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A bstract

Iattem pttoconstructU (1)conform al�eld theory(CFT)in theTom onaga-Luttinger(TL)

liquid with 1=r� long-rangeinteraction (LRI).Treating thelong-rangeforward scattering as

a perturbation and applying CFT to it,Iderivethe�nitesizescalingswhich depend on the

powerofthe LRI.Theobtained �nite size scalingsgivethe nontrivialbehaviourswhen � is

odd and iscloseto 2.I�nd theconsistency between theanalyticalargum entsand num erical

resultsin the �nite size scaling ofenergy.

1 Introduction

Electron system shaveattracted ourm uch attention in thelow energy physics.Asthedim ension

oftheelectron system sdecrease,thechargescreening e�ectsbecom elessim portant.In spiteof

these facts,m odelswith short-range interaction have been adopted in m any researches ofone

dim ensionalelectron system s. The recent advanced technology m akes it possible to fabricate

quasi-one-dim ension system s.Actually in low tem peraturethee�ectofCoulom b forcehasbeen

observed in G aAs quantum wires[1],quasi-one-dim ensionalconductors[2,3,4]and 1D Carbon

nanotubes[5,6,7].

The system s with 1=r Coulom b repulsive forward scattering was investigated on the long

distancepropertiesby bosonization techniques[8].Thecharge correlation function decayswith

the distance asexp(� const:(lnx)1=2)m ore slowly than any powerlaw. The m om entum distri-

bution function and thedensity ofstatedoesnotshow thesim plepowerlaw singularbehaviour.

The logarithm ic behavioursappearin the power[9]. These m ean thatthe system isdriven to

�
corresponding phone num .:011-81-948-22-0711
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the W ignercrystalwhich isquite di�erentfrom the ordinary TL liquid. The investigation for

theinteraction 1=r1� � through thepath integralapproach [10]recon�rm stheslowerdecaying of

the single particle G reen function for� = 0 and leadsthe fasterdecay for0 � �(� 1)than any

powertype.

The num ericalcalculation in the electron system with the Coulom b interaction showsthat

thelargerrangeoftheinteraction causestheinsulator(charge density wave)to m etal(m etallic

W ignercrystal)transition [11].In thespinlessferm ion system ,theconvergenceoftheLuttinger

param etersexhibitsthe quasi-m etallic behaviourdi�erentfrom the sim pleTL one [12].

AsIwilldiscussbelow,theforward scattering isirrelevantfor� > 1.Asan instance ofthe

e�ectofthelong-rangeUm klapp scattering,itwasreported thatthe1=r2 interaction m akesthe

system gaplessto gapfulthrough thegeneralized K osterlitz-Thoulesstransition [13].

In this paper I discuss CFT in the system with LRI.The basic assum ptions ofCFT are

sym m etriesoftranslation,rotation,scaleand specialconform altransform ation.Besidesthem I

assum e the short-range interaction in the CFT.Hence itisa subtle problem whetherthe CFT

can describethe system with LRI.

O fLRIs,up to now,thesolvablem odelswith 1=r2 interaction werediscussed [14,15,16,17].

W ith the Bethe ansatz,the conform alanom aly and the conform aldim ensionswere calculated

and thesystem proved to bedescribed by c= 1 CFT.In factthecentralchargefrom thespeci�c

heatagreeswith c= 1.O n the otherhand,theground state energy isa�ected by the LRIand

the periodicnature.Thee�ective centralcharge 1 deviatesfrom c= 1.

In general,theCFT forLRIwhich breaksthelocality,hasbeen leftasunsettled problem .It

issigni�cantto clarify thevalidity oftheCFT to thesystem swith LRI.Iinvestigate thetight-

binding m odelwith 1=r� interaction asone ofsuch problem s. The low energy e�ective m odel

consistsofTL liquid,the long-range forward scattering and the long-range spatially oscillating

Um klapp scattering. Extending argum ents appearing in Ref. [18]to the TL liquid with the

long-range forward scattering,Iderive the �nite size scalings. In the tight-binding m odelwith

1=r� interaction,Icalculate num erically the size dependencesofenergy and the coe�cients of

1=Ly.And Iseenum erically therelationsbetween thevelocity,susceptibility and Drudeweight,

which CFT requires.

2 Field theoreticalapproach

Iconsiderthe following tight-binding Ham iltonian ofthe interacting spinlessFerm ions:

H = �

LX

j

(c
y

j
cj+ 1 + h:c)+

g

2

LX

i6= j

(�i� 1=2)V (i� j)(�j � 1=2); (1)

1
Ide�ne the \e�ective centralcharge" by c

0

= 6b

�v
in the �nite size scaling ofthe ground state energy E g =

aL � b

L
.Iuse the word \e�ective centralcharge" in thissense.
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wheretheoperatorcj (c
y

j
)annihilates(creates)thespinlessFerm ion in the site j and �j = c

y

j
cj

is the density operator. In order to treat this m odelunder the periodic boundary condition,

Ide�ne the chord distance between the sites iand j: ri;j = (L
�
sin

�(i� j)

L
) where L is the site

num ber.Using this,IexpresstheLRIasV (i� j)= 1

(
L

�
sin

�(ji�jj)

L
)�
.

By the bosonization technique,Iobtain the e�ective action ofthe Ham iltonian (1)forthe

arbitrary �lling:

S =

Z

d�dx
1

2�K
(r �)

2
+ g

Z

d�dxdx
0

@x�(x;�)V (x � x
0

)@
x
0�(x

0

;�)

+ g
0

Z

d�dxdx
0

cos(2kF x +
p
2�(x;�))V (x � x

0

)cos(2kF x
0

+
p
2�(x

0

;�)); (2)

where V (x)= 1

jxj�
,K is the TL param eter and kF is the Ferm iwave num ber. And g

0

is the

couping constantproportionalto g.The�rstterm of(2)isthe TL liquid and the second term

isthelong-range forward scattering.Thelastterm isthespatially oscillating Um klapp process

which includescos2
p
2� which com esfrom the interaction between the neighboursites.

Schulzanalyzed thee�ectsoftheCoulom b forward scattering by thebosonization technique

in theelectron system [8].Hediscussed thequasi-W ignercrystalofelectronsduetotheCoulom b

forward scattering. Here I focus on the e�ects ofthe 1=r� forward scattering in the spinless

Ferm ionssystem .Itreatthe action :

S =

Z

d�dx
1

2�K
(r �)

2
+ g

Z

d�dxdx
0

@x�(x;�)V (jx � x
0

j)@
x
0�(x

0

;�) (3)

for any �lling kF . To investigate in the Fourier space,I choose the form V (x) = 1

(x2+ �2)� =2
,

where� isthe ultra-violetcut-o�.In the wave num berspace,theaction (3)isexpressed as

S =

Z

dqdwf
2�

K
(q
2
+ w

2
)+ gq

2
V (q)gj�(q;w)j

2
; (4)

whereV (q)isthe Fouriertransform ation ofV (x):

V (q) =
2
p
�

�(�=2)2�=2� 1=2
(�q)

�=2� 1=2
K �=2� 1=2(�q): (5)

HereK �(x)isthem odi�ed Besselfunction of�th orderand �(x)isthegam m a function.From

this,thedispersion relation is

w
2

= q
2
f1+

gK

2�
V (q)g: (6)

Thelong wavelength behaviorsofV (q)are given by

V (q)�

8
>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>:

A + B (q�)2 + C (q�)�� 1+ � � � � > 0 and � 6= odd

A + B lnq� + � � � � = 1

A + B (q�)2lnq� + C (q�)2 + � � � � = 3

A + B (q�)2 + C (q�)4ln(q�)+ D (q�)4 + � � � � = 5

� � � ;

(7)
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whereA;B ;C and D arethefunctionsof�.Forthecasewhere� > 0 and 6= odd,thecoe�cient

B = B (�);C = C (�)isgiven by

B (�) =
�3=2

4

1

2�=2� 1=2�(
5� �

2
)�(�=2)sin

(�� 1)�

2

C (�) = � �
3=2 1

2�� 1�(
�+ 1

2
)�(�=2)sin

(�� 1)�

2

: (8)

From the eqs.(6)and (7),Isee that(q�)�� 1 and lnq� term sfor0 < � � 1 a�ectthe linear

dispersion essentially. Especially for � = 1,there is the analysis by Schulz,where the charge

density correlation function iscalculated [8]. According to it,in the presentspinlesscase,the

LRIdrives the ground state from the TL liquid to the quasi-W igner crystalas � ! 1+ . The

slowestdecaying partofthedensity correlation function isgiven by

< �(x)�(0)> � cos(2kF x)exp(� c
p
logx); (9)

where c is a function ofK ,which exhibits slower spatialdecay than the power decay ofTL

liquid.

Then Isee the e�ects ofthe long-range forward scattering in the standpointsofthe renor-

m alization ofg. The renorm alization group eqs. ofg,v and K are sim ply derived for the

long wave-length (seeAppendixes.).From therenorm alization eqs.,theg term sarerelevantfor

� < 1,m arginalfor� = 1 and irrelevantfor� > 1.Thusitisexpected thatthesystem becom es

the quasi-W igner crystalcaused by the forward scattering for � � 1 and the system becom es

the TL liquid when � > 1.Isee that

�(x) �

Z

dx
0

@x�(x;�)V (x � x
0

)@
x
0�(x

0

;�) (10)

hasthe scaling dim ension xg = � + 1 for1 < � < 3 and 4 for� > 3. Asthe weak logarithm ic

correctionsappearfor�= odd,Iheredistinguish �(x)for�= 3 from thescaling functions.Ialso

�nd theconsistency on thesescaling dim ensionsby CFT.By usingthe�rstorderperturbation,I

can know thee�ectsofthelong-rangeforward scattering.Based on CFT,the�nitesizescalings

ofenergiesforno perturbationsare given [19,20,21,22]by

�E n =
2�vxn

L

E g = egL �
�vc

6L
; (11)

wherexn isthescaling dim ension oftheprim ary �eld denoted by n,v isthesound velocity and

c isthe centralcharge. Considering the LRI,Ican extractthe correctionsto these energy size

scalings(see Appendixes.):

�E n =
2�vxn

L
(1+

g(0)

xn

const:

L�� 1
+ O (1=L

2
))

E g = (eg + g(0)const:)L �
�v

6L
(c+ g(0)const:+ g(0)

const:

L�� 1
+ O (1=L

2
));

(12)
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where �(> 1) is not odd. And the constants are the functions of�. Note that for � = odd

cases,thelogarithm iccorrectionsappear.They correspond to theintegerpointsofthem odi�ed

Besselfunction,which appearin thelong-wavebehaviours(7).Ican reproducetheseanom alies

for� = odd by the CFT.M oreover from CFT Ican show thatthere are the anom alies in the

generalexcitations and the ground state energy. The details are shown in Appendixes. The

O (1=L2)term scom efrom theirrelevant�eld L � 2
�L� 21 and thelong-rangeg term .The�rsteq.

of(12)m eansthatthelong-rangeforward scattering �(x)hasthescaling dim ension x g = � + 1

for 1 < � < 3 and 4 for � > 3 e�ectively. These respective scaling dim ensions are consistent

with the estim ation from the renorm alization group eqs. ofg,that I m entioned above (see

Appendixes.).

The energy �nite size scalings(12)m ean thatthe LRIhasthe higherorderinuencesthan

1=L to the excitation energy and the LRIa�ects the 1=L term in the �nite size scaling ofthe

ground state energy. Here Inote thatitbecom esdi�cultto calculate the centralcharge from

�nitesize scalings(11)unlessthe e�ectsofthe LRIto O (1=L)term sare known.

Itis notable to com pare the eqs. (12)with the case where the perturbationsare ofshort-

rangetype.Ludwigand Cardy calculated thecontributionsoftheshort-rangeperturbation [18].

Theresultsfortheirrelevantperturbation,� g
P

r
�(r),which hasthescaling dim ensionsx > 2

are

�E n =
2�vxn

L
(1+

g(0)

xn
Cnng(

2�

L
)
x� 2

)

E g = (eg + g(0)const:)L �
�v

6L
(c+ g(0)

2const:

L2x� 4
+ O (1=L

3x� 6
)); (13)

where the O (g) term s do not appear in the ground state scaling because we set h�i = 0 for

the short-rangeinteraction.Theseresultsm ean thatthe x > 2 irrelevant�eld hasinuencesof

the higherorderto the �nite size scalings (11). And theirresultcontains partsnotso sim ple.

There are the specialpointsofscaling dim ension x = 1;3;5;and x = 2 which isrelated to the

appearance oflogarithm ic corrections.

To the contrary,Isee h�i6= 0 in the long-range case,where � isde�ned in eq. ( 10). The

LRIgivesthe O (1=L)intrinsic inuenceto the �nitesize scaling ofthe ground state energy,as

appearing in the scalings(12),even iftheLRIisirrelevant,thatis,xg > 2.

3 N um ericalcalculations

Through the Jordan-W ignertransform ation,Itransform them odel(1)to S = 1=2 spin Ham il-

tonian forthe num ericalcalculations:

H = �
X

j

(S
+

j
S
�
j+ 1

+ h:c)+
g

2

X

i6= j

S
z
iV (ji� jj)S

z
j: (14)
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Iim posetheperiodicboundarycondition SL+ 1 = S1 tothism odel.UsingtheLanczosalgorithm

Iperform the num ericalcalculationsforthe Ham iltonian (14).

I have found analytically the corrections to the energy scalings (11) caused by the long-

range forward scattering. Ifthe oscillating Um klapp processterm of(2)isirrelevantand 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

detectthecontribution oftheforward scattering.

Inum erically calculate thesizedependencesoftheexcitation energy �E (m = 1=L)and the

ground state energy E g(m = 0),E g(m = 1=L) for g = 0:5. Here Ide�ne the m agnetization

m �
P

j
Szj=L which is the conserved quantity. Fitting the one particle excitation energy as

L�E (m = 1=L)= a+ b
Lc +

d

L2,Ishow thepowercversusthepowers� in Fig.1.Iseethepower

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

1 2 3 4 5 6

po
w

er

β

data
β−1

2

Figure 1: The num erically calculated powers c in the excitation energy L�E (m = 1=L) are

shown versus� forg = 0:5.Here Iusethe scaling form :L�E = a+ b
Lc +

d

L2,wherea;b;c and

d aredeterm ined num erically.IftheLRIisnotpresent,theenergy �nitesizescaling m usttake

the form :L�E = A + B

L2 + O (1=L4),whereA and B are constantvalues.

cagreeswith theoreticalpredictions:� � 1 exceptfor� = 2.Ishalldiscussthe� = 2 caselater.

Fitting the ground state energy persite as E g=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld ,Iplotthe powersd versus�

in Fig. 2.Isee thatthe powerd do notshow agreem entswith theoreticalpredictions� + 1 in

E g(m = 0)=L. These disagreem ents m ay be caused by the oscillating Um klapp processwhich

becom es relevant at only m = 0 �lling. O n the contrary,the oscillating Um klapp process is

irrelevantatm 6= 0.Actually,in Fig.2,Iseethatthepowerd show agreem entswith theoretical

6
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Figure2: Thenum erically calculated powersd in theground stateenergiesE g(m = 1=L)=L and

E g(m = 0)=L areshown versus� forg = 0:5.HereIusethescaling form :Eg=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld,

where a;b;c and d are determ ined num erically. Ifthe LRIisnotpresent,the energy �nite size

scaling m usttake theform :E g=L = A + B

L2 +
C

L4,whereA;B and C are constantvalues.
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predictions� + 1 in Eg(m = 1=L)=L exceptfor� = 2.

As I stated above, for � = 2, the power c in the excitation energy L�E (m = 1=L) =

a+ b
Lc +

d

L2 apparently showsdisagreem entwith theoreticalvalue� � 1 and likewise for� = 2,

the power d in the ground state energy E g(m = 1=L)=L = a + b

L2 +
c

Ld apparently shows

disagreem ent with theoreticalvalue � + 1. I investigate the reason for these disagreem ents.

In Fig. 3 I show the num erically obtained coe�cient of 1=L d in the size scalings E g(m =

0)=L;E g(m = 1=L)=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld and thenum erically obtained coe�cientof1=L
c in thesize

scaling L�E (m = 1=L)= a+ b
Lc +

d

L2.Iobservethatthecoe�cientof1=L
c in L�E (m = 1=L)

and the coe�cient of1=L d in E g(m = 1=L)=L becom e sm allaround � = 2. So for � = 2,

1=L2 dependence appearsratherthan 1=L in L�E (m = 1=L)(see Fig. 1.). Likely for� = 2,

1=L4 dependenceappearsratherthan 1=L3 in E g(m = 1=L)=L (see Fig.2.).Iobservethatthe

coe�cientof1=L d in E g(m = 0)=L show the di�erentbehaviourfrom thosein E g(m = 1=L)=L

in Fig. 3.Thisdi�erence m ay com e from the spatially oscillating Um klapp processthatopens

the gap atm = 0 and disturbsthe�nite size scaling.

-4
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4
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10
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co
ef

fic
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β
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in L∆E(m=1/L)

0

Figure 3: I show the num erically obtained coe�cients of1=L d in the size scalings E g(m =

0)=L;E g(m = 1=L)=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld and thenum erically obtained coe�cientof1=L
c in thesize

scaling L�E (m = 1=L)= a+ b
Lc +

d

L2.Iobservethatthecoe�cientof1=L
d in E g(m = 1=L)=L

and the coe�cientof1=L c in L�E (m = 1=L)becom e sm allaround � = 2. The coe�cientsof

1=Ld in E g(m = 0)=L show thedi�erentbehaviourfrom thatin E g(m = 1=L)=L.Thisdi�erence

m ay becaused by the spatially oscillating Um klapp processterm .

Ican obtain A(�)in the scalings(40)and (45)by evaluating the integrals. The resultsare
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shown in Fig.4 (a)and (b).TheanalyticalA(�)in thescalings(40)and A(�;s)in thescalings

(45)fors = 0 �twith the pointsin Fig. 3 well. The curve only fors = 0 in Fig. 4(b)shows

the good �tting. Thispointshallbe discussed later. These revealthatthe presentnum erical

calculation ofthe tight-binding m odelagreeswith the CFT analysisofthe long-range forward

scattering.

1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

-5

-2.5

2.5

5

7.5

1.5 2 2.5 3

-6

-4

-2

2

4

Figure 4: (a)A(�),the coe�cient of1=L �,in the eq. (40)isshown. Isee thatA(�)haszero

pointcloseto � = 2.Thiscurvecoincideswith theresultsfrom thenum ericalcalculation in the

tight-binding m odelshown in Fig.3.(b)A(�),thecoe�cientof1=L �,in theeq.(45)isshown

forsom e s. Analytically only s = 0 ism eaningfulforparticle excitations. A(�)fors = 0 has

zero pointclose to � = 2.Thiscoincideswith the resultsfrom the num ericalcalculation in the

tight-binding m odelshown in Fig.3.

NextIsurvey whetherthelong-rangetight-bindingm odelsatis�esthenecessary condition of

CFT.Theoperatorcos
p
2� hasthescaling dim ensionsK =2 and theoperatore� i

p
2� has1=2K

in theregim e oftheTL liquid.Thetwo quantities2K =v and vK =2 are thecom pressibility and

the Drude weight respectively in the regim e ofthe TL liquid. Ifc = 1 CFT is valid to the

tight-binding m odelwith theLRI,thetwo quantitiesarerelated to thetwo excitationswith the

9



sym m etriesq= �;m = 0 and q= �;m = 1=L respectively:

2K =v = 1=(L�E (m = 1=L;q= �))� �

vK =2 = L�E (q= �)� D : (15)

Ishow thenum erically calculated quantities� and D in Fig.5 and 6,whereIusethesizesL =

16;18 and 20 and extrapolate the data. Forg < 0,� (which isthe susceptibility,irrespective

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

-0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

K
/v

g

β=1.5
β=2

β=2.5
β=4
β=6

2

Figure5: Theextrapolated K =v(= �=2)isplotted versusthestrength g.Iusethescaling form

v=K (L)= v=K (1 )+ a

L� �1 for� < 3,and v=K (L)= v=K (1 )+ a

L2 for� � 3,where v=K (1 ),

a isdeterm ined num erically.

oftheCFT argum ents)exhibitstherapid increasewhich suggeststhephaseseparation.In spin

variables’languagefor(1),thisphaseseparation isnothing buttheferrom agneticphase.Hence

forthe larger� the pointofthe phase separation approachesto � 1. Forg > 0 Isee the weak

tendency thatthethequantity � becom essm alleras� issm allerforg lessthan about1.I�nd

thatthe thequantity D ofg > 0 becom e largeras� approachesto � = 1.

In Fig.7Iplotthevelocity versusthestrength g forthevariouspowers�,wherethevelocity

isde�ned by

v =
L

2�
�E (q= 2�=L): (16)

Isee thatthe velocitiesare �nite valuesfor� > 1 ,asisexpected.There are the pointswhere

the velocitiesare zero,im plying the phaseseparation.

In Fig. 8 I plot the quantity D

�v2
versus the strength g for the various powers �. Ifthe

presentsystem isdescribed by c= 1 CFT,thisquantity is1 from eqs. (15). I�nd the regions
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Figure 6: The extrapolated vK (= 2D )isplotted versusthe strength g. Iuse the scaling form

L�E = a+ b
Lc,wherea,b and c aredeterm ined num erically.
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Figure 7: The extrapolated spin wave velocity v is plotted versus the strength g. I use the

scaling form L�E = a+ b
Lc,wherea,b and c are determ ined num erically.
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where D

�v2
= 1 in Fig.8.The regionsbecom e wideras� approachesto 1 forg > 0.Forlarger

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

D χv
2

g

β=1.5
β=2

β=2.5
β=4
β=6

1

Figure 8:Thenorm alization D

�v2
isplotted versusthe strength g.

g,the norm alization breaksowing to the generationsofm ass.

4 D iscussion

I have investigated the system with the 1=r� interaction by applying CFT to it and by the

num ericalcalculation. At�rstIhave analyzed TL liquid with the 1=r� forward scattering by

utilizing the CFT and I have found that the 1=r� forward scattering works as higher order

corrections in the excitation energy,whereas the e�ective centralcharge in the scaling ofthe

ground state energy dependson the interaction and itdeviatesfrom c= 1. The deviation are

like the solvable 1=r2 m odels [14,15,16,17]. Next Ihave num erically calculated the ground

stateenergy and excitationsenergiesin thetight-binding m odelwith 1=r� interaction,which is

expected to includetheabove 1=r� forward scattering in thelow energy.Thenum ericalresults

arein accordancewith theanalysiswith CFT ofthelong-rangeforward scattering.Furtherm ore

Ihavenum erically checked thenorm alization D

�v2
= 1,which isthenecessary condition forc= 1

CFT.

For� � 2,thecoe�cientA(�)in theground stateenergy vanishes.Thisseem stocorrespond

to the exactsolution for� = 2 [17]which statesthatthe �nite size scaling ofground state has

no higher order term than 1=L. The coe�cient D (�) of1=L 3 in eq. (42) does not vanish for

� = 2.Howeverthe presentargum entisthe �rstorderperturbation theory.W ith higherorder

12



treatm ents,Im ay clarify this. In any case,with consistency in m any pointsIcould construct

CFT in the system with non-localinteraction.

The num ericalcalculations in the tight-binding m odelsupportthe �nite size scalings (40)

and (45). In one particle excitation energy L�E (m = 1=L),the coe�cients of1=L � �t with

s = 0 case in Fig. 4. The coe�cients from the long-range forward scattering are related with

the operator productexpansion. Ican prove that only s = 0 case is relevant for the particle

excitation.Using < ’(z)’(z
0

)> = � K
4
ln(z� z

0

)and < �’(�z)�’(�z
0
)> = � K

4
ln(�z� �z

0
),Icon�rm

the operatorproductexpansions:

@’(z):e
i
p
2�(z;

�
z
0
)
: =

� i
p
2

4

1

z� z
0 :e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:+ reg:

�@�’(�z):e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
: =

i
p
2

4

1

�z� �z
0
:e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:+ reg: (17)

T(z):e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
: =

1

4K

1

(z� z
0
)2

:e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:+

i
p
2

K

1

z� z
0 :@’(z)(:e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:):+ reg:

�T(�z):e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
: =

1

4K

1

(�z� �z
0
)2

:e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:�

i
p
2

K

1

�z� �z
0
:�@�’(�z)(:e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:):+ reg:;

where Ide�ne T(z)� � 2

K
(@’(z))2, �T(�z)� � 2

K
(�@�’(�z))2 and �(z;�z)� 1

K
(’(z)� �’(�z)). From

the�rstand thesecond eqs.,IseeC �10 = � i
p
2=4,C�1�0 = i

p
2=4for� = 1and C�10 = C�1�0 = 0

otherwise,where 0( �0 ) and 1 denote @’(z) ( �@�’(�z)) ) and :ei
p
2�(z;�z):. From the third and

the fourth eqs.,Isee :ei
p
2�(z;�z):have the conform aldim ension (1=4K ;1=4K ) and spin 0. As

i(@’(z)� �@�’(�z))=2 isassociated with @�(�)forz = exp(2�w
L
),Iobtain

< �j@�(�)j1 > =

8
<

:

2�
L
i(C110 � C11�0)=2 =

p
2

4

2�
L

for� = 1

0 otherwise,

(18)

which m eansthatonly s = 0 isrelevantforthe particle excitation and the lasteq. in (43)has

no cosine term .

Iwould discussthesizee�ectsfor� = 1.Asseen in theeqs.(29)and (45),thevelocity shows

the weak divergence forthe size and the Luttingerparam etervanishesgradually forincreasing

size. Thisisconsistentwith the num ericaltendency (see Figs. 8 and 9 in Ref. [12]). The size

e�ectofthe Drude weight(proportionalto the charge sti�ness)isnow given by vk=2 � const:

as the logarithm ic contributions cancel. The num ericaldata (see Fig. 7 in Ref. [12]) shows

the m etallic behaviour at sm alland interm ediate m agnitude interaction strength (larger than

the CDW transition pointV = 2 by the shortrange interaction). Ithink thatthe long-range

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 thesize e�ectofthe com pressibility:

L�E (� = 1=2+ 1=L) � 1=� = O (lnL)! 1 ; (19)

13



which com esfrom theresults(29)by the RG analysisand the CFT argum ents.Thecom press-

ibility � goesto 0 weakly forincreasing size.

To sum m arize,within the perturbation theory I have constructed CFT in the TL liquid

with 1=r� long-range forward scattering. Ihave found thatthe interaction givesthe nontrivial

behaviourfor � = odd and � � 2. Ihave num erically checked the �nite size scalings obtained

from CFT in the tight-binding m odelwith 1=r� LRI.O uranalysisand num ericalcalculations

exhibitconsistency with each other.

A ppendixes

1. R enorm alization group equation

0< � < 1 or 1< � < 3

Iderive the renorm alization group equationsheuristically.Letusstartfrom the action (4):

S =
X

w

�X

q= � �

2�

K
(q
2
+ w

2
)j�(q;w)j

2
+ g

X

w

�X

q= � �

q
2
V (q)j�(q;w)j

2

=
X

w

f

�=bX

q= � �=b

+

� �=bX

q= � �

+

�X

q= �=b

g+ g
X

w

f

�=bX

q= � �=b

+

� �=bX

q= � �

+

�X

q= �=b

g: (20)

Thepartition function is

Z =

Z

D �slowD �fastexp(� S
0
slow � S

0
fast� S

g

slow
� S

g

fast
): (21)

ThusIcan integrate outSfast (jqj> �=bcom ponent)sim ply and obtain

Z =

Z

D �slow exp(� S
0
slow � S

g

slow
): (22)

Therem aining procedureofthe renorm alization isthe scale transform ation

q! q=b;w ! w=b and � ! �b
2
; (23)

whereIchoose the dynam icalexponent1.Theresultsare

S
0
slow ! S

0

S
g

slow
! g

X

w

� �X

q= � �

q
2
V (q=b)j�(q;w)j

2

! gb
1� �

X

w

� �X

q= � �

q
2
V (q)j�(q;w)j

2
; (24)
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whereIuseV (q)� A � q�� 1 from thebehaviours(7).HenceIobtain therenorm alization group

eq.

dg(b)

db
= (1� �)

g(b)

b
: (25)

Substituting l= lnbinto this,Iobtain renorm alization group eqs.

dg

dl
= (1� �)g

d

dl
(
v

K
) = 0

d

dl
(
1

vK
) = 0: (26)

TheTL param eterK isnotrenorm alized butitshiftsdueto theconstantA.

� = 1

The dispersion relation ofthe Coulom b interaction includesthe m arginalpartw � q and w �

q
p
jlnqjaswellas� > 1 case.Integrating outthefastm oving part,Iobtain thee�ectiveaction

oftheslow part

Sslow =
X

w

�=bX

q= � �=b

2�

K
(vq

2
+ w

2
=v)j�(q;w)j

2
+ g

X

w

�=bX

q= � �=b

q
2
V (q)j�(q;w)j

2
;

(27)

whereIdaretoleavethevelocity in theG aussian part.NotethatIneed nottherenorm alization

ofthevelocity in the case � > 1.Afterthe scale transform ation,Iobtain the eqs.

dg

dl
= 0

d

dl
(
v

K
) =

gA

2�

d

dl
(
1

vK
) = 0; (28)

whereA istheconstantappearingin (7).IseethatK and thevelocity v isrenorm alized instead

oftheno renorm alization ofg.Theforward scattering becom e relevantthrough K ;v and drive

the system away from the TL �xed point.Note thatthisresultholdsirrespective ofany �lling

kF .From these eqs.,the size dependencesofv and K are given by

v(b) �
p
lnL

K (b) � 1=
p
lnL: (29)

The velocity diverges weakly for long distances, which is consistent with the estim ations of

v = dw
dq

from the behaviours(7).
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� = 3

IuseV (q)= A + B q2lnq+ C q2 + � � � in thebehaviours(7).Theg term of(20)is

X

w

�=bX

q= � �=b

q
2
(g1(0)q

2
lnq+ g2(0)q

2
); (30)

where the couplings g1(0) and g2(0) are de�ned by gB and gC respectively. For the scale

transform ation (23),theg term ischanged to

X

w

�X

q= � �

q
2
[g1(0)q

2
lnq=b

2
+ (g2(0)=b

2
+ g1(0)q

2
lnq=b

2
))]: (31)

ThusIobtain

g1(b) =
1

b2
g1(0)

g2(b) = g1(0)
1

b2
ln
1

b
+ g2(0)

1

b2
: (32)

By l= lnb,Iwrite thisas

dg1(l)

dl
= � 2g1(l)

dg2(l)

dl
= � 2g2(l)� g1(l): (33)

� > 3

Thiscase issam e aseq.(25)putting � = 3.

2. C FT in the T L liquid w ith LR I

TheHam iltonian in the�nite strip from the action (3)is

H = H TL + g

Z

D

d�1d�2@�1�(�1)@�2�(�2)V (j�1 � �2j)�(j�1 � �2j� �0); (34)

where H TL isTL liquid and D m eansthe region D = fj�1 � �2j� L;� L=2 � �1;�2 � L=2g.

Iintroduce the step function �(x)to avoid the ultra violetdivergenceswhich com e from V (x)

and the operatorproductexpansion of@��(�). Forthe sm allperturbation g the ground state

energy E g variesas

E
0

g � Eg = g

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)< 0j@�1�(�1)@�2�(�2)j0 > �(j�1 � �2j� �0)

= �
g

4

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)[< 0j@w 1
’(w1)@w 2

’(w2)j0 >

+ < 0j@�w 1
�’(�w1)@�w 2

�’(�w2)j0 > ]�1= �2= 0�(j�1 � �2j� �0); (35)
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where Iintroduce the coordinates w = � + i� ( � L=2 � � � L=2,� 1 < � < 1 ) and j0 >

is the ground state ofH TL. From the characters ofthe G aussian part (TL liquid part) Ican

separate as�(�;�)= ’(w)+ �’(�w)and derive < 0j@�w 1
�’(�w1)@w 2

’(w2)j0 > = 0. The content of

the bracketsism odi�ed asfollows:

[< 0j@w 1
’(w1)@w 2

’(w2)j0 > + < 0j@�w 1
�’(�w1)@�w 2

�’(�w2)j0 > ]�1= �2= 0

=
K

4
[(
2�

L
)
2� z2

z1

1

(1�
z2
z1
)2
+ (

2�

L
)
2�� �z2

�z1

1

(1�
�z2
�z1
)2
]�1= �2= 0

= �
K

4
(
2�

L
)
2 1

2sin2
�(�1� �2)

L

; (36)

where Itransform the correlation function < @z1 ~’(z1)@z2 ~’(z2)> =
K

4(z1� z2)
2 in 1 � 1 z plane

to thatin the strip w thorough z = exp 2�w
L
. Atpresentcase @w ~’(w)(@�w �~’(�w))have the spin

s= 1(� 1)and conform aldim ension �= 1(�� = 1).Hence Iobtain

E
0

g � Eg =
gK �2

4
(
�

L
)
�

Z
1=2

� 1=2

dx
0 1

(sin�jx
0
j)� sin2�x

0
�(jx

0

j�
�0

L
); (37)

where I im pose the periodic boundary condition and use the interaction potential V (x) =

1=(L
�
sin(x�

L
))�.Putting � = �0=L forconvenience,Igive the di�erentialofthe integralpart:

@

@�

Z
1=2

� 1=2

dx
0 1

(sin�jx
0
j)� sin2�x

0
�(jx

0

j� �)= �
2

(sin�j�j)� sin2��
: (38)

Afterintegrating the Taylorexpansion about� ofthisquantity,Iobtain

Z
1=2

� 1=2

dx
0 1

(sin�jx
0
j)�

1

sin2�x
0
�(jx

0

j� �) = const:+
2

�
[
(��)� �� 1

� + 1
+

� + 2

6(� � 1)
(��)

� �+ 1

+
1

� � 3
f
1

120
(� + 2)�

1

72
(� + 1)(� + 2)g(��)

� �+ 3

+ O ((��)
� �+ 5

)]; (39)

where� 6= odd.ThereforeIcan write thecorrectionsin theform :

E
0

g � Eg =
gK

2
[
A(�)

L�
+ B(�)L +

C(�)

L
+
D(�)

L3
+ O (

1

L5
)]: (40)

Here B (�),C (�)and D (�)are given by

B (�) =
�
� �� 1

0

1+ �

C (�) =
�2(2+ �)

6(� � 1)
�
� �+ 1

0
(41)

D (�) =
�4

� � 3
f
1

120
(� + 2)�

1

72
(� + 1)(� + 2)g�

3� �

0
:

Ican obtain A(�)by evaluating theaboveintegralnum erically.Theresultisshown in Fig.4(a).
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For�= odd,there existsthe logarithm ic correction instead ofthe eq. (40). The resultsfor

respective � are

E
0

g � Eg =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

g[A
L
+ BL + C

L
ln 1

L
+ D 1

L3 + O ( 1

L5)] for� = 1

g[A
L3 + BL + C

L
+ D 1

L3 ln
1

L
+ O ( 1

L5)] for� = 3

g[A
L5 + BL + C

L
+ D 1

L3 + E 1

L5 ln
1

L
+ O ( 1

L7)] for� = 5

� � � :

(42)

TheC term sin eqs.(40)and (42)contributetodeviation ofthecentralcharge.ThepresentLRI

inevitably contains the contribution from the shortrange interaction: �(x). The C term does

notcom efrom theshortrangetypesofinteractionsbecausethevacuum expected valueh(@x�)
2i

vanishes.ThusC term isintrinsicin thepresentsystem with theLRIunderperiodicboundary

condition. Because the velocity is not renorm alized as I have seen from the renorm alization

group eqs.,the C term contributes to the deviations ofthe e�ective centralcharge from the

ground state energy.

NextIderive the correctionsfortheenergy ofthe excited state:

E
0

n � En = g

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)< nj@�1�(�1)@�2�(�2)jn > �(j�1 � �2j� �0)

= g

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)
X

�

< nj@�1�(�1)j� > < �j@�2�(�2)jn > �(j�1 � �2j� �0)

= 4g
X

�

Cnj�C�jn

(2�)2

L�

Z
1=2

0

dy
1

(sin�jyj)�
cos2�(sn � s�)y �(jyj�

�0

L
); (43)

whereIusethe resultsby Cardy [22]:

< nj�(�)j� > = Cnj�(
2�

L
)
xje

2�i(sn �s � )�

L : (44)

Here jm eans @� and jn > is the excited state ofH TL. I can derive the size dependence of

eq.(43)from likewise treatm entsasthe ground state.Aftertaking thederivative about1=L,I

expand about1=L.Integrating them ,Iobtain

E
0

n � En

=

8
>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>:

16�2g
P

�
Cnj�C�jnf

A (sn � s� ;�)

L� +
B (�)

L
+

C (sn � s� ;�)

L3 +
D (sn � s� ;�)

L5 + O ( 1

L7)g � 6= odd

16�2g
P

�
Cnj�C�jnf

A (sn � s� )

L
+ B 1

L
ln 1

L
+ C (sn � s�)

1

L3 + D (sn � s�)
1

L5 + O ( 1

L7)g � = 1

16�2g
P

� Cnj�C�jnf
A (sn � s� )

L3 + B 1

L
+ C (sn � s�)

1

L3 ln
1

L
+ D (sn � s�)

1

L5 + O ( 1

L7)g � = 3

16�2g
P

�
Cnj�C�jnf

A (sn � s� )

L5 + B 1

L
+ C (sn � s�)

1

L3 + D (sn � s�)
1

L5 ln
1

L
+ O ( 1

L7)g � = 5

� � � ;

(45)
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where B are the constant independent ofsn;s�. Here for � 6= odd,B (�),C (sn � s�;�) and

D (sn � s�;�)are given by

B (�) =
1

(�0�)
�� 1�(� � 1)

C (sn � s�;�) =
1

(�0�)
�� 3

[
�

6
� 2(sn � s�)

2
]

1

�(� � 3)
(46)

D (sn � s�;�) =
1

(�0�)
�� 5

[(�
(sn � s�)

2

3
+

1

180
)� +

�2

72
+
2(sn � s�)

4

3
]

1

�(� � 5)
:

It is not straightforward to determ ine A(sn � s�;�) generally. However about one particle

excitation(sn = 0),Ican obtain A(�;s�),which is shown for som e s� in Fig. 4(b). Actually

furtherconsideration aboutthe operatorproductexpansion leadssn = s� = 0 (see section 4.).

Ireferto theO (1=L)dependences.Thesearedueto thefactthattheLRIincludestheshort

range typeinteraction.Actually Ican derive the sam e form

g

L

X

�

Cnj�C�jn (47)

asan ordinary �nitescaling by replacing asV (jxj)�(jxj� �0)! �(x).As(@�)2 isa partofthe

TL liquid,the O (1=L)term can beerased undersubtracting such thecontributions�rst.Thus

the O (1=L)term isnotintrinsic.

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 theexcitation energy.Howeverthee�ective centralcharge

from the ground state depends on the interaction and deviates from 1. I �nd the nontrivial

behaviorswhen � = odd,which correspondstotheintegerpointsofthem odi�ed Besselfunction

asappearing in thebehaviours(7).
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A bstract

Iattem pttoconstructU (1)conform al�eld theory(CFT)in theTom onaga-Luttinger(TL)

liquid with 1=r� long-rangeinteraction (LRI).Treating thelong-rangeforward scattering as

a perturbation and applying CFT to it,Iderivethe�nitesizescalingswhich depend on the

powerofthe LRI.Theobtained �nite size scalingsgivethe nontrivialbehaviourswhen � is

odd and iscloseto 2.I�nd theconsistency between theanalyticalargum entsand num erical

resultsin the �nite size scaling ofenergy.

1 Introduction

Electron system shaveattracted ourm uch attention in thelow energy physics.Asthedim ension

oftheelectron system sdecrease,thechargescreening e�ectsbecom elessim portant.In spiteof

these facts,m odelswith short-range interaction have been adopted in m any researches ofone

dim ensionalelectron system s. The recent advanced technology m akes it possible to fabricate

quasi-one-dim ension system s.Actually in low tem peraturethee�ectofCoulom b forcehasbeen

observed in G aAs quantum wires[1],quasi-one-dim ensionalconductors[2,3,4]and 1D Carbon

nanotubes[5,6,7].

The system s with 1=r Coulom b repulsive forward scattering was investigated on the long

distancepropertiesby bosonization techniques[8].Thecharge correlation function decayswith

the distance asexp(� const:(lnx)1=2)m ore slowly than any powerlaw. The m om entum distri-

bution function and thedensity ofstatedoesnotshow thesim plepowerlaw singularbehaviour.

The logarithm ic behavioursappearin the power[9]. These m ean thatthe system isdriven to

�
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the W ignercrystalwhich isquite di�erentfrom the ordinary TL liquid. The investigation for

theinteraction 1=r1� � through thepath integralapproach [10]recon�rm stheslowerdecaying of

the single particle G reen function for� = 0 and leadsthe fasterdecay for0 � �(� 1)than any

powertype.

The num ericalcalculation in the electron system with the Coulom b interaction showsthat

thelargerrangeoftheinteraction causestheinsulator(charge density wave)to m etal(m etallic

W ignercrystal)transition [11].In thespinlessferm ion system ,theconvergenceoftheLuttinger

param etersexhibitsthe quasi-m etallic behaviourdi�erentfrom the sim pleTL one [12].

AsIwilldiscussbelow,theforward scattering isirrelevantfor� > 1.Asan instance ofthe

e�ectofthelong-rangeUm klapp scattering,itwasreported thatthe1=r2 interaction m akesthe

system gaplessto gapfulthrough thegeneralized K osterlitz-Thoulesstransition [13].

In this paper I discuss CFT in the system with LRI.The basic assum ptions ofCFT are

sym m etriesoftranslation,rotation,scaleand specialconform altransform ation.Besidesthem I

assum e the short-range interaction in the CFT.Hence itisa subtle problem whetherthe CFT

can describethe system with LRI.

O fLRIs,up to now,thesolvablem odelswith 1=r2 interaction werediscussed [14,15,16,17].

W ith the Bethe ansatz,the conform alanom aly and the conform aldim ensionswere calculated

and thesystem proved to bedescribed by c= 1 CFT.In factthecentralchargefrom thespeci�c

heatagreeswith c= 1.O n the otherhand,theground state energy isa�ected by the LRIand

the periodicnature.Thee�ective centralcharge 1 deviatesfrom c= 1.

In general,theCFT forLRIwhich breaksthelocality,hasbeen leftasunsettled problem .It

issigni�cantto clarify thevalidity oftheCFT to thesystem swith LRI.Iinvestigate thetight-

binding m odelwith 1=r� interaction asone ofsuch problem s. The low energy e�ective m odel

consistsofTL liquid,the long-range forward scattering and the long-range spatially oscillating

Um klapp scattering. Extending argum ents appearing in Ref. [18]to the TL liquid with the

long-range forward scattering,Iderive the �nite size scalings. In the tight-binding m odelwith

1=r� interaction,Icalculate num erically the size dependencesofenergy and the coe�cients of

1=Ly.And Iseenum erically therelationsbetween thevelocity,susceptibility and Drudeweight,

which CFT requires.

2 Field theoreticalapproach

Iconsiderthe following tight-binding Ham iltonian ofthe interacting spinlessFerm ions:

H = �

LX

j

(c
y

j
cj+ 1 + h:c)+

g

2

LX

i6= j

(�i� 1=2)V (i� j)(�j � 1=2); (1)

1
Ide�ne the \e�ective centralcharge" by c

0

= 6b

�v
in the �nite size scaling ofthe ground state energy E g =

aL � b

L
.Iuse the word \e�ective centralcharge" in thissense.
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wheretheoperatorcj (c
y

j
)annihilates(creates)thespinlessFerm ion in the site j and �j = c

y

j
cj

is the density operator. In order to treat this m odelunder the periodic boundary condition,

Ide�ne the chord distance between the sites iand j: ri;j = (L
�
sin

�(i� j)

L
) where L is the site

num ber.Using this,IexpresstheLRIasV (i� j)= 1

(
L

�
sin

�(ji�jj)

L
)�
.

By the bosonization technique,Iobtain the e�ective action ofthe Ham iltonian (1)forthe

arbitrary �lling:

S =

Z

d�dx
1

2�K
(r �)

2
+ g

Z

d�dxdx
0

@x�(x;�)V (x � x
0

)@
x
0�(x

0

;�)

+ g
0

Z

d�dxdx
0

cos(2kF x +
p
2�(x;�))V (x � x

0

)cos(2kF x
0

+
p
2�(x

0

;�)); (2)

where V (x)= 1

jxj�
,K is the TL param eter and kF is the Ferm iwave num ber. And g

0

is the

couping constantproportionalto g.The�rstterm of(2)isthe TL liquid and the second term

isthelong-range forward scattering.Thelastterm isthespatially oscillating Um klapp process

which includescos2
p
2� which com esfrom the interaction between the neighboursites.

Schulzanalyzed thee�ectsoftheCoulom b forward scattering by thebosonization technique

in theelectron system [8].Hediscussed thequasi-W ignercrystalofelectronsduetotheCoulom b

forward scattering. Here I focus on the e�ects ofthe 1=r� forward scattering in the spinless

Ferm ionssystem .Itreatthe action :

S =

Z

d�dx
1

2�K
(r �)

2
+ g

Z

d�dxdx
0

@x�(x;�)V (jx � x
0

j)@
x
0�(x

0

;�) (3)

for any �lling kF . To investigate in the Fourier space,I choose the form V (x) = 1

(x2+ �2)� =2
,

where� isthe ultra-violetcut-o�.In the wave num berspace,theaction (3)isexpressed as

S =

Z

dqdwf
2�

K
(q
2
+ w

2
)+ gq

2
V (q)gj�(q;w)j

2
; (4)

whereV (q)isthe Fouriertransform ation ofV (x):

V (q) =
2
p
�

�(�=2)2�=2� 1=2
(�q)

�=2� 1=2
K �=2� 1=2(�q): (5)

HereK �(x)isthem odi�ed Besselfunction of�th orderand �(x)isthegam m a function.From

this,thedispersion relation is

w
2

= q
2
f1+

gK

2�
V (q)g: (6)

Thelong wavelength behaviorsofV (q)are given by

V (q)�

8
>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>:

A + B (q�)2 + C (q�)�� 1+ � � � � > 0 and � 6= odd

A + B lnq� + � � � � = 1

A + B (q�)2lnq� + C (q�)2 + � � � � = 3

A + B (q�)2 + C (q�)4ln(q�)+ D (q�)4 + � � � � = 5

� � � ;

(7)
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whereA;B ;C and D arethefunctionsof�.Forthecasewhere� > 0 and 6= odd,thecoe�cient

B = B (�);C = C (�)isgiven by

B (�) =
�3=2

4

1

2�=2� 1=2�(
5� �

2
)�(�=2)sin

(�� 1)�

2

C (�) = � �
3=2 1

2�� 1�(
�+ 1

2
)�(�=2)sin

(�� 1)�

2

: (8)

From the eqs.(6)and (7),Isee that(q�)�� 1 and lnq� term sfor0 < � � 1 a�ectthe linear

dispersion essentially. Especially for � = 1,there is the analysis by Schulz,where the charge

density correlation function iscalculated [8]. According to it,in the presentspinlesscase,the

LRIdrives the ground state from the TL liquid to the quasi-W igner crystalas � ! 1+ . The

slowestdecaying partofthedensity correlation function isgiven by

< �(x)�(0)> � cos(2kF x)exp(� c
p
logx); (9)

where c is a function ofK ,which exhibits slower spatialdecay than the power decay ofTL

liquid.

Then Isee the e�ects ofthe long-range forward scattering in the standpointsofthe renor-

m alization ofg. The renorm alization group eqs. ofg,v and K are sim ply derived for the

long wave-length (seeAppendixes.).From therenorm alization eqs.,theg term sarerelevantfor

� < 1,m arginalfor� = 1 and irrelevantfor� > 1.Thusitisexpected thatthesystem becom es

the quasi-W igner crystalcaused by the forward scattering for � � 1 and the system becom es

the TL liquid when � > 1.Isee that

�(x) �

Z

dx
0

@x�(x;�)V (x � x
0

)@
x
0�(x

0

;�) (10)

hasthe scaling dim ension xg = � + 1 for1 < � < 3 and 4 for� > 3. Asthe weak logarithm ic

correctionsappearfor�= odd,Iheredistinguish �(x)for�= 3 from thescaling functions.Ialso

�nd theconsistency on thesescaling dim ensionsby CFT.By usingthe�rstorderperturbation,I

can know thee�ectsofthelong-rangeforward scattering.Based on CFT,the�nitesizescalings

ofenergiesforno perturbationsare given [19,20,21,22]by

�E n =
2�vxn

L

E g = egL �
�vc

6L
; (11)

wherexn isthescaling dim ension oftheprim ary �eld denoted by n,v isthesound velocity and

c isthe centralcharge. Considering the LRI,Ican extractthe correctionsto these energy size

scalings(see Appendixes.):

�E n =
2�vxn

L
(1+

g(0)

xn

const:

L�� 1
+ O (1=L

2
))

E g = (eg + g(0)const:)L �
�v

6L
(c+ g(0)const:+ g(0)

const:

L�� 1
+ O (1=L

2
));

(12)
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where �(> 1) is not odd. And the constants are the functions of�. Note that for � = odd

cases,thelogarithm iccorrectionsappear.They correspond to theintegerpointsofthem odi�ed

Besselfunction,which appearin thelong-wavebehaviours(7).Ican reproducetheseanom alies

for� = odd by the CFT.M oreover from CFT Ican show thatthere are the anom alies in the

generalexcitations and the ground state energy. The details are shown in Appendixes. The

O (1=L2)term scom efrom theirrelevant�eld L � 2
�L� 21 and thelong-rangeg term .The�rsteq.

of(12)m eansthatthelong-rangeforward scattering �(x)hasthescaling dim ension x g = � + 1

for 1 < � < 3 and 4 for � > 3 e�ectively. These respective scaling dim ensions are consistent

with the estim ation from the renorm alization group eqs. ofg,that I m entioned above (see

Appendixes.).

The energy �nite size scalings(12)m ean thatthe LRIhasthe higherorderinuencesthan

1=L to the excitation energy and the LRIa�ects the 1=L term in the �nite size scaling ofthe

ground state energy. Here Inote thatitbecom esdi�cultto calculate the centralcharge from

�nitesize scalings(11)unlessthe e�ectsofthe LRIto O (1=L)term sare known.

Itis notable to com pare the eqs. (12)with the case where the perturbationsare ofshort-

rangetype.Ludwigand Cardy calculated thecontributionsoftheshort-rangeperturbation [18].

Theresultsfortheirrelevantperturbation,� g
P

r
�(r),which hasthescaling dim ensionsx > 2

are

�E n =
2�vxn

L
(1+

g(0)

xn
Cnng(

2�

L
)
x� 2

)

E g = (eg + g(0)const:)L �
�v

6L
(c+ g(0)

2const:

L2x� 4
+ O (1=L

3x� 6
)); (13)

where the O (g) term s do not appear in the ground state scaling because we set h�i = 0 for

the short-rangeinteraction.Theseresultsm ean thatthe x > 2 irrelevant�eld hasinuencesof

the higherorderto the �nite size scalings (11). And theirresultcontains partsnotso sim ple.

There are the specialpointsofscaling dim ension x = 1;3;5;and x = 2 which isrelated to the

appearance oflogarithm ic corrections.

To the contrary,Isee h�i6= 0 in the long-range case,where � isde�ned in eq. ( 10). The

LRIgivesthe O (1=L)intrinsic inuenceto the �nitesize scaling ofthe ground state energy,as

appearing in the scalings(12),even iftheLRIisirrelevant,thatis,xg > 2.

3 N um ericalcalculations

Through the Jordan-W ignertransform ation,Itransform them odel(1)to S = 1=2 spin Ham il-

tonian forthe num ericalcalculations:

H = �
X

j

(S
+

j
S
�
j+ 1

+ h:c)+
g

2

X

i6= j

S
z
iV (ji� jj)S

z
j: (14)
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Iim posetheperiodicboundarycondition SL+ 1 = S1 tothism odel.UsingtheLanczosalgorithm

Iperform the num ericalcalculationsforthe Ham iltonian (14).

I have found analytically the corrections to the energy scalings (11) caused by the long-

range forward scattering. Ifthe oscillating Um klapp processterm of(2)isirrelevantand 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

detectthecontribution oftheforward scattering.

Inum erically calculate thesizedependencesoftheexcitation energy �E (m = 1=L)and the

ground state energy E g(m = 0),E g(m = 1=L) for g = 0:5. Here Ide�ne the m agnetization

m �
P

j
Szj=L which is the conserved quantity. Fitting the one particle excitation energy as

L�E (m = 1=L)= a+ b
Lc +

d

L2,Ishow thepowercversusthepowers� in Fig.1.Iseethepower

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

1 2 3 4 5 6

po
w

er

β

data
β−1

2

Figure 1: The num erically calculated powers c in the excitation energy L�E (m = 1=L) are

shown versus� forg = 0:5.Here Iusethe scaling form :L�E = a+ b
Lc +

d

L2,wherea;b;c and

d aredeterm ined num erically.IftheLRIisnotpresent,theenergy �nitesizescaling m usttake

the form :L�E = A + B

L2 + O (1=L4),whereA and B are constantvalues.

cagreeswith theoreticalpredictions:� � 1 exceptfor� = 2.Ishalldiscussthe� = 2 caselater.

Fitting the ground state energy persite as E g=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld ,Iplotthe powersd versus�

in Fig. 2.Isee thatthe powerd do notshow agreem entswith theoreticalpredictions� + 1 in

E g(m = 0)=L. These disagreem ents m ay be caused by the oscillating Um klapp processwhich

becom es relevant at only m = 0 �lling. O n the contrary,the oscillating Um klapp process is

irrelevantatm 6= 0.Actually,in Fig.2,Iseethatthepowerd show agreem entswith theoretical

6
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2.5
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3.5

4

4.5

5

5.5

6

1 2 3 4 5 6
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w

er

β

Eg(m=0)
Eg(m=1/L)

β+1
4

Figure2: Thenum erically calculated powersd in theground stateenergiesE g(m = 1=L)=L and

E g(m = 0)=L areshown versus� forg = 0:5.HereIusethescaling form :Eg=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld,

where a;b;c and d are determ ined num erically. Ifthe LRIisnotpresent,the energy �nite size

scaling m usttake theform :E g=L = A + B

L2 +
C

L4,whereA;B and C are constantvalues.
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predictions� + 1 in Eg(m = 1=L)=L exceptfor� = 2.

As I stated above, for � = 2, the power c in the excitation energy L�E (m = 1=L) =

a+ b
Lc +

d

L2 apparently showsdisagreem entwith theoreticalvalue� � 1 and likewise for� = 2,

the power d in the ground state energy E g(m = 1=L)=L = a + b

L2 +
c

Ld apparently shows

disagreem ent with theoreticalvalue � + 1. I investigate the reason for these disagreem ents.

In Fig. 3 I show the num erically obtained coe�cient of 1=L d in the size scalings E g(m =

0)=L;E g(m = 1=L)=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld and thenum erically obtained coe�cientof1=L
c in thesize

scaling L�E (m = 1=L)= a+ b
Lc +

d

L2.Iobservethatthecoe�cientof1=L
c in L�E (m = 1=L)

and the coe�cient of1=L d in E g(m = 1=L)=L becom e sm allaround � = 2. So for � = 2,

1=L2 dependence appearsratherthan 1=L in L�E (m = 1=L)(see Fig. 1.). Likely for� = 2,

1=L4 dependenceappearsratherthan 1=L3 in E g(m = 1=L)=L (see Fig.2.).Iobservethatthe

coe�cientof1=L d in E g(m = 0)=L show the di�erentbehaviourfrom thosein E g(m = 1=L)=L

in Fig. 3.Thisdi�erence m ay com e from the spatially oscillating Um klapp processthatopens

the gap atm = 0 and disturbsthe�nite size scaling.

-4

-2

0

2

4

6

8

10

1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

co
ef

fic
ie

nt
s

β

in Eg(m=0)/L
in Eg(m=1/L)/L
in L∆E(m=1/L)

0

Figure 3: I show the num erically obtained coe�cients of1=L d in the size scalings E g(m =

0)=L;E g(m = 1=L)=L = a+ b

L2 +
c

Ld and thenum erically obtained coe�cientof1=L
c in thesize

scaling L�E (m = 1=L)= a+ b
Lc +

d

L2.Iobservethatthecoe�cientof1=L
d in E g(m = 1=L)=L

and the coe�cientof1=L c in L�E (m = 1=L)becom e sm allaround � = 2. The coe�cientsof

1=Ld in E g(m = 0)=L show thedi�erentbehaviourfrom thatin E g(m = 1=L)=L.Thisdi�erence

m ay becaused by the spatially oscillating Um klapp processterm .

Ican obtain A(�)in the scalings(40)and (45)by evaluating the integrals. The resultsare
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shown in Fig.4 (a)and (b).TheanalyticalA(�)in thescalings(40)and A(�;s)in thescalings

(45)fors = 0 �twith the pointsin Fig. 3 well. The curve only fors = 0 in Fig. 4(b)shows

the good �tting. Thispointshallbe discussed later. These revealthatthe presentnum erical

calculation ofthe tight-binding m odelagreeswith the CFT analysisofthe long-range forward

scattering.

1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5

-5

-2.5

2.5

5

7.5

1.5 2 2.5 3

-6

-4

-2

2

4

Figure 4: (a)A(�),the coe�cient of1=L �,in the eq. (40)isshown. Isee thatA(�)haszero

pointcloseto � = 2.Thiscurvecoincideswith theresultsfrom thenum ericalcalculation in the

tight-binding m odelshown in Fig.3.(b)A(�),thecoe�cientof1=L �,in theeq.(45)isshown

forsom e s. Analytically only s = 0 ism eaningfulforparticle excitations. A(�)fors = 0 has

zero pointclose to � = 2.Thiscoincideswith the resultsfrom the num ericalcalculation in the

tight-binding m odelshown in Fig.3.

NextIsurvey whetherthelong-rangetight-bindingm odelsatis�esthenecessary condition of

CFT.Theoperatorcos
p
2� hasthescaling dim ensionsK =2 and theoperatore� i

p
2� has1=2K

in theregim e oftheTL liquid.Thetwo quantities2K =v and vK =2 are thecom pressibility and

the Drude weight respectively in the regim e ofthe TL liquid. Ifc = 1 CFT is valid to the

tight-binding m odelwith theLRI,thetwo quantitiesarerelated to thetwo excitationswith the

9



sym m etriesq= �;m = 0 and q= �;m = 1=L respectively:

2K =v = 1=(L�E (m = 1=L;q= �))� �

vK =2 = L�E (q= �)� D : (15)

Ishow thenum erically calculated quantities� and D in Fig.5 and 6,whereIusethesizesL =

16;18 and 20 and extrapolate the data. Forg < 0,� (which isthe susceptibility,irrespective

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

-0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

K
/v

g

β=1.5
β=2

β=2.5
β=4
β=6

2

Figure5: Theextrapolated K =v(= �=2)isplotted versusthestrength g.Iusethescaling form

v=K (L)= v=K (1 )+ a

L� �1 for� < 3,and v=K (L)= v=K (1 )+ a

L2 for� � 3,where v=K (1 ),

a isdeterm ined num erically.

oftheCFT argum ents)exhibitstherapid increasewhich suggeststhephaseseparation.In spin

variables’languagefor(1),thisphaseseparation isnothing buttheferrom agneticphase.Hence

forthe larger� the pointofthe phase separation approachesto � 1. Forg > 0 Isee the weak

tendency thatthethequantity � becom essm alleras� issm allerforg lessthan about1.I�nd

thatthe thequantity D ofg > 0 becom e largeras� approachesto � = 1.

In Fig.7Iplotthevelocity versusthestrength g forthevariouspowers�,wherethevelocity

isde�ned by

v =
L

2�
�E (q= 2�=L): (16)

Isee thatthe velocitiesare �nite valuesfor� > 1 ,asisexpected.There are the pointswhere

the velocitiesare zero,im plying the phaseseparation.

In Fig. 8 I plot the quantity D

�v2
versus the strength g for the various powers �. Ifthe

presentsystem isdescribed by c= 1 CFT,thisquantity is1 from eqs. (15). I�nd the regions
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1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8
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2.2

2.4

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5

vK

g

β=1.5
β=2

β=2.5
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β=6

2

Figure 6: The extrapolated vK (= 2D )isplotted versusthe strength g. Iuse the scaling form

L�E = a+ b
Lc,wherea,b and c aredeterm ined num erically.

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

-1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

β=1.5
β=2

β=2.5
β=4
β=6

1

g

v

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

scaling form L�E = a+ b
Lc,wherea,b and c are determ ined num erically.
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where D

�v2
= 1 in Fig.8.The regionsbecom e wideras� approachesto 1 forg > 0.Forlarger

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

-0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

D χv
2

g

β=1.5
β=2

β=2.5
β=4
β=6

1

Figure 8:Thenorm alization D

�v2
isplotted versusthe strength g.

g,the norm alization breaksowing to the generationsofm ass.

4 D iscussion

I have investigated the system with the 1=r� interaction by applying CFT to it and by the

num ericalcalculation. At�rstIhave analyzed TL liquid with the 1=r� forward scattering by

utilizing the CFT and I have found that the 1=r� forward scattering works as higher order

corrections in the excitation energy,whereas the e�ective centralcharge in the scaling ofthe

ground state energy dependson the interaction and itdeviatesfrom c= 1. The deviation are

like the solvable 1=r2 m odels [14,15,16,17]. Next Ihave num erically calculated the ground

stateenergy and excitationsenergiesin thetight-binding m odelwith 1=r� interaction,which is

expected to includetheabove 1=r� forward scattering in thelow energy.Thenum ericalresults

arein accordancewith theanalysiswith CFT ofthelong-rangeforward scattering.Furtherm ore

Ihavenum erically checked thenorm alization D

�v2
= 1,which isthenecessary condition forc= 1

CFT.

For� � 2,thecoe�cientA(�)in theground stateenergy vanishes.Thisseem stocorrespond

to the exactsolution for� = 2 [17]which statesthatthe �nite size scaling ofground state has

no higher order term than 1=L. The coe�cient D (�) of1=L 3 in eq. (42) does not vanish for

� = 2.Howeverthe presentargum entisthe �rstorderperturbation theory.W ith higherorder

12



treatm ents,Im ay clarify this. In any case,with consistency in m any pointsIcould construct

CFT in the system with non-localinteraction.

The num ericalcalculations in the tight-binding m odelsupportthe �nite size scalings (40)

and (45). In one particle excitation energy L�E (m = 1=L),the coe�cients of1=L � �t with

s = 0 case in Fig. 4. The coe�cients from the long-range forward scattering are related with

the operator productexpansion. Ican prove that only s = 0 case is relevant for the particle

excitation.Using < ’(z)’(z
0

)> = � K
4
ln(z� z

0

)and < �’(�z)�’(�z
0
)> = � K

4
ln(�z� �z

0
),Icon�rm

the operatorproductexpansions:

@’(z):e
i
p
2�(z;

�
z
0
)
: =

� i
p
2

4

1

z� z
0 :e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:+ reg:

�@�’(�z):e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
: =

i
p
2

4

1

�z� �z
0
:e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:+ reg: (17)

T(z):e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
: =

1

4K

1

(z� z
0
)2

:e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:+

i
p
2

K

1

z� z
0 :@’(z)(:e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:):+ reg:

�T(�z):e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
: =

1

4K

1

(�z� �z
0
)2

:e
i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:�

i
p
2

K

1

�z� �z
0
:�@�’(�z)(:e

i
p
2�(z

0
;
�
z
0
)
:):+ reg:;

where Ide�ne T(z)� � 2

K
(@’(z))2, �T(�z)� � 2

K
(�@�’(�z))2 and �(z;�z)� 1

K
(’(z)� �’(�z)). From

the�rstand thesecond eqs.,IseeC �10 = � i
p
2=4,C�1�0 = i

p
2=4for� = 1and C�10 = C�1�0 = 0

otherwise,where 0( �0 ) and 1 denote @’(z) ( �@�’(�z)) ) and :ei
p
2�(z;�z):. From the third and

the fourth eqs.,Isee :ei
p
2�(z;�z):have the conform aldim ension (1=4K ;1=4K ) and spin 0. As

i(@’(z)� �@�’(�z))=2 isassociated with @�(�)forz = exp(2�w
L
),Iobtain

< �j@�(�)j1 > =

8
<

:

2�
L
i(C110 � C11�0)=2 =

p
2

4

2�
L

for� = 1

0 otherwise,

(18)

which m eansthatonly s = 0 isrelevantforthe particle excitation and the lasteq. in (43)has

no cosine term .

Iwould discussthesizee�ectsfor� = 1.Asseen in theeqs.(29)and (45),thevelocity shows

the weak divergence forthe size and the Luttingerparam etervanishesgradually forincreasing

size. Thisisconsistentwith the num ericaltendency (see Figs. 8 and 9 in Ref. [12]). The size

e�ectofthe Drude weight(proportionalto the charge sti�ness)isnow given by vk=2 � const:

as the logarithm ic contributions cancel. The num ericaldata (see Fig. 7 in Ref. [12]) shows

the m etallic behaviour at sm alland interm ediate m agnitude interaction strength (larger than

the CDW transition pointV = 2 by the shortrange interaction). Ithink thatthe long-range

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 thesize e�ectofthe com pressibility:

L�E (� = 1=2+ 1=L) � 1=� = O (lnL)! 1 ; (19)
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which com esfrom theresults(29)by the RG analysisand the CFT argum ents.Thecom press-

ibility � goesto 0 weakly forincreasing size.

To sum m arize,within the perturbation theory I have constructed CFT in the TL liquid

with 1=r� long-range forward scattering. Ihave found thatthe interaction givesthe nontrivial

behaviourfor � = odd and � � 2. Ihave num erically checked the �nite size scalings obtained

from CFT in the tight-binding m odelwith 1=r� LRI.O uranalysisand num ericalcalculations

exhibitconsistency with each other.

A ppendixes

1. R enorm alization group equation

0< � < 1 or 1< � < 3

Iderive the renorm alization group equationsheuristically.Letusstartfrom the action (4):

S =
X

w

�X

q= � �

2�

K
(q
2
+ w

2
)j�(q;w)j

2
+ g

X

w

�X

q= � �

q
2
V (q)j�(q;w)j

2

=
X

w

f

�=bX

q= � �=b

+

� �=bX

q= � �

+

�X

q= �=b

g+ g
X

w

f

�=bX

q= � �=b

+

� �=bX

q= � �

+

�X

q= �=b

g: (20)

Thepartition function is

Z =

Z

D �slowD �fastexp(� S
0
slow � S

0
fast� S

g

slow
� S

g

fast
): (21)

ThusIcan integrate outSfast (jqj> �=bcom ponent)sim ply and obtain

Z =

Z

D �slow exp(� S
0
slow � S

g

slow
): (22)

Therem aining procedureofthe renorm alization isthe scale transform ation

q! q=b;w ! w=b and � ! �b
2
; (23)

whereIchoose the dynam icalexponent1.Theresultsare

S
0
slow ! S

0

S
g

slow
! g

X

w

� �X

q= � �

q
2
V (q=b)j�(q;w)j

2

! gb
1� �

X

w

� �X

q= � �

q
2
V (q)j�(q;w)j

2
; (24)
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whereIuseV (q)� A � q�� 1 from thebehaviours(7).HenceIobtain therenorm alization group

eq.

dg(b)

db
= (1� �)

g(b)

b
: (25)

Substituting l= lnbinto this,Iobtain renorm alization group eqs.

dg

dl
= (1� �)g

d

dl
(
v

K
) = 0

d

dl
(
1

vK
) = 0: (26)

TheTL param eterK isnotrenorm alized butitshiftsdueto theconstantA.

� = 1

The dispersion relation ofthe Coulom b interaction includesthe m arginalpartw � q and w �

q
p
jlnqjaswellas� > 1 case.Integrating outthefastm oving part,Iobtain thee�ectiveaction

oftheslow part

Sslow =
X

w

�=bX

q= � �=b

2�

K
(vq

2
+ w

2
=v)j�(q;w)j

2
+ g

X

w

�=bX

q= � �=b

q
2
V (q)j�(q;w)j

2
;

(27)

whereIdaretoleavethevelocity in theG aussian part.NotethatIneed nottherenorm alization

ofthevelocity in the case � > 1.Afterthe scale transform ation,Iobtain the eqs.

dg

dl
= 0

d

dl
(
v

K
) =

gA

2�

d

dl
(
1

vK
) = 0; (28)

whereA istheconstantappearingin (7).IseethatK and thevelocity v isrenorm alized instead

oftheno renorm alization ofg.Theforward scattering becom e relevantthrough K ;v and drive

the system away from the TL �xed point.Note thatthisresultholdsirrespective ofany �lling

kF .From these eqs.,the size dependencesofv and K are given by

v(b) �
p
lnL

K (b) � 1=
p
lnL: (29)

The velocity diverges weakly for long distances, which is consistent with the estim ations of

v = dw
dq

from the behaviours(7).
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� = 3

IuseV (q)= A + B q2lnq+ C q2 + � � � in thebehaviours(7).Theg term of(20)is

X

w

�=bX

q= � �=b

q
2
(g1(0)q

2
lnq+ g2(0)q

2
); (30)

where the couplings g1(0) and g2(0) are de�ned by gB and gC respectively. For the scale

transform ation (23),theg term ischanged to

X

w

�X

q= � �

q
2
[g1(0)q

2
lnq=b

2
+ (g2(0)=b

2
+ g1(0)q

2
lnq=b

2
))]: (31)

ThusIobtain

g1(b) =
1

b2
g1(0)

g2(b) = g1(0)
1

b2
ln
1

b
+ g2(0)

1

b2
: (32)

By l= lnb,Iwrite thisas

dg1(l)

dl
= � 2g1(l)

dg2(l)

dl
= � 2g2(l)� g1(l): (33)

� > 3

Thiscase issam e aseq.(25)putting � = 3.

2. C FT in the T L liquid w ith LR I

TheHam iltonian in the�nite strip from the action (3)is

H = H TL + g

Z

D

d�1d�2@�1�(�1)@�2�(�2)V (j�1 � �2j)�(j�1 � �2j� �0); (34)

where H TL isTL liquid and D m eansthe region D = fj�1 � �2j� L;� L=2 � �1;�2 � L=2g.

Iintroduce the step function �(x)to avoid the ultra violetdivergenceswhich com e from V (x)

and the operatorproductexpansion of@��(�). Forthe sm allperturbation g the ground state

energy E g variesas

E
0

g � Eg = g

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)< 0j@�1�(�1)@�2�(�2)j0 > �(j�1 � �2j� �0)

= �
g

4

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)[< 0j@w 1
’(w1)@w 2

’(w2)j0 >

+ < 0j@�w 1
�’(�w1)@�w 2

�’(�w2)j0 > ]�1= �2= 0�(j�1 � �2j� �0); (35)
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where Iintroduce the coordinates w = � + i� ( � L=2 � � � L=2,� 1 < � < 1 ) and j0 >

is the ground state ofH TL. From the characters ofthe G aussian part (TL liquid part) Ican

separate as�(�;�)= ’(w)+ �’(�w)and derive < 0j@�w 1
�’(�w1)@w 2

’(w2)j0 > = 0. The content of

the bracketsism odi�ed asfollows:

[< 0j@w 1
’(w1)@w 2

’(w2)j0 > + < 0j@�w 1
�’(�w1)@�w 2

�’(�w2)j0 > ]�1= �2= 0

=
K

4
[(
2�

L
)
2� z2

z1

1

(1�
z2
z1
)2
+ (

2�

L
)
2�� �z2

�z1

1

(1�
�z2
�z1
)2
]�1= �2= 0

= �
K

4
(
2�

L
)
2 1

2sin2
�(�1� �2)

L

; (36)

where Itransform the correlation function < @z1 ~’(z1)@z2 ~’(z2)> =
K

4(z1� z2)
2 in 1 � 1 z plane

to thatin the strip w thorough z = exp 2�w
L
. Atpresentcase @w ~’(w)(@�w �~’(�w))have the spin

s= 1(� 1)and conform aldim ension �= 1(�� = 1).Hence Iobtain

E
0

g � Eg =
gK �2

4
(
�

L
)
�

Z
1=2

� 1=2

dx
0 1

(sin�jx
0
j)� sin2�x

0
�(jx

0

j�
�0

L
); (37)

where I im pose the periodic boundary condition and use the interaction potential V (x) =

1=(L
�
sin(x�

L
))�.Putting � = �0=L forconvenience,Igive the di�erentialofthe integralpart:

@

@�

Z
1=2

� 1=2

dx
0 1

(sin�jx
0
j)� sin2�x

0
�(jx

0

j� �)= �
2

(sin�j�j)� sin2��
: (38)

Afterintegrating the Taylorexpansion about� ofthisquantity,Iobtain

Z
1=2

� 1=2

dx
0 1

(sin�jx
0
j)�

1

sin2�x
0
�(jx

0

j� �) = const:+
2

�
[
(��)� �� 1

� + 1
+

� + 2

6(� � 1)
(��)

� �+ 1

+
1

� � 3
f
1

120
(� + 2)�

1

72
(� + 1)(� + 2)g(��)

� �+ 3

+ O ((��)
� �+ 5

)]; (39)

where� 6= odd.ThereforeIcan write thecorrectionsin theform :

E
0

g � Eg =
gK

2
[
A(�)

L�
+ B(�)L +

C(�)

L
+
D(�)

L3
+ O (

1

L5
)]: (40)

Here B (�),C (�)and D (�)are given by

B (�) =
�
� �� 1

0

1+ �

C (�) =
�2(2+ �)

6(� � 1)
�
� �+ 1

0
(41)

D (�) =
�4

� � 3
f
1

120
(� + 2)�

1

72
(� + 1)(� + 2)g�

3� �

0
:

Ican obtain A(�)by evaluating theaboveintegralnum erically.Theresultisshown in Fig.4(a).
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For�= odd,there existsthe logarithm ic correction instead ofthe eq. (40). The resultsfor

respective � are

E
0

g � Eg =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

g[A
L
+ BL + C

L
ln 1

L
+ D 1

L3 + O ( 1

L5)] for� = 1

g[A
L3 + BL + C

L
+ D 1

L3 ln
1

L
+ O ( 1

L5)] for� = 3

g[A
L5 + BL + C

L
+ D 1

L3 + E 1

L5 ln
1

L
+ O ( 1

L7)] for� = 5

� � � :

(42)

TheC term sin eqs.(40)and (42)contributetodeviation ofthecentralcharge.ThepresentLRI

inevitably contains the contribution from the shortrange interaction: �(x). The C term does

notcom efrom theshortrangetypesofinteractionsbecausethevacuum expected valueh(@x�)
2i

vanishes.ThusC term isintrinsicin thepresentsystem with theLRIunderperiodicboundary

condition. Because the velocity is not renorm alized as I have seen from the renorm alization

group eqs.,the C term contributes to the deviations ofthe e�ective centralcharge from the

ground state energy.

NextIderive the correctionsfortheenergy ofthe excited state:

E
0

n � En = g

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)< nj@�1�(�1)@�2�(�2)jn > �(j�1 � �2j� �0)

= g

Z

D

d�1d�2V (j�1 � �2j)
X

�

< nj@�1�(�1)j� > < �j@�2�(�2)jn > �(j�1 � �2j� �0)

= 4g
X

�

Cnj�C�jn

(2�)2

L�

Z
1=2

0

dy
1

(sin�jyj)�
cos2�(sn � s�)y �(jyj�

�0

L
); (43)

whereIusethe resultsby Cardy [22]:

< nj�(�)j� > = Cnj�(
2�

L
)
xje

2�i(sn �s � )�

L : (44)

Here jm eans @� and jn > is the excited state ofH TL. I can derive the size dependence of

eq.(43)from likewise treatm entsasthe ground state.Aftertaking thederivative about1=L,I

expand about1=L.Integrating them ,Iobtain

E
0

n � En

=

8
>>>>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>>>>:

16�2g
P

�
Cnj�C�jnf

A (sn � s� ;�)

L� +
B (�)

L
+

C (sn � s� ;�)

L3 +
D (sn � s� ;�)

L5 + O ( 1

L7)g � 6= odd

16�2g
P

�
Cnj�C�jnf

A (sn � s� )

L
+ B 1

L
ln 1

L
+ C (sn � s�)

1

L3 + D (sn � s�)
1

L5 + O ( 1

L7)g � = 1

16�2g
P

� Cnj�C�jnf
A (sn � s� )

L3 + B 1

L
+ C (sn � s�)

1

L3 ln
1

L
+ D (sn � s�)

1

L5 + O ( 1

L7)g � = 3

16�2g
P

�
Cnj�C�jnf

A (sn � s� )

L5 + B 1

L
+ C (sn � s�)

1

L3 + D (sn � s�)
1

L5 ln
1

L
+ O ( 1

L7)g � = 5

� � � ;

(45)
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where B are the constant independent ofsn;s�. Here for � 6= odd,B (�),C (sn � s�;�) and

D (sn � s�;�)are given by

B (�) =
1

(�0�)
�� 1�(� � 1)

C (sn � s�;�) =
1

(�0�)
�� 3

[
�

6
� 2(sn � s�)

2
]

1

�(� � 3)
(46)

D (sn � s�;�) =
1

(�0�)
�� 5

[(�
(sn � s�)

2

3
+

1

180
)� +

�2

72
+
2(sn � s�)

4

3
]

1

�(� � 5)
:

It is not straightforward to determ ine A(sn � s�;�) generally. However about one particle

excitation(sn = 0),Ican obtain A(�;s�),which is shown for som e s� in Fig. 4(b). Actually

furtherconsideration aboutthe operatorproductexpansion leadssn = s� = 0 (see section 4.).

Ireferto theO (1=L)dependences.Thesearedueto thefactthattheLRIincludestheshort

range typeinteraction.Actually Ican derive the sam e form

g

L

X

�

Cnj�C�jn (47)

asan ordinary �nitescaling by replacing asV (jxj)�(jxj� �0)! �(x).As(@�)2 isa partofthe

TL liquid,the O (1=L)term can beerased undersubtracting such thecontributions�rst.Thus

the O (1=L)term isnotintrinsic.

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 theexcitation energy.Howeverthee�ective centralcharge

from the ground state depends on the interaction and deviates from 1. I �nd the nontrivial

behaviorswhen � = odd,which correspondstotheintegerpointsofthem odi�ed Besselfunction

asappearing in thebehaviours(7).
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