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Real-time collisions of fractional charges in a trapped-ion Jackiw-Rebbi field theory
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We propose and analyze a trapped-ion quantum simulator of the JackiwRebbi model, a paradigmatic quantum
field theory in (1+1) dimensions where solitonic excitations of a scalar field can bind fermionic zero modes lead-
ing to fractionally-charged excitations. In our approach, the scalar field is a coarse-grained description of the
planar zigzag ion displacements in the vicinity of a structural phase transition. The internal electronic states of
the ions encode spins with interactions mediated by the transverse phonons and in-plane pin-phonon couplings
with a zigzag pattern, which together correspond to a Yukawa-coupled Dirac field. Instead of assuming a fixed
soliton background, we study the effect of back-reaction and quantum fluctuations on the coupled dynamics of
the full fermionboson system. We start by applying a BornOppenheimer approximation to obtain an effective
PeierlsNabarro potential for the topological kink, unveiling how the fermionic back-reaction can lead to local-
ization of the kink. Beyond this limit, a truncated Wigner approximation combined with fermionic Gaussian
states captures the quantum spreading and localization of a kink and kink-antikink scattering. Our results re-
veal how back-reaction and quantum fluctuations modify the stability and real-time evolution of fractionalized

fermions, predicting experimentally accessible signatures in current trapped-ion architectures.

CONTENTS I. INTRODUCTION
Introduction 1 Understanding real-time dynamics of strongly-coupled
quantum field theories (QFTs) remains an open problem of
Trapped-ion scalar solitons and Dirac fields 4  relevance across very different scales [1], ranging from non-
A. Continuum Jackiw-Rebbi field theory 4 equilibrium processes in the early universe [2—4], over the
B. Lattice Jackiw-Rebbi field theory 6 quarkgluon plasma dynamics in high-energy collisions [5-7]
’ ) ] ) to transport in strongly correlated quantum materials [8—10].
C. Trapped-ion quantum lattice simulator 9 The advent of quantum lattice simulators (Q¢Ss) [11-13], i.e.
highly-controllable isolated quantum many-body systems on
Adiabatic and phase-space methods 13 a physical lattice that evolve under a tunable Hamiltonian,
A. Born-Oppenheimer approximation and opens new possibilities in this direction. From this perspec-
fermion-soliton back-reaction 13 tive, Q/Ss can be understood as experimental regularizations
B. Truncated Wigner approximation and fermionic of the target QFT under study with the potential to overcome
Gaussian state ensembles 15 the limitations of classical numerical methods for the simula-
1. Initial Wigner distribution of the A¢* field ~ 16  tion of real-time quantum many-body dynamics [14-19].

2. Trajectory-wise fermionic Gaussian states 16 Even if the final goal is the accurate quantum simulation of
the relativistic QFT's relevant to the Standard Model of particle
Real-time dynamics of a fractionally-charged physics [20], or those. that emerge as coarse-graineq descrip-
fermion bound to a topological soliton 17 tions of concrete .lattlce models in quaqtum matgrlals [21],
. e . current technologies are currently targeting simplified mod-

A. Fractional charge diffusion and localisation 18 . A . .
) ) ] els [22-36]. In spite of the simplifications, some of these min-
B. Fractional charge drag by a moving soliton 19 imal models capture the main ingredients of more complex
QFTs and, moreover, can lead to exotic phenomena that have
. Real-time collisions of half-charged fermions on not been observed in any experiment to date. In this work,
soliton-antisoliton configurations 21 we focus on the Jackiw-Rebbi (JR) model [37], a cornerstone
A. Classical collisions in the continuum A¢* model 21 in the study of QFTs that unveiled the interplay of sponta-
B. Classical kink-antikink collisions on the lattice =~ 21 ~ neous symmetry breaking and non-trivial topology. In partic-
1. Soliton collisional dynamics 99 ular, the JR model allows to explore how solitonic excitations
2. Fractional-charge collisional dynamics 24  of areal A¢* QFT in D = .(1 + 1) dimensions, which inter-
C. Smearing of collisions by quantum fluctuations 24 polate betweer} the two pos.mb.le symmetry-broken vacua [38—
40], can polarize the fermionic Dirac-field vacuum in a very
i exotic manner [41]. As noted above, these low-dimensional
Conclusions and Outlook 25 Ssolitons share some of the key properties with those found in
higher-D gauge theories [42]. In particular, the JR mechanism
Acknowledgments 26 of binding fermionic zero modes bound to topological defects
generalizes to vortices [43, 44] and monopoles [45, 46], where
References 26 the existence and number of zero modes follow from a corre-
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sponding index theorem in open space [47]. A paradigmatic
result of the interplay of spontaneous symmetry breaking and
topology is that the fermions bound to these zero modes can
actually carry a fractional charge or fermion number [37, 48].

The most common approach to the JR model adopts a sim-
plified approximation: the soliton is treated as a prescribed
classical field, focusing on the resulting properties of the
quantum Dirac field in this background, such as the appear-
ance of the fractional charge on the zero mode bound to the
soliton [37, 49-55]. The stability of the solitons, which ap-
pear in this classical approximation as localized lump-like so-
lutions of nonlinear field equations, relies on the fact that they
cannot be locally unwound at a finite energy cost [38]. This
robustness can also be understood from a topological perspec-
tive [42, 56] in which the solitons are understood as maps
from an asymptotic spatial manifold S?~2 to the target vac-
uum manifold of the theory ﬂgf. In the JR model, these cor-
respond to two points sufficiently separated from the soliton
center S = {xo —d,xo +d}, and by the two asymptotic val-
ues of the scalar field ﬂgf = {—®y, Py }. These maps fall into
distinct homotopy classes [57] which, in this case, can be la-
beled by an integer or discrete topological charge. The homo-
topy group in the JR model counts the number of connected
components of the vacuum manifold 7170(9;) = />, and deter-
mines if the classical field asymptotes to the same or to a dif-
ferent SSB groundstate. As discussed below, one can define a
topological charge g; = 1 for the soliton, which is conserved
under local perturbations and underlies the robustness of the
solitons, typically referred to as kinks and anti-kinks.

When this classical soliton interacts with the Dirac field, it
leads to trapped fermion modes [38], including a zero-energy
mode that is exponentially localized about the soliton center.
As discussed in [37, 49-55], this zero mode leads to a spec-
trum of excitations with fractional charges g; € $(2Z +1). In
addition to the standard bosonic and fermionic particles/anti-
particles that are excited from one of the SSB vacua, one
can find composite excitations in a different sector localised
around the soliton and characterized by a topological and a
half-integer charge (gi,gr). These excitations can be Lorentz
boosted to any velocity below the speed of sound, and propa-
gate without dispersion. In contrast to other integrable mod-
els [58], however, these composite excitations do not display
perfectly elastic collisions. A more contemporary account of
the topology of this composite particle arises in the context
of symmetry-protected topological phases [59, 60], in which
solitons are called defects. Their topology is classified by the
jump of a ChernSimons invariant CS; = %modZ, which is
computed by the integral [61] of the Berry connection [62, 63]
at two asymptotic regions far from the soliton center. The oc-
cupied fermionic bands can be understood as a vector bundle
over a base space BZP~! x P2 assuming periodic bound-
ary conditions leading to a Brillouin zone, and also a smooth
background soliton leading to a manifold wrapping around the
defect, here k € [, 7] and S° = {xo —d,xp +d}. Note that,
even if the integrals on each side of the soliton are not quan-
tized without a specific regularization [64], their difference
are regularization independent, and detect the localized zero-
energy mode at the topological soliton.

Note that the discussion so far neglects any quantum fluctu-
ations of the scalar field from the outset, as well as the back-
reaction from the Dirac fermions onto the scalar solitons. The
goal of the present work is to go beyond this limit, exploring
dynamical effects that are genuinely induced by either quan-
tum fluctuations or back-reaction. We further address how
such effects might be observed in an analog Q/Ss based on
trapped-ion crystals [65]. Following the seminal trapped-ion
proposal [66], the main focus of experimental progress in re-
cent years [67] has focused on the quantum simulation of ef-
fective spin models with long-range interactions mediated by
the quantised vibrational oscillations of the crystal, i.e. the
phonons. We note, however, that there is also a remarkable
progress in using the phonons not as passive mediators of a
dispersive interaction, but also as active degrees of freedom
in the quantum simulator [35, 36, 68—84]. Particularly rele-
vant to the current work, Than et al. have recently reported
on the progress towards the quantum simulation of Yukawa-
coupled QFTs of Dirac fields coupled to a free scalar field fol-
lowing the scheme in [85], which combines digital and ana-
log quantum-simulation tools [86]. We should also mention
a previous theoretical proposal to explore the JR model with
slow light in an atomic ensemble [87], which can in principle
encode a Dirac spinor under a fixed solitonic background con-
trolled by shaping the detuning of the light-matter interaction.

In the present work, we instead focus on a fully-analog Q¢S
based on trapped ions in a zigzag ladder (see Fig. 1). The
effective A¢* QFT emerges in the vicinity of the structural
phase transition between the linear chain and the zigzag lad-
der, and allows to identify the scalar field with the coarse-
grained alternating displacements in the direction of the
zigzag ladder [88-90]. We note that solitonic excitations in-
terpolating between the two possible zigzgag patterns have al-
ready been observed in experiments [71-73]. We envision that
the phonons transverse to the plane of the ladder serve to me-
diate long-range spin-spin interactions, which can lead to an
effective massless Dirac QFT under a Jordan-Wigner transfor-
mation [91]. We note that the light-cone-like propagation of
excitations in the spin model has been measured in [92, 93]
which, as we argue below, is consistent with this massless
Dirac QFT with a effective speed of light that depends on
the long-range tail of the spin-spin couplings. In addition,
we study how a state-dependent dipole potential within the
ladder plane can be exploited to mimic the required Yukawa
fermion-boson vertex, leading to the JR model.

In order to identify possibly new dynamical effects brought
by quantum fluctuations and back-reaction, we start by con-
sidering an adiabatic Born-Oppenheimer-type approxima-
tion [94], in which the Dirac fermions adapt instantaneously to
the scalar field. Considering in particular the displacement of
the center of the topological soliton, henceforth referred to as
kink g; = +1 or anti-kink ¢; = —1, and assuming that the cor-
responding fermionic zero mode reacts instantaneously to this
displacement, we can calculate the periodic potential experi-
enced by the composite (g, gr) excitation. We find that this
potential has two main contributions: (i) a so-called Peierls-
Nabarro (PN) term [95-97] stemming from the discreteness
of the lattice regularization of the JR QFT, i.e. the explicit
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FIG. 1. Trapped-ion Jackiw-Rebbi model: A linear chain of ions is tuned across the linear (a) to zigzag (b) structural phase transition, so that
transverse displacements along the z axis act as a coarse-grained scalar field ¢ (x) supporting topological kink configurations that interpolate
between the “zig-zag” and “zag-zig” configurations (¢) = +Py, as depicted in (b). Two internal electronic states of each ion encode a staggered
fermionic field via a Jordan—-Wigner transformation, and phonon-mediated spin-spin interactions induced by a Mglmer-Sgrensen laser scheme
acting alomg Ak;, yield an effective Dirac kinetic term (see inset of (b)). A state-dependent optical dipole force along the crystal plane Aky,
(inset) couples spin and motion, implementing the Yukawa-type interaction. Together, these elements realize an analog trapped-ion Q/S of the
Jackiw-Rebbi model that would alow to explore real-time dynamics of scalar solitons and fractional fermion bound states, particularly looking
into characteristic effects due to back-reaction and quantum fluctuations that go beyond typical approximations.

breaking of continuous translation invariance, and (ii) a back-
reaction potential, which can be qualitatively understood as a
consequence of the inertia of the fermionic charge bound by
the kink. We find that this second contribution dominates as
the Yukawa coupling grows, and that it can considerably alter
the kink localization dynamics in a lattice JR model.

In absence of back-reaction, a classical kink that is initially
at rest will remain localized at the same position, provided
that this position coincides with a minimum of the PN poten-
tial. When including quantum fluctuations, such a kink will
spread as a function of time leading to a diffusive behavior.
As shown below, this behavior can be captured by a trun-
cated Wigner approximation (TWA) designed to account for
the leading order effects of quantum fluctuations in a semi-
classical expansion [98—100]. As discussed below, quantum
effects are incorporated by sampling initial phase-space fluc-
tuations consistent with the small-displacement dispersion re-
lation about the kink classical profile, and then evolving each
of these initial conditions with the equations of motion for the
lattice scalar field. This process leads to an ensemble of trajec-
tories for the observable under study. Combining this method
with the equations of motion for Dirac fermions, which can be
integrated exactly for each trajectory using fermionic Gaus-
sian states [101-103], we can also explore genuine back-
reaction in real-time dynamics, going thus beyond the previ-
ous Born-Oppenheimer approximation. We use this extended
TWA+Gaussian approximation to test the above picture based
on the adiabatic potential of the topological kink with the
bound charge on the fermionic zero mode. As discussed in
more detail below, we find that due to this back-reaction, the

spread of the kink gets gradually lowered until, at some spe-
cific coupling strength, it gets completely localised within a
potential well and shows breathing oscillations. We also in-
vestigate real-time collisions of kinkantikink pairs, showing
how their dynamics range from an almost-elastic bounce to
the formation of long-lived bound states, depending on their
initial kinetic energy. The TWA is used to show that quan-
tum fluctuations smear the sharp classical boundaries, but the
distinct collision regimes are still manifest, pointing to inter-
esting possible experiments that explore such phenomenology
using trapped-ion Q/¢Ss.

This article is organised as follows. In Sec. II, we in-
troduce a scheme for a trapped-ion Q¢S of scalar-field soli-
tons coupled to Dirac fields, beginning with a review of the
continuum Jackiw-Rebbi QFT, its lattice formulation, and fi-
nally its mapping to a trapped-ion system. In Sec. III, we
develop the adiabatic and phase-space methods used through-
out this work, including a Born-Oppenheimer treatment of the
fermion—soliton back-reaction and a semiclassical truncated-
Wigner approach complemented by fermionic Gaussian state
methods. Sec. IV applies these methods to the real-time dy-
namics of a fractionally-charged fermion bound to a topolog-
ical soliton, focusing on the diffusion, localisation, and drag
of the fractional charge in both static and moving-soliton sce-
narios. In Sec. V, we explore the collisions of half-charged
fermions on soliton-antisoliton configurations, starting by the
analysis of classical kink-antikink scattering in both the con-
tinuum and on the lattice. We then show that, even if quan-
tum fluctuations modify soliton dynamics, several interest-
ing regimes with persistent oscillating bound states and con-



fined/deconfined hald charges can still be differentiated. Fi-
nally, Sec. VI presents our conclusions and outlook.

II. TRAPPED-ION SCALAR SOLITONS AND DIRAC
FIELDS

A. Continuum Jackiw-Rebbi field theory

Let us start by defining the JR model in detail, a relativistic
QFT of a massless Dirac field y(¢,x) with a Yukawa coupling
g to areal scalar field ¢ (7, x), both definedina flat D= (1+1)-
dimensional Minkowski spacetime. The scalar field has a bare
mass mg and quartic self-interaction A, and the corresponding
action in natural units i = ¢ = 1 reads as follows

5= [@x(IW(# 9. — 0)y -+ 1 (9409, —mo?) - ho*).

1)
where we have introduced the adjoint W(,x) = y'(z,x)7°.
The gamma matrices fulfill a Clifford algebra {y*,7'} =
2n*Y with u,v € {0,1} labeling the spacetime coordinates
with metric 1 = diag(1,—1). For QfSs, it is customary
to consider the Hamiltonian formulation of the field theory
H =[dx s#, which has the following Hamiltonian density

H =Y (—iy' 0 +g9)y+ 1 (n?+ (9:0)> +m9?) + Ao,

2)
As customary, canonical quantization proceeds by consider-
ing equal-time commutation [¢(¢,x),7(z,y)] = i6(x —y) and
anti-commutation {y/(z,x), w'(¢,y)} = 8(x —y) relations for
the bosonic and fermionic fields, respectively.

Let us start by setting g = 0, and noting that the bosonic
sector can undergo a second-order quantum phase transition
where a global Z, inversion symmetry on the scalar field
¢ — —¢ gets spontaneously broken [104]. This can be char-
acterized through the onset of a non-zero vacuum expecta-
tion value (VEV) of the scalar field (¢ (x)) = Py # 0, Vx for
m3 < m2(2). In the rest of this paper, we will use lower-case
symbols for quantum field operators and the corresponding
uppercase ones for classical fields and phase-space variables.
The above VEV can already be captured at the classical level
by inspecting the classical potential

va(@) = [ ($Rw+ie'w), O

which forms a double well for m(z) < 0and A > 0 and leads to
two possible spatially-homogeneous ground states

0, m3 >0,
Dy = 2 €5

The second line of this equation describes a scalar vacuum
with a broken Z, symmetry as @ = — P for D #~ 0. Even for
these low spacetime dimensions, this transition persists when
including quantum fluctuations, which lead to an effective po-
tential with radiative corrections Vi (®) — Ve(®) [105, 106].

4

As a result, the critical point is shifted from mé =0to a nega-
tive value of the bare mass m3 < m2(A) < 0 which, in contrast
to higher-dimensional instances [107], cannot be computed
using perturbative renormalization group flows [108, 109].

As usual in QFT, the calculation of this shift, and thus the
physical mass of the excitations, is afflicted by UV diver-
gences. In D = (1+ 1) dimensions, all the UV divergences of
this model can be accounted for through a one-loop Feynman
diagram, the so-called tadpole [20]. On a lattice of spacing a,
one can define a tadpole-renormalised mass 1 by

37 1 1

2 2

my =N —— K , 5)
" T 1+ u’d® <1+i”2“2> (

where we have introduced the complete elliptic integral of the
first kind K(x) = 0”/2d6(1 — xsin® @) /2. We note that for
D =1+ 1 dimensions, this procedure removes all UV diver-
gences of the QFT, as any higher-order term with a porpa-
gator depending on this mass no longer diverges. A mean-
field type analysis after this one-loop renormalization would
predict the critical point at u?> < 0 with a VEV given by
Py~ D= +/—u? /A. To date, the most accurate estimations
of the shift of this UV-renormalised critical point due to quan-
tum corrections that go beyond this mean-field analysis corre-
spond to A/u?|c ~ 11.086(9) > 0 = A /u?|c mr, which have
been obtained uisng matrix product state techniques [110—
112]. These calculations confirm that the scaling of the VEV
in the vicinity of the phase transition changes from the above
mean-field scaling (4) with m3 — pu? to a scaling law consis-
tent with the D = 2 Ising universality class.
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FIG. 2. Classical solitons of a lattice scalar field: The dotted white
line shows the classical kink solution (6) with ¢; = 1, plotted on
top of a histogram of initial conditions for the truncated Wigner ap-
proach. This histogram is drawn from the Wigner distribution of the
ground state of the model of coupled harmonic oscillators resulting
from the linearization of the A¢* QFT around the kink solution, as
defined in Eq. (76). Parameters used are N = 100 lattice sites, length-
scale &y/a = 3.0, and amplitude @y = 5, which uniquely identify the
bare mass and quartic coupling.

Within the spontaneous symmetry-broken (SSB) regime,
in addition to standard particle-like excitations of the scalar
field that can be produced from the vacuum by acting with



a local perturbation, one also finds a different type of non-
perturbative solitonic excitations [38—40]. These classical
solitons can be derived analytically in the classical limit

— X0 2__i
é() )7 é()_ m(z) (6)

where &) quantifies a width of the excitation, and we have in-
cluded an arbitrary constant xy to describe the center of the
kink g = +1 or anti-kink g, = —1, reflecting the translational
invariance of the continuum field theory. As advanced in the
introduction, these solutions asymptotically approach the val-
ues of the two SSB ground states (4) (see the dashed line in
Fig. 2), and display an intermediate interpolating region lead-
ing to a finite excitation energy. We note that these excita-
tions are stable and do not decay, as this would require flip-
ping the vacuum over an infinite spatial region, which requires
an infinite energy. Moreover, they can move freely with mo-
mentum Py, leading to a relativistic particle-like dispersion

E, = (T% + M3?)'/? with the following rest mass

1 m2 A 22 md
My = /dx (2((9XCI>%)2+ 7043621[ + qul> =2YX270 ()

P, (x) = giPo tanh (x

4

that is independent of the soliton center x.

Interest in these solutions stems from the fact that they be-
have as extended particle solutions but, nonetheless, they are
not connected to the asymptotic free-field modes: they are the
result of the inherent nonlinearities in the field equations and
cannot be excited locally. Moreover, these excitations have a
conserved topological current 8”J5t = 0 that can be obtained
from Ji; (x) = ﬁs“vavqah (x). One can formally define a
topological charge by integrating this current, and identify it
with the previous kink/anti-kink index

Dy (400) — Py (—20)
0 gt gt
/ ddg = 20,

={q- ()

Using the asymptotic values in Eq. (6), one clearly finds the
q: = %1 topological charges, and understands the robustness
to local deformations that perturb the particular profile (6) but
do not flip the sign of the asymptotic values. In contrast, the
spatially-homogeneous SSB vacuum has a vanishing g, = 0.

When considering quantum fluctuations, a semiclassical
functional method [113] shows that these particle-like ex-
tended states actually survive quantization [38]. In the regime
of small fluctuations with respect to the classical solution,
these quantum solitons are characterized by an energy spec-
trum with both discrete and continuous modes. In partic-
ular, the discrete solution at zero energy corresponds to a
collective mode that can be identified with the center-of-
mass motion of the soliton, confirming the relativistic dis-
persion introduced above. After subtraction of the tadpole
divergence (5) in all expressions, including the soliton am-
plitude ®) — ® = /—p2/A and width &3 — &2 =2/u?,
the continuum and discrete vibrational modes of the soliton
contribute together to the following shift of the soliton mass
Mo — M =232u3 /3% 4+-2u(1/2v/3—3/2x) [38].

When switching back the Yukawa coupling g # 0, we note
that the Z, symmetry ¢ — —¢ must be supplemented with
a discrete axial rotation ¥ — 7y that sends Yy — —Wy.
In a mean-field-type argument, the soliton induces a Dirac
fermion mass my (x) = g(¢(x))g = qgPtanh((x—x0)/&)
that changes sign as one moves across the soliton. This can
lead to various fermionic bound states depending on the ra-
tio of the Yukawa coupling to the quartic interactions g/A>
[38]. We consider the following irreducible representation of
the gamma matrices Y° = 6% and y' =ic”. As occurs for the
continuum modes £ (k) = (k2 + g>®?)'/2, there is a spec-
tral symmetry relating the discrete eigenmodes, which always
come in pairs {|&,),|—€&,) = 6”|€,)}. An exception to this
rule is a mode of zero-energy € = 0 that fulfills

W, (x) = imy(x) Y Wy, (x). )

The only normalizable solution to this differential equation is
exponentially localised around the soliton

) ) o

where ./ is a normalization factor. In contrast to the other
modes, this one is self-conjugate 6*'¥,(x) = ¢y, (x) up to
an irrelevant global phase, and is thus said to be unpaired.
Although the zero-energy mode was initially argued to
host a charge neutral spin-1/2 excitation [38], Jackiw and
Rebbi later showed that its unpaired nature actually leads to a
fermion with half-integer charge [37, 48]. Paralleling the dis-
cussion of the topological charge above Eq. (8), the fermion
charge in units e = 1 is related to the conserved U (1) cur-
rent ]qf( x) = Y(x)y"* w(x) by means of g = [dx: ]qf This
expression needs to be regularized to subtract the diverging
contribution of the filled Dirac sea. Whereas occupying (emp-
tying) positive (negative) energy levels accounts for fermions
and anti-fermions with opposite as excitations [20], the un-
paired zero mode instead leads to a degenerate vacuum

=[I7%n®00), lgo) =27 % (11)

<0 £<0

A cosh™

Wy (x) =

Using a point splitting regularization of the fermion current
: j(q)f = lim,0 % (vi(x+a)y(x—a) — y(x—a)y'(x+a))
equivalent to normal ordering, one finds that all the contribu-
tions to the charge density from the paired finite-energy eigen-
modes +¢, cancel, whereas the unpaired zero mode induces
an spectral imbalance that leads to a fractional charge

arles) = [ar: iy tles) = [ar 1P, (0P |es) = £ es).
(12)
Hence, the populated bound state at the kink g = +1 or anti-

kink g = —1 carries a half-integer charge g = 1/2 corre-
sponding to a spin-1/2 particle that travels with the soliton, in-
heriting its stability from the previous topological arguments.
As noted in the introduction, the soliton is treated as a pre-
scribed classical field in this approximation [37, 49-55].
Considering the Berry connection associated to the filled
Dirac sea of any of the two SSB groundstates o7y (k) =



(e_(k)|idy |e_(k)) = Figd/2(k> + g*>D?) [64], one can assign
a Chern-Simons invariant to the defect assuming that the soli-
ton is a fixed slowly-varying background [60]. In this regime,
the Chern-Simons invariant CS; = 5 [3,, 0 dkdxA(k,x)
characterizes the topological nature of the fermionic defect
through the difference of the Zak phases at two points Sy =
{x0 —d,xp +d} far way from the kink/anti-kink, and reads

Cs, = ii/}az%(m(k) ~A(0) = Bmoaz. (13)

As already noted in the introduction, the difference of the Zak
phases at both sides of the soliton is regularization indepen-
dent, and accounts for the topology of localized zero-energy
mode at the soliton.

B. Lattice Jackiw-Rebbi field theory

Let us now consider the Hamiltonian field theory in Eq. (2),
and discuss a standard discretization based on Kogut-Susskind
staggered fermions [114—116]. We note that this approach not
only regularizes the UV divergences by introducing a lattice
spacing a, but also forms the basis to discuss the connection to
trapped-ion Q/Ss in the following subsection. In the Kogut-
Susskind approach, only the spatial spacetime coordinates are
discretized, leading in this case to a simple chain

Ar={x,=an—%: ne{l,.-- N}}, (14)

where N is an odd integer counting the number of sites. We
start by analyzing the bosonic sector, considering that the
scalar field and its canonical momentum are quantum oper-
ators defined on the individual sites ¢ (x),w(x) — @, 7, and
fulfilling the canonical algebra [¢,, 7,/ ] =16, 7 /a — 18 (x—y)
as a — 0 [117, 118]. Substituting the spatial derivatives by
finite differences, we get the following lattice Hamiltonian

N 2 2
Hy=aY /= aZ(”" R L )Lgb;‘) ,
o} —\2 2 2 4
15)
where VI ¢, = (§y+1 — ¢)/a is the forward difference. Note
that a simple gradient expansion for the field ¢, ~ ¢(x) +
ady¢, and equivalently for the canonical momentum, together
with aY,, — [dx and L = Na — oo, clearly yield the original
self-interacting scalar QFT with discretization errors scaling
as O(a). We also note that a simple change of the discretiza-
tion to central differences V, ¢, = (¢y+1 — @,—1)/2a would de-
crease these errors to & (az) but, on the other hand, move from
nearest-neighbor couplings to next-to-nearest ones, which
cannot be easily mapped onto the trapped-ion QfS of this
work. We thus stick to the forward-difference choice.
The Heisenberg equations for the lattice scalar field read

d
in = Ty,
dm, 1 (16)

dr = aiz((Pthl _2¢n+¢nfl) _m(2)¢n _l(pr?a

&/a=1.00
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FIG. 3. Peierls-Nabarro potential: Potential energy felt by the soli-
ton as a function of its center. Parameters used are N = 160, &y =3
and &y/a=1.

and, in the non-interacting limit A = 0, lead to the following
dispersion relation

(k) = \/m%+jzsin2(kza>. (17)

Here, we have moved to the momentum representation of the
fields ¢, = ¥; ¢e’™ /v/L considering k = —Z + 27 (j+ 1)
with j = 1,--- N labeling the discrete momenta within the
Brillouin zone. Note that, in order to account for the anti-
periodic boundary conditions ¢y = —¢; that are required to
accommodate for an odd number of kinks/anti-kinks in the
scalar field, the allowed momenta get shifted with respect to
the typical values using periodic boundary conditions. A long-
wavelength expansion around the BZ center k = 0 leads to the
standard relativistic dispersion relation ®? (k) = mj + k>.

The classical limit of the Heisenberg equations (16) can
be obtained by exchanging the lattice operators by c-numbers
¢, — D, m, — I1,, and the commutators by Poisson brack-
ets %[(Pn,ﬂ'nl] = {®,, 11y }pg = 8, /a, where {F,G}pp =
Y..(0p,Fdn, G — do,Gon, F). The classical solitons also ap-
pear on the lattice [119—-121] and asymptotically approach the
two different SSB groundstates with the following discretized
profile

@y, » = q:Pp tanh (g(n—n0)>. (18)
0

Here, ny is the index of the soliton center, and we note that it
is not forced to coincide with a lattice site.

As already discussed for the continuum QFT, small fluctua-
tions about the solitons present a single zero-energy mode, the
Goldstone mode, describing center-of-mass translations ob-
tained from the static profile (6) by a Lorentz boost &, (x) —
D, (7, (x—vt)) with %, = 1/v/1—v? [122]. In the discretized
model (15), the lowest-energy mode also describes the motion
of the soliton center of mass, and can be understood as the lat-
tice version of the Goldstone mode [122]. In contrast to the
continuum, the displacement of this mode is now subject to a
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FIG. 4. Low-lying excitations around the classical soliton: a)
Frequencies of the first two lowest lying modes of the equations of
motion linearized around the classical soliton (eqs. (22)) for an inter-
site kink (light-blue) and an on-site kink (dark-blue). This evidences
the on-site kink as linearly unstable in discrete lattices. Parameters
used are: N = 160, &y = 3. b) Amplitudes of these modes for the
inter-site solution at & /a = 6.

non-zero energy cost, the so-called Peierls-Nabarro (PN) bar-
rier [95, 96, 123, 124]. The soliton mass on the lattice is thus
superseded by a PN potential

Dy i1 — Do n )\’
Vn(ng) =a’ (“‘q> : (19)

a
and now becomes a periodic function on the soliton center

Ven(no + 1) = Ven(no) . In fact, by considering the leading
harmonics in a Fourier series, one finds

N 2r
Ven(no) = Mo+ Vpcos(2mng), Vo= Ven (a) , (20

where we have introduced the Fqurier transform of the static
soliton energy Ven(q) =7, dxe "% Vpn(x)

. mm: . (T 2
Ven(q) = 30 gsinh l(mz> (1+312>. Q1)
0

Note that in the long-wavelength limit Vj oc e %/4 is the
aforementioned PN barrier, which vanishes for &y >>> a. Here,
one recovers the free translations of the soliton with the con-
stant classical mass (7). Away from this limit and for V) > 0,
we see that the rest mass energy of the lattice soliton becomes
maximal when the center coincides with a lattice site ng inte-
ger, and minimal when it is centered at a link n( half integer
(see the dashed line in Fig. 3). Under these conditions, only
solitons centered around the lattice kinks describe stable clas-
sical solutions. In addition, one expects that in contrast to the
continuous case, an initially moving lattice soliton will dissi-
pate energy due to resonances with the lattice phonon modes,
until it gets pinned by the PN potential [122].

As an alternative approach to identify the stable soliton
configurations, we start from an initial classical configuration
centered at the central lattice site ®¢tanh(na/&)), add an ar-
tificial damping rate x to the equations of motion (16) in the
classical limit through a term dIl,/df < —«xTI,, and let the

system relax to the asymptotic equilibrium state [125]. We
note that during this relaxation, the field only adapts its width
but does not change the soliton center. Hence, we can also
obtain the solitonic solutions centered at a lattice link by re-
laxing from the initial state ®gtanh ((n— §)a/&). Next, we
find the small-amplitude fluctuations by linearizing the sys-
tem (16) using @,(t) = Pk, + 6@, () [123, 126], where Pk ,,
represents the c-number lattice field for the steady-state solu-
tion discussed above, and 8¢, (¢) are bosonic operators. Keep-
ing terms quadratic in the fluctuations, these operators fulfill

d2

4200 =—

(24 +3ADR ;) 80 + 891 +89u-1. (22)
We obtain the corresponding spectrum looking for oscillating
solutions 8¢, (t) = e'®! ///\E’,n and, as expected [125], we find
that most eigenvalues Q, follow the vacuum dispersion rela-
tion (k) in Eq. (17) with a rescaled mass m3 — 2A @3 = 2m}.
However, the presence of the soliton also leads to in-gap
modes Q%, < Zm%, with the lowest-lying modes being spa-
tially localized around the soliton center. Depending on the
lattice parameters, there are two or three of these modes [121].
The lowest energy mode Qg is the center of mass or trans-
lational mode of the discrete kink, which connects with the
Goldstone mode of the continuum limit, while the remaining
ones Q, < w(k) represent internal vibrations of the soliton
[125, 127]. In Fig. 4 we show the frequencies of the first two
modes considering both the soliton centered at the central lat-
tice site and at a neighboring lattice link [125]. From this
figure, we see that Q% < 0 for the site-centered soliton, giving
an alternative account of the the aforementioned instability for
the site-centered solutions.

Let us now introduce the Dirac fermions in the lattice field
theory. Due to the phenomenon of fermion doubling [128], the
discretization of the Dirac field can follow various prescrip-
tions [129]. In this work, we opt for the staggered-fermion
approach [114] which, in the Hamiltonian formulation and for
D =1+1 dimensions [115, 116], dispenses entirely with the
effect of the doublers. Instead of using two internal compo-
nents per lattice site, this approach uses a single component
and introduces lattice fermion fields with anti-commutation
relations {y,,, x;,} = 8,v/a— 8(x—y), effectively doubling
the unit cell. The spatial derivatives in the JR Hamiltonian (2)
become finite differences that couple nearest neighbors

N
ty = a ). (il 1)V, 2+ (-1'm(6,)% %), @3)

n=1

where, in contrast to the scalar case, we can here use symmet-
ric differences V, X, = (Xn+1 — Xn—1)/2a without introducing
next-to-nearest-neighbor couplings. Here, we have introduced
a tunneling energy J, and incorporated the Yukawa coupling
to the lattice scalar field in the mass term

m(¢n) =mi+gP,. (24)

For g = 0, the mass becomes homogeneous, and the
Hamiltonian becomes diagonal in momentum space X, =
Y™ x(k)/VL, leading to Hpm = Yicupz ¥ (k)(d(k) -



o)y (k). Here, the Dirac spinor reads y(k) = (x(k), x(k+
m/a))' and the vector d(k) = (my,0,2J sin(ka)) is defined on
a reduced Brillouin zone k = — 7% + 7 j with j =1,--- St
account for the doubled unit cell. The energy of the free-field

modes is
(k) = £|d(k)| = £\/m? +4J2sin*(ka).  (25)

A long-wavelength expansion around k = 0 leads to the stan-
dard relativistic dispersion of Dirac fermions with an effec-
tive speed of light ¢f = 2Ja, such that the choice of J = 1/2a
sets the desired natural units. This derivation also leads to the
choice of gamma matrices 7° = 6*,7' = —ic?, and y° = o%.
We note that the eigenstates come again in positive- and neg-
ative energy pairs {|e; (k)),|e_(k)) = o” |e;(k)) }, which can
be seen as a result of 6”(d(k)-0)o” = —d(k)- 6. At the
level of the lattice, we see that this structure of the spectrum
requires exchanging the sites of the unit cell, which will be-
come important below to understand charge fractionalization.

Exchanging the bare Dirac mass my = 0 for a non-zero
Yukawa coupling g # 0 introduces an interaction vertex on
the lattice model. In this case, prior to a gradient expansion as
the one that connected the lattice scalar field to its continuum
QFT, one has to consider that the low-energy right- and left-
moving Dirac fields y (x) = 1(1£9°)y(x) come from two
different Fermi points ka € {0, 7} [130], and

st () £y ) + (1) (9= () Fady (),
(26)
Following a similar mean-field type approximation of the
Yukawa mass in the lattice soliton background M, , =
8(0n)q, = qigPotanh(a(n —ng)/&p), one can now look for
possible fermionic zero modes localised to the discrete soli-
ton. In fact, the lattice analogue of the zero-mode equation (9)
is a second-order difference equation that is purely linear

Uit + (= 1" My ¥oon — ¥ 01 =0 (27)

where the zero-mode wavefunction is in units of \/a. When
assuming that both the mass term and the zero-mode solution
are slowly varying on the lattice scale, such that both differ-
ences give the same result and the mass term on the unit cell
is the same, the a — O limit of the above system coincides
exactly with Eq. (9).

We argued in the continuum case that this zero mode can
host a half-integer charge due to a spectral asymmetry, which
becomes particularly transparent when considering the point-
splitting regularization (12). On the lattice, however, the man-
ifestation of this spectral asymmetry and its associated half
charge is not straightforward, and finding the specific observ-
able that captures it might depend on the specific discretiza-
tion. The most transparent manifestation appears in the Su-
Schrieffer-Hegger model [131-133], in which it is the nearest-
neoighbor tunneling of the fermions and not their local energy
which is staggered or, as usually referred to in this context,
dimerised. In this case, the positive and negative energy eigen-
states are related by inverting the sign of the amplitudes on the
even sites, and the spectral asymmetry of the unpaired mode
can then be captured by simply subtracting a constant value

a) b)
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FIG. 5. Fermionic spectrum and zero mode: a) Spectrum as a
function of the solution width. (Eq. (29)) for an on-site kink. b)
Fermionic zero-mode eigenfunctions . The circles denote numeri-
cal values obtained through Eq. (30), while the solid lines show the
fermionic zero-mode of the continuous model in Eq. (10). Parame-
ters used are N = 160, &y =3, Ja =3, ga = 2.

to the lattice density, which can be readily understood as the
result of normal ordering [ 134, 135]. For the lattice JR model,
in contrast, this symmetry requires exchanging the eigenstate
amplitudes of the even-odd lattice sites, together with com-
plex conjugation. Let us denote the fermionic Hamiltonian in
the presence of a fixed scalar (mean) field as

Hy=a) 2% [h(®x)], % » (28)
n,l

where we have introduced the tri-diagonal Hermitian matrix
[ h(‘DK) ]nl = iJ51"n+| — i]517n,] + g(— 1)”<I>K7n6;,n. 29)

By diagonalizing it, one finds the eigenvalues in increasing
order {&, : v € {1,--- ,N}}, such that the fermionic vacuum
occupying the localised mode around the soliton reads

Ng .
lge) =17, 10, (30)
v=1

where we fill up to Ny = (N +1)/2 (Nf = N/2) energy
levels if N is odd (even). Here, the fermionic opera-
tors read }/gv =Y, //l,fﬁv x5, where .#" is a unitary ma-
trix with eigenstates arranged in the columns and fulfilling
Yoi(Aye,)' h(q:‘K)]nlL//zte, = &by 1.

For v = Ny, one can indeed show that the corresponding
eigenmode is localised around the soliton also in this dis-
crete case, and regardless of where the soliton center lies (see
Fig. 5). In this figure, we show the change in the fermionic
spectrum as one varies the soliton width (Fig. 5 (a)), together
with the fermionic zero mode at different widths (Fig. 5 (b)).
We observe in this figure how, as we increase &, there is a bet-
ter agreement with the wavefunctions of the continuous model
(cf. Eq. (10)), and how several energies deviate from the bulk
continuum bands &4 (k) to become in-gap modes. Note that
Eq. (10) is derived for natural units, whereas the fermionic
model can have a different Fermi velocity ¢f = 2Ja. To ac-
count for this, the continuum expression (10) must be rescaled



as 2g% /A — 2g*/Ac?, leading to a perfect agreement with of
the lattice zero-energy solution when &y > a [38].

For this discretization, the spectral symmetry relating pos-
itive and negative energy eigenstates is associated to the fol-
lowing matrix identity

%f

n—ey —

f
= (My—ni14e,)"

One can then prove that the accumulated charge can be ex-
pressed in terms of the zero-mode probability

€29

aZ Inn)e: =3, Y| My |7+ | Ay o
n g,<0
:E:E;éG”%&J2+L%%—m17&P)+Lﬁﬁdz
ney<
:ZZ %|///rfs|2 | 0|2
"eyS0

1
=Y 3 (1+140P),
n
(32

where we used Eq. (31) in the second line, and unitarity
M (#")T =1 in the last one. This calculation shows how
the regularization associated to normal ordering involves the
averaging of the fermion charge over two neighboring sites

a .
pn,n+1 = 5(9(;%” +X,l+1ln+1> (33)

with the subtraction of a constant, such that one captures the
spectral asymmetry

1
Qf=Z<Pnn+1 ) Z|///nfo|2

n

(34)

It is interesting to note that this unit-cell charge coincides
with a particular instance of a generic definition of the charge
operator on the lattice introduced in [136], namely

n+ng n+1+ng .
2Qn,n+1 = Z flfn (ZITXZ - %) + Z f[,,,,l (7{[ Xl — %)a
I=n—ny [=n+1-ng

(35
where one averages over ng neighbors using a smooth sam-
pling function f; of a given range. For nyp = 0 and f; = 1, one
can see that

= Pnp+1— % (36)

<Qn,n+1 >
For discrete realizations, the non-integer fermion number is
not an eigenvalue of this charge operator, but just an expecta-
tion value with corrections due to finite-size [137]. However,
the variance of the fermion number should vanish in the con-
tinuum limit [137].

The relevant fact, however, is that this charge is localized
around the zero-energy wavefunction. Due to the presence of
the soliton, the perfect alternation in the fermion density stem-
ming from the staggered external field breaks down, forming
a domain wall, as we show in the top panels of Fig. 6 for two
different soliton positions. Localized states with half-integer
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FIG. 6. Charge fractionalization: a) and b) Occupation number
for two different kink positions. As explained in the text, the left
configuration leads to a small PN potential well, which the kink can
easily escape. The accumulated charge density in c¢) and d) shows
the fractional fermion number induced due to the presence of the
soliton, respectively, for the kink positions in a) and b). We show
for comparlson the integrated density of the fermionic zero-mode

| 0|2 in black dots. Parameters used are N = 160, ®y = 3,

é/a—l,Ja—3,ga—0.8.

charge appear at these domain walls, hence the accumulated
charge

80, = Y (Qyp) = X (Pt = (37)
j=1 J=1

grows to AQy ~ 1/2 as one crosses the domain walls induced
by the soliton background, (see the bottom panels of Fig. 6).
In these same graphs, we show how the accumulated charge
density coincides with the integrated fermion density for the
localized state. This is important to obtain a quantity accessi-
ble through expectation values that reflects the fermionic state
density. We remark that in computing AQ,, here and through
the rest of this work, we exclude the chain boundaries to avoid
effects due to the open boundary conditions.

C. Trapped-ion quantum lattice simulator

Once several aspects of the lattice JR mode have been dis-
cussed, let us now describe a possible scheme for its exper-
imental realization using trapped-ion Q/Ss. We consider a
system of N atomic ions of charge ¢ = +e and mass m,, con-
fined in a linear Paul trap with secular frequencies { @y : @ =
x,y,z} [138, 139]. The ions form a Coulomb crystal with
equilibrium positions resulting from the balance between the
trapping forces and the Coulomb repulsion [140]. Expand-
ing around the equilibrium positions r,, = Rg + u, with the



corresponding momenta p,, yields an effective harmonic de-
scription for small displacements

2
Pua 1
H, 22 —
h <2m +2

n,o a

am un Oc

Z kaﬁ )2)
lyfn

(38)
Here, we have introduced a spring-coupling tensor

PR R (R RO)5 — b,5(R)—R)?)
" 4meo|[Ry — R} ’
(39)
where g is the vacuum permitivity. In the limit @, > @, >
@y, the ions self-assemble in a linear chain RS = x,e, and,
as a result, the effective springs do not couple the vibrations
along different axes k%5 = k') = — 1k = —e? /Ameg|x, — x|
It is by dlagonahzmg these matrices that one finds the cor-
responding normal modes arranged in longitudinal and trans-
verse phonon branches [141, 142]. We note that the negative
sign of the transverse couplings k;; implies that the phonon
branch is inverted, and high-wavelength modes describe the
low-frequency excitations. In fact, as the ratio &, = (@,/®;)?
increases, the highest wavelength mode becomes unstable at
a critical value K ¢(N) [143, 144], and the linear chain tran-
sitions to a zigzag ladder by spontaneously breaking a 75 re-
flection symmetry u, ; — —u, ; [145] as depicted in Fig. 1.
This structural phase transition [88-90, 120, 146] belongs
to the same universality class as that of the above A¢*
model (1) in D = 1 + 1 dimensions. In fact, in light of our
previous discussion of the standard lattice regularization of
the 1¢* model (15), one can draw a clear parallelism by
introducing the Fourier transform u,, , = ﬁxkeBZeik‘"uz(k),

Dnz = %ZkeBZeik‘”' p.(k), which diagonalises the quadratic
Hamiltonian (38), yielding the phonon dispersion relation

(NNZ4 L (ka
w(k):wz I_Kx<a> ;*\Sln (27'), (40)

where we have introduced ¢ = ¢? /4meym,®?. This expres-
sion parallels the dispersion of a discretised Klein-Gordon
field (17) which, after switching back to SI units [90], reads

2 .4
mgc 4cb ka
w(k)\/ P +— 2 sin (2 > 41)
A long-wavelength expansion of Eq. (40) around the zigzag
mode k = 7/a yields the continuum Klein—-Gordon form

@ (k) ~= mjcy /h* + ck? where the effective transverse sound
velocity plays the role of a relativistic light speed,

2 _ 202 ¥ 1
Q=X (5) m(1), =Y (-1, @)
r=1
and the bare mass term is given by
1 3 N2
mh= (02~} 0v3). Wil =Y~ @

r=1
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The instability point of the linear-zigzag transition is thus
identified with m} = 0 as in the classical A¢* model (4). This
classical critical point occurs at the following ratio of the trap
frequencies k¢ = 2a> /703 En(3).

To construct the effective field theory, we define coarse-
grained fields following a similar gradient expansion as in the
case of staggered fermions, where we already had to separate a
fast-oscillating part coming from the non-zero momenta from
a slowly-varying envelope playing the role of the field (26). In
this case, we define the scalar fields as

(=1)"

\/737411,17
Mmaa

which satisfy [¢(¢,x),7(z,y)] =120 (x —y). Including higher

orders in the expansion of the Coulomb interaction that led to
Eq. (38) generates a stabilizing quartic interaction

¢(x) =

n(x) = (=1)"Vmaap, .,  (44)

1 < 4 3e? 1
Vi, — — nl _ 2 _
nt 2;'1 4 (1. M”Z) b 8weg |x, —x P

(45)

which, after coarse graining (44), gives the self-interaction

3= 2BN0) a0

mgdcy
4K4 '

K= (46)
Tuning K, across the above critical value k¢ drives a tran-
sition where the effective potential changes from a single to a
double well, breaking the Z, symmetry ¢ (x) — —¢@(x). Ac-
cording to our previous discussion around Eq. (5), quantum
fluctuations will shift this critical point, defining a critical line
K, c(Ao). If we are close to this critical line, the character-
istic length scale obtained through the Compton wavelength
Ac = h/mgc, is much larger than the ion-ion distance play-
ing the role of the lattice spacing a, and the trapped-ion Q¢S
reproduces the long-wavelength dynamics of the A¢* QFT

2
H= / dx(bzn2
2h

with parameters (cy,m3,A) directly tunable through trap fre-
quencies and geometry [147, 148]. One can now set ¢, =7 =
1 to connect to the previous relativistic QFT in natural units.
The trapped-ion system near the zigzag transition can thus be
understood as an experimental regularization of a A¢* QFT.

Before moving to the discussion about how to include Dirac
fermions in the Q£S, let us mention some caveats of this
derivation. First of all, Coulomb crystals are known to have
an inhomogeneous ion-ion spacing a(x) that increases towards
the crystal boundaries [144]. We note that one can still derive
a coarse-grained description of the structural phase transition
by allowing for space-dependent speed of sound, bare mass,
and quartic coupling [89, 149]. This causes the soft zigzag
mode to destabilize first at the trap center, and then propagate
outward as a moving critical front leading to an inhomoge-
neous onset of the spontaneous SSB order. Moreover, in the
zigzag phase, Eq. (39) predicts a coupling of the previously in-
dependent axial and transverse phonon branches, which will
also contribute to a renormalization of the effective sound ve-
locity. For parameters in the zigzag phase but close to the

s 2 m(z)cﬁ 2, Ay
+ 5 (0:0)7+ =229+ T ) (47)



critical conditions, the A ¢* model description still remains ac-
curate, but as one goes deeper and deeper in the zigzag phase,
the single relativistic scalar field theory should be upgraded to
a multi-component QFT.

Finally, we mention the last caveat related to the
periodically-driven nature of the ion chain. In particular, the
time-dependent radio-frequency fields of a Paul trap introduce
an additional parametric oscillation of the ions known as mi-
cromotion [138], which modulates the above Coulomb cou-
plings at multiples of the RF frequency. While this modula-
tion is already accounted for in the pseudo-potential approxi-
mation, leading to several micromotion sidebands in addition
to the effective trap frequencies @y, it might introduce further
effects when the ion positions are not aligned with the null of
the radio-frequency fields, as is the case of the zigzag ladder.
A more complete description including this excess micromo-
tion [150] would correspond to a Floquet version of the ef-
fective Hamiltonian [151], where the secular trap frequencies
and elastic constants acquire periodic corrections. To preserve
the validity of the 2¢* mapping, the driving frequency must
remain far off resonant from all these additional harmonics so
as to avoid parametric resonances and heating [152], ensur-
ing that micromotion only leads to a renormalization of the
effective mass and speed of sound.

After this discussion, let us now move on to the trapped-ion
realization of the Dirac fields. So far, we have not made any
explicit use of the atomic structure of the ions. We consider
two hyperfine or Zeeman sub-levels in the groundstate mani-
fold of the ion to encode a pair of pseudo-spin states per ion
[14) s |4n), and define the tensor-product Pauli operators

Gﬁ = |Tn><Tn| - |\lrn><\Ln|7 G: = |Tn><¢n‘a o, = H«n><Tn‘a
(48)
such that 6} = o, + 0, and o) = —io, +io, . Note that

the two spin states can already be identified with particle oc-
cupation numbers |0,),|1,), but an additional Jordan-Wigner
transformation [91] must be applied in order to recover the
correct fermion statistics, which reads as follows

o = vay] "B EAR) _ (6 6 = 2ayfy, 1.

(49)
We note that, when working with lattice fermion fields that
have dimensions [y,] = L~1/2, the lattice spacing appears ex-
plicitly in the Jordan-Wigner transformation. In addition, we
have included a local phase that can be interpreted as a gauge
transformation ), — gieAn/h Xn With A, = litn/2e, which be-
comes useful in the mapping to the Dirac field.

These spins can be coupled to the phonons of the ion
crystal using additional lasers or microwaves in the near
field. We start by considering such couplings in a so-called
Mglmer-Sgrensen (MS) scheme [153, 154], which intro-
duce a state-dependent force that is responsible for inducing
phonon-mediated spin-spin interactions in the far off-resonant
limit [67]. These interactions will be the key to encode the
dynamics of Dirac fermions in the trapped-ion Q/S. In partic-
ular, we now discuss how the spins acquire an XY exchange
coupling mediated by virtual phonons along the tightly con-
fined transverse direction @, > @, 2 @,; then explain how a
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staggered ac-Stark shift implements a Yukawa coupling; and
finish by discussing the coarse graining that connects this lat-
tice model to the JR field theory. Paralleling the discussion
of the scalar field, we close with some caveats regarding the
continuum limit in the presence of long-range spin-spin cou-
plings and by stating the most relevant corrections that con-
tribute with four-Fermi interactions of the Dirac fermions.

In the following we set s = 1. Considering the small trans-
verse displacements along the y axis (see Fig. 1), we note
that the spring tensor (39) does not couple the correspond-
ing phonon modes with the vibrational modes along the plane
in which the zigzag ladder lies. By diagonalizing the dipo-
lar Hessian matrix k) = —e? /47eo|RY — RY|]® [141, 142], as-
suming once more a homogeneous lattice spacing as a starting
point, one finds the transverse phonon branch

3N/2
V(k) = oy, | 1 - K, <£> Z%sin2 (kzar>, (50)

a) =r

where the corresponding trap frequency ratio now fulfills
Ky = (@:/®,)* < 1, such that the y phonon branch H, =
Lk (g [Py ()P + 5mav2(K)luy (K)|*) = L v(k) (bibi + 5) has
a small spread v(k) € [@,, @, — Av]. We now consider using
a pair of laser beams in a Raman configuration with oppo-
site detunings from the carrier transition +J; to generate a
state-dependent force that virtually excites phonons from the
whole vibrational branch. In the interaction picture and after
a Lamb-Dicke expansion [138] keeping leading-order contri-
butions, i.e. the red- and blue-sidebands, one obtains

Vy(t) = Y. Fudyo 60! @20y He,  (51)
nk

where we have introduced o,° = ie'® o, +ie %o, in terms
of the sum of the two Raman-beam phases ¢; = (¢, + ¢5)/2,
and Ay = 1/,/2m,m, is a length scale associated to the
width of the oscillator groundstate wavefunction. The com-
bination of the two Raman beams exerts a force of amplitude
T = Z Aky - e,/ @, [V(K).AS,, where Q;(ky) is the Rabi
frequency (wavevector) of the two-photon Raman-assisted
transition, and ///rfk = elkxn / V/N is the corresponding normal
mode in the homogeneous approximation. The lasers exert a
linear force that displaces the normal modes in phase space in
a direction that depends on the difference of the Raman-beam
phases @,, = (¢ — @) /2 and the spin state, describing circu-
lar trajectories depending on the detuning & (k) = v(k) — 6.
Operating deep in the dispersive regime,

|- ZukAyo|, ho < 8 (k) < @y, max|J,| < 2h, (52)

we can time-average over the fast phonon dynamics and ob-
tain a purely spin model with exchange couplings

[
Jni = *ZjnkA}’OﬁymkA)’OJrc-Cw (53)
T (k)

which have the typical expression of an interaction that is me-
diated by the free phonon propagator [147, 148]. In fact, push-
ing this analogy further allows for a neat understanding of



the decay of the spin-spin couplings with the distance. The
combination of a dimensionally-reduced free-boson propaga-
tor with additional dipolar contributions that stem from the
long-range nature of the spring-coupling tensor leads to

4 3 3 2 [xn—x;|
., 1 l a- -0
Jnl = JO <( = N( ) LCS (S Ac

)

(54)

where Jy = 2Q2n2/omn(1), and 1, = Ak /+/2m, 0 is the
Lamb-Dicke parameter. In this expression, we have intro-
duced an effective Compton wavelength

1
2.4 s20
mycy — Of

—(—1 n—I
o — 82)% |xn —x[? (=1) ¢

Ac = (55
which depends on the detuning of the Raman beams with re-
spect to the zigzag mode frequency (43), and controls the
faster or slower decay of the spin-spin couplings. For very
large detunings of the laser with respected to the whole vi-
brational branch, the couplings decay with a dipolar tail. On
the other hand, as one gets closer, the contribution coming
from the free propagator of the free boson field can become
the leading term, leading to a slower decay that can be ap-
proximately fitted to a power law with a tunable exponent.

In Eq. (52), we have also introduced a strong transverse
field ho that can be controlled by an ac-Stark shift. When
this term is much stronger than the spin-spin couplings [92,
93], it inhibits terms in the MS exchange coupling that do not
conserve S, = % Y., 6%, leading to an effective XY spin model

Ver =YY J,0 0 +Hc, (56)

n I>n

which can be obtained by means of a Schrieffer-Wolff trans-
formation on Eq. (51) followed by a rotating-wave approxima-
tion that rests on max |J,;| < 2hg. Using the Jordan-Wigner
transformation (49), this conservation law leads to the global
U(1) symmetry in an effective fermionic model

Veff = aZ Z (i]anZXI +H~C~) +Vint({x;r>Xr })’ (57)

n [>n

where one finds additional non-linearities due to the Jordan-
Wigner string

Vint = az Z Jn,n+r%;zr (Hr(l - Qa%jlr) - 1) Xn+r +Hec.

n r>0
(58)
The long-range terms in Eq. (57) can still be seen as a regu-
larization of the Dirac field that is analogous to the staggered
fermion formulation (23). In fact, the long-range tail of the
tunnelings simply changes the effective speed of light derived
from a similar gradient expansion

cr=2alypy1 — cr=2a Z(Zr— 1)(—1)’711,!7“(2,,1). (59)

r>0

For large detunings such that the spin-spin coupling is dom-
inated by the dipolar decay, one would arrive at an effec-
tive speed of light that can be expressed in terms of the dis-
crete version of Riemann 7 function in analogy to what hap-
pened for the scalar field (42). Using the scale-invariance of
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this fixed point associated to free Dirac fermions, one can
simplify the non-linear interactions, neglecting all terms that
are irrelevant in the renormalization group sense [109]. In
this particular case, one would only keep a 4-Fermi term

Vine = —ay,, 2Jn.n+ZaZ;XZ+1xn+1 Xy +He..

The last step to obtain a trapped-ion QS that mimics the JR
model is the engineering of a Yukawa coupling to the scalar
field (2), which can be obtained through a staggered fermion-
boson coupling (23). To engineer this term, we consider an-
other pair of laser beams that is now in a cross-beam ac-Stark
configuration that can be exploited to induce a state-dependent
dipole force in the 6° basis. In contrast to the MS scheme (51),
this force now couples to the in-plane vibrational modes (see
Fig. 1), in particular to the coarse-grained zigzag mode that
encodes the scalar ¢* field of our Q¢S. When the ion crystal
transitions to a zigzag configuration, breaking the Z, symme-
try, the ions lie off the null of the rf trap potential leading to an
additional modulation due to excess micromotion [151]. We
consider this effect in the derivation of the Yukawa coupling.

We consider a pair of counter-propagating laser beams with
the same frequency but different phase ¢; — ¢ = 7/2, which
are far detuned from any dipole-allowed transition. These
lasers thus generate a dipole potential that, provided one uses
selection rules so that they only couple to the atomic level
[Tn), lead to the following cross-beam term

Vo Y 2 1) (taldo (1Bal) (=1)"sin (kL -ev/maa¥9 (x)).

(60)
Here, O (AI}L) is the two-photon ac-Stark shift (wavevector)
of the off-resonant laser driving, and we have already intro-
duced the effective scalar field in Eq. (44). We have also in-
cluded the leading effects of excess micromotion in a semi-
classical parameter B, = 4 Aky - e,\/mya3(—1)"(¢(x)) that
quantifies how the SSB groundstate or any soliton configu-
ration (¢ (x)) = £®, involves equilibrium ion positions that
are not aligned with the null of the rf trap along the x axis,
such that additional micromotion kicks in. For a microscopic
trap parameter g, < 1, the leading order effect of this mi-
cromotion is a Floquet-type renormalization of the coupling
that is controlled by the zero Bessel function of the first kind
Jo(x). Fortunately, the alternation of the equilibrium positions
in the zigzag chain does not lead to any additional staggering
through this renormalization, as Jo(—x) = Jo(x), which has al-
lowed us to write the absolute value of the modulation param-
eter in Eq. (60). On the contrary, the staggering that appears
in this expression is due to the sinusoidal interference pattern
since sin(—x) = —sin(x). It is also important to note that,
within the semi-classical approximation ¢ (x) = &, + ¢ (x),
the leading order term of this light potential does not af-
fect the staggering either since up to an irrelevant c-number
that could be reabsorbed in the definition of kg, sin(c®, +
O (x)) = cos(c®,)sin(cd¢(x)) = cos(c|Dy|)cd@(x). In this
limit, we obtain a linear Yukawa coupling of the fermion
mass term to the fluctuations of the scalar field, since we can
write V. = g¥,,(—1)"%(1+0%)5¢(x). After a Jordan-Wigner
mapping (49) and the gradient expansion yields the desired



fermion-boson Yukawa vertex with
g= %Jo(%AI}L-eZm) cos(Aky - e, zp), (61)

where zq is the transverse coordinate of the classical zigzag
configuration. Just as the fermionic part (57) contains addi-
tional non-linearities due to the long-range couplings, here
the full Yukawa term has further non-linear contributions to
the vertex which, however, still respect the Z, symmetry
¢ — _¢7I/J_> }J/Slrljaw_> _WYS

Before closing this subsection, we address new caveats
of the trapped-ion Q¢S that appear when including these
Yukawa-coupled Dirac fermions. As discussed in this sec-
tion, the microscopic trapped-ion lattice model that regu-
larises the Yukawa-coupled scalar and Dirac fields by imple-
menting long-range phonon-mediated spin-spin interactions
contains additional terms with respect to the standard lattice
discretization with staggered fermions and coupled harmonic
oscillators. We have seen that in the zigzag phase, additional
scalar field components and micromotion modulations will
appear in the bosonic sector. To map the spin chain to the
staggered fermions, we have seen that further non-linearities
in both the fermion sector and the fermion-boson coupling
will also appear. All of these additional terms make the Q¢S
more complex but potentially also more interesting. We leave
a careful study of these additional driven non-linearities to a
future study, and now focus on the JR lattice model Hy, + Hy,
of Egs. (15) and Eq. (23), considering the parameter mappings
in Egs. (42), (43), (55) (59) and (61).

III. ADIABATIC AND PHASE-SPACE METHODS

As already noted in the introduction, all the approxima-
tions underlying the above discussion not only neglect quan-
tum fluctuations in the scalar field, but also any possible back-
reaction from the Dirac field onto the solitons. The goal of the
following sections is to go beyond these crude assumptions by
gradually increasing the complexity of the required methods.
We note that alternative methods have address some aspects
of these quantum corrections in the continuum limit, using
for instance an expansion of the effective action in fermion
loops [155]. The lowest-order term yields the vacuum polar-
ization [41], which is the only possible correction when the
scalar field is treated as a background field. Hence, higher-
loop terms lead to a back-reaction on the soliton provided that
the scalar field is dynamical and not a mere fixed background.

In the following, we introduce alternative tools that will al-
low us to address back-reaction in real-time dynamics. We
start by discussing an adiabatic approximation to Hy, + Hy, in
which the fermion fields instantaneously adapt to the changes
of the slower scalar field. This allows us to understand some
of the effects of this back-reaction through modifications of
the PN potential (20). We then move to a more complete pic-
ture for real-time dynamics using the truncated Wigner ap-
proximation in which quantum fluctuations are effectively ac-
counted for in a semi-classical expansion by averaging over
the classical trajectories of the scalar feld with different initial
conditions. For each of these trajectories, the fermion field
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FIG. 7. Fermion back-reaction: Staggered external force per site
fo= é’(fl)”()(,),r Xn)- The presence of the kink in the scalar field
inverts the direction of the force exerted onto each oscillator after
the kink position. Parameters used are N = 160, & Ja=1,&y =3,
Ja=3,ga=2.

evolves under a fully quadratic problem, and can thus be ex-
actly integrated without making any adiabaticity assumption.

A. Born-Oppenheimer approximation and fermion-soliton
back-reaction

In this subsection, to start analyzing the back-reaction of
the fermions on the scalar field, we follow an adiabatic ap-
proximation where the fermion adapts rapidly to the changes
of the scalar field, keeping itself in the instantaneous ground
state as the soliton evolves. The Heisenberg equations of mo-
tion for the scalar field [Eq. (16)] must now be supplemented
with a force that depends on the staggered fermion density

d¢,

dt 771]17

dﬂ:n n -2 i+ On— not

= O 2200 g, 207~ 8- 1)K 2
t a 62)

For the fermion fields, the Heisenberg equations read

dx, . n

;i =J(Xni1 = Xn-1) —18(=1)"GuXn,

e | (63)
dtn SRAVARE AR ERTICR VAR

The Born-Oppenheimer approximation considers that the
scalar field is much slower than the Dirac fermions, which
adapt instantaneously to the changes of the scalar field. Com-
bining this with the classical approximation for the soliton,
oOn, T, — D, I, one needs to diagonalize the fermionic prob-
lem for each instantaneous value of the classical soliton, fill-
ing all negative-energy levels together with the zero mode.
The instantaneous fermion groundstate is

g+ ) = T] %,010) = [T L A, (®)2110), (64)

&y <0 ey<0 n
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FIG. 8. Peierls-Nabarro potential with back-reaction and fermionic zero-mode energy: Potential energy as a function of kink position
for a) Fixed width & /a = 1.00, b) fixed interaction strength ga = 0.20. Parameters used are N = 160, ®y = 3, Ja = 3. To show the potential
barriers on the same scale, we are subtracting a constant energy value that depends on g and coincides with the soliton mass My in Eq. (7)
when g = 0. ¢) Periodic behavior of the energy of the zero-mode as well as the consecutive ones as a function of the background scalar field

position on the lattice.

where the matrix .#%(®(t)) contains the eigenvectors ar-
ranged in columns, which are obtained by solving
J(//lrf+l,ev - ///rffl,sv) - ig(_l)nq)n (t)//{rf,ev = EV//{rf,e(vés)
The field equations for the classical soliton are then obtained
from Eq. (62) by substituting ¢,,, 7,, — ®,, 1, with the corre-
sponding Poisson brackets, and projecting the fermion-boson
coupling to the above instantaneous fermionic groundstate.
In essence, this Born-Oppenheimer approximation intro-
duces a back-reaction in the form of an inhomogeneous force
on the soliton by modifying the classical potential (3) to
VBo(®P) = Vg (®) + 6Veo(P) with a non-linear contribution

§Vio(®) =a)_g(—1)"®u(g+ (1) |21 xale+ (1)

—a) Y ¥ (1) Qy( My, (®)) My, (D).

n g,<0g,<0

(66)

To understand how this force modifies the PN barrier, we
now estimate the energy cost of rigidly moving the kink so-
lution throughout the lattice, as in the context of polyacety-
lene [156], but here taking into account the external force term
due to the mean-field-decoupled Yukawa coupling with the in-
stantaneous fermionic groundstate. In the symmetry-broken
groundstate, the local fermion occupation a(y, %, ) changes
from a uniform value of 1/2 at g = 0, to a sequence of empty-
occupied sites for the SSB groundstate with g > J, leading to
a staggered force that back reacts on the scalar field. In con-
trast, when the scalar field is in a kink configuration [Eq. (18)],
the perfect alternation of the force breaks down when there are
two consecutive sites with similar occupation numbers, which
occurs precisely at the kink position (see Fig. 6). As a result,
the scalar field on either side of the kink experiences staggered
forces with opposite signs, as shown in Fig. 7.

To understand quantitatively the effect of this staggered adi-
abatic force, we estimate the Peierls-Nabarro potential by nu-
merically calculating the kink’s mass [Eq. (19)] as a func-

tion of the kink position, which we move through the lattice
with its associated localized fermionic mode. The kink cen-
tered at xq is obtained by first finding the steady-state classical
kink ®x , using an artificial damping rate as already discussed
above. Then, we interpolate the values corresponding to this
kink centered at a new position xo. We do so by assuming
@k, located in x, = na + xo, and then interpolating the val-
ues at sites n. We assume that for each kink position xg, the
external force acting on each site is given by the ground state
expectation value of the fermion number operator, obtained
through Eq. (30). As shown in Fig. 8a), the PN potential for
g # 0 with back-reaction retains the property of the uncoupled
case: the lowest energy configuration is that of a kink cen-
tered at a lattice link, which is consistent with the linear sta-
bility analysis of Fig. 4. However, the back-reaction from the
instantaneous fermionic groundstate with the populated zero
mode leads to a qualitative change: the PN potential shows a
doubled period, which can be directly traced back to the effec-
tive staggered force of Fig. 7 that yields an enlarged two-site
unit cell. Below a critical value for g, there are two distinct
energy barriers every two lattice sites. One barrier increases
with g, effectively confining the soliton, while the other de-
creases, and allows the kinks with center at even lattice links
to easily escape. Above a critical value of g, the small en-
ergy barrier vanishes completely, turning these kink solutions
into unstable ones. In this regime depicted by the blue line
of Fig. 8a), we obtain a PN potential similar to the uncoupled
case, but clearly displaying twice the lattice period since the
even lattice kinks can no longer host a stable kink.

To understand the origin of the changes to the PN potential,
we examine the energy associated to the occupation of the
zero-mode, where we recall that different charge distributions
exist depending on where the center of the soliton resides. We
find that the the PN barrier is reduced (increased) when the
two sites at the kink position are half (fully) occupied, a situ-
ation corresponding to left (right) panel of Fig. 6. The energy
of the fermonic zero-mode is calculated by diagonalizing the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (29) for each kink position xo. We find
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FIG. 9. Peierls-Nabarro barrier behaviour: Energy of the PN bar-
rier as a function of a) the energy of the fermionic zero-mode, and b)
interaction strength g. Parameters used are N = 160, &y =3, Ja =3,
ga=2.

that this energy is precisely zero for the unstable kink config-
urations centered at a lattice site. In contrast, we find that the
kinks centered at the links to the left and right of a given lattice
site are not degenerate, and the energy of the zero-mode oscil-
lates with the kink position consistently with the PN potential
barrier, as we show in Fig. 8-c). In fact, the largest contribu-
tion to the back-reaction on the PN potential stems from the
occupation of this zero mode. As we show in Fig. 9-a), the
height of the PN barriers Vj, estimated as the energy differ-
ence between the highest- and lowest kink energies, and the
energy of the fermionic zero-mode are correlated and display
the same order of magnitude for ga = 1, while scaling almost
independently of &.

In Fig. 8-b), we observe that increasing the soliton width
&y reduces the overall height of the PN barriers. This is ex-
pected since increasing &y/a is one of the conditions to ap-
proach the continuum limit, where we should recover transla-
tional invariance and no PN barriers. This is seen more clearly
in Fig. 9-b), where we show the PN barrier calculated as the
larger energy difference between the unstable on-site kink and
the inter-site kink (centered at xy = 0.5a for this specific set
of parameters). For fixed width, we observe in Fig. 9-b) that
this PN barrier increases with g. As expected, for vanishing
interaction strength, the PN barrier goes to zero for large &,
where the lowest-lying eigenmode becomes frictionless. We
remark that, although the energy of the center of mass mode
approaches zero in the limit &) > a (as in Fig. 4-a)) indicating
the onset of translational invariance, the PN barrier obtained
for strong interaction strengths g ~ J is still non-zero for large
values of &y, such that the soliton will not move as a free par-
ticle in this regime.

B. Truncated Wigner approximation and fermionic Gaussian
state ensembles

The previous Born-Oppenheimer results require the
fermions to evolve much faster than the bosons, and the lat-
ter to be accurately described at the classical level. In this
section, we go beyond these two limitations, allowing for
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both non-adiabatic effects and, importantly, also including
quantum fluctuations of the scalar field using a semiclas-
sical method based on the truncated Wigner approximation
(TWA), introducing back 7 in our equations. The TWA al-
lows to calculate the dynamics of various expectation values
through averages over random classical trajectories in phase
space [157, 158]. We note that the TWA has been recently
used to study real-time dynamics of purely bosonic field the-
ories on the lattice, either of the A ¢* model [159] or the Sine-
Gordon model, whose discrete version is sometimes referred
to as the Frenkel-Kontorova model [126, 160, 161]. Here, one
common approach consists of considering the set of discrete
DoF as a collective spin described in a continuous variable
phase space, approaching a semiclassical limit for large N
[162, 163]. There is, however, a different approach in which
each single discrete level system is considered under a semi-
classical approximation. The latter has been used in quantum
optics and condensed matter systems [164, 165]. The TWA
has also been used to explore problems of continuous vari-
ables coupled to discrete variable degrees of freedom (DoF),
as in electron-phonon systems [166] (with a continuous vari-
able phase space) or spin-boson models [167] (using a discrete
variable phase space).

We now move to the discussion of our method, which in-
tegrates the TWA with fermionic Gaussian states [103], and
draw some further connections to these approaches. The fo-
cus of the TWA is on introducing a controlled semiclassi-
cal expansion of the dynamics using phase-space represen-
tations [98, 99]. In this framework, the phase-space coordi-
nates ® = (®y,--- ,dy),II = (I1},--- ,IIy) are used to de-
fine the field and momentum eigenbasis |®) = ®, |D,), [II) =
@, |T1,), such that (®[IT) = ® /7 /(27)N/2, The many-body
state p is described in phase space by its Wigner distribution

g
e [OE@— LR L2 6

W (®,1I) =

which is a quasi-probability distribution normalised to unity,
and can attain negative values that signal the quantum-
mechanical nature of the system [168].

Expectation values of observables expressed in terms of
the lattice fields O({@m,7,}) can be obtained through their
Weyl symbols Ow [100], which result from a mapping
to ordinary functions defined in phase space. For opera-
tors O({Om,m,}) = O1({Pn}) + O2({m,}), this phase space
representation of operators is obtained by simply replacing
On, T, — P, I1,. The evolution of the observable follows

(0(t)) = /chp /dNH Ow(® W@ IL1),  (68)

where the Wigner-Moyal equation [169] dictates the evolution
of the quasi-probability distribution in phase space

oW (®,I1,¢) = {H(®,II),W(®,I1,7) }ms (69)

with the so-called Moyal bracket

{H,W}MB = %HW(Q,I'I) sin (z/\) W(CP,H) (70)



Here, we have introduced the differential Poisson operator
— —
A=Vo- V-V Ve, (1)

where V, = (d,,,9,,,- - ,dyy) is taken with respect to the field
and momentum variables in phase space, and the arrows indi-
cate if they act on phase-space functions to the left (i.e. Hamil-
tonian) or to the right (i.e. Wigner distribution). The equation
of motion (70) is usually called Moyal equation in analogy
with classical probability theory [170].

The TWA is obtained by expanding the right hand side
of Eq. (70) in powers of 7. At lowest order, sin(iA/2) =~
hA/2 and the Moyal bracket becomes a Poisson bracket,
mapping the Moyal-Wigner equation to a classical Liou-
ville equation d,W — {H,W }pg = 0. Liouville’s theorem im-
plies that the phase-space volume element is conserved un-
der a Hamiltonian incompressible flow W (®,T1,¢)dY&d"TT =
W (@, ITo)d¥PodM I, where the time-reversed phase-space
trajectories connect to the initial conditions ®(—f) =
@, I1(—7) =y [171]. Therefore, the observable dynamics
within the TWA follows

(0(0) = [4@ [4VTIo W (@0,T10) 0w ((0). (1)) (72)

Thus, the effect of quantum fluctuations to leading order in 7
amounts to a stochastic sampling of initial conditions @y, I
from the initial state Wigner distribution W (g, ITp), followed
by the subsequent deterministic propagation of trajectories
®(1),II(z) following the classical equations of motion.

We remark that TWA is exact for quadratic systems since,
in this case, there would be no terms beyond the second-order
derivatives involved in the Moyal bracket, such that phase-
space trajectories evolve independently without interference.
The TWA is also very accurate for generic systems at short
evolution times [99]. Let us note that, for the trapped-ion im-
plementation, we have introduced an effective rigidity param-
eter K (46) that, at first sight, might appear as irrelevant as
it can be rescaled through a canonical transformation [147].
However, the inverse square of this parameter can also be
seen as an effective Planck constant 7., such that a loop ex-
pansion of the partition function can be organised in inverse
powers of K, and analysed from the perspective of the renor-
malization group [172]. This leads to a renormalization-group
flow from a classical mean-field scaling towards a quantum-
mechanical Ising one [173, 174]. From the perspective of
the TWA, one thus expects the leading-order semiclassical ap-
proximation (72) to be particularly accurate when K > 1 and
hegr < 1, even if we are in a regime of SSB and there are
solitonic excitations in the field. Before discussing how the
Yukawa-coupled Dirac field can be incorporated in this TWA
framework, let us describe how to define the initial Wigner
distribution, which encodes the quantum fluctuations that go
beyond the classical approximation of the previous sections.

1. Initial Wigner distribution of the A¢* field

We consider that the initial state of the scalar field is
the vacuum of the Hamiltonian field theory resulting from
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a second-order expansion around the classical kink solution,
leading to Eq. (22). Explicitly, initial field configurations are
described by

® =Dy + D), M=TII, (73)

where again @ and I, describe the phase-space represen-
tation of the fluctuation conjugate operators 0¢, & around
the steady-state classical values found for the initial soliton
state. To account for initial state fluctuations, we fix the initial
Wigner distribution by writing the Hamiltonian after a second-
order expansion

~ 4 Lse
Hy ~ 27C +2a5¢ K(d’K)5¢ (74)

,7'L'N)t, 5¢ = (5¢1 gt ,6¢N)t, and

K(®x) = (2+mia® +3a>ADg ;) Sup+ Gt + Gt
(75)
is the resulting elasticity matrix encoding the potential en-
ergy around the kink solution. As a result of the kink pro-
file, this linearization explicitly breaks translational invari-
ance, such that quasi-momentum is no longer a good quan-
tum number. One can, nonetheless, find the ground state
by an orthogonal change of the basis to that of the normal
modes Y, A0, [K(®k)| ), = Q38 ¢, such the quadratic
Hamiltonian decouples into independent harmonic oscillators
Hy=Y, % (P2+Q2). The Wigner function of the initial state
is thus a product of Gaussian distributions in the normal mode
coordinates Qy =Y, //[nbvfboﬂ, Py=ay, ///,}’VH(),,,, namely

N—1 2 P, 2 II

Qv( 0) Pv( 0)
W (D, I1j) o< I I — — 76
( 0 0) v—oexp< 265\/ 201%‘, 5 (76)

where T = (7, - -

where 63 = 1/2Q, and G,%v = Q, /2. Accordingly, one can

compute rveal-space field configurations by sampling the nor-
mal mode variables from this initial Wigner distribution, ob-
taining an initial state with spatial correlations. An example
histogram of Ny = 4000 samples from this distribution leads
to the results displayed in Fig. 2, which shows how the quan-
tum fluctuations lead to a certain spread around the classical
solitonic profile.

Once initial configurations {®(,IIp} compatible with
Eq. (76) are obtained, they must be evolved deterministically
using the classical equations of motion, generating in this way
the aforementioned incompressible flows {®(r),II(¢)}. We
remark that the discrete realization of the Goldstone mode
(v =0) has a finite energy that tends to zero as the system ap-
proaches the continuum limit (e.g., for large &y). This restricts
the range of values that can be considered, as the Goldstone
mode becomes largely populated for large & (e.g., we need to
take the SSB value ®( large when & is large, to keep fluctu-
ations of the scalar field comparatively smaller than the SSB
ground state (§¢2) < 3.

2. Trajectory-wise fermionic Gaussian states

After having discussed the TWA for the scalar field, we
switch the Yukawa coupling back on, g # 0, and consider the



entire fermion-boson system. At a formal level, for each of
the classical trajectories of the scalar field {®g,®(r)} sam-
pled from the initial Wigner distribution (76), the time evolu-
tion of the fermion field falls within the family {|¥(T"))} of
fermionic Gaussian states (fGSs) [101-103]. By definition,
these states are fully determined by the two-point functions,
as higher-order correlations can be obtained by using Wick’s
theorem. For the present case, it suffices to consider the fol-
lowing correlation matrix

Lo=tn), G ={ra@on) o

‘We note that the equations of motion for the correlation matrix
are written in terms of the Hamiltonian matrix in Eq. (29), but
exchanging the static kink with the time-evolving TWA trajec-
tory @ — ®(¢) such that h(Px) — h(P(t)). One sees that
the time evolution induced by a fermionic quadratic Hamil-
tonian preserves the Gaussian character of states [103]. We
also remark that at this leading TWA order, there is no fur-
ther approximation in the dynamics, as the fermionic system
is purely quadratic and feels each of the TWA trajectories as a
background field. The non-trivial effects come from the aver-
aging over trajectories, on the one hand, and the back-reaction
of the fermion fields on the scalar field, which occurs since the
TWA trajectories are now subject to a staggered external force
that depends on the fermion occupation number. The differen-
tial equations for these trajectories are obtained from Eq. (62),
projecting on phase space and considering the fermionic cor-
relation matrix

d®,
=1II,(z
dr (0,
dIl D, —20,+P,
dtn == a2n+ — — mg®, — AP; — g(—1)"Tn (1)

(78)
The set of differential equations (77)-(78), together with the
stochastic sampling over the initial Wigner distribution (76)
according to Eq. (72) allows us to calculate the real-time dy-
namics of both scalar and fermion fields going beyond all the
approximations of the previous sections. The whole dynam-
ics is thus encoded in a phase-space ensemble that combines
the initial Wigner distribution, the trajectories of the scalar
field, and the trajectory-dependent fermionic Gaussian states
{W (Do, T1o), ®(I'(2)), TN (1)), [y (T(P(2), TL(2))) }-

This TWA-fGS approach allows us to incorporate the lead-
ing effect of quantum fluctuations, and go beyond the assump-
tion underlying the adiabatic Born-Oppenheimer approxima-
tion and the effects of back-reaction (66) on the PN potential.
In the TWA-fGS framework, there is no need to assume that
the Dirac field is much faster that the scalar field, and thus
adapts instantaneously to its changes. On the other hand, a
similar type mean-field decoupling between the two species
is in-built in this leading-order phase-space approach, as one
sees that the TWA trajectories of the scalar field are only af-
fected by the expectation value of the fermionic correlation
matrix (78), but there is no build-up of correlations between
the two species.

In practice, we break the time evolution is small time steps
Atr. After solving the scalar-field evolution during a first time
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step, we exactly integrate the time evolution of the fGSs to
update the correlation matrix. Making use of the eigenstates
of the instantaneous quadratic Hamiltonian (65), we update
the fermionic correlation matrix according to

Lu(t+A1) = Y (e, (Rt + A1) AL (B(t+Ar)).

V<N
(79
After such an update, we integrate the non-linear differential
equations for the scalar field for the next time step, and pro-
ceed in an iterative fashion. Afterwards, trajectories for both
the scalar field and elements of the correlation matrix are av-
eraged to obtain their expectation values [165, 166, 175].

We note that using the Poisson bracket for the semiclas-
sical description of fermionic modes, as advocated in [165]
for purely fermionic models, would yield the same equations
of motion as Eq. (77), since we are considering a quadratic
Hamiltonian that preserves fermion number. A difference
with the approach in [165, 176] is that, in our case, there
are no stochastic fluctuations of the initial fermionic state, as
these ground state fluctuations are entirely described within
the correlation matrix for a fermionic Gaussian state. We
note, however, that the fermions inherit a stochastic behav-
ior from their interaction with the scalar field fluctuations at
t = 0. Moreover, it has been shown that neglecting fluctua-
tions in the initial state leads to better long-time predictions
within the fermionic TWA when studying disordered interact-
ing systems [177].

IV. REAL-TIME DYNAMICS OF A
FRACTIONALLY-CHARGED FERMION BOUND TO A
TOPOLOGICAL SOLITON

In this section, we consider an initial state expressed as
the tensor product of both ground states of the linearized
A¢* model around a single kink profile, and of the fermion
Hamiltonian with the corresponding Yukawa coupling act-
ing as an external background field |¥y) = |gp) ® |gr). On
one hand, |gp) is described by its Wigner distribution (67),
while |gf) is described by its correlation matrix (77). The ini-
tial Wigner function is the multi-gaussian distribution (76),
while the initial correlation matrix can be obtained by diag-
onalizing the quadratic fermionic Hamiltonian. In this way,
we obtain the ground state at half filling for the fermions as
l2r) = ey<0 Xn A e, (®0) 2 |0) = |2+ (10)), Where we sum
over the negative-energy eigenstates, including the zero mode.
For the initial correlation matrix, we have

Tu(te) =Y, (e, (®0)) A e, (D). (80)

V<N/2

Considering this initial state, we now calculate the dynamics
using our TWA-fGS framework. We consider two different
situations.
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FIG. 10. Single soliton and fractional charge dynamics: Upper panels: Expectation value of the scalar field. Bottom panels: Expectation
value of integrated charge. Parameters used are N = 160, ®y = 3, dt/a = 0.01, and N; = 2000 trajectories. a) & /a =1, Ja= 10, ga =2/3,b)
E/a=1,Ja=10,ga=10/3.¢c)E/a=1.0,Ja=3,ga=1.5,d)E/a=2.5,Ja=3,ga=1.5.

A. Fractional charge diffusion and localisation

Generally, we find that for every individual TWA trajec-
tory of the scalar field, the kink randomly moves towards left
or right until it gets trapped at a particular lattice link, corre-
sponding to one of the minima of the PN potential (c.f. Fig.8).
In this case, the statistical averaging of many trajectories will
produce expectation values corresponding to a kink that gets
broadened as time evolves, as we show in Fig. 10. Thus, the
semiclassical approximation shows an increase in the soliton’s
width as a result of the leading quantum fluctuations, remi-
niscent of a Sine-Gordon soliton under the action of thermal
noise [178, 179]. For a finite chain, this broadened soliton
profile persists as long as a trajectory does not reach the end
of the chain, thus leading to bounced solutions that change
the overall profile. We note that in Fig. 10-a), the kink evolves
without any coupling to the fermions g = 0, and the broaden-
ing is just the result of the fluctuations of the initial state, in
particular, the population of the various normal modes around
the soliton profile. Fig. 10-b) demonstrates that upon switch-
ing on the Yukawa term g # 0, which effectively leads to an in-
crease of the staggering force, one obtains a pronounced nar-
rowing of the kink’s width broadening. Considering Eq. (62),
this can be understood as a back-reaction effect arising from
a Peierls-Nabarro barrier, which we showed to grow with the
state-dependent force g (see Fig. 9-b)). The spatial oscilla-
tions in the scalar field far from the kink are a consequence of
the staggered external force mentioned above.

Let us now analyze in closer detail the time dependence of
the broadening of the kink’s width, and how it depends on the
Yukawa coupling. We plot in Fig. 11 the results of fitting the

results of our TWA-fGS simulations as a function of time to
an effective kink profile inspired by Eq. (18), but allowing for
a dynamical width & (¢) and amplitude ®¢(¢), namely

@, () = Py (f) tanh <a(n—no)> 81)

()
In Fig. 11-a), we show in dotted lines the results of fitting the
time-dependent width to a power law & (1) = 1%, showing that
the broadening of the soliton is close to a diffusive dynamics
&(t) o< \/t for Yukawa couplings g/J < 1. On the other hand,
when the Yukawa coupling is stronger, we see that the width
of the soliton does not spread diffusively anymore, but gets in-
stead localized and oscillates around an initial value. This is a
result of the large back-reaction of the fermions onto the scalar
field, and coincides with the regime in which the PN barrier
of Fig. 8 becomes so large that even individual TWA trajecto-
ries cannot escape from them. In Fig. 11-b), we find that the
kink’s amplitude shows oscillations while decaying towards
a steady-state value. This figure also shows a crossover be-
haviour as a function of g, with a threshold above (below)
which the initial amplitude increases (decreases). Altogether,
these results show the interplay of quantum fluctuations and
back-reaction in the problem. While the former aim at induc-
ing a diffusive broadening of the kink, the later introduce a
pinning force that eventually precludes the kink’s dynamics.
We note that this pinning mechanism could be of particu-
lar interest in the study of kink dynamics in ion chains, as it
could prevent the defect losses due to the kinks reaching the
boundaries of the chain or zigzag region [71, 180]. Translated
to the nomenclature used in the studies of trapped-ion kinks in
zigzag chains [180], on-site and inter-site kinks correspond to
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FIG. 11. Dynamical soliton and bound-fermion fits: Fitting parameters of the TWA expectation values to the kink solution & , =
® tanh(an/E), but allowing for a time-evolving width &(¢) (left panel), and amplitude ®((¢) (right panel). Dotted lines in the left panel
show the fit with the function & (¢) = ct%, with fitted exponents ¢ € {0.61,0.63 } for g € {0, 0.3 }, respectively. Parameters are the same as in
Fig. 10-a). c¢) Fitting parameter &(¢) of the TWA expectation values obtained for the accumulated charge density AQ, in Eq. (82). The shaded

area shows the 95% confidence interval for the fitted parameter.

odd and extended kinks, respectively. In these terms, the effect
described above, where kinks are stabilized at inter-site loca-
tions due to the pinning mechanism of Eq. (78), means that
the external force exerted by the interaction with the fermion
number density changes an odd kink configuration into an ex-
tended kink configuration.

Let us now address whether this kink dynamics drags the
fractional fermion charge with it, also leading to a diffusive
versus localised dynamics of fractionalised fermion charge.
We use the definition of the regularised charge discussed
around Eq. (35), and its corresponding accumulation AQ,, in
Eq. (37). The bottom panels of Fig. 10 show the time evolu-
tion of the accumulated charge density AQ,(¢), verifying how
a fractional value of 1/2 is reached when integrating along
a region of length that is correlated with the soliton’s width,
which is now spreading with time. This indicates that the
fermion charge is bound and propagates with the soliton. Nat-
urally, the binding of the fermionic zero-mode is not perfect
regardless of the coupling strength. In the strongly interacting
regime, this charge distribution follows adiabatically the soli-
ton propagation, while for weak interactions, it only exhibits
the same tendency. To quantify this relationship, we fit the
accumulated charge density to the function

AQ,(t) = A(f) tanh (a(n—no)> +B,
&i(t)

and extract the width of the fractional charge distribution as a
function of real time. We show &(r) in Fig. 11-c), for the
same parameters as in Fig. 11a), excluding g = 0 as there
is no bound fermion mode for a vanishing Yukawa coupling.
This allows for a quantitative comparison of the spatial extent
of the soliton excitation and the bound fermion charge. For
weak coupling, the scalar field dynamics does not transport
the fractional fermion charge tightly. In this case, at the ini-
tial state, the charge density (representing the fermionic zero-
mode wavefunction) is not exactly prescribed by the soliton
width, and they remain distinct at later times. However, in
both cases, the soliton accumulated-charge widths spread, ex-

(82)

hibiting a similar diffusive behavior. This connects to our pre-
vious statement that, even if the fGS does not require incorpo-
rate phase-space fluctuations in the initial state, after the prop-
agation with our TWA-fGS formalism, it inherits its stochastic
features from the sclalar field, in this case leading to diffusion.

As the Yukawa coupling increases, we have seen that the
back-reaction modifies the scalar field evolution, eventually
pinning it. In Fig. 11-c), we see how this pinning is also re-
flected in the accumulated charge, which also gets localised as
one increases the Yukawa coupling. In this limit, one can say
that there is a composite excitation in which the half fermion
is bound to the soliton field, and both remain pinned due to
the back reaction.

As the soliton width & (r) increases, the ground state fluc-
tuations of the initial state have a larger projection onto the
Goldstone mode, which causes an increased diffusion of the
domain wall width. As commented above, for strong interac-
tion, the fractional charge is bound to the soliton. We observe
this effect in Fig. 10-d), where the fractional charge propa-
gates with the soliton. We remark how in this regime there
is a significant deviation of the scalar field expectation values
from the characteristic kink profile during time evolution, as
we show in the upper panel of Fig. 10-d).

In summary, Fig. 10 highlights the interplay between the
propagation induced by zero-point excitations of the Gold-
stone mode for large & and the pinning effect of the interac-
tion. For a fixed &, increasing the interaction g has the effect
of pinning the soliton to the PN potential wells (or decreasing
the diffusion rate) and inducing a charge density distribution
that propagates at the same rate as the soliton.

B. Fractional charge drag by a moving soliton

Finally, before turning to the discussion of collisions of
solitons carrying fractional fermion numbers, we first illus-
trate the dynamics of a soliton with a non-zero initial momen-
tum. A possible initial state in phase space that achieves this



goal singles out the Goldstone mode v = 0, shifting its mo-
mentum distribution by the amount Py as follows

% (Po*fo)2

- 62 {0y
W (o, ITp) o< e (2 2 %

SRR e A
>NHC (N) (83)
v=1

On the other hand, as already mentioned in the discussion
below Eq. (22), the lowest-energy mode v = 0 is the one
responsible for translations of the soliton center coordinate
xo + x(t) = xo + vt, which can be obtained in the continuum
limit by a Lorentz boost. From this perspective, this mode
is treated entirely classically without allowing for any further
fluctuations in phase space. This limit can be achieved by ex-
cluding the Goldstone mode from the Wigner distribution, ab-
sorbing its effect in a time-dependent classical solitonic back-
ground @k ,(r). Equivalently, we can simply set vanishing
widths Géo, G}%O in the above expression, describing an initial
kink that is classically moving towards x,, > 0 for Py < 0.

In the TWA, the leading quantum fluctuations will cause
the soliton to diffuse as it propagates, broadening the classi-
cal trajectory. We want to explore if this movement drags the
fractional fermion charge along with it, and explore this drag-
ging effect quantitatively. Moreover, we would like to under-
stand the effect of adding quantum fluctuations on the Gold-
stone mode, following Eq. (83) with finite-width Gaussians in
phase space. As we show in the upper panel of Fig. 12 a), the
energy density E, = (J,) of the scalar sector (15) is initially
concentrated around the soliton center. When the initial state
in Eq. (83) neglects the effect of zero-point fluctuations in the
Goldstone mode, we only find trajectories that propagate to
the right, the average of which yields the clear propagation of
the soliton as a quasi-particle with a net momentum encoded
in the initial state. Upon a closer inspection, one can see that
the are recurrent ripples in the energy distribution showing
a clear cone-like distribution, which are the consequence of
considering quantum fluctuations, back-reaction and the dis-
cretized nature of the model leading to PN barriers. Even if
the classical soliton is predicted to move entirely ballistically
conserving its localised energy, the quantum version leaves a
track of small ripples due to its interaction with the PN bar-
riers and, moreover, its width around the classical trajectory
spreads due to the ample average over several trajectories. In-
terestingly, the lower panel of Fig. 12 a) shows how the reg-
ularised fermionic charge (36), which is concentrated on the
zero mode, follows the same broadened trajectory as the soli-
ton. We can thus conclude that the moving soliton drags the
fermion charge with it.

Numerically, we have not confirmed the presence of res-
onances where, after the first bounce, the solitons can escape
their mutually attracting potential. Since internal shape modes
are present, this suggests that the addition of the external force
breaks the resonance condition, and energy cannot be trans-
ferred back to the translational modes.

Let us now also consider the effect of quantum fluctuations
on the Goldstone mode, which will lead to more pronounced
deviations from the classical dynamics of a moving soliton.
We now set a non-zero Gaussian width to the v = 0 Gaussians

20

E,
25
2
S
o 1
05
/ ’

s o

-50 0 50 -50 50
n (Quns1) (Quns1)
100
0.05
0.06
80 0.04
60 0.04 0.03
N
40 0.02
0.02
20 0.01
0 0 0
-50 0 50

n

FIG. 12. Single moving soliton and associated charge density. Top
panels: Dynamics of a single soliton with an initial momentum dis-
tribution obtained through TWA. The dashed white lines represent
the light cones x = F=cpt for excitations in the bosonic Hamiltonian,
which has ¢, = 1. Bottom Panels: The corresponding charge density
associated with the fermionic zero-mode follows the kink dynamics.
The dashed white lines represent the light cones x = +¢;t for excita-
tions in the fermionic Hamiltonian, which has ¢ = 2J. We consider
the ground state excitations of the Goldstone mode, a) excluded, b)
included (corresponding to the state in Eq. (83)). Parameters used
are Py = —2, N = 160, @y = 5, dt/a = 0.01, N; = 2000, & /a =5,
Ja =3, ga=0.16.

of Eq. (83). Interestingly, even when the fluctuations in mo-
mentum quadrature are small in comparison to the momentum
shift Py, the fluctuations in the spatial one lead to phase-space
trajectories that can propagate in the opposite direction. In
the upper and lower panels of Fig. 12 b), we show the cor-
responding dynamics in the scalar and fermionic sectors for
the propagating soliton-fermion composite excitation. In the
scalar sector, one clearly observes the effect of the additional
fluctuations on the Goldstone mode: the trajectories that prop-
agate in the opposite direction lead to a causal structure that
also extends to the left of the initial soliton. This is mani-
fested in a symmetric cone-like structure filled by ripples of
the energy density, always inside the causal region defined by
the propagating soliton. On the other hand, the largest contri-
bution to the scalar-field energy and to the femion charge are
still centered around the classical trajectory that moves to the
right. In the lower panel of the figure, we see how the regu-
larised charge is instead not much affected by the extra fluc-
tuations on the Goldstone mode, showing that the zero mode
mosty travels with the soliton wavefront.



V. REAL-TIME COLLISIONS OF HALF-CHARGED
FERMIONS ON SOLITON-ANTISOLITON
CONFIGURATIONS

While a single stationary soliton with its bound zero-mode
demonstrates the phenomenon of charge fractionalization, and
its robustness rests on the topological nature of the excita-
tion, we have seen how quantum fluctuations, back-reaction
and lattice discreteness can lead to spreading, localization and
cone-like ripples once the soliton is quantised and both the
fermion and scalar fields have quantum fluctuations. Hav-
ing characterized the dynamics of initial states with a single-
soliton and a single half-charged fermion using our TWA-fGS
approach, we now begin to study the real-time dynamics of
collisions. We note that a collision between solitons leads
to dynamical phenomena in which the topological nature of
the scalar field configuration can be temporarily lost, and the
topological protection is not guaranteed. Hence, it is not a pri-
ori clear what will happen to the bound half-charges that are
dragged by the moving solitons-antisolitons. Moreover, the
A¢* QFT is not an integrable model, and the collisions are
not expected to be elastic. It thus seems interesting to explore
these collisions in more detail by generalizing our TWA-fGS
studies to the soliton-antisoliton sector.

In this section, we show how the fermionic back-reaction
significantly alters collision dynamics in several ways: it mod-
ifies the effective kink-antikink potential, and we observe the
formation of stable, oscillatory, bound states of the composite
kink-antikink system mediated by the Yukawa coupling to the
fermions. Moreover, we probe the stability of the fractional
charge distribution during the collision. We first describe a
classical approximation of the scalar field, and later add the ef-
fect of scalar field ground-state fluctuations. Beyond classical
simulations, the TWA approach reveals how quantum fluctua-
tions in the scalar field smear out the energy distribution in the
system, allowing individual trajectories to escape the mutual
attracting potential of the solitons.

A. Classical collisions in the continuum A ¢* model

Let us start revisiting classical soliton collisions in the con-
tinuum A ¢* theory, where one can find different behaviors de-
pending on the relative initial velocities of the colliding pair
of kink and antikink solitons, which are not transparent to
each other but interact during the collision. In principle, soli-
tons can either reflect from one another or form a bound state
[181]. This clearly contrasts with solitons in integrable mod-
els, such as the sine-Gordon model, which do not interact with
one another and can thus pass through each other during the
collision with their final velocities after interaction remaining
unchanged [182]. Kinks and antikinks of the A¢* do not pass
through each other but interact and, in doing so, there appears
a finite region where the scalar field differs from its vacuum
value, growing with the separation between kinks once they
exchange their position.

In general terms, above a critical relative velocity v, with
which the solitons are initially approaching each other, the
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kinks will always reflect after the collision. Due to the non-
integrable nature of the model, the initial and final veloci-
ties after a reflection will differ, with some energy being re-
leased/dispersed into other modes as phonons of the contin-
uum portion of the spectrum [127]. If the kinetic energy is
instead below some threshold value, then a long-lived oscilla-
tory mode appears that is spatially localized [183], sometimes
referred to as a “bion” [181, 184]. In a simplified model of
kink-antikink collisions, this state can be understood as a re-
sult of their mutual attraction. These oscillatory modes are
long-lived excitations capable of decaying towards the non-
topological vacuum state by emitting radiation [121].

In the intermediate region of initial kink-antikink velocities,
there is an alternating sequence of these reflective and bound-
state behaviors [185]. For velocities above v,, the kinks reflect
from one another after collision. In contrast, within the inter-
mediate region, the kinks collide and then separate a finite
distance, being trapped due to their attractive potential. In this
process, some energy of the Goldstone mode is transferred to
the internal modes that only change the shape of the solitons,
causing oscillations of the kinks. After a second collision, if
enough energy is transferred back to their Goldstone modes,
the kinks can escape their mutually induced potential, this is
usually called a 2-bounce escape window [127].

B. Classical kink-antikink collisions on the lattice

In this section, we analyze the effect the Yukawa coupling
has on the classical dynamics of the collisions on the lattice.
In this context, classical means that we solve the set of or-
dinary differential equations (77)-(78) without sampling over
any phase-space distribution. Strictly speaking, the fermionic
state corresponding to a filled Fermi sea is non-classical due to
both quantum statics and its entanglement content. Hence, the
classicality here refers to the scalar-field sector. To describe
binary collisions, it is always possible to choose a frame of
reference in which both kink and antikink move towards each
other with opposite speeds, such that the c-number conjugate
fields on the lattice at the initial instant of time read

Doy =Py, Mow =-Totyy?,  (84)

where we have introduced

P, = —Potanh <and/2) +®p tanh <an+d/2) — .
’ o o
In the two-soliton system described by Eq. (84), the zero-
energy eigenmode after linearization [cf. Eq. (22)] is doubly
degenerate, representing the Goldstone modes of each soli-
ton. When the solitons are separated by a large distance, these
normal modes are independent and spatially localized at each
soliton. However, for short separations, the doubly degener-

ate pair corresponds to the even and odd ///;_ b(e> , ///; ‘1(0) com-
binations of the Goldstone modes localized at each soliton.
To obtain propagating solutions, we consider an initial state

with a momentum that is proportional to the even Goldstone
mode ///f_ ’O(e>. For a kink-antikink configuration, this initial
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FIG. 13. Kink-antikink Born-Oppenheimer potential: a) Differ-
ent field configurations for varying distances in the kink antikink sys-
tem, labeled by evolving instants of time 7y — #4. The dashed gray
lines indicate the two SSB vacuum expectation values connected
through the kinks and anti-kinks. Note how for negative distance
d(t), there is an extensive region (length growing with |d(¢)|) with
an energy P, different from that of the vacuum, causing the energy
of this configuration to grow linearly with the distance. Parameters
used are: N =160, &g =1, £ /a =3, Ja = 1. b) Potential energy of
the scalar field as a function of the distance between the two solitons.
Here, the interaction g increases the depth of the potential well act-
ing at short distances. For each g, we subtract the energy of the non-
interacting solitons (infinite distance). Parameters used are N = 160,
Dy=3,&/a=3,Ja=1.

momentum distribution will cause the soliton and anti-solitons
to move towards each other and eventually collide.

Following the approach used for the single-soliton case
and the PN potential, we start by calculating an effective
kink-antikink interaction potential Vi (d) using the Born-
Oppenheimer adiabatic approximation.  Starting from a
steady-state two-soliton configuration, varying the kink and
antikink centers and interpolating, we can estimate this in-
teraction by integrating the classical energy density, as de-
picted in Fig. 13 for various Yukawa couplings. In the non-
interacting limit g = 0, we recover the usual attractive po-
tential acting at short distances [186]. The effect of a non-
vanishing Yukawa coupling is to increase the depth of this
potential well as a consequence of the back-reaction, parallel-
ing the situation discussed for the single soliton in and the PN
barriers in Fig. 8(a). This means that as the distance between
solitons decreases and energy is dispersed as phonons of the
continuum modes, escaping the bound state will require more
energy to be transferred back to the center of mass mode as g
increases. Note that, for the large values of &y/a used in this
case, we are effectively close to the continuum limit and this
potential does not display any additional PN barrier due to the
discreteness of the lattice.

Let us analyze the form of Vyg(d) in more detail. As ex-
pected, Vg (d) — 0 for d > a, showing that distant solitons
do not feel each other, and one can define asymptotic in-out
scattering states using the knowledge gathered for the single-
soliton solutions of the previous section. As the kink-antikink
pair gets closer, they start to feel the deformation of the vac-
uum arising from each other, and effectively feel an attrac-
tive potential for d;Vig(d) < 0 for d ~ a. On the other hand,
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when the kink and anti-kink swap places d < 0O, they feel a
linearly rising repulsive potential Vyg(d) = od for d < 1,
which is due to the energy penalty of leaving an excited re-
gion of length d in between them (see Fig. 13-a)). This part
is similar to an effective string tension in the context of gauge
theories, but only extends to the d < 0 half plane, and in gen-
eral leads to a repulsive barrier such that the kink and antikink
will bounce from each other. There is, however, also the possi-
bility that the collision hits a resonant bound state that would
remain trapped inside the potential well at intermediate dis-
tances d ~ a. This intuition will turn out to be useful when
analyzing the dynamical results.

1. Soliton collisional dynamics

In Fig. 14-a)-d) we show the classical time evolution of the
scalar field energy density. For vanishing Yukawa coupling
g = 0, we recover the usual dynamics for soliton-antisoliton
collisions, where kinks bounce off each other at large initial
speeds. We see that the energy density of the kink and an-
tikink travels without distortion towards the colliding coordi-
nate, here set to n = 0. At the collision, the linearly-rising
potential for d < 0 leads to a local energy burst at the cen-
ter, which is followed by the bouncing of the solitons that
are expelled into outgoing directions. During the collision,
an internal shape mode of the kink and antikink gets excited,
which is manifested by the energy oscillations shown in the
outward cone, and by the slight tilting of this cone with re-
spect to the incoming one, showing that the propagation ve-
locity decreases after the collision.

When switching the Yukawa coupling g # 0, each of these
solitons carries a fractionally-charged fermion as described in
the previous sections, provided that both zero-energy fermion
states are occupied in the initial state. By increasing the
Yukawa coupling strength as in Fig. 14-b), we observe a sim-
ilar behaviour as before, but there is a clear decrease in the
kinetic energy after the collision. This can be attributed to the
effect of back-reaction and an increased inertia of the kink-
antikink pair due to excited fermions during the collision. By
further increasing g, as in Fig. 14-c), we find that after a col-
lision and an initial bouncing, the kink and antikink can re-
flect back by reversing their speeds due to their mutual attrac-
tion within the potential well (see Fig. 13). This leads to a
second collision but, due to the pinning mechanism induced
by the Yukawa coupling, the composite state never reaches
enough energy to escape the potential well bound state af-
ter the second collision, and remains in a bound sate show-
ing persistent oscillations. This is the bound state referred to
as a “bion” [181]. Finally, even for large values of g, we can
clearly identify the bion, as the system develops long-lived pe-
riodic oscillations of a the bound kink-antikink, as we show in
Fig. 14-d). In the following subsection, we will analyze this
confinement mechanism from the perspective of the fractional
charge.

Within this classical approximation of the coupled scalar
field and fermion system, increasing g has approximately the
same effect as reducing the kinetic energy of the initial state
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FIG. 14. Classical and quantum-mechanical soliton collisions: Top panels: Classical motion of kink-antikink system. Parameters used are
®y)=5,&/a=5,Ja=3,dr/a=0.1,and ga € {0.02,0.12, 0.18, 0.24} for figures a)-d) respectively. Bottom panels: First quantum corrections
to the classical description of kink-antikink collisions, computed using TWA-fGS with N, = 10* trajectories, for the same parameters as in
Figs. a)-d). The white dashed lines show the effective light cones for the bosonic system, separating the causally disconnected and connected
regions with respect to the collision.
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FIG. 15. Domain walls in the scalar fermion condensate during soliton collisions. Top panels: Domain walls in the scalar fermion con-
densate during the kink-antikink collisions, computed using the classical scalar field dynamics and a single trajectory for the fGS. Parameters
used are @) =5, & /a=5,Ja=3,dt/a=0.1, and ga € {0.02,0.12,0.18, 0.24} for figures a)-d) respectively. Bottom panels: First quantum
corrections to the classical dynamics of the top panels, computed with the TWA with N; = 10* trajectories. The dashed white lines show the
effective light cones for the fermionic system centered at the collision.



in the purely A¢* theory. This, in turn, is consistent with
the adiabatic interpretation of the coupling acting as an effec-
tive Peierls-Nabarro barrier for the dynamics of each soliton.
There is, however, a difference between the non-interacting
solitons and this system, since here we have not observed an
energy transfer to the Goldstone mode after the second bounce
when the initial speed is below the critical velocity. Let us
close this part by noting that, upon a closer inspection of the
contour plots of the energy densities, one can notice the ap-
pearance of ripples. These are present even in the continuum
A¢*, as a consequence of the kink-antikink configuration not
being a steady state of the equations of motion, and demon-
strate how energy is dissipated into different motional modes,
resulting in the decrease in speed after the collision.

2. Fractional-charge collisional dynamics

To study the dynamics of the fermionic zero-mode, we start
by focusing on the domain walls in the scalar fermion conden-
sate

(W) w(x,)) = <X;,,_1X2n71> - <X;nx2n>7 (86)

which are defined within the two-site unit cells n €
{1,---N/2}, in Fig. 15-a)-d). By studying the scalar fermion
condensate, we observe how the domain walls approximately
follow the scalar field. During the collision, the domain walls
momentarily disappear when the scalar field passes through
the symmetry-broken ground state and reappear after the soli-
tons bounce back from each other, demonstrating the robust-
ness of the fermion states. Note, however, that the magnitude
of these domain walls increases with g.

When looking at the integrated charge instead, after the col-
lision, there are small domain walls propagating at approxi-
mately the maximum group velocity of the fermionic Hamil-
tonian in Eq. (28) for the symmetry-broken ground state. This
can be understood as the system being in an excited state for
a short time during the collision: If we assume a conserved
fermion number, then when the scalar field goes through the
symmetry-broken ground state, there are two excited fermion
states that get occupied as a consequence of the scattering.

Suppose now that the maximum group velocity is larger
than the soliton’s final speed (upper-bounded by its initial
speed). In that case, these domain walls propagate faster than
the soliton, rapidly reaching the boundaries and bringing the
onset of finite-size errors. Therefore, to observe the fractional
charge using Eq. (35), it is enough to consider solitons moving
with initial speeds v; larger than the maximum group velocity,
ie., [vi| > |[ve| > max(|vg|).

Let us now focus on the accumulated charge (37), address-
ing how the fractional charges are distributed within the kink
and anti-kink, and how they get redistributed as a consequence
of the collision. We show in Fig. 16 that the accumulated
charge has two jumps of 1/2 as one moves across the kink and
then the antikink, leading to a total excess of charge AQy = 1.
In the incoming region, this charge is sharply localized into
two lumps of 1/2 that are dragged by the solitons towards each
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FIG. 16. Comparison of fractional charge dynamics for slow and
fast fermions. Accumulated charge for a) slow (Ja = 0.3), and b)
fast (Ja = 3.0) fermions. The rest of parameters used are N = 160,
®y=5,&/a=5, ga=0.06,dt/a=0.1, Py = —2. In b), the small
excitations transported at approximately the maximum group veloc-
ity are captured by the accumulated charge AQ,, even though the
domain walls in the scalar fermion condensate still approximately
follow soliton dynamics.

other, and then redistributed into two outgoing fronts that sep-
arate from each other after the kink and antikink bounce off
each other (see Fig. 16a)).

We have found that the resulting dynamics of the fractional
charges after the collision depend on the fermionic tunneling
strength J in an unprecedented manner. On the basis of the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation, one would naively expect
that in the large-J limit, the fermions adapt instantaneously
and follow the solitons after the collision. However, this col-
lision is not elastic and the energy typically gets redistributed
into shape modes of the soliton, ripples of the scalar-field en-
ergy, and, crucially for the current discussion, fermionic ex-
citations described at the mean-field level by a gapped energy
band of bandwidth J. As a consequence, for large J, it is pos-
sible to excite fermionic particle-anti-particle pairs that travel
along opposite fronts and propagate much faster than the in-
coming ones. This situation is depicted in Fig. 16b), where
the accumulated charge density AQ,, clearly shows steps of
1/2 localized at the fast propagating fermionic wavefronts.
This case is even more dramatic as, for these specific pa-
rameters, the kink and antikink in the scalar sector are left
in a bound state after the collision. We thus see that the half
charges, which are always confined to the kink or antikink in
the single-soliton regime forming a composite excitation, can
get released after a collision and completely decouple from
the soliton dynamics.

C. Smearing of collisions by quantum fluctuations

Let us now introduce quantum fluctuations in the bosonic
sector, and generalise our TWA-fGS approach to the case of
soliton collisions, which requires defining the initial Wigner
function for the scalar sector and the corresponding correla-
tion matrix (80) for the fermionic Gaussian state. In analogy
to the single-soliton case (74), the former is obtained by di-
agonalizing the small-amplitude expansion of the scalar-field
Hamiltonian, but this time using the kink-antikink profile in



the resulting elasticity matrix K(®x) — K(Pygg) (75). We
note that the two individual Goldstone modes around each
soliton are almost degenerate for sufficiently large distances.
Hence, the lowest-lying eigenmodes of this elasticity matrix
are their symmetric (even) and antisymmetric (odd) superpo-

sitions ///,? ‘ée),//[; ’1(0). We can then write an initial Wigner

distribution describing the kink-antikink pair as

2 Ry 2 2 2 2
7(259 +(Pozol;()) ) _<2f21 503 >N71 _<2Q{ +2P‘é )
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where we give a non-zero momentum to the even Goldstone
mode, such that these solitons approach each other eventually
leading to a collision. As commented in the single-soliton
case, an initial state projection onto the Goldstone mode will
induce trajectories in which the kinks can travel in both direc-
tions, leading to enlarge ripples within a symmetric light cone.
To get closer to the classical regime of the previous section,
studying controlled soliton collisions within the framework of
the TWA, we can set the fluctuations of the Goldstone modes
{O'év ,0p,; bv=0,1 close to zero. The quantum fluctuations will
be thus introduced by the remaining modes. We explicitly set
the occupations of the odd (v = 1) mode to zero, on top of
adding a mean momentum of Il to the initial state occupa-
tion of the even Goldstone mode, thus including zero-point
fluctuations to the classical scalar field dynamics of Section
V B. The choice of this initial state could be justified by post-
selection of colliding trajectories.

In panels e)-f) of Figs. 14 and 15, we show the results of
incorporating leading quantum fluctuations to the collisional
dynamics previously studied classically, using the TWA-fGS
fraemwork. The most noticeable effects appear after the soli-
tons collide, where the final expectation values of the scalar
field are in general smeared out by the quantum fluctua-
tions. However, the almost-elastic and deep-inelastic collision
regimes can be clearly distinguished for weak and strong in-
teractions. The intermediate regime, where the classical soli-
tons show a second collision after being initially separated,
exhibits a mixture of both regimes. Here, some soliton tra-
jectories can escape their mutual potential well with the ad-
ditional kinetic energy from zero-point fluctuations. Still, we
observe that bion formation mediated by the Yukawa coupling
persists even when quantum fluctuations are considered, as in
Fig. 14-h). The corresponding fermion scalar condensate of
Fig. 15-h) shows how the Dirac field reacts to these quantum
fluctuations during the collision. We see that the non-zero
values of this condensate are mainly localised within the bion
excitation of the scalalr field. In general (see other panels of
Fig. 15), when considering the effects of ground state quantum
fluctuations on the scalar condensate, we observe the same ef-
fect of smeared boundaries of the wavefronts, while still ob-
serving a clear correspondence between these domain walls
and the scalar field expectation values.

Let us close this subsection by noting that we have numer-
ically found that, when only one of the fermionic zero-modes
is occupied, the interaction strength required to capture the
solitons in the potential well of Fig. 13 needs to be increased.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have studied the real-time dynamics of a trapped-ion
regularization of of the Jackiw-Rebbi model, where the scalar
field appears after coarse graining the quantized vibrations
around a zigzag Coulomb crystal, and can thus present quan-
tum fluctuations beyond the typical classical limit in which it
is considered a fixed background field. This coarse graining is
valid in the vicinity of a structural transition in which quartic
interactions become relevant, and one can design a quantum
simulator of a self-interacting scalar field that is additionally
coupled to a Dirac field encoded in a pair of internal elec-
tronic states via a Jordan-Wigner tarnsformation. We have
discussed how using laser-induced couplings, one can exploit
a specific form of phonon-mediated interactions and spin-
dependent forces that emulate the relativistic fermion-boson
dynamics of a Yukawa field theory in D = 1 4 1 dimensions.
Leveraging on previous observations of topological solitons
in this platform, we have argued that this quantum simulator
offers a promising platform to also observe the biding of frac-
tional fermion charges, exploring the real-time dynamics of
the composite system to observe phenomena that arise from
the inclusion of quantum fluctuations and back-reaction.

We have presented an analysis of these possible dynami-
cal effects that goes beyond the above crude classical approx-
imation of the soliton, and also beyond an adiabatic Born-
Oppenheimer treatment that assumes that all back-reaction
can be understood by assuming that the Dirac fermions adapt
instantaneously to changes of the soliton background. By
including quantum fluctuations through a truncated Wigner
approximation combined with fermionic Gaussian states, we
find that an initially localized kink typically spreads with time
leading to diffusive behavior. As the Yukawa coupling in-
creases, we find that the back-reaction of the fermions onto
the soliton inhibits this diffusion, and that the soliton with a
bound fractional charge remain localized in a minimum of the
Peierls-Nabarro potential. Our simulations demonstrate that
for sufficiently strong coupling the fractional fermion charge
is robustly bound to the soliton, with the charge density profile
remaining spatially locked to the kink’s center.

We have also explored the scattering of a pair of frac-
tional charges bound to a soliton and anti-soliton configu-
ration. In the adiabatic limit, we have reported how the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation predicts a scattering po-
tential with both closed and open channels. We have seen
that, depending on the Yukawa coupling strength, classi-
cal predictions of these collisions go from an almost elas-
tic regime where internal breathing-like ripples also get ex-
cited, to highly inelastic regimes in which the soliton-anti-
soliton pair forms a composite confined excitation known as a
bion that oscillates periodically leading to further subsequent
collisions. When including quantum fluctuations and back-
reaction using our methods, we have found remnants of these
classical scattering regimes, in which the fluctuations tend to
smoothen the colliding trajectories. Still, we find that the
elastic versus inelastic regimes can be clearly differentiated,
and that the appearance of bions survives quantization. This
rich interplay of quantum fluctuations and back-reaction can



be explored through observables that are directly accessible in
trapped-ion experiments through fluorescence, sideband spec-
troscopy, and in-situ imaging of the zigzag order parameter.

Future work could extend beyond the above semiclassi-
cal approximation, tracking genuine quantum correlations and
entanglement growth between fermionic and bosonic sectors,
as well as non-Gaussian effects. Monitoring the time evolu-
tion of entanglement entropy, or bipartite fermionboson entan-
glement across the kink, would shed light on localization, de-
coherence, and thermalization in quantum field theories. Ex-
ploring stronger couplings and long-range interactions would
open the door to simulating richer models such as the Gross—
Neveu or massive Thirring theories, including phenomena like
dynamical mass generation. Overall, this work establishes a
framework for the quantum simulation of interacting relativis-
tic field theories with trapped ions, showing how fractionaliza-
tion, topology, and back-reaction can be probed in real time,
and paving the way toward quantum simulations of more com-
plex relativistic field theories.
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