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Analytical results on the correlation functions of strongly correlated many-body systems are rare
in the literature and their importance cannot be overstated. We present determinant representations
for the space-, time-, and temperature-dependent correlation functions of the strongly interacting
one-dimensional Hubbard model in the presence of an external trapping potential. These represen-
tations are exact and valid in both equilibrium and nonequilibrium scenarios like the ones initiated
by a sudden change of the confinement potential. In addition, they can be implemented numerically
very easily significantly outperforming other numerical approaches. As applications of our results
we investigate the single particle spectral functions of systems with harmonic trapping and show
that dynamical quasicondensation occurs for both fermionic and bosonic spin-1/2 systems released
from a Mott insulator state.

Introduction.— One of the most challenging and still
unresolved puzzles in physics is the computation of cor-
relation functions in strongly interacting many-body sys-
tems. While significant progress has been achieved in un-
derstanding integrable single-component systems in one
dimension (1D) over the last decades, both at zero [1–3]
and finite temperature [3–5], the same level of advance-
ment has not been attained for systems with internal de-
grees of freedom. The complexity primarily arises from
the intricate nature of wavefunctions due to the inclu-
sion of the spin sector, significantly complicating the dy-
namics. Moreover, multicomponent systems at low tem-
peratures exhibit diverse additional regimes beyond the
conventional Luttinger liquid (LL) phase [6, 7]. These
additional phases, such as the spin-incoherent Luttinger
liquid (SILL) phase [8–14], are absent in their single-
component counterparts and have only recently attracted
experimental attention [15].

In this Letter, we report on the derivation of determi-
nant representations for the correlation functions of the
impenetrable (double occupancy is excluded) 1D Hub-
bard model in the presence of an external potential. Our
results are both exact and remarkably versatile, appli-
cable across a wide range of conditions, including any
temperature, particle statistics, and external potential,
whether in equilibrium or non-equilibrium scenarios such
as those induced by a sudden change in the potential.
Furthermore, our determinant representations are ex-
tremely easy to implement numerically, allowing for the
investigation of a larger number of particles and lattice
sites beyond the reach of other numerical techniques like
exact diagonalization or time-dependent Density Matrix
Renormalization Group. The derivation is based on the
factorization of the wavefunctions in the strongly inter-
acting regime [16–25] and the connection with a dual sys-
tem of spinless fermions subjected to the same trapping
potential or quench [26].

As a first application of our results we have investi-
gated the effect of a harmonic trapping potential on the
single particle spectral functions of balanced fermionic
and bosonic systems at zero temperature. At zero tem-
perature our results describe the SILL regime and in the
homogeneous case (no potential) we can highlight the
differences between the SILL and LL fermionic spectral
functions previously investigated in [27–31]. As a conse-
quence of non-linear LL theory [32, 33] the LL spectral
functions exhibit singularities along the dispersion lines
of the charge and spin excitations [34–37] feature which
is not present in the SILL spectral function due to the
spin-incoherence of the system which smears the singu-
larities. In the fermionic case the SILL spectral function
does not exhibit the so-called “shadow band” [27] and the
dispersion of the charge part is different compared with
the LL regime. As a prototypical nonequilibrium scenario
we study the release of a system from a Mott insulator
(MI) state revealing a dynamical quasicondensation phe-
nomenon [38, 39] characterized by the development of
peaks in the momentum distribution at ±π/(2a0) (a0 is
the lattice constant) as a result of emergence of corre-
lations with the same exponents as those characterizing
the spin-incoherent system at zero temperature.
The Hubbard model.— In second quantization the

Hamiltonian of the Hubbard model subjected to an ex-
ternal field is H = HK +HU +HB +HE [40, 41]

HK =− t

L−1∑

z=1

∑

σ={↑,↓}

(
a†z,σaz+1,σ + a†z+1,σaz,σ

)
, (1a)

HU =U

L∑

z=1

nz,↑nz,↓ , HB = B

L∑

z=1

(nz,↑ − nj,↓) (1b)

HE =

L∑

z=1

(V (z, t)− µ)(nz,↑ + nz,↓) , (1c)

where t is the hopping strength, L the number of lat-
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tice sites, U > 0 the repulsive Coulomb interaction,
B the magnetic field, µ the chemical potential and
nz,σ = a†z,σaz,σ. In the following we will be inter-
ested in the case of infinite repulsion, U = ∞, which
means that two particles cannot occupy the same lat-
tice site. We consider the general case of arbitrary
statistics with a†z,σ, az,σ anyonic fields [42–44] satisfying

az,σa
†
m,σ′ = f(z,m) a†m,σ′az,σ + δσ,σ′δz,m, az,σam,σ′ =

f(z,m)am,σ′az,σ, with f(z,m) = (−1)e−iπκ sign(z−m)

(bar denotes complex conjugation) where κ ∈ [0, 1] is the
statistics parameter and sign(k) = |k|/k , sign(0) = 0.
As we vary the statistics parameter κ the commuta-
tion relations interpolate continuously between the an-
ticommutation relations for fermions (κ = 0) and the
commutation relations for bosons (κ = 1). We should
remark that the statistics parameter can also be cho-
sen to be κ ∈ [−1, 0] with κ = −1 (κ = 0) describ-
ing bosons (fermions). At coinciding points the anyonic

fields satisfy (a†z,σ)
2 = (az,σ)

2
= 0 (hard-core condi-

tion). The usual Fermi-Hubbard (Bose-Hubbard) model
is obtained for κ = 0 (κ = 1). For the external po-
tentials we will consider either static trapping potentials
like V (z) = V0|z − (L+ 1)/2|α with α = 1, 2, · · · or time
dependent potentials of the type V (z, t = 0) = VI(z)
and V (z, t > 0) = VF (z) which correspond to quantum
quenches. In the case of quantum quenches we will de-
note the initial (final) Hamiltonian by HI (HF ). In equi-
librium situations we have HI = HF . We use units of
ℏ = kB = 1 with kB the Boltzmann constant.

An important role in our results is played by a dual sys-
tem of spinless fermions subjected to the same external
potential like the Hubbard model with the single particle
Hamiltonian

HSP = −t

L−1∑

z=1

(|z + 1⟩⟨z|+ |z⟩⟨z + 1|)+
L∑

z=1

V (z, t)|z⟩⟨z| ,

where |z⟩ = f†
z |0⟩ and f†

z , fm are fermionic creation

and annihilation operators satisfying {fz, f†
m} = δz,m,

{fz, fm} = 0. Similar with the case of the Hubbard
model in the case of quenches we will denote the ini-
tial (final) single particle Hamiltonian by HSP

I (HSP
F ).

In equilibrium situations at t = 0 the single particle or-
bitals satisfy HSP

I ϕk(z) = ε(k)ϕk(z) and their time evo-
lution is given by ϕk(z, t) = e−iε(k)tϕk(z). In nonequi-
librium ϕk(z, t) is the unique time-dependent solution of
the Schrödinger equation iℏ∂ϕk(z, t)/∂t = HSP

F ϕk(z, t)
with initial boundary condition ϕk(z, 0) = ϕk(z) [ϕk(z)
is an eigenfunction of HSP

I ] where HSP
F is the final single

particle Hamiltonian.
Correlators.— We are interested in deriving de-

terminant representations for the space-, time-, and
temperature-dependent correlation functions of the Hub-
bard model in both equilibrium and nonequilibrium sce-
narios. The system is initially prepared in a grandcanon-
ical thermal state of the initial Hamiltonian HI described
by the chemical potential µ, magnetic field B and tem-
perature T . The correlators of interest are

g(−)
σ (x, t; y, t′) = Tr

[
e−HI/Ta†x,σ(t)ay,σ(t

′)
]
/Z , (2a)

g(+)
σ (x, t; y, t′) = Tr

[
e−HI/Tax,σ(t)a

†
y,σ(t

′)
]
/Z , (2b)

where Z(µ,B, T ) is the partition function of the ini-
tial thermal state and the time evolved operators are
ax,σ(t) = eiHF tax,σe

−iHF t, a†x,σ(t) = eiHF ta†x,σe
−iHF t.

Due to the symmetry g
(±)
↓ (x, t; y, t′|B) = g

(±)
↑ (x, t; y, t′|−

B) it will be sufficient to study only one type of cor-
relators. The densities and momentum distributions
are given by ρσ(x, t) = g

(−)
σ (x, t;x, t) and nσ(k, t) =∑

x

∑
y e

−ik(x−y)g
(−)
σ (x, t; y, t) .

Determinant representations.— One of the main re-
sults of this Letter is the determinant representations
for the correlation functions. Introducing the func-
tion F (γ, η) = 1 +

∑∞
p=1 γ

−p
(
eiηp + e−iηp

)
where γ =(

1 + e2B/T
)
the correlators (2a) and (2b) have the rep-

resentations

g
(−)
↑ (x, t; y, t′) =

e−i(t−t′)µ↑

2π

∫ π

−π

F (γ, η)
[
det

(
1 + γV (T,−)(η) +R(T,−)

)
− det

(
1 + γV (T,−)(η)

)]
dη , (3)

g
(+)
↑ (x, t; y, t′) =

ei(t−t′)µ↑

2π

∫ π

−π

F (γ, η)
[
det

(
1 + γV (T,+)(η)− γR(T,+)(η)

)
+ (g − 1) det

(
1 + γV (T,+)(η)

)]
dη , (4)

where the chemical potentials of the spin-up (-down)
particles are µ↑ = µ − B (µ↓ = µ + B) and[
V (T,±)(η)

]
ab

=
√
ϑ(a)

(
U

(±)
ab (η)− δa,b

)√
ϑ(b) and

[
R(T,±)

]
ab

=
√

ϑ(a)R
(±)
ab

√
ϑ(b) are infinite matrices.

ϑ(k) = e−B/T /
(
2 cosh(B/T ) + e(ε(k)−µ)/T

)
plays the

role of the Fermi function for spin up particles. In Eq. (4)
g ≡ g(x, t; y, t′) =

∑∞
k=1 ϕk(x, t)ϕk(y, t

′) and in terms of
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the function (ϕk(z, t) are the time evolved orbitals of the
dual system of spinless fermions)

u(k, q|η, x, t) = δk,q −
[
1− ei(πκ−η)

] ∞∑

z=x

ϕk(z, t)ϕq(z, t) ,

the elements of the relevant matrices are
given by (a, b = 1, 2, · · · ): U

(−)
ab (x, t; y, t′| η) =∑∞

q=1 u(a, q| η, x, t)u(b, q| η, y, t′) , U
(+)
ab (x, t; y, t′| η) =∑∞

k=1 u(k, b| η, x, t)u(k, a| η, y, t′) , and

R
(−)
ab (x, t; y, t′) = ϕa(x, t)ϕb(y, t

′) , R
(+)
ab (x, t; y, t′| η) =

ea(x, t; y, t
′| η)eb(x, t; y, t′| η) with ea(x, t; y, t

′| η) =∑∞
k=1 u(k, a| η, x, t)ϕk(y, t

′), ea(x, t; y, t
′| η) =∑∞

k=1 u(k, a| η, y, t′)ϕk(x, t). The representations (3), (4)
are exact and in practice the numerical computation of
the correlators require only the computation of sums,
products and determinants of finite size matrices (at
zero temperature the matrices have the same dimensions
as the number of particles in the system and at finite
temperature one can truncate at level NT when θ(NT )
is small enough) which can be performed with extreme
efficiency, greatly surpassing other numerical schemes
like exact diagonalization or the time-dependent Density
Matrix Renormalization Group. For fermionic homo-
geneous systems with periodic boundary conditions
determinant representations were derived in [17, 45].

Equilibrium spectral function.— At equilibrium (HI =
HF ) our results can be used to investigate the spec-
tral function of the Hubbard model in the pres-
ence of a trapping potential. One of the most im-
portant quantities in many-body physics the spec-
tral function encodes information about the accessi-
ble energy states and their distribution in momen-
tum space and can be computed as the imaginary
part of the Fourier transform of the retarded Green’s
function A(k, ω) = − 1

π ImGR(k, ω), with GR(k, ω) =∫
eiωt dt

∑
x

∑
y e

−ik(x−y)GR(x, t; y, 0), where the total

retarded Green’s function is defined as GR(x, t; y, t′) =

−iΘ(t − t′)
∑

σ∈{↑,↓}

[
g
(+)
σ (x, t; y, t′) + g

(−)
σ (y, t′;x, t)

]
.

We will focus on the most interesting case: the balanced
system (B = 0) at zero temperature and investigate the
dependence of the spectral function on the strength of
the harmonic trapping. It is important to note that us-
ing our representations at zero temperature we investi-
gate the spectral function SILL regime [8–14] due to the
fact that we take first the limit U → ∞ and then T → 0
(for the thermodynamics and quantum criticality in the
same regime see [46–49]). The spectral function in the
LL regime [6, 7] which is obtained by taking the limit
T → 0 first and then U → ∞ has been investigated in
[27–31].

At zero magnetic field and zero temperature the pa-
rameter γ = 1 + e2B/T = 2 and F (γ = 2, η) ≡ F0(η) =
3/(5− 4 cos η). Comparing our results with the ones ob-
tained for single component anyons on the lattice [50, 51]

we obtain the following identities (g
(±)
LL are the equivalent

correlation functions of single component anyons)

g
(−)
↑ (x, t; y, t′|κ) = 1

4π

∫ π

−π

F0(η)g
(−)
LL (x, t; y, t′|κ− η

π
) dη ,

g
(+)
↑ (x, t; y, t′|κ) = 1

2π

∫ π

−π

F0(η)g
(+)
LL (x, t; y, t′|κ− η

π
) dη ,

which reveal the fact that the correlation functions of the
Hubbard model with statistical parameter κ can be ex-
pressed as integrals over η of single component anyons of
statistics parameter κ − η/π with weight 1

2π
3

5−4 cos η . In
the fermionic case similar identities were derived using
a different method in [52]. The previous relations also
show that the spectral function of the Hubbard model in
the SILL regime is closely related to the spectral func-
tion of single component anyons. We remind the reader
that the singular lines of the spectral function for single
component anyons are given by [50, 51, 53]

εI(k) = −2t cos(k + kFκ)− µ , (5a)

εII(k) = 2t cos(k + kFκ− 2kF ) + µ , (5b)

εIII(k) = 4t sin[(k + kFκ− kF )/2] , (5c)

where kF = πN/L is the Fermi vector with N the num-
ber of particles. In the case of single component anyons
decreasing the statistics parameter from κ = 1 (bosons)
the spectral weight from εII(k) and εIII(k) also decreases
being transferred to εI(k) which becomes the only singu-
lar line at κ = 0 as it is expected for a free fermionic
system.
In Fig. 1 we present results for the spectral function of

the Hubbard model (fermionic and bosonic) in the pres-
ence of a harmonic potential V (z) = V0|z − (L + 1)/2|2
with V0 varying from zero (homogeneous system) to
V0 = 0.005 a value for which the system is in the Mott
insulator phase (the middle of the trap contains a region
in which the density is 1). While we are not aware of any
results reported in the literature for the spectral function
of the Hubbard model subjected to an external trapping
potential in the homogeneous case the spectral function
for the Fermi-Hubbard model in the LL regime has been
investigated in [27–31]. This gives us the opportunity to
highlight the differences between the spectral functions
in the two regimes. Both spectral functions present Van
Hove singularities at ±2t (in the vicinities of k = ±π and
k = 0) and an additional singularity at ω = µ (around
k = 0). However, the SILL spectral function does not ex-
hibit the so-called “shadow band” [27] and the dispersion
of the charge part for A(k, ω) is given by Eq. (5a) com-
pared with εLL(k) = −2t cos(|k| + kLL

F ), (kLL
F = kF /2)

for the LL spectral function. Another major difference
is that while in the LL regime the spectral function has
a power-law behaviour [34–37] A(k, ω) ∼ |ω − εj(k)|−µj

near each singular line εj(k) with exponent µj that is
momentum dependent this feature is absent in the SILL
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the spectral function for the zero temperature balanced Hubbard model on the strength of the potential
V0 (V (z) = V0|z−(L+1)/2|2). Here N = 40, L = 120 and t = 1. The first row presents results for the fermionic system (κ = 0)
and the second row for the bosonic system (κ = 1). In the first column the continuous blue, red and yellow lines highlight the
εI(k), εII(k) and εIII(k) singular lines [see Eqs. (5a), (5b), (5c)] while the corresponding dashed lines describe −εI(k), −εII(k)
and −εIII(k). The dashed white lines are the Van Hove singularities present at ω = ±2t while the dotted white line marks the
singularity line present at ω = µ.

phase. This is due to the fact that A(k, ω) in the SILL
phase can be expressed as an integral over the spec-
tral functions of single component anyonic systems which
smoothens the “singular lines” in both fermionic and
bosonic cases [Eqs. (5a), (5b)]. The presence of the trap-
ping potential significantly changes the characteristics of
the spectral function. For small values of the curvature
(V0 = 0.0005) the spectral function presents similar fea-
tures like in the homogeneous case but with an increased
kF coupled with a broadening of the pseudo-singular lines
[Eqs. (5a), (5b) and (5c)]. However, for stronger poten-
tials the homogeneous picture washes out with the ma-
jority of the spectral weight migrating along the ω = µ
singular line and the origin.

Dynamical quasicondensation.— Our determinant rep-
resentations for the correlators (3) and (4) are also
valid in experimentally accessible nonequilibrium scenar-
ios which are initiated by a sudden change of the trapping
potential. One such scenario of considerable interest is
represented by the free expansion of a Mott insulator
(MI) state located initially in the center of the trap (for
other nonequilibrium scenarios see [54–58]). In Fig. 2 we
present the time evolution of the densities and momen-
tum distributions for a system of N = 50 particles on

a lattice with L = 250 sites after removal of the har-
monic trapping potential with the system initially pre-
pared in a MI state. While the initial quasimomentum
distribution is almost flat (for an infinite lattice the dis-
tribution is flat) and there are no off-diagonal correlations

⟨a†j,σaj+r,σ⟩ ∼ 0, after release from the trap the momen-
tum distributions develop peaks at ±π/(2a0) which are
more pronounced in the bosonic case [see Fig. 2c) for
the bosonic case and Fig. 2e) for the fermionic case].
This rather counterintuitive phenomenon is the multi-
component counterpart of the dynamical quasiconden-
sation of hard-core bosons which was theoretically pre-
dicted in [38] (see also [59–62]) and validated experimen-
tally in [39]. In the case of single component bosons it
was argued [39] that these singularities are due to emerg-

ing power-law correlations ⟨a†j(t)aj+r(t)⟩ = A(r)eiΦ(r),

A(r) ∼ r−1/2, Φ(r) = ±π
2 r, with the plus (minus) sign

for the right (left) expanding cloud. It is interesting to
note that even though we are in a nonequilibrium situa-
tion the power law decay of the absolute value is given by
the same exponent as in the groundstate (1/2) but with
an alternating phase pattern ±π/2 between neighbouring
sites producing peaks at finite quasimomenta (for each
half system). Guided by the single component case in
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FIG. 2. Expansion of the zero temperature balanced Hub-
bard model from a Mott insulator initial state. Here N = 50,
L = 250 and τ = ℏ/t. a) Time evolution of the density
ρ↓(j, t) = ρ↑(j, t), which is independent of statistics, after
the trapping potential is removed. b) Initial momentum den-
sities n↓(k, 0) = n↑(k, 0) for fermions (green dashed line)
and bosons (blue continuous line). Inset: Density profile
ρ↑(j, 0) = ρ↓(j, 0) at t = 0 which shows that the system is in
the MI state in the middle of the trap. c) Time evolution after
expansion of the momentum distribution n↓(k, t) for a bosonic
system κ = 1 from which we can see clearly the peaks at

±π/(2a0). d)
∣∣∣⟨a†

j,↑aj+r,↑⟩
∣∣∣ for j = 26 at t = 0 (black markers,

the black continuous line is a guide to the eye) and t = 0.4Nτ
(blue markers) with the asymptotic value (continuous blue
line) A(r) given by Eq. (6) with a = 0.20080, k∗

F = 1.48750.
Inset: The phase pattern of the bosonic correlator (blue mark-
ers), the blue continuous line is π

2
r. e) Time evolution af-

ter expansion of the momentum distribution n↓(k, t) for a

fermionic system κ = 0. f)
∣∣∣⟨a†

j,↑aj+r,↑⟩
∣∣∣ for j = 26 at

t = 0 (black markers, the black continuous line is a guide
to the eye) and t = 0.4Nτ (blue markers) and the asymp-
totic value (continuous blue line) A(r) given by Eq. (7) with
a = 0.22646, k∗

F = 1.48228, ϕ = 0.14982. Inset: The phase
pattern of the fermionic correlator (green markers), the green
continuous lines are π

2
r and π

2
r + π.

which the emerging correlation functions have the same
asymptotic behavior like in the groundstate with an al-
ternating phase we have discovered that the same phe-
nomenon remains valid in the two-component case. In
the bosonic case we have ⟨a†j,↑(t)aj+r,↑(t)⟩ = A(r)eiΦ(r)

with the asymptotic behavior [see Fig. 2d)]

A(r) ∼ a e−νk∗
F rr−

1
2+

1
2ν

2

, Φ(r) = ±π

2
r , (6)

where a and k∗F are free parameters [k∗F is very likely
related to the density of the particle cloud at (j, t)] and
ν = ln 2

π which has the same form as the large distance
asymptotics of two-component bosons in the SILL regime
[63, 64]. It is important to note that because we are in the
spin-incoherent regime the asymptotics are exponentially
decreasing even at zero temperature with an exponent de-
pending on the number of components which is a general
feature of incoherent systems [14]. However, the power
exponent is close to the one for single component bosons
( 12ν

2 ∼ 0.024) and even though the momentum distribu-
tion does not present singularities at ±π/(2a0) we still
have a sizeable number of particles with momenta con-
centrated around ±π/(2a0). In the fermionic case the
asymptotics are [65] [see Fig. 2f)]

A(r) ∼ a e−νk∗
F rr−1+ 1

2ν
2 | sin (k∗F r − ν ln r − ϕ) | , (7)

with a, k∗F and ϕ free parameters again mimicking the
results for two-component fermions at zero temperature
in the spin-incoherent regime. In this case the phase is
Φ(r) = ±π

2 r plus a contribution of π whenever the sin
factor in (7) is negative.
Conclusions.— We have introduced versatile determi-

nant representations for the correlation functions of the
strongly interacting Hubbard model, which facilitated
the numerical investigation of the spectral function in the
presence of a confinement potential and the dynamics of
the system after release from the trap. Our results are
highly general, easy to implement numerically, and can
be used to study the static properties in different trap-
ping geometries, the nonequilibrium dynamics in various
scenarios (periodic modulation of the trapping frequency,
quenches of the confining potential, etc.), the presence or
absence of dynamical localization in periodically kicked
systems, and the transport properties at zero and finite
temperature. We should also point out that our equal-
time representations can be expressed in a Lenard form
[26, 66], from which rigorous analytic results regarding
the asymptotics can be derived.
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and U. Schwingenschlögl, One-electron singular branch
lines of the Hubbard chain, Europhys. Lett. 67, 233
(2004).

[35] J.M.P. Carmelo, K. Penc, P.D. Sacramento, M. Sing
and R. Claessen, The Hubbard model description of the
TCNQ related singular features in photoemission of TTF-
TCNQ, J. Phys. C 18, 5191 (2006).

[36] J.M.P. Carmelo, D. Bozi and K. Penc, Dynamical func-
tions of a 1D correlated quantum liquid, J. Phys. C. 20,
415103 (2008).

[37] Fabian H. L. Essler, Threshold singularities in the one-
dimensional Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 81, 205120
(2010).

[38] M. Rigol and A. Muramatsu, Emergence of quasiconden-
sates of hard-core bosons at finite momentum, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 93, 230404 (2004).

[39] L. Vidmar, J.P. Ronzheimer, M. Schreiber, S. Braun, S.S.
Hodgman, S. Langer, F. Heidrich-Meisner, I. Bloch, and
U. Schneider, Dynamical Quasicondensation of Hard-
Core Bosons at Finite Momenta, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115,
175301 (2015).

[40] J. Hubbard, Electron correlations in narrow energy
bands, Proc. R. Soc. London, Ser. A 276, 238 (1963).

[41] F.H.L. Essler, H. Frahm, F. Göhmann, A. Klümper,
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Supplemental Material: Exact spectral function and nonequilibrium dynamics in the
strongly interacting Hubbard model

I. EIGENSTATES AT t = 0 AND THEIR TIME EVOLUTION

In the impenetrable limit the doubly occupied states have infinite energy and are effectively excluded from the
spectrum. In this limit the dynamics of the system is described by the effective Hamiltonian

H̃ = P


−t

L−1∑

z=1

∑

σ={↑,↓}

(
a†z,σaz+1,σ + a†z+1,σaz,σ

)
+B

L∑

z=1

(nz,↑ − nz,↓) +
L∑

z=1

(V (z, t)− µ)(nz,↑ + nz,↓)


P , (S-1)

with

P =
L∏

z=1

(1− nz,↑nz,↓) , P † = P , P 2 = P , (S-2)

the projector on singly occupied states. In the impenetrable regime the physical Hilbert space denoted by H has
dimension 3L while the space F in which the canonical Hubbard operators act has dimension 4L. In the time
dependent case we will denote the initial (final) Hamiltonian by H̃I (H̃F ).

At t = 0 the eigenstates of the initial Hamiltonian (S-1) in the (N,M)-sector (N particles of which M have spin
down) have the form

|ψN,M (k,λ)⟩ =
L∑

z1,··· ,zN=1

[N,M ]∑

α1,··· ,αN={↑,↓}
χα
N,M (z1, · · · , zN |k,λ)a†zN ,αN

· · · a†z1,α1
|0⟩ , (S-3)

where [N,M ] means that the sum is over all combinations of N α’s of which M are equal to ↓ and N − M are ↑,
α = (α1, · · · , αN ) and |0⟩ is the Fock vacuum satifying az,α|0⟩ = ⟨0|a†z,α = 0 for all values of z and α and ⟨0|0⟩ = 1.The

eigenstates (S-3) are parameterized by two sets of unequal (in each set) numbers k = {kj}Nj=1 and λ = {λj}Mj=1 which
characterize the charge and spin degrees of freedom. The total wavefunctions are

χα
N,M (z|k,λ) = 1

N !

[ ∑

P∈SN

ξ
(α,Pα)
XX (λ)ei

πκ
2

∑
1≤a<b≤N ϵ(za−zb)θ(zP (1) < · · · < zP (N))

]
det
N

[ϕka
(zb)] , (S-4)

with θ(zP (1) < · · · < zP (N)) equal to 1 when zP (1) < · · · < zP (N) and 0 otherwise and ϵ(z) = 1 for z ≥ 0 and ϵ(z) = −1

for z < 0. The spin sector is described by ξ
(α,Pα)
XX (λ), the wavefunctions of the XX spin chain with periodic boundary

conditions, defined by

ξ
(α,Pα)
XX (λ) =

1

NM/2


 ∏

1≤j<l≤M

sign(nl − nj) det
M

(
eiλanb

)

 , (S-5)

and the BAEs

eiλlN = (−1)M+1 , l = 1, · · · ,M . (S-6)

In (S-5) nl is the position of the l-th spin down on the auxiliary lattice of the XX spin chain. For example, in
the (N,M) = (4, 2) sector and α = (α1, α2, α3, α4) = (↓↓↑↑) for the permutation P = (1243) we have Pα =
(αP (1), αP (2), αP (3), αP (4)) = (↓↓↑↑) and (n1, n2) = (1, 2) while for P = (3214) we have Pα = (↑↓↓↑) and (n1, n2) =
(2, 3). The charge sector is described by a Slater determinant of eigenfunctions of the single particle Hamiltonian with

O.B.C. ({fi, f†
j } = δi,j , {fi, fj} = 0 , are spinless fermions)

HSP
I = −t

L−1∑

z=1

(|z + 1⟩⟨z|+ |z⟩⟨z + 1|) +
L∑

z=1

V (z, t ≤ 0)|z⟩⟨z| , with |z⟩ = f†
z |0⟩ . (S-7)
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The single particle wavefunctions satisfy HSP
I ϕk(z) = ε(k)ϕk(z) and we have

H̃I |ψN,M (k,λ)⟩ = EN,M (k)|ψN,M (k,λ)⟩ , EN,M (k) =

N∑

j=1

ε(k)− µN +B(2N −M) . (S-8)

The wavefunctions (S-4) are the natural generalization of the Bethe ansatz wavefunctions [S1, S2], satisfy the many-
body Schrödinger equation with O.B.C., have the appropriate symmetry and they form a complete orthonormal
system of dimension 3L.

The time evolved eigenstates are also described by (S-3) with the time-dependent wavefunctions

χα
N,M (z, t|k,λ) = 1

N !

[ ∑

P∈SN

ξ
(α,Pα)
XX (λ)ei

πκ
2

∑
1≤a<b≤N ϵ(za−zb)θ(zP (1) < · · · < zP (N))

]
det
N

[ϕka(zb, t)] , (S-9)

where ϕk(z, t) = e−iε(k)tϕk(z) in equilibrium situations. In nonequilibrium situations ϕk(z, t) is the unique time-
dependent solution of the Schrödinger equation iℏ∂ϕk(z, t)/∂t = HSP

F ϕk(z, t) with initial boundary condition
ϕk(z, 0) = ϕk(z) [remember ϕk(z) is an eigenfunction of (S-7)] where HSP

F is the final single particle Hamiltonian

HSP
F = −t

L−1∑

z=1

(|z + 1⟩⟨z|+ |z⟩⟨z + 1|) +
L∑

z=1

V (z, t > 0)|z⟩⟨z| , with |z⟩ = f†
z |0⟩ . (S-10)

II. SKETCH OF THE DERIVATION FOR THE DETERMINANT REPRESENTATIONS

At finite temperature the correlation functions of the system initially prepared in a thermal state of the initial
Hamiltonian H̃I described by the grandcanonical potential at chemical potential µ, magnetic field B are

g(−)
σ (x, t; y, t′) = ⟨ã†x,σ(t)ãy,σ(t′)⟩µ,B,T , σ = {↑, ↓} ,

= Tr
[
e−H̃I/T ã†x,σ(t)ãy,σ(t

′)
]
/Tr

[
e−H̃I/T

]
,

=
∞∑

N=0

N+1∑

M=0

∑

k1<···<kN+1

λ1<···<λM

e−EN+1,M (k)/T

Z(µ,B, T )
⟨ψN+1,M (k,λ)|ã†x,σ(t)ãy,σ(t′)|ψN+1,M (k,λ)⟩ , (S-11)

g(+)
σ (x, t; y, t′) = ⟨ãx,σ(t)ã†y,σ(t′)⟩µ,B,T , σ = {↑, ↓} ,

= Tr
[
e−H̃I/T ãx,σ(t)ã

†
y,σ(t

′)
]
/Tr

[
e−H̃I/T

]
,

=
∞∑

N=0

N∑

M=0

∑

q1<···<qN
µ1<···<µM

e−EN,M (q)/T

Z(µ,B, T )
⟨ψN,M (q,µ)|ãx,σ(t)ã†y,σ(t′)|ψN,M (q,µ)⟩ . (S-12)

where Z(µ,B, T ) =
∑∞

N=0

∑N
M=0

∑
q1<···<qN
µ1<···<µM

e−EN,M (q)/T =
∏∞

q=1

(
1 + 2 cosh(B/T )e−(ε(q)−µ)/T

)
is the partition

function of the initial thermal state and the time evolved operators are

ãx,σ(t) = eiH̃F tãx,σe
−iH̃F t , ã†x,σ(t) = eiH̃F tã†x,σe

−iH̃F t , (S-13)

with

ãx,σ = Pax,σP , ã†x,σ = Pa†x,σP . (S-14)

It is important to note that the traces in (S-11) and (S-12) are taken in the Hilbert space H of dimension 3L.
The derivation of the determinant representations, Eqs. (3) and (4) of the main text, is based on the summation of

the form factors [S1, S2]. Using a resolution of the identity, 1 =
∑∞

N=0

∑N
M=0

∑
q1<···<qN
µ1<···<µM

|ΦN,M (q,µ)⟩⟨ΦN,M (q,µ)| ,
the mean values of bilocal operators appearing in the right hand-side of (S-11) and (S-12) can be written as

⟨ψN+1,M (k,λ)|ã†x,σ(t)ãy,σ(t′)|ψN+1,M (k,λ)⟩ =
∑

q1<···<qN
µ1<···<µM̄

F (σ)

N,M (k,λ; q,µ|x, t)F (σ)
N,M (k,λ; q,µ|y, t′) , (S-15)
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and

⟨ψN,M̄ (q,µ)|ãx,σ(t)ã†y,σ(t′)|ψN,M̄ (q,µ)⟩ =
∑

k1<···<kN+1

λ1<···<λM

F (σ)
N,M (k,λ; q,µ|x, t)F (σ)

N,M (k,λ; q,µ|y, t′) , (S-16)

where

F (σ)
N,M (k,λ; q,µ|x, t) = ⟨ΨN,M̄ (q,µ)|ãx,σ(t)|ψN+1,M (k,λ)⟩ , (S-17)

is a general form factor of the ãx,σ(t) operator (the form factor of ã†x,σ(t) is obtained by complex conjugation) and

M̄ =

{
M if σ =↑ ,
M − 1 if σ =↓ .

(S-18)

The determinant representations are obtained performing the following steps [S1, S2]: a) computation of the form
factors for a finite size system; b) derivation of determinant formula for the mean values of the bilocal operators using
a technique similar with Cauchy-Binet formula; c) taking the thermodynamic limit making use of the von Koch’s
determinant formula.

III. EQUAL TIME CORRELATORS

The general representations, Eqs. (3) and (4) of the main text, can be used to compute the spectral function at
equilibrium, with or without an external trapping potential. In nonequilibrium situations, like the case of release from

the trap or evolution from a domain wall boundary scenario, it is sufficient to investigate the g
(−)
σ (x, t; y, t′) at equal

time t = t′ from which we can extract the dynamics of the real space densities and momentum distributions. For
t = t′ the integration over η can be performed analytically and the following determinant representation is obtained

g
(−)
↑ (x, y| t) = g

(−)
↑ (x, t; y, t)

g(−)(x, y| t) = det
(
1 + v(T,−) + r(T,−)

)
− det

(
1 + v(T,−)

)
, (S-19)

with

v
(T,−)
ab = −

[
γ − e−iπκ sign(y−x)

]√
ϑ(a)ϑ(b)

max(x,y)−1∑

z=min(x,y)

ϕa(z, t)ϕb(z, t) , a, b = 1, 2, · · · , (S-20)

r
(T,−)
ab =

√
ϑ(a)ϑ(b) ϕa(x, t)ϕb(y, t) , a, b = 1, 2, · · · . (S-21)

It is important to note that g(−)(x, y| t) = g(−)(y, x| t). At zero temperature and zero magnetic field (at T = 0 even
an infinitesimal magnetic field completely polarizes the system making it equivalent to a single component system)
we have γ = 2 and ϑ(q) = 1/2 if ε(q) ≤ µ and zero otherwise. In this case the relevant matrices are N -dimensional
with N the number of energy levels with energy smaller than the chemical potential and

v
(0,−)
ab = −1

2

[
γ − e−iπκ sign(y−x)

]max(x,y)−1∑

z=min(x,y)

ϕa(z, t)ϕb(z, t) , a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N, (S-22)

r
(0,−)
ab =

1

2
ϕa(x, t)ϕb(y, t) , a, b = 1, 2, · · · , N . (S-23)
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