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Spectral sum rules for the Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel
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Abstract

In connection with recent publications we discuss spectral sum rules for
the Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel w ithout using the explicit result for the one-
electron G reen’s function. T hey are usefill in the Interpretation of recent high
resolution photoem ission spectra of quasione-dim ensional conductors. It is
shown that the lim it of In nite frequency and band cuto do not com m ute.
Ourresukt forarbitrary shape ofthe interaction potentialgeneralizes an earlier
discussion by Suzumura. A deneral analytical expression for the spectral
function for wave vectors far from the Fem i wave vector krp is presented.

N um erical spectra are shown to illuistrate the sum rules.
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In recent publications the universal [1f]] and the nonuniversal [§] spectral properties of
the Tom onaga-Luttinger (TL) m odel for one-din ensional nteracting ferm ions have been
studied. The results were used in the attem pt to Interpret high resolution photoem ission
m easurem ents on quastone-din ensional conductors. B{[]] For the discussion of angular in-
tegrated spectra a sum rul ofthe type proposed by Suzumura @] isusefil. In the ollow ing
we present sin ple derivations of two versions of the sum rule which generalize Suzum ura’s
result to the case of an Interaction potential w ith arbitrary shape and do not require the
explicit know Jedge of the interacting G reens function G © (x;t) of the m odel. O ur discussion
show s clearly that the in nie frequency lim i and the lin  of in nite m om entum cuto do
not com m ute. E xplicit num erical results are used to illustrate this behavior.

W e study the TL modelw ih a nierange interaction. In the ferm ionic representation
the kinetic energy T and the interaction tem V are given by
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W ith nite band cuto s . and the ground state iswellde ned as H = T + V has
a lower bound. Later we exam ine the Im its , ! 1 and ! 1 . For a zerorange
poten‘dal,vlfz(x) = v(; (x) the interaction temswith = %and = ¢ (theg,tems
in the \g-ology" classi cation []) vanishes because the product of el operators at the
sam e point A . &) ’ is zero due to the Pauli principle (ot because v/ is zero itself).
These tem s contribute for niterange interactions. If one wants to descrbe interacting
nonrelativistic form ions as in Tom onaga’s original paper [[(] all interaction tem s are equal
v ?)(X P =vx ) wherev isthe spin independent two body potential.

T he spectral function <; k;!) rlevant for angular resolved photoanm ission is given by
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and the total spectral weight per unit length is cbtained by a m om entum integration after
perform ngthe Im it L ! 1
Dokl 4)

The spectralweight isdi erent from zero for ! < ,where = E | Ey ! is the chem ical
R
potential. For xed . Integration over ! yields fr; (!)d! = n,, ,where thedensity n,,;

is Independent ofthe interaction strenght. T his lkeadsto the (trivial) st version ofthe sum
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w here i; (") = (rkg Dy (! ¥ +)=@ w) is the spectral function for nonin—
teracting fem ions.

A more Interesting sum rule can be cbtained by comm uting the Im its  , ! 1 and

! 1 .Forj Jjmuch larger than w k., where 1=k, is the range of the interaction, one
expects 7, (!)toapproach I, (!) @ such that the frequency integralin {§) reachesawell
de ned value independentof forj . k & 3 J W Ke. This isguaranteed by the
factthat fork  ky k the shape ofthe spectral function , (k;!) becom es independent of
the m om entum , E] ie. j; k;!')y= £ ¥ k), where the function f decays rather quickly
away from itsm axinum . Thisproperty issu cient to derive the other form ofthe sum rule.
Fora special form ofthe interaction this shape independence hasbeen dem onstrated in Ref.
B1. W e later present an explicit expression for the form of the function £ for an arbitrary
Interaction potential.

In order to calculate
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we split them om entum integration Into two parts
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Perfomm ing the ! -integration rst, yields for the ssocond tem
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A s the occupation numbers ny,,; in the Interacting case approach the noninteracting ones

for k kg k the lower integration lm it can be replaced by ., which shows that

Ay, ())(2) vanishes. In the rsttem we can replace fr; k;!")by £ (! ¥ k) and change
the k-integration variable to x = ! ¥k
|
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Ifweperform the limit , ! 1 the upper integration lm it of the x-integration goes to

In niy. Now we partially integrate with respect to ! . The boundary tem s vanish due to

the assum ptions about k and the function f x) and one obtains
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In the second line we have used that the function £ isnom alized to unity. This resul show s

thatA,, () isgiven by thedi erence | ofthe rstm om ents ofthe k-dependent spectral

functions which is k-independent fork ki k. W e therefore have
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ie. the Iim its ! 1 and , ! 1 do not commute as m entioned earlier. The

expression on the right-hand side (ths) ofEq. {11) can be calculated easily, asork ks k



the spectral function ., k;!) equals ,, k;!) ki + D ki) ie. T =
where ;| is the di erence of the st m om ents of the total spectral function ny &; "),
which can easily be calculated
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In order to interpret the sum rukEq. ([J]) it isnecessary to observe that the chem icalpoten-—
tial ofthe nteracting system and therefore the threshold di ers from the noninteracting
valie @ = v ky . The value of can be read o the particle num ber operator dependent

tem s of V . Tt is given by
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Ifone arti cially shifts the threshold of the unperturbed spectral density to the sam e value

as In the interacting case we nally obtain
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T his generalizes the sum rule presented by Suzum ura []to the case ofan interaction poten—
tialw ith arbitrary shape. W e point out that a straightforw ard generalization of Suzum ura’s
approach, which uses an approxin ate explicit form of the G reen’s function G ; (X;t), does

not in general give the correct orm ofthe sum rule, asonly g, (k = 0) and the value of the

interaction cuto enters. [[1]] T here are various suggestions in the literature that g, k) isan



odd fiinction of k. This is incorrect, in fact g k) is an even finction of k for the origial
Tom onaga m odel and the rhs ofEq. ) is di erent from zero ifv(x = 0) is di erent from
Zero.

How can one understand the di erence between thetwo orm s @) and (1)) or {[4) ofthe
sum ruk? The answer is sin ple and can be illustrated by the num erical results presented in
Ref. B]: The total spectralweight m issing in the low energy regin e is pushed allthe way to
the Iower end of the spectrum , which extends beyond the Iim it for noninteracting electrons.
T hispart of the weight is accounted for in the form E) but it isnot ifthe Iimits , ! 1
and ! 1 are interchanged as in Eq. {J).

W e nally illustrate our assum ption about the shape independence of the spectral finc-
tion i; k;!) formomenta k kg k by explicitely presenting an expression for the
function £ (Which was not necessary to obtain the expression on the thsofEq. {4) ).

In the them odynam ic lim it the G reen’s function has the fom
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where F” (x;t) can be calculated eg. by bosonization. In the m ost general case F (x;t) is

given by [l
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where v, " (@) = vt g @= g, @@= is the Fem i velocity of the charge
() degrees of freedom, 1 + 282 . (@ = Ww+g @@= =vi @ and o @ =
g.@ g (@ =2. Under mather weak assumptions on the g, k) ( = ?, k) the func-
h i

tion exp F (x;t) isanalytic n x In a strip around the realaxis. If the Fourer transform of
G: , &) wih respect to the x-variable is perform ed by contour integration, only the pole
at v t+ 10 contrbutes fork  kr k. Thisyields the shape independence and the explicit

resul for the shape function in the form ofa Fourier integral
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In contrast to the method presented in Ref. ] this resulk allows to caloulate the shape
function f (! ) for arbitrary potentials. Singularities of the spectrum or its derivatives can be
cbtained by the large t asym ptotic expansion ofthem om entum integralin {L§), which deter—
m ines the finction F” (v t;t) . For sm ooth potentialsthe frequencies ! S (g *) = q v (& )

w ith @y determ ined by the stationary phase condition @!=@q) }, = v lad to prom nent
features in the spectral finction. A num erical calculation of the shape function £ fora soin

ndependent twopartick interaction ;@ ¢ @ 9@,%@ ¢ @ g@)isshown

In Fig. 1 Por repulsive interactionsv (@) = o, @) = o Q) 0. The fiill curve corresoonds to a
step, the dotted line to a G aussian function forv(g) and the dashed curve to an approxin a—
tion discussed below . Asw Q) v for all values of g the spectra have a sharp threshold.
For the G aussian potentialthe rst derivative is sihgular at ! vk = °(f) and has a
discontinuity at 2!°(g;). For the step potential the st derdvative show s a discontinuity

at ! ¥k = ¥kcasdbtained by a di erent m ethod In Ref. [§]. These spectral finctions

are exact w thin accuracy of the draw ings. A pproxin ate results for the G reen’s function

G j,. (x;t) and corresponding results for spectral functions have been obtained by various
authors [I3J§/11] by replacing the m om entum integral in (L) for an interaction potential
of range r = 1=k, by an exponential cuto Rol exp ( o=k ) :::dg and the gdependent inter-
actions by their g= 0 values. By this approxin ation essential features of the spectra are
Jost as the dashed curve In Fig. 1 shows. In Fig. 2 we present the corresponding resuls
for the total spectral weight , (1), which are m onotonic functions of frequency. This is
in contrast to the m odel f] of a spin dependent interaction w ith g, @ 0, respectively a
pure intertbranch interaction (spin dependent or spin independent) w ith g, () g @ 0,

which are unphysical assum ptions for nite-range interactions. f]
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Shape function £ for the step interaction (solid line), the G aussian interaction (dotted
Iline) and the approxim ation which is independent of the details of the interaction (dashed line) for

v (@@= 0) = 2v¢ . The energy ism easured relative to vr kg .

FIG .2. Totalspectralweight i ; for the step interaction (solid line) and the G aussian interac-
tion (dotted line) orw (= 0) = 3vr . Thedashed curve show sagain the discussed approxin ation.

T he energy ism easured relative to



