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We report observation of quasiparticle pair-production and characterize quantum entanglement
created by a modulational instability in an atomic superfluid. By quenching the atomic interaction
to attractive and then back to weakly repulsive, we produce correlated quasiparticles and monitor
their evolution in a superfluid through evaluating the in situ density noise power spectrum, which
essentially measures a ‘homodyne’ interference between ground state atoms and quasiparticles of
opposite momenta. We observe large amplitude growth in the power spectrum and subsequent
coherent oscillations in a wide spatial frequency band within our resolution limit, demonstrating

coherent quasiparticle generation and evolution.

The spectrum is observed to oscillate below a

quantum limit set by the Peres-Horodecki separability criterion of continuous-variable states, thereby
confirming quantum entanglement between interaction quench-induced quasiparticles.

Coherent pair-production processes are enabling mech-
anisms for entanglement generation in continuous vari-
able states [I, 2]. In many-body systems, quasiparti-
cle pair-production presents an interesting case, as in-
teraction creates entanglement shared among collectively
excited interacting particles. Entanglement distribution
through quasiparticle propagation is a direct manifesta-
tion of transport property in a quantum many-body sys-
tem [3, 4]. Controlling quasiparticle pair-production and
detecting entanglement evolution thus opens a door to
probing quantum many-body dynamics, enabling funda-
mental studies such as information propagation [5] [6],
entanglement entropy evolution [7], many-body thermal-
ization [8], as well as Hawking radiation of quasiparticles
and thermodynamics of an analogue black hole [OHIT].

In atomic quantum gases, coherent quasiparticle pair-
production can be stimulated through an interaction
quench, which results in a rapid change of quasiparti-
cle dispersion relation that can project collective exci-
tations, from either existing thermal or quantum pop-
ulations, into a superposition of correlated quasiparti-
cle pairs [I2HI4]. This has led to prior observation of
Sakharov oscillations in a quenched atomic superfluid
[13,15]. An intriguing case occurs when the atomic inter-
action is quenched to an attractive value, where quasipar-
ticles become unstable. In this case, the early time dy-
namics is governed by a modulational instability (MI),
which stimulates exponential growth of density waves.
This growth leads eventually to wave fragmentation and
soliton formation [I6]. Although consequences of MI have
been observed in a number of recent quantum gas exper-
iments [I7H21], the early-time evolution itself has only
been recently studied [21I], and the direct verification of
coherent quasiparticle pair-production has remained an
open question.
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In this letter, we demonstrate coherent quasiparti-
cle pair-production by inducing MI in a homogeneous
2D quantum gas quenched to an attractive interac-
tion. Subsequent quasiparticle evolution is monitored
through quenching the interaction back to a positive
value (Fig. . Through in situ imaging, we analyze the
dynamics of density observables by a method analogous
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FIG. 1. Experiment scheme for quasiparticle pair-production
and detection. (a) A homogeneous 2D superfluid (red square)
undergoes an interaction quench protocol from (i) g = g; > 0
to gm1 < 0 for broadband generation of quasiparticle pairs
of opposite momenta (illustrated by black curvy arrows) for
a time duration A7; (ii) A second interaction quench to
g = gr > 0 allows quasiparticles to evolve as phonons for
a variable hold time 7; (iii) In situ density noise in spatial
frequency domain, dny, is essentially a ‘homodyne’ measure-
ment of excitations in opposite momentum states interfering
with ground state atoms. (b-e) Single-shot density images
taken prior to (b) or after the interaction quench (c-e) and
held for the indicated time 7. Image size: 77x77 pm?.
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FIG. 2. Growth of density noise during the MI period. Den-
sity noise power spectra measured before, So (k) (open circles),
and right after the MI period, S(k,0), with A7 = 1 ms (gray
circles) and 2 ms (black squares), respectively. Horizontal
dashed line marks the atomic shot-noise level. Gray band
represents calculated initial phonon spectrum assuming equi-
librium temperature 7' = 8 + 2 nK. Dashed curve shows the
squeezing parameter Cj, at g = g; ~ 0.127. Solid curves are
theory fits to data; see text [26]. Vertical dotted line marks
the wavenumber k., below (above) which quasiparticles are
expected to be unstable (stable) at g = gvr &~ —0.026.

to the well-established homodyne detection technique in
quantum optics [22H24] and confirm non-classical cor-
relations, that is, quantum entanglement in interaction
quench-produced quasiparticle pairs.

Our analyses are based on the time evolution of in situ
density noise, which is a manifestation of interference
between quasiparticle excitations and the ground state
atoms that serve as a coherent local oscillator [25]. In
Fourier space, the density noise operator can be written
as 0ny ~ \/N(&L + a_x), where N > 1 is the total
atom number nearly all accounted for by the ground state
atoms, and &g:l)( are the annihilation (creation) operators
for +k single-particle momentum eigenstates. They are
related to quasiparticle operators dlk by the Bogoliubov
transformation.

To characterize non-classical correlation between
quasiparticles, we study the density noise power spec-
trum S(k) = (|dnk|?)/N, where (---) denotes ensemble
averaging. Within our resolution limit (|k| < 2.6/um),
the power spectrum conveniently measures the variances
of two-mode quadrature of quasiparticles of all £k mo-
mentum pairs, Tx + _x and pPx — p_k, where T =
(& + du)/ V2 and py = i(a — éu)/v/2 [26]. Since pair-
production should be isotropic in our quantum gas sam-
ples, in the following we discuss azimuthally averaged
spectrum S(k), and use +k to denote opposite momenta.

It suffices to prove inseparability or quantum entan-
glement in quasiparticles of opposite momenta by violat-
ing the Peres-Horodecki separability criterion, which — in
the continuous-variable version [27], 28] and adapted to
our case —reads [((Zx + &_x)%) + ((Br — p-x)?)] > 2. In
terms of the density power spectrum, this becomes [20]

S(k) = = [((@r +2-x)%) + ((Px —P-1)*)] = Ck, (1)

where C; = e€r/e(k,g) is a squeezing parameter de-
termined by the ratio between the single-particle en-
ergy €, and the phonon dispersion relation e(k,g) =

\/ei +2%2ﬁgek, 7 is the mean density, ¢ is the inter-
action at the time of the measurement, m is the atomic
mass, and A is the reduced Planck constant. For non-
interacting particles, we would have C} = 1, represent-
ing the limit of atomic shot-noise. Proving quasiparticle
(phonon) entanglement in a superfluid (¢ > 0), on the
other hand, requires a lower quantum limit C < 1.
Physical interpretation of Eq. becomes clearer
when we express the density noise power spectrum as an
observable for superfluid phonon populations and time-
dependent pair-correlation signal (at g > 0) [26, 29, B0]:

S(k,7) = Cy [1+ Ny + ANy, cos ¢, (7)] (2)

where Nj, = <d,tézk> + (dJr_kd_k> is the mean phonon
number in +k modes, while AN}, and ¢ (7) are related
to the amplitude and argument of the pair-correlation
observable <d£dik> (and (Gr&—y)), respectively. The
pair-correlation observable oscillates as time evolves due
to a dynamical phase factor ¢ (7) accumulating between
phonons of opposite momenta. Violating Eq. is equiv-
alent to having AN, > Ny, resulting in maximal two-
mode squeezing S(k)/Cr < 1 at ¢ ~ (21 + 1)m and
anti-squeezing S(k)/Cj > 1 at ¢, = 2l7 (I is an integer)
— a key entanglement signature that we demonstrate in
this letter.

To carry out the experiment, we prepare uniform su-
perfluid samples formed by N ~ 4.9 x 10* nearly pure
Bose-condensed cesium atoms loaded inside a quasi-2D
box potential, which compresses all atoms in the har-
monic ground state along the imaging (z-) direction
[21] with I, = 184 nm being the harmonic oscillator
length. A time-of-flight measurement estimates the sam-
ple temperature T' < 8 nK. Mean atomic surface density
n ~ 21/pm? is approximately uniform within a horizon-
tal box size of ~ 48 x 48 ym?. The interaction strength of
the quasi-2D gas g = v/8ma/l, is controlled by the s-wave
scattering length a via a magnetic Feshbach resonance
[31], giving an initial interaction strength g = g; = 0.127.
An uncertainty in g (dg ~ +0.0006) is primarily con-
tributed by the uncertainty in the magnetic field at the
scattering length zero-crossing [21].

Our interaction quench protocol is illustrated in
Fig. a). A MI period is initiated by quenching the
atomic interaction (within 0.8 ms) to a negative value



gyt ~ —0.026 and holding for a short time A7 ~ 1 ~
2 ms. To terminate MI, we quench the atomic interac-
tion back to a small positive value g¢ ~ 0.007, allowing
quasiparticles to evolve as phonons in a stable superfluid
for another variable time 7 before we perform in situ
absorption imaging. Figures b—e) show sample images
measured before and after we initiate the quench pro-
tocol. We evaluate dny for each sample through Fourier
analysis [32] and obtain their density noise power spectra.
Typically around 50 experiment repetitions are analyzed
for each hold time 7. Each power spectrum has been
carefully calibrated with respect to the atomic shot-noise
measured from high temperature normal gases [26] 32].

To confirm quasipaticle generation during the MI pe-
riod, in Fig.[2]we compare the density noise power spectra
measured before and immediately after the MI period,
that is, for hold time 7 = 0. Before MI, the initial spec-
trum So(k) is mostly below the atomic shot-noise due
to low temperature 7' < 8 nK and small initial squeez-
ing parameter Cf < 1. Excessive noise in k < 0.75/um
may be due to technical heating in the box potential.
After the MI time period A7, we indeed find signifi-
cant increase in the density noise S(k,0) > 1 at spa-
tial frequencies extending over two quasiparticle regimes:
k < ke = 24/nlgmi| = 1.5/pm in the instability band
showing hyperbolic growth due to a purely imaginary dis-
persion relation e(k, guvr) [21], and k 2 k. in the stable
regime showing quasiparticle production due to variation
of the interaction strength [13].

Our measured spectra can be well-captured by a
model S(k,0) = e "*A7S (k) + Sinc(k), which incor-
porates the Bogoliubov theory and quasiparticle dis-
sipation through coupling to a single-particle bath
[26].  The first term is a damped coherent sig-
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[13, 21], while the second term is referred to as an
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e TRAT)} where ne = 1 4 €2 /e(k, gmr)?. Our theory fits
(solid curves in Fig. [2)) suggest a k-dependent dissipation
rate Ty ~ 0.5¢;/h [26], of the same order of magnitude
as the decay rate extracted from the subsequent time-
evolution measurements at g = g5 (Fig. [3).

To demonstrate phase coherence and pair-correlation
in these interaction quench-induced quasiparticle pairs,
we plot the complete time and momentum dependence
of the density noise power spectrum S(k, 7), as shown in
Fig. a). Here, oscillatory behavior is clearly visible over
the entire spectrum. The oscillations are a manifestation
of the interference between coherent quasiparticles of op-
posite momenta +k, as suggested by Eq. , with the
relative phase winding up in time as ¢5(7) = 2v5 7+ o,
where v, ¢ = e(k,gf)/h is the expected Bogoliubov
phonon frequency and ¢ is an initial phase difference. In
Fig. B[(b-d), we plot S(k,7) in the rescaled time 7 = . s7
and confirm that all spectra oscillate synchronously with
a time period ~ m, thus validating the phonon interfer-
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FIG. 3. Coherent oscillations in the density noise power

spectrum. (a) Full evolution of the power spectrum S(k,7)
with A7 &~ 1 ms, showing coherent oscillations in time
and k-space. (b-d) Synchronized oscillations of S(k,7)
plotted in the rescaled time unit 7 = ~g, 7 for various
k ~ (1,1.3,1.6,1.8,2.1,2.2) /um (Gray circles from bright
to dark). Horizontal dashed lines mark the atomic shot-
noise limit. Solid lines are sinusoidal fits. Fitted amplitude
Ay, phase offset ¢o, and decay rate I'x from samples with
A7 =~ 0 ms (filled circles), 1 ms (filled squares), and 2 ms
(filled triangles) are plotted in (e-g), respectively.

ence picture. For comparison, we also plot the evolution
of samples with a direct interaction quench from g; to gy
without an MI period (A7 = 0). Oscillations in S(k,7)
can also be observed, albeit with smaller amplitudes and
phase offsets ¢g ~ 0, as these oscillations result solely
from the interference of in-phase quasiparticle projections
from suddenly decreasing the Bogoliubov energy [13]. In
either case, with or without MI, we observe that phase
coherence is lost in a few cycles and the density noise
spectra reach new steady-state values.

To quantify phase coherence and dissipation at final
g = gy, we perform simple sinusoidal fits S(k,7) =
St — Spe T — ApeT*7 cos(27 + ¢yp) to the data to ex-
tract (A, ¢o, I'x), as shown in Fig. e—g) (the steady-
state values Sy and S, are not shown). The larger oscil-
lation amplitudes A found in samples with A7 ~ 1 ms
and 2 ms show that MI-induced quasiparticles are highly
phase coherent. This can also be seen in the non-zero
phase offset ¢o > m/2 at k 2 0.5/um in Fig. [3{f),
which is coherently accumulated during the MI period.
Furthermore, in Fig. g), we observe a nearly con-
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FIG. 4. Testing two-mode squeezing and quantum entan-
glement in the phonon basis. (a-c) Rescaled phonon spec-
trum S(k,7) for k ~ (1.3,1.6,1.8,2.1,2.2,2.4) /um (filled cir-
cles from bright to dark), evaluated using data as shown in
Figs. [3(b-d). Solid curves are guides to the eye. (d) First
minima, Smin in the phonon spectra of various wavenumber k,
at A7 =~ 0 ms (filled circles), 1 ms (squares), and 2 ms (trian-
gles), respectively. In (a-d), horizontal dashed lines mark the
quantum limit, below which Eq. is violated. Error bars
include systematic and statistical errors. (e) Mean phonon
population N (filled symbols) and pair-correlation ampli-
tude AN} (open symbols) extracted using the first minima
and maxima identified in (a, circles), (b, squares), and (c,
triangles), respectively. Blue (red) shaded areas mark the re-
gion where AN, > Ni (ANy < Ni). Error bars represent
statistical errors.

stant decay rate 'y ~ 0.31 + 0.08 at k 2> 0.8 /um for
these MI-induced oscillations. This is close to the de-
cay rate I'y =~ 0.22 £ 0.04 in samples without an MI
period (A7 = 0), suggesting that the short MI dynamics
does not heat up the sample significantly to increase the
phonon dissipation rate.

We now focus on identifying a key signature of non-
classical correlations. To search for entanglement in the
final phonon basis, we evaluate the squeezing parameter
Cy = ex/e(k,gr) at g = gy and plot the rescaled phonon
spectra S(k,7) = S(k, 7)/Cy, as shown in Figs. a-c). In
this basis, the phonon spectra at momenta k = 1.5/um
can be observed to oscillate above and below the rescaled
quantum limit S = 1, showing signatures of two-mode

squeezing and anti-squeezing as time evolves. The first
minimum Spi, identified at various momenta £ is plot-
ted in Fig. d), in which we find that S, violates the
inequality Eq. in a wider range for the MI sample
with A7 ~ 1 ms than it does for the samples with-
out MI or with longer A7r. The strongest violation is
in the range of 2.1/pum< k < 2.2/pum and has average
Snin A~ 0.77(7) < 1, compared to Sinin A 0.84(8) without
MI and Spin & 0.91(5) for AT & 2 ms.

To further interpret this result, we extract the mean
phonon number N, and the pair-correlation amplitude
AN, by using the first maximum Sy and minimum
Smin identified in S(k,7) at each k in Figs. a—c),

¥ Sm X S’min
Ny, ~ % -1

Smax - Smin

AN, ~ 5 : 3)
As shown in Fig. e), both Nj, and AN, have compa-
rably increased due to pair-production in MI samples of
AT # 0. Quantum entanglement appears to better pre-
vail for AT ~ 1 ms and at k > 1.5/um, where AN}, > Nj.
This may be understood as any excessive incoherent pop-
ulation N —AN} > 0 in our samples can be due partially
to quasiparticle dissipation during the quench and par-
tially to incoherent (thermal) phonons present in the ini-
tial state. The latter are better suppressed at k > 1.5/um
as €(k,g;) > kpT ~ h x 1 kHz.

In summary, we demonstrate that coherent quasipar-
ticle pair-production can be initiated in atomic quantum
gases quenched to an attractive interaction. We show
that in situ density noise power spectrum provides a sim-
ple means to characterize coherence and quantum en-
tanglement between quasiparticles of opposite momenta,
by using a continuous-variable version of the Peres-
Horodecki separability criterion. Strong pair-correlation
signal has been observed and non-classical correlation has
been identified, with two-mode squeezing Sy, ~ 0.8 < 1
below the quantum limit. Further reduction of initial
incoherent phonon populations or of decoherence during
pair-production processes may increase the non-classical
signal in future experiments. Reaching S < 0.5 could
open up applications requiring Einstein—Podolsky—Rosen
entangled quasiparticle pairs [33H37]. Our quench proto-
col and entanglement detection method may be extended
to analyze entanglement distribution between non-causal
regions before the interaction quench. Furthermore, in
analogy to the discussion in Ref. [38], extending our
analyses of two-mode quadrature variance to skewness
[39] and other higher-order correlation terms may provide
necessary observables for probing entanglement entropy
and transport in a quantum gas.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
Calibration procedure

We calibrate our imaging system (effective numerical aperature N.A.a 0.35) by using in situ density noise power
spectrum measured from thermal gases confined in the box potential. We first load a 2D gas using the standard loading
procedure described in [2I]. We then quench the scattering length to a large and negative value at a = —300 ag, where
ap is the Bohr radius, and hold for > 100 ms. During this time, the 2D sample suffers three-body recombination loss
and heating, with NV =~ 7,000 atoms remaining in the box and at a temperature up to 7' = 170 + 15 nK independently
measured in time-of-flight measurements. Following this heating procedure, thermal de Broglie wavelength A\gp <
0.5 pm is much smaller than the image resolution. We record the density fluctuations by quenching the scattering
length back to a nearly non-interacting value and perform in situ absorption imaging. We evaluate the density noise
power spectrum of the high temperature normal gases, which can be used to accurately determine the modulation
transfer function of our imaging system [32] that terminates at k 2 2.6/um. All the density noise power spectra
presented in this letter are normalized by the atomic shot-noise calibrated modulation transfer function to remove
systematic image aberrations.

Separability criterion

In this section, we derive the separability criterion for quasiparticles of opposite momenta +k using the density
observables discussed in the main text. We define dL ax as the quasiparticle creation and annihilation operators.
The associated coordinate and momentum operators can then be written as

T = %(@k + @L)
To = %(d—k + &T,k)
pr = \%(di ~ )
o= (6l —

These have canonical commutation relations (with the reduced Planck constant 2 = 1). Next, we consider variances
of

=21+ T2 =01+ G2
0= p1 — P2 = i(Po — 1),
where g1 and gs are non-Hermitian but momentum-conserving operators

. 1 . .
7= —=(ax + ozT_k)

V2
. 1

?JZZE

which commute with each other. By momentum conservation (in the states we consider), we have (§7) = (932) = 0,
and

(G- + G1,),

(0%) = 2(g19a) = (Qncé_x + aed) + &l a g + @l al)

The total variance is
(62) 4 (0%) = 2(anea_x + daedf. + &' a g +al o).
For a separable state, by the theorem proven in [27] 28], the total variance must satisfy the following inequality

(%) + (6%)]sep = 2. (S4)
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If we take a thermal state of G4y, dlk for an example, such as when a quenched superfluid has fully equilibrated, we
have

[(02) 4 (0%)]therm = 2({@acd) + (a1 a_1)) = 2(2np +1) > 2,

satisfying the separability criterion. Here np > 0 is the Bose-Einstein distribution.

We now express the separability criterion Eq. using density observables and associate it with the density noise
power spectrum S(k). We begin by considering the density noise and phase of the order parameter in the momentum
space. The density noise is calculated as dn(x,t) = n(x,t) — 7 at an arbitrary time ¢, where 7 is the average density of
the superfluid, assumed uniform and time-independent. We define the Fourier components 7y and Oy of the density
noise and phase operators as follows:

on(x,t) = % > iu(t)ex (S5)
k0
. T
O(x.t) = > () = v > oL (t)e X, (S6)
k#0 k#0

where V is the volume of the gas. The commutation relation is [A(x), —0(x’)] = i6(x — x), where §(x) is the Dirac

delta-function. In Fourier components, it corresponds to [y, —él,] = iV 0k x, where Jy i is the Kronecker delta.
In Fourier space, the density and phase operators are related to the single-particle operators dgj])( by
fik = VN (ax + dik) ) (S7)
A Vo, .
Oy = (aik - ak) ) (SS)

2V N

where N = nV is the total particle number, assumed to be largely accounted for by ground state atoms. Through the

Bogoliubov transformation, we can further express the same quantities in terms of the quasiparticle operators dgl)(
We have

i = /NCy(dx +al ) (S9)

O] = ———(—a_x+4a]) (S10)

where Cy, = e /e(k), e(k) = \/€er + Q%ﬁgek is the Bogoliubov energy (at the interaction g when the measurement

2 2
takes place), € = h2|:1| is the single particle energy, and m is the atomic mass.

Using Eq. (S9), we can relate the density noise power spectrum to the variances of two-mode quadrature

(Affne)  Cy
Sk) = IEV =5 [<u2> + <v2>] . (S11)
Thus, in a separable state we would have
ot
S(k) = 7<nk7;\l;>sep > Cy, (S12)

where we have applied the inequality (S4).

Evolution of quasiparticles coupled to a bath

Both in the present study and former experiments [I3},[15], quasiparticles are observed to dissipate. In this section, we
calculate the coherent evolution of density fluctuations following an interaction quench in the presence of dissipation.
We consider an instantaneous quench after which the value of the interaction parameter g can be either positive or
negative. At the level of the quadratic Hamiltonian, we can consider each (k,—k) pair of modes separately. The
corresponding system Hamiltonian is

. 1 1
Ak, k) = - [2ﬁek9k0k += (% + ﬁg) ﬁkﬁk} : (S13)
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where 7 is the average dentity, which is assumed uniform and time-independent, and g = %Qg. Note that hfy is the
canonical momentum conjugate to n_k. In what follows, we set h = 1.

The quadratic approximation neglects nonlinear effects, which can change population of a given pair of modes.
For near-equilibrium states, one may consider taking nonlinear terms into account via a version of the Boltzmann
equation, written in terms of Bogoliubov quasiparticles. For negative g, however, the uniform equilibrium is unstable,
and the usual definition of a quasiparticle does not apply. To qualitatively describe the effect of nonlinear terms in
this case, we consider a model in which the loss (gain) of particles in a given momentum mode is due to Markovian
quantum noise. The model is specified by stating which of the system operators the noise couples to. Here, we assume
those to be the single particle operators ay, d};.

To compute the effect of the noise on the evolution of the system, we use the quantum Langevin equation (QLE) in
the form presented in Ref. [40]. In this formalism, each noise channel is described by time-dependent “in” operators,
subject to commutation relations

[bin (), b, ()] = 6t = 1) (S14)
(with other pairwise commutators equal to zero). If there is only one such channel, the evolution of any operator A
characterizing the system is given by the QLE as follows [40]:

A= —i[A, B] - [A,00 {;ré 4 ﬁz}in(t)} + {;réf + m}jn(t)} 14,0], (S15)

where O is the system operator that couples to the noise, and T is the strength (width) of that coupling.

When there are two or more independent noise channels, one can generalize Eq. by defining separate l;in, O,
and I' for each channel and summing up the corresponding noise terms in the equation. In the present case, we have
two noise channels, which couple to the system operators

O; = ay, O =a_x.

We call the corresponding noise operators bin and bin, respectively. In what follows, we assume that the two widths
are equal: Ty = 'y = T'. We allow the width to depend on k = |k|, even though for brevity we do not attach a
subscript k to I'.

We now consider evolution of the system with the Hamiltonian after an instantaneous quench of the coupling
g from a positive initial value g; to a final value g;; the latter can be positive or negative. It is convenient to define,
instead of the phase component ék, a related variable ék = —2ﬁék. Then, the QLEs for ék and N, can be written
in the matrix form as

(Sllf) () () - (e ) 510

We search for solution as an expansion in the eigenvectors of the matrix in (S15|), that is,

é R Yk ) Yk
(8) =a (2 ) weur (1), -
Wg = \/ei + Zﬁgfek

is Bogoliubov’s quasiparticle frequency, and g¢ is the coupling constant after the quench. For negative gy, there is an
instability band, corresponding to those k for which the argument of the square root is negative. For these k, wy is
imaginary; by convention we choose it to have a negative imaginary part.

Equations satisfied by ¢; o are

where

&1 =Apér — VNT(, (1),
¢y = A_éy — VNTC_(t),

where

1



are the eigenvalues of the evolution matrix, and

Gty =3 (17 2 Y baw+ 4 (1 2) 3,0, (518)

According to Eq. (S17), 7k (t) = é1(t) + é2(t). The general solution for it is
A (t) = e1(0)eM " + & (0)e " — VN / C+ ) ) (L ()t (S19)

The operator constants ¢1(0) and é2(0) are determined from the initial conditions. Let BA;L, Bk be the creation and
annihilation operators of Bogoliubov’s quasiparticles before the quench. Then, at ¢t — 07,

Ox(07) = ZV\/E(ﬁk - BL)’

Me(07) =/ NC} (B + BT,
Qp = 1/6% + 2ng; €.

is the initial-state quasiparticle frequency. Equating these @k, Ak to their + — 0T limits, obtained from Eq. 1) we

find
- 5 [ () 142

where Cj, = €5/, and

2

where the upper signs are for ¢;, and the lower for é;.

For computation of the power spectrum of density fluctuations, we will need both ny and n_x. The former is
obtained by substituting the above expressions for ¢; 2(0) into Eq. . For the latter, we need to exchange k with
—k in the expressions for é; 2(0). In addition, recalling that untilded noise operators refer to mode number k, and
tilded ones to —k, we need to exchange the tilded and untilded operators in Eq. -

The quasiparticle operators B BT can in principle depend on noise, but only on that part of it that is represented
by bin(t), bin(t) with ¢ < 0. None of those appear in the solution . Thus, we can consider ¢; 2(0) on the one hand,
and the noise operators appearing in Eq. (| on the other to be dlstrlbuted independently. Further, we assume
that all the one-point functions, i.e., (B>, (?)in>, (bin), of these operators are zero. As a result, the power spectrum will
consist of two separate parts,

(k) (Rokfi)eon | (M_kMk)ine
S(h) = " = A A (520)

which we refer to as coherent and incoherent. The former corresponds to the first two terms in and the latter
to the last term, due entirely to the noise. Outside the instability band, where wy is real, the coherent part decays
at large times, while the incoherent part goes to a constant value. For k in the instability band, both parts can be
amplified; that is the case when |Im[wg]| > T'/2, where Im[.] denotes imaginary part.

Finally, we assume that, among the two-point functions of the aforementioned operators, the only nonzero ones are

(BL ) = Ni (BifBL) = Ny + 1,

(bin ()DL, (1)) = (b (B)B], (1)) = 5(t — ).

The latter is a simplifying assumption to the effect that the noise is in vacuum. One may reasonably hope it to work
for sufficiently short evolution times. With these assumptions, we obtain

A k) co Q7
(1) con = e 1S (k) = e TS (k) {1 + (’; — 1) sin? wkt] ,
N w;,



10

=)

~

\®)

Density noise power spectrum

—-"-'

05 1.0 15 20 25
k(um™1)

S

Fig. SM1. Fitting the measured density noise power spectra (symbols) right after the MI period with A7 =~ 2 ms. Blue
curve shows the fit, calculated based on the measured initial spectrum (smoothed gray curve). Dashed curve shows the fitted
incoherent contribution Sinc(k). Vertical dotted line marks the wavenumber k., below (above) which quasiparticles are expected
to be unstable (stable).

where S;(k) = C}. (2N}, + 1) is the initial density noise power spectrum and

<ﬁ7kﬁ/k>inc

= Sinc k
x (k)
= 1 1— i L [F (1 — e Ttcos 2wkt) + kae_rt sin 2wkt] +(1+ i (1 — e_rt)
2 w,% T2+ 4w,% w,%

We compare the above theory calculation with the density noise power spectra measured after we quench the
interaction strength to g = gy and hold for a time t = A7, as shown in Fig.[2] We assume a k-dependent coupling rate
Ty, = neg and set n as a fit parameter. We then use the measured initial spectrum S;(k) and all other experimentally
measured quantities to evaluate the power spectrum S(k) = e T#27 S 1, (k) + Sinc(k). As shown in Fig. SM1, we find
a reasonable fit with n =~ 0.54(2) for samples with a hold time of A7 ~ 2 ms.
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