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W e give the details ofthe calculation ofthe spectralfunctionsofthe 1D Hubbard m odelusing

the spin-charge factorized wave-function for severalversions ofthe U ! + 1 lim it. The spectral

functions are expressed as a convolution of charge and spin dynam icalcorrelation functions. A

procedureto evaluatethesecorrelation functionsvery accurately forlargesystem sisdeveloped,and

analyticalresults are presented for the low energy region. These results are fully consistent with

the conform al�eld theory. W e also propose a directm ethod ofextracting the exponentsfrom the

m atrix elem entsin m ore generalcases.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Aftertherecentphotoem ission experim ents1;2 on quasi

one-dim ensionalm aterials,theneed ofunderstandingthe

dynam icalspectralfunctionsofstrongly correlated elec-

tron system s has arised. W hile the low energy behav-

iorisusually welldescribed within thefram ework ofthe

Luttinger liquid theory,3;4;5 the experim entally relevant

higher energies (� 100 m eV) can be calculated for ex-

am ple by diagonalizing sm allclusters6 or by Q uantum

M onte-Carlocalculations.7 Unfortunately,both m ethods

have lim itations either given by the sm all size of the

system or by statisticalerrors and use ofanalytic con-

tinuation. Even for the Bethe-Ansatz solvable m odels,

wheretheexcitation spectra can becalculated,theprob-

lem atic partofcalculating the m atrix elem entsrem ains:

Thewavefunctionsarerequired,and they aresim ply too

com plicated. There is,however,a specialclassofm od-

els,wheretheevaluation ofthem atrix elem entsism ade

possiblethrough arelativelysim plefactorized form ofthe

wave-function,and som e results were already published

by Sorella and Parolla8 forthe insulating half-�lled case

and by the authors9;10 away from half-�lling.

Thedynam ical,zerotem peratureone-particlespectral

functions can be de�ned as the im aginary parts ofthe

tim e ordered G reen’sfunction:

A(k;!)=
1

�
Im G (k;!); for! > �;

B (k;!)= �
1

�
Im G (k;!); for! < �:

A(k;!) is m easured in angular resolved inverse pho-

toem ission experim ents and can be calculated from the

Lehm ann representation:

A(k;!)=
X

f;�

�
�
�hf;N + 1ja

y

k;�
j0;N i

�
�
�
2

�(!� E
N + 1

f
+ E N

0 );

while B (k;!) is m easured in the angular resolved pho-

toem ission experim entsand isgiven by:

B (k;!)=
X

f;�

�
�
�hf;N � 1ja

k;�
j0;N i

�
�
�
2

�(!� EN0 + E
N � 1

f
):

Here N is the num ber ofelectrons,f denotes the �nal

states and ak;� destroys an electron with m om entum k

and spin �.Ifthespectralfunctionsareknown,thetim e

ordered G reen’sfunction can be obtained from

G (k;!)=

Z + 1

�

d!0
A(k;!0)

!� !0+ i�
+

Z �

� 1

d!0
B (k;!0)

!� !0� i�
:

(1)

Thespecialm odelsforwhich the m atrix elem entscan

be calculated are:

i)TheHubbard m odel,de�ned asusual:

H = � t
X

i;�

�

a
y

i+ 1;�
a
i;�

+ h:c:

�

+ U
X

i

ni;"ni;#; (2)

in the lim itU=t! + 1 ;

ii)The anisotropict� J m odel

H tJ = � t
X

i;�

(~a
y

i;�~ai+ 1;� + h:c:)

+
X

i

X

�= x;y;z

J
�
�
S
�
i S

�
i+ 1 �

1

4
��;znini+ 1

�
; (3)

in the lim itJ� ! 0,where ~ai;� are the usualprojected

operators. Actually,the Hubbard m odelin the large U

lim itcan be m apped onto a strong coupling m odelusu-

ally identi�ed as the t� J m odelplus three-site term s

using a canonicaltransform ation,11;12 where J = 4t2=U

issm all;

iii)An extension ofthe t� J m odel�rstproposed by

Xiang and d’Am brum enil,13 de�ned by the Ham iltonian

1
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H = � t
X

i;�

�

~a
y

i;�
~a
i+ 1;�

+ h:c:

�

+
X

i> j

X

�= x;y;z

J
�
�
S
�
i S

�
i+ j �

1

4
��;znini+ j

�
Pi;j; (4)

where Pi;j =
Q j� 1

j0= 1
(1� ni+ j0) in the exchange part of

the Ham iltonian ensuresthattwo spinsinteractaslong

asthere isno otherspin between them .The m otivation

to study this m odelis that,unlike the in�nite U Hub-

bard m odel,there is a �nite energy J associated with

spin uctuations,and thiswillgive ususefulindications

aboutthe �nite U Hubbard m odel.

From the m odels de�ned above,the Hubbard m odel

is the m ost relevant one. It plays a central role as

the generic m odel of strongly correlated electron sys-

tem s. Even though it is com paratively sim ple, it is

very di�cult to solve except for the one dim ensional

case, where it is solvable by Bethe Ansatz.14 Unfor-

tunately, the Bethe ansatz solution is not convenient

for direct com putation of spectralfunctions, therefore

an alternative approach was needed. In the lim it of

sm all U one can use the renorm alization group15 to

show that the Hubbard m odel belongs to the univer-

sality classofthe Tom onaga-Luttingerm odel,16 usually

referred to as Luttinger-liquid.17 The Luttinger liquids

arecharacterized by power-law decay ofcorrelation func-

tions,and nonexistence ofquasiparticles.18 The under-

lying conform al�eld theory can be used to relate the

exponents to �nite-size corrections of the energy and

m om entum .19;20;21;22 This gives consistent results not

onlywith therenorm alizationgroup in theweakcoupling

regim e,23 but also with the specialcase ofU=t! + 1 ,

where the exponents ofthe static correlationscould be

obtained using a factorized wavefunction.24;25;26

Actually,thespin-chargefactorized wavefunction also

describestheexcited statesaswell,27 and itcan beused

tocalculatethedynam icalspectralfunctionsaswell.The

spectralfunctionsobtained in thiswayareveryeducative

and in som esense,unexpected.Forexam ple,itturnsout

that the spectrum contains rem nants ofbands10 cross-

ing the Ferm i energy at 3kF - the so called shadow

bands. Also it givesinform ation on the applicability of

thepower-law Luttingerliquid correlation function.9 The

aim ofthis paper is not only to give the details ofthe

calculation,thatcan beusefulforothercorrelation func-

tions,but also to present som e new results on the low

energy behavior ofthe charge and spin part (both for

the isotropicHeisenberg and XY spin m odel).

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:In Section IIwere-

view the factorized wave function and in Section IIIwe

show how the spectralfunctions can be given asa con-

volution ofspin and charge parts. Sections IV and V

are devoted to the detailed analysis ofthe charge and

spin parts.Therelation to theresultsobtained from the

�nite-size corrections and conform al�eld theory is dis-

cussed in Section VI. Finally,in Section VIIwe present

ourconclusions.

II.T H E FA C T O R IZED W AV E FU N C T IO N

Ithasbeen shown,24;27 by using the Bethe ansatz so-

lution,thatthe ground state wave function ofthe Hub-

bard m odelin the U ! + 1 lim it can be constructed

asa productofa spinlessferm ion wavefunction j iand

a squeezed spin wave function j�i. This can be alter-

natively seen using perturbationalargum ents24 and then

extended to the t� J m odelin the J ! 0 lim it. M ore-

over, the wave function of the excited states are also

factorized:8;27

jN i= j N
L ;Q (fIg)i
 j�

N #

N
(Q ;~fQ )i: (5)

The spinless ferm ion wave function j i describes the

chargesand isan eigen function ofN noninteractingspin-

lessferm ionson L siteswith m om enta

kjL = 2�Ij + Q ; (6)

where the Ij are integer quantum num bers and j =

1;2;:::N . The charge partis not fully decoupled from

the spin wave function j�i, as the m om entum Q =

2�J =N (J = 0;1;:::;N � 1 ) ofthe spin wave func-

tion im posesa twisted boundary condition on the spin-

less ferm ion wave-function (each ferm ion hopping from

siteL � 1 to site0 willacquirea phaseeiQ )to ensurepe-

riodicboundary conditionsfortheoriginalproblem .The

energy ofthe chargepartis

E
N
c = � 2t

NX

j= 1

coskj; (7)

and the m om entum reads P N
c =

P N

j= 1
kj, or, using

Eq.(6):

P
N
c =

2�

L

NX

j= 1

Ij +
N

L
Q =

2�

L

0

@

NX

j= 1

Ij + J

1

A : (8)

O n the other hand, the spin wave functions j�i are

characterized by thenum berofdown spinsN #,thetotal

m om entum Q ,and the quantum num ber ~fQ within the

subspace ofm om entum Q . They are eigenfunctions of

the Heisenberg Ham iltonian

H s =

NX

i= 1

X

�= x;y;z

~J�
�
S
�
i S

�
i+ 1 �

1

4
��;z

�
: (9)

with eigenenergiesE s. ~J� dependson the actualcharge

wavefunction j i.In thecaseoftheU ! + 1 Hubbard

m odel,

~J =
2t2

U

1

N

X

i;�= � 1

h jnini+ � � b
y

i+ �
nibi� �j i; (10)
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where b
y

j and bj are the operators ofspinless ferm ions

at site j. For the ground state j G Si it reads ~J� =

n(4t2=U )[1 � sin(2�n)=(2�n)], where n = N =L is the

density.

Forthe t� J m odel:

~J� = J
�
X

i

h jnini+ jj i; (11)

and forthe ground state ~J� = J�n[1� sin2(�n)=(�n)2].

For the m odelofXiang and d’Am brum enil ~J� = nJ�

and is independent ofthe charge part. The energy of

the factorized wave function isthen given asthe sum of

the charge and spin energies,with the assum ption that

the correct ~J is chosen. IfU ! + 1 or J ! 0,then

the spectrum collapses and we can assum e allthe spin

states degenerate,sim plifying considerably som e ofthe

calculationsto be presented later.

Furtherm ore,we choose N to be ofthe form 4l+ 2

(l integer), when the ground state is unique. Then

in the ground-state the spinless ferm ion wave-function

j 
N ;G S

L
iisdescribed by thequantum num bersQ = � and

fIg= f� N =2;:::;N =2� 2;N =2� 1g,so thatthe distri-

bution ofthekj’sissym m etricaround theorigin and we

choosethespin partastheground-stateoftheHeisenberg

m odel according to O gata and Shiba’s prescription.24

This choice ofthe spin wave function m akes the di�er-

ence between the U ! + 1 and U = + 1 (the so called

tm odel)lim its.

Thepricewehaveto pay forsuch a sim plewavefunc-

tion isthatthe representation ofrealferm ion operators

a
y

j;� in the new basis becom es com plicated. As a �rst

step,wecan writea
y

j;� asa
y

j;� = a
y

j;�(1� nj;��)+ a
y

j;�nj;��,

where a
y

j;�(1� nj;��)createsa ferm ion atan unoccupied

site and the a
y

j;�nj;�� addsa ferm ion atan already occu-

pied site,thuscreating a doubly occupied site. �� m eans

the spin state opposite to �. This latter process gives

contributionsto thespectralfunctionsin theupperHub-

bard band,A U H B (k;!)which can becalculated in a sim -

ilarway,butwewillnotaddressthisissuein thepresent

paper.

Next,we de�ne the operators Ẑ
y

i;� and Ẑi;� acting on

thespin partofthewavefunction:The Ẑ
y

i;� addsa spin

� to the beginning of the spin wave function j�N i if

i= 0,orinsertsa spin � afterskipping the �rstispins,

and m akes it N + 1 long,e.g.: Ẑ
y

0;�j"#i = j� "#i and

Ẑ
y

1;�j"#i= j" � #i. The Ẑi;� is de�ned asthe adjoint

operatorofẐ
y

i;�,i.e.itrem ovesa spin from sitei.

Then,to createa ferm ion atthe em pty site j= 0,we

need to createonespinlessferm ion with operatorb
y

0
and

to add a spin � to the spin wavefunction with operator

Ẑ
y

0;�:

a
y

0;�(1� n0;��)= Ẑ
y

0;�b
y

0
: (12)

Theapparentsim plicity islostfora
y

1;�.Then,apartfrom

creating a spinless ferm ions with b
y

1
in the charge part,

wehaveto considerthefollowingtwo possibilities:either

the j = 0 site is em pty,and with a
y

1;� we create a spin

atthe beginning ofthe spin wavefunction with Ẑ
y

0;�;or

itisoccupied,and weinserta spin between the�rstand

second spin in j�iwith Ẑ
y

1;�.So weend up with

a
y

1;�(1� n1;��)=

h

(1� n0)Ẑ
y

0;� + n0Ẑ
y

1;�

i

b
y

1
:

O bviously wechoosethej= 0 in furthercalculationsfor

itssim plicity.However,onecan show thatthe�nalresult

does notdepend on this specialchoice and the transla-

tionalinvarianceispreserved even forthese com plicated

operators.

III.SP EC T R A L FU N C T IO N S

To usethefactorized wavefunctionsin thecalculation

ofthe spectralfunction it is m ore convenient to trans-

ferthe k dependence from the a
y

k;�
operatorto the �nal

state:

A(k;!)=
X

f;�

L

�
�
�hf;N + 1ja

y

0;�j0;N i

�
�
�
2

� �(!� EN + 1

f
+ E N

0 )�k;P N + 1

f
�P N

0

and

B (k;!)=
X

f;�

L

�
�
�hf;N � 1ja

0;�j0;N i

�
�
�
2

� �(!� EN0 + E
N � 1

f
)�
k;P N

0
�P

N � 1

f

;

wherethe m om enta ofthe �nalstatesareP
N � 1

f
.

Aswealready pointed out,theaddition ofan electron

tothegroundstatecan resultin a�nalstatewith orwith-

outa doubly occupied state.Correspondingly,the spec-

tralfunction hascontributionsfrom theupperand lower

Hubbard bands:A(k;!)= A U H B (k;!)+ A LH B (k;!).W e

willnow consider A LH B (k;!) only. From Eqs.(5) and

(12)wegetthefollowing convolution asa consequenceof

the wavefunction factorization:

A
LH B (k;!)=

X

Q ;! 0;�

C�(Q ;!
0)A Q (k;! � !

0); (13)

and sim ilarly forB (k;!):

B (k;!)=
X

Q ;! 0;�

D �(Q ;!
0)B Q (k;! � !

0): (14)

A Q (k;!) and B Q (k;!) depend on the spinless ferm ion

wavefunction only:

3



A Q (k;!)= L
X

fIg

�
�
�h 

N + 1

L ;Q
(fIg)jb

y

0
j 

N ;G S

L ;�
i

�
�
�
2

� �(! � E
N + 1

f;c
+ E

N
G S;c)�k;P N + 1

f;c
�P N

G S;c

;

B Q (k;!)= L
X

fIg

�
�
�h 

N � 1
L ;Q

(fIg)jb
0
j 

N ;G S

L ;�
i

�
�
�
2

� �(! � E
N
G S;c + E

N � 1

f;c
)�
k;P N

G S;c
�P

N � 1

f;c

; (15)

and they arediscussed in m oredetailin thenextsection

(Sec.IV).

O n the otherhand,C�(Q ;!)and D �(Q ;!)aredeter-

m ined by the spin wavefunction only:

C�(Q ;!)=
X

~fQ

�
�
�h�N + 1(Q ;~fQ )ĵZ

y

0;�j�
G S

N i

�
�
�
2

� �(! � E
N + 1

f;s
+ E

N
G S;s);

D �(Q ;!)=
X

~fQ

�
�
�h�N � 1(Q ;~fQ )ĵZ0;�j�

G S

N i

�
�
�
2

� �(! � E
N
G S;s + E

N � 1

f;s
); (16)

and areanalyzed in Sec.V.Although wedo notpresent

ithere,a sim ilaranalysiscan be m adeforA U H B (k;!).

In Eqs.(13)and (14)the sim ple addition ofthe spin

and charge energies is assum ed. Strictly speaking,this

isonly valid forthe U ! + 1 ,J ! 0 and the m odelof

Xiang and d’Am brum enilforany J. In the other cases

thedependence of ~J on thechargewavefunction should

be explicitly taken into account. Still, it is a reason-

able approxim ation,as the im portant m atrix elem ents

willcom e from exciting a few particle-hole excitations

only,which willgive �nite-size corrections to ~J in the

therm odynam ic lim it. Furtherm ore,we are neglecting

the t2=U correctionsto the e�ective operators12 and to

the wavefunctions.

The m om entum distribution function, nk = ha
y

k
a
k
i

can be calculated from the spectralfunction as nk =R
B (k;!)d!,leading to a sim ilar expression as used by

Pruschkeand Shiba:28

nk =
X

Q

B Q (k)D (Q ); (17)

where B Q (k) =
R
B Q (k;!)d! and sim ilarly D (Q ) =R

D (Q ;!)d!.

The localspectralfunction A(!) = 1

L

P

k
A(k;!) is

given by

A(!)=
X

Q ;! 0;�

C�(Q ;!
0)A Q (! � !

0); (18)

where A Q (!)=
1

L

P

k
A Q (k;!). Sim ilarequation holds

forB (!).

IV .A B O U T A Q (K ;!) A N D B Q (K ;!)

To calculate A Q (k;!) and B Q (k;!) de�ned in

Eq. (15), we need to evaluate m atrix elem ents like

h 
N + 1

L ;Q
(fIg)jb

y

0
j 

N ;G S

L ;Q 0 i,where the two stateshavedi�er-

ent boundary conditions. In the ground state Q 0 = �,

but we willnot specify Q 0 yet. To calculate these m a-

trix elem ents,we need the following anti-com m utation

relation:

�
b
y

k0
;b

k

	
=

1

L

X

j;j0

e
ik

0
j
0
� ikj

�
b
y

j0
;bj

	

=
1

L
e
� i(k

0
� k)=2

e
i(Q

0
� Q )=2sin([Q

0� Q ]=2)

sin([k0� k]=2)
:

where k and k0 are wave-vectors with phase shift Q =L

and Q 0=L,respectively,seeEq.(6).ForQ ! Q 0theanti-

com m utation relation isthe usualone:
�
b
y

k0
;b

k

	
= �k;k0,

whileforQ 6= Q 0theoverallphaseshift(Q � Q 0)=L dueto

m om entum transferQ � Q 0tothespin degreesoffreedom

givesriseto theAnderson’sorthogonality catastrophe.29

Then a typicaloverlap h0jb
kN

:::b
k2
b
k1
b
y

k0
1

b
y

k0
2

:::b
y

k0
N

j0i,

where j0iisthe vacuum state,isgiven by the following

determ inant:

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
bk0

1
;k1

	 �
bk0

1
;k2

	
:::

�
bk0

1
;kN

	

�
bk0

2
;k1

	 �
bk0

2
;k2

	
:::

�
bk0

2
;kN

	

...
...

...�
bk0

N
;k1

	 �
bk0

N
;k2

	
:::

�
bk0

N
;kN

	

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

:

Replacing the anticom m utator, the determ inant above

becom es

L
� N

e
i(Q

0
� Q )N =2

Y

j

e
� i(k

0

j
� kj)=2 sinN

Q 0� Q

2

�

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

sin� 1
k
0

1
� k1

2
sin� 1

k
0

1
� k2

2
::: sin� 1

k
0

1
� kN

2

sin� 1
k
0

2
� k1

2
sin� 1

k
0

2
� k2

2
::: sin� 1

k
0

2
� kN

2

...
...

...

sin� 1
k
0

N
� k1

2
sin� 1

k
0

N
� k2

2
::: sin� 1

k
0

N
� kN

2

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

:

This determ inant is very sim ilar to the Cauchy deter-

m inant (there the elem ents are 1=(k � k0) instead of

1=sin(k � k0)) and it can be expressed as a product,30

so forthe overlap weget:

� L
� N

e
i(Q

0
� Q )N =2 sinN

Q 0� Q

2

Y

j

e
� i(k

0

j
� kj)=2

�
Y

j> i

sin
kj � ki

2

Y

j> i

sin
k0j � k0i

2

Y

i;j

sin� 1
k0i� kj

2
;

where the sign + is for N = 1;4;5;8;9;::and � for

N = 2;3;6;7;::.

Now we turn back to the A Q (k;!). The m atrix ele-

m entsin Eq.(15)are

4



L
�
�h 

N + 1

L ;Q
(fIg)jb

y

0
j 

N ;G S

L ;Q 0 i
�
�2 =

�
�
�
X

q0

h 
N + 1

L ;Q
(fIg)jb

y

q0
j 

N ;G S

L ;Q 0 i

�
�
�
2

= L
� 2N sin2N

Q 0� Q

2

Y

j> i

sin2
kj � ki

2

Y

j> i

sin2
k0j � k0i

2

Y

i;j

sin� 2
k0i� kj

2
; (19)

whereq0isa wavevectorwith phaseshiftQ 0=L.Herewe

haveused that

�
�
�
�
�

X

q0

e
iq

0
=2

NY

i0= 1

sin
k0i0� q

0

2

N + 1Y

i= 1

sin� 1
ki� q

0

2

�
�
�
�
�

2

= L
2 sin� 2

Q 0� Q

2

holds,independently oftheactualquantum num bersfIg

and fI0g.

Sim ilarly,forthe m atrix elem entsin B Q (k;!)weget:

L

�
�
�h 

N � 1
L ;Q

(fIg)jb
0
j 

N ;G S

L ;Q 0 i

�
�
�
2

= L
� 2N + 2 sin2N � 2 Q

0� Q

2

�
Y

j> i

sin2
kj� ki

2

Y

j> i

sin2
k0j� k

0
i

2

Y

i;j

sin� 2
k0i� kj

2
:

W e are now ready to calculate the spectralfunctions

num erically.O ne hasto generate the quantum num bers

Ij,and evaluate the energy,m om entum and the expres-

sionsabove.

From now on,wewillconsiderQ 0= �.

First ofall,it turns out that the following sum rules

aresatis�ed forevery Q :

Z �

� �

dk

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!A Q (k;!)= 1� n;

Z �

� �

dk

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!B Q (k;!)= n: (20)

In the absence ofthe Anderson orthogonality catas-

trophe,when Q = Q 0= �,the contribution to the spec-

tralfunctions com es from one particle-hole excitations

only,and the spectralfunctions are nothing butthe fa-

m iliar �(! + 2tcosk). This is not true any m ore when

we consider Q 6= �. In that case we get contributions

from m any particle-hole excitationsaswell.The largest

weightcom esfrom theoneparticle-holeexcitations,and

increasing the num ber of excited holes, the additional

weightdecreasesrapidly.Although from Eq.(19)wecan

calculatethe m atrix elem entsnum erically forallthe ex-

citations ofthe �nalstate,its application is lim ited to

sm allsystem sizes(typicallyL < 30).Itisduetothefact

thatthetim erequired to generateallthepossiblestates

(quantum num bers I) is growing exponentially. There-

fore,in som eofthecalculationswetakeinto accountup

tothreeparticle-holeexcitationsonly.In Table.Iwegive

the totalsum rule forsm allsizesin a calculation where

we took into accountup to one,two and three particle-

hole excitations. W e can see that the m issing weight

isreally sm allin the approxim ation thatincludesup to

three particle-hole excitations in the �nalstate. So,if

we restrict ourselves to a �nite num ber ofparticle-hole

excitationsand introducethe function

g(I)=

N =2Y

I 0= � N =2

I 06= I

sin2
�

L
(I� I0)

�

N =2� 1Y

I00= � N =2

sin� 2
�

[I� I00]
�

L
+
Q � �

2L

�

; (21)

the calculation of the spectralweight becom es sim ple.

The weightofthe peak corresponding to a one particle-

holeexcitation can be given as:

A Q (I
p
;Ih)=

g(Ip)

g(Ih)

1

sin2([Ih � Ip]�
L
)
A
(0;0)

Q
; (22)

where we have rem oved the quantum num berIh (hole)

from and addedIp (particle)tothesetfIgoftheground-

state ofN � 1 ferm ions,so that the m om entum ofthe

�nal state is P
N + 1

f
= kp � kh + P

N + 1

G S
and the en-

ergy isE
N + 1

f
= E

N + 1

G S
� 2tcoskp + 2tcoskh,where the

P
N + 1

G S
= (N + 1)Q =L is the m om entum ofthe ground

state.Furtherm ore,A
(0;0)

Q
isthe overlap between the N

electron ground statewith boundary condition � and the

N + 1 electron ground statewith boundary condition Q ,

and willbe discussed later.

Sim ilarly,forthe two particle-holeexcitationsweget:

A Q (I
p

1
;I

p

2
;Ih1 ;I

h
2)=

g(I
p

1
)g(I

p

2
)

g(Ih
1
)g(Ih

2
)

sin2([Ih1 � I
h
2]

�

L
)sin2([I

p

1
� I

p

2
]�
L
)

sin2([I
p

1
� Ih

1
]�
L
)sin2([I

p

1
� Ih

2
]�
L
)sin2([I

p

2
� Ih

1
]�
L
)sin2([I

p

2
� Ih

2
]�
L
)
A
(0;0)

Q
(23)

with energy and m om entum

E
N + 1 = E

N + 1

G S
� 2t

�
cosk

p

1
+ cosk

p

2
� coskh1 � coskh2

�
;

P
N + 1 = k

p

1
+ k

p

2
� k

h
1 � k

h
2 + P

N + 1

G S
:

The corresponding equationsforthree orm ore particle-

holeexcitationsaresim ilartothoseabove,butsincethey
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arelong,wedo notgivethem here.

A typicalplot of A Q (k;!) is shown in Fig.1. W e

choose Q = �=2,which ishalfway between the sym m et-

ric Q = 0 and the trivialQ = � case. In the �gure we

can see the singularity near the Ferm ienergy,further-

m ore the weightsare distributed on a cosine-like band.

To m ake itm oreclear,in Fig.2 we show the supportof

A Q (k;!)and the distribution ofthe weights.

A . T he w eight ofthe low est peak

Now,whatcan we say aboutA
(0;0)

Q
,the weightofthe

lowestpeak? In the ground state the quantum num bers

Ij and I
0
j aredensely packed,and from Eq.(19)weget

A
(0;0)

Q
=
cos2N (Q =2)

L2N

NY

j= 1

�

sin2
�j

L

�2N + 1� 2j

�

NY

j= 1

�

sin2
(2j� 1)�+ Q

2L
sin2

(2j� 1)�� Q

2L

�j� N � 1

From thiswecan concludethatA
(0;0)

Q
isan even func-

tion ofQ and A
(0;0)
� = 1.W earenotabletogiveaclosed

form ula for the sum . However,very usefulinform ation

can be obtained by noticing that

A
(0;0)

Q + �

A
(0;0)

Q � �

=

NY

j= 1

sin2
2j�� Q

2L

sin2
2j�+ Q

2L

;

and in the therm odynam iclim it,

A
(0;0)

Q + 2�
A
(0;0)

Q � 2�
�

A
(0;0)

Q

�2 =
(�2 � Q 2)2

(2L sin�n)4

�

1�
2�

L
cot�n + O (L� 2)

�

:

HeretheQ isextended outsidetheBrillouin zone.Now it

isstraightforward to getthe size-and �lling-dependence

ofA
(0;0)

Q
:

A
(0;0)

Q
=

f(Q )

(L sin�n)� Q

h

1� �Q
�

2L
cot�n + O (L� 2)

i

;

(24)

where

�Q =
1

2

�
Q

�

� 2

�
1

2
: (25)

Eq.(24) is also valid for B
(0;0)

Q
,apart from the sign in

the 1=L correction.

The f(Q ) is an even function ofQ ,f(�)= 1,and it

satis�esthe second orderrecurrenceequation

f(Q + 2�)f(Q � 2�)

f2(Q )
=
(�2 � Q 2)2

16
;

which can be reduced to

f(Q + �)

f(Q � �)
=

�2(Q =2�)

�2(� Q =2�)
�
2Q =�

;

and it follows that f(3�),f(5�) etc. are zero. In the

intervalfrom Q = 0 to � itcan be approxim ated as

lnf(Q )� � 0:3047+ 0:3248
Q 2

�2
� 0:0201

Q 4

�4

with accuracy 0:0001.Furtherm orelnf(0)= � 0:304637.

B .Low energy behavior

As we can see in Fig. 2, for low energies A Q (k;!)

hasso called towersofexcitationscentered atm om enta

k = (N + 1)(Q + 2p�)=L,where p is an integer. The

largestweightsareforthepeaksin thetowerwith p = 0,

thenextwith p = � 1 (ifQ > 0)orp = 1 (ifQ < 0),and

so on.Thelowestexcitation in towerp correspondsto a

setofdensely packed quantum num bersIj shifted by p.

From thede�nition ofthem om enta kj,thisisequivalent

toim posingatwistofwave-vectorQ + 2p�.Thereforewe

can introduce ~Q = Q + 2p�,where ~Q isnotrestricted to

be in the Brillouin zone,butforp 6= 0 ithasvaluesout-

side. W e de�ne A ~Q
(k;!)to describe the p-th tower,so

thatA Q (k;!)hascontributionsfrom each ofthetowers:

A Q (k;!)=
P

p
A ~Q

(k;!).

Furtherm ore,weenum eratethepeaksin a given tower

with indicesiand i0,so thatthe energy and m om entum

ofthe peaksare,from Eqs.(6),(7)and (8):

E i;i0 = E
N
G S + "c +

�

2L
uc

 

1+
~Q 2

�2

!

+
2�uc

L
(i+ i

0); (26)

Pi;i0 = k~Q
+

~Q

L
+
2�

L
(i� i

0); (27)

where we have neglected the O (1=L2)�nite-size correc-

tions. Here "c = � 2tcos�n is the ‘Ferm ienergy’,uc =

2tsin�n is the ‘Ferm i(charge) velocity’and k~Q = n ~Q

isthe ‘Ferm im om entum ’ofspinlessferm ionsrepresent-

ing the charges. By A
(i;i

0
)

~Q
we denote the weightofthe

peaks,and for convenience,we also introduce the rela-

tive weights a
(i;i

0
)

~Q
= A

(i;i
0
)

~Q
=A

(0;0)

~Q
. The weight of the

�rst few lowest-lying peaks can be calculated explicitly

by Eqs.(21)-(23),as they are given by a �nite num ber

ofparticle-holeexcitations.Thedegeneracy ofeach peak

growswith iand i0. Here we assum ed that the disper-

sion relation islinearnearthe Ferm ilevelwith velocity

uc. Clearly,thispicture isvalid forenergiessm allcom -

pared to bandwidth.

From Eq.(22) we get the relative weights a
(i;i

0
)

~Q
,e.g.

a
(1;0)

~Q
isgiven as:
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a
(1;0)

~Q
=

sin2(
�+ ~Q

2L
)sin2(�N + �

L
)

sin2(�
L
)sin2(

2�N + �+ ~Q

2L
)
:

Introducing wj = (~Q =� + j)2=4,the relative weights in

the therm odynam iclim itsim plify so that:

a
(0;0)

~Q
= 1;

a
(1;0)

~Q
= w1;

a
(2;0)

~Q
=

1

22
w1(w� 1 + w3);

a
(1;1)

~Q
= w� 1w1;

and also a
(i;i

0
)

~Q
= a

(i
0
;i)

� ~Q
holds.Note thatsom e peaksare

degenerate and therefore they are a sum ofm ore con-

tributions. Now,it takes only one step to get the gen-

eralform ulawhich reads(including the�nite-sizecorrec-

tions):

a
(i;i

0
)

~Q
=
(1+ � ~Q

)(2+ � ~Q
):::(i+ � ~Q

)

i!

�
(1+ �

� ~Q
)(2+ �

� ~Q
):::(i0+ �

� ~Q
)

i0!

�

"

1+
(i+ i0)� � (i� i0)~Q

L
cot�n + O (L� 2)

#

; (28)

where

�
� ~Q

=

 

1

2
�

~Q

2�

! 2

� 1: (29)

Itcan also be expressed with the help ofthe �-function,

since

(1+ � ~Q
)(2+ � ~Q

):::(i+ � ~Q
)

i!
=

�(i+ � ~Q
+ 1)

�(i+ 1)�(� ~Q
+ 1)

:

The asym ptoticexpansion ofthe �-function gives

�(i+ � ~Q
+ 1)

�(i+ 1)
� (i+ 1=2+ � ~Q

=2)
� ~Q ; (30)

which isareasonableapproxim ation apartfrom thei= 0

peak.Then,itfollowsthata
(i;i

0
)

~Q
hasa powerlaw behav-

ior:

a
(i;i

0
)

~Q
=
(i+ 1=2+ � ~Q

=2)
� ~Q (i0+ 1=2+ �

� ~Q
=2)

�
� ~Q

�(� ~Q
+ 1)�(�

� ~Q
+ 1)

:

(31)

Note thatthe exponent� ~Q
in Eq.(24)is also given by

� ~Q
= � ~Q

+ �
� ~Q

+ 1.

W ecan clearly seethem anifestation oftheunderlying

conform al�eld theory: i) The �nite-size corrections to

the energy and m om entum [Eqs.(26) and (27)]ofthe

lowestlying peak in the towerdeterm inesthe exponents

ofthecorrelation functions;ii)Theweightsin thetowers

aregiven by �-function.31

Thespectralfunction A ~Q
(k;!)in the therm odynam ic

lim itisgiven by

A ~Q
(k;!)=

X

i;i0

A
(i;i

0
)

~Q
�(!� Ei;i0)�k;Pi;i0

; (32)

and collectingeverythingtogether,Eqs.(24)and (31-32),

forthe low energy behaviorofA Q (k;!)we get

A Q (k;!)=
X

p

f(~Q )�(! � u cjk � k~Q
j)

4�ucsin(�n)�(� ~Q
+ 1)�(�

� ~Q
+ 1)

�

�
!� "c+ uc(k� k~Q

)

4�ucsin�n

�� ~Q
�
!� "c� uc(k� k~Q

)

4�ucsin(�n)

��
� ~Q

: (33)

It is also worth m entioning the sym m etry property

A Q (k;!)= A � Q (� k;!). The whole calculation can be

repeated forthe spectralfunction B Q (k;!):

B Q (k;!)=
X

p

f(~Q )�(u cjk+ k~Q
j� !)

4�ucsin(�n)�(� ~Q
+ 1)�(�

� ~Q
+ 1)

�

�
"c� !� uc(k+ k~Q

)

4�ucsin�n

��
� ~Q

�
"c� !+ uc(k+ k~Q

)

4�ucsin�n

�� ~Q

: (34)

W e should note,however,that these expressions are

restricted forthe weightsfarfrom the edgesofthe tow-

ers,where the asym ptotic expansion ofthe �-function,

Eq.(30),is valid. This is especially true when Q ! �,

where the correctresultisA �(k;!)= �(! � "c � uc[k �

�n]). In other words, for the exponents close to � 1

there can be a considerable deviation from the power

law behavior,and thespectralweightaccum ulatesalong

the edgesofthe towers. Thisbehaviorcan be observed

in Fig.1,where the exponents are �+ Q = � 7=16 and

�� Q = � 15=16.

1. Localspectralfunctions

Forthelocal(k-averaged)spectralfunction A ~Q
(!)the

weightofthe j-th peak,denoted by A
(j)

~Q
,is

A
(j)

~Q
=

1

L

jX

j0= 0

A
(j

0
;j� j

0
)

~Q
:

Thesum m ation gives:

A
(j)

~Q
=

1

L

�(1+ � ~Q
+ j)

�(1+ � ~Q
)�(1+ j)

A
(0;0)

~Q

�

"

1+ j
�

L

�2 � ~Q 2

�2 + ~Q 2
cot�n + O (L� 2)

#

:
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Ifwe put it together with Eqs.(24) and (26),and ne-

glect the 1=L corrections,the localspectralfunction in

the L ! 1 lim itreads:

A Q (!)�
X

p

1

2�uc

f(~Q )

�(� ~Q
+ 1)

�
! � "c

2�ucsin�n

� � ~Q

: (35)

ForB Q (!)the! � "c should bereplaced by � ! + "c.W e

show A Q (!)forsom eselected valuesofQ in Fig.3.

2. M om entum distribution function

Herewetry to m akesom estatem entsaboutB Q (k)in

Eq.(17).A na��vecalculation in the low energy region is

to sum up the weightsneark~Q

B
(l)

~Q
=

1X

i= 0

(
B
(l+ i;i)

~Q
; ifl� 0 ;

B
(i;� l+ i)

~Q
; ifl< 0 .

O fcourse,oneisawarethatthesum m ation includeshigh

energiesaswell,wheretheequivalentforb
~Q

i;i0
ofEq.(28)

is not valid any m ore. However,the largest contribu-

tionscom e from the low energy regionsand the erroris

notvery large.W edo notwantto getprecisevalues,but

rather som e qualitative results. Neglecting the O (1=L)

corrections,the sum givesforl� 0:

B
(l)

~Q
�

�(� � ~Q
)�(1+ l+ �

� ~Q
)

�(� �
� ~Q

)�(1+ �
� ~Q

)�(l� � ~Q
)
;

and forl< 0 the land ~Q should be replaced by � land

� ~Q .Again,wecan use the asym ptoticexpansion ofthe

�-function to get

B ~Q
(k)� f(~Q )

�(� � ~Q
)

�
sin(� ��

� ~Q
)

�
jk� k~Q

j

2� sin�n

� � ~Q

;

(36)

where �
� ~Q

for k > k~Q
and � ~Q

for k < k~Q
should

be taken in the argum ent ofthe sine. It is interesting

that,although the exponentofthe singularity � ~Q
isthe

sam e for k > k~Q
and k < k~Q

,there is a strong asym -

m etry due to the prefactor (a sim ilar observation was

m ade by Frahm and K orepin32). In Fig.4 this behav-

iorisclearly observed. ForQ ! � the correctresultof

B �(k)= �(k � � k)�(k � + k)isrecovered.

V .A B O U T T H E SP IN PA R T

TocalculateC�(Q ;!)and D �(Q ;!)givenbyEqs.(16),

we need to know the energiesand wave-functionsofthe

spin part.They can becalculated from the usualspin-1
2

HeisenbergHam iltonian,seeEq.(9),takingN and N � 1

sites(spins).

For the ~J ! 0 case the excitation spectrum of the

spins collapse, and then we can use the local, ! inte-

grated functions C�(Q ) =
P

!
C�(Q ;!) and D �(Q ) =P

!
D �(Q ;!).They arerelated tothespin transferfunc-

tion !j0! j;�,de�ned by O gata and Shiba,24 aswas�rst

noticed by Sorella and Parola.8 The spin transfer func-

tion givesthe am plitude ofrem oving a spin � atsite j0

(here we choose j0 = 0) and inserting it at site j ,and

can be given as

!0! j;� = h�G SN ĵPj;j� 1 :::P̂1;0��;S z
0
j�G SN i;

where the operator P̂i;i+ 1 = 2SiSi+ 1 +
1

2
perm utes the

spinsatsitesiand i+ 1.Then C�(Q )and D �(Q )read

C�(Q )=
1

N + 1

"

1+

N � 1X

j= 0

e
i(Q + �)(j+ 1)

!0! j;�

#

;

D �(Q )=
1

N � 1

N � 2X

j= 0

e
i(Q + �)j

!0! j;�: (37)

In particular, !0! 0;� = N �=N , and it follows thatP

Q
C�(Q )= 1 and

P

Q
D �(Q )= N �=N .

W e are interested in these quantities fortwo particu-

lar cases: the isotropic Heisenberg m odelbecause it is

physically relevant,and theX Y -m odelbecauseitallows

analyticalcalculations.W e �rstconsiderthe X Y -m odel

becausethe sim plicity ofthatcasem akesitm oreconve-

nientto introducethe basicideas.

A .X Y m odel

In this specialcase the spin problem can be m apped

to noninteracting spinless ferm ions using the W igner-

Jordan transform ation. It m eans that the eigenener-

gies and wave functions are known,and we can calcu-

late D �(Q ;!) and C�(Q ;!) analytically. W e are fac-

ing a sim ilar problem -the orthogonality catastrophe -

as when we calculated the A Q (!;k),but now it com es

from the overlapsbetween states with di�erentnum ber

ofsites.Forconvenience,wechoosethespinlessferm ions

to representthe �� spins,so thattheoperatorẐ
y

0;� (Ẑ0;�)

only adds(rem oves)a siteand doesnotchangethenum -

ber offerm ions,which we �x to be N ��. Then we have

to evaluate m atrix elem ents like h~�N + 1ĵZ
y

0;�j~�
G S
N i and

h~�N � 1ĵZ0;�j~�
G S
N i, where in the j~�G SN i the 0 site is un-

occupied and the ferm ions are on sites l = 1:::N and

from sitel= 1 they hop to l= N skipping thel= 0 site.

Forsim plicity,weconsidercaseswhen thenum berofspin

up and down ferm ionsisodd (N iseven),so thatwedo

not have to worry about extra phases arising from the

Jordan-W ignertransform ation.Then the m om entum of

the ground state j~�G SN iisPG S = �. Letusdenote by k0

the m om enta offerm ionson a N � 1 site lattice,quan-

tized as k0j = 2�J 0
j=(N � 1) and by k the m om enta of
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ferm ionson a N site lattice,quantized ask = 2�Jj=N ,

where Jj and J 0
j are integers(j = 1;:::;N ��),and by f

and fy theoperatorsofthespinlessferm ions.Theenergy

and m om entum ofthe stateare:

E = JX Y

N ��X

j= 1

cosk0j; (38)

P =

N ��X

j= 1

k
0
j: (39)

To calculate the m atrix elem ent in C�(Q ;!), see

Eq.(16),we need the following anti-com m utation rela-

tion:

�
f
y

k0
;f

k

	
=

1
p
N (N + 1)

NX

l= 1

NX

l0= 0

e
ik

0
l
0
� ikl

�
f
y

l0
;f

l

	

=
1

p
N (N + 1)

e
ik=2 sin(k0=2)

sin([k � k0]=2)
;

and the m atrix elem ent
�
�h�N + 1(fJ

0g)ĵZ
y

0;�j�
G S
N i

�
�2 =

jh0jf
kN ��

:::f
k2
f
k1
f
y

k0
1

f
y

k0
2

:::f
y

k0
N ��

j0ij2 is again given by a

Cauchy determ inant,which can be expressed asa prod-

uct:

[N (N + 1)]� N ��

N ��Y

j= 1

sin2
k0j

2

Y

j> i

sin2
kj � ki

2

�
Y

j> i

sin2
k0j � k0i

2

Y

i;j

sin� 2
k0i� kj

2
: (40)

Sim ilarly,in thecaseofD �(Q ;!),theanticom m utator

is

�
f
y

k0
;f

k

	
=

1
p
N (N � 1)

e
� ik

0
=2 sin(k=2)

sin([k0� k]=2)
;

and the m atrix elem ent
�
�h�N � 1(fJ

0g)ĵZ
0;�j�

G S
N i

�
�2 is

equalto

[N (N � 1)]� N ��

N ��Y

j= 1

sin2
kj

2

Y

j> i

sin2
kj � ki

2

�
Y

j> i

sin2
k0j � k0i

2

Y

i;j

sin� 2
k0i� kj

2
: (41)

As soon as we have the product representation,it is

straightforward to analyze the low energy behaviorand

alsotoobtain num ericallyD (Q ;!)and C (Q ;!)forlarger

system sizes.

1. The low energy behavior

Thelow energy spectraofD �(Q ;!)and C�(Q ;!)con-

sistoftowerscentered atm om enta Q r;� = 2r���,where

r = 1=2;3=2;:::. To analyze the low energy behaviorin

the tower labeled by r,we can proceed analogously to

the chargepart:the weightsin the towerofexcitations,

C
(i;i

0
)

r;� = c
(i;i

0
)

r;� C
(0;0)
r;� and D

(i;i
0
)

r;� = d
(i;i

0
)

r;� D
(0;0)
r;� ,can becal-

culated from Eqs.(40)and (41).Theenergyand m om en-

tum ofthe state (i;i0)can be calculated from Eqs.(38)

and (39) and neglecting the O (1=N 2) corrections they

read:

E
(N � 1)

i;i0;r
= E G S � "� +

�

N
u�

�

+

r;� + 
�
r;� + 2

�

+
2�

N
u�(i+ i

0); (42)

P
(N � 1)

i;i0
= Q r;� �

�

N

�

+

r;� � 
�
r;�

�
+
2�

N
(i� i

0); (43)

where


�
r;� =

�
���

2
� r

�2
� 1; (44)

and the\Ferm ienergy"and thevelocity ofthespinsare:

"� = JX Y

�

��� cos���� �
1

�
sin����

�

;

u� = JX Y sin����; (45)

and ��� = N ��=N .

The relative weights d
(i;i

0
)

r;� can be calculated from

Eq.(41),e.g.:

d
(0;1)

1=2;�
=
sin2

�(1+ N + N �� )

N � 1

sin2 �

N � 1

sin2
�(1+ N + N �� )

2(N 2� N )

sin2
�(1+ N � N �� + 2N N �� )

2(N 2� N )

�
R 2 ((N + N �� + 1)=2)

R 2 ((N + N �� � 1)=2)
;

where

R(l)=

N �� � 1Y

j= 0

sin

�
�l

N (N � 1)
+
�j

N

�

;

and the otherd
(i;i

0
)

r;� are sim ilar. In the therm odynam ic

lim it,N ! 1 ,the weightd
(0;1)

1=2;�
sim pli�esto

d
(0;1)

1=2;�
=

�
1

2
+
���

2

� 2

[1+ O (lnL=L)]: (46)

Neglecting the �nite-size corrections, for general(i;i0)

and r weget:

d
(i;i

0
)

r;� =
�(i+ �

r;� + 1)

�(
�
r;� + 1)�(i+ 1)

�(i0+ +r;� + 1)

�(
+
r;� + 1)�(i0+ 1)

; (47)

where the exponents �r;� are de�ned in Eq.(44) and

the weightsagain followsthe prescription ofthe confor-

m altheory,with stronglogarithm ic�nite-sizecorrections
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however. A sim ilar analysis can be done for C�(Q ;!).

From the aboveand Eq.(16)weobtain

D �(Q ;!)�
X

r

g(r;��)["� � ! + u�(Q � Q r;�)]

�

r

� ["� � ! � u�(Q � Q r;�)]

+

r

� �(" � � ! + u�jQ � Q r;�j) (48)

and

C�(Q ;!)�
X

r

g(r;��)[! � "� + u�(Q � Q r;�)]

+

r

� [! � "� � u�(Q � Q r;�)]

�

r

� �(! � " � � u�jQ � Q r;�j) (49)

whereg(r;��)arenum berswhich can bedeterm ined nu-

m erically.

W e im m ediately see that the C�(Q ) and D �(Q ) are

singularatQ = Q r;�:

C�(Q );D �(Q )/ jQ � Q r;�j
�r;�

with exponent

�r;� = 
+

r;� + 
�
r;� + 1

and they arestrongly asym m etricaround Q r;�,aswecan

concludefrom the analog ofEq.(36).

Forthenon-m agneticcase(�� = ��� = 1=2),thesingu-

larityisatQ r = �=2forallthetowers,and theexponents

ofthem ain singularity (r= 1=2)are�
1=2

= � 15=16 and


+

1=2
= � 7=16,furtherm ore�1=2 = � 3=8.

B .H eisenberg m odel

Although the Heisenberg m odelis solvable by Bethe-

ansatzand in principle the wavefunctionsareknown,it

is too involved to give the m atrix elem ents ofC�(Q ;!)

and D �(Q ;!).The sim plestalternativeway isexactdi-

agonalization of sm allclusters and DM RG 33 extended

to dynam icalproperties.34 W e have used both m ethods

to calculate the weights for system sizes up to N = 24

and N = 42,respectively. A typicaldistribution ofthe

weights for C�(Q ;!) for zero m agnetization is given in

Fig.5.Thereareseveralfeaturesto beobserved:i)Due

to selection rules,the nonzero m atrix elem entsare with

the S = 1=2 �nalstates only;ii)The weightis concen-

trated along the loweredge ofthe excitation spectra in

the interval�=2 � Q � �; iii) There are two,alm ost

overlapping towersvisible corresponding to r = 1=2 and

r = � 3=2. O ur interpretation ofthe spectrum is that

theweightm ostly followsthedispersion ofthespinon of

Faddeev and Takhtajan,35 since the �nalstateshave an

odd num ber ofspins,thus there can be a single spinon

in the spectrum and it has a cosine-like dispersion. It

isalso surprising thatforC�(Q ;!)m ore than 97% and

forD �(Q ;!)m orethan 99% ofthetotalweightisfound

in this spinon branch. This behavior is sim ilar to that

discussed by Talstra,Strongand Anderson,36 wherethey

added two spinsto the spin wavefunction.

W e can also try to analyze the low energy behavior

from the conform al�eld theory pointofview. Nam ely,

from theBethe-ansatzsolutionsthe�nite-sizecorrections

to the energy are known37;38;39 and they are also given

by Eqs.(42) and (43) apartfrom ln(N )=N corrections,

with


�
r;� =

�
���

2�
� �r

� 2

� 1: (50)

Forzero m agnetization the velocity u� reads� ~J=2,the

energy is"� = � ~J ln2 and � = 1=
p
2,and theexponents

are 
�

1=2
= � 1 and 

+

1=2
= � 1=2,very close to the X Y

exponents (� 15=16 and � 7=16,respectively). For arbi-

trary m agnetization u�,"� and � are to be calculated

from integralequations.38

Also,we check ifEq.(47)issatis�ed forthe r = 1=2

towerin Fig.6.Nam ely,ittellsusthatc(1;0) = d(0;1) =

1=2 and c(2;0) = d(0;2) = 3=8,apartfrom �nite-size cor-

rectionswhich we assum ed to be ofthe sam e form asin

the case ofthe X Y m odelin Eq.(46). W e believe that

thism ethod can also be used to determ ine exponentsin

a m oregeneralcasesaswell.

Anotherinteresting pointisthatthe exponent
�

1=2
=

� 1 already indicates that c(0;1) vanishes,in agreem ent

with the selection rules. However, there is still som e

weightforc(0;2),which com esfrom S = 1=2bound states

ofspinons.W edo notknow the�nite-sizescaling ofthat

weight,i.e. ifitdisappearsin the therm odynam ic lim it

ornot.

Now,ifwe recallthat D �(Q ) =
P

!
D �(Q ;!),then

itfollows(see Eq.(36))thatthe contribution to D Q for

Q > �=2 is strongly suppressed,and we see essentially

the contributions from the r = 3=2 tower. Since the

contribution to C (Q ;!)and D (Q ;!)com e m ostly from

the lower edge ofexcitation spectrum ,we can use the

approxim ations

C�(Q ;!)= C�(Q )�(! � "s � "Q );

D �(Q ;!)= D �(Q )�(! � "s + "Q );

where"Q isthe desCloizeaux-Pearson dispersion40

"Q =
�

2
~Jjsin(Q � �=2)j:

The C�(Q )and D �(Q )can be calculated num erically

for sm allclusters (typically up to N = 26 with exact

diagonalization and N = 70 with DM RG ) for the non-

m agnetic case (see Refs.8,9). The (N + 1)C�(Q ) and

(N � 1)D �(Q ) seem s to have sm all�nite-size e�ect,as

follows from Eq.(37), and the singularity in the non-

m agneticcaseisgiven by�1=2 = � 1=2,asalreadynoticed

by Sorella and Parola.8
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W ehavealsocalculated C�(Q )and D �(Q )forthesys-

tem with �nite m agnetization N #=N = 1=4 (see Fig.7).

There Q " = 3�=4, Q # = �=4 and the exponents are

�1=2;" = � 0:58� 0:03 and �1=2;# = � 0:25� 0:03. These

exponentsareconsistentwith � = 0:87� 0:02and in sur-

prisingly good agreem entwith the sim ple form ula given

by Frahm and K orepin32 � � 1� �#=2 valid in a large

m agnetic�eld.

V I. T H E G R EEN ’S FU N C T IO N A N D T H E

C O M PA R ISO N W IT H T H E C O N FO R M A L FIELD

T H EO R Y

TherealspaceG reen’sfunction can becalculated from

the spectralfunctionsas

G (x;t)=

Z �

� �

dk

Z 1

� 1

d!e
i!t� ikx

A(k;!)

fort> 0 and A(k;!)should be replaced by B (k;!)for

t< 0,asfollowsfrom Eq.(1).Then,from Eqs.(13),(33)

and (49)itfollowsthat:

G (x;t> 0)�
X

p;r

cp;re
� i~Q rxN =L

(x � uct)
� ~Q r

+ 1
(x + uct)

�
� ~Q r

+ 1

�
1

(x � ust)

+

r + 1(x + uct)

�

r + 1
; (51)

where ~Q r wasde�ned asQ r + 2�p,furtherm ore cp;r are

num bers. The charge velocity uc is the sam e one as in

Eq.(26),while the spin velocity isus = u�=n,where u�
was de�ned in Eq.(42). The G reen’s function has sin-

gularitiesatdi�erentm om enta,depending on theactual

quantum num bersp and r,seeTable.IIfordetails.

O n the other hand,according to the conform al�eld

theory,21;22 a correlation functionsh�(x;t)�(0;0)ireads:

X

D c;D s

cD c;D s
e� 2i[D ck"+ (D c+ D s)k#]x

(x� uct)
2�

+

c (x+ uct)
2�

�

c (x� ust)
2�

+

s (x+ ust)
2�

�

s

;

wherethe exponents

2� �
c =

�

ZccD c + ZscD s �
Zss�N c � Zcs�N s

2detZ

� 2

;

2� �
s =

�

ZcsD c + ZssD s �
Zcc�N s � Zsc�N c

2detZ

� 2

; (52)

arerelated to the �nite-sizecorrections:

E � E 0 =
2�

N
uc
�
� +

c + � �
c

�
+
2�

N
us
�
� +

s + � �
s

�
; (53)

P � P0 = 2D ck" + 2(D c + D s)k#

+
2�

N
(� +

c � � �
c + � +

s � � �
s ): (54)

and cD c;D s
arenum bers.Thequantum num bersD c,D s,

�N c and �N s characterize the excitations and are re-

lated to p and r asgiven in Table.III. The Z’sare the

elem ents ofthe so called dressed charge m atrix. It can

becalculated from BetheAnsatzsolution oftheHubbard

m odel,and in the largeU lim itthey read:

Zcc = 1 Zcs = 0

Zsc = �# Zss = �;

where� can beobtained solvingan integralequation.For

the non-m agneticcase�# = 1=2 and � = 1=
p
2.

Then we are ready to identify the exponents:�
� ~Q r

+

1 = 2� �
c and �r + 1 = 2� �

s ,and in this way we can

directly seethevalidity ofthe CFT in thelarge-U lim it.

In case ofthe t� JX Y m odelno Bethe Ansatz result

isknown,butusing the analogy with the isotropic case,

theexponentsarereadily obtained usingthesubstitution

Zcc ! 1,Zcs ! 0,Zsc ! �# and Zss ! 1.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

Toconclude,wehaveshown thatforsom especialcases

the spectralfunctions of the 1D Hubbard can be cal-

culated using the spin-charge factorized wave-function,

which im pliesthatthe spectralfunctions are given asa

convolution involving the charge and spin parts. Ana-

lyticalcalculationsare possible for the charge partand

forthe spin partin the case ofthe X Y m odel. The low

energy behaviorturnsoutto befully consistentwith the

predictions ofthe conform al�eld theory,i.e. the expo-

nentsaregiven bythe�nite-sizecorrectionstotheenergy

and m om entum ,and theweightsaregiven by �-function.

Based on this,we propose a new way to determ ine the

exponentsofthe correlation functions.Furtherm ore,we

argue that when the exponents ofthe correlation func-

tionsareclosetointegers,theLuttinger-liquid power-law

behaviorofthecorrelationfunctionsshould betakenwith

care,asitcom esfrom theasym ptoticexpansion ofthe�

function.
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TABLE I. Sum rule,Eq.(20),forQ = 0 including one,two

and three particle-hole excitations,N = L=2.

L 1 p-h 1+ 2 p-h 1+ 2+ 3 p-h

4 0.50000000 0.50000000 0.50000000

12 0.46477280 0.49989083 0.49999999

20 0.43436168 0.49933463 0.49999968

28 0.41165708 0.49844924 0.49999808

36 0.39388871 0.49738700 0.49999428

44 0.37941227 0.49623473 0.49998778

52 0.36725942 0.49504054 0.49997842

60 0.35682437 0.49383182 0.49996622

TABLE II. The m om enta for which the G reens function

G �(x;t> 0)issingular.

r p = � 1 p = 0 p = 1

-3/2 ::: � 3k� � k� + 2k��

-1/2 ::: � k� k� + 2k��

1/2 � k� � 2k�� k� :::

3/2 k� � 2k�� 3k� :::

TABLE III. The correspondence between the Bethe

Ansatz quantum num bersand p and r

� D c D s �N c �N s

" p+ r � r 1 0

# p r 1 1

" � p� r r � 1 0

# � p � r � 1 � 1
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FIG .1. A Q (k;!) for Q = 48�=97 (� �=2),N = 96 elec-

tronson L = 192 sites.W e can see thepower-law singularity

at k = �=4 and that the weight is accum ulated along a co-

sine-like band like structure.

k

ω

0−π πkQ−2πn kQ

εc

0

2t

–2t

A(0,0)
Q

A(0,1)
Q

A(1,0)
Q

A(0,2)
Q

A(1,1)
Q

A(2,0)
Q

FIG .2. Schem atic plot ofthe supportofA Q (k;!)(above

"c)and B Q (� k;!)(below "c) for N =L = 1=3 and Q = �=2.

Thedom inanttower(p = 0)atk = kQ and thesub-dom inant

tower(p = � 1)atk = kQ � 2�n areshown.Theweightm ostly

followsthesolid lines,and theshadowing representtheinten-

sity.Although thereareexcitationsabovethedashed linefor

A Q (k;!)aswell,the weightassociated with them isnegligi-

ble.Thelow energy partofA Q (k;!)neark = kQ isenlarged

on the insert,where the discrete states in the tower ofexci-

tationsare shown.
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Q=π/2
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FIG .3. A Q (!) for Q = 0, �=2 and � for quarter �lling

(L = 300,N = 150). ForQ = 0 the Van-Hove singularity is

suppressed,and the weight is m ainly nearthe Ferm ienergy.

Q = � is equivalent to free-ferm ion case. The dotted line

showsthe low-energy approxim ation Eq.(35).
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FIG .4. A Q (k)forQ = 0,46�=91(� �=2)and 90�=91(� �)

(a)and B Q (� k)forQ = 0,44�=89(� �=2)and 88�=89(� �)

(b) for L = 270 and N = 90. The evolution ofthe weight

and shape can be followed from the sym m etric Q = 0 case

with the singularities at k = 0 and k = � 2�=3 through the

asym m etric Q = �=2 case with singularities at k = �=6 and

� �=2 to the ‘norm al’distribution atQ = �.
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FIG .5. The support and weights of C �(Q ;!) for the

N = 18 spin Heisenberg m odel. The sym bols represent the

excitationsofthe �nalstates(19 spins),where the totalspin

is also indicated. The num bers near solid triangles give the

weightofthatparticularstate.D ueto selection rule them a-

trix elem entsarezero with higherspin statesdenoted by open

sym bols. The dotted lines are a guide to the eyes and show

the r= 1=2 and r= � 3=2 towers.
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FIG .6. The relative weights c(1;0),c(2;0),d(0;1) and d
(0;2)

as a function ofthe system size calculated by exact diago-

nalization (squares and triangles) and by D M RG (crosses)

for the r = 1=2 tower. The dashed line represents a �t to

a0+ a1=N + a2 log(N )=N form and itisreasonably closetothe

theoreticalvalues 0:5 and 0:375 in the therm odynam ic lim it

(a).Theoppositesign oflogarithm iccorrectionscancelsifwe

m ake the products[c
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]
1=2
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FIG .7. C "(Q )and D "(Q )(a),C #(Q )and D #(Q )(b)for�-

nitem agnetization N "=N = 3=4 with singularity atQ = 3�=4

and Q = �=4, respectively. The solid sym bols stands for

D �(Q )and open forC �(Q ).
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