
Quantum sine-Gordon Dynamics in Coupled Spin Chains

Elisabeth Wybo,1, 2 Michael Knap,1, 2 and Alvise Bastianello1, 2

1Department of Physics, Technical University of Munich, 85748 Garching, Germany
2Munich Center for Quantum Science and Technology (MCQST), Schellingstr. 4, 80799 München, Germany

The sine-Gordon field theory emerges as the low-energy description in a wealth of quantum many-
body systems. Recent efforts have been directed towards realizing quantum simulators of the model,
by interfering two weakly coupled one-dimensional cold atomic gases. The weak interactions within
the atomic clouds provide a sine-Gordon realization in the semiclassical regime. Furthermore, the
complex microscopic dynamics prevents a quantitative understanding of the effective sine-Gordon
validity realm. In this work, we focus on a spin ladder realization and observe the emergent sine-
Gordon dynamics deep in the quantum regime. We use matrix-product state techniques to numer-
ically characterize the low-energy sector of the system and compare it with the exact field theory
predictions. From this comparison, we obtain quantitative boundaries for the validity of the sine-
Gordon description. We provide encompassing evidence for the emergent field theory by probing its
rich spectrum and by observing the signatures of integrable dynamics in scattering events.

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, highly controllable and tunable quan-
tum simulators have been developed on different plat-
forms, including ultracold atoms, trapped ions, and su-
perconducting qubits. These settings enabled the ex-
perimental preparation and characterization of strongly-
correlated non-equilibrium states of matter. In general,
such states are extremely difficult to characterize by tra-
ditional analytical or numerical approaches, which defies
a direct verification of the quantum simulation. To over-
come this challenge, it is important to identify strongly
correlated systems, whose dynamics can also be char-
acterized with conventional theoretical means. In this
respect, a prominent example is the sine-Gordon model
[1–4]; a one-dimensional relativistic field theory which
describes the low-energy physics of a multitude of exper-
imental systems. The sine-Gordon model is a remarkable
example of an integrable field theory [2, 5]. Its spectrum
features topological excitations, akin to classical solitons,
and their bound states, known as breathers. Out of equil-
birium, integrability hinders thermalization and many ef-
forts have been made to understand the exotic dynamics
of this field theory [6–12].

The sine-Gordon model captures the low-energy sector
of spin chains [13–18], spinful cold atom gases [3], specific
quantum circuits [19, 20] and the interference of two one-
dimensional quasi-condensates [21, 22]. The latter real-
ization of the sine-Gordon model, proposed by Gritsev et
al. [21], has been realized with coupled weakly-interacting
quasi-condensates on atom chips [23], coupled by a po-
tential barrier of adjustable height. The sine-Gordon
Hamiltonian governs the relative phase between the two
condensates, which is then probed through matter-wave
interferometry [24, 25]. Importantly, the mass scale of
the theory can be tuned by controlling the potential bar-
rier. For weak interactions within the one dimensional
gases, as realized in these experiments, a semiclassical
approximation of the sine-Gordon model accurately cap-
tures the equilibrium correlation functions of the relative

FIG. 1. Sketch of the setup. Two XXZ spin chains, each real-
izing a Luttinger Liquid in the low-energy regime, are weakly
tunnel coupled. The sine-Gordon model is realized in their
relative degrees of freedom.

phase [23, 26].
Out of equilibrium the situation is less clear, as high-

energy excitations beyond the sine-Gordon description
are inevitably created. Quench experiments in tunnel
coupled quasi-condensates [27] are not described by a
semiclassical analysis of the sine-Gordon model [28]. At-
tempts to include corrections beyond sine-Gordon aris-
ing from coupling to the symmetric-phase sector [29] and
transverse mode excitations [30] seem not to be sufficient
to quantitatively describe the experimental observations
[27]. From a theoretical vantage point, both the mass-
less and large mass limits (corresponding to large and
weak barrier strengths respectively) become quadratic
theories, and their dynamics are readily tractable [31–
34]. Hence, they represent a good starting point for
self-consistent Gaussian approximations [35]. Likewise,
experiments focusing on these regimes [36–40] are well
captured by these approaches. Yet, fascinating physics
arises precisely in the challenging regime of intermedi-
ate mass scales and far from the semiclassical limit, in
which the rich dynamics of the field theory is unveiled.
These considerations pose two questions. First, in order
to probe strong quantum effects, it will be interesting to
focus on the strong-coupling regime beyond the semiclas-
sical limit. Second, assessing the validity regime of the
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emergent sine-Gordon descriptions in microscopic real-
izations will be pertinent.

These open questions motivate our work, in which
we study the sine-Gordon dynamics emerging from the
tunnel coupling between two one-dimensional XXZ spin
chains, see Fig. 1, which realizes a lattice version of the
original proposal of Ref. [21]. Our motivation to investi-
gate lattice systems is twofold. On the one hand, matrix-
product-state techniques [41–43] allow for a precise nu-
merical characterization of the spectrum and the dynam-
ics of the system. Therefore, well-defined boundaries to
the effective sine-Gordon dynamics can be obtained. On
the other hand, interactions in these settings are strong
and result in sine-Gordon realizations deep in the quan-
tum regime, in contrast with experiments on coupled
quasi-condensates. A realization of a model closely re-
lated to the spin ladder, that consists of coupled Bose-
Hubbard chains is realizable with current experimental
capabilities [44].

Our discussion is organized as follows: in Section II we
introduce the coupled spin chains and review the emer-
gence of the effective sine-Gordon dynamics. Section III
provides a short summary of the integrability aspects of
the sine-Gordon model, which are then compared in Sec-
tion IV with the numerical low-energy spectrum of the
coupled chains. In Section V we analyze nonequilibrium
scenarios and observe key signatures of integrable dynam-
ics in scattering events of wave-packet excitations. The
appendices containing more technical aspects then follow
the conclusions and outlook VI.

II. THE SINE-GORDON FIELD THEORY ON A
SPIN LADDER

The sine-Gordon model is the central character of this
work and is governed by the Hamiltonian

HSG =

∫
dx

c2g2

2
Π2 +

1

2g2
(∂xφ)2 − c2m2

g2
cos(φ) , (1)

where the bosonic fields are canonical conjugates
[φ(x),Π(y)] = iδ(x−y) and φ has the meaning of a phase.
The Hamiltonian is brought to the standard field the-
ory notation [4] by a simultaneous rescaling of the fields
φ → gφ and Π → g−1Π, but in our context Eq. (1) is
more convenient.

Above, c is the light-cone velocity of correlation spread-
ing, m tunes the overall mass scale, and g is the inter-
action. The parameter g governs the scaling dimension
[3] (in an RG sense) of cosφ: for g2 > 8π the cosine
term is irrelevant and the theory flows to the free boson
conformal point. For g2 < 8π, interactions become rel-
evant. As a consequence, the mass parameter m has an
anomalous dimension scaling as [m] = 1− g2/(8π). We
postpone a more detailed discussion of the field theory
to Section III. Here, we present its realization in tunnel-
coupled spin chains (see Fig. 1) following the method of

Ref. [21]. We thus consider two weakly tunnel-coupled
XXZ spin chains

H = HXXZ
↑ +HXXZ

↓ +H⊥, (2)

where

HXXZ
α = J

L−2∑
i=0

(
SxiαS

x
i+1α + SyiαS

y
i+1α + ∆SziαS

z
i+1α

)
(3)

with α =↑, ↓ and (Sxiα, S
y
iα, S

z
iα) the spin-1/2 operators.

We choose the coupling between the two chains H⊥ in
the form of a weak tunneling

H⊥ =
J⊥
2

L−1∑
i=0

(
S+
i↑S
−
i↓ + S−i↑S

+
i↓

)
(4)

with S±iα = Sxiα± iS
y
iα. Here, the coupling J⊥ is assumed

to be small (specified below). To see the emergence of
sine-Gordon physics, one first neglects the tunneling and
focuses on the effective low-energy description of the two
chains, assuming to be close to the ground state. To this
end, one proceeds within the Luttinger Liquid approach
[3, 45, 46] by introducing a phase field φα and its con-
jugate field Πα for each of the two chains. It should be
stressed that the Luttinger Liquid approach is of much
wider applicability than the spin chain and only requires
a U(1) conserved charge (the z−magnetization in this
case) and gapless excitations. In order to have linearly-
dispersing gapless excitations over the ground state of
Eq. (3), we focus on the XY-phase with ∆ ∈ [−1, 1].

Each spin chain is thus described by the Luttinger Liq-
uid Hamiltonian

HLL
α =

1

2π

∫
dxvs

(
1

K
(πΠα(x))2 +K(∂xφα(x))2

)
,

(5)
where the Luttinger parameter K and sound velocity vs
fully characterize the many-body interactions. Within
the bosonization language, the spin operators are repre-
sented as [47]

Szj ' Π(x) S+
j ' αe

iφ(x) , (6)

where only the most relevant terms (in an RG sense) are
retained. The constant prefactor α in front of the phase is
non-universal and depends on the microscopic properties
of the model. We will treat it as a constant, that will
however renormalize the bare mass of the sine-Gordon
model, so it must be carefully taken into account.

As a second step, one now reintroduces the coupling
between the two chains within the bosonization approach
H⊥ = |α|2J⊥

∫
dx cos(φ↑ − φ↓). This strategy is only

valid in the weak tunneling regime. Finally, one rotates
the fields as φ± = φ↑±φ↓ and Π± = (Π↑±Π↓)/2. In this
new basis, the symmetric and anti-symmetric degrees of
freedom are explicitly decoupled. While the former are
still described by a non-interacting Luttinger liquid, the
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sine-Gordon Hamiltonian naturally emerges in the anti-
symmetric sector

H− =

∫
dx

vs
2π

(
2

K
(πΠ−)2 +

K

2
(∂xφ−)2

)
+ J⊥

∫
dx|α|2 cos(φ−). (7)

The equivalence with HSG (1) is readily established with
the identification c = vs, cg

2 = 2π/K and J⊥|α|2 =
c2m2/g2. The sign of J⊥ is unimportant, since it can be
changed by a global shift φ− → φ− + π.

Various tunnel coupled one-dimensional discrete or
continuous models would equally serve our purposes for
realizing the sine-Gordon model. However, considering
XXZ spin chains has the great advantage that the Lut-
tinger parameters are analytically available. Indeed, the
XXZ spin chain is a well known integrable model whose
exact solution in the zero magnetization sector gives [48]

K =
π

2

1

π − arccos ∆
vs = J

π

2

√
1−∆2

arccos ∆
. (8)

We tested the assumption of the decoupling between
the symmetric and antisymmetric sectors by measur-
ing correlation functions and numerically extracting the
Luttinger parameter K of the symmetric sector in Ap-
pendix A. These estimates indicate that K in the weak
coupling regime J⊥/J < 0.3, is very well compatible
with the single-chain exact result, Eq. (8), showing that
hybridization effects between the symmetric and anti-
symmetric sectors induced by beyond-sine-Gordon cor-
rections are small. In the remainder of this paper we will
at most set J⊥/J = 0.2 to be in the sine-Gordon regime
and determine K and vs from Eq. (8).

We would like to briefly comment on the asymmet-
ric choice in the interchain coupling (4): the manifest
absence of a spin-spin interaction in the z-direction is
not accidental. Indeed, such an additional term would
spoil the sine-Gordon effective description, by coupling
the symmetric and antisymmetric sectors in a highly non-
trivial way [3, 49]. While unproblematic on the theo-
retical ground, a complete suppression of the Sz↑S

z
↓ cou-

pling can be challenging in experimental spin chain re-
alizations. To this end, a more convenient experimental
setup can be realized with the Bose-Hubbard model with
on-site interactions and nearest-neighbor hoppings [44].
However, for our numerical studies the restricted local
Hilbert space of the spin chain and the analytic solutions
for its Luttinger parameters are advantageous over di-
rectly simulating the Bose-Hubbard model, which is why
we focus on the former.

III. THE QUANTUM SINE-GORDON MODEL

We briefly review the main features of the sine-Gordon
field theory and its exact solution, for an exhaustive dis-

cussion see Refs. [4, 5]. We mostly refer to the nota-
tion of Eq. (1), but occasionally relate g and K ex-
plicitly when convenient. As already mentioned in the
introduction, the sine-Gordon field theory belongs to the
class of exactly solvable models: its integrability is estab-
lished both on the classical [50] and the quantum level
[2]. The key characteristic of integrable systems is the
presence of infinitely many local conservation laws [51]:
this has deep consequences on the excitation spectrum
and dynamics. First, conservation laws ensure the exis-
tence of asymptotic multiparticle states, in spite of the
strong interactions. In the sine-Gordon case, the funda-
mental excitations are solitons and antisolitons connect-
ing between the valleys of the cosine potential. These
excitations have equal masses Ms and relativistic energy
Es(θ) = c2Ms cosh θ and momentum Ps(θ) = cMs sinh θ,
with θ the relativistic rapidity. The soliton mass scale
has a highly non-trivial dependence on the interaction
and bare mass scale m [52]

c2Ms =

(
c3m2

2g2
πΓ(1/(1 + ξ))

Γ(ξ/(1 + ξ))

)(1+ξ)/2
2Γ(ξ/2)√

πΓ((1 + ξ)/2)
(9)

where ξ = (8π/g2−1)−1 = (4K−1)−1, and Γ is the Euler-
Gamma function. In addition to solitons, the model
also features non-topological excitations called breathers.
Their masses are quantized according to

MBn = 2Ms sin
(
nξ
π

2

)
, (10)

where n = {1, ..., N} with N = bξ−1c = b4K − 1c. No-
tice that the interaction g, or equivalently the Luttinger
parameter K, tunes the quantumness of the model: for
large values of K, the mass gaps between breathers di-
minish and ultimately merge in a continuum, which cor-
responds to the excitations of the classical theory. Hence,
quantum effects are most prominent for small values of
K (i.e. strong interactions in the one-dimensional chan-
nels).

Interactions among sine-Gordon excitations are en-
coded in highly non-trivial scattering matrices. Impor-
tantly, the conservation of infinitely many charges allows
only for elastic scattering. In this respect, two excita-
tions with different masses (e.g. two breathers) can only
be transmitted and never reflected: in this case, the loga-
rithmic derivative of the scattering matrix is readily con-
nected with the post-scattering space displacement ex-
perienced by two colliding wave packets. In Section V
we will explicitly study such scattering events. The two-
particle scattering matrix is the backbone of the inte-
grability approach to the model and it is exactly known
[2]: for the sake of completeness, we report the lengthy
expression and the space-displacement interpretation in
Appendix B.

The important task of connecting the asymptotic
states with actual observables requires the knowledge of
the matrix elements, also known as form factors. The
form factor boostrap [5] exploits the analytical proper-
ties of the scattering data to compute the sought-after
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FIG. 2. (a) The spectral function for a system of L = 151 rungs, with model parameters ∆ = −0.4 and J⊥ = 0.2J . We observe
N = 4 sine-Gordon breathers as expected for K = 1.35 of the single chain. The color scale is logarithmic in the spectral
weight. The inset shows a fit of the breather energies ω(k = 0) = c2MBn according to Eq. (10). The blue crosses are obtained
by using both K and c2Ms as fitting parameters, while the green pluses are obtained from c2Ms as only fitting parameter,
illustrating the validity of the single-chain analytic result. (b) Momentum slices of the numerical spectral function compared
to the analytical result Eq. (15), where only single breather contributions are included. At high momenta there are deviations
from the analytic result.

matrix elements: this procedure is extremely challeng-
ing, but when possible leads to exact results. For our
purposes, we are mostly interested in the vertex operator
eiφ− [53–55]. Here we focus on the matrix elements be-
tween the ground state |0〉 and one-breather excitations
|Bn(θ)〉

〈0|eiφ− |Bn(θ)〉 = Gg
√

2 cot(ξπ/2) sin(nπξ) exp[In]eiπn/2√
cot(nπξ/2)

∏n−1
s=1 cot2(sπξ/2)

(11)
where

In =

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

sinh2(tnξ) sinh[t(ξ − 1)]

sinh(2t) cosh(t) sinh(tξ)
(12)

and the ground state expectation value Gg = 〈0|eiφ− |0〉
is exactly known [56]

Gg =

(
c3m2

2g2

)ξ (1 + ξ) tan
[
πξ
2

]
Γ2[ ξ2 ]

2πΓ2
[
1+ξ
2

] (
π

Γ[ 1
1+ξ ]

Γ[ ξ
1+ξ ]

)1+ξ

.

(13)
In the next section, we begin to explore the low-energy
phase space of the spin ladder and quantitatively com-
pare it with the sine-Gordon predictions.

IV. SPECTRAL ANALYSIS OF THE LOW
ENERGY SECTOR

We systematically probe the low-energy sector of the
spin ladder numerically and aim for a quantitative com-
parison with the sine-Gordon results. This allows us to
provide bounds on the validity of the effective low-energy

description. As the main probe of the excitation spec-
trum we consider the spectral function

S(ω, k) =

∫
dt Wσ(t)eiωt

L/2∑
j=−L/2

eikj 〈0|O†j(t)O0|0〉c ,

(14)
where Oj is a local operator centered on site j, |0〉 is
the ground state of the model (2). The Gaussian en-

velope Wσ(t) = exp
(
− 1

2
t2

σ2

)
smoothens out the Gibbs

phenomenon in the Fourier transformation caused by
the finite-time cutoff present in numerical simulations.
To subtract the zero-frequency signal of the ground
state, we consider the connected correlation function

〈0|O†j(t)O0|0〉c = 〈0|O†j(t)O0|0〉 − 〈0|O†j(t)|0〉〈0|O0|0〉.
In order to probe the particle content of the theory,

we evaluate the spectral function for the single-rung op-
erator Oj = S+

j↑S
−
j↓ ' |α|2eiφ− , see Eq. (6). The non-

universal prefactor α is the same governing the bare mass
scale (7) and does not depend on the chain coupling J⊥.
The spectral function (14) can be computed by insert-
ing a Lehmann decomposition of the identity in between
the two observables and by expanding in the basis of the
asymptotic states of the field theory. By retaining only
the one-particle contributions, one obtains

S(ω, k) =
∑
n

∫
dθδ(k − cMBn sinh(θ))

√
2π|α|2σ

× e−σ
2

2 (ω−c2MBn cosh θ)2 |〈0|eiφ− |Bn(θ)〉|2 . (15)

As a first comparison, we track the relativistic dis-
persion law of the breathers and the mass ratios. To
this end, we access the microscopic spectral function
with matrix-product-state (MPS) techniques to evalu-
ate the real-time correlation function [57, 58]: first,
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FIG. 3. Spectral functions for a system of L = 151 rungs for two different values of ∆ and two coupling strengths J⊥/J = 0.1, 0.2.
(a-c) Here ∆ = −0.25, corresponding to K ' 1.18 and N = 3 breathers. (e-f) Here ∆ = 0.1, corresponding to K ' 0.94 and
N = 2 breathers. The color scale used in the spectral-density plots is logarithmic in order to make the higher lying breathers
also visible compared to the lower ones. In panels (c) and (f) we show the profile of the spectral function at k = 0 for both
coupling strengths and compare to the exact result: the solid lines take into account the breathers and the soliton/anti-soliton
continuum, while the dashed lines only takes into account single breather contributions.

we obtain the ground state |0〉 by the density-matrix-
renormalization-group (DMRG) algorithm [42, 59], then
we perform a real-time evolution of the state O0 |0〉 with
the time-dependent-block-decimation (TEBD) algorithm
[57, 60, 61]. For further details about the numerical
evaluation of the spectral function, we refer to the Ap-
pendix C.

In Fig. 2 (a) we show the spectral function of a lad-
der with ∆ = −0.4, corresponding to K = 1.35, and
J⊥ = 0.2J . For this choice of parameters, we expect
N = 4 breathers to appear in the spectral function as
can be indeed observed. In Fig. 3 further spectral func-
tions for a different number of breathers N = 2, 3 are
shown and the coupling strength J⊥/J = 0.1, 0.2 is var-
ied. Notice that, at least for small momenta, the signal
nicely follows the expected behavior of the relativistic dis-

persion law EBn(k) =
√
c4M2

Bn
+ c2k2. The feature ob-

served around k ' π/2 is a clear deviation from the sine-
Gordon description and is a remnant of the single-chain
spinon dispersion. In the single chain the lower edge of
the spinon continuum at k = π/2 is perturbatively given
by (1 + 2∆/π)J [62, 63]. The weak tunnel coupling is
only expected to strongly modify the low-energy regime
ω . J . In the higher energy regime our correlator per-
turbatively contains terms of the form 〈0↑|S−j↑(t)S

+
0↑|0↑〉

with |0↑〉 the ground state restricted to the single chain,
and unveils the lower edge of the spinon continuum at
high momenta.

To test the validity of the mass prediction Eq. (10),
we then extract the breathers energies from the peaks of
the spectral function at k = 0. In this case, we use the
soliton energy and K as fitting parameters; see Fig. 2 (a)
inset. As best fit parameters we obtain K = 1.35 ±
0.03 and c2Ms/J = 0.56 ± 0.01. The best-fit K is thus
compatible with the single-chain exact result of K = 1.35

given by Eq. (8). The excellent agreement of numerical
data with the mass law is already a clear signature of
the sine-Gordon effective theory, but we now want to
quantitatively compare the whole spectral functions Eqs.
(14) and (15), thus confirming that breathers contribute
through the form factor expression (11).

The sine-Gordon model determines the spectral func-
tion up to an overall constant α coming from the single-
chain bosonization (6) which, in turn, sets the sine-
Gordon bare mass scale and eventually the soliton mass
through Eq. (9). Reversing the logic, we can look at
the physical soliton mass as the free parameter to be
determined, which unambiguously fixes the microscopic
non-universal proportionality factor α. We first check
the non-trivial dependence of the mass gap (mass of the
lightest breather) with the coupling across the rungs J⊥.
Indeed, by feeding the microscopic value of the bare mass

in Eq. (9), we obtain ∆E = c2MB1
∝ J (1+ξ)/2

⊥ , where the
proportionality constants are J⊥ independent. In Fig. 4,
we show the numerically computed energy gaps as a func-
tion of the rung coupling for several interaction strengths
∆, finding an excellent agreement with the non-trivial
power law behavior in the whole range of explored pa-
rameters.

Equipped with this benchmark of Eq. (9), we can now
pursue the program outlined above and extract the pa-
rameter α from the measurement of the energy gap.
In Fig. 2 (b) we quantitatively compare the energy de-
pendence of the spectral function (14) with the sine-
Gordon prediction (15) for different values of the mo-
menta k: at small momenta, the agreement is excellent.
We stress once again that α is the only fitting parameter.
The Gaussian broadening of the peaks governed by σ in
Eqs. (14) and (15) has been set equal in both cases. As
one moves to higher momenta, small deviations from the
field theory prediction become evident, but the peaks of
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FIG. 4. The energy gap in the anti-symmetric sector as ob-
tained from the dynamic correlation functions of the ground
state as a function of the interchain coupling. The solid

lines show a fit of the data according to a(J⊥/J)
1+ξ

2 with
ξ = (4K − 1)−1 fixed. The errorbars are set by the resolu-
tion in frequency space. The inset shows the same data in a
logarithmic scale.

the excitations are still clearly seen (see e.g. k = 0.3π).
In this regime, we interpret the deviation as lattice cor-
rections to the sine-Gordon relativistic dispersion rela-
tion, which is slightly bend towards smaller energies. As
the momentum is further increased, the spinon contribu-
tion of a single chain starts to become dominant and the
energy peaks of the sine-Gordon breathers disappear.

We further analyze the spectral function for different
parameters, changing the number of breathers in the sine-
Gordon spectrum, in Fig. 3. To quantitatively probe the
field theory, we show the comparison between the nu-
merical and analytic spectral function at zero momen-
tum k = 0. Reducing the value of J⊥, the energy scale
of the excitations is lowered and the spectral function
develops a continuous tail associated with multiparticle
contributions, to be contrasted with the isolated peaks
of single-breather terms. To capture this continuum, we
add the soliton-antisoliton contribution to the spectral
function (15). The solitonic form factors of the vertex
operators have been computed in Ref. [53]. In Fig. 3 we
compare the spectral function at k = 0 obtained by con-
sidering only the contribution of breathers (dashed line)
with the extension to the soliton-antisoliton corrections
(solid line) and the numerics (circles). The comparison
shows that solitons capture the tails of the spectral func-
tion well. Depending on the value of K, the energy of
the soliton-antisoliton pair can be comparable to the ex-
citations of two breathers B1: we checked this correction
to the spectral function, but the B1 − B1 contribution
turned out to be negligible. We thus attribute the small
discrepancy with the numerical data to corrections be-
yond sine-Gordon.

From the spectral functions (shown in Figs. 2 and 3) it
becomes apparent that the spectral weight of the higher
lying breathers, with breather index n > 2 is strongly

FIG. 5. (a) Energy absorption for a small periodic drive. Here
ε = J⊥/4. The system size is L = 51 and the model param-
eters are ∆ = −0.4 and J⊥/J = 0.2. (b) Spectral functions
extracted from the absorbed power from Eq. (17). The fit of
the slope is performed in several time domains (legend). The
dashed grey lines show the breather energies extracted from
the spectral function at k = 0 (c.f. Fig. 2).

suppressed with respect to the lower lying ones. In Ap-
pendix D we provide a form factor argument to increase
the relative weight of the higher lying breather, that is
based on computing the spectral function over a correla-
tion function of a linear combination of single- and two-
rung operators.

While the spectral function (14) gives direct access to
the low energy spectrum of the coupled chains, measuring
unequal-time correlation functions is challenging in real-
istic experimental scenarios. To this end, the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem can be used to relate the spectral
function to the energy absorption due to periodic drives.
We consider a periodic modulation of the Hamiltonian
H(t) = H + V (t), where H is given by Eq. (2), and

V (t) = ε sin(ωt)O (16)

where we chose the perturbation as a linear combi-
nation of two terms O = aO1 + bO2, with O1 =∑L−1
i=0

(
Szi↑ − Szi↓

)
and O2 =

∑L−1
i=0

(
S+
i↑S
−
i↓ + h.c.

)
.

The choice of the drive is motivated on physical
grounds. O1 is the z−magnetization difference between
the two chains. Hence, driving O1 can be achieved by
applying a small magnetic field of opposite sign to the
two chains. On the other hand, modulations coupled to
O2 are obtained by manipulating the interchain coupling
(4). Here, we focus on the linear response on the top of
the ground state. Hence we limit ourselves to the case
ε < J⊥. Within bosonization (6), O1 ∼

∫
dxΠ−(x) and

O2 ∼
∫

dx cos(φ−). Therefore, the operators O1 and
O2 respectively excite odd and even breathers from the
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ground state. In linear response theory, the fluctuation-
dissipation theorem links the averaged absorbed energy
to the spectral function at zero momentum. Defining
E(t) = 〈H(t)〉, one has

dE

dt
=

1

T

∫ T

0

dt
dE(t)

dt
=
ε2ω

4
S(ω, 0) , (17)

where T = 2π/ω is the driving period. Hence the spectral
function is directly probed by the slope of the on-average
linear growth of the energy. Notice that the different
parity of the operators O1,2 leads to a splitting of the
spectral function S(ω, k) = a2SO1

(ω, k) + b2SO2
(ω, k),

where SOµ is the spectral function of the operator Oµ.
Hence, the choice of the coefficients a, b does not have
any physical meaning within the linear regime and we
consider a = b = 1 to probe the even and odd sectors
within a single measurement.

In Fig. 5 (a) we show the energy growth for various
driving frequencies, and in Fig. 5 (b) we show the cor-
responding response function extracted from linear fits
in several time windows. We compare the results to the
breather energies extracted from the two-point correla-
tion function, illustrating a very good agreement. The
spectral weight of B3 and B4 is probably too low to ren-
der these excitations observable in experiments, however
the ratio between B2 and B1 is already sufficient to ob-
tain the mass scaling.

V. REAL-TIME SCATTERING OF
SINE-GORDON EXCITATIONS

The excellent comparison between the ladder spectral
function and the sine-Gordon field theory allowed us to
identify the regime of validity of the latter. As a next
step, we probe genuine nonequilibrium dynamics of the
system. A clear signature of integrability can be found
in scattering events: the existence of infinitely many con-
servation laws ensures complete elastic scatterings even
if non-elastic scatterings are, in principle, energetically
allowed. We thus create localized wave packets of the
lighter breathers and observe their scattering dynam-
ics. In this case, the sine-Gordon scattering matrix en-
sures complete transimission of breather-breather scat-
terings (to be contrasted with soliton-antisoliton scat-
tering which, due to additional symmetries, can also be
reflective). Complete transmissive scattering arises also
in non-interacting theories, but in the sine-Gordon field
theory interactions are strong and manifest as a spa-
tial displacement after scattering. The displacement is
completely determined by the exactly known scattering
matrix [2], as we briefly report in Appendix B (see also
Refs. [64, 65] for numerical computation of scattering dis-
placement in integrable spin chains).

The sine-Gordon excitations are collective low-energy
modes that are not trivially connected to the spin config-
urations. To engineer a local breather excitation, we cre-
ate a Gaussian wave packet with momentum k, centered

around site d with width σ̄ by applying the operator

O
(1)
d,k =

1√
2πσ̄

∑
j

e−
(j−d)2

2σ̄2 +ikj
(
Szj↑ − Szj↓

)
(18)

on the ground state O
(1)
d,k|0〉. Within bosonization Szj↑ −

Szj↓ ' Π−, hence the low-energy excitations are deter-

mined by the sine-Gordon form factors 〈Bn(θ)|Π−|0〉
which are exactly known [5], but their analytical expres-
sion is not needed for our purposes. The Π− operator
is odd under the Z2 symmetry of the sine-Gordon model
φ− → −φ−. Moreover, the matrix element is non van-
ishing only for breathers odd under parity, which cor-
respond to odd integers n, and gets smaller as n is in-
creased. Therefore, the operator (18) will with highest
probability couple to the lightest breather. But this is
not the only contribution: heavier breathers are expected
to be excited as well and, most importantly, high-energy
excitations beyond the sine-Gordon description are in-
evitably produced. To eliminate the unwanted contribu-
tions and target low-energy excitations within an energy
interval ∆E, we perform a short imaginary-time evolu-
tion e−τH , τ ∼ 1/∆E. After this, we indeed obtain clean
wave packets that are moving with a speed compatible
with the group velocity v1(k) = ∂kEB1

(k). For further
details about the creation of the wave packets, we refer
to Appendix E.

With the operator O
(1)
d,k Eq. (18), we can target the first

breather B1, but we also want to scatter wave packets of
different species to highlight the sought-after transmis-
sion. To this end, we also create wave packets by using

another operator O
(2)
d,k

O
(2)
d,k =

1√
2πσ̄

∑
j

e−
(j−d)2

2σ̄2 +ikj
(
S+
j↑S
−
j↓ + h.c.− 〈oj〉

)
.

(19)
In this case, we need to explicitly impose orthogonality

with respect to the ground state 〈0|O(2)
d,k|0〉 = 0 by sub-

tracting the expectation value 〈oj〉 = 〈0|S+
j↑S
−
j↓ + h.c.|0〉.

In bosonization, [S+
j↑S
−
j↓+h.c.] ∼ cosφ−, which is an even

operator. Hence, in the low-energy sector O
(2)
d,k|0〉 cou-

ples only to wave packets of even breathers. Therefore,

by cooling down the state O
(2)
d,k|0〉 with imaginary-time

evolution, we can selectively excite wave packets of the
second breather B2.

A. B1 −B1 scattering

We start by considering a symmetric B1 −B1 scatter-

ing event, where we initialize the state as O
(1)
−d,k2

O
(1)
d,k1
|0〉

with d = 12 and k2 = −k1 = 0.2π. We show the local en-
ergy profile as a function of time in Fig. 6(a), from this
we indeed observe a very coherent motion of the wave
packets. In Fig. 6(c) we plot the average position of the
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FIG. 6. Wave packet scattering in the low-energy regime of the coupled chains with parameters J⊥/J = 0.1, ∆ = −0.4 and
L = 101. (a,d) The local energy as function of time for a scattering event between two B1 quasi particles with momentum
k = ±0.2π, panel (a), and between B1 and B2 quasi particles with respective momenta k1 = −0.2π and k2 = 0.15π, panel (d).
(b,e) The corresponding energy profiles at selected times, where the grey lines show the profile of the freely propagating wave
packets at the latest time. (c,f) The associated average positions of the quasi particles. The numerically obtained values for

the scattering displacements are δx
(11)
B1
' 0.5, see also the inset in panel (c), and δx

(12)
B1
' 1.4, δx

(12)
B2
' 1.2.

scattering wave packets in the upper-half (xu-h) and in
the lower-half (xl-h) of the system as obtained by

xu-h =
1

N
∑
j∈u-h

j 〈Hj〉2 with N =
∑
j∈u-h

〈Hj〉2 ,

xl-h =
1

M
∑
j∈l-h

j 〈Hj〉2 with M =
∑
j∈l-h

〈Hj〉2 .
(20)

Note that these measures are only valid in the asymptotic
regions before and after the scattering event, where the
separation between the wave packets is much larger than
their typical interaction length. Comparing the average
position between the interacting and freely propagating

case, we find a displacement of δx
(11)
B1
' 0.5 (see inset in

Fig. 6(c)). This value can be compared to the analyti-
cal result obtained from the S-matrix of the sine-Gordon
theory. To obtain a concrete result, we have used the fol-
lowing: (i) the Luttinger parameter K and the sound ve-
locity vs = c as obtained from the single chain by Eq. (8),
for ∆ = −0.4, K = 1.35 and c = 0.73J , (ii) the soliton
mass Ms = ∆E/(2c2 sin(πξ/2)) where we determined the
energy gap ∆E/J = 0.26 from the spectral function, (iii)
the average speed of the wave packets v = ±0.60J which
we have obtained from a fit of the freely propagating
wave packets and not from the original input momen-
tum chosen in Eq. (18) as the imaginary time evolution
could potentially slightly lower the initial momentum of
the wave packet (see Appendix E). Finally, when the two
wave packets collide, each excitation will scatter with all
the breathers contained in the other wave packet and pile
up the cumulative space displacement. Hence, we need
to estimate the number of excited breathers. To this

end, we consider the total energy carried by each wave
packet and divide by the breather dispersion law com-
puted at the rapidity extracted from the velocity mea-
surement. From this analysis, we found that we excite
approximately one breather in each wave packet. Using
this last piece of information, we then obtain an ana-

lytic value of δx
(11)
B1

= 0.44 in good agreement with our
numerical estimate. Notice that in the case of equal par-
ticles, one cannot distinguish between a transmission or
reflection event. Hence, we now consider wavepackets of
different breathers.

B. B1 −B2 scattering

Next, we consider a mixed B1−B2 scattering event by

initializing the state as O
(2)
−d,k2

O
(1)
d,k1
|0〉 with k1 = −0.2π,

k2 = 0.15π and d = 12. The wave packet associated
with B2 (the heavier quasi-particle) is expected to have
a smaller velocity than the B1 wave packet, and there-
fore also a larger broadening in time. The energy as a
function of time for this process is shown in Fig. 6(d).
In Fig. 6(f), we plot the average position of the wave
packets. As the wave packet associated with B2 is mov-
ing slower we extend (decrease) the upper-half (lower-
half) of the system by 10 sites in the measurement of
Eq. (20) (u-h/l-h = 60/40), but only after the scatter-
ing. Before the scattering we still divide the system in
halves (u-h/l-h = 50/50). To check that is indeed a valid
choice, we have also fitted a bi-modal Gaussian distribu-
tion to our data before and after scattering (no such fit is
possible during the scattering event). The mean values of
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this distribution are in good agreement with the positions
obtained from Eq. (20). From our data we extract the

displacements δx
(12)
B1
' 1.4 and δx

(12)
B2
' 1.2. The analyt-

ical values obtained when plugging in the velocity of the
quasi particles vB1

= −0.60J and vB2
= 0.37J , obtained

from a fit to the freely propagating wave packets, are

δx
(12)
B1

= 1.49 and δx
(12)
B2

= 1.18 again in very good agree-
ment with our numerical estimates. In this case, we have
also checked explicitly that the asymptotic velocities of
the wave packets after scattering are not compatible with
a reflection event, i.e. with the non-transmissive solution
of the energy-momentum conservation E1(k1)+E2(k2) =
E1(k′1) +E2(k′2) and k1 + k2 = k′1 + k′2. Indeed, plugging
in the above-mentioned velocities would give v′1 = 0.55J
and v′2 = −0.45J as velocities after reflection. This is in
contrast to the B1 − B1 event, for which reflection and
transmission are degenerate.

VI. CONCLUSIONS & OUTLOOK

The sine-Gordon field theory is a ubiquitous low-
energy approximation of one-dimensional quantum sys-
tems. Recent experiments focused on implementing it
on highly-controllable quantum simulators based on cou-
pled one-dimensional quasi-condensates [21, 23]. In our
work, we considered two tunnel-coupled spin chains, re-
alizing a lattice version of the sine-Gordon model pro-
posed in Ref. [21]. The lattice realization has advan-
tages compared with the quasi-condensates: first, the
one-dimensional chains can be strongly interacting, lead-
ing to a sine-Gordon model deep in the quantum regime
in contrast to the weakly interacting quasi-condensates.
Second, the dynamics of coupled chains can be accurately
determined numerically, which allows for a direct obser-
vation of the emergent sine-Gordon description and for a
quantitative analysis of its validity regime.

By a numerical characterization of the spectral func-
tion, we have studied the sine-Gordon spectrum in the
low-energy sector of the chain. Comparing the numeri-
cal data with exact predictions, we obtain precise regimes
for the validity of the field theory. The observation of the
rich sine-Gordon spectrum already supports the field the-
oretic approximation. Yet, a striking feature of the model
is its integrability, resulting in unconventional nonequi-
librium properties. As a probe of integrable dynamics,
we studied scattering events of low-energy wave packets.
Not only we observe fully transmissive scattering as ex-
pected from integrability, but we also indirectly observed
the sine-Gordon scattering matrix by measuring the wave
packet displacement after scattering.

Our work demonstrates that coupled ladder geometries
are useful to realize a simulator of the sine-Gordon model
in the quantum regime. Similar realizations as the one
considered here based on coupled Bose-Hubbard mod-
els can be realized with current experimental techniques
[44], leading to various interesting questions for future in-
vestigations. First, a characterization of experimentally-

feasible protocols to selectively create and manipulate
the sine-Gordon excitations will be of interest. To this
end, numerical benchmarks will play an important role
to assessing the validity of the quantum simulation and
to keep unwanted effects under control. Second, the
important question of characterizing the sine-Gordon
dynamics beyond the few-excitation regime presents a
formidable challenge. To this end, the theory of General-
ized Hydrodynamics developed for integrable models [66–
68] promises access to large scale dynamics. Numerical
benchmarks will be helpful in testing the hydrodynam-
ics predictions on small scales and in characterizing the
short-time transients that are beyond the hydrodynamic
approximation.
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Appendix A: Luttinger parameter in the symmetric
sector

As discussed in Section II, the bosonization of the cou-
pled chains predicts the emergence of the sine-Gordon
field theory in the odd degrees of freedom, while the
even sector remains a gapless Luttinger liquid. In this
section, we provide a sanity check of this claim by nu-
merically probing the static correlation functions of the
ground state and comparing them with their analytic
forms given in Refs. [69, 70]. Indeed, since the contribu-
tion of the gapless sector dominates the exponentially-
decaying contribution of the massive antisymmetric part
φ−, the critical behavior is already clearly seen in single-
chain correlation functions, furthermore giving access to
K. The results are shown in Fig. 7. These fits are how-
ever hard to perform, particularly in the regime where
∆ > 0 due to the large oscillations in the correlation
functions, which results in the large errorbars. We there-
fore show the results for both

〈+−〉r = 〈0|S+
↑jS
−
↑k|0〉 − 〈0|S

+
↑jS
−
↓k|0〉 (A1)
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FIG. 7. Luttinger parameter estimated from a fit to the static
correlations in the ground state for a system of size L = 200
and for different values of the inter chain coupling J⊥/J . The
errorbars incorporate the uncertainty of the fit as well as the
average over different spatial fitting ranges. The solid lines
show the exact result for the single chain as given by Eq. (8).

and

〈zz〉r = 〈0|Sz↑jSz↑k|0〉+ 〈0|Sz↑jSz↓k|0〉 (A2)

with r = |j − k|. Notice that we include the interchain
correlations as well, although we are considering the weak
coupling limit. We have found that by including them the
fits were improved, particularly for 〈zz〉r. The errorbars
shown in the figure are a combination of the uncertainty
on the fit, and of the averaging over some different fitting
domains [rmin, rmax]. We incorporate the latter because
the fit of 〈zz〉r is quite sensitive to the choice of rmin, due
to non-universal short ranged corrections.

These estimates confirm that the Luttinger parameter
of our model agrees with the single chain exact result (8)
in the weak tunnelling regime. In particular, deviations
are only found around J⊥/J & 0.3. For our analysis in
the main text, we have considered J⊥/J = 0.1, 0.2.

Appendix B: The sine-Gordon scattering matrix and
wave-packet displacement

We report the sine-Gordon scattering matrix and its
connection with the spatial displacement after a scat-
tering event has occurred. The exact expression of the
scattering matrix can be found in Ref. [2]. From that the
breather-breather scattering matrix can be obtained by
the form factor bootstrap. Since we are only interested
in breather-breather scattering events, we focus on the
latter for simplicity. Let S(n,m)(θ) be the scattering ma-
trix of a scattering between a breather of species n and

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

tJ

1.6

1.8

2.0

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

S

D = 1000

D = 1500

D = 2000

∆ = −0.4

∆ = 0.1

FIG. 8. The growth of the average entanglement entropy per
bond in the time-evolved state e−iHtS+

↑jS
−
↓j |0〉 for different

bond dimensions D = 1000, 1500, 2000 for a ladder system of
size L = 151 and two different ∆. The tunnel coupling is
J⊥/J = 0.1

m, with relative rapidity θ, which for n ≥ m reads [4]:

S(n,m)(θ) =
sinh θ − i sin

(
n+m
2ξ−1

)
sinh θ + i sin

(
n+m
2ξ−1

) sinh θ − i sin
(
n−m
2ξ−1

)
sinh θ + i sin

(
n−m
2ξ−1

)×
m−1∏
k=1

sin2
(
m−n−2k

4ξ−1 − iθ/2
)

sin2
(
m−n−2k

4ξ−1 + iθ/2
) cos2

(
m+n−2k

4ξ−1 − iθ/2
)

cos2
(
m+n−2k

4ξ−1 + iθ/2
) ,
(B1)

where the renormalized interaction ξ has been defined
below Eq. (9). The case n < m can be recovered by
using the unitary relation S(n,m)(θ)S(m,n)(−θ) = 1. The
scattering matrix is a complex number with modulus 1,
therefore one can define the scattering phase Θ(n,m)(θ) =
−i logS(n,m)(θ). The derivative of the scattering phase is
connected with the spatial displacement after scattering,

see e.g. Ref. [71]. In particular, let δx
(n,m)
Bn

(θn, θm) be the
spatial displacement experienced by a breather of species
n with rapidity θn colliding with a breather of species m
and rapidity θm, then

δx
(n,m)
Bn

(θn, θm) =
1

cMBn cosh θn
∂θΘ

(n,m)(θ)
∣∣∣
θ=θn−θm

.

(B2)
This is the analytical expression of the spatial displace-

ment used in Section V.

Appendix C: Technical details on the calculation of
spectral functions

We provide some technical aspects on our matrix-
product state simulations for the spectral functions
shown in Sec. IV. Our evaluation of the spectral func-
tion (14) relies on the computation of the unequal-time

correlation function Cj(t) = 〈0|O†j(t)O0|0〉. We ex-
plicitly perform the real-space time evolution and then
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FIG. 9. (a-d) Spectral functions at k = 0 evaluated from the correlation functions given in the panels for two different values of
∆. The interchain coupling is J⊥/J = 0.1, and the system size L = 151. The peaks correspond to B1 and B3 and their relative
strengths can be compared. For the two rung operators there is a continuum present, see panel (d). (e) Spectral functions from
the combination of all contributions shown in (a-d) for ∆ = −0.4 according to Eq. (D9) at k = 0 for some different values of
A. The B1 peak is reduced the most for A = 5.3. (f) Spectral function for A = 5.3. Here ∆ = −0.4, the interchain coupling is
J⊥/J = 0.1 and the system size is L = 151.

the Fourier transformations to momentum and frequency
space. To obtain the time evolution, we apply the
TEBD algorithm [57, 60, 61] to the state O0 |0〉, were
|0〉 is the ground state of the ladder (2) obtained from
DMRG [42, 59]. We group the sites connecting each
rung of the ladder (labelled by ↑, ↓) to a single site, and
map the ladder system to a chain with an increased lo-
cal Hilbert space of dimension d = 4. Within this chain
there are only two-site interactions. Hence, we can apply
a fourth order TEBD scheme efficiently. As a next step,
it suffices to compute the overlaps with Oj |0〉 at different
time steps as

Cj(t) = eiE0t 〈0|O†je
−iHtO0|0〉 (C1)

with E0 the ground-state energy. The operator O0 acts
in the middle of the system and ideally we want to ex-
clude boundary reflections. Therefore, the maximal time
of the simulation is chosen as tmax . L/(2vs) with vs the
sound velocity. As the resolution in frequency space is
directly related to tmax, we simulate the largest system
sizes possible. In practice, we simulated ladders up to
L = 151 rungs for moderate ∆ ∈ [−0.4, 0.1]. The sound
velocity is set by ∆ (see Eq. (8) in the main text), so
also tmax and the frequency resolution will depend on ∆.
As the sound velocity becomes larger with increasing ∆,
the entanglement growth will be also more pronounced.
In Fig. 8 we show the entanglement growth in a chain of
L = 151 grouped sites, with J⊥/J = 0.1, for two differ-
ent values of ∆ each at three different bond dimensions,
where

S =
1

L− 1

∑
b

SvN(b) with SvN(b) = −Tr{ρb log ρb}.

(C2)
with b running over all bonds, and ρb the bipartite re-
duced density matrix with respect to that bond. In the
simulations shown in the main text, we typically use a
bond dimensions of D = 1500. Before taking the Fourier

transform to frequency space, we multiply the data with
a Gaussian window with standard deviation σ [57], which
we tune as function of the maximal time of the simula-
tion tmax. This sets the resolution in frequency space,
and induces a broadening of the peaks.

Appendix D: Form factor suppression of B1

The relative spectral weight of the breathers in the
spectral function can be tuned by considering a linear
combination of a single and a double rung operator, in-
stead of just the single rung operator. This could be
useful because the spectral weight of the breathers Bn
with breather index n > 2 is strongly suppressed com-
pared to the lower lying ones B1, B2. Here we discuss a
sine-Gordon form factor argument to reduce the weight
of B1 compared to B3 (we will work in the odd breather
sector). Introducing the single and two rung operators

O1
j = S+

j↑S
−
j↓

O2
j = S+

j↑S
+
j+1↑S

−
j↓S
−
j+1↓,

(D1)

which according to bosonization are (α1,2 ∈ R)

O1 = α1e
iφ− , O2 = α2e

2iφ− . (D2)

Our goal is to find a linear combination Õ = O1 + AO2

of these operators such that

〈0|Õ|B1〉 ' 0. (D3)

Within sine-Gordon, we have the following form factor
for B1 − 0

〈0|eimφ− |B1〉 = 2i 〈0|eimφ− |0〉 sin(mπξ)

sin(πξ)

√
sin(πξ)

Fmin

(D4)
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with

Fmin =
1

cos(πξ/2)
exp

(
1

π

∫ πξ

0

dt
t

sin t

)
. (D5)

We have that

〈0|O1|0〉 = α1 〈0|eiφ− |0〉 ,
〈0|O2|0〉 = α2 〈0|e2iφ− |0〉 ,

(D6)

and therefore to satisfy Eq. (D3)

A ' − 1

2 cos(πξ)

〈0|O1|0〉
〈0|O2|0〉

. (D7)

Due to the interchain symmetry 〈0|O1,2|0〉 =
〈0|O1,2|0〉∗, we can simply translate the argument to the
anti-symmetric combination of the operators

O1,2
j = iO1,2

j + h.c.

Õj = O1
j +AO2

j .
(D8)

Such that when we compute the spectral function
Eq. (14) with Oj(t) = Õj(t), B2 vanishes because of
parity, and B1 is significantly reduced by the above con-
struction. We have numerically computed the four con-
tributions to the correlation function separately

〈0|Õj(t)Õ0|0〉 = 〈0|O1
j (t)O1

0|0〉+A 〈0|O1
j (t)O2

0|0〉
+A 〈0|O2

j (t)O1
0|0〉+A2 〈0|O2

j (t)O2
0|0〉 . (D9)

Their respective spectral functions at k = 0 are shown
in Fig. 9 for different values of ∆. Each of the spectral
functions detects B1 and B3, however, with different rel-
ative weights. In the spectral function obtained from the
two-rung operators, Fig. 9(d), there is also a continuum
contribution present. When summing up the correlation
functions according to Eq. (D9) we can indeed reduce the
contribution of the first peak significantly. The resulting
spectral function at k = 0 are shown in Fig. 9 for differ-
ent values of A, with ∆ = −0.4 and J⊥/J = 0.1. Making
A larger will always increase the spectral weight of the
continuum, however the relative weight between B1 and
B3 reaches a minimum at some intermediate A, that we
have found numerically to be around A = 5.3. This can
be compared to the value obtained from Eq. (D7) by fill-
ing in the ground state expectation values (in the bulk)
and the single-chain K, AEq. (D7) ≈ 6.3. The two values
are in decent agreement.

Appendix E: Technical details on the creation of
wave packets

The action of the operators given in Eqs. (18) and (19)
on the ground state does not only excite the low-energy
sine-Gordon part of the spectrum, but also higher-energy
contributions. Indeed, in Fig. 10(a), we show the time

FIG. 10. The real-time evolution of the state e−τHO
(2)
0,k2
|0〉.

(a) Without imaginary time evolution, τ = 0. (b) With imag-
inary time evolution, τ = 4/J . The wave packet is centred
initially around momentum k2 = 0.15π and its width is σ̄ = 4.
The system size is L = 51 and the model parameters are
∆ = −0.4 and J⊥ = 0.1J . In the case without imaginary
time evolution, there is a two-particle contribution beyond
sine-Gordon, that moves with a velocity close to the sound
velocity vs (pink line). A short imaginary time evolution elim-
inates this high-energy contribution, and we recover a single
mode which moves with a velocity compatible with the group
velocity as read off from the B2 dispersion (orange line).

evolution of the state O
(2)
0,k2
|0〉 with k2 = 0.15π and |0〉

the ground state. There is a highly-energetic two-particle
contribution, as there is also an outgoing signal with neg-
ative momentum, that blurs the signal of the sine-Gordon
breather. To eliminate this high-energy continuum con-
tribution, we ‘cool down’ the system by performing a
short imaginary-time evolution e−τH , maximally up to
imaginary times of around τ ≈ 4/J . After this, we in-
deed obtain a clear single mode that is moving with a
speed lower than the sound velocity and compatible with
the group velocity v(k) = ∂kEB2

(k) according to the
massive-relativistic dispersion of the second breather, as
illustrated in Fig. 10(b).

We estimate the group velocities of our wave packets
from fitting the massive-relativistic dispersion relation to
the individual breather dispersions as obtained from the
spectral functions. We restrict those fits to small mo-
menta. We find that the fitted c of B1 and B2 slightly
differs, as shown in Fig. 11(a). To enforce consistency,
we fixed c to the single chain result of the sound velocity
vs, given by Eq. (8). For ∆ = −0.4, this corresponds to
vs = 0.726J . This value is also approximately the aver-
age of the fitted c’s shown in the legend of Fig. 11(a). We
obtain the breather mass from the fitted value of the gap
via MBn = ωBn(0)/c2, as indicated by the green lines.

There are no conserved quantities during the imagi-
nary time evolution to cool down the state (this is always
the case with TEBD-based algorithms). In addition, as
imaginary time evolution is non-unitary the energy will
not be conserved. In the long-time limit, imaginary time
evolution acts as a projector on the ground state. How-
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FIG. 11. (a) Low momenta fits of the breather branches
B1 and B2. The data extracted from the spectral func-
tion is shown by the circles (B1) and triangles (B2). The
lines are fits according to the massive relativistic disper-

sion ωBn(k) =
√
k2c2 +M2

Bn
c4 with either c and ωBn(0) =

MBnc
2 as a fitting parameters (orange lines) or with only

the latter as free parameter with c = vs given by Eq. (8)
(green lines). (b) The energy with respect to the ground

state energy of the state e−τHO
(2)
−d,k2

O
(1)
d,k1
|0〉 as a function of

imaginary time. We stop the imaginary time evolution when
E(τ)− E0 . ωB1(k1) + ωB2(k2). The system size is L = 101
and the model parameters are ∆ = −0.4 and J⊥ = 0.1J .

ever, we are not interested in the long time limit, and
start from a state that is orthogonal to the ground state.
By choosing the imaginary time-step small enough, we
used dτ = 0.0025J in our simulations, the state stays
orthogonal to the ground state (at least up to the rele-
vant time scales). After the short imaginary time evo-
lution, we checked that (i) the obtained state is still or-
thogonal to the ground state, and (ii) that the energy
E(τ) of the obtained state is roughly compatible with
E(τ)−E0 ≈ ωB1(k1)+ωB2(k2) with E0 the ground state
energy. The total energy difference as a function of imag-
inary time is shown in Fig. 11(b). The imaginary time
evolution can in principle also lower the energy of the
excitation along the single-particle breather dispersion,
such that the group velocity of the wave packet could be
overestimated when obtained from the initial momenta
that are put in Eqs. (18),(19). We have checked this for
our data, and this effect seems to be present but not very
strong. When a higher precision is required, we directly
fitted the velocity of our wave packets instead of deter-
mining it via the input momentum.
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[42] U. Schollwöck, The density-matrix renormalization group
in the age of matrix product states, Annals of Physics
326, 96 (2011), january 2011 Special Issue.

[43] J. Hauschild and F. Pollmann, Efficient numerical
simulations with Tensor Networks: Tensor Network
Python (TeNPy), SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes , 5 (2018),
code available from https://github.com/tenpy/tenpy,
arXiv:1805.00055.

[44] I. Bloch, J. Dalibard, and W. Zwerger, Many-body
physics with ultracold gases, Rev. Mod. Phys. 80, 885
(2008).

[45] F. D. M. Haldane, Effective harmonic-fluid approach to
low-energy properties of one-dimensional quantum fluids,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 1840 (1981).

[46] M. A. Cazalilla, Bosonizing one-dimensional cold atomic
gases, Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Op-
tical Physics 37, S1 (2004).

[47] S. Lukyanov, Low energy effective hamiltonian for the
xxz spin chain, Nuclear Physics B 522, 533 (1998).

[48] J. Sirker and M. Bortz, The openXXZ-chain: bosoniza-
tion, the bethe ansatz and logarithmic corrections, Jour-
nal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment
2006, P01007 (2006).

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.104411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.104411
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.96.054423
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.054407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.054407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.155425
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.155425
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2021.115445
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.174511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.75.174511
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.200404
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22310
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys125
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06149
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature06149
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.10.011020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.120.173601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.013613
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.100.013613
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.9.2.025
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.4.090
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.023627
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.91.023627
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2016-60383-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2016-60383-x
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjst/e2016-60383-x
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.3.013048
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.5.5.046
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab3579
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab3579
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/ab3579
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aan7938
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2739
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys2739
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.090405
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1224953
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1257026
https://doi.org/10.1080/14789940801912366
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://doi.org/10.1080/14789940801912366
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.09.012
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.09.012
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhysLectNotes.5
https://github.com/tenpy/tenpy
https://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00055
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.885
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.80.885
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.47.1840
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/37/7/051
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/37/7/051
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00249-1
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2006/01/p01007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2006/01/p01007
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2006/01/p01007


15

[49] H. J. Schulz, Phase diagrams and correlation exponents
for quantum spin chains of arbitrary spin quantum num-
ber, Phys. Rev. B 34, 6372 (1986).

[50] S. Novikov, S. V. Manakov, L. Pitaevskii, and V. E. Za-
kharov, Theory of solitons: the inverse scattering method
(Springer Science & Business Media, 1984).

[51] V. E. Korepin, N. M. Bogoliubov, and A. G. Izergin,
Quantum inverse scattering method and correlation func-
tions, Vol. 3 (Cambridge university press, 1997).

[52] A. B. Zamolodchikov, Mass scale in the sine–gordon
model and its reductions, International Journal of Mod-
ern Physics A 10, 1125 (1995).

[53] S. Lukyanov, Form factors of exponential fields in the
sine–gordon model, Modern Physics Letters A 12, 2543
(1997), https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732397002673.

[54] G. Takács, Form factor perturbation theory from finite
volume, Nuclear Physics B 825, 466 (2010).

[55] A. Koubek and G. Mussardo, On the operator content
of the sinh-gordon model, Physics Letters B 311, 193
(1993).

[56] S. Lukyanov and A. Zamolodchikov, Exact expectation
values of local fields in the quantum sine-gordon model,
Nuclear Physics B 493, 571 (1997).

[57] S. R. White and A. E. Feiguin, Real-time evolution us-
ing the density matrix renormalization group, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 93, 076401 (2004).

[58] S. R. White and I. Affleck, Spectral function for the s =
1 heisenberg antiferromagetic chain, Phys. Rev. B 77,
134437 (2008).

[59] S. R. White, Density matrix formulation for quantum
renormalization groups, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2863 (1992).

[60] G. Vidal, Efficient simulation of one-dimensional quan-
tum many-body systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 040502
(2004).

[61] A. J. Daley, C. Kollath, U. Schollwöck, and G. Vidal,
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