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Introduction

The Hubbard model has been the subject of many research in the last years mainly related to its relevance to high
Tc superconductors, heavy fermion materials, etc. These are systems of fermions with short range repulsive on site
interactions. The Hamiltonian is

H=—t Z (c;r,s cjs + c}s Cis) F UZ"M—”L—
(i,7),0 i

where ¢; 4, ¢! , are fermionic creation and annihilation operators at the site i and spin s = + (up), s = — (down).

The parameter t is the hopping amplitude and U > 0 is the on-site Coulomb repulsion.

This model was solved exactly in 1D by Lieb and Wu, using the Bethe ansatz. The elementary excitations were
shown to consist of exotic objects called spinons which carry the spin degrees of freedom and holons which carry the
charge degrees of freedom. Hence the elementary excitations are not quasiparticles, that is renormalized electrons
with an effective mass meg, charge —e and spin 1/2 as described by the Landau Liquid Theory. In 1D the electron
breaks into

electron — spinon + holon

This phenomena is called the spin-charge separation. These particles have relativistic dispersion relations, and they
are described by the Luttinger Liquid Theory (LLT), which is the Cond-Mat version Conformal Field Theory. The
CFTs used in connection to the LLT are gaussians models with a boson (¢ = 1), and eventually Wess-Zumino-Witten
models, specially SU(2) at level k = 1 which also has ¢ = 1.

In 2D the model has not been solved exactly but has been the subject of many investigations. In particular it is
not clear the existence of exotic particles or the spin-charge separation as in 1D.

From the numerical viewpoint the Hubbard model is difficult to study numerically. One of the reasons is that the
Hilbert space of each site is four dimensional:

Hubbard site : |0}, 0374_\0), c;_|0>, c;fy+c;-r’_|0>

where |0) is the vacuum states. In the limit where U >> t, there will be a huge energy cost for two electrons, with
spin up and down, to occupy the same site. It is then possible to obtain an effective model where the doubly occupied
sites have been "integrated out” leaving and effective Hamiltonian
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(i) (i.3)

- JS I 1
Hi_j=—t Z (cT Cjs + c;r-ys Cis)+ JZ(Si -S; + Zninj) + three body term

where ¢; ¢ are the projection of the fermionic operators to the on site Hilbert space

t—Jsite: [0), & ,[0), & _|o),
S; is the spin 1/2 operator at the site ¢ = 1,..., N built from the fermionic ops as
— 1. _
Si = 50175 Os,s' Cisy

n; is the number of electrons at site ¢

ni=nip o, ms=c s 0< () <1
and J is a coupling constant related to U and ¢ as

t2
J="
4U

This model has also been the subject of many investigations specially in connection to high-Tc superconductors,
where it has become the standard model. In 1D it is exactly solvable provided J = 2t and commutes with the
generators of the superalgebra SU(1]2).

In the Hubbard and tJ model an important quantity is the so called filling fraction defined as

N, 0 < z < 2 Hubbard model
0<zx<1 tJ model

where N, is the total number of electrons which is a conserved quantity:

N, = Z”%v

At x = 1 in the tJ model there is an electron per site. Electrons cannot move since doubly occupied sites are
forbidden, so the only available degree of freedom is the spin one. This case is refereed to as half filling, and the
Hamiltonian is reduces to

Hyg=J Z §i . §j
(4,3)
up to a constant. This is the famous spin 1/2 antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model which describes the dynamics
of the spin degrees of freedom. The charge degrees of feedom have been frozen. The Hilbert space on one site is then
given
Heisenberg site : [y =cl 10), [ =cl_|o),

We have the chain of models

Hubbard model Z3" tJ model 2=+ Heisenberg model

with the corresponding reduction of degrees of freedom of the total Hilbert space
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One can also go directly from the Hubbard to the Heisenberg model :

Hubbard model U/t_>:OO>’x:1: Heisenberg model

In particular the ground state (GS) of both models will be related by

lim  |GS,Hubbard) = |GS, Heisenberg)

U/t—oo,xz=1

This relation is valid in any dimension. In 2D the cuprate superconductors are characterized by a dopping factor
x which is related to the filling fraction defined above. The undoped compounds, which are called parent materials,
correspond to filling fraction x = 1. These compounds are fairly well described by the 2D AF Heisenberg model
(AFH) , which exhibits AF long rangle order and whose excitations are magnons with spin +1. This 2D model has
been analized using the spin wave theory (which is a mean field theory), the O(3) non linear sigma model, numerical
methods, MonteCarlo, etc.

The spin 1/2 AFH model in 1D was solved by Bethe in 1991 using the famous Bethe ansatz, which marked the
beginning of the many body exactly solvable models, together the Onsager solutions of the 2D Ising model in 1944.

A. The antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model in 1D

The Hamiltonian of Heisenberg model for a chain with N spins with periodic boundary conditions is (§N+1 = §1)

N
H = JZS’z . §i+1
=1

where J is called the exchange coupling constant which is positive for antiferromagnetic interactions which favor
that the nearest neighbour (NN) spins are antiparallel, while negative values correspond to ferromagnetic interactions
wich favors parallel NN spins. The ferromagnetic case is much more easier to analyze than the AF case.

The Bethe ansatz (BA) is a choice of the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H which consist in the linear superposition
of plane waves of magnons. The starting point of the BA is the fully ferromagnetic state with all the spins up:

|F) =|+,+,...,+)

which is an eigenstate of H with energy

_IN
T4

This is the GS of the ferromagnetic Heisenberg model (J < 0) and has third component of the spin S* = N/2. In
the sector with S* = N/2 — 1 there are N states. The eigenstates of H can be build from the plane waves

2

N

k)= e*lz), o) =S |F)

=1

|) is the state with all spins up expect at the site & where the spin is down, due to the application of the lowering
operator S; = S! —iS2. Writting H as

N
z Qz 1 — —
H = JZ <Si i1t i(sj Sip1 + 5 S;:l))

i=1



one easily finds

Hiz) = (Bo — D)) + 3 (fo + 1) ]z — 1))

and

H|k) = (Eo + emag(k))|k)
where

Emag(k) = g(cosk —1) = —Jsin? g,

is the magnon dispersion relation for the momentum k whose quantization follows from the periodicity of the
magnon wave function

ehN =1 k:%Tn, 0<k<2m

In the F case the magnon dispersion energy are positive and in the vecinity of ¥ = 0, m behaves has the non

relativistic form €4y ~ Jk?/4. In the AF case the energy of the magnons is negative meaning that the F state is a
false vacuum. The two body magnon states are given by

k1, k) = (A(/fl,kz)ei(klmmz) + A(kzakl)ei(k2x1+klz2)) |1, 22)

where the amplitudes A are related by the so called S matrix scattering amplitude

Sy = Allizyln) _ 1= 26 4 k)
( 1, 2) - A(kl,kg) - _1 — ¢tk et(ki1+k2)

The positions of the magnons are ordered as x; < x2. A state with M magnons is a linear superposition of plane
waves with momenta ki, ..., kps:

k1,oo k) =Y Alkpy,... kpag)elFrmtethesman gy gy
P

where one sums over the M! permutations P of the coordinates of the magnons and

\ml,...,xM>:S;;...S;M|F>, << TM-

The amplitudes Ap can be factorized into the product of two body S-matrices, e.g.

A(ks, ko, k1) = S(ki,ko)A(ks, k1, ko) = S(k1,k2)S(k1, k3)A(k1, ks, k2)
= S(klka)S(klvk3)5(1€27k3)A(k17k27k3)

The momenta which correspond to eigenstates of H satisfy the Bethe ansatz equation

e =T Skikj), i=1,....M
J(#i)
which means that the total phase shift of a mangon after crossing all the other ones is equal to one, for the wave

function to be single valued. This is a complicate set of non linear differential eqs. that can be solved analytically in
the thermodynamic limit N >> 1. The main results that one obtains for the AF case are



e The GS has total spin equal to zero Si,; = 0 for a chain with an even number of sites and S;,; = 1/2 for a chain
with an odd number of sites. These states are constructed with M = N/2 (N even) magnons and M = (N —1)/2
(N odd) magnons respectively.

e The elementary excitations are spin 1/2 particles with dispersion relation

J
esp(k) = vssink, US:%, O<k<m

which near k ~ 0 and 7 can be linearized, i.e. €5, ~ vsk or €5, ~ vs|k — m| which corresponds to a relativistic
dispersion relation. vy is the spinon velocity which plays the role of the speed of light in a Quantum Field
Theory. Notice that the range of the momenta of the spinons is half of the Brillouin zone (0,27). For a long
time it was stated in the physical literature, that spin waves of the antiferromagnetic chain of spin 1/2 magnets
has spin 1. Indeed, spin wave, i.e. magnon, corresponds to a turn of one spin, amounting to spin 1/2 + 1/2 =
1. However, Faddeev and Taktajan showed that turn of a spin corresponds to 2 spinons, so that the momentum
of this state runs through the whole Brillouin zone 0 < k < 27. This is a non perturbative phenomena:

magnon (S* = 1) = spinon (S* = 1/2) + spinon (S* =1/2)

e The spin susceptibility at zero temperature and zero magnetic field is

The product of x and the spinon velocity v, is a dimensionaless quantity which plays the role of Wilson ratio
Vs X0 = %
e The low energy spectrum can be described by a CFT given by a SU(2) Wess-Zumino-Witten model at level 1.

The Virasoro central charge of this model is ¢ = 1, which coincides with that of a free massless boson. Indeed
this CFT can be constructed from a massless boson.

Guzwiller proyection

The connection between the Hubbard and Heisenberg models implied that

lim  |GS,Hubbard) = |GS, Heisenberg)
U/t—oo,x=1
Let us define the Guztwiller proyector as the operator that projects out the states where a site is double occupied

Po = | |(1=niqni-)

—

Il
N

7

Pal0) = 10

N

. Pad )=o),  Pocl . _Jo)=0

The limit U/t — oo enforces that the operator Pg is effectively realized on the Hubbard GS and in particular

Pz lim  |GS,Hubbard) = lim  Pg |GS,Hubbard) = |GS, Heisenberg)

U/t—oo,z=1 U/t—oo,xz=1



One may wonder which are the properties of the state obtained by Gutzwiller projection, not of the GS at U/t = oo,
but the GS at U/t = 0, namely the non interacting Fermi sea.

Wa) =P [FS),  [FS)= ][] ck, e _l0)
|k|<kr

where the Fermi momenta is choosen to guarantee that there is an electron per site, so that the state has only spin
degrees of freedom.

™ .
krp = 57 (Yalnilva) =1, Vi

In the state |1)g), the electrons are free to move along the lattice but they are forced not to occupy the same state,
which is in a way equivalent to the U/t = oo limit.
Gebhard and Vollhardt computed in 1987 the exact expression of the spin-spin correlation function'*

(Ve l|SF St jlva) _ Si(mj) (—1)
(Yalva) 7T Jj

(57 Sij) = ji>0

where Si(x) is the sine integral

siny
Y

Si(x) = /O "y

The alternating sign, (—1)?, and the algebraic decay of the spin-spin correlations, 1/j, are similar to the behaviour
of this correlator in the GS of the nearest neighbour AFH model. A comparison of the exact NN and NNN of these
correlators between the two models shows also their proximity:

J Ya VAFH
(57 Siz_,_j} =< 1 —0.589490 —0.5908623
2 0.225706 0.242719

These results suggested that the state g have properties rather close to those of the AFH model, so a natural
question was: what is the Hamiltonian for which ¢ is the exact GS. The answer was given independently by Haldane
and Shastry in 1988.

Haldane-Shastry model
The Guzwiller projected state in the spin basis

Let us first define the Klein operators
— — i7TN+ N _ .
An,+ = Cn +, Qp,— = Cp,—€ ’ + — N+
i
which commute among themselves

[@n +,0m,—] =0, Vn, m

while they satisfy canonical anticommutations relations between operators with the same spin

{an,sa ajn,s} = 5n,m7 {an,sy am7s} = 07 vna m



Now let us consider the state
o) =[] o}, [ al_10)
keK q€Q

where @ is the set of momenta of the M spins down and K the set of the momenta of the N — M spins up (so that
S% = N/2 — M). Now we perform a particle-hole transformation on the up spins:

0) ¢ al, [0)

in terms of the unitary transformation a!, + a,, which satisfies

(aIn,Jr + @m0 = (1 — nm,Jr)(ajn,Jr + am, )

The operator that performs this transformation on all sites is

U=(aly,+an)...(al y +a1y)

One considers the transform state

N
[0) =UPgl¢) =Pa Ulg), Pa=UPcU" = [[ (1= nm—+nmsnm-)

m=1
The action of U can be simply computed finding
W) =Pa ] aly I ai-10)
ke—K qeQ
where — K is the set complementary of K. Expanding the momentum operator in terms of the position operators

G’le ikn t

1
Wi ﬁ Z € Qn s

The number of momenta in the sets Q and —K is equal to M (recall that K contains N —M momenta). Introducing
the above eq in ¢ one finds (up to an overall constant)

N Pt T T T
W}> = Pg Apy 4 - Appg + gy, — - - - aQM7+|O>
. . : ! . ’ _—
_ 2 : 2 : etPinittpunar) gi(aini + +anM)pG ajn,Jr L. G,LM)JFQIL,U_ e a1L§W_|O>

N1y MM DY,y

= ) det(e™) det(e' ") bf, ... b}, [0)

Ty
N1y sMM

where p; (j = 1,..., M) label the momenta in —K and ¢; (j = 1,..., M) the momenta in (). The antisymmetric
character of the fermion operators leads to the product of the two determinants, while the proyector P¢ forces that
every time there is a spin down fermion there is also an spin up, and they appear in the same amount. b, is the hard
core boson operator

bl = al . al

n,+ “'n,—

This operator gives rise to a spin 1/2 representation at the nth- site
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Sy=bn,  Sp=0,  Si=5-0bb
so that the state v is equivalent to the spin state
) = Z det(e™i™7) det(e'4i™) Spy o S, |F)

N1, M

where |F) is the ferromagnetic state used in the Bethe ansatz construction.
Let us come back to the Gutzwiller state at half filling M = N/2. Choosing for simplicity antiperiodic BCs for the
fermions, the momenta of the particles are (IN/2 an even number)

_QI(n_i_l) n—_g g_l
N 27 47777 ¢

The momenta corresponding to the F'S (i.e. set Q) and its complementary (i.e. set —K') correspond to the values

kn

N N
qn'n_ 47"'74 3

Hence the two determinants became the same, up to a phase, and the wave function of the spin deviations is

P = T — g = P = i g=iding

B,y ma) = €7 T dot(iom )

where we recall that the coordinates ni,...,ny; denotes the position of the hard core bosons or equivalent, the
down spins. Defining the phase

5 — 2mi/N s et — H(G+1/2)m

the determinant becomes

det(ei‘“m) = z2am/2 det(zj”l)

Since we are interested in the absolute value of this determinant, the overall phase does not matter and the range
of j can be taken from 0 to M — 1. Using the variables z; = 2"/, one obtains a Vardemonde determinant for the

M x M matrix

1 1 .. 1
21 Z9 ZM
det(27™) = det 22 2 ... 22 = (—1)MM=1)/2 H(Zl —z)
e .. ... DRI l<]
Z{V[_l zé\/[_l zﬁ_l

and since

|2i = zj| = |27 — 29| = 2| sin (W) |
one finally finds the wave function
B, ... mar) oc e Zem T [ sin? (ﬂanw))
i<j

Comments:



e The wave function has the typical Jastrow form

e The term €™ 2i ™ satisfies the sign Marshall rule:
i Sini _ 1 Y .n;:even
-1 >, n;:odd
so that the sign of the wave function is 1 if the number of down spins in the odd sites is even, and —1 it that
number is odd. This rule also applies to the GS of the AFH Hamiltonian. Its origin is the Perron-Frobenius

theorem, which states that the eigenvector with highest eigenvalue of an irreducible symmetric matrix A; ; with
non-negative entries, can be choosen with all its entries non negative real numbers:

A;; >0, Vi, j, ZAi,jUj = Amaz Vj, == v; > 0
J

Consider now the operator

I z
V= | |‘72¢+1
i

where o7 is the Pauli matrix that gives 1 (-1) if the site ¢ has a spin up (down). Acting on the wave function ¢
one obtains

V|T/’> - Z eiﬂ-Zi i ¢(”17~~-7”M) 5771 S;M|F>

so that the new wave function has all its entries positive as a Perron-Frobenius vector. In the AFH model, the GS
satisfies the Marshall rule because the operator V' generates a unitary transformation of the AFH Hamiltonian

1
VHyVT = JZ (Sf 1 g(S;rSill + Si‘itl))

which, up to an overall constant, is a matrix with negative entries. Hence the vector with lowest eigenvalue, i.e.
the GS, can be choosen with all its components positive.

e Using z; = 2", the wave function can also be written as

v(ng,...,na) ocnzan(zm fznj)z, 2y = e2T/N
i i<j
e Consider the following wave function for a spin system with N spin variables, s,, = £1 (n =1,..., N), and total

spin zero, ) s, = 0:

[®) = > ®(s1,...,5n) [s1,...,5N)
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where

4 N 7T(n o m) SnSm/2
B(sy,...,5n) = €™/2Lniodalsn—1) H [sin (N)}

n>m

The integers n denotes the position of the spins, regardeless they are up or down. This wave function is
proportional to the HS wave function shown above. To show this connection, let us define the variable a,, as

sp=1-2a, = a,=0(1), s, =1(-1)

Plugging this into the previous eq. one finds, up to overall constants

N 7r(n o m) 207p Ay — Ay —Cm
B(s1,...,5N) o 7 2inioda In H {sin <N>}

n<m

The term proportional to a, + a,, gives an overall constant using translational invariance and the fact that
>, an = N/2. The last equation is a consequence of the eq. Y s, = 0. One is left with

N ﬂ_(n _ m) 20n Am
B(s1,...,85N) o € Linioda In H {sin <N>}

n<<m

Finally, the sites n where the spins are up, contribute with 1, so the wave function only depends on the positions
n; os the spins down, i.e. a,, =1, i.e.

N/2

O(s1,...,sy) ocem =i ] [Sin (7T(m]\f_n])>]2

1<J

which coincides with the HS wave function. The wave function expressed in terms of the spin variables s,, will
be later used to relate the HS model with the WZW model.

The Haldane-Shastry Hamiltonian

Haldane and Shastry found in 1988%2 that the Gutwiller wave function is the exact eigenstate of the Hamiltonian
with long range exchange couplings

_Jn? S
- N? sin?(7(n — m)/N)

n<m

H

Their work was motivated by previous results of Sutherland for a continuum bose gas model that we shall review
later on. The coupling constant between two spins has an interesting geometrical meaning. It is inversely proportional
to the square of the distance between two arbitrary sites on the ring,

d(2n, 2m) = |2n — 2m| = 2| sin (w(nN—m))', nom=1,...,N

Following Shastry we perform the unitary V transformation to the Hamiltonian which becomes
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(e
H = SpSh + ————
On;ézmsm m)/N) { e 2

(S Sm + Sy Sh)

where Jy = J7n?/(2N?). Next we express the spin operators in terms of the hard core boson operators in the
subspace of M bosons (i.e. M =" (blb,)):

:_7§ i (Ohbm + H.C) + > Tk bLbybl by, + EG(N, M)
n#m n#m
where
JO 1
= ———  Ja = (1)
" sin®(7n/N) w=(=1) "
and
N-1
N N?—-1 N
/ _ z __
Eo(NvM)*(Z*M)E Jn = Jo 3 (Z*M)

In the last expression we have used

N L,
g sin? 7rn/N g(N -1

which is a particular case of the general identity found by Haldane!

Jn

1 1 .
= —(N*-1)—-J(N-J = 2m/N 0<J<N
A== 12" ) =3/t oE=eT =7=

MZ

Soo(J

The ferromagnetic state, M = 0, has an energy equal to

N2_-1N 2 1
Jn N

F_ = F = 2 Tog VWY TN
Ej = Eo(N,0) = E{(N,0) = Jo 3 1 24( N)

which grows linearly with the size of the systems and has a 1/N correction.
The one magnon state with momentum £ is given by

By =2 e SyIF) =) " bl o)

It is not difficult to show that this is an eigenstate of H

H k) = (Eg + €mag(k)) k)

where the magnon dispersion relation is

J
5mag(k) = Z(kQ - 71-2)7 |k| <7
In the AF situation, J > 0, this quantity is negative as in the AFH model. However the dependence of the momenta
is quadratic while in the latter model is cosk — 1. In Haldane’ s derivation the dispersion relation is K (K — 27)/4.
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The difference, as compared with Shastry result is that in the latter the Hamiltonian has been V —transformed which
adds a momentum 7 to all the momenta, i.e. K =7+ k.
The HS state with two magnon, M = 2, is given by

|'(/)> = Z w(nlynq)billblz‘(», w(nl,ng) = sinz(w(nl — n2)/N)

ni,n2
Employing Haladane’ s identity for Spo(J) one can show that this is an eigenstate state of H with eigenvalue
Jr? 4

Eo(N,1) = Ej + — 1+ 53)

The case with M = 3 is already quite involved to prove. The basic identity which is needed is’

cot(f; — 03) cot(fy — b3) + (cyclic permutation of 1,2,3) =1
The GS of the HS for general values of M < N/2 is
M?2—-1 1

3N2 Z>

Eo(N, M) = EF + Jn?M(

which reproduces the previous results for M = 1 with K = 0 and M = 2. The minimun value of E¢(N, M) in the
interval 0 < M < N/2, corresponds to half filling

M:§—>EOHS(N)EEO(N,%): (N+ =)

Spin susceptibility

Let us add to the HS Hamiltonian a magnetic field h the the z-direction
H=Hpgs+hSiy

The energy of a state with M magnons will be

E(N,M,h) = Eo(N, M) + h(% — M)

Minimizing this energy respect to M, gives the magnetic field h = h(m) as a function of the magnetization m = M/N

dE(N,M,h) _dEo(N,M) 5 5 1
i =0= h(m) = ¥ =Jr (m 1

The spin susceptibility at zero temperature is defined as

dm dh\ ! 1
x(h) = 25 = (dm) = 37m

which at zero field h =0, i.e. m =1/2is

x(0) = T2

This value coincides with the spin susceptibility of the AFH chain.
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Pair correlation function

The pair correlation function of the state

|'(/J> = Z ¢(n17~-~7”M)qu "'bIlM |O>

N1y M

is defined as

(W[b], bim|¥))
(V1)

and it coincides with the spin correlator (S; S;t), and its expression is given by

<biz bm> =

(bl bm) = M(M = 1)C™2 3" p(n,na, ... nan)¥(m,na, ... nar)

N2, M

where C' is the normalization of ¢. The sum over the integers can be quite complicated to do directly however
one can replace these sums by integrals and the use the results obtained by Sutherland of the pair correlator in the
continuous bose model. To explain why this happens, let us consider the determinant form of the wave function that
we obtained earlier:

'L/)(nl, - ,TLM) = 6” 2o det(eikin_j)‘2

where

2 1 N
k, = — —
4

ity n=- 1 el <2

Expanding the determinants one has

det(eikz‘nj) — E €p ei(kP1n1+"'+kPMn1u)
PeSy

where P are the permutations of the symmetric group Sy and ep the their sign. The wave function is then

,(/)(nh o ’nM) — T > ni E €p €Q ei((kpl—le)n1+'“+(kPM—kQM)TLM)
P,QESM
and
w(na ng,... 7nM)w(ma na,... ’nM) = elﬂ(n-‘,—M) ZP,Q,P’7Q/€SM €p €Q €P’ €Q’
Xei[(k}pl7kQ1)TL+(kP117]6@/1)m+(k}p27kQ2+kp/27k?Q/2)n2+”-+(k}p1vj7}{?QJ\4+kP/A47kQ1M)TL1u]
The pair correlator involves M — 1 sums over the integers no, ..., nys of the form

, 2m X int
SR K =k —ky ke — ke = Tt K] <2,

where the bound on K follows from the condition |k| < 7/2. It is then a simple matter to check that under these
conditions
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imn_ N, it K=0
T 0 K A0

where the zero result follows from the eq. e*®V

(0, N) one has

= 1. On the other hand, treating n as a continous variable between

Nd ien [ N, if K=0
o T 0 ifK#£0

Hence, to compute the pair correlator one can make the replacement

N N
Z — / dn
n=1 0

so that the real-space (N point) correlations of the lattice model are identical to those of the equivalent state of the
continuum Bose gas model.
Haldane considered a more general form of the wave function

N/2 (n n ) 2
; ) . TNy — Ny
¢(n17 ce 7nN) X 627”‘]21' ni/N I<| [sm (N J ):|
i<j

where J belongs to the range

M-1<J<N-M+1

The case considered by Shastry corresponds to J = N/2. In the thermodynamic limit with

M—> J—>‘ <ji<1
N m, N J m <) m

the longitudinal and transverse spin correlations

Cylx) = (S5 Su) = (S Sar)
Cu(z) = (S Sp) = (S} Sy

with & = 27(n — n'), are given by

Cilx) = %Si(mx) cos(mx) — %[Sz(mx) + sin(ma)] sin(max)

m
Ci(z) = —Si(mz)cos(jz)
x
where Si(x) is the sine integral. The dominant decay is algebraic with an exponent 1 = 1, which is independent of
m and without logaritmic corrections. These two features are different from the AFH model where the exponent 7
is renormalized for m # 1/2. The absence of log corrections indicates that there is no a backscattering process (spin
umkalpp), which are associated to a marginal irrelevant operator of the fixed point WZW model. In this regard it is

interesting to observe that a Hamiltonian with NN and NNN couplings where the backscattering term is also absent
is

L L J
Hy 5= Z(Jlsi -Sit1+ J2S; - Siy2), 72 ~.241

- 1
i
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In the HS model the ratio of NN and NNN couplings is rather close to that value

J(2)  (sin(r/N)\* 1 1
J(1) (sin(Qﬂ'N)) 4

= —
4cos?(wN) 4
Following Haldane, the states with M < J < N— M are states at the top of their multiplets, i.e. S* =5 = N/2—
If one takes m = j = 1/2 the correlations become isotropic

a b\ __ (_l)n .
(Sy Sy = 6“’b747rn Si(mn)

and coincide with the result obtained by Gebhard and Vollhardt'4.

The trigonometric Sutherland model

The Haldane-Shastry model is closely related to the Sutherland model of M particles moving on a circle of length
N and Hamiltonian

I M o2 T 2)\ N 1
wn=-5S"2 1o(Z 1
Suth ; 0z? * (N) ( )Z sin(m(z; — x;)/N

1<j

where 1, ...,z are the positions of the coordinates of the particles.
The GS of this Hamiltonian is

M (@i — ;) A
1/’(%» o ;xM) = H |:Sin <7NJ>:|
1<
which for A = 2 is a continuous version of the HS wave function, except for the Marshall sign which is absent in
the later wave function. To prove this result let us first consider the derivative

0 AT Tn.m

iy A t
835”1[) N 0

(G
m(#n)

where z,, ,, =, — . Taking another derivative and summing over n one finds

Ay T2 1
K2 = (N) Z sin?(72,,m/N)

n#m
< ) Z Z Z COt Tn,m tﬂ'f\?,l
n m(n) ln)

The last term we split as

; ;n&m—i— Z

n#Em#l#n

obtaining

Ay T2 1 A 2 Ty, m
W = A (N) Zl SiD2(77$n,m/N) - <N> Z COtQ N

n#m
n A 2 Z " TTp,m ; T,
- CO CO
N N N
n#Em#El#n
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Using the identity (6; ; = 6; —6;)

cot B2 cotfy 3+ cotbysz cotfz +cotbs; cotf =1

one gets
Z ‘ Ty, m ; T | M(M —-1)(M - 2)
co co =—
N N 3
n#EmMFEI#En
while
¥ 1
cot? L — — MM -1
Z N Z sin? (72 m/N) ( )
n#m n#m ’
Hence

T\ 2 7\ 2 2_
% = A=) (N) Znsinz(ﬁmlmm/N) a (?v) M(M:s .

‘Which shows that

HSuth 1/) = EO(Na Ms )‘) 7/)

with

Eo(N,M, ) = (XT)M(M?)—U

Excitations

To find the excitations of the Sutherland Hamiltonian one make the ansatz

V(x1, ..., xpn) = Pz, ..., x0r) YolT1,- .-, Tar)

where g is the GS wave function derived above and ® a trial wave function which one wants to find. Let us first
make the change of variables

2rx
N )

The Hamiltonian can be written in this variables as

H=(33> Zae2+ 1)Zsm(91—9>/

1<)

The Schroedinger eq.

Hy = E
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after replacing the ansatz ¢ = ® 1)y and using that v is an eigenstate of H, becomes

™

N\ 2
H®=¢d, €= (2) (E — Ey)

where

M M
0? dlogpy O
H = -2
which can be written as
H = H,+ H,
M
82
H = — —
! Z 962
i=1 ?
ei@j _|_ eiel 8 6
2 2 ; ezej _ 6101 <89] 69l>

The operator H’ in general will not be hermitean. To solve this eq. one first defines a basis of plane waves
characterized by a collection of integers {n;}

{n;} ={n1,ne,...,nm}, ny <ng-- <Ny

M
O{n;} = E H enifpri — i(nibit+nmbr) | Pormutations 6;
PeSy j=1

This functions is a symmetric polynomial in the variables z; = % of degree deg ® = > JUR The action of H; on
this basis is diagonal

M
H1®{n,;} = e1 ®{n,}, € = Zn?
j=1

while the action of Hs will be shown below to be upper triangular. Let’ s act with Hy on the wave function
{ni,...,m,...,n,...,ny} and consider the term

. ’ i6 i . .
= i)t Oinp; zetzz (% - a%) (e?n0+me) 4 gi(mb+ne))

= An —m)et X' 0inr; gim(0+¢) %(eike ko)
eif —ei®

where k = n —m > 0. The prime over the sum indicates the exclusion of the terms corresponding to 6 and ¢. Next
one uses the fundamental identity

k0 _ ik 1 — ¢ik(6—0)

1 — ei(¢—0)

e

_i0 | idy i(k—1)0
0l _ oi9 = (" +e)e

(e + ei?)

k-1
(€ 4 i) h=10 (1 4 ¢i6=0) 4 . 4 (ik=1)(9=0)y _ cik0 | ciko | 2Z€i[(k—l)9+l¢]
=1

to get
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n—m-—1
A= )\(n _ m) et > 0inp; z(n0+m¢>) + ez(m9+n¢>) +2 Z i[(n—1)0+(m~+1)¢]
=1

The first two terms contribute to the energy of the state as

M
=AY (m—mn;)=-X> n (M+1-2l)

1> 1=1
The third term corresponds to a sum of vectors labelled by different values of the integers {n;}, where two of them,
m < n, have been shifted as m — m + [, n — n —[. The factor of 2 accounts for the permutation of these integers.
This motivates the definition of squeezing. A partition {n} is obtained by squeezing a partition {n;} if
{n1,...,n5, ...k, ooonat = {na, oo ng, o e, )

where the pair n; < nj has been changed as

nj—>nj/:nj+l, nk—>nk/:nk—l, Oglgnk;nj
An example with [ =1 is
nq Up) ns Ny ns ny ) ns nag ns
1 3 4 6 9 - 1 4 4 5 9
++1 + 1

Notice that after que squeezing the integers may not be in proper order. Two partitions related as above imply
that (n'|Hz|n) pick up a term 2X(ny — n;). The squeezing operation implies

(n,} bqueeZlng{ }:>< '|Ha|n) #0 and (n|Hz|n') =

The squeezing allows one to introduce an ordering of the basis

(g} > {nl} if {ny} "™ {0}

so that H' becomes upper triangular

O O *
O % ¥
EE

The diagonal elements give the eigenvalues of H', namely € = €; + €5 with

M
E*Zn +)\Z n, —n;) :Z(n —An;(M +1—2j)

1>j j=1

Sutherland also gives an algorithm to find the eigenvectors of H'.
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Haldane-Shastry, N, M, idim = , 6, 3, 20 Haldane-Shastry, N, M, idim = , 8, 4, 70

5 3
2
1 o o LYYy
1 T .
5 W0 15 20 10 20 30...40""50 60 70
. o C1b T e
. 2
-2 o
=3[

FIG. 1: Spectrum of the HS Hamiltonian for (N, M) = (6,3) and (8,4). N is the number of sites and M the number of down
spins, idim is the dimension of the Hilber space.

leisenberg model, N, M, idim = , 6, 3, 2( Ieisenberg model, N, M, idim = , 8, 4, 7!
3 2 .
1 o o et .
o o o 1 T
L]
 —
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e o o ....oo
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. -2 o
_2 .
-3t
L]

FIG. 2: Spectrum of the AFH model with NN interactions.

1-J2 = 1/4 model, N, M, idim = , 6, 3, 2 1-J2 = 1/4 model, N, M, idim = , 8, 4, 7

2
1 o o
1
o o o
.
5 10° 15 20 10 20 30 eeeet’) 50 60 70
-1 e *° BTSSR
o 20 aase
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-3[°
. .

FIG. 3: Spectrum of the J; — Jo AFH model with J2/J1 =1/4.

Spectrum of the Heisenberg, HS and J1 — J2 models

Excitations of the HS model from the Sutherland model: from discrete to continuum

Let us write the Sutherland Hamiltonian H' using complex variables

0, o _ 0

%9, = "o,

Z5 = 5
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We get H' = H, + H, with

M o \2
= 3 ()
=1 !
0 0
= Zj — 2 0z 0z
On the other hand, using
_ '1 ' _ ZiZj -, % — 2mij/N
sz i - )/N) )
one can write the HS Hamiltonian as
H— JTI'2 §Z§] :_2J7T2 ZiZj S'l ~§j
2 2 - 2 )2
2N 2 il (m(i - j)/N) | NP (- 2)
and we split it as
2Jm?  ~ ~
H = e (H1 + Ho)
~ ZiZ;
H = — 87 §%
' Z (2 —2)? "
i#]
~ 22 | — ot
Hy = _Z(zz—z»y 5 (8587 +878])
i#j J
Now let us consider the wave function
Y= ¢ Yo

where g is the GS of the HS Hamiltonian. We want to consider the action of these operators on the state 1. First

of all recall that the basis we are working with is
n1,...,nn) =S, ... Sy, |F)

where |F) is the ferromagnetic state |F) = | 1,...,%1). The operator H; is diagonal in these basis, hence

(N1, e[ Hago) = d(na, ... ,nar) (nay . nar | Ha o)

To compute the action of E[Q on 1 consider the term

Sz_ Sij|n1,...,nM> = S;l Sz_ S;m ‘F> = |n1,...,nj_1,i,nj+1,...nM>
where ¢ # n;. This implies that
<TL1, 7’17,]\/[|Sj_ S;J|’¢> = <n1,...,n]‘_l,i,nj‘+1,...?’l]\/[|’¢> = w(nl,...,nj_l,i,nj_,_l,...nM)

and hence
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(n1, .. nar|Haldtho) =
= E] L ngn] leizz’; 2 (b(nh e ,nj,l,i7nj+1, .. .nM)¢0(n17 e ,nj,17i,nj+1, c. ’I’ZM)
To go further one needs the following identity
N
ZnZ 1 N NZ 1
ﬁpn: -3 maz 2 7maz - T —a P m
> G pe) {-30n0:02 + Gande = | PG

where P(z,) is a polynomial of degree < N in every variable. This formula can be checked using the Haldane
formula for Spp with z, = 2", z = e2™/N . Now, since

M
wO = H Zn; — an H Zn;

1<J

each variable z,, appears to a power which is less or equal to 2(M — 1) + 1, so that the degree of ¢ must be less or
equal to N —2M to guarantee that deg (¢1) < N — 1, in which case we can apply the later formula, which leads to

N

ZiZn, 1 N N2 _1
Z ﬁl/’("/s) = {Q(anaznj)2 + Eznjaznj T }@D(z's)
i(#ny) "
and so
M
N N2 -1
(n1, .. nar|Ha|dtho) = -> { (20,02, )% + 5 #n; 0z, 12} b
j=1

Applying the Leibniz rule we get

M
~ 1 N N2 -1
(1, ..., nu|He|dho) = ¢ Z {2(27”32"].)2 - Eznjaznj + 13 }1/)0

Jj=1

M
1 N 5 01
+ wO Z {Q(Z”jaznj )2 2 ZnJ 8zn +z nJ o8 ’lpo aznj } ¢

= Ozn,
After some algebra one finds

(na, ... | Halgbo) = (1, nar|Halvo) + (na, ... nar | Hy|o)

where

M M
o Z 1 9 Z Zn; + Zn, 0 0 N Z
B j=1 i(znj 82“7‘) + Zn; — Ry, <an aznj o 827’74 * (M B 5) j=1 an 62"]‘

G>1 ™

The state 1 is an eigenstate of Hy + Ho with eigenvalue

(Hy + Hz)tho) = eo(M)|tbo),  eo(M) = éM(ﬁlM2 —1) - %MQN
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On the other hand using Sutherland solution for A = 2 with ¢ a homogenous polynomial

Sl | E O PP Y
PeSy i=1

one finds that

—_

M N
Hj|p) = Z ~(r? =2r;(M +1-2§)) + (M — S )r; | [6)
j=1

1\3

And the total energy of the state v is

[t

N
5)7”3‘

2] M
E="5 M) +> =2 = 2rj(M +1—2j)) + (M —

l\D

j=1

A more convenient form to write this expression is using the so called quasimomenta

mj =1; +2j—1, 0<m; <N

so that

1 Jr? M
E({im;}) = — ami(m; = N) = < ij(mj

Notice that in units J(7/N)? the energies of the states are integers!! Other normalization is in units of J(27/N)?,
where the energies goes as imi(mi — N). The previous energy is measured with the convention that the fully polarised
state has zero energy. Otherwise we have to add the term

r Jr?

=_—"__N(N?-1

The integers m; (j =1,..., M) satisfy the following constraint

Mj+1—mj:7’j+1—7’j+2:>mj+1ij+2

In the GS , i.e. M = N/2 (N even), these numbers are

GS: (my,mg,...,mpy) =(1,3,...,N—1)

The momenta defined as

satisfy the following BAE

M
kiN =2n; + 7 ) sign(k; — kj)
j=1
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where I; are a set of distinct quantum numbers that take the values in the range Iy + 1, o +2,...,Ipr4+1 — 1 where

M-1

IO: 2 )

Injpn=N—1Iy

To show this, let us write the BAE as

M
2m; = 21; + Z sign(m; — my)
j=1

Using the identity

M
Zsign(mi -—mj)=2i—1-M
j=1

one gets

2m; =2; +2i —1—-M

The conditions of the m}s imply

M+1

my 21 = I > =1I+1

M+1

my <N—-—1 = Iy <N-— :IM+1+1

mj+1—mj22 — Ij+1—lj21

The total number of possible I’s is given by

Ny=Iyy1—Ig—1=N-M

If we define the number of spinons Ny, as

we get

Ny =M+ N,

Each excited state is specified by the choice of M values of the I's, hence the total number of excited states
constructed above is given by

(M + Nyp)!
g(M7 NSP) - M' Nsp!

In particular, for the GS with N even one has g(M = N/2,0) = 1, so that the state is unique. However if N is
odd, one must have at least one spinon such that g(M,1) = M + 1. Notice that the number of one spinon states is a
half of the number of sites. This implies that the spinons are semions, which are particles with a statistics between
bosons and fermions.
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An example: N =6

The numerical diagonalization of the Hamiltonian gives the following spectrum of eigenvalues (the state M = 0 has
zero energy). The number is parenthesis give the degeneracy (0 means that there is not such a state in the spectrum).

M =3, E= —19(1), —16(2), —14(2), —13(4), —10(1), —9(3), —8(4), —5(2), 0(1)
M =2, E= —19(0), —16(1), —14(2), —13(2), —10(1), —9(2), —8(4), —5(2), 0(1)
M =1, E= —19(0), —16(0), —14(0), —13(0), —10(0), —9(1), —8(2), —5(2), 0(1)
M =0, E= —19(0), —16(0), —14(0), —13(0), —10(0), —9(0), —8(0), —5(0), 0(1)

The total number of states, taking into account those with S* < 0 is 26 = 64 and they are organized into SU(2)
multiplets as follows

1 ® 6
<2> =0(5) @ 1(9) @ 2(5) + ®3(1)

These states can be obtained from the previous construction:

’M‘ I ‘Occupation‘ m's ‘E‘ spin ‘ deg ‘
3] 234 | (,1,1) [(135)]-19] 0 1]
2(3,5,2,9)] (1,1,00) | (1,3) |-14 1 3
2((3,2,2,9)] (1,010 | (14 |-13] t®@l=001 | 1+3
2(3,5,2,9)] (1,001) | (1,5) |-10 1 3
2(2,2,2,9)] (01,100 | (24) [-16] tel=0®m1 | 1+3
2 (3,2, 2,9)] (0,1,01) | (25 |-13| t®@i=001 | 1+3
2(3,5,2.9)] (0,0,1,1) | (35) |-14 1 3
11(1,2,3,4,5)| (1,0,0,00) | (1) |-5 2 5
1](1,2,345)] (0,1,000) | (2) |-8] twi=142 | 3+5
1(1,2,3,4,5)] (0,0,1,0,0) | (3) [-9]1®1=001®2/1+3+5
1](1,2,345)] (000,100 | (4 |-8] twi=142 | 3+5
11(1,2,34,5)| (0,0,0,0,1) | (5) |-5 2 5
[0]G. . D]0.0,0000] - J0] 3 7

Table .- Eigenstates of the HS Hamiltonian for N = 6.

HS with dimerization

If we add a dimerization to the model the energies break as (change the sign)

M =3, |E| = 19(1), 16(1 4 1), 14(2), 13(2+2), 10(1), 9(1 +2), 8(2+2), 5(2), 0(1)
M =2, |E|= 19(0), 16(1), 14(2), 13(2), 10(1), 9(1 + 1), 8(2+2), 5(2), 0(1)

M =1, |E|= 19(0), 16(0), 14(0), 1 ( ), 10(0), 9(1), 8(2), 5(2), 0(1)

M =0, |E| = 19(0), 16(0), 14(0), 13(0), 10(0), 9(0), 8(0), 5(0), 0(1)

Missing states

The states constructed through the maping onto the Sutherland model are the top of their spin multiplets, i.e.
S = S%. This can be seen acting with S*. Acting with S~ we can recover the rest of the multiplet. The total number
of multiplets with S* = N/2 — M is g(M, Ny,) which is equal or smaller than the number of irreps
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g(M,zvsp):(N_A;M)S<ﬁ>—<MN_1>’ w3

The missing states must be of non polynomial form. Haldane observed from numerical diagonalization that the
"missing” states have energies already contained in the set of energies of polynomial-type states. This implies that
there is a degeneracy beyond the regular SU(2), which also suggest the existence of a hidden symmetry generated
by operators commuting with the Hamiltonian. This symmetry is given by the Yangian. Before constructing the
Yangian Haldane found an empirical rule to explain the whole spectrum using the spinons. The rule is the following.

Using the the occupancy description of the I's quantum numbers, one associates an isolated 0 with a spin 1/2 state.
If there are n consecutive 0’ s separated by 1’ s one associate a spin S = n/2. The total spin is obtained by the tensor
product decomposition of this spins, e.g.

1 1
(L0.L,0) @z =081, (1L0.0,)=2  (0,0,100)»191=08102

In this manner one is able to obtained the whole Hilbert space of states.

The Yangian and conserved quantities

In 1990 Inozemtsev found two invariants commuting with the HS Hamiltonian. At third order they are given by

ZiRjZk I

ijk 1j<jk~ki

where the prime indicates the exclusion of coincident indices and z;; = z; — z;. The other one is

13 = Z/(wij—i-wjk—&—wkq;) §i'§j X §k
i,k

O(§- Zwij§ix§j :§K
,J

where w;; = (2 + 2;)/(zi — 25). A is called the rapidity vector. Indeed A* measures the total rapidity of the
polynomial type states, i.e. > My The operator A commutes with the Hamiltonian but not with S2. Both operators

S and Lambda generates the so called Yangian ), Hopf algebra associated to the group SU(2). The highest weight
vectors of )s are the polynomial eigenstates constructed above. The missing states in the spectrum are obtained
applying the remaining generators of )s.

CFT and the HS model

In reference?! the HS model is derived from the WZW model SU(2), at level k = 1. The HS wave function is shown
to be proportional to the chiral conformal block of the primary fields of spin label ;7 = 1/2 and conformal weights
h =1/4. The fusion rules

®o X ¢o = o, G0 X P12 = P12, G172 X Q172 = o,

where ¢q is the primary field of the identity, show that there is only one conformal block at genus 0 for the IV point
correlator (N even)

Vsy sy (215005 2N) = (D1/2,5, (21) - P1/2,55 (2N))s Zsi =0

where s; = £1 is twice the third component of the spin. The HS Hamiltonian is derived from the KZ equation
satisfied by these conformal blocks.
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Derivation of the GS

Let us denote by 9 the conformal block of N primary fields of the SU(2)y=1 WZW model. The KZ eq. is

Using vertex operators, the conformal block v is given by

v=x [[Gi =z

i>j

where y is the Marshall sign factor. Using the conformal transformation z = e, one can map the complex plane
into the cylinder where the conformal blocks becomes

—h —n
¢Cyl(w17---7wN) = <dw1> <dwN) 1/)plame(zlv---vZN)

dizl dZN
and h = 1/4 is the conformal weight of the spin 1/2 primary field. Expressing t¢,1 in terms of the z; variables one

has

N

¢Cy1(zlv . . -aZN) = szl/4 wplﬂne(zla .. "ZN) =X H(Zl - ZJ')SiSj/2 szl/4

i=1 i>j

The KZ eq. for this wave function can be written as

) .- ,
32187,2111): (g)w”SZSj,d) Zil,,N
J(F#i

with

Wi; =
J Zi—Zj

We skip from now one the index cyl. We shall show that 1 is an eigenstate of the HS Hamiltonian. Applying
directly the derivative one finds

Zi£¢_ 2§)2i_zﬂ'5183+4 1/’—2%:)(%_2]_—2%_2]_)81531/1
IF J(F#1

where we have used

ZSiSj:ZSiijlifl, ZSJ:O
J(F#1) J J

Simplifying the above expression one gets an abelian version of the KZ eq.

0 1
Zzale Y= 1 Z wij $is; Y
3(F#4)



Taking another derivative one finds

2 \?2 1 zlzj

3(#4) ” 3(F#4) k(#9)
where we have used s? = 1 and
0 2z;z;
Zi Wi = —
0z 22

Summing over ¢ in the last expression one gets

9\’ 1 2% 1
szi(zz—aﬁ w=—§z%smw+l—ﬁzz > wijwik sjsk

it U i () k(D)

The triple sum can be written as

PIDBDIEIIEDUDD

i () k() i) Gk i(£5.k)

so that

A’(/}:—%ZZZ’LZJ ZSj'l/J"_ Z 1/"‘_72 Z Wi Wik SJSk'(/J

i#j W J#k i(#£35,k)

Exchanging i <+ k this becomes

=53 ”“1627«%%*2&8] 2wk ¥

iz i i k()
Next we use the identity

WiWkj + Wijwik + wikw;; =1, i FjFERF
To derive

Z WiWhj = Z (1 + wijwg; — wijwgj) = N — 2+ w;j Z (wri — wiyj)
k(#4,5) k(#i,7) k(#i,7)
= N -2+ w; Zw;ﬂ-—wﬂ Zwkj—l—w”
k(#1) k(#3)

and

Z wriwg; = N — 2+ 2w?, —l—ww(c i), c = Z Wi
k(i.4) k(D)

Plugging this eq. above we find
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Ay 1 ZiZ; 1 1
W T 2 D sisi g D wh g D sisi(V — 2+ 2w + wi (e — ¢j))
ity i i#j i#j
1 zizi 1 1 N -2 1
- () o 2 S S )
i#j \ i i#] i#] i#]
1 N -2 1 1
= = Zsisj +— Zsisj + = Zw?j + = Zsisjwij(ci —¢j)
8 &~ 16 4~ 16 &~ 16 &~
i#] i#] i#] i#]
N2 ] , 1
= _Tfj + T6 Zwij + T6 Zsisjwij(ci — Cj)
i#] i#]
where we have used
2% 1, 1
i i#]

From the abelian KZ equation we find

1 0 1
3 Zczzzafzz Y= 16 Zsisjwij(ci - ¢)
i i#]

So finally

i#]

1 ) NZ 1 ,
(A_in:ciziazi>¢— T EZU’Z‘J‘ (0

The operator on the LHS can also be computed using the KZ equation.

) L - _
321872’11/}: %:)wijsi'Sj,w ’L:l,...,N
J(F

Taking another derivative and following the same steps as before one finds

ZiZi=m = - = = ava a
9Ap=—6) "S- Sip+ D wi(Si S+ Y D wiiwij(Sk-Si)(Si - §5)v
iz i it i#] k(#i.5)

The following identities are needed

L 3 1. -
. 2 _ — — — .
(Si S]) 16 QSZ S;, i FJ
— — — - ]_ = = Z = = ~ . . .
(Sk SZ)(Sk S]) = ZSZSJ-F?S]C(SZXS]), Z#]#k#’é
= = 3
,Z,Si S = N
i#]
which finally lead to
2 ZiZ5 3 2 N(N — 2) 1 = =
A = 752 5-Si-S; + 48210” R +% S - Sjw;j(ci —¢j) | ¥
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Similarly

1 0 1 = =
5 ZQZiETZJ = ﬁ Z Sl . Sjwij(ci — Cj)"ll)
i ’ i#]

Hence

1 P 2 uz 1 Lo 1 N(N —2)
A— - Zig— | V= |—3 L+ —wii(e — ¢ i S e
221;62’ 821-] Y 32 ( . + 12103(6 c])> S SJ—|—4821UU I P

i#j \ T

Equating this with the previous eq. found from the abelian KZ eq. we arrive at

ZiZj 1 O B 1 ) N(N—|—1)
2 <22 *121"“(@_@))&'%% TN A Tl R
i#] v oy

In the case where z, = ¢2™"/N the constants ¢, vanish and we recover the standard Haldane and Shastry with

translational invariances. Moreover we have found a generalization of the HS model for another choices of the HS
Hamiltonian.
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