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We study the time evolution of a one-dimensional system of strongly correlated electrons (a
‘sample’) that is suddenly coupled to a smaller, initially empty system (a ‘nanoprobe’), which can
subsequently move along the system. Our purpose here is to study the role of interactions in this
model system when it is far from equilibrium. We therefore take both the sample and the nanoprobe
to be described by a Hubbard model with on-site repulsive interactions and nearest-neighbor hop-
ping. We compute the behavior of the local particle density and the local density of states (LDOS)
as a function of time using time-dependent matrix product states at quarter and at half filling, fill-
ings at which the chain realizes a Luttinger liquid or a Mott insulator, respectively. This allows us
to study in detail the oscillation of the particles between the sample and the nanoprobe. While, for
noninteracting systems, the LDOS is time-independent, in the presence of interactions, the backflow
of electrons to the sample will lead to nontrivial dynamics in the LDOS. In particular, studying
the time-dependent LDOS allows us to study how the Mott gap closes locally and how this melting
of the Mott insulator propagates through the system in time after such a local perturbation—a
behavior that we envisage can be investigated in future experiments on ultrashort time scales or on
optical lattices using microscopy setups.

I. INTRODUCTION

One very common and interesting scenario in
physics occurs when two systems are coupled
to one another starting at a particular point in
time and then interact with one another in a
time-dependent way. The salient physical ques-
tion is how the two systems then evolve in time.
When the two systems are quantum many-body
systems, particularly interesting behavior can
be expected.
The study of such nonequilibrium corre-

lated systems is inspired by fundamental issues
such as the nature of thermalization in closed
quantum systems [1–4], the behavior found in
controlled experimental investigations in cold
atomic gases on optical lattices [5, 6], and by
the study of material properties after a strong
photo excitation, typically in the context of
pump-probe experiments [7–10]. These ad-
vanced time-resolved experimental techniques
make it possible to study a variety of nonequi-
librium phenomena, such as the formation of
transient order, light-induced phase transitions,
or hidden states on ultra-short time scales (pico-

or femtoseconds) [11–24]. One such experi-
mental approach is time- and angular resolved
photo emission spectroscopy (trARPES) [25],
which provides direct insights into nonequilib-
rium properties of spectral functions, e.g., the
existence of Floquet states [26–34], which have
been proposed as a means of engineering certain
material properties such as topological states in
periodically driven systems [31, 35, 36].

Typically, trARPES measurements are made
in momentum space; in order to gain insights
into the behavior of observables in real space,
one would thus need to Fourier-transform the
data [37]. For locally restricted excitations (e.g.,
ones induced by the tip of a scanning tunneling
microscope (STM) [38, 39]), it can be important
to investigate the evolution of spectral proper-
ties directly in position space. While STM ex-
periments typically deal with transport prop-
erties in the linear-response regime and hence
remain close to equilibrium (see, e.g., Ref. 40
for a recent review article), it is also interest-
ing to consider such situations far away from
equilibrium. Here we treat this case, computing
the time evolution of the local density of states

ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

15
60

9v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  2

2 
Ju

l 2
02

4



2

(LDOS) when strongly perturbing a strongly
correlated system only locally. We envisage that
this quantity will be experimentally accessible
in the future, also on the ultrashort time scales
treated by us here.

Inspired by these considerations, we ask the
question of what happens when a small, initially
empty, test system (in the following referred to
as a ‘nanoprobe’ or ‘probe’) is brought near a
sample hosting a strongly correlated state of
matter. We assume a strong coupling between
the sample and the nanoprobe, which also al-
lows for electrons to flow from the probe back
to the sample. This will induce a dynamics
that is far from the linear-response regime, so
that an equilibrium description does not apply.
One important aspect is to what extent mea-
sures from linear response theory are useful to
describe such a situation. We quantify this by
considering in detail the properties of the LDOS
computed from time-dependent single particle
propagators. The behavior of the LDOS is
particularly interesting for strongly correlated
electrons because the time-evolved LDOS can
exhibit nontrivial features induced by signifi-
cant electron-electron interaction: whereas the
LDOS remains time-independent after the sud-
den coupling for noninteracting systems (as dis-
cussed later in the paper), this is no longer true
for strongly interacting systems, and the behav-
ior of the LDOS can change significantly in the
course of time.

Here we study these aspects on a ‘stan-
dard’ model for strongly correlated physics,
namely, the Hubbard model in one spatial di-
mension [41, 42]. At finite repulsive interaction
strength, this model exhibits Mott-insulating
behavior [43] at half filling and is a Luttinger
liquid [44] otherwise. Our setup allows us to
study and compare the time evolution of the
LDOS in the two qualitatively different phases
by tuning the initial filling.

The remainder of the paper is organized as
follows: In Sec. II, we describe the model, the
quantities that we study, and the methods that

we use. In particular, in Sec. IIA, we de-
scribe the setup of our model system and the
time-dependent coupling between sample and
nanoprobe. In Sec. II B, we discuss the ob-
servables we compute, in particular the time-
dependent LDOS. Section IIC describes our
matrix-product-state (MPS) approach to simu-
lating the dynamics of the system as well as the
exact solution for the U = 0 case. In Sec. III we
present our results for both the stationary and
the moving nanoprobe. Finally, we discuss and
summarize our findings in Sec. IV. In addition,
App. A describes estimates of the accuracy of
our calculations by comparing to the exact re-
sults at U = 0, and App. B contains additional
results for a higher nanoprobe velocity, v = 1.

II. MODEL, OBSERVABLES, AND
METHODS

A. Model

. . . . . .
U

vth

th

t′h

FIG. 1. Schematic depiction of the setup.
Blue sites are in the sample and red sites in the
nanoprobe. The tunneling strength th and the on-
site Hubbard U have each the same values in the
sample and the probe, respectively. The tunneling
strength t′h between sample and nanoprobe is finite
only at times t > 0. The nanoprobe can move to
the right with a constant speed v ≥ 0 relative to
the sample.

We study the one-dimensional Hubbard
model [41, 42], which, at time t = 0, is sud-
denly coupled to a set of initially empty inter-
acting sites, which represent the nanoprobe, as
depicted in Fig. 1. This system is modeled by
the Hamiltonian
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H =− th
∑

k∈{sample,probe}

∑
σ

(
c†k,σck+1,σ + c†k+1,σck,σ

)
+ U

∑
k∈{sample,probe}

nk,↑nk,↓

− t′h
∑

i∈sample

∑
j∈probe

∑
σ

w(t, i, j)
(
c†i,σcj,σ + c†j,σci,σ

)
,

(1)

with

w(t, i, j) = Θ(t)

[
Θ

(
vt− i+ j +

L− l

2
+ 1

)
−Θ

(
vt− i+ j +

L− l

2
− 1

)]
, (2)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside function, t the time,
and we take the lattice constant to be 1. We
designate the number of sites in the sample L,
the number of sites in the nanoprobe l with in-
dex i ∈ {1, ..., L} in the sample and j ∈ {1, ..., l}
in the probe and work in the canonical ensemble
with a fixed number of particles N . In Hamil-
tonian (1), we assume open boundary condi-
tions (OBC). The function w(t, i, j) causes each
site of the nanoprobe to be coupled to the two
nearest sites in the sample only for all times

t > 0. The operator c
(†)
i,σ represents the annihi-

lation (creation) operator for an electron with

spin σ on lattice site i, and ni,σ = c†i,σci,σ is the
electron density for spin σ at site i. Here th is
the hopping amplitude inside the sample and in-
side the nanoprobe; in the following, we work in
units in which th ≡ 1 and take ℏ ≡ 1. The cou-
pling t′h is the hopping amplitude between sam-
ple and probe. The parameter U ≥ 0 denotes
the strength of the repulsive on-site interaction
between the electrons, which we assume to be
the same in the sample and in the probe. If
not stated explicitly otherwise, we take U = 4,
a value coresponding to the bandwidth of the
sample at U = 0. In the following, we will
also study the situation in which the nanoprobe
moves with a constant speed v over the sample.
For speeds v > 0, the hoppings between the
nanoprobe and the sample are adjusted in time
according to the function w(t, i, j) which leads
to a sequence of quantum quenches.

B. Observables

1. Local particle density ⟨ni⟩

In all cases, we compute the time evolution of
the local particle density ni(t) ≡ ⟨ψ(t)|ni|ψ(t)⟩.
Due to the strong tunneling between sample
and nanoprobe, we expect the backflow of elec-
trons to lead to nontrivial behavior in this quan-
tity. Furthermore, coupling the nanoprobe to
the sample is a local quench, so that we expect
that a perturbation will propagate through the
sample, leading to a light-cone-like signature in
ni(t). Note that for the Mott insulator at half
filling, the flow of electrons from the sample to
the nanoprobe will move the sample away from
half filling, so that it should then lose the prop-
erties of a Mott insulator in the course of time.
In particular, this should affect the Mott gap,
which is visible in the LDOS.

2. Time-dependent local density of states

We calculate the time evolution of the energy-
resolved LDOS at position i, Dσ(t, ω, i), as
the Fourier transform of the retarded two-time
Green’s function (see, e.g., Ref. 45 for a simi-
lar approach to computing the nonequilibrium
single-particle spectral function),

Dσ(t, ω, i) = Re

[
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Θ(τ) dτ W (τ)eiωτ

〈{
ci,σ(t+ τ), c†i,σ(t)

}〉]
, (3)
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where the operator c
(†)
i,σ(t) is the annihilation

(creation) operator for an electron with spin σ
at position i in the Heisenberg picture evolved
with the full, time-dependent Hamiltonian H(t)
at time t, and {·, ·} denotes the usual anticom-
mutator. Note that alternative ways of com-
puting momentum- and energy-resolved time-
dependent spectral functions that avoid carry-
ing out a Fourier transform to frequency space
do exist; see, e.g., Ref. 46. Here, however, we
study the local spectral properties using the
more direct definition of the LDOS based on lin-
ear response theory, Eq. (3), and compare the
results to the equilibrium expectations, giving
us a quantitative measure for how strongly our
time-dependent LDOS deviates from the linear-
response regime.
As discussed further below, we can compute

the two-time Green’s function up to a restricted
maximal time τmax, so that it is necessary to
regularize the integral either by introducing a
damping term e−ητ or to introduce a windowing
function in order to avoid ringing effects caused
by a sudden cut-off of the data at τ = τmax [47].
We find here that applying the Hann window,
which is defined as

W (τ) = Θ(τmax − |τ |) sin2
(

πτ

2τmax
+
π

2

)
,

leads to the best results.
Note that, at equilibrium (linear response

theory), the time evolution of c
(†)
i,σ(t) is car-

ried out using the Hamiltonian of the unper-
turbed system, so that time-translation invari-
ance can be used to reduce the time dependence
of the Green’s function to one time variable.
Since time-translation invariance is absent out
of equilibrum (e.g., in the quench we perfom
here at time t = 0), we need to treat the full
time dependence of the two-time Green’s func-
tion. Here we use a relative-time representation
of the retarded two-time Green’s function, i.e.,〈{
cx,↑(t+ τ), c†x,↑(t)

}〉
. This has two helpful

aspects: (i) we can interpret the variable t as

the waiting time after switching on the coupling
between the nanoprobe and the sample and ask
for the behavior of the LDOS at this waiting
time. (ii) It makes the numerical evaluation of
this quantity easier. This is the case because,
due to the Heaviside function Θ(τ), we only
need to compute the Green’s function for τ > 0.
Rather than this relative-time representation,
one could instead use the so-called Wigner rep-
resentation (see, e.g., Ref. 48), for which, how-
ever, one would also need to compute expecta-
tion values at further points in time, increasing
the computational cost. According to Ref. 48,
the results in both representations do not dif-
fer significantly, so that we choose to work in
the relative-time representation for the sake of
efficiency.

Due to the limitations of the numerical ap-
proaches, we have evaluated the integral numer-
ically using a time step dτ = 0.01 up to times
τmax = 5 (except that we take τmax = 20 for
the U = 0 case, which can be treated exactly).
However, we discretize ω at 2000 equally spaced
points between ωmin = −10 and ωmax = 10 by
interpolation using zero-padding. Note that, at
equilibrium, the LDOS defined in this way can
be expressed as a Lehmann representation with
positive weights, so that an interpretation as a
spectral weight is natural. However, this is no
longer possible in the nonequilibrium case, and
negative weights can, in principle, appear [49].
As discussed further below, we observe nega-
tive weights only at short times, at which the
system is strongly out of equilibrium, but, at
later times, negative weights seem to be ab-
sent, so that an interpretation of the results
in terms of spectral weights is possible. Simi-
larly, in nonequilibrium situations, one needs to
be careful about identifying the occupied and
unoccupied parts of the LDOS: at equilibrium,
one usually introduces the lesser and the greater
parts of the LDOS, B<

σ (ω, i) and B>
σ (ω, i) [50],

which indicate the populated and empty states
on lattice site i, respectively. Out of equilib-
rium, one can generalize these functions as fol-
lows:
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B<
σ (t, ω, i) = Re

[
1√
2π

∫ τmax

0

dτ W (τ)eiωτ
〈
c†i,σ(t)ci,σ(t+ τ)

〉]
, (4)

B>
σ (t, ω, i) = Re

[
1√
2π

∫ τmax

0

dτ W (τ)eiωτ
〈
ci,σ(t+ τ)c†i,σ(t)

〉]
. (5)

Note that, due to the lack of a Lehmann rep-
resentation, both quantities can become nega-
tive. Furthermore, linear response theory re-
quires time-translation invariance in order to
interpret these quantities as occupied or empty
parts of the spectrum, respectively. Here, due
to the nonequilibrium setup, we do not have
this symmetry when going to negative τ , so that
we can only expect these quantities to represent
the occupied (empty) part of the LDOS approx-
imately. We will come back to this interesting
aspect in Sec. III A 4, where we discuss how to
estimate the occupied states in D<

σ (t, ω, i) at
lattice site i by comparing to ⟨ni,σ⟩(t).

3. Nonequilibrium occupation energy

At equilibrium, the LDOS is obtained as

Deq
σ (ω, i) = Re

[
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Θ(τ) dτ W (τ)eiωτ〈{

ci,σ(τ)
H0 , c†i,σ(0)

H0

}〉]
, (6)

where H0 indicates that the time evolution
of the operators is carried out using the un-
perturbed Hamiltonian, and, due to time-
translation invariance, only one time variable
needs to be treated. Integrating the equilibrium
LDOS Deq

σ (ω, i) in energy up to the Fermi level
EF will yield the local particle density ⟨ni,σ⟩,
so that the LDOS below EF can be interpreted
as the occupied part. The Fermi energy EF

is hence the value of the energy of the high-
est populated state in the system. Similarly, at

equilibrium, one can introduce

B<,eq
σ (ω, i) = Re

[
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dτ W (τ)eiωτ〈

c†i,σ(0)
H0ci,σ(τ)

H0

〉]
(7)

as the lesser part of the LDOS. Note that
B<,eq

σ (ω, i) does not have weights for energies
higher than EF , so that

∫∞
−∞ dω B<,eq

σ (ω, i) =

⟨ni,σ⟩. Hence, B<,eq
σ (ω, i) represents the occu-

pied part of the LDOS. Out of equilibrium, how-
ever, one needs to be more careful. A simple
way to identify the populated states is to as-
sume that only the lowest-energy parts of the
nonequilibrium LDOS Dσ(t, ω, i) are occupied.
Integrating Dσ(t, ω, i) at site i at fixed wait-
ing time t up to a certain energy, which we call
Eocc, should give the same result as ⟨ni,σ⟩(t).
The value Eocc(t) can then be interpreted as
the nonequilibrium generalization of EF . We
define Eocc implicitly via

1

C

∫ Eocc(t,i)

−∞
dωDσ(t, ω, i) = ⟨ni,σ⟩(t) , (8)

with the normalization C =
∫∞
−∞ dωDσ(t, ω, i).

In the following, spin-flip symmetry is present;
thus, for simplicity, we only discuss the σ = ↑
component of both the LDOS and the particle
density.

Furthermore, we can compare the expecta-
tion value for the number of particles as ob-
tained from the energy integral

∫
dω B<

σ (t, ω, i)
at fixed t and i with the directly computed ex-
pectation value ⟨nσ,i⟩(t), which, in equilibrium,
is identical, as discussed above. Differences
from this expectation value can be considered to
be a measure of how far away from equilibrium
the system is. As discussed further below, sig-
nificant deviations are obtained at short times
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in particular, indicating strong nonequilibrium
behavior, while, at later times, both quantities
agree to within a few percent. The time evolu-
tion of Eocc(t) also indicates how particles are
redistributed in the course of time, in particu-
lar, for the cases in which the LDOS is changing
in time due to the strong interactions in the sys-
tem.

C. MPS-based methods

1. Initial state preparation and time evolution

All calculations for the interacting system
have been performed at U = 4 using a den-
sity matrix renormalization group (DMRG) al-
gorithm [51, 52] within the MPS framework [53,
54], which is available in the SymMps toolkit
[55].
The general procedure is as follows. For

U = 4, we calculate the ground state on a sys-
tem with L = 50 sample lattice sites and l = 5
nanoprobe sites for the quarter- and half-filled
samples, with N = 26 and N = 50 particles, re-
spectively. (We take N = 26 rather than N =
25 particles for quarter filling so that the num-
ber of spin-up and spin-down particles is equal.)
Initially, the nanoprobe is not yet coupled to
the system, i.e., t′h = 0. To ensure a state with
zero occupation at time t = 0 in the nanoprobe,
we add a small repulsive electrostatic potential∑
j∈ probe

µj(nj,↑ + nj,↓) on these sites. We then

perform a ground-state search with a maximum
bond dimension of χ = 2500 and a maximum
discarded weight of δ = 10−14 with a total of
50 sweeps. This allows us to approximate the
ground state of the system with an absolute er-
ror in the ground state energy of 3.0 × 10−6 in
the quarter-filled case, compared to the exact
value known from Bethe Ansatz [42, 56]. The
absolute error in the ground-state energy in the
half-filled case is even smaller, 1.7× 10−7.
At time t = 0, the electrostatic potential

in the nanoprobe is then set to zero, and it
is immediately coupled to the system with the
full hopping strength, t′h = th. We compute

the subsequent time evolution of the total sys-
tem using the time-dependent variational prin-
ciple (TDVP) in its two-site version using MPS
[57, 58]. This allows us to treat systems with ar-
bitrary coupling ranges and to adjust the bond
dimension in the course of the time evolution,
keeping track of the growth of entanglement
with time. It is known that the TDVP can have
substantial problems with product initial states.
Alternatively, one could use the matrix prod-
uct operator (MPO) WII time-evolution algo-
rithm [58, 59], which does not suffer from such
problems. Here we have tested both algorithms,
comparing with exact diagonalization for sys-
tems with 3 particles, and we find that the er-
rors of the TDVP for the given setup are an
order of magnitude smaller than those of the
MPO WII algorithm. The MPO WII has a
maximum absolute error of ≈ 4× 10−4 in ni(t)
for this test case, whereas the TDVP algorithm
reaches a maximum error of ≈ 5× 10−5. In ad-
dition, in App. A, we compare the time evolu-
tion of the half-filled case at U = 0 as obtained
from MPS with that of the exact solution (see
Sec. II C 3). As shown there, the absolute er-
rors grow in time. For v = 0, we find that the
absolute errors in ⟨ni,σ⟩(t) are ≲ 0.05 at later
times, and the absolute errors in the LDOS are
≲ 0.015, while for the moving probe the errors
in the LDOS are even smaller, although the ab-
solute errors in ⟨ni,σ⟩(t) can be as high as ∼ 0.1
at isolated points. Hence, we believe that our
results are sufficiently accurate to extract the
essential physical behavior.

We set the threshold for the discarded weight
during the time evolution to δ = 10−10 and the
maximum bond dimension to χmax = 2500. The
time step size is δt = 0.01 for all results pre-
sented. As discussed in App. A, the resulting
discarded weight at later times is rather large,
almost 10−4; however, due to the high computa-
tional cost, we do not further increase the bond
dimension or carry out calculations to longer
times.

We perform the time evolution so that, for
all waiting times, the integration time is τmax =
5 after the waiting time (i.e., for waiting time
t = 5, we perform the simulations up to times
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t + τmax = 10). In this way, all the presented
results at different waiting times have the same
resolution in ω.

For a finite speed v > 0 of the probe,
the Hamiltonian is explicitly time-dependent.
In principle, more accurate results can be
obtained by applying more elaborate dis-
cretization schemes on the time variable, such
as commutator-free exponential time (CFET)
propagators [60]. However, in our case, due
to the structure of the function w(t, i, j) in the
Hamiltonian (1), the time-dependence of H is
not continuous, but comes in steps at points in
time determined by the value of v. The time
evolution for v > 0 is, therefore, realized as a
sequence of quantum quenches, for which the
usual methods (here the TDVP) perform well.

2. Swap operator

For the case of the moving nanoprobe, i.e.,
v > 0, the hopping terms to the sample become
longer range with time, which leads to larger
entanglement between the two parts of the sys-
tem and hence makes the MPS description less
accurate. In our case, we have only nearest-
neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor hopping at
time t = 0; it is useful to keep the hopping as
short-range as possible in the course of the time
evolution. We address this by introducing the
swap operator (see Ref. 61 for the usage of swap
operators for time-evolution algorithms),

Pi =
∏

σ=↑,↓

[
1−

(
c†i,σ − c†i+1,σ

)(
ci,σ − ci+1,σ

)]
,

(9)
which is applied at the points in time when
the probe, according to the function w(t, i, j),
Eq. (2), couples to new sites in the sample.
In this way, the site labeling is adapted so
that the hopping terms for all times treated
are either nearest-neighbor or next-nearest-
neighbor terms, thus minimizing the entangle-
ment growth in the course of time.

3. Solution for U = 0

In the noninteracting case, U = 0, we can
solve the system exactly by diagonalizing the
Hubbard Hamiltonian (1) for a single particle.
In doing this, we add an additional chemical po-
tential of µ = 108 to the sites of the nanoprobe
so that the wave-function amplitude is vanish-
ingly small there. This ensures that the ini-
tial many-body state has zero particle density
on the nanoprobe before the coupling between
nanoprobe and sample is turned on at t = 0.
This then yields the single-particle wave func-
tions ϕi,n(0), where i denotes the lattice site
and n refers to the n-th excited state for a sin-
gle particle, with n = 1 being the single-particle
ground state. The time-dependent state |ψi(t)⟩
is then easily obtained by applying the time-
evolution operator e−iHt:

|ψi(t)⟩ = N↑∑
n=1

ϕi,n(t)c
†
n,↑ +

N↓∑
n=1

ϕi,n(t)c
†
n,↓

 |0⟩,

where ϕi,n(t) = e−iHtϕi,n(0) are the time-
evolved single-particle states. The time-
dependent LDOS Dσ(t, ω, i) can then be
calculated via the transformation ci,↑(t) =∑

n′ ϕi,n′(t) cn′,↑ . Note that n refers to the
single-particle states for the decoupled system;
n′, however, refers to the single-particle eigen-
states after coupling the nanoprobe to the
Hubbard chain. Inserting this expression into
Eq. (3) leads to a simple expression for the two-
time Green’s function:〈{

ci,σ(t+ τ), c†i,σ(t)
}〉

=∑
n′

ϕi,n′(t+ τ)ϕ∗i,n′(t) .

(10)

This expression is independent of the number
of particles in the system, as particles and holes
lead to the same contribution for the LDOS in
the U = 0 case. Furthermore, at v = 0, i.e., for
a time-independent Hamiltonian, the LDOS of
the noninteracting system is time-independent
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because the dependence on t in Eq. (10) van-
ishes for e−iH(t+τ) eiHt = e−iHτ . Note that
Eq. (10) can be calculated accurately to arbi-
trarily long times, so that, in contrast to the
MPS results at finite U , we can obtain much
better resolution in ω.

III. RESULTS

In this section, we present representative re-
sults for the time evolution of our setup. We
organize the discussion by first considering a
stationary nanoprobe, i.e., one that does not
move over the sample, v = 0, then going on to
a relatively slow nanoprobe with v = 0.55. We
have also carried out calculations at a higher
velocity, v = 1, which are presented in App. B;
we will also describe the salient aspects of the
behavior relative to that of v = 0.55 in the main
text. For all values of v, we first discuss the be-
havior of the noninteracting case, U = 0, then
present results for the interacting case, taking
the Hubbard interaction to have intermediate
strength, U = 4. For all cases, we take a sys-
tem with L = 50 sample sites with l = 5 ini-
tially empty probe sites and treat two values
of the band filling, quarter filling with N = 26
particles and half filling, with N = 50 particles.
We present the results for the time evolution
of the local particle density in the sample and
in the nanoprobe as well as the LDOS at three
fixed positions: in the sample far away from the
nanoprobe, site is = 13, in the sample directly
under the nanoprobe, site is = 26, and in the
center of the nanoprobe, site ip = 3. All results
are obtained for samples with L = 50 lattice
sites and nanoprobes with l = 5 lattice sites.

A. Resting nanoprobe: v = 0

We first consider the case in which the
nanoprobe does not move, i.e., v = 0. As soon
as the tunneling between the system and the
nanoprobe is turned on at time t = 0, the sys-
tem evolves nontrivially in time as it undergoes
a quantum quench. As the tunneling will also

be turned on at t = 0 for the cases of a moving
nanoprobe, the v = 0 behavior will provide a
basis for the interpretation of the moving cases.
Since the nanoprobe initially holds no particles,
particles will begin tunneling from the system
to the nanoprobe at t = 0.

1. Noninteracting case U = 0

We start with the noninteracting case, U = 0.
In Fig. 2(a), we display the expectation value of
the local particle density ni(t) for the quarter-
filled system as a color density plot plotted as
a function of position and time. As can be seen
in the plot, at time t = 0, the nanoprobe is
completely empty of particles. After the tun-
neling to the system is turned on (t > 0), the
particles begin to tunnel back and forth, lead-
ing to oscillations in time in the local particle
density in both the nanoprobe and in the re-
gion of the system in its vicinity. These oscil-
lations are somewhat spatially inhomogeneous
both in the system and in the nanoprobe, with
the strongest fluctuations of particle density oc-
curring near the center of the nanoprobe. As
time progresses, the time dependence in local
particle density spreads out in time. In par-
ticular, a “light cone” that spreads out across
the sample at constant speed c ≈ 1.6, which
we have estimated by roughly fitting the wave
front, is evident. In Figs. 2(b)–(d), we dis-
play the LDOS D↑(t, ω, x) for this case at sites
is = 13 and is = 26 in the sample and ip = 3
in the nanoprobe. Sites is = 26 and ip = 3
are directly next to each other and become di-
rectly linked by hopping terms as soon as the
coupling between probe and sample is turned
on. For U = 0 and a speed of v = 0, the LDOS
is time-independent for all sites after the cou-
pling is turned on. This is to be expected be-
cause the Hamiltonian is time-independent for
t > 0 in this case, and there is no scattering
between the electrons; see also the discussion in
Sec. II C 3. Thus, we display the LDOS for time
t = 0 only. For is = 13, Fig. 2(b), we observe
peaks at ω ≈ −2 and ω ≈ 2, with an oscillating
and non-vanishing LDOS in between the peaks.
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At sample site is = 26 and probe site ip = 3,
which are adjacent to one another, we can see
that the LDOS for both sites have peaks that
are largely at the same ω positions, with only
the amplitudes differing somewhat. In contrast
to the LDOS for is = 13, there is a major peak
at ω ≈ −4 for these two sites. Regarding the oc-
cupation energies, we find that Eocc(t) is essen-
tially time-independent on lattice site is = 13,
indicating no (or only very little) redistribution
of particles on the time scale considered. This is
to be expected, as the light-cone-like perturba-
tion in ni(t) reaches this position only at later
times, t > 5, which are not shown. At site
is = 26, Eocc(t) is initially close to the equlib-
rium Fermi energy at site is = 13. After the
nanoprobe is coupled to the sample, Eocc(t) be-
gins to oscillate, almost reaching the left edge
of the LDOS (i.e., the lattice site is nearly com-
pletely depleted) at time t = 4. The occupation
energy at site ip = 3 inside the nanoprobe is
not defined at time t = 0 because the system is
empty. However, after the probe is coupled to
the sample, Eocc(t) begins to oscillate, similarly
to the value on site is = 26, which is directly
coupled to this lattice site of the nanoprobe.
The oscillations of Eocc(t) on these two sites
have approximately opposite phase, indicating
strong tunneling of particles between the two
lattice sites. This is to be expected, since at
U = 0 there is no scattering between the par-
ticles, which could lead to equilibration of local
observables on short time scales.

2. Interacting case at quarter filling

We now turn on the Hubbard interaction to
U = 4, staying with quarter filling and rest-
ing nanoprobe, v = 0; see Fig. 3. As can
be seen by comparing Fig. 3(a) with Fig. 2(a),
the oscillation in local particle density between
the system and the nanoprobe is more damped
than in the U = 0 case. Again, a light cone
that spreads out over the system with the speed
c ≈ 1.6 is clearly evident. Examining the
LDOS for site is = 13 (well to the left of the
nanoprobe), we obtain a double peak structure,

FIG. 2. Exact results for the nanoprobe model
with L = 50 sample sites and l = 5 nanoprobe
sites for the system initially at quarter filling, i.e.,
N = 26, with U = 0 and nanoprobe velocity v = 0.
Here (a) depicts the expectation value of the local
particle density, ⟨ni⟩, as a color density plot as a
function of lattice site i and time t, and (b), (c),
and (d) plot the LDOS for the lattice sites is = 13,
is = 26, and ip = 3, respectively, as a function of
the frequency ω. Note that the LDOS is rigorously
time-independent for U = 0 when v = 0. The occu-
pation energy Eocc(t) is shown as an inset for each
of the three lattice sites as a function of t and is
also shown at five indicated times as vertical lines
in the LDOS.
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and an additional separated satellite peak at
higher ω. Again, as in Fig. 2(b), Eocc(t) is es-
sentially time-independent on this lattice site
on the time scales shown. As before, this is to
be expected from the light-cone signal in ni(t),
which reaches this position only after the times
shown.
For lattice sites is = 26, Fig. 2(c), and ip = 3,

Fig. 2(d), the overall structure of the LDOS
is similar at all times. However, in contrast
to the noninteracting case, the LDOS is time-
dependent at both sites. This is due to the in-
teractions between the electrons. Interestingly,
at the later times treated by us, they seem to
settle to a stationary value, and the change in
time is smaller than at the beginning of the evo-
lution. Again, Eocc(t) changes significantly in
time on both sites and oscillates with the period
of the oscillations of the local densities on these
sites. The phase of the oscillation again shows
a tendency to be opposite on both sites, but
the electron-electron interaction now induces a
damping.
Note that, as discussed in Sec. II, the reso-

lution in ω is significantly lower than for the
U = 0 case, so that finer structures are not re-
solvable. In addition, on general grounds, the
interaction U leads to self-energy contributions,
which tend to broaden out peaks in spectral
functions relative to the noninteracting case.

3. Interacting case at half filling

We now consider the effect of changing the
initial filling of the system to half filling. Fig-
ure 4 depicts the time evolution of the local
particle density for the noninteracting (U = 0)
half-filled system. In contrast to the quarter-
filled case, Fig. 2(a), we can see that the oscil-
latory behavior is now spread across the whole
nanoprobe rather than being concentrated in its
center. As discussed in Sec. II C 3, the LDOS
for the U = 0 case is independent of band fill-
ing. However, Eocc changes in time, as shown
in Fig. 2.
At finite interaction, U = 4, Fig. 6(a) shows

that the oscillations in the local particle den-

FIG. 3. MPS results for (a) the local particle
density and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26,
and (d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 4,
quarter filling, i.e., N = 26, and v = 0.
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FIG. 4. Exact results for the local particle density
plotted as in Fig. 2 for U = 0, half filling, i.e., N =
50, and v = 0. The occupation energy Eocc(t) is
shown as an inset for sites is = 26 and ip = 3. The
LDOS in this case is not explicitly shown, as it is
the same as in Fig. 2.

sity between the sample and the nanoprobe are
also present, but are heavily damped. The large
damping is not unexpected, as the system is in-
sulating for U = 4 and half filling, inhibiting
charge transport.

In the LDOS at is = 13, Fig. 6(b), we observe
two peaks, which, at the beginning of the time
evolution, have essentially the same height. The
splitting between the peaks is consistent with
the size of the Mott-Hubbard gap at this value
of U , which, according to the Bethe Ansatz, is
∆ ≈ 1.29 [43]. However, note that the weight
of the LDOS in Fig. 6 does not go to zero in
the gap region. This is because of the limited
resolution of our calculations; see Sec. II. As in
the previously discussed cases, the LDOS and
Eocc on this site initially show only very weak
time dependence, while at t = 5 a clear change
is visible. We associate this onset of change with
the arrival of the light cone, which induces a
change of the number of particles on this site,
and hence a change of the LDOS and Eocc.

For is = 26 and ip = 3, Figs. 6(c) and (d),

we obtain a continuous LDOS with a smaller
peak at energies below Eocc and a higher peak
at energies larger than Eocc. On both sites, the
LDOS changes in time, while, at later times,
the changes become smaller. The overall struc-
ture of the LDOS for both sites and at all times
is again comparable, as in the case of quarter
filling. However, the gap is no longer present
after the coupling to the probe is turned on, in-
dicating a melting of the Mott insulator in this
region.

We expect that this melting of the Mott in-
sulator will propagate through the system and
that the gap in the LDOS will close with the
arrival of the light cone on the respective site.
It remains an open question as to whether the
shape of the LDOS at longer times will approach
the results on site is = 26 also further away from
the nanoprobe. Due to the high computational
cost, we do not address this question further in
this paper.

From the insets of Figs. 6(b)-(d), it can be
seen that Eocc(t) behaves similarly to the pre-
viously discussed cases, but that the damping
is much stronger. The behavior on sites is = 26
and ip = 3 indicates that the amplitudes of
the oscillations are damped nearly completely to
zero on the time scales that we have been able
to treat; in addition, the values of Eocc(t) at
time t = 5 are quite similar, which corresponds
to what we would expect if equilibration takes
place. Both aspects indicate that the LDOS
reaches equilibrium on both adjacent sites on
the short time scales treated here. This is in-
teresting because, in typical materials, the hop-
ping strength is th ∼ 1eV, which translates to
time scales O(1 fs), corresponding to one time
unit in Fig. 6. Thus, equilibration after cou-
pling a Mott insulator to a nanoprobe seems to
happen on ultrafast time scales of a few fs. To
further investigate the equilibration behavior of
the Mott-insulating case, longer times and addi-
tional Mott-insulating systems would need to be
treated, which, due to the high computational
expense, is left as a subject for future research.
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4. Interpretation of the results as a
nonequilibrium LDOS

In the preceeding discussion, we have tacitly
interpreted our results as if we were dealing
with an equilibrium or near-equilibrium setup
(i.e., have applied linear response), so that the
corresponding Fourier transform of the Green’s
function, Eq. (3), can be rewritten in terms of a
Lehmann representation with explicitly positive
weights. Out of equilibrium, the weights cannot
be proven to be positive in general [49], so that,
in principle, negative weights can appear. This
makes it difficult to interpret the corresponding
results as a time-dependent LDOS. However, as
can be seen in Figs. 2-6, all of the weights cal-
culated here are positive, up to small artifacts,
which may be due, at least in part, to the way
we compute the Fourier transform. Hence, for
the cases treated so far, it appears reasonable
to interpret the results as time-evolving LDOS.

This issue can be further investigated by
studying the lesser and greater parts of the
LDOS as defined in Eqs. (4) and (5), respec-
tively. In equilibrium, the expectation is that∫
dω B<

σ (ω, x) = ⟨nx,σ⟩. Figure 5 shows results
for the discrepancy between the two quantities
in the out-of-equilibrium case for both the non-
interacting and the interacting, U = 4, cases at
half filling with a resting nanoprobe. The agree-
ment between

∫
dω B<

σ (ω, x) and the indepen-
dently computed expectation values ⟨nx,σ(t)⟩ at
later times is within a few percent, thus sub-
stantiating our interpretation of Dσ(ω, x, t), as
defined in Eq. (3), as a good approximation to
the time evolution of the LDOS for the later
times. Interestingly, for the interacting system,
the discrepancy is smaller than for the noninter-
acting system. At shorter times, t ≈ 1, however,
the discrepancy can become as large as ∼ 30%.
This shows that here the system is in a strongly
out-of-equilibrium regime in which the interpre-
tation of our results as a time-dependent LDOS
must be treated with caution. Note that, in all
cases, the absolute value of the discrepancy is
very small; at times t ≈ 1, however, the small
particle numbers lead to a large relative discrep-
ancy. The discrepancy in the actual values is

FIG. 5. Absolute and relative discrepancy
between the local expectation value of the lo-
cal densities ⟨nσ,x⟩(t) and the integral over the
lesser spectral function

∫
dω B<

σ (ω, x). Left col-
umn: half filling, i.e., N = 50, U = 0, v = 0.
Right column: the same at U = 4. (Top row:
relative difference, bottom row: absolute differ-
ence.) We define the absolute difference here as
|
∫
dω B<

σ (ω, x) − ⟨nσ,x⟩(t)| and the relative differ-
ence as |

(∫
dω B<

σ (ω, x)
)
/⟨nσ,x⟩(t)− 1|.

larger at small times, and, again, is smaller for
the interacting system.

For the case of a moving probe, similar behav-
ior is obtained (see section III B and App. B).
However, as we will see next, the computed
LDOS can, in addition, take on negative values,
in particular, in the strongly out-of-equilibrium
regime at short times.

B. Moving nanoprobe: v > 0

Having explored the behavior when coupling
a stationary nanoprobe to the sample at time
t = 0, we now treat cases in which the
nanoprobe is moving at constant speed. As in
the stationary case, we also turn on the cou-
pling between sample and a nanoprobe at the
center of the sample at time t = 0; subsequently,
the nanoprobe moves to the right relative to the
sample with speed v.

A natural scale for the velocities in the sys-
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FIG. 6. MPS results for (a) the local particle
density and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26,
and (d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 4, half
filling, i.e., N = 50, and v = 0.

tem is the velocity of propagation of distur-
bances in the local particle density, i.e., the
speed associated with the previously discussed
light cone, c ∼ 2. We treat two different veloci-
ties, v = 0.55 (≈ c/4) and v = 1 (≈ c/2). Here
we present the findings for v = 0.55 in detail and
complement the discussion by highlighting the
similarities and differences with the case of the
higher velocity of v = 1, for which we present
additional results in App. B.

In the following, we will use the resting case,
v = 0, as a reference, highlighting the similar-
ities and differences of the behavior in the two
moving cases. For all velocities v > 0, we find
that there are stronger wave fronts to the left
of the right-moving nanoprobe and weaker ones
to its right, see, e.g., Fig. 7(a) for v = 0.55,
U = 0, and quarter filling. Note that the slope
of the wave fronts is still consistent with a con-
stant speed c ≈ 1.6 for the light cone. The effect
of the movement of the probe is that particles
“leak out” of the nanoprobe in the wake of its
motion. The speed of v = 0.55 is an interesting
case because, for this speed, we find that these
“wake” effects are particularly pronounced, in
contrast to the v = 1 case (see App. B). For
v = 0.55, the motion of the probe is spatiotem-
porally commensurate with the oscillations of
the particle density, which leads to construc-
tive interference to the left of the moving probe.
Therefore, the wave fronts are very pronounced
for this particular velocity, as can be seen in
Fig. 7(a). Strong oscillations in the local par-
ticle density between the nanoprobe and the
system are still present, but, for the moving
nanoprobe, they are mostly concentrated at its
trailing edge rather than its center as in the sta-
tionary case.

The LDOS for this case is displayed in
Figs. 7(b)–(d), for the same three sites as be-
fore, is = 13, is = 26, and ip = 3. Note that
the LDOS is now, in general, time-dependent,
also for U = 0. As at v = 0, the LDOS at
site is = 13 is essentially time-independent due
to the fact that the nanoprobe is moving away
from this site so that, at the times treated,
the wake caused by the moving nanoprobe has
not yet reached it. At site is = 26, Fig. 7(c),
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the evolution of the LDOS differs significantly
from that of the resting case, Fig. 2(c). One
marked feature is that the results can now take
on substantially negative values, in particular,
for times t < 3. However, at later times, the
discrepancy between ⟨ni,σ⟩ and

∫
dω B<

σ (ω) is
only a few percent, a behavior similar to that of
the case of the stationary nanoprobe. Note that
is = 26 is a stationary point in the center of the
sample and therefore becomes decoupled from
the nanoprobe at time ≈ 6.4, which is shorter
than the time interval over which we perform
the Fourier transform from t to ω. For the faster
moving case, v = 1, (see App. B), site is = 26
already decouples from the nanoprobe at times
t ≈ 3.5, so that the LDOS, Fig. 14(b), takes on,
approximately, the decoupled equilibrium form,
i.e., that of Fig. 2(b), for t ≥ 4.

The LDOS at ip = 3, Fig. 7(d), is essentially
time-independent, despite the fast motion of the
nanoprobe, a behavior also found in the v = 1
case; see App. B. The structure and the po-
sitions of the peaks are roughly the same as
for the resting nanoprobe, Fig. 3(d). Regard-
ing Eocc(t), we see a similar behavior to that of
the resting case for is = 13 and ip = 3. How-
ever, Eocc(t) appears to increase with time for
is = 26, unlike in the resting case.

Turning on the interaction to U = 4 in the
quarter-filled case with v = 0.55, Fig. 8, we see
that ⟨ni(t)⟩ has similar features to that of the
U = 0 case, Fig. 7(a). Note, however, that now
the oscillation is significantly more damped. As
before, the LDOS at site is = 13, Fig. 8(b), is
approximately time-independent since the light
cone has not reached this position on the time
scales treated by us. Comparing the LDOS on
site is = 26 to the resting case, v = 0, we ob-
serve that the overall picture is comparable, but
that there are now more changes in time in the
relevant energy region; notably, at t = 3, a dip
evolves between two peaks at ω ≈ −2.5 and
ω ≈ 1. However, this dip disappears at later
times. It is notable that—in contrast to the
noninteracting case—the LDOS takes on (up to
minimal effects) only positive values for all val-
ues of ω shown. As discussed in Section IIIA 4,
the discrepancy of the occupations is only a few

FIG. 7. Exact results for (a) the local particle den-
sity and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26, and
(d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 0, quarter
filling, i.e., N = 26, and v = 0.55.
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percent, so that, again, interpreting the spec-
trum as a quasi-equilibrium LDOS seems to be
justified. For ip = 3, Fig. 8(d), there is only
weak time dependence. The results are very
similar to the ones for v = 0, with only minor
qualitative differences. This is interesting, as
it indicates that the motion of the nanoprobe
seems to not significantly affect the time evolu-
tion of the LDOS on its sites. This similarity
of the LDOS on site ip = 3 to the v = 0 case
remains present when the nanoprobe velocity is
higher, v = 1; see App. B.

The time-dependent behavior of Eocc(t) for
v = 0.55, depicted in the insets of Figs. 8(b)-
(d), is very similar to that of the resting case,
Figs. 3(b)-(d), However, for is = 26, Eocc(t) ap-
pears to settle to a stationary value within the
simulation time, in contrast to the v = 0 case.
This difference in behavior is due to the fact
that the probe moves away from this position
so that local observables equilibrate faster than
when the probe is resting. At site ip = 3, how-
ever, Eocc(t) keeps changing in time, as might
be expected because the nanoprobe continues
to move over the sample.

We continue examining probe velocity v =
0.55, but now increase the initial band filling to
half filling, first taking U = 0. Figure 9 dis-
plays the U = 0 local particle density. As can
be seen by comparing with Fig. 7(a), the wave
fronts to the left of the nanoprobe are even more
pronounced than in the quarter-filled case. Fur-
thermore, there is an even stronger build-up of
local particle density inside the probe. At larger
times, the local particle density rapidly changes
over to being concentrated at the leading edge
of the nanoprobe. Note that the build-up of lo-
cal density is even stronger in the v = 1 case,
with it being concentrated at the trailing edge
of the probe for times up to t ≈ 7; see App. B.

We now consider the interacting case, U = 4,
Fig. 10, remaining at half filling and v = 0.55.
As in the half-filled, interacting, v = 0 case,
Fig. 6(a), we see once again that the oscillation
between the nanoprobe and the system is heav-
ily damped. We notice that there is a lower par-
ticle density towards the left of the probe inside
the light cone, consistent with the probe moving

FIG. 8. MPS results for (a) the local particle
density and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26,
and (d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 4,
quarter filling, i.e., N = 26, and v = 0.55.
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FIG. 9. Exact results for the local particle density,
plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 0, half filling, i.e.,
N = 50, and v = 0.55. The occupation energy
Eocc(t) is shown as an inset for sites is = 26 and
ip = 3. The LDOS in this case is not explicitly
shown, as it is the same as in Fig. 7.

to the right. For higher probe velocity, v = 1
(see App. B), the local particle density behaves
similarly, except that the oscillations in parti-
cle density in the sample are less strong, as the
probe moves more quickly over the sample.

Examining the LDOS, first at site is = 13,
Fig. 10(b), we can again see the peaks at ω ≈ 0
and ω ≈ 4 for is = 13 and a gap at ω ≈ 2, simi-
lar to the v = 0 case, Fig. 6(b). The movement
of the probe causes the peak at ω ≈ 4 to shrink
slightly for later times t, a feature also found
at higher probe velocity v = 1 (see App. B). In
the LDOS at site is = 26, Fig. 10(c), one can
see that the Mott gap in the LDOS again disap-
pears due to coupling to the empty nanoprobe.
The LDOS features peaks at ω ≈ −2.5 and
ω ≈ 2, and only changes slightly with time.
At the latest time that we have reached, t = 5,
the LDOS does show small changes, building up
spectral weight between the two peaks. This is
most likely due to the nanoprobe becoming de-
coupled from site is = 26 at t ≈ 6.4, which is
within the time interval over which the Fourier
transform is carried out. This effect is not yet

noticeable at t = 4, probably because the Hann
window that we apply weights times closer to
the lower bound of the integral more strongly.
At the initial time, t = 0, the LDOS at probe
site ip = 3, Fig. 10(d), exhibits peaks at ω ≈ −4
and ω ≈ 2. For t ≥ 1, both peaks diminish
slightly, and the LDOS is shifted a small amount
towards larger ω values. The LDOS then ap-
pears to settle in to this slightly altered shape
for all times t ≥ 1. Interestingly, this form
closely resembles that of the is = 26 LDOS, cf.
Fig. 10(c), which seems reasonable because the
two sites are directly connected via a hopping
term.

Examining the behavior of Eocc(t) [insets of
Figs. 10(b), (c), and (d)], it appears to be heav-
ily damped in time, similarly as in the station-
ary (v = 0) half-filled system, Figs. 6(b), (c),
and (d). For is = 26 and ip = 3, Eocc(t) seems
to settle to approximately the same value, which
is slightly larger than zero.

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this work, we have investigated the
coupling of an empty nanoprobe to a one-
dimensional system of correlated electrons for
two different fillings, half filling and quarter fill-
ing, treating the case of a stationary nanoprobe
as well as that of a moving one. We have taken
both the sample and the nanoprobe to have in-
termediate local Coulomb interaction strength,
U = 4, and have contrasted the behavior with
that of the noninteracting, U = 0, case. In all
scenarios that we have studied, the coupling be-
tween the sample and the nanoprobe, consist-
ing of nearest-neighbor hopping terms between
proximate lattice sites of the sample and cor-
responding sites of the nanoprobe, is suddenly
turned on. Using an MPS formulation of the
DMRG and treating the time dependence using
an TDVP scheme, we have studied the time-
dependent behavior of the local particle density
⟨ni⟩(t) and of the LDOS Dσ(t, ω, x), as defined
by Eq. (3).

As a reference system, we take the noninter-
acting case with a stationary nanoprobe. Turn-
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FIG. 10. MPS results for (a) the local particle
density and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26,
and (d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 4, half
filling, i.e., N = 50, and v = 0.55.

ing on the hopping between the sample and the
empty nanoprobe at t = 0 induces long-lived
oscillations in the local particle density ⟨ni⟩(t)
in the sites in the probe and in the sample in
the vicinity of the nanoprobe. As can be shown
rigorously, the LDOS for this system is time-
independent. However, the occupation energy
Eocc(t), defined by Eq. (8), which is a mea-
sure of the local chemical potential, oscillates
in time, with opposing phases of oscillation on
the site on the nanoprobe and the proximate
site on the sample due to the strong tunneling
between them, reflecting the oscillations in the
local particle density.

For systems with finite interaction strength,
U = 4, oscillations in the local particle den-
sity are still present, but become more strongly
damped, especially at half filling. At both quar-
ter and half filling, the LDOS is no longer time-
independent, but does evolve towards a station-
ary form at longer times; this holds for both
stationary and moving nanoprobes. The oscilla-
tions in Eocc(t) are, in general, still present, but
are more strongly damped than for U = 0, indi-
cating that the system seems to already attain
local equilibrium on the short time scales that
we have been able to treat here. This damping
is somwhat stronger for the half-filled case than
for the quarter-filled one, reflecting the reduced
charge mobility in the initially Mott insulating
phase, consistent with the stronger damping in
the local particle density.

For the initially half-filled sample, the gap
in the LDOS in the sample site situated at
the center of the nanoprobe closes immedi-
ately upon suddenly coupling the sample and
probe, indicating the local breakdown of the
Mott insulator. However, for sample sites fur-
ther away from the nanoprobe, some time is re-
quired before the perturbation induced by cou-
pling the two subsystems reaches the obser-
vation position. In this way, one observes a
“melting” of the Mott insulator that propagates
through the system with time. For the quarter-
filled sample, the LDOS is clearly metallic far
from the nanoprobe, where it remains station-
ary, in the sample under the nanoprobe, where
there is moderate change with time, and in the



18

nanoprobe, where there are only small changes
with time once the connection between sample
and probe is turned on.

For a moving nanoprobe, the local environ-
ment in the sample, in particular, the local par-
ticle density, changes as the nanoprobe moves
over it. Note, however, that changes in the sam-
ple propagate outwards with a velocity given by
the light cone, which is significantly larger than
the speed of movement of the nanoprobe and
can be clearly seen in the time and space depen-
dence of the local particle density. The primary
effect of the movement of the nanoprobe is to
reduce backflow effects into the sample, as the
back-tunneling from the probe to the sample is
spread over different sample sites as the probe
moves. The behavior of the LDOS is similar to
that of the case of a resting nanoprobe. Inter-
estingly, on the sites of the moving probe, the
LDOS behaves essentially as if the probe were
at rest. On the sites in the sample, the behavior
of the LDOS is similar to that in the stationary
case, up to times at which the site initially under
the nanoprobe is no longer under the influence
of the nanoprobe because it moves far enough
away.

These features of the cases with a moving
nanoprobe remain qualitatively the same when
the speed of the nanoprobe is increased. The
exceptions are that for the slower nanoprobe ve-
locity, v = 0.55, there are interference effects in
the local particle density due to commensura-
tion of spatial and temporal oscillations of the
local particle density that are not present at the
higher nanoprobe speed, v = 1. In addition,
the decoupling of the nanoprobe from sample
sites initially under the nanoprobe occurs on
shorter time scales for the fast nanoprobe ve-
locity, so that quasi-equilibration of the LDOS
occurs sooner on such sites.

We remark that the nonequilibrium LDOS
that we have computed [Eq. (3)] is not re-
stricted to be strictly positive semi-definite.
Negative values are incompatible with the in-
terpretion as spectral weights that one is used
to for a equilibrium LDOS. However, we, in
fact, find that negative weights only occur in
very few cases (most markedly, in the U = 0

case with a moving nanoprobe), and, for these
cases, only at short times. In these cases, we
also find that there is a discrepancy between
the local particle density directly calculated as
⟨ni,σ⟩(t) and that obtained from

∫
dω B<

σ (ω).
We characterize this anomalous short-time be-
havior as being strongly nonequilibrium. Thus,
the general picture is that the discrepancies in
the local particle density and the appearance
of negative values of the LDOS disappear at
later times (especially in the interacting sys-
tem), which is consistent with reaching an equi-
librium state, so that a description in terms
of standard linear response theory is applica-
ble. It is interesting to see that this happens
on the very short time scales treated by us;
for a typical material, the hopping strength
th ∼ 0.5 − 1 eV. Since the units of our time
scale are ℏ/th, this implies that our calculations
typically reach ∼ 5− 10 fs, which lies in the ul-
trafast regime of even highly time-resolved ex-
perimental techniques such as pump-probe ex-
periments. Developing such time-resolved lo-
cal spectroscopy with STM is an ongoing chal-
lenge [62]. However, one can envisage that sim-
ilar scenarios to the ones proposed here could
be studied using single-site microscopes in ex-
periments on optical lattices, which realize the
Hubbard model [63–67]. In either case, it will be
interesting to study how the states developing
on the ultrashort time scales treated by us here
affect the behavior at the later times accessible
to these experiments.

It would therefore be interesting to also study
the time evolution of the LDOS and other dy-
namical quantities for other strongly correlated
systems. For example, investigating a similar
scenario to the one treated here in correlated
charge density wave (CDW) insulators could
allow one to study if and how the melting of
a CDW state propagates through the system
after a local perturbation. Since topological
phases are either protected by local symmetries
(e.g., symmetry-protected topological phases in
1D), or by long-range entanglement (in partic-
ular, in 2D systems), it would be interesting
to study the interplay of the local perturbation
with these protection mechanisms by studying
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the time evolution of the LDOS.
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Appendix A: Numerical Accuracy

The truncation error of the time evolution has
been found to be proportional to the square root
of the discarded weight: ϵ ≈

√
δ [58]. In Fig. 11,

we find that, for the half-filled system, the dis-
carded weight for later times reaches just under
δ ≈ 10−4, resulting in an error of ≈ 10−2. This
level of accuracy should be sufficient to discern
features of the LDOS that dominate its qual-
itative behavior. Furthermore, as discussed in
Sec. II C, this level of error is also overshadowed
by the limited resolution of our calculation of
the LDOS caused by the fact that we are only
able to carry out the integrals in Eqs. (4) and
(5) to τmax = 5.
In Fig. 12(a), it can be seen that the error

in the local particle density ⟨ni⟩ becomes ap-
preciable at times after t ≈ 4 in and in the
vicinity of the nanoprobe and continues to grow
and spread out as time progresses. The error is
thus concentrated in regions in which the most
change in time takes place. The LDOS far away
from the nanoprobe, is = 13, Fig. 12(b), shows
no significant error, whereas that under and in
the nanoprobe, Figs. 12(c)-(d) shows absolute
errors that grow with time, becoming signifi-
cant at later times. Nevertheless, we consider
them to be small enough to ensure that the
qualitative behavior of the LDOS, which is lim-
ited anyway due to taking the maximum time
in our Fourier integration, Eqs. (4) and (5), to
be τmax = 5. The maximum absolute difference
in the LDOS at sites is = 26 and ip = 3 for later

FIG. 11. Maximum discarded weight δ during a
TDVP time step as a function of the evolution time
t for U = 4, with L = 50 sample sites and l = 5
nanoprobe sites and initial filling and probe speed
as indicated in the legend.

times is about 0.014. The largest peaks that are
resolved in the LDOS (for τmax = 5) are approx-
imately 0.15 in amplitude. This is an error of
about 10% for the largest peaks and only occurs
at later times. Despite this appreciable error,
the accuracy should be sufficient to resolve the
larger peaks in the LDOS. When evaluating the
presence and size of the smallest peaks, how-
ever, which reach from approximately 0.015 to
0.05, one cannot necessarily make a definite de-
termination. Nevertheless, we emphasize that
the errors at smaller times and for lattice site
is = 13 are almost negligible and yield more
than sufficiently accurate results.

Appendix B: Results for v = 1

In this appendix, we present results for a
probe velocity of v = 1 for the same sets of re-
maining parameters as the results for v = 0.55
presented in Sec. III B. Note that most of the
features of the v = 1 case are very similar to
those of the v = 0.55 case; many of the im-
portant differences and similarities have already
been highlighted in Sec. III B. In the following,
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FIG. 12. Results of the TDVP time evolution, with
L = 50 sample sites and l = 5 nanoprobe sites, com-
pared to exact diagonalization for U = 0 and probe
velocity v = 0 at half filling, i.e., N = 50. Here (a)
depicts the absolute difference in the particle den-
sity ⟨ni⟩, and (b)-(d) depict the absolute difference
in the LDOS at the indicated sites. Note that the
maximum integration time τmax = 5 for both the
exact diagonalization and TDVP calculations in or-
der to make the results comparable.

FIG. 13. Results of the TDVP time evolution com-
pared to exact diagonalization as in Fig. 12, except
for probe velocity v = 1.
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we will present v = 1 results for both quarter
and half filling for both U = 0 and U = 4 and
briefly describe salient aspects.

We first treat the case of zero interaction
strength, U = 0, and quarter filling. Com-
paring the local particle density, Fig. 14(a),
with that for the v = 0.55 case, Fig. 7(a), we
observe the same qualitative behavior, albeit
with more pronounced wave fronts to the left
of the nanoprobe for v = 0.55, as discussed in
Sec. III B. Comparing the LDOS for sample site
is = 26, Fig. 14(b), to that of the v = 0.55 case,
Fig. 7(c), we can see that the right peak in the
LDOS is preserved throughout the whole time
evolution. However, the left peak in Fig. 7(b) is
lost after the coupling of the probe to the sys-
tem is turned on at t = 0. Note, however, that
this peak is restored at t ≈ 3.5 for v = 1, as
can be seen in Fig. 14(b). This is due to the
fact that, at this point in time, the probe has
traveled far enough across the system that site
is = 26 is decoupled from the probe.

We now turn to the case of intermediate in-
teraction strength, U = 4, for the quarter-filled
system. Comparing the local particle density,
Fig. 15(a), with that for the v = 0.55 case,
Fig. 8(a), we again see mostly the same be-
havior except that there are more pronounced
wave fronts to the left of the nanoprobe. For
the LDOS, comparing Figs. 15 (b)-(d), with
Figs. 8 (b)-(d), we can see that the LDOS at
sites is = 13 and ip = 3 are almost unaffected by
the change in speed of the probe. In Fig. 15 (c),
we again observe that the left peak in the LDOS
is restored for times t ≥ 4 for the probe speed of
v = 1 due to decoupling of the nanoprobe from
site is = 26.

For the U = 0 case in the half-filled system,
comparing Fig. 16 with Fig. 9, the behavior is
qualitatively the same except for the more pro-
nounced wave fronts for v = 0.55, also seen at
quarter filling. One can see that there are more
particles collected in the nanoprobe over time
for v = 1; this is due to the fact that the higher
probe speed makes more particles available to
tunnel into the probe.

Finally, for interaction strength U = 4 and
half filling, comparing Fig. 17 with the v =

0.55 case, Fig. 10, the local particle density,
Fig. 17(a), behaves similarly for the two probe
speeds, but again, more particles are collected
in the probe over time for v = 1. In the LDOS,
the behavior for site is = 13, Fig. 17(b), is es-
sentially unaffected by the probe speed, showing
a double-peak structure characteristic of a Mott
insulator where there is only a slight shift in the
relative weight of the two peaks with time. For
site is = 26, the behavior at v = 1, Fig. 17(c), is
similar to that for v = 0.55, Fig. 10(c), in that
the two-peak structure characterizing the Mott
insulator immediately disappears at t = 0, and
two weaker peaks at small times evolve into a
structure characterized by one peak. In contrast
to v = 0.55, however, a new two-peak struc-
ture with a stronger, broader, left peak, emerges
and remains stationary at the two longest times,
t = 4.0 and t = 5.0. Within the nanoprobe at
ip = 3, the behavior for v = 1, Fig. 17(d), and
v = 0.55, Fig. 10(c), is virtually identical, show-
ing a two-peak structure without a discernible
gap at small times washing out into a broad
structure with vestigial peaks at larger times.
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FIG. 14. Exact results for the nanoprobe model,
with L = 50 sample sites and l = 5 nanoprobe
sites, for the system initially at quarter filling, i.e.,
N = 26, with U = 0 and nanoprobe velocity v = 1.
Here (a) depicts the expectation value of the local
particle density, ⟨ni⟩ as a color density plot as a
function of lattice site i and time t, and (b) plots the
LDOS at site is = 26 as a function of the frequency
ω. The occupation energy Eocc(t) at site is = 26 is
shown as a solid line. The dotted line indicates the
decoupling of the probe from lattice site is = 26 at
t = 3.5.

FIG. 15. MPS results for (a) the local particle
density and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26,
and (d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 4,
quarter filling, i.e., N = 26, and v = 1.
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FIG. 16. Exact results for the local particle den-
sity, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 0, half filling, i.e.,
N = 50, and v = 1. The occupation energy Eocc(t)
is shown as an inset for sites is = 26 and ip = 3.
The LDOS in this case is not explicitly shown, as it
is the same as in Fig. 14.

FIG. 17. MPS results for (a) the local particle
density and the LDOS for (b) is = 13, (c) is = 26,
and (d) ip = 3, plotted as in Fig. 2, for U = 4, half
filling, i.e., N = 50, and v = 1.
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