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We discuss approximate formulas for the dynamic structure factor of the one-dimensional Bose gas in the
Lieb-Liniger model that appear to be applicable over a wide range of the relevant parameters such as the
interaction strength, frequency, and wave number. The suggested approximations are consistent with the exact
results known in limiting cases. In particular, we encompass exact edge exponents as well as the Luttinger-
liquid and perturbation theoretic results. We further discuss derived approximations for the static structure
factor and the pair distribution function g(x). The approximate expressions show excellent agreement with

numerical results based on the algebraic Bethe ansatz.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Correlations in ultracold atomic gases arise from the in-
terplay of quantum statistics, interactions, and thermal and
quantum fluctuations. Recently, a lot of progress has been
made experimentally to probe and characterize these corre-
lations [1-4]. The one-dimensional (1D) Bose gas is a par-
ticularly interesting system as quantum correlations gener-
ally play a larger role compared to three-dimensional Bose-
Einstein condensates, and regimes with very different
correlation properties can be probed experimentally [5,6]. In
these experiments, elongated “spaghetti” traps are created by
optical lattices, which confine the atomic motion in the trans-
verse dimensions to zero-point quantum oscillations [7].
Thus, the systems become effectively one dimensional.

Theoretically, interactions of the rarefied atoms in one-
dimensional waveguides are well described by effective
S-function interactions [8,9]. The resulting model of a one-
dimensional Bose gas is an archetype of an integrable but
nontrivial many-body system that has been receiving long-
standing interest from physicists and mathematicians alike.
The model was first solved with Bethe ansatz by Lieb and
Liniger [10,11], who calculated the ground-state and excita-
tion energies. Depending on the value of the dimensionless
coupling strength, the Lieb-Liniger model describes various
regimes with the corresponding correlations. Being exactly
solvable, the model, however, does not admit complete ana-
lytic solution for the correlation functions. Up to now, this is
a complicated and challenging problem in 1D physics
[12-14].

The aim of this paper is to provide practical approximate
formulas for various density correlation functions of the one-
dimensional Bose gas. The main results are contained in ex-
pressions (13), (19), (22), and (27) for the dynamic and static
structure factors and the dynamic polarizability, respectively.
These formulas interpolate exact results, while prefactors and
parameters are fixed completely by requiring consistency
with the known large-interaction expansion and the f-sum
rule. Favorable comparison with numerical results validates
the interpolation formulas for practical use.

1050-2947/2009/79(4)/043607(7)

043607-1

PACS number(s): 03.75.Kk, 03.75.Hh, 05.30.Jp

Dynamical density-density correlations can be measured
in cold atoms by the two-photon Bragg scattering [1,15].
Theoretically, they are described by the dynamic structure
factor (DSF) [16],

dtdx .
S(k,w)=L f ﬁe’“‘”"”‘)(m5ﬁ(x,t)5ﬁ(0,0)|0), (1)

where 8p(x,t)=p(x,t)—n is the operator of density fluctua-
tions and n=N/L is the equilibrium density of particles. We
consider zero temperature, where (0|...|0) denotes the
ground-state expectation value. The DSF is proportional to
the probability of exciting a collective mode from the ground
state with the transfer of momentum & and energy % w, as can
be seen from the energy representation of Eq. (1),

S(k,w) = 2, [(0|8pm)* Slhiw — E,, + Ep), ()

where 5[)k=2je‘ik".i—NA(k) is the Fourier component of
op(x), A(k)=1 at k=0 and A(k)=0 otherwise. Once the DSF
is known, the static structure factor S(k) and the pair distri-
bution function g(x) can be calculated by integration as is
discussed in Sec. III B.

Previously known results for the DSF of the one-
dimensional Bose gas come from Luttinger-liquid theory,
which predicts a power-law behavior of the DSF at low en-
ergies in the vicinity of the momenta k=0,27n,4mn... and
yields universal values for the exponents [17-19]. In the re-
gime of strong interactions, we have previously derived per-
turbatively valid expressions covering arbitrary energies and
momenta at zero [20] and finite temperature [21]. For finite
systems, it is possible to compute the correlation functions
numerically using the results of the algebraic Bethe ansatz
calculations [22,23]. Finally, the exact power-law behavior
along the limiting dispersion curve of the collective modes
has recently been calculated in Refs. [24,25]. These expo-
nents differ from those predicted by Luttinger-liquid theory,
raising the question whether the different results are compat-
ible with each other. We address this question in Sec. III A of
this paper, where we show that the results can be reconciled
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by taking appropriate limits. The apparent difference be-
tween the edge exponents valid along the dispersion curves
and the Luttinger-liquid result in the limit of vanishing en-
ergy can be traced back to the fact that the dispersion rela-
tions are curved and not straight, as is presumed by
Luttinger-liquid theory.

The exact values of the exponents found in Refs. [24,25]
are of importance; however, they are not sufficient for prac-
tical estimations of the DSF as long as the prefactors are not
known. In this paper we construct an approximate formula
for the DSF [26] based on the exponents of Refs. [24,25].
Within the proposed scheme, the prefactor can be found us-
ing the well-known f-sum rule (see, e.g., [16]). The result
turns out to be consistent with numerical results by Caux and
Calabrese [22]. Besides, it is compatible with the results of
Luttinger-liquid theory [17-19] and perturbation theory [20].
The approximate formula, in effect, takes into account single
quasiparticle-quasihole excitations but neglects multiparticle
excitations. We also present an approximate expression for
the static structure factor and for the density-density correla-
tion function, which is derived from the approximation for
the DSF.

II. EXACT RESULTS FOR DYNAMIC STRUCTURE
FACTOR IN LIEB-LINIGER MODEL

We model cold bosonic atoms in a waveguidelike mi-
crotrap by a simple 1D gas of N bosons with point interac-
tions of strength gz>0,

o
H=E_——2+g3 > Ax; = xj), (3)

- 2m ox; 1=i<j=N

and impose periodic boundary conditions on the wave func-
tions. The strength of interactions can be measured in terms
of dimensionless parameter y=mgp/(f’n). In the limit of
large vy, the model is known as the Tonks-Girardeau (TG)
gas. In this limit, it can be mapped onto an ideal Fermi gas
since infinite contact repulsions emulate the Pauli principle.
In the opposite limit of small y, we recover the Bogoliubov
model of weakly interacting bosons.

A. DSF expansion in 1/ y

For finite 7y, the model can also be mapped onto a Fermi
gas [27] with local interactions, inversely proportional to gz
[20,21,28,29]. Using the explicit form of the interactions,
one can develop the time-dependent Hartree-Fock scheme
[20,21] in the strong-coupling regime with small parameter
1/7. The scheme yields the correct expansion of the DSF up
to the first order [20,21]

2_ 2
Stk,w) L = ﬁ(l +§) it ln$+0(i> (4)
N 4k y/ 2y wl-o’ Y
for w_(k)=w=w,(k), and zero elsewhere [30]. The symbol
O(x) denotes terms of order x or even smaller. Here w- (k)
are the limiting dispersions [31] that bound quasiparticle-
quasihole excitations (see Fig. 1); in the strong-coupling re-
gime they take the form
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Numerical values of the DSF [Eq. (2)] for
the coupling parameter y=10 [22]. The dimensionless value of the
rescaled DSF S(k,w)ep/N is shown in shades of gray between zero
(white) and 1.0 (black). The upper and lower solid (blue) lines
represent the dispersions w, (k) and w_(k), respectively, limiting the
single “particle-hole” excitations in the Lieb-Liniger model at T
=0. The dispersions are obtained numerically by solving the system
of integral equations [11]. The gray scale plot of the DSF demon-
strates that the main contribution to the DSF comes from the single
particle-hole excitations lying inside the region w_(k) < w=w,(k)
(see also Fig. 3).

(k) = h2kpk = K2|(1 = 4/9)/2m) + O(1/%).  (5)

By definition, ky=mn and ep= ﬁzk%/ (2m) are the Fermi
wave vector and energy of TG gas, respectively.

B. Link to Luttinger-liquid theory

Luttinger-liquid theory describes the behavior of the DSF
at low energies for arbitrary strength of interactions [17,19].
In particular, one can show [18,19] that in the vicinity of
“umklapp” point (k=27n,w=0) it is given by

2K 2 K-1
ko) ﬁ(ﬁ—“’) A(K)(l - “’—(zk)) (6)

N fiw? \ mc? [0}

for w=w_(k), and zero otherwise. Within the Luttinger-
liquid theory, the dispersion is linear near the umklapp point:
w_(k) = c|k—2mn|. By definition,

K = fhmn/(mc), (7)

and c is the sound velocity. For the repulsive bosons, the
value of parameter K lies between 1 (TG gas) and + (ideal
Bose gas). Discussion of various limiting cases in the Lieb-
Liniger model can be found in [10,11,32]. In the strong-
coupling regime, the linear behavior of the dispersions [Eq.
(5)] at small momentum determines the sound velocity,
which allows us to calculate the value of the Luttinger pa-
rameter

K=1+4/y+0(1/9). (8)

The coefficient A(K) is model dependent; in the Lieb-Liniger
model, it is known in two limiting cases: A(K)=m/4 at K
=1 and A(K)=8!"2K exp(-2y,K)m*/T*(K) for K>1 [19],
where v,=0.5772... is the Euler constant and I'(K) is the
gamma function.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Typical behavior of the exact exponents
in Eq. (11). The diagram shows u. for y=10 obtained numerically
using the method of Ref. [25].

By comparing the first-order expansion [Eq. (4)] in the
vicinity of the umklapp point with Eq. (6) and using expan-
sion (8), one can easily obtain the model-dependent coeffi-
cient at large but finite interactions when K—1<1;

A(K) = 2[1 —(1+42)(K-D]+0(K=1)). (9)

Note that relation (6) leads to different exponents pre-
cisely at the umklapp point and outside of it:

wz(K_l), k=2mn,

10
(w—w ), k#2mn. (10)

S(k,w) ~{

C. Exact edge exponents from the Lieb-Liniger solutions

As was shown in Refs. [24,25] (see also [33]), within the
Lieb-Liniger model the DSF exhibits the following power-
law behavior near the borders of the spectrum w- (k):

S(k, ) ~ | — w. (k)| F#=®). (11)

The positive exponents u. [31] are related to the quasipar-
ticle scattering phase and can be calculated in the thermody-
namic limit by solving a system of integral equations [25]. In
particular, Imambekov and Glazman [25] found the follow-
ing right limit,

lim u_(k)=2VKOK-1), (12)

k—2mn~

which is different from the Luttinger-liquid exponent [Eq.
(10)]. However, Imambekov’s and Glazman’s result [Eq.
(12)] is accurate in the immediate vicinity of w_ provided
that the finite curvature of w_(k) is taken into consideration.
Thus the difference in the exponents can be attributed [25] to
the linear spectrum approximation within the Luttinger-
liquid theory. Note, however, that the thin “strip” in w-k
plane, where the exponents are different, vanishes in point
k=2mn; hence, the Luttinger exponent 2(K—1) becomes ex-
act there.

A typical behavior of the exponents is shown in Fig. 2. As
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described in Ref. [25], the exponents can be easily evaluated
by solving an integral equation for the shift function [12].

D. Algebraic Bethe ansatz

Recent progress in the computation of correlation func-
tions within the Lieb-Liniger model and other 1D models has
been achieved through the algebraic Bethe ansatz [22]. In
this method, matrix elements of the density operator in-
volved in Eq. (2) were calculated with the algebraic Bethe
ansatz. They are given by the determinant of a matrix, which
can be evaluated numerically for a finite number of particles.
So, this method is based on combining integrability and nu-
merics. The results of the numerical calculations of Ref. [22]
are shown in Figs. 1 and 3.

III. APPROXIMATE EXPRESSION FOR DYNAMIC
STRUCTURE FACTOR

A. Approximate expression for arbitrary values
of interaction strength

Here we suggest a phenomenological expression, which is
consistent with all the above-mentioned results. It reads as

e (13)

S(k’ w) - C((!)+ - a)a)l’«+

for w_(k)=w=w,(k), and zero otherwise. It follows from
energy and momentum conservation that S(k,w) is exactly
equal to zero below w_(k) for 0=k=2mn. In the other re-
gions of o> w, and w<w_ (for k>2mn), possible contribu-
tions can arise due to coupling to multiparticle excitations
[11]. However, these contributions are known to vanish in
the Tonks-Girardeau (y— ) and Bogoliubov (y—0) limits
and are found to be very small numerically for finite inter-
actions [22].

The exponents u. are non-negative (see Fig. 2). As a
consequence, the DSF diverges at the upper branch w,. At
the lower branch w_, the DSF shows a continuous transition
to zero for any finite value of y except for the specific point
y=+» (or K=1) of the Tonks-Girardeau gas, where the DSF
remains finite but has a discontinuous transition to zero at
both boundaries w_ and w,. Thus, the w_ branch is sup-
pressed in the DSF for finite 9, and transitions into these
excitations will not be seen within linear-response theory.

In Eq. (13) C is a normalization constant, u. +(£) and u_(k)
are the exponents of Eq. (11), and @=1+1/VK. From the
definition of K [Eq. (7)], one can see that for repulsive spin-
less bosons K=1, and hence, 1 <a=2. The normalization
constant depends on the momentum but not the frequency
and can be determined from the f-sum rule [16]

+o0 k2
f dowS(k,w)=N—. (14)
0 2m

In Eq. (13) we assume that the value of the exponent u_(k
=21m) coincides with its limiting value [Eq. (12)] in vicinity
of the umklapp point.

The most general way of obtaining w.(k), u+(k), and K
is to solve numerically the corresponding integral equations
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FIG. 3. (Color online) DSF in the thermodynamic limit. The
approximation [Eq. (13)] (line) is compared to numerical data from
Caux and Calabrese [22] (open dots). The dashed (red) line shows
the data of Eq. (13) convoluted in frequency with a Gaussian of
width 0=0.042¢/# in order to simulate smearing that was used in
generating the numerical results of Ref. [22]. The numerical data of
Ref. [22] suggest that contributions from multiparticle excitations
for w> w, [sharp line in parts (a)—(c)] are very small. Such contri-
butions are not accounted for by formula (13). For smaller values of
v, the DSF is strongly localized in a vicinity of w, (k) [see part (c)].
Compared to Eq. (13), artificial smearing of the convoluted and
numerical data significantly broadens the narrow peak. Approxima-
tion (13) still works well to the level of accuracy of the available
numerical data [22]. Insert: DSF at the umklapp point in logarith-
mic scale. The graph shows that the DSF behaves as predicted by
Luttinger-liquid theory [Eq. (16)] with exponent 2(K—1), where
K=1.402... at y=10.
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of Refs. [11,25], respectively. Note that the sum rule for the
isothermal compressibility [16]

) f“c Sk, w)dw 1
lim —_— =

15
k—0 Jo Nw 2mc? (15)

is satisfied by virtue of relation [25] u+(0)=0 and the pho-
non behavior of the dispersions at small momentum: w. (k)
=ck (see Fig. 1).

Now one can see from Eq. (13) that

wZ(K—l)’

k=2mn,

16
(0-w )*®, k+2mn. (16)

S(k,w) ~ {
Thus, the suggested formula [Eq. (13)] is consistent with
both the Luttinger-liquid behavior at the umklapp point and
Imambekov’s and Glazman’s power-law behavior in the vi-
cinity of it as it should be.

In the strong-coupling regime, Eq. (13) yields the correct
first-order expansion [Eq. (4)]. In order to show this, it is
sufficient to use the strong-coupling values of K [Eq. (8)] and
the exponents [24] u(k)=2k/(mmny)+0(1/%?), and the fre-
quency dispersions [Eq. (5)].

Comparison with the numerical data by Caux and Cala-
brese [22] (Fig. 3) shows that the suggested formula works
well in the regimes of both weak and strong coupling. An-
other consistency check is that in the limit of k<<kj the DSF
should approach the form of that of a free-fermion system.
Equation (13) does satisfy this check.

Let us discuss how the Bogoliubov approximation arises
in the weak-coupling regime in spite of the absence of the
Bose-Einstein condensation in one dimension even at zero
temperature [34,35]. At small v, the upper dispersion curve
w, (k) is described well [11] by the Bogoliubov relation [36]

_—
hap=\T; +4Tiepyl 7, (17)

where T,=/%k?/(2m) denotes the usual one-particle kinetic
energy. Besides, when ¢ is finite and y— 0, the associated
exponents u, approach its limiting value [25] wu,(+%)=1
—1/(2K), which in turn is very close to one. This implies that
the DSF has a strong singularity near w,, and hence, it is
localized almost completely within a small vicinity of the
upper branch (see Fig. 4). Thus, the behavior of the DSF
simulates the oJ-function spike. One can simply put
Spog(k,w)=Cdw-w;) and determine the constant C from
the f-sum rule [Eq. (14)]

T,
Sog(ks ) = N—- 8w — ). (18)
ﬁwk

B. Simplified analytic approximation for intermediate
and large strength of interactions

One can further simplify the expression for the DSF and
replace the parameter « in Eq. (13) by its limiting value
a=2 for the Tonks-Girardeau gas, which turns out to be a
good approximation even for intermediate coupling strength
y= 1. This replacement allows us to write down the normal-
ization constant explicitly. From the f-sum rule we obtain
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Comparison of the two approximations
for the DSE. The solid (blue) line represents the “universal” ap-
proximation [Eq. (13)]. The dashed (red) line is approximation (19).
The two curves coincide almost everywhere except for the umklapp
point (w=0,k=27mn). The universal approximation reproduces the
correct power-law behavior of the Luttinger-liquid theory S(k,w)
~w? & with K=3.425... at y=1, see the insert. However, the
difference in absolute values is negligible due to a strong suppres-
sion of the DSF outside the close vicinity of the upper branch.

KR TQHp—p) (o)
S =N T i1 — i) (0 — e

X (wi e (19)

for w_(k) = w=w,(k), and zero otherwise. This approxima-
tion ensures all the properties of the DSF mentioned in Sec.
II, except for the Luttinger-liquid theory predictions in the
close vicinity of the umklapp point (see discussion in Sec.
I B). However, outside the umklapp point, it agrees well
with the Caux and Calabrese numerical data (see Figs. 3 and
4).

In Ref. [37] a similar ansatz to Eq. (19) was previously
conjectured for the nearest-neighbor XXZ model, a discrete
relative of the Lieb-Liniger model. The ansatz, describing
spin (S.) correlations, appears to have the same drawbacks as
Eq. (19) by not being able to reproduce correctly the power-
law behavior of the correlation functions at low energies.

From the explicit formula (19) one can find analytic ex-
pressions for the static structure factor and the dynamic po-
larizability. The static structure factor S(k)={(pyp_;)/N con-
tains information about the static correlations of the system,
and it is directly related to the pair distribution function
[16,38]

gx)=1+ f“" ﬁcos(k)c)[S(k) -1]. (20)
0 Th

The static structure factor can be obtained by integrating the
DSF over the frequency;

S(k)=%J wS(k,w)dw. (21)
0

Note that the “phonon” behavior of both dispersions ensures
the correct behavior of the static structure factor at small

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 79, 043607 (2009)

S(k)

0.5

S(k)

0.5

0.0 E L 1 L 1
0 1 2

(b) kik,

FIG. 5. (Color online) The static structure factor versus wave
number for different values of the coupling constant y. (a) The
numerical data by Caux and Calabrese [22] (open circles) are com-
pared with the proposed analytical formula [Eq. (22)] (solid lines).
The dashed (red) line shows the static structure factor in the Bogo-
liubov limit [Eq. (23)]. (b) The static structure factor obtained with
Eq. (21) from the general formula for the DSF [Eq. (13)] is shown
by the solid line. These data are consistent with the analytical for-
mula [Eq. (22)] (dashed line). This indicates that the analytical for-
mula for the static structure factor can be used even for small values
of y.

momentum. Indeed, it follows from the general expression
[Eq. (13)] that S(k)=#k/(2mc). In the large-momentum
limit, we have w,/w_==1, which leads to the correct asymp-
totics S(k)— 1 as k— +o. Equations (19) and (21) yield

3 w’
S(k)=2F1(5+M_—,LL+,1+,u_,2+,u_—,u+,1 —;)

hkz 1+2u_
X <&> , (22)

2mw, \ o,

where ,F is the hypergeometric function. The results for the
static structure factor are plotted in Fig. 5. One can see that
the formula for the static structure function works well even
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for weak coupling. This is due to the smallness of the DSF
contribution to the static structure function at the umklapp
point for small . Thus, the approximate formula provides a
good accuracy for any strength of interactions.

In the weak-coupling regime, one can obtain good ap-
proximation for the static structure function from the Bogo-
liubov formula [Eq. (18)] for the DSF;

S(k) = i (23)
hay

The behavior of the pair distribution function [Eq. (20)] in
the Lieb-Liniger model was studied at large [12] and short
distances [21,39,40] in various regimes. For y<<1, one can
obtain from Egs. (20) and (23) the analytical expression [40]

g(0) = 1 = Y[L_, 2\ 'ykp/ ) — 1,2\ ki )], (24)

where L_,(x) is the modified Struve function and 7,(x) is a
Bessel function. In the opposite limit y> 1, one can directly
use the strong-coupling expression [Eq. (4)] for the DSF and
obtain [21]
sinz 2 d sin*z  4sin’z
g(x) =1- 2 = - 2 = - 2
Z Yy 0z z2 Y Z
20| sinz !
——l—J dn sin(7z)In
yoz| z J_

1+

1 ’7} +0(y?),
n

(25)

where z=kpx=mnx. The last equation implies that g(x=0)
vanishes not only in the TG limit but also in the first order of
v~!, which is consistent with the results of Refs. [10,39].

The behavior of g(x) obtained from formula (22) is shown
in Fig. 6. It is consistent with both the weak- and the strong-
coupling limits. The dynamic polarizability determines the
linear response of the density to an external field [16,38]. Tt
can be calculated using the DSF

20'S(ko')
X(k,z)=f — 5 dw'. (26)
o w —-z

By substituting Eq. (19) into Eq. (26), we get

-0t K1
xk,z)=,Fi| L1+ pu 2+ pu_— u,, > 5 IN———.
T —w_ maw-—2

(27)

For a retarded response, we should put here z=w+ie. At zero
temperature the relation S(k, w)=Im x(k,w+ig)/ holds.

The obtained relations [Egs. (22) and (27)] successfully
reproduce the Tonks-Girardeau limit considered in detail in
Refs. [20,21].

C. Accuracy

Estimation of the accuracy of the suggested approxima-
tions relies on the comparison with the numerical data of
Ref. [22], which has its own limitations on accuracy. Al-
though Figs. 3 and 5 show that over a large range of inter-
action parameters and arguments the agreement is surpris-
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k_x

F

FIG. 6. (Color online) The pair distribution function g(x) versus
the distance in dimensionless units 1/kz(ky= 7m) for different val-
ues of the coupling constant y. The solid (blue) line represents the
pair distribution function [Eq. (20)] obtained using approximation
(22). The Bogoliubov approximation [Eq. (23)] is indicated by
dashed (red) line, while the strong-coupling approximation [Eq.
(25)] is indicated by dotted (green) line. The values of g(0) are
consistent with the results of Ref. [39].

ingly good and close to the expected accuracy of the
numerical data, there are small deviations. These are most
apparent at y=1 and are seen in Fig. 3(c) for o> w,. Here
the data of Ref. [22] shows a contribution to the DSF from
multiparticle excitations which is clearly not accounted for in
Eq. (13). Further, we see a deviation for the static structure
factor in Fig. 5(a) where the approximate formulas lie below
the numerical results. Since here we expect the numerical
data to provide a lower bound for the true value of S(k),
approximate formula (22) is clearly inconsistent and the larg-
est observed error is about 3% (at y=1 and k is about kp).
This error also originates largely in the negligence of multi-
particle excitations. However, we expect that this level of
accuracy will suffice for most practical purposes.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have discussed an approximate formula [Eq. (13)] for
the DSF of the one-dimensional Bose gas at zero tempera-
ture, which can be used for a wide range of momenta, ener-
gies, and coupling strengths. It neglects, in effect, only the
multiparticle excitations, whose contribution is small, any-
way, outside the bounds given by the dispersion curves w-.
Our formula is consistent with the predictions of the
Luttinger-liquid theory. It gives the exact exponents at the
edge of the spectrum, the correct first-order expansion in the
strong-coupling regime, and shows good agreement with the
available numerical data. For intermediate and large values
of the interaction strength y=1 and outside the close vicinity
of the umklapp point (w=0,k=27mn), the further simplified
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analytic formulas for the DSF [Eq. (19)] and the dynamic
polarizability [Eq. (27)] provide excellent accuracy. The ana-
lytic expression [Eq. (22)] for the static structure factor
works well even for weak interactions.

Our results provide a reference against which experimen-
tal measurements of static and dynamic density correlations
in the one-dimensional Bose gas can be tested. They further
provide a basis for future work on the consequences of cor-
relations in this interesting system.
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