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1

An analytical variationalm ethod is applied to the m olecular H olstein H am iltonian in which the
dispersive features of the dim ension dependent phonon spectrum are taken into account by a force
constant approach. T he crossover between a Jarge and a sn all size polaron ism onitored, in one, two
and three dim ensions and for di erent values of the adiabatic param eter, through the behavior of
the e ective m ass as a function of the electron-phonon coupling. By increasing the strength of the
Interm olecular forces the crossover becom es am oother and occurs at higher eph couplings. T hese
e ects arem ore evident in three din ensions. W e show that ourM odi ed Lang-F irsov m ethod starts
to capture the occurence of a polaron selftrapping transition when the electron energies becom e of
order of the phonon energies. T he selftrapping event persists in the fully adiabatic regin e. At the
crossover w e estin ate polaron e ectivem assesoforder 5 40 tim es the bare band m ass according
to dim ensionality and value of the adiabatic param eter. M odi ed Lang-F irsov polaron m asses are
substantially reduced in two and three dim ensions. There is no selftrapping in the antiadiabatic

regin e.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T here has been a grow ing interest towards polarons
over the last years also In view of the technological po—
tential of polym ers and organic m olecules i}',urg] In which
polaronic properties have been envisaged. T heoretical
nvestigations on po]arons generally start from the Hol-
stein Ham iltonian B] originally proposed for a diatom ic
m olecular chain along which hopping of electrons, lin-
early coupled to the vbrational quanta, takes place ac—
cording to a tightfinding description. If the local eph
coupling is su ciently strong the induced lattice defor-
m ation m ay dress the electron and transform it into a
polaronic charge carrier iﬁf;_ﬂ] T he conditions for polaron
formm ation and is m obility properties m ay however de—
pend also on the adiabaticity ratio, on din ensionality, on
pecu]jar:itjes and anham onicities of the lattice structure
[6{:L5] A s the Holstein Ham iltonian can be identically
applied to states m ade of excitons tl6.l7 and phonons
it also provides a usefl tool In optical spectra analysis
and transport properties of organicm aterials {8,19]w ith
large scale applications.

W hike the physical properties of polaronic system s
change @0,2]1] according to the size of the po]aromc
quasiparticle, a num ber of theoretical tools 22{26 has
been applied to clarify nature and w idth of the crossover
between a large (W ih respect to the lattice constant)
polaron at weak eph coupling and a sn all polaron at
strong coupling for a given valie of the adiabatic pa—
ram eter. P rovided that a phase transition is ruled out in
the H olstein H am ilttonian w ith dispersive opticalphonons
ﬁ27 1 being the ground state energy analytic in the eph
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coupling, such a crossoverm ay still appear as a sm ooth
transition in the antiadiabatic regin e or rather as a sud-
den (but continuous) event in the adiabatic regin e R8].
W hile the narrow ing of the polaron band signals the on-
set of the crossover it is certainly from the behavior of
the e ective m ass that the selftrapping event can be ac—
curately located In the interm ediate region of e-ph cou-
plings 129] A Ihough precisely In the latter region per—

turbative studies traditionally reveal their shortcom ings
an analyticalm ethod, the M odi ed Lang+ irsov (M LF')

transform ation, E%O] hasbeen developed to overcom e the
lin itations of the standard LangF irsov (LF) B]: 1 ap-
proach on which strong coupling perturbation theory is
based. A s an enhanceam ent of the polaron m ass should
be accom panied by a reduction In the polaron size, the
electron-phonon correlation function o ers an indepen-—
dent tool to analyse the crossover through the m easure
of the spread of the lattice deform ation. Since the no-
tion of selftrapping transition has often assum ed di er—
ent m eanings in the literature we em phasize that our
view of a selftrapped polaron is not that of a localized
and In m obile ob fct but, rather, ofa an allquasiparticle
whose di erent ground state properties have undergone
a transition, driven by the e-ph coupling, at distinct al-
though closely related points in the polaron param eter
space BZ] Am ong these propertieswe study n this pa—
per, using the M LF transfom ation I_BQ,EA_}], the polaron
m ass and the correlation function asobtained from a Hol
stein Ham ittonian in which the dispersion of the optical
phonon branches is fully accounted for n any dim en—
sionality. Besides depicting a m odel m ore appropriate
to physical system s, dispersive phonons represent a rel-
evant feature of the Holstein m odel itself as previously
shown by one ofus i_35] T he role of the interm olecular
forces in the crossover of the M LF polarons at di erent
din ensionalities isam ain focus of our nvestigation. T he
generalities of them odelare given In Section ITwhil the
results are presented in Section ITT both for the polaron
m ass and for the static correlation function. Section IV

contains som e nalrem arks.

II.MODIFIED LANG-FIRSOV PHONON BASIS
FOR THE HOLSTEIN M ODEL

W e consider the din ension dependent H olstein H am it
tonian consisting of one electron hopping tem , an inter—
action which couples the electronic density and the ionic
displacem ents at a given site and dispersive ham onic op—
ticalphonons as:

X X X
H= t czcj+g ni(b3i1+ by) + !qbélqq 0.d)

< ij> i q

the st sum isover z nearest neighbors, ci’ and ¢; are
the real space electron creation and annihilation opera—
tors, n; (& c ¢) is the number operator, b and by are
the phonons creation and annihilation operators. bCYl is



the Fourier transbm ofb! and ! is the frequency of
the phonon w ith vectorm om entum g.

T he standard practice in dealing w ith the H am iltonian
(1) isto apply the LF transform ation w here a phonon ba—
sis of xed displacem ents (at the electron residing site)
isused. Such a choice of phonon basis diagonalizes the
Ham ittonian in absence of hopping. The hopping tem
is then treated as a perturbation. However the LF ap-—
proach under sin pl approxin ations, eg: within zero-
phonon averaging or zeroth order of perturbation, can—
not describe the retardation between the electron and
the lattice deform ations produced by the electron. This
retardation Induces a soread in the size of the polaron
and becom es very In portant for weak and interm ediate
eph coupling. The M LF phonon basis, where the dis—
placem ents of the oscillators at di erent sites around an
electron are treated variationally, can describe the retar-
dation and a large to sm allpolaron crossover even w ithin
sin ple approxin ations 33,34]. R ecently the convergence
of the perturbation series within the LF and the M LF
m ethods has been studied In a two-site Holstein m odel
for the ground state {_§(_3] aswell as for the rst excited
state [36]. Ttwas ound that: (i) w ithin theM LF m ethod
the perturbation correctionsarem uch an aller than those
corresponding to the LF m ethod in the range from weak
to Intermm ediate e-ph coupling, (i) the convergence ofthe
perturbation series w ithin the M LF is also much better
In that range, (iii) In the strong coupling lim it the M LF
phonon basis reduces to the LF basis and the LF pertu—
bation m ethod works very well in this lin it. T he above
studies have clearly pointed out that the M LF pertur-
bation m ethod works m uch better than the LF m ethod
w hen the entire range of the e-ph coupling is considered.

The MLF perturbation method has also been ap-—
plied to a m any-site H olstein m odel w ith dispersionless
phonons in 1D and the suprem acy of the M LF m ethod
overthe LF m ethod in predicting the ground state energy
and dispersion ofthe polaron hasbeen observed {_3]'] For
the present case of digpersive phonon we apply the M LF
transform ation to the dim ension dependent H am iltonian
@€):

H=¢&Hek ©02)
w here
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and ¢sarethe variationalparam etersw hich represent
the shifts of the equilbrium positions of the oscillators
(quantized ion vibrations) with m om entum g. For con—
ventional Lang-F irsov transform ation 4 = g=!4. The
M LF transform ed Ham iltonian for a single electron case
is obtained as
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is the polaronic hopping. The coordination num ber z

is tw ice the system dim ensionality.
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w here iand jare nearest neighbor sites. A s unperturbed
H am iltonian we choose H ¢ as

Ho= P n; + 'qbybq (0.7)

T he rem aining part ofthe Ham iltonian H* Hp) In the
M LF basis is considered as the perturbation part. The
energy eigenstates of H o are given by

J 1ifnqgi= < Pichg, ing, ing, ; *tpn 08)

where, i is the electron site and nq, ;ng, jng, are the
phonon occupation num bers in the phonon m om entum
states g1 ;92;93, repectively. The lowest energy eigen—
state ofthe unperturbed H am iltonian has no phonon ex—
citations, ie:nq = 0 forallg. The ground state has an
energy EJ =  , and is N -H1d degenerate, where N is
the num ber of sites In the system . T he perturbation lifts
the degeneracy and to st order in t the ground state
energy ofthe 3D —polaron w ith m om entum k is given by

Eok)= » &« ©.9)

ari)d the corresponding eigenstate is k;ng = 0i =
el ¥ R PiPigs .
T he second order correction to the ground-state energy

of the polaron w ith m om entum k is given by

X X 1
2 .
B ®) = PTjjfnqg;koj-l" Ho % ; £0gif
k% fnqg 9 1°4q

(0.10)



Tt is evident that the second order correction has con—
tributions from Intem ediate states having all possbl
phonon numbers, ie: each ng In Eq. (10) takes values
gom zero to In niy wih the condition that ntor =

¢Na 1.

By m Inin izing the zone center ground state energy we
get the variationalparam eters 4 :

= El (041)

lgt 2 @ 2)

and, by such a choice of 4, the one phonon m atrix
elem ent betw een the ground state k = 0;fng = Ogiand
the st excited state

1
hq;k%  Hok = 0;£0gi= o, ¢ P—
N

[z 4 1 ?q + @ 'yl
0.12)

vanishes. Then, the one phonon exciation process
yields no contribution to the second order correction for
the M LF ground state energy. The 4's appropriate to
the 1D, 2D and 3D systam s are easily obtained by (11).

T he static correlation function involving the electron
charge at i~th site and the lattice defom ation at the i+ n
site are given by

n=hsFal,, +buin)lci=2gm;i 0.13)

where g = N ! F 4 ©@=!q) and jci denotes the
ground state for the polaron w ith m om entum k= 0. The
denom nator In Eq. (13) is used to nom alize the cor-
relation function w ith respect to its on-site value In the
strong coupling lim it. n; is the electron num ber operator
and n;i= 1/N for the 1-elctron system . W hile ¢ and
b; are the bare electron and phonon anniilation opera—
tors In the undisplaced oscillator basis respectively, the
corresponding operators in the M LF basis are the anni-
hilation operators for the polaron and that ofthe phonon
In the varationally displaced oscillator basis. The cor-
relation function is calculated in the M LF basis within
zero phonon averaging.

ITTI.POLARON MASSAND CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS

P revious investigations have pointed out that the Hol-
stein m odel w ith a dispersionless spectrum (!; = 0) or
w ith weak intem olecular forces (! ') would pre—
dict larger polaron bandwidths in lower dim ensionality
against physical expectations [_§§'] M oreover, as pointed
out by Holstein in his original papers ifj], digpersionless
phononswould lead to an unphysical divergent site jim p
probability for the polaronic quasiparticle I_BQ‘] Hence,
Interm olecular forces are a key ingredient of the H olstein
m odel.



N um ericalanalysis [35]has show n that the bandw idths

E 4 grow faster versus the interm olecular energy !; in
higher din ensionality d thus providing a criterion to x
the m nimum !; which ensures the validity of the Hol-
stein m odel. In posing the nequalities criterion E 3p

E op E 1p we set the threshold value ! ; which tums
out to be a function ofthe breathingm odeertgigy 1y and
ofgﬁ_e d Independent eph coupling g = g= d (g scales
/ d): thus, at ntermediate gp ( 1 15, in units of
'9) 11 is’ !'9=2,whikatstronggy, ( 2)!; shouldbeat
least ' 2! =3 In oxder to ensure the correct bandw idths
trend. On the other hand, the Intemm olecular energies
encounter the upper bound !; < ! given by the valie
of the coupling energy between the two atom s in the ba—
sic uni of the m olecular solid. M oreover, too large !;
m ay nvalidate strong coupling perturbative treatm ents
of the Holstein m odel for three din ensional system s in
fully adiabatic regin es 91

W ith this caveat we study the polaron m ass both in

the Lang-F irsov and in the M odi ed Lang-F irsov schem e
taking a lattice m odel in which st neighbors m olecu—
lar sites Interact through a force constants pair poten—
tial. Then, thed dependent optical phonon spectrum
is given by

+ 1P
12 @ = Tt 2+ 2 cosgt+ 2
2 @ —2 4+ 2P0 9@ ferna@)
2D M M
+ 3 1P
h@= ——+ o ‘+2 J@+ 26+ la)

g(Q) = ocosg + cosq,

h@)= 2cos@x Q)

j@) = cosg + cosg, + cosq,

1@) = 200s (K q) + 2cos (g g)+ 2c0s(g, q))
(0.14)

where the intra-m olecular force constant and the
Interm olecular rst neighbors force constant are re—
latedto !gand !; by !2= 2 M and !? = M re
spectively. M is the reduced m olecular m ass. In tem s
of !y, the dim ensionless param eter zt=! ; de nesthe adi-
abatic (zt=!7 > 1) and the antiadiabatic (zt=!( < 1)
regin e.

Second order perturbative theory introduces the po-—
laron mass m dependence on the hopping integral t,
hence on the adiabatic param eter, w hich would be absent
In the rst order Lang-¥ irsov theory. G enerally, m can
vary wih t=!¢y In two ways: m becom es lighter either
by Increasing !y at =xed t or, by Increasing t at xed
!o. As the mass variation due to !¢ is much stronger
than that due to t, or a given adiabatic param eter, we
m ay get di erent m ass values according to the absolute
values of !y and t. However, for su ciently strong eph
couplings which m ake the perturbative m ethod applica-
bl, the LF m ass changes only slightly wih t and sec—
ond order corrections are sm allunless the Intram olecular



phonon energies are Iow (!g < 50m &V ) ES-E_)'] H ereafter
we set ! = 100m eV and select the adiabatic param eter
by tuning t.

In Figs.l, we plot the ratio of the one din ensionalpo—
laron m ass to the bare band m ass against the eph cou—
pling calculated both in the Lang-F irsov schem e and in
the M odi ed Lang-F irsov expression.

An Intem ediateregine2t= !( isassumed n Figl @)
w hile the interm olecular energy spans a range ofweak to
strong values. The striking di erent behavior between
the LF and the M LF mass occurs for intemm ediate g
w hile at very strong couplings the M LF plots converge,
asexpected, tow ardsthe LF predictions. T he LF m ethod
overestin atesthepolaronmassforg2 [ 1 2] (accord—
ng to thevalue of ! ;) and m ostly, it doesnot capture the
rapid m ass Increase found instead in the M LF descrip—
tion. N ote that, around the crossover, the M LF polaron
m ass is of order ten tin es the bare band m ass in the case
11 = 60m eV . Large Interm olecular energies enhance the
phonon spectrum thus reducing the e ective m asses in
both gures. In the M LF m ethod, large !; tend also to
an ooth the m ass behavior in the crossover region.

Going to a fully adiabatic regine (see Fig.l b)) the
discrepancies between LF and M LF plots are even m ore
pronounced and the range of eph couplings in which
the two m ethods converge shrinks considerably. T here
is scarce renom alization in the M LF curves up to the
crossover w hich is clearly signalled by a sudden although
continuousm assenhancem ent w hose abruptness is signif-
icantly am oothed for the largest values of interm olecular
energies. In the antiadiabatic case shown in Fig.l (c),
the picture changes drastically and we recover a nearly
coincident m ass behavior In the LF and M LF m ethods
throughout the whole range of couplings. The conver—
gence is favoured at large ! ; . A sabovem entioned the LF
plots show a strong resem blance in going from Fig.l @) to
Fig.l (c): infact, the LF m ethod slightly depends on the
hopping integralin 1D system sw ith lJarge intram olecular
energy. The results we have displayed so far induce to
reconsider the concept of selftrapping traditionally in-
dicating an abrupt, but continuous, transition between
an In nite size states at weak eph couplingsand a nite

(am all) size polaron at strong e-ph couplings. A cocording
to the adiabatic polaron theory {_4(_5,:_2[1:] there is no self-
trapping event in one din ension asthe polaron solution is
alw ays the ground state ofthe system . Instead, in higher
din ensionality a m inin um ocoupling strength is required
to orm nite size polarons, hence selftrapped polarons
can exist at couplings larger than that m nmum . Asa
shrinking ofthe polaron size yields a weight increase, the
polaron m ass behavior is accepted to be the m ost reli-
able indicator of the selftrapping transition. T he latter
appears to us as a crossover essentially dependent on the
degree of adiabaticity ofthe system and crucially shaped
by the intemal structure of the phonon cloud which we
have m odelled by tuning the intemm olecular forces. W e
are then led to relocate the self trapping event In the pa-
ram eter gpace of 1D system s adm itting that also nite



size polarons can selftrap ifa sudden change in their ef-
fective m ass occurs or som e values of the e-ph couplings
In som e portions of the adiabatic regine. As uctua—
tions In the lattice distortions around the electron site
are ncluded In our variationalw ave function discontinu-—
ities In the polaron m ass should not appear at the on—
set of the transition Ifl-]_]] M athem atically we select the
crossover points through the sim ultaneous occurence of
amaximum in the st logarithm ic derivative and a zero
In the second logarithm ic derivative of the M LF polaron
m ass w ith respect to the coupling param eter: such In—

ection points, corresponding to the points ofm ost rapid
Increase form , are reported on in Figures 2, w here the
m ass ratios are plotted for a w ide choice of antiadiabatic
to adiabatic regin es and a sizeable value of !'; both in
one, two and three din ensions.

Som e wellknown features of the antiadiabatic polaron
landscape are con med by our analytical variational
m odel in all dim ensionalities: i) antiadiabatic polarons
are generally heavier than adiabatic ones although, at
very strong couplings, the m ass valies converge at the
Lang-F irsov resuls and ii) there is no selftrapping in
the fully antiadiabatic regin e as the electron and the
dragged phonon cloud form a com pact unit, a sm allpo—
laron, also at Intem ediate eph couplings. Then, the
m ass increase is sm ooth In the antiadiabatic regin e. In—
stead, in them ore controversial [43] antiad batic to adia—
batic transition region we start to detect the signaturesof
the crossover w hich persist in the fillly adiabatic regin e
and form a line of selftrapping events whose features
how ever change considerably versus din ensionality. In
1D Fig2@)), the crossover occurs for g values between

18 23 and the corresponding self trapped m asses
are of order 5 50 tin es the bare band m ass thus
suggesting that relatively light sm all polarons can ex—
ist in 1D m olecular solids w ith high phonon spectrum .
T he selftrapped m ass values grow versus g by increasing
the degree of adiabaticiy and the Incipience of the self-
trapping line is set at the Intem ediate value 2t=!¢ = 1.
W e note that these ndings are In good qualitative and
quantitative agreem ent with re ned variational resuls
supporting the existence of selftrapped polarons also in
1D .A lthough In the deep adiabaticregin ewe nd a quasi
step-lke increase, the 1D polaron mass is a_continuous
and derivable function of the e-ph coupling R31.

The two din ensional lattice introduces som e signi —
cant novelties In the M LF m ass behavior as shown In
Fig2 (): i at a given eph coupling and adiabaticity ra—
tio, the 2D m ass is lighter than the 1D m ass and the
2D LF Iim it is attained at a value which is roughly one
order ofm agnitude an aller than in 1D ; ii) the crossover
region is shifted upwards along the g axis w ith the self
trapping events taking place in the range, g 22 26
and the correspondingm assesareoforder 5 10 tines
the bare band m ass; iii) the curve connecting the self
trapping points is parabolic w ith an extended descending
branch starting at the interm ediate value 4t=!( = 1; i)
In the deep adiabatic regin e, the lattice dim ensionality



an oothens the m ass Increase versus g. The latter e ect
is even m ore evident in 3D, see Fig 2 (c), as there are no
signs of abrupt m ass Increase even for the largest values
of the adiabatic param eter. At the crossover, 3D m asses
areoforder 5 10 tim es the bare band m ass w ith the
self trapping points lying in the range, g 2:5 29.At
large couplings the e ective m ass over bare band m ass
ratio becom es ndependent of the t value and converges
tow ards the LF value. In this region (@nd for the choice
!7 = 60meV) the 3D Lang¥ irsov m ass is one order
of m agnitude sm aller than the 2D mass. A s the coor—
dination num ber grow s versus dim ensionality, large in—
term olecular forces are m ore e ective in hardening the
3D phonon spectrum thus lkeading to lighter 3D polaron
m asses than 2D ones.

In Figures 3 we plot the correlation functions ¢, 1
and , in 1D (@) and 2D (b) respectively, as obtained
by (13) for the adiabatic regine zt=!y = 2 wih !, =
100mev . Two values, !; = 40meV and !;{ = 80meVv,
have been chosen to point out the role of the interm olec—
ular forces In the transition between a large polaron at
weak couplings and a am allpolaron at strong couplings.
For su ciently strong g values the LF 1im it is obtained,
ie. obecomeslwhike ; and , become zero mplying
that the resulting polaron is an on sie snall polaron.
The an all to lJarge polaron cross-over ism anifested by a
strong reduction of ( alongw ith an enhancem ent in the
valuies of ; and 5. By increasing !, the crossover is
slightly am oothed and shifted upwards along the g axis.
A ccordingly, 1 and (to a lesserextent) , acquire some
weight throughout a larger portion of eph coupling val-
ues. Asamain feature we note that the crossovers indi-
cated by the correlation fiinctions ofthe one din ensional
system , for the two selected cases, occur at g=!, 2
and 235 regpectively. These values m atch the corre—
soonding crossover points extracted by the polaron m ass
slopes. In two dim ensions, the selftrapping transition
takes place at larger (than in 1D ) g values and non local
eh correlations persist in the adiabatic polaron up to
g=!o 3. The crossover is generally an ooth and the
soffening e ect of the interm olecular forces ism ore pro-—
nounced than In the one din ensional system .

IVv.CONCLUSION S

W e have developed a variational analyticalm ethod to
study the Holstein polaron problem versus din ension-—
ality in the entire range of (anti)adiabatic param eters
characterizing the m olecular system . The essential role
ofthe phonon dispersion in the H olstein m odelhas been
acoounted for including the intermm olecular interactions
by m eans of a foroe constant approach. Unlike the tra—
ditional Lang-F irsov schem e the M odi ed Lang-F irsov
m ethod pem is to describe the fact that, In the inter-
m ediate and adiabatic regin es, the lattice deform ation
does not ollow instantaneously the electron m otion thus



lrading to a spreading in the quasiparticle size. Under
these circum stances we have exam ined the behavior of
the polaron m ass as a function of the strength of the e-
ph coupling and critically analysed the occurence of the
selftrapping event signalling a shrinking of the polaron
size in the real space. T his crossover has been also m on—
ttored through the com putation of the static eph cor-
relation functions which provide a com plem entary tool
corroborating our conclusions. Varying the adiabatic pa—
ram eter and selecting the points of m ost rapid increase
forthe e ectivem asswe have found a set of selftrapping
points orighating, in 1D and 2D, in the intem ediate
regine (Zt=!y, = 1) and continuing in the fully adia—
batic regine. In 3D, the selftrapping events occur at
zt=!y > 1. W hilk, n onedimn ension, the curve connecting
the In ection points in the adiabatic regim e is a m ono—
tonic grow ing fiinction of the eph coupling, n two and
three din ensionswe nd distinctive parabola-like curves
whosem inina (cforder 5 tim es the bare band m ass)
are Iocated at larger g in higher d. Hence sn all polaron
form ation is favoured In low d whereas very large eph
couplings are required to shrink the size of adiabatic po-
larons in 3D . A s Intemm olecular forces play a stronger
role in m ore closely packed structures, lattice din ension—
ality is expected to shape the polaron behavior. Infact,
our results show that the crossover from large to amall
polarons is, n 2D and even m ore in 3D , an oother than
In the case of the 1D adiabatic polaron at a xed value
of Interm olecular energy. Pointed out the quantitative
di erences In the polaron m ass according to the dim en—
sionality one should however notice a qualitative sin i~
larity In all dim ensions regarding the occurence of the
selftrapping event. Finally we observe that, although
polaron m asses becom e generally lighter in higherd, also
In 1D the e ective m ass over lare kand m ass ratio is

5 at the crossover when phonons and electrons com —
pete on the energy scale. Sm allpolarons having m obility
propertiesm ay be therefore expected in low dim ensional
m olecular system sw ith su ciently strong interm olecular
forces.
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FIG.1l. Ratio of the one dim ensional polaron m ass to
the bare band m ass versus eph coupling according to the
LangFirsov and the M odi ed Lang¥ irsov m ethods. The
adiabatic param eter is set at: (a) the intemm ediate value,
2t=ly = 1; () a fully adiabatic regine, 2t=!¢ = 2; () an
antiadiabatic regin e, 2t=!g = 025. !o = 100m eV and !;
(In unitsm eV ) are the intram olecular and interm olecular en—
ergies of the diatom ic m olecular chain respectively.
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FIG .2. Ratio oftheM odi ed Lang-F irsov polaron m ass to
the bare band m ass versuseph coupling In (@) 1D, (o) 2D and
(c) 3D .A setoftwelve zt=!( values ranging from the antiadia-
batic to the adiabatic regin e is considered. From left to right:
zt=!9 = 025;0:5;0:75;1:0;125;1:5;1:75;2:0;225;2:5;2:75;30.
o = 100m eV . The diam onds m ark the occurence of the
selftrapping event.
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FIG.3. (@) Onedin ensionaland (b) two din ensionalstatic
correlation flinctions versus eph coupling In the adiabatic
regine, zt=!p = 2. !p = 100meV . Two values of inter—
molecular energies, !'; = 40m eV and !; = 80m eV, have
been taken.

ACKNOW LEDGEMENTS

This work is part of the Joint Research Progct Ph-
T 4) under the Indo-Ttalian P rogram m e of C o-operation
In Science and Technology 2002-2004. A N D . acknow
edges hospitality at the P hysics D epartm ent, U niversity
ofCam erino. M Z.acknow ledges hospitality at the Saha
Institute ofN uckarP hysics (C alcutta) and thanksM rB .
Ram forhiskind help during his stay in the SINP G uest
House.

1] Proceedings of the 3rd Intermational W orkshop on:
Trends in M aterials Science and Technology, (H anoiN a—
tionalU niversity Publishing H ouse, V detnam ) 1999.

R]1 Lu Y, Solitons and Polarons in Conducting P olym ers
W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore) 1988.

Bl Holstein T 1959 Ann.Phys. N Y .) 8 325

4] Landau L D 1933 Z Phys. 3 664; Landau L. D ,Pekar S I
1946 Zh Eksp.TeorFiz.16 341

b] Toyozawa Y 1961 Prog. Theor. Phys.26 29



b] Devreese J T, Polarons In Encyclopedia of A pplied
Physics (VCH Publishers, NY) 1996 14 383
[71De Raedt H, Lagendik A 1983 Phys.Rev.B 27 6097;
bid. 1984 30 1671
B] K opidakis G, SoukoulisC M , Econom ou E N 1995 P hys.
Rev.B 51 15038
P] Fehske H, Roder H, W ellein G, M istriotis A 1995 P hys.
Rev.B 51 16582
[10] La M agna A, PucciR 1996 PhysRevB 53 8449
[11] K alosakas G, Aubry S, Tsironis G P 1998 Phys.Rev.B
58 3094
2] RomeroA H,BrownD W ,LindenbergK 1999 Phys.Rev.
B 60 4618; bid., (1999) 60 14080
[13]deMelb E V,Ranninger J 1998 Phys.Rev.B 58 9098
[14] A lexandrov A S, Komilovitch P E 1999 Phys.Rev.Lett.
82 807
[15] Voulgarakis N K, Tsironis G P 2001 Phys. Rev.B 63
14302
[l6] Rashba E I, 1982 In Excitons, ed Rashba E Iand Sturge
M D (North-Holland Am sterdam ) p 543
[L7] M ishchenko A S, Nagaosa N, Prokof'ev N V, Sakam oto
A, Svistunov B V 2002 Phys.Rev.B 66 020301 R)
18l Ho mann M , SoosZ G 2002 Phys.Rev.B 66 024305
[19] see: ZoliM in Ref. ﬂ:]p 209 and Nguyen T P in Ref. hl
p 324
ROJEmin D 1996 Phys.Rev.B 53 1260
R1] Alexandrov A S, Krebs A B 1992 Sov. Phys. Usp. 35
345; Alexandrov A S,Mott N F 1994 Rep.Prog.Phys.
57 1197
R2] JeckeImann E, W hite SR 1998 Phys.Rev.B 57 6376
R3] RomeroA H,BrownD W ,LindenbergK 1999 Phys.Rev.
B 59 13728
R4] CaponeM ,CuchiS, G rn aldiC 1998 EurophyslLett. 42
523
R5] Barisic O S 2002 Phys.Rev.B 65 144301
R6] LiXu C, Trugman S A, Bonca J 2002 Phys.Rev.B 65
174306
R7] Lowen H 1988 Phys.Rev.B 37 8661; Gerlach B, Lowen
H 1991 Rev.M od.Phys. 63 63
P81 EaglesD M 1969 PhysRev.181 1278
R9] ZoliM 2001 JPhys.CondM atter 13 10845
B0] Chattere J,DasA N 2000 Phys.Rev.B 61 4592
Bl] Lang IJ,Firsov Y A 1963 Sov.Phys.JETP 16 1301
B2] Bonca J, Trugman S A, Batistic T1999 Phys.Rev.B 60
1633
B3] DasA N,SilS 1993 J.Phys.Cond.M atter 5 8265
B4]1 DasA N,Choudhury P 1994 Phys.Rev.B 49 13219
B5] ZoliM 1998 PhysRevB 57 10555
B6] Chatterpe J,DasA N 2000 Int.J.M od.PhysB 14 2577
371 Chattere J, Das A N, Choudhury P 2003 Solid State
Commun.126 113
B8] Yam ashita J, Kurosawa T 1958 J.Phys.Chem . Solids 5
34
B9] ZoliM 2000 PhysRevB 61 14523
A0l Emin D,Holstein T 1976 Phys.Rev.Lett. 36 323
[41] ShoreH B, SandersL M 1973 Phys.Rev. 7 4537
[A2] Zheng H, Avignon M 2003 Phys.Rev.B 68 024301

14



Om/ﬁ

G'1

G2

G'e

1D POLARON MASS

H

H

—_ —_ —_ —_
O O O O O )
O —_ o0 o W~ o)
I I T TTTTI I |||||||‘ I |||||||‘ I |||||||‘ I I TTTTTI
B\ i
2 S e e e -
SR —_ [N — _
e\
] || I
At \ — o) ON\)—
_ i_l. \ - O O
A S - i
s AR S i N .
- R e, T | -
i‘- : ¢_-¢- !. ):( ¢' | |:|
% R, TH ]
R Ty =T =5 =5
B 5 RPN . L_' ! 7
L N "&+\ .i;‘ 3 3 B3 N
m ¢- .;‘
- n @ 34 _
- w0 i
b T
I 3 %% ‘ﬁﬁ —
- Yy O AVEE
- . e — |
B, K I
- %-¢- LE‘ ]
i % N & .
- ( % Ny o
. e SN
i o |
L —~ *{} EE‘ _
Y S ‘EE
B S~ ¢S$¢ !!
‘ | i
| [ | Ll | | L Ll I&IIIIIII




G'e

1D POLARON MASS

— — — = = =

- O O ) ) )

- —_ 0D o W~ o)
I I T TTTTI I IIIIIII‘ I IIIIIII‘ I IIIIIII‘ I I TTTTTI

.¢.
*
| IIIIIII| -¢->L-




Om/ﬁ

0
O

1D POLARON MASS

— — — = = =

- O O ) ) )

- —_ 0D o W~ o)
I IIIIIII‘ I I IIIIII‘ I I IIIIII‘ I IIIIIII‘ I I TTTTTI




Om/ﬁ

G'e

MLEF POLARON MASS

H
-)
N

— — — —
- - - -
) = A V)
I I T TTTTI I I T TTTTI I I T TTTTI I I T TTTTI
\‘ | | |
“; —
| -

oy

N——

Aewigg="m




Om/ﬁ

G'e

MLEF POLARON MASS

H
-
o

—_ —_ —_
O ) )
- — AN
I I T T TTT ‘ I I I T T TTT ‘ I I I T T TTT
| ) o -
\‘. @ — _
“\ | .
1
| S i
- (D —
N =
i — |
B o ]
N——"
| | I A | | I A I | | | L1 |




Om/ﬁ

G'e

MLEF POLARON MASS

—_ — — —
o o o o
o — 0 o
[ [ I T T TTT ‘ [ [ [ T TTT ‘ [ [ I T T T1TTT

a ) :

| = H

I o)

: =

R o

- <




Om/ﬁ

GE

.
O

1D CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

< <
0\ H~

.
o

O
e

_
)

|IIII|IIII|’1\\II

| |
l l
| |
|

PO

[AV)

®)
08

(

IIII‘IIII‘II\I I ‘ T T 1 ‘ T T 1

||||i1__|_|.1,_|——r1/




Om/ﬁ

G'E
=1 ]‘I-—f 4~I‘|

<D CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

< < < < —
) IN o e O

=
~

1
~

)

q

(

HS HS E'_ \\—_
O S
. i
O O <

&




