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We discuss the polarization amplitude of quantum spin systems in one dimension. In particular, we closely
investigate it in gapless phases of those systems based on the two-dimensional conformal field theory. The
polarization amplitude is defined as the ground-state average of a twist operator which induces a large gauge
transformation attaching the unit amount of the U (1) flux to the system. We show that the polarization amplitude
under the periodic boundary condition is sensitive to perturbations around the fixed point of the renormalization-
group flow rather than the fixed point itself even when the perturbation is irrelevant. This dependence is encoded
into the scaling law with respect to the system size. In this paper, we show how and why the scaling law of
the polarization amplitude encodes the information of the renormalization-group flow. In addition, we show that
the polarization amplitude under the antiperiodic boundary condition is determined fully by the fixed point in
contrast to that under the periodic one and that it visualizes clearly the nontriviality of spin systems in the sense

of the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The electric polarization is one of the most fundamental
quantities in condensed-matter systems. It is sensitive to the
conductivity of electrons and thus allows us to diagnose
whether the system is in a conducting phase or in an insulating
phase [1,2]. The polarization is regarded as a bulk property
of the system [3], and therefore, it should be well defined
under the periodic boundary condition. However, the naive
definition of the polarization as the spatial integral of the
product of the position x and the charge-density n(x) suffers
from an ambiguity of the position operator under the periodic
boundary condition. It was thus proposed [1,2] to define the
polarization through the polarization amplitude z given by

2= (Yole" /PP yy), (1.1)

where |1) is the ground state of the system, L is the length of
the system along an arbitrarily chosen direction, and P is the
polarization operator along that direction P = fOL dx xn(x).
Using the polarization amplitude, one may write the polar-
ization as (L/2m)Im In z. The polarization amplitude has
attracted much attention of theoretical physicists [4-9].

The polarization amplitude also plays an important role
in magnetic insulators. Dealing with magnetic excitations as
charged particles, we can adapt the polarization amplitude to
distinguish gapless and gapped ground states of quantum spin
systems. Moreover, a generalized polarization amplitude,

29 = (YolUo)

with an integer g and

(1.2)

N
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is useful to distinguish symmetry-protected topological
phases and topologically trivial gapped phases [10-12]. In
addition, one can expect that z?) is also related to the “gappa-
bility” of the ground state, that is, the possibility of having a
unique symmetric gapped ground state. This notion is closely
related to the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis (LSM) theorem [5,13,14]
and the symmetry protection of gapless phases [15]. In fact,
the operator U played a key role in the original proof of the
LSM theorem [13].

The growing awareness of the LSM theorem and related
phenomena in condensed-matter physics [16-20] leads theo-
retical physicists naturally to studies on the polarization am-
plitude (1.2) in gapless quantum many-body systems [6,7,9].
Recently, Kobayashi et al. [6] investigated the polarization
amplitude (1.2) in gapless phases of one-dimensional quan-
tum spin systems with a finite chain length L on the basis of
equivalence of quantum spin chains and interacting spinless
fermion systems in one dimension [21]. They found an inter-
esting scaling law of the polarization amplitude with respect

toL,
27\
(q)
Z X | — s
<L>

with a power B,. It was found that the scaling law in
the S = 1/2 XXZ spin chain differs from that in an § =
1/2 Ji-J; XXZ chain although the ground states of those
systems belong to the same quantum phase described by a
low-energy effective field theory known as the Tomonaga-
Luttinger (TL) liquid [21]. This observation implies that
the scaling law of the polarization amplitude is sensitive
to some high-energy degrees of freedom which can usually
be ignored without any problem in the low-energy effective
theory. Currently, the scaling law of the polarization amplitude

1.4)
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TABLE L. Comparison of the scaling law z® oc (27t /L)% in four spin-chain models: the XXZ spin chain, the J;-J, XXZ spin chain, the
Haldane-Shastry model, and the spin ladder on and off the quantum critical point (QCP). Although all these models have the same fixed-point
theory, they disagree in the scaling law. The second column refers to the existence of the most relevant perturbation (7.1) in the first three
models and H' f dx COS(2ﬁ¢+) in the last two. The third column refers to the relevance of H' in the RG sense, and the fifth column refers
to the smallest positive g that makes z@ nonzero under the periodic boundary condition. The rightmost column shows the power f, for that g.

“Lattice model” “H at L — +00” H' in the RG Interaction range” q Power 8,
XXZ chain Present Irrelevant Local 2 4K —2
Fine-tuned J;-J, XXZ chain Absent Irrelevant Local 2 4K
Haldane-Shastry Absent Irrelevant Nonlocal 2 4K — 1
Ladder on QCP Absent Relevant Local 1 2K
Ladder off QCP Present Relevant Local 1 2K —2 (< 0)

in gapless phases is yet to be understood despite its poten-
tial importance in the recent development around the LSM
theorem.

Also, the authors reported quite recently in Ref. [22]
that the polarization amplitude exhibits a discontinuity by
a universal amount at a quantum critical point described
by the TL liquid. Such a universal jump shows up when
the antiperiodic boundary condition is imposed [23], that
is, when a 1/2-unit U(1) flux is attached to the sys-
tem. Although the universal jump was investigated ana-
lytically and numerically, the low-energy field-theoretical
description of the universal jump was not discussed in
Ref. [22].

In this paper, considering those recent developments in
theoretical studies on the polarization amplitude, we de-
velop a theory of the polarization amplitude in and near
quantum critical phases of quantum spin systems in one
dimension. Our discussion is based on the two-dimensional
conformal field theory (CFT). We deal with four specific
models: the S =1/2 XXZ spin chain, the S =1/2 J;-J,
spin chain, the Haldane-Shastry model [24,25], and a § =
1/2 spin ladder. We show that the scaling law is universal
but sensitive to perturbations around the fixed point of the
renormalization-group (RG) flow. The scaling law in those
systems is summarized in Table I. In addition, we point
out another interesting aspect of the polarization amplitude.
The polarization amplitude under the antiperiodic boundary
condition is determined by the fixed-point theory alone, which
is in sharp contrast to the case of the periodic boundary
condition.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we deal
with the simplest case of the S = 1/2 XXZ spin chain. We
discuss a simple perturbative approach to the scaling law
consistent with the numerical results of Ref. [6]. To get further
insight into the scaling law, we consider another model, the
S = 1/2 J1-J, XXZ chain where the perturbation considered
in Sec. Il is eliminated in the L — 400 limit by a fine-tuning
of parameters. We show that the fine-tuning modifies the
scaling law and clarifies the mechanism of modification in
Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we focus on a specific model known as the
Haldane-Shastry model which is free from any perturbation
and realizes the fixed-point theory. The results in Secs. II-IV
are adapted to a spin ladder in Sec. V. In Sec. VI, we discuss
another property of the polarization amplitude independent of
perturbations to the fixed-point theory. Finally, we summarize
this paper in Sec. VII.

II. §$ =1/2 XXZ CHAIN

Let us consider the S = 1/2 XXZ chain described by the
Hamiltonian,

N
Hxxz = JZ( §Si1 + 835 + AS;S§+l)v 2D
j=1

withJ > 0 and —1 < A < 1. Here, §; is the spin defined on
the jth site of the spin chain with the finite chain length L =
Nay (ay is the lattice spacing). Hereafter, we employ the unit
ag = h = 1 for notational simplicity, but we will restore them
if needed for logical clarity.

The § = 1/2 XXZ chain (2.1) is well known to have the
gapless ground state known as the TL liquid. The S = 1/2
XXZ chain (2.1) provides us the simplest example to discuss
the scaling law in interacting systems. Note that we impose
the periodic boundary condition,

SL_H == S].

The TL liquid state is described by the following Hamilto-
nian:

(2.2)

o (2.3)

The fields 6(x) and ¢ (x) satisfy the commutation relation,

* v [* 2 1 2
M = /0 dX<K(8x9) + 2(0.0) )

[p(x), 9,0 ()] = imd(x — ), (2.4)
and are related to the spin operator through [21]
§5: = 29,6 + (1) a cos(29), 2.5)
T
SE = ¢[(—=1) by + by cos(2¢)]. (2.6)

J
ai, by, and b; are nonuniversal and numerically determined

[26-28]. The periodic boundary condition (2.2) turns into

¢(x+ L) = ¢(x)+ Ny, 2.7)

O(x+L)=6(x)+2rNy, (2.8)

with Ny, Ny € Z. The velocity v and the TL parameter K are
exactly obtained in the S = 1/2 XXZ chain [21],

_Ja 1 . g2
0= S sinlr(l = B

(2.9)

(2.10)
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where A = — cos(r 8?). We can also write down the Hamil-
tonian using the imaginary-time-dependent field ¢(z, x),
H; ’ /Ld L0 + (09 2.11)
= — x| — (9, N . .
L 27K 0 02

The asterisk on the left-hand side of Egs. (2.3) and (2.11) is
set to emphasize the fact that the Hamiltonian 7, is valid at
the fixed point in the RG flow. The Hamiltonian (2.1) deviates
from the fixed-point one (2.3),

Hxxz = H"T“L +H, (2.12)

The deviation H’ is irrelevant in the RG sense. The interaction
‘H' is marginal for A =1 and irrelevant for —1 < A < 1
and thus has no impact on the ground state although it gives
logarithmic corrections to observables for A — 1 [29]. In this
section, we neglect H' as usual for the moment and put it back
when needed.

The bosonization formula (2.5) transforms the polarization
amplitude (1.3) into

L
U7 = exp (zz—q/ dxxaxcb(x))
L Jo

. 2q (*
= exp <12q¢(L) — lf / dx q)(x)). (2.13)
0

Here, we dropped the oscillating term proportional to (—1)/ in
Eq. (2.5) whereas it was taken into account in Ref. [6]. This is
because the dropped term gives rise to a subleading correction
to the power law. The ground-state average of U7 has been
well investigated in one-dimensional gapped quantum spin
systems, such as a S = 1 Heisenberg antiferromagnetic spin
chain [11]. It is recognized that the polarization amplitude
(1.2) qualifies as an order parameter of valence-bond-solid
phases [11]. In the gapless phase of the S = 1/2 XXZ chain,
79 was calculated in Ref. [6] and turned out to be [30]

2
2 \7K
(q)o( .
‘ (L)

The scaling law (2.14) was derived using CFT by regarding
7@ as a multipoint correlation function of vertex operators
e/®? However, the scaling law (2.14) differs from numerical
estimations z® o (27 /L)Y* =2 and z® o« (27 /L)3K—4 [6].

Let us construct an alternative theoretical approach to the
scaling law consistent with the numerical estimations. We
note that the average (1.2) is an inner product of the ground-
state |1) and another state U4 |1). The latter is an eigenstate
of another Hamiltonian,

ﬁxxz = UdHxxzU 1.

(2.14)

(2.15)

U1 is a large-gauge transformation for g € Z. The transfor-
mation (2.15) by U1 is also understood as an insertion of the
U(1) flux [5].

Although the complete set of the eigenstates of Hxxz is
identical to that of Hxxz, state U7 |y) is not identical to
[¥0). The ground-state |Y) equals to the vacuum state |0),,
of the fixed-point Hamiltonian Hy, if we identify Hxxz =
Hrp- Then, U?|v) is the vacuum state |0), of the gauge-
transformed Hamiltonian (2.15). The polarization amplitude

79 measures the overlap of those two vacuum states,

29 = (0]0), . (2.16)

To understand this quantity, we need to relate two vacua to
each other.

Let us represent |0),, in terms of the original model without
flux. If we identify Hxxz with the fixed-point one Hj
[Eq. (2.3)], the low-energy form of Hxxz is derived in the
following manner. First, we note that U shifts 9,6 by a certain
amount,

_ 2nq

U9,06(x)U "1 = 09,0(x) + - - 2rqs(x —L). (2.17)
Equation (2.17) follows immediately from Eq. (2.13) and the
commutation relation (2.4). The integral part of the large
gauge transformation U7 in Eq. (2.13) increases the winding
number by 2mg. This is because we can eliminate the term
2mq/L in Eq. (2.17) by modifying 6 (x) into 6’(x),

2
0'(x) = 6(x) + %x. (2.18)
This modification keeps the periodic boundary condition

intact for g € Z. The large gauge transformation adds the
winding number 27 g to 0(x),

0'(x + L) = 0'(x) + 21Ny + 27q. (2.19)

On the other hand, operation of exp[i2g¢(L)] on 0,6 yields the
d function in Eq. (2.17). The role of the § function is clarified
when we move to the imaginary-time formalism.

The low-energy effective form of the transformed Hamil-
tonian (2.15) is

L
Tlxxy = — / dx[K{BXO’ —2mg8(x — L)} + l(axqb)z}.
27'[ 0 K

(2.20)

Regarding the canonical conjugate of 9,¢ as 9,6’/ , we obtain
the Lagrangian,

5 L 8)(?9/
Lxxz = / dx 0;¢
0 T

— v /Ld 18 2—8 2
= Zn_K A x(ﬁ( D) (x¢))

— Hxxz

+2q3¢(t,x=1L), (2.21)
which immediately leads to
_ L 1
oo = 7% | dx(v—z(azcb)2 + (ax¢>2)
—i2q3:¢(t,x =L). (2.22)

The last term inserts vertex operators e*29% at T = +o00. In

fact, the partition function Z = [ D¢ exp (— ffooo dt Hxxz)
is written as

7= /D¢ £2490L) oxpy (— /00 dt H¥L>e_"2‘f¢(_°°'”.
—0oQ0

(2.23)

The partition function (2.23) provides us translation rules
from eigenstates in the presence of the flux to those in the
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absence of the flux. Let us denote the highest-weight state of
H3, corresponding to the operator ' as |¢""?), which is

defined as [31]
27\ ™ 2750 .\ ionoie.
(T) exp (—TT>6‘2 =10 10), .

(2.24)

+i2n¢
9

i2n¢ . :
e = lim
I )0 T—4o00

Here, x», is the scaling dimension of vertex operators e

xon = n°K. (2.25)

€249 is an operator going with a U (1) charge proportional to
q in the two-dimensional Coulomb gas picture [32].

The insertion of the vertex operators at T = 0o and 7 =
—oo into the partition function (2.23) immediately means that
|0), is equivalent to [23]

|O> — ei@,, |ei2q¢)0 ,

. (2.26)

with ®, € R and
¢ (0] = €719 (9] (2.27)
The left-hand side of Eq. (2.26) is nothing but U7 |). Thus,
©, is proportional to g,
U’ |yh) = €191 4%),,
The phase ®; is determined in accordance with symmetries

that Hxxz and Hxxz share in common. The simplest example
is the one-site translation symmetry,

ST =811,

(2.28)

(2.29)
or

(. 0T = p(r.x) + 3. (2.30)

Both Hxxz and Hxxz have the one-site translation symmetry.
However, U? and T; do not commute with each other in

J

le l2n¢ o0+ Z

n(#0)

0 (" [H'|0)g

0 0)g —
[0} —> 10) B — Eo

2 -

n(£0)
(€2"1110)0 0 (0|H'|0)o

-y

general [5]. In fact,

TUT " = emU1 (2.31)

holds true for the S = 1/2 spin chains.

Thanks to Eq. (2.31), Hxxz and Hxxz are both symmetric
under the one-site translation. The ground state is an eigen-
state of 7; with an eigenvalue ',

Ty 1Y) = €™[y0),

which can be rephrased as T; |0), = ¢ |0),,. Operation of T
on Eq. (2.28) results in ®; =0 mod 2m. We, thus, end up
with

(2.32)

2D = (0]e29%),,. (2.33)

As far as Hxxz is identified with H7; , the right-hand side is
zero for many reasons, such as the charge neutrality [32].

We found that we need to take the perturbation A’ in the
Hamiltonian (2.12) into account. Unless the parameter is fine-
tuned, the Hamiltonian of the effective field theory usually
deviates from that at the fixed point. The S = 1/2 XXZ spin
chain is a typical example. The most relevant interaction in H’
[Eq. (2.12)] for A >~ 1 is the umklapp term [33],

, L dx
H =A — cos(4¢). (2.34)
0 21
The importance of the umklapp interaction (2.34) was already
pointed out in Ref. [6]. However, it remains obscure how we
should take properly the umklapp term into account.
The vacua |0), and |0), are perturbed by H' and

H =

respectively. The transformed perturbation (2.35) plays the
central role in discussions in the subsequent sections. The per-
turbative expansions of |0), and |0), are given in the following
well-known form:

UIH'U™, (2.35)

Z 0 (€211 e?"?)g o (2?1 110), |i2me
(Ezn - EO)(EZm - EO)

m(#0)

Yo

(2.36)

— 2 ’
o (E2n — Ep)
2 2 (771 i2 i2n¢ | 17
0 — 10y — Z . e ln¢|’}-[/|0)q ) + Z Z 4 (2|7 ¢! n¢>qq (e n¢|’}—[/|0)q 2y
q q _ _ — 4q
n(20) E2n E() n(0) m(£0) (E2n EO)(EZm EO)
3 Z ¢ (€217110),, 4 (O1H'[0),,
frar (Exp — Ep)?
_ ety _ Z o (20 0P |7y €249 |ei2(n+q)¢>0 N Z (e2mta)d |3 2ty (&2t |1 T | €%y, 20 ¢>0
n(20) Ez,, — E() n,m(0) (EZn - E())(EZm - EO)
o2+ | 77| pi240 0249 | 7' | 1249
. Z 0 ( | | )00 ( > | | >0 (237)
(E2n — Ep)

n(#0)

Here, Ey and E,, are the unperturbed eigenenergies of |0), and
|eEi2nd) 4 also possess the unperturbed eigenenergies Eo and Eyy, r

le*219), respectively, of Hj; . We emphasize that |0), and

espectively, of the transformed Hamiltonian U973, U 9. The
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excitation gap E,, — Ey is proportional to 27 /L,

Eyy — Ey = —Xx2y.

2 (2.38)
- .

We discarded in Egs. (2.36) and (2.37) eigenstates which contain spatial or temporal derivatives. This is because the perturbation
(2.34) does not have any derivative in the integrand. The terms involving such derivatives give subleading contributions to the

scaling law which is out of our focus in this paper.

The first-order correction to the polarization amplitude, which we denote §,z?, is thus given by

51Z(q) N
b Ey, — Ey

0 O 1),
E>, — Ey

OH/ i2n¢ ) .
Z 0 (0|H'|e )00<612n¢|812q¢>0 i Z of

ei2(n+q)¢ |7_~[/ | ei2q¢ )0

012000
By —Eo 0 (0] Yo

n(0)

(2.39)

In the last line, we approximated H’ ~ H’'. This relation is exact when L — —+o0. The difference of %’ from H’ is, however,
nonzero at the level of the lattice model and will be discussed in the next section.

Since the matrix element  (0|H'|e/>4%),, is given by [34]

0 (O1H'|e1?)g =

AL
4

and the precise form of the energy denominator is available with the aid of the conformal field theory, we obtain

A (27
512(4) — __<T

It correctly reproduces the numerical result of the scaling law [6].

x4

27\ ™
A (842 + 84,-2), (2.40)
x4—2

) (842 +84.-2). (2.41)

The second-order correction 8,79 to z(@ is also easily derived. Keeping nonzero terms only, we obtain the second-order

correction,

olH’ ei2n¢ ei2n¢ H' ei2q¢
52Z(q)=20<| ") g0 (7| H] )O+Z

b (Ean — Eo)(E2q — Ep)

0 (O|UIH' U]+ D9) o (2|4 U ~1|e299),

n(#0)

0 Hl ei2n¢ ei2n¢ UqH/U—q ei2qq>
4y LI () €24}

n20) (E2n — Eo)(Ezu—q) — Eo)

(E2n — Eo)(Exy — Ep)

(2.42)

The matrix elements in the numerators give a restriction on g due to the charge neutrality, for instance,

0 (O1H1e™")q o (€™ [1'|e"7),

4 (2m)

x <O|ei4¢(x)|e—i4¢>0 0 <e—i4¢|ei4¢(y)|ei2q¢)o

)\'2 T 2x4—2
- Z(gn,28q,4 + 8n,—28q,—4) T .

It results in the following second-order correction,

322 Gat ) 2\ 2
4)64)(?8 74 7.~4 L '

Therefore, z* follows the scaling law z* oc (27 /L)%K,
which reproduces the numerical result [6].

8,79 =

(2.44)

ITII. FINE-TUNED J;-J; XXZ SPIN CHAIN

In the last section, we clarified the relevance of the ir-
relevant interaction (2.34) in the polarization amplitude z(?.
The importance of the irrelevant interaction was deduced in
Ref. [6] from comparison of the scaling laws in the S = 1/2

A2 L dxdy . . . sy
= —8,2844 f ——0 (0]e740D ) (|70 299) ) + —8, 28,4
0

22 Laxdy

4 @n 2’

(2.43)

(

XXZ spin chain and in the S = 1/2 J;-J, XXZ spin chain. The
latter model is described by the following Hamiltonian:

L
MHisy = Y > Ju(SIS5,, + SIS, + ASiSS,). (3.D)

n=12 j=1

Fine-tuning of the ratio J,/J; eliminates the coupling constant
of cos(4¢) in the L — 400 limit where the system is on the
quantum critical point described by the TL liquid. The quan-
tum critical point corresponds to the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless transition point for A =1 [35-37]. It seems that
the polarization amplitude z® and z®* are to be exactly
zero without the interaction (2.34). Nevertheless, scaling laws

144426-5
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7@ o 2 /L)*¥ and 7 o (27 /L)®K were observed [6]. The
powers are shifted from those in the XXZ spin chain by
universal amounts.

Precisely speaking, another irrelevant interaction cos(8¢)
is present even when A is fine-tuned to be zero. This highly
irrelevant interaction in the RG sense can make z*) nonzero.
The cos(8¢) interaction adds to z* a term proportional
(2w /L)*~2. However, it disagrees with the numerical result
[6].

The numerically observed scaling law implies that the
cos(4¢) interaction somehow survives in the finite-L case
because of the estimated power 8, = x4. To confirm the impli-
cation, we need to recall the fact that the state U7 |/o) = |0),

is the ground state of H,, _;, but not of H,,_;, at finite L. The
J

former is defined as

Hy—gyy =UIH,;_, U1 (3.2)
This transformation was discussed in Ref. [38] for J;-J; spin-S
chains to evaluate the Berry phase in their ground-state phase
diagrams. The Berry phase characterizes the valence-bond-
solid phase in one dimension as well as does the polarization
amplitude. This similarity is easily understood by paying
attention to a fact that both discussions on the Berry phase
and on the polarization amplitude rely on the transformation
Ua.

It follows from U4S7U 4 = ¢*274//LS and UISTU 7 =
S that:

L
1/ 1 —[(i27n — i[(2mn — 7QZ
Hns =3 an(?e TS S 4 TS Sf+n>+AS;-S}+n)

n=12 j=1

2 - . .
= HJ] —-h = Z Jn sin < nan> Z (Sjsi-&-n - S;S//vq-n

n=1,2 j=1

For L > ay, the second term of Eq. (3.3) yields the interaction
proportional to (wg/L)d,0, which is also present in the low-
energy effective form of FHxxz. The last term of Eq. (3.3)
was not taken into account in Eq. (2.15), which leads to the
following interaction:

- 2q\* (L dx
QY it = cos(4e).
H (L ) /0 2ncos( d)

This observation of the finite-L system makes it possible to
treat the models in the last and present sections on equal foot-
ing. At finite L, the irrelevant interaction (2.34) is generically
given by

(34)

_ L ax
H = AL — cos(4¢), (3.5)
0 2m
with the coupling constant X,
2 2
o=t x’(%) . (3.6)

We approximated A, >~ A in the XXZ chain (2.1) because
AL — A = X (2wg/L)? is negligible compared to A for large L.
However, in the J,-J, XXZ chain, the fine-tuning makes A be
zero and, thus, A’ (2 g /L)2 be the leading contribution to ;.

The interaction (3.4) is irrelevant in the RG sense and
negligible in the L — 400 limit. Even when we fine-tuned
the parameters to realize Ao, = 0, the coupling constant X, is
nonzero for finite L, and the interaction (3.5) perturbs state
|0),. State |0), gets perturbed by H' [Eq. (2.37)]. The matrix
element ¢ (e2"9?|F{’|¢%9%) in the first-order perturbation
term is nonzero for n = +2,

A i A 2)\1/ T xa+1
o <612(n+q)¢|7_l/|612‘1¢>0 = qT(Sn,z + 5/1,2)<T> :

3.7

L
2 ng ‘ox ,
)= > J,,[l —cos( 7 )} (8383, +887,,). (33)
n=1,2 j=1
(
The first-order correction immediately turns out to be
(01 4)
817D = —2(§ S5 0AVITE1E /o
1z (84,2 +84,—2) Ery — Eo
247 X4
q 2
=— 8 Sg-2)l — ) . 3.8
x4 ( q.2+ q, 2)( L ) ( )

This result explains the numerically obtained scaling law
7 o 2 /LY [6]. The extra factor (2 /L) in Eq. (3.4)
shifts the power. Similarly, we obtain z*) oc (277 /L)** from
the second-order perturbation, which is again consistent with
the numerical estimation.

IV. HALDANE-SHASTRY MODEL

The fine-tuning was required in the spin-1/2 J;-J, XXZ
spin chain to eliminate the cos(4¢) interaction in the L —
400 limit. In contrast, the Haldane-Shastry model is known
to give the TL liquid ground state described by the fixed-point
Hamiltonian with K = 1/2 and H' = 0 requiring no fine-
tuning [24,25]. The Haldane-Shastry model has the following
long-range interaction,

J(2m\? S, Sy
Hus = —| — _—.
" 4( L ) Z sin[x (' — r)/L]
The ground state of the Haldane-Shastry model is exactly |0),

even for finite L. To evaluate finite-size effects on |0),, we
transform the Haldane-Shastry model by U¥?,

7:[1—15 = U9HysU ™1

B J (27 \* = sin[27q(r'—r)/L]
_HHS"( ) Z sin [ (r'—r)/L]

“.1)

L

! (5:5)-5,5)

T (27\ N~ 1= cos2mq(r —r)/L] | x| oy
__(_> 2 sin®[7 (r'—r)/L] (5757 % 5:57).

4.2)
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In analogy with the J;-J, XXZ spin chain, we may expect that
the last line of Eq. (4.2), which we denote as 7:[/HS, makes
0 (0| Hjysle=™?), nonzero. However, 7{j;4 cannot be simply
reduced to Eq. (3.5) because of its long-range nature. To

understand the perturbation,

Hig = Z (8785 + 828Y), (4.3)
with
27\%1 — cos[2mq(r — r)/L
> =_{<_”) coslzmglr — /L 4y
’ 4\ L sin“[w (r' — r)/L]

we first closely look into the coupling constant (4.4). Using
the Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind u,(x), we can
express it as

J (2 2
J = _Z(Tn> Ug— 1<cos M) . 4.5)
The polynomial u,(x) is defined forn € Z as
i 1o
1 (cos §) = SnL1+ DOT (4.6)

sin 6

It is a family of the Chebyshev polynomial #,(x) (of the first
kind),

t,(cos 6) := cos(nb). 4.7

There are identities relating two Chebyshev polynomials. For
example, the following relation holds true for even n:

n/2
0, (0) = =142 12 (). (4.8)
m=0
Combining it with another identity [u,(x)]* = Y _, t2m(x),
we obtain
qg—1 m
[ug 1) = —g+2> > ta(x). 4.9)
m=0 [=0
In other words,
J(27\* ol
A _ H{[Q2rl)/LY(r —r)}
Jr,r’ - 4< L > (q Z(e
m=0 =0
+e*i[(2]‘[l)/L](r/fr) )) . (4 10)

Equation (4.10) is nothing but the Fourier transformation of
J} .- The coefficient J] ., turned out to contain the uniform part
coupled to ¢J (27 /L)? /4 and the other oscillating part.
For the moment, we focus on the following perturbation
instead of dealing with H} directly:
drdr

2 \? (L
H/ ,:)\‘ ! _—
ok ok ( L) /0 (2m)?

A GYAGERAGYACSIE

P
elkrelk r

@.11)

where k, k" € [0, 27 /L) and Ji(r) and J(r) (a = x,y) are
the right-moving and the left-moving parts of the uniform
component of S¢. For S* = $* +iS7, they are

+i[2¢(r)+6'(r)]

Jir)=e (4.12)

JE(r) = eF2en=00l, (4.13)
Ji and J} have the conformal weights (x4/2, 0) and (0, x4/2),
respectively. 'Flﬁs is written as a superposition of Eq. (4.11)
with several k’s and k'’s.

At the fixed point, the right-moving and the left-moving
parts are decoupled. Thus, the highest-weight state |e?), is a
product of two states in right-moving and left-moving parts,

1€4) = 1) M7 ) - (4.14)

The matrix element ( (0|7 S|e’4‘7’)0 is thus analytically
obtained

. 2
0 (O1H ¢}y = g1 ( ”) 3 f

a=x,y

(VAN

Ldr/ ik'r ar I\ T—
X /0 SR O W )y

o (P s o8
=29 I k,00k,05

thanks to the relation  (0|J /L(r)lJIf/L)O = 2(27 /L)*/? which
holds true independent of r [34]. The scaling law in the
Haldane-Shastry model is thus determined only by the uni-
form part of the long-range irrelevant interaction 7:[’HS,

L 21
Hys = ) A /0

(4.15)

drdr

Gy ROV + () ()]

+ 0> Hiws (4.16)
k(£0) K'(£0)
with A” = O(J). The scaling law is given by
%) xy—1
=1 (Z 4.17)
2.X4 L

The power x4 — 1 = 1 is identical to that coming out of the
Gutzwiler-Jastrow wave function [6]. It is obvious that the
second-order perturbation results in z* oc (27 /L)**~D =
(2w /L)%

The reduction of the power 8, = x4 — 1 by 1 from 8, = x4
for the J,-J, XXZ chain is clarified by comparing Eq. (4.16)
with the corresponding interaction (3.4) in the Ji-J, XXZ
chain. The latter is also written as

H =gV (27T

L
d ]
L) /0 ém(mﬁ”+J§(r)JZ(r)]. (4.18)

Since the matrix element ( (0lJ4(r)JE(r)]e™?), =
0 (O|J,‘§(r)|JR+)OO (OlJZ(r)IJ ), is independent of r and 7/,
the matrix element o (0|Hjgle?), acquired the factor L?
coming out of the spatial integrals. On the other hand,
0 (0|H'|e*?), for Eq. (4.18) acquired the factor L from the
spatial integral. The difference purely results from the range
of interaction.
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V. S =1/2 SPIN LADDER

In the previous Secs. II-IV, we dealt with the ground
state of three models which is nontrivial in the sense of the
LSM theorem [13]. Namely, we considered cases where the
fixed-point theory is exposed only to irrelevant interactions.
In this section, we discuss effects of a relevant interaction to
the fixed-point theory of the TL liquid.

We consider a S = 1/2 spin ladder,

Hladder —JZ Z Sjn' j+1n+ZJLSjl

j=1 n=1,2
Sio+ IS Sjt12 +Sj,2 “Sir,0l, G
with J and 0 < max{|J, |, |[/x|} < J. When J, and J, satisfy
J=Jx, (5.2)

the excitation gap is closed [39]. The polarization amplitude
was also discussed in the spin ladder (5.1) in Refs. [40,41].

The low-energy effective field theory exactly at the quan-
tum critical point (5.2) is the TL liquid (2.3). We bosonize the
spin ladder based on

S0 = Do+ (1Y arcosp). (5.3)
T
S, = € I(=1)""bg + by cos2,)]. (5.4)

We recombine ¢, and 6, (n = 1, 2) and deal with symmetric
and antisymmetric modes,

o1 P 0, e 0, £ 6,
) + .= .
V2 V2

It is well known that only the ¢, mode participates in the
quantum phase transition at the parameter (5.2) and the ¢_
degree of freedom contributing only to the higher-energy
gapped modes is negligible. The low-energy Hamiltonian of
the ladder (5.1) near the transition point is a sine-Gordon-type
one,

¢t = (5.5)

v [t 2, 1 2
Hiadder = z— | dx| K(0x01)" + —(0:04)
27'[ 0 K

L
d
+g / Z—X cos(2v/26.,),
0 T

where the coupling g o« (J; — Jx) vanishes at the transition
point.

(5.6)

Hladder =U quadder U

= Hladder +J sin ( ) Z Z

j n=12

. (2nq .
+JLSIH<T)Z(S 1871 —
27 sin? (Z) 32 37 (8], +

j n=12

: 7Tq X X X y
—2Jy sin’® (f) Z (Sj,ISj+1,2 + 5 1S]+1 2+ S8+ S; 2S,+1 )-

J

Let us perform U? on Hjyqder- We define U7 in the spin
ladder as

L
g

l—

L

2
— exp <i ‘/— Do (L) —i ‘/—q/ dx¢+(x)>. (5.7)

U? :=exp c1+S5,)

0

Note that the operator U? does not include the antisymmetric
mode by definition. At the level of the effective field theory,

UM aqderU ™9 =: Hiaaaer acquires the shift of 9,6,

2

Y v [t 221

Hiadder = E/ dx K<3x9++ V2 1 >y qB(x—L)>
0

1
—(3:04)* |, 5.8
+K( ¢+):| (5.8)
which is equivalent to
Fhaster = = Ld L3 + 0.7
ladder = K X 20 X
- izﬁq dp(t,x =1L). (5.9)

The last term means that |0),, of Hiagder €quals |ei2ﬁq¢+)0,

10), = |e2V2%), . (5.10)
The phase factor is determined in the same manner with the
spin chains.

Up to the first-order perturbation expansion, the polariza-
tion amplitude is given by

0 1771 »i27/2q¢
7D ~ _M_ (5.11)

Erpq — Eo

#’ in Eq. (5.11) is the perturbation to the fixed-point Hamilto-
nian in the gauge-transformed system. At the level of the lat-
tice model, the Hamiltonian of the spin ladder is transformed
into

X QY
S] rLSj+1 n

= 8,851

Jjnj+1ln

Sy' 1Sipi2+ 8 2S§+11 S;zS;H,l)

S0 s )

1n Jj+Ln

(5.12)

144426-8
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The terms proportional to sin(2wg/L) are regarded as in-
teractions (2w ¢q/L)0,60+ and (2w q/L)d,6_ with certain cou-
pling constants, which are insignificant in evaluating the
polarization amplitude. The terms proportional to sin>(q/L)
are essential. They are turned into a relevant interaction
(mq/L)? cos(2+/2¢.) at low energies. Let us write the rele-
vant interaction H’ in Hiaqder a8

L

. d

H = g/ 2_x cos(2v/2¢.).
0 T

Just like in the spin chains, the coupling constant § acquires
the correction of O(L™2),

2
o — +’2]T_q
8§=8 8<L)~

When the model is located at the quantum phase transition
point (i.e., g = 0), the perturbation to Hjaqqer 1S Written as

)
H = g/<2ﬂ—q) / dx cos(2v/2¢.).
L 0 2

Therefore, the polarization amplitude up to the first-order
perturbative expansion 7@ ~ §,z7@ follows the scaling law
just like Eq. (3.8) for the fine-tuned J;-J, XXZ spin chain,

(5.13)

(5.14)

(5.15)

o (O |e2V24+)
Eyp—

X2
T (5,149, _])( ) . 16
ZxZﬁ |

Z(q)

2K
‘ apAol < dt
0(O|812\/§¢+(x)|0>0 — |: 020 (2 2K):| exp{/ T[_ZKe—Zt +
0

20T (75%)

The gapped phase for g < 0 has one-to-one correspondence
to the one for g > 0 via the shift ¢, — ¢ + 5 f which

goes with the sign change of the vertex operator V201 s
—e2V20+ Therefore, 7@ for g # 0 converges to a finite value

in the L — 400 limit and

X2
hmz ocsgn(g)( ) (84,1 + 84,—1), (5.19)

L—
where sgn(g) denotes the sign of g. Therefore, we obtain

lim lim z = lim limz¥ =0. (5.20)

g—>0L—+o00 L—+00g—0
Therefore, the polarization amplitude z¢ in the L — 400
limit is a continuous function of g and vanishes at the quantum
critical point smoothly.

VI. UNIVERSAL JUMP OF THE POLARIZATION
AMPLITUDE

A. Antiperiodic boundary condition

We showed that the scaling law (1.4) is universal in a sense
that it is explained in terms of the low-energy effective field
theory once the form of the perturbation to the fixed-point
theory is identified. Simultaneously, the scaling law turned
out not to be uniquely determined by the fixed-point theory

There are two differences between Egs. (3.8) and (5.16). First,
the power is different. This is obviously due to the difference
of the interaction in H’. Second, the value of ¢ that makes
79 nonzero is different. () is nonzero in the spin ladder
but z) =0 in the spin chain. The value ¢ that makes z?)
nonzero depends on the number of S = 1/2 spins in the unit
cell [11].

In analogy with the § = 1/2 XXZ spin chain, the scaling
law is changed for g # 0 in the L — +o0 limit,

0 8 (2” )xmz
M= (= )
2)(32\/2 L

Note that x, 5 = 2K is smaller than 2 because cos(2+/2¢4) is
relevant. The divergence (5.17) of z) in the L — +o0 limit
can be understood as a manifestation of the nonzero lowest-
energy excitation gap from the ground state in the L — 400
limit.

The scaling law (5.17) is valid only when the relevant
interaction (5.13) can be regarded as a perturbation. This
condition is met when L is much smaller than the correlation
length v/A( with A being the lowest-energy excitation gap
from the ground state.

Fortunately, the exact matrix element o (0]e2V2%+|0), is
available in the gapped phase of the sine-Gordon theory (5.6).
For g > 0, it is given by [42]

(5.17)

sinh?(2Kt) (5.18)
2 sinh(Kt) sinh ¢ cosh[(1 — K)¢] :| } '

(

alone. It depends on some details of the perturbation. In this
section, we discuss a property of the polarization amplitude
determined fully by the fixed-point theory itself and indepen-
dent of the perturbations.

Thus far, we have imposed the periodic boundary condition
(2.2) on the spin. Here instead, we consider the spin operator
S ; satisfying the antiperiodic boundary condition,

SLi+1 = _Sit’ §i+l =§i. (6.1)
Let us focus on the simplest case, the S = 1/2 XXZ spin
chain. Under the antiperiodic boundary condition, its Hamil-
tonian is modified to be

~

—1

Hap =J (STS;CH + SiS;H
1

+J[-(S;81 + §78)) + A5; 5.

+ ASijH)

<.
Il

(6.2)

It is well known [23,43,44] that the S = 1/2 XXZ spin chain
under the antiperiodic boundary condition has doubly degen-
erate ground states in the L — +o0 limit. Let us denote them
as [Yo,,) and n = +£.

One can see easily the double degeneracy by writing down
the low-energy effective theory. We take several steps to reach
the low-energy effective form of the Hamiltonian (6.2). Let us

144426-9
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first consider the following transformation:
Hp = U HppU™'/2. (6.3)

‘Hp is identical to the S = 1/2 XXZ spin chain under the
periodic boundary condition. Let us relate S; to the spin S
satisfying the periodic boundary condition through
§H=etIgE §L =88 (6.4)
for j=1,2,...,L. The transformed spin operator indeed
obeys the SU(2) commutation relation and the periodic

boundary condition (2.2). In addition, Hp is simply given by

L
Hep=J) (S)S5,, + 887, + AS:SE,), (6.5)
j=1

which becomes the TL liquid Hamiltonian (2.3) plus irrele-
vant perturbations A’ at low energies. Next, performing the
inverse transformation,

Hap = U™ V2HpU 2, (6.6)

we obtain
L b K(ae Ty ns L)2+1a 2
AP—E A X X Z wé(x ) E(xd))

+H. 6.7)
The perturbation U'/?H'U~'/? is approximated as #' in
Eq. (6.7) similar to the XXZ chain in the periodic boundary
condition.

Thus, the vacuum and the highest-weight state correspond-
ing to the vertex operator ¢'>"% of the model (6.7) with H' = 0
are given by [0),__,,, and |¢"?),_ |, respectively, which
are identified with [23]

0)_1/2 =le™)y.

i i(2n—1
€)1y = | Zn=Doy

(6.8)

(6.9)

One will be aware of a fact that |0)_, , and |e”?)_, , corre-
spond to |e~®), and |e?),, respectively, and are energetically
degenerate thanks to a Z, symmetry of the Hamiltonian p.
The symmetry is the invariance under the ¢ (7, x) - —¢(7, x)
transformation. Respecting the ¢ — —¢ symmetry, we can
reconstruct |e?), as

i —i¢

lcos ¢) = % (6.10)
idy | p—id

|sin ¢)q := % 6.11)

The condition of ¢(t, x) - —¢(t, x) can be relaxed. An
operation ¢(t,x) - —¢(t, L — x) plays the same role. For
example, the site-centered inversion Z;: §; — S;_; foreven L
acts on ¢(t, x) as

Tp(r, )T = —p(z, L — x).

T, |e¥i9), = |eT?), holds true.

Under the ¢ — —¢ symmetry, every eigenstate of the
Hamiltonian can simultaneously be an eigenstate of the
corresponding symmetry operator, such as Z;. The doubly

(6.12)

degenerate ground states respecting the site-centered inver-
sion symmetry are

[¥o,4) = [cos @),
[¥o,—) = Isin @) .

Two kinds of polarization amplitude follow from the dou-
bly degenerate ground states,

(6.13)

(6.14)

2 = (Yo U o ). 6.15)
zi’ ) are formalized in terms of the TL liquid,
£ = L[ (¢[00 4 (eI
+0 (€912 ko (e 1P 1 (6.16)

The last two terms of Eq. (6.16) can be nonzero for g # 0 at
zeroth order of the perturbation. In fact, we obtain

2 =1, -1 +8,1), (6.17)

without requiring any perturbation to the fixed-point theory.
Moreover, the smallest positive g that makes z(¢) nonzero is 1
instead of 2 under the periodic boundary condition.

The relation (6.17) means that the polarization amplitude
shows a discontinuity in the presence of the ¢ — —¢ symme-
try. To clarify the claim, we modify the TL-liquid Hamiltonian
‘Hp without flux to

_ v L 2 1 2 de
Hp = E/o dx(K(axe) + E(ax¢)> +h'/0 ZCOS(Z(X)).
(6.18)

The introduction of cos(2¢) corresponds to application of
the staggered magnetic-field 4 coupled to > ;=D S; to the
spin chain. Up to the first order of A, the eigenenergy Ej 1

of [10,+) is shifted by & [ (dx/27)o (o] cos2)| Yo +)s

that is,
2 h( 27\ "2
Epo=—|x;£-(= )
0,+ I |:x1 2( 2 > :|

Therefore, [V 4 ), is the unique ground state for & < 0 and
[%0,—) is the unique ground state for 4 > 0. The polarization
amplitude in the vicinity of the quantum critical point 2 = 0
is well defined except for & = 0,

(6.19)

D, (<0,

W= (6.20)
2P (h>0).
It immediately follows that
lim 7V =1, (6.21)
h——0
lim ;P = -1 6.22
h—lggoz 2 ( )

The polarization amplitude z(1 depends on a way to elim-
inate the relevant interaction. It is in sharp contrast to the
spin chains and the spin ladder under the periodic boundary
condition. In the periodic boundary condition, the polarization

144426-10
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amplitude smoothly vanishes when going across the quantum
critical point. The universal value of the jump,

AzD = lim limoz(])zl (6.23)

) _
h——0 h—+
reflects the Z, symmetry at h# = 0. As already pointed out
in Ref. [22], the universal jump (6.23) enables us to detect
precisely the phase transition at 7 =0 pursuing z(? as a
function of & under the antiperiodic boundary condition more
clearly than doing under the periodic boundary condition.

B. Physical origin of the jump

Here, we focus on symmetrical origin of the universal jump
(6.23) occurring in association with the LSM theorem. Let us
recall the fact that |y) is orthogonal to U |v). This fact is
crucial in the proof of the LSM theorem [13]. Also, it is the
orthogonality of U |¥y) and |1y) to make the ground state
under the antiperiodic boundary condition doubly degenerate.
However, the double degeneracy of the ground state does not
immediately result in the universal jump.

Note that there are options of choice to construct the eigen-
state of the Hamiltonian based on symmetry. In Eqs. (6.13)
and (6.14), we took the eigenstates | +) to be the simultane-
ous eigenstate of Zj,

Iy |Yo,+) = £lYo,4)-
We can define | 1) to be the simultaneous eigenstate of the
symmetry operation of 7j. Since Tj [e¥?), = £i |e*?),, we
can define

(6.24)

[Yo,+) = le*?),

to respect the one-site translation symmetry of Hp.

The choice (6.25) of |y ) makes z(il) continuous. In
fact, zftl ) = 0. We can ask a question of what symmetry we
should impose on the system to realize nonzero z" under
the antiperiodic boundary condition. Recall that [y 1) of
Egs. (6.13) and (6.14) leads to z(il) # 0 because |cos ¢), and
|sin @), are superpositions of U2 [49) and U ~"/2 ),

(6.25)

Ul L y-am
lcos @)y = —————=——1¥0), (6.26)
V2
Ul _ -
[sin @)y = 7 [Y¥o) - (6.27)

This representation of |cos ¢), and [sin ¢) is consistent with
a relation,

ZUI ' =U"". (6.28)

The essence of the relation (6.28) is clarified when we repre-
sent the operator U = exp(2miP/L) using the naive polariza-
tion operator,

L
P = Z JS5. (6.29)
Jj=1
The relation (6.28) is rephrased as
L
IPI ' = -P+L) 5. (6.30)

j=1

Namely, when the ground state has zero total magnetization
Z§=1 S} = 0, the site-centered inversion operator Z; anticom-
mutes with the parity operator P. This is in contrast to the
one-site translation 77 that anticommutes with U,

Tt ' =-U, (6.31)
rather than P. The one-site translation symmetry,
TiHarT,™" = Hap (6.32)

is obvious if we write it in terms of §; as

L eim/L . e—im/L .
J— - - Z Q2
Har =D <T iS55t ASjSm)'
j=1
(6.33)

On the other hand, the Hamiltonian H sp has the site-centered
inversion symmetry Z; in the sense of the large-gauge trans-
formation,

THApL, ' = UHppU ™. (6.34)

This difference of the symmetries in association with U
determines the fate of z(1).

The above argument around the relation of Z; to z(V is
generalized as follows. Let |1) be the unique ground state
of a generic Hamiltonian Hgen of one-dimensional spin sys-
tem with the chain length L: Hgen [Y0) = Eo |10). Here, we
perform the following transformation:

Hoen = U HoenU /2. (6.35)
In addition, we assume
lim Hgen = Hgen- (6.36)

L—+o00

The ground state of He, is obviously [yr12) = U2 [y). Let
us assume the existence of an operator Ogyp, that satisfies

OsymHgen Osym = Heen, (6.37)
OsmeI/ZOs_y:n = JOy-172, (6.38)

with ® € R. The latter relation leads to
OsymHgenOggm = U™ HygenU.. (6.39)

Ogym commutes with ’Flgen only for L — +4o00. Then,
[V_1p2) = U~'72 |4ry) is also the ground state of ﬁgen.

In the L — -+o0 limit, we can take every eigenstate of the
Hamiltonian ﬁgen as a simultaneous eigenstate of Ogyp. The
doubly degenerate ground states are then given by

U2 £ O9y—1/2

[Ys) = 7 [¥o). (6.40)
In fact, they satisfy
Osym [Ye) = £[¥), (6.41)
and
2 = 1. (6.42)

In short, the double degeneracy of the ground state of Hap
results from the LSM theorem. Another symmetry satisfying
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the relation (6.38) is required to visualize the ground-state
degeneracy as the jump of the polarization amplitude zil).

To conclude this section, we point out that the Z, value
z(il) = =1 in the spin ladder system corresponds to the Z,
value of the Berry phase [44-46]. Imposing the antiperiodic
boundary condition is equivalent to imposing a local twist
[38,44]. The latter is directly related to the Berry phase.
Therefore, the universal jump as well as the Berry phase
captures the same topological property of gapped phases. It
is an interesting feature of the polarization amplitude that it
contains much information of the ground state deep in the
gapped phases and in the vicinity of the quantum critical
point.

VII. SUMMARY

Let us summarize the paper. The scaling law (1.4) of z(?
depends on the most relevant interaction in ' which perturbs
the fixed-point theory of the large-gauge-transformed system
in the interesting way. The scaling law for the three models
discussed in Secs. II-IV are dealt with on equal footing. The
perturbation 7 in those three models are special cases of the
following interaction:

L drdr ,
= #nﬂr—r/|)[1§(r)lz(r/)—i—];(r)]z(r/)],

(7.1)

with a distance-dependent coupling constant y; (|7 — #/|). In
Secs. II and III, we considered a local interaction, that is,

yu(lr —=7'l) = y(0)8(r — ). (7.2)
This case is further divided into two: the cases with
limy 1o ¥2(0) # 0 and lim;_, o y(0) = 0. The former is
the XXZ chain in Sec. II, and the latter is the fine-tuned J;-J,
XXZ chain in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we considered the nonlocal
interaction,

ye(r =r') = 7.(0), (1.3)

with lim; _, ;o ¥1.(0) = 0. The power B, of the scaling law
(1.4) in those models is composed of two parts,

By = 49K + 6.

The first part 4gK results from the scaling dimension of
JR(r)JE(r) + Jx(r)J; ('), and the second part & is indepen-
dent of K but dependent on the range of perturbation and on
the L — oo limit of the perturbation.

The fixed-point Hamiltonian of those spin chains are ex-
posed only to the irrelevant (or marginal at most) perturba-
tions. In contrast, that of the spin ladder is exposed to the
relevant interaction. When the system is off the quantum
critical point, the scaling law (1.4) is valid when the relevant
interaction can be seen as a perturbation, that is, when the
chain length L is short enough. For large enough L, the
polarization amplitude is insensitive to L and determined by
the lowest-energy excitation gap [Eq. (5.19)]. When the pa-
rameter is fine-tuned so that the system is exactly on the
quantum critical point, the polarization amplitude follows the
scaling law (1.4) just like the fine-tuned J;-J, XXZ chain.
These results are summarized in Table I.

Section VI was devoted to discussions on the property
of the polarization amplitude determined by the fixed-point
Hamiltonian alone. Here, we imposed the antiperiodic bound-
ary condition on the generic one-dimensional spin system.
We considered the symmetry whose generator Oy satis-
fies the relation (6.38). If we classify the eigenstates of the
Hamiltonian by such a symmetry, the polarization amplitude
in the gapless phase under the antiperiodic boundary condition
turned out to be double-valued [Eq. (6.42)]. It immediately
follows from Eq. (6.42) that the polarization amplitude ex-
hibits the universal jump at the quantum critical point as
shown in Eq. (6.23). We comment that the universal jump is a
consequence of the LSM theorem.

(7.4)
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