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We study the expansion of a one-dimensional boson gas by suddenly increasing the length of the
chain where it resides. We consider three initial ground-state configurations: the Mott insulator,
the conventional superfluid clumped around zero momentum, and the cat-like state with peaks at
momenta ±π/2, resulting from rapid kinetic driving. In turn, we consider three types of expan-
sion: spectroscopic (with interactions tuned to zero), dynamic (with standard short-range repulsive
interactions) and under kinetic driving. The numerical calculations are exact. We compute the
momentum- and real-space one-particle densities as well as the two-particle momentum correla-
tions. The spectroscopic time-of-flight experiment faithfully reflects the initial momentum distri-
bution. For the dynamic expansion starting from an insulator, we reproduce the non-equilibrium
quasi-condensation into momenta ±π/2 while noticing correlations in the momentum distribution,
and provide an intuitive physical picture. A discussion of various measures of the momentum cor-
relations is also presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

The expansion of a quantum gas after release of the
trapping potential has been a fundamental experimen-
tal tool since the very dawn of the field of degenerate
dilute quantum gases, both bosonic [1–3] and fermionic
[4, 5]. The underlying principle is that, when the ex-
panding cloud is much larger than the initially trapped
gas, then the density distribution provides a map of the
velocity distribution before the expansion, provided that
interactions do not play an important role during the en-
largement of the cloud. It has been recognized that, for
expansions in two and three dimensions, and if the initial
densities are not too large, interactions are unimportant
in a time of flight experiment [6–12]. The situation is
different in one dimension, where interactions during the
expansion do matter unless they are made artificially zero
through the use of Feshbach resonances [13–15]. When
the interactions are important, the expansion of quan-
tum gases challenges and stimulates our understanding
of non-equilibrium many-body physics not only in the
continuum [16–18], but also on a lattice [13, 19, 20].

When the release of the trapping potential includes
the suppression of the optical lattice, the emission of
atom waves from different sites yields interference pat-
terns that convey information on the initial system [7, 21–
23]. Another interesting scenario is that of a gas expand-
ing within a broad optical lattice, following the release
of a superimposed trapping potential [13–15, 20]. The
theoretical and experimental study of the expansion of a
quantum gas within an optical lattice is interesting in its
own right [24, 25], but sometimes it can be just a tool
to perform computationally affordable simulations of the
expansion of a quantum gas in free space [8].

As a spectroscopic tool, time-of-flight (TOF) experi-
ments can serve to investigate stationary states of exotic
many-body Hamiltonians that result from applying some
type of external time-periodic driving [26, 27], a tech-
nique known as “Floquet engineering”. Recently, some

of us have investigated the behavior of a one-dimensional
boson system, described with the Bose-Hubbard model,
whose kinetic energy is made to oscillate with a vanishing
time average [28, 29]. At high frequencies, the effective
Hamiltonian resulting from this kinetic driving is such
that first-order single-particle hopping is suppressed, but
hopping processes of even order (including assisted tun-
neling) are permitted. At small amplitudes, the system is
a Mott insulator. Remarkably, at higher amplitudes, the
system acquires an exotic form of superfluidity based on
a fragmented, cat-like condensate whose branches peak
at momenta ±π/2 in units of the inverse lattice spacing.
The main results have been shown to be little sensitive
to variations in the signal shape and in the switching
protocol of the kinetic driving [30].

In this paper we investigate the possibility of prob-
ing this exotic ground state with TOF experiments. We
consider three types of expansion. The most informative
one is that in which both the driving amplitude and the
interaction are made zero right at the start of the expan-
sion. The flight of the fragmented condensate can then
be understood quite accurately in terms of the momen-
tum distribution and correlations of the ground state just
before the expansion. We also study the case of an ex-
pansion in which the driving is turned off, but a strong
intra-site interaction remains. Finally, we consider the
case in which the kinetic driving remains switched on
while the strongly interacting quantum gas expands.

In all cases we compare our results with those ob-
tained for the conventional (undriven) Bose-Hubbard
(BH) model, which has two types of ground state: a Mott
insulator and a superfluid formed by a quasi-condensate
with its mildly divergent depletion cloud. As expected,
the Mott insulator phases of the conventional BH and
the kinetically-driven (KD) systems behave almost iden-
tically. By contrast the superfluid phase of the KD
Bose-Hubbard system, supported by two macroscopic cat
branches at nonzero momenta, behaves very differently
from the superfluid phase of the conventional BH system
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centered around zero momentum.
In the case where the expansion takes place with a

strong interaction (which we refer to as dynamic time of
flight), we reproduce features such as the dynamic quasi-
condensation into states of momenta ±π/2 [19, 31, 32].
We find that this strong-interaction evolution is quite
robust in the sense of being insensitive to the initial state,
and provide an intuitive physical explanation that also
gives a good account of the dynamical condensation into
zero momentum when the condensate wave components
meet at the opposite extreme of the ring. Similar results
are obtained if the expansion takes place within a longer
segment delimited by hard walls.

By computing the two-particle momentum correla-
tions, we also find that the dynamic condensation occurs
in a cat-like form, with the two macroscopic branches fly-
ing in opposite directions. We show in Appendix A that
such extreme momentum correlations are easily missed
if one uses the normalized second-order correlation func-
tion g(2) because of the exaggerated weight it gives to
unlikely momentum-pair values. It is not clear to what
extent the large correlations in the momentum occupa-
tions will survive in the thermodynamic limit.

Section II of this paper is devoted to a presentation
of the driving and interaction models used in this work.
Section III deals with the simulation results for the spec-
troscopic (with zero interaction) TOF experiments. In
section IV, we investigate the dynamic case of a TOF
experiment with strong interactions. While we confirm
previously reported results, we provide new physical in-
sights. Section V deals with the expansion in the presence
of kinetic driving. We find that it is slow for reasons that
were anticipated in Ref. [29] but could increase at larger
densities. Section VI is devoted to a discussion of the
velocity scales involved in the problem. A summary and
final conclusions are given in Section VII.

II. THE MODELS

Our reference model is the Bose-Hubbard Hamiltonian
on a chain,

H =
∑
x

[
U

2
nx(nx − 1)− J

(
a†xax+1 + H.c.

)]
, (1)

where J, U ≥ 0 are the hopping and repulsion energies,
nx = a†xax, and ax annihilates a boson at site x. Depend-
ing on the ratio U/J , this model presents two different,
well-known quantum phases. If U/J � 1, the system is
in the superfluid phase, with a macroscopic occupation
of the lowest-energy one-atom state. For U/J � 1 the
system is in the Mott insulating phase, if the average
occupation is commensurate [33].

In Refs. [28–30] we have investigated the behavior of
the system when the hopping energy is made to oscillate
with zero time average,

J(t) = J cos(ωt) . (2)

At high frequencies, the dynamics resulting from this
kinetic-energy driving is ruled by an effective time-
independent Hamiltonian. After a unitary transforma-
tion and averaging over one period we obtain [28, 29]

Heff =
U

2L

∑
lmnp

J0{2κF (kp, kn, km, kl)]}

× δkp+kn,km+kl
a†kp

a†kn
akm

akl
,

(3)

where

F (kp, kn, km, kl) ≡ cos(kl) + cos(km)

− cos(kn)− cos(kp) ,
(4)

J0(x) is the Bessel function of zeroth order, and κ ≡ J/ω.
Here and in the following, we take ~ = 1 and measure
all energies/times in units of J/J−1. The allowed crystal
momenta are defined by integer numbers; for instance,
kp = 2πp/L with p ∈ {1, ..., L}. The Kronecker delta
ensures momentum conservation mod 2π.

If we shift to a position representation through the
transformation

ak =
1√
L

L∑
x=1

eikxax , (5)

the resulting Hamiltonian reveals nonlocal correlations
involving even-order hopping processes [28].

At κ ∼ 0.4 a crossover takes place between two qual-
itatively different ground states. At small amplitudes,
the system behaves like a Mott insulator, due to the
vanishing of the average hopping energy. For large κ,
correlated hopping takes over and the system becomes
an exotic superfluid with a cat-like structure involving
two distinct branches characterized by the macroscopic
occupation of momenta ±π/2. The two branches share
a reduction cloud formed by the pair-like occupation of
momenta k and π − k with k 6= ±π/2 [29].

All our results for the effective Hamiltonian have been
duplicated with the exact numerical resolution of the full
time-dependent Hamiltonian, obtained by inserting (2)
into (1). The resulting physics has been shown to be ro-
bust against variations of the signal shape and the switch-
ing protocol of the kinetic driving [30].

Although our initial motivation is to investigate the
possibility of probing the ground state of (3) through a
time-of-flight experiment, we also perform a similar study
of the conventional, undriven BH model (1), for the sake
of comparison and to improve our understanding of the
conventional case. In both the conventional BH and the
kinetic-driving scenarios, we consider the cases in which,
before the expansion, the ground state is a Mott insulator
or a superfluid. That initial state is obtained from exact
diagonalization of the Hamiltonian prior to the flight.

We study three types of expansions: with zero inter-
action, with a strong interaction, and in the presence of
kinetic-energy driving. In all cases, we perform an exact
numerical calculation of the evolution.
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In general, we consider the case of N bosons in a lattice
with L sites, denoted by (N,L). In Refs. [28–30], the case
(8,8) at equilibrium was considered. Here, we study the
expansion from (4,4) to (4, 16). We shall compute the
one-particle position and momentum densities

ρ(x, t) = 〈nx〉t , ρ(k, t) = 〈nk〉t , (6)

where 〈·〉t stands for the quantum average at time t.
Importantly, we will also compute the two-particle mo-

mentum density

ρ(k, k′; t) = 〈nknk′〉t . (7)

The reason for choosing this measure of two-particle cor-
relations instead of the more common second-order cor-
relation function g(2) is that, in its often used normalized
version, the latter tends to hide cat-like correlations by
assigning too much weight to unlikely momentum values.
This point is discussed further in Appendix A.

III. TIME-OF-FLIGHT SPECTROSCOPY

If the beginning of the expansion is made to coincide
with the suppression or a strong reduction of the interac-
tions (through the use of Feshbach resonances), the TOF
experiment can provide accurate information on the mo-
mentum distribution and correlations of the boson sys-
tem before the expansion. This approach has been real-
ized experimentally in Ref. [14].

Figure 1 shows the results for the density in real and
momentum space as a function of time under the assump-
tion that Uf = 0, for an expansion of 4 particles from 4
to 16 sites. The real-space density ρ(x, t) is shown in
the upper row. The absence of interactions during the
expansion is reflected in the time constancy of ρ(k) in
all the cases considered. The expansion is tracked un-
til times shortly before the reaching of the more distant
hard walls or when the two wave packets meet on the
opposite side of the ring, the physics of both cases being
very similar. For convenience we will focus on the case
of a ring.

From left to right, the results correspond to the ini-
tial state being prepared in a conventional Mott insulat-
ing (MI) state (Figs. 1a,d), the conventional superfluid
ground state (Figs. 1b,e), and the cat-state superfluid
obtained from KD with a large driving amplitude (Figs.
1c,f).

The first, leftmost column shows ρ(x, t) and ρ(k) for
the expansion of a system initially prepared in the Mott
insulating state of the conventional, undriven BH model.
For t < 0, Ui = 100 while for t > 0, Uf = 0. As expected
for the Mott insulator, the momentum distribution is es-
sentially uniform, with however a small preference for
small momenta around k = 0 (note the color scale in
Fig. 1d). The expansion in real space reflects a quick de-
pletion of the initial, smaller chain due to the population
of many states with nonzero momentum which fly away
swiftly during the expansion.

The second column (Fig. 1b,e) shows the expansion of
the boson gas initially prepared in the superfluid ground
state of the conventional BH model with Ui = 0.1. The
system expands slowly in real space because it is initially
condensed in k = 0. The ability to expand relies on the
population of momenta k 6= 0, which has two origins.
One is the presence of a depletion cloud due to the initial
interactions. Another reason is that the condensation at
k = 0 occurs in the space of the momenta that are allowed
in a small chain of 4 sites. The extension to L = 16
creates new allowed momenta, so that the momentum
k = 0 in the shorter chain mixes with several nonzero
momenta of the longer chain.

We have also computed the expansion of a system ini-
tially in the Mott insulating state induced by kinetic driv-
ing with low amplitude κ = 0.1. Except for a mild pref-
erence for the occupation of momenta k = ±π/2 (instead
of k = 0 as in the conventional BH model, see Fig. 1d),
the Mott state and its subsequent evolution is identical
to the conventional MI. Since this pattern of essentially
identical behavior of the two MI states is quite general,
here and in future sections we only present results for the
conventional Mott insulator.

The third column (Fig. 1c,f) shows the expansion of
the boson gas initially prepared in the cat-like ground
state of the KD Hamiltonian (3). The origin and struc-
ture of this exotic ground state has been analyzed in Refs.
[28–30]. The collective occupation of the momenta ±π/2
translates into a fast and sharp expansion of the frag-
mented condensate in opposite directions (note that the
momentum π/2 has the largest group velocity).

Figure 2 deals with the correlations in the occupation
of the various momentum states. Due to the absence of
interactions, the figures are the same for all times during
the expansion. The conventional superfluid (2b) shows a
highly correlated occupation of small momenta near k =
0. The case of the cat-like ground state of the kinetically
driven system (Fig. 2c) reveals a bimodal occupation of
momentum states that is an extreme form of statistical
correlation. Although to varying degrees, the correlated
occupation of momentum states seems to be a universal
feature of confined boson systems. Some exact results
can be obtained in the limit of a MI.

A. Momentum correlations in the Mott insulator.

For the MI (Fig. 2a), we observe that all momenta
are occupied with essentially the same probability, as is
expected from localized particles. The bosonic nature of
the atoms is reflected in the highly correlated character
of this uniform momentum occupation. This result can
be understood if one notes that, for the MI state, the
two-particle momentum density for N bosons in a chain
of L sites (with n = N/L an integer) is

〈nknk′〉 = n2 − n(n+ 1)/L+ n(n+ 1)δkk′ , (8)
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which reveals a clear statistical preference for the corre-
lated occupation of momentum states [34].

If we define the operators

N+ =
∑
k>0

nk , N− =
∑
k<0

nk , (9)

with N+ +N− = N (for simplicity, we assume that k = 0
does not exist or has a negligible weight), we obtain

〈N+N±〉 = [N2 ± (n+ 1)N ]/4 . (10)

The variance of the difference is

v ≡
〈

(N+ −N−)
2
〉

= (n+ 1)N . (11)

The large N limit includes two interesting cases. For n
of order unity, v ∼ N , while for L of order unity, v ∼ N2.

In our case, before the expansion we have n = 1 and
N = 4. Equation (8) explains well the bunching in mo-
mentum space which we observe numerically. We have
explicitly checked it for the case (4,4).

IV. DYNAMIC TIME-OF-FLIGHT

In this section we study the expansion of the boson gas
in the presence of strong interactions (Uf = 100). In Fig.
3, we show the real- and momentum-space densities as a
function of time for the cases where the boson system is
initially prepared in a conventional Mott insulator (Fig.
3a,d), a conventional superfluid (Fig. 3b,e), and a cat-
like superfluid obtained from kinetic driving (Fig. 3c,f).
The time interval plotted has been chosen long enough to
show the effect of the expanding many-body wave com-
ponents meeting at the opposite side of the ring.

In Fig. 3a,d we see how the conventional MI quickly
condenses into momenta ±π/2. This reproduces the
quasi-condensation predicted in Refs. [19, 31], and ex-
perimentally confirmed in Ref. [32] for the expansion
of a Mott insulator. We find here that this dynamical
condensation also occurs starting from other many-body
states, but not in an identical manner.

Figure 3c,f shows the evolution of the one-particle
densities of the system initially prepared in the cat-
like ground state resulting from kinetic driving with
Ui = 1 (although we know that its equilibrium config-
uration is independent of Ui). On a very short time
scale, the momentum distribution quickly blurs into a
relatively uniform distribution but soon reproduces the
quasi-condensation into momenta ±π/2 observed for the
MI.

Figure 3b,e shows the time-dependent densities in the
expansion of an initially conventional superfluid. The
system quickly evolves from a k = 0 condensate to a
fragmented condensate performing oscillations between
the two types of condensates. This behavior may be as-
cribed to the greater coherence which results from having
started with a condensate in a single momentum state.

By contrast, the first and third columns of Fig. 3 suggest
that the involvement of a broad distribution of momenta
gives rise to a longer lasting condensation into momenta
±π/2.

Figure 4 reveals the correlations in the system through
the two-particle momentum density. As in the previous
section, we find that the occupation of the various mo-
mentum states is fairly correlated. In particular, the dy-
namical quasi-condensation into momenta ±π/2 shows
an important degree of correlation, although less pro-
nounced than in the case of the KD-induced cat-like
state. We also note the strong similarity between Figs.
4d and 4f. We conclude that the property of bunching in
momentum space is relatively robust and survives in the
presence of interactions.

The studies of Ref. [19, 31] indicate that the quasi-
condensation into momenta ±π/2 is irreversible if the
system is large enough and the flight is sufficiently long
lasting. We attribute the shorter lifetime of our nonzero
momentum condensates to the specific geometry, as ex-
plained below.

An intuitive explanation of the dynamic condensation
into momenta ±π/2 is the following: As the cloud ex-
pands starting from a Mott insulator, atoms with differ-
ent sign of the momentum move in opposite directions
and soon stop overlapping spatially. At intermediate
times, atoms only collide with other atoms that move
in the same direction. The momentum distribution is
basically uniform between 0 and π for atoms moving to
the right. In the pair collisions, the momentum must be
conserved. The most likely value for the total momen-
tum of an atom pair is π. Such pairs undergo collisions
of the type(π

2
+ p,

π

2
− p
)
−→

(π
2

+ p′,
π

2
− p′

)
. (12)

The case of p′ = 0 involves the double occupation of
momentum π/2 and is thus enhanced due to bosonic am-
plification; the effective matrix elements for p′ = 0 are
larger than for p′ 6= 0.

This process tends to reinforce itself, as a higher oc-
cupation of ±π/2 further favors the occupation of those
momenta and, as a result, the occupation of ±π/2 in-
creases. Two pieces of data tend to support this intuitive
explanation.

The quasi-condensation into ±π/2 occurs at the time
when one expects the clouds of atoms with opposite ve-
locities to fail to overlap spatially, considering that the
maximum group velocity is 2.

Another datum is the behavior of the nonzero momen-
tum branches when they encounter each other by wrap-
ping around the ring geometry. Then, one expects the
most likely pair momentum to be zero. Thus, by the
same token, a condensate should begin to form at mo-
mentum zero. This is indeed what we observe at long
times.
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V. TIME-OF-FLIGHT WITH KINETIC
DRIVING

For completeness, we study in this section the expan-
sion in the presence of kinetic driving. The parameters
of the KD for t > 0 are the same as those used in the
previous sections for the KD ground state at t < 0. As
noted in Ref. [28], the ground-state properties of Hamil-
tonian (3) are independent of U , which only sets a global
time and energy scale. But in the dynamic process of ex-
panding the KD system, or applying KD to a system not
initially prepared with KD, the value of Uf does matter.

The results are shown in Fig. 5. Two physical trends
are noteworthy. The expansion is very slow, as reflected
in the modest increase of the central cloud on a time scale
substantially longer than in previous sections. This is ex-
pected for a system with zero average kinetic energy. In
fact, in Ref. [29] it was shown that the (exotic) current
operator has a zero expectation value in both branches of
the cat-like ground state. The difference between the two
branches lies in the momentum distribution, which trans-
lates into opposite-moving wave packets upon expansion
without KD, as we saw in Section III.

Naively, one might expect the KD prepared ground
state to remain localized during the expansion with KD
applied, as its current expectation value should remain
zero. However, the current that vanishes is that defined
in the shorter chain of the initial state. Once the chain
is expanded, from L = 4 to L = 16, the current operator
changes and the branches of the initial cat-like ground
state no longer have a vanishing expectation value of the
current operator. As a consequence the system can ex-
pand, but only slowly.

A second physical feature worth noting has to do with
the absence of single-particle hopping. As emphasized in
Refs. [28, 29], only even-order hopping process involv-
ing two particles are permitted. This means that for a
particle to jump two sites, it needs the assistance of a
nearby particle which may also jump or just remain idle.
This means that as the expansion starts, particles within
the bulk of the initial cloud can move faster towards the
boundaries because they can be assisted by other parti-
cles. However, once they reach the boundaries, hopping
is still possible but is more difficult due to the scarcity
of nearby assisting particles. This results in a depletion
of the central region of the cloud and an accumulation of
particles at the initial boundaries, as can be clearly seen
in Figs. 5a,c. This accumulation effect is less marked
in Fig. 5b because of the initial large population of the
k = 0 state, which results in a slower depletion of the
initial central region.

It is interesting to compare the evolution of initial
states as different as the MI and the KD superfluid (Figs.
5a,c). The depletion of the central region is slightly faster
for the cat-like state, as it is mostly populated by par-
ticles with a large group velocity. But at longer times,
the evolution is very similar, especially in the position
representation.

VI. SPEED OF EXPANSION

We may study the velocity scales involved in the prob-
lem by focusing on the time evolution of the standard
deviation of the position distribution R(t) defined as

R(t) =

[
1

N

∑
x

x2ρ(x, t)

] 1
2

, (13)

where we exploit the space inversion symmetry of the
problem around x = 0. Then, following Ref. [14], we
may define the radial velocity

vr(t) = Ṙ(t) . (14)

Another relevant velocity is the standard deviation of
the group velocity before the expansion

vg =

[
1

N

∑
k

(sin k)2ρ(k)

] 1
2

, (15)

which, in a spectroscopic TOF, remains time indepen-
dent.

In Fig. 6a we show the evolution of the radial velocity
during an expansion with Uf=0. We also show, in hori-
zontal segments, the average group velocity as defined in
(15) evaluated at t = 0. At long times, in an unlimited
expansion, we would expect vr(t) → vg. However, we
do not observe that because the expanding wave packets
meet at the opposite side of the ring. For that reason,
in the three initial cases considered here (MI, conven-
tional superfluid, or cat-like superfluid), vr(t) systemati-
cally falls short of reaching vg.

Of those three cases, the cat-like superfluid reaches the
highest velocity because it starts with a large population
of particles in momenta of magnitude π/2, which has the
largest group velocity in the lattice. The slowest expan-
sion is performed by the initial conventional superfluid,
which predominantly occupies the zero momentum state.
The MI state, with a uniform distribution over all mo-
menta in the Brillouin zone represents an intermediate
case.

Figure 6b shows the evolution of the radial velocity
during a dynamic TOF expansion with a large interac-
tion, as in section IV. The similar evolution of the three
initial systems at short times, and of the MI and cat state
at all times, underlines the strong effect of interactions
during the expansion.

In Fig. 6c we show vr(t) in the presence of kinetic-
energy driving. As expected, the velocity scales are much
smaller and somewhat fluctuating. We notice that the
decrease of the radial velocity at long times is due to
the decrease in density, which tends to inhibit correlated
hopping.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have made an exact numerical study of the expan-
sion of a one-dimensional Bose gas under three different
conditions and starting from three different initial con-
figurations. The system considered has been that of 4
bosons in 4 sites suddenly allowed to symmetrically oc-
cupy 16 sites which, for convenience, we assumed to be
arranged in a ring geometry. Despite the smallness of
the system, we have found a surprisingly rich variety of
physical properties in both the equilibrium and the non-
equilibrium phases.

Although our initial motivation has been to investigate
how a time-of-flight experiment can be used to probe the
different ground states of a kinetically driven system de-
scribed by the Bose-Hubbard model, we have extended
our study to the ground states of the conventional, un-
driven BH model. This allows to compare with a well
understood system while giving us the opportunity to
gain some additional insight on the conventional case.

The initial configurations considered have been the
Mott insulator, the superfluid state of the conventional
BH model, and the cat-like ground state of the kinetically
driven boson gas. Since the properties of the MI ground
states of the conventional and the KD Bose gas are prac-
tically identical, we have discussed only the conventional
MI.

In all cases we have considered the expansion under
three different conditions. The most informative one is

the spectroscopic TOF, with interactions tuned to zero,
as it gives a detailed account of the momentum distri-
bution and its correlations. The dynamic TOF is also
interesting because it is the most natural one. We have
reproduced the dynamical quasi-condensation into mo-
menta ±π/2 and have offered an intuitive explanation
of its origin while noticing that those quasi-condensates
may form with important momentum correlations.

For completeness, we have also considered the case in
which the kinetic-energy driving remains switched dur-
ing the expansion. Due to the suppression of the single-
particle kinetic energy, the expansion under KD is of
course quite slow but we conjecture that, for high densi-
ties, it can be considerably faster.

This work may stimulate further research on the mo-
mentum correlations of conventional expanding boson
systems. As to the boson systems prepared under ki-
netic driving, we believe that the present work shows
just a small vista of the richness of this novel form of
quantum matter.
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Appendix A: Two-particle momentum correlations

In the literature (see e.g. Ref. [11]), it is common to
define the second-order correlation function

G(2)(k, k′) = 〈a†ka
†
k′ak′ak〉 , (A1)

or its normalized version,

g(2)(k, k′) =
〈a†ka

†
k′ak′ak〉

ρ(k)ρ(k′)
, (A2)

where ρ(k) = 〈nk〉 is the momentum density. The previ-
ous definition is connected to the two-particle momentum
density ρ(k, k′) = 〈nknk′〉 through the relation

G(2)(k, k′) = ρ(k, k′)− ρ(k)δkk′ . (A3)

In Fig. 7 we present these three measures of the
two-particle momentum correlation, namely, g(2)(k, k′),
G(2)(k, k′), and ρ(k, k′). We can see that the cat state
is manifest in Figs. 7f or 7i but not in Fig. 7c. If we
focus only on the diagonal term, we can appreciate that
g(2)(k, k) enhances the region around k = 0 where the
momentum density is low. The regions with a macro-
scopic occupation (k = ±π/2) are then eclipsed. This is
the reason why we favor the use of ρ(k, k′) over g(2)(k, k′).
With the use of the latter correlation function, cat states,
or some many-body states with a large momentum vari-
ance, may pass unnoticed.

For comparison we have also included the three corre-
lation measures for a conventional Mott insulator (Figs.
7a,d,g) and for the dynamical quasicondensate (Figs.
7b,e,h) at time t = 1.4.

The broader peaks in G(2)(k, k′), as opposed to those
of ρ(k, k′), can be ascribed to the reduced difference be-
tween the cases k = k′ and k 6= k′ [see Eqs. (8), (A3)],
which tends to flatten the peaks.

Finally, we note that Figs. 7g, 7h, 7i contain the same
information as Figs. 2a, 4d, 2c, respectively.
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FIG. 1: Time evolution of the densities in the case of free expansion, i.e., Uf = 0. Panels (a)-(c) correspond to
ρ(x, t) while (d)-(f) correspond to ρ(k, t). Each column is assigned to one different initial state. Panels (a) and (d)
show the densities for a MI (with Ui = 100), while (b) and (e) correspond to a conventional superfluid (Ui = 0.1).
The cat state (obtained with driving parameter κi = 0.5) is shown in panels (c) and (f).
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FIG. 2: Two-particle density matrix ρ(k, k′) in the Uf = 0 case, measured at a positive time. Panels (a), (b), and
(c) correspond to the initial states conventional MI, superfluid, and cat state, respectively. The choice of the
particular time t > 0 is irrelevant, because no forces operate during the expansion.
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FIG. 3: Time evolution of the densities in the case of a dynamic TOF, with Uf = 100. Panels (a)-(c) correspond to
ρ(x, t) while (d)-(f) correspond to ρ(k, t). Each column is assigned to one different initial state. Panels (a) and (d)
show the densities for a MI (with Ui = 100), while (b) and (e) correspond to a conventional superfluid (Ui = 0.1).
The cat state (obtained with driving parameter κi = 0.5) is shown in panels (c) and (f).
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FIG. 4: Two-particle density matrix ρ(k, k′) in the Uf = 100 case. Upper row: measurements at the initial time
t = 0. Lower row: measurements at time t = 1.4. Panels (a) and (d) correspond to the MI, while panels (b) and (e)
show the same quantity for the conventional superfluid. Lastly, panels (c) and (f) correspond to the initial cat state.
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FIG. 5: Time evolution of the densities in the case of a kinetically-driven dynamic TOF. Panels (a)-(c) correspond
to ρ(x, t), while (d)-(f) correspond to ρ(k, t). Each column is assigned to one different initial state. Panels (a) and
(d) show the densities for a MI (with Ui = 100), while (b) and (e) correspond to a conventional superfluid
(Ui = 0.1). The cat state (obtained with driving parameter κi = 0.5) is shown in panels (c) and (f).
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FIG. 7: Comparison between g(2)(k, k′), G(2)(k, k′), and ρ(k, k′). The upper row shows g(2)(k, k′), the middle one
shows G(2)(k, k′) and the lower one shows ρ(k, k′). The left column [panels (a), (d), (g)] corresponds to the initial
Mott insulator at time t = 0. The central column [panels (b), (e), (h)] corresponds to the dynamical
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