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We analyze a class of one-dimensional quantum systems characterized by a position-
dependent kinetic term arising as the continuum limit of an inhomogeneous tight-binding
model with spatially varying hopping amplitudes. In this limit, the Schrédinger equa-
tion takes the so-called BenDaniel-Duke form with an effective mass, scaling as mg (x) =
Mmegr |x|%, with & > 0, leading to a framework we term “sluggish quantum mechanics,”
where particle motion is progressively suppressed at larger distances. For the case with
no external confinement, we obtain the eigenfunctions and the quantum propagator ex-
actly. In the presence of a confining potential Ve (x) = e (x) 0?x? = Lm0 |x[*F2,
we show that the model remains exactly solvable and obtain the spectral properties and
the propagator analytically. We then investigate the problem of N noninteracting spinless
fermions in the trap, determining the many-body ground-state wavefunction and the joint
probability density function of the positions of the N fermions. We show that the many-
body quantum probability density in the ground state forms a determinantal point process
whose correlation kernel can be computed for any N, giving access to the average density
as well as higher-order correlation functions for any finite N. Moreover, we analyze the
scaling form of this kernel in the large-N limit in the bulk, near the edge, and close
to the origin. Our results show that the scaled average density profile for large N has a
finite support symmetric with respect to the origin, but has a nonmonotonic shape with a
vanishing minimum at the origin for any « > 0. One of the key findings of our work is that
the scaled kernel near the origin x = 0 for & > 0 is neither the Bessel nor the Airy kernel
(that are standard for trapped fermions), but is new, and is given by a sum of two Bessel
kernels with different indices. Our results thus provide a framework relevant to engineered
optical lattices with position-dependent tunneling.
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GIUSEPPE DEL VECCHIO DEL VECCHIO et al.

I. INTRODUCTION

Advances in ultracold-atom experiments have made it possible to realize various one-
dimensional quantum lattice models on optical lattices [1-7]. These quantum lattice models are
generically described by tight-binding type Hamiltonians that are characterized by an on-site
potential and hopping amplitude across the bonds. A system with a uniform on-site potential,
hopping amplitude, and a lattice spacing § is usually constructed by using two counterpropagating
laser beams, whose interference pattern forms a cosine potential V (x) =V cosz(nx/ 8), where Vj
is the depth of the potential [8,9]. Interestingly, space-dependent (nonuniform) onsite potentials ¢;
have also been experimentally realized, which form test beds for understanding various exotic phe-
nomena such as localization and phase transition [10—13]. Moreover, using precise programmable
techniques, one can engineer both space-dependent on-site energies and bond-dependent tunneling
[14-17].

When the external potential V (x) consists of a sequence of deep potential wells, whose minima
are separated by some characteristic length scale 8, it is very useful and justified to approximate the
Schrodinger equation in terms of an effective localized basis. In this localized basis, the quantum
particle tunnels from one minimum to another, effectively making a quantum lattice model with a
lattice spacing §. In the tight-binding approximation, tunneling only between nearest neighbors is
considered. By suitably considering a space-dependent hopping element, taking the limit of lattice
spacing tending to zero and hopping strength to infinity, one can arrive at a Schrodinger equation for
the coarse-grained lattice description, with a space-dependent effective mass m.g(x) as (see Sec. II)

2
ihaw(x,z)_ 8< h Bw(x,t)). 0

ot Ox \2me(x)  Ox
The operator —8x(h2 /[2me(x)]0,) in Eq. (1) generalizes the standard kinetic-energy operator
—[r*/ (2m)]d2 to the case of a spatially varying effective mass. Interestingly, the Schrodinger
equation in Eq. (1), with a spatially dependent effective mass, corresponds to the BenDaniel-Duke
form [18]. This operator arises naturally in the study of electron tunneling across semimetal
and semiconductor heterojunctions. Alternative Hermitian (self-adjoint) kinetic-energy operators
with position-dependent effective mass have also been proposed and analyzed in related contexts
[19-24]. In most studies of semiconductor heterostructures, however, the effective mass is assumed
to be piecewise constant, i.e., uniform within each layer and discontinuous only at interfaces. In
this paper, we consider the spatially varying effective mass of the form mg(x) = meg |x|%, where
o > 0 and meg on the right-hand side is a constant. This may be envisioned as the continuum
limit of a heterostructure composed of a very large number of dissimilar layers, leading to a
smoothly varying effective mass. As discussed earlier, similar spatial variations of the effective
mass can also be engineered in ultracold-atom systems, where the tunneling amplitude in an
optical lattice depends sensitively on the local lattice depth and can be controlled in space using
shaped optical potentials or digital micromirror devices [14—17]. Moreover, the latest technological
advances allow to probe ultracold Fermi gases directly in the continuum, making the Schrodinger
equation (1) a potentially realizable setup, for both many-body Fermi systems [25,26] and at the
level of a single particle [27,28]. The increase of the effective mass scales as mieg (x) = mieg |X|*
with distance implies that the kinetic motion becomes progressively suppressed at large distances.
In other words, the particle becomes “heavy” as it moves further from the origin, thereby making
it sluggish at larger distances. The effective mass mg(x) — 0 as x — 0 is, of course, not physical.
For a realistic situation, meg(x — 0) should approach a nonzero value, which can be accounted
by considering meg(x) = m + meg |x|*, where m is the bare mass of the quantum particle. As we
will see later, exact analytical calculations can be carried out for the case m = 0, but they are much
harder for m # 0. It is then natural to wonder the range of validity of the m = 0 results when the bare
mass m is nonzero. Indeed, the presence of a finite m introduces a length scale & ~ m!/% around the
origin, which is small if m is small. The m = 0 are valid in the spatial regime when x > £. However,
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if x < &, we expect that the m = 0 results will no longer hold. In the rest of the paper, we will hence
assume that we work in regimes where x > £&.

A natural and interesting question, therefore, is how this form of sluggish quantum mechanics
(for @ > 0) modifies the plane-wave eigenfunctions ¢’** of a conventional free quantum particle
having a constant mass. Moreover, in the presence of an external confining potential Ve (x), the
Schrodinger equation in Eq. (1) modifies to

ihﬂlﬁ(x,t) _ d (D(X)BW(x,t)

at i ax

) + Vext ()Y (x, 1), 2)
with D(x) = hz/ [2mer(x)]. For the o = 0 case, the Schrodinger equation (2) with D(x) = Dy =
K2 /(2meg ), reduces to the standard Schrodinger equation discussed in textbooks [29,30]. In partic-
ular, the harmonic potential Vex(x) = %meff w?x? has found relevance in a wide range of contexts,
both theoretically and experimentally. Therefore, it is natural to ask whether there exists a class of
external potentials Vex (x) for which the Schrodinger equation (2) admits exact analytical solutions
for o > 0. Finally, for the o = 0 case, noninteracting spinless fermions in a harmonic potential
constitute a fundamental and an exactly solvable many-body system whose ground state and the
kernel are deeply connected to the random matrix theory (RMT) [31-38]. In particular, the joint
probability density function (JPDF) of the positions of the fermions coincides with that of the
eigenvalues of the Gaussian unitary ensemble, leading to the Wigner semicircle law for the density
profile in the thermodynamic limit [39,40]. It is, therefore, natural to address these questions for
noninteracting spinless sluggish fermions in a trap for o > 0.

Before proceeding further, we would like to make some important comments on a classical coun-
terpart of the quantum mechanical problem considered here. A closely related notion of sluggish
dynamics has been explored in classical stochastic systems [41-50], particularly, in the context of
diffusion in heterogeneous media [51,52], where the mobility or the diffusivity or both are space
dependent. In such classical inhomogeneous systems, several variants of the diffusion equation are
possible. Moreover, the diffusion operator need not be self-adjoint, unlike its quantum counterpart,
which must be Hermitian. Two common examples of diffusion equations in inhomogeneous media
are [53] 0,P(x,t) = 0,[D(x)0,P(x,t)] and 0,P(x,t) = Bf[D(x)P(x, t)]. The former equation with
D(x) ~ |x|~¢ is the classical analog of the quantum mechanical problem studied here. This class
of models has been used to describe transport in disordered systems, crowded environments, and
heterogeneous materials, where particles effectively become less mobile as they move away from
certain regions. The quantum evolution equation in Eq. (1) may be viewed as a natural quantized
analog of such classical sluggish diffusion described by 9, P(x, t) = 9,[D(x)9,P(x, t)], with the role
of the diffusion coefficient played by D(x) = R’ /[2megr(x)]. In this sense, our work provides a
quantum generalization of the classical sluggish dynamics, enabling the exploration of quantum
interference, spectral properties (eigenvalues and eigenvectors), and many-body quantum effects in
systems with position-dependent diffusivity.

The main results of our paper are summarized as follows:

(1) We find the eigenfunctions and the quantum propagator for the sluggish quantum particle
in one dimension, in the absence of an external potential, for the Schrodinger equation given by

Eq. (1).
(2) We find the eigenfunctions ¥ (x) and the propagator for the Schrodinger equation (2), in the
presence of the external potential Vexe = %meff a)2|x|"‘+2.

(3) We consider the many-body ground state of N spinless noninteracting fermions in the exter-
nal potential Vey = %meff w?*|x|*t%. The many-body ground-state wavefunction is given by the Slater
determinant of the single-particle eigenfunctions ¥ (x). Consequently, the joint probability density
function of the positions of N fermions can be written as a determinant # deti< 1 <v Kn(xj, x1)

of the so-called quantum kernel Ky(x,y) = ivz_ol Y7 ()Y (y). In fact, these fermions form a
“determinantal point process,” where any n-point spatial correlation function can also be written
as a determinant det; ; ; <, Kn(x}, x7) of the kernel. We obtain Ky (x, y) exactly for the full space
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x € (—o00, 00). Subsequently, we obtain the density profile in the large-N limit. We also analyze
the scaling behavior of the kernel in the bulk, edge, and near the origin. We show that the scaled
kernel near the origin x = 0 for « > 0 is neither the Bessel nor the Airy kernel (that are standard for
trapped fermions), but is new, and is given by a sum of two Bessel kernels with different indices.

(4) We explicitly obtain the many-body ground-state wavefunction, and consequently, the JPDF
of the position of the N fermions, for the half-space x € (0, co). In this case, the JPDF can be
explicitly obtained if we construct the Slater determinant out of either only the odd sectors or only
the even sectors.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we derive the sluggish Schrodinger
equation (1) by taking an appropriate continuum limit. We then solve the Schrodinger equa-
tion (1) to obtain its eigenfunctions and the full propagator in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we obtain
the eigenfunctions and also the propagator of the Schrodinger equation (2) in the presence of
the potential Ve (x) = %meff ®?*|x|*t2. In Sec. IVD, we discuss a mapping that transforms the
sluggish Schrodinger equation to the standard one with an effective potential given as a sum of
harmonic and inverse square potential. Before discussing the many-body ground state of the sluggish
quantum problem in an external confinement, we first recapitulate the ground-state properties of
N noninteracting spinless fermions in a harmonic potential with &« = 0 in Sec. V. Section VI is
devoted to studying the many-body ground state of N noninteracting spinless sluggish fermions
in an external trap Ve (x) = $mefr |x|*T2. In Sec. VIA, we discuss the joint probability density
function of the positions and the quantum correlation kernel. Using the kernel, we obtain the density
profile in Sec. VI B. Section VIC is devoted to the kernel and its scaling behavior in the bulk, edge,
and near the origin. We obtain the many-body wavefunction in the half-space x € (0, co) explicitly
in Sec. VID. Finally, we conclude with an outlook in Sec. VII. Certain details are relegated to the
Appendix.

IL. DERIVATION OF THE SLUGGISH SCHRODINGER EQUATION

The Schrodinger equation for the evolution of any quantum state |1/ (7)) is given by

)
tho W () = H |y 1)) 3)

In the position basis |x), the Hamiltonian for a single quantum particle in a potential V (x) is diagonal
and is given by

m? 92
H, = x|H|x) = ——— +V(x). 4
(lHIx) = =22 +V (@) 4)
Therefore, the wavefunction ¥ (x, 1) = (x|{(¢)) of a quantum particle in an external potential V (x)
becomes

ihBW(x,t)

o Heyr(x, 1). (&)

Consider that the external potential V (x) consists of a sequence of deep potential wells, whose
minima {x;} are separated by some characteristic length scale é. In this case, the quantum particle is
mostly localized around the minima, and therefore, it is more convenient to describe the Schrodinger
equation (3) in an effective localized basis |x;), with the Hamiltonian H = Zi, i 1) (il H Lxg) (x.
In the nearest neighbor tight-binding approximation, H; ; = (x;|H |x;) is given by

0, for |x; — x;j| > 8,
H;; = qalx,x; £8), for x; =x x4, (6)
b(x;, 9), for i = j,
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with H;; = H; ;. The hopping elements can, in principle, be computed from

a(x, x +8) = f " dx " (s OH G (3t + 5, %) )
and
b, §) = / " dx (s OHL (), ®)

where H, is given in Eq. (4) and ¢(x;, x) = (x]x;) is a localized function around the minimum
x;, which depends on § and the depth of the trap. For a periodic potential V (x), the localized
wavefunctions ¢ (x;, x) are the so-called Wannier functions [54].

The time-dependent Schrddinger equation (3) in the localized basis |x;) can be written as

0 wtb(

. Xi, 1)
ih——" =;Hi,j1/f[b<xj,r>, 9)

where the subscript “tb” stands for tight binding and v (x;, 1) = (x;|¥ (¢)) is the projection of the
state |/ (¢)) to the localized basis and H;; given in Eq. (6). It is easy to see that the position-
basis wavefunction ¥ (x, t) and the tight-binding wavefunction v (x;, ) are related by ¥ (x, ) =

> Vo (xi, 1) @(x;, x).

We now assume that the hopping elements have the form
J
a(x;, x; £6) = —E[D(xi)JrD(xi +4)] (10)

and the onsite term
b(x;, 8) = —la(x;, x; + 8) + a(x;, x; — §)]. (11)

The tight-binding Hamiltonian in Eq. (6) can be written as

H = la(x; + 8, x) %) (x; + 8] + a(xi, xi + 8) [xi + 8) (x|

— (alx;, x; +8) + alx;, x; — 8)) |x;) (xil]. (12)
Therefore, the Schrodinger equation (9) of the tight-binding model becomes

il
lh awtb(xlv )

o =a(x;, x;i + )Yw(x; +8,1) + alx;, x; — )V (x; — 8,1)

— la(xi, xi + 6) + a(x;, xi — )Y (xi, 1). (13)

We now take the continuum limit of the tight-binding Schrodinger equation (13) by letting the lattice
spacing § — 0. Expanding the right-hand side of Eq. (13) in a Taylor series in §, one finds that the
terms of order O(8°) and O(8) cancel identically, and the leading nonvanishing contribution appears
at order O(82).

Using the expression for a(x;, x; + §) from Eq. (10), together with

d J
a(x;, x; + 8)[s—o = —JD(x;), [_a(Xi’y)} = —=D'(x), (14)
ay y—>X; 2
the Taylor expansion of Eq. (13) yields
d it 0 il 92 it
) g iy PO g py T o, as)
Xi X;

where 0(82) denotes terms of higher order than O(8?).
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In the limit § — 0 and J — oo, keeping 62/ = 1 fixed, the higher-order terms J 0(5?) vanish,
and we get the following effective Schrodinger equation:

VD) _i(D(xi)M) (16)
ot ox; x;

In this continuum limit, x; in Eq. (16) becomes a continuous variable. With a slight abuse of notation,
we drop the subscript i from x; and replace it with x. We also omit the subscript “tb” in ¥, and
denote Yy, (x;, t) simply by ¥ (x, ¢), and rewrite Eq. (16) in the standard notation as

p2Pen —3<D(x)—8¢(x’t)). (17
ot ox ox

Equation (17) is identical to Eq. (1), with the identification D(x) = 12 /[2meg (x)]. In addition to the
sequence of potential wells V (x), if there is a slowly varying confining potential V., (x) in Eq. (5),
the resulting sluggish Schrodinger equation yields Eq. (2).

We emphasize that the variable x in Eqgs. (1) and (2) emerges from the coarse-grained lattice
description and should not be identified with the microscopic spatial variable appearing in the
original Schrodinger equation (5). Although we denote both by the same symbol to cast Egs. (1)
and (2) in the standard well-known form, these equations and Eq. (5) belong to two different levels
of description. For the rest of the paper, the function v (x, ¢) should be identified with the continuum
limit of the tight-binding wavefunction ¥, (x;, t), and not with the position-basis wavefunction in
Eq. (5). In this paper, we consider a position-dependent coefficient of the form D(x) = Dy/|x|%,
witha > 0.

For the special case « = 0, Eq. (17) reduces to the Schrodinger equation for a free particle with
an effective mass meg, i.e., Eq. (5) with V(x) = 0, upon identifying Dy = R /(2meg). In other
words, for a periodic potential V (x) whose wells have uniform depth in space—so that both the
hopping amplitudes and the onsite energies in the corresponding tight-binding model are spatially
independent—the continuum limit of the tight-binding Schrodinger equation reduces to that of a
free particle with an effective mass mg [55]. For & > 0, as mentioned earlier, the quantum particle
becomes “heavy” at larger distances, and the quantum dynamics becomes sluggish.

In the next section (Sec. III), we solve for eigenfunctions of the sluggish Schrédinger equa-
tion (1), i.e., the free case [which is the same as Eq. (17)], and use them to obtain the propagator.

III. SLUGGISH QUANTUM PARTICLE WITHOUT EXTERNAL POTENTIAL

The general solution of the sluggish Schrédinger equation (17) [which is same as Eq. (1)] can be
written as

Vx, 1) = /OodE C(E)e WPME f(x). (18)
0

The coefficients C(E) in Eq. (18) are fixed by the initial condition ¥ (x, 0) and fg(x) satisfies the
eigenvalue equation, i.e., the time-independent Schrodinger equation,

i|:D(x)wi| 4+ Efg(x) =0. (19)
dx dx

We now consider the specific form D(x) = Dy/|x|*. Moreover, we first consider the case x > 0.
Equation (19) becomes

/! o / o
frx) — ;fA(X) + A% filx) =0, (20)
where A = E/Dy. Let us substitute the ansatz

fi(x) = x*glaxP) 21)
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in Eq. (20), with arbitrary a, 8, and «. This yields

2k+B—a—1 axet? k(1 +a)—«?
! axP ! axB _ By —
glad)+ Tl 4 s |- S s =0 22
Now choosing
1 2 24/
(=0t poax2 2 23)
2 2 a+2
and defining
1 1
_ and 5=2"" 1y, (24)
oa+2 oa+2
we find that g(z) satisfies the Bessel differential equation [56]
/! 1 / “}2
g () + =8 @Q+(1- = 8(z) =0. (25)

Since 7 € [1/2, 1) is noninteger, the two linearly independent solutions of Eq. (25) can be chosen
to be the two Bessel functions J;(z) and J_;(z). Therefore, from Eq. (21), the two sets of eigenfunc-
tions of Eq. (20), for x > 0, are given by

fire = x%La(Zvﬁx%), (26)
fr @) =x; <2vﬁx*), 27)

and the general solution of Eq. (20) in the half-space x € (0, co) is given by the linear combination
L) = C) fF () + C-() £ (). (28)

Since for D(x) = Dy/|x|*, Eq. (19) is symmetric under x — —x, there are two types of eigenfunc-
tions: One set is symmetric under x — —x, i.e., fi(x) = fo(—x), while the other is antisymmetric,
ie., fou(x) = —fo.(—x). We can construct f, (x) for x < 0 from Eq. (28) by properly identifying the
symmetric and the antisymmetric eigenfunctions. The antisymmetric wavefunctions must vanish as
x — 0T, whereas the symmetric ones must go to a nonzero constant, so that their derivative vanishes
atx =0t

Using Jiy(z) ~ z*7, it is easy to see that fi(x) > 0 as x - 0F, whereas f;(x) tends to
a constant. Therefore, f;’ (x) belongs to the even set of solutions and f, (x) are the odd ones.
Therefore, for x < 0, the even and odd sets of eigenfunctions are given by ff (=x) and —f, (—x),
respectively.

Any initial state ¥ (x, 0) = ¥o(x) can be decomposed into a symmetric and an antisymmetric
component as

_ : Yo(x) = Yo(—x)
Yo) = v ) + ¥y (). with Y0 = (29)
Each component evolves independently under the corresponding propagator G*(x, t|xg, 0) as
oo
vEx, 1) = / dxo ¥ (x0) G=(x, t]xg, 0),  forx > 0. (30)
0

We define the even and the odd quantum propagators by Eq. (30), which are to be determined.
The symmetric (even) and the antisymmetric (odd) wavefunctions for x < 0 can be obtained from
the symmetry ¥ (—x,¢) = ¥ (x,t) and ¥~ (—x,t) = —y~ (x, t). The complete wavefunction is
simply given by ¥ (x,t) = ¥ 1 (x,t) + ¥~ (x, t). Therefore, it suffices to focus only on the posi-
tive domain x > 0, and our goal now is to obtain the symmetric and antisymmetric propagators
G*(x, t|xg, 0) for x > 0 and xo > 0 in Eq. (30).
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For the symmetric and the antisymmetric initial states ¥* (xo), respectively, only the symmetric
and the antisymmetric eigenfunctions f;t(x), respectively, contribute to the general solution (18).
Therefore, for x > 0, we have

Y, 1) = /0 " dE Ci(E)e WMEL £ (x), (31)

where ff (x) are given in Egs. (26) and (27), with A = E/D,. The constants Cy (E) are determined
by the initial condition

V() = /0 dE C(E) f (). 32)

Multiplying both sides of Eq. (32) by ffF (x), respectively, then integrating over x from 0 to oo, and
using the orthogonality of the Bessel functions

/ 20y (k2) J,(K'2)dz = %5(/( -k, (33)
0

we get

C(E) = (V/Do)fO dx Y5 (x) f (). (34)

Therefore, substituting C1(E) from Eq. (34) in Eq. (31), we see that the symmetric and the
antisymmetric components of the wavefunctions ¥*(x, t), at any time ¢, are given by Eq. (30),
where the the symmetric and antisymmetric quantum propagators G (x, t|xo, 0), for x > 0 and
Xxo > 0, are given by

P © . L
GE(x, t]x0, 0) = v (xxp) / d) e~ Do/W3 (2v«/X xgv) oo (2v«/X xZIT). (35)
0
Now, using the following integral [56]:
00 1 (2 P+ 2
/ ¢ Loy (2bVR) Jas Qe A dh = i (—C) exp (— te ) (36)
0 a a a

the integral in Eq. (35) over A can be carried out, yielding

ihv _ y 2hv? i ihv?
G* ,tx0, 0 i o v Jo | =—— P Y 1w 1/v ’ 37
(3. o, 0) = == 7 (xx0) qE<D0t(xxo) )‘“‘XP[DOz(X +x")|, 6D
where we have used the relation I4; (—iz) = iﬂjﬁ,(z). Using Eq. (35) and the orthogonality relation
(33), it can be shown that

o0
/ G*E(x, t]x0, 0) GF*(x, t|xg, 0) dx = 8(xp — x}). (38)
0

Moreover, using Eq. (38) in Eq. (30), we can easily verify the conservation of the probability
I It @, P dx = [ 195 (x0)|? dxo, at all times, as expected.

Let us verify that, for « =0, Eq. (37) reduces to the well-known result for a con-
ventional free quantum particle. For o« =0, from Eq. (24), we have v =7 = 1/2. Using
J_ip@) = V2 cos(z)//mz and J12(2) = V2 sin(z)/+/mz in Eq. (37), after some straightforward
algebra, we get

h ih h
Gi(x, t|xp,0) = \/% [ exp (411)0 ; (x — xo)z) + exp <4lDo p x4+ xo)2>:|. 39
0

Therefore, in the special case o = 0, we recover the well-known symmetric and antisymmetric
propagators of a free quantum particle, with Dy = /% /(2me).
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To summarize, Eq. (39) provides the propagators needed to obtain the symmetric and the
antisymmetric components of the wavefunctions from Eq. (30) for x > 0. The corresponding
wavefunctions for the negative side are then obtained simply by using the symmetry ¥+ (—x,¢) =
¥t(x,t) and ¥~ (—x,t) = —y  (x, t). Finally, the complete wavefunction is given by ¥ (x, 1) =
Yt(x,t) + ¥~ (x, r). Alternatively, we can write down the quantum propagator on the full space
X € (—o0, 00) as

G(x, t]x,0) = F[G*(Ix], t]|x0l, 0) + sgn(x) sgn(xo) G~ (|x], | |xo, 0)], (40)
and the wavefunction for any initial state ¥((x) is now given by
oo
v = [ dxovotn) Glx. o, 0) @41
—0Q

Having solved the problem in the absence of a trap, we next study the single-particle problem in an
external trap Vex (x) = %meﬂwz|x|"‘+2.

IV. SLUGGISH SINGLE-PARTICLE SCHRODINGER EQUATION
WITH AN EXTERNAL POTENTIAL

Now, we consider the sluggish quantum particle in an external potential Vi (x). The general
solution of the Schrodinger equation (2) is given by

Yx, 1) = / ” dE C(E) e WMEL £ (x), (42)
0

where fg(x) denote the eigenfunction associated with energy E and the coefficient C(E) is deter-
mined from the initial conditions ¥ (x, 0). The eigenfunction fg(x) satisfies the time-independent
Schrodinger equation

d

o |:D(x)

dfe(x)
dx

] + [E = Ve ()] fe(x) = 0. (43)

We recall here that D(x) = Dy/|x|*, with @ > 0. We will henceforth focus on external potentials that
are symmetric around x = 0. For such symmetric potentials, there are two sets of eigenfunctions,
namely, even (symmetric) and odd (antisymmetric) under x — —x. Therefore, it suffices to find the
eigenfunction for x > 0, from which the eigenfunctions for x < 0 can be constructed by symmetry
considerations, as done in Sec. III. The even eigenfunctions have a nonzero value at x = 0, i.e.,
fe(0) # 0. In contrast, the odd eigenfunctions vanish at x = 0, i.e., fg(0) = 0.

Let us briefly recall the case « = 0, where Eq. (43) is the standard Schrodinger equation with an
external potential V4 (x). Even in this case, the Schrodinger equation is not generally solvable for
arbitrary Ve (x). However, a special role is played by the harmonic potential Ve (x) = %meffwzxz,
with meg being a constant. The harmonic potential for « = 0 is special because (1) the explicit
eigenfunctions are known in terms of Hermite polynomials and Gaussians (see below) and (2) it
is easily realized as a trapping potential in typical cold-atom experiments [57]. We recall that for
the harmonic potential, the allowed energies are discrete and given by E; = (k + 1/2)hiw, where

k=0,1,..., 00, and the associated eigenfunctions fg, (x) are given by
JE 1 e
e (x) = [ﬁzkk! e 2 Hi(Jmx), (44)
where
= Meff W — meffw, (45)

2D, i
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and H; (z) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k. When k is even, the eigenfunction f, (x) is nonzero
at the origin. This corresponds to the even sector. In contrast, when k is odd, the eigenfunction fg, (x)
vanishes at x = 0. This is the odd sector.

For o > 0, it is then natural to ask whether there in analogous solvable potential that is a
cousin of the harmonic one for o = 0. Since for o = 0, the harmonic potential is given by
Vext(x) = $megr?x?, it is then natural to consider a potential of the form Ve (x) = meqr (x)0*x?,
where we recall that meg (X) = megr|x|%, with meg a constant, as discussed in Sec. I. Thus, for o > 0,
one expects that the natural potential that extends the harmonic (¢« = 0) case is

1 22 1 2 jat2
Vext (%) = 3 (N)’x” = Jme o [x[*F2. (46)

Indeed, we show below that the Schrodinger equation [Eq. (43)] is exactly solvable for the external
potential given in Eq. (46).

To find the eigenfunctions of Eq. (43) with V.4 (x) given in Eq. (46), it is convenient to focus on
x > 0 and exploit the symmetry of the odd and even sectors. For x > 0, Eq. (43) can be explicitly
written as

(o4 / (04 o
L) = — 00+ [ 22 f) = 0, (47)
where A = E /Dy, (L = /Megt @/~/2Dy = megr @/ k. To proceed, we make the substitution
fr0) = e gdx’) (48)
in Eq. (47) and obtain a differential equation for g(z). Next, by choosing
d u

C=§=a+2 and Kk =B =a+2, (49)
we find that g(z) satisfies the Kummer differential equation [56,58]
28"(2) + (b — 2)g'(2) —ag(z) =0, (50)
with
1 -\
b= and a= "% (51)
a+2 2u(e +2)

The two independent solutions of Eq. (50) can be taken as the Kummer’s function of the first
kind M(a, b, z) and the Tricomi confluent hypergeometric function (Kummer’s function of the
second kind) U(a, b, 7). The Kummer’s function diverges as M(a, b, z) ~ ‘7% as 7 — oo [58].
Consequently, using g(z) = M(a, b, z) [Eq. (48)], results in a divergence of f;(x) as x — oco. On
the other hand, U (a, b, z) ~ z7“ as z — oo [58]. Therefore, we discard the unphysical solution, and
fi.(x) in Eq. (48) is given by (up to a multiplicative constant)

2/an+2)

a+2 (52)

a2
Hx) =e « U<a, b,
where a and b are given in Eq. (51).

A. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions

We now find the quantization condition for the eigenvalues A. This is given by the boundary
condition at x = 0. Therefore, we investigate Eq. (52) as x — 0. Let us assume that fj (x) ~ x? as
x — 0 and substitute this in the differential equation (47). This gives ¢(¢ — 1 — ) = 0, indicating
that there are two families of eigenvalues parametrized by the two values of ¢, namely, ¢ = 0 and
¢ = 1+ «. For @ = 0 (harmonic oscillator), these two are the analogs of the “even” and the “odd”
eigenfunctions, respectively. Indeed, using series expansion of U (a, b, z) [58], the solution f; (x) in
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Eq. (52), when expanded for small x, gives the two families as

1 a+1
— a+2 2(a+2) . b b a+2 b 2(a+2) .
Frlx) —1,(1+a_b)[élo-f-él1)C +ayx + ]+F(a)[0+ 1 X+ by x +---].
(53)
where {ay, a;, az, ... , by, by, ba, ...} are known coefficients, and a and b are given in Eq. (51). The

first series in Eq. (53) corresponds to the even branch of the eigenfunctions as it tends to a constant
as x — 0. On the other hand, the second series in Eq. (53) tends to zero as x — 0, and therefore,
corresponds to the odd branch of the eigenfunctions.

1. Even eigenfunctions

To select the family of eigenfunctions belonging to ¢ = 0, i.e., the “even” sector, we need to set
a=—-nwithn=20,1,2,..., sothat I'(a) diverges, and consequently, the second term in Eq. (53)
vanishes. Using the expression of a from Eq. (51) gives the quantized eigenvalues corresponding to
the even eigenfunctions as

AN =2 +2)un+p, where n=0,1,2,.... (54

For convenience, we will denote the even eigenfunctions by ¢,(x) withn =0, 1,2, .... They are
obtained by setting A = A" and a = —n in Eq. (52). For integer n, we have [58]

U(=n,b,z) = (=1)'n! L V(z), (55)
where
S i((n+v\7
LY@ =) (-1 <n i i)ﬁ (56)

i=0

is the generalized Laguerre polynomial (also known as the associated Laguerre polynomial)
[58]. Indeed, L,(ly)(z) is a polynomial solution of the differential equation (50) with a = —n and
b =y + 1. Although Eq. (52) has been obtained for x > 0, we can obtain the even eigenfunction
for the whole space x € (—oo, 00) by making the eigenfunction symmetric. Therefore, we have

a2 (_etly (D a+2
$ux) = A, e i L “H)(—“ &l ) (57)
a+2

The constant A, can be determined using the normalization condition, f fooo O (X)Pp(x) dx = S -
Using the orthogonality relation of the generalized Laguerre polynomials [58]

o0 r 1
/ 7V et L,(ly)(Z)L,(ny)(Z) dz = w 3n,my (58)
0 n!
we find
2 I ! 1
A, = ad L N (59)
a+2 I'h+1-y) a+2

If the eigenfunction is normalized to unity over the half-space x € (0, 00), then the normalization
constant A, becomes /2 times the expression of A, in Eq. (59).

For o = 0, using L,(l’l/ D(x?) = (—=1)"Hop(x) / (122", with Hp,(x) being the even Hermite poly-
nomials [58], it is easy to check that ¢,(x) in Eq. (57) reduces to the even eigenfunctions of a
quantum harmonic oscillators, given in Eq. (44) with k = 2n.
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2. 0dd eigenfunction

To find the family of eigenfunctions belonging to the ¢ = 1 + «, i.e., the “odd” sector, we need
toset l +a—b=—n,withn=20,1,2,...,sothat I'(1 + a — b) diverges, and consequently, the
first term in Eq. (53) vanishes. Using the expression of a and b from Eq. (51) gives the quantized
eigenvalues corresponding to the odd eigenfunctions as

A0 = 2(a + 2)un + Qe +3)u, where n=0,1,2,.... (60)

The associated odd eigenfunctions, denoted by x,(x) with n =0, 1,2, ..., are then obtained by
setting A = A% and @ = b — 1 — n in Eq. (52). Again, we can obtain the odd eigenfunctions for
the whole space x € (—o0o, 0c0) by making the eigenfunctions antisymmetric. Using the identity
Ub-1—=n,b,7)=7"""U(-n,2 — b, 7) [58] and then using the relation in Eq. (55), we get

wet2 ety /D x|t
Jn (%) = B, xlx|* ¢~ Lff“”(%)' (61)

Normalizing the eigenfunctions over the whole space, i.e., ffooo Xm (X)) xn(x)dx = 5, ,, and using the
orthogonality relation (58), we obtain

2\’ ! 1
B, = i R it = 2 (62)
a+2) Tn+1+vy) o+2

As in the symmetric (even) case, if the eigenfunction is normalized over the half-space x € (0, 00),
then the normalization constant B, becomes +/2 times the expression of B, in Eq. (62).

Using L{"/2(2) = (=1)" Hypy1(/2)/ (01221 /7) [58], it is easy to check that x,(x) in Eq. (61)
for o = 0, reduces to the odd eigenfunctions of a quantum harmonic oscillator, given in Eq. (44)
with k = 2n + 1.

To briefly summarize, the eigenfunctions vy (x)=fg (x) satisfying the Schrodinger equa-

tion (43) with quantized energies E; = Do, where k = 0, 1,2, ... , oo and the potential Vi (x) =
w?Dylx|**2, can be divided into even (symmetric) and odd (antisymmetric) groups, such that
V2u(x) = ¢p(x) and  Youq1(x) = xa(x), (63)

with n =0,1,2,..., 00, where ¢,(x) and yx,(x) are given by Eqgs. (57) and (61), respectively.
Figure 1 shows the square of the absolute values of the eigenfunction |, (x)|>. We see from the
figure that, for @ > 0, the maximum value of |/, (x)|? is away from the origin for all excited states,
except for the ground state |1/o(x)|> = |¢o(x)|?>. The corresponding even and odd eigenvalues,

Aon = A" and Ag,yy = A%, (64)

with n =10,1,2,...,00, are given by Eqgs. (54) and (60), respectively. The gap between the
successive odd and even eigenvalue pairs is given by 229 — A¢¥" = 2( + 1)1. On the other hand,
the gap between the successive even and odd eigenvalue pairs is A2¢7 — 194 = 2. Therefore, the
eigenvalues are equally spaced only at @« = 0, which corresponds to the harmonic oscillator. Figure 2
shows the interlacing of the even and odd spectra.

B. Remarks on the corresponding classical stochastic problem

It is useful to compare the quantum probabilities |1/,(x)|?, given in Eq. (63) and illustrated in
Fig. 1, with the corresponding position distribution of a classical sluggish Brownian particle. Similar
to the derivation of the sluggish Schrédinger equation from the microscopic hopping elements in
Sec. II, here, again, we start with a microscopic model of a random walk with inhomogeneous
hopping rates. To this end, we consider a classical random walk on a lattice with lattice spacing &,
an external potential Vi (x), and mobility u(x). In a small time interval At¢, the position x(¢) evolve
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FIG. 1. Plot of the square of the absolute values of the eigenfunctions |1, (x)|?, where ¥,(x) is given in
Eq. (63). The top panel is for the even eigenfunctions v, (x) = ¢,(x) in Eq. (57) and the bottom panel is for
the odd eigenfunctions V5,41 (x) = x,(x) in Eq. (61). As we see from the figures, |, (x)|? is peaked away from
the origin for all excited states, except for the ground state |yo(x)|> = |¢(x)|* (orange in top panel). We set
a=u=1.

by the following stochastic rules:

x(t)+ 8, with probability w At,
x(t) > {x(@)— 4, withprobability w_At, (65)
x(1), with probability 1 — (w4 + w_)At,

where wy = w(x — x £ §) are position-dependent rates for hopping from x to x &+ §, which are
given by

w(x = y) =J[(1 = NDE) + rD] + JI(1 = 1)) + rpeO)] Vex () = Vexe ()] (66)

Here, 0 < r < 1 is a parameter that dictates the discretization scheme. For example, r = 0 and r =
1/2 correspond to the It6 and the Stratonovich rules of discretization, respectively. The coefficients
J and J in Eq. (66) characterize the hopping strengths arising from two different mechanisms.
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FIG. 2. The eigenvalue spectrum A, with k =0, 1,2, ... is divided into even and odd sectors: A5, = A"
and Ay = Agdd, with n =0, 1,2, ..., which are interlaced. The even and odd eigenvalues are given by

Egs. (54) and (60), respectively.
Given the stochastic rules in Eq. (65), in a small time interval [¢, ¢ + At], the position distribution
P(x, t) evolves according to

Px,t + At) =P(x+ 656, )wx+38 > x)At + P(x — 5, t) w(x — 8§ — x)At
+ P, t)(1 — [wx = x+68)+wlx — x — 5)]Ar). 67)

Now substituting the rates from Eq. (66) in Eq. (67), expanding in Taylor series in §, and taking the
continuum limit At — 0,8 — 0, (J, J) — oo, keeping J82 =1and 2J8%2 =1, we get

oP(x,1) iI:D( )3P(x’t) — F(x)P( t)i| (68)
or x| 7 ox e
with the drift F'(x) given by
F(x) = —(1 =2r)D'(x) — pu(x) VS (x). (69)
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The additional drift term (1 — 2r) D’(x) in Eq. (69) disappears for the Stratonovich case r = 1/2.
This Stratonovich Fokker-Planck equation [41,53]

dP(x,1) 0 aP(x, 1)

a  ox dx
is precisely the classical analog of the quantum sluggish Schrédinger equation (2). It should be noted
that while the operator 9,D(x)d, in Eq. (70) is self-adjoint like its quantum counterpart in Eq. (2),

the operator involving the potential term is not self-adjoint, unlike the quantum case. If the potential
Vext(x) is confining, then the system eventually reaches a stationary state, P(x,t — 00) = Py(x),

given by
Pss(x) & exp <_ /X % /xt(y) dy) (71)

If the mobility and the diffusion coefficient satisfy the Einstein relation, D(x) = w(x)kg T', where
kg is the Boltzmann constant and T is the temperature of the bath, the steady state is given by the
Gibbs-Boltzmann distribution

[D(X) + () Vi () P(x, 1 )} (70)

(72)

Py (x) o exp <_—VSXI(X)> .

kg T

On the other hand, if there is no Einstein relation between u(x) and D(x), the stationary state depends
on the functional forms of w(x) and D(x). In particular, if we choose u(x) = 1, D(x) = |x|~%, and
Vext(x) = |x|%*2, then we get

(@+2) i
Ps(x) o eXP( et D) |x| ) (73)
In both cases, i.e., Eqs. (72) and (73), the stationary states have maxima at the origin. This is in
contrast to the quantum case, where maxima of the quantum probabilities |,(x)|> for the excited
states (n > 0) are away from the origin.

While r # 1/2 does not have a quantum analog, it is nonetheless useful to analyze. In particular,
for r < 1/2, the additional drift term —(1 — 2r)D’(x) pushes the particle away from the origin for
D(x) = |x|7. As we will show below for the It6 case » = 0, this outward push causes a depletion at
the center. For simplicity, we set the mobility u(x) = 1. In that case, we recall the Itd Fokker-Planck
equation [r = 0 in Egs. (68) and (69)] in the more standard form [41,46]

oP(x,t) a

8 !
ot x [a—xD(x)P(x, 1) + Vi (x) P(x, t)i|. (74)

However, we caution again that Eq. (74) is not the classical analog of the sluggish Schrédinger
equation (2), as the operator BfD(x) in Eq. (74) is not self-adjoint, and therefore, there is no quantum
equivalence. The stationary state of Eq. (74) equivalently [Egs. (68) and (69) with r = 0] becomes

1 V()
Pss(x) X m exp (— Ty) dy) (75)
If D(x) = |x|™® and V (x) = |x|**2, we get
o _ (o +2) 2(a+1))
Pos(x) o< [x] eXp( a1 D) x| . (76)

To conclude, for D(x) = |x|~¢, since there is no outward drift away from the origin for r > 1/2,
there is no depletion at the origin for the Stratonovich case (r = 1/2). On the other hand, there
is an outward drift away from the origin for the It6 case (r = 0). Therefore, it is surprising that
our quantum sluggish model for o > 0, which is closer to the classical Stratonovich case, shows
depletion near the origin for the quantum probabilities |1/, (x)|? in Fig. 1, for the excited states
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(n > 0). Hence, our findings of this work have a purely quantum origin because the eigenfunctions
for the excited states are peaked away from the origin. We will see in Sec. VI B that this depletion of
the single-particle quantum probabilities near the origin results in a depletion in the density profile
of a large number of noninteracting fermions in the trap Ve (x).

C. The complete wavefunction and the propagator

The wavefunction ¥ (x, t) in Eq. (42) now becomes a discrete sum in terms of the eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions,

(o]
Y@ ) =Y Cue Pty (x), (77)
m=0
where ¥, (x) and A, are given in Egs. (63) and (64), respectively.
For a given initial condition ¥ (x, 0), the coefficients C,,, withm = 0, 1, 2, ..., are given by
o0 o0
Gy = / Vo () u(x)dx,  Copyr = / Vo () xu(x) dx, (78)
withn =0,1, 2, ..., where
Yo(x) £ Yo(—x)
Y () = (79)

represents the symmetric and antisymmetric components of the initial state yy(x), respectively.
Substituting C,, from Eq. (78) in Eq. (77), we get

o0

WXJ)Z/ dxg TPJ(XO)GJF(X’”)C&O)JF/ dxo ¥y (x0) G~ (x, 1|x0, 0), (80)

00 —

where G*(x, t|xo, 0) are the symmetric and the antisymmetric propagators, respectively, given by

o0
G*(x, 11%0,0) = ) $u(xo) u(x) e” PN, 1)
n=0
[o¢]
G (x.1]x0,0) = Y Xu(x0) xulx) e~ PO/MH, (82)
n=0

It turns out that the summations over n in Egs. (81) and (82) can be carried out by using the Hardy-
Hille formula [59]

o0
n! 1 (g 2 /72z0u
Ly L) no_ e [ 2 ), 83
R T R e e e ) A N *9

n

where I, (z) is the modified Bessel function of first kind of order y [58]. Using Eq. (83) and the
forms of ¢, (x) and A;"*" from Eqs. (57) and (54), respectively, we get the symmetric propagator as

(2 1X17 T 2 |x0]* T2 Do (o + 2)1
G (x,tlx,0) =G , , , 84
(x. 710, 0) ( at2 ' at2 i (84)
where
B 2 7 ph(tzo) cott 7z
Gtz = (=) e )L, ), (85)
o+2 2isint isint

withy = (@ + 1)/(a + 2).
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Likewise, using Eq. (83) and the forms of x,(x) and )ded from Eqgs. (61) and (60), respectively,
we get the antisymmetric propagator as

_ o (20 X1 2 |x0]* 2 Do (o +2)1
G (x,t|xp,0) = S G , , , 86
(x, 7|x0, 0) = sgn(x) sgn(xo) < ) ) h (86)
where
B ) =V ph(tz) cott /720
G (z,20,7) = (—M) n——— (z20)""* 1, (—0) (87)
oa+2 2isint isint

withy = (¢ + 1)/(a + 2).

For the case o = 0, using Ly 2(x) = (e F e *)/+/27x, it can be checked that G*(x, t]xo, 0) re-
duces to the corresponding symmetric and antisymmetric propagators for the conventional quantum
harmonic oscillator. In particular, G* (x, t|xg, 0) + G~ (x, |xg, 0) gives the Mehler kernel [60,61].

Having obtained the explicit forms of the propagators, namely, Eqs. (84) and (86), one can
compute the time evolution of the wavefunction v (x, ¢) using Eq. (80), for any initial state o(x).
Our next goal is to use the symmetric and the antisymmetric eigenfunctions, ¢,(x) in Eq. (57)
and y,(x) in Eq. (61), respectively, and study the many-body ground state of N noninteracting
spinless sluggish fermions in an external trap Vey (x) = %meff ?*|x|®+%. However, before that, we
take a small digression to show that it is possible to reduce the eigenvalue equation in Eq. (47) to a
standard Schrédinger equation with a constant effective mass m¢ (as in the @ = 0 case), albeit with
a different effective potential.

D. Mapping to a standard Schrodinger equation

In this subsection, we show that it is possible to reduce the eigenvalue equation in Eq. (47) to a
standard Schrodinger equation (as in the o = 0 case), but with a different effective potential V., (x),
which turns out to be a sum of harmonic and inverse square potential.

We start from Eq. (47) and restrict to x > 0 as usual. Then, we make the change of variables

o ~ 2 a2
fi(x) =x“ﬁ/\<a+2x2>- (88)

Substituting this form into Eq. (47), a straightforward computation leads to following eigenvalues
equation for ¥, (y):

=" ) + VO 0) = A0, (89)
where
N _l 5 2 2 a(3a+4)i
V) = i@ +27" + T (90)

To solve this eigenvalue problem uniquely in the region y > 0, one has to specify the boundary
conditions as y — oo and as y — 0. The boundary condition as y — oo is standard; namely, the
eigenfunction v, (y) must vanish, since V(y) is a confining potential. The boundary condition as
y — 0 is trickier. To find the appropriate boundary condition as y — 0, we recall the mapping in
Eq. (88) and the boundary conditions satisfied by the even and odd sectors by f(x) as x — 0 in
the original x coordinate, as in Eq. (53). Taking the x — 0 limit in Eq. (88) and using Eq. (53), it
follows that even and odd sectors for f; (x) correspond, respectively, to the following behavior for
Yi(y)asy — 0

“%m  (even),

Yy (odd). Oh

1/;x(Y) ~ {
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Thus, the eigenfunction U (v) vanishes as y — 0 for the odd sector, while it diverges as y — 0 for
the even sector.

In fact, the eigenvalue problem in Eq. (89) with the harmonic plus inverse square potential in
Eq. (90) was studied in Ref. [62], in the context of fluctuating interfaces in the presence of a
hard wall. However, in that problem, due to the hard wall boundary condition at y = 0, only the
Dirichlet boundary condition, ¥(y =0) =0, i.e., the second line in Eq. (91), is present. Due to
this, in that problem, the even sector was absent, and the spectrum consisted only of the odd sector.
However, in our problem, which lives in the x space, both sectors are present under the mapping to
the y coordinates. Hence, in our problem, the full spectrum consists of both the even and the odd
eigenfunctions, unlike in the fluctuating interface problem. Later, we will see a consequence of this
fact when we consider N noninteracting sluggish fermions in an external potential V,(x) as given
in Eq. (46).

In this respect, let us make a brief remark on N noninteracting fermions that will be explained
later in detail in Sec. VI. The quantum joint probability density function of the positions of N
noninteracting fermions in the ground state of the potential Ve (y) in Eq. (90) (with a hard wall at
y = 0) can be exactly mapped to the joint distribution of N eigenvalues of Wishart-Laguerre random
matrix [62]. Furthermore, in the large-N limit, the scaled kernel for the fermions near the edge at
y = 0 is given by the Bessel kernel [40,63]. This kernel does correspond to only the odd sector of
the spectrum of the sluggish quantum problem in x coordinates in Eq. (47). In Sec. VI, we will see
that for N noninteracting sluggish fermions, one needs to retain both sectors. This will lead to a new
kernel, which is a sum of two Bessel kernels, corresponding to even and odd sectors, respectively.

Let us now return to the original x space and study the many-body ground state of N nonin-
teracting spinless sluggish fermions in an external trap Vey (x) = %meff ?|x|**T2. However, before
studying the o > O case, it is useful to remind readers of the @ = 0 case, namely, noninteracting
spinless fermions in a harmonic trap, which has been widely studied and subject of growing interest.
Therefore, in the next section, we recapitulate the ground-state properties of N noninteracting
spinless fermions.

V. RECAPITULATION OF THE GROUND-STATE PROPERTIES OF N NONINTERACTING
SPINLESS FERMIONS IN A HARMONIC POTENTIAL WITH o = 0

In this section, we recapitulate the properties of the many-body ground state of a system of
N noninteracting spinless fermions in a harmonic potential [38]. We consider the o = 0 case,
ie., D(x) =Dy = i /(Cmegr) and Ve (x) = %meﬁwz x2. Let us consider N spinless noninteracting
fermions in the one-dimensional trapping potential Vi (x). The system is described by the N-body
Hamiltonian Hy = leyzl hj, where h; = h(x;, p;) is a single-particle Hamiltonian of the form

P
h = —— 4 Vex (). (92)
2 mefp

Let ¥ (x) be the kth single-particle eigenfunction (k = 0, 1, 2, ...) with eigenvalue ¢, i.e.,

h i (x) = €xPr(x). (93)

The ground state of an N-particle system is obtained by occupying the lowest N single-particle
energy levels, placing one fermion in each level, in accordance with the Pauli exclusion principle.
As a result, the many-body ground-state wavefunction takes the form of a Slater determinant, given
by

Wo(xy, .. det<N 1//1_1()6]'), %94)

1
)= JNT 1<) 1<
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with the associated energy Ey = Zi\:ol €. From Eq. (94), the quantum JPDF is then given by

PGt ) = [Wols o)l = 5| | det v ol 95)
The single-particle eigenfunctions 1 (x) are given by
1/2
M _us?
Vi(x) = [\/%/2—’%'} e T Hi(x), (96)

where i = megr @/l and Hy(z) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k. The associated single-particle
energy levels are given by €, = (k + 1/2)hw. To construct the Slater determinant, we take the first
N energy levels labeled by k =0, ..., N — 1. In the Slater determinant, the Gaussian factors come
out of the determinant, leaving us to compute the determinant of a matrix consisting of Hermite
polynomials. The Hermite polynomials Hy(z), H1(z), . . ., Hy_1(z) provide a basis for polynomials
of degree N — 1, and by manipulating the rows and columns, the determinant can be reduced to a
Vandermonde determinant. Hence, we can evaluate the Slater determinant explicitly to obtain

1
P(xi,....xy) = e e H T e —x0n (97)

l<j

Here, zJUF is a normalization constant and the subscript “GUE” denotes the resemblance to the
Gaussian unitary ensemble. In fact, Eq. (97) is the joint distribution of the eigenvalues of an N x N
GUE matrix of RMT [39,40] up to the rescaling factor of ,/u. Clearly, the Vandermonde square
term [ [,_ &= x; )? [Eq. (97)] provides an effective repulsion between any pair of fermions coming
purely from the Pauli exclusion principle. Thus, even though the fermions are noninteracting to start
with, their quantum statistics provides an effective pairwise repulsion.

We next discuss the kernel, its scaling behavior, and the density profile for the o = 0 case.
This problem has the so-called determinantal structure. For noninteracting fermions in a harmonic
potential, all the information about the quantum spatial fluctuations is contained in the JPDF in

Eq. (97). Of common interest are the n-point spatial correlation functions denoted by R, (x1, .. ., x,),
with 1 < n < N, which are given by the different marginals of the full JPDF, i.e.,
N!
Rn(-xla'~'s-xn) (N— )'/dxn+l"'fdeP(xlv'-'axnaxn+la""-xN)’ (98)

where the integrals over the positions x;’s run over their full domain. The particular case of n = 1
gives

Ri(x)=N /dx2-~-/deP(x,x2,...,xN), 99)
which is directly related to the average density of fermions in the ground state
1]
P (x) = N<Z dx — x,->> : (100)
i=1 GS
via
Ri(x) =N py(x), (101)

where (- - - )gs denotes an average in the ground state. The density py (x) in Eq. (100) is normalized
to unity such that py (x)dx denotes the average fraction of fermions in the region [x, x + dx], in the
ground state. The JPDF can be written in terms of the kernel as

1
P(xy,...,xy) = — det KN(X,',XI), (102)
N!1<jisN ’
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where the kernel Ky (x, y) is defined by

N-1
Ky(x,y) =Y Ui (0)vs). (103)
k=0
The n-point correlation function R, (xy, . .., X,) can be written as an nxn determinant [39,40]
Ry(x1,...,x,) = det Ky(xj,x). (104)
1<j, 1 <n

In fact, this is a special property of noninteracting spinless fermions in a confining potential in its
ground state. Such point processes {xi, x2, . .., xy} where all correlation functions can be expressed
as determinants of a single quantity involving only a pair of them, namely, the kernel Ky (x;, x;) as
in Eq. (104), are known as determinantal point processes (DPP) [40]. Consequently, for a DPP, one
just needs to determine the kernel, and all other observables can, in principle, be expressed in terms
of this kernel.

From Egs. (104) and (101), it is easy to see that

1 1 N—1
pvx) = Ky (e x) = = kga‘ e ()2, (105)

For the harmonic potential V (x) = %meﬁ‘ w?x?, the limiting density profile is the well-known Wigner
semicircle, which takes the scaling form [39,40]

1
pn(x) ~ %fw(%) with  fy(2) = ZV2- 22, (106)

where recall . = megr w/h
The kernel in the bulk has the scaling form [38,40]

K422 y) = — K (2 (107)
N s y () bulk 0 s
where
sin T w
L(x) = and Kp(w) = . (108)
Npn(x) Tw

On the other hand, near the edge, say the right edge, the kernel has the scaling form [38,40,64]

1 X — Xedge Y — Xed
KN(x,y>=W—NKedge( W;ge, W;g“‘), (109)

where Wy = N’1/6/«/2 » Xedge = +/2N/ 1, and
Ai(w)Ai' (v) — Ai'(w)Ai(v)

u—v

Kedge(ua U) = (110)
The kernels Kpui (w) and Kegge (4, v) in Egs. (108) and (110) are, respectively, called “sine” and the
“Airy” kernel [40].

Having recapitulated the ¢ = 0 case, in the next section (Sec. VI), we discuss the problem of N
noninteracting sluggish fermions (o > 0) in the external potential Vey (x) = %meffwz x| t2.

VI. THE MANY-BODY GROUND STATE OF N NONINTERACTING SPINLESS SLUGGISH
FERMIONS IN AN EXTERNAL TRAP Vi (x) = Lmey 02 |x|*+?

As recapitulated in Sec. V, due to the Pauli exclusion principle, even noninteracting fermions in
external confining potentials often lead to highly nontrivial strong correlations [38]. In particular,
the JPDF of the positions of harmonically trapped noninteracting fermions in the ground state
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is deeply connected to the JPDF of the eigenvalues of Gaussian unitary random matrices. This
connection has led to a plethora of activities. Therefore, it is natural to explore the properties
of N noninteracting sluggish fermions in an external trap. As we discussed in Sec. IV, the nat-
ural extension of the harmonic potential to the sluggish particle is Vex(x) = %meff ®*|x|*T2. We
remark that the many-body ground state of N noninteracting bosons is trivial and is given by
Wo(x1, X2, ... ,Xy) = ]_[fvzl Yo(x;) = ]_[fvzl ¢@o(x;), where ¢g(x) is given in Eq. (57) with n = 0. In
the case of bosons in the ground state, the quantum probability distribution |yo(x1, x2, . . ., xy)|?
thus factorizes, making the positions independent and identically distributed (IID) random variables.
In this case, the observables in the ground state can be computed exactly using the standard
techniques of IID variables [65] and we do not discuss this further here.

A. Joint probability density function of the positions and the quantum correlation kernel

We consider putting N noninteracting sluggish fermions in the potential Vex (x) = %meff w?|x|**?

at zero temperature. The many-body ground-state wavefunction can be constructed using the Slater
determinant as

Wo(x1, X2, ..., Xy) = det[vi_1(x;)]i<i, j<n (111)

1
~/N!
where ¥, (x) denotes the nth eigenfunction of a single sluggish particle in the potential Vx(x)

[see Eq. (63)]. Consequently, the many-body JPDF of the N noninteracting fermions in the ground
state is given by

P(x1, %2, ... xn) = [Wo(xy, X2, ..., )| (112)

Using Eq. (111) in Eq. (112), and the multiplication properties of determinants, det(A) det(B) =
det(AB),we get

1
Py, xp, ... ,xy) = ]W det[Ky (x;, Xj)]1<,‘h/<]v, (113)
with
N-1
Ky(x,y) = Y ¥r(0)yu(y). (114)
k=0

The function Ky(x;, x;) in Eq. (114) is known as the quantum correlation kernel, which is one of
the most central objects in many-body quantum mechanics, especially for noninteracting fermions
at zero temperature.

Using the even and odd eigenfunctions [see Eq. (63)], ¢,(x) and x,(x), given in Egs. (57) and
(61), respectively, the correlation kernel in Eq. (114) becomes

Ky(x,y) = K@](x,y) + Ky (), (115)

where [x] and |x] are ceiling and floor functions, respectively, and

M-1

Ky (6,3) =Y $u(x)pu(y), (116)

n=0
M—1

KATI()Qy) = ZXn(x)Xn(y)' (117)

n=0
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To perform the summations in Egs. (116) and (117), we recall the Christoffel-Darboux formula [58]
for sequence of orthogonal polynomials {f;,},

ifn(x)fn(y) Kk SO fne1 () = fr1 (D) fin(x)
h ,

B hmkarl xX=Yy

(118)

n=0 n

where ,, are squared norms of the polynomials and k,,’s are the lead coefficients, i.e., the coefficient
of x™ in a polynomial of degree m (coefficient of the leading term). In our case, the involved
orthogonal polynomials are generalized Laguerre polynomials L (), for which k, and h, are
given by [see Egs. (56) and (58)]

_1yr Tn+1+
o= T g o, = TR LEY)

n' . (119)

Therefore, substituting ¢, (x) and x,(x) from Eqs. (57) and (61) in Egs. (116) and (117), respectively,
and using the Christoffel-Darboux formula (118), we get

sy (20 x| 2p |y[* T2
Ky (x,y) =K} , 120
) M( a+2 oa+2 (120)
- (2 x| 2p [y[* T2
KM(x,y)=sgn(x)sgn(y)KM( et2  ai2 (121)
where
- ) ) &0) )
K m:( i ) CLTOED ) D@L V6 — T G L )
M= a+2 (M —y) -2
(122)
and
2 4 F(M + 1) L(V) (Z )L()’)(Z )_L(V)(Z )L()/) (Z )
Ki(z1,20) = <_M) T T (g170) e 2 rt) M Uy (<2 v 2 Fy - 22)
M a+2 I'(M+7y) -2

(123)

Thus, we have obtained the exact form of the correlation kernel explicitly for any finite N. Using
these expressions (122) and (123), we can, in principle, obtain the JPDF from Eq. (113). However,
in practice, it is hard to evaluate the determinant [Eq. (113)], for our case, to obtain an explicit form
of the JPDF. Interestingly, an explicit form of the JPDF can be obtained in the half-space, which
we relegate to Sec. VID. The density profile can be obtained directly from the correlation kernel,
which we discuss next.

B. Density profile

Since the fermions obey the Pauli exclusion principle, the spatial density profile of noninteracting
fermions can be quite nontrivial. This density (normalized to unity) can be obtained from the
correlation kernel as [see Eq. (105)] [38—40]

1 . _
pon(x) = ﬁil_fg Kn(x,y) = py(x) + py (%), (124)
with
T(x) = ! lim K7, d . = 11' K ( (125)
PN X) = N}I_I)I}C ’—%-l(an) an pN()C) = ]lel_l)l}c 1Y) x,¥),
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FIG. 3. Density profile py(x) [see Eq. (124)], obtained by adding Eqs. (127) and (128) for different
numbers of fermions (N) with u = 1l and o = 1.

where Kl\f(x, y) defined in Egs. (116) and (117), respectively. Using the expressions of K;(x, y)
from Eqs. (120)—(123) and the derivatives of generalized Laguerre polynomials [56]

d
d—ZL](J)(z) —LI* (), (126)

we obtain pﬁ (x) as

-v N
P:]_(x) — ]lv< 2'“' ) l/Le_Z % I:L( V‘H)(Z)L( V) (Z) _L( V‘H)(Z)L( V)(Z)] (127)
2

@12 r( y) L r49-1 -2
and
_ 1/ 2pn \77 CPUES D) e ) v+ )
pN(x):ﬁ(a+2> e’ r(Y]+ )[LL 1 @OLpy @=Ly L@ L (Z)]
(128)
a+2
T 2

Equations (127) and (128), along with Eq. (124), give the exact density profile of the fermionic gas
for any N, in the full space x € (—o0, 00). In Fig. 3, we plot the density profile py(x) by adding
Egs. (127) and (128). We notice a suppression of fermionic density close to the origin. The nonzero
contribution to the density at the origin stems from the even sector, i.e., py ¥ (x) in Eq. (127), and is
given by

272 2() T ([4] + o)
P+ 7P (5 1+1)

For large N, using Stirling’s approximations in Eq. (130), we find that the density at the origin
decays as py, $(0) ~ N7, with y = (o + 1)/(a + 2), implying that the density must vanish at the
origin in the large-N scaling limit. As discussed in Sec. IV B, this depletion of density near the

p;(o) = (130)
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origin (see Fig. 3) is of purely quantum origin, because the eigenfunctions of the excited states are
peaked away from the origin, as shown in Fig. 1.

The large-N limit of the density profile can be taken in two ways. One way is by taking the
large-N limit directly in Eqs. (127) and (128). In this section, we obtain the large-N limit of the
pon(x) in another way, by using the expressions of Kﬁ(x, y), given in Egs. (116) and (117), in
Eq. (125),i.e.,

-1 1311

1 1
P =5 3 60, =5 Y X, (131)
n=0 n=0

Since the energy E, scales linearly with the level n [see Egs. (54) and (60)], the total energy of a
system with N noninteracting fermions ZnNz_ol E, ~ N?. On the other hand, the energy associated
with the external trap vaz | 1%:]%F2 ~ N|x|**2, where x denotes typical positions. Since these two

energies are of the same order, the typical size of the system x must scale as N @2 Therefore, in the
large-N limit, it is natural to anticipate the following scaling of the density profile:

1 X 1 x
pN(x) = i 1(_)(_1)7 p[%(x) = 1 pi(N‘) (132)

Making a change of variable n = Nu/2, for large N, the summations over n in Eq. (131) can be
approximated by integrals over u. This leads to

a+2

1 1
bﬂ@:iNﬁ/GﬁiNﬁadm (133)
0 2
| T L |
;T(z):zzvm/ X%(Nmz>du. (134)
0

The eigenfunctions ¢y, (N %ﬂz) and y (N ﬁzz) are given in Eqs. (57) and (61), respectively, in terms
of generalized Laguerre polynomials Ll(jy)(4Mw), with y = (¢ + 1)/a +2), M = Nu/2, and
w = 1]z|**?/[(o + 2)u]. For-large M, we can use the Plancherel-Rotach asymptotics for Laguerre
polynomials [66],

(=DM M gy (w)

LY (4Mw) ~
M) = o8 WP Tw(l — w)] A

(135)
0 < w < 1, where
3
gv(w) = sin [ay(w)] + O(1/N), with hy(w) = 2N(/w(l — w) — cos™' Vw) + Tn (136)
Using Stirling’s approximation,
'M+1
# ~ M*”  for large M, (137)
FM+1Fy)
we find that both integrals in Egs. (133) and (134) yield the same contribution,
| '|u+2
(e +2) [ /1 821v7~<ﬁxiz>u) du
27 . wlzlet?2 / wlzle+? ’
a2 u— Ttz

To the leading order, g3, 2(x) 2 1/2, while the remaining cosine term oscillates highly with respect
to u for large N. Therefore, using the leading term and performing the integral, we get

_ Ve +2) wlz|e+?
pE(z) ~ [ 21— i (139)
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FIG. 4. The solid lines plot the scaled density profile obtained from Egs. (124), (127), and (128), for
N =100, u = 1, and different values of «. The dashed lines plot scaling functions p(z) given in Eq. (140) with
corresponding «, for comparison. Note that the « = 0 case corresponds to the well-known Wigner semicircle,
given in Eq. (141).

Therefore, to summarize, the full density profile py(x) admits the scaling form given in Eq. (132),
where the scaling function 5(z) = p*(z) + p~ (z) is obtained by using Eq. (139), as

_ Vi +2) n [0 plzlet?

For @ = 0, Eq. (140) reduces to

p(z) = @ - —, (141)
b4 2

which is in agreement with Eq. (106). In Fig. 4, we plot N w2 on(N ﬁz) as a function of z [see
Eq. (132)], obtained by using the expression of py(x) = ,0,‘\,F (x) + py (x) from Egs. (127) and (128)
in Eq. (132), for N = 100, u= 1, and different values of «, and compare it with the scaling function
p(2) given in Eq. (140), and find excellent agreement away from the origin.

We would like to point out an interesting contrast between the density profiles for « = 0 and
a > 0. For o = 0, the density profile is given by the Wigner semicircular law in Eq. (141), which
is maximal at z = 0. However, for any o > 0, the average density profile has a minimum at z = 0,
indicating a “depletion” zone at z = 0 (see Fig. 4). This depletion zone near the origin emerges
from the suppression of the quantum probabilities |, (x)|? for the excited states (n > 0) near the
origin for o > 0 (see Fig. 1) and the density is a arithmetic mean of the these quantum probabilities,

pn(x) = N~V |4,(x)[%, as given in Eq. (105).

C. Scaling behavior of the kernel

In this section, we study the scaling behavior of the correlation kernel Ky(x,y) given in
Egs. (115)—(117), when (1) both x and y are in the bulk of the density profile, (2) near its rightmost
edge, and (3) close to the origin.

1. Bulk kernel

We first consider the case when both x and y are in the bulk of the density profile (see Fig. 4).
Since the density profile is symmetric around the origin, for simplicity, we consider the positive
side, i.e., x > 0 and y > 0. In the bulk, the typical interparticle separation £(x) ~ [Npy(x)]~'. On
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the other hand, py(x) itself scales with N as given in Eq. (132). Therefore, £(x) scales with N as
N7V, with y = (a + 1)/(a + 2). This suggests the scaling form of the bulk kernel

Kyey) = —— p( B2 X (142)
M N7V \UN7v  Nam )

To obtain the scaling function F (w, z) in Eq. (142), we analyze the kernel Ky (x, y) in the scaling
limit

Fw,2)= lim N7 Ky(N#2z, N2z + N7 w) (143)

forz > 0.

Similar to the calculation of the scaling function of the density profile in Sec. VIB, here we
follow the three main steps: First, we use Eqgs. (115)—(117) in Eq. (143). Next, we convert the
summation over n to an integral over u by making a change of variable n = Nu/2 for large N.
Finally, we employ the Plancherel-Rotach asymptotic given by Eq. (135), to arrive at

P e «/u(a+2 a/zf (uz“”) </L(z+w/N)“+2)
w,z) = lim i g [ ),
La+2 Mza+2 (a =+ 2)u 2 (Ol =+ 2)M

N—o0

ot at2
(144)
From Eq. (136), we get
gn(2) gn(z+ €) = 3(coslhy () — hy(z + €)] — cos[hy (2) + h(z + €)])
=~ 1 (cos[—€hy(2)] — cos[2hy (2)]). (145)

The second cosine term in Eq. (145) oscillates highly for large N, and therefore, contributes only
subdominantly. Using only the first term of Eq. (145) in Eq. (144), we get

2 d a+2
F(w,z)= Y2272 “(“ +2) an . Y os|wn@r2 2 u— ). (46
(e /u _pzet? o+2
a+2
The integral in Eq. (146) can be performed exactly, yielding
Fw,z)= M’ (147)

Tw

where p(z) is the scaling function of the density profile given in Eq. (140). It follows from Egs. (142)
and (147) that the correlation kernel has the scaling form

K ’ N 1 |x/_y,|
N(x“‘xax“‘)’)—Tx)Kbulk o ) (148)

where

L(x) =

) 149
Npn(x) (149

and Ky (w) is given by the sine kernel [32,38—40]

sin T w
Kpux (w) = .

(150)
Tw

It is easy to check that Kyyx(w) — 1 in the limit w — 0, yielding Ky (x, x) = N py(x), as expected.
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2. Edge kernel

Here, we consider the case when both x and y are near one of the edges, say the right edge,
denoted by xeqge. Before proceeding further, we discuss the expressions for xeqge and the interparticle
distance denoted by Wy . From Egs. (132) and (140), it is easy to see that the support of the density
vanishes at

1 . o+2 w
Xedge = Zedge N2, with Zedge = m . (151)
The interparticle distance Wy at the edge can be estimated by
Xedge 1
pov(x)dx ~ —. (152)
/);:dge_WN N
By using the scaled variables z = x/N #2, we get
Zedge 1
p(z)dz~ —. 153
/Zd u pRydz~ = (153)

Na+2

To estimate Wy (especially, its scaling with N), we probe short length scales around zegee. Taking
7 = Zedge — U, Bq. (140) gives

i} Vil +2) o a+2ﬁ

~ 154
P@) b1 CI€\| Zedge (159
Equation (154) along with Eq. (153) gives
1
Vila +2 a1 fWNNEE 1
YD) dufi~ ~. (155)
g 0 N
Equation (155) immediately gives the estimate for Wy as
Wy = Cedee -2t (156)

T a+2

where we have omitted a multiplicative factor of (37 /2)*/ for convenience later. Therefore, near
the right edge, we expect the scaling form

1 X — Xedge Y — Xedge
Ky(x,y) = —K , . 157
N (x )’) WN edge ( WN WN ( )
The scaling function can be found by evaluating
Kedge(ua U) = th WN KN(xedge + WN U, Xedge + WN 0)7 (158)

where Ky (x, y) is given in Eq. (115), together with Egs. (120)—(123). We note that the variables x
and y in the expression of Ky (x, y) appear through the combination

2M xot+2 2//’« ya+2
= d = . 159
“ o+2 and 2 oa+2 (159)
Substituting x = Xegge + Wy # and y = Xegge + Wy v, we have

21 =2N +2N"2u and z, =2N +2N'"3v. (160)

Using Eq. (160) in Egs. (122) and (123), we get (see Appendix 1)

Ai(u)Ai'(v) — Ai'(w)Ai(v)

Kedge(u, v) = s (161)

u—v

where Ai(u) and Ai'(u) are the Airy and AiryPrime functions, respectively.
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Equation (157) along with Eq. (161) gives the kernel near the right edge. Taking the limit u — v
in Eq. (161) gives the density profile near the right edge. From Eq. (161), we have

lim Kegge (1, v) = Regge(v) = [AT'(0))* — v[Ai(v)], (162)

where we have used the Airy equation Ai”(v) = v Ai(v). Therefore, the density profile near the
right edge is given by

1 X — X
edge edge
Redoe , 163
(x) = Ny Rede < W ) (163)
where Redee(v) is given in Eq. (162). The edge density p;dge(x), in the v — —00 limit Of Regge(V)
in Eq. (163), is expected to coincide with bulk density py(x) in Eq. (132), with p(z) given by the
edge limit in Eq. (154). Indeed, using the asymptotic limit R(v) ~ «/—v/7 in Eq. (163), we find
this precise agreement.

3. Kernel close to the origin

To analyze the kernel Ky (x, y) near the origin, we first estimate the typical interparticle separation
£ near the origin, using f(f  pv(x)dx =~ 1/N, or equivalently,

¢ /Nl/(oz+2) 1
p(2)dz ~ —. 164
/0 p(2)dz N (164)
Close to the origin, say on the positive side, from Eq. (140), using
V(o +2
5y~ YHOETD) ap (165)
T
in Eq. (164), we get
1
2\ @2 )
ly = <“+ ) N, (166)
n

where we have ignored a multiplicative factor for later convenience. Therefore, near the origin, on
the positive side, we expect the scaling form of the correlation kernel as

KyGry) = L ko 5.2 (167)
X, y)=— —, = ).
NX, Y % 0 %’
The scaling function can be found by evaluating
Ko(u,v) = Nlim Lo Kn(Lou, £y v), (168)
—00

where Ky (x, y) is given in Eq. (115), together with Egs. (120)—(123). Since the variables x and y in
the expression of Ky (x, y) appear through the combination in Eq. (159), substituting x = €y u and
y = {lov, we get 71 = (2/N)u**? and z, = (2/N) v**? in Eqs. (122) and (123) with M = N/2 (for
simplicity, we take N even; this is immaterial in the large-N limit). As shown in Appendix 2, we get

Ko(u, v) = KJ(u, v) + K, (u, v), (169)

where Koi(u, v) are given by

2
KE(u,v) = “; (ZZ” [VE1 ey 2VE2 )y 112ED) = N F2dy CNED =y 1 V)], (170)
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where

1
= 02, 3y = o2 atl (171)

I
2
0
|
(4
o
=
(=N
<
I

Equation (167) along with Egs. (169) and (170) gives the kernel near the origin.
The density close to the origin can be obtained from the kernel th(u, v) in Eq. (170), by taking
the limit # — v, which gives

2 J- 27
lim K3 (u, v) =RE (v) = a —2|— 24 I:Jin(Zsz) + ny(Zsz)(% — J$y+2(2v22)>i|~
u—v 2

172)
The density near the origin, using Eqs. (167) and (172), is given by

il [
pv(s) = lim K = [R5 (2 ) 45 (2] (73)

For large v, we have

2
RE) ~ 22 e, (174)
2
Therefore, Eq. (173) yields
1 2
ov(x) ~ — an/z asx — 0. (175)
N

This is in perfect agreement with the x — 0 limit of the bulk density py(x) in Eq. (132), where the
limiting scaling function p(z) is given by Eq. (165).

We finally remark that the expression Koi(u, v) in Eq. (170) resembles the well-known Bessel
kernel in random matrix theory after a suitable transformation. To see the connection to the Bessel
kernel more clearly, we use the following identity satisfied by the Bessel functions [58]:

T (V) = %Ju(\/}) — I, (176)

where J/(z) = dj (Z) . Using Eq. (176) in Egs. (170) and (171), after simplifications, we get

KE(u, v) = 2( + 2)(uv) T KS (4us+?, 40+, (177)

e§§61

where the Bessel kernel is given by [40,64]

VX)) = VT (V)L (/Y)
2(x —y) ‘
To make the identification with the Bessel kernel more precise. We recall how a kernel transforms

under a change of variables. Suppose, we have a kernel K (u, v) = Zilv;()l Y, (), (v), where v, (u)’s
are normalized single-particle eigenfunctions. Suppose now we make a transformation

u—u =fu) and v— v = f(v), (179)

K](3essel( y) (178)

where f(u) is an arbitrary function. Then,

K(u,v) = I/ @) f' IR (f ), f)), (180)

where K/, v') is the tfansformed kernel. Equation (180) follows from the transform of wavefunc-
tion v, (u) = /f'(u)y (u'), which preserves its normalization. Applying this transformation, with
the choice f(u) = 4u®*?, we see that

K&, v) — 4(a +2)(uv) > Ki(4u°‘+2 49912, (181)
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Comparing the right-hand sides of Egs. (177) and (181), we see that the transformed kernel reads

Kl v). (182)

== 1
KO (M,U)Zi Bessel

Therefore, the total kernel in Eq. (169) in the transformed coordinates becomes

Ko/, v") = S[K§ (', v') + Ky, 0], (183)

Bessel

where recall that y = (o« 4+ 1)/(« + 2). Equation (183) is a sum of two Bessel kernels with different
indices +y, as opposed to a single Bessel kernel. Thus, the sluggish fermions in the ground-state
form a DPP with a “new kernel” that has not been encountered before in the fermionic literature, to
the best of our knowledge. This is one of the important findings of our paper.
As a consistency check, let us now consider the special case « = 0. In this case, y = 1/2, and
Eq. (183) becomes
Ko/, vy = L[K§2 (', v') + K Pl v)). (184)

essel Bessel

Using the elementary expressions

2 2
Jip(2) =/ ps sinz,  Jo12(2) =4/ s cosz, (185)

we find
1 ! ’
Rod,v) = sin(Vi =) (186)
27 (W) A — V)
For o = 0, the transformation in Eq. (179) is
=42, v =0 (187)
Using Eq. (180) to transform back to the original variables u and v, we therefore obtain
120 —
Ko(u, v) = M (188)

w(u—v)

To compare this result with the standard bulk sine kernel, we recall that, for &« = 0, the length scale

£y introduced near the origin becomes
[ 2
b= | —. (189)
uN

On the other hand, the local mean interparticle spacing at the center of the harmonic trap is

20) = pl =T __Ty,. (190)

Hence, defining the locally rescaled separation

_x—y_2(u—v)

= = , 191
£(0) b4 (191
and using Ky (x, y) = ZglKo(u, v) near the origin, we obtain
1 sin(mw) 1
Ky(x,y) = — = ——Kouk(w). (192)

20) 7ww  £(0)

Thus, for @ = 0, the origin kernel reduces precisely, after the appropriate local rescaling, to the
standard sine kernel. This also shows explicitly that the new origin kernel for & > 0 connects
continuously to the conventional harmonic-fermion result as @ — 0.
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D. JPDF in the half-space

It is useful and important to examine the structure of the many-body ground state in a setting
where the JPDF can be obtained in an explicit form. For noninteracting fermions, the JPDF is
determined by the Slater determinant constructed from the single-particle eigenfunctions, and in
general, it can be expressed in terms of the determinant of the kernel. However, obtaining a closed
analytical form of the JPDF in the full space is difficult because of the complicated structure of
the eigenfunctions. A considerable simplification occurs when the system is restricted to a half-
space with an appropriate boundary condition at the origin. In this case, the parity structure of the
eigenfunctions allows one to construct the many-body ground state solely from either the odd or
the even single-particle eigenstates. As we show below, this restriction leads to a remarkably simple
and elegant form of the ground-state wavefunction and consequently of the JPDF.

The JPDF P(xy, x5, ..., xy) of the positions of the noninteracting fermions in the presence of
an external trap Ve (x) = %meff ?|x|**? is given by Eq. (113) in terms of the determinants of the
kernel Ky (x,y) given in Eqgs. (115)—(117) and (120)—(123). As mentioned above, it is generally
difficult to obtain an explicit form and interestingly, it turns out that one can obtain an explicit form
of the JPDF on the positive (or equivalently negative) half-space provided one restricts oneself either
entirely to the odd sector or entirely to the even sector (but not the mixed ones where both even and
odd sectors participate).

Let us first start with the many-body ground-state wavefunction constructed out of only the odd
eigenfunctions that vanish at the origin. Physically, this can be realized by placing a hard wall
at the origin that forces the wavefunction to vanish at the origin. Consequently, the only allowed
eigenfunctions are the odd ones. Therefore, the ¥ (x;, x2, ... , xy) in Eq. (111) must be constructed
out of the odd eigenfunctions ¥, (x) = x,(x), withn =0, 1,... , N — 1, where x,(x) is given in
Eq. (61). Since the terms with lower powers in the associated Laguerre polynomials in the Slater
determinant can be removed by row or column operations, we can retain only the highest power
in x,(x). Moreover, the lead coefficients can be absorbed in the normalization. Therefore, from
Eq. (61), we have

_ “Mu+2

Xn(x) o x¥ g™ e xn@HD), (193)

Using Eq. (193) in Eq. (111), we obtain

N
Yol xa, ) = Aemd Bo U Tt T (a2 — 2%), (194)

i=1 I<i<j<N

where A is a normalization constant. Therefore, the JPDF in Eq. (112) is given explicitly by

N

_ _ 2w N at2 2

P (x1, %y, .. xy) = Noeman D T T (a2 —x92)7, (195)
i=1

1<i<j<N

where N_ is the normalization constant.

Let us now turn to the many-body ground-state wavefunction constructed out of only even
eigenfunctions. Physically it is not clear how to force the selection of only even eigenfunctions by
imposing some conditions on the system at x = 0 (recall that for the odd sector this can achieved by
placing a hard wall at the origin). Nevertheless, it is useful to construct this many-body ground state
and see which random matrix ensemble it corresponds to. In this case, only the even eigenfunctions
Y2, = ¢u(x) contribute to the Slater determinant, yielding

PG, oxy) = Nyemaln Zand™ T (et — 2y, (196)

i J
1<i<j<N

where N is the normalization constant.
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The explicit form of the JPDF [Egs. (195) and (196)] obtained in the half-space is useful
for several reasons. First, it reveals the underlying Vandermonde-type structure of the fermionic
correlations, thereby establishing a direct connection with log-gas type models and random-matrix
ensembles after a suitable change of variables. Such representations provide valuable intuition about
the effective repulsion between fermions and the role of the confining potential and spatially varying
effective mass in shaping the equilibrium configuration. Second, the explicit JPDF serves as a
convenient starting point for computing various statistical properties of the fermion positions, such
as density profiles, gap probabilities, and extreme-value statistics in finite and the large-N limit.

We elaborate the above points in further detail here. A useful insight follows from the change
of variables y; = x?‘”, which maps the JPDF obtained [Eqgs. (195) and (196)] to a standard log-
gas form. Using dx; = ﬁy: Ydy; [where recall y = (« + 1)/(a + 2)], one finds that the Dirichlet
JPDF [Eq. (195)] transforms as

N
21
P (i, oowy o [ i—y []ol e e (197)
1

1<i<j<N i=

This is precisely the joint eigenvalue distribution of the Laguerre (Wishart) random-matrix ensemble
[40,64] with Dyson index 8 = 2 and parameter y = (o + 1)/(« + 2). Let us remark that a similar
connection between the ground state of the fermion problem and the JPDF of Wishart matrices was
first found in the context of fluctuating nonintersecting interfaces [62].

Similarly, with the same change of variables, the JPDF for the even sector in Eq. (196) becomes

N
—y 2
Pt ..oy o [T o=y [oi7 e =, (198)
1

1<i<j<N i=

corresponding to a Laguerre ensemble with parameter —y. This mapping establishes a direct
correspondence between the statistics of fermion positions in the sluggish quantum system and
the eigenvalue statistics of Laguerre random matrices. Consequently, as indicated earlier, many
properties of the fermion gas—such as density profiles, gap probabilities, and extreme-value statis-
tics can be analyzed using the well-developed framework of Laguerre ensembles and associated
determinantal point processes.

VII. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we studied a class of one-dimensional quantum systems characterized by a spatially
varying kinetic term arising from the continuum limit of an inhomogeneous tight-binding model
with bond-dependent hopping amplitudes. In this limit, the lattice model maps onto a Schrodinger
equation with an effective mass scaling as meg (x) = meg |x|“. This construction provides a concrete
microscopic route from engineered optical lattices with a position-dependent tunneling to a contin-
uum theory with a smoothly varying effective mass. The resulting dynamics, which we termed as
sluggish quantum mechanics, is governed by a progressive suppression of kinetic motion at large
distances.

For the case with no external confinement, we obtained exact analytical expressions for the
eigenfunctions and the full quantum propagator. The spatially varying effective mass qualitatively
modifies the structure of plane-wave eigenstates, leading to nontrivial spatial modulation and,
subsequently, to anomalous spreading of an initial wavefunction over time. Therefore, even in the
absence of an external potential, the power-law variation of the effective mass fundamentally alters
long-distance behavior compared to conventional free-particle dynamics with a space-independent
mass. In the presence of the confining potential Ve (x) = %meff(x)cuzx2 = %meff w? |x|"‘+2, we
demonstrated that the model remains exactly solvable. We derived the complete spectral properties
and closed-form expressions for the propagator. The connection between the power-law effective
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mass function and the form of the confining potential ensures analytical tractability and generalizes
the harmonic oscillator structure (¢ = 0) to o > 0.

We then investigated the many-body ground state of N noninteracting spinless fermions in the
confining potential Ve (x) = %meff ?|x|**2. Using the exact single-particle eigenfunctions, we
constructed the ground-state wavefunction and obtained the joint probability density function. The
associated quantum correlation kernel was derived exactly. This enabled us to compute the density
profile both at finite N and in the large-N limit. We analyzed the universal scaling behavior of the
kernel in the bulk, at the edge, and near the origin. Our results generalize the well-known results on
harmonically trapped fermions to a system with a spatially varying effective mass.

We would like to remark that qualitatively new physics appears near x = 0, where a new kernel
in Eq. (183) describes the underlying “determinantal point process” near the origin. We find that the
kernel near the origin is a sum of two Bessel kernels with different indices, as opposed to a single
Bessel kernel that appears in Laguerre ensembles [40,62,64]. Thus, the sluggish fermions in the
ground state form a DPP characterized by a novel kernel that, to the best of our knowledge, has not
appeared previously in the fermionic literature. This represents one of the key findings of our work.

Several open directions and natural extensions emerge from our work. While we have focused
on a specific power-law profile, the continuum construction from inhomogeneous tight-binding
models suggests a broader class of spatially varying kinetic terms. It would be interesting to classify
which functional forms of D(x) admit exact solvability and whether additional families lead to inte-
grable many-body structures or determinantal point processes with modified kernels [39,40,67,68].
Needless to mention, the dynamical properties of sluggish quantum systems beyond the quantum
propagator merit further investigation. Questions related to quantum quenches [69], wave-packet
spreading, entanglement growth [70,71], and return probabilities [72] could reveal novel dynamical
scaling regimes induced purely by kinetic inhomogeneity [19-24]. Furthermore, recent works probe
the appearance of Wishart-Laguerre RMT statistics in two-dimensional fermions [25,26] directly
in the continuum. This naturally raises the question whether a d-dimensional sluggish quantum
mechanics is (1) solvable and (2) experimentally accessible, even at the single-particle level [27,28].
Another interesting direction is to generalize our work to Fermions at finite temperature [37,73,74]
where smearing effects in density profile and other quantities can be thoroughly investigated. One
can also study the bosonic version of the problem and investigate Bose-Einstein condensation and
other aspects [75] in the sluggish case.

Our work is directly motivated by engineered ultracold-atom systems in optical lattices, where
spatially varying tunneling amplitudes can be realized using programmable potentials. This raises
the possibility of experimentally probing sluggish quantum dynamics, density profiles, and edge
scaling in controlled setups. In fact, our work puts forward a route to potentially realize the
Laguerre-Wishart ensemble [40,64] in experiments [26]. More generally, the continuum limit of
inhomogeneous lattice models provides a versatile and physically motivated route to quantum
systems with spatially varying effective mass. The exact solvability uncovered here demonstrates
that such systems are not only experimentally relevant but also analytically tractable, opening
new avenues for exploring the interplay between kinetic inhomogeneity, external confinement, and
many-body quantum correlations.
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APPENDIX: CALCULATION OF THE KERNEL USING CHRISTOFFEL-DARBOUX FORMULA

In this Appendix, we provide details of the calculation of the scaling kernel Ky (x, y), both near
the edge and the origin, starting from the Egs. (120)—(123), with M = N/2 (for simplicity, we take
N even; this is immaterial in the large-N limit).

1. Kernel near the edge

As mentioned in Eq. (157), near the right edge, we expect the following scaling form for the
kernel:

1 X — Xedge Y — Xedge
Ky(x,y) = — K. R . Al
N( y) WN edge < WN WN ( )
The scaling function can be found by evaluating
Kedge(u’ v) = th WN KN(xedge + WN U, Xedge + WN 1)), (Az)

where Ky (x,y) is given in Eq. (115), together with Eqgs. (120)—-(123). As discussed in Egs. (159)
and (160),

Kedge(u, v) = A}gnoo Wan (K} (21, 22) + Ky (21, 22)], (A3)

where

1
Zedge _ 2a+l . o+ 2\ 2
Wy = —=— N 3, th  Zedee = ’ Ad
N a+2 WL Zedg < m ) (A4)
and

21 =4M+2(2M)1/3u and P =4M+2(2M)]/3v (AS)

To obtain Eq. (A2) with the scaling Eq. (A5), we use the Plancherel-Rotach asymptotic [66],
For z = 4m 4+ 2(B + 1) — 2(2m/3)"t,
e LB () = (=1)"27F 2m)™' P Ai(=37131) + O(1/m). (A6)
This can be recast as

z—4m—2B+1)
2(2m)1/3

e L) = (=127 2m)~'/3 Ai< ) + O0(1/m). (A7)

Setting z = z; and zp, respectively, and using Eq. (AS), we get
e Ly (e = (MM Aiqn) = 2728 + 1) MTPEAT (o) + 0(1/M),
6—11/2 L}ﬁ[_](zl) — (_1)M+1 [27ﬂ71/3M71/3 Ai(u) — 2*ﬁ72/3(ﬂ _ 1)M72/3A1/(u)] + O(I/M),
e Ly(z) = (CDMRTPTIAMTR Ai) = 2777 (B + D MTPPAT (0)] + O(1/M),
eI (z2) = (~ DM 7P AMTI Ai(w) — 27PR(B — 1) MTPAT ()] + O(1/M).
(A8)
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This gives
27 . . .
LD @) L 2) — L @) Ly (22)] = = TAIG)AT () — AT )Aiw)] + o(1/M).
(A9)
Using Eq. (A9) in Egs. (122) and (123), from Eq. (A2), we get
Ai(w)Ai' (v) — Al (w)Ai(v)
Keqge (1, v) = . (A10)
u—v
2. Kernel near the origin
As discussed in Sec. VIC 3, the typical interparticle separation close to the origin scales as
o\ o
to = <“+ ) —a, (A11)
n
Therefore, near the origin, we expect the scaling form of the correlation kernel as
1 Xy
K —Ko| —, = ). Al2
v(x,y) = % 0(60 30) (A12)
The scaling function can be found by evaluating
Ko(u,v) = Nlim Lo Kn(Lou, £ov), (A13)
—00

where Ky (x, y) is given in Eq. (115), together with Eqgs. (120)—(123). Since the variables x and y in
the expression of Ky (x, y) appear through the combination in Eq. (159), substituting x = £« and
y = £pv, in Egs. (122) and (123), we get

ua+2 7 vut+2

L
M oM N RT Ty

where M = N/2 and for simplicity, we take N even. This is immaterial in the large-N limit.
To evaluate Eqgs. (122) and (123) in the large-M limit, we recast the Mehler-Heine formula
[58,66]

2

1= , (A14)

<

lim m L) (z/m) = 277?152 \/2), (A15)
as
LB E/M) = L;f)(w) >~ mP [(m/M) 2P Jg(2y/(m/M) %), (A16)
m

where Jg(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind. Now, setting m = M or M — 1, respectively, we
get

lim M~ LY @) LY (22) — LY @) LY | (22)] = 212 PP Va2V ) 51270

M— o0
— VZ2IpVIp1 (V2] (AlT)

where z;, zp and Zj, Z, are related by Eq. (A14). Using Eq. (A17) in Egs. (122) and (123), from
Eq. (A13), we get

Ko(u, v) = K (u, v) + Kj (u, v), (A18)
where K(T(u v) are given by
+ a+2 (Z zz)
Ky, v) = ——= == V2TV p11(2VZ1) = VZadp (VT s V2], (A19)

where 8 = Fy for K0 (u, v), respectively, and we recall from Eq. (Al4) that Z; = u® @+2 and
5. g +2
=0 .
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