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We study the non-equilibrium dynamics and transport of a PT-symmetric Luttinger liquid (LL)
after an interaction quench. The system is prepared in domain wall initial state. After a quantum
quench to spatially homogeneous, PT-symmetric LL, the domain wall develops into a flat central
region that spreads out ballistically faster than the conventional Lieb-Robinson maximal speed. By
evaluating the current inside the regular lightcone, we find a universal conductance e2/h, insensi-
tive to the strength of the PT-symmetric interaction. On the other hand, by repeating the very
same time evolution with a hermitian LL Hamiltonian, the conductance is heavily renormalized by
the hermitian interaction as e2/hK with K the LL parameter. Our analytical results are tested
numerically, confirming the universality of the conductance in the non-hermitian realm.

Introduction. An important class of systems described
by non-Hermitian Hamiltonians has emerged recently in
quantum physics. Such models exhibit several exciting
new phenomena such as exceptional point [1–4], non-
Hermitian skin effect with the majority of eigenstates lo-
calized at the boundaries [5, 6], topological transitions [7–
9], anomalous transport behavior [10–12] to mention a
few. In general, a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian can arise
naturally as the back-action to continuous monitoring
and controlled post selection measurement that suppress
the quantum jump processes [13]. Examples include
inelastic one and two body losses in ultracold atomic
lattices [14, 15]. As such systems are under continu-
ous surveillance, their state evolves in time under non-
equilibrium conditions.

In this context, a key issue concerns the spreading of
correlations captured by the typical light-cone effect fol-
lowing a quench. It has been shown by Lieb and Robin-
son [16] that in Hermitian systems with short range inter-
actions a maximal velocity for spreading the information
does exists. On the other hand, in the non-Hermitian
realm this maximum boundary is exceeded, as higher su-
personic modes are developed [17], travelling with ve-
locities that are multiples of the regular Lieb-Robinson
sound velocity [18].

So far, the transport and dynamics following a quan-
tum quench have been studied thoroughly in Hermitian
models. A variety of different models have been consid-
ered, which can be framed into two main classes: the first
consists on non-equilibrium dynamics in spatially homo-
geneous systems such as in spin− 1

2 XXZ chain [19–21] or
Hubbard chains [22–24]. In the second class the initial
state is spatially inhomogeneous. Relevant examples are
domain wall structures in XXZ models [25–27] or systems
featuring local impurities [28–30]. In a previous publica-
tion [18] we have analyzed the behaviour after the quan-
tum quench in a homogeneous PT-symmetric Luttinger

liquid (LL), and found that the typical LL behaviour is
preserved in the long time limit, but at short times, the
non-unitary evolution generates supersonic modes.

Transport in a LL has long been investigated. In a
clean LL, the conductance was found to be strongly,
renormalized by the interaction [31]. However, it was
found later that in an ideal LL connected to leads [32, 33],
the dc conductance depends only on the properties of the
leads of a quantum wire containing a Luttinger liquid,
and is given by the conductance quantum, e2/h per spin
orientation, regardless of the interactions in the wire.

The purpose of this paper is to extend the previ-
ous analysis and investigate the quench dynamics and
the universality of transport in an inhomogeneous non-
Hermitian Luttinger liquid initially prepared in a domain
wall state [34]. Our findings indicate that, similar to
the homogeneous configuration, the supersonic modes are
visible in the density n(x, t) or the current j(x, t) pro-
files as well. Surprisingly, inside the regular light cone,
at long enough times for the system to stabilize, a non-
equilibrium steady state is developing with a flowing cur-
rent of a constant magnitude, irrespective of the strength
of the interaction, corresponding to a universal conduc-
tance

G =
e2

h
, (1)

similar to the case of non-interacting spinless fermions.
This sounds very counterintuitive since non-hermitian
realm is naturally associated with dissipation, although
the system is isolated. What is even more surprising is
that when we time evolve the same initial state with a
hermitian LL Hamiltonian, the long time conductance of
this non-equilibrium setting is e2/hK with K the Lut-
tinger liquid parameter [31], which keeps track all inter-
action effects.

To verify our analytical results we investigate numer-
ically the non-equilibrium dynamics in non-Hermitian
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lattice model using the time evolving block decimation
(TEBD) algorithm [35–37], and we find perfect agree-
ment with the bosonization results.

Non-Hermitian quench protocol. We consider a global
quench [38] in which the initial state is an inhomogeneous
non-interacting LL [25] that displays a step-like local den-
sity distribution, similar to the one obtained by joining
two semi-infinite systems that are initially kept at differ-
ent chemical potentials. Here we consider a symmetric
configuration with a positional dependent chemical po-
tential of the form µ(x) = µ0 sgn(x).

For such a system the ground state can be constructed
exactly, and in the bosonic language it corresponds to the
ground state of the shifted quantum harmonic oscillator
Hamiltonian [31]

Hinh =
∑
q 6=0

ωq
[
b†qbq − λq(b†q + bq)

]
, (2)

where ωq = v|q| is the energy of the bosonic excitations,
bq the annihilation operator for the density waves, and

λq = µq/v
√

2π|q|L is a characteristic scale for the dis-
placement of the ground state, with µq, the Fourier trans-
form of the chemical potential profile µ(x). The Hamil-
tonian (2) can be diagonalised exactly in terms of the
shifted bosonic operators aq, defined as aq = bq − λq,
which allows to construct the GS as

|Ψ0〉 =
∏
q

e−
|λq|2

2 e−λqb
†
q |0〉 , (3)

where |0〉 is the vacuum state for the bq operators, bq|0〉 =
0. The vacuum state |0〉 contains no bosonic excitations
and represents the GS of the homogeneous setup. The
ground-state |Ψ0〉 represents the vacuum state for the aq
operators, aq|Ψ0〉 = 0, and by construction it is properly
normalized, 〈Ψ0|Ψ0〉 = 1. At t = 0, the Hamiltonian H,
governing the evolution of the system, suddenly changes
from Hinh to a non-Hermitian PT-symmetric Hamilto-
nian HnH(t), i.e., HnH(t) = HinhΘ(−t) + HΘ(t), by
switching on the interaction and turning off the chem-
ical potential, µ(x) = µ(x)Θ(−t). Following the quench,
the evolution is governed by the Hamiltonian

H =
∑
q 6=0

ωqb
†
qbq +

igq
2

[
bqb−q + b+q b

+
−q
]
. (4)

The Hamiltonian H is similar to an interacting LL but
with an imaginary interaction igq instead. In general we
shall use the parametrisation gq = g2|q| to describe the
strength of the interaction. Although the Hamiltonian is
non-hermitian, as long as g2 < v, the energy spectrum of
H remains real as ṽ|q| with ṽ =

√
v2 + g22 and H belongs

to the PT-symmetrical models. For larger g2, the system
develops an instability [18].

Density and current profile. Following the quench, the
time evolution of the conventional [31] density and the

current profiles are[
n(x, t)
j(x, t)

]
= − 1

πN (t)
〈Ψ0(t)|

[
∂xφ(x)
∂xθ(x)

]
|Ψ0(t)〉 , (5)

where |Ψ0(t)〉 = e−iHt|Ψ0〉 describes the the non-unitary
time evolution on the initial wave function |Ψ0〉 with
Hamiltonian (4), and N (t) = 〈Ψ0(t)|Ψ0(t)〉 is the norm
of the wave function, while φ(x) and θ(x) are the regular
LL fields, defined in terms of the bq operators [31, 39].

In general, for a hermitian Hamiltonian governing the
dynamics, the wave function is properly normalized to 1,
i.e. N (t) = 1, while in the non-Hermitian realm this is
no longer true, and the norm explicitly depends on time.
Eq. (5) can be used to find the initial density profile as
well, ninh(x, t = 0) = 1

πvµ(x) + n0, with n0 representing
the homogeneous background [39], indicating that the
inhomogeneous contribution is determined exclusively by
the shape of the chemical potential. At the same time,
the initial current is zero.

Following the strategy putted forward in Ref. [18],
we can evaluate n(x, t) and j(x, t) using the pseudo-
Heisenberg time evolution approach. Let us illustrate the
derivation in terms of the density profile, the derivation
for the current profile is similar with the proper replace-
ment φ(x) → θ(x) in Eq. (5). We first introduce the
pseudo-Heisenberg time dependent fields ψ(x, t > 0) =
eiHtψ(x)e−iHt and the non-Hermitian forward and back-

ward time evolution operator U(t) = eiH
†te−iHt in terms

of which n(x, t) becomes

n(x, t) = − 1

π

〈Ψ0|U(t)∂xφ(x, t)|Ψ0〉
〈Ψ0|U(t)|Ψ0〉

. (6)

In any typical Hermitian problem UH(t) = 1, but since
[H,H†] 6= 0, it follows that U(t) 6= 1 for the non-
Hermitian evolution. Notice that the time dependent
fields are not constructed in the regular way as in the
Heisenberg picture, but in a modified pseudo-Heisenberg
way which is more suitable for our calculations. Using
this construction, U(t) is rewritten as

U(t) =
∏
q>0

eC+(q,t)K+(q)eC0(q,t)K0(q)eC−(q,t)K−(q), (7)

in terms of the generators for the SU(1, 1) algebra

K0(q) = 1
2

(
b†qbq + b−qb

†
−q
)
, K+(q) = b†qb

†
−q, and K−(q) =

b−qbq. Using the construction in Eq. (7) and the stan-
dard Baker-Hausdorff expressions, the time dependence
of the norm of the wave function is evaluated as

N (t) =
∏
q>0

ω̃2
q

ω̃2
q − 2g2 sin2 ω̃qt

e
2|λq|2

gω̃q sin 2ω̃qt+2g2 sin2 ω̃qt

ω̃2
q−2g2 sin2 ω̃qt .

(8)
Details on the derivation of the Eq. (8) are discussed in
[39]. To evaluate the numerator in Eq. (6) and calculate
the time dependence of the density profile, it is required
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to know the time evolution of the bq(t) operators. Their
time dependence relies explicitly on the form of the final
Hamiltonian and can be expressed exactly in terms of
two Bogoliubov coefficients uq(t) and vq(t) to which the
time dependence is completely transferred. In evaluating
n(x, t) and j(x, t) we normal order the product of various
bq and b†q operators. Their expressions are derived in
Ref. [39], here we just present the final results. We can
express them as a sum of two contributions, i.e., n(x, t) =
nr(x, t) + ns(x, t) and j(x, t) = jr(x, t) + js(x, t) where[

nr(x, t)
jr(x, t)

]
=

1

2π

[
1
ṽ

1
ṽ

1 −1

] [
µ(x− ṽt)
µ(x+ ṽt)

]
, (9)

are the contributions that provide the development of
the regular light cone after the quench. The other con-
tributions, to ns(x, t) and js(x, t) are more involved and
describe the supersonic modes [39]. For example, the
supersonic current is evaluated to

js(x, t) =
1

πL

∑
q>0

e−α|q|(uq(t) + vq(t))×

2g2 sin2 ω̃qt− up(t) g ω̃q sin ω̃qt

ω̃2
q − 2g2 sin2 ω̃qt

cos(qx)µq , (10)

where the time dependent denominator is responsible
for the supersonic modes and the multiple light cones.
Although it displays a strong spatial and temporal be-
haviour in general, it vanishes in the long time limit,
t→∞, close to the center x ∼ 0, implying that the only
the regular contribution jr(x, t) controls the transport
properties in the steady state.

Post-quench conductance. Following the quench, the
initial domain wall develops into a central region, delim-
ited by the boundaries of the lightcone. This regions
extends ballistically in time in both directions with the
light speed velocity ±ṽ. In a weak sense, in this region
a local steady state is formed as the density equilibrates,
but, due to the chemical potential drop, a particle current
flows continuously. This allows us to define the conduc-
tance that characterise the non-equilibrium steady state
across the interface

G =
1

2

d j(x, t)

dµ0

∣∣∣∣ x→0
µ0→0

. (11)

The regular contribution to the current gives a contri-
bution to the conductance Gr = G0 with G0 = e2/h
the conductance quantum upon reinserting original units.
Interestingly, the anomalous contribution to the current
from supersonic modes vanishes in the long time limit,
implying Gs = 0, and the conductance acquires an uni-
versal value given by Eq. (1) irrespective of the strength
of the interaction. This conductance is the unitary con-
ductance of a single spinless channel and, at the same
time, it corresponds to the conductance of a LL con-
nected to leads in equilibrium [32, 33].

0 50 100
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-0.05

0

0.05

0.1

0 50 100

0

0.05

0.1

FIG. 1. (a) Formation of the regular light cone as well as the
supersonic modes in the density profile n(x, t) for Jz = −0.3J .
(b) Cuts at a given time along the chain, displaying particles
accumulation between the regular and supersonic light cones.
(c) Density plot for the current j(x, t) (d) Evolution of the
current along the chain. In panel (a) and (c) the white dashed
lines represent the world lines for the light cones boundaries.

This is to be contrasted to the post-quench conduc-
tance of a hermitian LL, characterised by the Luttinger
parameter [31] K, given by GH = G0/K, thus in case of
the unitary evolution the conductance strongly depends
on the interaction strength [40] from the ensuing non-
equilibrium state.

Lattice model. We corroborate our analytical results
with a numerical analysis. For that we investigate nu-
merically all the features that we have addressed so far,
such as the formation of the light cone, the presence of
the supersonic modes and most importantly we calculate
the conductance across the interface following the quench
in a one dimensional spinless lattice model. The initial
state is constructed as a matrix product state by per-
forming density matrix renormalization group (DMRG)
calculations [41] on the non-interacting spinless Hamilto-
nian

H
(lat)
inh =

N∑
m=1

µmc
+
mcm +

N∑
m=1

J

2

(
c+m+1cm + h.c.

)
, (12)

subject to a site dependent chemical potential of the form
µm = µ0 sgn(m−N/2). Here c†m are the creation operator
at site m along the chain. In our calculations we fixed the
chain length to N = 100, while J , the nearest neighbour
hopping, represents the energy unit.

The MPS wave function is then evolved in time us-
ing the TEBD algorithm [36, 37], with a non-hermitian
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FIG. 2. The blue square symbols represents the universal
conductance of the PT non-hermitian Luttinger model indi-
cating the universal behavior predicted in Eq. (1). The red
symbols corresponds to the conductance of the Hermitian in-
teracting LL model, consisting in replacing Jz → −iJz in
Eq. (13). The dashed line are fits with the analytical expres-
sions displayed in the legend.

evolution operator constructed from the Hamiltonian

H(lat) =

N∑
m=1

J + iJz
2

(
c+m+1cm + h.c.

)
− iJzπ

2
nm+1nm,

(13)

where Jz is real and denotes the nearest neighbour in-
teraction. This model is not exactly PT-symmetric,
but the low energy part of its spectrum can be consid-
ered real, which influences the early time dynamics [18].
When Jz is turned imaginary, Jz → −iJz, the model
becomes the regular XXZ hermitian Heisenberg model,
which is Bethe-Ansatz solvable [31] with a sound veloc-
ity vH ≈ J + (1 − π2/8)J2

z /J . On the other hand, the
low energy excitations for the non-Hermitian version are
sound waves with sound velocity ṽ ≈ J+(π2/8−1)J2

z /J .
Fig. 1(a) displays the density plot for the occupation
n(x, t) along the chain as function of time. The regu-
lar light cone is clearly visible but also the formation of
the second and third supersonic modes that propagates
at velocities vn = nṽ, n = 2, 3. The world lines for the
boundaries of the lightcones are displayed with dashed
lines.

The formation of various fronts is also visible in the
density plot displaying the current j(x, t) as well. Fur-
thermore, Fig. 1(b,d) present several cuts at fixed times
along the chain for the density and current profiles. In
the cuts representing j(x, t) the formation of the plateaux
inside the light cone, displaying the region with the con-
stant currents are clearly visible.

We compute the conductance numerically by using
Eq. (11). For that, we find the stationary current at the
interface in the long time limit, tJ ∼ 20, for various initial
chemical potentials drops µ0 and then take the derivative
numerically. We perform an average over a time interval

of the order of 2 - 3/J to remove the local oscillations
sometimes visible in the current. For small enough µ0’s
the stationary currents depend linearly on the µ0, which
allows us to extract the conductance as the slope of the
current. The final result for the non-Hermitian conduc-
tance is displayed in Fig. 2. Irrespective of the value of
the coupling strength Jz, the conductance remains uni-
versal and equal to the conductance quantum in perfect
agreement with bosonization from Eq. (1). We also dis-
play the results for the Hermitian evolution, by replacing
Jz → −iJz in Eq. (13) where the analytical prediction
from Ref. [40] fits also perfectly.

Conclusions. We study the non-equilibrium dynamics
and transport of a PT-symmetric Luttinger liquid when
the model is quenched from a domain wall initial state.
Due to non-unitary time evolution, we identify the for-
mation of supersonic modes on top of the regular light
cone both in the density and current profiles after the
quench. Most importantly, we find the universal value,
e2/h for the conductance at the interface, which is a very
robust analytical result, benchmarked by the numerical
simulations. Moreover, for a unitary time evolution with
a hermitian Luttinger liquid Hamiltonian, we resulting
non-equilibrium conductivity gets heavily renormalized
by the interaction as e2/hK. Our setup can in principle
be realized in dissipative lattices [42, 43] for which our
predictions can be tested experimentally.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Initial density

The time and spatial evolution of the density profile
n(x, t) is captured by the Eq. (5) in the main paper.
Using Eq. (5) at t = 0, we can calculate the initial profile
of the local density. It can be shown that it is modelled
by the spatial dependence of the chemical potential µ(x).
To show that, we express the Luttinger field φ(x) in terms
of the aq operators as φ(x) = φa(x)+δφ(x), where φa(x)
has the usual form [31]

φa(x) = φh(x)− iπ

L

∑
q 6=0

√
L|q|
2π

1

q
e−iqx(a†q + a−q) , (14)

where φh(x) = −(NL+NR)πxL represent the background
local field and δφ(x) is the inhomogeneity induced by the
chemical potential.

δφ(x) =
2iπ

L

∑
q 6=0

√
L|q|
2π

1

q
e−iqxλq. (15)

The initial density profile can be evaluated as

ni(x) = − 1

π
〈Ψ0|∂xφ(x)|Ψ0〉 , (16)

with the expectation value taken with respect to the
ground state of Hinh given in Eq. (2). Taking into ac-
count that |Ψ0〉 is the vacuum state for the aq operators,
it immediately implies that

− 1

π
〈Ψ0|∂xφa(x)|Ψ0〉 = − 1

π
〈Ψ0|∂xφh(x)|Ψ0〉 = n0, (17)

with n0 = (NL + NR)/L representing the homogeneous
density background. The inhomogeneous contribution in
Eq. (15) is Fourier transformed back to the real space,
and the initial density profile is simply

ninh(x, t = 0) =
1

πv
µ(x) + n0 . (18)

Eq. (18) shows that the profile of the density in the initial
state is determined exclusively by the chemical potential
and follows exactly its shape. Notice that in deriving
Eq. (18) no particular shape for µ(x) has been considered
so the result is valid for any spatial distribution of the
chemical potential.

Norm of the wave function

The evaluation of the norm N (t) in Eq. (6) is done
by using the expression for the evolution operator U(t)
from Eq. (7). Keeping in mind that λq = −λ−q is an

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.053615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.053615
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.023408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.023408
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1155309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01645779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01645779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.185301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.185301
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.136802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.124.136802
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.041109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.041109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2015/04/p04001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2015/04/p04001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.115418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.115418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.175702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.175702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2008/05/p05018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2008/05/p05018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa8c2c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa8c2c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa8c2c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.81.061134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.81.061134
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa8c19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/aa8c19
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.7.2.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.085126
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.240601
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.240601
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.137702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.R17040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.R5539
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.R5539
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0040577919050106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1134/S0040577919050106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.91.147902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.93.207205
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.070201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031016-025451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031016-025451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.235124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.235124
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2863
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.030402
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1038/s41586-018-0667-0


6

antisymmetric function, the norm is cast in the following
form

N (t) =
∏
q>0

e−2|λq|
2

〈0|e−λ
∗
q(bq−b−q)eC+(q,t)K+(q)

eC0(q,t)K0(q)eC−(q,t)K−(q)e−λq(b
†
q−b

†
−q)|0〉 . (19)

Here we need to compute the expectation value with re-
spect to the initial state |Ψ0〉 given in Eq. (3). In evaluat-
ing (19), the strategy is to normal order the exponentials
with the annihilation operators bq to the right and the
creation operators b†q to the left. Let us discuss here the
reordering of the last two exponents in (19), as the rest
of the calculation is conceptually the same. For that, we
first expand the last exponential into Taylor series

e−λq(b
†
q−b

†
−q) =

∞∑
n=1

1

n!
(−λp)n(b†q − b

†
−q)

n . (20)

Next, keeping in mind that K−(q, t) = b−qbq, it can be
readily shown using the Baker-Hausdorff formula that

eC−(q,t)K−(q)b†p = (b†q + C−(q, t)b−q)e
C−(q,t)K−(q)

eC−(q,t)K−(q)b†−p = (b†−q + C−(q, t)bq)e
C−(q,t)K−(q) .

Performing the rotation for the whole series and reshap-
ing the result back into an exponential form we obtain

N (t) =
∏
q>0

e(C−(q,t)−2)|λq|
2

〈0|e−λ
∗
q(bq−b−q)eC+(q,t)K+(q)

eC0(q,t)K0(q)e−λq(b
†
q−b

†
−q)|0〉 . (21)

Performing similar transformations to fully normal order
the expression we obtain for the norm factor

N (t) =
∏
q>0

e
C0(q,t)

2 e(C+(q,t)+C−(q,t)−2+2e
C0(q,t)

2 )|λq|2 .

(22)

The exact expressions for the coefficients C±,0(q, t) can
be obtained following the strategy discussed in the main
paper. The final expressions are

C0(q, t) = −2 ln
ω̃2
q − 2g2 sin 2ω̃qt

ω̃2
q

C+(q, t) =
g(iωq sin ω̃qt+ ω̃q cos ω̃qt) sin ω̃qt

ω̃2
q − 2g2 sin2 ω̃qt

(23)

C−(q, t) = C∗+(q, t) .

which allows us to recover the expression for N (t) in
Eq. (8). At t = 0, obviously N = 1 and the wave function
is properly normalized.

Time dependence of the evolution operators

In this section we discuss the pseudo-Heisenberg time
evolution of the annihilation/creation operators. Their

time dependence is governed by bq(t) = eiHt bq e
−iHt,

which results in a Heisenberg equation of the form

∂tbq(t) = i[H, bq(t)], ∂tb
†
q(t) = i[H, b†q(t)]. (24)

Notice that the equation for b†q(t) is not recover from the
one for bq(t) simply by hermitian conjugation. Comput-
ing the commutators with the Hamiltonian (4), we obtain

∂tbq(t) = −i ωqbq(t) + g b†−q(t)

∂tb
†
−q(t) = i ωqb

†
−q(t)− g bq(t) . (25)

To solve this set of equations we start by searching for a
general solution of the form[

bq(t)

b†−q(t)

]
=

[
uq(t) vq(t)
−v∗q (t) u∗q(t)

] [
bq
b†−q

]
. (26)

Such a solution is useful since time dependence is trans-
ferred to the Bogoliubov coefficients uq(t) and vq(t) en-
tirely. Using the commutativity relation [bq, b

†
q] = 1, it

follows that |uq(t)|2 + |vq(t)|2 = 1 and that they satisfy a
differential equation similar to (25). Finally the solution
is captured by the expressions

uq(t) = cos ω̃qt− i
ωq
ω̃q

sin ω̃qt, vq(t) =
g

ω̃q
sin ω̃qt .

(27)

in terms of the renormalized excitation energy of the
quasiparticles.

Density profile following the quench

With the exact analytical expressions for the coeffi-
cients uq(t) and vq(t) at hand we can derive exact ex-
pressions for the time dependence of the density and
current profiles following the quench by using Eq. (5) In-

troducing the notation βq(x) = − π
Le
−iqxe−α|q|/2

√
L|q|
2π ,

for the overall prefactor in the θ(x) and φ(x) fields and
separating the contributions coming from the creation
and annihilation operators we can write ∂xφ(x, t) =
∂xφ−(x, t) + ∂xφ+(x, t), with

∂xφ+(x, t) =
∑
q>0

(
u∗q(t) + vq(t)

)(
βq(x)b†q + β∗q (x)b†−q

)
∂xφ−(x, t) =

∑
q>0

(
uq(t)− vq(t)

)(
βq(x)b−q + β∗q (x)bq

)
.

In evaluating n(x, t) we follow the same strategy as the
one in computing the norm N (t), and normal ordering
the product of various bq and b†q operators.

The piece ∂xφ−(x, t) gives a partial contribution to the
regular light cone. When evaluating n−(x, t), the norm
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drops out and we obtain

n−(x, t) =
1

2πLṽ

∑
q 6=0

(
uq(t)− vq(t)

)
e−iqxe−α|q|/2hq

' 1

4πṽ

(
µ(x− ṽ t) + µ(x+ ṽ t)

)
(28)

The contribution from ∂xφ+(x, t) is more involved and
contributes to the regular light cone as well as to the
supersonic modes. Still, it can be brought into a compact
expression of the form

n+(x, t) =
1

2πL

∑
q>0

(
u∗p(t) + vp(t)

)
×

ω̃2
q − up(t)ω̃qg sin ω̃qt

ω̃2
q − 2g2 sin2 ω̃qt

2 sin(qx)e−α|q|µq (29)

This part contributes to the regular light cone but also
the supersonic modes. To separate the two contributions
we expanded n+(x, t) in Taylor series in sin2 ω̃qt. The
zeroth order term contributes to the regular light cone
while all the other higher order terms contributes to the
supersonic modes. We then have n(x, t) = nr(x, t) +
ns(x, t) with

nr(x, t) =
1

2πṽ

(
µ(x− ṽt) + µ(x+ ṽt)

)
, (30)

showing the development of the regular light cone after
the quench and ns describing the supersonic modes

ns(x, t) =
1

2πLṽ

∑
q>0

∞∑
n=1

(
u∗p(t) + vp(t)

)
×

(
1− up(t)

g sin ω̃qt

ω̃q

)(√2g sin ω̃qt

ω̃q

)2n
2i sin(qx)e−α|q|µq ,

(31)

and describes the supersonic modes. Notice that when
the model is hermitian, all the terms ∼ sin ω̃qt cancel and
the contribution ns(t) vanishes. For a given profile of the
initial chemical potential µ(x), the various integrals in
Eq. (31) can be computed term by term in the perturba-
tive expansion. If we consider the simplest chemical po-
tential profile corresponding to a step-like function of the

form µ(x) = µ0 sgn(x), the corresponding Fourier trans-
form is µp ∝ µ0

2i
p , and the integrals (sums) in Eq. (31)

can be performed order by order in the perturbation the-
ory in g2/ṽ to reveal to supersonic modes.

Current profile following the quench

Once the chemical potential is turned off, and the in-
teraction is quenched the initial domain wall induces a
change in the local density and complementary a current
flow across the domain wall. Furthermore, the domain
wall extends and transforms into a central region inside
the lightcone characterised by a steady current. The cur-
rent density can be evaluated in terms of the θ(x, t) field

θ(x) =
iπ

L

∑
q 6=0

√
L|q|
2π

1

|q|
e−iqx

(
b†q − b−q

)
, (32)

as

j(x, t) = − 1

π

〈Ψ0(t)|∂xθ(x)|Ψ0(t)〉
N (t)

, (33)

which allows us to compute the current profile in a similar
fashion as we computed the local density. Performing
similar steps we can express the total current as a sum
of the regular light cone contribution

jr(x, t) =
1

2π

(
µ(x− ṽt)− µ(x+ ṽt)

)
, (34)

and a non-Hermitian part that can be again expressed as
a power series of the form

js(x, t) =
1

2πL

∑
q>0

∞∑
n=1

(
up(t) + v∗p(t)

)
×

(
1− up(t)

g sin ω̃qt

ω̃q

)(√2g sin ω̃qt

ω̃q

)2n
2 cos(qx)e−α|q|µq ,

(35)

an expression that allows us to compute the current order
by order in the perturbation theory in a manner similar
to Eq. (31).
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