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Quasi-particle picture in a magnetic field is pursued for dynamical spin and charge correlation
functions of the one-dimensional supersymmetric ¢-J model with inverse-square interaction. With
use of exact diagonalization and the asymptotic Bethe-ansatz equations for finite systems, ex-
citation contents of relevant excited states are identified which are valid in the thermodynamic

limit.
obeying fractional statistics.

The excitation contents are composed of spinons, antispinons, holons and antiholons
Both longitudinal and transverse components of the dynamical

spin structure factor are independent of the electron density in the region where only quasi-
particles with spin degrees of freedom (spinons and antispinons) contribute. The dynamical
charge structure factor does not depend on the spin-polarization density in the region where
only quasi-particles with charge (holons and antiholons) are excited. These features indicate the
strong spin-charge separation in dynamics, reflecting the high symmetry of the model.
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81. Introduction

The concept of spin-charge separation is no longer
a purely academic idea. In various low-dimensional
electron systems, angle-resolved photoemission measure-
ments have revealed the existence of spin-charge separa-
tion. In qu s'-one—dimensionaé th) Mott insulators such
as SrCquvE) and SroCuOs,Bl angle-resolved photoe-
mission data show two distinct dispersions in the energy-
momentum plane. The two correspond to the spinon
band and the holon band, respectively. This is an indica-
tion of the spin-charge separation. It has been reported
that the spin-charge sgparation in SroCuQOg appears also
in dielectric response)

Recently magnetic-field-induced dimensional crossover
has been observed in the normal state of YBasCuyOg D
The CuO chains of this material play the critical role
in magnetoconductivity. The following question may
arise: When a 1D electron system is under a magnetic
field, how is the spin-charge separation affected by the
field? The magnetic field controls spin degrees of free-
dom, while the hole doping controls charge degrees of
freedom. However, realistic situation should be rather
complex due to convolution of both degrees of freedom
in a strongly correlated system.

It is well-known that interacting electron systems in
one di ﬁnsion are described by the Tomonaga-Luttinger
liquid,B but the information is restricted to that in the
long-wavelength and low-energy limit. One can adopt
the Hubbard model and the supersymmetric ¢-J model
as Bethe-ansatz solvable models. With use of the exact
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wave function of the U — oo Hubbard model, critical ex-
ponents and global features of static spin structlﬁﬁtﬁ—
tors have been investigated in a magnetic field .t 1)
The exponents depend only on the magnetization per
electron and are independent of the electron density. For
the supersymmetric ¢-J model with nearest-neighbor in-
teraction, the exponents depend both on the magnetiza-
tion and the electron density.% In order to obtain deeper
understanding of spin-charge coupling, it is imperative to
derive theoretically not only the critical exponents but
also the overall spectral weight in dynamics.

The su&ersymmettic t-J model with inverse-square in-
teractiontd) reveals the spin-charge separation in a typi-
cal form. The spin velocity is independent of the electron
density 7, and the charge vﬁcity is independent of the
spin-polarization density m..9 At low temperature, the
spin susceptibility is independen n, and the charge
susceptibility is independent of m.L%ED Tt has been found
from the exact thermodynamics that elementary excita-
tions consist of four types of quasizparticles: spinons,
antispinons, holons and antiholons.!d In zero magnetic
field, the regions of nonvanishing spectral weight in the
momentum-energy plane, which are called the “compact
support”, have been obtained for various dynamical cor-
relation functions at zero temperature 9 The excitation
contents are composed of spinons, holons and antiholons.
In particular, the weight of the dynamical spin structure
factor does not depend on 7 in the region where only two
spinons contribute.t9 At hﬁ—@ling with n = 1, i.e., in
the Haldane-Shastry mode] B magnetic-field dynam-
ics has been investigated.BY) So far, study of full dynam-
ics are lacking at arbitrary filling and spin-polarization
density.
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In this paper, we extend our previous WOl"kE) to the
case of finite magnetic field for the 1/r?-type supersym-
metric t-J model. We investigate how the spin-charge
separation appears in the spin and charge dynamics in
nonzero field. To this end, exact diagonalization up to
16 sites is used. In order to analyze the results of dynam-
ical quanﬁi@, we employ the asymptotic B Ea@satz
equationst® B and the skew Young diagram.L3E3+EY In
addition, we examine the static structure factors in the
1/r? model as well as the ¢-J model with realistic param-
eters.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 describes
the model and definitions of dynamical quantities. In
83 we derive the supports for dynamical spin and charge
structure factors. In §4 we discuss the spectral weights
themselves, and clarify manifestation of the strong spin-
charge separation in dynamics. In §5 we show the results
of the static structure factors. Finally we give the sum-
mary of this study in §6. A brief account of this work
has been presented in ref. 25.

8§2. Model and Dynamical Structure Factors

We consider the following Hamiltonian:

N
H= Z [— Ztlij (Ej;a,éjo' + 63'06117)

i<j

N
+J1; <sl- .S — %nnj)] —gusH Y _S7, (2.1
i=1
with even number N of sites and average electron number
7 per site. Here ;o = ¢ix(1 — 14, _) is the annihilation
operator of an electron with spin o at site ¢ with the
constraint of no double occupation. The Zeeman term
couples the system to a uniform magnetic field H in the z
direction. A dimensionless parameter h is defined as h =
gusH/t. We assume the periodic boundary condition.
Then I;; is given by I;; = [(N/n)sin(r(i — j)/N)|=2
for the 1/r? type, and by I;; = ;41 for the nearest-
neighbor type. In this paper we mainly discuss the 1/r%-
type supersymmetric ¢-J model (J/t = 2).
The dynamical spin and charge structure factors are
given by

5°%(g,w) = > |[(W]s210)]” 6w — B, + Eo), (2.2)
N(gw) =Y [(vIngl0)* 6(w — E, + Ep), (2.3)

where sy = N—1/2 Yopstem (o = z,y,2), ng =
N=Y25",(ng —n)e™ 9, and |v) denotes an eigenstate of
‘H with energy F, (Ep being the ground-state energy).
The transverse component S**(q,w) = SY¥(q,w) is de-
composed into two parts:

57 (g,) = 8M(q,) = 7 [S (@) + 57 ()]
(2.4)
We calculate S™%(q,w) and ST~ (q,w) instead of
S**(q,w) and S¥¥(q,w). These dynamical quantities can
be written in the form of a continued fraction P9 The
coefficients of the continued fraction are obtained from

the Lanczos algorithm. This method is called the re-
cursion method. We truncate the continued fraction be-
tween 100 and 200 iterations and take the Lorentzian
width of O(107°¢). In our calculation, energy levels and
intensities have accuracies of 7 digits and 4-5 digits, re-
spectively.
We assume m > 0 without loss of generality. In the
thermodynamic limit, m is determined by h as follows:
m:{ }—,/1—2h/7r2, for 0 < h < he, (2.5)
n for h > h.
where h, = n(2 — ﬁ)ﬂ'2/2.B) For finite systems, m =
(N-Q—-2M)/N and 7 = (N — Q)/N. Here @ and
M denote the numbers of holes and down-spins, respec-
tively. For 7 < 1 we consider the case of ) = even and
M = odd under the periodic boundary condition.

83. Spectra of Quasi-Particles and Supports

In this section we determine the regions of nonvan-
ishing spectral weight in the energy-momentum plane
(i.e., the compact supports) for various dynamical cor-
relation functions. To achieve this goal, the following
points should be clarified:

e Dispersion relations of the relevant quasi-particles.

e Excitation contents of the excited states.

e Selection rules for the excited states.

Let us begin with the dispersion relations.

8.1 Dispersion relations of quasi-particles

The spectra of quasi-particles in the model are most
easily obtaiﬁhbéthe asymptotic Bethe ansatz method.
It is knownl4B3 BD that the method gives a part of the
exact eigenstates corresponding to the Yangian highest-
weight states (YHWS), but that other eigenstates are
missed. Since the YHWS contain all kinds of quasi-
particles, the asymptotic Bethe ansatz is sufficient to
derive the dispersion relations. The Yangian multiplet
structure of eigenstates is then derived by the skew
Young diagranfﬁ;

We write the energy of a spinon with spin o as €7, while
that of an antispinon as eé. Note that an antispinon
can have only a down spin with m > 0. The energies
of a holon and an antiholon are written as €, and €,
respectively. Details of the derivation of the spectra are
given in Appendix. The final results are given by

eg/tz—k(k—w)—g, (3.1)
e/t = —k(k—m) + g (3.2)
e/t = %k(k: —27) + h, (3.3)
&/t = (k_g)2+71r_; (3.4)
€E/t=—%(/€—ﬂ)2—%2, (3.5)

where h = m(2 — m)n? /2.

We note that only a part of the momentum space is
relevant as shown in Fig. 1. For classification of ex-
cited states, it is convenient to define the right and left
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branches for each kind of quasi-particles. For example,
the right [left] up and down spinons are allowed only
in the range mn/2 < k < ar/2 [(1 —7/2)r < k <
(1 —m/2)7]; the right [left] holons are allowed only for
1-n/2)r <k < (1-m/2)r [mr/2 < k < nr/2].
The range of momentum for the right [left] antispinons
is (2—m)m < k <27 [0 < k < ], while the antiholons
propagate in the region fir < k < (2 — 7).

By shifting the origins of momentum and energy for
each kind of quasi-particles, we can write the dispersion
relations for right (left) spinons sy, right (left) anti-
spinons es, ., right (left) holons ey, ,, and antiholons e
in the following form:

Esrw) /t=—k(k=F US)? (3.6)
Espy /T = %k(k + 200), (3.7)
Chn, /t = k(k £0D), (3.8)
e/t = % (@0 = k2], (3.9)

where v0 = (1 —m)7 and v? = (1 — 7)7. In the shifted
momentum space, the right [left] spinons and holons are
allowed in the range 0 < k < (A—m)7/2 [-(n—m)m/2 <
k < 0]. The allowed region of momentum for the right
(left) antispinons is 0 < k < mr (—mmr < k < 0), while
the antiholons propagate in the region —v? < k < 0.
In the case of m = 0, these dispersion relations and the
range of ﬁlomentum reduce to those given by Ha and
Haldane D

3.2  Determination of the supports

The remaining task to determine the supports is to
derive excitation contents and selection rules for each
dynamical correlation function.

First, let us consider excitation contents. For a
given magnetic field, the magnetization of the ground
state is fixed. In the subspace of relevant excited
states, we use the solution of total energy and to-
tal m tum from the asymptotic Bethe-ansatz equa-
tions149B9 We then obtain the motif corresponding
to the ground state and excited states with finite
intensity obtained by the recursion method. The
motif of the ground state with finite magnetization
is given by 00...00|1010...10]11...11]01...0101 | 00...00.

—— N I I~

I 11 11 v v

This ground-state motif turns out to be divided into
five segments (I-V). The segment III can be regarded
as a holon condensate, and the segments I and V can
be regarded as a up-spinon condensate. As a pertur-
bation from the magnetized ground state, spinons (00)
and holons (11) are excited in the segments II and/or
IV; Antiholons (0) are created in the segment III, and
antispinons (1) are created in the segments I and/or V.
Spinons and holons have semionic statistics, while anti-
spinons and antiholons have Bose statistics.

Let §* and C' denote the z-components of spin and the
charge of each quasi-particle, respectively. It is natural
to assign (5%, C) = (1/2,0) to the up spinon, (—1/2,0) to
the down spinon, (—1,0) to the down antiﬁiﬁug(o, +e)
to the holon and (0, —2e) to the antiholon +E1-B9 How-

ever, this assignment leads to cases where some states
with excitation contents decided above do not fulfill the
spin and/or charge conservations for the excited states.
Moreover, those states do not fulfill the statistics of
quasi-particles, either._This situation has occurred also
in zero magnetic field L

In ref. 18, we introduced the skew Young diagram in
the 1/r%-type supersymmetric ¢-J model. By using this
diagram, one can reproduce the supermultiplet structure,
i.e., nontrivial degeneracies in the excitation spectrum.
In addition, excitation contents for a finite system can be
extracted by the skew Young diagram. This idea can be
expanded into the magnetized case. We first determine
the five segments of a diagram from the corresponding
motif. Note that the segment III consists of @ boxes,
and that each of the segments I and V consists of (N —
Q —2M)/2 boxes. Next, we put an index for the internal
degrees of freedom on each box of a skew Young diagram,
according to the rules presented in ref. 18. We represent
an up-spin by 1, a down-spin by 2, and a hole by o. One
can read quasi-particles from a diagram of an excited
state as follows:

(i) We regard o in the segments IT and IV as a holon.

(ii) We regard a row of a 1-2 pair in the segment III
as an antiholon.

(iii) In the segments II and IV, single 1 or 2 in a col-
umn, both of which do not make a pair, is regarded as a
spinon; it does not matter whether the column include o
or not. Single 1 corresponds to an up-spinon, and single
2 to a down spinon.

(iv) A column of a 1-2 pair in the segments I and V is
regarded as an antispinon.

Because an antiholon or an antispinon consists of two
boxes, there exist cases where only a part of a 1-2 pair is
present in the segment defined by (ii) and (iv). We shall
call such a part of the 1-2 pair a “half-antiholon (h*)” for
the former, and a “half-antispinon (5 g,)” for the lat-
ter. The half-antiholon [half-antispinon| is assumed to
have (5%,C) = (0,—e) [(—1/2,0)] and semionic statis-
tics. Thereby the excitation contents from the diagram
satisfies both charge and spin conservations and the sta-
tistical feature.

Let us give a example of the skew Young dia-
gram. For ST (q,w) from the initial state with
(N,Q,M) = (12,2,3), the excitation energy with
(q/m,w/t) = (0.5,2.05617) has finite intensity. Its motif
is 010/10|110|10|100, and the corresponding skew Young
diagram is shown in Fig. 2. The excitation content reads
SL + (sE,hL) + h* + 8%. Then the change of the 2-
component of spin becomes —1 and there is no change
of charge, which is consistent with the changes between
the initial state and the final one.

As the number of sites increases with electron density
and spin-polarization density kept constant, the effect
of the edges in the holon condensate and that in the
up-spinon condensate should be negligible. This means
that both the half-antiholon and the half-antispinon have
zero energy. In fact, for N(g,w) at arbitrary filling and
zero field, the energy levels with contents h* + hy are
almost along the holon dispersion for 0 < ¢ < amr/2
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in the compact support.E) For S**(q,w) at 7 = 1 and
arbitrary magnetization, the energy levels with contents
s+ 5% are almost along the spinon dispersion for 0 < ¢ <
(1—m) in the support by Talstra and Haldane B Thus
half-antiholons and half-antispinons should not survive
in the thermodynamic limit. In this way, the excitation
contents in the thermodynamic limit are identified as
shown in Table I. The z-component of spin (1/2 or —1/2)
of spinons is assigned so that the spin conservation is
satisfied.

When we draw the support using the excitation con-
tents (quasi-particles are identified as free particles), the
estimated region is much larger than the region where
the poles with finite intensity are present. This implﬁs
the importance of selection rules. Ha and Haldaneld
found the empirical rule in zero magnetic field: for a
given spinon-holon pair (sg, hr), |vsg| > |vng|, and the
same to the left-going pair. Here v is given by Je/dq.
We find that this rule applies also to the case of nonzero
magnetic field. Then the estimated region is found to
be the same as the region expected from the recursion
method.

8.8 Characteristic features of the supports

Figures 3-9 show the regions of compact support for
S™+(q,w), S**(¢q,w), ST~ (q,w) and N(q,w) with finite
magnetization. The solid lines mean either the spectrum
of a quasi-particle or that of a pair moving with the same
velocity. The presence of other quasi-particles excited at
an edge of each band causes several lines to appear with
particular shifts in momentum and energy. Outermost
dispersion lines correspond to the boundary of the com-
pact support. Namely, there is no intensity outside the
outermost lines.

The number of zero modes is increased by the external
magnetic field. Namely for S~ (g, w) and ST (q,w),
w =0 is allowed at ¢ = mmz, fiw, (2 — 7)w and (2 — ).
For S#*(q,w), on the other hand, w = 0 is allowed at
q =0 [27], 2mm, (n —m)7 [= 00 —0], (2 —n —m)r
[= w0+, (R +m)7, (2 -7+ m)r and (2 — 2m)7.
For N(q,w), w = 0 is allowed at ¢ = 0 [27], (2 — 27),
(n—m)m, (2—n—m)r, (R+m)m, (2—n+m)r and 2nT.

For S™%(q,w), the excitation contents is the same as
those for S(g,w) in zero magnetic fieldtEV (see Table I).
Note that no antispinons contribute to S~ (g,w). At
arbitrary filling, the support turns out to be essentially
a squeezed version of S(g,w) in zero field.

For $%(q,w) and N(q,w), the region of (sp, hy,) + h
+ (hg, sr) shrinks and splits into three directions by a
magnetic field: the two of them is the parallel shift by
+mm along the momentum axis (horizontal axis), and
the remaining one is the parallel shift by +h along the
energy axis (vertical axis). This is due to the presence
of the antispinon.

Finally we note that the support of ST~ (q,w) over
h agrees with that of S#?(q,w) for the same filling and
magnetization.

84. Spectral Weights

In this section we focus on spectral weights in the com-
pact supports.

4.1 S~ t(q,w)

First of all, we discuss the results of S™%(q,w) at
7 = 1. Figures 3(a) and 3(b) show the results in the 16-
site chain for m = 0.25 (10 up-spins and 6 down-spins)
and m = 0.5 (12 up-spins and 4 down-spins), respec-
tively. With use of h = m(2 — m)n?/2, the values of the
magnetic field are taken as h = 2.15898 for m = 0.25
and h = 3.70110 for m = 0.5. We find that for finite sys-
tems the momentum g, the excitation energy w, and the
form factor M7 have strong correspondence with those
for S(¢q,w) in zero field. Namely, for 0 < ¢y <§ < M,
with ¢; and co being integers, it is known that Ef

2
qzmw—i—ﬁw(q + ca), (4.1)
t (2m\? 9 9
W, =5 (W) [2M (c1 + ¢2) —2(cf + c3)
“+c1 — Cg], (42)
201 — 202 -1 1
2c1 — 1 2M — 2¢o — 1
x Cﬁl (2'% 1 21\24M ;'% 1) ’
MY = iZeat1 NV T T (4.3)

for o < e; — 1,
1

(2¢1 — 1) (2M — 2¢1 + 1)’
for ¢ = ¢; — 1.

Here M denotes the number of down-spins in the ini-
tial state. The number of poles with finite intensity is
M (M +1)/2. We have checked the validity of egs. (4.1)-
(4.3) by comparison with numerical results up to N = 16.

Taking the thermodynamic limit, we obtain the ex-
plicit formula

8™ (g, w)
_ 1 O (eu(q) ~w)O (w—e—(9) O (W — er+(q))

E Voo
where O(w) is the step function, and

eL—(q) = t(g —mm)(m — q), (4.5)

eLt(q) = t(g — 27 + mm) (7w — q), (4.6)

cw(@) = 5(g—2m+ mm)(mr —q). (A7)

In the zero-field limit (. = 0), this expression reduces

to the result obtained by Haldane and Zirnbauer B
Next we consider the case of n < 1. Figures 4(a) and
4(b) show the results of S™"(q,w) in the 16-site chain
with 7 = 0.875 (2 holes) for m = 0.25 (9 up-spins and
5 down-spins) and m = 0.5 (11 up-spins and 3 down-
spins), respectively. Like the zero-field case (m = O)\j@)
at fixed m(> 0) energy levels and intensities in the two-
spinon region (i.e., the hatched area in Fig. 4) agree with
those for n = 1 within the numerical accuracy. We have
checked this fact for N < 16 with various n and m.
From this fact, it is conjectured that analytical expres-
sion of ST (g, w) in the 2sg and 2sy, is identical with eq.
(4.4). This feature is an indication of the strong spin-
charge separation, which should be due to supersym-
metric Yangian symmetry of the present model. For the
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nearest-neighbor supersymmetric ¢-J model, such strong
separation does not occur. This statement holds also for
5% (q,w), ST~ (q,w) and N(q,w) to be discussed later.

For finite systems, the momentum, the excitation en-
ergy and the form factor are expressed as follows:

q=mm+ ~ O (4.8)

t [2m\>
a =35 (5) hi@. (49)
Mg :gu(QvM)' (410)

Here M and @ denote the numbers of down-spins and
holes in the initial state, respectively, and c is an integer
which satisfies 0 < ¢ < Q +2M. We note that f,(Q, M)
and ¢, (Q, M) are independent of the system size N. This
implies that S~ (q,w) for the present model is equivalent
to the hole propagator, where one boson is removed, for
the SU(1,1) Ca@g@o—Sutherland model with @) fermions
and M bosons. )

4.2 S%*(q,w)

Figures 5(a) and 5(b) show the results of S**(q,w) for
the 16-site Haldane-Shastry model with magnetization
m = 0.25 and 0.5, respectively. The intensity at (¢,w) =
(0,0) is given by Nm?/4. It is found that dominant
intensity lies in the region surrounded by four lines: A B
C and D in Fig. 5. Analytical expression of S**(q,w)
the region ¢ < mm has been computed with use of stro @g
coupling limit of the spin Calogero-Sutherland model.

In the 16-site chain with n = 0.875, the results of
S#%(gq,w) for m = 0.25 and 0.5 are shown in Figs. 6(a)
and 6(b), respectively. The compact support reveals the
region where only quasi-particles with spin degrees of
freedom (i.e., spinon and antispinons) contribute. In this
region, energy levels and intensities agree with those for
n = 1 with the same m. This is an indication of the
strong spin-charge separation in the longitudinal compo-
nent of spin dynamics.

4.8 ST (q,w)

In Figs. 7(a) and 7(b) we show the results of S~ (q,w)
in the 16-site chain at n = 1 for m = 0.25 and 0.5, re-
spectively. At g = 0 there is a single pole; its energy level
is w = h and its intensity |[(v[S,_|0)|* = m. The lower
edge over 0 < ¢ < mm is not only the boundary of the
continuum but also the disp@sion line of an antispinon
(i.e., magnon) excited alone.

At a fixed n = 0.875 we show the results for the 16-
site chain with m = 0.25 and 0.5 in Figs. 8(a) and 8(b),
respectively. Let us compare the present case with the
half-filled case in the same magnetization. Although the
structure of intensity is partially broken down by exis-
tence of holes, the (¢, w)-region lies where the structure
remains intact. Namely, energy levels and intensities in
the region agree with those for m = 1 and the same
magnetization. This region corresponds to a case where
holons and antiholons are never excited, in terms of the
support in the thermodynamic limit. This fact indicates
the strong spin-charge separation in ST~ (q,w).

44 N(g,w)

We now turn to the charge dynamics. In ref. 18 we
have discussed the features of N(g,w) in zero magnetic
field. Figures 9(a) and 9(b) show our results for electron
density 7 = 0.875 (16 sites and 2 holes) with two values
of magnetization m. The following remarkable feature is
found: in the pure h + 2hg region, the poles and intensi-
ties of N(q,w) are independent of m within the numerical
accuracy. For ¢ < (7 — m)7w/2, in E@rticular, this state-
ment has been proved analytically.t9 The independence
is a manifestation of the strong spin-charge separation in
charge dynamics.

§5. Static Structure Factors

Integration of the dynamical structure factor over w
yields the static structure factor. Figures 10-12 show
numerical results of S*?(q), S**(¢) and N(q) for the
inverse-square type.

Particularly for S**(q), the analytic expression can be
obtained. At 7 = 1, by integrating eq. (4.4) over w, we
obtain

0, for 0 < g < mm,
ST (q) = -
(@) —llog1 q{w, for mm < g <.
2 1—m
(5.1)
The Fourier transformation leads to
—o+\ (_1)T . s

(So 57) = 5 —-Si((1 —m)ar), (5.2)

where r is an integer which satisfies r > 1, and Si(x) is
the sine integral.

For n < 1, numerical calculations show that S~ (q)
are equivalent to that for n = 1if 0 < ¢ < fim; S™1(q)
for nm < ¢ < 7 are equal to the value for ¢ = nmw.
On the basis of these facts, we conjecture the following
expression:

0, for 0 < g < mm,
1 1—gq/m _ _
_ N <g<
S+(q): 2logl_m, for mm < q < nm,
1 1-n _
—=log ——, for nm < q < .
2 1—m

(5.3)
The Fourier transformation leads to

555ty = T (i (1 — myar) -

oo Si (1 — A)rr)] .

(5.4)
= 0, this result reduces to the previous re-
sultE g)

The relation between S~™%(q) and ST~ (q) is as follows:
ST (g)=m+ 5" (q), (5.5)

irrespective of the electron density. Therefore, using the
relation S**(q) =[S~ (q) + St (¢)]/4, we get analytic
expression of S¥*(q):

1 1
S¥(q) = -m + =S~ "
(@) = ym+ 5577 (a),
where S~ (q) is given by eq. (5.1) or eq. (5.3).
The results of static structure factors for the inverse-
square type are summarized as follows:
(i) At fixed m, S#*(q) is independent of 71 for 0 < ¢ <

(5.6)
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(A — m)m.

(ii) At fixed m, S**(q) is independent of n for 0 < ¢ <
nmw.

(iii) At fixed f1, N(g) is independent of m for 0 < g <
(7 —m)m.
These features are regarded as a manifestation of the
strong spin-charge separation in static structure factors.

What about the case of the nearest-neighbor interac-
tion? Figures 13, 14 and 15 show the results of S%*(q),
S**(q) and N(q), respectively, for the nearest-neighbor
type with two representative values of J/t. We look
at the difference of S**(q) [ = z,x] between the two
values of filling (7 = 1 and 0.875), and that of N(q)
between the two values of magnetization (m = 0 and
0.25). In any case, within the special momentum range
described in (i)-(iii), the difference is less than 6% for
S#(q), 5% for S**(q) (¢ = 7w not included), and 1% for
N(g). This indicates that the 1D ¢-J model with realistic
parameters shares the properties of static structure fac-
tors in the 1/r2-type supersymmetric ¢-J model. The in-
dependence of static spin (charge) structure factors with
varying filling (magnetization) spreads over considerably
wide range of momentum, if the system is near half-filling
and under a weak magnetic field. This behavior might
be detected experimentally in a quasi-1D conductor.

86. Summary and Discussion

We have investigated the dynamical and static prop-
erties of the 1D supersymmetric ¢-J model with 1/r?
interaction in a magnetic field. We have determined
the (g,w)-region of nonvanishing spectral weight for
Se(q,w) [ = x,y, z] and N(g,w) in nonzero magnetic
field. We have found the following features about the
spectral weights themselves:

(1) At fixed m, S*¥(q,w) is independent of n in the
region where only quasi-particles with spin degrees of
freedom (spinons and antispinons) contribute.

(2) At fixed 7, N(q,w) is independent of m in the
region where only quasi-particles with charge (holons and
antiholons) contribute.

These features constitute further manifestation of the
strong spin-charge separation in the 1/r%-type supersym-
metric ¢-J model.

When a system deviates from the 1/72-type model, ele-
mentary excitations in a magnetic field do not cor@sgoﬁ
to spinons and holons but to mixtures of them BB ED
This is related to the fact that the system loses the Z,
symmetry between the statistical properties of up- and
dOWEspin electrons in the presence of finite polariza-
tion.lD In fact we have checked for the polarized nearest-
neighbor ¢-J model that the long-wavelength limit of
the spin and charge excitations have a common veloc-
ity. Thus the spin-charge separation is not realized any
longer. On the other hand, it has been shown that
spinons and holons together with their antiparticles span
the complete set in the Fock space of hard—ﬁ)@ lattice
fermions with any filling and polarization L34  The
completeness is independent of whether or not spinons
and holons form eigenstates of the model. Thus the ab-
sence of spin-charge separation in the polarized nearest-
neighbor ¢-J model means that there are residual inter-

actions between spinons and holons.

In contrast, the 1/r%-type model maintains the Z, in-
variance even with finite polarization. This can be un-
derstood from the statistical matrix given in ref. 16. The
parallel dispersion relations of up and down spinons as
shown in Fig. 1(a) are also consistent with the Z5 in-
variance. As we have shown in this paper, spinons and
holons remain elementary excitations, and are essential
to understanding dynamics for any polarization in the
1/r%-type supersymmetric ¢-J model. This property en-
titles the model to be called a “canonical” or a kind of
“free” Hamiltonian, which is nothing but another repre-
sentation of the higher symmetry in the model.
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Appendix: Derivation of Dispersion Relations

of Quasi-Particles

In this appendix, we derive dispersion relations of four
types of quasi-particles (i.e., spinons, antispinons, holons
and antiholons) for the 1/r%-type supersymmetric ¢-J
model in a magnetic field. The derivation is based on
the asymptotic Bethe-ansatz equations.

Let us take the completely up-polarized state as the
reference state and consider M + @ pseudo-particles
which represent M electrons with spin down and @ holes.
The @yglptotic Bethe ansatz leads to the following equa-
tion:£4 B
oy 2 1 N-Q

- = ; e(pp) + 3@(1 N2> h( 5 M),

(A1)
where €(p) = p(p — 2m)/2 for 0 < p < 2m. For later
convenience the origin of pseudomomenta is shifted by
7. Then €(p) = e(p + ) = (p? — 72)/2 for |p| < 7.
When we consider the value of the physical momentum,
we restore the origin of pseudomomenta. Note that eq.
(@) includes the Zeeman term. The pseudomomenta
p,, are determined by the following equations:

Q
2nJ, =p,N+n Z sgn(pu — ¢i)
i=1
M+Q
—m > sgn(p, —po) = 2(pu) N, (A-2)
v=1

M+4Q
2rl; =7 Z sgn(g; — pu) = w(g)N, (A-3)
p=1

where J, € [-(N - M —1)/2,(N — M —1)/2] for pp =

1,2, M+Q, and I; € [-(M+Q)/2,(M+Q)/2] for i =

1,2,---,Q. The quantum numbers J, and I; are integers

or half-integers, and are arranged in the ascending order.
Before considering the dispersion relations, we must

derive the ground-state distribution functions of pseu-
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domomenta. For the ground state, both J, and I; are
distributed densely and symmetrically with respect to
zero. Namely, in the subspace with (N,Q, M), J, =
—-M+Q-1)/2+pu—1for p=1,2,---,M+ Q, and
I;=—(Q-1)/2+i—1fori=1,2,---,Q. In the large-N
limit, using 27wo(p) = dz(p)/dp and 27wp(q) = dw(q)/dq,
we obtain

70(0) = OB =l | 5=+ [ dapn(@)bto =)

- /_ BO dp’ao(p')é(p—p’)]7 (A-4)
wl@) = 0o —lal) [ drn(@bla—p).  (A5)

where O(p) is the step function. Here we have attached
the subscript 0 to quantities corresponding to the ground
state. The cut-off parameters By and Dy (Bg > Dy) are
determined by

2-a—m _M+Q [P
== [ i (40

- Q /D°
l—-n=—== po(q)dq.
N, 0(q)

Equations (A-4)-(A-7
tions oo(p) and po(q)Ld

(A-7)

ad to the ground-state distribu-

1/(2m), for |p[ < (1 —n)m,
oo(p) = 1/(4m), for (1 —n)r <|p| < (L —m)m, (A-8)
0, otherwise,
_J 1/@2m), for gl < (1—n)m,
pola) = { 0, otherwise.

We then obtain the ground-state energy per site

€ 4 2 1
L= [ dvontpetr) + G (1 m) — jmh

2

_ﬁ(

in the thermodynamic hmit.B’B) The ground-state mo-
mentum is given by

1
n® — 30 + 4n +m® — 3m?) — 57mh, (A-10)

™

go=N | dpoo(p)(p+m)
TN o
= T(2—n—m). (A-11)

Now that we have obtained information on the ground
state, the next task is to derive the dispersion relations
of quasi-particles. We take the following steps:

(i) We first give the configurations of .J,, and I; so that
the quasi-particle can be created in the pseudomomen-
tum space.

(ii) We find distribution functions o(p) and p(g) under
the configurations given in (i).

(iii) In general, the distribution functions determining
the excitation energy can be written in the form

a(p) = ao(p) + (1/N)o1(p),
p(q) = po(q) + (1/N)p1(q).

(A-12)
(A-13)

(A-9)

Thereby we get the explicit expression of o1 (p).

(iv) We obtain the excitation energy and the momen-
tum transfer by using o1 (p), and then derive the disper-
sion relation.

A.1  Spinons

In a magnetic field, the dispersion relation of up
spinons should be different from that of down spinons
due to the Zeeman splitting. First, in order to obtain
the up-spinon dispersion, we consider the spin excitation
in the subspace with (N, @+1, M —1), where a down spin
is removed. We take the numbers [; (i =1,2,---,Q +1)
as

L=—(Q—-1)/2+i—1,

which means that the charge excitation (holon excita-
tion) takes the minimum energy that vanishes in the
thermodynamic limit. On the other hand we choose the
configuration of J, (u=1,2,---, M + Q) with p being
the location of spinon excitation as

(A-14)

JlH-l - Ju =1+ 5u,uo= (A'15)

where J, € [-(M + Q)/2,(M + @Q)/2]. The position of
a “hole” in the J,-configuration is denoted by J. When
—M+Q)2< T <orlgy <J<(M+Q)/2,
a spinon is well-defined in the pseudomomentum space.
The distribution functions o(p) and p(g) must satisfy the
following equations:

D
a(p) = ©(B —|p|) % +/D dgp(q)o(p — q)

B
—/ dp'o(p')o(p —p')

—B

R D)} , (A16)
B
o) =0 ) [ dpo)sta=p). (A7)

where py, is the value of p for u = pg. Note that these
equations fulfill the normalization conditions:

B

[ otwip =212, (A18)
D

/71) p(q)dq = % (A-19)

By introducing o1(p) by o(p) = oo(p) + (1/N)o1(p),
we find

71(p) = (0 — p)O(lpl ~ (1 — 7))
x0((1 = m)7 — [p]). (A-20)

We have used B = By and D =2 Dy in the large-N limit.
Then the excitation energy from the chemical potential
is given by

e= [ dpoo)tr) - 5

—T
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1 h
- - -3,

where (1 — 7)1 < |pn| < (1 — m)w. For the associated
momentum transfer —k, we obtain

k= / " dpor(0)(p + )

—T

(A-21)

= —l(ph + ). (A-22)

2

Therefore we obtain eq. (3.1). The constraint on py re-
sults in the following range of allowed momentum of up
spinons: mwr/2 < k < an/2 and (1 —7/2)7 < k <
(1—m/2)r.

Next, in order to obtain the down-spinon dispersion,
we consider the spin excitation in the subspace with
(N,Q + 1, M), where an up spin is removed. The num-
bers I; (i =1,2,---,Q + 1) are chosen as

Ii=-Q/2+i-1,
and the configuration of J,, (u=1,2,---,M+Q+1) are
Jut1 —Ju =140 0, (A-24)

where J, € [-(M +Q +1)/2,(M +Q +1)/2]. In a
manner similar to that for the up spinon, we get the
same expression of o1(p) as given by eq. (A-20). The
second term of eq. (A-21) is replaced by +h/2 because
the subspace we consider is different from that for the
up spinon.

(A-23)

A.2  Antispinons

In order to obtain the spectrum of antispinons, we
consider the excitation in the subspace with (N, Q, M +
1), where an up-spin flips into a down-spin. The numbers
L (i=1,2,---,Q)and J, (p=1,2,--- .M +Q+1) are
chosen as follows:

L =—Q/2+i-1, (A-25)
Ju=—-(M+Q)/2+pn,
for p=1,2,---,M+@Q, (A-26)
Inros — Jaso > 1, (A-27)
or
—Q/2+1, (A-28)

I =
Ju=—-(M+Q)/2+p-2,

for p=2,3,--- M+Q+1, (A-29)
Jo— Jy > 1. (A-30)

In the former (latter) case, p, is defined as the value of
p for J, = Jar4qg+1 (J1). The distribution function o(p)
can be written in the form

o(p) = oo(p)O((1 —m)m — |p|)
4500~ pp)O(lpl — (1 - m)r)
<6(r ~ |pl). (A31)

Note that this equation fulfills the normalization condi-
tion: [o(p)dp = (M + Q+1)/N. We can identify o1 (p)

as follows:
a1(p) = 6(p — pp)O(|p| — (1 —m)7)
xO(m — |p]). (A-32)
Then the excitation energy is given by
1
e==(pl —7*) +h, (A-33)

2

and the associated momentum transfer is k = p, + 7.
Therefore we obtain the antispinon dispersion given by

eq. (3.3).

A.3 Holons

We consider the charge excitation in the subspace with
(N,Q+ 1, M — 1), where a down-spin is removed from
the ground state. The numbers J, (n=1,2,---,M+Q)
are chosen as follows:

Jo=—(M+Q)/2+p—1, (A-34)

which means that the spin excitation (up-spinon exci-
tation) takes the minimum energy that vanishes in the
thermodynamic limit. On the other hand we choose I;
(1=1,2,---,Q + 1) either as
L=—(Q-1)/24i-1, for i=1,2,---,Q, (A-35)
I —Ip>1, (A-36)
or as
IL=—(Q-1)/2+i—2,
for i=2,3,---,Q + 1, (A-37)
I, — I > 1. (A-38)

In the former case we denote ¢, = 2mlg11/N, and in the
latter case ¢, = 271 /N. The distribution function p(q)
can be written in the form

1

pla) = 5-O((L —n)m —q])

Fr0la =)0 — (1= m)m).  (A-39)

On the other hand, the distribution function o(p) satis-
fies the following equation:

D
% + / . dgp(q)o(p — q)

a(p) = ©(B —|p|)

—/ dp'a(p')o(p —p’)]. (A-40)

—B

Note that these equations fulfill the normalization condi-
tions: [ p(q)dg = (Q+1)/N and [o(p)dp = (M+Q)/N.

By introducing o1(p) by o(p) = o0(p) + (1/N)ao1(p),
we find

1 —
71(p) = 560 — a)O (| - (1 — 7))
xO((1 —m)m — |p|). (A-41)
We have used B = By in the large-N limit. Then the
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excitation energy is given by

2

2 _ 2
e=—(¢ —7)+ 3
The second term comes from 72Q(1 — 1/N?)/3 of eq.
(A-1). The momentum transfer is given by k = (gp +
7)/2. The relation between e and k leads to eq. (3.4).
The momentum k is allowed for mn/2 < k < fir/2 and
(1—-n/2)r < k < (1 —m/2)7m. The lowest excitation
energy, which occurs at k = nn/2 or (1 — n/2)7w, cor-
respﬁnﬁ to the absolute value of the chemical poten-
tial L9 L9)

(A-42)

A.4  Antiholons

In order to obtain the antiholon dispersion, we con-
sider the excitation where two electrons are added. We
assume that one of the two electrons has up-spin and
the other has down-spin. Then the subspace becomes
(N,Q—2,M+1). The numbers of J, (p=1,2,---, M+
@ — 1) are chosen as

Ju=—(M+Q)/2+p,
and the configurations of I; (i =1,2,---,Q — 2) are
Livi —Ii = 1+ 0; 40, (A-44)

where I; € [—(Q — 2)/2,(Q — 2)/2]. The position of a
“hole” in the I;-configuration is denoted by I. When
—(Q—-2)/2 < I < (Q —2)/2, an antiholon is well-
defined in the pseudomomentum space. The distribution

function p(q) can be written in the form

1 2

5=~ 00— a) | O~ m)w —|a]),

(A-43)

plq) = (A-45)
where ¢y, is the value of ¢ for ¢ = 73. Note that this
equation fulfills the normalization condition: [ p(q)dg =
(Q—-2)/N.

By introducing o1(p) by o(p) = oo(p) + (1/N)o1(p),
we find

o1(p) = =6(p — an)O((1 —n)7 — |pl). (A-46)
Then the excitation energy is given by
1 2
€= —i(qﬁ —7?) - §7T2. (A-47)

The second term comes from 72Q(1 — 1/N?)/3 of eq.
(A-1). The momentum transfer is given by —k = —(gn +
7). Therefore we obtain eq. (3.5).
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Table I. List of all the possible excitations from the ground state
with finite magnetization.

Fig. 1. Dispersion relations of (a) up and down spinons, (b) anti-
spinons, (c) holons and (d) antiholons as given by egs. (3.1)-(3.5).
Allowed ranges of momenta and the right and left branches are
shown for each species.

Fig. 2. Skew Young diagram corresponding to the motif
010|10|110]|10|100. There are other possibilities to put 1,2 or
o than the one shown in this figure.

Fig. 3. S~1t(q,w)/4 of the Haldane-Shastry model with 16 sites
and (a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The intensity of each pole is
proportional to the area of the circle. The solid lines show the
dispersion lines of quasi-particles in the thermodynamic limit.
This way of representation applies to all figures to follow.

Fig. 4. S~1(g,w)/4 of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric ¢-J model
with 16 sites, 2 holes and (a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The
hatched area indicates the region where only two spinons con-
tribute.

Fig. 5. S%%(q,w) of the Haldane-Shastry model with 16 sites and
(a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The broken line indicates the
magnetic field h.

Fig. 6. S%7(q,w) of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric ¢-J model with
16 sites, 2 holes and (a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The broken
line indicates the magnetic field h. The hatched area indicates
the region where holons and antiholons do not contribute at all.

Fig. 7. ST~ (q,w)/4 of the Haldane-Shastry model with 16 sites
and (a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The broken line indicates
the magnetic field h and its double 2h.

Fig. 8. ST~ (q,w)/4 of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric ¢-J model
with 16 sites, 2 holes and (a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The
broken line indicates the magnetic field h and its double 2h. The
hatched area indicates the region where holons and antiholons
do not contribute at all.

Fig. 9. N(q,w) of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric ¢-J model with
16 sites, 2 holes and (a) m = 0.25 and (b) m = 0.5. The broken
line indicates the magnetic field h. The hatched area indicates
the region where spinons and antispinons do not contribute at
all.

Fig. 10. S#%%(q) of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric t-J model with
16 sites, m = 0.25 and two different values of filling.

Fig. 11. S2%(q) of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric ¢-J model with
16 sites, m = 0.25 and two different values of filling.

Fig. 12. N(q) of the 1/r2-type supersymmetric t-J model with
16 sites, n = 0.875 and two different values of magnetization.

Fig. 13. S%%(q) of the nearest-neighbor-type t-J model with 16
sites, ™ = 0.25 and two different values of filling. (a) J/t = 2;
(b) J/t = 0.5.

Fig. 14. S%%(q) of the nearest-neighbor-type ¢-J model with 16
sites, ™ = 0.25 and two different values of filling. (a) J/t = 2;
(b) J/t = 0.5.

Fig. 15. N(q) of the nearest-neighbor-type t-J model with 16
sites, 7 = 0.875 and two different values of magnetization. (a)
J/t =2; (b) J/t =0.5.
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Table 1: List of all the possible excitations from the ground state with finite
magnetization.

‘ Dynamical quantities ‘ Excitation contents ‘
S gw) (st hi) + b+ (hg, sr)
26 (L= R)
SZZ(Q1W> (SL; hL) + h + (th SR) + SR,, (L — R)

(s, hr,) + h + (hg, sgr)
2SL + ER‘, (L “— R)
2SR, (L — R)

ST (q.w) 51+ (si, hy) 4+ b+ (hg, sp) + 5k
(st, he) + h + (hg, sg) + g, (I < R)
(sp, hy) + h + (hg, sgr)

SL + 2sg + s, (L < R)
2sg + SR, (L < R)
QSL + éR, (L — R)
QSR, (L > R)
s, (L= R)
N(gq,w) (st, hr) + h + (hR,,_ sgr) + Sr, (L < R)
(s, hy) + h + (hg, sg)
h + 2hg, (L < R)




