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A bstract

W e consider a quantum m any-body problem in one-dim ension described by a

Jastrow type wavefunction,characterized by an exponent� and a param eter.In

the lim it = 0 the m odelbecom esidenticalto the wellknown 1=r2 pair-potential

m odel; isshown to be related to the strength ofa m any body correction to the

1=r2 interaction.Exactresultsforthe one-particle density m atrix are obtained for

all when � = 1,for which the 1=r2 part ofthe interaction vanishes. W e show

that with increasing ,the Ferm iliquid state (at  = 0) crosses over to distinct

-dependentnon-Ferm iliquid states,characterized by e�ective \tem peratures".
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A specialclassofJastrow typewavefunctions[1]

	(u 1;:::;uN )= C
Y

1� a< b� N

jua � ubj
�

NY

c= 1

e� V (uc); (1)

appearfrequentlyin quantum m any-bodyproblem s.Inonedim ension,m any-bodyHam il-

tonianswith pair-potentialsofthe form 1=r2 (oritsperiodic equivalent1=sin2r),where

r= (ua� ub),haveexactground statewavefunctionsoftheJastrow form [2-5].Ithasbeen

proposed thatvariationalwave functionsofthistype give reasonably good descriptions

ofm odelsforstrongly interacting ferm ions[6-11].Itisthereforeofinterestto investigate

the properties ofsuch wave functions as exactly as possible. Ofparticular interest is

thequestion whethersuch a wavefunction describeshow interaction can changea Ferm i

liquid into a non Ferm iliquid state.

In thesolution ofthe1=r2 m odel,theparam eter� in Eq.(1)isrelated tothestrength

ofthe 1=r2 pair potential; in particular,� = 1 corresponds to the free ferm ion case.

Unfortunately,the exact density m atrix for this m odelcan be obtained only for a few

specialvaluesof� [2,12],so thequestion ofthenatureofcrossoverfrom thefreeferm ion

to the interacting non-Ferm iliquid state can notbe addressed exactly in thism odel.In

the presentwork,we considera one-dim ensionalwave function ofthe above form which

can beconsidered asageneralization ofthewavefunction correspondingtothe1=r2 m odel.

In addition to theparam eter�,ourm odelcontainsan additionalparam eter which we

show to berelated to thestrength ofa m any body correction to the1=r2 interaction.W e

obtain theone-particle density m atrix forthism odelexactly forall,forthe particular

caseof�= 1.Thus = 0 representsthefreeferm ion case.W eshow thatwith increasing

,theFerm iliquid stateisdestroyed by an e�ective non-zero \tem perature" induced by

interaction.
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The exactdensity m atrix ofthe 1=r2 m odelwasobtained [2]by exploiting the anal-

ogy ofthe wave function with the eigenvalue distribution ofrandom m atrices[13]. The

wavefunction we consider is m otivated by our recent generalization ofthe conventional

W igner-Dyson-M ehta random m atrices,for describing transport in disordered system s

[14].W econsiderthewavefunction given by Eq.(1)with

V (u)=
1

2

h

sinh� 1[(!)
1

2u]
i2

+
1

2
ln

"

#4

 

�


sinh� 1[(!)

1

2u];p

! #

; (2)

characterized by a single param eter . Here #4(x;p)is the JacobiTheta function [15],

p = e� �
2=,and ! hasthe dim ension of1=[length]2. For = 0;V (u)= 1

2
!u2;and the

wavefunction reduces to the wellknown solution ofthe 1=r2 pair potential. The case

� = 1 then representsa free Ferm ion problem (with the choice ofFerm istatistics),with

theone-particledensity m atrix given by sin[�D r]=(�r);D being thedensity ofparticles.

Theparam eter \deform s"theharm onicwellintoaweakly con�ning[lnu]2 term forlarge

enough u,asshown in �gure1.W ewillshow thatthisdeform ation leadsto a qualitative

changein thedensity m atrix;for�= 1 thiscorrespondsto a changefrom a Ferm iliquid

to a non-Ferm iliquid state.

In orderto understand theroleoftheparam eter,letusconcentrateforthem om ent

on the sm all(� �2)lim itwhere the second term in Eq. (2)can be neglected,and the

Ham iltonian correspondingtotheabovewavefunction hasasim pleform .In thislim it,to

leading orderin ,the Schr�odingerequation (in unitswhere �h2=2m = 1)can be written

as,
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X

k

@2

@u2k
	= �(�� 1)

X

j6= k

1

(uk � uj)2

+!2[1+ 2]
X

k

(uk)
2
� ![N + �N (N � 1)]

+
2

3
�! 2

X

j6= k

1

uk � uj
[(uk)

3
� (uj)

3]�
4

3
!3

X

k

(uk)
4 (3)
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Note that for  = 0,the Ham iltonian reduces to the 1=(uk � uj)2 pair potential,with

energy E = ![N + �N (N � 1)][2,3]. For � = 1;with the choice ofFerm istatistics,

thisbecom esa freeFerm ion problem .However,for 6= 0,a m any-body correction term

survives even for� = 1. Nevertheless,the density m atrix for� = 1 can stillbe found

exactly forall.W ewillshow thatitcorrespondsto a non-Ferm iliquid state, playing

theroleofan e�ective tem perature.

The exact density m atrix corresponding to the wave function de�ned by eqns. (1)

and (2)forN ! 1 and forall,asobtained by exploiting the analogy ofthe present

problem with the random m atrix m odelrecently constructed fordescribing transportin

disordered system s[14],isgiven by

�(u;v)= f()Q (�;�)
#1

�
�(�� �)

2
;p
�

u � v
; (4)

where

Q (�;�)=
#4

�
�(�+ �)

2
;p
�

#
1=2

4

�
��


;p
�

#
1=2

4

�
��


;p
�;� = sinh� 1(

p
!u); � = sinh� 1(

p
!v); (5)

#1(x;p)isa JacobiTheta function [15]and f()isa known function of.For � �2;a

sim plerform forthedensity m atrix isobtained

�(u;v)�
1

�

sin
h
�

2

�

sinh� 1
h

(!)1=2u
i

� sinh� 1
h

(!)1=2v
i�i

u� v
: (6)

In the lim it ! 0,in term softhe density atthe origin D 0 =
1

2
(!

)1=2;thisreduces to

the free Ferm ion density m atrix �(u � v)= sin[D0�(u� v)]=�(u� v):These oscillations

are the characteristic signature ofa norm alFerm isystem ; its Fourier transform | the

m om entum distribution| isthefam iliarstep function.On theotherhand forincreasing

,these oscillationsbegin to die out,destroying the Ferm iliquid behavior. The Fourier

transform of�(u;v) would involve two externalm om enta and this m akes com parison
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with the Ferm iliquid m om entum distribution di�cult. W e shallinstead consider the

Fouriertransform of�(u;0);nk =
R
+ 1

� 1 du eiku�(u;0). W ith the change ofvariable y =

sinh� 1(2D 0u);wehave

nk =
1

�

Z 1

0

dy cothy

"

sin
�

2

 

jkj

�D 0

sinhy+ y

!

� sin
�

2

 

jkj

�D 0

sinhy� y

! #

: (7)

For sm allenough  we can replace sinhy by y within the sine function,and cothy by

1=sinhy.Theresulting distribution isgiven by

nk = n

"

�



 

jkj

D 0

� �

! #

� n

"

�



 

jkj

D 0

+ �

! #

; (8)

wheren[x]= 1=[ex + 1]istheFerm ifunction.Asexpected,thisreducesto thestep ofthe

freeferm ionswhen  = 0:M oreover,we�nd from theexplicitexpression (8)that plays

theroleofan e�ective \tem perature".

In sum m ary,wehaveconsidered a one-dim ensionalquantum m any-body problem de-

scribed by aJastrow typewavefunction characterized by an exponent� and a param eter

.W eshow thatourm odelisageneralization ofthe1=r2 pair-potentialm odelconsidered

by Calogero and Sutherland,which isobtained in the lim it = 0:W e obtain the exact

one-particledensity m atrixforall forthecase� = 1wherethe1=r2 interaction vanishes.

For = 0,and the choice ofFerm istatisticsthisbecom es a free ferm ion problem ,and

we recoverthe step function forthe m om entum distribution. For 6= 0,an interaction

term survivesforthecase� = 1and theresultingm om entum distribution issm eared out,

destroying the Ferm iLiquid. The explicitexpression forthe m om entum distribution as

a function of forsm all showsthatthedestruction oftheFerm iliquid stateoccursas

increasing interaction inducesan increasein thee�ective\tem perature" in thisregim e.
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Figure C aption

Fig.1: V (u)characterizing the m odelwave function considered,asgiven by Eq.(2),for

variousvaluesof.Theparam eter! hasbeen setequalto unity.
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