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W ebrie y review som e exam plesofcon nem ent w hich arise in condensed m atter physics.
W e focus on two instructive cases: the o —critical Isingm odelin a m agnetic eld, and an
array of weakly coupled (extended) Hubbard chains in the W igner crystalphase. In the
appropriate regim e, the elem entary excitations in these 1+ 1 and quasi-one-dim ensional
system s are con ned into M esons’. A Ithough the m odels are generically non-integrable,
quantum m echanics and form factor techniques yield valuable inform ation.
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1. Introduction

T he phenom enon of quark con nem ent lies at the center of m odem particle
physics. W hat is perhaps lss w idely known is that sin ilar phenom ena also
em erge In condensed m atter physics. In this brief review , we discuss som e
exam ples of fuark’ con nem ent In 1+ 1 and quasione-din ensional system s.
Celkbrated cases include the Ising model n a m agnetic eld l;_l:] and the
$in-1=2 Heisenberg chain with frustration and dim erization P,3]. As is
frequently the case in one-dim ension, Lorentz invariance m ay am erge as an
approxin ate sym m etry of the low energy e ective action. This opens the
way to an assortm ent of eld theory m ethods ['fl:] and to a wealth of analytic
resuls.

The Yuarks’ in these, and m any other cases, appear as dom ain walls
(or solitons) interpolating between di erent vacua. In particular, these ex—
citations m ay carry Yractional quantum numbers which di er from those
of the electron. A prom nent exam ple are the excitations of the half- lled
Hubbard m odel, where ypinons' carry soin-1=2 and no charge, and holons’
carry charge eandno soin. T he existence ofthese fractionalexcitationshas
been con m ed by num erous experin ents on m aterials com posed of weakly
coupled chains, eg. [§,41.

W hilst these exotic excitations m ay be stabilized through the Jjudicious
choice of m aterials and param eter regin e, they m ay form bound states in
the presence of additional perturbations. In particular, the om nipresent
Interchain interactionsm ay con ne the elem entary excitations and radically
alter theirm asses and quantum num bers. A sin ple of illustration ofthis idea
arises In an array ofweakly coupled quantum Ising chains. T he H am iltonian
goveming a single chain is given by:

X
Hy= & (i"h1+ 9% @
1

AZiX

where J, > 0 is a ferrom agnetic exchange constant, and the operators *;
are Paulim atrices residing at site i. A s iswellknow n, thism odel undergoes
a T = 0 quantum phase transition at the pointg= 1 [:7:]. In particular, for
g < 1, the ground state degeneracy is spontaneously broken and the system
develops longrange orderh”? i6 0. Let usnow considerthe e ect ofa weak
Interaction between neighboring chains:
X
He = % "4 Mg @)
i3

Here, J, Jy, and for notational sim plicity we consider a tw o-din ensional
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array of chains. In the ordered regin €, the e ects of neighboring chainsm ay
be treated In amean eld approxin ation:

X
BHyf = h

i3

oy h=EZ'>J'>hZi' 3)
i3 277 ? 7
where Z , is the transverse coordination num ber of the Jattice. In thism an—
ner one obtains decoupled Ising chains in an e ective m agnetic eld:
X
H = J(f{&:1+9 D hi: @)
1
W e em phasize that this is not an extemalm agnetic eld, which one m ay
of course apply, but it arises quite naturally through the interchain interac—
tions. A s follow s from the pioneering work ofM cCoy and W u @], this weak
m agnetic eld acts as a linearly con ning potential on the zero eld excita—
tions: the Yuarks’ are con ned into a rich spectrum of h esons’. M oreover,
in this regin e of weak con nem ent, analytic progress is possble.

T he layout of this contribution is as follow s. In x_Z we discuss the Ising
modeln amagnetic eld in a little m ore detail. W e focus on the properties
in the ordered state where bound states form . Tn %3 we discuss an exam —
plk of a quastonedin ensional W igner crystal: a weakly coupled array of
quarter- lled extended Hubbard m odels. T his system hasmuch In com m on
w ith both the Ising E:] and H eisenberg [2] exam ples. In the Im it of weak
con nem ent, m any generations’ of n esons’ are shown to exist. W e conclude

in 4.

2. Ising M odelin a M agnetic F ield

T he Ising m odelhas had a venerable history and there are excellent review s
devoted to it | see Prexamplk [,9]. In particular, the con ning aspects
ofthe 2D Isingm odelin a weak m agnetic eld were rst exposed by M cC oy
and W u ﬂ:]. The In plications for gauge invariant correlation functions in
the 2D Z,{gauge Z;{H iggs system were subsequently nvestigated LL-Q] For
a brief overview of these ideas see also page 106 of ref. I_l-il]

In the ensuing discussion we contrast the behavior of the Ising m odel
In the absence and presence of a magnetic eld. In both cases we cast
our discussion in tem s of (suitably de ned) form factors. The relevance
of form factor techniques in this and other non-integrable m odels was rst
em phasized by D el no, M ussardo and Sin onetti [:_l-@']
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2.1. T ! T, and H = 0

A s is well known, In the scaling region close to criticality, the 2D Ising
m odel is described by the eld theory ofa free M a prana fem ion | see for
exam ple [}-3]:

1
Bpe = — Fx @ + @ + im : ®)
The ferm ion m ass m m easures the departure from criticality, and we take
m > 0 In the Yow -tem perature’ phase we are Interested in. T he energy and
m om enta of these particles are conveniently param eterized In tem s of the
rapidity
P=msnh ; E=m cosh ; ®)

where ~= c= 1. In particular, they form an highly e cient basis In which
to com pute correlation functions [;L-f! {:_1-:/!]:

hOj ( ;x) (0;0)3j01i=

221 4 g

1:::d . . . . i
————h03j ( ;x)J1::: nih y::0 13 (0;0)301: (7)
. @ »n!

n= 0;2;:::
Here ( ;x) are Euclidean coordinates and ( ;x) is the continuum wversion
of the Jattice spin. In the ordered regim e, the sopin eld only couples to

Intermm ediate states w ith an even num ber ofparl:ic]esfj‘: E quivalently,

h0j ( ;x) (0;0)J0i=
Z
® ! dq:i:idp

Fx B 03 (0;0)F 1 ::: 4 iF; 3
e C $03 0;0) 31 if;®

n= 0;2;::
w here
Xn xXn
P m sinh i; E m cosh ;: )
i=1 =1

Them atrix elem entsof (0;0) (or any other local eld) between the vacuum

and the m ultiparticle states, are known as form factors. T he com putation of
form factors is central to all integrable m odels [[4{I"1] and the lowest order
contributionsyield valiable inform ation about the long distance correlations.

2T he corresponding disorder operator ( ;x) couples to an odd num ber ofparticles. By K ram ers{
W annier duality the situation is reversed in the disordered high-tem perature’ phase.
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In particular, the zero-particlke form factorofthe spin eld isthe spontaneous
m agnetization :

hoj (0;0)301i h i=m'®s; s= 2% a3, (10)

where A = 128243 ::: isG laisher’s constant. L kew ise the tw o-particle form
factor is wellknown [[4]:

1 2
2

h0j (0;0)3 1 2i= ih itanh 1)

T he higher particle form factors are also known @Z_I] but they need not con-
cem us heref] Substituting (1() and (1) into the expansion (8) one dbtains

hOj ( ;x) (0;0)30i=

1
. . 2d . d 2 2m ch (ix sh ch +)
if + i _ h e * ;a2
hoiF+ h iF . e Pz i (12)
w here = (1 2)=2. Perform ing the ntegral over .,
4
h i3

hO3 ( ;x) (©;0)30i= Hh i2j+ d tant’ Ko@rch ); (@3)

P— -
wherer mrandr x2+ 2. The integralin {{3) m ay be evaluated in
closed fom . This yields the fam ous result of W u and collaborators [1§]:

hOj ( ;x) (0;0)30i= H 3G @); (14)

w here the scaling flinction

S+ L 22 2 1x2
Gx)= 1+ 5 T K71 (@ Kj (v) Ko (0)K 1 (¥) + 2Ko(r) + 0 (15)
bears a rem arkable connection w ith the solution ofthe Panleve IIT equation
[l-g,:}-g]. T he Jarge distance asym ptotics of the spin-spin correlation function
are readily extracted:

2r

. +0@*™) ; r! 1: (e

1le
noj ( ;x) (0;0)30i Hh 13 1+8_

T his exam ple helps convey the e ciency of the form factor approach.

.-
PA's in all integrable m odels, this involves solving the Fom Factor A xiom s EL":] (or generalized
W atson equations) w ith the appropriate S-m atrix; in thiscase S= 1.
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In condensed m atter applications it is usefiil to introduce the so—called
dynam ical susceptibility
(k)= g (15K m q;g a7
where g (! ;k) isnothing but the Fourder transform of the Euclidean spin—
soin correlation function
Z Z
g (k) = dx a & ¥ (;x) (0;0)i: (18)
1 1
T denotes tin e ordering. T he de nition (-'}-Z:) Includes the analytic contin—
uation to real frequencies and " is a positive In nitesim al. T he dynam ical
structure factor, as m easured by inelastic neutron scattering, is extracted
from this:

S (k) m (!;k): 19)

In this way, the twoparticle contrbution to the dynam ical structure factor
m ay be obtained

12 K 4m?

p
Sk = 3 — o

20)

where ! > 0. W ep]otthisjnqu.:;:.

0.1

S(@k)/A

% | 2 | 4
s/m

Figurel. D ynam icalstructure factor ofthe Ising m odelin the ordered regim e and in the absence
ofamagnetic eld; s 12 k2 andA +Hh if=m?2.

A s is well known, the dynam ical structure factor is a direct re ection
of the elam entary excitations. Indeed, the absence of any sharp peaks In
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Fjg.:jl reveals that they are decon ned { the spin operator couples to pairs
of excitations and a tw oparticle continuum exists above threshold.
In the next section we recall the dram atic change of this picture in the
presence of a weak m agnetic eld E}'].

22.T ! T. and H & 0

In the presence of a m agnetic eld the scaling region m ay be described by
the non—jntegrable'ﬁ Ising Field T heory:
Z
Apr=RAgr+h &x &) 1)

where Arpr is the action of free m assive ferm ions. A s ollow s from M cCoy
and W u ﬂ}], the e ect ofthem agnetic eld in (2-1_:) isto con ne the m assive
free ferm dons or Yuarks’ into bound states or m esons’. In the 1m i of an all
m agnetic elds, them asses ofthese bound states follow from the Schrodinger
equation of two particles ofm assm sub Ect to a linear con ning potential:

1 &)

a2 T Xj &)= Ep p&); 22)

wherewe em ploy the reduced m ass. In thisexam ple, the con ning param eter
or String tension’ is related to the m agnetic ed by [i;,24]

=2hh i; (23)
and the corresponding bound states have m asses given by
mp=2m + Ey: (24)

A s follow s from G_Z-}') has din ensions of ass]2 (~= c= 1) and equation
2) is consistent on din ensional grounds. In accordance with the m ore
recent w ork of Fonseca and Zam olodchikov 2], equations £4) and £3) m ay
be derived from the action of {_Z-J:) on an appropriate two-particle bound
state. Their m ethod is rather general and em ploys the known nite size
form factors of the perturbing eld ( ) in the unperturbed (free ferm ion)
m odel. In particular it permm its a system atic study of the relativistic B ethef
Salpeter corrections to equation {_2-_2) and the resulting bound state m ass
spectrum . T hat isto say, the Schrodinger equation C_2-3) isa gan allm om entum
approxin ation which holds for sm all m agnetic elds or weak con nem ent.
For our present discussion how ever, equations (22) and {23) are su cient.

R
°AtT = T. them odel is actually integrable and yields the celebrated Eg m ass spectrum @q,@i;]
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T he Schrodinger equation @4) is easily solved P3]. In the region x 0
we Introduce the change of variables

= @m P& E=) (25)
s0 as to yield the A iry equation

& ()

T ()= 0: (26)

T he nom alizable solutionsm ay be w ritten in tem s ofan A iry function P4):
()/ Ai(): 27)

A s expected, this wavefunction is oscillatory in the classically allow ed region
x < E= and damped In the classically forbidden region x > E= . Since
the potential k7jis an even function, the wavefunctions have a de nie
symm etry and m ust be m atched an oothly at the origin. In particular, the
antisym m etric wavefunctionsm ust vanish at x = 0. T his leads to the energy
Jevel quantization condition:

m 1=3
T2

Ai Ep, = 0: 28)

T he bound states of the Isingm odel In a weak m agnetic eld are therefore
Indexed by the zeroes of the A iry finction ﬂ:]. T heir m asses are given by

1=3

my= 2m + Zp; Ai( Z,)= 0: 29)

2
m
E quivalently, In notations closer to those of M cCoy and W u E:]

hh 1,33

my= 2m + —
mlf3

P T 3+ 16 B)=0; (30)

W=

w here we have used {_2-3) and Zy (p= )2=3.Theabsenoeofthesymmeuic
w avefunctions from the known Ising m odelm ass spectrum @-g) is apparent,
and we shall retum to this point In the next section. As ' 0 there
is a proliferation in the num ber of bound states and their m asses densely
populate the nterval between 2m and 4m ; In general, when the m ass of a
bound state exceeds tw ice the m ass of the lightest m eson’ 2m ; they becom e
unstable.As ! 0we oon neour attention to bound states In the vicinity
of threshold 2m .
Having discussed the spectrum of the Ising m odel In a weak m agnetic
eld, we now tum our attention to the spin-spin correlation function. The
con ning m agnetic eld yields a spectrum ofbound states ofmassm . On
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general grounds we expect the spin-goin correlation function to have the
form :

h0j ( ;x) (0;0)j01i =
¥ Zl d )
h if+ —eMeh X M 504 (0;0)F ( )id; BL)
=1 ! 2

where j 1 ( )i is an asym ptotic state (to be discussed in the next section)
describing the non-trivial bound state. For a general operator O of spin-s,
we expect

h090 § p( )i= h090 j pie® : 32)

Sihce is a spinless operator, the m atrix elem ents C_é:_}) are ndependent of
rapidiy. Perform ing the integral over rapidiy yields:

1 X
h0j ( ;%) (0;0030i=Hh if+ = 03 0;0)7 pifKo@mpr); @3)
=1

w here ny, is the num ber of stabl bound states. Them ain problem of course
is that we do not know the rapidity independent m atrix elem ents appearing
n {_3-_3), ket alone their m ultiparticle extensions. A fter all, the Ising eld
theory @-:_I.ll) is non-integrable, and the powerfiil axiom atic approach to n-—
tegrable m odels I_l-"_Z] does not apply. It is however a perturbation of a well
understood integrable m odel. In the next section we shall illistrate how
such single particle bound state m atrix elem entsm ay be calculated directly
iIn the lm it of weak con nem ent. Understanding their detailed form is an
obvious task In a m ore system atic approach to non-integrable m odels w ith
con nem ent. Before embarking on this pursuit however, let us proceed a
little w ith the bene t of hindsight. In particular, lt us focus on the long
distance asym ptotics of @-3) . W e know that as the con nem ent param eter

! 0 we must recover the asym ptotics i_l-_é) of the unperturbed system .
Indeed, this in portant crosscheck was perform ed In the sem nal work of
M cCoy and W u [l']. In addition, let us assum e that as ' 0 the matrix
ekm ents are the sam e for all bound states; we shall justify this below . In
thism anner, the long distance asym ptotics of the connected contribution to
('3-3) read:

03 »if X7 e ™t

103

TS

h0j ( ;x) (0;0)30%, = P— 34)
b
=1



M arch 22,2024 23:33 W SPC/Trin Size: 9.75in x 6.5in for P roceedings aspconf

10 M .J.Bhaseen and A .M . T svelk

As ! 0, thebound state m asses {_2-_9) becom e closer together. P ut another
way, the bound state poles In m om entum space must coalesce to form a
branch cut {l]. In this lin it onem ay therefore convert the sum In 34) to an

Integral:
b Z " a3t
e Mot e 2m r 1 3 b
P ! p—— db exp r p— ; (35)
mypr 2mr o 2 m

b=1
where we have used the fact that the zeroes of the A iry finction have the
Iim iting orm  P4]
Zp, B =20 1=4T°; b! 1: 36)
T his yields the Iong distance behavior

0j 0;0)3 pife ™
hO5 (jx) ©;0) 0% , 23 (4 ) blferZ : a7

In orderto recover the correct asym ptotics ('_ZI.-_G) asthe con ning perturoation
is tumed o , we require that the bound state m atrix elem ents have the
speci ¢ form :

r _
. ., .. h 1
103 0;0) 3] pij= — i ! 0: (38)
m 2
E quivalently,
p_ 2y
103 ©0;0)j piJ=h 1 h; h! O: 39)

where h = h ih=m?. Indeed, substituting G9) into {34) we recover the
expected asym ptotics of M cCoy and W u ﬂ:]:

2r X
e -
ho3 (5x) 000308 hh fp— e ®277E (40)
2 r b
T is readily veri ed that the weak eld matrix ekments (39) kad to the

dynam ical structure factor:
q_
X ! m 2+ k2
s(tik)= hh if : : (41)
. !

W e illustrate thisdependence in FJg::Z T he tw o-particle continuum ofFjg.ﬂ:
has been replaced by a series of sharp peaks | the elem entary excitations
are now con ned.

In the next section we shall continue our discussion of the bound state
m atrix elem ents @-8) and {_3-9) . W e shall dem onstrate how they (and indeed
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Figure 2. Ising m odeldynam ical structure factor in the ordered regim e and in a weak m agnetic
eld. For illustration we have replaced the D irac delta functions by unity. B h+t if=m and
we have set h = 0:001.

those In otherm odels) ollow from a direct com putation w ithin the so-called
w o-quark’ approxin ation [_2_2] In the sam e spirit as the relativistic m ass
corrections have been studied by Fonseca and Zam olodchikov P4] m atrix
elem ent corrections m ay in principle be obtained. Their e ect on the long
distance asym ptotics is presum ably less signi cant however, and leading or—
der resultsm ay be su cient form any purposes.

2.3. Bound State Am plitudes

Aswe see from @2) the am plitude we seek is determ ined by the overlap
between the vacuum , the operator, and the bound state in its rest fram e:

h090 § pi (42)

The m ain problem is that we do not have an exact handle on the bound
state j 1. However, follow ing Fonseca and Zam olodchikov '23] for weak
con nem ent (@nd Ep mp 2m m) we may consider the wo-quark’
approxin ation:
Z
L 1 dq y y .y
J pi= Pp= — p@Z2 @27 ( 9 JO0I; 43)
m 1 2

where ZY (@) are the Faddeev{Zam olodchikov creation operators of the con—
stituent Yuarks’. In the case at hand these are ferm ionic creation operators,
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but in generalthey fumish rapidity dependent com m utation relations. T hey
m ay also carry isotopic indices. T he function 1 (q) is the Fourder transform
of the nom alized wavefiinction @1):
Z Z
(@ = dxe® ,(x); where axjp)F=1: @4
1 1
In our conventions, the overall factor of 1=p m is required on din ensional
grounds. An ilum inating application of such a wavefinction to bound state
m ass spectra m ay be found in the work G at and Rosensteln P5]; the nte—
grabl 1+ 1 din ensionalm assive T hirringm odel is viewed as a problem w ith
delta-function con nem ent and the bound state m eson is nothing but the
sineG ordon particlke. In the present context, the approxin ation @-3) has
the virtue that it embodies both the integrable aspects of the unperturbed
system together w ith the m ost in portant e ect of (non-integrable) con ne-
ment. As follows from the wo-quark’ approxin ation, the m atrix elem ent
ofthe spin eld is given by:
Z Z
. o 1 dg ; . . .
h0j ©;0)] pi= P= ) dx () 2 P hoj (0;0)Joy qi; @5)

w here the nom alized antisym m etric wavefiinctions take the fom :
Ai(y)
2 PORLC 77
Substituting g= m sinh into the Ising form factor Zl-_l) one obtains
. . L . q
hO3 (©0;0)jg; gi= ih Bp———": @47)
m?+ o

T he Schrodinger description is valid for sm allm om enta P4] and 1 view of

; x> 0: 46)

pbX)= P

this we expand the form factor in powers ofm om entum :

. . P | q 3
hO3j ©0;0)Jjog; gi= ih =+ 0 — : 48)
m m

To lowest order equation @-5) becom es:

. . h id p&)
hO3j (0;0)] pi= 3 b :
m 2 dx x=0

49)

Substituting in the explicit form of the wavefunction @-6) yields the bound
state m atrix elem ent:
r__

. . h i
h03j (0;0)3 pi= ( 1P— —; (50)
m 2
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In agreem ent w ith equation C_?:Ej) . There are a couplke of things to note in
this relatively sin ple exam ple. First, to lowest order the bound state de-
pendence has disappeared: the nom alization ofthe A iry wavefnction ¥4)
has canceled under the di erential action of the form factor ('(_f@:) . Second,
the derivative of a sym m etric wavefunction m ust vanish at the origin, and
by equation ér_4-§3) would yield a zero m atrix elem ent.

W e note that whilst O (Ep=m ) corrections to C_D:(_i) are easily cbtained from
the expansion 4§), an accurate determ ination ofthe coe cients presum ably
requires the Bethe{Salpeter approach of Fonseca and Zam olodchikov _B-Z]
T his lies beyond the scope of this current work. This therefore com pletes
our brief discussion of the Ising model n a m agnetic eld. W e tum our
attention to another m odel of condensed m atter physics w hich also exhibits
aspects of con nem ent.

3. Quasi-lD W igner C rystals

In this section we describe a possible realization of con nem ent in W igner
crystals _{2-5] If the average potential energy of an electron system exceeds
its kinetic energy, the electrons them selvesm ay adopt a regular arrangem ent
In space and thus form a crystal. W igner (or electron) crystallization is a
spectacular consequence of electron {electron interactions.

One may gain som e insight Into W igner crystallization from a sinpl

one-din ensional exam ple | the extended H ubbard m odel at quarter- 1ling:
X X
H = t (Ci Ci+1; T he)+ U Ny Ny
i; i
X
+ Vi (l’lj_,- 1=4) ny 1; 0 1=4 : (1)

i ; 0

c&i’; isan electron creation operatorand nj; 9{ ci; isthenum beroperator.
T heelectronsm ove on a 1:1gjd§: lattice w ith sites labeled by i. T hey carry soin
=";# and obey the usualanticom m utation relations. Them ost in portant
e ectsofthe Iongrange 1D Coulom b interaction are described by the on-site
repulsion U and the nearest neighbor \extended" repulsion V, . The m odel
is de ned to have on average one electron for every two sites; n view of the
Pauliprinciple, the band is quarter- lled and kp = =4. For related works
see or example RA{33]
For sm all values of U and V. the system (51) is a metal. Indeed, at
quarter- 1ling, elem entary band theory predicts m etallic behavior. How—

dFor sim plicity we neglect the possibility of lattice distortions or phonons.
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ever, as the interactions are ncreased, this system exhibitsam etalinsulator
transition P74,28,34]. ThisT = 0 quantum phase transition [}] is driven by
8kr Um klapp processes. Such processes becom e relevant only In the pres—
ence of su ciently strong repulsion. T he insulating state, w hich arisesdue to
Interactions rather than band 1ling, is an exam pl ofa M ott insulator [}_3-5]
A glim pse into the nature of the M ott transition and the associated
W igner crystal, is possble in the Imit U ! 1 [_32!] In so far as the
charge degrees of freedom are concemed, the modelwih Vi = 0 may be
m apped onto a m odelof free spinless ferm ions. Incliding the nearest neigh—
bor repulsion one obtains a one-dim ensional m odel of interacting spinless

ferm dons B41:
X X
He= t  (Cow1+ he)+ Vi n; 1=2) w1 1=2); (52)
i i
P N
where n; ni;, . Asiswell known [4,7] this m odelm aps on to the
soin-1=2 XX Z soin chain via the Jordan{W igner transform ation:
X
HE*? =g  (S¥si,+s{si ,+ sisi: (53)

i
T he param eters are related by
Vi
J = 2t; = —: (54)
2t
W ih repulsive ferm ionsboth J and are negative. W ith this sign of J, it
isknown that or 1< < 0 the chan (53:) isgapless, whereas for < 1
it develops both a gap and long-range antiferrom agnetic Ising order:

h( 1ys?i6 0: (55)

The gap In plies that the spinless ferm ion m odel {_5-_2) isa M ott insubktor
for vy > 2t, and ametal for Vi < 2t. That istosay,asU ! 1 1n our
orignalmodel {51) the M ott transition occurs for Vi, = 2t [B4]. This is
con m ed by num erical sim ulation f@-ij:] A s follow s from them apping to the
XX Z chain, thism etalxinsulator transition is of the B erezinskii{K osterlitz{
Thouless BKT) type. It also follows that close to the transition When
the insulating gap ismuch am aller than the bandw idth) the m odel is SU (2)
Invariant. At low energies we m ay also \lhearize the ferm ionic spectrum "
g,-'_?)-ﬁ] and 1 + 1-din ensional Lorentz invariance em erges. Away from the
transition the SU ) symm etry isbroken down toU (1) Z,, and the Lorentz
Invariant lmm it is no longer justi ed. W e note that as U is lowered, one
expects this criticalvalie ofVy to ncrease. Indeed, the num erical sin ulations
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Indicate that the phase boundary connects the \O vchinikov point" U ;Vy) =
(L ;2t) and the \Penc{M ia{Zotos point" U;V,) = @1l ) £1,28] | see

Fig.3. It is plusblk that m odel {52) m ay also describe the transition for
nite U > 4t, providing Vi is replaced by an e ective repulsion V,* U).

00 :
O: SU(2) U(1) x Z, XXZ
s Lorentz Non-Lorentz
Wigner Crysta
...... Mott Insulator
DAt Metal| T
| Metal B
2t
0 |
0 2t 0

VII

Figure 3. M etal-Insulator transition in the 1D extended Hubbard m odel and the associated
M ott insulating W igner crystalor 4kp CDW state. T he phase boundary connects the \O vchinikov
point" (O) to the \Penc{M ila{Zotos point" ®PM Z).A long the \XXZ line" U ! 1 ) the system
undergoes a BK T transition at the point O .

Since S = n; 1=2, the ordering :@5_‘5) ofthe XX Z chain im plies that the
density of spinless ferm fons (53) altemnates from site to site (see Fig.4) and

h( 1fn;i6 O: (56)

ie. the nsulatorisa W ignercrystalor \4ky CDW " (ChargeD ensity W ave).
Tndeed, the interaction tem in (2) clearly favors thisalemation. A s shown
n F1g§ the ground state is doubly degenerate w ith respect to charge or-
dering. T he elem entary excitations or Yuarks’ In this nsulating regin e are
dom ain walls separating these two ground states. It m ay be seen that these
Yuarks’ carry fractionalcharge e=2.M oreover, itm ay be shown that these
Yuarks’ are decon ned. A s In the Ising m odel, this m anifests itself in the
absence of poles In the appropriate dynam ical (charge) response fiunctions.
In the case at hand these are the spectral fnction [B1,32] or the optical
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s 0O & O & O =
o e 0 e 0 2 O

€ 0|0 & 0O]0O s

Figure 4. D egenerate W igner crystal (or CDW ) ground states in the M ott insulating regim e.
T he darker regions are sites of higher electron density. T he elem entary excitations, or Yuarks’,
are dom ain walls separating these ground states.

conductivity. T he relevant probes couple to pairs of QYuarks'.

T his concludes our discussion of the purely one-din ensional system ('_5-}') .
In the next section we shall discuss what happens when weak interchain
Interactions are sw itched on.

3.1. Interchain Interactions

Let ustake ourm odelofspinless ferm ions (_S-g) and sw itch on weak interchain
Interactions, V, Vi :
X X
He= t (o1t he)+ Vi 0y 1=2) w1y 1=2)
1] X 1]
+V, iy 1=2) g5+ 1 1=2): 7)
i3

For notational sin plicity we consider a tw o-din ensionalarray of chains. T he
extension to three-dim ensions is straightforward. W e also neglect the possi-
bility of interchain hopping. In the ordered phase, we m ay treat the inter—
chain interactions In a mean eld approxin ation. That is to say, from the
persoective of a single chain, we replace the neighboring chains by a sui—
able expectation value. This yields a set of decoupled chains in a staggered
chem ical potential:

X
He= t (Qopi+ )
% X _
+ Vi g 1=2) w1 1=2)+ g ( 1Ynj; (58)

w here

1 - .
g, = EZ?V?h( 1)¥n;i; (59)
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and Z, is the transverse coordination number. As liows from §6) the
expectation valuie occurring in {59) is non—zero even r VvV, ! 0. This
Interaction renders the m etakinsulator transition rst order.

W e shall discuss the m odel (_53) in the lin it where the dynam ically gen—
erated Yuark’ m ass ismuch am aller than the bandw idth, m t. In this
Iim i, close to the transition, Lorentz Invariance em erges and eld theory
may be applied. In the vicinity of the SU (2) invariant O vchinikov point
themean eld Ham iltonian ('Qé:) m ay be bosonized 5-6] T he corresponding
m ean e]d-'ﬁ action m ay be w ritten :

z 1

ABSG= dx F(@ )? ~os ot Aoosz c (60)
where In this nom alization 2 = 1. This m odel is the well studied one—
din ensional doubk sine<G ordon m odel | e Por exam ple E-:/.,:}-g] and refer—
ences therein. T he coupling constants * and " are related to the param eters,
U;Vy;V, ;t, of the bare Ham iltonian. In particular, n2 M=2t 1). The
term *~ cos < represents the 8kr -Um klapp processes, and A WS35 ¢ repre-
sents the interchain interactions. W e note that the Jatter term m ay also arise
from purely 1D intrachain dim erization BL]. Indeed, the con ning aspects of
the doubl sineG ordon m odelwere rstapplied In A eck’s insightfiil study
of the Heisenberg chain with frustration and dim erization [2]; for related
works see also BY{41].

Them odel (_6-g), wih 2= 1, hastwo characteristic soliton m ass scales
generated by the intrachain and interchain perturoations:

m N Ao 7, (61)
M ~=C %3, (62)

where C is given by [2,43]:

2=3

_ 2 =6l el
T p=31 2 0=4]

T he ratio of these scales, M =m , m ay be taken as a m easure of the strength
of the con nem ent. In particular, as we shall discuss below , the num ber of
stable bound states decreases asM =m is Increased.

Perhaps the sin plest reginm e to consider, is that with M m . In this
Im it,m and ~ ! 0and {6d) yieldsthe \ 2= 1=4" sine6 ordon m odel. T he

(63)

T he m ost essential cgn:ectjons to the mean eld action couple neighboring chainsn and m via
an interaction V, dPx @y 2@x T . This lifts the SU (2) degeneracy and also leads to an

(¢}

anisotropy in the optical conductivity tensor ** € YY |
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soectrum of this m odel is known to consist of a triplet of massM and a
singlkt ofmass 3M 2,8,43,44]1. A s such, the spectrum in the charge sector
consists of four bound states. The three lightest hm esons’ are degenerate
In m ass, and are distinguished by their charges, e;0. In the language of
the XX Z chain, these charges corresoond to the progctions of the auxiliary
soin variable S?%; we em phasize that these particles are actually gpinlkss.
T heir properties are summ arized In Tabl :J.' and In FJgES T he rehtively

Table 1. Bound states

M ass, M Charge, e
mq =nl +1,0,-1

o

mo= 3 0

an allnum ber ofbound states in this regin e parallels the reduction to theEg
soectrum In theh 6 0 Ising eld theoryasm ! 0 [Z-Q:] Thebound statesw ill
m anifest them selves as sharp peaks In the dynam ical response finctions. In
particular, the optical conductivity (as detemm ined by the current operator)
w il probe the neutral bound states. T heir contributions m ay be extracted
using the known sineG ordon form factors.

Theregin eM m bearsa close relationship to the Isingm odelin a weak
m agnetic eld. In this regin e, the con ning perturbation is very weak and
onemay (in principlk) apply the Bethe{Salpeter approach of Fonseca and
zam olodchikov PZ]. A though we have not perform ed this rather technical
analysis for the doubl sineG ordon m odel, the lowest order Schrodinger
description is applicable:

idz p (%)

o a2 T k) ®K)=Ep p&): (64)

Solitons Whose size is much sm aller than their separation) are treated as
point-like particles interspersed by a region of 2lse vacuum . T his gives rise
to a linear potential or string’. The string tension  is related to the bare
tension ~ via:

= 2" heos( =2)1i: (65)

Tt may be seen that has din ensions of n assf and (,'_6-4) is consistent on
din ensionalgrounds. N ote that quantum m echanical uctuations are incor—
porated in the expectation value appearing in {_6-5) . Thisquantity behaves as
m =2 and reduces w ith respect to its classicalvalue -Q] obtainedas 2! 0.
A sintheweak eld Isingm odel, the spectrum consists ofa plethora ofbound
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states, w ith m asses given by :

myp= 2m + o Zyp+ ::; AL( Z4,)= 0: (66)
This formula applies to both charged and neutral bound states, and the
num ber of distinct m asses is determ Ined by the stability threshold, my <
2m 1. In this regin e we therefore have m any generations of  esons’ indexed
by the zeroes of the A iry function | See FJg:_S Eadh generation is four-ovld
degenerate and consists of a triplt w ith charges €;0, and a shglt w ith
charge 0. This degeneracy is evidently lifted as the ratio M =m Increases.
T he evolution between these lim its is depicted qualitatively in FJg:§ The
contributions to dynam ical regponse functionsm ay be calculated along the
Ines of><f_2-_.i-}.

Continuum

mb/m

= Triplet

y Charge
2 +1,0,-1
0Lz - \ \
0 1 2

Figure 5. Qualitative evolution ofthe excitation spectrum in the weakly coupled W igner crystal.

H aving discussed the e ects of con nem ent, ket usbrie y digress on the
e ects ofa nite on-site Coulomb interaction on the spin sector. At nite
U there are two e ects. F irst, there w illbe a H eisenberg exchange between
soins on the sam e chain. Second, there will be a spin dependent contri-
bution to the Interchain interactions arising from the Coulomb repulsion;
In the bosonization approach, the electron density operator contains a 2kg
com ponent which is spin dependent | see for exam ple chapter 30 of ref. EI].
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In thisway onem ay derive an Interaction of the fomm :

VM = Joos( 2=2) cos( §=2)cos (( & T)=4) : (67)

C

Since cos( ¢=2) is the bosonized version of the staggered energy density for
the Heisenberg chain, and spoins at 1=4- 1ling are next-nearest neighbors,i
isplausble that

VP = 398585 2)n SiSu2)e cos (2 T)=4) (68)

C

is also valid when the spin exchange ism uch sm aller than the charge band-
w idth. T his interaction lads to soin-P elerls ordering at low tem peratures.

4. Conclusions

In this work we have discussed two Instructive exam ples of con nem ent
w hich occur in low din ensions. A Ithough such problam s are generically non—
Integrable, eld theory approaches are able to shed light on m any interesting
aspects. In closing, lt us touch upon a som ew hat m ore exotic form of con—
nem ent In a m odelw ith two scalar elds:
X2 1
L= ——@ ° gos 1+ Vg (69)
=1 i

w here
Ve = G cos pcos( 1=4): (70)

First, note that , ism asskss in the absence of the interaction V.. T here-
fore, unlke the previous exam ples considered, the expectation value of the
con ning operator (70) vanishes in the unperturbed m odel. Since the m ass
scales forthe 1 and , excitations are given by

=20 ?) 2_g 1220 )
m; g Yomo gm ; (71)

the corresponding string tension m% has a nonlinear dependence on
the coupling g, . Second, ket us consider a pair of 1 solitons interpolating
between (0;2 ) and 2 ;4 ) respectively. In this background, the operator
cos( 1=4) changes sign, and the interaction Cj@) prom otes m asskess uctu-—
ations of , In the region between the solitons. In thisway it is possble to
argue that the potential between the solitons is of the form

Z (my)

U&= Xt -—7 (72)
XJ
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where Z (ny) is a function of the occupation num bers of the gapless m odes.
In this case, the ; solitons are con ned by a doublk-well potential.
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