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Dynamical fermionization in one-dimensional spinor gases at finite temperature
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Following the removal of axial confinement the momentum distribution of a Tonks-Girardeau gas
approaches that of a system of noninteracting spinless fermions in the initial harmonic trap. This
phenomenon, called dynamical fermionization, has been experimentally confirmed in the case of the
Lieb-Liniger model and theoretically predicted in the case of multicomponent systems at zero tem-
perature. We prove analytically that for all spinor gases with strong repulsive contact interactions at
finite temperature the momentum distribution after release from the trap asymptotically approaches
that of a system of spinless fermions at the same temperature but with a renormalized chemical
potential which depends on the number of components of the spinor system. In the case of the
Gaudin-Yang model we check numerically our analytical predictions using the results obtained from
a nonequilibrium generalization of Lenard’s formula describing the time evolution of the field-field

correlators.

Introduction.— In the last decade considerable effort
has been devoted to understanding the nonequilibrium
dynamics of one-dimensional (1D) integrable and near-
integrable many-body systems after the realization that
such systems do not thermalize [I—4]. This flurry of ac-
tivity resulted in the introduction of powerful techniques
like the quench action [5, 6], generalized hydrodynam-
ics [7, 8] and in the investigation of various nonequi-
librium scenarios in both single component [9-33] and
multi-component systems [34—44].

At zero temperature the momentum distribution of
1D strongly interacting bosons released from a harmonic
trap will asymptotically approach the momentum distri-
bution of a similar number of spinless fermions in the ini-
tial trap. This phenomenon, dubbed dynamical fermion-
ization (DF) was theoretically predicted in [15, 46] (see
also [17-52]) and experimentally confirmed recently us-
ing ultracold atomic gases [53]. DF was also theoretically
predicted to occur in multicomponent systems, bosonic,
fermionic [54] or mixtures [55] using the factorization of
the wavefunctions in charge and spin components in the
strongly interacting regime [56—(4]. At finite tempera-
ture results in the literature regarding DF are almost
nonexistent with the only example that we are aware
of being the numerical confirmation in the case of sin-
gle component bosons reported in [51]. Generalizing the
method of [46] for finite temperature it can be shown
[65] that for a system of trapped impenetrable bosons
described by the grandcanonical ensemble at tempera-
ture T' and chemical potential p that DF is present and
the asymptotical momentum distribution is the same as
the one for a system of spinless fermions at the same
temperature and chemical potential. The situation in
the case of multicomponent systems is, obviously, more
complicated. Naively, one would expect that if DF oc-
curs in a multicomponent system at finite temperature
then the asymptotic momentum distribution would be
expressed as a sum of momentum distributions of free
fermions with different chemical potentials. Contrary to
this expectation in this paper we show that for a spinor

system at finite temperature the asymptotic momentum
distribution after release from the trap approaches that
of a system of spinless fermions at the same temperature
but with a renormalized chemical potential, denoted by
1/, which depends on the number of components of the
system (or magnetic field in the case of unbalanced sys-
tems) but not on the statistics of the particles. More
precisely, for any harmonically trapped multicomponent
gas, bosonic or fermionic, with strong repulsive contact
interactions we will show that after release from the trap:
(0) the initial density profile of the spinor gas is the same
as the density profile of spinless noninteracting fermions
described by T and p' (this is in general called fermion-
ization); (1) the asymptotic momentum distribution has
the same shape as the initial density profile; and (2)
the asymptotic momentum distribution is the same as
the one for spinless noninteracting fermions characterized
by T and p’ which represents the dynamical fermioniza-
tion of the gas. In the case of the Gaudin-Yang model
we present results also for each component (spin-up and
spin-down) and numerically check our analytical predic-
tions by deriving an extremely efficient determinant rep-
resentation for the correlators which can be understood
as the nonequilibrium multicomponent generalization of
Lenard’s formula [66].

The Gaudin-Yang model.— It is instructive to look
first at the two-component case which provides the gen-
eral template for the proof of DF in spinor gases but also
has the advantage of allowing one to investigate the con-
tribution of each component (and not only the sum like in
the general case) both analytically and numerically. The
Gaudin-Yang model [67, 68] describes one-dimensional
fermions or bosons with contact interactions and is the
natural two-component generalization of the Lieb-Liniger
model [69]. In the presence of a time-dependent harmonic
potential V(x,t) = mw?(t)2%/2 the Hamiltonian reads
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where U = ( glgg ) , Ut = (ﬁﬂ(x),\lll(a:)) , 0, s the

third Pauli matrix, p is the chemical potential, B the
magnetic field and : : denotes normal ordering. ¥4 |(x)
are fermionic or bosonic fields which satisfy the commuta-
tion relations \Ila(:c)\lf;(y) - E\I/E (Y)¥o(x) = 6apd(z—y)
with ¢ = 1 in the bosonic case and ¢ = —1 in the
fermionic case. In this paper we will investigate the
nonequilibrium dynamics in the Tonks-Girardeau (TG)
regime characterized by ¢ = oo. In the TG regime,
also known as the impenetrable regime, the system is
integrable even in the presence of the external potential
and at ¢ = 0 the eigenstates of a system of N parti-

cles of which M have spin-down are [ = (21, - ,2Zn),
dx = vazl dz;]
ExaGX) = [de 3 AR ali
ar,anv={],1}
Ul (@)l (20)]0). (2)

Here the summation is over the C1y sets of a’s of which
M are spin-down and N — M are spin-up and |0) is the
Fock vacuum satisfying ¥, (2)|0) = (0|¥] (x) = 0 for all
2 and «. The eigenstates (2) are identified by two sets of
unequal numbers j = (j1, - ,jn) and A = (A1, -+, Anr)
which correspond to the charge and spin degrees of free-
dom. The normalized wavefunctions are
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with the determinant expressed in terms of Her-
mite functions of frequency wy = w(t < 0) ie.,

i ~L/2 (mwe ) 1/4 —LOT? mw :
() = (2'5!) (%) o Hj (/7)) with
H;(z) the Hermite polynomlals. In (3) the sum is
over the permutations of N elements and 0(Px) =
0(zp, < < apy) = [l 0(xp, — xp,_,) with
0(z) the Heaviside function. The nna functions
describing the spin sector are the wavefunctions of
the XX spin-chain with periodic boundary conditions
nx N (A) = [1;5p sign(n; — ny) detar (ee?) | where
A= (A1, Ay) with eV = (=1)M+L and n =
(ny,--- ,npr) is a set of integers, n, € {1,---, N}, de-
scribing the positions of the spin-down particles in the
ordered set {z1, -+ ,zn}. The wavefunctions (3) repre-
sent the natural generalization of the Bethe ansatz wave-
functions for the Gaudin-Yang model [57] in the pres-
ence of an external confining potential. They solve the
many-body Schrédinger equation, have the appropriate
symmetries when exchanging two particles of the same
type, satisfy the hard-core condition (the wavefunctions
vanish when two coordinates are equal) and form a com-
plete system. We stress again that the wavefunctions (3)

and all the results derived below are valid only in the
TG regime (g = o0). The eigenstates (2) are normal-
ized (®nv v (3 N)| PN (5 A)) = On/ NOM MG 57 0N
highly degenerate (their energies do not depend on )
and satisfy H|®na(F, ) = Ena(d; A)|Pnae(d,A))
with Exar(d,A) = SN [hwo(ji +1/2) — p+ B] —
2BM. It should be noted that the energy spectrum is
independent of statistics.

Quench protocol. — We are interested in investigating
the dynamics of the real space and momentum densities
at finite temperature after release from the trap. Our
quench protocol is the following. Initially the system
is prepared in a grandcanonical thermal state with the
density matrix
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where p?\’,?‘M(u,B,T) = e EnuGN/ET /21 B, T),
Z(p, B, T) = Tr[e‘HI/kBT] is the partition function of
the Gaudin-Yang model and H! is the Hamiltonian (1)
at t =0 (w(t < 0) = wp). At ¢ > 0 we remove the ax-
ial confinement and the system evolves with #¥ which
is the Hamiltonian (1) with w(t > 0) = 0. Our main
objects of study are the field-field correlators defined as
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with Wl(¢,t) = ™10l (€)e=™"t. From the correlators
one can obtain the real space densities p»B7T(¢,t) =
gtBT (¢ ¢t) and the momentum  distributions
ny BT (p,t) [er@r=e)/hguBT (¢ &o0t) dérdE /2m.
Because g#’RT(&,&% t) = gfﬁB’T(&,&;t) it s
sufficient to consider only one of the correlators.
Time-evolution of the correlators.— The important ob-
servation which allows for the analytical investigation of
the dynamics is that the spin component of the wavefunc-
tions remains frozen during the time-evolution due to the
strong interactions between the particles [54, 55]. The
charge component of the wavefunctions (3) is expressed
in terms of harmonic oscillator functions whose dynam-
ics in the case of time dependent frequency is known
[70, 71] and is implemented by the scaling transforma-
tion ¢;(z,t) = %%‘ (%, )exp [ me 2 —iET(t )} with
Ej = hwo(j + 1/2) and 7( fo dt’ /b2 (#). In the pre-
vious relations b(t) is a solutlon of the Ermakov-Pinney
equation b = —w(t)*b 4+ wj/b® with boundary conditions
b(0) = 1, b(0) = 0. Therefore, we can investigate the
dynamics computing the correlators at ¢ = 0 and then
applying the scaling transformation. At ¢t = 0 the corre-
lators in the initial thermal state described by the density



matrix (4) can be written as
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The G functions are the normalized mean values of
bilocal operators in arbitrary states described by j and
A. Introducing a new parametrization [55, 65, 72] which
makes the decoupling of the degree of freedom explicit
then, for & < &, the G functions can be expressed as
sums of products of spin and charge functions (for their
explicit expressions see [(5])
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with ¢y = (N - M){(M —1)! and ¢y = (N — M — 1)IM.

The time-evolution of the correlators is obtained by plug-
ging the scaling transformation of the Hermite functions
in the expression for G4 N .o (€1, €2) in terms of wavefunc-
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The dynamics of the real space density and momentum
distribution is derived using (8) and (9) in Eq. (6).
Analytical derivation of dynamical fermionization.—
As a preliminary step we will compute the parti-
tion function of the Gaudin-Yang (GY) model which
appears in the definition of the state probabilities
pﬁ\},)‘M(u,B,T) describing the density matrix (4). We
should point out that the thermodynamics of trapped
impenetrable particles with contact interactions is
independent of statistics (the energy spectrum is iden-
tical and double occupancies are excluded). In the

case of homogeneous systems a proof can be found
2B M

in [57].  Using the identity ZM 02an €FBT =
(1 + e"BT)N we  obtain  Z(u,B,T) =
o X4y [2cosh(B/kpT)] Y e By (@)/keT with
En(j) = 2N, [hwo(ji +1/2) — u] which shows that
the partition function of the harmonically trapped GY

model in the TG regime is the same as the one of
trapped spinless free fermions Zgg(p',T) at the same

(PN (Mo the

temperature but with renormalized chemical potential
(this is the generalization of the homogeneous result first
obtained by Takahashi in [73])

w = p+kpTIn[2cosh(B/kgT)] . (10)
investigate the densities at ¢t = 0.

definition  (6) we have pi BT() =
Yo e 0 2 {5} Z{A}pNM NMa(f §) with
G?V,)\Myg(gvf) Zd:l U( ’ ) (d7da£7£)/(CUNM)' It
can be shown [65] that S|(d,d) = (N — M)IMINM~1,
Si(d,d) = (N — M — D)IMINM=1(N — M) and that
Sl I(d, d;€,€) = G% e (€,€) where G (€,€) is the
density of free fermions (in the state j) at position &.
Using these results we obtain

Let us

eB/ksT

P/f’B = mﬂgFT(f% (11)

PEPTE) = T and PP+ AT =
PEE (§ ) proving that the initial densities are proportional
to the densities of trapped spinless free fermions at the
same temperature and chemical potential given by (10)
(property 0 from the introduction).

Now we can investigate the dynamics. In the case of
free expansion the solution of the Ermakov-Pinney equa-
tion is b(t) = (1 + wZt?)’/? and in the large time limit
we have lim;_, o0 b(t) = wot and lim_, o b(t) = wp. The
momentum distribution is

ZZZ

=1M=0 {5} {A}

G?V)\M a(p7 t) 9 (12)

and we need lim;_, o G NAMU(p, t). Using the method
of stationary phase (Chap 6 of [74] or Chap. 2.9
of [75]) in (9) with the points of stationary phase

being & = pwol?/(bh) for both integrals we find
(1A B aA ! !
o) |54 R (58, 255000) - e

have G372 (6,€) = MGy ¢e(€.€)/N and Gy, 4(6,€) =
(N —=M)GY ge(§,€)/N. Performing similar computations
like in the case of the initial densities we obtain

B B/kBT plo
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and n“BT(p7 t) = n}’ BT (p.t) which shows that the
asymptotic momentum distributions have the same shape
as the initial densities (property 1). Finally, using the

identity nfs' (p) = 13 i’ (pl2/h) (see Appendix E of
[55]) we obtain
b oB/ksT .
A (%) PV e —yT 14
n$ (p7 )t—>oo 2COSh(B/kBT) (p) ’ ( )
and nf’B’T(n t) + n”BT(p, t) B n’,i/FT (p) which

proves the dynamical fermionization at finite tempera-
ture (property 2).
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FIG. 1. Dynamics of the momentum distribution of spin-

down particles after release from the trap in the GY model
with N = 30 and N = 20. The temperature and initial trap
frequency are 7' = 5 and wo = 1 (u = 26.22, |B| = 1.73,
At = 7/wp). The continuous line in panels a), c¢) and e)
[b), d) and f)] represents the momentum distribution ny(p,t)
for a bosonic (fermionic) system while the dashed line is the
analytical prediction Eq. (14).

We can numerically check the analytical predictions
given by Eq. (14) using a determinant representation
for the field correlators which represents the other main
result of this paper. This representation obtained via
summation of the form factors is the nonequilibrium
multicomponent generalization of Lenards’s formula [60]
originally introduced for impenetrable bosons and reads

g P (&1, &ast) = gt~ P T (&1, €051

gl"P T (&1, &;t) = det (1 4+ 9V + R)—det (1 +9V) , (15)
with v = —(1 + BT + g)sign(é& — &) and

the elements of the (inﬁnite) matrices V,R are
given by Vab = \/ fgf (v,t)pp(v,t) dv and
Rap = Vf ¢a 517 Jo(§2,t) where f(a) =

e~ B/T/12 cosh(B/T)+ w] is the Fermi function
and ¢, (v,t) are the time-evolved harmonic orbitals. In
addition to representing the starting point for the rigor-
ous derivation of various analytical properties of the cor-
relators (for example one can show that g|"; BT ey, &3t)
can be expressed in terms of Painlevé transcendents)
Eq. (15) is also extremely efficient numerically due to
the fact that the main computational effort is reduced to
the calculation of partial overlaps of the single particle
evolved wavefunctions and, therefore, can be used to in-
vestigate different experimentally relevant quench scenar-
ios like breathing oscillations [25, 26], quantum Newton’s
cradle [1, 19], periodic modulation of the frequency [27],

etc., which were not previously accessible in the case of
multicomponent systems. Fig. 1 presents the dynamics
of ny(p,t) derived from (15) for an unbalanced system
with N = 30 particles and N} = 20 after release from
the trap which shows the excellent agreement with the
analytical result (14).

General case.— In the general case of a system
with k components the second line of the Hamil-
tonian (1) becomes V(z,t)¥UT¥ — Uiyl where now
oi = (@), Wi(2)) with Uo(2) (o = {1, ,k})
fermionic or bosonic fields satisfying the commutation re-
lations W, (2)¥, (y) — 0!, () U, (2) = G,0:(x — y) and
p is a diagonal matrix with (pq, -+, us) on the diag-
onal which are the chemical potentials of each compo-
nent. The eigenstates of the system are described by
k sets of parameters [76, 77] 7 = {ji}¥; and [A] =
(D T ) with N> N > >
Ne.-1>0 and will be denoted by |®"(7,[A])). The num-
ber of particles in the state o is m, = N,_1 — N, where
we consider Ng = N and N, = 0 and H|®"(F,[A])) =
E,(4,[A)[@%(4,[A]) with [BE.(5,[A]) = 320 hwo (i +
1/2) = > _  e(Ny—1 — N,). The energies of the eigen-
states do not depend on the spin configuration [A] result-
ing in large degeneracies. From now on we will consider
the case of pure Zeeman splitting which is described by
w = p— B(k —1) and w1 — p; = 2B. The initial
grandcanonical thermal state (analogue of (4)) is

Sy Y Yy ey

N=0N1=0 N._1=0 {j} {AD}  {AG-D}
x pL P, B, T)| 9% (5, [ND) (@ (5, A

,LLBT

where now pf;’[)‘] (1, B,T) = e~ BxGAD/kT ) Z (1 B, T),
with Z,(u, B, T) = Tr[efﬂi/kBT] the partition func-
tion of the system with x components at ¢ = 0. Like
in the two-component case (see [65]) it can be shown
that Z,(u, B,T) = Zre(p),, T) but now the renormalized
chemical potential is (in the homogeneous case this result
was first obtained by Schlottmann in [77])

p.. = p+ kT In[sinh(kB/kgT)/sinh(B/kpT)]. (16)

The calculations in the general case are very similar
with the ones for the GY model. We now have « field cor-
velators g BT (&, €55) = Tr [pleB T (€1,6)W, (€2,1)] |
(c = {1,---,k}) and the same number of densities
ptB T t) = ghBT(¢ €t) and momentum distribu-
tions nBT(p,t). Similar to the GY case the wave-
function has a product form with the charge compo-
nent given by a Slater determinant of Hermite functions
and the spin component given by an arbitrary func-
tion of an appropriate spin chain [58, 59]. This means

(e, &) =
+(&)|®%(4,[A])) appearing in the

that the mean values of bilocal operators G’f,’

(@"(5, [ADIPE(61) P



generalization of Eq. (6) also have a product representa-
tion generalizing (7) and given by (explicit expressions
for the components can be found in [54, 65, 78, 79])
GIM(E1,8) = Y0 4,21 So(dy, d2)I(dy, da; €1,6) . Un-
fortunately we do not know the value of S,(d,d) (a rea-
sonable conjecture would be S,(d,d) = m,/N) only that
> _1So(d,d) =1 [51]. Using this relation we obtain
for the real space densities at t = 0 Y.7_, pBT(¢) =
pﬁé"T(f) with g defined in (16). In the large ¢ limit
performing the stationary phase analysis like in the GY
case we obtain that the total asymptotic momentum dis-
tribution has the same shape as the real space density

profile >0 n#BT(p, 1) Y 12 pﬁ,?’ (pl3
—00
nft (p) =15 o5 (plo/h) we find

/h) and using

= T
Sonl BT (pt) ~ ke () (17)

which is the dynamical fermionization of the strongly in-
teracting x component gas.

Finite interaction case.— In the case of large, but finite
repulsion, we expect that most of the features presented
above to remain valid [54]. In this case, to first order
in g, the wavefunctions still have a product form [78]
with the charge degrees of freedom characterized by a
Slater determinant and the spin part described by a spin
chain [antiferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) in the fermionic
(bosonic) case] with position dependent coefficients C;.
Fortunately, the time-evolution of these coefficients dur-
ing expansion is given by C;(t) = b=3(¢)C;(0) [30] which
means that spin dynamics of the system remains frozen
like in the impenetrable case and the same considerations
apply. For arbitrary repulsion it is also sensible to assume
that the system will dynamically fermionize after expan-
sion and that the initial quasimomenta of the trapped
gas will be mapped to real momenta of the expanded
cloud similar to the case of single component bosons
[10, 12, 50]. This is due to the fact that at long time
after release the dimensionless parameter v(x) = ¢/n(z)
(¢ = mg/h?), which characterizes the strength of the
interaction, will become very large (the density n(z) de-
creases) and, therefore, the dynamics will be described
by the TG Hamiltonian [(1) with g = o0]. We expect
that these considerations can be made rigorous using the
Yudson representation for integrable systems [81] gener-
alizing the proof for the Lieb-Liniger model derived in
[12].

Conclusions.— We have proved that DF occurs in all
bosonic and fermionic impenetrable 1D spinor gases at
finite temperature. At long times after release from the
trap the asymptotic momentum distribution approaches
that of a system of spinless noninteracting fermions at the
same temperature and a renormalized chemical potential
which depends on the number of the components of the
spinor system and magnetic field but not on the statistics.

Using the same method one can prove the existence of DF
in the case of an arbitrary Bose-Fermi mixture [55, 72,

, 83] using the fact that the wavefunctions in the TG
regime also factorize with the spin component given by
wavefunctions of an appropriate graded spin-chain while
the charge part is still described by a Slater determinant
of Hermite functions. The proof runs along the same lines
taking into account that the thermodynamics (partition
function) of impenetrable particles is independent of the
statistics of the constituent particles.
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Supplemental Material: Dynamical fermionization in one-dimensional spinor gases at
finite temperature

Ovidiu I. Patu!
Institute for Space Sciences, Bucharest-Mdgurele, R 077125, Romania

I. DYNAMICAL FERMIONIZATION IN THE LIEB-LINIGER MODEL AT FINITE TEMPERATURE

Here we prove analytically that dynamical fermionization occurs at finite temperature in the Lieb-Liniger model.
The Lieb-Liniger model describes bosons with repulsive contact interactions in one dimension. In the presence of an
external time-dependent harmonic potential V (z,t) = 6(—t)mwx?/2 the Hamiltonian in second quantization is

2
Hip = /da: 2th (8, 97) (0,9) + g T IOV + (V (2, 1) — p) ¥ 0, (S-1)

where m is the mass of the particles and g > 0 the strength of the repulsive interaction. In (S-1) ¥f(z) and ¥(z) are
bosonic fields satisfying the canonical commutation relations ¥ (x)¥'(y) = UT(y)¥(z) + §(x — y). The homogeneous
Lieb-Liniger model is integrable for any value of the coupling strength. In the presence of the trapping potential we
have an analytical solution only for ¢ = 0 and in the case of hardcore particles (g = oo) which will be investigated
below. At t = 0 and g = oo the eigenstates of the trapped Lieb-Liniger model are

[N (5)) = \/%/deXN(xlw“ can]f) U (@n) - U (a)]0), (S5-2)

with |0) is the Fock vacuum satisfying ¥(z)|0) = 0 for all z. The wavefunctions are obtained from the Bose-Fermi
mapping as

XN(xla"' ,.’EN|J HSlgn XN (xlv"' ,fENlj)7 (S—3)
>k

with j = (j1,---,jn) describing the single particle energies and

e anld) = e det [0, )] (54

is the wavefunction of a dual system of free spinless fermions in the presence of the same trapping potential. Here ¢;(z)
- — mw, 562
are the quantum harmonic oscillator wavefunctions of frequency wy defined by ¢;(z) = (23 J !) 1/2 (%)1/ LT

H; (/™% ) with H;(z) the Hermite polynomials. The eigenstates (S-2) are normalized (®n(3)|®n(j)) = 6;,- and

Heol®n(5)) = Bn(5)@n(5) with Ex(5) = S0, [hwo(fi +1/2) = 4.

We are interested in the time evolution of the field-field correlator (one-body reduced density matrix) at finite
temperature after release from the trap. We consider the system initially prepared in a finite temperature state
characterized by the grandcanonical density matrix

= S e D (NN G) s el T) = exp [ By (3) /s T] /2 (0, T) (5-5)

N=0 {5}

where Z(u, T) = Tr[e~Hir/ksT] = D oN=0 2o (5} e En@/ksT with H!  the Hamiltonian (S-1) at t = 0. At ¢ > 0 we
release the system from the trap and we let it evolve with HE, which is given by (S-1) with V(z,¢) = 0. The main
object of interest for us is the field-field correlator

g (&, &it) = Tr [p T W1 (&, 1)U (&, 1)] (S-6)

with Ul (¢, 1) = eMErt Wt (£)e~1irt, From the correlator one can obtain the real space density p7 (&, t) = g7 (¢,&:1)
and the momentum distribution n#T (p,t) = [ P& =8)/hgnT (&) &5:1) d&ydés /2.



The field-field correlator can be written as

T(&1,6051) Z D (i T) G (&, a5t) (S-7)

N=1{j}

with
) N
G'3V(§17£27t) = N/ Hdl‘kXN(flvl‘Qa axNat‘J)XN(§27$2a axNat‘J)’ (S_8)
k=2

where xn (21,72, ,zN;t|F) are the wavefunctions (S-3) time-evolved with Hf,. The wavefunctions (S-3) are
expressed in terms of the Hermite functions and the time evolution of the harmonic oscillator with variable frequency

is given by the scaling transformation [S1, 52] ¢;(z,t) = \/% (%£,0) exp { T% % — iEj7(t)| where b(t) is a solution of

the Ermakov-Pinney equation b = —w(t)?b + w2 /b* with boundary conditions b(0) = 1, b(0) = 0, E; = hwo(j + 1/2)
and the rescaled time parameter is given by 7(t) = f(f dt'/b*(t’). This means that the dynamics of the G% functions
is given by (lop = v/k/(mwy))

) 1 . 113—;5
e ety = 164 (51, 2:0)  bosE (59)
b b’ b’
and introducing the notation G = [e? (&1—€2)/h N (&1, &2;t) d€1d€a/2m we have
'b[ b 51*255_1)(51;&2)]
G = 5 [Gliegmoe " dgdg. ($-10)

Now we can look at dynamical fermionization. The first step is to investigate the density at ¢ = 0. From (S-7),
(S-8) and (S-3) we obtain p7T(€) = S%_, z{j}pgv(u,T)Gﬂv(f,i). Noticing that G%(&,€) for the TG gas is the
same as the similar expression for free fermions G2 ~n.rr(€,€) defined as in (S-8) but with XK for the wavefunctions
and that the partition functions of free fermions and the TG gas are the same this proves that the initial density is

the same as the density of free fermions at the same temperature and chemical potential p*7 (&) = p’,iFT(f). Let’s
investigate the dynamics. In the case of free expansion the solution of the Ermakov-Pinney equation is b(t) =

(1 4+ w2t?)'/? and in the large time limit we have lim; o0 b(t) = wot and lim; b(t) = wp. In the same limit we have
limy_,o0 n(p, ) = > Ny Z{j}pg\,(u,T) lim; 00 G% (p,t). Using the method of stationary phase in (S-10) (the points

of stationary phase are & = pwol2/(bh) for both integrals) we find ég\,(]x t) . wol (p“;‘;f", p:ifo,O) . But
— 00
G (p,p; 0) = Gy g (p, p; 0) which means that
lim n(p,t) = f: 3 (1, T) wolt | s (poly pol (S-11)
P b,t) = Dn (i b N,FF bﬁ s bh ; ,

or n(p,t) ~ I3 p’,f’F (plU /h, O) which shows that the momentum distribution has the same shape as the initial density.
t—o0

Using the identity nfp ( ) =12 p’,iFT ( 2/ h) where n‘,f’FT(p) is the momentum distribution of spinless noninteracting
fermions at temperature 7" and chemical potential y we find that in the large t limit

(1) (), (512)

proving the existence of dynamical fermionization in the Lieb-Liniger model at finite temperature.

II. NEW PARAMETRIZATION OF THE CORRELATORS IN THE GAUDIN-YANG MODEL

In this section we are going to introduce a new parametrization of the wavefunctions which will make explicit
the factorization (7) of the mean value of the bilocal operators. Using the commutation relations and the explicit
expression of the eigenstates (2) it can be shown that G?\}/\M S(€1,82) = (PN (3, NP (&) Vs (E2)| PN ar(F, A)) can
be expressed as o



; ND? [0 e .
G?&?\M’i(fla&) = ( ) /dej )Z%,M(flal?a”' axN|J7A)XN,M(§27m2a"' 7$N|J7A), (S—13a)
j=2
i N [T a2 e .
GI\},M,¢(51»§2) = o H do; Xy (@1, an—1, &5, AxRoar (@1, anv—1, &[5, A) (S-13b)
j=1

where av = (} -+ [T -+ 1), which is called the canonical ordering, ¢; = (N — M){(M —1)! and ¢y = (N — M —1)IML
The time evolution of the G functions described in Eq. (8) of the main text can be easily derived by plugging the
scaling transformation of the Hermite functions in (S-13).

We will use a new parametrization of the wavefunction, originally introduced in the investigation of the correlation
functions in the Bose-Fermi mixture [S3, 54], which makes explicit the spin and charge factorization in (S-13). In the
canonical ordering x4, --- ,x); denote the coordinates of the spin down particles while xy;11,- -, zn the coordinates
of the spin up particles. We introduce a new set of ordered coordinates z = (z1,- - , zy) defined in the wedge

Z={-00<2z <zp< - <zy < +o0}, (S-14)

which describe the positions of the particles independent of their spin. For a given configuration @ = (x1,--- ,zy) all
the sets Px = (xp,, - ,xp,) with P € Sy an arbitrary permutation are described by the same set of (21, - , zn). We
also need to introduce a new set of variables y = (y1,- - ,yn) which specify the position of the particles in the ordered
set (z1,--+,2n). The subset {y1,-- ,yar} describe the position of the spin up particles while {yas41,- -+ ,yn} are the
positions of the spin down particles and we have z,, = z;. For example in the case of a system in the (N, M) = (6, 2)-
sector (remember we are in the canonical ordering which means that the first two particles have spin down) with
T3 < 11 < Ta < gy < x5 < xg then z = (21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26) = (3,21, T2, T4,T5,26) wWith y = (2,3,1,4,5,6).
Note that yq,-- ,yy are the same as ni,--- ,ny in the original definition of the wavefunction. Because (—1)P =
11 N>j>k>1 sign(y; —yx) the wavefunctions in the new parametrization are (we drop the superscript because from now
on we will always use the canonical ordering oo = ({ --- }1--- 1))

1

> — i a)\ .
Xovar (2,913, A) = o he(y) et (¢9) det [0, (3)] (5-15)
where
he(y) = { HN2j>k2M-t1 sign(y; — yx) e=1 (boso'ns) , (S-16)
M>j>k>1 sign(y; — yx) e = —1 (fermions).
In the new parametrization the G functions for & < & can be written in a factorized form (the computations are
similar with the ones presented in Appendix C of [S4] for the Bose-Fermi mixture)
1 N N
ix .
GV o (61,&2) = N dzl dzd S (dy,do)I(dy,dy; 1, Ea), (S-17)
1= 2—ail

with the charge functions I(dy,ds;&1,&2) having the same expressions for both spin up and spin down cases

N
I(dy,do; &1, 62) =/ dzjdet [, (2)] det [85, ()] , (S-18)
Zay ,dy (€1,82) j=1,j%dy N N
with Zg, 4,(&1,&2) is defined as
Zaydy(§1,62) ={—00< 21 <+ - <zg1 <& < zg41 < < zgy <& < zgyp1 < --- < zy < +o0}, (S-19)

and z’ satisfies the constraint

! !/ !
—00< =2 < S2g g =2a-1 S 6 S 2, = Zai41 S

S zg, 1= 2y S &2 S Zguq1 = Zdp41 S0 S 2y = 2y < +00. (S-20)

The spin functions are different. For spin down particles we have

Sildi,de) = . he(y)he(y’) det (e77) det (i) . (S-21)
YyeY (y1=d1)



with Y (y; = d) = {y € Sn| with y; = d} and the connection between y and y’ is given by
Yy =da, y1=dy,
yi=vy; fory; <di,
yi=y;—1 ford; <y; <ds,

yi =y, fords<uy;. (S-22)
while for spin up particles we have
_ / —iYa \p iy Ay _
Sy(dy,de) = Z he(y)he(y )dﬁt (e )dAe/zlt (e ) , (S-23)
YEY (yn=d1)
with the connection between y and y’ given by (y1,--- ,ya and yi,- -+ ,y), cannot take the values dy and ds)

Yy =do, yn =d1,

yi=1vy; fory; <di,

yi=yi—1 ford <y; <ds,

yi =1y, fords <y;. (S-24)

In the region & < &; the mean values can be obtained via complex conjugation GN M, o(61,62) = G?.\}’)‘M’J (&2,41).
In fact for the analytical derivation of the dynamical fermionization we need to evaluate the G functions in the
simpler case of £ = & = £ for which

N
, 1
W0 (66 = —7 D Sald, d)I(d, d5€.6), (5-25)
7 d=1
with
N —
1€ = [ ] deydge o, ()] detion, (2)] (5-26)
Z2a(8) j=1, j£d
with Zg(€) = {—00 <21 < -+ < zg-1 <€ < 2441 <+ < 2y < 4+00}. When di = do = d the relation between y
and gy’ for the spin down function S|(d,d) is y = (d,y2,--- ,y~n),y" = (d,¥2,--- ,yn) and for the spin up function
S, (d,d) we have y = (y1, - ,yn—1,d),y" = (y1,-* ,y~n—1,d) with the restriction that y1,---,ypn cannot take the
values d. Doing similar calculations like in Appendix D of [S4] we obtain
S, (d,d) = (N — M)IMINM=t " Sy(d,d) = (N — M — 1)IMINY=Y(N — M) for any d, (S-27)
and introducing new variables t1,--- ,ty_1
N
Zl(d,d;f’f)zN!/ X (& tas o st )X (€t s tn—1) dby - dEn (S-28)
_ t1<---<tny_1

with XK (x|j) = detn [¢;, (z1)] /VN! the wavefunction of free fermions. Using the symmetry of the integrand we ob-
tain Zfivzl I(d,d;&,¢) = Nf+oo HN ! dt; XN (&, s tn—1)X (€, t1, - -+, tn—1) which is the density of free fermions
(in the state j) at position &.

IIT. ANALYTICAL DERIVATION OF DYNAMICAL FERMIONIZATION IN THE GAUDIN-YANG
MODEL

Due to space limitations in the main text we have only outlined the derivation of dynamical fermionization in the
Gaudin-Yang model. Here we provide the full details. We start with the derivation of the partition function.

Partition function of the impenetrable Gaudin-Yang model.— At t = 0 the energy of an eigenstate of the trapped,
bosonic or fermionic, impenetrable Gaudin-Yang model with N particles of which M have spin-down is given by

N
Enxm(d,A) = Z [hwo(j; +1/2) — p+ B] —2BM. (S-29)
i=1



We point out two important features of the spectrum: a) it is independent of the statistics of the particles (this is of
course valid only for impenetrable particles) and b) does not depend on the spin state A and, therefore, it is highly
degenerate. In the (N, M)-sector the spin states are given by XA = (Aq,---, ) with e« = (=1)M+1 The X\’s
can take N values which means that there are C3 spin states which is also the degeneracy of an arbitrary eigenstate
described by j. The partition function of the system at = 0 is given by

Z(p, B,T) = Tr[e "' /k5T]

o0

Z i Z Z e_EN~M(jv>‘)/kBT 7

N=0M=0j1<-<jn M1<-<Am
N

5 ir'ng M

Z Z 2BM/kpT — Zil[hNO(ji+1/2)*H+B]/kBT7

M=0j1<<jn A1 <--<Anm

Z (1_’_62B/kBT>Nef S o (Gi1/2) =+ B) kT

~<JN

<.
/\

1

Z N, [rwo(Git+1/2)— u]/kBT (S-30)

0j1<--<jn

2
Il

where we have used Y% _, D oascany, EEMIT = SNy CM2BM/ksT — (1 4 ¢2B/ksT)N apnq
p = p+ kpTIn[2cosh(B/kgT)] . (S-31)

From (S-30) we see that the partition function of the harmonically trapped GY model in the TG regime is the same as
the one of trapped spinless free fermions Zgg (', T') at the same temperature but with renormalized chemical potential
given by (S-31).

Densities of the trapped system.— We now investigate the densities at ¢ = 0. From the definition (Eq. (6) of the
main text) we have (pf\},)‘M(u, B,T) = e EnmGN/ksT 1 Z(1 B T))

PP (E ZZZ P G0 (6,6) (S-32)

N=1M=0 {5} {x}

where ¢ = (N — M)I(M —1)! and ¢t = (N — M — 1)!M! and (see (S-25))

G0 (6:6) = ZS (d, d)I(d, d; €,6)/(coNM) . (S-33)

d=1

I(d,d; &, &) is defined in (S-26). From the previous section [see (S-27) and the discussion after (S-28)] for any value of
d (S-27) we have S|(d,d) = (N — M)IM!NM=1 Sy(d,d) = (N — M — 1) MINM=Y(N — M) and

400 N—1

Zfddfs) Gl ee(6,6) = N/ It XN €t ot )XW Gt tv ), (S-34)
j=1

which is the density of free fermions (in the state j) at position £. Using (S-33) and (S-34) we obtain

PP =>" ZZ G%rr(€,9), (S-35)

N=1M=0 {5} {A}

PEEICED B D B) PEi v, We N o) (S-36)

N=1M=0 {3} {x}

Making use of Z(u, B,T) = Zre(1/, T) and of the identity

N N
M spykgr _ kBT O 2BM/kpT eB/knl 2B/kpT\ "
— ’ =—— (1 B S-37
PIPIS N 9B | 2 2-° 2 cosh(B/kpT) (1+e ) (8-37)
M=0 {x} M=0 {x}



the density of spin down particles can be written as

o) N N .
B, T M e~ NB/kpT o= i [hwo(4i+1/2)—p]/ksT .
L GED DD I IE L Tl ) (€6,
N=1M=0 {5} {)\} FEAH
eB/ksT N ¢~ NB/kpT o~ N lhwo(ji+1/2)—pl/kpT
= L it G e,
2 cosh(B/kpT) Nzlg ( Zee(w/, T) N,FF(f £)
eB/kBT o0 o SN [hwo(Gi+1/2)—p'] /BT i
= Toh(B/RaT) 2o 22 i) (6.
ot ™ (©)
(S-38)
which shows that
BT oB/kBT
0 = . S-39
In a similar fashion, using the identity
N
N—-M o5mikpr 2B/kpT\ Y eB/kaT 2Bk
N =1 b — 5 (1 B S-40
2.2 ¢ ( te ) 2cosh(B/kBT)( te ) ) (8-40)
M=0 {A}
we can show that
B e—B/kpT .
My u,
P () = mpw (). (5-41)
From Egs. (S-39) and (S-48) we have
AT ) + ot BT (E) = T (€), (S-42)

proving that the initial densities are proportional to the densities of trapped spinless free fermions at the same
temperature and chemical potential given by (S-31).

Asymptotic momentum distributions.— The investigation of the large time asymptotics will be performed using
the stationary phase approximation. The solution of the Ermakov-Pinney equation in the case of free expansion is
b(t) = (1 + w2t?)/2 and in the large time limit we have limy_,s b(t) = wot and limy_o b(t) = wo. The momentum
distribution is

c© N
o(p,t) = Z Z Z ZPN M vaAM (1) (S-43)
=1 M=0 {j} {7}

with ég\}?‘M’U(p, t) defined in Eq. (9) of the main text. We are interested in the large ¢ asymptotics of this quantity.
If g(x) and f(x) are two reasonably well behaved functions on the real axis with f/(z9) = 0 then the method of
stationary phase (Chap. 6 of [S5] or Chap. 2.9 of [S0]) states that

, or  \V? ‘ 1
itf@) gy — (2T itf(wo) i FSIGNS" (o) S-44
/Rg(””)“’ : <t|f”(:vo)|) glwo)e +"(tl/?)’ (549

when ¢t — co. In the large ¢ limit the expression for éf\}?‘M}a(p, t) can be written as

G?V)\Ma (p,t //G'}V)\Mg (&1,62;0)e —itf(&1) ztf(fz)dé“ldgz (S-45)
with
_ bE?  puot



The point of stationary phase satisfying f'(&y) = 0 is & = pwol?/ (bh) Using (S-44) successively for both integrals in
(S-45) we find

o.}ol%
b

iA pwold pwold
G.}V,M,o' ( : ’ 0 ) 0) . (S-47)

P\ rt
N,M,O’(p ) i ih

t—o00

From our previous analysis of the initial densities we have Gg\},)\JVL i(5,5) =M G%FF({,E) /N and G?;;?‘M7T(§,§) =

(N-M )Gf\,vFF(g ,€)/N. The summations in (S-43) are similar with the ones performed in the case of the densities
obtaining

1,B,T eB/ksT pl3 u,B,T e~ B/ksT pl3
) t500 l 2 cosh(B/kpT) p < h ) ) t00 l 2cosh(B/kgpT) p < h ) ’ (5-48)

which shows that the asymptotic momentum distributions have the same shape as the initial densities (property 1
of the main text). Finally, using the identity n’,ﬁ’FT (p) =13 p’F‘FT (pl3/h), which is a consequence of the fact that the

Hermite functions are eigenfunctions of the Fourier transform (see Appendix E of [S4]) we obtain
g eB/kpT . BT e—B/kpT .
w,B, ¢ w, H, ¢ IR S-49
n ) t—oco 2cosh(B/kpT) e (P), e (Pt o t—oo 2cosh(B/kpT) e (P) (S-49)

w,B

Now, it is easy to see that n/” Tip,t t)+nl BT (p.t

D, ) ~ nFFT (p) which proves the dynamical fermionization at finite

temperature (property 2 of the main text).

IV. PARTITION FUNCTION OF THE GENERAL CASE

In the general case of a system with x components in the presence of a harmonic potential V (z,t) = 0(—t)mw3z?/2
the Hamiltonian is

H= /dx— (0,970, %) +g : (W) : 4V (2, t) UTW — Ui, (S-50)

with ¥f = (\Iq(m), - ,\IJL(x)) U= (Uy(z),---, U, (2)" and U, (z) (o = {1,--- ,k}) are fermionic or bosonic fields

satisfying the commutation relations \I/U(x)\IlZ,(y) - 5\112,(3;)\1!0(;2) = 0y0:0(x — y) (¢ = 1 in the bosonic case and
e = —1 in the fermionic case). In (S-50) p is the chemical potentials matrix with (1, -, ) on the diagonal and
the rest of the elements 0. In the impenetrable limit, g — oo, the eigenstates of the sybtem are described by k sets of

parameters with j = {j;})¥.; describing the charge degrees of freedom and [A] = ({); 1)}1 15" {)\(K 1)} ) with
N > Ny > --- > N,_1 > 0 characterizing the spin degrees of freedom. The number of partlcles in the state o is
me = Ny—1 — N, where we consider Ny = N and N, = 0 and the eigenstates and will be denoted by |®" (7, [A])).

They satisfy K2, m»[ = B (3. NI~ (5, [N)) with |E (5, [\D) = S, huo(Gi +1/2) = 5, j1a(Noo1 = N,).
e wavefunctions are [S7,

X(@li,[N) = Y ()7 Pxer(@l5)b(z1 < -+ < 2n) @ xs([A])] (S-51)

PeSn

with f(x1 < -+ < zn) = H;\Lz O(z; —xj—1), XN (x|j) = dety [¢;, (zp)] /VN! the Slater determinant of free fermions
and xs([A]) the wavefunction of the relevant spin chain. The correlators can also be written in factorized form like in
the Gaudin-Yang model [59]

GJ & (51 52) <(I)K(.77[ ])‘\112(51)\:[/0(52)‘(1)”(37[A]))7 J:{l,-~- 7'%}7
= 2 Z So(dr, d2)1(dy, da; &1, 62) (S-52)

dy da=1

with the charge function independent of the spin

I(dy.d; &1, 62) = (*Udrle'/ H dzjXee(§1, 2, 2N |F)XFF(§2, 22, -+, TN ]d), (5-53)

Payay j=2



where I'g g, =22 < -+ g1 <& < g, <+ < Xgy—1 <& <xg, < - <zxpy. The spin functions are defined as
So(di,da) = (€)™ > (xs((AD)lel, (0)(da - - da)ca, () xs ([A])) , (S-54)
02, ,ON

with ¢4(o) the annihilation operator of a spin o at the lattice site d and (d - --d3) is a loop permutation operator
that cyclically permutes particles and maps {dy,--- ,do} = {d1 +1,--- ,dy — 1,d2,d; }. An important relation which
is used repeatedly is

> 8,(d,d)=1, foralld € {1,--- ,N}. (S-55)

o=1

We want to compute the partition function for a multicomponent system of impenetrable particles in a harmonic
potential. We will consider first the case kK = 3. For a system with three components the eigenstates are indexed

by j = {5i}N,, AM = {)\El)}gv:ll, 2@ = { 2)}1 1, and the eigenvalues are (the number of particles in each state is
My = Ny_1 — N, with Ng = N and N3 =

N
E(G,[A]) = Z hwo(ji +1/2) = p1 (N — N1) — po(N1 — Na) — pzNa . (S-56)

The partition function is

x N oM N heoGit1/2) mN  (uposp)Ni o (sg—pg)Np
T):E E E E E E e =1 kpT — ekpTe kT ¢ FkpT | (S-57)

N=0N1=0N2=0j1<---<J (1) (1) y(2) (2)
1 2=071<--<JN Al <...>\N1 Al <...>\N2

Taking into account that each )\52) ()\(-1) ) can take N7 (N) values and using

(3

Ny N
Z Z e(ugkuz)Nz Z C (us uz)Nz (1—&—@(”2;;2)) b 7 (S-58)

N2=0,\() .. @) N2=0

and

N
(ng—p1)Ny (g —up) \ V1 (Hg—p1) wapn \ v
E g e FBT 1+e *BT =|14+e *BT 4 e kBT , (S-59)

N1:0A§1><...)\5\}i

we obtain for the partition function for a system with three components

(oo} .
251 ) n3 \ N _N hwg(i;+1/2)
— E E <6kBT + e*BT +6kBT) e i=1 kpT . (S—GO)

N=0j1<-<jn

The generalization for arbitrary x is obvious. In the case of pure Zeeman splitting which is described by pu; =
uw—B(k—1) and p;y1 — p; = 2B we obtain

. N
nn=3 3 (Saiaign) I s
B
N=0j1<---<jn

which shows that the partition function of a gas of trapped impenetrable particles with £ components is independent
of the statistics of the constituent particles and is the same as the partition of free fermions at the same temperature
and renormalized chemical potential

=+ kT In[sinh(kB/kpT)/sinh(B/kpT)]. (5-62)
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