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Spin-charge separation in cold Ferm i-gases: a realtim e analysis
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Usingtheadaptivetim e-dependentdensity-m atrix renorm alization group m ethod forthe1D Hub-

bard m odel,thesplitting oflocalperturbationsinto separatewavepacketscarrying chargeand spin

isobserved in real-tim e.W eshow therobustnessofthisseparation beyond thelow-energy Luttinger

liquid theory by studying thetim e-evolution ofsingleparticleexcitationsand density wavepackets.

A striking signature ofspin-charge separation is found in 1D cold Ferm igases in a harm onic trap

atthe boundary between liquid and M ott-insulating phases.W e give quantitative estim atesforan

experim entalobservation ofspin-charge separation in an array ofatom ic wires.

O ne-dim ensional (1D) quantum m any-body system s

have been atthe centeroftheoreticaland experim ental

interest for the last two decades. Following the sem i-

nalwork ofHaldane [1],it has been understood that -

independent oftheir bosonic or ferm ionic nature - the

low-energy behaviour of1D quantum liquids is univer-

sally described by theso-called Luttingerliquid (LL)pic-

ture [2,3]. Probably the m ostrem arkable prediction is

the phenom enon ofspin-chargeseparation in the caseof

Ferm ions,i.e.the factthat-atlow energy -the excita-

tionsofcharge and spin com pletely decouple and prop-

agate with di�erent velocities. A de�nite signature of

spin-chargeseparationrequirestheobservationofthetwo

correspondingbranchesofexcitationsin thesingleparti-

cle spectralfunction [18]. In condensed m attersystem s,

num erousexperim entshavelooked forspin-chargesepa-

ration e.g.via photoem ission from 1D m etallic wireson

surfaces[4],in 1D organicwires[5],in carbon-nanotubes

[6],and in quantum wiresin sem iconductors,where the

singularnature ofthe spectralfunctionsassociated with

spin-charge-separation wasobserved in tunneling exper-

im ents[7].In the lastfew years,ultracold gasesin opti-

callatticesareproviding an entirely new area ofphysics

where strong correlations can be studied with unprece-

dented controland tunability ofthe param eters.In par-

ticular these system s open the possibility to investigate

thetransition between three,quasi-twoand quasi-onedi-

m ension.Recently,an ’atom ic quantum wire’con�gura-

tion in an arrayofthousandsofparallelatom waveguides

wasrealized in ultracold Ferm igasesby the application

ofa strong two dim ensionalopticallattice [8].The pos-

sibility to use cold atom s for studying the phenom enon

ofspin-charge separation was �rst suggested by Recati

et al.[9]. Their analysisis essentially based on the hy-

drodynam ic Ham iltonian ofthe LL;the inhom ogeneity

due to the presenceofa harm onictrap istreated within

a localdensity approxim ation (see also [10]). In prac-

tice,with typically lessthan 100 atom speratom ic wire

[8],observable e�ects require to use stronger and m ore

localized perturbations, where a LL description is not

applicable. In addition,the e�ect ofboundaries,where

thelocaldensity approxim ation breaksdown,areofcru-

cialim portance. For a quantitative description ofspin-

chargeseparation in 1D cold Ferm igases,itisthusnec-

essary to usea m icroscopicdescription liketheHubbard

m odeland properly treat the inhom ogeneous case with

realistic system sizes. Due to the shortrange nature of

theinteractionsbetween cold atom s,theHubbard m odel

is indeed a perfect description ofa situation,in which

there is an additionalopticallattice along the weakly

con�ned axialdirection (for bosons,the corresponding

setup hasalready been realized,see[11,12]).Itisan es-

sentialnew feature ofcold atom sin opticallatticesthat

param eterscan bechangeddynam icallyand theresulting

tim e evolution can be studied. This gives direct access

to thereal-tim edynam icsofstrongly correlated system s,

a subject hardly studied so far. In this context,a suc-

cessfulm ethod is the recently developed adaptive tim e-

dependentdensity m atrix renorm alization group (adap-

tive t-DM RG ) [13]which is an e�cientim plem entation

ofVidal’sTEBD algorithm [14]in theDM RG fram ework

[15].Ithaspreviously been applied to study density per-

turbationsin bosonic 1D condensatesovera largerange

ofinteraction strengths[16]. The real-tim e dynam icsof

interactingspinfulFerm ionicsystem sism uch harderand

hasnotbeen studied exceptforvery sm allsystem s[17].

In ourpresentwork,we presentnum ericalresultsofthe

real-tim e dynam icsofa 1D Hubbard m odelforrealistic

sizesofup to 128 sites.O urm ain resultsare:

(i) real-tim e calculation showing spin-charge separation

explicitly in system sofexperim entally accessiblesize

(ii) the dem onstration that spin-charge separation sur-

vivesfaroutsidethe low-energy LL regim e

(iii)aquantitativecalculation forthee�ectofspin-charge

separation attheboundary between aliquid and aM ott-

insulating (M I) phase which allows to observe the phe-

nom enon in cold gaseswithouttheproblem sarisingfrom

thedi�erentdensitiesin an arrayofparallelatom icwires

and to distinguish experim entally between a M ott-and

a band insulator.

O urstarting pointisthe standard Hubbard m odel

H = � J
X

j;�

�

c
y

j+ 1;�cj;� + h:c:
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+ U
X

j

nj;"nj;#
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"j;� n̂j;� (1)

forFerm ionsin 1D.Itsparam etersare the hopping m a-

trix elem ent J, the on-site repulsion U > 0 between

Ferm ions ofopposite spin � = ";# at sites j = 1;:::;L

and aspin-dependentlocalon-siteenergy"j;�,describing

both a possiblesm ooth harm oniccon�nem entand tim e-

dependentlocalpotentials.O neintroducesa’charge’den-

sitync = n"+ n# and a’spin’densityns = n"� n#;in are-

alization with cold gases,thespin degreesoffreedom are

represented bytwodi�erenthyper�nelevels,and ’charge’

density isparticle density. Sim ilarto bosonsin an opti-

callattice [19],the ratio u = U=J can easily be changed

experim entally by varyingthedepth V0 oftheopticallat-

tice.W e useunitswhereboth J and �h areequalto one;

thustim e ism easured in unitsof�h=J.In the num erical

calculations below,we study the dynam ics ofthe Hub-

bard m odelusing di�erent initialdensity perturbations

and the excitations resulting from adding a single par-

ticle ata given lattice site,which isexpected to display

the sam e physicsascontained in single particle spectral

functions.Experim entally,thedensity perturbationsm ay

begenerated byablue-orred-detuned laserbeam tightly

focused perpendicularto an array ofatom icwires,which

generateslocally repulsiveorattractivepotentialsforthe

atom sin thewires.In practice,theperturbationsdueto

an externallaser�eld arequitestrong,typicallyoftheor-

deroftherecoilenergyE r and thusclearlyrequireanon-

perturbativetreatm ent.In ourcalculationsthelength of

the chains was chosen up to L = 128 sites,keeping of

the orderofseveralhundred DM RG states. DM RG er-

roranalysisrevealsthatalldensity distributions shown

here areexactforallpracticalpurposes,with controlled

errorsoflessthan O (10� 3)[20].

W e start with a hom ogeneous system which is per-

turbed by a potential"j;" localized at the chain center

which couplesonly to the "-Ferm ions,i.e.

"j;"(t)/ expf� [j� (L � 1)=2]
2
=8g�(� t) (2)

Thepotentialisassum ed tohavebeen switched on slowly

enough for equilibration,and is then switched o� sud-

denly at tim e t = 0. In Fig. 1 (a) the density dis-

tribution ofthe state at t= 0:2 is shown.The external

potential(2)generatesadom inantperturbation in the"-

Ferm ion distribution by directcouplingand,indirectly,a

sm allerperturbation in the#-density duetotherepulsive

interaction between the di�erentspin species.The wave

packetsin " and #-density hence perform a com plicated

tim e evolution (Fig. 1). In contrast,the perturbations

in the spin and chargedensity splitinto two wavepack-

etseach m ovingoutwards.Theirrespectivevelocitiesare

di�erentasindicated by the arrowsin Fig. 1 (b),sepa-

rating spin and charge.

In the lim it of an in�nitesim al perturbation m uch

broaderthan theaverageinterparticlespacing,both spin
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FIG .1:Snapshotsoftheevolution ofthedensity distribution

are shown at di�erent tim es. At t = 0:2,a wave packet is

presentin the centerofthe system in both the spin and the

chargedensity.Each ofthesesplitsup into two packetswhich

m ove with the sam e velocity in opposite directions. The ve-

locity ofthe charge wave and the spin wave are di�erent.

and charge velocities are known analytically from the

Bethe ansatz [21]. To com pare our num erical�ndings

to the exactcharge velocity,we create pure charge den-

sity perturbations,by applying the potentialofEq. (2)

to both species,i.e."j;" = "j;#,and calculatetheirtim e-

evolution after switching o� the potential. The charge

velocity isdeterm ined from the propagation ofthe m ax-

im um (m inim um )ofthe chargedensity perturbation for

bright (am plitude �c > 0) and grey (�c < 0) perturba-

tions,respectively. In Fig. 2 the charge velocities for

variousbackground densitiesn0 and perturbation am pli-

tudes�c are shown.W e �nd good agreem ent,ifwe plot

thechargevelocity versusthechargedensity atthem ax-

im um (m inim um ),i.e.nc = n0+ �c.Thisstaystrueeven

forstrong perturbations�c � � 0:1 which correspondsto

20% ofthechargedensity.Thechargevelocity isthusro-

bustagainstseparatechangesofthebackground density

n0 and the height ofthe perturbation �c. By contrast,

the velocity ofa spin perturbation varies strongly with

itsheight.A possible reason forthism ay be the nonlin-

ear cos�-contribution in the LL description ofthe spin

density �eld,which isonly m arginally irrelevant,giving

riseto a nonanalyticcontribution to thespin-density re-

sponse[3].Nevertheless,ournum ericalresultsshow that

fordecreasing heightofthe spin perturbation,itsveloc-

ity approachesthevalueforthespin velocity obtained by

the Betheansatz.

In orderto com parethe behaviourofthe density per-

turbations with that ofa single particle excitation,the

tim eevolution ofthesystem with oneadditionalparticle
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FIG .2:Exactresultsforthe charge velocity obtained by the

Betheansatz are(lines)com pared to thenum ericalresultsof

the adaptive t-D M RG .The num ericalresults correspond to

di�erentheightsofthe perturbationsatvariouscharge back-

ground densities n0. nc is the charge density at the m axi-

m um /m inim um ofthe charge density perturbation. The un-

certaintiesareoftheorderofthesizeofthesym bolsand stem

m ainly from the determ ination ofthe velocity.
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FIG .3:Snapshotofthetim e-evolution ofthechargeand spin

densitiesofa single particle excitation created attim e t= 0

atsite j= 37 isshown fort= 7:2.

added attim et= 0 on site j to the ground state,iscal-

culated num erically.In Fig.3asnapshotoftheresulting

evolution ofthe densitiesisshown fortim e t= 7:2.Re-

m arkably,asin thecaseofthedensity perturbation sep-

aratewavepacketsin spin and chargecan be seen.This

dem onstratesthe phenom enon ofspin-chargeseparation

directly in a single particle excitation,in close analogy

to thesituation ofan inversephoto-em ission experim ent

forthe singleparticlespectralfunctions[4]

In a speci�cexperim entwith arraysofparallelatom ic

wires,itisnecessary to takeinto accountthatthereisan

additionalharm onic trapping potential.M oreover,indi-

vidualwireshaveslightly di�erent�llings,which leadsto

an inhom ogeneousbroadeningduetotheresultingdi�er-

ence in velocities. In order to observe an unam biguous

signalofspin-charge separation in such a situation,we

suggest an experim entalsetup,which relies on the co-

existence ofa M I state and a liquid state in spatially

separated regions of the parabolically con�ned system

[22]. The idea is to use the very di�erent behaviour of

the chargeand spin degreesoffreedom in the M Iphase.

����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������

����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������
����������

 L=52, N=48, u=4, V  =−0.002         

 spin 

 up 
 charge 

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

n

 t

  (a) time=0.2

 MI
 down

 idealized 

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 1.2

 10  20  30  40  50

n

site

 (b) time=16.6

FIG .4: Tim e-evolution of charge and spin density pertur-

bations in the presence of a parabolic trapping potential

"�;j = � Vta
2
(j� L=2+ 0:5)

2
E r. M Im arksthe approxim ate

M I region in the absence ofthe perturbation. The line de-

noted by idealized isa sketch ofthe charge density distribu-

tion withouttheperturbation.Thepresenceoftheperturba-

tion enlargesthe region in which the charge density islocked

to nc = 1. The arrows show the approxim ate place ofthe

spin perturbation,and the shaded region m arks the region

overwhich the densitiesare averaged (cf.Fig.5).
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FIG . 5: Tim e evolution of the charge and spin density

sum m ed over the sites j0 = 25 to j1 = 35. Verticallines

correspond to the tim esofthe snapshotsin Fig.4

In thisphase the charge excitation spectrum hasa gap,

whereas the spin dispersion is stilllinear for sm allm o-

m enta,and thespin velocity is�nite.By contrast,in the

liquid phase both excitation spectra are linearforsm all

m om enta. To exploit this,assum e the system ofone-

dim ensionalwiresis prepared in such a way,that a M I

region ispresentin the center,where the chargedensity

islocked athalf-�lling,nc = 1. Atthe boundary ofthis

M Iregion liquid regionsappear.A localized potentialin
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the liquid region willthen create spin and charge den-

sity waves. Calculated snapshots ofthe tim e evolution

in such a situation are shown in Fig. 4. Evidently,the

spin density wavepropagatesinto theM Iregion whereas

the chargedensity perturbation isalm ostcom pletely re-

ected due to the charge gap in the M I.The presence

ofspin density oscillationswhich are due to the antifer-

rom agneticcoupling induced by theinteraction obscures

theexactevolution ofthespin perturbation.Howeverby

averagingoverseverallatticesites-asisalwaysnecessary

in an experim ent-thee�ectofspin-chargeseparation is

clearlyvisible.In Fig.5exam plesfortheevolution ofthe

sum ofthe charge and the spin num ber ofparticlesbe-

tween site25 and 35,N c and N s respectively,areshown.

Itisclearly seen thatthe sum ofthe charge occupation

doesnotchange,whereasthe spin occupation showsthe

m oving wave packet. The average spin velocity can be

determ ined from Fig. 5 ifthe distance between the lo-

calized potentialwhich generates the perturbation and

the center ofthe region over which the density is m ea-

sured is known. Here,the spin velocity is found to be

vs � 1:1J=�h which agreesnicely within the expected ac-

curacy with the value ofvs(nc = 1) = 1:2J=�h of the

Bethe ansatz.The very di�erentpropagation behaviour

ofcharge and spin can as wellbe used experim entally

to distinguish between a M Iand a band insulator: In a

band insulatornotonly thevelocity ofthecharge,butas

wellofthespin would vanish,whereas,asused above,in

the M Ithe spin velocity stays�nite.

In ordertoquantifytherequirem entsforanexperim en-

talobservation ofspin-charge separation in cold Ferm i

gases,we �nally discuss typicalparam eters which need

to be achieved in a setup with an array ofatom ic wires

[8]. Such an array consists ofseveralthousand parallel

wires with typically less than 100 40K atom s each. In

addition to the sm ooth axialcon�nem entpotentialwith

frequency !z � "F =N � 2� � 275Hz (corresponding to

Vt � � 0:0035),realization ofa 1D Hubbard m odelre-

quiresaddingastrongperiodicpotentialalongthetubes.

For 40K and a standard lattice constanta = 413nm the

recoilenergy isE r � 7kHz. An opticallattice ofheight

V0 = 15E r then givesan on-site repulsion U � 0:17E r,

wherewehaveused a standard valueforthes-wavescat-

tering length as � 174a0 for the F = 9=2 m f = � 9=2

and m f = � 7=2 states [23]. The resulting dim ension-

lessinteraction u � 22 then leadsto a centralM Iregion

with a typicalsize ofaround 20 sites.W ith thisparam -

eters,the tim e in which the spin wave travels 20 sites

is ofthe order ofa few m s. The creation ofstate se-

lective potentials for two di�erent hyper�ne states m ay

be done by using laser light whose frequency falls be-

tween the respective transitions. Thism ightbe di�cult

forthe F = 9=2 m f = � 9=2 and m f = � 7=2 levels,but

should be possible-forinstance-using the F = 9=2 and

F = 7=2 levels.The1=e2-radiusofthe potential(Eq.2)

istaken to be fourlattice sites,which could be realized

approxim ately by a laser ofan 1=e2-radius of2:1�m or

less. Finally,to ensure that�nite tem perature doesnot

destroy the M ott insulating behaviour by therm alacti-

vation,the energy scalekB T should be sm allerthan the

M ott energy gap. Already the very �rst experim ent of

1D ferm ionsin an opticallatticeisveryclosetom atching

thoseconditions.Im provem entscan bereached reducing

the axialcon�nem entfrequency.

To concludewehaveperform ed num ericalsim ulations

ofthe tim e-evolution ofcharge and spin density pertur-

bations in the 1D Hubbard m odel. W e clearly observe

the separation ofspin and chargeasa genericfeature of

1D ferm ions,farbeyond the low-energy regim e where a

Luttingerliquid description applies. In addition,an ex-

perim ent is suggested which exhibits the separation of

the two m odesfrom the perfectreection ofdensity ex-

citationsatthe boundary to a M ottinsulating state

W e gratefully acknowledge very fruitful discussions

with Th. G iam archiand with the experim entalgroup

ofT.Esslinger,in particularH.M oritz.
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