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We systematically investigate and illustrate the complete ground-state phase diagram for a one-
dimensional, three-species mixture of a few repulsively interacting bosons trapped harmonically. To
numerically obtain the solutions to the many-body Schrödinger equation, we employ the improved
Exact Diagonalization method [T. D. Anh-Tai et al., SciPost Physics 15, 048 (2023)], which is capable
of treating strongly-correlated few-body systems from first principles in an efficiently truncated
Hilbert space. We present our comprehensive results for all possible combinations of intra- and
interspecies interactions in the extreme limits that are either the ideal limit (g = 0) or close to the
hard-core limit (g → ∞). These results show the emergence of unique ground-state properties related
to correlations, coherence and spatial localization stemming from strongly repulsive interactions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Over the past three decades, ultra-cold atomic gases have been an excellent and unique platform to explore the
fascinating physics of complex many-body quantum systems in a very clean setting with high degrees of control.
Moreover, they possess a great number of promising applications for quantum technologies such as quantum simulators
[1–3], and quantum metrology [4]. Although the physics of weakly-interacting ultra-cold bosonic gases is important
and well understood within the framework of Gross-Pitaevskii mean-field theory [5, 6], investigating systems of few
bosons, fermions, and mixtures thereof in low dimensional space, where correlations are of importance, is an equally
important and intriguing area of research [7, 8]. Recent advances in laser cooling techniques and quantum optics
have made it feasible to create strongly-correlated systems in low dimensions with well-defined particle numbers in
laboratories [9–18], which has stimulated extensive beyond-mean-field studies of few-body one- and two-component
systems in parallel to mean-field studies.

When the repulsive interaction strength in a one-dimensional single-species bosonic gas is varied from being weak
to being strong, the system undergoes a transition from condensation to fermionization [19, 20]. In the infinitely
repulsive limit, the bosonic system can be mapped to a non-interacting, spin-polarized Fermi gas and its wavefunction
can be analytically obtained by the Bose-Fermi mapping theorem [21]. This is referred to as the Tonk-Girardeau hard-
core limit, which has been experimentally realized [9, 11]. Meanwhile, binary mixtures exhibit additional phenomena
due to the presence of the interspecies interaction or different particle statistics. For instance, when the interspecies
coupling strengths are large, binary bosonic mixtures can exhibit a phase-separated state [22–26] or form a composite-
fermionzation phase [27–29] depending on the intraspecies interactions being strong or weak, respectively. Similar
phases can appear in binary mixtures of few particles, with the ground-state properties having been fully explored
in Ref. [30]. Furthermore, when considering weaker interactions away from the integrable hard-core and ideal BEC
limits the system is rather complex and can display strong signatures of quantum chaos due to the abundance of
avoided crossings in the energy spectrum [31, 32]. Importantly, binary few-body mixtures have also emerged as an
excellent platform for gaining deeper insights into impurity physics [33–38] and few-body quantum droplets [39–42],
as correlation effects can be more easily assessed due to access to the full quantum many-body state.

Extending studies to triple-species mixtures, which possess an even larger parameter space compared to single
and binary mixtures, is therefore likely to unveil even richer physics and function as a guide to future experiments.
Although it is computationally challenging to accurately solve the many-body Schrödinger equation in continuous 1D
space due to the large Hilbert space, efficient numerical tools have recently been developed for this purpose such as
the multi-layer multi-configuration time-dependent Hartree method for mixtures of identical particles [43–45] or the
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improved Exact Diagonalization method [32]. So far, the studies on three-species few-particle systems have mainly
focused on correlations and entanglement between two distinguishable impurities coupled to a quantum few-boson
bath [46, 47] and on engineering strongly-correlated atomic Bell states [38]. For a more systematic approach we will in
the following explore the ground-state properties, including the correlations, coherence and self-organization, across
all possible interaction regimes for a three-species mixture of a few bosons confined in a one-dimensional harmonic
trap from first principles.

The main goal of this work is to explore and illustrate the complete ground-state phase diagram of the system when
the intra- and interspecies interactions are either in the ideal limit (g = 0) or close to the hard-core limit (g → ∞).
For this we use the one-body density distribution function to characterize the spatial localization, the reduced one-
and two-body density matrices, and the bipartite mutual information as the indicators for quantum correlations and
coherence. As one of the main results, we find that the ground-state phases of the system with respect to all possible
combinations of the interaction strengths can be classified into two groups. The first group consists of phases that
exhibit correlations in only one or two species and this group is well-studied theoretically in previous works. In the
second group all three species are coupled and hence exhibit interesting results which are unique to three-species
bosonic mixtures. We therefore focus on the second group and concisely explore the static ground-state properties
of all possible combinations of interaction strengths in this group. Additionally, we systematically investigate the
correlations and coherence properties for a representative example where two intraspecies coupling strengths vary
between the ideal BEC limit and the hard-core limit, thereby connecting two of the limiting phases. We will show
that interesting effects can be observed also in the moderate interaction regime. Our numerical approach to the
solution of the many-body Schrödinger equation is based on the improved Exact Diagonalization method [32], which
grants us access to the correlated ground-state wavefunction of the system, and the above-mentioned quantities of
interest with a reasonable computational cost. We remark that our results contribute to the insightful understanding
of correlation effects in complex many-body quantum systems due to strong particle-particle interactions and are
relevant to future experiments on strongly-correlated multi-species ultra-cold quantum gases.

Our manuscript is organized as follows: Section II introduces the Hamiltonian of our model, the ab initio method
employed for the numerical solutions of the many-body Schrödinger equation, and the quantities of interest charac-
terizing quantum correlations, coherence and spatial self-organization. In Section III we present the main findings
related to the static ground-state properties of three special tri-correlated phases and one representative connection
between extreme states. Section IV presents the conclusions and outlook. Finally, for completeness, we discuss the
remaining tri-correlated cases, which can be seen as extensions of smaller systems, in Appendix A.

II. MODEL, METHODOLOGY, AND QUANTITIES OF INTEREST

A. Model

We consider a three-species mixture of repulsively interacting bosonic atoms trapped in a one-dimensional parabolic
potential with frequency ω. We assume that each component σ ∈ {A,B,C} has a minimal, but well-defined particle
number, Nσ = 2, and that all masses are equal, mσ = m. Since we only consider systems at low temperatures,
the two-body scattering potential is well captured by a s-wave pseudo-potential that is usually modeled by a δ-
function [48]. Hereafter, we use harmonic oscillator units to rescale the many-body Hamiltonian which means that

all lengths, energies, and coupling strengths will be given in terms of
√
ℏ/(mω), ℏω, and

√
ℏ3ω/m, respectively. The

dimensionless Hamiltonian describing our system reads

Ĥ =
∑
σ

Ĥσ +
∑
σ ̸=δ

Ŵσδ, (1)

where Ĥσ denotes the σ-species Hamiltonian, while Ŵσδ describes the interactions between two species σ and δ.
Explicitly they are given as

Ĥσ =

Nσ∑
i=1

−1

2

d2

d(xσ
i )

2
+

1

2
(xσ

i )
2 + gσ

∑
i<j

δ(xσ
i − xσ

j )

 , (2)

Ŵσδ = gσδ

Nσ∑
i=1

Nδ∑
j=1

δ(xσ
i − xδ

j). (3)

Here the terms gσ and gσδ correspond to the intra- and interspecies coupling strengths respectively, which can be
experimentally tuned from the ideal BEC limit (g = 0) to the hard-core Tonks-Girardeau (TG) limit (g → ∞) by using
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FIG. 1. The complete ground-state phase diagram of a three-species mixture of a few repulsively interacting bosons confined
in a one-dimensional harmonic trap. Each cube corresponds to a set of intraspecies interaction strengths {gA, gB, gC} (given
in the title of each cube) while the interspecies interaction strengths {gAB, gAB, gBC} increase along the edges with (0, 0, 0)
corresponding to the lower left corner. All corners are numbered to be easily identifiable in Table I, and the corners with the
same color correspond to the same phase.

Feshbach [49] or confinement-induced resonances [50]. It is noted that as the numerical calculations cannot account
for g = ∞, we use the coupling strength g = 20 to describe the hard-core TG limit throughout this work. This has
been shown in previous works to give results that are sufficiently close to infinite interactions [26, 27, 29, 30, 32].

Given that we consider a three-species mixture with elastic two-body collisions only, the system is described by six
coupling strengths that explicitly are gA, gB, gC, gAB, gAC, and gBC, and since we are only interested in the limits when
these strengths are either g = 0 or g → ∞, all possible combinations of the six coupling strengths result in a total of
64 cases to be considered and the complete phase diagram of the system can be schematically represented by the eight
cubes shown in Fig. 1. However, due to the assumption of equal masses and particle numbers in each species these
reduce to 32 distinct ones, and we also note that some of the distinct states can be straightforwardly understood from
the known solutions of the single components and the binary mixtures, whenever one or two components decouple (see
the left sub-table in Table. I). In particular, in the absence of all interspecies interactions, gAB = gAC = gBC = 0, the
many-body Hamiltonian (1) factorises, and the exact solutions can be found in the ideal limit, as well as in the TG
limit via the Bose-Fermi mapping theorem [21, 51]. The resulting states therefore lack any interspecies correlations
and are simply uncorrelated combinations of BEC and TG gases (see the first four phases listed in the left sub-table
in Table. I). In the situation in which only one interspecies interaction tends to infinity, the system can be decoupled
into two separated subsystems. The first subsystem is a single-component gas which will be either in the BEC or
TG regime, while the second subsystem is coupled and can be either in the Composite Fermionization (CF) [27–29],
Phase Separation (PS) [26, 30] or Full Fermionization (FF) [52] phase. Thus, these bi-correlated phases will be direct
combinations of a BEC or a TG gas with a CF, PS or FF state, as again listed in the left sub-table in Table. I.
When at least two interspecies coupling strengths tend to infinity, all three components are coupled resulting in the
emergence of genuine tri-correlated states that are unique to three-species mixtures and this requires to solve the full
many-body Hamiltonian numerically.
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TABLE I. The 64 ground-state phases of a three-species mixture of repulsively interacting ultra-cold bosons confined in a one-
dimensional harmonic trap. The abbreviations are BEC: Bose–Einstein condensate; TG: Tonks–Girardeau gas; CF: composite
fermionization; PS: phase separation; FF: full fermionization; CIB: correlation-induced bunching; CIAB: correlation-induced
anti-bunching. The left sub-table shows the phases that can be understood from the solutions of single- and dual-species
systems while the sub-table on the right hand side exhibits phases that are unique to the three-species mixture.

Name gA gB gC gAB gAC gBC corner Name gA gB gC gAB gAC gBC corner

M
o
n
o
-
a
n
d

B
i-
c
o
rr
e
la
te

d
S
ta

te
s

BEC-BEC-BEC 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.1

T
ri
-c
o
rr
e
la
te

d
S
ta

te
s

Triple CF 0 0 0 ∞ ∞ ∞ 1.7

BEC-BEC-TG
∞ 0 0

0 0 0
2.1

CF-PS
∞ 0 0

∞ ∞ ∞
2.7

0 ∞ 0 3.1 0 ∞ 0 3.7
0 0 ∞ 4.1 0 0 ∞ 4.7

BEC-TG-TG
∞ ∞ 0

0 0 0
5.1

Fermionized PS
∞ ∞ 0

∞ ∞ ∞
5.7

∞ 0 ∞ 6.1 ∞ 0 ∞ 6.7
0 ∞ ∞ 7.1 0 ∞ ∞ 7.7

TG-TG-TG ∞ ∞ ∞ 0 0 0 8.1 FF ∞ ∞ ∞ ∞ ∞ ∞ 8.7

BEC-CF 0 0 0
∞ 0 0 1.2

CIB type I 0 0 0
∞ 0 ∞ 1.3

0 0 ∞ 1.4 ∞ ∞ 0 1.6
0 ∞ 0 1.5 0 ∞ ∞ 1.8

TG-CF
∞ 0 0 0 0 ∞ 2.4

PS
∞ 0 0 ∞ ∞ 0 2.6

0 ∞ 0 0 ∞ 0 3.5 0 ∞ 0 ∞ 0 ∞ 3.3
0 0 ∞ ∞ 0 0 4.2 0 0 ∞ 0 ∞ ∞ 4.8

BEC-PS

∞ 0 0
∞ 0 0 2.2

CIB type II

∞ 0 0
∞ 0 ∞ 2.3

0 ∞ 0 2.5 0 ∞ ∞ 2.8

0 ∞ 0
∞ 0 0 3.2

0 ∞ 0
∞ ∞ 0 3.6

0 0 ∞ 3.4 0 ∞ ∞ 3.8

0 0 ∞ 0 ∞ 0 4.5
0 0 ∞ ∞ 0 ∞ 4.3

0 0 ∞ 4.4 ∞ ∞ 0 4.6

TG-PS

∞ ∞ 0
0 0 ∞ 5.4

CIAB type I

∞ ∞ 0
∞ 0 ∞ 5.3

0 ∞ 0 5.5 ∞ ∞ 0 5.6

∞ 0 ∞ 0 0 ∞ 6.4 ∞ 0 ∞ ∞ ∞ 0 6.6
∞ 0 0 6.2 0 ∞ ∞ 6.8

0 ∞ ∞ ∞ 0 0 7.2
0 ∞ ∞ ∞ 0 ∞ 7.3

0 ∞ 0 7.5 0 ∞ ∞ 7.8

BEC-FF
∞ ∞ 0 ∞ 0 0 5.2

CIB type III
∞ ∞ 0 0 ∞ ∞ 5.8

∞ 0 ∞ 0 ∞ 0 6.5 ∞ 0 ∞ ∞ 0 ∞ 6.3
0 ∞ ∞ 0 0 ∞ 7.4 0 ∞ ∞ ∞ ∞ 0 7.6

TG-FF ∞ ∞ ∞
∞ 0 0 8.2

CIAB type II ∞ ∞ ∞
∞ 0 ∞ 8.3

0 0 ∞ 8.4 ∞ ∞ 0 8.6
0 ∞ 0 8.5 0 ∞ ∞ 8.8

B. Methodology

While accurately solving the many-body Schrödinger equation is paramount when exploring correlations in complex
interacting quantum systems, it is a computational challenge due to the usually large Hilbert space. In this work we
employ the improved Exact Diagonalization method [32] to numerically diagonalize the Hamiltonian (1) and obtain
the ground state of the system in the different parameter regimes. Since we are treating quantum systems consisting
of identical particles, it is convenient to rewrite the Hamiltonian (1) in the second-quantized formalism by introducing
the σ-component bosonic annihilation operator âσ,k as

âσ,k =

∫
ϕ∗
σ,k(x)Ψ̂σ(x)dx, (4)

where Ψ̂σ(x) =
∑
k

ϕσ,k(x)âσ,k denotes the bosonic field operator that annihilates a σ-species boson in the single-

particle state ϕσ,k(x) at position x. As usual, the annihilation operator âσ,k and its corresponding creation operator

â†σ,ℓ must satisfy the commutation relations[
âσ,k, â

†
σ′,ℓ

]
= δσσ′δkℓ, (5)[

â†σ,k, â
†
σ′,ℓ

]
= [âσ,k, âσ′,ℓ] = 0. (6)
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The many-body Hamiltonian can then be transformed into

Ĥ =
∑

σ∈{A,B,C}

∑
k,ℓ

hσ
kℓâ

†
σ,kâσ,ℓ +

1

2

∑
kℓmn

Wσ
kℓmnâ

†
σ,kâ

†
σ,ℓâσ,mâσ,n

+
∑

σ ̸=δ∈{A,B,C}

∑
kℓmn

Wσδ
kℓmnâ

†
σ,kâ

†
δ,ℓâσ,mâδ,n, (7)

where hσ
kℓ denotes the σ-component one-body matrix elements, whileWσ

kℓmn, andWσδ
kℓmn are the intra- and interspecies

two-body matrix elements, respectively. Explicitly they are given as

hσ
kℓ =

∫
ϕ∗
σ,k(x

σ)

[
−1

2

d2

d(xσ)2
+

1

2
(xσ)2

]
ϕσ,ℓ(x

σ)dxσ, (8)

Wσ
kℓmn = gσ

∫∫
ϕ∗
σ,k(x

σ
1 )ϕ

∗
σ,ℓ(x

σ
2 )δ(x

σ
1 − xσ

2 )ϕσ,m(xσ
1 )ϕσ,n(x

σ
2 )dx

σ
1dx

σ
2 , (9)

Wσδ
kℓmn = gσδ

∫∫
ϕ∗
σ,k(x

σ)ϕ∗
δ,ℓ(x

δ)δ(xσ − xδ)ϕσ,m(xσ)ϕδ,n(x
δ)dxσdxδ. (10)

In this work, we use the harmonic oscillator eigenfunctions as the single-particle functions ϕσ,k(x) since this choice

not only makes hσ
kℓ =

(
k +

1

2

)
δkℓ diagonal, but also allows us to employ the effective-interaction approach that

incorporates the exact two-particle solutions [53] for obtaining Wσ
kℓmn and Wσδ

kℓmn instead of directly evaluating
integrals given by Eqs. (9) and (10). This regularized strategy has been widely used in previous works and it has
been thoroughly shown that it gives a better convergence in the case of the Fermi-Huang pseudo-potential δ-function
[32, 54–57]. A comprehensive comparison of various regularized strategies in one-dimensional few-body systems can
be found in a recent work [58].

We solve the many-body Hamiltonian by expanding the trial wavefunction (ansatz) into a linear combination of a
set of orthonormal Fock states associated with the expansion coefficients cjA,jB,jC as

|Ψ⟩ =
DA∑
jA=1

DB∑
jB=1

DC∑
jC=1

cjA,jB,jC |nA⟩jA |nB⟩jB |nC⟩jC =

D∑
J=1

cJ |J⟩. (11)

where |nσ⟩jσ = |nσ
1 , n

σ
2 . . . n

σ
i . . . ⟩ denotes a possible σ-component permanent with nσ

i being the occupation number
of σ-type bosons occupying the single-particle state ϕσ,k(x). The occupation numbers can be positive integers varying
between 0 and Nσ and satisfy the condition

∑
i

nσ
i = Nσ. For brevity, we use a composite index such that cJ = cjA,jB,jC

and |J⟩ = |nA⟩jA |nB⟩jB |nC⟩jC . For numerical reasons the many-body Fock basis has to be truncated such that a
sufficiently large but finite Hilbert space is used and the total number of Fock states in the expansion isD = DA·DB·DC

with Dσ being the number of σ-species Fock states. In this work we use an efficient truncation scheme proposed in
Refs. [59, 60] to determine the value of D, which limits the many-body Fock states |J⟩ in the expansion to ones that
have an energy smaller than a certain optimal value Eopt. This allows one to control the accuracy of the numerical
results by varying Eopt. This technique can be applied to both bosonic and fermionic systems and has been widely
used in recent years [32, 38, 57, 61–65]. To make the calculations in the present work feasible, we use another technique
that significantly reduces the dimension of the truncated Hilbert by selecting dominant configurations with respect
to the spatial symmetry of the desired many-body state [32]. If the trapping potential is spatially symmetric

V (x) = V (−x), (12)

the single-particle eigenfunctions ϕn(x) have a well-defined parity given by

P̂ ϕn(x) = pϕn(−x), (13)

where P̂ is the symmetry operator whose eigenvalues are p = ±1. The single-particle functions ϕn(x) with p = 1
are spatially symmetric or even functions, while those with p = −1 are spatially antisymmetric or odd functions.
Since the Fock states are constructed as the symmetrized Hartree product of the single-particle functions, they also
satisfy this spatial symmetry. This allows us to classify the Fock states into two categories according to their spatial
symmetries: even- and odd-parity Fock states. As a consequence, the many-body wave functions only span in one
of these subspaces. Therefore, in practice, an ansatz can be constructed only from Fock states that have the same
parity as the desired many-body wavefunction. In the present work we focus on the ground state of multi-species
few-boson systems that is spatially symmetric, therefore only Fock states |J⟩ with even-parity symmetry contribute
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to the many-body wave function while the odd-parity Fock states can be safely excluded from the calculations. Since
we focus on studying the stationary properties, the problem of variationally finding the expansion coefficients cJ such
that the expectation value of the Hamiltonian (7) is minimized with respect to the ansatz (11) now leads to a standard
Hermitian eigenvalue problem which can be written as

H|Cm⟩ = Em|Cm⟩, (14)

where H = ⟨I|Ĥ|J⟩ is the matrix representation of the many-body Hamiltonian (7). The m-th eigenvalue is given
by Em and the corresponding eigenvector |Cm⟩ is a column vector storing the expansion coefficients cJ . So far this
improved scheme has been employed in our previous works [32, 38].

C. Quantities of interest

Having obtained the full many-body wavefunction for a given set of parameters, we are able to investigate all static
properties of the ground-state. One of the first quantities of interest is the reduced one-body density matrix (OBDM),
which describes the probability to find a σ-component boson at x′ after being measured at x. It is given by

ρ(1)σ (x, x′) = ⟨Ψ|Ψ̂†
σ(x)Ψ̂σ(x

′)|Ψ⟩, (15)

where |Ψ⟩ is the ground-state wavefunction of the system. The ascendingly sorted eigenvalues λσ
j of the OBDM

describe the occupations of the corresponding natural orbitals and characterize the coherence/fragmentation according
to Penrose-Onsager criterion [66]. Furthermore, the diagonal of the OBDM defines the one-body density distribution

ρ(1)σ (x) = ⟨Ψ|Ψ̂†
σ(x)Ψ̂σ(x)|Ψ⟩, (16)

which can be used to assess the spatial distribution of the three individual components. Spatial correlations can be
further characterized by the intra- and interspecies two-body correlation functions (TBCF) which are respectively
defined as

ρ(2)σ (x1, x2) = ⟨Ψ|Ψ̂†
σ(x1)Ψ̂

†
σ(x2)Ψ̂σ(x1)Ψ̂σ(x2)|Ψ⟩, (17)

ρ
(2)
σδ (x

σ, xδ) = ⟨Ψ|Ψ̂†
σ(x

σ)Ψ̂†
δ(x

δ)Ψ̂σ(x
σ)Ψ̂δ(x

δ)|Ψ⟩. (18)

The physical meaning of ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2) is the joint probability of finding one σ-species boson at position x1 and the

other of the same species at x2. Similarly, ρ
(2)
σδ (x

σ, xδ) has the same meaning as ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2), but for two bosons of

different species. It is worth noting that these spatial correlations functions can be experimentally measured via the
time-of-flight absorption imaging technique [18, 67, 68]. To maintain consistency we will in the following normalize
all density profiles to each component’s respective particle number and all spatial density matrices to unity.
To quantify the inter- and intraspecies correlations present in our system, including correlations that arise from

direct interactions between particles from the same species and correlations that are induced by the couplings to other
species, we evaluate the inter- and intraspecies bipartite mutual informations (BMI) respectively defined as

Iσδ = Sσσ + Sδδ − Sγγ , (19)

Iσ = 2Sσ − Sσσ. (20)

It is noted that Sσ = −tr [ρ̃σ log2 (ρ̃σ)] and Sσδ = −tr [ρ̃σδ log2 (ρ̃σδ)] respectively are the single- and two-particle von
Neumann entropy. Here ρ̃σ denotes the reduced one-body density matrix of one σ-species boson and ρ̃σδ denote the
reduced two-body density matrix of one σ-species and one δ-species bosons after tracing out the remaining system.
It is worth mentioning that the BMI is always non-negative [69].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Tri-correlated states

All tri-correlated states that emerge in the interacting three-species mixture are listed and defined on the right hand
side of Table I. In the following we focus on three representative cases of this group: the Fermionized Phase Separation
case (Fermionized PS), the Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type I case (CIAB Type I), and the Correlation-
induced Bunching Type II case (CIB Type II). The label of the corner from Fig. 1 for each particular case to be
discussed below is indicated by the red color in Table I. We will show that these phases possess interesting long-range
correlations or spatial self-localization due to the presence of the third species. The remaining tri-correlated states
(indicated by the green color in Table I) are presented in Appendix A.
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1. Fermionized Phase Separation

The first case we discuss is termed “Fermionized Phase Separation” and it appears at the corners 5.7, 6.7 and 7.7
in Fig. 1. As the representative we discuss corner 5.7, which corresponds to the interaction strengths gA = gB =
gAB = gBC = gAC → ∞, and gC = 0. The corresponding ground-state density profiles are shown in Figs. 2(a-c), and
one can immediately see that the C species occupies the center of the trap, while the A and B species are spatially
separated to the left and right edges of the trap. This is very similar to the phase separation case in binary bosonic
mixtures [30], and can be straightforwardly understood by realising that the interaction energy is minimized when the
species with zero intraspecies interactions is localized in the high-density trap center, while the species with repulsive
intraspecies interactions achieve lower densities by splitting and reducing the overlap of the two particles.

However, this case distinguishes itself from the phase separation case in binary mixtures as the overlapping parts of
A and B are fermionized. To fully understand the behavior of the two A and two B atoms in this case, it is necessary
to examine their OBDMs (Figs. 2(d-f)) and TBCFs (Figs. 2(g-l)). While the OBDMs clearly show the splitting of
the A and B components, the TBCFs show how the particles in each component are organized. For instance, for the
A component there are both anti-correlated contributions, where the particles of A are split on either side of C, and
correlated contributions, where both particles of A are bunched together on one side of C. For the latter the effects of
the strong intraspecies interactions are clearly seen in the vanishing of the diagonal contribution. The TBCF for the

B particles is exactly the same, and so is the interspecies TBCF ρ
(2)
AB, showing that the A and B particles sit on top

of each other in a fully fermionized state. We note that since all interaction strengths are the same, the A-B system
is SU(2) symmetric and thus any A particle can be swapped with a B particle. Therefore, any distribution of two
particles on each side of C would have the same energy.

To understand the coherence and correlation properties of the ground state we look at the eigenvalues of the
OBDMs shown in Fig. 2(m). The A(B) species can be seen to be fragmented with the eigenvalues being nearly
doubly degenerate due to the spatial splitting into a superposition state between the left and right hand side of the
harmonic trap. This indicates that the A and B species both possess strong intra- and interspecies correlations that
can be quantified by their high mutual information IA(B) and IAB shown in Figs. 2(n,o). Meanwhile, the C component

remains mostly coherent with one dominant eigenvalue λC
1 ≈ 0.9. However, a second relevant eigenvalue λC

2 ≈ 0.1
is also visible, despite the absence of an intraspecies interaction between C-type bosons. This is consistent with
the mutual information IC also having a finite value, indicating that the two C atoms are actually correlated (see
Fig. 2(n)), which stems from the induced effective attractive interactions through the interspecies couplings to the
A and B species which weakly binds the C particles as shown in Figs. 2(f,i). Finally, one can see that the C species
is less correlated with the A(B) species as there is reduced overlap between the states due to phase separation and
therefore the interspecies mutual information takes comparatively small values.

2. Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type I

The second phase of interest is the “Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type I” phase, of which there are six
realisations (see Table. I). In Fig. 3 we show the results for the ground state for the representative case with the
interaction configuration gA = gB = gAB = gAC → ∞, and gC = gBC = 0, which corresponds to the corner
5.6 in Fig. 1. While for this set of interaction strengths the TG pairs of A and B atoms would demonstrate full
fermionization in the absence of the third species, the different interactions with the C species leads to a completely
different behaviour. From Figs. 3(a-c) one can immediately see that the species B and C locate in the the center of
the trap, while species A is anti-bunched due to its strong repulsive intraspecies interactions and located at the edges
with one atom on each side of the central clouds (see Fig. 3(g)). The spatial superposition state formed by species
A can also be seen in the doubly-degenerate natural occupation numbers, in which the two largest values are close
to 0.5 [70], while the large value of IA in Fig. 3(n) shows the strong intraspecies correlations as expected. Meanwhile
species C remains mostly coherent with the largest natural occupancy being close to one, which is consistent with its
Gaussian-like correlation functions depicted in Figs. 3(f,i), which only evinces weak induced intraspecies correlations
via the coupling to species A as can be seen from IC slightly deviating from zero in Fig. 3(n).

The most remarkable self-organization effect of this case is that species B is located in the center of the trap despite
its strongly repulsive intraspecies interaction. While it forms a localized TG state, one can see in Fig. 3(b) that the

width of ρ
(1)
B (x) is noticeably smaller than that of the conventional TG pair in a harmonic trap [51], seemingly due to

the repulsive pressure from the A species atoms. This is also confirmed by the one- and two-body correlation functions
shown in Figs. 3(e,h). However, we point out that the correlations between the B particles are noticeably reduced
when compared to two TG particles in a harmonic oscillator (see Fig. 3(n)) in which case IB ≈ 1.97 [70], as the large
coupling to the A component is responsible for screening the correlations between the B particles. Indeed, the A



8

FIG. 2. The ‘Fermionized Phase Separation’ phase (gA = gB = gAB = gBC = gAC → ∞, gC = 0). (a-c) The one-body

density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body correlation

function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of the one-body
density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

and B components are strongly correlated, as seen in Fig. 3(o), which, due to entanglement monogamy, reduces the
correlations in B [71]. Finally, the correlations between B and C are non-zero even though they are not directly coupled
(gBC = 0), which is again due to induced correlations from their mutual coupling to the A species. Intriguingly, a
phase referred to as Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type II, exhibiting a quite similar properties to this phase, is
addressed in the appendix A 5.

3. Correlation-induced Bunching Type II

While the two phases discussed above both show splitting between infinitely repulsively interacting bosons, we
discuss next a phase that is dominated by completely different physics stemming from the presence of induced
attractive interactions, that can lead to stronger localisation of non-interacting bosons. This case of interest is
named “Correlation-induced Bunching Type II”, and corresponds to systems where only one intraspecies coupling
strength is infinite, and this component decouples from one of the other components. All other interspecies coupling
strengths are infinite, which means that there are six realisations of this case (see Table. I). Here, we will discuss the
example where the B component has strong intraspecies interactions, but does not interact with the C component,
i.e. gAB = gAC = gB → ∞, and gA = gC = gBC = 0 (the corner 3.6).
From Fig. 4, it can be seen that the strong intraspecies interactions for species B the B atoms does not want to

be located in the center of the trap, however it also does not want to overlap with the A component. One can see
in Figs. 4(a-c) that this leads to a situation where species B exhibits a unique density profile due to these competing
interactions, possessing a Gaussian like peak around x = 0 which noticeably widens around the half maximum into
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FIG. 3. The ‘Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type I’ phase (gA = gB = gAB = gAC → ∞, and gC = gBC = 0). (a-c) The

one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body

correlation function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of
the one-body density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

distinct shoulders. This shape is the consequence of the competition between the pressure from the A component to
phase separate and the intraspecies interaction to expand to allow the B atoms to decrease their overlap with each

other. The TBCF of species B, ρ
(2)
B (x1, x2) shows a zero along the diagonal due to the fact that the two B atoms

cannot be in the same place simultaneously, but also highlights a non-trivial ordering of the B particles. If one B
particle is localized at the trap minimum x = 0, the other B particle will be localized in a superposition of being
to the left and right of it. This therefor leads to the fact that the B bosons are more strongly correlated than A
bosons, which only possess bunching correlations. Indeed, components A and C behave very similarly to those in the
“Correlation-induced bunching type I” case described in the appendix A 6. In Fig. 4(o) we can see IAB > IAC > IBC,
which shows that the components A and B have the highest interspecies correlations due to the increased overlap,
while the components B and C have the lowest interspecies correlations as they are induced only. Note that if the C
species also has intraspecies interactions, i.e. gAB = gAC = gC = gB → ∞, and gA = gBC = 0 (the corner 7.6), the
system exhibits the Correlation-induced Bunching Type III which is presented in the appendix A 7.

B. Crossover between phases

While the corners of the hypercube most clearly indicate the different possible phases, there is a large state space
in between where the interaction strengths can be finite. The crossover region between two corners will therefore
be non-trivial, particularly if the limits are strongly correlated states. We will focus on two specific examples, the
first when the corner states are associated with strongly correlated fully-fermionized states, and the second when the
corner states are associated with bunching correlations.

As a representative example we therefore look at the Fermionized Phase Separation phase and consider the direct
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FIG. 4. The ‘Correlation-induced Bunching Type II’ phase (gAB = gAC = gB → ∞, and gA = gC = gBC = 0). (a-c) The

one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body

correlation function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of
the one-body density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

connection between the corners 5.7 and 6.7. This corresponds to increasing gC = 0 → ∞ while simultaneously
decreasing gB = ∞ → 0. Along this trajectory strong interspecies correlations will be swapped from the A-B pair to
the A-C pair. Since numerically we only treat the strong interactions up to g = 20, we show in Fig. 5 the corresponding
results as a function of increasing gC = g = 0 → 20, while gB = 20 − gC. The spatial one-body density distribution

functions ρ
(1)
σ (x) are shown in the first row of Fig. 5. As already discussed in Fig. 2 both species A and B are in a

phase-separated fully fermionized state and are located at the edges of the trap for g = 0, while species C is tightly
localized in the center. Once the coupling strength g increases, species A and B continue being split until g ≈ 8,
and indeed their densities completely overlap up until this point. This can be quantified by the overlap between the

one-body distribution of two species, ρ
(1)
σ (x) and ρ

(1)
δ (x), which is given by

Oσδ =
∣∣∣ ∫ √

ρ
(1)
σ (x)ρ

(1)
δ (x)dx

∣∣∣2 . (21)

This will be unity if two species are exactly superimposed, as shown for the A and B species in Fig. 5(f) for g ≲ 8.
For larger interactions there is a crossover region where the B particles swap positions with the C particles, and for
interactions g ≳ 12 the A and C species have maximum overlap.

While the density and its overlap can give some idea of the re-organization of the particles, it contains no information
about the position of particles with respective to one another, i.e. whether they are bunched or anti-bunched as
described by the TBCF. The crossover between anti-bunching and bunching correlations in species σ can be well
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FIG. 5. (a-c) The spatial one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (e)

The interspecies mutual information Iσδ. (f) The density overlap Oσδ. (g) The intraspecies correlation crossover Tσ. (h)
The interspecies correlation crossover Tσδ. (k) The even-parity excitation energy spectrum En − E0. Note that gC = g while
gB = 20 − g.

quantified by the intraspecies two-particle coincidence function

Tσ =

∫∫
x1.x2>0

ρ(2)σ (x1, x2)dx1dx2 −
∫∫

x1.x2<0

ρ(2)σ (x1, x2)dx1dx2 (22)

which compares the probability of finding two σ-type particles being bunched (the first integral) with being anti-
bunched (the second integral). It should be remarked that the quadrant defined by the condition x1.x2 > 0 en-
compasses two spatial regions where the variables x1 and x2 have the same sign, specifically (x1 < 0, x2 < 0) and
(x1 > 0, x2 > 0), illustrating bunching correlations. Meanwhile, the quadrant satisfies the condition x1.x2 < 0 corre-
sponding the area where the variables x1 and x2 have the opposite sign, showing anti-bunching correlations. If Tσ > 0
(Tσ < 0) the bunching (anti-bunching) correlations are more dominant than the anti-bunching (bunching) ones, while
two σ-species particles are said to be fully bunched if Tσ = 1, and fully anti-bunched if Tσ = −1. In Fig. 5(g) we
show the intraspecies two-particle coincidence function as a function of g. The initial state at g = 0 is slightly more
anti-bunched in the A and B components (see Fig. 2), however they become maximally bunched for small and finite
g > 0. In this case when the symmetry between the A and B species is slightly broken (gA ̸= gB) particles of the
same species will more likely stay together, but still bisected by the C component. Interestingly, the opposite effect
is seen in the interspecies two-particle coincidence function, which can similarly characterized by

Tσδ =

∫∫
xσ.xδ>0

ρ
(2)
σδ (x

σ, xδ)dxσdxδ −
∫∫

xσ.xδ<0

ρ
(2)
σδ (x

σ, xδ)dxσdxδ. (23)

This function is shown in Fig. 5(h) and it is similarly slightly anti-bunched at g = 0 for an A-B pair, since the inter-
and intraspecies TBCFs are identical in this case (see Fig. 2(g,j,h)). When the the symmetry is broken the A and B
species maximally anti-bunch with respect to one another, i.e. if an A particle is found on the left-side of the trap, a B
particle will be found on the right-side of the trap. The tendency of the particles to bunch or anti-bunch is also echoed
in the intra- and interspecies mutual information as shown in Fig. 5(d) and Fig. 5(e) respectively. For example, the
bunching of A particles leads to an increase in their intraspecies mutual information, while the anti-bunching between
A and B particles reduces their interspecies mutual information. We also note that around the crossover region,
at g ≈ 10, where all species have a large overlap with one another, all pairs of particles have approximately the
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same mutual information, indicating pair correlations are spread equally among all components. This saturation of
two-body correlations means that three-body correlations between all the components effectively vanish throughout
the crossover.

Finally, we remark on the the energy spectrum of the low-lying excited states for the presented model in Fig. 5(k).
As can be seen clearly, the energy spectrum exhibits a number of avoided crossings, in particular between the ground-
state and the even-parity first excited state. Furthermore, the spectrum also features several crossings, especially
at the point g = 10. Such the complex spectrum suggest that driving the systems diabatically would result in the
creation of irreversible excitations to higher energy states, which could pose a problem for the control of multi-species
systems.

IV. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work we have systematically laid the foundations for understanding quantum correlations, coherences and
spatial localization of one-dimensional three-species mixtures of ultra-cold few bosons confined harmonically. Our
calculations are based on the improved Exact Diagonalization scheme that efficiently solves the many-body Schrödinger
equation of mixtures of a few interacting indistinguishable particles in a truncated Hilbert space. This numerical tool
has allowed us to calculate the full many-body ground-state wavefunction and thus explore all possible quantum
correlations, coherence, spatial self-localization and entanglement. From this insight we have categorised all phases
by their inter- and intraspecies coupling strengths, focusing on the limits of either the ideal (g = 0) or the hard-core
(g → ∞) behaviour. We have found ten ground-state phases that are unique to three-species mixtures of interacting
bosons, three of which are discussed in the main text and the remaining seven in the Appendix for completeness. It
is worth mentioning that the “Full Fermionization” phase (see Appendix A 2) has SU(3) symmetry, while the other
phases do not have this symmetry. Therefore these phases can be mapped into an effective spin model as it has been
done in binary mixtures in the strongly interacting regime with SU(2) symmetry [72–76]. Furthermore, we have also
discussed the crossover between two related corner states by changing two intraspecies coupling strengths concurrently.
The results show that although the correlations can be exchanged between two species, it strongly depends on the
particle-particle interactions. Some correlation exchanges between two species may be more difficult to obtain in
practice since the system needs driving through a quantum-matter barrier formed by the third component. This
naturally gives rise to a fundamental and interesting question about the design of geodesic paths for driving quantum
many-body systems to the desired state that will be addressed in future work [77, 78]. In addition to the above results
it would be interesting to study mass- or particle-imbalanced systems, transitions between different correlated phases
and also non-equilibrium dynamics along with the investigation of the emergence of quantum chaos. Furthermore,
it will be interesting to derive a variational ansatz for each of the new phases that are unique to the three-species
strongly-correlated system.
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Appendix A: Additional Tri-correlated States

1. Triple Composite Fermionization

The case where all three interspecies coupling strengths tend to infinity while all intraspecies ones are equal to zero
is termed “Triple Composite Fermionization” and corresponds to the corner 1.7 in Fig. 1. Since all species strongly
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FIG. 6. The ‘Triple Composite Fermionization’ phase (gAB = gBC = gAC → ∞, and gA = gB = gC = 0). (a-c) The one-body

density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body correlation

function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of the one-body
density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

repel each other, this phase resembles some features of composite fermionization introduced for two-component bosonic
mixtures [28]. The detailed results for this case are depicted in Fig. 6, and one can immediately see that the quantities
of interest are identical for all species due to the symmetries in the coupling strengths. The strongly repulsive
interspecies interactions result in a one-body spatial density profiles that has three peaks for each component, with
the highest probability of finding a σ-species boson at the center of the trap. By looking at the reduced one-body
density matrix (Figs. 6(d-f)) one can see that the probability of a σ-species boson at the position x immediately being
measured at the position x′ mainly distributes along the diagonal x = x′, which indicates the absence of off-diagonal
long-range order, which is typical for a fermionized state. Furthermore, the two body correlations functions (see

panels (g-i) in Fig. 6) show that two atoms of different species cannot be found at same position since ρ
(2)
σδ (x

σ, xδ) is
zero along the diagonal owing to the infinitely repulsive intraspecies interaction. However two atoms of same species
can be found at the same place, either at the center of trap or slightly displaced to the left or right (Figs. 6(j-l)).
For all three components the OBDM has a number of finite eigenvalues, indicating that neither is totally condensed.
Finally, since all interspecies coupling strengths are in the strongly repulsive regime, the species have the same inter-
and intraspecies correlations (see Figs. 6(n,o)).

2. Full Fermionization

The case in which all interactions are strongly repulsive corresponds to the corner 8.7 in Fig. 1 and is totally
symmetric in all species. It is termed “Full Fermionization” and in Fig. 7 we show the numerical results for this case.
Due to the full symmetry between all six bosons, they can be found in any order starting from left to right, which
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FIG. 7. The ‘Full Fermionization’ phase (gA = gB = gC = gAB = gBC = gAC → ∞). (a-c) The one-body density distribution

function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σ (x1, x2).

(j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ
(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of the one-body density matrices. (n)
The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

results in six peaks in the density profiles depicted in Figs. 7(a-c). It can be understood as a TG gas of six infinitely
repulsive bosons which can not be located at the same position as visible in the TBCFs (see Figs. 7(i-o)). In fact
the results in this case straightforwardly extend the Full Fermionization case in bosonic binary mixture presented in
Refs. [28, 30]. Similar to the “Triple Composite Fermionization” case, each species and each combination possess the
same amount of intra- and interspecies correlations as IA = IB = IC and IAB = IAC = IBC.

3. Induced Composite Fermionization - Phase Separation

An intriguing case occurs when one of the intraspecies interactions and all three interspecies interactions are large.
This case is named as “Induced Composite Fermionization - Phase Separation” and it can appear in three different ways
(corners 2.7, 3.7 and 4.7 in Fig. 1). The quantities of interest for corner 2.7, in which gA = gAB = gBC = gAC → ∞,
gB = gC = 0, are shown in Fig. 8. One can immediately see from Fig. 8(a) that the infinitely repulsive intraspecies
interactions between the A bosons leads to them being separated into two equal parts and localized at the edges.
Furthermore, the lack of off-diagonal terms in all OBDMs visible in Figs. 8(d-f), shows the absence of the long-range
correlations within each species. These OBDMs show that one can only find bosons of kind A either on the left

or right of mostly centered B and C bosons, and consequently ρ
(1)
A (x, x′) is fragmented with two doubly-degenerate

eigenvalues close to 0.5NA as depicted in Fig. 8(m).
The two-body correlations between the two A bosons, Fig. 8(g), show that the particles are anti-bunched, meaning

that one will always find one A atom on one side of the trap, and the other A atom on the other side. Meanwhile the
atoms of the other two species are localized at the center of the trap and exhibit some features similar to Composite
Fermionization phase in binary mixtures [28]. In particular two identical (B or C species) bosons can sit on top each
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FIG. 8. The ‘Induced Composite Fermionization - Phase Separation’ phase (gA = gAB = gBC = gAC → ∞, and gB = gC = 0).

(a-c) The one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies

two-body correlation function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues

λσ
j of the one-body density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

other, whereas a C boson and a B boson avoid occupying the same place. This is due to the correlations with the A
species and the eigenvalues of the OBDM for components B and C show a few finite values, confirming the absence
of coherence. The two-body correlation functions for species B and C, Figs. 8(h,i), show that the two bosons of each
of these species have a high probability to occupy the same space due to their vanishing intraspecies interactions.
However, due to the repulsion between the components, each one is located slightly away from the center of the trap,
which can also be clearly seen in the two-body correlations between an A boson and a B (or C) boson in Figs. 8(j,k).
Since the interspecies interaction between B and C is large and repulsively, they phase separate with the two B atoms
being either on the left or the right of the two C atoms, see Fig. 8(l). Finally, since species A is split, it has a larger
amount of intraspecies correlations than species B(C), IA > IB = IC, but the components B and C exhibit the highest
level of interspecies correlations.

4. Phase Separation

The situation of one component with a strong intraspecies coupling and strong interspecies coupling with the other
two components defines the “Phase Separation” case. Due to the symmetry of the interaction strengths, this case is
triply degenerated (see the corners 2.6, 3.3, and 4.8) and in the following we present the results of the corner 2.6 whose
set of interaction strengths is explicitly give by gA = gAB = gAC → ∞ and gB = gC = gBC = 0. Furthermore, due to
the symmetry between the B and the C component, the distribution of the particles obeys the same logic as in the
Phase Separation case for Bose-Bose mixture [30]. From the plots in Figs. 9(a-c), one can see that species B and C,
whose intraspecies interactions vanish, are confined to the center of the trap and remain coherent with the occupancy
of their highest natural orbitals roughly being 0.97. In contrast, species A is split into two equal parts that are located
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FIG. 9. The ‘Phase Separation’ phase (gA = gAB = gAC → ∞ and gB = gC = gBC = 0). (a-c) The one-body density distribution

function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σ (x1, x2).

(j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ
(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of the one-body density matrices. (n)
The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

towards the edges, with zero probability of being found in the center. This results in doubly-degenerated natural
orbital occupation numbers of the A species, with both of them close to 0.5. Splitting of the A species due to its
strong intraspecies repulsion can be seen in Fig. 9(g), whilst the B and C bosons are located on top each other at the
trap center depicted in Figs. 9(h,i,l). These findings are further emphasized in the AB and AC two-body correlation
functions, where the likelihood of finding A-type bosons around xA = 0 is fully absent, but two large peaks aligned
along xB(C) = 0 can be seen in Figs. 9(j,k). Although they do not directly interact with each other, species B and C
can be seen to retain a small level of intraspecies correlations induced via the couplings to species A as IB = IC ̸= 0.
The infinitely repulsive intraspecies and interspecies interactions with the B and C species leads to the large value
of IA, indicating that species A has very strong intraspecies correlations. In terms of interspecies correlations, the
components A and B, and A and C have the same level, which is larger than the one of the components B and C as
seen in Fig. 9(o).

5. Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type II

The case is characterized by all three intraspecies interactions and two interspecies interactions being large is three-
fold degenerate. This phase can be found at the corners of the same cube given by 8.3, 8.6 and 8.8 (see Fig. 1). This
case shares some similarities with the Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type I case as can be seen in Fig. 10. In
the following we discuss the corner 8.6, for which gA = gB = gC = gAB = gAC → ∞, and gBC = 0. One can see that
the two A atoms fragment and that the central B and C clouds form two TG gases according to their OBDM and

their intraspecies two-body correlation functions. The two body correlation functions ρ
(2)
AB(x

A, xB) and ρ
(2)
AC(x

A, xC)
are identical and show that the two A bosons are separated, while the B and C bosons spread out due to the strong
intraspecies repulsion, but still have large overlap around xB(C) = 0 and can be at the same place concurrently.
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FIG. 10. The ‘Correlation-induced Anti-bunching Type II’ phase (gA = gB = gC = gAB = gAC → ∞, and gBC = 0). (a-c) The

one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body

correlation function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of
the one-body density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

Furthermore, ρ
(2)
BC(x

B, xC) confirms that species B and C are spread around the center of the trap and form two
independent squeezed TG gases due to the fact that there is no interspecies interactions. From Fig. 10(n) we can see
strong intraspecies correlations in all species, particularly IA > IB = IC. As illustrated in Fig. 10(o), the interspecies
correlations between species A and B, as well as A and C, are equivalent and exceed those between species B and C,
i.e. IAB = IAC > IBC.

6. Correlation-induced Bunching Type I

The case in which only two infinitely repulsive interspecies interactions exist is termed “Correlation-induced Bunch-
ing Type I”. From Table. I one can see that there are three possible realisations corresponding to the corners
1.3, 1.6 and 1.8, and in Fig. 11 we show the realisation corresponding to corner 1.6 with gAB = gAC → ∞, and
gA = gB = gC = gBC = 0. This case is dominated by two insights. First, any overlap of component A with either
of the other two is energetically costly, however components B and C can overlap. One can see from Figs. 11(a,d)
that this leads to component A being split into two parts with its one-body density matrix having two dominant

eigenvalues close to 0.5. Additionally, one can see from Fig. 11(g) that ρ
(2)
A (x1, x2) is concentrated along the diagonal,

which means that the two A bosons are bunched at one side of the trap. This is due to the presence of a mediated
attractive interaction through the B and C components which acts to bind the A particles together in the absence
of intraspecices coupling gA = 0. Second, even though components B and C do not directly interact, they indirectly
interact via their respective interactions with component A. This can be confirmed from the fact that their OBDMs
possess two large eigenvalues, despite both components showing a Gaussian-like density profile localized about the

center of the trap. This is consistent with the narrowing of the one-body correlation functions ρ
(1)
B (x, x′) and ρ

(1)
C (x, x′)
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FIG. 11. The ‘Correlation-induced Bunching Type I’ phase (gAB = gAC → ∞, and gA = gB = gC = gBC = 0). (a-c) The

one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body

correlation function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of
the one-body density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

along the off-diagonal x = −x′. These mediated interactions are also attractive as seen in the particle bunching along

the diagonal of the two-body correlation functions ρ
(2)
B (x1, x2), ρ

(2)
C (x1, x2) and ρ

(2)
BC(x

B, xC), which are identical due to
symmetry between the components. Similar correlation effects are manifested in the two-body correlation functions

ρ
(2)
AB(x

A, xB) and ρ
(2)
AC(x

A, xC) by the peaks being slightly off from xB(C) = 0, and all induced correlations can be
quantified by the non-zero values of IA, IB, IC and IBC as shown in Figs. 11(n,o).

7. Correlation-induced Bunching Type III

In the final case we discuss two of the intraspecies interactions tend to infinite, and both of these species interact
strongly with the remaining one. This phase is triply degenerated and appears at the corners 5.8, 6.3 and 7.6. The
results shown in Fig. 12 are for the case in which gB = gC = gAB = gAC → ∞ and gA = gBC = 0. Note that
since gB = gC → ∞ and gBC = 0, species B and C are symmetric and exhibit the same physics. One can therefore
immediately note that species A and B(C) have similar density profiles to the Correlation-induced Bunching Type II
phase. More specifically, species B(C) occupies mostly the center of the trap but is extended towards to the edges,
starting from position at which ρB(x) is exactly equal to its half maximum. The two A-species bosons split and
can be found either to the left or to the right of the central B and C cloud as seen from the intraspecies two-body

correlations ρ
(2)
AB(x

A, xB) and ρ
(2)
AC(x

A, xC). Although the two B(C) atoms avoid locating at the same position as

ρ
(2)
B(C)(x1, x2 = x1) = 0, one B-type and one C-type boson can be found at same location with high probability at the

center of the parabolic trap. Overall, these three species are not totally coherent, with a few natural orbital occupancies
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FIG. 12. The ‘Correlation-induced Bunching Type III’ phase (gB = gC = gAB = gAC → ∞ and gA = gBC = 0). (a-c) The

one-body density distribution function ρ
(1)
σ (x). (d-f) The one-body density matrix ρ

(1)
σ (x, x′). (g-i) The intraspecies two-body

correlation function ρ
(2)
σ (x1, x2). (j-l) The interspecies two-body correlation function ρ

(2)
σδ (xσ, xδ). (m) The eigenvalues λσ

j of
the one-body density matrices. (n) The intraspecies mutual information Iσ. (o) The interspecies mutual information Iσδ.

dominantly populated. In comparison with the “Correlation-induced Bunching Type II” phase illustrated in Fig. 4,
IC is substantially enhanced indicating a higher level of intraspecies correlations as gC → ∞ and IC = IB > IA.
Furthermore, it is seen that the level of interspecies correlations in the composite AC increase and is same as the
composite AB.
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[2] T. Karman, M. Tomza, and J. Pérez-Ŕıos, Ultracold chemistry as a testbed for few-body physics, Nat. Phys. , 1 (2024).
[3] S. L. Cornish, M. R. Tarbutt, and K. R. Hazzard, Quantum computation and quantum simulation with ultracold molecules,

Nat. Phys. , 1 (2024).
[4] D. DeMille, N. R. Hutzler, A. M. Rey, and T. Zelevinsky, Quantum sensing and metrology for fundamental physics with

molecules, Nature Physics , 1 (2024).
[5] C. J. Pethick and H. Smith, Bose–Einstein condensation in dilute gases (Cambridge University Press, 2008).
[6] L. Pitaevskii and S. Stringari, Bose-Einstein condensation and superfluidity, Vol. 164 (Oxford University Press, 2016).
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