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W e study the zero-tem perature phase diagram of the half- lled one-din ensional ionic H ubbard
m odel. Thism odel is govermed by the interplay of the on-site C oulom b repulsion and an alemating
one-particle potential. Various m any-body energy gaps, the charge-density-wave and bond-order
param eters, the electric aswell as the bond-order susceptibilities, and the density-density correlation
fiinction are calculated using the density-m atrix renomm alization group m ethod. In order to ocbtain
a com prehensive picture, we investigate system s w ith open as well as periodic boundary conditions
and study the physical properties in di erent sectors of the phase diagram . A carefuil nite-size
scaling analysis leads to results which give strong evidence In favor of a scenario w ith two quantum
critical points and an Intem ediate spontaneously dim erized phase. O ur results indicate that the
phase transitions are continuous. U sing a scaling ansatz we are able to read o critical exponents
at the rst critical point. In contrast to a bosonization approach, we do not nd Ising critical
exponents. W e show that the low-energy physics of the strong coupling phase can only partly be
understood In tem s of the strong coupling behavior of the ordinary Hubbard m odel

PACS numbers: 7110w, 71.10Fd, 71.10Hf, 71.30+ h

I. INTRODUCTION
A . M otivation

T heoretical studies of the ionic H ubbard m odel (IHM )
date back as far as the early seventies (see Refl -'!4' and
references therein). The m odel consists of the usual
Hubbard m odelw ith on-site Coulomb repulsion U sup-—
plm ented by an altemating oneparticle potential of
strength I has been used to study the neyfral to
jonic transition in organic chargetransfer salt#!? and
to understand the ferroelectric transition in perovsklite
m aterials? Based on results obtained from num erical®
and approxin ate m ethodsf? it was generally believed
that at tem perature T = 0 and for xed a sihgl phase
transition can be found if U is varied. This quantum
phase transition was also interpreted as an insulator-
nsulator transition from a band insulator U ) to
a correlated insulator U ). In the present paper, we
discuss In detailhow this transition occurs.

In 1999, Fabrizio, Gogolin, and Nersesyan used
bosonization to derive a eld-theoretical m odel which
they argued to be the e ective low -energy m odel of the
one-din ensional HM £ Surprisingly, the authors und,
using various approxin ations, that the eld-theoretical
m odeldisplaystwo quantum criticalpointsasU isvarded
for xed .ForU < Ug the system is a band insulator
wih nie bosonic soin and charge gaps), as expected
from generalargum ents. Atthe rsttransition pointUg;,
they found Ising critical behavior as well as m etallic be-
havior In the sense that the gap to the bosonic charge
m odes goes to zero at the critical point only. In the
Intem ediate regine, Uy < U < Uy, a soontaneously
din erized insulatorphase (in which the bosonic spin and
charge gaps are nie) wih nite bond order BO ) pa—

ram eter was found. T he authors argued that the system

goes over into a correlated insulator phase (in which the
bosonic charge gap is nite) with vanishing bond order
and bosonic spin gap at a second criticalpoint U, which
is of K osterlitz-T houless K T) type.

Several groups have attem pted to verify this phase
diagram for the HM usihg m ainly num erical m ethods.
Variationaland G reen’s function Q uantum M onte Carlb

@M C) data obtained for the BO param eter, the electric
polarization, and the localization length were interpreted
in favorofa scenarig,w ith a single criticalpointU. and -
niteBO f©rU > U 2 T adi erent calculation using aux—
iliary edd QM C,data forthe oneparticle spectralweight
were argued to show ,two critical points w ith an interm e-
diate m etallic phase?d Exact diagonalization studies of
the Berry phasdl} and energy gap<t42344 have been in-
terpreted as favoring one critical pointt? or two pointstd
in two Investigations this issue was kft unresolved L3144
Several density-m atrix renom alization group OM RG)
studies have been perform ed focusing on di erent en—
ergy gaps, the localization length, the BO param eter,
the BO correlation fiinction, di erent distrbution func-
tions, and the optical conductivity £4292927 Som e of the
results have been interpreted to be consistent w ith a two-
criticalpoint scenario 191447 ) Ref. ::I-Z_i the signature of
only one phase transition was found and the possble ex—
istence ofa second transition was keft undeterm ined. T he
phase diagram ofthe THM hasalsobeen studied using ap—
proxin ate m ethqds such as the selfconsistent m ean— eld
approxin ationt42924, the shveboson approxin ation L4
and a real space renom alization group m ethod 9 Ar
though these studies led to interesting insights, the va—
lidity ofthe approxin ations In the vicinity ofthe critical
region can be questioned on general grounds; therefore,
we do not focus on these approaches any further here.
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T he present situation can be sum m arized asbeing highly
controversial.

Herewe refrain from giving a detailed discussion ofthe
m erits and shortcom ings of the various num ericalm eth-
ods used and the possble problem s in interpretation of
num erical results in the literature. Instead, we present a
detailed study of the T = 0 phase diagram of the one-
din ensional THM mainly based on DM RG calculations
on system s w ith both open and periodic boundary con-—
ditions OBC'’sand PBC's).

W e have calculated a num ber of di erent m any-body
energy gaps, ncluding the spin gap, the oneparticle gap

(the energy di erence of the ground stateswih N + 1,

N ,and N 1 ekctrons), and the gapsto the rst (\exci-
ton") and second excited states. A de nition of the gaps
is given in Sec. :]IA; O ur resuls explicitly show that dif-

ferent gaps associated w ith charge degrees of freedom do

not coincide in the them odynam ic lin it, although they

are often believed to in the literature (see also Refs. |16

and :_Z[Z_I) . Our data show that the exciton gap vanishes
at a coupling which depends on  and which we de ne
asU¢; . At this critical point the spin gap rem ains nite.

T he spin gap vanishesat a second criticalcoupling, w hich

de nesourUc;.

In addition to the energy gaps, w e have determ ined the
BO param eter and susceptbility as well as the charge-
density-wave (CDW ) order param eter. Since the single—
site translationalsym m etry isexplicitly broken due to the
altemating potential, we w illavoid using the term \order
param eter" in descrbbingthe CDW order and instead use
the temm \ionicity" to refer to the di erence In occupancy
betw een sites on the two sublattices np s i.We nd
that the ionicity is continuous and non-vanishing for all
values of the Interaction strength.

From the nite-size scaling of the BO param eter, we

nd a param eter regin e w ith a non-vanishing dimn eriza—
tion starting at U.; and ending at U, . W e nd that the
transitions at both critical points are continuous. The
BO susceptbility show s one isolated divergence at U
separated from a region of divergence starting at U, .

W e have also Investigated the electric susceptibility,
which is nite in the them odynam ic lim i for U < Uy
and diverges at the lower transition point U.; . For
U > Ug;, the behavior is less clear: there seem s to be
a weak divergence wih system size near U, and for
U > U . This behavior is consistent w ith that of the
density-density correlation function, which decays ex—
ponentially as expected In a band insulator phase for
U < Uq, but surprisingly decays as a power law w ith
an exponent between 3 and 3.5 in the strong coupling
regine, U > Ug,.

U sing a scaling ansatz orthe BO and the electric sus—
oeptibility we can detemn ine the critical exponents at
Uy . In contrast to the bosonization approach?, we ob—
tain critical exponents di erent from those of the two—
din ensional Ising m odel.

For (@lmost) all ocbservables, we nd that a carefil

nite-size scaling analysis is crucial to obtain reliable re—

sults in the them odynam ic lim it. Furthem ore, since it
isnecessary to distinguish between airly sm all, but nite,
gaps and order param eters and vanishing ones, a detailed
understanding of the accuracy ofthe DM RG data is es—
sential.

In order to obtain a com prehensive picture of the
ground-state phase diagram , we have studied the di er—
ent phases (as a function of U) for di erent ’s which
cover a w ide range of the param eter space. W e also con—
sider the lim i of large Coulomb repulsion U ! 1 (or

xed and hopping m atrix elem ent t) and show that
som e aspects of the physics of the m odel In this lin it
can be understood In tem s of an e ective H eisenberg
m odel, as has bgen suggested earli but has recently
been questioned 24 Asa resukt of our Investigations, we
are able to resolve m any of the controversial issues and
present strong indications in favor ofa scenario w ith two
quantum criticalpoints. At the appropriate points in the
paper, we w illbrie y com m ent on the relationship ofour
results w ith the ones obtained in earlier publications.

T he ram ainder of the paper is organized as follow s. In
Sec. IB, we introduce the m odel and discuss the lim its
in which i can be treated exactly. In Sec. IC), we dis-
cuss the details ofour DM RG procedure. In Sec.:;‘[, our

nie-size and extrapolated data for the energy gaps are
discussed. In Sec.:j:l::t, w e present our results for the ionic—
ity and show that in the lJargeU lim it they are consistent
w ith analytical results obtained by m apping the THM to
an e ective Heisenberg m odel. The BO param eter and
the related susceptibility are Investigated in Sec. -IV A-'
W e present results for the electric susoeptibility and the
density-density correlation fiinction Jn Sec .1\-/-]?; In the
num erical calculations of Secs. ﬂIt to -IV. we use OBC's,
orwhich the DM RG algorithm performm sbest. To com -
plte our DM RG study in Sec. ), we present results for
the energy gaps calculated or PBC ‘s and sum m arize our

ndings In Sec. Wi

B. M odeland exactly solvable lim its

The onedin ensionalTHM is given by the H am iltonian
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(€ ) destroys (creates) an electron with spin

3
on lattice site jand ny = ¢ ¢ . W e set the lattice
constant equal to 1 and denote the num ber of lattice
sitesby L . Here we study the properties of the half- lled
system wih N = L electrons.

T he system correspoonds to the usual Hubbard m odel
w ith an addiionallocalaltemating potential. Tt isusefiil
to consider various lim iting cases In order to gain insight
Into possblephasesand phase transitions. ForU = 0and

w here o



> 0, the m odel describes a conventional band insula—
torw ith aband gap . Since the altemating oneparticle
potential explicitly breaks the one-site translationalsym —
m etry, the ground state has nite onicity.

T he one-dim ensional half- Iled Hubbard m odel w ith—
out the alemating potential ( = 0) and with U > 0
describes a correlated insulator w ith vanishing spin gap

t" (U) and exitical spin-spin and bond-bond correla—
tion finctions%: A 1l gaps associated w ith the charge de—
grees of freedom , such as the oneparticke gap " ©),
are njte.?;z (T he gaps discussed here are de ned In Sec.
IIA1) The ionicity and the din erization are zero for all
values of U. These two lin iting cases suggest that the
system willbe In two qualitatively di erent phases in the

lim its U and U
In the atomic limi, t= 0,and or0< U < , every
second site of the lattice w ith on-site energy =2 @A

sites) is occupied by two electrons while the sites w ith
energy =2 (B sies) are empty. The energy di erence
betw een the ground state and the highly degenerate rst
excited state is U. ForU > , both the A and B
sites are occupied by one electron and the energy gap is
U . Thus fort = 0 a sihglke criticalpomnt G ( ) =
w ith vanishing excitation gap can be found. O ne expects
sim ilar critical behavior w ith at least one critical point
to persist for the ullproblem wih nie t.

To descrlbe the physics of the THM in the 1m it U
t; ,an e ective H eisenberg H am iltonian
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was derived in Ref.:}' analogously to the strong-coupling
perturbation expansion of the usual Hubbard m odel. Tt
has recently been pointed out that this strong-coupling
m apping does not take into accpunt an explicitly broken
one-site translationalsym m et:cy.'l“: However, wasshown
nR ef.:}' that the strong-coupling expansion preservesthe
one-site translation sym m etry in the e ective soin H am il
tonian to allorders in the strong-coupling expansion. In
addition, the ionicity can be derived directly from the
e ective spin Ham iltonian as follows. The symm etry of
the Ham iltonian Eq. (U)] inplies that after taking the
them odynam ic 1in i, nj = Nji2 for =";# and all j.
U sing the H am iltonian Eq. ¢h) and the H ellm anFeynm an
theorem , the lonicity

2 X .
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can be determ ined via
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T he ground-state energy E of the g ective H eisenberg
model Eg. @)] is known ana]yt'jca]J§/E7: and, in tem s of
U and , isgiven by
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In the them odynam ic lim it. In the lim £ U , We can
thus derive an analytic expression for the lonicity
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Tt Im plies that orany U < 1 , the ionicity ofthe THM is
nonzero and ©rlargeU vanishesas1=U°>. ShceCDW or-
der is explicitly favored by the H am iltonian, it isnot sur-
prising that the ionicity is non-vanishing forall nie U .
A swillbe shown in Sec. '_Il-gt, this expression show s excel-
lent agreem ent with our DM RG data for the THM . This
gives us con dence that the e ective H eisenberg m odel
Indeed gives correctly at least certain aspects of the low —
energy physics. Since the H eisenbergm odel Eg. @)] has
a vanishing spin gap,'@g the m apping suggests that the
soin gap also vanishes in the largeU lim it ofthe THM .

A though the altemating potential breaks the one-site
translational sym m etry explicitly, the m odel rem ains in—
variant to a translation by two lattice sites. This leads
to a site-inversion symm etry for closed-chain geom etries
w ith periodic or antiperiodic boundary conditions, a
symm etry which is not present for OBC’s. A s pointed
out in Ref. :_L-g:, the ground state of the e ective H eisen—
berg m odel w ith periodic boundary conditions for sys—
tem sw ith 4n Jattice sites or antiperiodicboundary condi-
tions for system sw ith 4n + 2 sites has a parity eigenvalue
of 1 whereas the ground state for U = 0 has a parity
eigenvalue of +1. This suggests that the THM under-
goes at least one phase transition point w ith increasing
U for xed . Thiskevelcrossingw illbe replaced by level
repulsion and approxin ate sym m etries for other bound-
ary conditions. In the them odynam ic lim it, the e ect
of the boundaries w ill disappear and the level repulsion
becom es vanishingly an all. Tt is in portant to point out,
how ever, that a levelcrossing on sm all nite system sdoes
not necessarily lead to a rst-order transition in the ther-
m odynam ic lim it; carefiil nite-size scaling m ust be car-
ried out In order to detem ine the criticalbehavior.

From these considerations, one expectsto nd at least
one quantum phase transition from a phasew ith physical
properties sim ilar to those of a non-interacting band in—
sulator to a phase w ith properties sin ilar to those of the
strong coupling phase of the ordinary Hubbard m odel.
However, the details of the transition and the physical
properties of the di erent phases rem ain unclear from
these argum ents. Furthem ore, the behavior of the BO
param eter In the critical region cannot be estin ated from
these sin ple lin iting cases. Therefore, a detailed and
carefiul calculation of the characterizing gaps and order
param eters is necessary. Since no direct analytic ap-
proach is known to be able to treat the param eter values
In the critical regin e, we restrict ourselves to num erical
calculations using the DM RG m ethod w ih the details
described In the next section.

In the follow Ing, we m easure energies in units of the
hopping m atrix element t, ie., sst t= 1. In order to be
able to cover a signi cant part of the param eter space,
we have carried out calculationswith = 1, = 4, and

s 0N pi= 322 (6)



= 20 for weak interaction values U , for strong
coupling U and In the intemm ediate critical regin e
U . For the sake of com pactness, we w illm ostly focus
on = 20 when presenting resuls that are generic to all

three -regim es.

C. DMRG method

W e have carried out our calculations using the nie-
system DM RG algorithm . O ur investigation focuses on
the ground-state properties for system swith OBC's, ie.,
we have perform ed DM RG runsm ostly wih OBC’s and
one target state, the case in which the DM RG algorithm
ismost e clent. In order to perform the dem anding

nite-size scaling necessary, we have perform ed calcula—
tions for system swith yp to L = 768 sites, much larger
than in an earlier work 24

In order to investigate the low-lying excitations, we
have also perform ed calculations targeting up to three
states sin ultaneously on system sw ih OBC’s. T hese nu—
m erically m ore dem anding calculations were carried out
for system s wih up to L = 256 sites for three target
states and w ith up to L = 450 sites for two target states.
In order to com pare w ith exact diagonalization calcula—
tions and to extend is nite-size scaling to larger sys—
tem s, we have perform ed calculations or PBC 'sw ith up
to L = 64 sites and one to three target states. In this
case, them axim um system size is Iim ited by the relatively
poor convergence.

The DM RG calculations for OBC'’s wih one target
state were carried out perform ing up to six nite-system
sweeps kegping up to m = 800 states. For more mul
tiple states and for PBC's up to 12 sweeps were per—
form ed, keeping up tom = 900 states. In order to test
the convergence of the DM RG runs, the sum of the dis—
carded density-m atrix eigenvalues and the convergence
of the ground-state energy were m onitored. ForOBC'’s,
the discarded weight is of order 10 ° in the worst case
and the ground-state energy is converged to an absolite
errorof10 3 but in m ost cases the absolute erroris 10 °
or better. T his accuracy in both the energy and the dis—
carded weight givesus con dence that the wave finction
is also wellconverged and that local quantities are quite
accurate.

For PBC'’s, the discarded weight is of the order 10 5
In the worst case and the convergence of the ground-
state energy for m ost runs is up to an absolute error
of 10 3 or better, but or extrem e cases such as L =
64 and three target states for param eter values near the
phase transition points, the convergence in the energy
is som etin es reduced to an absolute error of only 10 1.
H ow ever, w e believe that this accuracy ishigh enough for
the purposes of the discussion iIn section V.

In general, we nd that our data are su ciently accu-
rate so that extrapolation in the num ber of statesm kept
In theDM RG procedure does not bring about signi cant
In provem ent In the results (at least or OBC'’s). D etails

of the extrapolations and error estim ates for particular
calculated quantities are given in the corresponding sec—
tions.

II. ENERGY GAPS

O ne in portant w ay to characterize the di erent phases
of the THM are the energy di erences between m any—
body eigenstates. G aps to excited states can be used to
characterize phases by m aking contact w ith the gaps ob—
tained in bosonization calculations and also form the ba—
sis for experim entally m easurable excitation gaps, found,
for exam ple, in Inelastic neutron scattering, optical con—
ductivity, or photoem ission experim ents. In addition to
the gaps them selves, how ever, m atrix elem ents between
ground and excied states as well as the density of ex—
cited states are in portant in form ing the fiill experin en—
tally relevant dynam ical quantities. An exam pl is the
m atrix elem ent of the current operator that com es into
calculations of the optical conductivity. W e have investi-
gated the behavior ofthem atrix elem ents for the dynam —
ical spin and charge structure factors and for the optical
conductiviy using exact diagonalization on system sw ith
both PBC’sand OBC's.

In the llow iIng, we present DM RG calculations of the
gapsto st and second excited states, the spin gap, and
the oneparticle gap n which a careful nite-size scaling
on system s of up to 512 sites is carried out. Aswe shall
see, this is necessary In order to resolve the behavior of
the gaps In the transition regin e and to distinguish be—
tween scenarios w ith one or two critical points.

A . De nition ofthe gaps

In this section, we study excitations between a non-—
degenerate S = 0 ground state and various excited states.
In the num erical calculations, we have found that for
O BC ’sthe ground state isnon-degenerate w ith totalspin
S = 0 Pr all param eter values studied here. W e de ne
the excion gap

E=E1WN;S) EN;S=0) 7

asthe gap to the st excited state in the sectorw ith the
sam e particle number N and wih S, = 0, where S, is
the z-com ponent ofthe total spin. W e also calculate the
expectation valie of the total spih operator hS?1 so that
S isknown.

The spin gap is de ned as the energy di erence be-
tw een the ground state and the low est lying energy eigen—
state in the S = 1 subspace

s = EgN;S=1) EN;S=0): 8)
W hen the rstexcited stateE{ N ;S) in the S, = 0 sub-
space isa spin tripletwith S =1, 5= g.W ithin the
DM RG, this gap can be calculated by detem ining the



ground-state energies in di erent S, subspaces in two
dierent DM RG runs.

I g < 5, we call the owest excitation a charge
excitation. In fact, exact diagonalization calculations
for system wih PBC'’s suggest that the gap. - g corre—
sponds to the gap in the optjcaloonductjyity.'f‘! W e have
carried out additional exact diagonalization calculations
that show that the corresponding m atrix elem ents of the
current operator are also nonzero or OBC’s. W e there—
fore expect that g (for excitationswih S = 0 and
when g < ) cormesponds to the optical gap in the
them odynam ic Iim 2% To cbtain a deeper understand—
Ing of the excitation spectrum in the critical region, we
also calculate the gap to the second excited state

sg = E2 (N ;S)

for selected param eters.

In the literature, gaps to excitationswhich can be clas—
si ed as charge excitations are often calculated by tak-—
Ing di erences between ground-state energies In sectors
w ith di erent num bers ofparticles (this gap is com m only
called the \charge gap"). In particular, one can de ne a
p-particle gap

EcN ;S = 0) )

p = EoWN +piSZ)+EqN  piy)
2E, N ;S = 0)]=p 10)

which is essentially the di erence in chem ical potential
for adding and subtracting p particles. The spin S”, is
the m inim alvalue, 1/2 or 0 for p odd and even, respec-
tively. E ither the one particle gap ; or the two particlke
gap o, are commonly used. The calculation of 1 or

2 is num erically less dem anding than that of g sihce
i is su cient to calculate the ground-state energies in
the subspaces w ith the corresponding particle num bers.
However, since these gaps involve changing the particle
number and, forp = 1, the spin quantum num ber, it is
not a priori clear if they can be used to characterize pos—
sible phase transition points ofthe N -particle system . In
m any cases of interest, the di erence between 1, 2,
and g vanishes forL ! 1 , but in other system s (@n
exam ple is the Hubbard chain wih an attractive inter-
action), their behavior di ers. Aswe shall see, 1 and

g do behave di erently nearU.; . In thiswork we focus
our nvestigation on ;.W ehave also calculated , and

nd that it behaves sim ilarly to 1, although it generally
takes on slightly larger values for nite system s.

G aps are also used to characterize the phase diagram
w ithin the bosonization approach E"Il-4 It is generally be—
lieved that the bosonic charge gap de ned there can be
denti ed w ith the gap to the st excited state w ith spoin
quantum numberS = 0 (le.theexcitongap r Eg. (rj)]
aslongas g < 5) and the bosonic soin gap with
Eqg. (15%)], although a form alproof ism issing.

Basedon g, s,and gsg andthevery lim ited know -
edge on m atrix elem ents due to the sm all system sizes
available to exact diagonalization, no reliable character-
ization of the m etallic or Insulating behavior ofdi erent
phases and transition points can be given.

B. G aps to excited states

In this section, we calculate excited states w ithin the
S, = 0 sector. D ue to the additional num ericaldi culy
ofcalculating excited states in the sam e quantum num ber
sector, we are restricted to system s of L = 450 lattice
sites for g and L = 256 sites for g .

In Fjg.-'!:(a), g as a function of U is presented for

= 20 and various L. For com parison, the soin gap
for L = 300 is also shown. The exciton gap develops
a localm nimum around U = 21:38, which, for lncreas—
Ing L, becom es sharper. Furthem ore, the value at the
m Inimum becom es sn aller and seam s to approach zero.
There isa cusp In g Por all system sizes shown here
at a certain U to the right of the m Inin um , and then a
an ooth decay towards zero gap w ith fiirther increasing
U . Asillustrated forL = 300, this corresponds to a level
crossing w ith the rst triplet (S = 1) excitation, which
becom esthe rst excited state foralllargerU values, ie.,

E= s.Thedatafor = land = 4Dbehavesm ilarly,
but the increase to the right ofthem ininum (up to the
cusp) is substantially steeper as a function of , so that
it approachesa jimp.

In Fjg.:ll'(b), we display g, the gap to the second ex—
cited state sk, and the spin gap s (calculated using
the ground state in the S, = 1 sector) for L = 128. It
can be seen that s < g forU valuesto the keft ofthe
mininum in . A sinilar behavior is found for = 4
and = 1. Thismeansthatthereism orethan oneS = 0
exciation below the lowest Iying S = 1 excitation, con—
sistent with a scenario n which a continuum ofS = 0
excitations becom es gapless at Uz . T his is the scenario
predicted to occur at the st quantum critical point in
the bosonization approach £ Sihce system sizes or calcu—
lationsof g werelinitedtoL = 128 (L = 256 orsome
param eter values), we did not attem pt to system atically
extrapolate sg to the them odynam ic lim it.

W enext discussthe nitesize scaling or g tothe keft
ofthe cusp. ForU su ciently far from the critical region
(ie., them nmum ), the nie-=size corrections are an all
and the data can safely be extrapolated to the therm ody—
nam ic Iim it using a quadratic polynom ialin 1=L, leading
to a nite exciton gap. C lose to the m inin um , the scal-
Ing becom esm ore com plicated. At an aller system sizes,
we nd g = s and the scaling is nonlinear. How-—
ever, at larger system sizes, there is a crossover to lin—
ear scalingwith g L)% s (@L). The crossover length
scale becom es larger as U approaches the position ofthe
m ininum . A sa consequence, a reliable nite-size extrap—
olation in the critical region requires very large system
sizes.

To Investigate the behaviorasL ! 1 ,we interpolate

g asa function ofU or xed L close to the m nin um
w ih cubic splines. From the interpolation we can read
o them inim alvalieofthegap i (L) and theposition
Up i @) for the di erent system sizes. Fig. 2: show s the
resulting i @) asa function of 1=L, for = 1, 4, and
20. A lnear extrapolation of the data gives ;i L =
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g for nite system sizesL and

1; =1)=3 10° nu@=1; =4 =25
10 ,and pnp@=1; =20= 1 10°. W ithin
the accuracy of our data and our extrapolation, these
m inin al gaps can be considered to be zero. In analogy
w ith the atom ic lm i, we interpret the vanishing of the
exciton gap as de ning a critical pojnt£6: The critical
coupling U, can be determ ned from tting Uy i L) toO
a linear function In 1=L, as shown for = 20 in FJg:_B
T he extrapolation is sin ilar for the other -wvalues and
we obtain Ug; (= 1) 271, Uq (= 4) 561, and
Ui ( = 20) 2139.Aswillbe discussed in Seci IV B,
the vanishing of the exciton gap is accom panied by a
diverging electric susceptibility.

In Sec. :_1\-[-_A-:, we w il present strong evidence in favor
of a spontaneously din erized phase forUs; < U < Ug,.
Since the din erized phase has an Ising-lke symm etry,
asL ! 1 the ground state in this phase is expected
to be two-fold degenerate and the exciton gap g isex—
pected to vanish —at least if the them odynam ic 1im it is
taken using PBC’s. At rst glance this appears to be at
odds w ith the Increase of g as a function of U to the
right of U.; (ut before the cusp is reached) as can be
observed in Fjg.:}'(a). For nie system s, the OBC's lift
the degeneracy between the states with the two possi-
bl bond alemation pattems (strong, weak, strong, :::
and weak, strong, weak, :::), energetically favoring one
ofthem which becom es the ground state. W e have calcu—
lated the bond expectation values (see Sec.:_ﬂ[-_A-:) of the
ground state and the rst excited state on system s ofup
to L = 450 (the largest size we were able to reach) and

nd that the st excited state does not have the oppo—
site altemation pattem. Instead, the altemation pattem
is the sam e as in the ground state near the ends, but
reverses itself In the m iddle of the chain. T his change In

= 20. The spin gap
s and the gap to the second excited state
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s for L. = 300 isalso shown for com parison.
SE forL = 128.
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FIG . 2: Finitesize scaling analysis of the m lnim al value of
the exciton gap g . The solid lines are linear ts through
the four system sizes shown, L = 256, 300, 350, 400.

the altemating BO param eter is evenly soread over the
chain so that it has a cosine-lke form with two nodes.
Tt is di cuk to perform nitesize extrapolation on E
In this region since there are few system sizes and only
a very lin ited range of U available. H owever, one m ght
soeculate that g willremain niteasL ! 1 dueto
the pinning ofthe BO param eter at the ends.

Su ciently far from U ., the data presented in Fig.
-:I:(a) suggest a linear closing of the exciton gap, which
gets rounded o in the critical region for nite system s.
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FIG . 3: F initesize scaling analysis of the U value at them in—
mum ofthe exciton gap g or = 20. The solid line repre—
sents a linear least-squares extrapolation of the data yielding

Ua  21:39.

The larger L, the closer to U.; the deviation from linear
behavior sets in. T his suggests that Uar U close
to but below the st critical point. & in plies that the
product ofthe criticalexponentsz; 1 = 1atthe rstcrit-
icalpojnt,gq where z; is the dynam ical critical exponent
and 1 is the exponent associated w ith the divergence of
the correlation length.

Our nding ofa vanishing exciton gap at the coupling
Us for OBC'’s is consistent w ith results obtained using
PBC’sand L = 4n. For this case, a ground-state level
crossing oftwo spin singletsat U = Uy IL; ) (mplyinga
zero exciton gap),w as,ound using exact diagonalization
of sm all system 134344 A change of the site inversion
symmetry at U = Uy was also observed. In Sec.:y:, we
will argue that U, @ ! 1 ; ) coincides with Ug ( yid
T he presence of the ground-state level crossings m ight
Jlead one to speculate that discontinuous behavior w ill
persist in the them odynam ic lim i, m plyinga rstorder
phase transition at Uy L = 1 ; ). However, we nd no
discontinuous behavior for system s wih OBC'’s, either
on nite systemsorin the L. ! 1 extrapolations. In
order to agree with the resuls obtained for OBC'’s In
the them odynam ic lim i, the discontinuous behavior for
PBC 'smust becom e progressively sm oothed out asL !
1.

C. The spin gap s

The spin gap 5 isshown in Fjg.:_él as a function ofU
for = 20 and system sizesbetween L = 16 and 512. In
Fjg.-'_4(a), one can see that the spin gap system atically
scales tow ards zero above a certain U value. However, it

is crucial that the nitesize scaling is carried out care—
fully and system atically in order to determ ne the behav—
jor in the them odynam ic lin it. A s can be seen in the
scaling as a function of 1=L for representative U values in
Fjg.:ff ), and aswaspointed out In Ref.:_l-g', there isnon—
m onotonic behaviorasa function of 1=L ©orU < U, . In
addition, them ininum of g asa function of 1=L shifts
to larger system sizes as the critical region is approached.
T hism akes an extrapolation to the therm odynam ic lin i
in the critical region a di cul task which requires fairly
large system sizes. In orxder to carry out an accurate
extrapolation, we tto a cubic polynom ialin 1=L.
F3g§ show s the extrapolated spin gap for = 20 pre—
sented together w ith the extrapolated values for 1 and
E - A llthree gaps are approxin ately equal for U Ua
(see the inset). C lose to the transition, as can be seen
on the expanded scale in them ain plot, g goesto zero

atUq,while s and ; stay nite and are (@lm ost; see
below ) equal. ForU > U., g Ihcreasesuntil it reaches
the spingap s.We nda region ofU > U, In which

s L = 1 )hasavaliethat isclearly nonzero, wellabove
the accuracy ofthe data which is ofthe order ofthe sym —
bolsize. The behavior is sin ilar for = 4 (not shown).
Foreven sm allervaluesof , 5 closeto U.; becom es sig—
ni cantly an aller. A s a consequence, the region in which

s is non-vanishing for U > U,; is less pronounced at

= 1. In this case, s at U, is only a factor of six
larger than the estin ated accuracy of our data (this has
to be com pared to the factor of 20 or = 4 and 40 for

= 20) wih a fast decrease for U > U, . W e take the
estin ate of accuracy from com parison ofDM RG calcu—
lations for the oneparticle gap ofthe usual1lD Hubbard
m odel w ith Bethe ansatz results. W e nd that the dif-

frence isabout ;7 PMRE BNt — 0003 1n the
worst case. W e nevertheless interpret this am all soin gap
tobe nie for = 1 and In a snall region ofU Q.

For substantially sm aller than 1, i is in possible to re—
solve a nonvanishing g atU Uz using the DM RG .

The spin gap data in Fjg."_d Indicate that s goesto
zero very sm oothly between 2155 and 218 and rem ains
zero from there on. W e here de ne U, as the coupling
atwhich g goesto zero. A swe have argued in Sec. IB,
the m apping onto a H eisenberg m odel at strong coupling
Eqg. (_2)] suggests that the soin gap should vanish at
su ciently largeU . H ow ever, w e cannot strictly speaking
exclide that U, = 1 from the soin gap data. W e give
further evidence in support of two transition points at

nite U below .

N ote that the extrapolated jg.E) aswellasthe large—
L data Fig.4) or s disply an in ection point in the
vicinity of Uc; . This m ight be an indication of a non—
analyticity related to the phase transition at U.; .

D . The one-particle gap 1

IrlFi;.:_é(a), 1 asa function ofU isshown for = 20
and dierent L. Away from the critical region Which
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FIG.5: The exciton gap &, the spin gap s, and the one—

particlegap 1 for = 20 after extrapolating to the therm o—
dynamiclm it L ! 1 . The inset show sthe result fora larger
range of U .

is between U 21415 and U 22), the nited data

rapidly approach the therm odynam ic lin i and accurate
results or ; (L = 1 ) can easily be obtained by tting
to apolynom ialin 1=L . C loseto Uy, thedata for large L
develop am Inimum . A s L Increases, the position of the
minmmum shifts to larger U wvalues. The shape is quie
rounded for the am all system sizes, but becom es sharper

s at the largest system size in

for the largest sizes.

In the critical region, the nite-size scaling isagain del-
ijcate. W e exam lne ; asa function of 1=L. for a num ber
of Uwvaliesnear U.; for = 20 in Fjg.-'_é ). The data
su clently away from them ininum (on both sites) show s
linear behavior in 1=L for sm aller system sizes, but then
deviates from linear behavior and saturates at a nite
value for lJarger L-values. This behavior is directly re—
lated to the L dependence ofthem inimum of ;,which
shifts to larger U and becom es sharper w ith increasing
system size. T he scale on which a deviation from the lin—
earbehavior can be observed shifts to larger system sizes
asU approachesU.; . In order to perform the nite-size
scaling analysis,we tto cubicpolynom ialsin 1=L,aswe
did for the soin gap. W e have carried out this procedure
for = 1land 4and ndthat ; (L;U) behavessim ilarly.

W e have extracted the position and value at the m in—
Ina by interpolating the data for xed L wih cubic
splines and then extrapoltingto L ! 1 wih a tto

a quadratic polynom ial. W e obtain Uy 1, ( = 1) 291,
Upin (= 4) 563, and § i ( = 20) 21:40 for the
posttionsand 1 ( = 1;Uy 1) 002, 1( = 4;Uy )

005,and 1( = 20;Uy ) 008. The m inin al values

are nie to within the resolution of the data and the
extrapolation, although the values are am all, especially
at snall . Therefore, ;1 is nie In the critical region
and is certainly lJarger than g which vanishes at Ug; .
T he positions of the m inim a are very close to, but at a
slightly lJarger U -value than U.;. The largest di erence
Unin () Wi( ) tumsouttobe002 (or = 4). nRef
:;L@l, calculation were carried out for = 0:6 (in ourunits),
thisdi erencewas found tobe 0:04,and 1 ( ;U i) was
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behavior for L =
polynom ialin 1=L.

concluded to be zero. T he authors interpreted this as an
Indication ofa second transition point (in addition to U
which they detem ined from the vanishing ofthe exciton
gap) . W hile we have not carried out calculations at this
value of , our results suggest that ;( = 0:6;U, ) Is
(perhapsunresolably) an all, but nonzero. T herefore, we
believe that Uy i Is not associated w ith a second phase
transition. In fact, aswe have seen in Sec.@_c_‘-, the spin
gap goes to zero at a substantially highervalie ofU than
Un s, and we associate this value w ith U, .

Up to a an alldi erence (seeFjg.lré:) 1@L=1)and

s =1)arcequalforU < U, . In fact, the values
are virtually identical for the largest few system sizes
and deviate only at sm aller sizes. W e therefore believe
that the di erence in the extrapolated gaps stem s from
di erencesin the tting to the scaling finction at an aller
system sizes and that @L = 1) = s@L = 1) for
U < Upin U.; is consistent w ith our results. At this
coupling, 1@ = 1 ) starts to become larger than g
and as U further increases, grow s approxin ately linearly
In U asonewould expect In a M ott lnsulator.

To summ arize the behavior of the nite-=size extrapo—
lated gaps, we nd that for U Usa, 2= s= 1
as in a non-Interacting band insulator. As U, is ap-—
proached, the gaps to two (ormore) S = 0 excitations
drop below s and at least one of them goes to zero at
Uci. The oneparticle gap 1 reachesa niem Ininum
around U.; and then increases (linearly for Jarge U ), and
the spin gap s goes to zero smoothly at U, > U
This an ooth decay of the spin gap m akes it di cul to
quantitatively estin ate U, . Since the above behavior is
sim flar for the w idely di erent potential strengths stud-
ied here, = 1, 4, and 20, we believe that it is generic
forall
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FIG.7: The jonicity hna ng i for = ‘1;4;20. T he solid
lines indicate analytical resuls from Eq. (:§) and the sym bols
num ericalDM RG results for L = 32 sites.

III. IONICITY

As argued In Sec. IB, the e ective strong-coupling
model @) predictsthat the onicity m, i 1=U° for
large U . Fort= 0, on the other hand, one expects a dis-
continuous jmp from hnp kpi= 2toh, ri=0
at the single transition point U.. Here we explore the
behavior of hna g1 for all U calculated within the
DMRG.



In Fjg.:?: we com pare Eqg. @) for = 1, 4, 20 and
various U to results obtained from DM RG with OBC'’s
and L = 32. By also considering larger system sizes (up
toL = 512) and PBC's (up to L = 64), we have veri ed
that the L = 32 results shown are already quite close
to the themm odynam ic 1m it for U . On the scak
ofthe gurethe di erencebetween L = 32 and L = 1
is negligble. For large U, the DM RG data agree quite
wellw ith the analytical prediction, Eq. 6'_6) . Thisgives a
strong indication that the largeU,,m apping of the THM
onto an e ective H eisenberg m ode¥ is applicable at large
but nie U. It is therefore tem pting to conclude that
Ue, < 1 . One should nevertheless keep in m ind that
the excellent agream ent of the num erical data and the
analytical prediction for the ionicity does not constiute
a proof of this statem ent. W e w ill retum to this issue.

The DM RG data for na npilforl = 32 shown In
Fjg.:j are continuous as a function of U forallU. W e
exam lneln, 1y im ore carefiilly asa function of system
size In the vicihity ofthe rstphase transition at U, for

= 20 in Fig.8. Them ah plbt showsDM RG data for
various L as a function ofU for = 20. W hile the data
are continuous as a function of U for all sizes, there is
signi cant size dependence between U = 212 and 215,
nearthe st criticalpoint atU.; . W e have extrapolated
the data to the therm odynam ic lim i using a second order
polynom ialin 1=L and have checked that other extrap—
olation schem es do not lad to signi cant di erences in
the extrapolated values. The L = 1 extrapolated curve
is shown in the inset. W hile the curve is still continuous,
an In ection point can be observed close to U.;. This
m ight be related to non-analytic behavior at Ucs;. W e
have found sin ilar behavior of my npifPr = 1and
4.

T he behavior of ny s iforPBC’s (@nd L = 4n),
w hich wehave checked usingthe DM RG PoruptoL = 64,
is quite di erent. For nie L, the data digplay a Jump
discontinuity in the critical region w hich decreases in size
for increasing L . The origin of this Jum p is the ground-
state level crossing at Uy (L; ). Sihce we do not cbserve
any discontinuiy in the ionicity calculated forOBC’s for

= 1,4,20 and up to L = 512, and shce the jimp
obtained for PBC's becom es an aller w ith system size,
w e expect that the jum p vanishes in the them odynam ic
Iim it and np 1y 1 becom es a continuous function.

IVv. ORDER PARAMETERSAND
SUSCEPTIBILITIES

A . The bond order param eter and susceptibility

T he energy gaps have given us indications for two crit—
icalpoints. To study the nature of the intervening phase
and the possibility ofdin erization in m ore detail, we cal-
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FIG . 8: The jonicity hna ng i for nite systemswih L =
16, 32, :::, 512 or = 20. The inset showsthe L ! 1
extrapolated value.

culate the BO param eter
1 X .D E

11)

Since the OBC ’s break the sym m etry between even and
odd bonds, lBBi & 0 for all nite systam s. Thercbre,
a spontaneous din erization can be obtained directly by
extrapolating lBi to L ! 1 , ie., wihout adding a
symm etry-breaking eld explictly. One can form the
corresponding BO susceptbility o by adding a tem
X
Ham = (
i

¥ de td e, a2

to the Ham iltonian @) and taking

@B i
BO = 71() H (13)
¢ =0

In practice, the derivative is discretized as B i( )
B i( JF@ ) where is taken to be an all enough, so
that the system ram ains in the linear response regin eld
D ue to the additional sym m etry breaking by the exter-
naldim erization eld ,the DM RG runs converge m ore
rapidly than in the = 0 case, m aking it easier to reach
larger system sizes. Thuswe were able to calculate yo
on lattices ofup to L = 768 sites.

Fig. :gi(a) shows lBBi as a function of U or = 20
and di erent L. The data develop a wellkde ned m ax—
mmum near U, for large L. The width of the \peak"
for L = 512 gives a rst indication that there is a re—
gion in which the dim erization is non-vanishing. T ypical
resuls for the niesize scaling of B i are presented in



Fig. -_Si ). ForU Ucq, the data extrapolate linearly
to zero In 1=L . In the opposie lim i, U Uec1, We
nd B i 1=, wih 05 06. A sin ilar slow
decay of the BO param eter has also been found in the
standard and extended Hubbard m odels at half- 1ling 29
The substantial nitesize corrections thus require very
large system s to distinguish between scaling to zero w ith
a slow powerJdaw and scalingtoa nite L ! 1 Ilmit.
Below ,but close to Uy, the data for an allL, initially dis—
play power-law -lke nite-size scalngwih < 1,but for
larger system size, one ndsa crossoverto a linear scaling
ofthe BO parameter (to zero) asL ! 1 . There isalso
a crossover in the behavior for U values near but above
U . One again nds a crossover from a power law w ith
< 1 for analler system sizes to linear behavior that
can be extrapolated to nite values of 1B i; for larger
system sizes. The crossover length scale Increases as U
approaches U, until it becom es larger than the largest
system size considered here. This length scale L. can be
used to estin ate the correlation length, w hich divergesat
the st (continuous) critical point. W e have been able
to calculate L. forU -values on both sidesofU.; and nd
that it diverges approxim ately linearly in §J Uy J. This
Inplies ; = 1 (seealso below ). Taking into acoount that
z; 1 = 1 asextracted from the linear closing of g, one
nds z; = 1 for the dynam ical critical exponent.

T his diverging crossover length scalem akes it essential
to treat system sizesthat are signi cantly lJargerthan the
scale L., even close to the critical point U.; . In order
to obtain reliable results, we have calculated B i;, Pora
num ber of system sizes L > 200. In carrying out the

nie-size extrapolation, we t to a linear form for the
largest system sizes if it is clearthat L. hasbeen reached,
as can be seen in the inset ofFjg.:ii ©).

In Fig.ilQ, the nite-size extrapolation 1B i, is shown
as a function ofU for = 1, 4, and 20. A s can be seen,
B i = 0towellwithin the error of the extrapolation
forU < Ug.ForU > Ug,we nd a region ofwidth be-
tween 02 and 04 (ie., a factor of5 to 10 larger than the
extent of the dim erized phase clain ed to be found in Ref.
16) nU nwhich B i isdistihctly nite. The onset of

nitehB i, atU.; is rather steep orallthree valuesof ,
but seem s to be continuous. T his steep onset suggests a
critical exponent of the order param eter that is substan—
tially smaller than 1. W ithin bosonization the rst crits
icalpoint was predicted to be Isihg-lkewih ;= 1=82
The Allo to zero as U increases, on the other hand,
is slow , wih a sn all or vanishing slope. This behavior
would be consistent w ith a second criticalpoint at which
the critical exponent for the order param eter is larger
than one orat which a higher order phase transifion such
as a K osterlitz-T houless transition takes plce? As can
be seen by com paring FJg:_l(_)' @), ), and (c), the height
ofthem axin um increasesw ith increasing .For signif-
icantly sm aller than 1, the BO param eter is so am allthat
it cannot be conclided to be nie wihin the num erical
accuracy of the DM RG . For the couplings at which the

nite dim erization sets n we obtain U ( = 20) 2139

11

and Ug ( = 4) 5:%61,which are ;n excellent agreem ent
w ith the resuls obtained from the vanishingof . The
value obtained or = 1, Usg( = 1) 267, is also
In reasonably good agreem ent w ith the results obtained
from the analysis of the gaps.

W hile our data suggest that a critical coupling U,
withBi = 0 forU > U, exists, no reliable quanti-
tative estim ate 0f U, can be given based on the DM RG
data for the BO param eter. D ue the close proxin iy of
the two critical points, we were not able to obtain quan-—
titative resuls for the criticalexponents ; and , atthe
critical points, eitherby a direct tofthel = 1 results
or by a scaling plot of the nitesize data. A s discussed
next, accurate exponents at U.; can be extracted from
both the BO and the electric susogptibilities, and a m ore
accurate estin ate of U, can be obtained from the BO
susceptibility.

In order to understand the behavior ofthe BO suscep—
tbility, i is usefilto rst exam ine the behavior of the
BO parameter IB i as a function of the applied din er—
ization eld This quantity is shown in Fig.|li for

= 20, three representative values of U, and di erent
system sizes. ForU = 19< U, the system is in a phase
w ith vanishing BO param eter, and the slopeat = 0 re—
mains nite forall system sizes, corresponding to a nite
susceptbility. The value U = 2142 is in the intermm edi-
ate regin e where we have found a nite BO param eter
In the them odynam ic 1im it. A s can be seen in them ain
part of the gure, a imp In B i( ) develops. As the
system size Increases, the absolute value of dim erization

eld at which the jump occurs becom es an aller. This
is the behavior expected in a din erized phase In a sys—
tem wih OBC's. Therefore, the jimp In B i( ) provides
additional evidence in support of an intermm ediate phase
with nite din erization. Forthe approxin ate calculation
of the susoceptibility g0 Bi() Bi( YEQ ), we
havetaken = 10 ? which isam allenough to stay to the
right ofthe Jum p forall system sizes considered. F nally,
foru = 50 Ue, Bi( ) goesto zero for j j! 0 and
Increasing system size Indicating a phase w ithout spon—
taneous din erization. However, the slope at anall j jJ
becom es stegper w th Increasing system size, indicating
a divergence of go .

In Fig. ié, the BO susceptbility as a function of U
isshown for = 1,4,20 and dierent L. Forall val
ues, one observes a tw o-peak structure that becom espro—
gressively m ore wellde ned w ith increasing system size.
T here isa narrow peak at a U -value that agreeswellw ith
U1 detem ined earlier whose height grow s rapidly w ith
system size. It signalsthe onset of spontaneous din eriza—
tion. For som ew hat argerU thereisam ininum In 3o,
surrounded by narrow region in which isvalie seam sto
saturate with system size. For still larger U values, a
second, broad peak develops. The position of this sec—
ond maximum is roughly at Uy, the U walue at which
the BO param eter vanishes. W e argue that the second
peak is related to the second phase transition from the
din erized phase Into an undin erized phase. To the right
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20 for nite system s as a function of U for various system sizes. () The

scaling of the data as a function of the inverse system size 1=L . T he solid lines are least-squares ts to the data as describbed
in the text. The inset show s an expanded view of the scaling for U values near the critical point.

ofthe second peak, po doesnot seem to saturate for n—
creasing system size, m plying that o is divergent for
allu Uz . O ne can understand this divergent behavior
by studying the BO susceptibility for the ordinary Hub—
bardmodel Lf . One ndsthat 3y isdivergent for
allU >,Q because the bond-bond correlation fiinction is

critical®l A nitesize extrapolation of o is shown in

Fig.13 orlargeU valiesforboth = 0and = 20.We
nd a power law divergence, po L) L ,wih 068
for the ordinary Hubbard m odel and 065 for the

THM . These values are in good agreem ent, considering
the accuracy ofthe t and addiional nite-size e ects.
Since o diverges for allU to the right of the sec—
ond peak, it is di cul to accurately detem ine the crit-
ical coupling U, . However, two di erent ways of esti-
m ating U, () under-and overestin ate is value. In the
rst m ethod, U, is estin ated as the lowest U value for
which o seam s to diverge for Increasing L and the
available system sizes. It is then still possible that there
is a crossover above a length scale unreachable by us and
Bo scalesto a nite valie.
This tends to underestim ate U.,. In the second
m ethod, U, is taken to be the position of the second
peak at xed L, extrapolated to L ! 1 . Since the peak
position decreases for increasing L, this m ethod tends
to overestim ate U, . From these two procedures, we ob—
tain the bounds 2155 < U, ( = 20) < 21:69. For the
other values of , i is very di cul to accurately de-
term ine the lower bound with the data available. W e
therefore only give the upper bound U, (= 1) < 2:95
and U, ( = 4) < 586.
Tt is generally believed that a quantum criticalpoint,is
accom panied by a vanishing characteristic energy scak 24

AtU., them ost obviouscandidate is g, consistent w ith
ournum ericaldata (seeF jgs.:_4 and -'_5) and in plying that
Uec, = Ugy. This isassum ed in the follow Ing discussion.

Sihcethepeak In g0 atUq iswellde ned and hasa
clear grow th w ith system size, it is reasonable to perform
a nie-size scaling analysis. W e use a scaling ansatz of
the form

U;L)=L% ~@=); 14)
with Uj . Ascan be seen in Fig.1d@),
data or = 20 and system sizes of L = 128 and greater

collapse onto one curve. The best t is obtained w ith
Uc = 21385 and the critical exponents ; = 045 and
1 = 1. The latter value is consistent w ith the value
1 = 1 extracted from the divergence of the length scale
discussed above. N ote that the value of ; isnot in agree—
ment wih the valie expected in the two-dim ensional
Ising transition, = 1=4% W e have also applied the scal
Ing ansatz or = 1 and 4. For decreasing , the quality
of the collapse of the data for the available system s sizes
becom es poorer and the extracted exponents therefore
becom e less reliable. The best t is again obtained w ith

1= 1forboth , 1 ( = 4) 055and 1 ( = 1) 0:65.
For the critical coupling we obtain U1 (= 1)  2:7 and
Uoa (= 4) 56, n excellent agreaem ent w ith the values

found by otherm eans.

Tt is also possble to collapse the nite-size data onto
one curve at the second transition point using the scaling
ansatz d_l-l_f) . W e nd thatthebest resultsare obtained for

exp@=0U §)®), indicating that the divergence
of the susceptibility at U, may indeed be exponential
as expected for a KT -lke transition. However, tting
the lin ited am ount of data available to this form does
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FIG .10: The bond-order param eter I'B i; in the themm ody-
nam ic lim it for @) =1, ) = 4, and (c) = 20 plotted
as a function of U near the transition points.

not produce com plktely unam biguous resuls for all t
param eters.

T herefore, we have not further attem pted to obtain
resuts orA,B,U%,and , with thismethod.

B . The electric susceptibility and the
density-density correlation function

In oxder to further investigate the physical properties
ofthe di erent phases and transition points,we calculate
the electric polarization and susoept:bﬂjty.@q T he polar-
ization is given by
X
Pi=

H| -

X3y + nyd; 15)

j
wherexy= j L=2 1=2 isthe position along the chain,
measured from the center. The polarization is the re—
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0.15

-0.01

-0.005 0

FIG.1l: The BO parameter I'B i as a function of applied
din erization eld for = 20 and U = 21:42. The upper
Inset shows data ©or U = 19 and the lower inset data for
U = 50.

ponse due to a linear electrostatic potential

X

Hea= E X5 gn + n5) 1e)

J

which is added to the Ham iltonian (5). T he electric sus-
ceptibility

CP iE)
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QE an

el =
E=0

is the susoceptibility associated w ith this eld.

The electric susceptibility has been used to nvesti-
gate the m etalinsulator transition i the t+%H ubbard
m odel®d T thism odel, both aphase in which o; diverges
asL? (a perfect m etal) and a phase .n which ©r increas-
Ing system size o) scalesto a nite valie (@n nsulator)
were found when varying U for xed nearest-neighbor
hopping t and next-nearest-neighbor hopping t°.

In contrast to the ordinary Hubbard m odel, the po—
larization does not always vanish at eld E = 0 in the
IHM .ForU = 0, > 0,one ndshPi-= 1=2. This
is due to the altemating ionic potentialwhich induces a
charge displacem ent to the sites w ith lower potential en—
ergy. DuetotheOBC's,a chain w ith even length L starts
and endsw ith a di erent potential, inducing a dipolem o—
ment. This is a boundary e ect. In the strong coupling
Iim i, U ,we ndthathlPi! 0, as expected. The
electric suceptibility o1 can be calculated by discretizing
the derivative as [P i E ) WPiE = 0)FE. The eld
E must be taken to be an all enough sp-that the system
rem ains in the linear regponse regin e28 Note that i is
necessary to subtract P i€ = 0) since it is nonzero in
general.
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FIG.12: The BO susceptibility
analysis ofthe = 20 data from

Bo asa function of U for (a)
©).

A pbtof ¢ asa function ofU forvarious system sizes
J'sshownjnFjg.:;Lﬁf(a) for = 20.ForU Us; and in—
creasing L, o1 convergesto a nite value, s ilar to the
behavior In a non-interacting band insulator and In the
correlated insulator phase of the t+%-H ubbard m odel®%
T he data clearly develop am axin um at U.; whose height
Increases m arkedly w ith system size, indicating a diver—
gence at the st critical point. The nite-size scaling
of this height is consistent wih a powerdaw increase,
L? 1, wih 046. This increase is weaker than
the L? divergence (which inplies = 0) Hund in Ref.
:_5(_5 and associated with a perfect metal. For U slightly
larger than U.;, the data again seem to saturate wih
system size. A ssum Ing the scaling form ofE(q. C_[Z_I), the
data close to U.; can be collapsed on a single curve as

XgolL (U-Ug)L*
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= 20 and di erent L. (d) A scaling

dem onstrated in Fig.j14 ). The best t is obtained fr
1 = 1and ; 045. Both of these exponents are
In excellent agreem ent w ith those found in the scaling
analysis or po . W e have carried out a nie-=size scal-
ing analysis for = 4 and = 1 and also nd diverg-
Ing peaks at U.1, as well as collapse of the data onto a
sihgle curve using the scaling form C_l-é) w ith exponents

1( = 1)= 052, 1( = 4) = 045,and ; = 1 (bor
both ). The criticalU «values obtained from this scaling
procedure are Uy ( = 1) = 268,Uy ( = 4) = 559, and
Uc (= 20) = 2138, which com pare well to the values

for the critical coupling obtained from the gapsand from
the BO param eter and susceptibility.

The data or = 20 and = 4 for the largest sys—
tem sizes, L = 256 and L = 512, suggest that a second
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FIG. 13: The BO susceptbility o as a function of 1=L

for the ordinary Hubbard model ( = 0) and U = 10 and the
onic Hubbardm odelfor = 20andU = 50.DM RG data are
indicated by the corresponding sym bols and the solid curves
represent a least-squares t to the indicated fom s.

peak m ay develop around U.,. In order to investigate
the behavior of 1 (L) m ore precisely In this region, we

taquadraticpolynom ialto P i € ) through severaldata
points and then take the derivative ofthis t function at
E = 0. This procedure should elin inate errors caused
by a an all linear response regin e. R esults obtained from
this procedure for = 20 indicate a weak divergence at
U = 2165, corresoonding to a U valuenearU.,; . In addi-
tion, we nd an even weakerdivergence forallU > 21:65.
T he larger the U «value, the an aller the coe cient of the
diverging part, so that the divergence is very di cult to
observe num erically deep In the strong-coupling-phase.
O ne generally expects the divergence of ; to be con—
nected to the closing of a gap to excied states which
possess at least som e \charge character" (in the sense
discussed below ). At U, the divergence is accom panied
by the closing of the exciton gap, leading to a consistent
picture.

T he situation is less clear for U Uso . T his issue can
further be Investigated by exam ining the behavior of the
density-density correlation finction

Cden (©) = Myny 1 iihng (i 18)
shown in Fig.]l3 or = 1 and dierentU > Uy,. Here
we have averaged over a num ber of ivalues (typically
six) for each r and have perform ed the calculation on an
L = 256 lattice. For each value of U, it is evident that
the correlation function behaves linearly on the log-log
scale above som e value of r, ndicating that the dom i-
nant long-distance behavior is a power law . (For r close
to the system size, nite-sizee ects from the open bound-
aries also appear.) Note that the sign of the correlation
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function is negative for r > 0, so that the negative is
pbtted. A least—squares t to the linear portion of the
curve yields an exponent of approxin ately 3 35 forall
values of U > U, . This behavior ism arkedly di erent
from the behavior for U < U., where we nd a clkar
exponentialdecay as in a non-interacting band insulator,
and from thebehavioratU.;, wherewe nd a power law
decay w ith an exponent of 2. Note that if the decay
were exponential or U > U, we would expect the cor-
relation length to change quickly wih U, lading to a
m arked variation in the slope. W e have ruled out nie-
size e ects as an origin of the powerdaw tails aswellas
possible sym m etry breaking due to the OBC by com par-
ing calculations for L = 128 and L = 256 with OBC and
L = 64 wih PBC,which yield identical values except for
distances r near the lattice size (or half the lattice size
forPBC's).

W e have perform ed calculations for = 20 and nd
sim flarbehavior. T he exponent ofthe pow er-law tailshas
a com parable value to the ones given above, even at very
large U values such asU = 50, where the prefactor ofthe
powerdaw partis 2 10°. It therefore seem s jisti ed
to conclude that this pow er-Jaw decay is a generic feature
of the strong-coupling phase for all

Our ndings or o; and Cgey () are consistent w ith
a scenario in which there is a continuum of gapless ex—
citations for U > Ug,, where m atrix elem ents of charge
operators such as the density ny = ny» + njs, are non—
vanishing for som e of the states belonging to this con—
tinuum . These are the states m entioned above which
possess charge character. To further con m this idea,
we have calculated m atrix elem entsIm jny i, where jn i
denotes the m -th excited state and i the ground state,
foruptom = 4, = 20,U > Uyp,and L = 32. We

nd that the third excited state isthe »stS = 0 state,
both for the ordinary Hubbard m odeland the HM (the
fourth state aswellasthem = 1,2 stateshave S = 1).
For the ordinary Hubbard m odel, h3jn; )i vanishes for
all j to within the accuracy of our data and this S = 0
state can be classi ed as a soin excited state since its
excitation energy is wellbelow the charge gap. In con—
trast, h3jny Pi is nonvanishing for the HM and shows
a non-trivial dependence on j which has a wavelength
of approxin ately the lattice size, In plying that the wave
vector characterizing the exciation is nearg= 0.

As a consequence, this state contributes to the dy-
nam ical charge structure factor n the THM but not in
the ordinary Hubbard m odel. T his show s that although
several sin ilarities between the strong coupling phase of
the THM and the Hubbard m odel were found, low -lying
excitations in both m odels are of quite di erent nature.
A s we have veri ed, the energy of P31 becom es sn aller
for ncreasing U, In contrast to the behavior of the one-
particle gap which increases linearly with U . D ue to the
num ericale ort necessary to target such a lJarge num ber
of states, we were unabl to perform these calculations
on larger lattices n orderto carry outa nite-size scaling
analysis of the m atrix elem ents.
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Tt is in portant to note that the power-law decay of
Cgen (r) and the divergence of ; for U U., do not
necessarily in ply that the D rude weight is nite In this
param eter regim e ornearU.; ,where o) diverges roughly
as L'®. Therefore, we refrain here from classifying the
din erized phase, the U Us; strong coupling phase, and
the transition point U, as being m etallic or insulating.
ForU < U. allour results are sim ilar to those found in
a non-interacting band insulator. To further investigate
the m etallic and nsulating behavior in di erent parts of
the phase diagram , it would be necessary to calculate dy—
nam ical correlation functions using, eg., the dynam ical
DM RG . Such an Investigation would exceed the scope of
the current paper.

V. PERIODIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Up tothispoint, wehaveonly presented DM RG resuls
obtained for system s with OBC's. Here we will argue
that the resuls for energy gaps determ ined forPBC 'sare
consistent w ith the ones discussed In Sec.ﬁ. W e present
further evidence that U, obtained from the closing of
the soin gap or O BC ’s and the coupling constant U, at
which the BO param eter vanishes coincide.

Here we Investigate the level crossing point of the
ground state and the rst excited state Uy, aswellas the
crossing ofthe rstand second excited statesUyy . In Ref.
11 (and further references therein), the crossing points of
ground and excited states of nite system s are associated
w ith phase transition points. In particular, the crossing
of the ground state and the rst excited state wih op-—
posite site-inversion pariy were shown to corresoond to
a Jump in the charge Berry phase. The crossing of the

Xal(L (U'Ucl))/l—u
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FIG. 15: The negative of the density-density correlation
flinction lniniy yri Mniini i) ©r U > U . The indi-
cated lines are least-squares tsover a range ofr in which the
behavior is linear on the log-log scale.

rst and second excited statesw hich are spin singletsand
soin triplets w ith opposite site-inversion symm etry and
zero totalm om entum was argued to be associated w ith
a jum p in the spin Berry phase and to characterize a sec—
ond transition. W hile the direct calculation of the Berry
phases isbeyond the scope ofthis paper, it ispossble for
us to analyze the nitesize behavior of the level cross—
ngs Uy and Uy, . W e therefore m ust calculate the ener—
gies of the ground state and the rst two excited states
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FIG .16: C rossing points of excited states orPBC’sfor =1
as a function of inverse system size. The inset shows the
extrapolation of s (Uxx) asa function of inverse system size.

sin ultaneously. Su ciently accurate DM RG resuls for

these energies can only be obtained for system sizes of
up to L = 64, an all com pared to the ones studied for
O BC'’s, but nevertheless m uch larger than the.ongsthat
can be reached w ith exact diagonalization t¥122329 i e
show results orPBC'’s for system swih L = 12, 16, 24,
32, and 64, ie., system sizes w ith 4n sites, so that the
site-inversion sym m etry ofthe ground state is guaranteed
to change sign with U, asdiscussed in Sec. IB. W e nd
non-m onotonic behavior of the level crossing points as a
function of system size at a scale beyond the system sizes
w hich can be investigated using exact diagonalization.

The mte—SJZe scaling of Uy, and Uy, for = 1 isshown
n Fi. .16 T he error bars result from the uncertainty
In detem ining the closing or crossing points as well as
from the poorer convergence ofthe DM RG algorithm for
PBC's. Neverthekss, for = 1 they only are ofthe order
ofthe symbolsize or smaller. For = 4 and = 20, the
convergence for, = 64 ispoorer around U, and Uy, , but
we obtain qualitatively sin ilar behavior up to the larger
error bars.

For all studied, the nitesize extrapolation of Uy
Jeads to critical couplings in agreem ent w ih the ones
given In Sec. ']:[C- up to the an aller num erical accuracy
available w ith PBC’s. U sihg a quadratic polynom ial for
the extrapolation,we nd Uy ( = 1)= 271,U,( = 4)=
563and Uy, ( = 20)= 2142. D ueto com plicated nite-
size e ects, weonly use thedata orL 32for = 4and

= 20.) The anglk of crossing of Eqg and E; decreases
w ith increasing system size. This is consistent wih a
continuous criticalbehaviorat U, in the them odynam ic
lim it.

T he non-m onotonic behavior of Uy,, as seen in Fig.
i@, makesan L ! 1 extrapolation di cul. In fact,
an extrapolation using the systam sizes available to ex—
act diagonalization would give a U, which is substan—
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tially larger than if the two largest system sizes were in—
clided. This could explain the discrepancy in the size
of the region between the two critical points found here
and cbtained in Ref. 1. By extrapolting the nite-
size data using a quadratic polynom ialin 1=L, we ocbtain
Uxx @ =1; =1)= 284, U, L =1; = 4)= 597,
andU,, @ =1 ; = 20)= 21:75. Thevalues forU,, and
for U, obtained from the BO susceptibility are In 2irly
good agreem ent. T hedi erences indicate that even larger
system sizes are needed to perform an accurate nite-size
extrapolation for PBC’s.

Since the transition U, is associated w ith the clos-
Ing of the spin gap, the gap to the excitations at Uyy
should scale to zero with system size. The inset of F'i.
16 showsthat g Uyy) = sz Uxy) indeed closes in the
them odynam ic lim . Since one of the two states that
are degenerate at Uy, is a soin triplet, this Wmplies a
vanishing spin gap. W e thus obtain further (indirect) ev—
idence that the couplings at which the BO susceptibility
diverges and the spin gap closes coincide, consistent w ith
a two—criticalpoint scenario. In particular, the angle of
the crossing ofthe rst and second excited state also de—
creases w ith increasing L, consistent w ith a continuous
transition at Ue, .

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper, we have presented density-m atrix renor—
m alization group results that elucidate the nature ofthe
quantum critical behavior found in the half- lled ionic
Hubbard model. By carrying out extensive and pre—
cise num erical calculations and by carefully choosing the
quantities used to probe the behavior, we have been able
to Investigate the structure of the transition m ore accu—
rately than in previous work. This has allowed us to
resolre a num ber of outstanding uncertainties and am bi-
guities. W e have worked at three di erent strengths of
the altemating potential covering a signi cant part of
the param eter space and nd the sam e qualitative behav—
jor for all three -wvalues. In particular, we have carried
out extensive nite-size scaling analyses of three di er-
ent kinds of gaps: the exciton gap, the soin gap, and
the oneparticle gap. W e nd that or xed and in the
therm odynam ic lim it, the exciton gap goes to zero as a
function of U at a st critical point U.;, the spin gap
goes to zero at a distinct second critical point U, > U
and is clearly nonzero at U.; . The oneparticle gap (the
tw o-particle gap behaves sim ilarly) reaches a m inin um
close to Uy, but never goes to zero and never becom es
an aller than the spin gap.

D ue to the explicitly broken one-site translationalsym —
m etry, the ionicity is nite forall nieU .ForU the
Jonicity found num erically agrees very wellw ith the one
obtained analytically from the strong coupling m apping
of the ionic Hubbard m odelonto an e ective H eisenberg
m odel.

W e have also studied the bond-order param eter, the



order param eter associated w ith din erization, aswellas
the associated bond-order susosptibility. The result of
the delicate nitesize extrapolation indicates that there
is a nite bond-order param eter in the Interm ediate re—
gion between U, and U, . There is a divergence In the
bond-order susceptibility at both U.; and at U, as one
would expect from two continuous quantum phase tran—
sitions. However, the bond-order susceptibility diverges
In the entire strong coupling phase U Uez, abeit m ore
weakly than at U.; . W e have pointed out that this is in
accordance w ith the behavior found in the strong cou-
pling phase of the ordinary H ubbard m odel.

W e nd that the electric susceptibility is nite forU <
U, but diverges roughly as L'® at U, . T his divergence
isweakerthan the one found fornon-interacting electrons

wih ., = 0) and in them etallicphase ofthe t+H ubbard
model®d A nitesize scaling analysis of both the bond-
order susceptibility and the electric susceptibility yield
the sam e critical exponents at U1 . H owever, the value,

1 045, isnot consistent w ith the cr:irjqalexponents of
the classical tw o-din ensional Ising m odel?

The electric susceptbility also seem s to diverge, al-
beit quite weakly, for U Us; . Corresopondingly, the
density-density correlation function has a long-distance
decay which is ofpower-law form , but wih a sn allpref-
actor which becom es an aller w ith increasing U, and a
relatively large exponent of approxin ately 3 35. We
speculate that this behavior is related to m ixed spin and
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charge character of excitations present in the strong cou—
pling phase of the ionic Hubbard m odel, in contrast to
the ordinary Hubbard m odel.

W e point out that the divergence ofthe electric suscep—
tbility at U and forU U., doesnot necessarily in ply
a nite D rude weight. Based on our results for various
energy gaps and the electric susceptbility, we therefore
cannot unam biguously classify all di erent phases and
transition points as being m etallic or lnsulating.

Finally, we have presented DM RG resuls for the po-
sition of the crossing of the ground state and the rst
excited Uy, and the crossing ofthe rst two excited states
Uyx On system sw ith periodic boundary conditions on up
to 64 sites. The nitesize extrapolation of U, gives U, .
D ue to the loss ofaccuracy, it is som ew hat less clear that
the nitesize extrapolation of U, correspondsto Ug; .
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