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We investigate the generic transport in a one-dimensional strongly correlated fermionic chain be-
yond linear response. Starting from a Gaussian wave packet with positive momentum on top of the
ground state, we find that the numerical time evolution splits the signal into at least three distinct
fractional charges moving with different velocities. A fractional left-moving charge is expected from
conventional Luttinger liquid theory, but for the prediction of the two separate right-moving packets
the nonlinearity of the dispersion must also be taken into account. This out-of-equilibrium proto-
col therefore allows a direct measurement of nonlinear interaction parameters, which also govern
threshold singularities of dynamic response functions. The nonlinear Luttinger Liquid theory also
predicts the correct dynamics at low energies, where it agrees with the conventional Luttinger liquid.
Moreover, at high energies, the wave packet dynamics reveals signatures of composite excitations
containing two-particle bound states. Our results uncover a simple strategy to probe the nonlinear
regime in time-resolved experiments in quantum wires and ultracold-atom platforms.

Introduction.— The fractionalization of a particle into
a composite of emergent excitations is one of the most
striking phenomena in quantum many-body systems.
The effect is prevalent in critical one-dimensional (1D)
systems, in which interactions inevitably lead to a de-
parture from Fermi liquid behavior [1–3]. Within the
paradigm of Luttinger liquid (LL) theory [4, 5], the
low-energy spectrum of 1D quantum fluids is described
by bosonic collective modes with a linear dispersion re-
lation. This theory predicts that electrons fractional-
ize into right- and left-moving excitations that carry
interaction-dependent charges [6, 7], as indeed observed
in transport experiments in quantum wires [8–11]. In
addition, signatures of LL behavior have been identified
via spectroscopic techniques [12–17] and quantum simu-
lations in ultracold-atom platforms [18–21].

Despite its impressive success, LL theory breaks down
whenever finite-energy excitations and band curvature
have to be taken into account [22]. To treat the effects
of a nonlinear dispersion, more general techniques have
been developed into what became known as the nonlin-
ear Luttinger liquid (nLL) theory [23–27]. In particular,
dynamic response functions exhibit characteristic thresh-
old singularities that can be described by treating the
modes with finite energy and momentum as mobile im-
purities coupled to the gapless modes [24]. The expo-
nents associated with these singularities can be expressed
in terms of scattering phase shifts and calculated ex-
actly for integrable models [27–30]. In the time domain,
the contributions from high-energy modes give rise to
power-law-decaying temporal oscillations that dominate
the long-time behavior [31]. Moreover, nonlinearities are
predicted to lead to shock waves in the evolution of den-
sity and magnetization pulses [32–35].

While the nonlinear regime is accessible in experiments

[36–39], direct tests of the threshold singularities pre-
dicted by nLL theory are hindered by the limited en-
ergy resolution or disorder-induced broadening of spec-
troscopic probes. In this work, we show that the effects
of the high-energy excitation in nLL theory can be di-
rectly observed in an out-of-equilibrium protocol. We
create a Gaussian wave packet with preselected momen-
tum in a critical fermionic chain and simulate its evo-
lution using the adaptive time-dependent density ma-
trix renormalization group (tDMRG) [40]. Similar pro-
tocols have been used to demonstrate fractionalization
and spin-charge separation in the low-energy regime [41–
47]. Beyond the LL paradigm, the nonlinear dispersion
leads to a splitting of the initial wave packet into three
density humps that propagate with different velocities
[48, 49]. Here, we show that the time-evolved signal can
be predicted by nLL theory, which in turn provides a
quantitative measurement of the interaction between the
high-energy particle and the low-energy modes. At lower
fillings and higher energies, we discover fingerprints of
two-particle bound states in the wave packet dynamics.
Model and protocol.— We consider a spinless fermion

model described by the Hamiltonian

H =

L∑
j=1

[
−1

2

(
c†jcj+1 + h.c.

)
+ V njnj+1

]
, (1)

where cj annihilates a fermion at site j of a chain with
L sites, V is the strength of the nearest-neighbor inter-
action, and nj = c†jcj is the local density operator. We
work at fixed number of fermions N , with average density
n = N/L. For V = 0, the Hamiltonian can be diagonal-

ized as H0 =
∑

k ε0(k)c
†
kck, where ε0(k) = − cos(k) is

the dispersion relation of free fermions with momentum
k ∈ [−π, π], with lattice spacing set to unity. The ground
state in this case is constructed by occupying single-
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FIG. 1. (a) Gaussian wave packet in momentum space. (b)
At half filling, the evolution is controlled by a particle above
the Fermi level and low-energy particle-hole excitations. (c)
At lower fillings, there are contributions from excitations with
a hole and two particles in a high-energy bound-state band.

particle states up to the Fermi momentum kF = πn.
More generally, the model in Eq. (1) is equivalent to
the spin-1/2 XXZ chain and is exactly solvable via Bethe
ansatz (BA) [50]. We focus on the parameter regime
0 ≤ V ≤ 1, where the ground state |Ψ0⟩ of Eq. (1) is in
a gapless phase described at low energies by LL theory
[1].

We prepare an initial state given by

|Ψ(t = 0)⟩ = A

L∑
j=1

e
− (j−j0)2

2σ2
0 eik0jc†j |Ψ0⟩ , (2)

corresponding to a Gaussian wave packet centered at j0,
with variance σ2

0/2 in real space and mean momentum
k0; here, A is a normalization constant. To add a particle
with well-defined momentum, we choose k0 ∈ [kF , π] with
momentum uncertainty ∆k = 1√

2σ0
; see Fig. 1(a). After

the unitary evolution |Ψ(t)⟩ = e−iHt |Ψ(0)⟩, we measure
the time-dependent local charge excess defined as

ρj(t) = ⟨Ψ(t)|nj |Ψ(t)⟩ − ⟨Ψ0|nj |Ψ0⟩. (3)

Free fermions.— The local charge excess can be cal-
culated exactly in the noninteracting case. For a finite
chain with open boundary conditions, we obtain

ρj(t) =

∣∣∣∣∣
L∑

l=N+1

q(kl) sin(klj)e
i cos(kl)t

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (4)

where q(k) = 2A
L+1

∑L
j=1 e

− (j−j0)2

2σ2
0 eik0j sin(kj) and kl =

lπ
L+1 with l = 1, · · · , L. The result is analogous to the
evolution of a Gaussian wave packet in the single-particle
problem [51]. For small ∆k, we can expand the dispersion
as ε0(k) ≈ ε0(k0) + u0(k − k0) +

1
2m0

(k − k0)
2, where

u0 = sin(k0) is the group velocity and m0 = [cos(k0)]
−1

is the effective mass for momentum k0. As a consequence,
we observe a single packet that moves to the right with
velocity u0 and width growing as

σ(t)2 ≈ σ2
0

(
1 +

t2

m2
0σ

4
0

)
. (5)

We have used Eq. (4) to benchmark our tDMRG re-
sults, obtaining excellent agreement; see the Supplemen-
tal Material (SM) [52]. In all the numerics henceforth,
we set L = 300, j0 = 150, and σ0 = 14.5. We keep up
to 400 states per DMRG block and use the Trotter step
δt = 0.1. The largest truncation error is of order 10−10.
The maximum time is set by stopping the simulations
before the wave packets reach the chain boundaries.
nLL theory.—We now turn to the interacting case. We

seek to describe the dynamics using the framework of
nLL theory [22]. In addition to the momentum k0, we
consider a mode expansion that includes the low-energy
modes in the vicinity of the Fermi points [see Fig. 1(b)]:

c†j ∼ e−ikF xψ†
R(x) + eikF xψ†

L(x) + e−ik0xd†(x). (6)

In the absence of the high-energy particle created by d†,
the low-energy modes are described by the LL Hamilto-
nian [1]

HLL =
v

2

∫
dx

[
(∂xφR)

2
+ (∂xφL)

2
]
, (7)

where v is the velocity of the low-energy modes and
φR,L(x) are the right- and left-moving components of the
bosonic field obeying

[∂xφR,L(x), φR,L(x
′)] = ±iδ(x− x′). (8)

The low-energy fermion fields can be bosonized in the
form

ψ†
R,L(x) ∼ ei

√
π

2K [(1±K)φR(x)+(1∓K)φL(x)], (9)

where K is the Luttinger parameter. Taking the contin-
uum limit of Eq. (1) including the high-energy mode, we
obtain the effective Hamiltonian

HnLL = HLL +

∫
dx d†(εp − iu∂x)d

+
1√
2πK

∫
dx (κR∂xφR + κL∂xφL) d

†d, (10)

where εp and u are the renormalized energy and velocity,
respectively, of the high-energy particle in the interacting
model. Note that the high-energy particle behaves as a
mobile impurity [53, 54] that interacts with the bosonic
modes via the coupling constants κR,L.
The impurity mode can be decoupled from the

bosonic fields by the unitary transformation U =

e
−i

∫
dx√
2πK

(γRφR+γLφL)d†d
, where γR,L = κR,L/(v ∓ u)

are the right- and left-mover phase shifts. In the nLL,
γR,L govern all the space-time correlation functions of
the system as well as the threshold singularities of dy-
namic response functions [24, 27]. As we will see below,
these non-trivial interaction parameters can be measured
as fractional charges in our proposed out-of-equilibrium
protocol.
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We now proceed to calculate the fractional transport
properties using the nLL theory. Up to irrelevant terms,
the transformed Hamiltonian H̃nLL = UHnLLU

† becomes
noninteracting [55]

H̃nLL =
v

2

[
(∂xφ̃R)

2
+ (∂xφ̃L)

2
]
+ d̃†(εp − iu∂x)d̃, (11)

with

∂xφR,L = U†∂xφ̃R,LU = ∂xφ̃R,L ± γR,L√
2πK

d̃†d̃, (12)

d† = U†d̃†U = d̃† e
i√

2πK
γRφ̃Re

i√
2πK

γLφ̃L . (13)

Note that an initial excitation d† now consists of three
parts: two vertex operators, VL,R(x) = e

i√
2πK

γL,Rφ̃L,R(x)
,

that excite low-energy modes φ̃L,R(x, t) = φ̃L,R(x ± vt)

propagating with velocity ±v and a free particle d̃† with
velocity u, as schematically depicted in Fig. 1(b). The
fractional charges of the three propagating parts can be
measured with the charge density operator, which after
rotation using Eq. (12) is given by

Q =

√
K

2π
∂x(φ̃L − φ̃R) +

(
1− γR + γL

2π

)
d̃†d̃. (14)

By calculating the commutator using Eq. (8), we have

[Q(y),VR,L(x)] =
γR,L

2π
VR,L(x)δ(x− y). (15)

Thus, the right- and left-moving vertex operators carry
fractional charges nR,L =

γR,L

2π propagating with velocity
±v. The remaining charge corresponding to the particle
d̃† is nI = 1− nR − nL with velocity u.
In the tDMRG simulation, we use the Gaussian wave

packet defined in Eq. (2); see Fig. 1(a). The propagation
at half-filling, kF = π/2, is shown in Fig. 2(a). Note that
all parameters are known in this case: K = π

2[π−arccos(V )] ,

v = π
√
1−V 2

2 arccos(V ) = u/ sin(k0), and momentum-independent

phase shifts γR,L = π(1 − K) [27]. In all cases, we ob-
serve three fractional humps that move with the exact
velocities and magnitudes predicted by the nLL theory.
Remarkably, the shape of the low-energy wave packets is
stable over the whole energy regime, showing coherence
over long times as it can be seen in Fig. 2(a). In addi-
tion, the variance of the high-energy hump, σ2

h, grows in
time according to Eq. (5) with an interaction-dependent
effective mass; see Fig. 2(b). Therefore, the theoretical
ad-hoc prediction of exactly three parts in the mode ex-
pansion (6) surprisingly provides a robust prediction of a
free stable fractional particle. See the SM [52] for more
details on the fitting procedure.

Here, spatial oscillations in the density with wave num-
ber 2kF have been averaged out by taking the average
ρj(t) between two nearest-neighbor sites. They can be
attributed to the staggered part of the density operator
as discussed in the SM [52].
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FIG. 2. Wave packet at half filling. (a) Snapshots of the av-
eraged density profile for different times and V = 0.5. The
time evolution is shown for k0 = 0.9π. The gray dashed lines
denote the light cone set by the velocity of the low-energy
modes. The dotted line indicates the velocity of the high-
energy particle. The shaded regions for the data t = 30 and
60 show the time-dependent Gaussian functions which repro-
duce the tDMRG results represented by the symbols. The
red dashed lines are the sums of the Gaussian functions. For
t = 90, we show density profiles for the values of k0 indicated
in the plot. (b) Variance of the high-energy hump vs. t. The
red solid line is a fit to our estimates using a quadratic func-
tion [52].

In our analysis, we have used a large set of different val-
ues of t, V , and k0, which all show excellent agreement
with the nLL theory. This implies that the nLL theory
remarkably describes the whole energy regime covered
by the Gaussian excitation with momentum k0 > kF . As
predicted, we have not seen any momentum dependence
in nR,L [52]. Moreover, we observe a left-right symme-
try in the low-energy humps, which is surprising since
the initial wave packet at finite k0 clearly does not have
this symmetry. Last but not least, we can apply the the-
ory also to excitations very close to the Fermi energy,
i.e. k0 → π/2. Once u → v, longer and longer times
t ≳ τsp ≡ σ0/|v − u| are required to distinguish the two
right-moving humps. In fact, this is in perfect agreement
with conventional LL theory [6] of only one left- and one
right-moving fractional charge with 1−K

2 and 1+K
2 , re-

spectively [6]. Hence, the continuous crossover from nLL
to LL behavior becomes very intuitive in the dynamics
of fractional charges

γL,R

2π . In contrast, this crossover is
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FIG. 3. Wave packet at quarter filling. (a) Averaged density profile for at fixed time t = 90, V = 0.2, and distinct values of
k0. For k0 = 0.5π, the symbols are the tDMRG results and the dashed line is the fit to our data considering the sum of three
Gaussian functions, which are shown in the inset. (b) Charge of the left-moving hump as a function of momentum for different
values of V . The dashed lines represent a linear fit of the data for (k0 − kF )/π ≤ 0.2. The stars on the vertical axis mark the
LL prediction (1−K)/2, valid for k0 → kF . (c) Spectral function A(k0, ω;σ0), see Eq. (16), calculated for V = 0.5. The inset
shows a cut for momentum k0 = 0.8π. The peak at higher frequencies is a signature of bound states.

much more involved in the frequency domain since the
threshold exponents are quadratic functions of the phase
shifts [26].

Quarter filling.—To illustrate a more generic situation,
we now consider the model in Eq. (1) at quarter filling,
kF = π/4. In this case, by solving Bethe ansatz equa-
tions, we can numerically determine the exact renormal-
ized dispersion, Luttinger parameter, and velocity of the
low-energy modes [1, 50].

Figure 3(a) shows tDMRG results for V = 0.2 and dif-
ferent values of k0 at t = 90 after averaging the density
over four neighboring sites to smooth the 2kF oscillations
out. In the low-energy regime, e.g. for k0 = 0.3π, we ob-
serve only one left and one right hump moving with veloc-
ities ±v, similar to the half-filled case. However, now the
charge nL carried by the left-moving hump varies with
k0 as shown in Fig. 3(b), which in turn directly provides
the momentum-dependent phase shifts γL = 2πnL. In
the extrapolation k0 → kF we recover the LL prediction
nL → 1−K

2 .

For larger values of k0, see for example k0 = 0.5π
and 0.7π in Fig. 3(a), the three signals predicted by
the nLL are observed again: two counter-propagating
charges nR,L =

κR,L

2π(v∓u) moving with velocities ±v, and
a large right-moving hump with velocity u. Note that
the right low-energy mover carries negative charge since
u > v. We again find that the time evolution of the ex-
citation can be predicted by three propagating Gaussian
wave packets [52].

As we increase the momentum, the density profile de-
velops a complex pattern. For k0 = 0.8π in Fig. 3(a), the
broad feature around the middle of the chain suggests the
presence of additional excitations. In fact, the operator
in Eq. (2) can create not only individual particles but
also composite excitations with net charge +1. To ana-
lyze the excitations, we consider the Fourier transform of
the overlap between the initial state in Eq. (2) and the

time-evolved one

A(k0, ω;σ0) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt ei(ω−E0)t ⟨Ψ(0)|Ψ(t)⟩ ,

=2π
∑
α

|⟨α|Ψ(0)⟩|2δ(ω − Eα + E0), (16)

where |α⟩ are eigenstates of H with energy Eα above
the ground-state energy E0. In the limit σ0 → ∞,
it reduces to the standard single-particle spectral func-
tion [55]. We compute A(k0, ω;σ0) by performing a fast
Fourier transform with a cosine window in the interval
t ∈ [−tmax, tmax], with tmax = 90.
As discussed in Ref. [55], the nLL theory for

A(k0, ω, σ0 → ∞) predicts a diverging peak at the disper-
sion ω = εp, which decays as power laws on both sides
with exponents dependent on the phase shifts. In our
results of A(k0, ω;σ0), this is reflected as a broad single-
particle peak for k0 ≲ 0.6π; see Fig. 3(c). At larger
momenta, A(k0, ω;σ0) displays a double-peak structure
for k0 near π, which is a clear indication of a yet unac-
counted excitation in the wave packet |Ψ(0)⟩ in Eq. (??).
This feature is absent for half-filling [52].

We identify this excitation as a composite of a two-
particle bound state with a free hole as depicted in
Fig. 1(c), which has been predicted in Ref. [55]. Such a
composite gives a high-energy continuum in the spectral
function for momenta greater than π + kF −Qbs, where
Qbs = [π − 2 arccos(V )]

(
1− 2kF

π

)
restricts the momen-

tum of bound state |π − kbs| < Qbs. Note that Qbs

vanishes for V → 0 or kF → π
2 . In nLL theory, this type

of excitation can be described by c†j ∼ e−ik0xB†(x)h†(x)
[55]. For k0 = 0.8π in Fig. 3(a), both the bound state
(B†) and the hole (h†) are created near the bottom of
their respective bands. This implies a low velocity, con-
sistent with a slow-moving hump. In general, the evolu-
tion of the wave packet may involve contributions from
low- or high-energy particles, holes, and bound states
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that share the total momentum covered by the Gaussian
distribution; see the SM [52].

Conclusions.— We proposed an out-of-equilibrium
protocol to investigate the fractionalization of high-
energy excitations in critical chains. We clarified the
crossover between LL and nLL regimes and identified
contributions from elementary particles moving with dif-
ferent velocities and carrying fractional charges, which
can be negative for u > v. The transport simulations
reveal also more involved excitations, such composite ex-
ctiations formed by holes and bound states. This analysis
also applies to quantum spin chains and spin-charge sep-
arated quantum fluids [56, 57]. Our work paves the way
for precision tests of nLL effects through non-equilibrium
dynamics in ultracold-atom platforms [58, 59] and time-
resolved measurements of hot electrons in quantum wires
and quantum Hall edge states [60–62]. In particular, we
find a fractionally charged particle with free-particle dy-
namics, a right-moving low-energy excitation which can
be negatively charged, and a left-moving signal that gives
an exact measurement of the interaction couplings in a
large parameter regime. Hence, experimental measure-
ments of counter-propagating fractional charges directly
provide quantitative values of the momentum-dependent
interactions in the linear and the nonlinear regimes.
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[43] C. Kollath, U. Schollwöck, and W. Zwerger, Spin-Charge
Separation in Cold Fermi Gases: A Real Time Analysis,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 176401 (2005).

[44] T. Ulbricht and P. Schmitteckert, Is spin-charge sepa-
ration observable in a transport experiment? EPL 86,
57006 (2009).

[45] K. A. Al-Hassanieh, J. Rincón, E. Dagotto, and G. Al-
varez, Wave-packet dynamics in the one-dimensional ex-
tended Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 88, 045107 (2013).

[46] M. Acciai, A. Calzona, G. Dolcetto, T. L. Schmidt, and
M. Sassetti, Charge and energy fractionalization mech-
anism in one-dimensional channels, Phys. Rev. B 96,
075144 (2017).

[47] S. Scopa, P. Calabrese, and L. Piroli, Real-time spin-
charge separation in one-dimensional Fermi gases from
generalized hydrodynamics, Phys. Rev. B 104, 115423
(2021).

[48] A. Moreno, A. Muramatsu, and J. M. P. Carmelo,
Charge and spin fractionalization beyond the Luttinger-
liquid paradigm, Phys. Rev. B 87, 075101 (2013).

[49] A. A. Dontsov and A. P. Dmitriev, Charge fractionaliza-
tion beyond the Luttinger liquid paradigm: An analytical
consideration, Phys. Rev. B 103, 195148 (2021).

[50] V. E. Korepin, N. M. Bogoliubov, and A. G. Izer-
gin, Quantum Inverse Scattering Method and Correlation
Functions (Cambridge University Press, 1993).

[51] R. Shankar, Principles of Quantum Mechanics (Springer,
1994).

[52] See the Supplemental Material for a detailed analysis of
the free fermion wave packet, the spectral function at
half filling, and the momentum-dependent charge of the
left-moving hump at quarter filling.

[53] Y. Tsukamoto, T. Fujii, and N. Kawakami, Critical be-
havior of Tomonaga-Luttinger liquids with a mobile im-
purity, Phys. Rev. B 58, 3633 (1998).

[54] L. Balents, X-ray-edge singularities in nanotubes and
quantum wires with multiple subbands, Phys. Rev. B 61,
4429 (2000).

[55] R. G. Pereira, S. R. White, and I. Affleck, Spectral func-
tion of spinless fermions on a one-dimensional lattice,
Phys. Rev. B 79, 165113 (2009).

[56] T. L. Schmidt, A. Imambekov, and L. I. Glazman, Fate
of 1D Spin-Charge Separation Away from Fermi Points,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 116403 (2010).

[57] F. H. L. Essler, R. G. Pereira, and I. Schneider, Spin-
charge-separated quasiparticles in one-dimensional quan-
tum fluids, Phys. Rev. B 91, 245150 (2015).

[58] P. L. Pedersen, M. Gajdacz, N. Winter, A. J. Hilliard,
J. F. Sherson, and J. Arlt, Production and manipulation
of wave packets from ultracold atoms in an optical lattice,
Phys. Rev. A 88, 023620 (2013).

[59] J. Vijayan, P. Sompet, G. Salomon, J. Koepsell,
S. Hirthe, A. Bohrdt, F. Grusdt, I. Bloch, and C. Gross,
Time-resolved observation of spin-charge deconfinement
in fermionic Hubbard chains, Science 367, 186 (2020).

[60] M. Kataoka, N. Johnson, C. Emary, P. See, J. P. Grif-
fiths, G. A. C. Jones, I. Farrer, D. A. Ritchie, M. Pepper,
and T. J. B. M. Janssen, Time-of-Flight Measurements
of Single-Electron Wave Packets in Quantum Hall Edge
States, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 126803 (2016).

[61] M. Hashisaka, N. Hiyama, T. Akiho, K. Muraki, and
T. Fujisawa, Waveform measurement of charge- and spin-
density wavepackets in a chiral Tomonaga-Luttinger liq-
uid, Nat. Phys. 13, 559 (2017).

[62] C. Bäuerle, D. C. Glattli, T. Meunier, F. Portier,
P. Roche, P. Roulleau, S. Takada, and X. Waintal, Co-
herent control of single electrons: a review of current
progress, Rep. Prog. Phys. 81, 056503 (2018).

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.76.155402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1165403
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.027206
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.126403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.206805
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.81.205120
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.81.205120
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1142/S0217979212440080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.246402
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.260602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.260602
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.045112
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.89.161104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1678
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-019-10613-2
https://www.nature.com/articles/s41467-019-10613-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0652-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41563-020-0652-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.abn1719
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.076401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.076401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.47.5849
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.92.226405
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.176401
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1209/0295-5075/86/57006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1209/0295-5075/86/57006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.88.045107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.075144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.075144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.115423
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.104.115423
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.87.075101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.195148
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/quantum-inverse-scattering-method-and-correlation-functions/CF36D7B224AC61B8D67678D14E92C64F
https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/quantum-inverse-scattering-method-and-correlation-functions/CF36D7B224AC61B8D67678D14E92C64F
https://link.springer.com/book/10.1007/978-1-4757-0576-8
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.58.3633
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.61.4429
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.61.4429
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.79.165113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.116403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.91.245150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.88.023620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aay2354
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.126803
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys4062
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6633/aaa98a


7

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Free-fermion case

We use the exact solution of the free-fermion case to
benchmark our tDMRG results. In Fig. 4, we show snap-
shots of typical density profiles for half filling. We find an
excellent agreement between the analytical formula and
the numerical simulation. Due to the relatively small
variance in the Fourier space, all the one-particle states
with significant probability amplitude have roughly the
same velocity. As a consequence, we observe the coherent
motion of the wave packet.

Oscillations in the density profile

The numerical results reveal that in the interacting
case the density profile develops oscillations as soon as
the counter-propagating humps start to split. This effect
can be observed for the low- and high-energy regimes in
Fig 5(a) and (b), respectively. To separate the alternat-
ing part from the smooth one, we evaluate the absolute
value of the difference between the local charge excess in
neighboring sites, defining

∆ρj(t) =
1

2
|ρj(t)− ρj+1(t)|. (17)

The result for ∆ρj(t) is represented by the black lines in
Fig. 5(b). The wave front of the alternating part moves
along the smooth part of the fastest density humps, but
the alternating part has a long tail that persists after the
smooth part has propagated away. We stress that the
alternating part does not contribute to the net charge
being transported away from the region where the exci-
tation was initially created.

50 100 150 200

j

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

ρ
j(
t)

t = 0

t = 50

t = 100

FIG. 4. Snapshots of the density profile for k0 = 0.56π and
half filling in the noninteracting model, V = 0. The filled
circles are the exact results obtained via Eq. (4) of the main
text and the squares are tDMRG data. The results were ob-
tained setting L = 220, σ0 = 14.5, and j0 = 55.
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FIG. 5. Snapshots of the density profile for (a) k0 = 0.55π
and (b) k0 = 0.9π, half filling and V = 0.5. The green and
blue lines represent the local charge excess before and after
the two-site average, respectively. The black lines represent
the two-site difference ∆ρj(t), see Eq. (17), which selects the
alternating part of the density profile.

We can use the effective field theory to understand how
the oscillations arise only in the presence of interactions.
The bosonized form of the density operator is [1]

nj ∼
√
K

2π
(∂xφL − ∂xφR)

+
1

2πα
cos

[√
2πK(φL − φR)− 2kFx

]
, (18)

where α is a nonuniversal short-distance cutoff of the
order of the lattice spacing. The second term is the stag-
gered part that oscillates with momentum 2kF .

At low energies, we take k0 → kF and c†j →
e−ikF xψ†

R(x) + eikF xψ†
L(x) in Eq. (2). Setting j0 = 0 in

an infinite chain, the expectation value of the staggered
part in the time-evolved state becomes

ρstj (t) =
A2e−i2kF x

4πα

∫
dx′dx′′ e

− (x′)2

2σ2
0 e

− (x′′)2

2σ2
0 e−i2kF x′

×⟨ψL(x
′)ei

√
2πK[φL(x,t)−φR(x,t)]ψ†

R(x
′′)⟩+ c.c..

(19)



8

Bosonizing the fermion operators, we obtain

ρstj (t) ∼ e−i2kF x

∫
dx′dx′′ e

− (x′)2

2σ2
0 e

− (x′′)2

2σ2
0 e−i2kF x′

×⟨VR(x
′;K − ν)VR(x− vt;−K)VR(x

′′; ν)⟩
×⟨VL(x

′;−ν)VL(x+ vt;K)VL(x
′′; ν −K)⟩

+ c.c. (20)

where ν = 1+K
2 . The three-point function for the chiral

vertex operators has the form

⟨VR,L(x1;n1)VR,L(x2;n2)VR,L(x3;n3)⟩
=

∏
i<j

(xi − xj ± iα)ninj/K , (21)

provided that the neutrality condition
∑

i ni = 0 is sat-
isfied. We then have

ρstj (t) ∼ e−i2kF x

∫ ∞

−∞
dx′′ e

− (x′′)2

2σ2
0 (x− vt− x′′ + iα)−

1+K
2 (x+ vt− x′′ − iα)

1−K
2

×
∫ ∞

−∞
dx′ e−i2kF x′

e
− (x′)2

2σ2
0 (x′ − x+ vt+ iα)

1−K
2 [(x′ − x′′)2 + α2]−

1−K2

4K (x′ − x− vt− iα)−
1+K

2 + c.c..(22)

From Eq. (22) we can check that there are no oscil-
lations in the noninteracting case. Setting K = 1 for
V = 0, the result simplifies to

ρstj (t) ∼ e−i2kF x

∫ ∞

−∞
dx′′ e

− (x′′)2

2σ2
0 (x− vt− x′′ + iα)−1

×
∫ ∞

−∞
dx′ e−i2kF x′

e
− (x′)2

2σ2
0 (x′ − x− vt− iα)−1

+ c.c.. (23)

The integral over x′ vanishes because the integrand is an
analytical function in the lower half plane. For K ̸= 1,
the integrand in Eq. (22) has branch cuts both above
and below the real axis and the staggered part of the
density operator acquires a nonzero expectation value.
Physically, the branch points at x′ = x±vt are associated
with excitations moving in opposite directions.

Momentum independence at half filling

To avoid the reflection of the wave packet at the bound-
aries, the time reached in the tDMRG simulations is fixed
by system size and the interaction. This limitation on the
maximum time may prevent distinguishing the two right-
moving humps. In Fig. 6, we show the charges nR,L as
a function of the LL parameter for two distinct values of
k0. In these cases, both right and left low-energy movers
can be separately resolved and we observe an excellent
agreement with the nLL prediction, nR,L = (1−K)/2.

Now, for the cases in which we cannot resolve the right-
moving excitations, we analyze the dynamics by assum-
ing that the density profile consists of two symmetric
counter-propagating humps with velocity v and a middle
one with mean velocity u = v sin(k0). We fit our results
using the following equation

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

K

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

0.25

n
R

k0 = π

k0 = 0.9π

nLL

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

K

0.0

0.1

0.2

n
L

FIG. 6. Charge carried by the right movers for k0 = 0.9π and
π. The charge of the left movers is shown in the inset. The
solid lines are the nLL predictions, nR,L = (1−K)/2

ρj(t) = A

[
e
− (j−j0−vt)2

σ2
l + e

− (j−j0+vt)2

σ2
l

]
+ Ãe

− (j−j0−ut)2

σ2
h ,

(24)
where the amplitude A and the variance σl are obtained
by fitting the left-moving wave packet. The amplitude
Ã and the variance of the high-energy wave packet are
fitting parameters. In Fig. 7(a), we show combinations of
three Gaussian functions that describe the time evolution
of the charge wave packet. For V = 0.5 and k0 = 0.8π,
the fixed parameters of the low-energy contributions are
σl = 14.74 and A = 0.0048. The free fitting parameters
Ã and σh depend on time and vary monotonically once
the left movers can be discerned from the right-moving
excitation; see Fig. 7(b).

As aforementioned, in the free-fermion case, a Gaus-
sian wave packet of a single particle that is strongly
peaked around k0 spreads in time as σ2(t) ≈ σ2

0(1 +
t2

m2
0σ

4
0
). In this context, by fitting our estimates of σ2

h(t)
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FIG. 7. (a) Snapshots of the averaged density profile for
V = 0.5, k0 = 0.8π and t = 50, 70, and 90. The symbols are
tDMRG results and the red lines fit our data considering Eq.
(24). The shaded regions represent the three Gaussian func-
tions that are combined to produce the density profile. (b)

Time dependence of the fitting parameters σl and Ã (see the
inset). The red line is the fit to our data using σ2

h(t) = a+bt2.

considering the function σ2
h(t) = a + bt2, we obtain

b = 0.006. Overall, we find that the combination of three
Gaussian functions is consistent with our DMRG results.

Spectral decomposition of the initial excitation

In the main text, we discuss the spectral decomposition
of the initial excitation for quarter filling. In addition to
the signature of one-particle states, we observe the emer-
gence of two-particle bound states, which do not exist for
the half-filling case [55]. Indeed, the function A(k0, ω;σ0)
is characterized by a single peak in the vicinity of the
high-energy particle excitations (see Fig. 8).

Wave-packet dynamics at quarter filling

In contrast to the half-filling case, where one-particle
states dominate the time evolution of the Gaussian exci-
tation, additional high-energy states play an important
role at low densities. In this case, we observe that the
dynamics may harbor two-particle bound states and free
holes, whose fingerprint is observed in A(k0, ω;σ0). As
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)

FIG. 8. Function A(k0, ω;σ) for V = 0.5. The dominance of
the high-energy particle excitations is unveiled by the single-
peak pattern around ε(k0) = −v cos(k0). The inset shows a
cut for k0 = 9π

10
.
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FIG. 9. (a) Averaged density profile for k0 = π/2, t = 90 and
distinct values of V . (b) Snapshots of the averaged density
profile for V = 0.2 and k0 = 0.55π. The time evolution of
the wave packet can be described by the propagation of three
Gaussian functions represented by the shaded regions on the
plot, whose sum produces the red solid lines. The symbols
are the DMRG results.

discussed in the main text, the minimum value of momen-
tum for which the aforementioned composite excitation
exists is

k ≥ π + kF −Qbs. (25)

with Qbs = [π−2 arccos(V )]
(
1− 2kF

π

)
. Thus, to observe

the nLL prediction discussed in the main text, we must
set appropriate values of k0 and V such that only single-
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particle excitations are created in the initial state. For
instance, for V = 0.2 and k0 ≲ 0.7π, we observe that
the late-time excitation comprises a three-hump struc-
ture, as predicted by nLL. In this regime, we can de-
scribe the evolution of the initial excitation using a com-
bination of three propagating Gaussian wave packets. In
Fig. 9(a), we show snapshots of the averaged density
profile for V = 0.2 and k0 = 0.55π. The decomposi-
tion of the excitation into three Gaussian functions is
represented by the shaded regions in the figure. The ve-
locities v = 0.764 and u = 1.06 are the obtained via
Bethe ansatz. Note that the right-moving excitation is
composed by one Gaussian function with a negative am-
plitude that follows velocity v and one hump with ve-

locity of the high-energy particle with momentum k0. It
is worth pointing out that the negative charge carried
by the low-energy right-moving hump is consistent with
the nLL description, nR ∝ 1/(v − u) < 0. In general,
we found a good agreement between the combination of
three Gaussian functions and the tDMRG results as long
as we do not have composite excitations in the dynamics.
Finally, let us briefly discuss a case where we see sig-

natures of the bound states, but we can still discern the
left- and right-propagating excitations; see Fig. 9(b). De-
pending on k0, the left-moving wave packet is not only
composed by low-energy movers, but a combination of
excitations with velocity close to −v. Indeed, the tail of
the left wave packet in Fig. 9(b) suggests the existence
of holes propagating with velocity close to the Fermi one.
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