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1. Introduction

Describing the many-body dynamics is a long-standing problem of theoretical physics

since the early age of statistical mechanics, when works by Boltzmann and Gibbs

elucidated most of the features enjoyed by ergodic classical systems. More recently,

the dynamics of many-body quantum systems have been thoroughly analysed; while in

principle a similar argument in terms of ergodic evolution can be carried on leading to

the eigenstate thermalisation hypothesis [1, 2], this case also shows exotic phenomena,

as quantum scars [3, 4] and Hilbert space fragmentation [5], that violate it (see, [6] for

a review). So far, ergodicity is the main mechanism that induces the system to relax

towards a thermal state.

Another mechanism that prevents relaxation towards a thermal state is the presence

of non-trivial conserved quantities. In integrable models, which possess an infinite

number of these, the dynamics is highly constrained, such that the system is prohibited

from exploring all energetically equivalent configurations, thus ergodicity is unable to

drive the system to thermal equilibrium at late times [7, 8, 9]. In addition, infinite

number of conservation laws leads to stable excitations with completely elastic and fully

factorisable scattering [10]. This in turn hugely simplifies the analytic properties of the

scattering matrix, opening the way for an analytic solution by the means of bootstrap

procedures, including the form factors necessary for the computation of correlation

functions [11].

A further motivation for studying out-of-equilibrium integrable models comes from

experimental realisation of such systems as cold atomic gases in optical traps. A direct

way to generate out-of-equilibrium dynamics in these systems consists of a quantum

quench [12], ie, protocols where a system parameter is suddenly switched. In this

setup a breakthrough came in the experiment of the “quantum Newton cradle” [13],

where the absence of relaxation in one-dimensional gases was observed. This sparked

tremendous experimental activity, which lead to the observation of prethermalisation

and the generalised Gibbs ensemble [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22].

Here we theoretically investigate the dynamics after a quantum quench in integrable

systems. Specifically, using complementary analytic approaches we analyse the

time evolution of one-point functions, which generically show exponentially decaying

contributions as well as power-law tails. However, when the considered observable

is semi-local with respect to the fundamental excitations of the model, power-law

contributions are absent.

In Section 2, we introduce the problem and we clarify the form and role of initial

state after a global quench and the locality of operators in such theories. In Section 3,

we discuss our main result, which is formally derived in Section 4 by means of the

linked cluster expansion and quench action methods. In Section 5, we test our result

for quenches in Ising, sinh-Gordon and repulsive sine-Gordon models. The technical

calculations are presented in several appendices.



Relaxation dynamics of integrable field theories after a global quantum quench 3

2. Global quantum quenches in integrable field theory

2.1. Integrable field theory

In this work we consider a generic integrable field theory [10]. It possesses an infinite

number of conservation laws, thus allowing a full analytic treatment of the theory.

Introducing the Faddeev–Zamolodchikov operators [23, 24] Za(θ) and Z†
a(θ), which

annihilate and create particles of type a and rapidity θ, the Hilbert space can be spanned

by multi-particle states of the form

|θ1, . . . , θN 〉a1,...,aN = Z†
a1

(θ1) · · ·Z†
aN

(θN ) |0〉 (1)

where |0〉 denotes the vacuum. The momentum and energy are given in terms of the

rapidities as

P =
∑

i

mai sinh θi, E =
∑

i

mai cosh θi, (2)

with mai denoting the mass of a particle of type ai, and we have set the velocity to

unity. The infinite set of conservation laws ensures that scattering between different

particles is factorised and elastic [25], which means that it can be fully described just

in terms of the two-particle scattering matrix encoded in the algebra

Za(θ)Zb(θ
′) = Scdab(θ − θ′)Zd(θ

′)Zc(θ), (3)

Z†
a(θ)Z

†
b (θ

′) = Scdab(θ − θ′)Z†
d(θ

′)Z†
c (θ), (4)

Za(θ)Z
†
b (θ

′) = Sdabc (θ′ − θ)Z†
d(θ

′)Zc(θ) + 2πδ(θ − θ′)δab. (5)

Moreover, the matrix elements of operators necessary to calculate correlation functions

can be obtained using the form factor approach [11]. We give the list of axioms

in Appendix A.

2.2. Local and semi-local operators

An important role in the time evolution of an operator expectation value after a quantum

quench is played by the locality of such an operator with reference to the excitations

of the model. When viewing a massive field theory as perturbation of a conformal

field theory, local and semi-local operators can be specified by their operator product

expansion with the fundamental field creating these excitations, which depends on the

massive theory considered and the underlying conformal field theory [26, 27]. If the

exponent of the diverging part is not an integer, the two operators have non-trivial

braiding properties. This can be shown [28] to be related to the presence of a global

symmetry; when this symmetry is broken, the different sectors are related exactly by the

action of the semi-local operator. In this way, for example, different twisted boundary

conditions can be implemented in conformal field theories.

A consequence is that a semi-local operator is bound to connect different sectors of

the broken symmetry, hence

a〈µ|Õ|λ〉a = 0 (6)
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for any pair of states |µ〉 and |λ〉 that lie in the same sector a, and any semi-local

operator‡ Õ. In our case, a mechanism that breaks this symmetry is the finite-volume

representation of the field theory.

As an example, we can consider the thermal deformation of the Ising model. The

critical model is the minimal theory of massless Majorana fields ψ, ψ̄ with central charge

c = 1/2. It contains three relevant operators: the identity 1, the energy operator ǫ ∼ ψ̄ψ,

and the order (disorder) operator σ (µ), whose behaviour depends on the studied phase

(low- or high-temperature phase, respectively). Considering the massive theory in the

ordered phase (for temperatures below the critical value), µ will create excitations (hence

it is dubbed “disorder operator”). The “order operator” σ has the following operator

product expansion with the disorder one [29],

σ(z, z̄)µ(0, 0) ∼ 1√
2|z|1/4

(

eiπ/4
√
zψ(0) + e−iπ/4

√
z̄ψ̄(0)

)

. (7)

From this one can extract the semi-locality factor l(σ) = −1, as winding of the order

operator around the disorder one gives a factor of −1. By duality, one obtains the same

result in the disordered phase by exchanging the two fields. The theory possesses a

global Z2 symmetry; sending ψ → −ψ is equivalent to the action of braiding the two

operators. The breaking of this symmetry leads to the splitting of the Hilbert space

into the Ramond (R) and the Neveu–Schwarz (NS) sectors.

The other two systems that we will consider below are the sine-Gordon and sinh-

Gordon models. They can both be viewed as perturbations of the free massless bosonic

theory with central charge c = 1, and they both possess Z2 symmetry by sending

φ → −φ. In the first case, the fundamental field is known via a fermionic basis

construction [11], which makes the derivation and discussion identical to the one for

the thermal Ising field theory above. In particular, the vertex operator eiβφ/2 will be

semi-local with locality index l±(eiβφ/2) = −1. In contrast, for the sinh-Gordon model

the fundamental field is not known. In Appendix B we will derive the form factors of

the semi-local twist field τ and compute its scaling dimension ∆τ in order to identify it

with an operator in the conformal theory.

2.3. Global quantum quenches and initial state

The quantum quench setup [12, 30] we consider here consists of the preparation of the

system in some initial state |ψ〉 and its subsequent time evolution under the Hamiltonian

of some integrable field theory, where we analyse the dynamics of one-point functions

〈O(t)〉ψ of local and semi-local operators. The analogy of this quench setup to a

boundary problem in rotated Euclidean space time, as originally discussed by Calabrese

and Cardy for conformal field theories [12], motivates us to consider initial states of the

form of squeezed coherent states [31, 32],

|ψ〉 = exp

{
∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
Kab(θ)Z†

a(−θ)Z†
b (θ)

}

|0〉. (8)

‡ Sometimes we use the symbol ˜ to emphasise the semi-locality of the operator.
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We note that this form of initial states naturally appears in free theories [33, 34]

after global changes of some parameter. Here the operators Z†
a(−θ)Z†

b (θ) create zero-

momentum pairs of excitations above the (post-quench) vacuum. In the corresponding

boundary field theory states of this form are known to be compatible with the

integrability [35] provided

Ka1c1(θ1)K
c2c3(θ2)S

a2c4
c2c1

(θ1 + θ2)S
b2b1
c3c4

(θ1 − θ2)

= Kc1b1(θ1)K
c2c3(θ2)S

b2c4
c3c1

(θ1 + θ2)S
a2a1
c2c4

(θ1 − θ2), (9)

Kab(θ) = Sabcd(2θ)Kdc(−θ). (10)

We assume the validity of (9) and (10) in the initial state (8) . Furthermore, the

amplitudes Kab(θ) have to possess a suitable behaviour at large rapidities, which can

for example be insured by including an extrapolation time [12, 31] τ0 via the factor

e−2mτ0 cosh θ. Given that the Fadeev–Zamolodchikov operators create the eigenstates of

the post-quench Hamiltonian, the time evolution starting from (8) can in principle be

obtained by expansion of the exponential. This approach is known as the linked cluster

expansion and will be discussed in Section 4.1 below. We include more details on our

choice of the initial state in Appendix C.

3. Main result

The time evolution of a generic one-point function of the operator O after a global

quantum quench as described above will take the form

〈O(t)〉ψ = f(t) e−Γt + g(t) + 〈O〉ρ. (11)

Here f(t) and g(t) are regular functions on the real positive axis, Γ a constant decay

rate, and 〈O〉ρ the expectation value over the steady state |ρ〉 reached at infinite times.

The functions f(t) and g(t) do not contain further exponential decay. We note that

in principle various exponentially decaying contributions with different decay rates Γi
can appear, as is for example the case in the attractive regime of the sine-Gordon

model [36, 37]. However, we will not consider such cases here.

We analyse (11) for relativistic integrable field theories in the thermodynamic limit.

We claim that in the case of a semi-local operator the function g(t) identically vanishes,

ie, the whole time evolution will show exponential relaxation. In contrast, for local

operators both functions are non-vanishing§ and, in the late time regime, behave as

f(t) ∼ t−α0e2im0t, g(t) ∼ t−αρe2imρt, t→ ∞. (12)

Here α0, m0, αρ, and mρ are related to the lowest number of excitations, over the

post-quench ground state or over the steady state, respectively, with non-zero matrix

elements of the operator O.

The absence or presence of polynomial tails at late times is the principal qualitative

distinction between the out-of-equilibrium dynamics of local and semi-local operators.

§ The exception is the energy operator ǫ in the Ising field theory, where f(t) = 0.
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On the other hand, we also highlight the fact that exponential decay is present for local

operators as well, although it can be neglected at late times.

4. General arguments

In this section we present general arguments supporting our claim based on the linked

cluster expansion as well as quench action approach. In the next section we discuss the

results for three specific models, namely the Ising field theory, sinh-Gordon model and

sine-Gordon model.

4.1. Linked cluster expansion

We compute expectation values after a quantum quench with an initial boundary state

(8). This is done by the means of the linked cluster expansion [38, 39], ie, expanding the

initial state in powers of the function K(θ), which we consider small; this case is often

referred to as small quench regime. It should be stressed that this approach, compared

to perturbation theory [40, 41], preserves non-adiabaticity of the quench, ie, the initial

state is still extensive. In more physical terms, it means that we are still considering

out-of-equilibrium processes and not linear responses at equilibrium, but the density of

excitations over the post-quench ground state is small enough to allow the expansion.

We set up the expansion as follows: Starting with the expectation value

〈O(t)〉ψ =
〈ψ| eiHtOe−iHt |ψ〉

〈ψ |ψ〉 , (13)

we formally expand both numerator and denominator in powers of K. Here and in the

following we drop the indices that label the species of the excitations in order to keep

the notation simple; for an example where they are restored, see Appendix H. We also

consider one particle mass only,

〈ψ|eiHtOe−iHt|ψ〉 =
∞
∑

M,N=0

1

M !N !

∫ ∞

0

M
∏

a=1

dξa
2π

K∗(ξa)
N
∏

b=1

dθb
2π

K(θb)

× 〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξM ,−ξM |O| − θN , θN , . . . ,−θ1, θ1〉
× e2imt(

∑M
a=1 cosh ξa−

∑N
b=1 cosh θb)

=

∞
∑

M,N=0

CO
M,N(t), (14)

which defines the contributions CO
M,N(t). The norm of the initial state is expanded as

〈ψ|ψ〉 =
∞
∑

N=0

1

N !2

∫ ∞

0

N
∏

a=1

dξa
2π

dθa
2π

K∗(ξa)K(θa)

× 〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξM ,−ξM | − θN , θN , . . . ,−θ1, θ1〉

=
∞
∑

N=0

Z2N . (15)
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Thus we obtain the formal expansion

1

〈ψ|ψ〉 = 1 − Z2 + Z2
2 − Z4 +O(K6), (16)

which identifies the diverging parts in the infinite-volume limit, namely the linked

clusters. Both numerator and denominator contain divergencies, but the expectation

value does not; hence all divergencies have to cancel when the product between (14)

and (16) is taken. We use a finite-size regularisation scheme to extract the divergent

terms as being proportional to a positive power of the system size L in the intermediate

calculations. The initial state in finite volume |ψ〉L is derived in Appendix D in terms of

Bethe roots, see (D.5) . After taking the product, we obtain new expansion contributions

DO
M,N(t) which are finite as L→ ∞,

lim
L→∞

[〈ψ|O(t)|ψ〉L
〈ψ|ψ〉L

]

= lim
L→∞

∑∞
M,N=0C

O
M,N(t, L)

∑∞
N=0 Z2N(L)

=
∞
∑

M,N=0

DO
M,N(t), (17)

where we indicate the L-dependence of the finite-volume quantities.

The matrix elements in the numerator need further regularisation, for which we

follow Smirnov [11], see also Refs. [42, 43],

〈A|O|B〉 =
∑

A=A1∪A2

∑

B=B1∪B2

d(B2)SAA1SB1B〈A2|B2〉〈A1 + i~ǫ |O|B1〉. (18)

Here A, Ai, and so on represent sets of rapidities and SAA1 and SB1B denote the

product of two-particle scattering matrices required to bring the Fadeev–Zamolodchikov

operators creating the states in the correct order. The factor d(B2) keeps track of a

possible semi-locality of the operator O with respect to the excitations in the set B2.

Furthermore, i~ǫ is a short-hand to denote that to all rapidities in the set A1 a small

imaginary part ǫi is added.

The term containing no elements in the set A2 and B2, and thus no δ-functions, is

called the fully connected contribution. Similarly, the term where the sets A1 and B1

are empty is called the fully disconnected piece. All other terms are considered to be

semi-connected. Fully connected and semi-connected contributions contain poles in the

form factor by virtue of the annihilation pole axiom. The contributions we obtain from

regularising such singularities we dub the pole contributions.

In the following we apply the linked cluster expansion to local and semi-local

operators. The idea is to formally expand our prediction (11) in powers of K, which is

also contained in the rate Γ, and distinguish the terms by their time dependence [38, 42].

In fact, expanding the exponential will give terms ∝ Γt (as well as higher powers), which

originate from the annihilation poles of the form factors as shown in Appendix E. Thus

in order to argue that the time evolution of local operators contains both exponential

as well as power-law decay, we have to establish that (i) there exist terms DM,N ;conn(t)

within DM,N(t) that get exponentiated, ie, the higher-order contribution DM+2,N+2(t)

has the form DM+2,N+2(t) = −ΓtDM,N ;conn(t) + . . . (thus implying f 6= 0 [38, 42]),

and (ii) that DM,N(t) also contains terms DM,N ;stat and DM,N ;reg(t) that do not appear

with linear time dependence at higher order, ie, DM+2,N+2(t) does neither contain the
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term −ΓtDM,N ;stat nor −ΓtDM,N ;reg(t) (thus implying g 6= 0). Similarly, for semi-

local operators we argue that for every term DM,N ;conn(t) within DM,N(t) that is

not already growing in time, there exists a higher-order contribution DM+2,N+2(t) =

−ΓtDM,N ;conn(t) + . . .. Since in this case every term is exponentiated, it follows that

g = 0 [38, 42]. Below we focus on the diagonal contributions DN,N(t) to exhibit the

behaviour described above.

4.1.1. Local operators In this sub-section we consider local operators O. They possess

non-vanishing matrix elements only between states in the same sector and, for sake of

simplicity, we can just consider the Ramond sector. The reason behind it is just that in

the infinite volume limit, the expectation values over the two sectors are identical (the

results are independent from boundary conditions in such limit); hence

lim
L→∞

〈ψ| O(t) |ψ〉L =
1

2
lim
L→∞

[

R 〈ψ| O(t) |ψ〉R +NS 〈ψ| O(t) |ψ〉NS

]

(19)

= lim
L→∞

R 〈ψ| O(t) |ψ〉R . (20)

For the first terms in the linked cluster expansion we have the following regular

expressions in finite volume L,

CO
0,0(t, L) = 〈0|O|0〉L, (21)

CO
0,2(t, L) =

∑

I∈R

K(I)
FO
2 (−θ, θ)
ρ1(θ;L)

e−2imt cosh θ = [CO
2,0(t, L)]∗, (22)

CO
2,2(t, L) =

∑

I∈R

∑

J∈R

K∗(I)K(J)〈I,−I|O| − J, J〉Le2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ). (23)

Here FO
N (θ1, . . . , θN) = 〈0| O |θ1, . . . , θN 〉 denotes the N -particle form factor, see

Appendix A. The mapping between the Bethe numbers I and J and respective rapidities

ξ and θ is given by the Bethe equations, with ρ1(θ;L) denoting the Jacobian of the

relation I ↔ θ; see Appendix D for the details. Considering states from same symmetry

and parity sectors makes the presence of disconnected contributions possible in diagonal

terms even when the system is at finite volume [44, 45]. They contain terms proportional

to the connected parts of form factors FO
N ;conn(θ1, . . . , θN ), ie, regular parts of diagonal

form factors extracted with the following procedure in the infinite volume [46],

FO
N ;conn(θ1, . . . , θN )

= FP
{

lim
{ǫi}→0+

FO
2N (θN + iπ + iǫN , . . . , θ1 + iπ + iǫ1, θ1, . . . , θN)

}

, (24)

in which the operation FP stands for discarding divergent contributions arising from

annihilation poles and taking the finite part when regulators from (18) are removed.

We stress that the connected part FO
N ;conn(θ1, . . . , θN ) depends on N rapidities but is

obtained from the 2N -particle form factor. Using the finite-volume representation of

the matrix elements and splitting diagonal terms from off-diagonal ones, we can write

the last expression as

CO
2,2(t, L) = 〈0|O|0〉L

∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2
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+
∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2F
O
1;conn(θ)

ρ1(θ;L)
+
∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2F
O
1;conn(−θ)
ρ1(θ;L)

+
∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2F
O
2;conn(−θ, θ)
ρ2(−θ, θ;L)

+
∑

I 6=J∈R

∑

J∈R

K∗(I)K(J)
FO
4 (ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)

ρ1(ξ;L)ρ1(θ;L)
e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ). (25)

The first contribution is due to the presence of the fully disconnected part of the matrix

element and will be cancelled by contributions from the denominator (15). The second

line contains semi-connected contributions and the third the fully connected stationary

part of the form factor, which are both time-independent. We note that the latter

is a contribution of order O(1/L), since ρ2 ∝ L2, thus it can be neglected in the

thermodynamic limit [while the former is of order O(1)]. Such loss of memory of the

initial pair structure in the final state expectation value has already been described

in [31]. Finally, in the fourth line the infinite-volume form factor encodes all the

information regarding off-diagonal terms (in the sense that ξ 6= θ) and non-trivial time

evolution. Such terms are always regular at finite volume; when the infinite-volume

limit is taken, kinetic singularities as annihilation poles become important and must be

treated separately. Now taking the large-volume limit and changing the sum over Bethe

numbers into integrals over particles’ rapidities (see Appendix D for the exact Jacobian

of the change of variables) we obtain

CO
2,2(t, L→ ∞) = CO

0,0mL

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
|K(θ)|2 cosh θ

+

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ

2π
|K(θ)|2FO

1;conn(θ)

+

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)FO

4 (ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ). (26)

Here the first line contains the infinite-volume divergence, which will be cancelled by a

contribution coming from the norm of the initial state (16). Furthermore, we note that

since we are considering a local operator here, the four-particle form factor is regular at

ξ = θ and the whole expression does not need further regularisation. We can thus find

the second order contribution in the infinite volume,

DO
2,2(t) =

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)FO

4 (ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ)

+

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ

2π
|K(θ)|2FO

1;conn(θ)

= DO
2,2;conn(t) +DO

2,2;stat. (27)

Hence the result consists of a fully connected contribution as well as a stationary one.

The latter is the one-particle contribution in the LeClair–Mussardo expansion [31, 46]

of the stationary value 〈O〉ρ. In the case of semi-local operators the latter vanishes

identically.
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The next term we consider in the expansion is DO
4,4(t). In particular, we will show

that it has the form

DO
4,4(t) = −ΓtDO

2,2;conn(t) +DO
4,4;reg(t) +DO

4,4;stat + . . . , (28)

where the dots represent further contributions that structurally differ from the ones

given explicitly. In the first term we will determine the rate Γ = O(K2), and thus

show that the term DO
2,2;conn(t) obtained above gets exponentiated. Furthermore, by

studying DO
6,6(t) below we show that no term ∝ ΓtDO

4,4;reg(t) appears at higher order,

thus implying that DO
4,4;reg(t) contributes to the power-law decay g. We also determine

the static contribution DO
4,4;stat, which represents a higher-order contribution to the

LeClair–Mussardo expansion.

When regularising the matrix element in the calculation of CO
4,4(t, L) we obtain

various disconnected and connected pieces. Specifically we will evaluate the terms

CO
4,4(t, L) = CO

4,4;div(t, L) + CO
4,4;stat(L) + CO

4,4;pol(t, L) + CO
4,4;reg(t, L), (29)

which are the piece divergent in the infinite volume, a contribution to the stationary

value, and the contribution from the annihilation poles. Furthermore, the regular term

CO
4,4;reg(t, L) is time dependent and originates from form factors where one pair of ingoing

rapidities equals one pair of outgoing ones. First, divergent contributions are obtained

when the left and right states in the expectation value are identical (as before, ie, when

I1 = J1 and I2 = J2), or when they have at least one Bethe number in common; with

the result

CO
4,4;div(t, L) = CO

0,0(t, L)





∑

I∈R

|K(I)|4 −
(

∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2
)2




+ CO
2,2(t, L)

∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2. (30)

This will be cancelled by the contributions coming from the denominator (16) . In

addition, there is a stationary contribution

CO
4,4;stat(L) =

1

4

∑

I1∈R

∑

I2∈R

|K(I1)|2|K(I2)|2

× ρ2(−θ2,−θ1;L)

ρ4(−θ2, θ2,−θ1, θ1;L)
FO
2;conn(θ1, θ2) + . . . , (31)

where the dots stand for all the possible arrangements of the pair (±θ1,±θ2) in the

connected form factor. In the infinite-volume limit this becomes

CO
4,4;stat(L→ ∞) =

1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ1
2π

dθ2
2π

|K(θ1)|2|K(θ2)|2FO
2;conn(θ1, θ2), (32)

which is the second-order contribution DO
4,4;stat in the LeClair–Mussardo series. The

third term is dubbed ’regular’ (its meaning will be clear in following discussion)

CO
4,4;reg(t, L) =

1

4

∑

I1,I2∈R

∑

J2∈R

|K(I1)|2K∗(I2)K(J2)

× ρ1(−θ1;L)FO
6;reg(θ1 + iπ, ξ2 + iπ,−ξ2 + iπ,−θ2, θ2, θ1)
ρ3(−θ1, θ1, θ2;L)ρ1(ξ2;L)

+ . . . , (33)
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where the dots stand again for possible arrangements of the semi-disconnected

configuration, in which two couples share the same Bethe number and the others do

not. The label reg indicates the regular part of the form factor when the Laurent

expansion is taken in the neighbourhood of an ingoing rapidity close to an outgoing

one, as ξ1 → θ1 in case of the previous configuration; see Appendix F for an explicit

definition. In the infinite-volume limit this becomes

CO
4,4;reg(t, L→ ∞) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ1
2π

|K(θ1)|2
∫ ∞

0

dξ2
2π

dθ2
2π

K∗(ξ2)K(θ2)

× FO
6;reg(θ1 + iπ, ξ2 + iπ,−ξ2 + iπ,−θ2, θ2, θ1)e2imt(cosh ξ2−cosh θ2)

≡ DO
4,4;reg(t). (34)

By analysing below the next diagonal term in the expansion, DO
6,6(t), we show that this

term does not get exponentiated. Thus it generates a pure polynomial time dependence

of the expectation value, ie, it contributes to g(t) in the general expression (11) .

Before doing so, we clarify how exponential decay is obtained by means of the linked

cluster expansion. It is known [42, 43] that it originates from the annihilation poles of

the form factor. There are two consequences: first, we can split singular contributions

coming from poles of the form factors in their Laurent series (which we label as FO
N ;sing)

from the regular ones FO
N ;reg; second, in large but finite volume we can approximate the

sum as an integral and get regular results by means of Sokhotski–Plemelij theorem [47].

Using the regularisation (18) with ξi → ξi + iǫi we obtain

CO
4,4;pol(t, L) =

1

4

∑

I1,I2∈R

∑

J1,J2∈R

K∗(I1)K
∗(I2)K(J1)K(J2)

×F
O
8;sing(ξ1 + iπ + iǫ1,−ξ1 + iπ − iǫ1, ξ2 + iπ + iǫ2,−ξ2 + iπ − iǫ2,−θ2, θ2,−θ1, θ1)

ρ4(−ξ2, ξ2,−ξ1, ξ1;L)ρ4(−θ2, θ2,−θ1, θ1;L)

×e2imt(cosh ξ1+cosh ξ2−cosh θ1−cosh θ2) + . . . , (35)

where the dots contain the regular form factor FO
8;reg. Taking the infinite-volume limit

allows us to turn sums into integrals and consider the pole at ξ2 = θ2. The singular part

of the form factor reads

FO
8;sing(ξ1 + iπ + iǫ1, . . . , θ1) =

FO
4 (ξ1 + iπ + iǫ1,−ξ1 + iπ − iǫ1,−θ1, θ1)

(ξ2 − θ2 + iǫ2)2
, (36)

which implies, after the integral and the limits ǫi → 0 are taken as prescribed by

Sokhotski–Plemelij theorem,

CO
4,4;pol(t, L→ ∞) = −Γt

∫ ∞

0

dξ1
2π

dθ1
2π

K∗(ξ1)K(θ1)

× FO
4 (ξ1 + iπ,−ξ1 + iπ,−θ1, θ1)e2imt(cosh ξ1−cosh θ1). (37)

We note that there are exactly (2!)2 different ways to perform this computation and all

of them must be summed up, cancelling the combinatorial prefactor. Picking the double

pole involves taking the derivative of the exponential and makes the contribution linear

in time; the constant showing up after this procedure reads

Γ =
2m

π

∫ ∞

0

dθ |K(θ)|2 sinh θ. (38)
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We can see that the factor multiplied by −Γt equals DO
2,2;conn(t) defined in (27) . In

contrast, the stationary contribution DO
2,2;stat does not get resummed into an exponential

decay, ie, it contributes to the expectation value over the representation state. Thus in

total we arrive at (28) .

In order to see whether the term DO
4,4;reg(t) gets exponentiated, we have to check

whether the part of CO
6,6 that grows linear in time contains a piece proportional to (34) .

To this end we can restrict ourselves to the contributions from the annihilation poles of

the form factor. The procedure is the same as for CO
4,4;pol(t, L), except for the fact that

now the required twelve-particle form factor FO
12 has two double poles. Picking both of

them would retrieve a term proportional to t2CO
2,2(t, L) we are not interested in. Hence

we need to pick just one of the two double poles and keep the regular part of the other.

The result in the infinite volume reads

CO
6,6;pol,1(t, L→ ∞) = −Γt

4

∫ ∞

0

dξ1
2π

dξ2
2π

dθ1
2π

dθ2
2π

×K∗(ξ1)K
∗(ξ2)K(θ1)K(θ2)e

2imt(cosh ξ1+cosh ξ2−cosh θ1−cosh θ2)

× FO
8;reg(ξ1 + iπ,−ξ1 + iπ, ξ2 + iπ,−ξ2 + iπ,−θ2, θ2,−θ1, θ1), (39)

where the additional subindex 1 indicates that we picked only one of the double poles.

We see that this differs structurally from (34). Hence we conclude that DO
4,4;reg(t) does

not get exponentiated (at least with the rate Γ), but rather contributes to the polynomial

tail. We also see that the polynomial tail arises from regular parts of the form factors

provided at least one pair of rapidities in both the ingoing and outgoing states agree.

Namely, such contributions arise directly from regularisation of disconnected pieces of

form factors in finite volume regime.

We add that previous works applying the linked cluster expansion did not yield such

polynomial contributions because they either focused on semi-local operators [42, 43] or

considered the energy operator in the Ising field theory [31].

In our analysis we have focussed on the diagonal terms DO
M,M(t). Considering

off-diagonal terms does not add anything regarding the appearance of power-law

contributions. However, off-diagonal terms give rise to additional oscillations, as

indicated in (12) .

4.1.2. Semi-local operators For semi-local operators Õ, regularisation is naturally

provided by the finite volume and sector splitting (see Appendix D for more details),

given that matrix elements with ingoing and outgoing rapidities in the same sector

vanish, cf. (6) . In particular, this implies for any semi-local operator

R〈A|Õ|B〉R =NS 〈A|Õ|B〉NS = 0. (40)

Note that we implicitly assume an underlying Z2-symmetry. When expectation values

of semi-local operators are computed in finite volume, ground state splitting and their

action on same sectors (40) restricts the analysis to two related contributions that

equate in the infinite volume limit [cf (19)]

lim
L→∞

〈ψ|Õ|ψ〉L =
1

2
lim
L→∞

[

NS〈ψ|Õ|ψ〉R + R〈ψ|Õ|ψ〉NS

]
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= lim
L→∞

NS〈ψ|Õ|ψ〉R. (41)

As we understood by studying local operators in the previous section, the absence of

disconnected pieces in the finite-volume regime implies the absence of stationary and

pure power-law contributions. This is the main result of the section and for completeness

we directly show it in the specific setting.

Semi-local operators have fewer fully regular contributions than local ones, by

virtue of the annihilation pole axiom and sector splitting. For this reason, when finite

volume is strictly imposed (i.e. we consider 1/L to be finite and not infinitesimally

small), disconnected elements are absent. However, in the limit 1/L → 0 rapidities

in different symmetry sectors become infinitesimally close, giving rise to contributions

that eventually cancel denominator’s ones. Since this requires the careful treatment

of the different symmetry sectors, it is preferable to work with the infinite-volume

regularisation (18) directly. Specifically we find

CÕ
0,0(t, L) = NS〈0|Õ|0〉R, (42)

CÕ
0,2(t, L) =

∑

I∈R

K(I)
F Õ
2 (−θ, θ)
ρ1(θ;L)

e−2imt cosh θ = [CÕ
2,0(t, L)]∗. (43)

The first non-regular term is given by CÕ
2,2, whose form factor contains a double pole,

CÕ
2,2(t, L) =

∑

I∈R

∑

J∈NS

K∗(I)K(J) 〈I,−I| Õ |−J, J〉 e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ),

and in the large but finite-volume regime we can extract the linear term in L and

pole contribution as usual [42, 43]. Here as well, extra care must be taken when

(18) is applied, given that also semi-disconnected terms (ie, terms that involve both

disconnected and connected pieces) contain single pole contributions. They are cancelled

by boundary contributions in Sokhotsky–Plemelij as well as in other cases [47]. Its

infinite-volume limit then reads

CÕ
2,2(t, L) = mLCÕ

0,0(t, L)

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π
|K(ξ)|2 cosh ξ − Γt CÕ

0,0(t, L) (44)

+

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)F Õ

4;reg(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ).

The first term on the right-hand side diverges in the large-volume limit but is cancelled

by a corresponding contribution from the norm of the initial state. The term regular

here has the same meaning as in (34). From the second line of (44) we cannot

extract any stationary term since the connected form factor of a semi-local operator

is always vanishing. Thus we arrive at the second-order contribution to the linked

cluster expansion of a semi-local operator,

DÕ
2,2(t) = −Γt CÕ

0,0(L→ ∞) + . . . ≡ −ΓtDÕ
0,0 +DÕ

2,2;conn(t), (45)

where the last term contains the form factor FO
4;reg. We can also exclude that for higher

order terms polynomial or stationary contributions are present: such terms arise from

matrix elements containing equal rapidities in the ingoing and outgoing states, but they

are absent for semi-local operators given (40).
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As an example, we consider the term CÕ
4,4, which reads in the finite-volume

regularisation

CÕ
4,4(t, L) =

1

4

∑

I1,I2∈R

∑

J1,J2∈NS

K∗(I1)K
∗(I2)K(J1)K(J2) (46)

× 〈I1,−I1, I2,−I2| Õ |−J2, J2,−J1, J1〉 e2imt(cosh ξ1+cosh ξ2−cosh θ1+cosh θ2).

Again, this contribution is finite and well-behaved in this scheme, as for (44). When L

is sent to infinity, disconnected contributions emerge and they must be split using (18)

and regularised via (D.11),

CÕ
4,4;div(L) = CÕ

0,0(t, L)Z4 − CÕ
0,0(t, L)Z2

2 + CÕ
2,2(t, L)Z2. (47)

These terms are correctly cancelled by the denominator (15) also in this limit. At this

point we can study the analytic behaviour of the infinite-volume form factor in (44),

which has double poles when ξ1 → θ1 and ξ2 → θ2 (and all other combinations thereof

of two equal ingoing and outgoing rapidities). Three contributions are then present in

the Laurent expansion: first, we pick the term containing two double poles; second,

we pick the four terms containing one double pole; third, we consider the fully regular

contribution. To the extent of this section, we just consider the second case, since the

first leads to a quadratic correction to the linear term in time contained in (44) and the

third to a decaying contribution at late times. After taking the double pole contributions

and having removed the semi-disconnected parts, we get

CÕ
4,4;pol,1(t, L→ ∞) = −Γt

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ)

× F Õ
4;reg(−ξ + iπ, ξ + iπ,−θ, θ). (48)

It can be seen that the power-law term obtained in (44) has actually to be resummed

and thus leads to exponentially damped contributions. At fourth order in the linked

cluster expansion, we arrive to the following expression

DÕ
4,4(t) = − Γt

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)

× F Õ
4;reg(−ξ + iπ, ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ)

+
Γ2t2

2
CÕ

0,0(L→ ∞) + . . .

≡ Γ2t2

2
DÕ

0,0 − ΓtDÕ
2,2;conn(t) +DÕ

4,4;conn(t). (49)

We can thus infer that the time evolution for semi-local operators is fully exponential,

ie, we obtain g(t) = 0 in the general expression (11) .

4.2. Comparison with quench action method

As we have seen in the previous part, computing the time evolution of one-point

functions after a global quench requires to sum over the whole Hilbert space twice, which

is an enormous computational effort (both for numerical and analytical methods). One
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way to reduce this complexity is the quench action method [48, 49], which relies on the

assumption that a steady state (’representative state’) |ρ〉 exists whose properties can

be determined by solving a generalised thermodynamic Bethe ansatz (gTBA) equation.

As a consequence, the one-point function can be written as

〈O(t)〉ψ =
〈ψ|O(t)|ρ〉

2〈ψ|ρ〉 + h.c., (50)

with the initial state |ψ〉. The above should be considered in a finite volume. By

expanding the initial state in the eigenstates of the post-quench Hamiltonian {|λ〉} one

arrives at the following expression,

〈O(t)〉ψ =
1

2
lim
L→∞





∑

|λ〉

e−δs
∗
λ+δsρ+i(Eλ−Eρ)t〈λ|O|ρ〉L + h.c.



 , (51)

which can be written in terms of Dirac δ-functions and form factors of the operator O
using (18). In the above expression, Eλ denotes the energy of the state |λ〉, while

δsλ = − ln〈λ |ψ〉 encodes the overlaps with the initial state. Picking the diagonal

term with |λ〉 = |ρ〉 immediately gives a stationary contribution. When analysing

this expression, special care has to be given to the contributions from the poles of the

appearing form factors. In the vicinity of these poles they can be split into a regular and

a singular part in terms of multidimensional Laurent series. It is shown in Appendix E

how these poles together with the pair structure of the initial state |ψ〉 give rise to

exponential decay with a universal inverse decay time given by

Γ =
2m

π

∫ ∞

0

dθ |K(θ)|2 sinh θ +O(K3), (52)

in agreement with (38) . Thus the pole contributions give rise to the first part f(t) e−Γt in

our main result (11) . The regular pieces of the form factors, on the other hand, provide

the power-law contributions contained in g(t), As we have shown in Section 4.1 these

are present when the operator has non-vanishing matrix elements in the same sector at

finite volume (which are absent for semi-local operators). These can be described as well

in terms of generalised hydrodynamics [50] and thermal form factors (see Appendix F).

If present, these power-law contributions describe the late-time dynamics of the system.

In the language of generalised hydrodynamics such terms can be directly linked to the

overlap of the operator with the conserved quantities, ie, V O [51, 52]. The latter quantity

is related to LeClair–Mussardo expansion of thermal expectation values [46].

These two kind of contributions in (11) are distinguishable by the fact that the

first, f(t) e−Γt, is determined by excitations over the post-quench ground state, while

the second, g(t), is given by excited states over the representative state (ie, the post-

quench steady state). Given that the latter can be viewed as a ’sea of excitations above

the ground state’, the excitations above this steady state can be viewed as particle-

hole excitations. This property is crucial when we consider matrix elements of semi-

local operators, since they have vanishing overlap with the steady state and all its

finite excitations; hence, one can distinguish local from semi-local operators just by
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investigating the late time dynamics: a power-law decay implies local operators while

pure exponential damping means semi-local ones. In Appendix F.3 we explicitly show

for the Ising and sinh-Gordon models that the polynomial tails originate indeed from

excitations over the representative state.

5. Discussion of specific models

The goal of this section is to compare our general claim to results obtained for specific

integrable field theories. We both consider free and interacting systems.

5.1. Thermal Ising field theory

The thermal Ising field theory arises from Ising conformal field theory when deformed

by its energy operator ε. At the conformal point, the model describes the dynamics of

two decoupled Majorana fields. The deformation couples the two Majorana fields via

the mass term, describing the scaling limit of the Ising model close to the critical point

at zero magnetic field. The model is still a free system also in the massive regime. The

action is determined by a Dirac Lagrangian for fields generating massive excitations

L = Ψ†(i/∂ −m)Ψ. (53)

Stable particles are kinks interpolating between two different vacua of the corresponding

Landau-Ginzburg effective theory with fermionic exchange rule, ie, S = −1. We consider

two different relevant operators, namely ε and σ; the first one is local while the second is

semi-local, as already mentioned in Section 2.2. In the related lattice model, these two

represent respectively the exchange energy between two neighbouring spins and the total

magnetisation of the chain [38, 39]. We are implicitly assume the system to be in the

ordered phase, ie, we consider the disorder operator µ to be creating stable excitations

above the vacuum. However, this construction can be mapped to the disordered phase

by Kramers–Wannier duality, where excitations are now created by the order operator

and the disorder operator plays the role of measuring the magnetisation of the system.

The quench we are considering consists of suddenly changing the mass of the

particles m0 → m. The initial state is then exactly of the form of the boundary squeezed

state (8) with the amplitude K(θ) being explicitly known [32, 34]. The simplicity of

the form factors of the energy operator then allows a straightforward computation of

the time evolution by the means of linked cluster expansion [31, 38] and quench action

method (see Appendix F.3) with the result

〈ε(t)〉ψ = 〈ε(0)〉ρ + Re

{
∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π

m sinh θK(θ)

1 + |K(θ)|2 e
2imt cosh θ

}

. (54)

The result for the magnetisation operator can be retrieved as well, it reads [38, 42, 48, 53]

〈σ(t)〉ψ = σ̄

[

1 +
Ω

mt
−

1 − m
m0

8
√
π

cos(2mt− π
4
)

mt3/2
+ . . .

]

e−Γt + . . . , (55)
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where σ̄ = 〈0|σ |0〉 denotes the expectation value in the post-quench vacuum state, the

dots represent corrections to the prefactor as well as terms decaying faster than e−Γt,

and Ω is an uninteresting constant.

These two expectation values already contain most of the features described

beforehand: the local operator ε has non-vanishing overlap (and thus expectation

value) with the steady state and shows power-law decay. That additional exponentially

decaying terms are absent is a peculiar feature of free theories. On the contrary, the

semi-local operator σ does not relax towards a non-zero one-point expectation value and

shows exclusive exponential decay, governed by the relaxation rate Γ. Both expectation

values show oscillations with frequency ∼ 2m, which is the energy required to excite

a pair of excitations above the post-quench vacuum. Thus these results are consistent

with (11).

5.2. Sinh-Gordon field theory

Arguably the simplest interacting integrable relativistic field theory is the sinh-Gordon

model: it contains one bosonic field φ that interacts with itself via a hyperbolic cosine

potential; the Lagrangian reads

L =
1

2
(∂φ)2 − µ2

g2
(cosh gφ− 1). (56)

The parameters µ and g are respectively the bare mass and the coupling constant, which

are linked to the physical mass m and the effective coupling B as

m2 = µ2 sin πB

πB
, B =

g2

8π + g2
. (57)

The stable excitations are spinless, neutral particles of mass m with the two-particle

scattering matrix

S(θ) =
sinh θ − i sin πB

sinh θ + i sin πB
, (58)

which is invariant under the duality transformation g →
√

8π/g, a symmetry that is not

present at the level of the Lagrangian (56) , see Ref. [54] for a more detailed discussion.

For clarity, we will avoid the self-dual point g =
√

8π and restrict ourselves to the regime

0 < g <
√

8π.

One of the most natural operators are the so-called vertex operators eαgφ, which

contain information regarding any power of the field operator. The vertex operators are

labelled by the real number α. They are local and their time evolution was (partially)

computed in [47] in the small quench regime,

〈eαgφ(t)〉ψ = Gα +

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
|K(θ)|2F α

1;conn(θ)

+ 2e−Γt
Re

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
K(θ)F α

2 (−θ, θ)e−2imt cosh θ

+ Re

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π
K(θ)|K(ξ)|2

× F α
4;reg(ξ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ)e−2imt cosh θ, (59)
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where Gα = 〈0| eαgφ |0〉 [55]. Please note that in the previous work [47] the regular

piece was not considered. As compared to the energy operator in the Ising field theory,

we observe exponential decay, power-law decay, and oscillations, ie, all contributions

expected from (11) . The full derivation, which includes the last line, can be carried

both using the linked cluster expansion or thermal form factors; it is contained in

Appendix F.3.

Defining a semi-local operator for the sinh-Gordon model requires finding a semi-

local one in the related conformal field theory, which is given by the free boson or

Gaussian model. In analogy with Ising model, we consider the twist operator τ . In

Appendix B we derive its form factors in the sinh-Gordon model. As a check, we

compute scaling dimension of the field, which agrees with the prediction from conformal

field theory. Moreover, computing its time evolution (details in Appendix G), we get

〈τ(t)〉ψ = (τ̄ + . . .)e−Γt, (60)

where τ̄ again denotes the vacuum expectation value. The dots represent rapidly

oscillating terms and higher powers in the function K for small quenches. Thus again

we find agreement with our hypothesis (11).

5.3. Sine-Gordon field theory

A prototypical example of an integrable field theory is the famous sine-Gordon model;

it emerges in many different contexts, such as low-energy spin chain realisations [56],

trapped ultra-cold atoms [57] and, in its boundary version, chiral channel tunnelling [58].

Its fermionised counterpart is the zero-charge sector of Thirring model [59] as first

realised by Coleman [60]. The model is defined by the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
(∂φ)2 − µ2

β2
(cos βφ− 1). (61)

Even thought the sine-Gordon and sinh-Gordon models are formally related by an

analytic continuation in the interaction parameter, g → iβ, their physical properties

are rather different. The sine-Gordon model possesses stable topological excitations,

named solitons and antisolitons, which classically interpolate between the minima of

the cosine potential. In addition, in the attractive regime, β2 < 4π, there exist stable

bound states. In the quantum theory this is highlighted by the presence of poles in

the scattering matrix between solitons and antisolitons. However, here we consider the

repulsive regime 4π < β2 < 8π only.

Depending on the parameter α, the vertex operators eiαφ possess different locality.

Specifically, eiβφ is local with respect to the fundamental field creating solitons or

antisolitons, while eiβφ/2 has semi-locality index la(e
iβφ/2) = −1, where a = ±. The

time evolution of the latter was studied [43] in the repulsive regime with the result

〈eiβφ(t)/2〉ψ = Gβ/2e−Γt + . . . , (62)

where the dots are containing higher order terms in the small quench approximation. In

addition, in Appendix H we determine the time evolution of the local vertex operator
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to be

〈eiβφ(t)〉ψ = Gβ +

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
Kab(θ)∗Kab(θ)F

α
1,c;conn(θ)

+

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
Kab(θ)F β

2,ab(−θ, θ)

+ e−Γt

∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
Kab(ξ)∗Kcd(θ)

× F β

4,āb̄cd,reg
(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ)

+

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
Kab(ξ)∗Kab(ξ)K

cd(θ)

× F β
4,āacd;reg(ξ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ)e2imt cosh θ + . . . , (63)

where the dots stand for higher order contributions in powers of K, and summation over

the indices is implicit (and ā = −a). This result, as its counterpart in the sinh-Gordon

theory, contains both exponential and power-law terms; both f(t) and g(t) scale as t−3/2

in at late times. Thus our findings are in again line with (11).

As is well-known, the sine-Gordon model effectively describes the low-energy

properties of many lattice models. Thus the question arises whether this also applies

to the quench setup. Numerical simulations [61, 62] of the dynamics of the staggered

magnetisation in the gapped phase of the XXZ Heisenberg chain give an affirmative

answer in the sense that the staggered magnetisation is linked via bosonisation to the

semi-local operator cos(βφ/2) and the numerical data show pure exponential decay. We

stress, however, that various limitations have to be considered: (i) lattice simulations

are necessarily limited to finite times, thus one cannot rule out that power-law decay will

eventually show up, (ii) the link between the initial lattice state and the squeezed state

(8) is unclear, (iii) the finite energy density introduced by the quench pushes the system

away from the necessary low-energy regime, (iv) thus irrelevant perturbations dropped

in the sine-Gordon model may affect the results, and (v) the definition of semi-locality

of an operator may differ between lattice and field theory due to the differing reference

states.

Finally, let us briefly comment on more general semi-local operators eiαφ with

α 6= β/2. We first recall that a semi-classical treatment [63] yields a non-vanishing

stationary expectation value 〈eiαφ〉ρ. In contrast, the quench action approach predicts a

vanishing one for the reason that eiαφ connects different sectors in the finite volume

theory; implying the vanishing of expectation values within the sectors, cf. (6).

We attribute the discrepancy to the purely reflective scattering in the semi-classical

approximation, which seems to prohibit relevant decay channels. We note in addition

that in the attractive regime (β2 < 4π) the semi-classical approach seems to miss

oscillations originating from the presence of zero-momentum breathers [36, 37].
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6. Conclusions

In this paper we argued that the time evolution of one-point functions in integrable field

theories after a global quantum quench is given by (11). Importantly, the distinction

between local and semi-local operators concerns the presence of power-law terms; ie,

while for local operators one generically has both exponential and power-law decay

(f 6= 0 6= g), for semi-local ones the latter is absent (g = 0). We have obtained these

results using a combination of approaches to study the quench dynamics in integrable

field theories, ie, the linked cluster expansion, quench action method, and thermal form

factors. Moreover, these results extend to non-relativistic integrable field theories like

the Lieb–Liniger model in repulsive and attractive regimes [47].

Further steps could be the analysis of field theories containing bound states [36, 37]

and to integrable lattice models. Our expectations are that our results extend to these

type of models as well, although a refinement of our methods may be necessary. A

promising role might be played by generalised hydrodynamics [64, 65]; even though we

did not apply this method here, generically hydrodynamic predictions allow us to infer

power-law behaviour (as in Appendix F.3), and recently [66] a way of characterising the

exponential decay for local operators in this framework was established.
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Appendix A. Form factor axioms

Using the Faddeev–Zamolodchikov algebra (3) –(5) one can exchange particles in the

asymptotic states, thus we can use the convention to order rapidities in both the in-

and out-states in an increasing fashion. Now we can define form factors of an operator

O as the matrix elements

FO
N (θ1, . . . , θN)a1,...,aN = 〈0|O|θ1, . . . , θN〉a1,...,aN (A.1)

= 〈0|OZ†
a1(θ1) . . . Z

†
aN

(θN ) |0〉 (A.2)

with θ1 < θ2 < . . . < θN . When just one particle species is present, we drop the indices

of the form factors and scattering matrices. The form factors satisfy the following

relations [11, 67]:

• Analyticity: The form factors are meromorphic functions in the physical strip

0 ≤ ImθN ≤ 2π.

• Scattering axiom:

FO
N (θ1, . . . , θi, θi+1, . . . , θN)a1,...,ai,ai+1,...,aN

= S(θi − θi+1)
bi,bi+1
ai,ai+1

FO
N (θ1, . . . , θi+1, θi, . . . , θN )a1,...,bi+1,bi,...,aN . (A.3)
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• Periodicity axiom:

FO
N (θ1 + 2πi, θ2, . . . , θN)a1,...,aN

= la1(O)FO
N (θ2, . . . , θN , θ1)a2,...,aN ,a1 , (A.4)

where la(O) represents the mutual semi-locality factor between the operator O and

the fundamental field creating an excitation of type a.

• Lorentz transformation:

FO
N (θ1 + Λ, . . . , θN + Λ)a1,...,aN = es(O)ΛFO

N (θ1, . . . , θN)a1,...,aN , (A.5)

where s(O) is the Lorentz spin of the operator. All operators considered here are

spinless, thus es(O) = 1.

• Annihilation pole axiom:

Res
[

FO
N+2(θ

′, θ, θ1, . . . , θN)a,b,a1,...,aN , θ
′ = θ + iπ

]

= iCa,cF
O
N (θ1, . . . , θN )b1,...,bN

(

δa1b1 . . . δ
aN
bN
δcb

− la(O)Sc1,b1b,a1
(θ − θ1)S

c2,b2
c1,a2(θ − θ2) . . . S

cN ,bN
cN−1,aN

(θ − θ2)
)

, (A.6)

Where the charge conjugation matrix for sine-Gordon model reads Ca,b = δa+b,0.

We note that if there exist bound states, the form factors will possess poles in

addition.

Appendix B. Form factors of semi-local operators in the sinh-Gordon model

In this appendix we study the twist operator τ in the sinh-Gordon model. Its defining

property is that it links the different symmetry sectors associated with the Z2 symmetry

φ → −φ. Thus the twist field is semi-local and can be viewed as analog of the order

and disorder operators in the Ising field theory.

Appendix B.1. Two-particle form factors

Following Ref. [68] we apply the form factor axioms to the twist operator. We start from

deriving the two-particle form factor and then we are able to retrieve the general form

for the allowed cases. This is equivalent to spanning the space of semi-local operators

for the sinh-Gordon model. It is useful to introduce the minimal form factor, derived in

Ref. [69], with the properties

Fmin(θ) = S(θ)Fmin(−θ), (B.1)

Fmin(iπ − θ) = Fmin(iπ + θ), (B.2)

Fmin(θ)Fmin(iπ + θ) =
sinh θ

sinh θ + i sin πB
2

, (B.3)

where the scattering matrix is given by (58) , and B = g2/(8π + g2) parametrises the

interaction. Explicit expressions for the minimal form factor have been derived [69].
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Using the minimal form factor, we make the ansatz

F τ
2 (θ1, θ2) = F τ

0H2
Fmin(θ1 − θ2)

cosh θ1−θ2
2

(B.4)

for the two-particle form factor of the twist operator τ , and we already used that its

Lorentz spin vanishes [70]. Now checking the form factor axioms we deduce that the

scattering axiom is satisfied by virtue of (B.1) and the annihilation pole axiom requires

H2 = 1/Fmin(iπ) and F τ
0 being the expectation value of τ between the vacua in the

different symmetry sectors. Furthermore, taking θ1 → θ1 + 2πi we deduce

l(τ) = −1, (B.5)

reflecting the semi-locality of the twist operator. Hence, in total we find for the two-

particle form factor

F τ
2 (θ1, θ2) =

F τ
0

Fmin(iπ)

Fmin(θ1 − θ2)

cosh θ1−θ2
2

. (B.6)

Appendix B.2. General form factors

To fix the general solution of the form factor axioms we assume the following

parametrisation [69]

F τ
N(θ1, θ2, . . . , θN ) = HNQN(θ1, . . . , θN )

N
∏

i<j

Fmin(θi − θj)

cosh
θi−θj

2

(B.7)

with QN a symmetric function of its arguments. It is straightforward to verify the

analyticity, scattering and Lorentz axioms. For the periodicity axiom we get

F τ
N(θ1 + 2iπ, θ2, . . . , θN )

= HNQN (θ1, . . . , θN )
N
∏

2<i<j

Fmin(θi − θj)

cosh
θi−θj

2

N
∏

k=2

Fmin(θ1 − θk + 2iπ)

cosh θ1−θk+2iπ
2

= (−1)N−1HNQN(θ1, . . . , θN)
N
∏

i<j

Fmin(θi − θj)

cosh
θi−θj

2

(B.8)

which confirms the semi-locality l(τ) = −1 for even-particle form factors (N even).

Furthermore, the QN have to be invariant by a shift of any individual rapidity by 2πi,

ie, QN (θ1 + 2πi, . . . , θN) = QN (θ1, . . . , θN ). The annihilation pole axiom takes the form

of a recursion equation for the QN ’s, namely

QN+2(θ + iπ, θ, θ1, . . . , θN)

=

[

N
∏

k=1

(sinh (θ − θk) + i sin πB) +

N
∏

k=1

(sinh (θ − θk) − i sin πB)

]

×QN (θ1, . . . , θN ). (B.9)

It also affects normalisation HN ,

HN = H2

(

4 sin(πB/2)

Fmin(iπ)

)2N−1

. (B.10)
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Appendix B.3. Vacuum expectation value

We would like to study the expectation value of the twist operator between the vacua

in the sectors with periodic/antiperiodic boundary conditions, and in particular want

to show that it is non-vanishing. Normalisation of any state in a finite-volume system

implies

1 = NS〈0|0〉NS = R〈0|τ(L)τ(0)|0〉R, (B.11)

which, by inserting the resolution of unity between the two twist operators, leads to

1 = (F τ
0 )2

∞
∑

N=0

∫ N
∏

i=1

dpi
2π

|f τN(p1, . . . , pN)|2eiL
∑N

j=1 pj , (B.12)

where we introduced

F τ
N(p1, . . . , pN) = F τ

0 f
τ
N(p1, . . . , pN) (B.13)

and took the integrations over the individual momenta pi = M sinh θi. It is then

straightforward to check that the right-hand side of (B.12) is independent from L

since pjL = 2πNj. We get the same result when anti-periodic boundary conditions

are considered, since the ground state as well would transform under the action of

translation operator and cancel an extra contribution in the exponent. There is no

dependence on boundary conditions and infinite volume limit L → ∞ can then be

safely taken; yielding the result

F τ
0 =

[

∞
∑

N=0

∫ N
∏

i=1

dpi
2π

|f τN(p1, . . . , pN)|2
]−1/2

. (B.14)

Given that each term in the sum is non-negative and fastly convergent [10], we conclude

that F τ
0 is finite and non-vanishing.

Appendix B.4. Scaling dimension

In order to compute the scaling dimension and identify the corresponding operator in

the conformal field theory, we apply the ∆-theorem [71]. For simplicity we consider the

non-interacting case g = 0, where the trace of the stress-energy tensor Θ has only a

non-vanishing form factor in the two-particle case. Thus we find

∆τ = − 1

4π2F τ
0

∫

d2~r〈Θ(0)τ(~r)〉

= − m2

2πF τ
0

∫ ∞

0

dr r

∫ ∞

0

dθ1
2π

dθ2
2π

F τ
2 (θ1, θ2)e

−mr(cosh θ1+cosh θ2)

= − 1

2π

∫ ∞

0

dxx

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ1
2π

dθ2
2π

e−x(cosh θ1+cosh θ2)

cosh θ1−θ2
2

, (B.15)

where we used Fmin(θ) = 1 for g = 0. The further analysis of (B.15) proceeds with

(i) make use of the Werner formula cosh θ1 + cosh θ2 = 2 cosh θ1+θ2
2

cosh θ1−θ2
2

and

perform the change of variables θ+ = θ1+θ2
2

, θ− = θ1−θ2
2

in the integral;
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(ii) exploit the integral representation [72] of the modified Bessel function

K0(2x cosh θ−) =
∫∞

0
dθ+
2π
e−2x cosh θ+ cosh θ−;

(iii) exchange integration order between x and θ− and use the property of indefinite

integrals
∫

dxxK0(x) = xK1(x) to perform the integral (use 5.56(2) in Ref. [72]);

(iv) evaluate the remaining integral
∫∞

0
dθ
2π

1
4 cosh3 θ

= 1
16

.

Thus we obtain the same scaling dimension as that of the twist operator τ of a massless

free bosonic field theory [26], which means that we can rightfully identify the semi-local

operator of the sinh-Gordon theory with the former.

Appendix C. Initial states and pair structure

We briefly give some additional motivation [31, 32] on our choice of the initial state (8) ,

in particular its pair structure. First we note that for global quenches the initial state

will be translationally invariant. Thus if expanded in the post-quench basis the initial

state has the form

|ψ〉 =

∞
∑

N=0

∫ ∞

−∞

N
∏

k=1

dθk
2π

aN (θ1, . . . , θN ) δ

(

m

N
∑

k=1

sinh θk

)

|θ1, . . . , θN 〉 (C.1)

with some expansion coefficients aN (θ1, . . . , θN ). The zero-momentum condition is

implemented by the Dirac delta function with the individual momenta pk = m sinh θk.

For simplicity we consider one particle species only.

In addition, for a global quench the initial state must be extensive in the sense

that [48]

〈ψ|ψ〉 ∼ eLF (R), L→ ∞, (C.2)

where F depends on the characteristics of the quench and the regularisation parameter

(such as the extrapolation time) R. Obviously, the requirement (C.2) implies that the

state (C.1) indeed has to contain contributions with arbitrarily large particle numbers.

Furthermore, as long as the expansion coefficients aN(θ1, . . . , θN) are smooth functions

the scaling of 〈ψ|ψ〉 will be ∼ L from the regularisation of the squared Dirac delta.

Arguably the simplest way to overcome this is to consider initial states with the pair

structure (8), which contain additional delta functions and thus lead to an exponential

scaling in the system size. In this sense coherent squeezed states provide minimal

solutions to the required conditions.

Appendix D. Finite-volume theory

We regularise the theory using a finite volume, in particular it provides a regularisation

for annihilation poles and the correct representation for the disconnected parts, as

outlined in [47, 44, 45]. Application of the Bethe ansatz takes care of defining a basis
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of energy eigenstates starting from the Bethe–Yang equations

maL sinh θj = 2πIj +
∑

b

N
∑

k=1,k 6=j

χab(θk − θj), (D.1)

χab(θ) = −i lnSab(θ), ϕab =
dχab(θ)

dθ
, (D.2)

where Ij ≡ Ij;a implicitly contains the particle type a which we suppress in the following,

and Sab(θ) = Sbaab(θ) is the scattering matrix for the exchange between two-particles

without production of particles of other species. In particular, these equations provide

the link between the Bethe numbers Ij and the corresponding rapidities θj . Furthermore,

we note that the scattering data of the theory enter via the kernels χab. We introduce

the following quantities

Jj,l;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L) = 2π∂jIl;a = ma δj,l cosh θl +
∑

b

ϕab(θj − θl), (D.3)

ρN ;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L) = detJj,l;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L). (D.4)

As we are not interested in the full energy spectrum at finite volume, we only need few

results on the Jacobian matrix and its determinant generated by the mapping (D.1). We

are then able to properly characterise any finite-volume state |I1, . . . , IN〉L; the initial

states we discussed in Appendix C or the boundary initial state for instance (8) are then

properly defined in the finite volume with the help of Bethe ansatz formalism as follows

|ψ〉L =

∞
∑

N=0

∑

0<I1<...<IN

N2N ;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L)Kb
2N ;a(θ1, . . . , θN )

× | − IN , IN , . . . ,−I1, I1〉b1,...,bN ,L. (D.5)

Here we introduced short-hand notations for the normalisation and pair amplitude,

N2N ;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L) =

√

ρ2N ;a(−θN , θN , . . . ,−θ1, θ1;L)

ρN ;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L)
, (D.6)

Kb
2N ;a(θ1, . . . , θN) = Kb1

a1
(θ1) . . .K

bN
aN

(θN ), (D.7)

with the amplitude for individual pairs K(θ). Moreover, in large but finite volume, the

ρN functions (which can be regarded as the Jacobian of the change of basis) have a

simple form up to small corrections,

ρN ;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L) = (maL)N
N
∏

k=1

cosh θk

[

1 +O

(

1

L

)]

. (D.8)

Thus the dominant contributions in the determinant are given by the diagonal ones.

Furthermore, the volume dependence in the normalisation (D.6) drops out.

When the representation (D.5) is employed in order to compute expectation values

in the large-volume regime, one subtlety must be considered: since the discrete sums

are turned into integrals, the restriction over identical particles (given by the fermionic

nature of the particles themselves) is loosened, which means that those states (ie, those

which contain two equal particles) also contribute to the final result. In principle we
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would need to subtract these contributions any time one considers integrals that overlap

those regions; however they only show up in orders higher in K than those we consider.

Matrix elements are mapped into the new basis counterparts via (D.3), up to

corrections O(e−mL), ie,

〈I1, . . . , IN |O|J1, . . . , JM〉L=
FO
N+M(ξ1 + iπ, . . . , ξN + iπ, θ1, . . . , θM)
√

ρN (ξ1, . . . , ξN ;L)
√

ρM(θ1, . . . , θM ;L)
. (D.9)

The normalisation of the basis states is chosen to be

〈I1, . . . , IN |J1, . . . , JM〉L = δN,MδI1,J1 . . . δIN ,JM . (D.10)

We also briefly recall here the main formula for squared delta function,

δ2(ξ − θ) = mL cosh θ δ(ξ − θ) +O

(

1

L

)

(D.11)

which is needed to regularise the norm of initial states and disconnected parts; the latter

are contained in diagonal matrix elements and can be resolved with the following

〈I1, . . . , IN | O |I1, . . . , IN〉a1,...,aN =
1

ρN ;a(θ1, . . . , θN ;L)

×
∑

A⊂{1,...,N}

ρN ;a(θ1, . . . , θN |A;L)FO
2|A|,conn({θk}k∈A). (D.12)

This was introduced in [45] and valid for local operators; the set A labels any

combination of rapidities {θk}k∈A that contributes to the connected part of the form

factor [46] FO
2|A|,conn, while the remainder θ1, . . . , θN |A contributes as a Kronecker delta.

This formula provides as well a regularised version of possible divergent parts contained

in its left-hand side in terms of connected form factors. Usually [44], this is the only case

when annihilation poles are relevant in finite volume too, due to rapidity shift induced by

Bethe ansatz equations (D.1); however, the pair structure makes it possible to have two

identical rapidities in ingoing and outgoing states, requiring to slightly generalise [45]

the previous expression to the case when two states contain different Bethe numbers.

Both of these two results can be derived for a generic integrable system, but as

pointed out in the case of Ising [38, 42] and sine-Gordon models [43] for semi-local

operators, one should always take care in avoiding the breaking of a discrete symmetry

of the ground state, be it the fermionic parity or the topological equivalence of the vacua.

In a generic case we can relate this Z2-symmetry to the transformation T and call the

two sectors Ramond (R) and Neveu–Schwarz (NS). These sectors can be formally related

to the presence of periodic or anti-periodic boundary conditions, as assumed in Section

2.2. Then we can formally express the ground state as

|0〉R,NS =
|0〉+ ± |0〉−√

2
, (D.13)

where the subindices ± stand for the eigenvalues of the transformation T . There are of

course cases when the underlying global discrete symmetry is not simply Z2; in those,

semi-local indices are not just ±1 and more sectors are allowed; in other words, when it

is needed to be studied an operator that interpolates between more exotic sectors, this
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splitting must be further considered in detail. In some sense all the operators we are

studying are different representations of the same twist operator between Ramond and

Neveu–Schwarz sectors.

When local operators O are considered, splitting between the two sectors is

tantamount, since local operators have zero expectation value between the sectors. Thus

for any initial boundary state |ψ〉 and summing over the eigenvalues |k〉a in the relative

sector we obtain

〈ψ|O|ψ〉L =
1

2
[R〈ψ|O|ψ〉R + NS〈ψ|O|ψ〉NS]

=
1

2

∑

a=R,NS

∑

|k〉a

a〈k|O|k〉a
∣

∣

∣ a〈k|ψ〉a
∣

∣

∣

2

. (D.14)

Thus one can rewrite the two sums as one over the complete Hilbert space without any

loss of information. In principle one can also sum over one of the two sectors and, taking

the thermodynamic limit, retrieve the same result; this can also be guessed from the

fact that (anti-)periodic boundary conditions imply the sum over (half-)integer Bethe

numbers.

In the case of semi-local operators the splitting has a non-trivial impact on the

computation of expectation values: following Sec. 2 they must be evaluated between

two different sectors, hence the expectation value after the quench vanishes at late

times is given by

〈ψ|Õ|ψ〉L = NS〈ψ|Õ|ψ〉R. (D.15)

We are going to relate this to the presence/absence of polynomial tails in time in the

next sections by the means of linked cluster expansion.

Appendix E. Exponential decay from annihilation poles

In this section we show how exponential decay is obtained in the framework of the

quench action method, where the derivation is much simpler and clearer as compared

to the linked clusted expansion. It requires in fact the following steps:

(i) Compute the overlap 〈ρ|ψ〉 in (50), which is the denominator of the expression. It

is of the order O(LN ) where N is the number of particle pairs in the finite-volume

representation.

(ii) Write down the numerator: time dependence is only contained in the exponential

oscillations, but the analytic structure of the form factors contains in the connected

part double poles for the annihilation pole axiom; when one of them is picked, the

derivative over the rapidity gives a time contribution. We shall consider other

contributions from the residue of the double pole as regular terms without any

polynomial prefactor depending on t and we do not regard them for the remainder

of this analysis.

(iii) Then, in the sum over the number of particle pairs contained in the initial state M ,

find the lowest order in L state that allows to extract the N double poles contained
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in the form factors; this term will not be vanishing in the thermodynamic limit.

When there is more than one state that respects this condition, consider the sum

of the different contributions.

(iv) At this stage we can explicitly pick the poles by using the following formula for

extracting dominating contributions in the selected matrix elements,

〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξN ,−ξN |O| − ρM , ρM , . . . ,−ρ1, ρ1〉 (E.1)

∼
|N−M |
∑

a1,...,ap=1

FO
2|N−M |(ξa1 ,−ξa1 , . . . , ξap,−ξap)

×
min(N,M)
∏

b=1

[

4i
(

ξσa(b) − ρb
)2 − δ2(ξσa(b) − ρb)

]

,

where p = |N − M |. Afterward we perform the ratio between nominator and

denominator.

(v) Then we extract the double poles and we apply the regularised squared Dirac deltas

and the thermodynamic limit can be taken, bringing up the exponential decay with

min(N,M)
∏

b=1

[

1 − 4
t

L
tanh ρb

]

= exp







min(N,M)
∑

b=1

log

[

1 − 4
t

L
tanh ρb

]







≃ e−Γt, (E.2)

where the decay rate is

Γ =
2m

π

∫ ∞

0

dθρ(θ) sinh θ, (E.3)

using the Yang–Yang approach to thermal equilibrium physics to turn the sum into

an integral weighted by the density of states Lρ(θ). In the limit of small quench

parameter K(θ), where the particle density in the steady state can be analytically

found and we retrieve (38).

The prefactor of the previous expressions shows up in the general formula (11) as the

function f(t). It is in the end straightforward linking the presence of exponential decay

to the analytic structure underlying form factors and operators’ matrix elements in

general, given (E.1) and its consequences.

Appendix F. Exponential decay and power-law behaviour from thermal

form factors

In this section we introduce and employ the formalism of thermal form factors to recover

features we described using linked cluster expansion and quench action method. Working

in the quench action framework, we can study the matrix element of the operator O
(may it be local or semi-local) between the initial state |ψ〉 and the steady one |ρ〉 (50).

To the extent of reproducing the result (11), the key idea lies in splitting the matrix
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elements in the numerator of the right-hand side as a sum between their regular and

the singular part,

〈ξ1, . . . , ξM |O|θN , . . . , θ1〉 = 〈ξ1, . . . , ξM |O|θN , . . . , θ1〉sing
+ 〈ξ1, . . . , ξM |O|θN , . . . , θ1〉reg. (F.1)

This is always allowed for integrable theories since we know that form factors are

meromorphic functions in the physical strip 0 < Im(θ) < π; hence we can write in

any point their Laurent expansion and isolate the singular contributions. The regular

contribution in (F.1) can be described by the means of the following prescription

〈ξ1, . . . , ξM |O|θN , . . . , θ1〉reg
= lim

{ǫi}→0+
FP {〈ξ1 + iǫ1, . . . , ξM + iǫM |O|θN , . . . , θ1〉} . (F.2)

Here FP denotes the finite part as introduced in (24), it is equivalent to removing

singular contributions in its argument. Extending the same notation to form factors,

we get

FO
N+M,reg(ξ1 + iπ, . . . , ξM + iπ, θN , . . . , θ1)

= lim
{ǫi}→0+

FP
{

FO
N+M(ξ1 + iπ + iǫ1, . . . , ξM + iπ + iǫM , θN , . . . , θ1)

}

, (F.3)

the same prescription as taking the Laurent expansion for {ǫi} → 0+ and subtracting

the pole contributions. These are the only ones that have to be removed since

form factors are meromorphic functions. The singular part is responsible for the

exponential relaxation of the observable towards the steady state expectation values

(see Appendix E), while the regular part should vanish when expectation values over

the post-quench steady state are not considered. Both these results can be retrieved by

means of thermal form factors as we show in this Appendix.

We shall employ again the finite-volume scheme (see Appendix D for more details)

in order to regularise divergent parts of the expressions. In this case we need to choose a

particular representative state |ρ〉L to take into account of symmetry breaking in finite

volume that is still an eigenvalue of the post-quench Hamiltonian

H|ρ〉R = Eρ,R|ρ〉R. (F.4)

We are free to choose any of the two sectors and picked the Ramond sector here. We can

then compute the right-hand side of (50) in the finite volume; now the sum is carried

over one Hilbert space (related to the initial state) instead if two as before. We start by

splitting (50) into regular and singular parts. Considering only the former we project

the initial state onto the basis |φ〉,
〈ψ|O(t)|ρ〉reg

〈ψ|ρ〉
=
∑

|φ〉

eEφ−Eρ+i(ωφ−ωρ)t
R,NS〈ξ1, . . . , ξMφ

|O|ρN , . . . , ρ1〉R,reg, (F.5)
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where

|φ〉 = |I1, . . . , IMφ
〉R,NS = |ξ1, . . . , ξMφ

〉R,NS,

Eφ = log〈ψ|φ〉, ωφ = m

Mφ
∑

i=1

cosh ξi. (F.6)

Terms with Mφ < N are negligible contributions in the thermodynamics limit. We shall

not consider them since they are not contributing to the expectation value.

By the means of saddle-point approximation, we can now estimate (F.5) in the

late-time regime since the integrand in the large-volume approximation is a smooth

function. We can then show that these contributions have polynomial tails at late times

that dominate the exponential decay given by the annihilation poles, as we expected.

Also, we can see that semi-local operators do not allow polynomial contributions, namely

either the overlap Eφ vanishes when |φ〉 ∈ NS or the matrix element when |φ〉 ∈ R, as

expected from (40).

We note, however, that the expansion in excitations over the representative state is

not well controlled, and one has to carefully consider the scaling of such matrix elements

in the thermodynamic limit. In fact, it has been shown for the Lieb–Liniger model [73]

that only few (rare) matrix elements from the infinitely many possible ones scale in such

a way as to lead to finite results in (F.5). A possible way to organise the expansion is

given using 1/c as control parameter [74], with c denoting the interaction strength in

the Lieb–Liniger model. Also the subset of relevant matrix elements may depend on the

considered operator, eg, for field powers in the sinh-Gordon model one has to include

different particle excitations instead of particle-hole pairs [47]. For what regards the

results presented here, we have checked each of them that the small quench limit agrees

with linked cluster expansion.

At last, we would like to check that the small quench regime of the dominating

polynomial contributions agree with the result in the linked cluster expansion. In order

to do so, we need to introduce excitations over the representative state (particles and

holes) and to compute the matrix elements of local operators of such species, ie, the

thermal form factors.

Appendix F.1. Thermal form factor axioms

In this section we review the concept of thermal form factors as originally introduced

by Cortés Cubero and Panfil [51, 52] and further developed in [75]. Here we consider

local operators O only, the generalisation will be discussed in Appendix F.2 below.

The thermal form factors are matrix elements of some operator over the thermal

(or more general multi-particle) state and excitations on top of that. We define

FO
ρ (θ1, . . . , θN) = 〈ρ|O|ρ, θ1, . . . , θN〉 (F.7)

= lim
L→∞

√

ρL({ρ}, θ1, . . . , θN)

ρL({ρ})
〈{I}|O|{Ī}, I1, . . . , IN〉,
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where |ρ〉 denotes the background state defined by its distribution of rapidities obtained

from the Bethe numbers {I}, the rapidities θj obtained from the Bethe numbers Ij are

the excitations on top of this distribution, and {Ī} denotes the shifted Bethe numbers

due to the presence of the excitations. For simplicity we consider only excitations

without internal degrees of freedom, ie, the Ising and sinh-Gordon models, and without

bound states.

Similar to the form factors above the vacuum, the thermal form factors have to

satisfy a set of axioms [51, 52, 75]:

(i) Scattering axiom:

FO
ρ (θ1, . . . , θi, θi+1, . . . , θN)

= S(θi − θi+1)F
O
ρ (θ1, . . . , θi+1, θi, . . . , θN). (F.8)

(ii) Crossing symmetry:

〈ρ, ξ|O|ρ, θ1, . . . , θN 〉 = FO
ρ (ξ + iπ, θ1, . . . , θN ). (F.9)

(iii) Periodicity axiom:

FO
ρ (θ1, . . . , θN) = R(θN |θ1, . . . , θN)FO

ρ (θN + 2iπ, θ1, . . . , θN−1). (F.10)

We recall that the operator O is assumed to be local. The factor R(θN |θ1, . . . , θN),

which will be discussed below, takes into account the scattering of the excitations

from the background.

(iv) Annihilation pole axiom:

Res
[

FO
ρ (θ′, θ, θ1, . . . , θN), θ′ = θ + iπ

]

= i

(

1 − R(θ|θ1, . . . , θN )
N
∏

k=1

S(θ − θk)

)

FO
ρ (θ1, . . . , θN). (F.11)

The additional factor R(θN |θ1, . . . , θN) is again due to the scattering of the particles

in the background state.

(v) Cluster properties: If one boosts the rapidities of a subset of the particles to an

infinite distance, the form factors are expected to factorise as

lim
Λ→∞

FO
ρ (θ1 + Λ, . . . , θM + Λ, θM+1, . . . , θN) (F.12)

= NOFO1(θ1, . . . , θM)FO2
ρ (θM+1, . . . , θN)

where the two operators O1,2 depend on the internal symmetries of the theory and

the fusion rules of the related conformal field theory. Note that the first form factor

on the right-hand side is defined over the vacuum.

Semi-local operators Õ will be considered below, where the symmetry breaking in finite

volume and the dependence on the choice of the representative state have to be treated

carefully.

Now let us further discuss the factor R. This function is defined starting from

the backflow of the background state: when a new particle is introduced on top of
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the background state, the latter is modified in order to preserve the Bethe ansatz

prescription. The single-particle backflow FF(θ̃|θ1) is the quantity we are interested

in, in order to build the R function for a fermionic system, and it can be expressed with

a TBA-like equation

2πFF(θ̃|θ1) = δF(θ̃ − θ1) +

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ′

2π
ϑ(θ′)ϕ(θ̃ − θ′)FF(θ′|θ1), (F.13)

where ϑ is the filling fraction of the representative state |ρ〉, ϕ the kernel of the TBA

equation and δF its primitive (ie, the logarithm of the S-matrix). The bosonic version

is analogous. Then we can write the one-particle R function as

R(θ̃|θ1) = ei[2πFF (θ̃|θ1)−δ(θ̃−θ1)], (F.14)

with the multiparticle version simply be given by the product,

R(θ̃|θ1, . . . , θN ) =

N
∏

j=1

R(θ̃|θj) (F.15)

from the elasticity and factorisability of scattering processes in integrable models.

We are now able to construct the two-particle thermal form factors; these are useful

in order to construct one particle/hole excitations over the representative state and to

check their contributions to the polynomial tail in the time evolution of local operator

expectation values. The workflow consists in defining the following functions, among

which are the minimal form factors,

Cρ(ξ|θ1, . . . , θN ) =
ξ

π2

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ′ logR(θ′|θ1, . . . , θN)ei
ξθ′

π , (F.16)

A(θ; θ1, . . . , θN ) = exp

[

−1

4

∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

ξ

C(ξ) + C(ξ|θ1, . . . , θN)

sinh ξ
e−ξ(iθ/π+1)

]

, (F.17)

Fmin
ρ (θ1, θ2)

= e
π
4

[

∂C(ξ|θ1)
∂ξ

|ξ=0+
∂C(ξ|θ2)

∂ξ
|ξ=0

]

A(θ1; θ2)A(θ2; θ1)F
min(θ1 − θ2). (F.18)

Then the generic two-particle thermal form factor has the following form

FO
ρ (θ1, θ2) = KO

ρ (θ1, θ2)F
min
ρ (θ1, θ2), (F.19)

where the KO
ρ ensures the corrext annihilation poles and clustering properties. It has to

be stressed though that, since O is local, the two-particle form factor does not contain

any annihilation pole.

Appendix F.2. Exponential decay

The same procedure we described in Appendix E can be applied (straightforwardly in

the case of local operators, while when semi-local operators are studied the construction

must be modified as described later) by expanding the initial state in the space of

excitations over the representative state. It turns out being useful when the overlap
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〈ρ|ψ〉L is known in the thermodynamic limit [76, 77, 78, 48, 49]. An assumption one

can make is that

〈ρ|O|ψ〉sing,L
〈ρ|ψ〉L

≃
∑

{p,h}

〈ρ|O|ρ′, {p,h}〉Le−δsp,h , (F.20)

ie, the physically meaningful part of the initial state can be expanded in excitations over

the representative state. Given that the operator O does not create an extensive number

of excitations [48], we can expand |ψ〉 as particle-hole pairs over the sea of excitations

in the representative state |ρ〉. In case of large but finite volume L the matrix elements

can be approximated by the thermal form factors discussed above. Following [43, 75]

we can derive their most singular part using the annihilation-pole axiom as well as the

periodicity axiom in the presence of a non-trivial background,

〈ρ| O |ρ, {p,h}〉 ∼
|N−M |
∑

a1,...,ap=1

FO
ρ,2|N−M |(ξa1 ,−ξa1 , . . . , ξap,−ξap)

×
min(N,M)
∏

b=1

[

4i

ρtot(ξσa(b))
(

ξσa(b) − ρb
)2 − δ2(ξσa(b) − ρb)

]

, (F.21)

a formula close to (E.1), except that the multiplicative form factor in front is now a

thermal one, and the contribution from the total density of particles and holes with

rapidity ξ. Hence, one gets a dressed exponential relaxation with decay rate

Γdr =
2m

π

∫ ∞

0

dθ
ρ(θ)

ρtot(θ)
sinh θ. (F.22)

Also the prefactor f(t) of the exponential has to be determined by resumming the

contributions from the particle-hole pairs over the representative state. However, both

prefactor and (F.22) agree with previous expressions when the small quench limit is

taken and the background reduces to the post-quench ground state.

When semi-local operators are considered, the splitting between different sectors

makes (F.20) unpractical, since now we have

〈ρ|Õ|ψ〉L
〈ρ|ψ〉L

=
R〈ρ|Õ|ψ〉NS

R〈ρ|ψ〉R
, (F.23)

and it is impossible to decompose the Neveu–Schwarz sector’s initial state on the

excitations over the steady state. Thus we have to work with the dual of the

representative state in the Neveu–Schwarz sector |ρ〉NS by the formal action of a twist

operator σZ2 [79]

|ρ〉NS = lim
x→0+

σZ2(x) |ρ〉R . (F.24)

Here we have introduced the position of the twist operator x, from which its branch

cuts runs to +∞. Furthermore, without loss of generality the operator Õ in (F.23)

is assumed to be located at the origin. The composite operator is defined by using a

point-splitting prescription [26], O′ = limx→0+ Õ σZ2(x), by contruction it preserves the



Relaxation dynamics of integrable field theories after a global quantum quench 34

translation invariance of the system. Simple examples of a twist operator are just the

magnetisation σ or disorder µ in the Ising model.

Hence the matrix element (F.23) can be cast into the same shape of the local case

R〈ρ|Õ|ψ〉NS

R〈ρ|ψ〉R
≃
∑

{p,h}

R〈ρ|O′|ρ′, {p,h}〉R e−δsp,h . (F.25)

It is then straightforward to extract the same exponential behaviour as it was done for

the local case.

Appendix F.3. Power-law contributions: Ising and sinh-Gordon models

In this section we work out some examples for the computation of time time evolution

of local operator O in the quench action formalism. For the Ising model we just need

the results found in [80, 81] and do not have apply the full thermodynamic bootstrap

program outlined above. On the other hand, for interacting theories such as the sinh-

Gordon model, we are going to need that.

In the Ising model, we are going to study the energy operator ǫ, which is a local

relevant one. Its only non-vanishing form factors are

F ǫ
ρ(θ1, θ2) = m sinh

(

θ1 − θ2
2

)

, (F.26)

which are completely regular in the physical strip. We can insert them in the finite-

volume expression (F.5) and take the thermodynamic limit with the result

〈ǫ(t)〉ψ = 〈ǫ(0)〉ρ + Re

{
∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π

m sinh θK(θ)

1 + |K(θ)|2 e2imt cosh θ
}

, (F.27)

recovering the result by Fioretto and Mussardo [31]. In the saddle point limit, we can

see that the relevant contribution of the integral comes from the limit θ → 0 and scales

in time as t−3/2, ie, a power law at late times. This example just shows the consistency

of our approach compared to the known literature.

In the sinh-Gordon model we consider as well a local relevant operator, namely

the vertex operator eiαφ. We do so for the following reasons: first of all, it leads to a

very simple two-particle form factor (F.19); second, we can generate all the other local

fields expectation values by taking its power series (by correctly taking into account the

operator mixing). Then the two-particle thermal form factor is just given by its vacuum

counterpart multiplied by

N α
ρ =

[

fα1
G(α)

]2

〈eiαφ〉ρ, (F.28)

where the term in squared brackets does not depend on the representative state’s density

of states (or filling fraction). We formally know the full expression (F.19) for the vertex

operator; it depends only on the difference of the two rapidities and is regular in the

physical strip. We can at this point describe the contribution to the time evolution of



Relaxation dynamics of integrable field theories after a global quantum quench 35

a single particle/hole excitation, which reads

〈eiαφ(t)〉ψ = 〈eiαφ〉ρ +
1

2
Re

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
K(θ)ϑ(h)(θ)F α

ρ (−θ, θ)e2imt cosh θ

+
1

2
Re

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π

ϑ(p)(θ)

K(θ)
F α
ρ (−θ, θ)e2imt cosh θ, (F.29)

where ϑ(h) and ϑ(p) are the filling fractions for holes and particles respectively. The

saddle point approximation, together with the scattering axiom (F.8), ensures that the

late-time behaviour is again ∼ t−3/2. One can see that the presence of interaction marks

the difference between particle and hole contributions.

Appendix F.3.1. Small quench limit The expression (F.29) can be compared to the

linked cluster expansion by considering the small-quench limit |K(θ)| ≪ 1. We are

interested in the second order of the expansion. In this regime, we can firstly see the

following relation

K(θ)ϑ(h)(θ) ∼ ϑ(p)(θ)

K(θ)
∼ K(θ). (F.30)

Then in the definition of the form factors we can distinguish two kinds of contributions:

the first is those coming from the minimal thermal form factor, which we disregard

since they do not contain any term proportional to the ordinary form factors; the

second is given by the terms contained in (F.28), especially in post-quench steady

state’s expectation value of the operator. The latter can be expanded according to

the LeClair–Mussardo formula

〈eiαφ〉ρ = G(α) +

∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

2π
|K(ξ)|2F α

2;conn(ξ) +O(K4). (F.31)

If we now insert this into (F.29) and use (F.28) , we obtain terms containing
∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

2π
F α
2 (−θ, θ)F α

2;conn(ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

2π
F α
4;reg(ξ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ). (F.32)

The proof of this property is contained in the following subsection. It should be stressed

that in this regime all the thermal form factors became vacuum ones.

Appendix F.3.2. Proof of form factor decomposition (F.32) The proof strongly relies

on the clustering property (F.12), which is valid both for thermal and vacuum form

factors. First one can apply the clustering property as

F α
2 (−θ, θ)F α

2;conn(ξ) = lim
Λ→∞

F α
4;reg(ξ + Λ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ + Λ), (F.33)

then shift the integration variable ξ by the constant Λ, getting back the following regular

part of the form factor:

F α
4;reg(ξ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ). (F.34)

A couple of subtleties must be discussed: first of all, the fact that there are other smooth

functions in our integral does not change the main result (we push and pull back to the
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original variables in the end). Second, the clustering property links the same operators

(ie, O = O1 = O2) and has an unit constant (ie, NO = 1) only in the case of vertex

operators O = eiαφ in the sinh-Gordon theory. So this is a very specific result, but, as

we stated before, it can be readily generalised to other local fields in the sinh-Gordon

model, even though they have different clustering properties.

Appendix G. Semi-local sinh-Gordon operator’s time evolution

In this section we compute time evolution of τ ’s one-point function as usual by the

means of the linked cluster expansion and the quench action method. Comparing the

two we get the final expression (60).

Let us start with the linked cluster expansion; as previously outlined in Section 4.1,

we do not have to consider contributions coming from stationary parts. We thus start

expanding the initial state (8) and regularising it in a finite volume L. The first terms

read

Cτ
0,0(t, L) = 〈0|τ |0〉L = τ̄ , (G.1)

Cτ
0,2(t, L) =

∑

I∈R

K(I)
F τ
2 (−θ, θ)

ρ2(−θ, θ;L)
e−2imt cosh θ, (G.2)

Cτ
2,2(t, L) =

∑

I,J∈R

K∗(I)K(J)〈I,−I|τ | − J, J〉Le2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ)

+ Cτ
0,0(t, L)

∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2. (G.3)

We can express the finite-volume form factors in (G.3) as

Cτ
2,2(t, L) = τ̄

∑

I∈R

|K(I)|2 (G.4)

+
∑

I,J∈R

K∗(I)K(J)
F τ
4 (ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)
ρ2(−ξ, ξ;L)ρ2(−θ, θ;L)

e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ),

and then split regular and singular parts as usual in a large but finite volume,

Cτ
2,2(t, L→ ∞) = mLτ̄

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π
|K(ξ)|2 cosh ξ − Γtτ̄

+

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)

× F τ
4,reg(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ)

≡ − Z2τ̄ − ΓtDτ
0,0 +Dτ

2,2;conn(t). (G.5)

The linear term in L will be cancelled since it can be rewritten as τ̄Z2. Time evolution

of the one-point function thus becomes

〈τ(t)〉ψ = (1 − Γt)τ̄ +

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
K(θ)F τ

2 (−θ, θ)e−2imt cosh θ (G.6)

+

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
K∗(ξ)K(θ)

× F τ
4;reg(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ) + . . . ,
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in the linked cluster expansion up to the second order in K(θ).

For the quench action method we simply note how the general treatment, discussed

in Appendix E, simplifies for the operator τ . Specifically, the most divergent piece of

the form factors can be expanded as

〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξN ,−ξN |τ | − ρN , ρN . . . ,−ρ1, ρ1〉

∼ τ̄

N
∏

b=1

[

4i
(

ξσa(b) − ρb
)2 − δ2(ξσa(b) − ρb)

]

(G.7)

for diagonal contributions, and

〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξM ,−ξM |τ | − ρN , ρN . . . ,−ρ1, ρ1〉

∼
|N−M |
∑

a1,...,an=1

F τ
2|N−M |(ξa1,−ξa1 , . . . , ξap,−ξap)

×
min(N,M)
∏

b=1

[

4i
(

ξσa(b) − ρb
)2 − δ2(ξσa(b) − ρb)

]

(G.8)

for off-diagonal terms with p = |N −M |. The diagonal terms then contribute at lowest

order in K as (G.7), leading to the final result

f(t) = τ̄ + . . . , (G.9)

where the dots are higher orders in powers of K, like the off-diagonal parts as well.

Appendix H. Time evolution of local operators in the sine-Gordon model

In this section we compute time evolution of the local vertex operator eiβφ over the

initial state (8) in the sine-Gordon model in its repulsive regime. This case differs from

the previous ones as it contains different particle species, solitons (+) and antisolitons

(−) respectively. We perform our computations using both linked cluster expansion

and quench action method to check the formal resummation. The form factors of vertex

operators in the sine-Gordon theory were derived in [82]. In this setting, first orders are

retrieved straightforwardly as

Cβ
0,0(t, L→ ∞) = lim

L→∞
〈0|eiβφ|0〉L = Gβ, (H.1)

Cβ
0,2(t, L→ ∞) =

∫ ∞

0

dθ

2π
Kab(θ)F β

2,ab(−θ, θ)e−2imt cosh θ, (H.2)

where we sum over recurring indices. The second order in K(θ) is more involved; we

start from the formal expansion

Cβ
2,2(t, L) =

∑

I,J∈R

N2,ab(I,−I)N2,cd(−J, J)Kab,∗(I)Kcd(J)

× ab〈I,−I|eiβφ| − J, J〉cde2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ) (H.3)
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and then we expand the matrix element according to Smirnov’s decomposition

ab〈I,−I|eiβφ| − J, J〉cd = Gβδacδbdδ2IJ
+ δacδIJF

β

2,b̄d
(ξ + iπ, θ) + δeg[S

ef
ac (2ξ)]∗Sghbd (2θ)δIJF

β

2,f̄h
(−ξ + iπ,−θ)

+ F β

4,āb̄cd
(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ). (H.4)

We can identify three kinds of contributions: disconnected (first line), semi-connected

(second line), and fully connected (third line). We are going to discuss them separately;

however, we stress as before that stationary contributions are only arising from semi-

disconnected parts; they can be rewritten as

2F β

[

∑

I

Kab,∗(I)Kab(I)

]

, (H.5)

where we have used the following properties of scattering matrix

Scdab(ξ)]
∗ = Scdab(ξ), Sefab (−ξ)Scdef(ξ) = δcdab, Scdab(ξ) = Sabcd(ξ), (H.6)

for ξ ∈ R, and set [82] F β
2,āb(iπ, 0) = F βδab. The disconnected terms provide the usual

contribution GβZ2 and the connected one does not contain singularities; hence we can

write

Cβ
2,2(t, L) = GβZ2(L) + F β

∫ ∞

−∞

dθ

2π
Kab,∗(θ)Kab(θ) (H.7)

+

∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
Kab,∗(ξ)Kcd(θ)

× F β

4,āb̄cd
(ξ + iπ + iǫ,−ξ + iπ + iǫ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ).

This result shows that the zero-order term does not exponentiate for this local operator,

since there is no term growing linear in t. Furthermore, we can also compute the time

dependent non-resumming terms as in Section 4.1, which in the infinite-volume limit

read

Dβ
2,2;stat =

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π
Kab,∗(ξ)Kab(ξ)F

β
1,a;conn(ξ), (H.8)

Dβ
4,4;stat =

1

2

∫ ∞

0

dξ1
2π

dξ2
2π

Kab,∗(ξ1)Kab(ξ1)K
ab,∗(ξ2)Kab(ξ2)

× F β
2,ab;conn(ξ1, ξ2). (H.9)

On the other hand, pure power-law contributions are

Dβ
2,2;reg(t) =

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
Kab,∗(ξ)Kab(ξ)K

cd(θ)

× F β
4,āacd;reg(ξ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ)e2imt cosh θ, (H.10)

Dβ
4,4;reg(t) =

1

2

∫ ∞

0

dξ1
2π

dξ2
2π

dθ1
2π

Kab,∗(ξ1)K
cd(θ1)K

ef,∗(ξ2)Kef(ξ2)

× F β

6,āb̄ēcde;reg
(ξ1 + iπ,−ξ1 + iπ, ξ2 + iπ,−θ1, θ1, ξ2)

× e2imt(cosh ξ1−cosh θ1), (H.11)
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where the first line provides a good approximation in the small-quench limit.

Following [43] and Appendix E we can also get a resummed expression using the

quench action method. The most divergent part of the form factors (E.1) in the diagonal

terms reads

〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξN ,−ξN |eiβφ| − ρN , ρN , . . . ,−ρ1, ρ1〉 (H.12)

∼ F β

4,āb̄cd;reg
(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−ρ, ρ)

N−1
∏

b=1

[

4i
(

ξσa(b) − ρb
)2 − δ2(ξσa(b) − ρb)

]

,

while for off diagonal terms we get

〈ξ1,−ξ1, . . . , ξN+1,−ξN+1|eiβφ| − ρN , ρN , . . . ,−ρ1, ρ1〉 (H.13)

∼ F β

2;āb̄,reg
(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ)

N
∏

b=1

[

4i
(

ξσa(b) − ρb
)2 − δ2(ξσa(b) − ρb)

]

.

Obviously this differs from the semi-local case for what regards the prefactor of the

exponential damping; in our formula (11), we can thus conclude

f(t) =

∫ ∞

0

Kab(θ)F β
2,ab(−θ, θ)e−2imt cosh θ (H.14)

+

∫ ∞

−∞

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
Kab,∗(ξ)Kcd(θ)

× F β

4,āb̄cd;reg
(ξ + iπ,−ξ + iπ,−θ, θ)e2imt(cosh ξ−cosh θ).

The power-law term g(t) can in principle be derived using thermal form factors; for

completeness we here just state the linked cluster expansion result

g(t) =

∫ ∞

0

dξ

2π

dθ

2π
Kab,∗(ξ)Kab(ξ)K

cd(θ)

× F β
4,āacd;reg(ξ + iπ,−θ, θ, ξ)e−2imt cosh θ (H.15)

in small quench regime. This term, when expanded and treated in a saddle point

approximation, decays at late times as g(t) ∼ t−3/2.
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quantum quenches in the XXZ spin chain: Failure of the generalized Gibbs ensemble, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 113, 117203 (2014).

[10] G. Mussardo, Statistical Field Theory (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2010).

[11] F. A. Smirnov, Form Factors in Completely Integrable Models of Quantum Field Theory (World

Scientific, Singapore, 1992).

[12] P. Calabrese and J. Cardy, Time dependence of correlation functions following a quantum quench,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 136801 (2006).

[13] T. Kinoshita, T. Wenger and D. S. Weiss, A quantum Newton’s cradle, Nature 440, 900 (2006).

[14] M. Gring, M. Kuhnert, T. Langen, T. Kitagawa, B. Rauer, M. Schreitl, I. Mazets, D. A. Smith, E.

Demler and J. Schmiedmayer, Relaxation and prethermalization in an isolated quantum system,

Science 337, 1318 (2012).

[15] T. Langen, S. Erne, R. Geiger, B. Rauer, T. Schweigler, M. Kuhnert, W. Rohringer, I. E. Mazets,

T. Gasenzer and J. Schmiedmayer, Experimental observation of a generalized Gibbs ensemble,

Science 348, 207 (2015).

[16] R. Geiger, T. Langen, I.E. Mazets and J. Schmiedmayer, Local relaxation and light-cone-like

propagation of correlations in a trapped one-dimensional Bose gas, New J. Phys. 5, 053034

(2014).

[17] D. Adu Smith, M. Gring, T. Langen, M. Kuhnert, B. Rauer, R. Geiger, T. Kitagawa, I. Mazets,

E. Demler and J. Schmiedmayer. Prethermalization revealed by the relaxation dynamics of full

distribution functions, New J. Phys. 15, 075011 (2013).

[18] T. Kitagawa, A. Imambekov, J. Schmiedmayer and E. Demler, The dynamics and prethermalization

of one-dimensional quantum systems probed through the full distributions of quantum noise, New

J. Phys. 13, 073018 (2011).
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