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We revisit the ground-state phase diagram of the one-diimeaishalf-filled extended Hubbard model with
on-site (0) and nearest-neighbok || repulsive interactions. In the first half of the paper, gsthe weak-
coupling renormalization-group approacttdlogy) including second-order corrections to the couplaon-
stants, we show that bond-charge-density-wave (BCDW)ebassts foru 2V in between charge-density-
wave (CDW) and spin-density-wave (SDW) phases. We find thatumklapp scattering of parallel-spin
electrons disfavors the BCDW state and leads to a bicrifioalt where the CDW-BCDW and SDW-BCDW
continuous-transition lines merge into the CDW-SDW firgdey transition line. In the second half of the paper,
we investigate the phase diagram of the extended HubbareImaitth either additional staggered site potential

or bond alternation . Although the alternating site potentialstrongly favors the CDW state (that is, a band
insulator), the BCDW state is not destroyed completely arwlipies a finite region in the phase diagram. Our
result is a natural generalization of the work by Fabriziog@in, and Nersesyan [Phys. Rev. L83, 2014
(2999)], who predicted the existence of a spontaneouslgdi®d insulating state between a band insulator and
a Mott insulator in the phase diagram of the ionic Hubbard @ho@he bond alternation destroys the SDW
state and changes it into the BCDW state (or Peierls insigattate). As a result the phase diagram of the
model with contains only a single critical line separating the Peiedsilator phase and the CDW phase. The
addition of or changes the universality class of the CDW-BCDW transitimmf the Gaussian transition
into the Ising transition.

PACS numbers: 71.10.Fd, 71.10.Hf, 71.10.Pm, 71.30.+h

I. INTRODUCTION repulsionu, the ground state is in the Mott insulating state
where the spin sector exhibits quasi-long-range orderiof sp
) _ _ _ density wave (SDW); we call it the SDW state. In the opposite
It is well known that a one-dimensional (1D) Spin sys- it of strongv , the ground state of the half-filled EHM has a
tem has instability to dimerization that changes the SVStG'Tbng-range order of the charge-density wave (CDW); we call
into @ nonmagnetic insulating state, the so-called spiefBe s’ sate the CDW state. Furthermore, in the atomic limit
state? Indeed the spin-Peierls state is realized in many SySyhere the electron hoppingis ignored, the CDW state ap-

tems including quasi-ong-dimensional organic compo#hds pears folu < 2v whereas the uniform state corresponding to
and the inorganic materitCuGeQ, and its properties have he SpW state is stable for > 2v in one dimension. Strong-

been studied extensively both experimentally and theoreticopling perturbation theory inhas established that a first-

cally. Of particular interest is a situation in which a dinzed ey phase transition between the SDW state and the CDW
state appgars spontaneously due to strong correlations agge occurs ap 7 2v 4409202145 for the weak-coupling

fr“’?”a“"* A well-known example is the frustrated spin-  regime, perturbative renormalization-group (RG) apphoac
Heisenberg chain with nearest-neightig,and next-nearest- -, qjogy led to a similar conclusion that the ground state &t ha

neighbor,J,, antiferromagnetic exchange interactions, where;jing s either in the SDW state or in the CDW state with a
a sponfaneously dimerized phase is realizedsor  %. *  continuous phase-transition line@at = 2v £4 Thus, it had
0_24J1'E_ Other systems of current interest are quasi-onepeen considered for a long time that the ground-state phase
dlmenS|_onaI electron systems in organic materlals,_whmfet diagram of the EHM at half filling has only two phases, the
Sp'”'P_e'eﬂ.s.ﬁ%t?{?f :lars due to strong_eleé:ltréon coom@  Spw and CDW states, and that the order of the phase tran-
half filingZ2e ik et rand at quarter f||!|_n&. < sition atu * 2v changes from continuous to first order at a
Recently it was pointed out by Nakamétand co-workers tricritical point which was szpeculated to exist in the imbedi-
that a spontaneously dimerized state occupies a finite paramte coupling regiméd€%244This common view was revised
eter space in the ground-state phase diagram of the 1D halpy the Nakamura’s discovery that the BCDW state exists at
filled Hubbard model with the nearest-neighbor repulsign U ’ 2V in between the SDW and CDW phases in the weak-
i.e., the extended Hubbard model (EHM). This spin-Peierlsoupling regiortt which is supported by recent large-scale
state is often called bond-charge-density-wave (BCDWgsta Monte Carlo calculation&i?b Related studies of the dimer-
or bond-ordered-wave state. The appearance of the BCDV¥ed state in the EHM with additional correlation effectsica
state in the purely electronic model is nontrivial and has atbe found in Refs. [27,28,29,30,31].
tracted much attention from theoretical point of view. Te ap A related and still controversial issue of current interest
preciate this surprising result, let us consider some ilimgit is whether or not a spontaneously dimerized phase exists in
cases. In the limit of weak nearest-neighbor repulsigorin  the 1D Hubbard model with plternating-site p igl, the
the half-filled Hubbard model with only the on-site Coulomb so-called ionic Hubbard modg?g:”t@:“ggég%g:é.g:ﬂqﬁ%gﬂ?ﬁ“v“
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This system was introduced as a simple minimal model for thehe 1D EHM with additional bond dimerization, but without
neutral-ionic transitions observed in quasi-one-dimemaii  the staggered potential. This model exhibits a quantumephas
organic materiaf§¢ @B and for ferroelectric perovskitégf.'>¢ transition between a dimerized Peierls insulator and a CDW
Obviously the model has two insulating phases. The groundtate. Sectiofr_] VI is devoted to conclusions, and detailbef t
state is (i) a band insulator with the CDW order when the stagtechnical calculations are given in Appendixes.

gered site potential is much larger than the on-site repulsi

(i) a Mott insulator with quasi-long-range SDW order when

the staggerecli.sli.tq.gotential is negligible. Early exaajaieal- II. EXTENDED HUBBARD MODEL

ization studie&%5tof small systems have found a transition

between the two phases and also reported dramatic enhance4n the first half of this paper (Secs. Il arjd:lll), we con-
ment of the electron-lattice interaction by strong eletiwor-  sider the standard 1D EHM which has on-site and nearest-
relation near a boundary between the band insulating phaseighbory , interactions. The Hamiltonian is given by

(the BI state) and the Mott insulating phase (the SDW state). X

Mostly through bosonization analysis of the ionic Huhbard H =t (Cg; Cyr1; + Hx)

model, Fabrizio, Gogolin, and Nersesyan recently ar%%ed j;x X

that a phase of a spontaneously dimerized insulator (SBI) in +U  nyng+ Vo nynga;o (2.1)

tervenes between the ionic insulating phase (band ingilato
and the Mott insulating phase. The SDI state is closely re-
lated to the BCDW state mentioned above. Earlier numericavherens;, ;G 3Dy mye+ ngy, andc) de-
studieg43n3h343 5have drawn contradictory conclusions as notes the creation operator of an electron with spit= ",

to whether the SDI phase exists or not, but more recent nuk) on thejth site. We assume repulsive interactions, i.e., the
merical stydjes-find two phase transitions and the SDI phaseoupling constants andv are positive. Note that the Hamil-
in betweerg#4h4P Nevertheless there still remain unresolvedtonian has global SU(2) spin symmetry. Following the previ-

issues on the critical properties near the quantum phase traous studies on models with correlated-hopping interasgn
sitions. we consider the CDW, SDW, BCDW, and bond-spin-density-

wave (BSDW) phases as potential ordered ground states at

In this paper we give supporting theoretical arguments fok, 5t filling. They are characterized by the order parameters
the existence of the spontaneously dimerized insulatatg st

in the 1D half-filled extended Hubbard model with and with- ~ Ocow (1) @y + nyy); (2.2a)
out staggered potentials. We adopt the standard bosamzati Ospu (13 5 my); (2.2b)
approach and perform both perturbative RG analysis valid in

the weak-coupling regime and semiclassical analysis which Opcow
is expected to give a qualitatively correct picture everhia t Onspw (13 (cg Cy 1pm %-# Cyy 1 + Hr): (2.2d)
strong-coupling regime. This paper is organized as follows ' ' ' '
Sections Il and 11l are devoted to the analysis of the stalhdarThfe order parameter of the BCDW state corresponds to the
EHM, i.e., the system without the staggered potential. Som&€i€rls dimerization operator. We note that the. BCDW
of the results of this part are already presented in Réf. 52. 15tate can be also regarded as thdensity-wave state as
Sec. II, we introduce the model and reformulate the weaki€ order parameter of the BCDW state can be written as
coupling theory, therology, to include higher-order correc-  ;Cegow /  , sihka) C;Z; e ( —ay; » Whereq,; =

tions to coupling constants. We bosonize low-energy effecy =2 e *Ricy, with R5 = Ja (ar the lattice spacing,
tive Hamiltonian and derive the renormalization-groupaqu N : the number of sjtes). The BSDW state describes a site-off-
tions. In Sec, I_II, we determine the ground-state phase diadiagonal SDW stat

gram. First, from the perturbative RG analysis we show that

the BCDW phase occupies a finite region neartthe: 2v

line in the weak-coupling limit. Next, from the semiclassi- A. g-ology approach

cal analysis we argue that the umklapp scattering of paralle

spin electrons destabilizes the BCDW phase and gives rise to The hoppingt generates the energy band with dispersion
a bicritical point where the CDW-BCDW and SDW-BCDW ™ =  2tcoska, where the Fermi points are at= k =
continuous-transition lines merge into the CDW-SDW first- =23 at half filling. In order to analyze the low-energy
order transition line. Finally, combining the perturbatRG  physics near the Fermi points, we introduce a momentum
equations with the semiclassical analy§i§,we obtain theadl cutoff (© < < %k r) and divide the momentum space
phase diagram of the 1D EHM. In Sgc: IV we study the 1Dinto the three sectors (Fig. 1) ® 2 R, (i) k 2 L, and
EHM with the staggered site potential. We take the same stratji) x 2 ® [ L), whereR = kg ke + Jand

egy as in the previous sections and perform a semiclassical = [ & ; k% + 1 We then introduce the follow-
analysis of the bosonized Hamiltonian. With the help of theing fermion operators:

perturbative RG analysis we obtain the global phase diagram 8

that indeed has the SDI phase. We find that the BCDW phase < Bk fork 2 ®

of the EHM is continuously deformed to the SDI phase upon R for k 2 L (2.3)
introducing the alternating site potential. In SEE. V, wedst Bx; otherwise

3 3

( D ucy i+ iy + B (2.20)
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& The indexk (2 ) of the coupling constants denotes the scatter-
ing of electrons with same (opposite) spins.

B. Vertex corrections

In ;h?g. conventional weak-coupling approach to the 1D
FIG. 1. Single-particle energy band. The annihilation aparof ~ EHM.E w8 one estimates the coupling constants in £q. (2.4)
an electron near the Fermi points with momentune [ % only up to the lowest order it andv :
i k+ 1(k2 ke ik + Jisdenotedsy; ; (ax;+; ),and
that of an electron far away from the Fermi points is denaigd.

g2 = 93 = U 2V)a; (2.5a)

Electrons near the Fermi Boints are shuﬁpd by the two- Gr = G = U+ 2V)a; (2.5b)
Ezlr::)(\:/il?nchr:teersl?:nzz;@ioI[(J)gy égs)ror:cﬁg:g;‘] we 3er1||J ?oj::ss G = = 2Va (2.50)
] Pk = g = t2Va: (2.5d)

on the scattering processes between electrons near thé Ferm
points, i.e., the scattering processes which invalve,; only.
The Hamiltonian for such interaction processes is

X In analyzing the low-energy physics of Edf. '(22.4), one then
_ 91k Ly v . . _
Hipe= + oL A m; Hor b Fa;op; Fkapr - gmploys the standar@i—ology approaclﬁﬂ ie., the perturba—.
kip; tive RG method, and obtains flow equations for the marginal
I .aY a & _a terms in Eq. (2/4). From this RG analy'§§4 one finds that
2, kipi Tkas P Tkai P TRaipd the g3, term generates a gap in the charge excitation spec-
o X trumif 93; 3> @+ %2 @) andg, 6 0, whereas
+ o :a]{l i B ips aiﬁ o Bkai pi the g1, term yields a gap in the spin excitation spectrum if
ki P T, 3> Gx @ gx) andg;». 6 0. Hence, with
L % X a7 N Y . the lowest-order coupling constants Eg.,(2.5), one woutd co
oL B Fopi ks opim Fkas bt clude that the charge (spin) excitations become massless at
kiipi .
U 2v = 0 (U 2V 0). This would mean that, as
L I :a 0 3 o a’ o Ba: s U increases, both the charge and spin sectors become criti-
2L 1/P7 i 7 3/P7 i i . _ . .
; cal simultaneously at = 2v, where a direct and continuous
i/P7 ’
ge X Y Y CDW-SDW transition takes place. This analysis is found to be
+ a4 a . ., — a — i e i i ]
oL kip; Fkei pi Fkspi Pk pi insufficient from the following argument. The (accidentit)
l;éfpi multaneous vanishing @k, andg;, results from the lowest-
+ I .Y a &Y a . order estimate it andv and there is no symmetry princi-
2L o kip;  k2iPi Skap; Tkaipi ple that enforces; . andgs, to vanish simultaneously. It is
Gao X' possible that the higher-order correctionssthft the degen-
21; :alf1 o 3 a]{m; Ay, i 7 eracy of zeros and change the topology of_the phase diagram.
ki pi Therefore, in order to analyze the phase diagram at 2v,

(2.4)  we need to go beyond the lowest-order calculation of the cou-
pling constants in the-ology. In this section, we compute

where— = # (")for = " @), L isthelength ofthe system, the vertex cofrections due to virtual processes involvighh
and : :denotes normal ordering. The summation over the moenergy states by integrating ouby, . This procedure allows
mentumk; is taken under the condition of the total momentumus to obtain the effective coupling constagts that include
being conserved (equal to2 =a for the umklapp scattering). higher-order corrections.
The indexp = += denotes the right-/left-moving electron.
The coupling constants, andg;. (g3, andgs» ) denote the The second-order vertex diagrams for the coupling con-
matrix elements of the backward (umklapp) scattering, avhil stants are shown in Fi'g'. 2. The solid lines denote the low-
gk andg» (g4 @andgs, ) denote the matrix element of the energy statesy; ; , while the dashed lines denote high-
forward scattering with the different (same) branck .  energy state, . The nonzero contributions from the
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FIG. 2. Vertex diagrams with second-order corrections-().
Solid lines denote electron states in the momentum space R

or k 2 L, while the dashed lines denote electron states in the otheggrize the dispersion af;

momentum space.

second-order virtual processes (a)-(e) are

2 2

@ _ o) _ - - .
q? (g? 2 tD 18 + tD 2dy (26a)
\% 2V
© b gy © . )D 1a; (2.6b)
@ _ $ = vt \a Vi ,a;  (2.60)
? ? 4 t
a V2
91(k) - 5 _tD ,a; (2.6d)
© U 2vi+4v? v?
i = 1t Dia _tD 285 (2 6e)
2
gz(i) _ _tD ,a; (2.6f)
© U 2vi+av? v?
g = Tt Dia+ —Da (2.69)
where
Z =2 a
Di() dk ; (273)
=2+a cosk
2 =2 a sin® k
D,0) : (2.7b)
=2+ a cos
By introducing C; ( ) 2Infot@ =2)]and C , ()

2cosa ,D 1 ()andD , ( )arerewritena® 1 ()= C ()
andD, ()= C.() Cy(). Intermsofc, andcC,, the
coupling constants with second-order corrections aredgive

cC
g.= U 2V)al —1t(U 2v) —ivza; (2.8a)
C, Co .,
= 2Va — 2VYa —V-<a; 2.8b
J1x 1 t(U Y c ( )
_ Ci1 Ca >
g3 = U 2V)al+ —@U+ 6V) + —V-<a; (2.8c)
4t t
C c
gx= 2Va — U 2Vfa+ —VZa; (2.8d)
4 t t
andgy, = +2Va, g, = (U + 2V)a, gy = +2Va, and

gs» = (U + 2V )a. Except whern 1, thec ;s depend on

4

only weakly, and we can set= =4 in the following anal-
ysis as we are interested in the qualitative feature of tlasgh
diagram (different choices will only lead to small quartiita
changes in phase boundaries). Incidentally, the logaiithm
divergence of; () inthe limit ! o0leads to the familiar
one-loop RG equations.

C. Bosonization

Having integrated out the high-energy virtual scattering
processes, we now focus on the low-energy states and lin-
., around the Fermi points. The
kinetic-energy term with the linearized dispersion is gity

X
HO = %2 (k ]‘i")a]{;_,_; ak;+;
k2R ;
X
+ ve (k kK)a, , a; ;i (29)
k2L;

wherevy = 2tais the Fermi velocity. The field operators of
the right- and left-moving electrons are given by

1 X,

+; ®) = glkx Ak ; i (2.10a)
L or
1 X

; &) = eﬂ‘X ax; ; ¢ (2.10Db)
L

We apply the Abelian bgsonization method and rewrite the
kinetic-energy termii , =  dx H o in terms of bosonic phase
fields as (see AppendjX A)

Vg h 2 2.l
Ho = — (@ )+ @ )
4 .
Vg h 2 2l
+ T @ Y+ @ ) ; (2.12)

where ( )isthe bosonic field whose spatial derivative is pro-
portional to the charge (spin) density, x); (/)1= 0. The
operators and  are canonically conjugate variables to
and , respectively, and satisfy the conventional commutation

relations,[ ®); &%= [ ®); &)]1=1i & ). We
also introduce chiral bosonic fields
Z
1 X
5 &2 ax’ &%) ; (212)
1 2 i
® o &2 ax’ &) : (2.13)
1
One can easily verify that these chiral fields sat-
isfy the commutation relations| ); %] =
[ ®); &9 = =2) sgn (x % and
[+ ®); &) = [+ &; &Y = 1i=2 In terms
of these fields, the kinetic-energy density reads
Vr X h 2 2.l
Ho= - @x p) + @x p) (2.14)

p=+;
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To express the electron field operatorg, with the low-energy properties of the charge (spin) moé?e'%‘,where
bosonic phase fields, we introduce a new set of chiral bosonig = gz; + gox 9k, 9= 93,9 = FP»  Gx + Gix, and

fields gs = 912 - Thegss, g s g , andg terms with scaling di-
mension 4 couple the spin and charge degrees of freedom. The
"p= pt pi "p#= p  pi (2.15) g, coupling comes from the umklapp scattering. Theg
) ) ) (g ) coupling is generated from the backward scattering of
which obey the commutation relations antiparallel- (parallel-) spin electrons while the coupling

, . 0. . . is generated from the umklapp scattering of electrons with a
SRR (XO)] = ismx d . (2169) tiparallel spins (see Appendix A). These coupling constant
U &7 o) =1 ;o (2.16b)  aregivenbyges = gs= 9. =g = 2vato lowestor-

. . der inv. Cannon and Fradkin examined the effect of ¢he

In terms Qf the phase fields;; , the electron field operators term and argued that it plays a crucial role in the first-order

can be written as CDW-SDW transitiorg? Voit included theg c andg, terms,

(2.17) as well as they.; term, in the perturbative RG analysis of the

coupling constants, but did not consider the term 4 Here

) - . _ we note that it is important to keep the term as well, since

Where the Klein factor satisfies the gntlcommutanon r€- the global SU(2) symmetry in the spin sector is guaranteed

lation £ ; °g = 2, o. One can verify that the operator onlywheng = gs, ges = o , andg = g

defined in Eq.«(2.17) satisfies the same anticommutation rela

tion as the fermion field operator. It follows from E¢. (2.17)

that the order parametersin Et_i._'{2.2) are rewritten as

p; &)= 192:e><p[ikaX+ iply ®)1;
a

Osgpw (X) / cos )sih &); (2.18a)

)

Ocpy ®) / shh ) cos ); (2.18b) D. Renormalization-group equations
)
)

Ogcpw ) / cos (x) cos (x); (2.18c¢)
Opspw ®) / sh (x)sh (): (2.18d) We perform a perturbative RG calculation to examine the
low-energy properties of the 1D EHM in the weak-coupling
. regime, taking into account quantum fluctuations of the phas
The interaction part of the Hamiltonian,., Eq. (2.4), can fields. The operator product expansion (OPE) technique al-
be also expressed in terms of the boson fieldand . It lows us to systematically handle the higher-order terms in
has been suggested that, besides the marginal operaters, ¢jpe bosonized Hamiltonian (2.19). The one-loop RG equa-
erators with higher scaling dimensions can % an importions that describe changes in the coupling constants glurin
tant role in the first-order CDW-SDW transiti&¥* which  the scaling of the short-distance cutadf ( ae™) are given
is knqwn tg-occur in the strong-coupling region of the 1D by (see Appendix;B for their derivation)
EHM.£42%2h3we thus include all the terms of scaling dimen-

sion 4 £ 2 (charge sector+ 2 (spin sectoyl. We also note 4

that there are some complications and subtleties in bosgniz =G = +2G2+G%+G.G (2.20)
the off-site interaction term, i.e., the nearest-neighhter- dl
. T ; ; 4
action termv (s_ee Appendnf_A for detail). We obtain the 6. = +2G G, G.Gu GuG o (2.21)
bosonized Hamiltonian density, dl
d
1 X —Gg = 2G? GG G2 ; (2.22)
Ho= = V @ p) V@ p)? - T
. d
‘;’*' g 38 = 2Ges+ 2G Geos  4GsGes
+ 7 (@x +) (@x ) 7 (@x +) (@x ) ZGCGS ZGCG s 4GCSG ) (223)
9e s d
5 252 P82 t 555 o082 56 s = 26+ 26 G
2g§;2 cos2  cos2 4G.Ges 4G,  4GsG o (2.24)
5 @) @ ) cos2
. whereG are dimensionless coupling constants with the ini-
+ 2C2 @ +) @ )cos2 tial valuesG (0) = g =@ ta). The number of the inde-
g pendent coupling constants is five, since the SU(2) spin sym-
e @) @ )@ o) @B ) (2.19)  metry guarantees the relatioss = G, G. = G, and
G = G stoholdinthe scaling procedure. From these scal-
The renormalized velocities ake = 2ta + (gu + 942 ing equations, one finds that tiee -G, andG 5 terms are
gix)=2 andv = 2ta+ (@i d- dx)=2 . Themarginal marginal (the scaling dimension= while the G .s an
2 d 2 2 . Th ginal ginal (th ling d 5/ hile th d

terms with the couplinggy andg. (g andg;) determine G Sterms are irrelevant operators of the scaling dimension 4.



III. PHASE DIAGRAM OF THE HALF-FILLED

TABLE I: Possible ground-state phases and positions of gijjua
EXTENDED HUBBARD MODEL . ] . :
N v 0 locked phase fields determined only from the marginal temisg.
.19).
A. Bond-charge-density-wave state (2 19)
Phase (i) (Ei9s)

In this section, we show that the BCDW phase exists in be-SDW 0;  =2);(; =2 i)
tween the CDW and SDW phases in the weak-coupling regiorCDW ( =2;0); ( =2;) 7))
of the 1D EHM. BCDW ©0;00; ( 7 ); 07 )i ( ;0) i)

First we focus on the weak-coupling limit;v  t, where  gspw ( =2; =2) ( +)

we can neglect the irrelevant terms of scaling dimensiord4 an
restrict ourselves to the marginal termsg , g , g., andgs.
Effects of the irrelevant terms are discussed later in tbis s . )
tion. Within this approximation, the Hamiltonian reduces t ~ (i) 9 < 0andg. > 0: The phase fields are locked at
two decoupled sine-Gordon models, and we can analyze the 7 ) = ( &; T). The nonvanishing order parameter is
properties of the spin and charge modes, separately. The on@€NO=cow , and the ground state is the BCDW state. Both
loop RG equations for these coupling constants are given b§harge and spin excitations are gapped.

Egs. (2.2D)~(2722) witls . = G .= O (i) gs > 0Oandg. < 0: The field is locked at =

-t Tt ( =2)+ I, and the field tendsto be around= ( =2) +

d = 262Q; (3.1) I, although it is not locked in the low-energy limit. In this

—G

di case the dominant correlation is that of the BSDW state. The
d _ . charge excitations are gapped whereas the spin excitaiens
lec(l) = 2G MGW; (3.2 gapless.

d _ 2 (iv) gs > 0andg, > 0: The field islockedat = i,
Ele o = 2G5 M+ (3.3) whereas the field tendsto be near = ( =2)+ L. The

dominant correlation is the SDW order. The charge excita-

The spin excitations are controlled by tlee, coupling, . . . o
P y toe ping tions are gapped while the spin excitations are gapless.

which is marginally relevant (marginally irrelevant) when 9 . _
G. < 0(Gs > 0). If g, < 0, then . (h)jincreases with Combining the results of Tabje | and the coupling constants

increasingL In this case the phase fieldis lockedat = 0 E9S: (2.88) and (2.8c), we obtain the ground-state phase dia
mod  to gain the energy [see Eq[-ICZ-19)L and consequentl?ram of the 1D EHM in the weak-coupling limit. Forlarger
the spin excitations have a gap. On the other hangl, if 0, ~ than2v suchthat. > 0andg, > 0, we have the SDW phase,
then 1 . () jdecreases to zero asncreases, and the field ~ While foru sufficiently smaller tharv (g. < 0 andgs < 0)
becomes a free field; the spin sector has massless excitatio/¢ nave the CDW phase. At = 2v, we see from Egs.
The approach of; ; to zero is very slow ( 1=J), and the 2.8) andi(2.8¢) tha, (= g1;) < Oandg. &= gs- ) > 0due
field has a strong tendency to be neae =2 mod . Al- to thec, term. This implies that a new phase different from
though it eventually fails to lock the phasethe marginally —the CDW and SDW states appearstor 2v. From Tablg |,
irrelevant coupling still has an impact on low-energy prop-"e identify the new phase with the BCDW phase. Within the
erties by giving rise to logarithmic corrections to cortela ~ @PProximation we employ here, the phase boundary between
function the BCDW phase and the CDW (SDW) phase is located at
The charge sector is governed by the two coupliags
andG , whose RG flow diagram is of the Kosterlitz-Thouless

type. Sinceg = U + 6V)a > 0, G. is a relevant coupling ()
and always flows to strong-coupling regime, unlgss= 0. ® SDw
This means that . () has two strong-coupling fixed points, A~ ITT 777777777777 O CDW
: g X Lo Q& | A BcDW
G- ! 1 andG.(Q ! 1 , depending on its initial value ; ; ; ;
g. > 0andg. < 0. As seen from Eq.(2.19), the relevant . | 4 BSDW
with positive (negative) sign implies the phase locking aft [ R Ao @ - Ao *
the position = 0 ( =2) mod .
From the above standard arguments, the ground state can be —A 5 A0 5 / T 2

identified by simply looking at the initial value of the coung
constantsy. andgs. The ground state is classified into four ; ‘ ; ‘
cases as summarized in Table |, and the positions of locked o - Ao @------- A9
phases( ; ) for respective cases are shown in Fig. 3. ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

(i) gs < 0andg. < 0: The phase fields are locked at
(;)= (=2)+ L; L ,whereI, andI, are integers. In
this case, among the order parameters in Egs.,(2.18), oaly th
CDW order parameter has a finite expectation value, and the
ground state is found to be the CDW state. Both charge anbilG- 3: Positions of locked phase fieldsand  in the SDW, CDW,
spin excitations are gapped. BCDW, and BSDW states.

S — T o



g = 0(gs = 0). In this phase diagram, the charge excitations b g
are gapful except on the CDW-BCDW transition line, while

the spin excitations are gapless in the SDW phase and on the
SDW-BCDW transition line. From Eqst (3.1)—(3.3), we can BSDW SDW
estimate the charge gap. and the spin gap ; as

- T |gcs|
i B 2 ta
et e te —— (3:4) [
: 0 : - g,
forg.j g taandO< g ta, respectively.
Next we examine effects of the parallel-spin umklapp scat-
teringg.s on the BCDW state. We consider the situation very T
close to the CDW-BCDW transition by assumigg 0 and CDW
gs < 0,i..,,U 2V = @V?= t+ 0 v3=2). Inthis case BCDW

the spin gap is formed first as the energy scale is lowered. For
energies below the spin gap, we can replass2 with its
averageos2 i ( s=t)2. This means that the coupling
constant is modified as

FIG. 4. Phase diagram obtained by minimizing the potential; )

. for < 0. The double line denotes the first-order transition, while
= g.+ hoos2 i 3.5 Jes ) - !
go T JeshOSe 1 (3.5) the single line denotes the second-order transition. @iatipoints
Thus we find that the BCDW state, which is realized for@®€at@ig) = ( B35 B3I

g. > 0, becomes less favorable due to the < 0) term.

We note, however, that the CDW-BCDW boundary does not
move across th&l = 2v line becausep.shcos2 ij
2Vaexp| c(=V ¥]is much smaller than the, term in Eq.
2.8¢) forv  t wherecis a positive constant. A similar

case, we perform a semiclassical analysis: we neglectspati
variations of the fields in Eq. (2.,19) and focus on the po&nti

. . . V(; )= 2 + 2 2 2 ;
argument applies to the region near the SDW-BCDW transi- ¢i) gcos e &s Q082 08 3.7)
tion. Supposethat 2v = +C,v2= t+ O (v 3=) where '
g O0andg > 0. Inthis case, as the energy scale is loW-yhere g, = g, < 0. The order parameters of the

ered, the charge gap opens first and thield is pinned at  spw, CDw, BCDW, and BSDW states take maximum am-
= 0mod . Below the charge-gap energy scale, thigeld  pjitydes when the fields and are pinned at( ; ) =

is subjectto the pinning potentigl cos2 with L;(=2)+ L, (=2)+ T; L, (T; T, and
- g hoos2 i 36 ( =_2) + L;(=2)+ L, respec;ively, where; apd L
% T % 0SS 4 (3.6) are integers. The potential energy in these states is @utain
wherehos2 i (=t)>® &) Thus the BCDW phase, by inserting these pinned fields into Ef. (3.7), eigsw =

which is now realized fo, < 0, also becomes less favorable V. 17 ( =2)+ T, yielding

by the gshoos2 i(> 0) term. Again the phase boundary is

not moved beyond thg = 2v line since .shoos2 i Vow = & @ 35? (3.8a)
2va(@v=t) ¥V is much smaller than the, term in Eq. Vepw = +9et ds FsT (3.8Db)
('.2 8a) where is a constant of order 1. Therefore we con- Vecow = G+ g+ TesTF (3.8¢)
clude that the BCDW phase is robust againstdheterm in Vesow = +9 G+ Tesi (3.8d)

the weak-coupling limit. The analysis in this section estab
lishes the existence of the BCDW phase near 2v for  We find that they.. term stabilizes the SDW and CDW states
0<U;v t while it works against the BCDW and BSDW states. Compar-
ing these energies, we obtain the phase diagram inythg
plane at a fixedy. (Fig. 4). In the presence of thg, term,
B. First-order SDW-CDW transition the direct CDW-SDW transition line appears in this phase di-
agram.
In this section, we discuss how the BCDW phase becomes We now discuss the nature of the phase transitions. The
unstable at strong coupling and how the two continuous tranpotentialv ( ; ) on various transition lines is shown in Fig.
sitions change into the first-order SDW-CDW transition. §. On the boundary between the SDW and BCDW phases,

To our knowledge, Cannon and Fradkin were the first towhich is located at, =  fgsjandg. > fs7 the potential
argue that they;, term (describing the umklapp scattering of takes' thefornv ( ; )= gcos2 + gcoos2 (1 cos2 )
parallel-spin electrons), which is conventionally ignddue  [Fig. 5(a)], which pins the fieldat = 1 and leaves the

to its large scaling dimension, can become relevant at large field completely free. We thus find that the SDW-BCDW
U andv and cause the first-order COW-SDW transitfso  transition is continuous, i.e., the SDW and BCDW phases co-
get an insight into the effect of thg.s term in the relevant exist without potential barrier on the phase boundary. @n th
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FIG. 6: The potentialv ( ; ) on the bicritical point(x;gs) =
(BesF  TsI). The potential minima are the lines = 1 and
= Iz.

where the potential minima are given by the isolated points
(; )= IL;(=2)+ L and (=2)+ IL; I, . These
minima correspond to the SDW state and the CDW state, see
Fig. _-3 The pointto note is that there is a finite potentiafiear
of heightm in (fs 32957 23 J between the corresponding
minima for the SDW and CDW phases. Hence we conclude
that the CDW-SDW transition is first order whep, is rele-
vant.

From the above arguments, we find that strong umk-
lapp scattering of the parallel-spin electrons destadslithe

(€)

AN BCDW and BSDW states and gives rise to bicritical points
i/ OO\ @:i9s) =  (@si @s) Where the two continuous-transition
<A . . . . .
.,;g’,’,’,',f’,s\\\\\\\::‘q.;{.:,:,’: ’1"',0‘,\\\\\ g lines merge into the CDW-SDW first-order transition linet Le
A ’Ii;’ll:'.ii’i‘g\}&\\:}%',,,,’,,"%&‘\\\\\\w;-;# us take a closer look at these bicritical points. Taking into
N TN -

V 7 ,'!&\\\\\\\‘w,u,',%','~$!l',,"'h’;2\\\\\s\','/ s account the fact thag. > 0 andgs < 0for U 2v in
0;;;‘\‘;,'.,',',,","'5,0;\;‘\\\2\«‘\,&2,:,! li}&&{y’,’,'"f;f;;l\‘\‘fs the original EHM, we will focus on the bicritical point at
“‘c&.’,’,’,’hf.’:}g}&\\\:&}ﬁ, ,'"'g’.s‘\\\}};vﬂ;:;l Ge;9s) = (BesF 3s). The effective potential at the bi-

-~ W@% ® critical point takes the form
Y
QY Z o\
0 '4.',',’!’ ‘ V(; )= glos2 + cos2 cos2 cos2 );  (3.9)
6 n which is shown in Fig:_:6. This potential has an interesting
feature that its potential minima are not isolated points bu
FIG. 5. The potentialv ( ; ) on the SDW-BCDW (a), BCDW- the crossinglines = m or = n (m, n: integer). On
CDW (b), and CDW-SDW (c) transition lines. these lines either or becomes a free field; the theory has

more freedom than a single free bosonic field, but less than

two free bosonic fields. We thus expect that the theory of the

bicritical point should have a central charge larger thamitl b
boundary between the BCDW and CDW phases, located amaller than 2. Detailed analysis of the critical theoryeif |
Je = Wesjandgs < sJ the potential now takes the for a future study. We note that whep, = 0 the first-order
fomv (; )= gcos2 I cos2 )+ goos2 [Fig. CDW-SDW transition line collapses into a tetracritical i
E(b)]. The potential locks the field at = 1, whereit (g.;9:) = (0;0), and the phase boundaries in Ff_i'g. 4 reduce
has no effect on the field. Thus, we find that the CDW- to the linesg. = 0 andg, = 0 where all the transitions are
BCDW transition is also continuous. From similar consider-continuous. - -
ations, we find that the SDW-BSDW and BSDW-CDW tran- Fabrizio et al.#3 and Bajnoker al® discussed effects of
sitions are continuous as well. In Fig. 4, the phase boundhigher-frequency terms, such a8 3 andcos4 , which are
aries of continuous transitions are shown by the solid linesgenerated through the renormalization-group transfaomat
On the contrary, the phase boundary shown by the doublErom the semiclassical arguments, it can be seen that these
line in Fig. -_4 is of different nature from the others. The terms can.also change a second-order transition to a fulst-or
potentialv ( ; ) on the double line is shown in Fig:. 5(c), transition2{ In fact, it was argued that these higher-frequency
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4 - - - field is marginally irrelevant and thus the spin sector stioul
become gapless.

The phase diagram obtained in this manner is shown in
CDW Fig. ::Z The single lines denote continuous transitions, and
the double line denotes the first-order transition. In thakve
coupling limit, the BCDW phase appearstat 2v and the
successive continuous transitions between the SDW, BCDW,
ot . and CDW states occur as=U increases. Whew andv
BCDW increase along the line 2v, the BCDW phase first ex-

pands and then shrinks up to the bicritical poiat.;v.)
(5:0t;23t) where the two continuous-transition lines meet.
- SDW 1 Beyond this point the BCDW phase disappears and we have
the direct first-order transition between the CDW and SDW
phases. The phase diagram (flg. 7) is similar to the opes ob-
tained by using more sophisticated numerical methidds.
0 4 8 We rl10te that the position of the first-order transition line i
U/t Fig. i is not reliable quantitatively as we have used the per-
turbative RG equations. The recent Monte Carlo calculdtion
FIG. 7: Phase diagram of the half-filled 1D extended Hubbard.gives the most reliable estimate for the position of theibicr

model. The double line denotes the first-order transitiomjexthe ical point, Uc;Ve) 47 0:)t; @51 0:04)t, which

single lines denote the second-order transitions. Thétibarpoint ~ 29ré€s With our estimate in Fig. 7 within 10%. The semi-
isat Ue;Ve)  (5:0t3230). quantitative agreement gives us confidence that our approac

semiclassical analysis of the low-energy effective Haonilt
nian derived with use of the perturbative RG, is reliablereve
terms make the SDW-CDW trapsition first order in the strongJn the strong-coupling regime near the multicritical point
coupling regime of the 1D EHM? However, we have shown
that the SDW-CDW first-order transition can occur simply due
to theg.s term which is the leading irrelevant term in this sys- IV. EFFECT OF STAGGERED SITE POTENTIAL
tem. Since the higher-frequency terms are even less rdlevan
than theg., term, we expect that the.. term should play a | this section, we examine effects of alternating on-site
dominant role in the first-order transition in the 1D EHM.  modulation of the chemical potential, i.e., the staggeits s
potential, in the half-filled 1D EHM. The Hamiltonian to be

consideredis givenby °= H + H with B defined in Eq.
C. Global ground-state phase diagram (:21) and

V/t

X
To obtain the global phase diagram of the 1D EHM, we H = ( 1)J'nj; . (4.1)

have numerically solved the scaling equations (2.20)4j2.2
We find out which phase is realized by looking at which one
of the couplings; ¢, G5, andG . becomes relevant first, as The model is called the ionic Hubbard modelif = 0.

we have discussed in Segs. I|IA ahd 1JIB. First, .5 Whenu = v = 0, the system is a trivial band in-
grows with increasing and reaches, say, 1 first among the sulator, since the term induces a gapjjat k =

three couplings, then we stop the integration and compute =2 in the single-particle spectrum and the lower band is
G, = Gs Gessgn(Ge). Since the charge fluctuations are fully filled. For many years effects of then-site repul-
suppressed below this energy scale, we are left With:_'E_El),(3.33ive interactionu -on the band insulator have been investi-
whereG . is replaced by .. We immediately see from Table | gated  intensiveRf<ndtdnien o adal aeisndlde o rishol

that a positive (negatives ; leads to the SDW (BCDW) state from both numerical and analytical approaches. Using the
for G. > 0andthe BSDW (CDW) state fa¥ . < 0. Second, standard bosonization method, Fabrizio, Gogolin, and Ners
if 45 ;jbecomes 1 first, or more precisely,df; reaches 1  esyan recently argued that the ground state of the ionic Hub-
first, then we are left with Egs, (3.1) and_(3.2), whereand  bard model exhibits three phasesiancreases: the band in-
G. are replaced by = G G sandG,_ = G.+ Ggs, sulator, the SDI, and the Mott insulatThe order parameter
respectively. We see that a positive (negatige) leads to  of the SDI state is nothing but that of the BCDW state, and we
the BCDW (CDW) state. Finally, whet .sjreaches 1 first, can regard the two states as essentially identical. It wss al
we stop the calculation and compage andG ;. Since both  argued that the quantum phase transition from the band insu-
charge and spin fluctuations are already suppressed by thator to the SDI state belongs to the Ising universality €las
G s cos2 cos2 potential, we can deduce the phase from thevhereas the other transition from the SDI state to the Mett in
semiclassical argument. From Fig. 4 we see that we have thmlatorliq.qf.b}h?. g.osﬁelrultz-Thouless type. Recent nunaric
SDW state foG. > G.andthe CDW state fa . < G..  studies$svshdcd :$E'-9-‘1—1-ﬁowever, have reported controver-
Here we note that in the SDW state the pinning potential to theial results on the existence of the SDI phase. Some claimed

Ji
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to find two quantum phase transitions while others found ev- . _ .y .

idences of only one phase transition. With this issue of th TABLE |I: Possible ordered ground Stat??.and the positiofyoasi-
. . : . . . . Jlocked phase fields determined from Bq.,(4.4).

SDI phase in mind, in this section we investigate the phase d -

agram of the 1D extended Hubbard model with the staggereghase ()

site potential and examine critical properties of the quant gpyy ©0;  =2);(; =2)
phase transitions. . _ Bl (forg > 0) & =2;0);(  =2; )

We take into account the staggered site potential and th%I (forg < 0) @ =2: )i ( =2:0)
correlation effects on equal footing by treating them askwea BCDWg B o A
perturbations. We gse Eq. (2.17) to rewtite in the contin- =2 O’O i =2 :
uumlimitass = dxH ,wheréid? BSDW =20 i =2 )

H = El sin  cos (4.2)
2( a)?

phases and are determined from the saddle-point equa-

withg = 4 a. Note thatthe CDW order parameter. p tions: cos  (4g; sin g s )= 0andsin ( 4gcos +

is proportional toH , andg can be regarded as an exter-

nal force coupled t@ .p . This has the consequence that gucsén ) = 0. In order to simplify the notations, let us intro-
Oc¢pw acquires a nonvanishing expectation value for any fi-

niteu andv, aslong agy 6 0. In this section we will de-

note the insulating phase connected to the free-electrod ba . .9 . . g

insulator 0 = v = 0and 6 0) by the BI phase, rather ©s o s g (4.5)

than the CDW phase.
The bosonized form of the Hamiltonian® can be thought
of as a generalization of the so-called double sine-Gordleherejg —_

! the ; ne-»
(DSG) model ast ° contains sine/cosine terms with differ- ,5qmed. The solutions of the saddle-point equationstield

ent frequenciessin  and cos2 , cos  and cos -'%‘-'gp The  following four states with distinct configurations of theked
DSG theory itself has been investigated intens “Pand phase fields and (modulo2 ): (i) the SDW state with

4, 4 =g 4, ando 0, 0 are

shown to have a critical point belonging to the Ising univer-z 4 |cked at(; )= ©; =2)0r (; =2): (i) the BI
sality class ¢ = %conformal field theory (CFT)]. Toobtaina ot with( ; )= ¢ =2;0), ( =2; )ifg > O’and with
qualitative understanding of the critical properties im sys- ()= @ '=2; ) ;2;'0) if g <' 0; (iii) the “BCDW"
tem, we first perform a semiclassical analysis in a similay wa giate where the BCDW order and the éDW order coexist and
to Se_c. [l B, before examining the global phase diagram of, ich is realized wher( ; ) = ( =2 °0.0)0r (=2
i “with use of the RG method. 0; ); (iv) the “BSDW" state where the BSDW and the CDW
order coexist and which is realized when; ) = ( =2;0
o ) ®yor  =2; ( °).Tableljand Figi 8 summarize the
A. Semiclassical analysis possible ordered ground states and corresponding pasitfon

locked phase fields. The potential energies in these steges a
In this section, we perform a semiclassical analysis to the
Hamiltoniani °= # + H , whereH andH are given by
Egs. (2.19) and: (4.2), respectively. We neglect spatidavar

tions of the field and focus on the locking potential: ()
® SDW
V (; )= goos2 + g oos2 Gs C0S2 Cos2 T o BI
g sh oos : (4.3) LA I S A BCDW
‘ A : . | A& BSDW
First, we examine the casg, = 0, which corresponds to PO S SRR SR ¢
the situation where thg. term becomes irrelevant in the RG j :
scheme. The potential to be considered is ! ! 0 A T 0
VO(; ) V(i )30 | | 4
= g oos2 + g o0s2 g sin ocos : S —  S— e *
(4.4) | A
. : . L A O A b
Due to its double-frequency structure, possible locatiohs

the phase locking are different from the ones we found in
Sec. Il B. For example, whes. > 0 (gs > 0), the two
kinds of potentials proportional ten. and cos2 (cos FIG. 8: Positions of locked phase fieldsand in the four states

andcos2 ) compete with each othe$®? The locking of the ~ Wheng > 0.
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g theformv®(; )=24§ ¥ 1+ i s;n @) cos Tg
and is minimized at = [( =2) land = 2( + )
ifg >o0o0rat = [(=2)+ Jland = ) if

BSDW SDW g < 0.

Let us take a closer look at low-energy excitations in the Bl
state and the BCDW state. The massive sine-Gordon model
has topological excitations, solitons, and antisolitofitiey
are characterized by the topological chargeands, for the
0 > 8 charge and the spin sectors,

Z 1 Z
dx @y ; Sz=2— dx @ : (4.7)

1
Q= —
BI BCDW
In the noninteracting caseJ(= v = 0) with a finite
the lowest-energy excitation is a soliton ofand con-
necting two neighboring minima of theg sin cos , e.g.,
(i3 1 = ( =23)and (; )1 = (=2;0).

. . . o . Such an excitation carries the charge= 1 and the spin
FIOG.9. Phase diagram obtained by minimizing the potentiatgy 5. - 1 which is nothing but a single-electron excita-
v°( ; )[Eq. (4.4)]. The phase boundaries between the SDW state* 2 . . Ak
and the BCDW state, and between the SDW state and the BSDWON In the band insulator. It has been pointed=ecit:
state are given by the cureg = o =(16g.) with g. > 0. The phase  that in the SDI phase (i.e., in the BCDW phase), the topo-
boundaries between the Bl state and the BCDW state, and &etwe logical chargeQ of the lowest-energy excitation becomes

the BI state and the BSDW state are given by the limes - iy j  fractional,Q = 2 9= | reflecting the local double-well
with g, < + 9 jandgs = + § jwith g. < I 4 jrespectively.  structure of the potential near the potential minima, eg.,
All the phase transitions in this figure are continuous. Eteatriti- ( ;)= (=2 ©%;0). Thisis a unique feature of the BCDW
cal pointis located atge;g:) = ( H F3 § I- phase and is contrasted from the integer chgrge 1 of
the lowest-energy excitation in the pure BCDW phase where
) the phase fields are locked at; ) = (0;0). Accordingly, the
given by phase transition between the BCDW state and the Bl state be-
VO, = g g; (4.6a) longs to a different universality class from the one betwtaen
sow o pure BCDW state and the CDW state discussed in Sec, 11l B.
Ver = T3t 9 T I (4.6b) |1 the former case, a small potential barrier in a doubld-wel

potential in the BCDW state vanishes at the critical poirdt an

0
Vecow T G% g i (4.6€)  he effective theory for the low-energy excitations is thé™
I~ theory known to describe the Ising phase transition, rather
Vipw = +t9% & : (4.6d) than the Gaussian theory that governs the transition betwee
83s the BCDW and CDW phases.

In deriving Egs. i(4.6¢c) and' (4.6d), we have assumed One might expect that a similar semiclassical analysis can
¥ =0.J 4andy =gsj 4, respectively. The CDW state be applied to the spin field. Within the semiclassical ap-

is stabilized strongly by the term whereas the BCDW state Proach the topological chargg in the BSDW phase of Fig.
and the BSDW state are also stabilized by the second-ordé takes a fractional value, °=@ ). However, since the
contribution ofg . By comparing these energies, we arrive Hamiltonian has the global SU(2) spin-rotation symmehw, t

at the phase diagram shown in Fi_g. 9. As we go across thBDW state and the BSDW state cannot have a true long-range
boundary §. = %g ) from the Bl state to the BCDW state, order. This implies that the phase fieldcannot be localized
we find that each potential minimum splits into two minima, except in spin-gap phases wherés locked ath i = 0 mod
eg.,(; )= (=2;0)! (=2) ;0 , and that the po- . The global SU(2) symmetry thus prohibits the Ising crit-
tential for the phase field takes a double-well structure inicality in the spin sector. In fact, the BSDW phase in Fig. 9
the BCDW state. Similarly, as we go from the Bl state to theturns out to be just the Bl phase.

BSDW state, each potential minimum splits into two minima,  Let us now consider the situation in whigk, 6 0. In this

eg., (; )= (=2;00! (=2; %), and now the poten- case, the phase fieldsand are locked in a similar way to
tial for the phase field has a double-well structure in thethe casey., = 0, but ° and ° are modified into © !
BSDW state. As long ag.s = 0, any quantum phase transi- g4 © where

tion is continuous since a potential barrier between twepot
tial minima corresponding to two different states vanishies

the transition. The phase diagram (Rig. 9) indicates that a d wst —3 (4.8a)
rect transition from the SDW state to the B state takes place 49 |sJ
only when the parametets and g; are on the multicritical cos 1 g ) (4.8b)

point (g:;9s) = G ¥ F+ I I, where the potential takes 4Qs )
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8 addition, both the transition between the SDW state and the
BCDW state and that between the SDW state and the BSDW
BSDW state become first order whep; ¢ 0. On the phase bound-
ary between the SDW state and the BCDW state, the poten-
N SDW tial has isolated minima at ; ) = ©0; =2), (; =2),

( =2 ; ), and ¢ =2 ;0). The pinning of the
phase fields at these minima corresponds either to the SDW
state or to the BCDW state (see Fi_g';. 8). On the multicriti-

N . g cal points at@e;gs) = (+ Pes3+ § B F It 7P Jand
0 ¢ ( ®sF T T F+Pesit + P I, the potential takes the form
BI BCDW
vel(; ) = o jlcos2 + cos2 cos2 cos2 )
1 n o
+-% 3 1+ Bn sn@oos T
(4.10a)
c2 . _ . .
FIG. 10: Phase diagram obtained by minimizing the potential v (i) =+ :H:sj(OOiZ + cos2 + cos2 ©os2 ) o
energyVv ( ; ) [Eq. [4.8)] for gs < 0. The phase bound- } L . .
aries are given by, = g + % jbetween the SDW and the + > ] 1+ [sin sgn (g) cos T ;
Bl states,g. = iesj+ 3 3 Jjbetween the Bl and the BCDW (4.10b)
states,gs = Pesj+ % i jbetween the Bl and the BSDW states,
gs =  ®sjt+ g°=06(@ s between the SDW and the
BCDW states, andy. = Wi+ ° =06  sI)] between . . . a., .
the SDW and the BSDW states. Multicritical points are lodate re;szpe(%tlvely. | The dpoten-tlal inlnlma_o‘? i _) ai‘d
al G7gs) = G Peed+ 29 5 et 1 jand ( gy v (i) arelocated at( ;) = (=2 ), 0; =2),

14 5+ 9.3+ L4 9. The single lines denote second-order tran- { =270): and (; =2)forg > Oandat(;) =
¢ 3 3Tt 7T I g ( =2;0), 0; =2), (=2; )and(; =2)forg< o.

sitions, while the double lines denote first-order transii
Finally, we note that even in the SDW state (the Mott insu-
lator) the CDW order parameter has a nonvanishing expecta-
tion value. This is because the alternating site poteatial
has the same form as the CDW order parametesy /
Veow = @ G WsT (4.9a) sh oos . Eventhough the semiclassical analysis indicates
v ta . . (4.9b) that the phase flglds are pln.ned, say(at ) = 0; =2),
BT et B BT ' guantum fluctuations of the fields around the pinning pasitio
(4.9¢) lead to a nonvanishingp cp i This can be easily seen in
the limit of small , where

Here we have assumeg =@. ©s)j 4andig =@
Ws)J 4. The potential energies in the four states become

v = Gt Gt Pes] T——————i
BCDW S cs 8(gc ]}s?

Vespw = *+dc G+ Tes] 8# (4.9d)
s ) Z

By comparing these energies we obtain the phase diagramfCcou i / Tr exp dx®@ + H ) s cos
(Fig. 10). In the limitg ! 0 this phase diagram reduces Z
to Fig.\4. One can easily find that thg, term favors the / g Tr exp dxH sh® cof 6 0:
SDW state and the BI state over the BCDW state and the
BSDW state. The direct SDW-BI transition line acquires a (4.11)
finite length in the phase diagram, like in Fi§. 4. The analy-
sis of critical properties of each quantum phase transiton
more complicated than that in Sec. Ill due to the presence
of two kinds of charge-spin coupled terms, the and g
terms. Along the phase boundary between the SDW state
and the Bl state, the potential energy is minimized at dtscre
points, ( ; ) = ( =2; ), ©0; =2), ( =2;0), ( ; =2) B. Renormalization-group analysis
forg > o0rat(; )= ( =20), 0; =2), (=2; ),
(; =2)forg < 0. These points correspond either to
the SDW state or to the Bl state (see Ta@je II). Since any We perform RG analysis to take into account quantum fluc-
path connecting these potential minima has to go over a pduations that are ignored in the semiclassical analysisinAs
tential barrier, the direct SDW-BI transition is first ordén  Sec. lll, we obtain the RG equations using the OPE method
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(see Appendif B): is given by
X
a 1 HS = = @ 5 EG, @ ) @ )
—G =+G +-G G G G 2
dl 2 vp v
SG G, ZG G o SG G o (4.12) %G cos + ?Gs cos2 ;  (4.19)
9e - + 262 126%+6% + 6.0 s (4.13) Wwherec =G (@ )andG,=G.(L )+ Ge( ), and
c cs s s/ . . S ”
di 4 the sign =+ of theG term corresponds to the position of
EGC_ 162 400 G. G.Gee GuG o;(4.14) the phase locking = + ( =2=  ( =2). Wheng > o,
d1 4 the twoG . terms are marginally irrelevant, and the only rel-
d 1, 2 2 evant operator is cos . Then the phase field is locked at
atsT 3¢ 26;  GeGes  Gaoi (4.15) =0 gr , depending on the posﬁtion of the charge phase
d 1, locking = + ( =2)or =2). On the other hand, when
glG s 7 G 2Ges+ 26 Gos  4GsGos G, < 0, bothc andG . terms become relevant. However,
2G.Gs 2GuG s 4GwsG o (4.16) thesetermsdo notcompete with each other. The only effect of
d 1, thgg term is to lift the degeneracy be.t\./veen the neighboring
glG s= 3 G 2G 3+ 2G Gy minima of cos2 , and hence the position of the phase lock-
5 ing is the same as in the case > 0. Therefore, regardless of
4GcGes 4Gy  4GsG & (4.17)  the sign ofG _, the resultant phase is found to be the Bl state
with the phase lockingat ; )= ( =2;0)or ( =2; ).
The initial value ofc (1) is given byG () = =t while (iii) The case where eithefs . )jor 5 (1) jis most rel-
those of the other coupling constants are givercby0) = evant. Then both charge and spin fluctuations are suppressed
g =@ ta). Since the RG equations are invariant under theand the classical treatment is sufficient at lower energlesca
sign change ot (G ! G ), we canassume (0) In this case, we find to which phase the ground state belongs
0 without losing generality in the following arguments. by substituting the parametegs. (1) andG s () into g. andg;

We determine the ground-state phase diagram in a simildP ':_'9-'_19- .
way as in Sec. lll. That is, we integrate the scaling equation (V) The case where . () is most relevant and becomes
(@.12)—{4.17) numerically and find which one of the coupding 1 at1= 1. Below this energy scale the spin fluctuations
[ M, G.O,Gs O, andG s ()] becomes most relevant. By are suppressed and the phase field lockedas ! 0or

(i) The case where . () grows fastest and becomesat ~ SSC°"'S

1= 1,. Below this energy scale (i.el, 1.), the charge
fluctuations are suppressed and the phase figtdlocked at

= 0or . Forthe discussion of the ground-state properties v Ve
we may first neglect thg term sincehsin icos = 0. The — G sh — G, o082 ;  (4.20)
Hamiltonian density °then reduces to @ &

e X 2 Vr
H = (@x p) + —G (@x +)(@x )

P

whereG =G 1) G:1),G6 =G (@) andG_ =
e - % X € )’ Ve @ ) @ ) G.( )+ Ge (). Thesign =+ oftheG term corresponds
* 2 * P s Txow T to the position of the phase locking= 0= . In this Hamilto-
Vp nian, both of the nonlinear termsin  andcos2 , are relevant
+ —FZ G, oos2 ; (4.18) operators. Ifs , < 0, then the situation is the same as the case
& (i): thec andG . terms do not compete with each other and
) ) the possible phase locking patternis= + =2 ( =2) for
whereG, = Gs(14+)  Ges (1+). Weimmediately see that,  _ o () where the ground state is the Bl stateG|f > 0,

if G, > 0, the spin excitations are gapless and the grounghese two terms compete with each other, since the ) sin
state is the SDW state. On the other hand; if < 0, then  hotential tends to lock the phase fieldit = + =2 (=2,

the operators proportional o, are relevant¢ . () ! 1 whijlethecos2 potential tends to lockitat = 0or . In this
under scaling] and the phase fields are locked(gs) =  case, possible ground states are the Bl state and the BCDW
(070); ©; ); (70); ( ; ), which corresponds to the BEDW gtate, and the quantum phase transition between them is of
statewith | =2(i.e.,g ! 0),seeTablg/|l. Thiswould e |sing transition type with the central charge: 1=2, as
become the BCDW state with < =21in a more realistic gjscussed in the preceding section. However, it is hardtto es
treatment where the term is not simply ignored. mate quantitatively the critical value of the coupling camss

(i) The case wherets . (1) grows most rapidly and at the quantum phase transition. One way to estimate it is to
G ! latl= 1 . The phase field is then locked find a critical point separating the basins of attractionh® t
at = =2 for 1 > 1. Below this energy scale one two strong-coupling fixed pointsG ;G_.) !- &1 ; 1)

can replace thesin potential by its averaged value, i.e., and (0;+ 1 ), in the perturbative RG analys;ié'f6 However,
sih ! hsh i= 1. The effective Hamiltonian at= 1 with this method where the cosine and sine terms are treated
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4 - - - expansion of the critical values for sma#t
A ud = 2t S ; (4.21)
~ | h=) h=)
0 2t ohIn=) 1
Ugp = 1+C + 0 i
hE=) h=) h=)
ol (4.22)
where ¢ and c© are positive constants of order unity.
The dependence ofi O is different from the result in
i Refs. 32 since the lowest correction 20t=Tn (= ) is not
O mint=)Eh@{=) ,buto 1=lh=) . Our results
suggest that the ratio af %, to U2 becomesu%=u? =
1+ Co'lmint=)Eh(=). At present we do not know
0] where this difference comes from. We extend this analysis

0 4 U/t 8 to the case with finite/r (U ) and examine the depen-
dence ofu.; andU.,. We note thats (1) 6 G.(Q) in this
case since the SU(2) symmetry of the charge sector is broken.

FIG. 11: Phase diagram of the half-filled extended Hubbardeho \We integrate the RG equations analytically for smallsé 0
at =t = 0:. The double line denotes the first-order transition, and gbtain the corrections to order
while the single lines denote the second-order transitions

. 2 1

Ua=10 V —+0 ; 4.23
1 cl 3 + n = ) ( a)
2 nhn (=
Up=U% V Z+0 hh&) ; (4.23b)
3 =)

perturbatively, we cannot see the correct picture of the DS
theory with the double-well potential structure which Isad
to the Ising transition. Instead, here we estimate the-criti
cal value for the Ising transition from the semiclassical ar
guments: The critical value is determined from the conditio
G.=G = 1=4.

C|"mplying that the BCDW state survives upon inclusion of the
V ( U)term. We note that .; andU, have a similar linear
dependence ovi. From Egs.(4.23) and Figs.i11 apd 12, we
conclude that the phase diagram exhibits reentrant behavio
asVv increases from zero withandu being fixed at values
near a quantum critical point.

Since the Hamiltoniam ° has three free parameters,

We have used the above scheme to obtain the phase diagramt, and =t) at half filling, the ground-state phase diagram
shown in Fig:'_l_tL, for which=t = 0. The phase diagram
at largeu andv is similar to Fig.:_'], whereas a qualitative
charge in the phase diagram is found in the regigm . t
In agreement with Fabrizio, Gogolin, and Nerses%me ob-
tain two critical points.; < U.,) separating three phases on
theUu axis: the Bl state, the BCDW state (= the SDI
and the SDW state. From comparison of Figs. 7 and 11, we
see that the BCDW state in Fig. 7 has evolved continuously
into the BCDW state when the alternating site potentie
switched on. The phase diagram in th& plane is shown in
Fig.,12, wheray=t = 1. Both andv promote the BI state,
while the SDW ground state is obtained for small U)
andv ( U). We find that the region of the BCDW state
obtained in the EHM at = 0is connected to the region of
the BCDW state in the Hubbard model with alternating site - SDW BCDW ]
potential atv = 0.

0. . ;

Let us discuss in more detail the critical regime in the limit 0 0.005 0.01
of smallu, v, and . In this region we can safely neglect Nt
the irrelevantterms and set.c 1) = G s = 0inthe RG
equationsi(4.12)+(4.17). First we consider the case 0. In- . . o
tegrating out the RG equatior(s (4.12)—(4.15) analyticaflgt FIG. 12: Phase diagram of the half-filled extended ionic Hwbb
following the criterion discussed above, we obtain asyripto Model on the plane of —tandv=t, wherev ~t = 1.
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! @ 7 NN © complete agreement yet. Although most of recent studies re-
sDW sDW port that the SDI phase appears pear-the-boundary between

the SDW phase and the Bl phaSép3t344b e #here are still

some: conflicting claims in the literature. A less controiadrs

BCDW BCDW Bl ; g . . .
issuéd is the determination of the second critical valug at
, Bl s o Bl s N which a spin gap closes a@g which can be estimated by com-

puting the spin gla.? directi§3® or by examining the BCDW
FIG. 13: Schematic phase diagram of the half-filled extertdelo- order parame_te.:frju-f‘ The Qeterminatio_n of the critical point.
bard model at (ay = 0, (b) v & and (C)v ¢ The single Ua and the critical beha\_/lors around_lt_ are more _controverS|aI
lines represent second-order transitions, and the doireirt (c)  1SSUes. One way to estimate the critical valug is to use
represents a first-order transition. the complex parameter introduced by Resta and Soiféla.
diverging behavior au = U, indeed allows one to deter-
% % mine the critical poiné‘lﬁpAnother way to determine the crit-
(@) (b) ical point is to find a gap closing point in excitation spectra
BI Since the charge sector is responsible for the quantum phase
BI transition atu = U, one might try to look at a charge gap
directly. However, numerical studies have found that a@aiv
charge gap does not vanish at.the critical point and is always
BCDW SDW finite. Recent studies have shaivaf%that the excitation gap
BCDW that vanishes at = U is the gap to the first excited state
that has the same charge and spin quantum numbers as the
0 a 0 a ground state. Let us discuss this point in more detail below.

SDW

FIG. 14: Schematic phase diagram of the half-filled extertdelo- iyt
bard model at (@y  tand (b)u  t The single lines represent [N numerical studiegfn¥Fthe “charge gap” . was de-
second-order transitions, and the double line represefitst@rder  fined as . = Eo L=2+ 1;L=2) + E( L=2 1;L=2)
transition. 2E (L=2;L=2), whereE, N «;N4) is the lowest energy of
a finite-size system with an even number of sitethat has
) ) ) N« up-spin andN ; down-spin electrons. This quantity.
becomes a three-dimensional (3D) diagram. Instead of drawneasures the energy of the excitation with the topological
ing such a 3D plot, here we s_hlow two-dimensional tomo-chargeg = 1ands, = 1-2 [Eq. {4.7)], and is rather
graphic phase diagrams. Figure 13 shows schematic phagesingle-electron excitation gap. According to the bosaniz
diagrams in the -U plane for three typical cas@s=t = 0, tjon theory (Sec. IV A), the charge transitionat= U, is
v=t 1andv=t 1. We see that the nearest-neighbor re-gescribed by the #” theory and is in the Ising universal-
pulsion enhances the Bl phase and destroys the BCDW phagg class. The transition occurs when two degenerate local
at largev, where the direct transition between the Bl andminima of the effective potential for the charge fields merge
SDW phases is firstorder. The recent numerical study of theyto a single local minimum. As one approaches the tramsitio
ionic Hubbard modéfi reports a similar phase diagram as Fig. point from the Ising ordered phase (that is, the SDI phase),
:!.S(a) The first-ordel’ -tra.nsition ”ne in F|b_l 13(C) asympto the topo'ogica' Charge = 2 = Of a |0west_energy exci_
cally approaches the line = 2 + 2v. tation is decreasing to zero, while excitations with= 1 re-
Figurei14 shows schematic phase diagrams in the main massive. Therefore the charge gapdoes not vanish at
plane foru=t landu=t 1. Atlargeu andv there ap- thjs Ising critical point, and this quantum phase transitian-
pears a direct first-order transition between the Bl and SDWjot be detected with <. Qiner al. and Manmanar al. also
phases in Fid. 14(b). This first-order transition is in agreat  ;sed .=E, L=2;L=2) E, ML=2;L=2)in their numeri-
with the results obtained fram the strong-coupling anai‘.ftsi cal analysis,-wherg, (v »;N ;) is the energy of the first ex-
and numerical calculatiorf$i? cited staté$¢% The quantity . measures excited states with
the same number of electrons, whose total topological eharg
Q = 0inthe sine-Gordon scheme. In the Ising ordered phase,

C. Discussions on previous numerical results the first excited state with the topological chagye: 0would
be a bound state (or breather) of a soliton with the topokdgic
As mentioned in Introduction, many groups have alreadycharge+ 2 = and an antisoliton with the charge2 =,

reported on numerical studies of the ground-state phase diavhose energy vanishes at the critical point. On the othed han
gram of the ionic Hubbard model. Various numerical tech-in the Ising disordered phase near the critical point, the po
niqgues were used in these studies, including the densitytential is almost flat and has very small curvature. The low-
matrix renormalization-group (DMRG) methéﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁ&" energy excitations would then be small oscillations arqumd

the quantum Monte Carlo methéﬂi‘,‘} a finite-size cluster tential minima (rather than soliton/antisoliton) whosekyy
methodéq and a level crossing analyéf%fl’he mainissue here approacheszeroas ! U. 0. Thus the exciton gap.

is whether or not the SDI phase (BCDW phase) exists, ané a right measure to detect the quantum phase transition at
so far these numerical studies do not seem to have reache&d= U_;.
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TABLE lII: Possible ground _sstates and the position of lockéwhse (‘{) e SDW
fields, determined from Equ (5.4). N K o o cDW
Phase (i) ! ! 3 > | A PI
SDW O (i ) * % | aBsow
Cbw (50« )i ) peooeee R T Ao
Pl (forg > 0) ©0;0); ( ;) ‘ ‘ : ‘
Pl (forg < 0) ©0; );(;0)
BSDW « =2; =2
* : : *
V. EFFECT OF BOND DIMERIZATION Aot oA

In this section, we consider the 1D EHM with staggered
bond dimerizatio#€%i.e., the Peierls modulation of the hop- FIG. 15: Positions of locked phase fieldsand in the respective
ping matrix element. The total Hamilton_ia:nOO is given by  states forg > 0.
H®=H + H ,whereH is definedin Eq.,(2;1) and

X A. Semiclassical analysis

( 1V cp1; + Ho: (5.1)

s
I

7 We begin with semiclassical analysis of the model with the
g term. We neglect spatial variations of the phase fields in

Without loss of generality we can assume- 0. Whenv = B + 1 and consider the potential

0, the model is called “Peierls-Hubbard model.” The one-
dimensional Mott insulator, realized when> 0andy, .= 0, V() = goos2 + g cos2 Qe OS2 OS2
is known to be unstable against the Peierls distodiband ’ °
as a result the ground state changes from the SDW state into
the BCDW state regardless of the magnitude of the Hubbargvhere _ <0
interactionu. Such an instability comes from the fact that Ei ?Cs I3k id ' the simpl hete — 0. which
the bond dimerization tends to concentrate the electron den_' '~ W€ CONSIQET the SImpler case whege = 0, whic
sity onto bonds, without any conflict with the Hubbard, corresponds to the situation whegg is irrelevant in the RG
. . sense. The potential in this case is
repulsmrﬁ‘i However, the nearest-neighbor Coulomb repul-
sion v competes with this term, since thev interaction VO(; )=
likes to localize two electrons on a single site and promtbtes !
CDW state. Here we investigate the instability of the BCDW ¢ positions of the potential minima are determined

g cos cos ; (5.3)

gcos2 + g cos2 g cos cos : (5.4)

state against the intersite Coulomb repulsionand clarify by the saddle-point equation®v®( ; )=¢ = 0 and
the critical behavior near the transition between the BCDW@V 0(; )=e = 0. We find that the pot,ential has the double-
state and the CDW state. R well structure for the ( ) phase field wher, < iy 54
The bond dimerizatios is bosonizedas = dxH , (g; > i ¥4). Hereweintroduce®and °(0  ©%; ©° )
where defined by
- g 9 g9
H = cos oS 5.2 0 - 1 . 0 1
2( a)y (5.2) cos g cos oy (5.5)

andg = 8 a. One finds that the EHM with the bond dimer- for 3 =gcJ ~ 4andiy=g.j 4, respectively. The solutions
ization also has a two-component DSG structure. Here thi0 the saddle-point equations can be classified into thevell
charge phase field is subjected to the potentiabs instead ing four classes: (i) the Pl state,; ) = (0;0); 0; ); ( ;0),
of sn oftheg term [Eq. (4.2)], while the locking potential ©r ( ; ) [for g > 0, the phase fields are locked at; ) =
for the spin phase field has the same structure as that of the ©0;0) or ( ; ), whileforg < 0the phase fields are locked as
g term. ()= (0; )or ( ;0] (i) the pzm)a EF]SD\éV statef ; )= A
- (=2; =2)or ( =2; =2); (iii) the “"SDW" state wit
It is important to note .that the BC_DW order parameterboth the SDW order and the BCDW order,; ) = ©; ©)
Ogscpw takesanonvanishing expectation value for argnd o ]
vif 6 0,asH / Ogcpw . Inthis section we willnotuse ©F 7 °) ; and (iv) finally, the “CDW"” state with
the term BCDW to characterize phases, and, in particular, thboth the CDW order and the BCDW order,; )= ( °;0)
phase containing the trivial Peierls insulator€ v = ocand  or ( °); . The possible ground states and positions
& 0) is called the Peierls insulating (PI) phase. of locked phase fields are summarized in Téfl:)_le 1] and:Fi'g. 15.
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8s 8s

BSDW SDW BSDW SDW

CDW Pl CDW pI

FIG.16: Phase giagram obtained by minimizing the poteatiatgy
v°( ; )[Eq.{5.4)]. The phase boundary of the BSDW state is giverF|. 17:  Phase diagram obtained by minimizing the potewtial

by the curvegegs = =16 with g. < 0. The phase boundary ergy v ( ; ) [Eq. {5_3)] drawn forig +8 < frsj < I T4
between the Pl state and the SDW state and that between tteté®| s \jyticritical points are located atge;gs) = ( i%s 5 es ) and
and the CDW state are given by the lings= 3 34 with g. > ( 29 9+ B339 3 ). The boundary of the BSDW phase
P Fandg. =  FF4with g < I 74, respectively. Allthe o Qe+ Tes) @ ) < J=l6. The edges of the Pl phase are

phase transitions in this figure are continuous. A muligaltpoint  yafined bythelines. = L4 3+ fedjandg. = 14 3 .j The
IC 4 CS E 4 S

isat (ge;gs) = ( PFLiP F4). double line denotes a first-order transition, and the siligds denote
continuous transitions. Within the semiclassical analyisé ground
state in the shaded region has the coexisting order of the, &I,

In these states the potential energy reads BCDW, and BSDW.
Ve = g+ g B (5.6a)
Vipw = +9c  Gi (5.6b)  The new phase is shown as the shaded region irj__l'j'ig. 17, which
. & is surrounded by the three curves defined by
Vspw = x G 8 i (5.6¢)
Js o
VCODW = +g.+ gs+ % : (5.6d) G+ Fes) ©s W) = R; (5.7a)
° g
N Gt Bes) @+ BesI’ = =@ 8sI; (B7D
In deriving Egs.«(5.6¢) and (5.6d), we have assumesdy; 16 ( )

4 and 9 =g.j 4, respectively. The PI state is stabilized . . a2 g .

by the first-order contribution of thg term. Furthermore, G BICG BeI = Gt Beed: (®.7¢)

if g5 > 0(g. < 0), the SDW state (the CDW state) is also

stabilized due to second-order contributiorgof The phase Let us focus on the phases which can be realized when
diagram obtained by comparing these energies is shown ig., in view of the fact that in the extended Hubbard model
Fig.\16. bothg, ¢ ¢i» ) andg. = g3, ) are given by@  2v) in

From the above semiclassical analysis one might concludene lowest order. Along the ling. * g. in Figs.\16 and 17,
that the topological charge, [Eq. (4.7)] becomes fractional there are three possible phases: the SDW state, the Pl state,
in the SDW phase and that the Ising-type phase transition iand the CDW state. Since the SDW state is prohibited by the
the spin sector takes place on the boundary between the BU(2) symmetry and becomes the Pl state, we expect to have
state and the SDW state. However, as discussed ini Sec. I\énly two phases, the Pl state and the CDW state, and a single
the global SU(2) symmetry prohibits the Ising criticality i phase transition between them. The transition is contisuou
the spin sector and changes the SDW phase irt_'E:ig. 16intothe® §.s=g j 1 and changes into a discontinuous transition
Pl phase. wheng., exceedsy 4.

Next we include they.s term. Table/ il still stands if we
replaceg. andg, with g.  fgsjandgs + Fesjin % and ©,
respectively. The phase diagram obtained by minimizing the
potential energyw ( ; ) is shown in Fig:_i-?. New features
compared with Fiq: jLG are the appearance of a first-order tran
sition line and of the new phase in which the ground state has Next we perform perturbative RG analysis to take into ac-
the coexisting order of the SDW, CDW, BCDW, and BSDW. count quantum fluctuations. The one-loop RG equations for

B. Renormalization-group analysis
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coupling constants i + H are given by whereG, = Gs 01 )+ G @ ). We have verified numer-
ically that G , always becomes negative in this case. The
9 - +e +icc +c a. G, terms are then marginally relevarg [() ! 1 un-
dl der scaling]. The phase fields are then locked gt ) =
3 3 3 . ( =2;0); ( =2; ), which corresponds to the CDW phase
26 Go* 46 B g6 G OB Ly T ey 1 o, see T%blé_-lll). Sincer
d 1 Ogcpu » the order parameter of the BCDW should have a
glc; = +3 G+ 2G2+ G2+ GsG ; (5.9) nonvanishing expecF;ation value. We thus conclude that the
d 1, ground state is in the CDW phase.
% = T 767126 Gc GG GusG o (iii) If either G or G ., is most relevant, both charge and
(5.10)  spin quctugti(_)ns.a}re suppressed. In this case the se.rrimlbss
d 1, , , treatment is justified, and we can_de.termlne to which phase
8 26 2G.  GcGos  Gigi (5.11) the ground state belongs by substitutingandg s to g. and
d 1 s I_n Flg:_l?
glGCS = + ZG2 2Ges+ 2G Ges  4GsG g (iv) !f G Is most relevant and s ) ! latl= 1,
the spin fluctuations are suppressed and the phase fiedd
2GeGs  2GeG s 4GesG i (512) lockedat ! 0or below this energy scale. The effective
ds - 1s2 2G .+ 2G G. Hamiltonian atL. 1 is given by
dl 4 , . W X , Ve
4G.Ges 4G5, 4GsG 4 (5.13) H = > @ p)'+ —G @k +) @ )
o=
The initial value ofc (@ is given byG () = 2 =tand s s
those of the other coupling constants are(0) = g =@ t). —2C ®s  —_5Gcos2; (516)
We note that these RG equations are invariant under the sign
change ofc (). We can thus assume (0) 0 without WhereG =G (L) G (), G. = Gcl)+ G (L),
losing generality. andG =G (). Thesign =+ oftheG term corresponds

To find the ground-state phase diagram of the system, wio the phase locking = 0= . Both of.the nonlinear terms
solve the scaling equations (5.8)-(3.13) numericallynage ~ oS andcos2 are relevant perturbations. & < 0, these
preceding sections. We defermine to which phase the grourfy/© terms compete with each other, and this DSG model ex-
state belongs by looking at which one of the couplisgs(), hibits the Ising criticality. The ground state is either fre tPI
G. (), Gs (), andG . (1) becomes most relevant. For repul- phase or in the CDW phase, and there is an Ising-type quan-

siveu andv there are four possibilities as listed below. tum phase transition between the two phases. Here we esti-
(i) If G.is mostrelevantand.() ! latl= 1.,then Mate the Ising critical point from the semiclassical aniglys

the phas; field is locked at _ oor . and the e’ffective That is, the critical value is determined from the condition

Hamiltonian for the spin sector at 1, becomes G.=G = 1-4(see Fig; 16). Ifs, > 0, these two terms

« do not compete and thus the phase locking is 0 ( ) for

ge = Y @ o) Ve o @ )@ ) = 0 ( ), where the ground state is the PI state.
’ 2  r°F s oI The resultant phase diagram in thev plane is shown in
f,; Fig. 18. In the weak-coupling region, the transition frore th

— G cos + V—F2 G, oos2 ; (5.14) Pl state to the CDW state is characterized by the appearance
a a of the double-well structure of the effective potential I t
whereG, = G, (l,) Ge(@.)andG = G (), and field, and thus the phase transition in Rig. 18 belongs to
the sign =+ of theG term corresponds to the location of the Ising universality class. As we increaseandv, there
the phase locking = 0= . This effective theory is the same appears a tricritical pointatic;v.)  (4:9t;2:3t), where the
as Eq. i4:_l'9)_ As seen before, regardless of the sigh_of phase transition changes from second order to first order.
the phase field is locked at = 0or depending onthe  Figure1d shows schematic phase diagrams in tbeplane
position of the charge phase locking= 0or . Thuswe forv — tandv=t 1. When = 0, we obtainthree phases
have the phase locking ; ) = (0;0)or ( ; ), i.e., the Pl (the CDW, BCDW, and SDW phases) foar ~ t(a) and two
state as the ground state. We note that due to the SU(2) spithases (the CDW and SDW phases) Yor ¢ (b), as we
rotation symmetry the SDW state cannot be realized even @iscussed in Seg. 1l (see Fig. 7). Upon turning othe SDW

G.,> 0. ground state changes into the PI state, where the transition
(ii) If G. is most relevant and . Q) ! latl= 1, is described by the Gaussian theory. On the other hand, the
then the phase field is locked at = =2. The effective BCDW state changes into the PI state without accompanying
Hamiltonian for the spin part is any singularity: This change is merely lifting of the doubly
% degenera_tg BCDW ground states.
ge = @ o) Y & L@ )@ ) Figure|20 shows schematic phase diagrams in tkieplane
2 foru = 0,U=t 1,andu=t 1. AtU = 0 we have

P : " ; )
a single critical values., which has the dependence given

Vg
* 2G5 0082 ; (515) pyv, / 1=m@= ) forsmall . Asu andV increase, the
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FIG. 18: Phase diagram of the half-filled extended Hubbardeho
with =t = 0:1. The second-order transition line (single line) turns

into the first-order transition line (double line) at thectitical point
Uc;Ve) (4:9t; 2 3t).

phase boundary approaches the= 2v line. The asymp-
t is given by
Ve = %U + c O ( =tPY= ¢, wherec ®is a numerical con-

totic form of v, for U;v and

stant of the order of unity (see also Ei'g_'. 18).
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FIG. 20: Schematic phase diagram of the half-filled extertdelo-
bard model at (ayy = 0, (b) U t, and (c)u t. The single
lines represent second-order transitions, and the doudserépre-
sents a first-order transition.

more sophisticated systematic RG procedure. Away from
the weak-coupling limit the umklapp scattering between the
parallel-spin electronsy;, tends to destabilize the BCDW
state and eventually gives rise to a bicritical point whée t
two continuous-transition lines merge into the SDW-CDW
first-order transition line (Fig;: 7). We should note, howeve
that there still remains a difficult question as to whethar ou
phase diagram is qualitatively correct near the multicaiti
point (which we call bicritical). One could imagine, for era
ple, a possibility that a continuous phase transition betwe
the BCDW state and the CDW state becomes first order be-
fore reaching the multicritical point, due to higher-oreér
fects that are ignored in our analysis. If the correct togplo
of the phase diagram is indeed the same as ours:_GFig. 7), then
the critical properties of the multicritical point remaio be
understood. We hope that these issues will be resolved by fu-
ture studies.

We have also examined effects of additional staggered site
potential and bond dimerization in the extended Hubbard
model. In the presence of the staggered site potential, ve ha

In this paper we have studied the ground-state phase digound that the BCDW state is smoothly connected to the SDI

gram of the one-dimensional extended Hubbard model witthhase which is obtained for = 0 by Fabrizioet al 34 In this
on-site and nearest-neighbor repulsiorandv . By includ-  BCDW phase the BCDW order coexists with the CDW order,
ing higher-order corrections to coupling constants in4he and the quantum phase transition between the Bl phase (or the
ology, we have given a plausible theoretical argument withi CDW phase) and the BCDW phase belongs to the Ising uni-
the RG approach for the mechanism of the appearance of thexrsality class ¢ = % CFT). For finitev the BCDW phase
BCDW phase at 2v in the weak-coupling limit. Our s also destabilized by thg, term, and the direct first-order
two-step RG approach, however, is not complete in that therquantum phase transition between the SDW state (= Mott in-
remains a weak cutoff dependence in the phase boundariesulating state) and the Bl state takes place (Fig. 11). In the
This, albeit minor, defect should be resolved with use of apresence of the staggered bond dimerization the SDW phase

becomes unstable and the ground state at 0 turns out to

be the Peierls insulating state. Foré 0 the phase diagram

7 (@) 7 (b) consists of two phases, the PI state and the CDW state, which
#SDW are separated by a phase transition line of the Ising ditica
PI (Fig. d8).
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APPENDIX A: BOSONIZATION Ho= 7o~ dx = W pi )i (AB)
p= pi
In this section, we derive the phase Hamiltonian of the 1Dis equivalent to the Hamiltonian density of free fermiongwi
extend(%d Hubbard model by using the Abelian bosonizatiofinear energy dispersion, Eq. (2.9). This can be shown, for
method®d We include not only the marginal terms but the example, by using the OPE methd. _
leading irrelevant terms which play a crucial role in thetfirs ~ Next we bosonize the interaction temy,.. Without the

order SDW-CDW transition at strong coupling. nearest-neighbor repulsion, this can be easily done4&?
The Lagrangian for the free massless boson theory in a two- G+ gao B i
dimensional Euclidean space is given by YO = 41{4724' @ )+ @ )
Z h i
9. -
L = 4i ax v Fri@ P (Al) P G e )
v
_ o _ _ ) ) _ Ok + P2 dx
where is a bosonic field, is the imaginary time, and is + 2 2 €+ G
velocity. The variable canonically conjugate tas given by T S T "
- S 5 X + X
oL L @ (A2) g 2 g
- = — . 32 1?
! 2 + 2 ; (A9
R— 2 v 2(a)zoos 2(a)zczos (A9)

where—= @ =@tandtis the realtime ( = it). As usualthis | here
system is quantized by imposing the commutation relation ag¢+; ¢
equaltimes: &); %]=1i & =). Thugthe Hamiltonian spin’s
for the free boson theoryisgivenlly = i dx @ +1L,

g's are given in and below Eq: (2.8). In the presence
he matrix element of the umklapp process with parallel
H,, [thegs, processin Eq,(24)] has a finite amplitude
at lowest order irg-ology. This term can be bosonized as

ie.,
Y A " 4 ot Hg, = 2g3k)2 s2 cos2 ; (A10)
H o= dx 0@ >2+& i (A3) ‘e
whereg;, = 2V ainthelowestorderiw . Thisterm, which

couples the charge and spin degrees of freedom, is often ne-
glected since it is an irrelevant perturbation with scalitig
mensiory, consisting okin [cos2 1= 2plusdin [cos2 1=

2. Cannon and Fradkin were the first to suggest that this term
should play an important role-in the first-order SDW-CDW
transition in the half-filled EHM Vit then derived RG equa-
tions including this term. However he did not include all the
operators with scaling dimension 4 and failed to keep the-spi
rotational SU(2) symmetr%f} We have to be careful in deal-

Introducing two copies of this theory with fields and
and velocityv = v , we arrive at o [Eq. (2.11)], where the
fields and represent the “charge” and “spin” degrees of
freedom. The chiral bosonic fields x; )and (x; ) are
introduced in Eqs.'(2.12) and (2.13), respectively, whbee t
right-moving (left-moving) fields are functions of ~ i(x=y)
[ + ix=¢ )].§¢ The phase field ( ) and its dual phase field
~ (7) are written in terms of the chiral fields as

- ;v ] (A4) ing with thev interaction to include the important terms with
" ’ scaling dimension up to 4. To this end, we focus onthe
=+t 0= : (AS)  interaction and bosanize each scattering process sefyarate

First, theg;y termed representing the backward scattering

They satisfy the following commutation relations: with parallel spins is bosonized by using E?_:l-._-(_2.17) as

[ ®);76)]= [ &);~&)]= 12 ( x+ X); (A6) X y
Va g; ®) p &) T, &Kta) p &t a)
where (x) is the Heaviside step function. pi
The electron field operators,, (x) are given in Eq.(2.17) Va X s omisl ks 6]
in terms of a new set of chiral bosonic fields, introduced T2 ay €
in Eq. (2.15). In this bosonization scheme, and ; an- w o s n
ticommute, and we only need to introduce the Klein factor va X 5
to ensure the anticommutation relation between fields with = > @ p) + 2@ +)C )
different. spins; cf. the so-calledonstructive bosonization 5 "
method?? From Egs. (2.16) and (2.17) the electron-density va X )
operator becomes 22 @ p) "+ 2@ +) @ )
p
.Y - i i r . A7 Va 2 2
pi &) R T LA SRS &®): (A7) Faz @x ) @ )"+ i (A1)
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where we have expanded the exponent in the second line Hence the total Hamiltonian is given by
up to the ordera® for the sector and the sector, sep-
arately. Since we are interested in operators that couple

1 X h i
and as in Eq. (A1D), we have discarded dimension-4 terms H = = > V @ )+ v @ p)

2

such asa? @, ) anda? @, )* that involve only one sec- P
tor. Such terms ase, +) @y yand @, )@ ) areal- n 9 @ )@ ) 9 @ )@ )
ready retained in Eq} (A9), while the last term proportional 22 22
to @« ) @ )?isanew term with scaling dimensiaw 2, B e+ T o
which was missed in Ref. 24. We note that the Fermi ve- 2 *a? 2 *a?
E)Clty is renom@llzed by the,, term due to the presence of n ©0s2 OS2
, @ p)?and @ )2 Thisisin contrastwith the con- Za%y "
ventional treatment where the velocity renormalizatiomes va X
only from the forward scattering term = t o2 @ p)"+ 2@ +) @ ) cosZ
n P #
Va X 2
In a similar way, the interaction terms of backward and 22 Copl 2@ )@ ) cos2
umklapp Eft:attering with opposite spins (so-callgd and , "; #
g3 termseirespectively) are bosonized as Z—az @ )+ 2@ +) @ )
" 3 #
X
@ p)+2@ +) @ ) : (Al4)
p
X
Va 5@ p &) T -&+a) &+ a) The renormalized velocities are given by = 2ta+ U +
pi 6V)a=@ )andv = 2ta U 2V)a=@ ). The coupling
- va X Gl k+a) ()] dpsl x+a)t ()] constantsy ; andgs, are definedinEqi(2.8), arnd (g, +
@ar %> gx)andg ( g + Q2 + gu) are given by
= ﬂoosZ + 2\7_&1(@ ) @x ) cos2 C C
2 a)2" 2#2 x * g = U+ 6V)a+t 4—lt([J 2V Ya+ —JZCV2a; (Al5a)
X
24Vj @ p)® cos2 + ; (Al2)g = © 2v)a Z—lt(u 2v Ya C—ztv2a: (A15b)
% p
vVa 5o®) p ®) J-&+a) o &+ a) For the discussion of the SDW-CDW transition in the 1D
pi EHM, it is sufficient to have the coupling constants of di-
_ Va X ipl &+a)t )M ips[ x+a) )] mension 4 in lowest order iv. We note that due to the
@ a) © SU(2) spin-rotation symmetry of the theory, the coupling-co
T stants for spin degrees of freedom must satisfy= g;-,
- 4 _Va cos2 2va @ +) @ ) cos2 in any order ofu andy. To proceed further, We neglect
2( a3, 2 ; the terms thatinvolver ~ @, )? orv _ @ )% in Eq.
va X 5 14) These terms can lead to renormalization of the valoci
12 @x p)° cos2 + i (Al3hrough the RG transformation (see Appen'd|x B). This effect
P can be ignored if we are interested in qualitative featuthef
ground-state phase diagram of the model. The final form of
the bosonized Hamiltonian is thus given by Eg. (2.19).
where™ =# (") for =" @#). The potentiakos2 in Eq. APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF
(A12) and the potentiatos2 in Eq. (A13) are already re- RENORMALIZATION-GROUP EQUATIONS

tained in Eq.(A9), while the other terms are new and have the

scaling dimensior + 2. In this section, we derive one-loop RG equations for the

coupling constants including those operators with highal-s
ing dimension. Our derivation is based on the operator prod-
The forward-scattering termsyf., 92- , 9, andgs, ) do  uct expansion (OPE) method. The interaction part of the ac-
not generate operators of dimension 2. tion s in the presence of the staggered site potertialis
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given by
Z Z
St = — dr@ ) ) Fre, ) e, )
G FPr
e — SIn . :COs
a2
G. r G, &Pr
— cos2 — — :0082
a
z 2
Gecs d“r
— cos2 cos2
7 a
G s 5
d’r @, ) (@ ) :cos2 J 2)J (z) J (0)J ()
7 1 1
Ge = — — 22 g% 2.2, ;
N Pr @, )@ ) cos2 jzj4+jzj4z Ji+z" 1% + ; (B3a)
c 2 J @J () :cos (0;0):
+— d'ra® @ )@ )@ )@ ); (Bl 2
= 153 :cos i ; (B3b)
wherez = v + ix,z= % ix, dr = wdxd , and J (z)J () :sn (0;0):
Gi; = g;=2 v . In this section, the operators are explicitly 2 .
normal ordered. = E :isin o+ ; (B3c)
In order to derive the RG equations, we use the following  .c0s  (z;z)::c0s  (0;0):
OPE'’s: 1 5
= — + — 22 3% 1+ 2% 3%
1 2% ¥3
J @)J W)= ——+ ; (B2a) g
z wY ——J J
1 2%3
J J = — 4 ; B2b 1.
@ ) @ wY (B2D) t5F) coos2 it ; (B3d)
J @) et ") = et Oy ;(B2C) :c0s  (zjz)::cos  (0;0):
2(z w)
i W W) i W W) . . = T :cos|[( ) 1
J (z) et @) TR W)t ; (B2d) 2%7 l
:ei (Z;Z)::e = (O;O): + — :COS[( + ) ]:+ (B3e)
1 2i 2F3
= —+ —5 zJ a7+ — @@, )
3 3 77
toom 28+ e
2%3
2
+ — 72 2.4 22 3%
2%3
2
——J J + ; (B2e)
¥3
et @) et 0 - o ettt ) g ;(B2f)
¥3
Exchanging ! and ! yieldsthe OPE’sfor spin phase
where we have introduced U(1) currents:(z) i@ (z;z),  1€lds.
J () i@ (z;z), I (2) g (z;z), andJ (z)
i@ (z;z). The parameters and ( + € 0)inthe

vertex operator are numerical constants which determi@e th

scaling dimension. In deriving the above OPE’s, we have

used the Wick theorem and the correlatars: (z) , (! )i=
th@E !) h @ (i fhn@E !), and

h (z;z) (;)i= h¥x

Expanding the action in powers of coupling constants and

'35 From Eq?_ ZBZ), one finds integrating out short-distance parts, we obtain the sgalin
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equations, Here we note that the number of the RG equations can be
reduced due to the spin-rotational SU(2) symmetry. To show
e ¢ 1+ ic 1c e G this point more transparently, we introduge(), Y (1), and
- C S
di 2 2 ZMWbyXx =6 @O G MYM=GO G () and
1 1 1 1 Z® =G D _G . Their RG equations are obtained
5Ges 6 s G6c G (B4 fromEgs. (B5)-{(BL2)as
96 =+ 1624262462 46,6 o (B5) de -
al 2 c cs sG i glx = 2GsX + Ge Ges)Y; (B13a)
d 1
3¢ = 267 260 G, GGei  (BE) dle = 2( 14G +Go+G oY
dgch= %GZ +2G G. (Gs+ G 5)Ges; (B7) 26 G 2); (B13b)
d
96, 167 26 6. G.tGe.)Ge; (B8 a’ S L
dl 4 4 Ge Ges)Y: (B13c)
EGCS lg2 21 G+G +G )G _ _ _ _
dl 4 One immediately finds that, & ©) = Y ©0) = z Q) = 0,
2Gct+ G )Gs+ G 5); (B9)  they vanish for all}, ie., X @ = Y@ = 2@ = O
d 1, This implies thatc 1) = Gs@, Ges = G. (D, and
= 36 20+G )G s+ 2G Gs G .= G (U, whichare nothing but the constraints on the
4Got Go )Gue 2GoG (B10) coup_lmg constants due to the spin-rotational SU(2) symynet
4 1 In this case, we can set )= G s Ge W=Ges ), and
—Ge. = =G? 2@ G)G. 2G G. G (= G s inthe RG equations (B4)—(Bi12). Then the
dl 4 RG equations are given by Eqgs. (4.12)—(4.17). The RG equa-
4Gs+ G s)Ges 2G:G ;  (B11)  tions for the 1D EHM without the staggered site potential are
de - lar o6 tae 6 a2 obtained by setting (1) = 0, Egs. {2.20)-(2.24).
dl 4 s The RG equations can also be obtained in the presence of
4G, G 4G G o (B12) the bond dimerization in a similar way.
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