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Abstract. In this paper we study the ground state phase diagram of a onedim ensionalt U

J m odel,

at half- Iling. In the largebandw idth lim it and for ferrom agnetic exchange w ith easy-plane anisotropy,
a phase w ith gapless charge and m assive spin excitations, characterized by the coexistence of triplet su—
perconducting and spin density wave instabilities is realized in the ground state. W ith reduction of the
bandw idth, a transition into an Insulating phase show ing properties of the spjn—% X Y m odel takes place.

PACS. 7110Hf{ 7110Fd { 7420Mn { 71274+a { 7510Pqg

1 Introduction

Superconductivity near a m agnetic nstability is a topic
of Increased current interest In condensed m atter physics.
M agnetically m ediated Cooper pairing near the antifer—
rom agnetic instability is w idely discussed in the context
of superconductivity In copper-oxide system s EL] M ore—
over, the discovery of Triplet Superconductivity (T S)
SrRu0 4 LZ] and the recent discovery of coexistence of
the T S phasew ith ferrom agnetism m UG e, B] URhGe H]
and Z rZ ny [5] has triggered an increased activiy in stud—
des of correlated electron m odels show ing close proxim ity
of triplet superconducting and ferrom agnetically ordered
phases LA IGT1T31304)

A nother group ofunconventionalsuperconductorsw ith
close proxim ity ofm agnetic and superconducting ordering
belongs to the (TM TSF ),X fam ily of quasione-din en—
sional conductors (Bechgaard sals) {15,16 G row Ing ex—
perin ental evidence has been collected In the last few
years, Indicating that (TM TSF ),C104and (TM TSF ),PFgq
under pressure are triplt superconductors [17] M ost in—
teresting is the phase diagram of (TM T SF ),P Fg which
show s a spin-Peierls (SP) phase in the ground state at
atm ospheric pressure. Increasing pressure leads rst to a
transition from the SP phase into a spin densiy wave
(SDW ) phase, and nally to the suppression of the SDW
ground state in favor of superconductivity [_1§'] Recent
detailed experin ental studies of the phase diagram ofthe
(TM TSF );PFg compound indicate the possbility of a
aoexistence regim e between SDW and superconductivity
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@-9‘]. A Ithough the very presence of a hom ogeneous coex—
istence phase in the phase dJagram w as questioned in the
m ore recent publication [20 the SDW -SC com petition is
common In organic m aterials fZ]J and therefore m odels
of correlated electrons exhibiting such phases are of great
Interest.

Various m odels of strongly correlated electrons show —
Ing close proxin ity of m agnetic (ferrom agnetic) and su-
perconducting (triplet superconducting) phases have been
sub Ect of intensive research In attem pt to construct a the—
oreticalm odel fornew superconducting m aterials.U sually
these m odels are based on som e extensions of the Hub—
bard m odel. In particular, several extended versions of
the repulsive Hubbard m odel have been em ployed for a
Iong tim e as standard m odels for m etakinsulator transi-
Uons, antiferrom agnetism and high-T. superconductivity
22] At the sam e tin e, the Hubbard m odel in the case of
su clently narrow band and/or low doping is a standard
m_odel for m etallic ferrom agnetism of itinerant electrons

R3]

Taking into acocount the experim entally observed easy—
plane anisotropy of the spin exchange [24] In some of
these m aterdals, Japaridze and M ullerH artm ann I25 ] pro—
posed a rather sin ple extension of the Hubbard m odel
with transverse X Y -type) anisotropy as a suiable ap—
proach to such system s with coexisting orders. Indeed,
thism odelwas shown to exhibit an extrem ely rich weak-
coupling phase diagram . In particular in the case ofa half-

lled band the weak-coupling ground state phase diagram
consists of two insulating antiferrom agnetic phases w ith
easy-plane anisotropy and a spin gapful m etallic phase
w ith an identical decay of the tripkt superconducting and
spin density wave (SDW ?)) instabilities. Strong evidence
for the presence of an additional ttansj:qn nto a ferro—
m agnetic X Y phase has also been given t25
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The m odel descrbes a system of iinerant electrons
w ith transverse spih-exchange interaction between elec—
trons on nearest-neighbor sites. T he one-din ensional ver—
sion of the H am iltonian reads:

X
H = t (C}'Il, C1'1+1; +cz+1; Ch,)
n;
X Joo X
xy + N
+U n(n)#(n)+7 8. S,,1+the): @)
n n
Here &/, (g,, ) is the creation (anniilation) operator
or an electron at sten with spn , ; @) = ¢, ¢, ,
= 1d, c,, where ' (i= x;y;z) are the Pauli

m atrices. Below we restrict our consideration to the case
of repulsive on-site interaction U 0 while the sign ofthe
exchange Interaction is arbitrary.

One can easily verify that besides the obvious U (1)
soin symm etry in the half- lled case the m odel is char-
acterized by a SU (2) charge symm etry. An electron-holk
transform ation for one spin com ponent interchanges the
charge and spin degrees of freedom , and m aps GL') to the
att.tactjye Hubbard m odel w ith pairhopping interaction

That the TS phase can be realized In 1D correlated
electron system s is well known from standard \g-ology"
studies R8]. The extended (U-V) Hubbard m odel w ith
nearestneighbor attraction (V < 0) has been intensively
studied to explain the com petition between SDW and su-—
perconducting instabilities in TM TSF com pounds R9].
H ow ever, due to spin rotationalinvariance, in the extended
Hubbard m odel the T S phase is realized only in the Lut-
tinger liquid phase for ¥ j< 2V 2&30)31], where both
charge and spoin excitations are gapless. Singlet supercon—
ducting (SS) and T S correlations show identicalpow er-law
decay at large distances and the T S instability dom nates
only due to weak Jogarithm ic corrections 31].0 n the other
hand, in the soin gapped phase U < 2V, the dynam ical
generation ofa spin gap leads to the com plkte suppression
ofthe TS and SDW instabilities. In m arked contrast, the
ferrom agnetic transverse exchange between electrons on
neighboring sites provides the possbility for realization of
the SDW -T S phase In the case of gapped spin excitation
spectrum [25]

In this paper we study the m odel (L) In the case ofa
half- Iled band using the DM RG techniques. W e investi-
gate the excitation spectrum of the system aswellas the
behavior of various correlation functions. O ur num erical
results con m the predictions of a weak-coupling anal-
ysis. In addition, we study in detail the strong-coupling
sector of the phase diagram , focusing our attention on the
ferrom agnetic transition .W ih increasing transverse ferro—
m agnetic exchange this w ill reveal the possbility for two
di erent scenarios of transition into the easyplane X Y

ferrom agnetic phase: in the case of weak on-site repulsion
U < Us’ 2t) the rst transition at Jyy = J.5  takes
place from a spin gapped m etallic phase into the Insulat-
ing SDW ®) phase wih long—range order (LRO) and the
latter becom es unstable towards the soin— op transition

into the ferrom agnetic X Y phase at JX(;:,Z) .On the other

hand, in the case of strong on-site repulsion, the m etal-
lic phase is absent and only the soin— op transition from
the SDW ) phase into the ferrom agnetic X Y phase takes

place at JX(§2) . The critical value of the exchange strongly

depends on the on-site repulsion. At U = O, Jx(;:,l) = 3t
and JX(;:,Z) = 4t.In the cascofweak U t these param —
eters are renom alized lnearly n U, Jx(f,l) = 0atU " 2t,

while HrU  twehave Ji5°  1=U.

T he paper is organized as follow s: in the next section
the weak-coupling continuum —lin it version of the m odel
is Investigated. In Sect. -3 results of DM RG studies for
chainsup to L = 120 sites are presented. F inally, Sect. -4
is devoted to a discussion and concluding rem arks.

2 The continuum —lim it theory

In this section we consider the low-energy e ective eld
theory ofthe niiallatticem odel. A though this prooedure
has a Iong history and is reviewed in m any places BZ
clarity we brie y sketch the m ost im portant points and

x our notation and conventions. C onsidering the weak-—
coupling lim it, 37 F TxyJ t we linearize the spectrum
and pass to the continuum lim it by substituting

'R &)+ ( I &)

X = nay, where g is the lhttice spacing, and R (x) and
L (x) describe theR (ight) and L (eft) excitationsw ith dis—
persion relationsE = ¢ p.These eldsare assumed to
be an ooth on the scale of the ]att:oe spacing and can be
bosonized in a standard way BZ]

Ca; ! @)

1 P

R ®)=p—=e * % ®&); @)
2 ap
1 P_—

L ®) = p—e b(x) @)
2 ap

where g ); () aretheRight (Leff) movingBose elds,

carrying spin .Next we de ne
= 1; t r; ; = L; R; )
and Introduce linear com bination
p- |
Te= (vt 4)= 2; #c= (vt )= 2; (6)
p- j
Ts= (n )= 2; #s= (o )= 2 (7)

to describbe the charge (c) and spin (s) degrees of free—
dom , respectively. Then the Ham iltonian density of the
bosonized m odel is given by

H=Hq+Hg;
% ;1
He=ve dx SI[@ P+ @x#)’)
0 p—"0 ©
+ —cos( 8 K2'¢) ; ®)
a,
%2 n
1 2 2
Ho=ve dx —[@hs)+ @)
s P ©
+ —>cos( 8 K2'y) 9)

BN
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Here we have de ned

1
2K 1l=g= —U+Jd); (10)

Vi

0 1
2M_i=gq= :(U*'J?); 11)

0 1
2Ky 1l=gs=—U+J:); 12)

Vi

0 1
2Ms=g?=:(U &) 13)

Vi J»

Ve(s) = X0 ; w =2t 1+ >t (14)

c(s)

This m apping of the lattice electron system m odel onto
the quantum theory of two independent quantum Bose
elds descrbed In tem s of an "e ective" sineG ordon
(SG ) Ham iltonians ('_é) and ('_53) will allow to extract the
ground state properties of the initialm odelusing the far-
Infrared properties of the quantum SG theory.
The infrared behavior of the SG Ham iltonian is de—
scribed by the corresponding pair of renom alization group
RG ) equationsforthee ective coupling constantsK . ) (1)

and M . D
el okem® 1M,
al c(s) c(s)
dK c(s) @ 1
= MO 1s)

where 1= In (ao) and the bare values of the coupling con—
stantsareK o) (1= 0)  KJ_, andM . 1= 0) M2, .
T he pair ofRG equations ﬁlﬂ descr_l'bes the K osterlitz—
T houless transition B3

The ow lines lie on the hyperbola
I A

(1e)

and exhibit two di erent regim es dependjng on the rela-
tion between the bare coupling constants 34].

For 2K ¢ 1) MCO(S)

we are In the weak-coupling regin e: the e ective m ass
M . 0. The Iow energy (large distance) behavior
of the corresponding gapless m ode is describbed by a free
scalar ed.

T hevacuum averagesofexponentialsofthe correspond-
ing elds show a powerdaw decay at large distances (
c;S)

W eak-coupling regim e.

'p2 K ' 'p2 K ' 0 K
et g i i % BT oan
x) i 2 =K # (%

2 =K # e i

re! ® T ;as)
and the only param eter controlling the infrared behavior
in the gapless regim e is the xed-point valie ofthe e ec—
tive coupling constantsK ) = K (1= 1 ) detemm ined
from theEqg. ('_l_é).Notethatjn the SU (2) sym m etric case

= OandKC(s)= 1.

Strong coupling regine. For 2 K ° o(s) 1) < M0 o)

the system scales to strong coupling: depending on the
sign ofthe barem assM CO(S) , the renom alized m assM
isdriven to 1 , signaling a crossoverto one oftw o strong
coupling regin es w ith a dynam ical generation of a com —
m ensurability gap in the excitation spectrum . The, ow of
M . tolarmgevaluesindicatesthattheM . cos 8 K
tem in the sineG ordon m odeldom natesthe long-distance
properties of the systam . D gpending on the sign of the
mass tem , the eld ’ gets ordered w ith the expectation
valuies [35]

c(s)

M2, >0

0 MO <o) 19)

c(s)

U sing the initialvalues ofthe coupling constants, given
in C_l(_i)—c_lg), we obtain that ow tra-ectories in the charge
sector (due to the SU (2)-charge sym m etry) are along the
separatrix g. = g, . Therefore, at

U + Jxy > O: (20)
there is a gap In the charge excitation spectrum ( . 6
0) and the charge eld ’ . is ordered wih the vacuum
expectation value
W .i= 0; (21)
while at U + Jxy < 0 the charge sector is gapless and the
xed-point value of the param eterK _ is one.

The U (1) symm etry of the spin channel ensuresm ore
alrematives. D epending on the relation between the bare
coupling constants there are tw o di erent strong-coupling
sectors In the spin channel. For

U < m nf0;Jyxyg (22)
the spin channelismassive ( s & 0) and the eld’ ¢ gets
ordered w ith the vacuum expectation value

W si= 0; (23)
w hile for
Jxy < mnf0;Ug (24)

the spin channel ism assive (
tation value

s ® 0),wih vacuum expec—

r

hi=

: 25
oK - (25)

In all other cases the excitation spectrum in the cor-
regponding channel is gapless. T he low -energy behavior of
the system is controlled by the xed-point value of the
Luttingerdiquid parameter K, = 1+ 1g,.In the par-
ticular case of vanishing on-site Interaction U = 0) and
antiferrom agneticexchange (Jxy, > 0) onehastousea sec-
ond order RG analysisto de ne accurately the xed point
valie of the param eter K 5 (for details, see Ref. t25
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2.1 O rder param eters

To clarify the sym m etry properties of the ground states of

the system in di erent sectors we consider the follow ing
set of order param eters:

1) the on-site density operator )= »@©)+  @©)
. r
2K
)= @, D’ "8’ ¢
P P
+ ( 1f sin( 2 K. c)oos( 2 Kg's)7 (26)
2) the on-site spin-density
r
S, m) &@ !
Z 2 X S
P
+ ( 1) cos( 2 K. '¢)sh 2 Ks's 7 @1
r___
Sxm) ' —ocos( 2 Kg's)sh —#s
dp Ks
r___
+ (1) cos( 2 K. '.)sin —H#s (28)
T
i P
Sy ) 7 —— cos( 2 Kg'g)cos —#s
ag s
r2_
+ ( 1) cos( 2 K. ¢)shn K_#s (29)

S

and In addition we use superconducting order param eters
corresoonding to

3a) the on-site singlet

Og ) = C:‘Yn;"(.”yn;#
r___
P o2
cos( 2 Kg'g)exp 1 —H#¢
K¢
r___
P . 2
( lrjsm( 2 Kc,c)exp 1 K_#c (30)
C
3b) the extended singlet
Y )= pe &L o
OES ) = p_z n;" h+ 1# %;# n+ 1;"
r___
S .2
( IJoos( 2 K. )exp i K_#C (31)
C
3c) and the triplet pairing
v 1
Org0 )= P_E cyn;"cyrwrl;#+ cyn;#cym 1
r___
P 2
sin( 2 Kg's)exp 1 K—#c 32)

[e}

1
Oly"S (n): p_z CYn;"cyn+1;" %;#cyn+l;#
i i
Ccos R s
exp — ) 33
1 Kc#c sin ; #s (33)

N ote that the an ooth part in Eq. I_B-Q') corresponds to
the usual BC S-type pairing while the oscillating tem s in
d) and z3].') describe the eta-pairing superconductivity
6l. o

TS,

2.2 Phases

W ith the resuls of the previous section for the excita-
tion spectrum and the behavior ofthe corresponding elds
Egs. {7 {{9) we now analyze the weak-coupling ground
state phase diagram of the m odel (L) (see Fig.il).

Let us 1rst consider the case U = 0, where the weak—
coupling analysis show s existence of two di erent phases:
in the case of antiferrom agnetic exchange, at Jy, > O,
there is a gap in the charge excitation spectrum whilke
the goin sector is gapless. O rdering of the eld ' . wih
vacuum expectation valieh' .i= 0 leadsto a suppression
ofthe CDW and superconducting correlations. The SDW
and P elerls correlations show a power-law decay at large
distances P5]. Due to the U (1)-spin symmetry, K, > 1
and the \in-phne" correlations dom inate In the ground
state,

St s ©i rfs s 4 (1friFs (34)
while the Iongitudinal spin correlations
% @)Ss? )i’ r? + ( 1fr¥- 35)

and P eierls correlations decay faster.

W e now focus on the case of ferrom agnetic exchange
between spins. At U = 0 and Jyy < 0 there is a gap in
the spin excitation spectrum while the charge excitation
spectrum  is gapless. As comm on in the half- lled band
case, the gapless charge excitation spectrum opens a pos—
sbility for the realization of a superconducting instability
In the system . M oreover, due to the U (1)-symm etry of
the sy , ordering of’ ¢ with vacuum expectation value
Hgi= =8K s lads to a suppression ofthe CDW and
singlet correlations as well as S? = 1 channels of the
triplet pairing. However, the S* % and triplet correla—
tions in the S* = 0 channel show an identical pow er-aw
decay

BS* (r)s* (0)i= 0¥, )0rs i’ ( 1fr'  (36)

T

at large distances and are the dom inating instabilities in
the systeam .

Let usnow consider the e ect of the on-site Coulomb
repulsion. At Jyy > 0 the easy-plane antiferrom agnetic
phase rem ains unchanged at U > 0.However, at J,y, < 0
theT S+ SDW ? phase isstableonly towardsin uence ofa
weak U < %y on-site coupling. In the case of repulsive
Hubbard interaction, at U > %y a charge gap opens.
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T his regin e corresgpondsto the appearance ofa long-range
ordered antiferrom agnetic (Neel) phase

hS? (r)S”? (0)i  oconstant 37)
in the ground state.
o= A
X Y Phase spw @)
LRO) Spw ®iv)

Z)
Il ah

an ahy

oo

w0

I dh

S o

TS+ sSpw @
c =0
s 60

(e) _ Jxy=t

Fig. 1. The weak-coupling phase diagram of the itinerant
X Y -m odel at half- lling. Solid lnes indicate borders betw een
phases. The shaded region qualitatively m arks the transition
Into the X Y m agnetic phase (Jx(g) 4t) .

2.3 The ferrom agnetic transition

Letusnow discussthe ferrom agnetic transition in the itin—
erantX Y model U = 0).Thevery presence ofthis transi-
tion can already been seen w ithin the weak-coupling stud—
ies, how everdetailed analysis ofthe phase diagram closeto
transition is out of scope ofthe continuum —Im it approach.
Aswe cbtained, at Jyy < 0, FTxyJ L, the charge excita—
tion spectrum is gapless and the spin excitation spectrum
ism assive. H owever, in the lim i of strong ferrom agnetic
exchange xyJ t, the m odel is equivalent to the X Y
soin chain. Therefore, w ith increasing coupling one has
to expect a transition from the regin e w th m assive spin
and m assless charge excitation spectrum into a insulating
m agnetic phasew ith gapless spin excitations.O n the other
hand, in the case of antiferrom agnetic exchange Jy, > 0
the weak-coupling study show s a phase w ith gapless soin,
gapped charge and dom inating easy-plane spin correla—
tions. O ne expects that this phase evolves an oothly to
the strong coupling lim it.

The Jxy $ Ly asymm etry is already seen on the
level of the H artree regularization of the band-w idth cut-
O parameterW = 2 tasgiven by the Egs. C_lé)

Jxy

W =2
N 2t

1+ (38)

T he weak-coupling approaches failwhen the e ective di-

m ensionless coupling constant ; j= ;”t = P7j’ 1.This
condition Inm ediately gives JX(;) = t.Aswe show be-
Iow , using the DM RG studies of chains up to L = 120

sites, Indeed the transition into the ferrom agnetic easy-—
plane ordering discussed above takes place at J. X(f,)

4t.

3 Num erical resuls

W euse the density-m atrix renom alization-group OM RG )
m ethod Ejég] to study the ground-state properties of
thism odel. O ur calculationshave been perform ed for open
chainsup to 120 sites using the in nite-size version ofthe
DM RG routine. A com parison wih the nite-size algo-
rithm , which requiresm ore CPU tim e and m em ory, does
not give a substantial in provem ent of the resuls. For
m ost of the num erical results reported here we have kept
400 states In each block, w hich produces truncation errors
am aller than 10 7 .

In order to reduce edge e ects we average correlation
functionsC (L  j) over a num ber of pairs (i;j) of lattice
sites separated by the sam e displacement r = i jj:_[f%_’b].
T ypically we take nine pairs and for each value r we place
the pairs as close to the center of the chain as possible.

The asym ptotic behavior of correlations (eg. expo-
nents) has been determ ined by an appropriate tting of
the data Q.

3.1 Excitation spectrum atU = 0

Let us start from the lm iting case of the itinerant X Y

model U = 0) and analyze its excitation spectrum . The
charge and soin gap fora half- lled L —site system are eval-
uated by

c(L)=}E0 —+1;=+1 +Eg 1;E 1
2 2
L.L -
2Eq —ig ; (39)
s @)= Eo Zy 1;E 1 Eo E;E i (40)
2 2 2 2

respectively, where E o N « ;N 4) is the ground-state energy
forN « up-spin and N 4 down-spin electrons. T he extrapo—
lation for L ! 1 isthen performed by tting a po]yno—
m ialin 1=L to the calculated nitechain resuis. FJgu]:ea
displays the extrapolated values as a function of Jy, .

W e observe the follow ing four sectors: at Jy, > 0 the
system is characterized by gapless spin and gapped charge
excitation spectrum , whilk the weak-coupling ferrom ag—
netic sector exhibits gapless charge and gapfiil spin de—
grees of freedom .

M oreover, our num erical results show the presence of

(cl)

twonew regions.At Jxy 3ta charge gap opens, while

the spin gap startsto decreaseand nally closesat J><(§2)

4t.Thisde nestwo new sectors: ﬁ)rJg(;Z) < Jyy < JX(§1)

both the spin and charge sectors are gapped, whik at

Jxy < Jx(;ﬁ) the spin sectorsbecom e gapless. T here are no
Indications for further transitions in the system .N ote that
sim ilar behavior of the gaps, w ith interchange of soin and
charge degrees of freedom , was rst observed by Sikkem a
and A eck in the Penson-K ob m odel 41]
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Fig. 2. Spin and charge excitation spectrum of the itiner—
ant X Y model at half- lling. D epending on the behavior of
the gaps four sectors can be distinguished. The approxin ate
boundaries J,5" 3tand 73,5 4t are indicated by grey

lines.

32 Correlation functionsatU = 0

T o investigate the nature ofordering in the di erent phases
we study the behavior of the correlation functions. In the
sectorsw ith gapless excitation spectrum and at half- lling
we expect the usual expression for correlation fnctions

C (@ Y @0 0)i Ar '+ ( 1fA,r ¢ (41)

consisting of a sm ooth part decaying with exponent 1
and an oscillating part decaying with ,.In detem ining
the asym ptotics of correlation fiinctions we focus on the
dom inating part given by minf {; 29.

In the llow Ing we w ill present results or correlation
finctions In di erent sectors of the phase diagram .

321 SectorsIand I ( ¢ 6 0, 5 = 0):TheX Y phases
In Fjg.:_’a’ we have plotted the longiudinaland transverse
soin-goin correlations in the case of strong easy-plane ex—
change. A though the am plitudes of the transverse cor—
relation finctions are di erent, the estim ated exponents
are sin ilar. In the case of ferrom agnetic exchange we ob—
tained 057, whereas for the antiferrom agnetic ex-—
change we have 061.The results are In a good agree—
m ent w ith the exact value 05 obtained forthe X Y —
m odel [_ZLfi] T he longitudinal correlation fiinctions decay
faster. T he calculated exponents 179 (fordy = 8t)
and 1:66 (ord, = 8t) arecloseto theexact XY value
= 2.

The asymm etry of thism odel is clearly seen in Fig. 4,
w here the ground state energy as a function of Jy, ispre—
sented.A swe observe from Fig. -4 in the case of ferrom ag—
netic exchange the ground state energy of the itinerant
m odelbecom es very close to that ofthe spjn% XY chan.

0.05 .
i O—Ospin-z, J, =-8t
S i
iiie o0 spin-xy, J, =—8t
003 | * @--—# spin-xy, J, =8t
L 000 [TR®
&} : i
: “‘000000
‘000“ CorOooa00
003 ||
-0.05
0

li—jl

Fig. 3. The longitudinal (circke) and transverse (square and
diam ond) spin-spin correlations in the case of strong easy—
plane ferrom agnetic Jxy, = 8t (sector I) and antiferrom ag—
netic Jxy = 8t (sector I') exchange.

o t-XY model
A XY model

ground state energy (E,)

Fig. 4. G round-state energy Eo of the X Y -m odel and the
itinerant X Y -m odelas a function of coupling Jx, =t for a half-
lled L = 100 chain.

322 SectorII ( ¢ s 6 0):The TS+ SDW ®)

regine

0,

Let us now focus on the case of ferrom agnetic exchange
Jyy < 0atU 0. The bosonization results predict a
suppression ofthe CDW and singlet correlations, w hereas
SDW ) and triplet correlators show identical pow er-law

decay (cf.wihEqg. Bé .Furthem ore, they are the dom i
nating instabilities n thisphase.F Jgure-E; displaysDM RG

results for the singlet- and triplet-pair correlation func—
tion. One can clarly observe a strong triplet-pair cor—
relation. N ote that the on-site and extended sihgltpair
correlations show an aln ost identicalbehavior. T his is ex—
pected from the bosonization resuls BO) and I3]| shoe
the am ooth part of the on-site singlet correlations CBO

does not contribute due to £25) . Tn the double logarithm ic
plot (see ower gure) all correlation finctions indicate a
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0 10 20 30 40
0.02 — = ‘ ‘
N 2o, O---Osinglet
A A-———Atriplet
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0.01 AAAANN oo 08—-singlet
AAAAAAANA
o DAANAAAAAA
0.00 | I ERBR0CCelocecelbbotblboboots
-0.01 5

C(li-iI

Fig. 5. Pair correlation functions in the case of ferrom agnetic
exchange Jxy = 2tand U = 0 (sector II). The lower gure
show s the algebraic decay ofthe triplet and singlet correlation,
plotted on a doubl logarithm ic scale.

power-law decay w ith fast decaying singlet-pairing corre—
lators ( 2:18) and a slow ly decaying triplet correlation
function ( 1:03).The results are in a good agreem ent
w ith those predicted by bosonization.

20 30
0.010 0 T T T

40

Ac-A SPIN-Xy
OO0 spin-z

0005 F @ ©

i 20 9 00 9

0.000 [ AAA-AAA‘gAgAgAgAﬁg‘ggegﬁgegﬁgége268—626;;
e
Ao

1‘0
li=jl
Fig.6.DM RG resuls forthe longitudinaland transversalspin
correlation function, plotted against the real space distance
i JJj wpper gure) at Jxy = 2t (sector II). T he exponents
(lower gure) were calculated using a suitable subset of the

data to reduce nite size e ects and num erical inaccuracies at
large distances.

In Fi. :_6 we show calculations for the longiudinal
and transversal spin-spin correlation for ferrom agnetic ex—
change Jxy = 2t).W e observe that the correlation func—

tions exhibit an algebraic decay n which the transverse
soin-spin correlation fiinction decays faster. The calcu-—
lated exponent of the longitudinal spin correlation func—
tion is, n agreem ent w ith bosonization resuls, close to
that of the tripletpairing correlations. C om pared to the
other results, the scaling behavior of the spin correlations
is not very good in this sector. H ow ever, we have veri ed
that w ith increasing system size and num ber of states kept
In the DM RG algorithm the region w ith algebraic decay
increases.N evertheless, the num ericalestin ates forthe ex—
ponents are lss reliable than those for other correlation
functions.

To com plte the weak-coupling picture of sector IT, we
perform ed calculations for the density-density correlation.
The results are shown In FJg:_”} Since In the double loga—

20 30 40

0.015 —— ‘ ‘ ‘
o O--Odensity
0.010 | i % oo density (averaged)

0.005

0.000

-0.005
107"

C(li-il)

Fig.7.DM RG resuls for the density-density correlation fiinc—
tion at Jxy = 2t (sector II) including the average value ofthis
correlation which rem oves the even-odd-r oscillations.

rithm ic plot we cbserve st_tong‘oscﬂlatjons we additionally
calulate the average value §3]

C (= %Ki rx 1+2C@x+C @+ 1)] 42)
to am oothen the curve.A s its clearly seen from the lower
part of Fig. :j the oscillations are rem oved, but the es—
tin ated exponent rem ains alm ost unchanged. T hus the
DM RG resul indicatesa fast decay ofdensity-density cor—
relations, n agreem ent w ith the bosonization resuls.

T herefore, w e can conclude that coexisting trip let-pairing
and antiferrom agnetic SDW #’ ordering are the dom inat—
ing Instabilities in this sector.

323 SectorIII ( ¢ 6 0, s 6 0):The htem ediate phase
In this subsection we analyze the Intemm ediate sector at
4t Iy 3t which J's'absent n the weak-coupling

phase diagram (cf. w ih Fig. g}) .
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W e start to exam ine the asym ptotic behavior o"f the
superconducting and soin-spin correlations. In Fjg.ijJI we

0 10 20 30 40
0.01 - T T T
° Ak o0 singlet
: AA A-——A triplet
‘\. AAA
000 | | Po0000086660000000000000000000RAANN/ \
]
-0.01
10°
A
1 -2 | ,
= 4 EA‘AKM
= 10 - B ANA 1
T tmﬁﬁm,&&e a
3 10° | Aann
10°
10"0 L L L
0 10 20 30 40

li=j]

I
o

Fig. 8. Pair correlation functions at Jxy = 35tand U
(sector III). The lower part shows a doubl logarithm ic plot
w ith linear ts.

0 10 20 30 40

0.06 ‘ : :
ngQQQQOOQQQA """ ASP?“—Xyool
0.02 | AL t [ S S I :0 spin-z ;

002

C(li-i

li—j]

Fig. 9. Spin correlation functions at Jxy, = 35tand U = 0
(sector III). The lower part shows a doubl logarithm ic plot
with a lnear t.

present DM RG data for the pairing correlation functions.
A s isclearly seen from the gure, especially from the log—
arithm ic plot, the superconducting correlations decay ex—
ponentially in agreem ent w ith the presence of a charge
gap. ,
In Fjg.-g we plot the spin—spin correlation fiinctions.
T he logarithm ic plot show s that the transverse spin corre—
lation functions decay exponentially. C ontrary, the longi-

tudinal spin correlations show wellestablished long-range
order.
T he appearance of LRO is consistent w ith the U (1)

Z, soin-symm etry of the present m odel {_f) . The continu—
ousU (1) symm etry is generated by the operators S* and
SY,while the discrete Z , sym m etry com es from the invari-
ance w ith respect to the S? ! S? transform ation. Since
the SDW * ordering violates the discrete Z, and transla—
tion symm etries, the true LRO state is not forbidden.

3.3 Behavior for nonvanishing on-site interaction
33.1 Excitation spectrum atU € 0

Let usnow consider the e ects ofa repulsive Coulomb in—
teraction on the ground state phase diagram ofthem odel
W e start w ith the excitation spectrum .

From the bosonization results we know the generalef-
fect ofthe C oulom b repulsion on the phase diagram which
displays itself In an enlargem ent of the charge gap sectors
at the expense ofthe spin gap sector.F ig. {0 show s charge

| wo
0.5 / ”\ @—@ charge gap (U=1t)
0.4 | l,'f \q O-— O spin gap (U=1t) i
/ \
5037 1 1 gl m r

05 1

@—® charge gap (U=2t)
04 / q O-—aspingap (U=2t)
0.3 A

It

Fig.10. Spin and charge excitation gaps of the itherant X Y
modelat U = t (upper gure) and U = 2t (ower gure).

and spin gaps ©orU = tand U = 2t.One can clarly see
that sectors I and IT’, where we have a nite charge gap

¢ > 0, are enlarged. A s a consequence the spin-gapped
phase (sector II) becom es an aller w ith increasing U and

nally vanishes com pletely. A Iready at U = 2t the charge
gap isalways nite.Thusthem ain e ect ofthe presence of
Coulom b interactions is the suppression of sector IT, ie. a
reduction of the region w ith dom inating superconducting
correlations. In analogy w ith the U = 0 case we conclude
that the sectors w ith m agnetic correlations becom e dom —
nating.
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332 Conrelation functionsatU 6 0

In the ©llow Ing we analyze the e ect ofthe Coulomb in—

teractions on pair and spoin correlation functions.W e w ill

focus on the behavior in sectors IT and III w here 0,
s® 0and ¢ 6 0, s 6 0, respectively.

In the TS + SDW “ phase we consider the coupling
Jxy = 15HtatU = tasa representative point.T he phase
is characterized by a soin gap of m agnitude g 013t
and m assless chargem ode. T he asym ptoticbehavior: ofthe
paJrand soin correlation fiinctions isplotted in F ig. .1]: and
Fi. 12 respectively. O ne can clearly see that the triplet—

c

0 10 20 30 40
0.02 ~— ‘ ‘
AAA 00 singlet
> A-———A triplet
001 | Aap P
Ap
AAAAA
DAAA,
o AAAAAAAAAAAAAAL
0.00 | Ty 000000-000000000000000000000000
-0.01
10°
107 |
I
S
=10" |
% ‘

10
li—j]

Fig.1l1l. Pair correlation functions in the ferrom agnetic phase
at Jxy = 15tand U t (sector II). The lower gure shows
the algebraic decay of the triplet and singlet correlation, plot—
ted on a double logarithm ic scale.

pairing and longitudinal spin-spin correlations represent
the dom inating Instabilities In the system . Unfortunately
the accuracy of the num erics is not su cient In this case
to verify that the exponents are still exactly identical. Th—
stead, we nd 12 (trplet pairing) and 1339 (lon-
giudinal spin).

In the SDW ) phase with LRO we com pute the cor-
relation functionsat U = 2tand Jyy = 2t. The presence
ofa charge gap ¢ 038t leads now to an exponential
decay of superconducting correlations. _

On the otherhand, as is clearly seen from Fig.il3, the
Iongitudinal spin-soin correlations show a true LRO while
the transverse spin correlations decay exponentially.

In ferrom agneticphase w e use asa representative point

= 2tand Jyy = 4t.A s one can observe from Fjg.:_-l:ﬂ
the longitudinal spin-spin correlations are exponentially
suppressed, whilke the decay of the transverse ferrom ag-—
netic spin correlations is alm ost identical to that of the
standard X Y -chain.

0 10 20 30 40
0.02 —¢ ‘ ‘ ‘
i AA SPIN-Xy
001 | & © O-—0 spin-z
i o
0.00

o Qo0

L :AfAAAAAAAggggggﬁgﬁgﬁgbgbgogoQoQoQoQoQo&2
AT 4 0
FiiE 0

-0.01 |
-0.02
107
Tm~=
_ 107 0~ |
= [Shaent
L UUUU%
S o e T
——-0=1.39 ——
10™

10
li-jl
Fig.12. Spin correlation functions at Jxy = 15tand U =
(sector IT) .Lower gure isplotted on a double logarithm ic scale
show Ing an algebraic decay for the longitudinal correlator and

exponentially decaying behavior for the transversal correlation
function.
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107 . . . 3
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[l
Fig. 13. Spin correlation functions at Jxy = 2tand U = 2t
(sector III). Upper gure indicates LRO uctuation for the
longitudinal spin correlation function.

4 Conclusions

M otivated by recent experin ental ndings that show evi-
dence forthe com petition oreven coexistence of supercon—
ductivity and m agnetism we have investigated the ground
state properties of an itinerant X Y m odel.

F irst w e considered the case ofvanishing on-site C oulom b
Interactions.T he behaviorofspin and charge gapsas func—
tion of the spin-coupling Jy, allows to distinguish four
di erent phases (cf. wih Fig. .‘LS For antiferrom agnetic
Interactions Jyy > 0 the spin gap vanishes, but the charge
gap isalways nite. T he observed behavior of the correla-
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Fig. 14. Spin correlation functions at Jxy =
(sector I).

tion functions indicates a am ooth evolution to the 1m iting
case of pin-1=2 antiferrom agneticX Y chainatJdy, ! 1 .

For ferrom agnetic couplings Jx, < 0 three di erent
phases appear. A Iready for weak interactions a spin gap
opens, but the charge sector is gapless. Here SDW @) and
triplet correlations, which decay w ith sin ilar powerlaw s,
are dom inating, ie. this regin e exhibits a coexistence of
antiferrom agnetic ordering and triplet superconductivity.
At Jx(g,l) 3t the spin gap is m axim al and a charge
gap opens. T his Interm ediate phase, that extends up to
JX(§2) 4t, show s long—range order in the longiudinal
Soin correlation, w hereas superconducting correlations are
suppressed and decay exponentially as expected for the
case of a nite charge gap. Finally, at J,, > 4t via a
SoIn— op transition the system again enters a X Y phase
characterized by vanishing soin but nite chargegap .H ere
the behavior is sin ilar to the ferrom agnetic X Y m odel.

T he presence of a repulsive on-site Coulomb interac-
tion U has a strong e ect on the phase diagram . G eneri-
cally it leads to an enlargem ent of the sectors w ith non—
vanishing charge gap at the expense of the sectors w ith
soin gap.A Iready at U = 2t the chargegap is nite forall
values of the exchange coupling Jy, . T herefore the phase
where antiferrom agnetism and triplet superconductivity
coexist is no longer observed and m agnetic correlations
becom e dom lnant everywhere. Only for small values of
the Coulomb interaction there is stilla nite window of
coexistence possible.

Fig. :_1-5 sum m arizes our ndings. T he phase djﬁgram
shown com bines results from bosonization (cf.Fig.d) and
DM RG .However, it is di culk to determm ine the location
of the phase boundaries num erically. E g. it still has to
be clari ed whether the coexistence phase extends up to
the X Y phase such that two LRO SDW *) phases exist
Fig. \15a). A lematively, only one LRO SDW ) phase

C .D ziurzik et al.: Triplet superconductivity vs. easy-plane ferrom agnetism In a 1D itinerant electron system

LRO SDW @

c 60
s 60

spDwW &)

c 0
s 0

I dn

Jxy=t

JTxy=t

Fig.15. The possbl ground state phase diagram of the itin—
erant X Y -m odel at half- lling. Solid lines m ark second or—
der phase transitions between the phases as obtained from
bosonization. The dashed line corresoonds to the spin- op
transition from the LRO SDW ® into the ferrom agnetic X Y
phase (JX(EZ) 4t) . T he dashed-dotted line m arks them etal-
insulator transition from the spin—gapped m etallic phase w ith
identicaldecay of triplet superconducting and SDW “’ correla—
tions into the LRO antiferrom agnetic (SDW “’) phase (Jx(f,l)
3t). Our num erical results do not exclude the possbility
that the m ulticritical point given in is an artifact of the
bosonization approach.In am ore realistic scenario ofthephase
diagram the SDW *) always separates the superconducting
phase from the easy-plane ferrom agnetic phase as it is shown

exists such that it always separates the superconducting
from the ferrom agnetic X Y -phase (Fig.15b).
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