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The appearance of an incommensurate charge density wave vector Q = (Qx, Qy) on multiband
intermetallic systems presenting commensurate charge density wave (CDW) and superconductivity
(SC) orders is investigated. We consider a two-band model in a square lattice, where the bands
have distinct effective masses. The incommensurate CDW (inCDW) and CDW phases arise from an
interband Coulomb repulsive interaction, while the SC emerges due to a local intraband attractive
interaction. For simplicity, all the interactions, the order parameters and hybridization between
bands are considered k-independent. The multiband systems that we are interested are intermetallic
systems with a d-band coexisting with a large c-band, for which a mean-field approach has proved
suitable. We obtain the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian numerically and minimize
the free energy density with respect to the diverse parameters of the model by means of the Hellmann-
Feynman theorem. We investigate the system in real as well as momentum space and we find an
inCDW phase with wave vector Q = (π,Qy) = (Qx, π). Our numerical results show that the
arising of an inCDW state depends on parameters, such as the magnitude of the inCDW and CDW
interactions, band filling, hybridization and the relative depth of the bands. In general, inCDW
tends to emerge at low temperatures, away from half-filling. We also show that, whether the CDW
ordering is commensurate or incommensurate, large values of the relative depth between bands may
suppress it. We discuss how each parameter of the model affects the emergence of an inCDW phase.

I. INTRODUCTION

The search for coexistence, competition, or even a co-
operative behavior between superconductivity (SC) and
other collective states, such as magnetism and charge
density wave (CDW) may shed light on novel and ex-
otic states of matter. However, understanding the emer-
gence and interplay of these different types of elec-
tronic order is a challenge, and remains an ongoing
topic of research. Prominent examples include SC in
high-temperature copper oxide superconductors [1–3],
organic charge-transfer salts [4–6], heavy-fermion com-
pounds [7], superconducting cobalt systems [8], A15 com-
pounds [9–12], Ni- and Fe-based superconductors [13–17],
perovskites [18], quasi-skutterudite superconductor [19–
24], intercalated graphite CaC6 [25], sulfuride-based com-
pounds at very high pressure [26], and some transition-
metal dichalcogenides (TMDs) [4, 27–42].

Within this context, TMD materials have gained
widespread attention due to parallels and similarities be-
tween their electronic phases and/or interactions with
those observed in high-temperature superconducting cop-
per oxide and iron arsenide materials [43–45]. The occur-
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rence of strange metal behavior, Mott insulating phases,
pseudogap states [44, 45] and the emergence of two super-
conducting domes in the phase diagram of 1T -CuxTiSe2,
as a function of Cu intercalation or pressure, in proximity
of the CDW state [30] have pointed out analogies between
these compounds. It has also intensified the debate about
the role of the electron-electron and electron-phonon in-
teractions [41, 43]. Of particular interest is the response
of such materials to impurity dopants or pressure, which
are known to tune the structural and electronic proper-
ties of TMD materials [46–51].

In principle, the SC observed in these compounds can
be investigated within the framework of Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer (BCS) theory [52, 53] due to the nodeless na-
ture of the superconducting gap function [19, 20, 22,
23, 54]. Furthermore, this is supported by the tem-
perature dependence of the specific heat, and the ratios
2∆/kBTSC and ∆C/γTSC close to the expected values
of the BCS theory [52, 53]. However, for others mate-
rials/compounds it is necessary to go well beyond the
BCS picture. This is the case when the pairing mecha-
nism may not be phonon mediated, and the SC becomes
unconventional, i.e., being enhanced by quantum fluctu-
ations and accompanied by the suppression of the CDW
to a quantum critical point (QCP) [55, 56].

In addition, it has been observed that several TMDs
exhibit an interplay between SC and incommensurate
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charge density wave (inCDW) orders [31, 57–66], while
the coexistence of SC and commensurate CDW [hereafter
denoted only by CDW] is relatively rare [67]. Recently, it
has been shown that coexistence depends directly on the
band filling and the relative depth of the bands [68]. This
interplay has also been reported in Ni- and Fe-based pnic-
tides [69, 70], and in Y-, Bi-, and Hg-based cuprates [71–
79] and rare-earth intermetallic systems [80]. Therefore,
further studies on the relation between inCDW, CDW
and SC states might lead to a deeper understanding of
this collective quantum states in solids.

In order to contribute to such a discussion, we in-
vestigate the interplay of CDW, inCDW, and SC on
intermetallic systems. In particular, we examine how
an incommensurate charge modulation wave vector (Q),
which give rises to an inCDW state, appears in the phase
diagrams of multiband intermetallic systems, and how it
affects the emergence of SC. To this end, we disregard the
complexities behind specific compounds, and investigate
their global fundamental aspects by means of effective
lattice Hamiltonians, focusing on the incommensurability
features. Here, we consider a two-band model in a square
lattice, whose bands exhibit different effective masses 68.
The inCDW and CDW phases arise from an interband
Coulomb repulsive interaction, while SC emerges due to
a local intraband attractive interaction.

However, even dealing with simplified Hamiltonians,
the analysis of inCDW is a challenge: unbiased methods,
such as quantum Monte Carlo or density matrix renor-
malization group, may not be adequate, whether because
large lattice sizes are too computationally demanding, or
because of technical constraints (as the fermionic minus
sign problem). Therefore, we analyze it through a mean-
field theory in both real and momentum space configu-
rations. Using a self-consistent procedure to minimize
the free energy density, we are able to obtain phase di-
agrams for our model that exhibit a plethora of phases
and examine their interplay and competition. We show
that the appearance of an inCDW state depends on many
parameters, such as temperature, band filling, hybridiza-
tion, and on-site orbital energies. For instance, a strong
interband Coulomb interaction suppresses an inCDW or-
der. This incommensurate charge ordered phase tends to
emerge in the low temperature regime, away from half-
filling, and close to the transition between CDW and SC,
and pure SC, in the absence of hybridization. By con-
trast, for large hybridization the inCDW appears near
the half-filling.

It is worth to point out that our phase diagrams for
CDW, inCDW, and SC orders are in line with those
obtained from mainly phononic interactions [81]. De-
spite having different natures, phononic and electronic
models share some similarities: for instance, from a
Lang-Firsov transformation, one is able to map electron-
phonon systems in electronic ones, by integrating out
the bosonic degrees of freedom, leading to non-local in-
teractions [82, 83]. That is, fundamental properties of
the competition between charge and pairing orders may

be described with both approaches. We expect that,
notwithstanding we are dealing with an electronic model,
our study can give further insights on the emergence of
CDW, inCDW and SC.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II we de-
scribe the main aspects of our two-band model to in-
vestigate the effects of inCDW, CDW and SC orders on
multiband intermetallic systems as well as the mean-field
approximation used to solve the many-body problem. In
Sec. III we present our numerical results in real and mo-
mentum space, focusing in the phase diagrams as a func-
tion of different parameters. In Sec. IV we conclude and
make some remarks about our main results.

II. MODEL AND METHODS

A. The model

We consider a two-band model consisting of a large
c-type band and a narrower one with moderate corre-
lations, in a square lattice. The latter has essentially
a d-character. We take into account on-site interband
Coulomb repulsion between the bands, that give rises
to CDW/inCDW, and local attractive intraband interac-
tions in the d-band, which is responsible for SC.

The real-space Hamiltonian of the model reads 68

H =− tc
∑
〈ij〉,σ

(
c†iσcjσ + H.c.

)
− td

∑
〈ij〉,σ

(
d†iσdjσ + H.c.

)
+ εd0

∑
i,σ

d†iσdiσ − µ
∑
i,σ

(
d†iσdiσ + c†iσciσ

)
+
∑
i,j,σ

Vij(c
†
iσdjσ + d†iσcjσ)

+ Udc
∑
i

ndi n
c
i + Jd

∑
i

d†i↑di↑d
†
i↓di↓ , (2.1)

where ciσ (c†iσ) and diσ (d†iσ) denote annihilation (cre-
ation) operators of c- and d-electrons, respectively, in a
given site i, with spin σ, in the standard second quanti-
zation formalism. The first two terms on the right-hand
side of the Eq. (2.1) correspond to the hopping of c- and
d-bands, with tc,d defining their hopping integrals. The
third term defines the relative shift εd0 between c- and
d-bands, while the chemical potential µ, in the fourth
term, is self-consistently determined to accommodate a
given total number ntot of electrons. The fifth one de-
notes the hybridization between the orbitals. For sim-
plicity, we define the hybridization Vij between different
orbitals on neighboring sites as real and symmetric. The
last two terms denote the on-site interband electronic
repulsion (Udc > 0), and an on-site effective attraction
between d-electrons (Jd < 0).

Since our main interest is to investigate charge or-
derings, we allow for the occurrence of commensurate
and incommensurate charge density waves by means of a
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modulation of the average values of the occupation num-
bers [84],

〈nci 〉 = nc + δc cos (Q ·Ri) , (2.2)

〈ndi 〉 = nd + δd cos (Q ·Ri) , (2.3)

where δc and δd play the role of the CDW/inCDW or-
der parameters for c- and d-orbitals, respectively, while
Q = (Qx, Qy) is the modulation wave vector [85]. It is
worth mentioning that, by incommensurate, we meant
a wave vector different from (π, π), with Qα = 2πl

L ,

l = −L2 , . . . ,
L
2 − 1, and L being the linear size of the

lattice. Also, we define the number of particles for each

band as nd(c) = n
d(c)
↑ + n

d(c)
↓ , and disregard magnetic

solutions by enforcing 〈nd(c)↑ 〉 = 〈nd(c)↓ 〉. We investigate

the properties of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (2.1) by a static
mean-field theory, performing this approach for real and
momentum spaces, whose procedures are outlined in the
next two subsections, respectively.

B. The real-space mean-field approach

By performing a Hartree-Fock approach on the inter-
acting terms of Eq. (2.1), and using Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3)
one obtains

HMF = −tc
∑
〈i,j〉σ

(
c†iσcjσ + H.c.

)
− td

∑
〈i,j〉σ

(
d†iσdjσ + H.c.

)
+ V

∑
iσ

(
c†iσdiσ + H.c.

)
+ ∆d

∑
i

(
d†i↑d

†
i↓ + H.c.

)
+
∑
iσ

[
− µ+ Udc

(
nd + δd cos(Q ·Ri)

)]
c†iσciσ

+
∑
iσ

[
εd0 − µ+ Udc

(
nc + δc cos(Q ·Ri)

)]
d†iσdiσ

−N
(

∆2
d

Jd
+ Udcndnc +NQUdcδdδc − µ(nc + nd)

)
.

(2.4)

Here we assume a local hybridization (i.e., Vij = δijV ),
while defining

∆d =
1

N

∑
i

〈d†i↑d
†
i↓〉 =

1

N

∑
i

〈di↓di↑〉 , (2.5)

and

NQ =

{
1 if Q = (±π,±π);

1/2 otherwise.
(2.6)

Notice that the Hamiltonian in Eq.(2.4) may be writ-
ten in a 4N × 4N matrix representation in a basis

{c†↑c↓d
†
↑d↓}, with N = L × L being the number of sites.

That is, the Nambu spinor may be defined as Ψ† =(
c†1↑, . . . , c

†
N↑, c1↓, . . . , cN↓, d

†
1↑, . . . , d

†
N↑, d1↓, . . . , dN↓

)
.

The diagonalization of HMF provides 4N eigenvalues
λi which allow us to obtain the free energy density,

F = − T
N

∑
i

ln [1 + exp (−βλi)] + const., (2.7)

where β = 1/(kBT ), with kB being the Boltzmann con-
stant, and T the absolute temperature. The numerical
minimization of the free energy density with respect to
the mean-field parameters, i.e.

∂F

∂µ
=

∂F

∂nd
=
∂F

∂δd
=
∂F

∂δc
=

∂F

∂∆d
=

∂F

∂Qα
= 0, (2.8)

is performed self-consistently with the aid of the
Hellmann-Feynman theorem [86–88].

C. The momentum-space mean-field approach

By performing a Fourier transform of the mean-field
Hamiltonian in Eq. (2.4), one obtains

HMF =
∑
kσ

εckc
†
kσckσ +

∑
kσ

εdkd
†
kσdkσ

+ V
∑
kσ

(
c†kσdkσ + H.c.

)
+ ∆d

∑
k

(
d†k↑d

†
−k↓ + H.c.

)
+NQUdc

∑
kσ

(
δdc
†
kσck+Qσ + δcd

†
kσdk+Qσ + H.c.

)
−N

(
∆2
d

Jd
+ Udcndnc +NQUdcδdδc − µ(nc + nd)

)
.

(2.9)

where εk = −2tc [cos(kxa) + cos(kya)], εck ≡ εk+Udcn
d−

µ, εdk ≡ γεk +Udcn
c − µ+ εd0, and γ = td/tc. The latter

is the inverse ratio of effective masses, while εd0 plays
the role of the relative depth between the centers of the
bands. Finally, the order parameters are defined in the
momentum space as

∆d ≡
Jd
N

∑
k

〈d−k↓dk↑〉 =
Jd
N

∑
k

〈d†k↑d
†
k↓〉, (2.10)

δd ≡ 1

N

∑
kσ

(
〈d†k+Qσdkσ〉+ 〈d†kσdk+Qσ〉

)
, (2.11)

δc ≡ 1

N

∑
kσ

(
〈c†k+Qσckσ〉+ 〈c†kσck+Qσ〉

)
. (2.12)

We have not included interband pairing, since hy-
bridization already gives rise to hybrid pairs [89]. We
find however, that explicitly including inter-band pairing
in the Hamiltonian is detrimental to phase coexistence,
as discussed below.

For Q = (π, π), one is able to block-diagonalize the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (2.9) using the Nambu’s spinor basis

Ψ†k =
(
c†k↑, d

†
k↑, c−k↓, d−k↓, c

†
k+Q↑, d

†
k+Q↑, c−k−Q↓, d−k−Q↓

)
.

(2.13)
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That is, the MF Hamiltonian can be written in a

quadratic form, HMF =
∑

k Ψ†kMΨk + const., with the
matrix representation

M =

εck V 0 0 Udcδ
d 0 0 0

V εdk 0 ∆d 0 Udcδ
c 0 0

0 0 −εc−k −V 0 0 −Udcδd 0

0 ∆d −V −εd−k 0 0 0 −Udcδc

Udcδ
d 0 0 0 εck+Q V 0 0

0 Udcδ
c 0 0 V εdk+Q 0 ∆d

0 0 −Udcδd 0 0 0 −εc−k−Q −V
0 0 0 −Udcδc 0 ∆d −V −εd−k−Q


(2.14)

Here, the sums over k’s are performed in the extended
Brillouin zone (from −π/a to π/a, in kx and ky direc-
tions), which makes the subspace (k ↑,−k ↓,k + Q ↑
,−k−Q ↓) two-folded degenerated. Similarly to the pre-
vious case, the free energy density is obtained from the
eigenvalues Emk of the matrix in Eq. (2.14) as follows,

F = − 1

2N
T
∑
k

∑
m

ln [1 + exp (−βEmk)] + const ,

(2.15)

with m = 1, . . . , 8 [68]; the 1/2 coefficient is due to the
degeneracy.

Proceeding, we now turn to discuss the incommensu-
rate case, which is challenging, since it usually requires
large unit cells and, consequently, large blocks in momen-
tum space. Instead, here we employ a quasi-degenerate
perturbation theory, i.e., we treat the charge modula-
tion contribution to energy as a perturbation, correct-
ing the nearly degenerate unperturbed eigenstates. To
this end, it is worth noticing that, in absence of charge
modulation (δc = δd = 0) in Eq. (2.9), the Hamiltonian
is non-folded degenerate block-diagonal in the subspace
(k ↑,−k ↓), which provide us the unperturbed eigenval-
ues E0

n,k (n = 1, ..., 4).

Within this strategy, we treat the fifth term on the
right-hand side of Eq. (2.9) as a perturbation,

V̂ (Q) = Udc
∑
kσ

(
δdc
†
kσck+Qσ + δcd

†
kσdk+Qσ + H.c.

)
,

(2.16)
fixing NQ = 1, since it just renormalizes the parame-
ters δc and δd, but does not change the actual gap. We
recall that the corrections due to V̂ (Q) are particularly
relevant when E0

n,k ≈ E0
n′ ,k+Q

, lifting the degeneracy,

while leaving the bands almost unchanged away from
this point. In view of this, one may span the Hamil-
tonian in (k ↑,−k ↓) and (k+Q ↑,−k−Q ↓) subspaces,
a procedure that leads to the same block represented in
Eq. (2.14). Similarly to the previous case, δc and δd are
obtained by performing a self-consistent analysis to mini-
mize the free energy, Eq. (2.15), with respect to all mean-
field parameters, Eq. (2.8); however we need to add a

constant −N2 〈V̂ (Q)〉 = −NUdcδcδd [90].

III. RESULTS

In what follows, we set the energy scale by the hopping
of the c-orbitals tc = 1.0, while defining the lattice and
Boltzmann constants as unities (a = 1.0 and kB = 1.0).
Unless otherwise explicitly mentioned, we assume a fixed
ratio between the effective masses, γ = 0.4. The latter
is appropriate to describe the intermetallic compounds
that we are particularly interested.

We start discussing our results in the real-space Hamil-
tonian, Eq. (2.4), investigating the possible occurrence of
inCDW order on these multiband intermetallic systems.
To this end, we examine a 100 × 10 lattice (i.e., 200 or-
bitals), varying Qx, while keeping Qy = π, which will
be justified latter. We recall that commensurate CDW
is favored if the system is at the half-filling (ntot = 2.0)
due to nesting properties. Therefore, in order to find out
inCDW, one has to explore it for ntot < 2.0. We also
consider a difference in the single-particle c and d-levels
(εd0 6= 0.0). Given this, we first examine our system at
ntot = 1.6 and εd0 = −0.12, whose results are displayed
in Fig. 1, which presents the difference of the free energy
density as a function of Qx in comparison to the stag-
gered case, for fixed Udc = 1.2, V = 0.5, and J = −1.0.
As exhibited in Fig. 1 the commensurate CDW is favored
at high temperatures, while an inCDW phase emerges
when the temperature is reduced (notice the minima of
the free energy density). Interestingly, this result shows
that the commensurate CDW phase is a very robust one,
existing even far away from half-filling, and being stable
at high temperatures. On the other hand, the inCDW
becomes more stable only at low temperatures, and in

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0

-0.005

-0.004

-0.003

-0.002

-0.001

0.000

0.001

n
tot

=1.6

 = 0.4
V= 0.5

Mom. Space (200  200)
 T = 0.20 
 T = 0.15
 T = 0.10

Real Space (100  10)
 T = 0.20 
 T = 0.15
 T = 0.10

 

 

x





Q
x
 / 

J = -1
U

dc
= 1.2


d0

= -0.12

FIG. 1. (Color online) Difference between the free energy for
Q = (Qx, π) and the staggered one, Q = (π, π), as a function
of qx ≡ Qx/π, for fixed parameters γ = 0.4, J = −1.0, Udc =
1.2, V = 0.5, εd0 = −0.12, and ntot = 1.6. The symbols
correspond to the solutions for the full diagonalization at the
real-space, for a 100 × 10 lattice, while the solid curves are
those for the perturbation approach at the momentum-space,
for a 200× 200 system size.
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Free energy density δc ∆d

(a) T = 0.1

(b) T = 0.06

(c) T = 0.0001

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)
< 10−8

(h)
< 10−8

(i)
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u
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a
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.
u
n
it
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0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.9

1.0

1.1
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a
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.
u
n
it
s

0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.00

0.03

0.06

0.09

0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.9 1.0 1.1

qx

0.095

0.100

0.105

0.110

FIG. 2. (Color online) Panels (a), (b) and (c) show maps of
the free energy density, (d), (e) and (f) CDW order parameter
δc, and (g), (h) and (i) superconducting order parameter ∆d

as functions of qx and qy, where qx,y = Qx,y/π. Each row
represents a fixed value of temperature: T = 0.1, T = 0.06,
and T = 0.0001 from the top to the bottom. The parameters
used are ntot = 1.6, V = 0.5, J = −1.0, εd0 = 0.0, and
Udc = 0.8. As temperature decreases, the system goes from a
commensurate CDW to an inCDW to a coexistence of inCDW
and SC as can be inferred from the minima of the free energy
density and the values of the order parameters δc and ∆d for
different values of qx and qy. The analysis always shows that
the inCDW solution is obtained by a symmetric wave vector
with Q = (Qx, π) ≡ (π,Qy). In (g) and (h) the value of ∆d

is smaller than 10−8.

regions where the commensurate one is weakened (such
as for ntot = 1.6), which indicates that this phase is less
robust than the previous one. Indeed, this feature is
present in most of our following results.

However, dealing with real-space problems is challeng-
ing, which demands hard numerical calculations even for
small lattice sizes, as well as finite-size scaling analyses.
In view of this, hereafter we analyze the problem in the
momentum-space, as discussed in subsection II C. As a
first step towards this end, it is important to validate
the perturbation theory approach by comparing its re-
sults with those of the real-space one. Fig. 1 presents
this comparison, with the solid curves being the results
of the perturbation theory approach, where is evident
the quantitative and qualitative agreement between both
methodologies. It is also worth mentioning that, in the
following results, we have performed a systematic analy-
sis of the internal and Helmholtz energies as a function
of the lattice size to avoid finite-size effects from the in-
commensurability of Q.

T

ntot

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

1.31.41.51.61.71.81.92.0

CDW

CDW + SC
SC

inCDW
+
SC

FIG. 3. (Color online) The critical temperature of the in-
CDW, CDW and SC orders as a function of band filling (ntot)
for J = −1.0, Udc = 0.8, V = 0.0, and εd0 = 0.0. One can
see the small coexistence region between inCDW and SC or-
ders at very low temperatures and in between the CDW+SC
phase and pure SC phase. Continuous lines denote second-
order phase transitions, while dotted lines indicate first-order
ones.

Given this, we now proceed within the momentum-
space approach, determining the Q-vector that defines
the inCDW or CDW order from the dependence of the
free energy density on the components of the modula-
tion wave vector Q = (Qx, Qy). The panels (a)-(c) of
Fig. 2 show contour plots of the free energy densities as
functions of the wave vector components for three se-
lected temperatures, T = 0.1, 0.06 and T = 0.0001 (in
units of the hopping), while fixing ntot = 1.6, V = 0.5,
J = −1.0, εd0 = 0.0, and Udc = 0.8. For T = 0.1, the
minimum of the free energy density occurs for a com-
mensurate CDW state, while an inCDW emerges (with
either Qx or Qy 6= π) at lower temperatures. Notice that
the latter breaks the x-y symmetry, such that one may fix
Qx = π and find Qy self-consistently, or vice versa. Here,
we chose to fix the component Qy = π, while looking for
different possibilities of Qx. We also present the behav-
ior of the order parameters δc and ∆d as functions of the
normalized components qx and qy (qx(y) = Qx(y)/π) in
the panels (d)-(f) and (g)-(i) of Fig. 2, respectively. In-
terestingly, at T = 10−4, the minima of the free energy
density leads to a coexistence between a superconducting
and and inCDW phases [see, e.g., panels (c), (f), and (i)].

By repeating the procedure outlined previously to
other values of electronic densities and temperatures, one
may obtain a phase diagram. Fig. 3 displays such a
phase diagram for non-hybridized bands, with the same
shift energy (εd0 = 0.0), exhibiting the critical temper-
atures for inCDW, CDW, and SC orders. Here and in
what follows, the continuous lines denote second-order
phase transitions, while the dotted lines indicate first-
order ones [91]. As discussed above, the occurrence of a
perfect nesting at the half-filling (ntot = 2.0) favors the
commensurate CDW state, and makes this phase extend
for different occupations at higher temperatures.
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FIG. 4. (Color online) (a) Phase diagram for fixed T =
0.0001, J = −1.0, Udc = 0.8, and εd0 = 0.0. (b), (c) and
(d) order parameters as a function of ntot and V for V =
0.0, V = 0.5 and ntot = 1.9, respectively. Note that two
distinct and disconnected coexisting regions between inCDW
and SC are observed on the edges of the CDW+SC and pure
SC states. Observe that in (a) we find first- (dotted lines) or
second-order (continuous lines) phase transitions depending
on the parameters.

The phase diagrams for such systems may be complex –
in particular, for the coexistence between charge ordering
and superconductivity – due to the strong dependence of
the phases on the magnitude of the interactions. For in-
stance, by reducing Udc, the SC phase may also appear
at half-filling, coexisting with CDW [68]. But, here our
focus is away from half-filling, due to unexpected behav-
ior. Going far away from half-filling is detrimental to
the CDW phase, which is suppressed, leaving only SC
at the ground state. Interestingly, at the boundary of
the “CDW+SC” and the pure SC phases an inCDW one
emerges, also coexisting with SC. This behavior points
out the fact that the charge-ordered phase is robust, with
the system preferring changing its wave vector to accom-
modate the electrons into an inCDW order, instead of
just destroying the CDW one. However, the inCDW is
less robust than the commensurate case, occurring for a
small range of electronic density, and only for low tem-
peratures; consistent with the results presented in Fig. 2.

In order to further investigate the features of the
coexistence between inCDW and SC orders displayed
in Fig. 3, we present a “V × ntot” phase diagram in
Fig. 4 (a), for fixed T = 0.0001 (i.e. at the ground
state). It shows two distinct and disconnected regions of
coexistence between inCDW and SC on the edges with
the pure SC phase, suggesting that two different pro-
cesses may give rise to inCDW order, depending on the
hybridization and/or the occupation number. First, as
displayed in Fig. 4 (b) for V = 0, the inCDW phase
emerges presenting first-order transitions from CDW+SC
to inCDW+SC, as noticed by the abrupt change in δc

Udc

ntot

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.41.51.61.71.8

SC

CDW + SC

in
CDW

+
SC

FIG. 5. (Color online) Phase diagram for T = 0.0001 as a
function of Udc and ntot for J = −1.0, V = 0.0, and εd0 =
0.0. There is a narrow range exhibiting inCDW+SC, which
separates CDW+SC from pure SC. The ∆Qx component is
almost constant and presents an abrupt variation as a function
of ntot, see Fig. 4 (b). Note that the transition CDW+SC to
inCDW+SC is first-order (dotted line) transition, while the
inCDW+SC to pure SC is second-order one (continuous line).

and a two minima behavior in the free energy density
(not shown), while ∆Qx = |1 − Qx/π| ≈ 0.05. There-
fore, this small coexistence region seems to come from
strong interactions at the neighborhood of the transition
inCDW+SC to SC, avoiding the possibility of a reen-
trant behavior when we have no inCDW ordering. On
the other hand, for high values of V , ∆Qx increases con-
tinuously as a function of ntot, while the parameter δc

goes to zero as ntot decreases, similar to a second-order
phase transition. ∆d is exactly zero at the half-filling
and has two kinks related to the finite value ∆Qx, one
in the beginning and other in the end of inCDW phase,
being less affected by the variation of ntot, as presented
in Fig. 4 (c) for V = 0.5. This region is more robust and
reflects the fact that hybridization between bands may in-
duce inCDW phase at low temperatures. For ntot = 1.9,
one can see that δc and ∆d goes to zero asymptotically,
while ∆Qx 6= 0 appears for large values of V , as shown
in Fig. 4 (d).

Similar conclusions are obtained when investigating
the “Udc × ntot” phase diagram, displayed in Fig. 5. No-
tice that the transition between the CDW+SC phase
to the pure SC one always goes through a narrow in-
CDW+SC region before the system became purely SC.
Here, ∆Qx . 0.06, producing an abrupt change in al-
most all phase diagram where ∆Qx deviates from zero to
a finite value.

In Fig. 6 are depicted δc, δd, ∆d, ∆Qx, µ, nd and
nc as a function of ntot for different values of Udc, and
fixed J = −1.0, V = 0.5, and εd0 = 0.0. One can see
that the behavior of |δc| and |δd| are very similar (see
Figs. 6 (a) and (b)), which consequently justifies that
fact that we have only shown the results for δc up to
now. Fig. 6 (c) shows the variation of ∆d as we devi-
ate from half-filling. Note that the SC order parameter
initially increases and when ∆Qx 6= 0, i.e., the inCDW
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(a) δc
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FIG. 6. (Color online) (a) δc, (b) δd, (c) ∆d, (d) ∆Qx, (e) µ,
(f) nd and nc as a function of ntot for different values of Udc,
and fixed J = −1.0, V = 0.5, and εd0 = 0.0. The imbalance
between nd and nc is detrimental to both CDW orders, i.e.,
CDW and inCDW, while SC is not directly affected by the
electronic occupation in the different bands.

state emerges, ∆d changes its behavior, see Figs. 6 (c)
and (d). In other words, inCDW also exhibits an in-
trinsic competition with SC. Deviating further from half-
filling, δc and δd go to zero continuously, where ∆Qx is
defined only when δc,d 6= 0. ∆d presents a monotonic de-
creasing and eventually ∆d → 0 for very large deviations
from ntot = 2.0. In Fig. 6 (e) we show that the chem-
ical potential µ tends to decrease as a function of ntot,
with a slightly variation in the presence of inCDW order,
and it returns to decrease in the pure SC phase. Finally,
Fig. 6 (f) shows the imbalance between the number of
electrons in different bands as a function of ntot, which
is detrimental to both CDW orders.

Thus, in general, CDW phase emerges at ntot = 2.0,
where SC is suppressed. The coexistence between CDW
and SC is obtained as the occupation number is slightly
varied from half-filling. The SC reaches a maximum and
coexistence between inCDW and SC takes place in the
phase diagram below this point at low temperatures. As
ntot keeps decreasing, only SC survives. Moreover, note
that the inCDW emerges around the fine-tuned density-
driven CDW QCP. Therefore, we can conclude that the
appearance of an inCDW order is intrinsically related to
quantum critical fluctuations, associated with the CDW
QCP (see also Fig. 3). From Fig. 6 it is clear that Udc

(b) T = 10−4

(c) εd0 = 0.0 (d) εd0 = −0.4

T
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(a) ntot = 1.6

SC + inCDW

SC

inCDW
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∆d

∆Qx

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

−1.0−0.75−0.5−0.250.00.25

T

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
T
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0.1

0.2

0.3

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3

FIG. 7. (Color online) (a) Critical temperatures as a function
of εd0 for fixed Udc = 1.2, V = 0.5, J = −1.0 and ntot = 1.6.
(b) Variation of δc, ∆d and ∆Qx for a fixed T = 10−4 as
a function of εd0. (c) Variation of δc, ∆d and ∆Qx for a
fixed εd0 = 0.0 as a function of T . (d) Order parameters as a
function of T for a fixed εd0 = −0.4. Note that ∆Qx is defined
only when δc,d 6= 0. In (a) Continuous line mean second-order
phase transitions, while dotted lines correspond to first-order
ones.

also plays an important role on both CDW and inCDW
phases since a small Udc is sufficient to suppress CDW as
well as inCDW orders.

So far, our results showing coexistence between in-
CDW and SC orders were obtained for the case where the
bands have the same center, i.e., εd0 = 0.0. The effect of
the shift between the centers of the bands εd0 6= 0.0, is
relevant experimentally when doping the d-bands with el-
ements belonging to different rows of the periodic table as
3d, 4d, or 5d, but within the same column. Pressure also
may affect the relative positions of the bands. Fig. 7 (a)
shows the critical temperatures as a function of εd0 for
fixed Udc = 1.2, V = 0.5, J = −1.0 and ntot = 1.6. One
can see a very rich phase diagram exhibiting multiple
phases. For high T and small |εd0|, CDW order prevails.
Cooling down the system, we obtain a robust pure in-
CDW phase. Further reducing T we reach a coexistence
region between inCDW and SC order. On the other hand,
for large values of |εd0| both inCDW and CDW orders are
suppressed and only SC survives. In Fig. 7 (b) we present
the variation of δc, ∆d and ∆Qx for a fixed T = 0.0001
as a function of εd0. One can see that although ∆Qx is
different of zero and does not change considerably when
it is defined, δc and ∆d present two abrupt changes at the
edges of the emergence of the inCDW order, which is an
indication of a first-order phase transition. In addition,
∆d is finite and almost constant at the pure SC states.
Fig. 7 (c) shows the variation of δc, ∆d and ∆Qx for a
fixed εd0 = 0.0 as a function of T . Note that all param-
eters are continuous and also observe that the inCDW
state emerges at low temperatures changing the behav-
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ior of δc, which indicates the transition to an inCDW
state. In Fig. 7 (d) we present the order parameters as a
function of T for a fixed εd0 = −0.4. Note that both δc

and ∆d are continuous as a function of T , which suggests
a second-order phase transition.

We emphasize that the imbalance between the number
of electrons in different bands as a function of εd0 (not
shown) is detrimental to CDW orders, which is very sim-
ilar to Fig. 6 (f). Therefore, we can state that whether
the CDW ordering commensurate or incommensurate,
increasing |εd0| may suppress both inCDW and CDW
states, while only SC remains weakly affected by relative
band shifts, as shown in Fig. 7 (a).

We also have calculated the Fermi surfaces (FS) of both

c- and d-bands in normal state (εc,dk = 0.0 contours in the
Brillouin zone), i.e., with no SC or CDW orders for Fig. 3
and Fig. 7 (a) (not shown). Doing that, we obtain the ex-
pected FS structure for a square lattice depending on the
band filling. Indeed, at half-filling (ntot = 2.0) we find

the nesting condition, i.e., the wave vector ~Q = (π, π)
connects two points of the FS, as expected, which might
favors the emergence of charge ordering at half-filling, as
discussed previously. As we deviate from half-filling we
have no longer the nesting condition, as expected too.
One of the bands (c-band) remains close to the nesting
condition while the another band (d-band) moves away
from the nesting condition, which is detrimental to charge
ordering. The latter is due to the parameter γ that affect
the d-band as well as the imbalance between electrons in
the bands (nc,d) as a function of ntot, see also Fig. 6 (f).
We also investigated the FS structure in the case away
from half-filling at the normal state, i.e., for ntot = 1.6
as a function of εd0, and we obtain, that while one of the
bands is close to nesting condition the another band is far
away from that. Therefore, in this case the nesting condi-
tion is not achieved since we have an occupation number
different from half-filling. It is important to point out
that as we increase εd0 (in modulus) we can invert the
band that is close to the nesting condition, i.e., one of
the bands will always be distant from the nesting condi-
tion, which, again, is prejudicial to both charge orderings
(CDW and inCDW). This aspects might explain the ten-
dency for the persistent SC order in Fig. 3 and Fig. 7 (a),
while the charge ordering is suppressed as we moves away
from half-filling or increase (in modulus) the relative shift
between the bands.

In Fig. 8 we show the dispersion relations of the
quasi-particle excitations with a zoom at the Fermi level
(ω = 0.0), for some selected points in the phase dia-
grams presented throughout the text. The figures are
plotted in the first two quadrants of the extended Bril-
louin Zone. In Figs. 8 (a), (b), (c), and (d) we use the
same parameters of Fig. 3, i.e., Udc = 0.8, J = −1.0,
V = 0.0, and εd0 = 0.0. For ntot = 1.76 and T = 0.1441,
i.e., away from half-filling, the pure CDW state that ap-
pears at high T exhibits a metallic aspect since, in this
case, the bands of electronic excitations cross the Fermi
level, as can be seen in Fig. 8 (a). In Fig. 8 (b) we dis-
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(d) Pure SC − ntot =1.60, T =0.0001, Udc =0.8, V =0.0, Q = (0, 0)
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Spectra of quasi-particle excitations
plotted in the first two quadrants of the extended Brillouin
Zone, with zoom at the Fermi level (ω = 0), for some selected
phase diagrams: (a), (b), (c), and (d) use the same parameters
of Fig. 3, i.e., Udc = 0.8, J = −1.0, V = 0.0, and εd0 = 0.0.
(a) bands for fixed ntot = 1.76 and T = 0.1441, representing
a pure CDW metallic phase, (b) in the CDW+SC region for
T = 0.0001 keeping ntot = 1.76, (c) for the small inCDW+SC
region, reached also by a first order transition, taking fixed
ntot = 1.69 and T = 0.0001, and (d) in the pure SC state
with ntot = 1.60 keeping T = 0.0001. On the other hand, the
spectra in (e) and (f) use the same parameters of Fig. 7 (a),
that is, ntot = 1.60, Udc = 1.2, J = −1.0, and V = 0.5. (e)
bands for the pure inCDW state for fixed εd0 = 0.0 and T =
0.0481, and (f) the spectra for inCDW+SC region with T =
0.0001 and εd0 = 0.0.

play the dispersion relations when the system enters the
CDW+SC region reducing the temperature of the system
to T = 0.0001, and keeping ntot = 1.76 fixed. Note that
the spectrum of excitations now is completely gapped
out along the Fermi surface when we have coexistence
of phases. This can be understood from the fact that
at the pure CDW state away from half-filling, there are
available states at the Fermi level that might be respon-
sible for the appearance of the additional SC state. In
Fig. 8 (c) we present the spectrum of excitations in the
small coexistence region of inCDW+SC at ntot = 1.69
at low temperatures. Note that now the system is gap-
less around the points (π, 0), (-π, 0), and between (-π, π)
and (0, 0), at the Fermi surface, while between (π, π) and
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(0, 0) it is gapped. The latter is a specific feature of the
small inCDW+SC region that emerges as a function of
ntot. Here and afterwards, we choose to display only the
values of Qx > π for the inCDW phase. The results
for Qx < π and their respective negative values give rise
to equivalent spectra as anticipated by the free energy
density analysis made earlier, and will not be shown.

In Fig. 8 (d) we show the dispersions for the pure
SC state as the system deviates further from half-filling.
Note that the d-band is completely gapped out, while
the c-band is not affected by the emergence of SC, as ex-
pected, since, for V = 0, the SC arises from an intraband
attractive interaction. In Figs. 8 (e), and (f), we analyze
the spectra of excitations for the same parameters used
in Fig. 7 (a), i.e., ntot = 1.60, Udc = 1.2, J = −1.0, and
V = 0.5. Note that for the pure inCDW state, repre-
sented here by εd0 = 0.0 and T = 0.0481, the system also
exhibits a metallic character, whereupon multiple bands
cross the Fermi level. Moreover, observe that at the pure
inCDW state the peaks of the bands are no longer sym-
metrical and the coexistence of inCDW+SC obtained re-
ducing the temperature of the system is again justified
since there are remaining states at the Fermi level. These
may lead to the emergence of the SC state also, i.e., the
coexistence of inCDW+SC, gapping out the entire Fermi
surface, as shown in Fig. 8 (f) for T = 0.0001. So, we
can state that the spectra of excitations in the system
can present a variety of behavior depending on the pa-
rameters and phases of the model. At half-filling we con-
firm that the system is completely gapped out due to
the nesting for the pure CDW state (not shown), as ex-
pected. The latter corroborates the fact that there is no
coexistence of phases at half-filling in Fig. 3.

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND REMARKS

It is known [68] that commensurate CDW and SC or-
ders may emerge on multiband intermetallic systems and
their alloys and that there is an intrinsic competition be-
tween these phases. However, there are regions in the
space of parameters where these phases might coexist
homogeneously. On the other hand, the coexistence of
inCDW and SC phases has been reported in several ma-
terials, such as, TMDs compounds [31, 57–64], Ni- and
Fe-based pnictides [69, 70], and Y-, Bi-, and Hg-based
cuprates [71–79]. It is remarkable that these experimen-
tal results resemble those of the high Tc cuprates, which
in itself justifies its importance and relevance in under-
standing the coexistence of these phases of matter in the
phase diagram of these compounds.

In this work we have studied the possible appearance
of an inCDW state on multiband intermetallic systems
that present CDW and SC competing states. The sys-
tems we investigate are two-dimensional and inhabit a
square lattice. They are characterized by a d-band of
moderately correlated electrons coexisting and a large
conductance c-band. Our aim was to provide a deeper

insight on this collective quantum states in solids and in-
vestigate how these phases depend on the parameters of
the model. These parameters can, in principle, be exter-
nally controlled by doping and/or applying pressure in
these systems. Although we do not wish to model any
particular system, the phase diagrams we obtain show an
overall agreement when compared to the multiband in-
termetallic systems we want to describe. This ascertains
our model and the effects of the variation of its parame-
ters in the phase diagrams.

The most important and new aspect of the present
study is the consideration of an incommensurate charge
density wave vector that is present in real systems. In
order to search for a possible inCDW phase, we allow the
charge density modulation wave vector, in principle, to
be completely arbitrary, given by Q = (Qx, Qy). We
minimize the free energy density numerically through
the Hellmann-Feynman theorem which leads to self-
consistent equations that allow to obtain the phase dia-
grams as function of the several parameters of the model.

We treat the electronic correlation within a Hartree-
Fock mean-field approximation, in both real and momen-
tum space configuration, which has been shown adequate
to describe systems, such as the intermetallic compounds
that we are interested. Also our BCS approach to the at-
tractive interactions is consistent with the kind of super-
conductivity observed in the intermetallic compounds.

The free energy density analysis shows that the inCDW
state presents a charge ordering that breaking the x-y
symmetry, where the modulation wave vector that mini-
mizes the free energy density is given by Q = (Qx, Qy) =
(π,Qy) = (Qx, π). We can use this result to fix one of the
components of Q and obtain the phase diagrams of the
model including an inCDW phase. We investigate how
parameters, such as, band filling, temperature, hybridiza-
tion, strength of inCDW/CDW interaction and the rel-
ative depth between the bands affect the phase diagram
and yield the possibility of an inCDW phase. From the
free energy density analysis we also identify the order
of the transitions depending on the parameters of the
model.

We show that varying the total occupation number of
the bands and hybridization, we obtain a coexistence re-
gion of inCDW and SC at low temperatures, close to the
coexistence of CDW and SC and pure SC orders. The
relative depth between bands (εd0) can be tuned to give
rise to a robust inCDW state for small T . Moreover,
our results convincingly show that increasing the relative
depth between bands is detrimental to both inCDW and
CDW states. Both phases are very sensitive to the imbal-
ance between electrons in different bands. By contrast,
the SC state that appears in these intermetallic systems
is not much affected by varying εd0.

From the analysis of the spectra of excitations, we show
that the possibility for coexistence of phases, depending
on the parameters of the model, is intrinsically related to
the metallic aspect of the CDW and inCDW states away
from half-filling. In this case, both charge orders, CDW
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and inCDW, leave states available at the Fermi level that
might be responsible for the emergence of the additional
SC state, giving rise to the coexistence of phases. At the
coexistence of phases the system is completely gapped
out along the Fermi surface, except for the small coex-
istence inCDW+SC region that appears as a function of
ntot in Fig. 3. The latter exhibits a gapless spectrum
around some points at the Fermi surface. In the case
of V = 0, the pure SC opens a complete gap in d-band
only since SC is due to an intraband interaction in this
band only. We also confirm that at half-filling the system
is completely gapped out in pure CDW, due to nesting.
This explains the fact that there are no coexistence of
phases at half-filling in Fig. 3.

In addition, our phase diagrams for CDW, inCDW and
SC orders as a function of occupation number endorse
the results obtained from a different approach consid-
ering a phononic origin to the CDW/inCDW orderings
in a single-band model [81]. In this sense, we can also
state that our results corroborate the fact that we cannot
distinguish between electronic or phononic driven transi-
tions in a mean-field approximation.
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G. Loupias, Physical Review Letters 98, 067002 (2007).

[26] O. Degtyareva, M. V. Magnitskaya, J. Kohanoff, G. Pro-
feta, S. Scandolo, M. Hanfland, M. I. McMahon, and
E. Gregoryanz, Physical Review Letters 99, 155505
(2007).

[27] E. Morosan, H. W. Zandbergen, B. S. Dennis, J. W. G.
Bos, Y. Onose, T. Klimczuk, A. P. Ramirez, N. P. Ong,
and R. J. Cava, Nature Physics 2, 544 (2006).

[28] J. F. Zhao, H. W. Ou, G. Wu, B. P. Xie, Y. Zhang,
D. W. Shen, J. Wei, L. X. Yang, J. K. Dong, M. Arita,
H. Namatame, M. Taniguchi, X. H. Chen, and D. L.
Feng, Physical Review Letters 99, 146401 (2007).

[29] J. A. Wilson, F. J. D. Salvo, and S. Mahajan, Advances
in Physics 24, 117 (1975).

[30] A. F. Kusmartseva, B. Sipos, H. Berger, L. Forró, and
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