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A bstract

The two-site two-electron Holstein m odelis studied within a perturbation m ethod

based on a variational phonon basis obtained through the m odi� ed Lang-Firsov

(M LF) transform ation. The ground-state wave function and the energy are found

outconsidering up to theseventh and eighth orderofperturbation,respectively.The

convergence ofthe perturbation corrections to the ground state energy as wellas

to the correlation functions are investigated. The kinetic energy and the correla-

tion functionsinvolving charge and latticedeform ationsarestudied asa function of

electron-phonon (e-ph)couplingand electron-electron interactionsfordi� erentvalues

ofadiabaticity param eter.Thesim ultaneouse� ectofthee-ph couplingand Coulom b

repulsion on thekineticenergy showsinteresting features.

1. Introduction

TheHolsteinm odel[1]isoneofthefundam entalm odelsdescribingtheinteractions

ofconduction electrons with lattice vibrations and has been studied widely for a

1 e-m ail:m oon@ cm p.saha.ernet.in

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210607v2


long tim e using di� erentanalyticaland num ericalm ethods. However,conventional

analyticalm ethodsbased on variationaland perturbation approach are found to be

m uch lesssatisfactory than the num ericalm ethods;particularly in a wide region of

interm ediatevaluesofelectron-phonon (e-ph)couplingand hopping.Theim portance

ofa reliable analyticalapproach is crucialdue to the failure ofstandard analytical

approxim ations on the Holstein m odel;the M igdalapproxim ation [2]is valid fora

weakly coupled adiabaticsystem ,whiletheLang-Firsov canonicaltransform ation [3]

could notbesuitablefarfrom thenonadiabaticlim itand strong coupling lim it.The

failureofthestandard analyticaltechniquesin theinterm ediaterangeofcouplinghas

been observed by m any workers[4]whilecom paring with exactresults.Recently we

[5]developed aperturbativeexpansion usingdi� erentphonon basesobtained through

theLF,M LF and M LF with squeezing (M LFS)transform ationsfora two-sitesingle

electron Holstein m odel.W efound thattheperturbation correctionswithin theM LF

and M LFS m ethods are m uch sm aller than the corresponding LF values for weak

and interm ediatecouplings.TheM LF m ethod showsa very satisfactory convergence

in perturbation expansion and isable to produce alm ostexactresultsforthe entire

region ofthee-ph coupling from weak to interm ediatevaluesofhopping.

Ouraim istoextend theapplicability ofourapproach,developed forasingleelec-

tron system ,to a m any-electron system .To exam inethatwhetherthisperturbation

m ethod based on M LF phonon basis works wellor not with increasing num ber of

electronsand in presenceofelectron-electron (e-e)interaction,weconsidera two-site

two-electron Holstein m odelwhich isthe m inim alm odelto investigate the e� ectof

e-einteraction on thepolaronicpropertiesand thecom bined e� ectsoftheelectronic

correlation and thee-ph couplingon thekineticenergy ofthesystem .Itm ay bem en-

tioned thatthe polaron crossoverhasbeen studied in two-site and four-sitesystem s

in presence ofe-e interaction by di� erent groups [6,7,8]with the Holstein m odel

previously. But m ost ofthe studies were done at the zero phonon approxim ation

levelwith M LF or M LFS transform ed Ham iltonian. However,the com bined e� ect

ofe-e interaction and e-ph interaction on the kinetic energy hasnotbeen properly

studied and thisisthem ain m otivation ofthepresentstudy.

In our study,we have developed a perturbation series using the M LF phonon

basisand exam ined theconvergenceby com paringcontributionsofdi� erentordersof

perturbation to the energy and the correlation functionsforthe ground state. The

variation ofdi� erent correlation functions involving charge and lattice deform ation

and thekineticenergy ofthesystem with e-ph coupling arepresented and discussed

fordi� erentvaluesofadiabaticity param etersand Coulom b repulsion.
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2. M odelH am iltonian and form alism

Thetwo-sitetwo-electron Holstein Ham iltonian is

H =
X

i;�

�ni� �
X

�

t(c
y

1�c2� + c
y

2�c1�)+ U
X

i

ni"ni# + V n1n2

+ g1!0
X

i;�

ni�(bi+ b
y

i)+ g2!0
X

i;�

ni�(bi+ � + b
y

i+ �)+ !0
X

i

b
y

ibi (1)

wherei=1 or2,denotesthesites.ci� (c
y

i�)istheannihilation (creation)operatorfor

theelectron with spin � atsiteiand ni� (=c
y

i�ci�)isthecorresponding num beroper-

ator,g1 and g2 denote,respectively,theon-siteand inter-sitee-ph couplingstrengths.

tisthe usualhopping integral.bi (b
y

i)istheannihilation (creation)operatorforthe

phononscorrespondingtointeratom icvibrationsatsitei,!0 isthephonon frequency,

U and V are,respectively,the on-site and inter-site Coulom b repulsion between the

electrons.

Introducing new phonon operatorsa = (b1 + b2)=
p
2 and d = (b1 � b2)=

p
2 the

Ham iltonian isseparated into two parts(H = H d + H
a
)[5]:

H d =
X

i;�

�ni;� �
X

�

t(c
y

1�c2� + c
y

2�c1�)+ U
X

i

ni"ni# + V n1n2

+ !0g� (n1 � n2)(d+ d
y)+ !0d

y
d (2)

and

H
a
= !0~a

y~a� !0n
2
g
2

+ (3)

whereg+ = (g1+ g2)=
p
2,g� = (g1� g2)=

p
2,~a = a+ ng+ ,~a

y = ay+ ng+ ,n = n1+ n2
and ni= ni" + ni#.

H
a
describes a shifted oscillator which couples only with the totalnum ber of

electrons n,which is a constant ofm otion. H d represents an e� ective e-ph system

where phononsdirectly couple with the electronic degreesoffreedom . W e now use

the M LF transform ation where the lattice deform ations produced by the electron

are treated asvariationalparam eters[7,9,10]. Forthe presentsystem the relevant

transform ation is,
~H d = e

R
H de

� R (4)

whereR = �(n1� n2)(d
y� d),� isavariationalparam eterrelated tothedisplacem ent

ofthed oscillator.
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Thetransform ed Ham iltonian isthen obtained as[7]

~H d = !0d
y
d+

X

i;�

�pni� �
X

�

t[c
y

1�c2� exp(2�(d
y
� d))+ c

y

2�c1� exp(�2�(d
y
� d))]

+ !0(g� � �)(n1 � n2)(d+ d
y)+ Ue

X

i

ni"ni# + Ve n1n2 (5)

where

�p = � � !0(2g� � �)� (6)

Ue = U � 2!0(2g� � �)� (7)

Ve = V + 2!0(2g� � �)� (8)

Forthetwo-sitetwo-electron system therearesix electronicstatesofwhich three

belong to thetripletstatesasfollows:

j T1i = c
y

1"c
y

2"j0ie (9)

j T2i =
1
p
2
(c

y

1"c
y

2# + c
y

1#c
y

2")j0ie (10)

j T3i = c
y

1#c
y

2#j0ie (11)

and otherthreestatesaresingletasgiven below:

j 1i =
1
p
2
(c

y

1"c
y

1# � c
y

2"c
y

2#)j0ie (12)

j 2i =
1
p
2
(c

y

1"c
y

1# + c
y

2"c
y

2#)j0ie (13)

j 3i =
1
p
2
(c

y

1"c
y

2# � c
y

1#c
y

2")j0ie (14)

The triplet states do not m ix with each other or couple with the d-oscillator.

In the following we willonly consider the singlet states and the d-oscillator which

are m utually coupled through the o� -diagonalterm s ofthe Ham iltonian (5). For

a perturbation m ethod it is desirable to use a basis where the m ajor part ofthe

Ham iltonian becom es diagonal. For this purpose we choose the basis set j + ;N i,

j 1;N iand j � ;N ide� ned as

j + ;N i =
1

q

a2N + b2N

(aN j 2i+ bN j 3i)jN i (15)

4



j 1;N i = j 1ijN i (16)

j � ;N i =
1

q

a2N + b2N

(aN j 3i� bN j 2i)jN i (17)

where j + i,j 1iand j � irepresentthebonding,nonbonding and antibonding elec-

tronic states,respectively and jN i denotes the N th excited oscillator state in the

M LF phonon basiswhereN takesintegervaluesfrom 0 to 1 .

HereaN = �(Ue � Ve)+
q

(Ue � Ve)
2 + 16t2e(N ;N )and bN = 4te(N ;N ).

wherete(N ;N )= te
P N

p= 1(�1)
p(2�)

2p

p!
N C p

,N C p
= N !

p!(N � p)!
,

and te = texp(�2�2).

Thehoppingterm in Eq.(5)hasboth diagonaland o� diagonalm atrixelem entsin

thechosen basis(Eqs.15-17).Thestatesj e;N i(fore= +;1;�)aretheeigenstates

oftheunperturbed Ham iltonian

~H 0 = !0d
y
d+

X

i

�pni�
X

�

te F(d
y
d)[c

y

1�c2� + c
y

2�c1�]

+ Ue

X

i

ni"ni# + Ve n1n2 (18)

Itm ay benoted thatteF(d
yd)in theaboveEq.(18)isthediagonalpartoftheoper-

atort exp[�2�(d
y

i� di)]in Eq.(5)in thephonon occupation num berrepresentation.

Since exp[2�(dy� d)] = exp[2�dy]exp[�2�d]exp[
4�2

2
[dy;d]� ]

= e
� 2�2

X

p

X

q

(�1)q
(2�)p+ q

p!q!
(dy)p(d)q;

so F(dyd) =

NX

p= 1

(�1)p (2�)2p(dyd)p=(p!)2:

Forthechoice ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian in Eq.(18)theperturbation Ham il-

tonian (~H � ~H 0) has no diagonalm atrix elem ent in our chosen basis. This is not

achieved when one replaces F(dyd) by 1 and aN ,bN becom e N -independent. The

convergence in perturbation expansion forthelattercaseisfound to beweakerthan

thatwhen F(dyd)isincluded in H 0.

The unperturbed energiescorresponding to the eigenstatesj e;N i(e = +;1;�)

are

E
(0)

+ ;N = N !0 + 2�p +
(Ue + Ve)

2
�
1

2

q

(Ue � Ve)
2 + 16t2e(N ;N );
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E
0

1;N = 2�p + Ue

and E
(0)

� ;N = N !0 + 2�p +
(Ue + Ve)

2
+
1

2

q

(Ue � Ve)
2 + 16t2e(N ;N ) (19)

ThepartoftheHam iltonian,which isnotincluded in ~H 0,istaken asthepertur-

bation ~H 1.Forthechosen basis,thestatej + ;0ihasthelowestunperturbed energy

E
(0)

+ ;0.Thegeneralo� -diagonalm atrix elem entsof
~H 1 between thestatesj � ;N iand

j 1;M iarecalculated as(for(N � M )> 0)

hN ; � j~H 1j � ;M i = �2te(N ;M )(a
0

N b
0

M + a
0

M b
0

N ) foreven (N � M ):

= 0 forodd (N � M ): (20)

hN ; � j
~H 1j � ;M i = �2te(N ;M )(a

0

N a
0

M � b
0

M b
0

N ) foreven (N � M ):

= 0 forodd (N � M ): (21)

hN ; 1j~H 1j + ;M i = 2a
0

M P(N ;M )� 2te(N ;M )b
0

M forodd (N � M ):

= 0 foreven (N � M ): (22)

hN ; 1j
~H 1j � ;M i = �2b

0

M P(N ;M )� 2te(N ;M )a
0

M forodd (N � M ):

= 0 foreven (N � M ): (23)

where t(N ;M ) = te(2�)
N � M

s

N !

M !

"
1

(N � M )!
+

MX

R = 1

[(�1)R

(2�)2R

(N � M + R)!R!
M (M � 1):::(M � R + 1)]

#

P(N ;M ) = !0(g� � �)[
p
M �N ;M � 1 +

p
M + 1 �N ;M + 1]

a
0

N =
aN

q

(a2N + b2N )
and b

0

N =
bN

q

(a2N + b2N )

Now one hasto m ake a properchoice of� so thatthe perturbative expansion is

satisfactorily convergent.In ourpreviouswork weobtained good convergence ofthe

perturbation seriesforthevalueof� which m inim izestheunperturbed ground state

energy. Following the sam e procedure,i.e. m inim izing E
(0)

+ ;0 with respect to � we

obtain

� = g� =[1+
4te

!0[
p
r2 + 4� r]

] (24)

wherer= (Ue � Ve)=2te.
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Thecorrected ground statewave function m ay bewritten as,

j G i =
1

p
N G

2

4j + ;0i+
X

N = 1;3;::

C
1

N j 1;N i+
X

N = 2;4;::

C
�
N j � ;N i

3

5 (25)

where N G = 1+
X

N = 1;3;::

(C 1

N )
2 +

X

N = 2;4;:::

((C +

N )
2 + (C �

N )
2 ) isthenorm alization

factor:

The coe� cients C 1
N ,C

+

N and C
�
N fordi� erent values ofN are determ ined using

them atrix elem entsof ~H 1 connecting di� erentunperturbed statesand theirenergies

following Ref. [5]. These Coe� cients are determ ined up to the seventh order of

perturbation while the ground-state energy is found out up to the eighth order of

perturbation.

W ehave also studied thestaticcorrelation functionsinvolving chargeand lattice

deform ationshn1u1i0 and hn1u2i0,whereu1 and u2 representsthelatticedeform ations

atsites1 and 2 respectively.These correlation functionsm ay bewritten in term sof

relevantoperatorsas

n1u1;2 = n1[�2g+ +
(a+ ay)

2
]� n1[��(n1 � n2)+

(d+ dy)

2
] (26)

The� nalform ofthecorrelation functionsareobtained as

hn1u1;2i0 = �2g+ �
2�

N G

2

4
a20

a20 + b20
+

X

N = 1;3;5;::

(C 1

N )
2

+
X

N = 2;4;::

1

a2N + b2N
(aN C

+

N � bN C
�
N )

2

3

5 �
1

N G

2

4
a0

q

a20 + b20

C
1

1

+
X

N = 2;4;::

p
N C 1

N � 1
q

a2N + b2N

(aN C
+

N � bN C
�
N )

+
X

N = 3;5;::

p
N C 1

N
q

a2N + b2N

(aN � 1C
+

N � 1 � bN � 1C
�
N � 1)

3

5 (27)

Thekineticenergy ofthesystem in theground stateE ke = � t <  G j
P

�[c
y

1�c2�

exp(2�(dy� d))+c
y

2�c1� exp(�2�(dy� d))]j G >,hasalso been calculated using the

ground statewavefunction j G i,evaluated up to theseventh orderofperturbation.
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3. R esults and discussions

From therelevantanalyticalexpressions,thequantitiesofourinteresthavebeen

calculated within theLF and theM LF perturbation m ethodsconsidering 35 phonon

states(which ism orethan su� cientforg� � 2:5 in thetransform ed phonon basis).

Forallnum ericalcalculationswetake� = 0,g2 = 0 (i.e.,g+ = g� )in thiswork.

In � gure 1 we have shown the relative perturbation correctionsto the ground-state

energy,i.e.,the ratiosofthe perturbation corrections ofdi� erent ordersto the un-

perturbed ground-state energy as a function ofg� for t=!0 = 1. It appears from

� gure 1 thatthe convergence ism ore orless satisfactory in both the M LF and LF

approaches.Apartfrom thesecond ordercorrection,higherorderenergy corrections

arevery sm allwithin theM LF approach exceptin a sm allregion ofg� � 0:6 to 0.8

where the convergence isrelatively weaker.The energy correctionsof� fth to eighth

order are,however,negligibly sm alleven in this region. The energy correction of

any orderwithin the LF m ethod islargerthan the corresponding correction within

theM LF approach.Forsm allervaluesoft=!0 thecorrectionsarem uch lessand the

convergence isbetterasexpected from ourpreviousstudy [5].

To exam ine the applicability ofour m ethod for higher values oft and also in

presenceofe-einteraction,weplotin � gure2 therelativeperturbation correctionsof

di� erentordersto the ground-stateenergy asa function ofg� fort=!0 = 2 forboth

zeroand nonzerovaluesofe-einteractions.Figure2(a)showsthattheconvergenceis

satisfactory and exceptthe second ordercorrection,higherorderenergy corrections

aresm all.In presenceofelectronicinteractions(nonzeroU and V ),m agnitudesofthe

relativeenergy correctionsincreasebuttheconvergenceisstillgood (� gure2(b)).W e

calculate theground-stateenergy within theM LF m ethod up to theeighth orderof

perturbation.Aspointed outpreviously,the� fth to eighth orderenergy corrections

areso sm allthattheenergy calculated up totheeighth orderofperturbation m ay be

treated asan alm ostexactresult. W e � nd thatourresultsexactly m atch with that

obtained by theexactdiagonalization study [11]forthesam esetofparam eters.

The on-site and inter-site charge-lattice deform ation correlations, hn1u1i0 and

hn1u2i0,are determ ined for the ground state considering up to the seventh order

ofperturbation within theM LF m ethod.In � gure3 wehaveplotted thesequantities
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againstg� .W hen weexam ine theconvergence by com paring thevaluesofthesam e

correlation function,calculated up to di� erent orders ofperturbation we � nd that

thevaluesobtained considering up tothefourth totheseventh orderofperturbation,

rem ain alm ostsam e. This ensures a good convergence ofourperturbation m ethod

forthecorrelation function and thustheresultsobtained areexpected to m atch sat-

isfactorily with the exactresult. The unperturbed LF and the M LF resultsare also

plotted in � gure3 fora com parison,which showsthattheunperturbed M LF results

forthecorrelation functionsarem uch closerto theexactresultthan thecorrespond-

ing LF result. The relative di� erence between the exact M LF result and the M LF

(ZPA) result is m uch less for hn1u1i0 than for hn1u2i0. This is owing to the fact

thathn1u2i0 isa very sensitive function ofthe perturbation correctionsto the wave

function com pared to hn1u1i0.The M LF perturbation resultpredictsa long tailfor

hn1u2i0 in thestrongly coupled region whereboth theLF (ZPA)and theM LF (ZPA)

givezero valueforhn1u2i0.Thisresultisa signatureoftheretardation e� ecteven in

thestrong coupling region whereeven theM LF (ZPA)do notpredicttheretardation

e� ect.

Toshow thecrossoverfrom thedelocalized (large)tolocalized (sm all)polaron weplot

thequantity �12 (= h(n1� n2)(u1� u2)i0=g+ )againstg� in � gure4(a)wheretheM LF

perturbation resultsfordi� erentvaluesoft=!0 are shown. The ZPA resultswithin

M LF and LF m ethodsarealso given fort=!0 = 1:0 to com parethem with theexact

perturbation results. The M LF (ZPA)resultisvery close to the M LF perturbation

result. The M LF perturbation resultshowsa sm ooth crossover from large to sm all

polaron ase-ph coupling strength increases.Ifweidentify thecrossoverpointasthe

pointofin
 ection ofthecurveobtained within theM LF (perturbation)approach we

� nd thatfort=!0 = 1 the crossoveroccursata criticale-ph coupling g� (g� � 0:8)

when U = V = 0.Atthispointthecoe� cientofonephonon state(C 1
N = 1

in Eq.(25))

changes its sign. Sim ilar behaviour has been also observed in case ofour previous

single polaron studies [5]. The criticalvalue ofthe e-ph coupling where polaron

crossoveroccursincreaseswith increasing valueoft=!0,asexpected.

In � gure4(b)wehaveshown thee� ectofe-einteraction on thepolaron crossover

byplotting�12 againstg� forseveralvaluesofU and V .Forthistwo-sitetwo-electron

system the polaronic propertieswe have studied,depend on (U � V )ratherthan U

and V independently.From � gure4(b)itisseen thatthecriticalcoupling,wherethe
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polaron crossovertakesplace,increasesand thecrossoverbecom esm oreabruptwith

increasing (U � V ).Increasing on-siteCoulom b repulsion m akesthecrossoverregion

m oreabruptand extendsthelargepolaron region.Sim ilarresultswerealso reported

earlier[6].Theinter-siteCoulom b repulsion,on theotherhand,m akesthecrossover

sm ootherand thecrossovertakesplaceata lowervalueofe-ph coupling.

The variation ofthe kinetic energy ofthe system with e-ph coupling strength g� is

shown in � gure 5 forU = V = 0 and fordi� erent valuesoft=!0 (= 0.1,0.5,1.0
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and 1.5).W e� nd thatourperturbation resultsforthekineticenergy m atch exactly

with the results obtained by exactdiagonalization study [11]forthe corresponding

setofparam eters. Itm ay be m entioned thatfort=!0 = 1.0,1.5 the convergence is

notgood in a very sm allregion ofg� around the pointsindicated by the arrowsin

the� gure.Exceptthesenarrow regionstheconvergence ofourperturbation m ethod

isexcellentin therestoftheparam eterspacewestudied.

It is wellknown that the kinetic energy ofa tight-binding electronic system is

suppressed by the introduction of either e-ph coupling or by Coulom b repulsion.

An im portant question one m ay ask what is the sim ultaneous role ofthe Coulom b

repulsion and the e-ph interaction in lowering the kinetic energy ofthe system . To

addressthisquestion wehaveplottedthekineticenergyagainste-phcouplingstrength

fordi� erentvaluesofU fort=!0 = 1:0 in � gure 6. Itisseen from � gure 6 thatfor

large U valuesthere isa 
 atregion where the kinetic energy rem ainsuna� ected by

increaseofe-ph coupling.HigherthevalueofU largeristhe
 atregion.Beyond this


 atregion the kinetic energy issuppressed alm ostexponentially with increasing g� .

Theoccuranceofthis
 atregion and then a rapid fallin thekineticenergy forhigher

valuesofU m ay beunderstood from theresultsof� gure4(b)whereitisfound that

forlargervaluesofU the polaron crossoverisabruptbutthere isan extended large

polaron region (in g� space).Thevalueof�12,which isam easureofthedi� erencein

thelatticedistortionsproduced atthechargeresiding siteand theneighbouring site,

issm alland alm ostconstantin thislargepolaron region.Asaresulta 
 atbehaviour

in thekineticenergy isobtained.Beyond a criticalvalueofg� an abruptincreasein

�12 would lead to a sharp fallin thekineticenergy,which isevidentin � gure6.

In � gure 7 the variation ofthe kinetic energy with U for di� erent values ofg� is

shown. It is found that for g� = 1:0 and 1:5 there is a region where the kinetic

energy increases with U in contrast to the usualbehaviour thatthe kinetic energy

is suppressed by the Coulom b correlation. The latter behaviour is ofcourse seen

in m ajorparam eterspace. To understand thisunusualfeature ofincreasing kinetic

energy with U for� niteg� ,weplotthevariation of�12 aswellasthekineticenergy

with U in theinsetof� gure7 forg� = 1:0.Itisreadily seen thatasU increasesthe

correlation function �12 decreaseswhich resultsin an increase in the kinetic energy.

Atthe crossoverregion,�12 showsa sharp fallwhich isre
 ected by the abruptrise

in the kinetic energy. Forlarge valuesofU,�12 issm alland the polaron isa large
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one.In thiscasethelatticedistortionsuniform ly spread throughoutthewholelattice

(hencethechargeparticlebehavesm orelikeanorm alelectron)and thekineticenergy

issuppressed with increasing U ascom m only expected.

In � gure 8 the variation ofthe kinetic energy with U fordi� erentvaluesoft=!0
isshown fora � xed value ofe-ph coupling (g� = 1:0). The kinetic energy increases

with U,showsapeak and then decreases.Sim ilarbehaviourisalsoobserved in � gure

7.Thepeak isbroaderforhighervaluesoft.Theinitialenhancem entofthekinetic

energy with U isdue to rapid spread up ofthepolaron size ordecrease in thevalue

of�12 whereasin thelargepolaron region U playsitsconventionalroleofsuppressing

thekineticenergy.W ith increasing tthekineticenergy increasesaswellasthelarge

polaron region isextended.W ehavealsoplotted �12 in thesam e� gurefort=!0 = 1:5

to show the rise in the kinetic energy isrelated to rapid fallin �12. Fort=!0 = 2:0,

the polaron isa largeoneforg� = 1 and so thesm allpolaron region isnotseen for

thiscase.

In sum m ary we apply the M LF perturbation m ethod on a two-site two-electron

Holstein m odeltaking thediagonalpartoftheHam iltonian (in them om entum space

oftheM LF basis)astheunperturbed Ham iltonian.A good convergence isachieved

by ourapproach. The ground state energy and the kinetic energy obtained within

thism ethod m atch exactly with thoseobtained by exactdiagonalization study.The

behaviourofdi� erentcorrelation functionsinvolvingchargeand thelatticedistortions

arereported asa function ofe-ph coupling.E� ectoftheCoulom b repulsion and the

adiabaticity param eter on the large to sm allpolaron crossover is studied. On-site

Coulom b repulsion m akes the polaron crossover m ore abrupt. Our study on the

kineticenergy in presenceofboth e-ph interaction and Coulom b repulsion showsthat

forlargevaluesofU,thekineticenergy isnotsuppressed by e-ph coupling in a range

which iswider largerthe value ofU. In thisrange the polaron isa large one with

alm ostan uniform valueof�12.Thism akesthekineticenergy insensitiveto thee-ph

coupling. W hen e-ph coupling crosses a criticalvalue a rapid crossover to a sm all

polaron occurs and in this region the e-ph coupling is e� ective in suppressing the

kineticenergy.On theotherhand for� nitee-ph couplingthekineticenergy increases

initially with U and then decays.Thisisascribed to thefactthattheform erregion

corresponds to a sm allpolaron or a crossover region where the m ain role ofU is

to spread the size ofthe polaron and m ake itm ore delocalized. This results in an

increase in the kinetic energy whereasforlarge U valuesthe polaron isa large one

and theon-sitecorrelation suppressesthekineticenergy in itsusualway.
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