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The paradigmatic state of a 1D collective metal, the Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL), offers us
an exact analytic solution for a strongly interacting quantum system not only for infinite systems
at zero temperature but also at finite temperature and with a boundary. Potentially, these results
are of high relevance for technology as they could lay the foundation for a many-body description
of various nanostructures. For this to happen, we need expressions for local (i.e., spatially resolved)
correlations as a function of frequency. In this study, we find such expressions and study their
outcome. Based on our analytic expressions we are able to identify two distinct cases of TLL which
we call Coulomb metal and Hund metal, respectively. We argue that these two cases span all the
situations possible in nanotubes made out of p-block elements. From an applications viewpoint,
it is crucial to capture the fact that the end of the 1D system can be coupled with the external
environment and emit electrons into it. We discuss such coupling on two levels for both Coulomb and
Hund metals: i) in the zeroth order approximation, the coupling modifies the 1D system’s boundary
conditions; ii) stronger coupling, when the environment can self-consistently modify the 1D system,
we introduce spatially dependent TLL parameters. In case ii) we were able to capture the presence
of plasmon-polariton particles, thus building a link between TLL and the field of nano-optics.

I. INTRODUCTION

One-dimensional (1D) metals host physics that is quite
different from what we are used to in standard bulk 3D
materials that surround us every day. It was recognized
already back in the 1950s by Tomonaga1 and Luttinger2

that 1D electrons have purely collective properties, then
the model was solved by Mattis and Lieb3, who pro-
vided an exact solution to Luttinger’s formulation. Later,
this work was gradually extended by computing detailed
correlation functions and spectral properties, including
finite-temperature effects.4–9. In 1981, Duncan Haldane
established Tomonaga Luttinger liquid (TLL) as a new
paradigm10 - an alternative to Landau-Fermi liquid that
describes 1D metals. Overall the behaviour of the bulk
1D metal is now quite well understood: we know that
there is going to be an interaction-induced pseudo-gap
in the spectrum, sometimes called zero-bias-anomaly11.
The beautiful thing is that this non-trivial model, dom-
inated by many-body effects, admits an exact analytic
solution. This works also at finite temperatures and, as
shown in seminal works of Affleck and Ludwig12–15, close
to the edges of a low dimensional system. In the bound-
ary problem, at zero temperature, the spectral function
is going to be a power law with an exponent changing
as the distance away from the boundary varies. These

boundary-induced features are particularly important for
realistic applications in nanostructures where the surface-
to-volume ratio is large.

Over the past two decades, we have witnessed an in-
tense development in the field of low-dimensional nanos-
tructures. This progress has been mostly experimen-
tal/technological, and it led to the need of developing
their theoretical description. The TLL formalism is par-
ticularly useful, as it enables to incorporate influence of
many-body interactions also in finite temperatures. To
bridge the gap with real-life devices, such as field electron
emitters, it is essential to capture how such many-body
systems will behave when they are exposed to the out-
side world. While TLL provides a complete description
of an infinite-size 1D system it remains an active field
of research to answer how these quantum field theory
analytic solutions will behave when coupled to the envi-
ronment. Therefore, we aim to derive an exact analytic
formula for the correlation function in the technologically
relevant case when the boundary of a 1D system interacts
with its environment, in particular when either there is
an intense fermionic emission from the end or when the
TLL interacts with a local plasmon-polariton state at its
end.

One remarkable outcome of Affleck and Ludwig’s work,
based on boundary conformal field theory, is the proof
that the spectrum on the edge of a 1D system can contain
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discrete boundary states. These findings are supported
by exact solutions from the nonlinear-sigma model16

and many numeric calculations, mostly by means of
DMRG17,18. In particular, it was shown that boundary
modes can exist in critical metals as well19,20.

While the theory can provide a qualitative picture, and
numerics can substantiate it quantitatively, one wonders
if any exact analytical solutions are available for the ex-
perimentally most pertinent situation: a boundary and a
finite temperature in the energy/frequency domain. Un-
fortunately, the exact analytic solution is known only in
the real (space-time) domain, while most experiments,
for instance, STM can measure signal in frequency (en-
ergy) space. Thus, we need to perform a (partial) Fourier
transform: we need to make a Fourier transform in the
time domain while keeping the information about the
distance from the edge. It is worth noting that in our
problem, with translational invariance broken, we have
a relative real-space coordinate and an absolute distance
from the edge r. The first variable is taken to be constant
and small (at least in the case of e.g. an STM probe)
while the second one is the variable of our interest here.

There are not too many examples of such Fourier trans-
forms. This is unfortunate because the TLL’s real-space
correlation functions contain singularities which make
their numerical integration tricky. Facing this challenge
we decided to obtain such Fourier transform not for the
case of arbitrary value of TLL’s compressibilities (i.e. ar-
bitrary strength of electron-electron interaction), but in-
stead to identify specific values of compressibilities when
the transform is possible. In our studies, we were able to
identify two classes of 1D systems with distinct local den-
sities of states (LDOS) in the vicinity of the boundary:
one which we call Coulomb metal, and the other - Hund
metal, and then compare the two. As we shall see, these
two cases represent the two main types of boundary, i.e.,
with and without the boundary resonance; thus they suf-
fice as two examples capturing the physics of the bound-
ary problem. We emphasize here that a very substantial
number of past works have already allowed researchers
to understand the physics of the boundary problem quite
well. So our aim in this work is solely to provide examples
of exact analytical solutions together and extend them to
the situation when the coupling with an environment is
so strong that plasmon-polariton physics appears.

The outline of this work is as follows: in Sec.II, we
introduce the model, define Coulomb metals and Hund
metals, and provide a few examples of their realizations.
In Sec.III, we explain in detail how the correlation func-
tions are computed in real space and emphasize chang-
ing the boundary condition changes this result. The
last issue is frequently overlooked and set in a standard
way, which as will be seen, is only one of several op-
tions. Then in Sec.IV, we perform the aforementioned
LDOS’s Fourier transform (for two cases) and illustrate
the outcome. In Sec.V, we perform the same steps to
obtain the dominant contribution to TLL’s charge sus-
ceptibility, also in the analytic form. In Sec.VI, we show

how to modify our formalism to capture the formation of
the plasmon-polariton state, which is the strong coupling
limit of radiation. Our results and their implications are
summarized in Sec.VII.

II. MODEL

The full Hamiltonian of the system consists of bulk and
boundary terms:

Htot = HTLL +Hboun (1)

we will first define the 1D bulk term HTLL as this deter-
mines what fields have to be used to define the boundary
term Hboun.
Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid is a prototype of a strongly

interacting metal. It offers us an opportunity to explore
in a non-perturbative way how (Hartree, i.e. density-
density) interactions modify the properties of the sys-
tem, in particular how they modify the distribution of
electrons. The Hamiltonian of this collective state reads:

HTLL =

N̄∑
ν

∫
dx

[
uν
K2

ν

(∇ϕν(x))2 + uνK
2
ν (∇θν(x))2

]
(2)

where N̄ is a number of bosonic modes in our system.
We have imposed the same convention forKν parameters
like in seminal works on TLL boundaries by Eggert and
Affleck, the Ref. [21 and 22]. It has to be emphasized
that this is different than the usually used convention,

the two are related as K
1/2
usual → KEggert. The func-

tional form of all correlation functions stays the same,
the non-interacting point K = 1 remains and the only
change is the power with which Kν parameters enter the
expressions. We decided to use the convention of Ref.
[22] because we frequently compare our results with that
original work where boundary correlation functions were
derived for TLL.
The form of Hamiltonian given in Eq.2 immediately in-

forms us that the physics is written in terms of collective,
plasmon-like modes related to density ϕν and momentum
density θν of the ν-th mode. These modes are also re-
lated to the sum and difference of excited TLL bosons
b†±q,ν , respectively. The physics of the system is encoded
in the values of velocities uν and TLL parameters Kν ,
the latter ones are proportional to the compressibilities
of respective bosonic modes. When Galilean invariance
is obeyed the following relation holds uνKν = VF , thus
the two quantities are connected, varying one implies im-
mediately a variation of another. In the non-interacting
case, we have Kν = 1, while the presence of interactions
shifts this value either downwards (for repulsive interac-
tions) or upwards (for attractive interactions). The num-
ber of modes depends on the number of fermionic con-
stituents of the model: for a spin-full 1D chain, there are
two modes: ν = ρ, σ, while for a two-leg-ladder (which is
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also an appropriate model for nanotubes), there are four
modes: ν = ρ±, σ± (where ± represent symmetric and
anti-symmetric fluctuations in the two legs of the lad-
der), and so on towards more complicated systems with
a larger number of constituents N̄ . In the following, we
shall try to keep our reasoning as general as it can be,
resorting to specific cases only for illustrative purposes.

On the top of this bulk Hamiltonian, describing collec-
tive modes of a 1D strongly correlated system, we add a
boundary term:

Hboun = V0

N̄∏
ν

cosϑν(x = 0) (3)

where V0 is a large amplitude, that imposes the bound-
ary. This is a local term: a single-particle term at the
boundary, at x = 0. Being a single particle operator,
it necessarily contains bosonic fields of all modes. The
choice of its fields’ content depends on the physical na-
ture of the boundary. For instance, the list of all possi-
ble (sixteen) single-particle backscattering terms for the
two-leg ladder has been given in Ref. [23]. Physically,
if the boundary imposes a given value of density (e.g.
spin density), then the boundary condition is imposed
on the ϕν(x = 0) field, that is ϑν=σ = ϕσ in Eq.3, but if
spin-flips are promoted, then the boundary condition is
imposed on θν(x = 0), which is in our example ϑν=σ = θσ
in Eq.3. Mathematically, due to the particle number
conservation law, the first case is defined as a standard
Dirichlet boundary condition (BC) set for ϕν(x = 0),
contrary to which the second one is defined in terms of
momentum fields θν(x = 0) Neumann boundary condi-
tion (sometimes called radiative boundary conditions [24],
especially if entire fermions are being removed by the BC
operator). We will elaborate on this modification in the
following section, Sec.III B, but here we note that the first
case is applied more frequently, even in textbooks, thus
sometimes being considered as the only option. For the
illustrative purposes in the paper, we shall then use the
second choice, looking at the odd character of Neumann
BC.

Coulomb metal will be the case when only the charge
mode compressibility will be different than one, Kρ+ ̸=
1, and it can be different than one by a large margin.
The values for all other parameters will stay close to one.

This can happen in the case of a material dominated by
long-range Coulomb interactions, hence the name. One
example is a free (un-bundled) carbon nanotube where
interactions are only weakly screened. These are usually
modeled by two two-leg ladder Hamiltonian (or multi-leg
ladder for MWCNT), but there is always a single, totally
symmetric charge mode ρ+ and it is the one that will be
affected by interactions.
Hund metal will be the case when both charge and

spin modes are subjected to long-range interactions. This
may be the case in a multi-orbital system which is in
an orbitally selective Mott phase. The Mott insulating
bands will provide a magnetically ordered background
(usually anti-ferromagnetic) which upon averaging out,
will provide interaction-mediating bosons for the remain-
ing metallic state. The orbital that remains metallic is
usually split by the Hund coupling, hence the name we
have chosen. Since the same bosons are mediating charge
and spin interactions, Kρ and Kσ are expected to be ap-
proximately equal.
In nanostructures, an unavoidable presence of bound-

aries breaks the translational invariance, and it is defi-
nitely worth investigating what electron distribution in
their vicinity is. For the non-interacting system, one ex-
pects homogeneous distributions from Bloch waves plus
Friedel oscillations that always decay like 1/x1 in 1D. In-
cluding interactions can make this simple picture much
more complicated and interesting. Uncovering this phe-
nomenology in the frequency space, as the coherent ex-
citations are competing with thermal and bath effects, is
the objective of this paper.

III. CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

A. Past results

a. Bulk TLL A great advantage of working with
TLL is that all correlation functions can be in princi-
ple computed exactly. A quantity of our interest is the
spectral function, i.e., an imaginary part of the retarded
Green’s function which in TLL is obtained by an analytic
continuation of a time-ordered average anti-commutator
⟨[]+⟩ of fields. For instance, the result for the zero tem-
perature spectral function in an infinite TLL is well-
known [25] and reads:

A0(x, t;T = 0) = −iY (t)⟨[ψrs(x, t), ψ
†
rs(0, 0)]+⟩ = −iY (t)

2π
eirkF x lim

ϵ→0

{
αcut−off + i(vF t− rx)

ϵ+ i(vF t− rx)

×
∏

ν=ρ,σ

1√
αcut−off + i(uνt− rx)

(
α2
cut−off

(αcut−off + iuνt)2 + x2

)γ̄ν

+

(
x→ −x
t→ −t

)}
(4)

where Y (t) is the step function (that imposed causality of the original time-ordered function), αcut−off is the
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UV cut-off of the theory and the exponent γ̄ν that comes
from ϕν , and θν fields is:

γ̄ν =
(
Kν +K−1

ν − 2
)
/8 > 0 (5)

Our study is in essence about finding Fourier trans-
forms of the A(x, t) expressions. In this T = 0 bulk case,
which is simply a power law, one finds straightforwardly
the following Fourier transform:

AR,s(q, ω) ∼ (ω − uσq)
ζ−1/2|ω − uρq|(ζ−1)/2(ω + vρq)

ζ/2

(6)
where ζ =

∑
ν γ̄ν , so we see that interactions enter,

through Kν , in a highly non-trivial, non-perturbative
way – they modify exponents of the power law. This
implies that the result is non-perturbative. The further

advantage of TLL is that it obeys conformal invariance
(CFT), hence the correlation functions remain accessible
at finite temperature (and finite size) as well. The finite
temperature expressions can be found through CFTmap-
ping of a plane on a cylinder (thus imposing a periodic
condition in time) which is equivalent to a substitution
r → sinh(r/β) (here β is an inverse temperature). In
comparison with Eq. 4, the formulas are more compli-
cated since they contain hyperbolic functions, but ana-
lytical expressions in real space are still possible to write.

b. TLL with a boundary The real space expressions
for correlation functions have been also obtained, but
only in an integral form, for a finite temperature TLL
with a boundary in Ref. [22]. They defined the following
total time ordered Green’s function (the last term gives
Friedel oscillations):

N(x, y, t;β) = Im[⟨[Ψrs(x, t),Ψ
†
rs(y, 0)]+⟩] = Im[GRR(x, y, t;β) +GLL(x, y, t;β) + cos(ikF (x+ y))GLR(x,−y, t;β)]

(7)
where

Ψ(x, t) = exp(ikFx)ψR(x, t) + exp(−ikFx)ψL(x, t) and GRR(x, y, t;β) = ⟨ψ†
R(x, t)ψR(y, 0)⟩ (8)

The result of our reasoning will be a function N(ω, r;β) of frequency (energy) and distance from the boundary with
inverse temperature β as a parameter. The N(x = y = r, t;β)’s Fourier transform is an integral transform F[t → ω]
of a real-time expression which consists out of two parts, one obtained through BP described in the box below, and
the zero temperature regularization. It reads as follows:

N(ω, β, r) =
2

αcut−offπ2
v−ac
c v−as

s

∫ ∞

0

dt cos γ(t)

[
cosωt

(
sinh π

β t
π
βαcut−off

)−as−ac

×

∣∣∣∣∣ sinh
π

vcβ
(2r + vct) sinh

π
vcβ

(2r − vct)

sinh2 2πr
vcβ

∣∣∣∣∣
−bc/2∣∣∣∣∣ sinh

π
vsβ

(2r + vst) sinh
π

vsβ
(2r − vst)

sinh2 2πr
vsβ

∣∣∣∣∣
−bs/2

−
(

t

αcut−off

)−as−ac

∣∣∣∣∣1−
(
vct

2r

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
−bc/2∣∣∣∣∣1−

(
vst

2r

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
−bs/2]

(9)

where the γ(t) is a phase shift function (written explicitly in App.A), and the exponents ai and bi depend on Kν ,
as we will show in the next subsection. In general, this formula describes the case of any TLL that has two linear
dispersions: one can have any number N̄ -modes and the formula Eq.9 will remain valid provided they split in exactly
two sets – there are m (degenerated) modes with velocity vs and N̄ − m modes with velocity vc. In real space, it
is possible to find a formula for a greater number of bosonic dispersions, but finding a Fourier transform of those is
beyond the scope of our work here. The above expression, Eq.9, has been obtained using a method to evaluate TLL
correlations with a boundary originally derived by Affleck and Eggert [21] and described in the box below.
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The boundary procedure, BP, involves several transformations of the bosonic fields, namely the fermionic field
undergoes the following series of mappings:
Initially the relation between fermionic field ψ(x) and bosonic fields ϕ, θ reads as usual:

ψR (x1, τ1) ∝ e−i[ϕ(x1,τ1)−θ(x1,τ1)]

Step 1: re-scale ϕ fields by K and θ fields by 1/K (this is to move to non-interacting fields ϕ̃, to avoid the
non-local interactions later on)

ψR (x1, τ1) ∝ e−i[Kϕ̃(x1,τ1)− 1
K θ̃(x1,τ1)]

Step 2: move to basis of chiral ϕ̃L,R fields

ψR (x1, τ1) ∝ e
−i

[
K

(
ϕL−ϕR

2

)
− 1

K

(
ϕL+ϕR

2

)]
(x1,τ1)

Step 3: when the boundary condition is set by large cosϕ, thus by pinning ϕ(x = 0) = 0, in terms of chiral
fields this translates to a non-local condition

ϕL(x) = ϕR(−x)

upon which the fermion field is transformed as:

ψR (x1, τ1) ∝ e−
i
2 [(K− 1

K )ϕe
R(−x1,τ1)−(K− 1

K )ϕe
R(x1,τ1)]

Step 4: one can now move back from chiral fields to ϕ̃, θ̃ fields

ψR (x1, τ1) ∝ e−
i
2 [(K− 1

K )[θe−ϕe](−x1,τ1)−(K− 1
K )[θe−ϕe](x1,τ1)]

And one is left with computing correlation functions
of non-interacting fields ⟨ϕe(x1, τ1)ϕe(x2, τ2)⟩ which are
known. However, in the last line, we see fields at both x1
and −x1. As a result of this, even for equal space cor-
relation functions x1 = x2 = r, one obtains correlators
⟨ϕe(r, t)ϕe(r, t′)⟩ as well as ⟨ϕe(r, t)ϕe(−r, t′)⟩. The latter
ones produce terms ∝ (2r ± vνt), and this r dependence
indicates the translational symmetry breaking. The finite
temperature correlations are obtained as usual thanks
to conformal symmetry transformation z → β/2πlog(z)
which leads to hyperbolic sinh(πt/β) functions present
in Eq. 9. All the above reasoning was performed for
a single mode TLL ϕ (spinless fermions), but since the
fermion field can be factorized into separate contributions
of bosonic modes ϕν , the generalization to the multi-
mode case is straightforward: one makes the same steps
separately for each mode.

B. Boundary conditions (BC)

The correlation function of a given operator, for in-
stance, the Green function in bulk still ought to follow
Eq. 4, as it only depends on ai exponent. This is be-
cause in the terms that contain bi the numerator and
denominator can be reduced for large r. The relation
between the exponents bi and the TLL parameters is de-
termined by the nature of the boundary condition (BC)
itself. If the boundary is set by backscattering potential,
the fields ϕν are locked at x = 0. This is the standard
case that has been applied in Ref. [22]. Then we would

have aν =
Kν

2+K−2
ν

4 , bν =
K−2

ν −Kν
2

4 , and indeed at the

boundary the correlation function decays with 1/K2
ν ex-

ponent because the fluctuations of ϕ(x = 0) are frozen.
However, as already mentioned in the preceding section,
different situations and different boundary conditions at
x = 0 are also possible. We first discuss different vari-
ants of backscattering BCs and then we will move to the
radiative BC, and then we complete the argument with a
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discussion of a realistic nanostructure: carbon nanotube.
a. Various cases for Hboun. In Ref. [22], the sim-

plest case of a single mode TLL was considered, and
the impurity term cosϕ(x = 0) was responsible for set-
ting the boundary where the density-wave pinning took
place26. For the case of a multi-mode TLL, setting the
boundary, i.e. writing explicitly Eq. 3, is a non-trivial
step that also contains some physics of the problem. The
simplest case, that is commonly taken, is to take in Eq.
3 the case ϑν ≡ ϕν for all bosonic modes. Then:

Husual
boun = V0

N∏
ν

cos(ϕν(x = 0)) (10)

which is the pinning of the simplest CDW. In general the
boundary Hamiltonian is proportional to the real part of
a chosen single-particle operator, namely:

Hboun = V0Re[Ô
i
bd(x = 0)] (11)

A two-leg ladder, with a multitude of possible order-
ings, is a minimal model that can host more rich bound-
ary physics. There are several possible Ôi

bd, for instance
for the two leg-ladder there are eight23,27 possible two-

body terms Ôi
bd(x = 0) ∝ c†l (x = 0)cl′(x = 0) (where l

is a spin, but also more generally, orbital/leg index), and
the nature of boundary scattering determines which one
should be chosen. If there is a spin-flip:

Ôs−flip
bd (x = 0) ∝ (c†↑(x = 0)c↓(x = 0) + h.c.)

or for the carbon-nanotube two leg-ladder also valley-flip

Ôv−flip
bd (x = 0) ∝ (c†K(x = 0)cK′(x = 0) + h.c.)

involved in the process, then some modes will have differ-
ent boundary conditions than others. Then the boundary
term will read:

Hs−flip
boun (x = 0) ∝ V0 cosϕρ± cos θσ± (12)

and

Hv−flip
boun (x = 0) ∝ V0 cosϕρ+ cos θρ− cosϕσ+ cos θσ−

(13)
respectively.
For the spin sector, this unusual boundary condition

Ôs−flip
bd will have the following interpretation: a lo-

cal Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya (DM) interaction, that is, lo-
cally generated spin-flip processes. One can expect that
such a term will naturally arise on the edge of a heavy
atom chain with nonequivalent (lower symmetry) lattice
sites28. Usually, DM interaction approaches zero because
contributions from various sites cancel out due to the
high symmetry of the crystal lattice. However, this can-
cellation will not work on the edge of the 1D system
where e.g. only one out of two sites is present. Here,
we shall then have a strong spin-flip term proportional
to cos θσ which in the language of original spins, corre-
sponds to S+, S− processes with a large amplitude.

b. Radiative boundary condition One can consider
a situation where there is an intense emission of carriers
close to the end of a 1D system. Then so-called radiative
boundary conditions apply. These were first identified in
Ref. [21] and can be written as:

(VF g
−2∂x + ∂t)ϕ(x0) = p(x0) (14)

where p(x0) is a probability of emitting/injecting car-
rier at a point x0 and g is interaction amplitude, in the
lowest order g ∝ 1−K. When Kρ < 0.5 (such as in our
case), then g ≫ VF (please note that Kρ = 0.5 corre-
sponds to U → ∞ in the Hubbard model, our Kν will
be even smaller). Thus, we should focus on the time
derivative term in the BC, the Eq.14. We use the central
relation of Hamiltonian field theory:

∂tϕ =
δHtot

δθ
=
(
∂θ −∇ · ∂

∂(∇θ)

)
Htot (15)

to arrive at a boundary term for the canonically conju-
gated field θ(x0). This is because HTLL[∇θ] always con-
tains ∇θ thus it gives a finite value of a derivative ∂

∂(∇θ)

(from the second term in Eq.15). To compensate for it
one needs to choose Hboun[θ] ∝ cos θ which will produce
a finite ∂θ from the first term in Eq.15 and arrive at finite
value p(x0), the stationary point. This sets the boundary
condition ∝ cos(θ(x0)) thus fixes the canonically conju-
gated momentum field θ(x0).
As a result, the following modification in the above pro-

cedure by Affleck and Eggert is necessary: in step 3 of
BP we now impose the boundary condition for the orig-
inal θ field. Thus, now for the chiral field, the boundary
condition reads:

ϕL(x) =−−−ϕR(−x) (16)

The entire reasoning stays the same, but signs need to
be changed in front of some coefficients which ultimately
results in a change of sign in Eq. 18. This implies a
different relation between bi exponents and Kν , namely:

as,c =
Ks,c

2 +K−2
s,c

4
(17)

bs,c =
K2

s,c −K−2
s,c

4
(18)

The change of sign in bs,c has physical meaning: since
now the θν fields are frozen on the boundary, the cor-
relation function on the boundary decay with exponent
∼ K2

ν

Now let us assume that the end of our 1D system keeps
emitting fermions, the radiative boundary condition as
introduced in Eq.14. If the emission on the boundary is
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featureless (full fermion radiation), we choose ϕν → θν
for the boundary conditions of all bosonic modes. Then:

Hboun = T0
N∏
ν

cos(θν(x = 0)) (19)

where V0 is now equivalent to transmission T0, in either
case, it is considered to be a strong cosine perturbation
to the bulk TLL that imposes the BP modification of
correlation functions. The Eq.19 gives explicitly the form
of boundary used throughout this paper, i.e., the Eq.3
is taken with ϑν ≡ θν for all bosonic modes ν unless
stated otherwise. For emitting electrons with a spin-flip,
the boundary term involves the coupling of charge and
spin modes, while for a valley-flip, it captures the valley
mixing effects, leading to distinct boundary conditions.

For emitting electrons, when we have a spin-flip, then
the boundary term reads:

Hs−flip
boun (x = 0) ∝ T0 cos θρ± cosϕσ±

and when we have a valley-flip, then the boundary term
reads:

Hv−flip
boun (x = 0) ∝ T0 cos θρ+ cosϕρ− cos θσ+ cosϕσ−

By comparing these last equations with Eq.12 and Eq.??,
respectively, we observe that when switching between the
usual (pinning) and the radiative BC we switch between
canonically conjugated ϑν fields in the general expression
Eq.3. In this work we are not focusing on these spin-flip
and valley-flip processes; however, since such boundary
conditions are possible, we include them here for the sake
of completeness. It has to be emphasized that all these
cases can be accommodated in our formalism simply by
changing the sign of bc,s, the exponents of spatial de-
pendence. To be more precise: if we have TLL with
Kν ≈ 1/4 then we set radiative BC for the cos θν , while
if Kν ≈ 4 then we ought to set the pinning BC for the
cosϕν such that in either case bν ≈ 2 and our analytical
formulas are applicable.

c. Example of a nanotube (i.e. two leg ladder) Let
us consider a quantum dot attached on the top of a
nanotube with intense co-tunneling processes through
the electron-emitting dot. Then we shall have radiative
boundary condition for ρ+ which will always have θρ+
frozen, thus the boundary exponent will depend on Kρ+.
If the quantum dot is large (few atoms or more) then
the largest interaction (from Coulomb blockade) is be-
tween electrons of the same spin-valley and plain radia-
tive condition, Eq. 19 applies. The boundary exponent
will depend on

∑
ν K

2
ν which is already the unusual case.

There are however further complications possible. For
a single atomic impurity Hubbard-type term implies the
presence of the spin- and valley-flip processes. Thus, the
radiative boundary condition will then be set for ϕσ+ or
ϕρ−. These will be the fields frozen on the boundary.
Therefore, as usual in 1D boundary, the boundary expo-
nent will depend on K2

ρ+ + 1/K2
σ+ or K2

ρ+ + 1/K2
ρ−.

To complete the discussion we look at backscattering
terms: if we consider a magnetic ad-atom on the top of
nanotube without emission then there will be standard
cosϕρ+ boundary condition for the holon, but cos θσ+
for the spinon mode, which will now lead to boundary
exponent that depends on K2

σ+ + 1/K2
ρ+.

IV. RESULTS

A. Analytic expression

Physically, accessible quantities are usually measured
in the frequency domain. Consider, for instance, an STM
measurement done along a 1D wire. The expression, as
given above, thus needs to be partially Fourier trans-
formed; namely, we need to perform the integral trans-
form F[], but only along the time-axis, into the frequency
domain, the Ft→ω[N(r, t;T )]. Although it sounds rather
straightforward, this is in fact a big technical issue. Al-
ready for the simplest case of a single-mode TLL, the
Fourier transform of the finite temperature expression
takes the form of hypergeometric Beta function [25]. An-
alytical formulas are known only for the cases with two
velocities (as Appel hypergeometric function29), and for
the boundary problem, the formula is expected to be even
more complicated. On the other hand, analytical formu-
lae have a great advantage, since both the N(x→ 0, r, t)
and N(r, ω) have singularities, thus numerical integrals
are notoriously hard to control. This is particularly im-
portant if we with to use N(r, ω) as an input for some
further calculations.

We thus see that obtaining N(r, ω) is a non-trivial but
important task that so far has been done only for a few
special cases. We decided to search for special values of
bi where the transform is possible. Previously30 we ob-
tained the result for the case bs = 0 and bc = 2, here we
show a new expression for the case bs = 2 and bc = 2.
When we have a one leg-ladder and the two bν parameters
are fixed, then we have fixed both aν parameters, while
for N̄ leg-ladder, we can still vary the ai parameters,
which means we can vary the Kν parameters. Both ex-
pressions are given explicitly, in their full form in App.B.

Although the formulas themselves are quite lengthy,
some useful remarks can be drawn from their functional
form. We see that each formula consists of several build-
ing blocks with hypergeometric 2F1() function in the nu-
merator. Some of these come with an extra π phase
shift in the argument and with spatially dependent pre-
factors ∼ vρr. For Hund metal case, there are two types
of spatially dependent pre-factors ∼ (vρ + vσ)/2r and
∼ (vρ − vσ)/2r, which is a manifestation of the fact that
i) now both spin and charge contribute to spatial depen-
dence; ii) the two waves can interfere. One can use the
known relation between the hypergeometric 2F1 function
and the incomplete Beta function:
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Bκ(ā, b̄) =
κā(1− κ)b̄−1

ā
2F1

(
1, 1− b̄, ā+ 1;

κ
κ − 1

)
(20)

which upon substitutions

κ →
(
1− exp

[
−2π

β
t

])−1

ā→ 1

2

(
ac + as +

ıβω

π

)

b̄→ 1

2

(
ac + as −

ıβω

π

)

proves that our formula can be re-expressed in terms of
incomplete hypergeometric Beta functions, thus making
a connection with well-established bulk TLL results: the
Fourier transform in the bulk TLL is given in terms of
the Beta function25. Here, we show that the presence of
boundary and the second TLL mode generalizes that ex-
pression into a combination of incomplete Beta functions,
allowing for a connection between the two situations. We
find here the incomplete Beta functions, just like in Ref.
[31], where it was shown that this corresponds to a pos-
sibility of a finite diffusion time in the open system. We
elaborate more on this at the end of App.B.

The advantage of writing the expression in a less com-
pact form, with ā = ω+K in the denominator, is that it
manifestly has the form of a Lehman representation for
a free boson propagator. We computed the local prop-
agator, a quantity that is integrated over all momenta,
to obtain the above-mentioned denominator (±π) which
implies that original LDOS has a plasmon pole form with
bosons moving along the light rays defined as Dirac deltas
δ(k−Kν/β). In our procedure to obtain correlation func-
tions, we have re-scaled fields by Kν to arrive at the non-
interacting theory, without Bogoliubov angle that would
need to be non-local when left- and right-going fermions
are coupled. In this case, as it has been recently proven,
the Kν are becoming related to Thomas-Fermi screening
length. Thus the shift of the plasmon pole can be inter-
preted as a characteristic screening length in the mate-
rial.

Finally, we decided to keep the formula in its most gen-
eral form as it will later enable us to generalize to complex
TLL parameters that will encode non-Hermiticity in the
presence of a strong external field.

While this is a result obtained at a particular point, it
should be emphasized that since the N(r, ω;β) is a con-
tinuous function ofKν , we do expect that our results give
a good indicator for overall behaviour of this function in
a strongly correlated case. Furthermore, the obtained
value lies close to a limiting (separatrix) behaviour of a
sine-Gordon model, i.e., a TLL with a cosine perturba-
tion where the latter term may be due to backscattering.
Thus, we expect that this result will arise frequently in
real-life experiments. Finally, it should be noted that
although we solved the problem with two bosonic poles
(velocities), this can correspond to the situation with in-
deed only two modes, as well as to the situation with
more modes provided, there are only two velocities (i.e.,
some modes are degenerated).
The bs = 0 case corresponds to the situation when

Ks = 1 (all Kν = 1 for all neutral modes), which is a
non-interacting value. This can be realized for purely
charge and long-range interactions such as Coulomb in-
teractions. The bs = bc case implies that both spin and
charge sectors are equally shifted away from the non-
interacting point. This can be realized for on-site interac-
tions under the condition that only parallel spin electrons
interact. Such a situation may arise, for instance, in a
Hund metal, where JH dominates low-energy physics.

B. LDOS N(r, ω;β)

Here, we compare the results of integral transforms
obtained for Coulomb and Hund metals. We plot them as
a function of a distance from the boundary r and energy
away from chemical potential ω. There are several panels,
each at a different inverse temperature. As a function of
a distance r, we observe that when we move away from
the TLL’s boundary, there is a sudden drop of LDOS
close to the boundary in all cases, followed by a broad
maximum (in Hund metal very shallow) and a gradual
decrease towards bulk behaviour.
Fig. 1 demonstrates TLL DOS for Coulomb metal as a

function of energy ω and the distance from the boundary
r, where ω is measured relative to the Fermi energy. Here,
essentially everything shows the behavior of a power law
as a function of frequency at both small and large values
of r. An interesting feature is that at ω = 0, the energy
corresponds to the Fermi level, and a phenomenon of a
pseudo-gap is observed. This is described in more detail
in Ref. [30].
The appearance of the broad peak is somewhat ex-

pected. From Eggert, we know that LDOS should be
a function of a variable xω. For the ω dependence of
LDOS, we know that it scales as αbulk − 1 (in the bulk)
or αedge − 1 (on the boundary). While αbulk is always
greater than one, upon choosing radiative boundary con-
dition with Kσ < 1/2, we took αedge < 1 which gives an
inverse scaling of LDOS close to the boundary.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 1. TLL DOS for Coulomb metal as a function of energy ω and the distance from the boundary r (tip of the carbon
nanotube, unit of r is 1/VF ); when (a) β = 50, (b) β = 100. The β = 1/T is the inverse temperature with a unit set by the
fact that the unit of energy was set by vF = 1.

(a) (b)

FIG. 2. TLL DOS for Hund metal as a function of energy ω and the distance from the boundary r (tip of the carbon
nanotube, the unit of r is 1/VF ); when (a) β = 50, (b) β = 100. The β = 1/T is the inverse temperature with a unit set by the
fact that the unit of energy was set by vF = 1.

We see that the same LDOS can be produced for Kν and
1/Kν , provided the boundary conditions are reversed.
For a more intuitive ϕν(x = 0) boundary condition, we
have strongly attractive interactions in a charge sector
Kc ≫ 1. For the Coulomb metal case, this results in a
broad maximum in the vicinity of the boundary which
suggests that electrons accumulate close to the bound-
ary because it is energetically favorable for them to stay
together in a constrained area. Similarly, the Ks ≫ 1 for
the spin sector implies that we are in an Ising ferromag-
net regime, where the system has a tendency to develop
easy-axis large local magnetization that decouples from
the boundary at the lowest temperatures.

The situation for strong repulsive interactions K ≪ 1,
which is frequently more physically relevant, is even more
interesting. We see that the radiative boundary condi-
tion θc(x = 0) for the charge sector induces an enlarged
LDOS close to the end of the 1D system, which sug-
gests that charge accumulates there to facilitate in-out
charge fluctuations. The fact that in Hund metal both
spin and charge modes with different velocities contribute
to the spatial dependence of LDOS, also manifests as its
weak oscillations, the beating phenomena which are vis-
ible most prominently for the smallest r.
An interesting dichotomy can be observed at the low-

est energies. In the case of Coulomb metal (Fig. 1), the
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. TLL DOS for Hund metal as a function of energy ω and the distance from the boundary r (tip of the carbon
nanotube, unit of r is 1/VF ); when (a) β = 50, (b) β = 100, (c) β = 150, (d) β = 200. The β = 1/T is the inverse temperature
with a unit set by the fact that the unit of energy was set by vF = 1.

LDOS has a simple zero bias anomaly, an interaction-
induced pseudo-gap, as the Fermi level is approached. On
the contrary, the most remarkable feature of Hund metal
(Fig. 2) is the presence of a sharp peak in close vicinity of
ω = 0, which decays with r relatively quickly. This can
be interpreted as an interference phenomenon. In the
Coulomb metal case, not only is there no interference,
but also any feature close to zero energy is suppressed by
boundary condition, affecting phase shifts (that mathe-
matically enter through partial integration explained in
App.A). Curiously, the peak seems to disappear as we
move towards the lowest temperature. Initially, the nu-
merical accuracy was blamed for that (as the standard
Kondo peak is expected to narrow), but extensive trials of
different meshes were not able to change this picture. It
is thus necessary to understand better the specific regime
of the spin system being tackled here.

This feature of Hund metal is illustrated in more de-

tail in Fig. 3 which represents the same features as in
Fig. 2. We used a smaller energy range and several tem-
peratures, to illustrate more effectively what is going on
close to the ω = 0. It depicts the temperature effect:
at higher temperatures, the peak is stronger; at lower
temperatures, it becomes weaker.

C. Interpretation of the ω → 0 features.

The situation is quite remarkable in the Hund metal
case, where both modes are deeply in the relevant regime:
here we detect a strong, sharp peak close to the zero en-
ergy. In order to understand this feature let us discuss the
spin sector where the interpretation is more transparent.
In our range of parameters Ks ≪ 1, the system would be
deep inside the antiferromagnet (AFM) Ising phase, how-
ever, in the absence of cosines gapping term in the bulk
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Hamiltonian Eq.2, it remains gapless. We thus expect
to work in the TLL phase but in its strongly anisotropic
Jz ≫ J⊥ limit. Adding a boundary cosine (Eq. 3) to the
TLL Hamiltonian (Eq. 2) implies that the model locally
turns into the sine-Gordon model. The ”natural” exci-
tations of this last model are solitons and possibly their
combined states: breathers. For the cos θν perturbation
the breathers would be allowed only for large enough val-
ues of Kν which is far away from our regime.
Formally, we have a real space expression for the cor-

relation function N(r, t;T ) and we need to understand
how the peak in N(r, ω;T ) can emerge from it. To ra-
tionalize it we write down a formal expression for the
chiral Green’s function GRR(r, ω;T ), since the desired
N(r, ω;T ) ∝ Im[G(r, ω;T )]:

GRR(r, ω;T ) = ⟨ψ†
R(r, ω)ψR(r, ω)⟩

=

∫
dψRψ

†
R(r, ω)ψR(r, ω) exp(STLL + Scos) (21)

where the crucial point is that one takes both the TLL
and the cosine part of the action. It is then assumed

that the correlation function can be computed with STLL

only provided the cosine has been absorbed in step 3 of
BP. One thus uses the non-interacting bosonic fields ϕ̃R
defined in step 2 of BP computes the TLL power laws
from exp⟨ϕRϕR⟩STLL

implicitly assuming that:∫
dψRψ

†
R(r, ω)ψR(r, ω) exp(Scos) = 0

simply because the cosine has already been absorbed.
Let us now take a closer look at that. By taking a
Taylor expansion of the exponential exp(Scos) = 1 +
V0
∏

ν cos θν(x = 0) + ... we see that the first term in-
deed leads to the TLL power-law, but the latter term
gives a cosine of the original θν(x = 0) field. We can now
combine the exponentials of the bosonic fields to arrive
at: ∫

dϕ̃νdθ̃ν exp(i
∑
ν

ϕ̃ν + θ̃ν + θν)|r=0,ω exp(STLL)

keeping in mind step 2 of BP, the relation θ → θ̃, this can be rewritten as:∫
dϕ̃νdθ̃ν exp(i

∑
ν

√
1 +Kν [1/

√
1 +Kν ϕ̃ν +

√
1 +Kν θ̃ν ])|r=0,ω exp(STLL)

now, if and only if Kν for all modes are equal we can take the
√
1 +K outside the sum and perform a unitary

transformation U = exp(
√
1 +K

∑
ν θν) which leaves us with a definition of a new spin-full fermion:

ψ0 = exp(i
∑
ν

[1/
√

1 +Kν ϕ̃ν +
√
1 +Kν θ̃ν ]) (22)

and we are now solving an instanton-type problem with boundary scattering since the unitary transformation has
added a boundary state to the bulk STLL action.

We thus approach the single-particle wave scattering
regime for which we know what is the outcome of the
boundary problem. To be more precise, due to our
boundary condition set on the θ field, we are picking the
odd solutions of the 1D barrier problem. For a strictly
local, x = 0, boundary, there exists only one solution
in this class, the Dirac-delta ψ0 with E0 = 0. This is
illustrated as the red δ state in Fig.4. It should be em-
phasized that for the standard cosϕν(x = 0) boundary
potential, the even boundary condition, there is no ad-
ditional boundary state, thus there is indeed no extra
boundary LDOS and one observes pure pseudo-gap (also
known as the zero bias anomaly).

From the perspective of the remaining part of TLL,
the bath, the radiative boundary condition represents
strong Kondo-type coupling with an outside entity, and
this is a spin-flip type coupling ∼ exp(iθs). These par-
ticles will contribute to the spin-flip processes described
above, the processes that are usually captured by means

of re-fermionization into some emergent ψ0 state. We
can now understand the difference between Coulomb and
Hund metal: what manifests itself as a phase shift on a
mathematical level (see App. A for details), on a physi-
cal level an equal value of compressibilities for spin-and
charge sectors Kρ = Kσ allows for a re-fermionization

of a full spin-full fermion ψ̃R. This is the particle that
is visible in our plots of LDOS. This idea is illustrated
in Fig. 4 where the energy spectrum and hybridization
processes in a TLL system with constant and spatially
varying Luttinger parameters K(r) are shown and com-
pared for Coulomb (top) and Hund (bottom) cases.

In the top panel, K parameters are different for spinon
and holon, and therefore, it is not possible to write the
Eq. 22. In the bottom panel K(r) = const, a quantum
well forms near the boundary, resulting in a hybridiza-
tion. Here, a particle is created inside the TLL, where
we combine a holon and a spinon to form a fermion-like
object which can jump back and forth, resulting in an



12

FIG. 4. Top: Spinon and holon bound state is transient. Bot-
tom: Fermion hybridization in a TLL, whenK(r) = cste. The
green lines represent the Luttinger parameters, the dashed
purple lines correspond to bosonic dispersions, and the blue
arrows indicate thermal excitations.

extra state.
The observed temperature dependence (Fig. 3) is in

agreement with this picture. At the lowest temperatures

i.e. close to the fixed point where ∼ cosϕν(x) would be
relevant (if it existed), bulk and boundary are incom-
patible, in the sense that an easy axis bulk that favours
∼ ϕν locking cannot provide so much radiation coupling
∼ cos θs(x = 0) with an in-plane object oscillating out-
side the TLL. For this the difference of excitations (q ̸= 0)
1

Kν
(b†q−b

†
−q) matters, especially for small Kν . The situa-

tion changes at finite temperatures when the TLL bosons
bq start to be excited and they can couple to the bound-
ary state. Thus we observe a peak with an amplitude
that increases with the temperature.

V. 4kF CHARGE SUSCEPTIBILITY

A similar approach to spectral function can be applied
to two-body correlations, the susceptibilities. Of spe-
cial interest is the charge susceptibility as it determines
screening, and thus, the local dielectric constant. In our
range of TLL parameters, when Kρ < 1/3, the slowest
decaying correlation is the 4kF susceptibility. It repre-
sents a combination of two 2kF susceptibilities; while in
the bulk, it is ∝ χ2kF (x, t) ⊗ χ2kF (x, t), on the bound-
ary, there is also a term ∝ χ2kF (r, x, t)⊗ χ−2kF (−r, x, t)
which shall contribute to the uniform component. The
χ4kF depends on cos(4ϕρ) operator, without a compo-
nent from the spin sector. Since the difference between
Coulomb and Hund metals is in the spin sector, this dom-
inant contribution to charge susceptibility is going to be
the same both for Coulomb and Hund metals.

χTLL(ω, r) =

∫
dt cos(ω(t)

 1

sinh2
(

πt
β

)
2Kc

 1

sinh
(

π
vcβ

(2r + vct)
)
sinh

(
π

vcβ
(2r − vct)

)
2Kc

(23)

For the case when ω = 0 and 2Kc = 1, which we are particularly interested in when calculating static interactions
that determine Kρ, the above integral can be evaluated analytically. The result reads:

χTLL =
1

4π
βcsch

(
2πr

βvc

)3

sech

(
2πr

βvc

)(
−2 log

(
sinh

(
π(−2r + tvc)

βvc

))
+2 log

(
sinh

(
π(2r + tvc)

βvc

))
+ csch

(
πt

β

)(
sinh

(
π(−4r + tvc)

βvc

)
− sinh

(
π(4r + tvc)

βvc

)))
(24)

This result can be regularized in a similar manner like
the LDOS. The resulting susceptibility is plotted in Fig.
5. As before, we see a cross-over between two power
laws: a boundary and a bulk, with the boundary in-
crease much steeper and the bulk decay much slower.
This is in agreement with the result for longitudinal spin
susceptibility reported in32 if one recalls that we work

in the limit of small Kρ. The TLL temperature depen-
dence is due to substitution r−2a → β−2aSinh−2a(r/β),
and indeed, the two curves converge for small r while at
finite r, we observe larger signal for smaller β and the
shift from maximum to larger values with increasing β.
Remarkably, as the temperature increases, the boundary
peak of a two-body charge susceptibility is much more
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FIG. 5. Illustration of the static, ω = 0, q = 4kF real part of
charge susceptibility χ(r;ω = 0, q = 4kF , β) as a function of
a distance from the boundary for two temperatures β = 50
(red) and β = 100 (blue).

prominent than the single-particle boundary feature in
the Coulomb metal, which suggests that probes measur-
ing local susceptibilities like relaxation-time 1/T1 NMR
or Raman spectroscopy may be better suited to study
these many-body changes of profile than more frequently
used STM.

Based on the RPA, which is known to hold in TLL,
one can now estimate the dielectric function ϵ(r) =
1 + cbackNemχρ(r), where Nem is the density of emit-
ted carriers and cback is a geometry-dependent constant
that describes the strength of the back-reaction onto the
TLL. At this point, it should be emphasized that from
the Dzyaloshinskii-Larkin theorem, vertex corrections are
prohibited in a pure TLL. Thus, any correction to the
dielectric function and therefore to the electron-electron
interactions is possible only due to the presence of emit-
ted carriers. In the zeroth order approximation, only
those outside carriers are going to be affected by the spa-
tially dependent screening, the ϵ(r). When the density of
emitted carriers increases, then this decoupling approxi-
mation will break down; this regime will be explored in
the next section.

On the bulk side (large r values), it can be observed
that the dielectric function from TLL carriers initially
increases as one approaches the end of the 1D system.
This has important consequences, for instance, in the
case of field emission. From electrostatics, it is expected
that inter-tube screening should decrease and the exter-
nal electric field should increase as the emitted carrier ap-
proaches the tip of the 1D system. However, the increase
ϵ(r) when r → 0 as observed here for r > 1[n.u.], implies
that this electrostatic effect is at least partially compen-
sated by correlations, thus, for instance, an assumption
of constant screening along the 1D system, which is used
in field emission studies, is justified.

On the boundary side, a rapid increase in charge sus-
ceptibility is observed. This implies that somewhere close
to the boundary, the relative dielectric constant will be

smaller than one, and this will be a manifestation of
strong radiation set on our boundary. In principle, this
should be the point where the boundary condition is set,
as a further decrease towards a negative relative dielectric
constant indicates that our formalism would be breaking
down therein. Here, employing the strong coupling ap-
proach becomes necessary.

VI. SPATIALLY DEPENDENT TLL
PARAMETERS

In the previous section, we have considered a weak
coupling regime of emission, namely a situation when the
cloud of emitted carriers has no feedback effect on the
TLL emitter, their density Nemit → 0. In this section,
we would like to move beyond this regime. In the strong
coupling limit, one can expect the presence of plasmon-
polariton quasi-particles that will couple with holons (1D
plasmons). There will be two new effects that need to be
considered: i) the external carriers will modify screening
inside TLL; ii) the carriers from TLL will randomly jump
onto the polariton state and back.
We first focus on interaction effect i) that modifies the

TLL parameters and velocities, thus can be considered
a correction to the real part of bosonic self-energy. The
TLL parameters are determined by electron-electron in-
teractions. In particular, the long-range interactions de-
termine the value of charge mode Kρ. As stated above,
due to the Dzyaloshinskii-Larkin theorem, the TLL can-
not screen itself, but carriers surrounding it will be af-
fected. For a sufficiently large Nemit, it will be more
appropriate to consider two coupled metals, the TLL
and the plasmon-polariton cloud, that are hybridized to-
gether since the charge can flow in between them. Fol-
lowing the Maxwell-Garnett equation, from the effective
medium approximation for nano-rods33, one finds:

ϵeff (r) =
(1− f)ϵTLL(r) + fβdepϵpp(r)

1− f + βdepf
(25)

where f = Nemit/NTLL and βdep ∼ O(1) is a con-
stant – a depolarization factor, e.g. βdep = 1/2 for a
rod34. We deduce that when a density of carriers inside
TLL is much larger than Nemit, which is still a sensi-
ble assumption, then the TLL charge susceptibility illus-
trated in Fig. 5 will become the charge susceptibility of
the entire medium. To be precise, in the RPA, the di-
electric function is directly proportional to susceptibility
ϵTLL(q; r) = 1−ṼCoulχTLL(q; r) where we took the static
limit ω → 0.
The charge TLL parameter depends on screened

Coulomb interactions in the low momentum exchange
limit:

Kρ(r) = 1/

√
1 + ṼCoul(q → 0, r)

where

ṼCoul(q → 0, r) = VCoul(q → 0)/ϵ(q → 0, r).



14

Once we know how dielectric constant ϵeff (q → 0, r) and

thus screened interactions ṼCoul(q → 0, r) depend on r,
we can deduce the dependence Kρ(r). Then, in princi-
ple, we can incorporate this effect together with velocity
variation vρ(r) in the LDOS profile. However, to profit
from our analytical solution for Fourier transform, we
still need to fulfil the condition bc = 2, which apparently
cannot be done any more because the |Kρ| has changed.
Fortunately, our modelling cannot stop at this point

as we still need to take into account electron jumps be-
tween the TLL and the plasmon-polariton cloud. This is
the second ii) effect indicated at the beginning of this sec-
tion. These incoherent jumps were the necessary ingredi-
ent that enabled us to use the effective medium approach.
In a recent paper35, it has been shown how to treat the
TLL subjected to incoherent coupling with an external
level b0; a problem has been treated using Lindbladian
formalism with the following Lidblad master equation:

dρ

dt
= ı[HTLL, ρ(t)] + L̂†ρL̂ (26)

where ρ is a density of states of the system under consid-
eration and the jump operator is:

L̂(x) =
√
γ(x)b†ρ+(x)bρ+(x) (27)

where b†ρ+, bρ+ are the bosonic creation/annihilation
operators corresponding to the field ϕρ+, and since
plasmon-polariton coupling is originally due to Coulomb-
like force, we expect it to interact only with charge-full
particles (in other words, the interaction cannot dis-
tinguish spin or valley degree of freedom). The γ(x)
is the amplitude of bi-linear coupling with an aver-
aged plasmon-polariton liquid γ(x) ∝ dpl(x = r) =

⟨b†0(r)b0(r)⟩. Such coupling between TLL and bosons
with linear dispersion has been accounted for in Ref. [36].

In the rotating frame (secular) approximation, the
Lindbladian superoperator reduces to the Redfield equa-
tion, and then the following effective Hamiltonian de-
scribes the quasi-open system:

Heff = HTLL − ı

2

∫
dxL†(x)L(x) (28)

the shift depends on local strength of Coulomb interac-
tion γ(x) = γ0Vloc(x) with γ0 ∝ Nemit. Following Ref.
[36], we know that the coupling is of a displacement type:
hence, Vloc(x) ∝ ∇x. Moreover, those authors showed
that integrating out the dpl boson bath leads to TLL
with modified parameters, thus here we also expect an
additional (imaginary) contribution to the TLL parame-
ter Kρ.
We can now investigate how the procedure BP needs

to be modified when K → K + ıγ(k). In the above, we
have written γ(k) ∝ k, which is a Fourier transform of
γ(x) ∝ ∇x. One notes that since the coupling with bath,
the imaginary part of K, is proportional to momentum,
thus it changes sign when moving from right to left going

fermion. Again, the delicate step is imposing boundary
condition, the step 3 of BP. Thus, now we shall have the
relation:

ϕL(x,K) = −ϕR(−x;K∗) (29)

where we indicated canonically conjugated K∗. As
a result, the non-local term bc,s ∝ ⟨ϕ(r)ϕ(−r)⟩ will
be proportional to K · K∗, thus the coefficient bν =
Re[Kν ] − Im[Kν ]. At the same time the local terms
ac,s ∝ ⟨ϕ(r)ϕ(−r)⟩ will be proportional to K−2, thus
aν coefficients do acquire imaginary parts that do not
cancel out.

This has led to the new concept of a non-Hermitian
TLL, defined by Heff with a complex-valued Kρ param-
eter. We are going to apply this result now. The only
modification is that in our case the loss γ(x) is space-
dependent, namely it is non-zero only at the wires’ end.
When both real and imaginary parts of Kρ are varied, it
is always possible to tune them in a way that ensures the
condition bc ≈ 2 is fulfilled. It is our convention for Kν

parameters, as declared in Eq.2, that makes it easier to
spot this cancellation.

It is sensible to assume that both interaction and hy-
bridization terms are ∝ Nemit. To fulfil the condition
bc = 2, we ought to assume that the TLL parameter Kρ

not only changes close to the boundary, but also propor-
tionally acquires an imaginary part. This can be justi-
fied by the fact that causality must be obeyed also by
the emitted electrons, thus response functions such as
susceptibility χ(ω) must obey Kramers-Kroning relations
(KKR), the relations that link integrals of real and imagi-
nary components of χ(ω). We are modifying the real part
of charge susceptibility, Re[χρ(ω)], essentially by adding
a part that peaks close to q ≈ 0 – interactions thus retain
their long-range character. From KKR, this implies that
necessarily the imaginary part Im[χρ(ω)] also changes.
Precisely, there will be a double-peaked structure added
in the imaginary part Im[χρ(ω)]. This imaginary (i.e.
finite loos) part corresponds to a tunneling, finite con-
ductivity, into the plasmon-polaron state.

The plots of resulting LDOS with a substitution Kρ →
Kρ(r)+ıγ(r) implemented, are shown in Fig. 6. Both for
the Coulomb and Hund case, we observe a small change
of slope (due to the modified TLL parameter), and there
is also a change of interference pattern (due to modi-
fied vρ(r)). For the Coulomb case, a weak interference
pattern appears, while for the Hund case, the previously
detectable beating between spin and charge modes is now
blurred out.

The most remarkable difference is, however, for the
Hund case where we previously observed a sharp reso-
nant peak at zero energy. Now there are several broad
peaks and the position of which has shifted towards a
finite frequency. This phenomenon can be interpreted
by the fact that now the radiation takes place into a 2D
plasmon-polariton peak, which is a finite frequency fea-
ture. We have varied the rς dependence with changing
exponent ς and we have checked different amplitudes of
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 6. LDOS for the case when Kρ varies in the vicinity
of the boundary and also acquires a finite imaginary part
therein. Top panel: Coulomb metal case (only Kρ ≪ 1), and
bottom panel: Hund metal case (both Kρ ≪ 1 and Kσ ≪ 1).

the real and imaginary parts (from 0 to 0.5), but the
positions of the peaks essentially stay the same.

To make a connection with our previous argument: due
to our boundary condition set on θ field, we are picking
the odd solutions of the barrier problem. For Dirac-delta
(i.e., strictly local x = 0) boundary, there exists only
E0 = 0 solution in this class. When the 2D cloud of
plasmon-polaritons allows for Kρ(r) dependence, which
in the fermionic language is the finite size quantum well
at the end of the 1D system, then we will have finite
energy E0 ̸= 0 solutions. This is illustrated in Fig.7.
In the top panel of Fig. 7, K(r) = cste, an infinitely
sharp quantum well forms near the boundary, resulting
in a hybridization. Here, a particle is created inside the
TLL, where we combine a holon and a spinon to form
a fermion-like object which can jump back and forth,
resulting in an extra state. In the bottom panel K(r) =
1

ϵ(r) , due to the spatial variation ofK(r) (we are changing

the shape of the green line), there are discrete energy
levels, producing resonances at finite energies, essentially
the energy levels are appearing.

FIG. 7. Schematic illustration of the boundary fermion hy-
bridization with a TLL in Hund metal regime. Top: K(r) =
cste, Bottom: K(r) = 1/ϵ(r). The top panel is the same
as the bottom panel in Fig.4. The green line represents the
Luttinger parameters, the dashed purple lines correspond to
bosonic dispersions, and the blue arrows indicate thermal ex-
citations. The arrow on the left side shows the energy spec-
trum on the boundary.

From the point of view of Kondo-like problems, if we
look at how the re-fermionization peak can be destroyed
as we move away from the Emery-Kivelson point, as de-
scribed in Ref.[37], we see that in the presence of a fi-
nite energy scale coupled with boson density, called ∆L

therein, the peak indeed shifts to a finite frequency. In
our case, this additional term in the Hamiltonian can
be due to a finite distance over which the Kρ(r) varies
and the boundary states induced therein, in the quantum
well. In the sine-Gordon model, these boundary states
are breathers (coupled states of solitons) whose energies
are described as:

En =

√
2

πK
E0 sin

(
nπK

2(1−K)

)
(30)

where E0 comes from the solution of a boundary quantum
well with 1/x2 potential. In Ref. [38], it was shown
that a self-adjoint solution with finite energy E0 exists.
For the Coulomb case, we have not invoked the Emery-
Kivelson fixed point, so the above reasoning, involving
the boundary fermion state, does not apply.
To test our boundary soliton-state conjecture one

should compare the peak positions in Fig.6 with results
of Eq.30. The only problem with using Eq. 30 directly
is that it is quite hard to compute the exact value of E0.
However, it suffices to know that it is finite, to bypass
this problem by considering the ratios of different energy
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Ei/Ej From Eq. 30 From Fig. 6 (b)

E2/E1 1.997 1.97

E3/E1 2.990 3.02

E4/E1 3.977 4.02

E5/E1 4.954 5.11

E3/E2 1.497 1.53

E4/E2 1.991 2.04

E5/E2 2.479 2.59

E4/E3 1.329 1.33

E5/E3 1.656 1.68

E5/E4 1.245 1.26

TABLE I. Comparison of energy level ratios received from
Eq. 30 and observed values taken from Fig. 6 (b).

levels and test our conjecture in this way. From the bot-
tom panel of Fig. 6, we read out the energy values that
correspond to the peaks and calculate their ratios. Com-
paring the results with the prediction of Eq.30, we find
that the match is quite good as shown in table Tab.I;
all the ratios indeed follow the equation for the solitonic
masses (Eq. 30). The only caveat is that for E1 we have
taken the value E1 = 0.18, instead of Eobs

1 = 0.12 which
we can read out from the figure. We suspect that this
change Eobs

1 = 2/3E1 is because of the renormalization
of the lowest energy level. This state is a single kink, a
dipole as a solitonic state. When computing a local field
acting on any dipole one needs to take into account a lo-
cal depolarization field which is equal to 1/3 of the bare
polarization field39. For higher energy states, we do not
have dipoles, but we have quadrupoles, etc..., and the
depolarization factors for these higher energy states are
much smaller than for the dipole. Therefore, this extra
renormalization is not present for En when n ≥ 2.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

a. Relation to other theories. The main result of our
work is that in the single-fermion spectral function (imag-
inary part of time-ordered Green’s function) there is a
zero-energy boundary state, but only in the case of Hund
metal. In this case, both spin and charge degrees of free-
dom have a non-trivial spatial dependence close to the
boundary. We interpret the peak as a manifestation of a
Fresnel interference between two beating modes, a con-
jecture that is also supported by a corresponding modifi-
cation of the temporal dependence of the scattering phase
γ(t). The existence of the boundary states has been also
a subject of intense research within Cardy’s formulation
of boundary CFT (in the string theory domain), see e.g.
[40]. It has been shown that such states, called Ishibashi
states41, can exist, but only for selected cases when so-
called gluing conditions can be fulfilled. These gluing
conditions are expressed through derivatives42, the Lau-
rent mode currents. From this, we deduce that only when

both modes have spatial dependence (hence finite deriva-
tives in both modes), the condition of a non-trivial can-
cellation between them at zero-energy can be fulfilled. In
this context, it should be noted that our radiative (von
Neumann) boundary condition is a difference between
the two (left-/right-) Laurent currents, while a standard
(Dirichlet) boundary condition corresponds to the can-
cellation of the sum of these currents. Both choices are
equally valid from BCFT viewpoint but the peak will
appear only in one of the two.

The problem has been solved also directly as the
boundary sine-Gordon model43. Also here authors con-
firmed existence of two types of boundaries either with or
without surface resonance, the former present only in the
interacting case when fixed field (not free field) bound-
ary condition has been chosen (in the language of Sec.5
in Ref. [43]). In our problem, we have several coupled
copies of the boundary sine-Gordon problems. In this in-
terpretation, the full fermion (that contains all bosonic
modes) has a boundary state only when boundary sine-
Gordon models for all modes fulfil the soliton-emitting-
resonance condition. Overall, we ought to state that the
existence of resonance is not a new finding of our study.
What is remarkable is that we were able to recover it
from interference between the TLL correlation functions.

b. Conclusions The main outcome of this work is to
obtain exact analytic results for LDOS profile for metal-
lic, strongly correlated 1D systems at finite tempera-
tures, the collective modes liquid known as Tomonaga-
Luttinger liquid. Our results are important for a broad
field of nanotechnology as the knowledge of the space-
resolved DOS determines a distribution of valence elec-
trons on the surface of any 1D or quasi-1D system. This
is a directly measurable quantity, for instance, using STM
or electron diffraction method. This quantity also deter-
mines the properties of nanostructures, for instance, a lo-
cal conductivity of nano-circuits or a chemical reactivity
on a surface of nanorods. In the case of such applications
it is important to have the LDOS in a closed analytic for-
mula, as it enables for its straightforward placement in
further system modeling formulas.

In the paper we have obtained results for two types of
TLLs: one is the Coulomb metal case, which has been al-
ready frequently recognized in the past, especially in the
context of carbon-nanotubes type of materials (but also
for p-orbital based sparse quasi-1D materials, like colum-
nar chalcogenides). The other class is the Hund metal
whose possible realization was identified as heavy atoms
1D wires, like Au at stepped silicon surfaces. It should
be noted that other realizations of Hund metal are also
possible, especially based on the K ↔ 1/K duality upon
θ ↔ ϕ change of the boundary condition. In this context,
we notice that nanotubes based on heavy p-elements,
such as rolled sheets of stanene, will have a strong lo-
cal in-plane spin-orbit interaction. Then Kσ ≫ 1, and
the boundary condition is set by cosϕσ. In this way, our
framework, from Coulomb to Hund metals, spans all pos-
sible nanotubes based on p-elements hexagonal sheets.
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(a) (b)

FIG. 8. Time evolution of the boundary phase shift cos(γ(t)) for (a) Columb metal and (b) Hund metal. The function illustrates
the induced modulations in the LDOS through boundary conditions within a TLL framework.

Appendix A: Integration by parts

The real space formula for LDOS, i.e., the imaginary
part of the retarded single-particle fermionic propagator,
as obtained by Eggert, has been expressed as:

N(x, t) = cos(γ(t))N̄(x, t) (A1)

where Ā(x, t) is the time-ordered correlation function
of the single-particle fermionic propagator within TLL.
It is the complicated function expressed in terms of
Sinha(x, t). The additional dependence that enters into
the retarded correlation function, is introduced by a
boundary phase shift, the cos(γ(t)) where the angle γ(t)
is defined piece-wise:

γ(t) =


π
2 (as + ac), 0 < t < 2r

vc
π
2 (as + ac + bc),

2r
vc
< t < 2r

vs
π
2 (as + ac + bc + bs),

2r
vs
< t <∞

(A2)

and so the cos(γ(t)) has a form of a sequence of step-
functions as illustrated in Fig. 8.

The overall time integral (t-domain Fourier trans-
form to ω-domain) can be solved by means of inte-

gration by parts, namely by taking dv = N̄(x, t) and
u = cos(γ(t)) ≈

∑
±sign(t− ti). Then we have:

∫ ∞

0

udv = −
∫ ∞

0

vdu+ vu

∣∣∣∣∣
∞

0

The first term simply gives v(r, ω, t) =
∫
N̄(r, t;ω), where

the t-dependence is still there because the integral was
indefinite. This is the integral that we present explic-
itly in Appendix B. Since du is a sum of Dirac deltas
(i.e., derivative of the sequence of step functions), then
the first term reduces to v(r, ω, t = ti) with ti(r) ∝ r.
This is just a small correction, except in the case when
r → 0 where we reach singularity. The second term gives
v(r, ω, t = ∞) ± v(r, ω, t = 0) where the sign depends
on the arrangement of cos(γ(t)) which has a form of a
sequence of step-functions as illustrated in Fig. 8. We
observe that the second term may cancel out the singu-
larity of v at zero (noticed in the first term); this happens
for Coulomb metal. On the contrary for the Hund metal,
there are two Dirac deltas of the opposite sign that can-
cel the first terms’ singularity. We are then left with an
unopposed constructive interference due to the second
term that leads to an unsuppressed peak when r → 0
and ω → 0.

Appendix B: Explicit form of a partial Ft→ω Fourier transform

Below we present results of integrals for the most general cases we have found. We obtained spectral function
N(ω, β, r) at a finite frequency (measured like in STM as a distance from Fermi energy), finite temperature T = β−1

and a finite distance r from the end of a 1D system. We have bosonic modes propagating with two velocities vc and
vs (note: dispersion may be degenerated and contain more than one mode) with corresponding exponents ac,s (see
main text for their relation with the TLL parameters Kc,s). The result of the integral Eq. 9 for the case −bc/2 = 1
and −bs/2 = 0 (Coulomb metal) reads:
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N(ω, β, r) =
1
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The result of integral Eq. 9 for the case −bc/2 = 1 and −bs/2 = 1 (Hund metal) reads:

N(ω, β, r) =
1
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In the above formula, we explicitly kept the dependence on the time limit of the integral. In the main text, we
identified it as the incompleteness of the Beta function which corresponds to setting finite limits of the time window
over which one integrates. This is the same situation as in Ref. [31]. The finite temporal limits have their physical
interpretation: i) the upper limit represents the finite lifetime of bosonic particles tlife that is present in an open
system; ii) the lower limit represents either energy cut-off of the theory ∼ 1/αcut−off of the finite time-span of a
single instanton tins event at the 1D system’s end (depending which one is longer characteristic time). Keeping them
in the expression allows us to incorporate them into the modelling of a given physical realization of an open TLL.

Appendix C: Testing special cases of ∆Kρ(r)

Since in Fig. 6 we take the real and imaginary parts
as equal, then the condition of bc = 2 remains fulfilled,
but if we take only the imaginary part of Kρ then our
solution might not apply. Taking purely real or imagi-
nary ∆K is an artificial construct with no connection to
TLL. The aim of these calculations is basically to test
our hypothesis about the origin of the peaks.

FIG. 9. LDOS for Hund case, as in the bottom panel of Fig.
6 but containing only the imaginary part of modified Kρ(r),
the iγ(r).

a. Pure imaginary γ(r) Fig. 9 illustrates the LDOS
for Hund metal, where Kρ(r) is with only the imaginary
part γ(r) is included. By removing the real part, through
the comparison with Fig.6b) (where both real and imag-
inary parts are included), we can extract the role played
by the real part of ∆Kρ(r), the part that is now miss-
ing. One immediately recognizes that the peaks close to
r → 0 are now absent. Therefore, the conjecture made in
the bottom panel of Fig. 7, proves that the real part of
K(r) dependence plays a role in the emergence of these
states.

FIG. 10. LDOS for Hund case, as in the bottom panel of Fig.
6 but containing only the real part of ∆Kρ(r).
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b. Purely real ∆K. In an analogous way we now
take the case without imaginary γ(r). The result is pre-
sented in Fig.10. Now we observe the finite frequency
resonances (as caused by the Re[Kρ(r)] dependence) but
also the zero frequency peak. The zero frequency peak
has been interpreted as being due to the oddness of BC.

In the presence of both real and imaginary parts, the sit-
uation considered in the main text, we have BC condition
with a twist where parity symmetry is broken44. Then
oddness is not well defined and the central peak is miss-
ing. Once we remove the imaginary part we restore the
symmetry and the zero frequency peak appears again.
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