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W e study weak itinerant ferrom agnetism in one-dim ensionalFerm isystem s using perturbation

theory and bosonization. W e �nd that longitudinalspin uctuations propagate ballistically with

velocity vm � vF ,where vF is the Ferm ivelocity. This leads to a large anom alous dim ension in

thespin-channeland strong algebraicsingularitiesin thesingle-particlespectralfunction and in the

transversestructurefactorform om entum transfersq� 2�=vF ,where2� istheexchangesplitting.

PACS num bers:75.10.Lp,71.10.Pm ,71.10.H f

Recently severalauthorspresented conductance m ea-

surem entsin ultra low-disordersem iconductorquantum

wiresand suggested thatan unusualfeaturein therange

0:5� 0:7� 2e2=h ofconductancecan beexplained in term s

ofspontaneousferrom agnetism [1,2,3].At�rstsightthis

interpretation seem sto contradictthe Lieb-M attistheo-

rem [4], which rules out m agnetized ground states for

electrons m oving on a line,as wellas for one-band lat-

tice m odelsin onedim ension (1d)with nearest-neighbor

hopping and interactions involving densities. However,

there isno fundam entalprinciple thatforbidsferrom ag-

neticground statesin quasi1d system swith �nitewidth

orone-band latticem odelsin 1d with m oregeneralhop-

pings.Indeed,num ericalstudies[5]show thattheground

state ofthe 1d Hubbard m odelwith hopping between

nearestand next-nearestneighborscan beferrom agnetic

in asubstantialrangeofdensitiesand on-siteinteractions

U . Clearly, the precise form of the energy dispersion

�k playsan im portantrolein stabilizing ferrom agnetism

[6,7,8]. In principle,itshould therefore be possible to

design m etallicsystem swith ferrom agneticground states

by properly adjusting the hopping integralsbetween the

relevantorbitals.A prom isingclassof1dm aterialswhere

thism ightbeachieved arecertain typesoforganicpoly-

m ers[9],whosem olecularstructurecan bedesigned in a

controlled m annerin thelaboratory.M otivated by these

new developm ents,in thiswork we shalluse a com bina-

tion ofperturbation theory and bosonization to derive

som ephysicalpropertiesofitinerantferrom agnetsin 1d.

Letusbriey considerthisproblem from a renorm al-

ization group (RG ) point of view. The usualRG ap-

proach to 1d m etals is based on the assum ption that

theirlong-wavelength and low-energy propertiesare de-

term ined by wavevectorsk in the vicinity ofthe Ferm i

wavevectors� kF .G iven a generalenergy dispersion �k,

itthereforeseem sreasonableto expand fork closeto kF

�k = �kF + vF (k� kF )+
(k � kF )

2

2m �
+
�

6
(k� kF )

3 + :::;

(1)

and sim ilarlyfork � � kF .Bypowercounting,theFerm i

velocity vF isa m arginalcoupling,while the inverse ef-

fective m ass1=m � and the cubic param eter� areirrele-

vantin theRG sense.In the�eld-theoreticalform ulation

ofthe RG [10],these irrelevantcouplingsare sim ply ig-

nored. However,asshown below,the cubic term in Eq.

(1) is crucialto stabilize a ferrom agnetic ground state

in 1d,so thata properRG treatm entofitinerantferro-

m agnetism should include also the irrelevant couplings

associated with band curvaturee�ects.Thereforem eth-

odswhich cannotproperly handle these couplings,such

asthe�eld-theoreticalRG [10]orbosonization,losem uch

oftheirpower.Nevertheless,asshown below,in certain

regim esbosonization isstillusefulto obtain nonpertur-

bativeresultsforcorrelation functions.

W e consider the following Ham iltonian describing in-

teracting electronson a 1d lattice with length L,

Ĥ =
X

k�

�kĉ
y

k�
ĉ
k�

+
1

2L

X

q;ij

fij�̂i(� q)̂�j(q); (2)

where ĉ
y

k�
and ĉ

k�
are creation and annihilation opera-

tors for electrons with m om entum k and spin �. The

labels iand j assum e values in fn;m g,where n corre-

spondsto thechargedensity �̂n(q)=
P

k�
ĉ
y

k�
ĉ
k+ q�

,and

m denotesthe spin density �̂m (q)=
P

k�
�ĉ

y

k�
ĉ
k+ q�

.To

discussspontaneous sym m etry breaking we should start

from a spin-rotationally invariant Ĥ , which constrains

the bare fij to satisfy fnm = fm n = 0 and precludes

any m om entum -dependence offm � fm m .W e also take

fn � fnn to be m om entum -independent[11].

Asa �rststep,we study the ferrom agneticinstability

within Hartree-Fock theory.Adding and subtracting the

counterterm � �(m )= fnn+ �fm m ,wheren = ĥ�n(0)i=L

isthedensity and m = ĥ�m (0)i=L isthespin density,we

m ay write Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + Ĥ 1,with

Ĥ 0 � �N̂ =
X

k�

�k� ĉ
y

k�
ĉ
k�
�
L

2
[fnn

2 + fm m
2]; (3)

and Ĥ 1 = (2L)�1
P

q;i
fi��̂i(� q)��̂i(q):Here �k� = �k �

� + � �(m )isthe Hartree-Fock energy,��̂i(q)= �̂i(q)�

�q;0ĥ�i(0)i,and N̂ = �̂n(0). In the ferrom agnetic state

theFerm iwavevectorsk� and velocitiesv� arede�ned by

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207383v1
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�k� � � + ��(m )= 0 and v� = @�k=@kjk� ,while in the

norm alstate �kF � � + ��(0)= 0 and vF = @�k=@kjkF .

Hence �k� � �kF + fn�n = �� where � = � fm m and

�n = n(m )� n(0).Forconveniencewekeep thechem ical

potential� constant,so thatthe density n isa function

ofm . The two equations �k� � �kF + fn�n = ��,� =

� 1,together with the self-consistency conditions m =

��1 (k" � k#)and �n = ��1 (k" + k# � 2kF )�x the four

quantitiesk",k#,�n,and m .

Throughoutthis work we shallassum e m � n (weak

ferrom agnetism ).Thelow-energypropertiesarethen de-

term ined by wavevectorsin thevicinity oftheFerm isur-

face,as discussed in the classic work by Dzyaloshinski�i

and K ondratenko [12].Hence wem ay expand �k around

� kF .To leading order,itissu�cientto truncatetheex-

pansion atthethird order,seeEq.(1).K eeping in m ind

that�m � kF and de�ning qm = �=v F weobtain

k� � kF = �qm �
�1q

2
m

2(1+ F0)
� 2�Aq3m + :::; (4)

where A = 1

12
(�2 �

3�
2

1

1+ F0

),with �1 = 1=(m �vF ),�2 =

�=vF ,and F0 = 2fn=�vF .The Ferm ivelocitiesare

v�=vF = 1+ ��1qm +
1

2

�

�2 �
�21

1+ F0

�

q
2

m + :::: (5)

Substituting Eq.(4) into m = ��1 (k" � k#),it is easy

to see that,besides the solution m = 0,there isa non-

trivialsolution �m 0 = [2(I0 � 1)=(I30A)]
1=2,provided the

radicand is positive. Here I0 = � 2fm =�vF is the di-

m ensionless Stoner param eter [6]. To see whether the

solution m 0 is stable, we consider the energy change

�
0(m ) = 
0(m )� 
0(0) due to a �nite value of m ,

where
0(m )= hĤ 0 � �N̂ i.W e obtain

�
0(m )=
LvF

4�

�

� I0(I0 � 1)(�m )2 +
A

4
I
4

0(�m )
4 + :::

�

:

(6)

O bviously,a necessary condition for m 0 to represent a

m inim um of
0(m )isA � 0.In addition,thesquareroot

[2(I0� 1)=(I30A)]
1=2 isonly realifeitherI0 < 0 orI0 > 1.

Forconsistency,we should also require that�m 0 � kF

and thattheband-structureissuch thatthehigherorder

correctionsin Eq.(6) are sm all. For som e specialform

of �k it should be possible to satisfy these conditions

even for sm allnegative I0 provided k2F A � �2jI0j
�3 .

Hereweshallnotfurtherconsiderthiscase,butfocusin-

stead on theregim ecloseto theStonerthreshold,where

I0 is slightly larger than unity. The distance from the

criticalpoint is then m easured by the sm allparam eter

�0 � 2(I0 � 1)=I0.Interestingly,the num ericalresultsof

Ref.5 indeed show a criticalI0 oforderunity fornottoo

largedensities,which suggeststhateven in 1d theStoner

criterion can be a reasonableestim ate forthe ferrom ag-

netic instability.

For sim plicity we now set fn = � fm = f0 > 0,cor-

responding to a repulsive Hubbard on-site interaction

[11]. Note thatclose to the phase transition I0 = F0 =

1+ O (�0).Letus�rstconsiderthedensity-density (�nn)

and the longitudinalspin-spin (�m m ) correlation func-

tions. W ithin the random -phase approxim ation (RPA)

weobtain

�
R PA

nn (q;i!) = [�0"" + �
0

## � 4f0�
0

""�
0

##]=D ; (7a)

�
R PA

m m (q;i!) = [�0"" + �
0

## + 4f0�
0

""�
0

##]=D ; (7b)

whereD (q;i!)= 1� 4f20�
0
""�

0
##,and

�
0

�� 0(q;i!)= �
1

L

X

k

f(�k+ q=2;�0)� f(�k�q=2;� )

�k+ q=2;�0 � �k�q=2;� � i!
: (8)

Here f(E )isthe Ferm ifunction. Forsm allq and ! we

m ay approxim ate

�
0

�� (q;i!) �
v�

�

q2

(v�q)
2 + !2

: (9)

For ! > 0 the dynam ic structure factors SR PAi (q;!) =

��1 Im �R PAii (q;! + i0)can then be written as

S
R PA

i (q;!)= Zijqj�(! � vijqj); (10)

with Zn = [�
p
1+ F0]

�1 ,vn = vF
p
1+ F0,and Zm =

[�
p
�0]

�1 , vm = vF
p
�0. Note that SR PAi (q;!) sat-

isfy the sum rules[13]2lim q! 0

R1

0

d!

!
SR PAi (q;!)= �i,

with the com pressibility �n = [�vF (1 + F0)]
�1 and

the spin susceptibility �m = 2=(�vF �0). The latter

is related to the Hartree-Fock energy (6) via ��1m =

L�1 @2
0(m )=@m
2
�
�
m 0

. W e conclude that longitudinal

spin uctuations in 1d can propagate ballistically,with

velocity vm � vF .In contrast,in 3d itinerantferrom ag-

netsthe longitudinalspin m ode can decay into particle-

holepairsand isthereforestrongly Landau-dam ped [6].

Next,letuscalculatethe transversespin-spin correla-

tion function �"#(q;i!)within theladderapproxim ation

shown in Fig.1,which yields

�
LA D

"# (q;i!)= [�0"#(q;i!)
�1 � 2f0]

�1
: (11)

Forjqj� qm and j!j� � wem ay expand

�
0

"#(q;i!)�
m 0

2�

�

1+
i!

2�
� B q

2

�

; (12)

with thenonuniversalconstant[14]B = 1

12
[�2� �21].Note

thatB � A > 0.Using � = f0m 0 weobtain

�
LA D

"# (q;i!)= �
m 0

i! � bq2
; (13)

where b = 2�B is the spin wave sti�ness. This im -

pliesa �-function peak in the dynam ic structure factor,

S"#(q;!)= m 0�(! � bq2),which exhauststhe sum rule
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FIG .1:Ladderapproxim ation for�"#,seeEq.(11).Thesolid

arrows are the Hartree-Fock single particle G reen functions

with given spin projections and the wavy linesrepresentthe

bare interaction.

R1

0

d!

!
S"#(q;!)= m 0=bq

2.Theexistenceofwell-de�ned

transversespin wavesin thesym m etry broken phasefol-

lows from generalhydrodynam ic argum ents [13]. How-

ever,in 1ditm aywellbethatinteractionslead toanom a-

lous dam ping ofspin wavesand a breakdown ofhydro-

dynam ics.Thisproblem deservesfurtherattention.

Becausetheferrom agneticinstabilityistriggeredbyin-

teractionswith zero m om entum transfer,weexpectthat

atlow energiesthe relevantinteraction isdom inated by

forward scattering. M oreover,for m = 0 it is known

thatrepulsivebackscattering interactionsarem arginally

irrelevant[10].W e assum e thatthisrem ainstrue in the

ferrom agneticstateand expectthatthisassum ption can

be veri�ed using RG m ethods. Note also thatweak fer-

rom agnetism in 3d can be understood within the fram e-

work of Ferm iliquid theory [12], so that it is natural

to expectthatLuttingerliquid theory isthecorrespond-

ing low-energy theory in 1d,atleastifthecharacteristic

m agneticwavevectorqm issm allcom pared with kF .

Theleadinglong-distancebehaviorofcorrelation func-

tionscan then beobtained from ageneralized Tom onaga-

Luttinger m odel, where the energy dispersion is lin-

earized around the Ferm i points � k�. Introducing a

bandwidth cuto� � such thatqm � � � kF and de�n-

ing �eld operators  ̂�
� (q)=

p
L ĉ�k � + q;�,where � = � 1

labelstheFerm ipoints,thekineticenergy isrepresented

by
P

��

R�

��

dq

2�
�v�q ̂

�y
� (q) ̂�

� (q).Theinteraction isfor-

m ally identicalwith Eq.(2),but with an im plicit m o-

m entum transfercuto�1=r0 � kF and thedensityopera-

torsnow given by �̂n(q)=
P

��

R�

��

dq
0

2�
 ̂�y
� (q0) ̂�

� (q
0+ q),

and sim ilarly forthespin-density operator�̂m (q).M ore-

over, the bare couplings fij in Eq. (2) should be re-

placed by renorm alized low-energy couplings gij,which

characterize the Luttinger liquid �xed point [15]. Note

thatform 6= 0 the renorm alized interaction isnotspin-

rotationally invariant,so thatin generalgnm 6= 0.How-

ever,for m � n we expect that the generic behavior

ofcorrelation functions (with the possible exception of

�"#(q;!) in the spin wave regim e jqj � qm ) can be

correctly obtained for the special case gnm = 0 and

gnn = � gm m � g > 0.

G iven the e�ective low-energy theory,the closed loop

theorem [16]guaranteesthatallcorrectionsto the RPA

forthe density-density and longitudinalspin-spin corre-

lation functionscancelforsm allqand !.HenceEqs.(7a)

������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������

������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������
������

BOS �
�
�
�
��
��
��
��
��
��
��
��

FIG .2: D iagram s contributing to �"# in bosonization, see

Eq.(15).Thethick wavy linerepresentstheRPA interaction.

To second orderin the RPA interaction there are already 13

diagram scontributing to �"#.

and (7b)areasym ptotically exactifwereplace the bare

quantitiesf0,I0 and �0 by the corresponding renorm al-

ized quantities g,I and �. In particular,the existence

of a propagating longitudinalspin m ode with velocity

vm = vF
p
� � vF isa robustresult,and notan artifact

ofthe RPA.

Dueto thelinearized energy dispersion and theirrele-

vanceofscatteringprocesseswith largem om entum trans-

fers,the single-particle G reen function G �(x;�) can be

calculated exactly using bosonization in realspace and

im aginary tim e.Form axfjxj;vij�jg � r0 we obtain

G �(x;�) =
1

2�i

�

r20

x2 + v2n�
2

��n =2 �

r20

x2 + v2m �
2

��m =2

�
X

�

ei�k � x

[�x + ivn�]
1=2[�x + ivm �]

1=2
: (14)

Here �i =
1

4
(K i+ K

�1
i � 2),with Kn = [I+ 1]�1=2 and

K m = [2(I� 1)]�1=2 .Notethattheanom alousdim ension

�m ofthe spin channeldiverges for I ! 1. This singu-

larity isalso found directly from the universalLuttinger

liquid relation [17]�i = 2K i=�vi togetherwith theabove

RPA resultsfor�m and vm .W e note thatan analogous

scenario hasrecently been found forthe charge channel

ofthe1dt-J m odelin thevicinityofthephaseseparation

instability [18].

Finally, let us consider the transverse spin-spin cor-

relation function �"#(x;�),which,due to the linearized

energy dispersion, can also be calculated for large x

and � by bosonization. Following Ref.19 we obtain for

m axfjxj;vm j�jg � r0

�"#(x;�)=
� 1

(2�)2

�

r20

x2 + v2m �
2

�2�m X

�

ei�(k "�k #)x

[�x + ivm �]
2
:

(15)

The leading diagram s taken into account in Eq. (15)

are shown in Fig.2;they contain the ladder diagram s

of Fig. 1 as a subset, but include in addition self-

energy corrections,screening bubbles,and com plicated

vertex corrections. It is im portant to realize that Eq.

(15) can only be used to obtain the Fourier transform

�"#(q;i!) =
R

dxd� e�i(qx�!�) �"#(x;�) for wavevectors

close to � (k" � k#),i.e. for jq� (k" � k#)j. qm . In
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FIG .3:D ispersion ofthelongitudinaland thetransversespin

excitations. The dashed line indicates that only for jqj .

qm we expect transverse spin waves to be well-de�ned. The

triangle touching the horizontalaxisatk" � k# isthe regim e

wherethebosonization result(16)forS"#(q;!)can betrusted

and yields a �nite weight. The intensity of the shading is

proportionalto the m agnitude ofS"#(q;!).

the spin wave regim e jqj� qm the transverse spin-spin

correlation function cannot be calculated using abelian

bosonization with linearized energy dispersion,because

(i)theladderapproxim ation suggeststhatthespin wave

dispersion dependson the nonlinearterm softhe energy

dispersion,and (ii) the existence ofspin waves follows

from the spontaneousbreaking ofspin-rotationalinvari-

ance,so thattheirdispersion cannotbeobtained using a

m ethod which explicitly violatesthissym m etry. O n the

other hand,for jq� (k" � k#)j. qm the Fourier trans-

form ofEq.(15)yieldsan accurateapproxim ation forthe

transversedynam icstructurefactorS"#(q;!).For! > 0

weobtain

S"#(q;!)= Cm �(! � vm jjqj� k" + k#j)

� [! � vm (jqj� k" + k#)]
2�m �1

� [! + vm (jqj� k" + k#)]
2�m + 1

; (16)

with Cm = [4�vm �(2�m )�(2+ 2�m )]
�1 (r0=vm )

4�m .The

region where S"#(q;!)is�nite representsthe 1d Stoner

continuum .The com plete pictureoflow-energy spin ex-

citations is depicted in Fig.3 and is qualitatively quite

sim ilar to its 3d counterpart [6]. However,in 1d there

is no Landau dam ping and the structure factor shows

anom alousscalingassociated with broken spin-rotational

sym m etry ofa Luttingerliquid phase.

Foran outlook from a renorm alization-group perspec-

tive,we note thatwhile the ferrom agnetic ground state

isstabilized by nonlinearterm sin the energy dispersion

closetotheFerm ipoints,theow ofthecorrespondingir-

relevantcouplingsisnotaccessiblewithin theusual�eld-

theoreticalRG [10].However,usingm odern form ulations

ofthe RG [20]based on W ilson’sidea ofelim inating de-

grees offreedom and rescaling,it should be possible to

exam inethesubtleroleplayed by irrelevantcouplingsin

stabilizing a ferrom agneticground statein 1d.

In conclusion, we presented the e�ective low-energy

theory ofweakly ferrom agnetic Luttingerliquids. M any

oftheirpropertiesonlydepend on thee�ectiveStonerpa-

ram eterI,i.e.,on the distance � = 2(I� 1)=I � 1 from

the ferrom agneticinstability.Neutron scattering experi-

m entsshould beableto testourpredictionsforspin-spin

correlation functions. Furtherm ore the propagating lon-

gitudinalm ode with sm allvelocity vm / �1=2 and large

residue Zm / ��1=2 dom inates som e therm odynam ic

quantities, for exam ple through the divergence of the

uniform spin susceptibility,�m / Zm =vm / ��1 . The

discussed features of the weakly ferrom agnetic regim e

should be accessible in specially designed organic poly-

m ers[9],forwhich the e�ective Stonerparam eterI can

be controlled by adjusting the density via externalgate

voltages. O ur predictions are also relevant to sem icon-

ductorquantum wireswhich are believed to show spon-

taneousferrom agnetism [1,2,3].

This work was supported by the DFG via Forscher-

gruppeFO R 412,ProjectNo.KO 1442/5-1.

[1]K .J.Thom asetal.,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,135 (1996).

[2]D .J.Reilly etal.,cond-m at/0202309.

[3]For a discussion of alternative interpretations see R.

Fitzgerald,PhysicsToday 55,num ber5,p.21 (2002).

[4]E.H.Lieb and D .M attis,Phys.Rev.125,164 (1962).

[5]S.D auland R.M .Noack,Phys.Rev.B 58,2635 (1998).

[6]T.M oriya,Spin Fluctuations in ItinerantElectron M ag-

netism (Springer,Berlin,1985);P.Nozi�eres,Ferrom ag-

netism e Itin�erant(Lecture Notes,1986,unpublished).

[7]A.M ielke and H.Tasaki, Com m un.M ath.Phys.158,

341 (1993).

[8]D . Vollhardt, N. Bl�um er, K . Held, and M . K ollar, in

Band Ferrom agnetism ,eds.K .Baberschke,M .D onath,

and W .Nolting (Springer,Heidelberg,2001),p.191.

[9]R.Arita,Y.Suwa,K .K uroki,and H.Aoki,Phys.Rev.

Lett.88,127202 (2002).

[10]J.S�olyom ,Adv.Phys.28,201 (1979).

[11]In the Hubbard m odelfn = � fm = U a=2,where U is

the on-site interaction and a isthe lattice spacing.

[12]I.E.D zyaloshinski�iand P.S.K ondratenko,Zh.Eksp.

Teor.Fiz.70,1987 (1976) [Sov.Phys.JETP 43,1036

(1976)].

[13]D . Forster, Hydrodynam ic Fluctuations, Broken Sym -

m etry,and Correlation Functions,(Benjam in,Reading,

1975).

[14]B = [4�(k "� k#)]
� 1
[v"+ v#� �

� 1
Rk"

k#
dkv

2

k
]forageneral

dispersion �k with velocity vk = @�k=@k.

[15]K .Penc and J.S�olyom ,Phys.Rev.B 47,6273 (1993).

[16]I.E.D zyaloshinski�iand A.I.Larkin, Zh.Eksp.Teor.

Fiz.65,411 (1973)[Sov.Phys.JETP 38,202 (1974)];T.

Bohr,Lectures on the Luttinger M odel,Nordita preprint

81/4 (1981,unpublished).

[17]H.J.Schulz,Phys.Rev.Lett.64,2831 (1990).

[18]M .Nakam ura and K .Nom ura,Phys.Rev.B 56,12840

(1997).

[19]L. Bartosch and P. K opietz, Phys. Rev. B 59, 5377

(1999).

[20]T. Busche, L. Bartosch, and P. K opietz, cond-

m at/0202175.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202309
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202175
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202175

