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Abstract

For a quantum spin chain or 1D fermionic system, we prove that the Drude weight
D verifies the universal Luttinger liquid relation v2 = D/k, where k is the suscepti-
bility and vs is the Fermi velocity. This result is proved by rigorous Renormalization
Group methods and is true for any weakly interacting system, regardless its inte-
grablity. This paper, combined with [1], completes the proof of the Luttinger liquid
conjecture for such systems.

1 Introduction and main result

Quantum spin chains and one dimensional Fermi systems have been the subject of an
intense theoretical investigation for decades, either for their remarkable properties or for
the fact that they can be experimentally realized in systems like quantum spin chain
models (KCuF3) [2] or carbon nanotubes [3]. We consider a quantum spin chain model
with Hamiltonian
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where S¢ = 02/2 fori=1,2,...,L and o = 1,2, 3, 02 being the Pauli matrices, and U}

is a boundary term; finally v(x) = v(—x) and |v(x)| < Ce~ "ol

If v(x —y) = 0jz—y),1 and h = 0, (1) is the hamiltonian of the X X Z spin chain in a
zero magnetic field, which can be diagonalized by the Bethe ansatz [4]. No exact solution
is known for more general interactions, but some particular models have been the subject
of an extensive numerical analysis.

It is well known that the quantum spin model can be equivalently written in terms of
fermionic anticommuting operators a* = [[*Z1 (— od)oF;if J1 = Jo =1, one gets
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where U? is the boundary term in the new variables. We choose it so that the fermionic
Hamiltonian coincides with the Hamiltonian of a fermion system on the lattice with peri-
odic boundary conditions.

If O, is a local monomial in the S¢ or at operators, we call Oy = eff*0 0, e~ 70 where
x = (z9, ) and xg is the “imaginary time”; moreover, if A = O, -+ Ox,

Trle PHT(A)]

<A >L,,3: Tr[e*ﬁH] ) (3)

T being the time order product, denotes its expectation in the grand canonical ensemble,
while < A >7.1, g denotes the corresponding truncated expectation. We will use also the
notation < A >p= th,B—mO <A >T:L,B-

The response functions measure the response of the system to an external probe. In
particular, the spin conductivity properties of model (1) can be obtained in the model (2)
from the current-current response function, whose Fourier transform is defined as

B/2

C35p) = Jim Jim [ dro e (heo)ry (4)
- zEA

where P = (p07p)a Po = %ﬁnap = %mv (n,m) € Z27 7[L/2] <m< [(L - 1)/2]7 Jx =
eftJ.eHt and J, is the paramagnetic part of the current

1 _ _
Jr = 27-[02;1% - ajz_a’erl] . (5)

A crucial quantity in the study of the conductivity properties is played by the Drude
weight, defined in the following way. Let us consider the function
D(p) = -A-Gy5(p), (6)
where A =< A, > and
1 _ _

A, = _i[ai_az-&-l + a;r-',-laz] (7)
is the diamagnetic part of the current, whose mean value < A, > is indeed independent
of z, hence it is equal to < Hy > /L, with Hy = A, the value of H for h =X = 0.
Then the Drude weight is given by

D = lim D(po,0). (8)
po—)O
If one assumes analytic continuation in py around py = 0, one can compute the con-
ductivity in the linear response approximation by the Kubo formula, see e.g. [5], that
is
D(—i 6,0

o = lim lim 25w 00) 9)
w—06-0 —ilw—+46
Therefore, a nonvanishing D indicates infinite conductivity.

Another important quantity is the susceptibility, which can be calculated, in the
fermionic representation, in terms of the density-density response function Ggf,(x) =
(pxpo)r, Pz = ai ag, by the equation

i 10,2
/ﬁ—zl)lg%prp(O,p), (10)

where (A?O;?,(p) is defined analogously to (4). Note that, in the fermionic representation,

K = Kep®, where k. is the fermionic compressibility and p is the fermionic density, see
e.g. (2.83) of [6].



The large distance behavior of the response functions is given (for coupling not too
large) by power laws with non-universal exponents depending on all details of the Hamil-
tonian, like the form of the potential and the value of the magnetic field. Only for the
interaction v(z — y) = dj,—y),1 a solution is known by Bethe ansatz [4], if h = 0; by using
this explicit solution,x and D can be computed. However, even in that case, only a single
exponent can be calculated [7].

In [8, 9, 10] rigorous RG methods have been applied to spin chains or fermionic 1D
systems, regardless their integrability; the outcome of such analysis is that several phys-
ical observables, and in particular the critical exponents, can be written as convergent
series. The exponents are interaction-dependent but nevertheless verify universal model
independent relations; if 1 is the exponent of the 2-point function (see e.g. (4) of [1]), ¥
is the correlation length exponent (see e.g. (11) of [1]), X is the density exponent (see
e.g. (7-9) of [1]) and X_ is the Copper pair exponent (see e.g. (10) of [1]), it has been
proved in [11, 1] that, for A small enough,

_ _ 1 _
X, =K, X_ =K1, = m=K+K'-2, (11)

where K ()) is an analytic function such that

v(0) — (2
K =1 - A8 =0Cpr) ) (12)
wsinpg
with cospr = —h— \. Note that the exact relations (11) are universal, i.e. do not depend

on the Hamiltonian details, for instance on the form of the interaction v(z), contrary to
the function K(\), see (12).
Universal relations connect also the critical exponents with the susceptibility x; in [1]
it was proved that
K

Vs

(13)

KR =
In this paper we prove the following Theorem for the Drude weight.

Theorem 1.1 If ) is small enough, the function lA)(p) defined in (6) can be written, for
p small but different from 0, in the form

Dip) = Lk P H(p) (14)
P)= 7 p3 + vZp? )
where H(p) is a continuous function, such that |H(p)| < C|p|?, with 0 < ¥ < 1; therefore

the Drude weight is given by
v, K

™

D:

(15)

and satisfies the identity
v2=D/K. (16)

The validity of the relations (11), (13),(15) and (16) is the content of the Luttinger liquid
conjecture formulated in [12] (see also [13, 14]); given the Drude weight and the suscep-
tibility, one can determine exactly all the exponents and the Fermi velocity. All these
relations are true in the Luttinger model, describing interacting fermions with a relativis-
tic linear dispersion relation and solved by bosonization [15]; the content of the Luttinger
liquid conjecture is that they are true also in the model (1), even if the exponents are
completely different. This is by no means obvious; the exponents, x and D are non uni-
versal functions of the interaction, and surely depend on the dispersion relation and the



details of the Hamiltonian. The validity of the conjecture was partially checked on the
solvable X X Z chain; vs, k, D can be computed from the Bethe ansatz solution [12, 16]
and the validity of the relation (16) (following from (15),(13)) is verified. Moreover, by
using (11), the exponents can be exactly determined from the knowledge of x and D; note
that the value of 7 found in this way agrees with the one obtained in [7]. A number of
arguments have been proposed along the years [17, 18, 19] in order to justify the validity
of (11), (13) and (15), but they rely on unproved assumptions or approximations in non
solvable cases.

The present paper completes the proof of the Luttinger liquid conjecture for quantum
spin chain or 1D fermionic system with generic weak short range interaction. The proof
relies on a number of technical results previously established in [8, 9, 10, 11, 1]; in particular
the present paper extends and completes the analysis of [1], which we assume the reader
familiar with.

The Drude weight in quantum spin chains has been the subject in recent years of
an intense numerical investigation [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25], with the main objective of
detecting a possible different behavior of conductivity at finite temperatures between the
integrable and the non integrable cases; it has been conjectured that the Drude weight
is non vanishing also at finite temperature in the integrable cases, while it is vanishing
in non integrable systems, but the results are still controversial. Our methods for the
calculation of the Drude weight at zero temperature can be applied either to solvable or
non solvable systems, and we believe that an extension of these methods would allow us
to understand also the properties of the Drude weight at non zero temperature.

2 Ward Identities

We shall proceed as in App. B of [1]. Let us consider the (imaginary time) conservation
equation:

% — 6HZL’0 [H, pr]eiHa:U == *Zag.l)Jx = *i[Jero - ch—l,mo] ) (]‘7)
8330

where we have used that [H, p;] = [Hr, pz], Hr being the value of H for h = A = 0. This
equation implies some exact identities involving various correlation functions, that play
the role in the lattice models of the usual Ward Identities (WI) of continuous relativistic
models. They are valid at any finite 8 and L, but we shall use them only in the limit
L=p8=c.

We shall call G?(x,y) =< ayaj > the (imaginary time) Green’s function, while

_ 2,1 _
Gi’l(x,y,z) =< pxay af >r and G5 (x,y,z) =< JIxay af >r

will be the vertex functions. By using (17) one gets the WI

0
aixoGiJ(Xa Yy, Z) = _ia:gl)G?l(Xa Yy, Z)+

+5({L‘0 - Zo)éz,zGQ(Y7 X) - 6(x0 - yO)(S:v,sz(xu Z) s

(18)

where 83(1-1) is the lattice derivative. In the same way a WI for the density-density correla-
tions is derived. If we define

GO2(x,y) =< pxpy >1, Gy (x,y) =< pxdy >1, GY5(x,y) =< JJy >1,



we get

0
a9 2:%(X7y) = _8;1)GOJ:i<XaY) + (5(3’,‘0 - yO) < [p(ZI?,:E()) ) p(y,xo)] >,
9 o2 (x,y) = —idVG%% (x,y) + 6(x0 — o) < | Jiyze)] >
31”0 p,J YY) = T J,J Y 0 Yo P(x,x0)1 Y (y,z0) .
Noting that [,0(95)930)7 p(y@o)] = 0, while
[p(:r,:vo)a J(y,:r:o)] = _i(sw,yA(x,zo) + iéajfl,yA(y,zo)a (20)
we get, using that < Ay >=< A, >= A,
—ipoGyp(p) —i(l — ¢ ?)G55(p) = 0, o)

—ipoG3(p) —i(1 — e )G (p) = i(1— e P)A.

Hence, by using the definition (6), the WI (21) and the fact that @2%(p) = (A?(}:i(fp), we
get N R

3 Gyo(p) — 4sin’(p/2)D(p) = 0. (22)
The above equation holds quite generally for fermionic lattice systems. If @S:i(p) and
ﬁ(p) were continuous in p = 0, it would imply that both x and D are vanishing. In

the case we are considering, we will see in the next section that ég:i(p) and D(p) are
bounded but not continuous in p = 0, which is sufficient to prove only that:

~

G22(po,0) =0, D(0,p)=0. (23)

3 Renormalization Group anaysis

It is well known that the correlations of the quantum spin chain can be derived by the
following Grassmann integral, see §2.1 of [8]:

eWrsm(AJe) _ /P(d¢)e*V(¢)+B(A,e]7¢)+j'dx[¢i¢;+¢;¢,f] , (24)

where cospp = —~A—h—v, vy = vp(1+46), ¥F and ¢f are Grassmann variables, fdx is a
shortcut for ) f_%% dxg, P(diy) is a Grassmann Gaussian measure in the field variables
YE with covariance (the free propagator) given by

(,Yf]\/f ko)ei(sN[ ko eik(X7y)

1 X
=)= 51 20 Ty oy for)(eospr —cos)
L,B

(25)

where x(t) is a smooth compact support function equal to 0 if [¢| > v > 1 and equal to
1 for |t| <1l k= (k‘,/{io), k- -x = koxg + kz, Drg =D x Dg, Dy, = {k‘ = 27Tn/L,ﬂ S
Z,—|L/2] <n<[(L-1)/2|}, Dg ={ko=2(n+1/2)n/B,n € Z} and

V() = A / dxdy(x — YW vy vy +v / dxy oy —
5 / dxfcos ey — (U, 7 + 93 05,e)/2],



with e = (0,1), 9(x —y) = d(xo — yo)v(z — y). Moreover

BAJ.6) = [ae{ v AaGo) + 5o 0 — Ui, A 0 o
26

— ST Ve + e 02]) )

Note that, due to the presence of the ultraviolet cut-off v*, the Grassmann integral has a
finite number of degree of freedom, hence it is well defined. The constant dy; = 5/ VM is
introduced in order to take correctly into account the discontinuity of the free propagator
g(x) at x = 0, where it has to be defined as lim,, - g(0,z¢); in fact our definition
guarantees that limy;o0 gar(x) = g(x) for x # 0, while limys—00 gar(0,0) = ¢g(0,07).
The density and current correlations can be written in terms of functional derivatives of
(24)

52
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Gpoy) = Jim fim lim s Ag) Lo (400 ao
52
0,2 1 . .
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52 (27)
GY5(xy) = lim lim lim ———————W 5:(4,0,0)],_,,
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In [8, 9, 10] a multiscale integration procedure combined with Ward Identities allows us to
write the above correlations in terms of a convergent expansion; the counterterms v, d are
chosen so that pp is the Fermi momentum and v is the Fermi velocity. By using Theorem
3.12 of [8], one can easily prove that A is a finite constant. However, the bounds obtained
from the multiscale analysis for G2 (x,y) and G?,f](x, y) are not sufficient to prove that
their Fourier transforms are bounded around p = (0,0). In fact, by using theorem (1.5)
of [8], we see that their non-oscillating part behaves for large |x —y| as |x —y| =2, so that
logarithmic divergences in the Fourier transform cannot be excluded.

In order to compute the Fourier transform of the current-current correlation we will
follow the same strategy used in [1] for the density-density correlation. We introduce a
continuous model with linear dispersion relation regularized by a non local fixed interac-
tion, together with ultraviolet ¥ and an infrared 4! momentum cut-offs. The model is
expressed in terms of the following Grassmann integral:

N (1.T6) /Pz(d@z;)e*V(N)(ﬁw*Zw:i [dx[Z® Tutw Z® Tl pxees
(28)
ceZ Tt X[k bt b Y]

X,w?

where py ., = 1/);'7 w x€Aand Ais a square lattice of side L, whose size is of order

vt say y71/2 < L <47 Y Py (dyplbN) is the fermionic measure with propagator

(X —y) = == $ gikx XN 29
79 (X =Y) = 775 - © Tiko + wek (29)

where Z and c are two parameters, to be fixed later, and x; n(k) is a cut-off function
depending on a small positive parameter ¢, nonvanishing for all k and reducing, as € — 0,
to a compact support function equal to 1 for v < |k| < 4N *! and vanishing for |k| < ~/~!



or |k| > N+ (its precise definition can be found in (21) of [9]); moreover, the interaction

is
Y () = WZ / dx / dyvo(x — )5ttty - (30)

where vg(x — y) is a rotational invariant potential, of the form
vo(x — y) == Z %o(p zp(X—y) , (31)
with [0o(p)| < Ce #IPI| for some constants C, u, and 5o(0) = 1. We define

0 0?

2,1 _ T _
GihpwXy,2) = lim - lim o 00 00 8d)wwmu Ty O j—F—g—o
GHl (x,y,2z)= lim  lim 9 6721/\/ (J, T, )| ,_5
th T 0 Y B = N e a1 o0 9 O wOae N P la=T=g=00
. o? ~
Gtzh;w(Y7Z) = lim lim 7WZ7N(‘]7 Ja ¢)|J:f:¢:03 (32)

~1L,N =00 a~1,L=00 Oy 00w
2

9
0,2
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o ~
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The existence of the N — oo limit has been proved in [26] and in §3 of [11], extending the
method used in [27] for the analysis of the Yukawa model in two dimensions; the existence
of the limit I — —oo has been proved in [8, 9, 10].

The model (28) is a sort of effective model for the lattice fermionic model (2); it is
indeed well known that a non relativistic gas of fermions in one dimension admits an
effective description in terms of massless Dirac fermions in d = 1 + 1 dimension. We can
make precise this idea via the following lemma, whose proof is an immediate extension of
the proof given in §3 of [1] for the density-density correlation.

Lemma 3.1 Given A small enough, there exist constants Z, Zf’), 2(3), Moo, depending
analytically on X, such that Z = 14+ 0(\2?), Z®) =1+ 0(\), Z®) = vp + O0(\), Ao =
A+ O(N?) and, if c = vs and |p| < Kk <1,

Gg:i(p) G?h?p p(p) + AP:P(p) ’

R (33)
GOJ’,?}(P) = G(t)hz,J,J(P) +Ass(p)+A,

with A, ,(p), Ay s(p) Lipschitz continuous in p. Moreover, if we put p§ = (0,wpr) and
we suppose that 0 < k < |pl, |K'[, k' — p| <2k, 0 < ¥ < 1, then

G2'(K +py.K +p+py) =Gl (K K +p)[1+0(x")],
GH (K +p2. K +p+py) =Gy, (K. K +p)[1+0(x”)] (34)
G2 (K +pp) = G}, (K)[1+ O(x")] .

This lemma says that the vertex functions of the two models are essentially coinciding
close to the Fermi momenta, if the bare parameters are chosen properly, while the response
functions differ by a continuous function. Note also the the bare parameters of the model



(28) are expressed by convergent expansions depending on all model details, but the WI
imply that they are not independent parameters, as we will see shortly.

The main reason behind the introduction of the model (28) is that, while the model
(1) is invariant only under the phase transformation ¢F — eyt the model (28) is
invariant under two phase transformations, the total dzi — etloyt xw and the chiral
¢x)w — ei“”awiw. This implies that the Fourier transforms of the response functions can
be completely determined from the WI, see app. A of [1]; if Dy, (p) = —ipo + wep, we get:

A0,2 D, (p)
Cthss = 4ch21——72 { B+ row). (35)
~02 )2 p) D+(P) _
Gth,pp 47cm2 1— T2 {DJF (p) D-(p) 27| +0(p),
where 7 = ﬁ“ Therefore, from (35) and (33), since ¢ = vy,
0,2 —-1 (Z9)* [D_(p) D+(P)
G,5(p) .72 112 D+(p) D (p) +27| +A,,0) + R,(p),
oy~ L (Z9)?[D_(p)  Di(p) (36)
e [D+(p) D_(p) 7] TAwOTA

+ R;(p),

with |R,(p)|, |Rs(p)| < C|p|?, 0 < ¥ < 1. The constants A, ,(0), A ;(0) and A are
expressed by convergent expansions, but their values can be determined from the WI for
the model (1); indeed, by (35), GtothJ and Gth ,.p are not continuous in p = 0, but they
are bounded, so that (23) holds; this condition fixes the values of Az 7(0)+Aand A, ,(0)
so that

1 ZG)2 2p?

G9%(p) = R

p.0(P) s Z2 1 — 12 pt + v2p? o(P) (37)

5 1L (292 n

D = R .
(p) s Z2% 1 — 72 pt + v2p? 7(p)
Moreover, the vertex functions verify the following WI, see (35) of [1]:
. Z Z
—Zpo—Gth LK k+p)+wp vg=— Gtth(k k+p)=

Z@3) T theps Z(3) (38)

1

= 1[Gl () ~ Gl (k- p)):

hence, by using (34) and by comparing (38) with the WI (18), we get that the bare
parameters are not independent, but verify the relations:

73) 73)
= =1 e =—— =1, 39
1-nz ' "Z (39)
implying that
N K 02p2
Q = ———+R
o(P) Tvs g+ v2p? TR p) (40)
2
N Us p
D(p) == L+ Ry(p),

T pg+ oip?

with K = i_?_—: Eq. (52) of [8] shows that K is indeed the critical index X, see (11);

hence, by using (8) and (10), we get the relations (15) and (13), which immediately imply
(16), so that Theorem 1.1 is proved.
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