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In this paper, the one-dimensional incommensurate quatiankel-Kontorova model is
investigate by a density-matrix renormalization groupoalipm. Special attention is given
to the entanglement and the ground state energy. The enamybejween the ground state
and the first excited is also calculated. From all the nuraériesults, we have observed an
obvious property changes from the pinned state to the glidine as the quantum fluctuation
is increased. But no expected quantum critical point camuskied by the present data.

1. Introduction

The Frenkel-Kontorova (FK) model describes a chain of axteng particles in the pres-
ence of an external periodic potential, which first appeamet®381-2 As a discrete model,
the classical FK model is non-integrable and has been usadjaseric tool to study many
nonlinear &ects such as chaos, kinks and breathers since 1870's.

Besides nonlinearity, another important feature of thisletds the competition between
two length scales: one is the average distance betweenititfedooeing particles and the other
is the length of the spacial period of the external potenfiis competition can lead to
quite interesting phenomena. For example, if the ratio eftito length scales is a rational
number, the system is said to be commensurate and is alwaygiimed state. Otherwise, it
is incommensurate and there is a threshigldFor K > K., the particles are pinned and for
K < K., they are depinned and can slide along the external potéhtia

The above scenario will be changed once we go to the quantgimee Intuitively, it

should be expected that, for a classically pinned statdeifguantum fluctuation is high

*Corresponding author: jxwang@phy.ecnu.edu.cn

ot o~


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2902v1

J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

enough, it will get depinned and become a sliding one. Thsskieen numerically testified
as early as 1989 by Borgonévior the incommensurate case, where the classical ground
state is characterized by the fractal devils staircaseeSimen, there have been some papers
devoted to this problem by Monte Carlo or variation meth®&é8But due to the complexities
related to the many body calculations, the correspondiesiingations progress slowly. Since
2001, there are only a few papers devoted to this problemekample, in 2003, Zhirov
explored the tunneling properties by using path integrahtd@&arlo method and put forward

a "instanton glass state”, which can change to a sliding $steitbugh a second-order quantum
phase transition (QPTf) In 2006, we developed a density-matrix renormalizationugro
(DMRG) algorithm upon quantum FK model and have obtainedhmtleaner numerical
results about the saw-tooth map, the coordinate correlamd the delocalizatiorffect®
Through all these work, it has been shown that there are stttiwa kinds of diferent states
for the quantum FK model. One is the pinned state and the adhthie sliding state. The
remaining question is what is the other properties of thegesand how they help to clarify
the essence of the the phase transitions.

In this paper, we will use the quantum entanglement, thergt@iate energy and the
energy gap between the ground state and the first excitedstatplore more deeply how the
state changes as we increase the quantum fluctuations. Asome the entanglement is often
taken as a physical resource for guantum communications@mg@utations. Another well-
known characteristic of entanglement lies in its criticahlvior near QPT poirtf) Since
2000, there have been a lot of work demonstrating the applicaf entanglement as an
auxilary signature of QP¥-2Y Moreover, the energy of the ground state and the low excited
states are also very important in understanding the QPTekaliy, these quantities are not
easy to be calculated for the quantum FK model because théeatuoh classcially excited
equilibrium configurations is very huge and the band gappeegntially small as the system
size is increaset: 22> But as we know, through the development in the past two decade
since 19925 DMRG has become one of the mogiigent methods in dealing with the low-
dimension strongly correlated quantum systéfhslence, we will use the DMRG algorithm
to do the calculations as in RE¥.

In the following, we will first briefly review the model in ordéo introduce the notations
and gives the main ideas of DRMG method to make the papecsetiined. Then the nu-
merical results of entanglement and energies will be ptegeand analyzed. The final section
is the summary.
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the FK model with finite size. A chaimVof 2 particles connect by springs
is subjected to the action of an external periodic poteniiaé length of the chain i&. The average distance
between neighboring particles and the external potengidbg area = ﬁ andb respectivelya/b = (V5 -
1)/2~1/2,2/3,3/5,---.

2. Model

Fig. (1) presents a schematic diagram for the one-dimeakguantum FK model. The
total number of particles i% + 2. By using the fixed boundary conditions with = O,
xy+1 = (N + 1)a, we can express the quantum Hamiltonian as,

2m ax,?

wherer is the Planck constant,is the elastic constant aridis the potential amplitude:

N

R K S R .

H = Z[_—— + E(x,-+l ) Vcoséxi)], (1)
i=1

andb are the average distance between the particles and theaspadibd of the external
potential, respectively.
By defining the wave number of the external potenygl= 27/b, we can introduce the

following dimensionless parameters,

Xi = qofipt = qoa, Uy = X; — i,
2 2 2
4o 3 4o 7 _ 4o p
K=V=>,h= nH =—"H
k Vmk k
2)
Then Eq. (1) can be rewritten in a dimensionless form,
N =
~ /R ~ ~
H = ) [-—— + =(U1 — U,)? = K cos{U; + in)]. 3
;[ 702 " 3 0m =0 i+ i) 3)

Next, to rewrite the above Hamiltonian in a second-quadtfpem, the following trans-

formations are used,

~ 1 V& L9 1 V2
= === &,-),P,:—=——£(aj—&,-. (4)
V2 2 U, 2§

whered; andd; are the annihilation and creation operators satisfymg}H = 0;j, [ai,aj] =
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0, [a},al] = 0. Then,

A= VB (@ 5) - o [%%(a # )+ i)
i=1

N
—V2h Y (@} + )@, + ). (5)
i=1

It is obvious that there are three independent parametéhng imbove equations, namély
,K andu. The first one is theféective Plank constant, denoting the quantum fluctuatioe. Th
second measures the strength of external potential. Thessdalelessféective parameters
can be varied by changing the elastic constant, particlesraad the magnitude of external
potential. The third independent parame%r: a/b denotes the commensurability property

of system. In this paper, we are interested in the incomnratesgase and tal% to be the
famous golden mean ratioy6—-1)/2. Numerically, it is impossible to realize a true irratibna
number on the digital computers. So we will use Fibonacdeseo approximate{5-1)/2,
which means,

z V6-1 N 235 8 132134
+

Nii 2 N, 35813203455 6)

whereL = N;b = Noa is the length of the chain. Hence for a finite size system, we

S

will take N = N, — 1 systematically in order to obtain convergent results, Ne =
1,2,4,7,12 20,33 54, - --. In this way, it can be guaranteed that if all the particlesearenly
distributed along the external potential, none will occtipy same location after the chain is
folded into the region of one spacial period except the twtigdas on the boundary. Now we
are in a good starting position to carry out the DMRG algonithith fixed boundary condi-
tion, which makes it extremely convenient to carry out DMR@oathm with fixed boundary
condition. As to the concrete steps of the algorithm redbmnaon quantum FK model, they
has been well explained in REY.In the next section, we will present the main steps to realize
the DMRG algorithm in order to make the paper self-contained

3. DMRG Method

The main idea of the DMRG algorithm is to truncate the Hiltsréce by the reduced
density matrix calculated from the targeted wave functi®me will use Fig. 2 to explain
how this technique works. Firstly, let us cut the Hilbertepaimension for each particle to
ben with the bare baseg(i = 1, - - - , n) to be then energy levels oHy, i.e.

. - 1 1 Va
H}, = \2h (&T&i + 2) KCOS[——2 (aT +a ) + iu]. (7
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Fig. 2. Schematic explanation of DMRG algorithm.

As a starting point, theftective bases for the left and right blocks shown in Fig. 2 aseimed
to have been found a8 andy®(i = 1,-- - , n), respectively. Our aim is to findoptimal bases
for the system block composed of the left blatkand the left central particl€; with the
environment block composed of the right blaRland the right central particl€z. Once this
aim is realized, we can repeat this process to expand thegfielldcks by one site each time
until it includes all the leftv — 2 particles. Then by swopping the role of the system block and
the environment one, the same process will be repeated fremght-hand side to the right.
In this way, we can obtain the updated optimal bases for alfigiht blocks under the new
environment blocks. This sweeping process will be iteratad the required convergence is
reached.

The key to the success of DMRG algorithm is how to find theptimal bases for the
system block. Take the ground-state wave function as an @heatmh has been provéd that
the n optimal bases can be chosen as the eigenfunctions of tleeviolj reduced density
matrix with the largesk eigenvalues,

Psystemblock = Tr (W) <¢|) > (8)

whereTr denotes the trace over bases of the environment bIWI}(#&f) Gj=12,---,n)
and|y) is the targeted ground state wave function of the superdtarkiltonian composed
of both the system and the environment blocks. Afterittoptimal bases are acquired, the
dimension of the system block will be truncated frafto ». The error will be proportional
to the sum of the omitted eigenvalues of the reduced densatyixup;,empioc. NOormally it

is quite small. In FK model, it can be kept below 10if » = 8 is used. Once the optimal
bases are decided, they will be used to reconstruct all teeatgrs of the system block and
also the new Hamiltonian in the next step. The energy gaplésilesied similarly so long as
we target both the ground state and the first excited wavditurscat the same time.
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Fig. 3. Variations of the single-site entanglement against thereal potentiak with 7z = 1 in (a) and the
guantum fluctuatiork with K=5 in (b). The ordinate axis denotes the ordinal number of tHréigles. For the
system sizelN = 20.

The above procedures are generic to all the DMRG algorithihmeeMapplying them to FK
model, we need to make two revisions in order to deal with trgeelHilbert space related to
the bosonic system. One is the omission of the central parficbecause the calculation is
too intensive if it is included. The other is related to thentration of the local Hilbert space
of C;. A feeding process based upon higher energy levels has leseggméd to improve the
truncation diciency. It has been well explained in Re®)] and will not be repeated here.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
4.1 Entanglement

Quantum entanglement, characterized as a quantum sujtenpds a miracle in modern
physics. It is considered as a potential resource which ban kvidely applied in quantum
communications and quantum information processings. I, @QRan be taken as an order
parameter.

To provide a quantitative measure of the entanglement herwiill use the von Neumann
entropy, which is defines as,

S =—tr(oInp), 9)

wherep is the density matrix for the interested state andenotes the trace. In our work, the
single-particle entanglement will be calculated, whichh$ained by using,

Si=—tr(piInpy), (10)

in whichp; = Tr; |¥) (| with |¥) to be the ground state wave function calculated by DMRG
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method. The subscription ifir; means the tracing over all the particle space excepitthe
one.

We first fix the parametér = 1 and then study the entanglement dependence kKip®he
results are given in Fig.3 (a). It is obvious that the entangdnt gets smaller and smaller with
the increase oK. This vividly demonstrates the pinning property of the ex&t potential.
As we know, forii = 0, FK model reduces to a chain of harmonic oscillators andh eac
particle is entangled with the rest of the system. As a whible harmonic chain can slide
freely. Once the external potential is imposed, the padialill tend to be locked in the
potential valley and at the same time, the entanglementediease. When the entanglement
approaches zero, the whole system will change to a pinnéel $taclassical regime with
h = 0, there is a clear transition point wi). = 0.971635 - -, called Transition by Breaking
of Analyticity (TBA).22-39Here in quantum regime, with= 1, this transition point seems to
be smeared out by the quantum fluctuations. We can only absetentinuous state change
aroundkK =5 ~ 7. Compared with the classical threshold valikgs= 0.971635 - - to lock
the particles, this means higher external potential is @géd pin the chain.

The results for the influence @&fupon the entanglement witki = 5 are shown in Fig.3
(b). Classically, the system is in a pinned state and no ghgarent exists. As we increase
the quantum fluctuations will help to entangléeient parts of the chain. Onaepproaches
some threshold value, all the particles will be entanglethtorest of the system. This is
quite similar to the particle correlations studied in B&flt is quite understandable since
entanglement is just a special kind of quantum correlaflancheck the critical properties
of the transition from pinned state to sliding state, we haieel to make use of the average

entanglement,

1 N
Sp==3's. 11
; N,; (11)

It is found thatS z varies continuously withi. But unfortunately, with finite-size scaling
technique as we have used in Réf.no collapse with dferent sizes can be acquired. That
means no convergence ®f with N can be acquired. The transition is more like a crossover
aroundz ~ 1 ~ 2, i.e. the system seems to go through a continuous "meliimgtess
from pinned state to a sliding one with no critical point. 8 in contrast to the Zhirov’s
finding!¥ He claims the transition to be a continuous critical phaaasition. Since we
are using dierent order parameters, we still need more work to verifyetbgence of this
transition.
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Fig. 4. (a) Dependence of the ground state energy upon the quantatadtion withK = 5. For contrast,
the results for a harmonic chain is also given as a solid (ippand (c) give the first-order and second-order
derivative of ground state energy with respect toespectively. For system siz¥,= 54.

Anyway, the quantum fluctuation and the external potentialtee'o competing factors
influencing the local entanglement. They will decide togetivhether the system is in a
pinned or sliding state.

4.2 Ground state energy

For a classical system, all physical quantities can be pebcdetermined simultaneously.
But for a quantum mechanical system, they have to obsen&eHeerg’'s uncertainty princi-
ple, which will make the quantum state have some novel ptiggefFor example, the energy
of a quantum harmonic oscillator in the ground state is nod z¢ all due to the quantum
fluctuations. The same thing happens in quantum FK modess@ally, in a pinned state,
the particles are localized by the Peierls-Nabarro paéatid the ground energy is always
negative if the correspond harmonic chain energy is set@s Bat if the quantum fluctu-
ations is introduced, the ground state energy will increasie 7. During this process, the
particles could overcome the Peierls-Nabarro barriermestiireshold value and become de-
pinned. Hence the ground state energy is also a very imgaytemtity to demonstrate the
state transition from pinned state to sliding one.

Fig.4(a) gives the dependence of the ground state ergrgf’both the FK model and an
harmonic chain upoh. From the figure, we can see two quantufieets. FirstlyEo increases
with 7. This is easily understandable due to the increase of thetauafluctuation-induced
kinetic energy. Secondly, the energyfdrence gets smaller and smaller with the accretion
of the quantum fluctuation, which implicates that the FK mduahaves more and more like
an dfective harmonic chain. It is also interesting to note thatdlound state energy of the
FK model will be zero at a point ne@r~ 2, which is also the transition point obtained by
Zhirov!¥ for the transition from instant glass state to a sliding dfteget more information
around this point, we also calculates the first and secoridati®e of E, with respect tg: in
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Fig. 5. (a)The same as in Fig. (4) but forfilirent system sizes.(b)Dependence of the energy gap between

the ground state and the first excited state upon the quantgindition for diferent system sizes. The legend
denotes the total number of sits or particles. The paraneferE 5.

Fig. 4(b) and (c), respectively. It is obvious that in FigcHthere is a minima dt ~ 2, which
can be regarded as a signature of a phase change from piatetbsa sliding one.

In order to understand the physical properties of the almogstioned phase change, we
have also made the calculation of the ground state enerdydifferent system sizes. The
results are displayed in Fig.5(a). It is marvelous to seédhdines pass though the same
point at ~ 2. This gives strong implications over the types of the phamnges to be a
continuous QPT. But unfortunately once again, no matter hamd we try with the finite-
size scaling technique, these curves just don’t collapse @me curve. So we are still quite
hesitated to claim the phase transition here as a criticai@imenon. To explore more deeply
into this issue, next we will go to study the energy gap of stem.

4.3 Energy gap

The structure of the energy levels in the incommensuratesidal FK model is quite
complicated since there are a huge amount of meta stablegunaations very close to the
ground state, especially for a long chain. As the band gapdsat the ground state and the
lowest excited state is extremely small, the FK model willumstable when it is perturbed.
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Fig. 6. (a) and (b) give the first-order and second-order derivaifine energy gap with respect towith
K = 5, respectively. For system siz¥, = 54. The inset in (a) depicts the dependence of of the enengy ga
between the ground state and the first excited state uporutireum fluctuation.

Hence the quantum fluctuations can exert a strong influendbeonlassical energy levels.
Luckily, DMRG can give a very precise calculation of the gyegap between the ground
state and the first excited state, although the amount ofilegion is very huge.

Fig.6 gives the energy gafF;, together with its first- and second-order derivatives over
7. As can be seen from Fig.6(a), the curve changes to a sttaighthen > 2. The variation
is just like that of a harmonic chain, whose energy gap cannadytically expressed as
AE1, = - sinfr/(N + 1)]), which obviously has a linear dependence upofihis once again
shows the similarity between the FK model in the sliding ghasd the harmonic chain.
Here again, no critical property afE;, can be justified either by the finite-size scaling.
But another phenomenon takes our attention, namely, i €g.the second-order derivative
demonstrates strong oscillations betwéen 1 andi ~ 2. Henceli ~ 1 seems also to be a
special point here. By looking backward to all the above micaéresults together with the
data we once got befof®, we might be able to say that there potentially exist threesesa
the pinned phase when < 1, the sliding phase whel > 2 and a crossover phase when
1 < 7 < 2. And for the physical quantities we have investigated is gfaper, no critical
property can be justified.

5. SUMMARY

In summary, we have investigated three physical quantitieshe quantum one-
dimensional incommensurate Frenkel-Kontorova model byv#rRG algorithm. They are the
entanglement and energy of the ground state and the engudpetyseen the ground state and
the first excited state. Their dependence upon the quantetditions are explored in details,
which points to the existence of three kinds of phases: tiwearttional pinned and sliding
phases and the crossover phase in betweenkFer5, the transition happens at~ 1 and

~

h ~ 2. By finite-size scaling technique, no critical propertytloé studied quantities can be

. o~ ~
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justified in the present work. Our future work will focus uponking for a more proper order
parameter to describe the three phases. Morever by chettiéndynamics of this mod#&!
might also help to elucidate the essence of these phaseehang
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