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For a tight-binding chain with dephasing noise on an infinite interval, we exactly calculate the
variance of the integrated current for a step initial condition with average densities, p, on the
negative axis and p, on the positive axis. Our exact solution reveals that the presence of dephasing,
no matter how small, alters the nature of current fluctuations from ballistic to diffusive in the
long-time limit. The derivation relies on the Bethe ansatz on the infinite interval and a nontrivial
parameter dependence, referred to as the w-dependence, of the moment generating function for the
integrated current. Furthermore, we demonstrate that the asymptotic form of the variance and
a numerically obtained cumulant generating function coincide with those in the symmetric simple

exclusion process.

Introduction.— Nonequilibrium fluctuations have been
central objects of study in classical statistical mechanics
for many years. Investigating them has provided deep
insights into the universal behavior of nonequilibrium
phenomena in classical systems, such as absorbing-state
phase transitions including the directed percolation uni-
versality class [1], and dynamical critical phenomena [2],
as well as interface growth phenomena described by the
Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class [3, 4].

Recently, nonequilibrium dynamics in isolated quan-
tum many-body systems has attracted significant atten-
tion, as exemplified by the development of generalized
hydrodynamics [5, 6] and studies of electron fluids [7, 8].
While these approaches focus primarily on average be-
havior, there has been growing theoretical interest in
nonequilibrium fluctuations as a means to explore univer-
sal dynamics [9-34]. This interest has been further fueled
by state-of-the-art experimental platforms, which now
make it possible to investigate fluctuations [35—41]. For
example, in an experiment using superconducting qubits,
KPZ-type behavior was observed in the lower moments of
currents, while non-KPZ-type behavior appeared in the
higher moments [39].

These efforts naturally motivate the study of how dis-
sipation affects the nature of nonequilibrium fluctuations
[42-48]. This is because dissipation is not only unavoid-
able in experiments, but is also known to dramatically
alter the properties of quantum systems. A well-known
example of such dissipation is dephasing noise, a simple
and fundamental form of particle-conserving dissipation
that is also experimentally feasible [49-51]. Dephasing
changes the long-time behavior of systems from ballis-
tic to diffusive, even when it is arbitrary weak. While
this has been demonstrated for an average current in a
few simple models [52—64], whether such a drastic change
also occurs for current fluctuations remains a fundamen-
tal and intriguing question [45, 46].

In this work, we theoretically study current fluctua-
tions in a tight-binding chain with dephasing noise start-
ing from a step initial condition with two densities (see
Fig. 1). We derive an exact expression for the variance
of an integrated current and show that the presence of

dephasing, no matter how small, changes the growth of
current fluctuations from ballistic to diffusive in the long-
time limit. Our derivation consists of two essential steps.
First we show that the moment generating function of an
integrated current exhibits a nontrivial parameter depen-
dence on the counting field and initial densities. Second
we prove the integral formula for the Green’s function by
employing the Bethe ansatz technique on an infinite in-
terval. Both techniques have been successfully applied to
the study of fluctuations in classical interacting systems
[65—68]. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first ex-
ample of their application to the study of fluctuations in
open quantum many-body systems. In addition to these
results, we demonstrate that both the asymptotic form of
the variance and a numerically obtained cumulant gener-
ating function of an integrated current agree with those
in the symmetric simple exclusion process (SEP) [66].

Setup.— We consider a tight-binding chain with de-
phasing noise on an infinite interval. Under the Markov
approximation, the time evolution of the density matrix
p(t) is governed by the Gorini-Kossakowski-Sudarhan-
Lindblad (GKSL) equation [69-71],
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where L is referred to as the Liouvillian. In Eq. (1),
the Hamiltonian is given by the one-dimensional tight-
binding model H = - ¥, (ala, + al, a.) and the
Lindblad operator L, := +/4yn, describes dephasing.
This Lindblad operator can be derived from continu-
ous weak measurements [71], incoherent light scattering
[72], or noisy on-site potentials [73]. Here, a,, a,, and
Ng 1= alam are the annihilation, creation, and number op-
erators of fermions at site x, and y represents the strength
of the dephasing. In this work, we consider a step initial
condition with two densities,

Pini = H[pwnw+(1_pw)(1_nw)]7 (2)
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where we define p, = p, for x <0 and p, = pp for x > 0.
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the step initial condition for
pa =1 and pp = 0. Starting from the step initial condition,
we evolve the system according to Eq. (1) and investigate
the fluctuations of an integrated current Q);: across the bond
between site 0 and site 1.

In this state, each site to the left of the origin (z < 0) is
independently occupied with the probability p,, and each
site to the right of the origin is independently occupied
with the probability p, (see Fig. 1). Note that the state
corresponds to a steady state when p, = p, and a domain
wall state when (pg,pp) = (1,0) or (0,1).

We will study the fluctuation of an integrated current
Q:, defined as total currents has flowed from time 0 to
t across the bond between site 0 and site 1. Due to
particle number conservation, (); can be measured via
a two-time measurement of the particle number in the
right half of the system, Ng = Y. ng; specifically Q)
is obtained by the difference between the measurement
outcomes of N at time ¢ and time 0 [74, 75]. The fluctu-
ation of (); can be characterized by the moment generat-
ing function (eAQt) or the cumulant generating function
x(\, 1) := log(e*?t). Here, we define the average of a func-
tion f(Q:) as (f(Qt)) = Lnez f(n)Pr[Q¢ = n], denoting
a probability that @ takes the value n as Pr[Q; = n].
This probability can be expressed in terms of Born prob-
abilities, which yield the compact analytical expression
of (e*@) [74, 75],

(eX9) = Te[eMV e [e M7 iy ] )

See Sec. I of the Supplemental Material (SM) [76] for the
derivation. From (e*¥t), the variance of the integrated
current 03, = (Q¢)* - (Q:)?, the quantity of our prime
interest, can be expressed as O’ét =03 x(\, t)|x=0-

w-dependence.— We show that (e*?*) depends on p,,
py, and A only through a single reduced parameter

w = pa(et = 1)+ pp(e™ = 1) + papp(e* = 1) (e - 1).

Specifically, (e*@t) can be expanded in terms of w as
(er@) = 3 o gn(t)w™. Here g, (t) is given by the sum of
the n-particle density matrices,

qn(t) = Z

L
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Y1 <+ <Yn<0<x1 <<,
where we define @ := (z1,-,2,) and |z) = al --al |0)
with the vacuum state |0). We shall refer this dependence
to as the w-dependence because a similar dependence has

been observed in stochastic interacting systems and it is
called the w-dependence [65, 66].

Thanks to the w-dependence, aét can be expressed as

00, = (Pa = po)*[242 = G11 + (pa + pb = 2papp) - (5)

In this expression, the variance is determined solely by
q1(t) and ¢o(t) which are the sum of the single and two-
particle density matrices, and no longer depend on p,
or pp. This implies that the problem of calculating Uét,
which originally involves the infinitely many particles and
depends on p, and py, is reduced to the single- and two-
particle problems, both independent of these parameters.
Note that this reduction holds for general n-th moments.
That is, each (Q7) is determined by ¢;(¢), (j =1,---,n).

The derivation of the w-dependence relies on particle-
hole symmetry and a duality relation between the n-
particle density matrix and a 2n-point correlation func-
tion [77, 78], namely the time evolution of the 2n-point
correlation function is equivalent to that of the n-particle
density matrix. The detailed derivation is given in Sec.
IT of SM [76]. We remark that several models have the
particle-hole symmetry and the duality relation, for ex-
ample the tight-binding chain with incoherent symmetric
hopping [77], and therefore the w-dependence could be
extended to such models as well.

Integral  formulas for the Green’s function.—
In this work, the Green’s function is defined as
6" (@M 2y Vi) = (@D [y iy le)
with (@) := (my),---,x%])), yU) = (yy),---,yg)). If one
obtains an analytical expression for the Green’s func-
tion, one has the full time dependence for any n-particle
density matrix by appropriately summing over y) and
y® . In what follows, we focus on gt(n)(:c(l);m@)|y;y),
since it suffices to derive the analytical expression for
aét (see Eq. (4) and Eq. (5)). For simplicity, we denote

it by gg")(w(l);m@”y), and assume that y; < -
without loss of generality.

< Yn

As shown in Ref. [78], our model can be mapped to the
one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model with imaginary
interaction, which is exactly solvable via the Bethe ansatz

[79, 80]. Indeed, by defining wt@n)(w; aly) as

0 (s aly) = [Ty
j=1

(6)
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for a; =| and an+; =1, (j = 1,--,n), and defining
z/)t(Qn)(a:;a\y) for other a such that it is antisymmetric
under simultaneous exchange of & and a, the equation of
motion for Qt(zn)(a:(l); xPy) can be rewritten in terms



of wt@n)(x; a) as follows,

0™ (2 aly) = Hapo{™™ (2 aly), (7)
2n

Hoypi==) (A7 + A7) +4iy Y, Opya —4iyn (8)
j=1 1<j<k<2n

with the shift operator A;(7)¢§2n)(m;a) = ¢t(2”)(sc +
e;;a) and the initial condition,

2n . n P
" (2; aly)lr-o = 5180(Q) TT(-1)76r0 19,01 020000, s
j=1
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Here @ is the permutation such that xg1) <+ <2 (2n)-
Note that Hs, is the nothing but the 2n-particle Hubbard
Hamiltonian with imaginary interaction in first quantiza-
tion, and ngn)(w; a) can be regarded as the wave func-
tion for 2n fermions since it is antisymmetric. Thus, we
have reduced our model to the one-dimensional Fermi-
Hubbard model with imaginary interaction.

In the derivation of an exact formula for ngn)(w; a),
we use the Bethe ansatz directly on the infinite lattice,
thereby avoiding formidable tasks required on a finite
lattice—namely, solving the Bethe equations and sum-
ming over the Bethe wave functions. By utilizing the
Bethe ansatz solutions ¢(x;alz) and F(z) on the infinite
interval, which satisfy Hopo(x;al|z) = E(2)¢(x;alz), we
obtain the following formula for n =1 and n = 2,

o (@i0) = § a2 ]2 ve E O g(@salz),  (9)
j=1

where we define § dz*" := [T3%, Pz jpan-i dzj[2miz; with
sufficiently small r <« 1. See Sec. III of SM [76] for
the basics of the Bethe ansatz for the Fermi-Hubbard
model and Sec. IV for the proof of Eq. (9). We remark
that Eq. (9) for n = 1 has already been obtained in our
previous work [58], and that for n > 3 is a conjecture.

Ezact solution of the variance.— Here we derive the ex-
act expression for aét and its asymptotic form for large ¢
by employing the w-dependence and the integral formula
for the Green’s function.

As derived in Sec. V of SM [76], we obtain the exact
expression for ¢; and ¢ as

a(t) = § a2t

C1 —C2 2122

10
c1—ca =2y (1-2129)%’ (10)
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c1—Cy—2ycg—cqg—2y
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where we define ¢ := —z;+1/2z;—-2v and ¢; = (2;+1/z;)/2.

We also define

c1—C3 cg—cq4 c1—cq—4y
Al:: P
C1—C3—2yco—cqg—2y7c1—cqg—2v
A 2y(ci+ca—c3—cy) ca-ca—4y
2.

- (c2—c3-2v)(c1—c4—27) ca—cqa =27y

By combining the above expressions and Eq. (5), we ob-
tain the exact solution of aét.

In what follows, we will investigate the large-t behavior
of a%t. We first consider the case without dephasing; i.e.,
~v = 0. In this case, Ref. [81] and Ref. [9] have exactly
shown (Q) ~ 2t/m and oét ~ logt/2n? for p, = 1, py =
0, respectively. By combining these results and the w-
dependence, we have the asymptotic form of oét for v =
0,

5 logt

oy (12)

7%, = [pa(1= pa) + o1 = )1 + (= 1)
The above equation illustrates that the current fluctua-
tion grows ballistically, except for the domain wall initial
condition, namely (pq,pp) = (1,0) or (0,1). We remark
that the leading term was already obtained via scattering
theory in Ref. [10].

We next consider the case with dephasing, i.e., v >
0, and derive the asymptotic form of ¢;(¢t) and g¢o(t).
Although the asymptotic form of ¢; (¢) has been obtained
in our previous work [58], and is given by ¢ (t) ~\/7/7
with a rescaled time 7 := t/27, we reproduce this result
using another method, which can be straightforwardly
applied to ga(t).

In Eq. (10), we extend the radius of the z;-contour
from 7 to 1 — ¢ where § is sufficiently small positive con-
stant to avoid poles on the unit circle. This procedure
separates the contribution from the pole inside the unit
circle, which arises from 1/(c;—ca—27), and that from the
extended z;-contour. The latter is found to be O(e %)
and is therefore negligible. Thus we have

gz 4z
C, 2mizo 1 - a3 (1 - an/z)?

dzy  4dvyao

q(t) = . (13)

where C,, is the counterclockwise contour satisfying |zo| =
1 and |2 + 2] > 1, ag is the position of the pole, and &y
is defined as &3 := 20 — 1/20 — g + 1/aa — 4v. Eq. (13) is
now a single-variable integral, to which one can directly
apply the saddle point method, obtaining g1 (t) ~ \/7/7.
See Sec. VI of SM [76] for the explicit form of ay and
the details of the saddle point analysis.

In Eq. (13), we have neglected the term for which
|zj| = 1 and retained the term arising from the pole of
1/(¢1 —c2—2v). This can be interpreted as neglecting the
contribution from scattering states while retaining the
contribution from bound states in the Bethe wave func-
tions. This is because iz; corresponds to the rapidity
of the Bethe wave function of the Fermi-Hubbard model,
where the absolute value of the rapidities is unity for scat-
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FIG. 2. Numerical verification for the asymptotic form in
Eq. (14). The dots represent the numerical results for v = 1
and system size 2L = 128. The dashed line shows Eq. (14).

tering states, whereas for bound states they form a string
configuration [78, 80, 82, 83]: s(iz1)—s(iz2) -2y = 0 with
s(2) == (2=1/2)/2i. Several studies [52, 53, 77, 78, 84-86]
have argued that the long-time dynamics under dephas-
ing noise is determined by bound states based on the
analysis of the spectrum in the GKSL equation on a fi-
nite lattice. Our asymptotic analysis shows that, without
the string hypothesis [78, 80, 82, 83|, the long-time dy-
namics is dominated by the bound states even in systems
with infinitely many particles.

Similarly to ¢;(t), one can decompose ¢2(t) into con-
tributions from the scattering and the bound states, and
show that a contribution composed entirely of the bound
states remains finite in the long-time limit, while the
others are exponentially small. We then apply the sad-
dle point method to Ga(t) = 2q2(t) — ¢3(t), obtaining
G2(t) ~ —\/7/2m. See Sec. VI of SM [76] for the detailed
asymptotic analysis. By substituting ¢;(¢) ~ /7/7 and

Go(t) ~ —/7/27 into Eq. (5), we eventually obtain the
asymptotic form of aét for v >0,

0o, * \/z[(pa + b= 2papp) - %(pa -p)?] (1)

This is the main result of our work. Comparing Eq. (14)
with Eq. (12), one clearly sees that the presence of the
dephasing, no matter how small, drastically change the
nature of current fluctuations from ballistic to diffusive.

Finally, we numerically verify our analytical result in
Eq. (14). In Fig. 2, we show the time evolution of oét.
One finds that Eq. (14) holds well for 7 > 1. Here the
numerical results are obtained from the unraveling of the
GKSL equation [59, 87, 88]. See Sec. VII of SM [76] for
the details of the numerical simulation.

Comparison to SEP.— In the strong dephasing limit,
our system is effectively described by a well-known clas-
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sical Markov process, SEP [89, 90], as a consequence
of second-order perturbation theory [91]. Even for fi-
nite dephasing strength, several studies have argued that
the long-time dynamics is governed by SEP [46-48, 58].
However, these studies basically focus on the behavior
of steady states [46-48] or the average behavior of non-
stationary states [58]. We here confirm this connec-
tion for current fluctuations in non-stationary regimes
by comparing the variance between the two models. We
also compute the cumulant generating function numer-
ically and compare it with the analytical result in SEP
[66], finding agreement in higher-order fluctuations.

For SEP with the step initial condition, the exact so-
lution of the cumulant generating function has been ob-
tained via the Bethe ansatz technique [66]. Its asymp-
totic form in the long-time limit is given by

YEP O\, 7) = ﬁ/:oo dklog(1 +we_k2)/ﬂ'. (15)

Here, w is exactly the same as in our model. Similar
result has also been obtained within the framework of
the macroscopic fluctuation theory (MFT) [92].

The variance of the integrated current for SEP can
be obtained by differentiating Eq. (15) with respect to
A, which is in perfect agreement with Eq. (14). To fur-
ther investigation, we numerically evaluate the cumulant
generating function x(\,t) with the rescaled time 7 and
compare it with Eq. (15). See Sec. VII of SM [76] for our
numerical method. In Fig. 3, we present the numerical
result of x(\,t) for p, = 1 and p, = 0 as the function
of \, alongside xSFF(\, 7). As illustrated in Fig. 3, the
cumulant generating function in our model agrees with
that in SEP. Although our verification is limited to the
case, pg = 1 and pp = 0, the w-dependence implies that
the agreement holds for any p, and pp.

Conclusion and future prospects.— We theoretically
studied the current fluctuations in the tight-binding
chain with the dephasing noise under the step initial con-
dition. Our main results are the exact expression for
the variance of the integrated current and its asymptotic
form in the long-time limit, revealing that, instead of
ballistic behavior, diffusive current fluctuations always
emerges whenever the dephasing strength, no matter how
small, is positive. This result was obtained by utiliz-
ing the w-dependence and the integral formula for the
Green’s function, which are analogous to techniques suc-
cessfully applied to classical stochastic interacting sys-
tems [65-68]. We proved the w-dependence, namely the
nontrivial dependence of the moment generating function
on the counting field A and the densities p,, pp, by utiliz-
ing the particle-hole symmetry and the duality relation
between the density matrix and the correlation function
[77, 78]. The integral formula was proved by employing
the Bethe ansatz technique on the infinite interval. Fur-
thermore, we observed that the asymptotic form of the
variance coincides with that in SEP and numerically con-
firmed that the cumulant generating function also agrees.

As a prospect, it is important to exactly calculate
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FIG. 3. Comparison of the cumulant generating function

x(\,t) for p, =1 and pp, = 0. The dots represent the nu-
merical results for our model with 7 = 400 and system size
2L = 256. The dashed line shows the analytical result in SEP,
Eq. (15). The inset shows the results with 7 = 20 and system
size 2L = 256.

higher-order current fluctuations and compare them with
the results in SEP [66]. Recently, the extension of MFT
to quantum systems has been discussed in several theo-
retical studies [46, 47, 75, 93-98] and even in an experi-

mental study [38]. Since the MFT prediction [92] agrees
with the exact microscopic result for SEP [66], such an
analytical calculation would further support the devel-
opment of MFT in quantum realms. Another promising
direction is to study nonequilibrium fluctuations in other
integrable models [99-110] by generalizing the methods
provided in this work. Our results paves the way for the
deeper understanding of nonequilibrium fluctuations in
open quantum many-body systems.

Note.— After completion of this work, Ref. [111] ap-
peared. In the strong dephasing limit, Ref. [111] derives
the large-t asymptotic form of the variance of the bipar-
tite particle number for the alternating initial condition
in the same model. While the resulting expression is sim-
ilar to Eq. (14), we emphasize that our result is obtained
without assuming the strong dephasing limit and is valid
for any v > 0.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL FOR “EXACT CURRENT FLUCTUATIONS IN A TIGHT-BINDING
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This Supplemental Material describes the following:
(I) Derivation of Eq. (3),
(IT) Proof of the w-dependence,
(III) The Bethe ansatz for the one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model,
(IV) Proof of the integral formula for the Green’s function,
(V) Derivation of the exact expression for the variance,
(VI) Asymptotic analysis for ¢, (¢) and ga2(t),

(VII) Numerical scheme for the variance and cumulant generating function.

I. DERIVATION OF EQ. (3)

We derive Eq. (3) in the main text, by following the argument of Refs. [74, 75]. As explained in the main text, Q
can be measured by performing the two-time measurement of Ng = ) ., n,. Due to particle conservation, (J; can be
obtained as the difference between the measurement outcomes of Ng at time ¢ and time 0, therefore Pr[Q; = n] can
be written in terms of the Born probabilities as follows,

Pr[Q,=n]= )’ Te[Prsne™ [ PrmpPrl], (S-1)

m20

where p is an initial density matrix and P, is the projection operator onto the eigenspace of N with the eigenvalue
m. Using the above equation, we have

() = 3 ePr[Q =n] = Ta[eM e e p']] (S-2)

nez

with p’ := 3,50 PmpPm. For the step initial condition pin;, it holds that pf ; = pin;. Thus we obtain Eq. (3) in the
main text.

II. PROOF OF THE w-DEPENDENCE

We prove the w-dependence. Namely, we show that (e*@t) can be expanded in terms of w = p,(e* — 1) + pp(e™ -
1)+ pa(e* = Dpp(e™ — 1) as

(%) =3 qn(t)w” (S-3)

n>0
with

wh= Y (@l )yl (5.4

Y1 < <Y <0<x1 <<y



A. Duality between n-particle density matrix and 2n-point correlation function

Before moving on the proof, we explain the duality relation between the n-particle density matrix and a 2n-point
correlation function [77, 78], which is an essential ingredient of the proof. To show the duality, we first define a
n-particle density matrix element and a 2n-point correlation function as

A" @2 ®) = (2 Vlp(0))®). (5-5)
GEQn)(w(l); ) = Tl“[alml"'a;%azl”'aznp(t)] (S-6)

with () = (:cgj), ,xﬁf)) Then, one can show that, by using the GKSL equation and the definitions of pgn) and

GE%), the equation of motion for pgn) and G,Ez") are exactly the same. Here, the equation of motion for pgn) is given

by

d n n n n n n
iz @52 =3 M (@M ejia®) " (@ - ej;a®) + (@ V:2® v e)) o (@D ey
j=1

+4iy[( D] 0w zgy) “np{™ (@M, @),
Gok=1 "7

(S-7)

This duality means that the calculation of the 2n point correlation function for an initial condition with finite density
can be reduced to the calculation of the n-particle density matrix.

B. Proof of the w-dependence

Let us move on the concrete proof of Eq. (S-3). Our argument of the derivation follows that in SEP [66]. In the
derivation, we consider a finite lattice Ay, := {x € Z| - L < 2 < L} with an open boundary condition. We could obtain
the desired result by taking the limit L — oo.

The important observation is that (Q}) is a polynomial of degree n in p, and pp. To avoid complexity in the
notation, we demonstrate this for n = 1 and n = 2. From Eq. (3) in the main text, the explicit forms of (Q;) and (Q?)
are given by

(Q:) = Tr[Nre™ [pini]] = Tr[ Ngpini], (S-8)
(QF) = Tr[Nje™ [pini]] - 2Tr[ Nre™ [Nrpini]] + Tr[ N7 pini] (S-9)

with Ng := % n,. Note that the terms in the above equations can be expressed in terms of Tr[n,e”*[pimi]],
Tr[nge  [nypini]], and Tr[ngn,e“ [pini]. Because Tr[n,e“[pini]] can be written as G'gQ)(x;ac)7 for which initial
condition is linear in p, and pp, and the equation of motion for G’E2)(x; y) is given by Eq. (S-7), one can show that
Tr[nge”![pini]] is liner in p, and py. Similarly, one finds that Tr[n,e* [nypini]] and Tr[nznye“[pmi] are second-order
polynomials in p, and py. Hence, (Q:)" is a polynomial of degree n in p, and pp.

We next substitute the following expression for pi,; into Eq. (3) in the main text,

L
pini = Y, > PE(L=pa) Pl (1= )1, oo, g (@1, oo, g (5-10)

P,q=0 21 <-<2p<0<Tp 1< <Tpyq

Then, we have

L
(%)= 3" ph(1-pa)"Ppi(1-pyp)~ e
p,q=0

x Z Tr[eANReEtHxl,~~~,xp+q)(x17~~~,xp+q|]]. (S-11)

T1 < <Tp<0<Tp11 < <Tprg

Rpiq(e?)

Since the number of total particles is conserved, qu(e)‘) is a polynomial of degree p+ ¢ in e*. Expanding the above
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equation in powers of p, and p,, we obtain

L
A -gA A
(e Qt) = Z Papye " Spq(e?), (5-12)
P,9=0
where Sp,q(e)‘) is also a polynomial of degree p + ¢ in e*.
equation with the following expansion for the case A « 1,

(90 i

To identify the form of Sp’q(eA), we compare the above

:\y

(S-13)

Noting that (Q?) is a polynomial of degree n in p, and py, one finds that the lowest order of S, ,(e*) in A must be at
least AP*%. This is achieved if and only if S, ,(¢*) = s, 4(e* = 1)P*9, where s, , is a constant which does not depend
on pg, Py, and A. Hence, we have

L, L-L,
() Z Z alpa(e® =D [py (1= €)= Glpa(e™ = 1), pp(e™ - 1)). (S-14)

Thus, one can conclude that (e*@¢) is the function which only depends on the two reduced variables, p,(e* — 1) and
-A
po(e™ = 1).

Next, we use the particle-hole symmetry of the system. Define a unitary operator as

[ -(-D*a ][aL 1 (_I)L_laL—l]"'[at[A.l_(_1)_L+1G—L+1]'

This operator yields the particle-hole transformation with the change of sign for odd site fermions:
Ua;U" = (-1)al. (S-15)

Our model has the particle-hole symmetry, namely Ue“*[p]UT = e [UpU*]. Then, we have

G(pa(e* = 1), ppe™ = 1)) = Tr[UTU MR e MR py ] (S-16)
= T\r[e_/\NReﬁt [eANRpini]j”pa—)l—pa, po—>1-pp (S-l?)
= G((1-pa) (e =1),(1=pp)(e* = 1)). (S-18)

In the following we assume p, < p, without loss of generality. We also restrict A to be real for the moment and define
A as the solution of py(e™* —1) = e™* — 1. Then, we have

- -
pa(e* ~1) = ﬁ( - 1), (5-19)
-
pac™
0< ————<1. (S-20)
pb+e‘>‘ -1

By setting pg := pae_j‘/(pb +eA - 1), we can make the following calculation,

() = Gpa(e* = 1), pp(e™ - 1)) (5-21)
= G(pa(e* - 1),e7 - 1) (S-22)
= G((1-pa) (e - 1),0) (5-23)
= G(w,0). (S-24)

Here, we use Eq. (S-19) in the second line and Eq. (S-18) in the third line. The above is the derivation of the w-
dependence for A € R. However, it can be extended to A € C by the identity theorem, since both (eAQf) and G(w,0)
are holomorphic in A € C (at least for the finite lattice Ar).
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Finally, we determine the expansion coefficients ¢, (t) when (e*@) is expanded in terms of w:

(9) = Y gt (5-25)

n>0

Since ¢y, (t) does not depends on p,, pp, and A, we consider the case p, = 0. In this case, the above equation becomes

(€29) = Y an(t)pp (e - 1) (5-26)

n>0

On the other hand, Eq. (S-11) for p, = 0 becomes

@9)=F T B ) TN oy ) oy ] (S-27)
p=021<<x,<0
L P
= Z Z Z Pg(l - pa)Lipe)\mPrt(NR = m|1:1, "',Ip). (8—28)

p=0x1<<x,<0 Mm=0

Here, we use the identity anzo P,, =1 in the second line, and define the probability that m particles are located to
the right of the origin (z > 1) at time ¢ with the initial state |z1,---,2,) as

Pry(Np =mlzy, -, 2p) = Te[Pue [|e1, - ap)ar, -, apl]]- (S-29)

Taking simultaneously the limits p, — 0 and A\ — oo at fixed p,e in Eq. (S-26) and Eq. (S-28), we have the following
expression for ¢, (t),

()= > Pry(Ng=nlzy, ) (S-30)

T1<+<x, <0

= > (@le“ [|y)(yl]|z). (S-31)

Y1 < <Y <0<T1 <<y

III. THE BETHE ANSATZ FOR THE ONE-DIMENSONAL FERMI-HUBBARD MODEL

We briefly explain the Bethe ansatz in the one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model. The notation used here basically
follows Ref. [80]. We refer the readers to Chapter 3 in Ref. [80] for the detail of the Bethe ansatz in the Fermi-Hubbard
model.

The one-dimensional Fermi-Hubbard model is known to be exactly solvable via the nested Bethe ansatz [79, 80].
Although the interaction strength is purely imaginary in Eq. (8) of the main text, the integrability of the Fermi-
Hubbard model is not spoiled [78-80]. On the infinite interval, the solution of the stationary Schrodinger equation,

2n
Hynod(x;a) = E¢(x;a), Hap =— Z(A;r + A;) +4iy Z Oc; .z — 4iyn, (S-32)
j=1 1<j<k<2n
is given by the Bethe wave function [79, 80],
2n .
. o : QU
o(z;alz) = PEE:SQ Slgn(PQ)(aQ|ZP)jl:[1 Zp(j) (5-33)

with F(z) = -2 Z?Zl(zj +1/2;)/2 = 4iyn and the permutation @ such that zgy < - < 2g2n). Here, |2P) is the
vector,

zP)= 2. (alzP)la), (S-34)

ay,,a2n=|,1

defined in the auxiliary spin vector space spanned by the basis |a) = €,, ® - ® e,,, with e; = (1,0)%, e, = (0,1)".
Each |zP) or each scattering amplitude (aQ)|zP) are related by the Yang operator Yj j1(\) := (AL j11 —27)/(A—-27)
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as follows,
|z P11} j11) = Y jr1(8ps) = Sp@+1))12P)s (S-35)

where s; is defined as the shorthand notation of s(z;) = (2z; — 1/2;)/2i, II; j+1 is a transposition operator, and the
action of general permutation operators () on the basis vectors is given by

Qla):=1aQ™) =€a,, ® ®e€ay,, - (S-36)

Once |z) is specified, all other states |zP), (P € Say,), can be determined by recursive application of Yj ;.1()), since
the symmetric group Sy, is generated by the transpositions of nearest neighbors. Because the decomposition of a
permutation P into a product of nearest neighbors is not unique, one needs to check that |zP) is unique. This issue
is known as the consistency problem. Fortunately, the uniqueness of |zP) is ensured by the Yang-Baxter equation,

Vi (MY (A + 1) Y (1) = Yia (1) Y (A + p) Yia (). (S-37)
IV. PROOF OF THE INTEGRAL FORMULA FOR THE GREEN’S FUNCTION

We prove the integral formula for the Green’s function in Eq. (9) of the main text. Namely, we prove the integral
formula for the solution of the Schrodinger equation,

107 (x: aly) = Hanp (2; aly), (S-38)
2n
H2n = — Z(A;— + A]_) + 41'7 Z 5:1:j,xk - 47’7”7 (8_39)
j=1 1<j<k<2n
with the initial condition
2n . n(n— n
wg )(m; aly)|i-o = sign(Q)(-1) (n=/2 1—[1 (SwQ(?j—l)vyj 5«?@(23-)4/)' (6aQ(2j—1)!l5aQ(2J‘)’T N 60’Q(21—1)’T6GQ(22')’¢)' (S-40)
i=

Here @ is the permutation such that xg(1) < < 2g2,. This state corresponds to a state in which 2n particles form

n doubly occupied sites at positions yq,--, y, (see Fig. S-1). Note that, from z/;t(%)(cc; aly), the Green’s function can
be written as

gt(n)(l‘h Ty T+l ,$2n|y) = H(—l)InJrj_yj'(/)t(Qn)(xla e T2my ‘Lf"a ~L7 Ta HRREY T |y) (8_41)
j=1 —_—— ——

t t

-2 -1 0 1 2 3

FIG. S-1. Schematic illustration of the initial condition {*™ (z; aly).

To give the precise definition of the formula, we first state the formula as a theorem.

Theorem. For n=1 and n = 2, ¢t(2n)(w; aly) can be expressed as

v @saly) = § a7 T o(@salz) [ 505 (-12)
j=1
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with § d2?" := H?fl flzjlzrzn_j dzj/2miz;. Here, ¢ and E are given in and below Eq. (S-33), and in ¢, we specify |z) as

e Q1 Wyl ey = st U] (5-43)

j=1

|2) =
In the contour integrals, we set 7 to be sufficiently small: r « 1, so that all poles of 1/(s; — s — 27y) with respect to

z; lie outside the z;-contour if j < k.

Remark. The theorem is valid for v € C. We conjecture that the theorem holds for n > 3 as well. At least when
~v =0, one can easily prove the theorem for general n.

Proof of Eq. (5-42). Our proof consists of the following two steps;
(a) RHS of Eq. (S-42) satisfies Eq. (S-38),
(b) RHS of Eq. (S-42) satisfies the initial condition, Eq. (S-40).

Step (a). This can be proved by noting the fact that e"*#(*) ¢ (z;a|z) is the solution of Eq. (S-38) from the Bethe
ansatz [79, 80].

Step (b). Since the Bethe wave function ¢(x;al|z) satisfies ¢(xP;aP|z) = sign(P)¢(xz;alz) for P € Ssy,,
(2n) . .
;" (xP; aPly) also satisfies

v (@P;aPly) = sign(P)y; ™ (a; aly). (S-44)

Hence, we assume that x; < - <z, in wt(zn)(a:; aly) without loss of generality. We define I(P) for P € Sy, as

2n

I(P) :=sign(P) jgdzzne = a|zP) HZP(J) szj 122]‘1’ . (S-45)

Then, it follows that wt(zn)(a:; aly) = Y pes,, 1(P). We first prove the following lemma.
Lemma 1. Define the set F,, as
Fo,:={P|P¢Ss,, P'(2j-1)<P(2§) for j=1,--,n}. (S-46)
Then, T'(P) := Xg, . k=01 I(H’fl2 Tk 9, P) for P e Iy, can be expressed as
T(P) = 2"sign(P) 55 d2?"e  EENa)2P) ., ooy 1 o H zHP(j) H fojlz;]y] 5282]_1—8; (S-47)
j—1 2j Y

with IT := H1,2°”H2n_172n.
Proof of Lemma 1. From the definition of |z) in Eq. (S-43), it follows that

Vo asle) = [1- 575 | 2) (5-48)

Using the above relation, one can express I(P;) for P := H§24 T on P as follows,

2n

I(I1; o Py) = —sign( Py ) ij dz""e N a|zPr)., oo, H e 2pl(]) H Z2_7 1223
j=1

2n

+281g1’1 Pl) H ‘¢\ szn _lE(z)t(a|zP1 z1<—>2:2 H Hl 2P1(]) H 22] 1252] Yi m

51— 82

The quantity (a|zP;)|., <., does not have the term 1/(s; — so —2v) because it holds that P;1(1) < P1(2). Therefore,
in the first term of the above equation, one can change the radius of the z(9)-contour to |z1(2)| = r27=2(1) | respec-
tively. After this change, we exchange the variables z; <> z5 in the first term. Under this exchange, one finds that
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o _x; o _w, . o
(a|zP1)|zy oz = (alzPr), T N 1554 Zp, (j)» and the radii of the contours return to their original values.

After all, one can conclude that

S1 = 82

I(Hl 2P1) + I(Pl) QSlgn(Pl) ‘7§ dZ2n6 ZE(z)t<a|ZP1>|z1<—>22 X H Hl 2P1(J) H 22] .1 e

_— -4
22] 81 82 _27 (S 9)

By performing this procedure sequently, we obtain Eq. (S-47).

Thanks to the lemma 1, the number of terms that we need to consider can be reduced from 2n! to 2n!/2". Namely,
one can write down as wgzn)(:c; a) =Y per,, T(P). Next, we show the following Lemma.

Lemma 2. It follows that

T(I2n)|t:0 = (_1)n(n—1)/2 H 69:2]714“ 6I2j7yj (6a2j—1;l6a2ij - 6a2j—1;T6a2j71«)' (8_50)
j=1

Proof of Lemma 2. From the lemma 1, T'(I3,)|t=0 can be written as

52j

- a ; §2j-1 =
T(I2n)|t=0 = (_1)n(n 1)/2H[6G2J 17l50217T 5a21 17T5G2J fdz nHZH(]) HZQJ 1'22] S = (8-51)

j=1 -1 =82 =27

Z2j-17Yj L2j~Yj _ S2j-17825

Since the integrand is the product of z, j 29501 5y amsa, o3y One only needs to consider the following integral,
J— J
A= ﬁ le % dZQ 51— 82 STy, Tamy1 (8_52)
|z1]=r 2127 J|22]=1 27i29 S1 — S9 — 27 2 !

Making the substation zo — 25/2; yields

2 2
Ao % dz 515 dzo zi —1- 29+ 22 ST2T L TIYL (S-53)
zal=r 2mizy Jlzaler 2mizg 23 — 1 — 29 + 22 /20 — diryzy 2

Note that the term 1/(zf — 1 — 29 + 27/29 — 4iyz1) is holomorphic inside the z;-contour, and it holds that x5 — 1 >0
from the assumption. Hence, we have

dZQ —
A:f 022 mewg S-54
|22|=’l“ 27TZZQ Z? 1,42 ( )
= 596172!1 53@27111 : (8_55)

In the first and second line, we use the residue theorem. Combining these results, we obtain Eq. (S-50).
Lastly, we prove the following lemma to establish the theorem.

Lemma 3. For n =1 and n =2, it follows that

Y. T(P)l=o=0. (S-56)

PeFon~{I2,}

Proof of Lemma 3. The proof for the case n =1 is obvious since Fy \ {I3} = @. In the following, we consider the case
n=2. For each P € Fy\ {14}, T(P)|t=o is given by the following form,

T(1,3,2,4)|4=0 = —4§I§ dz*(a|Ya 3(s1 — 54)|14)S x 251 V1 227V p 8V 02

T(1,3,4,2)|t=0 = 455 dz*( (alYs a(s1—s3)Ya3(s1 — 54)|La)S x 25" ¥ 2772 2570227479
7(3,1,2,4)|i-0 = 4515 dz"{alY1,2(s2 = 54)Ya3(s1 = sa) L) x 25 V2252 ¥ 277V 5002,
T(3,1,4,2)|4=0 = —4 &1§ dz*(a|Y1 2(52 — 54)Y3.4(51 — 53)Ya3(51 — 84)|I4)S x 241 7V2 2527Vt 253702 74701

T(3 4, 1;2)‘t 0= 4\¢ dZ a|Y2 3(82 - 83)Y1 2(82 - S4)Y3 4(81 - 83)}6 3(81 - S4)|I4>S X le y22§2 y2Z§3 ylzf“ yl.
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Here, we define S := (81— 52)/(s1 — 82 — 27) x (83 — $4) /(83 — 54 — 27). In the following, we show that
T(1,3,2,4) |20 = T(1,3,4,2)|1=0 = T(3,1,2,4) |20 = 0 (S-57)
and
T(3,1,4,2)|s=0 + T'(3,4,1,2)|4=0 = 0. (S-58)

First, we consider T'(1,3,2,4)|t=0. Making the substitution zo — 22/2; yields

d d d d
P32 0= TEF S e - sl

|z1|=r3 270 J|za|=r5 2Ti2o r 2123 J)za)=1 2024

2 2 (S-59)
<1~ 1-2z0+ <1 /Z2 53 — 54 SE1TYL T2=Y2 sz—m—lzm—yz
2 4 1 3 ‘

p) 2 .
27— 1—zo+ 27 [z —4iyz1 53— 54— 27

Since z3 —x1 — 1 > 0, the integrand is holomorphic with respect to z; inside the z;-contour. Hence, one can conclude
T(1,3,2,4)|s=0 = 0. By performing the similar calculation, one obtains T'(1,3,4,2)|;-0 = 0.

Next, we show that 7'(3,1,2,4)[;-0 = 0. By making the substitutions z; - iz;, we consider the following quantity
instead of T'(3,1,2,4)|t-0,

M(3,1,2,4) = 55 dz*(a|Y19(ca — ca)Yaz(er —ca)|[Ia)C x 251 7V2 5527V 53701 poamy2 (S-60)
where we define the shorthand notations ¢; = ¢(z;) and C := SO e with c(z) == (2+1/2)/2. In the above

equation, we first make the substitution z4 — 24/21, followed by 21 - 2421, and finally exchange the variables z; < 24.
This procedure yields

M(3,1,2,4) = jbf dz4(a|Y172(02 —c4)Ya3(c(z124) — ca)|ls)
(3—61)

0(212’4) —C2 €3 —C4 4T3V T2yl T3=T1+Y2—Y1 L Ta—Y2
1 2 4 3 :
c(z124) —Cco =2y c3—cq — 27

4 dz;
J=1 2miz;
z4-contour only come from the terms, 1/(ca —cq4 —27) and 1/(c3 — ¢4 —27). For |z| < 1, we define A(z) as the solution
of A2 = 2[¢(z) - 2]\ + 1 = 0 which satisfies A(z) = z + O(2?) (the case |z| < 1 is only relevant in our proof). Note the

other solution of A\? —2[c(z) —2y]\+1=0 is given by 1/\(z). By integrating with respect to z4, we have

We first integrate with respect to z4. Since x3 — 21 +y2 —y1 — 1 > 0 (note that dz* =] ), the poles inside the

4"}/)\(22)(1 — HLQ)

M(3,1,2,4) = § d=(al Yaa(e(z21A(22)) - 2 + 29)|a)

A2(22) -1
C(Zl)‘(ZZ)_) - 0_2 - 0_2 +2y ST ZB2TYL ) (5, ) T8 T2y HTaY2
c(z1A(22)) —c2 =2y c3—c2 (S-62)
+ §£ dZB(a/|Y1’2(CQ —c3+27)Ya 3(c(z1A(23)) — ¢35 + 27)|14)
c(z1M(z3)) —ca —4YN(23) 2a-yr 20-n e _ _
x x A T3—T1+Y2-Y1 T4 yzl
c(z1A(23)) — ca = 27y M(23)? —lz1 2 (23) “3

with § dz3 = H?=1 f‘zjlzr4_j % In the first term of Eq. (S-62), using the identity (1 —1II; 2)Y2 3(A)|14) = i:;ljw and

making the substitution z; - z1/A(22), we obtain

i d d d
the first term of Eq. (S-62) :jD[ 2 jll)[ ‘L J<1|§ | i (alls)
zZ3|=

|za|=r2 2129 J|z1|=r3x|\(22)| 27121 r 2TizZ3

(S-63)

427)\(22_) Co — Cij - 2'7 leg—yl Z;z_yl )\(22)—11+y22§4—y2.
A (2’2) 1 Co — C3

When changing the radius of the z;-contour from |z;| = 7% x |A(22)| to |z1]| = 73 (note [A(z2)| ~ r?), the integrand does
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not cross any poles. Thus, we can restore the radius to the original value |z;| = r® and have

4y —c3—2 - _ -
the first term of Eq. ( %dz (a|l) x IA(G2) 2= ’szS Y232 TV N () TR 2502 (S-64)
/\2(2’2)—1 Co —C3

In the following, we make such changes in the radius of the contour without explicit mention. Because A(z2) =
29+ O(23) for |zo| <72 and 29 — 21 + 92 —y1 — 1 > 0, one can conclude that the above equation is 0 from the residue
theorem. Similarly to the first term, after the substitution z; — z1/A(23) in the second term of Eq. (5-62), M (3,1,2,4)
becomes

M(3,1,2,4) = 95 d=*(alVi 2 (cs — ¢ + 27)Yas(cr - e3 + 27)| L)

S-65
C1 —C2 _4")/)\(23) T3-Y1 xz yl)\( )—zl+y22m4fy2. ( )
01—02—27)\(23)2—1 ! 3
By integrating with respect to z3, we have
d d 4 -4y Byt — _
M(3,1,2,4) = ‘ Zjl 56‘ ‘3.'2 ( ‘14) 2’722 Y 522) Zfs y1224+ 2-Y1 yz/\(ZQ) T1+y2
lz1l=r3 2mi21 J|zal=r2 2mizg 25 -1 XM(22)%2-1
le dZQ
+ alYio(co —c1 +27)(1-1ls 3)|L S-66
jllil‘:ra Smics le‘:TQ 2m.22( Y12(c2 =1 +27)(1 - 1z,3)|14) (5-66)
C1—C2 _4’)/)‘(21) dyzy T4+T3—Y1-Y2 )\(zl)—w1+y2 Z;z*yl.

X 2 1
c1—ca 27 (z1)-12f-1
One finds that the first term is 0 after the substitution z; — 21/22 and the integration with respect to z2; one also

finds that the second term is 0 after the substitution zo — z9/2z; and the integration with respect to z;. Eventually,
we obtain M (3,1,2,4) =0, or equivalently 7'(3,1,2,4)|¢=0 =0

We next show that 7'(3,1,4,2)|,=0 + T(3,4,1,2)|4=0 = 0. Similarly to the case T'(3,1,2,4)|;-0, we make the substitu-
tions z; - iz;, and consider the following quantities instead of T'(3,1,4,2)|,—o and T'(3,4,1, 2)|s=0,

]\4(37 4 2) = f dZ a‘Y1 2(62 - C4)Y3 4(61 - 63)1/2 3(01 - C4)|I4)C X le y22’§2 1 Z;d y22f4 y1, (8—67)
M(3,4,1,2) = f}{ dz*( (alYa,3(ca —c3)Y12(co —ca)Ysu(c1 —c3)Ya3(c1 — ca)[Ia)C x 23 2252 22527 21479 (S-68)
Similarly to the derivation of Eq. (S-61), one can derive the following expression,

M(3,1,4,2) = —yg-dz4(a|Y172(CQ — ) Yaa(c(z121) - ¢3)Yas(c(z121) - ea)|Ia)

C(Z124) — C2 C3 —C4
( ) x Zf4 Y1 Z;z Y1 Z;S yzZZM T1+Y2— 1/17 (8—69)
c(z124) —Cca—2yc3—cq — 27y

M(3,4,1,2) = §1§ dz4(a|Y2,3(02 —c3)Y12(ca —ca) Y3 a(c(z124) — c3)Ya3(c(2124) — ca)|14)

c(z124) - c2 c3—cC4 N
( ) X Zf4 Y1 Z;Q Y2 Z;B Y1 Zz4 T1+Y2— yl (S_?O)
c(z124) —Cca—2yc3—cq — 27y

We perform the integration with respect to z4 and subsequently make the appropriate substitutions, deriving

4y )\ —c3+2 —c3—2 _ _ _
M(3,1,4,2) = ¢ dz*(a|ly) 1A(22) ci-cs+2ye-cs ¥ jmamyn T2y 2 Y2 \(z9) 11Y2
A2(z9)-1lci—c3—2y co—c3 1 2 3

+ % d23<a|Y172(02 —C3+ 2"}/)Y374(Cl - 63)Y273(01 —C3 + 2"}/)|I4) (8—71)

y C1 —C2 47)\(23) I4 Ulzgz Y1 903 Uz)\(z ) z1+y2
c1—ca =27 A\(23)? -
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and

49 - 2 —ca+2
M(3,4,172)=—fdz3(a|y23(02_c3)|14) Y (22) Cl —C3+2ycCy—cC3+ 2y
’ >\2(Z2)_161_63_2’Y Cg — C3

x Zf4—y1 Z;z—yz Z;Es—yl )\(22)*% +y2

- ¢ dzg(a|Y2,3(02 — Cg)YLQ(CQ —C3 + 2’7)Y3,4(Cl — 63)}6’3(61 —C3 + 2’7)|I4>

(S-72)

y C1 —C2 47/\(23) T4=Y1 ,T2=Y2 933 Ul)\(z ) Ti+y2
2 1 3
cr—ca—27 A (23)_1

By performing the integration with respect to z in the first terms of the above equations, one finds that these terms
evaluate to 0. Thus, we have

M(3, 174, 2) + M(3, 47 1, 2) = f dZS(G,|Y172(CQ —C3+ 2’)/)}/374(61 - Cg)Y273(Cl —C3+ 2’)/)|I4>

% C1~-C2 47/\(:3) T4-Y1 (212 Y1 303 Y2 _ Z;z—y2zgz—y1))\(23)—$1+y2
c1—co =27 A(23)% -

(S-73)
+ ‘¢‘ d23<a|(1 — H273)Y172(62 —C3 + 2"}/)Y374(Cl — 03)}/2’3(01 —C3 + 2’)/)|I4>
C1 — Co Cy —C3 42’7>\(23) f4 1112;2 yzzwg Y1 )\(Zg) T1+Y2
01 —cg—2vco—c3—27A%(23) -1
After the integration with respect to z3, the above equation becomes
M(3,1,4,2) + M(3,4,1,2) = f d=*{a|Y1a(co — 1 +29)(1 - Tly.3) L)
C1—C2 4;’Y>\(21) 472;1 1$4 Y1 (Zsz—m ZfS_y2 _ Z;w—y'zzgs—yl ))\(Zl)*fbﬁyfz
c1—ca—2yN(z1)-122-1
; 55 d2*{a|(1-TIy.3)Yi2(cs — c1 + 27) (1 - o 3)|14)
) “1-¢ NA(z1) 921 apvaa- Y1-y2 —Zz1+Y2 ,T3~Y1 (5-74)
A(21) 2

01—02—2701—024—27/\2(21)—13'1 -1
+ % dZ a| 1- Hgvg)(2H1_’2 — 1)Y3’4(Cl —Co + 2")/)Y2,3(01 —Co + 4’)’)|I4>

C1 —C2 —4’}’)\(2’2) 4’}/)\()\(32)) Ly x -
4TI T2~Y2 T3~ yl)\ A L1+y2.
e o 27 A2(22) — L A2(A\(22)) — 11 (22) (A(22))

One finds that the first and second terms are 0 after making substitution zo - z5/21, and subsequently performing the
integration with respect to z;. The third term is also 0 from the identity (1-II53)(2I11 2—1)Y3 4(A)Y2 3(A+27)|14) =
Thus, we have M (3,1,4,2) + M(3,4,1,2) = 0 or equivalently T'(3,1,4,2)|t=0 + T(3,4,1,2)|t=0 = 0, and eventually
establish the lemma 3.

Combining the lemma 1, the lemma 2, and the lemma 3, we complete the proof of step (b). This establishes the
proof of the theorem.

V. DERIVATION OF THE EXACT EXPRESSION FOR THE VARIANCE.

Here we derive the exact solution of the variance U%t. In Eq. (5) of the main text, aét is expressed in terms of ¢;
and ¢o as follows,

55, = (pa = p5)*[2a2(t) = ¢1 ()] + (pa + pb = 2papp) @1 (¢)- (S-75)
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Combining Eq. (S-4), Eq. (S-41), and Eq. (S-42), we have

q1(t) = Z (—1)“_-"j(lgdz2(z1z2)_ye_iE(z)t¢(a:,ﬂc;l,T |z), (S-76)
y<O0<z

q2(t) = > (-1)TaremiTye yg dz*(2122) 7Y (2324) 2 EE (21, w0, 21, 054, 1, 1,1 |2). (S-77)
Y1<y2<0<z1<x2

In the above equations, we take the geometric series and use the lemma 1. Subsequently, we make the substitutions
zj — iz, which yield

2 ; C1 —C2 2122
t) = —¢\d 2t 351 e(25) , S-78
a(t) Z’e o —cr-29 (1= 212)? (S-78)
q2(t) = &1{ dtet Tiae(zy) _ F17273%4 Z1%2 €1 -C2 c3—Cy4
’ (1-21202324)2 1 —2z120 1 —C2 =2y c3 —cq — 2
|2 2 BB R0 )| (5-79)
1-2324 1-2123 1-2129
with e(z) = -2z +1/2 -2y and
- - —ey-4
A = C1 —C3 Coa—C4 C1—C4 Y (8_80)

cr—Cc3—2ycg—cqa—2ycy—cy—2

Ay = 27v(c1+ca—c3—cq) [ ~ 2~ 61—64—4’7]. (S-81)
(ca—c3—27)(c1 —cq —27) c1—C3—2vcyg—cy—2y

Using the identity ¢; —cqy —4y =c¢1 — 3 — 277 + ¢3 — ¢4 — 27, one has

2v(c1 +ca—c3—cyq) cog —cy — 4y 27(c1 +ca—c3—cy) 2~y c3—cq— 27

Ay = - )
2 (ca—c3—2v)(c1—ca—27)ca—ca =27 (ca—c3—27)(c1—ca—2y)c1—c3—2yca—cqy— 2y

(S-82)

After the integration, one sees that the second term in the above equation becomes 0. Thus, A5 can be replaced by

_ 2v(c1 +ca—c3—cyq) co—cy — 4y
(ca—c3=27)(c1—ca—27) ca—cqg — 27

Ay (S-83)

VI. ASYMPTOTIC ANALYSIS FOR ¢ (t) AND g(t)

We here perform the asymptotic analysis for ¢;(¢) and g2(t) in the long-time limit.

A. Saddle point analysis for ¢ (t)

As shown in the main text, ¢; () can be expressed as

dzy  4yan sz . Caeyt
) = f 24+ 0 "), S-84
a () c, 2mizg 1 - o (1—0@/@)26 (e ) ( )

where C, is the counterclockwise contour satisfying |z2| = 1 and |c(z2) + 2y| > 1, a9 is the position of the pole of
1/(e1 = 2 —27), and €5 is defined as €g := 29 — 1/29 — ag + 1/ay — 4. The explicit form of ay := a(22) is given by

a(z) = c(2) + 2y —\e(2) + 2y + 1/ e(z) + 2y - 1. (S-85)

We choose the branch cut of the square root function /- along the negative real axis in the above equation so that
|o(22)| < 1 when |eg + 29| > 1 and |29| = 1. The branch cut of «(z) is as shown in Fig. S-2, and a(z) has the following
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a(z) = a(1/z), (S-86)
la(z)] <1 (S-87)
la(2)/2] < 1 for |z| <1, Re 2 >0, (S-88)
a(z)=z2-4y22+ 0O (zg) for z ~ 0, (S-89)
1/o(z) = 1)z + 4y + 4y 2> +O(z3) for z ~ 0. (S-90)
Im Im
/ _ - Z- ~ N . / _ - /l: ~ N .
/ A AN
// \\ B/ \\
/ \ \
i \ \
|
1/81/6'\ 8 B ; 1/8 8 ;
\\ / /
\ / /
\\\\—_’// 1/67\ \—_’//

FIG. S-2. Schematic illustrations of the branch cut of a(z) for (a) 1 <+ and (b) v < 1. The wavy lines represent the branch
cut, where 8 and 8’ are the roots of the quadratic equations, z° + 2(2y + 1)z + 1 = 0 and z? + 2(2y - 1)z + 1 = 0, respectively.

The dashed lines represent unit circles for clarity.

In Eq. (S-84), we deform the contour from C., to C, 4. See Fig. S-3 for the schematic illustration of C, 4. In this
deformation, one finds that the contour does not pass any poles from Eq. (S-87) and Eq. (S-88). After that, one can
confirm that the integrand is exponentially small along the contour except near z = 0, and z = 0 is the saddle point.
Thus, by setting z = Z/4v+/7, we perform the saddle point approximation as

icotd 7 622

t) ~
a(t) =7 —iootd 21 Z2
j00+d dz 22

=2
\/F —ico+d 271
=\/7/~.

Here, we perform the integration by parts in the second line.

(S-91)

(S-92)
(S-93)
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N Z N
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\ \
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\ \
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) )
d <> ! d <> !
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Ve 7
7 e
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FIG. S-3. Schematic illustrations of the contour C, 4 for (a) v > 1 and (b) 7 < 1. The arrowed lines and the double headed

arrows show the contour and the deviation from the imaginary axis, respectively. The wavy lines represent the branch cut.
The dashed lines represent unit circles for clarity.

B. Saddle point analysis for g2(t)

As in the case of ¢;(t), we extend the radius of z;-contour from 777 to 1 and neglect exponentially small terms.
Then, we have

QQ(t) Ef dzy f dzo 47041 470(2 et(gl+g2) 011042/212:2
c, 2 c

miz1 JC, 2mize a2 —1a3 -1 (1-ajan/z122)?
ay/z Qofze  daiaz ci-ce onfz -+ 2y (S-94)
l-aqfz1 [1-asfzas 1-ajagcr—co—2y 1-ayif/z1¢1—co—27y

+/ dz f dzy 4yaq 4dyas oL(E1+E2) ayaefz1 22 ( oo )2 c1—cC
c c

L 2mizy Jo, 2mize o -1 a2 -1 (1-aras/z122)2 \1 =) c1—co -2’

with o = a(z;) and &; = z; — 1/2; — a; + 1/a; — 4. Instead of go(t), it is more useful to analyze G2 (t) := 2g2(t) — g3 (t)
in order to derive the asymptotic form of o7, (see Eq. (S-75)). Using the identity,

1 x . Y ) - 1 B 1 305
l-azy ' l-z 1-y’' (1-z2)1-y) 1-zy’ (8-95)

we have

g (t) ~_ / dz f dzo 6t(€1+€2) dyay dyae a1az/2122
2 ¢, 2mizy Jo, 2mizg a?-laz-11-ajas/z122

X[ 2 ~ 1 ]
(1—0&1/2’1)(1—0(2/22) 1—0[10(2/2122

‘o dz f dzs PICES dya; dyas oqazfzize
c, 2mizy Jo, 2mizg a?-la3-1(1-ajas/z122)?

2
y ay/z 4~ L mee 4o [z o0 c1—Cy
l-ay/z1) c1—ca-2y l-ajas l-aifz1)]1-arasci—ca—2v]
In Eq. (S-96), similarly to the case of ¢q;(t), we deform the contours and apply the saddle point method. However,

careful consideration is required for the contour deformation because Eq. (S-96) contains 1/(cy — co — 2y), which may
produce a pole contribution when deforming the contours from C,, to C, 4, while the other terms do not produce a pole

(S-96)
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contribution, as indicated by Eq. (5-87) and Eq. (S-88). With this mind, we first deform the zp-contour from C., to
C,.d,- In this deformation, one can confirm that the z;-contour does not pass the pole of 1/(¢; —c2—27). Subsequently,
we deform the zi-contour to C, 4, with di > dz. Note that the z;-contour passes the pole of 1/(c1 —c2—27) at 21 = ag,
which satisfies Re [a2] > d1/4v+/7T. This pole contribution can be evaluated as

fc ﬁet&2 x O(Re [aa] — d1 /4y/T) x f(22), (S-97)

80 27T'LZQ

where &5 is defined as &5 := &3|-2,, 0(x) is the step function, and f(z2) is some function that is time-independent

and irrelevant for the following discussion. In the above equation, the exponential term e'®> is of order one only
when 25 = O (1/\/7) along the contour. However, in this case, it follows that 6(Re[as] - d1/47y+/T) = 0 from d; > d»
and Eq. (S-89). Thus, the pole contribution is exponentially small, and we can neglect it. Eventually, by setting
21 = Z1 /49T and z3 = Zs/4v\/T, we perform the saddle point method around 27 = 0 and 25 =0,

o (t) = 47 icotdr (7, fiw+d2 dZ, e Zi+Z;
=4\/T — —
© Civords 270 (21 + Z2)2(Za — Z1)

—joo+dy 271

icotds (7 icotds 7 ico+d) (7 z3+25

SN = / — - f s > (S-99)
—iootds 2mi | J—icotd; 27 —icord! 27 | (Z1 + Z2)%(Za2 — Z1)

(S5-98)

jo0+do dz 223
VT et (S-100)
2 Jeicordy 2mi Z3

1 T
VT (S-101)

Here, dj is some constant which satisfies 0 < d} < da, and we use the residue theorem in the third line.

VII. NUMERICAL SCHEME FOR THE VARIANCE AND CUMULANT GENERATING FUNCTION

We provide a numerical scheme to obtain the variance and cumulant generating function. In numerical simulations,
we consider the finite lattice Ap = {x € Z| - L <x < L}.
The variance is given by Eq. (S-75) with

a)= > (=l )yl (S-102)

-L<y<0<z<L

(1) = > (21, zale™ [lyr, y2) (w1, val 1, 22). (S-103)

—L<y1<y2<0<x1<ax2<L

Using the duality (see A in Sec. II for the duality), one has

a(t)= Y (DWln,[DW) (5-104)
O<z<L
O<xi<xo<L

where we define the domain wall state as |[DW) := aiL+1-~~a8|O). From Eq. (S-2), the cumulant generating function

x(A,t) for p, =1 and p, = 0 can be written as
(A, t) = log Te[e VRS |IDW)(DW]]. (S-106)
We numerically calculate Egs. (S-104), (S-105), and (S-106).

We utilize the unitary unravelling of the GKSL equation [59, 88] to performe efficient numerical simulations. The
unravelled dynamics are described by the following stochastic Schrodinger equation,

idppn) = Hatipy) + 3 (V/Ayn;dW] = 2inidt) ), (S-107)
J

where thj represents the standard increment of the Wiener process with expectation values, E[thJ ] = 0 and
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E[dW]dW}] = §; rdt, and the multiplicative noise is understood in the It6 convention. Here, we denote the ensemble
average over the Wiener process by E. Using the properties of the Wiener process, one can verify that the time
evolution of E[|¢)¢)(14|] obeys GKSL equation, Eq. (1) in the main text.

Since the generator of the time evolution for the unraveled state is quadratic, and the initial condition is pure
gaussian state [DW), one can apply the Wick’s theorem [112] for each unraveled state. In particular, we have the
determinant representation of x(A,t) [10],

X ) = log E[det[3 + (* — 1) (lal aie) ] Fyy ). (5-108)

Thus, we only need to calculate (@bt|a;ak|1/1t). To compute (wt|a;ak|1j)t) numerically, we employ the following numerical
scheme [59, 87, 88]. Due to the quadratic nature of the time evolution, the unraveled state can be always written as

0 L

= T l > Uj,k(t)a;] 10) (S-109)
k=—L+1| j=—L+1

with the normalization condition UTU = 1. Then one has (¢t|a; agly) = (UUT);,C. Furthermore, from Eq. (S-107), we

have U (t + dt) = eI aWee=hdl [y (1) with hy g = =001 6(1 = 0k —p41) = 0j-1.6(1 = 0k.z) and (dWy);x = 8;,dW;. This
provides the update rule for U(#) in our numerical simulations.
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