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In this Letter we present a calculation of the oneparticle irreducible density m atrix

(x) for the

one-dim ensional (1D ) Hubbardm odelin the in nieU Iim it. W e consider the zero tem perature spin

disordered regim e, which is obtained by 1rst taking the Im it U !
(x) we derive analytical expressions for both large and

U sing the determ inant representation for

gnall x at an arbitrary 1ling factor 0 < % < 1=2: The large x asym ptotics of
be rem arkably accurate starting from xsin (2 %)
(k) is a am ooth function ofk peaked at k = 2kr ; thus violating the Luttinger

distribution fiinction
theorem .

PACS numbers: 71.10~w,71274a

R ecently, we reported results on the oneparticle cor-
relation fiinctions ofthe continuous 1D system of In pen—
etrable spin 1=2 ferm ions In the soin disordered regin e
fl,d]. Tt was found that the infrared asym ptotic behavior
ofthe correlation fiinctions, although consistent w ith the
assum ption of spin-charge separation, is not adequately
descrbed by the Luttinger m odel. This is to be con—
trasted with the asym ptotic behavior of the previously
studied correlation functions of the in nite U Hubbard
m odel In the \antiferrom agnetic" ground state, under—
stood asa lin it ofthe ground state ofthe H ubbard m odel
asU ! 1 . In the lJatter case the Luttinger m odel gives
correct predictions B,:fl,:_ﬂ].

In this paper we explore the 1D Hubbard m odel E_é]

X X
H = Y x+1; +hot +

X
X; X

Unx;“nx;#; @)

nthelimit U ! 1 :Here 4; are frmion eldswih
the spin index =";#;andny;, = . 4; arethe bcal
ferm ion num ber operators. W e w ill concentrate on the

one particle irreducible density m atrix
) =hY., . @)

at an arbitrary xed Iling factor
g + nx;#i 3)

and in the limit T ! O:
The ground state of the m odel () at in nite U is in—
niely degenerate w ith respect to localspin rotations ﬁ_’:’.].
Sincethelm it T ! O istaken afterthelimitU ! 1 ;the
them alaverage hi in (:2:) reduces to the average over the
In nitely degenerate ground state. This iswhat we call
an average taken In the zero tem perature soin disordered
regin e of the m odel.
Recently, the determ inant representation for the dy-
nam ical correlation fiunctions of the n nie U Hubbard

1 and then theImi T ! O:

(x) is found to
1: W e nd that the oneparticle m om entum

m odel @) In the spin disordered regin e w as obtained E'Z:].
For the equal tin e correlation finction (?_2:) the determ i-
nant representation, given in Ref Ej], can be writen In
the follow ng form :

I
1 dZ A A
x)= — —F (z)B z)detT+ V)(z): @)
81 551 2
Here the function F (z) is
F)- 1+ 2 4 =+ )
z 2 z 2z 1
T he detem inant
i 1 Z g Z g
det+ V)= — dkq ::: dky
30 Lo R
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V Kky ;ki) nViKk )

isthe FredhoIn detem inant ofa linear integral operator
V with the kemel

V ksp) = e ke (p)1 e e k) )
2tan 5k p)
de nedon [ K;K ] [ K;K J:Here
K=2% )

istw ice theFerm im om entum . T he functionse entering
Eqg. Qj) are de ned as follow s

1 I
e k)= p=e **7%; ©)

L
e k)= Elp:eﬂ“‘:z @ z: 10)
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dke k) T+ V) e ®) 1)
K
Consider the contour integral In Eqg. (:ff). A ccording
to de nitions Egs. (j) and {10) the Fredholm opera—
tor V is linear in z: This inplies [] that the product
B (z)det(f V)(z) isanalytic in the com plkx z-plne.
T herefore, the integral is given by the residue of the In—
tegrand at the pole z = 1=2 ofthe function F (z)

l A A
x) = ZB (1=2)det(T + V) (1=2): 12)

C onsider the short distance behavior of (x) 1st. For
any x the kemel {j) can be written as a sum of 2x
separable kemels (recall that x is a discrete variable,
x= 0;1;2;::2)

z l>éx
V k;p) = e u, kg, ©); 13)
m=1
w here
gltn 3k, m=1;:::;x
= : x : 14
U (k) e 1 3T); m=x+ 1;:::;2x €4)

T herefore, det(f+ V) can be expressed in temm s of the
determm nant

det T+ V)= detpy T+ V) (15)
ofan 2x 2x matrix V :
1 P
v =2 Q 16)
2 P|Q

HereQ and P arex x m atricesw ith the entriesde ned

by
sin n
Ounn= w]; n;m = 1;:::;x (17)
m n
sin +n x
Pyn = K @ )]; n;m = 1;:::;x (18)
m + n X
where
anzP(x n)n:K: a9
ForB (z) one has
2snKx z 1. 1
B = a I+V) "b; (20)

X

w here the 2x-din ensionalvectorsa and b are de ned by
8

2snK n
§ —o— n=1;:::;x
< n
an = @1)
% 2shK 0 2x)
: = ; =x+ 1;:::;2x
@ 2x)

and

2sinK
b, = P= o X);

n= 1;:::;2x: 22)
O x)

Egs. {15) through £2) combined with {4) are conve-
nient for the calculation of (x) at sm allenough x: For
exam ple,

0= @3)
2 4
- =
_sh®K | @2  K)sh2K
@)= =5+ oz : @5)

W ih Increasing x the com plexity ofthe exact expression
for (x) grows rapidly.

N ext, we calculate the Jong distance asym ptotics ofthe
density m atrix 6'_2) using the determ nant representation
#). Technically, the asym ptotic analysis w ill be sin ilar
to that carrded out for the continuous Iim it of the m odel
n Ref. @1

To calculate det(f+ \/7\) w rite the di erence equation
fr the kemel {1):

V kipix+ 1)=e? ® PV k;p;x)

+ e (k;x

)er (Pix) cos 26)

From this equation it follow s that
V) &izW (x;2); (27

det@+ V) + 1;2) = det T+

w here

N
W (x) = det Eicz+ @ 14 3a &) ©8)
and

Z K

A= dkes ke *(E+ V) "B e k) @9)
Z oy

Bap = dke, k) €+ V) te, k); 30)
Z .

Cup = dke, K)e* €+ V) 'e, k); 31)
Z

D= dke, ke * €+ V) e, k): 32)

K

T he indices a and b run th]:ough two values: a;b=

The resolvent operator (£+ V) ! and, therefre, the
finctions €9)-(2) can be und from the solution of
the corresponding m atrix R iem ann-H ibert problem g].
The schem e of the asym ptotic solution of the m atrix
R iem ann-H ibert problem associated w ith the kemel aj)
is very sin ilar to the one given in E_Z]. Tt isbased on the
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FIG.1l: TheconstantC (K ) in Egs. éé) and éé) plotted as

a function ofK :The plot data were cbtained from the com -
parison of the asym ptotic form u]a' Q@) w ith the num erically
calculated Fredholm detemm inant ().

non-linear steepest-descend m ethod !E}:]. Them ain resuls
of the asym ptotic analysis are as follow s. For z = 1=2

2

W kjz=1=2)=2 ¥ 1+ — + W ®&); (33)
2x

w here

_ 2

(34)

The error tem W (x) decays as x * for xsinK > 1:
Solving Eq. @7) with W given by Eq. (33) one gets in
the hrge x lim it

A 2 K 2
V) ) = 'shK)z 2 *x7;

det(f + (35)

whereC (K ) is ndependent ofx:Num erically, exp[C K )]
is close to uniy for allK ; as can be seen in Fjg.:_]:. The
exact expression for C (0) is given in Ref. [_2] and is, nu-
m erically, equal to 0:0550839 ::: : This agrees perfectly
with Fig. :]:

The asym ptotic formula for the one particle density
m atrix 64 reads

2
=z

i 2p 2e° ®)

) = DI S
cosh? ® =2)
@Csink) T &¥=* @shK ) e ¥x 56)
(i =2¢ x* 1i=2)2 x! 1

w ith the relative correction of the order ofx ':The for-
mula (_3-§) is the m ain result of the paper.

Let us discuss Eq. C§-§) . The structure of the corre—
lation function is essentially the sam e as for the In pen—
etrable ferm ion gas E}, :2:, :_l-C_i] T he correlation finction
contains the exponentially decaying factor exp( K x);
and factors ocbeying the power law scaling. T he com plex—
valued anom alous exponents do not depend on K or,
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FIG.2: Density matrix (x) p]otte_d_asaﬁmctjon of K for

x= 1;:::;4:The asym ptotic result {3é) (solid line) is in good
agreem ent w ith the exact resul (dotted line) even for sm all
xsinK :

equivalently, on the lling factor $: A sin ilar situation

takesplace or the in nite U Hubbard m odelin the Lut—

tinger regin e: the Luttinger scaling exponents do not

depend on the 1ling factor E] The resuls ﬁ)r the con—

tinuous m odel, in penetrable ferm ion gas th .2 EO],

be recovered by taking the limit K ! 0 in Eq. @6) ata
xed K x:

Fom ally, the asym ptotic formula given n Eq. ¢_§§‘) is
valid forx shK 1:Nevertheless, it is rem arkably good
even forx snK 1 ascan be seen from Fjg:_é,wherethe
exact expression obtained from Egs. @-5‘) through C_Z-@‘) is
com pared w ith the asym ptotics Eq. (36).

F inally, consider the m om entum distrdbution fiinction

k) = e * (x): 37)

Due to the exponenUa]Jy decaying term in the asym p—

totic expression Eq. C36 the function (k) is continuous

with all its derivatives for all k: Combining the short

distance representatjon Egs. ¢15 {22) and the long dis—

tance expansion (36) we plot () for 0 k at
di erent 1ling factors$% in Fig. d N ote that the an ooth—

ness of (k) In the spin disordered regin e, considered

here, is In contrast w ith the Luttinger regin e considered

In Ref E_B'.], where d (k)=dk is shgular at the Ferm im o-
mentum kp = K =2; in accordance w ih the Luttinger

theorem f_l-]_;] A nother peculiarity of the soin disordered

regin e is that d (k)=dk is peaked around k = 2kz as

it can be seen in Fig.d. This can be viewed as a m id

violation of the Luttinger theorem for this system .
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FIG.3: Momentum distrbution fuinction (k) (thick line)

and isderivative d (k)=dk (dotted line) for di erent Illing

factors $ : @) $ = 1=8 ) $= 1=4 () $ = 045 d) % =

0:49. The Fem iD irac distrbbution (thin line) corresponding

to these Iling factors is shown for com parison. T he function
k) satis es (k)= ( k):
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