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W e give the details of the calculation of the spectral functions of the 1D H ubbard m odel using

the spin—charge factorized wave-finction for several versions of the U !

+1 Ilim it. The spectral

fiinctions are expressed as a convolution of charge and spin dynam ical correlation functions. A
procedure to evaluate these correlation functions very accurately for large system s is developed, and
analytical results are presented for the low energy region. These resuls are fully consistent w ith
the conform al eld theory. W e also propose a direct m ethod of extracting the exponents from the

m atrix elem ents In m ore general cases.

I. NTRODUCTION

A fterthe recent photoam ission experin ent;ﬂg on quasi
one-din ensionalm aterials, the need ofunderstanding the
dynam ical spectral fiinctions of strongly correlated elec—
tron system s has arised. W hile the low energy behav—

jor isusually we]ldesczﬁ w ithin the fram ew ork of the
Luttinger liquid theory,

the experim entally relevant

higher energies ( 100 meV) can be galculated for ex—
am ple by diagonalizing all clu or by Quantum
M onte€ arlo calculationsi U nfortunately, both m ethods
have lin itations either given by the sm all size of the
system or by statistical errors and use of analytic con—
tinuation. Even for the BetheA nsatz solvable m odels,
w here the excitation spectra can be calculated, the prob—
Jem atic part of calculating the m atrix elem ents rem ains:
T he wave fiinctions are required, and they are sim ply too
com plicated. There is, however, a special class of m od—
els, w here the evaluation of the m atrix elem ents ism ade
possble through a relatively sin ple factorized form ofthe
w ave-finction, and som e results were already published
by Sorella and Pa for the insulating half- lled case
and by the authoﬁ" away from half- 1ling.

T he dynam ical, zero tem perature one-particle spectral
functions can be de ned as the in agihary parts of the
tim e ordered G reen’s function:

1
AKk;!)= —ImG k;!); oOr!> ;
1
Bk;!)= —ImG k;!); for! <
A (k;!) is measured In angular resolved inverse pho-—

toem ission experin ents and can be calculated from the
Lehm ann representation:

X 2
hf;N + 13, P;Ni (0 Ef "T+ED);

£;

while B (;!) ismeasured in the angular resolved pho—
toem ission experim ents and is given by:

X 2

Bkil)=  HGN 1y, PNi (1 EY+EY )

£;

Here N is the num ber of electrons, £ denotes the nal
states and ay; destroys an electron with m om entum k
and spin . Ifthe spectral functions are known, the tin e
ordered G reen’s flinction can be obtained from

Z 41

.10 .10
G k;!)= d!OM d!OM.

[ ] 1 P10 g
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T he specialm odels for which the m atrix elem ents can
be calculated are:
i) The Hubbard m odel, de ned as usual:

X X
H= t al, 1, &, the: +0U ni«nge;  2)
i; i
nthelmitU=t! +1 ;
1) The anisotropict J m odel
X
Heg = t (aﬁji; &, 1; + hx)
i
X X )
+ J S;Siu1 7 =Dl 3)
i =xjyyiz
nthelmitJ ! 0,wheresa;; arethe usualproicted

operators. A ctually, the Hubbard m odel in the large U
Iim i can be m apped onto a strong coupling m odel usu—
ally identi ed asthet J m od s three-site term s
using a canonical transom ation 14 where J = 4t2=U
is an all;

ii) An extension of the J model rst proposed by
X iang and d’Am brum eni de ned by the H am iltonian
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+ J S:|. Si+j 4 ;24N Pi;j; 4)
>3] =x5yi2
Q51 .

where P4 = Jo1 (I ni ) In the exchange part of

the Ham ittonian ensures that two spins interact as long
as there is no other spin between them . The m otivation
to study this m odel is that, unlke the in nite U Hub-
bard m ode], there is a nite energy J associated with
soin uctuations, and this w ill give us usefiil Indications
about the nite U Hubbard m odel.

From the m odels de ned above, the Hubbard m odel
is the most relkvant one. It plays a central rolk as
the generic m odel of strongly correlated electron sys—
tem s. Even though it is com paratively simple, it is
very di cult to solve except for the one di sional
case, where i is solvable by Bethe Ansatz Unfor-
tunately, the Bethe ansatz solution is not convenient
for direct com putation of spectral functions, therefore
an altemative approach was needed. In the lindt of
anall U one can use the renom alization grou to
show that the Hubbard m odel belongs to univer—
sality class of the Tom onaga-L inger m odeﬁ usually
referred to as Luttihgerliquid k1 T he Luttinger liquids
are characterized by pow er-law decay of tion func—
tions, and nonexistence of quasiparticlesH The under-
Iying conform al eld theory can be used to relate the

exponents Eﬂﬁﬁjm corrections of the energy and
m om entum 4 This gives consistent results not

only w ih the renom alization group in the weak coupling
regin efd but also with the special case of U=t ! +1 ,
w here the exponents of the static correlati uld be

obtained using a factorized wave function

A ctually, the spin-charge factori wave function also
describes the excited statesaswe and it can be used
to calculate the dynam icalspectralfiinctionsaswell. The
spectral functions obtained in thisway are very educative
and In som e sense, unexpected. For exam ple, it sout
that the spectrum contains rem nants of band Cross—
Ing the Fem i energy at 3ky - the so called shadow
bands. A Iso it gives Infom ation on the applicability of
thepower-daw Luttinger liquid correlation finction H T he
ain of this paper is not only to give the details of the
calculation, that can be usefiil for other correlation finc—
tions, but also to present som e new results on the low
energy behavior of the charge and soin part (poth for
the isotropic H eisenberg and XY spin m odel) .

T he paper is organized as follow s: In Section Iﬂwe re—
view the factorized wave function and in Section [} we
show how the spectral functions can be given as a con-—
volution of spin and charge parts. Sections @ and El
are devoted to the detailed analysis of the charge and
soin parts. T he relation to the results obtained from the

nie-size corrections and conform al eld theory is dis—
cussed in Section E Finally, in Section E we present
our conclisions.

II.THE FACTORIZED WAVE FUNCTION

Tt has been show nﬂa by using the Bethe ansatz so-
ution, that the ground state wave finction of the Hub—
bard modelin the U ! +1 Im i can be constructed
as a product ofa spinless ferm ion wave function j i and
a squeezed spin wave function j i. This be alter-
natively seen using perturbationalargum en and then
extended tothet JmodelintheJ ! 0 limi. M ore—
over, the Eve function of the excited states are also
factorized H

Ni= 3, EIoi ' Qifh)i )

The spinless ferm ion wave fnction j i describes the
chargesand isan eigen function ofN noninteracting spin-—
Jess ferm lons on L sites w ith m om enta

KL =2 I3+ Q; ©)

where the I are integer quantum numbers and j =

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

the soin wave function j i, as the momentum Q =

2 J=N J = 0;1;::3N 1 ) of the spin wave func-
tion in poses a tw isted boundary condition on the spin-
less ferm jon wave-function (each ferm ion hopping from

siteL. 1 to site 0 willacquire a phase e? ) to ensure pe~
riodic boundary conditions for the orighalproblem . The
energy of the charge part is

by
EY = 2t  coskj; )
=1

and the momentum reads Pl =

Eqg. @):

2
PN:T Ij+JAZ (8)

On the other hand, the soin wave finctions j i are
characterized by the num ber ofdown soinsN 4, the total
momentum Q, and the quantum number £f; within the
subspace of mom entum Q . They are eigenfunctions of
the H eisenberg H am iltonian

B X

Hg= J SiSyi 1 oz ¢ ©)

i=1 =x;v;z

w ith eigenenergiesE . J depends on the actual charge

wave function j i. In the case oftheU ! +1 Hubbard
m odel,
221 X , .
J= TN h Jing b, nib, J i (10)



w here bg and bj are the operators of spinless ferm ions
at site j. For the ground state j ¢5i i reads J =

n@t=U)l sh@ n)=@ n)], wheren = N=L is the
density.
Forthet J model:
X
J =4 h hyniy 53 17 11)

i

and Brthe ground state I = J nll sh?( n)=( nyl.
For the m odel of X iang and d’Ambrumenil J = ndJd
and is independent of the charge part. The energy of
the factorized wave function is then given as the sum of
the charge and spin energies, w ith the assum ption that
the correct J is chosen. IfU ! +1 orJ ! 0, then
the spectrum oollapses and we can assum e all the spin
states degenerate, sin plifying considerably som e of the
calculations to be presented later.

Furthem ore, we choose N to be of the form 41+ 2
(1 integer), when the ground state is unigque. Then
In the ground-state the spinless ferm ion wave-function
j 1 ®1 isdescribed by the quantum numbersQ = and
fIg= £ N=2;::4;N=2 2;N=2 1g, so that the distri-
bution ofthe k4’s is sym m etric around the origin and we
choose the spin part asthe ground-state ofthe H eisenb
m odel according to O gata and Shiba’s prescr:iptjoneﬁ
T his choice of the spin wave fiinction m akes the di er-
ence between theU ! +1 and U = +1 (the so called
tm odel) lim its.

T he price we have to pay Por such a sin ple wave fiinc-
tion is that the representation of real ferm ion operators
ag; in the new basis becom es com plicated. As a rst
step, wecan write al, asaj, = ai
ny, ) creates a fermm ion at an unoccupied

@ ny )+ aijf; ns; ,
w here ag; @
site and the aljf; ny, addsa fermm ion at an already occu-—
pied site, thus creating a doubly occupied site. means
the spin state opposite to . This latter process gives
contrbutions to the spectral fiinctions in the upper H ub—
bard band, AY%B ;! ) which can be calculated in a sin —
ilarway, but we w illnot address this issue in the present
paper.

N ext, we de ne the operators A f and ZA.l; acting on
the soin part of the wave function: The ZAZ; adds a soin

to the beginning of the spin wave function jy i if
i= 0, or Insertsa spin  affer skipping the rst ispins,
and makes £ N + 1 long, eg.: Z3, 3"#i= 3 "#iand
Z{, 3"#i= 3" #i. TheZy isde ned asthe adpint
operator onAiy; , ie. it rem oves a sph from site i.

Then, to create a ferm ion at the empty site = 0, we
need to create one spinless ferm ion w ith operatorbg and
to add a spin  to the spin wave function w ith operator

Zo. :

7

al, 1 ng, )= 7% 1: az)

7 7

T he apparent sin plicity is lost bra{; . Then, apart from

creating a soinless ferm ions w ith b{ In the charge part,
w e have to consider the follow Ing tw o possbilities: either
the j = 0 site is empty, and with a], we create a spin
at the begihning of the spin wave function w ith ZAg; ;or
it is occupied, and we insert a goin between the st and
second sphh 1n j iwih ZA?L’; . Soweend up wih
h i
ny;; )= (@ noZy, +neZy, H:

O bviously we choose the j= 0 In further calculations for
its sin plicity. H ow ever, one can show thatthe nalresult
does not depend on this special choice and the transla—
tional Invariance is preserved even for these com plicated
operators.

ITII.SPECTRAL FUNCTIONS

T o use the factorized wave finctions in the calculation
of the spectral function i is m ore convenient to trans—
fer the k dependence from the ai; operator to the nal
state:

X 2
Ak;!)= L hf;N + 13, ;N i

£;

N+1 N
(! Ef +E0)k;PfN+lPN
and

X 2

B k;!)= L hf;N 1:'a0; P;N 1

£;

N N 1
(! EO+Ef )k

PR S
w here the m om enta of the nalstates are Pg !

A swe already pointed out, the addition ofan electron
to the ground state can result In a nalstatew ith orw ith—
out a doubly occupied state. C orrespondingly, the spec—
tral function has contributions from the upper and lower
Hubbardbands: A ;!)= AYHB ;1 )+ALEE k;!). We
will now consider A2 (k;!) only. From Egs. {§) and
@) w e get the follow Ing convolution as a consequence of
the wave function factorization:

X

AEB ;1) = C Q;!9%¢ ;! !9 a3
Q1%
and sim ilarly forB ;! ):
X
B k;!)= D Q;!9Bg &k;! !9: 14)

Q!

Ag k;!') and Bg (k;!) depend on the spinless ferm ijon
wave function only:



2
h Y EIg byt

fIg
(! E?;gl + Egs;c) k;P;q;gl Pgs;c;
X 2
By k;!)=1L h Y PEIg b 01
fIg

e ) ey, ey i (5)

(! EggetE
G S;c fic
and they are discussed in m ore detail In the next section
(Sec. [M)).
On the otherhand,C @;!)andD
m ined by the spin wave function only:
X 2

©Q;!) are deter—

C Q@i')=  hy,1Qif)¥EY, 35°1
£
¢ E?;gl + Egs;s);
X N os 2
D (Q;'): hN 1(Q;fQ):Zo;jN i

£
(! Efge+Er.h); (16)

and are analyzed In Sec.El. A Though we do not present
it here, a sin ilar analysis can bem ade orA"HE ;!).
T Egs. {13) and {14) the sin pl addition of the spin
and charge energies is assum ed. Strictly speaking, this
isonly valid ortheU ! +1 ,J ! 0 and them odel of
X iang and d’Ambrum enil for any J. In the other cases
the dependence of J on the charge wave function should
be explicitly taken into account. Still, it is a reason-
able approxin ation, as the im portant m atrix elem ents
will come from exciting a few particlke-hole excitations
only, which will give nite-size corrections to J in the

them odynam ic lin it. Furthem ore, we are lecting
the 2=U corrections to the e ective operato and to
the wave functions.

The momentum distrbution function, nx = haja, i

gan be calculated from the spectral function as nx =
B k;!)d!, kradin a sin flar expression as used by
P ruschke and Shiba =

ny = Bgo K)D Q); a7)
R Q
where Bg k) = By k;!)d! and sinilarly D Q) =
D Q;!)d!. o
The local spectral finction A (1) = + A k;!) is
given by
X
A(l)= C Qit9ng (0 19; (18)
;1Y%
where Ay (1) = %P L Ag &;!). Sinilar equation holds
orB (1).

IV.ABOUT Ag K;!)AND By K ;!)

To caltulate Ag (k;!) and Bg k;!) dened in
Eqg. @), we need to evaluate m atrix elem ents lke

h } 2' €I9) 13 1 5o i, where the two states have di er-
ent boundary conditions. In the ground state Q%= ,
but we will not specify Q° yet. To calculate these m a—
trix elam ents, we need the ©llow ng anticom m utation

relation:

qu;}q{ =

i° k)=zei<Q° Q)=2Sjn(DO Q]=2).
sin(k® kk2)

where k and k° are wavevectors w ith phase shift Q =L
and Q %=L, respectively, seeEq. ). ForQ ! Q°theanti-
comm utation relation is the usualone: Wojb = ko,
whilke orQ € Q°theoverallphase shift © Q %=L dueto
mom entum transferQ  Q %to the spin degrees offneedoE
gives rise to the A nderson’s orthogonality catastrophe
Then a typical overlap W0} = :: :qquhig}:ig :: :}:ig Pi,
where i is the vacuum state, is given by the follow ing
determ mnant:

b{? k1 b{? ko h(? ikn
h(é’ k1 h(é’ ko h<g Ky
beo i, beo x, tee h<§ ik

N 7 N 7

R eplacing the anticom m utator, the detem inant above
becom es

0
L Nai@? 0N=2" ik} ky=2 gy N Q" Q
2
j
sin VK g 1R L ogy 1R
2 2 2
1 k) ki o1k ke .. . 1k ky
5 sin 3 ::: sin 5
0 0 0
. 1ky ki . 1ky k2 . . 1 ky ky
sin 3 sin 5 1::osin 5

T his determ inant is very sin ilar to the Cauchy deter-
m nant (there the elements are 1=k k% instead
l=sin(k k%) and it can be expressed as a product
so for the overlap we get:

0
Q" 2 .x Q Q
L N i 0N=2 4N

Y ok kY

Sin

3> 1 3> i 9
where the sign + is or N = 1;4;5;8;9;: and for
N = 2;3;6;7;::.

Now we tum back to the Ag k;!). The matrix ele—
mentsn Eq. @) are



X
. o .2

Lhi i EI9H i ood
qO

QY

2

0
L 2N 2N

J> 1

where o is a wave vectorw ith phase shift Q %=L . Here we
have used that

2
X oY kg Pk P
Sn Sn

10

= L%sn

holds, Independently ofthe actualquantum numbersfIg
and f1%.
Sin ilarly, or them atrix elements In B ;! ) we get:

NGs. 2 0% 0
I hg;Ql(fIg):bojL;Egoi =, WH2 42N 2 5

0 0 0
kY Lk kY 2 ki ky

2

k=
SIIl’l2 J

J> 1 3> i i3

W e are now ready to calculate the spectral functions
num erically. O ne has to generate the quantum num bers
I5, and evaluate the energy, m om entum and the expres-
sions above.

From now on, we will considerQ %=

First of all, it tums out that the llow ing sum rules
are satis ed forevery Q :

z Z 4
d'Ag k;!')=1 n;
Z

d!Bg k;!)=n:
1

@0)

Mg V&

In the absence of the Anderson orthogonality catas—
trophe, when Q = Q%= , the contrbution to the spec—
tral functions com es from one particlke-hole excitations
only, and the spectral fiinctions are nothing but the fa—
m iliar (! + 2tcosk). This is not true any m ore when
we consider Q € . In that case we get contributions
from m any particle-hole excitations as well. T he largest
weight com es from the one particle-hole excitations, and
Increasing the number of excited holes, the additional
w eight decreases rapidly. A though from Eq. ) we can

= h}  EIPhI

2
GS.

oot

19)

g@gad)

sin® ([L®

calculate the m atrix elem ents num erically for all the ex—
citations of the nal state, its application is lm ited to
an allsystem sizes (typically L < 30). It isdueto the fact
that the tin e required to generate all the possbl states
(quantum numbers I) is grow Ing exponentially. T here—
fore, in som e of the calculations we take Into account up
to three particle-holk excitationsonly. In Tab]e.ﬂw egive
the total sum rule for sm all sizes In a calculation where
we took into account up to one, two and three particle-
hole excitations. W e can see that the m issing weight
is really sn all in the approxin ation that includes up to
three particle-hole excitations in the nal state. So, if
we restrict ourselves to a nite num ber of particle-holke
excitations and introduce the function

N=2
g@) = s:'nZE(I 1%

10- N=2
1061
NYZ 1

Q
2L

in 2 19— ; 21
sm [ ]L+ (21)

10= N=2

the calculation of the spectral weight becom es sinple.
T he weight of the peak corresponding to a one particle—
hole excitation can be given as:

ag @717 = L8 . A"
g'th) sin® (I»  IPl-) ©

@2)

where we have rem oved the quantum number I" (holk)
from and added IP (particle) to the set £Ig ofthe ground—
state of N 1 ferm jons, so that the m om entum of the

nal state s P)' ' = k® k" + Pl " and the en-

ergy sE} "' = ESJ"  2tcoskP + 2tcosk®, where the

PY*l = N + 1)0=L is the momentum of the ground

GS
state. Furthem ore, A(;()O;O) is the overlp between the N
electron ground state w ith boundary condition and the
N + 1 electron ground state w ith boundary condition Q ,
and w illbe discussed later.

Sin ilarly, for the two particle-hol excitations we get:

Ao @;I5;10510) =
w ith energy and m om entum

+ N+1
ENtl=E

P P h ho,
Gs 2t cosk; + cosk; cosk; cosk; ;

g@Mg @) sn®* (1} 1Pk)sin® (Of

I3 )sh® (XY IDk) ©:0)
h s 2 1Y h . 2 P h AQ (23)
Iz]f)sm (l.Iz Il]f)S]l'l (HZ Iz]f)

N+1 h h N +1

PPt =k]+ kK5 ki ky+Plg e

T he corresponding equations for three or m ore particle-
hole excitations are sim ilar to those above, but since they



are Iong, we do not give them here.

A typical plot of Ao (k;!) is shown i Fig.[]. we
choose Q = =2, which is halfway between the symm et—
ricQ = 0 and the trivialQ = case. In the gurewe
can see the singularity near the Fem i energy, further—
m ore the weights are distrdbuted on a cosine- ke band.
To m ake i m ore clkar, in Fjg.E we show the support of
Ag k;!) and the distrdbution of the weights.

A . The weight of the low est peak

Now, what can we say about AéO;O) , the weight of the
lowest peak? In the ground state the quantum num bers
I; and Ig are densely packed, and from Eq. @) we get

L 2N +1 25

, v o=2) ¥
A 00 _ o™ (©Q=2) <in?

Q 1,2N .
Jj=1
.2 @3 1) +0  , @] 1)
Sin sm
2L 2L

N

hal 0 b

j=1
From thiswe can conclude that A 00 is an even func-

0
tion ofQ and A % = 1.W eare not able to give a closed

formula for the sum . However, very useful inform ation
can be obtained by noticing that

(0;0)
Q+

(0;0)
Q =1

A

A

and in the them odynam ic lm i,

(0;0)
Q+2

(0;0)
Q 2
(0;0)

Q

A A

(%2 Q2?72
= CLsn )y U

2 2
TCOt n+ O L )
A

HeretheQ isextended outside the B rillouin zone. Now it
is straightforw ard to get the size-and lling-dependence

0;0) ,
ofAQ :
h i

f
Q) o — cot n+O(L2);

0;0) _
(Lsn n) e 2L

Ag

@4)

w here

2

0 1
= p 2
> @5)

NI

Eq. @4) is also vald orB 7"
the 1=L correction.
The £ Q) is an even function ofQ, £( ) =

satis es the second order recurrence equation

, apart from the sign in

1, and it

( 2

0?)?
16

FQ+2)FQ 2)_
£2Q)

4

1

which can be reduced to

2e=2)
2(0=2)

FQ+ )

e )

20 =

4

and it ollows that £(3 ), £ (5 ) etc. are zero. In the
Intervalfrom Q = 0 to it can be approxim ated as
Q*? Q*

nfQ) 03047+ 0:3248—  0:0201—

w ith accuracy 0:0001. FurthemoreIn £ (0) = 0:304637.

B .Low energy behavior

Aswe can see In Fig. E, for low energies Ag k;!)
has so called tow ers of excitations centered at m om enta
k= N + 1)Q + 2p )=L, where p is an integer. The
largest weights are for the peaks in thetowerwith p= 0,
thenextwihp= 1 (ifQ > 0) orp= 1 (FfQ < 0), and
so on. The lowest excitation in tower p corresponds to a
set of densely packed quantum num bers I shifted by p.
From the de nition ofthem om enta k, this is equivalent
to In posing a tw ist ofwavevectorQ + 2p . Thereforewe
can Introduce Q' = Q + 2p ,whereQ isnot restricted to
be In the Brillouin zone, but forp 6 0 i has values out—
side. W e de ne A ; (k;!) to describe the p-th tower, so
thatAq k; 'P) has contribbutions from each ofthe towers:
Ag kjl)= Ay K1)

Furthem ore, we enum erate the peaks In a given tower
w ith indices i and 1° so that the energy and m om entum
ofthe peaks are, from Egs. @), ﬂ) and E):

|

Q'Z
—u. 1+ — +
2L ° 2

2 U

Ejo=Eggt+ "t i+ 1; ©6)

2
Pi;il): kQ + %‘F T (l lo);

@)
w here we have neglected the O (1=L?) nite-size correc—
tions. Here ". = 2tcos n is the Fem ienergy’, u. =
2tsin n is the Fem i (chawye) vebocity’ and ky = nQ
is the ¥em im om entum ’ of spinless ferm ions represent-
i;i0 .
Ing the charges. By Ag’ ' we denote the weight of the
peaks, and for convenience, we also introduce the rela-
5.0 + .20 .

tive weights a((;’l) = Ag’l )=A((;’O) The weight of the

rst few lowest-lying peaks can be calculated explicitly
by Egs. @)—E), as they are given by a nite number
ofparticle-hole excitations. T he degeneracy ofeach peak
grows with iand 1. Here we assum ed that the disper—
sion relation is linear near the Fem i levelw ith velociy
Uc. Clearly, this picture is valid for energies an all com —
pared to bandw idth.

.0)

From Eq. @) we get the relative weights ag;l ,eqg.

$;0) . .
a, " isgiven as:



L2, +Q 2 2 N+
Juo _ 51 (Bp)sin” (——)
.2 L2 2 N+ 4+
sin® () sin® (——; )

Introducing wy = (@= + j)*=4, the relative weights in
the them odynam ic lim it sin plify so that:

0;0) _

a 1;

Q 14

(1;0)
a = wq;

o3 1r

@0 1 .
a,” = 22W1(W 1+ w3);
a =y wy;

o 1W1r

4.0 .0,
and also ag’l = a(lg’l) holds. N ote that som e peaks are

degenerate and therefore they are a sum of m ore con—
tribbutions. Now, it takes only one step to get the gen—
eral form ula which reads (including the nite-size correc—
tions):

o) @2+
Q il
@+

Q) il @+ Q)

Q):::(i0+
0

" . g i #

1+ a+ 1) ¢ l)gmt n+o0@ ?) ;

o) o)

w here
|

2
1 Qg
2

= 1: 29)

Tt can also be expressed w ith the help of the
since

—flinction,

@ g+1)
il S+ D) g+ 1)

T he asym ptotic expansion ofthe -function gives

@+ o+ 1)

- i+ 1=2+
@i+ 1)

o=2) 7 (30)
which isa reasonable approxim ation apart from thei= 0

._io
peak. Then, it follow s that a®) hasa power law behav—

ot
jor
L) _ (+ 1=2+ 5=2) ¢ (°+ 1=2+ =2) @
e (g*t1 o+ 1)
(31)

N ote that the exponent
s= ¢t o*t1l
W e can clearly see the m anifestation ofthe underlying
conform al eld theory: i) The nitesize corrections to

the energy and m om entum [Egs. @) and @)] of the

o 1 Eq. 4) is alo given by

Jow est Iying peak in the tower determ ines the exponents
ofthe correlation fiinctions; i) T he weights In the towers
are given by -function

T he spectral function AQ k;!) in the them odynam ic
Iim it is given by

(! Ei;io) k;P ;40 7 (32)
;10

and collecting everything together, Egs. @) and @@) ,
for the Iow energy behavior ofAq4 k;!) we get

A (]{")—X f@Q) ucj( kQ“j)
Q o 4 ucsjn( n) (Q~+l) ( Q+l)
Pofetuck kg) 700 " uck ky) o @

: (33
4 u.sin n G3)

4 u.sin( n)

It is also worth mentioning the symmetry property
Ag k;!')=A 45 ( k;!). The whole calculation can be
repeated for the spectral function By k;!):

ooy £Q) oktked D)
PUTT auesin(n) (g+1) ( g+ 1)
"ol u k+k ¢ om iy ktko) ©
©8) te bt i) e bt Kg) . (34)

4 Uu.sih n 4 ycsin n

W e should note, however, that these expressions are
restricted for the welghts far from the edges of the tow -
ers, where the asym ptotic expansion of the -finction,
Eq. Bd), is valid. This is especially true when Q !
where the correct resul isA (k;!)= (! " uck

n]). In other words, for the exponents close to 1
there can be a considerabl deviation from the power
law behavior, and the spectralweight accum ulates along
the edges of the towers. T his behavior can be observed
in Fjg.ﬂ, where the exponents are 7=16 and

Qo = 15=16.

+Q =

1. Local spectral finctions

Forthe local (k-averaged) spectral function AQ (') the
weight of the j-th peak, denoted by A((;) , is

J

. 1 X 0,4 20

(6)] - A(J 33
L Q

3= 0

T he summ ation gives:

1 i+ 5+ 3 ©0;0)
o L 0+ ) a+3) ¢
" #
2 2 5
14+ jJ=m———cot n+ O
iy "+ o7 (T




If we put it together with Egs. @) and @), and ne—
glect the 1=L. corrections, the local spectral fiinction in

theL ! 1 lim i reads:
X 1 £ b @
Ag (1) > Q)l 3 — : (35)
o Uue ot ) U.Sh n
ForBg (!) the! ".shouldbereplacedby !+ "..We

show Ay (!) for som e selected values ofQ in FJgE

2. M omentum distribution fiinction

Here we try to m ake som e statem ents about B (k) In
Eqg. @).A na ve calculation in the low energy region is
to sum up the weights neark;

(
o Xl B (1+ 1,1); F1 0 ;
B = Q._ .
o BEFIY drico.
i=0 (o}

O foourse, one isaw are that the sum m ation lnclides high
energies as well, where the equivalent ﬁ)rbiio ofEq. @)
is not valid any m ore. However, the largest contribu-
tions com e from the low energy regions and the error is
not very large. W e do not want to get precise values, but
rather som e qualitative results. Neglecting the O (1=L)
corrections, the sum gives forl O:

g @ (o) @+ 1+ ) ;
T At o )

and for 1< 0 the land Q@ should be replaced by land
Q. Again, we can use the asym ptotic expansion of the
—flinction to get

) kyjd ¢
o/ . ]
B f sin e ;
s & £Q@) ( ) T m .
(36)
w here o for k > kQ and o for k < kQ should

be taken In the argum ent of the she. It is interesting
that, although the exponent of the singularity  is the
same fork > k; and k < kg, there is a strong asym -
m etry due to the prefactor
m ade by Frahm and K orepinfd). In Fig. | this behav-
Jor is clearly observed. ForQ ! the correct result of
B k)= k) &k + k) is recovered.

sin ilar observation was

V.ABOUT THE SPIN PART

TocalulateC (Q;!)andD (Q;!)givenbyEgs. {19),
we need to know the energies and wave-functions of the
soin part. They can be calculated from the usual spjn%
H eisenberg H am iltonian, see Eqg. E),takjngN andN 1
sites (soins).

For the J ! 0 case the excitation spectrum of the

soins collapse, and then We can use the local, ! inte-
grated functions C Q) = ,C @;!)and D Q) =
, D @Q;!). They are related to the spi sfer func-

tion !4 4, , de ned by O gataand ShbafM aswas rst
noticed by Sorella and Parolal The soin transfer fiinc-
tion gives the am plitude of rem oving a spin ~ at site
(here we choose 3 = 0) and inserthg i at site j , and
can be given as

_ 1} GS RS . GS..
Yoy =h " Py 1:0P0 iy b

where the operator By, 1 = 25iSi 1 + & pem utes the

sohnsatsitesiand i+ 1. ThenC Q) andD Q) read
" Ii( ) #
C — 1+ iQ+ )G+ 1)! Lol ;
Q) N+ 1 . € 0! 3;
=0
1 X2 .
D Q)= et @ Mgy g, s @7

§n particular, !o » = N =N, and i follows that

QC ©)=1and QD Q)=N =N.

W e are interested in these quantities for two particu-
lar cases: the isotropic Heisenberg m odel because it is
physically relevant, and the X Y -m odelbecause it allow s
analytical calculations. W e rst consider the X Y -m odel
because the sin plicity of that case m akes it m ore conve-
nient to Introduce the basic ideas.

A .XY model

In this special case the spin problem can be m apped
to noninteracting spinless ferm ions using the W igner-
Jordan transform ation. It means that the eigenener-
gies and wave functions are known, and we can calcu—
late D Q;!) and C @Q;!) analtically. W e are fac-
Ing a sin ilar problem - the orthogonality catastrophe —
as when we calculated the A (! ;k), but now it comes
from the overlaps between states with di erent num ber
of sites. For convenience, we choose the spinless ferm ions
to represent the  goins, so that the operatorZAg; (ZAO; )
only adds (rem oves) a site and does not change the num —
ber of ferm ions, which we x to be N . Then we have
to evaliate matrix elem ents lke h~y 1%y, 35°1 and
h~ 1%, 35°i, where in the 3§°1i the 0 sie is un-
occupied and the fermm ions are on sites 1 = 1aN and
from site 1= 1 they hop to 1= N skipping the 1= 0 site.
For sim plicity, we consider casesw hen the num berofspin
up and down ferm ions isodd N is even), so that we do
not have to worry about extra phases arising from the
Jordan-W igner transform ation. Then the m om entum of
the ground state 3+ °iisPgs = . Let usdenote by k°
the m om enta of ferm ions on a N 1 site Jattice, quan-—
tized ask = 2 J/=N 1) and by k the m om enta of



ferm ions on a N site lattice, quantized ask = 2 J4=N,

and fY the operators ofthe spinless ferm ons. T he energy
and m om entum of the state are:

b

cosk!?; (38)

E = Jxvy 3

=1
P = k?: (39)
=1

To calculate the matrix element n C Q;!), see
Eqg. @), we need the follow ing anti-com m utation rela—
tion:

.
P
NN +1)

Y. k%10 ikl vy,
£, e £ £
=11=0

sin &°%=2)

1 k=2 .
e ’
sih(k  kF2)

P
N N + 1)

and the matrix element h y ., (£J Og)jfé’; 3 gsiz =
1O,
C auchy determ inant, which can be expressed as a prod—
uct:

si:f £ f]f? f]fg :::flfg Pif is again given by a

¥ k0Y ks ki
sn? 3 gpz &
2 2

=1 > i

0 0
kY sin 2 ki kj:

2

NN+ 1"

Y k0
sin? -2

40)

3> i i

Sim ilarly, in the case ofD
is

@ ;!),the anticom m utator

sin k=2)

1 0mn )
sin(k® kF2)’

£7;f, = p—e—0ma=——e
N N 1)

k k

and the matrix ekment hy 1(E0°%)F%,, J$5i° i
equalto

¥ ZEY 2k ki
2

NN 11N sin sin 5
=1 > i
Y k9 k%Y kK0 ks
sn? 2> gn 232 3. 1)
. 2 . 2
3> i i3

A s soon as we have the product representation, i is
straightforw ard to analyze the low energy behavior and
also to obtain num ericallyD ©Q ;! )andC Q;!) Porlarger
system sizes.

1. The ow energy behavior

The low energy spectraofD Q;!)andC
sist of towers centered atmomenta Q ,; = 2r

©Q;!) con—
, Where

r= 1=2;3=2;:::. To analyze the low energy behavior in
the tower labeled by r, we can proceed analogously to
the charge part: the weights in the tower of excitations,

@G0 @i A 050) @G @i (0;0)
Cr,” "=, Cy andDy” = dy Dy, ,canbecal
culated from Egs. @) and @). T he energy and m om en—
tum of the state (i;1) can be calulted from Egs. {3§)
and @) and neglecting the O (1=N ?) corrections they
read:

™ 1)

Ei;io;r = Egs "o+ N_u :; + r; +2
+Zu @ O 2)
—u @1+ 1);
N
p% Y=0, — ! + 2—<i 9; @3)
i;4° i N r; r; N
where
2
= — r 1; 44
5 > (44)

1
"= JXY cos — sin H
u = JXY S]l'l H (45)
and =N =N .
: .10
The relative weights diy ' can be calmulated from
Eqg. @),eg.:
2 QNN ) 2 NN )
qom s N 1 S =Wz n)
1=2; 2 .2 (14N N +2NN )
s N 1 smn 2NN 2 N )
R?2 (N + N + 1)=2)
R2 (N + N 1)=2)"
w here
N 1 .
_ ! 1 j
R@= sin —

+
. N (N 1) N
j=0

2.0
and the other &Y’ are sin ilar. In the them odynam ic
0;1)

Imi, N ! 1 ,thewejghtdizz, sinpli es to

2
I+ O (InL=L)]: 46)

0;1)

d! L,
1=2; 2

2
Neglecting the nite-size corrections, ©r general (i;i%
and r we get:

@+ I+ 1

@+ , +1) b

(5 +1) G+ 1) (5 +1) @°+ 1);

. .20
afit) = @7

where the exponents ., are de ned In Eq. @) and
the weights again follow s the prescription of the confor-
m altheory, w ith strong logarithm ic nite-size corrections



however. A sim ilar analysis can be done forC Q;!).

From the above and Eq. ) we obtain
X
D ©:!) g [ '+u @ Qg )l°
"ol uQ 04"
" '+u D QO I (48)
and
X +
c ;") g ! " +u Q@ Q)
Lo u @ Qg )IF
(" uP 0Oy I 49)
whereg(r; ) arenum berswhich can be determ ined nu-
m erically.
We mmediately see that the C Q) and D Q) are
sihhgularatQ = Q; :
C @)D Q)/ R Qr 3¢
w ith exponent
= I 4+ +1

r;

and they are strongly asym m etricaround Q y; ,aswe can
conclude from the analog ofEq. @) .

Forthenon-m agneticcase ( = = 1=2), the sihgu-
larity isatQ . =2 forallthe towers, and the exponents
ofthem ain shgularity (r= 1=2) are 15=16 and

., = =16, furthemore ;_, =

1=2
3=8.

B . H eisenberg m odel

A though the Heisenberg m odel is solvable by Bethe-
ansatz and in principle the wave functions are known, it

is too nvolved to give the m atrix elements of C Q;!)
and D (Q;!). The sin plest altemative wayds exact di-
agonalization of smnall sters and DM RG extended

to dynam ical propertiestl W e have used both m ethods
to calculate the welghts for system sizes up to N 24
and N = 42, regpectively. A typical distrbution of the
weights for C Q;!) for zero m agnetization is given in
Fjg.ﬁ. T here are several features to be observed: i) D ue
to selection rules, the nonzero m atrix elem ents are w ith
the S = 1=2 nalstates only; ii) The weight is concen-
trated along the lower edge of the excitation spectra in
the interval =2 0 ; i) There are two, aln ost
overlapping tow ers visble corresponding to r= 1=2 and
r = 3=2. Our Interpretation of the spectrum is that
the weight m ostly ollow sithe dispersion of the spinon of
Faddeev and Takhtaan X since the nal states have an
odd num ber of spins, thus there can be a single spinon
In the spectrum and it has a cosine-lke dispersion. It
is also surprising that orC (Q;!) more than 97% and

10

forD @ ;!)morethan 99% ofthe totalweight is found
in this spinon branch. This behavior is sjm ilar to that
discussed by Talstra, Strong and A ndersor?E w here they
added two spins to the spin wave function.

W e can also try to analyze the low energy behavior
from the conform al eld theory point of view . Nam ely,
from theBetheansatz soﬁ i the nite-size corrections
to the energy are knownl and they are also given
by Egs. @) and @) apart from In N )=N corrections,
w ith

(50)

For zero m agnetization the velocity u reads J=2, the
energy is " Jh2and = 1= 2,and the exponents
are |, = land |, 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 J'ntegralequatjonsﬁ

Also, we check ifEq. 4]) is satis ed for the r = 1=2
tower in Fig. . Nam ely, i tells us that c*/® = 4O =
1=2 and c®® = 40©2) = 3=8, gpart from nitesize cor-
rections which we assum ed to be of the same form as In
the case ofthe X Y modelin Eq. @). W e believe that
thism ethod can also be used to determ ine exponents in
am ore generalcases aswell.

A nother interesting point is that the exponent

1=2

1 already indicates that ¢ vanishes, In agreem ent
with the selection rules. However, there is still som e
weight ©rc©?), which com es from S = 1=2 bound states
of spinons. W e do not know the nite-size scaling ofthat
weight, ie. if i disappears in the them odynam ic lin i
or not. P

Now, if we recallthat D Q) = D @Q;!), then
it ollows (see Eqg. )) that the contrbution to D o for
Q > =2 is strongly suppressed, and we see essentially
the contrbutions from the r 3=2 tower. Since the
contrbution to C ©Q;!) and D Q;!) comemostly from
the lower edge of excitation spectrum , we can use the
approxin ations

AL

c Q;t)y=c 0 )i

©;!')="D

Q)
Q)

(!
(!

nw
S
)

where "y is the des C loizeaux-P earson djspersionE

n
Q

E..Tjs:in Q =2) 7

TheC @Q)andD (@) can be calculated num erically
for am all clusters (typically up to N 26 wih exact
diagonalization and N 70 with DM RG) for the non-
m agnetic case (see Refs.[§,[§). The & + 1)C Q) and
(] 1)D (@) seem s to have anall nitesize e ect, as
follow s from Eq. ), and the shgularity in the non-—
magneticcase isgiven by -, = 1=2,asalready noticed
by Sorella and Parola



W ehavealso calculatedC Q) andD Q) forthe sys—
tem wih nite magnetization N =N = 1=4 (see Fjg:sﬁ).
There Qv = 3 =4, Q4 = =4 and the exponents are

058 003 and 025 0903. These

1=2;" = 1=2;# =
exponents are consistent with = 087 002 and In sur-
prisingly good agreem e@ w ith the sin ple form ula given
by Frahm and K orepin 1 +=2 valid in a large
m agnetic eld.

VI. THE GREEN'SFUNCTION AND THE
COMPARISON W ITH THE CONFORMAL FIELD
THEORY

T he realspace G reen’s function can be calculated from
the spectral functions as

z Z .

dk dret't ¥xp ;1)
1

G x;t) =

fort> 0 and A (k;!) should be replaced by B ;! ) for
t< 0,asfollows from Eqg. ﬂ). Then, from Egs. E), @)
and 49) i ©low s that:

X Core iQ°r xN =L
G &it> 0) 1 +1
oir X uct) 9 T X+ uct) o«
1
i (1)

& ust) T+ uct) £ *?
where 0y wasde ned asQ » + 2 p, furthem ore g, are
num bers. The charge velocity u. is the sam e one as in
Eq. ), whik the spin velocity isugs = u =n, where u
was de ned In Eqg. @). The G reen’s function has sin—
gularities at di erent m om enta, degpending on the actual
quantum num bers p and r, see Tab]e.@ for details.

On ther hand, according to the conform al eld
theory, a correlation functionsh (x;t) (0;0)i reads:
X 2iD ckn+ D o+ D ¢)ky Ix

QJC;DSe .
6 ut)? f R U? o (x ugt)? ¢ ugt)? s

D ;D

w here the exponents

2

ZSS N C ZCSN S
2 = ZocD ot ZgcD ;
c cc ¢ sct s 2det7 ’
2
ZCCN S ZSCN (e}
2 = ZcDct+ Z25sD ; (B2
s csY c sst s 2det? ’ ( )
are related to the nite-size corrections:
2 . 2 +
E EOZ N—uc c + c + N—us s + s 7 (53)
P Pp=2Dckn+ 20 ¢+ D 5)ks
+N—( : ot & s ) (54)
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and o _;p , are numbers. The quantum numbersD ¢, D g,

N . and N g characterize the excitations and are re—
lated to p and r as given In Tab]e.. The Z’s are the
elem ents of the so called dressed charge m atrix. It can
be calculated from Bethe A nsatz solution ofthe Hubbard
m odel, and in the large U lim i they read:

Zee=1

Zgc =

Zes= 0

4 Lgs = 7
where can beobtained solving an J'ntegral%:_[gatjon .For
the non-m agneticcase 4 = 1=2and = 1= 2.
Then we are ready to identify the exponents: o, T
2 . and , +1= 2 _,and in thisway we can
directly see the validity ofthe CFT in the largeU Ilim it.
In case ofthet Jxy modelno Bethe Ansatz result
is known, but using the analogy w ith the isotropic case,
the exponents are readily obtained using the substitution
Zee! 1,Z¢s ! 0,Z5 ! sandZg ! 1.

VII.CONCLUSION S

To conclude, we have show n that for som e specialcases
the spectral functions of the 1D Hubbard can be cal-
culated using the spin-charge factorized wave-function,
which in plies that the spectral fiinctions are given as a
convolution involing the charge and spin parts. Ana—
Iytical calculations are possible for the charge part and
for the spin part in the case ofthe X Y m odel. The low
energy behavior tums out to be fully consistent w ith the
predictions of the conform al eld theory, ie. the expo-
nentsare given by the nite-size correctionsto the energy
and m om entum , and the weights are given by -function.
Based on this, we propose a new way to detem ne the
exponents of the correlation functions. Furthem ore, we
argue that when the exponents of the correlation func-
tions are close to Integers, the Luttinger-liquid pow er-Jlaw
behaviorofthe correlation fiinctions should be taken w ith
care, as it com es from the asym ptotic expansion of the
function.
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TABLE I. Sum nulk, Eq. @),forQ = 0 ncluding one, two

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

L 1p+h 1+ 2 p+h 1+ 2+ 3 ph
4 0.50000000 0.50000000 0.50000000
12 046477280 0.49989083 0.49999999
20 0.43436168 0.49933463 0.49999968
28 041165708 0.49844924 049999808
36 039388871 0.49738700 0.49999428
44 037941227 049623473 0.49998778
52 036725942 0.49504054 0.49997842
60 035682437 0.49383182 0.49996622

TABLE II. The mom enta for which the G reens function

G (x;t> 0) is sihgular.
r p= 1 p=0 p=1
3/2 HH 3k k + 2k
-1/2 HE S k k + 2k
1/2 k 2k k
3/2 k 2k 3k
TABLE III. The correspondence between the Bethe

Ansatz quantum numbers and p and r

D¢ Ds N ¢ N
" p+r r 1 0
# p r 1 1
" p T r 1 0
# p r 1 1
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Aq(k &)

-11/2

/2 T
k
FIG.1l. Ag k;!) rQ = 48 =97 ( =2), N = 96 elec—
tronson L = 192 sites. W e can see the power-law singularity
at k = =4 and that the weight is accum ulated along a co-

sine-lke band like structure.

L] L] L]
©.2) 1) 2.0
Aq Aq Aq

L] L[]
O A00)
Aq Aq

2t

-Tt _ m
kQ 2m 0 kQ
k
FIG .2. Schem atic plot of the support ofAg k;!) (@bove
") and Bg ( k;!) below ";) orN=L = 1=3and Q = =2.

Thedom nant tower (= 0) atk = kg and the sub-dom inant
tower p= 1)atk= kg 2 nareshown.Theweightm ostly
follow s the solid lines, and the shadow Ing represent the inten—
sity. A lthough there are excitations above the dashed line for
Ao (k;!) aswell, the weight associated w ith them is negligi-
ble. The Iow energy part ofAg ;! ) neark = kg isenlarged
on the insert, where the discrete states in the tower of exci-
tations are shown.

0 0.5t t

FIG.3. Ag (!) orQ = 0, =2 and for quarter 1lling
(L = 300, N = 150). ForQ = 0 the Van-H ove singularity is
suppressed, and the weight ism ainly near the Fermm i energy.
Q = is equivalent to free-ferm ion case. The dotted line
show s the low -energy approxim ation Eqg. @) .
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i Q=0 —
(b) Q=44T/89
3 .
%
%27 1
m
1r 4
0 " ——=71 :1 | | | B Sl "
-1 -21/3 -T1/3 0 /3 21/3 m
k
FIG.4.Aq k) orQ = 0,46 =91( =2) and 90 =91 ( )

(@) and Bg ( k) orQ = 0, 44 =89( =2) and 88 =89( )

) or L 270 and N 90. The evolution of the weight

and shape can be Pllowed from the symm etric Q 0 case

w ith the singularities at k = 0 and k = 2 =3 through the

asymmetric Q = =2 case wih sihgularities at k = =6 and
=2 to the hom al distribbution at Q =
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FIG.5. The support and weights of C (Q;!) for the

N 18 spin Heisenberg m odel. The symbols represent the
excitations of the nalstates (19 spins), where the total spin
is also indicated. The num bers near solid triangles give the
welght of that particular state. D ue to selection rule them a—
trix elem ents are zero w ith higher soin states denoted by open
sym bols. The dotted lines are a guide to the eyes and show
ther= 1=2 and r=  3=2 towers.
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FIG . 6. The relative weights c'?, ¢?®, q@1) and g2 Q
as a function of the system size calculated by exact diago— .FIG'7-C" @Q)andDr» Q) @),CyQ)andD4 Q) b) or -
nalization (squares and trianglks) and by DM RG (crosses) nitem agnetization N»=N = 3=4 w ith sihqularity atQ = 3 =4
for the r = 1=2 tower. The dashed line represents a t to and Q = =4, respectively. The solid symbols stands for

apt+ ai=N + a; og )=N form and it is reasonably close to the D @) andopen orC Q).
theoretical values 0:5 and 0:375 in the them odynam ic lim it

(@) . T he opposite sign of logarithm ic corrections cancels ifwe

m ake the products a7 and %?d"? 1% ).
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