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Recent pump-probe experiments on underdoped cuprates and similar systems suggest the exis-
tence of a transient superconducting state above Tc. This poses the question how to reliably identify
the emergence of long-range order, in particular superconductivity, out-of-equilibrium. We investi-
gate this point by studying a quantum quench in an extended Hubbard model and by computing
various observables, which are used to identify (quasi-)long-range order in equilibrium. Our find-
ings imply that, in contrast to current experimental studies, it does not suffice to study the time
evolution of the optical conductivity to identify superconductivity. In turn, we suggest to utilize
time-resolved ARPES experiments to probe for the formation of a condensate in the two-particle
channel.

Introduction Superconductivity (SC) is one of the
hallmarks of condensed-matter systems and has inspired
researchers since its discovery in 1911, and later by the
advent of high-temperature SC in cuprate materials [1–4].
While, in particular for the latter class of materials, a lot
of questions are subject of ongoing research, many char-
acteristics of the SC phase are by now well established as
long as the system is in equilibrium. However, recent ex-
periments (e.g., [5–9] on copper oxides, or on K3C60) re-
port the observation of possible photo-induced transient
SC phases, which can exist at elevated temperatures,
even above the equilibrium-critical temperature Tc [10–
13]. In these investigations, ultrashort THz pulses excite
single phonon modes, which decay very slowly compared
to the typical time scale of the electron dynamics and
thereby offer the possibility to control the interaction pa-
rameters of the electronic system [14]. Subsequently, the
ω-dependent optical conductivity is determined as a func-
tion of time via reflectivity measurements using a probe
pulse, and SC correlations are identified by the emergence
or enhancement of a signal at ω → 0. This is by now a
standard experimental procedure, which, however, leaves
many questions open, in particular concerning the char-
acterization of the state induced by the pump excitation
(see, e.g., Refs. 15–20).

In this Letter, we address this issue regarding further
experimental measures to probe SC in such non-equilib-
rium setups. For the sake of simplicity, we focus on one-
dimensional (1D) systems, for which powerful numerical
techniques are available in terms of matrix-product states
(MPS) [21–23]. We argue that it does not suffice to study
only the optical conductivity, since the pump as well as
the probe pulse can induce currents, which can modify
the low-frequency behavior, without being a direct proof
for SC. Nevertheless, we are able to provide evidence for
the emergence of SC in the course of time by studying the
time evolution of spectral functions, which are accessi-

ble to variants of time- and angle-resolved photoemission
spectroscopy (tr-ARPES) experiments [24–30]. We pro-
pose to study the usual single-particle and a pairing spec-
tral function, which we introduce below. We find partic-
ularly in the latter quantity clear signatures for the ac-
cumulation of weight at k = 0. This raises the question,
whether a condensation or quasicondensation of pairs is
achieved, which would realize a transient non-equilibrium
SC state. It is interesting to ask, whether non-equilib-
rium situations can be beyond the realm of validity of
the Mermin-Wagner-Hohenberg theorem [31–33], which
inhibits the formation of true long-range order (LRO) in
1D systems. The scope of this Letter is, therefore, three-
fold: To demonstrate that the time evolution of the op-
tical conductivity does not suffice to unambiguously es-
tablish transient SC order, to present spectral functions
as a more reliable probe, and to further characterize the
observed transient state by investigating correlation ma-
trices. The general validity of our findings is supported
by comparing the extended Hubbard model [34–40] and
a variant of the 1D t-J model [3, 41–46].

Model and Methods We study the time evolution of
Hubbard chains [47–50] following a quantum quench [51].
Recent experiments [7–9, 11] on high-Tc superconductors
suggest that if there exists preformed pairing, e.g., in
the normal state slightly above Tc, pumping particular
phonon modes induces charge coherences, which drive the
system into a transient superconducting state. Therefore,
our starting point is to assume that lattice distortions
modify the strength of the couplings [10, 14] and thereby
alter the nearest-neighbor interaction between the elec-
trons. Thus, we consider a quench in the 1D extended
Hubbard model,

Ĥ = T̂ + U
∑

j

n̂j,↑n̂j,↓ + V
∑

j

n̂j n̂j+1 (1)
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with T̂ = −thop

∑
j,σ

(
ĉ†j,σ ĉj+1,σ + h.c.

)
being the ki-

netic energy. Therein, ĉ
(†)
j,σ are S − 1/2 fermionic lad-

der operators, which obey the canonical anticommuta-

tion relations
{
ĉi,σ, ĉ

†
j,σ′

}
= δi,jδσ,σ′ ,

{
ĉi,σ, ĉj,σ′

}
=

{
ĉi,σ, ĉj,σ′

}
= 0, and we denote by n̂j = n̂j,↑+n̂j,↓ the to-

tal electron occupation at site j. For later convenience,
we also define doublon ladder operators d̂j ≡ ĉj,↑ĉj,↓.
As motivated above, we start in a charge-density wave
(CDW), which favors double occupancies (U/thop = −4,
V/thop = 1/4) [18, 52]. We perform a sudden quench
in the nearest-neighbor interaction V/thop = 1/4 → −1/4
into the s-wave superconducting phase at zero temper-
ature [53], keeping the local Hubbard interaction fixed
at U/thop = −4. Note that this value of the attractive
interaction is comparable to the electronic bandwidth.
Although this is out of the scope for cuprate high-Tc su-
perconductors, it is, however, similar to the electronic
structure in alkali-doped fullerides, where the effective
phonon-mediated intraorbtial interaction is comparable
to the electronic bandwidth coming from t1u bands [54].

We then calculate the real-time evolution using a com-
bined single- and two-site time-dependent variational
principle (TDVP) scheme in the MPS formulation of
the density-matrix renormalization group (DMRG) for
lattices [21–23, 55] with up to L = 80 sites, open
boundary conditions, and a maximal bond dimension of
mmax = 1000 states. By comparing calculations with
different values of mmax we estimate the accuracy of the
presented results to be of a few percent [53]. To inves-
tigate the formation and stability of transient SC, we
studied the differential optical conductivity after a probe
pulse [56, 57], spectral functions, and the correlation
matrices [58, 59] of single- and two-particle excitations
[24–29, 60–62]. We complement our studies by consid-
ering a similar quench in the 1D t-J⊥ model [45, 46],

Ĥt-J⊥ = T̂ + J⊥/2
∑
j

(
Ŝ+
j Ŝ
−
j+1 + Ŝ−j Ŝ

+
j+1

)
, at filling

n = 0.2 by quenching J⊥/thop = 2→ 6, i.e., from a Lut-
tinger liquid [63] to a singlet SC phase [64]. We choose
our energy and time units by setting thop ≡ 1 and ~ ≡ 1.

Time-dependent Optical Conductivity The experi-
mental setups [7–9, 11] we refer to typically measure the
reflectivity after pump-probe excitations, from which the
optical conductivity is extracted. We follow Refs. 56 and
57 and compute the differential optical conductivity

σ(ω,∆t) =
j(ω,∆t)

i(ω + iη)A(ω,∆t)L
≡ σ1(ω,∆t) + iσ2(ω,∆t)

(2)

after the quench at t = 0. A(ω,∆t) is the vec-
tor potential of the Fourier-transformed Gaussian

probe pulse[65] A(t,∆t) = A0e
− (t−∆t)2

2τ2 cos(ω0t)
in Peierls substitution [66] applied after the
time delay ∆t. The overall response current
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FIG. 1. Real (a) and imaginary (b) part of the optical
conductivity σ1,2(ω,∆t) with probe pulses applied at differ-
ent time delays ∆t and the corresponding quantities in the
CDW ground state (violet) and the SC ground state (orange).
The Bottom panel (c) shows the real-time evolution of the re-
sponse current j(t−∆t,∆t) after application of a probe pulse
at time delay ∆t following the quench (green) and in the SC
ground state (orange). The charge flow after applying the
probe pulse in the SC ground state at ∆t = 0 is shown in the
inset.

j(t,∆t) = i
〈∑

j,σ

(
e−iA(t,∆t)ĉ†j,σ ĉj+1,σ − h.c.

)〉
was

calculated from a real-time evolution of the perturbed
system, and the ω-dependence j(ω,∆t) is obtained by
a Fourier transform [67] including values up to time
t = 25/thop after the probe pulse. We show the real
(Fig. 1a) and imaginary (Fig. 1b) parts of σ(ω,∆t)
for delays up to ∆t = 10 and a system with L = 64



3

sites. For the real part, we find a sudden transfer of
spectral weight from the CDW signal at around ω ≈ 3
towards ω ≈ 1.7, which is due to the sudden change of
the Hamiltonian. At the same time, in the imaginary
part a peak forms near ω = 0. We compare this to the
SC ground state and realize that, at the first glance,
similar behavior is induced. However, in particular in
σ1, clear differences appear, and σ2 shows additional
features. Also, it is hard to decide whether σ2(ω,∆t)
is diverging as 1/ω for ω → 0, since we are limited in
the frequency resolution. We conclude that, as in the
experiments, the question whether the accumulation
of spectral weight near ω = 0 is due to induced SC or
an enhanced metallicity after a pump pulse is hard to
decide [53]. However, in contrast to the experimental
situation we have direct access to the time dependence of
the current induced by the probe pulse. The properties
of this current are further illustrated by the inset of
Fig. 1c, where we display the response electron density
∆ni(t) = 〈n̂i(t)〉probe − 〈n̂i〉0, which compares the time
evolution of the local density in the SC phase with and
without probe pulse. As can be seen, the effect of the
probe pulse is to accumulate charge at the edges of the
system. After passage of the probe pulse, this causes
the measured current. In the SC phase the probe pulse
induces a long-living current, while in non-equilibrium
we find no clear evidence for a comparable response (see
Fig. 1c). In turn, in our simulations the induced charge
flow decays on time scales of at least t ∼ 25/thop which
sets the scale of a low-frequency response 2π/t ≈ 0.25
in the imaginary part σ2. Thus, a strengthening of the
response at ω → 0 alone, as observed here, does not
suffice to demonstrate SC. This is supported by studying
a quench within the CDW phase, in which a similar
behavior of the optical conductivity is observed, but
without further indication for SC in other observables
[53].

Spectral Functions From now on we consider
postquench states at ∆t = 15/thop. This is justified,
since for times t > 4/thop a transient state is reached,
as seen in the time evolution of the eigenvalues of the
correlation matrix, which we find to be non-thermal [53].
Motivated by tr-ARPES, we consider the in- and out-of-
equilibrium time-dependent lesser Greens functions for
t > ∆t: CÔ(j, t,∆t) = 〈ψ(∆t)|Ô†j(t)ÔL/2(0)|ψ(∆t)〉 in

the single- and two-particle channel, i.e., Ôj = ĉj,↑ and

Ôj = d̂j , respectively, and we indicate the equilibrium
case by setting ∆t ≡ 0. We refer to the Fourier trans-
form to momentum and frequency space [53]

SÔ(q, ω,∆t) =

∞∫

−∞

dt

2π

∑

j

e−i(qrj−(ω+iη)t)CÔ(j, t,∆t) ,

(3)
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FIG. 2. Spectral functions of two-particle excitations in equi-
librium SC phase (a), CDW phase (b), and in non-equilibrium
after quenching from the CDW ground state into the SC phase
evaluated at time t = 15 (c). Note that only regions with sig-
nificant spectral weight are displayed.

as the differential spectral function, where we have in-
troduced a spectral broadening η = 0.1 [23]. Note that
here we explicitly do not restrict ourselves to single-elec-
tron excitations, but also study processes that may excite
double occupations, i.e., doublons. This can be related
to ongoing experiments [61], in which photoemission of
pairs of electrons is studied, and is theoretically corrob-
orated in a BCS-type picture [60]. Fig. 2 displays the
spectral functions for double occupations Sd̂(q, ω,∆t) for
both equilibrium phases (SC and CDW) and after the
quench. We obtain a clear accumulation of weight at
q = 0 in the postquench state, which renders the result
similar to the one of the SC ground state displayed. This
is the central statement of this Letter: A (quasi-)con-
densate of s-wave (Cooper-)pairs seems to form after the
quench, which is clearly detectable in Sd̂(q, ω,∆t), and
which has a striking similarity to the spectral function
in the SC ground state. We emphasize that this coher-
ence between the charges is dynamically created after the
quench, as seen in the comparison with Fig. 2b, which
shows dispersive, incoherent doublons. We observe sim-
ilar behavior in the corresponding pairing spectral func-
tion of the t-J⊥ model [53], so that we expect this to be
a generic feature, at least for quenches to SC phases.

Current tr-ARPES experiments usually investigate the
time evolution of the spectral functions for single-elec-
tron excitations Sĉ(q, ω,∆t), which we show in Fig. 3.
The signatures to discriminate the SC phase from the
CDW phase are not as prominent as for the double oc-
cupations. Nevertheless, we find that in the SC ground
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FIG. 3. Spectral functions of single-particle excitations in
equilibrium SC phase (a), CDW phase (b), and in non-equi-
librium after quenching from the CDW ground state into the
SC phase evaluated at time t = 15 (c). Note that only regions
with significant spectral weight are displayed.

state (Fig. 3a) there is a shift of spectral weight towards
q = π/2. This is to be contrasted with the distribution of
weights in the CDW ground state, where the maximum
value is at q = 0. Comparing to the spectral function
after the quench (Fig. 3c), a weak transfer of spectral
weight from q = 0 towards q = π/2 can be identified.
However, from the numerical data it is not possible to
clearly identify this as a signal for a (transient) SC phase.
Note that the observed behavior is not reproduced for a
quench within the CDW phase, as the two-electron ex-
citations do not show a sharp signal at small momenta,
indicating the absence of a transient SC phase there [53].

Correlation Matrices Now we turn to the question on
how to further characterize the observed transient state.
To do so, we attempt a standard analysis for the investi-
gation of LRO in equilibrium systems and apply it to the
present non-equilibrium situation. In Ref. 58, Onsager
and Penrose suggest to detect off-diagonal LRO by de-
termining the eigenvalues λν of single-particle correlation
matrices,

χÔ =
∑

i,j

ei 〈ψ|Ô†i Ôj |ψ〉 etj ≡
∑

i,j

eiχÔ(i, j)etj , (4)

i.e., χÔvν = λνvν [68]. This concept was generalized by
Yang [69] to include also two-particle correlation matri-
ces to describe superconductivity. The correlation matrix
determines the order parameter if the dominating eigen-
value scales extensively in the system size limL→∞

λL
L →

O(1), which also implies an extensive separation of the
dominating eigenvalue λL from the bulk [53].
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FIG. 4. Separation of largest natural orbital occupation

∆λ/L =
λL−λL−1

L
during time evolution after quench for var-

ious system sizes. The inset shows the scaling behavior of the
normalized dominating eigenvalue λL/L with system size L.

Due to the Mermin-Wagner-Hohenberg theorem [31–
33], in 1D and in equilibrium, for pair formation only
quasi-long-range order (qLRO) can be realized, which
translates to a SC order parameter vanishing in the ther-
modynamic limit. Here, we studied the time evolution of
the correlation matrix χd̂(i, j) = 〈ψ(t)|d̂†i d̂j |ψ(t)〉, which
provides the SC order parameter. Figure 4 shows the
difference between the two largest eigenvalues ∆λ/L =
λL−λL−1

L as a function of time. At later times we find
this separation to be about an order of magnitude larger
than in the initial state. We have estimated the sat-
uration values of the dominating eigenvalue by aver-
aging over the accessible time scales, in which we as-
sumed quasi-stationarity, λL = 1

t1−t0
∑t1
t=t0

λL(t) with
t0 = 10, t1 = 32. In the inset of Fig. 4, we compare the
scaling behavior to the one of the SC ground state, where
λL/L ∼ L−0.50 = 1/

√
L is realized, with saturation value

βSC = −1 × 10−3 ≈ 0, as expected. After the quench,
the scaling is best described by fitting the asymptotic
behavior with λL/L ∼ L−0.92 ∼ 1/L, and in this case we
extracted a value β = 9×10−4, whose magnitude is even
smaller than the one obtained in equilibrium, and hence
zero within the error bars of our scaling analysis. This
scaling to zero indicates that no LRO is obtained on the
time scales investigated but cannot be excluded for later
times [70, 71].

Conclusion and Outlook Our results for the differ-
ential optical conductivity in the extended Hubbard
model after a quench indicate that the enhancement of
σ2(ω,∆t) in the low-frequency regime does not suffice to
uniquely identify SC: The currents induced by a probe
pulse cannot unambiguously be identified as supercur-
rents. In contrast, the pairing spectral function shows a
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clear accumulation of weights at q → 0, which is absent
in our initial state, but present in the SC ground state.
This provides stronger evidence for the formation of a
non-equilibrium SC state than the reflectivity measure-
ments.

Our study indicates that reflectivity measurements
need to be complemented by tr-ARPES-type experiments
in future investigations. Readily available tr-ARPES se-
tups measure the single-particle spectral function, which
shows a shift of weights towards the SC state. We pro-
pose to also investigate the time evolution of pairing spec-
tral functions, which provide the clearest evidence for the
formation of a transient SC state. Our work therefore
supplies an important theoretical result for the growing
field of double photoemission spectroscopy.
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[23] S. Paeckel, T. Köhler, A. Swoboda, S. R. Manmana, U.
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SPECTRAL FUNCTION

General theory We defined the differential spectral
function SÔ(q, ω,∆t) by the power spectrum in momen-

tum space of the propagator of the operators Ôj

SÔ(q, ω,∆t) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dt

2π
eiωtCÔ(q, t,∆t) , (1)

CÔ(q, t,∆t) =
1

L

∑

rij

e−iqrij 〈ψ(∆t)|Ô†i (t)Ôj(0)|ψ(∆t)〉

= 〈Ô†q(t)Ôq(0)〉
∆t

, (2)

where we defined rij = ri− rj = (i− j) ·a in terms of the
lattice spacing a and abbreviated the expectation values
at time delay ∆t by 〈ψ(∆t)| · · · |ψ(∆t)〉 ≡ 〈· · ·〉∆t. The

Ôi’s are operators obeying canonical (anti-)commutation

relations
[
Ôi , Ô

†
j

]
±
∝ δij and so do their Fourier trans-

formed counterparts

Ôq =
1√
L

∑

ri

e−iqriÔi ,
[
Ôq, Ô

†
k

]
±
∝ δqk . (3)

The differential spectral function is reformulated to sim-
plify the numerical evaluation:

SÔ(q, ω,∆t) =

∫ ∞

0

dt

2π

[
eiωtCÔ(q, t,∆t) + e−iωtCÔ(q,−t,∆t)

]
=

∫ ∞

0

dt

2π

[
eiωtCÔ(q, t,∆t) + e−iωtC∗

Ô
(q, t,∆t)

]
, (4)

where we assumed a (quasi-)steady state to exploit
time translational invariance to shift the argument:

〈Ô†q(−t)Ôq(0)〉 = 〈Ô†q(0)Ôq(t)〉 = 〈Ô†q(t)Ôq(0)〉∗. Thus,
we can evaluate the time integral by taking the real part
of the Fourier transformation and restrict the integra-
tion domain to t ≥ 0. Note that in order to discretize
the Fourier transformation, we defined the limit as

SÔ(q, ω,∆t) = lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T/2

−T/2
dt eiωtCÔ(q, t,∆t) . (5)

Using Eq. (4), we thus numerically evaluated the Fourier
transformation via

SÔ(q, ωn,∆t) =
δ

T
Re

NT−1∑

m=0

eiωntmCÔ(q, tm,∆t) , (6)

with discretized frequencies ωn = n 2π
T (n = 0, . . . , NT −

1), tm = mδ and the summation range fixed by the time
step δ = T/NT . Note that this way we only obtain the
positive frequency part which we accounted for by shift-
ing the time arguments, relabeling tm → tm − T/2 ⇒
ωn → ωn − π/T .

Numerical technique We calculated the time-
evolution of the lesser Greens function

CÔ(j, t,∆t) = 〈ψ(∆t)|Ô†j(t)ÔL/2(0)|ψ(∆t)〉 , (7)

by representing the states and operators in the ma-
trix-product state (MPS) and matrix-product operator
(MPO) framework [1–3]. Within this framework the
wavefunctions |ψ〉 =

∑
σ1,...σL

ψσ1,...,σL |σ1, . . . , σL〉 are
approximated in terms of a tensor-network decomposi-
tion of the coefficients of the states

ψσ1,...,σL =
∑

{αj}
Mσ1
α1
Mσ2
α1,α2

· · ·MσL−1
αL−2,αL−1

MσL
αL−1

, (8)

and a similar expansion exists for operators. The range
of the so-called bond indices αj is usually known as bond
dimension of the MPS and is closely related to the van-
Neumann entanglement entropy SN of the state for a
bipartition of the Hilbert space at bond (j− 1, j). It can
be shown that by fixing the maximal bond dimesion to a
certain value m states can be faithfully approximated as
long as their bipartite entanglement entropy is not signif-
icantly exceeding values of logσ(m) where σ denotes the
dimension of the local degrees of freedom, i.e., the Hub-
bard (σ = 4) or the t-J-basis (σ = 3) of spin-1/2 fermions
in the systems treated by us. This condition is usually
fulfilled for ground states of gapped systems in one di-
mension [4, 5] but is no longer valid out-of-equilibrium.
In order to evaluate the time-dependent Greens function
we used the Schrödinger picture to decompose the scalar
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product

CÔ(j, t,∆t) ≡ 〈ψ(t,∆t)|Ô†j |φ(t,∆t)〉
|ψ(t,∆t)〉 = Û(t) |ψ(∆t)〉 (9)

|φ(t,∆t)〉 = Û(t)ÔL/2(0) |ψ(∆t)〉 (10)

and calculated the time evolutions independently. The
maximally achieved time scales when evaluating the time
evolution of the lesser Greens function were t = 32.
For determining the time evolution itself we used a hy-
brid version of the time-dependent variational principle
(TDVP) algorithm [3, 6] where we combined a two-site

solver in the initial stage of the time evolution to grow the
bond dimensions until the maximum value was reached
on all bonds. Then we switched to a faster single-site
solver of the local TDVP equations to continue the time
evolution.

The nature of the problem demands a high numerical
effort to obtain the results presented in this letter. There-
fore, we used a state-of the art implementation exploiting
U(1)-symmetries [7].

Useful identities Integrating over the frequency do-
main, the propagator fulfills

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫ ∞

−∞

dt

2π
eiωtCÔ(q, t,∆t) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫ ∞

−∞

dt

2π
eiωt

∑

n,m

〈ψ(∆t)|n〉 〈n|Ô†q(t)|m〉 〈m|Ôq|ψ(∆t)〉 = 〈Ô†qÔq〉∆t , (11)

which implies the sum rule

2
∑

q

∫ ∞

0

dωReSÔ(q, ω,∆t) =
∑

q

〈Ô†qÔq〉∆t . (12)

Thus, for Ôi = ĉi,σ this yields the total number of par-

ticles with local spin projection σ, while for Ôi = d̂i
we expect the overall number of doublons in the system.
Note that the overall doublon occupation D̂ =

∑
i d̂
†
i d̂i

in general is not conserved by Ĥ. However, the sum rule
holds at each time delay ∆t. In particular, if the cor-
relation function is invariant under time-translations on
some time interval I, D̂ will be conserved on I.

NATURAL ORBITALS

General Theory We consider a correlation matrix for
some local observable Ôj

χÔ(i, j) = 〈ψ|Ô†i Ôj |ψ〉 . (13)

Then, off-diagonal long-range order (LRO) in the ther-
modynamic limit is defined according to

lim
|i−j|→∞

χÔ(i, j) > 0 , (14)

i.e., the correlation function χÔ(i, j) saturates at a finite
value for arbitrary large separations |i−j|. In the follow-
ing we will briefly summarize the discussion on natural
orbitals (see, for instance, [8, 9]) to review the tools ex-
ploited in the main text to identify off-diagonal LRO.

For a finite system with L lattice sites, χÔ(i, j) is a
Hermitian L × L matrix, which we can formally diago-
nalize to obtain real eigenvalues λν and corresponding

eigenvectors vν . Expanding χÔ(i, j) as matrix χÔ in its
eigenbasis, we can write

χÔ =
∑

ν

vν 〈ψ|
(∑

i

v∗ν,iÔ
†
i

)
∑

j

vν,jÔj


 |ψ〉

︸ ︷︷ ︸
λν

v†ν .

(15)

Introducing field operators η̂ν =
∑
i vν,iÔi, their squared

expectation values are related to the eigenvalues λν of
χÔ

v†νχÔvν = 〈ψ|η̂†ν η̂ν |ψ〉 = λν ≥ 0 , (16)

i.e., the eigenvalues are strictly positive. If we impose[
Ôi , Ô

†
j

]
ε

= δij with ε = ±1 choosing between the com-

mutator (+1) and anticommutator (−1), it follows that

[
η̂ν , η̂

†
µ

]
ε

=
∑

i,j

[
Ôi , Ô

†
j

]
ε
vν,iv

∗
µ,j = δνµ . (17)

This suggests to call the eigenvectors vν natural orbitals
and the eigenvalues natural orbital occupations λν of the
correlation matrix χÔ.

The existence of off-diagonal LRO can now be related
to properties of the natural orbitals. To see this, note
that due to the canonical commutator relations of Ôj
the trace over χÔ corresponds to the total occupation

NÔ =
∑
j 〈n̂j〉 ≡

∑
j 〈Ô

†
jÔj〉 of the single particle states

generated by the Ôj ’s. If we assume that there is a
natural orbital vL that is macroscopically occupied, i.e.,
λL/NÔ ∼ O(1), it is instructive to pull out this contribu-
tion from the sum in Eq. (15). Written out component-
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wise, we find

χÔ(i, j) = λLvL,iv
∗
L,j +

∑

ν<L

λνvν,iv
∗
ν,j . (18)

The natural orbitals are normalized so that in general
the components fulfill vν,j ∼ 1/

√
L. Therefore, an exten-

sively scaling natural orbital occupation λL yields a dom-
inating leading summand in the above expansion of the
correlation matrix, while the remaining summands are
suppressed as 1/L. In this situation, for increasing sys-
tem sizes L the correlation matrix is well approximated
by neglecting the latter,

χÔ(i, j) = λLvL,iv
∗
L,j +O(1/L) ≈ λLvL,iv∗L,j . (19)

The correlation matrix obtained this way factorizes in
the spatial components (i, j). Since, in a state with ex-
plicitely broken symmetry with respect to Ôj , one ex-

pects 〈Ôj〉 6= 0, this permits to identify

χÔ(i, j) = 〈Ô†i 〉 〈Ôj〉 ≡
√
λLvL,i

√
λLv

∗
L,i , (20)

so that
√
λLvL,j constitues the microscopic local order

parameter.
Quasi-long-range order and error estimates In the

following paragraphs, we focus on our results for the
correlation matrix of double occupancies χd̂(i, j) =

〈ψ|d̂†i d̂j |ψ〉. The problem under consideration is
one-dimensional so that due to the Mermin-Wagner-
Hohenberg theorem [10–12] at least in the ground state
there can be quasi-long-range order (qLRO) only. This
translates to a still extensively scaling, dominating nat-
ural orbital but with vanishing value in the thermody-
namic limit. In the case of a non-interacting gas of hard-
core bosons on a lattice, it is well-known [13, 14] that

λν̃
L

L→∞∼ A√
L

+ βSC (21)

with βSC ≡ 0, which is in excellent aggreement with our
ground-state calculations in the superconducting phase
at U = −4, V = −1/4 and Ôj = d̂j . We performed
a finite size scaling of the eigenvalue of the dominant
natural orbital by fitting the function λν̃

L over L−γ with
γ = 0.50 in the superconducting ground state. The ob-
tained value for the order parameter is βSC = −1×10−3,
which we used to gauge the precision of our method to
be δ ∼ O(10−3). In the non-equilibrium situation, we
time-averaged the dominating natural orbital for times
t0 ≥ t0 via

λν̃ =
1

t1 − t0
∑

n

λν̃(t0 + nδ), (22)

with δ being the time step of the time-evolution scheme
and with t0 = 10, t1 = 32. Performing the finite-size
analysis, we found the data to be best described by a
scaling ∼ α ·L−γ +βSC with γ = 0.92 and βSC = 9 ·10−4.
Within the error bounds deduced from the ground-state
analysis, this implies βSC ≡ 0, and hence no LRO.

0 π/2 π 3π/2
0

20

40

60

q

ν

0

15

30

FIG. 1. Absolute value of the Fourier transform of the
natural orbitals ṽν(t = 32) after quenching from the CDW to
the SC phase.

Momentum space To complete the discussion, we cal-
culated the Fourier transformation of the natural orbitals
ṽν,q =

∑
j vν,je

iqj . As shown in Fig. 1, the Fourier modes
ṽν are nearly diagonal in k-space, i.e., the correlation ma-
trix is approximately diagonalized by a Fourier transfor-
mation and the dominating natural orbital (NO) is char-
acterized by a mode with q = 0. The off-diagonal con-
tributions around q = π arise from highly excited states
(cf. the band spectral function in the main text). In-
specting their real-space distributions |vν,j |2 (not shown
here) these are located near the boundaries so that we
conjecture them to vanish in the thermodynamic limit.
We observe these properties consistently for times t > 4
in all considered system sizes L ∈ [32, 80].

J-QUENCH IN THE t-J⊥ CHAIN

Next to the extended Hubbard model, we considered
the quench dynamics of the one-dimensional t-J⊥ Hamil-
tonian [15, 16]

Ĥt-J⊥ = −thop

∑

j,σ

(
ĉ†j,σ ĉj+1,σ + H. c.

)

+
J⊥
2

∑

j

(
Ŝ+
j Ŝ
−
j+1 + Ŝ−j Ŝ

+
j+1

)
, (23)

at filling n = 0.2. Its phase diagram [16] at n = 0.2 fea-
tures a metallic (Luttinger liquid [17]) spin-density wave
phase (SDW) at J⊥ = 2thop and a spin-gapped singlet
SC phase at J⊥ = 6thop. In the following, we compute
the equilibrium one-particle as well as singlet-pair spec-
tral functions at these two points in parameter space and
also the non-equilibrium spectral functions at late times
for a quench J⊥ = 2thop −→ J⊥ = 6thop. Furthermore,
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FIG. 2. Two-particle singlet spectral functions for the t-J⊥
model . Top: SC phase, middle: SDW phase, bottom: non-
equilibrium state 20 time units after the quench.
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FIG. 3. Single-particle spectral functions for the t-J⊥ model.
Top: SC phase, middle: SDW phase, bottom: non-equilib-
rium state 20 time units after the quench.

we discuss the time-evolution of the natural orbital oc-
cupations.

Spectral functions We consider the singlet-pair cre-
ation and annihilation operators

∆̂
(†)
j =

1√
2

(
ĉ
(†)
j,↑ ĉ

(†)
j+1,↓ − ĉ

(†)
j,↓ ĉ

(†)
j+1,↑

)
(24)

and compute the two-particle spectral function according
to Eqs. (1) and (6). The results are shown in Fig. 2
for the singlet-pair spectral function and in Fig. 3 for
the one-particle spectral function (corresponding to the

operators c
(†)
j,↑). A quasi-stationary state is estimated to

be reached after about 20 time units. This is estimated
from the time-evolution of the natural orbitals (cf. the
corresponding section below).

The equilibrium two-particle SC spectral function
shows a large weight at q = 0, whereas in the spin-
density wave state it is much lower and a dispersion is
visible. The peak amplitude of the non-equilibrium state
is about doubled in comparison to the SDW and shifted
towards the SC peak position. This is consistent with
our findings in the extended Hubbard model in the main
text where we find an increase of spectral weight around
q = 0 in the postquench state (see Fig. 2c) and a shift of
weight towards the SC state.

In the single-particle case the equilibrium spectral
functions show the occupied states of a cosine disper-
sion (the unoccupied part of the spectrum is seen in the
spectral function obtained from the greater Green’s func-
tion). The spectral weights are of comparable amplitude
but clearly differ in their ω-axis position. The non-equi-
librium state is a kind of hybrid that contains weight
around both the equilibrium branches.
Shift of the spectral peak As a guide to the eye, the

peaks of the one- and two-particle spectral functions are
replotted in Fig. 4. In addition to a slight increase in
weight one can clearly see that the two-particle spectral
peak in the post-quench state has shifted towards the su-
perconducting peak position whereas in the one-particle
case the picture is more complicated.

Hence, like in the main text the two-particle spectral
function seems to be a more reliable indicator for the
formation of transient superconducting spectral weights.
Natural orbitals At the end, analogous to the main

text, we consider the question of whether true long-
ranged order out-of-equilibrium is detectable from the
correlation matrices. In Fig. 5 the time-dependent largest
eigenvalue of the singlet-pair correlation matrix 〈∆̂†i ∆̂j〉t
is shown. As for the extended Hubbard model in the
main text a saturation value can be made out after 20
time units. We use this as the criterion for the choice of
the non-equilibrium reference state.

In order to perform a scaling analysis λ̄m/L = α·L−γ+
βSC, we average over all largest natural orbitals for times
20 ≤ t ≤ 30. The results shown in the inset of Fig. 5
yield a value of β ≈ −6 · 10−5, such that βSC ≈ 0 within
the estimated error bounds. This supports the conclusion
that no true long-ranged order is realized in the transient
state also for this model. The scaling exponent is found
to be γ ≈ 1.12 which is somewhat close to the scaling
exponent of 0.92 found in the extended Hubbard model.
Note that by definition γ ≤ 1 so that the obtained scaling
exponent has an error of ≈ 10%.
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FIG. 4. Comparison of the peak positions of (a) the singlet
pair spectral function (cf. Fig. 2) and (b) the single-particle
spectral function (cf. Fig. 3) for the spin-density wave and
superconducting equilibrium states as well as the nonequilib-
rium state, respectively. In (a) the spectral peak position is a
hybrid of the SDW and SC peaks, whereas in (b) the spectral
weight has clearly shifted towards the SC peak.

COMPARISON TO FINITE-TEMPERATURE
STATES

All our simulations were performed on pure states that
are either ground-states of the models under considera-
tion or quenches from the latter. The question arises
whether, following the quench, the system reaches a state
in which local observables are thermalized towards their
values in the canonical ensemble. To address this issue,
we calculated the density matrix ρ̂(β) in the SC phase
where we choose the inverse temperature β ≡ 1/T in a
way that 〈Ĥ〉β ≡ 〈H〉0. Here, 〈· · ·〉0 denotes the ex-

pectation value of Ĥ after the quench and 〈· · ·〉β is the

expectation value of Ĥ with respect to a thermal state
ρ̂(β) in the superconducting phase. In order to obtain
the correct inverse temperature, we performed an imagi-
nary time evolution on an infinite-temperature state ρ̂(0)
and cooled down the system this way until the energy
matched the one of the quenched state [3]. In Fig. 6, the
obtained relation between energy and inverse tempera-
ture is displayed with the energy of the quenched state
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FIG. 5. Time evolution of the largest natural orbital for the
quench in the t-J⊥ model; the transient state is reached after
about 20 time units. Inset: extrapolated scaling of the nor-
malized dominating eigenvalue λL/L of the correlation matrix
with the system size L.
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FIG. 6. Energy
〈
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〉
β

during imaginary time evolution

of a system with L = 32 sites over imaginary time β. The
inset shows the superconducting correlation function P1(L/2)
during the time evolution after a global quench from the CDW
to the SC phase at time step t = 10 (green), and in a thermal

state with
〈
Ĥ
〉
β

corresponding to the energy of the quenched

system Equench (purple).

marked as dashed line. Having found the respective den-
sity matrix ρ̂(βQ), we plot the expectation value of the
superconducting correlation function

P̂1(i, j) = ĉ†i,↑ĉ
†
i,↓ĉj,↑ĉj,↓ (25)

in both the thermal state and the quenched state at t =
10 in the inset of Fig. 6. As can be seen, we do not obtain
a state that is characterized by a thermal density matrix
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FIG. 7. Real (a) and imaginary (b) part of the optical
conductivity σ1,2(ω,∆t) with probe pulses applied at different
time delays ∆t for the quench within the CDW phase (U =
−4t → U = −2t) and the corresponding quantities in the
CDW ground state (violet) and the SC ground state (orange).

with inverse temperature βQ chosen in a way such that
its energy matches the one after the quench.

QUENCH WITHIN THE CDW PHASE

In this section we aim to demonstrate that enhanced
superconductivity and an enhanced mobility of charge
carriers are hard to distinguish if the only information
at hand is the optical conductivity. For this purpose we
discuss a complementary quench from the charge-density
wave (CDW) phase (U = −4, V = 1/4) – as in the main
text – to a point in the CDW phase (U = −2, V = 1/4)
which exhibits a higher metalliticity. Similar analysis of
the optical conductivity and the spectral functions of the
one- and two-particle excitations as in the main text are
done. Furthermore, we show the energy scales after this
quench compared to the quench in the main text.

Optical Conductivity

In Fig. 7 the optical conductivity after the quench
within the CDW phase is shown. The data is more
noisy compared to the case of a quench into the SC phase

which is related to the observation that here the response
current exhibits oscillations with larger amplitude and
slower decay compared to a quench into the SC phase.
We address this to the fact that in the insulating CDW
phase there are various scattering processes between the
particles. In order to properly resolve the frequency de-
pendencies of these processes the simulation time-range
after applying the probe pulse needed to be increased
way beyond what was computationally feasible.

Figure 7a displays the real part of the optical conduc-
tivity where we find a weak transfer of spectral weight
towards smaller frequencies. The imaginary part Fig. 7b
also shows an increased spectral weight towards smaller
frequencies compared to the equilibrium case. There-
fore, without having a reference curve of the system be-
ing in the superconducting phase the only possible ob-
servation would be a redistribution of spectral weight to-
wards smaller frequencies which may also be interpreted
as a sign for enhanced superconductivity. In particular
σ2 suggests that a 1/ω behavior can be realized after
the quench if we also take into consideration that due to
the finite simulation time t = 25/thop after applying the
probe pulse the minimally achieved frequency resolution
is bounded by 2π/25thop.

Spectral Functions

In contrast to the optical conductivity, in the spec-
tral functions we find clearly distinguishable features be-
longing either to the elementary excitations of the SC
or CDW phase. In Figs. 8 and 9 the spectral functions
of two- and single-particle excitations are shown, respec-
tively. For easier comparison, the ground states of the
SC and the CDW phase, and the quench into the SC
phase are included in both figures. The two-particle spec-
tral function Fig. 8 shows a continuum of excitations at
small frequencies which is to be contrasted with the sharp
excitations in the SC phase. Interestingly, we also find
a weak transfer of spectral weight towards k = 0 after
the quench which we relate to the enhanced metallitic-
ity in the post-quench state. However, the formation of
a condensate is suppressed by the continuum at smaller
frequencies. On the other hand, in the single-particle
spectral function Fig. 9 the identification of the excita-
tion spectrum with either the SC or the CDW phase is
not possible, unambiguously. Both findings are consis-
tent with the results discussed above and in the main
text supporting our picture that the two-particle spec-
tral function is a more reliable indicator for enhanced
superconductivity.
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FIG. 8. Comparison between spectral functions of two-
particle excitations(a) in the SC ground state, (b) after a
quench from the CDW phase to the SC phase,(c) after a
quench from the CDW phase to a more metalic point in the
CDW phase (U = −2, V = 1/4). Note that we do not show
the full frequency scale, because there is no significant spec-
tral weight in the region we left out.

COHERENT AND DISSIPATIVE CHARGE FLOW

In this section we consider the charge transport in a
one-dimensional extended Hubbard model in its SC and
CDW ground states, respectively, after excitation with
a probe pulse. For this purpose we calculated the time-
dependent charge densities after applying a probe pulse

A(t,∆t) = A0e
− (t−∆t)2

2τ2 cos(ω0t) , (26)

with A0 = 0.5, ∆t = 0.0, τ = 0.05 and ω0 = 2.38 in both
ground states. Figure 10 displays the induced charge flow

∆ni(t) = 〈n̂i(t)〉probe − 〈n̂i〉0 (27)

where we subtracted the equilibrium value 〈n̂i〉0. Being
in the linear response regime this quantity constitutes a
measure for the charge transport caused by an optical
excitation. Since the system we are considering is calcu-
lated using open boundary conditions, the question arises
how coherent charge transport in the superconducting
phase manifests itself. In Fig. 10a (see also the inset of
Fig. 1c in the main text) this is demonstrated in the su-
perconducting phase (U/thop = −4, V/thop = −1/4). The
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FIG. 9. Spectral functions of single-particle excitations analog
to Fig. 8. Note that we do not show the full frequency scale,
because there is no significant spectral weight in the region
we left out.

probe pulse creates charge accumulation at the bound-
aries of the system, which act as topological defects. Im-
portantly, the resulting charge flow is nearly dissipation-
less and we find perfect reflection at the boundaries in-
dicating a long-lived induced current. We interpret our
findings as a one-dimensional analogy of the Meissner ef-
fect. In contrast in Fig. 10b the induced charge flow in the
charge density wave phase (U/thop = −4, V/thop = 1/4)
is shown after exciting the system. Again, the effect of
the probe pulse is to accumulate charge at the bound-
aries. However, here we find strong scattering processes
rendering the charge flow dissipative.

CHECK FOR CONVERGENCE

In order to check the results for convergence we per-
formed simulations with reduced maximal bond dimen-
sion mmax = 500. In Figs. 11 and 12, the calculated
spectral functions of two- and single-particle excitations
for those bond dimensions are shown. The fidelity is
very high, only small derivations around q = 0 are visi-
ble, which we relate to an induced length scale due to the
truncation errors, but are not relevant for the scope of
our investigations. Those derivations are shown in more
detail in Figs. 13 and 14 for modes near q = 0. As ex-
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FIG. 10. Induced charge flow ∆ni(t) = 〈n̂i(t)〉probe − 〈n̂i〉0
after applying a probe pulse A(t,∆t) = A0e

− (t−∆t)2

2τ2 cos(ω0t)
with ∆ = 0.0, τ = 0.05 and ω0 = 2.38 in (a) the super-
conducting and (b) the charge density wave phase. Coherent
transport is seen in the superconducting phase where charge
is accumulated at the boundaries and flows coherently after
the probe pulse has passed the system. In the charge density
wave phase scattering processes destroy the coherence yield-
ing dissipative transport.

pected the spectral functions obtained with higher max-
imal bond dimension resolve more features. The proba-
bly most interesting one can be found in the two-particle
spectral functions Fig. 14. Therein, an additional peak
structure appears suggesting further fine features, which
will be interesting to study in future work.
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[2] U. Schollwöck, Annals of Physics 326, 96 (2011).
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[7] S. Paeckel and T. Köhler, The SymMPS Toolkit, https:
//www.symmps.eu, accessed: 2019-12-29.

[8] O. Penrose and L. Onsager, Phys. Rev. 104, 576 (1956).
[9] I. Rousochatzakis, S. R. Manmana, A. M. Läuchli, B.
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