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A bstract. In the �rst part we calculate the boundary susceptibility �B in the

open X X Z -chain at zero tem perature and arbitrary m agnetic �eld h by Bethe

ansatz. W e present analyticalresults for the leading term s when jhj� �,where

� is a known scale, and a num ericalsolution for the entire range of �elds. In

the second part we calculate susceptibility pro�les near the boundary at �nite

tem perature T num erically by using the density-m atrix renorm alization group for

transferm atricesand analytically forT � 1 by �eld theoreticalm ethods.Finally

we com pare �B at�nite tem perature with a low-tem perature asym ptotics which

we obtain by com bining our Bethe ansatz result with recent predictions from

bosonization.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.10.Pq,02.30.Ik

1. Introduction

Even a single im purity can have a drastic e�ect on the low-energy properties ofa

one-dim ensionalinteracting electron system . O ne of the sim plest exam ples is an

antiferrom agneticspin-1/2 chain with a non-m agneticim purity which cutsthe chain

andleadstoasystem with essentiallyfreeboundaries.Becausetranslationalinvariance

isbroken theone-pointcorrelation function hSz(r)iisno longerindependentfrom the

site index r and the localsusceptibility �(r)acquiresa nonzero alternating part[1].

Furtherm ore,the asym ptotic behaviorofcorrelation functionsnearsuch a boundary

isno longergoverned by thebulk criticalexponentsbutinstead by socalled boundary

orsurfacecriticalexponents[2,3].Itisinteresting to considerthecasewhen thespin

chain isnotcutbutinstead oneofthe linksisonly slightly weaker.

H = J

N � 1X

r= 1

�
S
x
rS

x
r+ 1 + S

y
rS

y

r+ 1 + �S z
rS

z
r+ 1

�

+ J
0
1 (S

x
1S

x
N + S

y

1
S
y

N
)+ J

0
2�S

z
1S

z
N (1)

Here J > 0;J01;2 > 0 and we have allowed for an X X Z-type anisotropy which is

described by the param eter

� = :cos
 with 0 � � � 1 (0 � 
 � �=2): (2)
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Using the Jordan-W ignertransform ation one can also think about this system as a

lattice m odelofspinlessFerm ionswith a repulsivedensity-density interaction

H =
J

2

N � 1X

r= 1

�
c
y
rcr+ 1 + h:c:

�
+ �J

N � 1X

r= 1

�

nr �
1

2

� �

nr+ 1 �
1

2

�

+
J01

2

�

c
y

1
cN + h:c:

�

+ �J 0
2

�

n1 �
1

2

� �

nN �
1

2

�

: (3)

Therefore J01 = J � �J with 0 < �J � J correspondsto a weakening ofthe hopping

am plitude whereas J02 = J � �J gives a weakened density-density interaction along

one bond. For all� both perturbations have the sam e scaling dim ension x = K =2

where K = �=(� � 
)isthe Luttingerparam eter[4]. W eakening the hopping orthe

interaction along one bond is therefore always relevantz. Assum ing that the open

chain presents the only stable �xed point one therefore expects that the physics at

energies below TK =J � (�J=J)1=x is governed by the open X X Z-chain [5]. This is

the m otivation to considerin the following only the open boundary condition (O BC)

J01 = J02 = 0.

In an open X X Z-chain thefreeboundariesinducecorrectionsoforder1=N tothe

bulk lim itx.In particulara1=N -term in thesusceptibility isexpected which wedenote

hereafterasboundarysusceptibility�B (h;T).From thescalingargum entsgiven before

itfollowsthata long chain with a �nite concentration ofim puritiesise�ectively cut

into piecesof�nite length. M easurem entsofthe susceptibility on such a system will

therefore reveallarge contributions from the boundaries. This has inspired a lot of

theoreticalwork to actually calculatethese boundary corrections[7,8,9,10,11,12].

Very recently the leading contributionsto the boundary susceptibility forh � 1 and

T � 1havebeen calculated by �eld theoreticalm ethods[11,12].O n theotherhand it

isalsoknown thattheX X Z-chain with O BC isexactlysolvableby Betheansatz(BA)

[13,14].Forzero tem perature,however,only the leading functionaldependenceon h

forthe isotropiccase�B (h;T = 0)� 1=h(lnh)2 hasbeen calculated so far[9,10,15].

For�nite tem peraturesde Sa and Tsvelik [7]haveapplied the therm odynam icBethe

Ansatz(TBA)in theanisotropiccase.EvaluatingtheirTBA equationsand com paring

with a num ericalsolution (see section 4)we have found thattheirresultsare wrong

for allanisotropies. Even the free Ferm ion case (see section 2) is not reproduced

correctly and thereisalso disagreem entwith the�eld theoreticalresultsby Fujim oto

and Eggert [11]and Furusakiand Hikihara [12]at low tem peratures. Frahm and

Zvyagin [15]havetreated theisotropiccasewith thesam eTBA technique.Although

atleastthefunctionalform forlow tem peraturesiscorrect,theirresultsarenotreliable

forhigh tem peratures[16].Thisraisesthequestion iftheTBA isapplicableatallfor

O BC or at least which m odi�cations have to be incorporated com pared to the well

known caseofperiodic boundary conditions(PBC).

O urpaperisorganized asfollows:W e startwith the sim ple butinstructive free

Ferm ion case and establish resultsforthe boundary susceptibility both asa function

ofT and h in section 2.In section 3wereporttheBetheansatzsolution forT = 0and

anisotropy 0� � � 1.W epresentanalyticalresultsfortheboundary susceptibility at

jhj� 1 and a num ericalsolution ofthe BA form ulasforarbitrary h.In section 4 we

calculate susceptibility pro�lesnearthe boundary num erically by the density-m atrix

z Forthe free Ferm ion case K = 2 the perturbation becom es m arginal.

x N ote that in the periodic case no 1=N corrections exists and the �rstcorrection to the bulk lim it

isoforder1=N 2 and determ ines the centralcharge [6].
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renorm alization group fortransferm atrices(TM RG )and analytically by �eld theory

m ethods.W e also com pareournum ericalresultsfor�B (h = 0;T)with an analytical

form ula forT � 1 which we obtain by com bining ourBA resultsfrom section 3 with

recent results from bosonization [11,12]. The last section presents a sum m ary and

conclusions.

2. Free spinless Ferm ions

Herewewanttoconsiderthespecialcase� = 0whereeq.(3)describesnoninteracting

spinlessFerm ions.AfterFouriertransform the Ham iltonian takesthe form

H =

NX

n= 1

(J coskn + h)

�

c
y

kn
ckn + h:c:

�

with kn =
�

N + 1
n (4)

wherewehaveincluded a m agnetic�eld h.Note thatthe only di�erence to PBC are

the m om enta kn which in thiscasewould be given by kn = 2�=N .The susceptibility

iseasily obtained as

�(h;T)=
1

4T

X

n

cosh
� 2

�
1

2T
(J coskn + h)

�

(5)

and using the Euler-M acLaurin form ula then yields

�(h;T) = �bulk(h;T)+
1

N
�B (h;T)+ O

�
1

N 2

�

with

�bulk(h;T)=
1

4�T

Z �

0

cosh
� 2

�
1

2T
(J cosk + h)

�

dk (6)

�B (h;T) =
1

4�T

Z �

0

cosh
� 2

�
1

2T
(J cosk + h)

�

dk

�
1

8T
cosh

� 2

�
1

2T
(J + h)

�

�
1

8T
cosh

� 2

�
1

2T
(J � h)

�

:

Thereforebulk and boundary susceptibility areidenticalatT = 0 and given by

�bulk(h;T = 0)= �B (h;T = 0)=
1

J�

1
p
1� (h=J)2

: (7)

At�nite tem peratures�bulk and �B are di�erent,however,the additionalfactorsin

�B vanish exponentially forT ! 0 so thatthey stillsharethe sam elow-tem perature

asym ptotics

�bulk(h = 0;T ! 0)= �B (h = 0;T ! 0)=
1

J�
+

�

6J3
T 2+ O

�
T 4
�
:(8)

Fig.1 shows the boundary and bulk susceptibilities for �nite tem perature at h = 0

and as a function ofh at T = 0 (inset). In the next section we willdiscuss the

BA solution for T = 0. W e willsee that a �nite interaction between the Ferm ions,

� 6= 0,has dram atic e�ects and � bulk(h;T = 0) and �B (h;T = 0) are no longer

identical.For1=2� � � 1 we�nd that�B (h;T = 0)even divergesforh ! 0 whereas

�bulk(h = 0;T = 0)rem ainsalways�nite.
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Figure 1. Bulk and boundary susceptibilities for free Ferm ions. N ote that

�(h;T = 0) diverges forh ! hc = J.

3. T he B ethe ansatz solution

In this section we calculate ground-state properties ofthe m odel(1),i.e. T = 0.

The Ham iltonian (1) with J01 = J02 = 0 has been diagonalized both by coordinate

and algebraicBetheAnsatz[13,14].In thefollowing,wereferto thealgebraicBethe

Ansatz [14]. The eigenvalues E are param eterized by a set of M -m any quantum

num bersf�1;:::;�M g,

E = J

2

4�

MX

j= 1

sin2 


cosh(2�j)� cos

+
N � 1

4
cos


3

5 � hS
z (9)

S
z = N =2� M : (10)

Here,Sz isthetotalz-com ponentofthespin,h a m agnetic�eld along thez-direction

and wealwaysassum ein thefollowingh � 0withoutlossofgenerality.Theanisotropic

exchange constant� isgiven by eq. (2)and the � k are determ ined by the following

setofcoupled algebraicequations

�(�k + i
=2)

�(�k � i
=2)

a(2�k;
)a(�k;�=2� 
=2)a(�k;�=2� 
=2)

a(2�k;� 
)a(�k;� �=2+ 
=2)a(�k;� �=2+ 
=2)

= �
qM (�k + i
)qM (� �k � i
)

qM (�k � i
)qM (� �k + i
)
; (11)

with the de�nitions

�(�):= sinh
2N
(�) ; a(�;�):= sinh(� + i�) ; qM (�):=

MY

j= 1

sinh(� � �j):

W e �rst dealwith the anisotropic case 0 < 
 � �=2 and obtain equations for the

susceptibility,which are solved analytically in the lim itofsm allm agnetic �eld. The

isotropic case istreated afterwards.Atthe end ofthissection,we presentnum erical

resultsforthe susceptibility atarbitrary m agnetic�eld.
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3.1. Anisotropic case

The solutionsto (11)are periodic in the com plex plane with period 2�i,so thatwe

can focus on a strip parallelto the realaxis with width 2�i. Using argum ents of

analyticity,oneseesthatthereare2N + 3+ 2M rootsin such a strip.So besidesthe

M -m any �k which yield the energy eigenvalues(9),thereare2N + 3+ M additional

roots. Considernow the strip with Im �k 2]� �;�]8k. W e denote the rootsin this

set by f�1;:::;�M ;�
(h)

1
;:::;�

(h)

2N + M
;0;� i�=2;i�=2g. It is straightforward to verify

that 0;� i�=2 are roots. However,the algebraic Bethe Ansatz fails for these roots

so that these solutions m ust be excluded. The roots are distributed sym m etrically,

both with respect to the realand im aginary axis. In this work we focus on the

calculation ofthe ground stateenergy whereM = N =2 and �j 2 R
> 0 8j.Then there

areN =2 roots�
(h)

j = � �j,j= 1;:::;N =2.A num ericalevaluation of(11)showsthat

the rem aining roots �
(h)

j= N =2+ 1;:::3N =2
(�

(h)

j= 3N =2+ 1;:::5N =2
) have im aginary part � i
=2

(i
=2). The eigenvalues E are sym m etricalin the �j. W e thus want to dealwith

the setfv1;:::;vN g := f�
(h)

N =2
;:::;�

(h)

1
;�1;:::;�N =2g,whoseelem entsaredistributed

sym m etrically on the realaxisw.r.t. the origin. From (11),we �nd thatthe vj are

the N realsolutionsto the equations

�(vm + i
=2)

�(vm � i
=2)

�
a(vm ;�=2� 
=2)a(vm ;
=2)

a(vm ;� �=2+ 
=2)a(vm ;� 
=2)

�

=
qN (vm + i
)

qN (vm � i
)
: (12)

The rem aining 2N solutions v
(h)

j are identi�ed as v
(h)

j= 1;:::;2N
� �

(h)

j= N =2+ 1;:::;5N =2
. In

(12),the term sin brackets[� � � ]aredueto the O BC.Theseterm swould beabsentin

the caseofPBC.

O uraim istocalculatethe1=N -contributiontotheground stateenergyperlattice

site in the therm odynam icallim it(TL).Like in the PBC-case [17,18],we introduce

the density ofrootson the realaxis,

� vm :=
vm + vm + 1

2
�
vm � 1 + vm

2
; m = 2;:::;N � 1

�+ (vm ):=
1

2N � vm

; (13)

where� vm isthedistancebetween two pointson theleftand on therightoftheroot

vm ,such thatthe left(right)pointissituated m idway between vm � 1;vm (vm ;vm + 1).

From num ericalstudiestheboundary valuesof�+ areinferred,�+ (v1)= �+ (vN )= 0,

with �+ (v1;N )� v1;N = 1.Togetherwith (13)itfollowsthat

NX

m = 1

�+ (vm )� vm =
1

2
: (14)

In theTL � vm ! 0and �+ (vm )becom esasm ooth function.Letusde�netheinterval

with non-vanishing density by [� B ;B ],i.e.v1 ! � B ,vN ! B in theTL.Then sum s

overfunctionsf(vk)aretransform ed into integralsby

NX

k= 1

1

2N
f(vk)=

Z B

� B

f(x)�+ (x)dx �
1

2N
f(0)+ O (1=N 2);

where the contribution f(0) is subtracted because the algebraic Bethe Ansatz fails

at the origin. There are no further O (1=N )-term s because �+ vanishes outside the

integration boundariesby de�nition,

�+ (v)� �+ (v)�(� v+ B )�(B + v);
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where �(v)isthe Heaviside-function.In orderto �nd the continuum version of(12),

itisconvenientto de�ne

�(v):= �+ (v)+ �� (v)

�� (v):= �(v)(�(v� B )+ �(� B � v)):

By taking the logarithm icderivative,the continuum version of(12)isobtained

#(x;
)+
1

2N
[#(x;
)+ #(x;� � 
)+ #(x;2
)]

= �(x)+

Z B

� B

#(x � y;2
)�+ (y)dy; (15)

where

2�i#(x;
):=
2isin


cosh2x � cos

=

d

dx
ln
sinh(x + i
=2)

sinh(x � i
=2)
: (16)

Equation (15) is a linear integralequation with two unknowns,B and �. In a �rst

step,(15)issolved forB = 1 ;in a second step,�+ (x)isobtained depending on the

param eterB and the dependence ofB on the m agnetic �eld h iscalculated.W e will

see that B = 1 correspondsto h = 0,and a �nite m agnetic �eld h > 0 induces a

�nite B < 1 . Finally,the susceptibility �(h) is deduced. This procedure was �rst

used by TakahashiforPBC and isreviewed in [18].

Notethatin deriving(15)therangeofde�nition oftheinvolvedfunctionshasbeen

enlarged.Allfunctionsin (15)arede�ned on [� 1 ;1 ];tocalculatephysicalquantities

(liketheground-stateenergy),however,weonly need to know �+ ,de�ned on [� B ;B ].

Actually,itwillbe shown laterthatinstead ofdealing with �+ ,allquantitieswe are

interested in can be expressed m ore conveniently by g+ (x) := �(x)�(v + B ). The

calculation ofthesefunctionsisdoneby Fouriertransform ation,

�(x)=
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

e�(k)e� ikx dk :

Let us �rstconsider the case B = 1 ,where � � �+ . It is straightforward to solve

(15)in Fourierspace,where

e#(k;
)=
sinh(�=2� 
=2)k

sinh�k=2
:

W e denote the solution of(15)forB = 1 by �0 and �nd

e�0(k)= es(k)+
1

2N

cosh
k=4 cosh(�=4� 
=2)k

cosh
k=2 cosh(� � 
)k=4
; (17)

with

es(k):=
1

2cosh
k=2
;s(x)=

1

2
 cosh�x=

:

Note that
R1
� 1

�(x)dx = 1=2+ 1=(2N ),in agreem entwith (14).

W e now considerthe case B < 1 ,i.e.,a �nite m agnetic �eld. Letusderive the

equation thatdeterm inesg+ .Using (17)wecan rewrite(15)as

�(x)= �0(x)+

Z

jyj> B

�(x � y)�(y)dy (18)

�(x):=
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

sinh(�=2� 
)k

2cosh
k=2 sinh(� � 
)k=2
e� ikx dk: (19)
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W e now introducethe functions

�(x + B )= :g(x)� g+ (x)+ g� (x)

g+ (x)= �(x)g(x); g� (x)= �(� x)g(x): (20)

Then g(x)satis�esthe equation

g(x)= �0(x + B )+

Z 1

0

�(x � y)g(y)dy+

Z 1

0

�(x + y+ 2B )g(y)dy: (21)

W e seek a solution in the lim it B � 0, which corresponds to jhj � �, where �

is som e �nite scale which is calculated later. The driving term �0(x + B ) can be

expanded in powersofexp[B ]. Since (21)islinearin g and �0,we m ake the ansatz

g = g(1)+ g(2)+ :::,where superscriptsdenote increasing powersofexp[B ].Then

g
(1)(x)= [�0(x + B )]

(1)
+

Z 1

0

�(x � y)g(1)(y)dy

g(n)(x)= [�0(x + B )]
(n)

+

Z 1

0

�(x + y+ 2B )g(n� 1)(y)dy+

Z 1

0

�(x � y)g(n)(y)dy:

Thusin each order,a linearintegralequation ofW iener-Hopf-type hasto be solved.

This technique is explained for exam ple in [19,20]. It relies on the factorization of

the kernele�,

1� ~� = 1=(G+ G � ); (22)

where G + (G � ) is analyticalin the upper (lower) halfplane and has asym ptotics

lim jkj! 1 G � (k) = 1. The functions G � are calculated in Appendix A. From (20),

note thateg+ (eg� )isanalyticalin the upper(lower)halfofthe com plex plane.Then

eg
(1)

+ (k)= G + (k)
�
e�0(k)G � (k)e

� ikB
�(1)

+
(23)

eg
(2)

+ (k)= G + (k)

n�
e�0(k)G � (k)e

� ikB
�(2)

+

+

h

e�(k)eg(1)(� k)G� (k)e
� 2ikB

G � (k)

i(2)

+

�

; (24)

where

f� (k):= �
i

2�

Z 1

� 1

f(q)

k� q� i�
dq (25)

is analyticalin the upper (subscript + ) or lower (subscript � ) halfofthe com plex

plane such thatf = f+ + f� . W e willsee laterthat it is su�cient to know eg + . In

thissection we restrictourselvesto the calculation ofeg
(1)

+ . The calculation ofeg
(2)

+ is

sketched in Appendix B.

The bracket[:::]
(1)

+
in (23)isevaluated using (25),where only the pole nearest

to the realaxisistaken into account.Then we�nd

eg
(1)

+ (k)=

8
>>><

>>>:

G + (k)

�
a0

k + i�=

e� �=
B

+
1

2N

�
a1

k+ i�=

e� �B =
 +

b1

k+ i2�=(� � 
)
e� 2�B =(�� 
)

�� (26a)

for
 6= �=3 and

eg
(1)

+ (k)= G + (k)

�
a0

k + i3�
e� 3B +

1

2N

c1

k + 3i
B e� 3B

�

(26b)
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for
 = �=3 wherethe constantsaregiven by

a0 =
i



G � (� i�=
) (27a)

a1 =

p
2i



G � (� i�=
)

sin�2=(4
)

cos(�2=(4
)� �=4)
(27b)

b1 =
2i

� � 

tan�
=(� � 
)G� (� i2�=(� � 
)) (27c)

c1 = i
18

�2
G � (� 3i): (27d)

For 
 = �=3,term s O (B exp[� B ]) occur in the boundary contribution which are

absentfor
 = �=3.These term sareleading com pared to those O (exp[� B ])so that

these latterhavebeen neglected forthe boundary contribution in (26b).

W e arenow ready to com pute sz := Sz=N and e:= E =N from (9),(10):

sz = 1=2�

Z B

� B

�+ (x)dx + 1=(2N ) (28)

e= � hsz �
J sin


2

Z B

� B

#(x;
)�+ (x)dx +
J

4

�

cos
 +
2� cos


N

�

: (29)

W e insert(18)into (28)to obtain

sz =
�

� � 

eg+ (0); (30)

which is an exact statem ent,including allorders eg(n). It is convenient to calculate

e� e0,wheree0 := e(h = 0).W e useagain (18)which yields

e� e0 = � hs
z +

4J� sin





Z 1

0

g+ (x)

cosh(x + B )�=

dx

= �
h�

� � 


�

eg
(1)

+ (0)+ eg
(2)

+ (0)

�

+
8�J sin





h�

eg
(1)

+ (i�=
)+ eg(2)(i�=
)

�

e� �B =


� eg
(1)

+ (3i�=
)e� 3�B =
 + O

�

e� 3�B =
eg(2)
�i

; (31)

wherein thelastequation werestrictourselvesto thegiven orders.Now B istreated

asa variationalparam eterand isdeterm ined in such a way that

@

@B
(e� e0)= 0: (32)

In thissection we consideronly the leading orderin (31). Inserting (26a),(30),(31)

in (32),B isobtained asa function ofh,

B = �



�
ln
h

�
(33)

� :=
2�J sin




(� � 
)

G + (i�=
)

G + (0)
: (34)

Thus � sets the scale for h. The restriction to the leading orders in exp[� B ]is

equivalentto the leading ordersin h in the lim itjhj� �.

O ne now m akesuse of(34)to determ ine sz(h)from (30),and therefrom �(h)=

@sz=@h.Inserting the explicitexpressionsforG � from Appendix A we�nd

�bulk =



(� � 
)�J sin

: (35a)
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The boundary contribution isgiven by

�B (h)=

8
>>><

>>>:




J(� � 
)�
p
2 sin


sin�2=(4
)

cos(�2=(4
)� �=4)

+
2

p
�

(� � 
)2
tan

�


� � 


1

�

�(�=(� � 
))

�(1=2+ 
=(� � 
))
(h=�)� (�� 3
)=(�� 
)

(35b)

for
 6= �=3 with

� = 2J(� � 
)
p
�
sin





�(1+ �=(2
))

�(1=2+ �=(2
))
(35c)

and by

�B (h)= �
1

p
3�2

�

ln
4h

27�
+ 1

�

(35d)

for
 = �=3.Notethatthe�rstterm in (35b),which isindependentofm agnetic�eld

h,isthe leading contribution for
 > �=3 (pole closestto the realaxisin (23)). For


 < �=3 the second term dom inates and,in addition,this term is the next-leading

contribution for
 > �=3 (second polein (23)).For�=7< 
 < �=3 the constantterm

representsthenext-leadingcontribution,however,for
 < �=7a poleat6�i=(�� 
)in

(23)becom essecond nearestto the realaxisand givesthe next-leading contribution

(see Appendix B).

The second term in (35b) is in perfect agreem ent with the result obtained

by conform al �eld theory and bosonization in [11, 12]. However, the �rst, �eld

independentterm hasnotbeen obtained before.Also the result(35d)forthe special

case
 = �=3 isnew.O urresultsarein qualitativeagreem entwith the TBA-work [7]

atT = 0,wherealso a �nitevalueof�B (T = 0;h = 0)for
 > �=3 (i.e.� < 1=2)and

a divergentcontribution with the sam e exponentasin (35b)for
 < �=3 (� > 1=2)

have been found. However,the coe�cients in (35b) di�er from those in [7],due to

an incorrecttreatm entofthe Bethe rootatspectralparam eterx = 0 in [7](c.f. the

discussion in section 1).

3.2. Isotropic case

Theisotropiccase
 = 0 (i.e.� = 1)istreated in thesam em annerastheanisotropic

case 
 6= 0. For the bulk susceptibility,(35a),the lim it 
 ! 0 can be perform ed

directly,yielding �bulk = 1=J�2. For the boundary contribution this lim it is m ore

com plicated and wedescribethe procedurein the following.

First,we rescale(9)by �j ! 
�j.Thisisequivalentto substituting k ! k=
 in

Fourierspace.Then

es(k) =
1

2coshk=2

e�0(k)= es(k)+
1

2N

1

2coshk=2

�

1+ e� jkj=2
�

: (36)

W hereasthe analyticity propertiesofthe bulk contribution to (36)are qualitatively

the sam e asin (17),the boundary contribution shows,besidespoles,a cutalong the

im aginaryaxis.In (23),the[:::]
+
-bracketthusyieldscontributionsO (exp[� const:B ])

from the poles, and algebraic contributions due to the cut. The exponential

contributionsareclearly sub-leading in com parison to the algebraicones,so only the
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latterare calculated in the following.Using eq.(A.2)from Appendix A and explicit

expressionsforG � (k),we�nd (om itting the bulk contribution)

eg
(1)

+ (k)=

8
>><

>>:

G + (0)(�1=B + �2(lnB )=B
2 + �3=B

2)

+ O ((lnB )=B 3;1=B 3); k = 0

i�1G + (k)=(kB
2); k 6= 0

�1 =
1

p
2�

;�2 = �

p
2

4�2
;�3 =

1
p
2�2

�

ln2�
1

2
ln(2�)

�

:

From (30),(31),(32)we obtain

B = �
1

�
ln
h

�
(37)

�
� 1 =

G + (0)

2�JG+ (i�)
: (38)

Theseequationsareobtained by thosefrom theanisotropiccase,(33),(34),by scaling

B ! 
B and sending 
 ! 0 afterwards. Carrying outthe sam e stepswhich lead to

(35b),one�ndsthe boundary contribution

s
z
B (h)= �

1

4

�
1

lnh=h0
+
lnjlnh=h0j

2ln
2
h=h0

�

+ o(ln
� 2

h) (39)

�B (h)=
1

4

�
1

hln
2
h=h0

+
lnjlnh=h0j

hln
3
h=h0

�
1

2hln
3
h=h0

�

+ o

�
1

hln
3
h

�

(40)

h0 = �=
p
2 = J�

p
�=e: (41)

Thescaleh0 hasbeen chosen such thatin (39),no term sO (ln
� 2

h)occur.Theresults

(40),(41) agree with the TBA-work by Frahm et al.[15]for T = 0. Furtherm ore,

agreem ent is found with [11,12,9],where scales which di�er from ours (41) by a

constantfactorwereused.

3.3. Num ericalevaluation

To obtain results for the case when jhj 6� �, (15) has to be solved num erically.

For this purpose the bulk and boundary contributions to �(x) in equation (15) are

treated separately. Both can be evaluated num erically for arbitrary values of B .

The corresponding value for h is then derived from the m inim um condition (32).

This �nally yields sz(h) and therefrom �(h),c.f. eq.(28). The result for the bulk

susceptibility isshown in �g.2,togetherwith the h = 0 values(35a).The boundary

susceptibilityisshownin �g.3(4)for� < 1=2(� > 1=2).In both cases,thenum erical

solution con�rm sthe analytical�ndingsin the lim itjhj� �.

4. Finite tem peratures

In the preceding section we calculated ground-state propertiesby m aking use ofthe

integrability ofthe Ham iltonian (1) with J01 = J02 = 0. The next step would be to

exploitintegrability in orderto calculate�nite-tem perature properties.However,the

TBA seem sto beproblem aticforsystem swith O BC asdiscussed in theintroduction.

Theotheravailabletechnique,nam ely thequantum -transfer-m atrix-approach (Q TM )

[21],hasnotbeen applied to open system sso far. The problem to m odify the TBA
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
h/J

0.1
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0.4

0.5

J 
χ bu

lk
(h

)

Figure 2.Bulk susceptibility from anum ericalsolution ofeq.(15).Thediam onds

denote the h = 0 values according to (35a). N ote that the h = 0 value is

approached with in�nite slope in the isotropic case due to logarithm ic term s,

cf.eq.(B.17).
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h/J
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0.3

0.4

0.5

J 
χ B

(h
)

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2
ln(h/J)

0.25

0.3
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0.4

0.45

J 
χ B

(h
)

(a) (b)

∆ = 0

∆ = 0.4

∆ = 0.4

∆ = 0.1

Figure 3. (a) �B (h) for � = 0:0;� � � ;0:4. The stars denote the h = 0 values

according to eq.(35b). (b) Com parison between the num ericalsolution (dots) of

eq.(15) and the asym ptotics (dashed lines)forjhj� � (eq.(35b)).
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
h/J

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
J 

χ B
(h

)

-14 -12 -10 -8 -6 -4 -2
ln (h/J)

-2

0

2

4

6

ln
 (

J 
χ B

(h
))

(a) (b)

∆=1.0

∆=0.5

∆=0.5

∆=1.0

Figure 4. (a)�B (h)for� = 0:5;� � � ;1:0.(b)Com parison between thenum erical

solution (dots) of eq. (15) and the asym ptotics (dashed lines) for jhj � �

(eq.(35b)).

appropriately forO BC (ifitisapplicableatall)and thechallengeto apply theQ TM -

m ethod forO BC rem ain open issuesforfutureresearch.Here,weuse�eld theoretical

argum entscom bined with a num ericalstudy to discuss�nite tem peratures.

First,wewantto presenta way di�erentfrom section 3 to calculatetheboundary

susceptibility. Because translational invariance is broken in a system with O BC

the one-point correlation function hSz(r)i is no longer a constant. The excess

m agnetization caused by the boundary can be de�ned as

M exc(r)= hS
z(r)iO BC � M PBC (42)

where M PBC is the m agnetization per site in the system with PBC and r is the

distance from the boundary. The local boundary susceptibility is then given by

�B (r) = @M exc(r)=@h and the totalboundary susceptibility �B can be obtained

by

�B =

1X

r= 1

�B (r)= �O BC � �PBC : (43)

This m eans that we can calculate �B by considering only a localquantity which

is particularly useful in num erical calculations where it is di�cult to obtain the

1=N contribution directly. Particularly suited for this purpose is the density-

m atrix renorm alization group applied to transfer m atrices (TM RG ) because the

therm odynam ic lim it is perform ed exactly. The idea of the TM RG is to express

thepartition function Z ofa one-dim ensionalquantum m odelby thatofan equivalent

two-dim ensionalclassicalm odelwhich can be derived by the Trotter-Suzukiform ula

[22,23]. For the classicalm odela suitable transfer m atrix T can be de�ned which



Boundary susceptibility in the open X X Z-chain 13

allowsforthecalculation ofalltherm odynam icquantitiesin thetherm odynam iclim it

by considering solely the largest eigenvalue ofthis transfer m atrix. Details ofthe

algorithm can be found in Refs.[24,25,26,27]. The m ethod hasbeen extended to

im purity problem sin [28].In particular,thelocalm agnetization ata distancer from

the boundary ofa system with N sitesisgiven by

hSz(r)i=

P

n
h	 n

L jT(S
z)T r� 1 eTT N � r� 1j	 n

R i
P

n
h	 n

L
jT N � 1 eTj	 n

R
i

(44)

where j	 n
R i (h	

n
L j) are the right (left) eigenstates of the transfer m atrix T, eT is

a m odi�ed transfer m atrix containing the broken bond and T(Sz) is the transfer

m atrix with the operatorSz included.Becausethe spectrum ofT hasa gap between

the leading eigenvalue �0 and the next-leading eigenvalues,eq.(44) reduces in the

therm odynam iclim itto

lim
N ! 1

hSz(r)i=
h	 0

LjT(S
z)T r� 1 eTj	 0

R i

�r
0
h	 0

L
jeTj	 0

R
i

: (45)

Therefore only the leading eigenvalue and the corresponding eigenvectorshave to be

known to calculate the localm agnetization in the therm odynam ic lim it. Far away

from theboundary hSz(r)ibecom esa constant,the bulk m agnetization

m = lim
r! 1

lim
N ! 1

hS
z(r)i= lim

r! 1

P

n
h	 0

LjT(S
z)T r� 1j	 n

R ih	
n
L j
eTj	 0

R i

�r
0
h	 0

L
jeTj	 0

R
i

=
h	 0

L jT(S
z)j	 0

R i

�0

: (46)

To obtain num erically the susceptibility pro�le �B (r)ath = 0 we calculate M exc(r)

for sm all�elds h=J � 10� 2 to 10� 3 by using eqs.(45,46)and taking the num erical

derivative. Asan exam ple we show in �g.5 the susceptibility pro�le for� = 0:6 at

varioustem peratures.

0 20 40 60 80 100
r

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

J 
χ B

(r
)

T=0.014

T=0.02

T=0.03

T=0.045

T=0.1

T=0.4

Figure 5. Susceptibility pro�le for� = 0:6.The linesare a guide to the eye.

At su�ciently low tem peratures the susceptibility pro�le exhibits a m axim um .

This m axim um gets shifted further away from the boundary as the tem perature is

lowered.Thedependenceof�B (r)on � at�xed tem peratureisshown in Fig.6.Here

the m axim um becom esm ore pronounced with increasing � and isatthe sam e tim e

shifted furtherinto the chain.



Boundary susceptibility in the open X X Z-chain 14

0 50 100 150r
-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4
J 

χ B
(r

)

0 50 100 150r

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

J 
χ B

(r
)

0 50 100 150r
-0.6
-0.4
-0.2

0
0.2
0.4
0.6

J 
χ B

(r
)

0 50 100 150r

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

J 
χ B

(r
)

∆=0.1 ∆=0.4

∆=0.9∆=0.6

Figure 6. Susceptibility pro�les for di�erent � at T=J = 0:01387. The TM RG

data are denoted by circles, the lines are the �eld theory results according to

Eq. (51) and the dashed lines the �eld theory results shifted by som e lattice

spacings (see text below).

Next we wantto com pare the num erics with �eld theory predictions. W e start

with the bulk two-pointcorrelation function hSz(r)Sz(0)i. The leading term in the

long distance asym ptoticsofthis function atzero tem perature isknown to be given

by [29,30,31,32,33]

hS
z(r)Sz(0)i� A

cos(2kF r+ �)

r2x
(47)

with an am plitudeA and phase�.TheFerm im om entum isgiven bykF = �(1� 2m )=2

and thescaling dim ension by x = K =2.Theusualm apping ofthecom plex planeonto

a sem i-in�nite cylinderthen im pliesforsm alltem peratures

hSz(r)Sz(0)i� A
cos(2kF r+ �)
�

vs
�T

sinh �T r

vs

�K : (48)

Using Cardy’srelation between 2n-pointfunctionsin the bulk and n-pointfunctions

neara surface[2]onecan now directly obtain the m agnetization nearthe boundary

hS
z(r)i� eA

cos(2kF r+ e�)
�

vs
�T

sinh 2�T r

vs

�K =2
: (49)

Note that although the criticalexponentisonly halfthe exponentappearing in the

two-pointbulk correlation function both decay exponentially with exactly the sam e

correlation length � = vs=(2�xT). W ith the known resultforthe bulk susceptibility

�bulk(h = 0)= K =2�vs we obtain

hSz(r)i � eA
(� 1)r sin(K hr=vs)
�

vs
�T

sinh 2�T r

vs

�K =2
forh � 1 and
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�B (r)jh= 0 �
eAK

vs

(� 1)r r
�

vs
�T

sinh 2�T r

vs

�K =2
: (50)

This is the leading contribution to the boundary susceptibility. Note that eq.(50)

agreesforthespecialcase� = 1 with the resultgiven in [1].Theam plitudedepends

only on the operatorproductexpansion ofSz and isgiven by eA =
p
A z=2 where A z

hasbeen derivedbyLukyanovand Terras[33](seeeq.(4.3)).However,thisalternating

term doesnotcontributewhen calculating�B by integratingoveralllatticesites.The

leadingnon-oscillatingcontribution hasalreadybeen obtained byFujim otoand Eggert

[11]and Furusakiand Hikihara [12].Including thisterm we�nd forthesusceptibility

pro�le

�B (r)jh= 0 �

r
A z

2

K

vs

(� 1)r r
�

vs
�T

sinh 2�T r

vs

�K =2

+
4K 2�

v2s

r2

�
vs
�T

sinh 2�T r

vs

�2K (51)

wheretheam plitude� isgiven in [33,12].This�eld theory resultisshown asstraight

lines in Fig.6 in com parison to the num erics. For all� the shape ofthe curves

agreeswellwith the num ericalresults. However,especially atlarger� the heightof

the m axim um isoverestim ated and there isalso a shiftby a few lattice sites. W hen

we shiftthe theoreticalcurvesby an appropriate am ountoflattice spacings(dashed

linesin Fig.6)weseethatthepredicted exponentialdecay forlargerdistancesagrees

perfectly with the num ericaldata.

First,we should note thatwe cannotexpectthatthe �eld theoreticaltreatm ent

yields reliable results for short distances. In addition,the next-leading alternating

term s in the asym ptotic expansion of the bulk two-point correlation function will

becom e m ore and m ore im portant as � ! 1 [33]. This m akes our approxim ation

to take only the leading term (47) into account apparently worse for larger �. In

fact shifting the �eld theoreticalresult is equivalent to taking contributions with

largerscaling dim ensionsinto account.O urobservation thatthe shiftincreaseswith

increasing � is therefore consistent with the increasing im portance ofnext-leading

term s.W e also wantto m ention thata sim ilarshifthasbeen observed beforeforthe

isotropiccase[1].

Finally we want to discuss the total boundary susceptibility �B at �nite

tem perature. To calculate it num erically we have in principle to sum �B (r) over

alllatticesites.However,atthelowestconsidered tem peraturethecorrelation length

� < 50 and itissu�cientto takethesum overthe�rst200sitesaround theboundary.

Theresultsfor� = 0:1� 0:4 areshown in Fig.7 and for� = 0:6� 0:9 in Fig.8. For

thelow-tem peratureasym ptoticswealready know from ourBetheansatzcalculations

thatthereisa tem peratureand m agnetic�eld independentterm which dom inatesfor

� < 0:5.In addition thereisa tem peraturedependentcontribution which stem sfrom

theintegraloveralllatticesitesofthenon-oscillating term in eq.(51)and dom inates

for� > 0:5.Thisintegralhasalready been calculated in [11,12],yielding theleading

tem perature-dependent contribution to �B (T). However,the constant term cannot

becalculated within the�eld-theoreticalfram ework.O urknowledgeofthisterm from

the BA calculations in the previous section allows us to obtain a low-tem perature
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Figure 7. Com parison between TM RG (circles) and the low-tem perature

asym ptotics (lines)according to (52) for� = 0:1;� � � ;0:4.
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Figure 8. Sam e as �g.7 with � = 0:6;� � � ;0:9.
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asym ptoticswhich isvalid forall0 � � < 1.Thisasym ptoticsisgiven by

�B (T;h = 0)=
K � 1

J
p
2� sin(K � 1)

sin �

4

K

K � 1

cos�
4

1

K � 1

+ �
K �(K )�(3� 2K )(�2 � 2	0(K ))

4v2(2� 1=K )�(2� K )

�
2�T

v

� 2K � 3

;(52)

where 	 0(x) = d
2
ln�(x)=dx2. The �rst term is our BA result, eq.(35b), where

we have substituted 
 = �(K � 1)=K . The second term is the leading tem perature

dependentcontribution taken from [11,12]. Asin the case h 6= 0,T = 0,we expect

thatthesearetheleading and thesub-leading contributionsfor� . 0:9.Forlarger�

weexpectthatothertem peraturedependentterm swillbecom em oreim portantthan

the constantterm and we have to om ititin this case to stay consistent. Note that

theleading tem peraturedependentterm hasthesam eexponent2K � 3astheleading

m agnetic�eld dependentterm in eq.(35b).Thisisconsistentwith scaling argum ents.

Thelinesin �gs.7,8denotethelow-T asym ptoticsaccordingtothisform ulaand arein

excellentagreem entwith thenum ericsexceptfor� = 0:9 wheretheasym ptoticlim it

atthe lowestconsidered T is notyetreached. However,this isexpected due to the

afore m entioned other tem perature dependent term s which willbecom e sub-leading

for� & 0:9 and even equally im portantastheterm with exponent2K � 3 for� ! 1,

yielding �nally a logarithm icdependence on tem perature[11,12].

5. C onclusions

In the �rst part we have calculated the boundary contribution to the m agnetic

susceptibility ofthe X X Z-chain with O BC atzero tem perature and �nite m agnetic

�eld by BA.Forsm allm agnetic �eldsand 
 < �=3 (� > 1=2)the BA resultforthe

leading divergentterm agreeswith the�eld theoreticalanalysis[11,12].For
 > �=3

(� < 1=2)a �eld independentterm isdom inating.Thisterm hasnotbeen obtained

before.W ealso derived forthe�rsttim etheleading term forthespecialcase
 = �=3

(� = 1=2). In addition we have presented a num ericalsolution ofthe BA equations

forarbitrary �eld h.W e used the num ericsfora veri�cation ofouranalyticalresults

forjhj� �.

In thesecond partwehavecalculated num erically susceptibility pro�lesnearthe

boundary by theTM RG m ethod and com pared theseresultswith a low-tem perature

asym ptotics which we obtained by �eld theoreticalm ethods. Apart from a shift by

a few lattice sites we have found good agreem ent. By com bining a tem perature

and m agnetic �eld independent term , which we obtained by BA and which is

dom inating for � < 1=2,with the leading tem perature dependent term ,which has

been calculated in [11,12]and dom inates for � > 1=2,we have obtained a low-

tem perature asym ptotics for �B (T) which is valid for all0 � � < 1. Num erically,

�B (T)hasbeen obtained by a sum m ation of�B (r;T)overa su�cientnum berofsites

around the boundary. At low-tem peraturesexcellent agreem entwith the analytical

form ula was found. The rem aining challenge is to calculate the �nite-tem perature

propertiesanalytically by using the integrability ofthe m odel,eitherby TBA orby

the Q TM -m ethod.

W eacknowledgevery helpfuldiscussionswith AndreasK l�um per,Ian A�eck and

Frank G �ohm ann.
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A ppendix A .Factorization ofthe kernel

Letus�rstcarry outthe factorization (22)forthe anisotropiccase

1

G + (k)G � (k)
=

sinh�k=2

2cosh
k=2 sinh(� � 
)k=2

G � (k) = G + (� k):

Using propertiesofthe � function,we�nd

G + (k)=
p
2(� � 
)

�(1� ik=2)

�(1=2� i
k=(2�))�(1� ik(� � 
)=(2�))
e� iak

a =
1

2

h



�
ln(�=
 � 1)� ln(1� 
=�)

i

;

wherea isdeterm ined such thatlim jkj! 1 G � (k)= 1.

As already m entioned in section 3.2, the isotropic lim it is realized by scaling

k ! k=
,thusfor
 = 0,

1

G + (k)G � (k)
=

ejkj=2

2coshk=2
: (A.1)

By m aking use of

�
jkj

2
=

ik

2�
lnik�

ik

2�
ln(� ik); (A.2)

the exponentialin (A.1) isfactorized in functions analyticalin the upper and lower

halfplaneswith

G + (k)=
p
2�

(� ik)� ik=(2�)

�(1=2+ ik=(2�))
e� iak

a = �
1

2�
�
ln(2�)

2�
:

A ppendix B .N ext-leading orders

O ur focus here is on the anisotropic case;we com m ent on the isotropic case at the

end ofthisappendix.

The calculation ofthe next-leading order,i.e.of~g(2) in (24),istechnically m ore

involved than theleading order~g(1),becausetherearetwo contributionsin (24).The

calculation isdonefollowing thesam estepsasin section 3,so thatwem erely givethe

resultshere.

The [� � � ]
+
-bracketsin (24)are evaluated using the integralrepresentation (25).

Now,thepolenext-nearestto therealaxisistaken into accountin the�rstsum m and

in (24).Thesecond term already containsa factorexp[� 2ikB ],so thatthepolenext

to the realaxisyieldsthe leading contribution.Thuswe�nd for
 6= �=3

eg
(2)

+ (k)= G + (k)

�

��
a0;1

k+ i3�=

+

a0;2

k + i�=


�

e� 3�B =
 +
a0;3

k+ i2�=(� � 
)
e� (�=
+ 4�=(�� 
))B

+
1

2N

��
a1;1

k + i3�=

+

a1;2

k+ i�=


�

e� 3�B =
 +
a1;3

k+ i2�=(� � 
)
e� (�=
+ 4�=(�� 
))B

+

�
b1;1

k + i6�=(� � 
)
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+
b1;3

k + i2�=(� � 
)

�

e� 6�=(�� 
)B +
b1;2

k + i�=

e� 2(�=
+ �=(�� 
))B

��

(B.1)

a0;1 = �
i



G �

�

� i
3�




�

(B.2)

a0;2 =
i

2
�
tan

�2

2

G 3
�

�

� i
�




�

(B.3)

a0;3 =
i

�(� + 
)
tan

�


� � 

G �

�

� i
�




�

G 2

�

�

� i
2�

� � 


�

(B.4)

a1;1 = i
2 sin�=4 sin3�2=(4
)


 cos(3�2=(4
)+ �=4)
G �

�

� i
3�




�

(B.5)

a1;2 =
a1

2�
tan

�2

2

G 2

�

�

� i
�




�

(B.6)

a1;3 =
a1


�(� + 
)
tan

�


� � 

G
2

�

�

� i
2�

� � 


�

(B.7)

b1;1 = i
2

� � 

tan

3
�

� � 

G �

�

� i
6�

� � 


�

(B.8)

b1;2 =
b1(� � 
)

�(� + 
)
tan

�2

2

G 2
�

�

� i
�




�

(B.9)

b1;3 =
b1

4�
tan

�


� � 

G 2

�

�

� i
2�

� � 


�

; (B.10)

and for
 = �=3

eg
(2)

+ (k)= G + (k)

�
a0;4

k+ 3i
B e� 9B +

1

2N

�
c1;1

k+ 9i
B e� 9B +

c1;2

k + 3i
B 2e� 9B

��

(B.11)

a0;4 = i
9

�3
G 3

� (� 3i);c1;1 = i
18

�2
G � (� 9i);c1;2 =

3c1

�2
G 2

� (� 3i):

Thisexpression foreg2 isinserted into(31),wherewenow havetokeep alltheindicated

term s.k Then B as a function of h is derived. In section 3, we found that this

relationship isthe sam e both forthe boundary and forthe bulk in the leading order.

Thisisno longertruewhen next-leadingterm sareconsidered.Forthebulk weobtain

�e� �B =
 = h

0

@ 1+ A 1

�
h

�

� 2

+ A 2

�
h

�

� 4
=(�� 
)

+

"

1

3

a0;4

a0

�
h

�

� 2

ln
h

�

#


= �=3

1

A(B.12)

A 1 =
a0;2

a0
+
G � (� i3�=
)

G � (� i�=
)
;A 2 =

� � 


2


a0;3

a0

and forthe boundary

�e� �B =
 = h

 

1+ A 1

�
h

�

� 2

+ A 2

�
h

�

� 4
=(�� 
)

+ B 1

�
h

�

� � 1+ 6
=(�� 
)

+ B 2

�
h

�

� 1+ 2
=(�� 
)

+

"

c1;2

3a1

�
h

�

� 2

ln
2 h

�
+
c1

3

G � (� 9i)

G � (� 3i)

�
h

�

� 2

ln
h

�

#


= �=3

1

A (B.13)

k Itisindeed su�cientto restrictthe expansion ofthe 1=cosh(x + B )-factor in (31) to the �rsttwo

orders. The next term would involve the exponent 5�=
. Com paring with the largest exponent in

(B.1),5�=
 > �=
 + 4�=(� � 
) for 
 < �=2. H owever,
 = �=2 is allowed,since in this case,all

coe�cients except a 0;1,a1;1 vanish.
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A 1 =
a1;2

a1
+
G � (� i3�=
)

G � (� i�=
)
;A 2 =

� � 


2


a1;3

a1

B 1 =
2(� � 
)

� + 


b1;3

a1
;B 2 =

� + 


2(� � 
)

b1;2

a1
+
G � (� i3�=
)

G � (� i�=
)

b1

a1
:

In (B.12),(B.13) and in the following,for 
 = �=3 the only nextleading term s are

thoselabeled by [:::]

= �=3

.Com bining these equationswith (30),one�nds

szbulk(h)=

s

2

�(� � 
)

�

G � (� i�=
)
h

�

+

�
1

�
tan

�2

2

G
3

�

�

� i
�




�

�
1

3
G �

�

� i
3�




�

+
G + (i3�=
)G+ (i�=
)

G + (0)

� �
h

�

� 3

+
� � 


�(� + 
)
tan

�


� � 

G �

�

� i
�




�

G 2

�

�

� i
2�

� � 


� �
h

�

� 1+ 4
=(�� 
)

�

"

2

�2
G 3

+ (3i)

�
h

�

� 3

ln
h

�

#


= �=3

9
=

;
(B.14)

2szB (h)= � i

s

2

�(� � 
)

(


a1
h

�
+
� � 


2
b1

�
h

�

� 2
=(�� 
)

�

2
a1;2 +



3
a1;1 + 
a1

G + (i3�=
)

G + (i�=
)

� �
h

�

� 3

+

�

(� � 
)a1;3 +
� + 


2(� � 
)

b21b1;2

a1
+ 


b31

a1

G + (i3�=g)

G + (i�=g)

� �
h

�

� 1+ 4
=(�� 
)

+

�
2
(� � 
)

� + 

b1;3 +

� � 


6
b1;1 +

� � 


2
b1;3 +

� � 


2

b1a1;3

a1

� �
h

�

� 6
=(�� 
)

+

�

(3� � 
)

2(� � 
)
b1;2 +

2
2

� � 


b1a1;2

a1
+

(� + 
)

� � 


G + (i3�=
)

G + (i�=
)

� �
h

�

� 2+ 2
=(�� 
)

+
2
(� � 
)

� + 


b1;3

a1

�
h

�

� 8
=(�� 
)� 1

+ �

"

c1

9

h

�
ln
h

�
+

�
c1c1;2

35a1
+
c1;2

27

� �
h

�

� 3

ln
2 h

�

+

�
c21

9a1

G + (9i)

G + (3i)
+
c1;1

27i

� �
h

�

� 3

ln
h

�

#


= �=3

9
=

;
(B.15)

From these expressions,� can be obtained. Let us consider the specialcase offree

Ferm ions,i.e.,
 = �=2.Eq.(19)im plies� � 0 so thatG+ � G� � 1.Furtherm ore,

from (27a)-(27d),(B.1)-(B.10),the only non-vanishing coe�cientsare

a0 = i
2

�
;a1 = i

4

�
;a0;1 = � i

2

�
;a1;1 = � i

4

�
;

so that

eg
(1)

+ (k)+ eg
(2)

+ (k)= i
2

�

�
1

k+ 2i
e� 2B �

1

k+ 6i
e� 6B

� �

1+
1

N

�

+ o
�
e� 6B

�
:



Boundary susceptibility in the open X X Z-chain 21

Notethatthisistheexpansion of�0(x+ B )in Fourierspace.Equations(B.12),(B.13)

areequivalentin the free-Ferm ion caseand yield

e� 2B =
h

�

�

1+

�
h

�

��

+ o
�
h2
�
:

Finally,the sum of(B.14),(B.15)can be sim pli�ed to

sz(h)=
2

�

 

h

�
+
2

3

�
h

�

� 3
! �

1+
1

N

�

+ o
�
h3
�

�(h) =
1

�

�

1+
1

2
h2
� �

1+
1

N

�

+ o
�
h2
�
; (B.16)

where we have set � = 2J for 
 = �=2. Equation (B.16) is in agreem ent with the

exactresult(7)within the �rsttwo orders.

Asfarastheisotropiccase
 = 0isconcerned,notethat(39),(40)includealready

next-leading term s for the boundary m agnetization and susceptibility. Logarithm ic

correctionsto the�nitebulk susceptibility,eq.(35a)with 
 = 0,havebeen calculated

by BA-techniquesforPBC [34]:

�bulk(h)=
1

J�2

"

1+
1

2ln(eh0=h)
�

lnln(eh0=h)

4(ln(eh0=h))
2

#

+ o
�
ln
� 2
(h)

�
;(B.17)

with eh0 = �e� 1=8�� 1=4. The scale eh0 has been determ ined such that no term s

O
�
ln
� 2

h
�
appearin (B.17).
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