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W e study the dependence of the ground state energy on an applied A haronov-Bohm ux forthe
Luttingerm odelw ith largem om entum scattering. Em ploying them ethod of nite size bosonization,
we show that for system s with a spin gap but w ith gapless charge degrees of freedom , the ground
state energy has an exact period of hc=2e, i. e. halfa ux quantum , In the lin i of large system
size L. Finite size corrections are found to vanish exponentially in L. T his behavior is contrasted
to that of the spin gapless case, for both even and odd particle num ber. G eneralizations to nite

tem perature are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 7110Pm , 7110H £

I. NTRODUCTION

M odels of Interacting electrons in one spatial din en—
sion are very valuable for the understanding of strongly
correlated system s. T his isbecause there exist theoretical
m ethods enabling us to determ ine their physical proper—
ties reliably. Indeed, by combining perturbative renor—
m alization groupt, bosonization, and B ethe ansatz tech-
nigues, a wealth of interesting phases In one din ension
has been discovered.

W hile som e propertiesofthese phasesare unigue in one
din ension, others have their higher dim ensionalanalogs.
For exam ple the Independent gapless soin— and charge-
excitations and ;the vanishing quasiparticle weight of the
Luttinger liquid? are unigque in 1D .H ow ever, the fact that
thasa nie charge com pressbility and D rude weight is
analogousto a nom alm etalin higherdim ensions. A san—
other exam ple, like system s In higher dim ensions, a M ott
hsulating state is realized at half Iling for repulsive in—
teractions. H ow ever, the fact that antiferrom agnetic long
range order is absent and that spin 1/2 excitation exists
In the half- lled M ott state are special features of 1D .

Furthem ore, in one djm ension there exists a phase,
the LutherEmery liquidd, which exhbits a soin gap
and no charge gap. In addition, as in the Luttinger
Jiquid, the DC electric conductivity is in nie. The
above characteristics suggest that the LutherEmery
Iiquid is a 1D analog of a superconductor. H owever,
up until very recently an im portant question rem ained
unanswered: \Do electrons pair in the LutherEm ery
Jiquid ?" The best way to answer that question is to
detemm ine whether the m agnetic ux period is ho=e or
hc=2e 7 H owever, since the spin and charge degrees of
freedom are m anifestly separate in the e ective theory
descrbing the LutherEmery liquid, and the vector
potential enters only in the charge action, it is di culkt
to see why the ux period for a Luttinger liquid and a
LutherEm ery liquid should be di erent.

In a recent paper we addressed these issues in the one—
din ensional tJ-g*model in the lim it of vanishing ex-
change couplings¥ Fortunately, both a spin gaplessphase
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aswell as a spin gapfiil phase appear in this lim % I
Ref. :_d we have dem onstrated that while the ux period
is ¢ hc=e in the fom e, it indeed becom es hc=2e In
the lJatter. In particularwe have shown that asa function
of the Aharonov-Bohm ux, the ground state energy of
a spin gapped ring is periodic w ith period hc=2e. Due
to onedim ensionality the energy barrier between adp—
centm inim a is proportionalto the inverse circum ference
L of the ring. For de nieness, we therefore de ne the
function

E()= Im L Eo()

L!1

Eo () @)

where E () is the ground state energy of the system as
function of ux.

Degpite the above progress, the question \do all
LutherEm ery liquids exhibit an hc=2e ux period, and
hence electron pairing ?" rem ainstobe answered. In this
paper, we show that the answer to the above question is
indeed a m ative. Technically we start from the Lut-
tinger H am iltonian w ith the ¢, channel scattering® W, e
bosonize thism odel using the constructive form alism L0
which provides rigorous operator identities on the
H ibert space of the nite size system . W e show that
due to a set of constraints on the total charge/spn
num ber/current operatorsa"lla', the state of the spin sec—
tor in pacts the charge sector through a tw isting of the
boundary condition. As a resul, when the soin sector
is gapped by the large m om entum transfer two body
scattering, the charge channel ux period becom eshc=2e.

In the literature, the fact that there exist constraints
on the totalcharge/ current operators in bosonization has
been employed by Losdd for spinless form ion system s
to study particle number parity e ects. Regarding
spinfiil form dons, Ref. 13 used a m ethod sim ilar to ours
to determ ine the ux period for the Hubbard m odel
However, the author conclided that the ux period is
always hc=2e regardless of whether a spin gap exists,
which we believe to be In error. Furthem ore, a com m on
reasoning encountered in the literature is to attribute
the hc=2e ux period to the dom inance of singlt
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superconducting (SS) correlations at long distance and
low energy, rather than to the appearance of a soin
gap. Tt has, however, been noted that states wih
dom inant charge density wave (CDW ) correlationsm ay
a]so Eature this anom alous ux penod (see, e. g, Refs.
there isa q:jn gap. In this case, i isnaturalto interpret
the state as being form ed by C ooper pairs. T he degree
of coherence of these pairs w ill determ ine if the state is
m ore appropriately thought ofasCDW -lke or SS-lke on
not too Jarge length scales. In this picture, one naturally
expects the ux period to be one halfofa ux quantum .
In the Pllowing, we will show that regardless of the
correlation functions in the charge sector, the existence
of a soin gap albbne indeed causes the hc=2e ux period
In system sw ith even particle num ber.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In section
:!EI we present the Luttinger m odel with large m om en—
tum scattering and state the selection rules between
charge and current quantum num bers that characterize
isH ibert space. In sectJonﬂItwebne y review the for-
malisn of oonstruct:ye bosongatJon and Introduce som e
notation. In section -IV. we com plete the proof that the

ux period will be hc=2e i the presence of a spin gap,
and contrast thisbehaviorw ith that expected in the soin
gapless case for even and odd particle number. W e will
also comment on nite tem perature e ects here. Our
conclusions are summ arized in section {V!. Appendix Al
discusses the nite size referm ionization of the soin part
ofthe H am ittonian, supplem enting our line of argum ents
given in thebulk ofthispaper. A ppendix J_?:: isdevoted to
the use of conjigate phase variables in the construction
ofK lein factors.

II. THE MODEL AND THE SELECTION RULES

T he Tom onaga-Luttinger H am iltonian describes a gas
consisting of right and kft m oving chiral ferm ions, each
su ering sm allm om entum transfer scattering in a one-
din ensional system of size L :

HTL:XH0+H2+H4 (2)
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Herek = 2 n=L denotes the allowed m om enta under pe—

riodic boundary condition, the ferm ion operator cxs an—
nihilatesa right (r= +) or eft (r= ) m oving ferm ion
wih momentum k and spin s (see Fig. -'_]:), = w =L,
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FIG.1l: Right-and kft-m oving branches of the Luttinger
m odel. The crosses denote the allowed mom enta k = 2 n=L
for periodic boundary conditions. The dark shaded region
represents the occupied m om entum states in the \vacuum "
N s = 0. The vacuum chenm ical potential lies between the
Jast occupied and rst unoccupied states as indicated by the
horizontal line. T he light shaded region corresponds to a dif-
ferent 1ling. The Fem i m om entum corresponding to the
Jatterjsglven by ke = 2 Nr;s:L .

and
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In the above, < : > denotes the expectation value
taken In the vacuum state de ned as the ground state
ofEq. 6'_3’) . The density operators appearing in Egs. (:_2)—
(-5) are de ned as

X
ris @ : Cz;kJr q;sCrikis ¢ (7)
k
T he g= 0 -com ponent of these operators,
N r;s r;s (O) (8)

m easures the extra num ber of (r;s) type ferm ions added
on top ofthe vacuum . A Il four integersN ;s are conserved
by Hrr . These quantum numbers play an in portant
role in the rest of the paper. Their In portance in the
bosonization prooedure hasbeen stressed by H eldenreich
et al? and Haldandd.

O ut ofthe four operatorsN ;s we can form the follow -
Ing lnearly independent num ber and current operators:

P P
N ris 71 J = p ;s rN r;s
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P
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where the indices and stand for charge and spin
respectively. It will be inportant in the follow ing to
note that In any oneband m odel with sihgle particke
states sym m etrically occupied between k¢ = 2 N ;=L
and ke, the totalparticlke num ber is actually given by

X

N =2+ Nyg=2+N 10)



T he reason for this isthat the statesat k = 0, which con—
sist of 4 degenerate states in the Luttinger m odel rather
than 2, have not been Inclided in the de nition of the
N, (sceFig. ).

There are important relations between the integer
quantum numbers de ned n Eq. (:_‘3’.) . For example
N ;N ; ;J,; areeitherallodd oralleven. In addition,
the average of N and J has the sam e even-odd parity
asthe average ofN and J , while they both have oppo—
site even-odd parity as the average of N and J . These
constradnts are summ arized by the follow ing \selection
ralesh:

W =1 =1 =1 dala
l)(N +J)=2 _ ( l)(N +J )=2
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which llow from the de niions Eqg. (2_3:) and the fact
that the N, are integer. For most of the paper, we
shall prin arily concentrate on the case where N is even.
W hile selection mulke Eq. @la) then requires the sam e of
all the other quantum numbers, it is the selection rule
Eqg. C_l-}-lz:) that in poses a coupling between the spin and
charge quantum numbers which ultin ately determ ines
the value of the ux period.

The Tom ongga-Luttinger Ham itonian Eqg. (ﬁ is ex—
actly solvable? 24424 T he solution describes a system w ith
gapless spin and charge excitations. A spin gap m ay be
opened by the addition Qf the ollow Ing large-m om entum
transfer scattering term 2:
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W hen the num ber of particles is lncom m ensurate w ith
the num ber of lattice sites, Eq. {_12) is the generic H am it
tonian including the m ost relevant two-body scattering
term s. The Inclusion of H ; destroys the exact solubility
ofthem odel, and at the sam e tin e it destroys the conser-
vation of J . However since H; changesJ in multiples
of 4, the parity ( 1Y =2 rema:ns conserved. A s a result
the selection rulesEqg. {_lla Eqg. {llb) rem ain valid even
In the presence ofH ;.

ITII. BOSONIZATION

Under suitable choices of param eters, Eq. ﬁ_l-g') can
describe a translationally invariant system of soin-1=2
ferm onsw ith a spin gap but no charge gap, ie., a Luther—
Em ery liquid. In the rest of the paper we study the de-
pendence ofthe ground state energy of such am odelasa
function ofan applied A haronov-Bohm ux. Technically

nr=
we em ploy the constructive bosonization m ethod?2d ex—
tensively reviewed in Refs. 17 and i18. In the Hlow ing
we shall jist sum m arize the m ain bosonization rules.
D ue to the follow ing com m utation relation between the
density operators
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we de ne boson creation operators for each m om entum
g®6 0 and each spin s:
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where (x) istheH eaviside step function. T he bosoniza—
tion of the local ferm ion operators

1 X
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then proceeds by m eans of the introduction of a non-
Hem iian bosonic eld
s
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In tem g,@f which the ferm ion creation operators can be
w ritten®2d47 4s:
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is iIntroduced to ensure the proper anticom m utation rela—
tions between the ferm ion operators {_ig‘) carrying di er-
ent r and s. It com m utesw ith allthe spatially dependent
eds in Eqg. Cl8 A positive In nitesinal was intro—
duced In Eqg. 217) to ensure the convergence of com m u—
tators betw een operators. T he operator™ .. is conjigate
toN risr
_'r;s iNps = i: (20)
N ote that the validity ofEq. C_Z-C_i) form ally requiresN ;¢
to have a continuous spectrum (see A ppendix :_é:) . Thisis
clearly not the case in the physical H ibert space H pnys
we have been working in so far. W e nd it convenient,
how ever, to Introduce a largerH ibert space H , where the
N ;s operators have a continuous spectrum . This con-—
struction is analogous to the em bedding of a discrete lat-
tice Into a continuous space, and is review ed In A ppendix
:_B: . To ensure that the Ham iltonian, as well as physical
observables, do not lead out ofH s, the operators Tr;s



m ay only enter through integer pow ers of the unitary op—
erators exp(i"r;s), which raise the N ;5 by 1. We shall
have occasion though, e. g. in A ppendix r_A}, towork in a
larger subspace ofH de ned below . Fom ally, it ism ost
convenient to de ne operators that are valid everyw here
in H . The anticom m uting operators A ;s exp (" ,;) are
also known as K kin factors in the literature.

Tt is custom ary to further de ne localHem itian elds
each associated w ith the soin ( ) or charge ( ) degrees
of freedom ,
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aswellas their \dual" elds,
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W ritten In tem s ofthe spin and charge boson operators
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From Egs. (.‘_2-4_]:) and é{:) itisevidentthatN andJ are
the w inding num bers of and respectively, and
and arethe spatialaveragesof and . It issmmpl
to check that  and  are the con jugate operators of
J and N respectively, ie.,

;J =15 ;N = 1 (26)

N ote that although the commutation relations é) are
analbgous to Eq. {20), the operatorse'  and ' lead
out of the physical subspace. This is so sihce within
H phys, the quantum numbersN ,J cannotbe raised or
lowered by 1 independently, but are sub cted to the se—
Jection rulesEq. C_ll:) . W ihin this space, only powers of

et ande™t
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are allowed * However, w ithin the larger
space H introduced above, the operators e and et

are nonetheless well de ned ob gcts. It is convenient to
Introduce a space of \fractional" excitations, H £rac, gen—
erated by acting on H pnys w ith allpossible com binations

ofel ,e' .W ithinH ¢,ac, thequantum numbersN ,J
are Independent integers. W em ust bear n m ind, though,
that all physically acceptable states live In H phys -

_The Inclusion of the zero m odes and n Egs.
C_ZZ_l') and C_ZE;) ensures the proper com m utation relations
ofthese eldswhen the system size L is nie

[ &) &)= i jesmk ¥): @7)
Eqg. @-Zi) suggests that the conjigate operatorof  (x) is
proportionalto @, (x), ie,
2
x)= -0 ()
[ &) o&)]=1i ;0 & A 28)
Sin ilarly the conjigate operatorof (x) is proportional
to @y &), ie.,
2
x)= —0 &) 29)
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T he physical spin or charge density is given by Eq. L2-_§),
and In the absence of an applied ux, the physical (spin
or charge) current densiy is given by

) 2

J ®=K v ®)= —K v @& &) 31)

w hich follow s from the bosonized H am iltonian given be—
Iow . In the above expressions
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Since is just the density of right m oving ferm ionsm i-
nus the density of left m oving ferm ions, it is appropriate
to Interpret the coe cient K v ¥ InEqg. C_B-]_J') as the
renom alized Fem ivelociy of the system .

In temm sof (x) and (%) the bosonization identity
Eqg. C_l-gl) reads

1
i/’s (X) — p? Ar,s el x)+r &)+s x)+r (x)
(33)
Here, : () : denotes boson nom alordering: allpowers of

the elds’Y  are to be moved to the keft of powers of
the elds’ .5, whereas positive pow ers of the operator
exp (i) are to appear on the very right, and negative
pow ers of the sam e operator are to appear on the very
lkeft of the expression.



By means of Eq. {_3-2_5) the selection rules Eq. C_l-]_:) be-
com e equivalent to the requirem ent

r;s ®) = r;s(X+ L) 8r;S: 34)

This clearly ilustrates the topological origin of these
rules.

W emay now write the Ham iltonian Eq. C_l-Zj) entirely
In tem s of the bosonic elds ntroduced above. The
Tom onaga-Luttinger part of the Ham iltonian, including
the Jarge m om entum scattering tem w ith parallel spin,
takes the follow Ing quadratic fom :

HTL + Hl;jj

8
X <X
= v T @b @+ N%=K + J°K
F o L
(35)
X v 2 2 1 2
= - dX H K @x (X) + — @x (X)
K
(36)

w here the operatorsB () are related to those in Eqg. C_Z-Z_i')
by a Bogoliubov transfom ation. T he large m om entum,~
transfer scattering w ith antiparallel spin term becom es:

2912
Hip = 1.2

dx :cos 4 (x) : 37)

N ote that the coe cient of4 in the argum ent ofthe cosine
assures that the operator does not go out of the physical
subspace, as explained above.

The weak coupling renom ahzatjon group ow of the
system Eq. (13) iswellknown?€%: ForK < 1, the op-
erator H ;> is relevant and a spin gap will be opened.
This is the case we will focus on in the follow ing. For
spn SU (2) Invariant system s gijy5 = 9ie g. In that
caseK ,< 1 requiresg; < 0, as discussed by Luther and
Em ery.:f

IV. THE FLUX PERIOD
A . The spin gapped case

By virtue of Egs.
takes the fom

z_3-§) and {_5:}), the m odel Eq. {_l-g)

where H and H act exclisively on charge—and spin—
degrees of freedom respectively. T he eigenstates are thus
direct products of charge states and spin states

¥ B (39)

and the ground state energy isthe sum ofspin and charge
energies

Eo=EC+ES: (40)

W hen H; causesa spin gap to open up, the spin sectorof
them odelEq. C12 ) is described by a gapped sine-G ordon
eld theory.

In the ollow ing we shall focuson the N = 0 sector,
which is where the gapped soin ground state lies. In
this sector H ;> is relevant, and one m ay interpret the
cosine term in Eq. t_i-j) as a steep potential experienced
by (x). In the Iim it of In nite system size where true
symm etry breaking is possble, one m ay think of  (x)
as being locked to one of the m nim a of the cosine po—
tential. W hen this happens ©, the spatial average of

(%), will take a cnumber value equal to the respec—
tive m Inimum value of At rst, ket us neglct the
selection rules Eq. {l]:) That is, we start by ]ook:ng at
the problem in the space H ¢4 Introduced in Section -]I[
where in particular J is an independent integer valued
quantum number. Then we may regard the conjigate
variable  asan angular variable w ith period 2 . This
notion becom es precise ifwe dentify  with its \lattice
version" discussed in, A ppendix I_?::, which we shalldo for
the present purpose2: W ithin D;2 ) there are fur in-
equivalent m nim a of the cosine term 1n Eq. C;’:j), and
the corresponding ground states in the spin sector can
be Iabeled as

Pi; §=2i;

ji; B =2i; 41)

w here
ji= Ji: 42)

A s discussed earlier, the operator
R G B

exp (1 J=2) 43)

commuteswih H , hence its eigenvalies can be used to
classify the spin ground states. Unfortunately the states

given in Eq. d4]1 are not eigenstates of ~. Follow ing
A ppendix }_3: it is easy to show that

ToAgi= 4+ — ~di; 44

] > ] 44)

w here the eigenvalue on the right hand side is to be un—
derstood modulb 2 . W e may hence choose the global
phases in Eq. {41) such that

* =2i= "~ Pi: 45)
Tt is thus easy to form linear com binations

X3
ji=

2 i (46)

such that
Jji= Jji: @a7)

W e are now In a position to enforce the selection rules
{{1). Given N = 0, the selection uk Eq. (L1a) requires



J tobeeven.Asaresuktonly = larcallowed. W e

label these tw o states by

Fi; J i: 48)
T hus actually, the ground state is only two-fold degener—
ate. This degeneracy becom es further liffted in the case
ofa nite system size L, to be discussed next.

For nite L, the notion that the eld is Jocked to
a classical value is no longer valid. In fact for nie L,
even  is sub cted to quantum  uctuations. This is
explicit in Eq. {39), where the variablke conjigate to
nam ely J , entersthe H am iltonian when L is nite. T hus
the spin ground state can no longer be thought ofasone
of the \locked" spin states given by Eq. C41 On the
other hand, since rem ains a good quantum num ber,
the states In Eq. €48) are still well de ned as the re—
spective ground states in the = sectors of the spJn
Hibert space. W e note that the soin states in Eq. €48)
thus de ned are not strictly degenerate for nite L. It is
In portant to observe, how ever, that the di erence In en—
ergy between these two states vanishes exponentially in
the system size L. Oneway to see this is the wellknown
fact that the gapped sineG ordon eld theory is the lgw
energy e ective theory of a din erized spin-1=2 chain 23
Here, the j 1 are respectively the symm etric and anti-
sym m etric com bination ofthe two din er pattems. Since
the two dim er pattems di er by a m acroscopic num ber
of degrees of freedom , the tunnel splitting between these
two states should vanish exponentially with the system
size. A slightly m ore direct way to see the above is of-
fered by the well known m apping between the gapped
sine<G ordon theory and the m assive T hirring m ode 223
W e will elaborate on this point in Appendix Al. The
advantage of this m ethod is that at the special Luther-
Em ery point, it allow s us to study the e ect ofa nite
tem perature.

For the purmpose ofthis paper wem ay ignore the above
exponentJaJJy an all energy di erence between the states
Eq. (48). This isbecause such a tiny di erence w ill drop
out of n the lim it taken in Eqg. (L) In this sense we
m ay still speak of a degeneracy In the spin sector of the
m odel, and regard the spin contribution E§ i Eq. €_49')
as essentially independent of in the spin gapped case.

N aively the soin degeneracy discussed above seam s to
suggest that the ground state of the full H am ittonian
Eqg. d38 is degenerate. H owever this is not so, and the
reason for this is the selection rule Eq. {_l}lg) To dem on—
strate that let us assum e the totalparticle num ber to be
N = 4m + 2,whereasN = 0. A cocording to the selection
nuk Eqg. {_I}-lg‘) the spin states 7 im ay not be combined
w ith the sam e charge state. The spin state j imay only
be combined w ith a charge state whose current quantum
number J is an odd multiple of 2 and hence non—zero.
T he presence of a non-zero current w ill cost an energy of
order v, =L, as is evident from Eq. (35). The state 3 i,
on the otherhand, m ay be com bined w ith a charge state
of zero current, which m inin izes the charge energy. A s
a result there is an energy splitting 1=L between the

Iowest energy state in the = + and = sectors. W-e
note that an analogous result w as discussed by H aldanet’
for the case of a vanishing spin gap and a nie charge
gap at com m ensurate band 1lings. In contrast, here we
are Interested In the e ect ofan applied A haronov-B ohm
AB) ux,which is of nterest only when the charge sec-
tor is gapless.

T he coupling to a vector potential A (x) is determ ined
by gauge invariance and can be w orked out from them ini-
m alcoupling requirem ent. W e only consider the constant
vector potential A x) = =L corresponding to an AB

ux. The correct goupling to  then ollows from the
form al replacem ent?
i2-—x

s®) et on 1)

ris ris

49)

In the Ham ittonian, where a charge e isassumed. Here,
the boundary conditions ofthe eld Y._ (x) ram ain the
sam e, w hile the right hand side ofEq. C4§s ) willin general
satisfy di erent boundary conditions. By Eq. (3),
JseunyaJentto the ©llow ing rep]aoementm the Ham Jl
tonian Eq. {36) and the current Eq. {_3]1)

x) ! x) 2——x
L o

(50)
or, by Eq. £5), sin ply

J ' I+ 4—

0

1)

N ote that we did not attem pt to introduce the gauge

ux prior to bosonization. This is due to the fact that
the form fonic eld theory €)) su ers from the wellknown
chiral anom aly. T he latter renders the global current of
them odelam biguous in the presence ofa generalAB  ux,
unless gauge nvariance ism anifestly enforced. T hrough
the \Lenz ruke" I = c@Ey()=@ (Kohn, Ref. 3,s0e
alsoEqg. C_5-§)),thjsambjgujty also entersthe ground state
energy dependence on ux. To dealw ih this problem
w il In any case require the use of gauge invariance, and
this is m ost conveniently achieved in the nal, bosqnjc
]anquage Tt would be interesting to ocbtain Egs. {5C‘i),
C5]1 ) via a m ore \m icroscopic" route, i e. via bosoniza-
tion ofam icroscopic (lattice) H am iltonian w ith  ux; this
is sub et to current investigations. W e stressagain, how —
ever, thatEq. QSO) isuniguely detemm ined by them Inim al
coupling principle.

From Egs. (;_35'), {_51;) the energy versus ux function

E() i Eq. () isgien by

—v K J + 4—
J =2 2;0;2::: 4 0

(52)

Here, allmultiples of 2 are allowed values for J by se-
lection rule Eqg. (11a). This leads to the various branches
shownjnFjg.:_Z.Theall:ematjngJaberof = re ect
the fact that the soin state has to be adjisted according
to selection ruk Eq. (L1b) whenever J is changed by 2.



In the presence of a spin gap, howrever, this does not af-
fect the energy in the Iin i ofEqg. @'), as discussed above.
A's a consequence, Eq. C_52_5) has an exact period equalto
halfa ux quantum , shown by the lower envelope in F ig.
da W e note that these ndings are In com plte agree—
m ent w ith those obtained in Ref. -é orthe t-J-J%m odel.
T he am plitude of the ground state energy m odulations
is apparently given by

(53)

E= —K v =—w:
4L, 4L,
where v, is the renom alized Ferm i velocity introduced
above. T he correspondingm odulations ofthe charge cur-
rent for a given quantum number J are given by

54)

T he current is thus diam agnetic for 0=2< < 0=2
and isgiven by a saw tooth curve in generalw hich one ocb-
tains by taking the derivative of the envelope In F ig. iZa) .
The am plitude of the current is given by I+ ev =L,
which isthe sam e asthat of spinless partjc]eﬁén , although
the ux period is halved. Note that this observation is
consistent w ith the notion that the charge of the carriers
is e ectively doubled.

B. The spin gapless case

To establish the fact that the hc=2e ux period is due
to the presence ofa soin gap, it isprudent to dem onstrate
the change of ux period when the soin gap collapses.
First, etusassumeN = 4m + 2 asbefore. O urdiscussion
from the preceding sections generalizesm ost easily to the
case ofa vanishing spin gap, ifwe also assum e isotropy In
the soIn sector: In thiscase, SU () Invariance requiresthe
param eter K to be uniy at the Luttinger liquid xed
point. W ew illcom m ent on the generalnon-isotropic case
below . _

For gapless spins, the operator H 1, In Eq. I_3§') is ir-
relevant, and we m ay expect to get qualitatively correct
results by om itting it. W ith this sim pli cation, the soin
sector becom es analogous to the charge sector, and in
particular J can be regarded as a good quantum num —
ber. The = + spin ground state 3 i then hasJ = 0,
w hereas the state § 1 lives In a degenerate doublet space
wih J = 2. This then raises the corresponding spin
energy ofthe j 1istateby atemm oforderv =L, asshown
explicitly in Eqg. 635 As a consequence, the =
branches are shifted upward w ith respect to the = +

branches F ig. r_db)) w hich destroys the hc=2e periodiciy
ofE ().

The spin current carrying = statesm ay (but need
not) be shifted up In energy so much that = hc2e
ceasesto be am etastablem nimum ofE ( ). Thisis just
the case for a non-interacting system . In the case where
the uplifting of the = state is not as large, =
hc=2e persists to be am etastablem inim um In the energy
versus ux curxrve. The di erence between the ground
state energy at = 0 and = hc=2e is thus given by:

Fo( 0=2)

(isotropic spin)

Eo 0)3= Emjn v ;K v)
(55)

Interestingly, Eq. 0_5-5) provides nform ation about the
Luttinger param eters of the spin sector. It has long
been known that for a Luttinger liquid, the Luttinger
param eterg can be determ ined from of the ground state
properties? This technique is often applied to infer the
charge Luttinger param eters, e. g. by calculating the
ground state en.ergy as a function ofparticle densiy and
m agnetic ux 24 Eqg. C55) show s that the sam e technique
m ay beused to Infer spin Luttinger param eters, provided
thatv. < K v holds. In SU (2) Inhvariant system s, the
sohon-velocity v may thus be ocbtained. Note that in
thiscase, the J = 2, N = 0 states corresponding to
the = branchesinF Jg; 2b) are degenerate w ith states
havingJd = 0, N = 2, which carry no spin current
but have a net azin uthal spin profction S, = 1. This
degeneracy ollow s from Eq. C_B-ﬁ) with K = 1. The lat-
ter states, how ever, w ill generally be lower in energy for
soin gapless system s without SU (2) invariance. This fol-
lowsbecause one hasK > 1 In thiscase, shceK < 1
would always lead to a spin gap. W e thus predict that
the branches corresponding to the m etastable m Inin a in
Fig. -'Zb if present, w ill have a net spoin, rather than a
net spin current, in m odels w ithout SU 2) invariancg-In
thiscase,v i Eq. {55) is to be replaced by v =K 29

W hen N = 4m , all the pattems in Fig. Q are shifted
horizontally by hc=2e. In this case the globalm inin a in
Fig. :_Zb) are located at odd multiples of hc=2e. Hence
the function E ( ) can distinguish the casesN = 4m and
N = 4m + 2 In the case of gapless soins, but not in the
case of gapped spins. The sgme result had also been
observed for the t-J-J°m odelf

We now tum to the case of odd particlke number
N = 2m + 1. In this case the selection rulesEqg. @ié:l) re—
quiresboth N and J tobeodd, re ecting the fact that
there m ust be a dangling spin. (O f course, wih a dan—
gling spin the system cannot have a spin gap.) Now the
quantum number = exp ( i1 J=2) may take the val-
ues 1. The two corresponding subsets of the soin state
space are related by the transform ation J ! J ,which
Jeaves the H am ittonian invariant. A s a consequence, the
soin ground states j =  1i are exactly degenerate, and
an exact hc=2e periodicity is obtained for the Ham ilto-
nian C_lz_i) at any system size, regardless ofwhetherH ; is
relevant or not. Also, sihce J is now odd as well, the
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FIG.2:
the lower envelope. T he altemating label =
assum ed. a) Spin gapped case. The ux period is
shift between the = + and = branches.

pattem shown in gure I@:a) w illbe shifted horizontally by
hc=4e. Hence the globalm inim a of E ( ) w illbe located
at odd multiples of hc=4e In this case.

C . D iscussion ofthe resultsat T = 0

The resuls presented in the preoedmg section are ex—
act for the Ham iltonian Eq. {13), which is believed to
be the Iow energy e ective theory for allone-din ensional
system s w th gapless, linearly dispersing charge degrees
of freedom 29 These resultsm ay thus be expected to be
representative for this entire universality class. To rig—
orously justify this point, the e ects of higher order,
Jess relevant operators should be included into the m odel
studied above. W e will not carry out such a detailed
analysis here. R ather, we w ill point out som e expected
m odi cations due to less relevant operators, and argue
for the robustness of the basic results derived above by
com paring them to specialexam ples ofm icroscopicm od—
els, where the features ofE ( ) are known analytically or
num erically.

The ux period of the repulsive Hubbard m odel was
studied In Ref. .'27- These results agree well w ith our

ndings for the soin gapless case. In particular, for odd
particle numberN the globalm inin a ofE ( ) are at odd
muliples ofhc=4e, and the ux period ishc=2e.W hile it
may seam surprising that the ux period does not distin-—
guish the spin gapless, odd particle num ber case from the
soin gapped case (except for the position ofthem inin a),
the m icroscopic origin of the hc=2e period is of a rather
di erent nature In the two cases. A more subtlke e ect
m ay dem onstrate this: Iffone calculates the E () of fiee
electrons for odd N , one Indeed nds that hc=2e is the

ux period. However one also nds that there exist cor-
rections to the hc=2e period at order 1=L, m E ( ). These
corrections are due to the band curvature neglected In
the Ham iltonian Eqg. C_l-g:) Sin ilar corrections to E ( )
also exist at odd N fr the tJ-J°m odel. They, can be
calrulated using the m ethod discussed in Ref. 624 Such
corrections in pow ers of 1=L, how ever, w ere not found In
the t-0-0° m odel Hr the spin gapped case, where only
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Energy branches as function of ux for even total particle number N , with and without spin gap. E ( ) is given by
describes the spin state corresponding to each branch, where N = 4m + 2 is
0=2.Db) No spin gap. The

0=2 ux periodicity is destroyed by a relative

exponentially sn all corrections were observed. W e thus
argue that corrections to the hc=2e ux period generally
scale as 1=L in the odd N case, whil they are exponen—
tially amall in the soin gapped case. The behavior in
the Jatter case can be attributed to the fact that the soin
gap generally causes an exponentially an all sensitivity to
boundary conditions in the spin sector. This point will
be further clari ed in Appendix A'.

The analysis n the preceding section predicts the
ground state to be unique on the branches ofE ( ) which
contain the globalm Inim a. W e expect this to be obeyed
by generalH am iltonians. H owever, the four-old degen-
eracy which we found between the N = 0, J = 2
and N = 2,J = 0 states on the m etastable branches
In the isotropic, even N , gapless soin case is an artifact
of our restriction to the Luttinger H am itonian Eq. {_2) .
R ather, the true eigenstates are given by a triplt and a
singlet to be form ed from these four states, giving rise to
a an all splitting. H owever, except for this e ect, the In -
plied degeneracies at the crossings betw een the branches
rem ain valid: A though the conservation ofJ is approx—
In ate once higher order operators are allowed, a change
ofJ by 2 In plies a change ofm om entum by 2k . Hence
the states at a branch crossing w illnot bem ixed, and the
cuspsin E () willrem ain sharp forgeneralm odels.2d Fi-
nite size studies of the Hubbard m ode£? show that the
pattems displayed :n Fig. & indeed em erge very clearly
In num erical sin ulations carried out at m oderate system
size, both for the soin gapped (@ttractive) and gapless
(repulsive) case.

W e thus conclude that all system s which can be char-
acterized asLutherEm ery liquidshavethehc=2e uxpe-
riod. In particular, deviations from the pattems in F ig.
rQ such as the appearance of additionalm inin a at higher
fractions of a ux quantum m ust be attrbuted to nite
size e ects. Such additionalm Inina at ¢=n are k,n.own
to occur in the large U -lin it of the Hubbard m odefl 1, Or
the sm all J-lin it of t-J-type m odel$?, or xed system
size. T he criterion for such nite size e ectsto disappear
is that the am plitude of the oscillations E 1=L from
Eqg. I_Sj) is am all com pared to any other energy scale of
the system . In the above cases, the relevant com peting



scak isJ €=U . T he associated crossover is clearly ob—
served In Ref. .32 where the t-J, m odel is studied: For
=L . J;, the m odel digplays the spin gapped behavior
shown In Fig. Q.a) T his is a consequence ofthe Ising spin
gap ofthism odel. T he sim ilar crossover for the repulsive
Hubbard m odelis shown in Ref. 27 w here the pattem of
Fi. :_Zb)emerges (w ith the necessary shift orN = 4m ).
W e note that the appearance of localm Inin a separated
by halffa ux quantum from the globalm Inina in the
repulsive Hubhard m odel is som etin es interpreted as a
sign ofpajn'ngEq W e stress, however, that this case does
notm eet the criterion ofa (=2 ux period aswe de ne
it, shce a sm all splitting of order 2=U rem ains betw een
the two types ofm inin a ofE ( ), which does not vanish
as the system size is taken to In nity.

D . N on-zero tem peratures

Finally, we brie y comm ent on the expected general-
ization of our ndings to nite tem perature. The be-
havior stated below can be veri ed straightforwardly at
the spec:al solvable LutherEm ery point of the m odel
Eq. Cl?.) (see A ppendix .A') For T > 0, we consider
the m odulations of the ﬁ:ee energy F (T; ) asa function
of ux. The particle num ber is held xed, ie., the aver—
ages are taken In the canonicalensemble. (Ifthe particke
number were allowed to uctuate, the even/odd e ects
discussed above would considerably weaken the sensitiv—
ity to ux.)

U nder these conditions, the observations m ade above
for the ground state energy will carry over to the free
energy aslongasT < E = O (1=L). However, the 1im it
of Eq. (:1;') is not to be taken here, because the am pli-
tude of the free energy m odulations is proportional to
exp ( const T= E ) ratherthan E whenT > E . In
the spin gapped, even particle number case i rem ains
true that tem s violating the hc=2e periodicity are sup—
pressed by a factor exp ( const L=v ), where
is the spin gap. Comparing the two exponential fac-
tors, these hc=2e violating tem s w ill be negligble un—
til T is of the order of the spin gap. At this tem pera—
ture, the am plitude ofE ( ) is already exponentially sup—
pressed, provided that the system is large enough such
that E is satis ed. This again show s that the
hc=2e period w illbe obeyed as longas E isthe an allest
energy scale (other than tem perature) of the system .

W e note that the cusps between the branches in Fig.
:2' w il1be sn oothened by them al uctuations, giving rise
toa nite negative curvature and param agnetjc'—lzn e ects.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we dem onstrated that the ground state
energy of LutherEm ery liquids w ill generally exhbi an
hc=2e ux period. W hil this statem ent holds in a strict
sense In the lim it of large system size, nite size devia—

tions are expected to be exponentially suppressed in the
system size. This result had been anticipated In an ear—
lier work on a particular m icroscopic realization of the
Lutherfm ery liquid, the t-J-J%m odelf Here, we gen—
eralized the result of Ref. :@' by show ing that the hc=2e

ux period is Inplied by the widely accepted low en—
ergy e ective theory descrbing such a phase. As a re—
sul, we clarify why the state of the spin sector im pacts
upon the ux period when it is com m only believed that
In one dim ension spin and charge decouple at low ener—
gies. An in portant aspect of our ndings is that In sys—
tem s w ith even particle num ber N , the hc=2e period is
triggered by the spin gap (ie. pairing) alone and is inde—
pendent of whether the superconducting pairpair corre—
lations are the dom inant long-distance/tin e correlation
function. Thism ay be of particular value for the correct
Interpretation of num erical work. In addition, we have
also discussed the expected nite tem perature general-
ization ofour ndings.

In Ref. :_6 w e stressed the SU (2) lnvariance ofthem odel
discussed there. This requirem ent has been relaxed in
the present discussion, where we did not enforce SU (2)
Invariance. Instead, only the weaker requirem ent of a
conserved z-com ponent ofthe spin S, = N =2 was found
necessary. In the anisotropic case, we m ust also require
that the spin gapped ground state has S, = 0 (see foot-
note:_ig') , which should be autom atic in the isotropic case.

Our ndings underline the intuiive notion that every
spin gapped system w ith linearly dispersing chargem odes
should share som e features of a superconductor.
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APPENDIX A:REFERM IONIZATION OF THE
SPIN HAM ILTONIAN FOR FINITE SYSTEM

Tt iswellknown that the sineG ordon m odel

Z
v 2 1 2
H =— dx: K @& & + X @ &)
5 Z
312? dx :cos 4 X) :; @Al)

can bem apped onto them assive T hirringm odelﬁ”m: This

m apping pem its a rather direct dem onstration ofthe ex—
ponentially snall energy di erence between the = +
and =  statesdiscussed in section IV A . Tn addition,
when K = 1=2, ie. at the LutherEm ery point, the
m assive T hirring m odel reduces to a m assive free ferm ion
Ham iltonian which allow s the exact calculation of vari-
ous physical quantities. In particular nite tem perature
results can be obtaned at the LutherEm ery point easily.
In the notation established in section :}]_It, the m apping
onto them assive T hirring m odelcan be perform ed by the



Introduction of the ollow ing spinless ferm ion operators:

l?rX

e
_pTKr e
L

~¥ (X) _ i2r (x)+ (x)
@a2)
1

where K= ez G 37)

Here, the symbol : : denotes a nom alord_er:ing conven-—
tion analogous to that de ned in section :l:lj, but where
" 1;s Is replaced by the eld

1 X

e X)) = 2 s 3" s &) ’yr;s x)
o % o @3)
oy = Z s 3-’_r;s M s 2r 4
S
Tt is interesting to note that the operators 7; x), In

term sofwhich the spin H am ittonian Eq. {Z—\ 1) isbestana-
lyzed, Jead out ofthe physicalH ibert spaceH pnhys : Apart
from a ecting the spin current quantum numberJ , they
also change the totalnum ber ofnet excited spins, N , by
1. In the physical H ibert space, such a change m ust al-
waysgo along w ith a change of charge quantum num bers,
which are not a ected by ™} ). It is quite naturalthat
the action of a single \fractionalized" operator such as
~r x) will lead out of the space of physical states. At
this point the larger space H ¢, discussed in Section :]I[
becom es indispensable, as it allow sus to de ne operators
such as "y (x) In the rstplace. It is clear, however, that
these operators enter the H am iltonian only in appropri-
ate pairs, which lave the physical subspace nvariant.

U sing standard m ethods reviewed in Ref. :_l-j:, it is
straightforw ard to show thatthe eldde ned nEq. B 2)
satis es the required anticomm utation relations. The
additional factor exp (i rx=L) in Eq. {3 2) willbe com —
m ented on below . Fornow we note that it gives rise to the
follow ing boundary conditions for the spinless ferm ion

elds:

M+ L) = et M T T~ @ 4)

A s is relevant to section -'_B-Z:, In the Hllow ng we will
concentrate on the caseN = 0 and J even. Eq. @4)
then tells us that the sector = is represented by
ferm Jons obeying periodic boundary conditions, and the

= + sectorby fem ions obeying antiperiodic boundary
conditions. Note that without the additional twist in
Eg. {_AZ), i would have been vice versa.

U sing the m ethods discussed In Ref. :17 onem ay now
show the equivalence ofEq. @_]. ) and

x Zu
Hom = dx ( irv) : Y &)@ "y &) :
r 0
x %
+ dxm @ :YT® Ty &):
r 0
x 21
+ g dx ) e &)Y ®) Ty ®):
r 0
H + const A 5)
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FIG.3: Ground state of the ferm ion Ham iltonian Eqg. (;_A_S')
for g = 0. The linear branches indicate the m assless case
where both N and J are good quantum num bers. C rosses
indicate allowed m om enta in the = + sector, boxesthose in
the = sector. T he encircled areas indicate the occupied
states on each branch for the ground states n the N = 0,
J = 0 sector (crosses), aswellastheN = 0,J = + 2 sector
(boxes). The latter state is degenerate wih the N = 0,
J = 2 ground state, where the k = 0 m ode is occupied on
ther= branch instead. Fornonzeromassand N = 0, a
gap opens up and the upper band rem ains em pty whik the
Iower band is com plktely lled, where the allowed m om enta

depend on  as shown.
' -
where®3
v
v = — —+ 4K
4
-k @ 6)
g 4 K
P J
m =
2

is as de ned in Eq. ('9'), but the
0 state that is

Here, the symbol : :
vacuum state isnow the N = J =
anniilted by the ed Eq. @ 3).

W hen K < 1 the siheGordon m odel is m assive,
and the physics of Eq. ﬁa) is given by m assive spin—
less ferm dons. In particular, the ferm jonic interaction g
vanishes Hr K = 1=2, and the Ham itonian Eq. @5)
becom es that of a m assive free ferm fon m odel. This is
the special point identi ed by Luther and Emery2 At
the Luther£m ery Bojnt the ferm ion dispersion relation
isgiven by k)= @k)?+ m?. In a range of K val
ues around 1=2, the g-term only gives rise to quantitative
corrections.

W e now retum to the factor exp (i_rx=L) in Eq. @2
(or the boundary conditions Eq. @4)) and show that
w ith this factor (or the boundary condition speci ed in
Eg. {A:LI)) the boson and ferm ion theories are consis—
tent. To ilustrate that we com pare the ground state
degeneracies in the non-interacting m assless case for the
bosonic and fermm ionic theordes, i. e, we et K = 1=2
and g1, = 0,whith resutsinm = g= 0.



In the absence of g, both N and J are good quan-—
tum numbers. Let us denote the ground state in the
N ;J sectorby N ;J i.From Eq. C_BE;) we recall that
;01 isthe non-degenerate globalground state ofthe spin
sector, whereasthe states 9;21, ; 2ifom adegenerate
doublt. That this also holds in the ferm ionic represen—
tations of the m odel is just achieved by the boundary
conditions Eq. {8 4) (see Fig. -'_3 and the caption). Note
that since the ferm ions Eq. {_Ag) are derived In temm s of
bosons, the ferm ion occupancies clain ed below F ig. :_13.
follow by derivation, not by de nition. In fact one m ay
easily evaluate

N ;J ke KN ;T ; @
where
1 2
gk p=  dxe™ V)
L o
k—2—n+—(N + J =2 1) (A 8)
=< - -

by plugging in Eq. @:2), and verify that the occupancies
denti ed for the various states in Fig. d are correct 24

The spin sector of the model is now represented in
term s of fermm jons satisfying a conventional boundary
condition given by Eq. @_4) . The di erence between the
ground state energy or = + and = thus becom es
the change In the ferm ion ground state energy induced
by a change of the boundary condition, or equivalently
the modulation of the fem ion ground state energy
caused by an AB ux. W hen the siheG ordon m odel is
m assive, the ferm ions form an insulating state. Then,
the sensitivity of their ground state energy to the bound-
ary condition w ill vanish exponentially w ith the system
size, as igwellknown frgm the general argum ents given
by Kohn? and Thoules$£i. The greatest advantage of
the referm jonization occurs at the LutherEm ery point.
For in that case, a non-trivial Interacting bosonic theory
is m apped onto a free ferm ion theory. In particular,
at the LutherEmery point g = 0 one obtains from a
direct calculation that the energy di erence between
the ground states for = + and = vanishes as
m exp( mL=v),aswe clain ed earlier.

APPENDIX B:NUMBER AND PHASE
VARIABLES FOR CONTINUUM AND LATTICE
HILBERT SPACES

Th'el Hibert space of the Luttinger Ham iltonian
Eq. @), denoted as the \physical" H ibert space H phys
In the bulk of the paper, can be decom posed as

O
N s
Hophys = Hy

r;s

ghris ®B1)

Here, the spaces H ® contain all the degrees of freedom
associated w ith the bosonic excitation spectrum , whereas

11

H Ilq ** contains the degrees of freedom of the operator

N ;5. The subscript \1" stands for \lattice" and rem inds
us of the discrete nature of N ;s In the physical H ibert
space: The H ibert space basis ofH ? ** isgiven by a set
of non-degenerate eigenstates of N ,;,s, whose spectrum
consists of all integer num bers.

In the process of bosonization, however, we Introduce
new linearcom binationsN ,J oftheN s Eg. ('_Si)) . The
soectrum of these new operators is likew ise integer, yet
not all possible com binations of integer eigenvalues are
physically allowed. This \residual coupling” is not evi-
dent from com m utation relations, since the operatorsN ,
J allcommute astheN ;s do. Hence, once we bosonize
an enlarged H ibert space becom es m ore natural, where
the eigenvalies of the operatorsN ,J are ndependent.
This is the H ibert space H frac. of \fractional" excita—
tions. T he physical subspace H s is then characterized
by the fact that the selection rulesEq. C_l-]_:) are satis ed.
It is clear that In H ¢rac, the spectrum of the N ;s must
also contain certain fractional values. Fom ally, we nd
it convenient to introduce an even larger H ibert space
H , where the spectrum of the N ;s is continuous. The
bene t of this is that the conjigate phase 7, of these
operators then becom es m eaningfil. This, In tum, al-
Jow s us to construct unitary \ladder operators" which
change the eigenvalue of the N ;s by arbitrary am ounts.
This form alism is of particular advantage In A ppendix
',_A:, w here fractionalized spin ferm ion operators are con—
structed. Below we present som e ne details of this em -
bedding of H pnys Into the larger space H .

For this purmpose lkt us consider a single operator N
and is conjigate variable " such that

h i

N =i ®2)
holds. An analogy to the quantum m echanics ofa point
particle m oving in one din ension is obtained ifwe iden—
tify N R and " P, where R and P are the coordinate
and the m om entum of the particle. In this context, it is
fam iliar how to construct a H ibert space HY such that
N and " are well de ned on a dense set, Eqg. @:2:) is

satis ed and the spectrum of N is unbounded: It is the
H ibert space of square integrable functions of the vari-
abke N . From the comm utation relation Eq. 84), it is
clear that the spectrum ofboth N and ” has to be con-
tinuous and unbounded. In particular, we can construct
shift operators exp (i"a) satisfying

A i ina

1"a
N ;e = ae ;

B3)

which shift the value of N' by an arbitrary am ount a.

W e note that, as is fam iliar from the point particle
analogy, the \position" and \m om entum " eigenkets jN i
and j" i are not strictly contained in the H ibert space
HY of \proper" vectors, but are \generalized" states in
the usualsense. Here, we w illnot attem pt to introduce a
di erent notation for proper and generalized states, nor



for the proper H ibert space and is extension oontaJang
generalized states. W e refer the reader to Ref. .36 and
references therein for details, and sin ply note that the
kets N i and j i satisfy

H\IZOjN i= ®° N); w0y

yi= dN eV jNi;jNi=2—

®4)

Suppose now that a physical problem is de ned on a
subspace Hi’ , which is given by the discrete \lattice"
represented by the eigenkets jN i for integer N . Since
these kets from a countablk H ibert space basis in H Y
it is natural and convenient to introduce a new scalar
product on HY wvia:

WON i = yoy : ®5)
This di ers from the scalar product n HY only by an
In nite m ultiplicative factor. In the above, JN i, denotes
the sam e vector as jN i, but endowed wih a di erent
scalar product. Eq. C_E-S_\Ej) m eans that the N i for integer
N becom e a com plete orthogonal set of proper vectors
within HY . W ithin HY , onem ay now de ne a \crystal
m om entum " operator ", whose eigenkets are de ned to
be

X 17
3= e N 9N i ®6)
N22Z
O ne observes that these eigenkets are periodic In / w ih

period 2 , hence for de nieness the eigenvalies must
be restricted to lie within the \B rillouin zone" ( ;0
w here

HOyi=2 (% y; G2 ;] ®7)

holds. Ifwe now denote the restriction ofN to HY by
NAl, we nd thatthe com m utator [’Al;NAl] isnotquite anal-
ogous to Eq. é-?, )~ ,-T his has been exam ined in detail
by Schonhamm er~ 7-"3 However, for the applications we
have in m Ind here, this di erence neverm atters. This is
so since all physical observables, ncliding the Ham itto—
nian, depend on ") only via integer pow ers of exp (i"),
and since the equations

e” Ni= 9N + 1i; eI L= N + 1i B8)

hold. Hence exp (") and exp (i"") act identically on H T ,
and wem ay express all cbservables in tem s of either of

12

these operators. By m eans of Eq. @:6), the kets 3" 1, 2
HY are identi ed w ith the Plowing ketsin H ¥ :
X . X
3 eV Ni=
N2z n2z

3 +2 ni ®9)

N ote that the nom ofthe right hand side w ith the scalar
product in HY form ally com putesto 1 (0), which by
com parison wih Eq. {]_3"{) is larger by an in nite mul-
tiplicative constant than h' J’ i. Recall that the same
relation also holds for N jN iand m _jN i by de nition
of the scalar product .n HY . Eq. B9) makes i clear
that the kets §" 1, 2 HY are notto be identi ed with the
kets 3 i 2 HY . The latter are not periodic .n ’ , and
cannot be constructed sokely from kets N iw ith integer
N . However,

M +2njNi= N N i 8n 2 Z B10)
holds. Thuswhenever it is clear from the context thatwe
are working in H If ,wemay drop all labels \1", keeping
the periodicity ofthe states 3 12 H] i m ind.

W e can now de ne the Hibert space H introduced in
the m ain part of the paper as

0)
H =

r;s

H N rjs Hbr;s (:Bll)

The advantage of enbedding H s into the space H is
thatnow the spaceH ¢ ac, satisfiying H phys Hfrac H,
can be generated easily through the action of the oper-
atorsexp (@ ), exp(@ ) on Hhys. The bookkeeping is
greatjy sinpli ed by the sin ple com m utation relation of
. and N 5, Eq. CZO),vahd onH .We nally note that
H frac Can be w ritten asa product analogousto Eq. (1_3_].),
nvolving a space containing bosonic degrees of freedom
and four discrete \la " gpaces containing the degrees
of freedom of the quantum numbers N , J . Al the
above therefore holds in an analogousway orH ¢y, and
In particular lattice versions of the phase operators T,
can be constructed if desired.

In Ref. .3d it hasbeen noted that the use ofthe canon-
ical com m utation relations Egs. CZO), (1_32 in construct—
Ing the K ein factors does indeed yield correct resuls
In bosonization, even though these relations cannot be
rigorously justi ed for operators that are restricted to a
discrete space. W e believe that the em bedding procedure
discussed here provides a proper explanation for this ob—
servation.
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