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The occurrence ofquasi-long-range positionalorder in the ground-state ofthe one-dim ensional

repulsive Calogero-Sutherland m odelis studied. By m apping the exact ground-state into a one

dim ensionalclassicalsystem ofinteracting particles at �nite tem peratures the structure function

and thedisplacem entcorrelation functionsarecalculated num erically using M onteCarlo sim ulation

m ethods. These are found to exhibitquasi-long-range positionalorderforallvaluesofthe param -

eters. The exponent characterizing the algebraic decay ofthe displacem ent correlation functions

with distance isestim ated.Itisargued thatthe ground-state ofthe repulsive Calogero-Sutherland

m odelconsistsofa single norm alphase with quasi-long-range positionalorder.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Itiswellestablished thatin aclassicaltwo-dim ensional

(2D)system ofparticles,interacting through a potential

thatfallso�su�cientlyfastwith distance,long-rangepo-

sitionalordercannotexistat�nitetem peratures[1].In-

stead,alow tem peraturephasewith quasi-long-rangepo-

sitionalorder(Q LRPO )occurs.Thisphaseischaracter-

ized by particle displacem ent correlation functions that

decay algebraically with distance,with a tem perature-

dependentexponent. Thisleadsto a structure function

with power law singularities at som e reciprocallattice

vectors.Itispredicted thatthisphaseisdestroyed,ata

tem peratureTc,by a phasetransition thatcan beeither

�rst orderor continuous. The latter resulting from the

unbiding oftopologicalexcitations.Itisalso known that

theoretical considerations that take into account only

therm alphonon uctuationsin theharm onicapproxim a-

tion correctly predictthe low tem perature propertiesof

thisphase[2].Thesepredictionsarecon�rm ed by M onte

Carlo sim ulationsofm odelsystem s[3].

For a quantum system of bosons in one-dim ension

(1D),interacting through a potentialthat falls o� suf-

�ciently fastatlargedistances,long-rangepositionalor-

derisalsoruled outin theground-state.Forthissystem ,

theoreticalanalysisthataccountsforzero-pointphonon

uctuations in the harm onic approxim ation m ake pre-

dictionsanalogousto thoseforclassical2D system s:de-

struction oflong-range positionalorder,power-law de-

cay with distance ofdisplacem ent correlation functions

and power-law singularitiesin the structure function at

som ereciprocallatticevectors.However,Q LRPO in the

ground-stateofsuch 1D bosonsisnotaswellestablished

asin classical2D system ,

In this paper we study in detailpositionalorder in

a 1D system ofbosons interacting through a repulsive

potentialthatvariesinversely with thesquareofthedis-

tance -the Calogero-Sutherland (CS)m odel-forwhich

the exact ground-state wavefunction is known [4]. The

structurefunction fortheCS m odelwascalculated in the

harm onic approxim ation by severalauthors[5]. The re-

sultscon�rm thatithaspowerlaw singularitiesatrecip-

rocallatticevectorswith an exponentthatvariescontin-

uously with the m odelparam eters. However,the range

ofvalidity ofthis approxim ation it is not known. It is

unclearwhetherQ LRPO persistsoutsidethisrangeand,

ifso,whatisthe exponentgoverning the power-law de-

cay ofthe displacem ent correlations. W e address these

questionshere.

In orderto go beyond theharm onicapproxim ation we

resort to num ericalcalculations. Sutherland obtained

severalyearsagotheexactground-statewavefunction for

the CS m odel[4]. Based on this wavefunction we show

that the ground-state ofthe CS m odelcan be m apped

into a classical1D system ofinteracting particles at �-

nite tem peratures.By applying M onteCarlo (M C)sim -

ulation m ethods[6]to thisclassicalsystem we calculate

the structure function and investigate the occurrence of

Q LRPO forarbitrary valuesofthe m odelparam eters.

W e show evidence thatthe CS m odelground-satehas

a single phase with Q LRPO and argue that this phase

is non-superuid. O vera range ofparam etervalues we

�nd thatQ LRPO leadsto powerlaw singularitiesin the

structurefunction and estim atetheexponentsgoverning

these singularities by �nite size scalling analysis ofthe

M C data. O utside thisrange we �nd thatthe structure

function has no singularity,and that the displacem ent

correlation functions decay algebraically with distance.

W ealso estim atetheexponentgoverning thisdecay.W e

�nd thatthisexponentdi�ersfrom thatpredicted by the
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harm onicapproxim ationonlyin theregionwerequantum

uctuations are large,being sm aller than the harm onic

onesthere.

Forparticularvaluesofthe CS m odelparam etersthe

structurefunction hasbeen calculated exactly by Suther-

land [4]. O urnum ericalresultsare found to be in good

agreem entwith the exactones.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwereview

the exactresultsobtained by Sutherland and derive the

m appingintoaclassical1D interactingsystem .In Sec.III

wereview theharm onicapproxim ation fortheCS m odel

and show thatSutherland’sexactground-statewavefunc-

tion reducesto theharm oniconein the sem iclassicalre-

gion.In Sec.IV we explain ournum ericalm ethod in de-

tailand report the results obtained by it. In Sec.V we

interpretthese resultsand state ourconclusions.

II. G R O U N D -STA T E W AV EFU N C T IO N

TheCS m odeldescribesN bosonsofm assm on a line

oflength L interacting through the two-body potential

V (r)= 

1X

n= �1

(r+ nL)�2 =
�2

L2
[sin

�r

L
]�2 ; (1)

where isa constantthatweassum epositive.Thispo-

tentialisperiodic,with period L.ForlargeL the n = 0

term in Eq.(1)isthem ostim portant,sothatV (r)varies

essentially asr�2 [4].

Sutherland found that the exact ground-state wave-

function forthissystem isgiven by

	= const.
Y

i> j

jsin
�(xi� xj)

L
j� ; (2)

where

2� � � = 1+ (1+ 2g)1=2 : (3)

The dim ensionless param eter g =
4m 

�h2
m easures the

relative strengths ofthe potentialand kinetic energies.

Sutherland also found that the exact ground-state en-

ergy isgiven by

E = N
�h
2

2m a2

�2�2

12
; (4)

wherea = L=N isthe m ean interparticledistance.

Theground-stateaverageofanyoperatorthatdepends

onlyonthepositionoperatorsxi(i= 1;2;:::;N ),A(fxg),

isgiven by

hAi=

Q N

i= 1

RL
0
dxiA(fxg)j	j

2

Q N

i= 1

RL
0
dxi j	j

2
: (5)

Using Eqs.(2)and (3)j	j2 can be written as

j	j2= expf� �
1

2

X

i6= j

V(xi� xj)g ; (6)

where

V(x)= � lnjsin
�x

L
j: (7)

Thus,

hAi=

Q N

i= 1

RL
0
dxiA(fxg)expf� �1

2

P

i6= j
V(xi� xj)g

Q N

i= 1

RL
0
dxiexpf� �1

2

P

i6= j
V(xi� xj)g

;

(8)

According to thisequation hAim ay becalculated asthe

canonicalensem ble average ofA(fxg) ofa 1D classical

system ofparticlesinteractingthrough the�ctitioustwo-

body potentialV(x). The param eter� playsthe role of

the inversetem perature.

The num ericalcalculations carried out in this paper

arebased on Eq.(8),asdiscussed in Sec.IV

III. H A R M O N IC A P P R O X IM A T IO N

Herewereview theharm onicapproxim ationforthe1D

boson system described in Sec.II.

A .P honon Spectrum and W avefunction

The interaction energy ofthe 1D boson system under

consideration hereis

U =
1

2

X

i6= j

V (xi� xj): (9)

As usual, the harm onic approxim ation consists in ex-

pandingU tosecond orderin thedisplacem ents,un,from

the classicalequilibrium positionsX n = na [7]. The re-

sultis

U =
1

2

X

n6= m

V [X n � Xm � (un � um )]� Ecl+ �U ; (10)

where E cl isthe classicalground-stateenergy and �U is

the harm oniccorrection

�U =
1

2

X

n6= m

@2V (x)

@x2
jx= X n �X m

(un � um )
2
: (11)

In term sofFouriertransform s

�U =
1

2

X

k

m !
2(k)juk j

2
; (12)
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whereuk istheFouriertransform ofthedisplacem entun,

� �=a < k < �=a,and the phonon spectrum isgiven by

m !
2(k)=

X

n6= 0

(1� e
�ikX n )

@2V (x)

@x2
jx= X n

: (13)

Approxim ating V (x) by V (x) = =x2,the sum s in Eq.

(13)can be perform ed exactly.The resultis

!(k)= sjk j(1�
jk ja

2�
); (14)

wheres= (�h=m a)�
p
g=2 isthe sound velocity.Thisco-

incideswith the velocity ofa com pressionalsound wave,

s =
p
@p=@�, where p = � @E =@L is the pressure,

� = m =a isthe density and E isgiven by Eq.(4),if� is

approxim ated as� ’
p
2g,which isjusti�ed forg � 1.

The ground-state wavefunction in the harm onic ap-

proxim ation 	 h issuch that

j	 h j
2= const.

Y

k

expf�
m !(k)juk j

2

�h
g : (15)

Now we show thatthe exactwavefunction reducesto

	 h forg � 1.In thiscase� ’
p
2g � 1and itisjusti�ed

toapply theharm onicapproxim ation tothe�ctitiouspo-

tentialV(x)in Eq.(6).Proceeding exactly asbefore we

�nd

U �
1

2

X

i6= j

V(xi� xj)=
1

2

X

n6= m

V(X n � Xm )+ �U ; (16)

with

�U =
1

2

X

k

m 
2(k)juk j
2
; (17)

where 
(k)is the �ctitious potentialphonon spectrum ,

given by Eq.(13)with V replaced by V.Approxim ating

V(x) by V(x) = � lnjx j,the sum s in Eq.(16) can be

perform ed exactly.The resultis

m 
2(k)=
�

a
jk j(1�

jk ja

2�
): (18)

Substituting Eq.(18)in Eq.(17)and using Eq.(6)it

follows that the exact wavefuntcion coincides with the

harm onicapproxim ation one in the lim itg � 1.

B .Structure Function and C orrelation Function

The structurefunction isde�ned as

S(q)=
X

n

e
iqX n heiq(un �u 0)i; (19)

wherehidenotesthe ground-stateaverage.

In the harm onic approxim ation, where the ground-

statewavefunction,Eq.(15),isgaussian,

heiq(un �u 0)ih = e
� 1

2
hjq(un �u 0)j

2
ih ; (20)

where

hjq(un � u0)j
2ih =

2q2

N

X

k

hjuk j
2ih(1� coskXn):

(21)

Itfollowsfrom Eq.(15)that,

hjuk j
2ih =

�h

2m !(k)
: (22)

Using Eq.(14)we �nd that

hjq(un � u0)j
2ih = 2�h(q)[ln(2�n)+ C � C i(2�n)];

(23)

whereC = 0:577 isEuler’sconstant,C i(x)isthecosine-

integralfunction,de�ned asin Ref.[8],and

�
h(q)=

q2a2

�2
p
2g

: (24)

The above result shows that the displacem ent corre-

lation function,Eq.(20),decays algebraically with dis-

tance,thatis

heiq(un �u 0)ih = F (n)jn j��
h
(q)

; (25)

where F (n) = exp� �h(q)[ln(2�)+ C � C i(2�n)]is an

oscillating function ofn. From thisresultitfollows,us-

ing Eq.(19),that for q near a reciprocallattice vector

G p = (2�=a)p (p = integer)such that�h(G p)< 1,S(q),

in the harm onic approxim ation,haspowerlaw singular-

ities,nam ely

Sh(G p + K )= const.jK j�
h
(G p)�1 ; (26)

whereK � G p.

IV .N U M ER IC A L C A LC U LA T IO N S

In this Section we discuss the M onte Carlo m ethod

used to calculateground-stateaveragesofthetypegiven

by Eq.(8)and reportthe resultsobtained from it.
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A .M onte C arlo M ethod

O urnum ericalm ethod consistsofcalculating averages

from Eq.(8)using the traditionalM onte Carlo m ethod

[6]. Fora given L we �rstsim ulate the largest� value.

In thiscase the initialcon�guration isan ordered chain

ofN particles.New con�gurationsaregenerated by dis-

placingparticles,oneatatim e,in asequentialway along

thechain.TheM etropolisalgorithm isused to acceptor

rejectcon�gurations.Forsm aller� valuesweuse asthe

initialcon�guration the last one generated in the pre-

vious run. Typicalruns consist of1000 M C steps per

particle to equilibrate and 5000 M C steps per particle

to calculate averages. W e sim ulate system s with �xed

a = 50 and with N ranging from N = 100 to N = 1000.

Theuseofa singlea valueisjusti�ed becausein theCS

m odelthecorrelationfunctionsdepend onlyon athrough

x=a orqa.

O uraim isto investigateby thism ethod the behavior

ofthe displacem ent correlation functions heiG p(un �u 0)i,

forn � 1.Therearethree possibilities.

i-Q LRPO :heiG p(un �u 0)i! jn j��(G p) .

ii- True long-range positionalorder: heiG p(un �u 0)i !

const.:

iii-Exponentialdecay:heiG p(un �u 0)i! e�n=� :

ForL = 1 ,both truelong-rangepositionalorderand

Q LRPO with �(G p)< 1 lead to divergenciesin S(G p).

For �nite L these singularitiesare replaced by peaksof

�niteheight.In orderto determ inewhetherpeakscorre-

spond to singularitiesweperform thefollowing�nitesize

scalling analysisofthe data. Fora given � we com pute

S(G p)forseveralvaluesofL.Nextwe�tthisdata to

S(G p)= const.jL j1��(G p) : (27)

Thisdependenceon L arisesasfollows.Ifthesystem has

Q LRPO with �(G p) < 1,Eq.(19) predicts that S(G p)

divergeswith L according to Eq.(27).Iftruelong-range

positionalorderispresentEq.(19)predictsS(G p)� L

and Eq.(27)gives�(G p)= 0.

This�nite sizescalling m ethod cannotdistinguish be-

tween Q LRPO with �(G p)� 1and exponentialdecay.In

both casesS(G p)becom esL-independent,becausethere

isnosingularity.Thus,�ttingtheS(G p)datatoEq.(27)

resultsin �(G p)= 1.

In orderto distinguish between these two possibilities

we com pute,for a given L,heiG p(un �u 0)i and study its

behaviorasa function ofn.

B .R esults

W e �nd thatS(q),haspeaksatreciprocallatticevec-

tors q = G p = 2�p=a,with p = 0;� 1;::;� pm ax. The

valueofpm ax dependson � and increseswith increasing

�. In Fig.1 we show S(q)for� = 18,where two peaks

areobserved atq= G 1 and q= G 2.As� decreases,the

peak atq = G 2 isno longerobserved for� <
� 12.Below

this value there isonly one peak atq = G 1. Thispeak

disappearsfora value of� < 4.

0 1 2 3 4
0

10

20

30

S
(q

)

aq/2π

1.5 2.0 2.5

1

2

FIG .1. Structure function as a function ofq for � = 18,

L = 5000 and N = 100. Inset shows in detailthe peak at

q= G 2.

8.5 10.5

-8

-7

ln
(S

(G
1
)/

L
)

lnL

 β=6.0

0 5 10 15 20

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

η (
G

1
)

β

FIG .2. Exponent�(G 1)asa function of�.Solid squares:

�nitesizescalling ofM C data.Inset:typicalplotused to ob-

tain �(G 1).Continuousline:harm onicapproxim ation.O pen

squares:�(G 1)obtained from thedecay ofhe
iG 1(un �u 0)iwith

n forL = 5000 and N = 100.
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To identify whetherornotthese peakscorrespond to

singularitieswecarry outthe �nite size scalling analysis

described above. This is illustrated in Fig.2. W e �nd

thatthe dependence ofthe exponent�(G 1)on � isthat

shown in Fig.2.

W einterpretthe�-dependenceof�(G 1)shown in Fig.

2 as follows. The num ericalestim ates for �(G 1) are in

good agreem ent with harm onic approxim ation predic-

tions for � > 5. For � = 4 Sutherland has obtained

S(q)exactly.A logarithm icsingularity occursatq= G 1,

thatisS(q)/ lnjq� G1 j,ratherthan an algebraicone.

W e �nd that at � = 4, �(G 1) = 0:98 ( Fig.3). W e

believethatthisisconsistentwith Sutherland’sexactre-

sult. The reason is thatthe logarithm divergence leads

to S(G 1)� lnL in a �nite system .Itiswellknown that

ifthis function is �tted to Eq.(27)on a log-log plot it

leadsto an exponentequalto zero[9],which corresponds

to �(G 1) = 1. O ur estim ate is,within the accuracy of

oursim ulations,consistentwith that.For� = 4 ournu-

m ericalresults for S(q) agree wellwith the exact ones,

asshown in Fig.3 For2< � < 4 ourresults�tted to Eq.

(27)give �(G 1)� 1.Asdiscussed in Sec.IV A,thisonly

indicatesthatS(q)hasno singularity atq = G 1,which

isconsistentwith eitherQ LRPO with �(G 1)> 1 orwith

exponentialdecay.

0 2 4 6 8 10
0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

S
(q

)

aq/2π

β=4

β=2

0 1 2 3 4
0.0

0.4

0.8

S
(q

)

aq/2π

FIG .3. Structure function as a function ofq. Com pari-

son between M C results for L = 5000 and N = 100 (solid

squares) and exact results (continuous line) for � = 4 and

� = 2 (inset).

In orderto investigate which ofthese possibilitiesoc-

cur in the region 2 < � < 4 we com pute the displace-

m ent correlation function, heiG 1(un �u 0)i, as a function

ofn,for a given L. W e �nd that,as a result ofstrong

quantum uctuations,very long M C runsare necessary

in orderto obtain reasonably accurate correlation func-

tions. O ur results for � = 8:0; 3:5 and 3, shown in

Figs.2 and 4 require 106 M C steps. For � = 3 and 3:5

we�nd thatheiG 1(un �u 0)idecayswith n slowerthan the

harm onicapproxim ation predictsand even becom esneg-

ative at n = 1,as shown in Fig.4. W e also �nd that

for� = 3:0 and 3:5 itdecaysasn�1:5 and n�1:0 ,respec-

tively. W e interpretthis asevidence thatQ LRPO with

�(G 1)> 1isalsopresentfor2< � < 4.Thus,thereisno

phasewith exponentialdecayofpositionalcorrelationsin

the CS m odel.

0 20 40
-0.020

-0.010

0.000

0.010

 Monte Carlo

 Harm. approx.

e
iG

1
(u

n
-u

0
)

n

FIG .4. D isplacem entcorrelation function asa function of

n. D ata points: M C data for L = 5000 and N = 100. Con-

tinuousline:harm onic approxim ation.

For� = 2 Sutherland hasalso obtained S(q)exactly.

In Fig.3weshow thatourresultsfor� = 2agreereason-

ably wellwith theexactones.W eattributetherounding

o�nearq= G 1 to �nite sizee�ect.

W ealsocalculatetheexponent�(G 2)by the�nitesize

scalling m ethod fora few � values.W e �nd that,in the

region where S(G 2) has a singularity, �(G 2) < 1 and

its estim ated value is in close agreem ent with the har-

m onic approxim ation one,�h(G 2). This approxim ation

predictsthat�h(G 2)� 1 for� � 17 (g � 128). W e did

notattem ptto estim ate �(G 2)outside the region where

S(G 2)hasno singularity from the displacem entcorrela-

tion function heiG 2(un �u 0)i.

V .D ISC U SSIO N

Them ain conclusion ofournum ericalstudy isthatthe

ground-sateoftheCS m odelforg > 0 or2� � < 1 has

Q LRPO characterized by an exponentthatvariescontin-

uouslywith �.O urresultsalsorevealthat,asfarasposi-

tionalcorrelationsareconcerned,threedistinctparam e-

5



terregionscan beidenti�ed:i)A sem iclassicalregion for

� > 5 (g > 7:5)in which �(G 1)’ �h(G 1). Asdiscussed

in Sec.IIIthisisexpected forlargeg wheretheexactCS

ground-state wavefunction coincides with the harm onic

approxim ation one.O urresultsshow thatforg > 7:5the

CS m odelbehavessem iclassically.ii)A region ofm oder-

ate quantum uctuations,for4 < � < 5 (4 < g < 7:5),

where S(q)hasone algebraicsingularity atq= G 1 with

exponent�(G 1)< 1.In thisregion anharm onicquantum

uctuations are im portant,leading to �(G 1) < �h(G 1).

iii)A strong quantum uctuationsregion,for2< � < 4,

whereS(q)hasno singularities,butQ LRPO existswith

�(G 1) > 1. As a result ofstrong quantum uctuations

the displacem entcorrelation function atshortdistances

becom es negative,in contrast to the harm onic approx-

im ation that predicts positive value for alln. At large

distances itdecaysalgebraically with distance but with

an exponentsuch that�(G 1)� �h(G 1).

Itisinstructiveto estim atetheam plitudeofquantum

uctuationsin the boson positionsusing a ’cage m odel’

[10].Thism odelconsidersasingleparticlem ovingin the

potentialwellproduced by the other bosons, assum ed

�xed in their classicalpositions. In this case we �nd

that, in the harm onic approxim ation, the boson zero-

point m ean-square displacem ent from its classicalequi-

librium position ishu2i=a2 = 0:55=
p
g.According to the

discussion above,thesem iclassicalregion correspondsto

g > 7:5,for which
p
hu2i=a2 < 0:45. W e propose that

thislastresultbeadopted asa kind of’Lindem ann crite-

rion’[7]to estim atetherangeofvalidity oftheharm onic

approxim ation for 1D interacting boson m odels in gen-

eral.

An im portantconclusion thatcan bedrawn from these

results is that,asfar as Q LRPO is concerned,the har-

m onic approxim ation givesa correctqualitative picture

forthe behaviorofthe CS m odelground-state.The dif-

ferences that we �nd between the exact result and this

approxim ation,although large for � < 5,are quantita-

tiveratherthan qualitative.Thefactthatthisconclusion

isreached in an exactly soluble m odelsuggeststhatfor

other1D boson m odelstheharm onicapproxim ation pre-

dictions for Q LRPO are correct,at least qualitatively,

wellbeyond the sem iclassicalregion,aslong asa phase

transition doesnottakeplace.

O nepossibility thatcannotbe studied by ourm ethod

is the existence ofa superuid phase. W e believe that

this phase can be ruled out in the CS m odelbecause

the bosons are im penetrable. In 1D this excludes the

possibility ofa superuid phase. The reason is that if

one constructs the path-integralrepresentation for the

ground-statepartition function,thesuperuid density is

related to the boson world lines winding num ber uc-

tuations [11]. In 1D these uctuations require that the

boson world linescrosseach other,which isnotpossible

ifthe bosonsare im penetrable. From thisand from our

num ericalresults we conclude that the ground-state of

the repulsive CS m odelhasonly one norm alphase with

Q LRPO .W e believe thata large classof1D m odelsfor

im penetrable bosonsinteracting through a repulsive po-

tentialfalling o� so fast with distance to exclude true

long-range positional order has a sim ilar ground-state

phasediagram .
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