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We study the statistical properties of one-dimensional directed polymers in a short-range random
potential by mapping the replicated problem to a many body quantum boson system with attractive
interactions. We find the full set of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the many-body system and
perform the summation over the entire spectrum of excited states. The analytic continuation of
the obtained exact expression for the replica partition function from integer to non-integer replica
parameter N turns out to be ambiguous. Performing the analytic continuation simply by assuming
that the parameter N can take arbitrary complex values, and going to the thermodynamic limit of
the original directed polymer problem, we obtain the explicit universal expression for the probability
distribution function of free energy fluctuations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Directed polymers in a quenched random potential have been the subject of intense investigations during the past
two decades |1]. Diverse physical systems such as domain walls in magnetic films [2], vortices in superconductors [3],
wetting fronts on planar systems [4], or Burgers turbulence [5] can be mapped to this model, which exhibits numerous
non-trivial features deriving from the interplay between elasticity and disorder. The best understanding has been
achieved for a string confined to a plane. In this case we deal with an elastic string directed along the 7-axis within
an interval [0, L]. Randomness enters the problem through a disorder potential V[¢(7), 7], which competes against
the elastic energy. The problem is defined by the Hamiltonian

o). V1= [ Car{ S0 + Viot). 7)) (1)

where in the simplest case the disorder potential V[, 7| is Gaussian distributed with a zero mean V (¢, 7) = 0 and
the J-correlations:

V(e V(¢ 7) = ud(r = 7')0(¢ — &) (2)


http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.1059v1

Here the parameter u describes the strength of the disorder. Historically, the problem of central interest was the
scaling behavior of the polymer mean squared displacement which in the thermodynamic limit (L — oo) is believed
to have a universal scaling form

(¢?)(L) o L* 3)

(where (...) and (...) denote the thermal and the disorder averages), with ¢ the so-called wandering exponent. More
general problem for all directed polymer systems of the type, Eq.(d), is the statistical properties of their free energy
fluctuations. Besides the usual extensive (linear in L) self-averaging part foL (where fy is the linear free energy
density), the total free energy F of such systems contains disorder dependent fluctuating contribution F, which is
characterized by non-trivial scaling in L. It is generally believed (at list in the systems with short-ranged correlations)
that in the limit of large L the typical value of the free energy fluctuations scales with L as

F o L¥, (4)

i.e. they are characterized by a single universal exponent w < 1. In other words, in the limit of large L the total
(random) free energy of the system can be represented as

F = foL + fL¥ (5)

where f is the random quantity which in the thermodynamic limit L — oo is described by a non-trivial universal
distribution function P.(f). The derivation of this function for the system with d-correlated random potential,
Eqgs.([I)-(@) is the central issue of the present work.

One can easily note that the above two exponents ¢ and w are not independent. Indeed, since the free energy
fluctuation F' ~ L can be estimated by the typical value of the elastic energy, F' < ¢?/L, where, according to Eq.(3),
the typical deviation ¢ ~ LS, one finds w = 2¢ — 1.

It is generally believed that for all short-range correlated disorder potentials, the free energy fluctuations exponent
assumes a universal value w = 1/3. Numerical studies [6] as well as the solution via mapping to the Burgers equation
[7] confirm this conjecture. One arrives to the same conclusion studying scaling properties of the free energy by
mapping the replicated problem to N particle quantum bosons system [8] and using the Bethe-Anzats solution.

However, in this latter case, the resulting distribution function Py ( f ) exhibits severe pathologies such as the vanishing
of its second moment, which assumes that the distribution function is not positively defined.

Let us consider this point in more detail. For the string with the zero boundary conditions at 7 =0 and at 7 = L
the partition function of a given sample is

#(L)=0
Z[V] = D(¢(r)] € PV (6)
$(0)=0

where 8 = 1/T denotes the inverse temperature. On the other hand, the partition function is related to the total free
energy F[V] via

Z[V] = exp(=BF[V]) (7)

The free energy F[V] is defined for a specific realization of the random potential V' and thus represent a random
variable. Let us take the N-th power of both sides of Eq.([@) and perform the averaging over the random potential V:

ﬂMM=GwPMWM0 (®)

The quantity in the L.h.s of the above equation

Z|[N,L) = ZN[V] (9)

is called the replica partition function, and it is defined originally for an arbitrary integer parameter N. Substituting
F = foL+ fL¥, into Eq.(®) and redefining

Z[N,L] = Z|N, L] e PN JL (10)

we get

Z[N,L] = <exp(—ﬂNL“’f)> (11)



The averaging in the r.h.s of the above equation can be represented in terms of the distribution function Py, (f) (which
depends on the system size L). In this way we arrive to the following general relation between the replica partition

function Z[N, L] and the distribution function of the free energy fluctuations Py (f):

ZIN,L] = /m df Pr(f) e BNLf (12)
) - L

The above equation is the bilateral Laplace transform of the function Pr(f), and at least formally it allows to restore
this function in terms of the replica partition function Z[N, L]. In order to do so we have to compute Z[N, L] for
an arbitrary integer N and then perform analytical continuation of this function from integer to arbitrary complex
values of N. Introducing a new complex variable

§=pBNL¥ (13)
and denoting
/355 1= 2u(9) (14)

we could reconstruct the distribution function Pp,( f ) via the inverse Laplace transform

ni = [T E ne e (15
L o —ico 27TZ L\ ’
Finally, provided there are exist a finite thermodynamic limit function
lim Z.(3) = Z.(3) (16)
L—oo
we can find the distribution function
5 +i00 d~ B .
P = [ o z@e, (1)
—i00 211

which would describe the statistics of the rescaled free energy fluctuations f in the infinite system. The above

equation defining P, (f) contains no parameters and hence is expected to be universal. Therefore according to the
relation § = SNL“ we see that in the thermodynamic limit the relevant values of the original replica parameter are

N~L @0 (18)

This explains why the two limits L — oo and N — 0 do not commute [9], and the approximation of the replica
partition function through the ground state wave function fails (see also Ref. [10]). In Kardar’s original solution [§],
after mapping the replicated problem to interacting quantum bosons, one arrives at the replica partition function for
positive integer parameters N > 1. Assuming a large . — oo limit, one is tempted to approximate the result by
the ground state contribution only, as for any N > 1 the contributions of excited states are exponentially small for
L — oo. However, in the analytic continuation for arbitrary complex N the contributions which are exponentially
small at positive integer N > 1 can become essential in the region N — 0, which according to Eq. (T]) defines the
function P, ( f ) Thus, it is the neglection of the excited states which is the origin of non-physical nature of the obtained
solution. In other words, for the proper analytic continuation of the replica solution to the region N — 0, first one
has to calculate the replica partition function Z[N, L] ezxactly for arbitrary integer N, and only after that one can
take the thermodynamic limit L. — oo while keeping the value of the parameter § = SN L finite.

In the present paper, we report the results of the calculation of the replica partition function Z(N, L) for arbitrary
integer N which in terms of the Bethe-Ansatz solution for quantum bosons with attractive d-interactions (Sections
IT - III) involves the summation over the entire spectrum of exited states (Section IV). Unfortunately the analytic
continuation of the obtained ezact expression Z(N, L) from integer to non-integer N turns out to be ambiguous,
since our replica partition function growth as exp(N?) at large N (similar problem of the analytic continuation to
the region N — 0 one faces in the replica theory of the mean-field spin-glasses where the replica partition function
growth as exp(N?) [11]). Performing a kind of a "replica symmetric” analytic continuation, i.e. just assuming that
originally integer-value parameter N can take arbitrary complex values and taking the thermodynamic limit L — oo
in Z(N, L) (Section V) allows us to compute an inverse Laplace transformation, cf. Eq. (IT), which provides us with



the explicit expression for the distribution function of the free-energy fluctuations (Section VI, Eq. (I02)). Although
up to the present moment, we have not uncovered any unphysical properties in the obtained probability function
P.(f), this solution could be considered as distant analog of the ”replica symmetric approximation” in the mean-field
spin-glasses. In particular, it should be noted that our result is different from the Tracy-Widom distribution [12],
which describes the statistics of fluctuations in various statistical systems [13-18] which are widely believed to belong
to the same universality class as the present model [19-21] (for further discussion of this issue see Section VII).

Various technical aspects of the calculations are moved to the Appendices. In particular, in Appendices A, B, and
C, we analyze the structure and properties of N-particle wave functions of one-dimensional quantum bosons, both
with repulsive and with attractive interactions.

II. MAPPING TO QUANTUM BOSONS

Explicitly, the replica partition function, Eq.(@), of the system described by the Hamiltonian, Eq.([), is

Z(N,L) H/

Since it is assumed that the random potential V[¢, 7] has the Gaussian distribution the disorder average (...) in the
above equation is very simple:

exp[—ﬁ /0 df;vmmw]] - explﬁ / / drdr’ Z VIoa () V(). 7 ]1 (20)

a,b=1

¢a(L)=0

Do (r) exp [—B /0 ar 3 {5 [0:00(n)] + VIba(r), T]}l (19)

«(0)=0

Using Eq.(2) we have:

N

2N L) = H/:Q(L)—Opqsa(ﬂ exp l_%ﬁ/j dT{ al 8y (1))’ — Bu Z 8 [pa(T) — du(T )}}] (21)

a(0)=0 a=1 a,b=1

It should be noted that the second term in the exponential of the above equation contain formally divergent contribu-
tions proportional to 6(0) (due to the terms with a = b). In fact, this is just an indication that the continuous model,
Eqs.[@)-(@) is ill defined as short distances and requires proper lattice regularization. Of course, the corresponding
lattice model would contain no divergences, and the terms with a = b in the exponential of the corresponding replica
partition function would produce irrelevant constant 2 L3%uN§(0) (where the lattice version of §(0) has a finite value).
Since the lattice regularization has no impact on the continuous long distance properties of the considered system this
term will be just omitted in our further study.
Introducing the N-component scalar field replica Hamiltonian

1 r (&
HN[¢]_§A dT(Z[ Td)a —ﬂUZ(S ¢a - ( )]) (22)
a=1 a#b

for the replica partition function, Eq.(2I]), we obtain the standard expression
$a(L)=0
Z(N,L) =[] / Dy (1) € PHNIS] (23)
¢a(0):0
where ¢ = {¢1,...,¢n}. According to the above definition this partition function describe the statistics of N

d-interacting (attracting) trajectories ¢, (7) all starting (at 7 = 0) and ending (at 7 = L) at zero: ¢,(0) = ¢,(L) =0
In order to map the problem to one-dimensional quantum bosons, let us introduce more general object

U(x;t) =[] / ) Do (1) €PNl (24)

which describes N trajectories ¢,(7) all starting at zero (¢,(0) = 0), but ending at 7 = ¢ in arbitrary given points
{1, ...,2n}. One can easily show that instead of using the path integral, ¥(x;t¢) may be obtained as the solution of



the linear differential equation

N

N
0V (x;t) = %Z(ﬁa\l’(x;t) + %521;25(95,1—%)\1!(}(;1%) (25)

a=1 a#b
with the initial condition

U(x;0) = T2, 6(xa) (26)
One can easily see that Eq.(28) is the imaginary-time Schrédinger equation

— U (x;t) = HY(x;t) (27)
with the Hamiltonian

i 1 )
:——Bg ——B u;)(S o — Tb) (28)

which describes N bose-particles of mass 3 interacting via the attractive two-body potential —B%ud(z). The original
replica partition function, Eq.([23), then is obtained via a particular choice of the final-point coordinates,

Z(N,L) = U(0; L). (29)

The standard general strategy of the further calculations is in the following. Let us denote the eigenfunctions of the
Hamiltonian Eq.(28)) by ¥¢(x) where the index £ (which can be both integer and continuous) labels the eigenstates.
Provided the wave functions W¢(x) constitute the orthonormal and complete set, the time dependent solution of the
equation (28] with the initial conditions, Eq.([28]), is given by

Z e (x )y e B (30)

where FE(£) denotes the energy of the £-th eigenstate:

HY¢(x) = B(§)Ve(x) (31)

Then, according to Eq.(29), the replica partition function Z(N, L) of the original polymer system is obtained just by
the summation over all eigenstates of the quantum Hamiltonian (IEI):

Z we(0)| e PO (32)

Thus, the crucial point of the present approach is finding the eigenfunctions and the energy spectrum of the Hamil-
tonian (28], which is the topic of the next section.

III. EIGENSTATES OF THE ONE-DIMENSIONAL QUANTUM BOSONS SYSTEM
A. Repulsive bosons

The eigenfunctions of one-dimensional d-interacting repulsive (u < 0) quantum bosons, Eq.(28]), have been derived by
Lieb and Liniger in 1963 [22]. An eigenstate of this system is characterized by N continuous momenta {q1,...,qn} = q
with the wave function (see Appendix A)

N N
\I/(N)( ) = C(N)( )Z(—l)[P] (H [(%a — qp,) T iksgn(z, — xb)}> exp [ZZ qpaa:a} (33)
P a<b a=1

where we have introduced the notation

k= u (34)



The summation in Eq.([33) goes over all permutations P of the N momenta {q¢i,...,qn} over N particles located at
{x1,...,xn}, and [P] denotes the parity of the permutation. The normalization constant C™V)(q) is

0™ (q) = —— 1 (3)
\/N! [To<s (g0 — @)? + #2]
and the associated energy En(q) is
N
En(q) = 33 > (36)
a=1
A useful alternative representations of these wave functions are
N N
\IISJN)(X) = CcM(q) Z(—l)[P] (H [—i(0z, — On,) + ik sgn(za — xb)]) expli Z p, Ta (37)
P a<b a=1
N —_—
= cWM(q) (H [—i(0z, — On,) + irsgn(za — xb)}> det [exp(iqx)] (38)
a<b

where the symbol ex;(ax) denotes the N x N matrix with the elements exp(ig,xp) (a,b = 1,...,N). Here, by
definition, the differential operators 9,,, act only on the exponential terms and not on the signum functions sgn(x, —xy).
One can easily see that the above wave functions \I/((lN)(X) represent a set of plane waves in any sector of the type
Tqy < Zgy < ... < Tqy with a finite jump (equal to x) of the derivatives at all "boundary” points x4, = x,,. These
functions are symmetric with respect to any permutation of the particle coordinate {x1,...,znx} and antisymmetric
with respect to permutations of the momenta {qi,...,qn}. It can be proven that the wave functions, Eq.([33), are

orthonormal and constitute the complete set (see Appendix A; a detailed discussion one can found e.g. in Refs.
[23, 124]). Specifically, for any two functions \Ing) (x) and \I/((l],v)(x) considered in the sectors ¢1 < ¢2 < ... < gy and
¢y < ¢4 < ... < ¢ orthonormality implies that

+oo %
/ dry...dey 05 (x)M(x) = 2m)Vo(g] — 01)d(gh — ¢2)...0(dy — an) (39)

— 00

Similarly, for any two functions \IJEIN)(X) and WgN) (x') considered in the sectors 1 < z2 < ... < zy and ] < 2§ <

... < 2y, completeness implies that

+oo
/ dgr...dgy V&M () UM (x') = 2m)No(21 — 27)d(22 — 2h)..0(zn — 2ly) (40)

— 00

Thus, for a repulsive interaction (v < 0) the time dependent solution of the differential equation ([25]) (with the starting
condition, Eq.([26)) would be sufficiently simple:

N
dql...dQN * t
\IJ(N)(x;t) = / 7(271_)]\, \IJElN) (x)\IlgN)(O) exp[—%Zqﬂ (41)
q1<...<gN a=1

Unfortunately, from the point of view of the replica theory of disordered polymers the repulsive bosons make no
physical meaning since the parameter u (according to its definition, Eq.(2)) is positively defined.

B. Attractive bosons

The situation with attractive (u > 0) bosons is more complicated. One can easily prove that (irrespective of the

sign of the parameter u) the functions \Ing)(x), Eq.([33), are othonormal eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian, Eq.(28]).
However, unlike the repulsive case, this set of functions is not complete. In other words, for u > 0 the completeness
conditions, Egs.(d0), are not satisfied. Physically this indicates that besides the continuous spectrum (or free particles)
states, our system must have another types of eigenstates, in which the particles are bound into localized clusters.



The spectrum and some properties of the eigenfunctions for attractive one-dimensional quantum bosons have been
derived by McGuire [25] and by Yang [26] (see also Ref. [21, [28]). However, since attractive bosons do not have a
proper thermodynamic limit (in the number of particles N — co) due to the scaling Exy o —N3, the interest in this
system has been rather limited.

We first consider the ground state wave function \I!fll)(x) in which all N particles are bound into one cluster with
the free center of mass motion controlled by the momentum ¢ (see Appendix B):

N N
. 1
W) = CO0) expia 3 e - 4k Dl — o (42)
a=1 a#b
where
N NI
(1) _ K .
CW(g) = /= (13)

is the normalization constant defined by the orthonormality condition

+oo %
/ dzy...doy 0D (%) = 2m)(q — ¢) (44)
The energy of this state is
: _ N K23
El((LN)_%q —m(N - N) (45)

On the other hand, one can also easily prove that the above ground state wave function, Eq.([@2), can be represented
in the form similar to the free particle structure, Eq(@33]), by introducing (discrete) imaginary parts for the momenta
da- Indeed, due to the symmetry of this function with respect to permutations of {x1,xa,...,xn} it is sufficient to
consider it in the sector 1 < z2 < ... < . Defining

o = q—%fﬁ(N+1—2a) (46)

and substituting these momenta into the general expression for the wave function, Eq.([33)) one easily recovers Eq.([#2)
(see Appendix B for details) Also, substituting Eq.([@6]) into the general expression for the energy spectrum, Eq.(B0])
one can also recover, Eq.([43]).

Now, using the above scheme, one can construct the eigenfunctions of a generic excited state. It consists of
M (1 < M < N) ’clusters” {Q,} of bound particles, where o = 1,..., M labels a given cluster. Each cluster is
characterized by the momentum ¢, of its center of mass motion, and by the number n, of particles contained in it
(such that Ziil no = N). Instead of N independent real momenta ¢, (a = 1,..., N) one introduces M complex
”vector” momenta

qa%qf‘:qa—%n(na—l—l—%‘) (47)

where r = 1,2, ...,n, and

M
Z Ng = N (48)
a=1

The corresponding wave function \Ifg{\ﬁ) (21, ...,2n) is characterized by M continuous parameters q = (q1, ..., qnr)

(which are the momenta of the center of mass motion of the clusters) and M integer parameters n = (ny,...,n)
(which are the numbers of particles of each cluster). Explicitly this wave function is given by Eq.([38) where N x N

matrix exp(iqx) is now composed of N columns

{af, @y ooy @ns G Do ey Qi o cat, @t (49)

and N rows z,. One can easily see that as in the case of repulsive bosons, this wave function is symmetric with respect
to permutation of particles coordinates. However, for practical applications the general representation, Eq.(B8), is



not very convenient. Writing the determinant of the matrix exp(iqx) explicitly, after a few efforts in simple algebra
one can derive more transparent structure of the wave function (see Appendix C for details). Assuming first that the
position of particles are ordered, 1 < z2 < ... < xp, let us consider a permutation P of N momenta ¢%, Eq.([@9),

over N particles x,, so that a particle number a is attributed a momentum component qf‘((;)). The particles getting

the momenta with the same « (having the same real part ¢q,) will be called belonging to a cluster €. For a given
permutation P the particles belonging to the same cluster are numbered by the ”internal” index r = 1, ..., n,. From
now on we have to take into account not all the permutations, but only those for which the internal particle number
r(a) is the growing function of the particle number a in every cluster. Namely, let a cluster ), consists of the particles
Ty Tays -+ 5 Ta,, (Where a; < az < --- < a,, and the positions of particles are ordered: x4, < Tq, < ... < g, ).
Then, among all n,! "internal” permutations of the momenta components ¢f, ¢5', ... , gy, non-zero contribution is
given only by the one in which r(a;4+1) = r(a;) + 1. In this case the explicit form of the wave function (for M > 2)
reeds (see Appendix C)

N

! ) ) .
‘1’.9,@ (x) = Cé%) (—1)[P] H [(%(a) — im(na(a) +1-— 2r(a))) (%(b) K(Nap) +1— 2r(b))> — m] X
P a<b
a(a)Za(b )
X exp[ Z Ja(a)Ta + = Z Na(a) + 1 —2r(a))x ] (50)

a=1

where the product goes only over pairs of particles belonging to different clusters and the symbol 3 P’ means that the
summation goes only over the permutations P in which the ”internal” indices r(a) are ordered inside each cluster.

For generic positions of the particles (beyond the sector 21 < 2 < ... < xx) the expression for the wave function
reduces to

N . .
/ 1K 1K .
\Ijt(qj,\{l) (X) = C((l{\fl) (_1)[13] H |:QO¢(¢1) — da(b) + 3 Z Sgn(xa - xc) - E Z Sgn(‘rb - xc) +ik Sgn(xa - ,Tb)
P a<b c€Qa(a) c€Qa (1)
a(a)F#a(b)
o M
xexp[ang;xa_ZZ Z _xa/} (51)

Here the summation goes only over the permutations in which ”internal” indices r(a) in the clusters are ordered
according to the spatial ordering of the particles belonging to these clusters. For example, let a cluster {2, be composed
of the particles {24,, %y, ... , Za,, } and the spatial positions of these particles are such that x4, < 4, < ... < Zaq,_,
while the particles numbering as,as,...,a,, is now arbitrary. Then the ordering of the internal index r(a) of the
permutations involved in Eq.(&)) is such that r(ai+1) = r(a;) + 1 (ie. it goes from the smallest z, in the cluster to

the largest one).

One can easily see that the expression for \Ilél]}/,[l) (x), Eq.(&1), can also be rewritten in more compact form:

N

\I/((]l M)Z P H [—i(@wa—ﬁmb)—i—msgn(%—xb ]exp{ an Z xa——z Z ]
( (;;b ®) = a€Qqy a=1a,a’ €Qq

(52)

In order to describe the orthogonality of these wave functions, we have to specify their symmetry structure. First
of all, like in the case of repulsion, Eq.([33), the wave function of unbound particles (the case M = N and n; = ng =
.. =ny = 1) is fully antisymmetric with respect to any momenta permutation. For the generic case, 2 < M < N the
situation is slightly more tricky as the symmetry with respect to the momenta permutations depends on the values
of the corresponding integer parameters n,. According to Eq.(B8), the permutation of any two momenta ¢,, and
da, belonging to the clusters which have the same numbers of particles, n,, = na, = n produces the factor (—1)"
(this operation corresponds to the permutation of n columns of the matrix exp(ig,xp)). Hence two eigenstates which
differ one from another only by such momenta permutations could be called equivalent. On the other hand, the
permutation of the momenta between two clusters with different numbers of particles reveals no specific symmetry
at all. In other words, the wave functions with permuted momenta belonging to two clusters with different numbers
of particles are just two different wave functions describing two different eigenstates. Thus for comparing the wave



functions described by the parameters (gq,no) (o = 1,..., M) (in particular for the study of their orthogonality) it
is crucial to specify ”subsets” of equal n’s. Namely, a generic eigenstate (q,n) with M clusters could be specified in
terms of the following set of parameters:

(q7n) = {(q17m1)7"'7(q517m1);(q51+17m2)7"'7(q81+527m2); ;(q81+...+sk,1+17mk)7"'7(QS1+...+Sk7mk)} (53)

S1 §2 Sk

where s; (i = 1,..k; 1 < k < M) are the numbers of clusters which have the same numbers of particles and k denotes
the number of different cluster types. For a given k

S1+8y+...+s, =M (54)

and

M k
Zna = Zsimi = N (55)
a=1 i=1

In this representations all the integers {m;} are assumed to be different:
1<mp <mg < ...<myg (56)

Due to the symmetry with respect to the momenta permutations inside the subsets of equal n’s it is sufficient to
consider the wave functions in the sectors
G <2< < sy (57)
QS1+1 < q81+2 <. < q81+52 3

A1t tsp_1+1 < sptotsp 142 < oo < spdodsp1tsy

It can be shown (see Appendix C) that any two wave functions \I/é%) (x) and \I!((]I,V[I;), (x) in which the parameters (q,n)
and (q',n’) are assumed to have the structure described above (Egs.([53)-(E1)), are orthogonal:

/+OO day..dey QD (x) WO (x) = 8(M, M) (ﬁa(na,ng)) (ﬁ(%)é(qa —q;)> (58)

—00 a=1

where d(n,m) is the Kronecker symbol and d(q) is the d-function. The above orthonormality condition defines the
normalization constant

M 1/2
0O (q.n) = 1 " ] ENCY

|~N Ha<ﬂH r’ 1[[q _QB_'LH( 2 T+T —|—/§2 it

In other words, the wave functions, Eqgs.(51l) or (52) form the orthonormal set. Although, at present we are not able
to prove that this set is complete, the suggestion of the completeness (which assumes that there are exist no other
eigenstates besides those described above) looks quite natural.

Finally, substituting Eq.[@7)-([@8) into Eq.(30), for the energy spectrum one easily obtains:

1M 9 M
Ea(q,n) = 262 qu = %;naqi - 2’1—[3;@—%) (60)

a=1 r=1

IV. REPLICA PARTITION FUNCTION

The time dependent solution ¥(x,t) of Eq.(23), satisfying the starting condition Eq.(20) can be represented in
terms of the linear combination of the eigenfunctions \Ilél]}fl) (x), Eq.(30)-[E2):

N

-3 Z / Da UM ()W (0) exp[—Fa(an) £] (61)
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Here the summations over n, are performed in terms of the parameters {s;, m;}, Eqs.(&4)-(B0):

S Yy () (s ) o

k=1 s1...5.=1 1<m3...<my

where for simplicity, due to the presence of the Kronecker symbols the summations over m; and s; are extended to
infinity. The symbol [ 'Dq in Eq.([@T)) denotes the integration over M momenta g, in the sectors, Eq.([5T); the energy

spectrum Fjr(q,n) is given by Eq.(60)
Now according Eq.([29) for the replica partition function of the original directed polymer problem we get

Z(N,L) = Z Z /Dq [ (0)]” exp[—Ea(a,n) L] (63)

where due to the presence of the Kronecker symbols in Eq.(62]) the summation over M can also be extended to infinity.
Using Eq.(50), and taking into account antisymmetry with respect to the momenta permutations, one can easily prove
that for M > 2,

N

. rMa(a) = Na(db .
¥R = GOS0 T (s —in[ G —rte) )] i)

a<b
ala)Za(b)

N

. rMa(a) — Na(b
_ M)Z [P] H <qa(a) — o) — Zli[ (a) 5 (®) r(a) —i—T‘(b)]) (64)
a<b
a(a)#a(b)

Given the antisymmetry of the product with respect to permutations of the momenta, it is sufficient to consider only
one (trivial) permutation and multiply the result by the total number of permutations:

M no M8

w0 = opp T T (qa_qﬂ_m[ = —T—l—r’]) (65)

ol !
ns n2 a<fBr=1r'=1
For M = 1, according to Eqgs.(@2)-(@3)),

kN N!
kN

w{(0) = (66)

We see that the expression |\IJ£1]}/KI,)(0)|2 exp[—EM (q,n) L] in Eq.(63) is symmetric with respect to the permutations

of the momenta g, belonging to the clusters with the same number of particles. In this case the expression for the
partition function can be written in terms of the unconstrained integration over the momenta g :

I S S e (1WA S I

(67)

where

n = {my,..., my,Ma,...,Ma, ...... My weey MU + (68)
—— ———

S1 S2 Sk

Eq.([67) contains the summations of the quantity

“+o0
f(ni,ne,...,n <H / dqa) ((11\{1) (0)’2 e—EM(q,n)L (69)

which is the function of M integer parameters n,. Using explicit expressions, Eq.(G0), (59) and (63) one can easily
prove that this function is fully symmetric with respect to permutations of all its M arguments. In this case

£ E medmesly S S ge

k=1s1...5,=1 1<mgi...<my ni=1 ny=1
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so that the summations in the expression for the replica partition function, Eq.(@1), can be essentially simplified:
M
dqa 2 N—E n)L
ZIN.L) = M.(H/ ) PDIDY (an N) QD) e Fmlamt ()
M=1 ni=1ng=1 ny=1 a=1

Substituting here the explicit expressions for \I/(]}Q (0), Egs(@5)-([©0), for Er(q,n), Egs.([@0), as well as for the nor-
malization constant C(*)(q,n), Eq.(5J), one gets

T dg _NL 2
Z(N.L) = N!'&"™ e >
( ) " / 2k N

2L (3
243 (N°=N)

+

—0oQ

T

a=1n,=1

M no mp zn(
2

HHH ,@—27“—1—27“)‘

a<fr=1lr'=1 th ap — Tn(na_”ﬂ_27°+27°)] +l€2

X

(72)

The first term in the above expression is the contribution of the ground state (M = 1), and the next terms (M > 2) are
the contributions of the rest of the energy spectrum. Next, after a few lines of slightly cumbersome transformations
(see Appendix D) Eq.([72)) can be reduced to the form (cf. Eq.(I0))

Z(N,L) = Nl gN e PN Z(N L) (73)
where fy the linear (selfaveraging) free energy density,
o1y

and

Z(N,2) = /+oo dp/ gt @ ANEANPHEXNG

+

> 1 dpa —Aata—Anap?+iA3n3 l
£ S T e e (e )
M=2"""'m a=1

.ny=1
|Pa — ps — iA(na — ng)|”
alp [Pa = P — iA(na + ng)|”

Here instead of the system length L we have introduced a new parameter

ML) = %(%ﬁ)w = %(5%21:)1/3 (76)

Next, we linearize the terms cubic in n, in the exponentials of Eq. ({3]) with the help of Airy functions, using the
standard relation

—+oo

1)\3713) = / dy Ai(y) exp(An) (77)

exp(3

After shifting the Airy function parameters of integration yo, — ya + to + p2 the expression for Z (N, \) becomes

sufficiently compact:
—+oo —+o0 dp —+o0
/ dy/ E/ dt Ai(y +t+p®) exp(ANy) +
—00 —0o0 0

o0

1 +oo o0 d o )
t 2o {H/ oG e Al ta )] 5
e |pa—pﬂ—i)\(na—n,@ ‘2 M
X Z 6 Z N, N H - D) H eXp )\nayoz) (78)
ni =1 1

a<f ’pa_pﬂ_l)‘(na—’—nﬂ)} a=1

Z(N,\)
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Finally, after performing summations over {ni,...,nas} (see Appendix E) the above expression can be represented as
an analytic function of two parameters: AN and A:

Z(N,X) = Zy(AN) + Y Zu(AN;N) (79)
M=2
where
+oo +oo +oo
Z1AN) = / dy / Z—i / dt Ay +t+p?) exp(ANy) (80)
—o0 —o00 0
and
' B 1 AN (g1 i) e yatina)
M(AN;A) = =1y /DM Y;P) /QM p; ¥, ¢,x) € H L SN _ @A) (81)
with the definition
M
1
= na('lnbu ¢7X) = 5 Z (1/135 + w%a - (21ﬁ - (b%a + 2X0t,3 - 2X,30¢> (82)
B#a

Above we have introduced the integration operator

+<>o +o0 dpq, )
/ Du(y,p) H / / oo 77 g, Ai(ya + ta +P2) (83)

as well as the integro-differential operator
—+o0
/QM(D; Y, ., X [H// dpapddas O ]e‘l Mo |Pa—ps| (W20 +625=2Xa0) (84)

oy 2 6xa5
where it is assumed that the derivatives over {x.s} are taken at xas = 0.

The crucial point is that all these factors: [ Da(y,p), fGM(p; v, P, X), 1a(V, P, x) as well as the last product
in Eq.([®I) do not contain the replica parameter N; the latter enters the expression only in the combination AN
within the exponentials of Eqs.(80)-(&I). Thus, we have obtained the exact expression for the partition function,
Egs. ([[)- (1), in the form of an analytic function of the replica parameter N, which until now was assumed to be an
arbitrary integer. In the following, we will consider the analytic continuation of this function to arbitrary complex
values of N and, in particular, in the limit N — 0. Unfortunately this crucial step of the analytic continuation is
ambiguous, as our partition function grows as exp(N?3) at large N (it is well known that in this case there can exist
many distribution functions which have the same moments). We will return to this problem with a further discussion
in Section VII.

V. THERMODYNAMIC LIMIT

Assuming now that the parameter N is an arbitrary complex quantity we are going to take the thermodynamic
limit L — oo in the replica partition function, Egs.([79)-(&Tl), where, according to Eq.(Z]), the length L enters in terms
of the parameter A(L) = %(ﬁ5u2L)1/3. It is crucial that the replica parameter N appears in Eqs.(79)- (&) only in the
combination AN. Keeping in mind further calculations of the free energy distribution function, Eqgs.([[2)-(I8)), in the
limit A\ — oo we have to keep the value of the parameter

s = AN = %(5%%)1/31\7 (85)

finite. In other words, in the thermodynamic limit L — oo, the replica parameter N ~ 1/\ ~ L3 0.
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It turns out that in the thermodynamic limit the expression for the replica partition function, Egs.(79)-(&Tl),
simplifies dramatically. Indeed, since the functions 7., Eq.([82), take only real values, we have

exXp |:)‘(yo¢ + 7;7701):| 0, for yo <1
lim = (86)

7 exp {A(yl + im)] — exp [A(ya + ina)} =1, for yo >y

Substituting this into Eq.(&)) we get

~ — M-1 M ~ .
lim Zy(s;0) = Zy(s) = %/'DM(%P) Esu [H (Yo —yl)] /QM(p; ¥, ¢, x) €71 PEX)(87)

It can be shown (see Appendix F) that the last term in the above equation is unity

/ Gur (p; 1, ¢, x) € PX) = (88)
Thus, introducing the function
+o0 dp +o0
b(z) = dp / dt Ai(e + 1+ p?) (89)
—00 4 0

and substituting the definition of the operator [ Das(y,p), Eq.(®3), into Eq.(87) one gets

B (_1)M—1 +o0 " +o0 M-1
Zy(s) = =1y /_OO dx ®(z) € {/w dyfl)(y)] (90)
Now, substituting Egs.(@0) and (80) into Eq.([79) one finds
- - +o0 - 0 (_1)M—1 +oo M—-1
lim Z(N,)) = Z(s) = /_OO dz ®(x) € MZ::l Gr-T [/w dy@(y)} (91)
The summation of this series leads to the result
~ +oo Foo
Z(s) = / dx ®(x) exp(sx—/ dy@(y)) (92)

with the function ®(z) is defined in Eq. (89). Note that the prefactor N! £ in the expression for the full replica
partition function, Eq.(73)), is irrelevant in the thermodynamic limit A — oo, since for fixed parameter s = N\,

NN = T(1+N) kN = r(1+§) TRy — 1 (93)
A—o0
and hence
lim [Z(N, L) e"NLfﬂ = Z(s) (94)
L—oo

VI. FREE ENERGY DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION

The distribution function of the free energy fluctuations can now be derived following the lines of the general
approach discussed in the Introduction, Eqs.(@)-(IT). According to the definition of the replica partition function,

Eq.(@8),

7 B /+oo _BNF
(N,L) = dF PL(F) € (95)

—0o0
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where Pr(F) is the distribution function of the total free energy of the system. Redefining the replica partition
function according to Eq.([73)) and introducing rescaled free energy fluctuations f according to the definition

1
B
(where fy and A are defined in Eqgs.(7) and (Q))) instead of Eq.(@5) we get

F = foL + =Af (96)

- +oo .
zv.r) = [ drpp e (o7)
where Pr(f) is the distribution function of the free energy fluctuations, which is related with Pr(F) via
Puf) = s PulfoL + 5) (98)
t{0) = g Frljo 3

Taking now the limit L — oo in both sides of Eq.([@7), at fixed AN = s, we obtain

~ +OO
20 = [ daree (%)
where Z(s) is given in Eq(@2), and
P(f) = lim Pr(f) (100)

is the a universal thermodynamic limit distribution function of the free energy fluctuations. This function is obtained
from the relation, Eq.(@9), via inverse Laplace transform

P.(f) = /HOO 55 25 e (101)
* a —ico 27TZ
Substituting here the explicit expression for Z (s), Eq(@2), we find after a trivial integrations,
+oo
P = b exp|= [y i) (102)

where the function ®(x) is defined in Eq.(89).

0.2

0.15

0.05

P
—_—

'
(4]

FIG. 1: The probability distribution function Py (f), eq.(I02)
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This is the central result of the paper. The shape of the distribution function P, (f) is represented in Fig.1. One
can easily check that the function Py (f), Eq.[I02), is positively defined and properly normalized. Indeed, the function
®(x), Eq.(89), is positive for all values of x (—oo < x < 4+00) and its asymptotics are

2
O(x — 400) ~ exp (—513/2) =0
Bz = —0) ~ |z|'? - 400 (103)

Thus, according to Eq.(I02)),

/ T - - / T %exp[— / To dy @(y)] _ (104)

— 00 — 00

The asymptotics form of the left and the right tails are
2
P —o0) ~ e 3172) (105)

P.(f = +00) ~ exp<—cof3/2) (106)

where ¢ ~ 0.11.

VII. DISCUSSION

Obtained result for the distribution function of the free energy fluctuations, Eq.[I02]), is rather surprising. At
present there are exists an appreciable list of statistical systems for which similar distribution functions have been
computed exactly in the thermodynamic limit. These systems are: the polynuclear growth (PNG) model [13], the
longest increasing subsequences (LIS) model [14], the longest common subsequences (LCS) [15], the oriented digital
boiling model [16], the ballistic decomposition model [17], and finally the zero-temperature lattice version of the
directed polymers with a specific (non-Gaussian) site-disorder distribution |18]. It is remarkable that in all these
systems (which are not always look similar) the fluctuations of the quantities which play the role of “energy” are
described by the same distribution function, the so-called the Tracy-Widom (TW) distribution [12].

The result obtained in the present work is not the the Tracy-Widom distribution, although it is widely believed that
the system considered here belongs to the same universality class as the models listed above. It is not clear, however,
which way the term “universality class” should be understood. As far as only the scaling exponents are concerned, all
these systems including the present one, indeed belong to the same universality class. On the other hand, the shapes
of the distribution functions of the systems listed above and the result obtained for the present system are different.
What is really surprising is that they are different not just at the level of “details” but in the qualitative properties,
such as the asymptotic behavior of the left an right tails. The TW distribution Pry (f) is strongly asymmetric in its
asymptotics:

Prw(f — —oc0) ~ exp(—§|f|3/2) (107)

Prw (f = +00) ~ eXP(—ll—Zf?’) (108)

hence, the right tail decays much faster than the left one. In contrast, our distribution function is “almost symmetric
in its right and left tails, cf. Eq.([I03)-(I00), and moreover, due to numerical factors its left tail decays slightly faster
than the right one.

One may propose three possible explanations of the discrepancy discussed above:

(1) All the systems described by the TW distributions are essentially the zero-temperature models, while our system
by its definition is the ”"high-temperature* one. Moreover, formally, our system has no zero-temperature limit at all.
To study the limit T — 0, one would need to introduce a lattice or a ”finite width“ d-function regularization in the
model, cf. Eqs.(I)-@). In both cases, the Bethe anzats solution leading to the result, Eq.([[02), would no longer
be valid. On the other hand, from a general physical point of view the conclusion that the thermodynamic limit of
directed polymers at T'= 0 and in the limit 7" — 0 look different would be quite surprising. In particular, the solution
in the thermodynamic limit of the present system confined to a cylinder geometry reveals no such difference [19].
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(2) Unlike the present system, the disorder in all the systems described by the TW distribution is essentially non-
Gaussian. Formally, any deviation from the Gaussian statistics of the disorder would again ruin our Bethe anzats
solution, and at present it is not clear to what extend this solution is ”stable“ with respect to non-Gaussian deviations.

(3) Much more likely appears the technical problem given by the third option. According to Eq.([@3)) the distribution
function P,(f) is defined by the replica partition function Z(s) at finite (both positive and negative) values of the
parameter s o< L'/3N, which means that in the thermodynamic limit L — oo the function P,(f) is defined by the
replica partition function with the "number of replicas” N — 0 (both positive and negative). In the present work
we have computed the replica partition function for arbitrary positive integer N with the aim to perform an analytic
continuation for the values N — 0. Unfortunately, the analytic continuation from integers to arbitrary (real or
complex) N is unambiguous only if the corresponding function growth at infinity not faster than exp(N). In our case
the partition function growth as exp(IN?3), and hence the knowledge of this function at arbitrary integer N does not
guarantee an unambiguously reconstruction in the region |[N| < 1 [11]. The classical example of such type of situation
is well known in the theory of the mean-field spin-glasses, such as the Sherrington and Kirkpatrick (SK) model [29]
and the Random Energy Model (REM) [30]. For both models one can relatively easy compute the replica partition
functions for arbitrary positive integer number of replicas N, and in both cases the replica partition function growths
as exp(N?) at large N. Further "direct” analytic continuation of these solutions to the region 0 < N < 1 yields
nothing else but the replica-symmetric solutions, which at first sight look sufficiently reasonable (at least in the SK
model), but more detailed investigation reveals that they are unphysical. As we know, the solution which is believed
to be valid in the region 0 < N < 1 reveals the Parisi replica symmetry breaking (RSB) structure (one-step RSB in
the case of REM), and it is derived in terms of a heuristic procedure (directly in the interval 0 < N < 1) and not as
a proper analytic continuation from integer to non integer values of N. Moreover, in the case of REM there is a kind
of the phase transition at N = 0, which means that at negative N the replica partition function should be computed
separately [31].

Although up to the present moment, we have not uncovered any unphysical properties in obtained probability
function P.(f), the above arguments indicate that the present solution, Eq. (I02]), could as well be a kind of a distant
analog of the "replica symmetric approximation”, while the derivation of the ”true” solution would require more
sophisticated ideas.
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Appendix A

Wave functions of quantum bosons with repulsive interactions

Explicitly the eigenstate equation ([BII) reeds

1 & 1., —
%Z(ﬁa\ﬂ(x) + §ﬁ2u25(xa—:vb)\11(x) = —E¥(x) (A1)
a=1 a#b

Due to the symmetry of the wave function with respect to permutations of its arguments it is sufficient to consider it
in the sector

r < T2 < ... < TN (AZ)

as well as at its boundary. Inside this sector the wave function ¥(x) satisfy the equation

1 N
%Zaga\y(x) = —BE¥(x) (A.3)
a=1

which describes N free particles, and its generic solution is the linear combination of N plane waves characterized by
N momenta {q1, 2, ...,qn} = q. Integrating Eq.(A]) over the variable (z;11 — x;) in a small interval around zero,
|zit1 — x| < € = 0, and assuming that the other variables {x;} (with j # 4,7+ 1) belong to the sector, Eq.(A.2), one
easily finds that the wave function ¥ (x) must satisfy the following boundary conditions:

(02,11 — Ony + K) ¥ (x) =0 (A4)

Tit1=2;+0

where k = 3%u. Functions satisfying both Eq. (A3) and the boundary conditions Eq. (A4]) can be written in the
form

N —_—
Uyrogn (@1, zn) = \I/((]l )(x) = C(H [8% — Oy, + fﬂ) det[exp(iqx)] (A.5)
a<b

where C' is the normalization constant to be defined later, and the symbol exp(iqx) denotes the N x N matrix with
the elements exp(igq,xp) (a,b =1, ..., N). First of all, it is evident that being the linear combination of the plane waves,
the above wave function satisfy Eq.(A3]). To demonstrate which way this function satisfy the boundary conditions,
Eq.[A), let us check it, as an example, for the case i = 1. According to Eq.(AR]), the wave function \IJEIN)(X) can be
represented in the form

UM (x) = —(0zy — 0z, — k) IV (%) (A.6)
where
~ N N —_—
\Ing) (x) = C(H [6% — Oy, + /ﬂ [6% — Oy + Ii}) ( H [8% — Oy + m]) det [exp(iqx)] (A7)
a=3 3<a<b

One can easily see that this function is antisymmetric with respect to the permutation of x1 and xo. Substituting

Eq.(A.6) into Eq.(A4) (with ¢ = 1) we get

|
o

[ 0.y -] 50 as)

T2=T1

Given the antisymmetry of the l.h.s expression with respect to the permutation of x; and zo the above condition is
indeed satisfied at boundary x7 = xs.
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Since the eigenfunction \Ing) (x) satisfying Eq.(A)) must be symmetric with respect to permutations of its argu-
ments, the function, Eq.(A]), can be easily continued beyond the sector, Eq.(A2), to the entire space of variables

{z1,22,...,2N} € RN,

N
‘I’gN)(x) = C(H [—i(@ma — (’9%) +irsgn(x, — xb)}> det [exp(iqx)} (A.9)
a<b

where, by definition, the differential operators 9., act only on the exponential terms and not on the sgn(z) functions,
and for further convenience we have redefined i V=1/2C' — C. Explicitly the determinant in the above equation is

N
det[exp(iqx)] = Z(—l)[P] exp[iquaaza} (A.10)

P a=1

where the summation goes over the permutations P of N momenta {q1,ga, ...,qn } over N particles {z1,xa,...,2N},
and [P] denotes the parity of the permutation. In this way the eigenfunction, Eq.[AX9), can be represented as follows

N N
\IJEIN)(X) = CZ(_l)[P] (H [—i(0s, — On,) + irsgn(za — xb)}> exp [iquaxa} (A.11)
P a<b a=1

Taking the derivatives, we obtain

N N
\Ing) (x) = CZ(—l)[P] (H [@p. — dp, + irsgn(z, — xb)]) exp[iqua:Ea] (A.12)

P a<b

It is evident from these representations that the eigenfunctions \Ing)(x) are antisymmetric with respect to permuta-
tions of the momenta g1, ..., qN.

Substituting the expression for the eigenfunctions, Eq.(A5) (which is valid in the sector, Eq.(A2), into Eq.(AZ3)
for the energy spectrum we find

E = iZN:qQ (A.13)
2ﬁ a=1 ‘

Now one can easily prove that the above eigenfunctions with different momenta are orthogonal to each other. Let

us consider two wave functions \I/((:IN)(X) and \I/f;,v) (x) where it is assumed that

G < q < .. < gnN (A.14)
@< ¢y < ... < qy

Using the representation, Eq.[A.I1)), for the overlap of these two function we get

N g (V) T N ()" N
Vo' (x)¥q " (x) E/ d¥x W, (x)\I!gl )(x)

P §,<_1)[Pl+[P’l 1 j de{ (ﬁ[i(a% _0,,) — ixsgn(za — xb)}) exp[_iazNj_lq;,,a xa}} «
‘ { <al];v[b[—i(8za —,,) + irsgn(za — m}) exp [iaziqpaxa} } (A.15)

Integrating by parts we obtain

v U6 = [Cf 3 -y [

P,P/ — 00

—+oo

N
dVx exp [—i Z q;gxa] X (A.16)
a=1

N

N
X <H [—i(@za - 8%) —irsgn(z, — xb)} [—i(aza - 8%) +iksgn(z, — xb)}> exp [z Z qpaa:a] }
a=1

a<b
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or
+oo N N
N)* N / .
\1151' ) (X)\IJ((:I )(x) =|C)? Z(—l)[PH[P ]/ Xexp qu/ T <H (O, — O,)* + /@2}) exp [zquaxa}
P,P’ - a<b a=1
(A.17)
Taking the derivatives and performing the integrations we find
N +oo N
N)* N /
\IJ((J, ) (X)\IJ((:I )(x) = |C)? Z(—l)[P]HP]<H[(qpa —qp)* + /@2}> / Nx exp ’LZ dp. — p
PP/ a<b - a=1

, N N
— (O] Y~ P (H (G, — q)* + nﬂ) [Hm)a(qpa ), )} (A18)

PP’ a<b a=1

Taking into account the constraint, Eq.[A.T4]), one can easily note that the only the terms which survive in the above
summation over the permutations are P = P’; all contributing equal value. Thus, we finally get

- N N
v (U (x) = |CP V! (H (o — a0)? + KP]) [H@w)a(qa - q;>] (A.19)

a<b a=1

With the normalization constant

ICl = (A.20)

VNI [0 — )% + 2]

we conclude that the set of the eigenfunctions, Eq.(AI1) or (A2), are orthonormal. The proof of completeness
of this set is given in Ref. [24]. It should be noted that the above wave functions present the orthonormal set of
eigenfunctions of the problem, Eq.[A]), for any sign of the interactions x, e.i. both for the repulsive, x < 0, and for
the attractive, k > 0, cases. However, only in the case of repulsion this set is complete, while in the case of attractive
interactions, x > 0, in addition to the solutions, Eq.([AI1]), which describe the continuous free particles spectrum,
one finds the whole family of discrete bound eigenstates (which do not exist in the case of repulsion) (see Appendices
B and C).

Appendix B

Ground state of quantum bosons with attractive interactions

The simplest example of the bound state is the one in which all N particles are bound into one finite size ” cluster “:

N N
. 1
\I!l(ll)(x) = C exp {quxa — 1" Z |za —xb|] (B.1)

a=1 a,b=1

where C is the normalization constant (see below) and ¢ is the (continuous) momentum of free center of mass motion.
Substituting this function in Eq.(A]), one can easily check that this is indeed the eigenfunction with the energy
spectrum given by the relation

__Lﬁﬁ;{ __stgn _] (B.2)
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where it is assumed (by definition) that sgn(0) = 0. Since the result of the above summations does not depend on the
mutual particles positions, for simplicity we can order them according to Eq.([(A.2). Then, using well known relations

ngn —xp) = —(N+1-2a) (B.3)
N
> a = %N(N+ 1) (B.4)
a=1
N ) 1
Y a® = sIVHDEN +1) (B.5)

for the energy spectrum, Eq.(B.2), we get

The normalization constant C' is defined by the orthonormality condition
- +o0 N
v 000 (x) = / dry...dey U (WD (%) = (2100 — ) (B.7)

Substituting here Eq.(Bd]) we get

- +00 N
\I/l(;) (x)\Ing)(x) = |C|2/ dzy..dxy exp|: (g—4q") Z ——/<a Z |zq — :cb|]

a,b=1
—+oo +oo oo
= |C|2Nl/ dwl/ / deexp[ q—q) Z.’L‘a-i-liz N +1-2a)z ] (B.8)
- a=1 a=1
where for the ordering, Eq.(A2]), we have used the relation

1 N
3 > Jaa —a| = —Zl(N—l—l—Qa)a:a (B.9)

a,b=1 a=

Integrating first over x, then over z_1, and proceeding until x;, we find

- N—-1 +oo
v et = o (11 ===y [ dorewlivta= e
r=1 e

N-1

2 1 /
= |C|*N! (Hl m) 2m)6(N(g—q'))
= (O s @m)ila — ) (B.10)

According to Eq.(B) this defines the normalization constant

kN N!

— = cW(q) (B.11)

ICl =

Note that the eigenstate described by the considered wave function, Eq.(B.]), exists only in the case of attraction,
K > 0, otherwise this function is divergent at infinity and consequently it is not normalizable.

It should be noted that the wave function, Eq.(B.)), can also be derived from the general eigenfunctions structure,
Eq.(A12), by introducing (discrete) imaginary parts for the momenta q,. We assume again that the position of
particles are ordered according to Eq.(A.2), and define the particles’ momenta according to the rule

o = q— %Ko(N +1—2a) (B.12)
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Substituting this into Eq.(AI2) we get

N

\Ille)(xl <y <..<TN) X Z(—l)[P] <H {(q - %H(N +1-2F,)) — (¢— %H(N +1-2P)) - m)}) X
P N a<b N
X exp [iqz Ta + g (N+1- 2Pa)xa] (B.13)
a=1 a=1
N N o N
x Y (-nl! (H [P, — P, + 1]) exp [iqua +5 > (N+1- 2Pa):va} (B.14)
P a<b a=1 a=1

Here one can easily note that due to the presence of the product HIZL [ P» — P, +1] in the summation over permutations

only the trivial one, P, = a, gives non-zero contribution (if we permute any two numbers in the sequence 1,2,..., N
then we can always find two numbers a < b, such that P, = P, — 1). Thus

N N
\I/él)(xl <x2 < ..<ZITN) X €Xp [iqua + gZ(N +1- 2&)3:4 (B.15)
a=1 a=1

Taking into account the relation, Eq.(B9), we recover the function, Eq.(B)), which is symmetric with respect to its
N arguments and therefore can be extended beyond the sector, Eq.[A2), for arbitrary particles positions. Finally,
substituting the momenta, Eq.(B.I2), into the general expression for the energy spectrum, Eq.(A13), we get

1o i 2
E = ﬁ;[q— AN +1 —2a)] (B.16)

Performing here simple summations (using Egs.(B.4), (B.5)) one recovers Eq.(B.G).

Appendix C

Wave functions of quantum bosons with attractive interactions

1. Eigenfunctions

The general expression for the eigenfunctions both for the case of repulsion and for the case of attraction is given
in Eqs.(33) or B1)-38). A generic eigenfunction is characterized by N momenta parameters {¢,} (¢ = 1,2,...N)
which in the case of attractive interactions may have imaginary parts. It is convenient to group these parameters into
M (1 <M < N) 7vector“ momenta,

)

e = qa — §m(na—|—1—2r) (C.1)
where ¢, (o = 1,2,..., M) are the continuous (real) parameters, and the (discrete) imaginary components of each
7vector“ are labeled by an index r = 1,2, ..., n,. With the given total number of particles equal to IV, the integers n,
have to satisfy the constraint

M
Z N = N (C.2)

In other words, a generic eigenstate is characterized by the discrete number M of complex ”vector “ momenta, by the
set of M integer parameters {ni,na,...,ny } = n (which are the numbers of imaginary components of each ”vector“)
and by the set of M real continuous momenta {q1, g2, ..., qp } = q.
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To understand the structure of the determinant of the N x N matrix exp(i ¢, 3 ), which defines the wave functions,
Eqgs.B1)-B8), the N momenta ¢, = ¢~ can be ordered as follows:

{aa} = {ai, @y o @3 G By s Gogs 5 @ @ oy Y (C.3)
By definition,

N
det[exp(igx)] = Z(—l)[P] exp[iquaxa} (C4)

P a=1

where the summation goes over the permutations of N momenta {q,}, Eq.(C3), over N particles {x1, z2,...,zn }, and
[P] denotes the parity of the permutation. For a given permutation P a particle number a is attributed a momentum

component q‘:((;)). The particles getting the momenta with the same « (having the same real part ¢,) will be called

belonging to a cluster ),. For a given permutation P the particles belonging to the same cluster are numbered by
the 7internal” index r = 1, ...,n,. Thus, according to Eq. (B8],

N N
\IJ((JI)‘{I) (x) = Cé%) Z(—l)[P] (H [—i(0z, — On,) +irsgn(za — :zrb)]) exp [z Z qf((;)) Ia:| (C.5)
P a<b a=1

where Cé,Mn) is the normalization constant to be defined later. Substituting here Eq.(CI) and taking derivatives we
get

. Na(a) = Na(b
Ui (x) = i Y (D] {qam) = Ga(b) ~ m[% —r(a) +r(b) — sgn(za — wb)]] X
P a<b
N o N
X exp {z Z da(a)Ta + 5 Z(na(a) +1—-2r(a))z, (C.6)
a=1 a=1

The pre-exponential product in the above equation contains two types of term: the pairs of points (a,b) which belong
to different clusters (a(a) # «(b)), and pairs of points which belong to the same cluster (a(a) = «(b)). In the last
case, the product I, over the pairs of points which belong to a cluster €2, reduces to

o o< [ [r(b) = r(a) = sen(za — )] (C.7)

a<beN,
As for the ground state wave function Eq. (B.I4)-(B.I5), one can easily note that due to the presence of this product
in the summations over n,! ”internal® (inside the cluster ,) permutations r(a) only one permutation gives non-

zero contribution. To prove this statement, we note that the wave function \I/(]}Q (x) is symmetric with respect to
permutations of its N arguments {z,}; it is then sufficient to consider the case where the positions of the particles
are ordered, #1 < 3 < --- < xn. In particular, the particles {zq,} (kK = 1,2,...,n4,) belonging to the same cluster
2, are also ordered x4, < Tq, < -+ < Zg, - In this case

I, ﬁ[r(l) —r(k) +1] (C.8)

k<l

Now it is evident that the above product is non-zero only for the trivial permutation, (k) = k (since if we permute
any two numbers in the sequence 1,2, ...,n4, we can always find two numbers k < [, such that r(I) = r(k) — 1). In
this case

I, ﬁ[l—k+1] (C.9)
k<l

Including the values of all these ”internal“ products, Eq.([C9), into the redefined normalization constant C’é{‘ﬁ), the
wave function, Eq.(C6) (with 21 < x2 < -+ < zn), reeds

/ il Na(a) — Na(b
v = e80T ] [qa@—qa@)—im[%—r(a)w(bnu x
P a<b
a(a)#a(b)

N N
X exp {z Z da(a)Ta + g Z(na(a) +1—2r(a))z, (C.10)
a=1 a=1
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where the product now goes only over the pairs of particles belonging to different clusters, and the symbol 3 P/ means
that the summation goes only over the permutations P in which the ”internal” indices r(a) are ordered inside each
cluster.

Note that although the positions of particles belonging to the same cluster are ordered, the mutual positions of
particles belonging to different clusters could be arbitrary, so that geometrically the clusters are free to ” penetrate *
each other. In other words, the name ”cluster“ does to assume geometrically compact particles positions.

Now using the symmetry of the wave function \I/( )( ) with respect to the permutations of its arguments the
expression in Eq.(CI0) can be easily continued beyond the the sector z1 < x9 < ... < zy for the entire coordinate
space Ry. Using the relations

Z (N +1—=2r(a))z, = Z( +1-2k)z,, = —= Z ’xak xal (C.11)
a€Qq k=1 kl 1
and
(ne +1—2k) ngn Tay, — Ta,) (C.12)

(where 24, < T4, < ... < Zq,_ ), the wave function \Ilél]}/,[l) (x), Eq.(CI0Q), with arbitrary particles positions reeds

N

’ K K .
M) = e =P ] |:qa(a) o) + 5 > sen(w, — ) — 5 > sen(ay — ae) + ik sgn(za — ap)
P a<b c€Qq(a) c€Qa(v)
a(a)F#a(b)
K M
orfe S i 3 o] ©19

Here the summation goes only over the permutations P of the momenta, Eq.(C3), in which ”internal” indices r(a)
in the clusters are ordered according to the actual spatial ordering of the particles belonging to these clusters (i.e.
r(a) increases from the smallest z, in the cluster to the largest one). This wave function can also be re-written in the
more compact form:

N

wM)( M)Z DT [—i(@ma—(%b)—i—msgn(xa—ivb)]] exp [iiqa > xa—gi Z «—Tar ]

a<b a=1 a€Ny
a(a) o)
(C.14)

2. Orthogonality

We define the overlap of two wave functions characterized by the two sets of parameters, (M, n,q) and (M',n’,q’)
as

“+o0
Qe = [ e el e (C.15)
Substituting here Eq.(CI4) we get
+oo

P P

( fv[ {i(ama—amb)—msgn(xa—:vb])exp[—zz% Zxa__z Z _xb@ "

a<b =1 acfY, a=1a,beQ,
o (a)#a’ (b)
N
X( H |:_i(6ma _6mb)+iﬁsgn(xa_xb :|>6Xp|: ZQQ Z xa__z Z _$b|:|

a<b = acy a=1a,beQ,
a(a)F#a(b)
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where {Q,} and {Q,} denote the clusters of the permutations P and P’ correspondingly. Integrating by parts we
obtain

QU a.a) = Sy e [ e _—ZZ% Z ta - —Z Z ‘““’b}

P P a=1 acQY, a=1a,beQ,

><( ﬂ [—z’(a% — Oy,) — iksgn(zq — :cb)-) ( ﬁ [—z’(a% — 0y,) +irsgn(z, — xb)D X

a<b a<b
o’ (a)#a’ (b) a(a)#a(b)

M
Xexp[ ZQQ Z xa_gz Z |xa_$b| (017)

a=1 a€Ny a=1a,beQ, -

First, let us consider the case when the integer parameters of the two functions coincide, M = M’ and n = n’, and
for the moment let us suppose that all these integer parameters {n,} are different, 1 < n; < ng < ... < nps. Then,
in the summations over the permutations in Eq.(CI1), we find two types of terms:

(A) the "diagonal” ones in which the two permutations coincide, P = P’ ;

(B) the ”off-diagonal” ones in which the two permutations are different, P # P’.

The contribution of the ”diagonal “ ones reeds

+o00 Nea M N
QMM (a,) = CPWCl ZP:/_OO "X exp {_ZZ"C‘ XQ: v Z Z _‘”'] -
= a€ a=1a,beQ

N M
(T [~ -0a)7 ) el an S PO IIEE - (C19
a<b =1  a€Qq a=1a,be
a(a)F#a(b)

It is evident that all permutations a(a) in the above equation give the same contribution and therefore it is sufficient
to consider only the contribution of the ”trivial“ permutation which is represented by line in Eq.([C3]). The cluster
ordering given by this permutation we denote by «p(a). For this particular configuration of clusters we can redefine
the particles numbering, so that instead of a ”plane“ index a = 1,2,..., N the particles would be counted by two
indices (a,7): {zo} = {28} (a =1,..., M) (r = 1,...,n,) indicating to which cluster a a given particle belongs and
what is its ”internal“ cluster number r. Due to the symmetry of the integrated expression in Eq.(CI8]) with respect
to the permutations of the particles inside the clusters, we can introduce the ”internal“ particles ordering for every
cluster: z¢ < x§ < ... <z{ . In this way, using the relation, Eq.(CII]), we get

M

(M, M) , M) (M) N! | +o0 . +o0 . +o0 .
Qn.’n’ (q; q ) = C Oq n m H Nea: d.Il - d.IQ - dxna X
o no—1

=1 - 1

M ng
xexp[—zanZx + - ZZna—i—l—% ]

alrl

(] 00 ])

a<fBr=1r'=1

M nea
xexp{anZx + = ZZna+1—2r } (C.19)

alrl

where the factor N!/nql..mp! is the total number of permutations of M clusters over N particles. Taking the
derivatives and reorganizing the terms we obtain

K

M no 7p )
[ a_qB_E(na_”ﬂ_%'i‘%l)] +f<a2]>><

R aa) = cgpegym (TT T

a<fBr=1lr'=1

M 400 +00 +o0
H / dw‘f‘/ dxg..../ o @ i(aa=a) D12y a4 1% (et 1-20)a (0 90)

« [e3
1 Tra—1
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Simple integrations over z¢ yields (cf. Egs.(B.S)-(B.11)

M n, ng .
QUM (@) = () N <H 111 [[% 45— 5 (na = —2r+27“’>]2+"2]> g

a<fBr=1lr'=1

M

H [ (o] zﬂna (27)6(a —q;)] (C.21)

Now let us prove that the ”off-diagonal* terms of Eq.(CId), in which the permutations P and P’ are different,
give no contribution. Here we can also chose one of the permutations, say the permutation P, to be the ”trivial“ one
represented by line in Eq.(C3]) with the cluster ordering denoted by ag(a). Given the symmetry of the wave functions
it will be sufficient to consider the contribution of the sector z; < x3 < ... < @, . According to Eq.(CI7), we get

QUMM™ (q,¢) Z/(—l)“y]/m Nx eXp{—qua Z Ta — —Z Z —wbl] X

P’ 1<"'<I"N = acq, a=1a,be,
N N
X ( H [—i(aza - 3@%) +iksgn(z, — xb)}) ( H [—i(aza - 8%) —irsgn(r, — xb)]>
a<b a<b
ao(a)F#ao(b) o (a)#a’ (b)
M o M
X exp |1 o Tq + = ne +1—2r(a))x, C.22
p[;q PIERS HIPl @)z (C.22)

Here the symbols {09} denote the clusters of the trivial permutation ag(a). Since P’ # P, some of the clusters €2,
must be different from 9. As an illustration, let us consider a particular case of N = 10, with three clusters n; =5
(denoted by the symbol ”(O“) , na = 2 (denoted by the symbol ” x “) and n3 = 3 (denoted by the symbol *A):

particle number a||1]2(3|4|5|6|7|8|9]|10
permutation ag(a) [|[O|O|O|O|O| x| x| A|A|A
permutation o'(a) [|[O|O|O[A O x| x|O|A|A

Here in the permutation o/(a) the particle a = 4 belong to the cluster « = 3 (and not to the cluster « = 1 as in
the permutation ag(a)), and the particle a = 8 belong to the cluster &« = 1 (and not to the cluster & = 3 as in the
permutation ag(a)). Now let us look carefully at the structure of the products in Eq.(C22]). Unlike the first product,
which contains no ”internal “ products among particles belonging to the cluster ¢, the second product does. Besides,
the signs of the differential operators ((’“)ma — 8%) in the second product is opposite to the "normal“ ones in the first
product (cf. Egs.(CA)-(CA). It is these two factors (the presence of the ”internal“ products and the ”wrong* signs
of the differential operators) which makes the ”off-diagonal“ contributions, Eq.([C22]), to be zero. Indeed, in the above
example, the second product contains the term

o = |Fi(0n — 0.) +in exp an St 53 S et 1 - 2l ] (C.23)
a=1 acf? a=1a€c?

(we remind that the particles in the clusters Q2 are ordered, and in particular x4 < x5). Taking the derivatives, we
get

Iy 5 o {— (iql + g(nl +1—2r(4)) —iq — g(m +1- 2r(5))) +K

< [r(4)—r(B)+1] =0 (C.24)

since in the first cluster r(a) = a.
One can easily understand that the above example reflect the general situation. Since all the cluster sizes n, are
supposed to be different, whatever the permutation o’'(a) is, we can always find a cluster 9 such that some of its
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particles belong to the same cluster number « in the permutation «/(a) while the others do not. Then one has to
consider the contribution of the product of two neighboring number points

b1 = | =100 = Oy +m] exp[ an > wat = Z > (o +1—2r(a))z, (C.25)

a=1 1954 a=1a€eQ?,

where in the permutation o/(a) the particle k& belong to the cluster number o and the particle (k + 1) belong to some
other cluster. Taking the derivatives one gets

I pyr o [r(k)—r(k+1)+1] =0 (C.26)

as r(a) is the "internal“ particle number in the cluster Q9, where r(k + 1) = r(k) + 1 (cf. Egs.(CX)-(C3).
Thus, the only non-zero contribution to the overlap, Eq.(CI5), of two wave function \IJEII,\Q (x) and \I/g{\ﬁ) (x) (having

the same number of clusters M and characterized by the same set of the integer parameters 1 < nj; < ng < ... < mnyy)
comes from the ”diagonal“ terms, Eq.(C.21):

Q) — (48" TT ||

M

x(ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ [[qa g - %(na_nﬁ_2r+2w)]z+n2b 11 l(27r)5(qa — )

a<fr=1r'=1 a=1

(C.27)

The situation when there are clusters which have the same numbers of particles n,, is somewhat more complicated.
Let us consider the overlap between two wave function \I!((]I,V[t)l(x) and \I/g,\{l) (x) (which, as before have the same M
and n) such that in the set of M integers ni,na,...,nps there are two ng,’s which are equal, say ng, = na, (Where
a1 # az). In the eigenstate (q',n) these two clusters have the center of mass momenta ¢;,, and ¢,,, and in the the
eigenstate (q, n) they have the momenta g, and g, correspondingly. According to the above discussion, the non-zero
contributions in the summation over the cluster permutations a(a) and o (a) in Eq.(CIT) appears only if the clusters
{04} of the permutation a(a) totally coincide with the clusters {Q/ } of the permutation o/(a). In the case when all n,
are different this is possible only if the permutation «(a) coincides with the permutation o’(a). In contrast to that, in
the case when we have n,, = nq,, there are two non-zero options. The first one, as before, is given by the ”diagonal
terms with «(a) = o/(a) (so that the clusters {2, } and {Q,} are just the same), and this contribution is proportional
t0 0(qa, — qh,) 0(gas — q4,). The second (”off-diagonal“) contribution is given by such permutation o/ (a) in which the
cluster €, (of the permutation o’(a)) coincide with the cluster 2., (of the permutation a(a)) and the cluster €2,
(of the permutation o/(a)) coincide with the cluster €2, (of the permutation a(a)) while the rest of the clusters of
these two permutations are the same, 2/, = Q, (a # a1, a2). Correspondingly, this last contribution is proportional
to 0(qa;, — 44,) 0(gay — q7,) (—1)™1. In fact this situation with two equivalent contributions is the consequence of

the symmetry of the wave function \If( )( ): the permutation of two momenta ¢,, and g4, belonging to the clusters
which have the same numbers of partlcles Ny = Mo, produces just the factor (—1)™ 1 (see discussion below Eq.(52))).
Therefore considering the clusters with equal numbers of particles as equivalent and restricting analysis to the sectors
Gay < Gas’ o, < G, we find that the second contribution, §(¢a, — ¢5,,) 0(¢a, — ¢,) is identically equal to zero, thus
returning to the above result Eq.(C.27]).
In a generic case the M-component vector n can be represented in the form
n = {my,..., my,Ma,...,Ma, ...... My weey MU + (C.28)
——— ————

S1 S2 Sk
where s1 4+ s2 + ... + sy = M and k integers {m;} (1 < k < M) are all supposed to be different:
1<m <mag <...<my (C.29)

Due to the symmetry with respect to the momenta permutations inside the subsets of equal n’s it is sufficient to
consider the wave functions in the sectors
g1 < g2 <..<{(s ; (0.30)
s14+1 < Gs;4+2 < .. < (Qs1+4s5 3

Qo1+ tsp 141 < Goi4otsp 142 < oo < Gsy4.dsp_1+s
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In this representation we again recover the above result Eq.(C.27)

Finally, let us consider the overlap of two eigenstates described by two different sets of integer parameters, n’ # n.
In fact this situation is quite simple because if the clusters of the two states are different from each other, it means
that in the summation over the pairs of permutations P and P’ in Eq.(CI7) there exist no two permutations for
which these two sets of clusters {Q,} and {Q,} would coincide. Which, according to the above analysis, means that
this expression is equal to zero. Note that the condition M’ # M automatically implies that n’ # n.

Thus we have proved that

M M
Qua(a.a) = (C{D)" 60, 21") ( ) ( (2m)e >) :
a=1 a=1
- Moe 2o 1K 9
XNt H [ (ng! 2,€na‘| <H H H [[Qa — 48— ?(na —ng —2r +2r')] +I€2]> (C.31)
a=1 a<fr=1r'=1

where the integer parameters {n,} and {n/,} are assumed to have the generic structure represented in Eqs.(C.28)-
(C29), and the momenta {q,} and {q,} of the clusters with equal numbers of particles are restricted in the sectors,

Eq.(C30). Finally, according to Eq.(C.31), the orthonormality condition defines the normalization constant Cé,Mn) as
it is given in Eq.(G3).

Appendix D

In this Appendix we simplify the last term in the r.h.s of Eq.([72)), and prove that

VR o ) e U T R T T { I (0.1)
i o =45 = F o —ns =2 200 462 Jaa — g5~ § (0 + )

We rewrite IT as

; . 2
12 112 (90 = Fna) = (48 — np) +in(r —17)]

II = - , , ,
| 2 (Ga — %ng +isr) — (g3 — Lng + ikr") — ik| [(qa — Eng +i67) — (g8 — Lng + ikr’) + ik
r=111r'=1 2 2 2 2 ( )
D.2
Redefining the indices r and " of the product in the left brackets [}, of the denominator
r— ng+1l-—r (D.3)
r—= ng+1—1"
we find
Ne n ik . 2
I = . Hr:l B ‘(Q(x - nOt) - (qB B 7nﬂ) + ’LKJ(T' B T/)‘ i (D 4)
[52 T1 [(da + 5 na) — (a5 ¥ 7%) - Z/’»(7“ =7+ D][(ga = Fna) = (g5 — Fnp) +ir(r — 1" +1)]
or

Na ng _ ik _ _ ik . ! 2
o — HT:1 =1 ‘(th ) na) (QB 2 n:@) + m(r r )’ (D.5)

N n 1K 1K . 2
Hr:l r/ﬁzl ’(Qa - 7”(1) - (Qﬂ - 7”6) +ik(r —1" + 1)’

Now, shifting the product over r in the denominator by 1 we obtain

; ; . 2 ; ; _ 2
[ T | (Ge = 5na) — (gs — Gng) +in(r =) 11 (90 — Fna) — (g8 — Fnp) +in(l — 1)

na+1 0 ik ik : 2 n, ik ; 2
[T TE [(ga — %na) = (g5 — Bng) +ik(r — 1) [T [(ga — %na) — (g5 — Hnp) + ir(ng + 2 - 7‘)’)\
D.6
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Redefining 7’ in the product in the denominator,

= ng+1—1

(D.7)
we obtain
j ; . 2 , , ' )
1= I [0 = %n0) = (g5 — Fng) —in(r' = D" T1V0 |(0 — %0) = (g5 = np) — in(r’ —1)|
, ; —
[T [(ga + %na) — (g5 + Lng) +irr’|

ng iR _ ik ) 2 (DS)
Hw:1 |(%¢ 3 Ne) (QB 2 ”ﬁ) KT ‘

Finally, shifting the product in the numerator by (—1), we get

-1 ; ; .2 ; ; 2
o I (e = $na) — (@ = $n) = inr' T (g = Sna) — (a5 = )|

|(ga — %na) — (gp — §np) —irng|

2

_ 0 — 95— B (na — np)|
4o — a5 — & (na +np)|”

(D.9)

; ; 2
[ ’(% — %na) — (g5 — Tng) — mr"

which proves Eq. (D).

Next, we substitute Eq. (D.J)) into the expression Eq. ({2)) for the partition function Z(N, L) and represent it in
the form Eq. ([[3]), where

+oo
2y = [ gEos ety

M + M
H/ Tdga 175 S g, N ) @ H DLt 5 DL
L) 27 Kng ’

M=2 ni..ny=1a=1"" a=1
2
— %(n n
x g0 — 95 i( o B)L (D.10)
aep |da = ap = % (na +np)|

Redefining all the momenta

1/3
o = (T) Pa (Dll)

and introducing a new parameter

(D.12)
we rewrite:
L, 2
= X D.13
p5da = M (D.13)
QQ_Qﬁ_%(na_nﬁ) _ pa_p,@_)‘(na_n,@) (D 14)
Ga — s — (Mo +n3)  Pa— s — A(na +ng)
and obtain the integrals:
+ooda1 +ooda)\ “+oo m +ooda +oo m
/ daa 1 7y / i_/ dre et L] = / dpa [T g g dnat [ ] (D.15)
oo 2T KNg oo 2T K g oo AT o

Substituting the transformations, Eq.(D.13)-(D15)), into Eq.(D.10), we get Eq.(75).
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Appendix E

To perform the summation over nq,...,ny in Eq.(78), let us modify the pre-exponential factor:

M : 2 M .
_ [Pa — pp — iA(na — )| (Ipa — psl + iX(na — np))
’ aEIﬂ |Po — 5 — iA(1a + ng)|” al;lﬁ \/(Ipa — pgl +iAna +1p)) (IPa — Ppl — iX(na +np))

We introduce the auxiliary fields xag, ¢ag, and ¥, to generate the numerator

. 0 .
(Ipa = psl +iX(na —np)) = 5=—-exp|(Ipa = psl +iA(na —15)) Xas] (E2)
XO‘B Xap=0
and the denominators
1 T dpg, 1 _
. = / \/2_ﬂ exp [—§(|pa — pgl +iX(na + nﬁ))qsiﬁ} (E.3)
Ty L
1 T dipag 1 _ 5
' = Texp —§(|pa — pgl —z)\(na—i-ng))waﬁ (E.4)
V(pa = psl = iA(na +ng))  J-eo V2T
Combining together Eqs.([E2)-(E.4]) we rewrite the prefactor as
¥ dpapdap 0 RS RS
(H J[ e O Y expl <55 = sl + 02— 2ras) + XD o (85)
a#p a#fB a=1 {Xap}=0
where
M
B#a
Introducing now the integro-differential operator
A too g a8dPe, o 1M _ 2 2
/gM(p; Vox) = {H // : §w¢ ; ox ﬁ:| 3 Tl [paps| (0254625 -2xen) (E.7)

atB

as well as the integration operator

+oo +o0 d o )
/DM(va H / / oo [77 g, Ai(yYa + ta +12) (E.8)

the partition function, Eq.(8), can be represented as follows

Z(N,\) = / Di(y,p) exp(ANy) +

[e%s} o v v
. ; AYa+ina )Na
+ M/DM(y,p)/QM(p; vodx) Y 6(2 N, N) I (Yatina) (E.9)
M=2 ni..ny=1 Sa=1 =
Next we prove that
o M
S0 = S et o3 ) -
ni..npy=1 a=1
_ V@2 as anm L a as _ au .

' (a1 —az) (a1 —a3) " (a1 — anr) (a2 —a1) (a2 —a3) (a2 — ar)
N ai a apr N aj az apr—1
P as —ar) (a3 —a2) (@5 —anr) T M e —a) (ot —a2) " (anr — ani—1)

+ a (E.10)
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To unbound the summations over ny,no, ..., nys in the above series, let us introduce the integral representation of the
Kronecker symbol:
dz m—k—1

8(k, m) = (E.11)

D i
where both k£ and m are assumed to be positive integers and the integration in the complex plane goes over a closed
contour C around zero. Using this representation we obtain

S(N, M) = j{c ;ﬂi N-1 H Z <““) ) (E.12)

a=1ln,=1

where it is assumed that the radius Re of the the contour C is big enough, namely R¢ > max, |aq|, so that all the
complex numbers a1, as, ...,ap are contained inside C. In this case all the summations in Eq.(EI2) are convergent,
and we find

dz a a a
S(NNM) = ¢ — N1 2 =2 . M
( ) fé 2mi i (z—a1) (z—a2) (z—anm)

Since the above integral is equal to the sum of M pole contributions at z = a, (a =1,2,...M), one gets Eq.(EI0Q).
Now substituting Eq.(EI0) (with aq = exp[AM(ya + i1a)]) into Eq.(E9) we obtain

(E.13)

Z(N,\) = / Di(y,p) exp(ANy) +

M eA(ya +i77a)

oo 1 R .
2 M/DM(y’p)/gM(p; %90 M [ o — g
M=2 ' a=2 -

where we have used the symmetry of the expressions in Egs.(E1), (E.8) with respect to permutations of {(ya +i74)}-

(E.14)

Appendix F

In this Appendix, we show that, independently of the values of the momenta p, and the parameter s, the integro-
differential factor in Eq. ([87) provides unity,

G = [ Gutp: g0 €7 HN — 1 (F.1)
Substituting here the definitions, Eqs(E.6) and (ET), the factor G can be split into two factors
G =6G460Gp (F.2)
where
“+o0
g |: // dwagdd)aﬁ 88 :| e_l a#ﬂ ‘Pa pB| Q[-}-‘rd)aﬂ_zx‘lﬁ) (F?))
2<a#B T Xop {Xap}=0
and
ﬁ / /+°° dpardpar 0 / /+°° draddra 0 ]
2 — 00 2 8xa1 — o 2T 6X1a
| M M
X exXp |:_§ Z ‘pa - pl‘(wil + d)?xl + U)%a + (b%a) + Z ‘pa _p1|(Xa1 + Xla) +
a=2 a=2
;M M
+55 D0 — a0 — 0 + 85 D00~ )| (F.1)
a=2 a=2 {Xa1:x10}=0



For the factor G4, Eq.(E.3), we easily find

M 1

1

Ga =

In a similar way we obtain for the factor G

3 e dwal 1
0:!;[2/00 mexp(_§[|pa p1| — 18 w 1)

O [ e 1
L (b )

M

GB

exp( [pa — p1| — is] Xal)

X H X
= Xa1=0
M

= H )2 + 82 X [(pa —p1)* +5%] = 1

which proves Eq.(E.T]).

2§1a_[7é6 NI | V/Ipa = ps]

<1/

a=2

iyl

a=2

a=2

M
H afla P

"Pa—P,B‘ =1
T dgq 1 ,
. \Z—l p(—§[|pa—p1|+28}¢il) X
T dpra 1 _
[ (il pi+idet)

([Ipa —pil+ z‘sbaa)

X1a=0
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