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We derive an effective Hamiltonian for the ionic Hubbard raloat half filling, extended to include nearest-
neighbor repulsion. Using a spin-particle transformatitre effective model is mapped onto simple spin-1
models in two particular cases. Using another spin-partielnsformation, a slightly modified model is mapped
into an SU(3) antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model whosetegrwound state is known to be spontaneously
dimerized. From the effective models several propertigh@tlimerized phase are discussed, like ferroelectric-
ity and fractional charge excitations. Using bosonizatod recent developments in the theory of macroscopic
polarization, we show that the polarization is proportidnahe charge of the elementary excitations.

PACS numbers: 77.22.Ej 71.30.+h 75.10.Jm, 71.45.Lr,

I. INTRODUCTION tems conventional order parameters such as charge and spin
structure factors vary continuously at a phase transition,

The ionic Hubbard model (IHM) has been proposéd {1, 2] System of lengtiL one may define charge and spin topo-
for the description of the neutral-ionic transition in mikxe logical n_:_Jrr]nberr]s which gharége d|sc;]ont|n$]oustJ@t(L) and
stack charge-transfer organic crystals tetrathiafuheie Us @©). € charge (sp_m) erry phase has a step at.)
chloranil.[3,14] In the 90's the interest on the model ince (Us (.)), and extrapolating these numbers to the thermody-
due to its potential application to ferroelectric peromki[ﬂi, '?am'c."m.'t.s leads “S“?‘”V to accurate re_sults for the itanis .

A, 17,18,19,10. 11, 12] This model is a Hubbard Hamiltonianl'nes":-1@”'-1-"7]Uc @) might be detected in transport experi-
with nearest-neighbor hoppingand on-site repulsion, ona ~ Ments through some molecules or nanodevices.[18] Torio
bipartite lattice with alternating diagonal energg for the ;l' bf_OL_md alp?ase dligram l(;ons_llitent }N'thf thedprr(])pofsal of
two sublattices. At half filling and in the atomic limit¢ o), ~ Fabrizioer al. for weak coupling They also found that for
the ground state is a band insulator (BI) for<  (the sites strong coupling the intermediate BOI phase persists with a

with diagonal energy % are doubly occupied), butis a Mott Width U Uc = 0:6t Re_cently, similar methods were use_d_
insulator (M) foru > _ (all sites singly occupied). The sit- to check the characteristics of each quantum phase tramsiti

uation is similar to the extended Hubbard model (EHM) with @1d confirm previous results in systems up to 18 slies.[19]
— 0 but nearest-neighbor repulsion [12; 13, 14] In the However, Monte Carlo calculations for the bond-order param

EHM for t = 0, asU increases, there is a transition from a eter, polarization and Iogglization length were interpdzin
charge density wave (CDW) insulator, with alternating dou-t€rms of only one transition al. gnd two phases (BI apd
bly occupied and empty sites to a MI for— 2v. However, BOI).[2d] In addition, some density-matrix renormalizati
while in this model, the result persists for finite smasis it ~ 9r°UP (DMRG) calculations have not detected the transition
has been shown in second order perturbation theotyi] at _Us'[gi] Instead, other DMRG calculatlons using careful
perturbation theory in the IHM becomes invalidat  and f|n|te-.s_|ze scahng are consistent with three_ phases and two
non-trivial charge fluctuations persist even in the strooig-c transitions and with the pha}se diagram of Teriol., although
pling limit. Furthermore while previous results in the IHM ey suggest a smaller width of the BOI phase for small
were interpreted in terms of only one transition, Fabrizio Us U= 0‘4t)'[?g"-2$]
al. used arguments based on field theory, which assumes weakThe numerical difficulties for detecting the Kosterlitz-
coupling (essentially U 1), to propose an alternative  Thouless transition are originated in the exponentialiotps
scenario that includes two transitionstass increased: the of the spin gap ag approaches tw from below. Conse-
first one is an Ising-like charge transitionat= U. fromthe  quently, direct numerical calculations of the relevantreor
Bl to a bond-ordered insulator (BOI). Whenis further in-  |ation functions are unable to detect a sharp transition.at
creased, the spin gap vanishegat- U. due to a Kosterlitz-  ynless a very careful finite-size scaling is made. The safne di
Thouless transition between the BOI and the MI.[10, 11] Anficulty appears in the Hubbard chain with correlated hopping
intermediate BOI phase also takes place in the EHM for larggvhere the existence and the position of the transition is con
enought. [i3,114] firmed by field theory,[16, 44] and exadt }25] results. In the
After the proposal of Fabrizier al., several studies of the scenario with only one transition there is still a questibouat
1D IHM tried to identify the number and the nature of the the nature of the large phase(¢ > U.). Wilkens and Mar-
different phases. Torier al. determined the phase diagram tin [:_2'(_1] suggested that the Ml phase does not exist for fiite
using the method of crossing of energy levels, which for this.e., the spin gap remains open for any firite This is in con-
model turns out to be equivalent to the method of jumps ofradiction with the strong coupling expansion for U ,
Berry phases;[_iZ] The basic idea is that while in finite sys.which maps the IHM onto an effective spin Hamiltonian
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with closed spin gap.{2, 21,126] The absence of a spin gap isition. The mapping to the exact solutidn[27] is briefly re-
also supported by theower-law decay of charge-charge cor- viewed. We discuss the polarization of the BOI phase. In par-
relation functions (in spite of the presence of a charge gapficular, we construct the bosonized expressions for théesttw
that have been calculated numericaliy:[23] and analyticall operatorszS and z¢ [g, 134,135] which gives information on
(using H),[g'(_i] with very good agreement between both re-the conducting and polarization properties of the systerd, a
sults. This is a consequence of the strong charge-spiniogupl are also related with the Berry phases. This allows us to re-
in the low-energy effective theory. These results sugdedtt late the polarization in the BOI phase with the charge of its
if there is only one transition, the BOI phase should disappe elementary excitations.
from the phase diagram. We mention here that in presence of
electron-phonon interaction, the width of the BOI phase in-
creases and, in the adiabatic approximation, it repla@ekith II. THE EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN
phase 10, 40]

From the above discussion, it is clear that the existence In this Section, we derive an effective Hamiltonian for the

and extension of the BOI phase in the electronic model deextended IHM (EIHM) valid forc , but any value ofs
serves further study, particularly in the strong couplingt,  if v is small.[35] For simplicity we restrict our study to 1D.
t  U; , since the arguments of Fabrizioal. are notdi-  The extension of this derivation to dimension higher thae on

rectly applicable. In addition, little attention has bedveg IS straightforward but somewhat cumbersomeifog 0. The
so far to the electric polarization or ferroelectric prafer ~ Hamiltonian of the EIHM can be written in the form

of the BOI phase.[20, 27] The BOI phase is an electroni- X X ,

cally induced Peierls instability that generates a fegokic H = t (f},, f; +Hxc)+ - b
state. Experimentally, a bond ordered ferroelectric state i i

observed in the pressure-temperature phase diagram of the X 1 1

prototype compound, tetrathiafulvalepeshloranil {3,:4]. In U e D)oy 7))

addition, as it was pointed out by Egamiial., [E.'] the mi- %

croscopic origin of the displacive-type ferroelectriaisiion +V 0y 1)@ 1); (1)
in covalent perovskite oxides like BaTiGs still unclear. It i

has been known for a long time that a picture based on static P .
Coulomb interactions and the simple shell model is inadewheren; = £{ f; , n; = n; , and ;t > 0. This

quate to describe some ferroelectric properies.[28] le-a r Hamiltonian has four states per site: empty, doubly ocalipie
cent paper[27] using a spin-particle transformatfon,[@3  ©Or singly occupied with spin up or down. At half filling and
we mapped a Hamiltonian which is close to the oné obtainedr t = 0, all odd sites (those with energy =2) have at
in the strong coupling limit of the IHM (in a sense that will léast one particle, and no even site is doubly occupied. ,Thus
become clear in Section V) into an anisotropic SU(3) anti-the relevant low-energy Hilbert subspacg has three states
ferromagnetic Heisenberg model that becomes isotropic an@er site. Our aim is to eliminate linear termstimhich mix
exactly solvable in 1D for certain combinations of the pa-States offi o with the rest of the Hilbert space. This can be
rameters. The exact solution is a spontaneously dimerize@one with a canonical transformation that leads to an evfect
BOI that helps to understand the physics of the IHM in theHamiltonianH ¢ which acts ot o and contains terms up to
strong coupling limit. The large value of the correlationgeh ~ Second order in. The procedure is completely standard (see
— 21:0728505:::allows to understand the numerical diffi- for instance Ref.J26]). To simplify the constructioniot.:  ,
culties for detecting this phase in finite size systems. We al itis convenientto perform an electron-hole transformatar
used a second spin-particle transformation [31] that miags t the odd sites
constrained fermions inte = 1 SU(2) spins and brings the ,
effective model into a biquadratic Heisenberg model with a G = Gy ¢y = fp; foroddi
spatial anisotropy along the-axis which is proportional to d = f£f; for eveni: (2)
U . This allows to interpret both transitions and the frac-
tional charge excitations of the BOI phase in the simple lan-The Hamiltonian now becomes invariant under translation of
guage ofs = 1 spins. onesite { ! i 1) butit does not conserve the number of
particles due to the particle-hole transformation. The)
symmetry associated with the conservation of the total num-
fber of electrotg)s is now generated by a the staggered charge

In this work, we derive an effective Hamiltoniah.¢¢ for
the strong coupling limit of the extended IHM (including
andv). Asinthet J model, the single-site Hilbert space o , :
H..: has three states. In two particular relevant casgs. ~ OPeratoro = ;. ( 1jc{ ¢ . The transformed Hamilto-
is mapped into simple models fer = 1 SU(2) spins. This Nian becomes
opens the possibility of studying both quantum phase tran-

sitions in 1D with the quantum loop Monte Carlo technique X U X
which is specially designed to deal with criticality duebet Hz = £ (1.0 dych + He)+ n;
non-local nature of its dynamic.[32] Harada and Kawashima i % i
[33] showed that this technique provides an accurate déterm Vo o 1w 1)+ U npng: (3)

nation of the critical parameters of a Kosterlitz-Thouleas-
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Now, fort  butarbitrary U ,[36]we can eliminate
the states with double occupancy on any site. This constrain j< y
can be incorporated to the fermionic algebra by defining the S; = 2K+ Kicy)
constrained fermion operators: . = P 7 K Vet &y K )i

d=da dagry a=aa &g @ S5 = g myi (7)
Performing a canonical transformation we eliminate thenger - Wherex | is the kink operaton, [31]:
proportional tot. These terms mix the low energy subspace X
H , with the orthogonal high-energy subspace, which con- K,= expli ngl: (8)
sists of all the states having at least one doubly occupted si k<3
in this representation. Up to second ordetimve obtain the

effective Hamiltonian: One way to visualize the effects of this transformation is to

note the corresponding mapping of the fermion states at any

X
Heee = t oy dcl, .+ He) site to the spin stateg$si 01 ! 104, ch ;Pit
x & % 114, and c§#K ;P! Pl 14 Up to an irrelevant con-
v T m@d nm)+E @y 1) stant, the resulting ¢ ¢ to first order intis
i i
X R 1 X
+ Ji(sy 81 Znini+ 1) HZ: = fC(Sgstrl"' S{s{, )Py
X .
+ &£, o (%1 t2s s (5) v <sl PEL7+ @+ 2V)EDL (9)
o wherep ;5 projects over the states witf + S% = 0(one may
whereE = ( U )=2, ands; is thegpin vector at sit; the ~ usepi; = 1 (5f + S% )2 in Eq. (_9))
components of which are; = 1=2° ot oC; o With When the second orderterms are includedfor 0 (asin
= fx;y;zg( are the Pauli matrices). The exchange in-the original IHM), the effective spin Hamiltonian becomes:
teractiond; and correlated hoppingf® coefficients areper- X
atorsif v 6 O.Alf v=0Jd=2¢=U+ )and ﬁfh = . =1 gff = SISy, + Siysiy+ P11+ E (SiZ)Z
are constantsy; comes from a second order process in which i

in the original Hamiltonian, the virtual intermediate sthias

J
a doubly occupied site at energy =2 and an empty site at ~ * gf(SI Su1)?+ 4.8, )7+ 2sfsh 2607 8L 1)%g
energy  =2. In the original language® represent a cor- ty, X . v oy .
related hopping between two second nearest-neighboragites 2 CHED R CHIE IR = HIHED I
energy+ =2(  =2)involving an intermediate state with an =1
empty (doubly occupied site) at energy =2 (+ =2). £'s; ¥+ 6] s, )
fOIE)c\)I\rligg:r\eraN, the expressions of these operators are the 428257 + 2652 6E 2 gl (10)
whereJ = 28=@U + )andty, = ©= :
. n; 1nio Ny 1+ Do 20 (0o H 2., is the minimal model that describes the physics of
Ji = 2¢ i v ' " + the EIHM in the strong coupling limit. It can be studied with
@ om0 1) quantum Montg Carlo or DMRG and its solution can brir]g
+ 01 v ] (6) further insight into the nature of the BOI phase, the precise

position of the phase transitions, and the effect afn them.
Note that these spin 1 Hamiltonians as well as Eqs (27) be-
1 1 low, cgnserve not only tota ?, but also the original charge
h tZ . .
€ = €miznuzt —— 0 n2)d o) Q0 = ,( 1}(s7)?3 and the ground state is in thge = 0
1 1 subspace. This seems to be an important reduction of the rel-
+ (= + )i 2+ Nivp 21 2Ny 2)=2]: evant Hilbert space for numerical calculations.

+ VvV

While the general expressionif.; - is rather complicated,
it takes simpler forms for some particular cases. For ircgan 1. LIMIT OF LARGE v
if we only keep the linear terms iy what amounts to neglect
Jiand€", the resultingd 2, already contains the non-trivial ~ For v t, the ground state of the EIHM can be ob-
charge fluctuations of the EIHM near both transitions and igained by second-order perturbation theory, iextending pre-
the minimal model to describe the system in the strong couvious results for the EHI\/:_.'[_iS] One can start either fram
pling limit. We can rewritet1 2. as a spin 1 model by using or H.¢¢. In the latter case, one can easily see tjatbe-
the spin-particle transformatiot_fESl] comes irrelevant and that there is an additional contidouti
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Jag = 28=0 V) to J when empty sites are elimi- wherec ( ) denotes charge (spinf, ( = c; )is a sine-
nated by another canonical transformation. Gordon Hamiltonian
Starting from a CDW with maximum order parameter, the z e )
energy per site up to second ordetinecomes H = dxf% [K °&)+ — ]
K
jo
+Z_cos( 8 )g; (14)
t2 a
E;fy= E V ——; (11) . L
+3V U and the charge-spin interaction is
where the subscript Il means “ionic insulator” to distingui 7
: : 2 p_ p—
it from the Bl because correlation effects duevtoare also H., = dx—cos( 2 o)cos( 2 ): (15)

present. In the MI phase, one has an effective Heisenberg
model with exchange interactian,. given by Eq.ZB) for all
ny = 1plusJ.q. From the exact solution, the ground state
energy of this model is J.,. In 2,[3'_/?] and therefore

In terms of the density operatorsg, for particles with wave
vectork moving in ther (+ or -) direction, the phase fields are

[40]
_ 4 t2 i X 1 Sk ik N, x
Ey1= Jort2; Jor = [(UV—)ZZ] (12) x) = N —e ¥ ( + %) T
k60
X
For t = 0, the transition between both phases isuat= ®) = = e FF ey x ) &; (16)
+ 2v. Atthis point, wherv  t, the perturbative correc- L oeo L

tions int? converge and the charge fluctuations of both phases
have an energy cost t. Consequently, the essential in- Where
gredientwhich can eventually lead to the formation of thd BO
phase is absent. Therefore, there are only two phases and one P_
transition in this limit. Ngg = [Nyr+ N »)  @®en+ N ")]:p 2

Je; = [N4vn N o) @©Nyo N o)F 2; (17)

andN . is the operator of the total number of particles with
IV. BOSONIZATION spin
The parameters entering Eq$_.'_:(14) are determined by the
The previous sections and most of the paper are concerndallowing equations in terms of the usual g-ology coupling
with the strong-coupling limit, in whichc is small com- constants:
pared either to or the interactiongy;v. When the in-

teractions are small, usually the continuum limit field the- r

ory plus renormalization group allows a precise deschiptio - . )2 %)2; m, = 22, oo = 2z,
of the system'[38, 39] In the EIHM, the usual procedures fail : 272 272
because is a strongly relevant operator. Nevertheless the o o oy Jpt O Gy G
bosonized Hamiltonian was used to infer the existence of the ¥ rF !
intermediate BOI phase in the IHM and the character of its g. = 9153 233 23:; 9 = Gy 2G5+ 202 ;
low-energy excitations.[1Q, 11] Here we describe the theor s —

for the EIHM plus exchange interaction to draw conclusionsg = 2% *tg9 . (18)
to be used later, and cqnstruct the bosonized version ofthe o 2w g

eratorsu;”® = expliZ- ,jam; )] which enter the . -, .
quantitiesz®® = hg) & i where i is the ground state, The masses entering Eqs. i(14) are proportional to the Umk-
the length of the system ardhe lattice parameter (and short 12PP couplinggs, = a@ 2V + 3J=2) and the backward-
distance cutoff below). scatteringone;. = g =a@ 2v  J=2),whileg< 0
for positiveu, v, andJ.f._l(_i] For = 0, the charge and spin
sectors are decoupled and the usual renormalization group
procedure for the sine Gordon model can be applied. By in-
A. Hamiltonian and main results creasingy, there is a transition from the Il (CDW) to the BOI
atu. = 2v  3J=2, and another one from the BOI to the Ml
The bosonized form af + % 1 is [16,138.20] atu, = 2v + J=2.[16] Including second-order corrections to
S el the coupling constants, it has been shown thatifer 0 the
BOI phase still exists for weat  2v.[14] The sign ofg
(g1» ) determines the charge (spin) sector. The width of the
H=Hc+H +Hc; (13)  BOI phase goes to zero with
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For 6 0,v = J = 0, Fabrizioer al. []:_()] replacedi by byP = ehX i=L) and its fluctuations for a periodic system
an effective free massive theory for the MI phase. Thent-trea[8, 34,135]:
ing H . perturbatively, they obtained an effective with a
renormalizedn , showing that lowering , a spin gap opens

e e
before the charge transition and therefore a BOI phasesexist i Hﬁn nz = m P B
between the two transitions. They also discussed the exci- ) 5
tations of the BOI phase taking the interaction part of the T —C . nEef = w24 E; (20)
Hamiltonian as a phenomenological Ginzburg-Landau energy Lr1 @ m)

functionalr with effective interactions. For its importance in
what follows we briefly review this analysis. Ignoring some
constants and factors and dropping the subscripive can

where . is the charge Berry phase [6,,7; 12} 17, 41, 44] and
P, some reference polarization, is defined modul@ and
thereforep , is defined module=m . These results were ex-

write tended toz7, whereX is replaced byghe difference between
F = g3 o+aq 2+ c si the position of up and down operators, ja ), P
. = cos(p 2 ) (19) by the corresponding difference in polarization, andy the
- ) ) ) spin Berry phases.[:_lzl,:f@] For calculations in finite systems,
In Eq. (19) and in the rest of this subsection, theand more accurate results fog are obtained calculating it directly

are effecuvg parameters ren(_)rmallzed by the |nte(acmmuis _rather than using the first Ed {20).]17; 34] However, this ex
their numerical values are different from those given previ pression allows a trivial calculation of if all particles in the
ously. Since we are in the spin sector of the BOI phase, thiground state are localizell.}17] In particular= 0fora CDW
implies that the spin gap is open and therefore the effectivgith maximum order parameterand=  for a Ml with one

g < 0. Then,j:j= 1 minimizes the energy. If also particle per site. By continuity and considering thatcan
g5 < 0 (corresponding to the Bl phase) the energy is mini-only be 0 or modulo2 for a system with inversion sym-
mized by either . = 1, o= lor .= 1, =1 metry and one particle per site, these two values charaeteri

one has a soliton (topological excitation) in the system bene || and MI phases until the boundary of a phase transition
tween these fwo vacua, clearly the jump in both phases ig reached.

v = =2 Since the smooth part of the chargex) The difficulty in finding a bosonized expression fof”® is
(Spins; x)) operatoris = 2@; o= (8 s=( 2 ))thisex-  that the exponents are ill defined in a periodic system. Ac-
citation has total charge 1 and spin 1/2, as expected. Hyally this is the reason why should be defined through

g5 > 2, the minima occur for . = =Qgs), <= 1 the Berry phase oef.[8, 34, 135] Nevertheless, as noted
or .= =Q@g3), = 1 Foran excitation between vacua earlier,[34]u ¢ is the operator that shifts all one particle mo-
with different  the spin is 1/2 as before, but now the small- menta by 2 =L, to the next available wave vector to the
estchange in the charge fieldis . = C,_, ( = 2),being  |eft. Then, by inspection of the expressions of the fields. Eqs

Ci=1 2arccos[=@gs)F the fractional charge of the (16,17),u ¢ acting on any state increases by one and de-
excitation. Asg; increases;;, decreases. This is consistent creasesi, also by onel[42] Consequently? shifts . x)
with a continuous transition to the MI phase, where the ele~Dy 5 51, and leaves the other three fields invariant. From
mentary excitations are spinons without charge. In aduitio he commutation relation,
there is a pure charge excitation between the two possible va
ues of . modulo2 for the same values of. and . Its [o&); <)]=1 & v); (21)
chargeisc, =1  Co,.

it follows that

Z

[ 1 dx c&); WI=1 (22)

B. The displacement operators

i c [ c 12
The quantity z; b i where Uy 5 exp AT-X ] Therefore the displacement operaigt can be constructed as

wherer is the length of the system and = =, Ja (- + .__an exponential of the average charge field. A similar anslysi
ny)] was first proposed by Resta anrd Sorella as an indic can be carried out fou and both results can be written as
tor of localization in extended systems$.[8] Using symmetry[.ﬂé] L

properties, Ortiz and one of us showed that for translation-
ally invariant interacting systems with a rational numbei

of particles per unit cell the correct definitiontigjU S )™ i pP-_. . 1 z

[34]. This definition was used to characterize metal-insula Up=epd 87), "= dx &): (23)
and metal-superconducting transitions in one dimensiatal

tice models. In the thermodynamic limit, ! 1, %°jis In the region of parameters such that the interaction

equal to 1 for a metallic periodic system and to 0 for thein the sine Gordon model Eqy {14) is relevant according to
insulating state. This is also true for non-interacting dis the renormalizatigp group, ) gets frozen at the value that
ordered system$:[35] In the thermodynamic limif, pro-  minimizesm cos( 8 )and the calculation af; becomes
vides a way to calculate the expectation value of the positrivial. In particular, forgs, < 0 (m . < 0 corresponding to
tion operator (related to the macroscopic electric posdiogn  a CDW or Il) we obtain ¢ = . = 0, while in the Ml phase
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(u ! 1,m.> 0)the result isp§ &= .= ,inagree- ForE = 0, this model has an SU(3) symmetry which is hid-
ment with the values anticipated abox'@l[l?] The difference den in this representation. The situation is somewhat amil
polarizatione=2 moduloe (see Eq. {20)) is consistent with the to the supersymmetric ~J model forg = 2t[49,,50] In
transfer of half of the electrons in one lattice parametdactvh  our case, the SU(3) symmetry is made explicit using a spin-
is required to convert a Ml into a Il in the strong coupling particle transformation described in detail in Re[f_: [27T Fo
limit. E = 0, the model is equivalent to an isotropic SU(3) antifer-
In the BOI phase, there is a spontaneous breaking of the imomagnetic Heisenberg model:
version symmetry in the thermodynamic limit and fractional

values of .= are allowed for 6 0. The analysis of <
the previous subsection indicates that in the BOI phasether Heee € = 0) = S (S G+ 1); (28)
gre two non-equivalent values for the frozen charge field: 285 ;

22 = arccos| =(2g3)] = Co=2. Then, using Egs.

(20) and [23) we obtain the following relation between the po Wherea is an arbitrary sublatticej(even or odd) in which

larization and the fractional charge of the elementarylepi ~ the three relevant states transform under the fundamental r
excitation of the BOI phase: resentations , while in the other sublattice , the states

transform under its conjugate representaon. The Hamil-
e tonian Eq. :('2_'-8) is invariant under staggered conjugate HU(3
P B= ——c= -Co: (24)  rotationsr andR ¥, on sublattices. andB respectively and
_ _ is integrable,[51, 52, 53] The ground state of the exact&siu
The sign depends on the particular ground state out of the twgs spin-dimerized and corresponds to the BOI in the original

fold degenerated manifold which follows from the (spatial  |anguage. The degree of dimerization can be characterized b
inversion) symmetry breaking. o is chosen in such away the order parametey [64,155]

thatp = 0forthe MI (implyingP, = e=2), we also obtain:
D=5 15 by F (29)
- Sci: 25
b= Eclzz' (25) whereh; ;;; = 3 1;iihi;i . 14is a projector gn the SU(3)

singlet spin stateji  1;ii= _ 4 1m ijm i= 3, at the
bond @ 1;i). NotethaB3h ,; coincides with the term with
j= i 1linthe isotropic SU(3) Heisenberg Hamiltonian Eq.
(28). In the original fermion representatioft, 1;iihas the

form
So far, no approximations have been made beyond that of

the strong coupling limit. In this Section we describe a sim-
plification of H . ¢ that allows to map it into an exactly solv-
able model;[27] We neglect the correlated hopping tesm
and treat the exchange termas an independent parameter.
Both approximations are usually applied to the J model wherek = 1 [+ ( 1)k2is the site of energy =2 be-
after its derivation from the Hubbard model in the strong-cou tweeniandi+ 1. A perfect dimerized state is constructed
pling limit [45, %#6] in spite of the fact that the correlateofh  repeating this SU(3) singlet each two sites. There are two
ping term might be important for stabiligi‘nqa superconeduct possibilities depending on the initial site chosen, reifhect
ing resonance-valence-bond ground state,[47, 48] the Z(2) symmetry breaking of the exact solution. The ex-
To simplify the expression for the spin Hamiltonian and un-act ground state has = 0:4216D , whereD j is the value of
veil accidental symmetries that appear for particular demb D for a perfect dimerized statg.[54] The value of the gap is

V. RIGOROUS RESULTS ON AN APPROXIMATE
EFFECTIVE HAMILTONIAN

1

1
1;ii= P €8, + £ WEL § LE0Di (30)

nations of the parameters, it is convenient to change the sigrather small~= 0:173178¢, and accordingly the correlation
of the st s%, , ands!s!, ; term in Hamiltonian(5) (this also length = 21:0728505:::is very largej[53] Therefore, one
changes the sign of the ters; s, ;)?+ H.c. in Eq. flb) )  expects that very large systems should be studied to cédcula
using the gauge transformation B numerically the bond-order parameter or other properties o
the BOI.
cy! g fori=4n andi= 4n+ 1 The significant degree of dimerization and the form of the

SU(3) singlets Eq',_'(QO) points out an important degree of co-
valency in the BOI phase even in the strong coupling limit.
Then, neglecting.., adding the term irv in (L0), and tak-  This is in contrast to the solutions for the Il and MI phases
ingVv = t, J = 2t, the spin 1 Hamiltonian takes the SU(2) described previously for large (see Section Il).

.t & for i= 4n+ 2 and i= 4n+ 1:(26)

g

invariant form: While the exact solution brings important insight into the
physics of a dimerized state, one might wonder if the approx-
X ) X ) imations made in the Hamiltonian, or the parameters chosen,
Heee=  t  [B: £1) 11+ E  [68)) 1]: render the results invalid for the IHM. If the IHM is describe
i i to first order int, thenty, becomes irrelevant and the question

(27)  isifthe BOI survives after moving andv from their values
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at the exact solution to zero. The results presented in Sewith ¥ = (£}, .. £, , + £.£., ., £,£.,,.) (the
tions Il and I, indicate that increasirfg tends to close the other ground statgi2i is obtained replacing the subscripj
BOI phase, while increasing the effect is the opposite. The by 25+ 2 in the last two terms)M = L=(a) is half the
effect of small changes af, v, andE from the exactly solv-  number of sites. Using the definitions in Section IV b and
able point on the energy of the dimer state, can be calculategbplyingu £ to our perfectly dimerized ground stasg1 i we

by first order perturbation theory. In particular, becaus®®  obtain:

SU(3) symmetry of the ground state, the ground state expec-
tation value of (g 381 nny 1=4), which is a projector
over an SU(2) singlet with two components, is 2/3 times the® * ...

expectation value of the SU(3) singlet with three composient e e nE gt By B5E )P
We can write: =0
(35)
Esor = Esor Elgr= I E(J 2t) In the thermodynamic limit, exp @ =M ) + 2)=3 =
3

1 exp (i =3M ), the mean value off is:

3V Ok + E hsi)?  14;(31)
MY 1

z° dl) = 1P SHli= & et =M = el
3=0

wherek | is the energy at the exactly solvable point and
;i 110y IS the expectation valueh;;:, ;i averaged over
even and odd. From the energy of the exact solution, we

know that [53] This result implies a Berry phase equal 40=3. Assum-
ing as before that the polarization of the MI phase is zero
2 . P, = e=2 moduloe) we have for the polarizatiop = e=6,
1i, = 1:796863::; (32 ( 0 1= . i . .
: ® (32) using Eq. -_(2_b) withm = 1. This result has a simple interpre-
while because of symmetry (all spin 1 projections are eguall tation: the ideal dimer state is composed of isolated “ato

3hhi;u4 13av = hS:  §1

probableh(s?)?i= 2=3. molecules”and in this case coincides with the result for one
Estimating the energy shifts for the other two phases as imolecule.[34] In each molecule, 1/3 of the charge (the wieigh
Section Il, neglecting terms of order we have of the first term in each factor of Eq.§34)) has been displaced

from site25to 25+ 1, and since there is one molecule per two

0 lattice parameters, the dipolar moment has increases-ay
Err = Eir Ei; " E Vv 9

Ewv: = Evy: EJ;’ @ 20h2 (33)
Using these expressions to calculate the energies of the IHM

(v = J = 0)forsmallE, one obtains thatE;; = Ey =
139%twhenE=t= 1 2=h2=  0:39. For this value oft,

Eq. (31) gives Ez o1 = 143t< E;;. Since we know that ldl) <> > o o o @ @
Epop < EJpandEl,, < E ,, this implies that the BOI
phase is still that of lowest energy in the strong couplingjtli |d2) O @D @D @ D @

of the IHM if E is decreasedto 039t Numerical results
suggest that while this shift in is in the right direction, its
magnitude is nearly two times smallgri[12, 22, 23] FIG. 1: Schematic plot of two dimerized ground states of ttd.B

It is easy to generalize this result out of the SU(3) symmet-
ric point and for the other perfectly dimerized state. Ttsule
is (moduloe)

VI. POLARIZATION AND FRACTIONAL CHARGE
EXCITATIONS

In this section, we discuss the polarization and fractional
charge excitations of the BOI phase. To render the discassio dl)= P @)= Ehnl 1i= Ehl )i (36)
clearer, we begin by calculating these properties in a payfe
dimerized state with the above mentioned SU(3) symmetry. . .
Due to the breaking of Z(2) symmetry, there are two SuchThe factors that multiplye=2 express the weight of doubly

states as it is shown in Fig.VI. Except for a trivial normal- occupied sites, I.e., the sites with energy =2. Note that
ization constant, one of them can be written as: asu increases these factors decrease and they vanish when

the system enters the MI phase. In the opposite limit, at the
boundary with the Il phase or inside it, there is also only one

I 4 - value of the polarizatiopr = e=2since itis defined modulo
Hli= ER (34) . Atthis point, it is not possible to shift between two differ
3=0 ent polarized sates by application of an electric field ard th
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system is not ferroelectric. Only inside the BOI phase orse halHM that includes a nearest-neighbor repulsion._ Usmg the
ferroelectricity. spin-particle transformations introduced in Ref, -[31] we
While we are unable to calculate the polarization in themapped the effective Hamiltonian into a spin one ' model. The
ground state of the BOI phase, our previous result eq (25%pin language is useful to unveil hidden symmetries of the ef
indicates that the result for the perfectly dimerized st&q. fective model for particular combinations of the differgat
(B ) holds in the general case. The charge of the elementarameters. For instance, we showed that when the correlated
excitations of the BOI phase can be easily determined in theoppingt., is neglected and the exchange terns treated as
spin IanguageL[??] Fig. 2 shows a schematic representation an independent parameter, the effective Hamiltonian besom
a spinon excitation in which the two possible ground stafes oa biquadratic Heisenberg model with a single-ion anisgtrop
the BOI phase are separated by aspin 1 atagiveasiteisis for v = tandJ = 2t In particular, the amplitude of the
not an eigenstate because the quantum fluctuations of the spingle-ion anisotropy vanishes in the region dominatedey t
and the bond ordered regions are not included. However, theharge transfer instabilitys = . At this point, the Hamil-
inclusion of these fluctuations does not change the charge abnian can be rewritten as an SU(3) antiferromagnetic keise
the soliton which is connecting both ground states. Sinee thberg model usm_g the general spin-particle transformation
original charge operator can be writtencas- | ( 1y $%3  troducedin [29 30] The exact ground state of this model is a
if s7 = 0 (representing either an empty site or a doubly oc-dimerized solution that corresponds to the BOI in the oagin
cupied one), the total change in spin is zero, and the chargermionic language. In the spin one language, the low energy
of the excitation isC, = h(3#)?1, wherelis any site. If in-  excitations of the dimerized solution are spinons. he- 0
steadsiZ = 1, the spin of the excitation is 1/2 and its charge isspinons carry zero spin and charg@= 2=3in terms of the
Ci, = hl  (5f)?1i These results can be related with thoseoriginal ferm|ons Thes, 1 spinons have spia = 1=2
of Section IV b and are consistent with Eq:_s 1(25) a,'[ml (36). and chargec,_, = 1=3in the original fermionic version.
Makingu & changes the value af , andc; continuously

ﬁ H H H H H ‘ as a function ofs so the charge the solitons can also
take irrational values

i H H H H H u The above descril;ed results, which were obtained in the

strong coupling limit, are in qualitative agreement witfe th
weak coupling bosonization approach of Fabriza'ozl.[:_L]_l]

The irrational values of the charge carried by each soliten a
o> o> <> /} > <> <> just a consequence of the asymmetry between the two sub-
lattices introduced by the term. [$6_'n| Since these excitations
have a topological nature, it is expected that their charast

h m m H m m ‘ tics will not depend on the interaction regime.
In addition, using the bosonization procedure we showed
2@ u u H J u u that the polarization of the ferroelectric BOI is propont#b
to the chargec,_, of the elementary excitations (solitons).
Therefore, the magnitude of the fractional charge carried b
FIG. 2: Schematic plot of the soliton excitation of the dimed ~ €ach soliton can be obtained experimentally by measuriag th
ground state in the spin one representation (see Eg. (27) fhel ~ electric polarization of the ground state.

original fermionic representation, this excitation hamsp = 1=2
and charge ,_, = 1=3 at the SU(3) symmetric point.

v v v v Oy OO
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