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We investigate the expansion dynamics of one-dimensional strongly interacting bosons released
from a harmonic trap from the first principle. We utilize the multiconfigurational time-dependent
Hartree method for bosons (MCTDHB) to solve the many-body Schrödinger equation at high level
of accuracy as the MCTDHB basis sets are explicitly time dependent and optimised by variational
principle. We probe the expansion dynamics for very strong interaction but not in Tonks-Girardeau
(TG) limit and thus integrability breaks down. We characterize the dynamics by measure of expan-
sion radius and expansion velocity. We find that for an wide range of strong interaction strength,
the expansion dynamics is trimodal. We present three different time-scales of expansion — inner-
core, outer-core and the whole cloud; whereas for non-interacting case, it is unimodal. We also
report the dynamics of higher-body densities and correlations and observe the antibunching effect.
The two- and three-body densities are characterized by the appearance of correlation hole along
the diagonal due to very strong interaction that mimics the Pauli principle. With the expansion
of bosons the correlation hole also spread. We also report the expansion dynamics of 1D dipolar
bosons released from the trap. When very strong contact interaction leads to fermionization limit,
for strongly interacting dipolar bosons lead to crystal phase. The expansion dynamics of dipolar
bosons is again trimodal as before, but the expansion velocity is much larger and diverging unlike
the case of contact interaction where the expansion velocity is converged. The diverging expansion
dynamics is further supported by the unbounded energy for long range interaction.

I. INTRODUCTION

The non-equilibrium dynamics of isolated strongly cor-
related many-body systems become the most challenging
research area both theoretically and experimentally [1, 2].
The unprecedented control of system parameters in real
time in the experiments of ultracold atomic gases makes
this field active and draws remarkable interest in re-
cent days [3–7]. It addresses thermalization, particle
transportation in the experimental studies of quantum
quenches [8–17]. Particle transport is generally classi-
fied as either ballistic or diffusive, or a combination of
the two [15, 18]. In the ballistic transport, the parti-
cles spread out with constant uniform velocity without
any signature of non-decaying current. Whereas interac-
tion leads to diffusive type transport specially in higher
dimension. However, it is found that during sudden ex-
pansion of 1D, two-component Fermi gas into an empty
optical lattice, the radius of the cloud grows linearly in
time [19]. A very recent work reports the expansion dy-
namics in a 1D hard-core boson model with three-body
interactions, the bosons expand ballistically with weak
interaction and the expansion velocity decreases with in-
crease in three-body interaction. One can expect intrigu-
ing physics for strongly interacting bosons in reduced di-
mension. The strongly interacting bosons in the Tonks-
Girardeau (TG) limit exhibit an exact mapping to spine-
less fermions which is an integrable system [2, 20]. In 1D,
the hard core bosons in a lattice can also be mapped to
non-interacting spinless fermions [21–23]. Several recent
studies are also focused to address whether strongly in-
teracting systems will exhibit ballistic or diffusive trans-

port [15, 19, 24–26]. In a recent work we find experi-
mental and numerical investigation of the expansion of
localised ultracold bosons in optical lattice [18]. The dis-
tribution of the expanding cloud is monitored by stan-
dard absorption imaging. It is found that the hard
core bosons expand ballistically like the non-interacting
fermions. Whereas for the interacting bosons, appear-
ance of diffusive cloud is noted which indicates diffusive
dynamics of the centre cloud surrounded by ballistic flow.
From the extensive work already published in finding the
expansion velocity of the expanding cloud, we find that
the physics of expansion dynamics and its time scale is
clearly understandable for the hardcore bosonic regime
or in the TG limit due to the existence of exact map-
ping. However, the complexity arises when the bosons
are strongly interacting but not in the TG limit and the
concept of integribility breaks down, the question of so-
lution of Schrödinger equation from first principle comes
in the picture.

In this article, we explore the dynamics from a mi-
croscopic general quantum many-body perspective. It
requires the complete solution of the time dependent
Schrödinger equation. The multi configurational time-
dependent Hartree method for bosons (MCTDHB) is
used to solve the time dependent Schrödinger equation
(TDSE) at a high level of accuracy. The basis sets of
MCTDHB are explicitly time-dependent and variation-
ally optimised. We prepare the initial state at the ground
state of few interacting bosons in a harmonic oscillator
(HO) potential. In the quantum quench, we make the
system trapless by a sudden quench from a finite trap
frequency to zero. We solve the complete set of equa-
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tions (see the numerical method section) with periodic
boundary conditions. Thus, the gas is released from a
parabolic trap onto a large bath. The time evolution
of the expanding cloud consisting of N = 4 bosons is
monitored by MCTDHB for several choices of interaction
strength parameter (λ) considering the non-interacting,
weakly interacting and strongly interacting limit. The
present work is well-suited to a small number of particles
because, although such a small number of particles is not
typical for experiments in expansion dynamics, it does in-
crease the beyond mean-field effect [27]. Fragmentation
of BEC is a mesoscopic effect that decreases with increase
in number of particles as 1√

N
. Therefore, a lower number

of particles is preferable to study the beyond mean-field
effect. Also, it is now possible to experiment with small
systems [28–31], which gives our system a lot of room for
testing.

We find very complex nature of transport mechanisms
and three scale of expansion dynamics when the bosons
are strongly interacting. The most complex regime is
when the bosons are strongly interacting but not in TG
limit. We find the density splits into four pieces (equal
to number of bosons in the trap) and each piece moves
distinctly like an independent jet. Here we find a tri-
modal dynamics which is associated with expansion of
inner core, of outer core and of total cloud. The corre-
sponding expansion velocity also exhibits trimodal dis-
tribution. The non-interacting case is unimodal as ex-
pected.

As MCTDHB utilises time adaptive basis, the expan-
sion coefficients as well as the orbitals are time depen-
dent, and one can dynamically follow the many-body cor-
relations [32–34]. Using MCTDHB, we can also calculate
higher order densities ρ(p) for p = 2, 3 (two and three-
body density), higher order correlation g(p) for p = 2, 3
(two and three-body correlation). Both ρ(p) and g(p) an-
alyze the effect of interaction on the coherence of many-
body state during expansion. For strongly interacting
bosons, we observe the correlation hole in the higher
body densities which occurs due to very strong repul-
sion between the bosons and mimics the Pauli exclusion
principle. With time, the width of the correlation hole
increases. For the present calculation, we measure the lo-
cal two-body and three-body correlation (g(2)(0, 0)) and
g(3)(0, 0, 0)) as a function of time.

We also report the expansion dynamics for four
strongly interacting dipolar bosons. The long-range na-
ture of dipolar interaction exhibit variety of interest-
ing phenomena [35–42]. The many-body physics with
the cold atoms has also seen triggering consequences of
the dipolar interaction [43–48]. For the dipolar inter-
action, the energy is unbounded with change in inter-
action strength which is in sharp contrast with contact
interaction, where energy is bounded. When the very
strong contact interaction leads to fermionization, the
same for dipolar interaction leads to crystallization [49].
In our present analysis, we observe dominating effect of
the long-range part of the strong dipolar interaction in

the expansion dynamics. The splitted density exhibits di-
verging feature and the expansion velocity also diverges
which is in stark contrast with contact interaction. In
the later case, the expansion of four splitted density is
converged, the velocity of the whole cloud also converge.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the setup and the necessary theory. Sec. III explains
the basic equation used to measure the different quanti-
ties. Sec. IV and Sec. V explains our numerical results
and explanations. In Sec. VI, we reach our conclusion.

II. NUMERICAL METHOD

The motivation of the present work is to investigate the
expansion and correlation dynamics of strongly interact-
ing bosons both for short-range contact and long-range
dipolar interaction, released from a trap. Our investiga-
tion is based on the dynamical measures of one- body,
two-body and three-body densities as well as their local
correlation functions. The key quantity of this calcula-
tion is the computation of exact many-body wave func-
tion. We solve the full many-body Schrödinger equa-
tion for the interacting N -bosons system by MCTDHB
which propagates a given many-body state in time. We
are able to solve the time dependent Schrödinger equa-
tion at a high level of accuracy. It is demonstrated that
MCTDHB can provide exact solutions of time-dependent
Schrödinger equation in principle and in practical [50–
52].

A. The many-body wave function

The time dependent Schrödinger equation for N inter-
acting bosons is given by Ĥψ = i∂ψ∂t . The total Hamilto-
nian has the form

Ĥ(x1, x2, . . . xN ) =

N∑
i=1

ĥ(xi) + Θ(t)

N∑
i<j=1

Ŵ (xi − xj)

(1)

The Hamiltonian Ĥ is in dimensionless unit which is ob-
tained by dividing the dimensionful Hamiltonian by ~2

mL2 ,
m is the mass of the bosons, L is the arbitrary length

scale. ĥ(x) = T̂ (x) + V̂ (x) is the one-body Hamilto-

nian. T̂ (x) is the kinetic energy operator and V̂ (x) is

the external trapping potential. Ŵ (xi − xj) is the two-
body interaction. Θ(t) is the Heaviside step function of
time t and implements the quench. The ansatz for the
many-body wave function is the linear combination of
time dependent permanents

|Ψ(t)〉 =
∑
n̄

Cn̄(t)|n̄; t〉, (2)

The vector ~n = (n1, n2, . . . , nM ) represents the occupa-
tion of the orbitals and n1 +n2 + · · ·+nM = N preserve
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the total number of particles. In second quantisation
representation, the permanents are given as

|n̄; t〉 =

M∏
i=1


(
b†i (t)

)ni

√
ni!

 |vac〉. (3)

Distributing N bosons over M orbitals, the number of

permanents become

(
N +M − 1

N

)
. Thus, if M → ∞,

the wave function becomes exact, the set |n1, n2, . . . , nM 〉
spans the complete N -partcle Hilbert space. Although
for practical calculation, we restrict the number of or-
bitals to the desired value requiring the proper conver-
gence in the measure quantities. It is to be noted that
both the expansion coefficients {Cn̄(t)} as well as orbitals

{φi(x, t)}Mi=1 that build up the permanents |n̄; t〉 are time
dependent and fully variationally optimised quantities.
Comparing to time-independent basis, as the permanents
are time-dependent, a given degree of accuracy is reached
with much shorter expansion [53, 54]. We also emphasise
that MCTDHB is more accurate than exact diagonaliza-
tion which utilises the finite basis and are not optimised.
Whereas in MCTDHB, as we use time adaptive many-
body basis set, it can dynamically follow the building
correlation due to inter-particle interaction [32, 55–57]
and it has been widely used in different theoretical cal-
culations [23, 33, 58, 59]. Thus, to obtain the many-body
wave function |ψ(t)〉, we evaluate the time dependent co-

efficients {Cn̄(t)} and orbitals {φi(x, t)}Mi=1. We require
the stationarity of the action with respect to the vari-
ations of the time dependent coefficients and the time
dependent orbitals. It results to a coupled set of equa-
tions of motion containing {Cn̄(t)} and φi(x, t) which are
further solved simultaneously [32, 55, 60–62] by recursive
MCTDHB (R-MCTDHB) package [51, 52, 63]. It is to
be noted that the one particle function φi(x, t) and the
coefficient Cn̄(t) are variationally optimal with respect
to all parameters of the many-body Hamiltonian at any
time [64–67]. For the relaxed state we propagate the
MCTDHB equations in imaginary time.

B. System and chosen parameters

In the present work, we consider expansion dynamics
of four interacting bosons confined in one-dimensional
harmonic oscillator and interacting via contact interac-
tion of strength λ and dipolar interaction strength (gd).
Thus, the many-body Hamiltonian becomes

Ĥ =
1

2

N∑
i=1

(
− ∂2

∂x2
i

+ x2
i

)
+

N∑
i<j

Ŵ (xi − xj) (4)

For contact interaction,

Ŵ (xi − xj) = λδ(xi − xj) (5)

where λ is the interaction strength determined by the
scattering length as and the transverse confinement fre-
quency. For long-range dipolar interaction,

Ŵ (xi − xj) =
gd

|(xi − xj)|3 + α
(6)

gd is the dipolar interaction strength. α is the short-
range cutoff to avoid singularity at xi = xj . We put the
cutoff α = 0.05 and checked its consistency by compar-
ing to a long-range interaction augmented with contact
potential [41, 68].

Our calculation considers only repulsive interaction:
λ > 0 and gd > 0. Throughout our numerical investi-
gation, we maintain periodic boundary conditions. To
study the expansion dynamics, we suddenly switch off
the trap and allow the bosons to expand in a large bath.
We explicitly present the expansion dynamics for four
different choices of interaction strength. λ = 0 (non-
interacting), λ = 2 (weakly interacting), λ = 5 (strong
interaction) and λ = 25 (very strong interaction). For
comparison with the case of expansion of long-range dipo-
lar bosons, we choose gd in the same range. We fix num-
ber of orbitals to M = 12 for converged results.

III. QUANTITIES OF INTEREST

For the study of expansion dynamics, we employ the
following measures:
(i) The reduced one-body density matrix in coordinate

space is defined as

ρ(1)(x′1|x1; t) = N

∫
dx2 dx3...dxN ψ

∗(x′1, x2, . . . , xN ; t)

ψ(x1, x2, . . . , xN ; t).

(7)

Its diagonal gives the one-body density ρ(x, t) defined as

ρ(x; t) = ρ(1)(x′1 = x|x1 = x; t) (8)

(ii) The p-th order reduced density matrix in coordi-
nate space is defined by

ρ(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p|x1, . . . , xp; t) =

N !

(N − p)!

∫
dxp+1 ...dxN

ψ∗(x′1, . . . , x
′
p, xp+1, . . . , xN ; t)ψ(x1, . . . , xp, xp+1 . . . , xN ; t).

(9)

Eq.9 can also be expressed through field operators as

ρ(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p|x1, . . . , xp; t)

= 〈ψ(t)|ψ̂†(x′1) . . . ψ̂†(x′p)ψ̂(xp) . . . ψ̂(x1)|ψ(t)〉
(10)

The diagonal of p-body density can be represented as

ρ(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t)

= 〈ψ(t)|ψ̂†(x1) . . . ψ̂†(xp)ψ̂(xp) . . . ψ̂(x1)|ψ(t)〉
(11)

It provides the p-particle density distribution at time t.
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FIG. 1. Time evolution of density profile during expansion
of 1D interacting bosons for different choices of interaction
strength (λ = 0, 2, 5 and 25).

(iii) Apart from the particle distribution function, it is
of great interest to calculate the p-particle probabilities
with the corresponding one-particle probabilities. Thus,
the calculation of normalized p-th order Glauber corre-
lation function would be the most important quantity to
measure the spatial coherence. It is defined as

g(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p, x1, . . . , xp; t)

=
ρ(p)(x1, . . . , xp|x′1, . . . , x′p; t)√
Πp
i=1ρ

(1)(xi|xi; t)ρ(1)(x′i|x′i; t)

(12)

The diagonal of g(p)(x′1, . . . , x
′
p, x1, . . . , xp; t) gives a mea-

sure of p-th order coherence and is calculated as

g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t) =
ρ(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t)

Πp
i=1|ρ(1)(xi)|

(13)

If |g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t)| = 1, the system is fully coherent,
otherwise the state is only partially coherent. When
g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t) > 1, the detection probabilities at posi-

tions x1, . . . , xp are correlated and g(p)(x1, . . . , xp; t) < 1
are anti-correlated. Eq.13 is further utilized to calcu-
late the local two-particle correlation g(2)(0, 0) and local
three-particle correlation g(3)(0, 0, 0).

IV. RESULTS FOR CONTACT INTERACTION

A. Expansion dynamics

We perform calculation in one special dimension for
N = 4 repulsively interacting bosons trapped in an ex-
ternal harmonic oscillator potential well V (x) = 1

2x
2.

We do the numerical calculation with the 64 grid in the
domain of xmin = −32 to xmax = +32 and obtain the
time-dependent density distribution. For present calcu-
lation, we choose interaction strength starting from non-
interacting limit to very-strong interaction limit. λ = 0

is the non-interacting case, where initially the density is
clustered at the centre of the trap. Up to λ < 5 belongs to
weak interaction class when the density is also clustered
at the centre of the trap similar to non-interacting case,
however, now it becomes more flatter and broader. λ = 5
and λ = 10 belong to strong repulsion regime when the
density acquires significant modulation. λ = 25 is close
to fermionized limit, the number of humps saturates to
the number of bosons in the system. The bosons start
to become fermionized as the total energy and the den-
sity becomes very close to the energy and density of four
non-interacting spinless fermions. However this is not TG
limit which belongs to the integrable class as the total en-
ergy of the four interacting bosons is 7.9 which is slightly
less than the required energy of 8.0. In order to precisely
approach the TG limit, it is necessary to use a large num-
ber of orbitals, which is not achievable with our current
computation facility. In Fig. 1, we present expansion dy-
namics for four choices of λ. In the non-interacting case,
the density initially clustered at the centre, expands bal-
listically as expected. For weak interaction (λ = 2), we
observe close to ballistic spreading immediately after the
gas is released from the trap, whereas at long time it is
truly ballistic as the gas becomes extremely dilute and the
interaction does not play any significant role. Now the
spreading is also faster as compared to non-interacting
case due to repulsive interaction. One can follow the
white dashed line of Fig 1. In strong interaction strength
(λ = 5.0), just after release, when the density of the
cloud is almost same the initial density we observe devi-
ation from the ballistic flow which again follows the true
ballistic behaviour at longer time. For λ = 25.0, even
at t = 0, we observe prominent effect of strong repulsion
at the centre of the trap, the density is already four-fold
splitted. On release from the trap, we observe the prop-
agation of four intense jets. However, the expansion of
the whole cloud can be distinguished from the expansion
of four humps as their spreading dynamics belongs to
different time scale, discussed in Fig. 3. In Fig. 2, we
plot the one-body density ρ(x) for λ = 25 at different
time. We observe that, at t = 0, the effect of mutual
repulsion plays dominating role and four discrete, closely
spaced peaks quantify the existence of four strongly re-
pelled bosons. However, the splitting is localized at the
centre of the trap due to the effect of the harmonic po-
tential. The inner peaks are prominent, the outermost
peaks are less pronounced. After switching off the trap,
we monitor the spreading of two innermost peaks separa-
tion, two outermost peaks separation as well as expansion
of the whole cloud as a function of time. We observe that
peaks start to separate as well as additional tail part is
developed. With time, the peaks become flattened and
the tail part becomes broader. To quantify the spread-
ing of density, we define three different expansion radius:
Ric(t) (expansion radius of the inner core comprising of
two innermost peak) is calculated from the separation of
two innermost peaks at individual time, Roc(t) (expan-
sion radius of the outer core comprising of two outermost
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exists and the expansion is unimodal. For strong to very
strong interaction, the expansion dynamics is trimodal with
three different time scale.

peak) is calculated from the separation of two outermost
peaks at individual time, and Rc(t) (expansion radius of
the whole cloud) is the root mean square radius and can

be calculated as Rc(t) =
√∫

x2ρ(x)dx. In Fig. 3, we

plot the expansion of the three different radius for differ-
ent choices of interaction strength. Fig 3 (a), corresponds
to λ = 2, when the bosons are initially clustered at the
centre of the trap and on switching off the trap, they ex-
pand as a whole. There is no distinguished structure of
either inner core or outer core. So, Rc(t) is the only phys-
ically measured quantity. In Fig. 3 (b,c,d), we plot the
expansion radius for λ = 5, 10, 25 respectively, which
consider strong to very strong interaction regime. We
distinctly observe that the expansion dynamics can be
characterised by Ric(t), Roc(t) and Rc(t). As discussed
in connection of Fig. 1, we observe deviation from ballis-
tic behaviour for the outer core expansion as well as in
the expansion of the whole cloud, till time t ' 1, at later
time they linearly increase with time. However the inner
core spreading is truly ballistic all throughout and inde-
pendent of interaction strength. It leads to conclusion
that interaction affects the separation of the outermost
core as well as the whole cloud. The three expansion radii
follow different time-scale of dynamics and we conclude
that the expansion dynamics in this regime is trimodal.

From the display of three different kinds of expansion
radius in Fig. 3, we can allocate a corresponding veloc-
ity for each spreading independently. We observe for all
interaction regime, at very short time, the radius devi-
ates from R ∼ t. It is justified as just after release the
density of the cloud is comparable to the initial density
and the interaction plays an important role. However for
t ≥ 1, when the cloud becomes dilute, we observe R ∼ t
for three different radii and we can associate the corre-
sponding expansion velocity as dR(t)

dt = Vex. In Fig. 4, we
plot the corresponding expansion velocity Vex as a func-
tion of interaction strength λ. This plot demonstrates
that there are three distinct types of velocities (V icex, V ocex
and V cex corresponding to the three independent expan-
sions. Up to λ = 5, as the cloud does not have any
internal structure ( inner or outer peaks) and the cloud
expands as a whole, only V cex exists. The velocity of the
cloud V cex(magenta) initially increases with λ as expected
and then saturates due to bound nature of the contact
interaction. In the strong interaction limit λ ≥ 5, the
structure in one-body density begins to develop. Thus,
from the strong to very strong interaction limit, the ve-
locity of the outer-core V ocex (blue) and the velocity of
the inner-core V icex (yellow) are computed. Both V icex and
V ocex saturate with increase in interaction strength as the
bound nature of contact interaction. Thus, Fig. 4 clearly
exhibits the trimodal expansion dynamics in the regime
λ = 5 to λ = 25 which basically corresponds to strong to
very strong interaction whereas for λ ≤ 5 the dynamics
is unimodal.
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B. Dynamics of higher-order density

In this section, We report the expansion dynam-
ics of different higher order densities: two-body den-
sity ρ(2)(x1, x2) and three-body density ρ(3)(x1, x2, x3 =
fixed). The two-body density quantitatively detect the
probability to find one particle at x1 and another at x2.
Whereas the three-body density ρ(3)(x1, x2, x3 = fixed)
provides the three-body detection probability when the
third particle is fixed at some chosen reference point.
In Fig. 5, we plot the two- and three-body density for
non-interacting bosons. In non-interacting case, all four
bosons are initially clustered at the centre (x1 = x2 = 0)
and then propagate uniformly. The higher body density
for strong interaction (λ = 25) is plotted in Fig. 6, the
remarkable feature is the development of correlation hole
along the diagonal in the two-body density. The corre-
lation hole is defined as ρ(2)(x1, x2)→ 0, i.e., the proba-
bility of finding two bosons at the same position tends to
be zero. At such strong interaction strength, the bosons
repel each other which leads to fermionization. Thus the
correlation hole is the manifestation of Pauli exclusion
principle. The bright spots along the sub-diagonal or
anti-diagonal (x1 = −x2) exhibit how the bosons max-
imise their mutual distance to minimise the potential en-
ergy. With time, as the bosons expands, the width of the
correlation hole increases and the localized bright spots
are also spreaded out. In the three-body density, we fix
up the position of the third particle at x3 = 0.0. Thus ad-
ditional correlation hole appears around this fixed point
of the third particle which prevent the other bosons to
be at these positions.

FIG. 5. Snapshot of two-body density ρ(2)(x1, x2) (left col-

umn) and three-body density ρ(3)(x1, x2, x3 = 0.0) (right col-
umn) for N = 4 non-interacting bosons at different time.

C. Correlation dynamics

The diagonal of the p-th order Glauber correlation
function (p-GC) quantifies the effect of interaction on
the measure of coherence of the many-body state. For
the non-interacting case, the p-body density is simply the
product of one-body density, the system is fully coherent
(g(p) = 1) for all time. However, for interacting bosons,
the p-body density is not the product of one-body density
and g(p) 6= 1, implies the system is partially coherent.
In Fig. 7, we present the local two-particle correlation
g(2)(0, 0) and local three particle correlation g(3)(0, 0, 0)
as a function of time. These correlation functions mea-
sure the probabilities of finding two and three particles
at the same place respectively. At t = 0, g(2)(0, 0) is very
small but not exactly zero as we belong to the strong
interaction regime but not in TG limit. So, exact extinc-
tion of two-body correlation is not expected. With time,
g(2)(0, 0) decreases as it would be and it is in good agree-
ment with the expansion of correlation hole discussed in
connection with Fig. 6.

We also recognize that g(3)(0, 0, 0) is insignificant
which rules out the possibility of formation of higher or-
der cluster. In Fig 8, We plot the Glauber correlation
function g(2)(x1, x2) for λ = 25 at different time. They
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FIG. 6. Snapshot of two-body density ρ(2)(x1, x2) (left col-

umn) and three-body density ρ(3)(x1, x2, x3 = 0.0) (right col-
umn) for N = 4 strongly interacting bosons (λ = 25.0) at
different time.
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FIG. 7. Two-particle local correlation function g(2)(0, 0) and

three particle local correlation function g(3)(0, 0, 0) as a func-
tion of time for interaction strength λ = 25.0. The decrease
of g(2)(0, 0) over time corresponds to cloud expansion and in-

significantly small value of g(3)(0, 0, 0) rules out the possibility
of cluster formation.

are symmetric with respect to the diagonal. Initially sec-
ond order coherence is maintained except the diagonal
(x1 = x2) and along the diagonal, anti-bunching effect
starts to develop. The vanishing diagonal part of nor-
malized two-body correlation function is termed as anti-
bunching effect [33]. With time, the off-diagonal correla-
tion is maintained but the anti-bunching effect becomes
more prominent.

FIG. 8. Snapshot of second-order correlation function
g(2)(x1, x2) for N = 4 strongly interacting (λ = 25) bosons at
different time. Antibunching effect and formation of correla-
tion hole along the diagonal are clearly visible.

FIG. 9. Time evolution of density profile during expansion
of 1D interacting bosons for contact and dipolar interaction
strength (λ = 25 and gd = 25). See text for full details.

V. RESULTS FOR DIPOLAR INTERACTION

There is a stringent difference between the short-range
contact and long-range dipolar interaction. On increase
in interaction strength, the energy is bound for the first
case whereas it is unbound in the later case. Thus, very
strong interaction in the first case leads to fermioniza-
tion and the same in the second case leads to crystalliza-
tion [49]. Due to the repulsive long-range tail of dipolar
interaction, the bosons maximally separate with mini-
mize spatial overlap.

To study the consequence of the long-range interaction
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FIG. 10. Plot of one-body density at different times for
λ = 25. Initially, all particles are confined at the centre
of the harmonic oscillator potential with distinct feature of
four peaks corresponding to four strongly interacting bosons.
Bosons begin to spread upon trap release. The peak of the
cloud shrink and the width expands as expected. The picks
here are more prominent compare to short-range interaction
(see Fig. 2).

in the expansion dynamics, we follow the similar kind of
analysis that we did for contact interaction. We prepare
the 1D trapped dipolar bosons in ground state in the har-
monic oscillator potential and suddenly remove the trap,
monitor the expansion dynamics. We summarize our nu-
merical results in Fig. 9, Fig. 10 and Fig. 11. In Fig. 9, we
plot the spreading of density for dipolar interaction and
compare it with the contact interaction for the strong
interaction with strength parameter (λ = gd = 25). For
dipolar interaction, even at t = 0, four well-isolated peaks
are observed, in contrast with the case of contact interac-
tion, where the peaks are localized. Immediately releas-
ing from the trap (t > 0), we find a very fast expansion
of four bright coloured jets in the case of dipolar interac-
tion. The jets are now more distinct compared to contact
interaction. The expansion clearly exhibits diverging na-
ture whereas the same for contact interaction is less di-
vergent. We conclude that the unbounded spreading of
density for dipolar interaction is the consequences of un-
bound energy as gd goes to very high value.

To get more insight of the expansion dynamics, we plot
one-body density at different times for gd = 25 in Fig. 10.
Comparing with the Fig. 2 ( the same for contact inter-
action), we observe that the width of the density profile
rapidly spreaded out for dipolar interaction. The peaks
are now well isolated and four-fold splitting is complete.
Whereas in Fig. 2, we find four peaks are not isolated and
four-fold splitting is incomplete. To quantify the spread-
ing, we further calculate the velocity of the expanding
cloud, which is calculated from the spreading of rms ra-
dius as described before and plot it in Fig. 11. It is clearly
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FIG. 11. Expansion velocity of the rms radius (V c
ex) for con-

tact interaction (green) and for dipolar interaction (magenta)
as a function of strength of interaction . V c

ex saturates with in-
crease in interaction strength for contact interaction whereas
V c
ex diverges for long-range dipolar interaction. See text for

further details.

seen that velocity smoothly saturates for contact interac-
tion whereas it diverges for the dipolar interaction. We
have also found (not shown here), that the expansion dy-
namics is again trimodal as for the case of contact inter-
action. Thus, we conclude that the expansion dynamics
of crystallized bosons is trimodal and unbound with di-
verging velocity unlike the case of fermionized bosons for
which the dynamics is trimodal but bound.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we study the expansion dynamics of one
dimensional strongly interacting bosons from first prin-
ciples using the MCTDHB method. It is an established
fact that both in the non-interacting limit as well as in
TG limit, the expansion is ballistic. Our motivation is
to probe the range of interaction, which includes weak
to very strong interaction regime close to fermioniza-
tion limit and beyond the scope of applicability of any
integrable model. We observe very complex expansion
dynamics in our present calculation. We monitor three
different kinds of expansion: expansion of inner-core, ex-
pansion of outer-core and full cloud expansion. They
are associated with three different time scales and the
expansion dynamics is trimodal. Whereas for weak in-
teraction, it is simply unimodal. On increasing in inter-
action strength, the expansion velocity saturates which
confirm that the energy is bounded for contact interac-
tion. We also report the dynamics of higher body density
and correlation and recognize the formation of a corre-
lation hole and its spreading with time. To observe the
effect of long-range interaction, we do the numerical in-
vestigation of expansion dynamics for one-dimensional
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dipolar bosons. In the very strong interaction limit, when
the short-range contact interaction leads to fermioniza-
tion, the long range interaction leads to crystallization.
We find distinct difference in the expansion dynamics.
For contact interaction, we find four-fold splitting (for
N = 4 bosons) is incomplete and due to bound nature of
the energy, the expansion of the four jets is also bounded.
For dipolar interaction, as the energy is unbounded, the
four-fold splitting is complete and four jets are now very
distinct and spread in unbounded fashion with higher ve-
locity.
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tific Reports 9(1), 17873 (2019)

[50] R. Lin, P. Molignini, L. Papariello, M.C. Tsatsos,
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[52] A.U.J. Lode, C. Lévêque, L.B. Madsen, A.I. Streltsov,

O.E. Alon, Rev. Mod. Phys. 92, 011001 (2020)
[53] R. Lin, C. Georges, J. Klinder, P. Molignini, M. Büttner,
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