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In M em ory ofIan K ogan

W ebriey review som eexam plesofcon�nem entwhich arisein condensed m atterphysics.

W e focuson two instructive cases:the o�-criticalIsing m odelin a m agnetic �eld,and an

array ofweakly coupled (extended) H ubbard chainsin the W ignercrystalphase.In the

appropriate regim e,the elem entary excitations in these 1+ 1 and quasi-one-dim ensional

system sare con�ned into ‘m esons’.A lthough the m odelsare generically non-integrable,

quantum m echanics and form factor techniques yield valuable inform ation.
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1. Introduction

Thephenom enon ofquark con�nem entliesatthecenterofm odern particle
physics.W hatisperhapslesswidely known isthatsim ilarphenom ena also
em erge in condensed m atter physics. In this briefreview,we discusssom e
exam plesof‘quark’con�nem entin 1+ 1 and quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s.
Celebrated cases include the Ising m odelin a m agnetic �eld [1]and the
spin-1=2 Heisenberg chain with frustration and dim erization [2,3]. As is
frequently the case in one-dim ension,Lorentz invariance m ay em erge asan
approxim ate sym m etry ofthe low energy e�ective action. This opens the
way to an assortm entof�eld theory m ethods[4]and to a wealth ofanalytic
results.

The ‘quarks’in these,and m any other cases, appear as dom ain walls
(orsolitons)interpolating between di�erentvacua. In particular,these ex-
citations m ay carry ‘fractional’quantum num bers which di�er from those
ofthe electron. A prom inentexam ple are the excitations ofthe half-�lled
Hubbard m odel,where‘spinons’carry spin-1=2 and no charge,and ‘holons’
carrycharge� eand nospin.Theexistenceofthesefractionalexcitationshas
been con�rm ed by num erousexperim entson m aterialscom posed ofweakly
coupled chains,e.g.[5,6].

W hilst these exotic excitations m ay be stabilized through the judicious
choice ofm aterials and param eter regim e,they m ay form bound states in
the presence of additional perturbations. In particular, the om nipresent
interchain interactionsm ay con�netheelem entary excitationsand radically
altertheirm assesand quantum num bers.A sim pleofillustration ofthisidea
arisesin an array ofweakly coupled quantum Isingchains.TheHam iltonian
governing a single chain isgiven by:

H k = � Jk

X

i

(̂�zi�̂
z
i+ 1 + g�̂

x
i); (1)

where Jk > 0 isa ferrom agnetic exchange constant,and the operators �̂z;x
i

arePaulim atricesresiding atsitei.Asiswellknown,thism odelundergoes
a T = 0 quantum phase transition atthe pointg = 1 [7]. In particular,for
g < 1,theground state degeneracy isspontaneously broken and thesystem
developslong-rangeorderh�̂zi i6= 0.Letusnow considerthee�ectofaweak
interaction between neighboring chains:

H ? = � J?

X

ij

�̂
z
i;j �̂

z
i;j+ 1: (2)

Here,J? � Jk,and fornotationalsim plicity weconsidera two-dim ensional
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array ofchains.In theordered regim e,thee�ectsofneighboring chainsm ay
betreated in a m ean �eld approxim ation:

H
M F
? = �

X

ij

h�
z
i;j; h =

1

2
Z? J? h�

zi; (3)

whereZ? isthetransversecoordination num berofthelattice.In thism an-
neroneobtainsdecoupled Ising chainsin an e�ective m agnetic �eld:

H =
X

i

�
� Jk(�

z
i�

z
i+ 1 + g�

x
i)� h�

z
i

�
: (4)

W e em phasize that this is not an externalm agnetic �eld,which one m ay
ofcourse apply,butitarisesquite naturally through theinterchain interac-
tions.Asfollowsfrom thepioneering work ofM cCoy and W u [1],thisweak
m agnetic �eld actsasa linearly con�ning potentialon the zero �eld excita-
tions:the‘quarks’arecon�ned into a rich spectrum of‘m esons’.M oreover,
in thisregim e ofweak con�nem ent,analytic progressispossible.

The layout ofthiscontribution is as follows. In x2 we discussthe Ising
m odelin a m agnetic�eld in a little m oredetail.W efocuson theproperties
in the ordered state where bound states form . In x3 we discuss an exam -
ple ofa quasi-one-dim ensionalW igner crystal: a weakly coupled array of
quarter-�lled extended Hubbard m odels.Thissystem hasm uch in com m on
with both the Ising [1]and Heisenberg [2]exam ples. In the lim it ofweak
con�nem ent,m any ‘generations’of‘m esons’areshown toexist.W econclude
in x4.

2. Ising M odelin a M agnetic Field

TheIsing m odelhashad a venerablehistory and thereareexcellentreviews
devoted to it| see for exam ple [8,9]. In particular,the con�ning aspects
ofthe2D Ising m odelin a weak m agnetic�eld were�rstexposed by M cCoy
and W u [1]. The im plications for gauge invariant correlation functions in
the 2D Z2{gauge Z2{Higgssystem were subsequently investigated [10].For
a briefoverview ofthese ideassee also page 106 ofref.[11].

In the ensuing discussion we contrast the behavior ofthe Ising m odel
in the absence and presence of a m agnetic �eld. In both cases we cast
our discussion in term s of(suitably de�ned) form factors. The relevance
ofform factor techniques in thisand other non-integrable m odelswas �rst
em phasized by Del�no,M ussardo and Sim onetti[12].



M arch 22,2024 23:33 W SPC/Trim Size: 9.75in x 6.5in forProceedings aspconf

4 M .J.Bhaseen and A.M .Tsvelik

2.1. T ! T
�
c

and H = 0

As is wellknown, in the scaling region close to criticality, the 2D Ising
m odelisdescribed by the�eld theory ofa freeM ajorana ferm ion | seefor
exam ple [13]:

A FF =
1

2�

Z

d
2
x
�
	 �@	+ �	@ �	+ im �		

�
: (5)

The ferm ion m ass m m easures the departure from criticality,and we take
m > 0 in the ‘low-tem perature’phasewe are interested in.Theenergy and
m om enta ofthese particles are conveniently param eterized in term s ofthe
rapidity �

P = m sinh�; E = m cosh�; (6)

where ~ = c= 1.In particular,they form an highly e�cientbasisin which
to com pute correlation functions[14{17]:

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i=
1X

n= 0;2;:::

Z 1

� 1

d�1:::d�n

(2�)n n!
h0j�(�;x)j�1 :::�n ih�n :::�1j�(0;0)j0i:(7)

Here (�;x) are Euclidean coordinates and �(�;x) is the continuum version
ofthe lattice spin. In the ordered regim e, the spin �eld only couples to
interm ediate stateswith an even num berofparticles.a Equivalently,

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i=
1X

n= 0;2;:::

Z 1

� 1

d�1:::d�n

(2�)n n!
e
iP x� E � jh0j�(0;0)j�1 :::�n ij

2
; (8)

where

P �

nX

i= 1

m sinh�i; E �

nX

i= 1

m cosh�i: (9)

Them atrix elem entsof�(0;0)(orany otherlocal�eld)between thevacuum
and them ultiparticlestates,areknown asform factors.Thecom putation of
form factorsiscentralto allintegrable m odels[14{17]and the lowestorder
contributionsyield valuableinform ation aboutthelongdistancecorrelations.

aThe corresponding disorderoperator�(�;x)couplesto an odd num berofparticles.By K ram ers{

W annier duality the situation isreversed in the disordered ‘high-tem perature’phase.



M arch 22,2024 23:33 W SPC/Trim Size: 9.75in x 6.5in forProceedings aspconf

AspectsofCon�nem ent 5

In particular,thezero-particleform factorofthespin �eld isthespontaneous
m agnetization:

h0j�(0;0)j0i� h� i= m
1=8 �s; �s= 21=12e� 1=8A 3=2

; (10)

whereA = 1:28243:::isG laisher’sconstant.Likewisethetwo-particleform
factoriswellknown [14]:

h0j�(0;0)j�1�2i= ih� itanh

�
�1 � �2

2

�

: (11)

Thehigherparticle form factorsarealso known [14]butthey need notcon-
cern ushere.b Substituting (10)and (11)into theexpansion (8)oneobtains

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i=

jh� ij2 + jh� ij2
Z 1

� 1

2d�+ d��
(2�)22!

tanh2�� e
2m ch�� (ix sh�+ � �ch�+ );(12)

where�� = (�1 � �2)=2.Perform ing theintegralover�+ ,

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i= jh� ij2 +
jh� ij2

2�2

Z 1

� 1

d� tanh2� K0(2�rch�); (13)

where �r � m r and r �
p
x2 + �2.The integralin (13)m ay be evaluated in

closed form .Thisyieldsthefam ousresultofW u and collaborators[18]:

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i= jh� ij2G(�r); (14)

wherethescaling function

G(�r)= 1+
1

�2

�

�r2
�
K 2
1(�r)� K20(�r)

�
� �rK0(�r)K 1(�r)+

1

2
K 2
0(�r)

�

+ ::: (15)

bearsa rem arkableconnection with thesolution ofthePainlev�eIIIequation
[18,19].Thelargedistanceasym ptoticsofthespin-spin correlation function
are readily extracted:

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i� jh� ij2
�

1+
1

8�

e� 2�r

�r2
+ O (e� 4�r)

�

; �r! 1 : (16)

Thisexam ple helpsconvey the e�ciency ofthe form factorapproach.

bA s in allintegrable m odels,this involves solving the Form Factor A xiom s [17](or generalized

W atson equations) with the appropriate S-m atrix;in this case S = � 1.
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In condensed m atter applications it is usefulto introduce the so-called
dynam icalsusceptibility

�(!;k)= �E (�!;k)�!! "� i!; (17)

where �E (�!;k)isnothing butthe Fouriertransform ofthe Euclidean spin-
spin correlation function

�E (�!;k)= �

Z 1

� 1

dx

Z 1

� 1

d� e
i�!�� ikx hT� �(�;x)�(0;0)i: (18)

T� denotestim e ordering. The de�nition (17)includesthe analytic contin-
uation to realfrequencies and " is a positive in�nitesim al. The dynam ical
structure factor,as m easured by inelastic neutron scattering,is extracted
from this:

S(!;k)� � Im �(!;k): (19)

In thisway,the two-particle contribution to the dynam icalstructure factor
m ay beobtained

S(!;k)= jh� ij2

p
!2 � k2 � 4m2

(!2 � k2)3=2
; (20)

where! > 0.W e plotthisin Fig.1.

0 2 4

s/m

0

0.1

S
(ω

,k
)/

A

Figure1. D ynam icalstructure factorofthe Ising m odelin the ordered regim eand in the absence

ofa m agnetic �eld;s �
p
!2 � k2 and A � jh�ij2=m 2.

As is wellknown,the dynam icalstructure factor is a direct reection
ofthe elem entary excitations. Indeed,the absence ofany sharp peaks in
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Fig.1 reveals thatthey are decon�ned { the spin operatorcouplesto pairs
ofexcitationsand a two-particle continuum existsabove threshold.

In the nextsection we recallthe dram atic change ofthispicture in the
presenceofa weak m agnetic �eld [1].

2.2. T ! T
�
c

and H & 0

In the presence ofa m agnetic �eld the scaling region m ay be described by
the non-integrablec Ising Field Theory:

A IFT = A FF + ĥ

Z

d
2
x�(x); (21)

where A FF is the action offree m assive ferm ions. As follows from M cCoy
and W u [1],thee�ectofthem agnetic �eld in (21)isto con�nethem assive
freeferm ionsor‘quarks’into bound statesor‘m esons’.In thelim itofsm all
m agnetic�elds,them assesofthesebound statesfollow from theSchr�odinger
equation oftwo particlesofm assm subjectto a linearcon�ning potential:

�
1

m

d2	 b(x)

dx2
+ �jxj	(x)= E b	 b(x); (22)

whereweem ploythereduced m ass.In thisexam ple,thecon�ningparam eter
� or‘string tension’isrelated to the m agnetic �eld by [1,22]

� = 2̂hh� i; (23)

and thecorresponding bound stateshave m assesgiven by

m b = 2m + Eb: (24)

Asfollowsfrom (21)� hasdim ensionsof[m ass]2 (~ = c= 1)and equation
(22) is consistent on dim ensionalgrounds. In accordance with the m ore
recentwork ofFonsecaand Zam olodchikov [22],equations(22)and (23)m ay
be derived from the action of(21) on an appropriate two-particle bound
state. Their m ethod is rather generaland em ploys the known �nite size
form factors ofthe perturbing �eld (�) in the unperturbed (free ferm ion)
m odel.In particularitperm itsa system aticstudy oftherelativisticBethe{
Salpeter corrections to equation (22) and the resulting bound state m ass
spectrum .Thatistosay,theSchr�odingerequation (22)isasm allm om entum
approxim ation which holds for sm allm agnetic �elds or weak con�nem ent.
Forourpresentdiscussion however,equations(22)and (23)are su�cient.

cAtT = Tc the m odelisactually integrable and yields the celebrated E8 m assspectrum [20,21].
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The Schr�odingerequation (22)iseasily solved [23]. In the region x � 0
we introducethe change ofvariables

� = (m �)1=3(x � E=�) (25)

so asto yield the Airy equation

d2	(�)

d�2
� �	(�)= 0: (26)

Thenorm alizablesolutionsm ay bewritten in term sofan Airy function [24]:

	(�)/ Ai(�): (27)

Asexpected,thiswavefunction isoscillatory in theclassically allowed region
x < E=� and dam ped in the classically forbidden region x > E=�. Since
the potential�jxjis an even function, the wavefunctions have a de�nite
sym m etry and m ustbe m atched sm oothly atthe origin. In particular,the
antisym m etricwavefunctionsm ustvanish atx = 0.Thisleadsto theenergy
levelquantization condition:

Ai

�

�

�
m

�2

�1=3
Eb

�

= 0: (28)

The bound statesofthe Ising m odelin a weak m agnetic �eld are therefore
indexed by the zeroesofthe Airy function [1].Theirm assesare given by

m b = 2m +

�
�2

m

� 1=3

Zb; Ai(� Zb)= 0: (29)

Equivalently,in notationscloserto those ofM cCoy and W u [1]

m b = 2m +
(̂hh� i�b)2=3

m 1=3
; J1

3

�
1
3
�b
�
+ J

� 1

3

(1
3
�b)= 0; (30)

wherewehaveused (23)and Zb � (�b=2)2=3.Theabsenceofthesym m etric
wavefunctionsfrom theknown Ising m odelm assspectrum (30)isapparent,
and we shallreturn to this point in the next section. As � ! 0 there
is a proliferation in the num ber ofbound states and their m asses densely
populate the intervalbetween 2m and 4m ;in general,when the m assofa
bound stateexceedstwicethem assofthelightest‘m eson’2m 1 they becom e
unstable.As� ! 0 wecon�neourattention to bound statesin thevicinity
ofthreshold 2m .

Having discussed the spectrum ofthe Ising m odelin a weak m agnetic
�eld,we now turn ourattention to the spin-spin correlation function. The
con�ning m agnetic �eld yieldsa spectrum ofbound statesofm assm b. O n
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generalgrounds we expect the spin-spin correlation function to have the
form :

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i� =

jh� ij2 +
nbX

b= 1

Z 1

� 1

d�

2�
e
im b sh�x� m b ch�� jh0j�(0;0)j	b(�)ij

2
; (31)

where j	 b(�)i is an asym ptotic state (to be discussed in the next section)
describing the non-trivialbound state. Fora generaloperatorO ofspin-s,
we expect

h0jO j	 b(�)i= h0jO j	bie
s�
: (32)

Since � isa spinlessoperator,the m atrix elem ents(32)are independentof
rapidity.Perform ing theintegraloverrapidity yields:

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0i� = jh� ij2 +
1

�

nbX

b= 1

jh0j�(0;0)j	bij
2K 0(m br); (33)

wherenb isthenum berofstablebound states.Them ain problem ofcourse
isthatwedo notknow therapidity independentm atrix elem entsappearing
in (33), let alone their m ultiparticle extensions. After all,the Ising �eld
theory (21) is non-integrable,and the powerfulaxiom atic approach to in-
tegrable m odels[17]doesnotapply. Itishowever a perturbation ofa well
understood integrable m odel. In the next section we shallillustrate how
such single particlebound state m atrix elem entsm ay becalculated directly
in the lim it ofweak con�nem ent. Understanding their detailed form is an
obvioustask in a m ore system atic approach to non-integrable m odelswith
con�nem ent. Before em barking on this pursuit however,let us proceed a
little with the bene�t ofhindsight. In particular,let us focus on the long
distance asym ptotics of(33). W e know thatasthe con�nem entparam eter
� ! 0 we m ust recover the asym ptotics (16) ofthe unperturbed system .
Indeed,this im portant cross-check was perform ed in the sem inalwork of
M cCoy and W u [1]. In addition,let us assum e that as � ! 0 the m atrix

elem ents are the sam e for allbound states;we shalljustify this below. In
thism anner,thelong distanceasym ptoticsoftheconnected contribution to
(33)read:

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0ic�! 0 �
jh0j�(0;0)j	bij

2

p
2�

nbX

b= 1

e� m br

p
m br

: (34)
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As� ! 0,thebound statem asses(29)becom eclosertogether.Putanother
way, the bound state poles in m om entum space m ust coalesce to form a
branch cut[1].In thislim itonem ay thereforeconvertthesum in (34)to an
integral:

nbX

b= 1

e� m br

p
m br

!
e� 2m r

p
2m r

Z 1

0

dbexp

"

� r

�
3�� b

2
p
m

� 2=3
#

; (35)

where we have used the fact that the zeroes ofthe Airy function have the
lim iting form [24]

Zb � [3�=2(b� 1=4)]2=3; b! 1 : (36)

Thisyieldsthe long distance behavior

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0ic�! 0 �
jh0j�(0;0)j	bij

2

4��

e� 2m r

r2
: (37)

In ordertorecoverthecorrectasym ptotics(16)asthecon�ningperturbation
is turned o�, we require that the bound state m atrix elem ents have the
speci�cform :

jh0j�(0;0)j	bij=
h� i

m

r
�

2
; � ! 0: (38)

Equivalently,

jh0j�(0;0)j	bij= h� i

p
�h; ĥ ! 0: (39)

where �h = h� îh=m 2. Indeed,substituting (39) into (34) we recover the
expected asym ptoticsofM cCoy and W u [1]:

h0j�(�;x)�(0;0)j0ic
ĥ
� �hjh� ij2

e� 2�r

2
p
��r

X

b

e
� (�h� b)

2=3�r
: (40)

It is readily veri�ed that the weak �eld m atrix elem ents (39) lead to the
dynam icalstructurefactor:

S(!;k)= � �hjh� ij2
X

b

�

�

! �

q

m 2
b
+ k2

�

!
: (41)

W eillustratethisdependencein Fig.2.Thetwo-particlecontinuum ofFig.1
hasbeen replaced by a seriesofsharp peaks| the elem entary excitations
are now con�ned.

In the next section we shallcontinue our discussion ofthe bound state
m atrix elem ents(38)and (39).W eshalldem onstratehow they (and indeed
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0 1 2 3 4
ω/m

0

0.5
S

(ω
,0

)/
B

Dense Spectrum of `Mesons’

~1/ω

m
b
=2m+(λ2

/m)
1/3

Z
b

Close to Threshold:

Ai(-Z
b
)=0

Figure 2. Ising m odeldynam icalstructure 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 � ��hjh�ij2=m and

we have set�h = 0:001.

thosein otherm odels)follow from a directcom putation within theso-called
‘two-quark’approxim ation [22]. In the sam e spirit as the relativistic m ass
corrections have been studied by Fonseca and Zam olodchikov [22]m atrix
elem ent corrections m ay in principle be obtained. Their e�ect on the long
distanceasym ptoticsispresum ably lesssigni�canthowever,and leading or-
derresultsm ay besu�cientform any purposes.

2.3. B ound State A m plitudes

As we see from (32) the am plitude we seek is determ ined by the overlap
between the vacuum ,theoperator,and the bound state in itsrestfram e:

h0jO j	 bi: (42)

The m ain problem is that we do not have an exact handle on the bound
state j	 bi. However,following Fonseca and Zam olodchikov [22]for weak
con�nem ent (and Eb � mb � 2m � m ) we m ay consider the ‘two-quark’
approxim ation:

j	 bi=
1

p
m

Z 1

� 1

dq

2�
	 b(q)Z

y(q)Z y(� q)j0i; (43)

whereZ y(q)are the Faddeev{Zam olodchikov creation operatorsofthe con-
stituent‘quarks’.In thecaseathand theseareferm ioniccreation operators,
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butin generalthey furnish rapidity dependentcom m utation relations.They
m ay also carry isotopicindices.Thefunction 	 b(q)istheFouriertransform
ofthenorm alized wavefunction (27):

	 b(q)=

Z 1

� 1

dxe
iqx 	 b(x); where

Z 1

� 1

dxj	 b(x)j
2 = 1: (44)

In our conventions,the overallfactor of1=
p
m is required on dim ensional

grounds.An illum inating application ofsuch a wavefunction to bound state
m assspectra m ay be found in the work G atand Rosenstein [25];the inte-
grable1+ 1 dim ensionalm assiveThirringm odelisviewed asa problem with
delta-function con�nem ent and the bound state m eson is nothing but the
sine-G ordon particle. In the present context,the approxim ation (43) has
the virtue thatitem bodiesboth the integrable aspectsofthe unperturbed
system togetherwith the m ostim portante�ectof(non-integrable)con�ne-
m ent. As follows from the ‘two-quark’approxim ation,the m atrix elem ent
ofthespin �eld isgiven by:

h0j�(0;0)j	bi=
1

p
m

Z 1

� 1

dx	 b(x)

Z 1

� 1

dq

2�
e
iqx h0j�(0;0)jq;� qi; (45)

wherethenorm alized antisym m etric wavefunctionstake theform :

	 b(x)=
Ai(�b)

p
2(m �)1=6jAi0(� Zb)j

; x > 0: (46)

Substituting q= m sinh� into theIsing form factor(11)oneobtains

h0j�(0;0)jq;� qi= ih� i
q

p
m 2 + q2

: (47)

The Schr�odingerdescription isvalid forsm allm om enta [22]and in view of
thiswe expand theform factorin powersofm om entum :

h0j�(0;0)jq;� qi= ih� i
q

m
+ O

�
q

m

�3
: (48)

To lowestorderequation (45)becom es:

h0j�(0;0)j	bi= �
h� i

m
3

2

d	 b(x)

dx

�
�
�
�
x= 0

: (49)

Substituting in the explicitform ofthe wavefunction (46)yieldsthe bound
state m atrix elem ent:

h0j�(0;0)j	bi= (� 1)b
h� i

m

r
�

2
; (50)
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in agreem ent with equation (38). There are a couple ofthings to note in
this relatively sim ple exam ple. First,to lowest order the bound state de-
pendencehasdisappeared:thenorm alization oftheAiry wavefunction (46)
has canceled underthe di�erentialaction ofthe form factor (48). Second,
the derivative ofa sym m etric wavefunction m ustvanish at the origin,and
by equation (49)would yield a zero m atrix elem ent.

W enotethatwhilstO (Eb=m )correctionsto (50)areeasily obtained from
theexpansion (48),an accuratedeterm ination ofthecoe�cientspresum ably
requires the Bethe{Salpeter approach ofFonseca and Zam olodchikov [22].
This lies beyond the scope ofthis current work. This therefore com pletes
our briefdiscussion ofthe Ising m odelin a m agnetic �eld. W e turn our
attention to anotherm odelofcondensed m atterphysicswhich also exhibits
aspectsofcon�nem ent.

3. Q uasi-1D W igner C rystals

In this section we describe a possible realization ofcon�nem entin W igner
crystals[26]. Ifthe average potentialenergy ofan electron system exceeds
itskineticenergy,theelectronsthem selvesm ay adoptaregulararrangem ent
in space and thus form a crystal. W igner (or electron) crystallization is a
spectacularconsequence ofelectron{electron interactions.

O ne m ay gain som e insight into W igner crystallization from a sim ple
one-dim ensionalexam ple| theextended Hubbard m odelatquarter-�lling:

H = � t
X

i;�

(cy
i;�
ci+ 1;� + h:c:)+ U

X

i

ni;"ni;#

+ Vk
X

i;�;� 0

(ni;� � 1=4)
�
ni+ 1;�0 � 1=4

�
: (51)

c
y

i;�
isan electron creation operatorandni;� � c

y

i;�
ci;� isthenum beroperator.

Theelectronsm oveon arigidd latticewith siteslabeled byi.Theycarryspin
� = ";# and obey theusualanticom m utation relations.Them ostim portant
e�ectsofthelong-range1D Coulom b interaction aredescribed by theon-site
repulsion U and the nearestneighbor\extended" repulsion Vk. The m odel
isde�ned to have on average oneelectron forevery two sites;in view ofthe
Pauliprinciple,the band isquarter-�lled and kF = �=4. Forrelated works
see forexam ple [27{33]

For sm allvalues ofU and Vk the system (51) is a m etal. Indeed,at
quarter-�lling, elem entary band theory predicts m etallic behavior. How-

dForsim plicity we neglect the possibility oflattice distortionsor phonons.
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ever,astheinteractionsareincreased,thissystem exhibitsa m etal-insulator
transition [27,28,34]. ThisT = 0 quantum phase transition [7]isdriven by
8kF Um klapp processes. Such processes becom e relevant only in the pres-
enceofsu�ciently strongrepulsion.Theinsulatingstate,which arisesdueto
interactionsratherthan band �lling,isan exam ple ofa M ottinsulator[35].

A glim pse into the nature of the M ott transition and the associated
W igner crystal, is possible in the lim it U ! 1 [34]. In so far as the
charge degrees offreedom are concerned,the m odelwith Vk = 0 m ay be
m apped onto a m odeloffree spinlessferm ions.Including thenearestneigh-
bor repulsion one obtains a one-dim ensionalm odelofinteracting spinless

ferm ions[34]:

H c = � t
X

i

(cy
i
ci+ 1 + h:c:)+ Vk

X

i

(ni� 1=2)(ni+ 1 � 1=2); (52)

where ni �
P

�
ni;�. As is wellknown [4,7]this m odelm aps on to the

spin-1=2 XXZ spin chain via theJordan{W ignertransform ation:

H
X X Z
c = J

X

i

(SxiS
x
i+ 1 + S

y

i
S
y

i+ 1 + �S z
iS

z
i+ 1): (53)

Theparam etersarerelated by

J = � 2t; �= �
Vk

2t
: (54)

W ith repulsive ferm ionsboth J and � are negative. W ith thissign ofJ,it
isknown thatfor� 1 < �< 0 thechain (53)isgapless,whereasfor�< � 1
itdevelopsboth a gap and long-range antiferrom agnetic Ising order:

h(� 1)iSzi i6= 0: (55)

Thegap im pliesthatthespinlessferm ion m odel(52)isa M ottinsulator

for Vk > 2t,and a m etalfor Vk < 2t. That is to say,as U ! 1 in our
originalm odel(51) the M ott transition occurs for Vk = 2t [34]. This is
con�rm ed by num ericalsim ulation [28].Asfollowsfrom them apping to the
XXZ chain,thism etal-insulator transition isofthe Berezinskii{K osterlitz{
Thouless (BK T) type. It also follows that close to the transition (when
theinsulating gap ism uch sm allerthan thebandwidth)them odelisSU(2)
invariant. At low energies we m ay also \linearize the ferm ionic spectrum "
[4,36]and 1 + 1-dim ensionalLorentz invariance em erges. Away from the
transition theSU(2)sym m etry isbroken down toU(1)� Z2,and theLorentz
invariant lim it is no longer justi�ed. W e note that as U is lowered, one
expectsthiscriticalvalueofVk toincrease.Indeed,thenum ericalsim ulations
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indicatethatthephaseboundary connectsthe\O vchinikov point" (U;Vk)=
(1 ;2t) and the \Penc{M ila{Zotos point" (U;Vk) = (4t;1 ) [27,28]| see
Fig.3. Itis plausible thatm odel(52) m ay also describe the transition for
�niteU > 4t,providing Vk isreplaced by an e�ective repulsion V e�

k
(U ).

0 2t ∞
V

||

0

2t

4t

∞

U

O

PMZ
Metal

Mott Insulator
Wigner Crystal

SU(2) U(1) x Z
2Lorentz Non-Lorentz

XXZ

Figure 3. M etal-Insulator transition in the 1D extended H ubbard m odeland the associated

M ottinsulating W ignercrystalor4kF CD W state.Thephaseboundary connectsthe\O vchinikov

point" (O ) to the \Penc{M ila{Zotos point" (PM Z).A long the \X X Z line" (U ! 1 ) the system

undergoes a BK T transition atthe pointO .

SinceSzi = ni� 1=2,theordering (55)oftheXXZ chain im pliesthatthe
density ofspinlessferm ions(52)alternatesfrom site to site(see Fig.4)and

h(� 1)inii6= 0: (56)

i.e.theinsulatorisaW ignercrystalor\4kF CDW "(ChargeDensity W ave).
Indeed,theinteraction term in (52)clearly favorsthisalternation.Asshown
in Fig.4 the ground state is doubly degenerate with respect to charge or-
dering.The elem entary excitationsor‘quarks’in thisinsulating regim e are
dom ain wallsseparating thesetwo ground states.Itm ay beseen thatthese
‘quarks’carry fractionalcharge� e=2.M oreover,itm ay beshown thatthese
‘quarks’are decon�ned. As in the Ising m odel,this m anifests itselfin the
absence ofpolesin the appropriate dynam ical(charge) response functions.
In the case at hand these are the spectralfunction [31,32]or the optical
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Figure 4. D egenerate W igner crystal(or CD W ) ground states in the M ott insulating regim e.

The darker regions are sites ofhigher electron density. The elem entary excitations,or ‘quarks’,

are dom ain wallsseparating these ground states.

conductivity.Therelevantprobescouple to pairsof‘quarks’.
Thisconcludesourdiscussion ofthepurely one-dim ensionalsystem (51).

In the next section we shalldiscuss what happens when weak interchain
interactionsare switched on.

3.1. Interchain Interactions

Letustakeourm odelofspinlessferm ions(52)and switch on weakinterchain
interactions,V? � Vk:

H c = � t
X

ij

(cy
i;j
ci+ 1;j+ h:c:)+ Vk

X

ij

(ni;j� 1=2)(ni+ 1;j � 1=2)

+ V?
X

ij

(ni;j � 1=2)(ni;j+ 1 � 1=2): (57)

Fornotationalsim plicity weconsideratwo-dim ensionalarray ofchains.The
extension to three-dim ensionsisstraightforward.W e also neglectthepossi-
bility ofinterchain hopping. In the ordered phase,we m ay treatthe inter-
chain interactions in a m ean �eld approxim ation. Thatis to say,from the
perspective ofa single chain,we replace the neighboring chains by a suit-
able expectation value. Thisyieldsa setofdecoupled chainsin a staggered
chem icalpotential:

H c = � t
X

i

(cy
i
ci+ 1 + c

y

i+ 1ci)

+ Vk
X

i

(ni� 1=2)(ni+ 1 � 1=2)+ g?

X

i

(� 1)ini; (58)

where

g? =
1

2
Z? V? h(� 1)inii; (59)
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and Z? is the transverse coordination num ber. As follows from (56) the
expectation value occurring in (59) is non-zero even for V? ! 0. This
interaction rendersthem etal-insulatortransition �rstorder.

W e shalldiscussthe m odel(58)in the lim itwherethe dynam ically gen-
erated ‘quark’m ass is m uch sm aller than the bandwidth,m � t. In this
lim it,close to the transition,Lorentz invariance em erges and �eld theory
m ay be applied. In the vicinity ofthe SU(2) invariant O vchinikov point
the m ean �eld Ham iltonian (58)m ay bebosonized [36].Thecorresponding
m ean �elde action m ay bewritten:

A D SG
c =

Z

d
2
x

�
1

16�
(@��c)

2 � �̂ cos� �c+ �̂ cos
�

2
�c

�

; (60)

where in this norm alization �2 = 1. This m odelis the wellstudied one-
dim ensionaldouble sine-Gordon m odel| seeforexam ple[37,38]and refer-
encestherein.Thecouplingconstants�̂ and �̂ arerelated totheparam eters,
U;Vk;V? ;t,ofthe bare Ham iltonian. In particular,�̂2 � (Vk=2t� 1). The

term �̂ cos� �c representsthe8kF -Um klapp processes,and �̂ cos�
2
�c repre-

sentstheinterchain interactions.W enotethatthelatterterm m ay alsoarise
from purely 1D intrachain dim erization [31].Indeed,thecon�ningaspectsof
thedoublesine-G ordon m odelwere�rstapplied in A�eck’sinsightfulstudy
ofthe Heisenberg chain with frustration and dim erization [2]; for related
workssee also [39{41].

The m odel(60),with �2 = 1,hastwo characteristic soliton m assscales
generated by theintrachain and interchain perturbations:

m � ��̂ � t�̂
1=2

e
� 1=�̂

; (61)

M � �
�̂
= C �̂2=3; (62)

whereC isgiven by [42,43]:

C =
2
p
�

�[1=6]

�[2=3]

�
�

2

�[3=4]

�[1=4]

� 2=3

: (63)

Theratio ofthese scales,M =m ,m ay be taken asa m easure ofthe strength
ofthe con�nem ent. In particular,aswe shalldiscussbelow,the num berof
stable bound statesdecreasesasM =m isincreased.

Perhaps the sim plest regim e to consider,is that with M � m . In this
lim it,m and �̂ ! 0 and (60)yieldsthe\�2 = 1=4" sine-G ordon m odel.The

eThe m ost essentialcorrections to the m ean �eld action couple neighboring chains n and m via

an interaction � V?
R
d2x @x�

n
c @x�

m
c . This lifts the SU (2) degeneracy and also leads to an

anisotropy in the opticalconductivity tensor �xx 6= �yy .



M arch 22,2024 23:33 W SPC/Trim Size: 9.75in x 6.5in forProceedings aspconf

18 M .J.Bhaseen and A.M .Tsvelik

spectrum ofthis m odelis known to consist ofa triplet ofm ass M and a
singletofm ass

p
3M [2,3,43,44].Assuch,thespectrum in thechargesector

consists offour bound states. The three lightest ‘m esons’are degenerate
in m ass,and are distinguished by their charges,� e;0. In the language of
theXXZ chain,these chargescorrespond to theprojectionsoftheauxiliary
spin variable Sz; we em phasize that these particles are actually spinless.
Their properties are sum m arized in Table 1 and in Fig.5. The relatively

Table 1. Bound states

M ass,M Charge,e
m 1 = 1 + 1,0,-1
m 2 =

p
3 0

sm allnum berofbound statesin thisregim eparallelsthereduction totheE8
spectrum in theh 6= 0Ising�eld theory asm ! 0[20].Thebound stateswill
m anifestthem selvesassharp peaksin thedynam icalresponsefunctions.In
particular,theopticalconductivity (asdeterm ined by thecurrentoperator)
willprobe the neutralbound states. Theircontributionsm ay be extracted
using theknown sine-G ordon form factors.

Theregim eM � m bearsacloserelationship totheIsingm odelin aweak
m agnetic �eld. In thisregim e,the con�ning perturbation isvery weak and
one m ay (in principle) apply the Bethe{Salpeter approach ofFonseca and
Zam olodchikov [22]. Although we have notperform ed thisrathertechnical
analysis for the double sine-G ordon m odel, the lowest order Schr�odinger
description isapplicable:

�
1

m

d2	 b(x)

dx2
+ �jxj	(x)= E b	 b(x): (64)

Solitons (whose size is m uch sm aller than their separation) are treated as
point-like particlesinterspersed by a region offalse vacuum .Thisgivesrise
to a linearpotentialor‘string’. The string tension � isrelated to the bare
tension �̂ via:

� = 2�̂ hcos(� �c=2)i: (65)

It m ay be seen that � has dim ensions of[m ass]2 and (64) is consistent on
dim ensionalgrounds.Notethatquantum m echanicaluctuationsareincor-
porated in theexpectation valueappearingin (65).Thisquantity behavesas
m �2=2 and reduces� with respecttoitsclassicalvalue[2]obtained as�2 ! 0.
Asin theweak �eld Isingm odel,thespectrum consistsofaplethoraofbound
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states,with m assesgiven by:

m b = 2m +

�
�2

m

� 1=3

Zb+ :::; Ai(� Zb)= 0: (66)

This form ula applies to both charged and neutralbound states, and the
num ber ofdistinct m asses is determ ined by the stability threshold,m b <

2m 1.In thisregim ewethereforehavem any generationsof‘m esons’indexed
by thezeroesoftheAiry function | seeFig.5.Each generation isfour-fold
degenerate and consists ofa triplet with charges � e;0,and a singlet with
charge 0. This degeneracy is evidently lifted as the ratio M =m increases.
The evolution between these lim itsisdepicted qualitatively in Fig.5. The
contributionsto dynam icalresponse functionsm ay be calculated along the
linesofx2.3.

0 1 2
M/m

0

2

4m
b/m

Continuum

Triplet
Charge 
+1,0,-1

Singlet
Charge

0

 M

√3 Μ

"Airy"

Figure 5. Q ualitative evolution ofthe excitation spectrum in the weakly coupled W ignercrystal.

Having discussed the e�ectsofcon�nem ent,letusbriey digresson the
e�ects ofa �nite on-site Coulom b interaction on the spin sector. At �nite
U there are two e�ects.First,there willbea Heisenberg exchange between
spins on the sam e chain. Second,there willbe a spin dependent contri-
bution to the interchain interactions arising from the Coulom b repulsion;
in the bosonization approach,the electron density operator contains a 2kF
com ponentwhich isspin dependent| seeforexam plechapter30 ofref.[4].
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In thisway one m ay derive an interaction ofthe form :

V
nm = J cos(�n

s=2)cos(�
m
s =2)cos((�

n
c � �mc )=4): (67)

Sincecos(�s=2)isthebosonized version ofthe staggered energy density for
the Heisenberg chain,and spinsat 1=4-�lling are next-nearest neighbors,it
isplausible that

V
nm = J

0(Si:Si+ 2)n(Si:Si+ 2)m cos((�n
c � �mc )=4) (68)

isalso valid when the spin exchange ism uch sm allerthan the charge band-
width.Thisinteraction leadsto spin-Peierlsordering atlow tem peratures.

4. C onclusions

In this work we have discussed two instructive exam ples of con�nem ent
which occurin low-dim ensions.Although such problem saregenerically non-
integrable,�eld theory approachesareabletoshed lighton m any interesting
aspects.In closing,letustouch upon a som ewhatm ore exotic form ofcon-
�nem entin a m odelwith two scalar�elds:

L =
2X

i= 1

1

16��2
i

(@��i)
2 � g1cos�1 + Vc; (69)

where

Vc = � g2cos�2cos(�1=4): (70)

First,note that�2 ism assless in the absence ofthe interaction Vc. There-
fore,unlike the previousexam ples considered,the expectation value ofthe
con�ning operator(70)vanishesin the unperturbed m odel.Since the m ass
scalesforthe�1 and �2 excitationsare given by

m 1 � g
1=2(1� �2

1
)

1 ; m 2 �

�

g2m
�2
1
=8

1

�1=2(1� �2
2
)

; (71)

the corresponding string tension � � m22 has a nonlinear dependence on
the coupling g2. Second,letusconsidera pairof�1 solitons interpolating
between (0;2�)and (2�;4�)respectively. In thisbackground,the operator
cos(�1=4)changes sign,and the interaction (70)prom otesm assless uctu-
ationsof�2 in the region between the solitons.In thisway itispossibleto
argue thatthepotentialbetween the solitonsisoftheform

U (x)= �jxj+
Z(nk)

jxj
(72)
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where Z(nk)isa function ofthe occupation num bersofthe gaplessm odes.
In thiscase,the�1 solitonsare con�ned by a double-wellpotential.
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