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B osonizing one-dim ensionalcold atom ic gases

M . A. Cazalilla
Donostia InternationalPhysics Center (DIPC),Paseo M anuelde Lardizabal4,20018 Donostia,Spain.

W e presentresults for the long-distance asym ptotics ofcorrelation functions ofm esoscopic one-

dim ensionalsystem s with periodic and open (D irichlet) boundary conditions,as wellas at �nite

tem perature in the therm odynam ic lim it. The results are obtained using Haldane’s harm onic-

uid approach (also known as \bosonization"), and are valid for both bosons and ferm ions, in

weakly and strongly interacting regim es.The harm onic-uid approach and them ethod to com pute

the correlation functions using conform al transform ations are explained in great detail. As an

application relevanttoone-dim ensionalsystem sofcold atom icgases,weconsiderthem odelofbosons

interactingwith azero-rangepotential.TheLuttinger-liquid param etersareobtained from theexact

solution by solving the Bethe-ansatz equationsin �nite-size system s. The range ofapplicability of

the approach is discussed,and the prefactor ofthe one-body density m atrix ofbosons is �xed by

�nding an appropriate param etrization ofthe weak-coupling result. The form ula thusobtained is

shown to be accurate,when com pared with recent di�usion M onte Carlo calculations,within less

than 10% . The experim entalim plications ofthese results for Bragg scattering experim entsatlow

and high m om enta are also discussed.

PACS num bers:05.30.-d,67.40.D b,05.30.Jp,03.75.Fi

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

A num berofrecentexperim ents[1,2,3,4,5]havedem onstrated thepossibility ofcon�ningatom stoonedim ension.

This possibility has produced an outburst oftheoreticalactivity over the last years [6,7,8,9,10,11,13,14,15,

16,17,18,19,20,21,22,24]in the �eld ofcold atom s. O ne im portant focus ofthese studies has been on the

correlation propertiesofthese new one-dim ensionalsystem s,with the goalofproviding m eansto characterize them

experim entally.

Although one-dim ensionalm odels have been the favorite toy ofm athem aticalphysicists during the last century,

they only becam e experim entally relevantin the late 1960’sand 1970’sin connection with a num ber ofsolid-state

m aterialsexhibiting very anisotropic m agnetic and electronic properties. Later,in the 1980’sand 1990’s,advances

in chem icalsynthesis and nanotechnology m ade it possible to m anufacture m aterials and devices where electrons

are m ainly con�ned to m ove along one ora few conduction channels. The latestexperim entaldevelopm entsin the

�eld ofcold atom s,however,have severaldistinct features. First ofall,the constituent particles are not electrons

butbosonic atom s(although in the future ferm ionic atom scan also becom e available). Second,the \fundam ental"

interaction is no longer ofCoulom bic type but a short range potential. Furtherm ore,in the case ofdilute atom ic

vapors con�ned in m agnetic and/or opticaltraps,the degree ofcontrollability over param eters such density and

interaction strength seem s unprecedented. This allows,in principle,to exhaustively explore phase diagram s,or to

cleanly realize quantum -phase transitions,which so farare considered astheorists’extrem e idealizationsof\dirty"

solid-statephenom ena.

The only a priorilim itation o�ered by the atom ic system s,atleastfrom the pointofview ofa condensed m atter

theorist,seem sto be theirm esoscopic,ratherthan m acroscopic,size.However,num ericalcalculationsoverthe past

decades (e.g.[34,40]) have taught us that m any ofthe behaviors predicted for the therm odynam ic lim it,already

m anifestthem selvesatthem esoscopicscale,even when thesystem understudy consistsofjusta few tensofparticles.

Furtherm ore,the study ofm esoscopic system s is also a brach ofm odern condensed-m atter physics as phenom ena

taking place at the m esoscopic scale have an undeniable interest. Thus the m ain ofm otivation ofthis paper is to

presenta setoftoolsthatcan be used to analyze the propertiesofthese m esoscopic one-dim ensional(1D)system s.

O urm ain theoreticaltoolin thisanalysisistheharm onic-uid approach,which isnothing buttherelevantquantum

hydrodynam icsfor1D system s.

Theharm onic-uid approach hasalong history [26,27,28,29],which in som erespectsculm inated with thework of

Haldane[30,31].Herealized thatm any one-dim ensionalm odelsexhibiting gaplessexcitationswith a linearspectrum

can be described within the sam e fram ework. Thisfram ework de�ned a universality class ofsystem sthatHaldane

term ed \Luttingerliquids".The nam e stem sfrom an analogy with higherdim ensionalferm ionic system s,where the

equivalentroleisplayed by the(universality classof)Ferm iliquids.In thecontextofone-dim ensionalFerm isystem s

this approach has a second,m ore frequently used,nam e: \bosonization". This refers to the fact that the m ethod

showshow to describe the low-energy degreesoffreedom ofthe ferm ionsin term sofa bosonic �eld which obeys a

relativistic wave equation. However,di�erently from the Ferm iliquids,the class ofLuttinger liquids also includes

one-dim ensionalinteracting boson system s. Aswe shalldiscussbelow,thishasto do with absence ofa well-de�ned
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conceptofstatisticsin 1D.Asa consequence,boson system scan display ferm ion-likepropertiesand vice-versa.O ne

well-known exam plein the�eld ofcold atom sisthebehavioroftheTonksgas,wherethebosonsinteractso strongly

thatthey e�ectively behaveasfreeferm ions.

Besidesblurringthelinethatseparatesbosonsfrom ferm ions,con�nem enttoone-dim ension hasanotherpeculiarity

thatisworth discussing.Beingalltransversedegreesoffreedom frozen,uctuationscan only propagatelongitudinally.

Thisim pliesthattheire�ectisenorm ously enhanced.Asa consequence,nolong-rangeorderthatbreaksacontinuous

sym m etry can existin the therm odynam iclim it,even atzero tem perature.

The harm onic-uid approach hasseveraladvantagesoverotherapproachesthatare com m only em ployed to study

the low-tem peraturebehaviorof1D system s.Firstofall,itisnota m ean �eld theory,and therefore doesnotbreak

any sym m etry. Furtherm ore,it can treat bosons and ferm ions on equalfooting,their di�erence being m anifested

by the di�erentstructure ofthe correlation functionsthatdescribe them . Itcan also dealwith strongly and weakly

interactingsystem satthesam etim esincethelow-energy physicsparam etrized by threephenom enologicalparam eters

(theparticledensity and two sti�nesses).Theseparam etersarerelated to m easurablepropertiesofthesystem ,which

m akesthe approach conceptually sim ple. Nonetheless,one has to be aware ofits lim itations,which essentially are

related to its\e�ective�eld-theory" character.Therefore,thedescription isa low-energy one,itcom eswith a built-in

cut-o�,and itisunable to describe the high-energy structure orany m odel-speci�c (i.e. non-universal)features. In

som e situations,when the interactionsare strong,relating som e ofthe phenom enologicalparam etersto m icroscopic

onescan be di�cult. Butin m any such casesone can rely on an exact(i.e. Bethe-ansatz)solution to extractthem .

This willbe illustrated here for the case ofbosons interacting via a zero-range potential[32,33]. W e willthus be

able to show thatm any ofthe resultsobtained in the weakly interacting lim it from the Bogoliubov-Popov [47,48]

approach and itsm odi�cations[8,20]can berecovered and understood within theharm onic-uid approach.W eshall

alsopresentresultforthecorrelation functionsofa num berof\toy m odels"of1D m esoscopicsystem s,such likearing

(i.e.asm allsystem with periodicboundary conditions)and abox (asystem with open boundary conditions).Besides

being analytically tractable,these m odels are im portant when com paring with num ericalsim ulations using M onte

Carlom ethods[11,12,21],whereperiodicboundary conditionsareused,orthedensity-m atrix renorm alization-group

(DM RG )[34,35],forwhich open boundary conditionsarebestsuited.Furtherm ore,in recenttim es,trapsotherthan

harm onichavebecom e available[4,36],which also m akesrelevantthe study ofthesegeom etries.

There already existsom e studiesofthe correlation functionsin �nite-size system sin the literature,butthey have

m ostly focused on ferm ionicorspin correlations[37,38,39,40].Thepresentapproach allowstoobtain thecorrrelation

functionsforboth bosonsand ferm ionsatthesam etim e,and autom atically includesallhigher-harm onics,which have

been om itted in previoustreatm ents.Besidespresentingin fulldetailthegeneralizationoftheharm onic-uid approach

to the box case,in this paper we also address how to �x the prefactor ofthe one-body density m atrix for bosons

interacting with a zero-range potential(henceforth referred to as \delta-inteacting bosons"). W e �nd that,when

properly param etrized,theresultobtained by Popov in theweakly interacting lim it[48]isaccurateeven in thestrong

coupling lim it.Thisisdem onstrated by com paring with exactresults[42]and recentdi�usion M onteCarlo data [21].

The organization ofthispaperisasfollows:In the following section,we shallreview the harm onic-uid approach

following Ref.30. In this section we also present its generalization to open boundary conditions. In Sect.III,

results for di�erent correlation functions in the box and the ring,as wellas �nite-tem perature expressions in the

therm odynam ic lim it,are presented. W e considerboth bosonsand spinless(i.e. spin-polarized)ferm ions. Sect.IV

specializesthe discussion to a system ofdelta-interacting bosons.Thism odelisrelevantforbosonic atom scon�ned

to a one-dim ensionalchannel. W e show how the param etersneeded forthe low-energy description can be extracted

from the exact(Bethe-ansatz)solution,and discusshow to �x the prefactorofthe one-body density m atrix. Som e

experim entalconsequences ofthe correlation functions obtained within the harm onic-uid approach are presented

in this section. In particular,the line-shape ofthe m om entum distribution at�nite tem perature isanalyzed asthe

param etersofthesystem arevaried.In Sect.V,wediscusstheasym ptoticstructureofthewave-function ofa bosonic

Luttingerliquid,and obtain an expression forasystem with open boundary conditionsFinally,theappendicescontain

a proofofa com m utation relation used in the m ain text,an alternative \derivation" ofthe low-energy Ham iltonian

using the path integralform alism ,as wellas a detailed description ofhow to com pute correlation functions using

conform al�eld theory m ethods.Som e ofthe resultsofthiswork havebeen briey reported in Ref.17.

II. T H E H A R M O N IC -FLU ID A P P R O A C H

In this section we are going to review the harm onic-uid approach in operator language,following the original

work ofHaldane [30]. Som e ofthe resultsofthis section can be also obtained using a coherent-state path integral

form ulation (seeAppendix B).
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FIG .1: Low-energy excitations in a Tonks (= free Ferm i) gas. The continuous arrow represents excitations about + pF
(sym m etrically,about � pF ) with m om enta q � 0. The dashed arrow represents low-energy excitations carrying m om enta

q� � 2pF = � 2��0.

A . H aldane’s construction

Thediscussion in thissubsection willbeindependentofboundaryconditions,butweshallassum ethesystem tohave

a �nitesizeL.Forthem ostpart,thenotation issim ilarto thatofHaldanein Ref.30.However,wedeviatefrom itin

a num berofplaces,som etim esto agreewith m orerecentconventions.W e shallwork in second quantization m ostof

thetim e.Thism eansthata system ofbosonsisdescribed using �eld operatorswhich obey [	(x);	 y(x0)]= �(x� x0),

and com m uteotherwise;�(x)= 	y(x)	(x)isthedensity operator.Them ean ground statedensity,� 0,is�xed either

by thechem icalpotential,�,such that�0 = �0(�)(grand canonicalensem ble),orby thetotalparticlenum berin the

ground state,N 0,such that�0 = N 0=L (canonicalensem ble).Notethatthediscussion thatfollowsappliesto uniform

system s,thenecessary m odi�cationsneeded to dealwith a non-uniform (butslowly varying)ground statedensity are

discussed in Sect.IIE.

Aspointed outin the introduction,the e�ectoflong wave-length therm aland quantum uctuationsisenhanced

by reduced dim ensionality. In orderto derive a low-tem perature description,we need to identify a setofvariables

thatdescribethelow-energy uctuationsofthesystem .Fora bosonicsystem thesevariablesarethedensity and the

phase. Atlow tem peratures,density and phase uctuations are locally sm allin the sense to be de�ned below. To

givea properde�nition ofthese variables,we need to introducethe phase-density representation ofthe bosonic�eld

operator:

	 y(x)=
p
�(x)e� i�(x): (1)

Consistently with the bosoniccom m utation relations
�
	(x);	 y(x)

�
= �(x � x0),phaseand density operatorsobey

e
i�(x

0
)
�(x)e� i�(x

0
)� �(x)= �(x � x

0): (2)

A convenientway ofdescribing the long wave-length density and phaseuctuationsisto split�(x)= �< (x)+ �> (x)

and �(x)= �< (x)+ �> (x),where the �< (x)and �< (x)referto the \slow" parts(i.e. coarse-grained overdistances

� �
� 1
0 )oftheoperators,whereas�> (x)and �> (x)referto the\fast" orshort-wavelength parts(seeAppendix B for

a m orecarefulde�nition).In thefollowing wefocuson theslow parts,and below,when thereisnotrisk ofconfusion,

we willdenote as �(x) the slow partofthe phase operator(i.e. �< (x)). Furtherm ore,since the density uctuates

at low tem peratures about the ground state value,�0,it is convenientto introduce the operator �(x),de�ned by

�< (x)= �0 + �(x).

W e shall�rst consider the phase uctuations. In Appendix A we show that the slow parts �(x) and �(x) are

canonically conjugated �elds,i.e.

[�(x);�(x 0)]= i�(x � x
0): (3)

Itisworth pointing outthatthiscom m utation relation holds,fortheslow partsofthedensity and phase,in arbitrary

dim ensions.However,sincein 1D uctuationsareconstrained to propagateon a line,thiscausestheaforem entioned

enhancem entoftheire�ect.Thism akesitim possible,in the therm odynam ic lim it,to de�ne ofan orderparam eter.

Thuswe expectthathei�(x)i= 0 in 1D,in contrastwith the situation ford > 1,where thisoperatorcan acquire a

non-zero expectation value (i.e. there can be o�-diagonallong-range order). Indeed,in one dim ension hei�(x)i= 0

also in �nite-size system s(seeappendicesC and D).

W e nextconsiderlong wave-length uctuationsofthe density,which have been param etrized as�0 + �(x). �(x)

describes locally sm alluctuations ofwave-length � �
� 1
0 . However,this does not su�ce to describe allpossible

low-energy density uctuations. It is thus necessary to distinguish between \low-energy" and long \wave-length";
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There can be low-energy density uctuations with wave-length � �
� 1
0 or shorter. To see this in a non-trivialcase,

it su�ces to consider the case ofthe im penetrable-boson (Tonks) gas. It is known [33,49]that the excitations of

such a system arethose ofa freeferm igasofthe sam edensity.In a Ferm igasthe m om entum ofthe fastestparticle

(the Ferm im om entum )isrelated to the density by the form ula pF = ��0. There are two Ferm ipoints(see Fig.1),

corresponding to p = � pF . The low-energy and long wave-length density uctuations ofthis system are the sm all

m om entum particle-hole excitations around each one ofthe Ferm ipoints. However,a ferm ion can also be excited

with very low energy from one Ferm ipoint to the other,thus producing a density uctuation that oscillates as

cos2pF x = cos2��0x.Thelong wave-length density uctuationsdescribed by �(x)lead to sm allchangesin thelocal

Ferm im om entum :pF (x)= pF + ��(x).Thisa�ectsshorterwave-length density uctuations,which now oscillateas

cos2
Rx

dx0pF (x
0)= cos2�(x),where we have introduced the auxiliary �eld �(x),related to �(x)by m eansofthe

following expression [28,30]:

1

�
@x�(x)= � 0 + �(x): (4)

Notethattheintegralon thelefthand-sideof(4)from x = 0tox = L m ustbeequaltototalparticlenum beroperator

N ,nam ely

�(L)� �(0)= �N : (5)

Thisisan im portanttopologicalproperty of�(x). Ittellsusthaton a globalscale the changesin �(x)are related

to changesin thetotalparticlenum ber.Hence,thecon�gurationsof�(x)can beregarded asfunctionsthatincrease

m onotonically from x = 0 to x = L (see Fig.2). Thusitistem pting to associate the location ofparticleswith the

pointswhere �(x)equalsan integerm ultiple of�. Physically thisam ountsto trading discrete particlesby solitons

orkinks in �(x)(see Fig.2). The construction ofa low-energy projection ofthe fulldensity operator,�(x),which

reectsthediscretenatureoftheparticlesand thereforecan describetheshorterwave-length low-energy uctuations

followsfrom thisidea [30].Firstonesets:

�(x)= @x�(x)

+ 1X

n= � 1

�(�(x)� n�); (6)

whichin theparticle-solitonsenseisequivalenttothe�rstquantizedform ofthedensityoperator,�(x)=
P N

i= 1
�(x� xi)

provided thatxiisinterpreted astheposition operatoroftheparticle-soliton and oneuses�[f(x)]= �(x� x0)=jf
0(x0)j,

wheref(x0)= 0.Thepreviousexpression can berewritten in am oreusefulway with thehelp ofPoisson’ssum m ation

form ula:

+ 1X

n= � 1

f(n)=

+ 1X

m = � 1

Z + 1

� 1

dzf(z)e2m �iz
; (7)

xo

oθ + 4π
θ + 3πo

θ + πo

θ + 2πo

θ + 5πo

(x)Θ

L0

θ

FIG .2:Typicalcon�guration of�(x).Itsvaluechangesby � every tim ex surpassesthelocation ofa particle.Notethat�(x)

isa slowly varying �eld.
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which yields:

�(x)=
1

�
@x�(x)

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2m i�(x) = [�0 + �(x)]

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2m i�(x)

: (8)

This is the sought representation ofthe density operator. The m = 0 term is precisely �0 + �(x),and describes

the long wave-length uctuations(i.e. those with m om enta jqj� �0),the m = � 1 term sdescribe uctuationswith

q� � 2��0,while m = � 2 thosewith q� � 4��0,etc.(seeFig.5).

W enexttakeup theconstruction oftheboson �eld operator	 y(x)in term sof�(x)and �(x).AccordingtoEq.(1),

thisrequires�nding a representation forthe squarerootofthe density operator,Eq.(6).Atthispointitisusefulto

recallFerm i’strick:[�(�)]2 = A �(�),wheretheconstantA dependson theparticularway theDiracdelta function is

de�ned.Extracting thesquarerootyields
p
�(�)= A� 1=2 �(�).Thus,using Poisson’sform ula (7)and m ultiplying by

e� i�(x) from the right,one arrivesat[30]:

	 y(x)� [�0 + �(x)]
1

2

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2m i�(x)

e
� i�(x)

: (9)

Thesym bol� m eansthatthe�eld operatorisgiven by theexpression on the rightup to a prefactor.Thisprefactor

isnotdeterm ined independently ofthe way we choose to exclude the high-energy uctuations(i.e. the fastm odes)

from the low-tem peraturedescription.Thisisusually done using a cut-o� in realorm om entum space,and di�erent

cut-o� schem eslead to di�erentprefactors.

(b)

i    (x)

1−

x
2

x
1

x

e
+1

(a)

Θ   

FIG .3: E�ect on the string operator e
i�(x)

ofthe creation ofa particle at two di�erent points x1 (a) and x2 (b). W hen a

particle iscreated (orrem oved)atx1,the string operatoratx2 < x1 isnota�ected (a).However,when theparticle iscreated

(orrem oved)atx2 the value ofthe string at x1 picksup an extra factor of� 1. Since the operators 	
y

F
(x)contain only odd

powersofe
i�(x)

,they are sensitive to these changes,which im pliesthatthey anti-com m ute.

Theconstruction ofa ferm ionic(i.e.anti-com m uting)�eld operatorisalso possible.O neonly needsto realizethat,

since �(x)jum ps by � every tim e a particle issurpassed (Fig.3),the string operator ei�(x) alternatesbetween + 1

and � 1 (see Fig.3).Thisim pliesthat

	
y

F
(x)= 	 y(x)ei�(x) � [�0 + �(x)]

1

2

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
(2m + 1)i�(x)

e
� i�(x) (10)

anti-com m utes at di�erent positions. To see this,consider the product 	
y

F
(x2)	

y

F
(x1) assum ing that x1 > x2,for

instance. Since the operator	
y

F
(x1)acts�rstby creating a particle atx1,itdoesnothave any e�ecton the string

operatoratx2 < x1 (see Fig.3,case (a)). O n the otherhand,ifwe instead consider	
y

F
(x1)	

y

F
(x2)(x1 > x2),the

operator	
y

F
(x2)acts�rst,thuscreating atx2 < x1. Therefore,the string e

i�(x 1) ofthe second �eld operatorpicks

up an extra m inus sign (see Fig.3,case (b)) relative to the case where a particle is created at x1 �rst. Thus the

operatorde�ned by (10)anti-com m utesatdi�erentlocations,and thereforedescribesferm ionsinstead ofbosons.The
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sam econclusion can bereached fora productoftwo annihilation (oronecreation and oneannihilation)operatorsat

di�erentpoints[72].

The explicitconstruction ofthe low-energy representationsofcom m uting (i.e. bosonic)and anti-com m uting (i.e.

ferm ionic)�eldsshowshow thisapproach treatsbosonsand ferm ionson equalfooting.O n physicalgrounds,thefact

thatin 1D transform ing bosonsinto ferm ionsispossible isnota surprise.The reason [30]isthatwhen one triesto

exchangetwo interacting particles(orelem entary excitations)in 1D they m ustnecessarily collide,and therefore the

statisticalphasecannotbe separated from the phaseshiftassociated with the collision (see Fig.4).

B . Low -energy e�ective H am iltonian and m om entum operators

So far we have considered the kinem atics ofthe low-energy description ofa 1D quantum uid. In other words,

we have introduced the variablesthatdescribe low-tem perature statesofthe system and found theirrelationship to

density and �eld operators.The nextstep isto considerthe dynam ics,thatis,the Ham iltonian.The starting point

forourconsiderationsisthefollowing Ham iltonian forbosonsinteracting via a generaltwo-body potential,v(x)[73]:

H =
�h
2

2M

Z L

0

dx @x	
y(x)@x	(x)+

1

2

Z L

0

dx dx
0
v(x � x

0)�(x)�(x0): (11)

Beforeproceedingany further,anum berofcom m entsarein order:TheaboveHam iltonian isassum ed todescribethe

situation whereallparticlesliein thelowestlevelofa transversecon�ning potential.Thishappenswhen thechem ical

potential,�,issm alllerthan thetransversecon�nem entenergy,�h!? .Regardingthelongitudinalcon�nem ent,wewill

assum ein thefollowing thatitiseitherabsent(caseofperiodicboundary conditions)orthatitcan beapproxim ated

by twoin�nitebarriersplaced atx = 0and x = L (caseofopen boundary conditions).Thee�ectofasm oothpotential

in the longitudinaldirection willbe discussed in Sect.IIE. By restricting ourselves to the lowesttransverse level,

we assum e the system to be e�ectively one-dim ensional. Ifu?0 (y;z)denotesthe lowesttransverse orbital,the three

dim ensionalboson �eld operatorcan be written as	
y

3d
(r)= 	 y(x)u?0 (y;z)+

~	 y(r),where ~	 y(r) describesbosons

in the higherenergy transverse levels. At low tem peratures(i.e. T < � < �h!? ),only virtualtransitionsto higher

transverselevelsareperm itted,which lead to a renorm alization ofthe interaction potentialv(x)(seee.g.Ref.6)

Toobtain thelow-energye�ectiveHam iltonian weusetheoperatoridentitiesderived in theprevioussection keeping

only theleading term s,which arequadraticin thegradientsoftheslowly varying �elds�(x)and �(x)(alternatively,

one can linearizethe equationsofm otion forthe density and the phase-gradientin term softhe gradients� and �).

The resultcan be generally written as

H e� =
�h

2�

Z L

0

dx

h

vJ (@x�(x))
2
+ vN (@x�(x)� ��0)

2
i

: (12)

Thehistory ofthisHam iltonian goesback to thepioneeringwork ofTom onaga[26]on one-dim ensionalelectron gases.

Hewroteitin a very di�erentway,butasweshallseein thefollowing sections,both form sareessentially equivalent

time

space
FIG .4: W hen two particles are exchanged in one-dim ension to test their statistics, they cannot avoid collision. Thus the

statisticalphase and the scattering phase shiftcannotbe separated.
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and describe the sam e collection ofharm onic oscillators,whose quanta,the \phonons" correspond to low-energy

density and phase uctuations. The �rstapplication to a bosonic system wasdone by Efetov and Larkin [28],who

considered a system oftightly bound electron pairs(the \BEC" lim itofa 1D superconductor)and wrote H e� in a

form sim ilarto Eq.(12).Theform used hereisdueto Haldane[30,31]who,building upon and extending thework of

Tom onaga [26],Lieb and M attis[27],Luther[29],Efetov and Larkin [28],... introduced the conceptof(Tom onaga-)

Luttingerliquid asa universality classof1D system swith gapless,linearly-dispersing,excitations.

Foran interaction whoserangeR � �
� 1
0 ,oneshould replacethe second term in H e� by

1

2�2

Z L

0

dx dx
0
v(x � x

0)(@x�(x)� ��0)(@x0�(x
0)� ��0): (13)

However,provided thatthe Fouriertransform ofthe interaction potentialv(q)=
RL
0
dxe� iqxv(x)is notsingularas

q! 0,Eq.(12)willhold atsu�ciently low energies,and below weshallassum ethatthisisindeed thecase(a notable

exception isthe Coulom b interaction). The term proportionalto (@x�� ��0)
2 in Eq.(12)thuscorrespondsto the

interaction energy ofthe long wave-length density uctuations. The density sti�nessvN hasdim ensionsofvelocity.

In thefollowing subsection,itisshown thatitisinversely proportionalto thecom pressibility oftheuid.Thephase

sti�ness vJ has also velocity units and it is found to be proportionalto the superuid fraction. Therefore,both

param etersm ustbe regarded asphenom enological.They can beextracted from an exactsolution ofthe m icroscopic

m odel(when available),from num ericalcalculationsor,ultim ately,from experim entaldata,which stillallowsoneto

correlatethe resultsfrom di�erentexperim ents.

Form any m odelson the continuum (i.e.those which do notrequirea lattice to be de�ned)the term proportional

to (@x�)
2 in Eq.(12)followsfrom the kinetic energy operatorafterusing Eq.(9),i.e.

�h
2

2M

Z L

0

dx @x	
y(x)@x	(x)�

�h
2
�0

2M

Z L

0

dx (@x�(x))
2
: (14)

HencevJ = �h��0=m � vF ,wherevF ,istheFerm ivelocity ofa gasoffreespinlessferm ionsofdensity �0.Asweshow

in the following subsection,thisrelationship between vJ and vF isensured by G alilean invariance,and willnothold

ifthissym m etry isbroken.Thisisgenerally the caseoflatticem odels,such likea 1D system ofbosonshopping in a

su�ciently deep opticallattice

Anotherinteresting operatoristhe totalm om entum ,which can also be expressed in term sof�(x)and �(x).The

derivation issim ilarto thatofthe Ham iltonian,starting from the second quantized form ,

P =
�h

2i

Z L

0

�
	 y(x)@x	(x)� @x	

y(x)	(x)
�
; (15)

wekeep the leading term sin the gradientsof�(x)and �(x),and obtain

P =
�h

�

Z L

0

@x�(x)@ x�(x): (16)

W e close thissubsection with a rem ark aboutnotation. Itiscustom ary in the literature on bosonization to work

with the �eld

�(x)= �(x)� ��0x; (17)

instead of�(x). Hence, �(x) = @ x�(x)=�. It is also com m on to introduce the param eters K =
p
vJ=vN and

vs =
p
vN vJ,such that

H e� =
�hvs

2

Z L

0

dx

�
K

�
(@x�(x))

2
+

�

K
(�(x))

2

�

=
�hvs

2�

Z L

0

dx

�

K (@x�(x))
2
+

1

K
(@x�(x))

2

�

(18)

Asweshallseeshortly,vs isthephasevelocityofthelow-energyexcitations(sound waves).However,thedim ensionless

param eterK isrelated to the strength ofquantum uctuations(seeAppendix B).

C . Particles in a ring: periodic boundary conditions.

O ur �rst task in this subsection willbe to �nd appropriate m ode expansions for the �elds �(x) and �(x),such

thattheHam iltonian,Eq.(12),isdiagonalized.Beforedoing it,weneed to �nd outhow to im plem enttheboundary
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conditionsin term softhese�elds.Therefore,considera system obeying periodicboundary conditions.Ascom m only

introduced in theliterature,thisseem sa m erem athem aticalconveniencethatsim pli�esthecalculationsbeforetaking

thetherm odynam iclim it.However,nowadaysthereexistexperim entalrealizationsoftheseBC’s.In thecaseofcold

atom sonecan think ofa quantum degenerateatom icgasin a tighttoroidaltrap [36].Thus,ifthe boson �eld obeys

	 y(x + L)= 	 y(x),then equations(5)and (8,9)im ply that:

�(x + L) = �(x)+ �N ; (19)

�(x + L) = �(x)+ �J; (20)

whereN istheparticle-num beroperator,and J isan operatorwhoseeigenvaluesareeven integerssothat(� 1)J = + 1.

These are very im portanttopologicalproperties ofthe phase and density �elds. In particular,they im ply that the

system hasstatesthatcan be labeled by the eigenvaluesofJ and N . W e show below thatN and J are conserved

quantities(i.e. they com m ute with H e�)and can be used to labeltopologically excited statesofthe system . In the

case ofN thisisnotsurprising because the m icroscopic Ham iltonian,Eq.(11),conservesthe totalparticle num ber.

However,wewillseethatJ isassociated with the possibility ofquantized persistentcurrents.

W enextwritedown them odeexpansionsfor�(x)and �(x),which obey (19)and (20),aswellasthecom m utation

relation:

[@x�(x);�(x
0)]= i��(x � x

0): (21)

The appropriateexpressionsread:

�(x) = � 0 +
�x

L
N +

1

2

X

q6= 0

�
�
�
2�K

qL

�
�
�

1

2

e
� ajqj=2

�
e
iqx
b(q)+ e

� iqx
b
y(q)

�
; (22)

�(x) = �0 +
�x

L
J +

1

2

X

q6= 0

�
�
�
2�

qLK

�
�
�

1

2

e
� ajqj=2sgn(q)

�
e
iqx
b(q)+ e

� iqx
b
y(q)

�
: (23)

The operatorsb(q)and by(q)havethe com m utation relation:

[b(q);by(q0)]= �q;q0; (24)

com m uting otherwise. M om enta are quantized as q = 2�m =L,where m = 0;� 1;� 2;� 3;:::The pairs (N ;�0)and

(J;�0)areconjugateaction-anglevariableswhich obey:

�
N ;e

� i�0

�
= e

� i�0; (25)
�
J;e

� i�0
�
= e

� i�0 (26)

[J;N ] = [�0;�0]= 0: (27)

Introducing the expressions(22)and (23)into Eq.(12),oneobtains:

H e� =
X

q6= 0

�h!(q)by(q)b(q)+
�h�vs

2LK
(N � N0)

2 +
�h�vsK

2L
J
2 + const:; (28)

where!(q)= vsjqjforq� �
� 1
0 .Itnow becom esclearthatthisHam iltonian describescollectivephonon-likeexcitations

(som etim escalled Tom onaga bosons[26]),which disperse linearly in the long wave-length lim itjqj! 0. Thisresult

isperhapsnotstriking ifonedealswith bosonsbecauseitisalready obtained from Bogoliubov’stheory (although in

1D thistheory isinconsistentin severalrespects,which can becured only in theweakly interacting lim it[8,20,47]).

However,forinteractingferm ionsithasstrikingconsequences,becauseitm eanstheabsenceofindividual(i.e.particle-

like)excitationsin the low-energy spectrum ,and the break-down ofFerm i-liquid theory in 1D.

The expansions(22)and (23)diagonalizethe m om entum operatoraswell:

P =
�h�

L
N J +

X

q6= 0

�hqby(q)b(q): (29)

As�(x),�(x),H e� and P describelongwave-lengthuctuations,them om entum sum sm ustbecut-o�atam om entum

a� 1 <� m in
�
R � 1;qc

	
.Forshortrangeinteractions,a� 1 <� qc;qc isthen �xed by dem anding that�hvsqc = �,i.e.itis

an estim ate ofthe m om entum wherethe excitation spectrum deviatesfrom the linearbehavior.
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J = −4

Jπ v J / 2L
2

h

ω(q)

q
J = −2 J = +2 J = +4

FIG .5: Typicallow-energy excitation spectrum ofa Luttinger liquid with periodic boundary conditions. The shaded area

corresponds to the continuum of m ulti-particle-hole excitations. The Ham iltonian H e� , Eq.(28) describes the excitation

spectrum forq � �J�0,with J = 0;� 2;� 4;:::.Nearq � 0 the excitationsare linearly dispersing phonons:!(q)’ �hvsjqj(i.e.

superpositions ofparticle-hole excitationsaboutthe sam e Ferm ipoint,see Fig.1). Forq � �J�0,where J = � 2;� 4;:::,the

excitationsinvolvethecreation ofJ currentquanta in thering.Forinstance,J = � 2 correspond to thelow-energy transitions

between Ferm ipointsshown in Fig.2 (dashed arrow). Fordelta-interacting bosons,thispicture holdsin allregim es,and for

the particle-hole spectrum agreeswith the spectrum obtained from Bethe ansatz in Ref.[51].

From the previousexpression forthe Ham iltonian the (inverse)adiabatic com pressibility atzero tem perature can

be obtained:

�
� 1

S
= �

2
0

�
@�

@�

�

�= �0

= �
2
0 L

�
@2E 0(N )

@N 2

�

N = N 0

= �h�vN �
2
0 =

�h�vs�
2
0

K
; (30)

whereE 0(N )= hH iN isexpectation valueoftheHam iltonian,Eq.(28),taken overtheground statewith N particles;

hence vN / �
� 1

S
.Using the previousexpressions,wecan also write:

vN =
1

��h

�
@�

@�

�

�= �0

=
L

��h

�
@2E 0(N )

@N 2

�

N = N 0

; (31)

which willbe usefulin extracting the density sti�nessfrom the Bethe-ansatzsolution ofthe delta-interacting bosons

in Sect.IV A.

W e next�nd the relationship between the phase sti�ness,vJ,and the superuid fraction,which we denote as�s
below.To thispurpose,weconsidertwisted boundary conditionsinstead ofPBC’s:

	 y(x + L)= e
� i�	 y(x): (32)

Therefore,thephase�eld obeysthem odi�ed boundary conditions:�(x+ L)= �(x)+ �J + �,such that(� 1)J = + 1.

Thism eansthatin Eq.(23)wehaveto shiftJ ! J + �=�.Asa result,the ground stateenergy and m om entum are

also shifted (recallthatin the ground statehN i= N 0 and hJi= 0):

hH e�i�6= 0 � hHe�i�= 0 =
1

2

�
�hvJ

�

� �
�

L

�2
L; (33)

hP i�6= 0 � hP i�= 0 = �hN 0

�
�

L

�

: (34)

Thus we see that the system responds to the twist in the BC’s by drifting as whole with constant velocity vsf =

(hP i�6= 0 � hP i�= 0)=(M N 0) = �h�=M L. The superuid fraction,�s,can be obtained by regarding the shift in the

ground stateenergy asthe kinetic energy ofthe superuid m assM (�sL):

hH e�i�6= 0 � hH i�= 0 =
1

2
M (�sL)v

2
sf =

�h
2
�s

2M

�
�

L

�2
L: (35)

By com paring (33)and (35)we can identify

�hvJ

�
=
�h
2
�s

M
: (36)
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O therwise,in view ofEq.(33),wecould havede�ned thephasesti�nessin an analogousway to thedensity sti�ness:

vJ =
�L

�h

�
@2E 0(�)

@�2

�

�= 0

; (37)

whereE 0(�)= hH i�6= 0.Hence,vJ isseen to be related to the responseofthe system to a phasetwistjustlikevN is

related to the response to a change in particle num ber.Forcharged particlesthe phase twistcan be thoughtasthe

resultofa m agneticux thatthreadsthe ring [57].

W e nextspecializeto G alilean invariantsystem s.Aswehavealready anticipated in the previoussection,forthese

system s vJ = vF = �h��0=M ,and therefore �s = �0. To prove this identity we perform a G alilean boostwhere the

particlem om enta areshifted:pi ! p0i = pi+ �hQ .The Ham iltonian and m om entum operatorstransform as:

H
0 = H +

�hQ

M
P + N

(�hQ )2

2M
; (38)

P
0 = P + �hN Q : (39)

Therefore,the ground state energy and m om entum are shifted: E 0
0 � E0 = N (�hQ )2=2M ,and P 0

0 = �hN Q . Upon

com paring the latter expression for P with Eq.(29), we see that, to leading other, Q = �J=L. Hence, E 0
0 =

E 0 + (�h�)2�0J
2=(2L). However,from Eq.(28),the energy ofthe boosted state is E 0

0 = E 0 + �h�vJJ
2=(2L). From

these lasttwo expressionsitfollowsthatvJ = vF .

The previousanalysisalso allowsto understand why no term involving the product@x�(x)@ x�(x)appearsin the

low-energyHam iltonian,Eq.(12).Thereason isthatthisproductisthem om entum density (cf.Eq.(16)).Therefore,

thepresenceofsuch a term in theHam iltonian would indicatethatwehavenotchosen thereferencefram ewherethe

system isatrest.Thusonecan getrid ofitby a suitable G alilean transform ation (cf.Eq.(38)).

W e end this subsection with a discussion ofthe selection rules for the eigenvalues ofJ and N . For bosons with

PBC’swehavefound thefollowingselection rule:(� 1)J = + 1,i.e.J haseigenvaluesthatareeven integers.However,

obtaining the selection rule forferm ionsbecom essom ewhatm essy using the abovem ethods.To derive the selection

rulesforboth bosonsand ferm ionswerecallherea construction dueto M ironov and Zabrodin [56].Theconstruction

worksdirectly with them any-particlewavefunction and thereforedoesnotrely on thepreviousform alism .Consider

a rigid translation ofthe system by a distance a,i.e.

e
iP̂ a=�h�(x 1;x2;:::;xN )= �(x 1 + a;x2;:::;xN + a) (40)

Let � be an eigenstate ofthe m om entum operator P̂ with eigenvalue P and set a = L=N = �
� 1
0 ,x1 = x;x2 =

x + a;:::;xN = x + (N � 1)a.Thus,

e
iP a=�h�(x;x + a;:::;x + (N � 1)a)= �(x + a;x + 2a;:::;x)= (� 1)N � 1�(x;x + a;:::;x + (N � 1)a); (41)

wherethe plussign correspondsto bosonsand the m inusto ferm ions.The lastequation followsfrom perm uting the

particle coordinatesin the translated wave function to sortthem in increasing order. The operation involvesN � 1

transpositionsand thereforeforferm ionsthesignatureoftheperm utation is(� 1)N � 1.Ifwechoosethewavefunction

to be an eigenstateofP̂ with P = �h�JN =L,wearriveattheselection rule:

(� 1)J = (� 1)N � 1
; (42)

which reducesto (� 1)J = + 1 forbosons,and to:

(� 1)J = � (� 1)N (43)

for ferm ions. In the therm odynam ic lim it these selection rules are not very im portant because one can e�ectively

treat N and J as having continuous eigenvalues. Furtherm ore,the term s in the Ham iltonian (28) proportionalto

(N � N0)
2 and J2 areoforderL� 1 and disappearasL ! 1 .However,forthem esoscopicsystem swhich concern us

here,theselection rulescan beim portantin certain situationswhereoneneedsto keep track of�nite-sizee�ectsand

the discretenessofparticles.

D . Particles in a box: open (D irichlet) boundary conditions.

W e now turn ourattention to system swith open (Dirichlet)boundary conditions(O BC’s). In cold atom system s

theseconditionshavebeen already experim entally realized (in an approxim ateway)[4]using a m icrochip trap where
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the potentialwasshaped to a square-wellwith very high barriers,which can be approxim ated by perfectly reecting

walls.Lessrestrictively,one can assum ethattherearetwo points,x = 0 and x = L,wherecurrentdensity vanishes,

and thiscorrespondsto theequilibrium statein theexperim entofRef.3,where 4Hewascon�ned in a long nanopore.

To im plem entthe latterBC’s,we�rstnotethat,from the continuity equation,

@t�(x;t)+ @xj(x;t)= 0; (44)

and using that�(x;t)� @x�(x)=�,itfollowsthatthecurrentdensity j(x;t)� � @t�(x;t)=�.Hence,dem anding that

j(x = 0)= 0 am ountsto @t�(x = 0;t)= 0,i.e.�(x = 0;t)= � B = const.However,whatisoften understood by open

boundary conditionsissom ething m ore restrictive than this: itisdem anded that�(x = 0;t)= 0. Thisisachieved

by thefurtherrequirem entthat�B 6= 0;� �;� 2�;:::In otherwords,�(x = 0)m ustbepinned atrealnum berthatis

nota m ultiple of�.To understand this,weneed to go back to Eq.(6),

�(x)= @x�(x)

+ 1X

n= � 1

�(�(x)� n�): (45)

From thisexpression,one can see that�(x = 0)= 0 provided that�(x = 0)= �B 6= n�,where n isan integer. If

�(x = 0)vanishesso does	y(x = 0)/
p
�(x = 0). W hataboutthe otherend ofa �nite system (i.e. x = L)? The

property

[�(L)� �(0)]= N � (46)

also �xes�(L)= �(0)+ N � = � B + N �.Thusthe boundary condition isautom atically satis�ed atx = L.

W enow �nd theappropriatem odeexpansionsfor�(x)and �(x).Therequirem entsarethesam easin theprevious

subsection,nam ely thatthe BC’sand the com m utation relation of@x�(x)and �(x),Eq.(21),m ustbe ful�lled for

0 < x;x0< L.Thuswe arriveatthe following expressions(rem em berin whatfollowsthat�B isjusta realnum ber,

notan operator):

�(x) = � B +
�x

L
N + i

X

q> 0

�
�K

qL

� 1

2

e
� aq=2 sin(qx)

�
b(q)� b

y(q)
�
; (47)

�(x) = �0 +
X

q> 0

�
�

qLK

� 1

2

e
� aq=2 cos(qx)

�
b(q)+ b

y(q)
�

(48)

where a� 1 <� m in
�
R � 1;qc = �=�hvs

	
and q = m �=L,with m = 1;2;3;:::Notice that in this case only one pair of

action-angleoperatorsisneeded,(N ;�0). Thisisbecause in a box,asopposed to a ring,there cannotbe persistent

currents,and thereforeJ isnota good quantum num ber.

The abovem ode expansionsdiagonalizethe Ham iltonian and renderitasfollows:

H e� =
X

q> 0

�h!(q)by(q)b(q)+
�hvs�

2LK
(N � N0)

2
; (49)

with !(q) = vsq for q � �0. The restriction q > 0 m eans that q cannot be interpreted as the m om entum ofthe

excitation but asits wave num ber. The sound wavesin a system with O BC’sare standing wavesand therefore do

notcarry m om entum .Consistently,the m om entum operatorvanishes,i.e.P = 0 [74].

E. E�ect ofa slow ly varying con�ning potential

In m ostofcurrentexperim entalsetupscold atom sare con�ned in harm onictraps.In thissection we aregoing to

discuss how the harm onic-uid approach m ust be m odi�ed when a sm ooth potentialis applied in the longitudinal

direction. W e shalldistinguish two situations. In the �rstwe considerthatthe externalpotentialisweak and show

thatm uch ofwhathasbeen said above applieswith sm allm odi�cations. However,the harm onic potentialdoesnot

belong to thisclass.In otherwords,itisnotweak,butthisdoesnotm ean thatthe harm onic-uid approach cannot

be adapted to this case. However,calculations are no longer analytically feasible (except in certain lim its). Som e

results for harm onically trapped gases ofbosons [14]and ferm ions [15]are already available in the literature,but

sincein generalno explicitexpressionsforthecorrelation functionsareavailableitishard to extractm uch qualitative

inform ation from these results. In the Tonkslim it,one can rely on the ferm ion-boson corresondence established by
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G irardeau [49],which also allowsto m akea beautifulconnection with the theory ofrandom m atricesin thegaussian

unitary ensem ble(G UE).Thisconnection m akesitpossibleto obtain the density pro�le[41],the form oftheFriedel

oscillations[50]aswellasasym ptoticform sfortheone-body density m atrix [43].Itisalso worth m entioning thatfor

ferm ionic system sone can use constructive bosonization [31],and som e analyticalresultscan be thusobtained [22].

However,theproblem with thisapproach isthattheinteractionsbetween cold ferm ionsdo nothavea sim pleform in

the harm onic-oscillatorbasis.Therefore,itbecom eshard to assessthe e�ectofthe di�erentm atrix elem entson the

low-energy physics.

Introducing an externalpotentialam ountsto adding to the Ham iltonian in Eq.(11)the following term

Uext =

Z L

0

dx uext(x)�(x): (50)

Provided thatuext(x)isweak (i.e.juext(x)j� �)and variesslowly overdistanceson thescaleofa,itcouplesonly to

the slow partofthe density operator,nam ely to @x�(x)=�.Hence,

H e� =

Z L

0

dx

�
�hvs

2�

�

K (@x�(x))+
1

K
(@x�(x)� ��0)

2

�

+
uext(x)

�
@x�(x)

�

: (51)

Up to a constant,H e� can be rewritten as:

H e� =
�hvs

2�

Z L

0

dx

�

K (@x�(x))
2
+

1

K
(@x�(x)� ��0(x))

2

�

; (52)

where�0(x)= �0 + ��0(x),and

��0(x)= �
K

�h�vs
uext(x)= �

�
d�

d�

�

uext(x): (53)

The last expression follows from the relationship found in Eq.(30) between K =�h�vs and the com pressibility. The

result from linear response theory is thus recovered,since uext(x) enters the Ham iltonian as (m inus) the chem ical

potential.In orderto renderthe Ham iltonian to itsform in the absenceofuext itisconvenientto shift

~�(x)= �(x)� �

Z x

0

dx
0 [�0(x

0)� �0]; (54)

such thatthe second term in Eq.(52)becom es:

�hvs

2�K

Z L

0

dx

�

@x ~�(x)� ��0

�2
: (55)

Theexpansionsin m odesgiven in previoussectionscan now beused to diagonalizeH e� with ~�(x)playing theroleof

�(x).Thisleadsto the sam e form forthe spectrum ,butthe shift(54)m ustbe taken into accountwhen com puting

correlation functions.Thus,the density and �eld operatorsbecom e:

�(x) =

�

�0(x)+
1

�
@x
~�(x)

� + 1X

m = � 1

e
2m i�

R
x

0

dx
0
�0(x

0
)
e
2m i~�(x)

; (56)

	 y(x) �

�

�0(x)+
1

�
@x
~�(x)

�1=2 + 1X

m = � 1

e
2m i�

R
x

0

dx
0
�0(x

0
)
e
2m i~�(x)

e
� i�(x)

; (57)

	
y

F
(x) �

�

�0(x)+
1

�
@x
~�(x)

�1=2 + 1X

m = � 1

e
(2m + 1)i�

R
x

0

dx
0
�0(x

0
)
e
(2m + 1)i~�(x)

e
� i�(x)

; (58)

where ~�(x)= ~�(x)� ��0x.

Theabovetreatm entisessentially correctprovided thattheexternalpotentialrepresentsweak perturbation,which

hasbeen quanti�ed by requiring thatjuext(x)j� �,for0 < x < L,and thattheexternalpotentialisa slowly varying

function. In term s ofits Fourier its transform the latter m eans that uext(q) � 0 for jqj>� a� 1 � �=�hvs. W hereas

thelastcondition doescertainly hold fora shallow harm onictrapping potential,itse�ectcannotbeconsidered weak,

especially neartheendsoftheatom iccloud wheretypically uext(x)� �.Therefore,away from thecenterofthetrap
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thispotentialcannotbe treated within linearresponsetheory and the aboveresultsdo notapply.However,one can

always redo the harm onic-uid approach by considering uctuations around a sm ooth density pro�le �0(x),which

can be obtained,e.g.from the equation ofstate in the local-density approxim ation (LDA)[10].Thus,itisnothard

to see thatthe e�ectiveHam iltonian becom es:

H e� =
�h

2�

Z L

0

dx

h

vJ(x)(@x�(x))
2 + vN (x)(@x�(x)� ��0(x))

2
i

; (59)

wherein the LDA vJ(x)= �h��0(x)=M (i.e.the localFerm ivelocity)and

vN (x)=
1

�h�

�
@�

@�

�

�= �0(x)

; (60)

Theequation ofstate� = �(�)isobtained from theBethe-ansatzsolution [32,33].Thus,diagonalization of(59)can

only be accom plished num erically in the generalcase,and willnotbe pursued here.

III. C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

A . Periodic B oundary C onditions (P B C ’s)

W e begin by considering the staticcorrelation functionsatT = 0 (see Sect.IIIC forresultsat�nite tem perature)

for particles in a ring,i.e. periodic boundary conditions. The tim e-dependent correlation functions can be also
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FIG .6:O scillating part(i.e. m = 1 term in (61))ofthe density correlation function asa function ofdistance,x (norm alized

to the system ’ssize),forseveralvaluesofK (the di�erentcurvesare shifted forclarity).AsK decreasesthe system becom es

m ore \density sti�", which m eans that density correlations between distant points are enhanced. However, for large K

density correlationsdecay very rapidly with distance.Thisstrong suppression ofdensity uctuationsischaracteristic ofBose-

Einstein condensatesin higherdim ensions.Thedashed linerepresentsthepower-law behaviorexpected fortheenvelopein the

therm odynam ic lim itL ! 1 .
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obtained,butwillnotbediscussed in thispaper(exceptforthedynam icdensity responsefunction,which isdiscussed

in Sect.IV C).Here we only notice thatitsu�cesto perform a carefulanalyticalcontinuation to realtim e � ! itin

the expressionsgiven in appendicesC and D.Tim e-dependentcorrelationscan be im portantforfuture experim ents

such likethe two-photon Ram an out-coupling experim entrecently proposed by Luxatand G ri�n [18].

W hen com puting correlation functions within the harm onic-uid approach,two strategiesare possible. O ne can

directly work with the m ode expansions given in sections IIC and IID using the properties ofthe exponentials of

linearcom binationsofthe b(q)and by(q)operators. Anotherpossibility isto use the m ore sophisticated techniques

ofConform alField Theory (CFT).The latter is our choice here and it is explained in the appendices C and D.

Therefore,thereaderunfam iliarwith thesem ethodsshould consulttheappendicesforfulldetails.In thissubsection

wepresentthe resultsforthe correlation functionsforboth ferm ionsand bosonsin a ring.

Letus�rstconsiderthe density correlation function,which doesnotdepend on statistics.W e�rstnoticethatthe

structureofthedensity operator,Eq.(8),im pliesthatthedensity correlation function isa seriesofharm onicsofthe

Ferm im om entum pF = ��0.The origin ofthishasbeen already discussed in Sect.IIA.In ourcalculations,wehave

keptonly the leading (i.e.the slowestdecaying)term ofeach harm onic.Thus,

h�(x)�(0)i =

(

1

�2
h@x�(x)@ x�(0)i+ �

2
0

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2�im �0xhA 2m ;0(x)A � 2m (0)ipbc

)

= �
2
0

(

1�
K

2�2

�
1

�0d(xjL)

�2

+
X

m > 0

am

�
1

�0d(xjL)

�2m 2
K

cos(2�m �0x)

)

: (61)

Thisresultisvalid in the scaling lim it,i.e. forjxj� a,where a isthe short-distance cut-o� introduced in previous

sections.Thevertex operatorsA m ;n(x;�)arede�ned in Appendix C.Thecoe�cientsam arenon-universal,in other

words,they depend on the m icroscopic details ofthe m odeland in generalcannot be �xed by the harm onic-uid

approach. The function d(xjL)= Ljsin(�x=L)j=� iscalled cord function: itm easuresthe length ofa cord between

two pointsseparated by an arcx in a ring ofcircum ferenceL.
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FIG .7: Phase correlations in a ring as a function ofdistance,x (norm alized to the system ’s size),for severalvalues ofthe

dim ensionless param eter K . Note that as K decreases the system becom es less \phase sti�",i.e. phase correlations decay

faster.ForlargevaluesofK phasecorrelationsdecay very slowly,leading to a largerdegreeofphasecoherencebetween distant

points. The dashed lines correspond to the power-law behavior occurring in the therm odynam ic lim it L ! + 1 . The �nal

upturn ofthe curvesisdue to the periodicity ofthe correlation functionsin a ring.
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W e nexttakeup the boson and ferm ion one-particledensity m atrices.Upon using Eqs.(9)and (10),weobtain:

h	 y(x)	(0)i = � 0

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2m i��0xhA 2m ;� 1(x)A � 2m ;+ 1(0)ipbc

= �0

�
1

�0d(xjL)

� 1

2K

(

b0 +

+ 1X

m = 1

bm

�
1

�0d(xjL)

�2m 2
K

cos(2�m �0x)

)

; (62)

h	
y

F
(x)	 F (0)i = �0

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2�i(m + 1

2
)�0xhA 2m + 1;� 1(x)A � 2m � 1;+ 1(0)ipbc

= �0

+ 1X

m = 0

fm

�
1

�0d(xjL)

�2(m + 1

2
)
2
K + 1

2K

sin

�
�
�
�2�(m +

1

2
)�0x

�
�
�
�: (63)

Also in these expressions the dim ensionless coe�cients b m and fm are non-universal. The results ofRef.30 are

recoveredin thetherm odynam iclim itL ! + 1 ,which e�ectivelyam ountstoperform ingthereplacem entd(xjL)! jxj

in theaboveexpressions[63].In theTonkslim itK = 1 and theleading term of(62)agreeswith theexactasym ptotic

resultsobtained in Refs.42,43:

h	 y(x)	(0)ipbc = �0 b
Tonks
0

�
1

�0d(xjL)

�1=2

; (64)

wherebTonks0 = 2� 1=3
p
�eA� 6 ’ 0:5214 (A ’ 1:2824271 isG laisher’sconstant).

In Fig.6 we have plotted the m = 1 term ofh�(x)�(0)ito illustrate how the density correlationsare enhanced as

K isdecreased.ThusforK = 1 (free ferm ionsorthe Tonkslim itofdelta-interacting bosons)the distantpointsare

m ore correlated in density than forlarge K (very attractive ferm ionsorbosonswith weakly repulsive interactions).

Thism eansthattheoscillatory term sbecom em oreim portantasK decreases,whereasforlargeK they can besafely

neglected,as it is done in the Bogoliubov approxim ation. O n the other hand,as shown in Fig.7,distant points

becom e lessphase correlated forsm allK asthe resultofdensity and phase being conjugated �elds. The system is

then said to be less\phase sti�".However,forlargerK phase correlationsareenhanced,and only in thissense one

can speak of\Bose-Einstein condensate" even though,strictly speaking,there is not such a thing as a condensate

(i.e.long range-order)in onedim ension (forinstancehei�(x)ipbc = 0).Atm ost,allthatexistsin the therm odynam ic

lim itisan algebraic decay ofphasecorrelations,which isoften called quasilong-range order(Q LRO ).

B . O pen B oundary C onditions (O B C ’s)

In thissubsection weconsidertheground statecorrelationsforparticlesin abox.Theexpressionsforthecorrelation

functionsin thiscasearesom ewhatm orecom plicated than forperiodicboundary conditions.Thereason isthatin a

box translationalinvarianceislostand two-pointcorrelation functionsdepend on both argum entsseparately and not

only on theirdi�erence.Furtherm ore,theground stateexpectation valueofsom eoperatorsbecom esnon-trivial,that

is,therearenon-trivialone-pointcorrelation functions.Thisisthecaseofthedensity operator(seebelow).However,

the operator ei�(x) continues to have zero-expectation value, im plying the absence ofany continuous sym m etry-

breaking even though the system is�nite and bounded.

W e �rstcom pute the ground stateexpectation value ofthe density:

h�(x)i= �o

+ 1X

m = � 1

e
2im ��0xhA 2m ;0(x)iobc = �0

(

1+
X

m > 0

cm

�
1

�0d(2xj2L)

�m 2
K

cos(2m ��0x + �m )

)

; (65)

wherethe coe�cientsc m and �m arem odeldependent[62].The aboveexpression isvalid in the scaling lim it,which

fortheaboveexpression m eansthatm infx;L � xg � a,i.e.su�ciently farfrom theboundaries.Itisnoticeablethat

h�(x)iexhibitsFriedeloscillations,independently ofthe statisticsofthe constituentparticles.Thisisnotsurprising

in view ofthe m any com m on features exhibited by interacting bosons and ferm ions in one-dim ension,and whose

origin wasalready discussed in Sect.II. In the therm odynam ic lim it,the replacem entd(2xj2L)! j2xjshowsthat

the di�erentoscillating term sin the expression forh�(x)idecay from the boundary aspowerlawswith increasingly

largeexponents:m 2K form = 1;2;:::indicating thatonly the leading two term sareim portant.
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Nextwe considerthe m ore com plicated two-pointcorrelation functions. W e begin with the density-density corre-

lation function,

h�(x)�(x0)i =

8
<

:

1

�2
h@x�(x)@ x0�(x

0)iobc +

+ 1X

m ;m 0= � 1

e
2i��0(m x� m

0
x
0
)hA 2m ;0(x)A � 2m 0;0(x

0)iobc

9
=

;

= �
2
0

(

1�
K

2�2

�
1

�0d(x � x0j2L)

�2

�
K

2�2

�
1

�0d(x + x0j2L)

�2

+

+ 1X

m ;m 0= � 1

am ;m 0

�
d(x + x0j2L)

d(x � x0j2L)

�2m m
0
K

e2i��0(m x� m
0
x
0
)

[�0d(2xj2L)]
m 2K

[�0d(2x
0j2L)]

m 02K

)

: (66)

Using theresultsofAppendix D onecan also obtain theone-particledensity m atricesofbosonsand ferm ions.The

corresponding expressionsread:

h	 y(x)	(x 0)i = �0

+ 1X

m ;m 0= � 1

e
2i��0(m x� m

0
x
0
)hA 2m ;� 1(x)A � 2m 0;1(x

0)iobc

= �0

"
�
� 1
0

p
d(2xj2L)d(2x0j2L)

d(x + x0j2L)d(x � x0j2L)

# 1

2K + 1X

m ;m 0= � 1

bm ;m 0 e
� i(m + m

0
)�sgn(x� x

0
)=2

�

�
d(x + x0j2L)

d(x � x0j2L)

�2m m
0
K

e2i��0(m x� m
0
x
0
)

[�0d(2xj2L)]
m 2K

[�0d(2x
0j2L)]

m 02K
(67)

h	
y

F
(x)	 F (x

0)i = �0

+ 1X

m ;m 0= � 1

e
2i��0[(m + 1

2
)x� (m

0
+ 1

2
)x

0]hA 2m + 1;� 1(x)A � 2m 0� 1;1(x
0)iobc
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FIG .8: Phase correlations fora system ofbosonsin a box. In the leftplot,x
0
hasbeen �xed to the centerofthe box,while

phasecorrelationsaresam pleasx isshifted towardstherightend.In therightplot,x
0
iscloseto theleftend and asx increases

we m ove towardstherightend.Asrem arked in the case ofa ring,thesystem becom eslessphase sti� asK isdecreased.This

m eansthatin thiscase the boundary conditionshave a large e�ecton the phase correlationsin the Tonkslim it(K = 1)than

in the weakly interacting lim it(K � 1).
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= �0

"
�
� 1
0

p
d(2xj2L)d(2x0j2L)

d(x + x0j2L)d(x � x0j2L)

# 1

2K + 1X

m ;m 0= � 1

fm ;m 0 e
� i(m + m

0
+ 1)�sgn(x� x

0
)=2

�

�
d(x + x0j2L)

d(x � x0j2L)

�2(m + 1

2
)(m

0
+ 1

2
)K

e
2i��0[(m + 1

2
)x� (m

0
+ 1

2
)x

0]

[�0d(2xj2L)]
(m + 1

2
)2K

[�0d(2x
0j2L)]

(m 0+ 1

2
)2K

: (68)

Thecoe�cientsa m ;m 0;bm ;m 0 and cm ;m 0 arem odel-dependentcom plex num bers.In contrastwith thecaseofperiodic

boundary conditions,wheretheseprefactorscan shown to bereal,thiscannotbeestablished in thepresentcase[70].

Theaboveexpressionsareaccuratein thescalinglim it,which fortwo-pointcorrelation functionsm eansthatjx� x0j�

a as wellas m infx;x0;L � x;L � x0g � a. It is also worth m entioning that the bulk behavior is recovered for

jx� x0j� m infx;x0;L � x;L � x0g,i.e.m ostly nearthecenterofthebox (seeFig.8).In thislim it,thelessoscillating

term sarethosewith m = m 0,which exhibit,in thetherm odynam iclim it,thesam ealgebraicdecay asthecorrelations

for the ring geom etry. It is also worth pointing out that in the Tonks lim it (i.e. for K = 1),the leading term of

Eq.(67)agreeswith the asym ptoticresultobtained in Ref.43,

h	 y(x)	(x 0)iobc = �0 b
Tonks
00

"
�
� 1
0

p
d(2xj2L)d(2x0j2L)

d(x + x0j2L)d(x � x0j2L)

# 1

2

; (69)

where bTonks00 = 2� 1=3
p
�eA� 6 ’ 0:5214 (A ’ 1:2824271 isG laisher’sconstant).Note thatthisisthe sam eprefactor

asthe onefound forPBC’s,which isnotsuprising given thatboth correlation functionshavethe sam ebulk lim it.

Itisinteresting to pointoutthatforparticlesin a box therearetwo typesofexponentsthatcharacterizethedecay

ofcorrelation functions.Considerforinstance the density correlation function,Eq.(66).Itsbulk behavior(i.e.near

the centerofthe box)isgoverned by the exponent2m 2K fora harm onic thatoscillatesase� 2m ��0(x� x
0
). However,

theasym ptoticbehaviorwhen oneofthecoordinatesistaken neartheboundary isgoverned by a di�erentexponent.

Thus ifwe set x0 � a and x � x0,a term that oscillates as e� 2im ��0xin the correlation function falls o� with the

exponentequalto m 2K ,i.e. the sam e exponentthatwe have already encountered forthe Friedeloscillationsofthe

density.Fortheboson density m atrix thecorrespondingexponentsarem 2K + 3=4K whereasfortheferm ionsthey are

(m + 1=2)2K + 3=4K .Itisim portantto stressthatthe presenceofthe boundary breaksthe (Lorentz)invarianceof

H e� m aking spaceand tim e directionsnon-equivalent.To see this,considera dynam ic correlation function such like

the G reen’sfunction h	 y(x;t)	(x 0;0)i,forbosons,orh	
y

F
(x;t)	(x 0;0)i,forferm ions(t> 0). Using the expressions

ofAppendix D,and perform ing the analyticalcontinuation � ! itafter setting x = x0 � a,one obtains that the

leading term decaysast� 1=K fort� a=vs (forboth bosonsand ferm ions).Thisin contrastwith the behaviorofthe

sam efunctionsin thebulk,wherespaceand tim e areequivalent(i.e.Lorentzinvarianceisrestored)and oneexpects

a behaviorlike t� 1=2K forbosonsand t� (1=K + K )=2 forferm ions.[75]

To illustrate both �nite-size and con�nem ente�ects we show in Fig.8 the behaviorofleading term in Eq.(67),

which correspondstothephaseuctuationshe� i�(x)ei�(0)iobc (i..e.m = m 0= 0).Asm entioned above,thecorrelation

function isnow a function ofx and x0 separately.Thus,in Fig.8 we have considered two situations. In the ploton

the left,we take x0 to be the centerofthe box. Thus it can be seen that the power-law (bulk) behavioris a good

approxim ation forx around L=2,whereasthephasecorrelationsdeviatefrom itasx approachesthe rightend ofthe

box (i.e. forx � x0>� 0:3L.These deviationsbecom e m ore im portantasK isdecreased and the system approaches

theTonkslim it(K = 1).Thisisbecause,asrem arked in theprevioussubsection,thesystem becom eslessphasesti�

asK decreases.Thus,forsm allerK theboundary conditionshavea largere�ectin decreasing thephasecorrelations

nearthe endsofthe box. However,forlargerK the system exhibitsa largerphase sti�ness,and phase correlations

decay very slowly,even nearthe boundaries. Furtherm ore,the deviationsfrom the power-law behaviorare sm aller.

However,these deviationsbecom e m uch largerwith distance ifnow x0= 0:1L,i.e.when x0 is�xed nearthe leftend

ofthe box. Then,the bulk power-law isno longera good approxim ation and we can observe deviationsfrom itfor

a decade: from x � x0 � 0:1L to x � x0 � L. The reasonsforthisdeviationsisthatinitially the correlationsdecay

according to the bulk power-law,butthey rapidly cross-overto a decay governed by the exponent3=4K (recallthat

m = m 0 = 0). Near the right boundary,the correlation function m ust vanish. This is because the pinning ofthe

density �eld �(x)atx = L m akesuctuate the phaseatthatpointwildly.

C . C orrelations at �nite tem perature

Asdescribed in Appendix C the sam e m ethodsthathaveallowed usto obtain the correlation functionsofa �nite

ring atzero tem perature also allow to obtain expressionsforthe correlation functionsofan in�nite system at�nite

tem perature(see below).
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At�nite tem perature one �nds(see Appendix C)thatcorrelationsdecay exponentially with distance (asopposed

to the algebraic decay found at T = 0 for L ! + 1 ). Therefore,in the expressionsbelow,we shallkeep only the

leading term s,which e�ectively m eansthatwecut-o� theseriesofharm onicsatm = 0 (fortheboson density m atrix,

and atjm j= 1 forthe density correlation function and the ferm ion density m atrix. Thusthe following expressions

areobtained:

h�(x)�(0)iT = �
2
0

(

1�
K

2�2

�
�=LT

�0 sinh(�x=LT )

�2

+ B cos(2��0x)

�
�=LT

�0 sinh(�x=LT )

�2K

+ :::

)

; (70)

h	 y(x)	(0)i = � 0 A

�
�=LT

�0 sinh(�x=LT )

� 1

2K

+ :::; (71)

h	
y

F
(x)	 F (0)iT = �0 C

�
�=LT

�0 sinh(�x=LT )

�K

2
+ 1

2K

sinj��0xj+ :::; (72)

thedim ensionlesscoe�cientsA;B ,and C arem odeldependent.In Sect.IV B weshalldiscusshow to�x theprefactor

forthe bosonicdensity m atrix,Eq.(71).

From the previous expressions one can see that the behavior ofthe correlations \crosses over" from algebraic

decay fora � jxj<� LT to exponential� exp[� jxj=Lc(T)]forjxj� Lc(T). The characteristic decay length Lc(T)

depends on the correlation function. Thus,for the non-oscillating part ofh�(x)�(0)iT ,Lc(T) � LT . However,for

the oscillating partLc(T)� L�(T)= �hvs=�K T = �hvN =�T. Forthe phase correlations,however,the characteristic

distanceisoftheorderofL�(T)= �hvsK =�T = �hvJ=�T = �h
2
�0=M T,thelatterexpression being valid only in system s

with G alilean invariance. O ne can use the previousexpressionsalso in �nite-size system sprovided the tem perature

is high enough. The value ofT for which these characteristic lengths becom e ofthe order ofthe system size,L,

give us a rough estim ate ofthe tem perature scale below which �nite-size and con�nem ent e�ects are im portant.

Since,in general,LT 6= L� 6= L�,this tem perature scale depends on the correlation function. Thus,for the phase

correlations,L�(T) � L for T� � �hvJ=�L = �h
2
�0=M L,the latter expression applying to system s with G alilean

invariance. However,forthe density correlations,LT =� � L orL�(T)� L,whichevergivesthe highestvalue ofT.

Hence,T� = m axf�hvs=�L;�hvs=�K Lg.

IV . D ELTA -IN T ER A C T IN G B O SO N S A S A LU T T IN G ER LIQ U ID

A . Extracting the Luttinger liquid param eters from the B ethe-ansatz solution

In what follows, we shallillustrate m any of the concepts introduced above by considering a m odelof bosons

interacting with a zero-rangepotential[32,33].Thisisrelevantto cold atom ic vapors,where atom sm ainly interact

through the s-wave scattering channel,and their interaction is param etrized by the s-wave scattering length,as.

O lshanii[6]has shown that the interaction between atom s con�ned in 1D wave guide with transverse harm onic

con�nem entiswelldescribed by a zero-rangeinteraction potentialv(x � x0)= g�(x � x0),where

g =
4�h

2

M ‘?

as=‘?

1� C (as=‘? )
; (73)

where as isthe three-dim ensionalscattering length,C = 1:4603:::,and ‘? =
p
�h=M !? isthe transverse oscillator

length. There is a single dim ensionless param eter, = M g=�h
2
�0,which characterizesthe di�erent regim es (som e

authorspreferto usethe1D gasparam eter�0ja1D j,which isrelated to  by  = 2=�0ja1D j).Them odelthusde�ned

is exactly solvable. Its solution for periodic boundary conditions was found by Lieb and Liniger [32,33],whereas

the case with open boundary conditionswassolved by G audin [52].Lieb and Linigerwere also able to com pute the

ground stateenergy perparticleaswellasthechem icalpotentialand thesound velocity by num erically solving a set

ofintegralequations.O ne can thusobtain the phase and density sti�ness,vJ and vN ,by writing integralequations

which allow oneto obtain these param eters.These equationswerewritten down by Haldane[53].However,we shall

not follow this path here but instead,we shalladopt a di�erent approach [55,56]. W e �rst num erically �nd the

solution ofthe Bethe-ansatzequations[32,54],

kiL = 2�Ii+ � � 2

N 0X

j= 1

tan� 1
�
ki� kj

�0

�

: (74)
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FIG .9: D ensity and phase sti�nessasa function of = M g=�h
2
�0. The dotsare the resultofthe num ericalcalculation ofvJ

from the Bethe-ansatz equations. The dashed line corresponds to the Bogoliubov resultfor vN ,Eq.(76). The dotted-dashed

line isthe large- asym ptotic result,Eq.(77).

W hen deriving these equations we have assum ed that the boundary conditions are not periodic but twisted

as in (32), where � is the twist in the phase. In the ground state the set of integers fIigi= 1;:::;N 0

=

f� (N0 � 1)=2;� (N0 � 3)=2;:::;(N0 � 3)=2;(N0 � 1)=2g [32,54]. The ground state energy for N0 particles and a

phasetwist� can be com puted from the solution to the aboveequations,

E 0(N 0;�)=

N 0X

i= 1

�h
2
k2i

2M
(75)

and using Eq.(31) and (37) vN and vJ can be num erically com puted [76]. The results ofthese calculations are

shown in �gures 9 and 10. Fig.9 shows the behaviorofthe phase (vJ) and density sti�ness (vN ) as a function of

the dim ensionlessparam eter = M g=�h
2
�0.W ehavenum erically obtained vJ to show explicitly that,becauseofthe

G alilean invarianceofthe m odel,vJ = vF .

As already pointed out by Lieb and Liniger [32,33],the Bogoliubov approxim ation for the ground state energy

yieldsa very accurateexpression ofthe sound velocity for <� 10.Hence,

vN = vF

�


�2

��

1�

p


2�

�

: (76)

However,for � 1 one can extractan asym ptotic expression forvN from eitherthe expressionsfor� obtained for

large by Lieb and Liniger[32]orfrom a strong coupling expansion ofenergy [24,31],which yields:

vN = vF

�

1�
8



�

(77)

In Fig.10 we have plotted the param etersvs and K asfunction of. They also show good agreem entwith the

asym ptoticresultsatsm all,

vs = vF

p


�

�

1�

p


2�

� 1=2

; (78)

K =
�
p


�

1�

p


2�

� � 1=2

; (79)
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TABLE I: Translation table  to K forsom e valuesofK used in thispaper.

 K

+ 1 1

3:517 2

0:7126 4

and large,

vs = vF

�

1�
4



�

; (80)

K =

�

1+
4



�

: (81)

From Fig.10onecan seethatas variesfrom zerotoin�nity,K variesfrom in�nity to1.Thus,K = 1correspondsto

theTonkslim it,which isalsothevalueofK fornon-interactingferm ions.Finally,in tableIweprovidea \translation

table" between K and  forthe valuesofK used in plotsofthisarticle.

B . R em arks on cut-o�s and prefactors

O ne ofthe disadvantages ofthe harm onic-uid approach is that it cannot provide explicit expressions for the

prefactors of the correlation functions. As obtained within this approach,they are cut-o� dependent quantities

and theirvalues depend on the particularregularization schem e used in the calculation Thisis a signature ofnon-

universality,i.e. the prefactorsdepend on the m icroscopic detailsofthe m odel. Thus,they m ustbe �xed by other

m eans,eitherby com paring with num ericalresultsorby adopting a physically sensibleregularization schem e(thisis

possible in certain m odels)and using rathersophisticated form -factorm ethods(see e.g.[58]and referencestherein).

Som etim esexpressionsforthe prefactorscan be obtained in certain lim itsby working directly with the m icroscopic
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�0. The dashed lines are the sm all approxim ations obtained from

Bogoliubov theory whereasthe dotted-dashed linescorrespond to the asym ptotic expressionsforlarge .
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m odel.ThisisthecasefortheTonkslim itofdelta-interacting bosons[42,59]orfora num beroflatticem odels,such

likethe quantum -Ising m odeland orthe XY m odel[60,61].

Before jum ping into the discussion ofthe prefactorsfor the m odelofdelta-interacting bosons,let us pause for a

m om entto considera question thatwillbe relevantfor the �xing ofthe prefactors,nam ely the dependence ofthe

wave-num bercut-o� qc = �=�hvs on . Asm entioned in previoussections,fordelta-interacting bosonsthe di�erent

regim esarecharacterizedbyasingledim ensionlessparam eter, = M g=�h
2
�0,wheregisthestrength oftheinteraction.

For weakly interacting bosons (i.e.  ! 0) qc ! �� 1 = 1=2�0,where � = �h=
p
M � is the healing length. O n the

otherhand,forstrongly interacting bosons( ! + 1 ),qc ! ��0=2. The fulldependence can be obtained from the

num ericalsolution ofthe Bethe-ansatzequations(74).The resultforqc hasbeen plotted in Fig.11.

Aswe have m entioned atthe beginning ofthissection,within the harm onic-uid approach the prefactorsdepend

ofthe cut-o�,a <
� q� 1c (see Appendix C). In the weakly interacting regim e,Popov [20,48]was able to obtain the

prefactorofthe one-body density m atrix .In ournotation,hisresultreads:

g1(x)= h	 y(x)	(0)i= � 0

�
e2� C �

4jxj

� p
=2�

; (82)

for  � 1. In the previousexpression C = 0:57721:::is Euler’sconstantand � the healing length,� = �
� 1
0 � 1=2.

Taking into accountthatthe num ericalfactore2� C =4 = 1:037 ’ 1,we notice thatthe above resultcan be obtained

within theharm onic-uid approach by setting theshort-distancecut-o� a = �.Indeed,thism akesa lotofsensesince,

asdiscussed above,in the weakly interacting lim itone expects thata = q� 1c = �. Things becom e m ore interesting

when one expressesboth the exponentand the prefactorin term softhe Luttinger-liquid param eterK ,so thatone

can m akecontactwith the way g1(x)waswritten in previoussections,

h	 y(x)	(0)i= � 0

A Popov(K )

j�0xj
1=2K

; (83)

where we have used that,in the weakly interacting lim it,K = �� 1=2 � 1.The dim ensionlessprefactor(neglecting

the di�erence e2� C =4� 1 ’ 0:037)is

A Popov(K )=

�
K

�

� 1=2K

: (84)
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TABLE II:Num ericalprefactoroftheone-body density m atrix asobtained from Eq.(84)vs.exactand di�usion M onteCarlo

(D M C)results.

 = M g=�h2�0 K K from the exponent(Exact/D M C) A P opov(K ) A E xact=D M C

+ 1 1 1 0:5642 0:5214

2� 10
3

1:002 1:0 0:565 0:530

6:6667 1:584 1:582 0:806 0:760

2:0 2:523 2:525 0:957 0:951

0:0667 12:425 12:469 1:06 1:06

2� 10� 3 70:50 70:42 1:02 1:02
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FIG .12: M om entum distribution at �nite tem perature for the Tonks gas (K = 1). The inset shows that the asym ptotic

behaviorisnotasp
� 2
,asexpected fora lorentzian butratherasp

1=2K � 1
= p

� 1=2
.

In view ofthis result,one m ay be very tem pted to use this expression for any value ofK relevant to this m odel

(i.e. 1 � K < + 1 ). The result,when com pared with the di�usion M onte Carlo data reported in Ref.21 and exact

results[42,43,59],isvery surprising (see Table II). Itisfound thatEq.(84)isaccurate within lessthan 10% over

thewholerangeofK values,becom ing essentially exactforK � 1,asexpected.Thisfactisquiterem arkabletaking

into accountthatfrom K � 10 to K = 1 the prefactorchangesby a alm osta factoroftwo.

C . T ips to com pare w ith the experim ents in cold gases

In the previoussectionswehaveequipped ourselveswith thetoolsto characterizethe behaviorofone-dim ensional

cold-atom system s. In thischaracterization the Luttinger-liquid param etersvs and K play an prom inentrole. The

latterisespecially im portantbecauseitenterstheexponentsofthecorrelation functions,and governstheiralgebraic

decay atzero tem perature. Furtherm ore,the value ofK also tells us to which kind ofinstabilities the system can

becom eunstablewhen perturbed.A well-known exam ple[16,30]isthequantum -phasetransition to a M ott-insulator

in the presence ofa com m ensurate periodic potential,which takes place (strictly speaking at T = 0 and L ! 1 )

forarbitrarily weak potentialsatK < 2. At�nite tem perature,the behaviorofthe system is characterized by the

correlation lengthsLT ,L�(T)and L�(T),which are com binationsofthe param etersvs;K and the tem perature,T.

As we are interested in the bulk properties of1D system s,we shallfocus in this section on the im plications ofthe

correlation functionspreviously derived forthe experim entalobservations.



23

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

0 1 2 3 4 5

n
(p

)/
n

(0
)

K = 2

p L
f
(T)

0.001

0.01

0.1

1

0.1 1 10

n
(p

)/
n

(0
)

p L
f
(T)

FIG .13:M om entum distribution at�nitetem peraturefora system with K = 2.Theinsetshowsthattheasym ptoticbehavior

isnotasp� 2,butratherasp1=2K � 1 = p
� 3=4.

W e begin our discussion by considering the �nite tem perature m om entum distribution. This quantity can be

accessed by perform ing Bragg scattering m easurem ents at large m om entum transfer [18,67,68]. At tem peratures

T � T� = �h
2
�0=M L,onecan safely neglect�nite-size and boundary e�ects.In thistem perature rangethe e�ectsof

theinhom ogeneity in harm onically trapped system scan betreated using thelocaldensity approxim ation asdescribed

in Refs.67,68.Fora uniform system ,them om entum distribution isde�ned astheFouriertransform ofg1(x;T),i.e.

n(p;T)’

Z + 1

� 1

dxe
� ipx

g1(x;T) (85)

After introducing Eq.(71) into this expression and approxim ating the prefactor by A Popov(K ) = (K =�)1=2K ,we

obtain the following expression:

n(p;T)’

�
2K

�

� 1=2K �
�0L�(T)

K

� 1� 1

2K

�

�

1�
1

2K

�

Re

�
�(1=4K + ipL �(T)=2K )

�(1� 1=4K + ipL�(T)=2K )

�

(86)

where L�(T)= �h
2
�0=M T = �0�

2
T (�T = �h=

p
M T is the de Broglie therm alwave-length)is the phase correlation

length. This expression for n(p;T)is di�erent from the lorentzian form com m only used throughoutthe literature.

The lorentzian resultsfrom taking the Fouriertransform of

g1(x;T)’ �0

�
K 2

��0L�(T)

� 1=2K

e
� jxj=2L � (T ); (87)

which isthe asym ptoticform ofg1(x;T)forjxj� LT .Hence,

n
0(p;T)’ 4

�
K 2

�

� 1

2K

(�0L�(T))
1� 1=2K 1

1+ (2pL�(T))
2
: (88)

In Figs.12,13,and 14 we com pare both form s,Eq.(86)and (88);n(p;T)=n(0;T)and n0(p;T)=n0(0;T)are plotted

againstpL�(T). O urcalculationsassum e the scaling lim it,which in these plotsm eansthatjpj<� qc. Forjpj� qc,

O lshaniiand Dunjkohaveshown [19]thatn(p;T)� p� 4.From �gures12,13,and 14onecan draw theconclusion that

the lorentzian isa good approxim ation forlarge K ,i.e. forweakly interacting bosons. The width ofthe lorentzian
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is proportionalto L�(T) / �0=T,which thus provides a m easure ofthis ratio. However,in the Tonks lim it the

m om entum distribution atT > T� looksm orelikea stretched lorentzian.Thereason isthat,in thelargem om entum

lim it, n(p;T) as given by Eq.(87), behaves as a power-law: p� (1� 1=2K ) � p� 1=2, for K = 1. Experim entally,

extracting the Luttinger-liquid param eter from n(p;T)m ay be hard because the true n(p;T)m ay not display this

algebraicbehaviorin asu�ciently widerangeofp(setasidethecom plicationsthataveragingg 1 usingthelocaldensity

approxim ationm ayintroduce).However,therem aybesom echancetoobservethem orequalitativebehaviorshown by

theseplots:asthesystem ’sparam etersaretuned (e.g.by using a Feshbach orthecon�nem ent-induced resonance[6])

towardsthe Tonkslim it,the m om entum distribution should becom em ore\stretched" and lessLorentzian-like.

A m ore quantitative estim ate ofthe Luttinger-liquid param etersnearthe centerofthe trap can be obtained from

the dynam icdensity responsefunction,

�(q;!) =

Z

dx dte
i!t� iqx

�(x;t); (89)

�(x;t) = �
i

�h
�(t)h[�(x;t);�(0;0)]iT ; (90)

whose im aginary partis m easured in low-m om entum Bragg scattering experim ents[44]. In the low m om entum (=

long wave-length) lim it,we can replace �(x;t) by �(x;t) = @x�(x;t)=�. Thus,using the equations ofm otion for

�(x;t),onecan obtain the result(� ! 0+ ):

�(q;!)= �
q2

��h

vJ

(! + i�)2 � !2(q)
; (91)

where!(q)= vsjqjforjqj� qc.Hence,

Im �(q;!)=
vJq

2

2�h!(q)
[� (! � !(q))� � (! + !(q))]: (92)

Since vJ = vsK ,the weightbecom esK q=2.Thusby m easuring the dispersion !(q)onecan obtain vs,whereasfrom

the weightofIm �(q;!),K can be m easured.Inhom ogeneity e�ectscan be treated also in thiscase within the local

density approxim ation,asdiscussed in Ref.44. In thisrespect,we notice thatIm �(q;!)hasthe sam e structure as

the resultfrom Bogoliubov approxim ation in d > 1.The only di�erenceisthatitholds,aswellasthe expression for

n(p;T)derived above,forallvaluesofthe interaction param eter,and notonly in the weakly interacting lim it.
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V . JA ST R O W -B IJL W AV E FU N C T IO N S A N D LU T T IN G ER LIQ U ID S

In Sect.IIithasbeen shown thatthelow-energyspectrum ofaLuttingerliquid iscom pletely exhausted by phonons

with lineardispersion.Thisphononsare nothing butcollective oscillationsofthe density and the phase.In view of

thisfact,one m ay wonderwhatkind ofcorrelationsarebuiltinto the ground state wavefunction by these collective

excitations. The question has been considered in di�erent contexts by severalauthors [45,46]. Here we restrict

ourselvesto the caseofparticlesin a box (O BC’s).Taking inspiration from the work ofReatto and Chester[46]we

writethe ground statewavefunction forN 0 bosonsin a box asfollows:

�0(x1;:::;xN )= �c(x1;:::;xN )~�0(x1;:::;xN ): (93)

where �c(x1;:::;xN ) describes the correlations between the particles in the ground state whereas ~�0(x1;:::;xN )

describestheirindependentm otion,which forN 0 bosonsin a box isgiven by

~�0(x1;:::;xN 0
)=

N 0Y

i= 1

sin

�
�xi

L

�

; (94)

that is,allthe N 0 lie in the lowest-energy orbitalsin(�x=L). As for �c(x1;:::;xN 0
) we willobtain an asym ptotic

expression valid forjxi� xjj� a,fori;j= 1;:::;N 0.In thislim itthe correlationsbetween particlesaredom inated

by the zero-pointm otion ofthe collectiveexcitations.

In order to obtain the asym ptotic behavior of�c,we consider the ground-state wave function ofthe low-energy

Ham iltonian (in thissection Â denotesthe operatorofthe corresponding classicalvariableA),

Ĥ e� =
�hvs

2

Z L

0

dx

�
�

K
�̂ 2(x)+

K

�

�

@x�̂(x)

�2
�

: (95)

ForO BC’s,itisconvenientto use the following expansions:

�̂(x) = �̂ 0 +

r
2

L

X

q> 0

�̂ q cos(qx); (96)

�̂(x) = �̂0 +

r
2

L

X

q> 0

�̂q cos(qx); (97)

whereq= n�=L,with n a positive integerand �̂ 0 = N̂ � N0 .Thecanonicalcom m utation relationsnow read

h

�̂ 0;�̂0

i

= i; (98)

h

�̂ q;�̂q0

i

= i�q;q0: (99)

W e shallwork in �rstquantization,which m eansthatthe wavefunction � c isregarded asfunctionalof�(x). From

the second oftheabovecom m utation rules

�̂q = � i
@

@� q

: (100)

Therefore,when expressed in term sofFourierm odesthe Ham iltonian takesthe form

Ĥ e� =
�h�vs

2K

X

q> 0

"

�̂ 2
q +

�
qK

�

� 2

�̂
2
q

#

=
�h�vs

2K

X

q> 0

"

� 2
q �

�
qK

�

� 2
@

@� 2
q

#

; (101)

i.e. it representsa collection ofdecoupled harm onic oscillators,and therefore its ground state is just a product of

gaussians:

�c = exp

(

�
�

2K

X

q> 0

� 2
q

q

)

: (102)
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W hen expressed in term sof�(x),thisfunction becom es:

�c = exp

(

1

2

Z L

0

dx

Z L

0

dx
0�(x)K(x;x 0)�(x 0)

)

; (103)

where

K(x;x0)= �
2�

LK

X

q> 0

e� aq

q
cos(qx)cos(qx0)’

1

K
ln

�
�
�
�4sin

�
�(x + x0)

2L

�

sin

�
�(x � x0)

2L

��
�
�
�: (104)

NoticethatK (x;x0)dependson theshort-distancecut-o� a and therefore,itcannotcorrectly describeshort-distance

correlationswherex � x0.The second expression aboveisthusonly asym ptotically correct.

Aswediscussed in Sect.II,thecon�gurationsof�(x)describelongwave-length density uctuations,i.e.the\slow"

partofthe density.Thus,we arequite tem pted to m akethe replacem ent�(x)! �(x)=
P N 0

i= 1
�(xi� xj).However,

in doing thiswe m ustbe carefulenough to rem ove the term sthatinvolve the function K (x;x0)evaluated atx = x0

sinceK (x;x0)cannotdescribeshort-distancecorrelations(In Ref.[17]wefailed to noticethis,and asaresultthewave

function obtained there is notcom pletely correct. See below forthe correctexpression). Ifwe do so,the following

function isobtained in term sofparticlecoordinates:

�c(x1;:::;xN 0
)=

Y

i< j

�
�
�
�sin

�
�(xi+ xj)

2L

�

sin

�
�(xi� xj)

2L

��
�
�
�

1

K

=
1

2N 0(N 0� 1)

Y

i< j

�
�
�cos

�
�xi

L

�

� cos

�
�xj

L

��
�
�
1=K

; (105)

Hence,the com pleteground-statewavefunction reads

�0(x1;:::;xN 0
)= N

Y

i< j

�
�
�cos

�
�xi

L

�

� cos

�
�xj

L

��
�
�
1=K

N 0Y

i= 1

sin

�
�xi

L

�

(106)

whereN isthe norm alization constant.

There are severalreasonsto believe thatthe wave function (106)is,atleastasym ptotically,correct.First,in the

non-interacting lim itK ! + 1 (i.e. ! 0 fordelta-interacting bosons),�c ! 1,and onerecoversthe independent-

particleground state�0 = ~�0.O n theotherhand,in theTonkslim itK = 1,�0 istheexactground stateofa system

ofhard-corebosonsin a box [43].Furtherm ore,ifonerepeatstheabovecalculation forbosonsin a ring,theresultis

the well-know Jastrow-Bijlfunction:

�
ring

0 (x;:::;xN 0
)= N

Y

i< j

�
�
�
�sin

�
�(xi� xj)

L

��
�
�
�

1

K

(107)

Itturnsoutthatthisistheexactground statewavefunction oftheCalogero-Sutherland m odel[65],which isa m odel

ofhard-corebosonswith long-rangeinteractions,and whoseHam iltonian reads[77]:

H C S = �
�h
2

2M

N 0X

i= 1

@2

@x2i
+
�h
2

M

X

i< j

K � 1(K � 1 � 1)

[d(xi� xjjL)]
2
: (108)

Itisalso known thatthism odelalso hasa solution underharm oniccon�nem ent[65],i.e.for

H
0
C S = �

�h
2

2M

N 0X

i= 1

@2

@x2i
+
M !2

2

N 0X

i= 1

x
2
i +

�h
2

M

X

i< j

K � 1(K � 1 � 1)

(xi� xj)
2

: (109)

The exactground-statewavefunction hasa sim ilarstructureto Eq.(106):

�0(x;:::;xN 0
)=

Y

i< j

jxi� xjj
1=K

N 0Y

i= 1

e
� M !x

2

i
=2�h

: (110)

Thereisalsoagood chancethatthelatterwavefunction m ay beasym ptoticallycorrectforotherm odelsofinteracting

bosonsin a harm onictrap.
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V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwe haveaddressed the propertiesofone-dim ensionalsystem sofcold atom susing the harm onic-uid

approach (also know as\bosonization"). Besides reviewing the m ethod in pedagogicaldetail,we have argued that

it allows to treat boson and ferm ion system s both in strongly and weakly interacting lim its. W e have also shown

how conceptsand resultsobtained using theBogoliubov-Popov approach [47,48]and itsm odi�cations[8,20]can be

naturally recovered using bosonization,which in ouropinion ism uch sim plerconceptually.W hen com bined with the

conform al�eld theory m ethodsexplained in theappendices,itbecom esa very powerfultoolto obtain thefunctional

form softhe correlation functionsforvariousgeom etries(ring,box with DirichletBC’s),and also �nite-tem perature

correlations.The m ethod hassom e lim itations,however,asitcannotprovide explicitexpressionsforthe prefactors

ofthe correlation functions,which turn out to be m odel-dependent. M oreover,for strongly interacting system s it

becom es di�cult,without further input,to relate the phenom enologicalparam eters v J and vN to the m icroscopic

param eters ofthe m odelat hand. Nevertheless,for a relevant m odelofbosonic cold atom s,we have shown that

one can successfully extractthose param etersfrom the exact(Bethe-ansatz)solution.Furtherm ore,the prefactorof

the one-body density m atrix could be �xed with lessthan 10% errorby expressing a resultobtained in the weakly

interacting lim it[48]in term s ofK =
p
vJ=vN . These results should allow fora quantitative com parison with the

experim ent. In thisrespect,we have discussed how to extractthe Luttinger-liquid param etersK and vs =
p
vN vJ

(i.e.thesound velocity)from Bragg-scatteringm easurem entsofthedensity responsefunction and �nite-tem perature

m om entum distribution. Forthe latterquantity,we have argued that,asa system istuned into the Tonksregim e,

the �nite-T m om entum distribution should becom em orestretched,ascom pared to thelorentzian form exhibited by

n(p;T)in the weakly interacting lim it. Looking forward to experim ents where these predictions can be tested,we

hope thatthe presentwork willfosterthe use ofthe harm onic-uid approach in the study of1D cold-atom system s.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O M M U TA T IO N R ELA T IO N S O F �(x) A N D �(x)

In the m ain textwe haveoften used the com m utation relation:

[�(x);�(x 0)]= i�(x � x
0); (A1)

which statesthat�(x)and the phase �(x)arecanonically conjugated in a low energy subspace.W e now proceed to

give a heuristic derivation ofit(a di�erentargum entation can be found in Appendix B in term sofpath integrals).

O urstarting pointwillbethefollowing com m utation relation between thedensity and m om entum density operators:

[�(x);jp(x
0)]= i�h@x0�(x � x

0)�(x0): (A2)

Thisresultcan be m osteasily derived by working in �rstquantization,where

�(x) =

NX

i= 1

�(x � xi); (A3)

jp(x) =
1

2

NX

i= 1

�
pi�(x � xi)+ �(x � xi)pi

�
: (A4)
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In the previousexpressionsxi and pi = � i�h@xi stand forthe position and m om entum operators,respectively.Next,

we shallconsiderlong wave-length uctuationsofthe density and the current. Thus we set�(x)� �0 + �(x) and,

upon linearizing,

jp(x)=
�h

i

�
	 y(x)@x	(x)� @x	

y(x)	(x)
�
� �h�0@x�(x); (A5)

wearriveat

[�(x);@ x0�(x
0)]= i@x0�(x � x

0): (A6)

By integrating thisexpression overx0,itreducesto

[�(x);�(x 0)]= i�(x � x
0)+ C: (A7)

The integration constantC m ustbe zero sincefrom thiscom m utation relation itm ustfollow that

[N ;e� i�(x)]= e
� i�(x)

; (A8)

which follows from the fact that the �eld operator 	 y(x) adds particles to the system . Thus we have provided a

justi�cation forEq.(A1).Alternatively,one could havewritten Eq.(A6)as

[@x�(x);@ x0�(x
0)]= i�@x0�(x � x

0)= � i�@x�(x � x
0); (A9)

which upon integration overx becom es:

[�(x);@ x0�(x
0)]= � i��(x � x

0)+ C
0 (A10)

To show thatthe constantC 0 = 0 one hasto work a little bitm ore in thiscase. Foropen boundary conditionsone

hasto work outthisresultfor0 < x;x0 < L by using the m ode expansions,Eqs.(47,48),and then form ally taking

the lim ita ! 0+ .Forperiodicboundary conditions,however,thisisrequired forthe expression:

[J;�0]= i (A11)

to hold.Thus,aftersetting C 0= 0 and de�ning thecanonicalm om entum � �(x)= @x�(x)=�,wecan writetheabove

com m utation relation as:

[� �(x);�(x
0)]= i�(x � x

0): (A12)

This isjust a di�erentrepresentation ofthe duality ofthe �elds �(x)and �(x),which provide two com plem entary

descriptionsofthelow-energy physics.Finally,weurgethosereadersunhappy with therathernon-rigoroustreatm ent

ofoperatorsin thisappendix and Sect.IIto consultappendix B to be reassured ofthe correctnessofthe results.

A P P EN D IX B :PA T H IN T EG R A L FO R M U LA T IO N

O urgoalin this appendix isto presenta som ewhatdi�erent,butatthe sam e tim e com plem entary derivation of

som e aspectsofthe harm onic-uid approach.To thispurpose,we willem ploy the path integralform alism .W e also

com putethelow-tem peraturelim itofthepartition function to show thatthespectrum described by thisform ulation

hasthe sam estructureand degeneraciesasthe oneobtained from the Ham iltonian given in Eq.(28)ofSect.IIC.

Asexplained in e.g.Ref.69,the partition function ofa bosonicsystem in the grand canonicalensem ble,Z can be

written asa coherent-statepath integral:

Z =

Z

[d �
d ]e� S[ 

�
; ]
: (B1)

The functionalS[ �; ]isthe (euclidean)action,and forthe the Ham iltonian in Eq.(11)hasthe following form

S[ �
; ]=

Z �h�

0

d�

�h

Z L

0

dx

h

�h �(x;�)@� (x;�)� �  
�(x;�) (x;�)+

�h
2

2m
j@x (x;�)j

2

+
1

2

Z L

0

dx
0
v(x � x) �(x;�) �(x0;�) (x0;�) (x;�)

i

: (B2)
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Using \polarcoordinates", (x;�)=
p
�(x;�)ei�(x;� )and  �(x;�)=

p
�(x;�)e� i�(x;� ),where�(x;�)and �(x;�)are

realfunctions(i.e.notoperators),the action becom es:

S =

Z �h�

0

d�

�h

Z L

0

dx

h

i�h�(x;�)@��(x;�)+
�h
2

2m
�(x;�)(@x�(x;�))

2
+
�h

2
@��(x;�)

+
�h
2

8m

�
@x�(x;�)

�(x;�)

� 2

� � �(x;�)+
1

2

Z L

0

dx
0
�(x;�)v(x � x

0)�(x0;�)

i

: (B3)

Nextweproceed togivea m oreexplicitm eaningtothecoarse-grainingprocedureused in Sect.II.Asexplained there,

we�rstsplit:

�(x;�) = �< (x;�)+ �> (x;�); (B4)

�(x;�) = �< (x;�)+ �> (x;�); (B5)

where �> (x;�)and �> (x;�)describethe fastm odes,i.e.those with m om enta higherthan a� 1 = m infR � 1;qcg,and

frequencieshigherthan !c � �.The�elds�< (x;�);�< (x;�)describetheslow m odes.To givea m orem athem atically

precisede�nition,wecan de�ne the slow partofa given �eld,h(x;�)= �(x;�);�(x;�)as

h< (x;�)=

Z

dx
0
d�

0
f(x � x

0
;� � �

0)h(x0;�0); (B6)

where f(x;�) is a slowly varying function over distances � a and im aginary tim es � �h=!c. The low-tem perature

description ofthe system isobtained by coarse-graining the action,i.e. by integrating outthe fastm odes. Thuswe

de�ne the e�ective-low energy action by

e
� Seff[�;�] =

Z

[d�> d�> ]e
� S[�> ;�> ;�;�]; (B7)

where,just as we did in Sect.II,we have param etrized the slow m odes by � � �< (x;�) and �(x;�),such that

�< (x;�)= @x�(x;�)=�.In thegeneralcase,perform ing thefunctionalintegralinvolved in Eq.(B7)itisnotfeasible.

However,on physicalgroundsand from thestructureofthem icroscopicaction,Eq.(B3),onecan guessthefollowing

form [78]:

Se�[�;�]=

Z �h�

0

d�

Z L

0

dx

h
i

�
@x�(x;�)@��(x;�)+

vsK

2�
(@x�(x;�))

2
+

vs

2�K
(@x�(x;�)� ��0)

2
i

: (B8)

For weakly interacting system s one can perform the coarse-graining perturbatively ,and to the lowest order this

am ountsto keeping only the quadratic term sin the gradientsof� and �. Thus,forinstance,for delta-interacting

bosonsonehasvJ = vsK = �h��0=M = vF ,asdiscussed in Sect.II,and vN = vs=K = g=�h� + O (g2).Forthism odel,

one can also show,using the e�ective ferm ionic Ham iltonian reported in Ref.[23,24],thatthe action hasthe form

(B8),with vJ = vF and vN = vF
�
1� 8� 1 + O (� 2)

�
.Such a derivation willbe given elsewhere [66](the resultfor

vN can be also obtained from the expressionsgiven by Lieb and Linigerforthe chem icalpotentialatlarge).

Note that the im aginary term (i.e. the Berry phase) i�h@x� @ ��=� indicates that @x�=� (and hence �(x;�)) is

canonically conjugated to �,just as in the originalaction the Berry phase reected that  and  � are canonically

conjugated �elds(seee.g.Ref.69).

Forbosons,the path integralm ustbe perform ed overcon�gurationsthatobey  (x;� + �h�)=  (x;�)besidesthe

periodic boundary conditions, (x + L;�)=  (x;�). Hence,from the expressionsforthe �eld operatorsin term sof

� and �,these �eldsm ustobey the following boundary conditions:

�(x + m L;� + n�h�) = �(x;�)+ m �N + n�P; (B9)

�(x + m L;� + n�h�) = �(x;�)+ m �J + n�Q ; (B10)

wherem ;n arearbitrary integers,and (� 1)J = (� 1)Q = + 1.

Afterobtaining the low-energy e�ective action,Se�,we notice thatitdescribesa quadratic theory.Therefore,we

havetwo choices:to integrateout� orto integrateout�.Thisyieldstwo apparently di�erentrepresentationsofthe

theory.Ifweintegrateout� and introduce� = �� ��0x weobtain

Se�[�]=
1

2�K

Z �h�

0

d�

Z L

0

dx

h
1

vs
(@��)

2
+ vs(@x�)

2
i

: (B11)
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Had weintegrated out� instead,

Se�[�]=
K

2�

Z �h�

0

d�

Z L

0

dx

h
1

vs
(@��)

2
+ vs(@x�)

2
i

+ SB : (B12)

where SB = i�0
RL
0
dx [�(x;�h�)� �(x;0)]. Thisisa \surface" term thatcan be in principle dropped. However,we

shallretain itin thecom putation ofthepartition function thatfollowsbecauseweareworkingwith a�nite-sizesystem .

Noticethatboth representations,Eqs.(B11)and (B12),aredualto each other,in thesensethatonecan beobtained

from the otherby m eansofthe replacem ents� $ � and K � 1 $ K . Thisproperty hasim portantconsequences,in

particularthe correlation functionsofone�eld alonecan be obtained from the corresponding correlation function of

the other �eld alone by m eans ofthe replacem ent K ! K � 1. Another im portant feature ofthese representations

is that they show that the role played by K is that ofan e�ective "tem perature" or Planck’s constant: W hen K

is large,the density �eld,�,uctuates wildly whereas the phase �eld,�,behaves alm ost classically. For instance,

this is what happens in a system ofweakly interacting bosons (a \quasi-condensate" at �nite T,which resem bles

m ore and m ore a BEC as the tem perature is lowered). O n the other hand,when K is sm allit is the phase that

uctuatesm oreviolently whereasthedensity behavesm oreclassically.Thiscorrespondsto a system whosebehavior

approachescrystallization. However,in both casesno sym m etry breaking can take place in one-dim ension,asboth

phase transitions(BEC and crystallization)break continuoussym m etries.Atm ost,asitisem phasized in the m ain

text,onegetsquasi-long rangeorder.

W e�nallycom putethepartition function usingtherepresentationoftheactionin term softhephase�eld,Eq.(B12).

Upon writing �(x;�)= ~�0(�)+ �xJ=L + ��Q =(�h�)+~�(x;�),where(� 1)J = (� 1)Q = 1,and ~�0(� + �h�)= ~�0(�)is

the spatially hom ogeneouspartof�(x;�),whereas

~�(x;�)=
1

�h�L

X

!;q6= 0

e
i(qx� w � )~�(q;!) (B13)

with q = 2�m =L and ! = 2�n=(�h�),and m 6= 0;n integers. At this point it m ust be stressed that these Fourier

expansions m ust be cut-o� at a m om entum q � a� 1. E�ectively, this can achieved by restricting ourselves to

tem peraturesm uch lowerthan �hvs=a <� �.

Using the abovedecom position,the partition function can be written asthe product:

Z = Z0ZQ ZJ
~Z: (B14)

where

Z0 =

Z 2�

0

d~�0(0)

Z

~�0(0)= ~�0(�h�)

h

d~�0

i

exp

8
<

:
�
K L

2�vs

Z �h�

0

d�

 
d~�0

d�

! 2
9
=

;
; (B15)

ZQ =
X

even Q

exp

�

�
�K LQ 2

2��hvs

�

e
i�N 0Q ; (B16)

ZJ =
X

evenJ

exp

�

� �
�h�vsK J2

2L

�

; (B17)

~Z =

Z

[d~�]exp

8
<

:

K

2�vsL�h�

X

q6= 0;!

�
!
2 + (vsq)

2
�
j~�(q;!j2

9
=

;
: (B18)

Notice that Z0 is form ally equalto the im aginary-tim e propagator ofa particle ofm ass M 0 = K L=(�vs) m oving

on a line,subjected to the boundary condition that after a tim e � = �h� it should return to the starting point:
~�(�h�) = ~�0(0). From this observation and the form ofthe im aginary-tim e propagator in one dim ension: G (�) =
p
M 0=2�� expf� M0(~�(�)� ~�0(0))

2=2�g,weobtain that

Z0 =

Z 2�

0

d~�0(0)G (�h�)=

s

2K L

�h�vs
: (B19)

The integraloverthe initialposition 0 < ~�0(0)� 2� stem sfrom the factthatthe partition function isa trace.
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Nextconsidertheotherterm softheproduct.Using Poisson sum m ation form ula wecan rewriteZQ asfollows(we

setQ = 2q):

ZQ =

+ 1X

q= � 1

exp

�

�
2�K Lq2

��hvs

�

e
2i�N 0q;=

+ 1X

N = � 1

Z + 1

� 1

dz exp

�

�
�Lz2

2��hvsK
+ 2�i(N � N0)z

�

(B20)

=

r
�h�vs

2K L

+ 1X

N = � 1

exp

�

� �
�h�vs

2K L
(N � N0)

2

�

; (B21)

Thuswe can de�ne

ZN ;J = Z0ZN ZJ =

+ 1X

N = � 1

exp

�

� �
��hvsK

2L
(N � N0)

2

�
X

even J

exp

�

� �
��hvsK

2L
J
2

�

: (B22)

The factthatN runsoverallintegersfollowsfrom the requirem entthatQ iseven,which isrelated to the bosonic

statisticsofthe particles,asithasbeen discussed above.

Finally,we recognize in ~Z the partition function ofa system ofnon-interacting bosons[69]with lineardispersion

!(q)= �hvsjqj> 0,

~Z =
Y

q6= 0

�

1� e
� ��hvsjqj

�� 1
: (B23)

Hence,

Z =

+ 1X

N = � 1

exp

�

� �
��hvsK

2L
(N � N0)

2

�
X

even J

exp

�

� �
��hvsK

2L
J
2

�
Y

q6= 0

�

1� e
� ��hvsjqj

�� 1
: (B24)

Thisresultisthesam ethatcan beobtained from theHam iltonian in Eq.(28).Thisshowsthatthepath integraland

Ham iltonian form ulationsdescribethe sam espectrum with the sam edegeneracies.

A P P EN D IX C :FIN IT E SIZE/T EM P ER A T U R E C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S

In this appendix we shallcom pute two im portant correlations functions,from which any two-point correlation

function can be derived. Before we do itwe willintroduce a lotofnew technology. These m ethodsare related to a

sym m etry ofthe phonon m odelde�ned by H e� known asconform alinvariance,which hasdeep consequences. This

is a too vastsubjectto be covered here,and we referthe interested readerto the literature [58,70,71]. However,

in the discussion below we shalltry to be asself-contained aspossible. The introduction ofthis technology willbe

lengthy atthe beginning,butitreally m akeslife m uch easierwhen com plicated correlation functionswith di�erent

boundary conditionsneed to be com puted.Thism eansthatpartofthe resultsofthisappendix willbe also used in

the following one.Here we begin by considering a system with periodic boundary conditions.Letus�rstde�ne the

vertex operators:

A m ;n(x;�)= e
im �(x;� )

e
in�(x;� )

: (C1)

O neofthe correlation functionsin which weareinterested isthe following

hA m ;n(x;�)A� m ;� n(x;�)ipbc: (C2)

The otheroneis

h@x�(x;�)@x0�(x
0
;�

0)ipbc: (C3)

W ehaveexplicitly written thatthesecorrelation functionsobey PBC’sto em phasizethisaspectwith respectto other

correlation functionsthatwillshow up below.In the aboveexpressions� standsforthe im aginary tim e (seebelow).

Before we proceed any further,itisusefulto introduce a new setof�elds,�L (x)and �L (x),im plicitly de�ned by

the following expressions:

�(x) =
1

2
p
K

[�R (x)� �L (x)]; (C4)

�(x) =

p
K

2
[�R (x)+ �L (x)]: (C5)
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W e nextem ploy the m ode expansionspresented in Sect.IIC.Itisconvenientto work with operatorsthatdepend

on theim aginary tim e�.To �nd thedependenceon � ofthe�elds�R and �L ,onesolvestheequationsofm otion for

the norm alm odes.Forinstance,

�h
d

d�
b(q;�)= [He�;b(q;�)]= � �hvsjqjb(q;�); (C6)

which yieldsb(q;�)= b(q)e� vsjqj�,etc.W hen thisisalso doneforN ;J aswellasfor�0 and �0,one�nds

�L (x;�) = � �0L �
2�i

L
N L(vs� + ix)+

X

q> 0

�
2�

qL

� 1

2

e
+ aq=2

h

b(� q)e� q(vs� + ix)+ b
y(� q)eq(vs� + ix)

i

; (C7)

�R (x;�) = + �0R +
2�i

L
N R (vs� � ix)+

X

q> 0

�
2�

qL

� 1

2

e
� aq=2

h

b(q)e� q(vs� � ix)+ b
y(q)eq(vs� � ix)

i

; (C8)

whereq= 2�m =L (m = 0;� 1;� 2;:::)and the zero m odes:

�0L =
p
K �0 �

�0
p
K
; (C9)

�0R =
p
K �0 +

�0
p
K
; (C10)

N L =
(N � N0)

2
p
K

�

p
K J

2
; (C11)

N R =
(N � N0)

2
p
K

+

p
K J

2
: (C12)

(C13)

Note that [N L ;�0L ]= [N R ;�0R ]= ibut [N L;�0R ]= [N R ;�0L ]= 0,as follows from [N ;�0]= [J;�0]= i. Thus,

�R (x;�)and �L (x;�)com m ute,which im pliesthatthe operator

A m ;n(x;�)= e
i�(m ;� n)�L (x;� )e

i�(m ;n)�R (x;� ); (C14)

where�(m ;n)= m
p
K =2+ n=2

p
K .Furtherm ore,

H e� =
�hvs

4�

Z L

0

dx
�
(@x�L (x))

2 + (@x�R (x))
2
�
: (C15)

Thus,the Ham iltonian splitsinto two independentparts.The reason forthisisthat�L (x;�)and �R (x;�)represent

m odespropagating in opposite directions.Thiscan be m oreclearly seen by m aking an analyticcontinuation to real

tim e: � ! it. Thus we see that �L (x;t) = �L (x + vst) and therefore describes the m odes propagating to the left

(hence the subindex L),whereas �R (x;t) = �R (x � vst) represents the m odes propagating to the right(hence the

subindex R).Thisproperty iscalled chirality.

To m ake contact with conform al�eld theory it is usefulto introduce com plex coordinates w = vs� + ix and

�w = vs� � ix,and to denotez = e2�w =L and �z = e2� �w =L.Thus,

�L (x;�) = �L (z)= � �0L � iNL lnz+

+ 1X

m = 1

1
p
m

�

z
� m

b

�

�
2�m

L

�

+ z
m
b
y

�

�
2�m

L

��

; (C16)

�R (x;�) = �R (�z)= + �0R + iN R ln �z+

+ 1X

m = 1

1
p
m

�

�z� m b

�
2�m

L

�

+ �zm b
y

�
2�m

L

��

: (C17)

W e also introduce the chiralvertex operators:

V�(z) = :ei��L (z) := e
� i��0L e

+ �N L ln z exp

"

i�

+ 1X

m = 1

zm

p
m

b
y

�

�
2�m

L

�#

exp

"

i�

+ 1X

m = 1

z� m

p
m

b

�

�
2�m

L

�#

;(C18)

�V�(�z) = :ei��R (�z) := e
i��0R e

� �N R ln �z exp

"

i�

+ 1X

m = 1

�zm
p
m

b
y

�
2�m

L

�#

exp

"

i�

+ 1X

m = 1

�z� m
p
m

b

�
2�m

L

�#

; (C19)
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where:::::m eanstheoperatorsarenorm alordered asindicated above.However,thevertex operatorA n;m (x;�),as

given by Eq.(C14),isnotnorm alordered.To writeitin norm alorderform onem usttakeinto accountthat:

e
i��L (z) = a

�
2
=2

�
2�z

L

� �
2
=2

V�(z); (C20)

e
i��R (�z) = a

�
2
=2

�
2��z

L

� �
2
=2

�V�(�z); (C21)

where a is the short-distance cut-o� introduced in Sect.IIC. However,in what follows we shallnot keep track of

thosefactorsand willsim ply usethereplacem entsei��L (z) ! V�(z)and e
i��R (�z) ! �V�(�z)in Eq.(C14).Asdescribed

below,these factorscan be restored ata lattertim e by perform ing a conform altransform ation.

The vertex operatorsjustintroduced have an interesting property thatm akeseasierthe com putation ofn� point

correlation functions.Thisproperty is:

hV�1(z1)� � � V�p(zp)i =
Y

j< k

(zj � zk)
�j�k ; (C22)

h�V�1(�z1)� � ��V�p(�zp)i =
Y

j< k

(�zj � �zk)
�j�k (C23)

provided that
P p

i= 1
�j = 0 (h� � � istandsforthe expectation overthe ground state ofHe�,see below). Thisissom e

tim escalled theneutrality condition.Itcan beregarded asaconsequencethattheHam iltonian,Eq.(C15)isinvariant

underthein�nitesim alshifts�L ! �L + � and �R ! �R + ��.Anotherway ofproving thiscondition isto noticethat

D

exp

n

i

pX

j= 1

h

�(m j;� nj)�0L + �(m j;nj)�0R

ioE

=

D

e
i
P

p

j= 1
m j�0

e
i
P

p

j= 1
nj�0

E

(C24)

vanishesunless
P

j
m j =

P

j
nj = 0becausetheground stateisan eigenstateofJ and N .Atthispointitisim portant

torem arkthatin thecalculationsthatfollow weassum ethatin theground statehJi= 0,hN i= N 0 (N 0 beinginteger,

which im pliesthatwework in thecanonicalensem ble).Thisisthecaseforbosons,butforferm ionstheselection rule

(� 1)J = � (� 1)N requiresN 0 to be odd.However,ifN 0 iseven,then the ground state isdegenerate and hJi= � 1.

Theim plicationsofthisdegeneracy arediscussed below.Theneutrality condition asstated in Eq.(C24)im pliesthat

the only allowed vertex operatorsin this�eld theory are those forwhich � = �(m ;� n)forthe left-m oving �eld and

� = �(m ;n)forthe right-m oving �eld,m and n being integers.O therchoiceslead to non-integralexponentialsof�0
and �0,which in generalarenotphysical.

Nextwe shallprove Eq.(C22). W e shall�rstdo itfortwo vertex operators(i.e. p = 2)and laterexplain how to

extend the proofto p > 2 (weconsiderleft-m oving �eldsonly,the proofforright-m oving �eldsisidentical).Thus,

hV�(z1)V� �(z2)i= he� i��0L e�N L ln z1e
i��0L e

� �N L ln z2e
i��

y

L
(z1)e

i�� L (z1)e
� i��

y

L
(z2)e

� i�� L (z2)i: (C25)

Using the identity eA eB = e[A ;B ]eB eA and [�L (z1);�
y

L
(z2)] = � ln(1 � z2=z1), where �L(z) =

P + 1

m = 1
z� m b(� 2�m =L)=

p
m ,one �ndsthat

hV�(z1)V� �(z2)i= e
� �

2
ln z1e

� �
2
ln(1� z2=z1) = (z1 � z2)

� �
2

: (C26)

Thustheruleto com putetheexpectation valueofan arbitrary num berofvertex operatorsisto �rstseparatethezero

m odesfrom �L and �
y

L
.Next,com m utealltheterm sinvolving �

y

L
and �0L to theleftoftheterm sinvolving �L and

N L.Every tim eonedoesso with a pairofoperatorsiand j,onegetsfactorexp[�i�jln(zi� zj)]= (zi� zj)
�i�j.The

�nalexpression isthusrendered into norm alorder,thatis,ithasallthe operators� L ;N L to the rightof�
y

L
;�0L .

The expectation value ofthe norm alordered productequalsunity provided the neutrality condition isobeyed (and

the ground stateisnotdegenerate).

Using the aboveresults,

hA m ;n(z1;�z1)A � m ;� n(z2;�z2)i = hV�(m ;� n)(z1)V� �(m ;� n)(z2)ih
�V�(m ;n)(�z1)

�V� �(m ;n)(�z2)i

= (z1 � z2)
� �

2
(m ;� n)(�z1 � �z2)

� �
2
(m ;n) (C27)
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which followsupon using Eq.(C14)and equations(C22,C23).However,thisresultdoesnotyetproducethecorrect

correlation function forPBC’sby sim ply replacing z ! e2�(vs� + ix)=L and �z ! e2�(vs� � ix)=L,because ofthe factors

thrown away afternorm alordering A m n(x;�).The way to recoverthosefactorsisto regard the replacem ent

z = e
2�w =L �z = e

2� �w =L (C28)

as a conform altransform ation that m aps the in�nite com plex plane onto an in�nite cylinder ofcircum ference L.

In conform al�eld theory [70,71],it is known that such transform ations lead to m ultiplicative renorm alization of

the correlation functions of(prim ary)operators. ThusifO i(z;�z)isa setof(prim ary)operatorswith the following

two-pointcorrelation functionsin the coordinatesz;�z:

hO i(z;�z)O i(0;0)i=
1

z2hi

1

�z2
�hi
; (C29)

where hi and �hi are called conform aldim ensions,then under an arbitrary conform altransform ation z = z(w)and

�z = �z(�w),theirn� pointcorrelation function transform sas[70]

hO i1(w1;�w1):::O ip (wp;�wp)i= hO i1(z1(w1);�z1(�w1)):::O ip (zp(wp);�zp(�wp))i

pY

i= 1

�
dw

dz

� � hi

w = w i

�
d�w

d�z

� � �hi

�w = �w i

(C30)

Itisnothard the see thatwhen the transform ation isgiven by Eq.(C28),the term s(dw=dz)
� hj,etc. give usback

the factorsin Eqs.(C20,C21). Therefore,by applying the above form ula to the chiralvertex operators,one obtains

the following expression:

hA m ;n(w1;�w1)A � m ;� n(w2;�w2)ipbc = cm ;n

�
2�L� 1e�(w 1+ w 2)=L

e2�w 1=L � e2�w 2=L

� �
2
(m ;� n) �

2�L� 1e�(�w 1+ �w 2)=L

e2� �w 1=L � e2� �w 2=L

� �
2
(m ;n)

= cm ;n

�
�=L

sinh(�(w1 � w2)=L)

�m
2
K

4
+ n

2

4K
�

�=L

sinh(�(�w1 � �w2)=L)

�m
2
K

4
+ n

2

4K
�
sinh(�(w1 � w2)=L)

sinh(�(�w1 � �w2)=L)

�m n

2

: (C31)

The constantscm n arecut-o� and m odeldependent.Hence,upon setting w 1 = ix and w2 = ix0,

hA m ;n(x)A � m ;� n(x
0)ipbc = ~cm ;n

�
1

�0d(x � x0jL)

�m
2
K

2
+ n

2

2K

e
im n�sgn(x� x

0
)=2
; (C32)

where we have introduced the m ean density �0 to get a dim ensionless prefactor ~cm ;n;the cord function d(xjL) =

Ljsin(�x=L)j=�.

As we have pointed out above,for ferm ions the ground state is degenerate ifhN i = N 0 is even. In this case

hJi= � 1,which using (C11)and (C11)im pliesthathNR i= � hNL i=
p
K =2hJi.Therefore,theexpectation valueof

fully norm alordered productsofvertex operatorsno longerequalsunity.Instead,fora two-pointcorrelation function

oneisleftwith the factor

he
�(m ;� n)N L ln

z1
z2 ihe

� �(m ;n)N R ln
�z1
�z2 i= exp

�

�(m ;� n)hNLiln
z1

z2
� �(m ;n)hNR iln

�z1

�z2

�

(C33)

Upon m aking thereplacem entsz1;2 = e2�(vs�1;2+ ix1;2)=L and �z1;2 = e2�(vs�1;2� ix1;2)=L ,oneobtainsthefollowing phase

factor:

Fm ;n(x1 � x2;�1 � �2)= e
� �hJi(m vJ (�1� �2)� in(x1� x2))=L ; (C34)

which afteranalyticalcontinuation to realtim e (� ! it)becom esFm ;n(x;t)= e� i�hJi(m vJ t� nx))=L . Thus,the left-

m oving partofthe �eld operator	
y

F
(x), L � A+ 1;� 1 m ustm ultiplied by the factorF+ 1;� 1(x;t)= e� i�hJi(vJ t+ x)=L,

whereastheright-m ovingpart R � A� 1;� 1 by F� 1;� 1(x;t)= ei�hJi(vJ t� x)=L.W hen oneworksin thegrand canonical

em sem ble sim ilarphaseswillappearforboth ferm ionsand bosonsbecause hN i= N 0(�)isnotan integer. In both

casesthephasesareofO (1=L)and sim ply disappearasL ! + 1 .However,in �nitesystem sthey m ustbetaken into

accountifdetailed com parison with,e.g. num erics,isbeing sought. In whatfollows,however,we shallassum e that

hJi= 0 and N 0 isa positiveinteger(odd in the caseofferm ions).
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W e next turn to the com putation of the second correlation function m entioned above, nam ely

h@x�(x�)@x0�(x
0;�0)ipbc. W e �rstnotice that@x = i

�
@ � �@

�
,where @ = (v� 1s @� � i@x)=2 and �@ = (v� 1s @� + i@x)=2.

Therefore,we �rstcom pute:

h@�L (z1)@�L (z2)i = �
1

(z1 � z2)
2
; (C35)

h�@�R (�z1)�@�R (�z2)i = �
1

(�z1 � �z2)
2
; (C36)

wherethe derivativesaretaken with respectto z and �z.Using Eq.(C5)wewrite� in term sof�L and �L .Hence,

h@�(z1;�z1)@�(z2;�z2)i =
K

4
h@�L (z1)@�L (z2)i= �

K

4

1

(z1 � z2)
2
; (C37)

h�@�(z1;�z1)�@�(z2;�z2)i =
K

4
h�@�R (�z1)�@�R (�z2)= �

K

4

1

(�z1 � �z2)
2

(C38)

Applying the conform altransform ation (C28)to thesecorrelation functions,oneobtains:

h@�(w1;�w1)@�(w2;�w2)ipbc = �
K

4

�
�=L

sinh(�(w1 � w2)=L)

�2

; (C39)

h�@�(w1;�w1)�@�(w2;�w2)ipbc = �
K

4

�
�=L

sinh(�(�w1 � �w2)=L)

�2

: (C40)

Hence,

h@x�(w1;�w1)@x�(w2;�w2)ipbc = � h(@ � �@)�(w1;�w1)(@ � �@)�(w2;�w2)ipbc

= � h@�(w1;�w1)@�(w2;�w2)ipbc � h�@�(w1;�w1)�@�(w2;�w2)ipbc (C41)

=
K

4

( �
�=L

sinh(�(w1 � w2)=L)

�2

+

�
�=L

sinh(�(�w1 � �w2)=L)

�2
)

(C42)

In the staticcase,onesetsw1 = ix and w2 = ix0,and the aboveexpression reducesto:

h@x�(x)@x�(x
0)i= �

K �20

2

�
1

�0d(x � x0jL)

�2

(C43)

Finally,we shalldescribe how to obtain correlation functions at �nite tem perature in an in�nite system . In the

path integralform ulation discussed in Appendix A,�nitetem peraturem eansthatonehasto sum overcon�gurations

ofthebosonic�eldssatisfying  (x;� + �h�)=  (x;�)(forferm ionstheboundary conditionsareanti-periodic[69]).In

term softhecom plex variablesw = vs� + ix and �w = vs� + ix,thism eansthat (w + LT ;�w + LT )=  (w;�w),where

LT = �hvs� = �hvs=T isthe therm allength.Ifwe com pare thiswith the requirem entofPBC’s: (w + iL;�w � iL)=

 (w;�w),we see that the replacem ents iL ! LT ,for the left-m oving part,and � iL ! LT ,for the right m oving

parts,lead to the soughtcorrelation functionsat�nite tem perature. O therwise,perform ing the following conform al

transform ation:

z = e
2i�w =L T �z = e

� 2i� �w =L T (C44)

on Eqs.(C27)and (C37,C38)leadsto the sam eresults(w = vs� + ix and �w = vs� � ix):

hA m ;n(w;�w)A � m ;� n(0;0)iT = cm ;n

�
�=LT

sin(�w=LT )

�m
2
K

4
+ n

2

4K
�

�=LT

sin(� �w=LT )

�m
2
K

4
+ n

2

4K
�
sin(�w=LT )

sin(� �w=LT )

�m n

2

;(C45)

h@x�(w;�w)@x�(0;0)iT =
K

4

( �
�=LT

sin(�w=LT )

�2

+

�
�=LT

sin(� �w=LT )

�2
)

(C46)

Upon setting w = ix and �w = � ix,oneobtains:

hA m ;n(x)A � m ;� n(0)iT = ~cm ;ne
im n�sgn(x)=2

�
�=LT

�0jsinh(�x=LT )j

�m
2
K

2
+ n

2

2K

; (C47)

h@x�(x)@x�(0)iT = �
K �20

2

�
�=LT

�0 sinh(�x=LT )

�2

: (C48)

Thuswe seethat,at�nite tem perature,the correlation functionsfallo� exponentially with distance.
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A P P EN D IX D :C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N S W IT H O P EN (D IR IC H LET ) B O U N D A R Y C O N D IT IO N S.

In thisAppendix weheavily rely on theresultsofthepreviousAppendix.W e�rstm aketheim portantobservation

thatforopen boundary conditionsthedensity and phase�eldscan beexpressed in term sofa singlechiralboson �eld,

�(x;�) =
1

2
p
K

[�R (x;�)+ �R (� x;�)] (D1)

�(x;�) = �B +

p
K

2
[�R (x;�)� �R (� x;�)]: (D2)

The m ain di�erence with the chiral(right-m oving)�eld ofthe previoussection isthatthe �eld � R (x)m ustbe now

de�ned for � L < x � + L. Therefore,itwillbe a function of�z = exp[2�(vs� � ix)=2L]. In term s ofthis com plex

coordinate,

�R (z)= �0R + iN R ln �z+

+ 1X

m = 1

1
p
m

h

�z� m b

�
m �

L

�

+ �zm by
�
m �

L

�i

: (D3)

The zero m ode [N R ;�0R ]= isince N R = (N � N0)=
p
K and �0R =

p
K �0.The reason why only one chiral�eld is

need isbecausewith O BC’sthewavenum berq ofthe excitationscan beonly positive.Furtherm ore,thepresenceof

boundariesm akesim possibletheexistenceofpersistentcurrents,and thusonly N can appearin them odeexpansions.

Therefore,only one chiral�eld operatorcan be constructed outof�0;N and b(q)and by(q). Such a �eld,however,

m ust be de�ned for � L < x � L,such that q is quantized as 2�m =2L = m �=L,as required by O BC’s. W e chose

the interval0 < x � L to correspond to the actualsystem ,and below we shallassum e thatx > 0 always.Asin the

previousAppendix,wecan write:

A m ;n(x;�)= e
im �(x;� )

e
in�(x;� )= e

im �B e
i�(m ;n)�R (x;� )e

i�(� m ;n)�R (� x;� ); (D4)

where �(m ;n) = (m
p
K + n=

p
K )=2. Notice as wellthat since �R (� x;�) = �R (�z

�),the �elds � and � are linear

com binationsof�R (�z)and �R (�z
�).Atthispoint,itisworth pointing outthatin thepresentcontext�z� 6= z because

z and �z are to be treated asindependentvariables,whereashere �z� denotesthe com plex conjugate of�z. Aswe did

above,we shallreplaceA m ;n(z)by itsnorm al-ordered form :

A m ;n(�z;�z
�)= �V�(m ;n)(�z)

�V�(� m ;n)(�z
�): (D5)

Asa consequence,

hA m 1;n1
(�z1;�z

�
1):::A m p;np

(�zp;�z
�
p)i= const:� hV�(m 1;n1)(�z1)V�(� m 1;n1)(�z

�
1):::V�(m p;np)(�zp)V�(� m p;np)(�z

�
p)i: (D6)

Thatis,forO BC’sany n-pointcorrelation function ofthe �elds� and � becom esa 2n-pointcorrelation function of

thechiral�eld �R .Thisa particularversion ofa m oregeneralresultin boundary conform al�eld theory obtained by

Cardy [71].In thelastexpression theneutrality condition stillholds.Thisfactcan beagain regarded asaconsequence

ofthe invarianceofthe Ham iltonian

H e� =
�hvs

4�

Z + L

� L

dx[@x�R (x)]
2

(D7)

underthein�nitesim alshift�R ! �R + ��.Itisworth topausetoexam inetheconsequencesoftheneutrality condition

forO BC’s.The condition requiresthat

pX

j= 1

[�(m j;nj)+ �(� mj;nj)]=
1

2
p
K

pX

j= 1

nj = 0: (D8)

Notice thatnow the condition doesnotinvolve m 1;m 2;:::;m p,and therefore doesnotforbid the existence ofnon-

vanishing A m ;0(�z),butim pliesthathA n;m (x;�)iobc = 0,forany n 6= 0. M athem atically,thisisexpected since � is

nota�ected by the shift�R ! �R + �� or,in otherwords,itdoesnotcontain �0.Therefore,

hA m ;0(�z;�z
�)i= cm h�V�(m ;0)(�z)

�V�(� m ;0)(�z
�)i= cm (�z� �z�)�

m
2
K

4 : (D9)

Next,to obtain correlation functionsat�nite size,weperform the conform altransform ation

�z = e
2� �w =(2L ) = e

� �w =L
; (D10)
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which m apsonehalf-planeonto a strip ofwidth L.Thetransform ation law forchiral(prim ary)operatorsis:

hO i1(�w1):::O ip (�wp)i= hO i1(�z1(�w1)):::O ip (�zp(�wp))

pY

j= 1

�
d�w

d�z

� � �hj

�w = �w j

; (D11)

where the operators have the two-point correlation function hO i(�z)O i(0)i = �z� 2
�hi. Using the above expression

(recalling that �w = vs� � ix)

hA m ;0(�w;�w
�)iobc = hA m ;0(x)iobc = cm

�
�e�(�w + �w

�
)=L=L

e�w =L � e�w
�=L

�m
2
K

4

= ~cm

�
1

�0d(2xj2L)

�m 2 K

4

; (D12)

wherethe m ean density �0 hasbeen introduced to m akethe pre-factor~cm dim ensionless.

Nextwecom pute the two-pointcorrelation function ofthe vertex operators:

hA m ;n(�z1;�z
�
1)A � m 0;� n(�z2;�z

�
2)i = c

n
m ;m 0 (�z1 � �z�1)

�(m ;n)�(� m ;n)(�z1 � �z2)
�(m ;n)�(� m

0
;� n)

� (�z1 � �z�2)
�(m ;n)�(m

0
;� n)(�z�1 � �z2)

�(� m ;n)�(� m
0
;� n)

� (�z�1 � �z�2)
�(� m ;n)�(m

0
;� n)(�z2 � �z�2)

�(� m ;� n)�(m
0
;� n)

: (D13)

Afterperform ing the conform altransform ation (D10),ittakesthe form

hA m n(�w1)A � m 0;� n(�w2)iobc = ~cnm ;m 0

�
1

�0d(�w1 � �w�1j2L)

�m 2K

4
� n 2

4K
�

1

�0d(�w2 � �w�2j2L)

�m 02 K

4
� n 2

4K

�
[�0d(�w1 � �w�2j2L)]

(m m
0
K � n 2

K
)=2

[�0d(�w1 � �w2j2L)]
(m m 0K + n 2

K
)=2

�
sinh[�(�w�1 � �w2)=2L]

sinh[�(�w1 � �w�2)=2L]

�n(m � m
0
)=4 �

sinh[�(�w�1 � �w�2)=2L]

sinh[�(�w1 � �w2)=2L]

�n(m + m
0
)=4

: (D14)

In the m ain text,we set �w1 = � ix and �w2 = � ix0 so that

hA m n(x)A � m 0;� n(x
0)iobc = ~cnm ;m 0

�
1

�0d(2xj2L)

�m 2K

4
� n 2

4K
�

1

�0d(x
0j2L)

�m 02K

4
� n 2

4K

�
[�0d(x + x0j2L)]

(m m
0
K � n

2

K
)=2

[�0d(x � x0j2L)]
(m m 0K + n 2

K
)=2

e
in(m + m

0
)sgn(x� x

0
)=4
: (D15)

In the aboveexpressionswehaveassum ed that0 < x = � Im �w1;x
0= � Im �w2 < L.

Finally weneed com pute the following correlation function

h@x�(x)@x0�(x
0)iobc: (D16)

To thisend,we�rstnoticethatEq.(D2)im plies

@x�(x;�)=

p
K

2
[@x�R (x;�)+ @x�R (� x;�)]=

p
K

2i

�
�@�R (�w)+ �@�R (�w

�)
�
: (D17)

Using

h�@�R (�z1)�@�R (�z2)i= �
1

(�z1 � �z2)
2

(D18)

weobtain

K

(2i)2
h
�
�@�R (�z1)+ �@�R (�z

�
1)
� �
�@�R (�z2)+ �@�R (�z

�
2)
�
i=

K

4

�
1

(�z1 � �z2)
2
+

1

(�z�1 � �z�2)
+

1

(�z�1 � �z2)
+

1

(�z1 � �z�2)

�

:(D19)

The conform altransform ation in Eq.(D10)along with the transform ation property (D11),then yield

h@x�(�w1;�w
�
1)@x0�(�w2;�w

�
2)iobc =

K

4

( �
�=2L

sinh(�(�w1 � �w2)=2L)

�2

+

�
�=2L

sinh(�(�w�1 � �w�2)=2L)

�2

(D20)

+

�
�=2L

sinh(�(�w�1 � �w2)=2L)

�2

+

�
�=2L

sinh(�(�w�1 � �w�2)=2L)

�2
)

(D21)
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Upon setting �w1 = � ix and �w2 = ix0,we�nally obtain

h@x�(x)@x0�(x
0)iobc = �

K �20

2

( �
1

d(x � x0j2L)

�2

+

�
1

d(x + x0j2L)

�2
)

(D22)
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