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B osonizing one-dim ensional cold atom ic gases
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D onostia Intermational Physics Center (D IPC ), Paseo M anuel de Lardizalal 4, 20018 D onostia, Spain.

W e present results for the long-distance asym ptotics of correlation fiinctions of m esoscopic one—
din ensional system s w ith periodic and open ( irichlet) boundary conditions, as well as at nite
tem perature In the them odynam ic lim it. The results are obtained using Haldane’s ham onic—

uid approach (also known as \bosonization"), and are valid for both bosons and fem ions, in
weakly and strongly Interacting regim es. T he hamm onic— uid approach and the m ethod to com pute
the correlation functions using confom al transfom ations are explained in great detail. A s an
application relevant to one-dim ensionalsystem sofcold atom ic gases, we consider them odelofbosons
Interacting w ith a zero-range potential. T he Luttinger-liquid param eters are obtained from the exact
solution by solving the Betheansatz equations In nite-size system s. T he range of applicability of
the approach is discussed, and the prefactor of the onebody density m atrix of bosons is xed by

nding an appropriate param etrization of the weak-coupling result. The form ula thus obtained is
shown to be accurate, when com pared with recent di usion M onte Carlo calculations, within less
than 10% . The experim ental im plications of these resuls for B ragg scattering experim ents at low
and high m om enta are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 05.30.d, 67.40D b, 05.30.Jp, 03.75F 1

I. NTRODUCTION

A num ber of recent experin ents ﬁq,:j :3 :4 :5 have dem onstrated the possibility ofcon ning atom sto one dm ens:on
T his possbility has produced an outburst o—f theoretical activiy over the last years f, if, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 115,
:_1§ :_L] ._12_3 -_1_9. 2(_] -_214, 22_1 24_:] in the eld of cold atoms. One inportant focus of these studies has been on the
correlation properties of these new one-din ensional system s, w ith the goal of providing m eans to characterize them
experin entally.

A tthough one-din ensionalm odels have been the favorite toy of m athem atical physicists during the last century,
they only becam e experim entally relevant in the late 1960’s and 1970’s in connection w ith a num ber of solid-state
m aterials exhibiting very anisotropic m agnetic and electronic properties. Later, in the 1980’s and 1990’s, advances
In chem ical synthesis and nanotechnology m ade it possbl to m anufacture m aterials and devices where electrons
arem ainly con ned to m ove along one or a f&w conduction channels. The latest experim ental developm ents in the

eld of cold atom s, however, have several distinct features. First of all, the constituent particles are not electrons
but bosonic atom s (@lthough in the future ferm ionic atom s can also becom e availablk). Second, the \findam ental"
Interaction is no longer of Coulom bic type but a short range potential. Furthem ore, in the case of dilute atom ic
vapors con ned in m agnetic and/or optical traps, the degree of controllability over param eters such density and
Interaction strength seem s unprecedented. This allow s, in principle, to exhaustively explore phase diagram s, or to
cleanly realize quantum -phase transitions, which so far are considered as theorists’ extrem e idealizations of \dirty"
solid-state phenom ena.

The only a priori lim itation o ered by the atom ic system s, at least from the point of view of a condensed m atter
theorist, seem s to be their m esoscopic, rather than m acroscopic, size. H ow ever, num erical calculations over the past
decades (9. B4 '40 have taught us that m any of the behaviors predicted for the them odynam ic lm i, already
m anifest them seJyes at the m esoscopic scale, even when the system under study consists of jist a few tens ofparticles.
Furthem ore, the study of m esoscopic system s is also a brach of m odem condensed-m atter physics as phenom ena
taking place at the m esoscopic scale have an undeniable interest. Thus the m ain of m otivation of this paper is to
present a set of tools that can be used to analyze the properties of these m esoscopic one-dim ensional (1D ) system s.
Ourm ain theoreticaltool In this analysis is the ham onic- uid approach, which is nothing but the relevant quantum
hydrodynam ics for 1D system s.

The ham onic- uid approach has a Iong history £6, 27,28, 291, which in som e respects culn inated w ith the work of
Haldane [30 '.3]1] H e realized that m any one-din ensionalm odels exhbiing gapless excitationsw ith a linear spectrum
can be described w thin the sam e fram ework. This fram ework de ned a universality class of system s that Haldane
termm ed \Luttinger liquids". The nam e stem s from an analogy w ith higher din ensional ferm ionic system s, w here the
equivalent rok is played by the (universality class of) Fem iliquids. In the context of one-dim ensionalFem isystem s
this approach has a second, m ore frequently used, nam e: \bosonization". This refers to the fact that the m ethod
show s how to describe the low -energy degrees of freedom of the ferm ions in term s of a bosonic eld which obeys a
relativistic wave equation. However, di erently from the Femn i liquids, the class of Luttinger liquids also includes
one-din ensional interacting boson system s. A s we shall discuss below , this has to do w ith absence of a welkde ned
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conogpt of statistics in 1D . A s a consequence, boson system s can display ferm ion-like properties and viceversa. O ne
wellkknown exam ple In the eld of cold atom s is the behavior of the Tonks gas, where the bosons interact so strongly
that they e ectively behave as free ferm ions.

Besidesblurring the line that separatesbosons from ferm ions, con nem ent to one-dim ension has another peculiarity
that isworth discussing. Being all transverse degrees of freedom  frozen, uctuationscan only propagate longiudinally.
T his in plies that theire ect is enom ously enhanced. A s a consequence, no long-range order that breaks a continuous
symm etry can exist in the them odynam ic lim i, even at zero tem perature.

T he hamm onic— uid approach has several advantages over other approaches that are comm only em ployed to study
the low —tem perature behavior of 1D system s. First ofall, it isnot amean eld theory, and therefore does not break
any symm etry. Furthem ore, it can treat bosons and femm ions on equal footing, their di erence being m anifested
by the di erent structure of the correlation fiinctions that describe them . It can also dealw ith strongly and weakly
Interacting system s at the sam e tim e since the low -energy physics param etrized by three phenom enological param eters
(the particle density and two sti nesses). T hese param eters are related to m easurable properties of the system , which
m akes the approach conceptually sin ple. Nonetheless, one has to be aware of its lim itations, which essentially are
related to its \e ective eld-theory" character. T herefore, the description is a low -energy one, it com esw ith a built—in
cut-o , and it is unable to describe the high-energy structure or any m odelspeci ¢ (ie. non-universal) features. In
som e situations, when the interactions are strong, relating som e of the phenom enological param eters to m icroscopic
ones can be di cul. But in m any such cases one can rely on an exact (ie. Betheansatz) soJutJon to extract them .
This w ill be illustrated here for the case of bosons Interacting via a zero-range potential [32 .33 W e w ill thus be
able to show that m any of the results obtained in the weakly interacting lim it from the B ogoliubov-P opov [47!, .4§
approach and ism odi cations B 20] can be recovered and understood w ithin the ham onic— uid approach. W e shall
also present result for the correlation fiinctions ofa num ber of \toy m odels" of 1D m esoscopic system s, such lke a ring
(ie. a an all system w ith periodic boundary conditions) and a box (a system w ith open boundary conditions). B esides
being ana]yUca]Jy Uactab]e these m odels are In portant when com paring w ith num erical sim ulations using M onte
C arlom ethods [l]: :12 .2]1], w here periodic boundary conditions are used, or the densiy-m atrix renom alization-group

OMRG) B4 :35 forwhich open boundary conditions are best suied. Furthem ore, in recent tin es, traps other than
ham onic have becom e available E ,§§ ], which also m akes relevant the study of these geom etries.

T here already exist som e studies of the correlation functions In nite-size system s In the literature, but they have
m ostly focused on ferm Jonic or soin correlations [_?-;j, ',_3-§',:_§§‘i, :fl-(_)'] T he present approach allow sto obtain the corrrelation
functions forboth bosons and ferm ions at the sam e tin €, and autom atically includes allhigher-ham onics, w hich have
been om itted in previoustreatm ents. B esidespresenting in fuilldetailthe generalization ofthe ham onic— uid approach
to the box case, In this paper we also address how to x the prefactor of the onebody density m atrix for bosons
interacting w ith a zero-range potential (henceforth referred to as \delta-inteacting_ bosons") W e nd that, when
properly param etrized, the result obtained by P opov In the weakly Jnteractmg Iim it [48 ] is accurate even in the st_tong
coupling lim it. T his is dem onstrated by com paring w ith exact resuls [42 and recent di usion M onte C arlo data [21-]

The orgamzat:on of this paper is as follow s: In the follow ing section, we shall review the ham onic— uid approach
follow ing Ref. '.30 In this section we also present its generalization to open boundary conditions. In Sect. -]I[
results for di erent correlation finctions in the box and the ring, as well as nitetem perature expressions in the
them odynam ic lim it, are presented. W e consider both bosons and spinless (ie. spinpolarized) ferm lons. Sect. -IV.
specializes the discussion to a system of delta-interacting bosons. T hism odel is relevant for bosonic atom s con ned
to a onedim ensional channel. W e show how the param eters needed for the low -energy description can be extracted
from the exact Betheansatz) solution, and discuss how to x the prefactor of the onedbody density m atrix. Som e
experim ental consequences of the correlation functions obtained w ithin the ham onic- uid approach are presented
in this section. In particular, the lineshape of the m om entum distrbution at nite tem perature is analyzed as the
param eters ofthe system are varied. In Sect..\_/:, w e discuss the asym ptotic structure of the w ave-finction ofa bosonic
Luttinger liquid, and obtain an expression fora system w ih open boundary conditionsF inally, the appendices contain
a proof of a com m utation relation used in the m ain text, an altemative \derivation" of the low -energy H am iltonian
using the path integral fom alism, as well as a detailed description of how to com pute correlation finctions using
conform al eld theory m ethods. Som e of the results of this work have been brie y reported in Ref. }7_:

II. THE HARMONICFLUID APPROACH

In this section we are going to review the ham onic- uid approach In operator language, ollow Ing the original
work of Haldane BO Som e of the results of this section can be also obtained using a coherent-state path integral
form ulation (see Appendix B)).



FIG.1l: Low-energy excitations in a Tonks (= firee Fem i) gas. The continuous arrow represents excitations about + pr
(sym m etrically, about p ) wih momenta g 0. The dashed arrow represents low-energy excitations carrying m om enta
q 2p= 2 o.

A . Haldane’s construction

T he discussion in this subsection w illbe independent ofboundary conditions, but we shallassum e the system to have
a nie size L. Forthem ost part, the notation is sim ilar to that ofH aldane in Ref. ',_B-C_i However, we deviate from i in
a num ber of places, som etin es to agree w ith m ore recent conventions. W e shallwork in second quantization m ost of
the tin e. Thism eansthat a system ofbosons is describbed using eld operatorswhich obey [ x); Y &)= & %),
and com m ute otherw ise; (x) = Y (X) (x) isthe density operator. Them ean ground state density, ¢, is xed either
by the chem icalpotential, , such that o= o( ) (grand canonicalensem bl), or by the totalparticle num ber in the
ground state, N o, such that ¢ = N =L (canonicalensem ble). N ote that the discussion that follow s applies to uniform
system s, the necessary m odi cations needed to dealw ith a non-uniform (out slbow ly varying) ground state density are
discussed in Sect.\ITE.

A s pointed out in the Introduction, the e ect of Iong wave-length them al and quantum uctuations is enhanced
by reduced din ensionality. In order to derive a low -tem perature description, we need to identify a set of variables
that describe the low energy uctuations of the system . For a bosonic system these variables are the density and the
phase. At Iow tem peratures, density and phase uctuations are locally am all in the sense to be de ned below . To
give a proper de nition of these variables, we need to introduce the phase-density representation of the bosonic eld
operator:

P — i (x)
Y x) = x)e : @)
C onsistently w ith the bosonic com m utation relations (x); Y&®) = (& %), phase and density operators cbey
. 0 . 0
e B ke T ) ®= & %: @)

A convenient way of describing the long wave-length density and phase uctuations isto split ®)= <« X))+ > &)
and )= < X)+ > X),wherethe ¢ x)and < (x) refer to the \slow" parts (ie. coarsegrained overdjsta_noes

0 1y ofthe operators, whereas » (x) and . (x) refer to the \fast" or short-w ave length parts (see A ppendix :l_B: for
am ore carefiilde nition). In the follow ing we focus on the slow parts, and below , when there is not risk of confusion,
we will denote as (x) the slow part of the phase operator (ie. < x)). Furthem ore, since the density uctuates
at low tem peratures about the ground state value, o, it is convenient to introduce the operator (x), de ned by

<& = o+ &). -
W e shall rst consider the phase uctuations. In Appendix E: we show that the slow parts (x) and &) are

canonically conjigated elds, ie.

[ ®); &9)]=1 ® D: 3)

Tt isworth pointing out that this com m utation relation holds, for the slow parts ofthe density and phase, in arbitrary
din ensions. However, sihoe in 1D uctuations are constrained to propagate on a line, this causes the aforem entioned
enhancem ent of their e ect. Thism akes it In possible, in the them odynam ic lin i, to de ne of an order param eter.
Thus we expect that e ®)i= 0 in 1D, in contrast w ith the situation for d > 1, where this operator can acquire a
non-zero expectation value (ie. there can be o -diagonal Iong-range order). Indeed, in one dim ension et ®i= 0
also In nitesize system s (see appendices £} and D)).
W e next consider long waveJength uctuations of the density, which have been param etrized as ¢+ ). &)

descrbes ocally sm all uctuations of wave-Jlength 0 1. However, this does not su ce to descrbe all possbl
w-energy density uctuations. It is thus necessary to distinguish between \low-energy" and long \waveJength";



There can be low-energy density uctuations w ith wave-length 0 ! or shorter. To_see this in a non-trivial case,

i su ces to consider the case of the in penetrableboson (Tonks) gas. It is known [3_3_; 4_9_i that the excitations of
such a system are those ofa free ferm igas of the sam e density. In a Ferm igas the m om entum of the fastest particle
(the Ferm im om entum ) is related to the density by the omula pr = 0. There are two Ferm ipoints (see Fjg.:_]:),
corresponding to p = g . The low-energy and long wave-length density uctuations of this system are the small
mom entum particle-hol excitations around each one of the Femm i points. However, a ferm jon can also be excited
with very low energy from one Fermm i point to the other, thus producing a densiy uctuation that oscillates as
cos2pr X = c0s2  o¢X. The Iong waveJdength density uctuationsdescribed by (x) lead to sn allchanges in the local
Femgmomentum : pr ) = pr + (x). Thisa ects shorter wave-length density uctuations, which now oscillate as
cos2 " dx%r &% = cos2 (x), where we have introduced the auxiliary ed (x), related to  (x) by m eans of the
follow ing expression I_Z-g', ‘é’(j]:

1
—@ ®)= ot &K): 4)

N ote that the integralon the left hand-side of (:fl) from x = 0tox = L mustbeequalto totalparticle num ber operator
N , nam ely

w) 0= N: ©)

This is an In portant topolgical property of (x). It tells us that on a gkal scale the changes in  (xX) are related
to changes in the totalparticle num ber. Hence, the con gurationsof () can be regarded as fiinctions that increase
monotonically from x = 0tox = L (see Fjg.:_’a*). Thus i is tem pting to associate the location of particles w ith the
points where (x) equals an Integermultiple of . Physically this am ounts to trading discrete particles by solitons
or kinks In x) (see Fig. 2'_5 . The construction of a low-energy pro gction of the full density operator, (x), which
re ects the discrete nature of the particles and therefore can describe the shorter w ave-length low -energy uctuations
ollow s from this idea i_39'] F irst one sets:

x1
&)= & &) (®) n); (6)
n= 1
w hich in the particle-soliton sense isequivalent to the rstquantized form ofthe density operator, () = F il &= x)
provided that x; is interpreted as the position operatorofthe particlesoliton and cneuses [f x)]= & &®=F’®q)7
where f (x¢) = 0. The previous expression can be rew ritten in a m ore usefilway w ith the help ofP oisson’s sum m ation
formula:
x! Xt %1
fo)= dz f z) " *; )
n= 1 m= 1 1

X
>
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FIG .2: Typicalocon guration of (x). Itsvalue changesby every tin e x surpasses the location of a particle. N ote that (x)
isa slow Iy varying eld.



w hich yields:

1 x1 , X1 ,
®) =-0 &) MM = [+ ®)] gm @®)

m= 1 m= 1

This is the sought representation of the density operator. Them = 0 tem is precisely ¢ + (x), and describes
the long wavelength uctuations (ie. those wih m om enta fj 0),them = 1 temm s describbe uctuations w ith
q 2 o,whikm = 2thosswih q 4 o, etc. (seeFig.m).

W e next take up the construction ofthe boson eld operator Y (x) in tem sof (x) and (x).AccordingtoEqg. (i_b,
this requires nding a representation for the square root of the density operator, Eq.(:_d) . At thispoint i isusefulto
recallFem ¥strick: [ ( A=A (), wherpe the constant A depends on the particularway the D irac delta function is
de ned. Extracting the square root yields ()= A ™2 (). Thus, using P oisson’s om ula (/) and m utiplying by
e * ®) from the right, one arrives at{301:

2m i (xX) e i (x): (9)

&) ot ®)]

The symbol meansthat the eld operator is given by the expression on the right up to a prefactor. T his prefactor
is not determm ined independently of the way we choose to exclide the high-energy uctuations (ie. the fast m odes)
from the low -tem perature description. T his is usually done using a cut-o in realorm om entum space, and di erent
cut-o scheam es kad to di erent prefactors.
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FIG.3: E ect on the string operator el ®) of the creation of a particle at two di erent points x; (@) and x2 (). W hen a
particle is created (or rem oved) at x1, the string operator at x; < x; isnot a ected (a). However, when the particle is created
(or ram oved) at x, the value of the string at x; picks up an extra factor of 1. Since the operators g (x) contain only odd
powers of et &), they are sensitive to these changes, which in plies that they anti-com m ute.

T he construction ofa ferm ionic (ie. anticom m uting) eld ope'ratorjs also possble. O ne only needs to realize that,
sihce (x) Jmpsby every tine a particle is surpassed F ig. ?ibr the string operator e ®) altemates between + 1
and 1 (seeFiga3). This impliesthat

r)= Ye ® [+ ®)] A (10)

anticom m utes at di erent positions. To see this, consider the product z (%2) g (x1) assum Ing that x; > x,, Por

Instance. Since the operator g (x1) acts 1rst by creating a partick at x;, it does not have any e ect on the string
operator at x; < X7 (see Fjg.:_ﬂ, case @)). On the other hand, if we instead consider g (x1) g ®X,) X1 > x3), the
operator } (x) acts rst, thus creating at x, < x;. T herefore, the string e* **) ofthe second eld operator picks

up an extra m inus sign (see Fjg.rg, case (b)) rehtive to the case where a particke is created at x; rst. Thus the
operatorde ned by (:_l(j) anticom m utes at di erent locations, and therefore describes ferm ions instead ofbosons. T he



sam e conclusion can be reached for a product oftwo annihilation (or one creation and one annihilation) operators at
di erent points [72].

T he explicit construction of the low -energy representations of comm uting (ie. bosonic) and anticom muting (ie
ferm jonic) elds show show this approach treats bosons and ferm ions on equal footing. O n physical grounds, the ﬁct
that in 1D transform ing bosons into ferm ions is possible is not a surprise. T he reason BO ] is that when one tries to
exchange tw o Interacting particles (or elem entary excitations) in 1D they m ust necessarily collide, and therefore the
statistical phase cannot be separated from the phase shift associated w ith the collision (see F ig. :ff) .

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

So far we have considered the kinem atics of the low-energy description of a 1D quantum uid. In other words,
we have introduced the variables that describe low -tem perature states of the system and found their relationship to
density and eld operators. T he next step is to consider the dynam ics, that is, the H am iltonian. T he starting point
for our considerations is the follow ing H am ittonian for bosons interacting via a generaltw o-body potential, v (x) {_7-2;]:

ZZL ZL

0 .
i dx dx’vixk ¥ ®) ): an

0

N

B efore proceeding any further, a num ber of com m ents are in order: T he above H am iltonian is assum ed to describe the
situation where allparticles lie in the lowest levelofa transverse con ning potential. T his happenswhen the chem ical
potential, , is an alller than the transverse con nem ent energy, h!; . Regarding the longitudinalcon nem ent, wew i1l
assum e In the follow ng that it is either absent (case of periodic boundary conditions) or that it can be approxim ated
by two In nitebarrersplaced atx = Oandx = L (case ofopen boundary conditions). The e ect ofa sm ooth potential
In the longiudinal direction w ill be discussed in Sect. :]IEn By restricting ourselves to the lowest transverse level,
we assum e the system to be e ectively one-din ensional. Ifu0 (v;z) denotes the lowest transverse orbial, the three
din ensional boson eld operator can be w ritten as 33/d r)= YY) uS y;z)+ ~Y(r), where ~Y (r) describes bosons
In the higher energy transverse levels. At low tem peratures (ie. T < < h!,), only virtual transitions to higher
transverse levels are pem itted, which lead to a renom alization of the interaction potentialv (x) (see eg. Ref. :_6)

To obtain the low -energy e ective H am iltonian we use the operator ddentities derived in the previous section kesping
only the leading tem s, which are quadratic in the gradients ofthe slow Iy varying elds ) and (x) (@ltematively,
one can linearize the equations ofm otion for the density and the phasegradient in tem s of the gradients and ).
T he result can be generally w ritten as

Z h i

_h 2 2
He = > dx vy @ &)+ w @ &) 0)" 12)

0

T he history ofthis H am ittonian goesback to the pioneering work of Tom onaga f_Z-E_i] on one-dim ensionalelectron gases.
Hewrote it In a very di erent way, but aswe shall see in the follow ing sections, both form s are essentially equivalent

time 4

>
space

FIG.4: W hen two particles are exchanged in onedim ension to test their statistics, they cannot avoid collision. Thus the
statistical phase and the scattering phase shift cannot be separated.



and describe the sam e collection of ham onic oscillators, whose quanta, the \phonons" correspond to low -energy
density and phase uctuations. The st application to a bosonic system was done by E fetov and Larkin |:28| who
considered a system ofthhtJy bound electron pairs (the \BEC" lm Jt ofa 1D superconductor) and wrote H, in a
form sin ilarto Eqg. C12) T he form used here is due to H aldane BO .3]1 ]Jwho, building upon and extending the work of
Tom onaga I_2§ Lieb and M attis I_Zj Luther [_29], E fetov and Larkin l_2§ ... Introduced the concept of (T om onaga-)
Luttinger liquid as a universality class of 1D system s w ith gapless, linearly-dispersing, excitations.
For an interaction whose range R 0 !, one should replace the second term in He by
Z L

1
-7 Eavk D E &) 0) @0 &% o) a3)
0

H ow ever, prov:ded that the Fourder transform of the interaction potential v (q) = R P axe i v (x) is not singular as
aq! 0,Eq. ClZ) willhold at su ciently low energies, and below we shallassum e that thJs is Indeed the case (@ notable
excegption is the Coulom b interaction). The tem proportionalto (@x 0)? In Eq. C_lZ_i) thus corresponds to the
Interaction energy of the Iong wave-length density uctuations. The density sti ness vy has din ensions of velocity.
In the follow Ing subsection, it is shown that it is Inversely proportionalto the com pressibility ofthe uid. T he phase
sti ness vy has also velocity units and it is found to be proportional to the super uid fraction. T herefore, both
param etersm ust be regarded as phenom enological. They can be extracted from an exact solution of the m icroscopic
m odel when available), from num erical calculations or, ultin ately, from experin entaldata, which still allow s one to
correlate the resuls from di erent experin ents.

Form any m odels on the continuum (ie. those which do not require a Jattice to be de ned) the term proportional
to @ )? nEq. ClZ ollow s from the kinetic energy operator after using Eq. (§)

hZZL 2 ZL

— dx @, ¥ (x)@, 9 dx @, 2,
M, @ ®2)Qx x) ™M @ &))

14)

Hencevy = h o=m ¥ , where vy , is the Ferm ivelocity ofa gas of free spinless ferm ions ofdensity (. A swe show
In the ©llow .ng subsection, this relationship between vy and v is ensured by G alilan invariance, and w illnot hold
if this sym m etry isbroken. T his is generally the case of lJattice m odels, such like a 1D system ofbosons hopping in a
su ciently deep optical lattice
A nother interesting operator is the totalm om entum , which can also be expressed In term sof ) and (k). The
derivation is sin ilar to that ofthe H am iltonian, starting from the second quantized fom ,
pZr
P=— TG k) @x T&) ®) ; @5)

21

we keep the leading tem s in the gradientsof (x) and (x), and obtain
n2T
P=- @ ®Ex X): (1e6)

0

W e close this subsection w ith a rem ark about notation. It is custom ary in the literature on bosonization to work
with the eld

x)= &) 0X; @7)
p
Instead of (x). Hence, ®K) = @ x &)= . It is also common to ntroduce the parameters K = vy=vw and
Vs = = Wy Vg, such that
Z L Z L
hvg K 2 2 hvs 2, 1 2
He = dx — @ ®)'+— (X)) = dx K @ &))"+ — @x &)) (18)
2 K 2 0 K

A swe shallsee shortly, vg isthe phase velocity ofthe low -energy excitations (sound w aves) . H ow ever, the din ensionless
param eter K is related to the strength of quantum uctuations (see A ppendix 13:) .

C . Particles in a ring: periodic boundary conditions.

Our rst task in this subsection willbe to nd appropriate m ode expansions for the eds () and (&), such
that the H am iltonian, Eq. (}Z_i), is diagonalized. Before doing i, we need to nd out how to im plem ent the boundary



conditions In tem s ofthese elds. T herefore, consider a system obeying periodic boundary conditions. A s comm only
Introduced in the literature, this seem sa m erem athem atical convenience that sim pli es the calculationsbefore taking
the them odynam ic 1im it. H ow ever, now adays there exist experin ental realizations of these BC ’s. In the case of cold
atom s one can think ofa quantum degenerate atom ic gas in a tight toroidal trap [36 T hus, if the boson eld obeys

Yx+ L)= Y (x),then equations (_5) and (§;_9)Inp]ythat
x+ L) = ®)+ N; 19)
&+L) = &+ J; €0

whereN isthe particlenum ber operator, and J is an operatorw hose eigenvalies are even integersso that ( 1Y = + 1.
T hese are very In portant topological properties of the phase and density elds. In particular, they imply that the
system has states that can be labeled by the elgenvalies of J and N . W e show below that N and J are conserved
quantities (1e. they commute with H. ) and can be used to label topologically excited states of the system . In the
case ofN this is not surprising because the m icroscopic H am ittonian, Eqg. {;L-}'), conserves the total particle num ber.
However, we w ill see that J is associated w ith the possibility of quantized persistent currents.
W e next w rite down them ode expansions for x) and (x), which obey ({9_} and (2_-0_}, aswellas the com m utation

relation:

Bx ®); ®91=1 & R: @1)
T he appropriate expressions read:
1X 2K 5 .., . .
® = or —N+Z e *HlTpgte W@ ; ©2)
a6 0 e
X 1X 2 % afF2 igx igx
x) = ot TJ+E IR e son (@) € b@+ e Y@ : (23)
a6 0 E

T he operatorsb(q) and ¥ (@) have the com m utation relation:
b@;i¥ @)1= qei 4)

com m uting otherw ise. M om enta are quantized asg= 2 m=L,wherem = 0; 1; 2; 3;:::Thepairs N ;) and
(J; o) are conjigate action-angl variables which obey:

Nieio = is; ©5)
Jie io e io 26)
O;N1= [o9;0l=0: 27)

Introducing the expressions C_Z-Z_i) and {_2-53.) into Eq. C_lg: one obtains:

H, = @b @b@+ 228 N+ 2% 52y onst 28)
= ! e consty;
e S Qo SLK 0 oL
g6 0
where! (@) = vsjforg . know becom es clearthat thisH am iltonian describes collective phonon-like excitations

(som etin es called Tom onaga bosons tZé]), which disperse lnearly in the long wave-length lim it §j! 0. This result
is perhaps not strdking if one deals w ith bosons because i is already obtained from Bogoliitbov’s theory (although In
1D this theory is inconsistent in several respects, which can be cured only in the weakly interacting lim i §, 2d, 47)).
H ow ever, for interacting ferm ions it has strik ing consequences, because it m eans the absence of individual (ie. particle—
like) excitations in the low energy spectrum , and the break-down of Fem iliquid theory in 1D .

T he expansions 222. and CZB) diagonalize the m om entum operator as well:

h X
P=—NJ+ hgb’ @b(@): (29)
L 40

As (x), x),H . andP descrbe longwave-length uctuations, them om entum sum smustbecut-o atam om entum
a'<minh R !;q .Forshort range nteractions,a * < q; g isthen =xed by dem anding that hvsg, = , ie. it is
an estin ate of the m om entum w here the excitation spectrum deviates from the linear behavior.



w(q)

J=-4 =2 J=+2 J=+4

FIG . 5: Typical low-energy excitation spectrum of a Luttinger liquid w ith periodic boundary conditions. The shaded area

corresponds to the continuum of multiparticle-hole excitations. The Ham iltonian He , Eq. £8) describes the excitation

spectrum for g Jo,with J=0; 2; 4;:::.Nearqg 0 the excitations are linearly dispersing phonons: ! (@) / hyvi]j (ie.

superpositions of particle-hole excitations about the sam e Fem ipoint, see Fig. :_}‘) . Forqg Jo,where J = 2; 4;::: the
excitations involve the creation of J current quanta in the ring. For instance, J = 2 correspond to the low -energy transitions
between Fem ipoints shown in Fjg.';i (dashed arrow ). For delta-interacting bosons, this picture holds in all regin es, and for

the particle-hole spectrum agrees with the spectrum obtained from Bethe ansatz n Ref. B1].

From the previous expression for the Ham iltonian the (inverse) adiabatic com pressbility at zero tem perature can
be obtained:

@ @’Eo N ) h v 2
oz & L T - 6o

=9 N =Ng

whereE o (N ) = HH iy isexpectation valie ofthe Ham itonian, Eq. @-Q‘),taken over the ground state w ith N particls;
hencew / g L, U sing the previous expressions, we can also w rite:

L @°E W)
T h o Tenz o

=9 N =N,

VN =

®|®

which willbe usefill in extracting the densiy sti ness from the Betheansatz solution of the delta-interacting bosons
in Sect.dV Al

W e next nd the relationship between the phase sti ness, vy, and the super uid fraction, which we denote as ¢
below . To this purpose, we consider tw isted boundary conditions instead ofPBC ’s:

Y+ L)=e ! Y&): 32)
T herefore, the phase e]d_obeysthemodiedboundaryoondjrjons: ®k+L)= &)+ J+ ,suchthat ( 1Y = +1.
Thismeansthat n Eq. C_2§)wehavetoshjﬂ:J! J+ = .Asa resul, the ground state energy and m om entum are
also shiffed (recallthat in the ground stateIN i= N and hJi= 0):
. . 1 hVJ 2
MHe 160 MHe i-9 = > T L; (33)

I]Piéo l'Pi:o = hNo (34)

L
Thus we see that the system responds to the twist in the BC'’s by drifting as whole w ith constant velocity vge =
P isgo WPi_g)=M Nyo) = h =M L. The super uid fraction, s, can be obtained by regarding the shift in the
ground state energy as the kinetic energy ofthe super uidmassM ( sL):

2 2

. . 1 oo s
hHe 1lso hHl=0=5M (SL) s oM E L: (35)

By com paring C_i:_i) and C_3-§') we can identify

h h’
= T 36)
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O thermw ise, in view ofEqg. C§-§'), we could have de ned the phase sti ness in an analogousway to the density sti ness:

L @%Eo()
ViTs o T o2 i 37
T h ez 37)
whereEg( )= H i g¢.Hence, vy is seen to be related to the response of the system to a phase tw ist just lke vy is

related to the response to a change in particle num ber. For charged particles the phase tw ist can be thought as the
resul of a m agnetic ux that threads the ring E_S-j]

W e next specialize to G aliltan invariant system s. A s we have already anticipated in the previous section, for these
systemsvy = v = h (=M , and therefore = . To prove this identity we perform a G alilean loost w here the
particle m om enta are shifted: p; ! pg = p; + hQ . The Ham iltonian and m om entum operators transform as:

; (38)
P’= P+hNQ: (39)

T herefore, the ground state energy and m om entum_are shifted: E§  Eo = N (Q)*=2M , and P{ = hN Q. Upon
com paring the latter expression for P wih Eq. d_zgi), we see that, to leading other, Q = J=L. Hence, Eg =
Eo+ h )® (J°=@QL). However, from Ed. C_§§'), the energy of the boosted state SEJ = Eg + h vyJ?=(QL). From
these last two expressions it ollow s that vy = v .

T he previous analysis also allow s to understand why no tem involving the product @ )@ x (x) appears in the
low -energy H am ilttonian, Eq. C_lgi) . The reason isthat thisproduct is them om entum density (cf. Eq. C_lé)) . Therefore,
the presence of such a term in the H am ilttonian would indicate that we have not chosen the reference fram e w here the
system is at rest. Thus one can get rid of it by a suitable G alilean transform ation (cf. Eq. d_3-§‘)) .

W e end this subsection w ih a discussion of the selection rules for the eigenvalies of J and N . For bosons w ith
PBC ’swe have ound the ©llow ing selection rule: ( 1Y = +1, ie. J haseigenvalies that are even integers. H ow ever,
obtaining the selection rule for fermm ions becom es som ew hat m essy using the above m ethods. To derive the selection
rules for both bosons and ferm ions we recallhere a construction due to M ironov and Zabrodin [_5@‘] T he construction
works directly w ith the m any-particle w ave fiinction and therefore does not rely on the previous form alism . C onsider
a rigid translation of the system by a distance a, ie.

iF a=h

e Xi1;Xp7:0%Xy )= &1+ a;xg5::5xy + a) 40)

Let Dbe an eigenstate of the m om entum operator P wih elgenvalie P and set a = L=N = 01, X1 = X;Xp; =
X+ ajiinxy = X+ 1)a. Thus,

P ;x4 ajiix+ M la)= &+ a;x+ 2a;::5x)= ( LV 1 xx+ a;iinx+ Da); 41)

w here the plus sign corresponds to bosons and the m inus to ferm ions. T he last equation follow s from perm uting the
particle coordinates in the translated wave fiinction to sort them in increasing order. T he operation involres N 1
transpositions and therefore for ferm jons the signature of the pem utation is ( 1) !. Ifwe choose the wave fiinction
to be an elgenstate of B withP = h JN =L, we arrive at the selection rule:

(W= (1) 4 42)
which reducesto ( 1Y = + 1 rbosons, and to:
(Y= 1 43)

for ferm ions. In the them odynam ic lim it these selection rules are not very in portant because one can e ectively
treat N and J as having continuous eigenvalues. Furthem ore, the temm s in the Ham ittonian {_2-§') proportional to
N  No)? and J? areoforder L, ! and disappearasL ! 1 .However, forthem esoscopic system s which concem us
here, the selection rules can be In portant In certain situations where one needs to keep track of nite-size e ects and
the discreteness of particles.

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

W e now tum our attention to system s with open @ irichlet) boundary conditions (OBC’s). In cold atom system s
these conditions have been already experin entally realized (in an approxim ate way) 5'_4] using a m icrochip trap where
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the potential was shaped to a squarewellw ith very high barriers, which can be approxin ated by perfectly re ecting
walls. Less restrictively, one can assum e that there are two points, x = 0 and x = L, where current densiy vanishes,
and this corresponds to the equilbrium state in the experin ent ofRef. :_3, where “He was con ned in a Jong nanopore.
To In plem ent the latter BC’s, we rst note that, from the continuiy equation,

@ &+ &Jj&x;t) = 0; (44)
and using that (x;t) @ &)= , i Pllowsthat the current density j (x;t) @ &;t)= .Hence, dam anding that
Jjx= 0)= Oamountsto @ &= 0;t)= 0,ie. = 0;t)= B = oonst. However, what is often understood by open
boundary conditions is som ething m ore restrictive than this: i is dem anded that (x = 0;t) = 0. This is achieved
by the fiirther requirem ent that 5 6 0; ; 2 ;:::Inotherwords, (x= 0)mustbe pinned at realnum ber that is
not amuliple of . To understand this, we need to go back to Eq. (_6),

x1
®)= & &) (®) n): 45)
n= 1
From this expression, one can seethat _(x = 0) = 0 provided that k= 0)= 5 & n , wheren isan integer. If
(x = 0) vanishes so does Y& = 0) / (x = 0). W hat about the other end ofa nite system (@{e. x = L)? The
property
[ @) 0)]1=N (46)
also xes L)= @©O)+N = g + N . Thusthe boundary condition is autom atically satis ed at x= L.

W enow nd the appropriatem ode expansions for (x) and (x). T he requirem ents are the sam e as in the previous
subsection, nam ely that the BC’s and the com m utation relation of@; (k) and (), Eq. (2_-1}, must be ful lled for
0< x;x°< L. Thuswe arrive at the ©llow Ing expressions (rem em ber in what ollow s that g is jJust a realnum ber,
not an operator) :

X X K % 2
®) = B+ —N+1i — e T shx) b@ B@ :; @)
L gL
a> 0
X :
®) = o+ —— e " cos(ax) b@ + B @ (48)
gLK
a> 0
wherea ' <mi R ';q= =hv, andg=m =L,withm = 1;2;3;:::Notice that in this case only one pair of

action-angle operators is needed, N ; o). This isbecause in a box, as opposed to a ring, there cannot be persistent
currents, and therefore J is not a good quantum num ber.
T he above m ode expansions diagonalize the H am iltonian and render it as follow s:

X
He = h! @Y @b@ +
a> 0

Vs

2LK

N Ng)*; 49)

wih ! (@ = vsq rg 0. The restriction g > 0 m eans that g cannot be Interpreted as the m om entum of the
excitation but as is wave num ber. The sound waves In a system with OBC'’s are_§tandjng waves and therefore do
not carry m om entum . C onsistently, the m om entum operator vanishes, ie.P = 0 ﬂ_7 1.

E. E ectofa slowly varying con ning potential

In m ost of current experim ental setups cold atom s are con ned in ham onic traps. In this section we are going to
discuss how the ham onic- uid approach must be m odi ed when a sm ooth potential is applied in the longitudinal
direction. W e shall distinguish two siuations. In the rst we consider that the extemal potential is weak and show
that m uch ofwhat hasbeen said above applies w ith an allm odi cations. H owever, the hamm onic potential does not
belong to this class. In other words, it is not weak, but this does not m ean that the ham onic— uid approach cannot
be adapted to this case. However, calculations are no longer analytically feasble (exospt In certain lim its). Some
results for ham onically trapped gases of bosons {_ié‘] and ferm ions I_l-ﬁ] are already available in the literature, but
since in generalno explicit expressions for the correlation fiinctions are available it is hard to extract m uch qualitative
Inform ation from these results. In the Tonks lin i, one can rely on the ferm ion-boson corresondence established by
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G irardeau (49], w hich also allow s to m ake a beautifil connection w ith the theory of random m atrices in the gaussian
uniary ensemble (GUE). This connection m akes it possible to obtain the densﬂ:y pro e l'AlI the form of the Friedel
oscillations EO laswellas asym ptotic form s for the one—bod_y density m atrix [43 It is also worth m entioning that for
ferm Jonic system s one can use constructive bosonization BL] and som e analytical results can be thus obtained f22:]

H owever, the problm w ith this approach is that the Interactions between cold ferm ions do not have a sin ple form in
the ham onic-oscillator basis. T herefore, it becom es hard to assess the e ect of the di erent m atrix elem ents on the

low -energy physics.

Introducing an extemalpotential am ounts to adding to the Ham iltonian in Eqg. (:_1]_1I the follow Ing tem

Z L
Uext = dx Uext (X) X): (50)
0
P rovided that Ueyt X) Isweak (ie. Jlext X)J ) and vardes slow Iy over distances on the scale ofa, it couplsonly to
the slow part of the densiy operator, nam ely to @, (x)= . Hence,
% 1 (x)
v, u X
He = dx = K @ &)+ @ ® 0+ e, &) e (1)
0
Up to a constant, H, can be rew ritten as:
Z L
hvg 2 1 2
He = dx K @x &))"+ — @ &) o X)) (52)
2 0 K
where x)= o+ (&),and
K d
0 X) = h—vSUext x)= d_ Uext (X): (53)

The last expression follow s from the relationship found n Eq. (_5(_5) between K =h vy and the com pressibility. The
result from linear response theory is thus recovered, since Uext X) enters the Ham iltonian as @ inus) the chem ical
potential. Th order to render the Ham iltonian to its form in the absence ofuey+ I is convenient to shift

Z X
&)= (%) d&x% [0 &) ol; (54)
0
such that the second term in Eq. c_5'zj) becom es:
hvs ’ de @~ : 55
2K x () 0o (55)

T he expansions in m odes given in previous sections can now be used to diagonalize H. with (k) playing the rok of
(). This leads to the sam e form for the spectrum , but the shift ({4_; m ust be taken into account when com puting
correlation functions. T hus, the density and eld operatorsbecom e:

1 Xl 2m i Rx dx® x°) i~
®) = &+ =@ ) e 0 oY gm i, (56)
m= 1
1=2 x1 R
l . x 0 0 v~ .
Y (x) 0 )+ =@~ ®) Mt g W0l it g 1), 57)
m= 1
1 1=2 x1 Ry .
g ®) O(X)+ _@XN(X) e(2m+l)l o dx” o (x°) e(21-n+1)1 (x)e i (x); (58)
m= 1

where ™ (x) = “(x) 0X.

T he above treatm ent is essentially correct provided that the extemalpotential represents w eak perturbation, w hich
hasbeen quanti ed by requiring that Jiext X)J , or0 < x < L, and that the extemalpotential is a slow Iy varying
function. In tem s of its Fourder its transform the latter m eans that Uext @) 0 or g a *? =hyg. W hereas
the last condition does certainly hold for a shallow ham onic trapping potential, its e ect cannot be considered weak,
especially near the ends of the atom ic cloud where typically Uext (X) . Therefore, away from the center of the trap



13

this potential cannot be treated w ithin linear response theory and the above results do not apply. H ow ever, one can
always redo the ham onic- uid approach by considering uctuations around a sn ooth density pro k¢ ), which
can be obtained, eg. from the equation of state In the localdensiy approxin ation (LDA) f_l(_i] Thus, i is not hard
to see that the e ective Ham iltonian becom es:

h Z h i
He = —  dx vs &)@ &)+ w &) @ &) 0 &) ; (59)

where In the LIDA vy x) = h (&®)=M (ie. the bcalFem ivelocity) and

1 @
W X) = noa i (60)
e = o (%)
The equation of state = ( ) is obtained from the Betheansatz solution -'_[3-_2,:_-3_'3]. T hus, diagonalization of :Q-S_'9) can

only be accom plished num erically in the general case, and w ill not be pursued here.

IIT. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS
A . Periodic Boundary Conditions (PBC ’s)

W e begin by considering the static correlation finctionsat T = 0 (see Sect. :E:I-:f_c-: for results at nite tem perature)
for particles n a ring, ie. periodic boundary condiions. The tim edependent correlation fiinctions can be also

Density correlations (oscillating part)

FIG . 6: O scillating part (ie.m = 1 tem in @i)) of the density correlation function as a function of distance, x (nom alized
to the system ’s size), for several values of K (the di erent curves are shifted for clarity). A s K decreases the system becom es
more \densiy sti ", which m eans that density correlations between distant points are enhanced. However, for large K
density correlations decay very rapidly w ith distance. T his strong suppression of density uctuations is characteristic of B ose—
E Instein condensates in higher din ensions. T he dashed line represents the pow er-law behavior expected for the envelope In the
them odynam ic Iim it L ! 1 .
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obtained, but w illnot be discussed in this paper (except for the dynam ic density response function, which is discussed
n Sectl'lv C!). Here we only notice that i su ces to perform a carefiil analytical continuation to realtine ! it in
the expressions given in appendices :C' and D' T in e-dependent correlations can be in portant for fiture experim ents
such like the two-photon R am an out—couphng experin ent recently proposed by Luxat and G ri n [18]

W hen com puting correlation functions w ithin the ham onic— uid approach tw o strategies are possble. One can
directly work w ith the m ode expansions given in sections :]Z[C- and -]ID. using the properties of the exponentials of
linear com binations of the b(g) and ¥ (@) operators. A nother possbility is to use the m ore sophisticated techniques
of Conformal Field Theory (CFT). The latter is our choice here and i is explained in the appendices [} and D|.
T herefore, the reader unfam iliar w ith these m ethods should consult the appendices for full details. In this subsection
we present the results for the correlation finctions for both ferm ions and bosons in a ring.

Let us rst consider the density correlation fiinction, which does not depend on statistics. W e rst notice that the
structure of the density operator, Eq. (:_8), In plies that the density correlation function is a series ofham onics of the
Fem im om entum pr = 0. The origin of this hasbeen already discussed in Sect. ITA . In our calculations, we have
kept only the leading (ie. the slowest decaying) term ofeach ham onic. Thus,

( )

1 Xt -
h &) Oi= S, e, Oi+ & M FHAon 0 KA 2n (0)ipbe
m= 1
( 2 )
, K 1 2 X 1 2m “K
= 31 S — 4 g, —— cos2 m ox) (61)
2 od&x1) 0 odxi)

This result is valid in the scaling lin i, ie. or Xj a, where a is the shortdistance cuto Itroduced In previous
sections. T he vertex operatorsAp ;; X; ) arede ned In Appendjx:_q . The coe cientsa, arennon-universal, in other
words, they depend on the m icroscopic details of the m odel and in general cannot be xed by the ham onic— uid
approach. The function d® 1) = Ljsin( x=L)F is called cord function: i m easures the length of a cord between
tw o points segparated by an arc x in a ring of circum ference L.

—PBC's

-12K

Power law |x|

Phase correlations

FIG.7: Phase correlations In a ring as a function of distance, x (hom alized to the system ’s size), for several values of the
din ensionless param eter K . Note that as K decreases the system becom es less \phase sti ", ie. phase correlations decay
faster. For large values of K phase correlations decay very slow ly, leading to a larger degree of phase coherence betw een distant
points. The dashed lines correspond to the power-law behavior occurring in the them odynam ic limit L ! +1 . The nal
uptum of the curves is due to the periodicity of the correlation finctions in a ring.
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W e next take up the boson and ferm ion one-particle density m atrices. Upon using Egs. ('_Si) and C_l-(_)'), we obtain:

X1 .
h V&) Oi= o MY M Mon; 1 A on w1 0)ipbe
m= 1
1 = ( %1 1 2m 2K )
= - by + by —— ws 2 m ox) ; (62)
P od&T) o ed&d) ’
Xl
h{& rOi= o e T o, L1, 1 KA 2n 1501 0)dpbe
m= 1
¥l . 1 2m+ 3)°K + 5+ - l) .
= m sin =) ox :
P, ed&d) 2" "

Also In these expressions the dim ensionless coe cients b, and f; are non-universal. The results of Ref. :_59‘ are
recovered in the themm odynam iclin £ L ! +1 ,which e ectively am ountsto perform ing the replacementd x 1) ! KJ
In the above expressions [§§]._m the Tonks limn it K = 1 and the leading tem of C_62_5) agreesw ith the exact asym ptotic
results obtained in Refs. 43, 43:

1

h?Y 0)i .= Tonks _ =~
x) O)ipp oy d&T)

; (64)

whereorks = 2 =P 2a 64 05214 @ 7 12824271 is G laisher’s constant) .

In Fjg.:_é we have plotted them = 1 tem ofh () (0)ito illustrate how the density correlations are enhanced as
K isdecreased. Thus orK = 1 (free form ions or the Tonks lim it of delta—interacting bosons) the distant points are
m ore correlated In density than for large K (very attractive ferm ions or bosons w th weakly repulsive interactions).
T hism eans that the oscillatory term sbecom e m ore In portant asK decreases, whereas for large K they can be safely
neglected, as it is done in the Bogoliuibov approxin ation. On the other hand, as shown in Fig. -'_7., distant points
becom e less phase correlated for an allK as the result of density and phase being conjigated elds. The system is
then said to be less \phase sti ". However, for lJarger K phase correlations are enhanced, and only in this sense one
can speak of \BoseE nstein condensate" even though, strictly speaking, there is not such a thing as a condensate
(le. long range-order) i one din ension (or instance het (X)ipbc = 0).Atmost, allthat exists in the them odynam ic
lim i is an algebraic decay of phase correlations, which is often called quasi longrange order (Q LRO).

B. Open Boundary Conditions (OBC 's)

In this subsection we consider the ground state correlations forparticles in a box. T he expressions for the correlation
functions in this case are som ew hat m ore com plicated than for periodic boundary conditions. T he reason isthat in a
box translational invariance is lost and tw o-point correlation finctions depend on both argum ents separately and not
only on their di erence. Furthem ore, the ground state expectation valie of som e operators becom es non-trivial, that
is, there are non-trivial onepoint correlation functions. T his is the case of the density operator (see below ). H owever,
the operator ' ®) continues to have zero-expectation valie, inplying the absence of any continuous symm etry—
breaking even though the system is nite and bounded.

W e rst com pute the ground state expectation value of the density:

Xl . ( X 1 m 2K )

h k)i= o M FHon 0 Wipe= o0 1+ G ——— cos@m  ox+ n) ; (65)
m= 1 m >0 0d@xPL)
where the coe cientsc, and , arem odeldependent [_6-2_5] T he above expression is valid in the scaling lm i, which
for the above expression m eans that m infx;L. xg a, ie. su cintly far from the boundaries. It is noticeable that
h &)iexhibits Friedel oscillations, Independently of the statistics of the constituent particles. T his is not surprising
In view of the many comm on features exhibited by interacting bosons and ferm ions in one-dim ension, and whose
origin was already discussed in Sect. IT. In the them odynam ic lin i, the replacem ent d@xRL) ! Pxjshows that
the di erent oscillating term s in the expression forh )i decay from the boundary as power law s w th increasingly
large exponents: m K ©rm = 1;2;::: indicating that only the leading two tem s are in portant.
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N ext we consider the m ore com plicated tw o-point correlation functions. W e begin w ith the density-density corre—
Jation function,

8 9
<1 Xt . 0.0 =
h &) 6)i=  Sh ®E. & )igpe+ et o T I 0 KA 2m 0,0 ) ope |
) mm%= 1 !
( 2 2
- 2, kX 0 - kK T
0 22 ,dx #pL) 22 ,d&x+ xRL)
o i, )
, de+ x'pL) " F gt omx mx) )
am;mo 1 Doty 2 02
nomom 1 dex  #PL) [od@xPL)T ¥ [odExtpL)" ¢

U sing the results of A ppendix I_D-: one can also obtain the one-particle densiy m atrices ofbosons and ferm ions. The
corresponding expressions read:
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FIG . 8: Phase correlations for a system ofbosons in a box. In the kft plot, x® hasbeen xed to the center of the box, whilk
phase correlations are sam ple as x is shifted tow ards the right end. In the right plot, x° is close to the keft end and as x increases
we m ove tow ards the right end. A s rem arked in the case of a ring, the system becom es less phase sti asK isdecreased. This
m eans that in this case the boundary conditions have a large e ect on the phase correlations in the Tonks lim it K = 1) than
in the weakly interacting lim it ® 1).
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The coe clentsa p m o7l m 0 @and Gy m 0 arem odekdependent com plex num bers. In contrast w ith the case of periodic
boundary conditions, w here these prefactors can shown to be real, this cannot be established in the present case t_7-C_i]
T he above expressions are accurate in the scaling lim it, which fortwo-point correlation fiinctionsm eansthat k 303

a aswellasm nfx;x%L x;L &y a. It is also worth m entioning that the buk behavior is recovered for
¥ ¥7 mnfx;x%L  x;L  fg, ie.m ostly nearthe center ofthe box (see Fig.8). In this lim i, the less oscillating
tem sarethosewithm = m % which exhibit, in the them odynam ic lin i, the sam e a]gebraicdecay as the correlations
for the ring geom etry. It is also worth pointing out that in the Tonks lm it (ie. for K = 1), the lrading tem of
Eqg. €67) agrees w ith the asym ptotic result cbtained in Ref. -43'

n #
p
Y dEexPL)dex"PL)
n v Or .= Tonks 0
x) & )iep 0 Do dx+ x°PL)dx #PL)

N

; (69)

where B §Pks = 2 1P —2p 6/ o214 @ 7 12824271 is G laisher’s constant) . N ote that this is the sam e prefactor
as the one found for PBC’s, which is not suprising given that both correlation fiinctions have the sam e bulk lim it.

Tt is Interesting to point out that forparticles in a box there are tw o types of exponents that characterize the decay
of correlation fiinctions. C onsider for instance the density correlation finction, Eq. C_6-§) . tsbuk behavior (ie. near
the center of the box) is govemed by the exponent 2m 2K for a ham onic that oscilatesase 2®  ©& *) However,
the asym ptotic behavior when one of the coordinates is taken near the boundary is govemed by a di erent exponent.
Thus ifwe set x° a and x ¥, a term that oscillates as e 2™ °*in the correlation function falls o with the
exponent equalto m K , ie. the sam e exponent that we have already encountered for the Friedel oscillations of the
density. For the boson density m atrix the corresponding exponentsarem 2K + 3=4K w hereas for the form ions they are
M + 1=2)?K + 3=4K . It is in portant to stress that the presence of the boundary breaks the (Lorentz) invariance of
H. making space and tin e directions non-equivalent. To see this, consider a dynam ic correlation fiinction such lke
the G reen’s ﬁmctjon h ¥ x;t) (x ;0)i, or bosons, orh y x;t) (x ;0)i, for ferm ons (£> 0). U sing the expressions
of A ppendix -D:, and perfom ing the analytical oontJnuatJon ! it after setting x = ¥ a, one obtains that the
leading term decaysast '™ fort a=v, (Brboth bosonsand ferm jons). This in contrast w ith the behavior of the
sam e functions in the bulk, where space and tin e are equivalent (ie. Lorentz invariance is restored) and one expects
a behavior lke t ™2 frbosonsand t ¢ *¥)=2 or £ jons. [75]

To illustrate both nite-size and con nem ent e ects we show in FJg 8 the behavior of leading term in Eg. (E7-),
which correspondsto the phase uctuationshe * ®et @i (Le.m = m %= 0).A smentioned above, the correlation
fiinction is now a finction of x and x° separately. Thus, I Fiy. 8 we have considered two situations. In the plot on
the Jeft, we take x° to be the center of the box. Thus it can be seen that the powerdaw (ouk) behavior is a good
approxin ation for x around L=2, w hereas the phase correlations deviate from i asx approaches the right end of the
box (ie. orx ¥ > 03L. These deviations becom e m ore in portant as K is decreased and the system approaches
the Tonks 1lim it K = 1). This isbecause, as rem arked In the previous subsection, the system becom es less phase sti
asK decreases. Thus, for an aller K the boundary conditions have a lJargere ect in decreasing the phase correlations
near the ends of the box. However, for larger K the system exhibits a larger phase sti ness, and phase correlations
decay very slow ly, even near the boundaries. Furthem ore, the deviations from the power-law behavior are an aller.
H ow ever, these deviations becom e m uch larger w ith distance ifnow x°= 0:L, ie. when x° is xed near the left end
of the box. Then, the buk powerdaw is no longer a good approxin ation and we can observe deviations from i for
adecade: from x ¥ 0L tox £ L. The reasons or this deviations is that initially the correlations decay
according to the buk power-law , but they rapidly crossover to a decay govemed by the exponent 3=4K (recallthat
m = m%= 0). Near the right boundary, the correlation finction must vanish. This is because the pinning of the
density eld (x) atx= L makes uctuate the phase at that point wildly.

C . Correlations at nite tem perature

A s described in A ppendix :_C-: the sam e m ethods that have allowed us to obtain the correlation finctions ofa nie
ring at zero tem perature also allow to obtain expressions for the correlation fiinctions of an in nie system at nie
tem perature (see below ).
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At nite tem perature one nds (see A ppendix E:) that correlations decay exponentially w ith distance (@s opposed
to the algebraic decay found at T = 0 orL ! +1 ). ThercfPre, In the expressions below, we shall keep only the
lading tem s, which e ectively m eansthat we cuto the seriesofham onicsatm = 0 (forthe boson density m atrix,
and at m j= 1 for the density correlation function and the ferm ion density m atrix. T hus the follow Ing expressions
are obtained:

( )

h &) (0)i 2, K L1 + B ws@ ox) L1 + (70)
= —-_— cos X _— e H
¥ 0 2 2  ,sinh ( x=Lg) 0 o sihh ( x=Lg )
1
h ¥ &) ()i A L1 oy 1)
1 = —_— iy
°® yshh ( x=Lp)
N
h )& # Qi = o€ ———— sinj oxj+ :::; (72)

osinh ( x=Lr)

the din ensionless coe cientsA ;B , and C arem odeldependent. In Sect. 1V B 'we shalldiscusshow to x the prefactor
r the bosonic density m atrix, Eq. ¢7L)

From the previous expressions one can see that the behavior of the correlations \crosses over" from algebraic
decay for a ®J< L to exponential exp[ kFL(T)]HOr Kj L. (T). The characteristic decay length L (T)
depends on the correlation function. Thus, for the non-oscillating part ofh ) )%, L. (T) Ir . However, for
the oscillating part L. (T ) L (T)= hve= KT = hw = T . For the phase correlations, however, the characteristic
distance is ofthe orderof . (T)= hvgK= T = hvyy= T = h® (=M T, the latter expression being valid only in system s
w ith G alilean invariance. O ne can use the previous expressions also in nite-size system s provided the tem perature
is high enough. The value of T for which these characteristic lengths becom e of the order of the system size, L,
give us a rough estin ate of the tem perature scale below which nitesize and con nem ent e ects are In portant.
Since, In general, Lt € L. 6 L , this tem perature scale depends on the correlation function. Thus, for the phase
correlations, L (T) L forT hy= L = h?® ¢=M L, the latter expression applying to system s wih G alilan
Invariance. However, for the density correlations, Lt = LorL (T) L, whichever gives the highest value of T .
Hence, T = maxfhvs= L;hvs= K Lg.

IV. DELTA-INTERACTING BOSONSASA LUTTINGER LIQU ID
A . Extracting the Luttinger liquid param eters from the B ethe-ansatz solution

In what ollows, we shall illustrate m any of the conoepts introduced above by considering a m odel of bosons
Interacting w ith a zero-range potential {_325, :_5;%‘] T his is relevant to cold atom ic vapors, where atom sm ainly Interact
through the swave scattering channel, and their interaction is param etrized by the swave scattering length, as.
O Ishanii t_é] has shown that the interaction between atom s con ned In 1D wave guide with transverse ham onic
con nem ent is well described by a zero-range interaction potentialv(x ¥)=g ( %), where

= - ; 73
g MY%1l CE=%) 73

where a5 is the three-din ensional scattering length, C = 14603 ::; and % = P h=M !, is the transverse oscillator
length. There is a single din ensionless param eter, = M g=h o, which dqaracter_izes the di erent regines (som e
authors prefer to use the 1D gasparam eter ¢ gip jwhich isrelatedto by = 2=yRip ). Them odelthusde ned
is exactly solvable. Its solution for periodic boundary conditions was found by Lieb and Liniger BZ '33 w hereas
the case w ith open boundary conditions was solved by G audin [52 Lieb and Liniger were also able to com pute the
ground state energy per particke aswell as the cham ical potential and the sound velocity by num erically solving a set
of integral equations. O ne can thus obtain the phase and density sti ness, vy and vy , by w r:irjng Integral equations
which allow one to obtain these param eters. T hese equations were w ritten dow n by Haldane 1’_53 However, we shall
not ollow this path here but instead, we shall adopt a di erent approach IB5| '56] W e rst numerically nd the
solution of the B ethe-ansatz equations [34, 541,

kiL=2 L+ 2 tan (74)
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FIG . 9: Density and phase sti ness as a function of = M g—h2 . The dots are the result of the num er:ical calculation of vy
from the Betheansatz equations. The daéled line corresponds to the Bogolubov result for w , Eq. {_76 T he dotted-dashed
line is the lJarge— asym ptotic resul, Eq. 171)

W hen deriving these equations we have assumed that the boundary conditions are not periodic but tw isted
as in ('_32:), w here is the twist In the phase. In the ground state the set of integers fI;g._ Ll o
£ N, 1)=2; M 3)=2;:::5; 0, 3)=2; M, 1)=2g B2,/54]. The ground state energy for N, particlks and a
phase twist can be com puted from the solution to the above equations,

2
R0 p2y2

) 2M
i=1

EoWNyg; )=

(75)

and using Eq. 1) and {3"}) vy and vy can be num erically com puted Ué The results of these calculations are
shown in gures -§ and :L() Fi. d show s the behavior of the phase (vy) and density sti ness (vy ) as a function of
the din ensionless param eter = M g—h 0. W e have num erically obtained vy to show explicitly that, because of the
G alilean invariance ofthem odel, vy = v .

A s already pointed out by Lieb and Liniger t_3-2:, :_3-31, the Bogoliibov approxin ation for the ground state energy
yields a very accurate expression of the sound velocity or < 10. Hence,

P—
W = v — 1 2— : (76)
However, for 1 one can extract an asym ptotic expression for  from either the expressions for obtained for
large by Lieb and Liniger 32] or from a strong coupling expansion of energy 24,,31], which yields:
8

In Fig. :_l-(_)‘ we have plotted the param eters v and K as function of . They also show good agreem ent w ith the
asym ptotic resultsat small ,

P P— 1=2
Vs = w — 1 — ; (78)

(79)

=
I
i

=
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TABLE I: Transhtion table toK fOor som e values ofK used in this paper.

K
+1 1
3517 2
0:7126 4

and large ,

4
Ve = w 1 — ; (80)
4

K = 1+ — (81)

From FJg:_Z[QI one can see thatas varies from zero to In nity, K varies from in niy tol. Thus, K = 1 correspoondsto
the Tonks lim i, which is also the value ofK for non-interacting ferm ions. F inally, In table Twe provide a \translation
tabl" between K and  for the values ofK used in plots of this article.

B. Remarkson cut-o s and prefactors

O ne of the disadvantages of the ham onic— uid approach is that it cannot provide explicit expressions for the
prefactors of the correlation fiinctions. A s obtained within this approach, they are cut-o dependent quantities
and their values depend on the particular reqularization schem e used in the calculation This is a signature of non—
universality, ie. the prefactors depend on the m icroscopic details of the m odel. T hus, they must be xed by other
m eans, eitther by com paring w ith num erical results or by adopting a physically sensible regu]anzatjon schem e (this is
possbl in certain m odels) and using rather sophisticated form -factorm ethods (see eg. 58 and references therein).
Som etin es expressions for the prefactors can be obtained in certain lim its by working directly w ith the m icroscopic
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FIG . 10: Luttingerliquid param eters vs. =M g=h2 0. The dashed lines are the snall approxin ations obtained from

Bogoliubov theory whereas the dotted-dashed lines correspond to the asym ptotic expressions for large
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m odel. T his is the case for the Tonks lin it of delta— Jnteractjng bosons [fl-Z_i' ‘,_5-9' ] or for a num ber of lattice m odels, such
like the quantum -Ising m odel and or the XY m odel ﬂ60 .61-

Before Jum ping into the discussion of the prefactors for the m odel of delta-interacting bosons, ket us pause for a
m om ent to consider a question that will be relevant for the xing of the prefactors, nam ely the dependence of the
wavenumber cut-o g. = =hvy on . Asmentioned in previous sectjons, for delta-interacting bosons the di erent
regin esare characterized by a single din ensionlessparam eter, = M g—h 0rW h%e g isthe strength ofthe interaction.
For weakly interacting bosons (ie. ! 0) q ! 1= 172 where = h= M isthe healing length. On the
other hand, for strongly Interactingbosons ( ! +1 ), ! 0=2. The full dependence can be cbtained from the
num erical solution of the B ethe-ansatz equations C_7-£_i) . The result for g, hasbeen plotted in Fjg.:_l-]_: .

A swe have m entioned at the beginning of this section, w thin the ham onic- uid approach the prefactors depend
ofthe cuto ,a < q ' (see Appendix £!). In the weakly interacting regin e, Popov 20, 48] was abk to obtain the
prefactor of the onebody density m atrix . In our notation, his result reads:

P -

2 C =2
g x)=h Y& Qi= — ; (82)
4%
or 1. In the previous expression C = 0:57721 ::: is Euler’s constant and  the healing length, = ' 172,
Taking into account that the num erical factor e® © —4 = 1037’ 1, we notice that the above result can be obtamed
w ithin the ham onic- uid approach by setting the short-distance cut-o a= . Indeed, thism akesa lot of sense since,
as discussed above, In the weakly interacting lim it one expects that a = g, 1= . Things becom e m ore interesting

when one expresses both the exponent and the prefactor in tem s of the Luttinger-liquid param eter K , so that one
can m ake contact w ith the way g; (x) was w ritten in previous sections,

. APopov (K )
h ¥ 0)yi= —22_ 7, 83
&) ©) e @3)
where we have used that, in the weakly hteractihg lm i, K = =2 1. The din ensionless prefactor (heglecting
thedi erencee® ©=4 1’ 0:037) is
K 1=2K

Apopov K)= — : (84)

1 pr—— T —r— T

0 sl sl sl sl sl
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FIG.1l: Largemomentum cuto vs. .Atlhrge ,q ! 0=2, whereas or small , ¢ = p_o:h, ie. the inverse

healing length.
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TABLE II:Num erical prefactor of the onebody density m atrix as obtained from Eg @é ) vs. exact and di usion M onte C arlo
OMC) resuls.

=M g:h2 0 K K from the exponent CEXaCt/D MC) APopov K ) AExact=DM C
+1 1 1 0:5642 0:5214
2 10 1:002 10 0:565 0:530
66667 1584 1582 0:806 0760
2:0 2523 21525 0:957 0:951
0:0667 12425 12469 106 106
2 10° 70:50 70:42 1:02 1:02
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FIG.12: M omentum distrbbution at nite tem perature for the Tonks gas K = 1). The Inset shows that the asym ptotic
behavior isnot asp 2 , as expected for a lorentzian but rather as p1 & 1 =p =

In view of this result, one may be very tem pted to use this expression or any value of K relevant to thJs m odel
(le. 1 K < +1). The result, when com pared with the di usion M onte C arlo data reported in Ref., 21 and exact
results {42, .43 59], is very surprising (see Table ﬂ It is ound that Eq. (84) is accurate w thin less than 10% over
the whole range of K values, becom ing essentially exact forK 1, asexpected. T his fact is quite rem arkable taking
Into account that from K 10 to K = 1 the prefactor changes by a alm ost a factor oftwo.

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

In the previous sections we have equipped ourselves w ith the tools to characterize the behavior of one-din ensional
cold-atom system s. In this characterization the LuttingerJiquid param eters v and K play an prom inent role. The
latter is especially In portant because it enters the exponents of the correlation finctions, and govems their algebraic
decay at zero tem perature. Furthem ore, the value of K also tells us to which kind of instabilities the system can
becom e unstable when perturbed. A wellkknown exam ple [_l§‘, :_3(_]'] is the quantum -phase transition to a M ott-nsulator
In the presence of a com m ensurate periodic potential, which takes place (strictly speakingat T = Oand L ! 1)
for arbitrarily weak potentials at K < 2. At nite tem perature, the behavior of the system is characterized by the
correlation lengths Lt ,L (T) and L (T), which are com binations of the param eters vg;K and the tem perature, T .
Aswe are Interested in the bulk properties of 1D system s, we shall focus in this section on the im plications of the
correlation fiinctions previously derived for the experim ental cbservations.
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FIG .13: M om entum distrdution at nite tem perature fora system with K = 2. The inset show s that the asym ptotic behavior

isnotasp 2, but rather as plz2K = P 3=,

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 easarem ents at large m om entum transfer {18, 57, 8]. At tem peratures
T T = h? 0=M L, one can safely neglect nitesize and boundary e ects. In this tam perature range the e ects of
the inhom ogeneiy in ham onically trapped system s can be treated using the localdensity approxin ation as described
n Reﬁ.:_é]‘,:_ég‘. For a uniform system , the m om entum distrbution is de ned as the Fourder transform ofg; ;T ), ie.

Z +1 )
nE;T)’ dxe ®* g &;T) (85)
1
A fler introducing Eq. (/1) into this expression and approxin ating the prefactor by Apopoy K ) = K= )'"2% , we
obtain the follow ing expression :
1=2K 1 5 .
2K L 2K 1 1=4K + ipL =2K
Ny R oL (T) 1 L Rre ( JP. T) ) 86)
K 2K (a8 1=4K + ipL (T )=2K)

pP—

where L. (T) = h? oMT = | % (7 = h= MT isthe de Broglie themm al wave-dength) is the phase correlation
length. This expression forn (;T) is di erent from the lorentzian form comm only used throughout the literature.
T he orentzian results from taking the Fourier transform of

K2 1=2K
g &;T)" o S 3) e FFPL M), (87)
0
which is the asym ptotic form of gy (x;T) or kXj Lt .Hence,
1
2 2k 1

1 1=2K

n’E@;T)" 4 — (oL (T)) 88)

1+ @epL (@)

In Figs. ié, :_ii_%, and ié we com pare both om s, Eq.@-é) and C_§§‘); n@;T)=n©;T) and n°@;T)=n’(0;T) are plotted
against pL. (T'). O ur calculations assum e the scaling lim i, which in these plots m eans that pj < @q.Forpj o,
0 Ishaniiand D unko have shown [I§]thatn ;T) p *.From gures3,13, and 14 one can draw the conclusion that
the orentzian is a good approxin ation for large K , ie. for weakly interacting bosons. The w idth of the lorentzian
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FIG .14: M om entum distribbution at nite tem perature fora system with K = 4. The inset show s that the asym ptotic behavior

isnotasp ?,but ratherasp'™* '=p 7%,

is proportionalto L (T) / (=T, which thus provides a m easure of this ratio. However, n the Tonks lin it the
mom entum distribbution at T > T looksm ore lke a stretched lorentzian. T he reason is that, In the Jarge m om entum
lin i, n (;T) as given by Eq. §7), behaves as a powerdaw: p ¢ 172€) p 2, ®rK = 1. Experi entally,
extracting the Luttingerliquid param eter from n ;T ) m ay be hard because the true n (o;T) m ay not display this
algebraicbehavior n a su ciently w ide range ofp (set aside the com plicationsthat averaging g ; using the localdensity
approxin ation m ay introduce) . H ow ever, therem ay be som e chance to observe the m ore qualitative behavior show n by
these plots: asthe system ’s param eters are tuned (eg. by using a Feshbach or the con nem ent=induced resonance f_d])
tow ards the Tonks Iin it, the m om entum distribution should becom e m ore \stretched" and less Lorentzian-like.

A m ore quantitative estin ate of the Luttinger-liquid param eters near the center of the trap can be obtained from
the dynam ic density response function,

Z
@!) = dxdee"® T (x;1); 89)
i
xit) = b ©hl &;0; 0;0k; (90)
whose in aginary part is m easured in low-m om entum B ragg scattering experim ents @-é_i] In the low mom entum &
Iong wave-length) 1lim it, we can replace x;t) by &;t) = @x &;9= . Thus, using the equations of m otion for
(x;t), one can cbtain the result ( ! 0%):
Cl2 Vg
;)= — ; 91
@) h(+1iVp 12 (@) oL
where ! (@) = ve{gjPor #17 o.. Hence,
Vqu
Im 31)= —— ! ! V4! : 92
@!) 2nt @ [« @) ( @)1 92)

Since vy = vsK , the weight becom esK g=2. T hus by m easuring the dispersion ! () one can obtain vg, whereas from
theweight ofIn  (g;!), K can be m easured. Inhom ogeneiy e ects can be treated also in this case w ithin the local
density approxin ation, as discussed in Ref. :fl-ff In this respect, we notice that In (g7 ! ) has the sam e structure as
the result from Bogoliibov approxim ation In d > 1. The only di erence is that it holds, as well as the expression for
n ;T ) derived above, for all values of the Interaction param eter , and not only in the weakly Interacting lim i.
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V. JASTROW BIJLWAVE FUNCTIONSAND LUTTINGER LIQUIDS

In Sect. IT it hasbeen shown that the low -energy soectrum ofa Luttinger liquid is com pletely exhausted by phonons
w ith linear dispersion. T his phonons are nothing but collective oscillations of the density and the phase. In view of
this fact, one m ay wonder what kind of correlations are built into the ground state wave ﬁmctJon by these collective
excitations. The question has been considered in di erent contexts by several authors ﬁ45 .46] Here we restrict
ourselves to the case of particles in a box (OBC's). Taking inspiration from the work ofReatto and Chester I46] we
w rite the ground state wave fiinction ©orN 3 bosons In a box as follow s:

o®iji5xn )= c®ijiiniXy ) o Rijiiiixy ) (93)

¥o

ToXiiiiniXy,) = sin I (94)

that is, all the N lie in the lowest-energy or_’ojtalsjn( x=L). Asfor xi1;:::;%Xy,) we willobtain an asym ptotic
expression vald for k; x%3j a,Pri;j= 1;:::; . In this lim it the correlations between particles are dom inated
by the zeropoint m otion of the collective excztat:ons.

In order to obtain the asym ptotic behavior of ., we consider the ground-state wave function of the low -energy
Ham iltonian (in this section X denotes the operator of the corresponding classicalvariable A ),

Z
A hvs L A2 K A 2
He = dx — &+ — @ &) : (95)
2 K
For OBC'’s, it is convenient to use the follow ing expansions:
r__
A A X A
x) = o+ T q COs(ax); (96)
a> 0
r__
x) = o+t T q COs(@Ax); (97)
a> 0

where g= n =L, wih n a positive integer and "o=2N N . The canonical com m utation relations now read
0i 0 = 1 (98)

99)

0 = 1 ogi0t

W e shallwork in rst quantization, which m eans that the wave function . is regarded as functionalof (x). From
the second of the above com m utation rules

~ @
g= 1 . (100)
¢ q
T herefore, when expressed in tem s of Fourier m odes the H am iltonian takes the form
X ALl 5 # X " 5 #
A h w A A h w K @
., =+ % 2y, E o _Dbw 2 £ =, 01)
2K a a 2K 4 @ 2
a> 0 o> 0 a

ie. it represents a collection of decoupled ham onic oscillators, and therefore its ground state is just a product of
gaussians:

2
c=exp — @ — (102)
q
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W hen expressed n tem s of (%), this function becom es:

( . Z . 7 . )
c= exp > dx &’ ®K &;x%) ®9 ; (103)
0 0
w here
K(O) 2—X eaqcos( )COS( O)I i]l’l 4 sin LX% sin M . (104)
e LK a B ST T 2L 2L :

ag> 0

N otice that K (x;x9) depends on the short-distance cut-o a and therefore, it cannot correctly describe short-distance
correlationswhere x 3. The second expression above is thus only asym ptotically correct.

A swediscussed in Sect. IT, the con gurationsof (x) describe long wave—-ength density uctuations, ie. the \slow "
part of the densiy. T hus, we are quite tem pted to m ake the replacem ent  (x) ! x) = i"l (% x).However,
in doing this we m ust be carefilenough to rem ove the tem s that involve the function K (x;x’) evaluated at x = x°
shoeK (x;x% cannot describe short-distance correlations (In R ef. I_l]‘] we failed to notice this, and as a result the wave
function obtained there is not com pltely correct. See below for the correct expression). If we do so, the llow ing
function is obtained In temm s of particle coordinates:

Y &+ X3) & ) T 1 Y x; x5 17K
_____ _ . 1 J . 1 Xj - - i _j .
c B %XN,) sin oL sin oL o me D cos I cos T ; (105)
i< § i< 5
Hence, the com plete ground-state wave fiinction reads
Y %3 x; 1K o x5
o®i;iixy,) =N cos I cos ER sin I (106)

where N is the nom alization constant. L

T here are several reasons to believe that the wave function I_l(_)Q‘) is, at least asym ptotically, correct. F irst, In the
non-interacting Im it K ! +1 (ie. ! 0 Por delta-interacting bosons), ! 1, and one recovers the independent-
particle ground state o= "o . On the other hand, In theTonkslmitK = 1,  isthe exact ground state ofa system
of hard-core bosons in a box [fl;%'] Furthem ore, if one repeats the above calculation forbosons in a ring, the resul is
the wellkknow Jastrow -B ijl function:

0 ®jiinixy,)=N sin T L (107)

It tums out that this is the exact ground state w ave function of the C alogero-Sutherland m odel [_55], which isam odel
of hard-core bosons w ith long-range interactions, and whose H am iltonian reads [_7]]:

n? X0 @2 n?X K 'g ' 1
el A o & 108
=1 o% i< g ey in)]z

Hes =

It is also known that thism odelalso has a solution under ham onic con nem ent ﬂ_6§;], ie. for

h2 X° @2 M 12X X g 1 1
Hgs= Ve —2+? xf+— CK—Z)~ (109)
Mo e =1 Moy &%)
T he exact ground-state wave function has a sin ilar structure to Eq. {(:)Q)
Y ¥ o
0®jiiRy,) = i xjij e M ixi=2h, (110)

i<j i=1

T here is also a good chance that the Jatterw ave finction m ay be asym ptotically correct for otherm odels of interacting
bosons in a ham onic trap.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have addressed the properties of one-din ensional system s of cold atom s using the ham onic— uid
approach (also know as \bosonization"). Besides review Ing the m ethod in pedagogical detail, we have argued that
it allow s to treat boson and fermm ifon system s both in strongly and weakly interacting lim its. W e have also shown
how concepts and results obtained using the B ogoliibov-P opov approach (fl]‘, :fl§'] and ism odi cations E_B:, Zq'n] can be
naturally recovered using bosonization, which in our opinion ismuch sin pler conceptually. W hen com bined w ith the
conform al eld theory m ethods explained in the appendices, i becom es a very pow erflil tool to obtain the finctional
form s of the correlation finctions for various geom etries (ring, box w ith D irichlet BC’s), and also nitetem perature
correlations. T he m ethod has som e lin itations, however, as it cannot provide explicit expressions for the prefactors
of the correlation finctions, which tum out to be m odeldependent. M oreover, for strongly interacting system s it
becom es di cult, without further input, to relate the phenom enological param eters v ;7 and vy to the m icroscopic
param eters of the m odel at hand. Neverthelss, for a relevant m odel of bosonic cold atom s, we have shown that
one can successfilly extract those param eters from the exact B etheansatz) solution. Furthem ore, the prefactor of
the onebody dens:jisy m atrix could be pxed w ith less than 10% error by expressing a result ocbtained In the weakly
interacting im it 48] in term s of K =  vy=vy . These resuls should allow for a quantitative com parison w ith the
experim ent. In this respect, we have discussed how to extract the Luttinger-liquid param eters K and vg = = wy Vg
(ie. the sound velocity) from B ragg-scattering m easurem ents of the density response finction and nitetem perature
mom entum distribution. For the latter quantity, we have argued that, as a system is tuned into the Tonks regin e,
the niteT momentum distrbution should becom e m ore stretched, as com pared to the lorentzian form exhibited by
n (©;T) in the weakly Interacting lin . Looking forward to experin ents where these predictions can be tested, we
hope that the present work w ill foster the use of the ham onic— uid approach in the study of 1D cold-atom system s.
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APPENDIX A:COMMUTATION RELATIONS OF (X)AND (%)

In the m ain text we have often used the com m utation relation:
[ ®); ®)]=1i & R); @1)

which statesthat () and thephase (x) are canonically conjugated in a low energy subspace. W e now proceed to
give a heuristic derivation of it (@ di erent argum entation can be found in A ppendix 3_3: In term s of path Integrals).
O ur starting point w illbe the follow Ing com m utation relation between the density and m om entum density operators:

[ ®);3p &)= hee & £ &) @2)
T his result can be m ost easily derived by working In  rst quantization, where
R
x) = ® %) @3)
i=1
by

1
P &) = > pi & %)+ & x)p;: @ 4)
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In the previous expressions x; and p; =  ih§, stand for the position and m om entum operators, respectively. N ext,
we shall consider Iong wave-length uctuations of the density and the current. Thuswe st (x) o+ (x) and,
upon linearizing,

5 h y y

B &)= 3 ®)ex &) @x "K) &) hoQx &); @®5)

we arrive at
[ @)@ &)= i & R: @ 6)
By integrating this expression over x°, it reduces to
[ ®); ®91=1 & RD+C: @7)
T he integration constant C m ust be zero since from this com m utation relation it must follow that
Nje ® ®]=e®®; @8)

which follows from the fact that the eld operator Y (x) adds particles to the system . Thus we have provided a
jasti cation HrEq. @ 1). A tematively, one could have written Eq. @ 6) as

Ry ®;@0 &)I=1Qo & H= 1@ & I; @9)
w hich upon integration over x becom es:
[ ®);@,0 &)= i &« %+c° @10)

To show that the constant C %= 0 one has to work a little bit m ore i this case. For open boundary conditions one
has to work out this result r 0 < x;x° < L by usihg the m ode expansions, Eqgs. {4748), and then form ally taking
thelimita ! 0'.Forperiodic boundary conditions, however, this is required for the expression:

Ui ol=1 @11)

to hold. T hus, after setting C = 0 and de ning the canonicalm om entum x)= @y )= ,we can write the above
com m utation relation as:

[ ®); ®9]=1i &x R: @12)

This is just a di erent representation of the duality of the elds ) and (), which provide two com plem entary
descriptions of the low -energy physics. F nally, we urge those readers unhappy w ith the rather non-rigorous treatm ent
of operators in this appendix and Sect. IT to consult appendix :|_3: to be reassured of the correctness of the results.

APPENDIX B:PATH INTEGRAL FORM ULATION

Our goal in this appendix is to present a som ew hat di erent, but at the sam e tin e com plem entary derivation of
som e aspects of the ham onic- uid approach. To this purpose, we w ill em ploy the path Integral form alisn . W e also
com pute the low -tem perature lin it of the partition function to show that the spectrum described by this form ulation
has the sam e structure and degeneracies as the one obtained from the Ham iltonian given In Eq. {_2§') of Sect.-'_]‘_[c_:.

Asexplined in eg. Ref. :_6-5_5, the partition finction ofa bosonic system in the grand canonicalensamble, Z can be
w ritten as a coherent-state path integral:

Z
z= ©d d]eSst il B1)
The functionalS [ ; ]isthe (euclidean) action, and for the the Ham iltonian in Eq. C_l-]_;) has the follow ing form
Zy Z h 2
d h
st ;1= —  d&x h & )@ &5 ) & ) & ) F— B &7 )3
o h o 2m

Z g i

1
+3 vk x) & ) &%) ) & ): B2)

0
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p—. rP— .
U sing \polar coordinates", ; )= ®; )& ® dand (x; )= z; el ® ) where (; )and (x; )are
real functions (ie. not operators), the action becom es:
Zy d Z h. n2 n
S = — dx th & )@ &; )t— ; )@ & )+ =@ (x5 )
o h 2m 2
Z .
n? e & ) 17 .
+—_ = ;o) = dx ; ;7o) 3
= =) i )+ O & vk B &) ®3)

N ext we proceed to give a m ore explicit m eaning to the coarsegraining procedure used In Sect. IT. A s explained there,
we rst split:

;)= <& )+ > &) ®B4)
®; )= <& )+t > &) B5)

where . x; ) and s x; ) descrbe the fast m odes, ie. those w ith m om enta higher than a 1= mnfR 1;ch, and

frequencies higher than ! . . The elds ¢ xX; ); < ®; ) descrdbe the slow m odes. To give a m orem athem atically
precise de niion, we can de ne the slow part ofagiven eld,hx; )= K; ); &; ) as
Z
he %k )= dxd 'f& Oh &% ; ®6)

where f (x; ) is a slow ly varying function over distances a and im agihary tines h=!. The low-tem perature
description of the system is obtained by coarsegraining the action, ie. by integrating out the fast m odes. Thuswe
de ne the e ectivelow energy action by

Z
e Sexli 1l - b’l>d>]es[>;>”]; ®B7)
where, just as we did in Sect. II, we have param etrized the slow m odes by < X; )and &; ), such that
< & )= & &; )= .Inthegeneralcase, perform ing the functional integral nvolved in Eqg. q1_37)Jthnot%asibJe

H ow ever, on physicalgrounds and from the structure of the m icroscopic action, Eqg. @_3), one can guess the follow ing
form [78]:

Zy Z h. i

. = l . . VSK . VS . 2
Se [r ]_ d dx _@x (xr )@ (Xr )+— (@x (xr ))2+ 2 (@x (xr ) O)

0 0 2

®8)

For weakly interacting system s one can perform the coarsegraining perturbatively , and to the lowest order this
am ounts to keeping only the quadratic term s In the gradients of and . Thus, for Instance, or delta-interacting

bosonsonehasvy; = v;K = h (=M = v, asdiscussed in Sect. IT, and vy = vs—K =, g=h + O (). Forthism ode],
one can also show, using the e ective ferm ionic H am iltonian reported in Ref. I:Z& 24: that the action has the form

Bd),withvy;=v andw = v 1 8 '+ 0( 2).Sucha derivation willbe given elsew here [56] (the result for
vy can be also obtained from the expressions given by Lieb and Liniger for the chem icalpotential at large ).

Note that the mn agihary term (ie. the Berry phase) ih@; @ = indicates that @ = f(and hence &; )) is
canonically conjugated to let as In the original action the Berry phase re ected that and are canonically
conjigated elds (seeeg. Ref. -69.)

For bosons, the path integralm ust be perform ed over con gurationsthat obey x; + h )= (x; ) besides the
periodic boundary conditions, &+ L; )= (x; ). Hence, from the expressions for the eld operators in term s of

and , these eldsmust obey the follow Ing boundary conditions:

®+mL; 4+ nh ) = ®; )+m N +n P; B9)
x+mL; +nh ) = x; )*+m J+n Q; B10)
wherem ;n are arbitrary integers,and ( 1Y = ( 1f =

A fter obtaining the low -energy e ective action, S, , we notice that it describes a quadratic theory. T herefore, we
have two choices: to integrate out orto integrate out . Thisyieldstwo apparently di erent representations ofthe
theory. Ifwe integrate out and Introduce = 0X we obtaln

Z Z g h
Se [ 1= — d dx — @ )+ vs @ ) : B811)
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Had we integrated out Instead,

Zy Z g hy i
d dx — @ )Y+ vs@ ) +Sg: B12)

0 0 Vs

where Sy = i ROL dx [ x;h ) (x;0)]. This is a \surface" temm that can be in principle dropped. However, we
shallretain it in the com putation ofthe partition finction that follow sbecauseweareworkingw ith a nitesize system .
N otice that both representations, EQgs. (5_3_1}') and (5_3_12:), are dualto each other, in the sense that one can be obtained
from the other by m eans of the replacem ents  $ and K ' $ K . This property has in portant consequences, n
particular the correlation fiinctions ofone eld alone can be obtained from the corresponding correlation finction of
the other eld alne by means of the replacement K ! K !. Another inportant fature of these representations
is that they show that the rol played by K is that of an e ective "tem perature" or P lanck’s constant: W hen K
is large, the density eld, , uctuates wildly whereas the phase eld, , behaves aln ost classically. For instance,
this is what happens in a system of weakly interacting bosons (a \quasi-condensate" at nite T, which resembles
more and more a BEC as the tem perature is lowered). On the other hand, when K is an all i is the phase that
uctuates m ore violently whereas the density behavesm ore classically. T his corresponds to a system whose behavior
approaches crystallization. H owever, In both cases no sym m etry breaking can take place in one-din ension, as both
phase transitions BEC and crystallization) break continuous symm etries. At m ost, as it is em phasized in the m ain
text, one gets quasi-long range order.
W e nally com pute the partition fuinction using the representation ofthe action in term softhephase eld,Eqg. @:12:) .
)i

Uponwritihg (; )= "o( )+ xJ=L+ Q=@ )+7&; ),where ( 1J= ( 1P = 1,and ( +h )="0( ) is
the spatially hom ogeneous part of (x; ), whereas
1 X i(ax )
X )= * Y ! 13
x; ) — e @!) B13)
1 ;96 0
with g= 2 m=L and ! = 2 n=h ),andm § 0;n integers. At this point i must be stressed that these Fourier

expansions must be cut-o at a momentum g al. E ectively, this can achieved by restricting ourselves to

tem peratures m uch lower than hvg=a <
U sing the above decom position, the partition fiinction can be w ritten as the product:

Z = ZOZQZJZ: (Bl4)
w here
z z 8 z 2
2 . h _ i < K I h a~ =
Zo = d o (0) d% exp da — B15)
0 0 (0)= "o (@ ) T2 v d ;
X KLQ2
Zo = exp Ko7 et N9, B16)
2 hvg
even Q
S X h %K J? . ®17)
J exp oL r
evend 3 9
Z < x =
_ ~ K 12 2 s~ .
Z = Hdlexp Pt ws® @ B18)
: 2 vLh 60 H
a6 0;!

N otice that Zy is form ally equal to the In aghary-tin e propagator of a particle ofmassM o = K L=( v;) moving

on a line, sub fcted to the boundary condition that after a time = h i should retum to the starting point:
I; h )= "5(0). From this observation and the form of the in aghary-tin e propagator in one dimension: G ( ) =
M ¢=2 expf My (T"( ) o 0))%=2 g, we obtain that
z, S
N 2K L
Zg= d% 06 h )= : ®19)
0 h v

T he integral over the initial position 0 < 5 (0) 2 stem s from the fact that the partition function is a trace.
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N ext consider the other tem s of the product. U sing P oisson summ ation omulawe can rewrite Zg as ollows We
et Q = 29):

1 1 Z 4,
0 X 2 KLE  ,iyn,q. = * L7 ,
0 = exp — € ;= dz exp — + 2 iN Ng)z B20)
hvg 1 2 hwvK
ag= 1 N= 1
r
h v X! h v . N )2 ®21)
= ex [EE— ;
2K L P 2K L 0
N= 1
Thuswe can de ne
Znig = ZoZn 25 = x hvsK No)? . DK J2 B22)
N ;J 04N 4g exp oL 0 exp oL
N= 1 even J

The fact that N runs over all integers follow s from the requirem ent that Q is even, which is related to the bosonic
statistics of the particles, as i has been discussed above. _

Finally, we recognize in Z° the partition function of a system of non-interacting bosons [_69] w ith linear dispersion
! @ = hvs3j> O,

Y .1
7= 1 e hvs 713 : CBZ3)
g6 0
Hence,
Xt hwvK X hwvK Y 1
Z = — No)? —= g2 1 e P 24
exp oL N 0) exp oL B24)
N= 1 even J a6 0

T his resul is the sam e that can be obtained from the Ham iltonian In Eq. @-g') . This show s that the path Integraland
Ham ilttonian form ulations descrbe the sam e spectrum w ith the sam e degeneracies.

APPENDIX C:FINITE SIZE/TEM PERATURE CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

In this appendix we shall com pute two In portant correlations functions, from which any two-point correlation
function can be derived. Before we do it we w ill introduce a lot of new technology. These m ethods are related to a
symm etry of the phonon m odelde ned by H . known as conform al invariance, which has desp consequences. This
is a too vast sub Ect to be covered here, and we refer the Interested reader to the literature [_'5?, :_7-g, :_7-1:] H ow ever,
In the discussion below we shall try to be as selfcontained as possible. The introduction of this technology w ill be
lengthy at the beginning, but i really m akes life m uch easier when com plicated correlation fiinctions w ith di erent
boundary conditions need to be com puted. T hism eans that part of the resuls of this appendix w illbe also used In
the follow Ing one. Here we begin by considering a system w ith periodic boundary conditions. Let us rst de ne the
vertex operators:

A G )= a0 0 i &), Cc1)
O ne of the correlation functions in which we are interested is the ollow ing
Pomn & )An; n & )ipe: c2)
T he other one is
Ry & )8 &5 ippe: €3)

W e have explicitly w ritten that these correlation fiinctions ocbey PBC ’s to em phasize this aspect w ith respect to other
correlation functions that w ill show up below . In the above expressions stands for the In agihary tim e (see below ).

Before we proceed any further, it isusefulto introduce a new sest of elds, 1 ) and ; X), Inplicitly de ned by
the follow ing expressions:

1
&) = —P? [r &) 1 &)]; c4)

K
(X):T[R(x)"' L X)]: C5)
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W e next em ploy the m ode expansions presented In Sect:_]:_[a_: Tt is convenient to work w ith operators that depend

on the in aghhary tine . To nd the dependence on
the nom alm odes. For instance,

ofthe elds gy and

1., one solves the equations ofm otion for

d .
hd—b(q; )= He ;b@ )= hyaba ); ce)
which yieldsb(g; ) = b(ge V*™ , etc. W hen this is also done ©rN ;J aswellas or o and (, one nds
2 i X : h . ot
L& ) = o —Npv +ix)+ — &2 p( ged¥ TH i ( & T ;)
L @0 qL
21 X o z h . i
R(K; ) = + orp + —Ng (Vs ix) + — e *T? pe W 4 p (el ¥, (C8)
L qL
a> 0
whereg= 2 m=L m = 0; 1; 2;::7) and the zero m odes:
p— 0
oo. = K o P=—; c9)
K
R = K o+ p;{__; € 10)
N No) PR
Ny = —p—>0_ ; €11)
2 K 2
N Np) P
Ng = 20 4 C12)
2 K 2
C13)
Note that Ny; oo]1= Ngrj; or]1= ibut Np; gr]l= Ngr; or]l= 0,asllows from N; o]l= [J; ol= 1. Thus,
rR X; ) and 1 (x; ) commute, which im plies that the operator
Am " (X; )= é m; n)  (x; )ei m n) r x; ); (Cl4)
p— p—
where m;n)=m K =2+ n=2 K .Furthem ore,
Z L
hvg 5 2
He = dx @y » &®)°+ @k r &) C15)
0
T hus, the H am iltonian splits into two independent parts. The reason orthis isthat 1 &; ) and g &K; ) represent

m odes propagating in opposite directions. T his can be m ore clearly seen by m aking an analytic continuation to real
tin e: ! it. Thuswe see that ; x;t) = 1 &K+ vst) and therefore describes the m odes propagating to the keft
hence the subindex L), whereas g x;t) = r &  wt) represents the m odes propagating to the right (hence the
subindex R ). This property is called chirality.

To m ake contact wih conform al eld theory it is useful to Introduce com plex coordinates w = vg + ix and
= vg ix,and to denote z= & "L and z= & "= . Thus,
, X i 2 m i 2 m
L ) = L @= oL Ny, hz+ p— z"b — + 2"V —_— ; C16)
m L L
m=1
. Xt 1 n 2 m n 2 m
R, )= g@ =+ g + Ng Inz+ p— z"b — +2Z" P — c17)
m L L
m=1
W e also ntroduce the chiral vertex operators:
" # " #
i ; Xt gm 2 m Xt g n
V (z) = et 1@ =g i gt Nalzgy, § p=1 T exp i pP—b —— ; (C18)
m m
" m=1 # " m=1 #
. Xtogm 2 m X ogm 2 m
V (z) = et R@ =gl mg NalZgy, p—bP —— exp i P—Db —— C€19)
m=1 m L m=1 m L
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where : :m eans the operators are nom al ordered as Indicated above. H ow ever, the vertex operatorA,,, &X; ),as
given by Eq (C 14), isnot nom alordered. To w rite it In nom alorder form one m ust take into account that:

. _ 2
R S e 3T €20)

e

L
. _ 2
R Y c21)

where a is the shortdistance cuto Introduced in Sect.:l:'L_a_ However, n what llow s we shall not keep track of
those factors and w ill sin ply use the replacementse’ * @ | V (z) ande! =@ | V (z) ;m Eq. £14). A sdescrbed
below , these factors can be restored at a latter tim e by perform ing a confom al transform ation.

T he vertex operators just introduced have an interesting property that m akes easier the com putation ofn point

correlation finctions. T his property is:

Y
vV, (z1) . BB)1 = (zy %)’ %; €22)
j<k
Y
L @) V)l = (zy %) F C23)
<k
. P P . . o
provided that _; 5= 0 G i stands for the expectation over the ground state of,lee below ). This is som e
tin es called the neutrality condition. It can be regarded as a consequence that the H am ittonian, Eq. {Q_l_’:q') is invariant
under the in nitesinalshifts ! 1+ and g ! r + .Anctherway ofproving this condition is to notice that
D nyxh icE D P, P E
. i mi4 o 1 ny o
exp 1 my; ) or + myiny) or = e ! e It C24)

=1
P

vanishesunless jmy = jhy = 0 because the ground state is an eigenstate ofJ and N . At thispoint i is in portant
to ram ark that in the calculationsthat follow we assum e that in the ground statehJi= 0,lWN i= Ny (N ( being integer,
w hich In plies that we work in the canonicalensem ble). T his is the case orbosons, but for ferm ions the selection rule
( 1y = ( 1y requiresN, to be odd. However, if N is even, then the ground state is degenerate and hJi= 1.
T he in plications of this degeneracy are discussed below . T he neutrality condition as stated in Eq. {J_Z_Z!) In plies that
the only allowed vertex operators in this eld theory are those orwhich = (n; n) forthe keft-m oving eld and

= (0 ;n) Prthe rghtmoving eld, m and n being integers. O ther choices lad to non-integralexponentials of o
and o, which in generalare not physical.

Next we shallprove Eq. @22 W e shall rst do it for two vertex operators (ie. p = 2) and later explain how to
extend the proofto p> 2 Wwe consider left-m oving elds only, the proof for right-m oving elds is identical). T hus,

W (z)V (zp)i= te i OLeNL 1\’121ei oL g Ny, ]nzzei i(Zl)ei L(Zl)e i i(zz)e i L(Zz)i: € 25)
shg the ientity &*e® = ePBlPe and [ 1 @); | =)] = n g=71), where [ () =
1. z™b( 2 m=L)= m,one ndsthat

2

W (z)V (g)i=e Daeg W@ z=z)_ o 5y . C26)

T hus the rule to com pute the expectation value ofan arbitrary num ber of vertex operators isto rst separate the zero
modes from 1 and { .Next, commute allthe term s involving } and o to the left of the tem s nvolving ; and
N, . Every tin e one does so w ith a pair of operators iand j, one gets factorexp [ ; In(z; z)]= (zi 7)*I.The
nal expression is thus rendered into nom al order, that is, it has all the operators ;N to the right of { ;oL -
T he expectation value of the nom al ordered product equals unity provided the neutrality condition is ocbeyed (and
the ground state is not degenerate) .
U sing the above resuls,

hAm n (Zl;Z]_)A m; n (ZZ;Zz)i = m; n) (Zl)v (m ; n)(ZZ)ihv m ;n) (Zl)v m ;n) (ZZ)i

*m; n)

@ 2) @ z) o €27)
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which follow s upon using Eq. (C 14) and equations (9_2_2:,@_2; . How ever, this result does not yet produce the correct
correlation fiinction ©r PBC’sby sinply replacing z | € & * &)=L gnd z | & & &)=L because of the factors
thrown away affer nom alordering A, , %; ). The way to recover those factors is to regard the replacam ent

z=¢&? " b z=¢&* "7h € 28)

as a conform al transform ation that m aps the In nite com plex plane onto an in nie cylinder of circum ference L.
In conform al eld theory {_7-C_i, :_7-]_4'], i is known that such transformm ations lead to m ultiplicative renom alization of
the correlation functions of (orin ary) operators. Thus if O ; (z;z) is a set of (orin ary) operators w ith the follow ing
tw opoint correlation functions in the coordinates z;z:

;i (z;z)0;0;0)i=

o €29)

where h; and h; are called conform al dim ensions, then under an arbitrary conform al transform ation z = z W) and
= zWw),theirn point correlation function transform s as :_[7_d)]

¥ oog
PO, Wiswa) :::04 Wpiwp)i= 10y (21 W1)jza Wa)) 2::04, (Zp Wp)izp Wp))i d_: pr € 30)

i=1 W=EWi W=W;

It is not hard the see that when the transformm ation is given by Eq. {_C 28) the tem s (dw—dz) , etc. give us back
the factors in Egs. (C 2d,C 2].) T herefore, by applying the above form ula to the chiral vertex operators, one ocbtains

the follow ng expression :

@)

2 I, le Witw2)=L “m;on) 2 I, le Wi+wz)=L
hAm;n (Wi;wi)A m; n (Wziwz)lpbc= Gn jn 2 wi-L @ wo-L 2 wi-L @ wo-L
= i L E ginn (g w)=L) T
= Gun : : . : (C31)
sinh ( Wy wp)=L) sinh ( Wy wp)=L) sinh ( Wy wp)=L)
The constants G, , are cut-o and m odel dependent. Hence, upon setting wq = ix and w, = ix°,
m2K n2
0 1 R im n sgn ( %)=2
hAm;n(X)A m;n(x)ipbczem;n m € o X_; (C32)
0

where we have Introduced the m ean density ( to get a din ensionless prefactor &, ;»; the cord function dx 1) =
Lish( x=L)F

A s we have pointed out above, for fem ions the ground state is degenerate f W i = N, is even. In this case
hJi= 1, which using :L(E_Z-L_i) and :gé_i_i) mpliesthat Ny i= MWpi= K =2hJi. T herefore, the expectation value of
fully nom alordered products of vertex operators no longer equals unity. Instead, for a tw o-point correlation fiinction
one is keft w ith the factor
Mm ;n)Ng In 2L

Z Z
Zi=exp m; n)ANih— M ;n)MNR 10 — (€ 33)
Z2 Zp

m; n)Ng nZLl

he 22 jhe

Upon m aking the replacem ents z;;, = €® s 127 %2050 ang 7)., = €2 s 12 1:2)=L one obtains the Hllow ing phase
factor:

hJi i =L
Frn n (x1 %1 2)=¢e imvy (1 2) in(x1 x2)) ; (C 34)

which after analytical continuation to realtime ( ! it) becomesE, ;, (x;t) = e * Wimvt nx)=L ' Thyg, the left—
moving part ofthe eld operator } (x), 1 A.1; 1 mustmultiplied by the factorF, 1, 1 k;t) = e * Mitwtr==l,
whereasthe right-m ovingpart r A 1; 1 byF 1, 1 &;t) = et M2t X)=L 'y hen oneworks in the grand canonical
em sam ble sin ilar phases w ill appear for both ferm ions and bosons because IN i = N ( ) is not an integer. In both
cases the phasesare ofO (1=L) and sin ply disappearasL ! +1 .However, In nite system sthey m ust be taken into

acoount if detailed com parison w ith, eg. num erics, is being sought. In what follow s, however, we shall assum e that
hii= 0 and N is a positive integer (odd in the case of ferm ions).
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We next tum to the computation of the second oorrelation function mentioned above, namely
R, & )@ & 9ipe. We rstnoticethat@, = i @ @ ,where@ = (v, '@ iR)=2 and @ = (v, '@ + i8,)=2.
T herefore, we rst com pute:

Mg (21)@ ()1

57 €35)

M g (z1)@ r (z2)1 57 (€ 36)

(z  2)
w here the derivatives are taken w ith respect to z and z.UsjngEq.(L'(-J_:E}:) wewrite Intemsof ; and .Hence,

K 1
M (z;z1)@ (@Zjz)l = —M ()€  &)i= ———; €37)
4 4 (z1 %)
. K K 1
M (z;z1)@ (ziz)i= —M g @))€ r )= ——— (€ 38)
4 4z 2)
Applying the confom altransform ation @:2:8) to these correlation finctions, one obtains:
M wi)@ (W )ippe = o - 2- € 39)
W17W1 W2 ;W2 )Ipbe 4 sih ( wy)=L) l;
Pe (0 ;w1)@  (wpiwa)i a - 2 C 40)
Wy ;W W c=  —
AR 4 snh( W w)-L)
Hence,
My Wi;wi1)@x (W2;wW2)ippe = h@ @) wi;wi)@ @) (wWo;w2)ipbe
= hf(? W w1)@ Wo;w2)ippe M wi;wq)@ (Wz;WZ)ipbc) C41)
K =L 2 =L 2
= . + - C42)
4 sinh ( w1  w2)=L) sinh ( W1 wp)=L)
In the static case, one setswq = ix and w, = ix%, and the above expression reduces to:
K 2 1 2
W, )& &K)i= : (€43)

2 odx  #1)

Finally, we shall describe how to obtain correlation functions at nite tem perature in an in nite system . In the
path Integral form ulation discussed in A ppendix E:, nite tem perature m eans that one has to sum over con gurations
ofthebosonic eldssatisfying &; +h )= (x; ) (for f£m ionsthe boundary conditions are anti—perjodjc:_-[§'9]) .In
tem s ofthe com plex variablesw = vy + ix andw = ¥ + ix,thismeansthat W+ Ly;w+ Lt)= (w;w), where
Lt = hvy = hvs=T is the them al length. Ifwe com pare this w ith the requirem ent of PBC'’s: W + iL;w i) =

W;w), we see that the replacements il. ! Ly, for the eft-m oving part, and iL ! 1Ip, for the right m oving
parts, kad to the sought correlation functions at nite tem perature. O therw ise, perform ing the follow Ing conform al
transform ation:

21 w=Lr

z= ¢ z=e 2t wls C 44)

m %k

=Lt ‘ +% =Lt =t sin ( w=Lr) Ea
Pom@W;w)A o, n 0;0ir = Gojn ———— — —- ; C45)
( S:In(W:LT) S]].'I(W:L')[) Sm(W:LT)
W, ;w)@ (0;0)i a — 2+ w2 C 46)
x @jw ; = —
* 4 s (w=Lg) sin ( w=Lr)
Upon settingw = ix andw =  ix, one obtains:

2k, 22

. B =T, 2 2K
M, n x)A m; n 0)ir = & ;neJmn sgn (x)=2 . e R I c47)

oJsinh ( x=Lt) j
e, e OF = S0 i y (C 48)
® * 2 ,sinh ( x=Lg)

Thuswe see that, at nite tem perature, the correlation functions 2llo exponentially w ith distance.
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APPENDIX D:CORRELATION FUNCTIONS W ITH OPEN (DIRICHLET)BOUNDARY CONDITIONS.

In this Appendix we heavily rely on the results ofthe previous A ppendix. W e rstm ake the in portant ocbservation
that for open boundary conditions the density and phase elds can be expressed In tem s ofa singke chiralboson eld,

1
;)= Pp=I[r& )+ r( x; )] ©1)
2 K
Pr
(X;)=B+T[R(X;) r (%7 )]: ©2)

Themah di erence w ith the chiral (right-m oving) eld of the previous section is that the eld g (x) must be now
dened for L < x + L. Therefore, t willbe a function ofz = exp R (v ix)=2L1]. In tem s of this com plex
coordinate,

Xt 1 h m m i
R(Z)= 0R+jNR]nZ+ P= 2z mb e "‘ZmbY e : CD3)
m L L
m=1
. P— p— . .
Thezeromode Ng; or ]= isihceNyg = N Ng)= K and gr = K . The reason why only one chiral eld is

need is because w ith O BC ’s the wave num ber g of the excitations can be only positive. Furthem ore, the presence of
boundariesm akes in possible the existence of persistent currents, and thusonly N can appear in them ode expansions.
T herefore, only one chiral eld operator can be constructed out of ;N and b(g) and &’ (@). Such a eld, however,
must bede ned or L < x L, such that g is quantized as 2 m=2L = m =L, as required by OBC's. W e chose
the Interval 0 < x L to correspond to the actual system , and below we shall assum e that x > 0 always. As in the
previous A ppendix, we can w rite:

Apag & )= é.m (x; )ejn x; ) — eim B ei m n) r (x; )ei (m;n) r ( x5 >; D 4)

P— p— } ) )
where m;n)= m K + n= K )=2. Notice aswellthat shce g ( X; )= r (z ), the eds and are linear
com binationsof  (z) and g (z ).Atthispoint, i is worth pointing out that In the present context z € z because

z and z are to be treated as independent variables, whereas here z denotes the com plex conjugate of z. Aswe did
above, we shall replace A, ;, (z) by its nom alordered fom :

Am Hel (Z;Z )= v (m ;n)(z)v ( m;n)(z ): CDS)
A s a consequence,
PAg i, @iz) tiiAn iy (Zpiz,)i= const: W go;my) @V (nymy @) 25V o @omy) @IV (npm,) )i 06)

That is, for OBC ’s any n-point correlation finction ofthe elds and becom esa 2n-point correlation function of
the chiral eld g . Thisa particular version ofa m ore general result in boundary conform al eld theory obtained by

Cardy [_71:] In the last expression the neutrality condition stillholds. T his fact can be again regarded as a consequence

of the Invariance of the H am iltonian

h Z 41
Vs 2
He = dx By r )] o7
L
underthe In nitesin alshift g ! g+ . Ikisworth to pause to exam ine the consequences ofthe neutrality condition
for OBC'’s. The condition requires that
XP 1 XP
[ myiny)+ ( my;ny)l= —p—2 = ny= 0: D 8)

=1 =1

vanishing A, ;o (z), but mpliessthat M ®; )ipc = 0, orany n € 0. M athem atically, this is expected since is
nota ected by the shit g ! r + or, In otherwords, it does not contain . T herefore,

m %k

hAm;o (z;z )i= ¢ W m ;0) (z)V ( m ;0) (z)i= ¢ (= z) 4 © 9)

N ext, to obtain correlation fiinctions at nite size, we perform the conform altransfom ation

Z=62 w:(2L)=ew:L; (DlO)



37

w hich m aps one halfplane onto a strip ofwidth L. T he transfom ation law for chiral (orin ary) operators is:

¥ Gw =
W04 W) ::2:05, Wp)i= 10y (21 W1)) 2::04, (7 Wp)) —_— i ©11)
-1 dz —_—
where the operators have the two-point correlation fiinction h0; (z)0;(0)i = z 2. Ushg the above expression
(recalling that w = vg ix)
m2K 2
P 0 04 Jope = Mp o ()i R L 0 12)
0 W ;W = .0 & = _— = _— ;
m ;0 lobc m ;0 lobc Gn e w-L ew L Cn od(zszL)

where the m ean density ( hasbeen introduced to m ake the pre-factor g, dim ensionless.
N ext we com pute the two-point correlation function of the vertex operators:

. . . 0,
Mo (2172))A no; n(22i2)i= & pol@ g) @7 (0i)g g @©m Cmam
@ 2) @) m° n)(z1 z) (mm) m% n)
(Zl 22) (mm) % n)(22 %) (m; n) m% n>: D 13)
A fter perform ing the confom al transform ation @:l:d), i takes the form
m?K  n? m %2k  n2
l 4 4K l 4 4K
o2\ (W1)A . (W) =
mo OB w0 o 02)one = Shme g w, PL) od@, w,RL)
o n?,_ 0y_ 0y_
Lodbrs  wpPL)I"" © 7 sihl b, w)=2L] PT T sbh[ Gy wp)=20] PUUROT
[od s WZjZL)](mmOK+'}<—2)=2 sinh[ @1  w,)=2L] sinh[ W, wy)=2L]
In themam text, we setw; = ixandw, = i¥ so that
m?K  n? m®2x  n?2
l 4 4K l 4 4K
m’ A . 0y4 = - - e —
ma B no; o 6)bbe = G 0od @xPL) 0d &°RL)
0 mm®  22)=2
[Od(X+ X :QL)]( - nz) - ein(m+m0)sgn(x XO):4: chS)
[od R#PL)I"™ " "
In the above expressions we have assum ed that 0 < x = In wy;x°= Inwy, < L.
F inally we need com pute the follow Ing correlation fiinction
R, ®)&o )ime: 0 16)
To thisend, we rst notice that Eqg. @:2) In plies
Px ¥
@x (X;):T[@XR(X; )+ & r( x5 )]:E@R(W)+@R(W): O 17)
U sing
1
M g (z)€ R (22)i= ——— © 18)
(z21 2)
we obtain
Kh@ (z1)+ @ g (z;) @ r(z)+ @ g (z) 1 a ! + ! + ! + ! D 19)
Z Z Z Z 1= — H
epzs ~ * T o o 5 4 @ 2?7 (@ 3) @ 2z @ 3)
T he conform al transform ation in Eq. @:111) along w ith the transform ation property @-_D:l:].'), then yield
(
PO, 0wy )@eo (a7w,)i £ 2L . i 2 0 20)
x  (Wi,w <0 (Wo,;w = —
Lt 2iM20lobe T anh( G wa)=2L) shh( (, w,)=2L)
)
=2L z =2L 2
D 21)

+
sinh( 0, wp)=2L) sinh( G, w,)=2L)
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Upon setting w; =  ix and w, = ix% we nally obtah
) ( )
K 2 1 1

S 22
2 d&  ¥PL) * dx+ x°PL) b22)

e, ®)B&o )igpe =
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additional scaling dim ension, tem ed boundary dim ension: dg = 1=2K forboth bosonsand fem ions (ie.half the exponent
of t ¥, the asym ptotic behavior near the boundary) . T hus, ©r a two-point correlation fiinction of the sam e operator,
if one of the argum ents lies at the boundary, the spatial decay of the correlation function is given by the exponents
d+ ds = m?K + 3=4K forbosonsand d+ dz = (m + 1=2)°K + 3=4K for ferm ions.

[76] W e have checked the convergence of the results as a function ofNy .

[771 The Calogero-Sutherland model is also known to be a Luttinger liquid. See N. Kawakami and SXK . Yang,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 67, 2493 (1991).

[78] U kin ately, the choice of the temm s In S can only be jistifed on the basis of a renomm alization-group analysis of the
problem . For a single-com ponent uid on the continuum , quadratic tem s in the derivatives of and su ce to descrbe
the low -energy spectrum (excliding dam ping phenom ena).
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