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We investigate spin-incoherent Luttinger liquid of a oneensional spin-1 Bose gas in a harmonic trap. In
this regime highly degenerate spin configurations emerggghe spin exchange energy is much less than the
thermal energy of the system, while the temperature is laugh that the lowest energetic orbitals are occupied.
As an example we numerically study the momentum distriloutica one-dimensional spin-1 Bose gas in Tonks-
Girardeau gas limit and in the sector of zero magnetizatdmfind that the momentum distributions broaden as
the number of atoms increase due to the averaging of spitiftmnaverlaps. Large momenturp)(@asymptotic is
analytically derived, showing the univerdalp® dependence. We demonstrate that the spin-incoherenngeitti
liquid has a momentum distribution also distinct from segd bosons at finite temperature.

PACS numbers: 03.75.Mn, 67.85.Fg, 05.30.Jp

I. INTRODUCTION momentum distribution [13—15], quantum magnetism in 1D
spinor Bose gas$ [16-20], and using group theoretical method

) . . ) in studying the ground states of spir2 fermion] and
The interacting one-dimensional (1D) quantum system [Lkhe permutation symmetry of spinor quantum gases [22]. The

can be described by a low-energy effective theory, so@alle ayperimental measurements of such quantum systems rely
Luttinger liquid theory|[2]. For spinful systems, one ha#1sp o the matter wave interferences, for example, the time-of-
charge separation but both possess power-law decay of COight experiment using the focusing techniquel [23-26], and
relation functions. An interesting regime is spin-inC@®r o Bragg scattering spectroscopyl [27-32]. In this paper we
Luttinger liquid (SILL) [3] when the temperature is larger investigate the ground state properties of a 1D spin-1 Bose
than the spin excitation energy while smaller than the ahargg,s in SILL regime that has not been studied before, and we
excitation one. The exponential factor in the single-p&ti 1 ;merically calculate the momentum distributions thatlan
Green's function of SILL puts itself in a different univetsa pserved in experiments. We note that the momentum distri-
class from the Luttinger liquid, and rich physics appeams du ptions of spint /2 bosons and fermions in SILL regime have
to the highly degenerate spin Hamiltonian. The semiconducyeen investigated in a homogeneous systefn [33].

tor quantum wire can be a platform to reach SILL regime. e rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Il we
In this regime the spin Hamiltonian becomes irrelevant angyiyoquce the Hamiltonian of 1D spin-1 Bose gas and the gen-
negligible in the correlation functions that the spin degref o5 wavefunction with spin degree of freedom. In Sec. |,
freedom are non-propagatirig [3]. The spin-charge separati e consider 1D spin-1 Bose gas in TG limit. We derive the
still holds simply because the charge velocity is much large genera| form of density matrix with spin function overlaps

than the spin velocity. In this paper we consider the int&m8c  5sgisted by the conjugacy classes of the permutation groups
1D Bose gas [4] in the spin-incoherent regime. The dispersio 5, analytical derivation of large momentum asymptotic is

relation of the density mode in a spin-1 Bose gas is lineafemonstrated in Sec. IV, and we show the numerically calcu-
[5], which is the same as the collective charge excitations i |5ted momentum distributions in Sec. V. We conclude in Sec.
the electronic spir;/2 system. As we will explain later, the \/ and the Appendix has the technical details of the traces

spin velocity is much less than the sound velocity, theesfor ¢\ arious group elements which are used in determining the
we also have the spin-incoherent regime if the temperasure 'Spin function overlaps.

higher than the spin excitation energy. We expect that thre sp
incoherent 1D Bose gas is even better to demonstrate SILL
physics due to the controllability of spatial dimensionsl an
atom-atom interactions.

The strongly interacting and spinless bosonic particlesha  starting from the Hamiltonian of ultracold spin-1 Bose gas

been experimentally realized in 1D tightly confined systemsp one dimension at zero magnetic fieltl[[5] 16, 34],
[6-18]. These hard-core bosons become fermionized in the

Tonks-Girardeau (TG) [9, 10] gas limit that corresponds to N2 1
infinitely strong atom-atom interaction, and is one of the fe H = [_%W + 5mw2w?} Ispin

examples that have the exact solutions. In this limit theivey i=1 @

functions can be written down from the constraints that heso + Z 5(x; — ) [Uolspin + Uafi - 5], (1)
are impenetrable and of bosonic symmetry. In the past two
decades many investigations along this line involve thegdo
state properties of 1D hard-core bosdng [11] and strongly inwheref; is the spin operatorl,;, is the identity operator
teracting Bose-Fermi mixtures [12] in a harmonic trap, thein spin spacem is the mass of the bosons, is the axial

1. HAMILTONIAN AND WAVEFUNCTION
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trap frequency, and/, » are the coupling constants of spin- z, < ... <z of the wavefunction, we can construct them via
independent and spin-dependentinteractions respactive  permutations of the orderings &f There should be a total of
a highly elongated trap, the transverse trap frequesnagy (s  N! regions related to the symmetric group Sor N = 3 as
much larger thaw that the coupling constants effectively are an example, we hav@’) for the original ordered region, and
U; = 2hw, ¢; with ¢o = (ag + 2a2)/3, andeg = (a2 — ao)/3, a permutation of first two particle;»| V') = ¢ 2™ (&) Pi2|x)
wheredg » = ag o /[1—1.46a0 2/ (/211 )] [35,[36] with s-wave ~ accesses the spatial regien < z; < x3 giving the new
scattering lengthsy o, andl, = /f/(mw, ) [B]. spin configurationP»|x) for this region. Other four regions
In TG gas limit of scalar bosons, the system become§an be constructed by permutationsidh, PioPss, Pas P,
fermionized that bosons do not penetrate each other, aird thénd P12 P23 P12 on|x). Similar treatments of constructing the
wavefunctions take the form of noninteracting fermions: Fo Wavefunctions have been used in investigating quantum mag-
a spin-1 Bose gas with an infinite atom-atom interacfipn ~ NetsM [16L17] and magnetic correlations|[18] in strongly i
in a harmonic trap, we consider a SILL regimk [3] where theteracting 1D spinor gases.
spin exchange energy is much less tha” wherek is the Note that the ground state energy for sughbosons oc-
Boltzmann constant an#l is the temperature of the system, CUpying the lowestV orbitals7 = (0, 1, ..N —1)is E =
while the temperature is low enough that the system still oc/V>/w/2. Below we proceed to calculate the density matrix
cupies the orbitals in the lowest energy. The regime in gener Using the wavefunction we formulate here including the spin
can be reached sineg ~ a, for 22Na, *1K, and®"Rb that the ~ degree of freedom.
interaction becomes effectively spin-independent. Fanex
ple of87Rb in the hyperfine state & = 1, ap = 101.8 andas
=1004 ap [@] wherea g is Bohr radius. The wavefunction
in general can be expressed as

1. DENSITY MATRIX

Here we provide the formalism to calculate the single-

|W) = Z Vs 59,.sn (T)]S15 825 oy SN, (2)  particle density matrix of a spin-1 Bose gas, which reads
51,82,...SN
A o oy ! 5
whereZ = (1, s, ..., xx) denotes the spatial distributions plz,a’) = NZ/dxwg(x’x)ws(x Z), )
along with the spin configurations aV bosons, that is s
[s1, 82, ...sn) = |9). wherez = (x2, 3, ...,zy), and a factor ofN shows up for

The total wavefunction must be symmetric under inter-the otherN possible choices af andz’. We consider only
change of any two particles. Therefore it is sufficient totfirs the region ofr < 2’ which should be symmetric to > 2/,
consider the region of; < x2 < ... < xy, and all others and also the ordering af; < x5 ... < zy. For N = 3 as an
can be obtained via symmetry. For the spin part, we considezxample we have the spin function overlapg (e, '), for a
some degenerate and normalized spin configuration|state  given choice ofy),

Later we will show that it does not matter which) we start

/ _
with. Since TG gas limit suggests of null wavefunctions when @ <@z <wg,a’ <wz2 <, (XIElX) =1,

x; approaches;, we can construct the symmetrized spatial ,xy < ' < s, (x|Pi2lx),
part of the wavefunctiond’) = =" ()| x) in terms of the , 22 <3 < 2, (x| PasPr2|X),

. . . . s ort {
elgenfunct|ons¢nj (x;) of the noninteracting fermions in a By <1 < 33,02 <7 < w3, (X|E]X) = 1,
harmonic trap as <

) L 22 < 33 < 2, (x| P PasPralx),
wiym(f) = —A[(bnl ($1), ¢n2 (,Tg), sy ¢7LN (xN)] Ty <Zg <, T2 <23 < xl’ <X|E|X> = 1’ (6)

" Vv N!

x sgn(zs — 1) X sgn(z3 — 2)-.. where the first two columns represent the integral regions of

) 3 andz’, and the third column is the spin function overlap in this
X sgn(en —aN-1); (3) region. F is the identical permutation operator, and we note

. . . . . —1 H
whereA is anti-symmetrizer (equivalent to a Slater determi-that Py PasPro = P13 and Pa3 P1o = Prog. After averaging
nant), sgn is the sign function to satisfy the bosonic symme0Ver a set of spin stateg) (to be specified below), we then
try, and the factor of/N1 guarantees the normalization of the have the single-particle density matrix,

wavefunction. The eigenfunctions, (z) (also dimensionless
form of ¢,,(y)) in a harmonic trap are plr <a')=3x2x {/ 1
1 1 r<zr/'<z2<T3
2
Sn(y) = ——=—rHa(y)e ¥ %, y = x/xho, (4) / Ty (P12)
/on ) 71/4 +
2npl r<ro<la' <x3 TI‘X(E)
whereH,, are Hermite polynomials with the trap frequengy N / Try (Pia3) +/ .
the atom mass:, andzy, = /h/(mw). vemscsca Ty (E) < aea <as

The above can be considered as permutations of the orbitals Tr, (Prs)
i = (n1, ns, ...nx), and note that it should not be mistaken for + / —x\ 13 / 1}
permutations of for here we have chosen the ordered region sa<z<wa<a’ Lx(E) zo<wz<z<a’
z1 < T2 < ... < xy. TO access the regions other than < X P (@, o, ag )" (@ we, x3)daadas, (7)



where the multiplication factor df in the above is due to the
contribution of the integral regiom, > z3. This region can
be assessed by interchangingandxs using P, where the
spin function overlaps are equivalent to those with< z3.
The trace (Tr) of the permutation operator oygr is just the

summation of the spin function overlaps over all spin config-

urations, that is Ty(P;;. ) = ZX (x|Psj...x]x). To account

for all the spin configurations, we have made an average over
all the spin function overlaps in each integral with the kota

number of states given by JtE).

To proceed and from now on we shall limit ourselves to

the specific sector of totad, = -, (5?) = 0, whereS!
is z-component spin operator féth particle. Then we have
two possible sets of spin configuratiofigy;)©’} = |000), and
{Ix2)"} = | + =0), | +0=), | = +0), | = 04), [0+ =),

3

P for a permuted set of spin configurations. Then the density
matrix becomes

, 1
plr <z') =3 x2x 1+ =
r<r/ <ro<lxs r<ro<la/<z3 7

1
g
r<ro<arz<a! 7 ro<lr<a'<wzs

1
+f 2/ %
ro<z<wz<wz' 7 ro<zz<lrlz!

X lb%ym* (SC, Z2, x3)¢757,ym ('rlv Z2, CCg)dIQdIg, (8)

where we note that T(Pi2) = Tr(Pi3). The permutations

of Pio, P13, and P»3 are conjugate with each other to form

a conjugacy class, therefore they have the same trace. In the
Ss3 permutation groupF, Pi», and P53 form three classes.

|0 — +), composing of six permuted states, which make up ofTheir traces can be explicitly done and they are also listed i

seven states in total. We denote, 0, +) as three quantum

numbers €1, 0, 1) for a spin-1 boson, and the superscript

the Appendix A.
In general forx < 2/, we have

W2 N W3N
p(x<x’):N!{/ 1+/ —+/ — + ..
<! <xo...<TN r<mo<az’..<zy WN z<wa<wz<z’..<zy WN
W2N _ N 7
+ / 1+/ — 4 ... —|—/ 1} @, )" (2, z)dz, (9)
ro<r<a! ... <xN zo<z<zz<a'..<zny WN ro<zy...<zNy<z<T’

where the averaged spin function overlaps are giveﬁjj@&,
with

win = Try(Pra...j), (10)
the trace ofP».. ;, averaged by
wy = Try(F), (12)

the total number of states givég). The spin function over-
laps can be calculated using the conjugacy classf sym-
metric groupSy where we demonstrate up fé6 = 6 in the
Appendix A. In addition the identity relation of . Tr, G

= N/, the order ofSy, is useful to check on the calculation

of various spin function overlaps. Note that the integral re
gions of permuted are identical, therefore the density matrix

p(xz < 2') hasN(N + 1)/2 distinguished ones.

forj (+)’s or (=)’s, whichis(N —j)!/[(n—j)!n!(N —2n)!],
the number of states obtained by permuting the rest.of (
J) (+)sor(=)s,n(=)sor(+)s, and(N — 2n) (0)’s. In
general we have the traces for the conjugacy class€s,0f;
as

N or N—-1

2

WjN =

ECEY)!
> |

n=0
2(N —j)! }
(n— (N —2n)]"’

(12)

for even or oddV with the upper limit of summation a¥/2

or (N — 1)/2 respectively. We note that all the arguments of
the factorials should be equal and larger than zero. Thé tota
number of states is then calculated as

Here we show how we calculate the general spin function

overlaps in the sector af, = 0. The spin configurations
{|x:)*'} in general involve$00...0) andn pairs of(+—), that
is | + + — —00...0) with n = 2 for example. Fof|x;)"} =
|00...0), the trace of any permutation operatorlisFor the
spin configuration of: pairs of(+—), the trace ofP;». ; has
three contributions. One contribution is that the firgntries
are(0)’s, where the spin configuration can be shown as

100...0 00..0 +...4 —...—).
e N N e
7 N-—-2n—j n n

The trace i N — j)!/[(n!)?(N — 2n — j)!] since this is the
number of states obtained by permuting the reshof-@n—j)
(0)'s andn (+)'s and(—)’s. The other two contributions are

N or N—-1

: N!
Z (n)2(N —2n)!

n=0

2

(13)

wN

In the same conjugacy class 8§, the spin function overlaps
are identical if the permutations are in the same class. The
values ofw;y can be found in Appendix A.

The momentum distributions of 1D Bose gas in TG limit is
then numerically integrated based on Elg. (9) which we will
demonstrate in Sec. V. The definition of the momentum dis-
tribution is

1 oo oo . ,
o) = 5 [ o [ e g, @)
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where we leth = 1. Next we are interested in deriving the Sincep is large,y andy’ are necessarily small so we can ex-

asymptotic forms in large momentum limit, which shoyp* pand the determinants by Taylor expansion. Also since the ze

decay and can be measured in experiments. roth order expansion gives null results, we keep the nonvan-
ishing first-order expansion, which are the ordegahdj’ in

the integrals. We then have
IV. LARGE p EXPANSION IN p(p)

(p) L4 / dy / dy’ + / dy / dy

Here we show the analytical result of a laggesymptotic in PP p—roo 27 v 4 4 4

the one-body momentum distribution of 1D TG Bose gas. Itis }(b ) (x)
y 0

well known that this large asymptotic shall show the unigérs X gyle®- v) ()
1/p* deendence for a Bose gas with two-body contact inter- (72) (2

actions|[L315]. This universal asymptotic has recentiyair where the prime on the eigenfunctions means the derivative.

a lot of attentions in deriving the energetics (so called'sTan We then proceed to solve the above integrals by the integra-

Ir:elat|(_)n) [38] and universal properties of the two-comptine tion by parts. For brevity we just demonstrate the integoéls
ermi gas 2], and in extending Tan’s relations in ore di andy’

mensionl|[43]. Before we present the general expressioreof th
largep asymptotic for arbitraryV, we show the results a¥ 0 ) _
/ dy/ dy’e”"(y ] )y?j/ —

, (18)

= 2 and3 for demonstration. (29)

where we have imposed the conditions of negligible contribu
tion at the infinite boundary. Note that the part(gf < 7')
gives the same result and put the above bagkp, we have

AL N=2

We first recall ofp(z < z’) for two bosons in Eq[{9) that

4/32 | b(a2) i(a2) |
x <) =2 W22 plp) =
p( = ) 2 [/m<m/<12 1+/m<;v2<z/ (] p—oo 21 p / , ¢ ( ) ¢i/(_ )
Sym* sym ./ — 4/3 2 B y d -y ‘
* /12<ac<ac :| e w (‘T ‘TQ)’L/]“ (x 7x2)' 27 p / T‘—(:Cho)3 1 (20)
(15)

where we substitutes by y = x2 /2, In ¢,. Further we use

If we replace the coefficient from the averaged spin functiorthe dimensionlessk = p replacing ofp/+/mhw, and we have
overlap (a2 /ws = 1/3) by (—1), we end up withp(z, 2’)

equivalent to the results of the noninteracting fermionere- o(k) _4/32 ™ 26_2y2dy
fore p(p) o e~(P=r)*. Subtracting this vanishing part of Tho oo 21 kA ) . @
e~(Pzro)” in largep limit, we have 4/3 2 2 0.34
= ——=- =—. 21
21 [ R Wy 27Tk4\/; k4 (21)
plp) = — dadz’ e ”)/ doy(— +1)
p=oe 2T J_ oo <2<z’ w2
X @)U @ @) + (o < @), B N=3
o 4
= — dxdz’ e I)[ —/ dl‘2:|
P00 2T oo 3 Ja<aa<a Toward the general expression of laggasymptotic for ar-

bitrary V, we show one more example of three bosons. Recall
again of Eq.[(P), we have six integral regiongifx < z’),

do(z") ¢r(z")
Po(x2) ¢1(x2)

do(z) ¢1(x)
¢o(x2) o1(22)

X

where we have used Ed.] (3), and the second term represent r<z'<z2<T3 r<za<z'<zs W3 r<zo<wz<z’ W3

the part of integrals for’ < z. wa3
Lety =z — 2o andy’ = 2/ — x5 With dy = dz anddy’ = +/ 1+/ w_"‘/ 1}
dz'. we have ro<r<z'<T3 zo<z<wzz<z’ W3 ro<wz<z<T
' xdrodrspy!™ (x, xe, x3)py " (2, 22, 23), (22)
1 —4 _ _ 0 [
p(p) b0 27 3 [/ dy/ dy +/ dy / dy] wherewss /ws = ws3 /w3 = 1/7. We can again subtract from
e 0 o 0 the above the corresponding expression of the Fermi gas,

X e“’@‘?')/ dxs ¢0@(+ 1)72) 2 (g(+ z2) ’ which has only~(##10)* contribution in the large limit. Fur-
—o0 o2 o1(z2) ther, noting again thai(p) has significant contributions only
ool y + 1172) O1(y + x2) from the regions of: < z; < 2’ anda’ < z; < « for all z;

x3) o1 (22 (17) € z, we then have the remaining terms only framy /ws —




was3/ws 4 1in Eq. (22) forp — oo,

o0

p(p) =

p—oo 2 |

drdz’ e?@=7") [ —

: /
7 <oz <x3

o0

8
— —/ :|d1'2d/$3
7 ro<z<wz<wz’

+ (2 <x). (23)

Again we change variables by= = — x9, §' = 2’ — z2,
or xo — x3. Similar to the derivation ofV = 2, we expand
the above to the first order gfands’, apply Eq. [(2D), and we
have

182 &
p(p e Tt ) dradrs .
Gh(w2) S (x2) Sh(a) |
X do(x2) ¢1(w2) P2(z2)
I do(x3) ¢1(w3) P2(z3)
Oh(xs) oh(xs) Shlxs)|”
+ | ¢o(z2) d1(22) Po(w2) (24)
bo(x3) ¢1(x3) Pa2(x3)

The two terms inside the bracket are equivalentagia— 3,

therefore we can combine these two terms, but now we can
integrate over alk> andxzs. We then expand the determinant

into minors, and integrate out eithey or x3, obtaining

_ 182 [ ((2) B()
o) =, Tt ) [ o1(z) da(x)
$h(z) (@) [, | dh(a) di(e) |
T | Go(x) dnla) *‘ do(x) 61() ]"25)

From the above, it suggests that the integrals involve the de
terminants with a combination of every two eigenfunctions.

C. General large p asymptotic

In general for arbitraryV, we have

p(p) (N — 1)1 2[1 + won/wn]
N o 2! Jj=2,3,...N
411 (IJ) ¢412 (xg) 2
/ | O () o ()
dz . _ ’
r2<w3...<TN . :
¢n1 (IN) QSHN (IN)

(27)

where the factor of N — 1)! is from the permutation of the
orderingzs < x3 ... < zy. The above derivation of EqL(R7)
simply generalizes the previous caseMof= 3. We have ex-
panded the determinants by Taylor expansionifee z; ~

2', and used Eq[(19) for the Fourier transform. We have also
rearranged the rows of the above determinant. Absorbing the
factor of (V — 1)! to form all space integrals i, we have

p(p) Do (Ni D! A +;2;Z/WN] j_g;w/i dz
i) e |
« | A )
¢n1('IN) Py '(ﬂ?N)

From the orthogonality of the eigenfunctiofg, finally we
can reduce the above as

_ 20+ (@) @ ()

2

)

p—so0 2
(29)

where (n;,n;) denotes any possible pairs 8f eigenfunc-
tions, and the factofN — 1)! cancels out by N — 1) sum-
mations ofz; within each there aréN — 2)! copies of the
minors. In the below we show specifically the results for énit
number of atoms up t&/ =6 .

For N = 4, we havel0 terms of integral regions. From Eg.
(29), we have

To proceed, we put in the Hermite polynomials, and use thgor N = 5 and6, we have respectively

dimensionlesg,

2

pk) _ 2:8/T1 [ o —y B
Tho koo 27kY T ye T2 2y°—1
o — oo 73
oy sy—24° |2
2y“—1 ’
V2y 72
2.8/727\/7/2  0.98
— 74 - ——4 (26)
21k 47 k

p(k) _2:24/1918.604  2.38 (30)
Tho k—oo 2mk4 T k4
plk) 264/5133.57 4.27 31)
Tho k—oo 2mk? T k4
p(k) _2-180/14153.93  6.98 (32)
Tho k—oo  2mk* s kA

V. NUMERICAL RESULTSAND DISCUSSIONS

The momentum distribution of a 1D spinor Bose gas has
been studied in some selected spin configurations [16],lwhic
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Momentum distributions of a spinaherent  FIG. 3. (Color online) The asymptotics of large momentuntritis-
1D spin-1 TG gas up t&V = 6 in the sector ofS. = 0. Uniformly tions in Fig. [1). Large momentum asymptotics are plottetbga-
broadened distributions &6 grows are demonstrated, which are due rithmic scales and compared with analytic calculationsiijlin a 1D
to the spin function overlaps. spin-1 TG gas. (@) The analytically derived asymptoticsase,/p*,
0.98/p*, 2.38/p", 4.27/p", and6.98/p* respectively forN = 2 —
6. The result of N = 2 (dashe) obtained by conventional numerical
. . I . s integration almost overlaps with the one by Monte Carlogragon,
shows Friedel-like oscillations similar to the nonintéig  \hich asymptotically approaches the analytic curve indargimit
fermions or broadened momentum distributions depending 0Bs expected. The line symbols and colors follow K. 1, andra h
the symmetry of the spin functions. Here we consider the-spinizontal line of 10~ is used to guide the eye for approximately the
incoherent regime using Eq[](9), and demonstrate the maaccuracy for the Monte Carlo results.
mentum distribution of a 1D spin-1 Bose gas in TG limit. We
use Monte Carlo (MC) integration method to derpfe:;, 2'),
which is implemented in Linux system with message processsame. Therefore the spin-incoherent Bose gas has a brahdene
ing interface. To have a sense of the computation timeMor momentum distribution relative to the spinless case. Atdini
= 5 with MC simulations of)/ = 1e7 sets of random num-  temperature, the momentum distribution would also be broad
bers, it requires about two days with0 parallel CPU cores.  ened. However, we shall see below that these two situations
In Fig.[, the momentum distribution is demonstrated up tocan be easily distinguished.
N = 6. As the number of particles increases, its momentum In Figs.[3 and}4, we show the large momentum asymptotics
distribution broadens almost uniformly in the peaks and then logarithmic scales and compare with our analytic cakcula
widths, This hugely contrasts with noninteracting fernsi@n  tions in Sec. V. The asymptotics for the spinless case can
spinless bosons, which have Friedel oscillations or nagrow
peaks atp = 0 respectively. The uniformly broadened and

structureless distribution is due to the spin function tags 1

in the spin-incoherent regime that averages out the osmijla &

features. The MC simulationsin Figl. 1 avé= 1e4, 1€5, 1€6,

1.8€e8, 3.5e8 for N = 2 — 6. As a comparison, we showthere- _ 0.f

sults of spinless bosons (or equivalently fully spin paed) % 3

in Fig.[2 where we have a sharp momentum distributioiVas % I

increases while the widths of the distributions stay alntiost 0.0Lf -~
0.001k

FIG. 4. (Color online) The asymptotics of large momentuntrdis
butions in Fig. [[2). Large momentum asymptotics are plotted
logarithmic scales and compared with analytic calculatieash)
in a 1D spinless TG gas. The analytically derived asympgadie
0.51/p*, 1.715/p*, 3.77/p*, and6.8/p* respectively forN = 2 —

5, and we also compare with Olshanii's calculation [14] ofjlamo-
mentum result.45/p* (dash-dot) forN = 5. The result ofN = 2
(dashe) obtained by conventional numerical integration agairr-ove
laps with the one by Monte Carlo integration, which asymiptdly
approaches the analytic curve in laggémit as expected. Similarly
FIG. 2. (Color online) Momentum distributions of a 1D sps8elG  the line symbols and colors follow Fid] 2, and a horizontaklof
gas up taV = 5. The momentum distributions become sharpeNas 1072 is also plotted for approximately the accuracy for the Monte
increases. Carlo results.
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1H8-N=27=0, spin-1 ' : T 107y | dpp?p(p). The sharper momentum distribution for the spin-
= -kgT=0 spinless L less case implies thatp) must be larger at largerthan the
0-8'+EBTf:" S"'"_’ll 107 BEgs spin incoherent case, as can be seen in Elg. 3. Correspond-
206-;k51;2$ zz::flss 2N ingly, while the momentum distribution of the spinless case
X7 s =050, spines ; ' 1075 5 broadens with increasing temperature, this broadened-dist
& 0_4__9_NB:3,kBT:m' spin-1 bution is distinct _from the broadening_due to spi_n averaging
X as the total kinetic energy must be higher at finite tempera-
0.2} M4 % 1 ture.
We have also evaluated numerically the potential and ki-
o e S 0 1 2 3 ) netic energies by Monte Carlo integration. The potential en
PX,o ergy is numerically derived by evaluatirfgidza? p(x), which

is always below the relative errar5% to the exact value of
FIG. 5. (Color online) Momentum distributions comparisafdD (V). For(K) [ dpp?p(p), itis more demanding of the accu-
spin-1 and spinless TG gas at finite temperature. The widthiseo  racy in numerical calculations. We then attach the tailswf o
distributions broaden as the temperature increases forthetspin-  momentum distributions by the analytically derived asymp-
1 and spinless case. To differentiate the momentum disioiwiof  totics starting at aroung;,, ~ 4.5, which improves the rel-
both, a fitting case of spinless bosong/at= 0.65w/ks (x) OVer- — ative error of(K) significantly to belowd% for example in
laps with spin-1 case at smailwhile they differ in the large momen- the case of spin-1 bosons. In Monte Carlo integration of our
tum limit (inset). : : ‘ . .
um fimit (inset) 1D spin-1 and spinless bosons, the integral boundarieg is se
to © = t4wxyp, with 41 x 41 meshes irp(z, 2’). The results

be obtained from Eq.[{29) by replacirit + wan /wx) by gre %onvearger:tv;/rl]thtm:;[ - e 1et5, 166, 58/7’3'568 )‘orN N
2. The N = 2 case can also be evaluated exactly. Our nu<~ ™" and note that the symmetry pfz, 2') = p(a, z) can

merical results match well with the exact ones. However, Wé)e u_sed to double thet, thus reducing the computation time

see that although the momentum distribution is approachinbeqUIreOl for convergence.

their asymptotic values, the differences between themirema

rather large fopx,, =~ 3. For largerNV, one may expect that

the asymptotics would take even largeto reach ]. Our V1. CONCLUSION

numerical results become inaccurate for lgsder largerN'’s.

However, we can still make use of the asymptotics to improve In conclusion, we have investigated the properties of the

our evaluation of the total kinetic energy of the system,ias d spin-incoherent Luttinger liquid in a spin-1 Bose gas. The

cussed below. For the spinless case, we also show the resutfensity matrix of such universal class can be calculateti®y t

from the asymptotic formula 0.1297 x N3/2/k* proposed  spin function overlaps from the highly degenerate spin genfi

by Olshanii and Dunjkd [14]. We see thatin Fig. 4, fér=>5,  urations. We show that the spin function overlap is direxly

this value is much below the asymptotic that we obtain fromlated to the traces of the conjugacy classes in the perrontati

(the modified) Eq.[{29). groups. We also analytically derive the universal depeoéen
Atfinite temperature, we show in Figl 5 that the momentumof 1/p* in largep limit, and compare with the momentum dis-

distributions are broadened as the temperature increbises. tributions of a spin-1 Bose gas in TG limit using Monte Carlo

spinless case always has higher peaks than the spin-1 bosdntegrations up to six bosons. The spin-incoherent Bose gas

at the same temperature. The cas&/ct 3 is numerically av-  has a broadened momentum distribution which we can con-

eraged over all orbitals by #F: [3 = 1/(kgT)] at the cutoff  firm and distinguish from the spinless case by measuring its

of Fs = 6w where it shows no significant changes when in-momentum distribution and the total kinetic energy. The ul-

cluding more orbitals. We also compare the spin-1 bosons atacold spinor Bose gas thus sets up a promising paradigm to

zero temperature with the spinless cas€’at 0.65/w/kp realize this universal while different class of Luttingiguid.

where they almost overlap at the peaks while differ in the

tails of the momentum distributions as shown in the inse¢ Th

spin-incoherent regime in spin-1 bosons can be distingdish ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

from the spinless ones from the measurements of the momen-

tum distributions and the system energies as well.
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identical with a Fermi gas. At zero temperature, we then have

(V) = N?hw/4. The kinetic energy can be obtained easily by . )

considering the action of the Hamiltonian on the wavefuorcti Appendix A: Traces of the conjugacy classes of S

ata pointwhere alt;’'s are unequal. We see easily thaf) =

N?hw/4. The above is in accordance with the Virial theorem Here we list the traces of the conjugacy classes relevant to
[44,[45], (K) = (V) = (E,)/2. Accordingly, both the mo- the spin function overlaps. We note here that the number of
mentum distributions in Figél 1 ahdl 2 have the same value afonjugacy classes ¢fy is 2, 3,5, 7,11 for N =2 — 6.



For N =2, we have{|y1)"'} = |00) and{|x2)"} =[+-), Class TraCeI T, (@) Tr (@) Trys (G)
| — +) respectively. In table | we have the traces in these bases
for E and P;> corresponding to two conjugacy classes, énd E 1 20 30
represents the group operators in relevant conjugacyesdass Py 1 6 6
in the calculations of spin function overlaps. Pia3 1 2 0
- Pia3y 1 0 0
race
o Tml (G) Tr (G) Prasss 1 0 0
E 1 2 TABLE IV. Traces of some conjugacy classesst
Pro 1 0
TraCe 11 (G) Trw(Q) Tras (G) Tras (G
TABLE I. Traces of the conjugacy classes$y. Class f1 (G) Trxs (G) Tr (G) Try (G)
E 1 30 90 20
For N = 3, we have{|x1,2)”} = |000) and{| + —0)"} Piy 1 12 18 8
respectlvely.wher6{| + —0)7} represent six different states Pios 1 6 0 2
by permutations. In table Il we give the traces for the three
. | d in th f Pi234 1 2 0 0
conjugacy classedy, P;», and P23, In these sets of states. Prasis 1 0 0 0
P123456 1 0 0 0
ca T (6) T (@)
= 1 5 TABLE V. Traces of some conjugacy classesSgf
Pro 1 0
Pros 1 0 by a cycle decomposition that counts the number of unordered

integer partitions. We then decompose four bosons as
4,34+1,242,24+1+1, 1+1+1+41,

For N = 4, we have{|x1.2.)"} = [0000), {| + —00)"}, = Puzsa, Puag, PP, Po, B, (A1)
and{|+ —+ —)} respectively. In table Il we give the traces which accounts for five conjugacy classes. The size of each
for the four conjugacy classeg;, P, Pia3, and Piaz4, in conjugacy class can be calculatedd¥ (IL,(j)% a;!) where
these sets. The other conjugacy class involWgs?, which  we havea;’s integer ofj in the unordered integer partitions.
we do not need in calculating the spin function overlap ofThis calculation of the size can be also seeiVgsermutations
Eqg. (I0) due to the intended order of particle positions wewith a; times ofj’s cycling anda; permutations of the groups
choose in the first place. However it helps confirm our calcu-Pi2...;, Pjt1...25, etc. Take{|xs)”'} of N = 4 as an example
lated traces from the identity relation, which we will demon where we have three classés, P2, and P2 P34, that have

TABLE Il. Traces of the conjugacy classes$.

strate in the end of this appendix. nonvanishing traces. Their traces in this basistarz and2
respectively with the sizek, 6, and3. Therefore the identity
Class T, (G) Tra (G) T () relation reads
E 1 12 6 XG:TI"X(G):6><1+2><6+2><3:4!, (A2)
]j: N i é é where the traces are verified.
e For the final demonstration of the identity relations in
Frass ! 0 0 the symmetric grougss, the classification of the conjugacy

classes becomes

5,4+1,342 3+14+1,2+2+1,2+1+1+1,
For N = 5, we have{|x1.2.3)"} = [00000), {| + —000)”}, 1+14+141+1,

P . .
and{| + — + ._O> } respectively. In table IV we give the — Piasas, Pio3a, Pia3Pys, Pia3, PiaP3s, Pia, E, (A3)
traces for the five conjugacy classés, P2, Pi23, Pioss, and ) ) ]
Plosss, in these sets. which accounts for seven conjugacy classes. We can vegfy th

For N = 6, we have{|x1254)"} = 000000, {| + traces of each conjugacy classes by the identity relatiake T
—0000)"}, {| + — +—~00)"}, and{| + — + — + )P} re-  {Px2)"} of N'=5asan example,
spectively. In table V we give the traces for the six conjygac ZTrx(G) —20x146x10+2x20=>5, (Ad)
G

TABLE Ill. Traces of the conjugacy classes $f.

classesE, Pia, Pi23, Pi23a, Piasas, and Piaase, in these
sets. . .

Finally we demonstrate the details for the construction of‘C’heﬂre fthe slzes OP15 ﬁndP 123 are 10 and20 respectively.
conjugacy classes and the calculation of the traces in #ss cl astly for {|xs)" }, we have

Take four bosons in the symmetric grofip for example, the Zrﬁx(g) =30x1+6x10+2x 15 =5, (A5)
classification of the conjugacy classes%§ can be derived G



where the size of5 belongs toP;» P34 and its trace i€. The

9

above examples show the identity relation betweendfaé t
traces of the conjugacy classes and the ordémaf
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