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Abstract

A generaland transparentprocedureto bosonizeferm ionsplaced on a lattice

is presented. Harm onics higher than kF in the one-particle G reen function

are shown to appear due to the com pact character ofrealelectron bands.

Q uantitativeestim ationsoftheroleofhigherharm onicsarem adepossibleby

thisbosonization technique.
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Bosonization m ethodshaveprovided uswith a thorough understanding ofthephysicsof

1+ 1 dim ensionalm odelsystem sin severalbranchesofTheoreticalPhysicsas,forexam ple,

Condensed M atter1;2. The earliest im plem entation ofsuch techniques dates back to the

sixties,when Luttinger3 proposed his m odel,which was subsequently solved partially by

M attisand Lieb4.Ten yearslater,Lutherand Peschel,and M attis5;6 m adethepicturem ore

concrete by com bining their re�ned version ofbosonization with known results for som e

m odels previously solved by Bethe ansatz. Soon afterwards,and independently,a sim ilar

boson-ferm ion equivalencewasalsoobtained by Colem an7 in thecontextoftheSine-Gordon

m odel.Perhapsthe m ostpictorialrepresentation ofa ferm ion in term sofbosonshasbeen

given by M andelstam 8.According to it,ferm ionsshould beunderstood in a purely bosonic

theory assoliton operatorsinterpolating between di�erentparticlevacua.Reciprocally,the

genericbehaviorofelectron liquidsin 1+ 1dim ensionsissuch thatalltheexcitationsofthe

Ferm isea can beclassi�ed into a setofboson operators.

Theparadigm ofatheory which can besolved by m eansofbosonization istheLuttinger

m odel. Thisisa one dim ensionalm odel,in which electronsinteractonly through density

operatorsofde�nitechirality.ThetotalHam iltonian can beexpressed asa quadraticform

oftwo boson �elds with opposite chiralities,and this fact renders the m odelcom pletely

integrable.Thereare,however,som eassum ptionsin theLuttingerm odelwhich m akeofit

an approxim atedescription ofthephysicsofrealelectrons.Them ostim portantofthem are

m ade by considering a perfect linear dispersion relation forthe originalelectrons,and by

supposing thatthe two branches(corresponding to the two di�erentFerm ipoints)can be

arti�cially extended ad in�nitum in both directions(see �g. 1(a)). Obviously,the in�nite

collection ofstatesdeep insidetheFerm isea isnotpresentatallin arealphysicalsituation,

and thehypothesisthatthey donotm odify theessentialpropertieslearned from Luttinger’s

m odelbecom escrucial.

Letusexplain with m oredetailsom eofthecom plicationswhich appearin realcondensed

m attersystem sand which blurthesharp picturebroughtaboutby thebosonization ofthe

Luttingerm odel.First,thedispersion relationforonespeciesoffreenon-relativisticferm ions
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issim ply a parabola,�(p)= p2=2m ,which isbounded from below,butnotfrom above(�g.

1(b)). Second,when these form erly free electronsare placed in a lattice and interactwith

theperiodicsubstratepotentialoftheatom s,thedispersion relation becom esalso bounded

from above,and peaks,in the sim plestcase,atthe Bragg pointso thatwe are leftwith a

com pactband ofwidth D (see�g.1(c)).Theaforem entioned phenom ena beartwo related

e�ects. One is the appearance, due to the com pact character ofthe band, ofchirality

breaking processes,which m ix both branches. Thisistantam ountto say thatone can not

dividethephysicalelectron �eld operatorinto rightand leftm oving piecesunam biguously.

The othere�ectisthe curvature ofthe band. W e argue thatin m ostcasesthe �rste�ect

isthe m ostrelevantone because itisthe source ofthe appearance ofhigherharm onicsin

electron correlation functions,while the second onegivesrise to harm lessrenorm alizations

ofthe param eters. In the case ofthe electron Green function,forinstance,togetherwith

thenaivefrequencies�kF oneexpectshigherm odulationsat�3kF ,�5kF ,etc:

h	(x)	 + (y)i=
1X

n= 0

cn
i

(x� y)�n
e
i(2n+ 1)kF (x�y) + h:c: (1)

An underlying assum ption ofthe bosonization technique is that only long wavelength

uctuationsofthe density ofparticlesa�ectthe physics ofthe problem . One istherefore

allowed to average allm agnitudes over distances m uch larger than the average distance

am ong particles,rs ’ 1=kF | in particular,the com m utation relations and expectation

valuesofdensity operators.W eproceed now to describe qualitatively thee�ectsofa �nite

density ofelectronson theaccuracy ofthem apping ofelectronsto bosons.

� Forinterm ediatedensities,when kF isplaced approxim ately in them iddleoftheband,

itscurvatureisvery sm alland wecan linearizeitaround theFerm ipointswith a high

degreeofaccuracy.On theotherhand,chirality-breaking processeshave high energy

and can bedisregarded asa �rstapproxim ation.

� At low densities,kF is close to the bottom ofthe band. In this case,the discrete

characteroftheparticlesisim portant,becausethelength scalesetby rs islarge.One
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should add thattheprocesseswhich break thechirality havelow energiesand need to

betaken into account.They show up in theform ofhigherharm onicsin theelectron

correlation functions.

� Athigh densities the Ferm iwave-vector isclose to the top ofthe band,and due to

particle-holesym m etry thequalitativediscussion in theform eritem applies.

The issue ofthe em ergence ofhigher harm onics is not new,and has been considered

before m ainly in connection with the e�ectsofthe curvature ofthe dispersion relation. A

quite originalpointofview,due to Haldane9,rephrases the problem asthe incorporation

ofthe discrete nature ofthe particles into the bosonization program . In either case,it

becom esclearthattheboson-ferm ion transcription valid within theLuttingerm odelshould

be corrected to take into account m ore realistic dispersion relations. In particular,ifwe

consider a com pactdispersion relation and give up the perfect division between left and

rightm oversoftheLuttingerm odel,hybridization e�ectsbetween thetwo chiral�eldswill

appeargiving riseto higherharm onicm odulationsin theelectron correlation functions.Up

to date,though,therehasbeen no attem ptto understand whatistechnically thesourceof

such hybridization and,thereafter,to propose a system atic way ofcorrecting the original

boson expression oftheferm ion operator.

Thepurposeofthepresentpaperistoincorporatethecom pactcharacteroftheband |

i.e.thechirality-breakingprocesses| intothebosonization techniquein anon-perturbative,

andessentiallyexact,way.Ourgoalistosetup aschem ethatperm itstostudyquantitatively

the role ofhigher harm onics. These m ight be relevant for the physicalbehavior ofsom e

experim entaldevices,e.g.: quantum wires10;11. It is our beliefthat our procedure places

bosonization in the doorway ofquantitative com putations ofresponse functions of one-

dim ensionalsystem sin Condensed M atter.

W e begin with a rem inderofthe m ain linesofthe sim ple bosonization program ,where

theassum ption ofan in�nitelineardispersion relation ofthetwo electron branchesbecom es

essential.In theLuttingerm odeltheelectronic spectrum ofthe\free" Ham iltonian isthat
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represented in �g.1(a).Therearetwo typesofferm ion m odes,say ak;a
+

k and bk;b
+

k ,forthe

respectiverightand leftbranchesofthespectrum .Itiswell-known thattheonly excitations

supported by theFerm isea of�g.1(a)aredensity uctuationsoftheform

�kR =
X

q

a
+

q+ kaq (2)

fortherightbranch,and

�kL =
X

q

b
+

q+ kbq (3)

forthe leftbranch. There are obviously otheructuation processesin which electronsare

transferred from one branch to the other,butin the Luttingerm odelthey am ountto the

introduction ofa conserved quantum num ber J. The im portant point is that the above

currentssatisfy thecom m utation relations

h

�
� ~kR

;�kR

i

= �
k~k
k
L

2�
h

�
� ~kL

;�kL

i

= ��
k~k
k
L

2�
(4)

where L is the length ofthe dim ension in which the electrons are con�ned. The linear

dependence ofthe com m utators (4) can be rigorously proved under the hypothesis ofan

in�nitelineardispersion relation asshown in �g.1(a).Itallowsusto de�neboson creation

and annihilation operators

B
+

k =

s
2�

L jkj
�kR k > 0;B +

k = �

s
2�

L jkj
�kL k < 0

B k =

s
2�

L jkj
��kR k > 0;B k = �

s
2�

L jkj
��kL k < 0

(5)

which satisfy perfectcanonicalcom m utation relations

h

B k;B
+

~k

i

= �
k~k

(6)

Theseoscillatorscan in turn beassem bled into two chiralboson �elds
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�R (x)=
2�

L

0

@ xN R + i
X

k6= 0

e�ikx

k
�kR

1

A

�L(x)=
2�

L

0

@ xN L + i
X

k6= 0

e�ikx

k
�kL

1

A (7)

Here N R and N L are the norm alordered charges forthe respective channels. This boson

codi�cation oftheelectron excitationsisonly halfoftheboson-ferm ion equivalence.Itcan

also be shown thatthe ferm ion �eld m ay be expressed in term softhe above boson �elds.

In particular,a correctrepresentation forthetwo ferm ion chiralitiesis

	 R(x)= :ei� R (x) :

	 L(x)= :e�i� L (x) : (8)

Thesearetheexpressionsforthesoliton (ferm ion)annihilation operatorsfound by M andel-

stam .They havethevirtueofsatisfyingtheequal-tim ecanonicalanticom m utation relations

offerm ion operators. Finally and m ore im portant,the representation (8) reproduces the

form oftheferm ion correlators

h	 R(x)	
+

R (x
0)i=

i

x� x0
(9)

h	 L(x)	
+

L (x
0)i=

�i

x� x0
(10)

Atthispointweundertaketheanalysisofhow thisprogram hasto bem odi�ed when a

m orerealistic,com pactdispersion relation isconsidered in thedescription oftheelectronic

system .Electronsusually feelthebackground periodicpotentialoftheatom iclattice.This

substrate potentialchangestheirparabolic dispersion relation into a band (�gs. 1(b)and

1(c)).Despitethefactthatin such caseno naturaldistinction between rightand leftm odes

can bem ade,wewantto keep theseparation into two di�erentbranchesforcom putational

purposes.In fact,even in thecaseofa com pactspectrum ofthekind shown in �g.1(c)the

staticelectron correlatorstillshowstwo di�erentm odulationscorresponding to theleftand

right branches. Suppose,for instance,that we write the m ode expansion for the ferm ion

�eld
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	(x)=
2�

L

0X

k= ��

e
ikx
bk +

2�

L

�X

k= 0

e
ikx
ak (11)

Then,a straightforward com putation givestheresult(in thelim itL ! 1 )

h	(x)	 + (y)i=
Z �k F

��

dke
ik(x�y) +

Z �

kF

dke
ik(x�y)

=
i

x� y
e
ikF (x�y) +

�i

x� y
e
�ik F (x�y) (12)

Thisisexactly thesam eexpression thatoneobtainsforthestaticcorrelatorin theLuttinger

m odel. However,aswe are going to see,the bounded characterofthe spectrum ofboson

excitationsrequiresappropriate m odi�cationsin the interm ediate stepswhich lead to (12)

within thebosonization approach.

Itisworthwhile to rem ark thatthe particularenergy valuesofthe electron m odesare

irrelevant for the purpose ofcom puting the static correlators. The only im portant point

is that the Ferm isea com prises now a connected set ofstates from k = �kF to k = kF .

Given thatwe do nothave an in�nite dispersion relation anym ore,we would like to write

tentatively thesetofchiralcurrents

�kR =
X

0< q+ k;q< �

a
+

q+ k aq

�kL =
X

��< q+ k;q< 0

b
+

q+ k bq (13)

The�rstexerciseinordertotestthebosonizationprocedureistocheckthelineardependence

ofthecom m utatorofcurrentswith likechirality:

[��kR ;�kR]=

2

4
X

0< q�k;q< �

a
+

q�k aq;
X

0< r+ k;r< �

a
+

r+ k ar

3

5

=
X

0< q�k;r< �

�q;r+ ka
+

q�k ar �

�
X

0< r+ k;q< �

�r;q�k a
+

r+ kaq (14)

Itis im portant to realize thatin these sum s allthe subindices run from 0 to �. Forthis

reason,one can see thatforsu�ciently sm allvaluesofk the �rstsum in (14)hasL=(2�)
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tim esk m ore contributionsthan the other. Thisagreeswith the lineardependence in (4).

However,in the case ofa band less than half-�lled,when k > kF there are not enough

excitationsoftheFerm isea and thecom m utatorrem ainsequalto L=(2�)kF ,up to a value

ofk = �� kF .From thatvalueitbeginsto decrease linearly and reaches0 atk = �.This

picture is valid,as we have said,for values ofkF between 0 and �=2. W hen the band is

m orethan half-�lled wegeta sim ilarform ofthecom m utatorbutwith lineargrowing up to

�� kF and laterlineardecreasefrom kF to �.

W e m ay pause atthispointand think ofthe physicalreasonsforthisdeviation ofthe

com m utatorfrom a perfectlineardependence.They can indeed befound by looking atthe

very essence ofthe com putation perform ed above. As a m atter offact,the value ofthe

com m utatorisa m easure ofthe num berofavailable one-particle excitationsoverthe Ferm i

sea.In thecase ofa band lessthan half-�lled,forinstance,itisclearthatforsm allvalues

ofm om entum transferk there isno problem in exciting L=(2�)k electronsfrom below the

Ferm ilevelto statesaboveit.W hen k > kF ,though,we cannotcontinue pulling outright

m odesoncewereach thebottom oftheband and thenum berofavailableexcitationsisless

than L=(2�)k. Thisargum entexplainsalso why the actualnum berrem ainsconstantand

equalto L=(2�)kF,up to a m om entum transfer�� kF .

However,thisclearinterpretation ofthe functionaldependence ofthe com m utatoralso

showsthatthepresentpictureisphysically incorrect.In fact,itisonly ourarti�cialdivision

between rightand leftm odeswhathasprevented usfrom considering anothersetofadm is-

sibleone-particleexcitationsfork > kF .Thesecorrespond tothetransferofelectronsbelow

the Ferm ilevelin the range [�kF ;0]to states above the Ferm ilevelin the right branch.

Obviously,thereisno reason fornotconsidering theseexcitationson thesam efooting than

those taken into account before within the sam e branch. Bearing this in m ind,it seem s

m orenaturalthede�nition ofthecurrents

�kR =
X

0< q+ k;q< �

a
+

q+ k aq +
X

�k F < q< 0

a
+

q+ k bq

�kL =
X

��< q+ k;q< 0

b
+

q+ k bq +
X

0< q< kF

b
+

q+ k aq (15)
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Itisclearthatthecorrectcountingofexcitationsleadstoasituation in which form om entum

transferk = 2kF thenum berofthem equalsthem axim um valueL=(2�)2kF,including the

extrem e processin which an electron slightly below the Ferm ilevelistransferred above it

attheotherFerm ipoint.ThisvalueL=(2�)2kF isalso thecuto� forthecom m utator.The

correctphysicalpicturesays,then,thatthecom m utatorshould bealinearfunction growing

up to L=(2�)2kF at k = 2kF ,rem aining constant untilk = � � 2kF and then linearly

decreasing to 0 atk = �.

Them ostim portante�ectofthelatticeis,therefore,to replacethecom m utatorsin (4)

by a bounded function in theinterval[0;�],which wewillcallL=(2�)f(k),i.e.:

[��kR ;�kR]=
L

2�
f(k) (16)

f(k) is depicted in �gure 2. This in turn m odi�es the properties ofthe bosons that one

can build from thecurrents(15).The correctde�nition ofboson creation and annihilation

operatorsshould benow

B
+

k =

s
2�

Lf(jkj)
�kR k > 0;B +

k = �

s
2�

Lf(jkj)
�kL k < 0

B k =

s
2�

Lf(jkj)
��kR k > 0;B k = �

s
2�

Lf(jkj)
��kL k < 0

(17)

in orderto preserve the canonicalcom m utation relations(6).W ewantto m aintain atthis

point the relation that exists in the Luttinger m odelbetween the �elds �L(x);�R (x) and

�L(x);�R (x)

�L(x)=
L

2�
r �L(x); �R (x)=

L

2�
r �R (x) (18)

with theonly di�erence thatnow r isthelatticederivative.Thetwo boson �elds

�L(x)= i
X

k< 0

s

2�

L

q

f(jkj)

2sin(k=2)
(e�ikx B +

k � e
ikx
B k)

�R (x)= i
X

k> 0

s

2�

L

q

f(jkj)

2sin(k=2)
(e�ikx B +

k � e
ikx
B k) (19)
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arechiral,in thesensethat�R (x),forinstance,createsexcitationsin theforward direction

and destroysthem in the backward direction. Theirproperties,though,are non-standard,

sincethey accountin theirstructureforthe�nitenessofthenum berofm odesofthelattice.

Over very large distances,we should expect from them the sam e behavior found in the

Luttinger m odel. This is guaranteed by the fact that the function f(k) is linear in k for

sm allvaluesoftheargum ent.Oversm allerdistances,though,westartto feelthee�ectsof

thediscretenessofthenum berofparticles.

Theaboveconsiderationsareexem pli�ed by thecom putation ofthecorrelator

he
i� R (x)e

�i� R (0)i (20)

which in theLuttingerm odelequalstheferm ion propagator(9).A straightforward calcula-

tion leads,in thelim itL ! 1 ,to

he
i� R (x)e

�i� R (0)i= exp

(

�

Z �

0

dk
f(k)

4sin2(k=2)

�

1� e
ikx

�
)

= e
�I (21)

W earem ainlyinterested in thebehaviorofthecorrelatoratlargevaluesofx.Theevaluation

ofI in thisregim estillappearsto beunfeasible,butin thelim itofsm allkF (com pared to

�)wem ay considerthee�ectsoftheintegration overlargevaluesofk asirrelevant.W ecan

then approxim ateI by

I �

Z
�

0

dk
f(k)

k2

�

1� e
ikx

�

=
Z

2kF

0

dk
1

k

�

1� e
ikx

�

+ 2kF
Z

�

2kF

dk
1

k2

�

1� e
ikx

�

� log(2kF x)+ E + 1� i
�

2
�

ei2kF x

(2kF x)2
+ F(x;�)+ ::: (22)

� playsheretheroleofan uppercuto�,and thefunction F(x;�)is

F(x;�)= �2
kF

�
+ 2i

kF

�

ei�x

�x
(23)

At sm allvalues ofkF =� the inuence ofthe cuto� can be disregarded and we get the

asym ptoticexpansion forthecorrelator
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he
i� R (x)e

�i� R (0)i= C
i

2kF x
+ C e

i2kF x
i

(2kF x)3
+ ::: (24)

The�rstterm correspondsto theright-handed piece oftheelectron propagator(12),while

the restare contributionswhich arise from the structure ofthe boson �eld operatorsover

distancescorresponding to them ean separation am ong particles.

The m ain conclusion which follows from the evaluation of(20) is that the boson rep-

resentation (8)ofthe two ferm ion chiralitiescannotbe correct,since itproducesspurious

contributions to the electron propagator as shown in (24). W e stress again the fact that

the electron propagatorisgiven in any eventby the expression (12). Itsuggeststhatthe

left-right chiraldecom position is stillat work in the free theory of�g. 1(c),showing no

otherharm onicsthan thoseatkF and �kF .Thestructureofthehigherordercontributions

in (24),in particularthe m odulation at2kF ,shows thatthe boson representation (8)can

be conveniently corrected in orderto canceloutspuriousterm sin the ferm ion propagator.

Actually,itisnota coincidence thatthe subdom inantorderin (24)isjustthe opposite of

thedom inantcontribution from

he
i(� L (x)+ � R (x))e

i� R (x)e
�i(� L (0)+ � R (0))e

�i� R (0)i (25)

Thus,thecorrectboson representation ofthechiralferm ion operatorsis

	 R (x)= e
i� R (x)+ c1e

i2kF xe
i(� L (x)+ � R (x))e

i� R (x)+ ::: (26)

	 L(x)= e
�i� L (x)+ c1e

�i2k F xe
�i(� R (x)+ � L (x))e

�i� L (x)+ ::: (27)

By keeping thedecom position

	(x)= e
�ik F x	 L(x)+ e

ikF x	 R(x) (28)

it is not di�cult to see that the use of(26) and (27) reproduces the correct expression

ofthe electron propagator (12),provided that c1 = C �1 . The form ofthe corrections in

(26) and (27)coincides with what has been advocated by other authors9. Here,we have

accom plished a quantitativederivation ofthem ,preciseenough todeterm inethecoe�cients
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ofthe serieswithin a given m odel.Ourargum entation also clari�esconceptually thatitis

thebosonization m ethod whatintroducesthehigherharm oniccontributions,asin (26)and

(27),though in som einstances| likethatofthefreeelectron system | theonlym odulations

in theelectron propagatorareatkF and �kF .

W efollow atthispointthestandard bosonization procedure,by which theboson repre-

sentation oftheferm ion operatorsrem ainsunchanged afterswitching theinteraction.Thus,

we are in the position to m ake explicit statem ents regarding the structure ofthe electron

propagatorin theinteractingtheory.In generaltherearecouplingsin theinteractingham il-

tonian which m ix explicitly thetwo chiralpartsoftheelectron �eld.Thism ixing hasto be

considered alongside with the underlying chiralm ixing already presentin the boson repre-

sentation.Theinterplaybetween them givesrise,in addition tothestandard kF m odulation,

to3kF and higherorderm odulation term sin theelectron propagator,aswearegoingtosee

in whatfollows.Itisworth to m ention thatthesignalofthe3kF m odulation hasbeen ob-

served num erically by Ogataand Shiba12 in thestrongcouplinglim itoftheone-dim ensional

Hubbard m odel.

Let us take,for the sake ofsim plicity, a sim ple g-ology m odelconsisting offorward

scattering term sofg2 and g4 type1

H =
Z

dx ivF (	
y

R@x	 R � 	 y

L@x	 L)

+
Z

dx

�

g2	
y

R 	 R	
y

L	 L +
g4

2

h

(	 y

R 	 R)
2 + (	 y

L	 L)
2
i�

(29)

Asiswell-known,in theboson representation thisham iltonian isdiagonalized by thecanon-

icaltransform ation
0

B
B
@

�L

�R

1

C
C
A =

0

B
B
@

cosh � �sinh �

�sinh � cosh �

1

C
C
A

0

B
B
@

~�L

~�R

1

C
C
A (30)

with

tanh 2� =
g2

2�vF + g4
(31)
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By im plem enting thistransform ation to freeboson �eldsin thecom putation oftheferm ion

propagatorweget

h	 R(x)	
y

R (0)i=

= he
i� R (x)e

�i� R (0)i

+ jc1j
2
e
i2kF xhe

i(� L (x)+ � R (x))e
i� R (x)e

�i(� L (0)+ � R (0))e
�i� R (0)i+ :::

=
d1

(2kF x)1+ 2(sinh �)
2

+ e
i2kF x

"
d2

(2kF x)3+ 2(sinh �)
2
+

d3

(2kF x)1+ 2(cosh � �sinh �)
2+ 2(sinh �)2

#

+ ::: (32)

d1,d2 and d3 areknown constantswhoseexplicitvalueisnotrelevantforthepurposeofthe

current discussion. The im portantissue here isthat the 2kF oscillation,which translates

into a 3kF oscillation oftheelectron propagator,doesnotcanceloutanym ore.Only when

sinh � = 0 (free case)the cancellation takesplace. Aswe advanced previously,the higher

harm onic oscillationsshow up explicitly in the interacting ferm ion propagator.In the long

distance lim it and for � > 0,ofthe two term s in the last line of(32) the second one is

actually them ostrelevantasitsexponentturnsoutto besm allerthan thatofthe�rst.

To sum m arize,we have found in this paper that the naturalway to understand the

em ergence ofhigherharm onicsin non-standard bosonization form ulasisthe consideration

ofa com pact dispersion relation for the ferm ions in one dim ension. As a paradigm of

this situation we have taken an electron system on the lattice. In ourapproach,we have

obtained the higherharm onicswithin a purely kinem aticalfram ework. In thisfashion we

have followed the standard bosonization procedure where the boson representation is�rst

proposed for the free theory and,subsequently, the interacting theory is solved without

changing thebosonization prescription.

Asitisapparentfrom (26)and (27),ourbosonization form ulasare quantitative in the

sensethatweobtain explicitvaluesfortheam plitudesassociated to higherharm onicterm s.

Theextension ofthepresentwork to m orecom plicated interacting ferm ion system sand to

ferm ionswith spin iscurrently understudy.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. (a)Dispersion relationsforfreeelectronsin theLuttingerm odel(b)Sam eforconven-

tionalnon-relativistic free electrons(c)Dispersion relation forelectronsin a lattice

FIG .2. Function f(k)de�ned in the text
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