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The one-dimensional (1D) Yang-Gaudin model-an integrable §-function interacting Fermi gas,
serves as a paradigm in quantum many-body physics, encompassing phenomena from spin-charge
separation to the Luther-Emery liquid. However, a consistent description of the Luther-Emery
liquid and the bosonization of Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO)-like pairing states in the
1D attractive Fermi gas remains elusive. In this work, we develop a universal Tomonaga-Luttinger
liquid (TLL) theory to describe the FFLO state both for the case of weak and strong binding be-
tween fermions of opposite spins. We rigorously derive a low-energy effective Hamiltonian using
bosonization, revealing the emergence of a two-component Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid: one exhibit-
ing spin-charge coupling in the weak binding regime, and another featuring charge-charge separation
in the strong binding regime. For the weak binding regime, we further derive renormalization-group
equations for the sine-Gordon term in the spin sector and show that this term undergoes a relevant-
irrelevant phase transition driven by the magnetic field. For the strong binding regime, we analyze
the dynamical correlation functions of the FFLO pairing state based on an effective Hamiltonian.
Finally, we discuss experiments using ultracold atoms to elucidate the Luther-Emery liquid behavior

and the subtle phenomena of spin-charge coupling and charge-charge separation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Interacting quantum many-body systems exhibit novel
phenomena rooted in the microcosmic interactions and
excitations among the constituent particles. Understand-
ing these phenomena has posed major challenges ever
since the discovery of quantum physics. Numerous meth-
ods have been developed to study the universal low-
energy physics, including Landau’s Fermi liquid theory
[1, 2], the density matrix renormalization group (RG) [3—
6], and the Green’s function approach [7]. Notably, the
Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL) theory [8-20] offers a
universal framework to describe the low-energy physics
of one-dimensional (1D) quantum many-body systems.

Compared to quasiparticle behavior manifested in
higher-dimensional systems, excitations and correlations
in 1D quantum systems differ significantly leading to
unique phenomena such as collective motion of bosons
and edge singularity in the spectral function. In 1D re-
pulsively interacting systems [13-15], the low-energy ex-
citations are no longer described by Landau quasiparti-
cles dressed by interactions. Instead, within the frame-
work of the TLL theory, they split into two collective
modes carrying separately spin or charge, known as spin-
charge separation. In this context, the TLL description
of low-energy physics in 1D repulsive Fermi gases is ex-
tensively studied via the bosonization technique. [8-20].
Numerous properties have been obtained, including cor-
relation functions, RG analysis [13, 14], nonlinear TLL

theory [6, 21, 22], and spin-charge coupling induced by
external fields [23] or high-energy interactions [24]. Spin-
charge separation has been experimentally investigated
in various quasi-1D platforms [25] that including solid-
state materials with momentum-resolved tunneling [26—
28] or angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy. [29-
31]. Spin and charge fractionalization was recently ob-
served in experiments with ultracold atoms in single-site-
resolved 1D Hubbard chains [32, 33]. Dynamic structure
factors have been measured using Bragg spectroscopy of
atomic fermions in 1D with repulsive interactions [34]
and for both the charge and spin excitations [35, 36],
thus enabling a precise test of spin-charge separation.

On the other hand, 1D attractive fermions exhibit
novel Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) pairing states
strongly dependent on polarization. The fully paired
case, that is, in the absence of an external magnetic field,
forms a Luther-Emery liquid [37]. In this state, low-
energy excitations are gapped in the spin sector but re-
main gapless in the charge sector. Although the Luther-
Emery liquid has been extensively studied [38—46], a uni-
versal Luttinger liquid description of the attractive Fermi
gas is rather rare [47-49], and some fundamental ques-
tions still remain elusive. For instance, can we build a
framework of TLL for the bound states? Can we address
the backward scattering process in excitations of the spin
mode with an energy gap? Consequently, developing a
universal Luttinger liquid description of the attractive
Fermi gas is highly desirable.
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The usual TLL theory for interacting electrons relies
essentially on linearizing spin and charge excitation spec-
tra near Fermi points, where spin-up and spin-down elec-
trons share identical Fermi surfaces. The Zeeman effect
induced by magnetic fields is usually not considered in
the charge degree of freedom, but magnetic fields are
treated as an effective chemical potential in the spin de-
gree of freedom. This allows to describe the unpolarized
state or the weakly polarized one for which the difference
of densities between the two spin species is not too large
(see e.g. [13] and references therein). Although Zhao and
Liu [47] explored a bosonization approach for 1D attrac-
tive Fermi gases with polarization, rigorous calculation
of the effective interaction from higher-order operators
and the sine-Gordon term remain missing. For attrac-
tive Fermi gases, the polarization p is critical: it not only
characterizes spin imbalance but also drastically modi-
fies the system’s low-energy excitations and correlation
functions [50]. In the spin-balanced case, spin-sector ex-
citations are gapped, whereas charge excitations are gap-
less. Once polarization is present, both spin and charge
excitations become gapless [52, 53]. If the gap is small,
and for small polarization one can describe this transi-
tion by a commensurate-incommensurate (C-IC) phase
transition [13, 14, 73]. However such a description that
neglects the effects of the magnetic field on the velocities
does not allow one to go to large polarizations. The goal
of the present paper is to go beyond this description by
treating, on an equal footing, both the magnetic field and
the charge-spin coupling terms, and to reach the regimes
of arbitrary polarization.

Additionally, polarization drives notable many-body
pairing and depairing phenomena, such as quantum
phase transitions [54-56], abnormal RG flows of the sine-
Gordon term [57], and spatial oscillations of the pair
correlation function [47, 48]. These spatial modulations
are hallmarks of the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov
(FFLO) pairing state. Backscattering between Fermi
points of bound pairs and unpaired fermions produces a
1D analog of the FFLO state, revealing the microscopic
origin of FFLO behavior [58, 59]. A previous experiment
showed that the density distribution of a 2D array of 1D
tubes showed phase separation [56]. Characterization of
the dynamical correlations, as discussed here, should be
complementary to mapping out the phase diagram.

Spin-charge separation in the 1D repulsive Fermi gas
[35] has been clearly observed by measuring dynamical
structure factors (DSFs) in the charge and spin degrees
of freedom, respectively. For attractive Fermi gases,
low-energy excitations exhibit distinct forms of spin-
charge separation depending on the system’s polariza-
tion [47, 60]. Specifically, particle-hole excitation spectra
of paired and unpaired fermions reveal a unique charge-
charge separation [52]. In this paper, we formulate a Lut-
tinger liquid theory for 1D attractive Fermi gases with
finite polarization using the bosonization method. Via

this effective Luttinger liquid theory, we analytically de-
rive the low-energy effective Hamiltonian, demonstrat-
ing the existence of a two-component Luttinger liquid
that strongly depends on interaction strength and polar-
ization. Using the effective Hamiltonian developed for
strongly coupled Fermi gases, we further compute the
dynamical structure factors for the FFLO pairing state.
We also discuss experimental measurements of these dy-
namical correlation functions, based on the charge-charge
separation mechanism for the FFLO pairing phase. Our
results advance experimental observations of the Luther-
Emery liquid and charge-charge separation in 1D attrac-
tive Fermi gases [88].

The paper outline is as follows: Section II briefly intro-
duces the theoretical framework of Tomonaga-Luttinger
Liquid (TLL) theory, including the model Hamiltonian,
exact solution, and notation for the bosonization for-
malism. Section IIT constructs the low-energy effective
Hamiltonian of the polarized attractive Fermi gas for
both weak and strong interaction regimes, and discusses
the renormalization group (RG) flow of the sine-Gordon
term. In Section IV we calculate the pair correlation
function in the FFLO-like state using the effective Hamil-
tonian, and compare the results with predictions from
conformal field theory (CFT). Section V presents our
conclusions and outlook.

II. YANG-GAUDIN MODEL AND
BOSONIZATION

We consider a 1D delta-function interacting ultracold
Fermi gas prepared in two hyperfine sublevels denoted as
| 1) and | }). The Hamiltonian is given by
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with total particle number N = N4 + V|, and magnetiza-
tion M = Ny — N, where N, (¢ =1, ) is the number of
particles in spin-o state. Here h and p stand for the ex-
ternal magnetic field and chemical potential, respectively.
In our calculation, we adopt a unit system by setting
h = 2m =1 for convenience, and we will focus on attrac-
tive interaction with ¢ < 0. The interaction strength is
c= 72h2/ma1D, where a1p is an effective 1D scattering
length [67]. It will be convenient to define the dimen-
sionless interaction strength v = ¢/n, where n = N/L is
the total particle density. In the absence of an external
magnetic field, the spin degrees of freedom have a finite

gap A, ~ h;’rlf (é — %) [54], which can be regarded as
the energy scale for breaking the bound state. Hamilto-
nian (1) is known as the Yang-Gaudin model, first solved
by Yang [61] and Gaudin [62] using the Bethe Ansatz.

The universal thermodynamic properties of the system




can be derived from the thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz
(TBA) equations [52, 54, 63-65].

Low-energy properties of one-dimensional (1D) inter-
acting Fermi gases are effectively described by Luttinger
liquid theory [13, 16]. In this framework, low-energy exci-
tations are bosonized into bosonic collective modes. The
first bosonization step is to linearize the dispersion re-
lation near Fermi points, replacing the quadratic form
(k) = h?k?/2m by a linear approximation. This yields
the Tomonaga-Luttinger model, where fermionic excita-
tions split into left- (L) and right-moving (R) modes with
dispersions €, r = hvp(Fk — kp), respectively. Here
vr (kp) is the Fermi velocity (wave vector). Such ex-
citation spectra of spins and charges in the 1D polar-
ized attractive Fermi gas has been extensively studied
in literature [51-53]. One can represent the fermionic
field operators ¢, , and ¥ g, in terms of the fields ¢,
and 0, , which satisfy the bosonic commutation relations
(06 (),05005/(2")] = iy 0/04—y, using the Bose-Fermi
identity
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here o =1, | is the spin index, « is a short distance cutoff,
U, is the Klein factor, and r = +1 (—1) for right (left)
moving fermions.

In the absence of the magnetic field (i.e., h = 0), the
effective Bosonization Hamiltonian takes the celebrated
spin-charge separated form, with the spin and charge ex-
citations featuring distinct sound velocities.

In the present work we focus on the effect of a fi-
nite polarization which has received relatively less at-
tention. A finite spin polarization drastically modifies
the low-energy properties of the system. This is highly
relevant to cold-atom experiments, where spin-1/J popu-
lations can be independently controlled [66]. For attrac-
tive interaction, we will discuss below the weak binding
(As/(Jejn) < 1) and strong (A, /(|cjn) > 1) binding
limits separately.

III. EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN OF THE 1D
SPIN-IMBALANCED ATTRACTIVE FERMI GAS

Weak binding regime
Effective Hamiltonian

In this section, we derive an effective Hamiltonian for a
one-dimensional Fermi gas with a weak interaction sub-
ject to an external magnetic field. This Hamiltonian
yields subtly distinct pairing behaviors originating from
spin imbalance within the system. We first examine the
regime of weak binding, where the binding energy of
paired bound states is far lower than the relevant en-
ergy scale of interest, and fluctuations associated with

BCS pairing prevail. The magnetic field induces a mis-
match of the Fermi surfaces for the two spin components,
hence dkp = kpy — kp) # 0 and dvp = vpp —vp; #01in
general. After linearizing the spectrum near £kpq(}) and
rewriting fermionic field operators on the four branches
Yro (r = %£1; 0 =1,]) in terms of bosonic ones using
Eq. (2), the free Gaussian Hamiltonian is expressed as

1
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Using the language of the g-ology model [4], the in-
teraction between particles on the same branch is de-
scribed by the g4 process; while the interaction between
particles in the different branches are described by the
g1 (backward-scattering) and the go (forward-scattering)
processes. The most general effective Hamiltonian, in-
cluding both the free part and all the interactions, can
be expressed as

1
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where § = g/2m. More details about the derivation of
the Hamiltonian Eq. (4) can be found in the appendix.
Penc and Solyom’s work on the 1D repulsive Hubbard
model [68] and Zhao and Liu’s work on 1D interacting
Fermi gases [47] show results similar to (4) except for
the backward scattering (sine-Gordon) term. This term
is irrelevant for low-energy repulsive interactions but rel-
evant for attractive ones [13], as it may renormalize to
infinity and cannot be neglected here.

To express the Hamiltonian in terms of spin and charge
degrees of freedom, we substitute the definitions of spin
and charge bosonic operators ¢.(s) = (¢+ £ ¢¢)/\/§ and
Oc(s) = (64 £6,)/V2 into Eq. (4), and after a straightfor-
ward calculation, the Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

H=H.+H;+ H. + Hsc (5)
where
1
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c,s — 5 Uc,s e s c,8 - c,s €T,
SE N R
_ 911 _
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Here, all the parameters A s (2) and Ky and u() re-
lated to the g-ology parameters (see appendix). Refs. [47,
68] propose a way to extract these parameters by map-
ping the system to a repulsive Hubbard model in the low
filling limit.

The first line in (6) H,s describes the coupling between
spin and charge degrees of freedom. It is characterized
by two coefficients A g1, Acso x dvp. For spin balanced
systems, we have dvgp = 0, hence H.s vanishes, spin and
charge degrees of freedom exhibit independent collective
excitations and propagate at distinct velocities — the hall-
mark of spin-charge separation.

The spin imbalance induced by the magnetic field fun-
damentally alters this paradigm. The emergent spin-
charge coupling hybridizes the excitation spectra that
prevents the factorization into individual spin or charge
quasiparticles. Note that this term is not taken into
account in the usual commensurate-incommensurate de-
scription, which is thus restricted to the regime of zero or
small polarization. In order to describe this coupled ex-
citation, we construct composite bosonic operators with
the following canonical transformation:
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where ¢ and (8 are determined by:
Acs2KcKs

Acsl
(uch - ucKs) .
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In terms of these new bosonic field operators ¢;(2) and
01(2), the Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

H = H,+ Hy+ Hsg, (9)
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and Hgg is the same sine-Gordon term as the last line
of (6) with ¢s = cos () ¢2 — sin(¢) ¢1, which couples
the two composite boson modes. In the above equations,
the velocity uy(2) and the Luttinger parameters K2 are
determined by

Ui Uc

% K cos? (¢) + Iu(—i sin? (¢)
—Acs2cos(¢)sin (€),
B = O+ s’
+Acs2 cos (¢)sin (€), (10)
Ky = u.K,cos® (B) + usK,sin? (B)

up Ko = u K, sin? (8) + u K, cos® (3)
+Acs1 cos (B)sin (B).
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The effective Hamiltonian presented in Eq. (9) high-
lights a key property: the low-energy excitations of a
weakly attractive spin-imbalanced Fermi gas take the
form of collective density oscillations of the composite
bosonic fields ¢; and ¢s. Crucially, these normal modes
are defined via the SU(2) rotation specified in Egs. (7)
and (8), which encapsulate spin-charge coupling within
the bosonic fields ¢; and ¢5. This observation indi-
cates that the low-energy spectrum comprises two nor-
mal modes that simultaneously carry charge and spin
degrees of freedom, matching the excitations of the frac-
tional state analyzed in Ref. [60]. Accordingly, ¢; and ¢
may be interpreted as field operators for novel quasipar-
ticles that encode low-energy excitations via spin-charge
coupling. Excitation spectra featuring this type of spin-
charge mixing were reported alongside pair-breaking ex-
citation spectra in Ref. [52].

Moreover, the Fermi wave number mismatch dkp
which is proportional to the polarization appears ex-
plicitly in the sine-Gordon term Hgg. Very close to
the threshold this description is smoothly connected to
the usual commensurate-incommensurate phase transi-
tion [13, 70, 73]. dkp also induces a phase transition
driven by the magnetic field, which we will discuss be-
low.

RG equation and relevant sine-Gordon term

For weak interaction (|g11| < 1), we can treat Hgg
as a perturbation in Hamiltonian (9). In order to avoid
presenting much mathematical calculation, here we just
summarize the key results of the RG analysis. More de-
tailed calculation is provided in the appendix. Consider a
two-point correlation function of the field operator ¢1 ()

R(ri —7e) = <Tfe“/§¢1(“)e_“/§¢1(”)> , (11)
H

where 7 = (x,uo7) is the space-time coordinate in the
imaginary time Heisenberg picture, ug is a velocity, and
T is the time order operator. Expanding perturbatively
the correlation function up to the second order, we find
that it exhibits a power-law form R(r) ~ |r|~¥esf. Cru-
cially, the exponent K.yr, which reflects the low-energy
properties of the system, must remain independent of the
cutoff parameter «, which is a extra induced parameter in
order to avoid a divergence. That is, if we scale the cutoff
a = ape! to ape! T2l K, ;¢ should remain the same. This
allows us to obtain the following RG equations:

dE\(I) 3 K3sin® Q)
) dl l =T Jole): (12)
yldLl( ) _ [2 _9 (SmQ(C)Kl + COS2(C)K2)] YL,

where y11 = g1, /(2mu), € = 20kpayg, and Jy(x) is the
zero-order Bessel function. The oscillatory nature of this



FIG. 1. Pair correlation function in momentum space. The
result given by CFT(red danished line) predicted in [78]
shares the common singular feature with our TLL results
Eq.(15)(blue solid line) for different values of polarization
p = 0.2,0.5,0.8 and the interaction strength v = 10. Here
the particle density n = 0.1.

function, induced by the real-space sharp cutoff [69], is
unimportant here. Note that Jy(z) ~ 1 for z < 1 and
decays rapidly to zero for x > 1, so Jy(€) in Eq.(12) can
be approximated by the unit step function 6(1 — €). For
€ <lordkp < 1/(2a0), 8(1—€) = 1, the renormalization
equation resembles the spin-balanced case: y;, flows to
0 for repulsive interaction but to infinity for attractive
ones [13]. For € > 1 or 0kr > 1/(2ayp), thus 6(1 —€) =0,
y11 always flows to 0 such that the sine-Gordon term
is irrelevant [14, 69, 70], and the system is described by
the two-component Luttinger liquid with H = H; + Hs.
This can be understood as follows: the original cosine
term in Hgg given by cos (2\/5(1)5 — 25kpx) is negligible
for large 0kr due to the rapid oscillation, while reducing
to the spin-balanced case for small dkp [13].

The cutoff parameter ay is typically taken as the mean
distance between fermions, i.e., ag = L/N = 1/n. Using
Okp = m(np—ny) = mpn, we define p = (ny—n,)/n which
measures the spin imbalance. We can thus define a criti-
cal magnetic field h, = A, below which the polarization
is zero p = 0. If h is larger than h. but p < A, /(|c|n),
then the usual commensurate-incommensurate descrip-
tion applies [14, 70, 73] with a relation p o (h — h)'/?
and the spin part is described with an effective TLL pa-
rameter of K&f = 1/2. Note that in this regime close
to the critical point, the RG description cannot be used
since it would be in the strong coupling regime [74].

Moving away from the critical point (h > h.) we enter
a regime for which the polarization is essentially propor-
tional to the magnetic field. This is the regime that can
be consistently described by the RG procedure of the
present paper. Note that the presence of the finite polar-
ization is consistent with the BCS-FFLO transition be-

havior predicted from Bethe Ansatz and Green function
methods [54, 55, 71, 72].

Pair Correlation Function

In the previous section, we proved that the 1D at-
tractive Fermi gas can be described by a two-component
Luttinger liquid in the FFLO-like (polarized) phase. In
this section, we discuss the pair correlation function
for the 1D attractive Fermi gas, which has been stud-
ied by means of various methods, including the Bethe
Ansatz [54, 75|, density matrix renormalization group
(DMRG) [76, 77], Bosonization [47, 48], conformal field
theory(CFT) [78], and mean field theory [79]. Those re-
sults clearly show the hallmark of the FFLO state: the
pair correlation function oscillates in coordinate space
and exhibits a non-zero center-of-mass-momentum of the
bound pair. In order to further verify the validity of the
effective Hamiltonian we constructed in the previous sec-
tion, we first calculate the pair correlation function in
momentum space using the effective Hamiltonian (9), but
ignoring the sine-Gordon term Hgg by assuming that
p > As/(J¢Jn), and then compare it with the results
given by CFT. The ground-state pair correlation in the
coordinate space is defined by

= (1, Bf B(0,0 13
Ple,r) == (LB/@,1BO.0) . (13)
where B(z,7) = ¢ (2, 7)Yr+(z, ) is the annihilation

operator of the bound pair. Using the path integral
method [13], we can analytically obtain
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where 7 = 1y + 7o with 71 = sin?(()K; + %»ﬂz =

cos?(¢) Ko+ Sir‘;&, and the functions Fy, ) ((z, 7), ur) are
given in the appendix. Eq. (14) clearly shows that the
pair correlation function exhibits oscillation with power-
law decay over distance, with the oscillation wave vector
5/€F = kFT — kFi'

The correlation functions in momentum space can be
derived by taking the Fourier transform of P(xz,7). Us-
ing the method given in Ref. [80], the pair correlation
function in momentum space at k ~ dkg reads

P(k) ~ [k = 0kpl|” (15)

with v =1—n.



On the other hand, the critical behavior of a crit-
ical system can be characterized via finite-size correc-
tions to its low-lying excitations. At zero temperature,
the system’s correlation functions decay as power laws in
spatial separation, whereas they exhibit exponential de-
cay at finite temperatures. The critical exponents gov-
erning universal two-point correlators of primary fields
- such as the pair correlation function Gp(x,t) ~
(Wl (x, )] (2, )t (2, )y (2, 1)), where ] (1]) denote
spin-o creation and annihilation operators, respectively
- may be extracted from finite-size corrections of the un-
derlying model. Following standard CFT calculations,
the asymptotic forms of two- or multi-point correlation
functions can be evaluated directly from conformal di-
mensions. The latter quantities are solvable from the
dressed energy equations, which serve as the Bethe ansatz
counterparts in this framework. The equal time pair cor-
relation functions near the singularity are given by [78]
Gp(k) ~ [sign(k —m(ny —ny)]?*P [k — w(ny —ny)]"? with
sp~0and vp ~ —(1—P)/(2]y|) for a strong attraction.

Fig. 1 displays comparison between the results given
by TLL theory (15) and the CFT result [78].

In our above results, the correlation exponent 7 is de-
termined by the parameters Kj(z),( and 3, which are
defined in Eq. (10). The evaluation of n thus requires
the prior determination of K, uc(s), and Agg(2). For
the attractive Fermi gas, however, these quantities are
difficult to obtain directly. To circumvent this difficulty,
Ref. [47, 68] provides a method that maps the attrac-
tive Fermi gas onto the repulsive Hubbard model in the
low-filling limit, more details are provided in appendix.
Following this approach, we set the particle number den-
sity to n = 0.1 and choose three different polarizations
p = 0.2,0.5,0.8, with the interaction strength fixed at
¢ = —1. It should be noted that although the correspond-
ing coupling strength |y| = ¢/n = 10 falls within the
strong-coupling regime, the binding energy of the bound
pair € = —%anQ remain small. Although the singular be-
havior at the mismatch momenta k = m(n4s —n ) exhibits
identical power-law decay with distance for both our
bosonization approach and the CFT prediction [78], their
respective dynamical critical exponents differ slightly due
to different methods. In fact, the asymptotic correla-
tion functions obtained via these distinct methods are
only valid near the threshold. Accordingly, the effective
Hamiltonian given in Eq. (9) holds within this param-
eter regime. We thus find a good consistence between
the various approaches. In particular, the method de-
scribed in the present paper allows to reach regimes of
sizable polarization usually out of reach for the bosoniza-
tion approach. On the other hand, when the polarization
tends to zero, we do find that we go back smoothly to the
exponents for the pair-pair correlation that would be pre-
dicted by the commensurate-incommensurate phase tran-
sition approach and the universal value of K¢¥ = 1/2.
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FIG. 2. Energy spectra of the paired and unpaired fermions,
which are numerically calculated from the thermodynamic
Bethe ansatz equations under the setting u =0, H =1, ,v =
20. The thermodynamic Bethe ansatz equations are given
in [52]. In the unpaired fermions sector(E,), there only ex-
ist fermions with spin-up. In the the bound pair sector(Ey),
there exist equal numbers of fermions with spin-up and spin-
down. At the low-energy scale, we can linearize the spectra
at the Fermi points k;, and k, respectively.

Strong binding regime

We consider the strong coupling regime, i.e., A, >
(le|n). Technically, the bosonization procedure outlined
above is strictly valid only in the parameter regime where
the binding energy of the bound state is small. Never-
theless, it can be extended to the opposite limit, where
the paired fermions form deeply bound states with bind-
ing energy far exceeding the relevant low-energy scale,
namely, the strong-coupling regime. In this scenario,
the deeply bound pairs remain stable at low energies
and effectively suppress pair-breaking excitations. Con-
sequently, the low-energy dynamics is governed primarily
by particle-hole gapless excitations of both bound pairs
and unpaired fermions. The suppression of pair-breaking
processes naturally gives rise to a decoupling of spin and
charge degrees of freedom, allowing the effective Hamil-
tonian to be expressed in a spin-charge separated form
in the strong-coupling limit.

Firstly, let us consider the ground state energy, from
which we systematically construct the effective Hamilto-
nian using the Bethe ansatz equations of the model and
renormalization group method. In the FFLO-like phase,
the ground-state energy of the strongly attractive Fermi
gas is expressed as [81]

1
E= finbchrEququLEI, (16)

where E, = 72n3 /3 and E, = n%n} /3 are kinetic ener-
gies of the unpaired and bound fermions, whose number
density is given by n, and n,, respectively. The first
term —%nbc2 is the binding energy of bound pairs; and
the last term

n3m? (2ny, +np)n n3w? 8nyn 1

Er= + +0(+—
A T 5 O

), (17)



denotes the interacting energy between pairs and that
between paired and unpaired fermions, and vanishes in
the limit of |y| — co. This vanishing interaction implies
the system’s charge degrees of freedom decouple into two
Fermi seas of paired and unpaired fermions [49, 54, 75,
82], and consequently the Hamiltonian separates into two
distinct components of Luttinger liquid:

H = Hy + Hp, (18)

where Hy; is the Hamiltonian of unpaired fermions, and
Hp that of the bound pairs. We can now bosonize Hy
and Hp independently using the standard techniques.
We linearize the spectra of paired and unpaired fermions
at their respective Fermi points kg, and kg, respectively
see Fig.(2). For unpaired fermions, low-energy ferromag-
netic spin excitations are suppressed, so we only consider
particle-hole excitations. Hy thus takes the form of a
standard charge-sector Luttinger liquid.

Hy = 5 [ do|wk (V0,007 + 2 (Vo.(0)
+ % / AV (). (19)

On the other hand, for the bound pairs, the low energy
effective Hamiltonian should contain a sine-Gordon term
in the form ~ g1 [ cos [2\/%&3)(3;)} dx. For strong at-

tractive interaction, however, ¢EB)(9U) is pinned to zero
in order to minimize the energy. Hence the sine-Gordon
term can be neglected. Consequently, we have

& (Vo))
(20)
The sound velocity uy(,) and the Luttinger parameter
Ky in Hy and Hp can be calculated analytically or

numerically using the method of Bethe Ansatz [83].

Hy — %/ [ube (V8 (2))? +

8 48n?
Uy R 2Ny, l+ﬂ+ i ,
|c| c?
dn, + 2 21y, 2
ub%ﬂnb{1+ n ‘+| ny  3(2n ;rnb)}7
c c (21)

Kon14 iy (it 2m)
|c| c?
6ny  3ny(3np + 4
Ky 14 O 3B +dn)
|| c

In Fig.(3), we illustrate the low-energy excitations of
paired and unpaired fermions, from which sound veloc-
ities up and wu, are extracted in the long wave limit.
Experimentally, this excitation spectrum and, hence the
sound velocities, can be extracted using the technique of

Bragg spectroscopy [35], from which the charge-charge
separation phenomenon can be probed.

—Kkpy +kpy
OO+ FO-0-Q
-00.0-000,000-00.000
—00'6-000,00Q-00'0Q0
b)
x 10~
4 /v
3t ""!
A
RPN A/
1t
0
AK Zka ZkFu

FIG. 3. Exact low-energy excitations of the unpaired fermions
and the bound pairs. (a) Schematic illustration of the
particle-hole excitation of the unpaired fermions: moving one
particle within the two Fermi points to outside the Fermi sea;
the bound pairs: moving one pair of paired fermions within
the two Fermi points to outside the Fermi sea without pair-
breaking. (b) Particle-hole excitation spectra of the unpaired
fermions(yellow green) and the bound pairs(blue) calculated
from the Bethe ansatz equations, their spectra manifest a
novel separation in their sound velocities, which is regarded
as the charge-charge separation. This figure is calculated by
solving the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz equations numer-
ically under the setting of the interaction strength v = 52
and polarization p = 0.35. The thermodynamic Bethe ansatz
equations are given in [52].

CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

We have presented an analytical study of the
Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid theory for the 1D attractive
Fermi gas with both the weak and the strong binding
regimes and arbitrary polarizations. Based on bosoniza-
tion, we have explicitly derived the low-energy effective
Hamiltonian and pair-correlation functions for FFLO-like
states in the attractive Fermi gas across the weak and
strong binding regimes. Our analysis, which takes into
account the modification of the velocities by a finite po-
larization allows ue to reach regimes of strong polarizion,
something difficult to obtain in the previous approaches,
that were more concerned with the limit of either zero or
small polarization. We have found a description of the
FFLO-like state in terms of two-component TLL liquids,
exhibiting a spin-charge coupled regime in the weakly
bound limit and charge-charge separation in the strongly
bound limit. In particular, for regimes of intermediate



polarization, we have explicitly given the renormalization
group equations for the sine-Gordon term in the spin sec-
tor and demonstrated that this term exhibits a behavior
that is consistent with the BCS-FFLO transition charac-
teristics predicted by the Bethe Ansatz and Green’s func-
tion methods. Finally, using the strong-binding effective
Hamiltonian, we have further computed the pairing cor-
relation function, which captures distinct signatures of
the FFLO pairing state.

Moreover, we further emphasize that the spin and
charge dynamical structure factors can be calculated ana-
lytically using the strong-coupling effective Hamiltonian
developed herein, with both quantities capturing char-
acteristic signatures of the FFLO pairing state. It is
remarkable to note that in the strong binding regime
the spin dynamical structure factor is dominantly gov-
erned by the dynamical correlation function of unpaired
fermions at low temperatures. On the other hand, those
unpaired fermions with spin-up and bound pairs can be
regarded as free particles with different masses (m and
2m, respectively ), or in other words without interac-
tion between the pairs and between a pair and single
atom in the strong coupling regime at low temperature,
see Eq. (17). The effective interactions between pairs
and between pair and unpaired fermions can be taken
into account in the effective sound velocities and effec-
tive masses of the pairs and unpaired atoms. Therefore,
the spin and charge DSFs can be approximated by the
expression [34, 84, 85, 88|, namely,

Im Xu,b(qa UJ)
Sup(q,w) = 7 (1= Py’

(22)
Here xu,(q,w) are the dynamical correlation functions
of unpaired fermions and hard-core bound-pair parti-
cles, respectively; their imaginary parts with band cur-
vature corrections are given explicitly in [88]. Accord-
ingly, spin and charge dynamical structure factors for at-
tractively interacting 5Li atoms at arbitrary polarizations
can be measured via Feshbach resonance and Bragg spec-
troscopy, extending beyond the small-polarization regime
of the recent experiment [88].
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APPENDIX

In the appendix, we present additional details on ana-
lytical results from the main text. Section A details the
bosonization of the Hamiltonian in the weak coupling
regime. Section B derives the RG flow equations of the
sine-Gordon term. Section C discusses the calculation of
bound pairs’ DSF in detail.

A. The effective Hamiltonian from Bosonization

In this part, we supplement in details the bosonization
Hamiltonian. The free part of the Hamiltonian is ex-
pressed as a two-component Tomonaga-Luttinger model
through linearizing the spectrum at the Fermi points

1
Hy = —

ol K > vre [(V0,)? + (Véo)?] - (A1)

o=T,{

The interaction in the effective Hamiltonian is described
by the g1, 92,94 process in the language of the g-ology
model. The g4 process is expressed as

Hy = Hy + Hyy

Z/h4Hd$—|—/h4Ld$

_ 941 2 2

+ éﬁ)z [(Voy)? +(V6,)%]
2941
(2m)?

+

[VerVo, + V6, V0, ],

hay(@) = Y Sl @l @el @] @)
r=R,L

+ >0 Bl @l @, (0w, (@),
r=R,L

A3

h@) = Y B @l @l @l @)

r=R,L

£ Y L (@l (@0, (@)1 ().

r=R,L

Here the fermi filed w,tg/ (x) ( ;’(; (x)) means create (anni-
hilate) a r (R or L) moving fermion with spin o(1 or ),
in the o (1 or |) fermi surface. Using the Bose-Fermi

identity eq.(2), it can be expressed as the the form of



bosonic operator.

! U%U

v = 00 ()]

eirkpya:ce—i[r@, (z)—

2ra (44)

for ¢ =1 or |. Taking Eq.(A4) into Eq.(A3), and after a
straightforward calculation we will get the Eq.(A2). The
g2 process is expressed by

Hy = H2H + Hy |
= /thd.ﬁ—F /thdx
921
- (271.)2 [(V¢ )2 - (VQT)Q] (A5)
+ iy (V1) = (v0,)7)
+ o V01V, — V,V0].
where
Tt T T
hy) (z) = 92T¢L,¢($)¢R,T(x)l/’1% T(x)z/’L,T(fU)
+ 9205 (@)U (@) (09| (@), (A6
hay(x) = QQJ_wL T(x)lﬁﬁi(ﬂ?)wé ¢($)¢E T(m)
+ gQJ."/JL ¢(OCWQT(HC)T/JET(JJW%,J@
The gy process is given by
Hl = H1|| +H1L = /thdSC-i-/hlJ_d.T, (A?)
where
hy(2) = g}y (@)l (2)e] L (@)vh 4 (@)
+g1¢¢” (96)1/}3 J,($)¢L ¢($)¢R J,(m)a (A8)

+ glJ_'(/JL T(m)lﬂyi(w)lﬁi i(x)'l/};?/ T(x)

We find that hq) is identical to hg)|, but with a mi-
nus sign. Therefore we just need replace goy and go) by
(921 — g11) and (g2 — g1;) when we calculate the total
Hamiltonian. Furthermore A1 can be expressed as

_ 911 2i[¢pr —p, —Okpa] —2i[p—p —Okpa]
hlJ_ — {e TPl +e TPl
(27)?
. 2g11 (A9)
= (27(_0[)2 COS (2¢T — 2¢¢ — 2(5kp1’) .

The total Hamiltonian eq.(4) includes the free Gaussian
field part and the interaction part. Summing up all of
those, we obtain

H = HO+Hint

(A10)
=Hy+ Hy+ Hy + Hy.

Further more, this effective Hamiltonian can be given by

H=H.+H,
b [dr (89090, AeavoT) MY
where
— o [ [nekeTo0? + 2 (To0)?]
Ho= oo [ |0 B(T0.0)° + 32 (Vo) dar2)
# o2 [ eos [2v206. - 220

The Luttinger parameters and the velocities are given
by

Agey = dup {1 + (94T - 94¢) —

(92¢ - 92¢) + (ng + gu)
27T5’UF

— g41) + (921 — 92) —
27‘(’51}}7

Apey = dvp {1 + (94T (ng - gu)}
(941 +ga1)/2 + (ga1 + gz/u)/Q

1
+ 20

ucKc =UF

(921 +921)/2 4+ 921 — (g1t + g13)/2
2TV ’

(941 +941)/2 + (ga1 + g:u)/Q

1
rllt 2o

+

(9210 + 92)/2 + 9210 — (911 + 911)/2
2mTUR ’

(941 +941)/2 — (ga1 + 9@)/2

us ks = vr 2mv
F

1+

(920 +920)/2 — 921 — (911 + g11)/2
2TV ’

(gar +941)/2 — (941 + 94,)/2

1
+ 20

U, _
—_— :’UF
K

n (921 +921)/2 — 921 — (911 + gu)/Z] .

2R

B. The determination of the parameters K (), u1(2)

In this part, we calculate the parameters Kj) and
uy(2) for the effective Hamiltonian Eq.(9) in the weak at-
tractive regime. These parameters are determined by the
Eq. (10) in the main text, and we need to compute the
parameters K, and u.(,) first. However, for the spin-
charge coupling excitation, the linear spectra with sound
velocity u.(us) in charge (spin) mode are dominated by
the spin-charge coupled excitations, and the spectra are

)

)

(A13)



not linear at low-energy anymore. Therefore, we can not
obtain directly the sound velocity of charge (u.) or spin
(us) mode. Meanwhile the spin-charge coupling param-
eter Agg1(2) is also difficult to calculate. Ref. [47, 68]
provides a method to calculate them, by mapping the
attractive Fermi gas to a corresponding repulsive Hub-
bard model in the limit of n < 1. Notably, the Hamil-
tonian of the 1D Fermi gas Eq. (1) essentially relates to
the Hamiltonian of 1D Hubbard model by the relations

h? Ua U
= — =—— = — Al4
"o T 2 7T o (A14)
where t and U denote the hopping parameter and the
on-site interacting strength in the Hamilton of the 1D
Hubbard model

H = —tz (c;r‘,gchrl}U + HC) — UanTnji. (A15)

J,o J

Consequently, he Luttinger parameters K.,y and the ve-
locities u(s) in eq.(10) can be expressed as

ugy = = \2 Uy /s = 2
u K, = 2H (Z1o — Z11)" + 2 (Zog — Z21)”,
uYy 5 = \2 U} s = \2
usKg = QH (Zro+201)" + 2 (Zoo+ Z1)”,
Ue uYy 2 Uy 2
— = Mo — M Moo — M.
K. 9 (M2 1)+ 9 (Mo 21) (A16)
Ug uYy 2 Uy 9
— = M M M. M.
K. 9 (Mg + Myp)” + 9 (May + Ms31)”,
Acsl = U% (2122 - Z121) + U’;I (Z222 - 2221) )
Acsz = ufy (M122 - M121) +uy (M222 - M221) .
Here u%s) is the excitation sound velocity of the charge

(spin) mode of the corresponding repulsive Hubbard
model [80]. Z and M are defined as M = (ZT)fl

Z = |:ch - Zsc Zsc :| (A17>

Zss - ch _Zss

7 is the dress charge of the corresponding repulsive Hub-
bard model

7= {ch ch} (A18)

ZSC ZSS
Once we get wucs), Ko and A2y according to

Eq. (A16), the parameters K () and u;(2y can be math-
ematically determined using Eq.(10).

C. RG equations for f the sine-Gordon term

In this part, we derive the RG equations for the sine-
Gordon term, i.e., the Eq.(12). Firstly, we introduce a
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formula, which is useful when we calculate the correlation
function using the TLL theory.

T = <H ei[Al¢(7‘L)+Ble(7‘z)]>
Hrrr

l

= exp{—; Z { [—AmAlK - BmBlK_l] Fa('r'm — rl,u)

m<l
+ [An B + B Al Fy(rp — 14, u)}}

7 is the space-time correlation function of the low-energy
excitation state of the Luttinger liquid Hrpr,, where ¢(r)
is the bosonic field operator, » = (z,y = wuo7) is the
space-time coordinate of the 1D systems in the imaginary
time Heisenberg picture and ug is a velocity. The formula
holds only if >, A; = >, B; = 0, otherwise Z = 0. The
function Fy,)(r,u) is defined as

Fy(r,u) = %m {W} (A19)
Fy(r,u) = —iSign(7)arctan [u|7|+oj (A20)

We emphasize that the velocity u in the function F, ) is

the sound velocity in the Hamiltonian of Luttinger liquid

Hppp rather than the velocity ug in space-time coordi-

nate.

Now, we consider a two-point correlation function
R(r1 —r2) = <ei\/§¢1(”)ei‘/§¢1(”)> . (A21)
H

Here the respected value of of the correlation function

over the Hamilton H Eq.(9) which includes the two-

component Luttinger liquid Hy and the sine-Gordon term

H' with

Hy = %/ [UlKl(V91)2 + ;L(ll(v¢1)2] dz, (a22)
+ o [ [katvo + 22 (Vo] do
and
H = 9L cos |2v/2( cos(¢)pa — sin(C) ¢y
22 / [ ( (A23)

— (sjgm)} dx,

respectively. For weak interaction, i.e., g1, < 1, the sine-
Gordon term can be regarded as a perturbation. Thus,
we expand the correlation function perturbatively

R(T‘l — 7'2) — <eia\/§¢a(r1)€ia\/§¢a(,’,2)>
H

<€ia\/§¢a (rl)e—ia\/i¢a,(r2)$> (A24)

Hyo

(S)



where

~ 1) [P B
S:Z(n') /0(17'1/0 dTQ
B8
: /0 AT [ (r) H (1) - -

We expand the correlation to second order, where

(A25)
-H'(13)] -

Sp=1

Sl = / dTl 7—1
Sy = 7/ dﬁ/ dro T, [H' (1) H' (12)] -
2 0 0

Substituting Eq.(A26) into the eq.(A24), we get
H

R(T] - 7'2) = <€7;\/§¢1(7'1)6—7;\/§¢1(,’,2)>
0

1 7 1"
+ 779U‘ 2/ d*r /dzr
2 2ma)* ud Jirj>a

% Z {<ei\/§¢1("’1)e—i\/§¢1(7‘2)

61,627:|:1

pie1VE[cos(Q)oa () —sin()ér ()~ 25£a"]

(A26)

X
o omieaVB[eos(Oa(r ) —sin(©) b1 (r") = £ }>
Ho
_ <eia\/§¢1(m)e—i\/§¢1(rz)>
Ho
" < ie1 VB[eos(()ga(r) —sin(Q)gr (r') — 24"

o ie2VB[cos(Qba(r ) —sin(Qr (r) = E A ]> 7
Hy

(A27)

where we denoted d?r = dxdy. We now introduce the
center of mass and relative coordinates

’ 1"
" R:r +7r

!’ "
5 r=7r —7r ,
then the correlation function can be rewritten as

R(T‘l — 7"2) =e€

1 gu / 2 / 2
X<l4 ——F=— d’r | &R
{ 2 (2" u? q;ﬂ Ir[>a

74sin2(C)K1Fa(r,u1)74cos2(C)K2Fa('f"’U«2)

/
r=Tr —I

(A28)
— K1 Fo(r1—72,u1)

X e

« |:e2€1 sin(¢) K1 (’I"VR[FQ(’fj*R,ul)*Fa("?*Rvul)]) _ ]_:|

X e—i6125kpfr } X

(A29)
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We notice that the factor

6_4 sin? (¢) K1 Fo(r,u1)—4 cos?(¢) Ka Fy (7,u2)

is proportion to ﬁ, and the integral over r will be dom-

inant by the small part of |r|. Thus, we can take usg
approximately as w;. Then, this factor can be written
as 4[5’ (OKiteos® (O Ko, (o, " For a small |r| in the
integral, we can expand the exponential term in powers

of r. Then, we get

— K1 Fo(r1—72,u1)

R(ri —r2) =e

2 202 2
x {14 S (ORT / d2r/d2R
8rtatug  Jirsa

v e—4[sin2(g)K1+cosz(C)K2]Fa(Tﬂt1) (A30)

x cos (20kpx) (r - VR[Fa(r1

_Fa(’l"g — R,ul)})2}.

- Rvul)

After a straightforward calculation with the integral over
R, we may obtain

R(’I’l _ ,,,2) _ e*KlFa(TI*"'Q;UI)
2 102 2
g1, sin” (Q) K7
x {1 N 8rtatud (A31)

X [Jp I (ry —ro) + J_1_(r1 —12)] },
where

&r, 5,
Jy = — (2® £9?) cos (20kpx)
r>a &

~ 674[sin2(C)K1+cos2 (C)I(Q]F,,,(r,ul)7

Iy = / d*RF,(r,
x Fu(ra — R, uq).

(A32)
~ Ryuy) (V% +V2)

Now, we should replace Fy,(r,u1) by F(r,u1):

2 2 t'
x? + (u;|;’| +a) + ECOS (26,.) .

F(ryup) = %ln [
(A33)

As we can see in Eq.(A30), the symmetry between space
and time is destroyed by the polarization dkr. We in-
troduce the parameter ¢ to parameterize the anisotropy
between space and time directions. The ¢’ is zero in orig-
inal free effective Hamiltonian and nonzero in term of the
renormalization process due to mismatch between the up-
and -down Fermi surfaces. 6, is the angle between vector



(z,y) and z-axis. Using eq.(A33), we have

+oo d 3—4[sin?(¢) K q+cos?(¢) K
gomor [ () !
o a\a

X Jo (25/{5}77‘) s
J —or /+°° dr (r)3—4[sin2<<>Ka+cos2(c>Kb}

«
J2 (2(51(11:‘7‘) 5

M —To
I, =7l
+ 7TH< o >7

I_ =mcos(20 —r,),

! (A34)

X

where Jy and Jy is the zero and second order Bessel
function. Here, we use the relation d?r = 2r|r|d|r| in
the first two equation in Eq.(A34), and r = |r| is a
scalar and no longer a 2D space-time vector. In the
last two equation in Eq.(A34), we used the formula
(V2+V2)In(|r|) = 276(|r|). Now, we introduce Kyy
and teff
Ky =1 I ORE [
o a
( r )374[51112(4)1(1 +cos?(¢) K2
« [

o J() (26/451:‘7“) :

A35
,  y? sin® (¢) K? oo dy ( )
tefr =t + L oL —

4 o «

X ( " )374[Sin2(<)K1+cos2<<>K2]

J2 (25/6}77")

«

with g1 = £

be expressed as

the correlation function R(r; —72) can

Ry — 1) = ¢ (220, e

(A36)

It is well understood that the exponents of the above
correlation function are determined by the interaction
and the low energy excitations in the system. Therefore
it is not relevant with the cut off parameter «. If we
rescale a = aoel to o = ozoel"‘dl7 the effective exponent
Kct¢ should keep invariant. According to this feature,
we have the following RG equation

dK. (1) yi K? sin” (¢) Jo (26kpag)
5}[ 2 ’ (A37)
leL = [2 -2 (sin®(¢) K1 + cos®({) Ka) ] y1 1 (1).
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