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W e study a system ofone-dim ensionalelectrons in the regim e ofstrong repulsive interactions,

wherethespin exchangecoupling J issm allcom pared with theFerm ienergy,and theconventional

Tom onaga-Luttinger theory does not apply. W e show that the tunneling density ofstates has a

form ofan asym m etric peak centered near the Ferm ilevel. In the spin-incoherent regim e,where

the tem perature is large com pared to J,the density ofstates falls o� as a power law ofenergy "

m easured from the Ferm ilevel,with the prefactoratpositive energiesbeing twice aslarge asthat

atthe negative ones.In contrast,attem peraturesbelow J the density ofstatesform sa splitpeak

with m ostofthe weightshifted to negative ".

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm

Thediscoveryofconductancequantization in quantum

wires[1]has stim ulated interestin transportproperties

ofone-dim ensionalconductors.From theoreticalpointof

view,thesesystem sareinterestingbecausein onedim en-

sion interacting electrons form the so-called Luttinger

liquid [2],with propertiesvery di�erentfrom theconven-

tionalFerm iliquids. A num berofnon-trivialproperties

oftheLuttingerliquid,such asthepower-law dependence

ofthetunnelingdensity ofstateson energy and tem pera-

ture,havebeen recentlyobservedexperim entally[3,4,5].

Itisim portanttonotethattheLuttinger-liquidpicture

[2]describesonlythelow-energypropertiesofthesystem .

Q uantitatively,thism eansthatalltheim portantenergy

scales,such asthetem peratureT,m ustbem uch sm aller

than the typicalbandwidth ofthe problem .In a system

ofspin-1
2
electronsthechargeand spin excitationspropa-

gateatdi�erentvelocities[6],resultingin twobandwidth

param eters.In thenon-interactingcaseboth bandwidths

are equalto the Ferm ienergy E F = (��hn)2=8m ,where

n istheelectron density and m isthee�ectivem ass.Re-

pulsiveinteractionsbetween electronsincreasethecharge

bandwidth D � and decreasethe spin bandwidth D �.At

m oderate interaction strength both bandwidths rem ain

oftheorderofFerm ienergyE F ,and theLuttinger-liquid

picture applies at T � E F . O n the other hand,ifthe

interactions are strong, the exchange coupling of elec-

tron spinsJ isstrongly suppressed,and D � � J � D�.

As a result the Luttinger-liquid picture applies only at

T � J, and there appears an interesting new regim e

when the tem perature isin the range J � T � D �. In

thisregim ethe tem perature doesnotstrongly a�ectthe

chargeexcitationsin thesystem ,butcom pletely destroys

the ordering ofthe electron spins.

A num ber of interesting phenom ena have been pre-

dicted in this so-called spin-incoherentregim e. The de-

struction of spin order m ay be responsible [7] for the

anom alous quantization of conductance in the experi-

m ents [8]. Furtherm ore, contrary to the conventional

Luttinger-liquid picture,the tunneling density ofstates

m ay show a power-law peak nearthe Ferm ilevel[9,10]

even in the caseofrepulsiveinteractions,

�(")/
j"j

1

4K �
� 1

p
ln(D �=j"j)

; J � T � j"j� D �: (1)

Here " isthe energy ofthe tunneling electron m easured

from the Ferm ilevel. The result (1) was �rst obtained

[9] for the Hubbard m odel in the lim it of strong on-

site repulsion U ! 1 . In this case the interactions

have a very short range, resulting in K � = 1=2 and

� / [j"jln(D�=j"j)]
� 1=2. For longer-range interactions

K � isbelow 1/2,butaslong asK � > 1=4,thedensity of

stateshasa peak atlow energies.

A sim ilarenhancem entofthe density ofstatesat"�

D � waspredicted earlier[11]in the strongly interacting

lim itofthe Hubbard m odelatzero tem perature,

�(")/ j"j� 3=8; T = 0;J � j"j� D �: (2)

Herethee�ectiveexchangecouplingofelectron spinsJ �

t2=U ,thebandwidth D � � t,and tisthehoppingm atrix

elem entin the Hubbard m odel.The di�erentpower-law

behaviorsofthedensity ofstates(1)and (2)pointto the

non-trivialphysics developing when the tem perature T

is lowered below the exchange J,even ifthey are both

sm allcom pared to the energy ".

In thispaperwe develop a unifying theory,which en-

ablesone,in principle,toobtain thedensity ofstatesin a

system ofstrongly interacting one-dim ensionalelectrons

atarbitrary ratio T=J,aslong asT;J � ".In the spin-

incoherentcase,T � J,ourtheory reproducestheresult

(1). Furtherm ore,we show thattrue asym ptotic behav-

ior of�(") at low energies is given by Eq.(1) even at

T = 0.M ostim portantly,in both casesthepeak in �(")

isvery asym m etric.In particular,the3/8-powerlaw (2)

appears for short-range interactions at m oderately low

positiveenergies",butneverat"< 0.
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O urapproach isbased on thefactthatatstrong inter-

actions,when J=D � ! 0,theHam iltonian ofthe system

ofone-dim ensionalelectronsseparatesinto a sum oftwo

contributions,H = H � + H �,describing the charge and

spin degreesoffreedom ,respectively.Thisresultwas�rst

obtained by O gata and Shiba [12]in the U=t! 1 lim it

ofthe Hubbard m odel. In the case ofquantum wiresat

low electron densitiesa sim ilarseparation ofchargeand

spin degreesoffreedom wasdiscussed in Ref.7.Thissep-

aration occurswhenevertherepulsiveinteractionsareso

strong thateven electronswith oppositespinsdo notoc-

cupy the sam e pointin space. In thiscase the electrons

arewellseparated from each other,and theirspinsform

a spin chain. The residualcoupling J ofthe neighbor-

ing spinsisweak,J � E F ,and the spin excitationsare

described by the isotropicHeisenberg m odel

H � =
X

l

J Sl� Sl+ 1: (3)

Since the Pauliprinciple is e�ectively enforced by the

interactions even for electrons with opposite spins,the

charge part H � of the Ham iltonian can be written in

term s ofspinless ferm ions (holons). In the case ofthe

Hubbard m odel[12]the holons are non-interacting,be-

causetwo holonsneveroccupy thesam elatticesite,and

theinteraction rangedoesnotextend beyond singlesite.

O n the other hand,ifthe originalinteraction between

electrons has non-zero range, the holons do interact.

Since we are only interested in the density ofstates at

energies"low com pared to thebandwidth D �,theholon

Ham iltonian can be bosonized,

H � =

Z
�hu�

2�

�
K (@x�)

2 + K
� 1(@x�)

2
�
dx: (4)

Hereu� isthespeed ofchargeexcitationsand K isrelated

to the standard Luttinger-liquid param eter K � for the

chargem odesin an interactingelectron system [2]asK =

2K �,with the factor of2 originating from the di�erent

de�nition ofthe bosonic�elds� and �.

To �nd the tunneling density ofstates,one needs an

expression forthe electron creation and annihilation op-

erators.Theelectron annihilation operator �(x)a�ects

both thechargeand spin degreesoffreedom :itdestroys

a holon atpointx and rem ovesa site with spin � from

the spin chain (3). Building on the ideasofRefs.7,10,

11,and 13 wewrite  �(x)as

 �(x)=
e� i[kF x+ �(x)]� i�(x)

(2��)1=2
Zl;�

�
�
�
l=

kF x + � (x )

�

: (5)

The �rstfactoristhe bosonized form ofan operatorde-

stroying a holon on the right-orleft-m oving branch,de-

pending on the sign in the exponent.[Here� = �hu�=D �

isthe short-distance cuto�;the holon Ferm im om entum

is related to the m ean electron density n as kF = �n.]

The operator Zl;� introduced in Ref.11,rem ovessite l

with spin � from the spin chain.Itisim portantto note

that Eq.(5) properly accounts for the fact [7,10]that

charge m odes shift the spin chain at point x by �l =

�(x)=� with respectto itsaverageposition �l= kF x=�.

Itisconvenientto expressthe operatorsZl;� in term s

oftheirFouriertransform sz�(q),where the m om entum

q isde�ned on a lattice and assum esvaluesbetween � �

and �.Then forthe operatordestroying a right-m oving

holon weobtain

 
R
� (x)=

Z �

� �

dq

2�
z�(q)

eikF (1+
q

�
)x

(2��)1=2
e
i(1+

q

�
)�(x)� i�(x)

: (6)

In addition to theholon destruction operatorei(�� �)the

integrand containsa factorei(q=�)�. Sim ilar factorsap-

pearwhen bosonization isapplied to the problem ofX-

ray-edgesingularity [14,15],wherethey representtheef-

fectofthecore-holepotentialon theelectronicwavefunc-

tions. M ore speci�cally,a core hole with the scattering

phaseshift� addsa factorei(2�=�)� to theferm ion oper-

ator. Thus according to Eq.(6) the electron tunneling

processthatchangesthem om entum ofthespin chain by

qalsoaddsascatteringphaseshiftfortheholons� = q=2.

Thisobservation isconsistentwith the fact[11]thatfor

thestateofm om entum Q ofthespin chain,theperiodic

boundaryconditionsfortheholonsacquireaphasefactor

eiQ .

The tunneling density ofstates�(")can be com puted

asim aginary partofthe electron G reen’s function. W e

�rstconsiderthe lim itofzero tem perature. Atj"j� J

one can neglect the tim e dependence of the operators

z�(q)and obtain

�
�
� (")= �0

Z �

� �

dq

2�

c�� (q)

�
�
�(q)+ 1

�

�
j"j

D �

� �(q)

: (7)

forpositiveand negative".Here�0 = (��hu�)
� 1 and the

exponent�(q)isgiven by

�(q)=
1

2

��

1+
q

�

�2
K +

1

K

�

� 1: (8)

W e havealso de�ned

c
+

� (q) =
X

l

hZl;�Z
y

0;�ie
� iql

; (9a)

c
�
� (q) =

X

l

hZ
y

0;�Zl;�ie
� iql

; (9b)

with averaging perform ed over the ground state ofthe

spin chain (3).

At j"j� D � the dom inant contribution to the inte-

gralin Eq.(7)com esfrom the vicinity ofitslowerlim it,

q= � �.The j"j=D� ! 0 asym ptotehasthe form

�
�
� (")= �0

r
�

8K

c�� (�)

�
�

1

2K

�

�
j"j

D �

� 1

2K
� 1

1
q

ln
D �

j"j

: (10)
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FIG .1: Sketch ofthe dependencesc
+

� (q)and c
�
� (q)atzero

tem perature (solid and dashed lines,respectively),based on

the num ericalresultsofRef.11.

Thisresultassum esthatthe functions(9)do notvanish

atq= � �.

Itisim portantto pointoutthateven though weso far

assum ed T = 0,the low-energy asym ptote (10) agrees

with Eq.(1),ratherthan Eq.(2).Indeed,in the caseof

the Hubbard m odelthe holons are non-interacting,the

param eterK = 1,and the density ofstates behaves as

�� (")/ 1=
p
",instead ofthe 3/8-powerlaw (2).

To resolve this disagreem ent,we �rst notice that at

K = 1 our Eqs.(7) and (8) are essentially equivalent

to Eqs.(4),(10),and (13) ofRef.11. In the notations

ofRef.11 the functions (9) are given by c+� (q)= (N +

1)C�;N (�� q)and c�� (q)= (N � 1)D�;N (�� q)in thelim it

when the num berofsitesN in the spin chain isin�nite.

These functions have been com puted num erically [11],

and areshown schem atically in Fig.1.Itisworth noting

that the function c+� (q) is num erically sm allat �=2 <

jqj< �,with c+� (� �) � 0:045,whereas c�� (� �) � 0:46

[16].Thisindicatesthatatvery low energies" (butstill

" � J) the peak (10) ofthe density ofstates is very

asym m etric,with the tailbelow the Ferm ilevelbeing

higherthan the oneaboveitby an orderofm agnitude.

G iven the num ericalsm allness ofthe leading asym p-

tote(10)ofthedensity ofstatesatpositive",itisworth

considering the subleading contributionsto the integral

in Eq.(7).They com e from the valuesofq in the range

� �=2 < q < �=2,where c+� (q) is oforder one. Taking

into accountthefactthatc+� (q)divergesas�=
p
q+ �=2

with � � 0:8 atq! � �=2+ 0 [11,17,18],we�nd

~�+� (")= �0
�

p
2K �

�
1

2K
+ K

8

�

�
"

D �

� 1

2K
+

K

8
� 1

1
q

ln
D �

"

:

(11)

At K = 1 the exponent in Eq.(11) becom es � 3=8,in

agreem entwith Eq.(2).

At low positive energies the density ofstates can be

treated asthesum ofthecontributions�+� and ~�+� ,given

by Eqs.(10)and (11). The subleading contribution ~�+�
divergeslessrapidly than �+� at"=D � ! 0,butwith the

num ericalcoe�cient that is largerby a factor ofabout

20. Thusforpracticalpurposesthe peak in the density

ofstates��(")isgiven by ~�+� ("),Eq.(11),atpositive",

and by ��� ("),Eq.(10),atnegative".

W e now turn to the spin-incoherent regim e,T � J.

Assum ing that j"j� T,one can stilluse Eq.(7),how-

ever, the de�nitions (9) of the functions c�� (q) should

now assum e ensem ble averaging. At T � J the func-

tionsc�� (q)can be easily com puted by using the follow-

ing sim ple argum ent[19].G iven thatthe operatorsZl;�

and Z
y

l;�
rem ove and add a site with spin � at posi-

tion l,it is clear that the ensem ble average hZ
y

0;�Zl;�i

equalsthe probability ofallthe spinson sites0;1;:::;l

being �. At J � T the spins are com pletely random ,

so hZ
y

0;�Zl;�i = 1=2jlj+ 1. Sim ilarly,hZl;�Z
y

0;�i = 1=2jlj.

Then the de�nitions(9)give

c
+

� (q)= 2c�� (q)=
3

5� 4cosq
: (12)

The expression for c�� (q) is equivalent to the result for

D �;N (Q )found in Ref.19.

Itisim portantto pointoutthatc+� (q)and c
�
� (q)di�er

by afactorof2.Asaresult,thedensity ofstates(10)has

a clear asym m etry: ��(") = 2��(� ") at T � " � D�.

The physicalm eaning ofthis result is very sim ple: the

probabilitiesofadding an electron with spin � atenergy

" and rem oving oneat� " di�erby a factorof2 because

the electron that is being rem oved has the correctspin

with probability 1/2.

Thetunneling density ofstatescan bestudied experi-

m entally by m easuring theI-V characteristicsoftunnel-

ingjunctionsin which oneoftheleadsisaquantum wire.

W hen theelectron density in thewireissu�ciently low,

the exchange coupling is expected to be exponentially

weak, and the regim e J � T � D� can be achieved

[7].In theexperim ent[20]such a m easurem entwasper-

form ed in a situation where the second lead is another

quantum wire. By applying m agnetic �eld the authors

havebeen abletoobservem om entum -resolved tunneling.

To m easure the density ofstates,it is m ore convenient

to m ake a pointjunction from a m etaltip to the side of

the quantum wire. Contrary to the expectations based

on the Luttinger-liquid theory,we predictthat the I-V

characteristicofsuch a junction willbevery asym m etric

with respectto reversalofthebiaswhen J � eV � D �.

The dependence ��(eV ) / dI=dV should have a peak

at low bias at K � > 1=4,or a dip at K � < 1=4,but

the asym m etry should be observed in either case. This

asym m etry willindicatethatelectron-electron scattering

processeshavebecom estrongenough to suppresstheex-

changecoupling J ofelectron spins.

The predicted asym m etry ofthe density ofstates is

caused by thenon-trivialinterplay ofthespin and charge



4

ε

ν(ε)

J0

T

FIG .2: Sketch of the tunneling density of states �(") in

two regim es: high tem perature T � J (solid line),and low

tem perature T � J (dashed line). At T � J and " � T

we predict �(") = 2�(� "). As the tem perature is lowered

below theexchangeconstantJ,thedensity ofstatesat"< 0

growsby abouta factorof3.Conversely,at"> 0 thedensity

of states decreases dram atically. At j"j � J the standard

Luttingerliquid e�ectsgive rise to power-law suppression of

the density ofstates[2],leading to a dip atlow ".

degreesoffreedom . As a result,the asym m etry should

disappear in a polarizing m agnetic �eld,�B B � T;J.

Indeed,ifallspinsare�xed in the" direction,oneeasily

�ndsc
�

"
(q)= 2��(q).Then accordingto Eq.(7)theden-

sity ofstates�"(")� �0(j"j=D �)
�(0).Thisresultrecovers

the standard Luttingerliquid suppression ofthe density

ofstates[2]and showsno asym m etry around the Ferm i

level.

Conductance ofquantum wiresisexpected to depend

strongly on the ratio J=T [7]. O ur theory provides a

new way to probe this ratio by observing the asym m e-

try ofthe density ofstates �("). The signature ofthe

spin-incoherentregim e,J=T � 1,isthe doubling ofthe

density ofstates at positive energies,com pared to the

negative ones,�(") = 2�(� "). At J=T � 1 the asym -

m etry is inverted,�(� ") > �("). This evolution ofthe

density ofstatesisdescribed by Eq.(7),wherethe tem -

peraturedependenceiscontained in thefunctionsc�� (q).

Using Eq.(9)onecan easily check thatin theabsenceof

m agnetic �eld the integralofc+� (q) over allq is always

largerthan the integralofc�� (q)by a factoroftwo. At

high tem peratures c+� (q) = 2c�� (q), but as T becom es

lowerthan J,theweightisredistributed so thatc+� (q)is

largeatjqj< �=2,whereasc�� (q)islargeatjqj> �=2,see

Fig.1.Sincetheexpression (7)em phasizeslargervalues

ofjqj,the density ofstates�(� ")below the Ferm ilevel

increases,whereas�(")decreases.

Asthe tem perature isreduced,c�� (�)growsfrom 1/6

at T � J, Eq.(12),to about 0.46 at T=J ! 0 [16].

Thus the density ofstates at negative energies willin-

crease by nearly a factor of 3. At the sam e tim e the

density ofstates at positive energies decreases. Due to

the im portance ofthe subleading contribution (11) the

experim entalresultscannotbe analyzed in term softhe

behaviorofc+� (�),Eq.(10).However,in thelim itT ! 0,

the density ofstatesatsu�ciently low positive energies

willbecom em uch sm allerthan atthe negativeones.

To sum m arize,we predict the density ofstates �(")

in a strongly interacting system ofone-dim ensionalelec-

tronsto show asym m etric behaviorillustrated in Fig.2.

The asym m etry isstrongly tem perature-dependenteven

at T � j"j. O ur results can be tested in experim ents

m easuring tunneling from a m etaltip to the side ofa

low-density quantum wire.
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