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C harge dynam ics in the M ott insulating phase ofthe ionic H ubbard m odel

A.A.Aligia

Centro At�om ico Bariloche and Instituto Balseiro,
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Iextend tochargeand bond operatorsthetransform ation thatm apstheionicHubbard m odelathalf

�lling onto an e�ectivespin Ham iltonian.Using thetransform ed operatorsIcalculatetheam plitude

ofthe charge density wave in di�erentdim ensionsD .In 1D ,the charge-charge correlationsatlarge

distance d decay as d
� 3

ln
� 3=2

d,in spite ofthe �nite charge gap,due to rem aining charge-spin

coupling.Bond-bond correlationsdecay as(� 1)dd� 1 ln� 3=2
d asin the usualHubbard m odel.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The ionic Hubbard m odel(IHM ) has been proposed

in the 80’sfor the description ofthe neutral-ionic tran-

sition in m ixed-stack charge-transferorganic crystals.1;2

In the90’stheintereston them odelincreased dueto its

potentialapplication to ferroelectricperovskites.3{9 The

m odelin any bipartite lattice can be written as:

H = H 0 + H t; H 0 =
�

2

X

i�

(� 1)ini� + U
X

i

ni"ni#

H t = � t
X

��

c
y

i+ ��
ci�; (1)

wherei+ � denotethenearestneighborsofsitei,and odd

icorrespond to thesublatticewith on-siteenergy � � =2.

Atzerotem perature,in thestrongcouplinglim itt= 0,

the system is in the M ott insulating (M I) phase for

U > � (allsites are singly occupied). and in the bond

insulating (BI) phase for U < � (allsites with odd i

doubly occupied). In one dim ension (1D),for � nite t,

� eld theory calculations pointed out the existence ofa

third interm ediate phase,the spontaneousdim erized in-

sulator (SDI) between the other two.8 For � xed � ,as

U increases, � rst a transition at Uc (involving m ainly

charge degreesoffreedom )between the BIand the SDI

takesplace,and then forUs > Uc,thespin gap closesas

in usualK osterlitz-Thoulesstransitions.Thephysicshas

som esim ilaritiesto thatoftheextended Hubbard m odel

forsm allU and nearest-neighborrepulsion V .9{11

Thephasediagram ofthe1D IHM hasbeen calculated

num erically using them ethod ofjum psofBerry phases,9

which in this case coincides with the m ethod ofcross-

ingsofappropriatelychosenexcited levels.9;10 Thecharge

Berry phase is a m easure ofthe polarization and there-

fore detects the ferroelectric charge transition,4{6 while

the spin Berry phase jum psatthe pointwhere the spin

gap closes.12 Forsm allt,Us� Uc
�= 0:6twasobtained for

the width ofthe SDIphase.9

Duetothefactthatthespin gap isexponentially sm all

for U sm aller but near Us,direct num ericalcalculation

ofit or ofappropriate correlation functions are unable

to � nd a sharp transition atUs.
13;14 The sam edi� culty

happensin theHubbard chain with correlatedhopping,15

wheretheexistenceand position ofthetransition iscon-

� rm ed by � eld theory16;17 and exact18 results. In the

IHM som econtroversy rem ainsabouttheexistenceofUs

and the nature ofthe phase for U > Uc in the case of

absence ofa second transition. W ilkens and M artin13

suggested thattheM Iphasedoesnotexist(thespin gap

rem ainsopen forany � nite U ). Thisisin contradiction

with thestrongcoupling expansion fort� U � � ,which

m apstheIHM ontoan e� ectivespin Ham iltonian ~H with

closed spin gap.2;14 W ilkens and M artin13 argued that

since ~H hasan additionalsym m etry with respectto H

(translation to a nearestneighborT�), ~H seem sto have

lostpartofthe physicsofH ,which m ightbe essential.

Recently,a detailed study ofdi� erent observables of

the 1D IHM was m ade, using density-m atrix renor-

m alizarion group (DM RG ),including a careful� nite-size

scalinganalysis.19 Theresultsindicatethepresentoftwo

transitions and are consistent with the phase diagram

found using topologicaltransitions,9 although a sm aller

width ofthe SDI phase is suggested. Surprisingly,the

authors� nd a powerlaw decay ofcharge-chargecorrela-

tion functionsin theM Iphase,in spiteofa thepresence

ofa chargegap � U � � .

Here Ireportcalculations ofcharge expectations val-

ues,and in onedim ension,the long distancebehaviorof

charge-chargeand bond-bond correlation functionsusing

them apping to a spin Ham iltonian,valid fort� U � � .

This m ight seem surprising at � rst sight,since charge


 uctuationsarefrozen in ~H .However,therelevantinfor-

m ation is contained in the transform ed operators. This

has som e sim ilarities with the case ofthe cuprates,in

which Cu and O contributionstothephotoem ission spec-

tra were successfully calculated using e� ective one-band

m odels.20{23 Also,while a t� J m odelisenough to ex-

plain theobserved dispersion in photoem ission m easure-

m entsin Sr2CuO 2Cl2,them apping oftheoperators
24;25

iscrucialto explain the observed intensities.25

The transform ation on the operators is perform ed in

Section II.Section III contains the results for expecta-

tion values ofdi� erent quantities,and Section IV is a

discussion.
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II.T H E C A N O N IC A L T R A N SFO R M A T IO N

In thisSection,Iusethecanonicaltransform ation plus

projection onto the low-energy subspace that m aps H

intoaspin Ham iltonian ~H ,totransform chargeand bond

operatorsin one direction (� = � 1)

ni = ni" + ni#;

bi =
X

��

�(c
y

i+ ��
ci� + H:c:); (2)

and discusssom esym m etryproperties.Forourpurposes,

it is enough to work up to second order in t=(U � � ).

Thus

~H = P e
� S

H e
S
P = P (H + [H ;S]+

1

2
[[H ;S];S]+ :::)P;

(3)

whereP isthe projectoroverthe ground statesubspace

of H 0, in which ni � 1 for alli, and S is chosen in

such a way thatlinearterm sin thehopping term H t are

elim inated:H t+ [H 0;S]= 0.Taking m atrix elem entsof

thisequation between eigenstatesofH 0,oneobtains:

hnjSjm i=
hnjH tjm i

E m � En
; (4)

whereE j istheenergy oftheeigenstatejjiofH 0.From

Eqs. (3) and (4),proceeding in a sim ilar way as done

below,oneobtainsthe known result:2

~H =
4t2U

(U 2 � �2)

X

hiji

(Si� Sj �
1

4
): (5)

Them ostim portantcorrection to ~H in higherorderisa

next-nearest-neighbor exchange oforder t4,which does

nota� ectthe physicsfort� U � � .2;14

The e� ective Ham iltonian ~H to allorders in t is in-

variantundera nearest-neighbortranslation T�,whileH

is not.2 This is sim ply a consequence ofthe fact that

to allorders ~H is a purely spin Ham iltonian,since the

charge degrees offreedom are frozen (ni � 1 for alli).

Then ~H isinvariantunderthe electron-holetransform a-

tion Teh : c
y

i� ! �ci��, which leaves invariant allspin

operators.Sincethe originalHam iltonian H isinvariant

underthe productT�Teh,then ~H should also be invari-

antunderT�.Howeverothertransform ed operators,like

~ni below,arenotinvariantunderT�:

The transform ed chargeoperatoris:

~ni = P e
� S

nie
S
P �= P (ni+ [ni;S]+

1

2
[[ni;S];S])P

= 1+ P (SS � SniS)P: (6)

In the second equality I used the fact that S applied

to any stateoftheground statem anifold ofH 0,givesan

excited state.Theonly term sof� P SniSP which donot

cancelwith P SSP are those in which ni = 0 orni = 2

afterthe � rstapplication ofS.Using Eq.(4):

~ni = 1+
X

���0

P [�

�

t

U � (� 1)i�

� 2

c
y

i�0ci+ ��0c
y

i+ ��
ci�

+

�

t

U + (� 1)i�

� 2

c
y

i+ ��
ci�c

y

i�0ci+ ��0]P: (7)

The � rst (negative) term correspond to charge ni = 0

in the interm ediate state and the excitation energy is

E n � Em = U + (� 1)i+ �� =2� (� 1)i� =2= U � (� 1)i� .

Thesum soverspinscan be transform ed asfollows:

X

��0

P c
y

j�ci�c
y

i�0cj�0P =
X

��0

P c
y

j�cj�0(���0 � c
y

i�0ci�)P

=
X

�

P nj�(1� ni�)P � S
+

j S
�
i � S

�
j S

+

i =

=
1

2
� 2Si� Sj: (8)

And replacing thisin Eq.(7):

~ni = 1� (� 1)i
2U � t2

(U 2 � �2)2

X

�

(1� 4Si� Si+ �): (9)

Thisequationrelatesachargeoperatorwith apurelyspin

operator. Although this m ight seem surprising at � rst

sight,itisclearthatin thestrong coupling lim it,virtual

charge
 uctuationsareinhibited only foraferrom agnetic

alignm entofthespins.Thisshowsthatfor� niteU ,som e

charge degreesoffreedom rem ain coupled with spin,in

contrastto theusualHubbard m odel(� = 0):

Using Eq. (2),to leading orderin t,the transform ed

bond operatoris:

~bi = P e
� S

bie
S
P �= P [bi;S]P

=
X

���0

�P [
t

U + (� 1)i�
c
y

i+ ��
ci�c

y

i�0ci+ ��0

+
t

U � (� 1)i�
c
y

i�0ci+ ��0c
y

i+ ��
ci� + H:c:]P:

The� rstterm correspond to acting � rstwith S creating

an excitation with a doubly occupied site at i,and an

em pty siteati+ �,and then with bi,restoringoccupation

1 ateach site.Using Eq.(8),Iobtain:

~bi =
� 8tU

U 2 � �2

X

�

�Si� Si+ �: (10)

Thesecond m em berisa localm easureoftheasym m etry

between thespin \bonds"involvingsiteiin thedirection

of�.Here thereisno essentialdi� erence with the result

forthe ordinary Hubbard m odel.
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III.O B SERVA B LES A N D C O R R ELA T IO N

FU N C T IO N S

For t � U � � ,using Eq. (9) the am plitude ofthe

chargedensity waveisgiven by:

A = jhni� ni+ �iH j= jh~ni� ~ni+ �i~H j

= 2a
X

�

(1� 4hSi� Si+ �i~H ); (11)

where the subscript in the expectation values indicates

the Ham iltonian with which they arecalculated and

a =
2U � t2

(U 2 � �2)2
: (12)

In 1D, from the Bethe ansatz solution 1=4 � hSi �

Si+ �i~H = ln2�= 0:69.26.ThisgivesA �= 11:09a.Thisre-

sulthasalsobeen obtained usingHellm an-Feynm an theo-

rem and isin verygood agreem entwith DM RG results.19

ForthesquarelatticehSi� Si+ �i~H
�= � 0:3347,27 and then

A �= 18:7a. In three dim ensions,spin waves is a good

aproxim ation and gives hSi � Si+ �i~H
�= � 0:30,28 what

leadsto A �= 26:3a:

The charge-chargecorrelation function isgiven by:

Cd = hnini+ diH � hniiH hni+ diH : (13)

To leading order, I can approxim ate hnini+ diH
�=

h~ni~ni+ di~H . The neglected term (see Eq. (6) )

hP e� Snie
S(1 � P )e� Sni+ de

SP i~H involves charge 
 uc-

tuations across the energy gap and therefore should

lead to an exponentially decaying contribution, as in

the usualHubbard m odel. Using Eq. (9) in the form

~ni = 1+ (� 1)i4aSi� Si+ � � z(� 1)ia+ O (t4),where z is

the num berofnearestneighbors,and dropping the sub-

script ~H ,oneobtainsto leading orderin t:

Cd = 16a2(� 1)d
X

��0

[h(Si� Si+ �)(Si+ d � Si+ d+ �)i

� hSi� Si+ �ihSi+ d � Si+ d+ �i]: (14)

Notethattheterm sO (t4)in ~nicancelexactlyin Eq.(13).

Thus,itisenogh to includeterm sup to ordert2 in ~ni to

obtain the resultup to ordert4 in Cd.Using sym m etry,

Ican write:

h(Si� Si+ �)(Si+ d � Si+ d+ �)i= 3hSz
0
S
z
�S

z
dS

z
d+ �i

+ 6hSx
0
S
x
�S

y

d
S
y

d+ �
i; (15)

and sim ilarly fortheotherterm insidesquarebracketsof

Eq.(14).

In 1D,theleading power-law decay can bedeterm ined

using bosonization expressions for the XXZ m odeland

correlation functions of the gaussian m odel.29. How-

ever,attheisotropicpoint,thereareim portantlogarith-

m ic corrections. They can be calculated using expres-

sions derived by G iam archiand Schulz.30 Using Sz
l
�

cos(�l+
p
2’(x)) for the slowest decaying part ofSzl,

theoperatorproductexpansion Sz
l
Sz
l+ 1

� cos(2
p
2’(x)),

and the resultsofsection IIIB ofRef.30,Iobtain:

hS
z
0
S
z
�S

z
dS

z
d+ �i� d

� 4 ln
� 2

d: (16)

Using sym m etry again:

hS
x
0
S
x
�S

y

d
S
y

d+ �
i=

1

8
h(S+

0
S
�
�
+ S

�
0
S
+

�
)(S+

d
S
�
d+ �

+ S
�
d
S
+

d+ �
)i

� hS
z
0
S
z
�S

z
dS

z
d+ �i: (17)

The� rstterm in thisequation turnsoutto be the dom -

inantone,and thereforeIexplain itin m oredetail.Per-

form ing a Jordan-W igner transform ation from spin op-

eratorsto ferm ionswith annihilation operatorsaj,going

to the continuum lim it using aj = ijL(x)+ (� i)jR(x),

with x = ja,and then bosonizing onegets:

X

�

(S
+

j S
�

j+ �
+ H:c:)!

X

�

((a
y

jaj+ � + H:c:)

!
X

�

[i�Ly(x)L(x + a�)+ (� i)�R y(x)R(x + a�)+

(� 1)j(� i)�Ly(x)R(x + a�)+ (� 1)ji�R y(x)L(x + a�)+ H:c:]

! 2i[Ly@L

@x
� R

y@R

@x
� (� 1)jLy@R

@x
+ (� 1)jR y@L

@x
]+ H:c:

= 2i[2Ly@L

@x
� 2Ry

@R

@x
+ (� 1)j

@

@x
(R y

L � L
y
R)]

! 4[(
@’

@x
)2 + (

@�

@x
)2]+ c(� 1)j

@

@x
cos(

p
2’) (18)

wherecisa nonuniversalconstantofthe orderofone.

Iwould like to rem ark thatthe bosonic � elds’,� are

notpure spin operatorsofthe originalHam iltonian Eq.

(1),becausetheycom efrom operatorsalreadydressed by

the transform ation. The expression ofthe transform ed

originalferm ionsfor� = 0and any� llingtolowestorder

in t=U can be found in Refs.24;25.

The� rsttwoterm softhelastm em berofEq.(18)lead

also to contributions of order 1=d4 (without including

logarithm iccorrections).Using30:

h:cos(
p
2’(x))::cos(

p
2’(y)):i�

1

jx � yjln
3=2

jx � yj
;

(19)

togetherwith Eqs. (14)to (19),I� nally obtain (except

forsom efactorofthe orderofone):

Cd � 48
U 2� 2t4

(U 2 � �2)4
d
� 3 ln

� 3=2
d: (20)

Note thatfactors(� 1)d cancel,and then in spite ofthe

even-odd oscillationsin hnji,theseoscillationsareabsent

in the charge-chargecorrelation functions.

Concerningthebond-bond correlation functions,using

Eqs. (10),(19) and
P

�
�Si � Si+ � � cos(

p
2’(x)),one

obtains:
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hbibi+ di� 64
U 2t2

(U 2 � �2)2
(� 1)dd� 1 ln

� 3=2
d: (21)

Thesearem uch sm allerthan the spin-spin correlation

functions,which behave like hSziS
z
i+ di � d� 1 ln

1=2
d at

largedistances,and havea largerprefactor.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

Ihave calculated severalquantities ofthe ionic Hub-

bard m odel,usingam appingto aspin Ham iltonian valid

for U > � and t� U � � . In this lim it the system is

expected to be in the M Iphase. Thisispredicted to be

the case in 1D,8;9 and in factthe absence ofa spin gap

in thee� ectivetransform ed Ham iltonian ~H isconsistent

with this.2;14 Also,the bond-bond correlation functions

decay faster than the spin-spin ones at large distances,

in contrastto whatisexpected in the SDI.

By construction,the sym m etry ofthe observables is

independent ofthe basis in which they are calculated,

and thisbecom esclearaftertransform ation ofthe oper-

ators. For exam ple,the charge operatorni is invariant

under translation ofone lattice param eter T�,while H

is not. These sym m etry properties are interchanged in

the transform ed operators ~ni and ~H ,and the expecta-

tion value hniiH = h~nii~H is notinvariantunderT�. As

a consequence,for any � nite U there is a charge den-

sity wave. Its am plitude fort� U � � isproportional

to t2� U=(U 2 � �2)2 but with a coe� cient larger than

20 which dependson dim ension,and isnear53 in three

dim ensions.

Thecharge-chargecorrelation functionsin 1D decay as

d� 3 ln
� 3=2

d asa function ofdistance d forlarge d with

a prefactorproportionalto t4� 2,in excelentagreem ent

with recentDM RG calculations.19 Thisresultfora � nite

chargegap,isin m arked contrastto thegeneralbehavior

found in 1D system sand isaconsequenceofthefactthat

coupling between charge and spin dynam ics rem ains at

low energiesin theoriginalbasis(e� ectivedressed charge

and spin � eldsare separated atlow energies). Thisfact

isatvariancewith thelow-energy spin-chargeseparation

thattakesplacein translationally invariantm odelswith

quite generalnearest-neighbor interactions17 (including

the extended Hubbard m odelwith nearest-neighborre-

pulsion V 10;11 and the Hubbard m odelwith correlated

hopping10;16;17).An im portantdi� erenceisthatin weak

coupling the charge-spin interaction isa relevantopera-

torin the IHM .14
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