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Abstract

We consider the effective conformal field theory with symmetry Wi oo X W1ioo
that describes the thermodynamic limit of the Calogero-Sutherland model. In
the repulsive regime of the free fermion formulation, we identify an attractive in-
teraction between opposite moving particle-hole pairs that dominates the short
distance behavior and that is proposed as responsible for the destabilization of
the ground state, leading to a new one of bosonic nature. The process is de-
scribed by a Bogoliubov transformation of the free fermion bilinear operators
into bosonic ones, preserving the form of the Wi ., algebra but decoupling
the opposite chirality terms in the hamiltonian, as expected in the low energy
limit. In coordinate space this interaction has a short range component that
arises due to the quantum regularization of the theory. The described dynam-
ical process may be considered as a mechanism of the emergence of the known
charge and quantum statistics fractionalization of the low lying excitations of
the theory, as predicted in both first and second quantization studies.
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The Calogero-Sutherland (CS) model [1, 2] of non-relativistic fermions has been
studied in both its first and second quantized forms, leading to interesting physical
phenomena, like charge and statistics fractionalization (anyonic character of its low
energy excitations) [3, 4] as well as quantum fluidity of the Benjamin-Ono class [5]
in the thermodynamic limit [6, 7]. Due to the first property, it has been proposed as
candidate model for describing the Laughlin fluids in the quantum Hall effect (QHE)
8], as well as other similar systems. This identification, however, faces two difficulties:
i) the need for a chiral projection (due to the magnetic field in the QHE) that is
absent in the original, parity preserving theory and, i) the compressible character
of the corresponding quantum fluid, which does not match the incompressibility of
the Laughlin theory. Actually, the compressibility x of the CS quantum fluid may be
calculated from the expression 1/k o du/dN, where i is the chemical potential found
in [9, 10] and N the particle number, yielding x oc 1/£2, where £ is a reparametrization
of the coupling constant of the CS model g, as defined momentarily. Therefore, the
CS quantum fluid describes a gas, rather than a liquid, that sustains density waves
of the Benjamin-One class (solitons and anti solitons of width governed by ). It
may describe a 1D section of the 2D bulk (magneto-rotons) or a higher temperature
phase of the quantum incompressible fluid, sharing with it the charge and statistics
fractionalization, but this is left as an open issue. The origin of the anyonic character
is still, to the best of our knowledge, an open question. This property is expected
to be the consequence of a dynamical process due to a strong attractive interaction
between pairs of fermions that destabilize the free fermion vacuum inducing a new
type of ground state, in which low lying excitations are anyons. The origin of the
special properties of the CS model may be traced down to the peculiar properties of
the 1/r? interactions [11] in 3D, from which we list just two:

i) It resembles a ‘centrifugal barrier’ Up(r) = L?/(2mr?) = h*((¢ + 1)/(2mr?) in
3D systems subject to a central potential, such that orbital angular momentum L is
conserved and the resulting planar motion may be rewritten in terms of the radial
evolution only (¢ is the quantum number of orbital angular momentum).

it) For dimensional reasons, it yields the only scale-free potential in quantum
mechanics, in units such that h =1

In the following we will be focusing on the Sutherland model, a 1D theory with
pairwise interaction potential proportional to the inverse square distance in 3D space.
Consider a system of N non-relativistic (1 + 1)-dimensional spinless fermions on a
circumference of length L, with Hamiltonian [2] (in units where i = 1 and 2m = 1,
with m being the mass of the particles)
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where x; (i = 1,...,N) is the coordinate of the i-th particle along the circumference,
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and g, the dimensionless coupling constant. Ground state stability imposes g > —1/2,
with both attractive (—1/2 < g < 0) and repulsive (0 < g¢) regimes. A standard
reparametrization of the coupling constant is given by g = 2£(£ — 1), so that £ > 0,
where 0 < £ < 1 is the attractive region and 1 < £ the repulsive one. Note that the
parameter can be rewritten as £ = ¢+ 1, where ¢ can be interpreted as the quantum
number of orbital angular momentum. In the following, we shall consider the repulsive
regime because it is the one relevant for charge and statistics fractionalization, in the
sense of the QHE.

Consider now the thermodynamic limit of the CS model (1). Our description is
based on the effective field theory [12] obtained in [9, 10, 13] by reformulating the
system dynamics in terms of fields describing the low energy fluctuations of the 1D
Fermi surface (two isolated points, actually). The suitable fermionic fields are ob-
tained from non-relativistic fermionic free fields, and the EFT is obtained by taking
the thermodynamic limit N — oo properly on the fields and hamiltonian. Two sets
of relativistic Weyl fermion fields are obtained around each of the Fermi points. In
the last step, the hamiltonian is rewritten in terms of new fields that obey the Wi
algebra [14, 15]. It is a key step in our approach, as it allows to diagonalize the
hamiltonian and find the Hilbert space of the EFT by using to good advantage the
algebraic properties of the Wy, algebra. Bosonization of the interacting fermion
fields [16] may be achieved by finding bosonic realizations of the algebra. The entire
procedure has been termed algebraic bosonization. The structure of the Hilbert space
is obtained in the framework of extended conformal field theory (CFT) [17]. The rele-
vant theories are (¢,¢) = (1,1) CFTs of a compactified free boson field with extended
symmetry Wiio X Wiis and chiral and antichiral sectors that are isomorphic (c
and € are the central charges of the chiral and antichiral sectors). The Hilbert space
and partition function for these theories are known and their dynamics is given by
the specific CS hamiltonian [7]. Alternative descriptions of the effective field theory
may be found in [18, 19, 20, 21].

The general form of the Wi ., algebra satisfied by the operators VJ, with j =

m?

0,1,2,... and m integer is:
[ VEVE ] = G— i)V + (i g m)VEETP 4+ 096 e d(i ), (2)

where the structure constants ¢(i, j, ¢, m) and d(i,¢) are polynomial in their argu-

ments, c¢ is the central charge, and the dots denote a finite number of terms involving
i+ —2k

the operators V"7,

or bosonic operators. The first realization is useful for identifying the correct hamil-

. The ¢ =1 Wy, algebra can be realized by either fermionic

tonian operator content, and is given by:
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with { ag, alT } = Or, and all other anticommutators vanishing. These are explicit

expressions for the right (R) Fermi point with analogous ones for the left (L) one.
In obtaining these results, the standard procedure of considering a shell of O(v/N)
momentum modes around each Fermi point, and then taking the N — oo limit has
been applied [10] . The fermionic ground state | 2 ) is a highest-weight state with
respect to the Wy, operators, i.e., V/| Q )g =0, £ > 0,7 > 0, which expresses the
incompressibility of the Fermi sea. The operators defined in (3) satisfy the Wi,
algebra.

The effective hamiltonian may be given as power series in 1/N in the Wi, basis
according to [13, 10]:
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The last term includes a four-fermion interaction that has diverse pieces. Consider the
middle term in (7). Notice that it provides an attractive interaction. The coefficient |/|
is the matrix element of the four-body interaction between pairs of fermion bilinears
in momentum space. It grows linearly with the exchanged momentum /¢, which is also
a measure of orbital angular momentum in the spatial domain. This exchange may
occur between particle-hole pairs on the same Fermi point as well as in backward
scattering processes. Given that all other matrix elements in (7) are constant, we
conclude that this attractive interaction dominates the short distance, high energy
dynamics of the system. The free fermion ground state may become unstable under
the effect of this interaction.



The quadratic form (upon use of the Sugawara formula) in the RHS of (6) can be
diagonalized by the following Bogoliubov transformation

W9 = V9 cosh3+V?, sinhp
W9 = V%, sinhB+V) coshp (8)

for all ¢, with tanh28 = ¢/(2 + g). Moreover, the Bogoliubov transformation diag-
onalizes (7) as well [13, 10]. The new basis of Wi, operators must be bosonic,
corresponding to interacting fermions. The new ground state | Q) is a highest-weight
state with respect to the new Wy ., operators, namely W Q) =0, ¢ > 0,7 > 0.
Notice that | © ) is a highly correlated state in terms of the free fermionic vaccum
| ©Q )o, a result implied by the Bogoliubov transformation as well.

The Wi, algebra may be realized in terms of a chiral bosonic field by a gener-
alized Sugawara construction [15] . In fact,defining the right and left moving modes,
ay and @, of a free compactified boson ([ay,, ] = ENdpymo and similarly for the
@, operators), the commutation relations (10) are satisfied by defining W (we only
write the expressions for ¢ = 0,1, 2) as:

Wg = Oy
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W, = 5 Z Sy 9)
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and analogously for the operators Wi in terms of @,. The naive generalization of (9)
to higher values of conformal spin is incorrect (for example, see [10]).

For the case of the CS EFT, ¢ = 1, and all the relevant commutation relations
are:

WOWS | = c&ldnmo
WLWO | = —m W,
r 1 C
W%,W&n = (ﬁ—m)W}+m+E€(£2—1)5g+m70 s
WEWS | = —2m Wy, (10)
: : 1
WEWL | = C=2m) Wi, = (m=m) Wi,
— , | = n—2m +m n° +2m° —nm —
wew? 2n = 2m) W, + =5 (207 + 2m 8) W i
n(n* —1)(n? —4)
180 Ontmo

The first and third equations in (10) show that the generators W { satisfy the Abelian
Kac-Moody algebra U(1), and the generators W} the Virasoro algebra, respectively.
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The operators W obbey the same algebra (10) with central charge ¢ = 1 and com-
mute with the all the operators W. For this reason, the complete EFT of the CS
model is a (¢,¢) = (1,1) CFT, but since both chiral and antichiral sectors are isomor-
phic, we will often consider one of them for simplicity.

The effective hamiltonian is the following operator:

Hos = (27'(”0\/%)2{[§W8+%Wé+%<iwg_
Cpfamairem)

where £ = (1 + \/W) /2 is the parameter defined after (1). Note that £ = 1
corresponds to the free fermion case. The operators W }* in (11) are the lowest (in
m = i+ 1, where ¢ is the conformal spin [17]) generators of the Wi ., algebra.
The terms in the W (W) operators describe the dynamics at the right (R) (left
(L)) Fermi point, respectively. We remark that the complete factorization of (11)
into chiral and antichiral sectors is a consequence of the Bogoliubov transformation
(8) that decouples both sectors, generically mixed by backward scattering terms in
the fermionic form of the hamiltonian obtained in the thermodynamic limit [13, 10].
Ultimately, the disappearance of the terms that mix chirality in the low energy EFT
is expected as the Fermi momentum provides a large energy scale. For the same
reason, a factorization is consistent with the absence of an energy scale and, therefore,
conformal invariance.

We now turn our attention to the attractive four-fermion interaction of (7), con-
veniently normal ordered (dropping a constant term):

Hott = — g(2”> ZE(VD VLV, VI+VIVY) (12)
The third term dominates in the UV region of large momenta because it involves
backward scattering processes, of the order of the Fermi momentum, It is expected
to correspond to a short-range potential in coordinate space, given that, e.g., the 2D
Haldane psedupotentials in the QHE have four-fermion matrix elements that grow as
(% (for £ > 1) [22]. To show it, we consider the interaction matrix elements (k > 0)
of the chiral sector

Mk =2 (%”)2 k (13)

Inverse Fourier transforming these coefficients we expect to find an effective potential
interaction in x coordinate space (z = R is the coordinate along the circumference
of radius R = L/(27) and represents here the relative coordinate between two nearby
particles). The interacting particles are bosons (particle-hole pairs) that move on



opposite directions.

A@) = %/_oo Alk) 7 = =3 <N2> iax/o © (14)
We obtain
N? T
Vgr(e) = SA@) = g |5 + imd @) ] (15)

where prime denotes derivative with respect to the argument. The first term of (15)
coincides with the interaction in (1) for small z and expresses the projection of the
3D 1/r? potential onto the 1D space of the circumference. The second term is a short
range, 'dipolar’ pseudopotential of the form

Va(z) = ig 7T5/<SL’) , (16)

Pseudoptentials of this type have been studied (see e.g., [23]). However, in this case
it is imaginary, rendering the potential non-hermitian and signaling time instability.
We could trace back the origin of this term to the regularization conditions on the
matrix elements of (12) (see [13, 10]), such that all momenta are bounded by a UV
cutoff that is removed when taking the thermodynamic limit. Starting from a 3D
1/r? potential, the definition of the 1D EFT, in terms of the x coordinate, demands
further specification: it is required by the monodromy that defines quantum statistics
and convenient for describing opposite moving particles. Quantum regularization in
the spatial domain could be achieved by enlarging the circumference radially onto a
ribbon by point-splitting techniques. In an infinitesimal arc of the circumference, the
chord between its extremes provides a physical realization of the ribbon thickening
of the space domain. In local complex coordinates, if r denotes a small segment on
the horizontal axis and x the piece of arc on the upper half plane of almost the same
length, the condition r = = —ie (¢ — 07 ) makes sense to specify a single-valued
branch ( € = Ar). Therefore, the existence of a pseudopotential of the form of (16)
is implied by the workout of the Sokhotski-Plemelj relation [24]:

where P denotes the Cauchy principal value and the limit ¢ — 0% is understood,

Note that the 1/r? potential yields an irrelevant interaction in 3D, as implied by
the Landau theory [12]. However, irrelevant interactions could give rise to interesting
physical phenomena, like in the Fermi theory of beta decay. We consider that in the
CS model, interaction (16) between opposite particle-hole movers is a likely mech-
anism that induces the transition to a highly correlated, bosonized EFT displaying
charge and quantum statistics fractionalization.

One could ask whether the CS quantum fluid describes particle behavior in real
samples. From (12) we can hypothesize that the four fermion contact interaction
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could be boson (such as a phonon) mediated. The new interaction should also be
planar, so that it would be expected in strongly interacting systems with quasi 2D

lattice backgrounds. A transverse boson-particle momentum exchange, such as the

angular momentum of a polarized boson, would be also necessary. This mechanism

and others deserve, in our opinion, further investigation.

In memory of Daniel R. Bes.
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