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W e investigate electron-phonon coupling in m any-electron system s using dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory in com bination with the num ericalrenorm alization group. This non-perturbative m ethod

reveals signi�cant precursor e�ects to the gap form ation at interm ediate coupling strengths. The

em ergenceofa softphonon m odeand very strong lattice
uctuationscan beunderstood in term sof

K ondo-like physicsdue to the developm entofa double-wellstructure in the e�ective potentialfor

the ions.

Despitethem anyyearsofstudyoftheelectron-phonon

interaction in m etallic system s,there rem ain fundam en-

talproblem s that have yet to be resolved;particularly

in the strong-coupling regim e and in conjunction with

strong electron-electron interactions.A solution to these

problem swillberequired tounderstand fully phenom ena

such asthecolossalm agnetoresistancee� ectin m angan-

ites [1]. Also in the m etallic alkaline-doped C60-based

com pounds,high criticalsuperconducting tem peratures

have been observed [2]. These m aterials are known to

havestrong electron-phonon and electron-electron inter-

actions [2]. Recent photoem ission experim ents indicate

strong electron-phonon coupling in the cuprate high-

tem perature superconductors [3]. There is a clearneed

oftheoreticaltechniquesto tackle these problem sin the

strong-coupling regim e.

Although electron-phonon problem s involving one or

few electronscan be solved to very high accuracy [4,5],

so far there are no com parably accurate approachesfor

the m any-electron case relevantto m etallic system s. In

thisletterwe study the sim plestrealization ofelectron-

phonon coupling:TheHolstein m odelwith � niteelectron

density describesthe coupling ofEinstein (LO )phonons

tothedensityofelectronsofanon-degenerateconduction

band:
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No generalexactsolution ofthism odelisknown forsys-

tem s with � nite electron density, even in the lim it of

in� nite spatialdim ensions (d = 1 ). This lim it takes

localquantum 
 uctuations fully into account and has

proved to be a powerfultoolin understanding strongly

correlated system s[6,7]. Although exactly solvable for

d = 1 , the case of a single electron in the band [5]

is physically very di� erent from the m any-electron case

since no electron-electron pairing (bipolaron form ation,

superconductivity etc.) can occur. Another,m ore in-

structive lim iting case is the static lim it !0 = 0,where

thephononsarereplaced by a staticdisplacem entofthe

lattice (’static’or ’classical’approxim ation). Extensive

calculationsin thislim itford = 1 havebeen presented

in Ref. 8. However, it is im m ediately clear that this

static lim it neglects allpossible e� ects stem m ing from

thequantum natureofthelatticeexcitations.In theop-

positelim itof!0 ! 1 thelatticereactsinstantaneously

to the state ofthe electrons. Here,the Holstein m odel

can be m apped onto a non-retarded attractive Hubbard

m odel[9] by integrating out the phonons. The Hub-

bard m odelhas been intensively studied,and m uch re-

centprogresshasbeen based on using the d = 1 lim it.

Although the large-!0 lim itisnotphysically relevant,it

is stilla usefulpoint ofreference for getting an overall

understanding ofthe physicsofthe m odel. O fphysical

concern forapplicationsare relatively sm allphonon fre-

quenciesofthe orderof!0 � 0:01W � 0:2W (W is the

width ofthe electron band).In thisregim e,the M igdal-

Eliashberg diagram m atic approach has been used [10].

The m ain feature ofthisapproach isthe neglectofver-

tex corrections. A su� cientcriterion forits application

is usually !0=W � 1. However,at least for half-� lling

there isevidence thatthisapproach breaksdown forin-

term ediatecoupling strengthsg [10,11].Therehavealso

been anum berofperturbativeschem esgoingbeyond the

M igdal-Eliashberg approach and including som e vertex

corrections[9,12,13,14].

In thedynam icalm ean-�eld theory (DM FT)a lattice-

m odelism apped ontoan associatedim puritym odel.The

param etersofthe associated im purity m odelarerelated

to the G reen’s function ofthe lattice m odelby a self-

consistency condition. This m apping becom es exact in

the lim it ofin� nite spatialdim ensions (d = 1 ). The

m ethod isdescribed in detailin Ref.7.O ne ofthe m ost

precise techniques for solving the associated im purity

m odelfor low tem peratures is the num ericalrenorm al-

ization group (NRG )[15,16,17].Itiscapableofresolving

very low energy scales,and givesinform ation aboutthe

excitation spectrum overthewholereal-energyaxis.The

com bination ofDM FT and NRG has helped to solve a

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206366v1
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FIG .1: Electronic spectraldensity �(!)= � 1
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from the D M FT-NRG calculation for !0 = 0:05 and various

coupling strengthsg.

num berofopen questionsregarding the M otttransition

in theHubbard m odel[7,18,19].Theapplication ofthe

DM FT to theHolstein m odel(1)leadsto theAnderson-

Holstein im purity m odel,which isessentially an Ander-

son m odel with additionalcoupling of a localphonon

m ode to the im purity site:
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An extensive study and discussion ofthis m odelis pre-

sented in Ref.20,which also givesdetailsofthegeneral-

ization ofthe NRG to thissituation [21]. In thisletter,

we presentand discussresultsobtained forthe (lattice)

Holstein m odel(1) using the NRG in conjunction with

the DM FT.

W e calculatethe single-electron spectralfunction self-

consistently within the DM FT approach. The local

phonon propagator d(!) = hhbi;b
y

iii for the Holstein

m odelaswellasspin-and chargesusceptibilitiesforthe

associated im purity m odelcan easily beobtained by this

m ethod. The phonon propagator d(!) can also be cal-

culated from the charge susceptibility of the im purity

m odel:

d(!)= d0(!)+ g
2
d0(!)

2
�c(!); (3)

whered0(!)= (! � !0 + i0+ )�1 isthe phonon propaga-

tor for g = 0,and �c(!) is the charge susceptibility of

the associated im purity m odel. Another frequently dis-

cussed phonon propagator,D (!)= hh(bi+ b
y

i);(bi+ b
y

i)ii

can becalculated by a sim ilarform ula,which isobtained

by replacing d0(!)by D 0(!)= 2!0=(!
2 � !20 + i0+ )in

Eq.(3).
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asfunc-

tion ofg from theNRG and theM igdal-Eliashberg (M E)cal-

culation

In the following num ericalresults, we chose for the

uncorrelated system (g = 0) a sem ielliptic density of

states for the conduction band. Its width W = 1 de-

� nes the energy unit used throughout this paper. W e

only consider the particle-hole sym m etric case and, in

analogy to theM ott-transition in the Hubbard m odelin

d = 1 , suppress long-range order, which corresponds

to suppressing anti-ferrom agnetic orderin the Hubbard

m odel.Unlessotherwise noted,the phonon frequency is

taken to be !0 = 0:05. Allcalculationswere perform ed

for T = 0, but our m ethod can be extended to � nite

tem peratures[19].

In Fig.1,theelectronicspectralfunction isplotted for

variousvaluesofg with !0 = 0:05.Forweak coupling,a

sm allfeatureem ergesattheFerm ienergy (! = 0).W ith

increasing g,thispeak becom esnarrowerand m orepro-

nounced. Thisbehaviourisqualitatively sim ilarto that

found within theM igdal-Eliashberg (M E)approach [10],

the quantitative di� erence isthe enhanced narrowing in

the NRG calculations.

Atinterm ediate coupling,the centralfeature becom es

very narrow,and two broad peaksem ergeaboveand be-

low the Ferm ienergy. These are entirely absent in the

M E approach.Atsom e criticalcoupling gc � 0:099,the

centralpeak disappearsand agap opensbetween thetwo

upper and lowerbands [22]. For allg < gc,the system

is a Ferm iliquid with Im � (!) � !2 for sm allenergies.

Thism anifestsitselfin Fig.1 in thepinning ofthespec-

tralfunction atthe Ferm ienergy.

The quasiparticle weight Z = (1 �
@� (!)

@!
j!= 0)

�1 is

shown in Fig.2 as obtained within the NRG and the

M E calculation.In both cases,Z decreaseswith increas-

ing g. Up to g � 0:05 both linescoincide,butthen the

NRG curvedecreasesfaster.TheM E calculation breaks

down beforeZ reaches0:1.

W e take a closer look at the large !0 lim it in Fig.3,

where the electronic spectralfunction for !0 = 1 and

3 are plotted for three values ofg wellbelow,close to,

and above gc.The two broad bandsdiscussed above for

!0 = 0:05 split now into two each. For !0 = 3, the
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FIG .3:Electronicspectralfunction asin Fig.1,butforlarger

!0 = 1 and 3. The valuesofg are given in unitsofgc which

isgc = 0:69 (1:48)for!0 = 1 (3).

higher-energy onesarenotvisible any m oreon the plot-

ted scale. These bands are m ultiphonon bands and are

shifted approxim ately by !0.The lower-energy onesare

bipolaron bands located at the bipolaron binding energy

� = 2g2=!0. The weightofthe m ultiphonon bandsvan-

isheswith increasing!0 [20],and forsu� ciently large!0,

they can be neglected. The rem aining excitation spec-

trum correspondsto thatofan attractiveHubbard band

where the e� ective interaction jU j= � corresponds to

the bipolaron binding energy.

The M ott m etal-insulator transition in the Hubbard

m odelshowsa param eterregim e with Uc1 < U < Uc =

Uc2 wherem etallicand insulatingsolutionsco-exist(’hys-

teresis’).Forlarge!0,thee� ectivejUc1;2j= 2g2c1;2=!0 of

the Holstein m odelcoincidewith the valuesknown from

the Hubbard m odel[18]. For sm aller!0,the hysteresis

region shrinks,and � nally,for!0 = 0:05 no hysteresisis

detectable (gc1 = gc2).

To gain further insight into the results presented so

far,let us look atthe m ean-� eld solution ofm odel(1).

The classical� eld x is self-consistently determ ined as

x = 1
p
2!0

hb+ byi= �

q
2

!0

g

!0

h
P

�
(n� �

1

2
)i.Forsm allg

the excitation spectra rem ain unchanged from the g = 0

casesinceanye� ectsofthedistortionarecancelledoutby

a changein thechem icalpotential.Thesystem becom es

unstabletowardscharge-orderatacriticalcouplingg
(m f)
c

which for!0 = 0:05 isg
(m f)
c = 0:085.Ifone (arti� cially)

restoresthe sym m etry,one obtainsan electronic excita-

tion spectrum consistingof2peaksshifted bygxm f above

and below theFerm ienergy.Theself-consistently calcu-
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uctuations ĥx
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2
iforNRG and M igdal-

Eliashberg (M E) calculation. Additionally the value ofx
2
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asobtained within them ean-�eld calculation isplotted using

a thick dotted line. The thin dotted line shows the lim iting

behaviourofx
2

m f forlarge g,2
g
2

! 3

0

.

lated valuesofx2
m f

areshown in Fig.4 togetherwith the

asym ptoticbehaviourforlargeg,x2
m f

! 2g2=!30.

Thisbehaviourcan be explained by thinking in term s

ofan e� ectivepotentialfortheionsV (x).Forg < g
(m f)
c ,

the V (x)isa sim ple harm onic potential. Forg > g
(m f)
c ,

it changes into a double-wellstructure with m inim a at

x1;2 = � gxm f. In the m ean-� eld approxim ation no 
 uc-

tuationsbetween thesem inim aoccur.Togobeyond this,

one needs to include these lattice 
 uctuations between

the two m inim a,which hasbeen considered in Ref.12.

Them agnitudeofthelattice
 uctuations,ĥx2� ĥxi2iis

plotted in Fig.4.W ithin theNRG calculation,thisquan-

tity has a clear m axim um at a value g� (< gc). At gc,

the 
 uctuations are already signi� cantly reduced. The

m axim um occurs in the crossoverregion from a single-

to the double-wellpotential,where the e� ective poten-

tialis broad and shallow. The potentialbarrier then

growsrapidly with increasing g.Thecorresponding 
 uc-

tuationsin the M E calculation arealwayssm all.

Figure 5 shows the phonon propagator Im d(!) both

forthe M igdal-Eliashberg and the DM FT-NRG calcula-

tion.Thetwom ethodsgivecom pletelydi� erentpictures.

In the M E approach,the phonon propagator,which for

g = 0 consistsofa peak at! = !0,rem ainsa singlepeak

which softenswith increasing coupling strength.In con-

trastto that,the NRG resultshowsthatthe m ain peak

at! = !0 broadens,butrem ainsessentiallyunshifted.In

addition,a second phonon m odeappearsatlowerenergy

with increasing coupling strength. As g approaches gc
thism odesoftensand divergesatg = gc.In the insulat-

ing phase,only thepeak at! = !0 rem ainsand narrows.

Thisbehaviourin theinsulating phaseisto be expected

astheopening ofthegap inhibitsany broadening dueto

electron-holeexcitations.

Closerinspection ofFigs.4 and 5 showsthatthe soft

phonon m ode developsforg � g�,corresponding to the

m axim um in ĥx2 � ĥxi2i. Thissoftm ode thuscoincides
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FIG .5:Phonon propagator�(!)= �
1

�
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and variouscoupling strengthsg.Theupperpanelshowsthe
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with the build-up ofthe potentialbarrier in the e� ec-

tive potentialofthe phonons. From Eq.(3) it follows

directly that the phonon propagator is closely related

to the charge susceptibility of the associated im purity

m odel. The peak in Im d(!) has its equivalence in the

low-energypeakof�c.Theexistenceofsuchalow-energy

peak can beexpected asfollowsfrom them apping ofthe

Holstein onto an attractive Hubbard m odel. As noted

before,thephysicsoftheattractiveHubbard m odelcor-

respond exactly to those ofa repulsive Hubbard m odel

with the spin-and charge-channelsexchanged. And the

lattershould havea low-energy peak in the spin suscep-

tibility dueto the K ondo physicsofitsassociated im pu-

rity m odel. The physics ofthe gap form ation,and its

precursor regim e in the Holstein m odelare thus dom i-

nated by m any-body physics.The low-energy feature in

the phonon propagatorhasnotbeen predicted before.

In thisletterwe havepresented the application ofthe

dynam icalm ean-� eld theory in com bination with thenu-

m ericalrenorm alization group to the Holstein m odelat

half-� lling. This m ethod can be applied to essentially

allparam eterregionsofthe m odel. W e studied the gap

form ation forsm alland large phonon frequencies. G en-

erally, the gap form ation has precursor e� ects due to

m any-body ’K ondo-like’physics:very stronglattice
 uc-

tuationsindicateform ation ofa double-wellpotentialfor

theions,and a softphonon m odeem ergesdueto 
 uctu-

ationsbetween thetwo statesofthesystem .Itm ightbe

possible to observe itexperim entally. The fram ework of

ourm ethod can beextended to contain otherlocalinter-

actionssuch aselectron-electron interaction ofHubbard-

type to describe fullerides,orspin-exchangeinteractions

asused to describethe m anganites.
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