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Abstract. In thispaperwe study the ground state phase diagram ofa one-dim ensionalt� U � J m odel,

at half-�lling.In the large-bandwidth lim it and for ferrom agnetic exchange with easy-plane anisotropy,

a phase with gapless charge and m assive spin excitations,characterized by the coexistence oftriplet su-

perconducting and spin density wave instabilities is realized in the ground state.W ith reduction ofthe

bandwidth,a transition into an insulating phase showing propertiesofthe spin-1
2
X Y m odeltakesplace.

PACS. 71.10.Hf{ 71.10.Fd { 74.20.M n { 71.27.+ a { 75.10.Pq

1 Introduction

Superconductivity near a m agnetic instability is a topic

ofincreased currentinterestin condensed m atterphysics.

M agnetically m ediated Cooper pairing near the antifer-

rom agnetic instability is widely discussed in the context

ofsuperconductivity in copper-oxide system s [1].M ore-

over,the discovery ofTriplet Superconductivity (TS) in

Sr2RuO 4 [2]and the recent discovery ofcoexistence of

theTS phasewith ferrom agnetism in U G e2 [3],U RhG e[4]

and ZrZn2 [5]hastriggered an increased activity in stud-

iesofcorrelated electron m odelsshowing close proxim ity

oftripletsuperconducting and ferrom agnetically ordered

phases[6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14].

Anothergroupofunconventionalsuperconductorswith

closeproxim ity ofm agneticand superconductingordering

belongs to the (TM TSF )2X fam ily ofquasi-one-dim en-

sionalconductors(Bechgaard salts)[15,16].G rowing ex-

perim ental evidence has been collected in the last few

years,indicatingthat(TM TSF )2C lO 4 and (TM TSF )2P F6
underpressure are tripletsuperconductors[17].M ostin-

teresting is the phase diagram of(TM TSF )2P F6 which

shows a spin-Peierls (SP) phase in the ground state at

atm ospheric pressure.Increasing pressure leads�rstto a

transition from the SP phase into a spin density wave

(SDW )phase,and �nally to the suppression ofthe SDW

ground state in favor of superconductivity [18].Recent

detailed experim entalstudiesofthephasediagram ofthe

(TM TSF )2P F6 com pound indicate the possibility of a

coexistence regim e between SDW and superconductivity
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[19].Although the very presence ofa hom ogeneous coex-

istencephasein thephasediagram wasquestioned in the

m orerecentpublication [20],theSDW -SC com petition is

com m on in organic m aterials [21]and therefore m odels

ofcorrelated electronsexhibiting such phasesareofgreat

interest.

Variousm odelsofstrongly correlated electronsshow-

ing close proxim ity ofm agnetic (ferrom agnetic) and su-

perconducting(tripletsuperconducting)phaseshavebeen

subjectofintensiveresearch in attem pttoconstructathe-

oreticalm odelfornew superconductingm aterials.Usually

these m odels are based on som e extensions ofthe Hub-

bard m odel. In particular,severalextended versions of

the repulsive Hubbard m odelhave been em ployed for a

long tim e as standard m odels for m etal-insulator transi-

tions,antiferrom agnetism and high-Tc superconductivity

[22].Atthe sam etim e,theHubbard m odelin the caseof

su�ciently narrow band and/orlow doping isa standard

m odelfor m etallic ferrom agnetism ofitinerant electrons

[23].

Takinginto accounttheexperim entally observed easy-

plane anisotropy of the spin exchange [24] in som e of

thesem aterials,Japaridzeand M �uller-Hartm ann [25]pro-

posed a rather sim ple extension ofthe Hubbard m odel

with transverse (X Y -type) anisotropy as a suitable ap-

proach to such system s with coexisting orders.Indeed,

thism odelwasshown to exhibitan extrem ely rich weak-

coupling phasediagram .In particularin thecaseofahalf-

�lled band theweak-couplingground statephasediagram

consists oftwo insulating antiferrom agnetic phases with

easy-plane anisotropy and a spin gapfulm etallic phase

with an identicaldecay ofthetripletsuperconducting and

spin density wave(SDW (z))instabilities.Strong evidence

for the presence ofan additionaltransition into a ferro-

m agnetic X Y phasehasalso been given [25].

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402405v1
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The m odeldescribes a system of itinerant electrons

with transverse spin-exchange interaction between elec-

tronson nearest-neighborsites.Theone-dim ensionalver-

sion ofthe Ham iltonian reads:

H = � t
X

n;�

(cyn;�cn+ 1;� + c
y

n+ 1;�cn;�)

+ U
X

n

�"(n)�#(n)+
Jxy

2

X

n

(S+n S
�
n+ 1 + h:c:):(1)

Here cyn;� (cn;�) is the creation (annihilation) operator

for an electron at site n with spin �,�;�(n) = cyn;�cn;�,

S(n)= 1

2
cyn;����cn;� where �i (i= x;y;z)are the Pauli

m atrices.Below we restrictourconsideration to the case

ofrepulsiveon-siteinteraction U � 0 whilethesign ofthe

exchangeinteraction isarbitrary.

O ne can easily verify that besides the obvious U (1)

spin sym m etry in the half-�lled case the m odelis char-

acterized by a SU (2)charge sym m etry.An electron-hole

transform ation for one spin com ponent interchanges the

charge and spin degreesoffreedom ,and m aps(1)to the

attractive Hubbard m odelwith pair-hopping interaction

[26,27].

That the TS phase can be realized in 1D correlated

electron system s is wellknown from standard \g-ology"

studies [28].The extended (U -V ) Hubbard m odelwith

nearest-neighborattraction (V < 0)hasbeen intensively

studied to explain thecom petition between SDW and su-

perconducting instabilities in TM TSF com pounds [29].

However,duetospin rotationalinvariance,intheextended

Hubbard m odelthe TS phaseisrealized only in the Lut-

tingerliquid phase forjU j< � 2V [28,30,31],where both

chargeand spin excitationsaregapless.Singletsupercon-

ducting(SS)and TS correlationsshow identicalpower-law

decay atlargedistancesand theTS instability dom inates

onlyduetoweaklogarithm iccorrections[31].O n theother

hand,in the spin gapped phase U < 2V ,the dynam ical

generation ofa spin gap leadsto thecom plete suppression

ofthe TS and SDW instabilities.In m arked contrast,the

ferrom agnetic transverse exchange between electrons on

neighboringsitesprovidesthepossibility forrealization of

the SDW -TS phase in the case ofgapped spin excitation

spectrum [25].

In thispaperwe study the m odel(1)in the case ofa

half-�lled band using the DM RG techniques.W e investi-

gate the excitation spectrum ofthe system aswellasthe

behavior ofvarious correlation functions.O ur num erical

results con�rm the predictions ofa weak-coupling anal-

ysis.In addition,we study in detailthe strong-coupling

sectorofthephasediagram ,focusing ourattention on the

ferrom agnetictransition.W ith increasingtransverseferro-

m agnetic exchange thiswillrevealthe possibility fortwo

di�erent scenarios oftransition into the easy-plane X Y

ferrom agneticphase:in thecaseofweak on-siterepulsion

(U < Uc ’ 2t) the �rst transition at Jxy = J
(c1)
xy takes

place from a spin gapped m etallic phase into the insulat-

ing SDW (z) phase with long-range order(LRO ) and the

latter becom es unstable towards the spin-
op transition

into the ferrom agnetic X Y phase atJ
(c2)
xy .O n the other

hand,in the case ofstrong on-site repulsion,the m etal-

lic phase isabsentand only the spin-
op transition from

theSDW (z) phaseinto theferrom agnetic X Y phasetakes

placeatJ
(c2)
xy .Thecriticalvalueoftheexchangestrongly

dependson the on-site repulsion.AtU = 0,J
(c1)
xy = � 3t

and J
(c2)
xy = � 4t.In the caseofweak U � ttheseparam -

etersare renorm alized linearly in U ,J
(c1)
xy = 0 atU ’ 2t,

whileforU � twehaveJ
(c2)
xy � 1=U .

The paperisorganized asfollows:in the nextsection

the weak-coupling continuum -lim it version ofthe m odel

is investigated.In Sect.3 results of DM RG studies for

chainsup to L = 120 sitesare presented.Finally,Sect.4

isdevoted to a discussion and concluding rem arks.

2 T he continuum -lim it theory

In this section we consider the low-energy e�ective �eld

theoryoftheinitiallatticem odel.Although thisprocedure

hasa long history and isreviewed in m any places[32],for

clarity we brie
y sketch the m ost im portant points and

�x our notation and conventions.Considering the weak-

coupling lim it,jU j;jJxyj� t we linearize the spectrum

and passto the continuum lim itby substituting

cn;� ! inR �(x)+ (� i)nL�(x) (2)

x = na0,where a0 isthe lattice spacing,and R �(x)and

L�(x)describetheR(ight)and L(eft)excitationswith dis-

persion relationsE = � vF p.These �eldsare assum ed to

be sm ooth on the scale ofthe lattice spacing and can be

bosonized in a standard way [32]

R �(x)=
1

p
2�a0

e
i

p
4�� R ;� (x); (3)

L�(x)=
1

p
2�a0

e
�i

p
4�� L ;� (x) (4)

where�R (L );�(x)aretheRight(Left)m oving Bose�elds,

carrying spin �.Nextwede�ne

�� = �L ;� + �R ;� ; �� = �L ;� � �R ;�: (5)

and introducelinearcom bination

’c = (�" + �#)=
p
2; #c = (�" + �#)=

p
2; (6)

’s = (�" � �#)=
p
2; #s = (�" � �#)=

p
2 (7)

to describe the charge (c) and spin (s) degrees offree-

dom ,respectively.Then the Ham iltonian density ofthe

bosonized m odelisgiven by

H = H c + H s;

H c = vc

Z

dx

n
1

2
[(@x’c)

2 + (@x#c)
2]

+
M 0

c

a2
0

cos(
p
8�K 0

c’c)

o

; (8)

H s = vs

Z

dx

n
1

2
[(@x#s)

2 + (@x’s)
2]

+
M 0

s

a2
0

cos(
p
8�K 0

s’s)

o

: (9)
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Herewehavede�ned

2
�
K

0

c � 1
�
= gc = �

1

�~vF
(U + J? ); (10)

2�M 0

c = gu = �
1

�~vF
(U + J? ); (11)

2
�
K 0

s � 1
�
= gs =

1

�~vF
(U + J? ); (12)

2�M 0

s = g? =
1

�~vF
(U � J? ); (13)

vc(s) =
~vF

K 0

c(s)

; ~vF = 2t

�

1+
J?

2�t

�

: (14)

This m apping ofthe lattice electron system m odelonto

the quantum theory oftwo independent quantum Bose

�elds described in term s of an "e�ective" sine-G ordon

(SG ) Ham iltonians (8) and (9) willallow to extract the

ground statepropertiesoftheinitialm odelusing thefar-

infrared propertiesofthe quantum SG theory.

The infrared behavior ofthe SG Ham iltonian is de-

scribedbythecorrespondingpairofrenorm alizationgroup

(RG )equationsforthee�ectivecouplingconstantsK c(s)(l)

and M c(s)(l)

dM c(s)(l)

dl
= � 2

�
K c(s)(l)� 1

�
M c(s)(l)

dK c(s)(l)

dl
= �

1

2
M

2

c(s)(l) (15)

wherel= ln(a0)and the barevaluesofthe coupling con-

stantsareK c(s)(l= 0)� K0

c(s)
and M c(s)(l= 0)� M 0

c(s)
.

The pair ofRG equations (15) describes the K osterlitz-

Thoulesstransition [33].

The 
ow lineslieon the hyperbola

4
�
K c(s)� 1

�2
� M 2

c(s) = �2 = 4(K 0

c(s)� 1)2 � (M 0

c(s))
2

(16)

and exhibittwo di�erentregim esdepending on the rela-

tion between the barecoupling constants[34].

W eak-coupling regim e. For 2(K c(s) � 1) �

�
�
�M

0

c(s)

�
�
�

we are in the weak-coupling regim e:the e�ective m ass

M c(s) ! 0. The low energy (large distance) behavior

ofthe corresponding gaplessm ode isdescribed by a free

scalar�eld.

Thevacuum averagesofexponentialsofthecorrespond-

ing �eldsshow a power-law decay atlargedistances(� �

c;s)

he
i
p

2�K � ’ � (x)e
�i
p
2�K � ’ � (x

0
)
i� jx � x

0
j
�K �

; (17)

hei
p

2�=K � #� (x)e�i
p
2�=K � #� (x

0
)i� jx � x0j

�1=K �
;(18)

and the only param etercontrolling the infrared behavior

in the gaplessregim eisthe �xed-pointvalue ofthe e�ec-

tive coupling constantsK �
c(s)

= K c(s)(l= 1 )determ ined

from theEq.(16).Notethatin theSU (2)sym m etriccase

� = 0 and K �
c(s)

= 1.

Strong coupling regim e. For 2(K 0

c(s)
� 1) <

�
�
�M 0

c(s)

�
�
�

the system scales to strong coupling:depending on the

sign ofthebarem assM 0

c(s)
,therenorm alized m assM c(s)

isdriven to� 1 ,signalingacrossovertooneoftwostrong

coupling regim es with a dynam icalgeneration ofa com -

m ensurability gap in theexcitation spectrum .The
ow of�
�M c(s)

�
�tolargevaluesindicatesthattheM c(s)cos

p
8�K �

term in thesine-G ordonm odeldom inatesthelong-distance

properties ofthe system .Depending on the sign ofthe

m assterm ,the �eld ’ getsordered with the expectation

values[35]

h’c(s)i=

( p
�=8K c(s) (M 0

c(s)
> 0)

0 (M 0

c(s)
< 0)

: (19)

Usingtheinitialvaluesofthecouplingconstants,given

in (10)-(13),weobtain that
ow trajectoriesin thecharge

sector(dueto theSU (2)-chargesym m etry)arealong the

separatrix gc = gu.Therefore,at

U + Jxy > 0: (20)

there is a gap in the charge excitation spectrum (� c 6=

0) and the charge �eld ’c is ordered with the vacuum

expectation value

h’ci= 0; (21)

whileatU + Jxy < 0 the chargesectorisgaplessand the

�xed-pointvalueofthe param eterK �
c isone.

The U (1)sym m etry ofthe spin channelensuresm ore

alternatives.Depending on the relation between the bare

coupling constantstherearetwo di�erentstrong-coupling

sectorsin the spin channel.For

U < m inf0;Jxyg (22)

thespin channelism assive(� s 6= 0)and the�eld ’s gets

ordered with the vacuum expectation value

h’si= 0; (23)

whilefor

Jxy < m inf0;U g (24)

thespin channelism assive(� s 6= 0),with vacuum expec-

tation value

h’si=

r
�

8K s

: (25)

In allothercasesthe excitation spectrum in the cor-

respondingchannelisgapless.Thelow-energy behaviorof

the system is controlled by the �xed-point value ofthe

Luttinger-liquid param eter K �
s = 1 + 1

2
g�s.In the par-

ticularcase ofvanishing on-site interaction (U = 0)and

antiferrom agneticexchange(Jxy > 0)onehastouseasec-

ond orderRG analysisto de�neaccurately the�xed point

valueofthe param eterK s (fordetails,seeRef.[25]).
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2.1 O rderparam eters

To clarify thesym m etry propertiesoftheground statesof

the system in di�erent sectors we consider the following

setoforderparam eters:

1) the on-sitedensity operator�(n)= �"(n)+ �#(n)

:�̂(n): =
X

�

(cyn;�cn;� � 1)’

r
2K c

�
@x’c

+ (� 1)n sin(
p
2�K c’c)cos(

p
2�K s’s); (26)

2) the on-sitespin-density

Sz(n) ’

r
K s

2�
@x’s

+ (� 1)n cos(
p
2�K c’c)sin

�p
2�K s’s

�

; (27)

Sx(n) ’
i

�a0
cos(

p
2�K s’s)sin

�r
2�

K s

#s

�

+ (� 1)n cos(
p
2�K c’c)sin

�r
2�

K s

#s

�

; (28)

Sy(n) ’
� i

�a0
cos(

p
2�K s’s)cos

�r
2�

K s

#s

�

+ (� 1)n cos(
p
2�K c’c)sin

�r
2�

K s

#s

�

(29)

and in addition weusesuperconducting orderparam eters

corresponding to

3a) the on-sitesinglet

O
y

S
(n)= c

y

n;"
c
y

n;#

� cos(
p
2�K s’s)exp

�

i

r
2�

K c

#c

�

� (� 1)n sin(
p
2�K c’c)exp

�

i

r
2�

K c

#c

�

(30)

3b) the extended singlet

O
y

E S(n)=
1
p
2

�

c
y

n;"
c
y

n+ 1;#
� c

y

n;#
c
y

n+ 1;"

�

� (� 1)n cos(
p
2�K c’c)exp

�

i

r
2�

K c

#c

�

(31)

3c) and the tripletpairing

O
y

T S 0(n)=
1
p
2

�

c
y

n;"
c
y

n+ 1;#
+ c

y

n;#
c
y

n+ 1;"

�

� sin(
p
2�K s’s)exp

�

i

r
2�

K c

#c

�

(32)

O
y

T S � (n)=
1
p
2

�

c
y

n;"
c
y

n+ 1;"
� c

y

n;#
c
y

n+ 1;#

�

� exp

�

i

r
2�

K c

#c

� �
cos

�
2�

K s
#s
�

sin
�
2�

K s
#s
� : (33)

Note thatthe sm ooth partin Eq.(30)correspondsto

the usualBCS-type pairing while the oscillating term sin

(30) and (31) describe the eta-pairing superconductivity

[36].

2.2 Phases

W ith the results ofthe previous section for the excita-

tion spectrum and thebehaviorofthecorresponding�elds

Eqs.(17){(19)we now analyze the weak-coupling ground

statephasediagram ofthe m odel(1)(see Fig.1).

Letus�rstconsiderthe case U = 0,where the weak-

coupling analysisshowsexistence oftwo di�erentphases:

in the case of antiferrom agnetic exchange,at Jxy > 0,

there is a gap in the charge excitation spectrum while

the spin sector is gapless.O rdering ofthe �eld ’c with

vacuum expectation valueh’ci= 0 leadsto a suppression

ofthe CDW and superconducting correlations.The SDW

and Peierls correlationsshow a power-law decay atlarge

distances [25].Due to the U (1)-spin sym m etry,K �
s > 1

and the \in-plane" correlations dom inate in the ground

state,

hS+ (r)S� (0)i� r�K
�

s
�1=K

�

s + (� 1)rr�1=K
�

s (34)

whilethe longitudinalspin correlations

hSz(r)Sz(0)i’ r�2 + (� 1)rr�K
�

s (35)

and Peierls correlationsdecay faster.

W e now focus on the case offerrom agnetic exchange

between spins.At U = 0 and Jxy < 0 there is a gap in

the spin excitation spectrum while the charge excitation

spectrum is gapless.As com m on in the half-�lled band

case,thegaplesschargeexcitation spectrum opensa pos-

sibility forthe realization ofa superconducting instability

in the system .M oreover,due to the U (1)-sym m etry of

thesystem ,orderingof’s with vacuum expectation value

h’si=
p
�=8K s leadsto a suppression ofthe CDW and

singlet correlations as wellas Sz = � 1 channels ofthe

tripletpairing.However,the Sz � Sz and tripletcorrela-

tionsin the Sz = 0 channelshow an identicalpower-law

decay

hSz(r)Sz(0)i= hO
y

T S
(r)O T S(0)i’ (� 1)rr�1 (36)

atlarge distancesand are the dom inating instabilities in

the system .

Letusnow considerthe e�ectofthe on-siteCoulom b

repulsion.At Jxy > 0 the easy-plane antiferrom agnetic

phase rem ainsunchanged atU > 0.However,atJxy < 0

theTS+ SDW (z) phaseisstableonlytowardsin
uenceofa

weak U < � Jxy on-site coupling.In the case ofrepulsive

Hubbard interaction,at U > � Jxy a charge gap opens.
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Thisregim ecorrespondstotheappearanceofalong-range

ordered antiferrom agnetic (N�eel)phase

hS
z(r)Sz(0)i� constant (37)

in the ground state.

� S 6= 0

� C = 0

(LR O )

� C 6= 0

� S = 0

� S = 0

� S 6= 0

TS + SD W
(z)

Jx y =t

U =t

X Y -Phase

� C 6= 0

SD W
(x;y)

SD W
(z)

� C 6= 0

J
(c)

x y =t

Fig. 1. The weak-coupling phase diagram of the itinerant

X Y -m odelathalf-�lling.Solid linesindicate bordersbetween

phases.The shaded region qualitatively m arks the transition

into the X Y m agnetic phase (J
(c)
xy � � 4t).

2.3 The ferrom agnetic transition

Letusnow discusstheferrom agnetictransition in theitin-

erantX Y m odel(U = 0).Theverypresenceofthistransi-

tion can already been seen within theweak-couplingstud-

ies,howeverdetailed analysisofthephasediagram closeto

transition isoutofscopeofthecontinuum -lim itapproach.

Aswe obtained,atJxy < 0,jJxyj� t,the chargeexcita-

tion spectrum isgaplessand thespin excitation spectrum

ism assive.However,in the lim itofstrong ferrom agnetic

exchange jJxyj� t,the m odelis equivalent to the X Y

spin chain.Therefore,with increasing coupling one has

to expecta transition from the regim e with m assive spin

and m asslesschargeexcitation spectrum into a insulating

m agneticphasewith gaplessspin excitations.O n theother

hand,in the case ofantiferrom agnetic exchange Jxy > 0

theweak-coupling study showsa phasewith gaplessspin,

gapped charge and dom inating easy-plane spin correla-

tions.O ne expects that this phase evolves sm oothly to

the strong coupling lim it.

The Jxy $ � Jxy asym m etry is already seen on the

levelofthe Hartreeregularization ofthe band-width cut-

o� param eterW = 2�tasgiven by the Eqs.(14)

W e� = 2�

�

1+
Jxy

2�t

�

: (38)

The weak-coupling approachesfailwhen the e�ective di-

m ensionlesscoupling constantjgij=
Jx y

2�t
= jgc

i
j’ 1.This

condition im m ediately givesJ
(c)
xy = � �t.Aswe show be-

low,using the DM RG studies ofchains up to L = 120

sites,indeed the transition into the ferrom agnetic easy-

planeordering discussed abovetakesplaceatJ
(c)
xy � � 4t.

3 N um ericalresults

W eusethedensity-m atrixrenorm alization-group(DM RG )

m ethod [37,38]to study the ground-state properties of

thism odel.O urcalculationshavebeen perform ed foropen

chainsup to 120sitesusing thein�nite-size version ofthe

DM RG routine.A com parison with the �nite-size algo-

rithm ,which requiresm ore CPU tim e and m em ory,does

not give a substantial im provem ent of the results. For

m ostofthe num ericalresultsreported here we havekept

400statesin each block,which producestruncation errors

sm allerthan 10�7 .

In orderto reduce edge e�ectswe averagecorrelation

functionsC (ji� jj)overa num berofpairs(i;j)oflattice

sitesseparated by thesam edisplacem entr:= ji� jj[39].

Typically wetakeninepairsand foreach valuerweplace

the pairsascloseto the centerofthe chain aspossible.

The asym ptotic behavior of correlations (e.g. expo-

nents) has been determ ined by an appropriate �tting of

the data [40].

3.1 Excitation spectrum atU = 0

Let us start from the lim iting case ofthe itinerant X Y

m odel(U = 0)and analyze itsexcitation spectrum .The

chargeand spin gap forahalf-�lled L-sitesystem areeval-

uated by

� C (L)=
1

2

�

E 0

�
L

2
+ 1;

L

2
+ 1

�

+ E 0

�
L

2
� 1;

L

2
� 1

�

� 2E0

�
L

2
;
L

2

��

; (39)

� S(L)= E 0

�
L

2
+ 1;

L

2
� 1

�

� E0

�
L

2
;
L

2

�

; (40)

respectively,whereE 0(N ";N #)istheground-stateenergy

forN " up-spin and N # down-spin electrons.Theextrapo-

lation forL ! 1 isthen perform ed by �tting a polyno-

m ialin 1=L to thecalculated �nite-chain results.Figure2

displaysthe extrapolated valuesasa function ofJxy.

W e observe the following foursectors:atJxy > 0 the

system ischaracterized by gaplessspin and gapped charge

excitation spectrum ,while the weak-coupling ferrom ag-

netic sector exhibits gapless charge and gapfulspin de-

greesoffreedom .

M oreover,ournum ericalresultsshow the presence of

twonew regions.AtJ
(c1)
xy � � 3tachargegap opens,while

thespin gap startstodecreaseand �nally closesatJ
(c2)
xy �

� 4t.Thisde�nestwo new sectors:forJ
(c2)
xy < Jxy < J

(c1)
xy

both the spin and charge sectors are gapped, while at

Jxy < J
(c2)
xy thespin sectorsbecom egapless.Thereareno

indicationsforfurthertransitionsin thesystem .Notethat

sim ilarbehaviorofthegaps,with interchangeofspin and

chargedegreesoffreedom ,was�rstobserved by Sikkem a

and A�eck in the Penson-K olb m odel[41].
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−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0 1 2 3 4

J
xy

/t

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

∆/
t

charge gap

spin gap

I III II I’

Fig. 2. Spin and charge excitation spectrum of the itiner-

ant X Y m odelat half-�lling.D epending on the behavior of

the gaps four sectors can be distinguished.The approxim ate

boundariesJ
(c1)
xy � � 3tand J

(c2)
xy � � 4tare indicated by grey

lines.

3.2 Correlation functionsatU = 0

Toinvestigatethenatureoforderinginthedi�erentphases

westudy thebehaviorofthecorrelation functions.In the

sectorswith gaplessexcitation spectrum and athalf-�lling

weexpectthe usualexpression forcorrelation functions

C (r)� hOy(r)O (0)i� A1r
�� 1 + (� 1)rA 2r

�� 2 (41)

consisting of a sm ooth part decaying with exponent �1
and an oscillating partdecaying with �2.In determ ining

the asym ptotics ofcorrelation functions we focus on the

dom inating partgiven by � = m inf�1;�2g.

In the following we willpresentresultsforcorrelation

functionsin di�erentsectorsofthe phasediagram .

3.2.1 SectorsIand I’(� C 6= 0,� S = 0):TheX Y -phases

In Fig.3 we haveplotted the longitudinaland transverse

spin-spin correlationsin the caseofstrong easy-planeex-

change.Although the am plitudes ofthe transverse cor-

relation functions are di�erent,the estim ated exponents

are sim ilar.In the caseofferrom agneticexchangewe ob-

tained � � 0:57,whereas for the antiferrom agnetic ex-

changewehave� � 0:61.Theresultsarein a good agree-

m entwith the exactvalue � = 0:5 obtained forthe X Y -

m odel[42].The longitudinalcorrelation functions decay

faster.Thecalculated exponents� � 1:79 (forJxy = � 8t)

and � � 1:66(forJxy = 8t)areclosetotheexactXY-value

� = 2.

Theasym m etry ofthism odelisclearly seen in Fig.4,

wheretheground stateenergy asa function ofJxy ispre-

sented.Asweobservefrom Fig.4 in thecaseofferrom ag-

netic exchange the ground state energy ofthe itinerant

m odelbecom esvery closeto thatofthespin-1
2
X Y chain.

0 20 40 60

|i−j|

−0.05

−0.03

0.00

0.03

0.05

C
(|

i−
j|
)

spin−z, J
xy

=−8t

spin−z, J
xy

=8t

spin−xy, J
xy

=−8t

spin−xy, J
xy

=8t

Fig. 3. The longitudinal(circle) 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(sectorI’)exchange.
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Fig. 4. G round-state energy E 0 of the X Y -m odel and the

itinerantX Y -m odelasa function ofcoupling Jxy=tfora half-

�lled L = 100 chain.

3.2.2 SectorII(� C = 0,� S 6= 0):TheTS+ SDW (z)

regim e

Let us now focus on the case offerrom agnetic exchange

Jxy < 0 at U = 0.The bosonization results predict a

suppression oftheCDW and singletcorrelations,whereas

SDW (z) and triplet correlatorsshow identicalpower-law

decay (cf.with Eq.(36)).Furtherm ore,they arethedom i-

natinginstabilitiesin thisphase.Figure5displaysDM RG

results for the singlet- and triplet-pair correlation func-

tion.O ne can clearly observe a strong triplet-pair cor-

relation.Note that the on-site and extended singlet-pair

correlationsshow an alm ostidenticalbehavior.Thisisex-

pected from the bosonization results (30)and (31)since

the sm ooth part of the on-site singlet correlations (30)

doesnotcontributedueto (25).In thedoublelogarithm ic

plot(see lower�gure)allcorrelation functionsindicate a
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θ = 2.18

θ = 1.03

Fig.5.Paircorrelation functionsin thecase offerrom agnetic

exchange Jxy = � 2tand U = 0 (sector II).The lower �gure

showsthealgebraicdecay ofthetripletand singletcorrelation,

plotted on a double logarithm ic scale.

power-law decay with fastdecaying singlet-pairing corre-

lators(� � 2:18)and a slowly decaying tripletcorrelation

function (� � 1:03).The resultsare in a good agreem ent

with thosepredicted by bosonization.

0 10 20 30 40

−0.010

−0.005

0.000

0.005

0.010

spin−xy

spin−z

10

|i−j|

10
−6

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

|C
(|

i−
j|
)|

θ = 2.12

θ = 1.03

Fig.6.D M RG resultsforthelongitudinaland transversalspin

correlation function, plotted against the real space distance

ji� jj(upper�gure)atJxy = � 2t(sectorII).The exponents

(lower �gure) were calculated using a suitable subset ofthe

data to reduce �nite size e�ectsand num ericalinaccuraciesat

large distances.

In Fig. 6 we show calculations for the longitudinal

and transversalspin-spin correlation forferrom agneticex-

change(Jxy = � 2t).W eobservethatthecorrelation func-

tions exhibit an algebraic decay in which the transverse

spin-spin correlation function decays faster.The calcu-

lated exponent ofthe longitudinalspin correlation func-

tion is,in agreem ent with bosonization results,close to

that ofthe triplet-pairing correlations.Com pared to the

otherresults,thescaling behaviorofthespin correlations

isnotvery good in thissector.However,we haveveri�ed

thatwith increasingsystem sizeand num berofstateskept

in the DM RG algorithm the region with algebraic decay

increases.Nevertheless,thenum ericalestim atesfortheex-

ponents are less reliable than those for other correlation

functions.

To com pletetheweak-couplingpictureofsectorII,we

perform ed calculationsforthedensity-density correlation.

Theresultsareshown in Fig.7.Sincein thedoubleloga-

0 10 20 30 40

−0.005

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

density

density (averaged)

10

|i−j|

10
−5

10
−4

10
−3

10
−2

10
−1

C
(|

i−
j|
)

θ = 1.79

θ = 1.81

Fig.7.D M RG resultsforthedensity-density correlation func-

tion atJxy = � 2t(sectorII)includingtheaveragevalueofthis

correlation which rem ovesthe even-odd-r oscillations.

rithm icplotweobservestrongoscillationsweadditionally

calculatethe averagevalue [43]

�C (r)=
1

4
[C (r� 1)+ 2C (r)+ C (r+ 1)] (42)

to sm oothen the curve.Asitsclearly seen from the lower

part ofFig.7 the oscillations are rem oved,but the es-

tim ated exponent rem ains alm ost unchanged.Thus the

DM RG resultindicatesafastdecayofdensity-densitycor-

relations,in agreem entwith the bosonization results.

Therefore,wecanconcludethatcoexistingtriplet-pairing

and antiferrom agneticSDW (z) ordering arethe dom inat-

ing instabilitiesin thissector.

3.2.3 SectorIII(� C 6= 0,� S 6= 0):Theinterm ediatephase

In this subsection we analyze the interm ediate sector at

� 4t � Jxy � � 3t which is absent in the weak-coupling

phasediagram (cf.with Fig.1).
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W e start to exam ine the asym ptotic behavior ofthe

superconducting and spin-spin correlations. In Fig.8 we
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Fig.8.Pair correlation functions at Jxy = � 3:5tand U = 0

(sector III).The lower part shows a double logarithm ic plot

with linear�ts.
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Fig.9.Spin correlation functions atJxy = � 3:5tand U = 0

(sector III).The lower part shows a double logarithm ic plot

with a linear�t.

presentDM RG data forthepairing correlation functions.

Asisclearly seen from the�gure,especially from thelog-

arithm icplot,the superconducting correlationsdecay ex-

ponentially in agreem ent with the presence ofa charge

gap.

In Fig.9 we plot the spin-spin correlation functions.

Thelogarithm icplotshowsthatthetransversespin corre-

lation functionsdecay exponentially.Contrary,the longi-

tudinalspin correlationsshow well-established long-range

order.

TheappearanceofLRO isconsistentwith theU (1)


Z2 spin-sym m etry ofthe presentm odel(1).Thecontinu-

ousU (1)sym m etry isgenerated by theoperatorsSx and

Sy,whilethediscreteZ2 sym m etry com esfrom theinvari-

ancewith respectto theSz ! � Sz transform ation.Since

the SDW z ordering violatesthe discrete Z2 and transla-

tion sym m etries,the true LRO stateisnotforbidden.

3.3 Behaviorfornonvanishing on-site interaction

3.3.1 Excitation spectrum atU 6= 0

Letusnow considerthee�ectsofa repulsiveCoulom b in-

teraction on theground statephasediagram ofthem odel.

W e startwith the excitation spectrum .

From thebosonization resultsweknow thegeneralef-

fectoftheCoulom b repulsion on thephasediagram which

displaysitselfin an enlargem entofthechargegap sectors

attheexpenseofthespin gap sector.Fig.10showscharge

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

∆/
t

charge gap (U=1t)

spin gap (U=1t)

−4 −3 −2 −1 0 1

J
xy

/t

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

∆/
t

charge gap (U=2t)

spin gap (U=2t)

I III II I’

I III I’

III

Fig.10.Spin and charge excitation gapsoftheitinerantX Y

m odelatU = t(upper�gure)and U = 2t(lower�gure).

and spin gapsforU = tand U = 2t.O ne can clearly see

that sectors Iand I’,where we have a �nite charge gap

� C > 0,are enlarged.Asa consequence the spin-gapped

phase (sectorII)becom essm allerwith increasing U and

�nally vanishescom pletely.Already atU = 2tthe charge

gap isalways�nite.Thusthem ain e�ectofthepresenceof

Coulom b interactionsisthesuppression ofsectorII,i.e.a

reduction ofthe region with dom inating superconducting

correlations.In analogy with the U = 0 casewe conclude

thatthe sectorswith m agnetic correlationsbecom e dom -

inating.
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3.3.2 Correlation functionsatU 6= 0

In the following we analyze the e�ectofthe Coulom b in-

teractionson pairand spin correlation functions.W e will

focuson thebehaviorin sectorsIIand IIIwhere� C = 0,

� S 6= 0 and � C 6= 0,� S 6= 0,respectively.

In the TS + SDW (z) phase we consider the coupling

Jxy = � 1:5tatU = tasarepresentativepoint.Thephase

is characterized by a spin gap ofm agnitude � S � 0:13t

and m asslesschargem ode.Theasym ptoticbehaviorofthe

pairand spin correlationfunctionsisplotted in Fig.11and

Fig.12,respectively. O necan clearly seethatthetriplet-
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−0.01

0.00

0.01

0.02

singlet

triplet

10

|i−j|

10
−6

10
−4

10
−2
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0

|C
(|

i−
j|
)|

θ = 2.3

θ = 1.2

Fig.11.Paircorrelation functionsin theferrom agnetic phase

atJxy = � 1:5tand U = t(sector II).The lower �gure shows

the algebraic decay ofthe tripletand singletcorrelation,plot-

ted on a double logarithm ic scale.

pairing and longitudinalspin-spin correlations represent

the dom inating instabilitiesin the system .Unfortunately

the accuracy ofthe num ericsisnotsu�cientin thiscase

to verify thattheexponentsarestillexactly identical.In-

stead,we�nd � � 1:2 (tripletpairing)and � � 1:39 (lon-

gitudinalspin).

In the SDW (z) phase with LRO we com pute the cor-

relation functionsatU = 2tand Jxy = � 2t.Thepresence

ofa charge gap � C � 0:38tleadsnow to an exponential

decay ofsuperconducting correlations.

O n theotherhand,asisclearly seen from Fig.13,the

longitudinalspin-spin correlationsshow a trueLRO while

the transversespin correlationsdecay exponentially.

In ferrom agneticphaseweuseasarepresentativepoint

U = 2tand Jxy = � 4t.Asone can observe from Fig.14

the longitudinalspin-spin correlations are exponentially

suppressed,while the decay ofthe transverse ferrom ag-

netic spin correlations is alm ost identicalto that ofthe

standard X Y -chain.
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Fig.12.Spin correlation functionsatJxy = � 1:5tand U = t

(sectorII).Lower�gureisplotted on adoublelogarithm icscale

showing an algebraic decay forthelongitudinalcorrelatorand

exponentially decaying behaviorforthetransversalcorrelation

function.
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Fig.13.Spin correlation functionsatJxy = � 2tand U = 2t

(sector III).Upper �gure indicates LRO 
uctuation for the

longitudinalspin correlation function.

4 Conclusions

M otivated by recentexperim ental�ndingsthatshow evi-

denceforthecom petition oreven coexistenceofsupercon-

ductivity and m agnetism wehaveinvestigated theground

statepropertiesofan itinerantX Y m odel.

Firstweconsideredthecaseofvanishingon-siteCoulom b

interactions.Thebehaviorofspin and chargegapsasfunc-

tion of the spin-coupling Jxy allows to distinguish four

di�erentphases(cf.with Fig.15).For antiferrom agnetic

interactionsJxy > 0 thespin gap vanishes,butthecharge

gap isalways�nite.Theobserved behaviorofthecorrela-
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Fig.14.Spin correlation functionsatJxy = � 4tand U = 2t

(sectorI).

tion functionsindicatesasm ooth evolution tothelim iting

caseofspin-1=2antiferrom agneticX Y chain atJxy ! 1 .

For ferrom agnetic couplings Jxy < 0 three di�erent

phases appear.Already for weak interactions a spin gap

opens,butthechargesectorisgapless.HereSDW (z) and

tripletcorrelations,which decay with sim ilarpower-laws,

are dom inating,i.e.this regim e exhibits a coexistence of

antiferrom agneticordering and tripletsuperconductivity.

At J
(c1)
xy � � 3t the spin gap is m axim aland a charge

gap opens.This interm ediate phase,that extends up to

J
(c2)
xy � � 4t,shows long-range order in the longitudinal

spin correlation,whereassuperconductingcorrelationsare

suppressed and decay exponentially as expected for the

case ofa �nite charge gap.Finally,at Jxy > � 4t via a

spin-
op transition the system again enters a X Y phase

characterizedbyvanishingspin but�nitechargegap.Here

the behaviorissim ilarto the ferrom agneticX Y m odel.

The presence ofa repulsive on-site Coulom b interac-

tion U hasa strong e�ecton the phase diagram .G eneri-

cally it leadsto an enlargem entofthe sectorswith non-

vanishing charge gap at the expense ofthe sectors with

spin gap.Already atU = 2tthechargegap is�niteforall

valuesofthe exchangecoupling Jxy.Therefore the phase

where antiferrom agnetism and triplet superconductivity

coexist is no longer observed and m agnetic correlations

becom e dom inant everywhere.O nly for sm allvalues of

the Coulom b interaction there is stilla �nite window of

coexistencepossible.

Fig.15 sum m arizes our �ndings.The phase diagram

shown com binesresultsfrom bosonization (cf.Fig.1)and

DM RG .However,itisdi�cultto determ ine the location

ofthe phase boundaries num erically.E.g.it stillhas to

be clari�ed whetherthe coexistence phase extendsup to

the X Y -phase such that two LRO SDW (z) phases exist

(Fig. 15a).Alternatively, only one LRO SDW (z) phase

� C 6= 0

� S = 0

T S + S D W
(z)

SD W
(x;y)

� C 6= 0

� S = 0

J
(c1)

x y =tJ
(c2)

x y =t
Jx y =t

U =t

LR O SD W
(z)

A

� S 6= 0

� S 6= 0

� C 6= 0

� C = 0

X Y -Phase

� S = 0

J
(c2)

x y =t

� C 6= 0

J
(c1)

x y =t
Jx y =t

U =t
B

� S 6= 0

� C 6= 0

LR O

SD W
(z)

� C 6= 0
SD W

(x;y)

� S = 0

X Y -Phase

T S + S D W
(z)

� S 6= 0

� C = 0

Fig.15.The possible ground state phase diagram oftheitin-

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 corresponds to the spin-
op

transition from the LRO SDW (z) into the ferrom agnetic X Y

phase(J
(c2)
xy � � 4t).The dashed-dotted line m arksthem etal-

insulatortransition from the spin-gapped m etallic phase with

identicaldecay oftripletsuperconducting and SDW (z) correla-

tionsinto theLRO antiferrom agnetic(SDW
(z)
)phase(J

(c1)
xy �

� 3t). O ur num erical results do not exclude the possibility

that the m ulticriticalpoint given in A is an artifact ofthe

bosonization approach.In am orerealisticscenarioofthephase

diagram the SDW
(z)

always separates the superconducting

phase from the easy-plane ferrom agnetic phase as it isshown

B .

exists such that it alwaysseparatesthe superconducting

from the ferrom agneticX Y -phase(Fig.15b).
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