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We study the spin-mixing dynamics of a one-dimensional strongly repulsive Fermi gas under har-
monic confinement. By employing a mapping onto an inhomogeneous isotropic Heisenberg model
and the symmetries under particle exchange, we follow the dynamics till very long times. Starting
from an initial spin-separated state, we observe superdiffusion, spin-dipolar large amplitude oscil-
lations and thermalization. We report a universal scaling of the oscillations with particle number
N1/4. Our study puts forward one-dimensional correlated fermions as a new system to observe the
emergence of non-equilibrium universal features.

Elucidating the dynamics of interacting Fermi gases
is important for understanding a large variety of physi-
cal phenomena, from condensed matter to plasmas and
astrophysical objects as neutron stars. The strongly out-
of-equilibrium dynamics of interacting quantum systems
is currently one of the most challenging open problems.

In this context, the spin dynamics deserves a specific
focus. Spin currents can be easily damped by inter-
particle collisions [1] and the continuity equation for the
spin density includes both orbital current and spin torque
contributions [2]. Spin drag is another manifestation
of interactions among the spin species, inducing spin-
diffusive or non-dissipative dynamics depending on the
interaction regimes [1, 3–7]. Ultracold atomic gases pro-
vide an ideal platform for exploring in isolated condi-
tions the out-of-equilibrium spin dynamics [8–10]. In a
three dimensional geometry, the oscillatory dynamics of
a strongly interacting Fermi gas with initially spatially
separated spin components was studied in [11]. The spin
drag, spin diffusivity and spin susceptibility were ob-
tained, and a universal limit for spin diffusivity at low
temperature was reported for the unitary Fermi gas.

A relevant question is what happens to the above quan-
tities when reducing the dimensionality of the system
to quasi one-dimensional, and what type of universality
emerges. One-dimensional (1D) systems display specific
features, as the enhancement of quantum fluctuations
and correlations and they can be described by a wealth
of theoretical and numerical methods [12–15]. The quan-
tum dynamics may be strongly affected by the geomet-
rical constraints, as well as by the presence of a large
number of conserved quantities, as demonstrated e.g. in
the quantum Newton’s cradle experiment [16].

We address this question by following the dynamics of
strongly repulsive fermions subjected to a longitudinal
harmonic confinement in a tight waveguide. As in the
three-dimensional case of Ref.[11], we start from an ini-
tially imbalanced state with all spin up on the left and all
spin down on the right of the harmonic trap, and we fol-
low the damped oscillations of the magnetization. While
the fully quantum dynamics at arbitrary interactions can
be followed only at short times with a classical simula-
tor, we focus here on the strongly correlated regime of
very large interactions, close to the integrable point at

infinite repulsions [17–23]. In this regime, the dynamics
of the charge and spin decouple, and the spin dynamics
can be followed exactly till very long times by means of
a mapping onto the one of an inhomogeneous, isotropic
Heisenberg model [24, 25] with site-dependent couplings
[26, 27].

FIG. 1. Left panel: spin up ρ↑ in orange (light grey) and
down ρ↓ in violet (dark grey) spatial densities (in units of the
inverse harmonic oscillator length `−1, with ` =

√
h̄/mω0)

as a function of position in the trap (in units of `) at times
ω0t = 0, 33, 200 from top to bottom. The two initially sepa-
rated clouds start oscillating in the trap and eventually fully
mix, approaching to a zero-magnetization state. Right panel:
magnetization as a function of x (in units of `) and t (in units
of ω−1

0 ) for N = 12 fermions. The green line corresponds to
center of mass d(t) of the magnetization.

An overview of the full spin dynamics is provided in
Fig. 1, where three main dynamical regimes arise. At
short times, we predict the emergence of a superdif-
fusive behaviour, compatible with Kardar-Parisi-Zhang
(KPZ) universality, in striking difference from the diffu-
sive one found in the three-dimensional counterpart[11].
We thus identify 1D correlated fermions as a new system
to observe the emergence of non-equilibrium universal-
ity, largely explored in homogeneous Heisenberg models
[28–35] and experimentally evidenced in quantum mag-
nets and in ultracold atoms on a lattice [36–39]. At in-
termediate times, we observe large-amplitude spin-dipole
oscillations and we obtain the spin drag decay rate. We
unveil a N1/4 scaling in the oscillation frequency, imply-
ing a slow-down of the motion and the decrease of the
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zero-temperature spin drag rate as the particle number
grows.

At long times, the oscillations are damped out and the
system thermalizes to the diagonal ensemble [40]. From
the analysis of the energy levels distribution we find that
the system is weakly non-integrable. The proposed setup
allows to explore the conditions for emergence of non-
equilibrium universal behaviour in relation to the break-
ing of its integrability in one dimension.

Model and dynamics We consider a one-dimensional
SU(2) interacting Fermi gas confined in a harmonic trap.
The Hamiltonian for such system reads

H =

N∑
i=1

( p2
i

2m
+
mω2

0x
2
i

2

)
+ g

∑
i 6=j

δ(xi − xj), (1)

where N = N↑ +N↓ is the total number of particles and
we take N↑ = N↓, ω0 is the frequency of the harmonic
trap and we model the interspecies interaction using a
delta potential of strength g. Hamiltonian (1) is char-
acterized by the symmetry under exchange of particles
having the same spin. For SU(2) fermions, the eigen-
states can be classified by the irreducible representations
of the permutation group (see eg. [20]).

We focus on the strongly repulsive limit g → ∞: in
this regime the model is exactly solvable [18] and the
wavefunction is given by:

Ψ =
∑
P

θ(xP (1) < ... < xP (N)) aPΨA(x1, ...xN ), (2)

where θ(x1 < x2 < x3 < ...xN ) is the characteristic func-
tion of the coordinate sector {x1 < x2 < x3 < ... < xN},
aP are phases depending on the spin ordering of the cor-
responding coordinate sector and the summation is per-
formed over all the possible permutations P of N ele-
ments. The function ΨA is the wavefunction of a N -
particle non-interacting Fermi gas in the same external
potential, i.e. the anti-symmetric product of N eigen-
functions of the harmonic oscillator. Remarkably, in the
g → ∞ limit the spin and spatial (’charge’) degrees of
freedom are decoupled in the wavefunction.

We determine the phases ap in Eq.(2) to first order
in 1/g by mapping the Hamiltonian (1) into an effective
spin chain:

Hs = (EF −
N−1∑
i

Ji)1 +

N−1∑
i=1

JiPi,i+1, (3)

where Pi,i+1 is the transposition operator on the chain of
N sites and EF = N2h̄ω0/2 is the Fermi energy. The co-
efficients Ji are site-dependent hopping parameters of the
chain, carrying information on the external potential and
on the atom-atom interaction of the original fermionic
problem [41]. The explicit expression reads [42]:

Ji =
1

g

∫ ∞
−∞

dx1...dxN δ(xi−xi+1) θ(x1 < ... < xN )
∣∣∣∂ΨA

∂xi

∣∣∣2.
(4)

We classify the basis vectors of the Hilbert space as-
sociated to (3) according to the spin ordering on the
chain (the so-called snippet basis [43]). For example,
for N↑ = N↓ = 2 the vector |↑↑↓↓〉 indicates that all the
spins ↑ are placed in the left half of the chain. There-
fore, the dimension of the Hilbert space is s = N !

N↑!N↓!
.

The diagonalization of Eq. (3) allows us to calculate the
aP and thus several observables such as the spin densi-
ties ρ↑,↓(x, t). This allows to study the dynamics of the
trapped system with an arbitrary initial state.

In this work we follow the fermion dynamics starting
from the initially strongly out-of-equilibrium state |χ(t =
0)〉 = |↑↑↑ ... ↓↓↓〉, as in Ref.[11], where the spins up and
down are separated in the two opposite sides of the trap.
Since the harmonic trap is unchanged, the spatial part of
the wavefunction (2) is constant during the motion, hence
Ji are constant in time. The time evolution involves only
the spin degrees of freedom and can be obtained using
the effective spin chain Hamiltonian (3). Recalling that
the spin operators are related to the permutation opera-
tor by the relation Pk,k+1 = 1

2 (1 + σk · σk+1), Hamilto-
nian (1) can be mapped to the one of an inhomogeneous
isotropic Heisenberg model HH =

∑N−1
j=1 Jj~σj ·~σj+1, but

in particle space, ie each lattice site is associated to a par-
ticle index. The equation of motion for the spin operator
~Sj = 1

2 (σxj , σ
y
j , σ

z
j ) for the j-th particle reads

dSµj
dt

= i[Hs, S
µ
j ] = (~τj × ~Sj)

µ, (5)

where µ = x, y, z. and ~τj = Jj−1~σj−1 + Jj~σj+1 is the
torque acting on a fixed particle due to the coupling with
the neighbouring ones [41]. As a result of Eq. (5) we
conclude that in our case the spin dynamics is entirely
due to spin torque [41].

The experimentally accessible component of such spin
vector is Szj , associated to the local magnetization

m(x, t) =

N∑
j=1

mj(t)ρj(x), (6)

where ρj(x) is the spatial density of the j-th parti-
cle in the trap [26, 41], mj(t) = 〈χ(t)|Szj |χ(t)〉 and
|χ(t)〉 = e−iHst|χ(0)〉 is the time-evolved spin state, ob-
tained from the diagonalization of Hs by exploiting all
its symmetries. The magnetization is experimentally ac-
cessible by recording the population imbalance among ↑
and ↓ fermions, m(x, t) = ρ↑(x, t)− ρ↓(x, t).

Another important observable for the dynamics is the
spin current density

j(x, t) =
1

2

N−1∑
j=1

jj(t)(ρj(x) + ρj+1(x)), (7)

where jj(t) are obtained from the z component of Eq. (5),
jj(t) = Jj(σ

x
j σ

y
j+1 − σ

y
j σ

x
j+1). We detail in the following

the spin-mixing dynamics in the various relevant time
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regimes. Systems up to N = 12 particles have been an-
alyzed using exact diagonalization, while we used trun-
cated Taylor series approximation of the time evolution
operator [44] and tDMRG [45] to study larger systems.

FIG. 2. (a) Early-time magnetization dynamics m(x, t) from
exact solution for N = 12 as a function of space (x in units
of `) and time t (in units of ω−1

0 ). (b) Integrated current
δj(t) in units of `−1 from DMRG, as a function of time t (in
units of ω−1

0 ) evaluated in the center of the trap x = 0 (solid
lines), together with ballistic δj ∼ t , KPZ δj ∼ t2/3 and
diffusive behaviour δj ∼ t1/2 (dashed straight lines). Larger
number of particles are associated with increasingly darker
colors. (c) KPZ scaling of the magnetization mn(t), shown as
a function of y = n/(ω0t)

2/3. We show the comparison with
the derivative of the suitably renormalized 1d KPZ scaling
function g(y) [46].

Short times The short time dynamics, before the first
spin oscillation, is shown in Fig. 2. We show the mag-
netization as a function of space and time, showing that
the initially sharp magnetization interface spreads with
time, till it starts feeling the effect of the confining poten-
tial. To identify the nature of the magnetization spread-
ing, it is useful to study the time-integrated spin current
density as in [28], δj(t) =

∫ t
0
dt′ j(0, t′), where j(x, t) is

defined in Eq.(7) and it is calculated at the center of the
trap. We see that the integrated spin current displays a
superdiffusive behaviour δj(t) ∼ tη, with power law ex-
ponent η ∼ 0.638(1). This is compatible with the value
η = 2/3 predicted for the homogeneous spin chain and
clearly not ballistic nor diffusive.Remarkably, low-energy
dynamics described by Luttinger liquid predicts ballistic
behaviour [1]: the deviation from this prediction discloses
the marked out-of-equilibrium features of the physical
system that are described in an exact way by our model.
Using DMRG calculations we have checked that the KPZ
region persists for larger numbers of particles (see Fig.2)
The deviation at later times from KPZ behaviour is due
to onset of the oscillatory dynamics associated to the
presence of the external trap. Within the KPZ region,
we find that the magnetization profiles collapse onto each
other if plotted as a function of xn/(ω0t)

1/z, z = 3/2 be-
ing the KPZ value for the dynamical critical exponent.

Intermediate times We next focus on the interme-
diate time regime, when the particles undergo large-
amplitude spin-dipole oscillations in the trap. We follow

the center of mass oscillations of the magnetization,

d(t) =
1

N

∫ ∞
−∞

dx x m(x, t). (8)

The time evolution of d(t) is shown in Fig. 3a for various
values of the number of particles. We observe damped
oscillations tending to a plateau corresponding to zero
magnetization. At later times (not shown in the figure),
the dynamics undergoes several partial revivals, as ex-
pected since we describe a closed quantum system. Quite
remarkably, we find that the various curves for different
particle numbers collapse one to another if we scale the
time axis by a factor Nα with α = 0.25. Using DMRG
simulations up to N = 60 particles [41], we have tested
that the scaling is robust at increasing particle numbers.
The magnetization oscillations are well approximated by
a damped harmonic oscillator F (t) = f0e

−γt cos(Ωt)(see
Fig. 3b). This allows us to obtain the oscillation fre-
quency Ω for the various N values. We find that the
damping rate γ doesn’t depend on the number of parti-
cles. Combining the two values, we obtain the spin drag
rate as Γsd = Ω2/γ [3, 4, 11, 47].

We also perform a spectral analysis of d(t) by intro-
ducing the spectral function A(ω) =

∫∞
0
dt d(t)eiωt. In

Fig. 3c we show |A(ω)| and the Fourier transform of
the fitted signal F̃ (ω) =

∫∞
0
dt F (t)eiωt as a function

of the rescaled frequencies. The spectral function shows
two main peaks centered around ±Ωuniv. Several excita-
tion frequencies contribute to the overall shape and the
linewidth of F̃ (ω) [41]. To estimate the scaling expo-
nent α we evaluate the position PN (α) = ωPN

α of the
maximum of F̃ (ωNα) at positive frequencies, such that
F̃ (ωPN

α) = maxω>0 F̃ (ωNα), as a function of a scaling
exponent α. As we show in Fig. 3d, the universal scaling
is reached for α = 0.25.

The universal scaling observed in Fig. 3 allows us to
estimate the spin-dipole oscillation frequency at larger
N as ΩN ' Ωuniv/N

1/4, with Ωuniv ' 0.19 ω0. Corre-
spondingly, we find that the spin drag scales as Γsd =
Ω2
univ/(γN

1/2), hence vanishing at large particle num-
bers, as also predicted in [1] for low-energy excitations of
the spectrum.

Long times Finally, we study the long-time regime at
which the damped dynamics becomes dominant and the
system approaches to a zero-magnetization state. Since
the Hamiltonian (1) is not integrable at finite interaction
strength, we expect some traces of chaoticity to emerge
during the dynamics [40, 48, 49]. In this case the sys-
tem thermalizes to a state described by the diagonal
ensemble, coinciding in our case with the microcanoni-
cal ensemble [50]. We verify this by calculating the dis-
tance R(t) =

∫
dx |ρ↑(x, t)−ρ↑,MC(x)|2 between the spin

up density and its value in the microcanonical ensem-
ble ρ↑,MC(x). The results are presented in Fig. 4a. At
times corresponding to the zero-magnetization plateau in
Fig. 4, R(t) vanishes and the spin density approaches to
the steady state value. At later times, revivals occur and
the system deviates from this configuration.
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FIG. 3. (a) Center of mass of the magnetization d(t), in units of `, as a function of time, in units of ω−1
0 , and scaled by a factor

N1/4 to evidence the universal behaviour of the oscillations. (b) d(t) for N = 12 fitted with a damped harmonic oscillator
F (t) = f0e

−γt cos(Ωt). (c) Modulus of A(ω), in units of `/ω0, for different number of particles as a function of the universal
frequencies ωN1/4/ω0, compared to the modulus of the Fourier transform F̃ (ω) of the fit F (t) (dotted violet line). Colors codes
are the same as in panel (a). (d) Position PN (α) of the peaks of F̃ (ωNα), in units of ω0, as a function of the scaling parameter
α.
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FIG. 4. (a) Distance R(t) (in units of `−1) as a function
of time (in units of ω−1

0 ). The inset shows a zoom of the
area indicated by the rectangle. (b) Level spacing distribu-
tion W (∆ε) for the unfolded spectrum in a sector at fixed
symmetry. The orange and the blue curves show respec-
tively the Wigner-Dyson WWD(∆ε) and the Brody distribu-
tionWB(∆ε) with β = 0.22. The inset shows the level-spacing
distribution of the whole unfolded spectrum and the Poisson
distribution WP (∆ε) (green line). In all the panels, N = 14.

To further provide evidence for chaotic behaviour,
we analyze the level-spacing distribution W (∆ε)[51–53],
constructed using the unfolded dimensionless energy lev-
els [49, 54–56]. The spectrum of an integrable system
follows a Poissonian distribution WP (∆ε)=e−∆ε, while
a chaotic system is described by a Wigner-Dyson one
WWD(∆ε)=π

2 ∆ε e−
π
4 ∆ε2. We interpolate between the two

regimes, thus quantifying the level of chaoticity encoded
in the spectrum, through the Brody distribution [57]:

WB(∆ε) = (β + 1)b∆εβe−b∆ε
β+1

, (9)

where b = {Γ[(β + 2)/(β + 1)]}β+1 and Γ is the Euler
Gamma function. The Brody distribution reduces to the
Poisson or Wigner-Dyson ones for β = 0 or 1 respectively.

To obtain the level-spacing distribution it is important

to take into account the symmetries of the system [58],
which in our case are the spatial parity and the symme-
try under particle exchange. Our choice of basis vectors
allows us to readily check the parity of the eigenstates. In
order to identify the symmetry under particle exchange
associated to a given Young tableau, we diagonalize the
Heisenberg Hamiltonian in the basis of the permutational
symmetry [20, 59]. We then partition the energy levels
according to the quantum numbers of the corresponding
eigenstates. In the inset in Fig.4b we show the distribu-
tion of all the unfolded level spacings, irrespectively of the
symmetry constraints. In this case the chaoticity is hid-
den and the distribution is Poissonian. The level-spacing
distribution of the largest subspace at fixed symmetry
is shown in the main panel of Fig.4b. We find that the
level-spacing distribution is well described by the Brody
distribution with parameter β = 0.22. This shows that
large interactions destroy only partially the integrability
of the infinite-repulsion model. A moderately chaotic be-
haviour also emerges from the study of the localization
properties of the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (1) [41].
Such intermediate regime is typical of integrable systems
subjected to small perturbations [49, 52, 60].

Conclusions We have studied the strongly out-
of-equilibrium spin-mixing dynamics of repulsive 1D
fermions under harmonic confinement, starting from an
initial spatially separated spin configuration. Thanks to
the mapping to an inhomogeneous Heisenberg model on
an effective lattice in particle space, we have followed the
real-space magnetization dynamics till very long times.
At short times, as specific of one-dimensional systems
and different from the three-dimensional strongly inter-
acting Fermi gas, we observe superdiffusive behaviour of
the magnetization profile in time. The system here con-
sidered is weakly not integrable,hence equivalent to the
case where KPZ universality was reported in the short
times dynamics [35, 61, 62]. Our observations call for the
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exploration of the universal properties of the correspond-
ing spin model. At intermediate times, we have obtained
damped spin-dipole oscillations characterized by a uni-
versal scaling of the oscillation time with N1/4, thus pre-
dicting a slow-down of the oscillation and decrease of spin
drag at large particle numbers. At long times, we find
that the system thermalizes to a diagonal ensemble state
thanks to its moderately chaotic behaviour. All our con-
clusions hold exactly for strongly repulsive interactions
to order 1/g. A study of itinerant fermions at arbitrary

interactions and long times remains an open challenge.
Our results show that harmonically trapped strongly in-
teracting fermions are a promising platform for exploring
the many facets of the non-equilibrium quantum dynam-
ics.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR ’UNIVERSAL SPIN MIXING OSCILLATIONS IN A STRONGLY
INTERACTING ONE-DIMENSIONAL FERMI GAS’

A. Strongly repulsive regime

We show here an intrinsic property of the strong-coupling expansion we are using to study the system: a variation
of the coupling constant g to a new value g′ induces a scaling of all many-body energy levels En to new values E′n such
that gEn = g′E′n, without affecting the eigenvectors. This follows from the expression of Hs and of the coefficient Ji
given in the main text and may be used as to identify the strongly interacting regime.

The above property implies that the frequencies ω driving the dynamics, i.e. the energy spacings, scale accordingly.
As a consequence, by rescaling the time scale likewise, the dynamics doesn’t depend on the actual value of the coupling
constant g.

In Fig. 5 we show the center of mass of the magnetization d(t) as a function of the time by rescaling the time axis
of a factor of 1/g̃, being g̃ = g/(h̄ω0l). We observe that, for various values of the coupling constant, the spin dynamics
has exactly the same features.
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FIG. 5. Center of mass of the magnetization d(t), in units of `, for N = 8 particles, as a function of the rescaled time ω0t/g̃,
for various values of the dimensionless coupling constant g̃. The curves corresponding to different g̃ are not resolved since they
collapse one onto the other.

B. Continuity equation

We demonstrate here Eq. (5), showing that the dynamics we study in the main text is purely due to a torque
moment among the spins. Consider indeed

[Hs, S
µ
j ] =

1

2

∑
l

∑
λ=x,y,z

Jl[σ
λ
l σ

λ
l+1, σ

µ
j ]. (10)

Decomposing the commutator and using the relation [σµi , σ
λ
j ] = 2i

∑
γ δij ε

µλγ σγi we get

dSµj
dt

= −
∑
γ,λ

εµλγ(Jj−1σ
λ
j−1 + Jjσ

λ
j+1)σγj , (11)

from which we readily obtain Eq. (5).
In order to have a better understanding of the dynamics, we write the three components of the last equation on the

snippet basis which is our computational basis. To do so, we recall the action of the Pauli matrices on the single-spin
Hilbert space. From their explicit expression one sees that both σxj and σyj induce a spin flip on the j-th site, the latter
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also imprinting a spin-dependent phase. On the other hand, σzj doesn’t invert the spin on the site j and its action it’s
equivalent to the identity if the j-th spin is up and induces a phase shift of π if this spin is down. Consequently, as
the components x and y of Eq. (11) involve respectively products of σyj σ

z
j+1 and σxj σzj+1, they modify the total spin

of the state.
From the above considerations and since we are working at fixed total spin, we can assess that the expectation

value of dS
x
j

dt and
dSyj
dt are vanishing on the basis we are considering. This is not the case for dSzj

dt , whose expectation
value provides access to the expression of the spin current in terms of the permutation operator,

〈ep| jl |eq〉 = 2Jl (−1)δq(l),↑ 〈ep|Pk,k+1 |eq〉 (1− δpq). (12)

C. Orbital current

We show here that the particle orbital current is zero and consequently the dynamics described in the main text in
the strongly interacting regime is only due to spin torque.

The equation of motion for the density of spin ↑ particles reads (an analogous definition hold for spin ↓)

∂n↑(x, t)

∂t
=

∫ ∞
−∞

dx1...dxN
∂

∂t

(
Ψ∗

N↑∑
j=1

δ(x− xj)Ψ
)
. (13)

Using the wavefunction reported in Eq.(2) of the main text, and recalling that there is no time-dependence of the
single-particle orbitals in the quench protocol here considered, we obtain

∂n↑(x, t)

∂t
=
∑
P,Q

(∂a∗P
∂t

aQ + a∗P
∂aQ
∂t

)∫ ∞
−∞

dx1...dxN

N↑∑
j=1

θP θQδ(x− xj)|ΨA|2, (14)

where we set θP = θ(xP (1) < xP (2) < ...xP (N)). Remarkably, the product θP θQ is non-zero only when the permutations
P and Q coincide. Consequently, the expression above can be simplified as in the following:

∂n↑(x, t)

∂t
=

∑
P

(∂a∗P
∂t

aP + a∗P
∂aP
∂t

) N↑∑
j=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dx1...dxNθP δ(x− xj)|ΨA|2 =

∑
P

(∂a∗P
∂t

aP + a∗P
∂aP
∂t

) N↑∑
j=1

ρP (j)(x),

(15)

where in the last line we used the definition of the spatial density of the j-th particle in the coordinate sector
individuated by the permutation P . From Eq. (15) we see that the only contribution to the equation of motion for
the spin up density comes from the spin sector, whose time evolution is uniquely fixed by the Hamiltonian Hs. The
total density (’charge’) sector, that in the dynamical protocol we consider is constant in time, only contributes with
a spatial envelope given by the densities of the particles in the harmonic trap.

D. Parity of oscillation frequencies

We derive here the analytical expression for the magnetization, that illustrates the energy levels involved in the
time evolution. Starting from the definition given in the main text, the magnetization can be written as m(x, t) =∑s
j=1mj(t)ρj(x). The probability of the i-th particle to have magnetization ±1 is:

mj(t) = 〈χ(t)|Szj |χ(t)〉 =

s∑
p=1

|ap(t)|2(δp(j),↑ − δp(j),↓), (16)

where |χ(t)〉 =
∑s
p=1 ap |ep〉 is the spin component of the wavefunction, being |ep〉 the snippet basis. We also

introduced δp(j),↑(↓) that is equal to one if the j-th component of the p-th element of the basis is a spin up (down)
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FIG. 6. (a) Discrete and continuum center of mass of magnetization for N = 12 as a function of time. The two curves are
proportional at any time. In the inset, we show the proportionality constant A(N) as a function of N . (b) Discrete center of
mass of magnetization dD(t) as a function of time for different number of particles. The time axis has been rescaled by a factor
of N1/4 to stress the universal behaviour of the frequency of the spin oscillations.

and zero otherwise. We want to study the symmetry of Eq. (16), starting from the explicit expression for |ap(t)|2,

|ap(t)|2 =

s∑
l,k

e−i(Ek−El)tfp,k fp,l ψl0 ψk0, (17)

where fp,k = 〈ep|ψk〉 and ψk0 = 〈ψk|χ(0)〉, with |ψk〉 eigenstates of Hs. When N↑ = N↓ the Hamiltonian is symmetric
under spin inversion: one can check that this implies fpk = ±fs−p+1,k; , ∀k. The choice of the sign depends on the
index k. Consequently, we split the sums in (17) according to the parity of the eigenstates. To do so, we divide
all the possible indexes k, l in four sets {Λ++,Λ−+,Λ+−,Λ−−} such that if k, l ∈ Λab then fp,k = afs−p+1,k and
fp,l = bfs−p+1,l, a, b = +,−.

One can also show that the spin inversion symmetry induces the relation δp(j),↑ = δ(s−p+1)(j),↓ ∀p. As a consequence,
we can write Eq.(16) as in the following:

mj(t) = 4

s/2∑
p=1

∑
l,k∈Λ+−

cos(ωk,lt)fp,kfp,lψl0ψk0(δp(j),↑ − δp(j),↓). (18)

From Eq. (18) we see that the frequencies ωk,l = (Ek − El)/h̄, that have a non-vanishing contribution in the
magnetization dynamics, are the ones connecting eigenstates with different parity. As immediate remark, we see that
the frequencies ωk,k = 0 don’t affect the time evolution consistently with the Fourier analysis presented in Fig. 3c.

E. Larger systems

The results presented in the main text are obtained using exact techniques. Such approach yields a deep under-
standing of the physical phenomena involved, however, the exact solution gets more and more complex as the number
of degrees of freedom increases.
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FIG. 7. From left to right respectively: (a) inverse partecipation ratio Ir (b) overlap between the probability distributions of
neighboring eigenstates O and (c) Shannon entropy SH as functions of the energy, in units of h̄ω0, for a system of N = 14
particles. The green lines indicate the corresponding value predicted by Random Matrix Theory.

In order to overstep such limitation and to corroborate the results presented in the main text, we have performed
numerical simulations using the time-dependent Density-Matrix-Renormalization Group (DMRG) method [63, 64] .
In particular, in order to describe the long-time dynamics, we implemented an approximation of the time evolution
based on the Taylor expansion of the evolution operator [44].

For the short time dynamics, the DMRG results for particle numbers N = 20 to N = 60 are presented in Fig.2
of the main text. In Fig. 6 we show the results for intermediate times. We first of all compare the time evolution
of the discrete center of mass of the magnetization dD(t) =

∑
j j mj(t) with the corresponding quantity calculated

exactly in the continuum case d(t) (panel a). We find that the two curves are proportional one to the other, i.e.
d(t) = A(N)dD(t). The constant A(N) depends on the details of the harmonic trap and scales as ∝ N−1/2 (see inset
in the panel a) of Fig. 6). In panel (b) of the same figure we show dD(t) for different number of particles, as a function
of the rescaled time ω0t/N

1/4. Apart from a small variation of the details of the oscillations, due to the higher number
of modes involved in the dynamics, we find that curves collapse onto each other, thus confirming that the universal
scaling reported in the main text holds also for larger values of N .

F. Further probes of chaoticity

We provide here further arguments on the breaking of the integrability of the model induced by the strong coupling
expansion to first order in 1/g. In the spirit of Ref. [49], we calculated other quantities to probe the presence of chaotic-
ity in the system. In particular, we focused on the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian and on their localization properties.
In Fig. 7 we show from left to right respectively the inverse participation ratio I =

∑s
p=1|fp,j |−4, the overlap between

consecutive probability distribution, O =
∑s−1
p=1|fp,j |2|fp,j+1|2 and the Shannon entropy SH = −

∑s
p=1|fp,j |2 ln|fp,j |2.

We compare the three quantities with the corresponding value predicted by the Random Matrix Theory, indicated by
the green lines. By comparing the results with the ones of Ref. [49], we see that the eigenstates shows some similarities
in terms of statistical properties, but are not completely sparse as they would be in the integrable system.
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