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We present a minimal model of charge transport in hybrid perovskites, which provides an intu-
itive explanation for the recently proposed formation of ferroelectric large polarons. We demonstrate
that short-ranged charge–rotor interactions lead to long-range ferroelectic ordering of rotors, which
strongly affects the carrier mobility. In the nonperturbative regime, where our theory cannot be
reduced to any of the earlier models, we predict polaron properties in good agreement with ex-
periment. This shows the potential of simple models to reveal electronic properties of molecular
materials.

Hybrid organic-inorganic perovskites (HOIP) are
praised for their outstanding performance in photovoltaic
applications due to their long carrier lifetimes and diffu-
sion lengths [1–3]. After the initial reports on spectac-
ular optoelectronic properties of HOIP solar cells [4–7],
the field has expanded at an unprecedented pace [8, 9]. It
turned out that the physical properties of HOIP are quite
complex, inter alia due to their soft structure [10], ionic
mobility [11, 12], and the interplay between rotational
dynamics of the molecular cations and their structural
and (photo)electric properties [13–16]. Despite their
complexity, a considerable progress in understanding of
HOIP has been achieved through density functional the-
ory [17–20], molecular dynamics [21] and machine learn-
ing [22–24] approaches. Based on such atomistic sim-
ulations it is, however, challenging to obtain a simple
intuitive picture independent of microscopic details, mo-
tivating the development of minimal models that capture
the key physical properties of HOIP.

Perhaps the most pressing issue to be addressed in
HOIP concerns their charge transport properties. Al-
though the carrier recombination lifetimes and diffusion
lengths in HOIP are comparable to that of conventional
semiconductors such as GaAs, the charge mobilities are
orders of magnitude smaller [25]. Earlier theories tried
to explain this through screening of excitons by collec-
tive orientation of organic cations [26] and modification
of the band edges due to spin-orbit coupling resulting
from cation-induced structural variability [17, 27, 28].
In contrast, recent theories emphasize the role of the
large polarons screening the carriers from charged de-
fects, other carriers, and phonons [29–39]. Still, the
detailed origin of large polaron formation remains de-
bated. A promising approach [38, 39] suggests ferro-
electric large polarons, consisting of ferroelectrically or-
dered nanodomains, which are postulated to provide sub-
stantially increased screening compared to Fröhlich po-
larons [40, 41]. However, the involved properties of HOIP
make quantitative predictions for such quasiparticles dif-
ficult [38], hindering their unambiguous experimental
identification.

In this Letter we show that the formation of ferro-
electric large polarons takes place already in a mini-

FIG. 1. (a) The tight binding model. Blue empty (filled) cir-
cles label empty (occupied) electron sites. Red circles show
the dipole positions modeled by planar rotors. The distances
between the sites and the orientations of the rotors/dipoles
are also shown, where α is the lattice constant. (b) Illus-
tration of the Gross-Hartree ansatz. The electron possesses
quasimomentum, q, while the rotor states relative to it are
described by the single-rotor states, ϕj(φ). Arrows show the
orientations of the rotors.

mal model, where charge carriers interact with an one-
dimensional array of planar rotors, see Fig. 1(a). The
dipolar rotors model the reorientation dynamics of or-
ganic molecular cations, A+ in the ABX3 perovskite
structure. Molecules interact with charge carriers hop-
ping on the inorganic sublattice made of octahedral BX−
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cages, which we represent by discrete sites. Due to
screening [42], we assume charge–dipole interactions to
be short-ranged and dipole–dipole interactions to be ab-
sent. As we demonstrate, this model captures the forma-
tion of local ∼10 nm-sized ferroelectric order [37, 43, 44]
and the crossover between a large light polaron (associ-
ated with ferroelectrically polarized dipoles) and a small
heavy polaron regime characterized by charge carrier lo-
calization at the boundary of two misaligned ferroelectri-
cally ordered domains [39, 45].

This ferroelectric order significantly increases the ef-
fective mass of the carriers even within the light polaron
regime, in agreement with the modest but not negligi-
ble mobilities observed in HOIP [25], but in contrast to
other polaron models, e.g. the Holstein polaron, which
predict much larger renormalization [46, 47]. When the
domain wall forms, the effective mass grows exponen-
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tially, suggesting high anisotropy of the mobilities and
diffusion constants of large ferroelectric polarons in two
and three dimensions. Anisotropies along different crys-
talographic directions have been recently experimentally
identified [48–50], confirming the relevance of our model
for HOIP.

The Hamiltonian of our model, cf. Fig. (1)(a), reads

Ĥ = −t
M
∑

i=1

(â†i+1âi + h.c.) −B
M
∑

i=1

∂2

∂φ2i

− V0

M
∑

i=1

â†i âi

[

cos
(

φi +
π

4

)

+ cos
(

φi−1 −
π

4

)]

, (1)

where âi (â†i ) are the electron annihilation (creation) op-
erators, angles φi define the dipole orientations and B
their rotational constants (in what follows we use the
terms dipoles and rotors interchangeably), t is the tun-
neling rate of the electron, V0 is the electron–dipole in-
teraction strength and M is the number of rotors in the
lattice. For simplicity we neglect the activation energy of
molecular rotations, Eact, as its presence effectively in-
hibits rotor–electron interactions for Eact & V0 [15, 51].
Note that we employ periodic boundary conditions, i.e.
â†M+j = â†j and φM+j = φj , for all j = 1, . . . ,M . Al-
though the model can be trivially extended to hole car-
riers by assuming V0 < 0, here we focus on electrons,
V0 > 0.

In HOIP the molecular rotational energy B ∼ 1 meV
is the lowest energy scale since V0, t ∼ 0.1−1 eV [51, 52].
To generate an appropriate rotor basis for B ≪ t, we
variationally optimize the state of the rotors relative to
the electron, ϕj(φ), cf. Fig. 1(b), based on the following
ansatz:

|Ψq(φ1, . . . , φM )〉 =
M
∑

j=1

ei
2πq

M
j

√
M

M
∏

k=1

ϕI(k,j)(φk)â†j |0〉, (2)

where |0〉 and âj are the electron vacuum and creation
operators and q = 0, . . . ,M−1 gives the quasimomentum
of the polaron state. We will refer to this approach as
the variational Gross-Hartree method (vGH). The indices
of ϕj(φ) appearing in Eq. (2) read I(k, j) = 1 + [(M +
k− j) mod M ] and are selected such that the rotor state
depends only on the relative distance between the rotor
and the electron. For instance, ϕ1(φ) and ϕM (φ) refer to
the state of the rotor on the right and left of the electron,
respectively, independently of the position of the latter,
cf. Fig. 1(b).

Note that while the ansatz of Eq. (2) generalizes
the basis generated via the Lang-Firsov transformation
[41, 53] as it allows for t-dependent modifications of the
rotor state, it neglects dipole–dipole correlations. These
are not expected to limit the applicability of vGH, since
no direct interaction between dipoles appears in Eq. (1).
Thus, only dipole–dipole correlations mediated by the

FIG. 2. (a) Rotor-electron correlation function, Cj(φ), for
j = 1 and j = M = 4, as a function of the electron–rotor
interaction, V0. The electron is fixed at the first site. (b) Av-
erage rotor orientation, 〈φj〉, depending on the electron–rotor
distance and V0 for M = 1024. In both cases B = 10−3t.
(c) Schematic illustration of the ferroelectric orders involved.

electron can take place, which result in small correc-
tions in related polaron models (except for strong cou-
pling) [54]. The applicability of the vGH approximation
has been justified through comparison with exact diago-
nalization for small M [55].

The order emerging in the rotor lattice can be eluci-
dated by considering the rotor–electron correlation func-
tion at distance j, Cj(φ) = |ϕj(φ)|2, as shown in
Fig. 2(a) for a small system with M = 4. In Fig. 2(b)
we provide the average polarization of the rotors, 〈φj〉 =
∫ π

−π dφ φCj(φ) for M = 1024, which is large enough to
achieve convergence towards the M → ∞ limit.

In the case of small B = 10−3t, relevant for HOIP, we
observe the emergence of two distinct interaction regimes.
For V0 < 2t the rotors become strongly polarized towards
the electronic lattice, φ ≈ 0, and an almost perfect fer-
roelectric order emerges (see Fig. 2(a) and the left panel
of Fig. 2(c)). Similarly, Fig. 2(b) shows 〈φj〉 ≈ 0, for
all j within this V0 range. For V0 > 2t, on the other
hand, we observe domain formation in the rotor system,
see Fig. 2(a) and the right panel of Fig. 2(c). The ro-
tors to the left of the electron, M/2 < j ≤ M , polarize
with φ ≈ π/4, while the rotors at 1 ≤ j ≤ M/2 polarize
towards φ ≈ −π/4. Thus, the electron acts as a ferroelec-
tric domain wall, with rotors on each side of the electron
pointing towards it. From Fig. 2(b) we can see that al-
though this rotor ordering is local, it is quite extensive
involving ∼ 50 rotors in each side of the electron. Note
that this change in ferroelectric order with varying V0
is gradual, of typical crossover character [56, 57], as the
rotors neighbouring the electron from either side possess
slightly different average orientations even for V0 < 2t,
see Fig. 2(b).

The interaction dependence of the local ferroelectric
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FIG. 3. (a, b) Polaron energy, E0, for different values of B
as a function of V0. (a) compares the vGH results (solid lines)
with perturbation theory (dashed lines). The dashed line in
(b) is an eye-guide to estimate E0 (see the text). In all cases
M = 1024.

order, Fig. 2, provides an intuitive picture for the role of
molecular dipole moments in the formation of polarons
at ferroelectric domain boundaries, proposed in Ref. [39].
That work suggests that the carriers are confined to and
move along a two-dimensional ferroelectric domain-wall,
whereas the hopping perpendicular to it is much slower
due to the distortion of the inorganic lattice. In our
model this distortion corresponds to a reduced t along
the distortion direction, resulting in an effectively higher
V0/t that can exceed the threshold for formation of fer-
roelectric domain walls, V0 ≈ 2t in one dimension. In
contrast, along the directions where no distortion takes
place, V0/t remains smaller than the threshold, which
stabilizes an almost perfectly polarized rotor state.

The origin of the emerging order can be elucidated
by examining the polaron energy, E0. First, let us
analyze its scaling with V0, Fig. 3(a). For small V0,
the polaron energy follows the pertubative result, E0 =
−2t − V 2

0 /
√

B(B + 4t), independently of B [55]. With
increasing V0, however, the energy of the polaron diverges
from this scaling, with the strongest deviations observed
for smaller B’s. This behavior stems from the break-
down of perturbation theory for V0 > 2

√
Bt, where the

rotor–electron interaction creates a large number of rotor
excitations.

The fact that the ferroelectric dressing of the electron
observed in Fig. 2 takes place beyond the regime of va-
lidity of perturbation theory, implies that it originates
from the collective excitations of the rotor array and their
coupling to the electron. Since the spectrum of rotors is
different from that of harmonic oscillators, the nonper-
turbative physics of the ferroelectric polaron given by
Eq. (1) is fundamentally different from the traditional
models such as the Holstein polaron [41, 58, 59].

The fundamental difference between the B < 10−2t
and B ≈ t regimes is directly observable by comparing
the polaron energies for different B’s near the crossover
point, V0 ∼ 2t, see Fig. 3(b). For B < 10−2t and
V0 < 2t, the polaron energy features an almost linear
decrease, E0 ≈ −2t −

√
2V0, stemming from strong po-

larization of the rotors (φ ≈ 0) in the vicinity of the
electron. This results in the potential energy contribu-

tion ∼ V0[cos(π/4) + cos(−π/4)] = −
√

2V0. For stronger
interactions, V0 > 2t, the polaron energy decreases faster
than ∝ −

√
2V0 due to the domain-wall formation at the

electron positions, which increases the rotor–electron at-
traction. For B ∼ t, the behaviour of the system changes
and the polaron energy decreases quadratically. This is
due to the large amount of energy required to create ro-
tor excitations which hinders their polarization and the
associated potential energy benefit, thereby precluding
the formation of ferroelectric order.

Having discussed the basic properties of the pola-
ronic states based on energetic arguments, let us focus
on their coherence and transport properties and their
relation to HOIP experiments. The polaron size, or,
equivalently, the polaron coherence length, is associated
with the extent of the ferroelectric order in the vicin-
ity of the electron, see also Fig. 2(b). This property
can be expressed through the variance of the rotor angle,

σφ(j) =
[

∫ π

−π
dφ (φ− 〈φj〉)2Cj(φ)

]1/2

, over the variance

of the uniform distribution, σ0 = 2π/
√

12. The value of
σφ(j)/σ0 = 1 corresponds to a uniform density profile,
where the dipoles are unaffected by the electron motion.
The values 0 ≤ σφ(j)/σ0 < 1 correspond to the polariza-
tion of the j-th rotor typical for ferroelectric order.

The localization of ferroelectric order is demonstrated
by the exponential trend of σφ(j)/σ0 which rapidly satu-
rates to unity as rotors far away from the electron remain
not oriented, see Fig. 4(a). For fixed V0, a larger number
of rotors can be excited at smaller B, giving rise to a
more extensive dressing cloud around the electron. In-
versely, for t = B, the polaron is strongly localized in
the vicinity of the electron, j → 0, and thus cannot be
called a large polaron. This is fully consistent with the
energetic arguments presented above, cf. Fig. 3(b), and
is further illustrated in Fig. 4(b). Here we use an ex-
ponential fit, σφ(j)/σ0 = 1 + (σφ(1)/σ0 − 1)e−(j−1)/Mp

for j < M/2, to extract the polaron size Mp. We find
that almost independently of V0, the polaron size grows
as ∝ B−1/2 with decreasing B.

In contrast, for a constant B, the spatial extent of the
polaron depends weakly on V0, see the inset of Fig. 4(a),
especially within the polarized regime, V0 < 2t. This
observation is confirmed by Fig. 4(c), which shows that
Mp is independent of V0 even for very small V0’s. This
can be explained along the lines of perturbation theory:
electron–rotor interactions result in virtual rotor excita-
tions localized in the vicinity of the electron, whose mo-
mentum shifts from q to q′. These excitations are charac-
terized by an energyB and thus a lifetime ∼ ~/B. Conse-
quently, the maximum distance between the electron and
an excitation depends solely on the distribution of avail-
able q′ and the excitation lifetime, both of which are inde-
pendent of V0 controlling the excitation probability. For
V0 > 2t, where the ferroelectric domain wall forms, the
spatial extent of the polaron decreases by a factor of ∼2,
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FIG. 4. (a) Variance of the rotor orientations, σφ(j)/σ0, for different B and V0/t = 0.5. Inset: V0 dependence of σφ(j)/σ0 for
B = 10−3t. (b, c) Polaron size, Mp, derived from exponential fits of σφ(j)/σ0 as a function of (b) B and (c) V0. (d, e) The
ratio of the polaron and free electron effective masses, m∗

p/m
∗

0 for different values of B, as a function of V0. (e) Comparison of
vGH results (solid lines) to perturbation theory (dashed lines). (f) The ratio m∗

p/m
∗

0 as a function of B. The dashed line in
(b) and (f) serves as an eye-guide to estimate the scaling with B. In all cases M = 1024.

see the inset of Fig. 4(a). In this regime, the perturba-
tive argumentation is invalid, since, as argued below, the
electron becomes rigidly attached to its dressing cloud of
rotor excitations. In summary, although the ferroelectric
dressing is found to be large at the level of the unit cell,
its spatial extent, Mp × α ≈ 30 × 5Å ≈ 15 nm, is much
smaller than the observed diffusion lengths of > 1 µm
[60–62]. This implies that the semiclassical treatment of
diffusion lengths, frequently used in the literature [25], is
well justified within our model.

The ferroelectric order crucially affects the polaron
mass, Fig. 4(d). Note that the mass scale for V0 = 0
is m∗

0 = ~
2/(2tα2) ≈ 0.15 me (for α ≈ 5 Å and t ≈ 1 eV

relevant for HOIP). For smaller B, the effective mass
features a strong overall increase. For B < 10−2t the
initial growth of m∗

p = (~2/α2)(∂2Ep/∂q
2)−1 at smaller

V0 is followed by a plateau at V0 ∼ t. This can be ra-
tionalized by considering how m∗

p, scales with B and
V0. From Fig. 4(e) we see that for small V0 the ef-
fective mass increases following the perturbative result,
m∗

p/m
∗
0 = 1 + V 2

0 (B + 2t)/[B(B + 4t)]3/2 [55], and
saturates at larger V0. The saturation of m∗

p can be
thought of as an almost rigid attachment of the ferro-
electric polarization cloud to the electron at strong in-
teractions. For B ∼ t the attachment is precluded by
rapid rotation of the rotors, resulting in no saturation
of m∗

p. The scaling of m∗
p with B, Fig. 4(f), demon-

strates significant deviations from the perturbative re-
sult, m∗

p/m
∗
0 − 1 ∝ B−3/2, in the region where the fer-

roelectric polaron forms, V0 ∼ t ≫ B. The B-scaling is
found to be significantly less steep, m∗

p/m
∗
0 − 1 ∝ B−0.6

for V0 = 0.5t, 4t, and m∗
p/m

∗
0−1 ∝ B−0.5 in the crossover

region V0 = 2t. Importantly, m∗
p is a decreasing function

of B in all of the considered cases.

Thus, although the polaron for V0 < 2t is large, it fea-
tures low but non-negligible mobility, µ ∝ τ/m∗

p, which
is consistent with HOIP experiments [25]. Here, τ cor-

responds to the mean scattering time which is large in
HOIP [63] and is expected to increase due to polaron
screening. Also, we would like to emphasize that the si-
multaneous power-law increase of the polaron size, Mp,
and of its effective mass, m∗

p, with decreasing B, see
Fig. 4(b, f), is the behaviour that sets our model apart
from the well-known Holstein and Fröhlich polarons,
where larger effective masses are associated with smaller
polaron sizes [41, 58, 59, 64] or extremely heavy polarons
with negligible mobilities [46, 47]. This indicates that the
framework of rotor lattices introduced here has the po-
tential to explain the apparently contradicting features
of carrier dynamics in HOIP.

For V0 > 2t, m∗
p grows exponentially with V0, Fig. 4(d),

as a consequence of the reduced mobility due to the do-
main wall co-moving with the electron. This is consis-
tent with strong anisotropy of the effective mass along
vs. perpendicular to the ferroelectric domain wall once
it forms [48–50]. Our results further suggest that the
anisotropy in coherence length is much less pronounced,
see the inset of Fig. 4(a). Thus the study of the relation
between the coherence and mobility anisotropies might
be important for the experimental detections of ferro-
electric polarons.

In conclusion, we proposed a minimal, tractable, and
extendable rotor lattice model describing the formation
of ferroelectric polarons in HOIP [37–39]. The model
captures several observed features of polarons such as
their modest mobility but large coherence length. Fur-
thermore, it provides intuition for the mechanism behind
large polaron formation at ferroelectric domain bound-
aries, proposed in Ref. [39]. Our model lays the ground-
work for realizing a top-down approach to the carrier dy-
namics in HOIP, complementary to the existing density
functional theory studies [17–20]. Possible extensions in-
clude studying the phase diagram of the two-dimensional
lattice system where signatures of carrier localization
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along different directions can be identified. The study
of electron–hole interactions mediated by the rotors can
elucidate the impact of the molecules on the observed
long carrier lifetimes. Moreover, our study suggests an
interesting interplay of mobility inhomogeneity and exci-
ton lifetime which might provide quantitative predictions
for the diffusion length. Different forms of rotor–phonon
coupling Hamiltonians can be accounted for in order to
fully capture the ferroelectric properties of HOIP ma-
terials. In addition, studies that connect the abstract
model parameters with realistic material properties will
be crucial. The possibility of angulon formation affecting
molecular mobility [65–69] and of the halogen-metal hy-
bridization which can introduce polarization of the BX−

6

cages [70, 71] might also be relevant for reliable modeling
of HOIP properties with rotor lattice setups.
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Supplementary Material

Rotor Lattice Model of Ferroelectric Large Polarons

LANG-FIRSOV TRANSFORMATION

The Lang-Firsov transformation has been successfully
used to describe polarons in the Holstein model [S1–S4].
Within the Lang-Firsov transformation one diagonalizes
the Hamiltonian, ĤV0→∞ for t = 0, and then uses the
unitary matrix Û obtained by the diagonalization to ob-
tain the hopping term in the transformed frame. Since
in the case of the Holstein polaron the phonon–electron
interaction has the simple form of a potential gradient,
the operator Û corresponds to a displacement operator
for the phonons and therefore the transformation can be
performed analytically.

In our case, however, ĤV0→∞ yields the Mathieu equa-
tion [S5] and therefore the operator Û has no simple
analytic form. To describe how a pseudo-Lang-Firsov
transformation can be performed in our case, let us as-
sume that that the electron is localized at position j.
This allows us to diagonalize the rotor sector of the
strong-coupling Hamiltonian by solving the correspond-
ing Mathieu and free-rotor equations. Notice that within
its eigenbasis the strong-coupling Hamiltonian reads

ĤV0→∞ =
M
∑

j=1

∞
∑

k=1

ǫk|j〉〈j| ⊗ |Ψrotors
j,k 〉〈Ψrotors

j,k |, (S1)

where, ǫk, |Ψrotors
j,k 〉 are the eigenenergies and eigenstates

of the rotor system respectively. Here we have used
the fact that due to translational invariance ǫk is inde-
pendent of the position of the electron. Furthermore,
the electronic and rotor wavefunctions are in a prod-
uct state but |Ψrotors

j,k 〉 depends on the electron position,
j, since only the dipoles next to the electron interact
with it. The eigenstates of ĤV0→∞ form a complete ba-
sis and thus the identity operator can be expanded as
Î =

∑

j,k |j〉〈j| ⊗ |Ψrotors
j,k 〉〈Ψrotors

j,k |. This allows us to ex-
press the dipole–electron Hamiltonian of Eq. (1) as

Ĥ = − t
∞
∑

j=1

∑

k,l

(

〈Ψrotors
j,k |Ψrotors

j+1,l 〉|j〉〈j + 1|

⊗ |Ψrotors
j,k 〉〈Ψrotors

j+1,l | + h.c.

)

+

∞
∑

j=1

∑

k

ǫk|j〉〈j| ⊗ |Ψrotors
j,k 〉〈Ψrotors

j,k |.

(S2)

By appropriately selecting the many-rotor state indices
k and l and by making use of the translational invari-
ance we can simplify Eq. (S2) further, see Fig. S1. Here,
the indices nk

±1 = 0, 1, . . . parametrize the single parti-
cle eigenstate of the dipoles neighbouring the electron,

|ψM
nk
±1

〉, which solves the corresponding Mathieu equa-

tion. Furthermore, ℓkj = 0,±1, . . ., with j = ±2,±3, . . .,
are the indices of the angular momentum eigenstates,
L̂z|ψAM

ℓk
j

〉 = ℓkj |ψAM
ℓk
j

〉, for the dipoles further that the

neighbouring ones. Note that within this framework
each different many-rotor state k corresponds to a unique
configuration {nk

±1, ℓ
k
±2, ℓ

k
±3, . . . } of the above mentioned

single-rotor states. With these definitions the overlaps of
the many-rotor states contributing to tunneling read

〈Ψrotors
j,k |Ψrotors

j+1,l 〉 =





∏

j′=−2,±3,±4,...

δℓk
j′
ℓl
j′−1





× 〈ψM
nk
−1

|ψAM
ℓl
−2

〉〈ψM
nk
+1

|ψM
nl
−1

〉

× 〈ψAM
ℓk
+1

|ψM
nl
+1

〉 ≡ OR
k,l,

(S3)

which are independent of j and thus translationally in-
variant. Also, OL

kl = 〈Ψrotors
j+1,k|Ψrotors

j,l 〉 = (OR
lk)∗ holds.

By transforming to the momentum basis for the elec-

tron, |q〉 = 1√
M

∑M
j=1 e

i 2πq
M

j |j〉, Eq. (S2) reduces to

Ĥ =
∑M−1

q=0 Ĥq ⊗ |q〉〈q|, with

Ĥq = − t
∑

k,l

(

OR
k,le

i 2πq

M |Ψrotors
k 〉〈Ψrotors

l | + h.c.
)

+
∑

k

ǫk|Ψrotors
k 〉〈Ψrotors

k |,
(S4)

describing the t-dependent effective interactions among
the rotors when the electron lies in a particular |q〉 state.

FIG. S1. Schematic illustration of the dipole-state-dependent
correlated tunneling process described within the pseudo-
Lang-Firsov transformation formalism. Blue empty (filled)
circles label empty (occupied) electron sites. Red circles show
the dipole positions modeled by planar rotors. The arrows
and notation ns, ℓs, show the employed basis type (see legend)
and state for the particular rotor site, s = ±1, . . . ,±M/2.
The tunneling of the electron from site j to j + 1 couples the
states of the rotors within the dashed rectangle while for the
remaining sites ℓ′s−1 = ℓs holds.
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The energy of the k-th many-rotor state is the sum of the
energies of the constituent single-rotor states, namely

ǫk =
B

4

[

fnk
+1

(

2V0
B

)

+ fnk
−1

(

2V0
B

)]

+B

M/2
∑

j=2

[

(

ℓkj
)2

+
(

ℓk−j

)2
]

,

(S5)

with fn(q) given in terms of the Mathieu characteristic
numbers, namely fn(q) = an(q) for even n and fn(q) =
bn(q) for odd n.

For B ≫ t and V0 ∼ B it follows that t≪ ǫk − ǫk′ , for
any k, k′, and the t-mediated interaction does not affect
the state of the rotors to a large degree. Thus the dif-
ferent tunnelling channels |Ψrotors

k 〉 do not interfere with
one another and define different bands of the polaron
with energies εk(q) = ǫk − 2t|OR

kk| cos(2πqM + arg(OR
k,k)).

For small V0 < B, states with nk
±1 6= nk′

±1 but ℓkj = ℓk
′

j

for all j = ±2,±3, . . . are coupled, implying local fluc-
tuations of the rotor state in the vicinity of the electron,
leading to interference of the above mentioned tunnelling
channels. However, the number of such coupled states is
independent of M , and the pseudo-Lang-Firsov approach
can efficiently describe the polaron state.

In contrast, for B ≪ t, which is the relevant case for
applications in perovskites, t ≫ ǫk − ǫk′ holds indepen-
dently of V0 at least in the cases where nk

±1 = nk′

±1 and

M
∑

j=2

[

(ℓkj )2 − (ℓk
′

j )2
]

+
M
∑

j=2

[

(ℓk−j)
2 − (ℓk

′

−j)
2
]

≪ t

B
. (S6)

Therefore, in this case an extensive number of different
|Ψrotors

k 〉 states are strongly coupled by t-dependent effec-
tive interactions, provided that V0 6= 0 and thus OR

kl 6= δkl
hold. Consequently, the description of the system in this
pseudo-Lang-Firsov basis becomes complicated. That is
the main reason for the development of the vGH ansatz
approach allowing for the construction of a Lang-Firsov-
type basis that takes into account the effect of t-mediated
interactions in a variational optimal manner.

PERTURBATIVE TREATMENT OF THE

ROTOR-LATTICE HAMILTONIAN

In order to get an insight into the polaron state let us
now consider the case where V0 is much smaller than the
rest of the system parameters and can thus be treated
perturbatively. To this end, within this section we ap-
ply the Brillouin-Wigner (BW) perturbation theory [S6],
which treatment as we will see below can be used to in-
fer the results of other commonly used theoretical ap-
proaches in polaron physics.

Note that for V0 = 0 the rotational and translational
degrees of freedom decouple and as such we can de-
fine their eigenstates as |m = (m1,m2, ...,mM )〉 and

|k〉, respectively. Here, k denotes the quasimomentum
of the electron. The corresponding eigenenergies are
ǫrot
m

= B
∑M

i=1m
2
i and ǫtrk = −2t cos(k). The interac-

tion Hamiltonian acting here as the perturbation, see also
Eq. (1), reads

ĤI = − V0

M
∑

j=1

â†j âj cos
(

φj +
π

4

)

− V0

M
∑

j=1

â†j âj cos
(

φj−1 −
π

4

)

.

(S7)

Given that all interaction terms appearing in the
rotor-electron interaction Hamiltonian are of the form
â†nâne

±iφj this implies that only the states |k;m〉 and
|k;m ± êj〉, where êj is the unit vector of the j-th axis,
are directly coupled by the interaction. Therefore, within
the second-order BW perturbation theory the wavefunc-
tion expansion reads

|Ψ(k,m)〉 = αk,m|k;m〉

+
∑

k′

M
∑

j=1

(

βk,k′,m,j |k′;m + êj〉

+γk,k′,m,j |k′;m− êj〉
)

,

(S8)

where the wavefunction coefficients ak,m, βk,k′,m,j and
γk,k′,m,j are expressed in terms of the total energy of the
system, E, as

αk,m =
√
Z,

βk,k′,m,j = −
√
Z
〈k′;m + êj |ĤI |k;m〉
ǫtrk′ + ǫrot

m+êj
− E

,

γk,k′,m,j = −
√
Z
〈k′;m− êj |ĤI |k;m〉
ǫtrk′ + ǫrot

m−êj
− E

.

(S9)

Note that the wavefunction renormalization of the per-
turbative state is performed via the insertion of the of
the polaron residue, Z. This factor is calculated by de-
manding that 〈Ψ(k,m)|Ψ(k,m)〉 = 1. The above lead to
the following equation for the polaron energy

E = ǫtrk + ǫrotm − Σk,m(E), (S10)

where Σk,m(E) denotes the so-called self energy of the
system

Σk,m(E) =
∑

k′

M
∑

j=1

( |〈k;m|ĤI |k′;m + êj〉|2
ǫtrk′ + ǫrot

m+êj
− E

+
|〈k;m|ĤI |k′;m− êj〉|2

ǫtrk′ + ǫrot
m−êj

− E

)

.

(S11)

Importantly, Eq. (S10) can also be derived by using
Eq. (S8) as a variational ansatz and minimizing the en-
ergy functional E = 〈Ψ(k,m)|Ĥ|Ψ(k,m)〉, under the
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constraint of normalized |Ψ(k,m)〉. This approach is
commonly referred to as the Chevy ansatz approach [S7]
and has applications in Fermi-polarons emerging in ul-
tracold atomic Fermi gases [S8–S11]. Since Eq. (S10) is
derived within BW perturbation theory, it features, in
principle, multiple solutions corresponding to the ana-
lytic continuation of each of the participating V0 = 0
eigenstates, |k;m〉. In addition, since it can be derived
within the Chevy ansatz, the lowest in energy solution of
Eq. (S10) is an upper bound to the true ground state en-
ergy of the system, corresponding to the polaron. Within
this framework we can identify several polaronic proper-
ties such as the above mentioned residue Z, the polaron
energy Ep = E− ǫtrk = −Σk,0(Ep + ǫtrk ) and the polaronic

effective mass m∗ = (∂
2E

∂k2 )−1.

To proceed note that the matrix elements of ĤI read

〈k′;m + êj|ĤI |k;m〉 =

−V0e
i(k−k′)(j− 1

2 )

M
cos

(

k − k′

2
+
π

4

)

〈k′;m− êj|ĤI |k;m〉 =

−V0e
i(k−k′)(j− 1

2 )

M
cos

(

k − k′

2
− π

4

)

,

(S12)

and consequently, the self energy for m = 0 reads

Σk,0(E) =
V 2
0

M

∑

k′

1

B − E − 2t cosk′

=







− V 2
0√

(B−E)2−4t2
for E > B + 2t,

V 2
0√

(B−E)2−4t2
for E < B − 2t.

(S13)

In the intermediate range B − 2t < E < B + 2t the self-
energy becomes imaginary, indicating that no polaron ex-
ists in this regime. This stems from the extrapolation to
the thermodynamic limit by substituting

∑

k → M
2π

∫

dk.
In this limit, the bands corresponding to the rotor excita-
tions become a continuum of states in the energy interval
B−2t < E < B+2t. Thus any discrete state that couples
to this continuum of excitations becomes exponentially
damped in time explaining its imaginary self-energy.

Having an exact expression for Σk,m(E) we can iden-
tify the minimum of the polaron band. To find the min-
imum of the energy we differentiate E with respect to k
for E < B − 2t, yielding

(

1 +
∂Σk,0

∂E

)

dE

dk
=

dǫtrk
dk

− ∂Σk,0

∂k
. (S14)

Therefore, k = 0 is an extremal point since ∂Σk,0/∂k =
0, dǫtrk /dk = 0 and ∂Σk,0/∂E > 0. Using the above and
by differentiating once more with k we find

(

1 +
∂Σk,0

∂E

)

d2E

dk2
=

d2ǫtrk
dk2

. (S15)

FIG. S2. (a, b) Comparison of the polaron energy, E0,
obtained by the vGH approach and Brillouin-Wigner and
Reileigh-Schrödinger perturbation theory for different values
of B as a function of V0. The vGH results correspond to
M = 1024, while perturbation theory refers to M → ∞.

Thus, we conclude that k = 0 is the minimum of the
polaron band for all values of B, V0 and t > 0.

The above allows us to evaluate the polaron character-
istics by focussing on k = 0. First, the polaron energy is
the lowest in energy solution of the algebraic equation

Ep = − V 2
0

√

(B + 2t− Ep)2 − 4t2
. (S16)

Which up to fourth order in V0 yields

Ep = − V 2
0

√

B(B + 4t)
+

B + 2t

B2(B + 4t)2
V 4
0 +O(V 6

0 ). (S17)

By substituting E = ǫtrk in the right hand size of Eq. (S10)
it can be shown that the above expansion up to order
∝ V 2

0 agrees with the second-order Reileigh-Schrödinger
perturbation theory. For this reason we employ Ep =

−V 2
0 /

√

B(B + 4t) as a proxy of the perturbative re-
sult in the main text. Note that here by employing
Eq. (S16) it can be proven that within the Chevy ansatz
Ep + V 2

0 /
√

B(B + 4t) > 0 holds for all values of the pa-
rameters B, V0 and t. In addition, explicit numerical
solutions of Eq. (S16), see Fig. S2, show that the vGH
value of Ep is always significantly smaller than the Chevy
ansatz result demonstrating that the vGH approach is a
significant improvement to the Chevy ansatz.

Nevertheless, Eq. (S17) indicates that the characteris-
tic interaction scale obtained via BW perturbation the-
ory is V0/

√

B(B + 4t). Indeed, it can be seen that the
vGH results presented in the main text begin to deviate
when this dimensionless scale becomes of order ∼ 1. Fi-
nally, let us derive the value of the effective mass within
the above-mentioned perturbation theories. Within BW
perturbation theory/Chevy ansatz the effective mass is a
function of the polaron energy, Ep

m∗
p

m∗ = 1 − B + 2t− Ep

V 4
0

E3
p . (S18)
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And thus a substitution of Eq. (S17) to Eq. (S18) yields
up to fourth order in V0

m∗
p

mp
=1 +

B + 2t

[B(B + 4t)]3/2
V 2
0

− 2(B2 + 4Bt+ 6t2)

B3(B + 4t)3
V 4
0 + O(V 6

0 ).

(S19)

The same evaluation within the Reileigh-Schrödinger
perturbation theory results to

m∗
p

mp
=1 +

2t

[B(B + 4t)]3/2
V 2
0 + O(V 4

0 ). (S20)

Therefore, the results for the effective mass agree up to
quadratic order for B ≪ t. In the main text, though, we
employ m∗

p/mp = 1 + (B + 2t)V 2
0 /[B(B + 4t)]3/2 as the

perturbative result we compare with with vGH since it
provides improved agreement even in the case of B = t.

DETAILS ON THE VGH APPROACH

The vGH equations of motion

To variationally evaluate the polaron ground-state
and to get insight into the linear-response dynam-
ics of the rotor lattice model described by Eq. (1)
we resort to the Dirac-Frenkel variational formalism,
E[ϕ1(φ; τ), . . . , ϕM (φ; τ)] = 〈Ψ(τ)|Ĥ − ∂

∂τ |Ψ(τ)〉 [S12,
S13]. The Dirac-Frenkel variational principle is a time-
dependent variational technique, widely employed in
quantum chemistry (see e.g. [S14]), that allows the dy-
namical explorations of complex systems in a variation-
ally optimal manner in addition to their ground state
properties. Note that we have chosen the Dirac-Frenkel
variational principle solely based on the fact that our
analysis becomes more transparent. Indeed, it can be
shown that our variationally obtained equations of mo-
tion can be obtained by the Langrangian [S15, S16] or
McLachlan [S17] variational principles. This is a con-
sequence of the fact that the Gross-Hartree ansatz of
Eq. (2) is a linear combination of Hartree products and
therefore it defines an analytic function, namely a linear
combination of exponentials, due to the Thouless theo-
rem [S18, S19].

The energy functional stemming from the Gross-

Hartree ansatz reads

E[ϕ1(φ; τ), . . . , ϕM (φ; τ)] =

−t
(

ei
2πq

M

M
∏

j=1

∫

dφ ϕ∗
j+1(φ; τ)ϕj(φ; τ)

+e−i 2πq

M

M
∏

j=1

∫

dφ ϕ∗
j (φ; τ)ϕj+1(φ; τ)

)

−B
M
∑

j=1

∫

dφ ϕ∗
j (φ; τ)

∂2

∂φ2
ϕj(φ; τ)

−i~
M
∑

j=1

∫

dφ ϕ∗
j (φ; τ)

∂

∂τ
ϕj(φ; τ)

+V0

[ ∫

dφ cos
(

φ+
π

4

)

|ϕ1(φ; τ)|2

+

∫

dφ cos
(

φ− π

4

)

|ϕM (φ; τ)|2
]

+

M
∑

j=1

λj(τ)

(

1 −
∫

dφ |ϕj(φ; τ)|2
)

,

(S21)

with λj referring to the Lagrange multipliers ensuring the
normalization of ϕj(φ; τ).

The equations of motion are obtained via varying
E[ϕ1(φ; τ), . . . , ϕM (φ; τ)] with respect to ϕ∗

j (φ; τ) and
read

i~
∂

∂τ
ϕj(φ; τ) = (Ĥj − λj(τ))ϕj(φ; τ)

− tei
2πq

M TjL(τ)ϕj−1(φ; τ)

− te−i 2πq

M TjR(τ)ϕj+1(φ; τ),

(S22)

where Ĥj = −B ∂2

∂φ2 + δj1V0 cos
(

φ+ π
4

)

+

δjMV0 cos
(

φ− π
4

)

and the non-linearity of the
above-equations stems from the mean-field tunnel-
ing couplings TjL(τ) =

∏

k 6=j

∫

dφ ϕ∗
k(φ; τ)ϕk−1(φ; τ),

TjR(τ) =
∏

k 6=j

∫

dφ ϕ∗
k(φ; τ)ϕk+1(φ; τ) which are

analogous to the OR
k,l appearing in the Lang-Firsov

formalism, see Eq. (S3). Finally, in order to calculate
the Langrange coefficients we demand that the ϕj(φ; t)
functions remain normalized and employ the fact that
the Hamiltonian is Hermitian to obtain

λj(τ) =

∫

dφ ϕ∗
j (φ; τ)Ĥjϕj(φ; τ)

− t
(

ei
2πq

M TL(τ) + e−i 2πq

M TR(τ)
)

,

(S23)

where TL(τ) =
∏M

k=1

∫

dφ ϕ∗
k(φ; τ)ϕk−1(φ; τ) and

TR(τ) =
∏M

k=1

∫

dφ ϕ∗
k(φ; τ)ϕk+1(φ; τ). The above ex-

pression implies that λj(t) is always real, and thus even
if the λj(τ)ϕj(φ; τ) term of Eq. (S22) is neglected, the
magnitude of the single rotors states is conserved, since

d

dτ

[∫

dφ |ϕj(φ; τ)|2
]

=
2

~
I(λj(τ)) = 0. (S24)
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Therefore the Lagrange multipliers are not per se needed
for dynamical investigations, e.g. to study polaron dy-
namics.

However, herewith we are mainly interested in the
ground state properties of the system, which can be
calculated by imaginary time propagation. Within this
approach we perform the transformation τ → −iτ in
Eq. (S22) resulting in a diffusion equation. This equation
has an important property that the energy of the prop-
agated state monotonically decreases in time according
to ∼ e−(E(τ)−E0)τ , where E0 is the true ground state en-
ergy, and therefore the ground state is obtained in the
limit of τ → ∞. In our implementation we perform fi-
nite imaginary time propagation up to the point that the
right-hand side of Eq. (S22) is smaller than a tolerance of
10−12B, thus ensuring that the final state is stationary
with a confidence comparable to the machine error.

Comparison with exact diagonalization for small

systems

As discussed in the main text, the vGH ansatz of
Eq. (2), neglects dipole–dipole correlations stemming
from the effective rotor–rotor interactions due to elec-
tron tunnelling. We expect that these corrections are
small and such they do not significantly affect the behav-
ior of the system. Accounting for such correlations is a
non-trivial task, as they involve multiple configurations
of rotor states. In the absence of approximations, i.e.
within exact diagonalization (ED), there are MM such
different configurations, where M is the number of single-
rotor states considered. To ensure the convergence of the
ED, M should be large enough so that the observables
of interest become independent of its increase. This im-
plies an exponential increase of the numerical complexity
with the system size, and consequently the ED treatment
is computationally prohibitive for large M . Therefore, to
obtain a numerical estimate of the error in the vGH re-
sults due to neglecting these correlations, we have to rely
on small systems where ED is feasible.

In particular, for our ED calculations we used M = 21
resulting in 194481 and 85776121 rotor configurations for
M = 4 and M = 6 respectively. The individual single-
rotor states correspond to the eigenstates of the L̂z op-
erator, with eigenvalues |ℓz| < (M− 1)/2. This choice of
the many-rotor basis is sufficient for the ED energies to
converge at the 10−5 level.

The percentile deviation of the vGH and ED ground
state energies, (EvGH −EED)/|EED| is shown in Fig. S3.
Here it is verified that the energy contribution of the
rotor-rotor correlations is indeed small, lying in the few
% range. In particular, we observe that the deviation
is the largest in the interaction regime where the fer-
roelectric domain-wall forms, V0 > 2t. In this regime
(EvGH − EED)/|EED| additionally exhibits an increas-

FIG. S3. Percentage deviation of the ground state energy
within the ED and vGH approaches, (EvGH−EED)/|EED|, as
a function of V0 for (a) M = 4 and (b) M = 6 for different
B/t (see legend).

FIG. S4. Rotor–electron correlation functions, Cj(φ), with
j = 1, . . . ,M (see row labels) as a function of V0 within the
exact diagonalization (left column) and vGH (right column)
approaches. In both cases a small system with M = 4 and
B = 10−3t is considered.

ing tendency with decreasing B. In contrast, the rotor-
rotor correlations seem to become less significant as B
decreases for interactions supporting the polarized state,
V0 < 2t. Our results further suggest that the correla-
tion corrections become less pronounced for increasing
M , compare Fig. S3(a) and Fig. S3(b), provided that
B < 10−2.

To demonstrate that our results are robust to the in-
clusion of rotor-rotor correlations Fig. S4 compares Cj(φ)
within ED and vGH. The behavior of Cj(φ) for the differ-
ent approaches is nearly identical qualitatively, but there
are a few notable quantitative differences. In particular,
while both approaches capture the crossover from the al-
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most perfectly ferroelectrically polarized to the domain-
wall state, the threshold shifts to a lower V0 value within
ED. In addition, within the V0 > 2t where the domain-
wall forms, vGH shows significantly larger values of C2(φ)
and C3(φ) than ED for φ = π/4 and φ = −π/4 respec-
tively. The above indicates that the overlap of adjacent
rotors decreases when accounting for rotor-rotor correla-
tions, which can be associated with a reduction of the
mean-field tunneling integrals TjL and TjR. Therefore,
rotor–rotor correlations might induce further increase of
the polaron effective mass when the domain wall forms.

In conclusion, rotor–rotor interactions do not substan-
tially alter the polaron state, however, properly account-
ing for them might be beneficial for obtaining high-
accuracy predictions for the polaronic properties.
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