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Quantum correlations can be used as a resource for quantum computing, eg for quantum state manipulation, and for
quantum sensing, eg for creating non-classical states which allow to achieve the quantum advantage regime. This
review collects the predictions coming from a family of exact solutions which allows to describe the many-body wavefunction of strongly correlated quantum fluids confined by a tight waveguide and subjected to any form of longitudinal
confinement. It directly describes the experiments with trapped ultracold atoms where the strongly correlated regime
in one dimension has been achieved. The exact solution applies to bosons, fermions and mixtures. It allows to obtain
experimental observables such as the density profiles and momentum distribution at all momentum scales, beyond the
Luttinger liquid approach. It also predicts the exact quantum dynamics at all the times, including the small oscillations regime yielding the collective modes of the system and the large quench regime where the system parameters
are changed considerably. The solution can be extended to describe finite-temperature conditions, spin and magnetization effects. The review illustrates the idea of the solution, presents the key theoretical achievements and the main
experiments on strongly correlated one-dimensional quantum gases.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Ultracold strongly correlated atomic gases are extremely
rich and complex physical systems. One needs to take into account the quantum degeneracy, the particle indistinguishability and their symmetry properties under exchange, the effects
of the spin degrees of freedom and of the interactions. The
stronger is the interaction strength, the stronger are quantum
correlations between the atoms and more difficult is to get an
accurate description of the system, even numerically, and especially for the long-time dynamics. For these reasons, exact
solutions for quantum systems are essential both for the deep
understanding of fundamental physics and for the benchmark
of classical and quantum simulators.
Exact solutions for one-dimensional (1D) homogeneous
systems are well known in the literature. Celebrated examples are the cases of 1D bosons or fermions with contact interactions that are solvable by the Bethe Ansatz1–3 . Such solution assumes crucially that the system is homogeneous, as
described by a ring or a hard-wall trap.
Several experiments on ultracold atoms, however, are performed in the presence of some type of external confinement,
the most common being a harmonic trap and/or optical lattices. For confined 1D systems, integrability generally breaks
down. A remarkable exception is the infinitely repulsive limit
where the absence of a length scale associated to interactions
allows to obtain an exact solution for any form of external
confinement. This is the case, for instance, of the TonksGirardeau gas (TG), a gas of 1D bosons that can be mapped
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onto a system of spinless non-interacting fermions4 . Similarly, also multicomponent mixtures of bosons and fermions
admit an exact solutions in the strongly repulsive limit.
This review is dedicated to such a category of exact solutions, for trapped bosons, fermions and mixtures at zero
and finite temperature. It complements the existing reviews
on general features of one-dimensional systems of ultracold
atoms, specifically bosons5,6 , fermions7 and mixtures8 . We
will discuss how to build exact solutions in the infinite repulsive limit and in its proximity, and we will compare exact
results with mean-field approaches and virial expansion in the
high-temperature limit.

A.

Experiments on 1D strongly correlated gases

The strategy to reach the strongly-correlated regime in 1D
ultracold atomic gases consists in increasing the interaction
strength with respect to the kinetic term: this can be realized
in several ways: by means of Feshbach resonances9 , by increasing the atomic effective mass with the presence of a lattice potential10 , by decreasing the density, or by increasing the
transverse confinement. The first experiments achieving the
strongly correlated regime in 1D confinements have been realized in the early 2000’s both for bosons9,10 and fermions11 .
The signature of the approaching TG regime for bosons was
observed in real space9 where fermionization shows up in
the size cloud, and in momentum space10 where correlations
manifest themselves (Fig. 1). In a subsequent experiment
by Kinoshita et al.12 , the TG regime has been observed also
in the strong decrease of two-body local correlations (see
Fig. 2). Moreover, dynamical fermionization of bosons has
been shown in the time evolution of the momentum distribution of an expanding cloud13 . The control over experimental
parameters is so accurate that it has been possible to make
quantitative and stringent test of effective theories such as the
Generalized Hydrodynamics14 .
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FIG. 1. From [10]. Experimental observation of the TG regime for
quasi-1D bosons in optical lattices. The measured momentum distribution is compared to the one predicted for a TG gas on a lattice
(solid violet line), finding a good agreement. The predictions for the
momentum distribution of an ideal Fermi gas (yellow dashed lines)
and of an ideal Bose gas (green dotted line) are also shown for comparison. Reprinted by permission from Springer Nature Customer
Service Centre GmbH: Paredes et al., Nature 429, 277 (2004), copyright 2004 (https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02530).

Dynamical properties have then been explored in different setups. The dynamical structure factor has been studied
in Ref. [23] and the non-equilibrium coherence dynamics in
Ref. [24]. Ref. [25] has shown the absence of damping in a
quasi-1D Bose gas driven out of equilibrium (see Fig. 4). This
is the signature of the absence of collisions due to the reduced
dimensionality: the oscillations have been shown to damp out
if the dimensionality of the system is increased eg by allowing
tunneling among the tubes of the 2D lattice.
Quantum dynamics of impurities in 1D Bose gases has been
studied in Refs.[26],[27] and [28]. An impurity, dressed by
the bosonic medium, feels an effective force which is smaller
than the bare one26 , oscillates with an interacting-dependent
amplitude27 and makes Bloch oscillations in the absence of
a lattice, the ranging of the bosons playing the role of the
lattice28 .
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Fermionization of fermions, namely the fact that strongly
repulsive multi-component fermions behave like a noninteracting spinless fermionic gas, has been proven in Ref.
[15] for the case of a two-components mixture. Indeed the
strongly correlated regime for ultracold gases can be obtained with multicomponent systems allowing s-wave scattering events at very low temperatures. Such mixtures offer the
possibility to realize and study SU(κ) systems (for instance
κ = 6 in Ref. [16], see Fig. 3) for balanced or imbalanced
mixtures17 , paving the way for the study of quantum magnetism and BCS-like pairing. For instance, it has been proven
that strongly-correlated fermions in a line are the experimental realization of a spin-chain Hamiltonian18 . The 1D Cooper
pair mechanism has also been studied19 .
Fluctuations depend on the interaction regime. Number
fluctuations have been studied in the crossover from weak to
strong interactions in Ref. [20]. Typically, in ultracold atom
experiments, the system is prepared in the ground state, but
it has been shown that it is also possible to realize a highly
excited state with attractive interactions, the super-TG gas21 .
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FIG. 2. From [12]. Measurement of the local pair correlations g(2)
as a function of the coupling strength (data points) and 1D Bose gas
theory from the Bethe Ansatz solution of the Lieb-Liniger model22
(solid line). The decrease of g(2) indicates approach to the strongly
interacting regime; in the TG regime g(2) is predicted to vanish as for
noninteracting fermions. Reprinted figure with permission from [12],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.190406. Copyright (2021)
by the American Physical Society.

FIG. 3. From [16]. (a) Momentum distribution n(k) measured with
time-of-flight absorption imaging for different total number of atoms
and the same atom number per spin component. (b) Theoretical n(k)
for the N = 2 system derived from different models. (c) Averaged
absorption image. Reprinted by permission from Springer Nature
Customer Service Centre GmbH: Pagano et al., Nat. Phys. 10, 198
(2014), copyright 2014 (https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2878).

The list of experiments we have presented in this section is
not exhaustive, but shows the increasing interest of the community for 1D strongly correlated systems and the increasing
control of the experimental techniques in order to realize and
manipulate such systems.

II.

METHODS

A.

Exact solution for zero-temperature bosons

We consider N bosons of mass m in one dimension, interacting with contact interactions v(x − x0 ) = gδ (x − x0 ) and
subjected to a longitudinal confinement Vext (x). The effective
interaction strength g for the one-dimensional problem can
be expressed in terms of the three-dimensional interatomic s-
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3
single-particle Schrödinger equation H0 φ j = ε j φ j with eigenh̄2 ∂ 2
ergies ε j and H0 = −
+Vext (x). The exact many-body
2m ∂ x2
wavefunction for the TG gas then reads4
Ψ(x1 , . . . , xN ) = Π j,` sign(x j − x` )ΨA (x1 , . . . , xN )

FIG. 4. From [25]. Absence of damping in a quasi-onedimensional
Bose gas driven out of equilibrium.
Undamped oscillations
are observed for an extremely long time, displaying the absence of collisional processes in quasi-1D gases.
Reprinted
by permission from Springer Nature Customer Service Centre
GmbH: Kinoshita et al., Nature 440, 900 (2006), copyright 2006
(https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04693).

wave scattering length
p as and the typical scale for transverse
confinement a⊥ = h̄/mω⊥ which is assumed to be harmonic with frequency ω⊥ , leading to29 g = (4h̄2 as /ma2⊥ )(1 −
αas /a1D )−1 with α = 1.4603.... The Hamiltonian reads


h̄2 ∂ 2
+Vext (x` ) + g ∑ δ (x` − x j ). (1)
H=∑ −
2m ∂ x`2
1≤`< j≤N
`=1
N

This Hamiltonian corresponds to the Lieb-Liniger model30 . In
absence of the external confinement, it can be solved by Bethe
Ansatz for arbitrary interaction strength g. Here, we present
an exact solution holding for any external confinement due
to Girardeau4 , valid in the limit of infinitely large repulsive
interactions, ie for g → +∞, known as the Tonks-Girardeau
(TG) limit.
The key idea of both the Bethe Ansatz and the Girardeau
solution is to replace interactions by a cusp condition on the
many-body wavefunction Ψ(x1 , ...xN ),
∂x Ψ(x = 0+ ) − ∂x Ψ(x = 0− ) =

mg
Ψ(x = 0)
h̄2

(2)

where x = x j − x` for any pairs of particles { j, `}.Then, in
the limit g = +∞ the many-body wavefunction must vanish
at x = 0. In this regime there is no energy or length scale associated to interactions and the many-body wavefunction can
be built by mapping onto a non-interacting spinless Fermi gas
wavefunction ΨA (x1 , . . . , xN )
1
ΨA (x1 , . . . , xN ) = √ det[φ j (x` )] j,`=1,...,N
N!

(3)

where the fermions are subjected to the same external confinement Vext (x), and the orbitals φ j (x) are the solution of the

(4)

where the mapping function A = Π j,` sign(x j − x` ) ensures
the bosonic symmetry under the exchange of two particles. In
essence, interactions play the role of an effective Pauli principle and do not allow two particles to occupy the same spatial
position or the same single-particle orbital. As we shall see
below, there is a close connection among the Girardeau mapping and the Jordan-Wigner transformation31 introduced for
lattice systems.
The choice of the orbitals in the fermionic wavefunction allows hence to describe an arbitrary bosonic state. The ground
state of the bosonic problem corresponds to a filled Fermi
sphere of the mapped Fermi gas, with corresponding groundstate energy EGS = ∑Nj=1 ε j , with j = 1 labelling the lowestenergy single-particle state.
The possibility of building a bosonic solution starting from
a fermionic one is a signature of the statistical transmutation
typical of one-dimensional systems. Extension to anyonic TG
gases has also been studied32–35 .
In the uniform system of length L with periodic boundary
conditions corresponding to bosons on a ring, the ground-state
many-body wavefunction reads4,36
Ψ pbc (x1 , ...xN ) = (LN N!)−1/2 Π1≤ j<`≤N 2i sin(π(|x j − x` |)/L).
(5)
Special care must be taken in this case depending on whether
the number of bosons is even or odd: this is due to the fact that
the mapping function A is periodic for odd N and antiperiodic for even N: in the latter case one should use antiperiodic
single-particle orbitals in order to ensure that the full manybody wavefunction is periodic.
Also in the case of a harmonic confinement Vext (x) =
mω02 x2 /2 the wavefunction has an explicit solution. We have
p
−x2 /2a2ho
φ j (x) = H j−1 (x/ap
/ π2 j−1 ( j − 1)!, ε j = h̄ω0 ( j −
ho )e
1/2) with aho = h̄/mω0 the harmonic oscillator length and
H j the Hermite polynomials. By using the fact that for Vandermonde determinants det p j−1 (xk ) = Π1≤ j<k≤N (xk − x j ) for
p j (x) polynomial of degree j with coefficient 1 in the x j term,
and the properties of the Hermite polynomials, the wavefunction can be explicitly written as36–38


2
Ψho (x1 , ...xN ) = CN Π1≤ j<`≤N |x j − x` | e− ∑ j (x j /aho ) /2 (6)
√ 

√
−m πm! 1/2 is a normalization
where CN = N! ΠN−1
m=0 2
constant.
Quite remarkably, the above equation (6) displays a striking
connection to random matrix theory39 : |Ψho (x1 , ...xN )|2 coincides with the joint distribution of the eigenvalues of a N × N
matrix belonging to the Gaussian unitary ensemble (GUE).
This also implies that the distribution of the position of the
last fermion in the trap is of Tracy-Widom (TW-GUE) type.
The Girardeau solution can also be extended to a class of
time-dependent problems, where the particles are subjected to
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an arbitrary external time-dependent potential. Since the cusp
condition must hold at all times, the solution by Girardeau can
be extended to the time-dependent one40
Ψ(x1 , . . . , xN ,t) = Π j,` sign(x j − x` )ΨA (x1 , . . . , xN ,t)

(7)

where the fermionic wavefunction is built with time dependent single-particle orbitals corresponding to the solution of
the Schrödinger equation ih̄∂t φ j = (−(h̄2 /2m) + Vext (x,t)φ j
and φ j (x, 0) are the solution of the equilibrium Schrödinger
equation in the initial potential Vext (x, 0). This approach allows to study a large class of problems where the initial Fermi
sphere evolves under the effect of a time variation of the external trapping potential. As an example, we may cite the expansion and interference of a TG gas40 , the quench dynamics
following a sudden change of the harmonic confinement41 as
well as periodically driven systems42 .
We also remark that the case of two hamonically trapped
bosons has an exact solution for any value of the contact interaction strength g43 . In such a case, Ψ(x1 , x2 ) =
φ1 (xCM )ψν (xrel ), where xCM = (x1 + x2 )/2, xrel = x1 − x2 , and
ν’s being the solutions of the transcendental equation
√ a1D
Γ(−ν/2)
= 2
.
Γ(−ν/2 + 1/2)
aho

(8)

The wavefunction solving the Schrödinger equation for the
relative motion43 reads

2 
(π/2)1/4
ν 1 xrel
2ν/2
ψν (xrel ) = √ p
Φ − , , 2
2 2 aho
aho N (ν) Γ(−ν/2 + 1/2)
(9)
where Γ(u) is the gamma Euler function, Φ is the (Kummer)
hypergeometric function, and
n

N (ν) = Γ(ν + 1) 1 + sin(πν)
Ψ
2π

ν
2


+1 −Ψ

ν
2

+ 21

o

(10)
is a normalization factor involving the digamma function
Ψ(u) = Γ0 (u)/Γ(u).
In all the above examples, we have described a continuous
system. The analogue of the Girardeau solution can also be
formulated on the lattice in the limit of hard-core bosons. In
this case, specific commutation relations for the bosonic field
operators a j have to be imposed to ensure the impenetrability
condition, namely [ai , a†j ] = δi, j for i 6= j and {ai , a†i } = 1,
a2i = 0 = (a†i )2 . In the presence of an additional harmonic
potential V j = V2 x2j on the lattice sites x j = j∆x, with ∆x the
lattice spacing, the corresponding Hamiltonian reads


H = −J ∑ a†j a j+1 + H.c. +V2 ∑ x2j a†j a j ,
j

(11)

j

where J is the tunnel amplitude among nearest lattice sites.
The exact solution then follows from the Jordan-Wigner transformation
†

j−1 −iπ f`
f j† = a†j Π`=1
e

f`

†

j−1 iπ f` f`
f j = Π`=1
e
aj

(12)
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which maps the hard-core bosons onto non-interacting
fermions described by the fermionic field operators f j . Exploiting the Wick’s theorem, this allows to obtain the onebody density matrix of hard-core bosons in a closed form requiring only the knowledge of the single-particle eigenstates
of the Hamiltonian H 44 (see also [45] for an alternative procedure). The above method has also been extended to obtain
finite-temperature properties46 and the spectral function47 of
lattice bosons.
B.

Specific focus on calculation of observables

Given the knowledge of the many-body wavefunction, still
it is not always immediate to obtain physical observables.
We provide in this section specific examples on how to compute the main observables accessible in ultracold-atom experiments.
1.

Density profiles

The first observable accessible is the density profile that in
terms of the bosonic creation and annihilation operators Ψ̂(x)
and Ψ̂† (x) is defined as n(x) = hΨ̂† (x)Ψ̂(x)i. For the TG gas,
by using the Bose-Fermi mapping, the density profile, as well
as all other diagonal observables, is the same as the density
profile for a spinless fermionic gas. If φ j (x) are the singleparticle orbitals for a non-interacting particles trapped in an
external potential Vext (x), then the density profiles can be written
N

n(x) =

N

∑ |φ j (x)|2 = ∑ hφ j |δ (x − x j )|φ j i.

j=1

(13)

j=1

Several elementary methods may be employed to obtain the
density profile for a small particle number. Here we describe a
Green’s function method specifically taylored to address large
systems. The key idea of the method is to express the δ function in Eq. (13) in terms of the imaginary part of the Green’s
function G(x) = (x − x̂ + iε)−1 for the position operator x̂, getting the expression
n(x) = −

N
1
lim Im ∑ hφ j |G(x)|φ j i,
π ε→0+ j=1

(14)

and by using the relation between the trace of a matrix and the
determinant of its inverse
n(x) = −

1
∂
lim Im
[ln det(x − x̂ + iε + λ I)]λ =0
π ε→0+ ∂ λ

(15)

where I is a diagonal matrix with the first N diagonal elements
equal to 1, and zero otherwise. Expressions (14) and (15) are
particularly useful for the case of a harmonic trapping potential. Indeed, for such a system, the position operator expressed
48
on Hamiltonian eigenstates basis is a tridiagonal matrix
p ,
whose non-zero elements takes the values [x̂] j, j+1 = j/2.
This implies that all techniques developed to deal with 1D
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tight-binding systems for the calculation of the density of
states can be exploited for the calculation for the density profile of the harmonically trapped bosonic (fermionic) gas48 . In
particular one can use the Kirkman and Pendry relation49 in
order to express the density profile as a function of only the
G1,N (x) Green’s function element50 . This is somehow equivalent to the fact that the total density can be expressed as a
function of only two wavefunctions, φN ane φN−1 51 . Let us
underline that the Green’s function method sheds light on the
quantum aspect of the system50 . Indeed one can observe that:
(i) if one reduces the position operator to a N × N matrix, excluding all states that are not occupied by the fermions (at
zero temperature), one obtains a density profile composed by
N delta peaks: no exchange is possible among the particles;
(ii) the Thomas-Fermi approximation, that leads to a smooth
density profile where shell effects are not visible,
q
(16)
nTF (x) = 2N − x2 /a2ho /(πaho )
corresponds to a single occupied statep(the first) and to fix the
"hopping" terms [x̂] j, j+1 to the value N/2 for any j.
The Green’s function method can be generalized to higher
dimensions52 . Alternatively it is also possible to express
the exact density profile in term of a sum over Laguerre
polynomials53 or using random matrix theory39,54 . Threedimensional shell effects have been numerically calculated in
Refs. [55] and [56] and analytically in any dimension57 to
leading order in 1/N.
At arbitrary interactions, the harmonically trapped system
is not integrable. Still, at sufficiently large N, the density profile can be obtained using the local-density approximation.
For one-dimensional bosons at finite interactions, by using
the exact equation of state µhom [n] stemming from the Bethe
Ansatz solution for the homogeneous system1 , one obtains the
density profile using the implicit equation58,59
µ −Vext (x) = µhom [n(x)]

(17)

together
with imposing the normalization condition
R
dx n(x) = N which fixes the value of the chemical potential µ of the trapped system. As the Thomas-Fermi
approximation in the TG limit, the LDA neglects the shell
structure on the density profile.

2.

One-body density matrix

The reduced one body-density matrix embeds the firstorder coherence properties of the system. It is defined as
ρ1 (x, y) = hΨ̂† (x)Ψ̂(y)i. The one-body density matrix is a key
quantity for bosonic systems since its behaviour at large distances characterizes the off-diagonal long-range order, and in
particular allows to obtain the condensate density n0 according to the Penrose and Onsager criterion, which for a homogeneous system reads ρ1 (x, y) → n0 for |x − y| → ∞. In one
dimensional systems there is no Bose-Einstein condensation,
and the one-body density matrix decays as a power law for
arbitrary (non-zero) interactions as predicted by the Luttinger

5
liquid theory60 (see also61 for finite-size corrections). Finally,
the one-body density matrix allows to obtain the momentum
distribution of the gas by Fourier transform with respect to the
relative coordinate,
n(k) =

Z

dxdy eik(x−y) ρ1 (x, y).

(18)

For the TG gas a closed-form expression for the onebody density matrix was provided by Lenard62 . Its asymptotic behaviour in the homogeneous system has been studied
with several techniques: at large distances as derived by the
Lenard expansion63–65 , using replica trick66 and random matrix theory36 , as well as the short distances67 , where a general connection has been found between the coefficients of
the one-body density matrix and the local two- and three-body
correlators68 .
We detail here the calculation of the one-body density matrix for the TG gas, in a harmonic trap, following Ref. [36]. In
first quantization, the one-body density matrix reads
ρ1 (x, y) = N

Z

dx2 , ...dxN Ψ∗ho (x, x2 , ...xN )Ψho (y, x2 , ....xN ).

(19)
Inserting the expression for the TG many-body wavefunction
(4), in analogy to [62] it is possible to factor the many-body
integrals into the determinant of one-body integrals, thus simplifying considerably the complexity of the calculation. The
final result reads


2
2
2
ρ1 (x, y) = c2N e−(x +y )/2aho det b j,k (x/aho , y/aho )
(20)
with
b j,k = c j ck

Z ∞
−∞

2

dze−z (x − z)(y − z)z j+k−2

− 2sign(x − y)

Z y
x

2

dze−z (x − z)(y − z)z j+k−2 (21)

√
and c j = [2 j−1 / πΓ( j)]1/2 . The latter integral can be explicitly calculated in terms of the incomplete γ function and
confluent hypergeometric functions36 . For large N, it can be
shown that the one-body density matrix reduces to36
[G(3/2)]4 (1 − (x/RT F )2 )1/8 (1 − (y/RT F )2 )1/8
π
|x/RT F − y/RT F |1/2
(22)
√
where RT F = 2Naho is the Thomas-Fermi radius and G(z)
is the Barnes G-function. A useful extension of Lenard’s
method allows to obtain the expression of the time-dependent
one-body density matrix, ρ1 (x, y,t) = hΨ† (x,t)Ψ(y,t)i with
Ψ(x,t) = eiHt Ψ(x)e−iHt , whose dynamical evolution could be
due e.g. to a quench of the system parameters. In such a case,
using the time-dependent Bose-Fermi mapping and exploiting
the properties of the determinants one has69

ρ1 (x, y) ∼ N 1/2

N

ρ1 (x, y,t) =

∑

φ j∗ (x,t)A j` (x, y,t)φ` (y,t),

(23)

j,`=1

where the N × N matrix A(x, y,t) is given by
A(x, y,t) = (P−1 )T det P and Pj` (x, y,t) = δ j` − 2sgn(x −
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y) xy dx0 φ j∗ (x0 ,t)φ` (x0 ,t). This approach allows for a very
efficient and exact (up to numerical accuracy) calculation
of the time evolution of the one-body density matrix. A
finite-temperature extension of the above result has been
demonstrated using Fredholm determinants approach70 , valid
each time the wavefunctions vanish at the boundaries of the
system (eg for harmonically trapped or hard-wall potentials).
R

3.

Higher order correlators

As we have seen in the previous section, the one-body density matrix provides the momentum distribution that, together
with the density profile, represents one of the main observable easily accessible in ultracold atoms. Spatial and momentum fluctuations around the average are more difficult to
be detected71 , but they can lead the most interesting signal
as known in phase transitions or quantum optics. Actually
there is a particular interest in studying higher momentum
occupation number, like the momentum distribution variance
σ p2 = hN p2 i − hN p i2 and covariance hN p Nq i72–77 , or the full
counting statistics76,77 .
The momentum distribution variance and coviarance are
obtained by the Fourier transform of the two-body density matrix, that in first quantization reads
ρ2 (x1 , x2 ; y1 , y2 ) =
Z

dx3 · · ·

Z

dxN Ψ(x1 , x2 , x3 , . . . , xN )Ψ∗ (y1 , y2 , x3 , . . . , xN ).
(24)

Indeed
hN p Nq i =

Z

Z

dx1

Z

dx2

Z

dy1

dy2

(25)

eip(y1 −x1 ) eiq(y2 −x2 ) ρ2 (x1 , x2 ; y1 , y2 ).
For the homogeneous TG gas it has been found that, at any
momentum p, with p 6= 076,77 ,
hN p Nq i = (1 + δ p,q )hN p ihNq i,

(26)

and the full counting statistics of N p is exponential. The fact
that there is no correlations if p 6= q is very different from
the weakly interacting case where pairs with opposite momenta are expected by the Bogolubov theory. At p = q = 0
the signature of quasi-long-range coherence is a decreasing
function of fluctuations. In this case, it has been found that77
hN02 i = 1.33hN0 i2 and the full quantum statistics is neither exponential nor Gumbel as predicted in the weakly interacting
system76 , but seems to be in good agreement with a positiveGaussian distribution77 . In the trap system, it has been shown
that non trivial correlations, including negative correlations
appear for momenta smaller or of the order of the inverse radius of the gas78 .
4.

6
namical structure factor S(k, ω), and the spectral function
A(k, ω).
Dynamical structure factor.
The dynamical structure factor is defined as the space-time Fourier transform of the connected density-density correlations S(k, ω) =
F hn(x,t)n(y, 0)ic , with hABic = hABi − hAihBi and h...i denotes the quantum average on the state of the system. It yields
information on the spectrum of the system collective excitations, ie the response of the fluid upon the transfer of an energy
h̄ω and a momentum h̄k. This quantity is accessible in quantum gases experiments via Bragg scattering techniques79–81 .
Since it involves only the density operators n(x,t), the dynamical structure factor of the TG gas coincides with the one
of a noninteracting Fermi gas. In the general case of a gas
under external confinement, it reads
S(k, ω) = 2π ∑

Z

2

dx e−ikx φi∗ (x)φ j (x)

i, j

× f (εi )[1 − f (ε j )]δ (ω − ωi j ) .

(27)

with ωi j = ε j − εi and φ j (x) the single particle orbitals solution of the equilibrium Schrödinger problem. In the case of
harmonic external potential we have79
S (k, h) = 2πe−k

2 /2

N−1

i!
∑ (i + h)!
i=max{N−h,0}



k2
2

h h
i2
.
Lih k2 /2

(28)
Here h is an integer corresponding to a single-atom excitation
of h quanta of the harmonic oscillator and Lih (x) is the ith generalized Laguerre polynomial of parameter h.
It is useful to mention that a local-density approximation for the dynamical structure factor yields a good apRproximation if ω  ω0 . The LDA reads SLDA (k, ω) =
dx n(x)Shom (k, ω; µ[n(x)], with µ[n] being the equation of
state, which in the TG gas reads µ[n] = π 2 n2 /2m, and n(x)
being the density profile of the gas.
Spectral function The spectral function is defined as
A(k, ω) = − π1 ImGR (k, ω) where the retarded Green’s function GR (k, ω) is the Fourier transform of GR (x,t; y,t 0 ) =
θ (t − t 0 ) [G> (x,t; y,t 0 ) − G< (x,t; y,t 0 )] with G< (x,t; y,t 0 ) =
−ı Ψ̂† (y,t 0 )Ψ̂(x,t) , and G> (x,t; y,t 0 ) = −ı Ψ̂(x,t)Ψ̂† (y,t 0 )
being the lesser and greater Green’s functions. The spectral
function contains the information on the response of the system when a particle is extracted or added to the system with
wavevector h̄k and energy h̄ω. At difference from the dynamical structure factor, this quantity has bosonic character, ie it
is very different from its fermionic counterpart.
Thanks to the knowledge of the many-body wavefunction,
it is possible to provide a closed, exact expression for the spectral function of the TG gas in arbitrary external potential47 . To
give an idea of the calculation, we provide some details for the
case of the lesser Green’s function. We start from its definition,

Dynamical structure factor and spectral function

The time-dependent Bose-Fermi mapping allows to obtain
in an exact way dynamical correlation functions, as the dy-

ıG< (x,t, y,t 0 )η = ψ̂ † (y,t 0 )ψ̂(x,t) η
D 0
E
0
= eiHt ψ̂ † (y)e−iHt eiHt ψ̂(x)e−iHt

η

(29)

Strongly interacting trapped 1D quantum gases: an exact solution
where h...iη indicates the expectation value over the manybody state |ηi with η = {η1 , ...ηN } single-particle quantum
numbers, H is the many-body Hamiltonian and ψ̂(x), ψ̂ † (x)
are bosonic field operators, satisfying the commutation relations [ψ̂(x), ψ̂ † (y)] = δ (x − y). Using the completeness relation and setting X = x2 . . . xN , Y = y2 . . . yN , the lesser Green’s
function in first quantization reads
ıG< (x,t, y,t 0 )η =
×

(t−t 0 )

0
eiEη
e−iEn (t−t )
(N − 1!)2 ∑
n

Z

Z
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this notation, the Hamiltonian describing the system is formally the same as the one for the bosons (1). As a consequence of the cusp condition (2) that holds for the mixture
too, in the limit g → +∞ the many-body wavefunction vanishes whenever xi = x j . Thus it can be written83,84
Ψ(x1 , . . . , xN ) =

∑

aP θP (x1 , . . . , xN )ΨA (x1 , . . . , xN ) (32)

P∈SN

dY Ψ∗η (y,Y )Ψn (Y )

dXΨ∗n (X)Ψη (x, X).

Using the exact expression for the many-body wavefunction
of the state Ψη and for the excited states Ψn belonging to the
N − 1 sector of the Hilbert space, we obtain the expression for
the lesser Green’s function of a TG gas:
ıG< (x,t, y,t 0 ) = Det[P(x,t)P(y,t 0 )|ηη ]a< (x,t, y,t 0 )

where SN is the permutation group of N elements,
θP (x1 , . . . , xN ) is equal to 1 in the coordinate sector xP(1) <
· · · < xP(N) , and ΨA is the fully antisymmetric fermionic wavefunction (3). The coefficients aP in Eq. (32) for the case of the
exchange of identical fermions are equal to 1, and for the case
of the exchange of identical bosons are equal to -1. Thus the
number of independent coefficients is reduced to

(30)

DN,b+ f =

where
a< (x,t, y,t 0 ) = φ~ (x,t)Tη ([P(x,t)P(y,t 0 )]−1 )T |ηη φ~ ∗ (y,t 0 )η ,
(31)
R∞

x̄)φl (x̄,t)φm∗ (x̄,t)d x̄

with Plm (x,t) = −∞ sign(x −
=
R∞
−ıt(ε
−ε
)
∗
m
~
l
δl,m − 2 e
and φ (x,t) =
x φl (x̄)φm (x̄)d x̄
[φ1 (x,t), . . . , φM (x,t)]T .
As a comparison,
the
0) =
fermionic Green’s function reads G<
(x,t,
y,t
F
0
ı ∑η e−ıε j (t−t ) φ j∗ (y)φ j (x), ie it is diagonal in the particle
space basis. We see then explicitely that the spectral function is a bosonic observable, ie does not coincide with the
corresponding observable in the mapped Fermi gas. Notice
that the above result recovers Pezer and Buljan result for
the equal-time correlator69 . Equation (30) hence allows for
an efficient numerical implementation. A similar derivation
can be done for G> (x,t, y,t 0 ). The above expression is fully
general, ie it applies to any state η. Of special interest is the
case when η is the ground state, hence allowing to obtain the
zero-temperature expression for A(k, ω).

N!
.
N1 ! . . . Nb+ f !

(33)

We can thus reduce the dimensionality of our system from N!
to DN,b+ f by regrouping the sectors that are equal modulo permutations of identical particles. We call this basis the snippet
basis85,86 .
In order to find all the other coefficients aP of the groundstate wavefunction we use a variational approach87 , by calculating the energy at the first order with respect the small parameter 1/g (for a similar treatment on the lattice case see88 )
and by minimizing it in the limit g → ∞,
1
1
Eg ' Eg→∞ + [∂1/g E]1/g→∞ = Eg→∞ − K.
g
g

(34)

Remark that this corresponds to maximize K that, as we will
see in Sec. II E is proportional to the Tan’s contact89 . The
procedure is the following. One write K(aP ) by exploiting the
cusp condition (2),
K(aP ) =

∑

P,Q∈SN

(aP − aQ )2 αP,Q ,

(35)

where
C.

Multicomponent mixtures of bosons and fermions

We consider a mixture of NB = N1B + · · · + NbB bosons and
NF = N1F + · · · + N Ff fermions, with N = NB + NF , divided in
b and f spin components82 . We assume a supersymmetric
model where all particles have same mass m, all particles experience the same trapping potential Vext (x), and the interaction between particles Vint (x, y) = gδ (x − y) does not depend
on the spin. This is compatible with the fact that fermions
with the same spin do not interact since the wavefunction being antisymmetric for exchange of two identical fermions, the
interaction term does not play any role.
The positions of the particles are given by the coordinates
x1B,1 , . . . , xNB,b
, xNF,1
, . . . xNF, f . For the sake of simplicity of noB
B +1
tations, in the following, if not needed, we will omit the exponents specifying the type and the spin of the particles. Using

αP,Q =

Z

dx1 , . . . dxN θId (x1 , . . . , xN )δ (xk − xk+1 )[∂ ΨA /∂ xk ]2

≡ αk

(36)

if P and Q are equal up to a transposition of two consecutive
distinguishable particles or indistinguishable bosons. Then
one imposes the stationarity of K(aP ), taking into account
the normalization condition ∑P a2P = 1, by introducing the Lagrange multiplier λ
∂aP [K(aP ) + λ ∑ a2P ] = 0.

(37)

P

This leads to the diagonalization problem
K̃asnip = λ asnip ,

(38)

Strongly interacting trapped 1D quantum gases: an exact solution
where asnip is the vector of the DN,b+ f independent ai coefficients, and K̃ is a DN,b+ f × DN,b+ f matrix defined in the snippet basis by

−αi, j
if i 6= j
K̃i, j =
(39)
∑d,k6=i αi,k + 2 ∑b,k6=i αi,k if i = j
where the index d means that the sum has to be taken over
snippets k that transpose distinguishable particles as compared
to snippet i, while b means that the sum is taken over sectors
that transpose identical bosons. The aP ’s corresponding the
highest eigenvalue of K̃ yield the ground state of the system.
The eigenstates corresponding to the other eigenvalues give
access to the excites states belonging to the same DN,b+ f degenerate manifold at g → ∞.
Our solution generalizes the one for the homogeneous system to arbitrary external potential in the hard-core limit g →
∞. Indeed, in the homogeneous case (periodic boundary conditions or hard walls) the Bethe Ansatz provides an exact expression for the many-body wavefunction of multicomponent
supersymmetric mixtures at arbitrary interaction g (see eg90
for a review). Let us point out that the case of few trapped
SU(2) fermions, with finite interactions, has been tackled in
[91] and [92].
Finally, for fermionic SU(κ) mixtures, with κ the number
of components, the above approach has been extended to timedependent problems93 . In this case the solution is exact to
order 1/g, and is based on the mapping onto a Heisenberg
SU(κ) Hamiltonian84,94,95 on a lattice of N sites, where N =
N1 + ... + Nκ is the total number of fermions:
N−1

Hs = (E0 −

∑
i

N−1

Ji ) +

∑ Ji Pi,i+1 .

(41)

where nT F is the Thomas-Fermi profile (16) and xi is the center of mass of the i−th and (i + 1)−th particle. The manybody wavefunction is then still described by Eq. (32), but
with time-dependent coefficients aP (t) and αi (t). The time
evolution of the coefficients aP is determined by the Heisenberg Hamiltonian (40). The time dependence of the coefficients αi is due to the time variations of the external trapping
potential93 . Purely spin dynamics, i.e. with αi constant in
time, is realized by a suitable choice of the dynamical excitation protocol98 .
1.

• the diagonal elements [Γ(2) ]A,A are equal to bNb >1 −
fN f >1 , bNb >1 and fN f >1 being the number of bosonic
and fermionic components with a number of particles
per component greater than one;
• the off-diagonal elements [Γ(2) ]A,B are equal to -1 (+1)
if snippets A and B differ by the permutation of two
distinguishable fermions (bosons);
• the off-diagonal elements [Γ(2) ]A,B are equal to −1N f if
snippets A and B differ by the permutation of a boson
with a fermion with in between N f fermions;
• the other off-diagonal elements are zero.
For the case of 4 particles pi , with two particles per component
i, DN,b+ f = 6: p1 p1 p2 p2 , p1 p2 p1 p2 , p1 p2 p2 p1 , p2 p1 p1 p2 ,
p2 p1 p2 p1 , p2 p2 p1 p1 . If f = 2 and b = 0,
−2
 1

 −1
(2)
ΓN=4, f =2,b=0 = 
 −1
 1
0


Here Pi,i+1 is the permutation operator among the particle i
and i+1, E0 is the Fermi energy for the mixture, and Ji = αi /g
is a site-dependent hopping amplitude related to the overlaps
αi given in Eq. (36) above. An accurate expression for the
exchange constants at large N is given by84 (see also [96] and
[97])
Ji =

diagrams corresponding to the irreducible representations of
the permutation group SN 99 . As we shall see below, symmetry properties emerge in physical observables, e.g. in the
momentum distribution tails.
In order to obtain the symmetry associated with a given
wave function Ψ(x1 , . . . , xN ) belonging to the degenerate manifold, we define a set of DN,b+ f × DN,b+ f matrices, the pcycle class-sums operators99,100 , whose eigenvalues are directly connected to the irreducible representations of SN , and
thus to the Young tableaux. The p-cycle class-sum operator
Γ(p) is the sum of the permutation of p elements in a cyclic
way. For instance, the structure of Γ(2) = ∑i< j (i, j) on the
snippet basis is the following:

(40)

i=1

h̄4 π 2 n3T F (xi )
3m2 g
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Symmetry considerations

Being the Hamiltonian (1) invariant with respect to permutation symmetry, its eigenstates can be labelled via the Young

1
−2
1
1
0
1

−1
1
−2
0
1
−1

−1
1
0
−2
1
−1

1
0
1
1
−2
1

0
1
−1
−1
1
−2









(42)

with eigenvalues γ (2) = {−6, −2, −2, −2, 0, 0}. These γ (2) ’s
correspond to the Young tableaux (1,1,1,1)= , (2,1,1)=
,
and (2,2)= , whose dimensions d (1,3 and 2 respectively) is
given by the Hook formula
d=

N!
∏(i, j) h(i, j)

(43)

where h(i, j) is equal to the number of cells below the box
(i, j)+ the number of cells at the right of the box (i, j) +1.
Indeed the relation between the γ (2) ’s and a Young tableaux
with a number of boxes λi at line i is
γ (2) =

1
[λi (λi − 2i + 1)].
2∑
i

(44)

For the case of f = 0 and b = 2, i.e. a two-component Bose(2)
(2)
Bose mixture, ΓN=4, f =0,b=2 = −ΓN=4, f =2,b=0 . Its eigenvalues

Strongly interacting trapped 1D quantum gases: an exact solution
γ (2) = {6, 2, 2, 2, 0, 0} correspond to the Young tableaux (4)=
, (3,1)=
, and (2,2)=
, again with dimensions 1,3
and 2.
For the case f = 1 and b = 186 , i.e. a Bose-Fermi mixture,


0 −1 −1 1 1 0
 −1 0 −1 −1 0 1 


 −1 −1 0 0 −1 −1 
(2)
(45)
ΓN=4, f =1,b=1 = 
.
 1 −1 0 0 −1 1 
 1 0 −1 −1 0 −1 
0 1 −1 1 −1 0
The eigenvalues

γ (2)

= {−2, −2, −2, 2, 2, 2} correspond re-

spectively to (2,1,1)=
and (3,1)=
, each one with dimension 3. As we will see in the Sec. III, the ground state
is always given by the most symmetric configuration (corresponding to the highest γ (2) ).
Remark that for N > 5 the class-sum operator Γ(2) is not
sufficient to label the Young tableaux and thus the symmetry of the system, since different diagrams can have the same
eigenvalue γ (2) . In this case one needs to look at the other
sum-class operators Γ(p) , with p > 2 in order to uniquely
identify the symmetry of a state. The general relation between the eigenvalues γ (p) and the Young tableaux with n lines
reads82,101
γ (p) =

1 n
∑ µi (µi − 1) . . . (µi − p + 1)
p i=1
µi − µ j − p
∏ µi − µ j
j6=i

(46)

where µi = λi − i + n.
D.

Finite temperature bosons and fermions

1.

Thermal Bose-Fermi mapping and diagonal observables

The exact solution in the limit of infinite interactions both
for TG bosons and multi-component fermions can be extended at finite temperature.
We detail first the bosonic case. The key idea is that the
Bose-Fermi mapping holds for any many-body energy eigenvalue, hence we can build a thermal density matrix for the TG
gas in terms of the one of a Fermi gas. Writing the bosonic
thermal density matrix as ρ̂B = ∑N,α wN,α |ΨBNα ihΨBNα |,
with wN,α = exp[−β (EN,α − µN)]/Z, α the state quantum
number, β = 1/kB T , µ the chemical potential and Z =
∑N,α wN,α , the expectation value of any observable Ô is given
by hÔi = ∑N,α wN,α hΨBNα |Ô|ΨBNα i. The Bose-Fermi mapping for a given energy eigenstate |ΨBα i states that it can be
written in terms of the one of a noninteracting Fermi gas by
the mapping operator Â, such that |ΨBNα i = Â|ΨFNα i. In
coordinate representation, for a N-particle state |ΨBNα i the
many-body wavefunction reads
ΨNα (x1 ...xN ) = Π1≤ j<`≤N sign(x j − x` )ΨFNα (x1 , x2 .., xN ).
(47)
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where α = {ν1 , ...νN } is the set of single-particle

 quantum numbers, ΨFNα (x1 , x2 .., xN ) = √1N! det φν j (xk ) is the
fermionic wavefunction constructed with the single particle
orbitals φν j (x) corresponding single-particle energies εν j , allowing to obtain the energy ENα = ∑Nj=1 εν j . The statistical
Bose-Fermi mapping reads102
hÔi = ∑ wα hΨFα |A−1 ÔA|ΨFα i.

(48)

α

Of specific interest are the observables that commute with
the mapping operator Â, as the density and particle current
operators. In this case their expectation value coincides with
the fermionic one. For the particle density one has
n(x) =

1
∑ e−β (EN,α −µN) nNα (x)
Z N,α

(49)

with nNα (x) = ∑Nj=1 |φν j (x)|2 which leads to
∞

n(x) =

∑ f (ε j )|φ j (x)|2

(50)

j=1

with f (ε j ) = 1/(eβ (ε j −µ) + 1) the Fermi occupation numbers.
The chemical potential at temperature T and average particle
number N is obtained by setting N = ∑∞j=1 f (ε j ). An analytical expression for the thermal particle density at large N is
given by54
s
kB T
1
n(x) = − √
2πN
h̄ω0
aho N



N h̄ω
mω02 x2
Li1/2 −(e kB T − 1) exp −
.
(51)
2kB T
Similarly, the particle current density of a TG gas at finite
temperature coincides with the one of a Fermi gas and reads
j(x) =

ih̄
2m

∞

∑ f (ε j )

j=1

 ∗

φ j (x)∂x φ j (x) − (∂x φ j∗ (x))φ j (x) . (52)

Notice that all the above expressions can be used also to describe the time evolution of an initial thermal state, the time
dependence being included in the evolution of the singleparticle orbitals φ j (x,t)102–106 .
The same results hold for fermionized fermions and BoseFermi mixtures by a straightforward generalization of the previous mapping107 .
2.

Finite temperature one-body density matrix

The Bose-Fermi mapping (47) allows to construct the thermal average for the TG one-body density matrix :
ρ1B (x, y) =

Z

∑ PN,α N

N,α

I

dx2 , ...dxN

× ΨN,α (x, x2 .., xN )Ψ∗N,α (y, x2 , .., xN ).

(53)

Strongly interacting trapped 1D quantum gases: an exact solution
Here I = (−∞, ∞) is the spatial integration domain, PN,α =
e−β (EN,α −µN) /Z is the thermal distribution function, Z =
∑N,α e−β (EN,α −µN) the partition function for the TG gas with
ENα = ∑Nj=1 εν j , β = 1/kB T , and µ the chemical potential.
Equation (53) can be simplified as illustrated in an early work
by Lenard108 . The resulting expression reads109
(−2) j
( j)
(sign(x − y)) j ρ1B (x, y)
j!
j=0
∞

ρ1B (x, y) =

∑

(54)

where we have defined
( j)
ρ1B (x, y) =

Z y
x

dx2 ...dx j+1 det[ρ1F (xi , x` )]i,`=1, j+1 ,

(55)

ρ1F (x, y) = ∑Nj=1 f j φ j (x)φ j∗ (y) being the fermionic one-body
density matrix, f j = 1/[eβ (ε j −µ) + 1] the Fermi occupation
factor of a single-particle energy level, and in the above determinant one has to take xi = x for i = 1 and x` = y for ` = 1.
Using the definition of the fermionic one-body density matrix,
the j-th term of the one-body density matrix is given by
( j)

ρ1B (x, y) =

∑

ν1 ..ν j+1

fν1 ... fν j+1

∑

(−1)P φν1 (x)φνP(1) (y)

P∈S j+1

j+1 Z x

dx` φν` (x` )φν∗P(`) (x` ).

∏

(56)

`=2 y

This can be finally casted onto the compact form69,110,111
( j)

j+1

ρ1B (x, y) =

∑

fν1 ... fν j+1

ν1 ..ν j+1

∑ φν1 (x)Aν1 νk (x, y)φν∗k (y)

(57)

k=1

where Aν1 νk (x, y) can be expressed as functions of special
functions for the case of a harmonically trapped gas109 .
Another strategy to reduce the calculation of the thermal
one-body density matrix to a simple double sum has been
found by the authors of Ref. [70]. Indeed it can be shown
that one can write
∞ p
p
fi φi (x)Qi j f j φ j∗ (y)
(58)
ρ1B (x, y) = ∑
i, j=0

where Qi j are the matrix elements of the operator
Q(x, y) = (P−1 )T detP

(59)
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E.

Momentum distribution and Tan’s contact

1.

Momentum distribution at small and large k

The momentum distribution is one of the most common experimental observables, as it is measurable from time-of flight
images of the atomic cloud after a sudden turn-off of the harmonic trap, assuming that interactions do not play any role
during the expansion. This fact is ensured by the sudden drop
of the density after switching off the confinement.
From the theoretical point of view, the momentum distribution is readily obtained as the Fourier transform of the onebody density matrix (see again Eq.(18)). The momentum distribution at small wavevector contains information about the
off-diagonal long-range order: if there is a Bose-Einstein condensate, n(k = 0) = O(N) with N the total particle number. In
the case of √
a TG gas in a harmonic trap, it was shown that36
n(k = 0) ∝ N. The effect of interactions and quantum fluctuations is so strong to destroy Bose-Einstein condensation,
and we have only quasi off-diagonal long-range order. For
arbitrary interactions, it is possible to generalize the previous
result113 and one has n(k = 0) ∝ N α with α ≤ 1/2. In the
infinite size, homogeneous system the Luttinger liquid theory
predicts the universal behaviour n(k) ∼ k1/2K−1 for any interaction strength, where K(γ) is the Luttinger parameter114
which depends on interaction strength. This results holds for
wavevectors smaller than the inverse of the interparticle distance, ie k ≤ n0 with n0 the one-dimensional density. For finite
systems of length L, the divergence is cut at small k ∼ 2π/L.
At large wavevectors, another form of universality sets
in and is related to contact interaction potential describing
the ultracold gases. The one-body density matrix at short
distance has a non-analytic behaviour at third order36 , i.e.
ρ1 (x, x0 ) ∼ |x − x0 |3 implying a universal decay for wavevectors k ≥ n0 67,115
n(k) ∼ k−4 .

(62)

This property originates from the cusp at short distance in the
many-body wavefunction due to the contact (delta) interactions. It holds in all spatial dimensions and both at zero and at
finite temperature.

with
Z y
p
Pi j (x, y) = δi j − 2sign(y − x) fi f j
dx00 φi (x00 )φ j∗ (x00 ).
x

(60)
Using LDA combined with bosonization, it is possible to
deduce an approximate expression for the thermal one-body
density matrix at large N:
A [n(x)n(y)]1/4
ρ1B (x, y) '
,
[`T sinh(π|x − y|/`T )]1/2

2.

Tan’s contact

The Tan’s contact C is the weight of the large-momentum
tails of the momentum distribution,
C = lim n(k)k4 .
k→∞

(61)

where A is a constant, n(x) is the thermal density profile
given in Eq. (51), and `T = h̄vF /kB T is the thermal length112 ,
with vF = h̄πn(0)/m being the Fermi velocity at the center of
the trap. It has been shown78 that Eq. (61) gives results in
very good agreement with those obtained by using the exact
solution (58) already for N = 10.

(63)

Tan’s contact can be related to several many-body quantities,
ranging from the interaction energy to the depletion rate by
inelastic collisions, and many more116–119 . Indeed it can be
shown that
C=

gm2
m2 ∂ E
hV
i
=
−
,
int
π h̄4
π h̄4 ∂ g−1

(64)
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that in the g → ∞ limit can be written
C=

m2
K.
π h̄4

interaction parameter, ρ being the total density. By using
Eq. (64), one gets for the homogeneous gas
(65)

We remind the reader that K = −[∂ E/∂ g−1 ]g→∞ and that we
have shown that different values of K label the multiplet of
strongly interacting mixtures (corresponding to the degenerate
manifold in the limit g → ∞) and that the ground-state corresponds to the largest value of K. This means that the different
states with different symmetries can be labelled by the Tan’s
contact and that the ground-state corresponds to the largest
value of C , namely to the state with the largest momentum
distribution tails.

3.

In the TG limit, the contact does not depend on the interactions, K being the energy slope in the g → ∞ limit [Eq. (65].
This allows to write C , in this regime, as a function of the corresponding non-interacting fermionic two-body density matrix ρ2F (x1 , x2 ; x10 , x20 )120 . Indeed for a TG gas, it can be shown
that
2
π

C = g2

(70)

where the dimensionless average ground-state energy per parh̄2 3
ρ e(γ).
ticle e is such that ε(ρ) = 2m
In the harmonically trapped system, it is possible to derive
an expression for the contact by performing a LDA67 . We
define the energy functional E[ρ] of the density ρ(x) which,
in the LDA, reads
E[ρ] =

Z

dx[ε(ρ) + (Vext (x) − µ)ρ(x)].

3 h̄2 2
gρ ∂ e
ρ e(γ) −
= µ −Vext (x).
2m
2 ∂γ

(71)

(72)

The chemical potential
R µ is fixed by imposing the normalization condition N = dxρ(x). Combining Eqs. (64), (71) and
(72), we obtain Tan’s contact within the LDA:

Z +∞
−∞

F(x) dx

(66)

CLDA = g2

m2
2π h̄4

Z

where we have defined
ρ2F (x0 , x; x”, x)
F(x) = 0 lim
.
x ,x”→x |x − x0 |x − x”|

(67)

Eq. (66) holds at zero120 and finite temperature, both in the
canonical121 and grand-canonical ensembles109 . F(x) can be
written explicitly as a function of the single-particle orbitals
φi (x),
∞

∞

i=1

i=1

F(x) = n(x) ∑ | fi ∂x φi (x)|2 − | ∑ fi φi (x)∂x φi∗ (x)|2 .

(68)

Eq. (68) is valid at zero temperature (where fi becomes a
step function) and at finite temperature in the grand-canonical
ensemble109 . The explicit expression in the canonical ensemble has a similar but more complicated structure121 .
Finally, remark that Eq. (66) is the (non-homogeneous) TG
limit of the Lieb-Liniger contact expression
C LL = N(N − 1)(m/h̄2 )2 g2 ρ2 (0, 0, 0, 0)

(69)

derived in [22]. Indeed since ρ2 (0, 0, 0, 0) scales as g−2 , the
TG limit of Eq. (69) gives a finite value.

Tan’s contact for trapped mixtures at finite interactions

Let ε be the ground-state energy density of a balanced
homogeneous mixture and γ = mg1D /h̄2 ρ the dimensionless

dxρ 2 (x)

∂e
∂γ

.

(73)

ρ=ρ(x)

Generally e(γ) is not known analytically. However, for
the Lieb-Liniger gas it exists a very accurate analytical
conjucture122 that allows to calculate the contact at any interactions. Moreover the asymptotic behaviour of limγ→∞ e(γ) is
known for the Lieb-Liniger gas as well as for balanced mixtures of SU(κ) fermions. The case of an imbalanced Fermi
gas (a trapped 1D Fermi system interacting with a single impurity) has been studied in [123]. In the strong-interacting
limit, Eq. (73), takes the explicit form67
√
2 × 128 5/2
LL
CLDA,g→∞
= 3
N ,
(74)
aho 45π 3
for Lieb-Liniger bosons and
SU(κ),F

LL
Z1 (κ)
CLDA,g→∞ = CLDA,g→∞

(75)

for SU(κ) fermions89 , where Z1 (κ) = − κ1 [ψ( κ1 ) + CEuler ], ψ
being the digamma function and CEuler the Euler constant.
In the limit of infinitely strong repulsions it is possible to
obtain an exact formula for the contact of a trapped mixture
by using Eq. (65). For each spin component σ , it reads82
m2 κ
∑ (1 + δσ σ 0 ) ∑ (a0 p − aP(k,k+1) )2 αk
2π h̄4 σ 0 =1
P∈GN (k||σ ,σ )
(76)
where GN (k||σ , σ 0 ) is the subset of permutations so that the
indexes in positions k and k + 1 correspond to particles belonging to components σ and σ 0 .
Cσ (∞) =

4.

m2
∂e
Lρ 2
4
∂γ
2π h̄

The ground-state density profile is obtained by minimizing the
energy functional, i.e. setting ∂ E/∂ ρ = 0. This yields an
implicit equation for the density profile,
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At finite temperature, the contact can be derived by the thermodynamic form of the Tan’s relation (64)


π h̄2
dΩ
=
C,
(77)
da1D µ,T
m
where Ω is the grand thermodynamic potential. For the homogeneous Lieb-Liniger gas Ω can be calculated by solving
two coupled equations, the Yang-Yang equations124 , while
for bosonic of fermionic mixture one needs in principle to
deal with an infinity of coupled equations that can be reduced
to three complex coupled equations for the case of SU(2)
fermions125 or bosons126 . Once the grand thermodynamic potential is known as a function of the density, it is possible to
calculate the contact for the thermal trapped system within the
LDA scheme107,127 , the principle of the calculation being exactly the same as for the zero temperature gas. Fot the case of
a thermal Lieb-Liniger gas and a SU(2) fermionic one, it has
been shown that the contact can be written as
N 5/2
CLDA = 3 f (ξγ , ξT ),
aho

(78)

where f (ξγ , ξT ) is a universal function depending only
√on the
type of mixture and on the parameters ξγ = aho /|a1D | N and
ξT = |a1D |/λT . One can also write Eq. (78) under the form
CLDA = N 5/2 /a3ho ζ (ξγ , τ) where ζ is a universal function of
ξγ and τ = T /TF , or analogously as a function of two different
combinations of ξγ and ξT . This writing allows to deduce the
scaling properties of the contact in the thermodynamic limit
at finite temperature. We will discuss this point deeply in Sec.
II E 6.
5. Virial approach at large-temperature at strong
interactions

Let us start from Eq. (77). Using a virial expansion for Ω,
for a Lieb-Liniger gas one has
LL
Cvir
=

4mω0 2
N c2
h̄λT

(79)

where
c2 = λT ∂ b2 /∂ |a1D |, and b2 = ∑ν e−β Erel,ν , λT =
q
2π h̄2 /(mkB T ) being the De Broglie wavelength. For a
harmonically-trapped gas Erel,ν = h̄ω(ν +1/2), where ν’s are
the solutions of the transcendental equation (8). In the TG
regime, corresponding to a1D = 0, one has ν = 2n + 1, with
n ∈ N . In the strongly interacting regime |a1D |/aho  1, we
get the following explicit expression for ν 127
r
√ |a1D |
2
cot(πν/2) ' 2
.
(80)
2n + 1
aho
This allows to obtain an analytical expression for c2 as a function of ξT ,
!
2
√
√
1
e1/2πξT
c2 = 2
−
Erfc(1/ 2πξT )
(81)
2πξT2 23/2 πξT3

12
that is valid for any two interacting particles with the same
mass: two bosons, two fermions or one boson and one
fermion. Thus by inserting expression (81) in (79), one gets
for the Lieb-Liniger gas
!
2
√
2N 5/2 ξγ √
e1/2πξT
LL
Erfc(1/ 2πξT ) , (82)
Cvir =
2−
ξT
πa3ho ξT
that in the TG limit simplifies to109
√
N 5/2 √
2 2 5/2
LL
lim Cvir = 3 N ξγ ξT = 3/2 3 τ.
g→∞
aho
π aho

(83)

It is straightforward to show that89,107 , for the case of N SU(κ)
SU(κ),F
LL (κ −
balanced strongly interacting fermions Cvir
= Cvir
1)/κ.
6.

Scaling properties

Eq. (78) gives the scaling laws for the contact at finite interaction and finite temperature in the thermodynamic limit
(N  1). This means that we can calculate f (ξγ , ξT ) for
N = 2, for instance (if it easier to be calculated for N = 2)
and even if the result once rescaled will not be applicable for
small N, it will be valid for any N  1. This because Eq. (78)
has been derived by the Bethe Ansatz equations and on the
LDA on the top of the them, and both are valid at large N. In
order to cover the intermediate regime from few to many-body
one can use insted the scaling function
CN (ξγ , τ)
f˜(ξγ , τ) =
.
CN (∞, τ)

(84)

Equation (84) holds in the regime of intermediate and large interaction (ξγ & 1) in the following situations: (i) at T = 0 for
a Lieb-Liniger gas and fermionic mixtures128 ; (ii) for a LiebLiniger gas in the canonical ensemble at any temperature121 ;
and for a Lieb-Liniger gas and SU(2) fermionic mixtures
in the grand-canonical ensemble at large temperature107,121 .
This means that in these regimes the contact for N particles
in the g → ∞ limit (the function CN (∞, τ)) contains all the
N-dependency of the contact at almost any interactions.
III.

RESULTS

A.

Density profiles

As outlined in Sec. II B 1, the density profile for N TG
bosons is the same as the density profile for N non-interacting
fermions. In Fig. 5 we show the results obtained with the
Green’s function method for N = 5, 10 and 20 fermions compared with the corresponding Thomas-Fermi density profiles
[Eq. (16)]. We observe a number of density oscillations equal
to the number of particles, whose amplitude decreases with
N. The position of these bumps correspond to the "classical" particles positions50 , namely to the position of the N delta
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FIG. 5.
From [129].Exact particle density profile (bold lines)
for N = 5, 10 and 20 harmonically confined fermions, compared
with the corresponding profiles evaluated in the Thomas-Fermi approximation. Positions are in p
units of the characteristic length of
the harmonic oscillator aho = h̄/(mω0 ) and the particle density
in units of a−1
ho . Reprinted figure with permission from [129],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.85.2850. Copyright (2021) by
the American Physical Society.

peaks that one would get cutting the x̂ operator at the first N
states, not considering highly unoccupied energy states. This
shell effect persists for 2D and 3D fermions trapped in highly
anisotropic harmonic trap52 at zero temperature. Temperature
washes out this effect already at kB T ∼ h̄ω0 .
For the case of supersymmetric mixtures at infinitely strong
interactions, the density profile can be calculated in an exact
way by exploiting Eq. (32). Let xi being the coordinate of a
particle of the component of the mixture we are interested in,
then the density for that component reads
N

nα (x) =

( j)

∑ ρα

ρ j (x)

(85)

j=1

with
ρ j (x) =

Z

dx1 · · ·

Z

dxN δ (x − xi )

(86)

× θP (x1 , . . . , xN )|ΨA (x1 , . . . , xN )|2 ,
( j)

and ρα = ∑{P} |aP |2 being the α-spin density probability at
position x j 130 . In the above expression {P} are the elements
of the snippet basis where a particle of spin α is in position
j. Remark that the aP ’s has the same symmetry of the trap.
They are all equal in a box or in a ring trap, while in the harmonic potential they satisfy the property ai = aN−i+1 . The
resulting density profile depends on the state symmetry, but it
can happen that states corresponding to different symmetries
have the same density profiles. This is the case, for instance,
of TG bosons and non-interacting fermions. In the first case
the many-body wavefunction is fully symmetric while in the
second case it is fully anti-symmetric.
In Figs. 6, 7 and 8 we show the density profiles for several
harmonically trapped mixtures. Figure 6 shows the shape of
the ρ j (x)’s [Eq. (86)] for the case of 8 trapped particles, and

0

−4

0

z [l]

4

0

−4

z [l]

FIG. 6. From [85]. Spin densities of 8 spin-1 bosons in different symmetry configurations. Shown are the densities ρ j (see
Eq. (86) (gray dash-dotted line), and the components n0 (red
solid line), n1 (blue dashed line), and n−1 (green dotted line)
of the spin density. Reprinted figure with permission from [85],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.160405. Copyright (2021)
by the American Physical Society.

the spin-density profiles for a spin-1 boson gas, for different
symmetry configurations.
Figure 7 focuses on balanced fermionic mixtures with N =
6 and κ = 2, 3 and 6 number of components. The symmetry of
the many-body state is indicating by the corresponding Young
tableau. The density for each component of the ground state
(top panel of Fig. 7) is the same for any mixture up to a normalization factor. This is somehow due to the fact that their
symmetry corresponds to a Young tableau (in the tree cases)
that is a closed box. As soon as this sort of "Young tableau
symmetry" is broken, the density profiles may change deeply
for each component as shown for the case of excited states in
the bottom panel of Fig. 7. The density profiles for bosonfermion mixtures have been studied in Refs.[132], [133] and
[82]. Some examples are shown in Fig. 8. In the case of a
boson-fermion mixture the ground state (the state corresponding to the largest slope energy) can never correspond to a
"symmetric" Young tableau and the different components in
the same mixture have different density profiles. For such a
state (state 0, top panel), one observes a demixing behaviour
with the bosonic components concentrates in the center of the
trap and the fermionic ones more occupying the peripheral region of the trap.

B.

Dynamical structure factor and spectral function

The TG solution allows also to access in an exact way to
dynamical properties. In this section we focus on linear response regime, eg the response of the fluid to small perturbations. Large quenches and strongly out-of-equilibrium dynamics will be treated in Sec. III E below.
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FIG. 7. From [131]. Density profiles for the ground state (top
panel) and for the first many-body excited state with a symmetry
different than the ground state (bottom panel) for three balanced
mixtures (ie with the same number of particles in each species
N1 = · · · = Nκ ) of strongly interacting Fermi gases, with different
numbers of components κ = 2, 3, 6 and total particle number N = 6
(from top to bottom: Nν = 3, 2, 1). The density profiles are the
same for each component of the mixture. The inset shows the corresponding ground state density profiles for the case of the corresponding mixtures of noninteracting fermions. Reprinted with permission
from Decamp et al., New J. Phys. 18, 055011 (2016). Copyright
2016, (https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/18/5/055011). Author(s)
licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License.
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FIG. 8. From [134]. Density profiles for the six states with different
symmetry for a mixture of 2 fermions and 2 bosons. Republished
with permission of IOP Publishing, from Analytical and numerical
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FIG. 9. From [79]. Dynamic structure factor of a TG gas under harmonic confinement. Left panel k = 0.1kF , right panel
k = 2kF . The local density approximation (dots) is compared
with the exact solution (lines) at various particle numbers. The
dashed lines indicate the corresponding dynamic structure factor of
a homogeneous gas. Reprinted figure with permission from [79],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.023421. Copyright (2021) by
the American Physical Society.

For a strongly correlated gas, both the spectral function and
the dynamical structure factor are non-vanishing in a large part
of the (k, ω) plane. Since the particle are interacting and fill an
effective Fermi sphere, there are several ways for to adjust an
excitation with transfer of a given momentum h̄k and energy
h̄ω, noticeably by single or multiple particle-hole excitations.
Due to the underlying Fermi sphere structure induced by correlations, in the homogeneous system there are also regions
of the (k, ω) plane which are kinematically forbidden135 , for
example, in the case of dynamical structure factor, at finite
momentum 0 < k < 2kF and small frequency, the first excitations possible are those who correspond to the backscattering
processes −kF to kF around the Fermi points.
In the homogeneous system, the non-linear Luttinger liquid
approach135,136 provides a complete description of the spectral
properties in proximity of each singularity line. Complementary to that approach, we provide here an exact analysis of the
trapped case.
As a first illustration we present in Fig. 9 the results for
the dynamical structure factor of a bosonic TG gas under harmonic confinement. Comparison with LDA shows that it provides a very good description of the spectrum if the energy
transfer considered is much larger than the energy-level spacings ω0 . The LDA approach has been used to predict the dynamical structure factors of bosons in a lattice plus harmonic
trap confinement80 . The presence of the harmonic trap provides important qualitative changes in the shape of the dynamic structure factor as compared to the homogeneous case:
in particular, due to the inhomogeneous density, the finite-k
small-ω regions are in this case accessible to excitations.
The exact solution for the dynamical structure factor has
been extended at finite temperature137 . As main effect of temperature, the backscattering region is washed out and higher
energy excitations become possible.
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ρ(p) [l/h̄]

3

C.

Momentum distribution

The momentum distribution of a harmonically trapped TG
gas was obtained in Ref. [37]. An analytical closed formula for the momentum distribution of two TG bosons is
also known139 . Since the momentum distribution is an offdiagonal observable, ie related to the one-body density matrix, its shape is different from the one of a spinless fermionic
gas, which, in harmonic trap, coincides with the density profile. The momentum distribution of
√ the TG gas displays a
a unique central peak scaling with N and algebraic tails at
large momenta. Also, we notice that there are no oscillations.
This is shown in Fig. 11. The authors of this work85 have
calculated the momentum distribution for 5 spin-1 bosons, for
different wavefunction symmetries and have compared them
to the one for 5 spinless fermions. The fully symmetric state
corresponds to the spinless TG gas. For less symmetric states,
the peak splits, and the momentum distribution develops oscillations, the more the state is anti-symmetric. The momentum
distribution for particles with exchange symmetry depends on

spinless fermions

1

−4

−2

0

2

4

p [h̄/l]

FIG. 11.
From [85].
Momentum distribution of 5 spin1 bosons in different symmetry configurations in comparison with the momentum distribution of 5 spinless
fermions.
Reprinted figure with permission from [85],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.160405.
Copyright
(2021) by the American Physical Society.
0.6
nν (k)/(ahoNν )

The dynamical structure factor can be also defined with respect to a non-equilibrium steady state: in this case its shape
is considerably changed as compared to the ground-state one,
reflecting the exotic nature of such state138 .
As a second example, we present the results for the spectral function of a Tonks-Girardeau gas on a lattice47 . Also in
this case, the system is integrable only in the TG limit due
to the presence of the external lattice potential and is shown
in Fig. 10. The spectral function contains three main excitation singularities: two of them related to the corresponding
branches in the homogeneous system, namely the Lieb-I and
Lieb-II branches, and a third one appearing only in lattices
and associated to the the existence of an inflection point in
the single-particle dispersion. It is interesting to notice that
the Lieb-II branch, which has vanishing spectral weight in the
dynamical structure factor, has here a diverging singularity.
The measurement of the spectral function could then allow to
observe for the first time this eluding branch.

spinless TG gas

non-symmetric
2 spin states

0

FIG. 10. From [47]. Spectral function of a TG gas on a lattice. The lines indicate the positions of the analogs of Lieb-I (red),
Lieb-II (blue) branches and the third branch (yellow) typical of
the lattice dispersion. Reprinted figure with permission from [47],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.065301. Copyright (2021)
by the American Physical Society.
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FIG. 12.
From [89].
Momentum distribution for a balanced 6-component (red curve), 3-component (pink curve) and 2component (orange curve) fermionic mixture with a total number of 6 fermions. Reprinted figure with permission from [89],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.053614. Copyright (2021) by
the American Physical Society.

the allowed symmetry and not really on the nature of the particles themselves140 . As an illustration of this idea, we show
in Figs. 12 and 13 the momentum distribution for 6 particles.
Fig. 12 corresponds to various choices of balanced fermionic
mixtures whose density profiles are shown in Fig. 7. Fig. 13
refers to the ground-state for 3 spinless fermions and 3 identical bosons. The case of 6-component 6 fermions corresponds
to a fully symmetric wavefunction and one finds a momentum
distribution identical to that of a TG gas. For less symmetric cases, as for the spin-1 bosons, the momentum distribution
develops a number of momentum density oscillations equal to
the length of the longest column of the corresponding Young
tableaux: 2 for the case of a 3-component 6-fermion mixture,
3 for the two-component case and for the 3-bosons-3-fermions
mixture.
The effect of an impurity in a trapped Bose system with
different mass ratio has been studied in [141].
At finite temperature, the momentum distribution of multicomponent mixtures displays a crossover behaviour as a function of temperature T , going from a ’spin-ordered’ state at low
temperature to a ’spin-disordered’ one at high temperature142 .
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FIG. 13. From [82]. Momentum distribution for a mixture of
3 bosons and 3 fermions. The maroon line shows the bosonic
momentum distribution and the orange line, the fermionic one.
Reprinted with permission from Decamp et al., New J. Phys. 19,
125001 (2017). Copyright 2017, (https://doi.org/10.1088/13672630/aa94ef). Author(s) licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License.
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Tan’s contact

As the momentum distribution depends on the wavefunction symmetry, the Tan’s contact depends on it as well. In
some way, the contact counts the many-body wavefunction
cusps, thus more the wavefunction is symmetric, more the
contact is sizeable. In the opposite situation, for a fully antisymmetric state, the Tan’s contact will be zero. In Fig. 14
we show the tails of the momentum distributions, drawn in
Fig. 12, multiplied by k4 : the asymptotic value at large k gives
the Tan’s contact. The largest contact corresponds to the fullysymmetric wavefunction (6 fermions, 6 components), the sec(6 fermions, 3 components)
ond to the two-rows diagram
and the last to the diagram
(6 fermions, 2 components).
The Tan’s contact is thus the fingerprint of the many-body
wavefunction symmetry. Let us remark that the Tan’s contact can be exactly calculated for two harmonically trapped
bosons at any interaction strength128 ,
C2 (g) =

m2 g 2
|ψν (0)|2 ,
π h̄4
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FIG. 15. From [41]. Momentum distribution (in units of h̄/aho ) as
a function of time (in units of ω0−1 ) of an expanding TG gas following a sudden turn-off of the harmonic potential. At long times,
the momentum distribution tends to the one of an equilibrium Fermi
gas under harmonic confinement. Reprinted figure with permission
from [41], https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.94.240404. Copyright (2021) by the American Physical Society.

(87)

ψν (xrel ) being given in Eq. (9). Eq. (87) provides the wellknown limit for the TG gas121 : C2 (∞) = (2/π)3/2 a−3
ho .
E.
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FIG. 14.
From [89].
Tan’s contact (n(k)k4 ) for a balanced 6-component (red curve), 3-component (pink curve) and 2component (orange curve) fermionic mixture with a total number of 6 fermions.
The data are the same of those of
Fig. 12.The asymptotic values (horizontal lines) have been evaluated from Eq. (76). Reprinted figure with permission from [89],
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.94.053614. Copyright (2021) by
the American Physical Society.

The crossover occurs when kB T exceeds the energy difference
among energy levels within the ground state manifold, hence
the typical crossover temperature scales as 1/g.

D.

12

Dynamical properties and quenches

One strength point of the TG solution is the possibility to
describe the arbitrary quantum dynamics, including situations
strongly out-of equilibrium.

As first example, we describe the dynamics of a TG gas
following a sudden turn-off of the harmonic confinement
Vext (x,t) = mω 2 (t)x2 /2 with ω(t) = ω0 for t < 0 and ω(t) = 0
for t ≥ 0. Notice that there is no expansion in the transverse direction, the motion corresponds to the expansion inside a onedimensional waveguide. For this reason, at difference from
the usual three-dimensional expansion, interactions during expansion cannot be neglected and indeed strongly influence the
dynamics.
To describe the dynamics we use the time-dependent Bose-
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Fermi mapping (see Sec.II A). The specific expansion dynamics can be solved exactly atq
arbitrary times41 by introducing

a scaling parameter b(t) = 1 + ω02t 2 associated to the size
of the density profile during the expansion and a dynamical
phase. The TG wavefunction is then expressed in terms of the
one at initial times according to
ΦB (x1 , .., xN ;t) = b−N/2 ΦB (x1 /b, .., xN /b; 0)
!
!
x2j
iḃ
× exp
exp −i ∑ ε j τ .
2
bω0 ∑
j 2aho
j

(88)

This solution allows to calculate several properties, such as
the time-dependent density profile and the momentum distribution. A remarkable prediction stemming from the above
solution is that the momentum distribution at long times
tends to the one of a non-interacting Fermi gas ("dynamical
fermionization") as also observed in numerical simulations on
a lattice143 and experimentally13 . The state of the system at
such long times is well described by generalized Gibbs Ensemble and the equilibration mechanism has been elucidated
in terms of interference effects144,145 .
The same type of solution describes also a partial opening
of the trap, described by ω(t ≤ 0) = ω0 and ω(t) = ω1 for
t > 0. This excites a large-amplitude breathing mode. Correspondingly, the momentum distribution oscillates in time between the one of a TG gas and a fermionic one41 . A remarkable feature of the oscillation is that it is undamped. This is related to integrability and constrained dynamics in one dimension. At finite temperature the exact TG solution predicts a
many-body bounce effect146 , ie the narrowing of the momentum distribution at twice the rate of oscillations of the density
profile. Frequency doubling in momentum space was also experimentally observed at weak interactions147 . At strong finite interactions, no exact theory is available but Generalized
Hydrodynamics148,149 well accounts for the quench dynamics
observed in the experiment14 .
The role of confining potential in the quench dynamics has
also been explored. The release of a TG gas from a hard wall
trap was studied, and a notable difference was found on the
scaling of the thermalization time with particle number150 .
The dynamics of a TG gas following a sudden change of trap
strength for a quartic potential was addressed in Ref.[151],
showing that interparticle collisions allow the TG gas to decohere more quickly than a non-interacting Fermi gas, due to
different properties of the off-diagonal part of the one-body
density matrix of the two gases. The same work also pointed
out the different dynamical behaviour of TG bosons and ideal
fermions in shortcut-to-adiabaticity protocols.
The exact solution for the arbitrary quantum dynamics can
be used to access to a wealth of dynamical problems and
regimes. For example, it is possible to follow the dynamics of
a TG gas in presence of a barrier potential. Ref.[152] reports
of the equivalent of the optical Talbot effect in the dynamics
following the sudden turn off of an eccentric barrier potential. Barrier renormalization effects due to quantum fluctuations can be probed by the time evolution following sudden
displacement of a harmonic trap split by a barrier103 . The
dynamics of population imbalance across a barrier allows to
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follow the Josephson oscillations among tunnel-coupled onedimensional tubes in a head-to-tail configuration. The exact
TG solution has provided a stringent test of the Luttingerliquid theory predictions and highlighted some low-energy excitation modes responsible for the damping of the Josephson
oscillations104 .
Putting a TG gas on a ring, one can follow the current flows.
Also in this case, important information can be obtained from
the exact TG solution. For example, it has been shown that
in presence of a weak barrier potential, an initially phase imprinted current undergoes coherent oscillations, ie it displays
quantum coherent phase slips. The TG solution allows to access to the nature of the state during the dynamics and show
that multi particle-hole oscillations play a major role105 .
Large-amplitude quench dynamics can also be engineered
to give rise to dispersive shock waves in TG gases. Two protocols have been proposed: i) a sudden change of a localised
external potential153,154 and ii) a quantum fluid hitting against
the hard walls of its container106 .
A phenomenological model for the dynamics of an outputcoupled TG gas traversing its parent cloud as the one experimentally realized in Ref. [26] was proposed in Ref. [155].
Other types of quenches allow to study phase transitions,
as eg it is the case for the pinning and commensurateincommensurate transition in the presence of an optical lattice. A sudden turn off of the optical lattice gives rise to a
dynamical depinning of the TG gas156 and the sudden set into
motion of the lattice allows to probe the various phases157 .
The quench dynamics of fermionic gases with strong repulsions has also attracted some attention. The dynamics of
SU(κ) fermions following a sudden change of the trapping
potential was addressed in Ref. [93], finding a decoupling
of density and spin dynamics and suppression of the latter.
Ref. [98] proposes a setup to observe the spin mixing dynamics following an initially fully imbalanced state, and finds universal oscillations and superdiffusion magnetization dynamics. This last result, already predicted158 and observed159 for a
1D homogeneous spin system, shows that superdiffusion persists also in the presence of an external potential that breaks
the integrability of the system.

F.

Finite temperature results

Signatures of quantum correlation, as the shell effects in the
density profiles, and in the bulk of the momentum distribution
are washed out already at temperatures of the order of the harmonic oscillator energy spacing T ∼ h̄ω0 /kB . This is shown in
Fig. 16 for the density profiles of N = 4 and 20 TG bosons160
and in the first panel of Fig. 17 for the momentum distribution
of 5 TG bosons at increasing temperatures.
However, the contact in 1D is surprisingly robust against
temperature. It is even better: in the TG regime it increases
with the temperature109 , as we have shown in Eq. (83). This
counter-intuitive result is shown in the inset of top panel of
Fig. 17 and in the bottom panel of the same figure. The temperature does not wash out the cusps in the hard-core limit
and moreover allows the particles to get closer, increasing the
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slope of the wavefunction in the neighbourhood of the cusps,
thus increasing the contact.
At finite interaction, in the harmonically trapped system,
the contact first increases with the temperature till the value
Tmax ' mg2 /(8h̄2 kB ) and then decreases127 . This can be deduced from the virial expression (82). The maximum marks
the crossover between the fermionized regime and the ideal

boson gas. In the TG regime the position of this maximum
tends to infinity (83) since fermionization persists at any temperature.
At finite interactions and finite temperature, the contact for
a harmonically trapped system can be exactly calculated only
for two particles, since the whole spectrum is known43 . An
analytical expression can be derived for the case of two TG
bosons (in the canonical ensemble). It reads
√
32
(2 j − 1)!!
, (89)
C2c (∞, T ) = 3/2 3 Zr−1 ∑ e−β h̄ω0 (2 j−1) j
2
( j − 1)!
π aho
j
with Zr = ∑ j e−β h̄ω0 (2 j−1) . One can readily check that
the zero-temperature limit of Eq. (89) yields C2 (∞, 0) =
(2/π)3/2 a3ho . The results for the contact of two bosons as a
function of the temperature for various values of interaction
strength are shown in Fig. 18. We will see in the next section
that the two-body calculation encloses an essential part of the
contact for N particles.

G.

Scaling properties

In the regimes discussed in Sec. II E 6, where Eq. (84) holds
for any N, we can write
CN (ξγ , τ) = C2 (ξγ , τ)

CN (∞, τ)
.
C2 (∞, τ)

(90)

Eq. (90) can be interpreted as follows: (i) at each temperature the way in which particles see each other at a given interaction strength is given by the two-body calculation; (ii) the
correlation contribution due to the fact that the particles are N
and not only two, is embedded in the contact at in the g → ∞
limit calculated at the same temperature. Let us underline that
both the two-body contact at finite temperature and interaction
strength, and the contact for N TG particles at finite temperature can be calculated exactly. Moreover, for the canonical

gc
c a3 /23/2
CN,LDA
a3ho /N 5/2 , C2f
ho
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ensemble, that is the relevant case for experiments, it exists an
analytical Ansatz for the finite-temperature TG gas contact121
CNc (∞, τ) = h2 (∞, τ)s(N)
(91)


5/2
3/4(1+exp(−2/τ))
= h2 (∞, τ) N − N
,
where
h2 (∞, τ) = C2 (∞, T (τ))/s(2).

(92)

The function s(N) interpolates between the (N 5/2 − N 3/4 )
scaling at zero temperature128 and the (N 5/2 − N 3/2 ) scaling
for canonical ensembles at large temperature121 . We expect
Eq. (90) to hold also for boson-boson and boson-fermion mixtures at zero temperature and at very large temperatures, both
in the canonical and grand-canonical ensembles.
More challenging is the analysis of multi-component mixtures at finite, low temperatures107,125,142 . In this regime there
is a sort of symmetry mixing with differing weights depending on the temperature and the symmetry itself, that causes a
rapidly drop of the contact with the temperature. The characteristic temperature T0 of such a symmetry blending, for the
trapped system and in the strong interacting limit, scales with
the ground-state contact in the g → ∞ limit divided by the interaction strength107 . Thus, in such limit, the drop of the contact is a discontinuous jump at T = 0 (T0 → 0). This means
that, in this range of temperature, CN (∞, T ) cannot catch the N
dependence of CN (g, T ) at finite g, that is a continuous function of the temperature. However, for the case of a SU(2)
fermionic mixture, by performing a LDA calculation on the
top of the thermodynamics Bethe Ansatz equations125 and a
two-body calculation, it has been shown107 that it is possible
to obtain a lower bound and an upper bound for the rescaled
grand-canonical contact CN (g, T )gc /N 5/2 or for the canonical
one CN (g, T )c /(N 5/2 − N 3/2 ). These two curves are shown in
Fig. 19.

CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this review we have illustrated the various techniques to
obtain and exploit the exact solutions for strongly-interacting
one-dimensional trapped bosons, fermions and mixtures. Infinite interactions play the same role as the Pauli principle, allowing the mapping of the many-body wavefunction for the
strongly correlated many-body system onto that for a system of spinless non-interacting fermions. The knowledge of
the exact wavefunction gives a unique opportunity to unveil
the properties of strongly correlated one-dimensional fluids.
It also allows to understand of the role of particle-exchange
symmetries in the mixtures. Moreover, it allows to benchmark
both classical numerical simulators, usually used for systems
at finite interaction and temperature, as well as particular experimental setups for quantum simulators. One example is
provided by the mapping of strongly interacting fermions onto
a spin chain18,84,161,162 . The exact solution allows also to provide tests of other approximate approaches, as the Luttinger
liquid solution, as done eg in Refs. [163], and [104].
The detailed study of the predictions of the Girardeau mapping has yielded a wealth of information on the properties of
the 1D fluids: for example, the study of the dynamical structure factor shows the effects of the curvature of the dispersion of the collective excitation modes and its broadening due
to particle-hole excitations; both effects are not included in
the usual Luttinger liquid picture, but require non-linear Luttinger liquid tools164 . Another striking prediction of the TG
solution is the fact that large-amplitude breathing modes in
a harmonic trap are not damped. This has stimulated very
general reflections on damping and thermalization in closed
quantum systems, and about the fate of the system at very
long times165 , which were then followed by the experiment
on the quantum Newton’s cradle25 . In multicomponent Fermi
gases, it has been demonstrated that the tails of the momentum distribution are fixed by the symmetry of the mixture89
thus providing a new type of symmetry spectroscopy. Furthermore, the dynamics of the magnetization of strongly repulsive
SU(2) fermions in harmonic trap98 points to a connection to
the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class158,166 , a statistical
physics model describing the growth and roughening of classical interfaces167 .
Several directions open up in this research field. First of all,
even if we have shown that these techniques can be applied not
only for the case of zero-temperature systems at the equilibrium, but also for the case of finite temperature and for the
full quantum dynamics, there is a real challenge to find new
strategies in order to be able to deal with the amazing increasing complexity arising when more and more single-particle
orbitals have to be included in the calculations. In particular,
there is a clear need to improve the existing solution strategies in order to reach eg larger system sizes, or describe arbitrary temperatures. In this respect, it is very useful to share
open source codes as done eg in [168] and [130]. Secondly,
the solutions illustrated in this review could be used to explore further the physical properties of correlated gases. This
is extremely useful since these solutions are amongst the very
rare cases where one can follow exactly the arbitrary dynam-
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ics even at long times. This will allow to describe specific dynamical protocols useful for quantum information and quantum state engineering, or predict the outcome of novel quench
protocols. For example, a quantum heat engine was recently
designed exploiting the TG solution151 , and quantum simulation of the spin-Seebeck effect was proposed by exploiting the
mapping to the inhomogeneous Heisenberg chain169 . Finally,
the quest is still open to find other exact solutions, as eg for
the case of particles of unequal masses170–173 .
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