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We present the first exact theory and analytical formulas for the large-scale phase fluctuations
in the sine-Gordon model, valid in all regimes of the field theory, for arbitrary temperatures and
interaction strengths. Our result is based on the Ballistic Fluctuation Theory combined with Gener-
alized Hydrodynamics, and can be seen as an exact “dressing” of the phenomenological soliton-gas
picture first introduced by Sachdev and Young [S. Sachdev and A. P. Young, PRL 78, 2220 (1997)],
to the modes of Generalised Hydrodynamics. The resulting physics of phase fluctuations in the
sine-Gordon model is qualitatively different, as the stable quasi-particles of integrability give co-
herent ballistic propagation instead of diffusive spreading. We provide extensive numerical checks
of our analytical predictions within the classical regime of the field theory by using Monte Carlo
methods. We discuss how our results are of ready applicability to experiments on tunnel-coupled
quasicondensates.

Introduction — Understanding correlations and
fluctuations in quantum and classical interacting many-
body systems is a crucial problem of theoretical physics.
Needless to say, in strongly interacting models this is a
daunting task, too complicated to be carried out in the
most general setting. However, at large scales universal-
ity emerges [1–5]: microscopic details are unimportant
and information is carried only by slowly decaying modes,
coupled to the local conservation laws of the underlying
Hamiltonian. This is the hallmark of hydrodynamics.

The most significant correlations of a given observ-
able are due to its coupling with hydrodynamic modes
(sound, heat, etc.) associated with conservation laws [6].
Along the velocities of such modes, power-law behavior
is observed instead of exponential decay. But some ob-
servables do not couple to hydrodynamic modes, such as
those sensitive to topological excitations, because of the
intrinsically non-local nature of the latter. For instance,
correlation functions of order parameters often show ex-
ponential decay throughout space-time. Is there a gen-
eral theory for understanding such behavior? How do
hydrodynamic modes interact with order parameters and
what information can be extracted from their correlation
functions? Even with the mathematical tools of integra-
bility, computing correlations of order parameters from
a microscopic analysis is challenging in non-interacting
cases [7–17] and unpractical in the presence of interac-
tions [18–21]. This calls for a more universal hydrody-
namic approach. The relation between order parameters
and hydrodynamic modes was recently addressed [22, 23]
in the XX quantum chain using free-fermionic techniques;
and a general, but phenomenological, picture for the in-
fluence of topological excitations on correlations was pro-
posed by Sachdev and Young (SY) [24]. However, to our
knowledge, there are no results beyond free excitations

or extremely dilute gases.
A paradigmatic model where these questions are of

central relevance is the sine-Gordon model

H =

∫
dx
[c2g2

2
Π2 +

1

2g2
(∂xϕ)

2 − c2m2

g2
cos(ϕ)

]
, (1)

that manifests itself in the most diverse contexts [3, 25–
29]. Above, the field Π(x) is conjugated to the phase
ϕ(x), g tunes the interactions, c is the “velocity of light”,
and m is a mass scale. In the following, we measure
lengths in units of [mc]−1. The low-energy sector of many
systems is well described by the sine-Gordon model, as
perturbations can induce Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless
transitions in the ubiquitous Luttinger Liquid [3] (m = 0)
field theory, but it has many applications in high-energy
physics as well [30]. Notably, the sine-Gordon model is
a paradigmatic example of integrable field theory [31],
hence it is amenable to nonperturbative analysis, and
shows peculiar thermalization [32] and transport [33, 34]
properties. In this model, fluctuations create topological
excitations of the phase field ϕ: phase-slips of 2π inter-
polating between the degenerate ground states ϕ ∈ 2πZ.
The non-locality of these excitations with respect to the
model’s order parameter ϕ places it in the general cat-
egory we outlined, leading us to the central question of
this Letter: can we build a general framework able to
capture the large scale fluctuations of the phase field?
In addition to being a long-standing unsolved prob-

lem of mathematical physics, this question is of central
experimental relevance. Correlation functions of vertex
operators eiλϕ capture response functions at low energy
in certain materials [35–38] and in multi-species cold
atomic gases [3], and order-parameter correlations func-
tions in spin chains [29, 39]. Moreover, recent experi-
mental advances probe fluctuations of phase differences
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FIG. 1. Phenomenology of phase fluctuations and
topological solitons.— Pictorial representation of the
phase fluctuation induced by a traveling soliton, moving with
a velocity veff. Whenever the (anti-)kink worldline intersects
the segment connecting (t, x) with the origin, the phase differ-
ence jumps ±2π. Ballistic Fluctuation Theory exactly cap-
tures coherence that causes ballistic fluctuations and expo-
nential decay of vertex operator correlations, neglected by the
SY phenomenological approach which instead gives diffusion
around the space-time ray at x = 0.

∆ϕ(t, x) = ϕ(t, x)−ϕ(0, 0) themselves. This is possible in
tabletop quantum simulators of the sine-Gordon model
realized by tunnel-coupled condensates [40, 41]. Matter-
wave interferometry gives access to projective measure-
ments of phase differences in both equilibrium [42, 43]
and nonequilibrium settings [44]: any analytical insight
would be of utmost interest not only from a theoretical
point of view, but also in very concrete experiments. In
this Letter, we solve this problem.

We show that the probability distribution of the phase

differences, P
[
∆ϕ(t,x)

2π = δ
]
, obeys a large deviation prin-

ciple P [δ] ≍ e−ℓIα(δ), where ℓ =
√
x2 + c2t2 and the

large-deviation function (LDF) Iα is fully determined
by hydrodynamic modes and depends only on the “ray”
x/(ct) = tanα. Our theory fully corrects the SY picture
[45–49] by accounting for quantum distributions and co-
herence, and gives qualitatively different, analytical and
exact results that are valid in the scaling limit of large ℓ,
and are applicable at arbitrary interactions, finite tem-
perature and even on Generalized Gibbs Ensembles [32].

The sine-Gordon field theory — The sine-
Gordon model is integrable both in the classical [50] and
quantum [51] regimes. The fundamental excitations are
relativistic topological solitons interpolating between the
valleys of the periodic potential and parameterized by
their rapidity θ. Hereafter, we refer to “kinks” (“an-
tikinks”) when they cause a positive (negative) phase slip
+2π from left to right. A kink-antikink pair can form a
stable bound state called breather [50, 51]. In the quan-
tum case, breathers are absent in the repulsive regime
cg2 > 4π; for smaller interactions, breathers appear in
the spectrum, with masses mn = 2M sin(π2 ξn) for in-
tegers n < ξ−1 = 8π

cg2 − 1. The classical soliton mass

M = 8m/(cg2) is renormalized upon quantization [52].
At weak interactions g → 0, the breather masses collapse
to a continuum, and classical physics is recovered [53].

The Hilbert space is described in terms of the asymp-
totic scattering states of these stable excitations. In
integrable models, the interactions are fully encoded
within the two-body scattering matrix [31]. For exam-
ple, two wave packets of colliding breathers are transmit-
ted through each other, experiencing in the meanwhile a
non-trivial displacement (see e.g. [54]) akin to classical
soliton gases [55]. Kink-kink and breather-kink scatter-
ing behaves similarly, but reflection is generally possible
in kink-antikink scattering (except for the reflectionless
points ξ−1 ∈ N). The task of diagonalizing this quantum
process in terms of appropriate coherent combinations
of scattering states, is accomplished by the Thermody-
namic Bethe Ansatz (TBA)[56–61] and Generalized Hy-
drodynamics (GHD) [34, 62–64], worked out in the sine-
Gordon model in [48, 65]. We summarize some aspects
in the Supplementary Material (SM)[66].

In the SY phenomenological approach applied to
sine-Gordon [45–49], phase fluctuations are assumed
to come solely from a dilute gas of (anti-)kinks with
Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics, justified at low temper-
atures. Whenever the trajectory of an (anti-)kink inter-
sects the ray connecting (t, x) with the origin, it causes
the phase difference ϕ(t, x) − ϕ(0, 0) to jump, see Fig.
1: hence, the statistics of phase differences is intimately
connected with that of traveling solitons. Damle and
Sachdev [45] considered the repulsive regime, where only
(anti)kinks are present, and assumed a fully-reflective
scattering, as justified by the universal low-energy limit
of the scattering matrix, leading to a diffusive behav-
ior of the vertex operator correlation function in space-
time [45]. At finite temperature, transmission is possible,
but a hybrid semiclassical picture of incoherent processes
with finite transmission probability is still diffusive as re-
flection eventually dominates. We find that these con-
clusions do not hold in the sine-Gordon theory, where
integrability plays a pivotal role in preserving coherent
scattering, giving rise to ballistic transport at all tem-
peratures and coupling strengths and exponential decay
of correlation functions everywhere in space-time.

Large scale correlation functions and full
counting statistics — The topological charge is de-
fined as Qtop =

∫
dx qtop(x), where qtop = 1

2π∂xϕ is its
density. It is an extensive conserved quantity: since the
cosine-potential does not confine the field, ϕ(x)−ϕ(0) can
grow indefinitely. The associated continuity equation is
∂tqtop + ∂xjtop = 0, with the current jtop = − 1

2π∂tϕ.
Integrating qtop(x) on a finite interval, we recover the
difference of phases at the interval’s endpoints. The Bal-
listic Fluctuation Theorey (BFT) provides general formu-
lae for the Full Counting Statistics (FCS) of total charges
and currents on large intervals of space-time solely from
hydrodynamic data [67, 68]. For a generic density q(x, t)
and current j(x, t), and a thermal or or Generalized
Gibbs Ensemble (GGE) [32] ⟨· · ·⟩, the theory predicts
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FIG. 2. Equal-time probability & cumulants.— We
compare analytic predictions (BFT) [black line] in the classi-
cal regime of sine-Gordon with numerical results from Trans-
fer Matrix [blue line and symbols], and with predictions
from the SY picture of a gas of (anti)kinks with Maxwell-
Boltzmann statistics [red line], in order to illustrate the ne-
glected dressing effects in this picture, in the chosen regime
of parameters. The bare mass m is tuned while keeping
β = g = c = 1. (a) The probability of phase differences
is reported for a typical mass scale and distance, showing the
convergence to the scaling behavior. (b-c) The convergence
of cumulants upon increasing the relative distance is shown.
(d-f) We scan different values of the bare mass: the vertex
operator (d) helps to identify the strongly-interacting regimes
away from the massless limit ⟨cosϕ⟩ ≃ 1 and the large-mass
non-interacting regime 1 − ⟨cosϕ⟩ ≃ (4m)−1 [53]. (e-f) The
large-distance scaling of the 2nd and 4th cumulants is shown,
clearly non-Gaussian and in perfect agreement with numerics.

that for (x, ct) = (ℓ sinα, ℓ cosα) and large ℓ one has

⟨eλ
∫ 1
0
ds
(
ṫsj(xs,ts)−ẋsq(xs,ts)

)
⟩ ≍ eℓFα(λ) , (2)

where s 7→ (xs, ts) is a path in space-time from (x0, t0) =
(0, 0) to (x1, t1) = (x, t). The FCS Fα(λ), a “dynamical
specific free energy”, is the main result of the BFT. It is
expressed in terms of the current jλ = ⟨j⟩λ and density
qλ = ⟨q⟩λ evaluated in a λ-dependent GGE ⟨· · ·⟩λ as

Fα(λ) =

∫ λ

0

dλ′
(
c−1 cosα jλ′ − sinα qλ′

)
. (3)

The λ-dependent GGE is fixed by a flow equation from
⟨· · ·⟩ at λ = 0, that describes the deformation of the state
by the exponential operator on the l.h.s. of Eq. (2).

Taking Q = Qtop we have
∫ 1

0
ds
(
ṫsjtop(xs, ts) −

ẋsqtop(xs, ts)
)

= −∆ϕ(x,t)
2π , thus the l.h.s. of Eq. (2)

is
∫
dδ P

[
∆ϕ(t,x)

2π = δ
]
e−λδ. The theory predicts that

all cumulants Cn =
〈(

∆ϕ
2π

)n〉
c

of phase differences

scale extensively Cn ∼ ℓcn as ℓ → ∞, with Fα(λ) =∑∞
n=1 cn(−λ)n/n! the Legendre-Fenchel transform of

FIG. 3. Cumulants with space-time separation.— Scal-
ing behavior of the second (a.1) and fourth (b.1) cumulant as
function of the ray x/(ct) = tanα for representative choices of
the mass scale m (β = g = c = 1) in the classical regime. Nu-
merical values obtained with Monte Carlo (symbols) closely
follow the analytic BFT prediction (solid lines). In Figure
(a.2) and (b.2) we show the approach of the quantum predic-
tion (dashed lines) to the classical limit (solid line) for the c2
and c4, respectively. We take m = 0.25 and increase the num-
ber of breathers N , while tuning the quantum soliton mass
according to the semiclassical limit [53, 66].

Iα(δ). In the SM [66] we review the BFT and apply
it to the topological charge of the sine-Gordon model.
Remarkably simple is the closed expression, valid at re-
flectionless points and in the classical regime, for the sec-
ond cumulant whenever the average topological charge is
zero

c2(α) = 2

∫
dθ ρK(θ)f(θ)|c−1veffK (θ) cosα− sinα| . (4)

Here kinks and antikinks have the same GGE distribution
ρK(θ) and (dressed) velocity veffK (θ), and f(θ) is a state
dependent statistical factor (f → 1 in the semiclassical
limit). In practice, c2(α) is the scaled variance for the
number of solitons whose wordline intersects the segment
connecting (t, x) and the origin, see Fig. 1. All the terms
in Eq. (4) are exactly known from TBA and GHD. The
full second c2 and fourth c4 cumulants are reported in the
SM [66] at the reflectionless points and classical regime,
and can be obtained for arbitrary coupling from the sine-
Gordon TBA [48, 65].
The BFT results should be contrasted with the SY pic-

ture [45–49]. Clearly, the latter picture neglects dressing
effects by setting ρK(θ) = Mc cosh θ

2π exp(−βMc2 cosh θ)
in (4) (see Fig. 2(a)). But most importantly, at un-
equal times, the resulting physics is qualitatively dif-
ferent: fully reflective scattering makes the topological
charge an isolated hydrodynamic mode with zero veloc-
ity, and indeed Ref. [45] predicts a diffusive, instead of
ballistic, behavior, with power-law instead of exponential
decay of vertex operator correlations at α = 0. The BFT
captures the resulting coherent scattering and shows that
a ballistic behavior and exponential decay is generic in



4

the sine-Gordon model. Note that taking purely trans-
missive scattering in the SY picture [45], one obtains the
correct ballistic low-temperature behavior at reflection-
less points [66].

The semiclassical limit and numerical bench-
marks — Strongly interacting systems at finite tem-
perature are extremely challenging to simulate [69].
Hence, we now focus on the classical regime, which is
amenable to efficient numerical benchmarks [66].

The exact thermodynamics of the classical sine-Gordon
model has recently been developed in Ref. [53] build-
ing on classical limits [70–74] of quantum integrability;
we apply these to the BFT framework [66]. In equilib-
rium, one can set interaction, temperature and velocity
to 1 upon a length scale renormalization: we opt for this
choice and use the mass m as a tunable parameter. In
Fig. 2, we compare equal-time phase fluctuations derived
from i) our result, ii) SY classical picture (see the SM
[66]) and iii) numerical results obtained with the Trans-
fer Matrix method [66, 75, 76]. In Fig. 2(a) we show
the full distribution of the phase for a typical example.
Notably, numerics shows “spikes”, reminiscent of the fact
that the number of solitons comprised in an interval [0, x]
is an integer number; for lower temperature (larger mass
scales) the spikes are more peaked. The BFT prediction,
substantially different from SY, captures the smoothed
probability distribution: convergence at large separation
holds in a weak sense. The BFT scaling is clearer for the
cumulants, see Fig. 2(b-c); it becomes slower for higher
cumulants. In Fig. 2(d-e-f), we scan a wide parametric
regime finding excellent agreement between our analyti-
cal result and numerics. In Fig. 3, we analyze unequal-
times phase fluctuations: we observed spikes (not shown),
but the cumulants quickly reach their asymptotic scaling.
For representative values of the mass, we compare the
ray-dependent growth of cumulants predicted by BFT
against Monte Carlo simulations [77, 78] with good agree-
ment, and show the convergence of quantum predictions
at the reflectionless points to the semiclassical ones. Fur-
ther analysis is left to the SM [66].

Experimental feasibility — A versatile tabletop
simulator of the sine-Gordon model is realized by the
experimental group in Vienna via two tunnel-coupled
quasicondensates [40], see Fig. 4(a); phase fluctuations
are probed by matter-wave interferometry measurements
[79–81]. Our result can arguably give quantitative pre-
dictions for such experimental data and may be useful
in state characterization, both in equilibrium [42] and
nonequilibrium setups [82]. However, imperfections and
finite resolution may undermine a correct phase measure-
ment: to show that faithful phase tomography is within
the reach of current experimental capability, we analyze a
toy model of the measurement process. Due to the weak
interactions of the atoms, sine-Gordon is realized close to
its semiclassical regime [83, 84] and Monte Carlo accounts
for experimental observations [42, 85]. We use typical

FIG. 4. The sine-Gordon model from coupled
condensates.—(a) Sketch of the experimental setup. (b-c)
Example of phase-reconstruction protocol from the outcome
of a single projective measurement for different pixel resolu-
tions σ (see main text). (d) Statistics built on 100 samples
already shows the scaling behavior of the equal-time second
cumulant stemming from the center of the trap. The effect of
a low resolution σ is to “miss” kinks (see also (c)) and under-
estimate phase fluctuations. A good-quality measurement is
already obtained with σ = 1µm. See main text for discussion
of parameters, and the SM [66] for further details and data.

experimental parameters, see the SM [66]. Atoms are
trapped in a smoothed box potential of length ∼ 160µm,
and the transverse trap frequency [86] tunes interactions.
The inhomogeneous density profile n(x) is well described
by the Thomas-Fermi approximation and causes weak
inhomogeneities in the sine-Gordon coupling [87]. The
mass scale, which is changed by adjusting the strength
of the tunneling between the tubes, affects the spatial ex-
tent of the kinks, and the overall population. We choose
a temperature 60nK and a bulk atom density 40atm/µm
to retain an appreciable kink density, and a mass scale
such that ⟨cosϕ⟩ ≃ 0.32 in the bulk. Further discussion
is left to the SM [66].

Matter-wave interferometry gives access to spatially-
resolved projective measurements of trigonometric func-
tions of the phase n(x) cosϕ(x) and n(x) sinϕ(x) [88]. In
an ideal scenario, the phase itself can then be recovered,
but the finite imaging resolution causes a detrimental
coarse graining (see Fig. 4(b)). The latter is modeled by
convolving n(x) cos(ϕ(x)) with Gaussians with standard
deviation σ and the phase is then reconstructed from
these coarse grained data [66, 89]. Depending on the res-
olution, the phase profile may be correctly recovered or
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kinks may be washed out by the local coarse graining,
see Fig. 4(c). Finally, by building statistics over many
measurements, phase correlations are obtained. In Fig.
4(d), we show the outcome of 100 independent samples:
a resolution σ = 1µm (a slight improvement on the cur-
rent experimental resolution σ ≃ 3µm [89]) is enough to
capture microscopic phase fluctuations that compare well
with analytical results. Large fluctuations of the second
cumulant are due to the relatively small number of sam-
ples: we used 100 as a typical experimental situation.

Conclusion and outlook — Exact results on cor-
relation functions in interacting field theories are scarce:
we give analytical predictions for the large scale phase-
fluctuations in the sine-Gordon model, valid at any tem-
perature and interactions, and in Generalized Gibbs En-
sembles. We discuss how our results are of ready ap-
plicability in experiments on coupled condensates, where
equal-time correlations are accessed. Unequal-time phase
differences may be accessible by locally exciting the topo-
logical charge via Raman-coupling [90]. The main appeal
of our results is its applicability to the quantum regime:
sine-Gordon simulators in the quantum regime may be
within reach of Quantum Gas Microscopes [91, 92]. One
can analyse the full range of couplings using [48, 65]
(work in preparation) and integrability-breaking pertur-
bations [93–96] within the BFT. It will be important to
include diffusive corrections [97, 98]: a possible scenario
at low temperatures is that the diffusive behaviour pre-
dicted by Damle and Sachdev [45] is seen at early times,
with a slow exponential decay at later times as predicted
by the BFT. In contrast, if integrability is broken, iso-
lated hydrodynamic modes are present and the diffusive
SY picture should hold at all times and temperatures
[49]. Studying the time scales of the various crossovers
implied is of utmost interest for future studies.

Data and code availability— Raw data and work-
ing codes are available on Zenodo [99].
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P. Krüger, Matter-wave interferometry in a double well
on an atom chip, Nature Physics 1, 57 (2005).

[80] S. Hofferberth, I. Lesanovsky, B. Fischer, T. Schumm,
and J. Schmiedmayer, Non-equilibrium coherence dy-
namics in one-dimensional bose gases, Nature 449, 324
(2007).

[81] Y. D. van Nieuwkerk, J. Schmiedmayer, and F. H. L.
Essler, Projective phase measurements in one-
dimensional Bose gases, SciPost Phys. 5, 046 (2018).

[82] T. Langen, T. Gasenzer, and J. Schmiedmayer, Prether-
malization and universal dynamics in near-integrable
quantum systems, Journal of Statistical Mechanics: The-
ory and Experiment 2016, 064009 (2016).

[83] P. Blakie, A. Bradley, M. Davis, R. Ballagh,
and C. Gardiner, Dynamics and statistical me-
chanics of ultra-cold bose gases using c-field
techniques, Advances in Physics 57, 363 (2008),
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018730802564254.
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Supplementary Material

Exact large-scale fluctuations of the phase field in the sine-Gordon model

Giuseppe Del Vecchio Del Vecchio, Márton Kormos, Benjamin Doyon, Alvise Bastianello

In the Supplementary Material, we collect more technical consideration supporting the findings discussed in the
paper. More precisely, the content of each section is organized as follows

1. Section 1: A short overview of the phenomenological approach of Sachdev and Young to correlations and
fluctuations of the order parameter [24], later adapted to sine-Gordon by Damle and Sachdev [45], is presented.

2. Section 2: We present the rudiments of thermodynamics in integrable models and Ballistic Fluctuation Theory,
discussing the main ideas and sketching the derivation of the results, which we later apply to sine-Gordon.

3. Section 3: We discuss the exact thermodynamic description and BFT of the sine-Gordon field theory, discussing
special limits and comparing our results with the semiclassical approach of Section 1.

4. Section 4: We overview the numerical techniques used in the Letter.

5. Section 5: Further details on the experimental realization of sine-Gordon with coupled condensates are given.
We carefully discuss the phase-tomography protocol.

1. PHENOMENOLOGICAL APPROACHES TO PHASE FLUCTUATIONS

Building on precedent work by Sachdev and Young [24], in Ref. [45], Damle and Sachdev proposed a simple heuristic
method to compute phase fluctuations in sine-Gordon which we now briefly overview, and later compare with our
exact result based on integrability. We leave the detailed calculations to the original reference, here we provide the
physical arguments used in the derivation and the final results. The physically-motivated assumptions are:

1. At low temperatures, the system is well approximated as a dilute gas of kinks and antikinks. These are
seen as a gas of classical solitons distributed with Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics ∼ e−βϵK(θ) with ϵK(θ) =
Mc2 cosh θ. At low temperature, the relativistic dispersion law is replaced with the low momentum expansion,
becoming Galilean. In computing thermodynamics, the effects of breathers and interactions among excitations
are neglected. Hence, (anti)kinks are independently distributed: the number of (anti)kinks comprised in an
interval of size L obeys Poisson statistics. Likewise, the velocity of kinks and antikinks is the bare velocity of
relativistic particles vK(θ) = c tanh θ. These considerations determine the initial conditions t = 0 for this “gas
of solitons”.

2. (Anti)kinks are solely responsible for changes in the phase, making it jump in units of 2π. Hence, computing
the phase difference between the edges of a space interval [0, x] amounts to count how many kinks and antikinks
are contained in this interval ϕ(x)− ϕ(0) = 2π(NK −NK̄).

3. Computing unequal time correlations requires evolving in time the initial field configuration. This is done as
follows: (anti)kinks in isolation evolve as free particles with relativistic velocity c tanh θ. When they scatter,
they undergo nontrivial scattering. Damle and Sachdev considered two scenarios for scattering: in the first case,
building on the generic behavior of low-energy scattering processes, they assume purely reflective scattering. In
the other case, motivated by the so called “reflectionless points” of the quantum sine-Gordon, they assumed
purely transmissive scattering. It can be envisioned that the approach can be extended to the generic case,
giving at each scattering event a probabilistic outcome based on the reflection and transmission amplitudes.
This, of course, does not take into consideration potential spatial shifts due to interactions, contrary to what
is done, within various models, in the literature on what is normally referred to as soliton gases. Full account
of spatial shifts, along with the coherence effects arising from diagonalization of the scattering, would lead to
GHD.
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Based on these assumptions, Damle and Sachdev computed the correlation function of the vertex operator Vλ(t, x) =
⟨eiλϕ(t,x)−iλϕ(0,0)⟩ obtaining

Vλ(t, x)
∣∣
transmissive

= C exp
[
−2 sin2(πλ)(qr + ql)

]
(S1)

and

Vλ(t, x)
∣∣
reflective

= Ce−qr−ql
[
U0(2iqrΘ, 2i

√
qlqr) + U0(2iqlΘ, 2i

√
qlqr)− iU1(2iqrΘ, 2i

√
qlqr)+

− iU1(2iqlΘ, 2i
√
qlqr)− I0(2

√
qlqr

]
(S2)

with I0 the modified Bessel function, U0,1 the Lommel functions and the (unimportant) constant C related to the
expectation value of eiλϕ on the ground state. We moreover define Θ = cos(2πλ) and

ql = 2

∫
c tanh θ>x/t

dθ

2π
Mc cosh θe−βϵ(θ)(ct tanh θ − x) , (S3)

qr = 2

∫
c tanh θ<x/t

dθ

2π
Mc cosh θe−βϵ(θ)(x− ct tanh θ) , (S4)

The asymptotic behavior at large times of the correlation functions in the two scenarios is very different. In the
purely transmissive case, kinks spread ballistically in the system and their trajectories are not affected by other
excitations. Note that the transmissive solution can be written as

Vλ(t, x)
∣∣
transmissive

= C exp

[
−2 sin2(πλ)

∫
dθ

2π
Mc cosh θ 2e−βϵ(θ)|x− tc tanh θ|

]
. (S5)

For space-like separations, |x/t| > c, the absolute value can be dropped and the t-dependent part vanishes because it
is an odd function, leading to

Vλ(t, x) = Ce−2 sin2(πλ)n|x| , |x/t| > c , (S6)

where n =
∫

dθ
2πMc cosh θ 2e−βϵ(θ) is the total density of kinks.

The same result holds for space-like separations in the purely reflective case, which is consistent with a light cone
effect: outside the light cone, the nature of collisions is immaterial.

This is not the case for time-like separations. In the purely reflective case, the ballistic trajectory of a traveling kink
is suddenly stopped whenever an antikink is met: as a matter of fact, within this picture, at large scales (anti)kinks do
not propagate ballistically in the system, but rather diffusively. In a generic situation, where both the reflection and
transmission channels are possible, one could attempt a hybrid calculation where (anti)kinks are randomly transmitted
or reflected with the proper amplitudes, computed from the (exactly known [51]) two-body scattering matrices. Within
a naive semiclassical picture, it is tempting to consider the reflection/transmission probability in different scattering as
uncorrelated events. In this approximation, diffusion will be asymptotically dominant at late times. In contrast, our
exact result derived from Ballistic Fluctuation Theory always has a dominant ballistic component (albeit with highly-
renormalized velocities) even when reflective scattering are possible. Physically, this stems from the integrability of
the model, which ensures ballistic transport, together with the fact that different scattering cannot be approximated
as independent events, and coherence plays a pivotal role.

2. OVERVIEW OF THERMODYNAMIC BETHE ANSATZ AND BALLISTIC FLUCTUATION THEORY

Ballistic Fluctuation Theory [67, 68] emerges from the combination of Generalised Hydrodynamics at Euler scale and
Large deviation theory. A convenient application is to integrable models where it allows the calculation of the leading
exponential decay of twist fields as extensively discussed in [22]. Here we can make use of this general framework
to describe phase-fluctuations in the sine-Gordon model by building on the connection between topological charge
and phase fluctuations. Before getting into the details of sine-Gordon, we provide a short recap of the main ideas
and discuss its general consequences for the sine-Gordon application. For the sake of simplicity, in this paragraph we
consider the example of a Bethe-Ansatz quantum integrable model featuring only a particle species (as for example
Lieb-Liniger or sinh-Gordon): in sine-Gordon, the formulas are generalized to describe the more complex particle
spectrum featuring kinks, antikinks and breathers, but retain the same structure as in this minimal example.
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Let us then assume only one species of excitation is present, labeled by the rapidity θ and with energy and momentum
ϵ(θ) and p(θ) respectively. Upon scattering, these particles experience a scattering shift φ(θ): all these quantities

are exactly known in sine-Gordon. We assume the state is described by a (generalized) Gibbs Ensemble e−
∑

j βjQj

where Qj are the conserved local charges and βj the generalized inverse temperatures. The charges act simply on

multi-particle states as Qj |{θa}Ni=1⟩ =
∑N

a=1 hj(θa) |{θa}Na=1⟩ where hj is the so-called one-particle eigenvalues and
will be important in the following discussion. It is also useful to define (generalized) free energies A{βj}j

: for a system

of length L, one defines A{βj}j
= − limL→∞

1
L log

[
Tr e−

∑
j βjQj

]
. In integrable models, free energies can be exactly

computed within the framework of Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz [58]. In integrable systems with fermionic scattering
matrices, the state occupancy or filling fraction ϑ(θ) = 1/(1 + eε(θ)) (in classical systems, the Fermi-Dirac statistics
is replaced with Maxwell-Boltzmann or Rayleigh-Jeans distributions) on Generalized Gibbs Ensembles is determined
by a set of integral equations

ε(θ) =
∑
j

βjhj(θ) +

∫
dθ′

2π
φ(θ − θ′) log

(
1 + e−ε(θ′)

)
. (S7)

Then, the free energy is

A{βj}j
= −

∫
dθ

2π
∂θp log(1 + e−ε(θ)) . (S8)

Equal-time charge fluctuations can be easily related to thermodynamic quantities: our task is now computing
charge fluctuations in a given interval, the possibility of including unequal times will be described later on. Let us
assume we pick a given charge Qi∗ =

∫
dx qi∗(x) and the associated current ji∗ and, for example, are interested in

the fluctuations over an interval
∫ ℓ

0
dx qi∗(x). By definition, the Full Counting Statistics F (λ) is computed as

eℓF (λ) =
Tr
[
e−λ

∫ ℓ
0
dx qi∗ (x)e−

∑
j βjQj

]
Tr
[
e−

∑
j βjQj

] ≍ exp

[
−ℓ
(
A{βj}j

∣∣∣
βi∗→βi∗+λ

−A{βj}j

)]
, (S9)

where in the last passage we take advantage of extensivity and notice that the insertion of e−λ
∫ ℓ
0
dx qi∗ (x) has the effect

of shifting the generalized inverse temperature of the charge Qi∗ within the interval [0, ℓ].
Equal-time fluctuations do not contain any input from transport coefficients, which are instead crucial when different

times are considered. This case requires Ballistic Fluctuation Theory to be properly handled. One starts with the
definition of the generating function (2) or, even better, one considers the derivative of the FCS with respect to the
spectral parameter λ

ℓ∂λFα(λ) =

∫ 1

0

ds

Tr

[
(ṫsj(xs, ts)− ẋq(ts, xs))e

λ
∫ 1
0
ds
(
ṫsj(xs,ts)−ẋsq(xs,ts)

)
e−

∑
j βjQj

]
Tr

[
eλ

∫ 1
0
ds
(
ṫsj(xs,ts)−ẋsq(xs,ts)

)
e−

∑
j βjQj

] . (S10)

where Q∗
i ≡ Q with density q∗i ≡ q and current j∗i ≡ j (we omit writing explicitly the label of the charge we are

focusing on). Here q(xs, ts) and j(xs, ts) are the charge density and current evolved along a path with endpoints
(x0, t0) = (0, 0) and (x1, t1) = ℓ(c−1 sinα, cosα). The final result is independent from the chosen path, so we fix
(xs, ts) = ℓ(s sinα, sc−1 cosα). Two observations are now crucial:

1. In the limit of large ℓ, for most values of the s parametrization the point (ts, xs) is very far from the boundaries.

Therefore, at the price of neglecting subextensive terms, one can replace eλ
∫ 1
0
ds
(
ṫsj(ts,xs)−ẋsq(ts,xs)

)
→ eW (λ,α) ≡

eλ
∫ ∞
−∞ dy

(
c−1 cosαj(y sinα,yc−1 cosα)−sinαq(y sinα,yc−1 cosα)

)
. The integrand in Eq. (S10) thus become translational

invariant and the ℓ extensive scale becomes apparent.

2. The insertion of the deformation eW (λ,α) in the Generalized Gibbs Ensemble is equivalent to a deformation of
the GGE itself. Namely, for any local observables O(x), there exists a set of generalized effective temperatures

βj(λ, α) such that Tr
[
O(x)eW (λ,α)e−

∑
j βjQj

]
= Tr

[
O(x)e−

∑
j βj(λ,α)Qj

]
. This is a highly nontrivial fact whose

proof we leave to the literature [68].
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Combining the two observations above and integrating Eq. (S10), the integral expression for the Full Counting
Statistics (Eq. (3) in the main text) is recovered

Fα(λ) =

∫ λ

0

dλ′
(
c−1 cosα jλ′ − sinα qλ′

)
, (S11)

where qλ = ⟨q⟩λ and jλ = ⟨j⟩λ are evaluated on the λ-dependent GGE. Expectation values of charges and currents
[62, 63] are easily computable on a known GGE,

qλ =

∫
dθ h(θ)ρλ(θ) jλ =

∫
dθ h(θ)veffλ (θ)ρλ(θ) , (S12)

where for every test function τ(θ), one defines the dressing operation τ(θ) → τdr(θ) through the integral equation

τdr(θ) = τ(θ)−
∫

dθ′

2π φ(θ − θ′)ϑ(θ′)τdr(θ) and the effective velocity is veff(θ) = (∂θϵ)
dr/(∂θp)

dr. In Eq.(S12) we add a
λ−label to the velocity to stress its parametric λ−dependence inherited from the flowing GGE.

The last task is now finding an equation to determine the λ−dependent GGE. This can be done from the conserved
charge correlations: let us consider the expectation value of the density of a conserved charge on a λ−dependent GGE
⟨qi(0, 0)⟩, the response function upon infinitesimal changes of the effective energy ε(θ, λ) → ε(θ, λ+ δλ) can be easily
computed, but on the other hand a comparison with the right hand side of Eq. (S10) makes evident that ∂λ⟨qi(0, 0)⟩ =∫∞
−∞ dy ⟨qi(0, 0)

(
c−1 cosαj(y sinα, yc−1 cosα) − sinαq(y sinα, yc−1 cosα)

)
⟩connected. Connected correlation functions

at large separations will dominate the integral and the latter are computable within hydrodynamics [6]. This allows
one to find a close set of equations for the λ−flow of the GGE, which finally takes a very simple form

∂λε(θ, λ) = sign(c tanα− veff(θ, λ))hdr(θ, λ) , ε(θ, 0) = ε(θ) . (S13)

The dressing operations in Eq. (S13) are taken on the λ−dependent GGE and thus the dressed charge and effective
velocity has a parametric λ−dependence, preventing an easy analytical solution. A notational remark is important:
when no λ−dependence appears, quantities are evaluated at λ = 0. Nonetheless, the flow equations are easy to
integrate numerically, using standard methods to handle integral equations of integrable models, see Section 4. By
expanding the Full Counting Statistics in powers of λ one can systematically compute the cumulants: the flow
equations are particularly suited for this, since such a power expansion eventually amounts to a λ−perturbative
solution of the differential equation Eq. (S13). In principle, close analytical expressions for the cumulants can be
obtained, although the derivation quickly becomes cumbersome and for highest cumulants a numerical integration of
the flow equation is preferred. In particular, the second cumulant reads

c2 =

∫
dθ ρ(θ)f(θ)|veff(θ) cosα− sinα|[hdr(θ)]2 . (S14)

The third cumulant vanished for parity-invariant states (like thermal states we focus on) but its expression is reported
in [68]. The next non-trivial cumulant here is the fourth and on arbitrary GGEs and space-time rays reads

c4 =

∫
dθ(veff cosα− sinα)fρ

{
(hdr)4sf̂ f̃ + 3s[[(sf(hdr)2]dr]2 + 4hdrs[ff̃(hdr)3]dr + 6f̃(hdr)2[sf(hdr)2]dr

+ 12hdrs[sfhdr(sf(hdr)2)dr]dr
}

(S15)

where ρ is the GGE density and

f̂ = − d

dϵ
log(ff̃)− 3f , f̃ = − d

dϵ
log(f)− 2f , s = sign(veff cosα− sinα) (S16)

where f(θ) is a statistical factor (see Ref. [71] for an account). In the present cases, f = 1 − ϑ for quantum sine-
Gordon and f = 1 for classical sine-Gordon. In the classical case, the expressions are slightly modified to account
for a more convenient definition of the filling functions and dressing operations, as we will discuss. When multiple
species of particles are present, one has to additionally sum over all particle types amounting to

∫
dθ →

∑
a

∫
dθa. In

the following, we apply this formalism to the sine-Gordon field theory and describe phase fluctuations.
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3. THE THERMODYNAMICS OF THE SINE-GORDON MODEL

The exact thermodynamics of the sine-Gordon field theory is built on the knowledge of the exact spectrum and
scattering matrix, derived in Ref. [51]. In this section, we recall the rudiments of Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz
and its application to BFT. As the theory is relativistic, the energy and momentum of a particle with mass m are
ϵ(θ) = mc2 cosh θ and p(θ) = mc2 sinh θ, respectively.
As recalled in the main text, the interactions determine the species of the breathers according to the parameter

ξ = 8π
cg2

(
1− 8π

cg2

)−1

according to the mass law mn = 2M sin(πnξ/2), where n = 1, . . . , ⌈ξ−1⌉. In contrast, kink and

antikink are always present in the specturm and have mass M [52]: kink, antikink and breathers exhaust the particle
content of the model. Upon scattering, breathers have transmissive scattering with a scattering matrix

Sn,m(θ) =
sinh(θ) + i sin((n+m)πξ/2)

sinh(θ)− i sin((n+m)πξ/2)

sinh(θ) + i sin(|n−m|πξ/2)
sinh(θ)− i sin(|n−m|πξ/2)

×
min(n,m)−1∏

k=1

sin2((|n−m|+ 2k)πξ/4− iθ/2) cos2((n+m− 2k)πξ/4 + iθ/2)

sin2((|n−m|+ 2k)πξ/4 + iθ/2) cos2((n+m− 2k)πξ/4− iθ/2)
(S17)

where θ is the difference of the rapidities of the scattering particles. Also (anti)kink are transmitted upon scattering
with breathers, with scattering matrix

Sn(θ) =
sinh(θ) + i cos(nπξ/2)

sinh(θ)− i cos(nπξ/2)

n−1∏
k=1

sin2((n− 2k)πξ/4− π/4 + iθ/2)

sin2((n− 2k)πξ/4− π/4− iθ/2)
. (S18)

In contrast, scattering of topological excitations is far richer, since both transmission and reflection are possible. in
this case, the scattering matrix is an actual 2× 2 matrix with entries

S(θij) =


S0(θ) 0 0 0
0 ST (θ) SR(θ) 0
0 SR(θ) ST (θ) 0
0 0 0 S0(θ)

 (S19)

where ST (θ) =
sinh(ξ−1θ)

sinh((iπ−θ)ξ−1)S0(θ) and SR(θ) = i sin(πξ−1)
sinh((iπ−θ)ξ−1)S0(θ) weight the transmission and reflection channel

respectively, where

S0(θ) = − exp

[
−i
∫ ∞

0

dt

t

sinh(πt(1− ξ)/2)

sinh(πξt/2) cosh(πt/2)
sin(θt)

]
. (S20)

For general values of the interaction ξ, the solution of thermodynamics passes through the Nested Bethe Ansatz,
here for the sake of simplicity we focus on certain regimes where simplifications occur, while the BFT’s prediction is
of broader applicability.

1. The quantum sine-Gordon at the reflectionless points

When special values of the interactions are considered ξ = 1/(N + 1) with N ∈ N, the reflection channel of the
kink-antikink scattering vanishes for any rapidity SR(θ) = 0 and the scattering becomes purely transmissive. In this
case, the thermodynamics is derived by the standard Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz [58] machinery. To this hand,
together with the root density characterizing the particle density of kink, antikink and breathers for any rapidity, one
also introduces the filling fraction ϑ quantify the relative mode occupation. Conveniently, one parametrize the filling
functions through the effective energy as ϑ(θ) = 1/(1 + eε(θ)). Kink, antikink and breathers are described by their
own effective energy found as the solution of the following integral equations

εK(θ) = βMc2 cosh θ+

∫
dθ′

2π
φ(θ−θ′)

(
log(1 + e−εK(θ′)) + log(1 + e−εK̄(θ′))

)
+

N∑
n=1

∫
dθ′

2π
φn(θ−θ′) log(1+e−εn(θ

′)) ,

(S21)
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εn(θ) = βmnc
2 cosh θ+

∫
dθ′

2π
φn(θ−θ′)

(
log(1 + e−εK(θ′)) + log(1 + e−εK̄(θ′))

)
+

N∑
n′=1

∫
dθ′

2π
φn,n(θ−θ′) log(1+e−εn(θ

′))

(S22)
The integral equation for the effective energy of antikinks εK̄ is analogous to the kinks’ one and thus is omitted. Above,
the scattering shifts φ are defined as the logarithm derivatives of the scattering matrices φn,n′(θ) = i∂θ logSn,n′(θ),
φn(θ) = i∂θ logSn(θ), and φ(θ) = i∂θ logS0(θ). Notably, at the reflectionless points the scattering matrix S0 is greatly

simplified logS0(θ) = iπ(N + 1) +
∑N

j=1 log
[

exp[θ−iπj/(N+1)]+1
exp θ+exp[−iπj/(N+1)]

]
. The above integral equations can be solved by

standard numerical methods upon properly discretizing the integrals. We provide a short commented Mathematica
notebook on Zenodo [99]. From the filling functions, one can then recover the density of particles. To this end,
it is useful to define the dressing operation. For any triplet of test functions we can define the dressed operation
{τK(θ), τK̄(θ), τn(θ)} → {τdrK (θ), τdr

K̄
(θ), τdrn (θ)} by solving

τdrn (θ) = τn(θ)−
∫

dθ′

2π
φn(θ − θ′)[ϑK(θ)τdrK (θ) + ϑK̄(θ)τdrK̄ (θ)]−

N∑
n′=1

∫
dθ′

2π
φn,n′(θ − θ′)ϑn′(θ′)τdrn′ (θ′) (S23)

τdrK (θ) = τK(θ)−
∫

dθ′

2π
φ(θ − θ′)(ϑK(θ)τdrK (θ) + ϑK̄(θ)τdrK̄ (θ))−

N∑
n=1

∫
dθ′

2π
φn(θ − θ′)ϑn(θ

′)τdrn (θ′) . (S24)

and an analogous equation holds for antikinks. The root densities are then proportional to the filling fraction times
the dressed derivative of the momentum ρ = 1

2πϑ(∂θp)
dr.

The Ballistic Fluctuation Theory and its low temperature regime.— We now apply the general BFT frame-
work discussed in Section 2 to the topological charge in sine-Gordon, focusing on the reflectionless point. Therefore,
in place of a generic charge eigenvalue to be plugged in the flow equation (S13), we use the topological charge. Its
eigenvalue if defined as being ZK = +1 for kinks, ZK̄ = −1 for antikinks and zero over all the breathers Zn = 0.
The flow equation and cumulants must be generalized to include the effect of kinks, antikinks and breathers, but
this simply amounts to sum over the different contributions. We notice that, as it follows from a quick inspection of
the dressing equations, in the case where the populations of kinks and antikinks are evenly matched ρK(θ) = ρK̄(θ),
the dressing operation is ineffective on the topological charge {Zdr

K (θ), Zdr
K̄
(θ), Zdr

n (θ)} = {ZK(θ), ZK̄(θ), Zn(θ)}, sig-
nificantly simplifying the expressions for the cumulants. Instead, in the computation of the flow equation (S13) the
flow parameter λ explicitly biases the kink-antikink population, resulting in a non-trivial dressing of the topological
charge. We provide a Mathematica Notebook on Zenodo [99] with the numerical solution of the thermodynamics and
the computation of c2 and c4 from the explicit formulas.

The low-temperature limit.— It is instructive to analyze the low-temperature limit of the BFT prediction, to be
compared with the result by Damle and Sachdev discussed in Section 1. In this limit, the flow equation greatly
simplifies and it can be exactly integrated. Let us thus assume the temperature is very low compared to the soliton
mass scale βc2M ≫ 1: this does not necessarily mean the temperature is small compared with the lightest breather
βc2m1 since, depending on the interaction, m1 can be much smaller thanM . Indeed, this is the case when approaching
the semiclassical limit. Since (anti)kink populations are exponentially suppressed in the low-temperature regime, their
effect on dressing operations can be neglected: in this approximation, the dressed topological charge becomes identical
to the bare one also along the flow. Furthermore, in the flow equations, the bias in the topological charge affects only
(anti)kink leaving the breather populations unscathed. Hence, even when non-trivial, dressing of quantities (such
as energy, momentum and their derivative) becomes flow-independent. Gathering these considerations, one simply
integrates the flow equation

εK,λ(θ) = sign(c tanα−veffK (θ))λ+εK(θ) , εK̄,λ(θ) = sign(c tanα−veffK̄ (θ))λ+εK̄(θ) , εn,λ(θ) = εn(θ) (S25)

Above, quantities without a λ−dependence are computed on the unbiased thermal state. From the above, in the low

temperature approximation we find ρλ,K(θ) = ρK(θ)esign(c tanα−veff
K (θ))λ and ρλ,K̄(θ) = ρK̄(θ)e− sign(c tanα−veff

K̄
(θ))λ,

while the breather roots do not flow. We plug this last piece of information in Eq. (S11) and perform the integral.
For simplicity, we assume are considering unbiased GGEs where the kink and antikink populations are equal, obtaining
the remarkably simple expression

Fα(λ) ≃ c−1 cosα(coshλ− 1)

∫
dθ|veffK (θ)− c tanhα|ρK(θ) At low temperature βc2M ≫ 1 (S26)
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This simple solution should be eventually compared with the phenomenological approach of Damle and Sachdev in
the transmissive regime (S5). This requires a last passage to analytically continue the flow parameter to imaginary
values λ→ iλ and, as we discuss in the main text, obtain the correlation function of the vertex operator. Upon a 2π
rescaling of λ due to our different normalization of the correlator, we formally find the same expression of Damle and
Sachdev with the minimal modification of capturing the effects of the background breather excitations by replacing the
bare velocity and population of kinks with their dressed counterparts. If, furthermore, one also assumes βc2m1 ≫ 1,
dressing effects can be entirely neglected and Eq. (S5) is exactly recovered.

2. The sine-Gordon model in the semiclassical regime

The semiclassical regime is relevant both for practical numerical benchmark and for experimental applications, as
we discuss in the main text. The exact thermodynamics of the classical sine-Gordon model has been derived only very
recently [53]: we leave to the original reference a detailed discussion and report the main formulas and considerations.
The semiclassical regime can be seen as a proper limiting case of the quantum model, more specifically one introduces
an effective Planck constant ℏ and simultaneously rescale the interaction g2quantum = ℏg2classical and temperature
βquantum = ℏβclassical, while keeping the fixed the product βquantumMquantum = βclassicalMclassical. In this limit,
one defines the continuum classical spectral parameter σ ∈ [0, 1] through the correspondence σ ↔ nℏ/smax with
smax = 8π

cg2
classical

. We used this scaling to compare the quantum and classical cumulants in Figure 3 of the main text.

Below, we will solely focus on classical quantities and so drop the “classical” and “quantum” label, always referring
to classical couplings.

In the semiclassical limit, the reflection component of the kink-antikink scattering matrix vanishes SR → 0 and
scattering becomes purely transmissive, resulting in similar equations to those reported in the previous section.
Nonetheless, a few important differences arise: the naively-obtained semiclassical limit of the filling fractions is
singular for small σ, but this singularity is balanced by the dressed momentum derivative, eventually giving finite
root densities and observables. To avoid dealing with fictitious singularities, it is useful to properly redefine effective
energies, dressing and fillings. The correct dictionary stems from the derivation of the classical Thermodynamics
Bethe Ansatz of Ref. [53]. Here, we report the result and adapt the notation for our purposes: we use a tilde for the
nonsingular parametrization. The parametrization of filling functions in terms of effective energies is

ϑK(θ) = e−εK(θ) , ϑK̄(θ) = e−εK̄(θ) , ϑσ(θ) = e−εσ(θ) . (S27)

Nonsingular fillings and regular effective energies are then introduced as

ϑ̃K(θ) = e−ε̃K(θ) = ϑK(θ) , ϑ̃K̄(θ) = e−ε̃K̄(θ) = ϑK̄(θ) , ϑ̃σ = e−σ2ε̃σ(θ) = (smaxσ)
2ϑσ(θ) . (S28)

The integral equations determining the effective energy on thermal states best expressed in the new parametrization

σε̃σ(θ) = −2 + βc2
mσ

σ
cosh θ +

1

σ

∫
dθ′

2π
φσ(θ − θ′)(e−ε̃K + e−ε̃K̄ ) +

1

σ

∫
dθ′

2π

∫ 1

0

dσ′ φσ,σ′(θ − θ′)
e−(σ′)2ε̃σ′ (θ′) − 1

smax(σ′)2
,

ε̃K(θ) = log smax − 1 + βMc2 cosh θ +

∫
dθ′

2π
φ(θ − θ′)(e−ε̃K + e−ε̃K̄ ) +

∫
dθ′

2π

∫ 1

0

dσφσ(θ − θ′)
e−σ2ε̃σ(θ

′) − 1

smaxσ2
.

Above, the classical breather-breather scattering shift is

φσ,σ′(θ) =
16

cg2
log

(
[cosh(θ)− cos((σ + σ′)π/2)][cosh(θ) + cos((σ − σ′)π/2)]

[cosh(θ)− cos((σ − σ′)π/2)][cosh(θ) + cos((σ + σ′)π/2)]

)
. (S29)

The remaining scattering shifts can be recovered as limσ′→1 φσ,σ′(θ) = 2φσ(θ) and limσ→1 φσ(θ) = 2φ(θ), where
φσ(θ) is the breather-kink scattering shift. Consistently, also dressing equations should be conveniently redefined to
remove the spurious singularities. To this end, we define a new dressing operation using bold labels {τK , τK̄ , τσ} →
{τdrK , τdr

K̄
, τdrσ } such that

στdrσ (θ) =
τσ(θ)

σ
− 1

σ

∫
dθ′

2π
φσ(θ − θ′)[ϑ̃K(θ′)τdrK (θ′) + ϑ̃K̄(θ′)τdrK̄ (θ′)]− 1

σ

∫ 1

0

dσ′

smax

∫
dθ′

2π
φσ,σ′(θ − θ′)ϑ̃σ′(θ′)τdrσ′ (θ′) ,

(S30)
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τdrK (θ) = τK(θ)−
∫

dθ′

2π
φ(θ − θ′)[ϑ̃K(θ′)τdrK (θ′) + ϑ̃K̄(θ′)τdrK̄ (θ′)]−

∫ 1

0

dσ

smax

∫
dθ′

2π
φσ(θ − θ′)ϑ̃σ′(θ)τdrσ (θ′) . (S31)

Passing from the standard dressing and the new parametrization, the following identities hold [53]: τdrK (θ) = τdrK (θ),
τdr
K̄

(θ) = τdr
K̄
(θ), and τdrσ (θ) = σ2τdrσ (θ).

The Ballistic Fluctuation Theory formulas.— The general formulas of the Ballistic Fluctuation Theory are
readily extended to the classical case. The only caveat when summing over the breathers is integrating with the

proper measure
∫ 1

0
dσsmax(...) where the smax parameter explicitly appears. Of course, the standard filling function,

effective energies and and dressing should be used in the general formulas of Section 2: one can explicitly check the
singularities for σ → 0 are canceled out in the final expressions. We provide a Mathematica Notebook on Zenodo [99]
with the numerical solution of the thermodynamics, of the flow equations and as well as the computation of c2 and
c4 from the explicit formulas. The analysis of the low-temperature limit of the flow equation follows the same steps
as the reflectionless point, resulting in the same final expression for the FCS (S26), provided the classical TBA and
dressing are used. In the classical case, the breathers’ spectrum is gapless and thus dressing effects due to breathers
cannot be neglected even at low temperatures.

4. NUMERICAL METHODS

In this section, we present a short overview of the numerical methods we used.

Solution of the TBA equations. — The TBA equations characterizing thermal ensembles, as well as the flow
equations for the generating function and the expression for the cumulants can be solved by standard numerical
routines once the integral equations have been properly discretized. In the quantum case, approximating integrals by
the midpoint rule is sufficient, albeit more efficient discretizations can be envisaged. The classical case requires extra
care, due to the singular nature of the scattering kernels: a stable discretization strategy is discussed in Ref. [53],
the interested reader can refer to that. A commented Mathematica notebook with working example is provided on
Zenodo [99].

The transfer matrix approach. — An efficient method to compute equal-time expectation values and correlation
function on classical one dimensional systems at equilibrium is provided by the Transfer Matrix method [75, 76]. The
key observation is regarding the classical partition function as a fictitious quantum mechanical system. For example,
let us consider the problem of computing the expectation value of two possibly different phase-dependent observables
placed at different positions ⟨O1(ϕ(0))O2(ϕ(x))⟩, assuming a system of length L with periodic boundary conditions.
The classical thermal expectation value is

⟨O1(ϕ(0))O2(ϕ(x))⟩ =
∫
DϕO1(ϕ(0))O2(ϕ(x))e

−β
∫ L/2

−L/2
dy 1

2g2
(∂yϕ)

2+m2c2

g2
(1−cos(ϕ))∫

Dϕe−β
∫ L/2

−L/2
dy 1

2g2
(∂yϕ)2+

m2c2

g2
(1−cos(ϕ))

=

=
Tr[e−

L
2 ĤeffO1(ϕ)e

−xĤeffO2(ϕ)e
−(L

2 −x)Ĥeff ]

Tr[e−LĤeff ]
. (S32)

The last equality is obtained by regarding the path integral as the propagator in imaginary time of an effective
quantum problem for a particle with “position” ϕ and with the effective Hamiltonian

Ĥeff = − g2

2β
∂2ϕ +

m2c2

g2
(1− cos(ϕ)) . (S33)

In the thermodynamic limit L → ∞, the trace is projected over the ground state |0⟩ of the effective Hamiltonian
and one obtains

⟨O1(ϕ(0))O2(ϕ(x))⟩ =
⟨0|O1(ϕ)e

−xĤeffO2(ϕ)|0⟩
e−xEGS

. (S34)

With EGS the ground state energy of the fictitious quantum problem. The quantum Hamiltonian (S33) is then
discretized and numerically diagonalized, giving access to Eq. (S34). Some technical complications in the discretization
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arise as a consequence of the non compact nature of the target space ϕ, which in principle may take values on the
whole real axis. To this end, we proceed as follows: we enforce a finite domain ϕ ∈ [−πnc, πnc] with periodic boundary
conditions and nc sufficiently large, then the values of ϕ are discretized on an uniform grid and the second derivative
in the effective Hamiltonian is approximated with a finite-difference increment. We will further comment on the
choice of nc later on. Then, we take advantage of the translational invariance ϕ→ ϕ+ 2π of the original problem by
restricting O1(ϕ) to have support only in the fundamental Brillouin zone. Hence

O1(ϕ) → Õ1(ϕ) =

{
O1(ϕ) if − π < ϕ < π

0 otherwise
. (S35)

In contrast, O2(ϕ) is left unaffected: one can finally compute cumulants and full counting statistics. Cumulants
are obtained starting with the connected correlation functions and expanding in products of powers of the field
⟨[ϕ(0)−ϕ(x)]n⟩ =

∑n
j=0

(
n
j

)
(−1)n−j⟨ϕj(0)ϕn−j(x)⟩, and by setting O1(ϕ) → ϕj and O2(ϕ) → ϕn−j . Notice that each

term in the sum ⟨ϕj(0)ϕn−j(x)⟩ is not invariant for ϕ → ϕ + 2π and it would thus be affected by a different choice
of the fundamental cell (S35), but this is not the case once each term has been resummed to give ⟨[ϕ(0) − ϕ(x)]n⟩.
Similarly, one can recover the full counting statistics by its very definition. By calling Px(δϕ) the probability that the
field jumps of a factor δϕ after a distance x, one can write

Px(δϕ) =

∫ π

−π

dϕ

2π
⟨δ(ϕ(0)− ϕ)δ(ϕ(x)− (ϕ+ δϕ))⟩ . (S36)

Where we took advantage of the 2π periodicity. For each (discretized) value of ϕ the integrand can be then computed
according to Eq. (S34) and the probability is finally recovered by summing over the different terms. We wish finally
to comment on the role of the cutoff nc in the discretization: for any fixed value of nc, one necessarily has the bound
[ϕ(0) − ϕ(x)]n < (2ncπ)

n, while we know the exact connected cumulant linearly grows upon increasing the distance
between points. Thus, assuming odd cumulants are vanishing because of symmetry, one expects [ϕ(0)−ϕ(x)]2n ∝ |x|n.
In practice, one needs to adjust the cutoff nc based on the cumulant to be computed and the space separation: higher
cumulants and larger distances require larger values of nc to attain convergence. An alternative implementation taking
advantage of the periodicity of the effective Hamiltonian (S33) may have been built using Bloch wave functions and
restricting to diagonalize Hamiltonians in the units cells, but then summing over the Bloch wave vectors.

A commented Mathematica notebook on the Transfer Matrix approach with working examples is provided on
Zenodo [99].

Monte Carlo simulations. — Monte Carlo samples thermal distribution through a suitable random walk in the
phase space [77, 78]. These are standard techniques so we provide only a short overview. The field is discretized on
a uniform grid with lattice spacing a: eventually, the choice of the lattice spacing depends on the temperature and
mass scale. The classical Hamiltonian is discretized as

H[Π, ϕ] = a
∑
j

c2jg
2
j

2
Πj +

1

2g2ja
2
(ϕj+1 − ϕj)

2 −
c2jm

2
j

g2j
cos(ϕj) , (S37)

with canonical Poisson brackets {ϕj ,Πj′} = δj,j′/a. Above, we promote the couplings to be (weakly) inhomoge-
neous functions to accommodate for the simulations of the inhomogeneous sine-Gordon stemming from the coupled
quasicondensates, see Section 5. On thermal ensemble, the Hamiltonian decouples in the phase and the momentum
contributions, hence the two fields can be sampled independently. The distribution of Πj is generated by taking
advantage that is Gaussian and independently distributed on the sites, while the phase thermal distribution is sam-
pled by Monte Carlo methods. More specifically, one proposes local updates ϕj → ϕ′j = ϕj + δϕj where δϕj is
Gaussianly distributed: the move is accepted with probability p = exp(−βH[ϕ′])/ exp(−βH[ϕ]), where H[ϕ] is the
phase-dependent part of the discretized Hamiltonian (S37). The variance of the local updates is chosen in such a way
the acceptance ratio is approximately 0.5.

After sufficiently many steps the Monte Carlo converges and starts exploring the thermal distribution, then sampling
begins. When unequal time correlations need to be computed, the initial field configurations drawn from the Monte
Carlo are evolved according to the deterministic equation of motion derived from the SG Hamiltonian. We use the
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FIG. S1. Further details on Monte Carlo data.— (a) To emphasize the role of finite volume and periodic boundary
conditions, we show the second cumulant C2(x) =

1
(2π)2

⟨ϕ(0)ϕ(x)⟩c at equal times for two different volume realizations. As an

example, we choose g = c = β = 1 and m = 0.25. The second cumulant cannot grow forever and reaches a maximum peak
in the center of the system: the linear growth predicted by BFT is realized at large distances compared with the microscopic
correlation lengths, but much smaller than the system’s size L. To reduce finite size effects within a fixed window [0, ℓmax]
with ℓmax the maximum separation between the two points, we extract the scaling factors cn by taking three system sizes of
L = 1024, L = 2048 and L = 4096 respectively (the latter not shown in (a)) and extrapolate to infinite volume assuming
corrections scale as 1/L. The fourth cumulant at finite system (not shown) experiences stronger finite size corrections and
larger uncertainty due to fluctuations. (b) & (c) We show a typical example of the second and fourth cumulants for space-time
separation, plotted as a function of time for different rays tanα = x/(tc) and already extrapolated to infinite size. As an
example, we choose g = c = β = 1 and m = 0.25. The second cumulant (b) shows a clear linear growth with no appreciable
corrections, while the fourth cumulant C4 (c) shows finite time corrections in the form of oscillations superimposed on the
linear growth. C4 is also more sensitive to finite-size corrections, as it is evident from the curve tanhα = 1.1 that, after an
initial linear growth, suddenly bends downward with increased uncertainty: there, the extrapolation to infinite size fails and
one can trust the curve tanhα = 1.1 up to t ≃ 100 at most. This issue could be solved by exploring even larger sizes, but the
computational time needed for the Monte Carlo to reach convergence becomes prohibitively long.

following discretization [70]

ϕj(t+ dt) + ϕj(t− dt)− 2ϕj(t) = c2jg
2
j

1

4

[(
4

g2j
+

1

g2j+1

− 1

g2j−1

)
ϕj+1(t) +

(
4

g2j
+

1

g2j−1

− 1

g2j+1

)
ϕj−1(t)

)
+

− 2c2jϕj(t)
dt2

a2
+ c4jm

2
j sinϕj(t) . (S38)

We experience this discretization to be stable by checking the energy conservation: corrections remain bounded with
time and are decreased upon improving the discretization. Further details on the discretization used in Fig. 3 and
Fig. 3 are provided below.

i Monte Carlo details for Fig. 3 : with the choice β = g = c = 1, we experience convergence can be attained for
relatively large lattice spacing. In this figure, we choose a = 0.5 and dt = 10−3, working with periodic boundary
conditions. The major difficulty is due to the large system size needed to extract the scaling of cumulants. Indeed,
by considering periodic boundary conditions, the cumulants cannot grow indefinitely. For example, in Fig. S1(a)
we show the second cumulant on a finite size, well approximated by an inverted parabola. The scaling behavior
⟨(ϕ(x)− ϕ(0))2⟩ ∝ |x| is recovered only at small distances compared to the overall volume L. On the other hand,
large separations are needed to attain the scaling regime: this is particularly true for space-time separations outside
of the causal light cone x/t > c, where an evident oscillatory behavior is superimposed on the linear growth, see
Fig. S1. As a compromise, we simulate very large system sizes with 211, 212 and 213 points, extrapolating to infinite
volume assuming a 1/L scaling. Lastly, the large-separation growth of the cumulants is fitted with a straight line
and the slope is extracted. Extracting the fourth cumulant requires very accurate data: for each chosen volume,
we run 100 independent Monte Carlo sampling collecting at least 1000 uncorrelated samples for each of them, for
a total of 105 samples. The cumulants are independently computed for each Monte Carlo realization, then we
choose as the most representative value the average over the 100 independent realizations and the error bars are
taken as the variance. Error bars are propagated to the extrapolated data by linear regression. The data of the
so-obtained cumulant, similarly to those shown in Fig. S1, are available on Zenodo [99].
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ii Monte Carlo details for Fig. 4 : Working with realistic experimental parameters (see Section 5 for discussion)
advocated for a smaller lattice spacing, which we chose a = 0.05µm upon having checked convergence. The
inhomogeneous density-profile of the atomic cloud allows for wild phase fluctuations at the edges of the trap,
making open boundary conditions the best choice. Due to these largely fluctuating regions, the finite-size problem
experienced in the previous point is largely reduced and much smaller system sizes are needed to clearly observe
the linear growth of the second cumulant within the experimentally-reachable sizes. In Figure S2 we provide
further data.

5. SINE-GORDON FROM COUPLED CONDENSATES

In this section, we shortly revisit the emergence of the sine-Gordon field theory as a the low-energy description of
coupled-tunnel quasicondensates [40, 42]. We consider two identical one-dimensional atomic clouds in a longitudinal
trap V (x). In the absence of further coupling, these two gases are well described by the Hamiltonian

Hj={1,2} =

∫
dx

{
ℏ2

2m
∂xψ

†
j∂xψj −

ℏ2

ma1D
ψ†
jψ

†
jψjψj + V (x)ψ†

jψj

}
, (S39)

where ψj are canonical bosonic annihilation fields. Here, we focus on repulsive interactions a1D < 0. The effective-one
dimensional interaction is determined by the three dimensional scattering length a3D and it is largely renormalized
by the transverse trap frequency according to [86]

a1D = −a⊥
2

(
a⊥
a3D

− C
)
, (S40)

with C = 1.4603..., and a⊥ is the perpendicular oscillator length defined as a⊥ =
√
m/(ℏω⊥), with ω⊥ the transverse

trap frequency. For small interactions a3D/a⊥ ≪ 1, the constant C can be neglected: in the typical configuration
of Vienna’s experiment [89], 87Rb atoms have a3D = 5.2368 × 10−3µm and the transverse trap frequency is ω⊥ ≈
2π × 1.4kHz, leading to a3D/a⊥ ≃ 0.018.
Atom chips allow for a great tunability of the longitudinal trap V (x) with the possibility of engineer box-like

potentials. Therefore, we choose V (x) = (x/x0)
6 as a sixth-order polynomial. At low temperature, the atomic profile

is well-described by the Thomas-Fermi approximation

n(x) =

√
m|a1D|
2ℏ2

(µ− V (x)) , (S41)

with µ the chemical potential. We tune the trap length scale x0 and the chemical potential in such a way n(x)
box-shaped with rounded corners and bulk density 40atm/µm, as depicted in Fig. 4(b).
A barrier of adjustable height induces a weak tunneling between the two tubes, leading to the final microscopic

dynamics

H = H1 +H2 − t⊥

∫
dx {ψ†

1ψ2 + ψ†
2ψ1} . (S42)

The above Hamiltonian is complicated, but it greatly simplifies when focusing on low energies: sine-Gordon lives in
this sector, describing the dynamics of the phase-difference between the two condensates. One proceeds as follows.
First, one starts with the limit of decoupled condensates t⊥ = 0: the ground state and the low temperature sector is
well-described within bosonization. Hence, one introduces two conjugate fields describing the fluctuations of density
and phase of the two condensates

ψj ≃
√
n(x) + Πj(x) e

iϕj(x) , (S43)

leading to bosonized Hamiltonians. Within the assumption of a smoothly varying potential V (x), its effect enters
only as a modulation of the atom density profile, which in turn is translated into a spatial inhomogeneity of the light
velocity c→ c(x) and Luttinger parameter K → K(x) [87]

Hj =

∫
dx

ℏc(x)
2

(
π

K(x)
Π2

j (x) +
K(x)

π
(∂xϕj)

2

)
. (S44)
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In the one-dimensional interacting gas (S39), the light velocity and Luttinger parameter can be exactly determined
from Bethe Ansatz, but in the regime of weak interactions and large atoms number the exact result becomes equivalent
to approximating operators with classical fields and straightforwardly replace the density-phase approximation Eq.
(S43) in the microscopic Hamiltonian (S39), while retaining only the slowest modes. In this case, one simply obtains

c(x) ≃ ℏ
m

√
2n(x)

|a1D|
, K(x) ≃ π

√
n(x)|a1D|

2
. (S45)

We will make use of this approximation. One can now reintroduce the tunneling term within bosonization
∫
dx {ψ†

1ψ2+

ψ†
2ψ1} →

∫
dx 2γ(x)n(x) cos(ϕ1(x) − ϕ2(x)). The coefficient γ(x) is added to take care of non-trivial short range

renormalizations in the product of the two fields beyond a naive replacement with Eq. (S43). However, in the weakly
interacting regime these effects can be neglected and one can simply set γ(x) = 1. The last passage requires changing
coordinates in the global Hamiltonian H, by considering the symmetric Φ(x) = ϕ1(x) + ϕ2(x) and antisymmetric
ϕ(x) = ϕ1(x) − ϕ2(x) degrees of freedom. The two sectors decouple in the bosonized Hamiltonian and, while the
symmetric sector remains a gapless Luttinger liquid, in the antisymmetric sector the sine-Gordon Hamiltonian emerges

Hanti-symmetric =

∫
dx

{
ℏc(x)
2

(
2π

K(x)
Π2(x) +

K(x)

2π
(∂xϕ)

2

)
− 2t⊥n(x) cosϕ

}
. (S46)

The sine-Gordon couplings in the standard notation are readily obtained by comparison. Interestingly, the Luttinger
parameter is directly associated with the renormalized interaction ξ, more specifically one has ξ−1 = 4K− 1. In turn,
ξ fixes the number of different breathers species present in the spectrum and is the knob tuning the quantumness
of the theory. For the typical experimental parameters reported above and in the main text, by choosing the bulk
density of 40atm/µm, one obtains K ≃ 55, thus ξ−1 ≃ 220. Hence, the breather spectrum can be well approximated
by a continuum and one expects the semiclassical approximation to be a good description of the model (see also
Section 3). Therefore, to numerically simulate a realistic experimental setup we perform Monte Carlo sampling of the
classical sine-Gordon Hamiltonian, the so-extracted phase profiles mimic the outcome of projective measurements.

The phase measurement process. — In the experimental setup, the phase is extracted from matter-wave
interferometry measurements [79]. The external three dimensional trap holding in place the two elongated condensates
is suddenly switched off and the gas is let free to expand: due to the initial tight confinement in the transverse direction,
the momentum of the particles after trap release is very large. Therefore, one can work in the approximation that the
expansion happens only within the transverse direction, while longitudinal evolution remains frozen: this ultimately
allows for a reconstruction of the position-dependent phase profile. The three-dimensional density profile is thus
described by [88]

n3D(x, r⃗, t) = |f(r⃗, t)|2[ψ†
1(x)ψ1(x) + ψ†

2(x)ψ2(x) + ψ†
1(x)ψ2(x)e

−id⃗·r⃗m/(ℏt) + ψ†
2(x)ψ1(x)e

id⃗·r⃗m/(ℏt)] ≃

|f(r⃗, t)|22n(x)
[
1 + cos(ϕ(x)− d⃗ · r⃗m/(ℏt))

]
, (S47)

where in the last line one uses the density-phase approximation (S43). Above, x refers to the longitudinal spatial

coordinate while r⃗ is the radial direction (perpendicular to the direction of the tubes), d⃗ is the relative distance of the
two tubes. Finally, f is a Gaussian envelope coming from the expansion in plane waves of the transverse oscillator
ground state function, the specific form is not needed for our purposes (see however Ref. [81], also for corrections
beyond the weakly-interacting regime).

The three dimensional density is then projected in the plane containing the condensate by integrating in the
orthogonal direction. Then the resulting two-dimensional pattern is sliced along the the longitudinal direction x and
the oscillating pattern in the remaining orthogonal direction is fitted with the oscillating function, extracting the
phase shift ϕ(x). This procedure is equivalent to measure independently n(x) cos(ϕ(x)) and n(x) sin(ϕ(x)), as it is

clearly seen by expanding the cosine (S47) with the help of trigonometric identities n(x) cos(ϕ(x) − d⃗ · r⃗m/(ℏt)) =

n(x) cos(ϕ(x)) cos(d⃗ · r⃗m/(ℏt)) + n(x) sin(ϕ(x)) sin(d⃗ · r⃗m/(ℏt))
In principle, combining these two quantities the phase profile could be exactly recovered: nonetheless, experimental

limitations in the form of a finite resolution of the camera are not able to resolve arbitrary small distances, thus
inducing coarse graining. Pixels in the longitudinal directions are equispaced on a grid {xi}Ni=1, with approximately
2µm spacing. The center of each pixel collects signals from its surrounding: in a good approximation, this imperfection
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FIG. S2. Phase measurement and second cumulant for different barriers.— In this figure, we provide further examples
of the phase-measurement process for different tunneling barriers of the two quasicondensates, resulting in different masses of
the field theory. We use the same parameters as Fig. 4 of the main text (hence T = 60nK, bulk density 40atm/µm), but tune
the barrier t⊥ (S46) to different values. More specifically, we choose t⊥ = {0.00351576, 0.00751331, 0.0385028, 0.05} in (a), (b),
(c) and (d) respectively, which correspond to the expectation values of the vertex operator (in the bulk) shown in each column.
Upper row: example of phase extracted from a single projective measurement with two different resolutions σ. Bottom row:
second cumulant from the trap center obtained by averaging over 100 independent samples.

can be mimicked by a convolution with a Gaussian with standard deviation σ [88]

[n(xi) sin(ϕ(xi))]σ ≡
∫

dy
e−

1
2σ2 (xi−y)2

σ
√
2π

n(y) sin(ϕ(y)) , [n(xi) cos(ϕ(xi))]σ ≡
∫

dy
e−

1
2σ2 (xi−y)2

σ
√
2π

n(y) cos(ϕ(y)) .

(S48)
From the coarse grain output, the most representative phase field is then extracted. Naively, one would just

consider, for example, the arc cosine of the first term upon dividing by the density. However, due to the Gaussian
convolution, it does not hold any longer [n(xi) sin(ϕ(xi))]

2
σ + [n(xi) sin(ϕ(xi))]

2
σ ̸= n2(xi). Hence, one needs first to

correctly renormalize the coarse grain trigonometric functions, thus defining

[ϕ(xi)]σ = arccos

[
[n(xi) cos(ϕ(xi))]σ√

[n(xi) sin(ϕ(xi))]2σ + [n(xi) cos(ϕ(xi))]2σ

]
. (S49)

This identification fixes the phase modulus a sign and a 2π uncertainty. The sign is resolved by looking at the sign
of [n(xi) sin(ϕ(xi))]σ, leaving a 2π−ambiguity. The latter is resolved as follows [88]: one arbitrary assigns a phase
comprised between [−π, π] to a given coordinate xī, then one scans the system moving on the left and right imposing,
as much as possible, the continuity of the phase field. Namely, the sector is chosen in such a way |[ϕ(xi)]σ− [ϕ(xi+1)]σ|
is minimized as much as possible, compatibly with Eq. (S49). The reasoning behind this requirement is that large
phase jumps will pack large energy, due to the phase-derivative term in sine-Gordon and are thus unlikely in the
low-temperature regime. Nonetheless, kinks are exactly large phase jumps: if the resolution σ is not sufficiently
narrow and becomes comparable with the kink size, kinks may be undetected. The phase-profile of a kink at rest is
readily obtained by solving the equation of motion as ϕK(x) = 4 arctan(e−mcx) + 2π: moving kinks have a reduced
length due to Lorentz contraction, but we can use the rest profile as an estimation. The bare mass scale sets the
kink’s extent: one should then find the right compromise between having kinks not too big (in such a way they can
be placed in the finite volume realized in the experiment) and not too small, otherwise they will be undetected due
to the finite resolution of the experiment. In addition, the temperature cannot be too small compared with the kink’s
mass scale in order to have an appreciable population. These considerations led us to the parameter choice shown
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in Fig. 4, albeit we explore also other temperature regimes (not shown). For completeness, for a fixed choice of the
background potential, bulk density n(x) = 40atm/µm and temperature 60nK, further data for other choices of the
tunneling are shown in Fig. S2.
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