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W e Investigate the ground-state phase diagram of the one-din ensionalhalf- lled H ubbard m odel
wih an altemating potential| a m odel for the chargetransfer organic m aterials and the ferro—
electric perovskites. W e num erically determm Ine the global phase diagram of this m odel using the
Jevelcrossing and the phenom enological renom alization-group m ethods based on the exact diago-—
nalization calculations. O ur results support them echanian of the double phase transitions betw een
M ott and a band insulators pointed out by Fabrizio, G ogolin, and N ersesyan Phys. Rev. Lett. 83,
2014 (1999)]: W e con m the existence of the spontaneously dim erized phase as an intem ediate
state. Furtherwe provide num erical evidences to check the criticalities on the phase boundaries. E s—
pecially, we perform the nitesizescaling analysis ofthe excitation gap to show the two-din ensional
Ising transition In the charge part. O n the otherhand, we con m that the din erized phase survives
In the strong-coupling Iim i, which is one of the resultants of com petition between the ionicity and

correlation e ects.

PACS numbers: 71.10Pm , 71304+ h

I. NTRODUCTION

T he electronic and/orm agnetic properties of the low —
din ensional interacting electrons have attracted great
Interest in researches of m aterials, such as the quasi
one-din ensional (1D ) organic com pounds and the two—
din ensional (D) high-T. cuprates, where a variety of
generalized H ubbard-typem odels have been introduced ¥
For the 1D case, a concept of the Tom onaga-Luttinger
lJicuid (TLL) has been widely acospted and intensively
used not only for the descrptions on the low -engrgy
and Jong-distance behaviors of the critical system sg2
but also for the prediction of its instabilities to, for n—
stance, varigus types of density-w ave phases cbserved in
the m odels®

The 1D Hubbard m odelw ith an alemating potential
(@lso called the ionic Hubbard m odel) is one of the m od—
els for the -electron darge-transfer organic m aterdals,
such as TTF-Chlbranil? and/ox the ferroekctric tran-
sition m etal oxides as BaT:TO3;3'§' It is de ned by the
Ham iltonian
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w here c;;s annihilates an s-spin electron (s =" or #) on

the jth site and the num ber operatornj,s = ¢, c;,. and

ny= nyn+ nys. W hiletand U tem s stand for the elec-
tron transfer am ong sites and the Coulomb repulsion on

the sam e site, respectively, the tem representsan en—
ergy di erencebetween the donor and acceptorm olecules
(or between the cation and oxygen atom s), and it intro—
duces ionicity e ects into the correlated electron system s
We set t= 1 In the follow Ing discussion).

T he understandings on the m odel have been accum u—
lated In the literature, where the theoretical investiga—
tions Including num erical calculations have been per—
formed mainly at the half 1lng: Nagaosa and Taki-
m oto calculated the m agnetic and charge-transfer gaps
as functionsof (U xed) by using the quantum M onte
Carbb QM C) sinulation  Resta and Sorella, using the
exact-diagonalization calculations of nite size system s,
reported, for ingtance, the divergence of the average dy—
nam ical charge? By applying the renom alization-group
RG) method to the bosonized H am iltonian, T suchiizu
and Suzum ura estin ated a boundary line between the
M ott mnsulator M I) and aband insulator BI) phases n
the weak-coupling J:egjonsﬁ O n the otherhand, Fabrizio,
Gogolin, and Nersesyan (FGN) predicted an existence
of the \spontgngausly din erized insulator" (SD I) phase
between them 2921 A frer their proposal, various num eri-
cal calculation m ethods have been so far applied to con-—

m i: W ikens and M artin perform ed the QM C sinu-—
lations to evaluate, eg., the bond order param eter, and
reported the transition between the BI and SPI phases
and stated an absence ofM Iphase Hr > 024 By the
com bined use of the method of topological-transitions
(jam ps In charge and spin B erry phases)? 32419 and the
m ethod of crossing excitation levels, Torio et al. pro-—
vided a global ground-state phase diagram , which is in
accord with the FGN scenario? And an existence of
the SDI phase for allU > 0 regions was rst exhib-—
ited there. The densgiy-matrix renom alization group
OMRG) calultiond 42424 have been perform ed by
several groups. For instance, Zhang et al. provided the
data on the structure factors of relevant order param e—
ters In the weak—and intem ediate-coupling region, w hich
supports an existence ef interm ediate SD I phase betw een
the BT and M Iphases.'%gn On one hand, Kampfet al. es—
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tin ated the excitation gaps up to 512-site system and
found the boundary of the BI phase whilk the existence
of the second boundary was not resolved £d T herefore,
som e controversy as well as points of agreem ent exists in
these recent Investigations.

In thispaper using the standard num erical techniques,
we shallprovide both the global structure of the ground—
state phase diagram and the evidences to show the crit—
icalities of the m assless spin and charge parts. For this
purpose, it is worthy of noting that the FGN scenario
consists of tw o types of instabilities com m only cbserved
In the TLL, ie., the transition w ith the SU (2)-sym m etric
G aussian criticality in the soin part, and that w ith the
2D -Ising criticality in the charge part (see Sec. :_I-p . Fur-
them ore, these types of phase transitions have been
num erically treated by the levelcrossing (LC) m ethod,
and the phenom enological renom alization-group PRG)
m ethod &% The LC method has been applied to the frus—
trated XX 7 chain 2323 a.nd also used ,Jn the research
of higherS spin c:ha:ns,r ' spJn ]adders,. 3 and 1D cor—
related electron system s,-(% 24 T he advantage of using the
LC method is not restricted to its accuracy in estim at—
Ing the continuous phase transition points including the
B erezinskitK osterlitz-T houless type one; it also pmvjdes
a m eans to check their criticalities (see Sec. ﬂIb » Both
of these are in portant in order to settle the controversy
m entioned above, and, in fact, the precise estin ation of
the spin-gap transition point of the S = 1 J1-J, chain
was rst given by the LC m ethod%4 whik num erical in—
vestigations including the DM RG work were perform ed.
O n the otherhand, thePRG m ethod isalso a reliable nu—
m erical approach to determ ine second-order phase tran-—
sition point, especially for the 2D -Ising transition where
the LC method is not available. Analysis based on the
PRG method for the 2D -Ising transition is successfiil
In the spin system s24 Furthem ore, one of the authors
treated the 2D -Ising transition in the S = % J1-d, m odel
under a staggered m agnetic eld, where the critical phe—
nom ena Jn the vicinity of the phase boundary line were
argued 2 gT herefore, based on these recent developm ents,
we shallperform the num ericalcalculations; especially, to
ourknow ledge, thisisthe rsttim ethatthePRG m ethod
successfully applied to the 2D -Ising transition observed
In one part of the tw o-com ponent system s lke the inter—
acting electrons.

T he organization of this paper is as follow s. In Sec. :ﬁ,
we shallbrie y referto the e ective theory based on the
bosonized H am iltonian and order param eters ofexpected
densﬂ:y—w ave phases, and m ention the FGN scenario. In
Sec. -]ILL we explain procedures of the num erical calcula—
tion to detemm ine transition lines, w here connections be—
tween the m ethods and instabilities of the TLL system s
w illbe explained. A fterthat, we shallgive a ground-state
phase diagram In whole param eter region. Furthem ore,
to con m the criticalities and to serve a reliability ofour
calculations, we check the consistency of excitation lev—
elsin niesize systems. A nitesize scaling analysis of
the charge excitation gaps is also perform ed in the vicin—

ity of the phase boundary line. Section '-1\7' is devoted
to discussions and summ ary of the present nvestigation..
A short comm ent on the Berry phasem ethog@tindndd
w il also be given there. W e w ill provide the com parison
w ith thatm ethod, which ishelpfulto exhibit a reliability
of our approach as well as the resuls.

II. GROUND STATESAND PHASE
TRANSITION S

The bosonization m ethod provides an e clent way
to describe low -energy properties of the 1D quantum
system s£% Linearizing the cosband at two Ferm ipoints

k= n=2a fan electron density n = N=L = 1 and a
num ber ofsites (electrons) L (N )], and accayding to stan—
dard prooedure, the e ective H am ittoniagt%Y is given

asH ! H=H 4+ H + H,wih
Z
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Theoperator isthedual eldof satisfyingthe com —

mutation relation [ (x);@, o(y)= ]=1 K y) ;:K
and v are the G aussian coupling and the velocity of el
em entary excitations. Coupling constants g (< 0) and
g stand for the 4kr -Um klapp scattering and the back—
w ard scattering bare am plitudes, respectively, and H , ex—
presses a coupling between the spin and charge degrees
of freedom . In Table :_i, we summ arize the order param —
eters for the relevant 2ky density-wave phases, ie., the
charge-density-wave (CDW ), bond charge-density-wave
BCDW ), and spin-density-wave (SDW ) phases, where
the electron’s spin and the bond charge aregiven as S

s;s° C;/,s [% ]s,soc ;50 and n ny = C;/schr 1;s + H ),
spectively ( are the Paulim att:loes) T heir bosonized
expressions are given in the second colum n. In the third
colum n, we give the locking points of phase elds. As
dJscuIsted In Ref. :10 there are two locking points of
ie,h 8 i= o In the BCDW state. The phase
function 0ofU and , continuously varies from 0 to

Let us see the system w ih increasing for xed U.
At = 0, the ground state is In the M I phase with
the m olst divergent SDW uctuation (the third row of
Table ). According to the argum ents 22 the M T phase
may survive for U 2 . For2 U, H, becomes
relevant, and leads to the B I phase w ith the longrange
CDW orderw ithout degeneracy (the rst row). For this
issue, FGN argued that under the uniform charge distri-
bution a renom alization e ect ofH, to g brings about
the spin—gap transition in the soin part at a certain value
of U ), which is described by the sineG ordon (SG)
theory. T his is qualitatively In accord w ith thg perturba-
tion calculation i the strong-coupling region  and leads

re—

ora



TABLE I: The order param eters. T he k%pgonjze% form s and
the locking points of phase variables h 8 i;h 8 1) are
given in the second and third colum ns. ¢ is a function of U
and , and denotes a phase not to be locked.

O rder param eters Bosonized form s Locking points

Ocow = ( l)jl’lj 2sh_2 cos_2 (;0)
Opcow = ( 1)'1; ZCOSPZ Cosp 2 ( 0;0)
Ofw = ((1)s 2c0s 2 sin 2 ©0; )

to the SD I phase w ith the longrange BCDW order (the
second row ). Further wih the increase of , a tran-
sition in the charge part occurs on a separatrix U)

between two di erent types of chargegap states. This
line corresponds to them asslessRG  ow connecting the
Gaussian (the central charge ¢ = 1) and the 2D -Ising
€= %) xedpoint$? and its description is given by the
double-frequency sine-G ordon O SG ) theory 2% O urm ain

task is thus to estim ate U) rU > 0 and to check

the criticalities based on their prediction.

III. NUMERICALMETHODS AND
CALCULATION RESULTS

Low -lying excitations cbserved in the nitesize sys—
tem s are expected to serve for the determ inations oftran—
sition points. Here, we take a look at the follow Ing oper—
ators w ith lower scaling din ensions:

a = 2c0s 2 ; 4)
pP-  P_

2 = 2sin 2 ; (5)

2= exp( 12 ): ©)

According to the niesizescaling argum ent based on
the conform al eld theory, corresponding energy levels
for these operators E ;; (taking the ground-state en—
ergy E ¢ as zero), are expressed by the use of their scaling
dim ensions x ;83

2 v
—X it (7)

E u’ T

Then these excitations can be extracted under the
antiperiodic boundary condition wih respect to the
ground state ,dye to the selection rule of the quan-—
tum numbers?42} In the num erical calculations using
the Lanczos algorithm we can identify E ;; according
to the discrete symm etries of the wave functions, eg.,
translation (cy;s ! Cy+2;5), charge conjugation [cys !
( 1Y), ,,.) spin reverse (cjs ! ©j; ), and space in-
version (Cys ! G 4s). Here note that, except for the
soin—reversal operation, de nitions of these transform a—
tions are di erent from those of the-uniform system s,
such as the extended Hubbard m odel2

F irst, we treat the spin-gap transition in the soin part
follow ing R efs. 2-2::,:_25}, and :_Z-j In the SDW phase, due to

them arginal coupling in the SU (2)-sym m etric spin part,
the singlet (¢ ;;) and triplt & , = x ;3) excitations
splitasx ;1 > X » = X ;3 satisfying a universal relation

qt+ 3x . 1
Mz_: 8)
4 2

T hen, the degeneracy condition
X 1= X 25 X3 9)

stands for the vanishing of the coupling, and provides a
good estin ation of the spin-gap transition point. Note
that Tordo et al. used the crossing of these excitation
kvels Br the detem hation of the M I-SD I transition L4
while the consistency check of the lkvels to con m
the universality of transition is still absent. Figure -r_]:
show s an exam ple of the dependences of x ;; for the
16-site system at u = 0:6 here we Introduce the re—
duced Coulomb interaction parameteru = U=U + 4)].
For this plot, we estin ated the spin-wave velocity v
from a triplet excitation w ith the wave number 4 =L as
v = lmy, ;1 E@ = 1L;k= 4 =L)=@Q =L) and nor—
m alized the excitation gaps E ;; according to Eq. ('_"Z) .
T he singlet (triplet) level corresponding to the operator
O ;1 D ;2 © ;3)]isdenoted by circles (trdangles) w ith
a tting curve. Their behaviors re ect the TLL prop—
erties: For Instance, the am plitude of the level splitting
decreases w ith the increase of due to its renom aliza—
tion e ect, and eventually the level crossing occurs at
U;L).M oreprecisely, In orderto con m the univer-
sality, we plot the averaged scaling dim ension x,,, ie.,
the kft-hand side ofEq. ('g) n Fjg.:;l: (squares). W e also
exhibit the L dependence ofx,, at = 1:0 asan exam —
ple (see the inset). The result show s that the condition
Inposed on x ;; isaccurately satis ed for U;L);
In particular, the extrapolated value of x,, is alm ost 5 1
C onsequently, the level crossing at which Eqg. (§ is sat—
is ed can be regarded as an indication of the soin-gap
transition in the soin part ofthe H am iltonian (-].) On the
other hand, the spin part isdin erized for > U;L).
N ext, we discuss the 2D -Ising transition in the charge
part. Recently, we have treated the crossover behavior
Into the 2D -Ising crificality in the study ofthe frustrated
quantum spin chaing 28 5 we shallhere em ploy the sam e
approach to determm ine U ). Since there are two criti-
cal xed pointsconnected by the RG  ow, a relationship
between lowerenergy exciations on these xed points
is quite im portant. For this, the socalled ultraviolet-
Infrared UV-IR) opqrator correspondence provides sig—
ni cant nfom ationsk¥83 A ong the RG  ow, the oper—
ators on the Gaussian xed point UV) are transn uted
to those on the 2D -Ising xed point (IR) as
(0] i1 ! H O 2 ' I+ H (10)
where is the disorder eld (4 odd), and is the en—
ergy density operator (Z; even) w ih scaling din ensions
L = 1, respectively. Furthem ore, since a

X =§a.ndx
U), which

deviation from the transition point
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FIG.1l: The dependence ofx ; atu = 0:6 for the 16—
site system fu = U=@U + 4)]. The spin-gap transition point

(U;L) is estin ated from the level crossing between the
singlet (circles) and triplet (triangles) spin excitations. The
squares plot Xay = X ;1 + 3x ;2)=4, and the Inset show s the
L dependence of X,y at = 1:0, where a least-square- tting
line to the data of L = 12-16 is given.

is the coupling constant of the O ;; termm in the D SG
H am iltonian L% plays a rok of the them al scaling vari-
able, anom alousbehaviors in the vicihity of (U ) areto
be related to the divergent correlation length ofthe form
/[ U)] wih theexponentl= =2 x= 1.
On one hand, the excitation correspondingtoO ;; pro-—
vides a low erenergy level, so we shall focus our attention
on it. In orderto detem ine the transition point, we shall
num erically solve the follow ng-ERG equation for a given

valie of U with respect to 2328
L+2) E  1U; ;L+2)=L E 5@U; ;L): (1)
Since this is satis ed by thegap E ;; U; ;L) / 1=L,

the obtained value can be regarded as the L-dependent
transition point, say U;L+ 1). We pbt L and
dependencesofthescaledgap L. E ;; U; ;L) in Fjg.-'_Z,
and nd that the size dependence of the crossing point is
an all or lJarge values of U, but it is visble in the weak
coupling case.

W hilke the results In the them odynam ic lin i w ill be
given in the last part of this section, we shall check rst
the criticality on and In the vicihiy ofthe phase bound-
ary using the extrapolated data U).Forthisain, an
evaluation ofthe centralcharge c through the size depen—
dence of the ground-state energy provides a straightfor-
ward way 84 However, as exhbited in the Hlow ing, the
critical line In the charge part is close to the spin-gap
transition line, so that in uences from the spin part w ith
the an all dim er gap prohbit a reliable estin ation of ¢
from the data of the nitesize system s. A lematively,
we shall evaluate a ratio of the charge-excitation gaps

E 1U; ;L)and E ,,({U; ;L) on thephasebound—

u=0.72

1
0.05

FIG .2: Thel and dependencesofthescaledgapL E ;.
From left to right, u =0.12, 0.60 and 0.72, respectively. T he
correspondence between m arks and system sizes is given in
the gure. Crossing points give the L -dependent transition
points U;L+ 1).

ary to check the UV -IR_operator correspondence. Ac-
cording to Egs. (j) and C_lQ), it isexpressed by the scaling
din ensions of operators and as

E ,20; @©U);L) , X

E ,U; @©);L) x

12)

fr large L. Figure d plots the  dependence of R for
L = 10-16 (u= 0:{72). The transition point in the ther-
m odynam ic lim it is denoted by the arrow nearthe x axis.
W hilke the ratio exhibits a subtle  dependence around
the point, we interpolate these data, and estin ate the L

dependence of R at U ), which is given w ith a least—
square- tting line in the inset. T he plot show s that the
extrapolated value is fairly close to % . Therefore we con—
clude that the boundary line (U ) belongs to the 2D -
Ising universality class.

Furthem ore, we <chall investigate the critical
behavior?d According to the nitesizescaling ar-
gum ent, we analyze the charge-exciation gap by using
the follow ing oneparam eter scaling fom :

E 2U; ;L)=L ' @I

G)1): 13)

Since E ; / 1= in the them odynam ic lin it L= !
1 ), the scaling function is expected to asym ptotically
behave as (x) / x for Jarge x. O n the other hand, the
gap E ;1 / 1=L on thecriticalpoint L= ! 0) so that
®) ’ const orx ! 0% Figure 4 plotsEq. {3) using
the exponent ofthe 2D -Isingm odel = 1. A though due
to the am allness of L, a scattering ofthe scaled data is vis—
ble esgpecially near the transition point, the data of dif-
ferent system sizes are collapsed on the single curve, and
its asym ptotic behaviors agree w ith the expected ones.
T herefore, we can check that, In the transition of the



FIG .3: The dependence ofthe chargeexcitation-gap ratio
R= E ,0U; ;L)=E ,»@U; ;L) orL = 1016 atu =
0:72. The arrow show s the transition point U). The inset
plots the L dependence of R at U) wih a least-square—

tting line.
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FIG.4: The nitesizescaling plots of the charge-excitation
gap E ;1 orsystem sofL = 14-18 atu= 0:72and 0.80. W e

use the 2D —Ising critical exponent = 1. A dotted line (the
slope 1) is given for the guide to eye.

charge part, the deviation (U) plays a ok of

the them al scaling variable on the 2D -Isihg xed point.

Here, note that In the strong-coupling region the energy
scale of the crossover behavior m ay be large enough to
be detected even in the an allsize system s. H ow ever, the

nite-size-scaling naturem ay becom e obscure in theweak
and interm ediate couplings.

Lastly, we present the ground-state phase diagram . In
order to detem Ine i, the extrapolations of U;L) to
the them odynam ic lin it are carried out. For the spin
part, it should be noted that Torio et al. evaluated the
spin-gap transition line from the level crossing Eq. {_9),'&6:

s0 here we perform the sam e calculations In order to
com plete the ground-state phase diagram . W e em ploy
the ormula: U;L) = U)+ alL 2+ bL *, where
U), a and b are detemm ined according to the least-
square- tting condition. T hen, we extrapolated the data
of L = 12-18 as shown in Fig. @& (@), where from bot-
tom to top the data with tting curves are given in the
Increasing order of U . C onsequently, the spin-gap tran—
sition line U) (pen circles with a tting curve) is
given in Fjg.:_ﬂ, w here the reduced altemating potential
parameter = =( + 2) isused as the y axis. On
the other hand, for the extrapolation of U;L),weas—
sum e the Bllow ing Hmukfd ©;L)= ©)+alL 3,
and extrapolate the data of L = 10-18 as shown In
Fig. :_S(b). C onsequently, Fjg.:_ﬂ show s that the criti-
cal line in the charge part (open squares wih a tting
curve) doesnot coincide w ith the spin-gap transition line,
ie., U) < U), and that the 2D param eter space
fw; ) Jjo u; 1g is sgparated into the M I, BT, and
SD Iphaseswih SDW ,CDW , and BCDW , respectively.
Since the Hubbard gap provides a principal energy scale
and a shape of the boundary is roughly determm ined so
that the m agnitude of the band gap becom es com para—
ble to the scale, the U dependence of the hqundaries is
expected to be weak i the smalky region 224 which is
In agreem ent w ith our observation. O n the other hand,
In order to clarify the behaviors n the largeU region,
weplot amagni cation ofthe phase diagram around the
2 = U line in Fig.. This shows that in the lin i of
U ! 1 theboundaries do not m erge to the line: M ore
precisely, or U = 96 we obtain U=2"' 0:65 and

U=2"'  0:97, respectively. Tn Ref} 16, adding to
the spin part (2 U’ 191 foru,Vv 1), they also
reported 2 U’ 1:33, which is close to our esti-

m ation. Consequently, we con mm that the intem ediate
SD Iphasem ay survive In the largeU lm it, which isone
ofthe nontrivialbehaviors and is contrasted to the naive
argum ent.

Here we shall perform a com parison with the previ-
ous DM RG results. A s mentioned In Sec. I, whilk the
DM RG calculations perform ed by several groups seem
not to reach an agreem ent w ith respect to an existence
of the SD I phase, i m ay be Infom ative to provide a
com parison wih our result. Zhang et al. detemm ined
tw otypes of phase transition points U.; and U, bassd
on the structure factor ofthe BCDW order param eterfd
we plot their results in Fjg.'ld by using the lled squares
and lled circles, regoectively. T his show s that their esti-
m ations ofU.; agreewellw ith ourdata U ), akthough
those of U., considerably deviate from U). Since
the phase transition at U ) is the spin-gap transition,
the logarithm ic corrections to the power-law behaviors
aswellas the exponentially an allm agniude of the spin
gap generally m ake it di cult to determm ine the transi-
tion point. O n one hand, as explained in the above, the
LC m ethod used here overcom es these di culties in the
determm ination of the transition points ).
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FIG.5: The ground-state phase diagram of the 1D Hub-

bard m odelw ith the altemating potential. T he open circles
(squares) wih a tting curve show the spin-gap (2D -Ising)
transition line in the spin (charge) part. The stable regions
oftheM I, SD I, and B I phases are given in the 2D param eter
space (u; ) b= U=U + 4)and = =( + 2)]. Insets (@)
and (o) show the extrapolations of the L-dependent transi-
tion points in the spin and the charge parts, respectively. For
com parison, we also plot the DM RG calculation results given
in Ref. 19 by using the Iled squares Uc: In their notation)
and the llked circles Ucz).

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

For the understanding of the phase diagram in the
largeU lin i, let us see the perturbative treatm ent of
Ham iltonian (L) under the condition of U 2 1.

U ) m ay be related tpthe spin-gap transition point in
the s = %Jl—JZ m odell%€9 T herefore, using its num er;
icalvalie?? and perturbative expressions on J; and J, 2
we can approxin ately estim ate (U ) as a solution of
the equation J,=J; ¥ X=(@1 4X )’ 02411,whereX =
1+ 4x* ®)=U?@1 ¥£)>andx=2 =U.Then,we nd
asolution [ ° U)ltogiveavaluie ° @U) U=2' 1427
in the lim it. W hile, due to the lack of e ects from the
higher-order processes in the kinetic energy tem , the ap—
proxim ate value deviates from the num ericalestinm ation,
this exhibits the ©llow Ing, ie., the perturbative expan—
sion becom es singular on the 2 = U lhnhe so that the
phase boundary deviates from the line. This singulariy
also exists In the perturbative calculations of the SDW
and CDW state energies Espy and Ecpy ). And then
the direct transition line betw een these phases cannot be
determm ined from the equation Espy = Ecpw , which is
highly contrasted to the case of the extended Hubbard
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s 10-12,12
o 12-14, 14 3
-1 - 14-16,16 N e i
o 16-18, 18 By ==
| 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |
0 0.5 u 1
FIG. 6: The deviations of boundaries from the 2 = U
lne, U;L) U=2.Weussu= U=@U + 4) as the x axis.

T he correspondence between m arks and system sizes is given
in the gure. M arks wih solid (dotted) curves exhibit the
deviations in the spin (charge) part.

model EH lV%)) including ;the nearest-neighbor C oulom b
interaction ~ ,Vnjnj,; 21 Since the spin-charge cou-
pling term w ith the dim erized spin part generates one of
the relevant forces, U ) should be a ected by that of
the spin part. B esidesthe presentm odel, :E, isknow %@at
EHM possesses the coupling tetm V. cos 8 cos 8
in its bosonized om 2 and that the BCDW state w ith
the locking pointsh 8 ; 1= 0 is stabilized around the
2V = 1 line in the weak- and intem ediate-coupling
region 21 The correctionsto g from higherenergy states
stabilize 1,2 ¢ put the coupling temm forces the boundaries
to m erge Into the single rst-order phase transition line
between theSDW andCDW statesin the strong-coupling
region because it raises the BCDW state energy. How—
ever, n the present BCDW state, the locking point (¢ in
Tab]e:_im ay take a value so asnot to bring about a large
energy cost due to the coupling tem Eg. {3.‘) . Therefore,
the existence of the SD I phase is not prohbied even in
the strong-coupling lim it in contrast to the EHM case.
O f course, these argum ents are qualitative and intuitive
ones, so an e ective theory in this lim it is required for
the precise description on the lm iting behaviors.
Finally, -, we ,-comment  on the Berry phase
m ethod 843444944 The Berry phases fr the charge
and the spin parts  are related to the ground-state ex—
pectation values of the tw ist operatorsas = Im logz
where

z = HW.U4i; z = HI.U, ti; 14)

P
and Ug = exp[@ i=L) ?:1 inj;s1%3 Since z  is realat

the half lling with zero-m agnetic eld, &0or ) in—
dicates the sign of z . On one hand,z can be related
to the bosonic eld asz; / hoos 8 ; i, sothat it

Includes the inform ation of the locking points given in



FIG.7: Behavior of the ground-state expectation value of
the twist operatorz ( = ; )nearthe2 = U lne. The
correspondence between m arks and system sizes are given in
the gqure.
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FIG .8: Comparisons of the system -size dependences of the

transition points obtained by the LC and PRG m ethods vs
by the condition z = 0. The tting curves show the extrap—
olations of data to the them odynam ic Iim it.

Table T1% Tn Fig. il we show behaviors of z near the
2 = U lne forU = 16 and nd that wih the increase
of both of these Increase and change their sign. As
shown in the lowerpanelofFjg.:g, the condiion z = 0
gives a close value to the result of the LC method, so
i m ay provide a proper estin ation ofthe spin-gap tran-—
sition point 1324 On the other hand, the zero pomnt
of z exhiits a deviation from the PRG result (see the
upper panel ofF jg.:g) . Since ( continuously varies w ith

, Zz can take a nite value on the 2D -Ising transition
point in the them odynam ic lin i, which is highly con-
trasted to z on the spin-gap transition point. In fact, the
size-dependent zero points are seam ingly extrapolated to
a value di erent from our PRG estin ation, so that the
condition z = 0 does not specify the transition point.

On the other hand, we also nd in Fjg.:_:7 that there isa
point ’ 73 atwhich z is alm ost Independent of L.
T his crossing point is expected to be a good estin ator for
the 2D -Ising transition point In the charge part be-
cause this is quite close to the PRG resul even for am all
L. However, a theoretical explanation of this possbility
is still open.

To summ arize, we have nvestigated the ground-state
phasediagram ofthe one-dim ensionalhalf- lled Hubbard
m odelw ith the altemating potential, especially in order
to verify the scenario given by Fabrizio, G ogolin, and
N ersesyan, we have num erically treated the phase tran—
sitions observed in the spin and charge parts: W e cal-
culated the spin—gap transition points in the spin
part by the levelcrossing m ethod (se'e_a]so the argu-
m ent for the spin-gap transition in Ref.-_l_d) and the two—
din ensional Ising transition points in the charge part
by the phenom enological renom alization-group m ethod.
W e con m ed that, adding to the M ott and band nsula-
tors, the \gpontaneously dim erized Insulator" accom pa-
nied by the long-range-ordered 2kr bond charge-density
w ave is stabilized as the interm ediate phase forallU > 0.
Then we checked the SU 2)-symm etric G aussian (2D —
Ising) criticality ofthe soin (charge) part by treating the
low -lying excitation levels in the nite-size system s, and,
sin ultaneously, we perform ed the nite-size-scaling anal-
ysis of the charge-exciation gap to clarify the critical
phenom ena around . The com parison w ith the relat—
Ing work was perform ed to check the reliability of our
num erical resuls and to exhibit the e ciency ofour ap—
proach.

A fter subm ission ofthispaper, we becam e aw are ofthe
work investigating the ground-state phase diagram and
the universality of the transition in the charge part by
the use of ,nitesizescaling analysisoftheDM RG calcu—
lation data 8% T hey have fund tw o transition points and
sucoeeded to cbtain = 1 in agreem ent w ith our concli—
sion, while the estin ated exponent for the susoceptibility
of the BCDW order param eter show s a deviation from
the theoreticalvalue ; = 1=4,eg., 1’ 045atthepoint
on the BISD Iphass boundary = 10and U, = 21:385

(In their notation). In this paper we have treated the el-
em entary excitations in the TLL system speci ed by the
discrete sym m etries of the lattice H am ilttonian w ith the
tw isted boundary condition, w hereas they havem easured
theBCDW orderparam eter, (ie., a com posite excitation
ofthe spin and charge degrees of freedom ) w ith the larger
energy scale.
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