defined averaged
value.

The adiabatic condition identified by Lewis and
Riesenfeld [48] sets a lower bound on the adiabatic time
tad,p for each mode p,

Ω̇(p, tad,p)

Ω2(p, tad,p)
=

2vFα|p|
2

τQ[vF (vF + 2αtad,p/τQ)|p|2]3/2
≪ 1.(57)

In the limit of slow quenches, whenever τQ ≈ tad,p, one
can obtain a lower bound on the adiabatic time that is
roughly proportional to the inverse of the energy of the
level. With respect to the quench strength, the length L,
and Fermi velocity vF , the bound can be written in the
perturbative limit:

Lα

nπv2F
≪ tad,p. (58)

For n = 1, the adiabatic time scale is roughly propor-
tional to the inverse of the level spacing.

We characterize the nonadiabatic character of the evo-
lution via the expectation value of the Hamiltonian. To
this end, we compute the mean energy in App. D and
depict in Fig. 8 the non-adiabatic residual energy after
a quench for different values of the interaction strength.
Specifically, we consider the non-adiabatic residual en-
ergy during the quench, given by the difference between
the mean energy in a finite time quench and an in-
finitely slow protocol. We observe an increase of the
non-adiabatic residual energy with the strength of the
quench.

1. Perturbative solution for the non-adiabatic residual

energy during a finite-time quench

Exact solutions of many-body quantum systems away
from equilibrium are a coveated goal. Apart from their
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FIG. 7. Evolution of the solution to the Ermakov equation for different modes with p = 2π
L
n with n = 1, · · · , 1000, L = 100ν

and cutoff parameter ν = ~/(mvF ). The panels correspond to different quench times τQ = 0.1, 1, 10 when the dynamics is
generated by a linear ramp of the interaction strength, leading to a frequency modulation Ω2(p, t) = vF [vF + 2α t

τQ
]|p|2. The

solutions develop a large amplitude oscillatory behavior for short quenches for all modes. At low momenta, modes exhibit large
amplitude oscillations when the quench duration increases, while the high momenta display a more restricted amplitude for a
longer quench. This is consistent with the intuitive picture that only the low-momentum modes are excited for a slow quench.
The following parameters are chosen vF = 1 and α = 10vF . One important feature to notice is that the value γp(τQ) at finite
time strongly depends on the quench duration. This explicitly demonstrates that the final state after the quench is not the
adiabatic state.

intrinsic interest, they are useful for benchmarking ap-
proximate methods. In what follows, we resort to a per-
turbative analysis, and compare it to the exact solution.
In doing so, we bring out additional insights on the dy-
namics following a linear ramp of the interactions, and
showcase the importance of the exact approach with re-
spect to the perturbative one.

It is possible to solve the homogeneous equation (53)
for u and v using perturbation theory to first order in the
parameter a in Eq. (54), as detailed in App. J. This pa-
rameter is proportional to the dimensionless parameter
α setting the rate of the ramp. Using the perturbative
solution one can express the non-adiabatic residual en-
ergy after the quench as the difference between the finite
time mean energy and the adiabatic mean energy

∆Q(τQ) = 〈H(τQ)〉 − 〈H(τQ → ∞)〉. (59)

The exact adiabatic energy is computed in App. J for a
pure state, and can be Taylor expanded for small α ≪
vF /2, leading to

〈H(τQ → ∞)〉
2π

L
=

~

R2
0

(

√

vF (vF + 2α)
)

≈
~

R2
0

(

vF + α−
1

2

α2

vF

)

. (60)

Similarly, for an infinitely short quench, the mean energy
is given by

〈H(τQ → 0)
2π

L
=

~

R2
0

(vF + α). (61)

Hence, the non-adiabatic residual energy by an instan-
taneous quench solely involves a shift in the ground
state energy, which scales as Egs = ∆Q(0) = 〈H(τQ →

0)〉 − 〈H(τQ → ∞)〉 ≈ L
2π~

α2

2vFR2
0
, in the perturbative

limit. For a finite time τQ, in the thermodynamic limit
and for a pure state, the following scaling holds

∆Q(τQ) = Egs

(

τ0
τQ

)2

ln

[

1 +

(

τ0
τQ

)2
]

, (62)

with τ0 = R0/(2vF ). For a short quench time τQ ≪ τ0,
it reduces to

∆Q(τQ) = Egs

[

1−
1

2

(

τQ
τ0

)2
]

. (63)

By contrast, in the large quench limit,

∆Q(τQ) = 2Egs

(

τ0
τQ

)2

ln

(

τQ
τ0

)

, (64)
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FIG. 8. Mean non-adiabatic residual energy ∆Q(τQ)/Egs1

after a quench of duration τQ for different values of the in-
teraction strength after a linear ramp. The energy shift

Egs1 = L
2π

~α2
1

2vF R2
0

is chosen as a energy unit. Intuitively, the

shorter the quench, the higher the non-adiabatic residual en-
ergy is at the end of the protocol. Increasing the interaction
strength leads to larger values of the non-adiabatic residual
energy. We considered the values vF = 1, L = 100ν with
ν = ~/(mvF ), γp(0) = 1 and ~ = 1, EF ≡ p2F/2m = 1/2,
R0 = 1. The exact solution is displayed (solid line) and com-
pared to the perturbative solution for small quenches given by
Eq. (62) (dashed line). The perturbative solution is accurate
for small quenches values α ≪ vF /2. For large α = vF , there
is a mismatch between the exact solution and the perturba-
tive solution, associated to the breakdown of the perturbation
theory.

recovering exactly the perturbative result previously ob-
tained in the Heisenberg picture [47]. In Fig. 8 the analyt-
ical result for the non-adiabatic residual energy is com-
pared to the perturbative solution for different quench
strengths. The perturbative solution fits well the curve
of the non-adiabatic residual energy for small quenches
α ≪ vF /2. As a consequence, the exact solution we re-
port is particularly interesting in the large quench limit
α ≫ vF /2 and yields lower values of the non-adiabatic
residual energy than those predicted by the perturbative
solution, that is no longer reliable.

C. Numerical approach to a smooth quench

protocol

When analytical solutions are unavailable, an approach
relying on the Ermakov equation is still fruitful. By
way of example, we numerically investigate the dynamics
generated by a smooth driving protocol of the coupling
strength and frequency. Specifically, for the interaction
strength g̃2(t) = g̃4(t) = g̃2,4(t), we consider a modu-
lation in time following a fifth-order polynomial of the

FIG. 9. Evolution of the solution to the Ermakov equation for
different modes p = 2π

L
n with n = 1, · · · , 1000 and L = 100ν

with ν = ~/(mvF ) and different quench times τQ = 0.1, 1, 10
for a protocol polynomial in time, corresponding to the fre-
quency modulation Ω2(p, t) = vF [vF + 2αP(t/τQ)]|p|2. The
solutions develop a large-amplitude oscillatory behavior for
short quenches for all modes, which is particularly prominent
at low momenta. The amplitude of such oscillations decreases
with the quench time. The following parameters are chosen
vF = 1 and α = 10vF .

form

g̃2,4(t)

2π
= αP(t/τQ), (65)

P(s) = 10s3 − 15s4 + 6s5. (66)

This provides an associated frequency for the Ermakov
equation

Ω2(p, t) = vF [vF + 2αP(t/τQ)]|p|2. (67)

Figure 9 represents the numerical solution to the Er-
makov equation for the fifth-order polynomial quench.
As in the linear quench, the amplitude of the oscillations
varies with the quench duration and the higher modes
converge to the adiabatic solution for a large quench du-
ration. Figure 10 pictures the non-adiabatic residual en-
ergy following the frequency modulation in Eq. (67) for
different quench strength α starting from a noninteract-
ing state.

D. Exact Solution for an Inverse-Polynomial

Quench

Before closing, we discuss a class of solutions to the
Ermakov equation for which γ̈p = 0 at all times. We
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FIG. 10. Mean non-adiabatic residual energy after a smooth
interaction quench described by a fifth-order polynomial

∆Q(τQ)/Egs1 where ∆Egs1 = L
2π

~(vF+α1)

R2
0

− L
2π

~

√
vF (vF +2α1)

R2
0

.

Shortening the quench increases the non-adiabatic residual
energy. Similarly, the non-adiabatic residual energy increases
with the interaction strength. We considered the values
vF = 1, L = 100ν with ν = ~/(mvF ) the cutoff parameter
and, γp(0) = 1 and ~ = 1, EF = 1/2, tad = 100 and, R0 = 1.
We note that the behavior of the non-adiabatic residual en-
ergy for the smooth polynomial is similar to the linear quench
driving. Similarly we observe a plateau at short time, followed
by a smooth decay of the non-adiabatic residual energy in the
adiabatic limit.

show that it is possible to determine a driving proto-
col that verifies this constraint. Let us consider the
frequency in the Ermakov equation corresponding to a
delta-interacting quench g2,4(x−x′, t) = g̃2,4(t)δ(x−x′),
i.e.,

Ω2(p, t) = vF

[

vF + 2
g̃2,4(t)

2π

]

|p|2. (68)

Setting γ̈p = 0 in the Ermakov equation, one can recast
the frequency in the form Ω2(p, t) = Ω2(p, 0)/γ4

p with

γp = (At2 + 2Bt + C)1/2, provided that the condition
Ω2(p, 0)+AC−B2 = ω2

0p is satisfied [99–101]. Using the
boundary conditions g̃2,4(0) = 0 and g̃2,4(τQ), we can de-
termine the values for A,B and C so that AC = B2 and

C = 1, which yields B = 1
τQ

[

−1±
(

g̃2,4(τQ)
πvF

+ 1
)−1/4

]

.

We note that in the adiabatic limit τQ → +∞, B → 0.
Finally, the solution to the Ermakov equation simplifies
to γp = Bt+1 and the driving protocol in (68) takes the
form

g̃2,4(t)

2π
=

vF
2

[

1

(Bt+ 1)4
− 1

]

. (69)

Note that this protocol follows from reverse-engineering
the dynamics, as it involves prescribing a modulation
of γp(t) and subsequently determining the associated re-
quired modulation of the interaction strength. As a con-
sequence, for any duration of the quench τQ the final

value of the solution of the Ermakov equation is fixed

to γp(τQ) =
(

g̃2,4(τQ)
πvF

+ 1
)−1/4

. We compute the mean

energy in App. D and determine the non-adiabatic resid-
ual energy for the protocol given by Eq. (69), in the
thermodynamic limit for a pure state, to be given by

∆Q(τQ) =
~B2

2

L

2π

1

vF
Γ(0,

2π

L
R0), (70)

where the incomplete gamma function is defined as
Γ(s, x) =

∫∞
x

ts−1e−tdt. In particular, in the small

quench perturbative limit
g̃2,4(t)
2π ≪ vF /2

∆Q(τQ) ≈ Egs

(

τ0
τQ

)2

Γ(0,
2π

L
R0), (71)

with Egs = ~L
2π

(g̃2,4(τQ)/2π)2

2vFR2
0

. This result differs from the

previous protocols and shows that the dependence on the
quench time can be tailored by modifying the protocol.
Specifically, the logarithmic dependence of the quench
time is removed for the inverse-polynomial quench pro-
tocol.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Exact solutions in nonequilibrium physics are highly
valuable for the insights they unveil and as a benchmark
for numerical methods, approximate schemes, and exper-
iments, e.g., in quantum simulation and condensed mat-
ter physics. They are primarily available in the adiabatic
limit or sudden quenches.

We have considered the exact description of the quan-
tum dynamics of a TLL following an interaction modu-
lation in an arbitrary finite time. To this end, we have
used the Schrödinger picture and exploited the SU(1, 1)
dynamical symmetry group. We have shown how nona-
diabatic protocols tailoring a semiclassical sine-Gordon
potential can be engineered to perform an STA, leading
to the preparation of a final state without residual exci-
tations.

We have further shown that this framework makes pos-
sible the analytical description of the TLL driven in finite
time, as we have shown by characterizing the nonequilib-
rium dynamics resulting from interaction quenches that
are linear or polynomial in time.

Our results should find broad applications in the
nonequilibrium physics of low-dimensional quantum sys-
tems and effective field theories, e.g., in the study of ther-
malization, ergodicity, adiabaticity, and their shortcuts.
Our work paves the way to characterize the TLL dy-
namics induced by finite-time driving protocols, e.g., via
work statistics and Loschmidt echoes. The development
of these STA protocols driving nonadiabatically between
gapless phases constitutes an important advance in the
control of many-body systems and nonequilibrium quan-
tum field theory [102]. These findings are particularly
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striking in view of the arguments against building on the
breakdown of adiabatic continuation in low-dimensional
systems [103]. It is worth considering whether similar
STA protocols can be realized in scenarios of particle
production [104–107].

The exact description of the TLL dynamics can be ap-
plied to finite-time thermodynamics, where the realiza-
tion of quantum heat engines with a TLL as a working
substance has been proposed [40, 41]. In this context,
optimal control can enhance the output power and effi-
ciency of quantum devices [42, 44, 67, 108, 109]. Com-
bining finite-time driving with spatially inhomogeneous
protocols [110, 111] has proved helpful in reducing exci-
tations in quantum critical systems [112–114] and may
facilitate the quantum control of the TLL dynamics. De-
veloping optimal control protocols for the TLL may be
assisted by using the generalization of delta kick cool-
ing for scale-invariant quantum fluids [115–117]. A chal-
lenging prospect involves the generalization of our re-
sults to nonunitary processes such as cooling and heating
[118, 119], paving the way for the engineering of fully su-
peradiabatic quantum thermodynamic cycles [109, 120]
in the many-particle case. It would also be interesting to
compare our analytical results to studies of quenches in
the XXZ model [121] and the Lieb-Liniger model [122].
Our formalism can be further used to compute correla-
tion functions [123], which can display nonequilibrium
universal behavior. Finally, our formalism relies on the
Ermakov equation, which has many known solutions and

is easy to solve numerically. As a result, our work should
facilitate the study of nonequilibrium quantum dynamics
induced by finite-time driving protocols.
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Appendix A: Overview of the Tomonaga-Luttinger model

In this section we provide an overview of the TLL model, fixing the notation. It describes massless fermions
on a domain of length L with Fermi velocity vF . The free Hamiltonian H0 of the TLL model is given by H0 =

vF
∫ L

0 :Ψ†(x)(σ3p− kF )Ψ(x): dx [1, 3], where σ3 is the Pauli matrix, p = −i~∂x, kF the Fermi momentum and :O:
denotes the operator normal ordering relative to the ground state of the free Hamiltonian. The Dirac equation solution
is represented by the spinor Ψ = (Ψ1,Ψ−1), which can be expressed as a Fourier series Ψs(x) =

1√
L

∑

k aske
ikx, where

s = ±1. Periodic boundary conditions impose quantization of the momentum k = 2πn
L , where n ∈ Z. The fermionic

creation and annihilation operators a†sk and ask satisfy the conventional anticommutation relations {a†sk, as′k′} =

δss′δkk′ . In terms of these operators, the free Hamiltonian reads H0 = ~vF
∑

r=±1,k(rk − kF ) :a
†
rkark:. The particles

with positive velocity, labeled by ‘1’, are referred to as right-movers, while those with negative velocity, labeled by
‘−1’, are called left-movers. As noticed by Mattis and Lieb [9], the definition of the ground state and the presence
of an infinity of particles in the Dirac sea requires care. It is convenient to express right and left movers in terms of

particles and holes [3, 9], using a1k = Θ(k− kF )bk +Θ(kF − k)c†k and a−1k = Θ(k+ kF )c
†
k +Θ(−k− kF )bk, in terms

of the Heaviside step function, satisfying Θ(x) = 1 for x > 0 and Θ(x) = 0 otherwise. In these expressions, b†k and

bk are creation and annihilation operators for particles, while c†k and ck are creation and annihilation operators for
holes. As a consequence, the ground state is the filled Dirac sea with no particles and holes and can be expressed in
the particle-number and hole-number basis as |Ω〉 = |0b〉 ⊗ |0c〉. The expectation value of the number operator for
right and left movers n̂s = a†sas (with s = ±1) in the vacuum depends on the momentum as [124]

〈Ω|a†1ka1k|Ω〉 =

{

〈Ω|b†kbk|Ω〉 = 0 for k > kF ,

〈Ω|ckc
†
k|Ω〉 = 1 for k < kF .

(A1)

Similarly, 〈Ω|a†−1ka−1k|Ω〉 = Θ(k+kF ). For p > 0 and s = ±1, one can define the densities [9] ρs(p) =
∑

k :a†s,k+pas,k:

and ρs(−p) =
∑

k :a†s,kas,k+p:. In particular, for p = 0, ρs(0) =
∑

k :a†skask:= Ns. It is thus possible to ex-
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press the Hamiltonian of the TLL model in terms of the densities using normal ordering to compute the com-
mutation relation [9] for p′ > 0 [ρ1(−p), ρ1(p

′)] = [ρ−1(p), ρ−1(−p′)] = pL
2π δp,p′ . These densities can be reformu-

lated in terms of bosonic operators that verify the usual commutation relation [b(p), b†(p′)] = δp,p′ for p > 0, with

b(p) =
√

2π
L|p| [Θ(p)ρ1(−p) + Θ(−p)ρ−1(−p)] and b†(p) =

√

2π
L|p| [Θ(p)ρ1(p) + Θ(−p)ρ−1(p)]. Using the previous iden-

tities, the free Hamiltonian is written [9]

H0 =
∑

p6=0

vF~|p|b
†(p)b(p) +

πvF
L

(N2 + J2), (A2)

with N = N1 + N−1 and J = N1 − N−1 [125]. Eigenvalues of the current J operator depend on the boundary
conditions chosen [56].

Let us now introduce interactions in the model so that the complete Hamiltonian reads HTL = H0 +V . Neglecting
the chemical potential and interactions that do not conserve the number of right and left movers, the interaction
potential takes the form V̂ =

∑

i,j=±1 V̂ij with

V̂ij =
π~

L

∑

p>0

{Vij(p, t)ρi(−p)ρj(p) + Vij(−p, t)ρi(p)ρj(−p)}

+
π~

L
Vij(0, t)ρi(0)ρj(0), (A3)

where

Vij(p, p
′, t) =

1

L

∫ L

0

dx

∫ L

0

dx′eipxVij(x− x′, t)eip
′x′

,

Vij(p, p
′, t) = δp,−p′Vij(p, t).

Even parity of the interaction potential is assumed in the following, i.e., Vij(p, t) = Vij(−p, t). One can express the
densities in the bosonic basis. In particular, the interaction potential between the right and left movers can now be
written in terms of the su(1, 1) generators as

H2 = V̂1,−1 + V̂−1,1 =
~

2

∑

p6=0

|p|
g2(p, t)

2π
[K+(p) +K−(p)] +

~g2(0, t)

4L
(N2 − J2), (A4)

where g2(p,t)
2π = V1,−1(p, t) is the interaction strength. Similarly, the interaction potential of right and left movers with

themselves is described by

H4 = V̂−1,−1 + V̂1,1 = ~

∑

p6=0

|p|
g4(p, t)

2π
K0(p) +

~g4(0, t)

4L
(N2 + J2), (A5)

with coupling strength g4(p,t)
2π = V1,1(p, t) = V−1,−1(p, t). The interaction potentials verify the properties | g2(p,t)2π | <

( g4(p,t)2π + vF ) and g2(p,t)
2π /(vF + g4(p,t)

2π ) → 0 as |p| → ∞, faster than |p|−1/2 [1]. Collecting the free and interacting
parts, the TLL Hamiltonian reads

HTL(t) = H0 +H2 +H4. (A6)

The field representation of the TLL is obtained in using the decomposition of the field operator decomposes into right
(denoted ‘− 1′) and left movers (denoted ‘ + 1′) [60]

Ψ(x) ≈ eikF xΨ1(x) + e−ikF xΨ−1(x). (A7)

Using the commutation relations between the field and the densities, one can express the right and left movers in the
form [125, 126]

Ψs(x) = ηs
√

ρ0/2e
isφs(x), (A8)

where ηs denote the Klein factors defined in [127], that ensure the anticommutation of left and right movers, i.e.,
{ηs, ηs′} = 0 for s 6= s′. Klein factors lower the s-fermion number by one according to [Ns, ηs′ ] = −δss′ηs and
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similarly raise the s-fermion number by one, as a result of [Ns, η
†
s′ ] = δss′η

†
s. They further satisfy {η†s, ηs′} = 2δss′

with ηsη
†
s = η†sηs = 1. The phase is then written as

φs(x) = Φs(x) + Φ†
s(x), (A9)

Φs(x) = lim
ν→0

−is
∑

k>0

√

2π

kL
eiskxe−ν|k|/2b(sk). (A10)

One can equate the expression of the field (10) near the Fermi momentum and identify the expression for the right
and the left movers (A8) in order to obtain the expressions for the fields θ(x) and φ(x) given in (12) and (11).

Appendix B: Implementation of the TLL with g2(p, t) = g4(p, t)

The general TLL is valid for g2(p, t) 6= g4(p, t). However, some of our results focus on the specific case g2(p, t) =
g4(p, t). There are several physical implementations where this scenario applies. For instance, this is of relevance to a
1D Bose quantum fluid with short-range interparticle interactions described by a delta function, as firstly noticed in
Haldane’s harmonic fluid approach for bosons [86, 128], and experimentally studied in [129]. The Hamiltonian is then

HTL =

∫ L

0

dx

(

1

2m
∂xΨ

†(x)∂xΨ(x) +
g(t)

2
Ψ†(x)Ψ(x)Ψ†(x)Ψ(x) − µΨ†(x)Ψ(x)

)

(B1)

≈
vs(t)

2π

∫ L

0

dx
[

K(t)(∂xφ(x))
2 +K−1(t) (πρ0 − ∂xθ(x))

2
]

−

∫ L

0

dxµ

(

ρ0 −
∂xθ(x)

π

)

(B2)

=
vs(t)

2π

∫ L

0

dx
[

K(t)(∂xφ(x))
2 +K−1(t) (∂xθ(x))

2
]

−
ρ20gL

2
, (B3)

where m is the mass of the atoms, g(t) ≥ 0 is an effective interaction strength, and µ the chemical potential that

verifies ρ0 = µ/g. Following the harmonic fluid approach Ψ†(x) ≈
√

ρ0 −
∂xθ(x)

π e−iφ(x), one finds

vs(t) =

√

g(t)ρ0
m

, (B4)

K(t) = π

√

ρ0
mg(t)

. (B5)

This yields vs(t)/K(t) = g(t)/π, leading to g(t) = π(vF + g̃2,4(t)/π). In particular, note that the noninteracting case
corresponds to vF = −g̃2,4(t)/π, which leads to an infinite Luttinger parameter K(t) → +∞. For the Lieb-Liniger
model [4], the dimensionless coupling is defined as υ = mg/ρ0. Analytical expressions for vs(υ) and K(υ) are not
known. However, approximated expressions can be found in the limit of large and small υ [57], when

vs = vFK
−1, K ≈







1 + 4
υ for υ ≫ 1,

π√
υ

(

1−
√
υ

2π

)−1/2

for υ ≪ 1.
(B6)

Hence, we note that in the limit υ ≪ 1 one recovers the expression (B5).
Another example of relevance is the XXZ spin chain. Let us consider the spin 1/2 chain, in which each site is

endowed with a spin degree of freedom Sα
i = σα

i /2, where σα
i (α = x, y, z) denotes the Pauli matrix σα acting on

the i-th site. The spin components Sx
j , S

y
j , S

z
j act on lattice sites j = 1, · · · , N and obey the commutation relations

[Sα
j , S

β
j′ ] = iδjj′ǫαβγS

γ where ǫαβγ is the totally antisymmetric tensor (satisfying ǫxyz = 1 and zero if two indices are

equal). The XXZ Hamiltonian reads

H =

N
∑

j=1

Jxy(S
x
j+1S

x
j + Sy

j+1S
y
j ) +

N
∑

j=1

JzS
z
j+1S

z
j , (B7)

and L = Na with a the lattice spacing. The TLL Hamiltonian associated with the XXZ model can be expressed as
[60]

H = HTL − 2g3ρ
2
0

∫

dx cos[4θ(x)], (B8)
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where g3 = aJz and HTL is the TLL of Eq. (13) with parameters vs(t)K(t) = vF = Jxya sin(kF a) and vs(t)K
−1(t) =

vF (1+
2Jza
πvF

[1−cos(2kF a)]). Hence, we have
g̃2,4(t)
2π = Jza

π [1−cos(2kFa)] that reduces to
g̃2,4(t)
2π = 2Jza

π in the half-filling

limit kF = π
2a . Those expressions are valid near the XY phase where Jz ≈ 0 and K = 1. The phase diagram of (B8)

is described in [60], where it is demonstrated that the umklapp term is irrelevant for K > 1/2 and that the system
reduces to a TLL.

Appendix C: Derivation of the time-dependent Hamiltonian

This appendix details the derivation of the Hamiltonian (23). For ease of notation, we omit the p dependence of γ
and ζ. The conjugation of F (I0) by the the first unitary transformation U(γ) given in Eq. (21) leads to

U(γ)F (I0)U
†(γ) =

∑

p6=0

~ω0p

σ2
t

{

cosh[2 ln(γ)]K0(p)−
1

2
sinh[2 ln(γ)][K+(p) +K−(p)]

}

. (C1)

We use the identities with V (ζ) defined in the main text (22):

V (ζ)K0(p)V
†(ζ) = K0(p) +

iζ

ω0p
[K−(p)−K+(p)] +

(

ζ

ω0p

)2

[2K0(p) +K+(p) +K−(p)], (C2)

V (ζ)[K+(p) +K−(p)]V
†(ζ) = [K+(p) +K−(p)] +

2iζ

ω0p
[K+(p)−K−(p)]− 2

(

ζ

ω0p

)2

[K+(p) +K−(p) + 2K0(p)],

(C3)

V (ζ)[K+(p)−K−(p)]V
†(ζ) = [K+(p)−K−(p)] +

2iζ

ω0p
[2K0(p) +K+(p) +K−(p)]. (C4)

Furthermore,

i
dQ

dt
Q† =

∑

p6=0

−

[

ζ̇

2ω0p
+

ζ

ω0p

γ̇

γ

]

[2K0(p) +K+(p) +K−(p)] + i
∑

p6=0

γ̇

2γ
[K+(p)−K−(p)]. (C5)

After some algebra, one obtains the expression for H(t) given by Eq. (23).

Appendix D: Nonequilibrium Mean Energy

The nonadiabatic mean energy in the driven TLL reads

〈Ψ(t)|H(t)|Ψ(t)〉 = 〈Ψ(0)|Q†
(

Q
I0
σ2
t

Q† + i~
∂Q

∂t
Q†
)

Q|Ψ(0)〉

= 〈Ψ(0)|
I0
σ2
t

|Ψ(0)〉+ i~〈Ψ(0)|Q† ∂Q

∂t
|Ψ(0)〉. (D1)

Consider the identities

U †(γ)(K+ +K−)U(γ) =
∑

p6=0

cosh[2 ln(γ)](K+ +K−) +
∑

p6=0

2 sinh[2 ln(γ)]K0, (D2)

U †(γ)K0U(γ) =
∑

p6=0

cosh[2 ln(γ)]K0 +
∑

p6=0

1

2
sinh[2 ln(γ)](K+ +K−), (D3)

where we have eased the notation by keeping the momentum dependence of {K0(p),K±(p)} implicit. Using these
identities, one finds that

i~Q† ∂Q

∂t
= −

∑

p6=0

~

ω0p
ζ̇γ2

[

K0 +
1

2
(K+ +K−)

]

+ i~
∑

p6=0

γ̇

2γ
(K+ −K−). (D4)

As a result, the explicit evaluation of the nonadiabatic mean energy yields

〈Ψ(t)|H(t)|Ψ(t)〉 = 〈Ψ(0)| I0
σ2
t

|Ψ(0)〉 −
∑

p 6=0

~

2ω0p
ζ̇γ2〈Ψ(0)|2K0 +K+ +K−|Ψ(0)〉+

∑

p 6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈Ψ(0)|K+ −K−|Ψ(0)〉. (D5)
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In particular, for ζ = 1
2 γ̇/γ and σ2

t = γ2,

〈Ψ(t)|H(t)|Ψ(t)〉 =
〈Ψ(0)|I0|Ψ(0)〉

γ2
−

∑

p 6=0

~

4ω0p
(γ̈γ − γ̇2)〈Ψ(0)|2K0 +K+ +K−|Ψ(0)〉+

∑

p 6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈Ψ(0)|K+ −K−|Ψ(0)〉.

(D6)

Assuming an initial thermal state ρ0 and denoting the expectation value by 〈•〉0 ≡ tr(ρ0•), it follows that

〈H(t)〉 =
∑

p6=0

~ω0p
〈K0〉0
γ2

−
∑

p6=0

~

4ω0p
(γ̈γ − γ̇2)〈2K0 +K+ +K−〉0 +

∑

p6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈K+ −K−〉0

(D7)

=
∑

p6=0

[

~ω0p

γ2
−

~

2ω0p
(γ̈γ − γ̇2)

] [

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

+
∑

p6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈K+ −K−〉0

=
∑

p6=0

〈H(t)〉p, (D8)

with the Bose distribution 〈nB(p)〉 = 1/[exp(2β0~ω0p)−1]. Making use of the Ermakov equation γ̈ = −Ω2(p, t)γ+
ω2

0p

γ3 ,

one can also express the mean energy as

〈H(t)〉 =
∑

p6=0

{

~ω0p

2γ2
+

~

2ω0p
[Ω2(p, t)γ2 + γ̇2]

}[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

+
∑

p6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈K+ −K−〉0

=
∑

p6=0

〈H(t)〉p. (D9)

This recovers the expression of the mean energy established in [48, 68].

1. Adiabatic mean energy

It is interesting to consider the limit of an adiabatic quench. In the adiabatic limit γ̇ = γ̈ = 0 and γ =
√

ω0p/Ω(p, t),
one recovers the Hamiltonian diagonalized by the Bogoliubov transformation in the case g2(p, t) = g4(p, t), that is,

〈H(t)〉 =
∑

p6=0

~Ω(p, t)

[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

(D10)

=
∑

p6=0

~

√

ω0p(ω0p + 2g(p, t))

[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

(D11)

=
∑

p6=0

~ǫ(p, t)

[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

. (D12)

For an adiabatic quench, the final state is the adiabatic state and, the final energy should be given by the expectation
value of the Hamiltonian diagonalized by the Bogoliubov transformation. Thus, for a pure state,

〈H(τQ → ∞)〉 =
1

2

∑

p6=0

[ǫ(p, τQ → ∞)]

=
L

2π

∫ ∞

0

dp ~p
√

v2F + 2vFαe
−R0p

=
L

2π

~

R2
0

√

vF (vF + 2α)

≈
L

2π

~

R2
0

(

vF + α−
1

2

α2

vF

)

. (D13)

Note that the very last Taylor expansion is only valid for 2α ≪ vF .
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2. Mean energy following a sudden quench

For a consistency check, one can compute the sudden quench energy τQ → 0. Using the fact that state immediately
after the quench equals the initial ground state, only the K0(p) operator of the Hamiltonian contributes, giving

〈H(τQ → 0)〉
2π

L
= 2

∫ ∞

0

~ω(p, t)
1

2
e−R0pdp =

~(vF + α)

R2
0

. (D14)

As a consequence, the non-adiabatic residual energy in a sudden quench is given by

∆Q(τQ → 0) = 〈H(τQ → 0)〉 − 〈H(τQ → ∞)〉

=
L

2π

~α2

2R2
0vF

. (D15)

3. Mean energy for the inverse polynomial quench

We now discuss the mean energy for the driving protocol of section VD. If one takes γ = Bt + 1 to ensure the
driving (69), the mean energy reduces to

〈H(t)〉p = ~ω0p

[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

1

(Bt+ 1)2
+

~B2

2ω0p

[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

+ i~
B

2(Bt+ 1)
〈K+ −K−〉0. (D16)

In the case of the pure ground state, corresponding to T → 0 and 〈nB(p)〉 = 0, it follows that

〈H(t)〉p =
~ω0p

2

1

(Bt+ 1)2
+

~B2

4ω0p
. (D17)

The residual excitation at the final time is

〈H(τQ)〉 =
1

2

1

(BτQ + 1)2

∑

p6=0

~ω0p +
~B2

4

∑

p6=0

1

ω0p

=
1

(BτQ + 1)2
L

2π

∫ ∞

2π
L

dpe−R0p~ω0p +
~B2

2

L

2π

∫ ∞

2π
L

dpe−R0p
1

ω0p

=
1

(BτQ + 1)2
L

2π
~vF

e−
2π
L R0(1 + 2π

L R0)

R2
0

+
~B2

2

L

2π

1

vF
Γ(0,

2π

L
R0),

(D18)

where the incomplete gamma function is defined as Γ(s, x) =
∫∞
x

ts−1e−tdt. In the adiabatic limit B → 0 and,

〈H(τQ → ∞)〉 =

(

g̃2,4(τQ)

πvF
+ 1

)1/2
L

2π
~vF

e−
2π
L R0(1 + 2π

L R0)

R2
0

. (D19)

Also, in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞ one recovers the expected adiabatic limit obtained from the Bogoliubov
transformation

〈H(τQ → ∞)〉 =
~

R2
0

L

2π

√

vF

(

vF + 2
g̃2,4(τQ)

2π

)

. (D20)

As a consequence, one can express the non-adiabatic residual energy as

∆Q(τQ) =
~B2

2

L

2π

1

vF
Γ(0,

2π

L
R0). (D21)

In particular, in the perturbative regime
g̃2,4(τQ)

πvF
≪ 1, B = 1

τQ

[

−1±
(

g̃2,4(τQ)
πvF

+ 1
)−1/4

]

≈ − 1
τQ

g̃2,4(τQ)
4πvF

. Hence, the

non-adiabatic residual energy scales as

∆Q(τQ) =
1

τ2Q

~L

2π

(

g̃2,4(τQ)

2π

)2
1

4v2F

1

2vF
Γ(0,

2π

L
R0), (D22)

(D23)

leading to the expression in the main text Eq. (71).
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Appendix E: Details on the calculations for the STA assisted by a semi-classical sine-Gordon potential

In this section we provide extra details on the computation of the semiclassical sine-Gordon Hamiltonian (25).

We start by demonstrating that the choice ζp =
γ̇pσ

2
t

2γ3
p

in Eq. (23), where γp = γ and σt are scalars independent of

the momentum p, recovers the semiclassical approximation of the sine-Gordon model. This corresponds to the most
general case g2(p, t) 6= g4(p, t). In the momentum representation, after insertion of the parameters in (23)

H(t) =
∑

p 6=0

~ω0p

2

1

(σtγ)2
[K0(p) +

1

2
(K+(p) +K−(p))]

+
∑

p 6=0

~ω0p

2

(

γ

σt

)2

[K0(p)− 1

2
(K+(p) +K−(p))]

+
∑

p 6=0

~

ω0p
[K0(p) +

1

2
(K+(p) +K−(p))]

×
(

σt

γ

)2
{

(

γ̇

γ

)2

− 1

2

γ̈

γ
− γ̇

γ

σ̇t

σt

}

. (E1)

Note that the last term of the Hamiltonian has, as it should, dimensions of energy, given that [γ̇] = [σ̇t] = [T−1],
[γ̈] = [T−2] and [ω0p] = [T−1], where [•] stands for the dimension. Using the relations between the bosonic and the
field basis it is now possible to express Eq. (25).

Appendix F: Adding an external potential

Inserting a periodic external potential potential V (x, t) = V0(t) cos(λ0x+ φ0) yields

HV =

∫ L

0

dxρ(x)V (x) ≈ V0

∫ L

0

dx cos(λ0x+ φ0)ρ0 {1 + 2 cos[2(πρ0x− θ(x))]} (F1)

= V0

∫ L

0

dxρ0 {cos(λ0x+ φ0) + cos[2(πρ0x− θ(x)) + λ0x] + cos[2(πρ0x− θ(x)) − λ0x]} . (F2)

Choosing the periodicity of the lattice commensurate to the density λ0 = 2πρ0 and φ0 = π leads to

HV = V0(t)

∫ L

0

dxρ0 {cos(2πρ0x+ π) + cos[4πρ0x− 2θ(x) + π] + cos[−2θ(x) + π]} (F3)

≈ −V0(t)ρ0

∫ L

0

dx cos[2θ(x)]. (F4)

The first cosine vanishes upon integration as ρ0 = N/L and the second drops considering that θ(x) varies slowly
compared to the strongly oscillatory part 4πρ0x. For a large enough potential V0(t), the field θ(x) is locked near zero
so that the cosine minimizes the energy of the Hamiltonian. One can then Taylor expand for small fluctuations

HV ≈ 2V0(t)ρ0

∫ L

0

dx[θ(x)]2 − V0(t)ρ0L. (F5)

As a result, one obtains the semiclassical limit of the sine-Gordon Hamiltonian given in the main text (32).

Appendix G: General solution to the Ermakov-Pinney equation

This section details the Pinney solution of the Ermakov equation [95]. The Pinney solution of Eq. (46) is expressed
in the form

γp(t) =

[

u2(t) +
ω2
0p

(W [u, v])2
v2(t)

]1/2

, (G1)
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where u and v are solutions of the homogeneous equation γ̈p +Ω2(p, t)γp = 0 with initial conditions u(0) = γ0, u̇(0) =
γ̇0, v(0) = 0, v̇(0) 6= 0. The Wronskian is defined as W [u, v] = uv̇ − vu̇. The observation that the Wronskian is a

constant follows from its vanishing derivative Ẇ [u, v] = uv̈ − vü = 0. We want to determine the most general form
for the functions u and v that satisfy the given initial conditions. Let us consider the form

u(t) = c1r(t) + c2s(t), (G2)

v(t) = c′1r(t) + c′2s(t). (G3)

The coefficients c1 and c2 can be expressed as

c1 =
W [u, s]

W [r, s]
, (G4)

c2 =
W [u, r]

W [s, r]
. (G5)

Using the initial conditions yields

c2 =
γ0ṙ(0)− γ̇0r(0)

W [s, r]
, c1 =

γ0ṡ(0)− γ̇0s(0)

W [r, s]
,

c′2 =
−v̇(0)r(0)

W [s, r]
, c′1 = −

v̇(0)s(0)

W [r, s]
.

In order to simplify the Wronskian W [u, v], a convenient choice is v̇(0) = 1
γ0

, as it leads to W [u, v] = u(0)v̇(0) = 1. It

follows that

c2 =
γ0ṙ(0)− γ̇0r(0)

W [s, r]
, c1 =

γ0ṡ(0)− γ̇0s(0)

W [r, s]
,

c′2 =
−r(0)

γ0W [s, r]
, c′1 = −

s(0)

γ0W [r, s]
.

We also note that the choice γ̇0 = 0 leads to further simplifications

c2 =
γ0ṙ(0)

W [s, r]
, c1 = −

γ0ṡ(0)

W [s, r]
. (G6)

Finally, we obtain the general expressions given in the main text, Eqs. (50) and (51).

Appendix H: Solutions to the Airy Ermakov equation

We are interested in solving the second-order homogeneous differential equation of the form

γ̈p + (at+ b)γp = 0. (H1)

Making the change of variable z(t) = − at+b
(−a)2/3

, the equation takes the form

∂2γp
∂z2

− zγp = 0, (H2)

which admits solutions in terms of the Airy functions [97]. The linearly independent solutions of equation (H1) are
then found in the form

r(t) = Ai [z(t)] , (H3)

s(t) = Bi [z(t)] . (H4)

The derivative of the Airy function reads

∂tAi[z] = (−a)1/3∂zAi[z], (H5)

∂tBi[z] = (−a)1/3∂zBi[z], (H6)

while the Wronskian reduces to

Wt[Ai(z),Bi(z)] =
∂z

∂t
Wz[Ai(z),Bi(z)] = (−a)1/3π−1. (H7)

Finally, we obtain the system of equations in the main text, Eq. (56).
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Appendix I: Perturbative solution to the Ermakov equation

In this section, we present a perturbative solution to the Ermakov equation for a small interaction quench α ≪ vF /2,
which controls the amplitude of a. Let us consider the Ermakov equation

γ̈pγ
3
p + (at+ b)γ4

p = ω2
0p. (I1)

One can solve this equation at second order with the solution γp = γ(0) + aγ(1) + a2γ(2), where the zeroth, first and
second order parameters verify

γ̈(0) + bγ(0) =
ω2
0p

γ(0)3
, (I2)

γ̈(1) +

[

3ω2
0p

γ(0)4
+ b

]

γ(1) = −tγ(0), (I3)

γ̈(2) +

[

3ω2
0p

γ(0)4
+ b

]

γ(2) = −tγ(1) + 6
ω2
0p

γ(0)5
γ(1)2. (I4)

Furthermore, choosing b = ω2
0p, the solution to the zeroth order equation with γ̇0 = 0 reads

γ(0) =

√

√

√

√γ2
0 +

[

(

1

γ0

)2

− γ2
0

]

sin2(ω0pt). (I5)

In particular, for γ0 = 1, one obtains

γ(0) = 1. (I6)

The differential equation for the first order solution is

γ̈(1) + 4ω2
0pγ

(1) = −t, (I7)

that is solved by

γ(1) =
[sin(2ω0pt)− 2tω0p]

8ω3
0p

. (I8)

Similarly, for the second order,

γ̈(2) + 4ω2
0pγ

(2) = −tγ(1) + 6ω2
0pγ

(1)2, (I9)

the solution reads

γ(2) =
−{[9 + cos(2tω0p)] sin

2(tω0p)} + 2tω0p{− sin(2tω0p) + t[5 + 2 cos(2tω0p)]ω0p}

64ω6
0p

. (I10)

Appendix J: Perturbative mean energy

It would be interesting to determine a perturbative result for small quenches for the mean energy. One can use the
previously obtained expression γ = γ(0) + aγ(1) + a2γ(2) in the equation for the nonadiabatic mean energy

〈H(t)〉 =
∑

p6=0

[

~ω0p

γ2
−

~

2ω0p
(γ̈γ − γ̇2)

] [

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

+
∑

p6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈K+ −K−〉0

=
∑

p6=0

~

2ω0p

[

γ̈γ + 2Ω2(p, t)γ2 + γ̇2
]

[

〈nB(p)〉+
1

2

]

+
∑

p6=0

i~
γ̇

2γ
〈K+ −K−〉0. (J1)
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In order to compute the sum, we assume that the initial state is a pure state 〈nB(p)〉 = 0. In the thermodynamic
limit, one can express the mean energy as

〈H(t)〉
2π

L
=

∫ ∞

0

dp
~

2ω0p

[

γ̈γ + 2Ω2(p, t)γ2 + γ̇2
]

e−R0p. (J2)

(J3)

Inserting the perturbative solution in the mean energy in the above expression (J2) leads to the expression evaluated
at the final quench time τQ

〈H(τQ)〉
2π

L
=

∫ ∞

0

dp~

[

p(vF + α−
α2

2vF
) +

α2 sin2(vF pτQ)

2pv3F τ
2
Q

]

e−R0p (J4)

=
vF + α

R2
0

−
α2

2vFR2
0

+ Egs

(

τ0
τQ

)2

ln

(

1 +

(

τ0
τQ

)2
)

, (J5)

with Egs =
~L
2π

α2

2vFR2
0

and τ0 = R0/(2vF ). It follows that the non-adiabatic residual energy is given by Eq. (62) in the

main text.
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