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We numerically study the expansion dynamics of initially localized dipolar bosons in a homoge-
neous 1D optical lattice for different initial states. Comparison is made to interacting bosons with
contact interaction. For shallow lattices the expansion is unimodal and ballistic, while strong lat-
tices suppress tunneling. However for intermediate lattice depths a strong interplay between dipolar
interaction and lattice depth occurs. The expansion is found to be bimodal, the central cloud ex-
pansion can be distinguished from the outer halo structure. In the regime of strongly interactions
dipolar bosons exhibit two time scales, with an initial diffusion and then arrested transport in the
long time; while strongly interacting bosons in the fermionized limit exhibit ballistic expansion.
Our study highlights how different lattice depths and initial states can be manipulated to control
tunneling dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent experimental developments allow a very pre-
cise control of properties of ultracold atomic gases in
optical lattices. This tunability makes the nonequilib-
rium dynamics of strongly correlated many-body systems
as one of the most challenging problems for theoretical
physics [1, 2]. External optical lattices can be super-
imposed with typical experimental time-scales for the
dymaics faster than typical relaxation and decoherence
rates. Thus, ultracold atoms offer the possibility to study
the transport properties and out-of-equilibrium phenom-
ena in well controlled way — number of atoms, inter-
atomic interaction, lattice depth all being controllable
parameters. In the understanding of non-equilibrium dy-
namics, special interest has been put for expansion dy-
namics of strongly correlated bosons in 1D optical lat-
tice [3–9]. The two prototypical transport mechanisms,
ballistic and diffusive transport, are now well confirmed
in experiments.

The effect of interaction on expansion dynamics of con-
fined bosonic and fermionic gases on 1D and 2D latticed
has been extensively studied experimentally [3, 4, 10–12]
as well theoretically [13–19]. Most of the studies in this
direction considered the Mott insulator state as the initial
state and various aspects of the time dynamics after an
abrupt reduction of lattice height have been considered.

A very interesting experimental observation is the
bimodal structure in the expansion dynamics–diffusive
dynamics in the center is surrounded by the ballistic
wings [4]. The interplay between the interaction and di-
mensionality has been also the subject of considerable
interest. Self trapping in the array of 87Rb atoms in 1D
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and quasi-1D tubes are also studied when the mean-field
energy gradient suppresses the tunneling and thus stops
the expansion. The self-trapping phenomenon, an effect
induced by the nonlinear interaction of the condensate,
has been first experimentally observed in [20] for the
expansion in an optical lattice and in [21] for a double
well potential. The self-trapped phenomenon has been
extensively studied in nondipolar BECs [7, 22–27] and
for dipolar bosons in the double well potential [28, 29],
see more references in [30].

In a typical experimental setup, atoms are first loaded
in a 1D optical lattice with an additional dipole trap,
which forms an array of 2D pancake.like BECs. Then
the dipole trap is suddenly removed allowing the free ex-
pansion of the bosons in the homogeneous lattice. In
most of the studies of the temporal expansion of clouds
in optical lattices, the on-site interaction is the most com-
mon assumption. However, it has been shown that the
nearest neighbour coupling rate is not negligible com-
pared to atom tunneling rate near a broad Feshbach res-
onance [31]. Rydberg dressing also gives rise to on-site
as well as long-range interactions [32], see the recent re-
view [33]. Using Ramsey spectroscopy quantum dynam-
ics of disordered dipolar interacting ultracold molecules
in a partially filled optical lattice has also been stud-
ied [34]. Using the Feshbach resonance technique, it is
now possible to considerably reduce the effects of short-
range interactions and to study the dominating effect
introduced by the dipolar interaction [35–37]. This fa-
cilitates additional control parameter to manipulate the
tunneling dynamics in optical lattices. Thus rapid exper-
imental advances in controlling ultracold atomic interac-
tions make it possible to realize enticing states specially
in reduced dimension.

Dipolar ultracold atoms have also attracted much
interest which is corroborated by experimental re-
alization of dipolar Bose Einstein condensate con-
sists of chromium [38], dysprosium [39] and erbium
atoms [40]. The non-local dipole-dipole interaction and
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its anisotropic nature leads to rich and exotic many-
body physics which are distinctly different from the
BEC with contact interaction [41, 42]. In the recent
experiment [43], the dipolar interaction is tuned which
makes it possible to realize novel quantum phases in
the strongly correlated lattice with long-range interac-
tion. Dipolar interactions in reduced dimensions facili-
tate the exploration of fascinating many-body phenom-
ena. One such phenomenon is the crystallization in one-
and two-dimensional systems [44–47]. Crystallization is
the consequence of strong repulsive long-ranged tail of
the dipolar interaction when the bosons exhibit maximal
separation. The corresponding counterpart with contact
interaction is the fermionization when the strongly inter-
acting bosons also escape their spatial overlap. Crystal-
lized bosons can be distinguished from the fermionized
bosons from the peak-to-peak separation in the density
distribution [47].

In the present manuscript we aim at describing the
expansion dynamics as to the one in [4], but here with
dipolar interaction, to study the expansion dynamics of
initially localized interacting dipolar bosons in 1D optical
lattices. We will compare our results with the ones for
the expansion in 1D optical lattices of bosons interacting
via short-range interactions. We consider diverse initial
setups to unravel the intriguing effect of interaction in
the expansion and correlation dynamics. Our system is
prepared in the ground state of the many-body Hamil-
tonian. We then impose a harmonic trap such that the
bosons localize in the central wells. The choice of inter-
action strength both for contact and dipolar interaction
guarantees that without harmonic trap localization the
initial state is fermionized in the first case and crystal-
lized for the second case. The interaction strength is
kept fixed throughout the analysis. We have made scan-
ning in the weak and intermediate interaction strength,
however the more interesting many-body features in the
dynamics are observed in the extreme limit of fermion-
ized and crystallized phases. We present numerically
exact many-body expansion dynamics by solving the
time-dependent many-boson Schrödinger equation uti-
lizing the multiconfigurational time-dependent Hartree
method for bosons (MCTDHB) [48–54], implemented in
the MCTDH-X software [55, 56]. We extract key mea-
sures such as one-body density dynamics and Glauber
correlation functions. We analyse results for N = 4 inter-
acting bosons in S = 21 lattices. We make a scan in lat-
tice depth in the range of {V0 = 0.1Er, 10.0Er}, V0 being
the lattice strength and Er the lattice recoil energy, and
discuss four representative cases having different initial
set ups which lead to four distinct expansion mechanisms.
At time t = 0, we instantaneously switch off the harmonic
trap and allow the bosons to expand. Sudden removal of
the harmonic trap should ballistically favor the tunnel-
ing into the outer wells, however the tunneling dynam-
ics is strongly influenced by the non-local interaction of
dipolar bosons. For very weak lattices, (V0 = 0.1Er),
when one has effectively a harmonic trap, we observe

ballistic expansion in both cases but with distinct many-
body features. When the fermionized bosons loose their
independent jet-like structure quickly, the crystallized
bosons carry the many-body features for long time un-
til they reach the lattice boundary. On the other hand,
very strong lattices, (V0 = 10.0Er) inhibits the tunnel-
ing. When the fermionized bosons remain localized for
quite long time and then start tunneling in the adjacent
wells; correspondigly, the fermionized bosons remain lo-
calized for entire region of dynamics. Interplay between
the lattice potential and strong interparticle interaction
controls the tunneling dynamics for intermediate lattice
depth potentials: V0 = 1.0Er and V0 = 5.0Er. We are
able to observe dominating effect of non-local interaction.
When the bosons with strong contact interaction exhibits
ballistic expansion, dipolar bosons exhibit diffusive ex-
pansion in short time and arrested transport at longer
time. For intermediate lattice depths, the expansion is
bimodal; the expansion of high-density central cloud can
be distinguished from the incoherent outer cloud expan-
sion with very intriguing many-body features.

Self trapping is a well understood phenomenon in the
context of non-dipolar bosons and is caused due to com-
petition between the lattice depth and mean-field energy
gradient. When the nonlinear effect suppresses the tun-
neling the expansion is inhibited and causes localization
of wave packets. As the root cause of self trapping is
the interatomic interaction, it is inherently a many body
phenomena, and mean-field Gross-Pitaevskii equation is
commonly used to study the self-trapping in three di-
mensions. However, in 1D gases, strong quantum cor-
relations are built up and strongly interacting bosons do
not macroscopically occupy single-particle wave function.
The many-body wave function is now a set of spatially
distinct single particle wave function in each lattice to
avoid interaction. For dipolar bosons, there will be an
nterplay between lattice depth, strength of dipolar in-
teraction as well as long range correlation arising from
long range part of dipolar interaction. The scenario is
now more complicated — the tunneling should be fa-
vored due to long-range repulsion of the bosons as well
as due to sudden removal of the harmonic trap. How-
ever, due to very strong quantum correlation for dipolar
bosons, tunneling is quickly suppressed. There are strong
mismatched correlations between adjacent sites as the
atoms are already well isolated due to non-local interac-
tion. To allow tunneling an atom needs to pay large in-
teraction energy to adjust this mismatched correlations.
Thus dipolar bosons favor localization instead of quan-
tum tunneling which is described as arrested transport in
the manuscript.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce the theoretical model, while in Sec III introduces
the quantities of interest. In Sec IV, we present the initial
state and the setup. Sec V presents the quench dynamics
for four different initial set ups distributed over four sub-
sections. Sec VI is devoted to our conclusions and our
final remarks.
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II. THE MODEL

The equation of motion for N interacting bosons
in a time-dependent system is governed by the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation as Ĥψ = i∂ψ∂t (with
h̄ = 1). The total Hamiltonian for the system takes the
following form

Ĥ(x1, x2, . . . xN ) =

N∑
i=1

ĥ(xi) +

N∑
i<j=1

Ŵ (xi − xj). (1)

The Hamiltonian Ĥ will be expressed in dimensionless

units, see below in Section IV. ĥ(x) = T̂ (x) + V̂trap(x)

is the one-body Hamiltonian. T̂ (x) is the kinetic energy

operator and V̂trap(x) is the external trapping potential.

Ŵ (xi − xj) is the two-body interaction. xi is the co-

ordinate of the i- th boson. The form of V̂trap(x) and

Ŵ (xi − xj) will be specified in Section IV.
To solve the time-dependent many-boson Schrödinger,

we have deployed an in-principle numerically exact,
many-body, method, the MCTDHB, whose equation of
motions can be found in [48–51]. We provide a brief
description of the implementation of MCTDHB in Ap-
pendix A.

III. QUANTITIES OF INTEREST

To explore the expansion dynamics in optical lattices
of dipolar bosons, we employ various measures to char-
acterize the system’s behavior. These measures provide
insights into the spatial coherence and correlations within
the evolving bosonic cloud.

(i) The reduced one-body density matrix in coordinate
space, denoted as ρ(1)(x′1|x1; t), is a fundamental quan-
tity of interest. It captures the density distribution of the
system by integrating over the remaining coordinates, de-
fined as:

ρ(1)(x′1|x1; t) = N

∫
dx2, dx3...dxN

ψ∗(x′1, x2, . . . , xN ; t)ψ(x1, x2, . . . , xN ; t),

(2)

where N represents the total number of particles. It is
diagonal part gives the one-body density ρ(x, t).
(ii) The p-th order reduced density matrix in coordi-

nate space, denoted as ρ(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p|x1, . . . , xp; t). This

quantity describes the joint probability distribution of
finding p particles at specific positions and defined as

ρ(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p|x1, . . . , xp; t) =

N !

(N − p)!

∫
dxp+1, ...dxN

ψ∗(x′1, . . . , x
′
p, xp+1, . . . , xN ; t)ψ(x1, . . . , xp, xp+1 . . . , xN ; t).

(3)

(iii) The p-th order Glauber correlation function
g(p)(x′1, . . . , x

′
p, x1, . . . , xp; t) measures degree of spatial

coherence and correlations within the system. It is de-
fined as:

g(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p, x1, . . . , xp; t) =

ρ(p)(x1, . . . , xp|x′1, . . . , x′p; t)√∏p
i=1 ρ

(1)(xi|xi; t)ρ(1)(x′i|x′i; t)
.

(4)

Similarly, the diagonal elements of
g(p)(x′1, . . . , x

′
p, x1, . . . , xp; t), denoted as

g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t), provide a measure of p-th order

coherence. If |g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t)| = 1, the system is fully
coherent, while deviations from unity indicate partial
coherence. Specifically, g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t) > 1 implies
correlated detection probabilities at positions x1, . . . , xp,

while g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t) < 1 indicates anti-correlations.
These measures collectively provide valuable insights
into the evolving density profile, correlations, and coher-
ence of the bosonic system as it undergoes expansion in
the shallow and deep optical lattices.

IV. INITIAL STATE

We prepare the initial state in a combined harmonic
oscillator trap of frequency ω and a 1D optical lattice.
The many-body Hamiltonian reads as

Ĥ =

N∑
i=1

(
−1

2

∂2

∂x2i
+

1

2
ω2x2i + V sin2(kxi)

)
+

N∑
i<j

Ŵ (xi−xj)

(5)
V is the depth of the optical lattice, k is the wave vec-
tor and l = π

k is the periodicity of the optical lattice.
The many-body Hamiltonian is rescaled in the unit of

recoil energy Er = h̄2k2

2m . Thus the unit of time, length,

and interaction strength are h̄E−1
r , k−1 and 2Erk

−1 re-
spectively. The spatial extension of the optical lattice is
x+ = 10π to x− = −10π to restrict the number of lattice
sites to 21. We impose the hard wall boundary condition.
The Hamiltonian can be written in dimensionless form by

dividing the dimensionful Hamiltonian by h̄2

mL2 , L is the
arbitrary length scale which leads to h̄= m= k =1. The
initial state is the ground state of the many-body Hamil-
tonian with harmonic trap frequency ω = 0.22 and lattice
depth is chosen as V = 0.1Er, V = 1.0Er, V = 5.0Er and
V = 10.0Er to study the dynamics in the entire range of
lattice height which can be controlled experimentally.
The harmonic trap leads to localization towards the cen-
tral wells of the lattice. To ensure that the system is in
quasi-1D regime, we assume strong transverse confine-
ment. The two-body interaction for contact interaction
reads as

Ŵ (xi − xj) = λδ(xi − xj) (6)

where λ is the interaction strength determined by the
scattering length as and the transverse confinement fre-
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FIG. 1. Initial density profiles for contact and dipo-
lar interactions in the Hamiltonian of Eq. (5) for four
bosons in 21 lattice sites of various lattice depths, V =
0.1Er, 1.0Er, 5.0Er, 10.0Er from top to bottom. Left panel
is for contact interaction (λ = 25). Right panel is for dipolar
interaction (gd = 25). See the text for details. All quantities
are dimensionless.

quency. For dipolar interaction,

Ŵ (xi − xj) =
gd

|(xi − xj)|3 + α
(7)

gd is the pure dipolar interaction strength; gd =
d2m
4πϵ0

for

electric dipoles and gd =
d2mµ0

4π for magnetic dipoles, dm
being the dipole moment, ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity,
and µ0 is the vacuum permeability. α is the short-range
cutoff to avoid singularity at xi = xj . We choose α =
0.05, which corresponds to a⊥ = 0.37 and an aspect ratio
= 42.5 [57, 58]. In general, the dipole-dipole interaction
potential in 1D also includes a contact term owing to
the transverse confinement, however that can be safely

neglected for strong interaction strengths [59].

We consider expansion dynamics of N = 4 strongly
interacting bosons interacting via contact interaction of
strength (λ = 25.0) and dipolar interaction strength
(gd = 25.0). However, the physics remains same for
N = 3 and N = 5. We restrict to the smaller num-
ber of particles to ensure convergence in the observed
many-body dynamics. We solve the set of coupled equa-
tions using MCTDH-X software (R-MCTDHB package)
[55, 56]. For the relaxed state, propagation is done in
imaginary time with an initial guess which converges to
the ground state of the system.

In Fig. 1 , we plot the initial state both for contact
and dipolar interaction for four different choices of lat-
tice depth. For V = 0.1Er, when the effective trap is
almost a HO trap, the one-body density for λ = 25, is
the fermionic density distribution. The emergence of four
maxima corresponds to four strongly interacting bosons
in the fermionized limit. The two innermost humps are
pronounced at the center of the trap where the effec-
tive potential is zero, the two outermost humps are less
pronounced due to the larger distance from the center
of the trap. The corresponding one-body density for
gd = 25, exhibits a crystal phase. The four humps again
signify the four strongly interacting dipolar bosons, this
is the similarity between a crystal phase and a fermion-
ized phase, in both cases the strongly interacting bosons
escape their spatial overlap. However, unlike the con-
tact interaction where the humps were ”non isolated”,
in the crystal phase they are ”isolated” due to the long
range tail of the dipolar interaction. For crystallized
dipolar bosons, the value of the density at the minima
between the humps tends to zero and the spreading of
the density profile is broadened. Thus the density mod-
ulation in the crystallized phase is significantly differ-
ent from the fermionized phase. Now increasing the lat-
tice depth, the HO trap and lattice height interplay and
the effective lattice structure becomes inhomogeneous.
For V = 1.0Er, with contact interaction, three distinct
humps are distributed over three lattice sites around the
central lattice and two weak humps are observed in the
outer lattice. Whereas the initial state is less signifi-
cantly affected by the dipolar interaction for this weak
lattice. Four distinct humps with some modulation in
the density are observed as before. For much higher lat-
tice depth, V = 5.0Er, four tightly trapped and com-
pletely isolated peaks around the central lattice with a
very weak outer peak are observed in the density profile
for contact interaction. For dipolar interaction, we ob-
serve five tightly bound peaks distributed over five con-
secutive lattices around the central lattice. It is to be
noted that the weak outer peak in the density profile for
contact interaction and the strong outer peaks for dipo-
lar interaction will play significant role in the tunneling
dynamics. For lattice depth V = 10.0Er, there is no
further effect on density modulation for contact interac-
tion; only the peaks become more strongly bound due
to larger height of lattice. Whereas density pattern for
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FIG. 2. Density dynamics on sudden removal of trap in
the Hamiltonian (Eq.(5)), for N = 4 bosons, orbital M = 15,
lattice sites S = 21, lattice depth V = 0.1Er. The upper panel
depicts post quench density dynamics for contact interaction
(λ = 25), while the lower panel shows the same for dipolar
interaction (gd = 25).

dipolar bosons are strongly affected. We observe four
distinct peaks in the density distribution but long range
interaction strongly interplay with lattice depth and one
peak settles to a far right lattice site escaping a near one.

V. EXPANSION DYNAMICS IN THE LATTICE

A. Expansion dynamics in weak lattice: V = 0.1Er

Here we prepare the initial state in the combination
of harmonic trap (ω = 0.22) and lattice with depth
V = 0.1Er. To induce dynamics, we suddenly switch
off the harmonic trap and allow the bosons to tunnel in
the outer wells. The many-body expansion dynamics is
studied for M = 15 orbitals. On increasing the number
of orbitals to M = 16, the occupation in the highest nat-
ural orbital becomes insignificant, it assures the conver-
gence in the dynamical evolution. The one-body density
evolution is presented in the Fig. 2. The potential is ef-
fectively a harmonic oscillator potential, the lattice is sub
relevant and the initial state is a fermionized phase for
contact interaction and a crystal phase for dipolar inter-
action Fig. 1. Sudden quench to harmonic trap frequency
to zero makes the bosons trapless and allows ballistic ex-
pansion as shown in Fig 2. However, both for the contact
and dipolar interaction, density dynamics exhibit distin-
guished many-body features in the expansion dynamics.
At t = 0, for contact interaction, four bright red spots

signify four strongly interacting bosons. On switching
off the trap they propagate as four bright jets till time
t = 5.0, the two inner jets are brighter than the two
outer jets which agree well with the initial state density
presented in Fig. 1. After time t = 5.0, the structure
melts and the many-body features disappear, the cloud
expands as a whole. In contrast, for the dipolar interac-
tion, the jets are very bright and well separated as shown
in lower panel of Fig. 2. The distinct many-body feature
is maintained in the expansion of crystallized bosons un-
til they hit the wall, only with time of propagation the
intensity of the jets is reduced. The diverging nature in
the expansion dynamics of dipolar bosons signify the un-
bounded energy for dipolar interaction, in contrast, the
expansion dynamics for contact interaction is bounded.
The corresponding root mean square radius calculated

from
√∫

x2ρ(x)dx determines the average size of the ex-

panding cloud and is plotted in Fig. 3(a). Both exhibit
ballistic expansion from time t = 5.0, the initial expan-
sion (just after release of the trap) has some nonlinear
behaviour which looks the initial expansion is diffusive
like. The cloud radius for dipolar bosons is more as ex-
pected.

B. Expansion dynamics in intermediate lattice:
V = 1.0Er

Expansion dynamics presented in Fig. 4 exhibit bi-
modal structure both for the contact and dipolar inter-
action. The central cloud expansion which is coherent is
surrounded by incoherent halo cloud in both cases. For
contact interaction, the high density central cloud con-
sists of three inner peaks (as shown in Fig. 1), expands
slowly. Whereas the outer low density halo cloud consists
of two weak outer peaks (as shown in Fig. 1) tunnelled
out to the neighbouring lattice sites ballistically. The
corresponding cloud radius as shown in Fig. 3(b) also ex-
hibit ballistic expansion, the cloud radius almost linearly
grows up with time. The expansion dynamics of dipolar
bosons is distinctly different in time scale as shown in
the lower panel of Fig. 4. As the initial state as shown
in Fig. 1 consists of four peaks almost of same intensity,
the expansion dynamics is basically controlled by the ex-
pansion of central cloud surrounded by extremely fade
halo structure. We observe expansion up to time t = 25
as shown in Fig. 3(b). At the very initial releasing point
the expansion exhibits diffusive like for very short time
and then becomes ballistic and remains till time t = 25.
However at longer time, the expansion speed is reduced
and finally the transport is suppressed. This happens due
to large mismatch in the energy in neighbouring sites.
The interaction energy costs tunneling and when there is
a significant mismatch in energy in the adjacent lattice
sites, tunneling of the bosons from central cloud is inhib-
ited. Due to long range correlation in dipolar interaction,
the bosons experience more mismatched correlation and
favor to stay in the central lattice rather than tunneling.
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FIG. 3. Time evolution of the root mean square (rms) radius
of the bosonic cloud for different lattice depths. Simulation is
done with N = 4 bosons in S = 21 lattice sites and M = 15.
Contact interaction strength is fixed to λ = 25 and dipolar
interaction strength is kept fixed to gd = 25. (a) Expan-
sion in a very shallow lattice (V = 0.1Er); both for contact
as well as dipolar interaction the cloud expands, the dipolar
bosons expand fast. (b) Expansion in an intermediate lattice
(V = 1.0Er); for contact interaction, the expansion is bal-
listic. For dipolar interaction, there is an initial expansion
followed by the saturation of the cloud’s radius which results
to suppressed tunneling. (c) Expansion in a stronger lattice
(V = 5.0Er); in the case of contact interaction, the bosonic
cloud expands over time. However, for dipolar interaction the
localization happens, the corresponding rms radius remains
constant. (d) Expansion in a deep lattice (V = 10.0); for con-
tact interaction the cloud remains arrested for some time and
then expands. Whereas for dipolar interaction the transport
remains arrested throughout the dynamics. All quantities are
dimensionless.

The localization also happens for contact interaction but
at a much longer scale not shown in Fig. 4.

C. Expansion dynamics in stronger lattice:
V = 5.0Er

The expansion dynamics of strongly interacting bosons
in a lattice with depth V = 5.0Er is presented in Fig. 5.
For this choice of lattice depth, the effective lattice be-
comes inhomogeneous and has consequence in configur-
ing the initial states for contact interaction and dipolar
interaction as shown in Fig. 1. We also observe distinct
difference in the expansion dynamics due to dipolar inter-
action. For contact interaction, the central cloud consists
of four bright jets propagate uniformly till time t = 30.
Up to this time tunneling does not happen in the outer

FIG. 4. Density dynamics on sudden removal of trap in
the Hamiltonian (Eq.(5)), for N = 4 bosons, orbital M = 15,
lattice sites S = 21, lattice depth V = 1.0Er. The upper panel
depicts post quench density dynamics for contact interaction
(λ = 25), while the lower panel shows the same for dipolar
interaction (gd = 25). All quantities are dimensionless. See
the text for discussion.

lattice, the corresponding rms radius remains constant
as shown in Fig. 3(c). Then the central cloud disappears
and quick tunneling happens in the outer lattice sites
which is exhibited by the halo structure which further ex-
pands uniformly as a bright wave front. The correspond-
ing rms radius also uniformly increases. Thus we find two
independent modes in the expansion dynamics. Initially
it is contributed by the high density central cloud and
later by low density outer halo. In contrast, for dipolar
bosons, the four high intensity peaks in the initial state
remains like this all throughout the dynamics as shown
in the lower panel of Fig. 5. The long range correlation
causes mismatch in the energy between the adjacent sites
as argued before, however the stronger lattice depth also
inhibits the propagation which causes localization even in
the long time dynamics. The corresponding rms radius
is also constant as shown in Fig. 3(c).
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FIG. 5. Density dynamics on sudden removal of trap in
the Hamiltonian (Eq.(5)), for N = 4 bosons, orbital M = 15,
lattice sites S = 21, lattice depth V = 5.0Er. The upper panel
depicts post quench density dynamics for contact interaction
(λ = 25), while the lower panel shows the same for dipolar
interaction (gd = 25). All quantities are dimensionless. See
the text for discussion

D. Expansion dynamics in very strong lattice:
V = 10.0Er

The dynamics is studied in a deep lattice of lattice
depth V = 10.0Er. The corresponding density dynam-
ics is presented in Fig 6. Arrested transport is expected
for both types of interaction as strong lattice plays the
dominating role and will inhibit the tunneling. How-
ever, for contact interaction bosons remain localized up
to certain time and then the cloud starts to tunnel in
the adjacent wells only. Where as, for dipolar interaction
we observe complete localization. The highly correlated
dipolar bosons need to pay much larger interaction en-
ergy for tunneling. The cost of larger interaction energy
is justified as dipolar bosons feel more mismatch in the
adjacent site correlation due to asymmetry in the density
compared to the non-dipolar boosns. The same dynam-
ical features are concluded from Fig 3(d) where cloud
radius is initially constant and then slowly increases for
contact interaction whereas for dipolar interaction the
rms radius remains constant throughout the entire dy-
namics.

FIG. 6. Density dynamics on sudden removal of trap in the
Hamiltonian (Eq.(5)), for N = 4 bosons, orbital M = 15, lat-
tice sites S = 21, lattice depth V = 10.0Er. The upper panel
depicts post quench density dynamics for contact interaction
(λ = 25), while the lower panel shows the same for dipolar
interaction (gd = 25). All quantities are dimensionless. See
the text for discussion.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have investigated the expansion dynamics of
strongly correlated dipolar bosons in crystallized limit
in 1D homogeneous lattices. Our protocol consists of
preparing initial states in a different lattice depth super-
imposed with a harmonic trap and then suddenly switch-
ing off the trap. The dynamics is studied by key measures
of one-body density dynamics, rms radius of the expand-
ing cloud, one-body and two-body correlation dynamics.
All results are compared with the expansion dynamics
for the strongly interacting bosons in fermionized limit.
We maintain the same quench protocol for fermionized
and crystallized boson expansion dynamics. We observe
very interesting and distinguished many-body features
in the expansion dynamics for all initial setups. For very
weak lattice depths, when the harmonic potential trap
plays the dominating role to configure the initial set up,
both the crystallized and fermionized bosons exhibit bal-
listic expansion. However the ballistic expansion in two
cases can be distinguished utilizing the many-body fea-
tures. The long range tail in dipolar interaction allows
the crystallized bosons to carry on the independent jet
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like structure until it hits the boundary of the lattice.
Whereas the fermionized bosons quickly loose the many
body features, and the cloud expands ballistically. On
the other habd, very strong lattice inhibits the transport
as expected. The most intriguing many-body features
are observed for intermediate lattice; we observe strong
interplay between lattice depth, strong interaction and
long range correlation. The cloud expansion is separated
into central cloud expansion with distinct many body
features and a halo low density cloud expansion without
many body features. The expansion is bimodal, however
the many body features are different for the crystallized
bosons from those of fermionized bosons. With increase
in lattice depth, the dipolar bosons exhibit localization
as they are completely isolated due to long range interac-
tion and the correlation in the adjacent wells are strongly
mismatched. Thus tunneling is not favored at the cost
of large interaction energy. Instead of paying large cost,
dipolar bosons like to stay in the well which results to ar-
rested transport. Thus our present study highlights how
to manipulate the initial state configuration and interac-
tion to control the tunneling dynamics.

The kind of initial states prescribed in this manuscript
should be established in the current experimental setups
and to study the many-body correlation in the strongly
interacting limit. In the future, the similar approach can
be made for localized fermions both for the attractive
and repulsive interaction. Our analysis can be extended
to study the other crystallization phenomena in higher
dimensions or for other kind of long-range interactions,
e.g. mediated by cavities [60, 61]. We expect that sev-
eral of the qualitative results discussed in this paper hold
also for larger values of N , and the exploration of regimes
with large N is an interesting subject of future investi-
gation. Finally, we observe that the expansion dynamics
may be strongly influenced in the presence of disordered
potential, which is an interesting topic for future work.
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Appendix A: The Multiconfigurational Time
dependent Hartree method for bosons

The ansatz for the many-body wave function is the
linear combination of time dependent permanents

|Ψ(t)⟩ =
∑
n̄

Cn̄(t)|n̄; t⟩, (A1)

The vector n⃗ = (n1, n2, . . . , nM ) represents the occupa-
tion of the orbitals, with the constraint that n1 + n2 +
· · ·+nM = N , which ensures the preservation of the total

number of particles. Distributing N bosons over M time
dependent orbitals, the number of permanents become(
N +M − 1

N

)
. The permanents are constructed over

M time-dependent single-particle wave functions, called
orbitals, as

|n̄; t⟩ =
M∏
k=1

[
(b̂†k(t))

nk

√
nk!

]
|0⟩ (A2)

Where |0⟩ is the vacuum state and b̂†k(t) denotes the
time-dependent operator that creates one boson in the
k-th working orbital ψk(x), i.e.:

b̂†k(t) =

∫
dx ψ∗

k(x; t)Ψ̂
†(x; t) (A3)

Ψ̂†(x; t) =

M∑
k=1

b̂†k(t)ψk(x; t). (A4)

The accuracy of the algorithm depends on the number of
orbitals M . M = 1 corresponds to the mean field Gross-
Pitaevskii equation. If M → ∞, the wave function be-
comes exact, with the set |n1, n2, . . . , nM ⟩ spanning the
complete Hilbert space for N particles. However, due
to computational limitations, the number of orbitals is
restricted to a desired value to ensure proper conver-
gence in the measured quantities. It is important to
note that both the expansion coefficients {Cn̄(t)} and the
working orbitals ψi(x, t) that are used to construct the
permanents |n̄; t⟩ are fully variationally optimised and
time-dependent quantities [62–65]. The time-dependent
optimization of the orbitals and expansion coefficients
ensure that the MCTDHB method can accurately de-
scribe the dynamics of strongly interacting bosons. As
the permanents are time-dependent, a given degree of
accuracy is achieved with shorter time compared to a
time-independent basis. The time-adaptive many-body
basis set employed in MCTDHB allows for the dynamic
tracking of correlations that arise from inter-particle in-
teractions.

Appendix B: Measures of correlation

In this appendix, we present the emergent correlation
properties by the measures of one-body and two-body
Glauber correlation functions as defined in Eqs.(2) to
(4). The parameters for quench dynamics remain the
same as described in the expansion dynamics. The re-
sults for very weak lattice (V = 0.1Er) are presented in
Figs.7 and 8 for some selected time points t = 0.0, 10.0
and 15.0. At t = 0 (pre-quench state), the diagonal of the
first order correlation for contact interaction (Fig. 7(a))
shows four non isolated bright regions where |g(1)|2 ≃
1. This describes correlation between four fermionized
bosons trapped in the HO potential. The corresponding
for dipolar bosons (Fig. 7(b)), shows four completely sep-
arated bright lobes. This describes correlation between
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FIG. 7. Dynamics of the one-body Glauber correlation func-
tion g(1)(x1, x2) for lattice depth V = 0.1Er. Figs. (a), (c),
and (e) are for contact interaction with λ = 25, while Figs.
(b), (d), and (f) are for dipolar interaction with gd = 25. The
pre-quench and post quench parameters remain same as in the
expansion dynamics. The plots show the correlation functions
at three different times: t = 0.0, t = 10.0, and t = 15.0 (top
to bottom).

four crystallized bosons, it is specifically to be noted that
bright lobes are completely isolated due to long range in-
teraction. The corresponding |g(2)| in Figs. 8(a) (contact
interaction) and (b) (dipolar interaction) shows four ex-
tinguished lobes, which are termed as ’correlation holes’.
It signifies that the probability of finding two bosons in
the same place (x1 = x2) is zero. On sudden removal of
the trap, the correlations, both one- and two-body ex-
hibit expansion for contact as well as dipolar interaction.
The structure of diagonal correlation in g(1) is maintained
during expansion, whereas the width of the correlation
hole in g(2) also expands maintaining the distinguished
features.

Fig. 9 displays the spatial first-order correlation
function for a lattice depth V = 1.0Er. Figs. 9(a),
(c), and (e) depict the correlation function for contact
interaction with λ = 25, while Figs. 9(b), (d), and (f)
show the correlation function for dipolar interaction
with gd = 25. The plots are presented at three different
times: t = 0.0, t = 5.0, and t = 10.0. At t = 0, the
diagonal of the first-order correlation function exhibits

FIG. 8. Dynamics of the two-body Glauber correlation func-
tion g(2)(x1, x2) for lattice depth V = 0.1Er. Figs. (a), (c),
and (e) are for contact interaction with λ = 25, while Figs.
(b), (d), and (f) are for dipolar interaction with gd = 25. The
pre-quench and post quench parameters remain same as in the
expansion dynamics. The plots show the correlation function
at three different times: t = 0.0, t = 10.0, and t = 15.0 (top
to bottom).

coherent regions both for contact Fig. 9(a) and dipolar
interaction Fig. 9(b). In the case of contact interaction,
two small red patches at top left corner and down
right corner appear. It signifies the two small peaks as
observed in the initial state (Fig. 1). Fig. 9(b) signifies
that the dipolar bosons are initially more isolated than
the case of contact interaction. As time progresses,
the correlations expand and occupy the allotted space
and in consequence the off diagonal coherence fades up
gradually for the case of contact interaction; Fig. 9(c)
and Fig. 9(e). In comparison, Fig. 9(d) and (f) show
that the correlation for dipolar bosons expands very
fast and without loss of off diagonal correlation. Thus
the correlation quickly reaches the boundary and the
further expansion in correlation dynamics stops. Thus
at much longer time (not shown here), while the
correlation expands for contact interaction, that for
dipolar interaction reaches its saturation value. To
determine the degree of spatial second-order coherence,
we study the normalized two-body correlation function
g(2)(x1, x2) and present for selected evolution times as
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FIG. 9. Dynamics of the one-body Glauber correlation func-
tion g(1)(x1, x2) for lattice depth V = 1.0Er. Figs. (a), (c),
and (e) are for contact interaction with λ = 25, while Figs.
(b), (d), and (f) are for dipolar interaction with gd = 25. The
pre-quench and post quench parameters remain same as in the
expansion dynamics. The plots show the correlation functions
at three different times: t = 0.0, t = 5.0, and t = 10.0 (top to
bottom).

before in the Fig.10. Figs.10(a), (c), and (e) correspond
to contact interactions, while Figs. 10(b), (d), and (f)
correspond to dipolar interaction. At the initial time
t = 0.0, the emergence of a correlation hole along
the diagonal of the normalized two-body correlation
function g(2)(x1, x2 = x1) with g(2)(x1, x2 = x1) → 0
is a characteristic feature of the many-body system.
This indicates that the bosons tend to maximize their
spatial separation in the presence of strong repulsive
interactions. The width of the correlation hole is broader
for the dipolar interaction case. As the trap is switched
off, the system expands and the two-body correlations
spread. During expansion, the dynamics of contact and
dipolar interactions can be distinguished by a single
feature: the dipolar interaction leads to a larger width
of the correlation hole along the diagonal. Unlike the
case of one-body correlation, here we do not find any
signature of the loss of off diagonal correlation.

In Fig. 11, we present the one-body correlation
for contact and dipolar interactions at different times.

FIG. 10. Dynamics of the two-body Glauber correlation func-
tion g(2)(x1, x2) for lattice depth V = 1.0Er. Figs. (a), (c),
and (e) are for contact interaction with λ = 25, while Figs.
(b), (d), and (f) are for dipolar interaction with gd = 25. The
pre-quench and post quench parameters remain same as in the
expansion dynamics. The plots show the correlation function
at three different times: t = 0.0, t = 5.0, and t = 10.0 (top to
bottom).

Figs.11(a), (c), and (e) display the correlation function
for contact interactions with λ = 25, while Figs.11(b),
(d), and (f) depict the correlation function for dipolar
interactions with gd = 25. The plots are shown at three
different times: t = 0.0, t = 50.0, and t = 100.0. At
t = 0, the normalized first-order correlation function
for contact interaction (Fig.11(a)) exhibits a structure
along the diagonal which signify the distinct peaks in
the initial state (Figs.1) and [g(1)(x1, x2)]

2 = 0 on the
off-diagonal. On expansion, diagonal correlation struc-
ture is completely maintained. On the other hand, for
dipolar interaction, at t = 0, the diagonal structure is
very prominent (Fig.11(b)). On switching of the trap,
the correlation does not expand even for long time dy-
namics. During this ’arrested transport’ regime, the one-
body correlation along the diagonal is also maintained,
without showing any expansion (Figs.11((d) and (f)).

To assess the extent of spatial second-order coherence,
we present the normalized two-body correlation function
g(2)(x1, x2) during the expansion in (Fig.12). Figs.12(a),
(c), and (e) represent the correlation function for con-
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FIG. 11. Dynamics of the one-body Glauber correlation func-
tion g(1)(x1, x2) for lattice depth V = 5.0Er. Figs. (a), (c),
and (e) are for contact interaction with λ = 25, while Figs.
(b), (d), and (f) are for dipolar interaction with gd = 25. The
pre-quench and post quench parameters remain same as in the
expansion dynamics. The plots show the correlation functions
at three different times: t = 0.0, t = 50.0, and t = 100.0 (top
to bottom).

tact interactions with λ = 25, while Figs. 12(b), (d),
and (f) correspond to dipolar interactions with gd = 25.
The plots are presented at three distinct time points:
t = 0.0, t = 50.0, and t = 100.0. For contact in-
teraction (Fig. 12(a)), coherence is maintained at the
off-diagonal elements (g(2)(x1, x2) ≈ 1), indicating that
there is second-order coherence between different wells.
However, along the diagonal, the correlation function ex-
hibits a vanishing behavior, known as the correlation
hole. In contrast, for dipolar interaction (Fig. 12(b)),
the correlation hole is broader, and no distinct square-
like structure is formed. This behavior arises due to the
long-range nature of the interaction. During the expan-
sion, the correlation function g(2)(x1, x2) expands in an
organized manner maintaining its gross features for con-

tact interaction. However, for dipolar interaction, the
two-body correlation as a whole presents restricted but
gradual loss of second-order coherence within and be-
tween wells.
Fig.13 represents the one-body correlation in the deep

lattice, V = 10.0Er for selected times t = 0.0, 200.0

FIG. 12. Dynamics of the two-body Glauber correlation func-
tion g(2)(x1, x2) for lattice depth V = 5.0Er. Figs. (a), (c),
and (e) are for contact interaction with λ = 25, while Figs.
(b), (d), and (f) are for dipolar interaction with gd = 25. The
prequench and post quench parameters remain same as in the
expansion dynamics. The plots show the correlation function
at three different times: t = 0.0, t = 50.0, and t = 100.0 (top
to bottom).

and 500.0 to include the long time scenario. The di-
agonal structure in Figs.11(a) (contact interaction) and
Figs.11(b) (dipolar interaction) characterize the initial
state correlation (Figs.1). On switching of the trap, the
correlation initially arrested but then expands diffusively
for contact interaction whereas the correlation for dipo-
lar interaction is completely arrested even for very long
time. The corresponding two-body correlation in Figs.14
also concludes the same physics.
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