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Abstract

In connection with recent publications we discuss spectral sum rules for

the Tom onaga-Luttingerm odelwithoutusing the explicitresultforthe one-

electron G reen’sfunction.Theyareusefullin theinterpretation ofrecenthigh

resolution photoem ission spectra ofquasi-one-dim ensionalconductors. It is

shown thatthe lim itofin�nite frequency and band cuto� do notcom m ute.

O urresultforarbitraryshapeoftheinteraction potentialgeneralizesan earlier

discussion by Suzum ura. A general analytical expression for the spectral

function for wave vectors far from the Ferm iwave vector kF is presented.

Num ericalspectra are shown to illustrate thesum rules.

PACS num bers:71.45.-d,71.20.-b,79.60.-i
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In recentpublicationsthe universal[1,2]and the nonuniversal[3]spectralpropertiesof

the Tom onaga-Luttinger (TL) m odelfor one-dim ensionalinteracting ferm ions have been

studied. The results were used in the attem ptto interpret high resolution photoem ission

m easurem entson quasi-one-dim ensionalconductors.[4{7]Forthe discussion ofangularin-

tegrated spectra a sum ruleofthetypeproposed by Suzum ura [8]isuseful.In thefollowing

we presentsim ple derivationsoftwo versionsofthe sum rule which generalize Suzum ura’s

result to the case ofan interaction potentialwith arbitrary shape and do notrequire the

explicitknowledgeoftheinteracting Greensfunction G < (x;t)ofthem odel.Ourdiscussion

showsclearly thatthein�nitefrequency lim itand thelim itofin�nitem om entum cuto� do

notcom m ute.Explicitnum ericalresultsareused to illustratethisbehavior.

W estudy theTL m odelwith a �nite-range interaction.In theferm ionic representation

thekineticenergy T̂ and theinteraction term V̂ aregiven by

T̂ =
X

k> � + ;�

vF kâ
y

k;+ ;�âk;+ ;�

+
X

k< � � ;�

(� vF )kâ
y

k;� ;�̂ak;� ;� ; (1)

V̂ =
1

2

X

�;� 0;�;�0

Z L

0

dx

Z L

0

dx
0
 ̂
y
�;�(x) ̂

y

�0;�0(x
0)

� v
�;�0

�;� 0(x � x
0) ̂�0;�0(x

0) ̂�;�(x): (2)

W ith �nite band cuto�s � + and �� the ground state is wellde�ned as Ĥ = T̂ + V̂ has

a lower bound. Laterwe exam ine the lim its �+ ! � 1 and �� ! 1 . Fora zero-range

potential,v
�;�0

�;� 0(x)= v
�;�0

�;� 0�(x)the interaction term swith � = �0 and � = �0 (the g
k

4-term s

in the \g-ology" classi�cation [9]) vanishes because the product of�eld operators at the

sam e point
�

 ̂�;�(x)
�2

is zero due to the Pauliprinciple (notbecause v�;��;� is zero itself).

These term s contribute for �nite-range interactions. Ifone wants to describe interacting

nonrelativisticferm ionsasin Tom onaga’soriginalpaper[10]allinteraction term sareequal

v
�;�0

�;� 0(x� x0)= v(x� x0)wherev isthespin independenttwo body potential.

Thespectralfunction �<�;�(k;!)relevantforangularresolved photoem ission isgiven by
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�
<
�;�(k;!)� h�N0 ĵa

y

k;�;��
�

! +
�

Ĥ � E
N
0

��

âk;�;�j�
N
0 i (3)

and the totalspectralweightperunitlength isobtained by a m om entum integration after

perform ing thelim itL ! 1

�
<
+ ;�(!)=

Z
1

� +

dk

2�
�
<
+ ;�(k;!): (4)

Thespectralweightisdi�erentfrom zero for! < �,where� = E N
0
� E

N � 1

0 isthechem ical

potential.For�xed � + integration over! yields
R

�<+ ;�(!)d! = n+ ;�,wherethedensity n+ ;�

isindependentoftheinteraction strenght.Thisleadstothe(trivial)�rstversion ofthesum

rule

lim
� + ! � 1

lim

! � 1

Z 1




d!

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)�

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)

�(0)
�

= 0 (5)

where
�

�<
+ ;�(!)

�(0)

= �(v F kF � !)�(! � vF �+ )=(2�vF )isthe spectralfunction fornonin-

teracting ferm ions.

A m ore interesting sum rule can be obtained by com m uting the lim its�+ ! � 1 and


! � 1 .Forj
� �jm uch largerthan vF kc,where1=kc istherangeoftheinteraction,one

expects�<
+ ;�(!)toapproach

�

�<
+ ;�(!)

�(0)

such thatthefrequencyintegralin(5)reachesawell

de�ned valueindependentof
forj� + � kF jvF � j
� �j� vF kc.Thisisguaranteed by the

factthatfork � kF � kc theshapeofthespectralfunction �
<
+ ;�(k;!)becom esindependentof

the m om entum ,[3]i.e.�<
+ ;�(k;!)= f(! � vF k),wherethefunction f decaysratherquickly

away from itsm axim um .Thisproperty issu�cienttoderivetheotherform ofthesum rule.

Foraspecialform oftheinteraction thisshapeindependencehasbeen dem onstrated in Ref.

[3]. W e laterpresentan explicitexpression forthe form ofthe function f foran arbitrary

interaction potential.

In orderto calculate

A + ;�(
)�

Z 1




d!

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)�

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)

�(0)
�

(6)

wesplitthem om entum integration into two parts

3



A + ;�(
)=

Z
1




 
Z

k


� +

dk

2�
��

<
+ ;�(k;!)

!

d!

+

Z 1




 
Z 1

k


dk

2�
��

<
+ ;�(k;!)

!

d! (7)

where ��<+ ;�(k;!) � �<+ ;�(k;!)�
�

�<+ ;�(k;!)
�(0)

with
�

�<+ ;�(k;!)
�(0)

= �(k F � k)�(k �

�+ )�(!� vF k)and k
 � kF � kc ischosen such that�
<
+ ;�(k;!)ispractically zero for! < 
.

Perform ing the!-integration �rst,yieldsforthesecond term

(A + ;�(
))
(2)

=

Z
1

k


dk

2�

�

nk;+ ;� � n
(0)

k;+ ;�

�

: (8)

Asthe occupation num bersnk;+ ;� in theinteracting caseapproach thenoninteracting ones

for k � kF � kc the lower integration lim it can be replaced by �+ , which shows that

(A + ;�(
))
(2)

vanishes.In the�rstterm wecan replace�<
+ ;�(k;!)by f(! � vF k)and change

thek-integration variableto x = ! � vF k

A + ;�(
)=
1

2�vF

Z 1




 
Z !� vF � +

!� vF k


[f(x)� �(x)]dx

!

d! : (9)

Ifwe perform the lim it�+ ! � 1 the upperintegration lim itofthe x-integration goesto

in�nity. Now we partially integrate with respectto !. The boundary term svanish due to

theassum ptionsaboutk
 and thefunction f(x)and oneobtains

A + ;�(
)=
1

2�vF

Z
1




! [f(! � k
vF )

� �(! � k
vF )]d! (10)

=
1

2�vF

Z 1

� 1

xf(x)dx :

In thesecond linewehaveused thatthefunction f isnorm alized tounity.Thisresultshows

thatA + ;�(
)isgiven by thedi�erence��
<
1
ofthe�rstm om entsofthek-dependentspectral

functionswhich isk-independentfork � kF � kc.W ethereforehave

lim

! � 1

lim
� + ! � 1

Z 1




d!

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)�

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)

�(0)
�

=
��<

1

2�vF
(11)

i.e. the lim its 
 ! � 1 and �+ ! � 1 do not com m ute as m entioned earlier. The

expression on theright-handside(rhs)ofEq.(11)can becalculated easily,asfork � kF � kc
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the spectralfunction �<
+ ;�(k;!)equals �+ ;�(k;!)� �<

+ ;�(k;!)+ �>
+ ;�(k;!)i.e. ��<

1
= ��1

where ��1 is the di�erence ofthe �rst m om ents ofthe totalspectralfunction �
+ ;�(k;!),

which can easily becalculated

(��1(k))+ ;� =
Dnh

âk;+ ;� ;V̂
i

;â
y

k;+ ;�

oE

(12)

=
X

�0;�0

~v
�;�0

+ ;�0(k = 0)n�0;�0

�
1

L

X

k0

~v
�;�
+ ;+ (k� k

0)nk0;+ ;�

k� kF � kc
� !

X

�0;�0

~v
�;�0

+ ;�0(k = 0)n�0;�0

�
1

L

X

k0

~v
�;�
+ ;+ (k

0):

In ordertointerpretthesum ruleEq.(11)itisnecessary toobservethatthechem icalpoten-

tial� oftheinteracting system and thereforethe threshold di�ersfrom thenoninteracting

value �(0) = vF kF .The valueof� can beread o� the particle num beroperatordependent

term sofV̂ .Itisgiven by

�+ ;� = kF vF +
X

�0;�0

~v
�;�0

+ ;�0(k = 0)n�0;�0

�
1

2L

X

k0

~v
�;�

+ ;+ (k
0): (13)

Ifonearti�cially shiftsthethreshold oftheunperturbed spectraldensity to thesam evalue

asin theinteracting casewe�nally obtain

lim

! � 1

lim
� + ! � 1

Z �




d!

�

�
<
+ ;�(!)�

1

2�vF

�

= �
1

4�vF

Z 1

� 1

dk

2�
~g
k

4(k): (14)

Thisgeneralizesthesum rulepresented by Suzum ura [8]tothecaseofan interaction poten-

tialwith arbitrary shape.W epointoutthata straightforward generalization ofSuzum ura’s

approach,which usesan approxim ate explicitform ofthe Green’sfunction G �;�(x;t),does

notin generalgivethecorrectform ofthesum rule,asonly ~g
k

4(k = 0)and thevalueofthe

interaction cuto� enters.[11]Therearevarioussuggestionsin theliteraturethat~g
k

4(k)isan
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odd function ofk. Thisisincorrect,in fact ~g
k

4(k)isan even function ofk forthe original

Tom onaga m odeland therhsofEq.(14)isdi�erentfrom zero ifv(x = 0)isdi�erentfrom

zero.

How can oneunderstand thedi�erencebetween thetwo form s(5)and (11)or(14)ofthe

sum rule? Theanswerissim pleand can beillustrated by thenum ericalresultspresented in

Ref.[3]:Thetotalspectralweightm issing in thelow energy regim eispushed alltheway to

thelowerend ofthe spectrum ,which extendsbeyond thelim itfornoninteracting electrons.

Thispartoftheweightisaccounted forin theform (5)butitisnotifthelim its�+ ! � 1

and 
! � 1 areinterchanged asin Eq.(11).

W e�nally illustrateourassum ption abouttheshapeindependence ofthespectralfunc-

tion �<
+ ;�(k;!) for m om enta k � kF � kc by explicitely presenting an expression for the

function f (which wasnotnecessary to obtain theexpression on therhsofEq.(14)).

In thetherm odynam iclim ittheGreen’sfunction hastheform

iG
<
+ ;�(x;t)=

� i=2�

x � vF t� i0
e
i(kF x� �t)exp

n

~F(x;t)
o

(15)

where ~F(x;t) can be calculated e.g. by bosonization. In the m ost generalcase ~F(x;t) is

given by [1]

~F(x;t)=
1

2

Z 1

0

1

q

�

e
� iq(x� ~vc

F
(q)t)� e

� iq(x� vF t)

+2s2c(q)
�

cos(qx)eiq~v
c

F
(q)t

� 1
�i

dq

+
1

2

Z 1

0

1

q
[c! s]dq (16)

where ~v
c=s

F (q) =

��

vF + ~g
c=s

4 (q)=�
�2

�
�

~g
c=s

2 (q)=�
�2
�1=2

is the Ferm ivelocity ofthe charge

(spin) degrees of freedom , 1 + 2s2
c=s
(q) =

�

vF + ~g
c=s

4 (q)=�
�

=~v
c=s

F (q) and ~g
c=s

i (q) =
�

~g
k

i(q)� ~g?i (q)
�

=2. Under rather weak assum ptions on the ~g�i(k) (� = ? ,k) the func-

tion exp
h

~F(x;t)
i

isanalyticin x in a strip around therealaxis.IftheFouriertransform of

G <
+ ;�(x;t)with respectto thex-variableisperform ed by contourintegration,only thepole

atvF t+ i0 contributesfork � kF � kc.Thisyieldstheshapeindependenceand theexplicit

resultfortheshapefunction in theform ofa Fourierintegral
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�
<
+ ;�(k;!)=

1

2�

Z
1

� 1

dte
i(!� vF k)te

i(vF kF � �)t
e
~F (vF t;t) : (17)

In contrast to the m ethod presented in Ref.[3]this result allows to calculate the shape

function f(!)forarbitrarypotentials.Singularitiesofthespectrum oritsderivativescan be

obtained bythelargetasym ptoticexpansion ofthem om entum integralin (16),which deter-

m inesthefunction ~F(vF t;t).Forsm ooth potentialsthefrequencies!
c=s(q

c=s

0 )= q
c=s

0 ~v
c=s

F (q
c=s

0 )

with q0 determ ined by the stationary phase condition (@!=@q)jq0 = vF lead to prom inent

featuresin thespectralfunction.A num ericalcalculation oftheshapefunction f fora spin

independenttwoparticleinteraction (~g
k

4(q)� ~g?4 (q)� ~g4(q),~g
k

2(q)� ~g?2 (q)� ~g2(q))isshown

in Fig.1forrepulsiveinteractions~v(q)= ~g4(q)= ~g2(q)� 0.Thefullcurvecorrespondstoa

step,thedotted lineto a Gaussian function for~v(q)and thedashed curveto an approxim a-

tion discussed below.As~vF (q)� vF forallvaluesofq the spectra have a sharp threshold.

Forthe Gaussian potentialthe �rstderivative issingularat! � vF k = � !c(qc0)and hasa

discontinuity at� 2!c(qc
0
). Forthe step potentialthe �rstderivative showsa discontinuity

at! � vF k = � vF kc asobtained by a di�erentm ethod in Ref.[3].Thesespectralfunctions

are exactwithin accuracy ofthe drawings. Approxim ate results for the Green’s function

G <
+ ;�(x;t) and corresponding results for spectralfunctions have been obtained by various

authors [12,8,11]by replacing the m om entum integralin (16)foran interaction potential

ofranger= 1=kc by an exponentialcuto�
R1

0
exp(� q=kc):::dq and theq-dependentinter-

actionsby theirq = 0 values. By thisapproxim ation essentialfeaturesofthe spectra are

lostasthe dashed curve in Fig. 1 shows. In Fig. 2 we present the corresponding results

forthe totalspectralweight�<+ ;�(!),which are m onotonic functionsoffrequency. Thisis

in contrastto the m odel[8]ofa spin dependentinteraction with ~g
k

4(q)� 0,respectively a

pureinterbranch interaction (spin dependentorspin independent)with ~g
k

4(q)� ~g?
4
(q)� 0,

which areunphysicalassum ptionsfor�nite-rangeinteractions.[3]
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Shapefunction f forthestep interaction (solid line),theG aussian interaction (dotted

line)and theapproxim ation which isindependentofthedetailsoftheinteraction (dashed line)for

~vF (q= 0)= 2vF .Theenergy ism easured relative to �� vF kF .

FIG .2. Totalspectralweight�<+ ;� forthestep interaction (solid line)and theG aussian interac-

tion (dotted line)for~vF (q= 0)= 3vF .Thedashed curveshowsagain thediscussed approxim ation.

Theenergy ism easured relative to �.
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