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A bstract

Tattem pt to construct U (1) conform al eld theory CF T ) in the Tom onaga-Luttinger(T L)
liquid with 1=r long-range interaction (LR I).Treating the long-range forward scattering as
a perturbation and applying CFT to i, I derive the nite size scalingswhich depend on the
power of the LR I. The obtained nite size scalings give the nontrivialbehaviourswhen is
odd and iscloseto 2. I nd the consistency between the analytical argum ents and num erical
results In the nite size scaling of energy.

1 Introduction

E Jectron system s have attracted ourm uch attention in the low energy physics. A sthe din ension
of the electron system s decrease, the charge screening e ects becom e less in portant. In spoite of
these facts, m odels w ith short+range Interaction have been adopted in m any resesarches of one
din ensional electron system s. T he recent advanced technology m akes it possible to fabricate
quastone-din ension system s. Actually In low tem perature the e ect ofCoulom b force hasbeen
cbserved n G aA s quantum w ires [1], quastone-din ensional conductors ,[3,/4] and 1D C arbon
nanotubes [,[6,[7].

The systam s with 1=r Coulomb repulsive forward scattering was investigated on the long
distance properties by bosonization techniques [B]. T he charge correlation fiinction decays w ith
the distance as exp ( oconst:(n x)1=2) m ore slow Iy than any power law . The m om entum distri-
bution function and the density of state does not show the sin ple power law singular behaviour.
T he logarithm ic behaviours appear in the power B]. These m ean that the system is driven to
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the W igner crystalwhich is quite di erent from the ordinary TL liquid. The investigation for
the Interaction 1=r' through the path integralapproach [L0] recon m s the slower decaying of
the singlk particle G reen function for = 0 and lkads the faster decay for 0 ( 1) than any
pow er type.

T he num erical calculation in the electron system w ih the Coulomb interaction show s that
the larger range of the interaction causes the Insulator (charge densiy wave) to m etal (m etallic
W igner crystal) transition [L1]. In the soinless ferm ion system , the convergence of the Luttinger
param eters exhbits the quasim etallic behaviour di erent from the sinple TL one [12].

A s Iwilldiscuss below , the forw ard scattering is irrelevant for > 1. A s an instance ofthe
e ect of the Iong-range Um klapp scattering, it was reported that the 1=r® interaction m akes the
system gapless to gapfiil through the generalized K osterlitz-T houless transition [L3]].

In this paper I discuss CEFT in the system wih LR I. T he basic assum ptions of CFT are
sym m etries of translation, rotation, scale and special confom al transform ation. Besides them T
assum e the short-range interaction in the CFT .Hence it is a subtle problem whether the CE'T
can describe the system with LRT.

O fLR Is, up to now , the solvable m odelsw ith 1=r? Interaction were discussed [14,[15,[16,17].
W ih the Bethe ansatz, the conform al anom aly and the conform al din ensions were calculated
and the system proved to bedescribed by c= 1 CFT . In fact the central charge from the speci c
heat agrees w ith c¢= 1. On the other hand, the ground state energy is a ected by the LRI and
the periodic nature. T he e ective central charge [1 deviates from c= 1.

In general, the CFT for LR Iw hich breaksthe locality, hasbeen kft asunsettled problem . It
is signi cant to clarify the validity ofthe CFT to the system sw ith LR I. I nvestigate the tight-
binding m odelw ith 1=r interaction as one of such problem s. The low energy e ective m odel
consists of T L liquid, the long-range forward scattering and the long-range spatially oscillating
Um klapp scattering. Extending argum ents appearing In Ref. [L8] to the TL liquid with the
long-range forw ard scattering, I derive the nite size scalings. In the tightbinding m odelw ith
1=r interaction, I calculate num erically the size dependences of energy and the coe cients of
1=LY. And I see num erically the relations betw een the velocity, susceptibility and D rude w eight,
which CFT requires.

2 Field theoretical approach

I consider the ollow Ing tightbinding H am itonian of the Interacting soinless Ferm ions:

X X
H = (C§Cj+1+ hx) +
] 63

(i 1=)vad NG 1=2); @

0
T de ne the \e ective central charge" by ¢ = 6—3 In the nite size scaling of the ground state energy E4 =
aL LB . ITuse the word \e ective central charge" in this sense.



w here the operator ¢j () annhiltes (creates) the spinless Fem jon in the site jand 5 = cic
is the density operator. In order to treat this m odel under the periodic boundary condition,

I de ne the chord distance between the sites i and Jj: ry;y = (Qsiq%) where L is the site
1
sin (jji,jj))

By the bosonization technique, I obtain the e ective action of the Ham iltonian (Il) for the
arbitrary 1ing:

number. Using this, Iexpressthe LRIasV 1 3Jj) =

&

Z
s = dac—@ P+g d dxdx@, & WV & R0 (K )
Z
0 0 p_ 0 0 p_ 0
+ g d dxdx cos@kgx+ 2 &; ))V & X)cosRkgx + 2 x; )); )
where V x) = %, K isthe TL param eter and kg is the Ferm iwave number. And g0 is the

couping constant proportionalto g. The rst term of (2) is the TL liquid and the second temm
is the Iongrange forward scattering. T he last term is the spatially oscillating Um klapp process
which includes c:os2p 2 which comes from the Interaction between the neighbour sites.

Schulz analyzed the e ects ofthe Coulomb forward scattering by the bosonization technique
In the electron system [B]. H e discussed the quasiW igner crystalofelectrons due to the Coulomb
forward scattering. Here I focus on the e ects of the 1=r forward scattering in the soinless

Ferm ions system . I treat the action :
Z Z

S = dde——@ Y+g ddxdl & W (k xICo K; ) @3)

2 K

1

x2+ 2) =2 ’

for any ling kg . To investigate in the Fourder space, I choose the form V (x) =
where isthe ulra<iolt cut-o . In the wave number space, the action (3) is expressed as

Z
2
S = daWf @+ W)+ oIV @9 @w)T; @)
where V (q) is the Fourder transform ation ofV (x):
2p_
_ =2 1=2 .
V@ = W(q) K o2 1=2(9): )

HereK (x) isthem odi ed Bessel function of th orderand (x) isthe gamm a function. From
this, the digpersion relation is
w? = ofl+ —v @g: 6)

T he long wave]ength behaviors ofV (g) are given by

A+B@g)+Cc@) '+ > 0and 6 odd
+ + =
<A B Ing 1
A+B (g )?hg +C(g )+ =3 (7
A+B@F+c©ﬁh@)+nqﬂ+ =5



whereA ;B ;C and D arethe functionsof .Forthecaseswhere > 0and$ odd, the coe cient

B=B( );C=C{()isgiven by

3=2 1
B() =
4272172 ) (=) 5
_ 1
c() = : ®)
+1 _ (1
2 1 (=) =2) sin 2
From the egs.[8) and [7), Issethat (@ ) 'and hg tem s oro< 1 a ect the lnear
dispersion essentially. E gpecially or = 1, there is the analysis by Schulz, where the charge

density correlation function is calculated B]. A coording to i, in the present spinless case, the
LRI drives the ground state from the TL liquid to the quasiW igner crystalas ! 1+ . The
slow est decaying part of the density correlation function is given by

P
< &®) ) > cosRkx)exp ( ¢ logx); ©)

where ¢ is a function of K, which exhibits slower goatial decay than the power decay of T L
Tguid.
Then I see the e ects of the longrange forward scattering in the standpoints of the renor-

m alization of g. The renom alization group egs. of g, v and K are sinply derived for the
long wavelength (see Appendixes.). From the renom alization egs., the g tem s are relevant for

< l,marmghalfor = 1and irrelevant or > 1. Thus i is expected that the system becom es
the quasiW igner crystal caused by the forward scattering for 1 and the system becom es
the TL Iiquid when > 1. Iseetha%t

x) dx @ &; WV & X0 ;) (10)

has the scaling dimension x4 = + 1 for1< < 3and 4 r > 3. Asthe weak logarithm ic
corrections appear for = odd, IThere distinguish () for =3 from the scaling functions. I also

nd the consistency on these scaling dim ensionsby CFT .By using the rst orderperturoation, I
can know the e ects ofthe longrange forward scattering. Based on CF T , the nite size scalings
of energies for no perturbations are given [L9,120,21),122] by

2 VX
En = — i
vC
Eg = egL E; (ll)

w here x,, is the scaling din ension ofthe prim ary eld denoted by n, v is the sound velocity and
c is the central charge. C onsidering the LR I, I can extract the corrections to these energy size
scalings(see A ppendixes.):

2 VX, g (0) const:

E, = @+
" L x, L 1

Ey = (gg+ g(0)const:)L %(c+ g(0) const:+ g(O)C;_‘o

1z



where (> 1) is not odd. A nd the constants are the fiinctions of . Note that for = odd
cases, the logarithm ic corrections appear. T hey correspond to the integer points ofthem odi ed
Bessel fiinction, which appear in the long-w ave behaviours [7) . I can reproduce these anom alies
for = odd by the CFT .M oreover from CFEFT Ican show that there are the anom alies In the
general excitations and the ground state energy. The details are shown In Appendixes. The
O (1=L?) tem s com e from the irrelevant eld L ,L ,1 and the longtange g tem . The rst eq.
of [12)) m eans that the lIong+ange orward scattering (x) has the scaling dim ension x g= *+1
forl < < 3and 4 or > 3 e ectively. These regpective scaling din ensions are consistent
w ih the estin ation from the renomm alization group egs. of g, that I m entioned above (see
A ppendixes.).

The energy nite size scalings (I2) m ean that the LR I has the higher order in uences than
1=L to the excitation energy and the LRI a ects the 1=L tem in the nite size scaling of the
ground state energy. Here I note that it becom es di cult to calculate the central charge from

nite size scalings (11l) unless the e ects ofthe LRIto O (1=L) tem s are known.

Tt is notable to com pare the egs. [12) w ith the case where the perturbations are of short—
range type. Ludw ig and C ardy calculated the contributions ofthe short-range perturbation [18].
T he resuls for the irrelevant perturbation, gP . (1), which hasthe scaling din ensions x > 2

are
2 VX g () 2 45
En = 1+ Chng (—
T ( o g(L) )
_ . v , const: 3% 6y,
Ey = (g + g(0)const:)L o c+ g(0) 2% 3 + 0 (1= )); @3)

where the O (g) tem s do not appear In the ground state scaling because we set h i = 0 for
the shortrange interaction. T hese results m ean that the x > 2 irrelevant eld has In uences of
the higher order to the nite size scalings (11l). And their result contains parts not so sin ple.
T here are the special points of scaling dim ension x = 1;3;5; and x = 2 which is related to the
appearance of logarithm ic corrections.

To the contrary, Iseeh 16 0 in the Iongrange case, where isde ned in eq. ([IQ). The
LRIgives the O (1=L) Intrinsic in uence to the nie size scaling of the ground state energy, as
appearing in the scalings [12), even if the LR I is irrelevant, that is, Xg > 2.

3 N um erical calculations

T hrough the Jordan-#W igner transfom ation, I transform themodel (1) to S = 1=2 spin Ham ik

tonian for the num erical calculations:

SIV (i 39%: 14)



I in pose the periodicboundary condition Sy1,+1 = S to thism odel. U sing the Lanczos algorithm
Iperform the num erical calculations for the Ham ittonian [14).

I have found analytically the corrections to the energy scalings [11l) caused by the long-
range forward scattering. If the oscillating Um klapp process term of [2) is irrelevant and does
not disturb the energy scalings, the nite size corrections due to the forward scattering are
expected to appear In the excited state energies and the ground state energy. I attem pt to
detect the contribution of the forward scattering.

I num erically calculate the size dependences of the excitation energy E m = 1=L) and the
ground state energy Eqm = 0), Eqfm = 1=L) forg= 035. Here I de ne the m agnetization
m F .S§=L which is the conserved quantity. F itting the one partick excitation energy as

3
LEMmM-=1=L)= a+ L—bc+ L%,Ishow thepowercversusthepowers in Fig.[l. Iseethepower
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Figure 1: The num erically calculated powers ¢ In the excitation energy L E m = 1=L) are
shown versus forg= 05. Here Tuse the scaling om : L E = a+ % + -5, where ajb;c and

d are determm ined num erically. If the LR I is not present, the energy nite size scaling m ust take
theform 4L E = A + % + 0 (1=L%), where A and B are constant values.

c agrees w ith theoretical predictions: 1 exospt for = 2. Ishalldiscussthe = 2 case later.

F itting the ground state energy per ste asE4=L = a+ L% + L%, I plot the powers d versus

in Fig.[d. I see that the power d do not show agreem ents w ith theoretical predictions + 1 in
Egfm = 0)=L. These disagreem ents m ay be caused by the oscillating Um klapp process w hich
becom es relevant at only m = 0 1Iling. On the contrary, the oscillating Um klapp process is

irrelevant atm 6 0. A ctually, in Fig.[2, I see that thepowerd show agreem ents w ith theoretical
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Figure2: Thenum erically calculated powersd In the ground state energiesE 4 fm = 1=L)=L and
Egm = 0)=L are shown versus forg= 05. Here Tuse the scaling form : Eg=L = a+ L—b2+ Lid,
where a;b;c and d are determ ined num erically. If the LRI is not present, the energy nite size

scaling m ust take the form E4=L = A + LB—2+ %,whereA;B and C are constant values.



predictions + 1 inEgm = 1=L)=L except or = 2.
A s I stated above, for = 2, the power ¢ in the excitation energy L. E m = 1=L) =
b

a+t =+ L—dz apparently show s disagreem ent w ith theoretical value 1 and lkew ise for = 2,
b

the power d in the ground state energy Egm = 1=L)=L = a+ 7z 1 L% apparently show s
disagreem ent w ith theoretical value + 1. I investigate the reason for these disagreem ents.
In Fig. [3 I show the num erically obtained coe cient of 1=L. ¢ in the size scalings Egm =
0)=L;Egm = 1=L)=L = a+ L—b2+ L—Cd and the num erically obtained coe cient of 1=L € in the size
scalingL E fn = 1=L) = a+ >+ 5. Icbserve that the coe cientof 1=L °in L E fn = 1=L)

and the coe cient of 1=L ¢ 1 E4gfm = 1=L)=L become amall around = 2. So for = 2,
1=L.? dependence appears ratherthan 1=L. m L E m = 1=L) (seeFig. [1.). Lkely or = 2,
1=1.4 dependence appears rather than 1=L° in Egm = 1=L)=L (see Fig.[2.). I cbserve that the
coe cient of 1=L, ¢ in Egm = 0)=L show the di erent behaviour from those in E g m = 1=L)=L
in Fig.[3. Thisdi erence m ay com e from the spatially oscillating Um klapp process that opens

the gap at m = 0 and disturbs the nie size scaling.
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Figure 3: I show the num erically cbtaied coe cients of 1=L ¢ in the size scalings Eg

0)=L;Egm = 1=L)=L = a+ L—b2+ L—Cd and the num erically obtained coe cient of 1=L € in the size
scalingL E fn = 1=L) = a+ 7%+ 5. Iobserve that the coe cient of 1=L “ n E4 (n = 1=L)=L
and the coe cient of 1=L. *In L E m = 1=L) become smnallaround = 2. The coe cients of
1=Ldang(m = 0)=L show thedi erentbehaviour from thatinE 4 fm = 1=L)=L. Thisdi erence

m ay be caused by the goatially oscillating Um klapp process temm .

Ican obtain A ( ) in the scalings [@0) and [49) by evaluating the integrals. T he results are



shown in Fig.[4 (@) and (). The analyticalA ( ) in the scalings [@0) and A ( ;s) in the scalings
[49) ors= 0 twith the points in Fig. [ well. The curve only ors = 0 ;n Fig. [d{) shows

the good tting. This point shall be discussed later. T hese reveal that the present num erical

calculation of the tightbinding m odel agrees w ith the CFT analysis of the long-range forward

scattering.
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e rne
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, In the eq. [40) is shown. I see that A ( ) has zero

Figure 4: @) A ( ), the coe cient of 1=L
2. This curve coincides w ith the results from the num erical calculation in the

point close to

tightbinding m odel shown in Fig.[3. b , In the eq. [49) is shown
for som e s. Analytically only s = 0 ism eaningfiil for particle excitations. A ( ) for s = 0 has
2. This colncides w ith the resuls from the num erical calculation in the

A ( ), the coe cient of 1=L

zero point close to
tight-binding m odel shown in Fig.[3.

Next Isurvey w hether the Iong-range tight-bindingm odel satis esthe neoessary condition of
2 has 1=2K

CFT .The operator oos 2 hasthe scaling din ensions K =2 and the operator e
n the regin e of the TL liquid. T he two quantities 2K =v and vK =2 are the com pressibility and

the D rude weight resgpectively In the regine ofthe TL liquid. Ifc= 1 CFT is vald to the
tightbinding m odelw ith the LR I, the tw o quantities are related to the two excitations w ith the



symmetrdesg= ;m = 0and g= ;m = 1=L regpectively:

2K =v

I=CL E @m = 1=L;g= ))

vK =2 L E@g@= ) D: 15)

I show the num erically calculated quantities and D in Fig.[§ and[d, where Tuse the sizes L. =
16;18 and 20 and extrapolate the data. Forg< 0, (Which is the susceptibbility, irrespective
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Figure 5: The extrapolated K =v (= =2) isplotted versus the strength g. I use the scaling form
v=K @)=vK 1)+ —2+- or < 3,andvK L)=vK 1 )+ 5 Por 3, wherev=K (1 ),

L .2

a is detem ined num erically.

ofthe CFT argum ents) exhibits the rapid increase which suggests the phase separation. In spin
variables’ Janguage for [1l), this phase ssparation is nothing but the ferrom agnetic phase. Hence
for the larger the point of the phase separation approachesto 1. Forg> 0 I see the weak
tendency that the the quantity becomes analleras isanaller forg lessthan about 1. I nd
that the the quantity D ofg> 0 becom e lJarger as approachesto = 1.

Tn F ig.[7 I plot the velocity versus the strength g forthe variouspowers , w here the velocity
is de ned by

L
Vo= E (= 2 =L): 16)

I see that the velocities are nite values for > 1, as is expected. T here are the points where
the velociies are zero, In plying the phase separation.
In Fig. I plot the quantity % versus the strength g for the various powers . If the

present system is describbed by c= 1 CFT, this quantity is 1 from egs. [18). I nd the regions
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Figure 6: The extrapolated vK (= 2D ) is plotted versus the strength g. I use the scaling form

L E=a+ L—bc,wherea,b and c are determ ined num erically.

B=15

B=2.5

O [ %k+ X

25

Figure 7: The extrapolated soin wave velocity v is plotted versus the strength g. I use the

scaling form L E = a+ L—bc,wherea,b and c are determ ined num erically.
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w here % = 1 in Fig.[8. The regions becom e wider as  approaches to 1 for g > 0. For larger
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Figure 8: T he nom alization % is plotted versus the strength g.

g, the nom alization breaks ow Ing to the generations ofm ass.

4 D iscussion

I have investigated the system wih the 1=r interaction by applylng CFT to it and by the
num erical calculation. At st Thave analyzed TL liquid w ih the 1=r forward scattering by
utilizing the CFT and I have found that the 1=r frward scattering works as higher order
corrections in the excitation energy, whereas the e ective central charge in the scaling of the
ground state energy depends on the interaction and it deviates from c¢= 1. The deviation are
lke the solvabk 1=r* m odels [14,115,116,117]. Next I have num erically calculated the ground
state energy and excitations energies in the tightbinding m odelw ith 1=r interaction, which is
expected to Include the above 1=r forward scattering in the low energy. T he num erical resuls
are in acocordance w ith the analysisw ith CFT ofthe longrange forw ard scattering. Furthem ore
I have num erically chedked the nom alization % = 1,which isthe necessary condition forc= 1
CFT.

For 2,the coe cient A ( ) In the ground state energy vanishes. T his seem sto correspond
to the exact solution for = 2 [L7] which states that the nite size scaling of ground state has
no higher order term than 1=L . The coe cient D ( ) of 1=L 3 i eq. [42) does not vanish for

= 2. However the present argum ent is the rst order perturbation theory. W ith higher order

12



treatm ents, Im ay clarify this. In any case, w ith consistency In m any points I could construct
CFT in the system w ih non-local interaction.

T he num erical calculations in the tightdinding m odel support the nite size scalings (40)
and [43). T one particke excitation energy L. E (m = 1=L), the coe cients of 1=L t wih
s= 0 case n Fig.[4. The coe cients from the long+ange orward scattering are related w ith
the operator product expansion. I can prove that only s = 0 case is relevant for the particlke
excitation. Usihg < ’ ()’ Z)>= 5 h@ z)and<’' @) €)>= Ehe 2, Icon m
the operator product expansions:

P_

P 0 12 1 P- 0 o
Q/ (z) :et % @7) . = cet 2 @) gy :
2 4 z z el
b 0 o 'pE 1 P — 0 o
QF (z) :et 2 &), = e cet 2 @) 4 g a@7)
4 z 2°
ip§ (ZO'ZO) 1 1 ipé (ZO'ZO) lpé ipé (ZO'ZO)
T (z) :e ’ = ———— :€ R 1@ (z) (e ) i+ reg:
@ 4K (z z2)? K z 2 ) it reg
P
T (z) :eipz @'z : = i; :eipz @iz : 1—2 ! 1@’ (z)(:eipz @'2") ) i+ regy
4K (z 22 K z 2
where Ide ne T (z) 2@ )% T (2) 2@ @) and (zjz) £ ( @ ' (z)).From
pP- P
the rstandthesecond egs. IseeC o= 1 2=4,C ;=1 2=4for = landC 1=C 14=0
P
otherw ise, where 0( 0 ) and 1 denote @’ (z) (@’ (z)) ) and :e' 2 @?) : From the third and

the fourth egs., I see :eipz @) : have the conform al din ension (1=4K ;1=4K ) and spth 0. A s
i@’ (z) @' (z))=2 isassociated with @ ( ) Prz= exp ), Icbtain

8 b_

SZiCi0 Cpp)=2= % Hr =1

< R Od>= as)

otherw ise,

o

which m eans that only s = 0 is relevant for the particle excitation and the last eq. n [43) has
no cosine temm .

Iwould discussthesizee ectsfor = 1. A sseen in theegs. [29) and [45), the velocity show s
the weak divergence for the size and the Luttinger param eter vanishes gradually for increasing
size. T his is consistent w ith the num erical tendency (see Figs. 8 and 9 In Ref. [12]). The size
e ect of the D rude weight (proportional to the charge sti ness) is now given by vk=2 const:
as the logarithm ic contributions cancel. The num erical data (see Fig. 7 In Ref. [L2]) shows
the m etallic behaviour at an all and intermm ediate m agnitude interaction strength (larger than
the CDW transition point V = 2 by the short range interaction). I think that the longrange
forward scattering enhances the m etallic character. For fairy large interaction the long-range
Um klapp scattering becom es relevant and the charge sti ness is suppressed. Finally I would
add the size e ect of the com pressibility:

L E(=1=2+ 1=L) 1= =0 MmL)! 1; 19)
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which com es from the results [29) by the RG analysis and the CFT argum ents. T he com press—
bility goesto 0 weakly for increasing size.

To summ arize, within the perturbation theory I have constructed CFT In the TL liquid
wih 1=r Ilongrange forward scattering. I have found that the interaction gives the nontrivial
behaviour for =odd and 2. I have num erically checked the nite size scalings obtained
from CEFT in the tightbihding m odelw ith 1=r LRI.O ur analysis and num erical calculations
exhibit consistency w ith each other.

A ppendixes

1. Renom alization group equation

0< <1lorl< <3

I derive the renom alization group equations heuristically. Let us start from the action [4):

X X 5 , X X
s = K—<q2+ w?)j @w)f+g LV @7 @w)F
w o g= w g=
X XP Xx® X X XP Xx® X
= £ + + g+g f + + g (20)
w o= =b o = =b W g =b o g= =b
T he partition function is
Z
B 0 0 g g .
7 = D slow D fast €XP ( Sslow Sfast Sslow Sfast) : (21)

Thus I can Integrate out S¢ase (|J> =b com ponent) sim ply and obtain
Z

z = D s1ow exp ( Sglow Sglow ): @2)
T he ram aining procedure of the renom alization is the scale transform ation
q! objw! wdband ! ; 23)

w here I choose the dynam ical exponent 1. T he results are

Sglow ! SO
X X
s, ! g oV @b @w)F
woag=
L X X
Iogb LV @3 @w)f; 24)
woag=

14



whereTuseV (@ A q 1 from the behaviours [). Hence I cbtain the renom alization group

dgb) _ gb)
» 4T “

Substituting 1= Inb into this, I obtain renom alization group egs.

dg
—= = 1
a ( )g
d -y = 0
dlx
E (i = 0 (26)
dl vK B

The TL param eter K is not renom alized but it shifts due to the constant A .

=1

T he dispersion relation of the Coulomb Interaction includes the m arginal part w gand w

p
g Jhqgjaswellas > 1 case. Integrating out the fast m oving part, Iobtain the e ective action

of the slow part

2 5 X X
Ssiow = K—(vq2+ w?=v)j @w)f+ g IV @7 @w)F;
w a= =b w a= =b
27)

w here Tdare to lave the velocity in the G aussian part. N ote that Ineed not the renom alization
of the velocity n the case > 1. A fter the scale transform ation, I obtain the egs.

— =0
dl
d(v) . 9A
dl K 2
d(l ) = 0; (28)
dl v !

where A isthe constant appearing in [1). I see that K and the velocity v is renom alized instead
of the no renom alization ofg. T he forw ard scattering becom e relevant through K ;v and drive
the systam away from the TL xed point. Note that this result holds irrespective of any 1ling

kr . From these egs., the size dependences of v and K are given by

P
v (o) nL

P
K @) 1= InL: (29)

T he velocity diverges weakly for long distances, which is consistent w ith the estim ations of
v= i—"; from the behaviours [7).
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=3

IuseV (@ =2A+Bghg+ CF+ in the behaviflrsThe g term of [20) is
X X
F (@ 0 ha+ g O)F); (30)
woog= =b

where the couplings g; (0) and g, (0) are de ned by gB and gC respectively. For the scale
transfom ation [23), the g tem is changed to

X

o OF hgdd + (@ )= + g 0)F hgf)): (31)
woas
T hus I obtain
B = —50
g1 = b291
© = O=Th=+ 0= (32)
92 = 1 7 b 92 7

By 1= Inb, Twrte thisas

da; )
—_— = 2g ()
dl
dgz (O
= 2 :
a1 g@® a@ (33)

> 3

This case is sam e as eq. [29) putting = 3.

2.CFT In the TL liguid with LRI

The Ham iltonian in the nite strip from the action (3) is
Z

H = Hrp+g did2@, (1)@, (2)V(@G:1 23 (G2 2J o) (34)
D

where Hrp, isTL liquid and D meansthe region D = fj 4 2] L; L=2 17 2 L=2g.
I introduce the step function () to avoid the ultra violt divergences which com e from V (x)

and the operator product expansion of @ ( ). For the sm all perturbation g the ground state
energy E 4 varies as
Z
E; Eg = g daid2v(@:1 2)<0R, (1€, (2P> G123 o)
Pz
- 3 aadV Gr 23K O (1)6, ()P
+ < 0Ry," W1y, W2)P>1,- ;-0 G123 o) (35)
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where T introduce the coordinates w = +1i ( L=2 L=2, 1 < <1l)and P>
is the ground state of H r1,. From the characters of the G aussian part (TL liquid part) I can
sparateas (; )="'" W)+’ W) and derive < 0F%,," W1)Qy,” W2)PD >= 0. The content of
the brackets ism odi ed as follow s:

[< O:EWII (Wl)@WZ, (WZ):D> + < O:@wll (Wl)@wz’ (WZ):D>]1: 2=0

K (2 2 Z2 1 2 2 22 1 ]
= e - - L —
4°L° =z @ 22 L' oz 22
- K2 L (36)
4 T 28]1’12 (lL 2)
where I transform the correlation function < @, '~ (z1)Q,, ~ (z2) > = 4(Z1K722)2 nl 1 =z plane
to that in the strijp w thorough z = epoTw. At present case @, ~W) @, ~W)) have the soin
s=1( 1) and conformaldimension = 1( = 1). Hence Iobtain
Z q_
Bl o= B0 ! x5 =) G7)
g 79 2 1 L, e ¥ e ¥ 0 1

where T In pose the periodic boundary condition and use the interaction potential V x) =

1=E& sin (XT )) .Putting = (=L for convenience, I give the di erential of the integral part:
Z _
@ 1=2 dXO 1 g 0, - 2 . 38)
@ 1, @ ¥ sn? x O n 39 sn?

A fter integrating the Taylor expansion about of this quantity, I obtain

? 1 1 1 2 () ! +2
’ (K3 ) = consti+Z| + () **
=2 (s ¥ sin? ¥ +1  6( 1)
el v Toin 290 ) 3
37120 72 g
+0(( ) "% (39)
where 6 odd. Therefore I can w rite the corrections in the fom :
0 gk A() C() D()
Eg Eg = T[L +B( )L+ L + L3 +O(F)]: (40)
HereB ( ),C ( ) and D ( ) are given by
1
_ 0
BO) 1+
c() = ﬂ +1 @1)
6( 1) °
D()——4f—(+2) i(+1)(+2)3
N 3120 72 9o

Ican cbtain A ( ) by evaluating the above integralnum erically. T he result is shown in Fig.[d@).
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For = odd, there exists the logarithm ic correction instead of the eq. [40). T he resuls for
resgpective are

8
%g[%+BL+%]n%+DL—13+O(%)] or =1

. SgB5+BL+ $+D5hi+ o)) for = 3

Ey, Eg= 42)
g5 +BL+ S+ DL+ EENT+0E)] or =5

%

TheC tem s i egs. [40) and [42)) contribute to deviation ofthe centralcharge. The present LR I
nevitably contains the contrbution from the short range interaction: (x). The C temm does
not com e from the short range types of interactions because the vacuum expected valieh@, )?i
vanishes. ThusC tem is intrinsic in the present system w ith the LR I under periodic boundary
condiion. Because the velociy is not renom alized as I have seen from the renom alization
group egs. the C temm contributes to the deviations of the e ective central charge from the
ground state energy.

N ext I derive the corrections for the energy of the excited state:

Z

g di1d2v@:1 23<nR, (@, (20> G123 o)

zP %

ngleV(jl 2J <n®, (1) >< R, (200h> G123 o)

Eqn

g cpc BN Ty 1 2 | Y o i =) 43)
= : - —————— oS s —
g nij n T . y(sjn I Sn Yy 3] L7
where Tuse the results by Cardy 22]:
, , 2 . 2 i(sn s )
<nj () > = Cnpjy (?)Xje L : (44)

Here jmeans @ and h > is the excied state of Ht1 . I can derive the size dependence of
eq. [A3) from likew ise treatm ents as the ground state. A fter taking the derivative about 1=L, I
expand about 1=L . Integrating them , I cbtain

g &

162gP ancjan(san;)‘*'Bl(,)‘*'C(Sans;)‘*’D(sans')‘*'o(Liv)g P

%162gP Caj C pufr®2diplmiice, s)h+D s)EF+0Gg =
= 162gP Crj C nfr® 2l plic(s, s)Zhi+D(s s)EF+0G)g =

162gP Cnj C ufr®2 )i Blic(s, s)Z+D@En s)shi+og =
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where B are the constant Independent of s,;s . Here or 6 odd, B ( ), C (s, s; ) and

D (s, s; )aregiven by

B() = !

(o) 1« 1)
C ( ) Lo o2 2 (46)
Sn S = —F= s)'l——

(o) 36 = 3

1 (s s)? 1 2 2, s)t 1

D (sn i = an = ] :
G 87 (o) ST 3 T TRt T s T

It is not straightforward to determ ine A (s, s ; ) generally. However about one particle
excitation (s, = 0), I can obtah A ( ;s ), which is shown orsome s i Fig. ). Acally
further consideration about the operator product expansion ladss, = s = 0 (see section 4.).

I referto the O (1=L) dependences. T hese are due to the fact that the LR I includes the short
range type Interaction. A ctually T can derive the sam e form

X
g
E an C Jjn 47)
as an ordinary nite scaling by replacing asV (k) (k] 0) ! ®).As @ ¥ isa partofthe

TL liquid, the O (1=L) temm can be erased under subtracting such the contributions zrst. Thus
the O (1=L) tem is not Intrinsic.

Sum m arizing the discussions in this appendix, I can prove that the Ham iltonian [34)) is
described by c= 1 CFT for > 1 In the excitation energy. H owever the e ective central charge
from the ground state depends on the interaction and deviates from 1. I nd the nontrivial
behaviorswhen = odd,which correspondsto the Integer points ofthem odi ed Bessel fiinction

as appearing in the behaviours [7).
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A bstract

Tattem pt to construct U (1) conform al eld theory CF T ) in the Tom onaga-Luttinger(T L)
liquid with 1=r long-range interaction (LR I).Treating the long-range forward scattering as
a perturbation and applying CFT to i, I derive the nite size scalingswhich depend on the
power of the LR I. The obtained nite size scalings give the nontrivialbehaviourswhen is
odd and iscloseto 2. I nd the consistency between the analytical argum ents and num erical
results In the nite size scaling of energy.

1 Introduction

E Jectron system shave attracted ourm uch attention in the low energy physics. A sthe din ension
of the electron system s decrease, the charge screening e ects becom e less in portant. In soite of
these facts, m odels w ith short+range Interaction have been adopted in m any resesarches of one
din ensional electron system s. T he recent advanced technology m akes it possible to fabricate
quastone-din ension system s. Actually In low tem perature the e ect ofCoulom b force hasbeen
cbserved in G aA s quantum w ires [1], quastone-din ensional conductors ,[3,/4] and 1D C arbon
nanotubes [,[6,[7].

The systam s with 1=r Coulomb repulsive forward scattering was investigated on the long
distance properties by bosonization techniques [B]. T he charge correlation fiinction decays w ith
the distance as exp ( const:(nh x)1=2) m ore slow Iy than any power law . The m om entum distri-
bution function and the density of state does not show the sin ple power law singular behaviour.
T he logarithm ic behaviours appear in the power B]. These m ean that the system is driven to
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the W igner crystalwhich is quite di erent from the ordinary TL liquid. The investigation for
the Interaction 1=r' through the path integralapproach [L0] recon m s the slower decaying of
the singlk particle G reen function for = 0 and lkads the faster decay for 0 ( 1) than any
pow er type.

T he num erical calculation in the electron system w ih the Coulomb interaction show s that
the larger range of the interaction causes the Insulator (charge densiy wave) to m etal (m etallic
W igner crystal) transition [L1]. In the soinless ferm ion system , the convergence of the Luttinger
param eters exhbits the quasim etallic behaviour di erent from the sinple TL one [12].

A s Iwilldiscuss below , the forw ard scattering is irrelevant for > 1. A s an instance ofthe
e ect of the Iong-range Um klapp scattering, it was reported that the 1=r® interaction m akes the
system gapless to gapfiil through the generalized K osterlitz-T houless transition [L3]].

In this paper I discuss CEFT in the system wih LR I. T he basic assum ptions of CFT are
sym m etries of translation, rotation, scale and special confom al transform ation. Besides them T
assum e the short-range interaction in the CFT .Hence it is a subtle problem whether the CE'T
can describe the system with LRT.

O fLR Is, up to now , the solvable m odelsw ith 1=r? Interaction were discussed [14,[15,[16,17].
W ih the Bethe ansatz, the conform al anom aly and the conform al din ensions were calculated
and the system proved to bedescribed by c= 1 CFT . In fact the central charge from the speci c
heat agrees w ith c¢= 1. On the other hand, the ground state energy is a ected by the LRI and
the periodic nature. T he e ective central charge [1 deviates from c= 1.

In general, the CFT for LR Iw hich breaksthe locality, hasbeen kft asunsettled problem . It
is signi cant to clarify the validity ofthe CFT to the system sw ith LR I. I nvestigate the tight-
binding m odelw ith 1=r interaction as one of such problem s. The low energy e ective m odel
consists of T L liquid, the long-range forward scattering and the long-range spatially oscillating
Um klapp scattering. Extending argum ents appearing In Ref. [L8] to the TL liquid with the
long-range forw ard scattering, I derive the nite size scalings. In the tightbinding m odelw ith
1=r interaction, I calculate num erically the size dependences of energy and the coe cients of
1=LY. And I see num erically the relations betw een the velocity, susceptibility and D rude w eight,
which CFT requires.

2 Field theoretical approach

I consider the ollow Ing tightbinding H am itonian of the Interacting soinless Ferm ions:

X X
H = (C§Cj+1+ hx) +
] 63

(i 1=)vad NG 1=2); @

0
T de ne the \e ective central charge" by ¢ = 6—3 In the nite size scaling of the ground state energy E4 =
aL LB . ITuse the word \e ective central charge" in this sense.



w here the operator ¢j () annhiltes (creates) the spinless Fem jon in the site jand 5 = cic
is the density operator. In order to treat this m odel under the periodic boundary condition,

I de ne the chord distance between the sites i and Jj: ry;y = (Qsiq%) where L is the site
1
sin (jji,jj))

By the bosonization technique, I obtain the e ective action of the Ham iltonian (Il) for the
arbitrary 1ing:

number. Using this, Iexpressthe LRIasV 1 3Jj) =

&

Z
s = dac—@ P+g d dxdx@, & WV & R0 (K )
Z
0 0 p_ 0 0 p_ 0
+ g d dxdx cos@kgx+ 2 &; ))V & X)cosRkgx + 2 x; )); )
where V x) = %, K isthe TL param eter and kg is the Ferm iwave number. And g0 is the

couping constant proportionalto g. The rst term of (2) is the TL liquid and the second temm
is the Iongrange forward scattering. T he last term is the spatially oscillating Um klapp process
which includes c:os2p 2 which comes from the Interaction between the neighbour sites.

Schulz analyzed the e ects ofthe Coulomb forward scattering by the bosonization technique
In the electron system [B]. H e discussed the quasiW igner crystalofelectrons due to the Coulomb
forward scattering. Here I focus on the e ects of the 1=r forward scattering in the soinless

Ferm ions system . I treat the action :
Z Z

S = dde——@ Y+g ddxdl & W (k xICo K; ) @3)

2 K

1

x2+ 2) =2 ’

for any ling kg . To investigate in the Fourder space, I choose the form V (x) =
where isthe ulra<iolt cut-o . In the wave number space, the action (3) is expressed as

Z
2
S = daWf @+ W)+ oIV @9 @w)T; @)
where V (q) is the Fourder transform ation ofV (x):
2p_
_ =2 1=2 .
V@ = W(q) K o2 1=2(9): )

HereK (x) isthem odi ed Bessel function of th orderand (x) isthe gamm a function. From
this, the digpersion relation is
w? = ofl+ —v @g: 6)

T he long wave]ength behaviors ofV (g) are given by

A+B@g)+Cc@) '+ > 0and 6 odd
+ + =
<A B Ing 1
A+B (g )?hg +C(g )+ =3 (7
A+B@F+c©ﬁh@)+nqﬂ+ =5



whereA ;B ;C and D arethe functionsof .Forthecaseswhere > 0and$ odd, the coe cient

B=B( );C=C{()isgiven by

3=2 1
B() =
4272172 ) (=) 5
_ 1
c() = : ®)
+1 _ (1
2 1 (=) =2) sin 2
From the egs.[8) and [7), Issethat (@ ) 'and hg tem s oro< 1 a ect the lnear
dispersion essentially. E gpecially or = 1, there is the analysis by Schulz, where the charge

density correlation function is calculated B]. A coording to i, in the present spinless case, the
LRI drives the ground state from the TL liquid to the quasiW igner crystalas ! 1+ . The
slow est decaying part of the density correlation function is given by

P
< &®) ) > cosRkx)exp ( ¢ logx); ©)

where ¢ is a function of K, which exhibits slower goatial decay than the power decay of T L
Tguid.
Then I see the e ects of the longrange forward scattering in the standpoints of the renor-

m alization of g. The renom alization group egs. of g, v and K are sinply derived for the
long wavelength (see Appendixes.). From the renom alization egs., the g tem s are relevant for

< l,marmghalfor = 1and irrelevant or > 1. Thus i is expected that the system becom es
the quasiW igner crystal caused by the forward scattering for 1 and the system becom es
the TL Iiquid when > 1. Iseetha%t

x) dx @ &; WV & X0 ;) (10)

has the scaling dimension x4 = + 1 for1< < 3and 4 r > 3. Asthe weak logarithm ic
corrections appear for = odd, IThere distinguish () for =3 from the scaling functions. I also

nd the consistency on these scaling dim ensionsby CFT .By using the rst orderperturoation, I
can know the e ects ofthe longrange forward scattering. Based on CF T , the nite size scalings
of energies for no perturbations are given [L9,120,21),122] by

2 VX
En = — i
vC
Eg = egL E; (ll)

w here x,, is the scaling din ension ofthe prim ary eld denoted by n, v is the sound velocity and
c is the central charge. C onsidering the LR I, I can extract the corrections to these energy size
scalings(see A ppendixes.):

2 VX, g (0) const:

E, = @+
" L x, L 1

Ey = (gg+ g(0)const:)L %(c+ g(0) const:+ g(O)C;_‘o

1z



where (> 1) is not odd. A nd the constants are the fiinctions of . Note that for = odd
cases, the logarithm ic corrections appear. T hey correspond to the integer points ofthem odi ed
Bessel fiinction, which appear in the long-w ave behaviours [7) . I can reproduce these anom alies
for = odd by the CFT .M oreover from CFEFT Ican show that there are the anom alies In the
general excitations and the ground state energy. The details are shown In Appendixes. The
O (1=L?) tem s com e from the irrelevant eld L ,L ,1 and the longtange g tem . The rst eq.
of [12)) m eans that the lIong+ange orward scattering (x) has the scaling dim ension x g= *+1
forl < < 3and 4 or > 3 e ectively. These regpective scaling din ensions are consistent
w ih the estin ation from the renomm alization group egs. of g, that I m entioned above (see
A ppendixes.).

The energy nite size scalings (I2) m ean that the LR I has the higher order in uences than
1=L to the excitation energy and the LRI a ects the 1=L tem in the nite size scaling of the
ground state energy. Here I note that it becom es di cult to calculate the central charge from

nite size scalings (11l) unless the e ects ofthe LRIto O (1=L) tem s are known.

Tt is notable to com pare the egs. [12) w ith the case where the perturbations are of short—
range type. Ludw ig and C ardy calculated the contributions ofthe short-range perturbation [18].
T he resuls for the irrelevant perturbation, gP . (1), which hasthe scaling din ensions x > 2

are
2 VX g () 2 45
En = 1+ Chng (—
T ( o g(L) )
_ . v , const: 3% 6y,
Ey = (g + g(0)const:)L o c+ g(0) 2% 3 + 0 (1= )); @3)

where the O (g) tem s do not appear In the ground state scaling because we set h i = 0 for
the shortrange interaction. T hese results m ean that the x > 2 irrelevant eld has In uences of
the higher order to the nite size scalings (11l). And their result contains parts not so sin ple.
T here are the special points of scaling dim ension x = 1;3;5; and x = 2 which is related to the
appearance of logarithm ic corrections.

To the contrary, Iseeh 16 0 in the Iongrange case, where isde ned in eq. ([IQ). The
LRIgives the O (1=L) Intrinsic in uence to the nie size scaling of the ground state energy, as
appearing in the scalings [12), even if the LR I is irrelevant, that is, Xg > 2.

3 N um erical calculations

T hrough the Jordan-#W igner transfom ation, I transform themodel (1) to S = 1=2 spin Ham ik

tonian for the num erical calculations:

SIV (i 39%: 14)



I in pose the periodicboundary condition Sy1,+1 = S to thism odel. U sing the Lanczos algorithm
Iperform the num erical calculations for the Ham ittonian [14).

I have found analytically the corrections to the energy scalings [11l) caused by the long-
range forward scattering. If the oscillating Um klapp process term of [2) is irrelevant and does
not disturb the energy scalings, the nite size corrections due to the forward scattering are
expected to appear In the excited state energies and the ground state energy. I attem pt to
detect the contribution of the forward scattering.

I num erically calculate the size dependences of the excitation energy E m = 1=L) and the
ground state energy Eqm = 0), Eqfm = 1=L) forg= 035. Here I de ne the m agnetization
m F .S§=L which is the conserved quantity. F itting the one partick excitation energy as

3
LEMmM-=1=L)= a+ L—bc+ L%,Ishow thepowercversusthepowers in Fig.[l. Iseethepower
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Figure 1: The num erically calculated powers ¢ In the excitation energy L E m = 1=L) are
shown versus forg= 05. Here Tuse the scaling om : L E = a+ % + -5, where ajb;c and

d are determm ined num erically. If the LR I is not present, the energy nite size scaling m ust take
theform 4L E = A + % + 0 (1=L%), where A and B are constant values.

c agrees w ith theoretical predictions: 1 exospt for = 2. Ishalldiscussthe = 2 case later.

F itting the ground state energy per ste asE4=L = a+ L% + L%, I plot the powers d versus

in Fig.[d. I see that the power d do not show agreem ents w ith theoretical predictions + 1 in
Egfm = 0)=L. These disagreem ents m ay be caused by the oscillating Um klapp process w hich
becom es relevant at only m = 0 1Iling. On the contrary, the oscillating Um klapp process is

irrelevant atm 6 0. A ctually, in Fig.[2, I see that thepowerd show agreem ents w ith theoretical
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Figure2: Thenum erically calculated powersd In the ground state energiesE 4 fm = 1=L)=L and
Egm = 0)=L are shown versus forg= 05. Here Tuse the scaling form : Eg=L = a+ L—b2+ Lid,
where a;b;c and d are determ ined num erically. If the LRI is not present, the energy nite size

scaling m ust take the form E4=L = A + LB—2+ %,whereA;B and C are constant values.



predictions + 1 inEgm = 1=L)=L except or = 2.
A s I stated above, for = 2, the power ¢ in the excitation energy L. E m = 1=L) =
b

a+t =+ L—dz apparently show s disagreem ent w ith theoretical value 1 and lkew ise for = 2,
b

the power d in the ground state energy Egm = 1=L)=L = a+ 7z 1 L% apparently show s
disagreem ent w ith theoretical value + 1. I investigate the reason for these disagreem ents.
In Fig. [3 I show the num erically obtained coe cient of 1=L. ¢ in the size scalings Egm =
0)=L;Egm = 1=L)=L = a+ L—b2+ L—Cd and the num erically obtained coe cient of 1=L € in the size
scalingL E fn = 1=L) = a+ >+ 5. Icbserve that the coe cientof 1=L °in L E fn = 1=L)

and the coe cient of 1=L ¢ 1 E4gfm = 1=L)=L become amall around = 2. So for = 2,
1=L.? dependence appears ratherthan 1=L. m L E m = 1=L) (seeFig. [1.). Lkely or = 2,
1=1.4 dependence appears rather than 1=L° in Egm = 1=L)=L (see Fig.[2.). I cbserve that the
coe cient of 1=L, ¢ in Egm = 0)=L show the di erent behaviour from those in E g m = 1=L)=L
in Fig.[3. Thisdi erence m ay com e from the spatially oscillating Um klapp process that opens

the gap at m = 0 and disturbs the nie size scaling.

10 . . . .
in Eg(m=0)L  +
in Eg(m=1/L)/IL  ~
8 r in LAE(m=1/L) * ]
0 ,,,,,,
6 i .
i
5 4 -
Q *
(&) N + §
0r %
2+ i
%
_4 1 1 1 1
1 15 2 2.5 3 3.5
B

Figure 3: I show the num erically cbtaied coe cients of 1=L ¢ in the size scalings Eg

0)=L;Egm = 1=L)=L = a+ L—b2+ L—Cd and the num erically obtained coe cient of 1=L € in the size
scalingL E fn = 1=L) = a+ 7%+ 5. Iobserve that the coe cient of 1=L “ n E4 (n = 1=L)=L
and the coe cient of 1=L. *In L E m = 1=L) become smnallaround = 2. The coe cients of
1=Ldang(m = 0)=L show thedi erentbehaviour from thatinE 4 fm = 1=L)=L. Thisdi erence

m ay be caused by the goatially oscillating Um klapp process temm .

Ican obtain A ( ) in the scalings [@0) and [49) by evaluating the integrals. T he results are



shown in Fig.[4 (@) and (). The analyticalA ( ) in the scalings [@0) and A ( ;s) in the scalings
[49) ors= 0 twith the points in Fig. [ well. The curve only ors = 0 ;n Fig. [d{) shows

the good tting. This point shall be discussed later. T hese reveal that the present num erical

calculation of the tightbinding m odel agrees w ith the CFT analysis of the long-range forward

scattering.

3 3.5

‘ 7 2.5
-2.5!

N
.\
[$;

2

/’ﬁ

e rne
N,

, In the eq. [40) is shown. I see that A ( ) has zero

Figure 4: @) A ( ), the coe cient of 1=L
2. This curve coincides w ith the results from the num erical calculation in the

point close to

tightbinding m odel shown in Fig.[3. b , In the eq. [49) is shown
for som e s. Analytically only s = 0 ism eaningfiil for particle excitations. A ( ) for s = 0 has
2. This colncides w ith the resuls from the num erical calculation in the

A ( ), the coe cient of 1=L

zero point close to
tight-binding m odel shown in Fig.[3.

Next Isurvey w hether the Iong-range tight-bindingm odel satis esthe neoessary condition of
2 has 1=2K

CFT .The operator oos 2 hasthe scaling din ensions K =2 and the operator e
n the regin e of the TL liquid. T he two quantities 2K =v and vK =2 are the com pressibility and

the D rude weight resgpectively In the regine ofthe TL liquid. Ifc= 1 CFT is vald to the
tightbinding m odelw ith the LR I, the tw o quantities are related to the two excitations w ith the



symmetrdesg= ;m = 0and g= ;m = 1=L regpectively:

2K =v

I=CL E @m = 1=L;g= ))

vK =2 L E@g@= ) D: 15)

I show the num erically calculated quantities and D in Fig.[§ and[d, where Tuse the sizes L. =
16;18 and 20 and extrapolate the data. Forg< 0, (Which is the susceptibbility, irrespective

6 T T T T T T T
Dx B:15 +
OD . B: X
51 o, =25 =«
g « :4 [}
g* . -0 o
4 r g 2 ——
@KXJr
> Brc |
< 3 1
2
1+t
0 1
-0.5
g
Figure 5: The extrapolated K =v (= =2) isplotted versus the strength g. I use the scaling form
v=K @)=vK 1)+ —2+- or < 3,andvK L)=vK 1 )+ 5 Por 3, wherev=K (1 ),

L .2

a is detem ined num erically.

ofthe CFT argum ents) exhibits the rapid increase which suggests the phase separation. In spin
variables’ Janguage for [1l), this phase ssparation is nothing but the ferrom agnetic phase. Hence
for the larger the point of the phase separation approachesto 1. Forg> 0 I see the weak
tendency that the the quantity becomes analleras isanaller forg lessthan about 1. I nd
that the the quantity D ofg> 0 becom e lJarger as approachesto = 1.

Tn F ig.[7 I plot the velocity versus the strength g forthe variouspowers , w here the velocity
is de ned by

L
Vo= E (= 2 =L): 16)

I see that the velocities are nite values for > 1, as is expected. T here are the points where
the velociies are zero, In plying the phase separation.
In Fig. I plot the quantity % versus the strength g for the various powers . If the

present system is describbed by c= 1 CFT, this quantity is 1 from egs. [18). I nd the regions

10



2.4t 15 -
BBE 5 .
— 2. *
22 B :4 o T
-6 )
2 SR EEENEESE R N A
¥ Z
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ 5%%%%%%¥¥++
% oot ¥kt
1 8 B o8 OODD ggX;JrJr |
% . X OODDX*;XJU%
© g XXX +++
16 I OODD **Xx +++_
x X g
o o « ><><
14} °u Tx x|
o g *
o o
1.2 B o O .
o
o
1 1 1 1 1
-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 15
g

Figure 6: The extrapolated vK (= 2D ) is plotted versus the strength g. I use the scaling form

L E=a+ L—bc,wherea,b and c are determ ined num erically.

B=15

B=2.5

O [ %k+ X

25

Figure 7: The extrapolated soin wave velocity v is plotted versus the strength g. I use the

scaling form L E = a+ L—bc,wherea,b and c are determ ined num erically.
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w here % = 1 in Fig.[8. The regions becom e wider as  approaches to 1 for g > 0. For larger

2 T T T T T T T
p=15 -
B:z x
=25 =
I =4 o
15 6 .
1 ,,,,,,
Q‘(\i Lhnwnnnanibibidibiiiidiig ﬁfgf%—%—%f%%;g;;—i:
05 r _
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

g

Figure 8: T he nom alization % is plotted versus the strength g.

g, the nom alization breaks ow Ing to the generations ofm ass.

4 D iscussion

I have investigated the system wih the 1=r interaction by applylng CFT to it and by the
num erical calculation. At st Thave analyzed TL liquid w ih the 1=r forward scattering by
utilizing the CFT and I have found that the 1=r frward scattering works as higher order
corrections in the excitation energy, whereas the e ective central charge in the scaling of the
ground state energy depends on the interaction and it deviates from c¢= 1. The deviation are
lke the solvabk 1=r* m odels [14,115,116,117]. Next I have num erically calculated the ground
state energy and excitations energies in the tightbinding m odelw ith 1=r interaction, which is
expected to Include the above 1=r forward scattering in the low energy. T he num erical resuls
are in acocordance w ith the analysisw ith CFT ofthe longrange forw ard scattering. Furthem ore
I have num erically chedked the nom alization % = 1,which isthe necessary condition forc= 1
CFT.

For 2,the coe cient A ( ) In the ground state energy vanishes. T his seem sto correspond
to the exact solution for = 2 [L7] which states that the nite size scaling of ground state has
no higher order term than 1=L . The coe cient D ( ) of 1=L 3 i eq. [42) does not vanish for

= 2. However the present argum ent is the rst order perturbation theory. W ith higher order

12



treatm ents, Im ay clarify this. In any case, w ith consistency In m any points I could construct
CFT in the system w ih non-local interaction.

T he num erical calculations in the tightdinding m odel support the nite size scalings (40)
and [43). T one particke excitation energy L. E (m = 1=L), the coe cients of 1=L t wih
s= 0 case n Fig.[4. The coe cients from the long+ange orward scattering are related w ith
the operator product expansion. I can prove that only s = 0 case is relevant for the particlke
excitation. Usihg < ’ ()’ Z)>= 5 h@ z)and<’' @) €)>= Ehe 2, Icon m
the operator product expansions:

P_

P 0 12 1 P- 0 o
Q/ (z) :et % @7) . = cet 2 @) gy :
2 4 z z el
b 0 o 'pE 1 P — 0 o
QF (z) :et 2 &), = e cet 2 @) 4 g a@7)
4 z 2°
ip§ (ZO'ZO) 1 1 ipé (ZO'ZO) lpé ipé (ZO'ZO)
T (z) :e ’ = ———— :€ R 1@ (z) (e ) i+ reg:
@ 4K (z z2)? K z 2 ) it reg
P
T (z) :eipz @'z : = i; :eipz @iz : 1—2 ! 1@’ (z)(:eipz @'2") ) i+ regy
4K (z 22 K z 2
where Ide ne T (z) 2@ )% T (2) 2@ @) and (zjz) £ ( @ ' (z)).From
pP- P
the rstandthesecond egs. IseeC o= 1 2=4,C ;=1 2=4for = landC 1=C 14=0
P
otherw ise, where 0( 0 ) and 1 denote @’ (z) (@’ (z)) ) and :e' 2 @?) : From the third and

the fourth egs., I see :eipz @) : have the conform al din ension (1=4K ;1=4K ) and spth 0. A s
i@’ (z) @' (z))=2 isassociated with @ ( ) Prz= exp ), Icbtain

8 b_

SZiCi0 Cpp)=2= % Hr =1

< R Od>= as)

otherw ise,

o

which m eans that only s = 0 is relevant for the particle excitation and the last eq. n [43) has
no cosine temm .

Iwould discussthesizee ectsfor = 1. A sseen in theegs. [29) and [45), the velocity show s
the weak divergence for the size and the Luttinger param eter vanishes gradually for increasing
size. T his is consistent w ith the num erical tendency (see Figs. 8 and 9 In Ref. [12]). The size
e ect of the D rude weight (proportional to the charge sti ness) is now given by vk=2 const:
as the logarithm ic contributions cancel. The num erical data (see Fig. 7 In Ref. [L2]) shows
the m etallic behaviour at an all and intermm ediate m agnitude interaction strength (larger than
the CDW transition point V = 2 by the short range interaction). I think that the longrange
forward scattering enhances the m etallic character. For fairy large interaction the long-range
Um klapp scattering becom es relevant and the charge sti ness is suppressed. Finally I would
add the size e ect of the com pressibility:

L E(=1=2+ 1=L) 1= =0 MmL)! 1; 19)

13



which com es from the results [29) by the RG analysis and the CFT argum ents. T he com press—
bility goesto 0 weakly for increasing size.

To summ arize, within the perturbation theory I have constructed CFT In the TL liquid
wih 1=r Ilongrange forward scattering. I have found that the interaction gives the nontrivial
behaviour for =odd and 2. I have num erically checked the nite size scalings obtained
from CEFT in the tightbihding m odelw ith 1=r LRI.O ur analysis and num erical calculations
exhibit consistency w ith each other.

A ppendixes

1. Renom alization group equation

0< <1lorl< <3

I derive the renom alization group equations heuristically. Let us start from the action [4):

X X 5 , X X
s = K—<q2+ w?)j @w)f+g LV @7 @w)F
w o g= w g=
X XP Xx® X X XP Xx® X
= £ + + g+g f + + g (20)
w o= =b o = =b W g =b o g= =b
T he partition function is
Z
B 0 0 g g .
7 = D slow D fast €XP ( Sslow Sfast Sslow Sfast) : (21)

Thus I can Integrate out S¢ase (|J> =b com ponent) sim ply and obtain
Z

z = D s1ow exp ( Sglow Sglow ): @2)
T he ram aining procedure of the renom alization is the scale transform ation
q! objw! wdband ! ; 23)

w here I choose the dynam ical exponent 1. T he results are

Sglow ! SO
X X
s, ! g oV @b @w)F
woag=
L X X
Iogb LV @3 @w)f; 24)
woag=

14



whereTuseV (@ A q 1 from the behaviours [). Hence I cbtain the renom alization group

dgb) _ gb)
» 4T “

Substituting 1= Inb into this, I obtain renom alization group egs.

dg
—= = 1
a ( )g
d -y = 0
dlx
E (i = 0 (26)
dl vK B

The TL param eter K is not renom alized but it shifts due to the constant A .

=1

T he dispersion relation of the Coulomb Interaction includes the m arginal part w gand w

p
g Jhqgjaswellas > 1 case. Integrating out the fast m oving part, Iobtain the e ective action

of the slow part

2 5 X X
Ssiow = K—(vq2+ w?=v)j @w)f+ g IV @7 @w)F;
w a= =b w a= =b
27)

w here Tdare to lave the velocity in the G aussian part. N ote that Ineed not the renom alization
of the velocity n the case > 1. A fter the scale transform ation, I obtain the egs.

— =0
dl
d(v) . 9A
dl K 2
d(l ) = 0; (28)
dl v !

where A isthe constant appearing in [1). I see that K and the velocity v is renom alized instead
of the no renom alization ofg. T he forw ard scattering becom e relevant through K ;v and drive
the systam away from the TL xed point. Note that this result holds irrespective of any 1ling

kr . From these egs., the size dependences of v and K are given by

P
v (o) nL

P
K @) 1= InL: (29)

T he velocity diverges weakly for long distances, which is consistent w ith the estim ations of
v= i—"; from the behaviours [7).

15



=3

IuseV (@ =2A+Bghg+ CF+ in the behaviflrsThe g term of [20) is
X X
F (@ 0 ha+ g O)F); (30)
woog= =b

where the couplings g; (0) and g, (0) are de ned by gB and gC respectively. For the scale
transfom ation [23), the g tem is changed to

X

o OF hgdd + (@ )= + g 0)F hgf)): (31)
woas
T hus I obtain
B = —50
g1 = b291
© = O=Th=+ 0= (32)
92 = 1 7 b 92 7

By 1= Inb, Twrte thisas

da; )
—_— = 2g ()
dl
dgz (O
= 2 :
a1 g@® a@ (33)

> 3

This case is sam e as eq. [29) putting = 3.

2.CFT In the TL liguid with LRI

The Ham iltonian in the nite strip from the action (3) is
Z

H = Hrp+g did2@, (1)@, (2)V(@G:1 23 (G2 2J o) (34)
D

where Hrp, isTL liquid and D meansthe region D = fj 4 2] L; L=2 17 2 L=2g.
I introduce the step function () to avoid the ultra violt divergences which com e from V (x)

and the operator product expansion of @ ( ). For the sm all perturbation g the ground state
energy E 4 varies as
Z
E; Eg = g daid2v(@:1 2)<0R, (1€, (2P> G123 o)
Pz
- 3 aadV Gr 23K O (1)6, ()P
+ < 0Ry," W1y, W2)P>1,- ;-0 G123 o) (35)
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where T introduce the coordinates w = +1i ( L=2 L=2, 1 < <1l)and P>
is the ground state of H r1,. From the characters of the G aussian part (TL liquid part) I can
sparateas (; )="'" W)+’ W) and derive < 0F%,," W1)Qy,” W2)PD >= 0. The content of
the brackets ism odi ed as follow s:

[< O:EWII (Wl)@WZ, (WZ):D> + < O:@wll (Wl)@wz’ (WZ):D>]1: 2=0

K (2 2 Z2 1 2 2 22 1 ]
= e - - L —
4°L° =z @ 22 L' oz 22
- K2 L (36)
4 T 28]1’12 (lL 2)
where I transform the correlation function < @, '~ (z1)Q,, ~ (z2) > = 4(Z1K722)2 nl 1 =z plane
to that in the strijp w thorough z = epoTw. At present case @, ~W) @, ~W)) have the soin
s=1( 1) and conformaldimension = 1( = 1). Hence Iobtain
Z q_
Bl o= B0 ! x5 =) G7)
g 79 2 1 L, e ¥ e ¥ 0 1

where T In pose the periodic boundary condition and use the interaction potential V x) =

1=E& sin (XT )) .Putting = (=L for convenience, I give the di erential of the integral part:
Z _
@ 1=2 dXO 1 g 0, - 2 . 38)
@ 1, @ ¥ sn? x O n 39 sn?

A fter integrating the Taylor expansion about of this quantity, I obtain

? 1 1 1 2 () ! +2
’ (K3 ) = consti+Z| + () **
=2 (s ¥ sin? ¥ +1  6( 1)
el v Toin 290 ) 3
37120 72 g
+0(( ) "% (39)
where 6 odd. Therefore I can w rite the corrections in the fom :
0 gk A() C() D()
Eg Eg = T[L +B( )L+ L + L3 +O(F)]: (40)
HereB ( ),C ( ) and D ( ) are given by
1
_ 0
BO) 1+
c() = ﬂ +1 @1)
6( 1) °
D()——4f—(+2) i(+1)(+2)3
N 3120 72 9o

Ican cbtain A ( ) by evaluating the above integralnum erically. T he result is shown in Fig.[d@).
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For = odd, there exists the logarithm ic correction instead of the eq. [40). T he resuls for
resgpective are

8
%g[%+BL+%]n%+DL—13+O(%)] or =1

. SgB5+BL+ $+D5hi+ o)) for = 3

Ey, Eg= 42)
g5 +BL+ S+ DL+ EENT+0E)] or =5

%

TheC tem s i egs. [40) and [42)) contribute to deviation ofthe centralcharge. The present LR I
nevitably contains the contrbution from the short range interaction: (x). The C temm does
not com e from the short range types of interactions because the vacuum expected valieh@, )?i
vanishes. ThusC tem is intrinsic in the present system w ith the LR I under periodic boundary
condiion. Because the velociy is not renom alized as I have seen from the renom alization
group egs. the C temm contributes to the deviations of the e ective central charge from the
ground state energy.

N ext I derive the corrections for the energy of the excited state:

Z

g di1d2v@:1 23<nR, (@, (20> G123 o)

zP %

ngleV(jl 2J <n®, (1) >< R, (200h> G123 o)

Eqn

g cpc BN Ty 1 2 | Y o i =) 43)
= : - —————— oS s —
g nij n T . y(sjn I Sn Yy 3] L7
where Tuse the results by Cardy 22]:
, , 2 . 2 i(sn s )
<nj () > = Cnpjy (?)Xje L : (44)

Here jmeans @ and h > is the excied state of Ht1 . I can derive the size dependence of
eq. [A3) from likew ise treatm ents as the ground state. A fter taking the derivative about 1=L, I
expand about 1=L . Integrating them , I cbtain

g &

162gP ancjan(san;)‘*'Bl(,)‘*'C(Sans;)‘*’D(sans')‘*'o(Liv)g P

%162gP Caj C pufr®2diplmiice, s)h+D s)EF+0Gg =
= 162gP Crj C nfr® 2l plic(s, s)Zhi+D(s s)EF+0G)g =

162gP Cnj C ufr®2 )i Blic(s, s)Z+D@En s)shi+og =

18
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where B are the constant Independent of s,;s . Here or 6 odd, B ( ), C (s, s; ) and

D (s, s; )aregiven by

B() = !

(o) 1« 1)
C ( ) Lo o2 2 (46)
Sn S = —F= s)'l——

(o) 36 = 3

1 (s s)? 1 2 2, s)t 1

D (sn i = an = ] :
G 87 (o) ST 3 T TRt T s T

It is not straightforward to determ ine A (s, s ; ) generally. However about one particle
excitation (s, = 0), I can obtah A ( ;s ), which is shown orsome s i Fig. ). Acally
further consideration about the operator product expansion ladss, = s = 0 (see section 4.).

I referto the O (1=L) dependences. T hese are due to the fact that the LR I includes the short
range type Interaction. A ctually T can derive the sam e form

X
g
E an C Jjn 47)
as an ordinary nite scaling by replacing asV (k) (k] 0) ! ®).As @ ¥ isa partofthe

TL liquid, the O (1=L) temm can be erased under subtracting such the contributions zrst. Thus
the O (1=L) tem is not Intrinsic.

Sum m arizing the discussions in this appendix, I can prove that the Ham iltonian [34)) is
described by c= 1 CFT for > 1 In the excitation energy. H owever the e ective central charge
from the ground state depends on the interaction and deviates from 1. I nd the nontrivial
behaviorswhen = odd,which correspondsto the Integer points ofthem odi ed Bessel fiinction

as appearing in the behaviours [7).
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