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Universal short-time response and formation of correlations after quantum quenches
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The short-time evolution of two distinct systems, the pump and probe experiments with semi-
conductor and the sudden quench of cold atoms in an optical lattice, is found to be described by
the same universal response function. This analytic formula at short time scales is derived from the
quantum kinetic theory approach observing that correlations need time to be formed. The demand
of density conservation leads to a reduction of the relaxation time by a factor of four in quench se-
tups. The influence of finite trapping potential is derived and discussed as well as Singwi-Sjslander

local field corrections.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The experimental progress with cold atoms triggered
by Bose-Einstein condensation has led to an enormous
activity to understand the time-dependent formation of
correlations. Besides pump-and probe experiments in
semiconductors like GaAs [1] or InP [2] where the for-
mation of collective modes and quasiparticles have been
observed with the help of femtosecond spectroscopy, it is
now possible to measure the time-dependent occupation
of Hubbard-like set ups and to observe the formation of
correlations [3].

The ultrafast excitations in semiconductors, clusters,
or plasmas by ultrashort laser pulses are characterized
by long-range Coulomb interactions reflected in the time
dependence of the dielectric function [1, 12, |4] in the ter-
ahertz regime [5], for an overview over theoretical and
experimental work see [6]. Calculating nonequilibrium
Green’s functions |1, 8] allows one to describe the for-
mation of collective modes [2, 9], screening [7] and even
exciton population inversions [10].

The thermalisation of cold atoms is characterized
by short-range interactions mostly described within
Hubbard-like models [11]. Different kinds of quenches are
applied and studied [12,[13] and the importance of local
conservation laws has been pointed out [14]. Concerning
these conservation laws several existing many-body ap-
proximations on the market have been analyzed by nu-
merical solution of Kadanoff and Baym equations [15]
and recently [16]. Special preparation of cold atoms in
optical lattices allows to study the local relaxation |3, [17]
and to explore dissipation mechanisms [18]. At interme-
diate time scales a quasistationary state had been found
during thermalization process [19].

Both different physical systems, the long-range
Coulomb [20] as well as short-range Hubbard systems can
be described by a common theoretical approach leading
even to a unique formula to describe the formation of
correlations at short-time scale as we will demonstrate.
This could be of interest since normally the formation is
explained by numerically demanding calculations solving
Green functions [7, 8] or renormalization group equations
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13].
What is the basic idea that such different systems show
a universal feature? It is just the fact that correlations
need time to be formed. In other words higher-order cor-
relations need more time to be build up than low-order
ones. Though this statement is strictly valid only for
weakly correlated systems, we adopt it here to see that
it leads to good results at short-time scales even in the
strong-correlated regime. Therefore it is suggested here
that the lowest level, the meanfield approximation, is suf-
ficient to describe the basic features of short-time forma-
tion of correlations. We will follow a relaxation-time ap-
proximation with explicitly imposing local conservation
laws where the meanfields are time-dependent which is
an extension of the idea of Mermin |21, 22]. In order to
estimate the influence of higher-order correlations on the
response, the time-dependent local field corrections have
been derived on the level of Singwi-Sjglander approxima-
tion.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In the next
chapter we sketch shortly the kinetic equations in mean-
field and conserving relaxation-time approximation and
linearize the solution. The influence of a harmonic trap is
derived exactly. In the this chapter we solve the kinetic
equation for the situation of sudden quench of atomic
lattices like Hubbard models leading to an analytical for-
mula describing the time-dependence of the occupation
and compare them with the experimental and renormal-
ization group data. This formula brings the first novel
result of the paper. The influence of the trapping poten-
tial is discussed in the regime of the experiments which
allows a perturbative treatment. The fourth chapter is
devoted to the response function if initially the system
is uncorrelated. Here it is found that the short-time re-
sponse has the same form for long-range Coulomb inter-
actions and for short-range Hubbard interactions. This
universal time-dependence is the second novel result of
the paper and the sum rules are discussed and the local-
field corrections as expression of higher-order correlations
are derived. The time-dependence of the response func-
tion for different approximations are illustrated by com-
plimentary movies online. A summary tries to encourage
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the usage and further comparison with other approaches.

II. KINETIC THEORY APPROACH

The advantage of the equation-of-motions is that the
linearization leads to a higher-order response function
than used as approximation in the kinetic equation. This
means e.g. that a meanfield equation leads to Random
Phase Approximation (RPA) response etc which has been
pointed out in |23, 24]. Therefore we will present shortly
the ingredients of such kinetic approach and restrict to
the meanfield as lowest order since higher-order correla-
tions need time to be formed if one starts uncorrelated
[25, 126].

We consider models with the Hamiltonian

H= Zekakak—i— ZVakapap+qak q (1)

kpgq

where the energy dispersion of quasiparticles in Coulomb
systems like semiconductors is given by an effective mass
€p = p*/2m. As model for the short-range lattices we
consider the Hubbard model of constant hopping J and
constant Coulomb repulsion V;, = U. For short-range
lattices of length a and with hopping element J the
dispersion is given by ¢, = 2J(1 — cosap/h) such that
1/m =~ 2Ja?/h? near the band minima.

We consider the time evolution of the reduced density
matrix (p + %q|5p| — %q> =4f(p,q,t) which is given by
linearization 0[H, p] = [0H, po] + [Ho,dp] of the kinetic
equation

p+ilH,p) = E—L (2)
with respect to an external perturbation §V°**. The ef-
fective Hamiltonian consists of the quasiparticle energy,
the external and induced meanfield (p+ 3q|dH|p—3q) =
SVt + V,dn, given by the interaction potential V, and
the density variation éng. As possible confining potential
we assume a harmonic trap VP = %K 22 which leads
to (p+ 5ql0[V*™, pllp — 3q) = —K8,0,0 f (p, ¢, 1).

The kinetic equation (2]) relaxes towards a local equi-
librium (Fermi/Bose) distribution but with an allowed
variation of the chemical potential (p+ Z[p"* —plp— 1) =
(|phe = p°l) = 6f(p.q,t) = —3Lou(g,t) = 6f(p.g,t).
Here we use the short-hand notation Af = fo(p+ %) —
fo(p—4) and Ae = €,,9 — €, a. The variation of the
chemlcal potential is determined by the density conser-
vationn =3 f=>", fhe leading to a relation between
density variation dn(q,t) = II(t,w = 0)du(q,t) and the
polarization in RPA

T(tt) =i [fora(t)—frps (#))e 5+ —15-4+5) )

(t,w) = /d(t—t’)eiw(t*”r[(t,t’). (3)

The linearized kinetic equation (2] reads therefore for

Sft =0f(p,q,t)
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The last term on the second line describes the confining
harmonic trap and the first term comes from Mermin’s
correction due to density conserving relaxation time ap-
proximation.

Neglecting the time derivative of the homogeneous part
fo(p,t) compared to §f(p,q,t) we can solve this kinetic
equation (@) considering the momentum derivatives of
the last term as perturbation to obtain

t

5f(p,q,t) —f(p,q,0) = i/dt’ exp KiAE—i—%) (t' — t)]

X {Af(t’) [Vaon(q,t") + VX ()]

L AR
irII(t,0) Ae

on(g,t') + K0p040 f (p, 4, t’)}. ()

The further evaluation is very much dependent on the
physical setup and leads to different solutions.

III. ATOMS IN LATTICE AFTER SUDDEN
QUENCH

For cold atoms occupying each second place on a lat-
tice (1 + (—1)*)n/2 we have a Fourier transform to the
momentum distribution

N :
ika sin (2N + 1)42
= 0 3 oPrg = e

k=—N h

— 7whnd(p) = gép, (6)

for large total number of atoms N and the lattice spacing
a. We can now Laplace transform the time ¢ — s in the
kinetic equation () or (B) to get

j ) 1)
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(7)

where we introduced Ae|,—i,/0 = +4n.J sin’ 5+ = =£b.
The initial time disturbance of the distribution 4 fj is de-
termined according to the different physical preparations.

In case of a sudden quench the interaction is switched
on suddenly and no external perturbation will be as-

sumed 6V = (. Lets consider the time evolution of



an empty place in the lattice if each second place was
initially populated. The density n; = 5 + dn; starts with
no = 0 which means dng = —n/2 as initial condition. If
we first look at the quench without interaction (V' = 0)
we can solve ()

8fr = 6f(0)e At~ (8)

with the choice of § f(0) = —n/2 that the density

Sny = Z&ft ——JO (VaJIbt)e = (9)

starts with dng = —n/2 as desired since the Bessel func-

tion Jo(0) = 1. Please note that >° = a/27 fzﬂ/a
Now that the initial value is specified we can integrate (IZI)
over momentum including the interaction to get an equa-

tion for the density. Using Jo(vV4Jbt)e—o01/+/s2+4Jb
lets first inspect the solution without a confining trap

(K =0)
(s+1)2+0?

V(8 + 1)244Tb(s2 + £ + nbV, + b2)

t

o0—e

ong = —

|3

Sny = — gJO(\/zubt)e" daJo(VATba)e™ 5

0
+ (1 = 26nV,7?)siny(t — )
(10)

X (297 cosy(t — x)

where v2 = nbV +b%—1/472. Without interaction V = 0
and damping 1/7 — 0 we obtain the exact result of [17].

In figures[Il we compare the experimental data [3] with
(@0 where we plot the interaction free evolution together
with the interaction one. The main effect of interaction
is the damping which brings the curves nearer to the
experimental data. Here we use the parameter for the
lattice constant given by half of the short laser wave-
length @ = A\/2 = 765nm which provides a wave vector
of ¢ = wh/a, and an initial density n = 1/2a with each
second place filled. The relaxation time characterizes dis-
sipative processes which we assume to arise due to po-
laron scattering. These lattice deformation processes are
dominated by hopping transport at high temperatures
and band regime transport at low temperature with the
transition given by i/7 = 2J exp (—S) where S describes
the ratio of polaron binding to optical phonon energy.
This quantity is generally difficult to calculate m] but
in the order of one. We will use it as fit parameter and
find a common value 7 = 0.6%/ for the results in the
figures presented here.

The influence of Mermin’s correction is visible in fig-
ure 2l One sees that without these corrections of con-
serving relaxation time approximation (brown curve) we
obtain too much damping. In order to compare the rela-
tive forms of the curve we increase artificially the relax-
ation time by a factor 4 (green) which brings both curves
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FIG. 1: Comparison of the experimental data of [3] (dots)
with the RG calculation (thin line) [17] and Mermin’s correc-

tion of conserving relaxation time 7 = 0.64/J approximation
(@IQ) without (green) and with interaction (red).

nearer together. One sees that without Mermin’s correc-
tion (and 4 times larger relaxation time) we have a too
fast oscillation compared to the data. Mermin’s correc-
tion as expression for the density conservation diminishes
the frequency in better agreement with the data.

However it is still not sufficient since the oscillations
are still too fast. We need the corrections of the finite
trap condensed in the parameter K/J which we have not
considered yet.

The finite size term ~ K/J is a small number such
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FIG. 2: Same data as in figure [[l and ([I0) with (red) and
without (dashed brown) Mermin’s correction of conserving
relaxation time approximation. The curve without Mermin’s

approximation but 4 times larger relaxation time is plotted
as green curve for comparison.

that one iteration of (7)) is sufficient. With one partial
integration with respect to p we obtain 3 terms. The first
one

iKn 1 1
— ) 0 9] 11
2 " p(s—kiAe—l—%) q(s—l—iAe—F%) ()

is easily seen to vanish by back transforming to time and
performing the momentum integration. The second term
is the g-derivative of dn which is readily integrated due

to the d, functions to yield

K

—040n4Ja cos 12 i L2

2 2

1 1 1

x (nbVo: — =03 )| ——. (12
(n T T %(S_FT)) (S+%)2+b2 (12)

Since the experimental data are performed with commen-

surate wavelengths ¢ = fi/a this term is negligible small.
The last remaining term is the one proportional to dn

which results in

557152(]@2 sin? %

2 Lo 1

X < nbV(?% + T(?%(s + T)> CrIP R (13)
where we again have neglected terms ~ cos 4. We see
that the trap potential introduces an additional s and
therefore time dependence. However these correction
range from zero at zero time (s — oo) to the maximal
value at large times (s — 0). Using the latter limit we
obtain a constant shift to the term nbV in (I0) of

nbV — nbV + k
Ka%b [
2(1+72p2)2

nbV 73 (2% —3)—1+3b°7%.  (14)

In figures Bl we see that this trap potential corrections de-
crease the frequency further and ([0 agrees better with
the data though the corrections are small. As compari-
son we plotted the RG simulation [17] as thin lines. For
larger interaction U/J we see that the analytic result
([@H) describes the data slightly better and we can give
the time evolution up to more oscillations then possible
by numerical RG.

IV. SHORT-TIME RESPONSE FUNCTION
A. RPA modes

Now we are interested in the short-time response of
the system to an external perturbation V*t. This is dif-
ferent from sudden quench since here we have initially
df(p,q,0) = 0 and the system is driven out of equilib-
rium by V. As the result we will obtain the dielectric
response which gives microscopic access to optical prop-
erties.

Integrating (B over momentum one obtains the time-
dependent density response

snla.t) = [ et V) (15)

describing the response of the system with respect to the
external field in contrast to the polarization function (3)
which is the response to the induced field.
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FIG. 3: Same data as in figure [[land with (red) and without
(green) the influence of the trapping potential K/J of (4]
together with the RG calculation (thin line) of [17].

One obtains the equation for x(¢,t') from (&) by in-
terchanging integrations in (&)

x(t,t)=11(¢, t’)+/dt{ [II(t, 6)Vy+1(¢,t)] x(t, t")+R(t, 1)

t

—

(16)

with the polarization (B and Mermin’s correction

i€,,,.q9 —1 g+% (t'—t)
I(t,t’):prJr%(t/)—f%%(t’)e(smi oy

” Epre — Ep-g TIIRPA (¢ 0)

(17)

The confining trap potential leads to a term

R(tt') = k'Y el=t=547) g 5 555, g, ). (18)
p

For cold atoms on the lattice we have obtained already
the solution (@) which we can use here with 6f(0) = 0
and we have

(4, ¢) = ne' =" sin [b(t' — ¢)]
(4 ¢) = ~e"F cos [b(t! — 1)]
T

t
JK t/—t _
Rit,#) = 120 / (e — 1) T sin(2%)0, v (F 1.
t/

(19)

This will lead to the same response formula as a gas
of particles with the thermal Fermi/Bose distribution
for f,. For the latter one we work in the limit of
long wave lengths ¢ — Oland the leading telzrms are
H(t,t) ~ L@ — = It t) ~ L™=,

' —t)

and

T

t
R(t,t') = K [dt'(t! —t)e = Lax(f,#') with the time-
t/
dependent density n(t).
We introduce the collective mode of plasma/sound-
velocity oscillations for Coulomb gas and for the Hubbard
models respectively

22 2
_€h — P
for Vo = &m0 = 55

wz = 77:1650
P bnaU for V, =Ua, e, = 2J(1 — cospa/h)
(20)

where we had used already b = 4n.J sin’ 5#. For Coulomb
interactions one has an optical mode while for atoms on
the lattice the mode is acoustic.

For the gas of particles it is convenient to transform
([I6) into a differential equation

1

X(tt') + =X (tt") + wix(tt') = —kw20,2 x (tt*) + o(kw))
T p

X(t,) = 0,X(t, )| emvr = —wp/Vy + o(ker) (21)

where the influence of the trap is condensed in k = 2K /m
for the gas system and (4] for Hubbard models respec-
tively.

Interestingly, both solutions, the one for the Hubbard
lattice () and the one for the gas of particle 1)) lead
to the same result of the integral equation (IG)) for the
two-time response function

2

t—t’

Vx(t,t') = ——Le 20 siny(t —t) (22)
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v



06; ofs —05
03f
0F
06F
03F
0F
E —05
06F 50 fs - ]
0.3F g W/\wo
0?, o oo ]
= Y
0.3F D
—; 0: [
06F . 1
03F e, Jo
Vet ‘ : ]
06E 125fs . 105
- J
Ohswf\.“‘ ) 1°
ok > * ]
06; 150 fs o i0.5
03F . o
ok . .
E N —05
0.6 N |
0.3F M\/\MO
OF AP R N AR P
0 10 20 30

w[THZz]

FIG. 4: The time evolution of the inverse dielectric function
in GaAs. The labels from top to bottom denote the time t¢.
The pump pulse was at to = —40fs and the probe pulse has
a full-width at half-maximum of 27fs. Circles are data from
|1, 4], solid lines show the electronic part (22)) published in
[20]. The plasma frequency is given by w, =14.4 THz and the
relaxation time is 7 = 85 fs.

but with a different collective mode v = ,/wf, + k- #

for the Coulomb gas and v = \/wf) +b%+k— & for

cold atoms. In this sense we consider ([22]) as universal
short-time behavior.

In the further analysis we will follow closely the exper-
imental way of analyzing the two-time response function
[2]. The pump pulse is creating charge carriers in the
conduction band and the probe pulse is testing the time
evolution of this occupation. The time delay after this
probe pulse T' = t — ty is Fourier transformed into fre-
quency. Similarly we start the half empty lattice of cold
atoms to relax at tg. The frequency-dependent inverse
dielectric function associated with the actual time ¢ is
then given by

t—to

/ dTe“TVx(t,t —T) (23)

(=)

which is exactly the one-sided Fourier transform intro-
duced in Ref. [28]. The integral 23] with (22) can be
expressed in terms of elementary functions. Without the
last term due to the confining potential it is the solution
derived for Coulomb systems in [20)].

The virtue of (23) is that the long-time limit yields
correctly the Drude formula (K — 0)

_r (24)

which is not easy to achieve within short-time expansions
[28] and which had provided the wrong long-time limit
1 —w?/[w? — (w+1i/7)?] before.

B. Sum rules

Checking on the sum rules we first see that the f-sum

rule is completed independent on time. Indeed using
JoS wsinwT = —§'(T)m we obtain from (23)

oo

/wImafl = —7Tw12). (25)

0

The compressibility sum rule becomes time dependent
and reads

ood 2 t—to
W,
/—wlmfl:——’) / dTe™ % sin~T
w 2y
0
™ w2 ™ ;J—ik
P wpt
- —= =—— » fort — 26
221k 2) e o0 (26)
w2+b2+k

for the gas of particles/lattice atoms respectively.
This result can be confirmed form (24)) by using the
Kramers-Kronig relation

2

— | —Imy = Rex(lw=0)=—-— P
s w X X Va wy
0 wZ+b%+k

which long wavelength limit ¢ — 0 defines the compress-
ibility for the lattice gas
1 1

:1. = 28
" ql—r>I(13n21/(1(w12)—|—b2—|—k) n(nalU — Ka?/2) (28)

where we have used the long-wavelength limit of (I4l).

For the long-ranged Coulomb gas the compressibility
is defined as the response to the screened field (E instead
of D)

1 x(g,0) . wy
—— lim = lim
n? ¢=0 1+ Vox(q,0)  a—=0n2Vy(s?¢® + k)

(29)

R =

where one needs to expand one step further in powers of
¢ in the polarization function to get the sound velocity
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FIG. 5: The time evolution of the dielectric function for the
atomic lattice for U/J = 9.91 of the figures 2] with (red) and
without(green) trap correction according to (I4)) (movie on-
line).

s. The compressibility vanishes if we have a trap k # 0.
Without trap we have xk = 1/nms? for the gas.

In spite of the numerous approximations, Eq. (23]
with @22)) fits well the experimental data, as shown in
Fig. [ for the polar semiconductor GaAs. The formula
([22) results in a slightly too fast build-up of the collective
mode at the time ¢t = 25 fs. This is, however, just the time
duration of the experimental pulse and consequently the
time of populating the conduction band which we have
approximated by an instant jump [20)].

For the atoms on a lattice we obtain the time evolution
of the dielectric function as plotted by snapshots in figure
We see that the influence of finite trap correction
diminishes the frequency of the collective mode as we
had seen already with the sudden quench. Further the
damping is lowered which is visible by a sharpening of
the mode. Note the instability around times of 1h/4J at
frequencies of 4J/h where Ime becomes negative.

C. Local-field correction

For strong interactions like the cold atoms feel in the
lattice one might expect that the meanfield response is
not sufficient. Though it works well at short times since
the interactions need time to be formed, for larger times
we expect to see the influence of the so called local-field
corrections. They describe the interaction cloud around

the atom which changes the potential locally. We will
derive it here for the lattice atoms in the sense of Singwi-
Sjslander [29]. For this purpose we calculate the second
time derivative of the reduced density matrix since this
describes the dynamics. With the help of ip, = [pk, H]
the Hamiltonian (1) leads to

. 2 +
Pr=—> (ki 1k — €x,)ay, an, 1
k1
1
-3 Z Vi(€rysk — €ky — €y 4h—q + €k —q)
k1q

X (angl Ay +k—q T a;:lakﬂrqupq)- (30)

The trick is now to write the meanfield term k = ¢ in the
sum of the second term in front of the sum. For lattice
atoms with the dispersion €, = 2.J(1—cos pa) one obtains

2
s kla
. sin ¢ kia
O = —4b22 ( - lfa ) cos? Tfkhk
o

—nbVi ZCOS (k1a) (prfri0 + fri.00q)
k1

V, sin 42
> V,j :2 2 > cos (k1a) (pq.fry k—q+ frr k—qPd)
q 2k

ZCOS (kla) (pkfkl,O + fkl,Opk)
k1

X |14

(31)

and one sees that the effect of correlations beyond the
meanfield can be recast into a local field Vi, — Vi[1 +
Gi(t)]. Introducing the cos weighted density p; =
>k cos (ka) fr,q this local field is read-off (3I])

G- Vsin g PoPi—qtPi—qPy (32)
. Vi sin & prp§+p§or

We linearize now the Wigner function f,, =
a;r_%am% = §0p + 6 fp,q according to the special equi-
librium distribution (6) and the density operator as in-
tegral over p correspondingly p, = po + 6p;. Then
po = p§ = n/2 and we assume dp, = dp_4 to arrive for
Hubbard models V;, = Ua at a wave vector-independent
local field

3G(t) =Y cos (@) 9041). (33)

C
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This local field correction means that we have to re-
place in the kinetic equation (@) the term V,on —
Vgon + nV4dG. It is not hard to see from the solu-
tion (@) that dn® = dncos 4 holds. We obtain for the
Laplace transform of the response (I3) and (I6) which
was Xs(k) = —nb(k)/(s* + 2 +nb(k)V; +b(k)?) the mod-
ification

dns(k) = xs(k) |[VEE(k) —l—aU;cos2 %5715@)

= v v 6
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FIG. 6: The time evolution of the dielectric function for the

atomic lattice of figures [f] with U/J = 9.91 with (red) and
without (green) local field correction of (B7)) (movie online).

where b(q) = 4Jsin? (ga/2). For solving ([B4) we have
integrated the first line with cos? leading to

q) cos? (%)

0Gs = _Zs2+ +nb (Q)V + b(q)?
__1 1 v —y?
- WVO/ 2yly—2) (3)

where z = [(s + 5=)? + ¥%]/4nVJ and v of [22). Since
the response function without local-field correction is just
X = —nb/z it is advantageous to expand with respect to
1/z to obtain

eff
Vxy' =—sin®" — | - —— —

2qa(l 1 3+ 22
2

3+ 22] 5 0 sinyt
vV 2=
256’7 P9,

which correction is discussed in figure[6l We see that the
local field correction shifts the collective mode towards
higher energies and sharpens the mode. Further it leads
to more structure at smaller frequencies which heal out
at larger times.

V. SUMMARY

The aim of the present paper was to separate the gross
features of the formation of collective modes at transient
times which are due to mean-field fluctuations. Assum-
ing higher-order correlations described by a conserving
relaxation time approximations, this has resulted in an
analytic formula for the time dependence of the dielec-
tric function and for sudden quench dynamics. Subtract-
ing this gross feature from the data allows one to ex-
tract the effects which are from higher-order correlations
and which have to be simulated by quantum kinetic the-
ory |7#H10] and response functions with approximations
beyond the mean field [23]. These treatments are nu-
merically demanding such that analytic expressions for
the time dependence of some variables [30] are useful for
controlling the numerics. We have discussed here also
the Singwi-Sjslander local field correction at short time
scales in order to estimate the influence of higher-order
correlations at short time behavior. The final answer,
however, up to which time the presented short-time ex-
pansion works can only be given by solving the time evo-
lution of the complete correlation functions [15]. Here a
selective comparison with experiments and RG simula-
tions in the strong-coupling regime has been chosen as a
first test. Further comparisons are needed and encour-
aged.

As one result of the paper we derive the influence of a
finite trapping potential on the kinetic equation and the
time evolution of the population. We find that the main
effect of correlations consists in lowering the collective
frequency and a damping.

To conclude, we have derived an analytic formula for
the formation of correlations after a sudden quench and
for the density response to an external perturbing field.
By considering two distinct physical systems, the pump
and probe dynamics in semiconductors and the dynam-
ics of atoms in an optical lattice we find the same short-
time feature of the formation of quasiparticles which we
suggest to be universal. The simplicity of the presented
result is extremely practical and offers a wide range of
applications. It could spare a lot of computational power
to simulate ultrashort-time behavior of new nano-devices
and it can help to understand and describe the formation
of collective modes during processes which are not exper-
imentally accessible in the early phase of reactions like in
nuclear collisions.



[1] R. Huber, F. Tauser, A. Brodschelm, and A. Leitenstor-
fer, phys. stat. sol. (b) 234, 207 (2002).

[2] R. Huber, C. Kiibler, S. Tiibel, A. Leitenstorfer, Q. T.
Vu, H. Haug, F. Kohler, and M.-C. Amann, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 94, 027401 (2005).

[3] S. Trotzky, Y. A. Chen, A. Flesch, I. P. McCulloch,
U. Schollwock, J. Eisert, and 1. BLoch, Nature Physics
8, 325 (2012).

[4] R. Huber, F. Tauser, A. Brodschelm, M. Bichler, G. Ab-
streiter, and A. Leitenstorfer, Nature 414, 286 (2001).

[5] J. Lloyd-Hughes, E. Castro-Camus, M. D. Fraser, C. Ja-
gadish, and M. B. Johnston, Phys. Rev. B 70, 235330
(2004).

[6] V.M. Axt and T. Kuhn, Rep. Prog. Phys. 67, 433 (2004).

[7] L. Bényai, Q. T. Vu, B. Mieck, and H. Haug, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 81, 882 (1998).

[8] P. Gartner, L. Banyai, and H. Haug, Phys. Phys. B 60,
14234 (1999).

9] Q. T. Vu and H. Haug, Phys. Phys. B 62, 7179 (2000).

[10] M. Kira and S. W. Koch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 076402
(2004).

[11] S. Genway, A. F. Ho, and D. K. K. Lee, Phys. Rev. A
86, 023609 (2012).

[12] S. Sotiriadis, P. Calabrese, and J. Cardy, Europhys. Lett.
87, 20002 (2001).

[13] S. R. Manmana, S. Wessel, R. M. Noack, and A. Mura-
matsu, Phys. Rev. B 79, 155104 (2009).

[14] M. Fagotti and F. H. L. Essler, Phys. Rev. B 87, 245107
(2013).

[15] M. P. von Friesen, C. Verdozzi, and C.-O. Almbladh,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 176404 (2009).

[16] S. Hermanns and M. Bonitz, ArXiv e-prints (2014),
1402.7300, 1402.7300.

[17] A. Flesch, M. Cramer, I. P. McCulloch, U. Schollwéck,
and J. Eisert, Phys. Rev. A 78, 033608 (2008).

[18] N. Syassen, D. M. Bauer, M. Lettner, T. Volz, D. Dietze,
J. J. Garca-Ripoll, J. I. Cirac, G. Rempe, and S. Drr,
Science 320, 1329 (2008).

[19] M. Eckstein, M. Kollar, and P. Werner, Phys. Rev. Lett.
103, 056403 (2009).

[20] K. Morawetz, P. Lipavsky, and M. Schreiber, Phys. Rev.
B 72, 233203 (2005).

[21] N. Mermin, Phys. Rev. B 1, 2362 (1970).

[22] A. K. Das, J. Phys. F 5, 2035 (1975).

[23] N. H. Kwong and M. Bonitz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1768
(2000).

[24] K. Morawetz, Phys. Rev. B 67, 115125 (2003).

[25] K. Morawetz, M. Bonitz, V. G. Morozov, G. Ropke, and
D. Kremp, Phys. Rev. E 63, R20102 (2001).

[26] H. S. Kohler and K. Morawetz, Phys. Rev. C 64, 024613
(2001).

[27] W. Jones and N. H. March, Theoretical Solid State
Physics, vol. 2 (Dover, New York, 1973).

[28] K. ElSayed, S. Schuster, H. Haug, F. Herzel, and K. Hen-
neberger, Phys. Rev. B 49, 7337 (1994).

[29] K. S. Singwi, M. P. Tosi, R. H. Land, and A. Sjolander,
Phys. Rev. 176, 589 (1968).

[30] K. Morawetz, V. Spicka, and P. Lipavsky, Phys. Lett. A
246, 311 (1998).



