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We present the first exact solution for the time dependent equations of the macroscopic fluctuation
theory (MFT) for the symmetric simple exclusion process by combining a generalization of the
canonical Cole-Hopf transformation with the inverse scattering method. For the step initial condition
with two densities, the associated Riemann-Hilbert problem is solved to determine exactly the
optimal density profile and the response field which produce a required fluctuation, both at initial
and final times. The large deviation function of the current is derived and coincides with the formula
obtained previously by microscopic calculations. This provides the first analytic confirmation of the
validity of the MFT for an interacting model in the time dependent regime.

A fundamental difference between equilibrium and
non-equilibrium physics is that a general law– the
Boltzmann-Gibbs canonical distribution – exists in the
former case. Moreover, dynamical fluctuations in the
vicinity of equilibrium and linear response theory are
well understood thanks to the Onsager-Machlup func-
tional [1, 2]. However, it is now widely believed that
large deviation functions could play an overarching role
for systems far from equilibrium [3–5] and their study
has become a major focus of contemporary statistical me-
chanics [6–9]. In a series of seminal works starting from
the early 2000’s, G. Jona-Lasinio and his collaborators
proposed a non-linear action functional that encodes the
fluctuations and the large deviations for a wide class of
diffusive systems out of equilibrium. This theory, known
as the Macroscopic Fluctuation Theory (MFT) [10–15]
posits a variational principle that determines, in a diffu-
sive system, the dominant optimal evolution to produce
a required fluctuation. In essence, the problem amounts
to solving a set of two coupled non-linear partial differen-
tial equations (PDE’s) with mixed, non-local, initial and
final conditions: the MFT equations.

Another field of research in non-equilibrium physics is
to analyze microscopic interacting particle processes that
display hydrodynamic behavior on the macroscopic scale
[16–18]. One of the simplest and fundamental models is
the symmetric exclusion process (SEP), in which parti-
cles on a lattice perform symmetric random walks sub-
ject to hard-core exclusion. Together with its driven ver-
sion, the exclusion process plays the role of a paradigm in
many domains, as the ‘simplest non-equilibrium model’
[19, 20]. Many results about exclusion processes have
been obtained analytically, leading to significant infor-
mation about general properties of non-equilibrium sys-
tems [6]. From the very beginning, the SEP has been
a major benchmark to build and investigate the MFT
[21–28]. We note that, in probability theory, a large de-
viation principle for SEP had already been established
in 1989 by Kipnis, Olla, and Varadhan with a variational

principle related to MFT [29] (See also [17, 30]).

Exact results for large deviation properties of SEP in
the non-stationary regime are quite limited. The large
deviation of the total current through the origin was
derived by Bethe ansatz [25] and the full distribution
of a tagged particle position was obtained in [27, 28],
using techniques from integrable probabilities [31–34].
However, the extension of these approaches to time-
dependent observables, such as the optimal fluctuation
history of the process, appears to be out of reach. This
information could be extracted from the time-dependent
solutions of the MFT equations if only one could solve
them: this seems to be a formidable task, since only sta-
tionary or perturbative solutions of the MFT were found
for SEP [24, 26, 35–39].

Yet, it has been suspected for some stochastic pro-
cesses that optimal path equations could be ’classically’
integrable: this was explicitly recognized by the authors
of [40] for the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation with
weak noise, a problem solved by the Inverse Scattering
Method (ISM) in 2021 [41, 42]. More recently, the full
statistics of non-stationary heat transfer in the Kipnis-
Machioro-Presutti (KMP) model has been calculated in
[43] using again the ISM: this must be hailed as the first
analytical solution of the MFT equations for a specific
(and not microscopically integrable) model, with very
special boundary conditions.

In the meanwhile, Grabsch et al. [44] made a major
breakthrough in the understanding of large deviations
in single file systems such as the SEP. Without using
neither integrability nor the MFT, they intuited and un-
veiled recursively a closed equation for the final optimal
profile, allowing them to determine that profile and the
corresponding large deviations (see [45–47] for precursory
works in the same group).

We present here a general scheme to resolve analyt-
ically the MFT equations for SEP on the infinite line.
We devise a non-local transformation that maps these
MFT equations to the classically integrable Ablowitz-
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Kaup-Newell-Segur (AKNS) system, that we analyze by
ISM. For the step initial condition with two densities,
the calculation of the scattering data leads to a solvable
Riemann-Hilbert problem, allowing us to determine ana-
lytically the density profiles and the response fields both
at initial and final times. By retrieving the cumulant gen-
erating function of the current, the relevance of the MFT
equations in the time dependent regime is confirmed.

The SEP is a continuous time interacting particles
Markov process in which each particle is located on a dis-
crete site labeled by an integer x ∈ Z and can hop to its
right or left nearest neighboring site with unit rate. Due
to the volume exclusion, jumps to an occupied site are
forbidden (See Fig. 1). We consider the time-integrated
current QT , given by the total number of particles that
have jumped from 0 to 1 minus the total number of parti-
cles that have jumped from 1 to 0 during the time interval
(0, T ). In the long time limit, the current QT satisfies a
large-deviation principle

Prob

(
QT√
T

= q

)
' exp[−

√
TΦ(q)] (1)

with a large deviation function Φ(q) (the
√
T scaling is

a footprint of anomalous diffusion in single-file systems
[48]). The cumulant generating function µ(λ) of the cur-
rent QT is defined as

〈eλQT 〉 ' e
√
Tµ(λ) for T →∞ (2)

where λ is a real parameter (or fugacity) conditioning
the total current q during the time interval (0, T ). The
functions Φ(q) and µ(λ) are Legendre transforms of each
other. As already mentioned above, µ was calculated
explicitly for the step initial condition in [25].

O

××× QT

FIG. 1. The symmetric simple exclusion process

The MFT describes the evolution of the system in
terms of two coupled fields defined on a mesoscopic scale:
the density ρ(x, t) and the auxiliary response field H(x, t)
(that can be interpreted as a dynamically generated local
drift). A dynamical action is ascribed to each history of
the system. In the long time limit, the extremal action
principle determines the optimal path history that pro-
duces a required fluctuation and expresses its probability
at the level of large deviations. In the hydrodynamic
limit, the time-integrated current QT is given by

QT =

∫ ∞
0

[ρ(x, T )− ρ(x, 0)]dx, (3)

and µ(λ)
√
T is given by the maximum of the functional

S[ρ,H] = λQT −F0[ρ(x, 0)]−
∫ T

0

dt

∫ ∞
−∞

dx(H∂tρ−H),

(4)
where H[ρ,H] = 1

2σ(ρ)(∂xH)2−(∂xρ)(∂xH) with σ(ρ) =
2ρ(1−ρ) is the MFT-Hamiltonian. The initial free energy
is given by

F0[ρ(x, 0)] =

∫ ∞
−∞

dx

∫ ρ(x,0)

ρ̄(x)

dr
ρ(x, 0)− r
r(1− r)

, (5)

for a Bernoulli initial state with density ρ̄(x).
The dominant path maximizing the action (4) satisfies

the MFT equations that couple two non-random optimal
fields, the density ρ(x, t) and the response H(x, t):

∂tρ = ∂x[∂xρ− σ(ρ)∂xH], (6)

∂tH = −∂2
xH −

σ′(ρ)

2
(∂xH)2. (7)

These equations must be solved with the following con-
ditions at the initial and the final times:

H(x, T ) = λθ(x), (8)

H(x, 0) = λθ(x) + f ′(ρ(x, 0))− f ′(ρ̄(x)), (9)

where f ′(ρ) = log ρ
1−ρ is the derivative of the free energy

with respect to the density [26, 49]. The MFT equations
are a set of non-linear coupled PDEs that evolve in oppo-
site time directions, with a major complication due to the
two-time mixed boundary conditions, rendering numeri-
cal simulations arduous [39, 50]. In this work, we show
that the MFT equations, (6, 7) with conditions (8) and
(9), are integrable in the classical sense after a nonlinear
transformation and solve them analytically. This frame-
work can be stated for general initial condition but we
focus here on the two-sided Bernoulli initial condition: at
t = 0 all sites are independent, a site with negative label
is occupied with probability ρ− and a site on the posi-
tive side is occupied with probability ρ+. As the initial
condition fluctuates, this set-up is said to be annealed
and the mean density profile at initial time is given by
ρ̄(x) = ρ−θ(−x) + ρ+θ(x) (where θ(x) is the Heaviside
theta function).

The ISM [51, 52], often presented as a non-linear ana-
log of the Fourier Transform, lies at the heart of classical
integrability and has led to exact solutions of PDEs in
various domains of physics, such as the Korteweg-de Vries
equation or the nonlinear Schrödinger equation. As al-
ready mentioned, the ISM has been used in recent works
to solve the short time KPZ equation [41, 42] and the
KMP model [43]. A common feature of these works is
that the optimal path equations are manifestly integrable
and that the two-time boundary conditions present some
symmetry property. These characteristics are not shared
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by the MFT equations for SEP and this poses a major
challenge.

However, the novel non-local transformation that we
have discovered,

u(x, t) =
1

σ′(ρ)

∂

∂x
σ(ρ) exp

[
−
∫ x

−∞
dy
σ′(ρ)

2
∂yH

]
, (10)

v(x, t) = − 2

σ′(ρ)

∂

∂x
exp

[∫ x

−∞
dy
σ′(ρ)

2
∂yH

]
, (11)

allows us to map the MFT equations (6) and (7) to the
AKNS equations [53]:

∂tu(x, t) = ∂xxu(x, t)− 2u(x, t)2v(x, t), (12)

∂tv(x, t) = −∂xxv(x, t) + 2u(x, t)v(x, t)2. (13)

The transformation (10), (11) unveils the integrability of
SEP at the hydrodynamic level (as was foreseen in [54]
by finding solitons in the MFT equations). In the low
density limit, obtained by writing ρ := αρ with α → 0,
this change of variable reduces to the canonical Cole-Hopf
transformation, i.e., (u, v) → (∂xρe

−H ,−∂xeH) and the
AKNS equations decouple into two diffusion equations,
evolving forward and backward in time, that were used
to investigate reflecting Brownian motions [26, 37]. The
transformation above is valid for general quadratic σ(ρ).
The AKNS system with the same type of boundary con-
ditions below also appeared in the analysis of [41, 43].

The initial and final conditions of the MFT equations
for SEP given in Eqs. (9) and (8) are translated into the
ones in terms of the AKNS variables by (10) and (11).
For the step initial density, they become

u(x, 0) = ωδ(x), (14)

v(x, T ) = δ(x). (15)

Indeed, we obtain u(x, t) ∝ ∂xρ − ρ(1 − ρ)∂xH and
v(x, t) ∝ −∂xH showing that u(x, 0) and v(x, T ) are
proportional to the Dirac delta function. Because the
AKNS equations are invariant by the rescalings u→ Ku
and v → K−1v, the amplitude of the Dirac delta func-
tion in Eq. (15) can be set to unity by duly choosing the
constant K. The parameter ω will be identified as the
ubiquitous SEP parameter [25, 28]:

ω = (eλ − 1)ρ−(1− ρ+) + (e−λ − 1)ρ+(1− ρ−), (16)

once the scattering amplitudes are determined in (26)
and (27) (see [55]). Using again that ∂xH(x, T ) is a
Dirac delta function at time T from Eq. (8), and tak-
ing the rescaling factor K into account, we observe that
the transformations (10) and (11) imply

u(x, T ) =

{
K∂xρ(x, T ), x < 0,

Ke−Λ∂xρ(x, T ), x > 0.
(17)

The quantity Λ = 1
2

∫ +∞
−∞ dyσ′(ρ)∂yH(y, T ) is conserved

by the MFT dynamics and is given by (see [55])

eΛ = eλ
1 + (e−λ − 1)ρ+

1 + (eλ − 1)ρ−
. (18)

Similarly, at t = 0, noting from Eq. (9) that
∂xH(x, 0) = 2σ(ρ)−1∂xρ(x, 0) for x 6= 0 and using that
Λ is conserved, we deduce

v(x, 0) =

{
−2K−1σ(ρ−)−1∂xρ(x, 0), x < 0,

−2K−1σ(ρ+)−1eΛ∂xρ(x, 0), x > 0.
(19)

The value of K will be determined after the AKNS equa-
tions have been solved.

The AKNS equations are classically integrable and the
associated auxiliary linear problem [51] takes the form:

∂

∂x
Ψ(x, t) = U(x, t; k)Ψ(x, t), (20)

∂

∂t
Ψ(x, t) = V (x, t; k)Ψ(x, t), (21)

where the vector Ψ(x, t) plays the role of a wave-function.
The 2× 2 matrix-valued functions U and V are given by

U =

(
−ik v(x, t)
u(x, t) ik

)
, (22)

V =

(
2k2 + u(x, t)v(x, t) 2ikv(x, t)− ∂xv(x, t)

2iku(x, t) + ∂xu(x, t) −2k2 − u(x, t)v(x, t)

)
.

(23)

The compatibility of Equations (20) and (21) (i.e.
∂t∂xΨ = ∂x∂tΨ) is ensured by the zero curvature condi-
tion, ∂U∂t −

∂V
∂x + [U, V ] = 0, which is met if the functions

u and v satisfy the AKNS system (12) and (13).
Following the standard procedure of ISM [51, 52], we

first solve the direct scattering problem of the linear
Equation (20). Assuming that u(x, t) and v(x, t) are
rapidly decreasing functions, i.e. u(x, t), v(x, t) → 0 as
|x| → ∞, asymptotic states are well-defined and the so-
lutions behave as plain waves for large |x|. The incom-
ing/outgoing plane waves from x→ −∞

φ(x; k) ∼
(
e−ikx

0

)
and φ̄(x; k) ∼ −

(
0
eikx

)
, (24)

will be scattered at x→ +∞ as follows

φ(x; k) ∼
(
a(k)e−ikx

b(k)eikx

)
and φ̄(x; k) ∼

(
b̄(k)e−ikx

−ā(k)eikx

)
.

(25)
This defines the scattering amplitudes, denoted by
a(k), ā(k), b(k), b̄(k). The calculation of these amplitudes
at t = 0 and t = T under the initial and final condi-
tions (14) and (15) is elementary, akin to solving the
Schrödinger equation with a delta potential (see [55]).
At t = 0, we obtain

a(k, 0) = 1 + ωv̂+(k), b(k, 0) = ω, (26)

ā(k, 0) = 1 + ωv̂−(k), b̄(k, 0) = − [v̂(k) + ωv̂+(k)v̂−(k)] .
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Similarly, at t = T , we have

a(k, T ) = 1 + û+(k), b(k, T ) = û(k) + û+(k)û−(k),

ā(k, T ) = 1 + û−(k), b̄(k, T ) = −1. (27)

Here û±(k) and v̂±(k) are the half-Fourier transforms of
u(x, T ) and v(x, 0) defined as

û±(k) =

∫
R∓

u(x, T )e−2ikxdx, (28)

v̂±(k) =

∫
R±

v(x, 0)e2ikxdx, (29)

and we use the notations û(k) := û+(k) + û−(k) and
v̂(k) := v̂+(k) + v̂−(k).

On the other hand, by combining Eq. (25) with
Eq. (21), the time evolution of the scattering amplitudes
is obtained explicitly [51]

a(k, t) = a(k, 0), b(k, t) = b(k, 0)e−4k2t, (30)

ā(k, t) = ā(k, 0), b̄(k, t) = b̄(k, 0)e4k2t. (31)

The fact that the dynamics drastically simplifies in terms
of the scattering amplitudes is a key feature of the ISM.
By using the evolution of b(k, t) from t = 0 to T , we
deduce a closed equation for û±(k):

û(k) + û+(k)û−(k) = ωe−4k2T . (32)

This equation is the Fourier transform of the equation for
determining the density profile at final time, conjectured
by Grabsch et al. [44], by ingenious microscopic consider-
ations and inspection. Here in this paper we have shown
that it arises as a simple consequence of the AKNS equa-
tions. Note that a closely related relation also appears in
the analysis of the KMP model by Bettelheim et al. [43].
Rewriting Eq. (32) as

[û+(k) + 1] [û−(k) + 1] = 1 + ωe−4k2T , (33)

we obtain a scalar Riemann–Hilbert factorization prob-
lem of finding two functions, analytic on the upper (re-
spectively lower) complex plane, with a given product
along a specific contour. The solution is standard [56],
by taking the logarithm of Eq. (32) and using the Cauchy
Transform with an infinitesimal constant ε > 0

û±(k) + 1 = exp

[
± 1

2πi

∫ ∞
−∞

log(1 + ωe−4q2T )

q − k ∓ iε
dq

]
.

(34)
The coefficient in front of the exponential on the right
hand side of (34) is taken to be unity to ensure that
û±(k) vanishes for k → ∞ for bounded u. Expanding
the logarithm inside the integral and using the following
formula (see e.g. Eqs. 7.2.3 and 7.7.2 in [57])

± 1

πi

∫ ∞
−∞

e−q
2

q − k ∓ iε
dq = e−k

2

erfc(∓ik), (35)

we conclude that [44]

û±(k) + 1 = exp

[
−1

2

∞∑
n=1

(−ωe−4k2T )n

n
erfc(∓i

√
4nTk)

]
(36)

where erfc(x) is the complementary error function. Since
a(k, t) and ā(k, t) are conserved, see Eqs (30), (31), we
find from Eqs (26)–(27) that ωv̂± = û±.

Therefore, the density profiles at t = 0 and T are de-
termined up to the constant K by integrating Eqs. (17)
and (19) with ρ(x, t) → ρ± for x → ±∞. Finally,
K is fixed by imposing the total mass conservation∫∞
−∞[ρ(x, T )− ρ(x, 0)]dx = 0 (See [55]):

K = −2 sinh(λ/2)eΛ/2, (37)

where Λ is given in Eq. (18).
Combining all the calculations above, we present exact

formulas for the density profiles. The optimal density
fluctuation at initial time, t = 0, is given by

ρ(x, 0) =

{
ρ− +A−

∫ x
−∞ v(y, 0)dy, x < 0,

ρ+ +A+

∫∞
x
v(y, 0)dy, x > 0,

(38)

with A± = σ(ρ±) e
∓λ−1

2

√
1+(e±λ−1)ρ∓
1+(e∓λ−1)ρ±

. At t = T , the

form of the profile is obtained by replacing v(y, 0) by

u(y, T ) and A± by B± = −σ(ρ±)
2A±

in Eq. (38). The re-

sponse field H at t = 0 is determined thanks to (9).
While the final density can be extracted from the infor-
mation in [44], our scheme using ISM allows us to de-
termine simultaneously the optimal profiles of ρ and H
exactly at both initial and final time. An example for all
of them is represented in Fig. 2.

ρ(x,0)

ρ(x,T)

ρ-

ρ+

-4 -2 0 2 4

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

x

ρ

H(x,0)
H(x,T)

-4 -2 0 2 4
-0.2

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

x

H

FIG. 2. Optimal profiles of ρ (left) and H (right) at t = 0
and at t = T , with ρ+ = 1/3, ρ− = 2/3, λ = 1 and T = 1.

Finally, the cumulant generating function is retrieved
by noting that µ and QT are dual by Legendre transform
i.e. dµ

dλ = QT /
√
T [43, 58]. Calculating the total current

QT from the profiles at t = 0 and t = T , given in Eq. (38)
and beneath, we obtain, using µ(0) = 0 and (16),

µ(λ) =
1√
π

∞∑
n=1

(−1)n−1ωn

n3/2
. (39)

This formula was first found in [25] at the microscopic
level by applying the Bethe ansatz to the SEP. Here it
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has been deduced from the action principle of the MFT.
The large deviations of a tracer particle, derived micro-
scopically in [27, 28], can be extracted along similar lines
from the MFT framework [59].

To summarize, we have presented the first exact so-
lution of the time-dependent MFT equations for SEP.
Albeit these equations were known for a long time, their
solution had remained out of reach due to their intrinsic
complexity and to cumbrous boundary conditions with
respect to time. A key to the solution has been our novel
nonlocal change of variables given in Eqs. (10) and (11),
that generalizes the canonical Cole-Hopf transformation.
This enabled us to map the MFT equations to the in-
tegrable AKNS system and to use the inverse scattering
method. We have derived exact expressions for the opti-
mal density profile and the response field both at initial
and final times. By retrieving the cumulant generating
function of the integrated current, previously found by a
microscopic calculation, we have provided a first analytic
confirmation of the validity of the macroscopic fluctua-
tion theory in time dependent regime.

The present work can be extended in multiple direc-
tions. Many variants of the exclusion process – different
geometries, initial conditions, multiple species, asymme-
try, tagged particles, defects...– have been explored dur-
ing the last decades and ought to be analyzed with the
MFT. Besides, some diffusive interacting particle pro-
cesses out of equilibrium, with identical transport coeffi-
cients, could be solvable by ISM at the macroscopic level,
though the corresponding microscopic models may not
be integrable. Understanding the connections between
different scales of description and various forms of inte-
grability poses challenging problems.

We are convinced that the analysis of the Macroscopic
Fluctuation Theory with Inverse Scattering, applied to
the KMP model [43], to SEP in the present work and to
the closely related KPZ equation subject to weak noise
[41, 42], opens a fascinating new perspective in the study
of dynamical fluctuations in systems far of equilibrium.
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Supplementary Material

A. SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

Here, we explain briefly how to get the scattering am-
plitudes given in Eqs. (26) and (27). The starting point
is Eq. (20) as usual. For convenience, let us introduce
the components of the wave-functions such as

φ(x; k) =

(
φ1(x)
φ2(x)

)
, φ̄(x; k) =

(
φ̄1(x)
φ̄2(x)

)
(A.1)

and remove the trivial oscillation (i.e. we go to the inter-
action picture). Then, Eq. (20) becomes

∂

∂x

(
eikxφ1(x)
e−ikxφ2(x)

)
=

(
0 v(x, t)e2ikx

u(x, t)e−2ikx 0

)(
eikxφ1(x)
e−ikxφ2(x)

)
. (A.2)

Since the discussion is almost the same, we restrict our-
selves to the t = 0 case for which the initial condition is
given by Eq. (14). First, we solve

∂x
[
e−ikxφ2(x)

]
= ωδ(x)e−ikxφ1(x) (A.3)

under the boundary condition designated in Eq. (24).
Plugging the solution e−ikxφ2(x) = ωφ1(0)θ(x) into the
rest of the equation, we have

∂x
[
eikxφ1(x)

]
= ωφ1(0)θ(x)v(x, 0)e2ikx. (A.4)

Integrating this ODE under the boundary condition in
Eq. (24) again, we obtain

eikxφ1(x) = 1 + ωφ1(0)θ(x)

∫ x

0

v(y, 0)e2ikydy. (A.5)

Setting x = 0, we find that φ1(0) = 1. Bringing it
back to the expression of φ1(x) and considering the limit
x → +∞, the scattering amplitude for a(k, 0) can be
extracted from the definition (25). For b(k, 0), recalling
the solution e−ikxφ2(x) = ωφ1(0)θ(x) and considering
the limit x → +∞, we get the answer by definition (25)
again. Following this procedure, we see Eq. (26) is valid.
Regarding the scattering amplitudes such as ā(k, 0) and
b̄(k, 0), they are extracted by solving the set of ODEs for
φ̄1(x) and φ̄2(x) in the same fashion. The t = T case with
the final condition given by Eq. (15) is entirely similar.

B. DETERMINATION OF ω AND Λ

Let us consider a 2× 2 matrix-valued function Ω(x, t),
which satisfies the k = 0 case of Eq. (20), i.e.

∂

∂x
Ω(x, t) = U(x, t; 0)Ω(x, t). (B.1)

Ω(x, t) is known to connect the AKNS system to the
Landau-Lifshitz equation [52], though we do not use
this fact in this paper. When Ψ(x; t) is the solu-
tion to Eq. (20) with k = 0, we have Ψ(x; t) =
Ω(x, t)Ω−1(y, t)Ψ(y; t), because the right hand side satis-
fies the same equation and has the same value at x = y.
In other words, Ω(x, t)Ω−1(y, t) connects the solutions at
x and y. If in particular we consider φ(x; k), φ̄(x; k) with
k = 0 and use the asymptotics in (24) and (25), we find
the relation

lim
x→+∞
y→−∞

Ω(x, t)Ω−1(y, t) =

(
a(0, t) −b̄(0, t)
b(0, t) ā(0, t)

)
. (B.2)

On the other hand, expressing U(x, t; k) with k = 0 in
(22) in terms of ρ,H using (10) and (11), the solution to
the linear ODE (B.1) is given by

Ω(x, t) =

(
Ce

∫ x
−∞ dy(1−ρ)∂yH Ce−

∫ x
−∞ dyρ∂yH

−(1− ρ)e
∫ x
−∞ dyρ∂yH ρe−

∫ x
−∞ dy(1−ρ)∂yH

)
,

(B.3)
with a constant C independent of x. This can be checked
by a direct substitution into (B.1).

Using this expression, together with the boundary con-
ditions in terms of MFT variables,

ρ(x, t) ∼ ρ−, H(x, t) ∼ 0, as x→ −∞, (B.4)

ρ(x, t) ∼ ρ+, H(x, t) ∼ λ, as x→ +∞, (B.5)

the left hand side of (B.2) can be evaluated to be in the
form,(

C1[1 + (eλ − 1)ρ−] −C2(eλ − 1)
−C−1

2 [r− − e−λr+] C−1
1 [1 + (e−λ − 1)ρ+]

)
(B.6)

with r± = ρ±(1 − ρ∓) and two constants given
by C1 = eΛ/2−λ/2 and C2 = CC1 where Λ =
1
2

∫ +∞
−∞ dyσ′(ρ)∂yH(y, T ) is the conserved quantity intro-

duced below (17). By taking the ratio of the diagonal
elements, the quantity Λ can readily be evaluated as

eΛ−λ =
1 + (e−λ − 1)ρ+

1 + (eλ − 1)ρ−
. (B.7)

Multiplying the off-diagonal elements and using
b(0, 0) = ω in Eq. (26) and b̄(0, 0) = b̄(0, T ) = −1 by
Eqs. (27) and (31), one concludes that

ω = (eλ − 1)ρ−(1− ρ+) + (e−λ − 1)ρ+(1− ρ−). (B.8)

C. DETERMINATION OF K

As mentioned in the main text, the constant K is fixed
by the mass conservation law∫ ∞

−∞
[ρ(x, T )− ρ(x, 0)]dx = 0. (C.1)
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We insert the integrated forms of Eqs. (17) and (19)
into the left hand side and integrate by parts. The
resulting integrals proportional to

∫
R∓ xu(x, T )dx and∫

R± xv(x, 0)dx are identified to the derivatives of û(k)

and v̂(k) at 0, as follows:∫
R∓

xu(x, T )dx =
û′±(0)

−2i
= ±
√
T√
π

Li1/2(−ω)
√

1 + ω

(C.2)
and∫

R±
xv(x, 0)dx =

v̂′±(0)

2i
= ∓
√
T√
π

Li1/2(−ω)

√
1 + ω

ω

(C.3)

where

Lis(z) =

∞∑
n=1

zn

ns
(C.4)

is the polylogarithm of order s. Using these formulae, we
obtain

K2 =
2ω(eΛ − 1)

σ(ρ−)− σ(ρ+)e−Λ
= 4 sinh2(λ/2)eΛ. (C.5)

When the square root is taken, the minus sign should be
chosen, by considering that a positive current must be
generated when λ > 0 and ρ− > ρ+. Hence, Eq. (37) is
proved.
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