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Tom onaga-Luttinger m odelw ith an im purity for a w eak tw o-body interaction
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TheTom onaga-Luttingerm odelwith im purity isstudied by m eansofow equationsforHam ilto-

nians.Thesystem isform ulated within collectivedensity uctuationsbutno useofthebosonization

form ula ism ade.The truncation schem e includesoperatorsconsisting ofup to fourferm ion opera-

torsand isvalid forsm allelectron-electron interactions.In thisregim e,theexactexpression forthe

anom alous dim ension is recovered. Furtherm ore,we verify the phase diagram ofK ane and Fisher

also for interm ediate im purity strength. The approach can be extended to m ore generalone-body

potentials.

PACS num bers: 05.10.Cc,73.22.-f,73.63.-b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Ten yearsago,K aneand Fishershowed in theirinu-

entialwork on the transm ission through barriersin one-

dim ensional(1D)conductors,thatatT = 0 an arbitrar-

ily weakbarrierleadstoperfectreection attheim purity

in thepresenceofrepulsivetwo-body interaction whereas

noteven an arbitrarily largebarriercan hinderthe elec-

tronsfrom perfecttransm ission through the im purity if

thereisattractivetwo-body interaction.1 Em ploying the

bosonicrepresentation ofa 1D ferm ionic system ,the re-

sultswere obtained from a perturbative renorm alization

group(RG )analysisin theim puritystrength,treatingthe

weak couplingaswellasthedualstrongcouplingregim e.

ArguingthattheRG ow cannotcrossthem arginal�xed

pointline ofzero interaction,the authorsobtained their

universalresults independent ofthe im purity strength.

Theapproach and resultisclosely connected to the per-

turbationalRG treatm ent of a Brownian particle in a

periodic potential2 which experiencesa phase transition

from di�usiveto localized behavioratsom ecriticalcou-

pling strength,�rstobserved by Schm id.3

In the following years m any authors con�rm ed and

also disproved theaboveresultsand thecontroversy was

only resolved four years ago in favor of the initialre-

sults by �nite-size referm ionization at the exactly solv-

ableToulouse-point.4 Thereasonforthesteadyinterestis

theexperim entalrelevanceoftheresultssince1D trans-

portpropertiesare m ainly determ ined by the transm is-

sionthroughthebarrierandthusshow algebraicbehavior

asa function ofthetem peratureinvolving non-universal

exponents,in accordancewith Luttingerliquid theory.1,5

Furtherm ore, the spectraldensity of states at the im -

purity site shows algebraic suppression at the chem ical

potential,butthepower-law isgovernedbyalargerexpo-

nentthan the bulk exponentofa translationalinvariant

m odel. Recently,evidence was found that the conduc-

tancein G aAs/AlG aAsquantum wiresbehavesaccording

to the theoreticalpredictionsbased on the bosonization

technique.6 But it was also pointed out that �nite size

e�ectsm ightbecom e im portantsince the bosonic repre-

sentation ofthe1D Ferm igasisonlyapplicablewithin an

asym ptotically sm allregim earound the Ferm ienergy.7

In this work,we want to apply a novelrenorm aliza-

tion schem e to the problem ,the ow equation approach

forHam iltonians.8,9 The presented treatm entturns out

to be in a way com plem entary to the RG approach of

K ane and Fisherasitisvalid forsm alltwo-body inter-

action butarbitrary im purity strength. Further,itdoes

notrely on thebosonization technique10 and itcan easily

be extended to m ore generalone-body potentials. The

fact that the ow equation approach is a novelrenor-

m alizationschem einvolvingdi�erentapproxim ationscan

also be seen from the analysis of the two-dim ensional

Hubbard m odel. W hereas functional renorm alization

schem es11 rely on the static lim it ! = 0,this kind of

approxim ation is not present in the ow equation ap-

proach sincetheHam iltonian form ulation oftheproblem

ispreserved.Unavoidablein theow equation treatm ent

is the neglect ofhigher ordercoupling term s in the on-

site interaction U . Nevertheless,the anti-ferrom agnetic

instability ofthe strong coupling regim e is predicted.12

Sim ilarly,we will-in the following -recover the exact

coupling-dependent anom alous dim ension even though

our truncation schem e is valid only for sm allelectron-

electron interaction.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec. II,we will

�rst treat the Tom onaga-Luttinger (TL) m odelwithin

the ow equation approach,deriving the exact results

for correlation functions in the position-tim e space by

m aking explicituseofthebosonization form ula.W ewill

then em ploy the usualrepresentation of the ferm ionic

�eld operator,where approxim ationsbecom e necessary.

K eeping track ofonly the �rstnon-trivialterm ,we will

obtain the algebraic power-law behavior for sm alltwo-

body interaction and the exactanom alousdim ension is

recovered. In Sec. III,we willadd an im purity to the

system and show within the sam e truncation schem e as

in the case ofthe TL m odelthatthe backward scatter-

ing constantyieldsthedom inantcontribution and either

tendsto zero orin�nity depending on (weak)attractive

or repulsive interaction. Since the asym ptotic behavior

ofthe ow equationsturnsoutto be independentofthe

initialconditions,the resultalso holdsforthe regim e of

interm ediate im purity strength which wasnotexplicitly
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treated by the RG schem e ofK ane and Fisher. W e also

evaluate the spectraldensity at the im purity after ne-

glecting the irrelevant forward scattering term . In Sec.

IV.weclosewith conclusions.

II. T O M O N A G A -LU T T IN G ER M O D EL

In thefollowingsection,webriey derivetheTL m odel

starting from a continuous 1D interacting electron gas,

m ainly in orderto introduce the notation.W e then dis-

cussthe m odelvia ow equationswith and withoutthe

useofthebosonization form ula.TheTL m odelisclosely

related to the n-orbitalm odelin 1D on which W egner

introduced the m ethod ofow equations.9 W e also want

to m ention the recentwork by Heidbrink and Uhrig on

1D spinless ferm ions on a lattice with nearestneighbor

interaction using continuousunitary transform ations.13

A . T he m odel

W estartwith thedescription ofone-dim ensional,non-

relativistic, interacting spinless electrons on a ring of

length L. The continuum version of the Ham iltonian

reads

H =

L =2Z

� L =2

dx 
y(x)

�

�
@2
x

2m
+ U (x)

�

 (x) (1)

+
1

2

L =2Z

� L =2

L =2Z

� L =2

dxdx
0
 
y(x) y(x0)V (x � x

0) (x0) (x)

where the ferm ionic �eld  (x) obeys periodic bound-

ary conditionsand thecanonicalanti-com m utation rela-

tion.V (x)resem blesthetwo-body potentialbetween the

ferm ionsand wealsoincluded apossibleone-bodypoten-

tialU (x),which shallbe zero forthissection. Perform -

ing the Fouriertransform ation  (x)= L� 1=2
P

k
eikxck,

V (x) = L� 1
P

q
eiqxvq with k;q = 2�n=L, n 2 Z

and focusing on the low-energy properties in the high-

density lim it of the system , the energy dispersion can

be linearized around the Ferm ipoints� kF where kF =

2�N =L, N being the num ber of electrons. W ith the

Ferm ivelocity vF � kF =m the m om entum representa-

tion ofthe Ham iltonian isthen given by

H = vF

X

k

jkjc
y

k
ck +

1

2L

X

k;k0q

vqc
y

k� q
ckc

y

k0+ q
ck0 (2)

wherec
(y)

k
creates(annihilates)theplanewavewith wave

num ber k. Further, we neglected - and will neglect

throughout this work -contributions from the num ber-

of-particle operator,since they vanish in the therm ody-

nam iclim it.

Thesystem can beform ulated by two anti-com m uting

speciesofferm ions,the left-and right-m overs,c
L =R

k
,re-

lated to the two Ferm i-points� kF .
14 A m athem atically

m orerigoroustreatm entispossibleifthetwobranchesof

the lineardispersion are extended,ranging from k = 1

to k = � 1 .15 To assurea well-de�ned ground-state,the

stateswith negativeenergyhavetobe�lled up with Dirac

ferm ions,dk. After proper norm alization,the creation

and annihilation operatorsofthe left-and right-m oving

density uctuations then obey exact bosonic com m uta-

tion relations.Theseoperatorsarede�ned as

b
R
q � n

� 1=2
q

X

k

c
R y

k� q
c
R
k ; b

L
q � n

� 1=2
q

X

k

c
L y

k+ q
c
L
k ;

where q > 0 and nq � Lq=(2�) 2 N. The relation be-

tween the auxiliary and physicalferm ionsisgiven by

c
R
k �

(

ck k � 0

dk k < 0
; c

L
k �

(

ck k < 0

dk k � 0
: (3)

Thecom m utation relation thusreads[biq;b
i
0

q0

y
]= �i;i0�q;q0,

with i;i0= L;R.

The interaction term ofthe Ham iltonian given in Eq.

(2) can now be decoupled into left- and right-m oving

uctuations if we assum e the interaction to be long-

ranged in position space,i.e. vq=vF � 1 for q � qc,

where qc � kF denotes the interaction cuto�.14 This

suppresses scattering processes from one branch to the

other,i.e. g1-processesaccording to the g-ology m odel,

duetov� 2kF � 0.A som ehow counter-intuitiveapproach

isto assum ea delta-interaction in position space.A RG

analysis then shows that repulsive g1-processes scale to

zero,i.e. are m arginally irrelevant.16 The so-called g2-

processes,associated with thedensity-densityinteraction

between left-and right-m overs,arethen renorm alized to

g�2 = g2 � g1.
17

To also express the kinetic term by the newly intro-

duced bosonic operators,the K ronig relation has to be

em ployed,

X

k

k(cRk
y
c
R
k � c

L
k

y
c
L
k )=

X

q> 0

q(bRq
y
b
R
q + b

L
q

y
b
L
q) (4)

where we neglected contributions of the num ber-of-

particleoperatoroftheleft-and right-m overs.18 There-

sulting TL m odelresem blesthe �xed pointHam iltonian

of1D interacting electron system s,5

H = vF

X

q> 0

q(1+
vq

2�vF
)(bRq

y
b
R
q + b

L
q

y
b
L
q)

+
1

4�

X

q> 0

qvq(b
R
q b

L
q + b

L
qb

R
q + b

R
q

y
b
L
q

y
+ b

L
q

y
b
R
q

y
):

(5)

Note that the kinetic term is renorm alized by scat-

tering processes which conserve the energy,denoted as

g4-processes in the g-ology m odel.16 Also in the ow

equation treatm ent ofthe n-orbitalm odel, one has to
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include scattering term s which conserve the num ber of

electronsaboveand below the Ferm ipointsto the diag-

onalHam iltonian.9

B . Solution via ow equation

SincetheHam iltonian in Eq.(5)isbilinearin bosonic

operatorsand theleft-and right-m oving uctuationsare

only coupled by thethesam ewavenum ber,diagonaliza-

tion is straightforward via Bogoljubov transform ation.

But we want to diagonalize the Ham iltonian via ow

equations,i.e. we perform a continuous unitary trans-

form ation param etrized by the ow param eter‘.

In di�erentialform ,the in�nitesim altransform ations

read @‘H (‘) = [�(‘);H (‘)], characterized by the anti-

Herm itian generator�(‘)= � �y(‘).Thetask isto prop-

erly de�ne the generatorsuch thatthe interaction term

vanishesin thelim it‘! 1 .W egnerproposed to choose

� = [H 0;H ],where H 0 denotes the diagonalHam ilto-

nian which is assum ed to be solved. This choice guar-

antees that the trace ofthe squares ofthe o�-diagonal

elem entsisa m onotonically decreasing function of‘,i.e.

@‘Tr[(H � H0)
2]� 0.

Buttheabovechoiceof� alsoinducesenergy-scalesep-

aration,i.e.fora sim ple m odelW egnershowed thatthe

energy di�erence between the eigenstates ofH 0,which

arejustbeing decoupled,isgiven by ‘� 1=2.Even though

allgeneratorswhich diagonalizethesystem for‘! 1 are

essentially equivalent, a system atic decoupling schem e

becom es im portant when approxim ations are involved.

For a recent review on the ow equation m ethod, see

Ref.20.

In orderto abbreviate the notation we de�ne bq � bRq

and b� q � bLq for q > 0. Neglecting the shift of the

ground-state energy,the ‘-dependent Ham iltonian then

takesthe following form :

H (‘)=
X

q6= 0

!q(‘)b
y
qbq +

1

2

X

q6= 0

uq(‘)(bqb� q + b
y

� qb
y
q)

� H0 + V (6)

The initialconditions are given by !0q � !q(‘ = 0) =

vF jqj(1+ vq=2�vF )and u
0
q � uq(‘= 0)= jqjvq=2�.The

generatorofthe in�nitesim altransform ationsiscanoni-

cally de�ned as

� = [H 0;H ]= �
X

q6= 0

!quq(bqb� q � b
y

� qb
y
q) ; (7)

where we already used the fact that the ow equations

preserve the sym m etry between left- and right-m overs,

i.e. !q(‘) = !� q(‘) and uq(‘) = u� q(‘) for all‘. The

abovechoiceislikely to elim inatetheinteraction term V

for‘! 1 ,9 butalso di�erentgeneratorsarepossible.21

The com m utator [�;H ]yields the following contribu-

tions:

[�;H 0]= �
X

q6= 0

2!2quq(bqb� q + b
y

� qb
y
q) (8)

[�;V ]= �
X

q6= 0

2!qu
2
q(bqb

y
q + b

y
qbq) (9)

Theow equations@‘H = [�;H ]then read

@‘!q = � 4!qu
2
q ; @‘uq = � 4!2quq : (10)

O bviously !2q � u2q = constand with uq(‘= 1 )= 0 we

have ~!q � !q(‘= 1 )= (!2q(‘)� u2q(‘))
1=2.Inserting the

initialconditions for ‘ = 0 yields the well-known result

~!q = vF jqj
p
1+ vq=�vF .

In orderto investigatetheow ofobservablesweneed

to know the ‘-dependence of �q � � !quq. From the

aboveequationsweobtain

�q(‘)= �
sgn(vq)~!

2
q

2sinh(4~!2q‘+ Cq)
; sinh(Cq)=

~!2q

2!0qju
0
qj

:

The explicit ‘-dependence ofthe param eters!q and uq

isgiven by

!q(‘)= cosh(4E q(‘))!
0
q + sinh(4E q(‘))u

0
q (11)

uq(‘)= cosh(4E q(‘))u
0
q + sinh(4E q(‘))!

0
q (12)

wherewede�ned E q(‘)�
R‘
0
d‘0�q(‘

0).O necan now con-

vinceoneselfthatthesesolutionsindeed yield thecorrect

boundary valuesfor‘! 1 .

Since [�(‘);�(‘0)] = 0 we can also calculate the

unitary operator U that diagonalizes the TL Ham il-

tonian. G enerally it is given by U � U (‘ = 1 )

with U (‘) = L exp(
R‘
0
d‘0�(‘0)) where the operator

L denotes the ‘-ordering operator, de�ned in the

sam e way as the tim e-ordering operator. W e obtain

U = exp(
P

q6= 0
E �
q(bqb� q � b

y

� qb
y
q)) with the fam iliar

relation tanh(4E �
q)= � vq=(2�vF + vq),wherewede�ned

E �
q � Eq(‘= 1 ).

Todeterm inetheow oftheobservableswewillusethe

representation ofthe 1D ferm ionic �eld operatorofthe

left-and right-m overs, L =R (x),which involvestheoper-

atorsofthebosonicdensity uctuation.5,22 Itisgiven by

 L =R (x)= FL =R e
�L =R (x),where the operatorFL =R low-

ersthe num berofleft-and right-m oversby one,respec-

tively and com m uteswith thebosonicoperatorsbq
(y)
,i.e.

[b
(y)
q ;FL =R ]= 0.23 Thephase�eld isde�ned as

�L =R (x)�
X

q> 0

n
� 1=2
q (b� qe

� iqx � b
y

� qe
� iqx) ; (13)

where,for convenience,we om itted the ultraviolet con-

vergencefactor.Duetothepreserved sym m etry between

left- and right-m overs, only the transform ation of the

right-m oving �eld needsto be considered.
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SinceU (‘)only consistsofbosonicoperatorsand thus

com m uteswith FR ,we have U  R (x)U
y = FR e

U �R (x)U
y

forall‘. Therefore itsu�cesto considerthe ow equa-

tionsforthe phase �eld,i.e.@‘�R (x)= [�;�R (x)]. Dur-

ing the ow of�R (x;‘) �
P

q> 0
~�Rq (x;‘) di�erent wave

num bersdo notm ix and we are allowed to lim itourself

to the ow of ~�Rq (x;‘)� ’Rq (‘)�
R
q (x)+ ’Lq (‘)�

L
q (x)with

�
L =R
q (x)�

�
b� qe

� iqx � b
y

� qe
� iqx

�
: (14)

Thisyieldsthe following ow equations:

@‘’
R
q = � 2�q’

L
q ; @‘’

L
q = � 2�q’

R
q (15)

W ith the initial conditions ’Rq (‘ = 0) = n
� 1=2
q and

’Lq (‘= 0)= 0 the solution isgiven by

’
R
q (‘)= n

� 1=2
q cosh(2E q(‘)) ;

’
L
q (‘)= � n

� 1=2
q sinh(2E q(‘)) :

In the lim it‘! 1 we recoverthe well-known resultfor

the transform ed �eld operator

 R (x)! FR exp

�X

q> 0

� cq
p
nq
(bqe

iqx � b
y
qe

� iqx)

�
sq
p
nq
(b� qe

� iqx � b
y

� qe
iqx)

��

; (16)

with cq � cosh(2E�q), sq � sinh(2E�q), and

s2q = (!0q=~!q � 1)=2, see e.g. Ref. 19. Correlation

functions in position-tim e space are now easily calcu-

lated.

C . A pproxim ations

It is not surprising that the ow equation approach

could be applied in a ratherstraightforward m annerbe-

cause we took advantage ofthe bosonization technique.

Now we want to calculate the com m utator [�; R (x)]

directly, em ploying the usual representation  R (x) =

L� 1=2
P

k
eikxcR

k
. W ith the de�nition ofEq. (14) this

yields

[�; R (x)]= � 2
X

q> 0

�qn
� 1=2
q �

L
q (x) R (x) :

Further we have [�;�
L =R
q (x)] = � 2�q�

R =L
q (x). This

shows that the ow equations @‘ R (x) = [�; R (x)]do

notclosebutgeneratean in�niteseriesofoperators.W e

thusm akethe following ansatzforthe ferm ionic�eld:

 R (x;‘)=  R (x)

h

g(‘)+
X

q> 0

�
’
R
q (‘)�

R
q (x)

+ ’
L
q (‘)�

L
q (x)

�i

(17)

The initialconditions are given by g(‘ = 0) = 1 and

’
L =R
q (‘= 0)= 0.Theaboveansatzim pliesthatweonly

keep track ofthe �rstnon-trivialterm generated by the

ow equations.

The ow equationsdepend on the decoupling schem e

ofthe higherorderterm s.Ifone neglectsbilinearterm s

in the bosonic operatorswithoutnorm alordering them ,

theparam eterg isleftun-renorm alized,i.e.g = 1 forall

‘.The ow equationsthen read

@‘’
R
q = � 2�q’

L
q ;

@‘’
L
q = � 2�q’

R
q � 2n� 1=2q �q : (18)

An analyticsolution isnow possible.In thelim it‘! 1

the �nalresultisgiven by

’
R
q (‘= 1 )= n

� 1=2
q ~cq ; ’

L
q (‘= 1 )= � n

� 1=2
q sq ;

whereweabbreviated ~cq � cq � 1.

Expandingalso theferm ionic�eld up to linearbosonic

operators, i.e.  R (x) ! FR (1 +
P

q> 0
n
� 1=2
q �Rq (x)),

we see that the ow equation approach yields the

correct result of Eq. (16) up to term s which are

linear in the bosonic operators, i.e. U  R (x)U
y !

FR (1+
P

q> 0
n
� 1=2
q (cq�

R
q (x)� sq�

L
q (x)). Note thatthe

Bogoljubov-coe�cientss q and cq areexactly recovered.

Considernow thetransform ation oftheferm ioniclad-

deroperatorsoftheright-m overscRk .Theow equations

@‘c
R
k
= [�;cR

k
]do not close and we willagain truncate

theseriesaftertheterm swhich arelinearin thebosonic

operators,

c
R
k (‘)= g(‘)cRk +

X

q> 0

�
’
R
q (‘)�

R
q;k + ’

L
q (‘)�

L
q;k

�
; (19)

with the initialconditions g(‘ = 0) = 1 and ’
L =R
q (‘ =

0)= 0and wherewede�ned �
L =R

q;k
� (b� qc

R
k� q� b

y

� qc
R
k� q).

Neglecting term swhich arebilinearin thebosonicop-

erators in their non-norm alordered form leads to the

sam edi�erentialequationsasforthe ow param etersof

the truncated ferm ionic �eld operator. The solution is

thusagain given by g = 1 forall‘and

’
R
q (‘= 1 )= n

� 1=2
q ~cq ; ’

L
q (‘= 1 )= � n

� 1=2
q sq :

So far we do not know what e�ect the above trun-

cation schem e has got on physicalquantities. For this

reason we willnow calculate the occupation function in

m om entum spacewithin thisapproxim ation,i.e.n
R ;1

k
�

hF D SjcRk
y
(‘ = 1 )cRk (‘ = 1 )jF D Si,where jF D Si de-

notestheground-stateoftheFerm i-Diracsea.W eobtain
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the following result:

n
R ;1

k
= (1�

X

q> 0

~cq

nq
)2�(k F � k)

+ 2(1�
X

q> 0

~cq

nq
)
X

q> 0

~cq

nq
�(k F � q� k)

+
X

q> 0

~cq

nq

X

q0> 0

~cq0

nq0
�(k F � q� q

0� k)

+
X

q> 0

~c2q

nq
�(k F � q� k)+

X

q> 0

s2q

nq
�(k F + q� k) ;

(20)

with the step function �(k)which equalsone fork � 0

and zero otherwise.

Considering k = kF + ~q with ~q > 0, only the last

term of the above equation contributes to n
R ;1

k
. It is

now convenient to work with a �nite interaction cuto�

qc � 2�nc=L and choose the interaction potentialas a

step function in m om entum space,i.e. s � sq for q �

qc and zero otherwise. Like this, we avoid ultraviolet

divergencesand areableto obtain analyticresults.W ithP nc

n= 1
1=n ! lnnc + C fornc ! 1 ,where C isEuler’s

constant,we �nd in the therm odynam ic lim it L ! 1 ,

N =L = constthe following expression:

n
R ;1

kF + ~q
=
X

q> 0

s2q

nq
�(q� eq)! � s

2 ln(~q=qc)

! (1� (~q=qc)
2s

2

)=2 (21)

The last lim it was taken in the case ofweak coupling,

where we assum ed that the logarithm stem s from a

power-law expansion. In this perturbative regim e we

thus recover the well-known algebraic behavior around

the Ferm ipointkF . W e also �nd the rem arkable result

thattheabovetruncation schem eyieldstheexactanom a-

lousdim ension � � 2s2.

Forwavenum bersbelow the Ferm ipoint,i.e.fork =

kF � ~q with ~q> 0,the calculationsarenotso plane and

wewillhaveto m akefurtherapproxim ations.In thefol-

lowing,wehaveto discard
P

q;q0> 0
~cq~cq0=(nqnq0)(�(k F +

q� k)�(kF + q0� k)+ �(kF � q� q0� k)� �(kF � q�

k)�(k F � q0� k))and theconstantterm
P

q> 0
(~c2q+ s

2
q)=nq.

The neglectofthe �rstterm scan be justi�ed since they

resem ble higher order contributions to the logarithm ic

expansion and by only considering the �rst non-trivial

term in theexpansion of R (x),thesecontributionscan-

notbeaccounted for.Thesecond,constantterm im plies

that the neglected operators should be included in the

ow m ore adequately. Norm alordering before neglect-

ing these operatorswould resultin a renorm alization of

g which would also give rise to a constantcontribution,

partially canceling the �rst one. Nevertheless,an ana-

lytic treatm entisthen notpossible anym ore and we do

notwantto extend thepresentapproach.Fora detailed

discussion on theobservableow in thecaseofa num er-

ically solvable,butnon-trivialm odel,see Ref.24.

W ith these approxim ations,one then obtains for the

wholeregim ein the lim itofsm allcoupling

n
R ;1

kF + ~q
= 1=2� sgn(~q)(j~qj=qc)

�
=2 : (22)

The pre-factor 1=2 associated with the power-law

behavior is also recovered from sim ple perturbation

theory.19 This factor could not be recovered unam -

biguously from the calculations of the approxim ate

occupation num berofthe n-orbitalm odel.9

Finally,we wantto check ifalso dynam icalquantities

can berecovered from theabovetruncation schem e.For

this we willcalculate the approxim ate G reen function

de�ned as

iG
< ;1

R
(x;t)� hF D Sj R

y
(x = 0;‘= 1 )

� e
iH

�
t
 R (x;‘= 1 )e� iH

�
tjF D Si ; (23)

with H � � H (‘= 1 ).

In order to evaluate the tim e dependence of the

ferm ionic�eld ofthe right-m overswe haveto work with

a constant potentialin m om entum space,i.e. v � vq
for allq. This yields a linear energy dispersion for the

�xed pointHam iltonian,i.e. H � = vc
P

q6= 0
jqjbyqbq with

the renorm alized Ferm ior charge velocity vc � vF (1 +

v=(�vF ))
1=2.W ith thehelp oftheK ronig relation ofEq.

(4),the tim e dependence ofthe ferm ionic and bosonic

ladder operatorsin the Heisenberg picture at ‘ = 1 is

given by cR
k
(t)= cR

k
e� ikvct and bq(t)= bqe

� ijqjvct.

The G reen function ofEq.(23)can now be expressed

asa function ofthe conform alvariables�L =R � x � vct

and yields

iG
< ;1

R
(�R ;�L )= iG

< ;0

R
(�R )

h�
1�

X

q> 0

~cq

nq
(1� e

� iq�
R

)
�2

+
X

q> 0

~c2q

nq
e
� iq�

R

+
X

q> 0

s2q

nq
e
iq�

L
i

; (24)

with iG
< ;0

R
(�R )� L� 1

P

k
eik�

R

�(k F � k).

An im portant consistency check of the above

truncation schem es is given by the fact that

n
R ;1

k
=

RL =2
� L =2

dxe� ikxiG
< ;1

R
(x;t = 0). But working

with a constant potentialin m om entum space, i.e. a

delta-potentialin position space,yields the well-known

ultravioletdivergences.In thefollowingwewilltherefore

introducean ultravioletcuto� and also labelitwith qc.

A physicalobservable is given by the occupied den-

sity ofstates�<
R
(!)which isobserved in photo-em ission

experim ents.In the aboveapproxim ation,itisgiven by

�
< ;1

R
(!)�

1

2�

Z

dte
i!t
iG

< ;1

R
(x = 0;t) : (25)

Neglecting the sam e term s as we did in the case ofthe

calculation of the occupation num ber, we obtain with
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! � vckF � ~! in the therm odynam ic lim it

�
< ;1

R
(!)= �(~!)

�
1+ 2s2 ln(~!=(vcqc)

�
=(2�vc) : (26)

In the lim it ofsm allcoupling we thus obtain the well-

known algebraic suppression at the renorm alized Ferm i

energy,againgovernedbytheexactanom alousdim ension

� = 2s2.25 Note that forthe static correlation function

n
R ;1

k
the anom alousdim ension isbeing accounted forby

either left-m overs (k > kF ) or right-m overs (k < kF )

whereasboth branchescontribute in equalpartsin case

ofthe dynam ic correlation function �
< ;1

R
(!).Finally,we

want to m ention that Eqs. (21) and (26) are also ob-

tained within RPA perturbation theory.26

III. T O M O N A G A -LU T T IN G ER M O D EL W IT H

IM P U R IT Y

Thetwo exam plesoftheprevioussection showed that

theow equationapproachcan yield theexactanom alous

dim ension even within a rathercrudetruncation schem e.

W e willnow add an im purity to the system and em ploy

the sam e truncation schem e as above,i.e. we use the

ferm ionic representation ofthe �eld operatorsto repre-

sent the im purity and only keep track ofthe �rst non-

trivialterm .

A . T he m odel

Departing from the Ham iltonian ofEq. (1),the one-

body potentialshallnow be given by U (x) = �0�(x).

Perform ing the sam eapproxim ationsthatled to the TL

m odeland em ploying the sam enotation asin the previ-

oussection,we arriveto the following Ham iltonian:

H =
X

q6= 0

!
0
qb

y
qbq +

1

2

X

q6= 0

u
0
q(bqb� q + b

y

� qb
y
q)+ �0 

y
 

� H0 + H ee + H i ; (27)

with  �  (x = 0). The im purity term Hi is usually

splitup into two contributions,i.e.a forward scattering

and a backward scattering part.W ith  �  L +  R they

read

H i = �
F ( 

y

R
 R +  

y

L
 L )+ �

B ( 
y

R
 L +  

y

L
 R )

� HF + H B :

The bosonic operatorsb
(y)
q and the ferm ionic �eld oper-

atorsare thuscorrelated via the following com m utation

relation:

[bq; L =R ]= [byq; L =R ]= � �(� q)n� 1=2q  L =R

The forward scattering contribution H F can be ex-

pressed by the bosonic density uctuations,i.e. H F =

L� 1
P

q6= 0
n
1=2
q �Fq (bq + byq),wherewe neglected the term

proportionalto the num ber-of-particle operator of the

left-and right-m overs. The initialconditions are given

by �Fq (‘= 0)= �0 and �
B (‘= 0)= �0.

B . Solution via ow equations

W e will now set up ow equations which will pre-

serve the form of the Ham iltonian of Eq. (27). This

strategy hasalready proved to be successfulin the con-

textofthe spin-boson m odel.27 The generatorofthe in-

�nitesim altransform ations shallconsist of three parts

� � �ee + �F + �B according to the canonicalgenerator

�c � [H0;H ],butwith generalized param eterswhich will

be determ ined later,

�
ee =

X

q6= 0

�
ee
q (bqb� q � b

y

� qb
y
q) ; �

F =
X

q6= 0

�
F
q (bq � b

y
q)

�
B =

X

q6= 0

�
B
q

�
(byq 

y

R
 L +  

y

R
 Lbq)� h:c:

�
:

Notice that�B isnotnorm alordered in the usualsense

such thatthe ferm ionic creation operatorsare left from

the ferm ionic annihilation operators. Forthe following,

we thus want to de�ne norm alordering such that the

creation (annihilation) operators byq (bq) are left (right)

from the 2kF -operators  
y

R
 L and  

y

L
 R ,respectively.

By this,we take on the standpointthatthe bosonic op-

eratorsbyq areindependententitieswith nointernalstruc-

ture.

Toclarify theapproach wewillnow presenttheseveral

contributionsofthecom m utator[�;H ].Thecom m utator

[�ee;H ]yieldsthe following contributions:

[�ee;H 0]= 2
X

q6= 0

!q�
ee
q (bqb� q + b

y

� qb
y
q) (28)

[�ee;H ee]= 2
X

q6= 0

�
ee
q uq(bqb

y
q + b

y
qbq) (29)

[�ee;H F ]= 2L� 1
X

q6= 0

n
1=2
q �

ee
q �

F
� q(bq + b

y
q) (30)

[�ee;H B ]= 2
X

q6= 0

�
ee
q �

B sgn(q)n� 1=2q (	 q + h:c:) (31)

� 2
X

q6= 0

�
ee
q �

B
n
� 1
q ( 

y

R
 L + h:c:)

In Eq. (31) we de�ned the operators	 q � (byq 
y

R
 L �

 
y

R
 L bq),whose contributions to the ow willbe sup-

pressed by a properchoiceof�Bq .Therelevantcontribu-

tionsof[�F ;H ]aregiven by

[�F ;H 0]=
X

q6= 0

�
F
q !q(bq + b

y
q) ; (32)

[�F ;H ee]=
X

q6= 0

�
F
q uq(bq + b

y
q) : (33)

The com m utator [�B ;H ]yields the following contribu-
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tions([�B ;H F ]= 0):

[�B ;H 0]� �
X

q6= 0

�
B
q !q(	 q + h:c:) (34)

[�B ;H ee]�
X

q6= 0

(�B� quq � �
B
q �)(	 q + h:c:) (35)

+ 2
X

q6= 0

�
B
q uqsgn(q)n

� 1=2
q ( 

y

R
 L + h:c:)

[�B ;H B ]= 4
X

q6= 0

�
B
q �

B sgn(q)n� 1=2q  
y

R
 R  

y

L
 L (36)

+ 2�
X

q6= 0

�
B
q �

B sgn(q)n� 1=2q ( 
y

R
 R +  

y

L
 L )

+ 2�
X

q6= 0

�
B
q �

B
�
b
y
q( 

y

R
 R �  

y

L
 L )+ h:c

�

In Eq. 35,we introduced the ‘-dependent param eter

� �
P

q6= 0
n� 1q uq. The sym bol� in Eqs. (34)and (35)

signi�esthatweneglectnorm alordered operatorswhich

consist oftwo bosonic operators and one 2kF -operator

( 
y

R
 L or 

y

L
 R ). This is ourtruncation schem e which

should be valid forsm allelectron-electron interaction vq
aswaspointed outin the previoussection.

W e willnow look m ore closely atEq. (36). First,we

note thatthe factor� � N =L em ergesfrom the regular-

ization oftheanti-com m utation relation f L =R ; 
y

L =R
g =

L� 1
P

k
� N =L,having in m ind the restriction ofthe

sum tothe�rstBrillouin zone.Secondly,weseethatnew

interaction term sare generated which can be expressed

by thebosonicdensity uctuationsoftheleft-and right-

m overs,i.e.H R � L� 1
P

q;q06= 0
(R 1

q;q0b
y
qbq0 + R 2

q;q0(bqbq0 +

b
y

q0
byq))with generalcoupling m atricesR

1=2

q;q0
.Thiscontri-

bution had to be included into the ow ofthe Ham ilto-

nian.However,there isevidencebased on investigations

ofthe TL m odelwith open boundariesthatthese term s

representboundary e�ectswhich -in thetherm odynam ic

lim it-do notaltertheuniversalfeaturesofthem odel.28

The evolution ofH R shallthusbe neglected.

W e will now specify the ow. The generators �ee

and �F are determ ined according to the canonicalgen-

erator �c � [H0;H ], i.e. �eeq = � !quq and �Fq =

� !qn
1=2
q L� 1�Fq . The generator �B is chosen in order

to elim inate the newly generated term sthatcontain the

operator(	 q + h:c:).Thisyields

�
B
q = sgn(q)n� 1=2q �

B
2�eeq

!q + uq + �
: (37)

Theconstant�,which stem sfrom norm alordering,acts

as a low-m om entum cuto� and can be neglected in the

asym ptoticregim esince� ! ‘� 1=2.For‘= 0,weobtain

� / vqc where v is a m easure ofthe electron-electron

interaction and qc denotes the interaction cuto�. For

attractive interaction,v < 0,and large jvjand qc,this

m ight lead to a singular expression of Eq. (37). For

thefollowing discussion,thisparam eterregim ehasto be

excluded.

W ith @‘H = [�;H ],the ow equations for the bulk

param etersread

@‘!q = � 4!qu
2
q ; @‘uq = � 4!2quq : (38)

Thesearethesam eow equationsasin thecasewithout

the im purity. The solution is thus given by Eqs. (11)

and (12).Theasym ptoticbehaviorofthecoupling uq(‘)

turnsoutto be crucialforthe following analysis.Itcan

be deduced from the exact solution and yields uq(‘)!

u0q(~!q=!
0
q)e

� 4~!
2

q
‘ for‘! 1 .

Theow equationsforthe scattering term sread

@‘�
B = �

B
X

q> 0

�
4!quq

nq
�
8!qu

2
q

nq

1

!q + uq + �

�

; (39)

@‘�
F
q = � �

F
q (!

2
q + 3!quq)

+ 2�(�B )2
X

q0> 0

n
� 1

q0

4!q0uq0

!q0 + uq0 + �
: (40)

Setting� = 0,weobserveaftersom ealgebrathattheow

ofthe im purity strength delicately depends on the sign

ofthe interaction potentialvq. For attractive electron-

electron interaction vq < 0 the absolute value of the

backward scattering potential�B decreases whereas it

increases for repulsive interaction. W e will now show

thatj�B jtendsto eitherzero orin�nity which resem bles

the m ain resultofK aneand Fisher.

Eq.(39)iseasilyintegrated and yields�B (‘)= �B (‘=

0)exp(
R‘
0
d‘0S(‘0)),wherewede�ned

S �
X

q> 0

�
4!quq

nq
�
8!qu

2
q

nq

1

!q + uq + �

�

! 4
X

q> 0

u0q

nq

~!2q

!0q
e
� 4~!

2

q
‘ (41)

and the lim it was taken for ‘ ! 1 . Ifwe choose the

electron-electron interaction potentialasa step function

with m om entum cuto� qc,i.e. vq = v�(qc � jqj),29 then

the sum can be perform ed in the therm odynam iclim it,

S ! 4~!2
u

!

Z qc

0

dqqe
� 4~!

2

q
‘ =

u

2!
‘
� 1(1� e

� 4~!
2

qc
‘);

wherewede�ned ~! � limq! 0 ~!q=q,u � limq! 0 u
0
q=q and

! � limq! 0 !
0
q=q.The asym ptotic behaviorofthe back-

ward scattering im purity potentialisthusgiven by

�
B ! �

B
� ‘

�
�
B
=2 (42)

where ��B � v=(2�vF + v) and �B� denotes the ‘-

independent asym ptotic part of�B . This leads to the

scenario described above and we wantto stressthatthe

asym ptotic behavior is independent of the initialcon-

dition,i.e. holds for arbitrary initialim purity strength

�0. In Fig. 1,the qualitative ow ofj�B jdepending on

the sign ofthe two-body interaction v isshown asitfol-

lowsfrom theone-loop perturbativeRG analysisofK ane
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v>0v<0 v=0 v=0 v>0v<0

FIG .1:The qualitativeow ofj�
B
jdepending on thesign of

thetwo-body interaction v asitfollowsfrom perturbativeRG

analysis(l.h.s.) and from theow equation approach (r.h.s.).

The solid lines resem ble analytic results whereas the dashed

linesare inferred.

and Fisher(l.h.s.) and from the ow equation approach

(r.h.s.).Thesolid linesresem bleanalyticresultswhereas

the dashed linesareinferred.

Notethatthephaseseparationisduetotheasym ptotic

ow in which the system is already alm ost decoupled,

i.e.thetwo-bodyinteraction uq(‘)isexponentiallysm all.

Thelocalization phenom ena isthusagenuinelow-energy

phenom ena.Undertheseconsiderationsitappearsplau-

siblethatforreal(�nite)sam plesthisasym ptoticregim e

m ay be hard to reach.7

W hatisstilllefttoverify isthattheforward scattering

potential�Fq willbe negligible com pared to �Bq for‘!

1 .Theasym ptoticbehaviorofthe inhom ogeneouspart

ofEq.(40)isgiven by

X

q> 0

n
� 1
q

4!quq

!q + uq + �
! 4~!

u

!

Z qc

0

dqe
� 4~!

2

q
‘

= �
1=2 u

!
‘
� 1=2erf(2~!qc

p
‘) ; (43)

with the error function erf(x) � 2�� 1=2
Rx
0
dx0e� x

02

!

1� e� x
2

=(x�) for x ! 1 . The di�erentialequation of

Eq. (40)can thusbe solved in leading orderas‘ ! 1

to yield �Fq = �1=2�(u=!)(�B� =~!q)
2‘�

�

B
� 1=2.

Since ��B = v=(2�vF + v),the forward scattering im -

purity strength tends to zero as ‘ ! 1 for v � 2�vF .

For v > 2�vF -one m ust question whether the trunca-

tion schem estillholdsforthiscoupling regim e-�Fq goes

to in�nity,but with a weaker power-law behavior than

the backward scattering potential. The forward scatter-

ing term willtherefore alwaysresem ble the lessrelevant

contribution to the asym ptotic ow.

Analyzing the above equation for �nite system size

L, we �nd that the m axim um value of j�F j increases

exponentially asa function ofthe initialvalue �0 before

it eventually tends to zero. Since an extended ow

equation schem e would couple the forward scattering

and backward scattering potentials,thisbehaviorcould

resultin a signi�cantchangeoftheabsolutevalueof�B

in �nite-size system swhich isfound in Ref. 7. W e also

wantto m ention thata spatially dependentim purity po-

tentialU (x) already couples the forward and backward

scatteringpotentialswithin theabovetruncation schem e.

Ifwesettheforward scattering potential�F zero from

thebeginningand sim plyneglectthenorm alorderedcon-

tributionsofthegenerated operators(	 q+ h:c:),theow

equations close involving only the generator �ee. W ith

�F = 0 for all‘,we obtain the sam e asym ptotic ow

equationsfor!q,uq,and �
B and thusthesam escenario

asabove. Thissim pli�cation willbe usefulforthe eval-

uation ofcorrelation functions,outlined in thenextsub-

section. In this context,we also wantto m ention Refs.

30,31,32 where the results ofK ane and Fisher are con-

�rm ed using M onte Carlo and Bethe ansatz techniques,

respectively.

C . Spectraldensity at the im purity

To discuss correlation functions, the observable has

to be subjected to the sam e sequence of in�nitesim al

transform ations that led to the diagonalization of the

Ham iltonian.Theow equationsfortheobservableread

@‘ R (x)= [�; R (x)]and di�erforx = 0 and x 6= 0.At

x = 0,the leading term saregiven by

 R (‘)= R

h

g+
X

q> 0

(’Rq �
R
q + ’

L
q �

L
q )+ h 

y

R
 L

i

+ L

h

�g+
X

q> 0

(�’Rq �
R
q + �’Rq �

R
q )+

�h 
y

L
 R

i

(44)

which issym m etricin theleft-and right-m oversand only

the initialcondition indicatesthe evolution ofthe right-

m oving �eld.Theleading expansion ofthe�eld operator

atx 6= 0 isgiven by

 R (x;‘)=  R (x)

h

g(x)+
X

q> 0

�
’
R
q (x)�

R
q (x) (45)

+ ’
L
q (x)�

L
q (x)

�
+ h(x)( 

y

R
 L �  

y

L
 R )

i

:

The di�erent expressions are crucialin order to distin-

guish between the bulk and the boundary regim e.

The ow equations for the �eld operator turn out to

be rather com plicated. This is a generalfeature ofthe

m ethod since ow equations are designed to diagonal-

ize the Ham iltonian and notto yield sim ple expressions

forthe observableow.24 W ewillthereforeallow forthe

above m entioned sim pli�cation ofthe Ham iltonian ow

by neglecting the forward scattering contribution to the

Ham iltonian. Since now only the generator �ee is in-

volved,we can use the calculationsofthe previoussec-

tion to determ inecorrelation functions,butweloosethe

distinction between the bulk and the boundary regim e.

Thetruncation schem eofthe�eld operatoristhusgiven

by Eq. (17) for allx. Still,we obtain di�erent expres-

sionsfor the approxim ate G reen function,asde�ned in
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Eq. (23),forattractive and repulsive interaction due to

the di�erent�xed pointHam iltoniansH �.

Forattractiveinteraction,the�xed pointHam iltonian

H � is given by the free bosonic bath and the ferm ionic

ground-statejF D Siisobtained with thehelp oftheK ro-

nig relation ofEq. (4). Following the procedure ofthe

lastsection,wethusrecoverthatthespectralfunction is

governed by theexactbulk exponent� = 2s2 throughout

the system even atx = 0.

For repulsive interaction, due to the rem nant back-

ward scattering potential, the �xed point Ham iltonian

hasto betransform ed furtherto assurea sim pleground-

state. First,we again m ap the non-interacting bosonic

bath onto the non-interacting Ferm igaswith lineardis-

persion em ploying theK ronig relation.Theexternalpo-

tentialwith zero width and zero transm ission can now

beabsorbed by changing theboundary conditionsofthe

physical�eld operator from periodic to �xed or open

boundary conditions. To describe a linearized 1D sys-

tem with �xed boundary conditions,only right-m overs

need to be introduced.33 W e thustransform the original

ladder-operatorsofthe left-and right-m oversaccording

to the following substitution schem e:

c
R
k ! � ick ; c

L
k ! ic� k (46)

The sign-change of the m om entum in the case of the

left-m oversexpressesthe fact thatthere are only right-

m overs;the relative phase factorstem s from the condi-

tion that the physical�eld operator has to obey �xed

boundary conditions, i.e.  (x = 0) =  R (x = 0)+

 L (x = 0)= 0.

For�nitesystem size,thetransform ation ism orecom -

plicated since a periodic system ofsize L can only be

m apped onto an open system ofsize 2L in orderto ac-

countforthedi�erentwavenum bersand to conservethe

density ofthe right-m overs.33 Since we are only inter-

ested in resultsvalid in thetherm odynam iclim it,wewill

stick to the sim ple substitution schem e ofEq. (46)and

divide the transform ed �xed point Ham iltonian by two

in orderto preserve the density ofthe right-m overs,i.e.

H � ! vc
P

k
kc

y

k
ck.

Perform ing the substitution also in Eq.(17),one sees

thatonly thecom bination ~’q � (’Rq + ’Lq )enters.W ith

the sam e approxim ationsasin the previoussection and

with ~’ � n
� 1=2
q ~’q for q � qc and zero otherwise,the

spectraldensity ofstatesatthe im purity isgiven by

�
1
R (!)�

�(~!)

2�vc

h

1+
�
2~’� + ~’� 2

�
ln(~!=vcqc)

i

!
�(~!)

2�vc

�
~!

vcqc

��� 1
;

with ! � vckF � ~! and � � (~’�+ 1)2.Asusual,forsm all

interaction algebraicbehaviorisinferred and theasterisk

denotesthe lim iting value as‘! 1 .

The di�erentialequation for ~’ follows from Eq. (18)

and yieldsthe �nalresult

~’�q � ~’q(‘= 1 )= n
� 1=2
q (e� 2E

�
q � 1) : (47)

W e thus recover the exact boundary exponent � =

e
� 4E

�

q � 1=g,where the last de�nition corresponds to

the notation ofK aneand Fisher.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In the present work, we applied ow equations for

Ham iltonians to the TL m odel with im purity in the

lim itofweak electron-electron interaction butarbitrary

im purity strength. W e form ulated the TL m odel by

collectivedensity uctuationswhich obey Bosestatistics,

but to represent the im purity potentialno use of the

bosonization technique was m ade. W e obtained the

phase diagram of K ane and Fisher and could provide

analytic evidence that it also holds in the regim e of

interm ediate im purity strength. Sim plifying the ow of

the Ham iltonian by neglecting the forward scattering

contribution in the initialHam iltonian, ow equations

forthe�eld operatorcould beanalyzed toyield theexact

anom alous dim ensions for the di�erent phases as they

follow from the bosonization approach. G eneralizations

ofthe externalone-body potentialsare straightforward.

The presented approach m ight also be usefulfor other

system s and resem bles an alternative and in a way

com plem entary m ethod com pared to functional renor-

m alization schem es.

TheauthorisgratefultoA.M ielkeforinnum erabledis-

cussionson the ow equation m ethod and to V.M eden

for com m ents on the m anuscript. The work was sup-

ported by the DeutscheForschungsgem einschaft.
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