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We study the integrable model of one-dimensional bosonis eahtact repulsion. In the limit of weak in-
teraction, we use the microscopic hydrodynamic theory tmiobthe excitation spectrum. The statistics of
guasiparticles changes with the increase of momentum. widdb momenta good quasiparticles are fermions,
while at higher momenta they are Bogoliubov bosons, in atanwe with recent studies. In the limit of strong
interaction, we analyze the exact solution and find exactlte$or the spectrum in terms of the asymptotic
series. Those results undoubtedly suggest that fermiarg@siparticle excitations actually exist at all momenta
for moderate and strong interaction, and also at lowest mearfer arbitrary interaction. Moreover, at strong
interaction we find highly accurate analytical results freral relevant quantities of the Lieb-Liniger model.

PACS numbers: 67.85.De, 71.10.Pm

Recent experimental achievements with ultracold atom®finteraction strengths. Our microscopic results fullpgart
[1] urge us to deeply understand properties of interactinghe phenomenological picture of fermionic quasipartities
bosonic systems. One of the most fundamental problemare lowest-energy excitations at arbitrary interactioargjth
is the excitation spectrum. For weakly interacting bosong14]. Bosonic quasiparticles that are characterized byBitre
in three dimensions, it is given by the Bogoliubov theorygoliubov form of the spectrum exist only at weak interaction
[2]. The spectrum is generically linear at lowest momentaand at higher momenta.
but becomes quadratic above a certain interaction-depénde We study the system of interacting bosons described by the
crossover scale, consistent with observations in cold iatom Lieb-Liniger model|[6],

gases/[3]. v
The behavior of interacting bosons in lower dimensions is I7_ _FL_2 9? n @ Z 5 — ;) )
particular due to the pronounced role of quantum fluctuation T o 4 - 5_I? om - i L)
1= 17£])

[4, 5], preventing us from directly applying the Bogoliubov
theory. Hopefully, the existence of integrable models ie on Here m is the mass of particles, while > 0 describes the
dimension enables us to understand more. An example is th@pulsion strength. We consider the thermodynamic limit
Lieb-Liniger model, which describes bosons with contaetre v, I, — oo, such that the mean density= N/L is finite.
pulsion [6]. It is remarkable not only due to the existencefor convenience, we introduce the dimensionless parameter
of an exact solution but also to the possibility of realiaati ~ — ¢/n that characterizes the interaction strength. In the fol-

with cold atomic gases [7) 8]. Furthermore, the model hasowing we primarily consider the type | branch of elementary
two branches of elementary excitations. One is the convenexcitations.

tional type | excitation branch that exhibits the same fesgtu In the regime of weak interaction, < 1, we use the hy-
predicted by Bogoliubov theory in the limiting cases of smal drodynamic approach [15, 116] to study the model (1). We
and large momental[9, 10]. Second, the type Il branch destart from the standard expression for the Hamiltonian of in
scribes solitonlike excitations [10,/11]. teracting bosons in second quantization [11] and reexginess
The universal low-energy theory of interacting quantumbosonic single particle operator @s(z) = /n(x)e?®),
particles in one dimension is usually described by thewheren(z) andé(x) are the fluctuating bosonic density and
paradigm of the Luttinger liquid. The excitations in thigth the phase fields, respectively. Accounting for small dgnsit
ory are phonons. These bosonic quasiparticles represent tfluctuations in the standard way [16,! 17], whetér) =
waves of particle density propagating with constant véyoci n + V(x)/m, we obtain
[12]. Despite its tremendous success [12], Luttinger tiqui

. . N n e . . " h2 2 2
desc_:r|pt|0n is only the I_|m_|t|ng theory, since |t_s fogndmtus g=""[aelln+ Vo (VO)? + (V2p)
the linear spectrum. This is clearly an approximation foreno 2m ™ 4m3n
realistic models. Recent efforts to understand effectobeay 520
the linear theory have yielded the picture of fermionic guas + Dy /d:c(Vw)Q. @)

particles that are true low-energy excitations |13, 14] me-0

dimensional quantum liquids. This is an interesting resultThe fields # and ¢ satisfy the commutation relation

different from the conventional picture of phonon excta8  [V(x),6(y)] = —iné(z — y). The Hamiltonian(R) provides

in a Luttinger liquid. an effective description of the original one, given by g, (1
In this Letter we consider the Lieb-Liniger model. Using at momenta beloviin. In this regime, the fluctuations of the

the microscopic theory and the exact solution, we find the exfield V¢ are small, enabling us to use the hydrodynamic ap-

citation spectrum at arbitrary momenta and in a wide regiorproach.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.3415v2

At lowest momenta, the excitation spectrum is determinedf such extrapolation from the weakly interacting regipr«
by the most relevant operators of the Hamiltoniah (2). Re-l indeed holds, this would imply limited parameter regime
taining the operators of scaling dimension tw&])? and  where phonon quasiparticles exist. Moreover, the bosonic
(V6)2, we obtain the Luttinger liquid Hamiltonia#,. It de-  quasiparticles from the region abomg which have the spec-
scribes the excitations with linear spectragn= vp, where  trum [21,22]
v = (hn/m)~y'/? is the sound velocity [6]. By we denote ) 5 5
the momentum. Itis important to note that the Luttingeriliu - r Wh n (6)

3 - )
Hamiltonian does not uniquely determine statistics of guas P 2m m

particle excitations. Indeed, exactly describes both, the 516 150 expected to cease together with the phonons as inter
excitations in a system of noninteracting (i) bosans [16] an action strength is increased. In order to address those ques
(ii) fermions [18] with linear dispersion. However, the the tions, in the following we calculate the excitation speoirof

ory (2) has operators of higher scaling dimension that arisghe model [(1) at strong interaction,> 1. We note that in
from amplitude fluctuations of. They lift the statistics de- ;g regime the microscopic approath (2) is inapplicable.
generacy ofly, and thus uniquely determine true quasiparti- - The model[fL) is solvable by Bethe ansatZ[6,/10, 23]. This
cles. At lowest momenta we must include the leading irrelyechnique produces a set of equations that contains alhthe i
evant operator, which is the one of scaling dimension thregqmation about the excitation spectrum. However, exinact

. . . 2
The resulting Hamiltoniaiily + (h”/2rm) [ dz(V@)(V6)? it explicitly is in general an involved task. For type | exsit
is diagonalized by the fermionization procedure. We obtainjgng the spectrum is implicitly given by

the low-energy spectrum

v ), =L daot

— p:27TT“LQ/ dzp(x), €= / dzo(z), (7)
617 Up + 2m* (3) 1 m 1

with the quasiparticle mass:* = 4x'/2m/3+'/4. The interms of the parametér It satisfiest > Q, whereQ is the

guadratic dispersioh(3) is in agreement with the earlisulte  Fermi rapidity, defined by the condition
obtained phenomenologically [14], and very recent redul} [

obtained by studying the exact solution of the Lieb-Liniger ) ! dep(z) = n )
model at weak interaction. However, unlike in the lattedgtu 1 pRE) = 1.
our microscopic theory directly identifies fermionic nagwf ] o
At higher momenta, operators of higher scaling dimension B e
could be more important than the ones of lower dimension. p(z) = w, o(x) = /(@) 2f( x), 9

Omitting the operator of scaling dimension three from the
Hamiltonian [2) enables us to diagonalize it. We obtainithat in terms of the solution of the integral equation
describes bosonic quasiparticles with Bogoliubov spectru

1 1 A 1
) —— | dymg—F— 5 fly)=5-+z. (10

Comparing the first subleading term of the two spedfta (3)Ihe functionf(z), and thug(z) ando (z), are defined for any
and [3), we infer the crossover momentum scalé [i4}=  realz, and depend on the dimensionless parameterc/Q.
hny3/4. At p < p*, the operator of scaling dimension three  In the Tonks-Girardeau limity — oo, and thus\ — oo,
cannot be neglected. In this regime we find the fermionics© EQ. [(ID) becomes trivial. The solutionds= 1/27 and
quasiparticles with the spectrufd (3). Ats p*, the operator ¢ = z. From Egs.[(I7) and_{8) we then find= A(k — Q),
of scaling dimension four in EG(2) is the leading correatio € = (h%/2m)(k? — Q%), andQ = 7n, which yields [9] 10]

to Hy, yielding the spectruni{4) of bosonic quasiparticles. In b

this regime the neglected operator of scaling dimensiagethr Ep = mhn + r
(and many others of higher scaling dimension) describd+esi m 2m
ual interaction of Bogoliubov quasiparticles, which isges-  Equation [TIL) is exact for any and describes quasiparticle
sible, e.g., for the shape of the spectral function that ls@s n  excitations in the system of bosons with contact interactio

2
(11)

delta function shape [20]. of infinite strength. In this case the repulsion prevents two
At momenta below the crossover momentugn=mv, the  posons to share the same space position, acting effectisely
bosonic dispersioi4) simplifies into Pauli principle on fermions.
e At moderate and strong interaction, we solve Eql (10) by
€p = Up + 2o’ (5)  the power series method. We assume the solution in the form

and describes Bogoliubov phonons. Reexpressing the asymp- o0
tote aspy = finy'/2, we observe thap, andp*, when ex- f@) =" anPu(x), (12)
trapolated to moderate interaction, cross each otherat1. n=0



where P, are Legendre polynomials and the coefficiemts agreement with the exact relation for the modeél (1),
are to be determined. At > |z — y|, we expand the kernel
of Eq. (10) into power series. It is convenient to introduce 1

= [, dza'P,(z). This expression is nonzero only at - =01- 757)\/—?,
¢ > n provided? + n is an even integer, and then it becomes
[24]

(19)

which could be obtained from a more general expression one
e (ae)! (13) findsin Refs.[[14, Z8].

" (Cn+ 1) ( 2)! The spectrum(17) contains the leading order terms in the
asymptotic expansion at momenitag pf, wherep§ = hn-y.
The origin for this limitation is the condition ok that we re-
quired in order to expand the kernel of the integral equation

Using the orthogonality of Legendre polynomials, we obtain
the relations between the coefficientsfdt),

9 M 2m ¢ 1)+ (2m)! (I0). We note that the quantities that involwer) ando(x)
5 "1 => > Z ﬂ Y /\2m+1 Ffp2m=t only for |z| < 1, such as the ground state energy or the spec-
n+ m=0 (=0 r=0 "M trum of type Il excitations, in principle do not have any liexi

tion already at\ > 2 (corresponding tey > 4.527), provided

one solves Eq[{14) at arbitrapy However, here we solved
Eq. (I3) using a larga expansion. We have verified that the
set of equationg (14) when solved fdf > 1, only leads to
changes in Eqs[{15) and {16) and all subsequent expression
starting from the orde©(y~%). In Supplemental Material
[25] we give analytical expressions of relevant quantitas

the Lieb-Liniger model at high order.

+ _5n,0 + _5n,17 M — oco. (14)
s 3

This is an infinite set of linear equations that determings
in Eq. (12). Sincer < 2m in the summation in Eq[(14),
all the coefficientsa,, for n > 2 scale at least as fast as
A~ 1 atlarge) [25]. This enables us to systematically solve
Eq. (I3) at finiteM, which makes finite set of equations for

{ag,a1,...,a2p}. Likewisep(z) ando(z), Legendre poly-
nomials have parity. Therefore, only the polynomiB)swith At sufficiently high momenta, the upper limit of integration
n being even (odd) participate in the seriesfér) (o(z)). in Eq. (7) exceeds, and therefore for so high momenta the

At M = 0, Eq. [I3) leads to the spectrum as in Hgl (11)expansion[(I2) cannot be used. Instead, we find the solution
multiplied by an overall factor of — 4/ + 12/~42. Already  of Eq. (10) by iterations, which leads to
M = 1 is sufficient to obtain nontrivial corrections to the

spectrum[(Il1), which start at ordéX1/~3). From the solu- 1 \ 1
tion of Eq. [10), we obtain p(x) = Py [ arctan A\ (72 1 )\2)] ; (20)
1 1 2 12—7%2 §8-—272 arctan — 2\ \ 2, \2
- 4 N 21 (1 — .I') + A
plz) + m2N o w32 + A3 + O ole) =z <1 ’ +> ’ %1 (T+2)2 + 2%
1 2
— <W + W3A4> +O(N), (15) (21)
4 _
o(x) = (1 +3- )\3> +O). (16)  We easily verify that Eq[{21) at largeis in agreement with
the result[(I6). On the other hand, EL.](20) agrees with
Using Eq. [(8) we now find the inverse serfes- (y+2)/m—  Eq. (I5) to orde®(A~2). We have checked that the next iter-

47 /372 4+16m/3v3 +O(y~*), while Q = yn /) can be easily  ation of Eq.[[2D) in the initial integral equation producasis
expressed as a function of Finally, elementary algebra with p(z) that agrees with Eq[(15) to ordéi(A~3). Therefore,

Eq. () leads to the low-momentum dispersion the low momentum spectrui {|17) could be also reproduced
from the densities obtained by the iteration procedure.

P’ (8r 80\ p° Using the density{20) in EqX7 btai
oy 395 371 ) T sing the density({20) in Eq.X7), we obtain
2 20 p?

+ <F > w2n2m + O( ) (17) arctan%
v p=nhk—hQ———F& | (22)

arctan A

Here the sound velocity is given hy= nhn/mK, where the

Luttinger liquid parameter takes the value At high p, the parametek is also large, and thus the sec-

4 4 1672 3272 . ond term of Eq.[(2R) can be neglected. Furthermereom
K=1+ S + 238 + 3 +0(y™°).  (18)  Eq.(7) in the leading order is determined from the region of
largex, where Eq.[(21) becomesz) = =+ O(x~3). There-
The mass is given by /m* = 1 — 4/ + 12/4% + (3272 — fore, in the leading order we obtain the expected resultgt hi
96)/373 — (320m? — 240)/3v* + O(y~5). This resultis in  momentag, = p?/2m. A more careful way is to substitute
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FIG. 1. The dispersion curve for the Lieb-Liniger modehat 10
is represented by solid line, see Eds.](22) dnd (23). Dashed |
are the two limiting cases, Eq$.{17) andl(24). Doted lineiisry

for comparison, and represents the limiting spectruny at> oo,
Eqg. (I3). In the units used for the plgf; = .

Eq. (21) in Eq.[()V), resulting in
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2m T
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FIG. 2. The spectrum of elementary excitations in the Liétider
model has its characteristic form in five regions of the maotuen
interaction plane. The number in parentheses denotes théertu
of equation where the limiting form of the spectrum is giveim
regions I, Il, and lll, elementary excitations are fermmguasipar-
ticles, while IV and V they are bosonic quasiparticles. Trassover
momenta arg* ~ v%/4, po ~ v/2, andpj; ~ v, see the main text.
As we neglected the pure numbers in all the asymptotes+ 1,
corresponding t@. = An.

At higher momenta, the cubic correction in the spectrum
may become dominant with respect to the quadratic one. This
indeed occurs at weak interaction, where fermionic quasipa
ticles (region 1l1) transform into Bogoliubov phonons (reqg
IV) as the momentum is increased|[19]. At strong interagtion
such change in the nature of quasiparticles does not ocsur. A
follows from Eq. [17¥), the crossover momentum where this
would happen is at momenta abomg deeply in region II.
Thus, at strong interaction there is no space for bosonisigua
particles to develop. The only possibility is to have the dis
persion crossover region between quasiparticles of the sam
statistics, which happens g.

We finally note that Bogoliubov quasiparticles at high mo-
menta exist at weak interaction, see region V in Elg. 2. Those

in agreement with the original work [10]. However, the ana-quasiparticles are expected to exist as long as Bogoliubov

lytical expressiond(22) and (23) are the dispersion iaiadi
the Lieb-Liniger model, at arbitrary momentum and fdbe-

phonons at lower momenta are present. The first subleading
term of the quasiparticle dispersion in regions V and Il are

ing moderate and large. In Fig. 1 we show the full dispersiorflifferent, cf. Eqs.[(24) andl6). This is consistent with phe
curve and compare it with the limiting expressiohs] (17) andure of fermionic quasiparticles at strong interaction,ichh

(22).

due to Pauli principle are expected to have higher energy tha

We are now in position to distinguish the excitation spec-the bosonic ones of the same momentum.

trum of the Lieb-Liniger model in several regions of the

The excitation spectrum of a three-dimensional Bose-

momentum-interaction plane, see Hig. 2. At smallest moEinstein condensate is measured by Bragg spectroscopy [30]
menta, corresponding to regions | and Ill, the system is-chaiin both limits of weakl[3] and strong interactian [31]. In pi
acterized by a linear dispersion with the quadratic colwact ciple, the same technique could be used to probe the spectrum
controlled by the mass*. This is in agreement with earlier of the Lieb-Liniger model. Knowledge of the spectrum can
phenomenological and Bethe ansatz studies [14, 19]. As folbe used to find the singularities in the dynamic structure fac
lows from our microscopic theor(2), at weak interactioa th tor [14]. It is peaked and diverges in the vicinity of type |

low-momentum excitations are fermionic quasiparticléss |

excitation branch as a power law, with different exponents i

quite expected that the same quasiparticles extend torrégio the fermionic and bosonic regions (see Fip. 2). We finally
since the two spectr&](3) and {17) have the same forim [29otice that in the presence of integrability breaking pertu
The massn* depends on the interaction strength as given bybations (always present in realistic conditions), thiskpleer

Eg. (19). At momenta abovg;, the quasiparticle mass de- comes broadened. Such effect is intimately connected to the

creases, becoming the bare mass of original partioledj\Ve

quasiparticle decay rate, which has different scaling with

note that this change of the mass is accompanied with the disnentum in the fermionic [32] and the phononic regians [33].
appearance of the linear term in the dispersion, cf. £g9. (17This is yet another manifestation of the change of quasipar-

and [24).

ticle statistics which could be tested by Bragg spectrogcop
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Here we present some details about the structure of sotutbieq. (14). It enables us to find highly accurate results for
several quantities of the Lieb-Liniger model at strongriation.

At large ), from Eq. (14) we infer that the coefficients(\) defined in Eq. (12), scale as ~ A\~"~! for evenn > 2, while
the ones having an odd index> 3, scale as,, ~ A~"~2. For M = 0, we can correctly obtain only the first three terms in the
expansion of Egs. (15) and (16). We easily find

1 1 2 =
aOZE—Fm—FW—FO()\ ), a1:1. (Sl)

For M = 1, we obtain an additional coefficient

2 4 L
S 372)3 33l OO (S2)

However, atM = 1 we must use sucfy anda; that include higher order terms in their expansion,

as =

11 2 2n2—6) 8(x*—3)
a0 = — + =~ + - -
2 w2\ w32 3m4N3 3o )4

=

+ O, (S3)

+ O(A ), ap = 1 + 37T)\3
Itis very important to note that the newly added termeganda;, which are proportional ta—3 andA—4, do not affect the ones
obtained at smallek/, cf. Egs. [Sll) and(3$3). Fdd = 2 one obtains two more coefficients, ~ O(A~?) anday ~ O(A75),
and thus one must usg, a;, andas with higher accuracy, including the orde$\—°) andO(\~%). For M = 3, one obtains
two more coefficientsys ~ O(A~7) andag ~ O(A~7), and uses the previous ones with higher accuracy, and so on.

Let us consider, for example, the Luttinger liquid paraméfe At M = 0 we obtain\ = (v + 2)/m, which leads to the first
three terms in the expansioR, = 1 + 4/v + 4/42. At M = 1 we obtain two more terms; 1672 /3> + 3272 /3%, as given
in Eq. (18) of the main text. Aif = 2 we obtain two more terms that are higher ordet jry than the ones of Eg. (18). We
notice that whenever we solve Eq. (14)Mdt+ 1, having, e.g.KX calculated at\/, we add a new Legendre polynomial in the
expression fop(x) that brings two more powers afin the numerators of newly added terms.

In the following we give highly accurate expression for galguantities of the Lieb-Liniger model. They are obtairsd
solving Eq. (14) atM = 3 in the limit of large\. Using the notation from the main text, we find the expressidisplayed
below, which include first nine terms of the asymptotic exgian. One could easily calculate more terms in the exparisjon
usingM > 3. However, higher order terms become progressively longgich is the reason of not displaying them here. We
obtain

4 4 167 3272  64n* (=5 +3m%) 3277 (—20 4 397)

K=14—-—+4+— —
* v * ¥ 3y * 3y * 1575 1576
25672 (35 — 14772 + 1574 12872 (140 — 105072 + 3417*
- ( ) + ( ) +0(v7?), (S4)
105~7 10548
m o4, 12 32 (=3+7%)  80(=3+4x?) 64 (—15+ 507> — 37*) | 12 (12 — 807% + 177%)
m* - v 72 3,},3 3,},4 5,},5 3,},6
256 (420 — 490072 + 24017* — 607° 192 (420 — 784072 + 72527% — 60576
_B6{ ) + ( ) +0(y7?), (S5)
105~7 3548
Q 1 2 N 4 N 4(-6+m%) 16 (—3+27?) N 32 (=15 + 2572 — 74) N 32 (90 — 30072 + 437%)
m oy 2 33 34 15+5 45~
32 (252 — 147072 + 4907* — 978 128 (90 — 84072 + 5327* — 3376
_ 3 ) + ( ) +0(v7?), (S6)

637 45+8



S7

v 2 4r  16r 16w (=154 27?) 167 (—40 + 197?) L 32 (=70 + 777? — 371)

A==+ - —+—
T + T 392 + 33 + 154 15+5 21~
64 (1260 — 262572 4 34477)
Oy~ S7
* 31577 +0(), (S7)
) w2 4An?  dn? 3272 (15-77) 1672 (—15+4n?) N 32m% (=210 + 14072 — 37%)
=g T3, T2 453 91 10575
1672 (—1260 + 168072 — 1317%) 25672 (1260 — 294072 + 5397 — 67°)
13570 945+7
25672 (1575 — 588072 + 20657 — 797
+ ( ) +0(y79). (S8)
52578

The above quantities fdd andm /m* are obtained from the excitation spectrum, which we do na gkplicitly here beyond
Eq. (17) of the main text because of a rather lengthy expras¥i/e note that the ground state energy can be connected to, e
the sound velocity by the expression from Ref. [S1] (thatams a typo corrected here),

hn de 1 ,d2e
=—4[3e—27v— + =y2—. S9
T \e Pydv + 27 dn? (S9)
Using the exact relatiok’ = whn/muv, we obtain another exact relation
(S10)

K= i .
\/3e —2yde 4 Ly2de

Our expression§ ($4) arld (S8) satisfy the previous relamalso checked th&)\ = ~n. Finally, using another exact relation
for the Lieb-Liniger model given by Eq. (19) in the main texg verified the consistency between E@s] (S5) (S4).

We finally note that the ground state energy that is containdsgh. {S8) enables us to find highly accurate expression for
the two-particle local correlation functian = (¢T+Ty) /n? at strong interaction. Using the Hellmann-Feynman thedem
reexpresg; as [S2]gz = de/dr, we find

42 6 8(15—n?) L 16 (=154 47%)  8(—210+ 14072 — 37%) L8 (—1260 + 16807% — 1317%)

T 2% W 2% 57’
64 (1260 — 294072 4 5397* — 676 512 (1575 — 588072 4 20657 — 7976
+ ( ) _512( ) + 0>y 9. (S11)
45~6 1757

Itis worth to notice that the first three terms in bracketsdefpirevious equation are found in Ref.[[S3] using a diffetectinique.
Here we revealed several more subleading termgs.in
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