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Charge dynam ics in the M ott insulating phase of the ionic H ubbard m odel
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Iextend to charge and bond operators the transform ation thatm apsthe ionic H ubbard m odelat half
Iling onto an e ective spin H am iltonian. U sing the transfom ed operators I calculate the am plitude
of the charge density wave in di erent dim ensions D . In 1D , the chargecharge correlations at large
distance d decay as d ;n *%4, i spite of the nite charge gap, due to rem aining charge-spin
coupling. Bonddbond correlations decay as ( 1)°d *In *°?d as in the usual H ubbard m odel

I. NTRODUCTION

The Jonic Hubbard m odel (IHM ) has been proposed
in the 80’s for the description of the neutralbonic trapsy
sition in m ixed-stack charge-transfer organic crysta]sﬂ;é
In the 90’s the interest on the m odel increased dye, fo its
potential application to frroelectric perovskires? @ The
m odel in any bipartite lattice can be w ritten as:
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where i+ denote the nearest neighborsofsite i, and odd
i correspond to the sublattice w ith on-site energy =2.

At zero tem perature, in the strong coupling Iim tt= 0,
the system is in the M ott insulating ™ I) phase for
U > (@1l sites are singly occupied). and In the bond
nhsulating BI) phase PrU < (@l sites wih odd i
doubly occupied). In one dinension (1D ), for nie t,

eld theory calculations pointed out the existence of a
third interm ediate phase, the spontangous dim erized in—
sulator (SD I) between the other two® For xed , as
U increases, rst a transition at U, (hvolving m anly
charge degrees of freedom ) between the BI and the SD I
takes place, and then forUg > U, the soin gap closes as
In usualK osterlitz-T houless transitions. T he physics has
som e sin ilarities to that of the extended H ubbard m odel
framallU and nearestneighbor repulsion v 2143

T he phase diagram ofthe 1D THM hasbeen calculated
num erically using the m ethod of jum ps ofBerry phases,:?
which in this case coincides w ith the m gfhod of cross-
Ingsofappropriately chosen excited Jeve]sk"lq T he charge
Berry phase is a m easure of the polarization apd, there-
fore detects the ferroelectric charge transition £ whike
the soin Berry phase Jum ps at the point where the spoin
gap closes2 For am allt,Us,, U.= O:btwasobtained for
the w idth ofthe SD I phase?

D ue to the fact that the soin gap isexponentially an all
for U am aller but near Ug, direct num erical calculation
of i or of appropriate correlatjan, finctions are unable
to nd a shamp transition at i, 2314 The same di culy
happens in the H ubbard chain w ith correlated hoppjng,gs:

where the existence and position of thetransition is con—
med by ed theodftl and exactld results. In the
THM som e controversy rem ains about the existence ofUg
and the nature of the phase ©r U > U. In the case of
absence of a second transition. W ikens and M artin?3
suggested that the M Iphase doesnot exist (the soin gap
rem ains open for any nie U). This is In contradiction
w ith the strong coupling expansion fort U ,which
mapsthe HM opfean e ective soin Ham iltoniant” w ith
closed spin gap 224 W ikens and M artin?? argued that
since H" has an additional sym m etry w ith respect to H
(translation to a nearest neighbor T ), H seem s to have
lost part of the physics of H , which m ight be essential.

Recently, a detailed study of di erent observables of
the 1D THM was made, using density-m atrix renor-
m alizarion group- O M RG ), Including a careful nite-size
scaling ana]ysjs.'l% T he results indicate the present oftwo
transitions and are consistent w ith, the phase diagram
fund using topological transitionsg although a sm aller
w idth of the SD I phase is suggested. Surprisingly, the
authors nd a power law decay of charge-charge correla—
tion functions in the M Iphase, In spite ofa the presence
ofa charge gap U

Here I report calculations of charge expectations val-
ues, and in one din ension, the long distance behavior of
charge-charge and bond-bond correlation finctions using
them apping to a spin Ham itonian, valid ort U
This m ight seem surprisihg at rst sight, sihce charge

uctuations are frozen InH’ . H ow ever, the relevant infor-
m ation is contained in the transform ed operators. This
has som e sin flarities w ith the case of the cuprates, in
which Cuand O contributionsto the photoem ission spec—
tra werg-siecessfiilly calculated using e ective oneband
models?4®3 A 1o, whik at J model is enough to ex—
plain the observed dispersion in photoem ission m easuys=
ments in S»Cu0 ,C L, the m apping of the operator2423
is crucial to explain the observed intensities??

T he transform ation on the operators is perform ed in
Section II. Section ITI contains the results for expecta-
tion values of di erent quantities, and Section IV is a
discussion.
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II.THE CANONICAL TRANSFORMATION

In this Section, Tuse the canonical transform ation plus
progction onto the low-energy subspace that m aps H
Into a soin H am iltonian H, to transform charge and bond
operators In one direction ( = 1)

N3 = Njn + Nig;
X

b = €, o +Hx); @)

and discuss som e sym m etry properties. Forourpurposes,

i is enough to work up to second order n t=@U ).

Thus

1
[H;S;S1+ )P

H=Pe "HSP =P H + H;S]+§
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where P is the proctor over the ground state subspace

of Hyg, n which n; 1 for all i, and S is chosen in

such a way that linear term s In the hopping term H . are

elin inated: Hy + H(;S]= 0. Taking m atrix elem ents of

this equation between eigenstates of H (, one obtains:
Mg i

mepi= ———=; 4
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w here 'E 5 is the' energy of the eigenstate Jji ofH . From
Egs. (@’) and (_4), proceeding n a sin flar way as done
below , one cbtains the known resul?

H~_4€7UX S E). 5)
=57 & 0§ (

The m ost In portant correction to H" in higher order is a
next-nearest-neighbor exchange of orger t!, which does
not a ectthephysics ort U pad

The e ective Ham ittonian H" to all orders in t is In-
var:ian‘g.,under a nearest-neighbortranslation T ,whilke H
is not? This is sinply a consequence of the fact that
to all orders H' is a purely spin Ham iltonian, since the
charge degrees of freedom are frozen n; 1 foralli).
Then H' is invariant under the electron-hole transform a—
tion Ten : ¢ ! & , which leaves Invariant all spin
operators. Since the originalH am iltonian H is invariant
under the product T Tep, then H should also be invari-
antunder T . H owever other transform ed operators, like
r; below , are not nvariant under T :

T he transformm ed charge operator is:

1
ni=Pe °nie®P = P i+ hi;S]+ S [hiiS ]S )P

1+ P (SS SnS)P: 6)
In the second equality I used the fact that S applied
to any state of the ground state m anifold ofH (, gives an
excited state. Theonly tetm sof P SnySP which do not

cancelw ith P SSP are those in which n; = Oorn;= 2
after the rst application ofS. Using Eq. 1'4):
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The st (hegative) temn correspond to chargenn = 0
In the Intem ediate state and the exciation energy is
E, E,=U+( 1% =2 (1 ==U0 (1
T he sum s over soins can be transform ed as follow s:
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And replacing this n Eq. (0):
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T his equation relatesa charge operatorw ith a purely spin
operator. A though this m ight seem surprisihg at st
sight, it is clear that in the strong coupling lim i, virtual
charge uctuationsare inhibited only fora ferrom agnetic
alignm ent ofthe spins. Thisshow sthat for nieU,some
charge degrees of freedom rem ain coupled with spin, In
contrast to the usualHubbard model ( = 0):

Using Eq. {_2), to leading order in t, the transform ed
bond operator is:

Bi=Pe SbieSP=Pbi;SIE’
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The rsttem correspond to acting wstwith S creating
an excitation with a doubly occupied site at i, and an
em pty siteat i+ ,and then w ith Iy, restoring occupation
1 at each site. Using Eq. (), Iobtain:

sty X
B= o S B (10)

T he second m em ber is a localm easure of the asym m etry
betw een the soin \bonds" involving site 1 in the direction
of . Here there isno essentialdi erence w ith the result
for the ordinary Hubbard m odel.



ITII.OBSERVABLES AND CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS

For t U , using Eq. :ﬁ)) the am plitude of the
charge density wave is given by:

A

jn>1< ng Iy J= Jng
= 2a (U8

Ry le]

s § i) 1)

w here the subscript in the expectation values indicates
the H am ittonian w ith which they are calculated and

2u ¢
(U2 2)2:

a= 12)

In 1D, from the Bethe ansatz solution 1=4 hS;
Si iy = 2= 0692%. ThisgivesA = 11:0%. Thisre-
sul hasalsobeen obtained using H elln an-Feynm an thep-
rem and is in very good agreem entw ith DM R results 9
Forthe square lattice1S;  § i, = 0:3347%% and then
A = 18:7a. In three dim ensions, spin waves ig a good
aproxination and gives 1S; § i, =  030%% what
ladsto A = 263a:

T he chargecharge correlation finction is given by:

Cq = Minjgiy iy iy gdg e 13)
To lading order, I can approximate ini, gly =
i gl - The neglected tem (see Eqg. @) )
Pe %nie® (1 P)e®nyqe®Pi, hvoles charge uc-

tuations across the energy gap and therefore should
lead to an exponentially decaying contrbution, as in
the usual Hubbard model. Using Eq. (4) in the om
np= 1+ ( 1/4aS; 8§ z( Da+ O (), where z is
the num ber of nearest neighbors, and dropping the sub—
script H, one obtains to leading order in t:
X
Cqa= 162" ( 1f  h(s;

8 )Bia SHa+r )i

0
hs; 8 iSia  Sar it 14)
N ote that the tem sO (%) in m; cancelexactly in Eq.(13).
T hus, it is enogh to inclide tem s up to order ? in n; to
obtain the result up to ordert! in C4. Using symm etry,
I can write:
hS: 8§

)Sira Sa+r )i= 30S§S*SisE, i

+6hSys*sYsy i

aSax (15)

and sin ilarly ©orthe other term inside square brackets of
Eq. {14).

In 1D, the lading power-aw decay can be determ ined
using bosonization expressions for the XX Z m.odel and
correlation fiinctions of the gaussian m odel®?. How-
ever, at the isotropic point, there are im portant logarith—
m ic corrections. They can be calculated-using expres—
sions derived by G fam archi and Schulz2 Using s?

jo

cos( 1+ 2’ (x)) for the slowest decaying part of S¥,
the operatorproduct expansion S7S7, ;. cos@ 2’ x)),
and the results of section IITB ofRef8%, T obtain:

KSZS?sZsZ, i dim *d: @6)
U sing symm etry again:
1
msys*s¥sy, i= 5h(sgs + 5,87 )(S1Sy, * Sy84 )i
h$S%828Z, i a7)

The rsttem in thisequation tums out to be the dom —
nant one, and therefore T explain i In m ore detail. Per-
form Ing a Jordan-W igner transform ation from spin op—
erators to ferm lons w ith annihilation operators aj, going
to the continuum lim & ushg a; = PL &)+ ( PR &),
w ih x = ja, and then bosonizing one gets:

X X
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w here ¢ is a nonuniversal constant of the order of one.
Iwould like to rem ark that the bosonic elds’, are
not pure soin operators of the original H am itonian Eq.

(g.') , because they com e from operatorsalready dressed by
the transform ation. The expression of the transform ed
originalferm ionsfor = 0and,any lingto lowestorder
in U can be Bund i Refs?423. )

The rsttwo tem softhe lastm emberofEq. (18) kad
also to contributions of order 1=d* @ ithout including

Jogarithm ic corrections). U sin L

1

p— P
h:cos( 2’ (%)) :zcos( 2’ (y)) 4 - — i
X yijm "k vyj

19)

together with Eqs. {I4) to {{9), I nally obtain (except
for som e factor of the order of one):

C 4sﬂd Sh 24 20
d RE 2y . @0)

Note that factors ( 1f cancel, and then in spite of the
even-odd oscillations in ln i, these oscillations are absent
In the charge-charge correlation functions.

C ono_ellmjng_ "che bonl_gl—bond correlation ﬁJBc_tjons, usihg
Egs. (L0), (L9) and Si 8§ oos( 2’ (x)), one
obtains:
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These arem uch an aller than the soin-spin correlation
functions, which behave lke hS?S? i d ;' d at
large distances, and have a larger prefactor.

IV .D ISCUSSION

I have calculated several quantities of the ionic Hub-—
bard m odel, using am apping to a spin H am iltonian valid
foru > andt U . In this lin i the system is
expected to beljn, the M Iphase. This is predicted to be
the case in 1D E'Ir? and in fact the absence of a spin gap
In thee egtive transform ed H am iltonianH’ is consistent
with this2?4 A Iso, the bond-bond correlation fiinctions
decay faster than the spin-soin ones at large distances,
In contrast to what is expected in the SD I.

By construction, the symm etry of the observables is
Independent of the basis In which they are calculated,
and this becom es clear after transform ation of the oper—
ators. For exam ple, the charge operator n; is invariant
under translation of one lattice parameter T , while H
is not. These symm etry properties are Interchanged In
the transformm ed operators r; and H', and the expecta—
tion value iy = hnip isnot nvariant under T . As
a oconsequence, for any nie U there is a charge den—
sity wave. ks am plitude fort U is proportional
to? U=@U? 2)2 but wih a coe cient larger than
20 which depends on dim ension, and is near 53 in three
din ensions.

T he charge-charge correlation functions in 1D decay as
d *h *?d asa function ofdistance d fr large d w ith
a prefactor proportionalto t! %, in excelent agreem ent
with recent DM RG calculations®? Thisresult ora nite
charge gap, is in m arked contrast to the generalbehavior
found in 1D system sand is a consequence ofthe fact that
coupling between charge and spin dynam ics rem ains at
low energies in the originallbasis (e ective dressed charge
and spIn elds are separated at low energies). T his fact
is at vardance w ith the low -energy spin-charge separation
that takes place In translationally invariant,m odels w ith
quite general nearest-neighbor interactiond’ (including
the extendeqd-H ubbard m odel w ith nearest-neighbor re—
pulsion V294 and the Hubbard m odel w ith correlated
hoppmg’iq‘_lqiu ).An inportant di erence isthat n weak
coupling the charge-spin Interaction is a relevant opera—
tor in the THM %4

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS

Tam indebted toR .Noack,A .D obry and G . Japaridze
forusefildiscussions. Thiswork was sponsored by P ICT
0306343 0ofANPCyVyT .Iam partially supported by CON -
ICET.

! J.Hubbard and JB . Torrance, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47, 1750
(1981).
2N .Nagaosa and J. Takin oto, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 55, 2735
(1986) .
3T, Egam i, S. Ishithara, and M .Tachii, Science 261, 1307
(1993); PhysRev.B 49,8944 (1994).
‘R .Resta and S. Sorella, Phys.Rev. Lett. 74, 4738 (1995).
5Gg.o rtiz, P.O rdepn,R M .M artin, and G .Chiappe, P hys.
Rev.B 54,13 515 (1996); references therein.
R .Resta and S. Sorella, Phys.Rev. Lett. 82, 370 (1999).
"N.G idopoulos, S. Sorella, and E . Tosatti, Eur. Phys.J.B
14,217 (2000).
®M .Fabrizio, A O .G ogolin, and A A .Nersesyan,Phys.Rev.
Lett 83,2014 (1999).
°M E.Torio, A A .A ligia, and H A . Ceccatto, Phys.Rev.B
64,121105 R) (2001).
M . Nakamura, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 68, 3123 (1999); Phys.
Rev.B 61,16 377 (2000).
' M . T suchiizu and A .Furusaki, Phys.Rev. Lett 88, 056402
(2002) .
2 A A .Aligia, Europhys. Lett. 45, 411 (1999).
13T . W ikens and R M . M artin, Phys. Rev. B 63, 235108
(2001) .
A P.Kampf, M . Sekania, G I. Japaridze, and P.Brune, J.
Phys.C (in press).
A A .Algia, K .Halberg, C D .Batista, and G .0 rtiz, P hys.
Rev B 61, 7883 (2000).
G I Japaridze and A P.Kampf, Phys.Rev B 59, 12 822
(1999).
A A.Algla and L. Arrachea, Phys. Rev. B 60, 15 332
(1999).
'8 1,.Arrachea,A A .A ligia and E .G agliano, Phys.Rev.Lett.
76,4396 (1996); references therein.
PYSR. M anmana, V. Meden, RM.

Schonham m er, E:cln_d_—rrl §t_/93_0_7_7411:

20cD. Batista and A A . Aligla, Phys. Rev. B 47, 8929
(1993).

2l I F .Feiner, Phys.Rev.B 48, 16 857 (1993).

22M E.Sinon, A A.Aligh, and E R . G agliano, Phys. Rev.
B 56, 5637 (1997).

23 J.Erolks, C D .Batista, and A A .A ligia, Phys.Rev.B 59,
14092 (1999).

2“H.Eskes, AM .0OXs, M B.J.M einders and W . Stephan,
Phys.Rev.B 50 17 980 (1994); references therein.

2F.Lemaand A A .Aligia, Phys.Rev.B 55, 14092 (1997);
Physica C 307, 307 (1998).

26 See for exam pl J. des C loizeaux and JJ. Pearson, Phys.
Rev.128, 2131 (1962).

27M .Calandra and S.Sorella, Phys.Rev.B 57, 11446 (1998).

22 Cc.K ittel, Quantum T heory of Solids, (John W iy & Sons,
New York, 1987).

2°pA0. Gogolin, A A. Nersesyan, and A M . Tsvelik,
Bosonization and strongly correlated system s (U niversity
P ress, C am bridge, 1998).

30 T .G iam archiand H J. Schulz, PRB 39, 4620 (1989).

Noack, and K.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307741

